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Abstract—In this paper, a general criterion for space time block an average ofM symbols per channel use (pcu) at full
codes (STBC) to achieve full-diversity with a linear receier is rate. Furthermore, to combat fading and cross-talk, MIMO
proposed for a wireless communication system having multle  gystems provide different replicas of transmitted symtiols
transmitter and single receiver antennas (MISO). Particuérly, th . b . ltio] . t ith seffic
the STBC with Toeplitz structure satisfies this criterion and € recglver y using multple receiver an gnnas with e )
therefore, enables full-diversity. Further examination d this Separation between each so that the fading for the receivers
Toeplitz STBC reveals the following important properties: a) are independent of each other. Such diversity can also be
The symbol transmission rate can be made to approach unity. achieved at the transmitter by spacing the transmittemaiate
b) Applying the Toeplitz code to any signalling scheme havia g ficiently and introducing a code for the transmitted sptab

nonzero distance between the nearest constellation pointssults distributed [ transmitter antennas (space) and s |
in a non-vanishing determinant. In addition, if QAM is used as d!Striouted ove (sp ymiol p

the signalling scheme, then for independent MISO flat fading fiods (time), i.e., space-time coding [1]-[4]. Full divitysis
channels, the Toeplitz codes is proved to approach the optiah achieved when the total degree of freedom available in the
diversity-vs-multiplexing tradeoff with a ZF receiver when the  multi-antenna system is utilized.

number of channel uses is large. This is, so far, the first non- Over the past several years, various space-time coding

orthogonal STBC shown to achieve the optimal tradeoff for sah
a recgeiver. On the other hand, when MLpdetection is employed schemes have been developed to take advantage of the MIMO

in a MISO system, the Toeplitz STBC achieves the maximum COmmunication channel. Using a linear processor, orthaggon
coding gain for independent channels. When the channel fadg space-time block codes [2], [3], [5]-[8] can provide maximu
coefficients are correlated, the inherent transmission matx in diversity achievable by a maximum likelihood detector. How
the Toeplitz STBC can be designed to minimize the average wsl' ey, they have a limited transmission rate [8]-[11] andsthu
case pair-wise error probability. . . h .
do not achieve full MIMO channel capacity [12]. Linear dis-
Index Terms—Full Diversity, Linear Receiver, MISO, ML  persion codes have been proposed in [13] for which each-trans
detection, Non-vanishing determinant, Optimal diversityvs-  mitaq codeword is a linear combination of certain weighted
multiplexing tradeoff, STBC, Toeplitz . L . -
matrices maximizing the ergodic capacity of the system.
Unfortunately, good error probability performance for ¢be
. INTRODUCTION codes is not strictly guaranteed. To bridge the gap between
HE recent arrival of the Information Age has createchultiplexing and diversity, a linear dispersion code dedigs
an explosive demand for knowledge and informatiobeen proposed using frame theory [14] that typically penfor
exchange in our society. This demand has triggered off amll both in terms of ergodic capacity and error performance
enormous expansion in wireless communications in whidut full diversity still cannot be guaranteed. Thus far, hwit
severe technical challenges, including the need of tratisgi the exception of the orthogonal STBC, all existing STBC
speech, data and video at high rates in an environment rate designed such that full diversity can only be achieved
of scattering, have been encountered. A recent developm@hien the ML detector is employed. Recent research [15]-
in wireless communication systems is the multi-input mult{19] based on number theory has shown that employing a ML
output (MIMO) wireless link which, due to its potential inreceiver, it is possible to design linear space-time blamtes
meeting these challenges caused by fading channels togetirel dispersion codes which are full rate and full diversity
with power and bandwidth limitations, has become a vegyithout information loss. The major concern on these design
important area of research. The importance of MIMO conis that the coding gain vanishes rapidly as the constefiaize
munications lies in the fact that they are able to provide iacreases. Therefore, designs of full-rate, full-divigrsipace-
significant increase in capacity over single-input singlgput time codes with non-vanishing coding gain have drawn much
(SISO) channels. Existing MIMO designs employ multiplattention [20]-[32] since such structured space-time sode
transmitter antennas and multiple receiver antennas tiéxpcould achieve the optimal diversity-vs-multiplexing teaxdf
the high symbol rate provided by the capacity available uheveloped by Zheng and Tse [33]. However, most available
the MIMO channels. Full symbol rate is achieved when, oBTBC possessing these properties are for ML receivers only.
average, one symbol is transmitted by each of the multiplein this paper, we consider a coherent communication system
transmitter antennas per time slot (often called a “chanreguipped with multiple transmitter antennas and a single
use”). In the case of\/ transmitter antennas, we will havereceiver antenna, i.e., a MISO system. These systems a&re oft
_ _ employed in mobile communications for which the mobile
The authors are with the Department of Electrical and Cosrput . .
Engineering, McMaster University, Hamilton, Ontario, @da e-mails: receiver may not be able to support multlple antennas. The
jliu@grads.ece.mcmaster.ca, (jkzhang, wong)@maihezmaster.ca highest transmission rate for a MISO system is unity, i.e.,
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one symbol pcu. For such a MISO system with ML receivergust as in the MIMO system, the transmitted symbsls
rate-1 and full diversity STBC have been proposed by variods= 1, --- , L in the MISO system are coded by linedrx M
authors [29], [34]—[36]. In this paper, however, we considé&STBC matricesA, which are then summed together so that
such a MISO system equipped withear receiversfor which I

we propose a general cntgnon for the design Qf a full-dhitgr X — Z Aysy )
STBC. In particular, we introduce the Toeplitz STBC as a =t

member of the family of the full diversity STBC. It should be _ _
noted that the Toeplitz structure has already been sumkyssthereL is the total _number of symbols to be transm|tted If
employed as a special case of the delay diversity code (DDEJ™ 2V the system is at full-rate (rate-one). At the time slot
[37]-[40] applied to MIMO systems having outer channel codv the 7ith row of the coding matrixX feeds the)/ coded
ing and ML detection. Here, we extend its application to th%ymbol_s to theM ant_enr_1as for transmlss_|on. Each of these
construction of STBC in a MISO system by having a Toeplit ansmitter antennas_ is linked to the receiver antennajgiro
coding matrix cascaded with a beamforming matrix. We shofychannel path coefficient, m=1,-, M. Atthe receiver
that the Toeplitz STBC has several important propertie&lwhiof SU_Ch a system, fqr every time slots ¢ =1,---, N), Wf
enable the code, when applied to a MISO system with '§C€lve anV-dimensional signal vectay = [y1 g2 -~ yn]

linear receiver, to asymptotically achieve unit symboerao Which, as a special case of EQl (1), can then be written as

possess non-vanishing determinants for signal conseei&at y =Xh + ¢ (3)
having non-zero distance between nearest neighbours,cand t _

achieve full diversity [41] accomplishing the optimal teadf Whereh = [hy,- -, hy/]” is anM x 1 channel vector assumed
of diversity and multiplexing gains [33]. to be circularly symmetric complex Gaussian distributethwi

On the other hand, we also consider the MISO syste#gro-mean and covariance matd and§ is an N x 1 noise
in which the channel has zero mean and fixed covarianéector assumed to be circularly symmetric complex Gaussian
known to the transmitter. For such MISO systems, sacrifigith covariancesI. Putting Eq.[(R) into EqL{3), writing the
ing the transmission rate by repeating the transmitted sy&¥mbols to be transmitted as a vector and aligning the code-
bols, and employing maximum ratio combining together witBhannel products to form the new channel matrix we can write
orthogonal space-time coding, an optimal precoder can
designed [42], [43] by minimizing the upper bound of thgf: (Ash Agh - Arh) and s=ls1s - s1] (4)
average symbol error probability (SEP). Here in this papwer, the received signal vector can now be written as
apply the Toeplitz STBC to such a MISO system. Maintaining
rate one and full diversity, we present a design that mingsiz y=Hs+¢ (6)
the exactworst case average pair-wise error probability Whellﬁ this paper, we emphasize on the application liogar
the ML detector is employed at the receiver. receivers for the MISO system in Edd (5). In the following,
we will derive a condition on the equivalent chanri€l that
[I. MISO SYSTEM MODEL AND PROPERTIES OF THE renders full-diversity when the signals are received byadr
CHANNEL MATRIX receiver. First, we present the following properties of the
Consider a MIMO communication system having trans- €duivalent channel matrixt:

mitter antennas and/y receiver antennas transmitting the Property 1: Suppose the equivalent chanridl in Eq. (2)
symbols{s,}, ¢ =1,..., L which are selected from a giveniS Such thatH™H is non-singular for any nonzer. Then
constellation, i.e.s, € S. To facilitate the transmission of W& have the following inequality:

these L symbols through thel/ antennas in theV time ' 2L H ) oL

slots (channel use), each symbol is processed byvan M Comin [ 7 < det (H H ) < Cinax|[h] ©)

