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Abstract

We investigate the multi-layer superimposed transmission for optical wireless scattering communication where
the symbol boundaries on different signal layers are not necessarily aligned in the time domain. We characterize
the multi-layer transmission based on a hidden markov model. Then, we obtain the achievable rates of all signal
layers and a single layer, and provide a numerical solution. Furthermore, we propose approaches on the channel
estimation as well as joint symbol detection and decoding. Finally, both simulations and experiments are conducted
to evaluate the performance of the proposed approaches, and validate the feasibility of the proposed transmission

and signal detection approaches.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Non-line of sight (NLOS) Ultra-violet (UV) scattering communication serves as a good candidate
for the applications where radio-silence is required and the transmitter-receiver alignment is hard to
guarantee due to obstacles or the user mobility. Moreover, it is promising for outdoor communication
under strong solar background because of negligible solar radiation in the UV spectrum [[I]]. Theoretical
analysis [2]], numerical simulation and real experiments [4], show an extremely large path loss
between the transmitter and receiver, where the received signal can be detected by photon-counting receiver
and characterized by Poisson distributed number of discrete photoelectrons.

The capacity of point-to-point continuous-time Poisson channel has been investigated in [6], [[7]],
and the capacity of discrete-time Poisson channel has been derived in [9], [[I0]. Based on the Poisson
channel model, several types of channel model such as Poisson fading [I1]], MIMO [12], interfering
[13]], broadcast [14] , and multiple access [15]], [16], channels have been studied in recent years.
Specifically, code-division and non-orthogonal multiple transmission has been studied in [[18]], and random
access packet-switched systems was proposed in [[19]. Other existing works on NLOS UV scattering
communication based on the Poisson and extended channel model are the channel link gain with impulse
response [20]], [21]], channel estimation with inter-symbol interference [22], signal detection with receiver
diversity [23], and the relay protocol [24].

In this work, we characterize multi-layer superimposed transmission in discrete Poisson channel, where
the transmitted symbols in various layers are superimposed, and the symbol boundaries on different
signal layers are not necessarily aligned. Specifically, we adopt hidden markov model (HMM) [25],
to characterize the superimposed channel. Then, we conceive the achievable transmission rates for all
signal layers and a single layer, and obtain the exact and approximated solution [27]. For receiver-side
signal processing, we propose channel estimation based on expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm
[28]], [29]], and adopt Viterbi and Bahl-Cocke-Jelinek-Raviv (BCJR) algorithms for symbol

detection. Furthermore, we propose iterative algorithm for maximum-likelihood/maximum a posteriori



probability (ML/MAP) joint decoding [32], [33]]. Finally, we conduct offline experiments to evaluate the
performance of the proposed approaches. It is seen that based on the experimental measurements, the
proposed approaches perform close to the simulation results with identical channel parameters.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we characterize the superimposed
NLOS scattering communication using HMM. In Section III, we investigate the achievable transmission
rates and obtain a numerical solution on the achievable transmission rate of all signal layers and a single
layer. In Section IV, we propose the EM-based channel estimation as well as joint symbol detection and
decoding. Numerical and experimental results are given in Sections V and VI, respectively. Finally, we

conclude this paper in Section VII.

II. System MobpEL
A. Superimposed Transmission based on Discrete Poisson Asynchronous Channel

We consider a NLOS scattering communication system adopting on-off key (OOK) modulation that
outperforms pulse-position modulation (PPM, please refer to Appendix A for more details). The overall
transmission signal can be split into multiple signal layers which are superimposed possibly in an
asynchronous manner, i. e., the symbols in different layers are not necessarily aligned. As shown in Figure
[I} the overall transmission can be split into L signal layers, denoted as layer 1,2,..., L. Let M denote the
number of transmitted symbols in each single layer; T, denote the symbol duration; and py,0,...,0L
denote the normalized relative delay in terms of T (Y%, p; = 1), where p; denotes the normalized delay
between layer i and layer i + 1, for 1 <i < L (here layer L + 1 equals Layer 1).

In order to characterize the symbol duration offset in different signal layers, we divide the symbols in
different signal layers into chips subjected to symbol boundaries, where the symbol detection is performed
based on the received signal in each chip. The symbol misalignment and relative delay are illustrated in
Figure [T} where T denotes the number of overall chips and 7 = ML+ L — 1.

Due to the weak received signal intensity of NLOS scattering communications, the received signal

can be characterized by discrete photoelectrons, whose number satisfies a Poisson distribution. More



T chips
]

T; P1 P2 P3
| T

Layer 1 /\M JAVAVAVAVAV.

