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LOW-POWER INVERTED LADDER
DIGITAL-TO-ANALOG CONVERTER

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention relates generally to ladder architec-
ture for digital to analog converters (DAC’s), and more par-
ticularly to a low power inverted ladder DAC, where a most
significant bit (MSB) ladder slides upon two static least sig-
nificant bit (LSB) ladders.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Resistor-string digital to analog converters (DAC’s) are the
most basic form of DAC, typically suitable for mid-accuracy
applications (up to 10 bits). They are of special importance in
processes having no high-quality capacitors available.
Among their advantages are monotonicity (the value rises and
never falls; or it falls and never rises), simple design and
exclusively passive circuitry.

The drawback of a “straightforward” resistor ladder is the
number of elements. I.e., the number of resistors and switches
equals 2V in order to achieve N bits of accuracy. A large
number of switches are particularly disturbing. Apart from
consuming area, they load the ladder with parasitic capaci-
tance and complicate the control logic.

Patents related to improving the speed/power of dual lad-
der DAC’s in various ways are known in the art. For example,
U.S. Pat. No. 5,703,588, Digital To Analog Converter With
Dual Resistor String, by Rivoir, et al, discloses a dual resistor
string digital-to-analog converter, wherein current biasing is
used to isolate a first resistor string from a second resistor
string. The first resistor string consists of multiple first resis-
tors and a first switch network responsive to the most signifi-
cant bits (MSB’s) selectively couples the second resistor
string in parallel to any one first resistor within the first
resistor string. To prevent the second resistor string from
drawing current from the first resistor string, a current source
feeds a bias current into the second resistor string and a
current drain draws the bias current from the second resistor
string. The bias current is adjusted such that the voltage drop
across the whole of the second resistor string is equal to the
voltage drop across any one first resistor within the first
resistor string. Use of a current source and current drain
allows one to freely adjust the number of MSB’s, least sig-
nificant bits (LSB’s) and both first and second resistor mag-
nitudes to obtain optimum performance, without concern for
any adverse nonlinearity effects.

Also, U.S. Pat. No. 5,252,975, Digital To Analog Converter
Having Resistor Networks, by Yuasa, et al, teaches a D/A
converter, including a first resistor network, said network
including K resistors, where K is an integer, and a second
resistor network including [ resistors connected in series,
where L is an integer. The sum of resistances of the L. resistors
is approximately equal to the resistance of each of the K
resistors. The D/A converter further includes a first switching
part, coupled to the K resistors, for selecting (K-1) resistors
among the K resistors in accordance with a digital input signal
and for forming a series circuit including the (K-1) resistors
and the second resistor network connected in series, first and
second voltages being applied to respective ends of the series
circuit. Furthermore, the D/A converter includes a second
switching part, coupled to the second series circuit, for con-
necting one of the L resistors to an output terminal of the D/A
converter.

The prior art of DAC ladder design includes the following
references:
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[1] B. Razavi, Principles of Data Conversion System Design,
IEEE Press, 1995

[2] M. J. M. Pelgrom, “A 10-bit 50-MHz CMOS D/A Con-
verter with 75-Q Buffer,” IEEE Journal of Solid State
Circuits, vol. 25, no. 6, pp. 1347-1352, December 1990.]

[3] F. Maloberti, R. Revoir and G. Torelli, “Power Consump-
tion Optimization of 8-bit, 2 MHz Storage Scaling Sub-
ranging CMOS 0.5 um DAC in Process IEEE Intl. Conf. on
Electronics, Circuits and Systems (ICECS 96), Rodos,
Greece, October 1996, pp. 1162-1165.

[4] L. E. Boylston, J. K. Brown and R. Giger, “Enhancing
Performance in Interpolating Resistor String DAC’s,” in
Process IEEE 45™ Midwest Symposium on Circuits and
Systems, (MWSCAS “02), VOL. 2, August 2002, pp. 541-
544.

