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Abstract: High speed data streams are everywhere in the fifth generation (5G) system measurement. To develop a high 
efficient and low cost 5G testbed in a reverberation chamber, we propose a high efficient measurement method in the time, 
frequency and space coherence measurement. In this paper, the one-bit technique is introduced to measure the time 
domain, frequency domain and space domain correlations in a reverberation chamber. The coherence time, the coherence 
bandwidth and the correlated angle can all be measured using the one-bit correlation; float number calculations are 
simplified to logical operations which accelerate the data processing greatly.  Measurements are performed to verify the 
results. 
 

1. Introduction 

A reverberation chamber (RC) is a highly resonant 
electrically large cavity and the statistical behaviour of the 
propagation channel inside an RC can be controlled using 
various strategies [1-4]. An RC provides a controllable 
statistical environment for the over-the-air (OTA) test in the 
fifth generation (5G) system measurements [5-13]. While 
general instruments can support most measurements, 
specifically tailored or programmable instruments such as 
universal software radio peripheral (USRP) or field-
programmable gate array (FPGA) could be highly efficient 
and low cost for specific tasks [9, 14-17]. Since the 5G data 
stream is much faster than that in previous systems, a high 
efficient testbed for the OTA measurements in an RC is 
necessary. 

In this paper, we introduce the one-bit technique 
(which only records the signs of the signal) into the OTA 
measurements. It could be highly efficient for some 
measurements especially for programmable hardware 
devices. One-bit technique has been used in high-resolution 
Earth tomography [18], real-time ultrasonic distance 
measurement [19], acoustic wave imaging [20], and pattern 
recognition [21]. In an RC, the one-bit technique has been 
applied to time reversal wave focusing [22]. Because of the 
simplicity and the high efficiency, the calculation cost for 
the correlation can be reduced greatly. In the meanwhile, the 
one-bit correlation can actually produce better results [23] 
when the interference level is high. It has been generalised 
in [24] that, even for nonstationary process, the one-bit 
correlation technique can still be applied.  

If we check the statistical behaviour of an 
electromagnetic reverberation chamber (RC), the 
real/imaginary part of the frequency domain (FD) response 
has a Gaussian distribution [1] and the time domain (TD) 
response is a nonstationary process with Gaussian 
distribution [25]. They both satisfy the mathematical 
preconditions of one-bit correlation technique in [23]. In RC 
OTA measurements, the time/frequency/angular correlations 

are important parameters in TD channel emulation, Q factor 
measurement, and independent sample estimation, 
respectively. We expect these parameters can be obtained in 
measurements (real time) without using specific instruments. 
Since the original time/frequency/angular correlations can 
be reverted from the one-bit correlation, we can apply the 
one-bit correlation technique in RC measurements to 
accelerate the data processing and simplify the calculations.  

This paper focuses on the time, frequency and space 
domain correlation measurements in an RC. Section 2 
introduces the definition of one-bit correlation, Section 3 
validates the results with measurements, discussion and 
conclusions are finally drawn in Section 4.  

2. One-bit Correlation Definition  

For a time dependent random variable ( ) , the 
autocorrelation function is defined as [6, 7, 24, 26-28] 

 ( ) ≡ 1 ( ) ∗( + ) 																					(1) 
 

where  is the variable for the coherence time, * means 
complex conjugate (if ( )  is a complex signal),  is the 
duration for the integral. The autocorrelation can be defined 
in the FD by replacing ( )  and  with ( )  and  
respectively, 

 ( ) ≡ 1− ( ) ∗( + ) 											(2) 
 

In this case, ( ) is the FD response,  is the variable for 
the frequency lag [6, 7, 26-29],  and  are the start and the 
stop frequencies for the integral respectively. Similarly, ( ) 
and  can also be replaced by using ( )  and  in the 
space domain (SD) to characterise the angular correlation 
[28, 30] 
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( ) ≡ 1− ( ) ∗( + ) 									(3) 
 

where ( ) is the FD response and depends on the rotation 
angle ( ) of a stirrer in an RC,  is the variable for the 
correlated angle,  and  represents the start and the stop 
rotation angle for the integral respectively. 

