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Abstract

Research in analog integrated circuits has recently gone in the direction
of low-voltage (LV)‚ low-power (LP) design‚ especially in the environment of
portable systems where a low supply voltage‚ given by a single-cell battery‚ is
used. These LV circuits have to show also a reduced power consumption to
maintain a longer battery lifetime. In this area‚ traditional voltage-mode
techniques are going to be substituted by the current-mode approach‚ which has
the recognized advantage to overcome the gain-bandwidth product limitation‚
typical of operational amplifiers. Then‚ they do not require high voltage gains
and have good performance in terms of speed‚ bandwidth and accuracy. Inside
the current-mode architectures‚ the current-conveyor (CCII) can be considered
the basic circuit block because all the active devices can be made of a suitable
connection of one or two CCIIs. CCII is particularly attractive in portable
systems‚ where LV LP constraints have to be taken into account. In fact‚ it
suffers less from the limitation of low current utilisation‚ while showing full
dynamic characteristics at reduced supplies (especially CMOS version) and good
high frequency performance. Recent advances in integrated circuit technology
have also highlighted the usefulness of CCII solutions in a large number of
signal processing applications.

The outline of Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors is the
following. In the first chapter‚ the authors talk about the current-mode approach
and a brief history of the first and second generation CC. Then‚ the second
generation current-conveyor (CCII) will be considered as a building block in
the main active feedback devices and in the implementation of simple
analog functions‚ as an alternative to OA. In the second chapter‚ the design and
characteristics of CCII topologies are described‚ together with a further look into
CCII modern solutions and future trends. Chapter 3 deals with low voltage low
power LV LP CCII implementations and new considerations about CCII noise
and offset. In Chapter 4 the CCII evolution towards differential and generalized
topologies will be considered. Chapter 5 deals about old and new CCII
applications in some basic analog functions such as filters‚ impedance simulators
and converters‚ oscillators‚ etc.. In the Appendix‚ there is also an experimental
session‚ where on-chip measurements can be compared with theory and
simulations.

Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors is a valuable reference
source for current-mode and CCII analog integrated circuit designers and can be
considered also a suitable text for advance courses on microelectronics.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The development of VLSI technology, together with the request of a
larger number of elements on a single chip, has led to an improved interest in
analog circuit design, especially for what concerns integrated circuits. The main
aim of analog integrated circuits (ICs) is to satisfy circuit specifications through
circuit architectures with the required performance. They can be used either as
“stand-alone” topologies or connected to the digital part to implement mixed
analog-digital functions, utilised in a wide field of applications. Even if
numerous researchers have predicted a reduced utilisation of analog
architectures and an increased development of the digital counterpart, analog
circuitry continues to be necessary. In fact, analog circuits are needed in many
VLSI systems such as filters, D/A and A/D converters, voltage comparators,
current and voltage amplifiers, etc.. Moreover, new applications continue to
appear where new analog topologies have to be designed to ensure the trade-off
between speed and power requirements. Finally, the recent trend towards
miniaturized circuits has given a strong and decisive boost towards the design of
low-voltage low-power (LV LP) analog integrated circuits, which are widely
utilized in portable-system applications [1,2,3]. This has led to implement new
design circuit strategies in low-cost CMOS technology.
Since the beginning of electronics, the need of new active devices has always
been very important. It has driven to the birth of transistors which have been
used, then, in amplifiers, impedance converters, filters, etc.. In particular, the
voltage operational amplifier (OA) has rapidly become the main analog block
and has dominated the market since the advent of the first analog integrated
circuits. Nowadays, the situation is changing because there is a new impulse
towards the so called current-mode circuits [4,5,6,7], which are able to
overcome the limitation of a constant gain-bandwidth product [4,8,9] and the
trade-off between speed and bandwidth, so that performance is improved in
terms of low-voltage characteristics and of slew-rate and bandwidth.



Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyor I

The outline of the book is the following: firstly, the authors will talk about a
brief history of the first and second generation CC. Then, the second generation
current-conveyor (CCII) will be considered as a building block in the main
active feedback devices and in the implementation of simple analog functions,
as an alternative to OA. In the next chapters, the design of CCII topologies will
be considered together with a further look into CCII modern solutions and future
trends, in particular low offset and low noise topologies. That is why, the authors
will then describe LV LP CCII implementations, their evolution towards
differential and generalized topologies, and new possible CCII applications in
some basic analog functions such as filters, impedance simulators and
converters, oscillators, etc.. Some of these implementations have been fabricated
in a standard CMOS technology. On chip measurements will be finally reported.

1.1 THE CURRENT-MODE APPROACH: BRIEF
HISTORY OF CURRENT CONVEYORS.

1.1.1 The current-mode approach.

In analog circuit design, there is often a large request for amplifiers with
specific current performance for signal processing.
The current-mode approach [4,6], which considers the information flowing on
time-varying currents, proposes a new way to “see” integrated circuits even if
sometimes there is nothing new, except that we are revisiting old circuits
towards different and more elegant solutions for many circuit problems.
Current-mode techniques are characterised by signals as typically processed in
the current domain. Current-mode circuits have some recognised advantages:
firstly, they do not require a high voltage gain, so high performance amplifiers
are not needed. Then, they do not need high precision passive components, so
they can be designed almost entirely with transistors. This makes the current-
mode circuits compatible with typical digital processes. Finally, they show high
performance in terms of speed, bandwidth and accuracy.
The current-mode approach is also powerful if we consider that all the analog IC
functions, which traditionally were been designed in the voltage-mode, can be
also implemented in current-mode.
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A well-known current-mode circuit is the Current-Feedback Operational
Amplifier (CFOA) [10,11,12,13,14]. This circuit, if compared to the traditional
voltage OA, shows a constant bandwidth with respect to the closed-loop gain
and a very high slew-rate. This makes this circuit of primary importance in the
design of modern LV LP ICs.
The first stage of CFOA is the current-conveyor (CC), which is the main subject
of this book. As a matter of facts, CC can be considered the basic current-mode
building block because all the active devices can be made of a suitable
connection of one or two CCIIs. It will be particularly attractive in the
environment of portable systems where a low supply voltage, given by a single-
cell battery, is used. These LV circuits have to show also a reduced power
consumption to maintain a longer battery lifetime. This implies a reduction of
the biasing currents in the amplifier stages, with consequent reduction in some
amplifier performance. The current-mode approach suffers less from this
limitation, while showing full dynamic characteristics also at reduced supply
levels and good high-frequency performance.
Moreover, recent advances in the technologies of ICs have highlighted the
usefulness of the attractive and elegant current-mode circuit solutions in a large
number of signal processing applications.

1.1.2 Brief history of first and second generation current
conveyors

The current conveyor (CC) is a basic block that can be implemented in
analog circuit design using a like-OA approach; it also represents an effective
alternative to the same OA for designers. This is mainly due to the fact that both
practical current conveyors and OAs are marked by characteristics that are very
close to the ideal ones.
Sedra and Smith introduced the current conveyors in 1968 [15,16] but their real
advantages and innovative impact were not immediately clear at that time. In
fact, at the same time, electronic companies started to put their main efforts in
the fabrication of monolithic OAs; as a consequence, the relevant value of the
new invention was partially overshadowed.
Only in recent years, with the growing diffusion of the current-mode approach as
a way to design LV LP circuits, current conveyors have gained an increased
popularity.

3
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The original example presented by Sedra and Smith in 1968 was generically
named by the authors “current conveyor”. The first block was identified as “first
generation current conveyor”, or CCI, only when its evolved topology was
called “second generation current conveyor”, or CCII, in 1970 [16,17].
CCI is a three-terminal device, schematically represented in figure 1.1.

It operates as follows: if a voltage is applied to Y node, the same voltage will
appear at X node, while the opposite happens to currents. In fact, the current
flowing at Y node is equal to the one flowing at X node; this current is
“CONVEYED” to the output Z node, too.

Current at Z node can flow in the direction of Ix or in the opposite one. In the
matrix description reported in figure 1.2, we assume that sign + stays for
currents flowing in the same direction, while sign – stays for the opposite
situation, considering CCI as reference. In the first case we have a “positive
CCI” (named CCI+), in the second case a “negative CCI” (or CCI-). X and Y
nodes have a low impedance level, ideally zero, whereas Z node shows a high
impedance level, ideally infinite (figure 1.2).
The previous description clearly points out how the voltage at X node is
independent of the current flowing at the same node. Similarly, the current
flowing at Y node is not related to the potential applied in any way.

4
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It is possible to represent CCI using the nullator-norator (nullor) formalism (see
Appendix A), as in figure 1.3 [16],

while figure 1.4 reproduces a possible practical realisation for a class A CCI at
transistor level [16].

The circuit topology can be implemented either in bipolar or CMOS technology,
but, nowadays, the latter is much more used than the former. Its main drawback
is represented by the fact that it operates in class A. To improve the circuit
clearness, the biasing circuits have not been considered.

5
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The operating mode of the circuit shown in figure 1.4 is easily derived from the
topology shown. MP1 and MP2 perform the voltage following action between Y
and X nodes, while the current mirror, formed by MN1 and MN2, provides a
current Iy equal to that flowing from X node. Through the use of MN3, the same
current is “conveyed” to the high-impedance current output node Z.
Starting from this topology, a simple class AB CCI can be designed, as shown in
figure 1.5 [16,18].

Another possible topology for the first generation current conveyor, which
includes bias stabilisation, is shown in figure 1.6 [19]. In fact, the quiescent
current flowing in the X-node branch is very sensitive to supply voltage and
transistors mismatch. Also, current mirrors MN1-MN2 and MP3-MP4 may
present a gain lower than unity. This leads to a bad control of the biasing current
with consequent bad circuit performance. A simple but effective way to reduce
this problem consists in feeding back, to the Y node branch, only a fixed fraction
of X node current. The remaining part will be provided by current generators
named Iss.

6
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When CCI was firstly introduced, it was employed as a new building block in
the design of simple analog signal processing circuits. For example, we have
implemented topologies as: V-I and I-V converters, negative impedance
converters. They are shown in figures 1.7,1.8,1.9.

7
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The design of circuits based on CCI can, in some cases, turn out to be quite
problematic, sin0ce the current flows in all the block terminals. This is perhaps
the greater limit of the CCI device, which reduces its flexibility and versatility.
As stated before, the current conveyor success came only when CCII was
introduced, two years later than CCI. Basically, there is only a little difference
between the two blocks, but in the practical applications CCII has shown to be
much more versatile and helpful than CCI.

8
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CCII is topologically very similar to its predecessor (see figure 1.10) [16,17].
The electrical characteristics of the new block are reported in figure 1.11.

Compared to the previous version, the innovation of CCII is represented by the
absence of current in the Y node, owing to its high impedance (ideally infinite).
From the nullor point of view, CCII can be easily represented, as shown in
figure 1.12, where only a simplified scheme is depicted [16,20].

9



Using this model, currents flowing at X and Z nodes are equal in magnitude but
opposite in direction, assuming CCII as their reference. This means that if Ix
flows out from X node, Iz flows into Z node and vice versa.
On the other hand, real CCII implementations can lead to two different
situations, as for CCI. In figure 1.12 (currents flowing in opposite directions
from the CCII point of view), the block is called negative CCII (CCII-) while,
when Ix and Iz flow in the same direction, we have a positive CCII (CCII+).
After this statement, it is clear that figure 1.10 represents a CCII+.
A more complete nullator-norator model for CCII, which takes into account the
two possibilities described above, is represented in figure 1.13 [16].

The two cases of negative and positive CCII are also included in the more
complete matrix description of figure 1.14.

Many different solutions, some of which will be illustrated and explained in
detail in chapters 2 and 3, have been studied and proposed in the literature to
implement CCII.

10
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Nevertheless, CCII success does not rely on a particular circuit solution but on
its general aptitude of being so easily used in analog processing circuits, like –
and sometimes with better results – the well-known OA. In the figures 1.15-
1.21, simple applications with CCIIs, typically implemented with OAs (VCVS,
VCCS, CCCS, CCVS, current amplifier, current differentiator and integrator),
are shown [16].
In the following applications, negative and positive CCIIs are employed. The
different cases can be distinguished by looking at the arrows showing the current
flow.

11
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1.2 THE SECOND GENERATION CURRENT
CONVEYOR (CCII) AS BUILDING BLOCK.

1.2.1 The nullor approach.

The concept of an ideal active device has been introduced in electronic
theory world in 1954 by Tellegen [21]. Ten years later, this ideal amplifier was
represented by the nullator-norator (see Appendix A) formalism by Carlin, who
introduced the nullor concept [22], reported in figure 1.22.

The nullor can be considered as the pre-eminently ideal amplifier and it is used
as starting point in almost every theoretical approach to the amplifiers. Active
elements, such as OAs or CCIIs, can be regarded as partial realisation of nullors.
In fact, ideal OAs and CCIIs are simply obtained grounding one of the norator
and one of the nullator terminals, respectively, as shown in detail in Appendix A
[20]. (A different nullator-based model for the CCII, maybe more intuitive, will
be shown in figure 1.24).
Due to their direct derivation from nullor, OA and CCII- propose themselves,
with the same importance, as fundamental active devices.
Nullor has undefined impedance levels, so its transfer properties are well defined
only if an external network performs a feedback between output and input ports.
Basically, in analog design, the following four fundamental active blocks are
considered.

Voltage Controlled Voltage Source (VCVS) = voltage amplifier
Voltage Controlled Current Source (VCCS) = transconductance amplifier
Current Controlled Voltage Source (CCVS) = transresistance amplifier
Current Controlled Current Source (CCCS) = current amplifier

13
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For all these gain elements, it is possible to implement a nullor model [20] as
reported in figure 1.23.

The dotted line squares highlight the common part of the four basic gain blocks.
This common part is basically a VCCS and can be viewed in a different way
simply removing Z impedance, as in figure 1.24, which shows a sort of
differential nullator-norator model for CCII. In fact, the differential voltage
applied between Y and Y’ nodes is equal to the one between X and X’ nodes.

Thanks to the presence of the two norators, the current flowing between Z and
Z’ nodes is opposite to that flowing between X and X’ nodes, which is a typical

14
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characteristic of CCII-. Consequently, in figure 1.23 we have represented a set of
four differential nullator-norator models where the CCII- is a fundamental
internal element. This gives a confirmation to the fact that CCII is a key element
in the design of active devices.

1.2.2 The feedback amplifier approach.

The nullor, introduced in the previous paragraph, is only an ideal
element used in the amplifier theory, but it has no meaning if used without an
external (feedback) network, as reported before and in appendix A, owing it to
the undefined impedance levels and transfer characteristics [13,20,23].
Moreover, practical circuit implementations have to deal with non ideal features
of the basic gain elements, also in terms of input and output impedance levels. It
is well known how the main characteristics of a given amplifier can be usually
improved by means of feedback networks. Four different feedback
configurations are possible, as depicted in figure 1.25 as block schemes. In
figure 1.26, possible implementations of the feedback configurations, at circuit
level and considering a generic gain element, are shown [8,23,24,25,26].

Considering the four kinds of gain elements (VCVS, VCCS, CCVS and CCCS)
in each of the four different feedback networks, it follows that sixteen
combinations are possible. In table 1.1, the main characteristics of the basic gain
elements and feedback network are reported, where A is the open loop gain and

the feedback gain [8].

15
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A strongly desired feature for a feedback network is its capability to give a
network having, as a result, independent characteristics of the employed
amplifier. In other words, a good feedback topology has to be able to give the
best performance independently of the gain-element characteristics. For
example, we can consider a current amplifier with the current gain configuration
applied on.

17
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The external network added to the gain element improves some of the current
amplifier characteristics, performing lower input and higher output impedances,
as from table 1.1 [8]. The concept of “enhanced” feedback comes directly from
these considerations. Among the sixteen feedback combinations, four of them
can be identified as “preferred” ones [25]. The complete set of “enhanced”
combinations, taken from table 1.1, is shown in table 1.2.
They have been chosen from those presented in table 1.1 considering the
feedback network that “improves” the impedance levels of the overall circuit.
Even if these combinations are named also “preferred”, they have a drawback:
their gain-bandwidth product (GBW) is constant. This is the case, for example,
of voltage amplifiers compensated with a single dominant pole which have a
very low cut-off frequency. A higher bandwidth can be obtained either reducing
the voltage gain or, alternatively, implementing different feedback solutions.  In
fact, looking at table 1.1, it is possible to see that it is not unusual to obtain a
feedback amplifier with constant bandwidth.

In fact, if we consider a voltage gain element in a voltage amplifier feedback
network, as in figure 1.27, we can write:

and, considering a single pole amplifier, that is:

18
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The pole of the frequency response is increased by the same factor to which the
gain is reduced. From the previous formulas it is clear that gain-bandwidth
product, for such a combination of gain element and feedback network, is
constant.
Let us consider now a different case, a voltage gain device in a current gain
configuration, shown in figure 1.28.

This is a different situation, for which we can determine the current gain K (in
feedback). It can be written that:

If A is a single pole amplifier, we can write:

From eq.s (1.2) and (1.5), we can say that the current gain value can be obtained
choosing and and that the feedback has increased the bandwidth
decreasing the gain in the voltage configuration (see figure 1.29), while it has
increased the bandwidth without affecting the gain in the current amplifier
configuration (see figure 1.30).

19
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In the search for better active elements, the LV LP philosophy [1,2] can play an
important role. In fact, due to the restricted voltage swing allowed, it is not
always possible to connect two port networks in series, so both current sensing
and voltage comparing may not be the best choice for feedback. Then, for LV
LP applications, only the transresistance feedback configuration, which
considers voltage sensing and current comparing, seems to be utilizable or, at
least, the more appropriate [27].

20
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From the above considerations, it comes that a transconductance amplifier
(figure 1.31) in a transresistance feedback configuration (figure 1.32) [13,28]
can be the best feedback topology, because in this configuration this kind of
amplifier does not have the limitation of constant GBW, as it results in table 1.1.
The other two possible gain elements (voltage and current amplifiers), which do
not limit the GBW product, are not taken into consideration because they are
less suitable for the implementation of a general purpose block, as proved later
on.
In fact, since the transresistance feedback has the effect to decrease the input and
the output impedance levels (at terminals 2 and 4 in the circuit of figure 1.32), it
is possible to define, for the block depicted in figure 1.32, a high impedance
(voltage) input terminal (1), a low impedance (current) input terminal (2), a high
impedance (current) output terminal (3) and a low impedance (voltage) output
terminal (4). This solution presents all the possible combinations of low and high
impedances for both input and output terminals, so this is really a generic block.
These features cannot be obtained with voltage or current amplifiers, so the
topology chosen as basic active block for LV LP applications is the
transconductance amplifier in a transresistance feedback configuration.

In order to avoid the effect of the output load, a voltage buffer can be inserted,
implementing the circuit shown in figure 1.33. This circuit is the so-called
Current Feedback Operational Amplifier (CFOA) [10,11,12,14,29], whose
block scheme and matrix characteristics are reported in figure 1.34.

21
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If only one current output is considered in the chosen OTA, it is possible to
derive the CFOA, by applying the current sensing technique and adding a
voltage buffer, as reported in figure 1.35.
It has to be noted that, without considering the voltage buffer, the circuit so
obtained is a CCII, which will be shown in detail in the next paragraph.

22
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Based on the same approach towards “hybrid” amplifiers – which are amplifiers
with input and output terminals with different impedance levels referred to
different (current and voltage) electrical signals – in the literature [13,30,31]
another building block, named Operational Floating Conveyor (OFC), has been
presented. It is a four terminals active device whose block scheme and matrix
characteristics are shown in figure 1.36.

