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A Momentum Normalized Gradient Algorithm and Its Mean Convergence Characteristics

Hae Jung Kim* Regular Members
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e 2E A3 280 HE apd EASRILIE BA9E 3718 ERK EE ¢xelEd MNG gadEee
FiEE oeY. £Y 549 E4M B3 EEAS HEd ddd HolPde EAU HRET. I dneEol
TES7] AE BEE BEET. € ¢ndEed BH KBE f#E33, 7129 LMS ¥, LFG %Y, NLMS ¥i9
HERE e 2o, AFH SERE(simulation) X A F271d o183 MNG ImaF9 ik #4e 2
&g, MNG ¢3¢ LMS. LFG., NLMS ¢ndg8n A Fridte 8 KEGEENN AT mLe
LGRS

ABSTRACT

This paper analyzes the properties of an MNG algorithm that corresponds to the nonlinear adaptive algorithm with additional
update terms, parameterized by the scalar factor a,,4 to improve its performance. The analysis of convergence leads to eigenvalues
of the transition matrix for the mean filter coefficient vector. Regions in which the algorithm becomes stable are demonstrated.
The time constant is derived and the computational complexity of this algorithm is compared with those of the conventional LMS,
LFG and NLMS algorithms. In the computer simulation a channel equalizer is utilized to demonstrate the performance feature of
the MNG algorithm. The MNG algorithm has more computational complexities but faster convergence speed than LMS and LFG
algorithms.
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A worelA AiE =Y A HaAsea dads
(momentum normalized gradient algorithm : MNG)&
A @ Frle 71E9 A2gdAs €nolE(east
mean squares algorithm : LMS)(1), A3 J4B#xte
4112} E{normalized least mean square algorithm :
NLMS)(2. 3). 4% "Eeig ZAAe dnelE(linearly fil-
tered gradient algorithm : LFG)(4. 5)¥c} W& 7 &
Sof i@ FaAdA vIEEHUT. A% e AAME 43
E]-—~ Proakis (4)e] 2lstd AI=Iflzn, Roy ¥ Shynk

5)of ojsled =¥ HAMatedneE(momentum
LMS algorithm)ol& o]&2g 22 dmalEel t& uka
olm JUstA A=A

LMS ¢ael 52 it 219 84 388 /R 48 A
Tol| tidk] £ EA7h hdEiAl @vk ey NLMS %}57_
BES LMS gaelgel] viste qlegdsd gk 483 =
A& 42 A gheth NLMS ¢zl Ee 33 $542
LMS ¢xe]gict 48is ¥ Hge 84 o =ize
=

Be dudlg HAAREL LMS dadsel vldd
NLMS ¢and g9 old& ¢n dATw, NLMS &1
2l 5e AAR ] ALSEAl R vk 1 ol {RLA
=508 "o sl e AAHdel EPAo]
stzdo] FAVE 7iAe 8289 fAlg Az
(DSF) E% ¥¥s7] d¥ce Adou. 1y I+
AN, B HY 58 ol gstnaza HEse FUA Wl
UEE of xS T3 thdd Wl 484 + 4
o

MNG ¢22]§2 NLMS g28l§(2, 3)227E vy
ol 2ol iy dss Brlslel et "eAlse] dagad
& AN W 11 olAe] Wislske] URE FIldle BEAF
AZFS 2L Wgo g FAAUT o] Frhte] £44] B
e 7S Jepdch AgE S g "l 24l de)
H3l7] W] GelAg Held dile] Xoh maEn EE
ssmooth) THEAE Jepdch FA e HejAs HE Win-
1) %9 719333 Fo4EQ0 F4oz Qs 1 5490 A
Mgk MNG ¢l g9 Aikeke NLMS ¢uegd Hlet
o Vet oy dagge] #9 H A3k (global mini-
mum)o| H2E o 2dY o] s AAA o2BF

