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Abstract—For an nt transmit, nr receive antenna (nt × nr)
MIMO system with quasi-static Rayleigh fading, it was shown by
Elia et. al that schemes based on minimal-delay space-time block
codes (STBCs) with a symbol rate of nt complex symbols per
channel use (rate-nt) and a non-vanishing determinant (NVD) are
diversity-multiplexing gain tradeoff (DMT)-optimal for arbitrary
values of nr . Further, explicit linear STBC-schemes (LSTBC-
schemes) with the NVD property were also constructed. However,
for asymmetric MIMO systems (where nr < nt), with the
exception of the Alamouti code-scheme for the 2× 1 system and
rate-1, diagonal STBC-schemes with NVD for an nt × 1 system,
no known minimal-delay, rate-nr STBC-scheme has been shown
to be DMT-optimal. In this paper, we first obtain an enhanced
sufficient criterion for an STBC-scheme to be DMT optimal and
using this result, we show that for certain asymmetric MIMO
systems, many well-known LSTBC-schemes which have low ML-
decoding complexity are DMT-optimal, a fact that was unknown
hitherto.

Index Terms—Asymmetric MIMO systems, diversity-
multiplexing tradeoff, linear space-time block codes, low
ML-decoding complexity, non-vanishing determinant, outage-
probability, STBC-schemes.

I. I NTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

Space-time coding (STC) [1] for multiple-input, multiple-
output (MIMO) antenna systems has extensively been studied
as a tool to exploit the diversity provided by the MIMO fading
channel. MIMO systems have the capability of permitting
reliable data transmission at higher rates compared to that
provided by the single-input, single-output (SISO) antenna
system. In particular, when the delay requirement of the
system is less than the coherence time of the channel (the
time frame during which the channel gains are constant and
independent of the channel gains of other time frames), Zheng
and Tse showed in their seminal paper [2] that for the Rayleigh
fading channel with STC, there exists a fundamental tradeoff
between the diversity gain and the multiplexing gain (the
multiplexing gain and diversity gain are defined formally by
Definition 3 and Definition 4, respectively, in Section II),
referred to as thediversity-multiplexing gain tradeoff (DMT).
The optimal DMT was also characterized with the assumption
that the block length of the space-time block codes (STBC)
of the scheme (“STBC-scheme” is defined by Definition 2,
Section II) is at leastnt + nr − 1, wherent andnr are the
number of transmit and receive antennas, respectively. Thefirst
explicit DMT-optimal STBC-scheme was provided in [3] for2
transmit antennas and subsequently, in another landmark paper

[4], explicit DMT-optimal STBC-schemes consisting of both
square (minimal-delay) and rectangular STBCs from cyclic
division algebras were presented for arbitrary values ofnt and
nr. In the same paper, for general STBC-schemes, a sufficient
criterion for achieving DMT-optimality was given. For a
class of STBC-schemes based on linear STBCs1 (LSTBCs)
which employ QAM constellations and transmitnt complex
information symbols per channel use, this criterion translates
to thenon-vanishing determinant property, a term first coined
in [6], being sufficient for DMT-optimality. It was later shown
in [7] that the DMT-optimal STBC-schemes constructed in
[4] were also approximately universal for arbitrary number
of receive antennas. Several other STBC-schemes with NVD
have been proposed - for example, see [8], [9], [10] and
references therein.

A. Motivation for our results

The Alamouti code-scheme [11] has the NVD property (a
definition of NVD consistent with the notations used in this
paper is provided as Definition 8, Section IV) and is known
to be DMT-optimal for the2 × 1 MIMO system. For any
nt×1 system, diagonal STBC-schemes with NVD that consist
of STBCs transmitting1 complex symbol per channel use
are known to be DMT-optimal [7]. STBC-schemes based on
fast-decodable STBCs [18] from division algebra that transmit
nr complex symbols per channel use for asymmetric MIMO
systems (for whichnr < nt) have been shown to have
the NVD property, but have not been reported to be DMT-
optimal. There exist several other LSTBCs which transmit
less thannt independent complex symbols per channel use,
and STBC-schemes consisting of these LSTBCs have neither
been reported to have the NVD property (although they do
have the NVD property which is shown in this paper), nor
have been claimed to be DMT-optimal in literature. Examples
of such LSTBCs are the the full-diversity Quasi-orthogonal
STBC (QOSTBC) [12], STBCs from co-ordinate interleaved
orthogonal designs [13], four-group decodable STBCs [14]-
[17], which all transmit one independent complex symbol
per channel use and are characterized by low ML-decoding
complexity. For these LSTBC-schemes, the sufficient criterion
provided in [4] for DMT-optimality, which requires that LST-
BCs transmitnt independent complex symbols per channel
use irrespective of the number of receive antennas, is not

1In literature, linear STBCs are popularly called linear dispersion codes [5]
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applicable. Hence, there is a clear need for obtaining a new
DMT-criterion that can take into account LSTBC-schemes that
consist of LSTBCs with a transmission rate of less thannt

independent complex symbols per channel use and have the
NVD property.

Further, for asymmetric MIMO systems, the standard sphere
decoder [19] or its variations (see, for example, [20], [21]and
references therein) cannot be used in entirety to decode rate-
nt LSTBCs (Henceforth in this paper, a rate-p LSTBC means
an LSTBC that transmitsp independent complex symbols
per channel use. This LSTBC is said to have asymbol rate

of p complex symbols per channel use. A formal definition
of “symbol rate” is given as Definition 6, Section IV). For
an nt × nr MIMO system, the standard sphere decoder can
be used to decode LSTBCs that transmit at most2 nmin =
min(nt, nr) complex symbols per channel use. Recent results
on fixed complexity sphere decoders [22], [23] are extremely
promising from the point of view of low complexity decoding.
In particular, it has been shown analytically in [23] that the
fixed complexity sphere decoder, although provides quasi-
Maximum Likelihood (ML)-performance, helps achieve the
same diversity order of ML-decoding with a complexity of
the order ofM

√
K , whereM is the number of possibilities

for each symbol (or the size of the signal constellation
employed when each symbol is encoded independently) and
K is the dimension of the search, while an exhaustive ML-
search would incur a complexity of the order ofMK . In the
same paper, it has also been shown that the the gap between
the quasi-ML-performance and the actual ML-performance
approaches zero at high signal-to-noise ratio, independent of
the constellation employed. This motivates one to investigate
the DMT-optimality of LSTBC-schemes consisting of rate-
nmin LSTBCs.

In literature, only certain LSTBC-schemes that are based
on rate-nr STBCs have been known to be DMT-optimal for
asymmetric MIMO systems - the Alamouti code-scheme [11]
for the2×1 system [2], schemes with NVD that are based on
rate-1 diagonal STBCs for anynt×1 system [7], and schemes
consisting of rate-nr, rectangular STBCs fornr = 2 andnr =
nt − 1 [25]. In this paper, we prove the DMT-optimality of
many STBC-schemes that are based on well-known rate-nr

LSTBCs [12]-[18] fornt × nr asymmetric MIMO systems.

B. Contributions and paper organization

The contributions of this paper are the following.

1) We present an enhanced criterion for DMT-optimality
of general STBC-schemes. This criterion enables us to
encompass all STBC-schemes with NVD that are based
on rate-nmin LSTBCs, which was not possible using the
DMT-criterion in [4].

2) In the context of LSTBCs, we show that transmission
of nmin complex symbols per channel use is necessary

2when a rate-nt STBC is used in an asymmetric MIMO system, there
exist techniques (see [24] and references therein) to make use of the sphere
decoder, but these either are sub-optimal decoding techniques with no guar-
antee on preserving the diversity order of ML-decoding or demand a high
computational complexity when ML-decoding is employed.

for LSTBCs to be DMT-optimal, and for asymmetric
MIMO systems, we show that STBC-schemes with rate-
nr LSTBCs whose real symbols take values from PAM
constellations are DMT-optimal if they have the NVD
property.

3) Finally, we show that some well known low ML-
decoding complexity STBC-schemes (STBC-schemes
based on STBCs with low ML-decoding complexity)
are DMT-optimal for certain asymmetric MIMO systems
(see Table I).

