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A Training based Distributed Non-Coherent
Space-Time Coding Strategy

G. Susinder Rajan and B. Sundar Rajan

Abstract

Unitary space-time modulation is known to be an efficientmsgda communicate over non-coherent
Multiple Input Multiple Output (MIMO) channels. In this lefr, differential unitary space-time coding
and non-coherent space-time coding for the training bappdoach of Kim and Tarokh are addressed.
For this approach, necessary and sufficient conditions foltisgroup decodability are derived in a
simple way assuming a Generalized Likelihood Ratio Testivec and a unitary codebook. Extending
Kim and Tarokh’s approach for colocated MIMO systems, a htraiing based approach to distributed
non-coherent space-time coding for wireless relay neta/@lproposed. An explicit construction of two-
group decodable distributed non-coherent space-timescadeieving full cooperative diversity for all

even number of relays is provided.

Index Terms

Cooperative diversity, distributed space-time codes;ecamerent MIMO, training.

. INTRODUCTION

One of the efficient means to communicate over non-coherélt@/Multiple Input Multiple
Output) channels is the training based non-coherent ootiaigdesigns approach of Kim and
Tarokh [1] which offers simple encoding, single complex &gihdecoding along with full
diversity. In this work, we generalize Kim and Tarokh’s apgch which result in multi-group
decodable non-coherent space-time codes. Recently therautf [2], [3], [4] have proposed

distributed differential space-time coding for wirelestay networks wherein all the terminals
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operate without the knowledge of any of the fading coeffitseand yet achieve full cooperative
diversity equal to the number of relays. However, the coditigtegies proposed in [2], [3], [4]

put extra stringent conditions (as compared to the coldcEtVO case) on the unitary matrix

codebook such as the existence of matrices that commuteallithe codewords. This makes
code constructions particularly difficult. For exampleg thistributed differential space-time code
constructions in [3], [4] force all the codeword matricescammute with each other.

The contributions of this letter can be summarized as falow

« Generalization of the non-coherent orthogonal designsdegnstruction of Kim and Tarokh
[1] by utilizing arbitrary linear designs instead of ortlwo@l designs alone. We refer to
the resulting codes as training based non-coherent spaeeebdes. It is shown that by
employing any full diversity coherent space-time code, ladiversity non-coherent space-
time code can also be obtained.

« For the training based non-coherent space-time codesssegeand sufficient conditions
for multi-group decodability are derived in a simple andgelet manner assuming a Gen-
eralized Likelihood Ratio Test (GLRT) receiver and a unjitaodebook. Moreover, the low
complexity decoder for this case is described in a simple. way

« Extending ideas from training based non-coherent space-tiodes, a novel training based
approach to distributed non-coherent space-time codingvii@less relay networks is pro-
posed. This approach does not demand stringent conditiotieecstructure of the distributed
space-time code such as commuting codewords which is tiefoadistributed differential
space-time codes [2], [3], [4]. Moreover, the channel cehee interval required for this
strategy § R+ 1 channel uses) is lesser compared to that required forluliséd differential
space-time coding [2], [3], [4]4R channel uses). An explicit construction of two group
decodable codes achieving full cooperative diversity fbleaen number of relays is also
provided.

The rest of the letter is organized as follows. In Seclidrnw, generalize the training based
non-coherent space-time coding approach proposed in [Hovel training based approach to
distributed non-coherent space-time coding for wireledayr networks is proposed in Section
[Mand an explicit construction o?-group decodable codes achieving full cooperative ditgersi

is also provided. Simulation results comprise Secfioh IV.
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[I. MULTI-GROUP DECODABLETRAINING BASED NON-COHERENT SPACE-TIME CODING

In this section, we generalize the training based non-@tiesrthogonal designs approach
in [1] by using arbitrary linear designs which are multi-gpodecodable instead of orthogonal
designs alone.

Let the number of transmit and receive antennas be denoteddmndm respectively.

Definition 1: [5] A linear designD(xy,zs,...,xx) in K real indeterminates or variables
x1, T2, ..., T IS @an xn matrix with entries being a complex linear combination a& thariables.

