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Square Complex Orthogonal Designs with no Zero
Entry for any2™ Antennas
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Abstract— Space-time block codes from square complex or- % satisfying the conditionG™G = (|z1|* + - - - + |z&|*) 1.

thogonal designs (SCOD) have been extensively studied andbst Notice that a)\-scaled COD with no column scaled is

of the existing SCODs contain large number of zeros. The zeso .
in the designs result in high peak-to-average power ratio ath a COD (corresponds ta = 1). In columns with scaling by

also impose a severe constraint on hardware implementatioof % all the variables appear exactlytimes. In this paper)

the code while turning off some of the transmitting antennas is always a power o and call these codes simpgcaled-
whenever a zero is transmitted. Recently, SCODs with no zero CODs. To construct codes with all its entries non-zero, the
entry have been constructed for2” transmit antennas whenever ,qvinn of co-ordinate interleaved complex variables isnfbu

a + 1 is a power of 2. Though there exists codes fort and 16 . . - - .
transmit antennas with no zero entry, there is no general métod (0 P& useful. This type of variable is used extensively in the
of construction which gives codes for any number of transmit construction of single-symbol decodable STBCs that are not
antennas. In this paper, we construct SCODs for any power of CODs [12]. Given two complex variables; and z; where

2 number of transmit antennas having all its entries non-zero ;.. — 4., + jrig and x, = xxr + jrirg, the coordinate

Simulation results_show that the codes constructed in this gper interleaved variables corresponding to the variableandz;,,
outperform the existing codes for the same number of antenra

under peak power constraint while performing the same under &€ ik = Til +JrkQ andxk.-,i =Tk + inQ- .
average power constraint. Definition 1: An LPCOD is calledcoordinate interleaved

scaled complex orthogonal desig(GIS-COD) if any non-
zero entry of the matrix is a variable or a coordinate intarésl
I. PRELIMINARIES variable, or their complex conjugates, or multiple of thbge

Space-Time Block Codes (STBCs) from complex orthogdt% where is a power of2.
nal designs (CODs) have been extensively studied in [1], [i‘]lote that any scaled-COD is a CIS-COD, but not conversely.
[3]. Due to the orthogonality of the designs, the codes havelt is known that the maximum rat® of ann x n LPCOD
linear decoding complexity, that is, they are single symb#l %+ wheren = 2%(2b + 1),a andb are positive integers
decodable (SSD). Generally,limear-processing complex or- [2]. Several authors have constructed LPCOD<=foantennas

thogonal desigiLPCOD) is ap x n matrix G in k complex achieving maximal rate [2], [4], [5], [6]. In [2], the folloing

variables z1, 2, - - -,z such that each non-zero entry ofnhduction method is used to construct SCODsZorantennas,

the matrix is a complex linear combinations of the variables= 2,3, - - -, starting fromG, = { 2;{2 ,

x1,x2, -,z and their conjugatesy, x5, - - -, xj satisfying !

GHG = (lma]* + [wal* + -+ + [ax[*) [, where G* is the ot %y T

complex conjugate transpose ¢f and I,, is the n x n Ga = R GH (1)
a+142a-1 a—1

identity matrix. An LPCODG is called complex orthogonal

design(COD) if the non-zero entries off are the complex whereG, is a2% x 2% complex matrix. Note thaf, is a COD

variables £z, txo, -+ , 2z or their complex conjugatesin a + 1 complex variables:, z2, -+ , z4+1. Moreover, each

(entries with complex linear combinations of the variatdad row and each column of the matri%, contains onlya + 1

their conjugates are not allowed). non-zero elements and all other entries in the same row or
For the construction of codes with low peak-to-averagmlumn are filled with zeros. The fraction of zeros, defined as

power ratio (PAPR), we relax the conditions imposed othe ratio of the number of zeros to the total number of entries

the entries of a COD. We defing-scaled square complexin a design, forG,, is

orthogonal designfor a positive integer\, (A-scaled COD) "

