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Abstract

In this paper, diversity analysis of bit-interleaved codedltiple beamforming (BICMB) is extended to the
case of general spatial interleavers, removing a conddiotheir previously known design criteria and quantifying
the resulting diversity order. The diversity order is datigred by a paramete®,, ., which is inherited from the
convolutional code and the spatial de-multiplexer used IGNBB. We introduce a method to find this parameter
by employing a transfer function approach as in finding thegttespectrum of a convolutional code. By using this
method, several),,.... values are shown and verified to be identical with the redudt®m a computer search. The
diversity analysis and the method to find the parameter grpated by simulation results. By using the Singleton
bound, we also show th&},,.. is lower bounded by the product of the number of streams aaddde rate of
an encoder. The design rule of the spatial de-multiplexerlafgiven convolutional code is proposed to meet the

condition on the maximum achievable diversity order.

. INTRODUCTION

When the channel information is perfectly available at theagmitter, beamforming is an attractive tech-
nique to enhance the performance of a multi-input multpatf{MIMO) system|[1]. A set of beamforming
vectors is obtained by singular value decomposition (SVDjclv is optimal in terms of minimizing the
average bit error rate (BER)![2]. Single beamforming, whgalries only one symbol at a time, was shown
to achieve full diversity order ofV M where N is the number of transmit antennas ahidis the number
of receive antenna$|[3],[[4]. However, multiple beamforgriwhich increases the throughput by sending

multiple symbols at a time, loses the full diversity ordeeoflat fading channels.
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To achieve the full diversity order as well as the full splatraultiplexing order, bit-interleaved coded
multiple beamforming, combining bit-interleaved codeddulation (BICM) and multiple beamforming,
was introduced in[[5]. Design criteria for interleaving tbeded sequence were provided such that each
subchannel created by SVD is utilized at least once with eesponding channel bit equal tan an error
event on the trellis diagram [5],/[6]. BICMB with /2-rate convolutional encoder, a simple interleaver
and soft-input Viterbi decoder was shown to have full diitgrerder when it is used in & x 2 system
with 2 streams. In this paper, the diversity order is analyzed evieen the interleaver does not meet
the criteria of [5], [6]. To determine the diversity orddngterror events that dominate BER performance
need to be found. We introduce a method to find the dominaat ekrents by extending a method from
convolutional code analysis to determine system perfoomae.g.,[[7],[[8], into the analysis of the given
combination of the interleaver and the code. We also showftinany convolutional code and any spatial
de-multiplexer, the maximum achievable diversity orderekted with the product of the code rate and
the number of streams, by using the Singleton bound [9]. s&ga rule of the spatial de-multiplexer to
get the maximum achievable diversity order is also proposed

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. A brief revavthe BICMB system is given in Section
[ Section[l introduces a method to find-vectors for a given convolutional code and the number of
subchannels. Pairwise error probability (PEP) analysigvien in Sectiori IV. In Sectioh Vv, the analysis
of the maximum achievable diversity order of BICMB is shovamd the design rule of the spatial de-
multiplexer for the maximum achievable diversity order i®gosed. Simulation results supporting the

analysis are shown in SectiénlVI. Finally, we end the papéh wiconclusion in_VII.

II. BICMB OVERVIEW

The code rateR. = k./n. convolutional encoder, possibly combined with a perfaratmatrix for a
high rate punctured code, generates the codewofbm the information vectob. Then, the spatial
de-multiplexer distributes the coded bits irficsequences, each of which is interleaved by an independent
bit-wise interleaver. The interleaved sequenbeasre mapped by Gray encoding onto the symbol sequences
Y. A symbol belongs to a signal sgtC C of size|y| = 2™, such a®2™-QAM, wherem is the number
of input bits to the Gray encoder.

The MIMO channelH € C**¥ is assumed to be quasi-static, Rayleigh, and flat fading panfictly
known to both the transmitter and the receiver. In this clebmimodel, we assume that the channel

coefficients remain constant for the symbol duration. The beamforming vectors are determined by



the singular value decomposition of the MIMO channel, il¢.= UAVY whereU andV are unitary
matrices, and\ is a diagonal matrix whosg” diagonal element), € R, is a singular value oH with
decreasing order. Whefi symbols are transmitted at the same time, then the Sirgectors of U and
V are chosen to be used as beamforming matrices at the reesiglehe transmitter, respectively. Let’'s
denote the firstS vectors of U and V as U and V. The system input-output relation at thé& time

instant for a packet duration is written as
T fJHHVyk + Ul (1)

wherey,; is an S x 1 vector of transmitted symbols;. is an.S x 1 vector of the detected symbols, and
n,, is an additive white Gaussian noise vector with zero meanvandnceN, = N/SNR. On eachs'

subchannel, finally, we get

Tks = )\syk,s + ﬁk,s (2)

wherery s, yis, andn, ; are a detected symbol, a transmitted symbol, and a noise tespectivelyH

is complex Gaussian with zero mean and unit variance, andatkenhe received signal-to-noise ratio