COd'ng matI‘IXAg, and then summed tOgetheI’, reSU|tIng |’0vherecmln and Cmax are p05|tlve constants |ndependent of

an N x M STBC matrix given byX = S s,A, where |, -
the (mm)th element ofX represents the coded symbol to be
transmitted from thenth antenna at theth time slot. These Proof: Since h is nonzero, we normalize thé x L

coded symbols are then transmitted to the receiver antenfagrix 77+ by dividing each of its elements withh|2,

through flat-fading path coefficients which form the elensenf e 3¢/3{ — |h||?H, whereH is the normalized matrix with
of the M x Mg channel matrixH. The received space-timeine ; jth element being equal to
signal, denoted by th&/ x Mg matrix Y, can be written as W b
= AHA i =
Y = XH+E (1) [H]U - Hh”Al AJ Hh” 1, 1127 7L

whereE is the N x My additive white space-time noise matrixThe determinant of positive semi-definite (PSD) matfiiixis
whose elements are of complex circular Gaussian distdgbuticontinuous in a closed bounded feasible get: ||h||? = 1}
CN(0,1). whereh £ ﬁ It has the maximum and minimum values
Let us now turn our attention to a MISO wireless commuthat are denoted by, and C.,;, respectively. Now, since
nication system which is a special case of the MIMO systei’’H is non-singular for any nonzerb, its determinant is

having M transmitter antennas and a single receiver antenpasitive. Therefore) < Cruin < Crnax and Eq.[(6) holds. O
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The following example serves to illustrate the above projeqg. (1) equipped with a maximum likelihood (ML) detector. It

erty. is well-known that an upper bound for the avergger-wise
Example 1: Consider the following channel matrikt = error probability is given by [45]
hl 0 1 _]WR
hs hi |. The determinant of matrigt” H can be writen ~ P (s —s') < 3 det (IM + ﬁXH(e)X(e))
A 0 hy 1 r —Mpg o
p_\~Mn
2 o2 < —(HM) 7 (12)
w0 = (- ) O )

wherep = E tr[X"X]/E tr[E2”E] is the SNR,e = s — &

. 2 2 . . . .
Smce% % — 1, we can deﬁne% = cosf, and Wwith s;s’ € S is the error vectory (< M) is the rank,

Il _ i1 9, and Eq. V) becomes and {\,},m = 1,---,r are the non-zero eigenvalues of
] ' the matrix X (e)X(e). The middle part of Eq.[{2) is the
det(H"H) = |h|* (1 —sin®6cos’0) Chernoff bound, which at high SNR, can be further tightly
1 bounded by the right side. For a givéiiz, two factors dictate
= [n|* <1 ~1 Sin2(29)) (8) the minimization of this bound on the right side of EG.1(12):
a) The Rank ofX*(e)X(e): The exponentrMp of the
It is obvious that the functiorfi(§) = 1—1 sin*(26) is continu- ~ second term governs the behaviour of the upper bound

ous in a closed bounded set. The minimum and maximum of it with respect to SNR and is known as tHeversity gain
can be easily obtained amin = 3; Cimax = 1. Both values  To keep the upper bound as low as possible, we should

are constants and are independent of the random channelmake the diversity gain as large as possible. Full diversity
Thus, the determinant of the channel matrix is bounded is achieved when = M, i.e., X(e) is of full column

by 2|h|* < det ('HHH) < ||n|*. O rank. This implies that the diversity gain achieved by an
Property 2: If H*H is non-singular for any nonzerh, ML detector depends oa, which is decided by the type
then the diagonal elements [ ]! satisfies the follow-  Of signalling. . .
ing inequality b) The Determinant oiX*(e)X(e): The first term consists
. of the product of the non-zero eigenvaluesXf (e)X(e)
[(HHH)_l} > (|12 9) and is called theoding gain For X*(e)X(e) being full
w rank, this product is its determinant the minimum value of

which (taken overll distinct symbol vector pairgs,s'})
must be maximized.

Proof: From the matrix inversion algorithm [44], we havet high SNR, the upper bound in Eq.{12) is dominated by the
exponent-rMpg of p. This leads to a more general definition

for¢=1,2,---, L where(Cy is a constant independent hfm

gL -1 det (HH’H) of diversity gain [33] as beindghe total degrees of freedom
{(H 'H) ] = —F g~ (10) offered by a communication system, reflected by the factor
e det (He Hff) involving the negative power of the SNR in the expression

of the error probability.Full diversity gain is achieved when
the total degrees of freedom-(M Mp) offered in the multi-

antenna system are utilized. We adopt this latter notion of

still PSD and therefore satisfies the right side inequality q;. : . .
Eq. (8) having an upper bound denoted Eyaa [ h]|Z(--1). Ellvset;srgy gain when we consider the STBC for the MISO

Applying the lower bound o_f EqL16) to the numerator gnd th SinceMp = 1, full diversity for a MISO system is achieved
upper bound to the denominator of EQ.J(10), we obtain if the exponent of the SNR in the expression of the error

whereH, is the matrix obtained by deleting th¢h column
vector, Ayh, from . We notice that the matriﬂ:tf’l_-(g is

a1 Crnin||h||2E probability is equal to- /. Let us now consider the condition
[(H H) } = Cimax||n[2Z—D on ‘H for which full-diversity is achieved by a MISO system
t C. employing alinear receiver. We need only to consider the
= —%|h|* > Co||h|> (11) use of a linear zero-forcing (ZF) receiver because the same
Crmax " S -
~ T condition extends to MISO systems using linear minimum
where Cy = Cuin/Crmax, With Cpmax = max{Crmax, = mean square (MMSE) receivers or other more sophisticated
1,2,---, L} U receivers. Since the diversity gain of a communicationesyst

Propertie§]l and 2 are of fundamental importance to the desiglates the probability of error to SNR, we first analyze the
of full diversity STBC for a MISO system employing a linearsymbol error probability (SEP) of detecting different sign
detector. This will be presented in the following section.  constellations by a linear ZF equalizer and express these in
terms of the SNR.
[1l. DIVERSITY GAIN OF STBCFOR AMISO SYSTEM
EMPLOYING A LINEAR RECEIVER A. Symbol Error Probability of Various Signalling Schemes

Let us first review the concept of diversity gain withHere, we examine three commonly used signalling schemes:
reference to a MIMO system. Consider the MIMO system ih) square QAM, 2) PAM and 3) PSK constellations respec-
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tively. Let ;. denote the cardinality. Firstly, we summariz€. PAM signals The SEP of the ZF receiver for@aary PAM
the definition of some common parameters which govern the signal s, is given by [46]
performance of the ZF linear detectors under these schemes.

We use the index =1, 2, 3 to denote parameters associated

with the three S|gnall|ng schemes as ordered above. LetP (h, ;) = 2(M_1)Q 3Es2
Eg;, i =1, 2, 3, denote the respective average symbol energy H (42 — 1)0? (,HHH)*1
in each of the above schemes, andiéte the noise variance o
at the receiver antenna. Therefore, the SNR for each symbol (19
at the receiver is given by Now, using Eq.[(Ib) and noting that by puttisgn 6 = 1
il ) 123 (13) in the integral, we have)(z) < exp(—z2) for z > 0.
) i = ) B 4 :
Note thato? [’Hﬁ’H]u is the noise power at the output of the T](c)gether Withp, = Eq/c”, we arrive at an upper bound
ZF equalizer for the/th symbol. of Eq. (19),
1. Square QAM signalsThe SEP of a ZF receiver for the
square QAM signaky is [46] Po(h, 5) < w—1 exp | — 3p2 -
P50 = e [ ]
‘(20)
_ sl . signalsThe of a ZF receiver for the signal
11— Lo 3E 3. PSK signals The SEP of a ZF receiver for the PSK signal
Vi 5 Ha\F ske IS given by [46]
2= 1)o? | (HH)
ol
(h=1)7/p in2
L2 B Ps(h,s;) = l/ exp| — Eg3 sin (_7T1/M) a0
—4(1 - 7)@ = n (14) ™o o? {(’HH’H) } sin” 6
7 -
2 — 1) [(HHH) } g
o

