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ABSTRACT The growth of the Internet of Things (IoT) has led to a massive upsurge in low-power
radio research. Specifically, low-power receivers (RX) have been developed that efficiently receive data
and extend the battery life for energy-constrained IoT systems. This has led to innovations in energy-
detector (ED) first RXs which can achieve much lower power than traditional mixer-based heterodyne
architectures. However, at such low-power levels, the RX performance is extremely limited. Oftentimes,
low-power RXs have severe performance limitations, including lower data rate, limited blocker rejection,
lower sensitivity, lower tolerance to PVT, limited modulation compatibility, and increased size and cost
of off-chip components to achieve passive gain. This greatly limits the application of such RXs in real-
world applications and prevents many of the low-power circuit techniques from translating to commercial
standards. In this work, we look to motivate research into low-power heterodyne RX architectures which
can support higher order modulation and have improved RX specifications while retaining low power.

INDEX TERMS Energy-detector (ED)-first, frequency-shift keying (FSK), low-power heterodyne, low-
power radio, low-power receiver architecture, mixer-first receiver, Narrowband Internet of Things (NB-IoT),
OFDM, wake-up radio (WRX), wireless sensor nodes.

I. INTRODUCTION

FROM looking at trends in low-power radio research,
there is a clear gap in published works for higher-

order modulation radios. As seen in Fig. 1, of all low-power
radios published in top conferences from 2005–2023, over
100 of the published works support ON–OFF keying (OOK)
or frequency-shift keying (FSK) modulation only [1]. Fewer
than 30 published works support PSK modulation, and less
than ten published works support QAM/OFDM. In addition,
no PSK or QAM radio operating above 1 GHz achieves
<1-mW power consumption. Contrast that with the modu-
lation used by today’s wireless standards. Only Bluetooth
uses GFSK, while ZigBee (OQPSK), LoRa (Chirp), WiFi
(QAM/OFDM), and narrowband Internet of Things (NB-
IoT) (QPSK/OFDMA) all use more complex modulation and
wireless techniques requiring higher power. More interesting
from a circuit design standpoint is the underlying hardware
limitations that have caused a divide in supported modula-
tions and power consumption. In this work, an overview of
low-power radio trends is explored to motivate low-power
radio architectures that can support higher-order modulation.

First, a brief background on low-power heterodyne architec-
tures is given and contrasted with ED-first RXs. Second,
supporting theory for mixer-first receivers is presented,
including low-power considerations. Finally, two fabricated
chips are highlighted which show an ultralow-power (ULP)
heterodyne receiver at 2.4 GHz in FinFET technology and
an NB-IoT wake-up radio (WRX) which supports OFDM to
show recent advances in heterodyne low-power radios.

II. HETERODYNE VERSUS ED RECEIVERS
In contrast to most low-power radio research, the complexity
of commercial wireless standards has increased, demanding
more performance out of RXs. The most recent Wi-Fi gen-
eration (802.11ax) has a maximum bandwidth of 160 MHz,
supports 1024-QAM with OFDM, and has a data rate of
>9 Gbit/s [38]. Similarly, 5G also utilizes more complex
signaling than current low-power radios can support, includ-
ing QAM, OFDM, MIMO, and mm-wave (>24 GHz) center
frequencies [39]. Cellular Internet of Things (IoT) stan-
dards, such as NB-IoT, also present considerable challenges
to low-power RX designers, including QPSK modulation
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FIGURE 1. Number of published works as modulation type.

and extremely high sensitivities to cover long ranges up to
10 km [40]. It is clear that in order to meet the demands
of modern wireless standards while maintaining long battery
life, new approaches to low-power RX design are needed.
In particular, it is useful to analyze RXs that use an energy-
detector (ED)-first, LNA-first, and mixer-first architecture to
understand the tradeoffs from a low-power perspective.
Recent publications of ULP receivers and wake-up

receivers have achieved extremely low power consumption,
where wake-up receivers have been reported on the order of
nano-watts and below [2], [3], [4], [5]. To achieve such low
power consumption, ED first architectures are often utilized
which do not require many of the typical heterodyne receiver
blocks, namely the mixer and local oscillator (LO) and LO
buffers, allowing them to consume far less power. However,
ED-first RXs tradeoff many performance metrics in favor
of low power consumption which can limit their applica-
tion in real-world scenarios. In this section, the performance
limitations of ED-first architectures are examined, motivat-
ing the benefits of low-power heterodyne architectures as an
alternative.

A. ED FIRST ARCHITECTURE
While their extremely low-power floor is attractive, ED-first
RX architectures exhibit various performance limitations [6].
First, ED-first RXs are inherently wideband. As a result,
they have little-to-no interference rejection in the RF front-
end, both in and out-of-band (OOB). Several techniques have
been used to regain some blocker tolerance for ED receivers,
although all have their drawbacks. The most common is the
use of an off-chip matching network. Other techniques which
modify the OOK signal, such as CDMA encoding, two-tone
OOK, and Manchester encoding can also be used to increase
blocker tolerance, but at a bandwidth and complexity cost.
Still, large off-chip matching networks are needed to increase
sensitivity [7], [46], [47]. This highlights another limitation
of ED-first RXs which is their poor sensitivity, which is
usually overcome by utilizing large or expensive off-chip
components to boost sensitivity through passive gain [8], [9],
[10], [11], [12]. Matching network passive gain on the order
of 15–30 dB have been reported which is only achievable

with large or expensive off-chip components. Still, ED-first
RXs have poor NF which results in most ED sensitivities
being >−70 dBm. Tradeoffs such as reduced data rate can be
used to improve sensitivity. However, the required time-on-
air of such low-data rate transmissions can be prohibitively
long and can take several seconds to transmit a small data
packet. Long time-on-air can actually increase the power
consumption of the full RX as it is required to be on for
much longer to receive data packets, in addition to mak-
ing scheduling for wireless systems difficult. In addition,
ED-first RXs can usually only support amplitude-modulated
signals, most commonly OOK, which is spectrally ineffi-
cient and highly susceptible to channel noise. All modern
communication standards utilize some form of FSK, PSK,
or QAM signaling, all of which are incompatible with most
ED-first RXs.