G as an x n matrix in k complex variables:, zs, - - -,z 2—a-1_ 1ot 1

such that any non-zero entry of the matrix is a variable or 24 24

its complex conjugate, or the negative of these and all th®y the constructions in [2], [4], [5], [6] also, the fraatio

entries of any subset of columns of the matrix is scaled R¥ zeros is given by[{2). Reducing number of zeros in a
h . wed throudh 10 BS. Rai anyyth SCOD for more thag transmit antennas (for two antennas, the
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i 1 T T2 T2 3 T4 T3 T4
T1 —11 T2 —T2 x3 -3 Ty —x3
5 5 -z —x] T3 T4 —x3 —x4
Grwars = 1 . x5 ‘—xﬁ ‘—xT . x] . T} ‘—$§ '—l’Z . T3
V2 | Tar +JT3Q T3I + JT4Q T4l + JT3Q T31 + JT4Q T2r + JT1Q T2 + JT1Q T1r + JT2Q T1I + JT2Q
T31 + JTaQ Tar + JT3Q T31 + JTaQ Tar + JT3Q T21 + JT1Q Tar + JT1Q T11 + JT2Q T11 + JT2Q
Tar + JT3Q 31 + JT4Q T4ar + JT3Q T31 + JTaQ T11 + JT2Q T11 + JT2Q T2r + jT1Q X21 + JT1Q
L T31 + JTaQ Ta1 + JT3Q T31 + JTaQ Tar + JT3Q T1I + jT2Q T11 + jT2Q T2r + jT1Q T21 + JjT1Q ]
construction[{lL) as shown below is not a COD and the number of zeros [ (7) is zero. Notice
~ _ that some of the entries dfl(7) can be written as
r1—x5—z5 O0—zy 0 0 O . .
2oz O0—xt O—af 0 0 Lositoen) (s = jsag) = —sTas
x3 0 z7 x5 0 O0—z; O w = —(s2a1 —jsi1Q) = —s53; ®)
Gz = 0 @z3—ws o 9 9 9_”52 , 3) (51751252“2) = Sor + Js1g = $2.1;
T4 0 0 0 Ty Ty T3 0 _ (s1tsi+s2—s3) _ —(S +]S ) - s
0 24 0 O—z2 1 0 a3 2 U 2Q 1.2
0 0 z4 O—z3 0 z—23 The codeW ;¢ reported in [1] is a NZE4-antenna code
0 0 0 x4 O—z5 z3 and the NZE 4-antenna cod® y g reported in [13] is
(4) ST — S2 ST + s2 S§ —5:’;
1 | js1i+jss  —js1+jss *J'S:? i *js'ﬁ . )
contains50 per cent of entries zeros. But, Yuen et al, in/2 —S3 83 51— 82 81+ 82
[7], have constructed a new ratg2, SCOD <X of size 8 —J%s —J%s Js1 g2 —ysit s

with no zeros in the design matrix using Amicable Complext is important to note that whenever the code matrix has
Orthogonal Design (ACOD) [11] wher€@y is given in [$).  entries with more than one complex variable like 8 of the
16 entries in[(P), the number of possible transmitted values

T} Tl T2 —T2 T3 —Tz3 T4 —T4 increases compared to having only one complex variablesor it
Jri—jry jrs jry jry jry jry jog conjugate with or without negation. For examplesifand s,
—ZTp X X X Ty —ry —T3 T3 take values from 16-QAM, 4 bits are needed to specify either
Gy = —Jx3—jT5 iji —iji jxix jxix —jiﬂz —jffi (5) ©ne of them whereas 8 bits are needed to spegify s,. We
—x3 T3 —Ty Ty Ty Ty Ty —Tg say that the signaling complexity in specifyinf— s5 is more
—JT3—Jr3—JTa—jTs JjT1—jT1 JT2 JT2 compared to specifying eithef or s, alone. In this sense, the
—T4 T4 X3 —T3 —TZ Ty X)) signaling complexity of[{9) is more than that of the codk (1).
| —Jzi—jxy JjTs Jr3—jT2—jT2 JT1—jT1 Whenever coordinate interleaving appears, aslin (7), some

. of the entries are of the forms;; + jsyo Wherei # k.
Observe that for a fixed average power per codeword, due,\jgwl supposes; and s, take values from a unrotated square

the presence qf zeros iAs, th_e peak power transmission inQAM constellation, say 16-QAM{(z,y)|z,y € {£1,+3}}

an antenna using:; will be higher than that of an antennai, .,ncreteness and illustration purposes. To specifylaeva
usingGy . Hence, itis clear that the PAPR for the cdie i 51en bys,, one needs two look-up tables with four entries
lower thar_1 that of the codé?;. Hence, lower the fraction each, one to specifg;; and the other to specifyio. To

of zeros in a code, lower will be the PAPR of th_e COdespecify a coordinate interleaved term likg; + jsao also

