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Abstract—We propose an lterative Detection and Decoding in terms of Root-Check construction are foundlih [4]—[E], [8
(IDD) scheme with Low Density Parity Check (LDPC) codes

for Multiple Input Multiple Output (MIMO) systems for block - Spati : :
fading F — 2 and fast fading Rayleigh channels. An IDD receiver Spatially multiplexed coded modulations that are decoded

with soft information processing that exploits the code stucture using Iteratiye Detection. and Decoding (IDD) techniquels ca
and the behaviour of the log likelihood ratios (LLR)’s is dewel- offer.capacny-approachlng performance. One seminal work
oped. Minimum Mean Square Error (MMSE) with Successive that introduced the concept of IDD schemes was reported
Interferen.ce Cancellation (SIC) and yvith Parallel Interferepcg in m In HE]' it is proposed a low-complexity iterative
Cancellation (PIC) schemes are considered. The soft posteriori - ltiuser receivers for coded code-division multiple e

output of the decoder in a block-fading channel with Root-Cleck - .
LDgC codes has allowed us to creatg a new strategy to improve (CDMA) systems over mL_JItlpath channels. It is shown that as
the Bit Error Rate (BER) of a MIMO IDD scheme. Our proposed  the number of outer iteration (the message exchanged betwee
strategy in some scenarios has resulted in up to 3dB of gain in detector and decoder) increase their scheme is capabld to ge
;e(rjms thBER IfOI’ block-fading channels and up to 1dB in fast close to the single user capacity. The work donelin [11] is
ading channeis. _ essentially an extension 0] applied for Multiple Input
Index Terms—LDPC, Root-Check, MIMO, IDD, Block-Fading Multiple Oyutput (MIMO) sy(;Elr%]s]evgn though, it is suggested
that scheme i [11] is computationally more efficient tHadj [1
and it can be applied to multi-user detection.
In [14], the authors proposed an MMSE decision feedback
The most recent IEEE Wireless Local Area NetworkDF) detector that employs a successive parallel arbdrate
(WLAN) 802.11ad standard suggests that to achieve higiF structure based on the generation of parallel arbitrated
throughput the devices must operate with LDPC codes. Sinmeanches. The motivation for that was to mitigate the effect
a WLAN MIMO system is subject to multi-path propagatiorof error propagation often found in interference cancigltat
and mobility, this wireless system is characterized by timstructures. The results ifi_[14] showed for both uncoded
varying channels with fluctuating signal strength. In aggoli and convolutionally encoded systems using Viterbi anddurb
tions subject to delay constraints and slowly-varying ctes, decoding that the detection schemes proposed can offeideons
only limited independent fading realizations are experggh erable gains as compared to existing DF and linear receivers
In such conditions also known as non-ergodic scenarios, ting[15] it is proposed a cancellation technique to mitigateet
channel capacity is zero since there is an irreducible mibba Symbol Interference (ISI) and Multiple Access Interferenc
ity, termed outage probability[1], that the transmittededate (MAI) for frequency-selective MIMO channels. Moreovereth
is not supported by the channel. A simple and useful modslthors in[[15] have shown a scheme for channel estimation
that captures the essential characteristics of non-ecgd@in- which is more realistic in terms of practical systems.
nels is the block-fading channéll [2]. It is especially imiaort The work done in[[20] proposes a SIC strategy for MIMO
in wireless communications with slow time-frequency haypi spatial multiplexing systems based on a structure with imult
(e.g., cellular networks and wireless local area netwodts) ple interference cancellation branches. This multi-baBtC
multi-carrier modulation using Orthogonal Frequency Biwnh  (MB-SIC) structure employs multiple SIC schemes in patalle
Multiplexing (OFDM) [3]. Codes designed for block-fadingand each branch detects the signal according to its respecti
channels are expected to achieve the channel diversityanaidering pattern. By selecting the branch which yields the
offer good coding gains. estimates with the best performance according to the sahect
A family of LDPC codes called Root-Check for block-rule, the MB-SIC detector, therefore, achieves higher dete
fading channels was proposed [A [3]. Root-check codes di@n diversity. A low-complexity multiple feedback sucses
able to achieve the maximum diversity of a block-fadingterference cancellation (MF-SIC) is proposed [inl[21] for
channel and have a performance near the limit of outage whee uplink of multiuser MIMO (MU-MIMO) systems. Also,
decoded using the Sum Product Algorithm (SPA). Root-chetike authors have made an extension of the work[id [20]
codes are always designed with code rAte- 1/F, since the to combine the MF-SIC with MB-SIC to achieve a higher
Singleton bound determines that this is the highest code rdetection diversity order. The results presented’in [2Bwsh
possible to obtain the maximum diversity ordel [3]. Sever#hat their schemes significantly outperform the convemtion
works have been proposed to improve the coding gain, andStiC scheme and approach the optimal detector.
address problems such as low complexity encoding and evell the works previously mentioned deal with quasi-static
low memory storage. The most recent works in the literatuRayleigh fading channels or even fast Rayleigh fading ceAnn
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However, there is very little research in the literaturatedl defined asn,, - f,o In this paper, we assume that the trans-

