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Abstract— Full-rate (FR) and full-diversity (FD) are attractive  state information at the transmitter (CSIT) and first-/seto

Leithur?:SR in M(;MSDSYS_temI? We felfe'f to Sg;tglgns WhtiCh aChl\ileVG order statistics of the channel have been studied widely
0 an simultaneously as systems. Non- [q1. ; i ;
orthogonal STBCs can achieve FRFD without feedback, but .[9] [12]. with full CSIT pI‘EC(.)dIr.'Ig,. FRFD can be achleyed
their ML decoding complexities are high. V-BLAST without in V'BLAS_T [12]. However, in “m'ted feedbf"‘Ck preCOd'”Q
precoding achieves FR but not FD. FRFD can be achieved in V- Schemes in V-BLAST, FD is achieved, but with some loss in
BLAST through precoding given full channel state information rate [13]-[15]. For e.g., the precoding scheme in [13] isdoas

at the_transmitter (CS|T). However, With_ limited feedback on Grassmannian Subspace packing’ which does not allow
precoding, V-BLAST achieves FD, but with some rate 10SS. gjpjtaneous transmission of more thalp— 1 streams (i.e.

Our contribution in this paper is two-fold: ¢) we propose . . ’

a limited feedback (LFB) precoding scheme which achieves achievable rate is< Nt._ 1 symbols per channel use). In a
FRFD in 2 x 2, 3 x 3 and 4 x 4 V-BLAST systems (we 2Xx2 MIMO system, this means a rate loss of 50%. The same
refer to this scheme as FRFD-VBLAST-LFB scheme), and is true with any other Grassmannian subspace packing based

ii) comparing the performances of the FRFD-VBLAST-LFB scheme or transmit antenna selection based scheme [15]. Our
scheme and non-orthogonal STBCs without feedback (€.9., ~ontribution in this paper is two fold:

Golden code, perfect codes) under ML decoding, we show that ) o
o First, we present éimited feedback (LFB) based pre-

in 2 x 2 MIMO system with 4-QAM/16-QAM, FRFD-VBLAST-
LFB scheme outperforms the Golden code by about 0.6 dB; in coding scheme for V-BLASMWwhich achieves FRFD in
small systems like2 x 2, 3 x 3, and4 x 4 MIMO.

3 x 3 and 4 x 4 MIMO systems, the performance of FRFD-
VBLAST-LFB scheme is comparable to the performance of Since the proposed scheme is not based on subspace
packing or antenna selection, there is no loss in rate.

perfect codes. The FRFD-VBLAST-LFB scheme is attractive
because 1) ML decoding becomes less complex compared to

that of non-orthogonal STBCs, 2) the number of feedback bits
required to achieve the above performance is small, 3) in slo
fading, it is adequate to send feedback bits only occasiorgl and

The proposed scheme involves the design of a code-
book having a finite numberN) of unitary precoding
matrices, which are generated from a unitary matrix

4) in most practical wireless systems feedback channel isteh

available (e.g., for adaptive modulation, rate/power conbl). (Uy) parametrized by a single angular paramefiee

Q’TT”,n =0,---,N—1}. The receiver chooses the pre-
coding matrix which maximizes the minimum distance
with ML decoding, and sends the corresponding index
to the transmitter. We refer to the proposed scheme as
FRFD-VBLAST LFB scheme.

o Second, we present a BER performance comparison

between the two FRFD-achieving schemes, namely,

the proposed FRFD-VBLAST-LFB scheme and non-
orthogonal STBC MIMO using Golden/perfect codes
under ML decoding. Our simulation results show that
in a2 x 2 MIMO system with 4-QAM/16-QAM, the

proposed FRFD-VBLAST-LFB scheme outperforms the

Golden code by about 0.6 dB. #x 3 and4 x 4 MIMO,

the performance of FRFD-VBLAST-LFB scheme is

comparable to the performance of perfect codes.

|. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) techniques can pro
vide the benefits of spatial diversity and multiplexing gain
[1]-[3]. Spatial multiplexing (V-BLAST) usingN, transmit
antennas achieves the full-rate 8f symbols per channel
use. However, full transmit diversity of orde¥N; is not
achieved in V-BLAST. Orthogonal space-time block codes
(e.g.,2 x 2 Alamouti code) achieve full transmit diversity,
but suffer from rate loss for increased number of antennas
[2]. Achieving both full-rate (FR) and full-diversity (FD)
simultaneously is a desired goal in MIMO communications.
We refer to MIMO systems that simultaneously achieve both
FR and FD as FRFD MIMO systems.