In [8], [9], [10], another ratet/2, 8 antenna code with N0 one needs two look-up tables with four entries each, one to
zero entry, denoted bysrwars shown at the top of t,h's specify s;; and the other to specifg,g. However, if one
page, has been reported. Observe haiy s has entries poqq 't rotate the 16-QAM constellation, for some purposes
that are coordinated interleaved variables and hence fg&r1aiye yaranteeing full-diversity, then to specify the \ataken
signaling complexity as explained in the following subgatt by a term likes, one needs a look up table with 16 entries

to specifys;; ands;r uniquely specifies. This is true for
coordinate interleaved terms also. Notice that a look ufetab

A. Signaling Complexity with 16-entries need more memory/space than two look up
The code given in [1] obtained from Amicable Orthogona[f"‘bles with 4 entries each. In such cases also, we say that the
Designs [11] signaling complexity increases. Since coordinate inseitey

is a specific complex linear combination of variables as seen

1 So 8_\/35 \5/_35 from (8) and designs ysing coordingte ir_lterleaving gel)eral
sy st 35 Vs use rotated constellations for full-diversity and/or apiim
5 . . : .
Wrjo = s o (,sl,sﬁl/;&,s;) (5187 s2—53) c_odmg gain, we say that deS|gn_s that .have entries :[hat are
V2 V2 2 2 linear combinations of several variables increase theasign
55  —s3  (s1i—sT+sots3)  (si+si+sa—si)
5} ()

complexity of the design. Accordingly, the signaling coel

)
)



[ xf ay  xy xy my —xms  xh  xh w5/2 x5/2 x5/2 x5/2 wm5/2 w5/2 x5/2 x5/2]
1 -1 Ty —Toy x4 x4 Ty —xy x5/2—x5/2 w5/2—15/2 x5/2—25/2 m5/2—15/2
—2y —T9 1 x —x —x x3 —x3 x5/2 xp/2—w5/2—15/2 x5/2 x5/2—15/2—15/2
-z} x5 xy —ay —xy  my T} xh x5/2—x5/2—x5/2 w5/2 w5/2—x5/2—x5/2 w5/2
—I3 T3 T4 T4 x3 xy —xe —x2 x5/2 x5/2 w5/2 w5/2—x5/2—x5/2—15/2—15/2
—xy  —xd xy - 1 —r  — 3 w5/2—x5/2 w5/2—w5/2—25/2 w5/2—25/2 x5/2
—X4 —T4 —23 T3 x} x} 1 X1 5/2 x5/2—x5/2—15/2—25/2—25/2 x5/2 5/2
1 —xy  oxy —ai —a% @ —me ot —x} wms/2—w5/2—15/2 x5/2—5/2 w5/2 x5/2—25/2
V2 —xt/2—at/2—at/2—af)2—af/2—xt/2—at/2—2E/2 T12 X122 Ta1 T Tz —T3 Toa Toa
—x3/2 my/2-w3/2 w3/2-x/2 af/2—a%/2 wp/2 @i, —xi, @iy —why T aF 33y —Tiy
—xtr/2—at/2 af/2 af/2—axf/2—xf/2 x%/2 xﬁ/Q—xZﬂl —Ti; T, T o —T24 —Tag T3 —x3
—x3/2 wi/2 wi/2—xi/2—a%/2 xi/2 wi/2-x5/2—x41 Tan Tr2 —T12 —Try T4 x4 x4
—xf/2—at/2—axt/2—xt/2 xf/2 xE/2 xi/2 xf/2 —x T3 x5y X5, Tri2 Tiz —Thy  Thg
—x3/2 wi/2—x3/2 x3/2 xp/2-wi/2 wi/2-x3/2 —xf —xf o4 —Ta4 Tio —XTo —Ta1 T4
—xi/2—xt/2 xf/2 xf/2 xi/2 x§/2—x§/2—x§/2—x§,4 —T5, —T3 T3 Ta1 Tal Tia TP

| —x5/2 x3/2 wi/2—af)2 xf/2—axf/2—x%/2 xi/2—x94 oy —wi —a3 Tiy —Thp Ti2 —T12]