It can be written asD(xq, s, ..., 2x) = Zfil xr;A; where, A, € C™*™ are called the 'weight
matrices’. A linear STBC¢ is a finite set ofn x n complex matrices which can be obtained by
taking a linear desigD(zy, 7, ..., rx) and specifying a signal se¥ c R* from which the
information vectorX = [ T1 Ty ... Tk ]T take values from, with the additional condition
that D(a) # D(d'),V a # ' € o/. A linear STBC% = {D(X)|X € &/} is said to beg-
group encodable (ofg£ real symbol encodable Q% complex symbol encodable) if divides

K and if & = @4 x afh x --- x <, where eache/,i = 1,...,9 C R%. An orthogo-
nal design©(zy,xs,...,xx) In K real variablesz,, zs,...,xx IS a linear design satisfying
O(z1, 9, ..., xx)TO(21, 20, ..., 2) = (Efil x?) I,.

I,
The proposed transmission matfixn [1] has the form ofS = , Where
@([L’l, T, ... ,[L’K)
O(z1,9,...,2K) IS an orthogonal design ifX’ real variables and of size x n. The portion

corresponding td,, can be viewed as though pilots were sent from each of thenidastennas.
Hence this approach is referred to as training based. TH®euof [1] then propose to pair two
real variables at a time to forr§ complex variables and allow them to take values from a PSK
constellation with appropriate number of points dependinghe transmission rate that lead to
single complex symbol decoding.

We propose to generalize this approach by replacing thegothal desigrO(zq, x, . . ., k)
by an arbitrary linear desigi(z, xs, . . ., 2x ). By doing so, we can still reap the benefits of low
encoding complexity because a linear design has beenedtilito guarantee full diversity, we
need to construct non-intersecting subspaces [1], [7],the subspaces spanned by the columns
of any two codewords should intersect trivially. To be pseciif S; and S, are two different

codeword matrices then the matrﬁxs1 Sy ] should have full rank equal tn.
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I, I,
’ SZ = P SL = '
Cl CQ CL

where C4,Cs, ..., C, are elements of a linear STB& = {D(X)|X € &/} as in Defini-

n

The codewords in our case are given By =

n

C, ¢

tion [1. For full diversity, we need the rank to equal2n, which is same as

1, 0 . .
rank = n+rank (C; — C;). Thus if the matrixC; — C; has rank ofn for
c; C;,—GC;

all ¢; # C; € €, full diversity is guaranteed. Thus, by simply verticallygmenting/,, with
a fully diverse linear STBCs¢, we get a fully diverse training based non-coherent space-t
code.

Though, it is not necessary for the elements#zoto be unitary matrices for achieving full
diversity, we assume that they are unitary in the sequel deroto simplify the decoding
algorithm. We assume the channel model to be as follaws: SH + W where, H denotes
the n x m channel matrix,S denotes the transmitteth x n codeword,Y” denotes then x m
received matrix and? denotes then x m matrix with entries being a sample of zero mean
complex Gaussian random variables with unit variance. Vé¢eirag that the GLRT receiver is
employed for detection at the receiver. For a unitary codkpthe GLRT receiver detects the
codeword as follows [7],

S = Jnax Tr [YH5,8/7Y] . (1)

Let us simplify the above GLRT metric for codes of the specfiem proposed. For our

I,
cases; = for someC; € €. We haveTr [Y#S,SHY] = Tr [YY*#5;Sf]. Moreover

C
L, Cf I, Cff o . :
S;SH = = where, the second equality is due to our unitary matrix
assumption. Let us partition the received matrixinto sub-matricesy; and Y, as follows:
Y
Y = F L Let Y7 denote the part ot corresponding to the transmission Bf (pilot part)
Ys

and Y; denote the other part due to the encoded message. Then, wéFh@VYHSiSﬂ =
Tr [ViYH + VoY |+ Tr (VYA C; + V.Y CH]. The termTr [V, Vi + Y2Vi] does not depend
on C; and hence can be ignored for decision purposes. RecallCthatas obtained by substi-
tuting for real variablesry,...,zx in a linear designD(zy,...,zx). Let C; = Zlex§Aj
where z¢, 7%, ... z% denote the specific values corresponding(totaken by the variables
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x1,29,...,Tk. Decoding toC; is thus same as decoding to the values taken by the set of
variables or in other words decoding to the information @ect. Then the GLRT decoder can

be rewritten as follows.

