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Abstract—We propose an algorithm to maximize the instan- sum capacity is attained by maximizing mutual information.
taneous sum data rate transmitted by a base station in the |n contrast to SMSE minimization, information theoretical
downlink of a multiuser multiple-input, multiple-output s ystem. approaches apply a waterfilling strategy to assign availabl

The transmitter and the receivers may each be equipped with .
multiple antennas and each user may receive more than one dat incremental power to théestdata stream [7]-{10]. Unfor-

stream. We show that maximizing the sum rate is closely linké tunately, the sum-capacity precoding strategy [11] can not
to minimizing the product of mean squared errors (PMSE). be realized practically, and even suboptimal approxinmatio

The algorithm employs an uplink/downlink duality to iterat ively  (e.g. those employing Tomlinson-Harashima precoding)[12]
design transmit-receive linear precoders, decoders, andgwer require nonlinear precoding, user ordering, and incur ad-

allocations that minimize the PMSE for all data streams unde diti | lexity. Orth lizati b d thod .
a sum power constraint. Numerical simulations illustrate te iional complexity. Urthogonalization based methodsngsl

effectiveness of the algorithm and support the use of the PMS  Zero-forcing and block diagonalization allow for a simpde-f
criterion in maximizing the overall instantaneous data rate. mulation of the sum capacity [13], but the resulting coristra

on the number of receive antennas can severely restrict the
possibility of receive diversity and/or the associatedréase
Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems continue t in sum capacity. Several papers have looked at the general
be an important theme in wireless communications researphoblem of maximizing sum capacity using linear precoding
MIMO technology improves reliability and/or increases théor the multiuser downlink with single antenna receiver$]fd
data rate of wireless transmission. These performance if@6], but only recently has work been performed on the case
provements are achieved by exploiting the spatial dimensiof multiple receive antennas [17].
using an antenna array at the transmitter and/or at thevexcei One important connection that we formulate in this paper is
A relatively recent theme has been MIMO systems enablitige relationship between the sum capacity and the product of
multiuser communications in the downlink — a single basenean squared errors (PMSE). In the single-user multicarrie
station communicating with multiple users. case, minimizing the PMSE is equivalent to minimizing the
Much of the existing work on multiuser MIMO systems fo-determinant of the MSE matrix and thus is also equivalent to
cuses on minimizing the sum of mean squared errors (SMSBaximizing the mutual information [18]. This equivalen@ac
between the transmitted and received signals under a salso be seen in the relationship developed between minimum
power constraint [1]-[5]. A common theme to most of thisMSE (MMSE) and mutual information in [19]. The existence
work is the use of an MSE uplink-downlink duality introducedf these relationships motivates us to consider a PMSE min-
in [5]. The work in [6] provides a comprehensive review of th@mizing solution for the multiuser downlink to maximize the
available work in this area including an alternative altoriic sum data rate over multiple users, possibly with multipleada
approach to this problem. With its focus on SMSE, this bodstreams per user, given a maximum allowable transmission
of work deals exclusively with maximizing reliability at xéd power and constraints on the error rate of each stream.
data rate. In particular, when one considers the behavibur olInformation theoretical results for achieving sum capacit
the power allocation step in the SMSE solutions, an “inverggovide an upper bound for achievable performance; however
waterfilling” type of solution may arise. When starting at am practical system cannot use Gaussian codebooks in the
optimum point for a fixed power allocation where data streandgsign of its transmit constellations. With this in mind, we
have unequal powers, incremental power that is allocatedealuate the performance of our PMSE minimizing linear
the system will be assigned to theorst of the active data precoder under adaptive PSK modulation. The resulting al-
streams. This is required under the SMSE criterion, as therithm attempts to maximize the sum data rate, under PSK
worst data stream’s MSE dominates the average (and thus, tin@dulation, with a constraint on the bit error rate of eactada
sum) MSE. stream. To our knowledge, this form of sum rate maximization
This exclusive focus on minimizing error rate appears t@s opposed to that performed in a purely information thigore
hold contrary to an important motivation in deploying MIMOsense) has not been attempted before.
systems: increasing data rate. The problem of maximizitg da The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
rate has been studied in depth in information theory, whetien [l states the assumptions made and describes the system
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is, E [ngnf’] = 0*Ly,, whereE [-] represents the expectation

