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Outdoor mm-wave 5G/6G
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Adaptive analog beamforming is a key technology to enable spatial control of millimeter-wave
wireless signals radiated from phased array antennas (PAAs) which is essential to maximize the
capacity of future mobile networks and to ensure efficient usage of scarce spectrum. Intermediate
frequency-over-fiber (IFoF), on the other hand, is a promising technology for the millimeter-wave
(mm-wave) mobile fronthaul due to its low complexity, high optical spectral efficiency, and low
latency. The combination of IFoF and PAA is key to implement mm-wave mobile communicationsin a
scalable, centralized, efficient, and reliable manner. This work presents, for the first time to the best
of the authors’ knowledge, an extensive outdoor measurement campaign where an experimental IFoF
mm-wave wireless setup is evaluated by using PAAs with adaptive beamforming on the transmitter
and receiver sides. The configuration of the experimental setup is according to 5G standards,
transmitting signals wirelessly at 27 GHz central frequency in the n258 band. The employed PAAs

are composed of 8-by-8 patch antenna arrays, allowing beam steering in the azimuth and elevation
angles. Furthermore, different end-user locations, antenna configurations, and wireless scenarios

are tested in the outdoor experiment, showing excellent EVM performance and achieving 64-QAM
transmission over up to 165.5 m at up to 1.88 Gbit/s. The experimental results enable optimization of
the experimental setup for different scenarios and prove the system’s reliability in different wireless
conditions. In addition, the results of this work prove the viability and potential of IFoF combined with
PAA to be part of the future 5G/6G structure.

The dramatic growth of mobile data traffic in the last years requires a major upgrade and enhancement of the
network infrastructure, especially with the emergence of new applications and services such as augmented real-
ity (AR), virtual reality (VR), 4K/8K video streaming, autonomous driving, Industry 4.0, and Internet of Things
(IoT)". The fifth-generation (5G) of mobile networks and its successor 6G aim to provide an adequate quality
of experience (QoE) and quality of service (QoS) for such applications. To achieve this, 5G standards specify a
set of requirements in terms of latency, number of connected devices, data rate, energy efficiency, mobility, and
capacity?. Increasing the data rate is one of the main objectives of future 5G/6G systems. To realize this, it is
necessary to move towards higher frequency bands. Optical wireless communications provide a vast amount of
available bandwidth to exploit. However, optical wireless communications offer low reliability, small coverage
areas, and low sensibility, making them unsuitable for outdoor mobile scenarios’. In contrast, millimeter-wave
(mm-wave) wireless communications overcome the drawbacks of the optical approach, permitting the use of
significant amounts of available spectrum. One of the most important challenges in mm-wave wireless com-
munications is the power limitation due to the increased free-space path loss (FSPL), atmospheric attenuation,
and penetration losses*.

Beamforming is a key method to alleviate the power limitations due to high path loss in mm-wave wireless
communications® and to enable spatial control over the signal, minimizing interference and allowing increased
frequency re-use. While digital beamforming is most commonly applied in low-bandwidth sub-7 GHz systems,
it requires a full RF chain, analog-to-digital converters (ADCs) and digital-to-analog converters (DACs) for each
antenna element, making it scale poorly in terms of cost, complexity and power consumption, especially for
mm-wave massive multiple-input and multiple-output (MIMO) applications™®. As a consequence, analog and
hybrid beamforming technologies enable the deployment of mm-wave mobile communications in an effective
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and scalable manner, since they reduce the number of required ADCs and DACs. In particular, phased array
antennas (PAAs) are one of the most promising analog beamforming implementations, giving rapid and flexible
beam steering capabilities” .

From the architecture perspective, the implementation of mm-wave cells requires a reduction in the cover-
age radius (~ 200 m), in comparison with the current sub-7 GHz network. In other words, compared to current
mobile networks, the expected number of mm-wave cells for future 5G/6G scenarios is vast” 1°. Compared to
classical distributed radio access network (RAN) deployments, centralized radio access network (C-RAN) is
the preferred architecture especially for mm-wave mobile deployments, due to its intrinsic benefits such as low
maintenance, centralized monitoring, and reduced energy consumption''. C-RAN adds a new segment in the
mobile infrastructure, called fronthaul which interconnects the central office (CO) with the remote antenna
unit (RAU). Hence, radio-over-fiber (RoF) arises as an ideal technology to transport and distribute the data in
the mobile fronthaul and reduce the complexity of the remote stations which is crucial for deployment of the
large numbers of cells required!'*"'*. There are three main types of RoF technologies technologies'>~!”: mm-wave
analog radioover-fiber (AROF), intermediate frequency-over-fiber (IFoF), and digital radio-over-fiber (DRoF).
In fact, the two first RoF technologies are considered ARoF since they transport analog signal through the
optical fiber. Current fronthaul solutions such as common public radio interface (CPRI) and next generation
fronthaul interface (NGFI) employ DRoF. However, the mobile fronthaul is expected to become a bottleneck as
it struggles to transport the enormous RF bandwidths required to support the growth of mobile data traffic and
due to the low spectral efficiency of DRoF fronthaul technologies. On the other hand, ARoF is a suitable solu-
tion to solve the fronthaul bottleneck due to its high optical spectral efficiency and potentially the inclusion of
beamforming in the optical domain, improving bandwidth and reducing beamformer footprint'® 1. Moreover,
in contrast to the DRoF approach, ARoF solutions allow a great complexity reduction of the RAU, moving most
of the functionalities to the CO. This low-complexity RAU feature is essential to scalably and efficiently deploy
a large number of mm-wave cells for 5G/6G", while reducing maintenance cost and latency'".

However, compared to DRoF, mm-wave ARoF may suffer from stronger signal degradations due to the non-
ideal functionality of the components involved in RoF systems and the combined fiber (chromatic dispersion,
nonlinear distortions) and wireless channel'®?. IFoF avoids the use of optical heterodyning, i.e., the beating
of two optical carriers for mm-wave generation, and potential resulting issues with phase noise and/or signal-
signal beating, as experienced in mm-wave AROF systems, while taking advantage of the benefits of analog fiber
transport. Since IFoF dispenses with optical mm-wave transport or optical heterodyne, the optical complex-
ity and the bandwidth requirements on optical components are reduced'®, at the cost of requiring mm-wave
upconversion and a local oscillator at the RAU site, which increases complexity, cost, and energy consumption.
Table 1 compiles the three described fronthaul technologies in terms of signal degradation in the optical fiber and
complexity of CO and RAU. Observing Table 1, it can be noted that IFoF brings intermediate features between
the mm-wave ARoF and DRoF solutions, being a suitable choice to implement in many mobile scenarios'” and,
combined with PAA-based beamforming, is a promising solution for future mm-wave 5G/6G mobile networks.
Finally, sigma-delta-over-fiber (SDoF) which offers lower system complexity than DRoF and stronger signal
integrity than ARoF technologies should be mentioned as a candidate RoF fronthaul technology. In contrast to
AROF, SDoF is characterized by a quantification noise which reduces the spectral efficiency in the optical fiber?!.