B. BENEFITS FOR HETERODYNE RXS
In this work, the term “heterodyne RX” is used to describe
any receiver architecture whose LO frequency is different
from the input RF frequency and uses a mixer to downcon-
vert to an IF frequency to be processed, regardless if the final
baseband conversion and data demodulation is done in the
analog or digital domain. Heterodyne RXs, as the preferred
RX architecture for most commercial radios, yield several
advantages over ED-first RXs. Heterodyne RXs usually have
much better blocker tolerance due to additional filtering that
can be done at the IF frequency for relatively low-power. In
addition, the noise performance of the first block, tradition-
ally an LNA, is usually better than that of an ED, yielding
higher sensitivities. Another significant, if obvious, improve-
ment of heterodyne RXs over ED-first RXs is their ability to
support higher-order modulation. Since heterodyne architec-
tures preserve frequency, phase, and amplitude information,
modulation schemes, such as FSK, PSK, and QAM can be
utilized. Supporting higher order modulation is important for
wireless systems as it improves spectral efficiency, increases
data rate, reduces time-on-air, and has increased resilience
to channel noise.

C. CHALLENGES FOR LOW-POWER HETERODYNE RXS
However, heterodyne receivers for low-power applications do
pose challenges. One of the primary power savings achieved
by ED-first RXs is the absence of an LO. For a heterodyne
RX, the LO and buffers often are the dominant sources of
power consumption. The phase noise performance of the LO
also becomes important as it can lead to a reduction in SNR,
reduced selectivity from reciprocal mixing, and increased LO
frequency drift [13]. Reducing phase noise usually requires
the use of a PLL and a low-phase noise VCO, greatly increas-
ing power consumption. LO buffers are also required to drive
the mixer switches. As the mixer switch size increases to
reduce conversion loss, capacitive loading on the LO buffers
causes high power consumption.
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III. LOW-POWER TECHNIQUES FOR HETERODYNE
RECEIVERS
Low-power heterodyne architectures proposed in the litera-
ture vary greatly based on application. However, four main
techniques are highlighted which have been proposed to
reduce the power of heterodyne RXs. These techniques can
be applied to both RX and wake-up RXs, which can be
used to reduce the overall system power of heterodyne RXs.
Some of these techniques can be used in conjunction with
each other to further reduce power consumption.

A. UNCERTAIN-IF
Uncertain-IF RXs reduce power by eliminating the need for
a PLL for the LO [14], [15], [16]. They instead use a sim-
ple open-loop oscillator, usually a ring oscillator (RO), for
frequency downconversion which is prone to frequency drift,
leading to an uncertain-IF frequency. Power consumption on
the order of <100 μW has been reported for uncertain-IF
wake-up RXs [15]. However, there are drawbacks to this
architecture that limit its ability to scale to lower power and
higher data rates. First, the required IF-BW is large, limiting
its ability to achieve blocker rejection without high Q off-
chip filtering at RF as well as increasing power consumption.
Second, as commonly implemented, an ED is needed to per-
form the baseband downconversion as the signal location is
uncertain, limiting its use to OOK modulation. Alternatively,
a high sample-rate ADC could be used at the uncertain-IF
frequency, but with a high power penalty. Finally, this design
is highly susceptible to PVT variation due to its open-loop
LO and requires frequent recalibration, which adds to the
power overhead.

B. SUBHARMONIC MIXING
Another option is to use a subharmonic downconverting
mixer [17], [18], [19], [20]. This architecture uses a higher
harmonic of the LO to perform downconversion, allowing
the LO to run slower while still downconverting at a high RF
frequency, saving power in the LO and LO buffers. Power
consumption of 220 μW at 5.8-GHz center frequency have
been reported for subharmonic RXs [58]. However, the con-
version gain of the mixer degrades at higher harmonics,
lowering sensitivity or requiring the use of a high-gain LNA.
This conversion loss can be overcome somewhat by using
additional mixer switches at the cost of increased LO buffer
power consumption. In addition, achieving rejection at unde-
sired harmonics often requires precise phase adjustments of
the LO, adding additional power overhead to the mixer and
LO.

C. SUBSAMPLING
A subsampling mixer can be also used to efficiently down-
convert data at RF frequencies [21], [22], [23]. Subsampling
mixing differs from subharmonic mixing as the sampler out-
put acts as a zero-order hold rather than returning to zero
for a traditional mixer, hence acting as a sample-and-hold

circuit. This architecture lowers power by utilizing alias-
ing to downconvert, allowing a much lower clock speed
to be used related to the Nyquist rate of the signal rather
than the RF center frequency. However, the major limitation
of subsampling mixers is their poor noise performance as
wideband noise is folded in-band at multiples of the sub-
sample rate. Therefore, significant filtering is required at
RF which is typically achieved with a narrow-band LNA or
sharp MEMS filter, adding bandwidth, area, and frequency
planning constraints on the design. In addition, the sample-
and-hold circuit is highly susceptible to clock jitter, which
introduces additional sources of noise at high frequencies.

D. PASSIVE-MIXER FIRST
Passive-mixer first architectures forgo gain at RF and instead
connect the antenna directly to a passive mixer for down
conversion [24]. Mixer-first RXs remove the LNA which
reduces the power consumption of the RF path. Due to the
transparency effect of passive mixers, high-Q RF filtering
can be achieved due to the upconverted filter response of
the baseband stage. As a result, no off-chip matching compo-
nents are typically required, enabling greater integration [24],
[61]. However, off-chip matching networks can still be used
to overcome additional losses of the mixer-first RX as well as
suppress undesired harmonic downconversion. Additionally,
the RF band-pass filtering response can be tuned digitally
by varying the baseband filter corner and shifting the LO
frequency. This enables a single mixer-first RX to be recon-
figured to different frequency bands and retain matching
performance. Despite having no LNA, it has been shown
that mixer-first RXs can still achieve <3-dB noise figures
in practice [50], [51], [52]. However, to achieve low-NF,
the mixer switches must be sized up considerably to reduce
the on-resistance of the passive mixer, increasing the power
consumption of the LO buffers.

