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Efficient decoding algorithm using triangularity

of R matrix of QR-decomposition

In Sook Park

Abstract

An efficient decoding algorithm named ‘divided decoder’iggosed in this paper. Divided decoding
can be combined with any decoder using QR-decompositiono#feds different pairs of performance
and complexity. Divided decoding provides various combtiores of two or more different searching
algorithms. Hence it makes flexibility in error rate and cdéexpy for the algorithms using it. We
calculate diversity orders and upper bounds of error ratedypical models when these models are
solved by divided decodings with sphere decoder, and disabsut the effects of divided decoding
on complexity. Simulation results of divided decodings timed with a sphere decoder according to

different splitting indices correspond to the theoretiazahlysis.

Index Terms

multiple-input multiple-output(MIMO) channels, Near miasum likelihood, MIMO detection, sphere

decoder, lattice reduction.

. INTRODUCTION

To obtain high data rate and spectral efficiency, commuioicadystems require a detector
the error rate of which is as close to that of the maximum iliad (ML) solution as possible
with a tolerable complexity. In most cases the additive @aisctor is assumed to be Gaussian
with mean zero-vector and detecting original signal froneeeived signal turns into solving an

integer least-squares problem. This paper proposes a thetileing the integer least-squares
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problem which is finding such that
A . N 2
$ = min [|x — Hs|| @)

where D is a set ofn-dimensional complex vectors whose real and imaginaryspae integers
(or discrete numbersy is anm-dimensional complex vector, afd is anm xn complex matrix.
The exact solution of (1) is ML solution when—Hs is anm x 1 Gaussian random vector whose
mean is0,,.;. The brute-force search visits all the points of which makes the complexity
grow exponentially inn. Sphere decoding (SD)![1],[2].[3].[4].[5], a depth firsedér search
within a sphere which can shrink with each new candidatendusearch process, is known to
find the exact solution of {1) but reduce considerably the merity so that it finds very often
the solution within real time when the brute-force searahm wat. The efficient search strategies
[6], [7], [8] are employed by both real and complex sphereodecs [9]. Usually before starting
search process SD calculates the initial radius but, adriat§9], when Schnorr-Euchner][8]
strategy is used the radius of the Babai paint [3] is enouglyémd start of search and the time
required for the initial radius estimation is saved. Theemtpd complexity of SD is known to
be approximately polynomial for a wide range of signal-thse ratios (SNRs) and numbers of
antennas [10], [11]. But it still depends on SNR and has morégn of high ordered terms in
the dimension of the vector in search.

Algorithms finding near ML solutions with the advantage ofrgmexity reduction have been
suggested for recent decades. Among them, the M-algoritmbmed with QR-decomposition
(QRD-M) ([12], [13]) has performance almost the same as Mlewkhe value of M is not less
than the constellation number. For fixed M, the computatimownt of QRD-M is independent
of SNR and the condition number of channel matrices, andligmpanial in the dimension of the
vector to be searched. But, for almost the same performdrecexpected computation amount
of SD is much less than that of QRD-M though the maximum cowrfput amount of SD is
more than two times of the maximum computation amount of QWR[#4]. Detection with the
aid of lattice reduction (LR) is another approach: LR hel®> t8 reduce the complexity [3]
when the channel matrix is ill-conditioned and aids lineategtion or successive interference
cancelation (SIC) to have better performances [15], [1B1).[ Though, checking the validity of
every searched point adds computational load and caleglabg-likelihood ratio (LLR) is still
burdensome for the LR aided detections. Fixed-complexityese decoder [18] (FSD) is SD
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within a subset of the domain to be searched and visits onlyea fnumber of lattice points.
FSD with a proper restricted domain has a near ML performavite a fixed complexity for
each set ofn,n and constellation.

Nulling and cancelling with optimal orderings, i.e. zearding with ordered successive in-
terference cancellation (ZF-OSIC) and minimum mean sqearer with ordered successive
interference cancellation (MMSE-OSIC), [19] are sortstahglards and give bases for developing
advanced decoding algorithms. ZF-OSIC and MMSE-OSIC bothparformed efficiently and
have computation amount reduced by employing QR-decoriposiQRD) or sorted QRD
(SQRD) [20]. Nulling and cancellings and near ML algorithiaisove perform QRD before
searching process. (Instead of QRD Cholesky decomposgidrequently used.) In practice,
ZF-OSIC and MMSE-OSIC are available in error rate sense ifgilndr modulations than QPSK
when the number of transmit streams is no more than 4. If thaeben of transmit streams
is more than 4 with high modulation, decoding algorithmsfqrening in real time with lower
error rate than nulling and cancellings are required. Tgetipthis requirement, we propose a
simple method called ‘divided decoding’ which utilizes @r@perties of the resultant matrices of
QRD (or Cholesky decomposition) and combines with any gsearching algorithms. Divided
decoding can provide various modifications or combinati@ihsearching algorithms which are
known or to be appeared.

The remainder is composed of five sections as follows. Ini@edfl we describe a basic
system model to solve. In Sectipnl Il we introduce the idedivided decoding and the possible
combination forms of the divided decoding and other alpong. Sectio IV provides diversity
orders and upper bounds of the error probabilities for soppecal models by summing up
pairwise error probabilities when the divided decodingasnbined with SD, and a discussion
of complexity reduction effects of the divided decodingctBm [V presents simulation results
supporting the analyses in section IV by showing the way ariditions of bit error rate (BER)
and complexity curves versus SNR according to the splitiimaigx set, and compares divided
decodings based on SD with Lenstra Lenstra and Lovasz (LIR.)21] aided SIC's. In Section

VIl there is a conclusion.
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II. SYSTEM MODEL

An original signal vectos belong toD, a finite subset of am dimensional lattice, passes
through a channel and is measured asradimensional vectok, then the relation o§ andx
is modeled by
x=Hs+n (2)

whereH is anm x n channel matrix whose distribution is arbitrary and the eleta ofn are
assumed to be independently identically distributed().icircularly symmetric complex normal
variables with mean zero and variance Usually, forg—QAM constellationsD is the Cartesian
product ofn copies ofqg lattice points.() is the ML solution of [2). () is transformed to a
real system, if the decoding algorithm used is based on mg@ber calculations.

