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Abstract

This is the second part of a two-part series of papers, whererror performance of multidimensional
lattice constellations with signal space diversity (SSB)investigated. In Part |, following a novel
combinatorial geometrical approach which is based on ledotdpe geometry, we have presented an exact
analytical expression and two closed-form bounds for thalsy error probability (SEP) in Additive
White Gaussian Noise (AWGN). In the present Part Il, we extdme analysis and present a novel
analytical expression for the Frame Error Probability (JFEBP multidimensional lattice constellations
over Nakagamin fading channels. As the FEP of infinite lattices is lower badecthby the Sphere Lower
Bound (SLB), we propose the Sphere Upper Bound (SUB) forkbfading channels. Furthermore, two
novel bounds for the FEP of multidimensional lattice coltesiens over block fading channels, named
Multiple Sphere Lower Bound (MSLB) and Multiple Sphere UpB®und (MSUB), are presented. The
expressions for the SLB and SUB are given in closed form,enhié corresponding ones for MSLB and

MSUB are given in closed form for unitary block length. Nuimsal and simulation results illustrate the
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tightness of the proposed bounds and demonstrate that énelyecefficiently used to set the performance

limits on the FEP of lattice constellations of arbitraryustiure, dimension and rank.
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. INTRODUCTION

The performance evaluation of multidimensional signak d&ds attracted significant attention due
to the signal space diversity (SSD) that these constatfiatisresent/[2] and the fact that they can be
efficiently used to combat the signal degradation causedaling. The design of such constellations
has been extensively studied in [3]-[6], but since the aitally computation of the voronoi cells of
multidimensional constellations is difficult![7], theirrer performance has been evaluated only through
approximations and bounds! [8]=]10], while for special cgas®ome exact but complicated analytical
expressions were derived [11].

In Part | [1] of this two-part series of papers, based on pelcabpe geometry we introduced a novel
combinatorial geometrical approach for the evaluatiornefdrror performance of multidimensional lattice
constellations in Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN)pEsially, we proposed an exact analytical
expression for the Symbol Error Probability (SEP) of thagea sets and two novel closed-form bounds,
namely the Multiple Sphere Lower Bound (MSLB) and the Muéigphere Upper Bound (MSUB). With
the introduction of the MSLB in part |, the concept of the Sggheower Bound (SLB) was extended
to the case of finite signal sets. The SLB dates back to Shamamk [12] and although it has been
thoroughly investigated in the literature! [7], [13]—-[1%],is not generally a reliable lower bound for the
important practical cases of finite lattice constellatiokreover, a similar upper bound, the Sphere
Upper Bound (SUB) has been investigated[in [7] for AWGN chedan

A. Contribution

In the present Part 1l, we study the error performance of idiniensional infinite lattices and lattice
constellations in Nakagamir block fading channels. Specifically, for infinite lattices:
« We propose a novel expression for the SUB which is suitablghfe analysis in fading channels
while it upper bounds the Frame Error Probability (FEP).
« We present novel closed-form expressions for the well kn@&B and the proposed SUB in
Nakagamim block fading channels.
For multidimensional lattice constellations, based on pheposed expressions for the exact SEP, the
MSLB and MSUB in AWGN given in Part IJ1]:
« We present a novel analytical expression for the Frame HProbability (FEP) of finite lattice
constellations in the presence of Nakagamiock fading.
« Starting from this expression we propose alternative féaendior the MSLB and the MSUB which

are suitable for the performance analysis in fading chanaetl bound the FEP.
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« We present closed-form expressions for the MSLB and MSUB&kagamim block fading channels

for the case of unitary block length.

B. Structure

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sediiothe channel model and the char-
acteristics of faded lattices are presented. Se¢fion Wstigates the exact FEP of infinite lattices and
lattice constellations, while the SLB, MSLB, SUB and MSUB fdock fading are presented and their
closed-form expressions are proposed. Se¢fidn 1V illtestréhe accuracy and tightness of the proposed

bounds via extensive numerical and simulation results,redsconclusions are discussed in Sedtibn V.

C. Notations

Here, we revisit some symbols and terms defined in Part | [#]]also used in Part II:

« A denotes an infinite lattice antf a finite lattice constellation, carved from a lattide

+ N denotes the dimension of a lattice or lattice constellatidrile K is the rank of a multidimensional
lattice constellation, that is the number of symbols aldmg direction of each base vector.

« M denotes a generator matrix of a lattideor A/, whereM = [v| vo...vy], M € RV*¥ and
|det(M)| = 1. Vectorsv;, i = 1,2,..., N, are the base vectors of the lattice.