(misadjustment)& 74 & i}, oA A& FH3PI

742

st elAls Hee] WElake] FE3I] A& Ay 2y
g AAd =0 2 ¥ 5 ok

A Forel M Rk sy "o“i]% o83l MNG ¢xg
o Y 54E Gﬂ*iﬁ}AV d F37)e) 283t 1ﬂ°}€
%?37_?4*4 B} %JEQ‘}‘% 249 M= MNG gznalse
M#Eda olE *%ff*é«l s Mol Aghst geis vehdc 3
FollMe Hoeddia Hgsty] A% M2 S AwjEo
AN B HelAS S8y BAhe aiake Gl
et A2 ARG Lttt 5HelME Alsel Fald
AR Azald Helim, MNG zilgel Akgal dat
o] LMS. NLMS, ¥ LFG ¢x2lEe gibss) uiug
} 674elM e AFE Rl ¥ (simulation) & A8k g
Falel Aeg A3 MNG dxelEel LMS gualgad
Artgrol Frbshe v 3 BAolA] g3 8 £%9
8 FHAAE Jehlle g BEr 73N AF
AR g go el AxME 2ot

2. SOl sl FAE YHalE

AR 317 dmelE(gradient descent algo-
rithm)9] dFeozx wdy Aits ZAlx ¢ E
(MNG algorithm)2 &3 2 #2x delA 5 A
Ao mEg 4+ ot

Wn+1)=Wn—puv(m[ XT(n)X(n]™?
+a[ Wn)—Wn—1)]

9 HolA Win)={wyn), -, Wy ()" o} AHE e
YA+ At (ensemble average)S 01%5}11 %51, BEA 7
AYE 912l E(stochastic gradient algorithm)(6, 7114 €
Arzel FAA SAGE 44 o AAeE dey 2
of 24zt ot

2.1

de*(n)/d wy

det(n)/ow,
vin) ~ . (2.2)

deX( n)/‘t9 WN-1
=—2 ) X(n)

A HolA AHA T Hele] AE oguj@eh =
% 29 et g Ao Fojan
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Adn) = dn) — XT(n)Wn) (2.3)

9 YoM X(n)=[(x(n), -, x(n-N+1)I" & ¢4
% dEolx, d(n)e BRMEL y(n)=W'(n)X(n)
& d(n)e FA¢eld. 29 A7) pe Y 29 <
AL Aojste A gdToln, MANAF & BAzC
B7te moY el &3 At @

a,=0 o|"d NLMS ¢z ge] Bv. gaeiEe
B3 e — 199 AYEH ¥ F2E /AR,
— -1 9 9 1957 gl £2& 70 4 (2.1
A AAEE dohllzIzt oY) dE] 4 (2.2)44
Y9 98 AEE ol gdla Z NEEHA A
b 2gA8A #3Hn gen o2 e AAx
Zeol HARY(8). dYAds FEL ¥FL& R=
EX(n)X"(n)) & Adstn, 2&¥el £8 R=Q QT
7 Ageatn, A gd=diagil, 2, NidAd 4
AN E FEA PP TRYEE 0y, SASAp,, 2
Wgslol givh #HE Qo de QQT=IY HAel 4¥
e Am iR, [& @4 ol o|F8H
3 9gAE weirlely 43 FEA H¥ Pe P=
E(X(n)d(n)) 2 Aagch dgAsrt € 2onjdy
%ﬂ]%(wide—sense stationary) Aelel dz M2 4
##Ad X ¥ (uncorrelated) s 7+ #r}.

geAs e 48 E Vin)=Wn)-W, gz & 94,
Wo=R"'P & °|4t3 Wiener-Hopf ¥E & &# A<+
ezt H3, ohg 2] ARk

Wn+1)— W)

= 2ue(ml XT(MX(m)] T X(n)
=240 XT(mX(m)] 7! 2.4
c X(WXT () V(n) +ay[ V(n)—Wn—1)]

i

9 HdM HA 2Y2AE ey(n)=d(n)-WyX(n)
olt}, &y ¢9 Wiener-Hopf BEAM NP4
=43¢ gsAE g

H3 gHAS 2LAMEE V(n)=QV(n) oz
23, 4 (2.4)9 Q'8 F&R OL Ho| 4Puh
Pn+1)— M) = 2ue(ml XT(mX(m)] ™

X(n) =24l XT(mX(m)] 7!
R(m) XT(n) W) 2.5)
+a){ n)— Wn—-1D]

