arXiv:1201.5608v1 [cs.IT] 26 Jan 2012

Combinatorial Channel Signature Modulation for
Wireless ad-hoc Networks

Robert J. Piechocki Dino Sejdinovic
Merchant Venturers School of Engineering Gatsby Computational Neuroscience Unit
University of Bristol University College London
Woodland Rd, Bristol, BS8 1UB, UK 17 Queen Square, London, WC1N 3AR, UK
Email: r.j.piechocki@bristol.ac.uk Email: dino@gatsby.ucl.ac.uk

Abstract—In this paper we introduce a novel modulation beneficial feature is the ability to achieve a true duplex, i.

and multiplexing method which facilitates highly efficient and  all users in the network can transmit and receive signalseat t
simultaneous communication between multiple terminals inwire- same frequency and in the same time slot.

less ad-hoc networks. We term this method Combinatorial . .
Channel Signature Modulation (CCSM). The CCSM method is 1€ CCSM method is inspired by a cross-layer scheme for

particularly efficient in situations where communicating nodes Wireless peer-to-peer mutual broadcast considered by ¢han
operate in highly time dispersive environments. This is all and Guo in[[1]. In this paper each node is assigned a code-
achieved with a mjnimal MAQ layer overhead,.since allusers@ pook of on-off signalling codewords, such that every pdssib
a_llowed to transmit and receive at the same tlme/freque_ncyflﬂll message corresponds to a single codeword. However, the
simultaneous duplex). The CCSM method has its roots in spaes . . « . .
modelling and the receiver is based on compressive sampling scheme by Zhang and Guo is sgltable only.for the situation
techniques. Towards this end, we develop a new low complexit Where broadcast messages consist of a relatively small @umb
algorithm termed Group Subspace Pursuit. Our analysis sugests of bits”. Namely, the size of the sparse recovery problem
that CCSM at least doubles the throughput when compared to which needs to be solved is exponential in the length of the
the state-of-the art. message. Our scheme overcomes this limitation by encoding
the message in a combination of the codeword span, i.e., in a
choice ofl out of L codewords in the codeword span, where

Time dispersion has traditionally posed a very challengirig«. L. Such representation of useful information results in a
problem for communications systems. Typical examples significant reduction of the computational comple&itys the
highly time dispersive channels include wireless systeritis wnumber of possible messages is expressed through a number
large bandwidth, power line communication (e.g. for Smaaf all possible combinations, which |$€) This, in turn,
Grids), underwater channels etc. The currently favouratést renders our scheme practical for broadcasting much longer
of-the-art solution is typified by OFDM and SC-FDE systemmessages. Moreover, in CCSM additional information can be
(e.g., 4G mobile systems, WiFi). Other existing solutionsncoded in the choice of the weights assigned to a particular
include: equalisation in single carrier receivers (e.@,180- combination of the codeword span. In addition, the scheme
bile systems) and rake receivers for CDMA (e.g., 3G mobitef [I] cannot cope with time dispersive environments. Our
systems). In all those techniques time dispersion reptesenscheme, in contrast, thrives on dispersive nature of vdsele
hindrance to a larger or smaller extent. The system destrilsystems, by adapting the sparse recovery problem to the
here thrives on the dispersive nature of communicationsch@hannel signatures.
nels and turns it into an advantage. Combinatorial modulation constructions have been pre-

MAC Layer coordination is another source of inefficienciegiously considered in optical communication systems. A
in communications systems. The MAC protocol regulatglroughput efficient version of pulse-position modulation
how competing users access a shared resource (e.g. a rédfM) signalling scheme is called multipulse or combinato-
channel). In a standard solution only a single user can atal PPM (MPPM) [9], [10], [11]. However, MPPM applies
cupy a shared resource; otherwise a “collision” occurs. Tlseich information representation directly in time domaiimgs
most important MAC protocols include CSMA/CA (e.g. IEEEsingle pulses. The MPPM signalling is inherently sensitive
802.11x) or (slotted) Aloha. The DS-CDMA system somewhat
relaxes this constraint by allowing a group of synchronised'!n the setup by Zhang and Guo, the size of the sparse vectde to