One way to achieve FRFD in MIMO systems is to emplo¥_ . .
non-orthogonal STBCs [4]-[8], which offer the full-rate of he proposed FRFD-VBLAST-LFB scheme is attractive be-

N, symbols per channel use by havimg? symbols in cause 1) ML decoding becomes less complex compared to
one N, x N; STBC matrix, and full-diversity under ML that of n(_)n-orthogon_al STBCs, 2) the number of f_eedback
decoding. The2 x 2 Golden code with 4 symbols in oneb'ts_ required .to achieve th.e _above performance is small,
STBC matrix is a well known non-orthogonal STBC for3) in slow-fading channels it is adequate to send feedback
2 transmit antennas [5]. A drawback with FRFD-achievin§its Only occasionally, and 4) in most practical wireless
non-orthogonal STBCs is their high decoding complexitie§¥5tems_feedbaCk channelis often available (e.g., fortaeap
because ML decoding of these STBCs involves joint d&rodulation, rate/power control).

coding of N? symbols. ML decoding in V-BLAST, on the The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
other hand, involves joint decoding of only; symbols. The [l we present the system model. The proposed limited
inability of V-BLAST to achieve transmit diversity can befeedback precoding scheme is presented in Setfibn Ill. BER
overcome through the use of precoding at the transmitigerformance of the proposed scheme along with a perfor-
[9]-[15]. Precoding based on knowledge of full channahance comparison with Golden/perfect codes are presented
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in Section 1V. Conclusions are presented in Sedfidn V.

[I. SYSTEM MODEL K . ; . o |8 |
Consider a precoded V-BLAST system with, antennas ar + ’
at the transmitter andV, antennas at the receiver. Let e v N
H ¢ CN-*Nt denote the channel gain matrix, whose T ¢ '."' ¢
entries are i.i.d an@ N (0,1). Perfect knowledge oH is . . "\ ae=247s Y
assumed at the receiver but not at the transmitter. A et ’ e . . o
{Fy,F1,--- ,Fy_1} denote the precoder codebook of size Wdoe N
N, where theF,’s, n = 0,1,---,N — 1, are N; x N; . ° * ., .
unitary precoding matrices. This codebook is known to both ul . .
transmitter and receiver. For a given chanHelthe receiver ¢ o . R .
chooses the precoding matrix frotA that maximizes the 5 * I
minimum distance with ML decoding, and sends the corre- % % ) o 2 7 s

sponding index to the transmitter. L& = [log, N'| denote Fig. 1. lllustration ofd,y,:, improvement of a 2-dimensional lattice through
the number of feedback bits needed to represent this ind&sgnsformation by a unitary matrix.
Given this index,k, the transmitter uses the correspondin
precoding matrix, denoted by = F. Let x € A denote
the complex data symbol vector at the transmitter, whiere 1 [ e—d0/2 =30
is the modulation alphabet. The transmitted signal vector, Uy(0) = E { ei30/2 0 ]
u € CVt is given byu = Fx. The received signal vector,
y € CNr, at the receiver is given by With each matrixU n, () € Uy, (f), we associate an infinite
size codebook{..(Un,(0)) = {Un,(0)]o=a, Va € (0,27)}.
y = HFx+n, (1) To define a finite set precoder, we select a finite

H _ B
wheren € CM- is the noise vector whose entries are i.i.8Ub§et of sizeN = 2% from CO?(UNt (9))3 . where
CN(0,0% = N,Es), whereE, is the average energy of theB s the number of feedback bits. Specifically, we

transmitted symbols, and is the average received SNR pep(Efine the finite' precoding codebook gs (U, (0)) =
receive antenna. {UNt(0)|9:%, ¢t = 0,1,---,N — 1)}. For e.g., for
N, = 2 and B = 2, N = 4 with Uy() in (@),

[1l. PROPOSEDLFB PRECODING SCHEME the finite precodir}gcoqcbook is giylen (U2(0)) =

For a non-precoded system (i.e., fBr = Iy,), the ML H 2 L i 2 a2 ”

decision is given by V2 o

8ne example of a matrix frot¥»(9) is given by

(4)

2 V2 V2 V2
N A A I e A 0
2 V2 V2 V2

|
S
|-

V2

N . ) The performance of the codebook is dependent on the
x = are M. ly —Hx|l3. (2)  choice of Uy, () and N. We, therefore, come up with the

