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(54)  BIT  ERROR  COUNTING  METHOD  AND  COUNTER 

(57)  When  Viterbi  decoding  of  input  signal  is  exe- 
cuted,  the  errors  in  the  decoded  signal  must  be 
counted.  By  conventional  methods  in  which  decoded 
signal  is  recorded  and  compared  with  the  inputted  sig- 
nal  to  count  the  errors,  it  is  impossible  to  count  exactly 
the  errors  if  some  errors  are  produced  in  rerecording  the 
input  signal  which  contains  a  great  number  of  errors.  In 
order  to  solve  this  problem,  the  pathmetric  value  calcu- 
lated  during  the  Viterbi  decoding,  and  then,  this  value  is 
output  as  the  number  of  errors.  Two  decoding  devices 
each  of  which  reads  the  pathmeteric  value  and  output 
this  value  as  the  number  of  errors  are  provided  for  voice 
signals  and  FACCH  signals,  respectively.  A  signal  is 
inputted  into  these  two  devices,  and  decoded.  The  num- 
bers  of  errors  obtained  respectively  from  them  are  com- 
pared.  Based  upon  the  result  of  this  comparison,  it  is 
determined  whether  the  inputted  signal  is  a  voice  signal 
or  an  FACCH  signal. 
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Description 

TECHNICAL  FIELD 

The  present  invention  relates  to  a  method  of  and  a  s 
device  for  counting  errors  of  a  signal  in  the  digital  com- 
munication  system,  and  particularly,  to  a  method  of  and 
a  device  for  counting  errors  of  a  signal  per  bit  in  the  sys- 
tem  where  an  error  correction  is  performed  using  the 
Viterbi  decoding  process.  10 

BACKGROUND  ART 

The  background  art  highly  associated  with  the 
present  application  is  shown,  for  example,  in  DSP  15 
Q0256  Technical  Data  Sheet  p.  13,  p.  15-16,  Qualcom 
Company.  In  this  literature,  an  example  of  a  technique  is 
disclosed,  which  realizes  the  process,  by  the  hardware, 
for  counting  signal  errors  attendant  upon  transmission 
when  a  signal  encoded  by  the  convolutional  encoding  is  20 
transmitted  from  a  transmitter  side  and  the  process  for 
restoring  the  original  signal  is  performed  using  the 
Viterbi  decoding  at  a  receiver  side. 

In  the  disclosed  technique,  a  Viterbi  decoding  sec- 
tion  901  at  a  receiver  side  tries  to  perform  the  same  25 
process  as  at  a  transmitter  side  so  as  to  compare  the 
result  with  a  signal  actually  sent  from  the  transmitter 
side  to  detect  an  error.  Fig.  9  shows  an  outline  of  a  cir- 
cuit  structure  for  performing  the  process. 

In  Fig.  9,  a  received  signal  is  sent  via  a  transmis-  30 
sion  line  or  the  like.  This  received  signal  has  been 
already  applied  with  the  encoding  process.  There  are 
many  kinds  of  the  encoding  processes  generally  known. 
Here,  explanation  will  be  made  assuming  that  the  con- 
volutional  encoding  is  applied.  35 

The  foregoing  received  signal  is  bifurcated  so  as  to 
be  inputted  to  the  Viterbi  decoding  section  901  and  a 
delaying  section  902.  The  Viterbi  decoding  section  901 
performs  the  generally  known  Viterbi  decoding  relative 
to  the  received  signal.  The  Viterbi  decoding  is  a  process  40 
for  restoring  a  signal  before  the  encoding  from  the 
received  signal  applied  with  the  convolutional  encoding. 
The  Viterbi  decoding  will  be  described  later  in  detail. 

The  signal  restored  to  a  state  before  the  encoding 
at  the  Viterbi  decoding  section  901  (hereinafter  referred  45 
to  as  the  decoded  signal)  is  outputted  as  it  is  and  also 
sent  to  a  convolutional  encoding  section  903.  Here,  the 
same  process  as  the  foregoing  process  for  generating 
the  received  signal  is  performed.  Accordingly,  an  output 
of  the  convolutional  encoding  section  903  (hereinafter  so 
referred  to  as  the  re-encoded  signal)  is  considered  to  be 
the  same  as  the  received  signal. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  delaying  section  902  outputs 
the  received  signal  with  a  delay  of  a  constant  time.  By 
this  delay,  output  timings  of  the  re-encoded  signal  and  55 
the  received  signal  are  matched.  Accordingly,  the  delay 
time  at  the  delaying  section  902  should  be  substantially 
equal  to  the  sum  of  the  process  time  of  the  Viterbi 
decoding  section  901  and  the  later-described  convolu- 

tional  encoding  section  903.  The  delaying  section  902 
does  not  change  the  signal  other  than  delaying  the  time 
as  described  above. 

The  re-encoded  signal  and  the  delayed  received 
signal  are  inputted  to  a  comparator  section  904.  As 
described  above,  the  input  timings  of  both  signals  are 
matched  by  the  effect  of  the  delaying  section  902.  The 
comparator  section  904  compares  these  input  signals. 
Although  both  signals  should  coincide  with  each  other,  if 
a  transmission  error  is  generated  in  the  received  signal, 
both  signals  do  not  coincide  at  a  point  of  occurrence  of 
the  error.  Depending  on  this  non-coincident  portion,  the 
comparator  section  outputs  an  error  counting  output. 

A  circuit  provided  with  a  memory,  instead  of  the 
delaying  section  902,  for  storing  the  received  signal  is 
also  known.  In  this  circuit  structure,  the  received  signal 
stored  in  the  memory  is  read  out  so  as  to  match  a  timing 
of  an  output  of  the  re-encoded  signal.  Thereafter,  the 
comparator  section  compares  the  received  signal  and 
the  re-encoded  signal  similarly  so  as  to  find  out  an  error. 

DISCLOSURE  OF  THE  INVENTION 

TECHNICAL  PROBLEM 

The  technical  problems  included  in  the  technique 
disclosed  in  the  foregoing  literature  are  as  follows: 

First,  a  scale  of  the  hardware  increases.  At  the 
receiver  side,  a  re-encoding  circuit  for  performing  the  re- 
encoding  process  and  a  comparator  circuit  for  compar- 
ing  the  re-encoded  signal  and  the  received  signal 
should  be  provided.  Further,  due  to  the  time  required  for 
the  decoding  and  the  re-encoding,  the  delaying  section 
902  or  the  memory  described  above  becomes  neces- 
sary.  Thus,  the  circuit  scale  can  not  be  avoided  from 
increasing. 

Second,  the  number  of  executing  steps  is  large.  In 
the  foregoing  technique,  the  encoding  process  similar  to 
that  at  the  transmitter  side  and  the  decoding  process 
should  be  executed  at  the  receiver  side.  Thus,  the  re- 
encoding  process,  the  comparison  process  and  the  like 
are  necessary  at  the  receiver  side. 

Third,  if  the  error  correction  is  incomplete,  this  influ- 
ences  the  counting.  In  the  foregoing  technique,  it  is 
premised  that  the  signal  applied  with  the  Viterbi  decod- 
ing  at  the  receiver  side  is  a  correct  signal.  However, 
there  is  no  means  provided  for  judging  whether  or  not 
the  Viterbi  decoded  signal  itself  includes  an  error. 

Accordingly,  if  the  error  is  not  corrected  completely 
at  a  stage  of  the  Viterbi  decoding  so  that  the  error 
remains  in  the  decoded  signal,  the  correct  result  can  not 
be  obtained  also  at  the  subsequent  re-encoding  stage 
so  that  the  error  counting  can  not  be  performed  accu- 
rately  also  at  the  comparison  stage. 

