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Optimal Tx-BF for MIMO SC-FDE Systems
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Abstract—Transmit beamforming (Tx-BF) for multiple-input ~ for MISO systems. To the best of the author's knowledge,
multiple-output (MIMO) channels is an effective means to Tx-BF design for MIMO SC-FDE systems with general non-

improve system performance. In frequency-selective chareis,  a\SE pased objective functions has not been studied in the
Tx-BF can be implemented in combination with single-carrie literature yet

frequency-domain equalization (SC-FDE) to combat inter-gmbol . . .
interference. In this paper, we consider the optimal designof In this paper, we propose an optimal Tx-BF design for
the Tx-BF matrix for a MIMO SC-FDE system employing a MIMO SC-FDE systems. After deriving the optimal linear
linear minimum mean square error (MSE) receiver. We formulate  minimum MSE receiver and the associated stream MSEs, we
the Tx-BF optimization problem as the minimization of a 5 mylate the Tx-BF optimization problem as the minimiza-
general function of the stream MSEs, subject to a transmit . .
power constraint. The optimal structure of the Tx-BF matrix is tion of general SChur'Conve_X and SChur'Con_Cave functidns o
obtained in closed form and an efficient algorithm is proposd for ~ the MSEs under a transmit power constraint. To solve the
computing the optimal power allocation. Our simulation results — optimization problem, we first obtain the optimal structofe
validate the excellent performance of the proposed scheme i the Tx-BF matrix based on majorization theory. This allows
terms of uncoded bit-error rate and achievable bit rate. us to transform the original complex matrix problem into
Index Terms—Transmit beamforming, MIMO, SC-FDE. a real scalar power optimization problem. Similar to the
case of MIMO OFDM, the proof of the optimal structure
of the Tx-BF matrix for MIMO SC-FDE is based on the
Schur-convexity/concavity of the objective functidn [ZT].
Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems are aHowever, the power allocation problem for MIMO SC-FDE

promising technology to improve the spectrum efficiency quite different from the power allocation problem for MOV
and/or error performance of wireless networks. In order QFpM.

fully exploit the benefits of the multiple antennas and the |n this paper, tr(A), A~1, AT, and A! denote the

available channel state information at the transmitterl'(();S trace, inverse’ transpose, and Conjugate transpose ofxmatr
appropriate MIMO transmit beamforming (Tx-BF) schemeg  respectively.CM*N denotes the space of all complex

are required. Optimal MIMO Tx-BF designs for flat fadingyrs x N matrices andl,; is the M x M identity matrix.
channels and frequency selective fading channels in caanbig, ~ CN(0,021,,) indicates tham € CM*! is a complex

n

tion with orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing (DM)  Gaussian distributed vector with zero mean and covariance
have been well studied in the literature, ¢fi [1]-[3]. Howev matrixo21,,. E[-] and® denote statistical expectation and the
the design methodology used in [1]-[3] is not directly applikronecker product, respectively. blkcffd?, AT, ..., AT ]T)
cable to MIMO systems employing single-carrier frequenc¥md bikdiag[A7, A7, ..., AT ]T) denote a block circular ma-
domain equalization (SC-FDE)I[4], where a block circulagix and a block diagonal matrix, respectively, formed bg th
matrix structure is imposed on the equalization matrix to eRjgck-wise vectofAT AZ ... AT 7. F e CNe*Ne denotes
able efficient frequency domain implementation. In patlcu the Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) matrix.