The requirement for 2” elements can be relaxed through
interpolating the voltages of the coarse most significant bit
(MSB) ladder by means of the second fine, or least significant
bit (LSB) ladder cite Razavi [1], Pelgrom [2] and Maloberti,
et al [3]. If the coarse ladder provides N_ levels and the fine
ladder provides N levels, the overall complexity is reduced to
2V 42N,

Using a secondary ladder degrades the DAC differential
non-linearity (DNL), due to the finite ohmic load on the
primary ladder. Static current flow through the secondary
ladder causes a voltage drop on the inter-ladder switches,
increasing the DNL even further. The errors are introduced at
the fine ladder end points. For a DAC, DNL error is the
difference between the ideal and the measured output value
between successive DAC codes. An ideal DAC would have
analog output values exactly one code apart (DNL=0). A
DNL specification of greater than or equal to 1 LSB guaran-
tees monotonicity.

Integral non-linearity (INL) is the deviation of the values
on an actual transfer function from a straight line. This
straight line is either a best-fit straight line or a line drawn
between the end points of the transfer function, once offset
and gain errors have been nullified. “Relative accuracy™ is a
term often used to refer to INL.

Several techniques for isolating the fine ladder from the
coarse ladder by means of active buffers are presented in
Boylston [4]. The drawback of this approach is the require-
ment for two large common mode buffers, with offsets
matched up to the required DAC accuracy over the whole
output range. Bandwidth requirement on the buffers contrib-
utes to overall power consumption.

Compensating for the secondary ladder loading effects
provides an alternative to isolation by active circuitry. While
completely passive compensation is possible, it severely
degrades the dynamic performance. This is reviewed below.

Pelgrom [2] suggested another passive compensation
scheme, which does not deteriorate the performance at the
expense of a great increase in switch matrix complexity, with
areturn to 2% elements.

Maloberti, et al, [3] proposed compensating the load by
forcing a constant current through the fine ladder. Only DAC
active circuitry is involved, posing no bandwidth require-
ments. The power penalty therefore is modest. The switch
matrix complexity is maintained at 2%_+27, '
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It would therefore be advantageous to provide a DAC that
which addresses the issue of output resistance and parasitic
capacitance by employing active circuitry current biasing of
the LSB ladder.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

Accordingly, it is a principal object of the present invention
to provide an inverted ladder Digital to Analog Converter
(DAC), where an most significant bit (MSB) ladder slides
upon two static least significant bit (LSB) ladders.

It is another object of the present invention to provide an
inverted ladder DAC, where there are no active components.

It is a further object of the present invention to provide an
inverted ladder DAC which achieves lower output resistance
and parasitic capacitance for a given power budget.

It is one more object of the present invention to provide an
inverted ladder DAC which addresses the issue of output
resistance and parasitic capacitance by employing active cir-
cuitry current biasing of the LSB ladder.

In accordance with a preferred embodiment of the present
invention there is provided an inverted ladder circuit for a
Digital to Analog Converter (DAC) having an input binary
word representing an input value and an output current cor-
responding to a converted analog value. The circuit includes
at least two fine resistor ladders comprising at least an upper
fine resistor ladder and a lower fine resistor ladder. The circuit
also includes a coarse resistor ladder having a plurality of
corresponding resistors, that slides upon said at least two fine
resistor ladders and a plurality of upper fine switches and a
plurality of lower fine switches, wherein the switches are
operable in parallel to define a combined output resistance in
accordance with the lower five bits of the input binary word,
such that upon matching the plurality of fine ladder resistors
matched with the plurality of coarse ladder resistors, a current
is obtained proportional to the input binary word, and wherein
the output resistance and parasitic capacitance are reduced.

In an exemplary preferred embodiment of the present
invention, a DAC is presented in the form of a 0.35 um, 3.3V
implementation consuming 22 uA current with output resis-
tance of 40 kOhm and effective parasitic capacitance of 650
{F.

A resistor string DAC architecture is used with 2%_+27, 5
switch complexity. The proposed, architecture outperforms
the existing circuits of the same complexity in terms of load
driving ability and ladder parasitic capacitance under equal
supply current. The following are 2 prior art schemes for fine
ladder compensation.