Layer 2 N

Layer 3 | | )

Time

Fig. 1.  Illustration for 3-layer superimposed transmission.
specifically, let A, 4,, ..., 4, denote the mean number of detected photoelectrons in each symbol duration,
and z;, 22, . . ., 21 denote the transmitted binary symbols in the L signal layers, where z; = [z, zi2, ..., Zim] €

{0, 1}¥; z;,, demotes the m™ symbol in layer i for 1 <i < L and 1 <m < M; and the transmitted symbols
are independent of each others. The number of detected photoelectrons N, in the #-th chip for 1 << T

satisfies the following Poisson distribution

BN, = n) = ~-(dg + ATS,"e " H0ATS), (1)
n.

where A = [, A, ..., Au]l"s Tt = Pt mod 413 Si = [Z1,ri1,22,r%1,---,ZL,[%ﬂT; zio = 0,2zim+1 = 0 for

1 <i < L;and Ay denotes the mean number of background radiation photoelectrons in a symbol duration.

B. Hidden Markov Model for Asynchronous Signal Superposition

Due to the overlap of different layers, the numbers of detected photoelectrons in adjacent chips are
correlated with each other. In the #-th chip, N, depends on S,, which depends on §,_;. Consequently, we
can adopt HMM to characterize the signal model in the chip level.

We denote S7 = {S;|1 <t < T} and Ny = [Ny, N,,---,Nr] € N as the state and observation sequences
of the HMM, respectively, where S, € %%, and %" denotes the state space of the 7-th chip given by

L
@L:{Zeiei|9ie{0,1},1stsL}, @)
i=1

where e; denotes the i-th column of L X L identity matrix.



An HMM is determined by parameters (7, A,, B,), where @, A, and B, denote the initial distribution,
state transition matrix and observation emission matrix, respectively. Note that the initial state depends

on the first symbol in the first layer, thus mr; is given by

T :{6]1,1,1—(]1’1,0,0,...,0}, (3)

where ¢;; = P(z;; = 1) denotes the prior possibility of symbol z;; for 1 <i < Land 1 < j < M. The
symbols in the same signal layer may have different prior probabilities since they may be allocated to
different users.

The state transition matrix is given by A, = [at,i, ils:i € BE, 8141, i € %’L], where each element q,; ; is

given by

Stil,j €k L
@5 = P(S o1 = Seen 180 = 803) = 477700 (1= o)™ [ (511, €) © (s €,), @)

k[ k2
L rtk

and k = (f mod L) + 1, which means A, is cyclical of period L; s;;, 8.1, € AL take values among all
possible choices of S, and S;,;, respectively; Moreover, © indicates binary logical XNOR.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B. [ ]

The observation emission matrix is given by B, = [b,,i,nﬂls,,i e Bone N], where based on Equation

(T) each element by, is given by

n

T
bt,i,n+1 =P(N, =n|S, = Sti) n—t'(/lo + ATst,i)e_Tt(/lO+ATst'i)~ &)

C. Modeling System With Superimposed Communication

The superimposed transmission can be applied to multi-user communication. Let K denote the number
of users. For K < L, we can assign each signal layer or multiple layers to one user. For K > L, some
users have to share a common signal layer. Figure [2] illustrates the scenario with 5 users sharing 2 layers

via time-division.
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Fig. 2.  Two-layer transmission with five users.

III. AcHIEVABLE TRANSMISSION RATE

We consider the achievable rates for HMM, and give a numerical solution to the achievable transmission

rate of asynchronous signal superposition.

A. Achievable Rates for HMM

The achievable rates can be derived based on the mutual information between hidden states and
observation sequences for HMM. Let £ = {1,2,...,L} denote the entire set of signal layers; U C L
denote a subset of layers; and Zq, = {zi|k € U} denote the set of transmission symbols in layer set U.
Due to the statistical independence of different transmitted symbols, the entropy and conditional entropy
of transmitted symbols are given as follows,

L M
HZp) =) ) Hgip,

i=1 j=1

v (©)
HZulZ o) = ), D Hgi),

et j=1
where H(x) = —xlog, x — (1 — x)log,(1 — x).
The entropy and conditional entropy of the transmitted symbols given the observation sequences are

given by

H(ZIN7) =B csr[log,P(Z ;= 2Ny =),
neNT
(7

H(Zu|Z 1yus N1) =B ot 0@, P(Z = 2l pyus= 2 0vus Ny =m) |

neN

where N denotes the set of natural number; and Q7 denotes the T-time expansion of set Q.

Note that for VU € L, U +# @, the overall achievable rate [34] of the signal layers in set U must



satisfy

1
D Re < 12 NrlZ sy, ®)
kel

where coeflicient 1/M is due to the fact of M symbols in the Markov chain for each signal layer, and R;
denotes the achievable rate of layer k; and I(Zq; N7|Z f\q;) denotes the conditional mutual information
given by

(Zs; Nt \Zpi) = HZ|Z p\0r) — H(Z\Zp\i, N7). ©)

Letting U = {k} and U = L, we have the following two achievable rates of the asynchronous signal

superposition,

1
R, = sup Ry = MI(Zk;NﬂZL\k),
L (10)
R = supZRk = iI(Z Nrp)
: =1 7

where R, and Ry denote the maximum single-user rate and sum user rate, respectively.