K

~ T ) )

X=[ay & o x| = max 3T MV, + Y5Vl Al )
J=1

.....

It is clear that if¢ is g-group encodable, then the maximization[ih (2) can be brakemto g
individual maximizations each of which is over only a subskthe K variables since the real
variables in a group takes values independently of the raaées in the other groups. Then
the real variables in each group can be decoded indepena#ritie real variables in the other
groups. We refer to such codes as multi-group decodablescdd®e that the above decoder is
very general in nature and also explains in a simple way hoglsicomplex symbol decoding
can be done for the x 2 non-coherent orthogonal design proposed in [1].

IIl. ADISTRIBUTED NON-COHERENT SPACE-TIME CODING STRATEGY

In this section, a novel training based approach to disietbunon-coherent space-time coding
for achieving cooperative diversity in wireless relay netks is proposed.

Consider a wireless relay network as shown in Eig. 1 with ac®terminal, a destination
terminal andR relay nodes. We assume all the nodes in the network to be mepiipnly with
single antennas. The fading gain of the channel between woytdrminals is modeled by a
zero mean complex Gaussian random variable with unit vegiamhe additive noise at all the
terminals is modeled as a zero mean complex Gaussian randoeable with unit variance. Let
/i denote the channel fade coefficient between the source andtlthrelay and letg; denote
the channel fade coefficient between tf#h relay and the destination. All the terminals are
assumed to be symbol synchronized and half-duplex consttain this setting, we propose a
training based distributed space-time coding strategygusihich all the terminals can operate
without the knowledge of any of the channel fading coeffitserit is important to note that
though pilot signals are used in this strategy, none of thmitels are required to estimate the
channel fade coefficients.

The transmission from source to destination consists ofstages. Each stage consists of two
phases - a pilot phase and a communication phase. The figa stasists ofl; + 1 channel

uses. During the pilot phase of the first stage, the sourcesrirds the complex numbedr to
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all the R relays using a fractiomr; of the total power (sum of the power used by the source
and all theR relays) denoted by’. Then the received symbol at tlieh relay denoted by”

is given byr? = \/m Pf; + n; where,n; represents the additive noise at thth relay. During
the communication phase of the first stage, the source titsamectors of size7; x 1 taken
from a codeboolC satisfyingE {sHs} = 11 using a fractionr; of the total powerP to all the

R relays. This vectos actually carries the message intended to be communicatéukebgource

to the destination. Thus the received vector during the comaoation phase at theth relay
denoted byr; is given byri = /7 Pf;s + v; where,v; represents the additive noise vector at
the i-th relay.

During the second stage, the relays linearly process theivext signals from the source
(which contains the pilots and the message) and relay tloennation to the destination. The
pilot phase of the second stage consistsio€hannel uses. Of these channel uses, one of
them is allocated to each one of tRerelays for transmission. During its scheduled transmrssio
slot, thei-th relay transmits a scaled versionigfusing a fractionr, of the total powerP. The
symbol transmitted by théth relay is given byt! = \/Erf = fmme2p oy Joml o

T P+1 T P+1

In the communication phase of the second stage, allRhelays transmit together a linearly
transformed version off or its conjugates” using a fractionr, of the total powerP. For this
purpose, each relay is equipped with a complex malof size T, x T;, which we call the
relay matrix’ that satisfie§ B, ||%< T5. The duration of the communication phase in the second
stage is thug; channel uses. To be precise, the vector transmitted by-theelay denoted as

t; is given byt = /2o Bis = | /T2LE £ Bi5 + /2P Bi#i; where the notatiort denotes

eitherx or z* according to the context. The four phases in the entire tngsson protocol are

pictorially depicted in FiglJ2. The power allocation factar, andr, have to be chosen so as to
satisfy m, PT} + mo PRTy = P(17 + T5). Throughout this letter, we choose = 1 andmy, = %.
In the proposed transmission protocol, the destinatiocheduled to receive signals only during