The OFC matrix description is very similar to that of CFOA. In fact, if in the
CFOA scheme of figure 1.33, a current sensing is added to the output buffer (see
figure 1.37), the further output Z node allows to obtain an OFC [30,31]. In this
scheme, the voltage at W node is given by so replaces Z in the matrix
description of figure 1.36.

Now, since OFC is derived from CFOA by simply applying the supply current
sensing principle that utilizes current mirrors at the output terminal, CFOA can
be thought to lay inside the OFC, just considering X, Y and W nodes. Thanks to
its versatility and utility, OFC can be regarded itself as a universal basic block.

23
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In fact, it can be used as an internal element in CFOA (figure 1.38(a)), but this
block can be used also to implement a CCII, as shown in figure 1.38(b) [30,31].

Hence, both OFC and CCII can be seen as natural evolutions of CFOA, the last
one being derived from feedback theory.
There is also a different way to see it. From figure 1.33, and more generally
from CFOA theory [10,11,12,14], it comes that the same CFOA can be regarded
as a CCII followed by a voltage buffer (see figure 1.39).

Basically, CCII is a voltage buffer joined with a current buffer, so CFOA can be
also formed by two CCIIs (even if in the second conveyor the output terminal Z
is not employed), just replacing the output voltage buffer with the input voltage
buffer of a CCII (CCII 2 in figure 1.40).

24
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What happens if the unused current output (Z node of CCII 2) in the circuit,
shown in figure 1.40, is taken into account? From the matrix description in
fig.1.31, we have an OFC (figure 1.41) implemented through the use of two
CCIIs [13].

Finally, in the feedback configuration shown in figure 1.32, not considering
terminal number 4, it is also possible to identify a high impedance input terminal
(number 1), a high impedance output current terminal (2) and a low impedance
input/output terminal (3). But this is the CCII!

In conclusion, starting from the more appropriate feedback configuration for LV
LP design (the transresistance configuration), different amplifiers, where CCII is
always present, have been considered. As a consequence, the new blocks can be
simply represented in terms of CCIIs. This is more than a useful schematisation
or than a simple application for active elements. This is the reason that allows to
consider CCII as the real basic block of analog electronic design [32].

25
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Moreover, among the possible amplifiers, the transconductance type combined
with a transresistance feedback configuration allows to obtain a potentially
constant bandwidth [8], overcoming the limitation of the constant gain-
bandwidth product and having its natural implementation in CCII. As a matter of
facts, as all primitive devices – being made up by both a voltage and a current
buffer – CCII is really a basic block, because any proposed topology can be
regarded as a combination of it, and also can be easily utilised in the
implementation of a wide range of analog functions.

1.2.3 A new basic block.

Being a basic building block, CCII can be employed in analog design
with a similar equivalent approach used for OAs [33]. From a simplified point of
view, the active device behaviour is typically considered as ideal.
For example, a voltage OA is assumed to have infinite voltage gain, infinite
input impedance and zero output impedance. Starting from these OA features, an
approximate circuit design can be obtained. Obviously, non ideal OA
characteristics have to be considered at a deeper design level. Maintaining this
design approach, it is possible to implement the same circuits with improved
performance using a different basic block. In some cases, this can make the
circuit design itself easier. As stated before, CCII can be easily seen as a basic
block in analog design, but its success is not comparable to that of OAs. In this
paragraph we want to highlight the fact that designers need only a little change
in their approach to consider CCIIs at the same level of importance than OA.
They have only to deal with the different characteristics of the new block (CCII),
while the design flow remains the same.
For example, if a voltage amplification of G is required, the traditional approach
utilises an OA with a voltage gain feedback, e.g. the well known feedback
configuration reported in figure 1.42 (having negative voltage gain).
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The voltage gain is obtained by choosing and values.
Considering CCII as starting block, a voltage amplification can be equivalently
obtained with the circuit pictured in figure 1.43.

If a CCII+ is employed, the voltage gain is equal to if we use a CCII-, the
gain is opposite In the case of OA, two different topologies have to be
implemented according to the fact that a negative or a positive gain is needed.
CCII-based voltage amplifier requires the same number of active and passive
components than the OA-based one, but CCII implementation does not suffer
from the gain-bandwidth limitation of OAs and no current is required at the
input.
The comparison between OA-based and CCII-based voltage amplifiers, here
shown, is only a simple example. CCII can replace OA in a wide range of
applications, often showing better performance. We would like to point out that
this brief example has the only aim to show that OA is not always the best
choice. Of course, in several applications its use is recommendable, but often the
current-mode approach — and particularly CCII — offers an alternative to be
considered. As mentioned in the previous sections, other basic blocks such as
CFOA and OFC have been proposed in the literature. Each of these active
devices has its own peculiarity, so it could be intelligent to use a design
approach that chooses the suitable block depending on the specific application.
However, from all the considerations done so far, if a basic and general purpose
active device is needed, in our opinion, this is the CCII one.
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CHAPTER II

DESIGN OF CCII TOPOLOGIES

In this chapter‚ some circuit solutions for the implementation of CCIIs in
CMOS technology are proposed. The ideal features of a second generation
current conveyor will be introduced in detail and some CCII equivalent models
will be investigated.
Then‚ a wide number of topologies for CCII will be described and analysed‚ so
considering the differences between simulated and theoretical results.

2.1 CCII IDEAL AND REAL CHARACTERISTICS AND
EQUIVALENT MODELS

2.1.1 The ideal current conveyor.

In the first chapter the basic characteristics of a second generation
current conveyor have been introduced. Its block representation is reported again
in figure 2.1 [1‚2].
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In a matrix representation‚ the behaviour of CCII signals‚ voltages and currents‚
has been proposed too‚ so summarising the overall response of the block (figure
2.2).

The impedance level of the terminals has been also considered. Those reported
in figure 2.3 are the ideal ones. The CCII ideal equivalent model is shown in
figure 2.4.
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2.1.2 The real current conveyor.

The circuit implementation of CCIIs leads unavoidably to design devices
whose characteristics are close‚ but not equal‚ to the ideal ones‚ described in the
previous paragraph.
In this section these differences will be considered in detail and a practical
model for the second generation current conveyor will be introduced.
Figure 2.5 shows a first model of a real‚ or non-ideal‚ CCII. and parameters
have been introduced to consider the non-perfect voltage and current buffer
characteristics‚ even if real values for and are very close to unity.

In figure 2.6 the ideal and non-ideal equivalent models for CCII X node are
reported‚ first considering a non-ideal voltage buffer characteristic and then also
a non-zero impedance at the same terminal.

Figures 2.7 a and b show the same ideal and real equivalent models for what
concerns Z node‚ in CCII+ and CCII- cases‚ respectively.
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Hence‚ figure 2.8 shows the complete real equivalent CCII+ and CCII- models‚
which take into account the non-ideal characteristics at X and Z nodes‚ and also
the capacitive parasitic impedance at Y node. Some circuit solutions reducing
the offset voltage between X and Y nodes are reported in [3] and analysed in a
more detail in the next chapter.
Other CCII models and related considerations are reported in [4‚5‚6‚7‚8‚9‚10].
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2.2 CCII TOPOLOGIES: CIRCUIT SCHEMES AND
ELECTRICAL CHARACTERISTICS

CCII has been introduced as a “natural” building block in analog circuit
design. In other words‚ it has the same meaning that transistor has at a lower
design level. The nMOS transistor can be regarded as a CCII‚ as shown in figure
2.9. This not only gives the idea of the importance and usefulness of CCII‚ but
also introduces a particular analogy between transistor and conveyor [1].

In fact‚ owing to the source follower effect‚ the signal applied to Y node (MOS
gate) is almost equal to that obtained at X node (source)‚ as expressed by the
following parameter‚ which represents the node X-Y voltage transfer function:

Ix and Iz currents are equal‚ as cleared from the small signal equivalent circuit of
the nMOS transistor‚ shown in figure 2.10. The ratio between these currents is
expressed by the following parameter‚ which is exactly equal to 1 in this
analogy:
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Impedance level at Y node is given by the transistor gate capacitance‚ so it is
quite high‚ as required by theoretical specifications. X node impedance value is
affected by the load connected to Z node‚ while the impedance seen at Z
terminal is related to the load connected to X node. In particular‚ being a
constant parameter whose value is 2/3 in saturation region and 1 otherwise‚ W
and L width and length of the MOS‚ respectively‚ and the unitary gate
capacitance‚ we have :

A single MOS transistor can be seen as a second generation current conveyor
considering small input signals‚ but biasing voltages at X and Y show a relative
difference of about one threshold voltage. This difference can be eliminated
considering a traditional nMOS current mirror‚ which can also be seen as a CCII‚
as shown in figure 2.11 [ 1 ].
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Concerning this circuit‚ the current transfer function and the impedance levels
at X and Z node are the same presented before (equations (2.2)‚(2.4)‚(2.5)). On
the contrary‚ from figure 2.12 it can be determined the following Y node
impedance:

The voltage at X node can be expressed as a function of the voltage at M2 gate
as follows :

In order to evaluate the  parameter‚ has been determined as a function of
considering the circuits depicted in figure 2.12. We can write :

From eq.(2.8) it comes that the voltage is equal to the one applied at Y node
only if the biasing sources show a large output resistance. In this way‚ we obtain
the same formula for  parameter (equation (2.1)).
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In figure 2.11 a negative CCII has been implemented. If a positive current
conveyor is needed‚ it is possible to add a current mirror‚ as pictured in figure
2.13. In this topology‚ Ix and Iz flow in the same direction with respect to the
CCII‚ so performing the CCII+ operation.

The topology presented in figure 2.13 can be “doubled” to obtain a class AB
current conveyor‚ shown in figure 2.14. In this circuit‚ obviously‚ and
have to be equal [6‚10].
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Considering the products much greater than 1‚ the voltage characteristic is
very close to the ideal one. In fact:

If the loads connected to X and Z nodes show negligible impedances with
respect to the output resistance of the MOS transistors‚ and considering always

factor can be simply derived. Its value has been considered for
resistive values of the loads connected to CCII terminals lower than the MOS
output resistances. A straightforward analysis brings to the following simplified
expression for

The impedance level at Y node can be affected by the output impedance of the
two current sources‚ as will be clarified later. A high impedance level can be
ensured employing good biasing sources (showing high resistances)‚ as shown in
the following expression of

In table 2.1 it has not been reported a value for such impedance‚ but a range of
possible values. These values have been obtained using different biasing
sources. The formula for the X node impedance is quite complicate‚ but can be
simplified neglecting some components. The following derived expression is in
a quite good agreement with the simulated results‚ as shown also in table 2.1.

The impedance seen at Z node is typically high and given by:
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In table 2.1 the main characteristics of the current mirror-based CCII, shown in
figure 2.14, are summarised. Theoretical and simulated values of these
characteristics are given, showing an acceptable agreement.

The presented solution of CCII has the main advantage of a wide bandwidth,
obtained with relatively low biasing currents. Its drawback is represented by the
limited dynamic range and by the fact that this is not a very low voltage solution.

2.2.1 Differential pair based CCII.

In literature, a wide number of current conveyors employing a
differential pair - which implements, through a feedback connection, the input
voltage buffer - has been proposed [11].
In figure 2.15 a first possible solution is presented. The circuit operates in class
A and is topologically very simple. A feedback connection at X node provides
the low impedance terminal.
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The unity voltage transfer function is ensured by the differential pair M1-
M2. Large transistors output resistances are required in order to obtain an
parameter dependent only on the input pair transconductance ratio. In fact:

Unfortunately‚ the current transfer function is not independent from the load
connected to Z node. If this load impedance is negligible with respect to the
transistor output resistances‚ parameter is very close to its ideal unitary value‚
as shown in the following expression:

As seen for the previous topology‚ the parasitic impedance at Y node is given
only by the input transistor gate. Its value is easily evaluated knowing transistor
sizes and the unitary capacitance of the input gate.

The parasitic impedance at X node is low‚ as required‚ being inversely
proportional to the input transistor A small input resistance requires large
values of so a trade-off between X node parasitic resistance and power
consumption has to be made. The value of has been evaluated considering
ideal current sources (see figure 2.15).

A high output impedance at Z node is ensured‚ being Z a drain terminal.
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Table 2.2 shows the main characteristics of this current conveyor.

In order to improve the current conveyor performance‚ the feedback connection
at X node can be performed by a nMOS transistor‚ as pictured in figure 2.16
[11‚12].

In this circuit, current mirror M6-M7 is used to sense the current flowing from X
node and to mirror it to the high impedance Z node. Also this solution operates
in class A.
The determination of and parameters can be performed in two different
steps. Firstly, we evaluate the expression for (see figure 2.16), in the open
loop configuration. Later, this result will be applied to the complete circuit. We
have:
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This approximated formula has been derived assuming‚ as stated above‚ that all
the transistors M1-M4 have the same value.

From the analysis of the circuit in figure 2.17 and using equation (2.19)‚ the
parameter is easily derived. We have:

from which we can write :

Once more‚ parameter is given by the input transistor transconductance ratio‚
so it is very close to the ideal unitary value.

parameter has the same expression of the previous topology. Its value is the
following‚ neglecting the equivalent resistances of the biasing currents and
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Parasitic impedance at Y node is expressed again by equation (2.16)‚ while
impedance at X node has been evaluated grounding Y node‚ in the determined
expression for potential (eq. (2.19))‚ so we have :

From eq.(2.20) we can see that if voltage is:

If we consider the frequency response of the differential pair (see figure 2.16)‚
we can write:

Using eq.(2.25) for the X node impedance evaluation‚ we can write:

It is clear that the parasitic impedance at X node shows an inductive component
whose value is related to the resistive part and to the dominant pole of the
differential pair frequency response. The same approach which considers a
dominant pole has been followed for all the other topologies presented in this
chapter.
The parasitic impedance obtained at X node is much lower than the one derived
for the previous topology. Even if the value is not very high‚ a really low
impedance can be obtained‚ reduced by the factor with respect to the
value reported in eq.(2.17). This is a good advantage for this topology.

44



Design of CCII Topologies

Z node impedance is always high‚ as required by current conveyor theoretical
characteristics‚ and given by :

Table 2.3 shows the main CCII characteristics of the circuit shown in figure
2.16.

The previous topology is based on the feedback applied to differential pair
through the use of a transistor (M5). The current flowing from X node is sensed
through M6 and mirrored to the high impedance Z terminal.
A different circuit solution that uses the same concept is presented in figure 2.18.
This circuit shows improved characteristics at lower supply voltages [12‚13‚14].
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The output voltage at X node is taken at M5 transistor drain. This voltage is once
more controlled by and directly connected to X node to implement the
feedback which guarantees a low impedance at X node. In this case is given
by:

A straightforward circuit analysis brings to the following expression for
parameter (eq.(2.29))‚ which is very similar to that derived for the previous
topology (eq.(2.21)).

A drawback of this solution may be represented by the dependence of on the
two loads connected to X and Z nodes - whose resistive values have to be lower
of that of typical MOS output resistances - while in the previous topology only
the load connected to Z node could affect (see eq.(2.22)). In this case‚
if and we have:

For what concerns impedance‚ eq.(2.16) still holds‚ while X node parasitic
impedance has a resistive contribution‚ given by:
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The simplified value of node X impedance is equal to that obtained in the
previous topology (eq.(2.23)) . Following the same approach shown before‚ it is
possible to demonstrate that the parasitic impedance at X node shows an
inductive component too‚ given by :

where is still the dominant pole of differential pair frequency response.
Nod e Z impedance is typically high and given by :

Table 2. 4 shows the main CCII characteristics of the circuit shown in figure
2.18 .

The topology introduced in figure 2.18 can be easily modified in order to obtain
a class AB current conveyor [13‚14‚15‚16]. This can be done replacing the two
biasing sources and with two n-typ e transistors‚ as in the circuit
presented in figure 2.19.
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With respect to the class A CCII‚ previously introduced‚ the topology reported in
figure 2.19 shows that and currents can flow both out and in the CCII itself.
Moreover‚ the limitation on the dynamic range is overcome.
The theoretical analysis leads to analytical results very similar to those derived
for the previous topology. It is sufficient to replace:

with the parallel of and
with the parallel of and
and with and respectively.

If the MOS output resistance is negligible‚ the voltage transfer error is only
due to the mismatch between the input transistors M1 and M2‚ so is always
close to 1‚ as shown in eq.(2.33).

For what concerns the current transfer the following formula can be easily
derived‚ if the load resistances are not very high when compared to the MOS
output resistance.
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Parasitic impedance at Y node is always capacitive‚ while X node resistance is
easily derived performing the cited substitutions:

This is valid for the inductive part too‚ as reported in eq.(2.37).

The Z node output resistance is ensured to be high because it is given by the
parallel of two transistor output resistances.

As seen for the previous topologies‚ the main characteristics and performance of
the current conveyor introduced have been summarised in table 2.5.
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The use of a differential pair in the implementation of CCIIs can be extended
also to the basic topologies. Also the current mirror-based current conveyor‚
presented in figure 2.14‚ can be modified employing‚ as a first stage‚ a
differential pair (see figure 2.20) [17]. Only Y terminal is affected by this
modification‚ while nothing changes for X and Z nodes.

Using this topology a better response for parameter can be obtained, as cleared
from eq.(2.37).

A simple circuit analysis brings to the following value for The derived
expression is very similar to eq.(2.10).
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The differential pair allows to have a high Y node impedance‚ independent from
the biasing current resistances. This is obviously an improvement with respect to
the solution shown in figure 2.14. We have‚ obviously:

Thanks to the feedback effect introduced with the differential pair‚ also the
parasitic impedance at X node shows an improvement. In fact‚ for what concerns
the resistive contribution‚ we have:

The only drawback may be represented‚ with respect to the solution presented in
fig. 2.14‚ by the fact that now the parasitic impedance shows an inductive
component‚ given by:

The Z node output impedance remains very high‚ being given by the transistors
output resistances.

Table 2.6 summarizes the CCII parameters for the circuit shown in figure 2.20.
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The implementation of class AB current conveyor allows to improve CCII
performance‚ but a fundamental problem has to be overcome. The biasing
currents flowing in the two branches composed by M5 and M6 transistors and by
M7 and M8 (see figure 2.19) are controlled only by transistor aspect ratios and
depend on the supply voltage. This means that the technological spread could
produce biasing currents whose values can result to be very far from those set
during the design steps. For this reason a novel solution has been designed‚ as
described in figure 2.21‚ which implements a different biasing of the output
currents [18]. From the DC point of view‚ the biasing points of M5 and M6
transistors are imposed by suitable choices for currents and R resistance. In
this way‚ the output stages biasing problems are well overcome‚ because there is
no dependence on the supply level.

Nothing changes if the small signal model is taken into account. In fact if the
two biasing sources named in figure 2.21 can be considered ideal‚ no
signal current flows into R resistance‚ so M5 and M6 gates have the same signal
voltage. For this circuit‚ eq.s (2.30)-(2.33) are still valid.
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To confirm this statement‚ simulated results for figure 2.21 circuit have been
compared‚ in table 2.7‚ to the theoretical ones.
Obviously‚ it is possible to implement the complementary solution for the input
stage‚ employing a pMOS-based differential pair‚ as presented in figure 2.22.

The operating principle is exactly the same seen before. In table 2.8 the main
characteristics of the pMOS solution are summarised. From the small signal
analysis point of view‚ formulas (2.30)-(2.33) are always valid. Table 2.8
summarises the CCII parameters for the circuit shown in figure 2.22.