SOLVING  METHOD 

In  order  to  solve  the  foregoing  two  technical  prob- 
lems,  in  the  present  invention,  path  metric  values  are 
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taken  out  from  a  metric  memory  normally  provided  in  a 
Viterbi  decoding  section,  the  smallest  value  is  selected 
from  among  the  path  metric  values,  and  the  number  of 
errors  is  counted  based  on  this  smallest  value. 

In  general,  the  path  metric  value  in  the  system  for 
transmitting  the  binary  code  is  expressed  by  the  sum  of 
Hamming  distances  of  path  seen  in  a  later-described 
trellis  figure.  The  Hamming  distance  referred  to  here  is 
defined  as  follows:  Specifically,  when  two  code  strings  U 
and  V  are  given  by: 

U  =  (u1,  u2,  u3  un) 
V  =  (v1  ,  v2,  v3  vn)  a  Hamming  distance  d(U, 

V)  between  these  code  strings  U  and  V  is  defined  by: 

d  (U,  V)  =  E  (u  -  v)  T  2 

wherein  an  upward  arrow  represents  the  power, 
which  will  be  applied  likewise  hereinbelow.  When  both 
code  strings  are  binary  signals,  the  Hamming  distance 
is  equal  to  the  number  of  codes  which  differ  between  the 
two  codes.  Accordingly,  in  general,  as  the  number  of 
codes  forming  the  code  string  increases  and  as  a  dis- 
tance  between  codes  increases,  probability  of  the  error 
generation  is  reduced. 

What  expresses  the  Hamming  distance  of  the  code 
strings  in  another  form  is  the  path  metric  value.  Specifi- 
cally,  the  Hamming  distance  between  a  signal  string 
inputted  to  an  encoder  and  a  decoded  signal  string  is 
equal  to  the  path  metric  value  in  this  system. 

Accordingly,  upon  performing  the  decoding,  consid- 
ering  that  a  combination  of  signals  which  renders  the 
Hamming  distance  minimum  is  closest  to  a  signal 
before  the  encoding,  the  code  corresponding  to  this 
combination  is  determined  to  be  a  decoded  signal.  This 
is  the  Viterbi  decoding. 

Accordingly,  every  time  an  error  is  caused  in  the 
decoded  signal  by  one  bit,  the  Hamming  distance  of  the 
code  strings  is  increased  by  one.  Thus,  it  can  be  said 
that  the  increment  of  the  Hamming  distance  represents 
the  number  of  error  bits  as  it  is.  Therefore,  by  storing  the 
Hamming  distance,  it  becomes  possible  to  determine 
the  number  of  errors. 

Accordingly,  in  the  present  invention,  as  a  method 
of  storing  the  Hamming  distance,  a  metric  memory  used 
in  the  normal  decoder  is  used.  To  be  specific,  it  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

Normally,  when  performing  the  Viterbi  decoding,  an 
ACS  operation  section,  a  metric  memory,  a  path  mem- 
ory  and  a  control  section  for  controlling  them  are  used. 
A  path  metric  is  derived  by  operation  from  the  Hamming 
distance  at  the  ACS  operation  section.  This  path  metric 
is  stored  in  the  metric  memory  and  the  path  itself  giving 
the  path  metric  is  stored  in  the  path  memory.  Then,  the 
path  which  renders  the  path  metric  minimum  is 
selected,  and  a  signal  corresponding  thereto  is  adopted 
as  a  decoded  signal. 

At  this  time,  a  value  of  the  path  metric  is  taken  out 
and  adopted  as  the  number  of  errors. 

Further,  when  the  thus  derived  number  of  errors 

increases  to  exceed  a  constant  value,  a  correction  proc- 
ess  of  the  number  of  errors  is  performed  as  determining 
that  the  Viterbi  decoding,  which  should  be  the  basis, 
was  not  performed  accurately. 

5  Further,  devices  each  performing  such  a  decoding 
process  are  provided  both  for  decoding  a  sound  signal 
and  for  decoding  a  well-known  control  signal  called  a 
FACCH  signal.  A  signal  received  is  inputted  to  both  of 
these  devices  which  perform  the  decoding  processes 

10  suitable  for  the  sound  signal  and  the  FACCH  signal, 
respectively.  The  numbers  of  errors  derived  from  the 
respective  devices  as  the  result  of  the  decoding  proc- 
esses  are  compared  to  identify  whether  the  received 
signal  is  the  sound  signal  or  the  FACCH  signal,  and  to 

15  output  a  correctly  decoded  received  signal. 

ADVANTAGEOUS  EFFECT 

As  advantageous  effects  attendant  upon  the 
20  present  invention,  first,  simplification  of  the  hardware 

resulted  from  omission  of  the  re-encoding  section,  the 
comparator  section,  the  delaying  section  and  the  like, 
second,  reduction  in  number  of  execution  steps  resulted 
from  omission  of  the  re-encoding  process  and  the  com- 

25  paring  process,  and  third,  improvement  in  accuracy  of 
error  counting  resulted  from  execution  of  the  correction 
process  for  the  number  of  errors  when  the  Viterbi 
decoding  is  not  correct,  can  be  enumerated. 

Fourth,  it  can  be  further  enumerated  that  whether 
30  the  received  signal  is  the  sound  signal  or  the  FACCH 

signal  can  be  identified  based  on  the  received  signal 
itself,  simultaneously  with  performing  the  decoding 
process. 

35  BRIEF  DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  DRAWINGS 

Fig.  1  is  a  flowchart  showing  an  outline  of  a  proce- 
dure  of  an  embodiment. 

Fig.  2  is  a  block  diagram  showing  a  structure  of  a 
40  decoding  section. 

Fig.  3  is  a  block  diagram  showing  a  structure  of  an 
encoder  with  a  constraint  length  of  3. 

Fig.  4  is  an  explanatory  diagram  showing  a  trellis 
figure. 

45  Fig.  5  is  an  explanatory  diagram  showing  a  trellis 
figure  partially  enlarged. 

Fig.  6  is  an  explanatory  diagram  showing  calcula- 
tion  of  a  path  metric. 

Fig.  7  is  a  flowchart  showing  a  procedure  of  the 
so  Viterbi  decoding. 

Fig.  8  is  a  flowchart  showing  an  operation  proce- 
dure  of  a  path  metric. 

Fig.  9  is  a  block  diagram  showing  a  structure  of  a 
conventional  error  counting  device. 

55  Fig.  10  is  a  flowchart  showing  a  procedure  of  signal 
identification. 

Fig.  1  1  is  a  block  diagram  showing  a  structure  of  a 
signal  identification  device. 

3 
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BEST  MODE  FOR  CARRYING  OUT  THE  INVENTION 

Hereinbelow,  a  carrying-out  mode  of  the  invention 
which  the  applicant  considers  to  be  the  best,  will  be 
described  referring  to  the  drawings  upon  occasion. 

First,  the  principle  of  the  Viterbi  decoding  will  be 
explained.  The  Viterbi  decoding  is  one  of  decoding 
techniques.  The  decoding  is  a  technique  of  signal  con- 
version  used  in  combination  with  the  encoding.  In  the 
present  specification,  the  encoding  represents  a 
method  of  converting  a  digital  code  or  the  like  to  be 
transmitted  based  on  a  specific  rule  in  a  terminal  at  a 
transmitter  side  in  the  system  of  transmitting  the  digital 
code  or  the  like.  On  the  other  hand,  the  decoding  repre- 
sents  a  method  which,  based  on  the  encoded  signal 
transmitted  from  the  terminal  at  the  transmitter  side, 
derives  the  digital  code  before  the  encoding. 

