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Abstract—Backscatter communication offers a promising solu-
tion to connect massive Internet-of-Things (IoT) devices with low
cost and high energy efficiency. Nevertheless, its inherently pas-
sive nature limits transmission reliability, thereby hindering im-
provements in communication range and data rate. To overcome
these challenges, we introduce a bistatic broadband backscatter
communication (BBBC) system, which equips the backscatter
device (BD) with multiple antennas. In the proposed BBBC
system, a radio frequency (RF) source directs a sinusoidal signal
to the BD, facilitating single-carrier block transmission at the BD.
Meanwhile, without requiring channel state information (CSI),
cyclic delay diversity (CDD) is employed at the multi-antenna BD
to enhance transmission reliability through additional cyclically
delayed backscattered signals. We also propose a receiver design
that includes preprocessing of the time-domain received signal,
pilot-based parameter estimation, and frequency-domain equal-
ization, enabling low-complexity detection of the backscattered
signal. Leveraging the matched filter bound (MFB), we analyze
the achievable diversity gains in terms of outage probability.
Our analysis reveals that spatial diversity is achievable under
general Rayleigh fading conditions, and both frequency and
spatial diversity are attainable in scenarios where the forward
link experiences a line-of-sight (LoS) channel. Simulation results
validate the effectiveness of the proposed BBBC system. As the
number of BD antennas increases, our results show that the
proposed scheme not only enhances array gain but also improves
diversity order, significantly reducing both outage probability and
bit error rate (BER). Consequently, it outperforms conventional
schemes that yield only minor gains.

Index Terms—Backscatter communications, single carrier
block transmission, frequency-domain equalization (FDE), cyclic
delay diversity (CDD).

I. INTRODUCTION

Ambient Internet of Things (AIoT), a network of devices

that harness energy from ambient power sources to facilitate

communication, aims to achieve sustainable connectivity with

low operational costs and high energy efficiency in the forth-

coming sixth-generation (6G) systems [1]–[3]. First introduced

in 1948 [4], backscatter communication has since been a focal

point for research and development in both academia and
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industry for decades, playing an essential role in the evolution

of AIoT [5]–[7]. In backscatter communications, IoT tags,

also known as backscatter devices (BDs), reflect and modulate

incident radio frequency (RF) signals from ambient sources.

By modifying the amplitude and phase of incident signals,

BDs embed information directly into them, thereby eliminating

the need for power-hungry RF components and even internal

energy sources, which results in low manufacturing costs and

environmental sustainability of BDs.

A typical backscatter communication system consists of

three components: an RF source that emits RF signals, a BD

that modulates and conveys information, and a reader that

receives the backscattered signal. In particular, there exist three

types of system architectures: monostatic backscatter commu-

nication (MBC) [4], [6], [8], bistatic backscatter communica-

tion (BBC) [9]–[11], and ambient backscatter communication

(ABC) [12]–[14]. In MBC, the RF source and the reader are

integrated into a single device, leading to a significant round-

trip path loss of the backscattered signal [8]. On the contrary,

BBC separates the RF source from the reader. With proper

deployment, BBC can reduce the path loss of the backscattered

signal, thereby extending its communication range [9]. Both

the MBC and BBC architectures require a dedicated RF

source to provide a carrier signal to the BD for transmission.

Similarly, the ABC architecture adopts a bistatic configuration

where the RF source and the reader are separate. However, in

ABC, the BD uses ambient modulated signals such as TV and

Wi-Fi signals as carriers [12], thereby eliminating the need for

a dedicated RF source. This architecture, however, introduces

significant challenges in interference mitigation from these

unknown ambient signals [13], [14].

There exists a growing demand for extended communi-

cation range and increased data rate in backscatter com-

munications [2], [15]. To meet these demands, conventional

methods mainly focus on enhancing modulation schemes.

On the one hand, besides adopting the BBC architecture as

aforementioned, the communication range can be improved

by choosing a proper modulation scheme. Frequency-domain

modulation, such as frequency-shift keying (FSK) and chirp

spread spectrum (CSS), can effectively extend communication

range to hundreds or even thousands of meters thanks to their

robustness against noise and self-interference [16], [17]. How-

ever, these techniques typically lead to a reduction in data rate.

On the other hand, to enhance the data rate, higher-order mod-

ulation schemes are employed in backscatter communication.

In [18], the authors develop backscatter circuits that modify

both the amplitude and phase of the backscattered signal,

enabling the transmission of higher-order quadrature ampli-
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tude modulation (QAM) signals. Yet, this approach results in

decreased demodulation sensitivity as the order of modulation

increases. Since the aforementioned methods do not tackle the

fundamental issue of limited transmission reliability inherent

to the passive nature of backscatter communication, they fail

to enhance both communication range and data rate.

An alternative approach to increase the data rate in backscat-

ter communication is to allocate additional frequency band-

width, which allows for a higher symbol rate at the BD.

However, due to the presence of multipath fading [19],

higher symbol rates can easily result in frequency-selective

propagation of the backscattered signal and thereby inter-

symbol interference (ISI) that significantly influences signal

reception. By transmitting symbols across orthogonal subcar-

riers, orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) can

effectively overcome frequency-selective fading, treating each

subcarrier channel as a single-tap channel in the frequency

domain. In [20], using IQ backscatter modulators, the authors

propose a multicarrier BD that can generate OFDM signals

by backscattering a single-tone carrier. However, the passive

nature of backscatter communications constrains the amplitude

of the reflected signal. With the high peak-to-average-power

ratio (PAPR) of OFDM signals, the average power of reflected

signals can be reduced, thereby limiting the transmission

performance. In addition, leveraging frequency-domain equal-

ization, single-carrier block transmission serves as an effective

alternative to deal with the frequency-selective fading channel,

avoiding the above bottleneck associated with OFDM [21].

Unlike OFDM, which requires a discrete Fourier transform

(DFT) module embedded in the transmitter, single-carrier

block transmission concentrates signal processing complexity

primarily in the receiver [22], which aligns well with the low-

cost requirement of the BD. Moreover, single-carrier block

transmission can realize diversity gains in the receiver using

a proper equalizer [23], whereas OFDM requires additional

precoding in the transmitter to attain similar benefits [24].