SNR, the total transmitted power is scaled isis The equivalent system model is shown in Fig. 1.
The location of thé® coded bitc, within the detected symbols is stored in a table (k, s, i), where

k, s, and: are time instant, subchannel, and bit position on a symlespectively. Lety; C x where

b € {0,1} in the " bit position. By using the information in the table and theutoutput relation in

(@), the receiver calculates the ML bit metrics as

Vi(rk,sa Cl) = Hlln |rk’,s - )\sy|2' (3)
YEXE,

The combination of the ML bit metrics of1(3) arld detector at the receiver is not the unique solution
to get the optimum BER performance. Appropriate bit metdesesponding to a linear detector, such as
zero-forcing (ZF) or minimum mean square error (MMSE) diteovere shown to be equivalent to the

bit metrics of [B) withU detector[[10]. Finally, the ML decoder can make decisioreting to the rule

¢ = arg méin Z VY (Thss G1)- 4)
I



Ill. «-SPECTRA

The BER of a BICMB system is upper bounded by all the summatidreach pairwise error probability
for all the error events on the trellis|[5],/[6]. Thereforéetcalculation of PEP for each error event is
needed to analyze the diversity order of a given BICMB systérthe interleaver is properly designed
such that the consecutive long coded bits are mapped onfiaafisymbols, the PEP between the two

codewordsc and ¢ with Hamming distancely is upper bounded as|[5]

Plc— &) =E[P(c— ¢H)
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whered,,;,, is the minimum Euclidean distance in the constellation andienotes the number of times
the s** subchannel is used correspondingiip bits under consideration, satisfyi@f:1 as = dy. Since
PEP is affected by the summation of the products betweeand singular values as can be seeriin (5),
it is important to calculate the-vectors for each error path to have an insight into the dityerorder
behavior of a particular BICMB implementation.

It has been shown in [5], [6] that for a single-carrier BICMfsgem, if the interleaver is designed such

that, for all error paths of interest with Hamming distangeto the all-zeros path,

1) the consecutive coded bits are mapped over different signb

2) a,>1for1 <s<S,
then the BICMB system achieves full diversity. In this paee will analyze cases where the sufficient
conditiona, > 1 may not be satisfied, i.eq, = 0 for somes = 1,2,---,S is possible. In order to carry
out this analysis, as well as to get an insight into the sysiehavior in [5], [6], one needs a method to
calculate the values af, (which we call thea-vector) of an error path at Hamming distanég to the
all-zeros path.

We developed a method to calculate th&ectors for a convolutional code and interleaver comiomat
We will now illustrate this method with a simple example. Fois example, the system is composed of a
4-statel /2-rate convolutional encoder and a spatial de-multiplegéating with an order of, b, ¢, andd

which represent the four streams of transmission. [Big. Besgmts a trellis diagram of this convolutional

encoder for one period at the steady state. Since a cormoéutcode is linear, the all-zero codeword is



assumed to be the input to the encoder. To find a transferifumof a convolutional code and a spatial

de-multiplexer, we label the branches as a combinatioa’of v, c?<, andd®¢, where the exponent;

denotes the number of usage of the subchannehich contributes to detecting the wrong branch by

the detector. AdditionallyZ?#, whose exponent satisfies, = ¢, + ¢, + ¢. + ¢q, is included to get the

relationship between the Hamming distamageand a-vector of an error event. Furthermore, the non-zero

states are arbitrarily labeled; through X,3, while the zero state is labeled a5 if branches split and

X, if branches merge as shown in Hig. 2.

T
Let'sdenotex = | X}, X5 Xi3 Xo1 Xoo Xog ] . Then, the state equations are given by the matrix

equation
0 0 0 O
0 0 0 d7
0 0 0 c£
x=Fx+4+1tX;, =
0O 1 0 O
bZ 0 aZ 0
aZ 0 bZ O
We also get

1 0
0 cZ
0 d7
0 0
0 0
0 0

X +

cdZ?