N ] o following performance indicator for a given codebook:
The probability of error in the decision depends on the

minimum distance,,.;,,, which is given by p(Cn (U, (9))max: min 2(5)
. 0, =250 i€ {0, N—1} x;#x),x;),x, ANt HHUNt (0:)(x; — xk)H2
dmin = min H(x; —xi)ll,-  (B) Em = 5
Xj,XE € ) X FEXp X A% ), EANE HH(Xj — Xk)H2

It is known that precoding at the transmitter improvgs,,
[3]. We illustrate this point using the following exampledan |n words, 4 (¢ (U, (6)) is the expected ratio of the maxi-
Fig.[d. Assume & x 2 system withH = —1 5| and mum squared,,;, with precoding to that without precoding.

13 Then, the optimal finite precoding codebook wifh =

PAM modulation. As can be seen from Fid. d,,;,(H) = L opt opt /o i
dy = 1.414. Now, consider unitary precoding with = Logngeedback bits igy (U'y, (¢#)), whereU'y'(0) is given

Z?HE% _C(S);nzg . The new effective channel matrix is argmax
S ;6 . : Urte) = Un,(0)). (6
given by H' = 'HF. From Fig.[1, it can be seen that ~, (0) U, (6) € Un, (6) (N (Un,(0)). (6)

Ain (H') = dy = 2.875 > dppin (H).
_ Obtaining an exact solution foU%’f(@) analytically is dif-
A. Codebook Design ficult. In the absence of a solution to the above problem,

Let Uy, () = {all N, x N, unitary matrices parametrized"e tried out severalUy, (9_) matrices _for smaI_I values_ of
by a single angular variablej}. For e.g., forN, = 2, i (8.9, N: = 2,3,4, which are of interest in practical
U(9) is the set of all possible matrices of the forrMIMO systems), and found that the following designs for

N; = 2, 3,4 work ver well in the proposed scheme:
( A(6) - A2(0) , where 4;(0) is a real or complex Y prop
As(0)  A4(0) 1 [el? 1
scalar function of only, and Un,—2(0) = —= { 1 it } ; (7)
i) A1(0)A2(0) + A3(0)A4(0) = 0, V2 -l e

.. 2 2 2 2
i) |[AL(0)["+|A3(0)]" = [A2(0)]"+]A4(0)]" = 1, VO € (0, 2m). 10ur computer simulations show that these designsNer= 2,3, 4

achieve very good BER performance (as we will see in Bek. V).



Q?J: _29 eji 1)}. Since the factor of 2 can be neglect@&lcan therefore
Uv=s(0) = 5| e> 2e772 2> |, (8) bpetakento b = {s:seZ |s| <(VM-1)}.

—jo _ -
2 ¢ 2 GeometricallyH; defines &N, dimensional lattice ifR>"~,

denoted as\ = {H;z:z € Z*V} and a finite subset of
Un,_gmi1(6) = 1 ( U_TI”(G) UJIque ) _ @ ANisA={Hz:z¢ D_?Nt}. For the receiver to find ’the
V2 2m am (6) optimal precoding matrix, it needs to evaluaig,, (H, 1)

using [16) for alli = 0,1, --- N — 1. Given the geometrical

B. Precoding Matrix Selection interpretation it is easy to see that calculation [of] (16) is
equivalent to the problem of finding the shortest vector in
a finite subset of the latticA. This problem is a constrained
version of the well known shortest vector problem (SVP)
()] 271 (x5 _xk)H . 10 for any arbitrary lattice. Unconstrained SVP can be solved

v 2 by appropriately modifying the closest lattice point séarc
algorithm, as discussed in [17]. We solve the constrained
SVP problem by restricting the search to be within the finite

At the receiver, given the knowledge dfi, we define
dmin(H,4),i=0,1,--- ,N —1, as

VAN min
dmin(H71) - Xj, Xk GANt,X]‘ #xk‘

The receiver sends to the transmitter the indegiven by

argmax . A
= Apmin (H, 1), 11) subsetA.
P e q0.1,., N — 1} dmin(ED) (11)
using B bits of feedback. Hence, the optimum precoding IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

matrix chosen is given by
We evaluated the BER performance of the proposed limited

F, = Uy, (9)’9:2%- (12) feedback precoding scheme as a function of average received
SNR per receive antenna, through simulations forV, =

N, = 2,3, 4. For comparison purposes, we also evaluate the
performance of Golden code/perfect codes in MIMO systems
with N, = N, = 2,3, 4.