« Sy denotes the set of the base vectors of Me&limensional lattice andy, , is a subset of: out of
N base vectors, witlp an index enumerating the different possible subsets fdn #a&or specific
k, the index isp = 1,..., ().

» Vs, , denotes the voronoi cell of the sublattice, defined by thaoresubsetSy, ;..

« vol(+) is the volume of a-dimensional geometrical region. Note thaf (Vs, ,) = |det(M)| = 1.

o dpin is the minimum distance between two points in an infinitedatbr a in finite lattice constel-

lation.

[I. SYSTEM MODEL
A. Channel Model

Let us consider a flat fading channel whose discrete timeivege/ector is given by
yi=Hx;+z, [=1,.,L, (1)

wherey; € RY is the N-dimensional real received signal vectay, ¢ R" is the N-dimensional real

transmitted signal vectoH =diag(h) € RV*¥ is the flat fading diagonal matrix with = (hy, ..., hy) €
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RY, andz, € RY is the Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) vector whose glas are zero-mean
Gaussian independent random variables with variarfceFurthermore,l. denotes the number o¥-
dimensional modulation symbols that consist a frame.

The fading matrixH is assumed to be constant during one frame and changes irdéayly from frame
to frame, i.e., block fading channel witN" blocks is considered. Thus, for a given channel realization

the channel transition probabilities are given by

plyxH) = (20%) " e (< ly — Hx?). @

Moreover, it is assumed that the real fading coefficiemtsfor ¢ = 1,..., N, follow Nakagamim
distribution [16], with probability density function (pgfiven by

2mmw2m—1
Ph,; (z) = W

while the coefficientsy; = h?, that correspond to the fading power gains and will be uséldriollowing

exp (—mx2) , 3)

analysis, are Gamma distributed with pdf

mmxm—l
and cumulative density function (cdf)
I'(m,mx

In the above equationsp > 0.5 andI' (), I'(+,-) denote the Gamma [17, Eq. (8.310)] and the upper
incomplete Gammad_[17, Eqg. (8.310)] functions, respedtivEinally, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is

defined ap = .

B. Faded Lattices

As described in Part I, the transmitted signal vectoriselong to anV-dimensional infinite lattice or

to an N-dimensional finite lattice constellation, defined respety as [1, Eq. (1)]1, Eq. (5)]
A=Mz, zeZV, (6)

and

AN =Mu, u=[u;us ... uy]?, u; €{0,1,..., K —1}. (7)

Similarly, the faded infinite lattice or the lattice con$éibn is defined as the lattice seen by the receiver
which is given by
Af=HMz, zcZV, (8)
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and

Ay =HMu, u=[us u coun)t, w;€40,1,..., K —1}. 9)
Accordingly, for the lattices in[{8) and](9) we define the fddgnerator matrix
M; = HM. (10)

All voronoi cells on both infinite and finite lattices are diged by fading, resulting in stochastic
geometry regions. Furhtermore, we denote a faded vororlbasé’s, , (H), while for infinite lattices

all voronoi cells are equal tv's, (H).

[Il. PERFORMANCEEVALUATION OVER FADING CHANNELS
A. Frame Error Probability of Infinite and Finite Lattices

For the reader’s convenience, we first present the exacessions for the Symbol Error Probability
(SEP) of infinite lattices and finite lattice constellatiansAWGN channels, as provided in Partll/ [1].

For an infinite latticeA, the SEP is given by [1, Eq. (12)]

Prlp) =1 /V p(2)da =1 Jy, (11)

N

whereas for a-PAM lattice constellation it is given by [1, Eq. (17)]

N ()
> (K =)%Y Jryp
k=0 p=1

KN ’

Pg_pam(p) =1~ (12)

with [T, Eq. (16)]
Jem = / p(z)dz, 0<k<n, (13)
V.

Sk,p

andJy=1. Fork=0o0r k=N, itis p=1 andp is omitted. Furthermore, the frame error probability

(FEP) can be written in terms of the SEHP(p), as

Pr(p)=1-(P(p)"=1-(1-P(p)", (14)

where P, (p) is the probability of correct reception.
The expressions in(11) and (12) are also valid for a spedif@muoel realization, i.e. a channel matrix
H, where the integration is conducted on the faded voronds ¢4, (H). Thus, by averaging these

expressions over all fading realizations, the average Skbtained as

Poo(p) =1 -E[Jn(H)], (15)
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and .
N i (k)
30 (K = 1) 3 iy (H)
Px_pam(p) =1-E | — Kff— ; (16)
where
Jipp(H) = / p(z)dz, 0<k<n, (17)
VSkYP(H)

with Jo(H) = 1, andE[-] denotes expectation with respect to the fading distrilbutdoreover, based
on (15) and[(16), the FEP can be calculated by