B. Maximum Achievable Transmission Rate for a Single Layer

We give an algorithm to obtain the maximum achievable rate of a signal layer R; for 1 < k < L.

According to Equation (10), we have
1 1 & 1
Ri= W ZuNrlZpw) = o ;Vﬂqk,i) ~ 2 H(ZUZ £ Ny). (11)

We have the following propositions on H(Z|Z r\c, N7).

Proposition 1. The chain rule on the conditional probabilities are given as follows
M
P(ZUZ 1o Np) = | | P@MZ, o0 1 AN, D), (12)
i1 ’
where i € L\k, k+ (j—1)L<t;<k+ jL-1; and P(Zk,jl{Z_rfj_m]}, {th}) is the conditional probability of
i

Zy.j given sets {Z -in

= ]} and {N,}.




Proof: Please refer to Appendix C. [ ]

Proposition 2. The conditional entropy of a single layer is given by

M
HZIZpoND =) > (D ) 2@ ] |] @y

j=1 Zk,je% Zi[(-i+1)/L] 374 ieL\k t=k+(j-1)L

k+(j—1)L<t<k+jL-1 k+jL-1 ket jL—1
[ ] 2 [ [ 2@z izigma)
{N;JeNt t=k+(j-1)L

log t=k+(j—1)L i
2 k+jL—1 ’
ZZk,je%‘ P(Zk,j) H[:k+(j_])L P(Ntlzk,ja {Zi,[%] })

(13)
i€{¢y.¢

142 L i
where (Xz,,c) 1> is the abbreviation of Y7, , ez X7, , e - 2z, c# 22y e - - - Pak)) = qk’j’j’(l _

qi. )" 7*; and

N, N,
T b Qo+ M Zi j+ Sie ik AiZ. | ik
BN Z s Zygp) = (Ao + A+ ) AZygq) € "0 B ),

(14)
N ieL\k

Specifically, for single user communication the prior probability of transmitted symbols remains
constant, i. €, g;; = g for 1 <i < L and 1 < j < M, and the entropy of a single layer can be further

simplified into

1<i<k ke<i<L
HZWZeeND=M > (3 3 ) (2 D) P(Z@[ [Te@2ezs) [ ] P(z,-,1>P<z,~,z>]
ZeB ZireBZizeHh Zi\€BZireh 1<i<k k<i<L
2Ll P(Z) TTi247 PONAZiAZ, preseny))
> [ ] P@ViZi, 1Z,0h [1og, T :
(Nt sNisop—1 JeNL L r=k+L ZZkG,% P(Zk) HI:k+L P(Nllzk’ {Zl,r%]})
15)
Proof: Please refer to Appendix D. [ ]
C. Maximum Achievable Sum Rate
We give an algorithm to obtain the achievable sum rate R5. According to Equation , we have
1 1 &< 1
Ry = 3@ N =50 3 ) Hige) = 3 HZ LNy, (16)

i=1 k=1
Note that the computational complexity of H(Z,|N7y) grows exponentially with 7 due to exhaustive

enumeration of the state and observation sequences in %’ and N”. Consequently, brute-force computation



on the exact value is intractable for large 7. The computational complexity can be reduced via sampling %"
and N7, and the solution for conditional entropies can be approximated by the empirical mean according

to the following equation,

H(ZIN7) = Ezev. [HZ£IN7 = )], (17)

where ¥, ¢ %" and ¥, ¢ N7 denote the set of sufficiently many samples on %’ and N’ such that the
empirical mean becomes converged, respectively.

We resort to Monte Carlo method, which keeps generating random states and observation sequences
based on the initial state distribution, the transition probability matrices, and the observation emission

matrices. For each state and observation sequence realization, we have that

H(Z(INt = n) = H(S7IN7 = n), (18)

where efficient computation of the conditional entropy in Equation (I8)) can be conducted following [35].

D. Power Allocation of Overlapped Transmission

We regard the achievable rate as the objective function of power allocation. Generally, the practical
issue can be summarized as the following two cases.

Case 1: Given A, maximize the sum achievable rate Rg, subject to Zf,:] Ay = A,

Case 2: Given Ay, i and Rj;,s, for 1 < j < L, j # i, maximize the achievable rate R} of layer i, subject
t R} > Rjinp and 3, 4 = A,

The numerical solution for L = 2 is provided in Section VI.C.

IV. CHANNEL ESTIMATION AND SYMBOL DETECTION

We present the receiver-side signal processing including channel estimation, symbol detection as well

as joint detection and decoding.
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Fig. 3. Illustration of partial pilot-based channel estimation for L = 2,L, = 1.