Eﬂgurel} shows the simulation results farx 2 and4 x 4

C. Receiver Processing: Feedback Computation and Signal
Detection

Signal detection is performed using the sphere decodi

algorithm [15]_. In the follpwing, we present the computatioV_BLAST without and with the proposed precoding, for 4-
Of dynin(H, 0) in @0) fori =0,1,--- N —1. QAM and 16-QAM using sphere decoding. BER perfor-
We can rewrite the system model equatibh (1) for the prerance plots for different levels of quantization requiriity
coded system, when precoded with tiie precoding matrix ferent number of feedback bit&3(= 8, 4, 3 bits) are shown.
as From Fig.[2, it is observed that the proposed precoding
y= H;x + n, (13) scheme achieves significantly better diversity than the ‘no
A ) precoding’ scheme. In fact, a comparison of this precoded
where H; = HUNt(G)‘az%- Using R{.} and Z{.} 0 performance for2 x 2 V-BLAST with the performance
denote the real and imaginary parts of a complex argumepf, 2 x 2 Golden code in Fig[]3 shows that both these
the above equation can be transformed into an equival@gfves run parallel illustrating that, just like Golden eod
real-valued model as the proposed scheme also achieves full diversity. Another
(14) interesting observation in Fidl] 2 is the effect of feedback
bits on the BER performance. It can be seen that the BER
wherey = [R{y”} I;yT} = [R{xT} I{XT}]T, with B = 4 and B = 8 are almost the same, showing that
i = [R{nT} Z{nT}]", and the performance in the proposed scheme remains robust even
with a nominal quantization of using 4 bits.

y:ﬁ&+m

H;, = { ?}II%I;; 75{{}153} . (15) Next, in Figs[B tdb, we compare the BER performances of
the proposed precoding scheme and the Golden code/perfect
Here,y € R2V-x1 x  §2Nexl ¢ R2N-x1 gnd H; € codes in2 x 2 (Fig.[@), 3 x 3 (Fig. @), and4 x 4 (Fig. )
R2N-x2N: - Also, S is the real PAM constellation correspondsystems, using sphere decoding. The channel is assumed to
ing to A. Henceforth, we shall work with the real-valuedemain constant foN, consecutive channel uses in V-BLAST
system in[(TW). With the new system model [n]l(14), we can order to facilitate the comparison between V-BLAST and

re-write [10) as Golden code/perfect codes (which are assumed to have a
_ guasi-static interval ofV, channel uses) under similar quasi-
dmin(H,7) 2 N A?"I'V’: s HHU’W (O] 2 O x’“)H2 static channel conditions.
a min o From Fig.[3, it can be seen that, for both 4-QAM and
= %, %5 € 2Nt %5 £ %, HH’L'(XJ' _xk)HQ 16-QAM, the performance curves of the proposed scheme
min - runs parallel to those of the Golden code, showing that
= HHz , (16) : o>
z€D2Nt 740 2 the proposed scheme achieves the full diversity of 4. It

is interesting to further observe that the proposed scheme
where D is the difference constellation of. For ex- exhibits some coding gain advantage compared to the Golden
ample, for squareM-QAM modulation, S is given by code. Particularly, the coding gain attained by the progose
(41,43, .. +(/M—=1)) andD is {0, +2, +4. ... +2(v/M — scheme over Golden Code is about 0.7 dB at a BER)of.
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Fig. 2. BER performance of the proposed limited feedbackqifed2 x 2 Fig. 4. BER performance of the proposed limited feedbackqated3 x 3
and4 x 4 V-BLAST scheme. 4-QAM, # feedback bit$ = 8,4, 3. 4-bit V-BLAST scheme versu8 x 3 perfect code without feedback. 4-QAM for
feedback achieves very good performance. V-BLAST, 4-HEX for perfect code, # feedback bits in V-BLASB = 8§, 4.
Proposed scheme performs close to perfect code within about 0.3 dB.
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o 2x2System V-BLAST with LFB vs. Golden Code w/o FB ‘ ’

#FB bits in V=BLAST, B =4
Nt = Nr = 2;" 4-QAM/16-QAM
Sphere decoding

4x.4 System V-BLAST with-LFB vs. Perfect.code w/o FB

Nt=Nr=4; 4-QAM, Sphere decoding

Bit Error Rate

Bit Error Rate

= 4-QAM, V-BLAST, No precoding
—— 4-QAM, V-BLAST, Proposed precoding
= MW = 4-QAM, Golden code