Beamforming with PAAs and IFoF combine ideally to address some of the challenges associated with mm-
wave mobile communications> >, such as congestion in the fronthaul due to the increased data rates and larger
bandwidths, and low received powers, especially in scenarios with line-of-sight (LOS) blockage. In previous
works, the IFoF technique has been extensively studied as a 5G fronthaul solution, validating its efficiency for
28 GHz mm-wave communications'’, and V-band systems implementing various modulation formats (quad-
rature phase shift keying (QPSK), quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM)) and PAA-based beam steering
techniques®*~?. The coexistence of IFoF signal with passive optical network (PON) traffic was successfully
demonstrated in the field environment and evaluated by using 16-QAM orthogonal frequency-division multi-
plexing (OFDM) signals?, while from a fronthaul capacity perspective, IFoF has been used to experimentally
demonstrate an aggregate capacity up to 24 Gbit/s over 7 km fiber and 5 m V-band link?”. An outdoor experi-
ment using IFoF with 28 GHz mm-wave wireless transmission and 16-QAM and 64-QAM modulation orders
has been demonstrated®, with the terminal located at 10 m and 1 km LOS away from the remote radio head
(RRH) in charge of beamforming using multiple fixed beams. Nevertheless, to the best of the authors’ knowl-
edge, there are no scientific reports in the research literature regarding experimental mm-wave wireless IFoF
5G setups with PAA-based beam steering evaluated in outdoor scenarios. In fact, the majority of the previous
experimental mm-wave optical fronthaul works are focused on indoor scenarios with fixed beam antennas. Thus,
the presented work stands out for the combination of IFoF together with beam steerable antennas in an outdoor
scenario. In particular, this manuscript presents an experimental wireless IFoF testbed realizing different outdoor
scenarios at a center frequency of 27 GHz, within the n257 and n258 5G bands?. The presented outdoor experi-
ment is performed in a parking lot, serving as a measurement campaign for evaluation and validation of vehicle

Fronthaul technology | CO complexity | RAU complexity | Signal degradation level
mm-wave ARoF High Low High

IFoF Medium Medium Medium

DRoF Medium High Low

Table 1. Comparison table of the three RoF fronthaul technologies.
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applications such as remote driving or cooperative, connected and automated mobility (CCAM) services®. In
the experimental setup, a pair of PAA panels are employed on the transmitter and receiver sides, allowing for
beam steering capabilities. Furthermore, the experiment configuration is according to 5G standards, successfully
transmitting 64-QAM OFDM signals with a subcarrier spacing of 240 kHz?2.

The remainder of this manuscript is structured as follows: the second section describes the overall concept
of the used architecture and the different wireless scenarios where the transmission performance is analyzed;
the third section discusses the utilized PAA panels together with their characterization, details the experimental
setup, and explains the digital signal processing (DSP) processes carried out to obtain the final results; in the
fourth section, the experimental results are presented, analyzed, and interpreted; finally, the fifth section gives
conclusive remarks concerning the contribution of the presented work.

Wireless scenarios

Given the importance of high-speed communication in the future of the automotive industry, it is chosen to
perform the outdoor experiment in the parking lot of building Flux at Eindhoven University of Technology
campus. This location offers the opportunity to have an elevated transmitter, on the first-floor balcony of Flux,
with a receiver at various locations in and around the parking lot, as shown in Fig. 1. The location consists of a
complex and dynamic environment, which includes pedestrians, vehicles, bicycles, vegetation, and buildings
during the performance of the experiment. Both LOS and non-line-of-sight (NLOS) conditions can be tested
since the adjacent buildings with glass/concrete facades have been found to provide sufficiently strong and
coherent reflections™.

The transmitter and receiver are placed on carts, as can be seen in Fig. 1d-j. The transmitter cart contains
the CO and RAU separated by a spool of fiber, while the receiver cart includes the end-user equipment. The
transmitter remains in one geographical location during the entirety of the outdoor measurement campaign;
however, the transmitter PAA is manually rotated to achieve different scenarios, as can be seen in Fig. la—c. It
should be noted that the manual rotation of the transmitter is only needed as an initial step for each scenario, as
due to the limit in the beam steering capability of the PAAs not all scenarios are possible for a single broadside
position. This emulates a base station setup where multiple PAAs would be needed to support an area of this size
or to achieve full 360° coverage. Similarly, the receiver cart is also manually placed and rotated as the initial setup
step for the different scenarios prior to the beam steering stage. For the remainder of each scenario all antennas
are stationary. Table 2 indicates the manual rotation angles, beam steering angles and the respective distance to
the receiver antenna for all scenarios. The beam direction and scanning range of the transmitter are indicated
by the red circle sectors, while the receiver’s are indicated by the yellow circle sectors. The dashed red lines show

Rx. location ~ Rx. coverage angle
o Tx. location ¥ Tx. coverage angle

[Tx. Loc.|

Figure 1. Locations and configurations of the different wireless scenarios utilized in the outdoor measurement
campaign: (a—c) 2D maps representing the different measurement locations with their respective antenna
orientations; (d) photo of the transmitter cart located on the first floor of Flux building; (e-j) photos of the
different locations of the end-user cart where the transmitter cart can be seen.
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Location Distance (m) | TxRot. (°) | Tx Beam (°) | RxRot.(°) | Rx Beam (°)
1 59.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
2 58.5 0 15.0 15 0.0
3 (LOS) 835 -2 225 27 275
3 (NLOS) 83.5 =22 -20.0 27 20.0
4 74.2 38 5.0 37 0.0
5 107.3 38 5.0 37 0.0
6 165.5 38 0.0 37 0.0

Table 2. Wireless scenario parameters, indicating antenna rotations (with respect to the vertical of Loc. 1) and
beam steering angles of transmit (Tx) and receive (Rx) PAA.

ray-tracing of the main beam’s center at the extremities of the scanning range of the transmitter PAA. The solid
lines in Fig. la—c indicate the expected LOS and NLOS ray traces.

In Fig. 1a,c, the beam steering capability of the transmitter is tested. From ray-tracing it is determined that
these are mainly LOS-only scenarios. It is clear from Fig. 1a that the left most beam direction misses the adja-
cent building. Though it is possible that a side-lobe from the transmit antenna causes the signal to be received
at location 1 (Loc. 1) and possibly also location 2. Location 3 is chosen as a test point for a combined LOS and
NLOS scenario, as can be seen from the main traces in Fig. 1b. Location 3 also provides some additional chal-
lenges given the location of the tree trunks, shown in Fig. 1g. The ray-tracing shown by the orange line of Fig. 1b
indicates LOS is expected for the implemented beam scanning angles of 22.5° and —27.5° in transmitter and
receiver PAAs, respectively. For the NLOS case, shown by the solid pink line, the transmitter PAA should be
set to -20.0° and the receiver PAA to 20.0°. For locations 4-6, the environment is expected to yield LOS-only
scenarios. Location 5 is located right next to the De Zaale road, on a pedestrian pathway. Location 6 tests the
performance at a longer distance of 165.5 m. For all locations and measurements, the transmitter PAA elevation
is set to -5°, and the receiver PAA is set to 5°. Therefore, only azimuth scanning is performed for each scenario.

Measurement setup and signal processing

This section explains the presented mm-wave IFoF setup at the device and system levels and the associated DSP.
First, the configuration and characterization of the pair of PAAs employed to realize beam steering on the experi-
mental testbed is discussed. Second, the utilized mm-wave IFoF wireless scheme is presented and explained,
highlighting the used device configurations and the 5G entities that are involved in the test bench. Finally, the key
aspects of the employed transmitter and receiver DSP are shown together with the used OFDM configuration.