Proc(p) =1~ E|(Jx(H)"], (18)

and -
N ()
2 (K = 1) 3 Ty p(H)
k=0 p=1

KN '

Prx-pam(p) =1-E (19)

for an infinite lattice and a finite lattice constellationpestively. To the best of the authors’ knowledge,
an expression for the FEP of multidimensional lattice celfetions as[(119) has not been previously given.
The above expressions are difficult to evaluate, due to thaawn shape of the faded voronoi cells.

Therefore, in the following we provide upper and lower basifiok these expressions.

B. Bounds

Based on the exact expressiohs](18) (19), we can nownprieseer and upper bounds for the
performance of an infinite lattice and a finite lattice coltati®n.

1) Lower Bounds:For the readers’ convenience, a well known lower bound féinite lattices which
was investigated in_[15], is revisited here. In this boutd integral on the faded voronoi cels, (H)

is substituted by adV-dimensional sphere of the same volun$g;(H), for which holds
N
vol(By (H)) = vol(Vs, (H)) = |det(HM)| = [ ] k. (20)
i=1
However, the volume of eaclis, , (H) in (I9)cannot be directly substituted in the same manner.

Definition 1: We define the integrals [15]

(21)
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where B, (H) is a k-dimensional sphere of radiug;(H). Whenk = 0, we definelo(H) = Jo(H) = 1.
Definition 2: The sphere radiu®,(H) is given by
IpE p1yiw? max %, k=12, (N~1)
Ri(H) = N\ W (22)
s+ 0 () =N

where max +; is the maximum between all; = h? and

=1

IS

geoey

vall + vl + .- + [lvw]]

|
W =
N )

(23)

with ||vi|| being the norm of vectow;. Note that forZ" lattices,IW = 1. For k = N, the sphere3y
with radius Ry (H) is of the same volume as the voronoi cgl,  (H), as in [15].

The FEP of an infinite lattice, given i _({18), is lower-bouddsy the following Sphere Lower Bound
(SLB) [15]

Py (p) =1~ E |(In(H))"| = 1-E <1W> . (24)
by

Pmslb(p) =1-E F=0 ) (25)

where P,,.5(p) is called Multiple Sphere Lower Bound (MSLB).
Proof: The proof is given in AppendixJA. |
2) Upper Bounds:The error performance of infinite lattices in AWGN channslsipper bounded by
the well-known upper Sphere Upper Bound (SUB), presentdtl]irSimilarly, a Multiple Sphere Upper
Bound (MSUB) is also proposed inl[1] for finite lattice corstiions. These bounds are based on the
minimum distance between any two points of the lattice.
Definition 3: The integral of a faded voronoi cells, (H) can be substituted by an integral on a

k-dimensional spherg,(H), the radius of which is given by

dmin 2 d2'
RY(H) =< R hz’) =y Sm (26)
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Definition 4: We define the integrals

1, k=0,
Ik(H) = / p(Z)dZ = ) F(§7R22(H)p> L L9 N (27)
gk(H) - F(g) ) I R IR )
whereGy(H) is a k-dimensional sphere, with radius defined [inl(26). Whes 0, we defineZ,(H) =
Jo(H) = 1.

Theorem 2:The FEP of an multidimensional infinite lattice is upper boe by

N R2E) \\ ©
Rw@)zl—E[aNan}:1_E (1F<gﬂaf‘0)

, (28)
(%)
where P;,;(p) is called Sphere Upper Bound (SUB).
Proof: The proof is given in AppendixIB. [ |
Theorem 3:The FEP of a multidimensional finite lattice constellatisnupper bounded by
N L
3 (K = 0 () Tu(H)
Prsuw(p) =1—E — KN , (29)
where P,,,s.5(p) is called Multiple Sphere Upper Bound (MSUB).
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix]IC. [ |
C. Closed-Form Analysis

Next, we define three functions which will be used in derivadgsed-form expressions for the bounds
presented above.