) Writing p; = Es2 /o2, similar to the PAM signal, Eq[{21)
where Q(z) = \/% [° e /2dz. We use the following  can be upper bounded by
alternative expressions for th@- and Q2-functions [46]-

[49] _ o2
1 /2 2 P3(h, s¢) < uexlD - 512 (ﬁ/f? (22)
Q) = ;/O exp(—m> 6 = >0(15) 2 [(’H H) LE
) /4 22
Q@(z) = }/0 eXp(_QSin2 9> . z=0(16) g Design Criterion for Full-Diversity STBC for a MISO
Substituting Egs.[{15) and_(116) into Ef. [14) and after gystem with Linear Receivers
little manipulation, we obtain We now examine theliversity gainachievable by a MISO
4 1 system
Py(h,sp) = — <1 — —> Theorem 1:For a MISO system employing a square QAM,
T Vi a PAM, or a PSK signalling scheme of cardinality in
/4 the transmission, a linear receiver (ZF/MMSE) achiefids
/exp _ 3Es1 do diversity for the system ifH"H is non-singular for any
0 A(p—1)o? |:(HHH)1] sin2 0 nonzeroh, or equivalently, ifX* (s)X(s) is non-singular for
o0 any nonzeracs. [ |
4 1 Proof: From Egs. [(IB),[(20), and(P2), we can arrive at a
+ m (1 - ﬁ) generalized upper bound on the symbol error probability for
the u-ary QAM, PAM, and PSK signals such that
w/2
/ exp|— 3E1 — do (17) [ aip;
| g 1)0? {(HHH) ] sin? 0 Pi(h, s¢) < e | e |
o [(HH’H) }
We can obtain an upper bound for E.](17) by putting e
sinf = 1 in the two integrals and, writing; = Eg /02, i=1,23 (23)

this easily simplifies to wherep; = E,; /o2, and

a1 = 3/[A(u—1)], a2 = 3/[2(4> ~ 1)), and a3 = sin®(r/ps) /2
o — 1 exp|— 3p1 (1 ) (24)
Ap—1) (HH’H)% Since’H H is non-singular for any nonzeio, we can apply
" Eq. (9) on Eq.[(ZB). Here, we see that the arithmetic mean

P1 (h, Sz) S
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of the SEP of all the three signalling schemes have a generdlV. TOEPLITZ SPACE-TIME BLOCK CODES AND THEIR
upper bound given by PROPERTIES

Pi(h) < E— ! exp (—a;p;Co|/h||?) A. Toeplitz STBC for a MISO System [41]

n—1 i To examine the structure of the Toeplitz space-time block
= 0 exp (—aip;Coh"' h) (25)  code, we leta = [ az - ap)]f.A(K+L-1)x
I% Toeplitz matrix generated by and a positive integek,
raenoted by7 (o, L, K), is defined as

Now, h is assumed to be Gaussian with zero mean a
covariance matri®.. Therefore, averaging the exponential pal

of the right side of Eq.[{25) over the density function lof v if i>iandi—i< [
X o i—j+1, 2] 11— <
erIdS [T(Oé, L7 K)]lj - { 0, otherwise (28)
1 _
T dets /GXP (—aipiCoh™h) exp (~h"="'h) dh which can be explicitly written as
det ((aipiCOI + 2_1)_1) 1 ar 0 ... 0
= [ ERTS =det(I+ a;p;CoX)™" (26) ay a1 ... 0
Substituting Eq.[(26) into Eq_(25), we establish the foilogy Do
inequalities: N
1 T(a,L,K)=| @ + - @ (29)
E[Ph)] < 2" det(I+aipiCoX) ! 0 v ay
S (M -1 det(CoE)_lai_M) pi_M,
L .
i=1,2,3 27) 0 0 o/ gppyuk

The exponent op; in Eq. [27) indicates that the upper boundf we replacea: by s, the information symbols to be transmit-
of the SEP using a ZF receiver in a MISO system to detetetd, then aToeplitzSTBC matrixXg(s) is defined as

signals from the three schemes indeed achieves full diyersi

for non-singularH H. Xp(s)=7(s,L,K)-B (30)

We now show the equivalency of the following two statements: , ,
1) HHH is non-singular for any nonzero; and where, forK < M, B is a K x M matrix of rank K placed

2) X" (s)X(s) is non-singular for any nonzero in the coding matrix to facilitate the transmitter antennéth

We will show 1)=- 2), and the reverse can be similarly proveobeamformlng capability. At ime slot, the nth row of the

From the developrment of EC[I(5), we hadeis)h = 74s. [\ * M WA Ab(s) i fed [0 thell transmiter antennas
Now, if H”H is non-singular for any nonzerh, then H ISsion. Apply Ptz Sp : !

has full column rank, and hendds # 0 V s + 0. Therefore matrix to the MISO system described in El (3), and we have
X(s)h # 0 for any s # 0, h # 0. This implies full column

: . _ =T(h,K,L)s+ 31
rank of matrixX(s), and henceX*(s)X(s) is non-singular Y ( Js+¢ (1)
for any nonzeras. O whereh = Bh, andL = N — K + 1. Thus,7 (h, K, L) can
Remarks on Theorem: 1 be viewed as the overall channel matrix of the MISO system.

a) Although the proof provided here is for square QAM, PAM Example 2 For K = M =L =2, N =K + L —1 =3,
and PSK signallings, Theorelmh 1 can be shown to be valighg B — 1, the codeword matrix and channel matrix are,

for any signal constellation. respectively,

b) Since the condition provided here is sufficient for a linea
receiver to achieve full diversity, the same condition natu s1 0 _ hi 0
rally yields full diversity for more sophisticated receise  Ar,(s)=| s2 s1 |, 7(h,2,2)=| hy M
such as MMSE/ZF-DFE or ML receivers. 0 s 0 he

c) For a MIMO system using an ML detector, the requirement _ i i
for full diversity as indicated by Eq[{12) is that the codin%’r this code, there aré = 2 symbols to be transmitted in
matrix X (e)X(e) is maintained at full-rank for the :_3 Channel_uses. '2I'heref0re, the symbol transmission rate
signalss, s’ € S. However, for a MISO system employing®f this system is?, = 5 symbols per channel use.
a linear receiver, Theorefm 1 shows us that full diversity gémarks on Toeplitz STBC
achieved if the coding matriX (s)X(s) is of full rank for a) Eq. [31) is identical in form to that describing a MIMO
any signals, a much stronger condition than that required intersymbol interference channel for zero-padding block
by systems using an ML detector. data transmission (e.g. [50]). It can thus be interpreted
In the following section, we present tA@eplitz STBGvhich that the original MISO channel is transformed into a
has a simple structure satisfying the full-rank condition i  Toeplitz virtual MIMO channel. In other words, the space
Theoren{]l and is thereforefall-diversity STBC for a MISO diversity has been exchanged for delay (time) diversity.
system employing a linear receiver. This is realized by transforming the flat fading channel
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into a frequency selective channel with zero-padding. This [7"(a, L, K)T (e, L, K) |, = [l]?, k=1,--- , K. By
technique is parallel to that employed in [4@]. applying Hadamard’s inequality [44], we arrive at:
b) For such a system, we can utilize the efficient Viterbi H 2K
. . : <
algorithm [51] to detect the signal if perfect channel det (7%(er, L, K)T (@ L, K)) < |||
knowledge is available at the receiver. On the other hand, = Crmax <1 (33)

when channel coefficients are not known at the receiver, Ww@rthermore, sincex is nonzero, we can assume, without loss

can make use of the second order statistics of the receivgdgenerality, that the first element; # 0. (Otherwise, we

signal to blindly identify the channel [50], [52]. can always permute the nonzero element to the first position.
c) Toeplitz STBC is anon-orthogonalSTBC whose coding The N x K “tall” matrix, 7 (e, L, K'), can be partitioned into

matrix X" X possesses non-vanishing determinan@ioy a top K x K matrix -, and a bottom matrif2, containing
signalling scheme. Hence according to Thedrém 1, the coge rest ofT (o, L, K), i.e.,