The last two topologies‚ depicted in figures 2.21 and 2.22‚ show a particular
behaviour. In fact‚ in a rough way‚ we can say that the n-type based CCII
operates for high input voltages‚ while the p-type based operates for low input
voltages. This means that the two solutions‚ if both implemented‚ seem to be
able to manage input signals from the positive (for n-type based) down to the
negative (for the p-type based) supply voltage (“rail-to-rail” operation).

53



Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors II

The idea is to join the two input stages‚ placing both the differential pairs “in
parallel”‚ so obtaining a “rail-to-rail” current conveyor‚ as pictured in figure
2.23.

When the input voltage applied to Y node is high‚ the n-type based CCII
operates‚ while the p-type one works for low inputs. In this situation all the
theoretical analysis performed in figure 2.21 and 2.22 circuits is still valid.
Unfortunately‚ there will be the input voltage central range for which both the
complementary input stages operate. In other words‚ if one stage (n-type or p-
type) is switched off‚ we can consider (2.30)-(2.33) still valid. If both structures
are active‚ we have to perform a new circuit analysis. The gates of output
transistors M5 and M6 (the same is valid for M7 and M8) are biased by two
different voltage signals‚ one from n-type pair and another from p-type pair

as shown in figure 2.23‚ whose values are the following:
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From figure 2.24 it is possible to write the following expression for

If we substitute eq.(2.45) in eq.(2.46)‚we determine the following value for

From eq.(2.47)‚ it is evident that the real advantage of this circuit is represented
by the fact that if the two differential pairs are separately well balanced (that is it
has to be:                   and is really close to one. This means that it is not
important to have the same transconductance value for both the nMOS and the
pMOS input stages.
For what concerns parameter‚ a similar situation occurs. In fact‚ considering
eq.s(2.45)‚ (2.46) and the small signal model reported in figure 2.24‚ the currents
that flow into the loads connected to X and Z nodes are:

If and are negligible with respect to the output resistances we
can derive the following expression for
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From figure 2.23 it is possible to see that transistors M5‚ M7 and M6‚ M8 easily
have the same transconductance‚ while M5‚ M6 and M7‚ M8 may also have
different values. This ensures a parameter close to unitary ideal value.
From figure 2.24 small signal scheme‚ applying an external source in order to
evaluate parasitic impedance‚ we can obtain:

If we consider the differential pair having the same small signal parameters
eq.(2.51) is equal to eq.(2.36)‚ in fact:

Moreover‚ an inductive part equal to the one given by eq.(2.37) will result too:

The expression for parasitic impedance is not affected by the modified
topology proposed in figure 2.23:

Table 2.9 summarizes the CCII parameters for the circuit shown in figure 2.23.
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In the first chapter‚ second generation current conveyors have been introduced
starting from the general feedback theory. It has been shown that they are
derived applying a feedback to a transconductance amplifier (OTA). In fact‚
almost all the presented solutions can be regarded as OTAs with feedback‚
which confirms once more the theoretical analysis performed in the first chapter.
In figure 2.25 a CCII obtained from a simple OTA is reported.

The output voltage of the OTA is connected to an inverter stage‚ as that
presented in figure 2.18. The output of inverter stage is connected back to one
input terminal of the OTA‚ so to have the low impedance X node. Obviously‚ the
output stage can be replaced by its improved version‚ as in figure 2.21.
Evaluation of parameter leads to the following expression:

The current parameter is independent from loads connected to X and Z nodes
only if their values are negligible with respect to transistor output resistances‚ as
stated in eq.(2.56).
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While eq.(2.16) still holds for parasitic impedance‚ is given by:

With respect to eq.(2.52) the parasitic impedance at X node is reduced by a
factor given by the sum of the ratios of and
Once more an inductive behaviour will result‚ and the inductive component of
the parasitic impedance at X node is:

The output impedance at Z node is high and simply due to the parallel of and

Table 2.10 summarises the CCII parameters for the circuit shown in figure 2.25.
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Another solution based on OTA is shown in figure 2.26‚ where a n-type
symmetrical one has been considered as input stage.

The value of parameter is very close to eq. (2.55)‚ evaluated for the previous
OTA-based CCII‚ in fact:

The current parameter is given by eq.(2.61).

Eq. (2.16) still gives the value of parasitic impedance‚ while parasitic
impedance resistive component is given by:
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being B the mirror ratio of the symmetrical OTA. An inductive behaviour will
result again‚ and this inductive component is:

The choice of a suitable B can improve the parasitic impedance at X node.
The output impedance at Z node is high‚ thanks to the chosen topology‚ and
given by the parallel of and

Table 2.11 summarises the CCII parameters for the circuit shown in figure 2.26.

Obviously a p-type symmetrical OTA based CCII can be also implemented‚ as
reported in figure 2.27.
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The theoretical expressions are exactly the same seen for the n-type one. We
present only the overall results in table 2.12.

The two previous topologies can be joined to obtain a rail-to-rail CCII‚ as shown
in figure 2.28. When the input voltage applied to Y node is high‚ the n-type
based CCII operates‚ while the p-type one works for low inputs. In this situation
all the theoretical expressions presented before are still valid. Considering the
rail-to-rail solution‚ the theoretical analysis becomes quite complicated and has
not been reported here. If a good matching between the OTAs is ensured‚ the
expressions from (2.60) to (2.64) can be used to evaluate the CCII behaviour.

The comparison between theoretical and simulated results is presented in table
2.13. It has to be noted that a true rail-to-rail behaviour has been obtained. This
important result has been confirmed by experimental measures presented in the
Appendix B.
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In the previous pages several different solutions for the implementation of a
CCII have been introduced. Theoretical and simulated results have been
summarised in the above tables. If a CCII is needed for a certain application its
topology can be chosen accordingly to these results. Starting from the first
topology, reported in figure 2.14, we can say that such a solution allows to
obtain wider bandwidth, but it is not suitable for LV application, being the
typical supply voltage equal to ± 1.5 V. Moreover it is not suitable for LP
application too, because of its impedance levels and a very low X node
impedance can be obtained only with biasing currents that affect in a dramatic
way the overall power consumption.
To overcome these limitations, differential pair based CCII have been proposed,
the first of which is reported in figure 2.15. As shown before, their
implementation is nothing more than the application of the theory presented in
the first chapter. The solution shown in figure 2.15 is really suitable for LV LP
applications, but the resulting impedance levels are not acceptable (for example,
node X parasitic impedance is about The feedback topology has been
improved, as in figure 2.16, in order to overcome this problem. The impedance
levels obtained are now really good (now Rx is about the power
consumption is limited but the overall topology does not seem to be a
true LV one (±1 V supply). That’s why the “current sensing” technique has been
modified, leading to the circuit shown in figure 2.18. The only limitation is now
represented by the fact that a class A solution have been implemented. In a very
rough way, this circuit has been modified in the one presented in figure 2.19,
which shows a class AB behaviour. The results reported in table 2.5 are very
good, but they are based on a given biasing current for the output stage. Due to
technological spread, the biasing of the class AB stage reported in figure 2.19
may vary in an unacceptable way. Different output stages are required, in order
to design a more robust circuit. The first idea is to join together the two different
solutions represented by the circuit in figure 2.14 and 2.19. The resulting circuit
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has been reported in figure 2.20. All the CCII characteristics are satisfactory‚ but
once more a circuit unsuitable for LV application has been obtained (typical
supply voltage ±1.5 V). Replacing the output stage with a LV one [18]‚ circuits
presented in figure 2.21 and 2.22 have been derived.
The only drawback that they exhibit is an unbalanced dynamic range‚ that is the
nMOS based topology has a dynamic range towards the positive rail‚ while that
of pMOS based one is towards the negative rail. These two characteristics may
be joined‚ designing the circuit presented in figure 2.23‚ representing a rail-to-
rail current conveyor.
The theory presented in the first chapter has been once more confirmed
designing the circuit of figure 2.25‚ an OTA based CCII‚ for which some
performance are better than those obtained for the circuits in figure 2.21 and
2.22‚ especially for what concerns the dynamic range.
Analog considerations‚ about the circuits shown in figures 2.21-2.23‚ can be
done considering‚ as CCII input stage‚ a symmetrical OTA. Also in this case‚ we
have presented n-type‚ p-type and rail-to-rail topologies (figures 2.26‚ 2.27 and
2.28). The last one has very good performance and can be considered‚ without
doubts‚ the best solution of general CCII illustrated in this chapter.

2.3 THE CCII: STATE OF THE ART AND FUTURE
TREND

The first topologies of CCIs and CCIIs were proposed more than thirty
years ago‚ but their high performance and high precision applications continue to
be of a particular interest. This is why in many situations the CCII-based
solution can reduce the system complexity with respect to more traditional
implementations that utilise commercial integrated circuits as the voltage OAs.
Since that time‚ hundreds of presentations and articles have witnessed the
evolution of the first CC concept‚ demonstrating the universality of the element
in the synthesis of almost all the active functions.
Maintaining the matrix characteristics‚ CCII evolution has regarded its internal
topology‚ so to enhance the performance and then the utility of the CCII block.
Certainly‚ the first implementations of integrated CCIIs presented in the
literature or as commercial products were realised in bipolar technology. The
advent of MOS transistors‚ however‚ has pushed the most of actual integrated
solutions (in particular‚ those related to mixed analog - digital electronics)
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towards the use of CMOS technology‚ which shows a higher design simplicity
and also a very low power consumption‚ particularly attractive in low-voltage
portable-system applications. Even if CMOS devices suffer from other
problems‚ such as body effect‚ threshold voltage mismatch between nMOS e
pMOS and lower Gm values‚ its low cost especially for a standard technology
represents a decisive feature towards its success and utilisation.
The use of CC in the implementation of analog basic function is very spread.
With respect to commercial solutions with OAs‚ CCII-based ones are often
simpler in structure and more versatile‚ especially for those circuits which
involve high impedance current output capabilities. Furthermore‚ through the use
of CCIIs‚ the heavy OA limitation of the constant gain-bandwidth product is
definitely overcome.
With basic CCIIs‚ it is also possible to implement a number of analog
applications such as : voltage and current amplifiers‚ current differentiators and
integrators‚ capacitance multipliers‚ impedance simulators and converters‚
biquadratic filters‚ voltage-to-current and current-to-voltage converters‚
instrumentation amplifiers‚ oscillators and waveform generators‚ etc..
Many solutions have been presented in the past but new possibilities can be
certainly considered for the future‚ especially at lower supply voltages and with
more reduced dissipation‚ as will be explained in the next chapter.
An important aspect to study can be the implementation of an “ideal” conveyor‚
with the improvement of its non-ideal characteristics (input and output real and
imaginary parasitic impedances‚ current and voltage transfer functions‚ etc.) also
through the development of novel architectures or the utilization of circuit tricks.
This goes in the direction of an enhanced model for the CCII device [19].
Moreover‚ the development of novel architectures able to implement analog
functions with a lower number of basic elements (for example‚ the design of a
biquadratic filter through the use of a single CCII) can be of certain interest for
the researchers. Also new fields of applications for the CCIIs‚ as for example‚
the development of current-mode sensor interface circuits (see chapter 5)‚ can
be explored.
Finally‚ it certainly deserves a deeper look also the study about the
generalisation of the CCII structure towards differential and fully differential
solutions with the basic block formed by more than three terminals (see chapter
4). These circuits‚ in fact‚ seem particularly appreciated in some applications as‚
for example‚ four-quadrant multipliers and filters and also allow to revisit the
proposed functions in a differential way.
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CHAPTER III

CCII LOW VOLTAGE LOW POWER DESIGN AND
CHARACTERISTICS

In this chapter, some circuit solutions and a design example for the
implementation of low-voltage low-power (LV LP) CCIIs in CMOS technology
will be investigated. The behaviour of the topologies presented in the previous
chapter will be analysed at reduced supply voltages and new LV LP topologies
will be also presented. An analysis of two important parameters in LV LP
applications, offset and noise, will conclude the chapter.

3.1 DESIGN TECHNIQUES FOR LOW VOLTAGE LOW
POWER (LV LP).

Recently, integrated circuit designers have been putting an increasing
effort into the reduction of supply voltage and power dissipation of digital,
analog and mixed circuits and systems. This is mainly due to the following
factors. First of all, the need to reduce power consumption in modern high-
density digital systems. As chip components get closer together, the problem of
heat dissipation increases while break-down voltages of the components on chip
reduce as geometries become smaller. Secondly, the explosive growth of the
market of portable battery-operated electronics, which has stimulated the
demand for LP topologies able to operate at reduced supplies and to ensure a
longer battery lifetime. In this sense, LV LP techniques are mandatory for
implantable devices, such as pace-makers, blood flow-meters, hearing
instruments, and auditory stimulators, and for portable radios and PCs, cellular
phones, pagers, etc.. Thirdly, LP solutions are spreading into fields like filters,
audio signal processing, EMC compliant systems, etc, where non-invasive
sensors can be integrated on-chip. Lastly, there is a huge scientific interest in
exploring the technological and physical limits of integrated devices, taking into
account the continuous technology scaling of circuit dimensions, which
increases both speed and density of digital architectures and the electrical field
related to a constant supply voltage [1,2,3,4].
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Digital circuits have always characterised the reference supply voltage value,
which has scaled from 5 V to 3.3 V, and lower. In digital cells, power reduction
can be obtained easily through the lowering of the supply voltage. In fact,
current consumption in CMOS circuits is directly proportional to the square of
the supply voltage.
Analog signal processing has always had a huge importance in real-time signal
processing because of the analog kind of the physical phenomena and of all the
signals which come from and go to the outside world. This justifies a strong and
continuous interest in analog system design.
LV analog design techniques differ considerably from traditional supply design
and the basic analog blocks have to be reconsidered in a LV environment. LV
requirements can be summarised as follows. Especially for portable applications,
LV circuits need to be compatible with common battery voltage values. Then,
they have to implement the required analog functions with sufficiently good
performance. In this sense, traditional architectures available for working at low
supply rails are generally inadequate as well as typical models for transistors
which have to be implemented with a new particular attention in the boundary
region between weak and strong inversion, where transistors are often biased.
In all the basic blocks, as the operational amplifier, the new constraints concern
both the full input swing (performed through the use of two complementary
pairs in parallel) and the full output one (so to complete the rail-to-rail operation;
this last performance is obtained through a class-AB stage with low output
quiescent current and output current control). Amplifier input stages have also to
show a transconductance independent from the input common mode voltage, so
to present the same circuit characteristics in any biasing condition. As a sum of
all these factors, we can say that in L V design it is fundamental an efficient use
of the supply voltage range.
In the literature, a circuit can be included in the LV category according to the
number of stacked gate-source (threshold) and drain-source (saturation)
voltages. There is not a predefined value which exactly determines the boundary
between a non-LV and a LV topology. The term LV can be typically used for
circuits that are able to operate at a supply voltage of while
very low voltage (VLV) circuits have also to work at only Of
course, this is only a possible definition but, in this sense, numerical supply
values are strictly related to the technology used and tend to decrease during the
years with the scaling of circuit sizes.
In analog circuits, the reduction of the supply voltage does not necessarily
corresponds to a decrease of related power consumption. In this case, the
“folding” technique can replace the traditional “stacking” of transistors. To keep
the power low, analog circuits have to be designed as much simple as possible.
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Moreover, a trivial decrease of biasing currents, which can reduce circuit
dissipation, degrades circuit performance, first of all bandwidth and dynamic
range (considering, for example, operational amplifiers, where also minimum
size transistors cannot be used because of gain, noise and offset voltage
constraints). As a consequence, chip area cannot be drastically reduced with the
lowered feature dimensions.
Power limitations are mainly linked to: parasitic capacitances; traditional
current-inefficient amplifiers, not optimised for a low quiescent dissipation;
peak-to-peak limitations. As a result, LP design is characterised by an efficient
use of the supply current, through the utilisation of class-AB output stages and
an efficient frequency compensation strategy.
The combination of these constraints and requirements gives the basic rules to
be followed to design LV LP circuits, even if in a large number of analog
applications, and also for what our study has concerned, designers focus their
studies on the development of topologies able to work at reduced supply. In this
case, using typical values of biasing current in the range, circuits show
generally a reduced power consumption (for example, not higher than 1 mW)
[5].
Concerning the technology, the continuous reduction of the threshold voltage in
CMOS has definitively directed LV design towards CMOS itself, which is also
typically characterised by a very low quiescent power consumption. Reducing
the supply voltage, CMOS transistor is often biased to work in weak inversion
region: in this sense, the use of good transistor models is of a fundamental
importance [6].
Finally, we want to remark that, for LV LP applications, the current-mode
approach can be a valid alternative to traditional circuits to obtain high
performance architectures, because the designer is concerned with current levels
for circuit operation instead of node voltages. In this manner, as well known, the
gain-bandwidth product limitation, typical of operational amplifiers, is
overcome.

3.1.1 LV LP biasing current design.

All the CCII-based topologies introduced in the previous pages have a
minimum operating supply voltage related to the drain-source (saturation)
voltage required by the biasing transistors, which has to be minimised to reduce
the circuit supply voltage. For this reason, in this paragraph, the implementation
of suitable biasing current generators is presented.
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Figure 3.1a shows the basic topology of a traditional nMOS current mirror,
performing also an inverting current amplifier. A complementary circuit can be
easily developed for the pMOS type, as pictured in figure 3. 1b.

The basic current mirror topology is the same if transistors work either in
saturated or subthreshold region (this condition may easily be verified in LV
circuits), even if in the last case the frequency response is very bad and linearity
is quite poor for low Typically, the output current is approximately
related to according to the transistor W/L ratios. The output impedance,
determined at M2 drain, is not particularly high, and also is affected by channel
length modulation, being equal to MOS transistor output resistance For this
current mirror we can write the following relationships (see figures 3.1a and
3.1b) :

In fact, due to MOS output characteristics, only when the output voltage is
greater than the saturation voltage, this transistor behaves like a current
generator. There is a minimum limit also for given by the threshold voltage

in this case M1 works in the subthreshold region. Moreover, the finite
output resistance, due to channel length modulation effect, gives some
differences between and if is different from
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To obtain higher impedances, it is possible to utilise a cascode structure, as
shown in figure 3.2, where two MOSFETs have been placed one above the other
[7].

The use of this topology can increase the circuit voltage gain, but also reduces
the output signal swing, so preventing its utilisation in LV architectures. For the
current mirror shown in Figure 3.2, we can write the following relationships:

The solution reported in Figure 3.2 allows to improve only the output impedance
level, while shows worst characteristics with respect to the basic mirror topology
(figure 3.1) in terms of minimum operating voltage, given by
An enhanced current mirror capable of operating with lower supply voltages or
performing higher swings is reported in figure 3.3 [7].
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In this case, the minimum operating supply voltage has been decreased, while
the output resistance is still very high.

Unfortunately, all these solutions proposed for current generators heavily depend
on the supply voltage value. In fact, from figure 3.4, we have that the input
current, which is mirrored into the biasing current, given by:

is strongly dependent on the supply voltage value This means that if this
value reduces (for example, if the supply voltage is performed by a single-cell
battery that can discharge), all the biasing currents reduce too and circuit
performance consequently degrade.
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In all the portable system applications, where the supply voltage is a single-cell
battery, it is possible to use a different topology for biasing current, which is
independent from the supply voltage and is only related to the MOS threshold
voltage (which is a typical value for each technology). This circuit is shown in
figure 3.5 (its complementary version is reported in [8]).