Phased array antenna description and characterization. The PAAs used in the setup are antenna
panels supplied by NXP Semiconductors which contain 8-by-8 arrays of dual-polarized circular patch anten-
nas. The antenna elements are separated by half a wavelength at 26 GHz, equal to 5.8mm. The panels contain
dual polarized beamforming ICs (MMW9014K?!) which can drive four channels per polarization. Each chan-
nel contains a transmit and a receive chain. Each chain has an 8-bit variable gain amplifier and an 8-bit phase
shifter, allowing beamsteering in the intended direction and manipulation of the beam shape. The range in gain
that can be achieved is ~ 30dB, while the range in phase is from 0° to 360°. The array has two ports, one for the
horizontal and one for the vertical polarization, which can be operated independently. For optimal performance,
calibration of the array is required. The array calibration entails measuring the gain and phase responses of each
channel for each gain and phase setting and creating a map of the actual response for any of the 8-bit weights.

The aforementioned array calibration is performed in an anechoic chamber in a near-field setup, where an
open-ended waveguide probe is placed at 51 distance from the panel. For each channel, the probe is moved
directly in front of the associated antenna element, and the gain and phase are swept. For each gain and phase
setting, and for each of the 64 elements, the S»; (in transmit mode) or S;; (in receive mode) parameters are
measured. The map is then obtained by extracting the gain and phase of the measured S-parameter at a single
frequency point. In this setup, only the channel under test is turned on, while the remaining channels are disa-
bled. This process is sped up by only measuring 8 gain settings and 16 phase settings out of the 2562 possible
combinations, and interpolating the resulting map.

With the resulting maps, some issues with the PAA can be addressed. Firstly, the gain and phase responses
of each channel differ. Furthermore, changing the phase on a channel can lead to an unintended change in gain
on that channel and vice-versa. This gain-phase coupling can be addressed by using the interpolated map as a
lookup table and selecting the setting that matches the intended response most closely. This method is also used
to address the phase offsets between the channels. The gain offsets can only be addressed by scaling the most
powerful elements to a lower power level, such that all elements radiate the same amount of power. This power
scaling decreases the side-lobe level (SLL) at the cost of gain and radiated power. In order to optimize the link
budget, the element powers are not scaled, at the cost of increased SLL.

Taking this calibration into account, the phase and gain settings are determined for the transmitter and
receiver arrays to steer the beam between £35° in azimuth in 2.5° steps and +5° in elevation in 5° steps. This
calibration is done in the standard phased array case and for an additional case where a 20dB Taylor taper is
applied to the weights, resulting in a reduction in the SLL*. These cases are compared in terms of error vector
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a) Pattern, standard case

magnitude (EVM) and bit error rate (BER) in the outdoor setup. Compared to the standard configuration, the
low-SLL case has a gain reduction of about 4dB both for the transmitter and receiver, resulting in a total 8dB
link budget reduction. The radiation patterns generated and their corresponding array settings using the pre-
sented method are shown in Fig. 2a,b for the standard case, and in Fig. 2d,e for the low-SLL case. The patterns
for Fig. 2a,d are normalized to the maximum gain, in this case in the main beam direction. Here an example is
shown for the transmitter case, scanning towards -30° in azimuth and 0° in elevation. The patterns are similar
in the receiver case. In Fig. 2¢ the azimuthal cuts of the transmitter radiation patterns are shown in the standard
and low-SLL case when scanning from -30° to 30° in azimuth. The different beams in Fig. 2(c) are normalized
to the maximum gain at broadside. Observing Fig. 2¢, it can be noted that the beamwidth is increased for the
low-SLL case by 1.1° and 1.4° for transmit and receive respectively, while the SLL is decreased by 5.1dB and 5.0dB
for transmit and receive respectively. In Fig. 2f the gain reduction when scanning, compared to the center beams
at 0°, is shown, for the transmitter and receiver panels and for standard and low-SLL cases.

The peak SLL averaged across the measured beams for the two under-test configurations, as well as the
highest scan loss compared to the center beams at 0° are given in Table 3. The scan loss, as shown in Fig. 2f, is
0.39dB higher in transmit than in receive for the normal configuration, while with Taylor taper this difference
reduces to 0.35dB. The Taylor taper reduces the SLL by 5.0dB to 5.1dB and increases the half power beamwidth
(HPBW) by 1.1° in transmit and 1.4° in receive direction, respectively. The SLL in the transmitter PAA is almost
the same as in the receiver one, and the beamwidths are also equivalent. By using the Friis transmission equation
and measuring the cable losses of the anechoic chamber, it is possible to calculate the total integrated gain of the
panel for each situation. The integrated gain here is the overall gain of the PAA inclusive of all RF electronics
included in the assembly, i.e., array gain, patch gain, splitting losses, beamforming and direction switching, as
well as amplification. These results are shown in Table 3 as well. Important to note is that the integrated gain and

b) Gain settings, standard case c) Pattern cuts in transmit
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Figure 2. Measured radiation patterns in the standard case when scanning to —30° in azimuth, normalized to
the peak amplitude in (a), and the gain settings used to excite the array in (b). In (d) the pattern is shown when

an additional Taylor taper is applied, and the respective gain settings are shown in (e). In (c) examples of the
beam shapes are shown for the transmitter panel using the standard and Taylor taper case. In (f) the scanning
gain is shown for all measured scanning angles, normalized to the center beam of each situation.

Array type Highest scan loss (dB) | Average peak SLL (dB) | HPBW of center beam (°) | Integrated gain (dB)
Tx mode standard | 0.94 —10.6 12.6 47
Rx mode standard | 0.55 —10.9 11.9 45
Tx mode Taylor 1.07 —15.7 13.7 43
Rx mode Taylor 0.72 —-15.9 133 41

Table 3. Measured parameters of the phased array antennas.
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radiated power are dependent on the array calibration method. The gain difference of the overall PAA assembly
in receive and transmit is 2dB. In general, the transmitter and receiver mode arrays perform similarly and their
radiation patterns are equivalent.

Experimental setup. Figure 3a depicts the proposed IFoF wireless setup for mm-wave 5G/6G communica-
tions. As it can be seen, the schematic of the experimental setup is divided into three different segments which
correspond to the different entities of the 5G/6G system”: CO, RAU, and end-user. The CO function consists
of baseband processing, and generating and preparing the data signal for the optical IFoF fronthaul transport.
For achieving this, a distributed-feedback (DFB) laser (CoBrite-DX1 tunable laser from ID Photonics) emits an
optical carrier at 1550nm with 16dBm of output power. The optical carrier is then used to convert the electrical
data signal into the optical domain by using an Avanex Mach-Zehnder modulator (MZM) (P/N: 792 000220).
For proper optical data modulation, the MZM is biased in the quadrature point. The electrical data signal, that
is introduced into the MZM, is produced with a 6.4 GSa/s arbitrary waveform generator (AWG). The Zynq
UltraScale+ RFSoC ZCU111 evaluation kit is used in this experiment as AWG. The intermediate frequency (IF)
upconversion of the baseband data signal is digitally performed in the DSP at 2 GHz and is detailed alongside the
DSP. After the optical data modulation, the resulting IF optical data signal is sent through a 5 km long standard
single-mode fiber (SSMF), emulating the distance between the CO and the RAU.