to the case of block-fading channels with MIMO systems. Tmitted symbolss, are taken from a modulation constellation
the best of our knowledge, the only work which discusses tbe = {a1, a9, -+ ,ac}. The information transmission rate is
MIMO under block-fading channels i§ [23]. 1n[23], the au-R = K/N, where K is the number of information bits per
thors claimed that using Root-Check LDPC codes the MIM@odeword of lengthV. For the case of a block-fading channel,
system can achieve the desired channel diversity. Furtirersm we considerk = + = % since then it is possible to design
they presented a relationship between the maximum LDRQpractical diversity achieving codel [4].

code rate andh, transmitting antennas i® = 7% In [23],

it is only considered the direct application of Root-Check Y
LDPC codes for MIMO in block-fading channels. In contrast,

in our work we discuss how we can improve the system «k LDPC N [ QPSK | Coded _ Y
performance based on the log likelihood ratio (LLR) behawio Info Bits™ | Encoder [ Coded Bits™ |[Modulator| Symbols ;
of a Root-Check LDPC code. We have observed that if we 'y
properly manipulate the LLR output of the decoder and exploi Transmitter
the code structure we can obtain gains of up3th3 with Lo

respect to non Root-Check LDPC codes in a IDD system. Y, Y J

S/P

Moreover, we have considered several scenarios of MIMO

signalling. The main contribution of our work is to develop Y Soft | Lo LDPC

a novel IDD scheme that exploits the code structure and . |Detector| | Decoder f Deﬂf‘sri‘;ns

provides a new strategy for LLR manipulation that improves Y

the performance of MIMO IDD systems under block-fading

channels. Furthermore, the improved performance noticed i

block-fading channels instigated us to consider the case Fifure 1. ~ Transmitter and receiver structure of an LDPC doh#MO

fast-fading channels which also results in a better perémce system. The receiver is based on iterative detection-@edeing scheme.

than traditional IDD schemes. The most important aspect to

be considered is that the gains provided by our proposed IDDAN IDD scheme is used to approach the maximum-

scheme do not require extra computationally effort or evéifelihood (ML) performance of joint MIMO detection and

any extra memory storage. LDPC decoding. Figl]1l gives a block diagram of the turbo
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section iferative receiver structure. In this structure, the sottVi®

we describe the system model. In section IIl we discuss od@tector incorporates extrinsic information provided e t

proposed LLR strategy. Section IV it is depicted the siniatat LDPC decoder, and the LDPC decoder incorporates soft infor-

Receiver

results, while Section V concludes the paper. mation provided by the MIMO detector. Extrinsic informatio
between the detector and decoder is then exchanged in an
Il. SYSTEM MODEL iterative fashion until an LDPC codeword is found or a

maximum number of iterations is performed. We will call inne
Consider a Root-Check LDPC-coded MIMO system witkterations the iterations done by the log Sum Product (SP)
ny, transmitter antennas amdl, receiver antennas, signallingLDPC decoder, and outer iterations the iterations between t
through a block fading channel, where is the number of decoder and the detector.
independent fading blocks per codeword of length The
transmitter and receiver structure are illustrated in EigThe A MAP Detector

data is first encoded by a Root-Check LDPC code with %ate In the soft maximum a posteriori (MAP) detector, the
modulated by a complex constellation witf- possible signal received vector; is demapped by LLR calculation for each

points and average energy equalfo, and then distributed pjt of the 5, M. coded bits included in the transmit vector
among then;, antennas. Let; be ann; x 1 vector of Theextrinsic information provided by the MAP detector is the
transmitted symbols and; an n,, x 1 vector of received difference of the soft-input and soft-output LLR values ba t
Signa|s related by coded b|tS For the-ith COdQ b|tbt (’L S {ll, v ,ntMc}) of
the transmit vectos;, the extrinsic LLR value of the estimated

r, = Hys, +ny,, 1) bit is computed as

P(bt = +1)|T’t,Hf P(bt = +1)

e DY ]\/IC = ... — -
wheret = {1,2,---,2M<}, f ={1,2,--- ,F}, f andt are Lp(b:) log Ploe = 1) Hy log Pl = 1)

related byf = [F -1, where[¢] returns the smallest integer

not smaller thar, H; is then,., x ny, real complex channel ~ log 2s, extt Plrelse, Hy)P(se)
matrix with Rayleigh fading coefficient of thé-th block and > ex;! P(r¢|s.,Hy)P(s¢)
ng, is a vector of independent zero-mean, complex Gaussian ’

noise entries with varianae® = N, /2 per real component. In  where L (b;) is the extrinsic information of the bib,

the case of fast fading we assume that each received symihputed by the LDPC decoder in the previous turbo iteration
r; will be under a distinct fading coefficient, which mean$Lq(b;) = 0 at the first iteration) andy;" is the set of