From the analysis of the circuit depicted in figure 3.5 it is possible to write:
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If M1 aspect ratio is very high, the previous expression can be simplified as
follows:

from which:

and consequently:

for unitary gain current mirrors. Using this circuit, suitable for LV applications
(the minimum operating supply voltage is ), the biasing current is
independent from the supply voltage and, consequently, insensitive to any
supply discharge.

3.2 LOW VOLTAGE LOW POWER CCII DESIGN

Several CCIIs topologies presented in the previous chapter are based on
a differential pair followed by an output stage. Theoretical analysis and
simulations have confirmed that this solution ensures good performance also in
terms of LV LP characteristics. In order to give a sort of guideline in the design
of such a current conveyor, the design flow of CCII topology will be presented.
It is important to point out the fact that in this section we don’t want to show
how particular performance can be obtained, but only give an example of a LV
LP CCII design. Let us consider the class AB CCII, based on a differential pair
(figure 2.19), here represented again in figure 3.6.
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The first design step concerns the differential pair, pictured in figure 3.7.

For LV LP applications, a special care has to be used in the design of current
sources. In this sense, we have to remember that at these supply values it is
fundamental to guarantee signal dynamic and a constant bias value, independent
from supply discharge (see figure 3.5).
The choice of current is very important, because its value affects, in
particular:

Power consumption
Differential pair transistors sizes
X node parasitic impedance

Once the current source topology has been implemented, M1-M4 sizes have to
be set. From eq.(3.9), it is clear that the error due to input voltage buffer is
strictly related to and values that have to be equal, in fact:
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For what concerns the current transfer the following formula has been
derived, if the load resistances are not very high when compared to the MOS
output resistance value.

Let us assume a biasing current for the differential pair. As a
consequence, M1 and M2 have a stand-by current equal to If the ratio
W/L is set equal to 150, the and values are, in the chosen technology
(AMS both
M3 and M4 sizes have to be set considering also the output stage design. In fact,
their value directly affects the X node offset, because they set that is the gate
biasing voltage of the output stage.
M5 and M6 sizes are also important because the corresponding transconductance
value affects the X node parasitic resistance, as follows:

Let us impose also an output biasing current equal to Using the
equations, it could be possible to determine output transistors and active loads
sizes. The output transistor sizes have been set to for the n-type
MOS and for the p-type ones. In order to minimise the output
voltage offset the active load size ratios has been chosen equal to The
simulated residual offset is equal to
At a first glance this does not appear a rigorous approach to CCII design, but
with this simple example we would like to concentrate the reader attention on
the following particular aspects:
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it is not very easy to separate the different design choices;
each CCII characteristic is affected by several design constraints;
design settings come out after a trade-off among opposite needs;
but the first and most important design step is represented by choice of the
topology.

As an example, from the previous discussion it is clear that differential pair
biasing and aspect ratio, active load sizes and output stage biasing are all
involved in the offset and X node parasitic impedance evaluation, dynamic range
and so on. Modifying only one parameter to obtain a specific goal, as power
consumption, may compromise other performance, as offset, for example. A
good approach may be represented by a preliminary synthesis that leads to a
rough circuit design, followed by a carefully analysis of the designed solution, to
check the affordability of the results found.
Let us consider the following figures, where we present the results of different
simulations, obtained through PSPICE, on the current conveyor proposed in
figure 3.6, and designed as previously indicated.
In these simulations, the biasing current has been implemented through the
current mirror of figure 3.5.
Firstly, the input voltage buffer behaviour has been investigated. A DC sweep
simulation has been performed, to check the range where the voltage on X node
is equal to the one applied to Y node. The resulting graph is something like the
one reported in figure 3.8.
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The range for which is limited, except for rail-to-rail topologies, where it
is almost equal to the difference between positive and negative supplies. For the
circuit simulated shown in figure 3.6, this range is approximately 800 mV,
which represents the 67 % of the total supply. The offset between X and Y node
voltages is shown in figure 3.9, where the difference between and has
been pictured.

The operating voltage range can be chosen fixing a maximum error on the
voltage transfer between X and Y nodes, so it can be useful a more detailed view
of the graph reported in figure 3.9, shown in figure 3.10.
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Moreover, it is interesting to check the results found with the previous
simulations performing an analysis in the time domain, as in figure 3.11. In this
picture, it is possible to compare two signals, an input sinusoidal voltage having
an amplitude of 400 mV and a frequency of 1 KHz, applied to Y node, and the
resulting signal on X node. It is clear that they are very similar, thus confirming
the fact that the operating range is not lower than 800 mV.
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Then, we would like to investigate what is the frequency range for the designed
CCII, so an AC simulation has been performed. The resulting graph has been
pictured in figure 3.12.
The frequency behaviour reported in figure 3.12 suggests that, for high
frequency applications, a compensation is needed, so a Miller capacitor has to be
connected between gate and drain of M5 transistor.
All the previous simulations have been performed without connecting any load
to X node. In order to estimate the performance of the designed CCII, the effects
of an external load at X node have also to be considered.
In figure 3.13 the voltages at X and Y nodes, when a resistance is
connected to X node, are presented. It can be seen that the range is not reduced
with respect to the unloaded case, so the considered load does not affect the
CCII behaviour. Obviously, using different load values, this will not be true. In
fact, connecting to X node a resistance, the dynamic range heavily
decreases, as shown in figure 3.14.
Let us now check the current buffer characteristic of the designed CCII. This
control is performed simply connecting two loads to the two current nodes, that
are X and Z. Once that a voltage has been applied to Y node, it is possible to
verify the current flowing in the two external loads. The result is shown in figure
3.15, where two equal resistances valued have been used as X and Z loads.
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As for the voltage transfer characteristic, simulations in time domain may help to
understand if the final circuit will work properly or not. The result for 1 KHz
sinusoidal wave is shown in figure 3.16. The two currents and are very
close one each other.
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Finally, CCII parasitic impedances have to be estimated. This can be done
applying a suitable signal source at the node to be investigated and performing
an AC simulation. Reporting on a plot the ratio between the voltage and the
current of the imposed external source, the magnitude of the parasitic impedance
is derived.
In figure 3.17 it is shown that the parasitic impedance at X node shows a
resistive behaviour at lower frequencies and an inductive behaviour for higher
frequencies.

The impedance at Y node is, as expected, of capacitive type, whose value
depends on the input transistor sizes (see figure 3.18).
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The impedance at Z node should be ideally infinite. In real implementations, we
can see that a (resistive) high level is obtained, as shown in figure 3.19, while at
very high frequencies the capacitive behaviour dominates, so this impedance can
be modelled as the parallel of a resistance and a capacitance.

The simulations presented in this chapter allow designers to verify the basic
CCII performance. Each CCII topology presented in this book has been
characterised in this way, and then simulation results have been summarised in a
table (see chapter 2 for general CCII structures and the next paragraph for LV
LP CCII architectures).

83



Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors III

3.3 LOW VOLTAGE LOW POWER CCIIs

CCII-based topologies presented in the previous chapter have been
studied at a fixed supply voltage level [9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17]. In this
paragraph, we are focusing on how is possible to reduce this voltage and which
effects this reduction has on CCII performance. This has been done
reconsidering all the topologies introduced in the previous chapter at their
minimum supply voltage, so evaluating their performance at this supply level,
through suitable SPICE simulations. The first current conveyor topology, shown
in the figure in table 3.1, has four stacked transistors from positive to negative
supply, so preventing a true LV operation [18,19].

Table 3.1 shows the CCII characteristics, determined at a 2 V total supply.
Designing carefully the biasing current sources, it is possible to maintain
acceptable small signal characteristics, even if the dynamic range is dramatically
reduced.
This behaviour is not surprising, because between X node and the positive
supply there must be a minimum voltage drop of:

so the minimum operating supply voltage is:
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In the considered CMOS technology (AMS the value indicated in eq.
(3.13) is higher than 1.6 V. This explains why the dynamic range is reduced at
lower supply voltages. Moreover, even using a higher supply value, the dynamic
range is only a smaller fraction of the total supply voltage, so this circuit does
not appear suitable for LV use. Moreover, the small signal results reported in
table 3.1 show that this circuit, especially for what concerns X node parasitic
impedance, needs very high biasing levels, so it has quite poor performance also
in terms of LP characteristics.
In order to lower the supply voltage, some class A solutions have been proposed
[20]. In table 3.2 the presented circuit has been simulated reducing the total
supply voltage to 1.2 V. In order to perform a more reasonable comparison, the
biasing current values have been imposed equal to those utilised at higher supply
voltages.

In this case the minimum voltage supply is lower, being equal to:

In eq.(3.11), each voltage drop takes into account the related biasing
source, implemented through current mirrors. Connecting two resistive
loads to X and Z nodes, the dynamic range is practically reduced to zero, so
higher loads have to be used to evaluate CCII performance.
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This fact represents the greater limit of this solution, even if the other
characteristics seem to be acceptable. In conclusion, it possible to say that also
this topology, even if shows a lower minimum supply voltage value, can be
employed with good performance only at relatively high supplies.
Through the use of a differential pair as CCII input voltage buffer, it is possible,
as proved in the previous chapter, to develop a number of CCII topologies. The
first solution is presented in figure 3.20, but, owing to its circuit architecture,
cannot be taken into consideration for a true LV operation. For this reason, it can
be modified towards the circuit proposed in the figure in table 3.3 [21].

In fact, it is possible to obtain a higher impedance level at Y node without the
need of very high impedance biasing current sources. Moreover, the class A
output stage, designed using only a p-type transistor, increases the output
dynamic range, only limited by the fact that output signal variations tend to
reduce the biasing characteristics of some transistors, and consequently to switch
“off” some of them. This is the great improvement introduced by this solution.
With this topology, the output signal may increase up to because the
differential pair ensures that M5 transistor is correctly biased. As a result, the
minimum supply is still given by eq. (3.11), but the dynamic range is increased.
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Table 3.3 presents also the main results, determined at a 1 V total supply
voltage, where the CCII characteristics are really very close to those obtained at
1.5 V.

As stated before, using only one transistor - instead of two - in the X-node
output stage, a significant improvement in dynamic range response has been
obtained. Moreover, this solution has allowed a lower supply level without
affecting in a unacceptable way the overall circuit characteristics.
If the proposed CCII has to drive low valued loads connected to X and Z nodes,
there will be a reduction in the operating dynamic range. For example, using two

resistive loads, the signal range is limited to 180 mV.
But the stronger limitation of this solution is its class A operation, which, as well
known, is not suitable for really LV applications (in fact, even if the dynamic
range at X node has been increased, it is not complete). This solution is also not
suitable for LP ones, because, if small loads have to be driven, large biasing
currents have to be designed, with consequent high dissipation.
For this reason a class AB topology has been implemented, simply replacing the
biasing sources with inverter output stages. This solution is now suitable for LV
applications, and the main performance of the CCII implemented in this way are
presented in table 3.4 [13,14,15,22]. These characteristics have been determined
at 1.2-V total supply, because the output stage cannot work properly at lower
values.
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The circuit shown in the figure in table 3.5 is another OTA-based CCII [23]. The
biasing circuit related to X node prevents a LV operation. With respect to the
topology presented in the figure in table 3.1, this solution has the advantage to
show a very high input impedance at Y node, given by the gate of a MOS
transistor. Using a differential pair, a wider dynamic range has been obtained
too, even if the output stage used for X node prevents a real LV operation.
Moreover, the feedback connection allows to obtain a lower parasitic impedance
at X node. Finally, it must be noted that LV philosophy brings towards different
topologies for the X node output stage. Then, CCII characteristics have been
determined at a total supply voltage of 2 V.
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Let us consider now the circuit in table 3.6, which is able to operate at only 1 V
total supply voltage (since that the nMOS threshold voltage, for the AMS

CMOS technology, utilised as the reference in this book, is of about 0.5 V)
[24]. This lower operating supply voltage is possible thanks to the development
of a different biasing circuit for X and Z output stages, performed through the
current generator named IBIAS2 and resistance R. The circuit solution presented
for the output stages is particularly suitable for a LV implementation, even if this
affects CCII performance, as summarised in table 3.6. Since this CCII is based
on a n-type differential pair, the dynamic range is more extended towards the
positive voltages. This biasing solution ensures that the p-type transistor M5 is
switched “on” even when the voltage applied to Y node is decreased. Anyway,
there is a limitation for dynamic range at negative voltages, because X node
voltage level cannot follow Y one.

It is possible to find similar results considering the solution based on the
complementary p-type differential pair, whose main results are presented in table
3.7. Moreover, using pMOS transistors, the voltage supply scaling can be limited
in a more severe manner. In fact, if the circuit proposed in the figure in table 3.7
is implemented with a standard CMOS technology, the designer must take into
account the fact that each single battery used to bias the circuit cannot have a
value lower than one threshold voltage (p-type transistors have a threshold
voltage of about 0.6 V in AMS CMOS technology). For this reason, the
results summarised in table 3.7 have been determined at a 1.2 V total supply
voltage.
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The two last topologies can be merged together to design a rail-to-rail CCII, as
reported in figure in table 3.8. The basic concept is to use both differential pairs,
the n-type based and the p-type one, connecting the two single ended outputs to
the two gates of the output stages. Formulas presented in chapter 2 show that
even if both pairs are active, which can cause problems in common
operational amplifiers, the circuit still behaves like a current conveyor. Its
performance, summarised in table 3.8, are similar to the one obtained with the
previous solutions, while the real advantage is represented by the rail-to rail
behaviour. This feature has a particular importance in the LV philosophy, where
the reduced voltage range must be utilised in the best possible way. Due to the
limitation imposed by the p-type differential pair, the total supply voltage has
been set equal to 1.2 V. We have to mention that the presented results have been
found without any load connection at X and Z nodes. The dynamic range
depends on the load values, even if it is possible, in theory, to design an output
stage suitable for any value of load.

For what concerns other possible OTA-based solutions for CCII implementation,
they can operate even at a 1 V supply level, as confirmed by eq.(3.14) which is
still valid. A possible solution is shown in table 3.9, where its main results in
terms of LV CCII characteristics have been also reported.
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The use of a symmetrical OTA as differential pair (in its nMOS and pMOS
versions, see tables 3.10 and 3.11) allows to obtain good characteristics in terms
of input offset and improved dynamic range also at LV supplies.
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Also in this case, placing the two complementary pairs in parallel, it has been
possible to design a rail-to-rail symmetrical OTA based CCII (see table 3.12),
which shows very good performance at LV supplies.
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We can conclude that it is possible to design a number of CCIIs operating at
very low supply voltage (± 0.6 V and ± 0.5 V) showing a typical power
consumption much lower that with very good performance in terms of
bandwidth, voltage and current transfer functions and parasitic characteristics.
The circuit shown in table 3.12 presents also the rail-to-rail behaviour, that can
be particularly important for low supply voltages, so we believe that this
topology can be considered as a good CCII scheme for LV LP applications.

3.4 OFFSET IN CURRENT CONVEYORS

Basically, a CCII can be thought as both a voltage and a current buffer.
The voltage buffer has the goal to obtain, at the low impedance X node, a replica
of the voltage applied to the high impedance Y node. Obviously, due to the
unavoidable non-ideal behaviour of real circuits, there will be an offset between
X and Y node voltages, so a further improvement in the CCII model can be
considered, as reported in figure 3.21, which considers a positive CCII. An
evaluation of the offset is particularly important at reduced supplies, where the
signals are lower and all the disturbs have a greater importance.
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The voltage offset causes a current offset because of the fact that
current is mirrored to high impedance Z node, in order to obtain the output
current The output current due to voltage offset is dependent on the load
connected to X node, in fact:

As a consequence, a voltage offset between X and Y nodes may cause a
considerable error in the CCII characteristics. In [25], some interesting solutions
for offset compensation, in differential pair-based CCIIs, have been proposed. A
differential pair should be designed in the most symmetrical way, so to obtain
the best performance. In figure 3.22 two schemes of differential pairs are shown.

94

Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors III



If the resistive loads connected to M1 and M2 drains are replaced by active loads
(so to increase the circuit gain and to reduce chip area), a small difference
between and voltages arises, originating a voltage offset between X and
Y nodes.
A possible solution can be represented by the circuits proposed in figure 3.23
(a), where and voltages are forced to be equal through the introduction of
an external circuit [25].

Using the solution reported in figure 3.23(a), voltage is trimmed in order
to obtain a current conveyor with very low offset. A further improvement is
represented by the solution reported in figure 3.23 (b), where the control voltage
value is related to the difference between and Simulations reported in
[25] well confirm the theoretical analysis.
The differential pair unbalancing is not the only reason for a voltage offset.
Output stage topology and technological spread have to be taken into account
too. These two situations have been analysed considering, as example, the CCIIs
presented in figures 2.19, 2.21 and 2.23. For a complete analysis, the variations
of two parameters have been investigated: the voltage offset at X node and the
biasing current of the output stage.
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The output stage utilised in figure 2.19 is strongly affected by voltage supply
and technological spread, especially because of the biasing current variations, as
reported in the statistical simulations shown in figure 3.24.
The voltage offset has a spread equal to 1.4 mV, while the current spread,
considering a biasing current of is about In order to overcome
these limitations, a different output stage has been introduced, as shown in figure
2.21. In figure 3.25 the statistical analysis for this second circuit is reported. The
voltage offset spread is almost the same, while a sensible reduction in the
biasing current spread (whose value is now has been obtained.
Moreover, it has to be noted also an improvement in the shape of the statistical
curves.
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In figure 2.23 a rail-to-rail current conveyor has been presented. The voltage
offset performance of this solution are really interesting, because the offset
spread has been reduced to only A further improvement for the current
spread has been also obtained and also the shape is better.
If current conveyors with good performance are wanted, each detail in the design
phase has to be considered. As shown before, a voltage offset between X and Y
node may cause considerable errors in CCII characteristics. That’s why the
differential-pair as well the output stages have to be chosen and designed with
care. For what concerns the output stages, it has to be remarked that many other
solutions, proposed in literature, can be used.

3.5 NOISE IN CURRENT CONVEYORS

In order to develop good analog circuits, a basic understanding of the
noise sources and analysis is required. Noise takes into account the unwanted
and unpredictable voltage and current fluctuations in devices and networks.
It is given by two kinds of contributions : external interference (coming from
supply, wires, electromagnetic, etc.), which can be reduced by accurate wiring
and layout; internal noise (thermal, shot and flicker), due to physical fluctuations
inherent to devices, which is more predictable and can be reduced by a proper
design of transistor sizes.
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3.5.1 Introduction.

In MOS transistors, the main noise contributions are given by thermal
and flicker noise. The first is also called “white” noise, because its spectral
density is constant over a given frequency. The flicker noise is also known as
1/f noise, because its spectral density is inversely proportional to frequency, so it
is dominant at low frequencies. The intersection between flicker and white noise
is called 1/f noise corner.
It is known how, in MOS devices, thermal noise is inversely proportional to its
transconductance (and, consequently, to its aspect ratio W/L) while flicker noise
is inversely proportional to WL product. As a consequence, the choice of
transistor sizes is important to minimize noise and has to be done according to
the working frequency of the circuit [26].
The thermal motion of electrons is reputed to be the source of what is called
“thermal noise”. From a classical point of view, a noisy resistor R can be
modelled as an ideal (so, noise-free) resistance and an equivalent noise source,
as in figure 3.27.