A. Channel Estimation Algorithm

We can employ pilot sequences to estimate the mean number of detected photoelectrons of each
state. However, considering the pilots on all signal layers, the overhead is still non-negligible. In this
work, the channel estimation can be performed based on pilot sequences on certain signal layers but
not necessarily on all, which is called partial pilot-based channel estimation, as illustrated in Figure [3]
Without loss of generality, we assume to transmit pilot sequences Z” = [z’f ,zé’,...,zfp] in L, layers,
where z/ denotes the pilot sequence in layer i for 1 < i < L, and 0 < L, < L. Let SV ,Sg,...,S’T’p
denote the state sequence for channel estimation, where 7, denotes the number of chips. We have
that S¥ = [Zf,rﬂ""’Zip,[%VZLp“J%W’“"ZLJ%ﬂT’ and A is estimated based on EM algorithm. Let
NP = [Nf , Né’ e ng] denote the number of received photoelectrons in each chip for channel estimation,
where N’ is the observation sequence of S/ for 1 < 7 < T,. The estimation for A is processed by V
iterations, and in each iteration the updating rule is provided as follows.
6D

E-step: In the vth iteration, based on the estimate result A in the (v — 1)th iteration, the a posterior

probability of S? is given by

Q(v)(Sf =s;)=P(S" = SiIN?, A, = /Alg‘l))

O RVST = sid, = A7) (19
Ve BONP,SY = sil, = 407")
where Z1\Lr = {Zile Zi[%]ei + ZiL:L,,H bie; 16, €{0,1},L,+1 <i< L}, and
s-I\ V!
(Tt i ) _Tt;l(v—l). (20)

P _ — A(V_l) — s;
P(Np,St = sil/ls,- = /lsi ) = Te i
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Fig. 4. The trellis diagram for L = 3.

M-step: Given a posterior probability Q®)(S? = s,) for the vth iteration, the ML-estimation for f\(Tv) =

{(AV]s; € B} is given by
3,7 Q8! = s)N?

A = , (21)
VI O! = s
where the preset initial A must satisfy (1% — /Alg).))(/lsi —A5;) >0 fori# jand Ay # As,.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix E. [ ]

B. HMM-Based Symbol Detection

Based on HMM, the receiver aims to detect state sequence S; according to the observation sequence
Ny and (m, A, B;). The trellis diagram for HMM is adopted to find the optimal state transition path
maximizing the likelihood function or a posteriori probability. Figure [] illustrates the trellis diagram
for L = 3, where each state S, is expressed as {Zk,r% 111 < k < L}, and each branch between adjacent
states corresponds to a non-zero element of A,. We adopt Viterbi and Bahl-Cocke-Jelinek-Raviv (BCJR)
algorithms to maximize the likelihood function P(N7|S; = s7) and a posteriori probability P(Z; = z7|N7),
respectively, and minimizes the error rate of sequence and symbol detection, respectively.

For Viterbi algorithm, we maximize the log-likelihood function of state sequence summarized as follows

A

S; = argmax logP(N7|S7 = s7) = arg max Z N, log 7, 4s, — 7,4s,, 22)

where Ag, for S, € %" can be obtained from channel estimation.



Letting L(N,|S;) = N,log 7,45, — 7, 4s,, we have that L(N,S,) = L(NJS,) + LIN,-1]$,-1) for 2 <t < T.

Thus dynamic programming is adopted with the following updated equation

max L(N;1|$,, St+1,j) = L(Nt+1|St+1,j) + ma

X
a;,,;,th

(LIS, S0}, (23)

which is initialized by L(N,[S;) = L(N|S1) ~ Nilogti(Ag + As,) — 71(4dp + As,). The detected symbol
sequence can be retrieved via tracing back the optimal path.
For BCJR Algorithm, we maximize the posterior probability for each symbol z;; for 1 < k < L and

1 <i< M as follows

2;j = argmax log P(zy;|N7)
= arg max log P(S,, IN7) 24)
~ argmax logP(S, ,, N7),

where S, = (S|t = (i— DL+k,(i— DL+k+1,...,iL +k— 1}.

To obtain P(S,,,, N7), we define the following probability functions

a(s) =P(S;, =s,N,),
Bi(8) = P(Npr1,111S: = ), (25)
Y:(v,8) = PN, S, = 51S,-1 =),
where Ny, = {Nia <t < b}. Note that we have

iL+k—2

PGS, = $5i Nr) = @-1y0ex(S - 1yLek)Bir k-1 (SiLk-1) H Yi(St, S141), (26)
t=(i—1)L+k

where $;; = {s//(i — 1)L + k <t < iL + k — 1}. Furthermore, we have that y,(s;_1;, 8;, 1) = a1, ;b jn+1

for s,1;,8.; € P and n € N. Then, the calculations of a(s,) and S(s;) are conducted according to the



following recursive equations

a,(s;) = Z @1 (8i-1) V(8115 81),

S,_leﬂl“

Bi(s;) = Z Bie1(Sc1)Vis1(S15 8141)-

sp1€BE

27)