Furthermore, to address the limited transmission reliability,

multiple backscatter antennas can be deployed at the BD to

strengthen the weak backscattered link [8], [15], [19]. Utilizing

Van Atta Arrays, which consist of antennas connected in sym-

metrical pairs [25], the multi-antenna BD can directly focus

array beams back towards the RF source in the MBC system

[26]. However, such antenna arrays are unsuitable for bistatic

scenarios. Instead, by selecting specific backscatter antennas

for transmission, spatial modulation (SM) can strengthen the

backscattered link and meanwhile simplify the receiver design

[27]–[31]. Since only a subset of antennas is utilized in the

SM scheme, the gain provided by the antenna array can be

degraded. Additionally, optimizing the passive beamforming

vector of the BD can greatly increase the array gain [32]–

[37]. However, this optimization raises challenges in acquiring

BD-related channel state information (CSI). Alternatively, the

multi-antenna BD can employ a space-time code (STC) to

achieve transmit diversity without requiring CSI [38]–[41].

Yet, it is challenging to extend the STC method to the scenario

with a large number of backscatter antennas. As another low-

complexity but efficient transmit diversity technique, cyclic

delay diversity (CDD) can be implemented by the multi-

antenna BD. Specifically, by cyclically shifting transmitted

signals, CDD creates additional delayed signals arriving at

the receiver. Hence, this technique enhances the frequency

selectivity of the propagation channel and potentially increases

the transmit diversity gain provided by the multi-antenna BD

[42]–[44].

To overcome the above challenges in improving the data

rate and extending the communication range for backscatter

communications, in this paper, we introduce a broadband BBC

(BBBC) system based on single-carrier block transmission

and CDD. Specifically, the contributions of this paper are

summarized as follows:

• We introduce a BBBC system that consists of a single-

antenna RF source, a single-antenna reader, and a multi-

antenna BD. The RF source emits a sinusoidal signal

to the BD. By backscattering the incident sinusoidal

signal, the BD transmits its information using single-

carrier block transmission. To reduce the power con-

sumption at the BD, we employ a zero-padding (ZP)

scheme between adjacent symbol blocks instead of the

traditional cyclic prefix (CP). Meanwhile, each antenna of

the BD backscatters the signal with a distinct cyclic delay,

thereby increasing transmit diversity for the backscattered

signal.

• Based on the proposed transmission design, we introduce

a receiver design to effectively retrieve the signal of the

BD. First, the direct-link interference is mitigated by

averaging the received signal in the time domain. Then,

the overlap-add (OLA) method is employed to construct a

circulant channel matrix. Based on pilot signals conveyed

by the BD, the reader can estimate the cascaded channel

and precisely remove the residual interference. Finally,

frequency-domain equalization is employed to extract the

information conveyed by the BD.

• Exploiting the matched filter bound (MFB), we analyze

the achievable diversity order of our proposed system

in terms of outage probability. Considering that the

backward-link channel exhibits frequency-selective fad-

ing, we analyze two channel conditions: one where both

the forward and backward links follow Rayleigh fading,

and another one where the forward-link channel is a line-

of-sight (LoS) channel, while the backward-link channel

follows Rayleigh fading. Our analysis shows that in the

first case, only spatial diversity is available, whereas in

the second case, both frequency and spatial diversity are

attainable.

• Finally, simulation results confirm the effectiveness of

our proposed system and validate our analysis of outage

probability and diversity order. Moreover, our results

demonstrate that with the enhanced diversity, the pro-

posed transmission scheme can outperform conventional

schemes, particularly when the number of antennas is

large.

Organization: This paper is organized as follows. Section II

describes the proposed system model with single-carrier block

transmission and CDD. Section III presents the proposed re-

ceiver design to recover the information of the BD. Section IV
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Fig. 1: Model of the BBBC system.

analyzes the outage probability and the diversity order under

different channel conditions. Section V provides simulation

results to validate the effectiveness of our proposed design.

Finally, Section VI concludes this paper.

Notations: Boldface lowercase letters a, boldface uppercase

letters A, and calligraphic uppercase letters A denote vectors,

matrices, and discrete finite sets, respectively. Ab, A−1, AT,

and AH denote the b-th power, inverse, transpose, and con-

jugate transpose of matrix A, respectively. A(a : b, :) and

A(:, c : d) denotes the submatrices of A formed by rows a
through b and columns c through d, respectively. 1a and 0b

denote an all-one column vector of dimension a and an all-

zero column vector of dimension b, respectively. 1a×b and

0c×d denote an all-one matrix of dimension a× b and an all-

zero matrix of dimension c × d, respectively. Ia denotes an

identity matrix of dimension a × a. CN (µ,Σ) denotes the

circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) distribution

with mean vector µ and covariance matrix Σ. E[a] denotes

the expectation of random variable a. diag(a) denotes the

diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are given by a.

tr(A) denotes the trace of matrix A.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

The BBBC system considered in this paper is shown in

Fig. 1 and consists of a single-antenna carrier emitter (CE) as

the RF source, a BD equipped with M antennas, and a single-

antenna reader. The CE emits a continuous sinusoidal carrier

signal towards the BD, which includes backscatter antennas,

information modulators, an energy harvester, a controller, and

various other modules. By periodically switching the load

impedance connected to each antenna, the BD modifies the

reflection coefficients, thereby modulating its information onto

the incident carrier signal. As a result, the BD first captures

a single-tone signal, which is then expanded into a broadband

signal. Finally, the reader receives the backscattered signal and

recovers the transmitted information of the BD.

The block fading channel model is adopted in this paper,

wherein the channels remain constant over several blocks

of transmitted symbols. Note that the single-tone signal is

Fig. 2: Block diagram of the information modulator at the BD.

transmitted through the direct link from the CE to the reader

and the forward link from the CE to the BD, while the

broadband signal is transmitted through the backward link

from the BD to the reader. Hence, we assume that both

the direct and forward links are characterized by flat fading,

whereas the backward link experiences frequency-selective

fading with multipath spread. Denote by hd, fm, and gm =
[gm(0), . . . , gm(l), . . . , gm(Lg − 1)]T the baseband channel

impulse responses (CIRs) of the direct link, the forward link of

the m-th BD antenna, and the backward link of the m-th BD

antenna, respectively, where Lg represents the number of chan-

nel taps in the backward link1. Moreover, the stacked CIR from

the CE to the BD is denoted by f = [f1, . . . , fm, . . . , fM ]T.

