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Abstract— Constellation Constrained (CC) capacity regions of M-QAM and M-PSK signal sets for some positive integer,
a two-user SISO Gaussian Multiple Access Channel (GMAC) )/. Gaussian multiple access channels with finite complex

with finite complex input alphabets and continuous output ae 5t giphabets and continuous output was first considered
computed in this paper. When both the users employ the same .

code alphabet, it is well known that an appropriate rotation be- in [6] with the assumption of randlom. phase offsets in the
tween the alphabets provides unique decodability to the resiver.  channel from every user to the destination. For such a channe

For such a set-up, a metric is proposed to compute the anglg(s model, Constellation Constrained (CC) sum capacity has bee
of rotation between the alphabets such that the CC capacity computed for some well known alphabets such)dsPSK

region is maximally enlarged. Subsequently, code pairs bad on _ ; :
Trellis Coded Modulation (TCM) are designed for the two-use andM/-QAM in [6] and trellis codes have also been proposed

GMAC with M-PSK and M-PAM alphabet pairs for arbitrary in [7] qnd [8]. Note that the assumptlon O,f random phase
values of M and it is proved that, for certain angles of rotation, Offsets in the channel naturally provides Uniquely Decdelab
Ungerboeck labelling on the trellis of each user maximizeshe (UD) property to the receiver when all the users use the same
guaranteed squared Euclidean distance of theum trellis. Hence, alphabet.
suc_h a Iabelllng scheme can be used systematl_cally to consit Subsequently, ak-user GMAC model with no random
trellis code pairs for a two-user GMAC to achieve sum rates h . .
close to the sum capacity of the channel. More importantly, ti phase offsets in the ghannel has been_con5|dered in [9] and
is shown for the first time that ML decoding complexity at the codes based on Trellis Coded Modulation (TCM) [10] have
destination is significantly reduced whenM-PAM alphabet pairs  been proposed wherein the UD property at the destination is
are employed with aimost no loss in the sum capacity. achieved by employing distinct alphabets for all the uskrs.

A two-user Multiple Input Multiple Output (MIMO) fading particular, an alphabet of siz& M (example: K M-PSK or

MAC with N; antennas at both the users and a single antenna . o : .- .
at the destination has also been considered with the assunip K M- QAM) is chosen and it is appropriately partitioned in

that the destination has the perfect knowledge of channel ate t0 K groups such that every user uses one of the groups as its
information and the two users have the perfect knowledge of code alphabet. Towards designing trellis codes, the asithior

only the phase components of their channels. For such a set- [9] only propose steps to choose the labellings on the edges

up, two distinct classes of Space Time Block Code (STBC) pair o {he trellises of all the users, but do not provide explicit
derived from the well known class of real orthogonal designsire labellings on the individual trellises

proposed such that the STBC pairs are information losslessral ; S )
have low ML decoding complexity. In this paper, a two-user GMAC with finite complex input

. i, alphabets and continuous output is considered without the

Index Terms— Multiple access channels, Ungerboeck partition- . . .
ing, constellation constrained capacity, trellis coded maulation, assumption of ran_dom phase offsets in the chanpel (it is sBhow
MIMO multiple access channel, space time coding and real that the assumption of random phase offsets in the channel
orthogonal designs. leads to loss in the CC sum capacity) and the impact of the
rotation between the alphabets of the two-users on capacity
regions is investigated. Code pairs based on TCM are also
proposed such that sum rates close to the CC sum capacity can

Capacity regions of a two-user Gaussian Multiple Accege achieved for some classes of alphabet pairs. Throughout
Channel (GMAC) with continuous input alphabets and cofhe paper, the mutual information value for a GMAC when
tinuous output is well known [1]-[5]. Such a model assumage symbols from the input alphabets are chosen with uniform
the users to employ Gaussian code alphabets and the addigiégribution is referred as the Constellation Constrai(@@)
noise is assumed to be Gaussian distributed. Though, ¢@paghpacity of the GMAC [11]. Henceforth, unless specified,
regions of such a channel provides insights in to the acbleva(i) input alphabet refers to a finite complex alphabet and a
rate pairs {21, I?;) in an information theoretic sense, it failSGMAC refers to a Gaussian MAC with finite complex input
to provide information on the achievable rate pairs wheflphabets and continuous output alphabet and (i) capacity
we consider ﬁnitary restrictions on the input alphabets afegapacity region) refers to the CC Capacity (Capacity rEDK)
analyze some real world practical signal constellatioks li Throughout the paper, the terms alphabet and signal set are

. , used interchangeably.
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refer the reader to [12], [13]. Till date, we are not aware
of any work which address the design of STBC pairs with
low ML decoding complexity for a two-user MIMO-MAC.
Note that STBC pairs with minimum ML decoding complexity
have been well studied in the literature for collocated MIMO
channels [14], [15], [16], [17] and relay channels [18], 19
as well. The contributions of the paper may be summarized
as below:

M-PAM signal sets for a two-user GMAC (See Section
[T=D). For such signal sets, it is shown that the relative
angle of rotation that maximally enlarges the CC capacity
region is 7 VM and for all values of SNR. Note that
the above structure on/-PAM alphabet pairs keep the
two users orthogonal to each other and hence trellis
codes designed for SISO AWGN channel with-PAM
alphabets are applicable in this set-up. Hence the ML

o For a two-user GMAC, when both the users employ
identical alphabet, it is well known that an appropriate
rotation between the alphabets can guarantee UD property
(See Definitio L) to the receiver [6]. For such a setup,
we identify that the primary problem is to compute
the angle(s) of rotation between the alphabets such that
the capacity region is maximally enlarged. A metric
to compute the angle(s) of rotation is proposed which
provides maximum enlargement of the capacity region
(See Theoremi]1). Through simulations, such angles of
rotation are presented for some well known alphabetse
such asM-PSK, M-QAM etc for some values of\/

at some fixed SNR values (See Tafle I).

For a two-user GMAC, code pairs based on TCM are
designed withM-PSK and M-PAM alphabet pairs to
achieve sum rates close to the CC sum capacity of the
channel. In particular, trellis codes are explicitly desd

for each user by exploiting the structure of the sum
alphabets of\/-PSK andM-PAM alphabet pairs.

For eachi = 1,2, if User< employs the trellig’; labelled

with the symbols of the signal s&;, it is clear that the
destination sees the sum trelli,.,,, (See Definitior{R)
labelled with the symbols of the sum alphaly,.,, (See
Section1I-A) in an equivalent SISO (Single Input Single
Output) AWGN channel. Recall that, for a SISO AWGN
channel, Ungerboeck labelling on the trellis maximizes
the guaranteed minimum squared Euclidean distance,
d? i Of the trellis and hence such a labelling scheme
has become a systematic method of generating trellis
codes to go close to the capacity [10]. However, when
TCM based trellis codes are designed for a two-user
GMAC, it is not clear if the two users can distributively
achieve Ungerboeck labelling on the sum trellis through
the trellisesT; andT5. In other words, it is not known
whether Ungerboeck labelling éh and75 usingS; and

So respectively induces an Ungerboeck labellingian,,
using Ssum- In this paper, it is analytically proved that,
for the class of symmetrid/-PSK signal sets, when the
relative angle isg;, Ungerboeck labelling on the trellis

of each user induces an Ungerboeck labelling7gn,,
which in-turn maximizes thel? ;. of the T, (See
Theoreni®). Hence, such a labelling scheme can be used
as a systematic method of generating trellis code pairs for
a two-user GMAC to go close to the sum capacity. An

decoding complexity is significantly reduced when trellis
codes withM-PAM signal sets are employed. Through
simulations, it is shown that, for a particular SNR, the
sum capacity of4-PAM signal sets (when used with

a relative rotation of3) and QPSK signal sets (with
appropriate angles of rotation provided in [23]) afmost

the same and hence unlike in a SISO AWGN channel
there is no loss in the sum capacity by usiutid®’AM
alphabets over QPSK signal sets in a two user GMAC.
Similar observations are also presented for Gaussian code
alphabets.

A two-user MIMO fading MAC with N, antennas at
both the users and a single antenna at the destination
is considered in this paper. The destination is assumed to
have the perfect knowledge of Channel State Information
(CSIl) whereas the two users are assumed to have the
perfect knowledge of only the phase components of their
channels to the destination. For such a set-up, two classes
of Space Time Block Code (STBC) pairs are introduced
such that the code pairs are (i) information lossless and
(ii) have reduced ML decoding complexity for all values
of N,. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper
that addresses construction of STBC pairs for MIMO-
MAC with low ML decoding complexity as well as
information losslessness property. (See Sedfidn V).