The initial values are @ (s;;) = @ (s1,)bi1n,+1 fOr §1; € PBL and Br(st) = nr(sy) for sy € BL, where m; is
given by Equation ; and m,(s.+1;) = P(S/+1 = s,41,;) can be obtained by the following recursive equation,
7 (Se+10) = Z A, jiTt-1(81,j)- (28)
s,,jet%’L
C. Joint Detection and Decoding

We adopt joint detection and decoding based on turbo processing. For ML and MAP decoding, the log-
likelihood ratio (LLR) and log-aposterior ratio (LAR) are adopted as the input soft information to the soft
channel decoder, respectively. Let LLRE:’{. and LAREQ denote the log-likelihood ratio and log-aposterior-
ratio of z; after the v-th iteration, respectively. Typically each iteration of the turbo processing consists
of one ML/MAP symbol detection operation followed by V channel decoding iterations.

For the ML-decoding, the initial LLR values are obtained by Viterbi algorithm as follows,

P(Nrlze; = 1) 'REY Pz = 1
LLR;?’I_ - log (Nrlz, = ) _ og (Nilzi, = )’ (29)
CT U Rl =0) T AL, BNz = 0)
and the LLR of the i-th transmitted symbol in layer k in the v-th iteration is calculated by
P(Nrlzi=1) "5 B, PWNIS =s
LLR) = log vtk = D _ log 12N, = 51 (30)

P A —— 0 s
P(N7lze; = 0) 8B, o P(NJS, = 5,)

t=(i—1)L+k

where the expectation E,, _g[e] for 6 € {0, 1} is calculated based on a posterior probabilities by the (v—1)th

iteration of channels in £ \ k as follows

1=z 1—j+1 2. 1—j+l
il 1 =1
Bues,do1= D | [Buch ¥ Gy = ONDBL ) @ypegny = 1INDL), 31)
stESZk’Fg jEL\k

where S, .-y = {stle,{ -8, = 0}; iy = eJT. -§;; and the a posterior probability of 2y after the (v—1)-th
’ L L



iteration is given by

1
P( _1)(2. —j+lq = O|Nt): I—P( _1)(2. —j+lq4 = lth): - .
=DM =DM 4, =yl b 32
! ! 1+ exp (2—-LLR" ), ) (32)
9jr=gtly M=r=1

For MAP-decoding, the initial LAR is determined by BLJR detection as follows

P(zri = 1IN1)

LARY = log ———~; (33)
“” % Pz = 0IN7)
and the LAR of symbol z;,; from the v-th iteration is given by
Po-1)(zjp=iny = 1INT)
LARY =1lo L
% = 8 B (@ = OINT)
P N i = 1 P P = 1
= log (Nrlz, ) + log (2, ) (34)
P(Nrlz; = 0) P(zi = 0)
_ =1 dk.i
= LLR;I“ ) + log 1_—%,

where LLR;Z;I) is computed according to Equations and li Furthermore, the a posterior probability

of MAP-decoding is given by

1
1 +exp (LAR;VF_L )

t—j+1
1

P(v—l)(zj’[#'| = O|Nt): I_P(V—l)(zj’[#'| = 1|NI): (35)

V. NUMERICAL AND SUMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical and simulation results on the achievable rates, power allocation,

channel estimation as well as joint detection and decoding.

A. Achievable Rates

Consider the superimposed transmission with L = 2 signal layers, where 4; = 4, = 10 and background
radiation 4o = 0.01. We evaluate the sum achievable transmission rate versus symbol number M and
relative delay p; in Figure [5| where the scenario of p; = 0,p, = 1 for perfect symbol boundary alignment

is also shown for comparison. It is implied that introducing relative relays can enhance the achievable
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Fig. 5. The achievable sum rates with different relative delays.

sum rate, and p; = 0.5 can maximize the sum rate, which can converge for M exceeding 10, where an
improvement of 0.5 bit per symbol can be observed.

Consider a more general scenario with possibly more than 2 signal layers, i.e., M = 1xX10%, 4, =1; = 4
for 1 <i < j <L and background radiation 4y = 0.01. The achievable sum rates for the case of L = 2,3,4
with the relative delays are shown in Figure [6] where the scenario of L = 1 without signal superposition is
also shown for comparison. It is seen that the achievable sum rate can be improved with sufficient receiver-
side signal intensity. Since the computational complexity of symbol detection grows exponentially with
L, we can set a standard on the minimum L subject to at least o bit per symbol gain over L — 1 signal
layers. Accordingly, we can achieve the optimal number of signal layers L* corresponding to different A.
For example o = 0.2; when 4 < 3, L = 1 is optimal; when 3 <A1 <8, L =2; when 8 <1< 18, L =3;

and when A > 18, L = 4.
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Fig. 6.  The achievable sum rates of 2,3,4 signal layers.