To describe the algorithm we propose, we need the followintation: The sub matrix
composed of the elements in rowghroughb of columnsc throughd of a matrix A is denoted
by Ala : b)[c : d]. Whenv is a column vector, the sub-vector composed of the elemarmsas
a throughb of v is denoted by/a : b].

[Il. DIVIDED DECODING
A. The Idea of Divided decoding

First, H is decomposed int@R by QRD whereQ is a m x n matrix of orthonormal
columns which is the firsin x n partial matrix of a unitary matrix and is ann x n upper-
triangular matrix with non-negative diagonal entri€¥R is called the thin factorization df.
To improve the performance of the algorithm presented hewther the columns oH are
reordered in increasing order of the Euclidean norm befd®@r H is decomposed by sorted
QRD (SQRD) which is a QRD intervened by sorting process afirmwls. SQRD is found in [20].
SQRD is more effective for performance improvement and we3QRD in the followings. We
lety = Q*x andz = Q*n whereQ* is the conjugate transpose . Then [2) is reformulated
as

y=Rs+z 3)

where z is statistically equivalent tm i.e. the elements o# are i.i.d. circularly symmetric

complex normal variables with mean zero and varianéeFor anyl < i,j < n, the inner
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product ofith andjth columns ofR is equal to the inner product éfh and;jth columns ofH.
Hence the SNR for each symbol efis unchanged.

The simplest version of divided decoding is as follows: iy Bayig(1 < iy < n), let (3) be
split into

yi =Ry :1 +2z1, y2=Rasy + 2 (4)
2

whereR; = RJ[1 : 4|1 : n],y1 = y[l : d0),81 = s[1 : i), 21 = 2z[1l : ig],Re = Rlig + 1 :
nllio +1 : nl,y2 = ylio +1 : nl,so = slip + 1 : n], andz, = z[ip + 1 : n]. First, find s,
minimizing ||y> — Ras:||* by applying one of SD, M-algorithm and other near ML algarigh
Let s, denote this point and calculage = y; — Ry[1 : io][ip + 1 : n]S;. Secondly, finds,,
denoted bys;, minimizing |[y; — R1[1 : 4][1 : io)s:1]|? by applying one of SD, M-algorithm and

~

S .
other near ML algorithms | is an approximate solution ofl(1).
S9

Method (i) is extended as follows: iif](3) is split into morbah two equations. Given
G0,01s i (1 <ig <ip < --- <ip<n),leti_y =0,i,1 =n and then, forl < f < k + 2,
let Ry = Rlijo+1:isq]lifo+1:n|yr=ylifo+1:isq],8f =slifo+1:ir4],2; =
z[if_o+1:i74]. Then [3) is split intok + 2 equations as follows: fot < f <k + 2

Sf
yr=Ry| i | +z. (5)
Sk42
We find s;.o, denoted bys, o, minimizing ||yxi2 — Riioskio||?. Starting fromf = k + 1,
computeyr =y —Ry[l:ip g —ipo]lifo1—ipo+1:n—is_o] [gfﬂ é’““r and detect
§; minimizing ||y — Ry[1: 471 —ip_o][1 : iy—1 — i;_osy||* repeatedly with decreasinf one
by one until f = 1. Consequently, we obtais, . .., S, . [gl é’““r IS an approximate
solution of [1).
If 49 = 1,41 = 2,...,ig=po2=1n—1(lp = 2,51 =4,...,lk=npo =n—2if () is a real
version of the original complex system) then the above ntkisathe same as ZF-OSIC. As
the number of split equations is increasing, the computadimount decreases but the error rate

increases.
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B. Divided decoding with Quass MMSE extension

As described in[[20], the MMSE filter outps8t, sz is reformulated by

SMMSE = (ﬁ*ﬁ)_lﬁ*i (6)
whereH andx are
_ H X
H= andx = . (7
UIn Onxl

We can reconstruct an extended systendf (2) as follows:
x=Hs+n (8)

n . . . .
wheren = andn is assumed to be a Gaussian noise vector. We igreoteand regard
—0S

it as a noise vector.
Instead ofH, perform SQRD orH to obtainH = QR and multiply [8) byQ* to obtain
y =Rs+2z (9)

wherey = Q*x andz = Q*n. If we searchs,; = mingp ||y — Rs||?> by SD thens,, is a near
ML solution which has almost negligible performance los€@amparison with ML solution.

Quasi MMSE extension is a generalization of MMSE extens®ifiolows [22]:

H n
X = s + (20)
eal, —€os
. . _ H . ' _
where ¢ is a positive real number. Le, = and s, = mingep ||x — Hs||?, then
eol,

Sc—1.0 = S). The performances df, for severale’s and the effects of Quasi MMSE extension
on closest point search in complexity are described in [@2jene = %, % the performance
of §. for low SNR range is better tha#h (ML solution) but the complexity required to fingl
by using SD is far lower than that to fird This scenario is expected to be right for otla&r
between 0 and 1.0. Fdr < ¢ < v/2 §. has almost the same BER wiff) and ase increases
within at leasty/3 the computation amount decreases.