achieves full diversity even with the use of a linear receive N 0 0
1 e

On the other hand, since full diversity STBC designed
for ML receivers (e.g., [34]-[36], [53]) maintain non- Qo o
vanishing determinant only for certain types of signalling )
full diversity gain is not guaranteed when a linear receiver a2 - 0 Q
is used. Ax  QARK-1 " a1
d) WhenB = 1, Toeplitz STBC becomes a special dela - T T
diversity code (DDC) [37], [38] with padded zeroes. | (e, LK) = | axs1  ax - @2
general, DDC is applied with the use of outer channel : : :
coding and ML detectors to achieve thg full diversity gain. ap ap_q1 o QLK1 Q,
However, here we show that the Toeplitz STBC possesses 0 ar ar_x
special properties which enable full space diversity to be
achieved even with the use of the simplest linear receiver

and the signals can be of any type. 0 T 0 aL
. . We note thatQ2; is a lower triangular matrix having equal
B. Properties of Toeplitz STBC diagonal elements; # 0. (Here, we assume thaf < L. The
We now examine some important properties of the Toepligtoof is equally valid if.. < K by exchanging the roles dt
space-time block codes introduced in the previous sulisectiandr). SinceT" (o, L, K)T (o, L, K) = Q. 70, +0,79,,
These properties will be useful in performance analysis anding a standard result [44, p. 484] on the determinant of the

code designs in the ensuing sections. sum of a positive definite and a positive semi-definite matrix
Property 3: The definition of the Toeplitz space-time codgye have

shows that the symbol transmission rat&is= £ = Y==K+

N H
symbols per channel use whéh < M. Therefore, for a fixed det (T (a, L, K)T (ex, L, K))
M, the transmission rat& can approach unity if the number > det(QlHﬂl) + det(ﬂang)
of channel uses is sufficiently large. > det(2,7Q)

Property 4: For any nonzero vectora, there exists — |1 2K (34)
0 < Crmn < Crmax < 1, and the matrix
(T" (e, L, K)T (e, L, K)) satisfies the following inequality, Sincear # 0, det (7 (e, L, K)T (e, L, K)) is nonzero for
any nonzerax and thus we have

Crminlal* < det (T" (e, L, K)T (ax, L, K))
2K C7 min >0 (35)
< Crmaxlla] (32)

The conclusions in Egs_(B3) a 35) complete the proof of

Proof: By letting o = h in Eq. {4) and choosing the property . ) and [35) P pD

A, =PA,, (=1,---,L We see thafZ is non-singular by Properfyl 4, then using the

fact that7 as a special case @f in Property(2, we have:

where Property 5:

0 1 I
_ (L-1)x1 _ L H —1—1 2
P ( I(L—l) OIX(L—I)) AO (O(K—I)XL) [(T (Q,L,K)T(Q,L,K)) }kk Z CTmin”a”

we obtain an equivalent channgl of the same structure as for k=1,2,---,K (36)

T(a,L,K). HenceT (o, L, K) is a special case df. Thus, where the existence af’;min > 0 is shown in Propertjl4,
from Property[1l, there exist'r i, and Cr .y for which  holds. m

Eq. (32) holds. Now, we note that the diagonal entries of theWe now introduce the following definition related to the
matrix7 (e, L, K)T (a, L, K ) are all the same and are equammeasure in a signal constellatich

S Definition 1: For s,s’ € S, the minimum distance of the
1In [40], consideration is given only to the use of an ML detecand

performance analysis is restricted to BPSK signalling uritle assumption Slgnal constellation is defined as
that only one bit error occurs. :
y dunin(5) = min [ls — ] (37)
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If [|[s —s'|| = dmin(S), we say thas ands’ areneighbours  where the equality holds if2, is a zero matrix, i.e., ifs and
From the definition of the coding matriX in Eq. (30) with s’ are neighbouring points. O

B = I,,, we can now establish a lower bound for a metric We can establish another useful property on the metric

betweenir,, (s) and A1, (s') in dnin(S). Lete = (s —s’).  betweenir,, (s) and A7, (s) by first recalling an important

For notational convenience, we léff,, (e, {i1,i2, -+ ,i,}) Property in matrix algebra [54]:
denote the matrix consisting of of the columns ofY;,,(e) The characteristic polynomial of al/ x M matrix A is the
indexed by{iy,ia, -+ ,im} Wherei; < iy <,---,< i, and polynomial whose roots are the eigenvaluesAofMathemat-

these columns are not necessarily consecutively chosem, Thically, it can be re-written as

we have N
Property 6: Fors # s’ € S, whereSL =S x S+ x S, h(v) = det (I+ f\f)l
and any nonzero vecter= (s — s’), we have = WMeiav +o
CM—-1V + CMm (40)
det [, (e, {ir, iz, im}) Ay (& {ins iz, s im})] such that ¢, = Zdet(A)il i (41)
> dyl(S)  (38) 9 o

whereA;, ... ;, denotes the principal submatrix obtained by
deleting the rows and columns & except thei;th, theisth,

Proof: The proof of this property is similar to that of Prop- "’ and theinth ones, andy denotes the combination set

ertyd. As in Propertfl4, without loss of generality, we cafl ‘""" + im- Vr\]le fncl)lte, in particular, = t; (A) an_dth :h

always assume that; # 0 with e; being the first element of ldet(A)b' NOV;’ the ho owing plr)operty provides lés wit ?n_ot er

e. Thus, X1, (e) can be written as ower bound on the metric betweety,, (s) and &y, (s') in
relation tod,in(S).

form=0,1,---, M —1, where the equality holds if and only
if s ands’ are neighbours, i.e., iffe| = dmin(S). |

erc. 0 ... 0 Property 7: Let A = diag(d1,d2,---,0p) With 6, > 0
e e ... 0 for m = 1,2,---, M. Then, for any nonzero vectat, the
. following inequality holds
. 2 . M
em - ooel det (A + X{ (e)&r,, (e)) > H (60 + d250(S))  (42)
— em €9
M (€) ) ) . ' (39) with equality holding if and only i& ands’ are neighbourd
er - T Proof: Let us first rewrite the left side of Eq_(#2) as
0o e
M det (A + &1 (e)Xq,, (e)) =
H
] det(A) det (I + (XIM (e)Afl/z) X1y, (e)A1/2) (43)
0 w0 e/ onem
1 H _
An important observation in EG_(B9) is that the top submatrNow, let A = (i, (e)A~1/2)" Az, (e)A~"/2, then

consisting of the firstM rows of Ay, (e) is a M x M Eas. [4D) and[{41) becomes

lower triangular matrix with nonzero diagonal entries and H M
therefore, nonzero determinant. We can also see that the subt {I + (XIM (e)Afl/Q) Xy, (e)Al/Q} =1+ Z Cm, (44)
matrix X1,, (e, {i1,42, - ,im}) preserves the same property m=1
because by permuting its rows and columnspan m lower \here

triangular matrix can always be formed as its top part, i.e.,

X1, (e, {i1,i2,--- ,im}) can be expressed as Cm = Zdet [XI’Z{ (e, {i1,i2, * yim})

HlXIIW (ea {ilai% T aim})HQ = ( ﬁ'ir )

where II; and II, denote the N x N and m Xx
m permutation matrices, respectivel2; contains the

Xy, (e, {inyia, yim})] Hé;@l (45)

¢ Using Eq. [(38) in Propertyl 6 on the right S|de of Ha.1(45), we

first m rows of A1, (e,{i1,i2,---,in,}) and hence

lower triangular, andf2, denotes the remaining subma- ave

trix of Ar,, (e, {i1,i2, -+ ,im}). Since the permutation of 2m -

the rows and columns ofty,, (e, {i1,i2, - ,im}) does m 2 i ( )ZH% (46)

not change the determinant of its autocorrelation ma- =t

trix XIM( e, {i1 iz, im}) X0y, (€, {i1,i2, -+ ,im}), there- wherey ", [T/, o, ! denotes the sum of the combination of

fore, as in Property]4, we arrive at the product oﬁwtakenm at a time. Equality in Eq[(46) holds
if and only if s ands’ are neighbours. Combining Eq§._144)

det [X{ (e, {i1 iz, i }) X0, (€, {i1, iz, ,im})] and [46) results i

H
> det(ﬂlHﬂl) + det(ﬂgHﬂg) d?rﬁn(S) det TI + (XIIW (e)A_l/2) XI}W (e)A_1/2:|
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M m
> 14y dn© > [[6" (47a)
m=1 9 =1
M
= [ (146, d2n(5)) (47b)

m=1

where in the second step, we recognize that the right side

of Eq. [474) is the eigen polynomial of the matw% ;, A
which, in turn, equalslet(I + d2, A) and hence Eq[{4T7b).