At the RAU, the optical signal at the output of the SSMF is detected by a photodiode (PD) from Optilab (P/N:
4323-PD-40-C-DC-ND), generating an electrical bandpass signal at 2 GHz. The resulting electrical signal is
upconverted to a center frequency of 27 GHz. For this mm-wave upconversion, a vector signal generator (VSG)
and the ADMV1013 evaluation board from Analog Devices are utilized. The ADMV1013 board integrates a local
oscillator (LO) quadrupler, RF mixer, and amplification controlled by voltage variable attenuators (VVAs). Hence,
the frequency requirements of the VSG are reduced due to the use of the carrier quadrupler. More specifically,
the VSG generates a sinusoid of 6.25 GHz. Since the IF mode is the selected configuration on the ADMV1013
board, the upconverted electrical signal is a double-sideband (DSB) with a carrier at 25 GHz (see the spectrum
of Fig. 3b1). Moreover, the maximum VVA gain is set in the used ADMV1013 configuration. To condition the
output signal for the wireless transmission, a band-pass filter (BPF) is used with a 27 GHz center frequency,
~ 600 MHz of bandwidth and adequate suppression of unwanted and out-of-band components**. The spectrum
of the signal obtained after this filtering process is illustrated in Fig. 3b2. Next, the filtered signal is fed into the
transmitter PAA panel, where splitting, amplification, and phase-shifting processes are carried out for transmit
beamforming. Finally, the resulting mm-wave signal is transmitted wirelessly at 27 GHz, within the n257 and
n258 5G bands.

After wireless transmission, the PAA panel of the end-user catches the signal, and subsequently, phase shift-
ing, amplification, and combining procedures are performed for receive beamforming. The spectrum of the
signal at the output of the receiver PAA can be seen in Fig. 3b3. After the end-user PAA, the mm-wave signal is
downconverted to a second IF at 1.5 GHz using the ADMV1014 evaluation board from Analog Devices. A carrier
quadrupler, RF mixer, and RF amplifiers are integrated on the ADMV1014 board, which is the complementary
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Figure 3. Experimental IFoF wireless setup for mm-wave 5G/6G communications with a single RAU and
end-user: (a) schematic of the setup (downlink only); (b) graphs of the signal spectra at different points of
the experimental setup. CO: central office, RAU: remote antenna unit, DSP: digital signal processing, AWG:
arbitrary waveform generator, PMF: polarization maintaining fiber, MZM: Mach-Zehnder modulator,
SSFM: standard single-mode fiber, PD: photodiode, VSG: vector signal generator, BPF: bandpass filter, OSC:
oscilloscope.
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downconversion model to the ADMV1013 board used in the RAU. In addition, for this downconversion pro-
cedure, a second, independent, VSG is required, which produces an LO at 6.375 GHz. In the presented experi-
ment, two N5183B MXG modules are employed for the transmitter and receiver VSGs. Finally, the resulting IF
signal is sampled and captured by an oscilloscope with a sampling rate of 10 GSa/s. The Lecroy WavePro 725Zi
is utilized as oscilloscope.

It is relevant to point out that the signal bandwidth of the demonstration system is mainly limited by available
spectrum and the filter at the transmitter (600 MHz bandwidth) required to stay within emission limits, while
the remainder of the system would support substantially larger bandwidths. The PAAs support signals between
24.0 GHz and 27.5 GHz, i.e., up to 3.5 GHz of bandwidth, while the ADMV1014 and ADMV1013 modules sup-
port signals with bandwidths up to 5.2 GHz at IF frequencies between 0.8 GHz and6.0 GHz. Finally, the optical
IFoF subsystem would support substantially wider bandwidths and higher IF frequencies.

DSP configuration. The same OFDM configuration is employed for all the measurements carried out in
this work. This OFDM configuration adheres to the 5G standards and is as follows® 14 OFDM symbols per
slot; 12 subcarriers per resource block (RB); 240 kHz of subcarrier spacing; every OFDM symbol contains 2048
subcarriers of which 416 are null, resulting in a total bandwidth of 391.68 MHz; one dedicated OFDM symbol
per slot for channel estimation with all active subcarriers serving as demodulation reference signals (DM-RSs);
one phase tracking reference signal (PT-RS) subcarrier every 8 RB for phase noise compensation®; 0.2976s of
cyclic prefix (CP); and 64-QAM as modulation order on the data subcarriers. With these parameters, the spectral
efficiency of the OFDM signal is 0.86log, (M) bit/s/Hz, where M indicates the modulation order. Hence, the final
throughput is 2015.5Mbit/s for 64-QAM data modulation and 391.68 MHz of bandwidth.

The DSP block diagram used on the transmitter side is represented on the left side of Fig. 4. The resulting
signals of this DSP process are generated by the AWG of the RAU (see Fig. 3a). First, in the DSP transmitter
block diagram, the input bits are mapped to 64-QAM symbols. The resulting 64-QAM symbols refer to the data
subcarriers. Later, null, PT-RS, and DM-RS subcarriers are inserted respecting the OFDM configuration dis-
cussed in the previous paragraph. After this subcarrier insertion, an inverse discrete Fourier transform (IDFT)
is performed, moving from the frequency to the time domain. Then, the CP is added to each OFDM symbol.
All the aforementioned DSP blocks compose the OFDM transmitter. A preamble is also added at the beginning
of the 5G slot frame for fine synchronization on the receiver side. Subsequently, the real and imaginary parts of
the OFDM signals are separated and upsampled for a 2 GHz IF upconversion in the digital domain. As a result,
an OFDM bandpass signal with an IF of 2 GHz is generated.

On the other hand, the block diagram on the right of Fig. 4 corresponds to the DSP processes performed on
the receiver side in order to properly demodulate the captured signal by the oscilloscope. The received signal is
filtered with a digital BPE, suppressing any undesired frequency components. Then, an IF demodulation pro-
cedure is realized, moving the signal to the baseband. The obtained baseband signal is downsampled. By using
the preamble previously inserted on the transmitter side, fine synchronization is performed to find the starting
time of the received signal. Subsequently, a rough carrier frequency offset (CFO) compensation is executed to
correct for the frequency drift of some devices, such as VSGs and AWG, involved in the experimental setup.
At this point, the OFDM receiver block starts by removing the CP. For more accurate CFO compensation, the
advanced LI-CPE method? is used, harnessing the inserted PT-RS symbols. Furthermore, this LI-CPE method
allows efficient mitigation of the common phase error (CPE) induced by the phase noise that equally affects all the
subcarriers of each OFDM symbol*. After the LI-CPE method, a mean squared error (MSE) channel estimation
is carried out by using the DM-RS OFDM symbol contained in every slot””. Thus, the MSE detection is utilized
to compensate for the channel on the data subcarriers. Finally, a 64-QAM demodulator is employed to extract
the bits from the processed data subcarriers.