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II
deals with the system model and relevant definitions, Section
III presents the main result of the paper, which is an enhanced
sufficient criterion for DMT-optimality, while Section IV gives
a brief introduction to linear STBCs along with a few relevant
definitions, and provides a new criterion for DMT-optimality
of LSTBCs for asymmetric MIMO systems. A discussion on
the DMT-optimality of several low ML-decoding complexity
STBC-schemes is presented in Section V and concluding
remarks constitute Section VI.

Notations: Throughout the paper, bold, lowercase letters are
used to denote vectors and bold, uppercase letters are used
to denote matrices. For a complex matrixX, the Hermitian,
the transpose, the trace, the determinant and the Frobenius
norm of X are denoted byXH , XT , tr(X), det(X) and‖X‖,
respectively. The set of all real numbers, complex numbers and
integers are denoted byR, C andZ, respectively. The real and
the imaginary parts of a complex-valued vectorx are denoted
by xI andxQ, respectively.|S| denotes the cardinality of the
setS, S × T denotes the Cartesian product of setsS andT ,
meaning whichS × T = {(s, t)|s ∈ S, t ∈ T }, andS ⊂ T
denotes thatS is a proper subset ofT . The T × T identity
matrix is denoted byIT and O denotes the null matrix of
appropriate dimension. For a complex numberx, x∗ denotes its
complex conjugate and thě(.) operator acting onx is defined
as

x̌ ,

[
xI −xQ

xQ xI

]
.

The (̌.) operator can similarly be applied to any matrix
X ∈ Cn×m by replacing each entryxij with x̌ij , i =
1, 2, · · · , n, j = 1, 2, · · · ,m, resulting in a matrix denoted by
X̌ ∈ R2n×2m. Given a complex vectorx = [x1, x2, · · · , xn]

T ,
x̃ is defined as̃x , [x1I , x1Q, · · · , xnI , xnQ]

T . It follows
that for matricesA ∈ Cm×n, B ∈ Cn×p and C = AB, the
equalitiesČ = ǍB̌ and ṽec(C) = (Ip ⊗ Ǎ)ṽec(B) hold.

For a complex random matrixX, EX(f(X)) denotes the
expectation of a real-valued functionf(X) over X. For any
real numberx, ⌊x⌋ denotes the largest integer not greater than
x, andx+ = max(0, x). The Q-function ofx is denoted by
Q(x) and given as

Q(x) =

∫ ∞

x

1√
2π

e−
t2

2 dt.

For real-valued functionsf(x) andg(x), we write f(x) =
o (g(x)) asx → ∞ if and only if

lim
x→∞

f(x)

g(x)
= 0.
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LSTBC Symbol rate>

No. of Rx
No. of Tx Block lengthT antennasnr Constellation

antennas,nt of the STBC for which used
STBC-scheme

is DMT-optimal
Alamouti Code [11] 2 2 1 1 QAM

Yao-Wornell Code [3],

2 2 2 any nr

QAM
Dayal-Varanasi Code [26], QAM

Golden code [6], QAM
Silver code [27], [28], QAM
Serdar-Sari code [29], QAM

DMT- Srinath-Rajan code [30] QAM
optimal, Perfect codes [9] 2, 3, 4, 6 nt nt any nr QAM/HEX

well

Kiran-Rajan codes [8]

2n, 3(2n)

nt nt any nr QAM/ HEX
known 2(3n), qn(q − 1)/2,
STBC- n ∈ Z+, q is

schemes prime of the form
q = 4s + 3,

Codes from CDA [4] any nt nt nt any nr QAM
Codes from CDA [4] any nt any T > nt nt any nr QAM
Perfect STBCs [10] any nt nt nt any nr QAM/HEX

Diagonal STBCs any nt nt 1 1 QAM
with NVD [7]

Lu-Hollanti [25] any nt > 2 T > nt 2 2 QAM
Lu-Hollanti [25] any nt > 2 T > nt nt − 1 nt − 1 QAM

STBCs from CIOD 2 2 1 1 Rotated QAM
(Subsection V-B) 4 4 1 1

QOSTBC
4 4 1 1 Rotated QAM

DMT (Subsection V-A)
optimal 4-group decodable

nt = 2n, n ∈ Z+ nt 1 1 QAM
STBC- STBCs [14]-[17]

schemes Fast-decodable
4 4 2 nr ≤ 2 QAM

obtained STBCs [30], [18]
in this Fast-decodable any nt nt nr < nt nr < nt QAM
paper asymmetric STBCs [18]

Punctured Perfect
any nt nt nr < nt nr < nt QAMSTBCs£ for

asymmetric MIMO
> in complex symbols per channel use.
£ refer to rate-nr STBCs obtained from rate-nt Perfect STBCs [10] (which transmitn2

t complex symbols innt channel uses) by
restricting the number of complex symbols transmitted to beonly ntnr.

TABLE I
A TABLE OF DMT-OPTIMAL LINEAR STBC-SCHEMES

Further,f(x)
.
= xb implies that lim

x→∞
log f(x)
log x

= b, and≤̇, ≥̇,

>̇, <̇ are similarly defined.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider annt transmit antenna,nr receive antenna
MIMO system (nt×nr system) with perfect channel-state in-
formation available at the receiver (CSIR) alone. The channel
is assumed to be quasi-static with Rayleigh fading. The system
model is

Y = HX + N, (1)

whereY ∈ Cnr×T is the received signal matrix,X ∈ Cnt×T

is the codeword matrix that is transmitted over a block of
T channel uses,H ∈ Cnr×nt is the channel matrix with
its entries independently and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random variables with
zero mean and unit variance, andN ∈ Cnr×T is the noise
matrix with its entries being i.i.d. Gaussian random variables

with zero mean and unit variance. The average signal-to-noise
ratio at each receive antenna is denoted bySNR.

Definition 1: (Space-time block code) A space-time block
code (STBC) of block-lengthT for an nt transmit antenna
MIMO system is a finite set of complex matrices of sizent×T .

An example is the Alamouti code [11] with its complex
symbols taking values from4-QAM, given by

XAlamouti =

{[
x1 −x∗

2

x2 x∗
1

] ∣∣∣∣ x1, x2 ∈ 4-QAM

}

Definition 2: (STBC-scheme) An STBC-schemeX is de-
fined as a family of STBCs indexed bySNR, each of block
lengthT so thatX = {X (SNR)}, where the STBCX (SNR)
corresponds to a signal-to-noise ratio ofSNR at each receive
antenna.

So, at a signal-to-noise ratio ofSNR, the codeword matri-
ces ofX (SNR) are transmitted over the channel. Assuming
that all the codeword matrices ofX (SNR) , {Xi(SNR), i =
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1, · · · , |X (SNR)|} are equally likely to be transmitted, we
have

1

|X (SNR)|

|X (SNR)|∑

i=1

‖Xi(SNR)‖2 = T SNR. (2)

It follows that for the STBC-schemeX ,

‖Xi(SNR)‖2 ≤̇ SNR, ∀ i = 1, 2, · · · , |X (SNR)|. (3)

The bit rate of transmission islog2 |X (SNR)|
T

bits per channel
use. Henceforth in this paper, a codewordXi(SNR) ∈
X (SNR) is simply referred to asXi ∈ X (SNR).

Definition 3: (Multiplexing gain) Let the bit rate of
transmission of the STBCX (SNR) in bits per chan-
nel use be denoted byR(SNR) (so that R(SNR) =
(1/T ) log2 |X (SNR)|). Then, the multiplexing gainr of the
STBC-scheme is defined [2] as

r = lim
SNR→∞

R(SNR)

log2 SNR
.

Equivalently,R(SNR) = r log2 SNR+o(log2 SNR), where,
for reliable communication,r ∈ (0, nmin) [2].

Definition 4: (Diversity gain) Let the probability of code-
word error of the STBCX (SNR) be denoted byPe(SNR).
Then, the diversity gaind(r) of the STBC-scheme correspond-
ing to a multiplexing gain ofr is given by

d(r) = − lim
SNR→∞

log2 Pe(SNR)

log2 SNR
.

For an nt × nr MIMO system, the maximum achievable
diversity gain isntnr.

Definition 5: (Optimal DMT curve) [2] The optimal

diversity-multiplexing gain curve d∗(r) that is achievable

with any STBC-scheme for an nt × nr MIMO system is

a piecewise-linear function connecting the points (k, d(k)),
k = 0, 1, · · · , nmin, where

d(k) = (nt − k)(nr − k). (4)

Theorem 3 of [4], which provides a sufficient criterion for
DMT-optimality of an STBC-scheme, is rephrased here with
its statement consistent with the notations and terminology
used in this paper.