The first class of STBC pairs are from a class of complex
designs called Separable Orthogonal Designs (SOD) (See
Definition[3) which in-turn are constructed using the well
known class of Real Orthogonal Designs (ROD) [14],
[15]. It is shown that STBC pairs generated from SODs
are (i) information lossless for all values &f; and (ii)

are two-group ML decodable [20]. (See Section IV-A).
The second class of STBC pairs are generated straight
from RODs wherein certain restrictions on input alphabet
pairs are imposed. Such a class of STBC pairs are
shown to be information lossless for large values of
N;. However, for smaller values aW;, the loss in the
sum capacity is shown to be marginal. Importantly, the
proposed code pairs also have the single symbol ML
decodable property as they are generated straight from
RODs. Simulation results are presented which show that
STBC pairs from RODs perform better than those from
SODs in terms of total Bit Error Rate (BER). (See Section

V-B).

example for an alphabet pair is presented using whidotations:For a random variablé& which takes value from
a non-Ungerboeck labelling on the trellis of each uséhe setS, we assume some ordering of its elements and use

maximizes thed?
Example[2).

n

of the Tsum. (See Sectiof III-C, X (4) to represent thé-th element ofS. i.e. X () represents a
realization of the random variabl€. Cardinality of the sefS

o Trellis code pairs are also designed in this paper with denoted by|S|. Absolute value of a complex numberis



V] 1
st Ri+ Ry < I(z1,22:y)=I(x1:y | 22) + I(z2: y). (4)

1 4
O\X o l y Note thatl(xzs : y) and I(zy : y | z2) (similarly I(x; : y)
@ @ O and I(z2 : y | x1)) are only upper bounds on the achievable
/;dde, AWGN  Destinatior rate pairs since coding schemes achieving rate pairs ofose t
2

Q X the edges of the CC capacity region are yet to be identified.
User 2
A. Uniquely decodable alphabet pairs for GMAC

In this subsection, we formally define a UD alphabet

pair. Given two alphabets; and S;, we denote the sum

denoted byz| andE [z] denotes the expectation of the randorf!Phabet of Si and S by Sum defined asSum =
variablez. A circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random®1 + 22 | V 21 € 81,29 € 3_2}- _The adder channel in the
vector,z with meany and covariance matrik is denoted by tWo-user GMAC (as shown in Figl 1) can be viewed as a map-
o~ CN (1, T). Also, the set of all real and complex number8iNg ¢ given by ¢ : §1 X 8 — Ssum Whereg((x1,22)) =

are denoted byR and C respectively. Fom, b € C, distance %1+ Z2. ) . )

between between and b is denoted byd(a,b) whereas the ~ Definition 1: An alphabet pair &, S») is said to be
line segment connecting andb is denoted by (a, b). uniquely decodable if the mappingis one-one.

The remaining content of the paper is organized as follows: EX@mple for a UD alphabet pair & = {1, -1} andS; =

In Section[dl, we present CC capacity regions of a twodts —i}. An example for a non-UD alphabet pair is given by
=8, = {1, —1}. Note that ifS; and S2 have more than

user GMAC with finite alphabet pairs and provide details onit ] 7 ‘
computing the angles of rotation between the alphabets siIf €lément common, then the pas;,S;) is necessarily
that the CC capacity region is maximally enlarged. In Sectid'o"-UD- However, not having more than one common signal
D we discuss details on designing TCM schemes for a tw§2!Nt 1S not sufﬁmeng for a pair to be UD, as eermpllﬂed by
user GMAC with M-PSK and M-PAM as input alphabet the PairS: = {l,w,w?} and S = {-1,14w,1+w"} where
pairs VM. In Section[I¥, a two-user MIMO-MAC model ¢ IS & cube root of unity. o

is introduced and two distinct classes of low ML decoding 't1S clear that uncoded multi-user communication with non-

complexity STBC pairs are presented. Secfidn V constitut# @lphabet pair results in ambiguity while performing join
conclusion and some directions for possible future work. d€coding for the symbols of both users at the destination. In
order to circumvent this ambiguity, the two users can jgintl

construct code pairsC(,C2) (codes constructed by adding
redundancy across time) over the non-UD alphabet pair so
that the codewords of both users can be uniquely decoded.
The model of a two-user Gaussian MAC is as shown iNote that, there will be a loss in the rate of transmission (in
Fig.[ consists of two users that need to convey informatiather words, there will be an expansion of the bandwidth) by
to a single destination. It is assumed that User-1 and Useadopting such schemes. Therefore, for band-limited maétiu
2 communicate to the destination at the same time and @aussian channels, coding across time is forbidden toaehie
the same frequency band. Symbol level synchronizationtlse UD property and hence, the use of UD alphabets is
assumed at the destination. The two users are equipped vegisential.
alphabetsS; and S, of size Ny and N, respectively. When
User-1 and User-2 transmit symbols € S; andze € So  B. Capacity maximizing alphabet pairs from rotations
respectively, the destination receives a sympgiiven by, For a GMAC withS; = Ss, it is clear that if one of the
y =11+ 29+ 2 wherez ~CN (0’02) _ (1) users employ an appropriate rotateq vers_ion of the qlphabet
used by the other, then UD property is attainable. Moving one
We compute the mutual information valudézs : y) and step further, we consider the problem of finding the optimal
I(x1 : y | z2) when the symbols:; and z; are assumed angle(s) of rotation between the alphabet pair such that the
to take values forn&; and S with uniform distribution. By  capacity region is maximally enlarged for a given of SNR.
symmetry,/(z1 : y) andI(xz2 : y | 21) can also be computed. For a given alphabe$;, let S, denote the set of symbols
Consideringz; + z as the additive noise/(z2 : y) and obtained by rotating all the symbols &, by 6 degrees.
I(x; :y | x2) can be computed and are presentedlin (2) Bhd (8om [2), the capacity region is determined by the mutual
(shown at the top of the next page). Therefore, udiig (2) anfdormation valued (z1 : y | o), I(z2 2y | 21) andI(zy : y)
3), the sum mutual information for both the userg (s, : y) (or I(z; : y)). Note that, the termd(z; : y | x2) and
+ I(xy : y | 2). Using Fano’s inequality, it is straightforward(z, : y | 21) are functions of the Distance Distribution (DD)
to prove that rates (in bits per channel use) more than theS, and S, respectively. Since, we start with a knowh
above mutual information values cannot be achieved. Henggd S, = ¢S, the DD of S; and S, are the same. Hence
the capacity region is as given below [1], I(xy @y | x2) and I(z2 : y | o) are independent of.
However, from [[2), the terni (x5 : ) is a function of the
DD of Ssu.m, and the DD ofS;,,,,, changes withh and hence
Ry < I(xo:y | =) and the termI(z5 : y) is a function of6.

Fig. 1. Two-user Gaussian MAC model

II. TWO-USERGMAC - SIGNAL MODEL AND
CONSTELLATION CONSTRAINED CAPACITY REGIONS

Ry < I(wl Ly | .%'2),
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In the following theorem, we provide a criterion to choos8 db, 16-PSK at SNR = 16 db). In generalfif is calculated
the value of¢ such that/(z- : y) is maximized which in-turn by varying the angle of rotation with different intervalbet
maximally enlarges the capacity region [ (4). the optimald* and the multiplicity of the optimad* will also

Theorem 1:Let (S, S2) be an alphabet pair such th&¢ = change. When there are multiple valueg)bffor a signal set,
¢S, and|S;| = N. The mutual information valud,(z, : y) only one of them is provided in the table. Among the several
in (@) is maximized by choosing the angle of rotatiéh,such angles, the one presented in the table reduces the conmyplexit
that 0* = argmingc o) M (0) where M (0) is given in [3).  at the transmitters compared to the rest of the angles (Ebeamp

Proof: Since Ny = N, = N is fixed, :for BPSK, 90 degrees is chosen over other angles of rotation
argmaxge(o,2r) [(v2 @ y) = argminge(o2n) I (r2 : y) atSNR =10 db). However, when there is not much difference
where I'(z, : y) is given in [6). Since the denominatorin the complexity among the several valuesfof we present
term inside the logarithm of’ (zo : y) is independent o), the one with the least value (Example : for QPSK at SNR =
argminge (o,2x) I'(zg:y) = argminge o,2x) I" (x5 : y) where 8 db, 16 db).

I"(z2 : y) is given in [T). Applying Jensen’s inequality

on the individual terms\(ky,ks) of I'(zo : y) and 1) Capacity regions of a GMAC witl§; =BPSK: In Fig.
rg/placing each term of the formy(.) by ¢?z1(.), we have [, capacity regions using BPSK alphabet pair with optimal
I (2o : y)/,S M(#). Hence, instead of finding which rotation and without rotation are given at SNR = -2 db and
minimizes/ (z; : y), we propose to find* which minimizes 2 db. Capacity regions of a GMAC with Gaussian alphabets
M (6), an upper bound ofi (x5 : y). B B are also given in Fig2 at -2 db and 2 db. The plot shows

Note that every individual term\(k;, ko) of I (x3 :y) is that, for a given SNR, capacity region of the BPSK alphabet
an expectation of a non linear function of the random vaeabpair is contained inside the capacity region of the Gaussian
z and the closed form expressions bk, k2) V ki, ko are code alphabet. Note that, with rotation, both users carstnin
not available. Therefore, in the above theorem, we propmsedt rates equal to SISO AWGN channel capacity with BPSK
find 0* which minimizesM (0), an upper bound ofi (x2 : y) alphabet simultaneously. This is becadse= 90 degrees (at
instead ofl (xz2 :Ny) itself. Note that the values @f obtained all SNR values) which makeS; and S, orthogonal. Hence
by minimizing I (x> : y) can potentially provide larger both users can achieve the rates closelto; : y | z2)
capacity regions than those obtained usitig and I(z2 : y | z1) respectively at all SNR values. From