FIG. 1 is a prior art schematic diagram, showing a passive
compensation circuit for an interpolating, dual resistor ladder
DAC having dummy switches, typically using a fine, LSB
ladder floating upon a static MSB ladder. Here the switch
voltage drop is compensated by introducing dummy switches
between the LSB ladder resistors. If dummy switches are
identical to switches in the MSB switch matrix, every LSB
ladder step includes an L.SB resistor and a switch. LSB zero
level is obtained at LSB tap number when the switch is
opened.

An ohmic load presented by the fine ladder 110 to the
coarse ladder 120 is brought down to an acceptable level by
choosing a sufficiently large fine ladder resistance R -130. The
condition to satisfy is one of keeping the coarse resistor
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voltage drop, due to fine ladder loading, below a fraction
alpha, of an L.SB:

(792", ROIR R, Ry <alpha 7,2,
which can be further simplified to:

RpRJo (equation 1)

This DAC will have maximal output resistance when both
ladders are at the middle:

r (R 2V AR, 2V /4

substituting equation 1, and using for the ladder current as
follows:

I-L=V, )2V )R, (equation 2)

the output resistance becomes:
1=V, fAD(1+2° (NN ) o)

Eq. 3 shows that a heavy penalty in dynamic performance
is incurred when using the secondary ladder. As one will
usually keep the DNL at least at half LSB (often at quarter
LSB), and choose N, approximately equal to N, r, is
increased by a factor of 2-5.

Further degradation of dynamic performance comes out of
the dummy switches that contribute to capacitive loading on
the fine ladder.

FIG. 2 is prior art schematic diagram, showing a current
bias compensation circuit for an interpolating, dual resistor
ladder DAC having dummy switches, typically using a fine,
LSB ladder floating upon a static MSB ladder. Ideally the
current [.210 flowing through the fine ladder 220 satisfies the
condition:

(equation 3)

oN f.Rf-I/:RC .IC (equation 4)

Inthat case, there is no current flow through MSB switches
eliminating both the loading on the coarse ladder 230 and the
voltage drop on the MSB switch matrix.

The advantage of this scheme is that there is no need to
satisfy Eq. 1. Instead, Eq. 4, which has a degree of freedom
1/1,; has to be satisfied. Fine ladder resistance R 240 can be
significantly decreased. Dummy switches are no longer
needed, since there is no voltage drop on the MSB switch
matrix for which to compensate. The output resistance of this
structure is:

F (R, 2 )/A+(R, 2N yia
Substituting Eq. 4 and Eq. 2:
ro (Vo DUV, LI+

The current consumption is given by:

==Lk
Since Iis generated by active circuitry, there is more than
a single branch carrying 1, which is the reason for the pres-
ence of k. The circuit presented in Maloberti, et al [3], has
k=3.
Minimizing r, under a given I leads to:

F = (VrofAD) (142 sqrtfk2™,]) (equation 5)

This is a dramatic improvement over Bq. 3}: the increase in
r, due to the presence of the fine ladder is much lower: 40%-
60%.

The speed gain comes at the expense of added circuit
complexity. Special circuitry is required for generating pre-
cise bias current to keep the ladders balanced. The currents at
the top and the bottom of'the ladder must be closely matched.
Active generation of bias currents may pose some difficulty
when the output voltage limits are close to supply rails. Bias
generation circuitry will probably include additional ele-
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ments requiring more current, not directly related to I ; such as
the Operational Transconductance Amplifier (OTA) in Mal-
oberti, et al [3].

There has thus been outlined, rather broadly, the more
important features of the invention in order that the detailed
description thereof that follows hereinafter may be better
understood. Additional details and advantages of the inven-
tion will be set forth in the detailed description, and in part
will be appreciated from the description, or may be learned by
practice of the invention.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

For a better understanding of the invention with regard to
the embodiments thereof, reference is made to the accompa-
nying drawings, in which like numerals designate corre-
sponding elements or sections throughout, and in which:

FIG. 1 is a prior art schematic diagram, showing a passive
compensation circuit for an interpolating, dual resistor ladder
DAC having dummy switches, typically using a fine, LSB
ladder floating upon a static MSB ladder;

FIG. 2 is prior art schematic diagram, showing a current
bias compensation circuit for an interpolating, dual resistor
ladder DAC having dummy switches, typically using a fine,
LSB ladder floating upon a static MSB ladder;