Definition 5: We define the function

A(p,N;k, L) =E

F(E Rz(H)p) L
1— =22 7 , 0<Ek<N, 30
< r(3) > - (30)
whereR is given in [26). The above function, whe¥i is even, is given in closed-form by
A(p, N;k, L) =1 :
(p7 y vy ) +qz:; . ; 0 (L_q)lg_l

no+...+n§71:q 21;[0 ((Z')n1 r (nl + 1))

(=1*

in k
_ 2., [ = m—1 . P .
[JZO jt]] < ) ) F(JZO o =0 Zm) (31)
m m—1 %*1
N—-1 qpd? jgo atgmE ig() ml}
Nm™ (mN—l— n “>
x P( ) Z m—1
m
t0seestm—1=0 DY T (¢ 41
t0+.0..+tm,11:N_1 B ((J ) (t; + ))
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Proof: The proof is given in AppendikxD. [
Definition 6: We define the function
o555,
B(p,N;k) =E L= =y | 0<k<N, (32)

where Ry, is given in [22) fork # N. The above function, whelV is even, is given in closed-form by

B(p,N;k) =1-— F(lg) é::l (];[)I‘(q+ 1)

q

m—1 (mi)" m—1 k #
il . pL(E+1) W2
X Z (_1) qm ( I<(n7-)i-l)> g < Z m; + 17 (2 27r) y g, %)
0,14y —1=0 i=0 ) i
no+ni+...+Nm-_1=q

q m—1 %7 ™ m—l. M—l. T(k41 %Wz
boos (T ) (B ) o (5 e 2 )
77/07711,---,77/77171:0 ; ) i= =
no+ni+...4+Nm-_1=q

m—1

(33)
with
g(a,ﬁ,pw)z—w 21 <v,a+vw+1;—é> +F(L£(a)- (34)
vp p p

In 34), 2F1 (o, B;7; 2) is the Gauss Hypergeometric function defined by [17, Eq.0®.19.14)].

Proof: The proof is given in AppendikIE. [ |
Definition 7: We define the function
r (4§, 50,) '
Clp,N;L)=E || 1- ——7—% ] |, (35)
r(3)

oy (N)[?’Z n}
L q — N N =0
L! C(m)~ q
N;L)=1
C(p7 ) ) +qZ:; . HX: S (L_q)l N1 %—1 v
ot = (@m)= TT (@)™ T (ni+1)) (36)
2mrmN N 1—Tilim N—T‘ilim
X G%:% % l]:\? 5 eeey 1;70 )
(0 (3 +1))7 -
whereG,Yy" [-] is the Meijer's G-function[[17, Eq. (9.301)].
Proof: The proof is given in Appendik]F. |
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Note that for the important case of = 2, C(p, N; L) can be written in terms of the more familiar

Gauss Hypergeometric function as|[18]
2m

L (1T (54 m)” (45) i i 4\ ?
C(p,2;L) :1+Z\/7_T(L—q)!F(q+1)F(%—|—2m) o F1 <§+m,m;§+2m;1— (q—p>

q=1
(37)

1) Closed-Form for the SLBThe SLB for the FEP of infinite lattices of even dimensitynis given

in closed-form by
Pas(p) =1~ E |(In(H))"| =1 C(p, \; ). (38)

2) Closed-Form for the SUBThe SUB for the FEP of infinite lattices of even dimensinis given

in closed-form by
Poup(p) =1~ E |[(Iy(H))*| = 1 - A(p, N; N, L). (39)

3) Closed-Form for the MSLBThe MSLB for the SEP of infinite lattices of even dimensidhin

fading channelsi{ = 1) is given in closed-form by

S (K — 1)F (V) I (E)
Pmslb(p) =1-E h=0 KN

(40)

1+ S [ - D) Bl N:B)] + (5 — VO N2 )
- k=1

KN
4) Closed-Form for the MSUBThe MSUB for the SEP of infinite lattices of even dimensitvnin
fading channelsi{ = 1) is given in closed-form by

(K- MTED| 1 3 (K - D) A Nek )

k=
Pmsub(p) =1-E 0 KN =1- KN . (41)

IV. NUMERICAL & SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we investigate the accuracy and tightnégheoproposed bounds, which are plotted
along with the performance @ infinite lattices and various finite lattice constellatiofise Z" lattices
are the mostly used in practical applications, since thdabitling of constellations carved from them is
straightforward and Gray coding can be implemented in mases. In the following, we consider two
different types ofZV lattices, those which are optimally rotated in terms of filfersity and largest

minimum product distance and non rotated lattices whicheaehthe worst performance due to low
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diversity gain [5], [6]. Note that the performance of anyathotation of these lattices falls between the
performance of these two extreme cases examined. For bpds tyf lattices, the normalization of the
generator matrix results id,,;, =1 andW = 1.

