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Abstract—In this letter, the problem of implementing compute used and is not limited by the detection of linear combinatio
and forward (CF) is addressed. We present a practical signal at the relay. We also provide a tight union bound estimate of
model to implement CF which is built on the basis of Gaus- rgpapility of error at the destination of CF.
sian integer lattice partitions. We provide practical decaling
functions at both relay and destination nodes thereby proving
a framework for complete analysis of CF. Our main result is Il. PRELIMINARIES : GAUSSIAN INTEGERS

the_ analytical denvatlc_)r_l and simulations based validatio of In this section, we will present some useful algebraic
union bound of probability of error for end to end performanc e

of CF. We show that the performance is not limited by the Preliminaries relevant to this letter. Details can be found
linear combination decoding at the relay but by the full rank [3], [5].

requirement of the coefficient matrix at the destination. Let G be the Gaussian Integergi] and letG, denote the
Index Terms—Compute and Forward, Gaussian integers, finite residue clasgj modulo = V\_/hereW €g. _Any elemen_t ofg
fields. can be mapped to the residue clggsusing the function :
G — G,. which is defined as
I. INTRODUCTION g.m"
ug) =g - [ﬁ W*} = 1)

In wireless networks with multiple users, relaying is an im-
portant technique adopted to maximize the network througivhere * is the conjugate ofr, and [.] is the rounding
put. In [1], Nazer and Gastpar proposed a novel strategperation which is defined on complex numbersas bi] =
of generalized relaying called Compute and Forward (CIg] + [b]i. The analogy ofG and G, in integer domain isZ
which enables the relays in any Gaussian wireless netwahkdZ, for some modulo residue clag&mod p.
to decode linear equations of the transmitted symbols withThe Gaussian primes are the primes in Gaussian integers
finite field coefficients, using the noisy linear combinasonwhich are given by (i}x1 and £, (ii) the rational primeg
provided by the channel. The linear equations in finite fietith p = 3 mod 4 and (iii) the factors:+ib of rational primes
are transmitted to the destination and upon receiving seffiic p with p = 1 mod 4. The Gaussian primes of type (iii) exist
linear equations, the destination can decode desired dgmbfor every p = 1 mod 4 because the rational primes of type
Further, information theoretical tools are used [ih [1] to okp = 1 mod 4 can be written as sum of squargs+ b2 by the
tain the achievable rate regions. An algebraic approach well known Fermat's Theorem [5, Pg. 291]. Therefore,
implement CF has been introduced in [2] where the authors
propose to implement CF making a connection between CF
and isomorphism in module theory. In this letter, we focus on Gaussian primes of type (iii),
The main contribution of this correspondence is to demoatthough extension of this work to other types is straight
strate the implementation of CF using practical signal cofprward.
stellations and study its end to end performance from source
to destination. We use signal constellations based on one . SYSTEM MODEL
dimensional Gaussian integer lattices to implement CF. We

utilize the natural isomorphism existing between thesealig destination as shown in figure 1. Let € F, be the message
constellations and finite fields ([3]./[5]) and apply it to dgs to.be transmitted b the?h sou.rce (= {’ 5...1) choseg
practical encoding and decoding functions at each nodef8f finite fieldF yf q Th _t ’ f'"" th

the system from source to destination. In order to undedstafo & 'nite fieldls, of orderp. The vector ot all Ineé source

the factors affecting the CF behavior, we consider integr'é]ecsosgegse‘:‘hg r%gsegabwir:o[awéorﬁ. iest]i L.aF(?g:stseolltzjart(i:gn
channels. Therefore, we bypass the errors introduced due 1 98 P 9

non-integral nature of the channel thereby avoiding the‘—“seIOOInt using the encodef : ¥, — C to obtain
noise” [1]. We show that at high SNR, the overall performance x; = E(wy) 2

of CF is determined primarily by the choice of the finite field ) .
The signals are transmitted across the channel to the felay.
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p=a®+b* = (a+bi)(a— bi)

Consider the CF system model withsources, a relay and a
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Fig. 1. End to End CF System Model

Fig. 2. Constellations from residue clags for m = 2 +4 andw = 3 + 2¢
hence remains constant throughout the transmission of e&gftheir respective mapping to finite fiells andF13
signal. The signal obtained at the relay is given by

y=hiz1+hozo+ ...+ hpzp + 2 (3) classg, is isomorphic to a finite field, if 7 is a prime inG.