First, the CE emits a sinusoidal signal to the BD with

transmit power of pt. Thus, the signal captured by the

m-th BD antenna is the attenuated sinusoidal signal, the

baseband representation of which is given by
√
ptfm. To

combat frequency-selective fading in the backward link and

guarantee the transmission reliability of the BBBC system, the

BD employs single-carrier block transmission and CDD. The

diagram of the information modulator is illustrated in Fig. 2.

Specifically, the transmitted symbol stream is first divided into

blocks. Let N denote the size of each symbol block. After

serial-to-parallel (S/P) conversion, the k-th symbol block can

be written by

c(k) = [c(kN), . . . , c(kN + n), . . . , c(kN +N − 1)]T, (1)

where c(n) ∈ Ac represents the n-th transmitted symbol,

and Ac is the modulation alphabet of the BD. Due to the

passive backscattering nature of the BD, the amplitude of each

transmitted symbol is limited by one2, i.e., |c(n)| ≤ 1. Here,

we assume that the BD employs phase-shift keying (PSK) for

modulation. The symbol block c(k) is then conveyed to the

branch connected to each antenna. Within each branch, a cyclic

delay specific to each antenna is applied to c(k). Specifically,

the cyclically delayed signal for the m-th antenna is given by

cm(k) = Tmc(k), (2)

where Tm = TDm , the m-th cyclic delay is denoted by Dm,

and the cyclic delay matrix is given by

T =

[
0T
N−1 1

IN−1 0N−1

]
. (3)

1Due to the close deployment of the BD antennas, we assume that the
number of channel taps is identical for all antennas.

2Some BDs are equipped with low-power reflection amplifiers, allowing
symbol amplitudes greater than one but still constrained by the capacity of
the reflection amplifier.
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Fig. 3: Block diagram of the receiver design at the reader.

Subsequently, a guard interval (GI) is inserted to prevent inter-

block interference (IBI). There are several options for struc-

turing the GI, including CP, ZP, and known training sequence

(TS). For the low-power BD, ZP can provide two advantages.

Firstly, it eliminates the need for continuous switching of load

impedances, thereby reducing the energy consumption of the

BD. Secondly, it can enhance energy harvesting during the ZP

period by allowing the BD to select a reflection coefficient that

maximizes energy capture from the incident signal. Hence,

we adopt the ZP as the preferred GI3. The length of the

ZP is denoted by Nzp. Moreover, let Nc = N + Nzp and

Tzp = [IN ,0N×Nzp
]T denote the length of each symbol block

after ZP insertion and the ZP insertion matrix, respectively.

The symbol block with ZP insertion is given by

czpm (k) = Tzpcm(k) = TzpTmc(k). (4)

The BD simultaneously switches the load impedance con-

nected to each backscatter antenna to transmit symbols. The

backscattered signal of the m-th BD antenna is obtained as√
ptfmczpm (k).

Through the backward link, the cyclically shifted sig-

nals are superimposed at the reader. We assume that the

ZP length is larger than the number of channel taps in

the backward link, i.e., Nzp > Lg . Denote by hm =
[hm(0), . . . , hm(l), . . . , hm(Lg − 1)]T the cascaded backscat-

tered CIR via the m-th BD antenna, where hm(l) = fmgm(l).
The baseband received signal can be expressed as

z(k) =
√
pt

(
hd1Nc

+

M∑

m=1

H1,mczpm (k)

)
+ u(k), (5)

where H1,m is a lower Toeplitz matrix, whose first column

is given by [hT
m,0T

Nc−Lg
]T, and u(k) ∼ CN (0Nc

, σ2INc
) is

additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN). In (5), the first term in

the parenthesis is the interference from the direct link, which

needs to be suppressed. The second term is the backscattered

signal that contains the symbols transmitted by the BD.

III. RECEIVER DESIGN FOR BBBC

In this section, we propose a receiver design to recover the

information transmitted by the BD, including preprocessing

of the time-domain received signal, pilot-based parameter

estimation, and frequency-domain equalization, as illustrated

in Fig. 3.

3The results presented in this paper can be easily extended to the CP and
TS GIs.

Fig. 4: Channel matrix before and after overlap-add.

A. Preprocessing of Received Signal

To narrow the gap in magnitudes between the direct-link

interference and the backscattered signal, thereby ensuring the

detection of the backscattered signal after the analog-to-digital

converter (ADC), suppression of the direct-link interference in

the analog domain is necessary [11], [45]. By averaging the

received signal in the analog domain, the direct-link interfer-

ence
√
pthd can be coarsely estimated and then removed from

the received symbol block z(k). Let z̄ denote the mean value

of the received signal, which is considered as an estimate of

the direct-link interference. Following the coarse interference

estimation and suppression, the baseband representation of the

output signal is given by

ẑ(k) = z(k)− z̄1Nc
. (6)

In practice, the duration of the received signal is limited, and

thus, the estimate z̄ contains a non-negligible error. As a result,

the output signal ẑ(k) still includes residual interference,

which remains to be finely mitigated in the digital domain.

The advantageous feature of circulant matrices, which al-

lows them to be diagonalized via the discrete Fourier transform

(DFT), facilitates the application of efficient frequency-domain

equalization techniques to retrieve the information transmitted

by the BD. To convert the channel matrix H1,m in (5) into a

circular form, the overlap-add (OLA) method can be employed

[46], as illustrated in Fig. 4. Specifically, we assume that the

number of channel taps Lg is a priori known to the reader

via channel sounding. After time synchronization, the reader

divides the received signal into blocks. In each block, the

segment of the received GI that experiences interference from

the transmitted symbols, represented by ẑ2(k) ∈ C(Lg−1)×1, is

first padded with (N−Lg+1) zeros. Then, the padded segment

is combined with the upper N×1 segment of ẑ(k), represented

by ẑ1(k). Hence, the output signal can be expressed as

y(k) = ẑ1(k) +

[
ẑ2(k)

0N−Lg+1

]