Fig.[d depicts the accuracy and tightness of the SLB and tt& &bhg with the frame error probability
of Z? infinite lattices, for various values of frame lengths. Sfieally, the analytical results obtained
from (38) and[(3P) are plotted in conjunction with simulaticesults for the frame error probability of
the cyclotomic rotation of th&? infinite lattice and the non rotated lattice, when= 1 and L = 1, 100.

As it is clearly illustrated, the numerical results obtainieom the analytical expressions act as lower
and upper bounds in all cases examined. In particular, akrtben SLB is observed to be very close

to the performance of optimally rotated lattices, the SUBns® to be less tight but still very close to

the non-rotated case. Moreover, as the frame lerdgtihcreases, it is evident that the proposed SUB
becomes even tighter. Furthermore, one can observe thalivbsity order, i.e. the asymptotic slope of

the frame error probability, is independent of the framegthnfor both the lattices under investigation

and their SLB and SUB.

Fig.[2 demonstrates the results for SLB and the SUB along thighsimulated performance of ti#
lattices for various values or tha parameter. It is evident that both the SLB and the SUB actgd ti
bounds, irrespective ofi. Moreover, the effect of the:-parameter on the diversity order of both lattices
under investigation and their bounds, are clearly depicted

Fig. [3 illustrates the effect of the dimension order on treerfe error probability of th&V infinite
lattices and the corresponding SLB and SUB. In particul@r,censidern =1, L =1 and N = 2,8. It
is obvious that the SLB and SUB act as bounds irrespectiveeoflimensionV, while the SUB is more
tight as the dimension decreases. Furthermore, it is absar ¢hat the SUB has similar diversity order
with the non rotated lattices and the SLB has almost the saveesity order with the optimally rotated
lattices which achieve full diversity.

Whereas the SLB always acts as a bound for an infinite lattiie,is not the case for a finite lattice
constellation. This is clearly illustrated in F[g. 4, wheéhe simulated performance of an optimally rotated
and a non rotate? 4-PAM constellation forn = 1 andL = 1 is plotted in conjunction with the MSLB
and MSUB, and the corresponding SLB and SUB for Bieinfinite lattice. It is evident that the SLB is
not a lower bound for this finite constellation, whereas th8LB always is, bounding its performance
accurately and tightly for all SNR values. Moreover, it is@klear that the MSUB is tighter than the
corresponding SUB, approaching the performance of the atated constellation more tightly.

Figs.[5,[6 and]7 illustrate the simulated performance ofdifit’ 4-PAM lattice constellations for
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various values of block length, parametern and dimensionV respectively. These figures correspond
to the cases of Figél] 1] 2 and 3 for infinite lattices. One casente that the behavior of the MSLB
and MSUB is extremely similar to that of the SLB and SUB, whempared with the corresponding
simulations. The only difference, which is discernible ig.F7 when compared tal 3, is that the SLB is
tighter than the MSLB for low values of SNR when the dimens®high (V = 8) and the rank of the
constellation is low I = 4). This is expected since the approximation of the decisemions of outer
points is less accurate, and the outer-to-inner pointe ratthis case is high.

The MSLB and MSUB also take into account the raiikof the constellations. In Fifl] 8 constellations
of higher rank are depicted, that is the optimally rotated thie non-rotate@? 32-PAM. It is again evident
that the MSLB is an extremely tight lower bound, regardlelsthe rank of the constellation. Moreover,
the MSUB is also accurate and tight, illustrating that tightmess of the bounds is not noticeably affected
by the rank of the constellations.

Finally, in Fig.[9, the performance of a constellation carfem a lattice with different structure is
depicted, together with the numerical results for the comding MSLB and MSUB. Specifically, the

A? 4-PAM constellation is illustrated, which is the best knowshere packing lattice in two dimensions

o | VE Vs | u2)
0 \/%

The MSLB and MSUB again bound the performance of this lattieestellation carved from the sphere

[21], with generator matrix

packing lattice. Moreover, the figure suggests that thiatian is not optimal with respect to the diversity
again and the maximization of the minimum product distaddgs is an important result, not only for
this constellation but also for others with random rotatibacause the bounds act as indication of the

optimality of a designed constellation.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the error performance of multidimensioattice constellations in block fading
channels. We first presented analytical expressions foetlaet FEP of both infinite lattices and finite
signal sets carved from lattices, in the presence of Nakagabiock fading. These expressions were
then bounded by the well known SLB and the novel SUB proposethk infinite lattices, as well as by
the proposed MSLB and MSUB for lattice constellations ofitaaiy structure, rank and dimension. Then,
analytical closed form expressions were derived for the Sld8 SLB in lattices with even dimensions,

whereas the MSLB and MSUB were given in closed form for cdlaiens of even dimensions and for
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transmission in fading channels with single-symbol blaakgth. The proposed analytical framework sets

the performance limits of such signal sets and it can be aciegifi tool for their analysis and design.