Theorem 1: [4] For a quasi-staticnt × nr MIMO channel
with Rayleigh fading and perfect CSIR, an STBC-schemeX
that satisfies (3) is DMT-optimal for any value ofnr if for all
possible pairs of distinct codewords(X1,X2) of X (SNR),
the difference matrixX1 − X2 = ∆X 6= O is such that,

det(∆X∆XH) ≥̇ SNRnt(1− r
nt
).

Relying on Theorem 1, an explicit construction scheme
was presented to obtain DMT-optimal LSTBC-schemes whose
LSTBCs are minimal-delay (T = nt) and obtained from cyclic
division algebras (CDA). All these STBCs have a symbol
rate of nt complex symbols per channel use, irrespective
of the value ofnr. However, Theorem 1 does not account
for LSTBC-schemes whose LSTBCs transmit less thannt

complex symbols per channel use. In the following section,
we present an enhanced DMT-criterion that brings within its

scope all STBC-schemes that consist of rate-nmin LSTBCs
and have NVD.

III. M AIN RESULT

We present below the main result of our paper - arriving at
an enhanced sufficient criterion for DMT-optimality of general
STBC-schemes.

Theorem 2: For a quasi-staticnt×nr MIMO channel with
Rayleigh fading and perfect CSIR, an STBC-schemeX that
satisfies (3) is DMT-optimal for any value ofnr if for all
possible pairs of distinct codewords(X1,X2) of X (SNR),
the difference matrixX1 − X2 = ∆X 6= O is such that,

det(∆X∆XH) ≥̇ SNR
nt

(
1− r

nmin

)

.

Proof: To prove the theorem, we first show that the
STBC-schemeX is DMT-optimal when each codeword dif-
ference matrix∆X 6= O of X (SNR) satisfies

det(∆X∆XH) ≥̇ SNRnt(1− r
nr
), (7)

and then conclude the proof taking aid of Theorem 1. Towards
this end, we assume without loss of generality that the code-
word X1 of X (SNR) is transmitted. It is also assumed that
T ≥ nt, which is a prerequisite for achieving a diversity gain
of ntnr when the bit rate of the STBC-scheme is constant
with SNR (a special case of ther = 0 condition). Let
∆Xl = X1 − Xl, whereXl, l = 2, · · · , |X (SNR)|, are the
remaining codewords ofX (SNR). It is to be noted that
the bit rate of transmission isr log2 SNR + o(log2 SNR)
bits per channels use and so,|X (SNR)| .

= SNRrT , with
r ∈ (0, nmin). Considering the channel model given by (1),
with ML-decoding, the probability thatX1 is wrongly decoded
to X2 for a particular channel matrixH is given by

Pe(X1 → X2|H) = Q

(‖H∆X2‖√
2

)
.

So, the probability thatX1 is wrongly decoded conditioned on
H is given by

Pe(X1|H) =

|X (SNR)|∑

l=2

Q

(‖H∆Xl‖√
2

)
. (8)

The probability of codeword error averaged over all channel
realizations is given by

Pe = EH (Pe(X1|H)) =

∫
p(H)Pe(X1|H)dH,

wherep(.) denotes “probability density function (pdf) of”. Let

E := event that there is a codeword error

and consider the set of channel realizationsO defined in (5)
at the top of the next page. Now,

Pe =

∫

O
p(H)Pe(X1|H)dH +

∫

Oc

p(H)Pe(X1|H)dH

= P(O, E) + P(Oc, E)
= P(O)P(E|O) + P(Oc, E) , (9)
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O ,

{
H

∣∣∣∣ log2 det

(
Inr

+
SNR

nt

HHH

)
≤ r log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR)

}
(5)

Ō ,

{
H

∣∣∣∣∣

nr∑

i=1

log2

(
1 +

SNR

nt

‖hi‖2
)

> r log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR)

}
(6)

where P(.) denotes “probability of” andOc = {H|H /∈ O}.
P(O) is the well-known probability of outage3 [2] and P(E|O)
is the probability of codeword error given that the channel is
in outage. BothP (O) and P(E|O) have been derived in [2]
to be

P(O)
.
= SNR−d∗(r), (10)

P(E|O)
.
= SNR0. (11)

whered∗(r) is given in Definition 5. So, the DMT curve of
an STBC is determined completely by P(Oc, E), which is
the probability that there is a codeword error and the channel
is not in outage. To obtain an upper bound on P(Oc, E),
we proceed as follows. Note thatInr

+ (SNR/nt)HHH is
a positive definite matrix. Denoting the rows ofH by hi,
i = 1, · · · , nr, we have,

log2 det

(

Inr +
SNR

nt

HH
H

)

≤
nr
∑

i=1

log2

(

1 +
SNR

nt

‖hi‖2
)

,

which is due to the Hadamard’s inequality which states that
the determinant of a positive definite matrix is less than or
equal to the product of its diagonal entries. Define the set of
channel realizations̄O as shown in (6) at the top of the page.
Now, clearly,Oc ⊆ Ō and hence

P(Oc, E) ≤ P
(
Ō, E

)
. (12)

Hence, using (12) in (9), we have

Pe ≤ P(O)P(E|O) + P
(
Ō, E

)
. (13)

We now need to evaluate P
(
Ō, E

)
. Denoting the entries of

H by hij , i = 1, · · · , nr, j = 1, · · · , nt, we observe that∑nr

i=1 log2

(
1 + SNR

nt
‖hi‖2

)

=

nr∑

i=1

log2


 1

nt

nt∑

j=1

(
1 + SNR|hij|2

)



≥ 1

nt

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

log2(1 + SNR|hij|2), (16)

with (16) following from the concavity oflog(.) and Jensen’s
inequality.

We now define two disjoint sets of channel realizationsÕ
andÖ as shown in (14) and (15) at the top of the next page.
Clearly, Ō is the disjoint union ofÕ andÖ. Therefore,

3In literature, ’<’ is often used instead of ’≤’ in (5) to define the outage
probability. However, for either definition, (10) holds true.

P
(
Ō, E

)
= P

(
Õ, E

)
+ P

(
Ö, E

)

= P(Õ)P
(
E|Õ

)
+ P

(
Ö, E

)

≤ P(Õ) + P
(
Ö, E

)
. (17)

In Appendix A, it is shown that

P(Õ)
.
= SNR−nt(nr−r). (18)

So, we are now left with the evaluation of P
(
Ö, E

)
, which

is done as follows.

P
(
Ö, E

)
=

∫

Ö
p(H)Pe(X1|H)dH

=

|X (SNR)|∑

l=2

∫

Ö
p(H)Q

(‖H∆Xl‖√
2

)
dH (19)

=

|X (SNR)|∑

l=2

∫

Ö
p(H)Q

(∥∥HUlDlV
H
l

∥∥
√
2

)
dH

=

|X (SNR)|∑

l=2

∫

Ö
p(H)Q

(‖HUlDl‖√
2

)
dH

=

|X (SNR)|∑

l=2

∫

Ol

p(Hl)Q

(‖HlDl‖√
2

)
dHl, (20)

where (19) is obtained using (8) and∆Xl = UlDlV
H
l ,

obtained upon SVD, withUl ∈ Cnt×nt , Dl ∈ Rnt×T ,
Vl ∈ CT×T . In (20), Hl = HUl and

Ol ,

{

Hl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i,j log2
(

1 + SNR|hij |2
)

> ntr log2 SNR

+ o(log2 SNR)

}

.

Denoting the entries ofHl = HUl by hij(l), we define the set
O′

l as

O′
l ,

{

Hl

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i,j log2
(

1 + SNR|hij(l)|2
)

> ntr log2 SNR

+ o(log2 SNR)

}

.