(6)

for 4-antennas obtained frorl (1). Notice that the signalirdote that the signaling complexity of the above code is glygh
complexity of [®) is larger than that ofl(7), since there are dhore than that of the codg; as all the non-zero entries iR
real variables involved in 8 entries of the matrix. are variables or its conjugates (upto scaling) while sontbef
entries inL, contains co-ordinate interleaved variables. Fér
transmit antennas, there also exist a code with no zero entry
iven b wherer; , = z;r+jxro [14]. Other thant and16
Notice that by multiplying the matrix({1) with a “”itarygntenngs[,ﬁr)lo codezigknovynJrfé’r;?\t[enr]]as where+1 is nota
matrix the resulting matrix will continue to be a COD Withpower of2. Note that, inLs, only z; andz, form co-ordinate
lesser number of zeros and it is not difficult to locate ugitat,ierleaved variables denoted by 5, 51 whereas the other
matrices that will result in a design with no zero entrieg,omplex variable does not appear as coordinate interleaved
However, such a design is likely to have large signalingii other variables. This particular observation is alsdids
complexity which needs to be avoided. Obtaining a unitagy, | the no zero entry designs constructed in this paper. W
matrix which reduces the number of zero entries while ngfiji come to this observation later when the method for the
increasing the signaling complexity is a nontrivial taskioth qnstruction of such codes is described.
has been attempted in [15], [16] with partial success. It is |y this paper, we provide a general procedure to construct
known that there always exist codes with no zero entry2for scops with no zero entries for any power of two number of

transmit antennas i + 1 is a power of2 [15]. For example, antennas, with marginal increase in the signaling comfylexi
for 8 antennas, we have the scaled-C@pwith no zero entry oy contributions are summarized as follows:

B. Contributions

o Maximal-rate square CODs with no zero entry faft

—mp* —mp* ¥ — * . .
ii I _;i ! ii _i; ! transmit antennas for any integer
v @ mi —af —ws -z @ —a) « Our construction is based on the multiplication of the
Ry— | %2 @1 —wa —a3 w3 —wp —wr @ code in 1) by a suitable pre-multiplying and a post-
N T S e N S multiplying matrix consisting of only-—- or 0 where
r3 —x4 x3 x5 T2 —r1  —x;  —x . VA
4wy —m2 w1 xf  xy  ay - A is a power of2 and hence easy to construct. We
—rs x3 —r2 T —T]  —T; —xy ) give a closed form expression for these pre- and post-
In general, for2% antennas, there exists a scaled-COD multiplying matrlces. _ _ _
(denoted by R,) with fraction of zeros equal to(1 — « Only two variables of the design get coordinate inter-
o _ i : . . .
a;12uog2(a+lu) for all a [15]. It is clear that the above leaved and hence the increase in the signaling complexity

quantity is not equal to zero i + 1 is not a power of2. compared to the one (if at all it existed) with no variables
It is therefore important to construct codes with no zerayent __ coordinate interleaved is very small. .
for 2¢ antennas when + 1 is not a power of2. However, it The remaining content of the paper is organized as follows:

is known there exists a code fdrtransmit antennas with no [N Sectionlll, we prove the main result of the paper given
zero entry [16] given by by Theoren1l and discuss the signaling complexity of the

constructed codes. Simulation results are given in Seffibn

o o—ry - = and concluding remarks constitute Secfion 1V.
V3
Lo=| ™2 =5 % 7 II. CONSTRUCTION OFSCODs WITH NO ZERO ENTRY
LEN Z3 * . .
NG} 75 Lo 1,2 In this section, we construct square CIS-CODs for any



are non-zero. Note that|T,§i)| = 2b for all 4. With
Our construction is based on the multiplication of the code

given in [) by a suitably chosen pre-multiplying and post- Ao 0 e 0
o ) . . . 0o A --- 0
multiplying matrices so that the signaling complexity oeth W, =
resulting code increases marginally when compared with the R : 7
codes of[(l). For illustration, there exists two unitary ritas 0 0 -+ Asm_qg
P,Q of order16 given by [11), which when multiplied with
G, give a codePG4Q given by [I2) in which none of the Ko = WaGoWa, (13)

entries is zero. In both the matricés and ), as well as in
all the matrices throughout the paper] is represented by
simply the minus sign. 4 Iya—m if ||¢] is even ,

In order to construct codes for any power @fnumber e La-m—1 ® (%HQ) if ||| is odd
antennas with no zero entry, we introduce some notations:

where

Let F, be the finite field with two elements denoted by Hy — 11
and 1 with addition denoted by; & b, and multiplication -1 o
denoted byb; b, whereby, by € Fy. One nice property of the matrik, is that the number of