X - Xy operator. To estimate it5;, symbolsxy, userk processeyy
i/ \/l_) > U {:{ H, 7 with its Ly x N, decoder matrixV# resulting in
£ K
Virtual Uplink X’?L - V’?HEU\/ﬁX + V’}“an’ @
-‘51‘\/_ NETRIR where the superscrigt” indicates the downlink.
il Q, 1 A{-‘) a The global receive filtetV is a block diagonal decoder
Xk matrix of dimensionL x N, V = diag[V1, Vs, -+, V],
L, where eactVy, = [Vi1,...,ViL,]-
ﬁ&)\jﬁ sl Vo s ) We make use of the dual virtual uplink, also illustrated
Ly K - Ny in Fig. [1, with the same channels between users and base
station. Let the uplink transmit power vector for uderbe
ax = [ar1, qr2s - akr, )", With 9 = [qf,...,q%]", and

Fig. 1. Processing for usér in downlink and virtual uplink. . .
9 9 P defineQy = diag{qr} and Q = diag{q}. The transmit and

receive filters for usek becomeV,, and U respectively. As
model used. Section Il investigates the motivation fomgsi in the downlink, the precoder for the virtual uplink contin
the product of MSEs as an optimization criterion, and Segolumns with unit norm; that isjvy;|[2 = 1. The received

PMSE under a sum power constraint. Results of simulatioH§€"~ are

testing the efficacy of the proposed approach are presemted i K
Section[V. Finally, we draw conclusions in Sect[of VI. y = Y HVi/Qx;+n, 3)
1=1
Il. SYSTEM MODEL K
. . . . sUL H H
The system under consideration, illustrated in Fig. 1, com- /0 = Y UIHV,/Qix; + Uin. 4)

prises a base station with/ antennas transmitting td< i=1

decentralized users. Usér is equipped withN}, antennas The noise termn, is again AWGN WithE [nn”| = 6°1,;.

and receivesl, data streams from the base station. Thus, We assume that the modulated data symboksre drawn
we haveM transmit antennas transmitting a total 6f = from a PSK constellation where each data symbplhas

S o, Ly symbols tok users, who together have a total opower |z;|> = 1. Furthermore, the data symbols are inde-
N =S| N, receive antennas. The data symbols for userpendent so thaf [xx"] = I,. Also, noise and data are
are collected in the data vectay, = [xkl,;ckg,...,kak]TT independent such tha [x;,n’] = 0. Finally, we define a

and the overall data vector is — [xlT,sz,...,xIT{] useful virtual uplink receive covariance matrix as
We focus here on linear processing at the transmitter and K
receiver. Hence, to ensure resolvability we require< M J = E [yyH} = ZHkaQkaHf + 0Ty,
andL; < Ny, Vk. =1

Userk’s data streams are processed by Mhex L, transmit = HVQVIHY 1 +%1,,. (5)
fiter U, = [ug1,...,urr,] before being transmitted over
the M antennas. Eachu; is the precoder for stream of Ill. PRODUCT OFMEAN SQUARED ERRORS
userk, and has unit power||(.;||2 = 1, where|| - ||2 is the  Information theoretical approaches characterize the sasm ¢
Euclidean norm operator). These individual precoderstt@ge pacity of the multiuser MIMO downlink or broadcast channel
form the M x L global transmitter precoder matrid = (BC) by solving the sum capacity of the equivalent uplink mul

U1, Uy, ..., Ug]. Let pi; be the power allocated to streantiple access channel (MAC) and applying a duality resulf [8]
j of userk and the downlink transmit power vector for user [20]. The resulting expression for the maximum sum rate in
be pr = [pr1,pr2s-- .. prL] s With p = pT,...,pk] . the K user MAC is

Define Py, = diag{pr} and P = diag{p}. The channel L
between the transmitter and uskris assumed flat and is Reum = maxlog, det <1+ _QZHkng};f)
represented by th&/, x M matrix H, where(-)¥ indicates Ek i
the conjugate transpose operator. The resulNngM channel st. Xp>=0 k=1,...K
matrix isH¥, with H = [H;, Hs, ..., Hg] . The transmitter K
is assumed to know the channel perfectly. Ztr [Xx] < Paxs (6)
Based on this model, usérreceives a lengtlv, vector k=1
Vi = Hfo/ﬁx—knk, ) where 3, > 0 indicates ¥, is a positive semi-definite

transmit covariance matrix for mobile usérin the uplink.
where n; consists of the additive white Gaussian noiskn this section, we approximate this sum rate in terms of each
(AWGN) at the user’s receive antennas with powér that individual user's data rate.