=
√
pt

(
M∑

m=1

H2,mczpm (k) + ∆hdαN

)
+ ueq(k), (7)

where the channel matrix is given by H2,m = H1,m(1 :
N, :) + [(H1,m(N + 1 : N + Lg − 1, :))T,0Nc×(N−Lg+1)]

T,√
pt∆hdαN represents the residual interference after OLA

with ∆hd = hd − z̄√
pt

and αN = [2 · 1T
Nzp

,1T
N−Lg+1]

T, and

ueq(k) ∼ CN (0N , diag(σ2
αN )) is the equivalent noise. With

the substitution of (4) into (7), the received signal is obtained
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as

y(k) =
√
pt

(
M∑

m=1

HmTmc(k) + ∆hdαN

)
+ ueq(k)

=
√
pt (Heqc(k) + ∆hdαN ) + ueq(k), (8)

where Hm = H2,mTzp and Heq =
∑M

m=1 HmTm are

both circulant matrices with their first columns given by

[hT
m,0T

N−Lg
]T and

heq =
M∑

m=1

Tm

[
hm

0N−Lg

]
, (9)

respectively. As a result, the convolution between each BD

symbol block and the cascaded backscattered-link channel

becomes a circular convolution thanks to the OLA operation.

Remark 1. The equivalent CIR in (9) is the combination of the

delayed CIRs of all the BD antennas. To enhance the diversity

gain of the system, the equivalent CIR should have as many

independent taps as possible. This indicates that the cyclic

delay of each BD antenna can be designed to ensure that the

combination of these delayed CIRs results in minimal overlap

to maximize the number of independent taps of the equivalent

channel. Hence, the cyclic delay can be chosen as Dm =
(m− 1)D, where the cyclic delay between adjacent antennas,

D, needs to satisfy Lg ≤ D ≤ ⌊N
M ⌋. The resulted equivalent

CIR can be written as

heq =
[
hT
1 ,0

T
D−Lg

, . . . ,hT
m,0T

D−Lg
, . . . ,

hT
M ,0N−(M−1)D

]T
= M1h, (10)

where M1 = [IMLg
(:, 1 : Lg),0MLg×(D−Lg), . . . , IMLg

(:
, (m − 1)Lg + 1 : mLg),0MLg×(D−Lg), . . . , IMLg

(:, (M −
1)Lg : MLg),0MLg×(N−(M−1)D)]

T ∈ CN×MLg and h =[
hT
1 , . . . ,h

T
m, . . . ,hT

M

]T
. Moreover, this also requires the

block size N to be no less than MLg, i.e., N ≥ MLg.

B. Pilot-Based Channel Estimation and Refined Interference

Suppression

Before transmitting the data payload, the BD sends pilot

symbols, known to both the BD and the reader, to help the

reader acquire the equivalent CIR and suppress the residual

interference. The pilot symbols are similarly modulated and

conveyed as the data symbols. Let Np denote the number of

pilot symbol blocks, and let cp(kp) ∈ CN×1 denote the kp-th

pilot symbol block. Correspondingly, the received pilot symbol

blocks can be collectively represented as

ytr=
√
pt




Cp(1) αN

...
...

Cp(Np) αN




[
M1 0N

0T
MLg

1

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
M2

[
heq

∆hd

]
+utr, (11)

where ytr = [yT(1), . . . ,yT(Np)]
T is the stacked received

pilot symbol blocks, utr = [uT
eq(1), . . . ,u

T
eq(Np)]

T is the

noise, and Cp(kp) is a circulant matrix with its first column

given by cp(k). To accurately estimate heq and ∆hd, the

number of pilot symbol blocks, Np, needs to be larger than 1.

Considering the limited power consumption at the BD, we set

Np = 2. Thus, the estimation can be performed using a least

squares (LS) estimator given by
[
hest
eq

∆hest
d

]
=
(
MH

2 M2

)−1
MH

2 ytr, (12)

where hest
eq and ∆hest

d are the estimates of heq and ∆hd,

respectively. Assuming that the block size is much larger than

the number of taps for the backward link, i.e., N ≫ Lg , the

covariance of the estimate in (12) can be approximated as

Σest ≈
Ncσ

2

N

(
MH

2 M2

)−1

=
σ2

pt

[∑1
k=0C

H
p (k)Cp(k)

∑1
k=0C

H
p (k)αN

α
H
N

∑1
k=0 C(k) 2‖αN‖2

]−1

. (13)

To minimize the mean square error (MSE) of the estimates, the

non-diagonal elements of Σest should be zeros, implying that

the first pilot symbol block should be the negative version

of the second pilot symbol block. Thus, we set Cp(0) =
−Cp(1) = Cp. The MSEs of the estimates for h and ∆hd

are obtained as

ǫh = E[‖heq − hest
eq ‖2] =

σ2

2pt
tr
((

CH
pCp

)−1
)
, (14)

ǫd = E[‖∆hd −∆hest
d ‖2] = σ2

2pt(N + 3(Lg − 1)))
. (15)

Note that the MSE of the estimate of heq is influenced by the

pilot symbol block Cp. To minimize ǫh, the pilot symbol block

needs to satisfy CH
pCp = IN [43]. Zadoff-Chu sequences

[47], known for their good auto-correlation properties, are

ideal candidates for the pilot symbol block. However, given

the inherent constraints of the low-cost BD, which is restricted

to switching reflection coefficients from a specific finite set for

backscattering, the implementation of Zadoff-Chu sequences

poses challenges. Thus, we quantize the Zadoff-Chu sequence

according to the modulation alphabet Ac and use it as the pilot

symbol block.

As a result, given the estimates of hest
eq and ∆hest

d , the reader

can effectively remove the residual interference and further

facilitate frequency-domain equalization. We assume that the

estimates are perfect for the following receiver design.

C. Frequency-Domain Equalization

Recall that channel matrix Heq in (8) can be decomposed

as Heq = WHΛW, where W is the unitary DFT matrix

with its (p, q)-th element given by 1√
N
exp(−j2π(p− 1)(q−

1)/N). Hence, to facilitate frequency-domain equalization at

the reader, the received signal in (8) is transformed to the

frequency domain via DFT, which yields

ỹ(k) =
1√
pt
W (y(k) −√

pt∆hdαN )

= ΛWc(k) + ũeq(k), (16)

where ũeq(k) = Wueq(k)/
√
pt is the frequency-domain

noise. We observe that each element of Wc(k) expe-
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riences a single-tap channel, which is given by λn =∑N−1
l=0 h(l) exp(−j2πn(l − 1)/N) for the n-th DFT grid.