(Ga) py(Ka)
Let B be a finite subset of the set of natural numbers withNON-Zero entries ink, is a power of2. Let N; ™, N;
being its largest element andbeing the smallest integer suchPe the set of the column indices of the non-zero entries in
that2® > ¢. We can always identify each element®fwith an thez th row of G, and K, respectively. It is known [15] that

element ofF¢ using the following correspondencee Bo N ={i}u{ie¥|j=0t0a—1}.
(a1, - ,IO) € F¢ such thatr = ZF x;29 x; € Fy. The The following lemma describes the sme
all zero vector and aII one vector i§ are denoted by and1 Lemma 1:Let a be a positive integek € Z,. andT.*) be
respectively. For: € B, ||z|| denotes the Hamming weight ofas given by[(I0). Thew ") = 7.{*).
z. Letr = (Ta—1,"+,20),Y = (Ya—1,""" ,Y0), Ti, Yi € Fa2 Proof: Let
fori=0,1,---,a — 1. Letx &y denote the component-wise
modulo-2 addition ofr andy respectively i.e., Koo Ko o Kozm—1

K K Ky om_q

T®Y = (Ta—1D Ya—1, " ,T0 D Yo)- K= :
Kom_10 Kom_11 -+ Kom_19m_1

Let Z, = {0,1,---,1—1}. We identify Z. with the set ofa-
tuple binary vector&$ in the standard way, i.e., any elemenwhereKij is a square matrix of order®="™ for 0 < i,j <
of Zs. is identified with its radix-2 representation vectors (of™ —1. Sifnilarly, we writeG,, in the above form and Idt, j)-

lengtha). For convenience, the séb. is used as a collection th block matrix ofG, beG; ;. We havek; ; = A;G; ;A; and
of positive integers and sometimes as the set of vectorsa For

setK C Zz. andm € Zsa, let |K| be the number of elements Gi; if |li]l even, [j] even
in the setK andm @ K := {m ®a | a € K}. For two sets Ko Gij(Iya—m—1 ® Ha) if ||i|| even, ||j|| odd
A andB, let A\ B = {z € Alz ¢ B}. For two matrices ) (Ija—m—1 ® H2)Gj if ||4|| odd,]j|| even
A = [a;5] and B, the tensor product aft with B, denoted by (Ipa—m-1 ® H2)Gi j(I3a-m-1 ® Hz) if ||i] odd, |||l odd

A ® B, is the matrix[a; ; B]. For «, 8 positive integers with

B > a, definea, 8] := {a,a +1,---, B}. We now computeN.%) as follows: Lets = 20— + ¢.

In the following, we construct the no zero entry code foyve now consider two cases: (fy|| even and (ij)||r|| odd.
2% antennas in two steps: First, (i) we construct a céde Leta=2°""jandjg=29""j 427" — 1.
from G, such that the number of non-zero entrieskiy is For the first case, we have
a power of2 and, then, (ii) we construct a code, with no

zero entry fromK,,. 27" —1
N = U @ s | U
Defineb = |loga(a)|+1,m = 2°—a—1andq = a—2°"1. It j=0
is clear that for al: < a, we can express asx = Z?;é x;27 ”7”6”6"
with z; € Fa. Let o1
Ga)
Poo= {022 2, U (V9 uNED) Nl 8))
j=0
Qn = 1) if a+ 1 is a power of2, ll7llodd
T 1@ 1@2e L 1@ 2971} otherwise, = NGJuz
and where
2Mm—1

T, =P,UQ,, z= | (N§$1>ﬂ[ 5])



"2 00000 0 000 0 0 0 000] v2 00000 0 000 0 0 0 01-
0v20000 0 000 0 0 0 000 v2 00000 0 000 0 0 0 0-1
0011000 00000 0 000 0v¥20000 0 000 0 0 0 011
0 01-00 0 000 0 0 0 000 0v20000 0 000 0 0 0 0--—