Consider the signal to interference plus noise ratio (SINR) Now consider another optimization problem, minimizing the
for streamj belonging to usek under the multiuser virtual product of mean squared errors (PMSE) under a sum power
uplink model defined in Sectidnl 1. Usinfl(4) and finding theonstraint,
average received signal powdk K|:%kj|2]) and interference-

. . K Ly
plus-noise power corresponding to all other data streards an v . . _
AWGN, this stream achieves an SINR of (Via) = arg %“élkHl 1_[1 ki
= J:
JUL s Fevieg g v H g @ st vigllz=1, k=1,.... K
" ukHijjukj ’ qrj > 0, j=1,...,Lg
K Ly
where Ji; = J — Hyvy,qrviiHY is the virtual uplink lall: = qukj < Prax- (14)
interference-plus-noise receive covariance matrix. Wer@p k=1 j—1

imate the maximum rate for this stream as ] ]
Theorem 1:Under linear MMSE decoding at the base sta-

Rij =~ logy, (1+75F)- (8) tion, the optimization problems defined by (9) andl(14) are
equivalent problems.
Under the central limit theorem, the interference-plus@o proof Deﬁne the argument of the log term frofd (8) as

becomes Gaussian as the number of interfering streamsdr;C =14+ 7 L. Using [7), we can rewritey,; as
creases, making the approximation progressively better.
The goal of this work is to maximize the sum data rate ungulw

; ; ; ; Qe . (15)
subject to _con_stra!nts on the total available power. Ugmg J ukHjJukj _ ijkaijjV;ngHukj
the approximation in[{8), we formally state the optimizatio ' ' '
problem as: It follows that by using the MMSE receiver frorh (11),
K Ly 1 ukH.Hkvk-qk-vHHHuk-
= = — 1_ ] J4k) YV kj k J
Vi) = gD o (15) o
Jj=
2
s.t. ||ngH2 =1, k=1,....K (qkjvij J 1Hkvkg)
qijZ (L)k g=1.. Ly a VI HT T TH vy
lali = - gy < P 9) = 1—aqyVvigH I Hyvy = ey (16)
b=t Thus, under linear MMSE decoding, the MSE and SINR for
where||ql|; is the 1-norm or the sum of all entries in stream; belonging to usek are related as
We can see fron{7) that the optimum linear receiugy 1
does not depend on any other columnstaf furthermore, it €kj = a7

. . . . 1 + ,YUL :
is the solution to the generalized eigenproblem kg

. This relationship is similar to one shown for MMSE detection
Opt _ v .
wpy = Cmax (HavigarvigHi Jig) (10) i coma systems [21]. By applyind(17) t¢](9), we see that

whereénax(A, B) is the unit norm eigenvectot correspond- K L K L

ing to the largest eigenvaluein the generalized eigenproblem UL\ _ _

Ax = ABx. Within a normalizing factor, this solution is ;;bgz (1+757) = ~log, kl;[ljl:[l% - (18

equivalent to the MMSE receiver:
Lot . Since the constraints ow,; andg; are identical in[(9) and
w = JT HRve /Gy (11) @3), the problem of maximizing sum rate @ (9) is therefore

When using linear decoding with this MMSE receiver, thequwalent to minimizing the PMSE i {l14). -

MSE matrix for the virtual uplink is V. PMSE MINIMIZATION ALGORITHM
E = E {(f( -x)(x— X)H} With the motivation of Sectiofilll in mind, we now develop

— 1, VIHIJ-THV 10y an algonthm to minimize the_product of mean s.qgared errors.
r=VQ J VaQ (12) The algorithm draws on previous work in minimizing the sum

which follows from [I1) and the system model assumptio®dSE [3], [4]. It operates by iteratively obtaining the dowr

stated in Sectioflll. Thus, the mean squared error for kiser Precoder matrixU and power allocationp and the virtual
™ stream is uplink precoder matrix¥’ and power allocationg. Each step

minimizes the objective function by modifying one of these
ej = 1—aqvisHY I T Hivy;. (13) four variables while leaving the remaining three fixed.



. TABLE |
A. Downlink Precoder ITERATIVE PMSEMINIMIZATION ALGORITHM

For a fixed set of virtual uplink precodeis;, and power
allocationq, the optimum virtual uplink decoddy is defined lteration:
by (11). Eachey; is minimized individually by this MMSE 1- Downlink Precoder
receiver, thereby also minimizing the product of MSEs. This U, = I 'HIV,VQr, Oy
U is normalized and used as the downlink precoder.