Therefore, a linear equalizer, denoted by G, can be employed

to recover c(k) based on the received signal model in (16).

Specifically, the zero-forcing (ZF) and minimum-mean-square-

error (MMSE) equalizers can be expressed respectively as

GZF = WHΛ−1, (17)

GMMSE = WHΛH
(
ΛHΛ+ γ̄−1I

)−1
, (18)

where γ̄ = pt∆γ/σ2 and ∆γ = N/(N + Lg − 1)) represents

the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) loss since the elements of

ũeq(k) follow distribution CN (0, 1/γ̄). Hence, the output of

the linear frequency-domain equalizer can be written as

ĉ(k) = Gỹ(k). (19)

We assume E[c(k)cH(k)] = IN . Meanwhile, under the as-

sumption that N ≫ Lg, the elements of ũeq(k) are inde-

pendent of each other. Hence, the output SNR of the linear

frequency-domain equalizers can be derived as

γZF =
γ̄N

∑N
n=1 |λn|−2

, (20)

γMMSE =

(
1

N

N∑

n=1

1

1 + γ̄ |λn|2

)−1

− 1. (21)

Note that the output SNR is identical for each symbol within

a single transmission block. Furthermore, when employing

QPSK modulation at the BD, the bit error rate (BER) perfor-

mance can be calculated as Perr = Q(
√
γZF/MMSE), where

the Q-function is given by Q(x) = 1√
2π

∫∞
x exp(−u2/2)du.

Compared to the above linear equalizers, block-iterative

generalized decision-feedback equalizion (BI-GDFE) can

achieve enhanced performance by effective ISI cancellation

[42]. Specifically, in each iteration, the symbol decisions from

the previous iteration are used to regenerate the ISI, which is

then removed from the received signal following equalization.

Denote by Kl and Dl the feedforward equalizer (FFE) and

the feedback equalizer (FBE) in the l-th iteration, respectively.

Then, the estimate of c(k) in the l-th iteration is given by

ĉ{l}(k) = KH
l ỹ(k) +Dlĉ

{l−1}(k), (22)

where ĉ{l}(k) is the estimate of c(k) in the l-th iteration. In

(22), the first term represents the equalized signal, while the

second term represents the removal of the residual ISI. From

[42], the FFE and FBE are respectively given by

Kl = FlW, (23)

Bl = ρl−1W
HBlW, (24)

where ρl−1 is the input-decision correlation (IDC) coefficient

between the transmitted symbol block c(k) and the hard

decisions derived based on ĉ{l−1}(k), the basic FFE and FBE

are respectively given by

Fl =
(
(1− ρ2l−1)Λ

HΛ+ γ̄−1IN
)−1

Λ, (25)

Bl = αlIN − FH
l Λ, (26)

and αl = tr(FH
l Λ)/N . As the iterations progress, the accuracy

of the decisions based on the estimate in (22) increases,

thereby the IDC ρl approaches unity, which leads to a re-

duction in the residual ISI. As a result, the performance of

the BI-GDFE is enhanced iteratively, resulting in increasingly

reliable signal detection of c(k).

IV. DIVERSITY ANALYSIS OF BBBC

Non-linear equalizers, such as BI-GDFE, have been shown

to have the potential to approach the matched filter bound

(MFB), which serves as a performance upper bound [42].

To analyze the achievable diversity order of our proposed

BBBC system, the following analysis will focus on the MFB.

Specifically, we assume perfect cancellation of ISI and a

coherent combination of the desired signals to derive the MFB.

Thus, for the MFB, the output SNR can be expressed as

γc =
pt∆γ‖h‖2

σ2
=

pt∆γ
∑M

m=1 |fm|2 ‖gm‖2
σ2

. (27)

From (27), it can be observed that deploying more antennas at

the BD can lead to a higher SNR. This enhancement is due to

the passive nature of the BD, which merely backscatters the

signal incident from the CE rather than generating a power-

limited RF signal. Additional antennas enhance the capability

of the BD to capture and backscatter the incident signal.

Moreover, the diversity order characterizes the decay of the

average BER for increasing transmit power pt. Since the direct

computation of the average BER is not tractable, the diversity

order is analyzed in terms of the outage probability, which

exhibits identical diversity gain results as the average BER.

Let Pout(pt) denote the outage probability. The diversity order

is defined as

d = − lim
pt→∞

log10 Pout(pt)

pt
. (28)

In the following, we will consider two typical scenarios

for the BBBC system: the general channel conditions where

both the forward and backward links experience Rayleigh

fading channels and the special channel conditions where the

forward link experiences a LoS channel while the backward

link remains Rayleigh fading. We first present the channel

models for these scenarios, followed by the analysis of the

outage probability and diversity order.

A. General Channel Conditions

We consider the scenario where the forward- and backward-

link channels follow the Rayleigh fading channel model with

an uniform power profile, i.e., fm ∼ CN (0, β1) for the

forward link and gm(l) ∼ CN (0, β2/Lg) for the backward

link, where β1 and β2 are the corresponding large-scale fading

coefficients, respectively. We first analyze the case with a

single antenna (M = 1), which is extended to the case where

M > 14.

4While [8] provides a comprehensive investigation of the two-way pinhole
channel assuming flat fading for both the forward and backward links, our
study extends this analysis by considering scenarios with frequency-selective
fading, thus establishing new channel models for backscatter communications.
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1) Single-Antenna Case: Based on the above assumptions,

|f |2 follows an exponential distribution characterized by pa-

rameter β1, while ‖g‖2 follows a scaled Chi-squared distri-

bution with 2Lg degrees of freedom. The probability density

functions (PDFs) of these distributions are given by

f|f |2(x) =
1

β1
exp

(
− x

β1

)
, (29)

f‖g‖2(y)=
1

2LgΓ(Lg)