. . S B 9 o ;
whereh; € G is the channel coefficient between transmitte-Fhe size of the field is given by =| = |°. This isomorphism

I and the relay node; is i.i.d Gaussian noise given by~ is defined by the bijective functiop : F,, — G, defined as

CN(0,0?). The signal to noise ratio (SNR) is defined as a.*
) pla) = =a— T (7
_ Elll =7 P
SNR = > (4)
o and the inverse>~! : G, — F,, given by
The aim of the relay is to compute a linear combination of . § L
source messages in the original message spaeé,, given a=¢ (§) =& (vn") + £ (ur”) modp (8)
by whereu.m + vr* = 1 and the Euclidean algorithm can be
v=aiw;  asws ...aLwy, (5)

applied to calculate; andv. With this isomorphismg,. and
wherea; € F,, are the linear coefficients chosen on the basig, are mathematically equivalent. In figure 2, some examples
of h; and® indicates summation over finite field. The estimatef residue clasgj, along with their finite field mapping are
of v obtained at the relay using the decod®g : C — F, is shown. We will now propose the encoding and decoding
given by functions at the sources, relay and destination.

¥ = Dr(y) (6)

The estimate of the linear combinatidns transmitted to the B. Encoding at the source

destination. Here we assume this transmission betweentrela | o1 117 pe the message space which is a finite field compris-
destination is error free and the linear combination is ioleth ing of p elements such thal’ = F, . The source messages

at tr_\e Qestinati_on exactly as estimate_d at the relay. TBE, hosen from the message spagec . This message
desination obank such inear comonatons, Thereor; MSpace is required o be somorptic (0 some comple ignl
plement CF. The encoding at the
such that . . source is therefore done as follows:
W =Dp(V) 1. Choose a signal space sizeras= p'/2 wherer € G.
where w is the estimate of thel, original source signal The signal space is hence given By= G-.

vector w and ¥ is the vector of estimates of the linear 2. For eachw; € W, obtain the isomorphic element &
combinations. using the bijection function if{7) ag : W — S such that

o — w,
IV. PROPOSEDENCODING AND DECODING FUNCTIONS v=p(w)

In this section, we propose the encoding function for thehe encoded signals are transmitted to the relay where & nois
sources and the decoding functions at the relay and tieear combination of the signals is obtained given by (8). |
destination in order to implement CF scheme. the next subsection, we discuss the decoding performeeat th

relay.

A. Construction of the Signal Constellation
We define some standard useful functions [3] which we. Decoding at the relay

utilize in constructing the signal constellations to impént The relay aims to compute the linear combination
CF. A signal constellation feasible to implement CF is d=bir , - 137 — F,,

to be isomorphic to a finite field. Therefore, a natural chdgce

the residue class of Gaussian integg@rsbecause any residue v=ajw; ® aws...aLwr,
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whereq, is the finite field mapping of the channel gdipe G V. PROBABILITY OF ERROR

iven b . . : : .
9 y In this section, we derive an analytical expression for

ar = o(p(h)) (9)  probability of error at the destination. Since the prokigbdf
error at the destination is also dependent on the probabiiit

the functiony defined in (1) and then mapped to finite fielrTor at the relay, the_refore, the later is conse_quentlwelér
using ¢ in (7). The decoding process at the relay comprisesRecall from equation(15) that the probability of error at
of the following steps: the destmauon is the probability of decoding incorredgioral
1. From the received signgl obtain a maximum likelihood source S|gr_1als such thtp n Pr(w.# w). Therefore, ther(_a
: is an error in detection o, if there is an error at the relay in
(ML) estimate ofy . . L . .
computing any of the linear combinations of original signals
Uapr = argmin ||y —t H2 (10) or if all the L linear combinations are not independent (and
teg consequentlyA in (@4) is not full rank). In the next theorem
2. Map the ML estimator output with the correspondingWe present a theoretical expression for the union bound on
residue class element il = G, using (1) as the probability of error at the destination.