2- Downlink Power Allocation via MSE duality

B. Downlink Power Allocation p=c?(D ! —®) 11

The MSE duality derived in [3], [4] states that all achievabl 3. \jyal Uplink Precoder
MSEs in theuplink for a givenU, V, andq (ywth sum power Vi =3 HIUGWPL, vy = ”‘;75]'“
constraint||qll1 < Pmax), can also be achieved by a power kal2
allocationp in the downlinkwhere||p|l1 < Puax- 4- Virtual Uplink Power Allocation

In order to calculate the power allocatigry we apply the a = argming [Tk [T} exj, St-ar; > 0, [lalli < Prax
following result from [4]:

5- Repeat 1-4 untiiPMSEgq — PMSEpew] /PMSEqq4 < €
p=0’D ' -¥)'1, (19)

whereW is the L x L cross coupling matrix defined as
as the minimization of the SMSE. The iterative algorithm

hH .12 — [nHR. 12 4 ;
(W] = { l)hi Uy = Jughl ’ f] , (20) keeps three of four parametef§ (p, V, q) fixed at each step
t=J and obtains the optimal value of the fourth. Convergence of
. AUL 01757 the overall algorithm to a local minimum is guaranteed since
D = diag HAHAg 2 VE HHK 3 (> the PMSE objective function is non-increasing at each of the
Vi H | Vicr Hicurryd four parameter update steps. Termination of the algorithm i

_ _ _ (21)
whereH =HYV = |[h;,...,h;], U=[uy,...,uz], and1l is
the all-ones vector of the required dimension.

determined by the selection of the convergence threshold
While neither the overall problem“(I14) nor the power
allocation subproblem are believed to be convex, simulatio
C. Virtual Uplink Precoder suggest that changing the initialization point has a mihima
impact on the final solution; however, initialization withet
U andp found using the SMSE algorithm in [4] appears to
reduce the number of iterations required for convergence. A
Vi =J,'H/U, VP (22) summary of our proposed algorithm can be found in Table I.

Given a fixedU and p, the optimal decoder¥, are the
MMSE receivers:

In this equationJ, = HI UPU"H;, + o?Iy, is the receive V. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

covariance matrix for usek. The optimum virtual uplink |n this section, we present simulation results to illustithie
precoders are then the normalized columnd/qf performance of the proposed algorithms. In all cases, ttte fa
ing channel is modelled as flat and Rayleigh using a channel
matrix H composed of independent and identically distributed
The power allocation problem on the virtual uplink solvegamples of a complex Gaussian process with zero mean and
(14) with a fixed matrixV. In the minimization of sum MSE, ynjt variance. The examples use a maximum transmit power
the corresponding step is a convex optimization problem [4Js Poax = 1; SNR is controlled by varying the receiver

Unfortunately, it is well accepted that the power allocationgise powers2. The transmitter is assumed to have perfect
subproblem in PMSE minimization (or equivalently, in sunknowledge of the channel matrid.

rate maximization) is non-convex [14], [16], [17]. _

We thus employ numerical techniques to solve the pow8r Theoretical Performance
allocation subproblem, and use sequential quadratic progr  First, we examine the information theoretical performance
ming (SQP) [22] to minimize the PMSE. SQP solves suof the PMSE algorithm proposed in Sectionl IV. That is, we
cessive approximations of a constrained optimization lgrab consider the spectral efficiency (measured in bps/Hz) that
and is guaranteed to converge to the optimum value for conveuld be achieved under ideal transmission by drawing trans
problems; however, in the case of this non-convex optirtrat mit symbols from a Gaussian codebook. Figlle 2 illustrates
problem, SQP can only guarantee convergence to a lobalw the proposed scheme performs when compared to the
minimum. We note that a similar approach was proposedm capacity for the broadcast channel (i.e. using dirtyepap
in [17], where iterations of the the sum rate maximizationoding (DPC) [11]) and to traditional linear precoding rnoath
problem are solved by local approximations of the non-cenveéased on channel orthogonalization (i.e. block diagoatitin
sum-rate function as a (convex) geometric program [23]. (BD) and zero forcing (ZF) [13]). This simulation models

In summary, the PMSE minimization algorithm, motivated K = 2 user system with\M/ = 4 transmit antennas and
by a need to maximize sum data rate, follows the same stefs = 2 or N, = 4 receive antennas per user. The plot is

D. Virtual Uplink Power Allocation
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The BPSK expression can be used as a test of feasibility for
the specified BER target; if the resulting BER under BPSK
modulation is higher thargy;, then we have two options:
either declare the BER target infeasible, or transmit usireg
lowest modulation depth available (i.e. BPSK). In this work
we have elected to transmit using BPSK whenever the PMSE
stage has allocated power to the data stream. Future work
may consider either partial or complete non-transmissmn t
implement power saving while strictly achieving the dedire
BER target.