X, =gx= [0 abZ? 0 0 cdZ? O]X-

X,. (6)

(7)

The transfer function is represented in closed form by usiegmethod in([8] as

T(a,b,c,d, Z) = g[I—F]_lt = gt+Zngt

= Z°(a®b*d + bc*d?)

k=1

+Z6(2a2602d+a262d2 +b2C2d2)

+ Z7(a*b3c* 4 2a*b*cEd + 2a*bcPd* +

VEd? + a®b*d® + a*Pd®)

+ Z8(a*b*? + 4a*b*Pd + 4a*V P d*+

(8)

bid® + a*c'd® + 4a*bPd® + a*b*dh) + - - -

where[I — F|~! can be expanded ds+- F + F? +- - - through an infinite series of power of matrices. The



weight spectrum, used for error performance analysis ofaational codes, can be easily determined
by T(a,b,c,d, Z) |,—p—c—a=1 @and can be compared with the literature/[11],/[12].

Assume that, b, ¢, d are assigned to be the stream numberg, 3, and4, respectively. We can then
figure out from the transfer function that thevectors of two error events with Hamming distance equal
to 5 are[2201] and [0122]. Besides, the vectors with; equal to0 are easily found by choosing the
terms composed of only, ¢, andd, which are[0122], [0222], [0322], and[04 22]. No vector is found
which hasa; = ay =0 0ora; = ay = a3 = 0.

This method can be applied to afisstatek,./n.-rate convolutional code ang-stream BICMB system.

If the spatial de-multiplexer is not a random switch for theole packet, the period of the spatial de-
multiplexer is an integer multiple of the least common npléi(LCM) of n. and S. Note that we restrict
a period of the interleaver to correspond to an integer pieltof trellis sections. Let's denot® =
LCM (n., S) which means the number of coded bits for a minimum periodnTkige dimension of the
vectorx is nP(K — 1)k./n. wheren is the integer multiple for a period of interest.

By using this method, transfer functions oft-statel /2-rate convolutional code with generator polyno-
mials (5, 7) in octal combined with several different de-multiplexere ahown in[(),[(100), and(11). The
spatial de-multiplexer used i, andT, is a simple rotating switch ok and3 subchannels, respectively.
For T3, i'" coded bit is de-multiplexed into subchanngl,qi isy+1 wheres; = --- =554 =1, 57 = ---
=519 = 2, 813 = --+ = 813 = 3 andmod is the modulo operation. Throughout the transfer functiohe
variablesa, b, andc represent *, 2", and3"? subchannel, respectively, in a decreasing order of singula

values from the channel matrix.

T, = Z°(a®b®) + Z°(a'V? + ab")
+ Z7(3a*p® + a®t°)
+ Z8(a®® + 6a’b" + ab°) (9)
+ Z°(5a5b® + 10a*0® + a®b")

+ Z'(a®* 4 15a°0* + 15a"b° + a?b%) + - - -

Ty = Z°(a*b’c + a*bc® + ab®c?)

+ Z%(a®b*c + a*bc + a’bc®+



ab®c® + a*bc® + ab*c?)
+ Z7(2a*b%c + 2a3b*c* + 2a%b* -

2a°bc® + 2a°0*c + 2ab3cP) (10)
+ Z8(a®V’ + a'b’c + a’be + 2a' b P+

3a°b°c + 2abc® + a*be® + 3a’b?cP+

3a*6*E + ab'c® + b7 + P+

2a*b*ct 4 ab’ct + a*c®) + - -

Ty = Z°(a® + a®b* + a*b*+
V> +a’c® + 0° + a’cP + b’ + )
+ Z5(a*t® + 3a®0* + a®b* + a*c? + 3a*b P+
bic? + 3a3c® + 3% + a’ct + bict) (12)
+ Z7(2a'? + 2a°b* + a®bPc + Ta’b* P+
70’6 + 2a'c + a’be® + Ta*b? P+

ab®c® + 20*c® + 2a®c* + 203 + - - -

T; shows no term that lacks any of variablesand b, which means the interleaver satisfies the full
diversity order criterionp, > 1 for s = 1, 2 [5], [6]. Most of the terms inT, are comprised of three
variablesga, b, andc. However, three error events with Hamming distanc8 t#ck one variable, resulting

in the a-vectors ash 3 0], [05 3], and[3 0 5]. In T3, many terms missing one or two variables are observed.
Especially, vectors witl, = 0 for two subchannels can be found [a$) 0], [050], and[005]. In Section

V] we present how these vectors affect the diversity ordéBICMB.