. . . recovered isL - N, where L is the number of all possible messages, and

users to transmit at the same time and in the same frequerﬂé}é the number od users. This means that each messadegasnats of
(in the same cell). However, synchronisation is very difficuinformation. On the other hand, the same size of the probtemui scheme
to achieve in an ad-hoc network. The CCSM method does ngtults in the message lengthlofs () nats of information for appropriately
require a complicated MAC layer coordination mechanisrfifosent < L. If, for example,l = Lll//j the standard bounds on the
The CCSM allows all users to transmit signals at the sargcma coefficients vieldog ;) = O(L'/® log L), AssuminglV fixed,

) ’ - ¢ - Nie sparse recovery problem size is now only quadratic imtireber of nats
time, therefore no coordination is needed. Another highby information per message.

I. INTRODUCTION


http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.5608v1

Transmitted

by user 2

)\ J\
Codeword A

san | Ty A

Received waveformby ~ © T :
user 2 (from user 1)

Transmitted codeword
by user 1

NN
A

Modified

codewor
Channel span
impulse "
Response aaiad

Received
waveform
by user 2

Figure 1. Simple example of a codebook and construction efrémsmitted Figure 2. Simple example of a receiver codebook.
signal.

. . . . . ) are constructed from very short bursts of digital modutatio
to multipath interference, time dispersion and multipleeess signals. We emphasize, it is not the digital signal whichiear

interference (MAI) [12]. Whereas MPPM signalling typigall useful information - the information rate is the same no aratt

uses a maximum-likelihood receiver [11], which involves af, -+ modulation (BPSK, QPSK, 16-QAM etc) we choose to

optimisation problem over the set of all binary sequences of gty ct the waveforms. It is theaoice of the I-combination
length L having weight/, which becomes intractable even foly¢ 1o codeword span and of the associated weights which
moderate values of. and !, the CCSM method utilizes fast carries the information.

reconstruction methods based on sparse recovery sohers [2The transmitted waveform is propagated in a dispersive
. . .
[8] found in the field of compressed sensiiig [3], [4]. channel (depicted as a green line) and received as a convo-
Il. SIGNALING MODULATION AND CODEBOOK DEsIGN  lution of the two (black line). The implicit assumption here
: is that the channel can be modelled as a linear time invariant
A. System Overview

i ] ) ) channel (FIR filter). Such an assumption is a commonplace in
To improve the clarity of presentation we describe oype |iterature and in practice.

system using toy examples in baseband signaling. Howeverne ccsm method relies on the linearity property of
the system is equally applicable to pass-band signalin@wh .qnyojution. The receiver reconstructs a modified codeword
in fact, we use in the following sections. _ span — blue waveforms in Figufé 2, where each waveform

Each of the users constructs its transmitted signal usipgihe original codeword span is convolved with the channel
a codeword span known to all intended receivers. Figlireghinatre. The task for the receiver is to estimate which
depicts an example of the codeword span with= 6. The \aveforms were used by the transmitter. The whole detection
message to be transmitted is encoded in-aombination of  5cess can be performed efficiently using sparse recovery
the codeword span, i.e., in a choicelaiut of L codewords in ggjyers. The transmitted waveform is essentially a sequenc
the codeword span, whete< L. Note that there aré%) = of on-off duty cycles, where for most of the time there are
l,(LL—ll), such combinations. Specifically, the transmitted signailent periods (“off cycles”). Each user utilises its “offaes”
is a weighted sum of the chosen waveforms. In base-band, thereceive signals from the other users. In the “on cycles”,
weights could be points in Amplitude Shift Keying (ASK)however, the user cannot receive the signal, which reptgsen
modulation e.g{+1, —1}. In the provided example in Figurean erasure in the codebook. This is depicted in Figuire 2 as
[, ! = 2 waveforms are chosen: first and third (depicted ifhe doted boxes. Only non-erased portions of the codeb@ok ar
red). Both weights happen to kel. The transmitted waveform used in the detection process. Technically, with this sehem
is the sum of the two (brown line). The information rate ofhe Rx/Tx chains do not operate simultaneously. Furtheemor
this signaling scheme is thug = - (log, % +1q) bits/s, the explicit assumption is that the nodes_ope_zra_te fast Isimj;c_
where W is the time duration of the waveforms in second$@! the symbol rate) between Rx/Tx, which is indeed possible
and 29 is the size of the alphabet of weights. with the current RF technology.