Measurement results and discussions

This section presents and explains the results obtained in the outdoor measurement campaign using the IFoF
wireless experimental setup of Fig. 3a. It is important to mention that all the results are collected employing the
same DSP, OFDM, and device configurations specified in the previous section. Further, all the measurements
in this manuscript were obtained with the same PAA elevation settings: -5° and 5° elevation angles on the
transmitter and receiver sides, respectively. In this way, the results of the different measurement locations can
be fairly compared and examined. Moreover, the EVM results presented in this manuscript are derived through

o .
| Bits stream > Real signal \_ _R_ecﬁlv_er_ . /\
v L
| 64-QAM modulator = . »| Synchronization | >| Advanced LI-CPE |
£ < ¥ 52
Insert DM—I{S, null, and %’3 -E ;,::‘, | CFO compensation | MSE channel estin}ation
PT-RS symbols 2 20! i ™ demod 3 and com[')ensatlon
| ID;‘T '§ El[E] = | Remove CP | | 64-QAM demodulator |
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Add CP and sync. L L] = i | DFT | | Bits stream |
preamble ~* Complex signal Complex signal

Figure 4. DSP block diagrams for transmitter (left) and receiver (right) sides.
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the calculation of the mean value from the individual EVM values of 20995 64-QAM symbols (see the equation
of annex E2 in?).

Figure 5 shows the results of the measurements from locations 1 to 3 of Fig. le-g in terms of EVM (Fig. 5a-d)
and corresponding constellation diagrams (Fig. 5e-h). These are obtained by processing the end-user oscil-
loscope traces with the receiver DSP procedure of Fig. 4. The EVM contour maps of Fig. 5a-d are obtained by
realizing a double sweep of the beam azimuth angles of the transmitter and receiver PAAs. In other words, the
x-axis indicates the transmitter beam azimuth angle while the y-axis corresponds to that of the receiver. For
both antennas, the range of the beam angle sweep is —35° to 35°. In addition, the color of these graphs denotes
the EVM for the processed 64-QAM data symbols at the input of the QAM demodulator. Cooler colors signify
lower EVM; in contrast, warmer colors indicate higher EVM values, with bright yellow color indicating an EVM
of 100% or higher.

The results of Fig. 5a,b refer to the same location. However, in these results, the beamforming configuration
utilized at the transmitter and receiver sides is different: EVM values of Fig. 5a are obtained with standard SLL
configuration, while Fig. 5b is obtained with the low SLL setting. The remaining results in this section are related
to the measurements using standard SLL antenna configurations. Moreover, on the right side of Fig. 5, in-phase
and quadrature (IQ) constellations of the processed 64-QAM symbols are illustrated. These IQ constellations
refer to the minimum EVM points of the graphs in Fig. 5a—d where the EVM value is displayed at the top of the
constellation. It is worth mentioning that Fig. 5a-c have a beam angle step of 2.5° while 5° of beam angle step
is used for the EVM results of Fig. 5d.

Observing Fig. 5a, it can be noted that the minimum EVM area corresponds to the main lobes of the trans-
mitter and receiver PAA beams. Therefore, the surface of this area should be proportional to the beamwidth
of the used PAAs. In other words, the width and height of this area are proportional to the beamwidths of the
transmitter and receiver PAAs, respectively. Furthermore, examining Fig. 5a, other low EVM areas are noticed.
These EVM spots exhibit higher EVM values and are associated with the SLLs of the employed PAA panels. In
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Figure 5. Experimental 2D EVM map results obtained by realizing a double sweep in the transmitter and
receiver azimuth beam angles for different end-user locations and system configurations: (a) location 1

with standard SLL configuration in the pPAA; (b) location 1 with low-SLL configuration; (c) location 2 with
standard SLL; (d) location 3 with standard SLL illustrating LOS and NLOS transmission; (e)-(h) corresponding
constellation diagrams of the minimum EVM points in the results from (a)-(d).
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order to reduce the interference induced by side lobes for a multi-user scenario case, low SLL configuration is set
in both antennas at location 1 of Fig. le, obtaining the EVM results of Fig. 5b. Comparing Fig. 5a,b, it can be seen
that the blue EVM areas related to the SLLs are less intense in Fig. 5b than in Fig. 5a. This SLL reduction occurs
primarily on the transmitter antenna angle axis, while secondary blue EVM spots caused by SLLs still remain in
the receiver antenna angle axis. Nonetheless, this interference reduction when using the low SLL configuration
leads to a decrease in the maximum received power of & 8dB and thus the minimum EVM in Fig. 5a is lower
than in Fig. 5b (constellation diagrams for these two measurements are shown in Fig. 5e¢,f). Therefore, there
is a trade-off between SLL reduction to avoid interference with other users and individual user performance.

The results in Fig. 5¢ correspond to the measurements realized in location 2 (Fig. 1f). For this location the
broadside direction of the transmitter PAA remains the same as for location 1, while the broadside direction
for the receiver PAA still points at the transmitter although the receiver location has been changed compared to
location 1. The receiver for location 2 is shifted to a 15° offset with reference to this transmit broadside direc-
tion (see Table 2), hence the shift of the maximum point along the x-axis in Fig. 5c. Otherwise the results for
locations 1 and 2 are similar.

On the other hand, Fig. 5d exhibits the EVM results of the measurements carried out in location 3 of Fig. 1b.
The main purpose of these measurements is to quantitatively compare LOS and NLOS communications at the
same end-user location. As shown in Fig. 1b and Table 2, for this scenario NLOS reception is expected at transmit
and receive beam angles of -20° and 20° respectively, since both transmitter and receiver PAAs are rotated manu-
ally for initial setup prior to the start of beam steering. Figure 5d shows EVM blue spots with regard to LOS and
NLOS links. It is obvious that the EVM values concerning the NLOS communication are higher than in the LOS
case: 20.4% of minimum EVM for the NLOS link and 8.7% for the LOS case. These EVM values indicate that the
LOS link in this wireless scenario of location 3 permits 64-QAM modulation while the NLOS link conditions
are only suitable for QPSK as modulation for the data subcarriers. These results experimentally prove that NLOS
communication can be found by properly scanning the wireless scenario with the beamsteering capabilities
provided by the employed PA As. This NLOS link can be used as a secondary channel in case of a blockage of the
LOS communication, strengthening the robustness of the mm-wave mobile system by applying algorithms such
as beam switching®, or to improve performance through joint processing of both LOS and NLOS. In Fig. 5d,
there are also low EVM areas caused by the SLLs of the used PAAs. Additionally, the transmitter and receiver
antenna angles related to the minimum EVM value of the NLOS are -15° and 25°, respectively. Considering
the scanning resolution and possible manual alignment errors during outdoor setup, the EVM result match the
NLOS link angles considered in the wireless scenario (Fig. 1b, Table 2).