APPENDIX A

PrROOF OFTHEOREM[]

The volume ofVs, (H) in (I7) is the same as the volume of the corresponding fundtahparal-

lelotope of a faded sublattice, for which holds [1, Eq. (41)]

vol(Vs,, ) <[] IHEvil <[] HVzH max, hj, (43)

1V ESk,p 12V €Sk, p

where the first equality is true only when the vectorsSpf, distorted by fading are orthogonal. The
second equality holds only if all fading coefficierits are equal tsznllf.Ji(N h;. Moreover, the inequalities
in 43) imply that the volume of a faded voronoi cell of a sutite S, ,, will always be at most equal
to the volume of a rectangular parallelotope, with edgesarms equal to those of the vectorsdh ,,,

multiplied by the largest fading coefficient. Usirig (43) Igie to

Zvolvskp <Z [T vl max n, (44)

p=14:v;ESk,p

which can be written as

k k
ZVOI(VSW(H)) < <j max hj> Z v P [va % - - v || (45)
p=1

=1,..N
by +bat... by =k
b1,bz,....bn€{0,1}

Using Maclaurin’s Inequality [20, p.52], fat1,as,...,ay € R and0 < k < N,

on < of <o, (46)
where
> abayeay
gl"gbz-l--b---i-bfz—]}?
17 27..., Ne 0,1
(%)
If we seta; = ,N, thenp; = W and from [(46) and (47)
N
S IvalP vl vl < (&)W (48)

bi+bs+...+bn=k
b1,b2,....,bn€{0,1}
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From [45) and[(48), fob < k < N, we have

()

k
N
Zvol(ng L(H)) < ( max hj> ( >Wk (49)
s ’ j=1,..,.N k
For the spheress,  (H) with vol(Bs, ,(H)) = vol(Vs, ,(H)), holds that
N N N Rék (H)
o @ o) (s )
Jp(H) < / plz)dz =3 | 1- , (50)
p=1 p=1 Bsk,p(H) p=1 r (%)

whereRs, , (H) is the radius of3s,  (H). From [49), and using thatol (Bs, ,(H)) = P

r(£+1)
(ZZ) 2R k
i Skp ) max _h; N wk. (51)
) j=1,...,.N k
p=1
Furthermore, by taking into accoum22) for the case whenk < N,
oy N\ Lk
> b, 01 < () ) ko (52)
m=1

As proved in [1], the functionf(z;a,b) = I (a,bz'/?) is convex in(0,00), thus from Jensen’s

Inequality for convex functions [20] holds that

M L 1/a
Sor <a, bxil/a> > MT (a,b (Z :L"Z-/L> ) . (53)

i=1

Fora=4%,b=4 M= (})andz; = RS we get

k p N k P m=1 '
P(E’ER‘%W(H)> > <k>r 35 W . (54)

From [52) and sincg (z;a,b) =T (a,bz'/?) is a monotonically decreasing function with respectrto

Y]

()
> R, (H)
e Rl (S LR} (H )) (55)

(x)

r

|
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Using [54) and[(55), fob < £k < N

r(5ams,m) = (V) (5. 5man). (56)

or equivalently

p=1

(%) T (% 6R% (H) I (5. SR}(H)
Z(l ( o) ))<<Z>(1(F(’§))> °r

Taking into account (80) an@ (57) for sore0 < k < N, it yields

(1:) kE pp2
> < (%) <1 - %) = () man. (58)
)

For the case wheh = 0, p =1 and it holds that/o(H) = Io(H) = 1. Fork = N, it is alsop = 1 and

from (22), sincevol (Vs, (H)) = %ﬁﬁ)

Jn(H) < (1 G ngzv(H))> — Iy(H). (59)

Combining [58) and{89), multiplying byKX — 1)* and summing for alk, it results to

v () v N
k k

D E - JpH) <D (K -1) <k>lk(H). (60)

k=0 p=1 k=0
Finally, using [(19),[(2b) and_(60)

Prsiv(p) < Prx—pam(p) (61)
and this concludes the proof.
APPENDIXB

PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z

The proof starts by approximating the decision region of fded lattice,Vs, (H), with a sphere,
whose radius is equal with the packing radius of the latifde[R1], i.e., the minimum Euclidean distance
between the origin of the lattice and the facetslgf, (H). If ¢ is the number of neighboring symbols

around a point of the unfaded lattice, addwith i = 1, ..., ¢, is the vector from the point investigated