Since M (0) depends on the DD af.,..,, * depends on Table[], note that there are several angles apart from 90
the average transmit power per channel ése(for User-1) degrees which minimizes/(9) even though they do not
and P, (for User-2) of the alphabetS; andS, respectively. provide orthogonality to the users. The reason being; f@BP
Note that, though the results of the Theorigin 1 applies ordgnstellation, the SNR values of 10 db and higher are enough
to alphabets such thal, = ¢Sy, its extension to the caseto make the additive noise at the destination is negligibke a

whensS, # ¢S, is straightforward. hence a non zero angle of rotation (not necessarily 90) is
sufficient for both users to communicate 1 bit each. In génera
C. Optimal rotations for some known alphabets multiple optimal angles exist for any alphabet at valuesNiRS

beyond which the capacity region saturates.
In this subsection, for a given alphak&t and for a given

value of P, = P,, through simulations, using the metric

proposed in Theorem 1, we find angle(s) of rotatigh,(in 2) Capacity regions of a GMAC with; =QPSK: Capacity
degrees) that results in a DD of the sum alphabet whichgions for QPSK alphabet pair is shown with optimal rotatio
maximizesl (z2 : y). For the simulation results, additive noiseand without rotation at different SNR values in Hg. 3. It is
z is assumed to have unit variance per dimensionoie= 2. to be observed that rotation provides enlarged capaciipmeg
The values of* are calculated by varying the relative angle ofrom the SNR value of 2 db onwards. However, at SNR = 0
rotation from 0 to 180 in steps of 0.0625 degrees. In TAbledb, capacity regions with optimal rotation and without timta

for various values of? /o = SNR, values of* are presented coincides. The percentage increasel (i, : y) ranges from

for some well known alphabets such &6QAM, M-PSK for 4.3 percent at 2 db to 100 percent asymptotically. At SNR = 6
M =4, 8 and 16. Against every signal set, a two-tuleb) is  db, capacity region of a GMAC with Gaussian alphabets is also
presented where denote®)* andb represents the multiplicity provided and it can be observed that the capacity region with
of 0* since for some SNR values, there could be more than oBaussian alphabets contains the capacity region of a GMAC
value of@* that minimizesM (9) (Example : QPSK at SNR = with QPSK alphabet.
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k1=0 ko=0 11=0 i2=0

A(k1,k2)

TABLE |
TwoO-TUPLES(a, b) FORM-PSKAND M-QAM ALPHABETS FOR SOMEM : a - 0*. b - MULTIPLICITY OF 6* (FROMSNR =-2DB TO SNR = 16DB)

SNRindb| BPSK | QPSK | 8QAM | 8PSK | 16-PSK
2 (90, 1) | (45.0, 1)| (90, 1) | (22,5, 1)| (01.43, 1)
0 (90, 1) | (45.0, 1)| (90, 1) | (22.5, 1)| (09.12, 2)
2 (90, 1) | (45.0, 1) (90, 1) | (22,5, 1)| (21.37, 1)
a (90, 1) | (45.0,1)| (90, 1) | (22.5, 1)| (11.25, 1)
6 (90, 1) | (45.0, 1)| (90, 1) | (22,5, 1)| (11.25, 1)
8 (90, 1) | (35.1, 2)| (110.12, 1)| (22.5, 1)| (11.25, 1)
10 (90, 118) | (58.1, 1)| (61.62, 1) | (18,5, 1)| (11.25, 1)
12 (90, 775) | (30.8, 1)| (119.25, 1)| (16.0, 1)| (09.50, 1)
14 (90, 1269)| (30.5, 1)| (118.75, 1)| (15.3, 1)| (10.56, 1)
16 (90, 1609)| (30.3, 2)| (118.0,1) | (15.1, 1)| (08.31, 2)

16

T T
without rotation ~

without rotation
. . 22F N
with rotation 4 N,
. N with rotation
Gaussian code 2r N

alphabet N — — — Gaussian alphabet |

snr=6db
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"
i
i
i

14 16 18 2 22
R1

Fig. 2. Capacity regions of BPSK alphabet pair with optinatation and Fig. 3. Capacity regions of QPSK alphabet pair with optin@thtion and
without rotation at SNR = -2 and 2 db without rotation at SNR =0, 2, 4 and 6 db

D. Two-User GMAC with random phase-offsets

In this subsection, capacity regions of a GMAC computed
using the channel model presented[ih (1) are compared wiihce the relative angle between the alphabets is a random
those of a GMAC when random phase offsets are introduceakriable which can also take values other théin Since
in the channel. The GMAC channel model with randoni(z, : y) is the only term which is variant to rotations,
offsets has been considered in [6], wherein the constetiative have plotted/(z2 : y) at different SNR values with and
constrained capacity of the resulting sum alphabet has beethout random offsets for BPSK and QPSK alphabet pairs in
computed in an AWGN channel. For such a setup, it is clekig.[4 and Fig[b respectively. For the case with no random
that the problem of designing UD alphabet pairs is completebffsets, values of* presented in Tablé | are used to maximise
avoided. However, there will be a loss in the CC sum capacifyxs : y).
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Fig. 6. Code alphabets used by User-1 and User-2

R S S S S S For eachi = 1,2, let Users be equipped with a convo-
S A lutional encoderC; with m; input bits andm, + 1 output
bits. Throughout the section, we consider convolutionaleso
Fig. 4. I(z2 : y) for BPSK alphabet pair with (i) random offsets and (i)which add only 1-bit redundancy. Let the; + 1 output bits
without random offsets of C; take values from a 2-dimensional signal Sgisuch that
|S;| = 2mit1. Henceforth, the code§; (set of codewords
-— generated fron’;) andC (set of codewords generated from
Cs) are represented by trellisds and 7, respectively. The
sum trellis, T, for the trellis pair(77,7%) is introduced in
the following definition:
151 : 1 Definition 2: Let 77 and 7T, represent two trellises
with n + 1 stages having the state complexity profiles
{q1,0, qi,1," " qlﬂl} and {QQ,Q, q2,1," " '(]2771} respectively. Let
Ef,; and Egl respectively denote the edge sets originating
from the state(a) of 77 and the statdb) of 7% in the i-th
stage wherel < a < ¢;; and1l < b < ¢o,. Let the edge
setsE{, and E3 ; be labelled with the symbols of the sets
S TR TR andyf_’ respectively. For th_e above trellis pair, the sum trellis,
SNR in db Tsum 1S @an + 1 stage trellis such that

o The state complexity profile is,
Fig. 5. I(z2 : y) for QPSK alphabet pair with (i) random offsets and (ii)

1(x2:y)

0.5
0

without random offsets {Q1,0Q2,0, G1g2,1, Q1,nQQ,n}
where a particular state in theth stage is denoted by
I1l. TRELLIS CODED MODULATION (TCM) FOR A (a,b) such thatl <a <¢q;; and1 <b < ¢a;.
TWO-USERGMAC « The edge set originating from the stdte b) in the i-th

stage is given b)Ei(“’b) = By, x E} . In particular, if
2™ and2™2 edges originate from state) and stategb)
of 71 andT3 in thei-th stage respectively, thexy 1 +m2
edges originate from the stafe, b) in the i-th stage.

“*) are labelled with the symbols

In this section, we design code pairs based on TCM for
a two-user GMAC to achieve sum rateB; + Ry close to
the CC sum capacity of the channel (given[ih (4)). Towards
that direction, the following proposition indicates theeddor (
coding by both the users. « The edges of the sd,

Proposition 1: For a two-user GMAC, if one of the users _ Of the set + 7. o o
is equipped with a TCM based trellis code, then the other usefExample 1:For the trellis pair (shown in Fid.]8) labelled
also needs to employ a TCM based trellis code to achieve siifith elements ofS; andsS, (shown in Fig[$), the sum trellis
rates close to the sum capacity. Tsum 1S @S showr_l in F|g:|9 which is labelled with the elements

Proof: If User-1 employs TCM and User-2 performedf Ssum (shown in Figly). o _
uncoded transmission, then for any trellig, chosen by User- We assume that the destination performs jomt_ decoding
1, since User-2 has a trivial trellis, the sum trellig,,,, (See ©f the symbols of User-1 and Us_er—2 by decoding fpr a
Definition[2) will have parallel paths. For a trellis with pdlel ~S€quence oveS,,, on the sum trellisT.,,,. For the trellis
paths, it is well known that the minimum accumulated squar®@ir (71,72) and the alphabet paitS;, S,), the destination
Euclidean distance of the trellis is equal to the minimui€ws an equivalent SISO AWGN channel with a virtual source
squared Euclidean distance between the points labelledyalgduipped with the trellisTs.,, labelled with the elements of
the parallel paths. Hence, in order to achieve larger vatiiesSsum- Recall that for a SISO AWGN channel, if the source
minimum accumulated Euclidean distance in the sum trelli, €quipped with a trellis]" and an alphabef, the following
both the users need to employ trellis codes with larger numi#esign rules have been suggested in [10] to consgood
of states so that sum rates close to the CC sum capacity &&His codes.
be achieved [ | o All the symbols ofS should occur with equal frequency



52 s1 (S1,S12, 516, S5) (1, 1) (1, 1)
s3 s1 > s10 (S2, 59, S13, S6 )(1, 2) @ 2)
S8
AN
(S8, S15, 511, S4 )2, 1) (2,1)
sa S13 S16 s7
S14 S15
(S3, S14, S10, S7) (2, 2) (2,2)
S5 6 . . . -
Fig. 9. Sum trellis, Ty, of trellises T, and T, presented in Fid.]8.