If ( )  is real, the one-bit form of ( )  can be 
obtained by applying the binary filter [18-24] 

 ( ) = 1							if	 ( ) ≥ 0−1				if	 ( ) < 0																													(4) 
 

If ( )  and  ( )  are two TD signals, the one-bit 
correlation is defined as 

 ( ) = 1 ( ) ( + ) 																	(5) 
 

where ( )  and ( )  are the one-bit versions of ( ) 
and  ( ) respectively. It has been proven that the original 
correlation (correlation from the original signal) and the 
one-bit correlation ( ) have a relationship of [24] 

 〈 〉( ) = sin 2 〈 〉( ) 											(6) 
 

where = 〈 ( )〉 , i=1, 2, and 〈∙〉  means the ensemble 
average for different stirrer positions. Specifically, for the 
autocorrelation when ( ) = ( ) = ( ) , the 
normalised correlation can be obtained from (6) as [23, 24, 
31, 32] 

 〈 〉 ( ) = sin 2 〈 〉 ( ) 																		(7) 
 

where the subscript norm means the normalised correlation. 
It is interesting to note that the information of the original 
correlation still holds even when the sign of the signal is 
recorded, thus we can use the one-bit correlation to recover 
the original correlations in an RC. 
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Fig. 1.  (a) schematic plot , (b) measurement scenario. 

 

3. Measurements 

The schematic plot of the measurement setup is 
illustrated in Fig.1a, Ant 1 and Ant 2 are broadband Vivaldi 
antennas which connect to the Port 1 and Port 2 of a vector 
network analyser (VNA), respectively. The topology of the 
antenna is similar to that in [33], and the antennas are well-
matched in the frequency range of 850 MHz – 6 GHz 
( < −10	dB ). Fig.1b gives the practical measurement 
scenario, and the dimensions of the RC are 0.8 m (width) × 
1.2 m (length) × 1.2 m (height). The diameter of the stirrer is 
40 cm and the height is 1 m. The lowest usable frequency is 
about 1 GHz [4]. 
 

3.1. Time Domain 
 

The TD response can be obtained from the FD 
response by applying the inverse Fourier transform (IFT) to 
the measured  [25, 26, 28]. To demonstrate this process, 
we measured the  in the frequency range of 1 GHz ~ 3 
GHz, 20001 frequency sample points were used. The 
measurement was repeated for 360 stirrer positions (1°/step). 

A typical set of measured  at one stirrer position is 
given in Fig. 2a, the IFT of which is illustrated in Fig.2b. By 
filtering the TD response in Fig.2b using (4), a zoom-in 
view of the one-bit TD response is shown in Fig.2c. The 
normalised autocorrelations calculated using (1) and (7) are 
presented in Fig.3, as expected, they agree with each other 
very well.  

 

   
              a                                              b 

 
c 

Fig.2.  (a) Measured  at one stirrer position, (b) the IFT 
of the measured , (c) the one-bit form of (b) after 
applying (4), only 200 ns - 220 ns is given to have a zoom-
in view; IFT( )  means the IFT of the measured , IFT( )  means the binary form of IFT( ). 
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Fig.3.  Normalised autocorrelations calculated from float 
numbers (〈 〉 ) and from binary numbers (sin	(〈 〉 /2)). 
 
 

3.2. Frequency Domain 
 

In the FD, because the S-parameters are complex 
numbers measured, to apply the one-bit correlation in (2), 
the real part and the imaginary part need to be treated 
separately. We define  

 ( ) ≡ 1− Re[ ( )]Re[ ( + )]  

 ( ) ≡ 1− Re[ ( )]Im[ ( + )]  

 ( ) ≡ 1− Im[ ( )]Re[ ( + )]  

 ( ) ≡ 1− Im[ ( )]Im[ ( + )] (8) 
 

 From (2) we have 
 〈 〉( ) = 〈 〉( ) + 〈 〉( ) + [〈 〉( ) − 〈 〉( )]												(9) 
 
From (6), we have  
 〈 〉( ) = sin 2 〈 〉( ) 					(10) 
 〈 〉( ) = sin 2 〈 〉( ) 				(11) 
 
where ∗  is the correlation obtained using one-bit 
technique, = 〈Re[ ( )] 〉 , and = 〈Im[ ( )] 〉 . 
Similar expressions can also be obtained for 〈 〉( ) and 〈 〉( ). 