(
2Lg

β2

)Lg

yLg−1 exp

(
−Lg

β2
y

)
,

(30)

where Γ(Lg) denotes the Gamma function. Furthermore, the

PDF of the product |f |2‖g‖2 can be derived as

f|f |2‖g‖2(z) =

∫ ∞

0

1

u
f|f |2

( z
u

)
f‖g‖2(u)du

=
1

Γ(Lg)β1

(
Lg

β2

)Lg
∫ ∞

0

uLg−2 exp

(
− z

β1u
− Lg

β2
u

)
du

(a)
=

Lg

Γ(Lg)β1β2

∫ ∞

0

tLg−2 exp

(
−t− Lgz

β1β2t

)
dt

(b)
=

2

Γ(Lg)

(
Lg

β1β2

)Lg+1

2

z
Lg−1

2 KLg−1

(
2

(
Lgz

β1β2

) 1
2

)
, (31)

where (a) results from the substitution of u = β2t/Lg,

and (b) is due to the fact that
∫∞
0 tν−1 exp

(
−t− µ2

4t

)
dt =

2
(
µ
2

)ν
K−ν(µ) with K−ν(µ) = Kν(µ) representing the

modified Bessel function of second kind with order ν. From

the expression in (31), we notice that the equivalent channel

gain |f |2‖g‖2 follows the generalized-K distribution [48],

which is characterized by the product of two independent

gamma distributions. The general PDF and cumulative density

function (CDF) of the generalized-K distribution are given by

fx(x; k,m,Ω) =
2

Γ(k)Γ(m)

(
km

Ω

) k+m
2

x
k+m

2
−1Kk−m

(
2

(
km

Ω
x

) 1
2

)
, (32)

Fx(x; k,m,Ω) =
1

Γ(k)Γ(m)
G2,1

1,3

(
kmx

Ω

∣∣∣∣
1

k,m, 0

)
, (33)

where k ≥ 0 and m ≥ 0 are the shape parameters, Ω = E[x]
is the mean of x, and G(·) represents Meijer’s G function.

For the PDF specified in (31), these parameters are given by

k1 = Lg, m1 = 1, Ω1 = β1β2. The variance of the equivalent

channel gain is derived as

V[|f |2‖g‖2] = Ω2
1

(
k1+m1+1

k1m1

)
= β2

1β
2
2

(
1+

2

Lg

)
. (34)

Note that the variance decreases as the number of channel taps

Lg increases. The target SNR required to detect the symbol

block c(k) is denoted by γth = 2R − 1, where R bps/Hz is

the target rate for the BD. The outage probability is obtained

as

Pout = Pr

{
|f |2‖g‖2 ≤ σ2γth

pt∆γ

}

=
1

Γ(Lg)
G2,1

1,3

(
σ2γthLg

pt∆γ

∣∣∣∣
1

Lg, 1, 0

)
. (35)

Given the expression for the outage probability, we obtain the

following lemma.

Lemma 1. Considering the generalized-K fading channel

characterized by its parameters k, m, and Ω, the diversity order

of the BBBC system is equal to parameter m.

Proof: Using the binomial series expansion of the mo-

ment generating function (MGF) of the received SNR, Lamma

1 can be proved using the approach proposed in [49]. Here, we

provide an alternative proof in terms of the outage probability.

The expression for the outage probability, obtained directly

from the CDF involving Meijer’s G function, raises challenges

for further analysis. Therefore, an alternative formulation of

the outage probability is given by

Pout =

∫ a1p
−1
t

0

fz(z; k,m,Ω)dz, (36)

where a1 = σ2γth/∆γ. As the transmit power pt tends

to infinity, the outage probability approaches zero due to

limpt→∞ a1p
−1
t = 0. Hence, according to the definition in

(28), the diversity order can be determined by

d
(c)
= − lim

pt→∞
pt

Pout(pt)
P ′
out(pt)

= lim
pt→∞

2(a1a2)
k+m

2

Γ(k)Γ(m) p
−k+m

2

t Kk−m

(
2 (a1a2)

1
2 p

− 1
2

t

)

2a
k+m

2
2

Γ(k)Γ(m)

∫ a1p
−1
t

0 z
k+m

2
−1Kk−m

(
2 (a2z)

1
2

)
dz

= a
k+m

2

1 lim
pt→∞

p
−k+m

2

t Kk−m

(
2 (a1a2)

1
2 p

− 1
2

t

)

∫ a1p
−1
t

0 z
k+m

2
−1Kk−m

(
2 (a2z)

1
2

)
dz

(d)
= lim

pt→∞

Γ(k−m)
2 a−m

1 a
− k−m

2

2 p−m
t

∫ a1p
−1
t

0 z
k+m

2
−1Kk−m

(
2 (a2z)

1
2

)
dz

(e)
= lim

pt→∞

Γ(k−m)
2 (a1a2)

− k−m
2 mp−m−1

t

p
−k+m

2
−1

t Kk−m

(
2(a1a2)

1
2 p

− 1
2

t

)

(f)
= m, (37)

where the first-order derivative is given by

P ′
out(pt)=−2(a1a2)

k+m
2

Γ(k)Γ(m)
p
− k+m

2
−1

t Kk−m
(
2(a1a2)

1
2 p

− 1
2

t

)
,

(38)

and a2 = km/Ω. Here, (c) and (e) result from L’Hôpital’s

rule, while (d) and (f) are obtained from the asymptotic

behavior of Kν(µ), which can be approximated
Γ(ν)
2

(
2
µ

)ν

as µ tends to zero. This concludes the proof.

According to Lemma 1, the diversity order of the BBBC

system is given by 1 in the single-antenna case. Although

multiple propagation paths are available for transmitting the

BD signal over the backward link via each antenna, the

channel fading in the forward link restricts the diversity order

to 1 when using a single antenna, thereby preventing the

acquisition of frequency diversity. To improve the diversity
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performance of the BBBC system, multiple antennas can be

deployed at the BD, as outlined below.
2) Multi-Antenna Case: When M > 1, it is challenging to

derive the exact PDF of the summation
∑M

m=1 |fm|2 ‖gm‖2.

