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Low power clock source in Digital CMOS
• Review of CMOS LC VCO topology
• Colpitts vs Cross-coupled
• Proposed VCO topology
• Experimental Results

Low power clock deskew technique CMOS
• Review of existing deskew techniques
• Proposed deskew technique
• Experimental Results
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Comparison and Summary

We have introduced: 
• Low power Q-VCO topology for high-speed applications
• Utilize the QVCO based Deskew technique with inherent 
clock  amplification and jitter filtering
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Backup Slide: Additional Verification

The same technique is also applicable with quadrature
ring oscillator