for MIMO SC-FDE systems, the system performance metrics

depend on the mean square errors (MSEs) of the spatial data Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND MSE EDE

streams in the time domain, instead of the subcarrier MSES
in the frequency domain as is the case for OFDM systems.
Tx-BF design for SC-FDE systems has been investigated inWe consider a MIMO SC-FDE system with; transmit
several works. For example, adopting the arithmetic MSENtennas andv,. receive antennas, as shown in Fig. 1. Let
(AMSE) as the performance metrid.] [5] proposed optim&h = [sn(1);5n(2),..., s, (M)]",n = 0,..., N. — 1, denote
Tx-BF for a MIMO SC-FDE system with both linear andthe symbol vector at time:, where s, (j) denotes thenth
decision feedback equalization. However, obtaining the opymbol on thejth spatial stream and/ < min{N;, N}
timal Tx-BF matrix design directly minimizing the bit-emro IS the number of transmitted data streams. Thej) are
rate (BER) or maximizing the achievable bit rate (ABRjndependent and identical distributed with zero mean and
is much more challenging since, unlike the AMSE, thed@riances?. Stacking all symbol vectors into one vector leads
performance metrics are nonlinear functions of the dagmair © s = [sg,...,sk, _;]". Next, s is transformed into the
MSEs. In [6], the authors provide a first attempt to minimizE€duency domain (FD) and processed by the FD BF matrix
the BER of a multiple-input single-output (MISO) SC-FDEP = blkdiag{[P{’, -, PR )T, with Py, e CV*M being
system. However, since only one data stream is transmittéde BF matrix at frequency:. Subsequently, the signal is

minimizing the BER is equivalent to minimizing the AMSECONverted back to the time domain (TD). Then, the signal
is prepended by a Cyclic Prefix (CP), which includes the

I. INTRODUCTION

System Model

The authors are with the Department of Electrical and Coempéngi-
neering, University of British Columbia, Vancouver, BC @da, V6T, 174, 1 P, is restricted to be block-diagonal to enable efficient FD lemen-
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last N;K data symbols K > L and L is the maximum power constraint on the Tx-BF matrix. Mathematically, the
channel impulse response (CIR) length), and sent over thgtimization problem is formulated as:
time dispersive channel. ) o

The CP converts the linear convolution of the tr(P;ilplfI;<PT f(diagE]), ©)
CIR and the signal vector to a circular convolution. =

Hence, after CP removal, the channel matriwherePr isthe power budget for the transmitter, and kg
seen by the receiver is a block circular matridl€notes a vector containing the diagonal entries of matfix

H, = blkeire{[H g, ... HT, |, 0n,xn,(no—1,)]7} The considered objective functiodﬁdigg{]@]) can be either
where H, , € CN-*N: denotes the spatial channel matrix>chur-convex or Schur-concave functions [2] w.r.t. iig

of the /th path. Note that the TD channel matrix can be

decomposed aH; = F}VTHfFNt, whereFx =F®Ix, and A. Optimal Structure of the Tx-BF Matrix

H; = blkdiag{[HF,,.... H} y_,]"} with Hyr € CY*¥  \we first investigate the optimal structure of the Tx-BF
being the FD channel matrix at frequengy The received mgayrix. We begin by introducing the singular-value decom-

signal after CP removal is then given by position (SVD) of the FD channel matrix
y = HyF} P;Fys+n, @) H = UWAWV®T g (6)
wheren = [n{,....n} ]” is the noise vector withn, WhereUg) € CNr XNy andVg“) € CNexNe gre the singular-

denoting the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) VeGiactor matrices ofl
tor at time n. At the receiver, the signal is converted,;i e matrix ofH
into the FD and processed by the FDE matW; =
blkdiag{[W{ ..., WE _,]7}, whereW,, € CM*"+ denotes |,
the FDE matrix at frequency. The equalized signal in the
TD is thus given byy = Fi, W ;F_y. Then, the error vector P, = Vg)Agf)Vo, vk, (7)
at the equalizer output is = y — s, and the corresponding
MSE matrix is obtained as

s andAgf) € CN-xNt is the singular-
£,k With increasing diagonal elements.
Theorem 1:For the optimization problem if5), the fol-
wing structure ofP;, is optimal

where Vi¥) e CNexM contains theM right-most columns

of VI and AW e CM*M s a diagonal matrix with the

E = Elee’] = Fl, [UE(WfoPfP}»H}W} (2) mth diagonal element denoted kyP,,,. For Schur-concave

frrt vt 9 n functions,Vy = I, and for Schur-convex functign&{o isa

~ WyH Py =P H;W; +Tun,) + 0, (Wi W) Fa. unitary matrix which makes all diagonal entriesibfequal.
Proof: Please refer to Appendix A. [ ]