IV. DIVERSITY ANALYSIS

Through the transfer functions in Section Ill, we have sederieavers which do not guarantee the full
diversity criteria. As stated previously, contrary to thesamption in([5] thaty, > 1 for s =1,2,---, 5,
we assume in this paper that it is possible to haye= 0 for somes = 1,2,---,5. Let's define

n-min @S the minimumay among the nonzera’s in the a-vector. Using the inequalit)Ef:1 as\? >



Qi Zf:mk £0 A\#, PEP in [(5) can be expressed as

—em)< W/Ejué )] (12)

where W = d?,,, anmin/(4Ng), K is the number of nonzera’s, ¢(k) is an index to indicate thé""

min

Plc—@&) <E

nonzerow, andu, = A2. To solve [I2), we need the marginal ptfs), - - - , pecr)) by calculating
He(1)—2 [ He(1)
f(M(l) *s (K / / / / / p (1, )
X dMN o 'due<1)+1dua1)f1 o 'du2du1‘ (13)

The joint pdfp (p1, -+, uy) in ([L3) is available in the literature [13], [14] as

N
- > i
ppas - pun) =p(p, - puv)e = (14)
where the polynomiap (p1,- -, py) is

j>2
Because we are interested in the exponenit/gfthe constant, which appears in the literature, is ignored
in (IB) for brevity.

Let's introducef (uey, - -+ , puecry) Which is defined as
~ He(1)—2 He(1)
f(pecy, - s pege / / / / / ppa, - puw)
X duN U duz(1)+1duz<1)f1 U duzdm (16)
wherep (uy, - -+, py) is defined as
( ) (HH‘Z Be(i )) i 0
A P{H1, - UN)E = T a; =
P, s pn) = « (17)
— D= tes) .
p (1, pun)e =t if a; > 0.
Then, we can see that(u, - ,un) < p(u1,---,un) for either case ofoy; = 0 or a; > 0 be-
causee * < 1 for any i, and thereforef (,ug(l), e ,,MZ(K)) < f(/wm) s MoK ) The expressions for
p(p1, -+, p) in (A7) provide a convenience that is useful for the integratn (16) by removing the

exponential factors irrelevant to the variables of intégra



For any case op (i1, -, pun) in (@7), f (um), e ,W(K)) can be decomposed into two polynomials

as
5
N - Ho(k)
F ey, - s pecrey) = h (teqry, -+ o)) X g (Beqy, -+ peaey) € F=4 (18)
The polynomialg (,ug(1), e ,M(K)) consists of factors irrelevant to the integration as
K
2
g (peys -+ s b Huz(k LI ey = pei))™ (19)
>k
The other polynomiah (1), , pue(icy) for a; = 0 is shown as
He(1)—2 He(1)
h (Wu) 7/~LZ(K / / / / /
:ula nuN
dMN o 'due<1)+1dua1)f1 o 'duzduv (20)

g (W( 1) 7/~LZ(K))
andh (peay, - -+, o)) for aq > 0 is the same as i (20) except for the integrations gyeor 1 < i <
¢(1) — 1 as well ase* removed. For; = 0, e and p;, disappear after the integration, whilg is
present both iny (peqy, -+, pecre)) @ndh (peqry, - - -, pecy) for aq > 0. The introduction in[(II7) ot~
for a; = 0 is needed to prevenit (R0) from diverging.

Let's denote

r (peys - s becry) = ho(peqy, - pecry) X g (peqys -+ 5 b)) - (21)

Then,r (peqy, -+ pecre)) is @ polynomial with the smallest degré®/ —Q +1)(N —Q+1) — K whereQ
is an index to indicate the first nonzeo that is,) = ¢(1). The proof of this smallest degree is provided
in the Appendix. Sincef (1), -+ » pere)) < f (e, - - » ey )» the right side in[(I2) is upper bounded

as

K
& He(k-1) —(T+W) 32 pew)
eXp ( W Z ,ué ) S /0 e /0 r (Mé(l)? U 7/“’%([{)) € k=1 dﬂl(K) U dug(l) * (22)

Note thatl + W ~ W for high SNR. In addition, it can be easily verified that thdaing equality of

a specific term in a polynomial far, > 15 > - - - > vi holds true;