In Appendix B, it is shown thatOl = O′
l almost surely. As a

result, (20) becomes

P
(

Ö, E
)

=

|X(SNR)|
∑

l=2

∫

O′

l

p(Hl)Q

(‖HlDl‖√
2

)

dHl. (21)

Now, we evaluate each of the summands of (21). We have
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Õ ,



H

∣∣∣∣∣∣

nr∑

i=1

log2

(
1 +

SNR

nt

‖hi‖2
)

> r log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR) ≥ 1

nt

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

log2(1 + SNR|hij|2)



 , (14)

Ö ,




H

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

nt

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

log2(1 + SNR|hij|2) > r log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR)




 (15)

∫

O′

l

p(Hl)Q

(‖HlDl‖√
2

)

dHl ≤
∫

O′

l

p(Hl)Q

(‖HlDl‖min√
2

)

dHl

≤ Q

(‖HlDl‖min√
2

)

, (22)

where ‖HlDl‖min , infO′

l
{‖HlDl‖} (inf stands for ’infi-

mum of’). Denoting the non-zero entries ofDl by dj(l),
j, 1, 2, · · ·nt (it is to be noted that these are the singular values
of ∆Xl and we assume that∆Xl is full-ranked, i.e. of rank
nt, which is necessary for the STBC to have a diversity gain
of ntnr whenr = 0), we have

‖HlDl‖2min = inf
O′

l






nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

|hij(l)|2d2j(l)




 . (23)

Let aij , |hij(l)|2. The problem of evaluating‖HlDl‖2min can
be interpreted as the following convex optimization problem:

minimize
aij

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

aijd
2
j (l)

subject to

− 1

nt

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

log(1 + aijSNR) ≤ −(r + δ) logSNR,

−aij ≤ 0,

{
∀i = 1, · · · , nr,
∀j = 1, · · · , nt,

whereδ → 0+ (δ tends to zero through positive values4). The
solution to this optimization problem is

aij =
1

SNR

[
λSNR

ntd2j (l)
− 1

]+
, (24)

whereλ is the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) multiplier satisfy-
ing

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

log


1 +

[
λSNR

ntd2j(l)
− 1

]+
 = nt(r + δ) logSNR

with δ → 0+ and hence,

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

[
log

(
λSNR

ntd2j(l)

)]+
= nt(r + δ) logSNR (25)

4throughout the paper, ‘δ → 0+ ’ implies thatδ is an infinitesimal positive
real number, i.e., immeasurably close to zero on the positive real line but not
zero.

with δ → 0+. Noting that d2j(l) are the eigenvalues of
∆Xl∆XH

l , from (3), we have‖∆Xl‖2 ≤̇ SNR and hence,
tr
(
∆Xl∆XH

l

)
≤̇ SNR which leads to

∑nt

j=1 d
2
j(l) ≤̇ SNR.

Therefore, we obtain

d2j (l) ≤̇ SNR, ∀j = 1, 2, · · · , nt. (26)

As a result, whenλ >̇ SNR0, we are guaranteed to have
aij > 0, for all i = 1, · · · , nr, j = 1, · · · , nt. Now, suppose
that aij > 0 for all i = 1, · · · , nr, j = 1, · · · , nt. Then, (25)
leads to

λ = ntSNR−(1− r+δ
nr

)




nt∏

j=1

d2j (l)





1
nt

, δ → 0+.

So, whendet(∆X∆XH) =
∏nt

j=1 d
2
j(l) ≥̇ SNRnt(1− r

nr
), we

have λ >̇ SNR0 and henceaij > 0, ∀ i = 1, · · · , nr, ∀
j = 1, · · · , nt. So, from (24),

aij =

[
λ

ntd2j (l)
− 1

SNR

]
.

Using this in (23), we obtain

‖HlDl‖2min =

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

(
λ

nt

−
d2j(l)

SNR

)

≥
nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

(
λ

nt

− o(log2 SNR)

)
(27)

= nrλ− o(log2 SNR)

>̇ SNR0 (28)

where (27) is due to (26) and (28) is due to the fact that
λ >̇ SNR0. Therefore, from (22) and the Chernoff bound
Q(x) ≤ 1

2e
− x2

2 , x ≥ 0, we obtain

∫

O′

l

p(Hl)Q

(

‖HlDl‖√
2

)

dHl ≤ 1

2
e−SNRδ

, δ → 0+. (29)

Using (29) in (21), we have, asδ → 0+

P
(
Ö, E

)
≤ |X (SNR)|

2
e−SNRδ

=
(
cSNRrT + o(log2 SNR)

)
e−SNRδ

(30)
.
= SNR−∞, (31)

where (30) is due to the fact that|X (SNR)| .
= SNRrT =

cSNRrT + o(log2 SNR) with c a positive constant and (31)
follows from the definition of exponential equality ‘

.
=’. So,
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using (18) and (31) in (17), we obtain

P (Ō, E) ≤̇ SNRmax{−nt(nr−r),−∞}

= SNR−nt(nr−r). (32)

Using (10), (11) and (32) in (13), we arrive at

Pe
.
= SNRmax{−d∗(r),−nt(nr−r)}

= SNR−d∗(r)

whered∗(r) is as defined in Definition 5 and this proves the
DMT-optimality of the STBC-scheme when (7) is satisfied.

Now, combining the above result and that of Theorem 1,
we see that an STBC-scheme is DMT-optimal if for each
codeword difference matrix∆X 6= O of X (SNR),

det(∆X∆XH) ≥̇ SNR(min{nt(1− r
nr
),nt(1− r

nt
)})

= SNR
nt

(
1− r

nmin

)

.

This completes the proof of the theorem.
Note: Theorem 1 can also be proved using the steps of the

proof of Theorem 2. To do so, we need to redefineO given by
(5) asO , {H| log2 det(Int

+ SNR
nt

HHH) ≤ r log2 SNR +
o(log2 SNR)}. RedefiningO this way is justified because
det(I+AB) = det(I+BA). With O thus redefined, proceeding
as in the proof of Theorem 2 from (5) onwards helps us arrive
at the proof of Theorem 1.

The implication of Theorem 2 is that for asymmetric MIMO
systems, it relaxes the requirement demanded by Theorem 1 on
the minimum of the determinants of the codeword difference
matrices of STBCs that the STBC-scheme consists of. In the
following section, we show the usefulness of Theorem 2 in
the context of LSTBCs for asymmetric MIMO systems.

IV. DMT- OPTIMALITY CRITERION FOR LSTBC-SCHEMES

In its most general form, an LSTBCXL is given by

XL =





k∑

i=1

(siIAiI + siQAiQ),

∣∣∣∣∣∣

[s1I , s1Q, · · · , skI ,
skQ] ∈ A ⊂ R2k×1,
AiI ,AiQ ∈ Cnt×T



 ,

(33)
where AiI and AiQ are complex matrices, calledweight

matrices [13], associated with the real information symbols
siI andsiQ, respectively. It is to be noted that{AiI ,AiQ, i =
1, · · · , k} forms an independent set overR. In the case of
most known LSTBCs, either all the real symbolssiI , siQ
respectively take values independently from the same signal
setA′, in which case

A = A′ ×A′ × · · · × A′
︸ ︷︷ ︸

2k times

,

or, each symbol pair(siI , siQ) jointly takes values from a
real constellationA′′ ⊂ R2×1 (the same can be viewed as
each complex symbolsi = siI + jsiQ taking values from a
complex constellation) , independent of other symbol pairs, in
which case

A = A′′ ×A′′ × · · · × A′′
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k times

.

Definition 6: (Symbol rate) The symbol rate5 of the LSTBC
given by (33) isk/T complex symbols per channel use. Such
an STBC is called a rate-k/T STBC.

For the LSTBC given by (33), the system model given by
(1) can be rewritten as

ṽec(Y) =

√
SNR

nt

(
IT ⊗ Ȟ

)
Gs + ṽec(N), (34)

whereG ∈ R2Tnt×2k is called theGenerator matrix of the
STBC ands ∈ R2k×1, both defined as

G ,

[

˜vec(A1I) ˜vec(A1Q), · · · , ˜vec(AkI) ˜vec(AkQ)
]

, (35)

s , [s1I , s1Q, · · · , skI , skQ], (36)

with Es

(
tr
(

GssT GT
))

= Tnt. A necessary condition for
an LSTBC given by (33) to be sphere-decodable [19] is
that the constellationA should be a finite subset of a2k-
dimensional real lattice with each of the real symbols taking
|A| 1

2k possible values. Further, ifk/T ≤ nmin, all the symbols
of the STBC can be entirely decoded using the standard
sphere-decoder [19] or its variations [20], [21]. However,
when k/T > min(nt, nr), for each of the|A|(1−

nminT

k )

possibilities for any2(k−nminT ) real symbols, the remaining
2nminT real symbols can be evaluated using the sphere
decoder. Hence, the ML-complexity of the rate-k

T
STBC in

such a scenario is approximately|A|(1−
nminT

k ) times the
sphere-decoding complexity of a rate-nmin STBC.