This particular construction of constituent waveformsdgo .
word span), combinatorial construction of the transmitte%‘ Constant Weight Codes
signal and the fact that < L all play a crucial part since The CCSM requires a non-linear encoding operation. The
they allow very efficient decoding, MAC-less user coordingsrocess of mapping the information vectors at each user
tion and full duplex operation for each user. A key featur® a uniquel-combination of the codeword span can be
of the constituent waveforms is sparsity i.e. the wavefornvdewed as constant (hamming) weight coding (CWC). The
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Figure 3. CCSM encoder at theth user.
Figure 4. CCSM decoder for dtth user.

problem of efficient encoding and decoding constant-weight ) ) )
vectors received significant interest in the literatureefgh Parameters. In the sequel, we will consider the following
are practical algorithms of computational complexity &ine construction: all CO'%“nS o8; have equal number of non-
in the lengthZ of constant weight vectors, which are base@€ro entries, set Q7 ], and non-zero entries are selected
on lexicographic ordering and enumeratidi [6]. Howeve\",”'formly at random from a predefined constellatl(_)n,e.gmfr
the approach particularly suitable for our system is that d€ Set{+1,—1}. Moreover, every two columns i, have
[7], as its complexity is quadratic in the weight of constarffiSioint support. This way, as the transmitted codewsard
weight vectors, which fares favourably in comparison to tHé formed as a weighted sum of exacﬂycoll\l;mns inS;,
enumeration approach in the case wHete L. In [7], authors the transmitted codeword will have exactly | 7] non-zero
pursue geometric representation of information vectorarin €Ntries, implying that every useérwill have exactly! - Ba
I-dimensional Euclidean space and establish bijective ragpsOn-slots and will use itd/ = M —i-| 7 | off-slots to listen to

dissecting certain polytopes in this space. the incoming signals of other users. Another way to construc
a signalling dictionary would be to apply a regular Gallager
C. CCSM Encoder construction, which was originally developed for LDPC cede
Consider a network ofV + 1 users denoted, 1,..., N, (cf, e.g., Ch. VI of [13] and references therein).

each of which has & -+ Ig bit message to transmit to all Figure[3 depicts a CCSM encoder at useThe encoding
others through a wireless medium using the same singlescarthree-step procedure is summarized b&tow

frequency. Denote byl\/ the number of transmissions, and 1) Useri encodesb; := ¢¢(w;.1.x) using a CWC code.
k+1 . : i o .
by w; € Fy"'? the message at user It is assumed that  2) Further I bits are encoded on non-zero entries

users are equipped with an encoder, which constitutes of in b, e, ¢ = Gu(Wiriihiigbi) =

bijective maps¢c and ¢.,. The first map,¢c - IF’; - C, Gw (Wi kt1:k+1g, Pc(wik)). This is based on a
mapsk-bit binary WOerS into ar(L, ) constant weight binary bijective map that assigns a different complex number
codeC C {c € Fy : wu(c) = I}. The second map to each binary sequence of lengih which can be

! ; : g .
¢w : Fy' x C — C" assigns complex-numbered values to  thought of as a QAM modulation witB? constellation
the non-zero entries in a constant weight binary codeword points.