0 00011 0 OO0 O 0 0 00O 0 01100 0 00O 0 0 0 V200
0 0001— 0 000 O O O OOO 0 01100 0 00O 0 0 0—v20 0
0 00000v2 000 0 0 0 000 0 01-00 0 00O 0 0 V2 000
P—L 0 00000 0200 0 0 0 000 Q_l 0 01-00 0 00O 0 0—v2 00 0 (11)
_\/5 0 00000 0 011 0 O O 00O} - 0 00011 0 000 0 v2 0 00 0
0 00000 O O1— 0 O O 0O0O 0 00011 0 000 0_\/5 0 00 0
0000000000\/500000 00001_0000\/5 0 0 000
0 00000 O 00O 0\/50000 00001_0000_\/5 0 0 00 0
000000000000\/5 000 0 00000v2 01— 0 0 0 000
0000000000000\/500 000000\/5 0—1 0 0 0 00 0
0 00000 O OO0 O O O 011 0 00000 0v211 0 0 0 00 0
L 0 00000 0 OO0 O O O 01— . 000000 0\/5__ 0 0 0 00 0
(V2x1—V2x5 —x3 T3 —T —x; x5 —x5 -z - -4 Ta r3 —I3 \/ﬁscgyl \/§x172_
V21 —V2x5  —a} —x3  —xy -3 —x5 5 —x3 —x T4 —T4 —T3 xg—\/isc’z‘,l—\/ixl,z
V2zs V27 -z} T3 —T T x5 Ts5 -z TE —x4 —T4 T3 T3 \/ixTVQ—\/E‘TQ’l
V2zs V27 —a} x5  —xy TL —Ts —Ts —x3 5 T4 T4 —3 —xg—\/izc’{g \/5232,1
T3 z3V/2 TVQ—\/i‘TQ’l Ts5 —x5 —Ty —Ti —T4 zy  —xi  —xi 2z V227 —x} 3
s w3V2x],—V2x21  —s rs —xi —) T4 x4 —x5  —x5—V272—V/27]} i —a
T3 —:E‘;\/_:EQ 1 V2z10 5 T5 —T ) —T4 —x4 —Tk V2x1 -2 -} —x3
1 r3  —x3V2x5, V2z12 —as —x5 —x) x4 T4 T4 —T5 i =211 21} x3 x3
2 T4 T4 Ts5 —xd\/_xl o—V2xa1 i} x5 —x3 zs V2x2 V2P —zf  —xi i -z
T4 T4 —Ts m5\/_m172—\/_:cz,1 T3 x5 T3 —z3—V2x2—V22]  —xi —xi —x Th
Ty —T4 T5 x5\/§x§,1 Vozie ay  —al —x3 —zs V2x1—V2x5 -z T3 i )
T4 —Ta —Ts —m5\/§x§71 \/5:01,2 T3 —T3 T3 z3—V2x1 V23 —xi 5 -z -z
5 —r5 a4 xy —x3  —x3V2r1—V2x3 V23, V212 a3 —ay  xh  —ai —xi -}
—x5 5 T4 T4 —23 —:csx/iml—\/img—\/ix;l—\/i:cl,g —x3 x5 —x) T4 —x —x3
5 x5 x4 —Ta  —a3 x3V2w2 V2 V2xio—V2221 x5 a3 xi oz —a} 3
L —T5 —Zs5 T4 —T4 —I3 z3V/212 ﬁmi—\/i$i,2 \/5502,1 —-r5 -3 -z - -3 l"g_ 2)
1
TABLE |
Mg, M, AND M/, FORa = 3,4,---,9
a 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
M, {3} {3} {3,5} {3,5,6} {3,5,6,7} {3,5,6,7} {3,5,6,7,9}
M, | {3} | {6} | {3,6} {3,5,6} {3,5,6,7} {6,10, 12, 14} {3,6,10, 12, 14}
M| {7y | {14} | {7,26} | {7.25,42,F | {7.25,42,75} | {42, 134,152,202} | {7, 42, 134, 152,202}
b 2 3 3 3 3 4 4
By simplifying the above expression, we hafe= s ® 1 ® Proof: As z,_; = 1, we haveg(z) = 2z + 1 — 2°.
{2a7m a=m+l . .. ga—ly HenceN'X*) = 7*). The proof Therefore,

for the case whetfjs|| is odd is similar. [ |
Two distinct rows ofK,, say thes'th and thet'th are said to
be non-intersectingf N( ) N(K o) — = o.

LetM_{0<x<a|x7é2’“foranyk_01 - L
For all z € M,, write z = Z?:é x;27. Define a functiong
on M, as follows:

g(x) = {

Lemma 2:Letx € M, be such that,_; = 1. Theng(z) —

2
2¢4+1—2°

if Tp—1 = 0,
if Tp—1 = 1.

a— (2 —a—1)—(2c+1-2%+1
=2a+1—-2x>1>0

a—m—g(z)+1

asz < a.
Let

M, = {9(z) | z € M,}.