Particularly,h; is firstly mapped to the residue clag§s using

(11) Theorem 1. The union bound estimate of probability of error
at the destination in CF with L sources using finite field
The output of this operation yieldd € G, which is the of size p and Gaussian integer residue class based signal
estimate of linear combination in signal space domain.  constellation is given by
3. Map the estimated signal constellation pairtb message
space given by finite fieldV = F,, using [8) to obtain

U= pu(Jmr)

Pp < Py + (LPg)

b= (p—l(ﬁ) (12) where

1
The output of this operation yields an estimate of the linear Pr=1- H <1 o E)
combination of the original source signals in finite fiékd. =1
An error occurs at the relay if the linear combination i&nd
incorrectly e_stimated. More precisely, the probabilityesfor Pn—1-— (erf < 1 ))
at the relay is 2V20

Pr = Pr(0 # v) (13)  such thato? is the variance of additive noise at the relay.

The relay transmits the estimate of the linear combinationt  Proof: An error occurs at the destination if there is

the destination where the original source signals are d&todan error in detection of any linear combination at the relay
node and/or the linear combinations at the destination are n

independent (and consequentdy,is not full rank). Therefore,

D. Decoding at the destination the union bound estimate of probability of error is given by

The destination collectd linear combinations from the

relay which can be written as Pp < P+ Z Pr
L
Ok al ... al wy , . . _
_ _ _ _ where P; is the probability ofA to have a rank failure (in
: = : : : (14) F,) and Py is the probability of error at the relay. It has been
o af ... af wr, proved in [4] that the probability of afi x L matrix A over
v X Y a finite field of sizep, not being full rank is given by
where ¢! denotes the—th linear combination#(= 1...L) L 1
anda! denotes thé—th coefficient int—th linear combination P =Pr(|Al=0)=1- 1_[1 (1 B E) (16)
t=

between théth source and relay given bl](9). The decoder at

the destination inverts the matriX and obtains an estimateTo evaluate the probability of error at the relay, we use the

of w. Therefore, classic notion of estimation of error probability. Recathrh
Ww=A"1% equation [(IB) that the probability of error at the relay is

the probability of decoding an incorrect linear combinatio
Note that here the inverse &f is taken inF, andA is required such thatPg = Pr(¢ # v).We rewrited using [I0){IR) as
to be full rank inF,, for successful decoding. =@ Y(u(garr))). Since the mapg andy are discrete, the
The probability of error at the destination is given by  equation[(IB) can be written as

Pp :PI‘(V\A/'#W) (15) Pr :PI‘(QI\,{L 75 (hlxl —|—h2I2+...hLIL))

Therefore, an error occurs at the destination if the origin8inceh,, z; € G, therefore, the above expression is reduced to
signals are incorrectly estimated. the probability that the added noise exceeds the voron@meg
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of G. The noise is assumed to have a Gaussian distribution w 1
mean 0 and variance®. Hencel m@k‘a Theoretical
l:’an%.", Union Bounds
1 B, 'aﬁﬂ
Pr =erfc <m) a7 !"‘h ‘°‘§“ [T T TT T RS Sy e
2 10" Yoo
whereer fe(z) = % [ e at. & h‘.ﬁ ‘s 9% &Sl ik ki ¢
e . . . 5}

Further, the probability of error in decoding linear com- 5 \
binations at the relay is given by", Pr = LPr because ;‘5 b LA A
all the transmissions are considered independent. Ingeffii 3 E SR Y PR TETTTC

- H . . o 5 . -a- 2+i

and Pr in union bound estimate, the result is proved. = 10 e .e-Relaywith G .,

It is clear from [I16) that the probability of rank failure is L % A -A-ze'i_yv":f“?s‘rg