The  Viterbi  decoding  is  used  in  combination  with 
the  convolutional  encoding.  The  purpose  of  performing 
the  encoding  and  the  decoding  before  and  after  the 
transmission  is  to  achieve  an  encoding  gain.  The 
encoding  gain  is  defined  by  a  difference  between  a  the- 
oretical  CN  ratio  where  the  encoding  for  achieving  a 
constant  error  rate  is  not  performed  and  a  CN  ratio  alter 
the  error  correcting  decoding.  The  CN  ratio  represents  a 
ratio  between  a  carrier  power  of  a  actuating  signal  and 
a  noise  power.  By  obtaining  such  an  encoding  gain,  an 
influence  of  a  transmission  error  attendant  upon  the 
transmission  of  the  signal  can  be  repressed.  Particu- 
larly,  by  using  the  convolutional  encoding  and  the  Viterbi 
decoding,  the  error  correction  can  also  be  performed 
simultaneously. 

As  a  background  of  the  Viterbi  decoding,  the  proc- 
ess  of  the  convolutional  encoding  will  be  first  explained 
briefly.  The  convolutional  code  is  produced  by  mod  2 
summing  of  an  input  bit  and  a  constant  number  of  pre- 
ceding  bits.  Accordingly,  as  shown  in  Fig.  3,  an  encoder 
is  constituted  by  a  shift  register  and  an  exclusive  OR  cir- 
cuit. 

Fig.  3  shows  a  structure  of  the  encoder  having  an 
encoding  rate  of  1/2  and  a  constraint  length  of  3.  The 
encoding  rate  represents  a  ratio  between  the  number  of 
input  bits  and  the  number  of  output  bits,  and  the  con- 
straint  length  represents  the  number  of  information  bits 
which  affect  an  output  of  the  encoder.  In  Fig.  3,  31 
denotes  a  3-stage  shift  register  having  (j),  (a)  and  (b).  It 
is  possible  to  input  to  the  shift  register  31  per  one  bit. 

Input  data  of  one  bit  shifts  data  in  a  register  (a)  to  a 
register  (b)  and  data  in  a  register  (j)  to  the  register  (a), 
and  then  is  stored  in  the  register  (j). 

EXOR-1  and  EXOR-2  denote  exclusive  OR  circuits. 
In  the  exclusive  OR  circuits  EXOR-1  and  EXOR-2,  mod 
2  summing  is  performed,  respectively.  Outputs  X1  and 
X2  of  the  exclusive  OR  circuits  EXOR-1  and  EXOR-2 
become  an  output  of  the  encoder  as  they  are.  This  out- 
put  is  called  an  encoded  output.  The  encoded  output  is 
taken  out  every  time  data  of  one  bit  is  inputted  to  the 
shift  register  31.  Accordingly,  per  one  bit  of  the  input 
data,  an  output  of  two  bits  in  total  is  obtained,  that  is, 

one  bit  from  each  of  X1  and  X2. 
As  a  technique  for  conceptually  expressing  the 

process  of  such  an  encoder,  there  is  one  called  a  trellis 
figure.  Fig.  4  shows  this  trellis  figure  prepared  based  on 

5  the  structure  of  the  foregoing  encoder  of  Fig.  3. 
In  Fig.  4,  lined-up  circles  represent  possible  states 

of  the  shift  register  31  to  be  taken  except  for  one  bit  of 
the  newest  input  of  the  encoder,  that  is,  possible  states 
of  the  registers  (a)  and  (b)  to  be  taken.  In  general,  in 

w  case  one  bit  of  the  newest  input  is  not  included,  since 
the  shift  register  of  the  encoder  has  (k-1)  stages,  2t(k- 
1)  states  can  be  taken.  In  Fig.  3,  there  are  four  states  of 
"0,  0",  "0,  1",  "1,0"  and  "1,  1". 

In  general,  the  circle  representing  the  state  of  the 
15  shift  register  is  called  a  node.  In  Fig.  4,  the  nodes  are 

arranged  in  four  rows.  These  four  rows  represent  the 
four-state  of  shift  register.  The  initial  state  of  the  register 
is  represented  by  one  of  four  nodes  at  a  left-end  column 
in  the  initial  condition.  From  this  condition,  the  state 

20  shifts  to  one  of  nodes  belonging  to  a  right-side  adjacent 
column  in  turn  every  time  one  bit  is  inputted  to  the 
encoder.  When  one  bit  is  further  inputted  to  the  encoder 
in  the  state  at  the  right  end,  although  not  shown  in  the 
figure,  a  transition  occurs  similarly  further  rightward  in 

25  the  figure. 
However,  a  transition  to  a  state  does  not  occur  all 

arbitrarily.  In  Fig.  4,  the  transitions  only  occur  along 
arrows  connected  by  arrows.  In  Fig.  4,  each  arrow 
shown  by  a  solid  line  represents  a  transition  when  "0"  is 

30  inputted  to  the  encoder,  while  each  arrow  shown  by  a 
dotted  line  represents  a  transition  when  "1"  is  inputted 
to  the  encoder.  The  arrow  connecting  between  the 
nodes  is  called  a  branch.  Each  branch  is  assigned  a 
peculiar  value  of  two  figures  irrespective  of  whether  it  is 

35  shown  by  the  solid  line  or  the  dotted  line. 
This  two-figure  value  represents  an  output  value 

(X1  ,  X2)  derived  by  executing  the  exclusive  OR  opera- 
tions  EXOR-  1  and  EXOR-2  relative  to  data  stored  in  the 
shift  register  31  of  the  encoder.  For  example,  when  (a) 

40  and  (b)  of  the  shift  register  31  are  in  a  state  of  "0,  1",  if 
input  data  is  "1",  an  output  X1,  which  is  the  exclusive 
logical  sum  of  three  bits  1  ,  0,  1  ,  becomes  0.  On  the 
other  hand,  an  output  X2,  which  is  the  logical  sum  of  two 
bits  1,1,  becomes  0.  Thus,  in  Fig.  4,  each  branch  con- 

45  necting  the  state  "0,  0"  to  the  next  state  "1,  0"  is 
assigned  (00). 

In  this  manner,  the  process  of  the  encoding  is 
expressed  by  tracing  the  branches  representing  the 
transitions  on  the  trellis  figure.  Specifically,  by  continuity 

so  of  the  branches,  a  course  of  the  transitions  can  be 
shown  continuously.  This  continuous  course  of  the  tran- 
sitions  is  called  a  path. 

The  thus  encoded  output  is  transmitted  from  the 
terminal  at  the  transmitter  side  to  a  terminal  at  a 

55  receiver  side  via  a  communication  line  or  the  like.  At  the 
side  receiving  the  thus  transmitted  encoded  output,  the 
process  called  decoding  is  performed  for  deriving  the 
same  signal  as  the  input  signal  which  was  inputted  to 
the  encoder  per  one  bit.  The  typical  decoding  process  is 

4 
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a  process  called  the  foregoing  Viterbi  decoding.  Herein- 
below,  the  concept  and  the  procedure  of  the  Viterbi 
decoding  will  be  explained  in  detail. 

Among  the  decoding  processes,  the  Viterbi  decod- 
ing  is  a  procedure  particularly  called  the  most  likelihood 
decoding.  In  this  procedure,  based  on  the  encoded  sig- 
nal,  several  candidates  of  the  input  signal  are  supposed 
and  the  candidate  which  is  considered  to  be  the  correct 
input  signal  with  the  highest  probability  is  adopted  as 
the  original  input  signal  from  the  candidates.  This  proce- 
dure  is  characterized  in  that  the  decoding  is  performed 
based  on  only  the  encoded  signal,  that  is,  not  using 
other  signals. 

Fig.  2  shows  an  outline  of  a  decoder  to  be  used  for 
carrying  out  the  present  invention.  In  Fig.  2,  the  decoder 
is  constituted  by  an  ACS  operation  section  201  ,  a  metric 
memory  202,  a  path  memory  203,  an  error  operation 
section  204,  and  a  control  section  205  for  controlling 
them.  Among  them,  those  excluding  the  error  operation 
section  constitutes  a  Viterbi  decoding  section.  The 
Viterbi  decoding  section  executes  all  the  Viterbi  decod- 
ing  process. 