min

We note thatfl,; increases with the constellation cardinal-
ity u. From Eq.[(Bll), the averaged transmission en@eyy
block can be calculated aBy;; = %(M — 1)ML. Given

o? being the noise variance at the receiver antenna, the
averaged noise power per blockad$,, = o2N. Therefore,

the block SNR is

2(p—1)ML

Pbll = 3No2

Combining Egs.[(41b) and_(#3), we complete the proof of leading to

Property[7. O

V. TOEPLITZSTBC APPLIED TO AMISO SYSTEM WITH A
LINEAR RECEIVER

We now apply the Toeplitz STBC to the MISO communi-
cation system using the properties presented in Selctidsl V-
From Property 3 anfl4 in Sectidn T¥-B and TheorEm 1 in

Sectior 1II-B, we can see that the Toeplitz STBC can approach

unit-rate as well asfull diversity even if only a linear ZF
or linear MMSE receiver is used in a MISO system. In the
following, we examine the optimal tradeoff between divigrsi
gain and multiplexing gain [33] when the Toeplitz STBC is

employed in a MISO system equipped with a linear receiver.
We first make the assumption that the channel coefficients are

independent, i.e¥ = 1.
Now, our MISO system had/ transmitter antennas trans-
mitting a signal vectos of lengthL in N = L+ M — 1

Ngj -1

o 2uML  2ML o

~ = — L
7 % 3Npm 3N M

where the approximation is under the assumption of large

1, and Eq.[(4B) has been used. Therefore, from Hgs. (13),
(24), (51) and[{52), we obtain

3B, 1 3N

N = A —1)o? 202 aML "1

Now, consider Eq[{27) on the upper bound of the SEP for
a ZF receiver, i.e.,

(52)

1-Na

T (59)

E[Pi(h)] < Cpita(aip) ™ (54)
Substituting Eq.[(83) into Eq[(b4), we obtain
_ SN\ TY
E[Pi(h)] < Cri, (m) pwi z 9M o (B5)

time slots. Also, all the above three signalling schemeshav Hence, the diversity gain for this schem,, is given by

constellation cardinality.. Thus, employing any of the three
schemes described in Sectlgh Il in our MISO system will resul
in a transmission data ragegiven by

"N logy 1
Note thatr is the bit rate of transmission. The multiplexing

(48)

gain g, on the other hand, is dependent on the scheme and in

general, is defined as [33] ..

9= 1og, SNR;

where “SNR” refers to the general SNR in the received data.
Here in our analysis, we use the SNR of the receidath
block for the SNR and denote this byy;;, i = 1, 2, 3 when

(49)

theith signalling scheme is employed. Notice that in the MISO

system, we always hawe< g; <1V 4, since the system has
only one receiver antenna. Hence, we can wite p{ﬁfi/L.
Thus, if we want to maintain nonzero multiplexing gain atthig

SNR, thery, the cardinality of the constellation must be large.

It has been shown [33] that at high SNR, we can trade-off the

multiplexing gain for diversity gain andice versa and the

optimum trade-off for our MISO system with/ transmitter 2.

antennas is given by
Dop = M(1—g) (50)

whereD,,, is the optimal diversity gain. Let us examine trade-
off of the multiplexing gain for diversity gain in the three
signalling schemes:
1. QAM signals The averaged symbol enerdy, for square
QAM signal is [55]
Esl =

2
~(u-1) (51)

Di(g) =M (1 — %g) =M({1—-g)—eMg
= Dop(g) —eMg (56)

> 0. From Egq. [GB), we can see that
Di(9) < Dop(g). However, we can make small by
choosing L sufficiently large so thatD1(g) ~ Do,(g).
Hence, D, (g) is the e-approximation ofD,,(g). We can
always choosel, = [4=1] + 1, where[-] denotes the
integer part of a quantity, and therefore, we can say that
the ZF receiver is able to approach the optimal diversity-
multiplexing tradeoff if the proposed Toeplitz code is used
with a square QAM signalling scheme of large cardinality
If a MMSE receiver is employed, utilizing an expression
parallel to Eq.[(5b) for the MMSE receiver, we can also
show that the optimal diversity-multiplexing tradeoff can
be asymptotically achieved if the Toeplitz STBC is applied
to the MISO system in which a square QAM signalling
scheme of large cardinality is used for transmission.
PAM signals We note that the averaged transmission
energy F, for u-ary PAM signal is given by [55]F, =
%(;ﬂ — 1). Hence the averaged transmission energy per
%(;ﬂ — 1)M L. Following similar argu-

M—-1

wheree =

block is E,, =
ments resulting in Eq[(52), for PAM signals we have,
,  pEML ML
(] = —
6Npp2 6N pri2
Also, similarly to Eq. [(5B), we have

3E; 1 3N

1202 = SUE 102~ dg?  OML

2Ng

L

2Ng

1
Pbl2 L
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Therefore, from Eq[{27), the upper bound on SEP for PAMver the Gaussian random vectgrthe average pair-wise error

signal is probability can be written as
E[R(M)] < Crpf(azpe)™ ) 1 (/2
3NCT i M 2MN ., pr P (S s |B) - ;/0
_ min £ g—N
: ( 2ML ) e @ (61)
2 0\ —
Hence, the diversity order is det (I+ (802sin” 0) "1 ZXF (e) X (e))
o N with X being the covariance matrix &f. Our design problem
Do(g) = M (1 — _g> = M(1—-2g) —2cMg can now be stated as:
L Design Problem For a fixed numberM/ of transmitter an-

<M(1—-29) <M(1-g)= Dop(g9) (57) tennas, find ak x M, (K < M), matrix B such that the

Equality in [5T) holds iff¢ = 0. Therefore,for finite worst-case average pair-wise error probabilitys — s'|B)

multiplexing gain, D2(g) cannot approach the optimal |tsr (rgglg)lzidi siuebject to the transmission power constraint

tradeoff Do, (g).
3. PSK signals The averaged transmission energy for Bop =arg  min max P(s — s'|B) (62)
p-ary PSK signal is [55]F, = 1. Hence the averaged r(BAB)<1 s, s'es”
transmission energy per block 55, = M L. Therefore, s'#s
we have where ¥ = § x §--- x S with S denoting the signal
, ML constellation of each element sf

To solve the above design problem, we not only have to
find the optimumB, but also have to determine its dimension
We also have K. Let us first examine thé/ x M covariance matrix3 =
E, sin?(7/p) o N2 L E[hh’], of the transmission channdis Suppose we perform

252 ~ 20242 T 2ML Poi3 an eigen decomposition such tifat= VAV# whereV is an

. M x M unitary matrix andA = diag(A1, A2, -+, Aar) with
where, the second step comes from the assumption of Iar)ge y fag(Ar, Ao )

) - . 1> Ay > - > Ay > 0. The following theorem provides
u. Following similar arguments as PAM scheme, it caP ith an aptimum desian dB:
be shown thaPSK signalling cannot achieve the optima S'IMr\4eorem Zp:ﬁ_et iﬂ = ﬁi%g(%;w, k), K < M, be
tradeoff of diversity-multiplexing gains. the singular values dB and letG(A kT, ¢) denote the integral

1 2K eXYE -t
VI. OPTIMAL TOEPLITZSTBC DESIGN FORMISO G(AxT,e) = ;/0 11 (1 T2 9) df for e >0 (63)
SYSTEM WITH ML DETECTOR =1

o° =
Npri3

asps = —F (58)

The previous section shows what could be achieved wh\é%iin?ggignanroobﬁgmar by solving the following convex
the Toeplitz STBC is applied to a MISO system equippeop P )
with a linear receiver. In this section, we will examine the Top = arg min G (AKI‘, dmin(S)) (64)

application of the Toeplitz STBC to a MISO system equipped tr(I)<1 802
with a ML detector. In particular, we seek for the optimalhere T., is a K x K diagonal matrix given by, =
design of the matrixB inherent in a Toeplitz space—timediag(%pl’ Yop2, ** s Yepx) With K being the highest

block code Eq.[(30) such that the worst case pair-wise erigfeger for whichTop )ik = Yop > 0, k =1,2,-+- , K. Then
probability is minimized when a maximum likelihood detectoe optimum transmission matrix is given by

is employed. B _r Vi (65)
Given a channel realizatiol and a transmission matri, op = “op T K
the probabilityP (s — s'|h, B) of transmittings and deciding \hereV x is the M x K matrix containing the¥ eigenvectors

in favor of s’ # s with the ML detector is given by [56] corresponding to thek largest eigenvalues in the eigen
) d(s,s) decomposition of¥. Furthermore, the worst case pair-wise
P(s—s'h,B)=@Q (T) (59)  error probability is lower bounded by