- . . . O . 'l -m-Destination wi i
dependent on the number of usdrsand the finite field size P o pestinaton ith & -
p whereas probability of error at the reldy {17) is depende A -A-Destination with G ¢,
oy . -3 i . [l ry i T
only on the additive noise. 10, 10 20 30 20 50
SNR in dB

VI. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS ) . o
Fig. 3. Probability of error at the relay and at the destoratiln all cases,

In this section, we present the simulations to illustrate th. = 2 users are considered. Three different partitions areqalott
performance of the proposed encoding and decoding func-

tions in terms of (i) the probability of error at the relay, [p [ : [ « | v : |
which measures error in detecting linear combination$, (ii 153 32:2’2, :; 11:22
the probability of error at the destination, which measures O 5+4i | —4 | 1+ %

the probability of incorrect detection of original signal&/e TABLE |
considerL = 2 users sending out signals to the destination Vignte FieLps p (WHEREp = 1 MOD 4), 7 (WHEREp = 77*) AND THE
relay. We study the performance of our scheme using differen VALUES OF u, v (WHEREum + vrr* = 1)
residue classeg,. and their corresponding finite fields,.
These classes have been listed in Table | giving the residue
class, corresponding fields and theand v values to design o ) N
the isomorphismp in (7)-(8). Further, we consider uniformly of error at_the destination at high SNR due to I0\_/\{er p_robtyblll
distributed channel gains between all the nodes. For eddiank failure as compared to lower order partition like;.
residue class, we make x 10* transmissions from source toAlS0, note that the theoret!cal union bound estimate given i
destination and the decoding of original signals is doneraft'h€orem 1 is reasonably tight.
every L transmissions.

Figure 3 shows the comparison of probability of error with VII. CONCLUSIONS
varying SNR. It can be seen that a higher order finite field (or In this letter, we have introduced a concrete scheme to
a higher ordeiG,) gives a higher probability of error at theimplement Compute and Forward relaying protocol usingdinit
relay for the same SNR. This happens because the sourcgigé signal constellations. We have designed encoding and
error at the relay is only the additive noise. The impact @& thdecoding functions using residue class of Gaussian ingeger
additive noise is determined by packing and a higher ordgnd used their natural properties of isomorphism with finite
field will have a denser packing as compared to lower ordgé¢lds to obtain mapping between signal space and message
field for same SNR. space. We have obtained an analytical union bound estimiate o

However, at the destination, the probability of error deprobability of error and validated it via simulations. Weped
creases with increasing SNR up to a certain point and thgrat at high SNR, full rank requirement of the coefficient
it attains a constant value. This is because the overall errpatrix plays the key role in determining the end to end
is contributed not only by the additive noise at the relay byerformance of CF.
also due to the probability of rank failure at the destinatio
The probability of rank failure is independent of SNR1(16) REFERENCES
and is f.l).(ed for any given flel(.j SI.Ze and number (.)f u.sers' T?ﬁ B. Nazer & M. Gastpar ; Compute and Forward: Harnessing Interference
probability of error at the destination decreases witheasing through Structured CodeslEEE Trans. on Info. Theorwol. 57, no. 10,
SNR only up to the point when it becomes comparable to the pp. 6463-6484, Oct 2011. _ ) _
probabilty of rank falure for a given fied size. Afer tisl®l C feng 0 St & & % echachons, o om0,
point, the error at the relay becomes negligible as compared theory, 2011
to error due to rank failure and therefore, error probabilii3] K. Huber,“ Codes over Gaussian IntegertZEE Trans. on Info. Theory

at the destination becomes a constant equal to rank failyre v°!- 40, n0.1, pp 207-216, Jan.1994 . o
d lfz{]ewnnam. C. Waterhouse; How often do determinants over finite fields

probability. A higher order partition gives a lower probiéi vanish?”, Discrete MathematicsVolume 65, Issue 1, May 1987, Pages
103-104.
1Since noise has Gaussian distributidfiy = Pr(|| z||> %) = 1-— [5] G. H. Hardy and E. M. Wright,“An Introduction to the theory of

Numbers, Oxford 1979, 5th ed.

w2
(\/2172 i/12/2 e 202 du), and the result follows.
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