FIG. 3 is a schematic diagram of an inverted ladder circuit,
constructed in accordance with the principles of the present
invention;

FIGS. 4a and 4b are graphs showing the 0.1% settling
times versus output load for the tested circuits for relatively
slow (22 pA) and fast (86 pA) settling times, respectively;

FIGS. 5a and 5b are graphs of the DNL and the INL,
respectively, for a sample DAC;

FIG. 6a is a micrograph of a group of DAC’s arranged on
a computer chip, constructed in accordance with the prin-
ciples of the present invention; and

FIG. 65 is a micrograph showing the layout of one of the
DAC’s of FIG. 64, constructed in accordance with the prin-
ciples of the present invention.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF A PREFERRED
EMBODIMENT

The principles and operation of a method and an apparatus
according to the present invention may be better understood
with reference to the drawings and the accompanying
description, it being understood that these drawings are given
for illustrative purposes only and are not meant to be limiting.

FIG. 3 is a schematic diagram showing the architecture of
an inverted ladder circuit for a DAC, constructed in accor-
dance with the principles of the present invention. For sim-
plicity an exemplary 10 bit DAC is shown with the number of
fine elements N =the number of coarse elements N_=32. Each
fine element comprises a resistor R -in parallel with a switch
across the switch of the previous element. All fine resistors are
of the same value of resistance R, Unlike the prior art
schemes of FIGS. 1 and 2, where the LSB ladder floats upon
the coarse ladder, an exact opposite, or inverse approach is
used. In the present invention a coarse MSB ladder 340 slides
upon two fine L.SB ladders, upper fine ladder 350 and lower
fine ladder 355. Thus, the inventive principle is one of an
inverted ladder. Upper LSB switches 300-331 and corre-
sponding lower LSB switches 360-391 operate in parallel
according to the lower five bits of the input word.

For example, when the lower five bits of the input word are
11101, the 297 switches 329 and 369 are shorted in both the
top and the bottom ladders. The MSB switches 343 operate on
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the upper five bits of the input code, thus their numbers are
shown in steps of 32 (because 2°=32, i.e., 5 binary [2-state]
positions). The total string resistance is therefore kept con-
stant, independent of the LSB ladder position. This occurs
because each time the position is switched, an R resistance
351 is removed from the top and an R qresistance 352 is added
at the bottom at the same time, or vice versa. The current flow
through the ladder is given by:

1=V, /1Y) R ~1) R (equation 6)

and the output voltage is:
Vo=(L R+MRYT

whereby L and M denote the lower N bits and the higher N,.
bits of the input code, respectively. In order for the circuit to
operate correctly, the following condition must be satisfied:
2 f'R/:RC (equation 7)
Note that among similar equations: Eq. 1; Eq. 4; and Eq. 7,
Eq. 7 gives the smallest value for R, compared to coarse
resistance R 341, minimizing the penalty for the usage of the
LSB ladder. In fact, when Eq. 7 holds, Eq. 6 can be written as:

IV, /R A2V ~1) RV, /127 'R

and the output resistance (maximum at the middle code) can
be written as:

F (R, 2V VA=V, fAD) (equation 8)

Indeed, there is no increase inr, due to the LSB ladder. The
conclusion is that the inverted ladder is expected to give the
best load-driving ability for a given power compared to the
prior art ladders of FIGS. 1 and 2.

Additional advantages of the present invention are related
to the switch matrix. First, note that upper LSB ladder 350
always operates close to V, ; while lower LSB ladder 355
operates close to ground. Thus, upper LSB switches 300-331
can be made of Positive-channel Metal-Oxide Semiconduc-
tor (PMOS) transistors only, while lower switches 360-391
are made of Negative-channel Metal-Oxide Semiconductor
(NMOS). The immediate outcome is that the inter-ladder
switch matrix in the scheme of the present invention has half
the parasitic switch capacitance compared to the prior art
current biasing scheme. Second, parasitic capacitors of LSB
switches 300-331 and 360-391 have a very low driving resis-
tance (i.e. Thevenin equivalent) as they are placed close to the
supply rails.