Figure 6 shows the results obtained from the measurements of locations 1, 4, 5, and 6 (see Fig. 1). In these
locations the broadside beams of the transmitter and receiver PAAs point at each other, hence only a small
sweep in angles on both PAAs is performed. The aim of Fig. 6 is to represent the performance of the IFoF wire-
less setup in terms of distance. For that, Fig. 6a depicts 2D EVM color maps referring to the aforementioned
locations. In this case, the sweep range of the transmitter and receiver antenna beam angles is -5° to 5°, in steps
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Figure 6. Experimental results in terms of distance: (a) 2D EVM map results for different locations where the
x-axis and y-axis are the transmitter and receiver antenna beam angles, respectively; (b) BER as a function of the
distance; () WCG as a function of the distance by using different ray models where the distances of the under-
test locations are also represented.
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of 2.5°. Moreover, in Fig. 6b, the BER results are shown as a function of the distance for each location, with a
linear interpolation between the measured data points. In this BER graph, the continuous blue lines represent
the minimum value of the complementary BER plots of Fig. 6a, while the dotted orange lines refer to the average
of all BER values. Examining Fig. 6b, it is noticeable that location 4 presents the lowest gap between the average
and minimum BER results. This gap is related to the impact of the antenna misalignment that can occur in the
communication. Thereby, location 4 exhibits more robustness to antenna misalignment than location 1 as the
average BER values are lower. The reason for this phenomenon could be that fewer obstacles are involved in
the wireless scenario of location 4. The antenna misalignment impact may be estimated based on the maps in
Fig. 5 by fixing a specific antenna angle in transmit or receive and calculating the EVM deviation with respect
to the minimum EVM value for deviation of the opposite angle. Thus, the offset sensitivity of the antenna angle
compared to the ideal aligned angle can be extracted, concluding that locations 5 and 6 suffer from more antenna
misalignment impact in terms of EVM and finding EVM impacts of & 1% and up to 5% for offsets of 2.5° and
5.0° respectively. Also, it is important to notice that the BER results of location 6 are lower than in location 5,
even though the link distance is greater in the location 6 case. One of the possible causes of this decrease of BER
for larger communication distances is the impact of the ray reflected by the ground is more significant at these
distances™.

Figure 6¢ illustrates the theoretical wireless channel gain (WCG) values of the wireless scenarios under-
test, considering the one-ray (Friis transmission equation) and two-ray ground-reflection models. Both models
assume a carrier frequency of 27 GHz. The two-ray ground-reflected model curve of Fig. 6¢ is obtained assum-
ing a perfect ground reflection (I' = 1)*. The remaining parameters are as follows: the transmitter and receiver
heights (h; and h,) are 6 m and 1.5 m, respectively. Furthermore, the WCG values of the two-ray ground model
for the distances of locations 1, 4, 5, and 6 are also indicated in Fig. 6¢c. As can be seen, the actual WCG gener-
ally decreases with increasing distance, but due to the periodicity of the fading pattern, this is not uniform and
higher losses may be observed at shorter distances, which may explain the higher BER at location 5 compared
to location 6.

Lastly, Table 4 shows the minimum BER/EVM results for each measurement realized with the presented IFoF
wireless experimental setup. The transmitter and receiver antenna beam azimuth angles (o, and o) related to
these BER/EVM values are also illustrated in Table 4. All these angle values are close to 0°, except for the results
of locations 2 and 3, because in these scenarios the broadside beams of the PAAs are not aligned (see Fig. 1a,b
and Table 2). Moreover, Table 4 indicates the minimum OH percentage for a FEC*® that allows a final BER
after FEC processing of 1 x 107°. Therefore, regarding the throughput value calculated in the previous section,
the throughput values taking FEC into account are 1.88 Gbit/s and 1.61 Gbit/s for 7% and 25% of OH FEC,
respectively. It is important to mention that a final BER value of 1 x 10~ allows a BLER below1 x 10~ for the
maximum 5G code block size (8448 bits), fulfilling the most demanding 5G BLER requirement of 1 x 1073 of
BLER for ultra-reliable and low latency communications (URLLC) scenarios*’.

Conclusions

First, in this manuscript, the relevance of AROF technology is highlighted as a key technology for the future
mm-wave 5G/6G fronthaul, with IFoF being a potential candidate because of its attractive benefits. Beamsteering
based on PAA is also highlighted as an essential solution for enabling mm-wave mobile communications. An
experimental IFoF fronthaul setup for mm-wave wireless transmission is presented and explained in detail. In the
proposed experimental setup, 8-by-8 PAA panels with integrated beamsteering and amplification are employed
for the transmitter and receiver front-ends, allowing fine beamsteering capabilities in the azimuth and elevation
angles. For proper comprehension of the setup, the used PAAs are described and characterized. Furthermore,
the configuration of the experimental setup is according to 5G standards, transmitting 64-QAM OFDM signals
with 2 400 MHz of bandwidth at a center frequency of 27 GHz, within the n257 and n258 bands.

A measurement campaign is carried out in different outdoor wireless scenarios, positioning the end-user
receiver at different locations and alignment angles with reference to the transmitter. For all these measurements,
a double sweep in the azimuth angle of both PAAs is performed in order to evaluate the performance of the
experimental setup in different wireless scenarios. Moreover, two different PAA configurations are tested: stand-
ard SLL and low SLL. Standard SLL results show lower EVM values while low SLL reduces the user interference

Location | LowSLL | Min (BER) | Min (EVM) (%) | (°) |amn(°) | FECOH (%) | Throughput (Gbit/s)
1 No 6.0x107* |56 0 -25 7 1.88
1 Yes 1.5x 1073 |68 —2.5 -5 7 1.88
2 No 12x1073 |72 12.5 -2.5 7 1.88
3 No 27x 1073 |87 20 —20 7 1.88
4 No 1.6x 1073 |72 5 0 7 1.88
5 No 6.6 x 1073 |94 5 2.5 25 1.61
6 No 50 x 1073 | 9.0 0 0 25 1.61

Table 4. Summary of the experimental results for the different wireless locations and system configurations.
Forward error correction (FEC) thresholds: 3.8 x 1073 and 1.34 x 1072 for 7% and 25% overhead (OH),
respectively.
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induced by SLL. Therefore, there is a clear trade-off between user interference and individual user performance.
In addition, LOS and NLOS communications are compared at the same end-user location, permitting a fair com-
parison between both types of links. The obtained EVM values determine that LOS link is suitable for 64-QAM
modulation order while the NLOS link is capable of successfully transmitting data subcarriers with QPSK as
modulation format. Thus, in case of a blockage in the LOS communication, it is proven that beamsteering based
on PAAs is able to scan a possible NLOS link, increasing the reliability of mm-wave mobile communications.

A comparison of the performance between different end-user locations in terms of link distance is also real-
ized. In this comparison, it is seen that ground reflections might affect the system performance at the distances
under test since the obtained BER curve as a function of the distance does not monotonically increase. Overall,
excellent EVM and BER performance is observed in all the realized measurement locations, achieving a maxi-
mum distance of 165.5 m with a BER below the 25% OH FEC limit and with a final throughput of 1.61 Gbit/s.
With the proposed IFoF wireless system and the experimental results, key elements are provided to suitably
realize a robust mm-wave wireless fronthaul based on IFoF and PAA technologies. Also, the excellent BER/EVM
results obtained in the measurement campaign strengthen wireless IFoF combined with PAA as the preferred
solution to transport and transmit high-bandwidth mm-wave signals in future 5G/6G networks.

The achieved results provide an early-stage proof-of-concept system with prototype hardware providing
realistic physical layer performance estimates for mm-wave transmission, incl. CCAM use cases for which the
PAAs employed would be a realistic form-factor. Further demonstration of full CCAM services and use cases
would require further integration of higher layer control functionality as well as related services such as localiza-
tion and relevant radar and/or lidar sensors.

Data availability

The datasets recorded and analyzed during the current study for evaluation of transmission performance are
available from the corresponding author on reasonable request.