B. Optimal Minimum MSE FDE In the following, we consider some typical objective func-

tions that are based on the stream MSEs, and which have

Based on (2), we can derive the optimal FDE fillf T :
which minimizes the sum MSE of all spatial streams for geen extensively investigated for MIMO OFDM systems based

) . ) L . on the subcarrier MSEs< [[2]. Specifically, we consider the
given Tx-BF matrlef@. By differentiatingtr(E) with respect . :
to (w.rt) W, and setting the result to zero, we obtain théMSE’ geometric MSE (GMSE), maximum MSE (maxMSE),

\ L : . rithmetic signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (NB), ge-
optimal minimum MSE FDE filter and the corresponding MS%metric SINR (GSINR), harmonic SINR (HSINR), and arith-

matrix, metic bit error rate (ABER) for optimization, i.e.,

W; = ol¥,'PIH} and E=oF}, ¥ 'Fy, (3) SV f X=AMSE

M - —
respectively, wherel ; = Z—EP}H}HJ:PJ: + Inn,. Thekth | et ]?mm’ X=GMSE
block diagonal matrix entry ofW; is given by W, = max)_ E, .., X=maxMSE
2 A~
029 'P{H],, where®, = ZP{HI H/ Py + Ly Note o — ¥l (Brk = 1), X=ASINR
that since MSE matrixE is ‘a block circular matrix, its / (diadE]) = M (E—l _1) X=GSINR
block diagonal entries are all identical, i.&;, = E,Vk. By m=1\"mm 71’
exploiting the structure o, E can be expressed as 2%21 (Er—n}n — 1) ,  X=HSINR
2 chl M ~ —1
o Os -1 Do 0Q (\/B(Emm — 1)) , X=ABER

where E,,  is the mth diagonal entry ofE, Q(-) is the
1. OPTIMAL TX-BF MATRIX DESIGN GaussiarQ-function, andy andj are constellation dependent
) ) coefficients. Here, we assume all streams adopt the same
Now, we are ready to derive the optimBl; such that @ gjgna| constellation. Note that the objective functions fo
general function of the stream MSEs is minimized, underﬂa}e AMSE, GMSE, ASINR, and GSINR criteria are Schur-
2 We note that the joint optimization W ; and P; would lead to an concave functions, while those for the maxMSE, HSINR, and

intractable problem. Hence, as customary in the literajBte[3], we adopt ABER criteria are Schur-convex functions w.r.t. diBg [2].

a suboptimal approach and find first the optimal minimum MSEERter
for a given Tx-BF matrix, before optimizing the Tx-BF matased on a  3In practice, Vo can be chosen as an FFT matrix or a Hadamard matrix
general objective function that depends on the stream MSEs. with appropriate dimensions.
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Fig. 1. System model for the MIMO SC-FDE system. FFT and IFIEfale theN.-point FFT and inverse FFT, respectively.

Exploiting the optimal structure of the Tx-BF matrix inProposition 2: The considered objective functions

az]) we can expres®; as ¥, = V{¥, Vv, with &, = fXI(P) X = {AMSE,GMSE, ASINR, GSINR}, are
o A<k>TA<k>TA(k>A<k> + 1., where A(k> dlag{\/H—m] all convex functions w.r.tP,,,.
contalns theM largest dlagonal entnes ot . Now, we can Proof: Please refer to Appendlx B. -
N The convexity of the problem if{8) guarantees the existence
write the MSE matrix astl = Zk 0 ‘I’k » where the ot 5 global optimum solution for the power allocation. In &dd
diagonal entries ofl, are given by\I/km = Pkakm tion, since the power constraint is affine and feasible, taes
1,Vm. condition is satisfied [8], implying that strong duality sl