It can be shown that these switches can be made very large
with negligible effect on the total equivalent parasitic capaci-
tance.

Regarding the effect of switch resistance, there is always a
single NMOS and a single PMOS switch in the string that
carry static current. Thus, differential non-linearity (DNL) is
not affected by the switches, up to matching of the switch
resistances. In order not to pose strong requirements on
switch matching, the switch resistance should be small
enough compared to R

A drawback of the proposed scheme compared to the exist-
ing ones is that R, has to be matched to R,.. In the passive
scheme of prior art FIG. 1 they are completely unrelated, as
long as the loading condition holds. In the current biasing
scheme of prior art FIG. 2, the balancing condition can be
satisfied by tuning /I, even if there is a small deviation in

@ f)'Rf. In the present invention of FIG. 3, a mismatch

between R, and (2% ")'R,results in DNL degradation at the
LSB ladder end points. Thus R -and R . are preferably made of
identical unit resistances. That does not necessarily imply that
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there must be 2" resistors, since R,can be made of parallel-
connected units, but the number of unit resistors can be large.

The following presents a simulation-based comparison
between the three above-described architectures. The perfor-
mance of the inverted ladder has been evaluated compared to
current biasing and passive compensation schemes. Evalua-
tion was carried out through numerical simulations (SPEC-
TRE), with parasitics (except wire parasitics) included in the
schematics. A 3.3V, 0.35 um process has been used with poly
resistors.

The purpose of the evaluation was to determine the settling
times of the test cases under given power consumption for
various loads. For each of the three schemes, a 10-bit DAC,
with N.and N_ of 5 has been used. Every circuit was opti-
mized once for 22 pA and once for 86 pA total current. Both
the MSB and the LSB switch matrices were implemented in
two levels:

a first level of eight 4-to-1 multiplexers (MUX’s);

and a second level of 8-to-1 MUX.

Dummy switches in the passive-compensated DAC were
accordingly sized to half of the MSB switches.

Regarding Integral non-linearity (INL), the MSB resistor
area was adjusted to keep oy, of the middle tap below one
LSB (about 0.7 LSB). In both the current biasing and passive
compensation schemes the smallest possible LSB resistors
were used. In the inverted ladder of the present invention they
were constructed from unit resistors matched to the MSB
ladder: R=R, and R =32 R,,.

The bias current 1, was determined according to the opti-
mum calculated in Eq. 5; k was (optimistically) chosen to be
1.Eq. 5 was verified by trying values slightly above and below
the estimation and proved accurate.

FIGS. 4a and 4b are graphs showing the 0.1% settling
times 410 versus the output load [pF] 420 for the tested
circuits for relatively slow (22 pA) 400 and fast (86 pA) 405
settling times, respectively. Settling time 410 appears to have
alinear dependence on output load 420 for a load capacitance
above 100 fF 421. It can therefore be characterized by two
parameters: the first is r, , Thevenin equivalent resistance at
the output node. Neglecting the switch resistance, Thevenin
equivalents, r,,,, have been calculated for the three schemes:
passive 431; current 432; and inverted 433. The other param-
eter is the equivalent parasitic capacitance C,,, which must be
added to the output load. The time constant is:

To=tey (Cr+C)

and the settling time to half .SB precision is:

1.=10 In(2) .req.(CL+Cp) (equation 9)

Test case circuit parameters, together with equivalent out-
put resistance 1, and parasitic capacitance C,, are summa-
rized in Table I, entitled Test Case Circuit Parameters and
Simulated Dynamic Performance.