B. Power Allocation

We consider the power allocation in Section IIL.D for L = 2. The first optimization problem is max (R} +
R}), subject to A; + A, = A,. Figure [7| plots the maximum achievable sum rates and their optimal power
allocation versus A;. It is seen that as A increases, the optimal power allocation tends to become equal
distribution, where the achievable sum rate enhances as p grows from 0.1 to 0.5. The second optimization
problem is to max Rj, subjected to R5 > Ry and A; + A, = A, as shown in Figure @ Let P denote
the intersection of lines R = Ry;,y and A, + A, = A,; and Ap denote the x-coordinates of P. The feasible

solution for the problem is that 4; = A; — Ap, A, = Ap.

C. Joint Detection and Decoding

Assume that A; = A4, for 1 < i < L. The average symbol error rates for L = 2 and L = 3 of
joint detection versus A, are illustrated in Figures O(a)] and [9(b)] respectively. Furthermore, we adopt
a (12620,6310) LDPC code for each signal layer, where the parity check matrix construction and low-

complexity message pass decoding follow [36], [37] and [38]. The average bit error rates for L = 2 and
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L = 3 by joint detection and decoding versus A, are shown in Figures [I0(a)] and [T0(b)] respectively. It

is seen that for L = 2, p = 0.5 has the lowest error rate for both detection and decoding, which accords

with the maximum achievable sum rate.

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS FOR 2-LAYER-SUPERIMPOSED TRANSMISSION

We conduct offline experiments on the 2-layer-superposition transmission for optical wireless scattering

communication to experimentally evaluate the proposed joint detection and decoding. At the transmitter
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side, a waveform generator is adopted to produce OOK signals. A Bias-Tee is employed to combine the AC

and DC signals to drive the UV LED. At the receiver side, a photomultiplier tube (PMT) is employed as

the photon-detector, which is integrated with an optical filter in a sealed box. The UV signal of wavelength

around 280nm can be detected, while the background radiation of other wavelengths is blocked. The PMT

output signal is attenuated by an attenuator, amplified by an amplifier, and then filtered by a low-pass

filter, which is then sampled by the oscilloscope. Finally, the photon counting processing, HMM-based

MAP joint detection and decoding are realized in the received-side personal computer (PC) based on the

sampled waveforms from the oscilloscope. Table [] shows the specification of experimental equipment,

and Figures [T1] and [I2] illustrate the entire experimental block diagram and the test bed realizations,

respectively.

In the experiment, the background radiation intensity is around 150 photoelectrons per second in the

indoor environment (1y ~ 1.5 x 107*). Furthermore, we adopt the following parameters for two signal

layers: symbol duration Ty = 1us; p = 0.5; uniform power allocation for 2 signal layers (1; = A, = Ag);
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TABLE I
SPECIFICATION OF DEVICE FOR EXPERIMENT.

Model TO-3zz PO#2036

UV LED Wavelength 280nm

. Peak transmission 28.2%

Optical filter Aperture size ®31.5mm X28.3mm

Model R7154
PMT Spectral response 160nm ~ 320nm
Dark counts < 10 per second

Detection bandwidth > 200MHz

the same parity check matrix construction and decoding algorithm of LDPC codes as those in simulation;
and the uniform prior probabilities for O — 1 symbols. For each 4,,., we implement MAP joint detection
and decoding and count the bit error rate based on the transmission of 1000 frames (1.262 x 10’ random
bits).

We experimentally evaluate channel estimation for L = 2,p; = 0.5, where we exploit a 255-bit m
sequence as a pilot sequence z”. For L, = 1, 2 = z7; and for L, = 2, z = z} = z/. The performance of
channel estimation versus the number of iterations is illustrated in Figure where the result of L, = 2
is from the ML estimation. It is implied that real time estimation for both L, = 0 and 1 can converge
to the ML solution; and assisted by the pilot sequence, the convergency of L, = 1 is faster than L, = 0.
Furthermore, higher A, with large receiver-side SNR can lead to faster convergence, which is close to the
simulation result on the channel estimation with the same system parameters, as shown in Figure

Moreover, the MAP detection with and without LDPC code (denoted as EXP) is evaluated in Figure
[[3] where the simulation results with the same channel parameters (denoted as SL) is plotted for
comparison. It is seen that the experimental results on the channel estimation, symbol detection and joint
detection/decoding are close to the simulation results, which illustrates the feasibility of the proposed

channel estimation and signal detection approaches in real communication scenarios.

VII. ConcLUSsION

We have proposed superposition transmission for optical wireless scattering communication based on

HMM. We have obtained the achievable rates of proposed superposition transmission, and proposed
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the EM-based channel estimation and joint detection and decoding. The performance of the proposed
approaches are verified by numerical results. Moreover, for two- and three-layer transmission, both
simulation and experimental results are employed to validate the feasibility of the proposed algorithms

for channel estimation as well as joint detection and decoding.