Definition 7: (LSTBC-scheme) An LSTBC-schemeX is
defined as a family of LSTBCs (indexed bySNR) of block
length T so that X , {XL(SNR)}, where the STBC
XL(SNR) corresponds to a signal-to-noise ratio ofSNR at
each receive antenna.

For an LSTBCXL(SNR) of the form given by (33), from
(3), we have that for each codeword matrixXi ∈ XL(SNR),
i = 1, 2, · · · , |XL(SNR)|,

‖Xi‖2 = ‖Gs‖2 ≤̇ SNR,

whereG and s are as defined in (35) and (36), respectively.
For convenience, we assume that

max
XL(SNR)

{‖Gs‖2} .
= SNR

and hence,

max
siI

|siI |2 .
= SNR,

max
siQ

|siQ|2 .
= SNR




∀ i = 1, · · · , k. (37)

When the bit rate of XL(SNR) is r log2 SNR +
o(log2 SNR) bits per channel use, we have|A(SNR)| .

=
SNRrT , whereA(SNR) is the2k dimensional real constella-
tion of XL(SNR). Further, when each of the2k real symbols
takes values from the same real constellationA′(SNR), it

5In literature, “symbol rate” is referred to simply as ’rate’. In this paper, to
avoid confusion with the bit rate, which islog2 |A|

T
bits per channel use, we

have opted to use the term “symbol rate”.
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follows that
|A′(SNR)| .

= SNR
rT
2k . (38)

For the special case ofA′(SNR) = µAPAM where,µ is a
scalar normalizing constant designed to satisfy the constraints
in (37), AM−PAM is the regularM -PAM constellation given
by

AM−PAM =

{

2l − 1, l =

⌊

−M

2

⌋

,

⌊

−M

2

⌋

+ 1, · · · ,
⌊

M

2

⌋}

,

(39)

andµAM−PAM = {µa|a ∈ AM−PAM}, we have from (38) and
(37),

M
.
= SNR

rT
2k ,

µM
.
= SNR

1
2

and henceµ2 .
= SNR(1− rT

k ).
For an LSTBC-schemeX that satisfies (3) and has a

bit rate of r log2 SNR + o(log2 SNR) bits per channel
use with the real symbols of its LSTBCs taking values
from a scaledM -PAM, the LSTBCs XL(SNR) can be
expressed asXL(SNR) = {µX|X ∈ XU (SNR)}, where
µ2 .

= SNR(1− rT
k ) and XU (SNR) is the unnormalized

(so that it does not satisfy the energy constraint given in (3))
LSTBC given by

XU (SNR) =







k
∑

i=1

(siIAiI + siQAiQ),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM,
i = 1, 2, · · · , k,
M

.
= SNR

rT
k .







(40)

With XL(SNR) andXU (SNR) thus defined, we define the
non-vanishing determinant property of an LSTBC-scheme as
follows.

Definition 8: (Non-vanishing determinant) An LSTBC-
schemeX is said to have the non-vanishing determinant prop-
erty if the codeword difference matrices∆X of XU (SNR) are
such that

min
∆X 6=O

det
(
∆X∆XH

) .
= SNR0.

A necessary and sufficient condition for an LSTBC-scheme
X = {XL(SNR)}, whereXL(SNR) has weight matrices
AiI , AiQ, i = 1, · · · , k and encodes its real symbols using
PAM, to have the non-vanishing determinant property is that
the designXZ, defined as

XZ =

{
k∑

i=1

(siIAiI + siQAiQ),

∣∣∣∣∣
siI , siQ ∈ Z,
i = 1, 2, · · · , k.

}
,

(41)
is such that for any non-zero matrixX of XZ,

det
(
XXH

)
≥ C,

whereC is some strictly positive constant bounded away from
0.

Remark: Any LSTBC is completely specified by a set of
weight matrices (equivalently, its generator matrix, defined in
(35)) and a2k-dimensional real constellationA that its real

symbol vector takes values from, as evident from (33). How-
ever, for an LSTBC, the set of weight matrices (equivalently,
its generator matrix) and the2k-dimensional constellation
need not be unique. As an example, consider the Perfect code
for 3 transmit antennas, which encodes9 independent complex
symbols, and can be expressed as

XP =

{
9∑

i=1

(xiIAiI + xiQAiQ),

∣∣∣∣∣
xi ∈ AM2−HEX ,
i = 1, 2, · · · , 9.

}
,

whereAM2−HEX is anM2-HEX constellation given by

AM2−HEX =

{
a+ ωb

∣∣∣∣
a, b ∈ AM−PAM ,

ω = ej
2π
3 .

}

We can equivalently expressXP as

XP =

{
9∑

i=1

(siIA′
iI + siQA′

iQ)

∣∣∣∣∣
siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM ,
i = 1, 2, · · · , 9.

}
,

where

A′
iI = AiI ,

A′
iQ = − 1

2AiI +
√
3
2 AiQ.

}
i = 1, 2, · · · , 9.

In general, any LSTBCXL with a generator matrixG
and a 2k dimensional constellationA that is a subset of
a 2k-dimensional real latticeL can be alternatively viewed
to haveGGL as its generator matrix and a2k-dimensional
constellationA′ that is a subset ofZ2k×1, whereGL ∈ R2k×2k

is the generator matrix ofL.

In the following lemma, we prove that for an LSTBC-
scheme to be DMT-optimal, the symbol rate of its LSTBCs
has to be at least equal tonmin.

Lemma 1: An LSTBC-scheme whose LSTBCs have a sym-
bol rate less thannmin = min(nt, nr) is not DMT-optimal.

Proof: With the system model for an LSTBC given by
(34), from (2), we haveEs

(
tr
(

GssT GT
))

= Tnt. The

instantaneous capacityC(H) of the equivalent channel [31]
is given by

C(H) =
1

2T
log2 det

(
I2Tnr

+
SNR

nt

H̄GGT H̄
T

)
,

whereH̄ = IT ⊗ Ȟ and this capacity is achieved by letting the
input s ∼ N

(
o2k×1,

1
2 I2k

)
(“s be a real Gaussian vector with

zero mean and covariance matrix1
2 I2k”). The ergodic capacity

[32] C is given as

C = EH (C(H))

=
1

2T
EH

(
log2 det

(
I2Tnr

+
SNR

nt

H̄GGT H̄
T

))

=
1

2T
EH

(
log2 det

(
I2k +

SNR

nt

GT H̄
T

H̄G

))
(42)

≤ 1

2T
log2 det

(
EH

(
I2k +

SNR

nt

GT H̄
T

H̄G

))
(43)

=
1

2T
log2 det

(
I2k +

nrSNR

nt

GT G

)

=
1

2T
log2 det

(
I2k +

nrSNR

nt

D

)
, (44)
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where (42) is due to the identitydet(I +AB) = det(I +BA),
(43) is due to Jensen’s inequality and the fact thatlog det(.) is
concave [33] on the convex set of positive definite matrices,
and (44) is obtained upon the singular value decomposition
of GT G, resulting inGT G = UDUT . We note thatG is full-
ranked since{AiI ,AiQ, i = 1, 2, · · · , k} forms an independent
set overR and denoting the diagonal entries ofD by di, i =
1, 2, · · · , 2k, we have

C ≤ 1

2T

2k∑

i=1

log2

(
1 +

(
nrdi
nt

)
SNR

)
.

The above equation reveals thatC ≤ k
T
log2 SNR +

o(log2 SNR). Since the ergodic capacity itself is at most
k
T
log2 SNR + o(log2 SNR), if k

T
< nmin, the error proba-

bility of the LSTBC-scheme is bounded away from 0 when
r > k/T . Hence, the diversity gaind(r) of the LSTBC-scheme
is not given by (4), making the LSTBC-scheme strictly sub-
optimal with respect to DMT.

So, for DMT-optimality, the LSTBCs of the LSTBC-scheme
should have a symbol rate of at leastnmin complex symbols
per channel use. Now, we give a sufficiency criterion for an
LSTBC-scheme to be DMT-optimal.

Corollary 1: An LSTBC-scheme X , whose LSTBCs
are given byXL(SNR) = {µX|X ∈ XU (SNR)} with

µ
.
= SNR

(
1− r

nmin

)

and

XU (SNR)

=





nminT∑

i=1

(siIAiI + siQAiQ),

∣∣∣∣∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM,
i = 1, 2, · · · , nminT,

M
.
= SNR

r
nmin .