TABLE I
Itotal 22 uA 86 LA
DAC type Passive Current Inverted Passive Current Inverted
MSB res., [kQ] 4.7 5.6 4.7 1.2 14 1.2
MSB res., 118/1.5 128/1.4 118/1.5 70/3.2 74/2.8  70/3.2
L/W, [um]
LSB res., 19 0.9 0.15 4.7 0.25 0.04
[kQ]
LSB res., 209/0.8  14/1 3.71.5  52/08 3.7/ 2.2/32
L/W, [um]
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TABLE I-continued
Itotal 22 pA 86 pA
DAC type Passive Current Inverted Passive Current Inverted
MSB switch, 4,6.4 3,5 3,5 16, 12,20 12,20
‘Wn, Wp [pm] 25.6
LSB switch, 1,1.6 3,5 6,10 6,64 12,20 24,40
Wi, Wp [um]
I; [nA] 3.4 13.1
1, [kQ] 196 52.2 38.9 49.6 13 9.9
C,, [pF] 1.2 1.5 0.54 1.7 3.7 1.07

The inverted ladder DAC shows a 25% improvement in
load driving ability for a given current, when compared to the
current biasing scheme. Recalling the optimistic k=1, which
would be larger in a practical implementation, one expects
this gap to grow further. The inverted-ladder DAC also shows

3.5-4.5 times improvement in “parasitic delay,” To=r,"C,,
compared to current biasing. This is thanks to a much smaller
C,, as it is effectively loaded only by the MSB switch matrix,
while the two others are loaded by both the MSB and the LSB
matrices.

To prove the last point, it was attempted to load the 22 pA
DAC with large LSB switches. The switches were enlarged
by afactor of4,i.e. brought to the sizes of the 86 uA DAC. The
increase in C, was barely noticed. It rose to 545 {F from the
540 {F given in Table 1.

The following describes a fabricated prototype, which rep-
resents an exemplary preferred embodiment of the present
invention. The DAC architecture of the present invention was
verified in silicon in a research chip for biological neural
network interfacing. It was employed as a part of successive
approximation A/D converters. It was loaded with 300 fF
capacitive load. The DAC designed for the test chip was very
similar to the 22 pA test case, with LSB switches twice
smaller. For such a small output load the degradation inr, was
insignificant, but lower C,, resulted in somewhat better set-
tling time.

After post-layout simulation the DAC showed r,, of 40.8
kOhm and C,, of 640 {F, some 100 {F increase due to wiring
capacitance. The simulated output settling time constant for
300 {F load was about 38 nsec. The layout area was 0.22 mm?.

The chip was fabricated and proved fully functional. The
actual time constant measured was 41 nsec, which is indeed
within the process parameters distribution.

FIGS. 5a and 5b are graphs of the DNL and the INL,
respectively, for a sample DAC. For a DAC, DNL error is the
difference between the ideal and the measured output value
between successive DAC codes (e.g., 00001 [“17] and 00010
[“2”]). An ideal DAC would have analog output values
exactly one code apart (DNL=0, or zero differential non-
linearity). Thus, FIG. 5a shows the DAC DNL in the LSB 510
for successive values of input code 520.

INL is the deviation of the values on an actual transfer
function from a straight line. This straight line is either a
best-fit straight line or a line drawn between the end points of
the transfer function, once offset and gain errors have been
nullified. “Relative accuracy” is a term often used to refer to
INL. Thus, FIG. 5a shows the DAC INL in the LSB 530 for
successive values of input code 540.

FIG. 6a is a micrograph of a group of 2 parallel banks of 6
DAC’s per bank 610, arranged on a computer chip 600, con-
structed in accordance with the principles of the present
invention. FIG. 65 is a micrograph showing the layout of one
DAC’s 610 of FIG. 6a, constructed in accordance with the
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principles of the present invention. FIG. 65 shows the physi-
cal layout of one DAC 610: LSB ladders 320, 330; LSB
switches 325, 335; MSB ladder 310; MSB switches 315; and
control logic 610.

In the inverted ladder DAC of the present invention the
MSB ladder floats upon the LSB ladder in opposite to existing
circuits. It carries no active circuitry and is very simple to
design. It was compared to existing schemes of current bias-
ing and dummy-switch compensation through numerical
simulations on a set of test cases. For a given current con-
sumption the inverted ladder DAC provides significantly bet-
ter load driving ability and up to four times lower parasitic
delay.

In the present scheme the L.SB ladder is no longer indepen-
dent of an MSB ladder. This is overcome by matching the
LSB ladder resistors with the MSB ladder resistors to obtain
good DNL.

The inverted ladder DAC was fabricated on a 0.35 um
process and its performance was demonstrated to match the
simulation results.