VIII. APPENDIX

A. Comparison of Achievable Rates between OOK and 2-Pulse-Position Modulations (2-PPM)

The mutual information of single-use OOK modulation is given by

Loox(X: N) = max {7{[ > FX)PookNIXp)| = Y P(Xq)w[P00K<N|Xq>]}, (36)

0<g<l1
X,€{0,1} X,4€(0,1}

and that of 2-PPM is given by

L_ppu(X; N1, N;) = max max {7‘{[ Z P(Xq)P%PPM(Nl, N2|Xq’T)] - Z P(Xq)q_{[PZPPM(NI’Nzlxq’T)]},

0<g<1 0<7<1

X4€{0,1} X4€{0,1}
(37)
where X, ~ {g,1 — g};
Ay
Pooxk(N|X, =0) = me_/lo,
Ao+ )N
POOK(N|Xq = 1) = ue*(/l(ﬁ/ll)’
N! 38)
TNIANI 1—TN2/1 +/l N>
PZ—PPM(NI’ N2|Xq = 0, T) = 0 ( N |)N(’ 0 1) 8_7/10_(1_7-)(/10"'/11)’
1:4V7!
™Ay + )N (1 = 1)V 2N
Pz_ppM(Nl,N2|Xq = 1,7’) = ( 0 ]\1])']\(] ' ) 0 e—T(/10+/11)—(1—T)/10;
1:4Vp.

A; denotes the mean number of detected photoelectrons in each symbol duration; N, Ni, N, denote the
number of received photoelectrons; and 7 denotes the duty ratio of the pulse in each symbol duration for
2-PPM. The achievable rates of OOK and 2-PPM modulation are compared in Figure [I5] where OOK

modulation shows higher achievable rate.
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B. Proof of State Transition Matrix

For k = (rmod L) + 1, we have [#1221] = [=2£1] 4 1 and #2201 = =221 for r # k. Due to

’Z”%]]T, the r-th element of S, and S,,; must satisfy Zppirl) = Zppesirsly for r # k.

Sl = [Zl,fi]’ Zz’r%]a e
Consequently, The state transition probability P(S,.1 = s.11S, = s.;) = 0, if Zppirety F Zppusiorey) and

P(Sic1 = S1,jIS: = 800) = P(Zk’l—t-#lzkﬂ-llzk,l—t—l\%l-l). Furthermore, Ty skl is independent with Ty pisket hence

Zk,FH'IZkHT
we have P(Zk,rHl—LkH-||Zk’|—t—12+1]) = qk,[’“j“]

(1- qk’[mzkﬂ])Zk,r”‘zk”l In addition, z;jeiny = S;-e; for 1 <i<L.

Therefore, Zppizply # Zppretory is equivalent with (s;+1;-€,) © (s.; - €,) = 0, and P(S;1; = §,41,IS, = s,;) can
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be simplified into Equation (@).
C. Proof of Chain Rules on Conditional Probabilities

We prove the proposition based on the following chain rule on the probability of received signal given

two users since the numbers of received photoelectrons in different chips are independent of each other,

T
P(N7IZp) = | | PONIZi10, Zoginys o Zy i), (39)

=1

Consequently, Equation (I2)) can be proved by

P(ZAZ pw> N1) = P(Zic1s Zipp.alZ, i ) ANG 1 AZ i), (N7
B(Zirs Zigo, oo AN b AN 1HZ, pinn 3o AZ )
" Y Bn Pt Zepn Wy b NS THZ, ooy} Zy g )
POANu} 1 Zia AZ; it DB(Ze)PAN | Zio, 547, iy DP(Zi 2.0)
" Y, Lz PN 1 2t Z, oo DB BN | Zio. Zyg g DB (Zi o)
P(ANu} | Zias AZ; paies DB (Zicr) PANS | Zip.y A2 s DP(Zi2.1)
B 220 PUNG Y Ziss {Z;pucin DB(Ze1) Lz, PAND | Zi2.008Z, e DP(Zk 2.11)

(40)

= P(Ze1 [N AZ, oo DP(Zigoy | NG Z, g ),

where Zy oy = [Zk2, Zka, - - - Zk.m], and the indexes involved in the brackets i € L\k, k <t; <k+ L -1

and k + L <7< k+ ML - 1. Re-factorizing Equation (40), we have

B(ZUZ s Nr) = B(Zia | {Ny}AZ, oo DB(Zio | NG AZ, it DEZ s on | N AZ gD, (4D

where the indexes involved in the brackets i € L\k, k+ L <t <k+2L-1and k+2L<f<k+ ML-1.
Re-factorize Equation for M — 2 times, we have
M
P(ZUZ 0o Np) = | | B@MZ, 1) N, (42)
J=1 ot

where the indexes involved in the brackets i € L\k and k+ (j — 1)L <t; <k+ jL-1.
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D. Proof of conditional entropies

We prove the proposition by Equation (#3) based on Proposition 1.