 ,

is DMT optimal for the quasi-static Rayleigh fadednt × nr

MIMO channel with CSIR if it has the non-vanishing deter-
minant property.

The proof follows from the application of Theorem 2.
Notice the difference between the above result and the result
from Theorem 2 of [4]. The latter result relies on STBC-
schemes that are based on rate-nt LSTBCs, irrespective of
the values ofnr, while our result only requires that the
symbol rate of the LSTBC bemin(nt, nr) complex symbols
per channel use which, together with NVD, guarantees DMT-
optimality of the LSTBC-scheme. The usefulness of our result
for asymmetric MIMO systems is discussed in the following
section.

V. DMT- OPTIMAL LSTBC-SCHEMES FORASYMMETRIC

MIMO SYSTEMS

LSTBC-schemes consisting of rate-nt LSTBCs and having
the NVD property are known to be DMT-optimal for arbitrary
number of receive antennas. The methods to construct such
LSTBCs for arbitrary values ofnt with minimal-delay (T =
nt) have been proposed in [4], [10] and such constructions
with additional properties have also been proposed for specific
number of transmit antennas - the perfect codes for 2, 3, 4 and
6 transmit antennas [9]. For the casenr < nt, Corollary 1
establishes that an LSTBC-scheme based on rate-nr LSTBCs

and having the NVD property achieves the optimal DMT and
such LSTBCs can make use of the sphere decoder efficiently.
LSTBC-schemes with these properties can be obtained directly
from the rate-nt LSTBC based LSTBC-schemes with NVD,
as shown in the following corollary.

Corollary 2: Consider an LSTBC-schemeX with
NVD, consisting of rate-nt, minimal-delay LSTBCs
X (SNR) = {µX|X ∈ XU (SNR)} with µ2 .

= SNR(1− r
nt
)

and

XU (SNR)

=





n2
t∑

i=1

(siIAiI + siQAiQ),

∣∣∣∣∣∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM,
i = 1, 2, · · · , n2

t ,

M
.
= SNR

r
nt .



 ,

and let I ⊂ {1, 2, · · · , n2
t}, with |I| = ntnr, where

nr < nt. Then, the LSTBC-schemeX ′ consisting of LSTBCs
X ′(SNR) = {µX|X ∈ X ′

U (SNR)} , with µ2 .
= SNR(1− r

nr
)

and
X ′

U (SNR)

=




∑

i∈I
(siIAiI + siQAiQ),

∣∣∣∣∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM,
i ∈ I,
M

.
= SNR

r
nr .



 ,

is DMT-optimal for thent × nr quasi-static MIMO channel
with Rayleigh fading and CSIR.

The proof is a trivial application of Corollary 1 and the fact
thatX ′ also has the NVD property. As an example, consider
the Golden code-scheme [6]XG = {XG(SNR)}, where

XG(SNR)

=







µ

[

α(s1 + s2θ) α(s3 + s4θ)
γᾱ(s3 + s4θ̄) ᾱ(s1 + s2θ̄)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM,
i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

M
.
= SNR

r
2 ,







and µ2 .
= SNR(1− r

2 ), θ = (1 +
√
5)/2, θ̄ = (1 −

√
5)/2,

ᾱ = 1 + jθ and α = 1 + jθ̄. It is known thatXG is
DMT-optimal for arbitrary values ofnr. So, from Corollary
2, the LSTBC-schemeX ′

G = {X ′
G(SNR)}, where

X ′
G(SNR)

=











µ

[

α(s1 + s2θ) 0
0 ᾱ(s1 + s2θ̄)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM,
i = 1, 2.
M

.
= SNRr ,

µ2 .
= SNR1−r ,











is DMT-optimal for a2× 1 MIMO system.

A. Full-diversity QOSTBC-scheme for the 4×1 MIMO system

The QOSTBC of [12], which is a rate-1 LSTBC, is given
by

XQ =

















x1 x2 x3 x4

−x∗
2 x∗

1 −x∗
4 x∗

3
x3 x4 x1 x2

−x∗
4 x∗

3 −x∗
2 x∗

1







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x1, x2 ∈ AM2−QAM ,

x3, x4 ∈ ej
π
4 AM2−QAM











.

(45)
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Fig. 1. DMT curve for the QOSTBC-scheme, the CIOD-
STBC-scheme and the Perfect code-scheme [9] for a4 × 1
MIMO system.
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Fig. 2. DMT curve for rate-1, 4-group decodable STBC-
schemes [14] and the Perfect code-scheme [10] for annt×1
MIMO system,nt = 2n.
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Fig. 3. DMT curve for the fast-decodable LSTBC-schemes
[30], [18] and the Perfect code-scheme [9] for a4×2 MIMO
system.
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Fig. 4. DMT curve for the fast-decodable LSTBC-scheme
[18] and the Perfect code-scheme [10] for a6 × 3 MIMO
system.

where the M2-QAM, denoted by AM2−QAM is given
by AM2−QAM , {a + jb, a, b ∈ AM−PAM}, and
ej

π
4 AM2−QAM , {ej π

4 (a + ib), a, b ∈ AM−PAM}, is the
π/4 radian rotatedM2-QAM. The QOSTBC has a minimum
determinant6 of 256 [12], irrespective of the value ofM .
Expressing (45) as

XQ =

{

4
∑

i=1

(xiIAiI + xiQAiQ),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x1, x2 ∈ AM2−QAM ,

x3, x4 ∈ ej
π
4 AM2−QAM .

}

,

we note thatXQ can also be written as

XQ =

{

4
∑

i=1

(siIA
′
iI + siQA

′
iQ),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM

}

,

where

6The minimum determinant of a square STBCXL = {Xi, i =
1, · · · , |XL|} is defined asmin

{

|det (Xi − Xj) |2,Xi,Xj ∈ XL, i 6= j
}

.

A′
iI = AiI ,

A′
iQ = AiQ,

}
i = 1, 2,

A′
iI = 1√

2
(AiI + AiQ),

A′
iQ = 1√

2
(−AiI + AiQ).

}
i = 3, 4.

SinceXQ has a minimum determinant of256 that is invariant
with M ,

XZ =

{
4∑

i=1

(siIA′
iI + siQA′

iQ),

∣∣∣∣∣ siI , siQ ∈ Z

}
,

is such that for any non-zero matrixX of XZ,

det
(
XXH

)
≥ 1.

Hence, the QOSTBC-scheme has the NVD property and is
DMT-optimal for an4× 1 MIMO system.
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XC =









x1I + jx3Q x2I + jx4Q 0 0
−x2I + jx4Q x1I − jx3Q 0 0

0 0 x3I + jx1Q x4I + jx2Q

0 0 −x4I + jx2Q x3I − jx1Q




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

xi ∈ ejθAM2−QAM ,
i = 1, 2, 3, 4,
θ = 1

2 tan
−1(2)





. (46)

B. Schemes based on CIOD for the 2 × 1 and 4 × 1 MIMO

systems

The STBC from CIOD [13] for4 transmit antennas, denoted
by XC and defined by (46) at the top of the page, is a rate-
1 LSTBC with symbol-by-symbol ML-decodability.XC has
a minimum determinant of10.24 when its symbolsxi, i =
1, 2, 3, 4 take values from atan−1(2)/2 radian rotatedM2-
QAM constellation, irrespective of value ofM . Expressing
(46) as

XC =







4
∑

i=1

(xiIAiI + xiQAiQ),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

xi ∈ ejθAM2−QAM ,

i = 1, 2, 3, 4,
θ = 1

2
tan−1(2).







, (47)

we note that (47) can be alternatively written as

XC =

{

4
∑

i=1

(siIA
′
iI + siQA

′
iQ),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

siI , siQ ∈ AM−PAM

}

,

where

A′
iI = cos θAiI + sin θAiQ,

A′
iQ = − sin θAiI + cos θAiQ.

}
i = 1, 2, 3, 4,
θ = 1

2 tan
−1(2).

SinceXC has a minimum determinant of10.24 independent
of the value ofM , any non-zero matrixX of

XZ =

{
4∑

i=1

(siIA′
iI + siQA′

iQ),

∣∣∣∣∣ siI , siQ ∈ Z

}
,

is such that
det
(
XXH

)
≥ 0.04.