Fig. 7. Sum alphabetSs,., for the signal sets presented in Hig. 6.
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Fig. 10. The structure ofs,m whenS; = 8-PSK andd = %

(w3,wé) 2 o
Fig. 8. Two state trellises of User-1 {Yand User -2 (3). following sets,
A= {SHS;! vz',j:1,2}.

and with some amount of regularity. ~ As per the Ungerboeck design rules, the transitions origiga
o Transitions originating from the same state (or joiningom the same state @t,,.., must be assigned symbols that are
the same state) must be labelled with subsetS whose  separated by largest minimum distance. Hence, the problem
minimum Euclidean distance is maximized. addressed in this section is to find an optimal partitionihg o
Due to the existence of an equivalent AWGN channel i in to two setsS} andS? of equal cardinality such that the
the GMAC set-up, the sum trellig,,, has to be labelled minimum squared Euclidean distance of each one of the sets
with the elements 08,.,,, satisfying the above design rulesin A is maximized. However, sincé,,;,, of the sets in4 can
However, from the design point of view, such a labelling rulgotentially be different, we try to find an optimal partitiog
can be obtained offl,,,,,, only through the pair¢7},7) and such that the minimum of thé,,;,, values of the sets il is
(S1,S,). Hence, in this section, we propose labelling rules onaximized.
T, and T, using S; and S, respectively such thal’,,,, is In particular, we try to propose solution to the above
labelled with the elements &,.,, as per Ungerboeck rules.Problem whens; andS, are symmetric)/-PSK signal sets
The problem statement has been elaborately explained belgWeh thatS; = ¢S, for any 6 satisfying0 < 6 < 2%
Since the number of input bits 16, is m;, there are2™: where M = 27 for » > 1. Note thatS, = ¢S, implies
edges diverging from (or converging to; henceforth, we onljg1 = m2. As a first step towards solving the above problem,
refer to diverging edges) each statelof Also, as there is 0n|y in the fO"OWing subsection, we StUdy the structure of theasu
one bit redundancy to be added by the code &= 2mi+!, alphabetS;.,, of two M-PSK signal sets which are of the
the edges diverging from each state have to be labelled wiim Sz = ¢S, for any ¢ satisfying0 < 6 < 27.
the elements of a subset & of size 2. Therefore, for
eachi, S; has to be partitioned in to two sef§ andS? and
the diverging edges from each statelofhave to be labelled
with the elements of eithe$; or S?. From the definition of a  LetS; andS, represent two symmetrit/-PSK signal sets
sum trellis, there are™ "2 edges diverging from each statesuch thatS, = ¢*S, where0 < 6 < 2%. Let z(n) anda’(n)
of Tum Which gets labelled with the elements of one of thdenote the points% ande 5" ¢ of S; andS, respectively

A. Structure ofS;,,, whensS; is a M-PSK signal set



k=01to M/2— 2 is an increasing sequence.

2 . e . . .
® o Proposition 4: The sequence{r(I*) —r(O***)} from
151 T B . I i . . .
o o ° k=0to M/2—2 is an increasing sequence.
1t ® . o e o® Proposition 5: Using the phase information of each point
oste ° | in Ssum, the following observations can be made:
® e % ®
° o 8% °© e © 9 1) The angular separation between the two poirits) +
e e 6% © o 2’ (n+m) andz(n')+a'(n'+m) onO™ is % for
-05 ® ® ® ® e all m = 0 to M/2— 1. Similarly, the angular separation
® .
Ll e® e e ® ® ] between the two points:(n) + z'(n — m - 1) and
® ° ® a(n’) + 2'(n’ —m — 1) on I"™ is Z) for all
e . * %] m=0to M/2—1.
A T 2) The angular separation between the paiti,) + ' (n+
m) on O™ and the pointc(n’) +2'(n’—m—1) on I™
_ ) ﬂ is 2”(%’” ) 4 "(2“]\}+1) for all m =0 to M/2 — 1.
Fig. 11. The structure ofsum whenS; = 8-PSK andd = 5 3) The angular separation between the paint) + 2/ (n +

m) on O™ and the point:(n’) +2'(n'—(m—1)—1) on
Im—lis % + % forall m=1to M/2—1.
4) The angular separation between the point
z(n) + 2’/(n — m — 1) on I"™ and the point
Soum = 8148 = {e(n) +'(0) |V 0 < non' < M —1}. x(n') +a'(n'+ (m — 1)) on O™~V i 2 — =)
forall m=1to M/2—1.

for 0 < n < M — 1. The sum alphabet§,,,, of S; andS;
is given by,

Alternatively, Ss..,, can be written as given ir[J(8) (at the
/ o 27

tgfzﬂ?fb}g)e +:}1}ext r;age) Where;(n) +a'(n +1m)__ eszn * In the next subsection, first, we partition eaghin to two

€ and z(n) + a'(n —m — 1) = ewn groups using Ungerboeck rules and then, exploiting thestru

S 2m(n—m
e #5220 such that (—p) = a'(M —p) forany0 <p < yyre of S,,,,,, we compute the minimum Euclidean distance,
M —1. The phase components of f[he points) +a'(n+m) 4 of each one of the sets iA.
and z(n) + 2/(n — m — 1) are given by2r 4 mm 4 8
and 2 — ’T(“le) + £ respectively. For a fixedn, the set
of points of the formz(n) + z’/(n + m) lie on a circle of
radius2cog %™ + £) and let that circle be denoted ky™. - _
Similarly, for a fixedm, the collection of points of the form Foreach = 1,2, letS; be partitioned in to two sets of equal
z(n)+2'(n—m—1) lie on a circle of radiuQcos(% — gy size using Ungerboeck rules which results in two sets denote
and the circle is denoted bi™. Therefore,S,.,, takes the DY S; andSP such thatd,.;, of S7 and S; is maximized.
structure of M concentric PSK signal sets (as shown in |:i9$ince the number of sets resulting from the partition is two,
[). The structure oF.,,, for a 8-PSK signal set is shown inthe minimum angular separatiop,,;, between the points in
Fig.[I0 and Fig[I1 fod = T and¢ = % respectively. The each set |S‘%. The two sets ofS; are of the form,

set containing the radii of th&/ circles is given by S¢={z(n) | n=2m for0<m< M/2—1} and

B. Structure of each one of the sets . induced by the
Ungerboeck partitioning o1&, and S,

0 w(m 4 1) S ={z(n) [n=2m+1 for0 <m < M/2—1}.
M

R:{2cos(%+§),2cos( —g)|V0§m§¥—l}.
It is clear that the setsSy + S3, S + S5, ST + &9 and
Sy + 85 € A form a partition of Sgyp,. In the rest of this
subsection, we obtain thé,,;, values of the above sets.
Throughout this section, the s&¢ + S5 and its minimum

ggistance are denoted by? and d*°  respectively

Henceforth, throughout the sectioO™) andr(I™) denote
the radius of the circleD™ and I™ respectively. Note that
when® = n/M, r(O™) = r(I™) and henceS;,,, has the

structure of% concentric PSK signal sets (as shown in Fi ) Pmin
Q). Ford e ( ’%)’ it can be verified that the structure’® 5 = e ando. Without Ios; of ggnerallty, only the structure
of S, + ¢S, is identical to that ofS; + ¢i¢+3)S, and of S¢,., and S¢c,  are studied since the structure 8f¢,,

henceforth, we consider values éfsuch thatd < 6 < ;. andsg,,, are identical to that ofy,,, andsg,,, respectively.

Note that the elements & satisfies the following relation, .
1) Calculation ofd,,,;, of S§ +S39: The elements o5 +

89 (as given in[(P)) are of the form(n) + 2'(n + m) and
x(n)+2'(n—m—1) wheren takes even numbers white+m
andn —m — 1 take odd numbers. Whem is odd, note that
For the elements oR, the following three propositions cann+m is odd andr—m—1 is even and hencg{ +S3 will have

7,([]%/271) < T(OIVI/271) < T(IIVI/272) < T(OA{/272) < ... < T(OO).

be proved using standard trigonometric identities : no points on/™ and M /2 points onO™. Similarly, whenm
Proposition 2: The sequencér(O*) — r(I*)} fromk =0 is even,S; + 8¢ will have no points orO™ and M /2 points
to M/2 — 1 is an increasing sequence. on I™. Therefore Sy + S will have points on the following

Proposition 3: The sequence{r(O*) —r(I**1)} from set of circles{OM/2~1 [M/2=2 OM/2=3 ... O [°}.



Ssum = {z(n) + 2'(n +m),x(n) + 2'(n —m —

)|V0o<n<M-—1land0<m<M/2—1}

(8)

St + 85 = {x(n) + 2’ (n’

)| n=2mandn’ =2m'+1Vm,m =0to M/2—-1}.

)

Sincen takes onIy even values, using observation 1) ddence, for all values off and 1 < ¢ < M/2 — 3,

circle is 47 Hence the points ofSf + S5 are maximally

separated on every circle. Als@,,;, between the points
placed on consecutive circles has to be calculated. From
observation 3) of Propositidd %,,:, between the points in This completes the proof.

O and 7! is 3% for all ¢ =1 to M /2 — 1. Similarly ¢,
between the pomts im? and 09=! is 0 for all ¢ = 2 to
M/2 — 2. It can be verified that the structure 6f + S5 is
identical to that ofS§ + S5.

Proposition 6: r(19~!) and r(0O?) satisfy the following
inequality for allg = 1 to M /2 — 1,

d(r(I'1),r(0")¢'37) > d(r(07), r(07)e'37)
Proof: See Appendixl|. [ |
Proposition 7: For M > 8, r(0O%) satisfy the following
inequality for allg = 1 to M/2 — 3

d(r(07),7(0)e'3 ) > 2r(0‘”/2*1)sin(2ﬁ”),
Proof: See AppendiX]!