Note thatM, = M, for a = 2°—2,2"—
ofa, M, £ M..LetJ =M \M, andH, =

1. For alj other values
M \M, . Itis



values ofa, we have is one-one. Now2/(®)—1 £ 22~1 for j = 0,1,--- ,b— 1 as
f(z) # 27 for all x € M,,. Therefore||z’|| =1 + ||| for all

— a+1 a+1 b—1
Ij" _ gg E?j ’;;Lé .1_ + ;)(’2'1' o ?(}2 - Dh (14) = € M, where||z| stands for the Hamming weight of But
“ ’ o2 |lz|| > 2 asz is not a power o, hencel|z’|| > 3.

Note thatJ, | = |H,| = [252] if J, # ¢ and henced, # ¢. Similarly, [z’ ®y'|| = 2+ lz @yl forall z,y € M,z # y.
Define f' : M, — M, as follows: Now [z @ y| > 1 as x # y, which implies that
~ Il & ¢'|| > 3 for all 2,y € M.. In general,

Fla)=14° if 2 € Mo N M, 91 © ve @ - D ypll = k£ llys ©yo @ --- © i for
r+1-2[2] ifreH,. k<a-—d y #vyy # - # yg Soforalk > 3 and

N k<a—d |y @y, ® - dyll > 3. As [[h(z)|| = 3 for
Note the mapf’ is well defined asf’(M,) = M, which z =3, the MHD of S is 3.
follows from the fact thatf’(H,) = J,. Moreover, the map Proof for Type-Il :
f" is injective andf’ < z for all z € M,. Let y = Zj;g’l cjyi,c; € Fay; € Mg,j =
Let f: M, — M, given by f = f’g. It is a bijective map 0,1,---,a — b — 1. If the Hamming weight ofy is 3,
from M, to itself. Note that (i)f(z) < g(x) for all x € M, then number of non-zero coefficients in the expansiory of
asf' <z forall z € M, and (i) f(x) = g(x) if 2,_; = 1 with respect to the elements @’ is atmost3. We consider

becausey(z) is odd if z,—1 = 1 and henceg(x) ¢ H,. the following three cases:
Now we define another functioh on M, as () y =1,
b2 (i) y=y1 © y2
h(z) = 2/ @1 4 ijzzwq t oy (15) (i) y = y1 B y2 ® y3 wherey, € M. i =1,2,3.
= Case (i):
for all z € M,. The maph is injective. Let Lety = 1@ 2% @ 2% € M! with o’ > a. Theny = h(z) for

somez € M, such thatz;_; = 1 and||z|| = 2. Therefore,
z = 20=1 4 28 for somep € {0,1,---,b — 2}. Moreover,
2z < a and hencef < q — 2v-1,

Now y = h(z) = 2/@7420)-1 4 927F-1 4 4
Now maz{f(2"=1 + 20),20+1} = f(2b=' + 28) as

M, = {h(:c) ‘ xe Ma}.

Consider M/ as a subset oF3. Note that the number of

elements inM, and also of M/ is a — b. Let S be the

linear subspace of§ spanned by the elements 8f.. As b1
. . a - BY — 9B+1 _ f(ob—1 1 9BY _

the elements of\/’ are linearly independent ovef,, the /(2 Jbr_% )_ﬂ2 +})._;I’hergforep/ =f(27+27) - L

dimension OfS iS a—b. But f(2 + 2 ) = 9(2 + 2 ) andg(:v) —1l<a—m by

~ !
Example 1:The setsM,, M, and M/ for a = 3,4,---,9 Lemmal2. Thereforey’ < a —m
are shown in Tablg | at the top of this page.

Let Case (ii):
Lety = 1" + &' for somer’,s’ € M) wherer’ = h(r),s’ =
oo _ 2% if x >0, h(s), r,s € M,. Letr = Zb,(l) 720, s = Zbil 5;27. We
+ 0 if x=—1. havey = 2f(n-1 g Z 2 J227+ g, @201 g
20+l _1 @ o
(The situation wherer < —1 never arise throughout theZ 0572 @ sp—1. Nowy = 162%6 2% which implies
paper.) thaty = 2/("W-1 @ 2f()=1 ¢ 1 as f is injective andf(t)
Lemma 3:Let S be as above. Thefil”) N T.¥) = ¢ for all is not a power of2 for all t € M,. Therefore,r; = s; for
i,j€S,i#j. j=0,1,---,b—2andr,_; ® sp—1 = 1.
) pr(;of' LetU, = {z @y | 2,y € T,}. Any element in Without loss of generalityy, we can assume that