By SQRD onH, we obtainH, = Q.R. and get

Ve = Res 4+ Z (12)
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— — n
wherey. = Q!x andz, = Q} . Although z. contains the unknown signal z. is
—€rSs

assumed to be a Gaussian noise vector withignored.s, = mingp ||y — Re.s||? ands,. can
be found by SD.[(11) can be divided in the same waylas (5) antbrippate solutions t@,

can be obtained by searching all the sub-vectors.

C. Hybrid Algorithms via Divided decoding

Various combinations of two or more detection algorithms ba employed to find solutions
after splitting equations [3),1(9),_(I11) into the form Of .(Bpr example, if starting from.{4) firstly
find §, by SD and canceld, from y; by calculatingy; = y; — Ry[1 : ig][ip + 1 : n]$2. Then find
s1 by SIC. Since SINR 0§, is roughly no less than that &f by column reordering, this hybrid
algorithm reduces the error propagation against the putea8tl reduces the complexity against
SD. This combination is in fact the same with the case of figddach sub-vector solution by
SD from (B) withjo = 1,51 =2,...,ji,—2 = i0 — 1, Ji,—1 = io. INStead of SD and SIC, another
combination like M-algorithm and SIC, SD and M-algorithnm, foxed-complexity SD and SIC

can be applied.

V. ERROR PROBABILITY AND COMPLEXITY
A. Error probability

It is well-known that MMSE-SIC or MMSE-OSIC, which is the gimal version and not the
modified version of back substitution via transforming timamnel matrix into a triangular one,
can achieve the capacity of a given systeni [23]. Back suitistit after MMSE-SQRD or SQRD
of H and multiplyingQ* or Q* can not avoid some information loss due to ignoring strictly
upper triangular part at each decision step and fails toesehthe capacity of the system. But
the difference presented in BER curves of the former andatterlis small, because the degree
of freedom at each step of decision which is related to therdity order is an important factor
of the error rate and the two have the same degree of freed@achtdecision.

Divided decoding with nontrivial split can not achieve thepacity of a given system. Even

in the case that the search algorithm for each sub-vectoMhaserformance, divided decoding
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with nontrivial split has information loss. The total ackable rate of method (ii) is

k+2
Cy = ER[Zlodeet(Inf—i— —_R,/PR}) (12)
f=1

whereP; is the covariance matrix &fy, ny = i;  —if_o, andRy = Rli; o+1: 4 ][if o+1:
if—1]. There is information loss related ®[1 : iy s][i;—o + 1 : i;_4]. Here Eg[-] denotes the
expectation oveR.

An upper bound of the error probability of a system can beiobthvia the union bound of

each pairwise probability, i.e. the average error ratd pfigl

P, < ESED [ZSIED,S/7&S P(S — Sl) . (13)

FEsep[-] denotes the expectation overand P(s — s') the probability thats is mistaken for a

different vectors'. For each fixed (or estimated at the receivHr)

P(s —s) / e~ 12q¢ (14)
T Von VIE(s—s)[2/(202)
when we use a detector finding the ML solution. Weslgty) := \/_ [ e~"*/24t. If we use the

divided decoding which splittind {3) into the forrnl (5) with> 0 then for each sub-vectas;
the pairwise probability”(s; — s'f) is calculated as follows: fof = k + 2, P(sj12 — S;,5) =
<\/”Rk+2 Sk+2 Sjos2)|? ), and for f < k + 2,

P(sy—s;) = P(Sy — S¢|Sk42 = Sky2, 8541 = Skts -5 8541 = Sp41) P(Spp2 = Spp2, S0 =
A ! A A A

Skt1,--->Sf41 =Sygq1) + P (Sf — Sf‘{sk+2 = Sk+42;Sk4+1 = Sk41,---,8f41 = Sf+1}c>

x P <{§k+2 = Sp42, Sk41 = Skyls-- -, Spqp1 = Sf+1}c> :
We have

! A ~ A R 2
P(Sf — Sf|sk+2 = 8k+2,Sk+1 = Sk+1;---,8f4+1 = Sf+1) =9 < w>

and

’ ~ ~ N R 2
P <<Sf — 87| {8642 = Skt2. 861 = Spq1, ., 8541 = Sf+1}c)) <Q ( %)

because the middle of the distribution o, which is the mean ofy;, under the condition
that [gfﬂ §k+2] #* [sfﬂ Sk+2} is not Rs;. Thus, we have the following
inequality.
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Proposition 1: For fixed H, the error probability?,,, for the divided decoding {5) satisfies

that
k42

Ry(sp—s’)|2
Pore €3 Bioyenyy | S, eny ey 2 (/RS2 (15)
f=1
where D; is then; dimensional subset ab.

Proof: P.,, < Z’}j P.., ; whereP,,, ; is the error probability in searching. And, P, ; <
Eis;enpy [E{S}GDW}#S”D ( W)] by the above argument. O
To find the average error probability or its bound, when thanciel matrix is not fixed but has
some specific properties, we need the following lemma.
Lemma 1. Let H be anm xn (m > n) random matrix with independently distributed columns
such that each column has a distribution that is rotatignaltariant from the left i.e. for any
m X m unitary matrix® the distribution ofith column,H[1 : m|[i : 7], is equal to the distribution
of ®H[1 : m][: : i]. ThenQ andR, which constitute a thin QR decompositiéh = QR with
the diagonal entries dR. non-negative, satisfy the following:
1) Q andR are independent random matrices.
2) The distribution ofQ is invariant under left-multiplication by any: x m unitary matrix,
i.e., Q has an isotropic distribution.
3) Considering the split forni{5) and the notationRf = Rli; o+ 1 :if 1][i; o+ 1:i5 1],
for eachl < f < k + 2, Rf has the same distribution as the upper triangular matrix
obtained from the QRD oH; and R;R; has the same distribution &4}H; where
Hy=Hlif o+ 1:m|[ifo+1:i54]: i€
RiR, < H[1: m][1: o) H[L : m][1 : i)

RR, < Hfig + 1 : ml[io + 1 :i]*Hlio + 1 : m][io + 1 : i1

- (16)
RiR; L Hliy o+ Limlliy o+ 1:ip]"Hlig o+ 1:m]lifo+1:i5]

f{z+2l-:{k+2 2 Hlir +1:mllix, + 1 :n]"H[ig + 1 : m][ix, + 1 : n]
where A < B denotes thaiA has the same distribution .