Lemma 1:For0 < 0 < =,
setsS¢° andS?%, —~are given by

sum sum

. _ ;2m . 0
doe/_ — deo_ _ d Iq 1 q ’L?\—/I 4 1 7 )
min min min < (7'( )7 7'(0 )6 ), Sin (M 5
10)

Proof: See AppendixTll.
[ |
2) Calculation ofd,,;, of Sf + S5: The setSy + S5 is
as given in [(I11). The elements & + S5 are of the form
z(n)+2'(n+m) andz(n) + 2'(n —m — 1) wheren, n+m
andn —m — 1 take even values. Whem is odd, note that
n+m is odd andn —m — 1 is even. Hence, the s&f + S5
will have no points orO™ and M /2 points onI™. Similarly,
whenm is even,S§ + 8§ has no points od™ and M /2 points
on O™,

Therefore,S§ + S5 will have points on the following set 4sin(

of circles {1/2- iy ,OM/2=2 [M/2=3 .. 11 0%}, Sincen

takes only even vaIues usmg observatlon 1) of Propoﬂlonm A is smaller thani®

dmin between the points &5+ S5 for a givenm |s . Hence

the minimum distance of the

cogZ — 22 — &) > cog % — 27) = sin(2Z). Therefore,
2r(IM/2= 1)sm(ﬁﬁ) sin(%) -1
d(r(19),r(19)ei37) ~ sm(%) -

[
Proposition 9: r(09~1) and r(1?) satisfies the following
inequality forg = M/2 — 1,

A (O™, 1 (1) = 2 (1M V)sin(3T),
Proof: The inequality is straightforward to prove using
standard trigonometric identities. [ |
Lemma 2:For 0 < 9 < 17, the minimum distance of the

setsS¢  and S
. [0 21
=4 — .
sin <2> sin (M)

dee
Proof: See Appendik1V.

man

dOO

mn

(12)

C. Optimality of Ungerboeck partitioning

In the preceding subsectiod,,;, values of each one of
the sets of4 induced by Ungerboeck partition @y and S,
have been computed ih{10) ahndl(12). Note that when =,
dee. = dee,. . In this subsection, using these values, we show
that for & = J;, a non-Ungerboeck partition of; and S;
results in a sed such that thel,,,;,, of at least one of the sets
in A is lesser thani¢¢, .

Theorem 2:For 6 = 47, Ungerboeck partitioning oib,
and S in to two sets is optimal in maximizing the minimum
of the d,,;,, values of the sets inl.

Proof: Let S} andS? be the two sets resulting from a
partition ofS; fori = 1, 2. If eitherS; or S, is not Ungerboeck
partitioned, then it is shown that,,;, of at least one of the

sets in the setd = {S{ +8)|Vi,j= 1,2} is lesser than
-x-)sin(37) (we have substituted = 7 in (12)). In
other words,¢,,in between the points of at Ieast one of sets
nZ on OM/2-1 (sinced = =, note that
o™ = ™ for all m). It is assumed that there are exacilfy/2

the points ofSt + &3 are maximally separated on every circlepoints on0OM/2-1 in each set ofd. Otherwise, at least one set
From observation 4) of Propositidh &,.:», between the points contains more thad//2 points and hence,,;, between the

in 17 and 09~ is 2Z for all ¢ = 1 to M /2 — 1. Similarly
dmin between the p0|nts im? andI?!is0forall g =2to
M/2 — 2. It can be verified that the structure 8¢ + S35 is
identical to that ofS{ + S5.

Proposition 8: For M > 8, r(I?) satisfies the following
inequality for¢ =1 to M /2 —3

d(r(I9),r(I7)e' %) > 2r(IM/2‘1)sin(2M7T)

Proof: ~ We know that 21"(IM/2 Dsin(2z) =
4sin(%)sin(2r) and d(r(19),r(19)e'F) = cos(’”f+1 -
9)sin(%). Sinceq < M/2—3, ™4t 0 < x 21 0 1

points in that set or0*/2~1 can be at mostZ. Therefore,
the sub-optimality of the partition is proved W|thout losk
generality, assume that(a), z(a + 1) € S} for somea such
that 0 < a < M — 2. Irrespective of the partition 08,
eitherz’(a + &) € S} or 2/(a + M) € S2. We assume that
d(a+ %) € 81 Hence,2/(a + &) + z(a), 2/(a + &) +
r(a+1) € S} + 82} which lie onOM/21, Note thata’ (a+ =)
+z(a) andz’(a+2L) + z(a+1) have an angular separation of
W. With this, the rest of thél//2 — 2 points get placed
on OM/2=1 in one of the following two ways : (i) at least
M/4 — 1 points appear betweeh and m( ,[1) radians due
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S+ 85 ={z(n)+2'(n') | n=2m andn’ =2m' V. m,m' =0to M/2 —1}. (11)

to which at mostM//4 — 1 points lie betweerd to % structure of concentric PSK signal sets. However, wiién
radians (i) at leas//4 points appear betwedhand ") PAM signal sets are used,., is a regularM/*-QAM (since

radians due to which at most//4 — 2 points lie betweerd VSNR 6" = 7). In this set-up, for a chosen trellis pair, the

and 2= radians. For the case in (i), at lealt/4 points destination sees the corresponding sum treflis,, labelled
M ’ . 2 . . .
have to appear fromd and ~(M=1) radians. due to which With symbols from aA/-QAM signal set. If the destination

! = M-
bmin between them can at most |§§(]z\¥2—1) which is less decodes for every channel uses and; € S; (S1 = M

o I AM signal set) andk, € S) (S2 = €= 8;) represent the
than 47, Similarly, for the case in (ii), it can be shown that” 9 2 2 12 L _
ar- >IMiary in (i), ,T(A\;VH) codewords of User-1 and User-2 respectively, the received

(bmi." be.tween the set of p_omts which lie frotto =77 sequence at the destination is givenyoy= Xq,.m + N Where
radians is Iesser tha%l}. This completes the propf. l. Xowm = X1+ X € S (Where Swm — M2-QAM) and
_ For M-PSK signal sets, whefl # 77, the optimal parti- " ¢\ (0,021;). The decoding metric is given by,

tioning onS; and S, is not known. However, we present an
example wherein for a particular valuefa non-Ungerboeck Xsum = arg){nin Y = Xoum| %
partition onS; and S, results in a setd such that thei,,;, _ oo
of all the sets inA is larger than mindcs;, , d<?,.). Sincey, andy, respectively are dependent on and x:

Example 2:S, is a uniform 8-PSK signal set with — 2. only (wherey, andy, denote the in-phase and quadrature

The partition ofS, andS, are given by. components of), the above decoding metric splits as follows,
o . 2 S : - 2
St = {z(1),z(2), z(4),z(6)}, % = arg min |ly; —x||” andk, = arg min |liyo — xa[".
Sy = {2/(1),2'(4),2'(5),2'(8)}, Therefore, the destination can decode for a sequenceldver

PAM alphabet on the individual trellisés; and 75 instead of
2 __
Si = {x(3),z(5), 2(7), x(8)} and decoding for a sequence ovaf2 QAM alphabet onT,.,.,.
S2 = {a/(2),2/(3),2'(6),2'(7)}. Since, decoding for the symbols of one user is independent
Nevertheless, in the following theorem, we show that, f&f the decoding for the symbols of the other, trellisEs
some class of partitions, (for any € (0, %)), minimum and 7T, has to be labelled based on Ungerboeck rules as
Euclidean distance of at least one of the setsdiris lesser done for a SISO-AWGN channel. Hence, all the TCM based
than min ¢, , d<°, ). trellis codes with)\/-PAM alphabets existing for SISO AWGN
Theorem 3:For 6 ¢ (0 T ) if the partition ofS; andS, @re applicable in the two-user GMAC setup. With this, the

are such thate(a), z(a +’f_§ andz(a + 2) € S for some decoding complexity at the destination is significantlyueed

j=1,2and0 < a’< M — 3. then thed..... of at ieast one of as the state complexity profile of the trellis over which the

the sets inA is lesser than mindce, , de°, ). decoder works is{gi0, gi1,--+ ¢in} (When decoding for
Proof: Assumer(a), z(a+1) andz(a+2) € S;. Among User-i) instead 0f{g1,042,0, 41,1921, d1.nd2,n}- IN gen-

the three pointsx’(a—JVf/2) o (at+1—M/2) andalc’(a—i—?— eral, when a complex signal set is used by either one of the

M/2), two of them must belong to eithet) or S3. Wi}hout (u)\s;(ee:z the gﬁ;ﬂnat'whEisggsnﬁgeszaergg ddir?gocdoegglreii??ue
I]\(;[s/s2§)7fxg?: iral“tZ' }a\\/'[s/s;)mz t‘\;v%o’ (?[fhtehnear:rzab)efr;g/ﬁ(‘%)f i/[(/az), From the above discussion, it is clear that for a two-user
2la+1)+a'(a+1— M/2) € S + S} such that the two GMAC, one dimensional 5|gngl sets can be_ preferred over
it e onr* it anangulr separaton df. Hence. 29SS 207 sets or educing e decaaing conplety
:et:u'tlsézgcse s:\év\?:dné/&tivci p_o;cjt/s;)s: ;(S;TWM /;)m;e c?pacity b)(/j using single ?\imegsional sigr_1a| sgts As 1a2 first
Sk, Finally, if «'(a — M/2),a'(a + 2 — M/2) € 8L, then step towards answering the above question, in Eig. 12, we
2(a) + ' (a— M/2), 2(a+2)+2'(a+2 — M/2) € S} + S} have plotted the sum (_ZC capacity (i +R2_) as a function
lies on 7/2-1 with an angular separation (%ﬁ n of SNR for two scenarios; (i) when QPSK signal sets are used
1 with angles of rotation as given in Tadle | and (ii) when 4-
PAM signal sets are used witti = 7. For both the scenarios,
D. TCM with M-PAM signal sets average energy per symbol per user is made the same. As
) ) ) shown in the plot, there is a marginal difference in the CC sum
In the previous subsection, a systematic method of lalelligapacity between the two schemes and in particular, at high
the trellis pair(71, T3) has been obtained wheii-PSK signal gNR the sum capacity of the later scheme is larger than the
sets (with¢” = g7) are employed by both the users. Iformer. Therefore, using-PAM signal sets provide reduced
this subsection, we consider designing TCM schemes Wacoding complexity witlalmostthe same CC sum capacity as
M-PAM signal sets for both the users. For such a set-Upqt of QPSK signal sets. Similar curves have been obtaimed i
using the metric presented in Theoréin 1, it can be venﬂwlg_m for the following two scenarios (i) when User-1 and

that 6* = 3 VM and for all values of SNR. Recall that,yser.2 uses QPSK and BPSK signal set respectively (with
when M-PSK signal sets are employed,.,,, takes the
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Fig. 14. Trellis structure employed by both the users.
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SNR in db

