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ABSTRACT

MIMO-OFDM(Multiple Input Multiple Output-Orthogonal Frequency Division Multiplexing) has been
spotlighted as a solution of high-quality service for next generation’s wireless communications. However, like
OFDM, one of main problems of MIMO-OFDM is the high PAPR(Peak-to-Average Power Ratio). In this paper,
an adaptive P-SLM(Partitioned-SeLetive Mapping) based on new phase sequence is proposed to reduce PAPR.
The proposed method has better performance and lower complexity than conventional method due to the use of
periodic multiplication and adaptability by fixed critical PAPR value. Simulation results show that the proposed

method has better performance and lower complexity than conventional method.
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