The noise expressions are given both in terms of voltage and current spectral
density, as follows:

being k the Boltzmann constant and T the absolute
temperature, expressed in Kelvin degrees.
A MOS transistor can be regarded as a voltage controlled resistance, so its noisy
model could be an ideal MOS having in parallel a current noise source
dependent on the channel conductance (named ).
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In eq.(3.17), has a value dependent on the operating region of the transistor. Its
value is 1 for a transistor in saturation, and 2/3 when its drain-source voltage
approaches zero. In the saturation region, this equation becomes:

Obviously, the equivalent noise source can be considered at the input gate
terminal, dividing it by as a voltage spectral density.

Shot noise has been observed especially in all those situations where a current is
controlled by a voltage, as, for example, the gate of a MOS transistors. Its
formula is:

being q the electronic charge of the electron and the gate
current. As a consequence, in MOS devices, where the gate current is extremely
low, shot noise contribution can be easily neglected in a first order evaluation.
Several electronic devices show a noise component strongly affected by
frequency. It has been proved, for example, that in some situations noise shows a
component inversely proportional to the frequency, that is its level increases
when frequency is lowered: this kind of noise has been named “flicker noise” or
“1/f noise”. Schottky and Johnson found the flicker noise in thermoionic valves,
in 1925.
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At the moment, the causes of the flicker noise have not been completely cleared,
due to its dependence on the different physical processes involved in transistor
operations.
In a MOS transistor, 1/f noise can be modelled by a noise current generator
named placed in parallel with the drain-source impedance.
Alternatively, it can be taken into account by a series voltage generator,
connected to gate terminal, named

and values depend numerically on the technology employed. For example
we have [8]:

where has been obtained from simply dividing by KF (different from
and K’ are specific constant, is the unitary gate capacitance and W and

L are transistor sizes.
In figure 3.29 the well known small signal model for a MOS transistor is
pictured.

It is clear that, in this model, noise effects have been not included. This can be
done adding the noise generators, previously evaluated, as reported in figure
3.30, where the different noise sources have been modelled as current generators
placed at input and output terminals of the MOS transistor. It is also possible to
derive an equivalent model of the noisy transistor having all the noise sources at
its input, or gate terminal, as in figure 3.31.
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The equivalent input noise voltage sources can be evaluated dividing the output
current ones by neglecting the capacitance This approximation can be
done thanks to the fact that 1/f noise is involved in low frequencies operations.
Values of and, once again, of are dependent on the transistor biasing and
on the particular technology employed. For MOS transistors it is possible to
neglect shot noise component because of the extremely low gate current.
A more simplified model for the “noisy” MOS transistor has only an equivalent
input voltage generator or an equivalent output current generator as in
figure 3.32. These generators contains the contribution of both thermal and
flicker noises.
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3.5.2 Noise evaluation in CCIIs.

As for the offset, an evaluation of the noise is more important at reduced
supplies, where signals have reduced amplitudes.
The current conveyor topologies presented in figures 2.18 and 2.19 and all their
possible improvements follow, basically, the block scheme reported in figure
3.33, where each block has been characterised by its transfer function H(f).

In fact, from figure 2.19, for example, we have a differential pair, that may be
thought as an OTA, followed by two inverting stages. The output of one of these
inverters is connected in feedback to one OTA input terminal, so to perform the
low impedance X node, while the other inverter is used to obtain the high
impedance output node named Z.
Such a kind of scheme allows a different approach to noise analysis, based
firstly on the noise determination of each block and then on the analysis of CCII
overall noise considering the connections shown in each particular block
scheme.
The first block is represented by the input differential pair, reported in figure
3.34 together with the related current noise generators.
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The equivalent output noise current generator, considering all the uncorrelated
noise sources, is given by:

Moreover, considering the fact that M1–M2 and M3–M
4 can be considered matched, we can write :

It is possible to evaluate the equivalent input noise voltage generator, dividing
by Then we have :

Finally, from the noise analysis point of view, an equivalent model for the noisy
OTA is obtained, as shown in figure 3.35, formed by a noise input generator and
a noise-free OTA.
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The inverter block has to be characterised also from the noise point of view. In
figure 3.36, the equivalent input noise generators have been added to the input of
the inverter topology.

The small signal equivalent circuit, completed with the noise generators, is
reported in figure 3.37, where:
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The noise generators and can be easily transferred to the input, as in
figure 3.31, so obtaining :

As seen for the OTA, an equivalent noisy block for the inverter has been
obtained. It is shown in figure 3.38.

Finally, the CCII noisy equivalent circuit can be represented as in figure 3.39,
where each stage is considered now noise-free.

For the topology proposed in figure 2.19 it is possible to summarise the noise
generators, reported in figure 3.39, as follows:
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In order to obtain a useful model for CCII noise and especially to simplify the
analysis, all the noise generators have to be referred to Y and X nodes. In the
proposed example, we obtain three equivalent input generators (named
and ) from the three equivalent noise sources ( and ). For what
concerns the first noise generator, it is obvious that:

Then, in order to simplify the evaluation of the equivalent Y node noise due to
related to the first inverter, the CCII block scheme has been modified, as

shown in figure 3.40.
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In detail, the OTA has been replaced by a subtracting node and a block having a
transfer function equal to The equivalent input noise of the inverter related
to X node has been considered as an additive quantity, named d.

In this condition, the transfer function between X and Y nodes is:

The noise generator at inverter input can be transferred to CCII input, as in
figure 3.41. The equivalent noise at Y node is now evaluated, considering an
additive disturb d’ at Y node and imposing that it gives the same output result.

The transfer function between Y and X node is the following :

The two situations have to be equivalent, so the following relationships have to
be verified :
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A first order approximation allows to write:

so can be neglected in the determination of the equivalent input noise at Y
node.
To complete this evaluation, the noise has to be considered, and its
contribution at Y node has to be taken into account. This can be done
considering the circuit in figure 3.42.

In this circuit, equivalent to the one proposed in figure 3.39, the voltage transfer
function between Y and X nodes is:

Following the same approach, the equivalent scheme in figure 3.43 has to be
considered.
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We have :

This means that the inverter related to Z node does not give noise contributions
at Y node. Then we can write:

To complete the evaluation of the current conveyor noise sources, the equivalent
current noise at X node has to be calculated. The approach is exactly the same
used for the Y node noise estimation.
The current conveyor block scheme reported in figure 3.39 has been once more
modified, as in figure 3.44, considering Z node as the output of the whole
system. The circuit reported in figure 3.44 allows the evaluation of the noise at
X terminal due to the OTA, or
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In fact, considering the Y node input noise as an additive disturb d, it is possible
to write:
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The equivalent noise at X node is evaluated as before, considering an additive
disturb d’ at X node and imposing that it gives the same output result. For the
circuit in figure 3.45 we can write:

from which:

From the considerations made before to obtain an equivalent noise model for the
inverter (figure 3.38), it is possible to say that is quite high in magnitude
for low frequencies, so contribution to the overall X node noise can be
neglected, in a first order approximation.
Noise contribution at X node has to be considered too. This can be done
using the scheme shown in figure 3.46.

111

Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors III



In this scheme the transfer function is given by:

The equivalent noise at X node is evaluated through the scheme shown in figure
3.47.

Following the same approach used in the previous computations, the equivalent
noise at X node originated by noise of inverter can be evaluated as follows:
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Since we are not interested in a high frequencies noise evaluation, each transfer
function in the previous formulas can be approximated by its low
frequency value Expression for        can be modified as follows:

Finally, at inverter input, we have three equivalent voltage noise
generators, and

These three voltage generators can be transferred to the output (X node of the
CCII) as noise current generators simply multiplying their value by
(considering the figure 3.48) or considering the current conveyor
proposed in figure 2.19. In this last case we can write:
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Since can be neglected, and considering the fact that has to be equal
to to have a good CCII (see eq.(2.35)), we can write :

Finally, a model for the “noisy” current conveyor can be drawn, as in figure
3.49.

The two equivalent noise sources are given by the following expressions:

All the theoretical results have been compared with simulation ones, to check the
validity of the proposed models for noise sources in current conveyors. From the
expressions given above, it is possible to see that noise is directly affected by
transistor operating points by means of parameter.
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Firstly, thermal noise at Y node has been taken into account, and the results of
the comparison are pictured in figure 3.50.

The two boundary values for parameter have been considered in the theoretical
analysis. From figure 3.50 it is clear that the theoretical results are in an
excellent agreement with the simulations, being the error between 4 and 5.5%. In
order to test if the evaluated noise thermal component at X node is in a good
agreement with the practical results, simulations have been performed,
modifying the biasing current of the output stages. This can be done varying the
W/L ratio. All the stages have been designed having PMOS transistor with an
aspect ratio double with respect to the NMOS one. In this way it is possible to
consider, to simplify, only a K parameter, that indicates the aspect ratio for
NMOS transistors. In figure 3.51 the evaluated and simulated thermal noise
component at X node are presented.
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Also in this case there is a very good agreement between the results obtained
with the proposed noise model and with simulations. The error is always lower
than 6%. The same check has to be done on the flicker noise component. For
what concerns the voltage noise at Y node, a comparison between theoretical
and simulated results is presented in figure 3.52. Once more the difference
between them is not high, being the error of about 8%. Flicker noise component
has been estimated at X terminal too, and the results are reported in figure 3.53.
Also in this case the error is acceptable for a first order evaluation, being lower
than 8%.

In conclusion, it is possible to say that a simple model for the estimation of noise
level in current conveyors has been derived. The results obtained shows a little
difference with respect to the simulations, but this is due to the fact that we are
utilising models and formulas that allow a very fast computation. This is a
common trade-off to face. In fact, the more the expressions are detailed, the
more they are complex, so requiring a longer time for a results. Anyway, the
results of the proposed model can be better detailed if second-order terms,
neglected in this derivation, are taken in consideration.
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CHAPTER IV

EVOLUTION OF LV LP CCII BASIC
BUILDING BLOCK

4.1 IMPROVEMENTS OF THE BASIC CCII

CCII block is powerful and simple at the same time, but the wide spread
of possible applications has led to the development of evolutions and
improvements of the basic CCII topology.

4.1.1 Dual output CCII (DOCCII).

The simplest modification of the basic CCII topology is represented by
its dual output version. As shown in the first chapter of this book, we usually
distinguish between positive (CCII+) and negative (CCII-) implementations,
depending on the current sign with respect to the one, assuming the block
itself as reference (see figure 4.1).

Current conveyors are often employed in applications that require a feedback
between input and output terminals. In some applications, it can be useful to
have both output currents – inverted and non-inverted – available. For this
reason a dual output CCII, whose block scheme is shown in figure 4.2, can be
implemented.



In the previous chapter, several solutions for current conveyor implementation
have been presented. A dual output version of a given CCII is easily obtained
simply adding some current mirrors at the output node. In this sense, starting, for
example, from the circuit shown in figure 2.19, the corresponding dual output
version of Z terminal is presented in figure 4.3.

A particular attention in current mirror design has to be paid if better
performance of the improved CCII are needed. All the evolutions of the basic
CCII towards other building blocks with multiple input and output terminals can
be obtained either modifying the internal CCII topology or through suitable
connections of more CCII basic blocks and passive components. In this sense,
figure 4.4 shows another possible implementation of the dual output CCII.
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The two output currents are obtained through a double conversion. Firstly, the Z
node current of CCII1 is forced into a resistance R and then converted into a
voltage, Secondly, this voltage is applied to both the Y nodes of CCII2 and
CCII3. The current flowing from their Z and X nodes is:

In this manner, two currents equal to that flowing from X1 node have been
obtained. They satisfies the requirements for a DOCCII thanks to the fact that
CCII3 is a negative current conveyor. This means that or (see
figure 4.4). It has to be noted that this is true only if the three resistances
employed are perfectly matched, otherwise a current transfer error between X
and Z nodes will be introduced. The DOCCII can be considered as a simple
generalization of the CCII, because adding a current mirror is very simple.
Anyway, it helps to demonstrate that all the “evolutions” of the basic current
conveyor can be implemented starting from the basic block. In the following
pages this principle will be applied to all the other topologies presented before.
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4.1.2 Current Gain CCII (CGCCII).

A basic characteristic of current conveyors is represented by the fact that
currents flowing at X and Z nodes are almost equal. parameter has been
introduced to quantify the current transfer error between these two terminals,
typical of non ideal CCIIs [1,2,3,4,5].
If is designed K times higher with respect to the new block so implemented
is named Current Gain Current Conveyor (CGCCII) and is shown in figure 4.5.

This block has been successfully employed in some applications like capacitance
multiplication or inductance simulation (see next chapter). Starting from the
basic block, a CGCCII may be designed simply adding some current mirrors,
which perform the desired current gain. In figure 4.6 a class A version of a
CGCCII output stage is reported.

122

Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors IV



The same principle may be applied to obtain a class AB CGCCII, as that
proposed in figure 4.7. Even if the design is quite simple, a particular attention
has to be paid to the impedance levels, for which some trade-off considerations
have to be done. In fact, imposing a current gain equal to K, the biasing current
of Z output stage is increased by the same factor. But a higher current at Z node
means a lower impedance at the same terminal, which is typically characterised
by a very high impedance level.
The problem could be solved imposing a very low biasing current at X node, but
this will cause an increase in X node impedance that, on the contrary, has to be
as low as possible.

A different and more efficient approach leads to the use of very high impedance
current mirrors (as the “cascoded” ones), which show very high output
impedances without particular constraints on biasing current. Anyway, this
solution has some limitations in the LV operation, so specific current mirror
topologies have to be developed (see chapter 3). This implementation has to
used with care. In fact, increasing the output current at Z node by means of
current mirrors will lead, in the case reported in figure 4.7, to a lower impedance
level.
Using two basic CCIIs and two resistances it is also possible to implement a
CGCCII, as reported in figure 4.8.
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Once more the output current is obtained through a double conversion, but in
this case and are not equal, so to have a current gain:

The limit in the gain that can be imposed is represented by the fact that can
not be too high, or comparable with the parasitic impedance and can not
be too low, or comparable with the parasitic impedance If these constraints
are not met, an unacceptable difference between the nominal gain (given by the
ratio of and and the effective gain will result.

4.1.3 Current Controlled CCII (CCCII).

One of the non-idealities of the CCII arises from the fact that the
impedance level at X node is low but not zero.
In chapter 2, some formulas expressing the non-ideal impedance at X node, have
been proposed for the different topologies of current conveyors presented. These
values are affected by the biasing condition of the transistors that form the
output stage. Starting from these considerations, the designer can adjust the
value of the X node parasitic impedance implementing different topologies and
imposing different biasing conditions. Usually, it is necessary to perform a trade-
off between a lower parasitic impedance and other specifications, such as power
consumption, linearity, dynamic range, and so on.
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In some applications, the resistive load connected to X node, which usually
represents a limitation for CCII, can give us an advantage. This happens in the
device that is named Current Controlled Current Conveyor, or CCCII [6,7].
In this new block, the impedance seen at X node is not more a parasitic element,
but becomes a part of the block specifications, as presented in the matrix form
reported in figure 4.9, together with CCCII block symbol.

In order to control the biasing of the output stage, the topology presented in
figure 2.14 may be modified, for example, in that shown in figure 4.10.
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The current may control the biasing of the output stage, so modifying the
parasitic resistance In figure 4.11, a graph, showing how changes with
the biasing current, is reported. The determined values refer to a simulation in a
standard CMOS technology.

4.1.4 Third generation CCII (CCIII).

Since their introduction, first and second generation current conveyors
have been successfully employed in an impressive number of analog
applications. It is quite common to express CCI and CCII characteristics in a
matrix form. From a general point of view it is possible to consider the two
blocks as particular cases of a more general structure [8], described by the
following matrix relation:

The parameter indicated as “b” is the current transfer characteristic. When it is
positive we have a CCI+ or a CCII+, while CCI– and CCII– are obtained if b<0.
A CGCCII is built up when the module of b is greater than one. In (4.1) another
parameter, indicated as “a”, has been inserted. If a = 1 we have a CCI, while a
CCII is obtained when a=0. In [8] the case of a = –1 has been investigated,
leading to the introduction of a new block, named third generation current
conveyor or CCIII, whose symbol is reported in figure 4.12.
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Third generation current conveyors may be useful, for example, in current
sensing applications [8]. In fact, if a current, at a generic point into a network,
has to be sensed, the current “probe” should be able to make flow a current with
a very low series impedance and a high impedance current output. This is what a
CCIII exactly does, as confirmed by (4.1) if a= –1.
In figure 4.13, a CCII-based CCIII implementation is presented [8].

A second output node has been added to the CCIIs employed but, with respect to
the philosophy of DO-CCII, we have two equal Z nodes (both named ZB)
instead of complementary ones. One of these two ZB terminals can be
considered as Z node of the CCIII.
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In [8], really good performance for the proposed block have been presented.
Implementing a rail-to-rail current conveyor like that introduced in chapter two
(figure 2.23), a LV LP CMOS third generation current conveyor can be
designed. In table 4.1 typical main CCIII characteristics are summarised.

4.2 TOWARDS THE DIFFERENTIAL SOLUTIONS

LV LP design philosophy is often joined to the need of manipulating
differential signals. Designing circuits suitable for differential signals leads to
have more versatile applications. In analog design, CCII represents one of the
most useful building block. Many efficient applications can be designed with
success using CCII as basic component. Anyway, second generation current
conveyors, as they have been proposed, show some drawbacks. For example,
only one of the input terminals presents a high impedance level. This can be a
problem if differential signals have to be handled. To overcome this, a solution
using more CCIIs has been proposed [9,10,11,12].
A different approach can be that to implement more complicated basic blocks,
which will be presented in this chapter. Each of them can be designed from
simple modifications of the basic CCII, so confirming an intrinsic characteristic
of the CCII to be “the” basic analog block.

4.2.1 Differential CCII (DCCII).

The search for a new powerful block, in the differential approach, leads
to several circuit solutions that propose themselves as natural evolutions of the
basic CCII topology.
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A first example may be represented by the differential current conveyor
(DCCII), characterised by the block scheme and matrix form of figure 4.14 [10].

Both Y and Z nodes are high impedance terminals, while the two X nodes show
low impedance levels. In figure 4.15 a class A implementation of DCCII is
shown [10].

In [10] the results for the circuit in figure 4.13 have been presented, and some
applications, such as four quadrant multiplier and current-mode filter, are
analysed too. Starting from the basic CCII block, a DCCII can be designed
according to the topology reported in figure 4.16.
The Y nodes of two current conveyors have been connected together, so two low
impedance X nodes have been obtained. These two X nodes are driven by the
same Y voltage, as required by DCCII specifications (figure 4.14).
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The block indicated as “current subtractor” is necessary to obtain the two Z node
currents. Basically, it can be easily implemented by current mirrors. Its goal is to
subtract reciprocally the currents flowing from Z nodes of the current conveyors,
so and can be derived accordingly to DCCII characteristics.

This solution may present some limitations due to the non-ideal performance of
current mirrors forming the current subtractor. The circuit shown in the figure
4.17 allows to overcome this problem, because it performs the DCCII operation
using only CCII blocks and three matched resistances (in the figure we will
consider and currents as the output currents of the DCCII, which have
been called and in the previous figures 4.14, 4.15 and 4.16).
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Once more the current signals are converted, through and resistances, in
two voltages, and These voltages, applied to CCII3 and CCII4, give
the output currents and as follows:

If all the resistances are equal and well matched,

so and are the output currents of a DCCII, as stated in fig. 4.14.
Implementing each CCII with a rail-to-rail LV LP current conveyor like that
presented in figure 2.19 allows to obtain a rail-to-rail DCCII too. This gives an
evident advantage with respect to the solution reported in figure 4.15.