Further,  Fig.  1  shows  a  procedure  of  carrying  out 
the  present  invention.  First,  at  step  101,  the  decoder 
receives  an  encoded  signal.  This  encoded  signal  is 
stored  in  a  memory  provided  in  the  ACS  operation  sec- 
tion  201.  Subsequently,  the  stored  encoded  signal  is 
taken  out  and  applied  with  the  Viterbi  decoding.  During 
the  Viterbi  decoding  process,  a  path  metric  is  calcu- 
lated.  This  path  metric  is  stored  in  a  memory,  not 
shown,  in  the  ACS  operation  section  201.  Thereafter, 
the  path  metric  is  taken  out,  and  it  is  checked  whether  or 
not  the  path  metric  exceeds  a  predetermined  value. 
Unless  the  path  metric  exceeds  the  predetermined 
value,  the  path  metric  is  rendered  the  number  of  errors 
as  it  is.  On  the  other  hand,  if  the  path  metric  exceeds  the 
predetermined  value,  another  predetermined  value  is 
rendered  the  number  of  errors.  Then  finally,  the  number 
of  errors,  an  error  correction  signal  representing 
whether  or  not  the  path  metric  is  rendered  the  number 
of  errors  as  it  is,  and  a  decoded  signal  derived  as  the 
result  of  the  Viterbi  decoding  are  outputted  from  the 
decoder. 

Subsequently,  the  foregoing  series  of  processes 
will  be  described  in  detail  hereinbelow. 

First,  the  ACS  operation  section  201  receives  an 
encoded  signal  formed  by  two  kinds  of  outputs  a1'  and 
a2'  of  the  encoder  shown  in  Fig.  3.  Based  on  the 
received  encoded  signal,  the  ACS  operation  section 
201  estimates  the  foregoing  path  and  performs  the 
process  for  restoring  the  signal  inputted  to  the  encoder 
based  on  this  path.  A  procedure  of  this  process  will  be 
described  hereinbelow.  Hereinafter,  the  received 
encoded  signal  will  be  simply  called  the  received  signal. 

The  state  of  the  shift  register  of  the  encoder  corre- 
sponding  to  this  received  signal  corresponds  to  one  of 
the  four  states  in  the  foregoing  trellis  figure  shown  in 
Fig.  4.  Until  reaching  this  state,  the  state  transitions 
should  have  been  performed  tracing  some  of  the 

branches  shown  in  Fig.  4  from  one  of  the  initial  states  at 
the  left  end  in  the  trellis  figure. 

On  the  other  hand,  branch  metrics  correspond  to 
the  branches,  respectively.  The  metric  can  be  derived 

5  by  using  a  Hamming  distance  between  codewords. 
Specifically,  by  comparing  the  received  signal  and  a 
metric  of  each  branch  in  terms  of  the  Hamming  dis- 
tance,  a  metric  per  branch  can  be  derived. 

Accordingly,  in  the  ACS  operation  section  201,  a 
10  path  metric  is  derived  per  node  by  summing  metrics  of 

all  the  branches  belonging  to  a  path  which  reaches  the 
corresponding  node. 

Calculation  of  the  path  metric  will  be  described  next 
in  detail.  Fig.  5  shows  a  part  of  the  trellis  figure  of  Fig.  4 

15  on  an  enlarged  scale.  In  Fig.  5,  two  branches  for  transi- 
tion  to  a  specific  state  m  are  shown.  To  these  two 
branches,  bit  strings  (a0(m),  a1(m))  and  (b0(m),  b1(m)) 
are  assigned,  respectively.  Each  of  the  assigned  bit 
strings  represents  an  encoded  output  outputted  from 

20  the  encoder  when  the  state  of  the  encoder  shifts  via  the 
corresponding  branch  shown  in  Fig.  5.  Specifically,  if  the 
state  of  the  encoder  had  shifted  from  a  state  kO  to  the 
state  m,  an  encoded  output  (a0(m),  a1(m))  should  have 
been  outputted  in  response  to  such  a  transition.  Simi- 

25  larly,  if  the  state  of  the  encoder  had  shifted  from  a  state 
k1  to  the  state  m,  an  encoded  output  (b0(m),  b1(m)) 
should  have  been  outputted  in  response  to  such  a  tran- 
sition. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  bit  string  actually  received  by 
30  the  Viterbi  decoding  section  901  is  set  to  be  (r0(t),  r1  (t)). 

It  is  possible  that  this  bit  string  differs  from  the  actual 
encoded  output  due  to  inclusion  of  a  transmission  error. 
The  transmission  error  represents  a  signal  error  gener- 
ated  in  a  period  from  the  output  of  the  encoder  to  the 

35  input  to  the  Viterbi  decoding  section  901  . 
First,  for  a  state  transition  corresponding  to  an  arbi- 

trary  branch,  a  Hamming  distance  is  derived  relative  to 
the  actually  received  signal. 

Calculation  of  the  Hamming  distance  is  executed 
40  for  each  branch  according  to  the  following  equation: 

In  case  of  the  transition  from  the  state  kO  to  the 
state  m, 

X  =  EXOR  {a0(m),  r0(t)}  +  EXOR  {a1(m),  r1(t)} 
45 

In  case  of  the  transition  from  the  state  k1  to  the 
state  m, 

Y  =  EXOR  {b0(m),  r0(t)}  +  EXOR  {b1(m),  r1(t)} 
50 

Here,  EXOR  {a0(m),  r0(t)}  represents  that  the 
exclusive  logical  sum  of  a0(m)  and  r0(t)  is  derived.  This 
is  similar  in  the  other  terms  in  the  foregoing  equations. 
In  this  manner,  by  deriving  the  exclusive  logical  sum  of 

55  the  received  signal  and  the  branches  per  n  bits  of  the 
received  signal,  the  Hamming  distances  between  the 
received  signal  and  the  branches  can  be  derived.  Sub- 
sequently,  the  Hamming  distances  are  accumulated  for 
the  entire  path  composed  of  a  series  of  the  state  transi- 

50 

55 

5 
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tions.  This  sum  of  the  Hamming  distances  represents  a 
path  metric  of  the  entire  path.  This  operation  is 
expressed  by  the  following  equation: 

On  the  other  hand,  as  the  number  of  the  input  data 
increases  per  n  bits  (n  represents  an  inverse  number  of 
a  constraint  length),  the  number  of  possible  paths  to  be 
taken  becomes  2tn  times.  For  this  reason,  when  the 
input  data  becomes  voluminous,  the  number  of  paths 
becomes  enormous  so  that  it  is  difficult  to  catch  the 
Hamming  distances  with  respect  to  the  received  signal 
and  all  possible  paths  to  be  taken.  Accordingly,  every 
time  n  bits  are  received,  of  two  paths  reaching  each 
node,  one  path  which  renders  a  path  metric  to  the  cor- 
responding  node  smaller  is  selected  as  a  survivor  path. 
According  to  this  method,  it  is  sufficient  to  catch  the 
paths  of  only  2t(n1-1)  which  is  equal  to  the  number  of 
nodes.  In  this  case,  the  path  metric  is  given  by: 

swO  =  min{s(k0,  t-1)  +  x,  s(k1  ,  t-1)  +  y} 

wherein  s(k0,  t-1)  represents  a  path  metric  of  the 
state  kO  at  time  (t-1),  and  s(k1,  t-1)  represents  a  path 
metric  of  the  state  k1  at  time  (t-1). 

Fig.  6  shows  one  example  of  the  calculation.  The 
actually  received  signal  is  set  to  be  Z=(00,  1  1  ,  00,  1  1). 
On  the  other  hand,  Y=(00,  11,  10,  11)  corresponds  to 
the  shown  paths.  At  this  time,  the  technique  for  select- 
ing  a  survivor  path  is  adopted.  This  method  will  be 
described  hereinbelow. 