Proof: The proof of this lemma stems from the proof of Lemma 1[of [10§l ahe results

of [24], and to prove item 3) we add some process and statsment
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Q is the partial matrix composed of the firstcolumns of anmn x m unitary matrixQ, where
H = QoR is a full version of QRD ofH. Q = Qq[1 : m][1 : n]. Qy andR are independent and
Qo is isotropically distributed, by Lemma 1 of [10]. Thus 1) a2dare immediately followed.

Since the columns oH are independent, the probability thHt has full column rank is 1.
The columns of any sub-matri&c of H are independent an@ has full column rank with
probability 1. Therefore, the upper triangular matrix witbnnegative diagonal entries which
constitutes QRD ofx is unique and the thin QRD d& with the diagonal entries of the upper
triangular matrix nonnegative is unique, whei@} > H. From now on the diagonal entries of
the triangular matrix of a QRD are non-negative. &t = H[1 : m|[1 : iy] be QR decomposed

as

Ty
H, =Q
0

whereQ; is m x m unitary andT, i, x iy upper triangular. Applyind); to the full H we have
Tl Al
0 H

QH =

A
where || = QiHIL : m][ig + 1 : n].
H,

Ayl
~ } is independent 0€); and

by the rotational invariance of the columns Hf. ThusH; < H[io + 1 : m][iop + 1 : n] and
I:I1[1 tm — ’L()H]_ : ’ng] i H,, recallingnf = if—l — ’if_g. Let I:I1[1 m — ’L()H]_ : ng] be QR
decomposed as

- » T,
Hi[l:m —ip][l:ns] = Qg .

whereQ, is (m — ig) x (m — i) unitary andTy ny X ny upper triangular. Then we have

Ty A,

0 H,

Q:H, = Q,
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where
A, o : :
| = QHL [l m —ig|[ne + 1 :n — i)

H,
I:Il[l . m—’io][ng +1: ’n—’Lo]

K3

HenceH, < Hfi; +1:m][iy +1:n] andHy[1 : m — 4][1 : ng] L H, For3< f<k+2
H,  LH[i; o+1:m][ij_a+1:n]andH,_[1:m—i;o][1:n] < H; Hyy[1:m—i;_)[1:

Ty

ns| is QR decomposed as
0

Hy 1[1:m —ipos)[l:ng] = Qy

whereQy is (m —is_o) X (m —iy_o) unitary andT; is ny x ny upper triangular. Now, we have

Tl Al
H=Q N
0 H,
_ - | Ty Ay
| 0
=Q 0 Q 0 T, A,
: g 0 H,
1, 0 0 0 ||T Ay
0 In2 0 0 0 |:T2 AQ]
L, 0 _ , . :
— Ql T . . . . -
0 Q
0 0 L., 0 0 0 Tryo
| 0 0 Qri2] 0 0
We have, with probability 1, ) )
Tl Al
0 | A
2 | 2 (17)

0 [0 Tk+2}
L]

andR; = T, for all 1 < f < k + 2. By the rotational invariance, this concludes the third

statement.
DRAFT
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Even when sorting columns intervenes during QR-decomipositemma_l is verified. Now, if
H is a random matrix satisfying the condition of Lemnia 1, weeh@iy [Q < w)] =

202

Eu [Q < WH and the following result.

Theorem 1: If random matrixH is under the condition of Lemnid 1 then the average error
probability P,,, for the divided decodind {5) satisfies

k+2 = 5
Parr < B[220 Brsgenyy | Sy 2 (VL0 ) |

oo . (18)
_ H¢(s Sy
= ZE{SfEDf} [Z{s’fepf,s};és,r} Ly, [D ( w)“ ’

f=1
and if hy := vec(Hy) H has a multi-dimensional complex normal distribution witlean0 and

covariance matrixXy s, i.e. hy ~ N¢(0, Xy), then

1 / Y
By, [D( M)} - i(f,Q))+F<Sf_sf>‘rf<sf_sf)

202
—kg
402 211 (f:0)

whereS; := T @ Ipn_i, ) St = (5))7 @ Limei,_y)» Ky == 1ank{(Sy — S{)Y(Sy — S;)*},
{e(r1),- - €y} are the nonzero eigenvalues (8, — S;)Y;(S; — S})*, (-)” denotes the

-1

(19)

transpose® means the Kronecker product, ahd the determinant of a matrix.

Proof: First, (18) is proved as follows:
k+2
Py < En [Zf:l Eisseny) [E{s’feDf,s};ésf}

k+2
= EH [ZfZ:L E{SfeDf} [Z{S}EDf,S};ﬁSf}

(
i (

B Ly (s —s)II?
=3 Breenn (S eny s B, [2 (LT )]]

f=1

Ry ( 2 Sf>”2)” (by Propositioriil)

IH o1 s >||2>H (by Lemma(1)

Secondly, adopting the approach [of [[25], by the Chernoffrioowe haveQ ( w> <

202
—s')|12 _s' 2 ’ .
exp < - M) — exp ( - w) The covariance matrix ofS; — S’ )h; is (S; —

402 40

H[][]

Yvec(H) of m x n matrix H is defined as| whereH[:][¢] is the i-th column ofH.