WS —<K+§ m)
/ / Ve = e dy, =W NS (23)
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where ¢ is a constant. Since the polynomial i), - - - , ex)) is @ sum of a number of terms with
different degrees, the result df (22) is a sum of the term$lofvhose exponent is the corresponding
degree. Furthermore, we are interested in the exponelit &b figure out the behavior of the diversity,
not the exact PEP. Therefore, we can conclude that PEP isnd¢edi by the term with the smallest degree

of 7 (fte1y, - -+ fexy) Whichis (M — Q +1)(N — Q + 1) — K, resulting in

P (c N é) < nw—(M—QJrl)(N—QJrl)

) (M—-Q+1)(N—-Q+1)

(24)

d? . o
— min nzmain SNR
1 ( AN

wheren is a constant. Fid.]3 shows the calculations[df (5) corredipgnto several specifia-vectors
through Monte-Carlo simulation. Three dotted straighedsirare PEP asymptotes at high SNR whose
exponents correspond g 4, and9. Regarding the exponent of PEP, we can see that the catmulati
(®) through simulation matches the analysis.

For a ratek./n. binary convolutional code and a fixed Gray-encoded comdief labeling map in a

BICMB system, BERP, can be bounded as
1 o
<& Z

d=dj,

whereg(-) is PEP corresponding to each error evéfit(d) denotes the total input weight of error events

Wi (

Z (d,Q(d, ), x) (25)

at Hamming distancd, and @) is different for each error event. Since BER is dominated By Rvith

the worst exponent term, the diversity order of a given BICB{Btem can be represented by

Odiversity = (M - Qmax + 1)(N - Qmax + 1) (26)

where@,,.... is the maximum?) among the whole set ap’s corresponding to all of the error events.

V. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN®), . AND CODE RATE

The relationship betweef,... and the code with raté. is analyzed by using the same approach as
in [15] which employes the Singleton bound to calculate thaimum distance of a non-binary block
code. Let’s definelg s(c, ¢) as the Euclidean distance between the mapped symbols aftheodewords
residing on thes®™ subchanneldy .(c,&) = Eﬁzl |Yr.s — Ur.s|*> Wherey; , and g . are symbols on the

s" subchannel at the time indéxfrom the codeword: andé, respectively. Ifo, is equal to zero, then
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all of the coded bits on the! subchannel of the two codewords are the same. Since we agbaie
the consecutive bits are mapped over different symbolssyimebols corresponding to the same coded
bits of thes' subchannel are also the same, resultingin(c, &) = 0. Then, the parametep can be
viewed as an index to the first non-zero element in a veldigi(c, &) dga(c,é) --- dggs(c,¢)]. In

the case of a pair of the codewords that §as 1 non-zerodg s(c, ¢)’s, Q can be2 because of the vector
type [0 x x .-+ x],0or1 from[x0 x x --- x|, [Xx X 0 X X -+ x], -+, [x x X -+ x 0], where x
stands for non-zero value. In general, for a pair of the cadds/that hag, non-zerodg s(c,¢)’s, @ is

bounded as
Q<S—dg+1. (27)

If we consider theL symbols transmitted on each subchannel as a super-symbohéy then the
transmitted symbols for all the subchannels in a block carvibeved as a vector of length super-
symbols. For convenience, we will call this vector of supgmbols as a symbol-wise codeword. We will
now introduce a distance betweerand ¢, which we will call 5, as the number of non-zero elements
in the vector[dg 1(c,€) dga(c,¢) --- dgs(c,€)]. This distance is similar to the Hamming distance
but it is between two non-binary symbol-wise codewords. Bing the Singleton bound which is also
applicable to non-binary codes, we can calculate the mimndistance of the symbol-wise codewords in
a way similar to finding the minimum Hamming distance of bjneodes. Let’'s definé\ as the number
of distinct symbol-wise codewords. Then we can see Mat 2mL5%: from Fig.[1. Letk (0 < k < S—1)
denote the integer value satisfyirg“*~1 < M < 2mL% Since M > 2mL(E=1) there necessarily exist
two symbol-wise codewords whoge— 1 elements are the same. From the Singleton bound [9], the

minimum distance of these symbol-wise codewodds,;, is expressed a8y .., < S — k + 1. Since

2mLSRC S 2mL(S—6H,mm+1), we get
5H,min < S — [S ' Rc—l +1 (28)

using the fact thad ,..;,, is an integer value.
For a given BICMB system with ..., it is true that the distancg; between any pair of the codewords

is always larger than or equal to the minimum distange,;,. By combining the inequalities ofy, >
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S .min @Nd [2T), we geby in < oy < S — Q + 1, leading to the following inequality as
Q< S~ Sgmin+ 1. (29)
From the inequality[(29), the maximuf among the whole set a’s can be found as
Qmaz =S — St min + 1. (30)
The inequality [(2B) and the equatidn [30) result in the feilg inequality as
Qmaz > [S - R.]. (31)