E. MOTIVATION FOR LOW-POWER MIXER-FIRST
RECEIVERS
Seeking low-power heterodyne solutions, recently published
receivers [1] can be further separated based on their use
of LNA-first, mixer-first, or ED-first architectures. Fig. 2
shows normalized sensitivity versus power of published
RXs separated by architecture, where normalized sensitiv-
ity takes into account data rate and is given by Snormalized =
Sensitivity[dBm]−10 log(DataRate[kb/s]). A clear trend can
be seen that LNA-first tends to have the highest power and
lowest normalized sensitivity, while ED-first has the lowest
power and highest normalized sensitivity, with mixer-first
lying in between. Importantly, ED-first architectures can only
support OOK modulation, which means mixer-first designs
show promise as a lower power receiver architecture for
higher order modulation radios. This motivates a closer look
at the power and performance tradeoffs of mixer-first RXs to
inform design decisions when focusing on lowering power
consumption.
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FIGURE 2. Normalized sensitivity versus power of recently published radios.

IV. GENERALIZED MIXER FIRST THEORY
Passive mixers have been analyzed extensively in [24], [25],
[26], [27], [28], [29], [30], [31], [50], [51], and [52]. As a
result, many interesting properties have been discovered and
exploited to produce mixer-first receiver architectures. Prior
work includes a range of mixer topologies, and downcon-
version using the fundamental or a harmonic of the LO. For
instance, Andrews and Molnar [24] used a passive mixer
composed of four or eight switches and downconversion at
the fundamental of the LO, while Andrés et al. [31] focused
on a two-switch 50% duty cycle mixer. A more generalized
design approach for mixer-first receivers is needed to explore
low-power receiver architectures which often utilize subhar-
monic mixing to lower power. The main considerations for
passive mixers are input impedance, conversion gain, noise
figure, linearity, and power consumption. In this section, a
generalized model for these specifications using a nonover-
lapping passive sampling mixer with an arbitrary number
of switches and arbitrary LO harmonic downconversion is
derived. This analysis is consistent with previously derived
analysis but generalized to include an arbitrary number of
mixer switches and switching at the fundamental or at an
arbitrary subharmonic.

A. INPUT MATCHING
An LTV model of a general passive sampling mixer is
shown in Fig. 3. It is assumed that the phases of the
switches are nonoverlapping and each switch path is identi-
cal. RA represents the antenna resistance, RSW is the switch
resistance, RB is the baseband resistance, and CB is the
baseband capacitor. R′

A is an intermediate variable defined
as R′

A = RA+RSW, denoting the impedance before the ideal
switches. Nonoverlapping clocks provide various benefits as
discussed in [29] and [30] including minimizing loss by
maintaining isolation between each switch path. This analysis
will assume nonoverlapping clocks are utilized for minimal

FIGURE 3. LTV Model of an N-stage passive sampling mixer.

FIGURE 4. LTI model of passive mixer.

loss. However, overlapping phase mixers are sometimes used
and have some beneficial properties as seen in [31] and [32].

For a passive sampling mixer to operate as a “mixer,”
ωLO >> (1/CBRB) and ωLO >> (1/CBR′

A) must be satis-
fied. Otherwise, the mixer will begin to behave as a sample
and hold circuit [28]. Typically for a mixer first receiver,
ωLO >> (1/CBR′

A) tends to be the tighter constraint. These
conditions can be used in design to help size the baseband
capacitor.
The LTI model can be represented as an LTI network

in Fig. 4 for a low-IF downconversion. Equating the input
impedances of the two models gives the shunt impedance Zsh

Zsh = NγR′
AZB

NR′
A(1 − γ ) + ZB(1 − Nγ )

(1)

γ = sinc2(πn
N

)

N
(2)

ωRF = nωLO + ωIF (3)

where N represents the number of switches and n represents
the harmonic multiple of the LO frequency at which down-
conversion is desired. γ is a constant that denotes the scaling
factor of the baseband impedance as seen at the input of the
mixer and is commonly used in passive mixer analysis. From
the LTI model, the input impedance can be written as

Zin(nωLO + ωIF) = Rsw + Zsh(ωIF)||ZB(ωIF). (4)

Fig. 5 shows the input impedance versus the baseband
resistor and displays good alignment between the analyti-
cal theory and LTV simulation. Fig. 6 shows plots of the
real and imaginary components of the input impedance
versus RF frequency, where the bandpass-response of the
input impedance can be seen. This is an important prop-
erty of passive mixer-first receivers and first identified as
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FIGURE 5. Magnitude of Zin versus baseband resistance for (a) n = 1 and N = 4,
(b) n = 1 and N = 8, and (c) n = 3 and N = 8 when RA is 50 �, Rsw is 5 �, CB is 50 pF,
FLO is 2400 MHz, and FIF is 1 kHz.