The data regarding the antenna arrays, characterization and beamforming used in this study are available from
NXP Semiconductors, but restrictions apply to the availability of these data, which were used with special permis-
sion for the current study, and so are not publicly available. Data are available form the authors upon reasonable
request and only with explicit permission of NXP Semiconductors.

Received: 11 March 2023; Accepted: 4 August 2023
Published online: 25 August 2023

References

1. Jiang, W., Han, B., Habibi, M. A. & Schotten, H. D. The road towards 6G: A comprehensive survey. IEEE Open J. Commun. Soc. 2,
334-366. https://doi.org/10.1109/0JCOMS.2021.3057679 (2021).

2. 3GPP. FG IMT-2020: User Equipment (UE) radio transmission and reception. 3GPP TR 38.101-2, version 18.1.0 (2023).

3. Morthier, G., Roelkens, G. & Baets, R. Optical versus RF free-space signal transmission: A comparison of optical and RF receivers
based on noise equivalent power and signal-to-noise ratio. IEEE J. Sel. Top. Quant. Electron. 28, 1. https://doi.org/10.1109/JSTQE.
2021.3129250 (2022).

4. Hemadeh, I. A., Satyanarayana, K., El-Hajjar, M. & Hanzo, L. Millimeter-wave communications: Physical channel models, design
considerations, antenna constructions, and link-budget. IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutor. 20, 870-913. https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.
2017.2783541 (2018).

5. Kutty, S. & Sen, D. Beamforming for millimeter wave communications: An inclusive survey. IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutor. 18,
949-973. https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2015.2504600 (2016).

6. Roth, K,, Pirzadeh, H., Swindlehurst, A. L. & Nossek, J. A. A comparison of hybrid beamforming and digital beamforming with
low-resolution ADCs for multiple users and imperfect CSI. IEEE J. Sel. Top. Signal Process. 12, 484-498. https://doi.org/10.1109/
JSTSP.2018.2813973 (2018).

7. Omam, Z. R. et al. Ka-band passive phased-array antenna with substrate integrated waveguide tunable phase shifter. IEEE Trans.
Antennas Propag. 68, 6039-6048. https://doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2020.2983838 (2020).

8. Huang, M.-Y,, Chen, Y.-W,, Peng, P.-C., Wang, H. & Chang, G.-K. A full field-of-view self-steering beamformer for 5G mm-wave
fiber-wireless mobile fronthaul. J. Lightwave Technol. 38, 1221-1229. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2956667 (2020).

9. Ranaweera, C., Wong, E., Nirmalathas, A., Jayasundara, C. & Lim, C. 5G C-RAN with optical fronthaul: An analysis from a deploy-
ment perspective. J. Lightwave Technol. 36, 2059-2068. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2017.2782822 (2018).

10. Moerman, A. et al. Beyond 5G without obstacles: mmwave-over-fiber distributed antenna systems. IEEE Commun. Mag. 60, 27-33.
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCOM.001.2100550 (2022).

11. Fiorani, M. et al. Modeling energy performance of C-RAN with optical transport in 5g network scenarios. J. Opt. Commun. Netw.
8, B21-B34. https://doi.org/10.1364/JOCN.8.000B21 (2016).

12. Browning, C., Dass, D., Townsend, P. & Ouyang, X. Orthogonal chirp-division multiplexing for future converged optical/millim-
eter-wave radio access networks. IEEE Access 10, 3571-3579. https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2021.3137716 (2022).

13. Rommel, S. et al. Towards a scaleable 5G fronthaul: Analog radio-over-fiber and space division multiplexing. J. Lightwave Technol.
38, 5412-5422. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.3004416 (2020).

14. Kim, J. et al. MIMO-supporting radio-over-fiber system and its application in mmwave-based indoor 5G mobile network. J.
Lightwave Technol. 38, 101-111. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2931318 (2020).

15. Thomas, V. A., El-Hajjar, M. & Hanzo, L. Millimeter-wave radio over fiber optical upconversion techniques relying on link non-
linearity. IEEE Commun. Surv. Tutor. 18, 29-53. https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2015.2409154 (2016).

16. Che, D. Analog vs digital radio-over-fiber: A spectral efficiency debate from the SNR perspective. J. Lightw. Technol. 39, 5325-5335.
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2021.3102220 (2021).

17. Sung, M. et al. Demonstration of IFoF-based mobile fronthaul in 5G prototype with 28-GHz millimeter wave. J. Lightw. Technol.
36, 601-609. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2017.2763156 (2018).

18. Nagayama, T., Akiba, S., Tomura, T. & Hirokawa, J. Photonics-based millimeter-wave band remote beamforming of array-antenna
integrated with photodiode using variable optical delay line and attenuator. J. Lightw. Technol. 36, 4416-4422. https://doi.org/10.
1109/JLT.2018.2821185 (2018).

19. Perez Santacruz, J. et al. Incoherent optical beamformer for ARoF fronthaul in mm-wave 5G/6G networks. J. Lightw. Technol. 41,
1325-1334. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2022.3221861 (2023).

Scientific Reports |

(2023) 13:13945 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-40112-w nature portfolio


https://doi.org/10.1109/OJCOMS.2021.3057679
https://doi.org/10.1109/JSTQE.2021.3129250
https://doi.org/10.1109/JSTQE.2021.3129250
https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2017.2783541
https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2017.2783541
https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2015.2504600
https://doi.org/10.1109/JSTSP.2018.2813973
https://doi.org/10.1109/JSTSP.2018.2813973
https://doi.org/10.1109/TAP.2020.2983838
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2956667
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2017.2782822
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCOM.001.2100550
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOCN.8.000B21
https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2021.3137716
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.3004416
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2931318
https://doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2015.2409154
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2021.3102220
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2017.2763156
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2018.2821185
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2018.2821185
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2022.3221861

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

20. Perez Santacruz, J., Rommel, S., Johannsen, U., Jurado-Navas, A. & Tafur Monroy, I. Analysis and compensation of phase noise
in mm-wave OFDM AROF systems for beyond 5G. J. Lightw. Technol. 39, 1602-1610. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.3041041
(2021).

21. Jang,S.,Jo, G., Jung, J., Park, B. & Hong, S. A digitized IF-over-fiber transmission based on low-pass delta-sigma modulation. IEEE
Photon. Technol. Lett. 26, 2484-2487. https://doi.org/10.1109/LPT.2014.2361753 (2014).

22. Konstantinou, D. et al. High capacity real-time hybrid optical-wireless 5G fronthaul with dynamic beam steering. In: 26th Opto-
electronics and Communications Conference, W2B.3 (Optica Publishing Group, Hong Kong, China) (2021) https://doi.org/10.1364/
OECC.2021.W2B.3.

23. Ruggeri, E. et al. A 5G fiber wireless 4Gb/s WDM fronthaul for flexible 360° coverage in V-band massive MIMO small cells. J.
Lightwave Technol. 39, 1081-1088. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.3029608 (2021).

24. Vagionas, C. et al. Linearity measurements on a 5G mmwave fiber wireless IFoF fronthaul link with analog RF beamforming and
120° steering. IEEE Commun. Lett. 24, 2839-2843. https://doi.org/10.1109/LCOMM.2020.3019733 (2020).

25. Ruggeri, E. et al. Multi-user V-band uplink using a massive MIMO antenna and a fiber-wireless IFoF fronthaul for 5G mmwave
small-cells. J. Lightw. Technol. 38, 5368-5374. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.2984374 (2020).