First,  in  the  initial  condition  at  clock  numbers  1  and 
2  in  Fig.  6,  only  four  paths  exist.  In  general,  when  an  ini- 
tial  value  of  the  encoding  register  is  determined,  it  is  in 
the  initial  condition  of  the  trellis  figure  at  clock  number  2 
until  n(k-1)  bits  are  received.  In  Fig.  6,  path  metrics  of 
the  paths  which  reach  the  respective  states  are  as  fol- 
lows: 

i)  When  the  path  is  "00"->"00"->"00",  the  path  met- 
ric  is  3. 
ii)  When  the  path  is  "00"->"10"->"01",  the  path  met- 
ric  is  2. 
iii)  When  the  path  is  "00"->"00"->"10",  the  path  met- 
ric  is  1  . 
iv)  When  the  path  is  "00"->"10"->"1  1",  the  path 
metric  is  2. 

Next,  in  the  stationary  condition,  at  each  node,  the 
metrics  of  the  two  paths  inputted  to  the  corresponding 
node  are  compared  so  that  the  path  having  the  smaller 
metric  is  left  and  the  other  path  is  excluded.  Here,  if  the 
two  paths  have  the  same  metric  value,  either  one  is 
selected  arbitrarily. 

A  concrete  example  of  the  calculation  of  the  path 
metric  will  be  described  using  Fig.  6. 

First,  it  is  assumed  that  X=(0,  1,0,0)  is  inputted  to 
the  encoder  shown  in  Fig.  3.  At  this  time,  an  encoded 
output  of  the  encoder  becomes  Y=(00,  1  1  ,  10,  1  1).  It  is 
assumed  that,  when  this  signal  was  transmitted  to  the 
decoding  section,  errors  were  caused  at  the  second  bit 

and  the  fifth  bit  so  that  an  actually  received  signal 
became  Z=(01,  11,  00,  11).  In  this  case,  the  following 
procedure  is  used  for  calculating  the  path  metric: 

At  clock  number  3,  there  are  two  paths  "0,  0"^"0, 
5  0"  and  "0,  1"->"0,  0"  which  reach  the  state  "0,  0".  Path 

metrics  of  these  paths  become  as  follows: 

i)  3  +  EXOR(00,  00)  =  3 
ii)  2  +  EXOR(1  1  ,  00)  =  4 

10 
As  a  result,  i)  gives  a  smaller  path  metric.  Based  on 

this  result,  i)  is  adopted  as  a  survivor  path. 
When  processed  similarly  for  all  the  states,  the  fol- 

lowing  four  paths  are  selected: 
15 

"0,  0"->"0,  0"->"0,  0"->"0,  0" 
"0,  0"-»"1,  0"-»"1,  1"-»"0,  1" 
"0,  0"-»"1,  0"-»"0,  1"-»"1,  0" 
"0,  0"-»"0,  0"-»"1  ,  0"-»"1  ,  1" 

20 
Similarly,  at  clock  number  4,  paths  which  reach  the 

respective  states  become: 

"0,  0"-»"0,  0"-»"1  ,  0"-»"0,  1"-»"0,  0" 
25  "0,  0"-»"1  ,  0"-»"0,  1  "-»"1  ,  0"-»"0,  1  " 

"0,  0"-»"0,  0"-»"0,  0"-»"0,  0"-»"1,  0" 
"0,  0"-»"1  ,  0"-»"0,  1"-»"1,  0"-»"1,  1" 

As  noted  above,  in  the  stationary  condition,  the  four 
30  paths  always  become  the  survivor  paths.  However, 

finally,  one  path  should  be  selected  of  these  four  paths. 
For  this,  there  is  a  method  in  which  the  metrics  of  the 
four  paths  are  compared  so  as  to  select  the  path  giving 
the  minimum  path  metric.  However,  in  practice,  tail  bits 

35  of  (k-1)  bits  are  added  after  the  input  signal  and 
encoded  so  that  one  path  can  be  selected  in  accord- 
ance  therewith. 

Hereinbelow,  a  procedure  of  deriving  this  path  met- 
ric  will  be  described  in  detail. 

40  Fig.  7  shows  processes  executed  at  the  ACS  oper- 
ation  section  201  and  the  control  section  205.  First,  at 
steps  701  and  702,  calculation  of  path  metrics  and 
selection  of  a  survivor  path  are  performed.  This  proce- 
dure  is  shown  in  Fig.  8. 

45  First,  at  step  801  ,  initial  values  are  set.  Here,  i  is  a 
value  representing  a  bit  number  of  the  input  which  cor- 
responds  to  the  encoded  received  signal,  t  is  a  value 
representing  state  transition  times  for  a  branch  which  is 
an  operation  object,  s2(m)  is  a  value  representing  a 

so  path  metric  of  a  path  which  reaches  the  state  m,  and  j  is 
a  value  representing  the  number  of  bits  of  a  decoded 
signal.  Subsequently,  at  step  802,  s1(m)  =  s2(m). 

Subsequently,  at  step  803,  a  pair  of  received  sig- 
nals  a'1(i)  and  a'2(i)  are  inputted.  These  are  signals 

55  obtained  by  adding  errors  to  signals  outputted  from  the 
encoder  in  response  to  the  i-th  bit  of  the  signal  inputted 
to  the  encoder  and  have  one  bit,  respectively. 

Subsequently,  at  step  804,  an  operation  of  the 
branch  metrics  is  executed.  Values  of  b1(m,  kO)  b2(m, 

25 

6 
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kO),  b1(m,  k1)  and  b2(m,  k1)  shown  in  Fig.  8  can  be 
derived  by  calculation  called  a  generating  function 
which  is  known  to  a  person  skilled  in  the  art.  Each  of 
these  values  takes  1  or  0.  By  deriving  the  exclusive  log- 
ical  sums  of  these  values  and  a  pair  of  the  received  sig- 
nals  a'1(i)  and  a'2(i)  inputted  at  step  802,  respectively,  a 
pair  of  branch  metrics  x  and  y  corresponding  to  the  i-th 
state  transition  are  derived.  Like  in  Fig.  5,  kO  and  k1  are 
values  representing  the  nodes,  respectively. 

Next,  at  step  805,  the  derived  branch  metrics  are 
added  to  path  metrics  corresponding  to  survivor  paths 
to  corresponding  nodes,  respectively.  Here,  two  kinds  of 
path  metrics  to  a  branch  corresponding  to  the  inputted 
received  signals  a'1(i)  and  a'2(i)  are  derived.  Here,  the 
derived  path  metrics  are  always  of  two  kinds.  This  is 
because  there  exist  two  branches  inputted  to  an  arbi- 
trary  node  and  there  exists  one  survivor  path  relative  to 
an  arbitrary  branch. 

The  survivor  path  referred  to  here  is  a  specific  path 
selected  from  all  the  paths  including  branches  corre- 
sponding  to  the  (i-1)th  and  preceding  state  transitions 
according  to  a  procedure  which  will  be  described  next. 

Subsequently,  at  step  806,  the  two  kinds  of  the  path 
metrics  are  compared.  As  a  result  of  this  comparison, 
the  path  having  the  smaller  path  metric  is  adopted  as  a 
survivor  path.  At  step  807  or  810,  the  path  metric 
adopted  at  step  806  is  substituted  for  a  variable  s2(m) 
representing  a  path  metric  of  a  survivor  path.  Subse- 
quently,  at  step  809  or  812,  a  value  kO  representing  the 
node  which  the  survivor  path  transits,  is  substituted  for 
a  variable  PM(m,  t)  stored  in  the  path  memory.  The 
processes  at  steps  802  to  812  are  repeatedly  executed 
while  m=0~2t(n1-1).  Thereafter,  the  value  PM(m,  t) 
stored  in  the  path  memory  is  substituted  for  a  variable 
WM(m,  iw)  stored  in  a  working  memory. 