Proposition 1: The optimization problems i (5) with SchurThis allows us to solve the original primal problem by sotyin
convex objective functions, i.e., maxMSE, HSINR, and ABER{s dual problem. To this end, we first write the Lagrangian of
are equivalent to AMSE minimization up to a unitary rotatioi@) as. = Y°_, ( XP) + AN Py ) — APp, where
of the Tx-BF. A is the Lagrange multiplier for the constraint inl (8). The

Proof: For Schur-convex functions, the unitary rotatioRorresponding dual problem can be written as
matrix Vo has to make all stream MSEs identical, e.g.,

equal to E. Explicitly, we_can writeE = tr(E)/M = max {Pgthzlo} L. 9)

et Y = 3R Ty \Izk;, which is

essentially the objective function for the AMSE criteriddn ) ,

the other hand, as the Schur-convex objective functions ér‘@"ed *?y applymg the Kargsh-Kuhn-Tucker conditions [8].

monotonically increasing w.r.£, the corresponding problems ' € OPtimal solution for, is found as

are equivalent to AMSE minimization up to a unitary rotation 2p 9 +

(as the AMSE obijective function is Schur-concave). = Pi, = (1/ Z" mo_ 20” ) , (10)
Remark 1: For MIMO OFDM systems, optimization prob- OsA gm0 Him

lems employing different Schur-convex functions are nQfnerep,, is a factor that depends on the objective functions,
equivalent [[2], since in this case, the unitary matrix only

For a given), the inner minimization problem i }(9) can be

balances the MSEs on each subcarrier, while the MSEs across 1, X=AMSE
the subcarriers are not identical. ((’2N1“2 gfal ULyl X=GMSE
Now, we can restate the objective functions in terms Bm = Nedgolyz oy (11)
of the new variablesP = {Py,,,Vk,m} as fXI(P) = C( P i) jj’”")l ,  XEASINR
SM_ R P with (% Xkso Yrm) ™% X=GSINR
o2 N.—1 1 _ 2 -1 -1
¥ 2k—0 Yim» X=AMSE with C,,, = [7\7_1 i\/:co—l \IJ,;}J -1
log, (N kN 0 ' ‘I’k%)a X=GMSE Remark 2: Recall that for MIMO OFDM systenis [2], the
fr[zbq(P) = _(ﬁ Ne—1 \I,—l)_l X=ASINR Tx-BF optimization based on the GSINR criterion leads to
Ne . =0 "hkm 7’1 equal power allocation, the ASINR criterion leads to altotg
—log, ([" cho‘l q;;ﬂll} - 1) ,X=GSINR all the transmit power to the strongest spatial stream among

all the subcarriers, and for Schur-convex functions, ciffi
where for GMSE and GSINR, we have taken the logarithmultilevel waterfilling solutions are needed. In contrést,

of the original objective functions to facilitate the suggent MIMO SC-FDE systems, the solutions for all criteria exhibit
optimization. Furthermore, we have omitted the objectiva simple single-level waterfilling structure, df. {10).
functions for the maxMSE, HSINR, and ABER criteria since For the outer maximization problem ifl(9), we can obtain
they yield the same power allocation as the AMSE criteriothe optimal Lagrange multipliex by using the iterative

cf. Proposition 1. subgradient method [[8]
Ne—1 M +
B. Optimal Power Allocation for the Tx-BF Matrix Al = l)\m — glit] (Z > pi ) . (12)
JL\J[sir}g T]r\}eorem 1, the power constraint can be expressed as k=0 m=1
k=0 2om—1Fkm < Pr. The problem is then reformulatedwherecl is the step size adopted in thith iteration, A\ is
as the Lagrange multiplier obtained in thith iteration andP,BT]n
min X (P @8 is the solution of [(ZI0) for a given{ For a nonsummable

Nesls™M_ p <prp diminishing step size, i.elim; ol = 0, 3777, el = o0,

k=0



the subgradient method is guaranteed to converge to -
optimal dual variable\ [9]. The optimal primal variable®},,,,
can then be obtained frorf_{10).