—4— 16-QAM, V-BLAST, No precoding

10"} —e— 16-QAM, VBLAST, Proposed precoding|
- { = 16-QAM, Golden code

—e— V-BLAST, No precoding
= * =V-BLAST, Proposed precoding, 8 bit FB
—@— V-BLAST, Proposed precoding, 4 bit FB

—#&— Perfect Code

I I
5

25 8 I I I I I I I

10 15 20 . .
Average Received SNR (dB) 0 2 4 6 8 o 2 1 16 18 2
Average Received SNR (dB)

Fig. 3. BER performance of the proposed limited feedbackquted2 x 2 ) o

V-BLAST scheme versug x 2 Golden code without feedback. 4-QAM and Fig. 5. BER performance of the proposed limited feedbackquted4 x 4

16-QAM, # feedback bits in V-BLASTB = 4. Proposed scheme achieves ~ V-BLAST scheme versud x 4 perfect code without feedback. 4-QAM, #

fu||_d|vergty’ Outperforrns Golden code by about 0.6 dB. feedback bits in V-BLAST.B = 8,4. PI'OpOSﬂj scheme peffOl’l'T\S about 1
dB away from perfect code.

This is significant since precoding achieves this better per

formance with a lower decoding complexity (joint detectioin both the approaches using sphere decoding, in terms of
of 2 symbols in one channel use) than the Golden code (joltitmber of real operations per decoded symbol, are plotted
detection of 4 symbols in one STBC matrix). as a function ofV; = N, = 2, 3,4 at SNRs corresponding to

a target BER ofl0~2. It can be seen that the complexity in

Next, the BER comparison in Fifi] 4 f8rx 3 system shows . . .
' . .. the proposed approach is much less because it needs tg jointl
that the proposed scheme achieves the same diversity a .
defect only N; symbols, whereas in the non-orthogonal

_that of 3 x 3 pe_rfect cpde, b_ut is inferior to perfect COdeSTBC approach joint detection is ove¥2 symbols. We
in terms of coding gain. This performance gap, however

is small (about 0.3 dB). Int x 4 system in Fig[B, the note that the complexity comparison in Figl. 6 does not

. . o include the complexity involved in the optimization to clseo
performance gap in terms of coding gain is about 1 dB. Thj . . . ) . )
. . the optimum precoding matrix at the receiver. It is pointed
suggests that better precoding strategies for laijetan be . . .
. . : out that the data decoding complexity dominates over the
investigated to achieve close to perfect code performahce. ) . ; L
. : . recoding selection complexity, as decoding is done on a
likely approach can be to consider multiple parameter bas : : . .
X per channel use basis whereas, in slow fading, the precoding
precoder designs. . . .
selection computation need not be carried out so frequently
A key advantage of the proposed precoder approach com-
pared to the non-orthogonal STBC approach is its lesser
decoding complexity. This advantage is captured in the comM/e presented a simple, single angular parameter based code-

plexity comparison plots in Fid.]l6, where the complexitiebook design for limited feedback precoding in V-BLAST.

V. CONCLUSIONS
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Fig. 6. Decoding complexity (in terms of # real operations gecoded
symbol) of the proposed scheme versus Golden code/peddesat SNRs [16]
corresponding to a target BER @D~2. 4-QAM, N; = N, = 2,3,4. #
feedback bits in V-BLAST,B = 4, sphere decodingDecoding complexity

in the proposed scheme is much less than in Golden code/perfect codes. [17]

The proposed precoding scheme achieves full-rate for any
N, by design, whereas the achievability of full-diversity was
established through BER simulations fa;, = N,. = 2,3,4
under ML decoding for 4-QAM/16-QAM. Our simulation
results showed that in 2 x 2 MIMO system, the proposed
scheme outperformed the Golden code by about 0.6 dB. It
performed comparable to perfect codes3ixx 3 and4 x 4
MIMO systems as well. The decoding complexity in the
proposed scheme was shown to be much less compared to
that of Golden/perfect codes. It is noted that the feedback
channel is an additional resource required in precoding
schemes. However, given that a feedback channel is often
available in most practical wireless systems (e.g., foptda
modulation, rate/power control, etc.), and that the feeklba
bandwidth required will be very less in slow fading, the
proposed scheme can be quite attractive for its full-rate,
full-diversity, and low-complexity attributes. Invessitjons
related to applicability of the proposed approach to large
antenna systems using multiple-parameter based precoder
designs can be carried out further.
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