Thereafter,  as  shown  at  step  704  in  Fig.  7,  it  is 
determined  whether  or  not  the  process  of  all  the  bits  of 
the  received  signal  is  finished.  The  processes  at  step 
704  and  subsequent  steps  are  executed  at  the  control 
section  205.  If  the  path  is  not  converged  at  this  stage,  as 
a  method  for  obtaining  a  decoded  signal  as  correct  as 
possible,  the  smallest  metric  is  read  out  from  the  metric 
memory  at  step  705,  and  the  decoded  signal  is  decided 
at  step  706  based  on  a  path  corresponding  to  the  small- 
est  metric. 

After  completion  of  this  calculation,  a  value  of  the 
variable  WM(im,  it)  already  stored  in  the  working  mem- 
ory  is  substituted  for  a  variable  M(m,  it).  The  process  is 
executed  in  ranges  of  it=0~t-1  and  m=0~2t(n1-1)-1, 
respectively. 

However,  it  is  possible  that  the  error  contained  in 
the  received  signal  is  not  corrected  completely  in  the 
process  of  the  Viterbi  decoding.  For  finding  out  such  a 
case,  at  step  105  in  Fig.  1,  it  is  judged  whether  or  not  the 
already  derived  path  metric  becomes  greater  than  the 
set  value.  If  the  path  metric  is  greater  than  the  set  value, 
the  decoded  signal  includes  many  errors.  In  this  case,  it 
is  doubtful  whether  or  not  the  optimum  path  was 
selected  as  a  survivor  path  in  the  course  of  the  forego- 

ing  decoding. 
In  this  manner,  after  finishing  decoding  the  received 

signal,  a  value  of  the  path  metric  stored  in  the  metric 
memory  is  read  out.  At  this  time,  the  value  of  the  metric 

5  memory  corresponds  to  the  foregoing  optimum  path.  By 
tracing  this  optimum  path,  the  decoded  signal  can  be 
obtained.  Accordingly,  it  can  be  said  that  the  value  of  the 
path  metric  stored  in  the  metric  memory  corresponds  to 
the  decoded  signal.  Further,  since  the  value  of  the  path 

10  metric  is  the  sum  of  the  branch  metrics  and  the  branch 
metric  is  derived  by  the  Hamming  distance  between  the 
branch  and  the  received  signal,  assuming  that  the  opti- 
mum  path  precisely  reproduces  the  input  signal  before 
the  encoding,  it  is  understood  that  the  value  of  the  path 

15  metric  is  equal  to  the  number  of  error  bits  of  the 
received  signal. 

Thus,  the  value  of  the  path  metric  is  outputted  as  it 
is  representing  the  number  of  errors. 

On  the  other  hand,  when  the  number  of  errors 
20  exceeds  the  maximum  number  of  errors  which  can  be 

corrected  by  the  Viterbi  decoding,  a  correction  process 
is  performed,  wherein  a  mean  value  of  the  number  Nov 
of  errors  relative  to  the  number  j  of  the  newest  errors 
exceeding  a  set  threshold  value,  that  is, 

25 
Ner  =  (E  Nov)/j 

is  used  as  the  number  of  errors.  At  this  time,  Ner  is  out- 
putted  from  the  control  section  instead  of  the  value  of 

30  the  path  metric,  and  the  value  of  the  path  metric  is  ren- 
dered  invalid  as  an  output  of  the  number  of  errors.  This 
correction  process  continues  to  be  explained. 

Further,  by  using  the  number  of  errors  derived  in 
the  foregoing  method,  identification  of  the  signal  can  be 

35  performed.  Hereinbelow,  this  process  will  be  explained. 
In  general,  encoding  methods  for  a  sound  signal 

and  a  FACCH  signal  differ  to  some  degree.  Accordingly, 
their  decoding  methods  should  also  differ  inevitably. 
When  a  decoding  method  which  does  not  correspond  to 

40  an  encoding  method  of  each  signal  is  used  upon  decod- 
ing  the  signal,  the  number  of  errors  increases  appar- 
ently.  This  is  because,  even  if  the  received  signal 
contains  no  error,  since  the  decoding  method  is  not 
proper,  the  accurate  decoded  signal  can  not  be 

45  obtained.  Accordingly,  errors  are  generated  apparently 
corresponding  to  errors  in  the  decoded  signal. 

Therefore,  while  monitoring  the  number  of  errors, 
the  decoding  is  repeatedly  executed  using  different 
methods  relative  to  the  same  received  signal.  Subse- 

50  quently,  the  numbers  of  errors  attendant  upon  the 
decoding  in  plural  times  are  compared.  As  a  result  of 
this  comparison,  it  can  be  judged  that  the  decoding 
method  with  less  errors  is  a  proper  decoding  method  for 
the  received  signal.  If  this  is  performed  for  both  the 

55  sound  signal  and  the  FACCH  signal,  it  can  be  judged 
whether  the  received  signal  is  the  sound  signal  or  the 
FACCH  signal. 

Fig.  14  is  a  block  diagram  showing  an  outline  of  a 
structure  of  a  signal  identification  device  of  the  present 

7 
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invention.  The  signal  identification  device  shown  in  Fig. 
14  is  constituted  by  three  portions  if  roughly  divided. 
The  first  is  a  sound  signal  decoding  section  111,  the 
second  is  a  FACCH  signal  decoding  section  1  1  2  and  the 
third  is  a  signal  identification  section  113.  The  subse- 
quent  processes  will  be  described  referring,  in  parallel, 
to  a  flowchart  shown  in  Fig.  10  and  the  block  diagram 
shown  in  Fig.  1  1  . 

The  sound  signal  or  the  FACCH  signal  is  inputted  to 
the  foregoing  signal  identification  device.  It  is  assumed 
that  each  of  these  signals  is  encoded.  Further,  it  is 
assumed  that,  when  these  signals  are  encoded,  encod- 
ing  rates,  constraint  lengths,  generating  functions  and 
the  like  differ  between  the  signals.  On  the  other  hand,  all 
of  these  conditions  are  not  necessarily  different.  These 
conditions  are  basically  determined  based  on  a  stand- 
ard  of  the  sound  signal  or  the  FACCH  signal,  and  more 
specifically,  based  on  an  encoding  procedure.  Further, 
in  view  of  also  an  aim  of  the  present  invention,  it  is  suf- 
ficient  that  the  conditions  are  different  to  such  a  degree 
that  causes  a  difference  in  the  number  of  generated 
errors  when  the  same  signal  is  inputted.  Accordingly,  it 
is  acceptable  that  a  part  of  the  conditions  is  the  same  at 
the  sound  signal  decoding  section  1  1  1  and  the  FACCH 
signal  decoding  section  112  as  long  as  a  difference  is 
caused  in  the  number  of  errors  relative  to  the  same  sig- 
nal. 