The relationship[(31) can be supported by the examples itichdélll where thel/2-rate convolutional
code is used i = 3 BICMB system with different spatial de-multiplexers. S#@Q,,... can be2 or 3
according to[(3M1), the rotating spatial de-multiplexercug® calculateT, in (10) makes?), ... equal to2
while that of T3 in (11) makes?,... equal to3. By considering the calculated diversity order [ofl(26), the
maximum diversity order for a given code rate BICMB systeradhieved by choosing the convolutional
encoder and the spatial de-multiplexer satisfying,. = [S - R.]. In this case, the maximum achievable

diversity order is
Odiversity = (M - [S ’ Rc—l + 1)(N - [S ’ RC—I + 1) (32)

Based on[(32), Fid.|4 depicts the relationship between tlie cateR., the number of stream§, and
the maximum achievable diversity order. The whole comimmat of S and R, are divided into the four
regions each representing the maximum achievable diyessiter. For example, such combinations as
(S, R.) = (2,1/2), (2, 1/3), (2, 1/4), (3, 1/3), (3, 1/4) in the region with the legend af/ N achieve
the full diversity order ofM V.

Since we assumed in the previous description that ther¢ v@sconvolutional encoder and the spatial
de-multiplexer which satisfy the relatio,,.. = [S - R.|, we will show the specific design method of
the interleaver from a given convolutional encoder to emshe relation. The following method is not the
unique solution to guarantee the maximum achievable domndibut simple to state the concept. Let's
consider a BICMB system witly' subchannels and the code rdte = k./n. convolutional code. Each

of P = LCM(n.,S) coded bits is distributed to th& streams in the order specified by the interleaving
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pattern. Since each stream needs to be evenly employed &iapP/S coded bits are assigned on each
stream. To guarante®@,,.. = [S - R.], it is sufficient to consider only the first branches thattsjpbm
the zero state in one period because of the repetition ggopéthe convolutional code. We incorporate
the basic idea that once th& stream is assigned to an error bit of the first branch, obljpadl of
the error events containing that branch give> 0, resulting in@Q < s. By extending this idea, we can

summarize the assignment procedure as

1) the lowest available subchannel is assigned to the ertgodsition of one of the first branches
which have not yet assigned to any subchannel,

2) the procedure 1) is repeated until all of the first bran@resassigned to one of the subchannels. If
all of the first branches are assigned to one of the subcharthel assignment procedure quits after
the rest of subchannels are assigned randomly to the unasisiit positions, subject to satisfying

the rate condition on each subchannel.

We will explain the procedure above by using the example gf BiwhereP = 4 and the number
of available assignment for each subchannePis$ = 1. From the trellis, we can see there &rdirst
branches that split from the zero state for one period. Atingrto the procedure above, we need to assign
the best subchannel to one of the first branches. In this deateps assign it to the dummy variable
This ensuresy; > 0 for all the error events stemming from this branch, resgltm@ = 1. For the second
branch connectind(; to X;;, we need to assign the next available lowest subchannethwsi, to the
dummy variablec. As a result, we can see th@t < 2 for the error events that share this branch. Since
all of the first two branches are assigned, the unassignedngwariables are allocated randomly with
and 4. This procedure assures that,,. is equal tol or 2 for this BICMB system. On the other hand,
Qmaz > 2 from the equation[(31) resulting from the Singleton bounkerEfore, this method guarantees
Qmaez = 2, Which is the condition to achieve the maximum diversityesréor the given convolutional

code.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

To show the validity of the diversity order analysis in SeofiVl using the parametep,,... calculated
by the method in Sectionlll, BER against SNR are derivedughoa Monte-Carlo simulation. Figl 5
shows BER performances for the cases correspondirifj;{dI's, T3 in (9), (10), and [(1I1). The well-

known reference curves achieving the full diversity orde6/N are drawn from the Alamouti code for
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the 2 x 2 case andl/2-rate orthogonal space-time block code (OSTBC) for 3he 3 case [16]. From
©), Qna for T, is found to bel becausex, > 1 for s = 1,2 in all of the a-vectors. In this case, as
predicted by the analysis in![5]./[6], the diversity ordeuals 4 by calculating [(26) with\/ = N = 2.
From the figure, we can see that BER curveTaris parallel to that oR x 2 Alamouti code. Sincé), ..