H[][n]
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S} )Y(S; — S})* and ||(S; — Sp)hy|> = Y1, x?, where {x?}}/, are independent and the

density functionp,»(x) of x7 is - exp (- E(;f_)). Hence we get

Sf—S; S-S Yh.l2
B, [0 .EE%%TJE>]fgﬁkf%mp<__ﬂijﬁgiL)}
o) o0 ky
= e 1 _tzz_ t? >>dt2-~-dt2
/0 /0 H<E(ﬁ” exp( 102 e 1 kg
2 -
—H(W e (- & - oL5))

(20)
n H (402 )
) —1
+ diag(eay, - - €(pkp))
—1
= [Fmmia + LSy — ST y(S, - S))
-1

Smce( 7D 4 1) < @{T;) , the second inequality of (19) is obviously true. O

Proposition[l and Theorefd 1 can be generalized when we useidediidecoding to find

n X v matrix X from m x r matrix Y such that
Y =HX+E, (21)

where the entries df: are independent complex Gaussian random variables withn meya and
variancec?. Let X; := X[i;_o + 1 : i;_4][1 : r], D be the domain thaK belongs to,D; the
domain thatX; belongs to.

Proposition 2: For fixedH, the error probability?,,.. in detectingX by using divided decod-

ing with each sub-matriX; found by a detector searching ML point satisfies that
k+2

R;(X;—X"|]2
Pow <3 Bixyen) | S eny iy 2 (/B2 X4 (22)
f=1

Proof: P,,., < E’““ P.,.; whereP,,, ; is the error probability in searchinX ;. And the
remainder is similar to that of Propositidh 1. ]
Theorem 2: If random matrixH is under the condition of Lemnid 1 then the average error
probability P,,, for the divided decodind {5) satisfies

k+2

H;(X;—X)|?
Peyr < ZE{XfGDf} [Z{X’fenf,x’f;éxf} EHf [Q ( W)H ) (23)
r=1
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and if hf = U6C(Hf) ~ Nc(O, Tf) then
H(X;—X)|2
En, |:Q( B (X=X )} <

202

1

/ / «|—1
‘Ir(m—wiz)) + @[(Xf - Xf)T ® I(m—iufz))]’rf[(xf - Xf)T ® I(m_i(f%))]

(24)
kg

1\ ks 1
<(p2) e

1=1
wherek = rank{[(X —X})"@Xn-i ;o) Y (X=X ) @i, o))"} and{er, ez}
are the nonzero eigenvalues [(K ; — X'f)T @ L o)) X r[( Xy — X'f)T @ Limi;_g)] ™
Proof: The proof is a simple extension of the proof of Theofem 1. O
If we assumevec(H) ~ Ng(0, p°Lny), thenY; = p*1;, whered; = (m —i(s_2))(i(s—1) —i(r-2))

and we have
Fu, [Q( HHf(Xf—X}Wﬂ

202
2
P ! x| —1
S ‘Ir(m—imz)) 4o alXy = Xf) ® Lnigy )L, (X5 = Xf)T ® Lniy s
Pz
NG ~2))
- ‘I 1o Z(Xf - Xf) Xy — Xf) (25)
Pz
Py | (— —2))
= ‘I Ao 2<Xf_Xf)<Xf_Xf)

(=mtir) <p_2> o

< |(X; - X)Xy — X)) 102

—d
Hence, we ger,, ; < ( ) ! -Gy where

(—m+i(f,2)):|

Gy = E{XfGDf} [E{x}emf,x};ﬁxf} ‘(Xf - X})(Xf - le)*

and the diversity order aF.,, ; is d;. The diversity order of’.,, = 2“2 P.,, ; is a combination
of {df}k+2

When [3) (or[(11L), more generally (21)) is split accordindpth {7y, . .., i} and{jo, ..., jx}
and all sub-vectors detected by a ML decoder, for exampleesBr) if the set of the sub-vector
sizes are equal i.€{(if_1 — iy 2)}’“2 (Gpo1 — jf_2)}’}ﬁ, the diversity-orders and error-
rates of the two are different and significantly different foany cases. On the other hand, the
complexities of the two are not so different, which will bepkained with simulation results in

the next section.
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Example 1: Consider the example d¢f, = 1} and{j, = n—1}, wherevec(H) ~ N (0, p*1,.)

and the sets of sub-vector sizes of these two are equgl,to— 1}. But then we have

and o -
P..({jo=n—1} < G, (jo) - <%) +GL(j) - <4%ﬂ)
where
G1(i0) = Ersy) :Z{s'l,s'ﬁésﬁ }(sl —8))(s1 — 8" —m] ’
Gs(io) = Ersy) :2{5/275,27&52} ‘(52 —8)) (82 — 8b)* —m+1] ’

G1(jo) = Etsyy _2{5;75#52} (52— s5)(s2 — slz)*}_m] ,
I [ / I\g|—m+n—1
GZ(]O) = E{S1} _2{5/175,1?551} }(Sl — 51)(51 — Sl) ]

s; =s[l:1],s =s[2:n].

Y

This example shows thak.,,({io}) has larger diversity order and is at the same time much
lower thanP.,.({jo}) if m,n > 2.

Example[l is a simplest comparison, whose generalizedorecsin be obtained for the pair of
{io, = I} and {jo = n — [} and more expansively for a class of sets of the fdriy ..., i}
whose resultant sets of sub-vector sizes are identicai Fings reasoning we have the following
conjecture.