Hence, the CIOD based STBC-scheme has the NVD property
and is DMT-optimal for a4 × 1 MIMO system. Hence, the
CIOD based STBC-scheme is DMT-optimal for a4×1 MIMO
system. Using the same analysis, one can show that the STBC-
scheme based on the CIOD for2 transmit antennas is DMT-
optimal for the2× 1 MIMO system.

C. Four-group decodable STBC-schemes for nt × 1 MIMO

systems

For the special case ofnt being a power of2, rate-1, 4-group
decodable STBCS have been extensively studied in literature
[14]-[17]. For all these STBCs, the2nt real symbols taking
values from PAM constellations can be separated into four
equal groups such that the symbols of each group can be
decoded independently of the symbols of all the other groups.
For all these STBCs, the minimum determinant, irrespective
of the size of the signal constellation, is given by [17]

min
∆X6=O

= d4P,min,

where dP,min is the minimum product distance innt/2 real
dimensions, which has been shown to be a constant bounded

away from 0 in [34]. Hence, from Corollary 1, LSTBC-
schemes consisting of these4-group decodable STBCs are
DMT-optimal for nt × 1 MIMO systems, withnt being a
power of2 .

D. Fast-decodable STBCs

In [17] a rate-2, LSTBC was constructed for the4 × 2
MIMO system and this code was conjectured to have a
minimum determinant of10.24 when the real symbols take
values from regularM -PAM without regards to the value of
M . An intersting property of this LSTBC is that it allows
fast-decoding, meaning which, for ML-decoding the16 real
symbols (or8 complex symbols) of the STBC using sphere
decoding, it suffices to use a9 real-dimensional sphere decoder
instead of a16 real-dimensional one. We conjecture that the
LSTBC-scheme based on this fast-decodable STBC has the
NVD property and hence is DMT-optimal for the4×2 MIMO
system.

Several rate-nr, fast-decodable STBCs have been con-
structed in [18] for various asymmetric MIMO configurations-
for example, for4×2, 6×2, 6×3, 8×2, 8×3, 8×4 MIMO sys-
tems. For annt×nr asymmetric MIMO system, these STBCs
transmit a total ofntnr complex symbols innt channel uses
and with regards to ML-decoding, only anntnr− nt

2 complex-
dimensional sphere decoder is required, as against anntnr

complex-dimensional sphere decoder required for decoding
general rate-nr LSTBCs. These STBCs are constructed from
division algebra and STBC-schemes based on these STBCs
have the NVD property [18]. Hence, for annt×nr asymmetric
MIMO system, LSTBC-schemes consisting of these rate-nr

fast-decodable STBCs are DMT-optimal. The DMT curves for
some well known DMT-optimal LSTBC-schemes are shown
in Fig. 1, Fig. 2, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. In all the figures, the
Perfect code-scheme refers to the LSTBC-scheme that is based
on rate-nt perfect codes [9], [10] and this scheme is known
to be DMT-optimal for arbitrary number of receive antennas
[4]. The DMT-curves of the LSTBC-schemes that are based
on rate-nr LSTBCs coincide with that of the rate-nt perfect
code-scheme.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have presented an enhanced sufficient
criterion for DMT-optimality of STBC-schemes using which
we have established the DMT optimality of several low ML-
decoding complexity LSTBC-schemes for certain asymmetric
MIMO systems. However, obtaining a necessary and sufficient
condition for DMT-optimality of STBC-schemes is still an
open problem. Further, obtaining low ML-decoding complex-
ity STBC-schemes with NVD for arbitrary number of transmit
antennas is another possible direction of research.
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Ǒ ,



|hij |2

∣∣∣∣∣∣

nr∑

i=1

log2



1 +
SNR

nt

nt∑

j=1

|hij |2


 > r log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR) ≥ 1

nt

nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

log2(1 + SNR|hij|2)



 (48)

APPENDIX A

EVALUATION OF P(Õ)

We have

P(Õ) =

∫

Õ
p(H)dH

=

∫

Õ

nr∏

i=1

nt∏

j=1

p(hij)d(hij) (49)

=

∫

Ǒ

nr∏

i=1

nt∏

j=1

p(|hij |2)d(|hij |2), (50)

where (49) is because of the independence of the entries
of H and (50) is by change of variables, witȟO defined
as shown in (48) at the top of the page. It is well known
that p(|hij |2) = e−|hij|2 for Rayleigh fading. Let|h2

ij | =

SNR−αij . Now, p(αij) = (loge SNR)e−SNR−αij
SNR−αij .

Defining the vectorα as α = [αij ]i=1,··· ,nr, j=1,··· ,nt
, we

have

P(Õ) = κ

∫

~O
e−

∑
i,j SNR−αij

SNR−∑
i,j αijdα, (51)

whereκ = (loge SNR)ntnr and

~O =



















α

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

i log2

(

1 +
∑

j
SNR

1−αij

nt

)

> r log2 SNR

+ o(log2 SNR),
∑

i,j log2
(

1 + SNR1−αij
)

≤ ntr log2 SNR

+ o(log2 SNR)



















=

{
α

∣∣∣∣
∑

i max{0, {1− αij}j=1,··· ,nt
} > r,∑

i,j(1 − αij)
+ ≤ ntr

}

wheremax{.} denotes “the largest element of”. Note that in
(51), the integrand is exponentially decaying withSNR when
any one of theαij is negative, unlike a polynomial decay
when all theαij are non-negative. Hence, using the concept
developed in [2],

P(Õ)
.
= SNR−f(α∗),

where

f(α∗) = inf
~O
⋂

R+





nr∑

i=1

nt∑

j=1

αij



 ,

with R+ representing the set of non-negative real numbers. It
is easy to check that the infemum occurs when all but two
of αij are 1 − r

nr
, while the other two are1 − r

nr
+ δ and

1− r
nr

− δ respectively, whereδ → 0+. Hence,

P(Õ)
.
= SNR−nt(nr−r).

APPENDIX B

We prove here thatOl = O′
l almost surely. As before, the

rows of H are denoted byhi, i = 1, 2, · · · , nr. Let |hij |2 =
SNR−αij andu , [u1, u2, · · · , unt

]T be a complex column
vector independent ofhi, with either |uj|2 .

= SNR0 or uj =
0, j = 1, 2, · · · , nt. Defining the indicatorsI1, I2, · · · , Int

as

Ij =

{
1, if |uj |2 .

= SNR0

0 otherwise,

we have

|hiu|2 =

nt∑

j=1

hijuj

nt∑

k=1

h∗
iku

∗
j

=

nt∑

j=1

|hij |2|uj|2 + 2

nt−1∑

j=1

nt∑

k=j+1

Re(hijh
∗
ikuju

∗
k)

.
= SNR−β almost surely, (52)

where Re(.) denotes “the real part of“ and

β = min{αij | Ij 6= 0}j=1,2,··· ,nt
.

Note that (52) is due to the fact that the ’hij ’s are independent
random variables. Now, denoting theith row of HUl by hi(l),
let |hij(l)|2 .

= SNR−βij . It is to be noted that sinceUl is
unitary, each row and column ofUl has at least one non-zero
entry. Denoting the positions of these non-zero entries in the
ith column byηi, i = 1, 2, · · · , nt, ηi 6= ηj for i 6= j (note that
[η1, · · · , ηnt

] = [1, 2, · · · , nt]P, whereP is some permutation
matrix of sizent × nt), from (52), we have

βij ≤ αiηj
almost surely.

Hence,
nt∑

j=1

log2
(
1 + SNR|hij(l)|2

)
=

nt∑

j=1

log2
(
1 + SNR1−βij

)

≥
nt∑

j=1

log2
(
1 + SNR1−αij

)

=

nt∑

j=1

log2
(
1 + SNR|hij |2

)

almost surely and this is true for alli = 1, 2, · · · , nr. Hence,
almost surely
∑

i,j

log2
(
1 + SNR|hij(l)|2

)
≥
∑

i,j

log2
(
1 + SNR|hij|2

)
.