1
§|092(1 +p)

Fig. 12.  Capacity of the sum alphabet of QPSK signal sets aRAM  and hence the sum capacity is Jog + p) which is equal to
signal sets with optimal rotation. . .

the sum capacity of complex Gaussian alphabets. For the late
scheme, the capacity for User-1 and User—%lisgg(l + p).
When the individual capacities for each user are compared
between the two schemes, it is clear that, for one of the users
] the capacity will be larger in the later scheme and smaller in
the former scheme whereas for the other user, capacity will b
il larger in the former scheme and smaller in the later scheme
there by making the sum capacity of both the schemes equal.
Hence, the capacity region of real Gaussian alphabets (with
: ¢ = %) lies inside the capacity region of complex Gaussian
alphabets with only one point of intersection.

In a SISO AWGN channel, it is well known that, for a

N N n N
N » o ©
T T T

sum capacity

N
T

18k = OPSK and BPSK with optimal rotation |+ given SNR_, one dimensional signal sets incur some Ic_>ss in the
—%— 4-PAM and BPSK with optimal rotation CC capacity when compared teell packedcomplex signal
16r ‘ ‘ ~ ‘ ‘ 1 sets having the same average energy and equal number of
i points. Note that, the CC capacity of individual signal sets
0 2 4 6 gNR_ 38 2 14 16 18 S1 and S, are of little importance in the GMAC set-up, since
in

for an input alphabet paifS;,S2), the destination sees an
equivalent AWGN channel with the correspondif§g,,., as
its input (neitherS; nor S;). Hence, in order to maximize
the sum capacity, the alphabet péf;, S2) has to be chosen
such that CC capacity &f;,,,, is maximized. Since we have
. . . shown that, for a given SNR, the sum capacity 46PAM
appropriate angle of rotation) and (”). Whe? User-1 uses éfphabet pair is marginally close to that of a QPSK alphabet
PAM signal set, User-2 uses BPSK wih = 3. pair, we conjecture that for any/, M-PAM alphabet pairs
For arbitrary values ofM, we conjecture that/-PAM  (with §* = ) do not incur significant loss in the sum capacity
signal sets (with a relative rotation df) provide sum ca- \hen compared td/-PSK and}M-QAM alphabet pairs in a
pacities which are marginally close to that 6f-PSK and two-user GMAC.
M-QAM signal set pairs (with appropriate rotation) with 1) Examples and Numerical resultdn this subsection,

the same average energy. Note that the above relation can . -
. . . e present numerical results on the minimum accumulated
also be observed in a two-user GMAC with Gaussian code X

of Ts..m when the trellis

N o . Squared Euclidean distancg,... ;.
315;?12?;1 lifiléi/zen SQ/:(OE )+ t;: le;exﬁgr:yvryebzlsghrt::presented in Fig.14 is employed by both the users using QPSK

thatn ~ N (0, %) in each dimension. The sum capacity fo?nd 4-PAM _S|gnal sets. For the ge"'S in Fig %0 IS as
2/ shown in Fig.[Ib. We computé4_ _ . for the following
the above model is . X L Cfreemin 7
two scenarios (i) when the individual trellises are lak#lle
log, (1 + B) +log, (1 + L) = log,(1 + p). with unit energy QPSK signal sets (with an angle of rotation
2 2+p 7) using the Ungerboeck rules. (ii) when the trellises are
Note that, the capacities for User-1 and User-2 arg(Ibg 5)  labelled with4-PAM signal sets, /(1) {—3,—1,1,3} (with
and log(1 + 5%) respectively. However, if; ~ N (0,5) 6% = 90°) using Ungerboeck rules. For scenario @,., ;.
andz, = iz}, such that, ~ CN (0, %), the capacity in each is 5.8578 where as for scenario (it)}, . ,,;, is 7.20. Hence,

Fig. 13. Capacity of the sum alphabet of QPSK/BSK signal set$ 4-
PAM/BPSK signal sets with optimal rotation.
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wheren ~ CN (0,1) is the additive noise at the destination,
h;fF = [hj1 hj2---h;n,] and p is the average receive SNR
at the destination. Throughout the paper, we assume the
perfect knowledge of CSI (Channel State Information) at the
destination which is commonly referred as CSIR. The two-
user MIMO-MAC model described above is referred as a
(Ny, N¢, 1) MIMO-MAC. It is clear that the sum capacity of a

@.1) ‘ (Ny, N¢, 1) MIMO-MAC is equal to the capacity of aN, x 1
’ X ' MIMO channel (with CSIR) which is given by
22) SN - P i
C(Ny, Ny, 1) = E |log, ( 1+ N (hih" 4 hahy')
@3) &/ v ' (14)
@.4) L8 /"“3,: \ & where the expectation is over the random variafiles? v i, 5.
, o % A\ 1 We also assume the perfect knowledge of the phase component
(.1 ’ of h;; at the j-th userVi, j which we refer as CSIT-P. The

(N¢, N¢, 1) MIMO-MAC with the assumption of CSIT-P is
referred as thé N;, N, 1, p) MIMO-MAC where p highlights

the assumption of CSIT-P in the channel model. Note that, we
do not assume the complete knowledgé:gf at the transmit-
ters in which case, optimal power allocation techniqueshzan
applied to improve the system performance. Since CSIT-P is
known, each transmit antenna can compensate for the notatio
introduced by the channel and hence the channel equéiipn (13
can be written as

Yy = ‘lﬁxlﬁl+1/ﬁX252+n, (15)

~T
whereh; = A1l [hjal - - |hjn,|]. SupposeC'(Ny, N, 1,p)
denotes the sum capacity of &;, N;, 1, p) MIMO-MAC with
CSIR, it is straightforward to verify tha€' (N, N;,1,p) =

the asymptomatic coding gain 6f89 db can be obtained by C(Ni; Vi, 1). In the rest of this paper, @, N, 1, p) MIMO-
using 4-PAM signal sets over QPSK signal sets. When tH4AC is denoted as &;-MIMO-MAC. o
alphabets in the scenarios discussed are used on the trelli§h® sum capacity of &;-MIMO-MAC (which is given by

pair presented in Fig] 8, the corresponding asymptoticrgpdiC (Vi, Vi, 1,p)) is computed by assuming that independent
gain is0.57 db. vectors are transmitted every time instant from both the

users. However, when a Space Time Block Code (STBC) pair
IV. SPACE TIME CODING FOR TWOUSERMIMO-MAC (C1,Cy) is employed, the vectors transmitted at every time
. . . ., instant will not be independent. Let the dimensions of the

In this section, we introduce a two-user MIMO (Mulnples-l-BC used by both the users be< N, (where! denotes

Input Multiple Output) MAC model and propose constructioqhe number of complex channel uses). Throughout the paper
of two different classes STBC pairs with certain nice ProRve assume that STBCs for both the users have the samé
ertles_(.j In (tjh_e fﬁ!lowmg sEbseg:tlon,dthe '_\QI'\QO'MAC mOdeIdimensions. If thd x N, matrices transmitted by User-1 and
considered in this paper has been described. User-2 areX and Y respectively, then the received vector,

y € Cl is given by

(4.4)

Fig. 15. Tsum for the trellis pair presented in Fig114.

A. Channel model of two-user MIMO-MAC

The two-user MIMO-MAC model considered in this paper y= g/ﬁxm + VzL]iftYhQ +n, (16)
consists of two sources each equipped withantennas and a
destination equipped with a single antenna. The channei frgvheren denoted the compleixx 1 additive noise vector. If the
the i-th antenna of the-th user to the destination is a quasiSTBCs used are of ratB complex symbols per channel use,
static block fading channel denoted by, vV i = 1 to V; and then there aréR independent complex variables for each user
j = 1,2 where eachij; ~ CA (0, 1) with the coherence time descriping the corresponding matrix. Let the vector corinaj
interval of at least channel uses. For eaghif x; € C'*N js 1] variables ofX and Y be denoted byx € C'*! and
the vector transmitted by Usgrsuch that every symbol of, Y € C'"*! respectively. Totally, there arglR mdepe;ldent
has average unit energy, the received symbol at the dastinavariables denoted by € C2#*! wherez = [x” y*| . If
for every channel use is given by X andY are from linear designs, we can wrife{16) as given

Yy = ‘/2L]</vtxlh1+1)2Lji/th2h2+n, (13)



13

below [22] B. STBC pairs from Separable Orthogonal Designs (SODSs)

y=./-2Az+n, (17) for a Ni-MIMO-MAC
2N,

_ ~ In this section, we construct STBC paii&;,C-) for a V;-
whereH € C'*!%. The capacity of this new channél| is MIMO-MAC such that the ML-decoding complexity at the
the capacity of a collocated MIMO channel witk transmit destination is reduced (wher® is used by User-1 and;

antennas and receive antennas given by is used by User-2). The STBC pai€;,Cs) is specified by
P o H presenting a complex design p@i,Y) and a signal sgt pair
E |log, { det{ I; + 2—NtHH : (S1,82) such thatC; and C, are generated by making the

variables ofX andY take values frons; andS; respectively.
Therefore, after introducing the STBC péf,, C2), the max- |n particular, we construct complex design p&iXs Y) using
imum mutual information between the vectorandy, I(z :  the well known class of RODs. The proposed class of complex
y | H) is given by designs are introduced in the following definition.