4.2.2 Differential voltage CCII (DVCCII).

The differential voltage current conveyor (DVCCII) is characterised by
two high-impedance input terminals (Y1 and Y2), one low-impedance node (X)
and two high-impedance output nodes (Z1 and Z2). Its block scheme and matrix
characteristics are summarised in figure 4.18 [9]:
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In figure 4.19 a class A DCCII is shown [10], while figure 4.20 shows a DCCII
implementation starting from CCII basic blocks. It has to be noted that the
output currents and have been obtained by a dual output current conveyor.

The same principle applied to the DCCII can be used for the DVCCII, so
designing a topology formed by basic CCIIs and resistances. The two voltages

and force a current into which is mirrored to CCII1 Z node, thanks
to the current conveyor characteristics. In fact we have:
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If

according to the matrix characteristic in figure 4.18. The Z node currents have
only to be equal to that flowing from X node, so a DOCCII has been used as the
output current conveyor.

4.2.3 Fully differential CCII (FDCCII).

The natural evolution of DVCCII is a fully differential block (FDCCII),
where each terminal has been doubled with respect to the original CCII. Its
block scheme and matrix characteristic are summarised in figure 4.21 [11].

The FDCCII may be considered as the most versatile building block that can be
designed starting from the basic CCII. In fact, its topology can be thought as the
“natural differential evolution” of the CCII idea. From figure 4.21 matrix
description, it can be easily seen that each terminal of the CCII is replaced, in the
FDCCII, by a couple of terminals, so obtaining a very useful block. In figure
4.22 a class AB implementation of FDCCII is shown [12].
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The solution in figure 4.22 presents two extra terminals with respect to the
classical fully differential structure. This means that the topology is related to a
more general matrix description, presented in (4.9).

Adding the current sensing principle to a DDA (Differential Difference
Amplifier), it is possible to design a different FDCCII with very good
performance and almost rail-to-rail output characteristics [11].
Also the FDCCII can be implemented through the use of basic CCIIs and
resistances, as presented in figure 4.23. In this case too, any mismatch among

and resistances will cause an error in the FDCCII behaviour. The
drawbacks of this solution are represented by the high number of active
components and the matching condition needed for the resistances employed but
this is a very little price to pay, if compared to the fact that rail-to-rail
differential current conveyors may be easily implemented. Moreover, each
improvement in the CCII design in terms of power consumption, minimum
supply voltage, bandwidth etc., automatically leads to differential circuits with
better performance.
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The approach followed to derive a CCII-based DVCCII can be extended to the
FDCCII shown in fig. 4.23. We have:

If

while if

Once more all resistances have to be matched and parasitic components have to
be taken into account for a more detailed analysis. Under these conditions eq.s
(4.12) and (4.13) satisfy eq.(4.9).
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4.2.4 Universal CCII (UCCII).

Starting from the first and second generation current conveyors, many
types of new topologies have been designed during the past years. In [14], a
universal current conveyor (UCCII) has been introduced with the aim to replace
each current conveyor with its UCCII-based implementation.
In fact, it could be demonstrated that each block described in the previous
paragraphs, from DOCCII to DVCCII, can be obtained from the universal
current conveyor itself, whose characteristics, in matrix form and block, are
pictured in figure 4.24.
The implementation of such a block is based on that presented in figure 4.19 for
the DVCCII. Some extra Z nodes have been introduced. In order to obtain all the
possible CCII evolutions, each Z node presents its negative one. For example,
considering as the Y node and or as the Z node, a classic CCII+ is
easily derived. All the other blocks can be implemented and, moreover, some
novel topologies have been also introduced.

As seen for the previously introduced blocks, the UCCII can be implemented
using basic CCII blocks, as shown in figure 4.25. We have :

If all the resistances are equal,

according to the matrix characteristic.
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In conclusion, in this Chapter we have presented all the evolutions of the basic
second generation current conveyor towards its differential versions, which
consist of multiple input and output terminals. These circuits, which can be
obtained both from modification of the basic CCII block at transistor level and
through opportune external connections of more CCIIs and passive components,
can be utilized in a number of interesting applications, some of which will be
shown in the next chapter.

137

Evolution of LV LP CCII



References.

[1] G.Di Cataldo, G.Ferri, S.Pennisi. Active capacitance multipliers using current conveyors,
Proceedings of International Symposium of Circuits and Systems, 1998; Monterey, U.S.A.

[2] G.Ferri, S.Pennisi, A 1.5 V Current-Mode Capacitance Multiplier. Proceedings of International
Conference on Microelectronics, 1998; Monastir, Tunisia.

[3] G.Ferri, S.Pennisi, S.Sperandii, A low voltage CMOS 1-Hz low pass filter. Proceedings of
International Conference on Electronics, Circuits and Systems, 1999; Cyprus.

[4] P.De Laurentiis, G.Ferri, G.Palumbo, S.Pennisi, A low-pass 1-Hz 2V-supply current-conveyor
based filter, Proceedings of European Circuits and Systems Conference, 1999; Bratislava,
Slovakia.

[5] G.Ferri, N.Guerrini. High valued passive element simulation using low-voltage low-power
current conveyors for fully integrated applications. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems II.
nr.4; vol.48; 2001; pp.405-409.

[6] H. Barthelemy, A. Fabre. A second generation current controlled conveyor with negative
intrinsic resistance. IEEE Transactions on Circuit and Systems I. vol. 49; 2002; pp. 63-65.

[7] A. Fabre, O. Saaid, F. Wiest, C. Boucheron. High-frequency high-Q BiCMOS current-mode
bandpass filter and mobile communication application. IEEE Journal of Solid-State Circuits. nr. 4;
vol. 33; 1998; pp. 614-624.

[8] A. Fabre. Third generation current conveyor: a new helpful active element. Electronics Letters.
nr. 5; vol. 31; 1995; pp. 338-339.

[9] H. O. Elwan, A. M. Soliman. Novel CMOS differential voltage current conveyor and its
applications. IEE Proceedings - Circuits Devices and Systems. nr. 3; vol. 144; 1997; pp. 195-200.

[10] H. O. Elwan, A. M. Soliman. CMOS differential current conveyors and applications for
analog VLSI. Analog Integrated Circuits and Signal Processing. nr. 11; 1996; pp. 35-45.

[11] H. A. Alzaher, H. O. Elwan, M. Ismail. CMOS fully differential second-generation current
conveyor. Electronics Letters. nr. 13; vol. 36; 2000; pp. 1095-1096.

[12] A.A.El-Adawy, A.M. Soliman, H.O.Elwan. A novel fully differential current conveyor and
applications for analog VLSI. IEEE Transactions on Circuit and Systems-II. nr. 4; vol. 47; 2000;
pp. 306-313.

[13] D. Becvar, K. Vrba, V. Zeman, V. Musil. Novel universal active block: a universal current
conveyor. Proceedings of the IEEE International Symposium on Circuits and Systems, 2000;
Geneva, Switzerland.

138

Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors                                                 IV



CHAPTER V

LV LP CCII APPLICATIONS

Second generation current conveyors can be employed in a very large
number of different applications. Owing to its flexibility and versatility‚ CCII
can be seen as a real competitor for the operational amplifier. In fact‚ in several
applications‚ current conveyors allow to obtain better results than op-amp ones‚
but CCII can replace op-amp only when it is proved that all the signal
processing functions‚ usually implemented with op-amps‚ can be performed with
similar or better characteristics through the use of CCIIs. That’s why in the
following sections a number of simple applications with CCIIs will be
investigated and‚ in some cases‚ compared to the related op-amp-based ones. In
this sense‚ there are two different approaches. The first approach utilises them as
substituting blocks of the op-amps‚ while the second one proposes a different
design philosophy‚ named current-mode‚ and introduces CCII itself as the basic
building block in this new environment.

5.1 BASIC APPLICATIONS

In the first chapter‚ where the general feedback theory has been
presented‚ it has been shown that the best basic block which implements a
voltage amplifier is the VCVS (Voltage Controlled Voltage Source) [1‚2]. The
analysis of the basic applications will start with the comparison between op-
amp-based and CCII-based voltage amplifiers.
In figure 5.1 a traditional op-amp-based voltage amplifier is pictured. Assuming
the op-amp as ideal - in particular‚ considering infinite gain at each operating
frequency and infinite input impedance – the relation between input and output
voltages is expressed by the following equation:

Considering a finite gain G for the op-amp‚ eq.(5.1) becomes :



Usually‚ G has a single-pole behaviour‚ so‚ when the frequency is raised‚ the
effective gain of the operational amplifier decreases‚ so leading to a greater
difference between theoretical and ideal behaviour.
The op-amp-based traditional voltage amplifier presents the heavy limitation of
the non ideal gain of the basic block‚ especially at higher frequencies. This
limitation can be expressed in terms of the error introduced by non-ideal op-
amps‚ which is defined as follows :

Considering eq.(5.3)‚ it is clear that if the low frequency op-amp gain is equal to
60 dB‚ the voltage gain error will be 0.1% ; but this error raises up to a value of
90.9% at the GBW frequency‚ where G=1‚ considering a typical ratio of
10.

The CCII-based solution‚ presented in figure 5.2‚ allows to overcome these
drawbacks. In fact‚ the circuit behaviour is very close to the expected one if the
voltage at X node is equal to that applied to Y node.
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As shown in the previous chapters, it is possible to have good performance
implementing a good CCII input voltage buffer, through the use of a differential
pair. In this case, parameter is close to its ideal unitary value for a frequency
range much larger with respect to that where op-amps present a very high gain.
This feature has the result to allow a wider operating frequency range for all
CCII-based circuits. The latter consideration is usually expressed by the fact that
CCIIs do not show the limitation of a constant GBW product.
The voltage amplifier shown in figure 5.2 is implemented through the use of two
CCII blocks. The second CCII performs the buffering operation, so it can be
avoided either when resistance can be considered the load of the voltage
amplifier or when it is much lower than the load resistance. In this last case, in
fact, the load is not affecting the amplifier voltage gain.
The use of two CCIIs does not increase the complexity of the overall circuit, in
terms of number of transistors (an op-amp requires internally much more
transistors than a CCII) and, consequently, power dissipation can be kept at
reduced values.
The voltage gain expression for the circuit proposed in figure 5.2 comes from
the following relationship:

This expression is valid assuming both CCIIs as ideal‚ and the input CCII as a
positive current conveyor. Using a negative CCII‚ an inverting voltage amplifier
is obtained. This fact is particular important because it is impossible to perform
both functions with op-amps‚ which are able to implement‚ typically‚ only
inverting topologies.
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If CCII non-idealities and are taken into account‚ we can write :

and parameters are usually very close to unit‚ so the error results to be quite
low.
Let us now consider other different applications of operational amplifiers‚ so to
be compared to the same functions implemented through CCIIs. In figure 5.3 an
op-amp-based current amplifier is shown.

The current gain expression is very simple when the op-amp is ideal. In fact‚ in
this case we can write :

but‚ if a finite gain G is considered‚ we have :

If we consider an amplifier with a high gain it is possible to recover eq.(5.6).
Eq.(5.7) confirms that a voltage amplifier with a current gain feedback should
not present the gain bandwidth limitation‚ because the current gain does not
depend on the op-amp gain. Anyway‚ we must consider the fact that increasing
the frequency‚ the op-amp voltage gain tends to 1‚ so causing a strong increment
in the current gain (for G=1‚ eq.(5.7) tends ideally to infinite).
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However‚ the main problem in this solution is related to the impedance levels.
From feedback theory‚ summarised in table 1.1‚ it is clear that the feedback
applied to a current amplifier reduces the input impedance and increases the
output one by a factor exactly equal to the loop gain. So‚ if a 1 output
resistance is required‚ starting from the few of the output impedance of a
common op-amp‚ a 100-120 dB loop gain is needed. This means that even if
there is not the frequency limitation due to constant GBW product‚ it is quite
hard to meet the impedance constraints.
Moreover‚ which is used to obtain the desired current gain‚ is the load
resistance. Then‚ a different implementation of a current amplifier can be
performed through the use of a CCII (figure 5.4).

In this case‚ only one current conveyor is needed because no output voltage
buffer operation is required. Firstly‚ the input current is converted into an input
voltage‚ applied to Y node. The X node voltage obtained in this way forces‚ into

a current which flows from high impedance Z node.

Also in this case‚ CCII non-idealities‚ in terms of and parameters‚ introduce
an error which can be taken into account as follows:
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The impedance problems seen for the previous op-amp-based solution are
overcome because the input impedance is practically equal to while the
output one is the CCII output impedance‚ that is high and not related to the
imposed current gain. In addition to that‚ a current-gained CCII (CGCCII‚ see
chapter 4) may be also used as a building block‚ giving a possible additive
current gain.
Let us consider now the transconductance amplifier. The op-amp based one‚
reported in figure 5.5‚ shows a gain equal to the inverse of the load resistance
In this case‚ the error due to non ideal op-amp behaviour is not the most
important problem‚ because there is again the problem of the output impedance
level.

On the contrary‚ CCII-based solution‚ pictured in figure 5.6‚ shows an easily
tunable gain (equal to and good impedance levels at both input (Y) and
output (Z) nodes.

Also in this case the circuit can be more flexible if a CGCCII is used instead of a
simple CCII. In fact‚ it is possible to limit the power consumption reducing
current (through an increase of      value)‚ but maintaining the same gain.
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In this manner‚ the CGCCII-based transconductance amplifier has a gain of
where K is the ratio between and currents and is the resistance

connected to X node.
The last basic amplifier configuration is the transimpedance amplifier‚ whose
traditional implementation with op-amp is presented in figure 5.7.

Also for what concerns this topology‚ there is not the problem linked to the
constant GBW product (see table 1.1)‚ but the limitation is again due to the
impedance levels. In fact‚ the input impedance should be as low as much
possible‚ but op-amps have very large input impedances. The feedback effect
helps to reduce this value by a factor related to loop gain‚ but a strong reduction
can be obtained only at low frequencies‚ where the op-amps show very high
voltage gains.
The equivalent CCII-based solution‚ shown in figure 5.8‚ allows to choose the
desired gain without affecting the impedance levels. In fact‚ the low impedance
levels are ensured by CCII characteristics‚ and are not related to feedback
effects.
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From the previously presented results‚ it appears clear that current conveyors are
very powerful building blocks‚ allowing analog designers to implement the four
basic amplifier configurations with performance that are similar or‚ in some
cases‚ improved with respect to their opamp-based counterparts. In the next‚
other CCII-based applications will be considered.
In figure 5.9 a CCII-based current adder is reported. (It is easy to extend the
topology to the case of a higher number of input currents.)

Thanks to the fact that‚ in the CCII+‚ a current adder is implemented
simply connecting more than a current source to the low impedance input node
X. The only source of error is linked to parameter which is not exactly equal to
its ideal unitary value.
This solution can be modified to design a CCII-based voltage adder‚ as depicted
in figure 5.10.
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Input voltages are converted into currents through and resistors. The first
CCII performs the current adder action seen before. Then‚ the output current is
converted again into a voltage through the use of R resistor. In order to obtain a
low output impedance level‚ a second CCII has been used as a voltage buffer.
In figure 5.11‚ a simple current integrator is presented.

The expression of the output current is easily evaluated considering the ideal
CCII characteristics‚ as follows:

Also in this case it is possible to take into account‚ in eq.(5.10)‚ all the CCII non
idealities in a very simple way.
Swapping the two passive elements‚ a current differentiator is obtained‚ as
pictured in figure 5.12.

In this case we can write:
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CCII is not only a block suitable for current-based applications‚ but allows to
implement also voltage-based applications.
In figure 5.13 a CCII-based voltage integrator is proposed. The second current
conveyor ensures again the voltage buffer operation at the output.

A straightforward analysis for the circuit of figure 5.13 brings to the following
expression for the output voltage:

Also in this case the passive elements can be swept to design a voltage
differentiator‚ shown in figure 5.14.
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The output voltage expression (eq.(5.13)) confirms that the circuit behaves as
required. In fact:

With respect to the op-amp counterpart‚ the proposed CCII-based integrator and
differentiator are non-inverting configurations. Traditional inverting
configurations can be implemented simply changing the type of CCII !
In the next paragraphs other CCII-based applications‚ together with their
characteristics‚ will be presented.

5.2 IMPEDANCE SIMULATORS.

Thanks to their particular characteristics‚ CCIIs can be widely used in
the implementation of circuits able to convert impedances. Negative impedances
converters in general‚ and FDNR (Frequency Dependent Negative Resistance) in
particular‚ are usually implemented by CCIIs instead of op-amps because of
their better performance.

5.2.1 Impedance Converters.

In figure 5.15 a simple CCII-based negative impedance converter has been
reported [2].
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Using a positive CCII‚ the current injected at X node will flow into Z
impedance‚ so imposing a negative voltage at Y node. This value is also present
at X node‚ where the equivalent impedance is equal to –Z‚ as shown in eq.(5.14).

If we consider‚ as a source‚ a voltage generator instead of a current generator‚ the
solution presented in figure 5.16 can be employed‚ where the equivalent
impedance at Y node is now considered.

The operating principle is exactly the same and the resulting input impedance at
input node Y is still equal to –Z.

The two solutions proposed in figure 5.15 and 5.16 allow the simulation of a
grounded negative impedance. In order to implement a floating negative
impedance‚ it is necessary to introduce a second CCII. A possible
implementation is reported in figure 5.17. We notice that this topology has been
obtained simply doubling that shown in figure 5.16‚ so the resulting input
impedance is still equal to –Z.
Using CCIIs‚ it is also possible to design circuits having general purpose
features‚ such as the GIC (general impedance converter)‚ whose block scheme is
presented in figure 5.18.
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The equivalent impedance seen at the input of the circuit reported in figure 5.18
is given by:

Changing the value and/or the kind of impedances inserted in the GIC‚ it is
possible to obtain different equivalent input impedances. A negative impedance
converter is built-up simply replacing the two current conveyors whose X nodes
are connected to by two negative current conveyors. This means that both
positive and negative CCIIs have to be used. In integrated applications it could
be a great advantage to implement functions using basic blocks of the same type.
To this aim‚ it is possible to modify the solution presented in figure 5.18 in order
to design a negative impedance converter based only on CCII-. The block
scheme is shown in figure 5.19.
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5.2.2 Capacitance Multiplication

Using LV LP CCIIs‚ it is possible to simulate the frequency behaviour of
high capacitances and inductances by utilising only elements suitable for an
integrated implementation.
Large capacitances need large silicon areas in integrated applications‚ so their
implementation is limited to small values. If large capacitance are needed‚ there
are only two solutions‚ using either external capacitances or designing circuits
able to simulate the behaviour of such passive components [3].
In particular‚ it is possible to implement high capacitance values from smaller
ones by performing a capacitance multiplication. This can be obtained using the
CGCCII which shows a current gain between Z and X terminal‚ as in the circuit
of figure 5.20 [4‚ 5‚ 6].