FIGURE 6. Real and imaginary Zin versus RF Frequency for (a) n = 1 and N = 4,
(b) n = 1 and N = 8, and (c) n = 3 and N = 8 when RA is 50 �, Rsw is 5 �, CB is 50 pF,
RB is 390 �, and FLO is 2400 MHz.

the “transparency property” in [25]. Intuitively, the low-
pass filter response of the baseband RB and CB effectively
becomes up-converted to RF and provides high-Q bandpass
RF filtering at the desired LO subharmonic frequency of
the mixer. An S11 plot in Fig. 7 shows that with prop-
erly tuned matching via the baseband resistor, S11 can be
optimized at the desired LO subharmonic. Moreover, S11 at
every LO harmonic diminishes as the frequency offset from
the desired LO subharmonic increases, ultimately limited by
the finite resistance of the mixer switch. Two interesting
approximations of Zsh can be seen as follows:

lim
ZB→∞Zsh = NγR′

A

1 − Nγ
(5)

lim
R′
A→∞

Zsh = γZB
1 − γ

(6)

where Zsh becomes independent of ZB or R′
A as ZB or R′

A
becomes large. Practically, the approximation that ZB is large
is accurate as long as R′

A << RB[(1 − Nγ )/N(1 − γ )]. In
receiver design, this tends to be true and further analy-
sis using this approximate Zsh is shown to provide greater
insights to help guide design. A plot of the analytical
shunt impedance and gamma is shown in Fig. 8 displaying
consistency with specific cases analyzed in prior art.
By tuning the baseband resistor, the input impedance of the

mixer can be tuned. The range in which the input impedance
can be tuned is

Rsw ≤ Zin ≤ Rsw + Zsh. (7)

FIGURE 7. S11 versus RF Frequency matched at n = 1 (RB = 390 �), n = 2
(RB = 542 �), and n = 3 (RB = 1.144 k�) when N = 8, RA is 50 �, Rsw is 5 �, CB is
50 pF, FIF = 1 kHz, and FLO is 2400 MHz.

FIGURE 8. (a) Normalized shunt resistance and (b) gamma parameter as a function
of number of mixer switches for various harmonic subsampling indexes.

Clearly, Zin can only be input matched if the switch resis-
tance Rsw is less than or equal to the antenna resistance.
Therefore, this sets a lower limit on switch transistor sizing if
input matching is desired, in turn defining the power needed
to drive the gate capacitances of the switches. Assuming the
switch resistance is zero, a simple condition can be derived
to achieve input matching. When this condition is true, the
input impedance must be less than or equal to Zsh

0 ≤ Zin ≤ Zsh. (8)

Using (5) and the fact that Zin is defined as RA under the
matched condition

0 ≤ RA ≤ R′
A

Nγ

1 − Nγ
. (9)

In plugging in (2) and reorganizing, it can be seen that in
order to achieve input matching the following must be true:

n

N
≤ 0.443. (10)

This result shows that to achieve input matching at a higher
subharmonic (n > 1), the number of mixer switches must
increase. This can be used as a simple and highly conser-
vative starting point in guaranteeing a match is achievable.
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FIGURE 9. Four-phase mixer outputted as a two-path system.

However, matching can be achieved beyond this inequal-
ity by utilizing a higher switch resistance at the cost of
narrower tuning range. A more exact relation of guaranteed
input matching to this ratio for an arbitrary switch resistance
can be shown to be

Rsw ≤ RA
⋃

sinc2
(πn

N

)
≥ 1

2

(
1 − Rsw

RA

)
. (11)

B. CONVERSION GAIN
Conversion gain for a passive mixer with a sine wave input
can be defined as the IF voltage amplitude divided by
input RF voltage amplitude. More specifically, in the LTV
model voltage-mode conversion gain can be defined for each
individual switch as

GRF−IF|switch = sinc
(nπ
N

) ZB
ZB + NR′

A
. (12)

The first term of the switch conversion gain arises due
to the sampling effect being a pulse-train, while the second
half arises due to the switch seeing the input every Nth
clock phase. A plot of the maximum conversion gain per
switch can be seen in Fig. 9. For a traditional switching
mixer, the above conversion gain is divided by the number
of switches (N). Therefore, it can be seen that a passive
sampling mixer exhibits better conversion gain than a passive
switching mixer. The improvement in conversion gain comes
from the sizing constraint set for the baseband capacitor
discussed in Section IV-A, which provides some memory
to the network. Interestingly, when viewed as a differential
output, the overall conversion gain can be greater than 0 dB.
For example, consider the four-switch mixer seen in Fig. 10.
If the 0◦ and 180◦ phase path is defined as an output and
the 90◦ and 270◦ phase path is defined as a second output,
then the overall maximum conversion gain of a single path is
(4

√
2)/π (5.1 dB). In practice, greater than 0-dB conversion

gain can be achieved, but is typically not maximized for
mixer first receivers as the input matching requirement can
create non-negligible voltage division.

FIGURE 10. Maximum conversion gain per switch at a given subharmonic for
various number of switches.

C. NOISE FIGURE
In [25], it is shown that the passive mixer noise figure can
be derived from the input matching LTI model. In doing so
for our LTI model, the noise factor is

F = 1 + Rsw
RA

+ Re{Zsh}
RA

∣∣∣∣
RA + Rsw

Zsh

∣∣∣∣

2

+ R′
B

Re{RA}
∣∣
∣∣
RA + Rsw

R′
B

∣∣
∣∣

2

(13)

where R′
B represents the physical resistance seen at the output

of the mixer switch. R′
B may be different from RB. For

example, if a resistive feedback amplifier follows the passive
mixer, the feedback resistor may be modeled as a resistor
at the input to ground valued as [R′

B/(1 + AOL)] according
to the Miller effect (where AOL is the amplifiers open loop
gain). Therefore, RB = [R′

B/(1 + AOL)], however the noise
is contributed by R′

B. Assuming R′
B is much larger than R′

A
and Re{Zsh} >> Im{Zsh}, both of which are typically true
in receiver design, the noise factor can be simplified to

F ≈
(

1 + RSW
RA

)

sinc2(πn
N

) . (14)

The passive nature of the mixer causes it to be lossy and
therefore causes the contribution of the successive gain stage
to be the dominant source of noise. However, designing a
baseband amplifier with low noise can be easily done and
at low power cost compared to an RF LNA.

D. LINEARITY
Passive mixer first architectures have better linearity com-
pared to active LNA first architectures. This can be under-
stood intuitively as a passive mixer in its ideal operating
condition is simply a linear resistor. Therefore, it qualita-
tively is expected that a passive mixer first architecture will
tend to have higher IIP3 values as compared to LNA first
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FIGURE 11. Schematic of two-stage LO buffer.

architectures. In-band IIP3 values of 14 dBm and OOB IIP3
values of 25 dBm have been reported for passive mixer-
first RXs [24], [59]. The IIP3 for mixer-first receivers is
often limited by the baseband circuitry. A more analytical
discussion of passive mixer linearity can be seen in [33]
and [34].