Conjecture 1: If s, s, or S, is approximated by divided decoding with SD according to
splitting index set{ig, i1, ...,it} (1 <ig < i3 < --- < i < n) whose sub-vector size set is
fixed as{nf}’;éif, ny =ir_1—is_o, then the index sefiy, i1, ..., 1} letting {ns} ben; <n, <
.-+ < ngio IS the best choice, i.e. it makes the error rate and the codityplieast at the same
time.

The reasoning of this choice letting the complexity leasterfixed {nf}’}ﬁ is that the error
propagation from the sub-vectors previously found is ledstach step of searching a present

sub-vector solution by SD and the complexity of SD dependSNR and the sub-vector size.

B. complexity

To see roughly the gain in complexity; if we use the full séaatgorithm then the number

of multiplications required for the computation except QRI®2n(n + 3)¢" for ¢—QAM con-
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stellation, but if we apply a divided decoding which splitsignal vector intok ones of equal
size and detects each sub-vector by full search then the eruofbmultiplications required is
2n((% +3)g™/* + 2(k—1)). If we apply [4) with full search then the number of multigitons
required is2(n — ip)(n — g + 3)¢" " + 4ig(n — i) + 2io(io + 3)¢". The exponent of depends
on the sub-vector sizes. After QRD, if the mother searchrélygn’s complexity is f(n) and
depends only om then the complexity of the divided decoding withsplits of equal size is
kf(n/k) + 2n*(k — 1)/k (kf(n/k) + n*(k — 1)/(2k) for real systems) and the complexity of
applying [4) isf(io) + f(n —io) + 4io(n —io) (f(io) + f(n —ig) + io(n — iy) for real systems).
kf(n/k) and f(ig) + f(n — ip) multiplications are required for search, ata?(k — 1)/k and
4ip(n — ip) multiplications are for cancelling.

If a given search algorithm after QRD has its complexity.) only dependent on the size
of the vector searched then the complexity of divided dewpdiased on the search algorithm
is obtained by simple calculation as follows:

Proposition 3: The complexity of divided decoding according to splittingéx set(i, i, . . ., ix }
with sub-vector size se{mj}j’if, nj =1i;_1—i;_9, IS Efj f(n;)+A ((nj);?;rg) whereA <(nj)§;;r§> =

43" 2 nji;_o for complex systems and <(nj)§i§) = Y i nyi;_» for real systems, and in

most cases! ((nj)é?;rg) o S njij s,

If the complexity of a given search algorithinafter QRD depends on the statistical property
of H, SNR,m,n and patrticularly depends ofm, m, 0%} i.e. f = f(n,m,c?) then we have the
following formula:

Theorem 3: If random matrixH is under the condition of Lemnid 1 then the complexity of
divided decoding according to splitting index gé§, i1, ..., iz}, fa(n,m,o?),is fa(n,m,o?) =

f:f f(nj,m—i;_5,0%) + A <(n;)§i§)

Proof: For eachj, 1 < j < k+ 2, divided decoding based on the search algorithrfinds
s; from the following equation

S’j = Rij + Zj.

The elements of; are i.i.d. with circularly symmetric complex normal varie® with mean
zero and variance?. Rj has the same distribution as the upper triangular matrigioétl from
the QRD ofH; = H[i;_» + 1 : m][ij_o + 1 : i;_4] from Lemmall. Therefore the complexity

required for findings; is f(n;,m — i;_s,0?). By summing upf(n;, m — i;_»,0*) over j and
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A ((n322), atmm o) = S5 Flngom = 4y2:0%) 4.4 (0,)122) -
The expected complexity for SD of Finke and Pohst under Rglylehannel estimated in [10]
depends on{n,m,c*}. (We omit the constellation number which also have an eftacthe
expected complexity since we only focus on the alterations effects via divided decoding.)
From the estimated formula the expected complexity of SDasentlependent on thanm. The
expected complexity of SD with Schnorr-Euchner’s stratesgknown to be less than Finke and
Pohst’s in practical experiment because the Schnorr-Earshstarts with closer point to the ML
point. The sphere radius determined by the first point (wisdhe ZF-SIC solution) of Schnorr-
Euchner’s search is efficient because it does not need argy@ttulation. The estimation in [10]
is an upper bound of the expected complexities for SD of ScHaochner and other advanced
SD’s. The expected complexity calculated [in][10] is a suniomabf terms taking the form of a
combinatorial number multiplied by(a, (m — n + k)/2) = [ tm="+0/2=1e=tqt /T ((m — n +
k)/2) wherek varies from 1 ton anda depends onn and SNR. The expected complexity of
SD grows exponentially im but the formula proposed in [10] describes that the complasi
approximately cubic im for mid to high SNR and some range «af andn. It is hard to find the
form of the largest value af such thaty(a, (m—n+£k)/2) decreases &sn—n+k)/2) increases
and can be ignored fam —n+k)/2) > ko for a proper valué;,. But, we can find out roughly
the behavior ofy(a, (m —n+ k)/2) as follows: as shown in Fig.1, when= (m —n+k)/2—1
then the value ofi(a, (m—n+k)/2) increases agn—n-+k)/2) does,y(a, (m—n+k)/2) > 0.1
and can not be ignored. But when= ((m —n+k)/2—1) theny(a, (m —n+k)/2) decreases
as (m —n + k)/2) increases fom —n + k)/2) > 2 and y(a, (m —n + k)/2) < 0.05 for
(m—n+k)/2 > 4. ais proportional tom/(1+ - SNR) for some constant, and the number
of constituent terms of the expected complexity stronglyetels om. The dependency of SD’s
complexity onm is much less than the sizeof the vector searched. For mid to low SNR range,
the slope of complexity versus SNR is very steep/or 4 and increases as does. Divided
decoding mitigates the slope increase since the combiahterms are summed up only within

the sizes of sub-vectors to obtain the complexity.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