March 7, 2019 DRAFT



SUBMITTED TO IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMMUNICATIONS 15

to the i-th neighboring one, the sphere packing radius for a givemmeal realizatiorH becomes equal

to the minimum Euclidean distance on the faded lattice, hame

N
> by
din, s (FI) = IHdi]l _ oy Y27 62
mzn,SN( )_Z:Hllq 2 = Hlnnq 2 ( )
However for anyd; holds that
N
Zh?d%z”d H min ;. (63)
Thus, we can conclude that
Mo
];hjdij Idill min _ (k)
min | ¥—— | > min — ) (64)
i=1,...,q 2 i=1,...,q 2
or equivalently
Zhid%
dmin .
dmnin s (H) = min = 5 > =% min hj, (65)

whered, i, = nlnn |ld;|| is the minimum Euclidean distance between adjacent poimtthe unfaded

infinite lattice. Therefore, the packing radius of the fadttice can be lower bounded by {26), which

yields an upper bound on the frame error probabilRy,,(p), given in [28). This concludes the proof.

APPENDIXC

PROOF OFTHEOREM[3

For a faded sublattice defined I8y, ,,, similarly to Appendix[B, the minimum Euclidean distance

dmin,s,.,(H) between adjacent points can be lower bounded by

dmin & .
TminSer  pnin hj, (66)

) H) >
dmln,sk,p( ) — 2 j=1...,N

where d,in s, , is the minimum Euclidean distance between adjacent pointthe unfaded sublattice

defined byS;, ,. SinceSy, C Sy, it holds that

dmin,Sk,p > dmin (67)
and consequently
dmin .
dmin,s,.,(H) 2 == min h; (68)
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Thus, the packing radius of every faded sublattice definedy can be lower bounded by (26) and
the integrals in[(27) are lower bounds to the integrals onfalded voronoi cells/s,  (H), making the

expression in[(29) an upper bound of the FEP of finite latticestellations. This concludes the proof.

APPENDIXD

CLOSED FORM FOR THEFUNCTION A(p, N; k, L)

The following function

R?*(H
(520
Alp Nik, L) =E | [1- =22 /) | (69)

can be written ad [17, Eq. (1.111)]

Alp, Nk, L) = zLj <’;> (é—(i?)q)qE Kp <§ R22(H)p>ﬂ , (70)

q=0 2

Using an alternative representation for the upper incotaplgamma function [17, Eq. (8.352/2)] and

applying the multinomial theorem, we obtain

() e () ()
>

R>(H) ;ol (71)
oy e
no,...,n§71=£] H ((Z')nv T (TLZ + 1))

n0+...+n§71_q i—=0

Hence, [[7D) can be rewritten as

L! (—l)qp
p7N k L Z Z (L_q)!ﬁ_l 517 (72)
q=0 no,....,nk_,=0 2 S\ '
mot Ay, =q I:IO (Y™ T (n; + 1))
where
2 Z in; 9
£ —E <@> exp <_qR (H)p> . 73
2 2
Taking into consideration that the cdf of,;, = _min is given by
_ I (m, mz) N
P’Ymin (x) =1- (W) ) (74)
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to (28), as

17
and after employing [17, Eq. (8.356.4)], the pdf®f (H) can be straightforwardly derived, according

pr: () = [F (m’ ﬁ—mw)] ML ma exp (

( zin
Equivalently, using[(71)[(75) can be written as

(75)
mil
Jtjtm—1
N exp (—‘il@_]\’x) N—1 (;”7 w) =
pR2 (x) — _1 min E — min
(dfnin) m to,.stm—1=0 kT
im PIN) o e =N—1

(76)
T (tj+1))
j=0
Hence, for the expectation i (73), denoted€aswheng = 0, it holds thatzz in; = 0 and thusg; = 1,

L. |
=0
while for ¢ > 0, £ can be can be analytically evaluated [as [17, Eq. (3.326.2)]

ffiljfjl m—1
mLi=0 r

kE_,
2
i=o i=0
m—1 §71
2 ‘;0 Jtj+m+ »;0 in
5 Nmm N_l <mN+qP Srnin> 1= =
1= —=———~ E
I'(m 5
( ) to,...,tm—1=0 3

—1
tot..ttm1=N—-1 [ g [o }ml
a2,

: (77)
I (" T ¢+ )
]:
Finally, by combining[(7R) with[(Z7) and taking into accouhé case fory = 0, it yields (31) and this
concludes the proof.