V. POWER CONSUMPTION OF MIXER FIRST RECEIVER
While the power consumption of a passive mixer in isolation
is zero, the power consumed by the LO buffer circuitry is
proportional to the gate capacitance of the mixer switches. In
many low-power radio designs, the LO buffer is one of the
dominant power consuming blocks and should be minimized
as much as possible, given that the cost of increased phase
noise from the buffers is acceptable. However, the capaci-
tance seen at the gate of the mixer is directly proportional
to the mixer on resistance Rsw, a key parameter for NF and
input matching. This means there is a relationship between
mixer NF and power consumption of the LO buffers that
has been not explored in previous works.

A. BUFFER DESIGN
Fig. 11. shows a typical two-stage LO buffer. The first stage
is a minimum sized inverter used to prevent the larger stage
buffer from loading the preceding stage, usually a frequency
divider or directly connected to the LO.
The second inverter is sized up by scale of s depending

on the size of the load capacitance presented by the mixer,
Cmix. Cmix is defined as the gate capacitance of the switch
in the triode region

Cmix = (2Cov + Cox)WL (15)

where Cov is the gate overlap capacitance, Cox is the oxide
capacitance, and W and L are the width and length of mixer
switch. This can be alternatively defined in terms of mixer
on resistance

Cmix = 2Cov + Cox
μnCox(VDD − Vth)

L2

Rsw
. (16)

This equation defines gate capacitance for a single nMOS
mixer switch, and would be scaled by N switches to calcu-
late total mixer capacitance. From (14) and (16) the inverse
relationship between Cmix and noise factor F can be seen
through Rsw.

FIGURE 12. First order RC approximation for an inverter based on a W/L scale
factor of s.

B. INVERTER SIZING FOR GIVEN PROCESS
Using a lumped approximation for the nonlinear MOS capac-
itors and resistors, we can analyze the reference inverter in
its on-state as a simple first-order RC network as shown in
Fig. 12. The intrinsic rise (fall) time tr0(tf0) from 10% to
90% can be calculated as

tr0 = tf0 = ln(9)ReffCeff (17)

where Ceff and Reff are the effective lumped element approx-
imations for the internal capacitances and resistance of the
inverter, respectively.

C. MINIMUM BUFFER SIZING
To achieve a sharper rise/fall time, the width of the final
inverter must be sized up. However, sizing up the width
increases the internal capacitance of the inverter, increasing
its self-loading. A minimum rise time can be chosen to set
an upper bound on buffer sizing. However, this upper bound
on sizing may be increased further to reduce the phase noise
contribution of the buffers if critical for the design. For a
size increase of s, Ceff increases approximately by a factor
of s while Reff decreases approximately by a factor of s.
Therefore, tr,min can be defined as

tr,min = ln(9)Reff

(
Ceff + Cmix

s

)
= p

fLO
(18)

where p is the fraction of LO period for the rise (fall) time.
A p = 0.1 gives a reasonable rise (fall) time with minimal
impact on mixer performance. Following this, the minimum
s can be solved as

s >
ReffCmix

0.455 p
fLO

− ReffCeff
. (19)

With the required sizing of the output buffer calculated, the
power consumption of the two inverters can be calculated.
While the dynamic power of the output buffer consumes the
most power due to its large capacitive load, for low-power
designs the dynamic power of the first buffer contributes a
non-negligible percentage of the overall power and should
not be ignored. The gate capacitance Cg of the inverters can
be defined as

Ceff = γpCg ≈ Cg (20)

where γp is a proportionality factor and is close to 1 for
most submicron processes [35], yielding that output internal
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FIGURE 13. Analytical versus simulated results for rise time (left) and power
consumption (right) versus inverter buffer sizes 2 GHz for a 65-nm process. The
analytical equations used are (22), (21), and (19) with a p = 0.1.

capacitance is approximately equal to input capacitance for
an inverter. Finally, the power of each inverter can be
calculated as

Pinv,1 ≈ V2
DDCeff(s+ 1)fLO (21)

Pinv,2 ≈ V2
DD(sCeff + Cmix)fLO. (22)

which ignores short circuit current, which is negligible. As
can be seen, by utilizing (22), (21), and (19), the power
of the LO buffers can be estimated given the mixer gate
capacitance and minimum rise/fall time spec. To verify this,
Reff and Ceff were measured for a 65-nm process and rise
time and power consumption were simulated to compare to
theory. Fig. 13 shows good agreement of the theory versus
simulation for various Cmix values.

D. FREQUENCY DIVIDER
Between the LO and mixer-buffers, a frequency divider is
commonly used to achieve the correct duty-cycle for the
mixer. In low-power receivers, the power of the frequency
divider between the LO and mixer-buffers can be non-
negligible. At minimum, a 2× frequency divider is needed
to achieve a 50% or 25% duty cycle needed for most mixer
designs, which also increases the power consumption of the
LO which must operate at 2× the frequency. The choice of
frequency divider and sizing used depends on RX spec-
ifications such duty-cycle percent, phase noise, and I/Q
mismatch. However [57] provides a table of comparison for
25% duty-cycle dividers simulated at 2.5 GHz. When using
the proposed windmill divider, a total power consumption
of <70 μW was achieved in 22-nm FDSOI. However, the
frequency divider must be designed within a given process,
sizing, and frequency for accurate power estimations.