¢ Held X(n)e ALY 48 X(n)=QX(n)

olc},

A g ojpds BolA ¢ DRG] Haged 2
& e Bdd. a8y ZF4(local) A =g
e, 29 ext: 499 4 9% F== a0 9 ¢
BEol 88 & A HAP =2y He) v
ARG, § AESE ARAI A Qe AT
2718 o EN 1 BAE 428 £ A

to R

G

3. Py deer R

oo o AR B oo 9o +& 24
e AL Ay R BHAY GF3A EAS 443 @
deoh, o] BAlE Bezout ¥ EE Bezoutian of
o3t #HZE $ Ut BLS 934 p) & M3
1, @98 #F p)9 inertia & «(p)={ (p),
e (p), to(p)i&ta P st}

t,(p)& ¥ 24Y Rl de dPe] A #
& dulstan, «(p), wip)e 47 99 4F0HE 4 &
¢ fF ko e JGEe Ao & 9. B
& Bezout #¥olzn FA9). Q7 3R YyHojztn
8%, 33 Bezout ¥ B=QB7} Hermite $do]
o} o3y p(D)7) A7l A% R FE 2dL ¥
A Bezout 8 Brb % 843 (positive definite)o]

£ Aolth(10. 11). B, C" <M ZE o tidtd
chapao] g4 kel gh& shE W, o4 Hest ¢ &
FHor ¥ido.

4 (2.5) oA BHEE s, O o] R

E P n+1)— M)
= —24[trR)"\AEl M n)] G.D
+a EL ()~ Pn—1)]

9 4 3.8 4=EX(n) X"(n)] & mAgel thahd
Wolch, W9 Y2 $Go] HA o gk, o3 Al
e YPAse @A UA 4tk o W, Eley(n)
Xm)]=0 o] AFPH1). W(n) 3 X(n) & SPHol},
2N A1l 4 4 Un)e

Tny=[Pn-1)M]7 (3.2)
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o2 Fostn, 4+ B2 A 9% B & b5 2ol A
8zt
A=—a)l
(3.3)

B=(1+a)I-24 trR]™'A

# 4 3.3)F &, 4 (3.1) & &% 22
8oz 12X & F U

EHOn+D] = C EHOn) (3.4)

4 (3.4) AN ¥E C & E2 Hol ¥ (block
transition matrix)24 2N <4 (2Nth order)d
a715 719, 88 C & 959 Zo] 39 9t}

Cz[%é] (3.5)

4714 0 & NxN g#2olth. He E[U(n+1)]7+
a7 g, 9 WY C o ZE nRFe] v

of glojol @} B LmelFe| 4+FY 2L 2d
a_ﬂsﬂr 2AY oS BAstd TEHEZ s C

%144 m.%axi ¢ g3 dtn 2R HPIe nh
U g ¢"=[qf ¢f | B2 1. NN of, of &
N4 aeqaolu}. a8™ Cq=tq9 #F4E deh
o] thA] 2H

[asl[a]=s[a] oo

Ag, + tBaq = ¢ q (3.7

+ det. 4 3.7) A A BEE A o}
st ol GAl & 4 ok,

~aq + U Q+a)—p(l—ay)

[ 4Rl Al g = 8a (3.8)

4 (3.8) & N Aol 2ze} #3Nes oAl & 4

ot

744

& — [ (+a)—-24 tR] )¢

+a =0 =012 N-1 (3.9)

8 Aol 2NAY &
*¥(quadratic form)

AARsts] fated, gge 2

2= (1+a—2pl Rl A)E+a, = 0 (3.10)

< ZAME "art lv. £3¥" Schur-Cohn 71&
(12]F o183, ¢ 49 tjg4e AAME HHs}7
Astd o2 A 2AL FEY £ At

(1+a)[ trR]

Amax

ZH1:0<u<

282 -1 < <1

apo]l 0 o H2% o 9 2709 AP 2AL theH
2o A 207 Addr)

3‘.211:0<u<—f7“—R]—

d AE AL A7 ALYRAS LB
34 zdo) A& Ae ¢ % At

A 2QAH a0 U W, a3k AFE) 9 W
gE ot 2ol & 4 U

-14+24[trR1"A < @) < 0
0 <p<(1-la|) [trR] / 4 (3.11)