This  signal  is  simultaneously  inputted  to  ACS  oper- 
ation  sections  provided  in  the  sound  signal  decoding 
section  111  and  the  FACCH  signal  decoding  section 
112,  respectively.  Here,  according  to  the  foregoing 
method,  selection  of  a  survivor  path  is  performed. 
According  to  this  selection,  the  selected  path  is  stored  in 
the  path  memory  203.  Substantially  simultaneously  with 
this,  a  value  of  a  path  metric  is  stored  in  the  metric 
memory  202.  The  decoding  of  the  signal  is  performed 
based  on  the  record  of  the  path  memory.  On  the  other 
hand,  based  on  the  record  of  the  metric  memory  202, 
calculation  of  the  number  of  errors  is  executed  using  the 
foregoing  method.  Specifically,  each  of  the  sound  signal 
decoding  section  1  1  1  and  the  FACCH  signal  decoding 
section  1  1  2  independently  determines  a  survivor  path 
and  derives  a  Hamming  distance  between  the  survivor 
path  and  the  received  signal  to  determine  a  path  metric, 
using  the  foregoing  method.  The  thus  obtained  two 
kinds  of  the  path  metrics  are  outputted  as  the  numbers 
of  errors,  respectively,  along  with  decoded  signals  also 
determined  independently.  As  a  result  of  this,  the  num- 
bers  of  errors  differ  between  the  sound  signal  decoding 
section  111  and  the  FACCH  signal  decoding  section 
1  1  2  even  relative  to  the  same  signal  input.  This  is  based 
on  a  reason  that  the  sound  signal  and  the  FACCH  signal 
should  be  decoded  based  on  the  procedures  which  dif- 
fer  in  conditions,  such  as  the  encoding  rates,  the  con- 
straint  lengths  and  the  generating  functions.  Thereafter, 
the  decoding  process  is  performed  depending  on  the 
selected  survivor  paths.  Further,  the  number  of  errors  is 
derived  according  to  the  values  of  the  path  metrics. 
Hereinbelow,  detail  of  the  process  will  be  described 

referring  to  the  flowchart  shown  in  Fig.  10. 
First,  at  step  1001,  the  numbers  of  errors,  cor- 

rect/wrong  signals  and  decoded  signals  are  inputted  per 
two  kinds  #1  and  #2,  respectively.  These  signals  were 

5  applied  with  the  decoding  processes  by  the  different 
decoding  sections,  respectively.  Here,  the  number  of 
errors  is  a  value  derived  according  to  the  value  of  the 
path  metric,  the  correct/wrong  signal  is  a  signal  repre- 
senting  whether  or  not  the  result  of  error  detection  in 

10  Fig.  10  is  correct,  and  the  decoded  signal  is  a  signal 
obtained  by  applying  the  Viterbi  decoding  process  to  the 
received  signal  inputted  to  the  ACS  operation  section. 
Here,  for  facilitating  understanding  of  the  explanation, 
#1  corresponds  to  the  sound  signal  decoding  section 

15  and  #2  corresponds  to  the  FACCH  signal  decoding  sec- 
tion. 

Subsequently,  at  step  1002,  it  is  checked  whether 
the  correct/wrong  signal  #1  is  positive.  This  is  a  process 
for  determining  whether  or  not  the  accurate  decoding 

20  was  performed  at  the  sound  signal  decoding  section.  As 
this  signal,  an  error  detecting  code  specified  by  TIA  may 
be  used.  As  a  result,  if  the  correct/wrong  signal  is  posi- 
tive,  it  is  judged  that  the  decoding  was  performed  accu- 
rately.  In  this  case,  it  is  considered  that  the  inputted 

25  signal  is  probably  the  sound  signal.  Next,  at  step  1003, 
it  is  checked  whether  the  number  of  errors  #  1  exceeds 
a  set  threshold  value  #1a.  If  the  number  of  errors  #1  is 
no  more  than  the  set  threshold  value  #1a,  it  is  consid- 
ered  that  the  inputted  signal  may  be  judged  to  be  the 

30  sound  signal.  At  step  1004,  the  identification  signal  is 
set  to  #1  ,  and  the  decoded  signal  #1  and  the  number  of 
errors  #1  are  adopted  as  the  decoded  signal  and  the 
number  of  errors,  respectively. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  the  correct/wrong  signal  #1  is 
35  wrong  at  step  1002  or  if  the  number  of  errors  #1 

exceeds  the  set  threshold  value  #1a  at  step  1003,  it 
results  in  that  the  decoding  of  the  input  signal  was  not 
performed  accurately  at  the  sound  signal  decoding  sec- 
tion.  As  a  cause  of  this,  it  is  considered  that  the  inputted 

40  signal  was  the  FACCH  signal.  If  the  inputted  signal  is 
the  FACCH  signal,  the  inputted  signal  should  be 
decoded  accurately  at  the  FACCH  signal  decoding  sec- 
tion. 

Accordingly,  when  the  correct/wrong  signal  is 
45  wrong,  step  1005  checks  whether  the  number  of  errors 

#1  exceeds  a  set  threshold  value  #1b.  The  set  threshold 
value  #1b  may  be  set  to  be  greater  or  smaller  as  com- 
pared  with  the  set  threshold  value  #1  a.  As  a  result  of 
this,  if  the  number  of  errors  #1  is  less  than  the  set 

so  threshold  value  #1  b,  the  identification  signal  is  set  to  #1  , 
and  the  decoded  signal  #1  and  the  number  of  errors  #1 
are  adopted  as  the  decoded  signal  and  the  number  of 
errors,  respectively,  at  step  similar  to  the  case  where  the 
correct/wrong  signal  #1  is  positive.  On  the  other  hand,  if 

55  the  number  of  errors  #1  is  no  less  than  the  set  threshold 
value  #1b,  step  1006  checks  whether  or  not  the  cor- 
rect/wrong  signal  #2  is  positive.  Further,  when  the 
number  of  errors  #1  exceeds  the  set  threshold  value 
#1a  at  step  1003,  step  1006  also  checks  whether  or  not 

8 
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the  correct/wrong  signal  #2  is  positive.  As  a  result,  if  the 
correct/wrong  signal  #2  is  positive,  it  is  considered  that 
the  inputted  signal  is  probably  the  FACCH  signal.  Next, 
at  step  1010,  it  is  checked  whether  the  number  of  errors 
#2  exceeds  a  set  threshold  value  #2a.  If  the  number  of 
errors  #1  is  no  more  than  the  set  threshold  value  #2a,  it 
is  considered  that  the  inputted  signal  may  be  judged  to 
be  the  FACCH  signal.  At  step  1009,  the  identification 
signal  is  set  to  #2,  and  the  decoded  signal  #2  and  the 
number  of  errors  #2  are  adopted  as  the  decoded  signal 
and  the  number  of  errors,  respectively. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  the  correct/wrong  signal  #2  is 
wrong  at  step  1006,  step  1007  checks  whether  or  not 
the  number  of  errors  #2  is  no  less  than  a  set  threshold 
value  #2b.  As  a  result,  if  the  number  of  errors  #2  is  less 
than  the  set  threshold  value  #2b,  the  identification  signal 
is  set  to  #2,  and  the  decoded  signal  #2  and  the  number 
of  errors  #2  are  adopted  as  the  decoded  signal  and  the 
number  of  errors,  respectively,  at  step  1009  similar  to 
the  case  where  the  correct/wrong  signal  #2  is  positive. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  the  number  of  errors  #2 
exceeds  the  set  threshold  value  #2a  at  step  1010  or  if 
the  number  of  errors  #2  is  no  less  than  the  set  threshold 
value  #2b  at  step  1007,  it  is  possible  that  the  input  sig- 
nal  was  not  decoded  accurately  also  at  the  FACCH  sig- 
nal  decoding  section. 

In  this  case,  the  number  of  errors  #1  and  the 
number  of  errors  #2  are  compared  in  magnitude  at  step 
1008.  Depending  on  the  result,  the  identification  signal, 
the  decoded  signal  and  the  number  of  errors  at  a  side 
with  less  number  of  errors  are  adopted  at  step  1  004  or 
1009.  Thereafter,  the  process  results  are  outputted. 

INDUSTRIAL  APPLICABILITY 

The  present  invention  is  suitable  for  various  kinds  of 
communication  devices  which  transmit  digital  signals 
via  radio  or  wire  transmission  lines,  and  particularly,  for 
a  communication  device  which  performs  transmission 
by  encoding  a  signal  to  be  transmitted  or  decoding 
before  and  after  the  transmission. 

Claims 

1.  An  error  detecting  method  which  sets  a  survivor 
path  according  to  a  signal  inputted,  per  given 
amount  of  information  included  in  said  signal, 
derives  a  path  metric  corresponding  to  said  survivor 
path  and  decodes  said  signal  based  on  a  value  of 
said  path  metric,  characterized  by  determining  the 
number  of  errors  included  in  said  inputted  signal 
based  on  said  path  metric  value. 