E. RING OSCILLATOR
For low-power receivers, using a RO for LO generation
is preferred for its low-power compared to LC-oscillators.
However, ROs suffer from much higher phase noise typi-
cally. The power of a typical RO can be estimated from a
given phase noise specification [48]

L{�f } ≈ 8

3η

kT

PRO

VDD
Vchar

f 2
LO

�f 2
(23)

FIGURE 14. Block level of fabricated low-power mixer-first front end.

where PRO is the power consumption of the RO, η is a rise
time-stage delay proportionality constant that is close to 1,
Vchar is the characteristic voltage of the given process, and
�f is the frequency offset where phase noise is measured.
Power consumption of the RO directly can be calculated as

PRO = 2ηNV2
DD

(
2s′Ceff

)
fLO (24)

s′ = swsL (25)

where N is the number of RO stages, and s′ represents the
scale factor from the minimum inverter for both W and
L given by sw and sL, respectively. The factor of 2 arises
due to the fact that each inverter in the RO sees its own
self-capacitance and the gate capacitance of the next stage.

VI. ULTRALOW-POWER FINFET MIXER-FIRST
FRONT END
In the above analysis, it can be observed that the power
consumption of a mixer-first RX front end with a RO is
entirely from digital power consumption. It can also be seen
that the architecture is highly digital in nature and consists
only of logic gates and switches. Therefore, it is assumed
this technology will benefit greatly from technology scaling.
An ULP RX front end in FinFET technology was fabricated
to showcase the performance limits of a mixer-first receiver
with a primary focus on minimizing power. GlobalFoundries
12-nm (GF12) FinFET technology was used to demonstrate
the benefits of technology scaling on low-power mixer-first
architectures.

A. MIXER-FIRST RECEIVER ARCHITECTURE
The fabricated FinFET ULP RX front end is shown in
Fig. 14. The receiver uses a differential passive mixer first
architecture. The mixer switches are minimum size to take
full advantage of the FinFET technology scaling to reduce
the capacitive loading and therefore power consumption
of the LO buffers. While using minimum mixer switches
greatly increases the on-resistance of the mixer, an external
matching network is used to help overcome the increased
loss. Following the mixer is a two-stage active-bandpass fil-
ter implemented using self-biased current reuse amplifiers.
To exploit the high output resistance of FinFETs which is
significantly higher than planar FETs, the bias network is
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FIGURE 15. Block Level Architecture of (a) passive mixer, (b) baseband amplifier,
(c) RO, and (d) LO buffer.

designed to not resistively load the output of the amplifier
and therefore achieve maximum gain despite very low cur-
rent consumption. The transistor level design of the circuits
is shown in Fig. 15.

B. LOCAL OSCILLATOR DESIGN
The LO is designed as a three-stage current-starved RO.
The RO again uses small FET sizing to maximize the power
savings from technology scaling. The RO has a simulated
phase noise of −63 dBc/Hz at 1-MHz offset with a center
frequency of 2.46 GHz. Due to the emphasis on lowering
power as much as possible, the phase noise performance is
worse than that typically used for RF receivers. However,
for FSK modulation, poor phase noise can be withstood
at the cost of lower data rate, an acceptable tradeoff for
energy-constrained IoT applications which do not require
high-data rates [37]. A pseudo-differential LO buffer is used
to produce positive and negative phases to the mixer with
minimal power. The first stage of buffering is designed as a
level shifter to boost the reduced oscillator swing due to the
current-starved RO and to correct duty-cycle. The second
stage of the buffer is enabled to be a simple minimum-sized
inverter due to the small mixer capacitance. This both min-
imizes power consumption and allows for minimal overlap
between the differential LO phases, allowing the pseudo-
differential buffer structure to be used without power-hungry
LO-divider structures being needed.

C. MEASUREMENT RESULTS
The receiver consumes a total of 52.4 μW with the RO
consuming 36 μW, LO buffers consuming 16 μW, and base-
band amplifiers consuming 0.4 μW. The total on-chip gain
and bandwidth can be seen in Fig. 16. The gain of each
baseband amplifier is 16.5 dB and mixer conversion gain is
−3 dB. The matching network provides 12.6 dB of passive
gain with an S11 seen in Fig. 17. The total baseband 3-dB
bandwidth is measured to be 110 kHz. Noise figure was mea-
sured to be 48.2 dB. To help compare this receiver front end
to existing works, link budget sensitivity was calculated to
be −64.5 dBm using S = −174 +NF+ 10 (BW)+SNRmin.
For a BER of 0.1%, SNRmin is 10 dB for FSK [60]. A plot

FIGURE 16. Measured RX voltage gain.

FIGURE 17. Measured S11 with external matching network.

of active power consumption versus sensitivity [1] can be
seen in Fig. 18 for receivers operating in the 2.4-GHz ISM
band. Simulated in-band IIP3 is −51 dBm. The active area
is 0.0274 mm2. A die photograph can be seen in Fig. 19.

VII. WAKE-UP RECEIVER FOR NB-IOT
Given the performance tradeoffs of low-power radio tech-
niques, it is often challenging to translate these techniques
to standard-compliant radios. Most modern communication
standards require higher data rates, stricter blocker tolerance,
higher sensitivity, support more spectral efficient modula-
tions, and/or need to be highly reconfigurable to support
advanced techniques at the higher networking layers. Due
to these challenges, a system-level approach that addresses
lowering power at the networking, signaling, system, and
transistor-level is often needed. In addition, heterodyne
architectures are virtually always required over alternative
radio topologies. In this section, a brief background on the
challenges of standard-compliant radios is given as well
as a fabricated example of an NB-IoT standard WRX is
highlighted.
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FIGURE 18. RX active power versus sensitivity for published FSK receivers
operating at 2.4 GHz.

FIGURE 19. Die photograph of mixer-first receiver.