for T, is 2 due to the vectof0 5 3|, the calculated diversity order isin the case ofM = N = 5 = 3.
This can be verified by Fid.l 5, losing the full diversity orderAlthough the same number of subchannels
and the same convolutional code as Ty are used, the different spatial de-multiplexer from thaflef
described in Section Il fol's, gives no diversity gain at all. The reason for this is that ¥iector[0 0 5]
which can be observed from the transfer functioinmakesQ,.... 3 resulting in the calculated diversity
order of1 in the equation[(26) with\/ = N = S = 3. This matches the simulation result.

Table[]l shows results of a computer search of dheectors of BICMB with industry standargi-state
convolutional codes and a simple rotating spatial de-mpletter. The generator polynomials for rate?
and1/3 are (133,171) and (133, 145, 175) in octal, respectively. For the high rate codes such /@sand
3/4, the perforation matrices in_[12] are used from the-rate original code. Instead of displaying the
whole transfer functions, we present only thke@ectors among such a number of dominantectors
that lead toQ,.... The search results comply with the boufd,.. > [S - R.] in (81) as was analyzed
in Section’V.

Fig.[8 shows the BER performance of thex 2 S = 2 BICMB system with the64-state convolutional
code and a simple rotating spatial de-multiplexer. Therditxeorders of the systems with punctured codes
are 1 because botl®,,.. values corresponding to the codes shown in TAble Rarehile the system with
the 1/2-rate convolutional code, whoge,,... is equal tol, achieves full diversity order of.

As shown in Fig[T, for & x 3 system with3 streams, onlyl /3-rate convolutional code achieves full
diversity order of9 since other codes hawg,,.. of larger thanl as given in Tablé]l. The analytically
calculated diversity orders by usirig {26) and Tdble | 4ré, 1 for 1/2, 2/3, 3/4 respectively, which can
be easily verified from Fidg.]7 by being compared with the asyigs. For the rat8/4 code with the
same spatial de-multiplexer, reducing one stream imprévesgerformance dramatically. The diversity

order of this case ig from the equation[(26) witl/ = N = 3 and Q0. = 2.

VIlI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the diversity order of BICMBem the interleaver does not meet the

previously introduced design criteria. We introduced ahudtto calculate thex-vectors from a given
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convolutional code and a spatial de-multiplexer by usingaadfer function. By using this method, the
a-vectors that do not fulfill the full diversity order critariare quantified. Then, the diversity behavior
corresponding to the-vectors was analyzed through PEP calculation. The expgaidPEP between two
codewords iSM — Q@+ 1)(N —Q+ 1) where( is the first index to the non-zero element in theector.
Since BER is dominated by PEP with the smallest exponentiitrersity order is(M — Q0 + 1)(N —
Qmaz + 1), Where@,,.. is the maximum among)’s corresponding to each-vector. We provided the
simulation results that verify the analysis. We also shotted(),,,.. is lower bounded by the product of
the code rate and the number of streams. This result indichtg we need?. < 1/S to achieve the full

diversity order of N M.

APPENDIX

PROOF OF THE SMALLEST DEGREE

Sincer (pey, - -+ » o)) is @ product of the two polynomials as shown[inl(21), the sesaltlegree of
r (Mm), e ,,LL@(K)) is a sum of the smallest degrees of each polynomial. Let'®tdeR, ,,,.;.s: as the
smallest degree of the polynom'@(w(l), e ,M(K)). It is easily found that all of the terms in_(19) have

the same degree. Therefore,
Dg,smallest = K(M - N) + K(K - ]') (33)

where the degree df (M — N) is contributed by thés factors of the forrm%k‘)N, andK (K —1) comes
from the (¥) factors in the form of{puu) — ()’

To calculate the smallest degree of the polynorhiém(l), e ,W(K)), we first focus on the case of
a; = 0. The polynomialp (y11, - - -, puy) in (I8) hasN factors of the formu " and (JZV) factors of
the form (u; — ,uj)2. The division byg (M(l), e ,W(K)) makes the common factors eliminated, leaving

N — K and (§) — (%) factors of the formu " and (u; — 41;)°, respectively. Hence, the resulting

2

polynomialp (yi1, -+, pn) /g (Me(l), e >/~LZ(K)) has degree
Dyorg=(N—-—K)M—-N)+ NN —-1)—- K(K—-1). (34)