the second stage. Let andy, denote the received vector at the destination during tha pil
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phase and communication phase respectively of the secagd.sthen, we have

flgl g1ny
| e P? f292 [ moP gana
A+ u — Iy = U
Zg = mP+1 : + mP+1 : T
L ngR i | gRNR |

where, the vectow, represents the additive receiver noise at the destinativimgl the pilot

phase of the second stage. Similarly, we have

[ f191
P R
7T17T2P2 [ _ _ ~] f2g2 7T2P -
=\ = — i Biv;
Y2 “71‘1P—|—1 B1s Bss ... Bprs 5 + \/W1P+1;:19 v; |+ ue
_ngR_

where, the vector, represents the additive receiver noise at the destinationglthe commu-

r T
nication phase of the second stage. ket= W?;il | gin1 gamz ... gRMR } + u; and

Wy = < Wf;il ZZR:I giBﬂ?Z-) + us Which denote the equivalent noise as seen by the destination

during the pilot and communication phases. Then we havedhening signal model for the

total received vectoy at the destination.

[ f191
Y1 [ 179 P2 Ir f292 w1
’y = = 71P2 1 ~ R B . + . (3)
Y2 e+ Bls BQS R BRS : W2
L ngR ]

Essentially we observe that the signal model becomes @it a linear fading MIMO channel

IR ~ ~ - T
y= 77?7;324]:1 SH + W where,S = N . | H= [ figr f292 ... fror
Bls BQS BRS
w
and W = " |. The difference here as compared to the case of colocatedOvidRannels
wa

is that here the entries of the channel mattixare a product of two Gaussian random variables
and the entries of the equivalent noise vedtiorare not complex Gaussian distributed.

For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to choosi@@i@nd the relay matriceB;, Bs, ..., Bg such
that the set of matrice®” = {[ B15 B35 ... Bgrs }} consists of only unitary matrices. Let
|¢| = |C| = L and let the elements of be denoted by, (s, ..., Cy. Then the distributed
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non-coherent space-time code consistd.a$caled unitary matrices of the for denoted by
St,Ss, ..., 5. For such a unitary codebook, imitating the colocated MIM&Bewe propose to

use a suboptimal mismatched decoder at the receiver as dheloin:

S = max Tr [YHSiSiHY} . (4)

i=1,...,L
We call this decoder as mismatched because the entries efjthiealent noise vectdi/ are not
Gaussian distributed. Furthermore, this receiver is stilmab because conditioned on knowing
95,7 = 1,..., R, the covariance matrix ofl’ is a diagonal matrix and not a scaled identity
matrix. This fact is not exploited by the decoder i (4) anddeeis suboptimal. The following
theorem states that this suboptimal mismatched decodsadylrgives full cooperative diversity
equal toR.

Theorem 1:1f B;B are diagonal matricegi = 1,..., R and if C1C; = C;CH = Iy, Vi =
1,..., L then full diversity equal tar is achieved by the suboptimal mismatched decoddr]in (4)
if rank (C; —C;) =R forall C; # C; € €.

Proof: The proof follows on the similar lines as the proofs in [3] dmehce omitted. ®

Observe that the sub-matrix Sfgiven by | B,5 B,5 ... Bps | can be viewed as a linear

design if the vectos is obtained fronil; complex variables which take values from some signal

I
set. Then the codewords of a distributed non-coherent gjraeecode look likeS; = f ,

G
C; € € where% is now a linear space-time code. The difference here as pa the

colocated MIMO case is th&t’ is obtained from a conjugate linear design (a linear design i
which any column contains complex linear combinations dff dhe complex variables or only
their conjugates) as opposed to any arbitrary linear desigthis correspondence we consider
only such distributed non-coherent space-time codes dimeg are easier to study and their
encoding complexity is also less. Moreover, the notion oftagroup decodable codes can then
be utilized in the distributed setting also.