1 p o~ H Definition 5: Let thel x N; matrix X represent a ROD in

CstBc(Vt; Nty 1,p) = YE {'092 (dEt(ll + 2—NtHH ))] k real variables forV, antennas. If every real variable ¥fis

viewed as a complex variable, th&éhbecomes a design ik
where the factor; takes care of the rate loss due to codingomplex variables which we refer as a Separable Orthogonal
across time. It is clear that the above value cannot be M@5Bsign (SOD).

Fhan C(Nt,Nh 1,p). On the similar lines of the definition of If a designX represents a SOD, then from Definitigh 5,
mforr_na'uon Ic_)ssless STBCs for cc_)IIocated MIMO channel$ is clear thatX; and X, are identical RODs. Also, since
[21], information lossless STBC pairs are defined below for aia_1 RODs exist fo' N, rate-1 SODs (in complex symbols
Ni-MIMO-MAC. per channel use) also exist forV, [15] (except forN, = 2,

Definition 3: If the maximum mutual information/(z : 4 and 8, note that all other SODs are rectangular designs).
y | H) when an STBC paitCy,Cs) is used for aN,-MIMO- Throughout the paper, we only consider the class of rate-1
MAC, is equal to the capacity of 2V, x 1 MIMO channel, SODs. In the followmg examplg, we present a SOD pair for
then the pair(Cy, C2) is called an information lossless STBCH+MIMO-MAC in 4 complex variables per user.

pair. Example 3:For N; = 4,k = 4,
In the rest of the section, we propose two classes of STBC 1 T2 T3 T4
pairs from Real Orthogonal Designs (RODs) foNaMIMO- X— | %2 &1 7P I3 a0y
MAC. For deriving certain properties of the codes that we are T3 T4 T1 T2
going to propose, the following definition and theorem are —T4 —T3 T2 —I
important. v us
Definition 4: Let the channel equation of a MISO (Multiple y=| 7% ¥ “b4h B
Input Single Output) system withV, transmit antennas be Y Ya b1 =Yz
represented by = xh + n wherey is the received symbol TYa 7Y b2 T

at the destinationy is the additive noiseh is the NV, length

channel vector andis the input vector to the channel of length . . .
P J Towards generating the STBC pa{,, C>), we restrict the

N;. Such a MISO channel is referred as a single-dimensional .
MISO channel whenever, h € R+, complex variables of a SOD to take values from the class of

regular-QAM signal sets only. The variables are precluaed t

Theorem 4:STBCs from the rate-1 ROD (which also in-take values from signal sets where the in-phase and quaeratu
cludes rate-1 rectangular ROD) fd¥;, antennas are informa-components are entangled, for examplé;PSK signal sets.
tion lossless for a single-dimension&} x 1 MIMO channel The advantage of choosing a regular-QAM signal setSpr

for all values of N, . and S, is described in the next subsection. When the SOD
] . pair (X,Y) is used, the received vector at the destination is of
Proof: See AppendixV. the form
Throughout the section, we assume that the destination B P xF P yE
performs joint decoding of the symbols of User-1 and User-2 y= oN, ! + 2N, +n.

by decoding for & x 2N, space-time codeword, = [X Y]
in a virtual 2N; x 1 MIMO channel (where[X Y| denotes
juxtaposing of the matrices andY). Therefore, applying the
full diversity design criterion derived for space-time esdn
point to point coherent MIMO channels [14] on the set
codewords of the fornZ, the diversity order of the code pair
(C1,C2) in a N;-MIMO-MAC is N, provided each space-time

block codeC; is individually fully diverse for a point to point - P - p ~
coherent MIMO channel. Yo = 2—NtX@h1 + 2—]\/'tY©h2 +no,

Since the variables of the two designs take values from aggul
QAM signal sets and the channélﬁs are real, theV,-MIMO-
MAC with STBC pairs from SOD pair(X,Y) splits in to
0t1yvo parallel single-dimension&¥;-MIMO-MACs with STBC
pairs from ROD pairs(X;,Y) and (Xq,Yq) respectively.
For eachQ = I, @, the channel equation is given by
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whereng ~ N (O, %IT). Henceforth, we consider only one of 1) Low ML decoding complexity of SOD# this subsec-
the single-dimensional channels for all the analysis psepo tion, we show that STBC pairs from SODs are two-group
The following theorem shows that STBC pairs from SODs adecodable in aV;-MIMO-MAC (in particular, we consider

information lossless for &;-MIMO-MAC VN,. rate-1 SODs). For more details on STBCs with multi-group
Theorem 5:For a N;-MIMO-MAC, STBC pairs from the decodability for a collocated MIMO channel, we refer the
rate-1 SOD pair are information lossless. reader to [20]. Since the designs and Y are constructed

using rate-1 RODs (wherein the number of real variables is
equal to the number of channel uses), the destination has to
decode a total odl real variablesZl for each user) for every
codeword use. Sincels;-MIMO-MAC with STBC pairs from
the SOD pair(X,Y) breaks down in to two parallel single-

B p - P - dimensionalN;-MIMO-MACs with STBCs from ROD pairs
Yr= \ 2—NtXIh1 + \ 2—NtYIh2 s, (X1,Yr) and (Xg,Yq) respectively, for eack? = I,Q the
ML-decoding metric is given by

Proof: Let X andY represent twd x N; rate-1 SODs
for N, antennas in the variables, x> ---a; andyy,y2 - - -y
respectively. Using the above design pair, the channeltexua
along the in-phase component is

where X; and Y; are identical RODs in the variables
L7, o7 - a7 and yir, yor - - - y;; respectively. Note thax o . « - « =
andY have the following column vector representations, X0, Yo = arg, mm lly = 2—Nth9h1 * 2—]\/'tY©h2|(| é)

1
Therefore, along each dimension, the destination has ndyoi
decode only2] real variables [( variables of each user) for
every codeword use which constituteshannel uses. For this
where{A; | i =1to N,} and{B; | i = 1 to N} are the sets set-up, the destination can use a sphere decodrtmdecode

of column vector representation matricesXBndY respec- [ of the 2! real variables where as the remainihgariables

X1 = [AiXr Aoxr -+ AnyXr]; Y1 = [B1y; Bay; -+ B,y

tively andx? = [z17 zar -+ @), Y¥ = [yar yor -+ wul. can be dec_oded using brute forp_e _search. Note that whe_m eithe
The channel equation along the in-phase component can didd=SIT-P is not available or (ii) if the users employ signal
be written as, sets wherein the in-phase and the quadrature components of
the complex variables are entangled, the destination has to
y, = /LHZI +n; where (18) Jointly decode ford/ real variables%/ variables of each user)
2Ny in R? and hence the decoding complexity is increased. Note

R P - that since CSIT-P is available, the complex signal set used
where thel x %Nt matrix, H = [Hl HQ} such thatH, = by one of the users can be relatively rotated with respect to
SN (Rl As, Ho = SN |hos|B; andzp = [xT yﬂT. The the other to improve the performance. However, such ratatio

capacity of the channel ifi._(L8) is will only entangle the in-phase and quadrature componehnts o
1 pom the symbols there by increasing the decoding complexity as
§E [Iog2 (det(ll + WHH ))] . mentioned above.

t

SinceA;’s andB;’s are unitary andAiA;‘-F + AjA;fF = Orx«r,

BiB}:: + B,;Bl = Opxr Vi,j such thati # j, we have
HA = (hlh{[+h2hf) I, and hence the capacity of aC. STBC pairs from Real Orthogonal Designs for /-

single-dimensionalV,-MIMO-MAC along the in-phase com- MIMO-MAC
ponent with the SOD pairX,Y) is
1 P When STBC pairs from SODs are employed forN\g-
5F {Iog2 (1 + 55 (hihi’ + h2h§)>:| . MIMO-MAC, it is clear that the signal transmitted by User-1
t is an interference for User-2 and vice-verse. In this suisgc
Similarly, the capacity of a single-dimensional,-MIMO-  we propose a new class of STBC pairs from RODs wherein
MAC along the quadrature component with the SOD paigach user is interference free from the other. In the prapose

(X,Y) is scheme, User-1 employs a raté&kOD, X for N, antennas and
1 p . . User-2 employs an identical ROLY, The variables oK take
5E {'092 (1 + 3N (hihi’ + hahy ))} : values from a)/-PAM signal set where as the variables of
) ! ) Y take values from a signal set which is 90 degrees rotated
Therefore, the sum capacity is version of signal set used f&t. In general, both users can use
PAM signal sets with different number of points. Since rate-
E |log, ( 1+ =£— (hih + hohl) : - :
9 oN, Vo 2l RODs existVN,, the proposed scheme is also applicable for

a N;-MIMO-MAC V..

which is equal to (N, Vi, 1, p). Hence the SOD paifX, Y) Example 4:For a4-MIMO-MAC, the designsX andY are

is information lossless for &;,-MIMO-MAC. [ | . . .
) ] ] as given in Exampl€]l3 where the variables x5 - - - x4 can
In the following subsection, we discuss the low ML decods; e values fromS; = {~3,-1,1,3} and y1, 92 - ya Can

ing property of SODs. take values fromS, = {—3i, —1i, 1i, 3i}.
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In the proposed scheme, the received vector at the destina- 10°
tion is of the form -

— 1P xh [P vh
y = 2NtXh1+ 2NtYh2+n.