A. BENEFITS OF A WAKE-UP RECEIVER
One way to address the high-power consumption of standard-
compliant RXs is through the use of duty cycling [41]. With
this system-level approach, the RX is only reachable dur-
ing set intervals in time and can be turned off in-between,
directly saving power at the cost of latency. In extreme cases,
the RX may only be reachable several times a day. However,
for event-triggered IoT applications, this long latency may be
unacceptable. A different solution that can break the latency
versus power tradeoff is the use of a WRX [6]. In the wake-
up paradigm, an always-on or frequently-on WRX listens
for a wake-up message when the main RX is off. Once this
wake-up message is detected by the WRX, the main RX is
turned on for payload information on demand. As the wake-
up message only contains 1 bit of information (turn on or
not), simplified signaling and demodulation techniques can
be used such as correlation against a stored template which
can make the power of the WRX much less than the RX.

FIGURE 20. Block diagram of the fabricated wake-up receiver, showing
configuration with the main NB-IoT radio.

Increasingly, commercial standards such as Wi-Fi, NB-IoT,
and 5G NR are including wake-up signaling as standard com-
pliant. A design example for the cellular NB-IoT standard
is highlighted to show the power savings for commercial
radios when operating with a WRX.

B. NB-IOT BACKGROUND
NB-IoT is a low-power, wide-area network (LPWAN), cel-
lular IoT protocol defined by 3GPP to target long-range, low
data rate, and long battery life. While based on the same sub-
6-GHz technology as LTE, NB-IoT is officially included by
3GPP as a 5G standard and will experience continuous sup-
port and growth throughout the lifetime of 5G [40]. Cellular
IoT standards such as NB-IoT serve a different use case
than other wireless protocols used for IoT such as BLE,
WiFi, or LoRa, as they operate on licensed spectrum from
commercial cell towers and do not rely on locally installed
routers. This means NB-IoT scales to a larger number of
devices and has the ability to maintain coverage “coast-to-
coast” compared to other IoT protocols. However, due to the
need for integration with existing 4G/5G standards, NB-IoT
is much more complex than other IoT protocols and requires
not only high-performing analog components but also more
advanced digital baseband processing.
Recently reported commercial NB-IoT radios have not

addressed NB- IoT RX power consumption or explored inte-
gration of wake-up receivers. In [42], an NB-IoT TRX with
integrated PA and multitone TX support is reported; however,
the RF receiver consumes 53 mW of power in lower band
operation. In [43], emphasis was put on GNSS and NB-IoT
integration but not low power, with an RF RX power con-
sumption of 50 mW reported. The SAW-less NB-IoT TRX
of [44] duty cycles the RX LO to achieve a lower power
consumption, but still spends considerable power on the RF
front-end and reports an RX power of 11.8 mW. The work
of [62] achieves a very low power but is only an RF-front end
and does not include PLL power. Reference [63] similarly
reports a high power of 43 mW for the RX. The limiting
factor for these receivers is the use of high-powered RF
front-end components and frequency synthesizers which are
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FIGURE 21. Power and sensitivity.

FIGURE 22. Carrier-to-interference-ratio of CW interferer and noise figure.

needed to demodulate OFDM QPSK messages while still
meeting high sensitivity. The novelty of this work is the
introduction of a stand-alone WRX for NB-IoT to reduce
power. Thus, ease of integration with the NB-IoT standard
is important in addition to the WRX power and sensitivity
performance. The WUS is not modified from that sent from
commercial cell towers utilizing Rel 15 NB-IoT, meaning
no logistical cost is associated with our implementation of
a WRX. This is a key difference between WRX architec-
tures for other protocols that require firmware changes or
nonstandard compliant OOK signaling to be transmitted [45].

C. WRX ARCHITECTURE
The RF front-end consists of a current-reuse Low-Noise
transconductance amplifier (LNTA), active I/Q mixers, com-
plex filter, 4th order bandpass filters, and programmable gain
amplifiers (PGAs) [49]. A block diagram of the RF compo-
nents is shown in Fig. 20. The LO consists of a fractional-N
PLL with LC-VCO which utilizes an off-chip inductor to
reduce power consumption through its high Q. The fine
frequency resolution of the fractional-N PLL is needed to
align to the NB-IoT symbols with minimal center frequency
offset (CFO). The phase noise of the LO can be relaxed
to save power due to the lower SNR requirement of the
correlation-based WUS signal. The RF front-end operates in
the RF frequency range of 750–960 MHz and converts the
signal to a low-IF.

D. MEASURED RESULTS
The NB-IoT WRX was fabricated in 28-nm CMOS, operates
at 0.9 V, and occupies an area of 1.08 mm2 [49]. Power

FIGURE 23. Fabricated NB-IoT WRX.

breakdown and sensitivity are shown in Fig. 21. Sensitivity
performance was measured by sending the standard-specified
Zadoff–Chu OFDM WUS signal to the WRX, then using an
FFT and correlating the baseband signal off-chip. Both the
correct WUS signal and incorrect WUS signals were swept
to find false detection probabilities. A normalized correlation
of >0.2 was found to be needed to ensure false detection
probability fell below >10−3, and sensitivity was taken at this
value. An NF of 4–8 dB is measured in the low-IF bandwidth
and a carrier to interference ratio of −35 dB at a 1-MHz
offset from a CW interferer as reported in Fig. 22. Fig. 23
shows the fabricated WRX and wire-bonded inductor.

VIII. CONCLUSION
While there have been great advances in reducing the power
for OOK receivers, there still exists a considerable gap
in innovations for low-power RX designs that can support
spectrally efficient modulation, higher data rates, increased
blocker performance, and increased reconfigurability. This
will become increasingly important as RX spectrum becomes
more and more congested and modern wireless standards
continue to advance in complexity. Low-power heterodyne
architectures need to be re-examined for new innovations to
lower power while mainlining acceptable performance. One
such promising architecture is the mixer-first RX. Presented
here is a background on low-power heterodyne architec-
tures and a detailed generalized theory for low-power mixer
first RXs. Formalizing the power performance of heterodyne
architectures can inform low-power designs in the future. In
addition, an ULP mixer-first RX and a standard compliant
NB-IoT WRX highlight recent directions for low-power het-
erodyne RXs. This background, theory, and design examples
will motivate more investigation into low-power heterodyne
RXs to complement existing research on other types of
low-power RXs such as ED-first.
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[61] C. Wu, Y. Wang, B. Nikolić, and C. Hull, “An interference-
resilient wideband mixer-first receiver with LO leakage suppres-
sion and I/Q correlated orthogonal calibration,” IEEE Trans.
Microw. Theory Techn., vol. 64, no. 4, pp. 1088–1101, Apr. 2016,
doi: 10.1109/TMTT.2016.2532867.