Note that in the proposed coding strategy, the channelsdegtwall the terminals are assumed
to be quasi-static for a duration @f + 75 + R + 1 channel uses. Of the totdl + 75, + R+ 1
channel uses, note that + 1 channel uses are employed for training purposes. Suppdtsang
channel coherence interval is much more than- 7; + R + 1 channel uses, then we can stop
the pilot phases after the fir§f; + 75 + R + 1 channel uses and the source can henceforth

transmit data once very; + 7> channel uses. In this work, we 1& = 75 = R for which the
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channel coherence interval should B8 + 1 channel uses. At this juncture we would like to
point out that distributed differential space-time codi2d, [3], [4] on the contrary demands

a channel coherence interval f2 channel uses but can however enable the source transmit
once every2R channel uses always. Also note that the proposed strategy miot demand the
existence of matrices that commute with the codeword nestrand a carefully chosen initial
vector which is the case for distributed differential sptioee coding [2], [3], [4]. Furthermore
though pilots have been employed in our transmission gyatbe relays do not estimate the
fading gains from the source to the relays, but instead sirapiplify and forward the pilots to

the destination.

A. Explicit Coding

In this subsection, we construct a clas2ejroup decodable fully diverse unitary space-time
codes derived from PCIODs which can be employed as dis&ibubn-coherent space-time
codes. These codes can also be used in colocated MIMO sy$&berapplication either in the
differential setup or in the training based setup as desdrin Sectiori]l. PCIODs were first
proposed for use as coherent distributed space-time codés. i

Construction 1:[6] Given an even numbeR, the rate oneR x R PCIOD C'» is given as

follows:

r1 +ix —x3 + iz
Cp — diag 1 2 3 4
r3 + 14 Tr1 — 1T2

[ Tg +iTp41 T2 +iTk43 } |: Tar-3 t1T2r—2 —T2r—1 T iT2R } }
----------

Thto +1Tk43 Tp — Tk41 Tor—1 t1T2R  T2R-—3 — IT2R—2

®)
There are totally2 R real variables in the linear desigris.
We haveCH Cp = dlag{(ZZ V12) I, (Zf*,f 2) Iy,... (ZfRQR X Z) }from which we
infer that PCIODs do not lead to unitary codewords for asbjtrsignal sets. But this can be ac-
complished by appropriately choosing multidimensionghai sets such that for all signal points
S a? = =32 .22 =1. To obtain full diversity, we first note thatACHACp| =
(>, Axi) (ZZ on_3 AT; ) , where ACp has been used to denote the difference matrix.
Thus PCIODs do not offer full diversity for arbitrary sigredts. To get unitary matrices and full
diversity we propose to choose the multidimensional sigoaits as follows. Firstly we fornk
complex variables, sy, ..., sk given by:s; = x1 +ixg, So = 3+ 1ixy,...,Sr = Top_1 +iTaR.

Now with this assignment of complex variables note that Hi3@re conjugate linear designs
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which is a necessary requirement for application in theribisied setting. We group thede
complex variables into two groups - First grosss, . . ., sg_1 and Second groupy, sS4, . . ., Sg.
Thens; and s, are allowed to take values independently from a PSK sigrnalvgéd number
of points depending on the transmission rate requirememenTwe let the complex variables
s3, S5, ..., Sp_1 10 be some rotated versions of the specific value chosen .bgimilarly we let
s4, S, - - . , Sp t0 be some rotated versions of the specific value chosen.[@hus all the complex
variables take values which lie on the unit circle. Then whils choice of multidimensional signal
set, it is easy to check that the resulting codewords arg éliMerse and unitary. PSK signal set
has been employed in order to obtain unitary codewords.dtss clear that the resulting code

is 2-group encodable angtgroup decodable.

[V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, it is verified by simulations that full coopgve diversity is achieved if the
rank criterion as stated in Theord 1 is satisfied. The Oisied non-coherent space-time code
employed has been obtained using a unitary space-time arded from the Alamouti design
with a QPSK constellation. Thug, = 75, = R = 2 and hence the transmission rate of the source
is % bits per channel use. Figl 3 shows the error performancei®ttdde under single complex
symbol decoding as i {2) from which it can be observed thatslope of the codeword error

rate is almos® in the high SNR regime as expected.
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Fig. 1. A wireless relay network
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Fig. 3. Error performance of Alamouti design with QPSK cefiation employed as a distributed non-coherent space-tim
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