According to [50], the sum of generalized-K distributions

can be approximated by another generalized-K distribu-

tion. Therefore, the PDF of the equivalent channel gain∑M
m=1 |fm|2 ‖gm‖2 has the same form as in (32), and its

parameters can be derived as

kM = MLg + ǫ, mM = M, and ΩM = Mβ1β2, (39)

where ǫ is the adjustment parameter given by

ǫ = (M − 1)
−0.127− 0.95k1 − 0.0058m1

1 + 0.00124k1 + 0.98m1
. (40)

Thus, the outage probability can be obtained as

Pout = Pr

{
M∑

m=1

|fm|2‖gm‖2 ≤ a1p
−1
t

}

=
1

Γ(KM)Γ(mM)
G2,1

1,3

(
kMmMa1p

−1
t

ΩM

∣∣∣∣
1

kM,mM, 0

)
. (41)

According to Proposition 1, we conclude that the diversity

order of the BBBC system increases to M in the multi-

antenna case. This diversity gain arises from each antenna

creating a signal replica that is transmitted with a specific

delay. Moreover, note that employing additional antennas at

the BD not only leads to an increase in SNR when dealing with

fixed channels but also introduces spatial diversity to improve

the transmission reliability over fading channels.

B. Special Channel Conditions

In addition to the case of the general channel conditions

analyzed above, we consider the special channel conditions,

where the forward-link channel is a deterministic LoS channel,

while the backward-link channel follows the Rayleigh fading

channel model as mentioned ealier5. Accordingly, the forward-

link channel is given by

f =
√
β1

[
1, e−j2πr sin θ, . . . , e−j2π(M−1)r sin θ

]
, (42)

where θ is the angle of arrival (AoA) and r is the ratio

of the antenna spacing to the wavelength. The SNR of the

backscattered signal can be rewritten as

γc =
ptNβ1

∑M
m=1 ‖gm‖2

σ2(N + Lg − 1)
, (43)

where 2Lg

∑M
m=1 ‖gm‖2/β2 follows a Chi-squared distri-

bution with 2MLg degrees of freedom. Hence, the outage

probability can be derived as

Pout(pt) = Pr

{
2Lg

∑M
m=1 ‖gm‖2
β2

≤ a3p
−1
t

}

=

∫ a3p
−1
t

0

1

2MLgΓ(MLg)
zMLg−1e−

z
2 dz

5In certain applications, the locations of the CE and the BD may be fixed
to ensure a strong LoS component between them, thereby enabling reliable
capture of the carrier signal at the BD.

TABLE I: System Parameters

Parameter Value

Block size, N 128
Length of ZP, Nzp 16

Number of pilot symbol blocks, Np 2
Noise power, σ2 −100 dBm

Modulation scheme QPSK

Number of antennas, M 16
Cyclic delay, D ⌊N/M⌋ = 8

Number of channel taps, Lg 4

=
1

Γ(MLg)
γ

(
MLg,

a3
2pt

)
, (44)

where a3 = 2a1Lg/(β1β2) and γ(x, y) is the lower incom-

plete Gamma function. We observe that the outage probability

tends to zero with the transmit power pt approaching infinity.

Hence, the diversity order is given by

d = − lim
pt→∞

pt
Pout(pt)

P ′
out(pt)

= lim
pt→∞

a
MLg

3 p
−MLg

t exp
(
− 1

2a3p
−1
t

)
∫ a3p

−1
t

0 zMLg−1e−
z
2 dz

= lim
pt→∞

−a
MLg

3 p
−MLg−1
t exp

(
− 1

2a3p
−1
t

) (
MLg+

1
2a3p

−1
t

)

−a
MLg

3 p
−MLg−1
t exp

(
− 1

2a3p
−1
t

)

= MLg. (45)

where the first-order derivative is given by

P ′
out(pt) = − 1

2MLgΓ(MLg)
a
MLg

3 p
−MLg−1
t e−

1
2
a3p

−1
t . (46)

From (45), it can be observed that both spatial diversity and

frequency diversity are achievable in this scenario. In other

words, for a deterministic forward-link channel, the BBBC

system behaves similar to a conventional single-carrier block

transmission system in Rayleigh fading, where each transmit

antenna employs a transmit power of β1pt.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, simulation results are presented to demon-

strate the effectiveness of our proposed BBBC system. The

default system parameters are listed in TABLE I. Particularly,

the large-scale fading coefficient is modeled as a function of

distance, given by β = 10−3d−v, where d and v denote the

distance and the path-loss exponent. The distances between the

CE and the reader, between the CE and the BD, and between

the BD and the reader are set to dd = 100 m, df = 10 m,

and dg = 100 m, respectively. The path-loss exponents are

set to vd = 3, and vf = vg = 2 for the respective links. The

small-scale fading in all channels follows the Rayleigh fading

model. Moreover, the average SNR is defined as ptβ1β2/σ
2.

The following results are generated based on 105 channel

realizations.

Fig. 5 depicts the BER performance versus the average SNR

for different equalizers with perfect and estimated CSI. The

theoretical BERs are obtained based on the SNR expressions

in (20) and (21). First, it can be observed that the theoretical
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Fig. 5: BER versus average SNR for perfect and estimated CSI.

results for both ZF and MMSE equalizers align closely with

the simulated results with perfect CSI. Furthermore, with the

help of the proposed receiver design, the BER curves for esti-

mated CSI show similar trends as those for perfect CSI. For the

considered equalizers, the gap between the BER performance

for perfect and estimated CSI is below 2 dB. This indicates

that the proposed interference mitigation method effectively

reduces direct-link interference. Moreover, the channels can

be estimated with the proposed estimation method and pilot

design. Furthermore, due to the noise amplification of the

ZF equalizer, the slope of its BER curve is limited by 1. In

contrast, since the MMSE equalizer effectively balances ISI

mitigation and noise amplification, the slope of its BER curve

is much larger than 1 in the high SNR regime, and is close

to the slope of the MFB. Meanwhile, the BER performance

of the BI-GDFE approaches that of the MFB in the high

SNR regime. This demonstrates that the proposed system can

achieve transmit diversity using existing equalizers like MMSE

and BI-GDFE.

Fig. 6 depicts the PDF of the equivalent channel gain∑M
m=1 |fm|2‖gm‖2 under the general channel conditions, with

the path loss of both the forward and backward links normal-

ized to 1. The theoretical results are obtained by substituting

the parameters from (39) into the PDF expression in (32).