We generateH so that the entries of it have i.i.d. circularly symmetricrgmex normal

distributions with mean zero and variance 1.0. The numbemesi generations oH is 1000
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and each generated remains fixed during 100 symbol times. The transmit data aiaiy
multiplexed withn (n = 8) streams and the modulation employed is 16QAM. The entries of
n are generated to be i.i.d. circularly symmetric complexnmadrdistributions with mean zero
and variances?, whereo? = m m = 8, SNR = E,/N,. E, denotes the average
energy per bit arriving at the receiver. We compare the BEResuiof some typical cases and
their complexities at once. The algorithm finding each sebtter is SD and the enumeration
method used in SD is the Schnorr-Euchner’s. The complesitgamputed by the number
of multiplications required to find solution except QRD. Bigand Fid.B show the BER and
complexity curves versus SNR of Example 1. ObviouBly, ({1}) < P...({7}). Gé(?)(%)_l
is the dominant term irP,....({7}) and the slope ofog(P...({1})) is much larger than that of
log(P.({7})). The complexity difference between the two cases is smdllasupredicted in
Conjecturé Il the complexity dfi, = 1} case is slightly less than that §f, = 7} case. As noted
in the previous section, the complexities {of = 1} case and{j, = 7} case take the form of
f(,m=28,0%)+f(n—1=T,m—1="706%)+4x7andf(7,8,¢*)+f(1,m—n+1=1,0%)+4x7
respectively. And the complexity is shown to be more dependa the first factor, the sizes of
sub-vectors, than the second factor, the number of rowseo$ulb-matrix ofHH corresponding to
each sub-vector; though the effect of the second factor erslitpe of BER curve is equivalent
to the first factor’s. Notice that the second factorsfobf {i, = 1} and {j, = 7} cases are
{8,7} and {8, 1} respectively and that the first factors are equa{1o7}. Similar phenomena
appear for the pairg{i, = 2},{ip = 6}),({io = 3},{ip = 5}) in Figl4 and Fig.5. On the
other hand, the gap of the BER’s and the slopes of BER curvisgebe the two components
composing pairg{i, = 1},{ic = 7}), {io = 2},{ip = 6}), ({io = 3},{i0 = 5}) decreases
as the index difference between the two decreases, wheradbg difference is equal to the
difference of the two sub-vector sizes related to the paindites. As for complexity, Conjecture
is valid for limited ranges of SNR and the all curves almashcide at high SNR range. Hig.5
shows also that the complexity decreases as the differente dwo sub-vector sizes related to
{io} decreases. But BER increases for fixed SNR and the slope of @R decreases, ag
increases.

In Figl4 and Fid.b, we compare also divided decodings adegrth {io}'s, ioc = 0,1,...,7
based on SD with both LLL LR aided ZF-SIC and LLL LR aided SIQkgd to the MMSE

extended system. Divided decoding according4p= 0} means that the original equation is
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not split. Although LR aided MMSE SIC has its BER curve vergsd to that of SD for a
system with 4-QAM modulation, 4 transmit and 4 receive anésnand still has a close BER
curve to that of SD for a system with 4-QAM, 6 transmit and 6eree antennas [17], the
gap gets bigger as the number of transmit (receive) antecimasges from 4 to 6. And in our
simulation result with 16QAM, 8 transmit and 8 receive an@nthe gap becomes more bigger,
though the slopes of the BER curves of LR aided SIC’s are dlth@ssame to that of SD at a
mid to high SNR range. Divided decodings according#g} based on SD foi, = 0,1,2,3,4
have better performances than those of LLL LR aided SIC'd, @nthe same time have lower
computation amounts than LLL LR aided SIC’s for SNR’s gredt@n or equal td4,8,5,2,0
dB respectively. The number of multiplications is countediay lattice reduction process, slicing
and substitutions for LLL LR aided SIC’s, and for fair comigan the multiplications required
for the first QRD is not counted. For SNR'’s greater than 12 dBenvthe channel is steady for
more than 10 symbol times then LLL LR aided SIC’s are expeatede efficient than divided
decoding according tdi, = 4} based on SD because the error rate difference is slight tikla
reduction process is not necessary for at least 10 symbektiffor SNR’s less than or equal to
12dB, LR aided SIC’s does not improve error rate, compared EIIC'Q. If channel varies fast,
divided decoding according ta, = 4} with SD outperforms LLL aided SIC’s in both error rate
and complexity. Divided decodings accordingito= 1,2, 3 are also outperforming LLL aided
SIC’s for wide ranges of SNR.

In Fig[@ and Fid.l7 we present the BER and complexity versuR 8fdivided decoding based
on SD (DSD) applied td_(3) witl split of equal sizek = 1,2,3,4,8. LLL LR aided SIC’s are
also compared. DSD with = 1 is equal to the full SD, and DSD with = 8 is equal to ZF-SIC.
When k = 3, the sub-vector sizes are 2.5, 2.5, and 3 where 2.5 meansamplex symbols
and real (or imaginary) part of a symbol. We can see the tiiansdf BER and complexity from
SD to SIC ask varies from 1 to 8. Fok > 2, DSD with & split looks better in complexity than
LLL LR aided SIC’s. The error rates of DSD with = 2,3 are near those of LLL LR aided
SIC’s. The decrease in complexity shrinkskamcreases because the decrease in sub-vector size

diminishes.