It is to be understood that the phraseology and terminology
employed herein are for the purpose of description, and
should not be regarded as limiting.

It is important, therefore, that the scope of the invention is
not construed as being limited by the illustrative embodi-
ments set forth herein. Other variations are possible within
the scope of the present invention as defined in the appended
claims and their equivalents.

We claim:

1. An inverted ladder circuit for a Digital to Analog Con-
verter (DAC) having an input binary word representing an
input value and an output current corresponding to a con-
verted analog value, said circuit comprising:

at least two fine resistor ladders comprising at least:

an upper fine resistor ladder comprising a plurality of
switches, each in parallel with a corresponding plu-
rality of fine resistors; and

a lower fine resistor ladder comprising a corresponding
plurality of switches, each in parallel with a corre-
sponding plurality of fine resistors; and

a coarse resistor ladder having the same corresponding

plurality of coarse ladder resistors and coarse ladder
switches in parallel pairs,

wherein said coarse resistor ladder slides upon said at least

two fine resistor ladders, and wherein said coarse ladder
switches each operate to include a preceding string of
coarse resistors, and wherein both of said upper and
lower fine switches are operable in parallel to define a
combined output resistance in accordance with the
lower five bits of the input binary word,

such that upon matching said plurality of fine ladder resis-

tors with said plurality of coarse ladder resistors, a cur-
rent is obtained proportional to the input binary word,
and such that the total string resistance is kept constant,
independent of the position, and such that said circuit
provides substantially improved load driving ability.

2. The converter of claim 1, wherein all components are
passive.

3. The converter of claim 1, wherein said substantially
improved load driving ability is manifested as lower equiva-
lent output resistance.
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4. The converter of claim 1, wherein said substantially
improved load driving ability is manifested as lower parasitic
capacitance delay enabled by active current biasing of said at
least two fine resistor ladders.

5. The converter of claim 4, wherein said fine resistor
ladders switches can be made very large with negligible effect
on the total equivalent parasitic capacitance.

6. The converter of claim 4, wherein said parasitic capaci-
tance delay is improved by a factor of 3.5-4.5 times.

7. The converter of claim 1, wherein the total resistance is
kept constant, independent of the fine ladder position,
whereby at any position a fine resistor is added at the bottom
and a fine resistor is removed from the top at the same time.

8. The converter of claim 1, wherein said plurality of upper
fine switches comprise Positive-channel Metal-Oxide Semi-
conductor (PMOS) transistors only.

9. The converter of claim 8, wherein at least one of said
plurality of PMOS transistors is always a component in said
total string resistance.

10. The converter of claim 1, wherein said plurality of
lower fine switches comprise Negative-channel Metal-Oxide
Semiconductor (NMOS) transistors only.

11. The converter of claim 10, wherein at least one of said
plurality of NMOS transistors is always a component in said
total string resistance.

12. A method for providing an inverted ladder circuit for a
Digital to Analog Converter (DAC) having an input binary
word representing an input value and an output current cor-
responding to a converted analog value, said method com-
prising:

providing at least two fine resistor ladders comprising at

least:

an upper fine resistor ladder comprising a plurality of
switches, each in parallel with a corresponding plu-
rality of fine resistors; and

a lower fine resistor ladder comprising a corresponding
plurality of switches, each in parallel with a corre-
sponding plurality of fine resistors; and

providing a coarse resistor ladder having the same corre-

sponding plurality of coarse ladder resistors and coarse
ladder switches in parallel pairs,

wherein said coarse resistor ladder slides upon said at least

two fine resistor ladders, and wherein said coarse ladder
switches each operate to include a preceding string of
coarse resistors, and wherein both of said upper and
lower fine switches are operable in parallel to define a
combined output resistance in accordance with the
lower five bits of the input binary word,

such that upon matching said plurality of fine ladder resis-

tors with said plurality of coarse ladder resistors, a cur-
rent is obtained proportional to the input binary word,
and such that the total string resistance is kept constant,
independent of the position, and such that said method
provides substantially improved load driving ability.

13. The method of claim 12, wherein said substantially
improved load driving ability is manifested as lower equiva-
lent output resistance.