2
whered(s,s’) is the Euclidean distance between the Toeplitz  max  P(s — §'|B) > G (AKropta dmin(S)) (66)
coded signalss and s’ after being transmitted through the s.s'€S™.s#s’ 802

channel, i.e., it is the Euclidean distance betwagyis)h and

2 - )
Xg (s’)h. Because of the relation of E(ﬂ30), we can write: Note that the work presented here is different from that if] [ which

a precoder matrix is designed for a frequency-selectivinfadhannel even
~ ~ though both involve Toeplitz structured matrices. Here Toeplitz matrix
2 HaH
d (SaS/) = (s— S/) 77 (h,M,N)T (h,M,N) (s — S/) containing B and h is separated from the signal vecter This, by the
_ H yvH properties of the Toeplitz STBC shown, transforms the desif B into
= h XB (e)XB (e) h (60) a convex optimization problem. In [57], however, the desmgmameter and
h . "B lovi h | . . he signal vector are all parts of the Toeplitz structureultegsy in a non-
wheree =s —s'. By employing t ¢a ternative expression Ofgnyey design problem that can only be solved by numericahodewith no
the Q-function in Eq. [Ib) and taking the average of Hq.l (5Quarantee for global optimality.
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Equality in Eq. [66) holds if and only if ﬁ 1+ dﬁlin(S)'y,f/\k) 72)
i) |Is—8'|| = dmin(S), and pie 802 sin? 0
i) B =B,,.

Again, substituting E 2) in EJ.(61) and using the optimu
Proof: We first establish a lower bound on the worst caslegp yields 9 Eql72) ) g P

average pair-wise error probability. Let ands), be neighbour

symbol vectors differing in only théth symbol, i.e.s;—s, = max  P(s — §'|Bop) < G (AKI‘ drznin(s))
ey = [O -0 ey 0 --- O]T Where|8£| — dmin(s)- Then' s,s'€SL, s/ op) = ops 802
we can write where equality holds if and only ifs — 8'|| = duin(S). This
det(Ins + ———— 2% (er) X (er)) results in
802 sin” 0 . )
2. (S) min ( max P(s—s |B)>
= det(IM + %ZBHB) B s,s'€SL, s#£s!
80%sin” 6 < max P(s—s'|Bop)
K d2 . (S) ) ) s,s'€SL s#s’
< 1+ =Dy Ak (67) a2;.(S
O b < 6 (AT, ) 73

where the first step is a result of the structure epf on Combining E ith E 9) vield
the Toeplitz code, and the second step is the result of ar?m ining Eq. [(78) wi aL{89) yields

inequality for the determinant of a matrix [58], [59]. Eqityl 2. (S)

in Eq. (67) holds if and only iB = B, = 'V, ie., the min| max P(s—sB)| =G (AKropa min2 ) (74)
singular vectors oB are the eigenvectors a&. Substituting B | ss’es” 80

the inequality of [(6l7) in Eq[{81), we havé(s, — s,/|B) > 57

&2.(S) : , Eq. (73) holds ifB = I',, VI and||s —s/|| = dmin(S). Thus,
¢ (AKF’ 80% ) Since (s,s/é{lg%)fs#s/P(s s |B)> = the proof of Theorer]2 is complete. O
P(s; — s/|B), the worst case average pair-wise errdRemarks on Theoref 2
probability is lower bounded by a) TheorenlR shows us that the lower bound of the worst case

2. (S) pair-wise error probability can be reached by havidig-
max P(s—s'B)>G (AKF7 %) (68) T',, VL. Thus, the design problem in Eq_{62) becomes

s,s'€SL s#£s/ o2 LR i
- _ . finding the optimuni,,, of Eq. (63).
If we minimize both sides of EqL(68), we can write b) The original non-convex optimization problem has been
a2, (S) transformed into the convex problem in Eg.l(64) and can be
min ( max P(s — S'IB)) >G (AKI‘OW H§32 ) solved efficiently by interior point methods. The convexity
SEEeTATE (69) of the objective function can be verified by re-writing
whereT,, is obtained according to EQ_{64). G(AkT,e) in Eq. (63) as
Let us now establish an upper bound for the worst case /2 K )
average p_air-wise_error probability for the specially staued G(AKT,¢) = l/ exp | — Zln (1 n 6.)\k27k> do,
transmission matriB, above. For any error vectet we have 7 Jo — sin” 0
det Iyj+———5—32A4] X . . .
¢ ( M+80—2 sing " Be (e) s, (e)) We notice that—In(-) is a convex function over?, and
1 M , . hence their sum is also convex ovef,--- ,~v%]. Now,
= (m) det(A T?)det (A+ A7), (e) A1y, (e)) exp(z) is monotonically increasing with. By composition

(70) rule [_60] _(Pag_e 84), the integranc_i in EG.{75) is a convex
_ N function implying thatG(A kT, ¢) is convex.
where the special structure dB, has been utilizedAx ¢) The solution of Eq.[{84) yields the values of the diagonal
denotes the diagonal matrix containing the larg€spositive elements{yop1, Yop2, - s Yopa }. SOMe of these values
eigenvalues of$ and A = (80%sin®)A'T~2. Using may not be positive. We choose all tfi& positive ones to
Eq. (Z0) in Propert}]7, for any nonzero vectoand nonzero  form the singular values By

6 in the interval(0, 7/2], we have Theorenf® provides us with an efficient scheme to obtain the
M g 202 optimal matrix B,,, by numerically minimizingG(AxT,¢).

det(A + X! (e)A,,(e)) > H (—— + d%:.(S)) (71) However, if the Chernoff bound [46] of the pairwise error
k=1 Vi Ak probability is employed as the objective function for mini-

where, according to Properfy 7, equality holds if and only [ization instead, a closed--fc.)ern optimBl can be obtained.

s ands’ are neighbour vectors. Eq_{70) and EGJ(71) togeth&PiS can be shown by settingn”f = 1 in the pairwise error

yield probability of Eq. [El), so that we obtain the Chernoff bound
as
1 i P 'IB) < ! 76
det(Ins + =784, (¢)Xp, (e)) = (s =51B) < 5 1+ (802) 15X (e) X (e)) (76)
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Seeking to minimize the worst case Chernoff bound, and fol- V=4, L=8, Different Signal Constelation

lowing similar arguments which establish the the optimarat
problem in Eq.[(64), we arrive at the following problem,

K -1
~ 1 .. (S), - )
'y, =arg min - 14 —mina=/ N 52 77

P 8 wr(F)<1 2 kl;[l ( go2 Tk ()

:
— 4-QAM

whereIN‘OID is a diagonal matrix with diagonal elements,.
This problem is a relaxed form of that in Ed._{64) and its
solution is provided by the following corollary:

Corollary 1: The solution,I',,, for the optimization prob-
lem of Eq. [7¥) can be obtained by employing the water-filling

Average Bit Error Rate

strategy [59]. The diagonal elementsIof, are given by w0°] 5 m 5 P o %
SNR [dBJ/bit
~ 1 14 802 % 1 1 Fig. 1. The average BER performance of the proposed ToepligC when
Yopk = T o 7o 3 -3 signals are selected from different constellations.
op My d1211in(8) =t Ae An | g

k=1,---,K (78) the average error probability cannot be obtained. (For the
case of linear MMSE receivers, a similar problem exists).
« An alternative way to attack the problem in the case when
a linear receiver is employed is to consider the upper
bound on the averaged error probability given in Eql (27).
1 8s2 Moy 1 We can minimize this upper bound with respectBo
A <1 + m Z Xz) B >0, m=1,2---, My However, this necessitates the knowledge of the value
0 min =1 m of Cy. From Property 4y is the minimum value of
the determinant of the Toeplitz matrix having its column
vector belonging to unit ball and this renders the solving
of Cy difficult. Thus, in this paper, we are unable to come
up with any true optimaB for MISO systems equipped

where notationz]; denotesmax(x,0). The optimal choice
of K is K = My, wherelM is the maximum positive integer
satisfying