4 0 d o HHE FAE 0<p< [trRI/A .,
F7Hg. ¢ - -1 4 o, T FAE 0 o2
g o 7l 49 A daEol YEHAE 1
45E A A A Bl S W
ol sl& o (¢ [W(n) W(in-1)] < 0), 2 "€4A
F AAFY Lo ¥4E 2 ohgel HEHAS BAF
A7t g2l £ 57 48" £ 3o

a > 0% -1+ etrRITA> 049 9, dgn 2
& FEAo] Ay},

f

).
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-1+ RN < <1
1/ MERTY < u < (e gry? (312
o - 09 d A4 BAE [LrR)/ Ay, <s<
(1+2)[trR1Y Apay B Fa33n, &1 > 19 o &3
= @€ [trR]/Ap, <# < 2[trR]"/ A © €@
oo —-19 0 AT $AE 4 — 07 Goh
a 5y 0% -1 +p[trRI"A < 049 @, vh&3 22
RS No] Ayt

0<y <1

{3.13)
n < [tRVA

a - () 4o A E VA€ ¢ < [trRY/ Ana ©1Z,
) -1 9 o PBA FAe # < [trR]/ A ° €
.

NLMS ¢xn#g§e Aolgde tHeln, 2 a#
e 447 8 oy 299 378 LMS ¢ad
Eo Aol YL WA Ao opYx, 1 LFUL AT
7t €.

4. otHM dd
24 WA 2o] Aert €Y fstd, o BEAe
e zo] 247 HeldE e
(1+ @ - 2¢[trR]™ A)* 44, > 0 (4.1)
9 4% e thg A3 go] B},
AR 0E - A1 + apnleR
+ (1-aq)¥ 2 0 (4.2)

9 A 22 V48 f(wHR Fod, 53 2L
AAE A, flw 9 A2 =¥4¢ {"(w) =84 [trR]”

2 strictly positive °17] #&d] f(#)¥ concave

upward 2},
fw e YR G4 zae Aage ag @
& 9. ‘

fe & Z& A4 571 94 931, 854
W4l d2& et
ey <0

e, 204 W, gy, BELpu>p,
71N g, R opp € GEFH B2

o= (1-y a)trR

2A; '
- (I+YG122trR
Hiz2= 2&_
A9 ii)ejA 0 < a; <1 ©]7] o)
2trR
— °l 49k

gol 2R ¢uedFe idd Rz dFA
yg 2de gi3 2o

0< S B, <

0 <u< pa=( 1+a)trR/ A (4.3)

a (09 W, 54 4E4e A Hd FA d2E
e,

o 2099, 54 9L & Fo) AgE
felA A2 7R

(0< p<p, YU (g, <p </‘i,3) (4.4)

9 HdA U & union @ikzleltt, AA 2z ¢
Az E 2UL 4 (4.4)9 F99 my¥e] o
o Fojzlc},

5. WM ¥ X XER

2zt &gk 718 ol da, iMA mode] 715H) (geo-
metric ratio)& 7FA2 k. AUAR guElFe] FHI]
A3l F18lgl H271E 2E mode o st} 1 B} zolol
g} daa 9 A 248 HEY S ) 234 #
Aglo] 3] & W 2ol tigle] BE mode & 0 o 3
Z87] el 7Hae AR Fodde AE ¢+ 3
o}

dubroz Azt ¥l (time unit)& & ¥ F7|(cycle)
7Iteg g, ¥ 78 $9& AS TFeg IA}
29 £ UTH8). Al A% e A R 200t 20 g
9 1/e 2 H@eshed 275e Atz Foldc) Ade] A
T 2 g A AR Ve Y, re geR ge 2
At Heg FUY 5 et

Yuroz ¢ 7|3 Yo} A4 XFdow IARNETh
A&e HeAw agel AR4E e 9, e v 2
& 2A18 Hog FHY & 8],

745
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_ 1
CoIn g (5.1)

9 Holx BAYRNY 2

2 {7 Aaoln F5e A
29 fA @ HYEE, i

A Ezol M Az A
= Aol e 11 g nFg dAHu, g
&2 wANE (5],

r; = 1/(1-¢) (5.2)

29 27 ¢ 2 2AY AARSE o0] Avtn AR
9|, LFG 2239 A A4el tg 2AH8e ®
ANE §Eshe Aol 7bsa.

gi=1+a,—2ul trR}] 7'A,
(5.3)
l+a, —2ul trR] M4

4 (5.2) 3 4 (5.3)22YE of & FAET A (1
£ 7Pgabd AlE e oheat o] Foiitt

f~ @ [ tRl
1 +2a; 2uA, (5.4)