If the current flowing from Z node is K times greater than that flowing from X
node‚ the impedance at X node is K times higher than that seen from Y node‚ as
clarified by the following formulas:
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from which

being
In this manner‚ we have‚ at Y node‚ an equivalent impedance whose value is K
times smaller than which means a capacitance K times higher than C.
Hence‚ the capacitance multiplication is performed.
If a real CCII is used as a capacitance multiplier‚ implementing the scheme in
the figure 5.20‚ the equivalent impedance at Y node is given by:

From eq.(5.19)‚ if and (ideal case)‚ we recover eq.(5.18).
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Figure 5.21 shows the ideal and non ideal impedance behaviour (neglecting the
high frequency pole‚ it means considering at CGCCII based
capacitance multiplier input. Simulation results suggest that an acceptable
agreement between theoretical and obtained behaviour is not possible for more
than three or four frequency decades. From eq.(5.19)‚ it can be found‚ neglecting
the second order term‚ that for low frequencies the equivalent impedance is
equal to while at high frequencies it tends to (always considering

so the frequency range is limited by these two values and can be
adjusted modifying and values‚ through an opportune modification of
CCII output stages biasing currents.
Since the capacitive impedance decreases when the frequency is growing‚ if an
operating frequency range towards higher frequencies is needed‚ then and
have to be reduced. Vice versa if a range towards lower frequencies is required‚

and have to be increased. The relative percentage error in capacitance
multiplication has resulted to be lower than 3% for each C and K condition.

5.2.3 Inductance Simulation

In the previous section‚ the capacitance multiplication has been
introduced in order to face the problem represented by the large silicon area
required by high capacitances.
The implementation of inductances offers a similar problem to the designers. It
is not possible to implement an inductance on a chip starting from a standard
CMOS fabrication process‚ so circuits able to emulate an inductive behaviour
have been proposed during the years.
The most famous inductance simulator (shown in figure 5.22) was proposed by
Antoniou and utilizes two op-amps and five passive elements to obtain an
equivalent impedance given by [7]:

This solution has particular features‚ such as the fact that it is not very sensitive
to non ideal op-amp behaviour. Moreover‚ large inductances can be easily
obtained with low values of resistances‚ but the topology presents the heavy
drawback to implement only grounded equivalent inductances‚ while typically
these are series components in passive networks. In figure 5.23 an alternative
solution for the simulation of a grounded inductance based on CCIIs is presented
[6].
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Considering ideal CCIIs‚ the equivalent inductance value is but‚ if the
non-ideal active components are taken into account‚ a slightly different value in
a limited frequency operating range is obtained (see figure 5.24)‚ according to
the following formula:

Different values of simulated grounded inductances can be obtained using
different values for and C. The percentage error is lower than 3%. From
eq.(5.21) it follows that the series resistance and the Q factor are respectively:
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As well known‚ the best inductances show a low series resistance and a high
quality factor. From eq.s (5.22) and (5.23)‚ it comes that and have to be
low‚ while C has to be high. Unfortunately‚ the choice of a high capacitance
leads to have operating ranges towards the low frequencies‚ so a trade-off has to
be made during the design process.
With respect to op-amp based solution‚ a smaller number of passive components
is required‚ while larger inductances need larger values for passive elements. If a
circuit completely suitable for integration is needed‚ the capacitor C‚ shown in
figure 5.23‚ has to be replaced by a capacitance multiplier like the one presented
in the previous section. In this case‚ a class A CCII-based capacitance multiplier
has been used‚ because it allows to reach a better precision‚ in this operation‚
with respect to the same solution implemented with a class AB CCII. The
overall error is obviously increased but is still lower than 7-8%. Employing an
high value capacitance through a capacitance multiplier leads to obtain a worst
precision in inductance simulation but the circuit is now suitable for a fully
integrated implementation. It must be noted that the operating frequency range is
not affected by the use of a capacitance multiplier.
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Using CCIIs‚ it is possible to implement a more useful inductance simulator‚ the
floating one. From the GIC presented in figure 5.18‚ replacing and with
two resistances and with a capacitance‚ an equivalent inductance‚ valued

can obtained. The resulting circuit is pictured in figure 5.25 [2].

The impedance seen between the two Y nodes is equal to if ideal
components are considered. Taking into account the non ideal CCII model and
assuming that all the CCIIs have the same value of and the
impedance seen at the input of the circuit shown in figure 5.25 can be modelled
by the scheme reported in figure 5.26 [6].

Considering the real CCII model‚ the expected inductance value is
It is important to notice that we have considered only a

first order model‚ because parasitic impedances at capacitor C terminal have not
been included.
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The equivalent impedance has a frequency behaviour close to that given by the
grounded inductance simulator (see figure 5.24)‚ and similar considerations are
possible about the percentage error‚ the quality factor and the operating
frequency range. Anyway‚ this solution‚ suitable for integrated applications too‚
has the drawback that requires a floating capacitance between A and B nodes
(figure 5.25). This problem can be overcome starting from the same circuit and
grounding one of the terminals of      impedance. The result is the circuit pictured
in figure 5.27 [6‚8].

Using this circuit‚ there is no need of implementing a floating capacitor‚ like in
the previous case‚ and this is an important advantage in the fabrication of an
equivalent inductance performed through fully integrated components.
Considering ideal CCIIs‚ an inductance valued between nodes IN and
OUT is seen. Taking into account CCII parasitic node impedances‚ the expected
value for the equivalent impedance shown by the floating inductance simulator
circuit is:

158



LV LP CCII applications

where is equal to Also in this case‚ the total impedance graph is
similar to that reported in figure 5.24 and the percentage relative error is lower
than 2%. Previous considerations about Q factor and frequency range (see eq.s
(5.22) and (5.23)) still hold.
Also in this case it is possible to replace the capacitor used in inductance
simulation with a multiplier scheme because it is a grounded one. In fact‚ the
proposed capacitance multiplier allows the simulation of grounded capacitors
only. This error is not higher than the one obtained without capacitance
multiplication‚ but a smaller frequency operating range‚ due to the capacitance
multiplier non idealities‚ must be accepted.
The solution presented in figure 5.27 seems to be disadvantageous‚ because of
the use of four CCIIs‚ but we must consider the fact that all the active
components are equal‚ and this is a great advantage in integrated applications
because the design can be done just for the single element.
Moreover‚ using dual output CCIIs‚ it is possible to obtain a floating equivalent
inductance using only two active components‚ as reported in figure 5.28 [9].

In this case the equivalent inductance is still equal to as can be easily
seen from figure 5.28 circuit.
This application of DOCCII confirms once more the fact that such a kind of
current conveyors gives to analog designers a higher degree of freedom‚ with
respect to op-amp solutions‚ allowing to implement more functions using less
active elements.
Other inductance simulator topologies utilizing the evolved CCII blocks have
been proposed in the literature. In this sense‚ the Current Controlled CCII
(CCCII)‚ introduced in the previous chapter‚ shows a parasitic resistance at X
node that is electronically tunable. Using two CCCIIs it is possible to implement
a grounded inductance simulator‚ as reported in figure 5.29 [10].
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As shown in the previous chapter (figure 4.8)‚ the voltage is given by:

Neglecting the CCCII non-idealities‚ it is possible to write the following
expression for the equivalent input impedance:

The input impedance is given by the parallel of a grounded inductance and
the two resistances. The value of these two resistances affects the inductance
value too‚ allowing an electronic control of the simulated inductance. The only
drawback may be represented by the fact that the simulated impedance‚ even
assuming ideal CCCIIs‚ is not a pure inductance. The range of the simulated
inductance may be easily adjusted inserting‚ in series with both X nodes‚ a
resistance‚ as pictured in figure 5.30 [11].
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In this last case the equivalent impedance is the following :

Other similar configurations for the implementation of negative resistances and
grounded or floating admittances have been proposed in [12‚13‚14‚15].

5.3 CCII-BASED FILTERS

Like the op-amps‚ also CCIIs can be utilized in the design of analog
filters‚ especially the current-mode ones. In the following‚ we will consider both
passive and active filter implementation through current conveyors.
In the previous section a CCII-based capacitance multiplier has been introduced.
The simplest application of this circuit‚ related to analog filters‚ is represented by
a RC filter. Connecting a resistance to the input terminal of the capacitance
multiplier previously described‚ as shown in figure 5.31‚ a low pass filter is
obtained [16‚17].
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Using a resistance‚ a 50 pF capacitance and imposing a current gain of
50‚000‚ it is possible to implement a low pass filter having very low cut-off
frequencies (for example‚ lower than 1 Hz)‚ as shown in figure 5.32. The
advantage of this solution is represented by its intrinsic simplicity and by the fact
that it is suitable for fully integrated implementation.

The high valued inductances and capacitors‚ designed in the previous sections‚
can be employed in the implementation of a fully integrable LC band-pass filter‚
whose resonating frequency is equal‚ as well known‚ to :

From eq.(5.28)‚ it comes that low resonating frequencies can be obtained only if
high values for both capacitors and inductors are employed. In order to show
how the proposed circuits can be applied for the implementation of a LC band
pass filter‚ three different topologies‚ reported in figure 5.33 and indicated with
A‚ B and C‚ have been implemented [6].
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The filter topology A utilises a floating inductance simulator like that presented
in figure 5.27 and two grounded capacitors. In the topology B the capacitor used
in floating inductance simulation has been substituted with an equivalent
capacitor obtained with a capacitance multiplier.
Topology C has been obtained by substituting also the capacitor used in the LC
filter with another CGCCII-based capacitance multiplier. In this case the circuit
is completely integrable on chip.
Three different values of resonance frequency have been considered. Simulation
results‚ presented in table 5.1‚ show a good agreement with the theoretical values
[6].

The capacitor used in the LC filter‚ equal to 20 nF‚ has been obtained from an
integrable 20 pF capacitance and a multiplier with K factor equal to 1000. We
can also note that the percentage error is slightly higher when all the capacitors
needed for a LC filter are obtained by a capacitance multiplication.
In figure 5.34 the simulated and theoretical input currents of the equivalent LC
band-pass filter are compared. It is possible to see that the LC filter response is
like the expected one for a limited range of frequencies‚ and‚ at the resonance
frequency‚ its Q value is lower than the theoretical one. However‚ in the other
frequency ranges‚ the band-pass behaviour is ensured. The supply voltage used
for the CCII used in the LC filter implementation is 1.5 V. The total power
consumption is only

163



Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors V

An equivalent LC filter can be implemented using grounded CCCII-based
inductance simulators instead of floating ones.
In particular‚ simply adding a capacitance to the inductance simulator shown
in figure 5.30‚ a second order band pass filter is easily derived‚ and is presented
in figure 5.35 [11].

Replacing CCIIs with CCCIIs‚ the filter shows an electronic control of the
resonance frequency. In fact:

The CCCII biasing current modifies values‚ allowing an electronic tuning of
the band-pass filter. This solution presents some limitations‚ due to the fact that
the output current flows into the capacitance used for the inductance simulation.
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In order to overcome this problem‚ a second current output may be implemented
in the second CCII shown in figure 5.35. In [11]‚ a different solution that allows
to increase Q factor is also proposed.
Another second order band-pass filter‚ having the current as both input and
output signal‚ can be derived starting from the non ideal inductance simulator
described in figure 5.29. The proposed circuit is reported in figure 5.36 [10].

In this figure‚ CCCII1 and CCCII2‚ together with capacitor implement the
inductance simulator previously presented. CCCII3 operates as a controlled
negative resistance‚ used to compensate the shunt resistance shown by the
equivalent inductance. Finally‚ CCCII4 and resistance allow to perform a
high output impedance. In this way‚ many identical cells may be directly and
easily cascaded so to increase the filter order. The characteristic equations are
the following:

All the presented filters have been designed with a single output signal‚ so with
them it is possible to obtain only an output function. In figure 5.37‚ it is shown
how DOCCII may help in the implementation of filters able to perform
simultaneously more than one filtering functions [18].
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Two different functions‚ low-pass (LP) and band-pass (BP)‚ have been obtained
at the same time. The transfer functions are reported in the following formulas :

The centre frequency and the Q-factor values are given by the following
equations :

A good characteristic shown by this solution is represented by the fact that these
two parameters are tuneable separately. The centre frequency gain is easily
controlled‚ because it is equal to the ratio between R and resistances. In fact:
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From figure 5.37 it appears clear how CCII and its evolutions are really flexible
and versatile blocks. Using only two active blocks and few passive elements a
very versatile current mode filter has been obtained. It must be noted that all
passive components are grounded ones and this is a very important feature for
integrated applications.
Following this philosophy a high number of different solutions have been
presented in literature [19‚20‚21‚22‚23‚24‚25‚26‚27‚28‚29‚30‚31‚32‚33]‚ some of
which will be analysed in this book. In figure 5.38 a current mode filtering cell
that presents three different outputs is reported [21].

Starting from a single input current and using four CCIIs‚ this filter allows to
have low-pass‚ band-pass and high-pass output functions accordingly to the
following expressions:
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The resonating frequency and the Q-factor are given by :

The topology proposed in figure 5.38 shows all floating passive components.
The same solution which has only grounded passive elements is shown in figure
5.39 [27]. It must be pointed out that an extra resistance has been added and that
the CCIIs have been replaced by DOCCIIs, so confirming once more the
importance of the dual output configuration [23,24,25,26,27]. Moreover, another
filtering function is implemented, in fact, together with low-pass, band-pass and
high-pass outputs, an output current performing the notch function, and
indicated with has been implemented (see eq.(5.37)).
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After the considerations done‚ the design guidelines in the CCII-based filters can
be summarized as follows:
1.   Lowering the number of active components.
2.  Lowering the number of passive components.
3. Using grounded passive components.
4.   Performing more than one transfer function.
5.   Making tunable the characteristics of the designed filter (possibly‚ by means

of a single parameter variation).

In figure 5.40 a good example of such a kind of approach is reported [31‚32].
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This filter is a current-mode biquad‚ allowing to obtain simultaneously three
functions: low-pass‚ band-pass and high-pass. The centre frequency and the Q
factor are adjustable independently‚ as shown in eq.(5.39).

The oscillating frequency can be set varying and/or as‚ for example‚ in
figure 5.41‚ where these two resistances have been taken equal.

On the contrary‚ different values of do not affect‚ as shown in figure 5.42‚ the
oscillating frequency‚ which is‚ in fact‚ imposed by the other passive elements.

An increase of and/or resistances lowers the oscillating frequency (see
figure 5.41) but also the filter Q-factor (accordingly to eq.(5.39) and also as
shown in figure 5.43).
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If this reduction of Q-factor value is not acceptable‚ the same factor can be
independently increased modifying value‚ as reported in figure 5.44.

All these degrees of freedom are possible thanks to the fact that there is an
independent control of the oscillating frequency and the Q-factor value. These
feature represents a great improvement in filter design.
In figure 5.45 the simulated frequency responses have been presented. It appears
clear that higher Q values may show an unwanted behaviour in the low-pass and
high-pass response‚ so a compromise has to be accepted between a flat response
of low and high pass functions and a high Q value for the band-pass one.
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CCII-based filters can be designed following a different approach‚ that leads to
consider a multiple input and single output topology. An example is presented in
figure 5.46 [24].

There are four different inputs‚ named and a single output. The filter has
been built up using integrators‚ so a lower sensitivity with respect to active and
passive components has been obtained.
All the passive components are grounded‚ and four different output functions
can be obtained: low-pass‚ band-pass‚ high-pass and notch.
The overall transfer function is given by eq. (5.40).

Modifying input current values‚ all the functions presented above can be
obtained:
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It has to be noted that there are not particular matching condition to be satisfied
in order to implement the filter response. From eq. (5.40) it is possible to write
the centre frequency and the quality factor as follows:

One of the most important characteristics of a filter is the possibility to control
easily its response. Multi-function filters allow to implement several different
transfer functions. Basically‚ the designer gives separate expressions for
resonating frequency and bandwidth (or Q factor). A good filter allows us to
modify these two characteristics separately. As seen in eq.(5.42)‚ this is not
completely true for the circuit shown in figure 5.46. Accepting the fact to use
more active and passive components‚ several solutions have been presented in
the literature.
In figure 5.47 an excellent current-mode universal filter is reported [33].

Performing the routine analysis the output current expression is given by :
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Settings different values for the four input currents‚ many transfer functions are
obtained as follows:

Modifying the current input and imposing some limitation to the impedance
values allows to implement other functions‚ such as low-pass and high-pass
notch filters. Resonance frequency and quality factor are respectively:

From the previous equations‚ it is clear that the resonance frequency can be
adjusted by controlling the grounded resistance without affecting the
bandwidth. The bandwidth is controlled by without changing Moreover‚ it
is also possible to control‚ by means of grounded resistance‚ the current gain‚
without effects on resonance frequency and/or bandwidth. In fact‚ the current
gains for the low-pass‚ band-pass and high-pass functions are the following:

Current conveyors can be successfully employed in the implementation of
voltage mode applications too. A possible example of such a use of CCIIs is
represented by the voltage mode multifunction filter presented in figure 5.48
[25].
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The circuit shown in figure 5.48 presents a single voltage input and three
voltage outputs, performing low-pass, high-pass and band-pass functions, as
follows:

The resonance frequency and the quality factor Q‚ as reported in eq.(5.48)‚ are
adjustable by changing the grounded resistance and the floating resistance
In fact:

In conclusion‚ we have presented a number of CCII-based filters‚ which differs
among them from the possibility of performing voltage and current multi-
filtering operations. Their LV LP characteristics are linked to the performance of
the conveyors which have been utilised in their internal topologies.
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5.4 OSCILLATORS.

Current conveyors can be also successfully used in the design of
oscillators. In fact‚ they have shown to provide wider bandwidth and a best
accuracy with respect to the traditional op-amps. Moreover‚ they do not present
a serious disadvantage of op-amp based oscillators. In fact‚ it has been proved
[34] that the limitation of the finite GBW product affects the frequency
oscillation as well as the oscillation condition. For this reason‚ CCII-based
oscillators have been proposed in the literature since more than 20 years ago
[35‚36‚37].
Anyway‚ in signal processing a wide number of voltage-mode solutions have
been developed. That’s why it is not unusual to find transformation methods that
allow to obtain a current-mode solution from its voltage-mode counterpart
[38‚39‚40‚41]. An example of this approach is constituted by the design of a
Wien oscillator‚ whose solution using a VCVS as amplifier block in a Wien
bridge is shown in figure 5.49 [41].
The design equations for this oscillator are the following:

being K the VCVS voltage gain.
We can consider as a part of the active block; in this case the VCVS is
replaced by a VCCS‚ whose gain is Using different solutions for the
VCCS implementation‚ different expression of the gain have to be considered.
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CCIIs can be employed in the design of any kind of active block‚ then other
CCII-based Wien oscillator configurations can be designed (figure 5.50) [41].
Oscillation frequency and condition are the same‚ provided that the following
relationships are verified:

Two other CCII-based solutions for Wien sinusoidal generators are reported in
figure 5.51‚ where the following equations have to be verified:

The topologies shown in figure 5.50(a) and 5.51(a) are single-frequency
oscillators, while in Figure 5.51(b) we have reported a variable-frequency
oscillator whose oscillation frequency is dependent on only one resistance value

[41].
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Another CCII-based Wien oscillator has been proposed in [42] and is reported in
figure 5.52.
The design equations for this oscillator are the following :

In order to have all the capacitances grounded‚ the circuit has been modified in
that shown in figure 5.53 [42].
The design equations for this oscillator are the following:
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Using the current conveyor topology presented in figure 2.21‚ some PSPICE
simulations have been performed. The oscillation frequency has been varied
modifying the capacitances value. For values down to 20 pF and taking into
account the effect of some parasitic impedances‚ the difference between
expected and simulated values is lower than 2%. In the same conditions the
THD has a value always lower than 3%. Moreover it has to be considered the
fact that without changing the CCII topology it has been possible to set
oscillation frequencies from 1 KHz up to 1.3 MHz. For capacitance values lower
than 20 pF the effect of the parasitic capacitances increases‚ and the same occurs
to the difference between theory and simulations. This is only due to the fact that
all the parasitic impedances should be considered‚ leading to a extremely
complicated theoretical analysis. It has to be considered too that‚ according to
eq.(5.53)‚ lower capacitances mean higher oscillation frequencies‚ where the
transistor model is little bit more complicated. Anyway the simulations have
shown a good agreement with theory and the CCII-based oscillator has shown
good performance too.