26. Kanta, K. et al. Analog fiber-wireless downlink transmission of IFoF/mmWave over in-field deployed legacy PON infrastructure
for 5G fronthauling. J. Opt. Commun. Netw. 12, D57-D65. https://doi.org/10.1364/JOCN.391803 (2020).

27. Argyris, N. et al. A 5G mmwave fiber-wireless IFoF analog mobile fronthaul link with up to 24-Gb/s multiband wireless capacity.
J. Lightw. Technol. 37, 2883-2891. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2897109 (2019).

28. Sung, M. et al. RoF-based radio access network for 5G mobile communication systems in 28 GHz millimeter-wave. J. Lightw.
Technol. 38, 409-420. https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2942636 (2020).

29. den Ouden, J. et al. Design and evaluation of remote driving architecture on 4G and 5G mobile networks. Front. Fut. Transp. 2, 1.
https://doi.org/10.3389/ffutr.2021.801567 (2022).

30. Schulpen, R., Bronckers, L. A., Smolders, A. B. & Johannsen, U. 5G millimeter-wave NLOS coverage using specular building
reflections. In: 14th European Conference on Antennas and Propagation (EuCAP). (Copenhagen, Denmark, 2020) https://doi.org/
10.23919/EuCAP48036.2020.9136044.

31. NXP Semiconductors. MMW9014K. Online access https://www.nxp.com/products/radio-frequency/5g-mmwave/24-25-ghz27-
5-ghz-4-channel-dual-polarized-analog-beamforming-integrated-circuit: MMW9014K.

32. Brock, B. C. The Application of Taylor Weighting, Digital Phase Shifters, and Digital Attenuators to Phased-Array Antennas. Ph.D.
thesis, Sandia National Laboratories (SNL). https://doi.org/10.2172/932884 (2008).

33. Perez Santacruz, J., Nazarikov, G., Rommel, S., Jurado-Navas, A. & Tafur Monroy, I. Bidirectional ARoF fronthaul over multicore
fiber for beyond 5G mm-wave communications. Opt. Commun. 521, 128591. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.0ptcom.2022.128591 (2022).

34. Meyer, E., Bressner, T. A. H., Bart Smolders, A. B. & Johannsen, U. Miniaturized conical waveguide filtenna for 5G millimeter
wave base stations. In 15th European Conference on Antennas and Propagation (EuCAP) (Diisseldorf, Germany, 2021) https://doi.
org/10.23919/EuCAP51087.2021.9411045.

35. Qi, Y., Hunukumbure, M., Nam, H., Yoo, H. & Amuru, S. On the phase tracking reference signal (PT-RS) design for 5G new radio (NR).
In IEEE 88th Vehicular Technology Conference (VTC-Fall) (Chicago, IL, USA, 2018). https://doi.org/10.1109/VTCFall.2018.8690852.

36. Ha, Y. & Chung, W. A feedforward partial phase noise mitigation in the time-domain using cyclic prefix for CO-OFDM systems.
J. Opt. Soc. Korea 17, 467-470 (2013).

37. Xiong, X,, Jiang, B., Gao, X. & You, X. DFT-based channel estimator for OFDM systems with leakage estimation. IEEE Commun.
Lett. 17, 1592-1595. https://doi.org/10.1109/LCOMM.2013.060513.130891 (2013).

38. An, X. et al. Beam switching support to resolve link-blockage problem in 60 GHz WPANS. In IEEE 20th International Symposium on
Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications, 390-394 (Tokyo, Japan, 2009). https://doi.org/10.1109/PIMRC.2009.5449837.

39. Weiler, R. J., Peter, M., Keusgen, W., Kortke, A. & Wisotzki, M. Millimeter-wave channel sounding of outdoor ground reflections.
In IEEE Radio and Wireless Symposium (RWS), 95-97 (San Diego, CA, USA, 2015). https://doi.org/10.1109/RWS.2015.7129712.

40. G.975.1, I.-T. Forward Error Correction for High Bit-Rate DWDM Submarine Systems (2004).

41. Korrai, P. et al. A RAN resource slicing mechanism for multiplexing of eMBB and URLLC services in OFDMA based 5G wireless
networks. IEEE Access 8, 45674-45688. https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.2977773 (2020).

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Marcel Geurts and Domine Leenaerts from NXP Semiconductors for allowing
them to use the 5G mm-wave antenna panels used in the experiment, and for the support in the characterization
of the panels and writing the required control software.

Author contributions

J.P, E.M, R.B, C.S., and S.R. contributed to the elaboration of this manuscript and the realization of the experi-
mental setup and measurements. R.B. and E.M. performed the PAAs characterization, including the antenna
configuration. J.P,, S.R., and E.M. contributed to the design of the experimental setup. J.P. realized the DSP and
data processing for obtaining the results. All authors reviewed the manuscript and approved its final version.

Fundin

This workgwas supported and partially funded by 5G-MOBIX (GA no. 825496), 5G STEP FWD (GA no. 722429),
IoTalentum (GA no. 953442) and ECSEL JU BRAINE (GA no. 876967) projects which have received funding
from the European Union’s Horizon2020 research and innovation programme. Additionally, this work was in
part supported by the NWO HTSM research project FREEPOWER (no. 17094) which is funded by the Dutch
Research Council.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to S.R.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and
institutional affiliations.

Scientific Reports |

(2023) 13:13945 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-40112-w nature portfolio


https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.3041041
https://doi.org/10.1109/LPT.2014.2361753
https://doi.org/10.1364/OECC.2021.W2B.3
https://doi.org/10.1364/OECC.2021.W2B.3
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.3029608
https://doi.org/10.1109/LCOMM.2020.3019733
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2020.2984374
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOCN.391803
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2897109
https://doi.org/10.1109/JLT.2019.2942636
https://doi.org/10.3389/ffutr.2021.801567
https://doi.org/10.23919/EuCAP48036.2020.9136044
https://doi.org/10.23919/EuCAP48036.2020.9136044
https://www.nxp.com/products/radio-frequency/5g-mmwave/24-25-ghz27-5-ghz-4-channel-dual-polarized-analog-beamforming-integrated-circuit:MMW9014K
https://www.nxp.com/products/radio-frequency/5g-mmwave/24-25-ghz27-5-ghz-4-channel-dual-polarized-analog-beamforming-integrated-circuit:MMW9014K
https://doi.org/10.2172/932884
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.optcom.2022.128591
https://doi.org/10.23919/EuCAP51087.2021.9411045
https://doi.org/10.23919/EuCAP51087.2021.9411045
https://doi.org/10.1109/VTCFall.2018.8690852
https://doi.org/10.1109/LCOMM.2013.060513.130891
https://doi.org/10.1109/PIMRC.2009.5449837
https://doi.org/10.1109/RWS.2015.7129712
https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.2977773
www.nature.com/reprints

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International

License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or
format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

Scientific Reports |  (2023) 13:13945 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-40112-w nature portfolio


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Outdoor mm-wave 5G6G transmission with adaptive analog beamforming and IFoF fronthaul
	Wireless scenarios
	Measurement setup and signal processing
	Phased array antenna description and characterization. 
	Experimental setup. 
	DSP configuration. 

	Measurement results and discussions
	Conclusions
	References
	Acknowledgements