from C. For simplicity, we may assume that consists of ~3) Useri transmitsx; = Sic;, where the matrix-vector
all possible(") constant weight codewords, in which case we multiplication S;¢; is performed ovefC.
can takek = |log, (%)J Each useri is assigned a signaling
dictionary S; = (s;1,8i2,...,si,1), where eachs; ; € CM D. CCSM Decoder
is a sparse column vector. (Columns of t_he_maBjxcan be Figureld depicts a CCSM decoder at useFhe CCSM de-
thought of as sampled waveforms constituting the codewotflyer receives a superposition of all signals from all idegh
span in Fig[lL.) Each user has perfect knowledge olNalt 1 ongmitters, i.e., users# i. As aforementioned, the receiver
signaling dictionaries. Furthermore, each usdmasz perfect yoes not receive the signal in on-cycles (when it transmits)
knowledge of the chaljnel |mpulse resporiigs € C _Of the \hich is represented by the erasure channel. Upon removing
channel between]\ljsejsal_ndz, and of its own channel impulse e gelf interference components, the CCSM decoder employs
responseh; ; € C*, which we refer to as aself-channel”. sparse recovery solver
( Sel_f-chann_el can be thotht (.)f as a ‘radar return’, ard it Specifically, the recovery at nodeproceeds as follows:
role is explained in the description of the CCSM decoder.)

We remark that the signalling dictionaB at useri can be  2y,0ughout the paper, fou,b € N, a < b, a : b denotes the set
judiciously optimized to suit the preferred choice of syste {a,a+ 1,...,b}, and for a vectox, and set of indices!, x4 := (Xa)acA.
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Define an erasure pattern vectoreas=~ 1 (x;), where

1(v) =0if v =0 and1(v) = 1 otherwise. Define . . 1
an erasure matri@;, produced fromI,, ,, identity (@jk+1+1g, Dg) = Dy (‘Eﬂ')’
matrix, by removing rows where correspondiaghas Witk = ¢El(bj)-
zero entry. Denote the number of rowsEh by M.

User: using off-duty cycles receives: I1l. SPARSERECOVERY FORCCSM

We recall that each useélis required to solve the sparse re-
N covery problem[{(ld) in order to correctly detect the trantadit
7, = E; Z h; % S;c; + Z; | +E; (hy, * S;c;), Mmessages. This is a non-convex and intractable optimizatio
joOgti ' problem. However, in the spirit of the compressed sensing
(1) framework, one can apply a convex relaxation, by replacing
where” «” symbol denotes convolution truncatedt6 the Ly norm with theZ; norm:
time slots andz; represents the additive Gaussian noise

over M time slots. 9_; — argmin|y; — A_;v_q|
Since each user switches into reception mode in be- —i T gl T2
tween transmitting short bursts, there would be echoes st |c;ll, = I, forallj#i. (5)

of its own transmitted signal in the received signal ) o .
(self interference). However, all users know their ow¥Ve Will refer to the convex relaxation il 5 as Group Basis
transmitted signal and can therefore subtract the tefpyrsuit (GBP). Furthermore, one can employ an even simpler
E; (h;; * S;c;) in eq. [1) as long as they know the “selfform of the convex relaxation, i.e., a standard embodimént o

channel”. the LASSO/Basis Pursuit (BP):

vi=¥i—E;(h;;xSic;) =A_,v_;+z;, (2 V_; arg rf,lin llyi — A_iv_i|,

wherez; = E;z;, v_; is the N L-column vector formed st fvall, <IN, (6)

by concatenating verticallgo, ci,..., €i—1.€i+1.--€N,  where the group structure of non-zero entriesin is omitted,
ie,voi=[colef|...le,lefiq]. . lex] andA_;is but can be enforced after solvirig (6).
an M x NL matrix, given by: Another method to solve our original probleifn (4), is to
employ a greedy iterative sparse recovery algorithm. A nermb
of such algorithms have appeared in the literature inclydin
A_; = E;|h;o*Solh;1 %S| (3) Compressive Sampling Matching Pursuit (CoSaMR) [2] and
Subspace Pursuit (SP) [3]. These algorithms can be enhanced
Iy i1 % Si_1|hiis1 *Sisa| - |hyy * SN:|- to take into account the additional group structure of the
unknown vector, which is imposed by our system set-up.