%This claim can be verified in FIg.6 and Fiy.8 for ZF-SIC and MBASIC respectively. In these two figures the graphs for
k = 8 are the same with ZF-SIC and MMSE-SIC respectively.
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BER curves of DSD applied td1(9), which we call DMSD, in Eig/8os that DMSD has
better performance than DSD for eakhexceptk = 1, whenk = 1 the error rates are almost
the same. The trends of BER increase and complexity decfeadeMSD appeared in Figl8
and Fid.9 respectively are similar to DSD, but the increas® decrease rates are smaller than
those of DSD. Considering both BER and complexity, DMSD wvgitbper choice of according
to SNR range is expected to be better than LLL LR aided SIQ®nEDMSD withk = 1 has
lower complexity than LLL LR aided SIC’s foE, /N, > 12dB even when the channel is block
fading and steady for 10 symbol times. DMSD with= 1 is better in complexity than LLL LR
aided SIC's forE, /N, > 2dB when the channel is fast fading. DMSD with> 2 is obviously
better in complexity than LLL LR aided SIC’s, and DMSD with< 3 is no worse than LLL
LR aided SIC’s in error rate.

The BER curves in Figl2, Fig.4, FHig.6, and Eig.8 present tkierdity order transitions which
are analyzed in the former section. The transitions of cemipl curves in Fid.B, Figl5, Fig.7,

and Fid.9 correspond to Theorém 3, to some degree.

VI. CONCLUSION

Divided decoding offers diverse pairs of error rate and demity for a given mother algorithm
which has ML performance or near ML performance. Upper bewfdcerror rates and diversity
orders of DSD for typical system models are obtained, fronciwvlve are assured that in many
cases splitting the equation in consideration according tg n, < --- < n4. IS a best strategy
when divided decoding with fixed sub-vector siz{e@}’}ﬁ is applied. Divided decoding controls
the exponent, the number of added terms, or the bases agpedhe calculation of complexity
and shows the trade-off between error rate and complexityth® basis of this observation, we
can design advanced decoding algorithms flexible in coniglexd error rate by using divided
decoding. We observe that DMSD is better than DSD in bothreate and complexity if we
know SNR. In comparison with LLL LR aided SIC’s, DMSD and DSie autperforming in
error rate and complexity if the channel varies fast, anll atitperforming for wide ranges
of SNR when the channel changes slow. For further studiespta@ applications of divided
decoding to given conditions need to be considered.
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Fig. 2. BER curves of the system with 8 transmit and 8 receivermas and 16QAM when divided decoding with SD is

employed according to botfio = 1} and {jo = 7}.
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Fig. 3. The sample means of the number of multiplicationsiired for divided decoding with SD for bothio = 1} and
{jo = 7}, where the sample size is 100,000 and the system uses 8 iramhB receive antennas and 16QAM.
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Fig. 4. BER curves of the system with 8 transmit and 8 receivermas and 16QAM when divided decoding with SD is
employed according t§io = 0}, {i0 = 1}, {io = 2}, {i0 = 3}, {io = 4}, {i0 = 5}, {io = 6}, and{ip = 7}. In addition, for
more effective comparison the BER curves of SIC with LLL LRobgd to H, marked by ‘LLL-H’, and SIC with LLL LR
applied toH, marked by ‘LLL-Hext’, are included.

ii=0

—— il

——i2

—_— i0=3

—e— g4
—h— ;=5

—— iDZG

—a— =7

LLL-H
—©— LLL-Hext

Number of Multiplications

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
E,/N, (@B)

Fig. 5. The sample means of the number of multiplicationsired for divided decoding with SD according f& = 0}, {i0 =
1}, {io = 2}, {i0 = 3}, {io = 4}, {io = 5}, {io = 6}, {i0 = 7} and those for both SIC with LLL LR applied tH and SIC
with LLL LR applied to H, where the sample size is 100,000 and the system uses 8 iraarsn8 receive antennas and
16QAM.
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Fig. 6. BER curves of the system with 8 transmit and 8 receitermas and 16QAM when DSD withsplit sub-systems of
equal size (except fok = 3) andk = 1,2, 3, 4,8 are performed or{3). Wheh = 3 the sub-vector sizes a5, 2.5, 3. For
more effective comparison the BER curves of both SIC with LILR applied toH and SIC with LLL LR applied toH are

included.

8x8-16QAM-1
—o— 8x8-16QAM-2
—k— 8x8-16QAM-3
—6— 8x8-16QAM-4
—&— 8x8-16QAM-8

- — — 8x8-16QAM-LLL-H
- © — 8x8-16QAM-LLL-Hex

Lol AN _é__.o,_e.—-@.e.-_<?.'9-_9.'9'_‘,’

Number of Multiplications

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
E,/N, (@B)

Fig. 7.  The sample means of the number of multiplicationsuireg for DSD with k& split sub-systems of equal size for
k =1,2,4,8 to find an approximate solution dfl(3) and those required fthSIC with LLL LR applied toH and SIC with
LLL LR applied to H. Whenk = 3 the sub-vector sizes ateb, 2.5, 3.
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Fig. 8. BER curves of the system with 8 transmit and 8 receitermas and 16QAM when DSD withsplit sub-systems of
equal size (except fok = 3) andk = 1,2, 3, 4,8 are performed or{{9). Wheh = 3 the sub-vector sizes a5, 2.5, 3. For
more effective comparison the BER curves of both SIC with LILR applied toH and SIC with LLL LR applied toH are

included.
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Fig. 9. The sample means of the number of multiplicationsired for divided decodings based on SD witlsplit sub-systems
of equal size (except fok = 3) for k = 1,2,3,4,8 to find an approximate solution &, and those required for both SIC

with LLL LR applied to H and SIC with LLL LR applied tdH. Whenk = 3 the sub-vector sizes a5, 2.5, 3.
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