MNG ¢zel52 1 & A8 =3ystaay LMS gae
FHY #EEEE MY 5 Uk a2y ole exFFE
F7E = gleng MR dzdhe TRETe Q2A Yol
AA HEAA M HEHEE T B UellA HAY q
& A gledor gt

MNG ZnzlEe H#EE(computational complexity)$
7129 g5 A vasled Bap MNG 4aEg
9] Atz AAiHarithmetic operation)®l 7} sign ¥xelE
(13), LMS ¢x2%E, LFG €x2lE, NLMS 59 e o
Aol 429} v}, Sign YxalEel F4 A4 N olm,
LMS ¢tzelEe] g4 d4se 2N o3, LFG ¢35
T4 A44E 3N oz, NLMS ¥mlge §4 adie
3N o|z, MNG ¢aa1Eel F4 Aie 4N old}. o714
N & A3g¥ Ao 271(ize)E VeErdTh. MNG ¢l
5o 34 A e sign €2 Bl sl 48] Z7)Eham,

746

LMS gme}Ed] vlstd 20f Z71e0ch MNG daeleel &
A ddee LFG 2 NLMS gaelgd Bl 4/3u) 271
gt MNG gl At 4% sign Yael el vistel 5/2w)
F7keta, LMS 2xelEol ¥sld 524 Folsta, LFG &
el wlated 5/4u) ket NLMS gae)gel sk
53 F7tgd. MNG ¢nel§2 B F2dal 3471 o
SA717E Relrlng Akl Figche Fle ¢ AFRNE
4 4 Slck

6. HFH 22 oy

MNG #32]5% o8¢ ad $37i(channel equalizer)
o) B2mvt a9 1 o 2AlEo] 3tk MNG gele) gl2o]
e Ade] 8L o A geby et

x{(n) =G(z)s{n) +v(n) (6.1

A AoiA s(n)2 A glEeln v(n) & F S (additive
noise)olth. o]E2 43 ATEA7E gl WA ot}
9 318 s(n) & oA A& (binary signal)dl, & N3e T
A B85S 713 AsGE ML AL v, AUAT B
¥ (uniform distribution)& 7FAxz At} meby o} @A
#Y 4 (white random sequences)& Bo] 0 o]i ¥4
o 212} var(s)=1.0 & var(v)=0.001°]At}, wolad§ld] A}
8 A9 dds $9 g() B OgF ol 3o He
raised-cosine pulse °} “2&3t= A2 FIR "EIA
(14)(15).

g() = {f[ 1+cos(—2ﬂ2——ll)]

(6.2)
1=0,1,2

o Hed 2AY 4 (scale factor) h & 9fFo
h ol wet Friste Ade dite] Y4dHe A7) 42
o g Aeigch. olziE AZYH YNNI 4@
gd R o EAU HEit(eigenvalue spread) &<
e #(condition number)E AF T £+ U
(16](17). X & He 9 A9l +& N=21 olgit}, o
Aegde Ad oA 1149 W&ol A (retard) s
Ak, olZ Add 218 ¥ F371(tap equalizer)
o digad 4 glo] 1WA AF7 He AR F
271 (causal equalizer)?} ®t}
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ascitive
noise
| output
s data
. Communceron A=y | Adaptive
bansmmer channel " fiter ’

1 -
{__!Adaptation @3

algorithm
]

Y
( +
training
sequence

a9 1. MNG g2 E€ |48 Ad $3p
Fig. 1. Channel equaization using the MNG algorithm

129 2~2a8 4% Ad F27)(channel equalizer) & &
o gdA LMSe e S, LFG ¥28d QFG gxalE
e HFAs et gy T4 (MSE learning curve) € 2o
Zu}, o] JA e AFEIE AR 50819 59 AlgE AA
oy 28 93} e(n) o 2AsE s ¢ P HH
(ensemble average) FHEAE HoFTh o] Lo A

3000

20.00

10.00

©0.00

-10 00

Mean Square Error {dB)

-20 00

-30.00

-40.00

1 501 1001 1501 - 2001
Number of Iterations

3@ 2. LMS, NLMS, #=0.4 & 7} MNG % LFG ¢3¢l
£ W@ MSE %4 34

Fig. 2. MSE learning curves for the LMS, NLMS,
MNG and LFG algorithms with ,=0.4

Mean Square Error {dB}

ag
Fig.