. . ..Namely, in addition to the unknown vecter_; having (N
Note that the matri>A _; can be calculated offline, as it Y ¢ g

q d | the ch i | 4 Jon-zero entries, each of ity subvectorsc; of length L,
epends only on the channet IMpuISe reSponses and fif exactlyl non-zero entries. In Algorithril 1, we present
signaling dictionaries. Therefore, it needs to be updat

. e modification of Subspace Pursuit, which we name Group
only vyhen the channel impulse response changes. Subspace Pursuit (GSP). For simplicity and without loss of
User Ueeds_to Sf""e the following problem to detecéenerality, we present the GSP as applied to the sparse
the desired signal: recovery problem at usér= 0. The GSP is a low complexity
method, which has computational complexity of Least Square
estimator of sizelN, and is vastly more computationally
efficient than convex optimisation based methods, inclydin
1, for all j # i, (4) Group Basis Pursuit (GBP) and Basis Pursuit (BP).

Figure[® depicts performance of the three sparse solvers for
This is a non-convex optimisation problem. Howevegroup CS set-up. In this study there &€ + 1) = 10 groups,
we note that exactlyN! out of NL entries inv_; and in each group= 4 out of L = 32 elements are non zero.
are non zero, hence its sparsity level is by the initidfhis investigation was performed for three under sampling
assumptioni— < 1. This set-up is found in compressiveratios for each of those reconstruction methods. For exampl
sensing (CS) problems, and thus one can apply a rarigje-100 signifies the Basis Pursuit solver on a Complex Gaus-
of efficient sparse recovery solvers available in thgian dense measurement matrix with sipé x 320 (i.e. 31%
literature to find an approximate solution to efll (4ynder sampling ratio). The non-zero elements in the unknown
which we discuss in the next Section. vector are drawn from a QPSK modulation set. The error event
Finally, user; decodes the messages for Al i: is defined as any symbol error in the group. For low under

V_; = argl‘rllil_lHYi—A—iV—iHQ
—1

s.t. [lc;l,



Algorithm 1 Group Subspace Pursuit (GSP).

« Input. A waveformyg € CM at user0, received during the off-duty
cycles, with the self-interference component removed, /Sighaling
matrix A _o € CM*NL CCSM parameterg and!.

o Output. Vector¥_q consisting of N subvectorsc; of length L, each
having exactlyl non-zero entries.

1) Initialize. Setrg =yo,t=1,T0 =@

2) lIdentify. For eachj = 1,..., N, setl{; to thel indices largest in

magnitude in thej-th L-sub-vector ofA* jr; 1, i.e.,

> lr-a—0w)]

u; € argmax{
w weW
WC[G—-1)L+1:j L], W :l}.

3) Merge. Put the old and new columns into one sét:= 7;_1 U

U]_l u
4) Igstimate. Solve the least-squares problem on the chosen column-s

vy = argrr{/in ||A,0A’uv — rt,1||2

Vinpu = 0

5) Prune. Retain thel coefficients largest in magnitude in eaéhsub-
vector of v/, i.e

U; € argmax
J gw{

> Vi

weW

WcClG-DL+1: L], |W|=l}-

to obtain the support estimatg = UN Uj.
6) lterate. Find thet-th estimate and update the residual:

Vi 1:

Vi, T

NN\T:

r¢

argmin [ Ao v — il
0
Yo—A_ovit

Sett + t + 1 and repeat (2)-(6) until stopping criterion holds.
7) Output. Returnv_g = v¢.
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Figure 5. Performance comparison of Basis Pursuit/Las&), (@roup Basis
Pursuit (GBP) and Group Subspace Pursuit (GSP).
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Figure 6. Performance of the proposed method in terms of agessrorr

Late: In this case there aféV + 1) = 5 users simultaneously broadcasting
Mmessages using CCSM with = 64, [ = 12.