2.  An  error  detecting  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
claim  1  ,  characterized  by  determining  the  path  met- 
ric  value  as  the  number  of  errors. 

3.  An  error  detecting  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
claim  1  ,  characterized  by  deriving  the  path  metric 

from  a  Hamming  distance  between  the  survivor 
path  and  the  received  signal. 

4.  An  error  detecting  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
5  claim  1  ,  characterized  by  determining  a  given  value 

to  be  the  number  of  errors  when  the  number  of 
errors  exceeds  a  set  threshold  value. 

5.  An  error  detecting  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
10  claim  4,  characterized  by  adopting,  as  said  given 

value,  a  mean  error  number  when  the  number  of 
errors  exceeds  the  set  threshold  value. 

6.  An  error  detecting  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
15  claim  1  ,  characterized  in  that,  when  the  path  is  not 

converged  even  if  all  of  the  inputted  signal  are 
decoded,  the  path  metric  and  a  decoded  signal  are 
derived  based  on  the  path  giving  the  minimum  path 
metric  value. 

20 
7.  An  error  detecting  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 

claim  6,  characterized  by  determining  a  given  value 
to  be  the  number  of  errors  when  the  number  of 
errors  exceeds  a  set  threshold  value. 

25 
8.  An  error  detecting  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 

claim  7,  characterized  by  adopting,  as  said  given 
value,  a  mean  error  number  when  the  number  of 
errors  exceeds  the  set  threshold  value. 

30 
9.  An  error  detecting  device  for  performing  decoding 

relative  to  an  inputted  signal,  comprising  a  decod- 
ing  section,  a  path  memory  for  storing  path  informa- 
tion  and  a  metric  memory  for  storing  a  path  metric, 

35  characterized  by  having  an  error  operation  section 
for  reading  out  the  path  metric  stored  in  said  metric 
memory. 

10.  An  error  detecting  device  as  set  forth  in  patent 
40  claim  9,  characterized  in  that  said  error  operation 

section  is  an  operation  section  for  outputting  a 
value  of  the  metric  memory  as  the  number  of  errors. 

1  1  .  A  signal  identification  method  having  first  and  sec- 
45  ond  different  decoding  procedures  and  judging, 

from  the  number  of  errors  included  in  a  signal 
decoded  by  said  decoding  procedure,  which  one  of 
said  decoding  procedures  an  inputted  signal  corre- 
sponds  to. 

50 
12.  A  signal  identification  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 

claim  1  1  ,  characterized  by  determining  the  num- 
bers  of  errors  by  said  first  and  second  different 
decoding  procedures  based  on  values  of  path  met- 

55  rics  derived  by  said  first  and  second  different 
decoding  procedures,  respectively. 

13.  A  signal  identification  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
claim  12,  characterized  by  determining  the  path 

9 
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metric  values  derived  by  said  first  and  second  dif- 
ferent  decoding  procedures,  respectively,  as  the 
numbers  of  errors. 

14.  A  signal  identification  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
claim  12,  characterized  by  adopting  the  first  decod- 
ing  procedure  when  the  number  of  errors  as  a  result 
of  process  by  the  first  decoding  procedure  is 
smaller  than  a  given  value. 

1  5.  A  signal  identification  method  as  set  forth  in  patent 
claim  12,  characterized  by  adopting  the  second 
decoding  procedure  when  the  number  of  errors  as 
a  result  of  process  by  the  second  decoding  proce- 
dure  is  smaller  than  a  given  value. 

16.  A  signal  identification  method  characterized  by 
adopting  the  decoding  procedure  with  less  number 
of  errors  when  the  number  of  errors  by  either  of  the 
first  and  second  decoding  procedures  is  greater 
than  a  given  threshold  value. 

Amended  claims  under  Art.  19.1  PCT 

1.  An  error  detecting  method  which  sets  a  survivor 
path  according  to  a  signal  inputted,  per  given 
amount  of  information  included  in  said  signal, 
derives  a  path  metric  corresponding  to  said  survivor 
path  and  decodes  said  signal  based  on  a  value  of 
said  path  metric,  characterized  by  determining  the 
number  of  errors  included  in  said  inputted  signal 
based  on  said  path  metric  value. 

2.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  method  as 
set  forth  in  claim  1  ,  characterized  by  determining 
the  path  metric  value  as  the  number  of  errors. 

3.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  method  as 
set  forth  in  claim  1  ,  characterized  by  deriving  the 
path  metric  from  a  Hamming  distance  between  the 
survivor  path  and  the  received  signal. 

4.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  method  as 
set  forth  in  claim  1  ,  characterized  by  determining  a 
given  value  to  be  the  number  of  errors  when  the 
number  of  errors  exceeds  a  set  threshold  value. 

5.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  method  as 
set  forth  in  claim  4,  characterized  by  adopting,  as 
said  given  value,  a  mean  error  number  when  the 
number  of  errors  exceeds  the  set  threshold  value. 

6.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  method  as 
set  forth  in  claim  1  ,  characterized  in  that,  when  the 
path  is  not  converged  even  if  all  of  the  inputted  sig- 
nal  are  decoded,  the  path  metric  and  a  decoded 
signal  are  derived  based  on  the  path  giving  the  min- 
imum  path  metric  value. 

7.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  method  as 
set  forth  in  claim  6,  characterized  by  determining  a 
given  value  to  be  the  number  of  errors  when  the 
number  of  errors  exceeds  a  set  threshold  value. 

5 
8.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  method  as 

set  forth  in  claim  7,  characterized  by  adopting,  as 
said  given  value,  a  mean  error  number  when  the 
number  of  errors  exceeds  the  set  threshold  value. 

10 
9.  An  error  detecting  device  for  performing  decoding 

relative  to  an  inputted  signal,  comprising  a  decod- 
ing  section,  a  path  memory  for  storing  path  informa- 
tion  and  a  metric  memory  for  storing  a  path  metric, 

15  characterized  by  having  an  error  operation  section 
for  reading  out  the  path  metric  stored  in  said  metric 
memory. 

1  0.  (After  Amendment)  An  error  detecting  device  as  set 
20  forth  in  claim  9.  characterized  in  that  said  error 

operation  section  is  an  operation  section  for  output- 
ting  a  value  of  the  metric  memory  as  the  number  of 
errors. 

25  11.  (deleted) 

12.  (After  Amendment)  A  signal  identification  method 
having  first  and  second  different  decoding  proce- 
dures,  determining  the  numbers  of  errors  by  said 

30  decoding  procedures  based  on  values  of  path  met- 
rics  derived  by  said  decoding  procedures,  respec- 
tively,  and  judging  from  the  numbers  of  errors  which 
one  of  said  decoding  procedures  an  inputted  signal 
corresponds  to. 

35 
13.  (After  Amendment)  A  signal  identification  method 

as  set  forth  in  claim  12,  characterized  by  determin- 
ing  the  path  metric  values  derived  by  said  first  and 
second  different  decoding  procedures,  respectively, 

40  as  the  numbers  of  errors. 

14.  (After  Amendment)  A  signal  identification  method 
as  set  forth  in  claim  12,  characterized  by  adopting 
the  first  decoding  procedure  when  the  number  of 

45  errors  as  a  result  of  process  by  the  first  decoding 
procedure  is  smaller  than  a  given  value. 

15.  (After  Amendment)  A  signal  identification  method 
as  set  forth  in  claim  12,  characterized  by  adopting 

so  the  second  decoding  procedure  when  the  number 
of  errors  as  a  result  of  process  by  the  second 
decoding  procedure  is  smaller  than  a  given  value. 

16.  (After  Amendment)  A  signal  identification  method 
55  as  set  forth  in  claim  12,  characterized  by  adopting 

the  decoding  procedure  with  less  number  of  errors 
when  the  number  of  errors  by  either  of  the  first  and 
second  decoding  procedures  is  greater  than  a 
given  threshold  value. 

10 
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