The integration ovef; for 1 < < /(1) — 1 in (20) makes the variables;, 1 < i < ¢(1) — 1 vanish.
Since all the terms i (u1,- -+, un) /g (1eqry, -+, o)) have different distributions on the degrees of

the individual variables although they have the same degsean entire term, the smallest degree of
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h (peqry, -+ o)) is determined by the term which has the largest degree ofahishing variables of
p(p1, -, un) /g (M(l), e ,M(K))- It's not necessary to find all the terms with the largest degf the
vanishing variables. Instead, we can see that one of thosestavhose degree iB), ,,,, includes the

following factors

o(1)—1 N
IR IV (35)
=1

J>i

In this case, the degree for the vanishing variable§ ih (85) i
Dy, vanishing = (€(1) = 1)(M — N) +2N(€(1) — 1) — £(1)(¢(1) — 1) (36)

where (¢(1) — 1)(M — N) is contributed by the/(1) — 1 factors of the formu’~", and the rest of the
degrees are calculated from the factors of the faim

Finally, the integration over; for /(1) + 1 < i < N accumulates the degree of the current variables
and adds up to the degree of the correspondingc € Y, where an ordered séf is defined as
{i:a; >0for 1 <i< S} In addition, during the each integration, the degree Emes byl due to
the fact that [} p2, dpi1 = pit'/(n + 1). Since((1) — 1 variables from originalV — K variables
of integration vanished ik (,ug(l),"‘ ,W(K)), the degree to be added by the remaining variables of

integration is
Dy wdgea = N — K — £(1) + 1. (37)
The smallest degree @’f(,ug(l), e ,W(K)) is now ready to be calculated, which is

Dr,smallest = Dg,smallest + Dh,smallest
= Dg,smallest + (Dh,org - Dh,vam’shing + Dh,added)

=(M—-—41)+1)(N—-4(1)+1) - K (38)

where Dy, org — D, vanishing Stands for the degree of the remaining non-vanishing viesabf the term
that leads to the smallest degreerofi), - - - , tux))-

In the case ofy; > 0, the integrations over the variablgs, 1 < i < /(1) — 1 in (20) do not exist.
Contrary to the case af; = 0, no variable vanishes, resulting iy, ,anishing = 0, aNA Dy, 444eqa = N — K.

Equation[(38) holds true fax; > 0 since/(1) = 1 in this case. Therefore, for any casecqf the smallest
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degree of the polynomial (rqy, - - - , pec)) is (M — €(1) + 1)(N — £(1) + 1) — K.
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Fig. 1. Equivalent system model of BICMB

Fig. 2. Trellis of4-statel/2-rate convolutional code with streams
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Fig. 3. Monte-Carlo Simulation Results f8rx 3 S = 3 case with4-QAM

‘xm<—m0mx rg‘

18



1 Py @
(M-3)(N-3)
(M-2)(N-2)
BIA NN 1
203\ B .
ox” (M-1)(N-1)
12 """"""""""" b
MN
LIS D b 7
1/4 """"""""""" b
1 2 3 4
S
Fig. 4. Multiplexing-Diversity-Rate Relationship
10" : :
——T,(M=N=S=2)
——T,(M=N=5=3)
. —&— T,(M=N=S5=3)
10k : D 2x2 Alamouti
< < 3x3 OSTBC
W 10}
107t 1
10° — : :
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

SNR in dB

19

Fig. 5. Simulation results for d-state1/2-rate convolutional code with different spatial de-muiiers.4-QAM is used for all of the

curves.



TABLE |
SEARCHRESULTS OF THE DOMINANTa-VECTORS FOR64-STATE CONVOLUTIONAL CODES

[ S[rate] dfe. |  dominanta-vectors | Qs |

12 10 B7[46] 5] 1
2 [2/3] 6 [0 12] [0 14] [0 15] 2
3/ 5 [08] [0 10] [0 12] 2
1/3] 156 | 366/ 546466 1
o, [12] 10 [ [077[086[[097 2
2/3 6 045/ [063][046 2
3/ 5 |[0013][0015[0017]| 3

1| —©6—S=2 R=1/2
—0—S=2 R=2/3
| —8—S=2R=3/4

N Odiversity=4 E

10 15 20 25 30 35 40
SNR in dB

Fig. 6. Simulation results for th2 x 2 case wherd6-QAM is used for all of the curves
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Fig. 7. Simulation results foB x 3 case wherd 6-QAM is used for all of the curves
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