sampling ratios, Group Basis Pursuit performs best. Howeve
for moderate and larger values, our Group Subspace Pursuit
is almost the same. Therefore, given its low complexity, we
apply GSP to analyse the CCSM performance in the sequel.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we report humerical results of the proposed
method and quantitative comparison with the state-ofattie-
We consider a multi-user wireless network with+ 1 nodes,
where all users are within radio range of each other. Allsiser
attempt to broadcast a message to all other nodes. We assume
a very dispersive channel, modelled by an FIR filter with
32 taps, with exponentially decaying profile. Moreover, we
assume that each pair of nodes has an independent channel.
We setl = 64, [ = 12, and use QPSK signalling; (= 2),

i.e., each message contaithQ (%)J +1lq = 65 bits. Figure
depicts the performance of the proposed method for 5 users
in terms of message error ratelER) as a function of signal-
to-noise ratio, for various values of the numbérof available
symbol intervals. Th&®ERis an empirical probability estimate

of a failure occurring in the message delivery. We remark tha
the values ofMER could be further decreased by the use of
outer coding.

To further assess the performance of the CCSM method, we
compare its achieved throughput to the throughput estsnate
of what would be the best hypothetical solutions, constdict
using the state-of-the-art in an idealised scenario. Asrieef
we assume that the transmission occurrs over a time dispersi
channel, modelled by an FIR filter with 32 taps, but, in order
to make a fair comparison to MAC protocols below, without
any additive noise. Achieved throughput of CCSM in bits per
symbol interval, given by N + 1) - 65/Min, Where My, is
the minimum number of symbol intervals at which no message
errors occurred in at least 100,000 simulation trials, @itptd
in Fig. [d. We note that the throughput performance of the
CCSM is insensitive to the number of users in the network.



First hypothetical system we consider exploits a centr:
controlling mechanism that closely coordinates transiomiss 3
between all users, using a TDMA channel access. To ava
interference the total transmission time would be divide
equally into N + 1 non overlapping slots. Each user would
broadcast its message to all other users in its designai
slot, and receive messages from all other users in remaini
N slots. To cope with the dispersive channel nature, suc
system would need to use FDE/OFDM. A typical FDE/OFDV
system requires a guard interval (cyclic prefix) of about 209
slot duration. However, in reality, additional guard ivals
would be needed, and close coordination between nod .
implies additional overheads. When compared even to th ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
idealised and highly impractical system, our method offer number of users
a better throughput, as each message transmission requires

65/2 1 _ 41 symbol intervals, which results in the throughpufigure 7. Throughput comparison of the CCSM and the ideshlisrsions

0.8 . : X
. . f CSMA/CA and full tralized TDMA with d intervals.
of 65/41 = 1.58 hits per symbol interval regardless of the and Tl cenfrafize With guard fniervals

number of users in the network.

I_-|owever,| d'nmeSt cajTets)l, SUChd ahcentral c(;)ntrolllng mlecg’thte—of-the art. However, the presented performancesgain
anism would be unavailable, and the second, more realisii¢. ccsm are conservative, since we have opted for a low
bgnchmarkmg_sys_tem we _con3|der is based instead on Q'.‘ﬁ'mplexity detection method. Further performance gaims ca
tributed CO_C;_I‘dIII’;atIOI’I function (DC(;:)_ and CSMA/CAb [14].he achieved by employing sparse recovery methods which
more specifically on DCF as used in IEEE 802.11b MAG, g capitalise on the discrete nature of the unknown signa
in broadcasting mode. Such system relies on the randomiggd; .,
deferment of transmissions in order to avoid collisions on a
shared wireless medium. Since we assume that all users are REFERENCES
within radio range of each other, there is no inefficiencyltes (1] Lei zhang and Dongning Guo “Wireless Peer-to-Peer Mutua
ing from hidden/exposed terminals, thus we employ only the Broadcast via Sparse Recovery” preprint available from:
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