The optimum transmission matrix is thﬁivsjp = f‘opvﬁ.
Proof: The minimization of the type of problems of E@.[77)
has been studied by several researchers and the wateg-fillin

solution is shown in [59]. O with linear receivers
Remarks on Corollarfll :
a) For the particular case in which the channel coefficients VIl. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

are mutually independent, i.e = I,,, then anyM x M

. . i ; _ In this section, we examine the performance of the Toeplitz
unitary matrix scaled by a factdy/+/M is a suitable choice P P

code in a MISO system. We first evaluate the performance of
for BOP'_ o~ o _ i the system equipped with a linear receiver under the camditi
b) The optimal desigiB,, maximizes thecoding gain[45] ¢ different parameters are varied. We then evaluate the
which is defined to be the normalized minimum determjserformance of the system employing different beamformers
nant of X_(e)HX(,e). for all nonzeroe. The criterion of g el as a linear or a ML receiver in an environment in which
coding gain maximization is derived from minimizing th§ne channels are correlated. We note that for a linear receiv
Chernoff bound on pairwise error probability for a systeffhe major computation occurs in the inversion of the Toeplit
equipped with a ML detector. SincB,;,, minimizes the matrix for which the complexity is of orde©(LM) [61],
worst case Chernoff bound on PEP, we conclude thatjherer is the length of signal vector and is the number of
achieves optimal coding gain. transmitter antennas for the MISO system. On the other hand,
Remarks on the Optimum Transmission Matrix Design  the complexity using a ML detector for this MISO system
« The derivations of Theorefd 2 and Corolléfly 1 are basédinsmitting the Toeplitz code is of order® where 11 is
on the consideration of using a ML receiver in the MIS@he constellation cardinality. Thus, for a reasonablydargn-
system. For the case when the system is equipped witlstallation and/or a comparatively large number of tran@mit
linear ZF (or MMSE) receiver under the environment ofintennas, the ML receiver is substantially more compler tha
correlated channels, the problem of obtaining an optimuanlinear receiver. Finally, we compare the performance ef th
B becomes very complicated. This is because we se&keplitz code with some other known efficient codes.
for a matrix B to minimize the respective average erroExample 1 In this example, we examine the performance
probability obtained by averaging the expressions of errof Toeplitz STBC for a MISO communication system with
probability in Egs. [IW),[{119) and (1) for the respectivindependent channel fading, i.€%; = I. The system is
signalling schemes over the random channel matrix. Tragluipped with a linear ZF detector at the receiver end. For th
requires the knowledge of the PDF of the equivaledioeplitz STBC, we choosB = I in Eq. (30). The following
channel matrix. However, the equivalent channel matrikree experiments are performed:
in these cases is of a Toeplitz structure for which thel) We fix the number of transmitter antennas toMe= 4
PDF is unavailable, and therefore, the expressions for and the length of signal vectaer to be L = 8, and the
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Fig. 2.
different L.

Fig. 3.
the MISO system with different number of transmitter antesin

12

M=4, 167QAM. Different L system has different transmission symbol rates, which

are R, = 0.5714, 0.7273, 0.8421, 0.9143 symbols
pcu, respectively. The channel and noise assumptions
are the same as those in the previous experiment. The
BER curves at different SNR are plotted in FId. 2. It
can be observed that the longer is the transmitted signal,
the worse is the system BER performance. Again, this
E is due to the fact that largeft corresponds to higher
transmission date rate resulting in worse performance.
3) In this experiment, we vary the number of the transmitter
antennas)M . An increase inM increases the diversity
and decreases the transmission symbol rate. Therefore, it
20 is expected that the performance of the system will be
enhanced with the increase of the number of transmitter
antennas. This is indeed the case as illustrated in[fig. 3
where we compare the performance of the MISO systems
having M = 2,4, and 8 antennas witlk. = 8 in the
Toeplitz codes and the signals selected from a 16-QAM
constellation.

5 Example 2 In this example, we test the performance of
Toeplitz STBC for correlated channels in a MISO system
equipped with four transmitter antennas in a linear array
and the one receiver antenna on the normal to the axis of
the transmitter antenna array (“broadside”). For smalllang
spread, the correlation coefficient betweenthgh andmesth
transmitter antennas is [43], [62]

[l
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whered, is the antenna spacing,is the wavelength of the
(narrowband) signal, and is the angle spread. Here in our
simulations, we choosé, = 0.5¢ and A = 5°. We examine
the performance of the MISO system transmitting 4-QAM
signals in the following three cases using Toeplitz STBC
symbol transmission data rate is thereféte= L/N = having the structures:

0.7273 syr_nbols pcu. The s_ignals are randomly selected;y B — _L 1. This is an approximately optimal transmission
from the different constellations of 4-QAM, 16-QAM and  matrix at sufficiently high SNR in the minimization of the
64-QAM. The signals are transmitted through the MISO  chermoff bound under the assumption tiiis a square

system having zero-mean unit-variance i.i.d. Gaussian matrix. The approximate optimality can shown as follows:
channels and additive white Gaussian noise as described gq, Eq. [786), under high SNR, we ignore the identity

in Sectior(]) and the BER curves are plotted in fiy. 1in  matrix T in the denominator and obtain
which the three different curves correspond to the perfor-

10°

10 15
SNR [dB]/dB

The average BER performance of the proposed Toepli2C for

2\M
mance of the system using the three signal constellations P (s — s'|B) < (8UH)
respectively. It should be noted that different constigtat 2 det (X5 (e) Xs(e))
size results in different transmission bit rates. For the (802)M

system we examine, the bit rates afg = 1.4545,
2.9091, and 5.8182 bits pcu corresponding to 4-QAM,
16-QAM and 64-QAM respectively. Therefore, for larger
constellation size, worse BER performance is expected.
This is indeed the case as shown by the three BER curves
plotted in Fig[1 from which it is observed that, for a BER
of 10~?, the difference in SNR between 4-QAM and 16-
QAM is approximately 3dB and that between 16-QAM
and 64-QAM is approximately 5 dB.

In this experiment, we fix the signal constellation to be
16-QAM for a four transmitter antenna MISO system
and perform simulations for different signal lengths,
L = 4, 8, 16, 32. For the different choices of, the

2)

" 2 det(X) det (BETH(e)T (e)B)(BO)

To minimize the right side of Eq[{80), we maximize the
second determinant in the denominator. We note that

det (BT (e)T (e)B)
M
< det (T"(e)T(e)) [] [BB"],,,.

tr (BBH)) N

SIS

< det (TH(e)T(e)) (

1

L det (T (e)T (e)) (81)
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ii)

In our simulations here, the transmitted signal vector is of
length L = 10 and each of the symbols is randomly select

The first inequality is due to Hadamard Inequality [44]
and equality holds iffBB¥ is diagonal. The second
inequality is due to geometric mean being no larger than
arithmetic mean, with equality holding BB has equal
diagonal elements. Finally, the trace BB* is equal to
unity due to the power constraint. Hence, the condition
for maximum in Eq.[(81) is thaB is a scaled unitary
matrix of whichB =1 is one choice.

B = B,. This is the optimal solution to minimize the
worst case PEP derived in TheorEm 2 and can be obtained
numerically by solving the convex optimization problem
of Eq. (64) and then using the result in EQ.1(65).

B = B,. This minimizes Chernoff bound on PEP as
described in Corollarf]1.

Fo.

13

O ZF, casei)
- A-7F, case iii)
LFY : | ——2ZF, caseii) ]

. . X ML, case i)

o ML, case iii)

- =ML, case ii)

Average Bit Error Rate

SNR [dB]

4. The average bit error rate comparison of the propdseglitz STBC
thi) B = [Ix,0n0— k], i) Bop and iii) Bop. The performances are shown

from the 4-QAM constellation. At the receiver, the signals ifor both linear ZF detectors and ML detectors.

each of the three cases are detected separately by a linear ZF

detector and a ML detector and the respective performances
of the two detectors are examined. (As mentioned in the end
of the last section, we cannot obtain an exact optimBm
for the ZF receiver. Nonetheless, we will employ the two
optimum transmission matrices derived for the ML receiver
B,, and B,, to the case of ZF receiver to see how the
performance is improved). We note that due to the variation
of the channel fading, the dimensioR of the optimum
transmission matrices in Cases ii) and iii) change with SNR.
For the specific correlated channel described in Eg. (79), fo
Case ii), we found thakl’ = 1 when SNR< 8dB andK = 2

at higher SNR, whereas for Case iii), we found tihat= 1
when SNR< 10dB andK = 2 at higher SNR. Therefore, the

transmission data rate for these two casefis=
symbols pcu, which is lower thaR, = —— for the case

L+K-1

of B = I,,. For a fair comparison, we choose two different
structures forB in Case i) in the following experiments:

1) We maintain the transmission data rate in Case i) the

same as that in case iii). This is realized by setting

B = | \/LEIK,O(K_M,K)] in Case i) with K being

K Fig. 5.