Specifically, Fig. 6a focuses on scenarios with the number of

antennas fixed at M = 4. First, the theoretical and simulated

results align closely, especially for Lg ≥ 4. Moreover, the

increase in Lg reduces the variance of the equivalent channel

gain, leading to a narrower peak of the PDF that shifts toward

the mean value of the channel gain Ω4 = 4. This indicates that

an increasing Lg can result in enhanced stability of the equiv-

alent channel gain, benefiting backscatter communications. In

addition, Fig. 6b considers scenarios where the number of

channel taps is fixed at Lg = 4. The results show that as M
increases, the equivalent channel gain can be significantly en-

hanced due to the increase in its mean value. Correspondingly,

the array gain can also increase proportionally, confirming the

advantages of deploying multiple antennas at the BD.

Fig. 7a depicts the outage probability versus the average

SNR for varying values of M and Lg under the general

(a) PDF for fixed M = 4.
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(b) PDF for fixed Lg = 4.

Fig. 6: PDF of the equivalent channel gain under the general channel
conditions.

channel conditions. The theoretical results are obtained from

(41). First, the overlap between the theoretical and simulated

outage probabilities confirms the accuracy of our analysis.

Notably, the slopes of the BER curves depend on the number

of antennas M instead of the number of channel taps Lg.

Specifically, for M = 1, 2, and 4, the slopes in the high SNR

regime are equal to 1, 2, and 4, respectively. Furthermore,

for M = 4 with Lg = 4 and 16, the slopes are equal to 4.

This demonstrates that only spatial diversity can be exploited

under the considered general channel conditions due to the

channel fading in the forward link. However, increasing Lg

reduces the outage probability, which results from the fact

that increased frequency selectivity can improve the SNR of

the backscattered signal.

Fig. 7b depicts the outage probability versus the average

SNR for varying values of M and Lg under the special channel

conditions. The theoretical results are obtained from (44).

First, it can be observed that the theoretical results match

the simulated ones well. Moreover, unlike for the general

channel conditions, the slopes of the BER curves for the

special channel conditions are determined by the product of
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Fig. 7: Outage probability versus average SNR.

the number of antennas M and the number of channel taps

Lg. For example, when M = 4 and Lg = 2, the corresponding

slope is 8 in the high SNR regime. This indicates that both

frequency and spatial diversity are attainable for the considered

special channel conditions thanks to the constant input signal

power at the BD.

Furthermore, to validate the consistency of the diversity

order in terms of BER and outage probability, Fig. 8a and

Fig. 8b depict the BER versus the average SNR for perfect CSI

under the general and special channel conditions, respectively.

The BER curves, generated using the MMSE equalizer rather

than the ideal MFB, suffer from a performance loss compared

with the MFB. However, the slopes of the BER curves closely

align with those of the outage probability curves depicted in

Fig. 7a and Fig. 7b, respectively, confirming equal diversity

performance.

Fig. 9 depicts the BER versus the average SNR for different

transmission schemes that do not require CSI. Flat fading is

assumed for the backward link, i.e., Lg = 1. Meanwhile, the

number of BD antennas is fixed at M = 32. We evaluate

several benchmark schemes, including Alamouti’s space-time

code, random beamforming, and direct backscattering. Specif-
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(a) Under the general channel conditions.
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(b) Under the special channel conditions.

Fig. 8: BER versus average SNR with perfect CSI.

ically, for Alamouti’s code, BD antennas are divided into two

groups to transmit the encoded signal. Within each group,

the antennas send identical signals. For random beamforming

and direct backscattering, the beamforming vector is randomly

generated and fixed as an all-one vector, respectively. Max-

imum likelihood (ML) detection is used by the benchmark

schemes, while the MMSE equalizer is used by the proposed

scheme to reduce the computational complexity. We notice

that within the considered range of average SNR, the proposed

scheme significantly outperforms the benchmark schemes. In

particular, with the MMSE equalizer, the slope of the BER

curve for the proposed scheme is much steeper than those

of the benchmark schemes using ML detection, which have

slopes of 1 for random beamforming and direct backscattering,

and 2 for Alamouti’s code. This enhanced performance is due

to the effective utilization of multiple BD antennas in the

proposed scheme, which facilitates both increased array gain

and greater spatial diversity. Meanwhile, linear equalizers, like

MMSE, can easily extract the enhanced diversity gain from

the received signal with the proposed scheme. Conversely,

the benchmark schemes, despite using an ML detector and

multiple BD antennas, are only capable of achieving an array
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Fig. 9: BER versus average SNR with M = 32 and Lg = 1.

gain and a restricted diversity gain.

Fig. 10 depicts the BER versus the number of BD antennas

M for different transmission schemes. The average SNR

is fixed at 20 dB. It can be observed that the proposed

scheme outperforms the benchmark schemes, especially for a

larger M . Benefiting from the low-complexity decoding, ML

detection allows Alamouti’s code to outperform the proposed

scheme employing MMSE equalization when M < 10. How-

ever, thanks to the enhanced spatial diversity for the proposed

scheme, BER decreases as the number of antennas increases,

whereas the benchmark schemes exhibit only slight improve-

ments attributed to a growing array gain. As a result, the

proposed scheme outperforms Alamouti’s code for M ≥ 10.

Moreover, the proposed scheme can be employed for the case

of Lg > 1, while Alamouti’s code cannot straightforwardly be

employed to address frequency-selective fading channels.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a BBBC system with a multi-

antenna BD. To overcome the frequency-selective fading chan-

nel in the backscattered link, we employed a single carrier

block transmission scheme and implemented CDD at the BD

to improve transmission reliability. Furthermore, we developed

a receiver design based on frequency-domain equalization

to efficiently recover the backscattered signal. Considering

two different types of channel conditions, the outage prob-

ability and diversity order were analyzed for the proposed

system. For the general channel conditions, where the forward

and backward links both experience Rayleigh fading, spatial

diversity is achievable. For the special channel conditions,

where the forward-link channel is a deterministic LoS channel,

both frequency and spatial diversity can be realized. Finally,

simulation results validate the effectiveness of our proposed

system under frequency-selective fading. Moreover, our results

confirm that the proposed scheme can achieve both an im-

proved array gain and an enhanced diversity order, and thereby

improve the reliability of backscatter communications. Hence,

the proposed BBBC system can be considered a promising

candidate for backscatter communications with improved data

rate and larger communication range.
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Fig. 10: BER versus the number of antennas with Lg = 1.
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