It is highly desirable to have a CCII-based oscillator with all the passive
components grounded. In this sense‚ a possible solution is represented by the
circuit in figure 5.54‚ where three basic CCIIs have to be used [43].
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The design equations for this oscillator are the following:

This oscillator has the advantage that a grounded resistor (R or can be
utilised to control the oscillation condition without affecting the frequency of
oscillation‚ since or can control the oscillation frequency independently
from the oscillation condition.
Other topologies of CCII-based oscillators show some particular features‚ like
that proposed in [44]; in particular‚ the use of only positive CCIIs‚ the use of
four (or two) grounded resistors and two (or four) grounded capacitors‚ and the
possibility of having separate oscillation frequency and condition (figure 5.55).
The design equations for the oscillator shown in figure 5.55 are the following:

Another possible oscillator can be implemented starting from dual output CCIIs
and only grounded resistances and capacitances [45]. In this case only two CCII
blocks are needed (figure 5.56).
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The design equations for this oscillators are the following :

A circuit implementing the same oscillating frequency of that shown in eq.(5.56)
but using basic CCII blocks is reported in figure 5.57 [46]. In this case
controls the oscillation condition without affecting the oscillation
frequency.
Using different active blocks‚ interesting solutions can be implemented with
particular features like the multiphase property [47]‚ where the oscillator can
produce a number of output currents equally spaced in phase. The basic circuit is
shown in figure 5.58.
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All the passive components are grounded and no external resistances are used‚ so
the circuit seems particularly attractive for integrated applications. Moreover‚ the
frequency of oscillation can be controlled independently from the oscillation
condition.
Other simple current-mode oscillators can be implemented using both first and
second generation current conveyors [48]. An example is shown in figure 5.59.
For the oscillation frequency is equal to:

It possible to set this frequency by controlling the value of
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To prevent saturation current‚ that can cause high power consumption and
distortion‚ the passive resistance have been replaced by an active non-
linear resistance. This circuit‚ shown in figure 5.60‚ is based on four transistor
diode-connected and two equivalent current sources

Setting the DC bias current it is possible to control the equivalent input
resistance at node IN. In fact‚ at small voltage amplitudes‚ the equivalent
resistance at node IN is given by where

is the carrier mobility‚ W/L the transistor geometrical ratio‚ the oxide
capacitance per unit area and is the DC transistor biasing current.
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Figure 5.61 shows‚ for the simulated and theoretical
variation of the oscillation frequency as a function of (corresponding total
harmonic distortions (THD) in % are also indicated for various frequencies).
There is an excellent agreement between theoretical and simulated results. The
THD‚ for a corresponding output peak-to-peak amplitude of 50 mV‚ is lower
than 1.5 % and is mainly caused by the external non-linear resistance and the
parasitic non-linear resistance ofCCI [48].

Finally‚ we propose two topologies of oscillators using only one active building
block. The first one‚ shown in figure 5.62‚ implements an oscillator based on
DVCCII [49].
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The design equations for this oscillator are the following :

The second configuration is based on a FDCCII and is reported in figure 5.63
[50]. The output node Z1 has been doubled‚ so to obtain the output current on a
node not involved in the oscillator operation.

With respect to the solution previously described‚ this case seems more
attractive since all the passive components are grounded.
The design equations for this oscillator are the following:
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As for the filters‚ also for what concerns the oscillators‚ we have proposed some
CCII-based solutions. In our opinion‚ the best topologies are those which allows
an independent control of the oscillation frequency and condition. Also in this
case the oscillator LV LP characteristics depend directly on the utilised CCII
performance.

5.5 CCII APPLICATIONS

Current conveyors‚ being an alternative to the classical operational
amplifier‚ can be employed with success in an extremely wide range of different
applications. In chapter 4 we have shown how the basic CCII can be used as
building block in designing more complicated conveyors topologies. In this
section we present some applications of current conveyors.

5.5.1 Current conveyor with reduced parasitic impedance

One of the basic characteristics of a current conveyor is represented by its X
node impedance. Ideally this impedance should be zero‚ but in non-ideal circuits
its non-zero value has to be taken into account. In the previous sections we have
shown how this parasitic impedance gives an error in the designed analog
functions‚ even if this problem can be overcome by avoiding loads whose value
is comparable to that of the parasitic impedance.
A possible solution to this problem can be represented by the circuit in fig. 5.64‚
where two positive current conveyors are employed to obtain a negative current
conveyor‚ highlighted into the dotted lines‚ so showing a low parasitic
impedance at X node [51].

186



LV LP CCII applications

In fact‚ when a voltage is applied to the Y node of the first CCII and a load is
connected to the X node of the second CCII‚ it follows that
Then‚ the parasitic equivalent impedance between X and Y is equal to
and heavily decreases since tends to 1.

5.5.2 DCCII-based four quadrant multiplier

The DCCII‚ introduced in the previous chapter 4‚ is an “evolution” of the basic
CCII towards the differential applications. As stated before‚ it can be thought as
composed by basic current conveyors and resistances. A very interesting
application of the DCCII is represented by a transconductance four quadrant
multiplier‚ shown in figure 5.65 [52]‚ where transistors M1 and M2 operate in
the ohmic region. The two output currents are given by :

so showing a proportionality with the voltage difference applied at the transistor
gates and that between V1 and V2.
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5.5.3 Sensor interface

Figure 5.66 shows an interface circuit for piezoresistive pressure sensors based
on CCIIs [53]. The advantage of this circuit in the sensor interface is the
capability of offset compensation and a versatile current-mode configuration
with current output and current or voltage input. The output voltage is linearly
proportional to the piezo variation.
It is assumed that Rp+ is the piezoresistor, whose variation is Rp+=Rpo(1+x),
being Rpo the resistance at reference pressure. A current source configuration is
obtained through CCII1+. The current Iz1 is equal to Ix1 and therefore is set by

and values. The change in piezo value affects the voltage at Z1 node as
follows:

The output current of CCII2+ also follows the input current‚ since Y3 is a high
impedance node‚ while the output current of CCII3+ is given by the ratio
between and The two currents and are then added to obtain the
output current Io and consequently:

In this manner‚ a linear dependence between Io and the piezo variation x is
obtained and can be expressed as follows:

where k is a constant output offset value which can be also set to zero by
suitable choice of and
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Other interfaces based on current conveyors can be developed using suitable
CCII topologies having good performance in terms of low noise‚ low offset‚ and
capable to operate with low voltage low power characteristics.

In conclusion‚ in this chapter a wide number of analog applications of second
generation current conveyors and their evolutions have been proposed. These
applications cover exhaustively the same amount of circuits which generally can
be implemented using operational amplifiers (from basic applications such as
voltage and current amplifiers‚ integrator and differentiators‚ to impedance
simulators‚ filters and oscillators)‚ confirming once more time the importance of
this device as a basic building block‚ especially for LV LP applications.
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Appendix A

In [A1] it is proved how any linear, non reciprocal network can be
represented starting from simple passive and active elements.
Passive elements needed for this representation are resistors and capacitors,
while the active ones are two-terminal basic networks, introduced in this
appendix.
The active components are named nullator and norator and are shown in figure
A.1, with their main features.

The nullator is characterized by zero voltage and current, while in the norator
the current flowing into a node is equal to the current coming out from the other
node. Voltage and current magnitudes are not defined.
Starting from these networks and considering the theory developed by Tellegen
[A2], in 1964, Carlin introduced an ideal amplifier which utilises nullators and
norators, naming the obtained two-port network as nullor [A1]. In fact, as stated
before, since any active network can be represented in terms of nullators and
norators, the simplest component is their combination and the nullor can be
considered as the natural ideal active block.
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Nullor satisfies Tellegen’s requirements for an ideal amplifier, which are zero
input voltage and current, and arbitrary output voltage and current. As a
consequence, the device has an infinite voltage gain and has become the starting
point of every approach to amplifier theory. From nullor properties it comes that
input and output impedance levels are not defined. Moreover, even if this ideal
device is built-up, it will be impossible to use it in analog networks without
feedback. Starting from these considerations, Tellegen [A1] proposed the four
possible basic configurations, reported in figures 1.25 and 1.26, which cover all
the possible combinations through the use of four kind of amplifiers ( VCVS or
voltage amplifier, VCCS or transconductance amplifier, CCVS or
transresistance amplifier and CCCS or current amplifier).
It is interesting to show how OAs and negative CCIIs are easily derived from the
primitive concept of nullor. In fact, grounding a norator terminal of the nullor,
OA is obtained with its well-known characteristics (see fig. A.3) [A3].
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Furthermore, connecting one nullator to one norator terminal, we obtain a
possible simple model for CCII-, as shown in fig. A.4 [A3].

These considerations suggest that OAs and negative CCIIs, easily derived from
the basic ideal block (the nullor), theorised by Carlin, can be considered as
primitive active elements in analog design.

[A1] H. J. Carlin. Singular network elements. IEEE Transactions on Circuit Theory. CT-11; 1964;
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Appendix B

In this Appendix, experimental results concerning measurements on
some integrated current conveyors will be presented. In particular, we have
considered five of the presented topologies, fabricated in a CMOS
technology, provided by Austria Mikro Systems. The circuits have been
designed without particular requirements, except for what concerns the X node
parasitic impedance. That’s why the results found in the previous chapters
cannot be used for a comparison and new simulations using Spectre have been
performed.
The first fabricated CCII topology is reported again in figure B.1,  while in figure
B.2 the microphotograph of the chip is presented.



First of all, the bandwidth of the current conveyor has been evaluated. A
sinusoidal signal having an amplitude of 100 mV has been applied to the Y
node, while X node has been left unloaded. The frequency of the signal has been
varied and the corresponding signal amplitude at X node has been measured.
The results concerning the frequency response have been summarised in the
graph shown in figure B.3.

The frequency response shows, in the experimental measures, a peak at about 1
MHz which did not result from simulations. Another interesting parameter is
represented by the dynamic range, which has evaluated applying a constant
voltage to Y node and measuring the corresponding voltage at X node. In other
words, we have performed a group of measurements very similar to a classical
DC sweep simulation. The experimental data  are reported in figure
B.4. The dynamic range is quite large and in a very good agreement with the
simulation results.
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Then, the current characteristic has been measured, so verifying that the current
flowing from X node is equal to that flowing from Z node. Two
resistances have been connected to X and Z terminals and the current has been
measured for different values of the input voltage Experimental results are
shown in figure B.5.

Simulation and measurement results on this CCII are summarised in table B.1.

The behaviour of the fabricated current conveyor is quite good, in particular the
dynamic range does not seem to be smaller even with low resistive loads.
In order to confirm the measure results, the circuit performance have been
evaluated through a digital oscilloscope applying to the Y node a sinusoidal
signal having a frequency of 10 kHz and a variable amplitude. This amplitude
has been incremented up to the maximum value to which corresponds, at X
node, an undistorted signal. In figure B.6 the upper trace is the applied Y node
voltage, while the lower one is the corresponding voltage at X node.
It is possible to note that the X node voltage shows an undistorted peak-to-peak
amplitude of about 725 mV, thus confirming the graph shown in figure B.4.
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Once the maximum amplitude have been reached, a second measure has been
performed applying to Y node a signal having an amplitude of 750 mV (that is
1.5 V peak-to-peak), whose value is equal to the voltage supply. The input signal
and the corresponding X node signal are presented in figure B.7.
Obviously, the output signal is extremely distorted due to output saturation, even
if its swing is particularly high.
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As stated in chapter 2, the current conveyor presented in figure B.1 has a serious
drawback represented by its output stage, whose biasing current cannot be
controlled easily since its value depends dramatically on process variations and
supply voltage. A step towards the solution of such a problem is represented by
the circuit shown in figure B.8, where the biasing current in transistors M5 and
M6 is controlled by means of current and R resistance.

In figure B.9, a microphotograph of this CCII is presented.

As seen for the first topology, the frequency response at X node is evaluated.
Also in this case, experimental results show a peak in the frequency response
and the bandwidth seems to be a little bit smaller with respect to the one of the
first CCII presented in this appendix. The data are summarised in the plot shown
in figure B.10.
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Then, the dynamic range is investigated, whose experimental results are
presented in figure B.11. Analysing the topology implemented (see figure B.8)
the behaviour for negative input voltages is very close to the expected one,
while, for positive input voltages, the corresponding voltage at X node saturates
to the positive supply. This means that during chip fabrication some MOS
parameters have varied so affecting some CCII performance.

Connecting two load resistances at X and Y nodes, the current characteristic has
been evaluated, whose results and vs. are summarised in figure B.12
graph.
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The dynamic range seems to be improved, but this is only due to the particular
value of load connected. The complete simulation and measurement results are
reported in table B.2.

Measurements with the digital oscilloscope confirm that the dynamic range is
limited, for 10 KHz frequency, to signals having amplitude of about 200 mV (or
400 mV peak-to-peak), as shown in figure B.13.

Imposing an input signal of 1.5 V peak-to-peak, the corresponding output signal
at X node is reported in figure B.14. The output stage clearly saturates and the
signal has a swing of about 1 V, thus confirming the graph pictured in figure
B.11.
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The complementary topology, using a p-type differential pair, has been also
fabricated and is shown in figure B.15, while its microphotograph is depicted in
figure B.16.
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The frequency response of the third CCII fabricated is reported in figure B.17.
Comparing to the other two topologies presented before, the bandwidth is
reduced, even if it seems better compensated.

The measured dynamic range, presented in figure B.18, is in an excellent
agreement with the theory and the simulations.

The measure of the current characteristic and vs. shows a little
reduction in the operating range for what concerns the positive input voltages,
while for negative inputs the CCII operates correctly.
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Also for this topology the simulated and measured CCII characteristics have
been summarised in a table (table B.3).

In agreement with the dynamic response shown in figure B.18, the maximum
input signal, at 10 KHz frequency, that gives an undistorted output at X node,
has an amplitude of about 100 mV (200 mV peak-to-peak), as shown in figure
B.20.

Imposing a 1.5 V peak-to-peak input signal, we obtain the output voltage at X
node whose shape is pictured in figure B.21 (lower trace). It is interesting to note
that output stage saturation occurs only for the positive half wave, while the
negative one follows the ideal behaviour very well. This is in an excellent
agreement with the characteristic shown in figure B.18 and it is due to the fact
that for negative input voltages the transistors of the differential pair are ON,
ensuring a correct operating mode. When the input voltage increases, the CCII
stops to operate correctly.

XIV



The rail-to-rail version of the CCIIs shown in figures B.8 and B.15 implements
both n-type and p-type input differential pairs, as in figure B.22. The chip
microphotograph is shown in figure B.23.
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The frequency response, presented in figure B.24, shows once more the peak at
MHz frequencies, even if the cut-off frequency is now higher with respect to that
measured for the topologies previously described.

The circuit shows a full dynamic range, as shown in figure B.25.

XVI



Low voltage low power CMOS current conveyors Appendix B

Figure B.26 shows the DC current characteristics and vs. for this CCII,
showing good performance.

Table B.4 summarises simulation results and experimental measures of the CCII
characteristics.

For this circuit we have applied an input voltage of 1 V amplitude and 10 KHz
frequency (see figure B.27), obtaining an undistorted output signal. This
confirms the large dynamic range of this configuration.
Figure B.28 shows the output response to a 1.5 V peak-to-peak input signal. It is
interesting to note that a rail-to-rail operating range is not possible, due to the
distortion of the positive half-wave of the input signal. This situation confirms
theory and simulations.
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The last fabricated topology of CCII is reported in figure B.29. Figure B.30
shows its microphotograph.
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The CCII shown in figure B.29 is based on two symmetrical OTAs and, as
reported in the previous chapters, ensures a true rail-to-rail behaviour.

In this case the output peak in the frequency response is present at very high
frequencies (see figure B.31).
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The dynamic range is, as expected, very large (see figure B.32), even if it is not
completely rail-to-rail.

Figure B.33 shows the current characteristic, which is almost rail-to-rail.

Simulation and measurement results are summarised in table B.5.
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Measurements with digital oscilloscope confirm (see figure B.34) that the
maximum input voltage amplitude is about 600 mV (or 1.2 V peak-to-peak). In
fact, a little distortion has been measured in the output signal when the input one
has a 1.5 V peak-to-peak amplitude, as shown in figure B.35.
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Appendix C

In chapters 2 and 3 several possible implementations for integrated
current conveyors have been presented. In particular, we have focused our
attention on the LV LP solutions.
If there is not a particular need of LV LP topologies (or it is not possible to
design and fabricate a chip dedicated to a CCII-based application), a component
commercially available can be the best solution. Such a component is the Analog
Device AD844, whose simplified block scheme is shown in figure C.1.

The input stage is represented by a voltage buffer and a resistance. The node
shows a high impedance, while shows a low one, ideally zero. When a

voltage is applied to and a load is connected to a current named
flows in this load. This current can be found also at the output stage, represented
as the current source The load connected to this current source represents the
transresistance of the AD844 amplifier. The ratio between and is the
voltage gain, having a typical value of 60000, while current gain is about 40000.
At the output we have two nodes: a high impedance node (Z) and a low
impedance one (OUT). According to the theory presented in the first chapter,
this device can be considered as a Current Feedback Operational Amplifier
(CFOA). It is interesting to remind that a CFOA can be viewed as a current
conveyor followed by a voltage buffer or as two current conveyors. Moreover,
considering, in figure C.1, only the terminals and Z, the AD844
operates as a current conveyor.
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Minimum, typical and maximum values of the main characteristics of the
AD844 have been reported in table C.1. More detailed information can be found
in the datasheet of the component, available on the web-site of the Analog
Devices.

In a wide number of applications the AD844 allows a quick implementation of
different CCII-based solutions. As an example, we have considered the floating
inductance simulator, presented in chapter 5 (see figure 5.27) and here pictured
again in figure C.2.

To evaluate this solution, which allows to obtain an equivalent inductance
valued a board, shown in figure C.3, has been fabricated.
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The circuit has been tested to obtain very large inductance values without
compromising the dynamic range. In figure C.4 the different inductance values
obtained with different capacitances have been reported. The experimental
results are very satisfactory.

A variation of the capacitance value implies a corresponding variation of the
operating frequency bandwidth. In fact, lowering the capacitance value its
impedance (at a fixed frequency) increases. This means that it can be a problem
to drive small capacitances, especially at low frequencies. That’s why if the
simulated inductance is needed for very low frequency applications, the
capacitance value can not be chosen too small.
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The simulated inductance is of a floating type, so it is possible to use it as a
series element in electrical circuits. A very simple example is represented by a
low pass LR filter. In figure C.5, input and output signals, at the cut-off
frequency, are reported. Resistances and and capacitance C have nominal
values of and 330 pF, respectively. The expected inductance
value (307 mH) has been evaluated considering the measured component values,
that are, for and and C, and 312 pF, respectively. The
measured value of 303 mH confirms the validity of the presented solution and
the accuracy of the results.
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