0 M=4
10 T T
-+~ ZF, B=l
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mEts i
B T Py o MLB=l ]
% ) - » —— ML, case iii)
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Y107
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The average bit error rate comparison of the propdeplitz

STBC withB = I, and ]§op. The performances are shown for both linear
ZF detectors and ML detectors.

o At lower SNR, we haveK = 1, i.e., only one
transmitter antenna is effective. Therefore, given a
coded system, linear ZF and ML detectors provide
the same performance.

the dimension ofBgl]’)Bop. We evaluated the error per- 2) In the second part of the experiment, we Bit= I,,

formances of the systems equipped with differ@hin
all three cases and the results are shown in[Big. 4 from
which the following observations can be made:

o For the system employing a ML detector, perfor-
mance of Case ii) and iii) are superior to that of Case
i), confirming the theoretical analyses in Theorgm 2
and Corollanf{1.

« For the system employing a ML detector, the BER
performance for Cases ii) and iii) employirig,,
and Eop respectively are very close. This shows
that Chernoff bound is tight for this system. Close
performance in the two cases is also true for the
system using a ZF detector.

 AlthoughB,, andB,, are optimal transmission ma-
trices developed for the ML detector, they are equally
effective in providing substantial performance im-
provement for the same system employing a linear
ZF detector.

in Case i) and examine its performance. The error per-
formance for such a choice is shown in Fig. 5. Here,
the system usin@ = I,; has higher transmission data
rate than those in Cases ii) and iii). For the sake of
comparison, we have re-plotted in Hig. 5 the performance
curves from Figl ¥ of Case iii) corresponding to the uses
of B,, as a transmission matrix. (Since the performance
of Cases ii) is almost the same as that of Case iii), we
have omitted here the performance curves corresponding
to the use ofB,,). It should be noted that when the
signals are detected by a ML detector, the system coded
with B = I, has higher diversity gain over the system
with B,,,. This is due to the fact that water-filling strategy
may not employ all the available transmitter antennas
for correlated channels. Specifically in this example, the
effective number of antennas f@,, is K <2< 4
However, the optimal coding gain achieved By, with

ML detectors ensures a better performance. It is also im-
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Fig. 6. The average bit error rate comparison of the propdseqlitz STBC  rig 7. The average bit error rate comparison of the propdseglitz STBC
with other STBC of unit rate. with the orthogonal STBC.

portant to note that the employmentsi®f= 1,, and]§Op
result in a relatively large difference in performances,
revealing that the upper bound on PEP given in Ed. (80) is
not tight. Thus, even though this bound is quite commonly
employed in STBC designs for independent channels, the
results here show that this relaxed bound is a poor design
criterion for an environment of highly correlated channel
coefficients.

Example 3 In this example, we compare the BER perfor-
mance of Toeplitz STBC with other STBC for independent
MISO channels. Here again, we chodBe= I for Toeplitz
STBC. The experiments are performed for the two cases in
which the number of transmitter antennas in the communica-
tion system arel/ = 4 and M = 8 respectively:

1) M = 4 transmitter antennas and a single receiver antenna:
We compare BER performance of Toeplitz STBC with
other rate one STBC [29], [34], [36], [63]:

« Quasi-orthogonal STBC. The code for four transmit-
ter antennas was presented in [34], and the maxi-
mization of its coding gain was subsequently shown
in [36].

« Dense full-diversity STBC [29]

o Multi-group decodable STBC [63]

For the Toeplitz STBC, we choosk = 9 for which

the symbol transmission data rateis = L/N = 3/4
symbols pcu. To achieve a fair comparison, the same
transmissionbit rate is imposed on all the codes such
that signals are selected from 256-QAM constellation for
Toeplitz STBC and from 64-QAM for the other full-rate
STBC. Therefore, the same transmission bit r&ge~= 6

bits pcu, is employed for all the systems. At the receiver,
the Toeplitz STBC is processed by a linear ZF equalizer
followed by a symbol-by-symbol detector. For the other
full-rate STBC, we examine the two cases in which the
signals are processed by a) a ML detector and b) a
linear ZF receiver. The BER curves are plotted in Eig. 6.
When a linear ZF equalizer and a symbol-by-symbol
detector is applied at the receiver, it can be observed that
Toeplitz STBC outperforms “quasi-orthogonal” STBC
and “dense” STBC, and at higher SNR, its performance

2)

is superior to multi-group code. It is also interesting to
observe that at higher SNR, for Toeplitz STBC with linear
ZF receivers, the performance is also superior to that of
the Multi-group STBC using a ML receiver. In fact, for
the range of SNR tested, the slope of its BER curve is
the same as those of the “dense” STBC and the “quasi-
orthogonal” STBC processed by ML detectors, indicating
they have the same diversity gain.

We now consider the system haviflg = 8 transmitter
antennas. For the Toeplitz code, we chodse 35 and
therefore, the symbol transmission data ratd jSV =

5/6 symbols pcu. We compare the bit error rate perfor-
mance of our Toeplitz code with that of the orthogonal
STBC having symbol transmission rate of:

i) 1/2 symbols pcu [2], [3], [7] and

i) 5/8 symbols pcu [64] (this the highest symbol rate
achievable by the orthogonal STBC applied to an eight
transmitter antenna system).

To achieve a fair comparison, the transmitted signals are
selected from &4-QAM constellation for our Toeplitz
code, a256-QAM constellation for thes /8 rate orthogo-

nal code and d024-QAM constellation for thel /2 rate
orthogonal code. Hence, all of the codes have the same
transmission data rate in bits, i.&; = 5 bits pcu. At the
receiver end, the orthogonal STBC is decoded by a linear
ZF detector for which, because of the orthogonality, the
performance is the same as that of a ML detector. For
Toeplitz STBC, the signals are decoded separately by a
linear ZF receiver and a ZF-DFE receiver. The average
bit error rate for these codes are plotted Fibh. 7. It can
be observed that the performance of the Toeplitz code
detected with a linear ZF receiver is superior to that of
the %-rate orthogonal STBC when the SNR is less than
or equal to 25 dB. When the Toeplitz STBC is received
by a ZF-DFE receiver, due to the higher coding gain,
its performance is significantly better than that of the
orthogonal STBC. In Figl7 at0—°, the Toeplitz code
with a ZF-DFE receiver outperforms the orthogonal code
by about 4 dB.

It should be noted that for the Toeplitz code, both lin-



JOURNAL OF IEEE TRANS. ON INFORMATION THEORY, VOL. XX, NO. XXXX 200X 15

M8, R=5 bits peu diversity. Furthermore, when the number of channel uses is

large, in an independent MISO flat fading environment, the
Toeplitz code can approach the Zheng-Tse optimal diversity
multiplexing tradeoff.

When employed in a MISO system equipped with a ML
detector, for both independent and correlated channeficoef
cients, we can design the transmission matrix inherentén th
i, proposed Toeplitz STBC to minimize the exact worst case
average pair-wise error probability resulting in full disiy
and optimal coding gain being achieved. In particular, when
the design criterion of the worst case average pair-wiser err

probability is approximated by the Chernoff bound, we abtai

" % szﬁn [dB]lsymbé? ® e a closed-form optimal sqlution. _ _ _
The use of the Toeplitz STBC (having an identity trans-
Fig. 8. The average symbol error rate comparison of the megpdoeplitz mission matrix) in a MISO system fitted with a ZF receiver

T
‘0 Toep
—— OSTBC 5/8

Average Symbol Error Rate

STBC with the orthogonal STBC. has been shown by simulations to have the same slope of

the BER curves to other full rate STBC employing a ML

ear ZF and ZF-DFE receivers can achieve fuII-diversitez.

However, from Fig.[J7, while the slope of BER curv X )
for Toeplitz code with ZF-DFE receiver is similar tothe linear ones to detect the Toeplitz code. For correlated

those of the orthogonal codes, the slope of the Cur\L;Qannels, employing the optimum transmission matricesen t

for the Toeplitz code with linear ZF receiver is not aéroeplitz code results in substantial additional improvatae

steep. Recall that the diversity gain of a communicatidh Performance to using the identity transmission matrixist

system is defined atigh SNR and here, the upper engfubstantial |_mpr0vement of perforr_nan(_:e is observed ireeith

of the SNR range is not sufficiently high. To show fulf@se for which a ML or a ZF receiver is used.

diversity for both systems, we need BER at higher SNR,
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