Since h;’s are real vectors and the two designs take values
from orthogonal signal sets, it is clear that the two usees ar
interference free from each other. With this thg-MIMO-
MAC splits in to two parallel MISO channels (one for each
user) such that the MISO channel from (i) User-1 to the
destination and (ii) User-2 to the destination are giver2)

and [21) respectively. . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

) _ SNR in db
Yr =4/ WXhl +ns. (20)
¢ Fig. 17. BER comparison of STBC pairs from RODs and SODs
o = /== Yh, +ing. (1)
2N From[[20) and(21), the ML-decodi ics f
. _ _ property. From an , the ML-decoding metrics for
1) Capamty_ of aN;-MIMO-MAC W_|th RO_Ds. N(_)te that User-1 and User-2 are respectively given by
the channels in[{20) and(R1) are single-dimensional MISO

:
2X2S0D
T — — —2X2ROD
4Xx4ROD| |
- — 4X4S0D

channels withn;,ng ~ N (0,117). Hence, the average X — argmin ||y — /ixﬁl||2
receive SNR in every dimension s Since the rate-1 ROD for C 2N, ’
N, antennas is information lossless for a single dimensional R o

N;x1 MIMO channel (Theoremml4), fof = 1, 2, the maximum Y = argnéizn||y — 4 /WYhQHQ.

mutual information for Usel-is
1 P Sinceh; are real vectors, and the desigisandY are RODs,
§E ['092 <1 + mhihi ﬂ . for each user, every symbol can be decoded independent of the
rest of the symbols. For more details on decoding the class of
Therefore, with overloading of notations, the sum capagfty sTBCs from RODs, we refer the reader to [14], [15]. To the

the proposed scheme is given by, best of our knowledge, this is the first paper that addresses t
design of STBC pairs with single symbol decodable property
P
E {'092 (1 + ﬁth2h§1>} (22)  for two-user MIMO-MAC.

which is equal to the capacity of &; x 1 collocated MIMO
channel for an average SNR value @f However, the sum . _ _ _ _
capacity of aN,-MIMO-MAC is given in (I4) which is equal  In this subsection, we provide simulation results for the
to the capacity of @ N; x 1 MIMO channel for an average SNR Performance comparison of STBC pairs from SODs and RODs
not clear whether the proposed scheme is information IsssI8it Error Rate (BER) which corresponds to errors in decoding
or information lossy for aN;-MIMO-MAC VN;. Through the bits of both the users as error events of interest\zor 2
simulations, in FigC6 (shown at the top of the next pagednd4, the rate-1 SOD pairs have been used for simulations.
the sum Capacity of the proposed scheme is Compared V\Jﬁ%r both the cases the variables of the two users take values
C(N;, Ny, 1,p) for N, = 2, Ny, = 4 and N, = 8 respectively from a 4-QAM signal set (with average energy per symbol
at different SNR values. Note that wheN, = 2 and 4, Deing unity). With this, each user transmtdits per channel

the proposed scheme is information lossy by a small margi€ (bpcu). For the second class of STBC pairs, ROD for
and the difference in the capacity keeps diminishinghgs and4 antennas are used wherein the variables of the design
increases (See Fif.116 fo¥, = 8). In particular, using strong €mployed by User-1 take values from the 4-PAM signal set,

D. Simulation Results

law of large numbers, for large values %, we have () {—3,-1,1,3} whereas for User-2, the variables take
values from the set/(1){-3i,—1i,14,3i}. With this, the
lim E [|092 (1 + ﬁhhH)} = C(N¢, N¢, 1,p). transmission rate of 2 bpcu-per user is maintained for both
Ni—oo Ni the class of codes. For every codeword use, the destination

and hence the proposed designs are information losslessifas to decode for 8 bits (4 bits of each user) and 16 bits
large values ofV;. The above discussion can be summarize@ bits for each user) foiV, = 2 and N, = 4 respectively.

in the following theorem, BER comparison of the two schemes using the above designs
Theorem 6:For large values ofV;, STBC pairs from rate-1 is shown in Fig[17 where the plots show that STBC pairs
RODs are information lossless for/é,-MIMO-MAC. from RODs perform better than the codes from SODs for both

2) Minimum decoding complexityApart from having the N; = 2 and4. An intuitive reasoning for the above behaviour
information lossless property for large values 8%, the is that for the class of STBC pairs from RODs, there is no
proposed codes also have the single-symbol ML decodabieerference among the users. For the STBC pairs based on
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Capacity of SISO fading channel
Capacity of 2 X 1 channel

— - — - Capacity of 4 X 1 channel
— — — Capacity of 8 X 1 channel
—%— Capacity of 16 X 1 channel

MIMO-MAC

Loss in the sum capacity for using ROD in (4,4,1)
MIMO-MAC

Sum Capacity

0 ! ! !

Loss in the sum capacity for using ROD in (8,8,1)

Loss in the sum capacity for using ROD in (2,2,1)
MIMO-MAC

5
SNRin db

Fig. 16.

RODs, each real symbol is decodediiwhereas for the codes
from SODs, decoding is iiR* for N, = 2 andR® for N, = 4.

P.

V. DISCUSSION

We have computed CC capacity regions of a two-user

GMAC and proposed TCM schemes with the classiof

PSK signal sets and/-PAM signal sets. We have studied
designing STBC pairs with low ML decoding complexity for a
two-user MIMO-MAC with V; antennas at both the users and
single antenna at the destination with the assumption oT-CSI

Some possible directions for future work are as follows:

o As a generalisation to this work, CC capacity/capacity
regions for general multi terminal networks needs to be
computed since in practice, communication takes place
only with finite input alphabets. Also, design of coding

schemes achieving rate tuples close to the CC capacity

of general multi terminal networks is essential.
o The set partitioning result presented in this paper can be
generalized to the class af-QAM alphabets.

o In this paper, we have assumed equal average power

constraint for both the users. It is clear that if unequal
power constraint is considered, then the UD property is
naturally attained. For such a setup, optimal labelling

10 15 20

Sum capacity olN;-MIMO-MAC with RODs in comparison withC'(N¢, N¢, 1) for Ny = 2,4 and8.

rules on the individual trellis has to be proved depending
on the ratio of the average power constraints of the two
users. It is straightforward to show that when the ratio
of the average power constraints of the two users is
sufficiently large, then irrespective of the relative angfie
rotation between the alphabets, labelling of the individua
trellises based on Ungerboeck partitioning is optimal in
the sense of maximizing the criteria considered in this
paper.

For a two-user GMAC, it has been shown that trellis
code pairs based on TCM with/-PAM alphabet pairs
significantly reduce the ML decoding complexity at the
destination compared to TCM schemes with complex al-
phabet pairs. For &-user GMAC withK > 2, designing
coding schemes with low ML decoding complexity is an
interesting direction of future-work.

In Sectio TV, we considered designing STBC pairs with
low ML decoding complexity for a two-user MIMO-
MAC with N, antennas at both the users and single
antenna at the destination with the assumption of CSIT-P.
Note that the assumption of CSIT-P has been exploited
to obtain STBC pairs with low ML decoding complexity
property. However, when the destination has multiple
antennas, every transmit antenna of each user views more
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than one fading channel and hence phase compensatzn J. Harshan and B. Sundar Rajan, "Finite Signal-set Gapaf Two-

by the users is not possible. Therefore, design of low user Gaussian Multiple Access Channel” in the proceedirfg$EBE
. . . . International Symposium on Information Theory, (ISIT 200Bronto,

decoding complexity STBC pairs for such a set-up is N0t canada, July 06-11, 2008. pp. 1203 - 1207.

straightforward. In particular, design of low complexity

STBC pairs for a MIMO-MAC without the assumption APPENDIX |
For a,b € C, let I(a,b) denote the line segment join-

ing @ and b in R2. It is to be noted that the complex
This work was partly supported by the DRDO-1ISc Prograrpoints 0, r(17-1) and r(17-1)ei%r form the three vertices's
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that the distances between the points on any two consecutive % N, \4 i
circles must be larger tha#,. We show that a point o®? _ =t
and a point on/?~' which have an angular separation @f This completes the proof.
radians are separated by a distance larger thdor all ¢ = 2
to M/2 — 2. In that direction, the first observation is that
r(I') — r(0O?) = dy. From the result of the Propositiénh 4 in
Sectiond, r(I*) — r(O**1) > d, for all k& > 2. Hence the
points onO? and 9! are separated by a distance larger than
dy forallg=2to M/2—-2.
Secondly, it is shown that the point dd and the point on
04~1 are separated by a distance larger tharfor all ¢ = 1
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g =1to M/2 — 1. In that direction, forg = 1 to M/2 — 3,
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1
)
2
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24)

For the case wheg = M /2 — 1, we show that

d(r(0TY), r(19)e 5 ) > d(r(07 1), 7(17)) > 2r(1M/2*1)sin(2i).
(25)

The proof for the first lower bounds df (24) aid}25) are on
the similar lines of the proof for Propositiéh 6. The proofs o
the second lower bounds df (24) and](25) are in Proposition
[B and Propositio]9 respectively. TherefodS,, = do =
4sin (4)sin(22). This completes the proof.
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