The measured  in the frequency range of 2.8 GHz 
~ 3 GHz are used to obtain the FD autocorrelations, 360 
stirrer positions are used. The correlations of 〈 〉, 〈 〉, 〈 〉  and 〈 〉  are calculated using the one-bit 
technique, the results are illustrated in Fig.4a and b. Not 
surprisingly, if the RC is well-stirred, we have 〈 〉( ) =〈 〉( )  and 〈 〉( ) = 〈 〉(− ) . The 
normalised values of the FD autocorrelations are given in 
Fig.4c which shows good agreement. We can also extract 
the coherence bandwidth and relate it to the TD Q factor in 
an RC [26, 28, 34]. From Fig. 4c, when the normalised 
correlation is 1/√2, we have the average mode bandwidth = 0.74 MHz. The centre frequency = 2 GHz can be 

used. Thus, the average Q factor in the frequency range of 1 
GHz – 3 GHz can be evaluated as = / ≈ 2703 [26, 
28]. 
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Fig.4.  (a) FD correlations of 〈 〉  and 〈 〉 
calculated using the one-bit technique, (b) correlations of 〈 〉 and 〈 〉 calculated using the one-bit technique, 
(c) the magnitude of the normalised autocorrelations 
calculated from float numbers and from binary numbers. 
 

3.3. Space Domain 
 

To verify the results in the SD, we measured  in 
the frequency range of 2.8 GHz ~ 3.0 GHz with 2001 
sample points. 1800 stirrer positions were used with 
0.2°/step.  

In this case, the average operation 〈∙〉 is applied over 
different frequencies but not over different stirrer positions. 
By replacing  with  in (8) - (11), the angular correlations 
of 〈 〉 , 〈 〉 , 〈 〉  and 〈 〉  are calculated 
using the one-bit technique (in Fig.5a and b). The 
normalised values of the angular autocorrelations are given 
in Fig.5c. As expected, they agree well with each other. The 
independent sample number can be extracted from the 
correlation angle for a given correlation threshold [28-30]. If 
a threshold of 1/ ≈ 0.37 is used, the correlation angle can 
be obtained as 	 = 3.8°, thus in the measured frequency 
range, the number of independent samples the stirrer can 
provide for one full rotation is 360°/3.8° ≈ 95. 
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Fig. 5.  (a) Angular correlations of 〈 〉  and 〈 〉 
calculated using the one-bit technique, (b) correlations of 〈 〉 and 〈 〉 calculated using the one-bit technique, 
(c) the magnitude of the normalised autocorrelations 
calculated from float numbers and from binary numbers. 

 

4. Conclusions 

The one-bit correlation technique has been applied to 
the data processing measured in an RC. Correlations in the 
TD, FD and SD have been calculated by using the one-bit 
technique and compared with the original results. We have 
also generalised the one-bit technique to complex numbers 
which requires calculating the real part and imaginary part 
separately. As expected, the results show good agreement, 
and the one-bit correlation can be used in the correlation 
measurement in an RC.  

If we check the calculation process using one-bit 
technique, it actually simplifies the multiplications to 
boolean operations and the float number integral to integer 
number counting. This reduces the computation complexity 
greatly, as logical operations and integer number counting 
are much faster than float number calculations for hardware. 
Based on this method, it is possible to accelerate the 
measurements in an RC using a programmable hardware 
(e.g. field-programmable gate array, FPGA) to realise a real 
time measurement system. This could be very useful for the 
testbed for the next generation (5G) OTA measurements and 
characterisations. 
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