U, is one of the following types: r-1 = 0,81 = 1, therefores > r and g(s) is
Type-I: 29 + 2?_/’ a < o, (hencea # —1), odd while g(r) is even. Moreover,g(s) = g(r) + 1.
Type-ll: 1®2% +2%,a < o/, a # —1, (hencea’ # —1) Now f(s) = g(s) if s,1 = 1 and f(r) < g(r).
such thate! > a — 1. Therefore max{f(r), f(s )} f(s). Now by LemmalP,
One can easily check th@t” T\ = ¢ forall i, j € S,i # j fs)=1=9g(s)-1<a-

if and only if z ¢ U, for all z € S. Therefore, it is enough to
prove that (i) the minimum Hamming distance (MHD) 8fis

3 and (ji) if an element o is 1®2% +2%,a < o/, a # —1,
thena’ < a —m.

Proof for Type-I: Note thatS = {3~7"/ bt ¢y | yh € My}

Case (iii):
Supposey = y; ® y5 ® y; wherey] = h(y;) for somey; €
M,,i = 1,2,3. As the Hamming weight of; is 3, we must
havey = 2/ =1 @ 2f(w2)=1 ¢y 2f(s)=1_|f 4 is of the form
y=1®2°®2%, thenf(y;) = 1 for somei € {1,2,3} which

wherec; € Fy for j = 0,1,---, —b—1, and the ma :
given g;, 2 forj “ ph is not true asl ¢ M,. n
Lemma 4:Let a be a non-zero positive integer ante a
h: My — M, positive integer such tha’~—! < a < 2°. Then, there exists a

x = Z?;}J x;2 (16) partition of Zs. into 2° subsetsﬁ'}"’,j =0,1,---,2"—1each



Ill. SIMULATION RESULTS

The symbol error rate performance of the code with no zerayent
constructed in this paper (denoted as NZCOD in the plots twhieans COD
with No Zero) for 16 antennas is compared with the code with5% zeros
( denoted as RZCOD ) and the code wit®.75% zeros (denoted as SCOD)
of same order in FigJ1 under peak power constraint. Singjlarl Fig. 2,
the performance comparison of the corresponding codes avdeage power

as follows: For allo, 8 € Zsa, a ~ 3, if a ® 8 € S. One aint 1 shown Th traint perfacenaf NZCOD
. . . . . . constraint IS shown. € average power constraint perhocea
can easily check that this relation is an equivalence waati matches with that of the RZCOD and SCOD, while the NZCOD perto

Moreover, the number of elements in any equivalence classéger than the other two codes under peak power constraiseen in Figl1.

2a=b and hence the number of equivalence classﬁ—iiﬁ —  Similarly, for 32 antennas, the performance comparison shown in[Fig. 3 and
b (a) . b in Fig. [ establish the fact that the NZCOD performs bettantthe others
2°. Let z,y € C;7 for somej € {0,1,---,2° — 1} and

under peak power constraint while under average power r@nitall the
x # y. We show that™ N T = é. Now |T£w) N Téy)| _

codes perform identically.
2T NTY| = |T,nTEY)|. Butady € S andzay # 0.
By lemmal3 T A7) — o. m IV. CONCLUSION
The above lemma is used to prove the main theorem of the/Ve have constructed square complex orthogonal designdlfpower of
. bel 2 antennas such that none of the entries in the matrix is zeres& codes

paper given below. L have significant advantage over the existing codes in terlRA#IR as the

Theorem 1:Let a be any non-zero positive integer aff, existing codes has zeros in its matrices. The only sacrifiaeis made in the
be the matrix given by[@3) LeB, be a22—? x 2@ matrix Cconstruction of these codes is that the signaling complefithe these codes
formed by the rows ofi in(;iexedz by the elements (ﬁ(a) is marginally greater than the existing codes (with zeroies)t as some of the

a i

fori=0to2"—1.

entries in the codes of this paper consist of co-ordinatrlgraved variables.
An interesting direction to pursue is to investigate whetlhés possible to

Let B, = HB; where H is a Hadamard matrix of order
20—t Define

two distinct elements, y € CJ(.“) foranyj € {0,1,---,20 —

1}.

Proof: We identify the setZ;. with F§ as before. Lef\/!
be as given by[(14) and be the sub-space df;. spanned
by the elements of\/!. We define a relatiol ~' on Za.

construct codes with no zero-entry and also having lesgaabng complexity
than the ones constructed in this paper. We conjecture titéat ®des do not

exist.
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Fig. 7. The[32,32, 6] code L5 with no zero entry whergs = %796 = z—\/%,fcl =wx12 andZz = x2,1
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