H(Z{Z pe Nr) = D Y B(Z s, Nr) logy, P(ZUZ 1 N1)

Z peBML NreNT

= ). B(Zp) ) P(NrlZ)log, M(ZUZ ry, Nr)

Z reBML NreNT

= > P(Zp ) P(N:IZ L)logznP(ijl (Z, 0 AN,))
ZLEﬂML NTENT J 1
u P(Z, N,}}|{zl )

= ), BZo) Y EWNZDbon | | s
j i,[?]

Z e ML N7eNT =1
M kt(j=DL<t<k+jL~
= Z Z ( Z )zel\k P(Zk,j)[ rl P({ert, —i+1 :| Z P( Nt, |Zk], {Z r '*1]})
J=1 2 j€B Zif-iv1)/1€F ieL\k (N et
P(Zk,p {Nt/}l{Zl fﬂ]})
log, —
BAN,INZ, o )
M k+(j-D)L<r<k+jL- k+jL—1 ket jL-1
zeL\k
i Z Z ( Z P(ij)[ l_[ n P(Z rl l+]-|)j| Z [ P(Nllzk I’{ l|—l L+1-|}):|
J=1 7y j€PB Zif-iv1y1€B ie L\k t=k+(j—1)L ot Lt

B(Zjs N MZ, o)
B(N, NZ, o )

log,

SN ( 3R

J=1 Zy j€B Zi-iv1)/11€R

k+jL—1
P(Ze ) Tt PO Z jo AZ g )

253 ~
sz,je.%’ P(Zk,j) Hf:]{f(jl_l)L P(Ni|Z 2 {Z, i =i ]})

k(j-V)L<t<k+jL-1 [

k+jL—1 k+jL-1
[1 11 P(zr,,ﬂ])] > [ [] P(Ntle],{,rwq})]

ieL\k t=k+(j—1)L (N Jenit L r=ker(j=DL

(43)
Typically, for single user transmission, the prior probability of the transmitted symbols remains constant,

i.e qgj=qforl <i<Land 1 < j< M. Consequently, each term in Zﬁl[o] remain constant for

2<j<M-1.When j=1or j=M, [’_2“] may equal O or M + 1, we define Z;y = Z; 141 = O for

1 <i < L due to the finite number of transmitted symbols. Neglecting the effect of j =1 and j = M, we
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have that Zﬁil 2z cnl®] = M ¥z, czlel, where jo can take any integer value in [2, M — 1]; and

jo,  ifl<i<kk+(o-DL<t<i+ joL—1;

f—i+1 Jo+1, if 1 <i<k,i+ joL<t<k+ joL-1;
== @4

jo—1, ifk<i<Lk+(o—-DL<t<i+(jo— 1L~ 1;

jo,  ifk<i<Li+(o-DL<t<k+ joL—1.

Letting jo = 2, we have the following simplified form of Equation (43,

H(Z|Z o, N7) = M Z( Z Z )lSKk( Z Z )

ZkE&? Zi’zeﬂ Z,'g&% Zi’leﬂ Ziyzée%_)

k<i<L
P(Zk)[ [ [P@r@s) | ] P(z,-J)P(Zi,z)]

1<i<k k<i<L

k2Ll P(Z) [T5647 PWNHZiAZ; i)
> [ 20ize (Z gy | fog, AT '
{NisLowsNiror-1JeNE & 1=k+L sz@@ P(Zk) Ht:k+L P(Ntlzk’ {Zivr%]})

(45)
E. Derivation of AY in the M-Step of Channel Estimation
The likelihood function is given by
TP
LINP|A, = 2A) = Z log Z P(N?,S" = 5|4, = A1)
=1 sies@L\Lp
L P(N?, S = sild, = ) o
= §ilds, = A,
> Q(v)(SP = s;) log ad] il%s; Si /-
; sieﬁ;mv t Q(v)(Szp =)
Letting £O(N”|A,, = 12) denote the last term of above inequality, we have that
TP
LO(NP|A,, = ,Algl?)) ~Z Z QM(S? = sl-)(Nf log T,/Alg)—log NP! — r,?lg?).
tzlS,E%L\LP
Hence, the partial derivative of likelihood function is given by
9 L N?
PO NP — — Jy — WQP — ¢\ L _
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Letting %L(N” =n|A, = /Alg)) =0, we have that
J

(1]
(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]
(7]

(8]
(91

(10]

(11]

(12]

[13]

(14]

(15]

S0 QWS = s,)N?
S Q0(S! = s)T

A = argmax LON' = nla,, = A) = (48)
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