APPENDIX E
The function

CLOSED FORM FOR THEFUNCTION B(p, N; k)

r(
B(p,N:k) =E |1

£ RREOD
27 k2 ’ 0 < k < N’ 78
r(%) (78)
can be written, usind (22), as
1 kool (4 1)% w2
B(p,N:k)=1———E [T | = )] 79
(p, N3 k) NG 5 5 max (%) (79)
or if we setb = max_ -y;, then
i=1,..,N
1> (k0 (& 1) W
B(p,N;k)=1— —— -, 2 x x)dx. 80
March 7, 2019
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The cdf ofb is

_(; _T(m,mz) N B N /N T (m,mz)?
nw = (-5 ‘Z%(q) Cim)? &)
Now, as in [(71),[(81) can be rewritten as
N q 0 Tmer ()™
Fb<x>=Z<N>exp<—qmw>r<q+1> > {Z ]HF< ) . (82
q=0 q 10,1 yee ey —1=0 =0

Nno+ni+...+Nm_1=q
The pdf ofb is obtained by taking the derivative df (82) as
N

o) =3 (M) exp (ama T g+

q=0

10,715 —1=0
Nno+ni+...+Nm_1=q

Hence, [(8D) becomes equivalent with
N

Blp.Nik) =1y 20 (MT(@+1)
2/ q=
q m—1 (%7)”1 m—1 ) pF(%-ﬁ-l)%Wz k
X Z (_qm) T(ni+1) f Z in; + 1, ., U
T0, M1y Mm—1=1 =0 1=0

no+ni+...+nm-_1=q

q m—1 ) m—1 %7 i m—1 ) T §+1 %W2
+ Z <Z Zni) < 0%>f<z Znivp(giﬂ)vq’rnH%)

nOynlv"'vnm—l:l
no+ni+...4+nm-1=q

m—1

i=0

(84)

where
f (c Bop,v) = /0 21T (v, fr) exp (—per) do. (85)

Using [22, Eq. (2.10.3.2)][(84) can be reduced[id (33) wiila, 5, p, ) as defined in[(34), and this

concludes the proof.

APPENDIXF

CLOSED FORM FOR THEFUNCTION C(p, N; L)

The function .

T E7R?V(H)
C(p.N;L) =E (1<22p>) , (86)

(%)

—
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can be written, following a similar analysis as in Appendixd3

C(p,N;L) = Z Z @_ 2 (87)

where
E=E (R?V (H)) = " exp <—Mp> . (88)

Using [23, Eq. (5)] and after a variable transformation, g of R% (H) can be straightforwardly

obtained for Nakagami fading model as
N
Nz—! N0 TTxm -

" G .
@)Y "I\ @ r1)¥ )| mem

pry, (z) = (89)

Hence, for the expectation i _(88), denotedfaswhenq = 0 it is £&; = 1, whereas for # 0, it can be
analytically evaluated, by expressing its integrang (-) in terms of Meijer's G-functions according to
[24, Eq. (8.4.3.1)] and using [24, Eq. (2.24.1.1)], as

%712'711 N %71 %71
2N\ = ) 2mrmN — in; - in;
£ = VN () vy G b - (90)
— Gy 5
) o cao?

By combining [90) with[(8I7), and taking into account the spkcase forqg = 0, (84) can be written as
in 36) and this concludes the proof.
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p(dB)

Fig. 1: Frame Error Probability, SLB and SUB for t#& infinite lattice, form = 1 and L = 1, 100.
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sub & O \\
107 . i ; \ ; ;
p(dB)

Fig. 2: Frame Error Probability, SLB and SUB for t#2 infinite lattice, form = 1,4 and L = 1.
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Fig. 3: Frame Error Probability, SLB and SUB for tAé" infinite lattice, form =1 L =1 andN = 2, 8.
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Fig. 4: Frame Error Probability, SLB, SUB, MSLB and MSUB fdretZ? 4-PAM constellation, for
m=1andL = 1.
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Fig. 5: Frame Error Probability, MSLB and MSUB for tl#&* 4-PAM constellation, form = 1 and
L = 1,100.
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Fig. 6: Frame Error Probability, MSLB and MSUB for tt#% 4-PAM constellation, form = 1,4 and
L=1.
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p(dB)

Fig. 7: Frame Error Probability, MSLB and MSUB for ti#" 4-PAM constellation, form =1, L =1
and N = 2,8.
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Fig. 8: Frame Error Probability, MSLB and MSUB for t1%? 32-PAM constellation, form = 1 and
L=1.
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Fig. 9: Frame Error Probability, MSLB and MSUB for th&® 4-PAM constellation, form = 1 and
L=1.
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