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS 107k
In this section, we evaluate the performance of the propos

Tx-BF schemes for MIMO SC-FDE using simulations. Eac g 10°: {——ccroe era "
. [} |
data block containsV. = 64 symbols. The channel vectors S roE e
are modeled as uncorrelated Rayleigh block fading chann L| | A Se-FpEamsE)
. . T 1 L—1 771/0’ 10 —#%— SC-FDE (maxMSE/HSINR/ABER|

with power delay profile[[10p[n] = =~ > ", e tdn — ~roormuen

. 2 - — B8 — OFDM (GSINR/EPA)
l], whereo; = 2, which corresponds to moderate frequency — & —OFDM (AMSE)

- . . .t — e —
selective fading. For convenience, we assumand K are 107 oo ey
both equal to 16. The number of spatial data streams and ~© T OFDM (ABER)
number of transmit and receive antennas are all set to be t 0 5 0 e 20 2
i.e., M = N, = N, = 2. The signal to noise ratio is defined
_ U?PT . .

asSNR = MN.o2 " All simulations are averaged over at IerSlslgig 2.  BER comparison of the optimized MIMO SC-FDE and MIMO

100,000 indepceﬁdent channel realizations and data blocks OFDM systems.
In Fig. 2, we show the uncoded BER of a MIMO SC.
FDE system with quaternary phase shift keying (QPSK) trar 16

T T
—+— SC-FDE (GMSE)

mission using different optimization criteria. For comigan, e C_FDE (GSINR) p %
the BER of a MIMO SC-FDE system with equal powe I | = 5 o (mammeesinRaeeR) 7
allocation (EPA) and the BERs of optimized MIMO OFDM ol Bl ) i
systems are also shown. As can be seen, MIMO SC-FIL ~ £ — OFDM (AMSE) .

— % — OFDM (maxMSE)
| | — ¢ — OFDM (HSINR)
— © — OFDM (ABER)

achieves a much lower BER than its OFDM counterpart sin
SC-FDE can exploit the frequency-diversity of the channe
Similar to MIMO OFDM, SC-FDE systems optimized for
Schur-convex functions perform better than those optidhiz:
for Schur-concave functions. For SC-FDE systems, all Schi
convex objective functions lead to the same BER, which
much lower than that for the Schur-concave AMSE criteric L =,
although they use identical power allocations. o
In Fig. 3, we show the average achievable bit rate (ABR) « L . L - - - o
MIMO SC-FDE employing the proposed Tx-BF scheme. Th SNR (dB)
corresponding ABR of an optimized MIMO OFDM system are
also shown for reference. For both systems, we have assurhigd3. ABR comparison of the optimized MIMO SC-FDE and MIMO
perfect channel loading with continuous constellatioe sind ©FPM systems.
optimal channel coding [4]. From the figure, we observe that
the GMSE criterion achieves the highest ABR and GSINfund the optimal structure of the Tx-BF matrix in closedor
only suffers from a small ABR loss in the low SNR regiménd proposed an efficient algorithm to solve the remaining
compared to GMSE. In fact, it is straightforward to showower allocation problem. Our results show that AMSE based
that GMSE minimization is equivalent to ABR maximizationTx-BF optimization [5], [6] is neither optimal for minimiag
The SNR gap between the best SC-FDE and OFDM ABtRe uncoded BER nor for maximizing the achievable bit rate
curves is around 1 dB. Different from OFDM, for SC-FDEOf MIMO SC-FDE systems.
the systems optimized for Schur-convex functions achibee t
same ABRs as the system optimized for the AMSE criterion, APPENDIXA
which implies that the unitary rotation matri¥, does not  For Schur-concave functions, from majorization theory [7,
affect the ABR performance. Furthermore, for the maxMSg& B 1], we havef (diag(E)) > f(cig(E)), whereeig(E) is a
and ABER criteria, SC-FDE systems achieve much highgéctor containing the eigenvalues Bf sorted in decreasing
ABRs than OFDM systems, as the latter allocate most gfder and equality is achieved & is a diagonal matrix.
the available power to weaker subcarriers to balance thgom (4), a sufficient condition to achieve this objective