The naive approach is quite conservative in that there
may be a large gap between the BER requirement and BER
achieved for each channel realization. We suggeptoba-
bilistic bit allocation scheme that switches betwdgn bits
(as determined by the naive approach) apd+ 1 bits with
0 5 0 e /62(d8)15 20 2 probabilitypkj = [ﬁ;w — BERka / [BERbkj+1 — BERka.

"~ This modulation strategy may not be appropriate for systems
requiring instantaneous satisfaction of BER constraimtsy-
ever, the probabilistic method will still achieve the dedir
BER in the long-term average over channel realizations.

Figure[3 shows the sum rate achieved in the same system
configuration as described abové (= 2, M = 4, N, = 2)
with the additional required specification df, = 2 data
streams per user and a target bit error ratg,gf= 10~2. The

In Fig.[d, we see a slight divergen_ce in the performan.ce ot illustrates the average number of bits per transmis&io
the PMSE algorithm from the theoretical DPC bound at high Ger 1: due to symmetry, the corresponding plot for user 2 is

SNR. This (_jropfir;] spec_tra_l ef_fiCiencyblmay be_ caused by the, a1, Note that in contrast to Fig. 2 (which shows thesu
non-convexity of the optimization problem, or it may sugge apacity under ideal Gaussian coding), the sum rate inFig. 3

a fu_ndamental 9ap be_tween the_ optimal DP(_: bound and Q%he average number of bits transmitted in each realizatio
achievable sum capacity under linear precoding. Nonabeleusing symbols from a PSK constellation

the PMSE algorithm still maintains a higher spectral efficie In Fig.[3, we also consider using the naive PSK modulation

than the orthogonalization based schemes\pr= 2. Further- heme for the PMSE precoder and the SMSE precoder

S
more, the gap between the DPC bound and the PMSE precoﬁfgigned in [4]. Examination of this plot reveals that udimg
is only 0.6 dB for Ny

b liedd =4 Where BDhand ZFb sch?mn PMSE criterion is justified at practical SNR values with im-
hot be applieadue to constraints on the number o antennaﬁrovements of approximately one bit per transmission néar 1

B. Performance Using Practical Modulation dB. Furthermore, using the probabilistic modulation schem

) ) _ &esignated “PMSE-P”) yields an additional improvement of
The precoder and decoder design algorithm in Sedfidn Wqre than half a bit per transmission across all SNR values.

is derived independently of modulation depth, based on the, Fig.[d, we plot average BER versus SNR for the same

assumption that transmitted symbols originate from a unifysiem configuration as in Figl 3. This plot illustrates hbe t

energy PSK constellation. In this section, we consider tWehive pit allocation algorithm attempts to achieve the darg
approaches in selecting the modulation scheme to maximger of 10-2 for all data streams under PMSE. but also

data rate. _overshoots the target, converging to a BER of approximately
The naive approach selects the largest PSK constellation, 19-4. This can be attributed to the looseness of the BER

of by; bits per stream that satisfies a maximum bit error raig) ;nd. as discussed above. In contrast. the probabilistic r
(BER) requirement of3;;. The satisfaction of this constraintyiocation algorithm not only increases the rate, as shown

is determined using a closed form BER approximation [24];,, Fig. 3, but also converges to a BER that is much closer
—coy ) to the desired target BER. The remaining gap between the

25

Spectral Efficiency (bps/Hz)
= )
(4 o

=
o

Fig. 2. PMSE vs. DPC and orthogonalization-based methods

generated using0000 channel realizations, witBh000 data
symbols per channel realization, and the convergencetbic:s
for the PMSE algorithm is set as= 107,

2e3b _ ¢, (23) actual BER achieved and the target BER can be attributed to

looseness in the approximations bf](23) and (24).
We apply the least aggressive of the bounds proposed in [24]

by using the values; = 0.25,co = 8,c3 = 1.94, andcy = 0. VI. CONCLUSIONS
We note that this approximation only holds fob 2; as such,  |n this paper, we have considered the problem of designing
the following exact expression should be used for BPSK: an jterative method for maximizing bit rates in the multiuse

1 MIMO downlink. Previous work in the multiuser downlink
BERppsk (7) = jerfe(v/7). (24)  has focused largely on added reliability (minimizing SMSE)

BERpsk(7) & ¢1 exp (
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