So,
∑

i,j log2
(

1 + SNR|hij |2
)

> ntr log2 SNR + o(log2 SNR) ⇒
∑

i,j log2
(

1 + SNR|hij(l)|2
)

> ntr log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR) al-
most surely. SinceUl is unitary, it can be similarly proven that
∑

i,j
log2

(

1 + SNR|hij(l)|2
)

> ntr log2 SNR + o(log2 SNR)

⇒ ∑

i,j
log2

(

1 + SNR|hij |2
)

> ntr log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR)
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almost surely. Hence,
∑

i,j

log2
(

1 + SNR|hij |2
)

> ntr log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR)

⇐⇒
∑

i,j

log2
(

1 + SNR|hij(l)|2
)

> ntr log2 SNR+ o(log2 SNR)

almost surely and hence,Ol = O′
l almost surely.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work was partly supported by the DRDO-IISc program
on Advanced Research in Mathematical Engineering through
research grants, and the INAE Chair Professorship to B.
Sundar Rajan. We thank L. P. Natarajan for useful discussions
on DMT-optimality of STBCs.

REFERENCES

[1] V. Tarokh, N. Seshadri, and A. R. Calderbank, “Space timecodes for
high date rate wireless communication : performance criterion and code
construction,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory., vol. 44, no. 2, pp. 744 - 765,
Mar. 1998.

[2] L. Zheng and D. Tse, “Diversity and Multiplexing: A Fundamental
Tradeoff in Multiple-Antenna Channels,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol.
49, no. 5, pp. 1073-1096, May 2003.

[3] H. Yao and G. W. Wornell, “Achieving the full MIMO diversity-
multiplexing frontier with rotation-based space-time codes,” inProc. 41st

Annual Allerton Conf. on Comm. Control and Comput., Monticello, IL,
Oct. 02-04, 2003.

[4] P. Elia, K. R. Kumar, S. A. Pawar, P. V. Kumar, and H.-F. Lu,“Explicit
Space-Time Codes Achieving the Diversity-Multiplexing Gain Tradeoff,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 9, pp. 3869-3884, Sep. 2006.

[5] B. Hassibi and B. Hochwald, “High-rate codes that are linear in space
and time,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 48, no. 7, pp. 1804-1824, July
2002.

[6] J. C. Belfiore, G. Rekaya, and E. Viterbo, “The Golden Code: A 2 × 2
full rate space-time code with non-vanishing determinants,” IEEE Trans.
Inform. Theory, vol. 51, no. 4, pp. 1432-1436, Apr. 2005.

[7] S. Tavildar and P. Vishwanath, “Approximately universal codes over slow-
fading channels,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 7, pp. 3233-3258,
July 2006.

[8] T. Kiran and B. S. Rajan, “STBC-schemes with non-vanishing determi-
nant for certain number of transmit antennas,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol.51, no.8, pp.2984-2992, Aug. 2005.

[9] F. Oggier, G. Rekaya, J. C. Belfiore, and E. Viterbo, “Perfect space time
block codes,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 9, pp. 3885-3902,
Sep. 2006.

[10] P. Elia, B. A. Sethuraman, and P. V. Kumar, “Perfect Space-Time Codes
for Any Number of Antennas,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 53, no. 11,
pp. 3853-3868, Nov. 2007.

[11] S. M. Alamouti, “A simple transmit diversity techniquefor wireless
communications,”IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 16, no. 8, pp. 1451-
1458, Oct. 1998.

[12] W. Su and X.-G. Xia, “Signal Constellations for Quasi-Orthogonal
Space-Time Block Codes With Full Diversity,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. 50, no. 10, pp. 2331-2347, Oct. 2004.

[13] Z. A. Khan and B. S. Rajan, “Single-Symbol Maximum-Likelihood
Decodable Linear STBCs,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol.52, no.5, pp.
2062-2091, May 2006.

[14] D. N. Dao, C. Yuen, C. Tellambura, Y. L. Guan, and T. T. Tjhung, “Four-
group decodable space-time block codes,”IEEE Trans. Signal Process.,
vol. 56, no. 1, pp. 424-430, Jan. 2008.

[15] S. Karmakar and B. S. Rajan, “Multigroup-Decodable STBCs from
Clifford Algebras,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 55, no. 1, pp. 223-231,
Jan. 2009.

[16] G. S. Rajan and B. S. Rajan, “Multi-group ML Decodable Collocated
and Distributed Space Time Block Codes,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol.
56, no. 7, pp. 3221-3247, Jul. 2010.

[17] K. P Srinath and B. S. Rajan,“Generalized Silver Codes,” IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 9, pp. 6134-6147, Sep. 2011.
[18] R. Vehkalahti, C. Hollanti, and F. Oggier, “Fast-Decodable Asymmetric

Space-Time Codes from Division Algebras,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. 57 , no. 12 , pp. , Dec. 2011.

[19] E. Viterbo and J. Boutros, “A universal lattice code decoder for fading
channels,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 45, no. 5, pp. 1639-1642, July
1999.

[20] A.M. Chan and I. Lee, “A new reduced-complexity sphere decoder for
multiple antenna systems,” inProc. ICC 2002, pp. 460 - 464, Apr. 28 -
May 02, 2002.

[21] M. O. Damen, K. A.-Meraim, and M. S. Lemdani, “Further results on
the sphere decoder,” inProc. IEEE ISIT 2001, pp. 333, Jun. 24-29, 2001.

[22] L. G. Barbero and J. S. Thompson, “Fixing the Complexityof the Sphere
Decoder for MIMO Detection,”IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 7,
no. 6, pp. 2131-2142, June 2008.

[23] J. Jalden, L. G. Barbero, B. Ottersten, and J. S. Thompson, “The Error
Probability of the Fixed-Complexity Sphere Decoder,”IEEE Trans. Signal

Process., vol. 57, no. 7, pp. 2711-2720, July 2009.
[24] W. Ping, Le-Ngoc Tho, “A low-complexity generalized sphere decoding

approach for underdetermined linear communication systems: perfor-
mance and complexity evaluation,”IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 57, no.
11, pp. 3376-3388, Nov. 2009.

[25] H.-F. Lu and C. Hollanti, “Optimal Diversity-Multiplexing Tradeoff and
Code Constructions of Some Constrained Asymmetric MIMO Systems,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 56, no. 5, pp. 2121-2129, May 2010.

[26] P. Dayal and M. K. Varanasi, “An optimal two transmit antenna space-
time code and its stacked extensions,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 51,
no. 12, pp. 4348-4355, Dec. 2005.

[27] A. Hottinen, O. Tirkkonen, and R. Wichman,Multi-antenna Transceiver

Techniques for 3G and Beyond. John Wiley and Sons, Feb. 2003.
[28] J. Paredes, A.B. Gershman, and M. G.-Alkhansari, “A2×2 Space-Time

Code with Non-Vanishing Determinants and Fast Maximum Likelihood
Decoding,” inProc IEEE ICASSP 2007, vol. 2, pp. 877-880, Apr. 2007.

[29] S. Sezginer and H. Sari, “Full-Rate Full-Diversity2 × 2 Space-Time
Codes of Reduced Decoder Complexity,”IEEE Commun. Letters, vol.
11, no. 12. Dec. 2007.

[30] K. P. Srinath and B. S. Rajan, “Low ML-Decoding Complexity, Large
Coding Gain, Full-Rate, Full-Diversity STBCs for2×2 and4×2 MIMO
Systems,”IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 3, no. 6, pp. 916-927,
Dec. 2009.

[31] J.-K. Zhang, J. Liu, and K. M. Wong, “Trace-OrthonormalFull-Diversity
Cyclotomic SpaceTime Codes,”IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 55, no.
2, pp. 618-630, Feb. 2007.

[32] I. E. Telatar, “Capacity of multi-antenna Gaussian channels,” Europ.
Trans. Telecomm., vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 585-595, Nov. 1999.

[33] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson,Matrix Analysis. Cambridge, U.K.:
Cambridge Univ. Press, 1985.

[34] http://www1.tlc.polito.it/∼viterbo/rotations/rotations.html.

http://www1.tlc.polito.it/~viterbo/rotations/rotations.html

	I Introduction and Background
	I-A Motivation for our results
	I-B Contributions and paper organization

	II System Model
	III Main Result
	IV DMT-optimality criterion for LSTBC-schemes
	V DMT-optimal LSTBC-schemes for Asymmetric MIMO systems
	V-A Full-diversity QOSTBC-scheme for the 41 MIMO system
	V-B Schemes based on CIOD for the  21 and 41 MIMO systems
	V-C Four-group decodable STBC-schemes for nt 1 MIMO systems
	V-D Fast-decodable STBCs

	VI Concluding Remarks
	References