Mean Square Error {dB)

a¥
Fig.

-10 00

IR
W00 ]!\T‘f
MHG :::83',}‘

in 0o

2000

10.00

FIEE

Humber of iterations

3. NLMS, =0.2, 0.4, 0.6 & 7F3MNG g3 o}
§ MSE o 4

3. MSE learning curves for the NLMS,and MNG
algorithms with ,=0.2, 0.4, 0.6

40.00

Unstatie W3

20.00

1 501 1001 1501 200t
Number of lterations

4 NLMS % o= - 0.2, 1.0 & 7FRAIMNG gnelE
% MSE &g 4

4. MSE learning curves for the NLMS,and MNG
algorithms with ¢=-0.2 and 1.0
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e Ao ¢ N 2 210012, =3 Ad Al2d Glz)
A A4 k € 1.0 o2tz 7P

Iy 2 M 23 h=3.0,=0.05 ofefollA] siAAF q=
0.4 1 MNG €zulE3 NLMS ¢x28F, LFC ¢n3F
% LMS &nggol 250 e, MNG ¢2859
H&mot 24 e 2S¢ Uk h=3.0 ¢ o @HE
WEkie 8.2 71 HS o]d Ag3te A Ase gl0)=
0.25, g(1)=1.0, g{2)=0.25 °|3ic}.

218 3eliAe =2 h=3.0. #=0.05 oo™ oJ2|7}x} =}
W55 717 MNG ¢121%F 9 NLMS ¢258 295
3 sled, 29 oiEsrt e NLMS 932880 =
g siARESTE e MNG duzlgel 8 271 3718t
B 2y st 2 Y £ $He
Ae ¢+ Utk

a9 4 dAe 2 h=3.0, #=0.05 °l&dx MNG €2
gF 2 NLMS ¢uaEg 2432 e, a=1 <
MNG dazlge] BeHgsite e BdFu Sla, ole
MNG ¢€z8$Fo] ¢21 d o Echgsithe A& 9 8
siMelx BT 4 7] il 2 A A wo 48
b M QAE D A Edq o] gol 7 d o
Aol AEHe AL 2dF1 gled, ole geld FER
4 Zaet dAHe AFAE veliz ot A geAs Y
Aol o WPl US o 1 HEAS ANF &9 B
g 2 okl geAlSs cadel Azl dqEd £ =
7t AgtE e Aot

a2
k!

7. % =

2zt g a) o 93t vigdstd A3 H4
Bas WHd MNG daelgd Agsdn, ol
Baled dkgk S AHEgY ST FHEHS 4
T o e 8L F2dla dueEol ¢y
glsta] mEiHojol & WoZHo| et Lo} Rgi)
T 1 e 1 o] P nHgro] Haf B
A7t He H9E 793, 78 542 A48 #
E dugel A AT HAZA AP E Heo
FAH. ol W x4 > (1+ a)[trR]/ A dMe & 22
2 g0 FYE ¢ F U, I A HAFH 29
AEE B SHEHAG. HEF 2 fANSE g
7t dud Y FISEE TN + AT, £HT
9 FEAE2} SIkske A7 HAE F v} o]

748

Bole gnage] £ Ao =23y He 2ug
T AAS 223 FE F2AE F Sl

A T3l A &E FFE mHdYdME MNG
daelgol 71&9 LMS ¢1udgE, sign €¢xaE.
NLMS dn8l Rt £H&EA A $4& 2o
FAR, WAE i ABE PAFEE 48
(smooth) T¥84< At e} Bz
MNG <€n2E9 A4tsge] LMS, LFG, NLMS,
sign dxzalEel A4 vste] Frsta, E7pHA
719] FHE Baz2 e AL A F U

dAE @5 AladdA HIFseaAs HistEy)
A% Ad E3rle 2719 #4713 (initial training
period)& BRZ &%t 2 ofs} #e 7l ¥
#7127t 98 gln ¥ee 998 data g st
T2 AM AAER HY FHE & de o AEA
91 538719 carrier recovery ¥i¥E & goB
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