-
o

©
T

ABR (bps/Hz)

MSE/BER, and thus compromise the system ABR. function lower bound is to makeP, ' Vk, diagonal, i.e.,
PLHTf’kHMPk = D, € CM*M js a diagonal matrix

V. CONCLUSION with increasing diagonal entries. For subsequent use, we
In this paper, we addressed the problem of Tx-BF matrixrite Hy P = lel?jc/z. where Q, € CNo*M s a

design for MIMO SC-FDE systems. The optimal minimununitary matrix, andD,’ is the square root oD;. Now,
MSE FDE filter was derived first, along with the stream MSEwse derive the optimaP;, that minimizes the transmit power.
at the equalizer output. Then, we optimized the Tx-BF matrior notational simplicity, we only consider the case when
for minimization of a general function of the stream MSEs. Weank(H¢ ;) = N; = N, Vk. Using the SVD ofH 5, we can



rewrite P, as P, = V(k)A(k)_lU(k)TQ Dl/2 The power [4]
consumption at frequenck is thus given bytr(PkPT) =
tr(A)~ T, D, T}) > tr(AY2D,,), whereA'Y is a diag-
onal matrix containing thé/ largest singular values ot(k)
Ty = UH)TQk, and the inequality is due to [7, 9.H.1]. Since

(5]

equality is achieved if[‘k = [0prx(Np—M) I,/]7, we obtain [6]
Qx U( ) WhereU ) contains thel right-most columns
of U Plugglnng ( ) into the expression foP;, we

obtaln the optimaPy, ast = V(k)A (k) WhereV( ) contains [
the M right-most columns ON}f,g, andA = Ay k)= 1D1/2 8]
For Schur-convex objective funcuons from [7, p7] we g
have f(diag(E)) > f(tr(E)1/M), where1 is the all-one
vector, and equality is achieved B has identical diagonal [10]
entries equal tar(E)/M. Denote the eigenvalue decomposi-
tion of E({Py}) for a feasibleP), asE({P;}) = Uy ApUp.
Now consider another feasible Tx-BF mati = PkUEVO,
WhereVO is a unitary matrix. Then, we havB({P;}) =
VOAEVO and according to [7, 9.B.2], we can always find a
V, such thatE({P,}) has identical diagonal entries which
equal tr(E({P})/M). Since f(diag[tr(E)1/M]) is mono-
tonic with respect to its argument, the remaining task is to
minimize tr(E), which is a Schur-concave function. Since for
Schur-concave function, the optimB, diagonalizesE, we
haveUpg = I,,. The optimal Tx-BF matrix for Schur-convex
objective functions can then be obtainedRs = PV, =
Vgﬂ)Agf)Vo. This completes the proof.

APPENDIXB

For the AMSE criterion, the second order derivatives
of the objective function are given bw
23 H2 > 0 and ZHNEE) gy s )
km and W = O,VJ 7é k. There-
fore, the Hessian matrix is a diagonal matrix with non-
negative diagonal entries, which implies tfyﬁ%ﬁ’MSE] (P) is
a convex function w.r.t.P,,, vk, m. For the GMSE crite-
rion, we rewrite the objective function aﬁSMSEl(P)

log, (f\[—i chv;alexp(—loglllkm)), since —log ¥y, is a

convex function, andog, (;—2 zfj;glexpy is a convex
increasing function w.r.ty [8], the composition of the two,
ie., f [GMSE] ( ), is also a convex function w.r.By,,, vk, m.
For the SINR related criteria, it can be shown that the Hessia
matrix of the stream SINR, i.e( S neo ' ¥pl)~t — 1,

km

is negative semidefinite. Hence the stream SINRs are con-
cave functions w.r.t.Py,,, vk, m. Based on this concavity,

it is straightforward to show that the objective functiomns f
ASINR and GSINR maximization are convex functions w.r.t.
Pkm7 Vk, m.
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