[62] H. R. Kooshkaki et al., “A 0.75 mW receiver front-end for NB-IoT,” in
Proc. IEEE Radio Freq. Integr. Circuits Symp. (RFIC), San Diego, CA,
USA, 2023, pp. 173–176.

[63] Y. Pu et al., “A tri-mode reconfigurable receiver for GNSS/NB-
IoT/BLE with 68-dB HR3 and 60-dB IMRR in 28-nm CMOS,” IEEE
Trans. Very Large Scale Integr. (VLSI) Syst., vol. 31, no. 8,
pp. 1140–1152, Aug. 2023.

AMAN GUPTA (Graduate Student Member, IEEE)
received the B.S. degree in electrical engineering
from Case Western Reserve University, Cleveland,
OH, USA, in 2020, and the M.S. degree in electri-
cal and computer engineering from the University
of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, USA, in 2022,
where he is currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree
with the Department of Electrical and Computer
Engineering.

His research interests include low-power-
integrated circuits for wireless communication.

TREVOR J. ODELBERG (Graduate Student
Member, IEEE) received the B.S. degree in
electrical engineering from Purdue University,
West Lafayette, IN, USA, in 2017. He is
currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree in electrical
and computer engineering with the University of
Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, USA.

His research interests are in integrated circuits
for next-generation wireless technologies.

VOLUME 3, 2023 237

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/RFIC.2017.7969011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/COMST.2018.2871099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSAC.2014.2328098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2020.3030653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ISSCC42613.2021.9365825
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ISSCC19947.2020.9063093
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSSC.2020.3012742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/RFIC.2019.8701840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/CICC.2013.6658500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ISSCC.2012.6177088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ISSCC42613.2021.9365806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/4.766813
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/RFIC51843.2021.9490494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/RFIC.2017.7969072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSSC.2020.3031493
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2019.2913654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JSSC.2021.3101984
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TMTT.2016.2532867


GUPTA et al.: LOW-POWER HETERODYNE RECEIVER ARCHITECTURES: REVIEW, THEORY, AND EXAMPLES

DAVID D. WENTZLOFF (Senior Member, IEEE)
received the B.S.E. degree in electrical engi-
neering from the University of Michigan, Ann
Arbor, MI, USA, in 1999, and the M.S. and
Ph.D. degrees from the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology, Cambridge, MA, USA, in 2002 and
2007, respectively.

In 2012, he co-founded PsiKick, Santa Clara,
CA, USA, a fabless semiconductor company,
developing ultralow-power wireless SoCs. Since
August 2007, he has been with the University of

Michigan, where he is currently a Professor of Electrical Engineering and
Computer Science. His research interests include RF-integrated circuits, with
an emphasis on ultralow-power design. His research interests include low-
power-integrated circuits for wireless communication in energy-constrained
(e.g., powered by harvested energy) and volume-constrained (e.g., cubic-mm
sensor nodes) applications. More specifically, his research group focuses
on: 1) synthesizable all-digital radios and radio building blocks; 2) wire-
less body sensor networks (channel modeling, radios, and antennas); and
3) radios and interfaces for the mm-scale class of computers.

Prof. Wentzloff was a recipient of the 2009 DARPA Young Faculty
Award, the 2009–2010 Eta Kappa Nu Professor of the Year Award,
the 2011 DAC/ISSCC Student Design Contest Award, the 2012 IEEE
Subthreshold Microelectronics Conference Best Paper Award, the 2012 NSF
CAREER Award, the 2014 ISSCC Outstanding Forum Presenter Award,
the 2014–2015 Eta Kappa Nu ECE Professor of the Year Award, the
2014–2015 EECS Outstanding Achievement Award, and the 2015 Joel and
Ruth Spira Excellence in Teaching Award. He served for the Technical
Program Committee for ICUWB 2008–2010, ISLPED 2011–2015, S3S
2013–2014, RFIC 2013–2021, and ISSCC 2020–2021. He served as a
Guest Editor for the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON MICROWAVE THEORY AND

TECHNIQUES, IEEE Communications Magazine, and Signal Processing:
Image Communication (Elsevier). He is a Senior Member of the IEEE
Circuits and Systems Society, IEEE Microwave Theory and Techniques
Society, IEEE Solid-State Circuits Society, and Tau Beta Pi. See
https://wics.engin.umich.edu for more information.

238 VOLUME 3, 2023



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Gautami
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /HelveticaBolditalic-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Bold
    /Helvetica-LightOblique
    /HelveticaNeue-Bold
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldItalic
    /HelveticaNeue-Condensed
    /HelveticaNeue-CondensedObl
    /HelveticaNeue-Italic
    /HelveticaNeueLightcon-LightCond
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumCond
    /HelveticaNeue-MediumCondObl
    /HelveticaNeue-Roman
    /HelveticaNeue-ThinCond
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HelvetisADF-Bold
    /HelvetisADF-BoldItalic
    /HelvetisADFCd-Bold
    /HelvetisADFCd-BoldItalic
    /HelvetisADFCd-Italic
    /HelvetisADFCd-Regular
    /HelvetisADFEx-Bold
    /HelvetisADFEx-BoldItalic
    /HelvetisADFEx-Italic
    /HelvetisADFEx-Regular
    /HelvetisADF-Italic
    /HelvetisADF-Regular
    /Impact
    /Kartika
    /Latha
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MVBoli
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Raavi
    /Shruti
    /Sylfaen
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryITCbyBT-MediumItal
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 200
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 200
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Recommended"  settings for PDF Specification 4.01)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