F = N. Also we consider that the average signal-to-noisg=-~1 vector hypotheses; havingb; = +1, (x; ' is
ratio (SNR) at each receiver antenna is independent of thienilarly defined). Assuming the bits withi are statistically
number of transmitter antennas,. So, the SNR can be independent of one another, tagriori probability P(s;) can

— Le(®),(2)



be written as succeeding layers does not help. To get around this problem

Nw Mo Niw Mo . the ordered SIC receiver was introduced [27]. In this cdee, t
P(s;) = P(by) = H {1 + exp(,slt’ch(bj))} , signal with the strongest signal-to-interference-noiSINR)

ratio is selected for processing. This improves the qualfty
(3) the decision and reduces the chances of error propagation.
Wheresff corresponds to the value (+1,-1) of thetp bit in  This is like an inherent form of selection diversity wherein
the vectors;. In the above LLR value calculation, the like-the signal with the strongest SNR is selected [27].
lihood function P(r:|s;, Hy) is especified by a multivariate
Gaussian density function.

J=1 Jj=1

I1l. PROPOSEDIDD SCHEME AND LLR STRATEGY
We started by investigating the performance of the Root-

B. Detection Techniques for Spatial Multiplexing Check LDPC codes under MIMO systems with IDD schemes.
The optimal detection algorithm is the maximum likelihoodeveral simulations were conducted under different saesnar
(ML) detection algorithm given by which lead to similar results, where Root-Check LDPC codes
N ) 4 12 lose in terms of bit error rate (BER) to the standard LDPC
Swmr, = afg;;lmﬂrt — HsS%, (4)  codes at high SNR. In addition, Figl 2 will provide a set of

sub-plots which are important to understand how our pragose

where A denotes a set of,-dimensional candidate vectors|DD scheme of LLR strategy are devised.

The computational complexity, which increases expontiyitia et us consider a simple scenario where the Root-Check

with the number of transmit antennas, prevents the practi¢cdPC codes are expected to obtain full diversity in a single

application of the ML detector. The MMSE linear detector is mput single output (SISO) system. An arbitrary modulation

relatively simple strategy to separate the transmittedadgyat was used,” = 2 fadings per codeword, code rage = %

the receiver. It corresponds to designingapxn,., parameter channel fading coefficientd#; and hs, all null code word

matrix W according to the MMSE criterion. The design of thevill be sent through the “channel”. For practical purposes,

MMSE filter matrix W is based on the minimization of thelet us considef; = 1 and h, = 0. Furthermore, we assume

following cost function that there is no noise contribution from the receiver side fo

H. 12 this particular experiment. As a result, we will be analgsin

J(W) = E [llse = WHri|"], () onIyF'zhe influencg of the fading under the soft decision g?the

where E[-] stands for the expected value ad’’ is the decoder. The received code word will be,

Hermitian transpose operation. By computing the gradiént o

(8 with respect toW and then equating it to a null matrix, ye=si-hy, (7)
we obtain then,, x n,, MMSE filter matrix wherel <t < N, y,; leads to something like,
Y=-1-hy,---,0-ho,---,—1-hy,---,0-hg,---. (8)

S

2 -1
W = (HHH + "—21) H, (6)
Moreover, applying eq.[18) through a real system with a

wheres? is the noise variance;? is the signal power anflis  block lengthZ = 1200, the output of the decoder is depicted
the identity matrix. The MMSE linear detector expressioh (6n Fig. [2(a). From the results shown in Fig. 2(a) we can
requires the channel matrid (in practice an estimate of it) see clearly that the LLR contribution of the second half of
and the noise variancg’ at the receiver. There are a numbethe systematic bits is marginal compared to the first half.
of other strategies to achieve the capacity gain of MIM@ach systematic half is under fadings and hy respectively.
systems in which the V-BLAST[[26] is the most competitivéNevertheless, it was assumed that the Root-Check codes woul
one because of its lower complexity and good performand®e able to recover all the systematic bits under the same
Nevertheless, there is still a large performance gap betwesenario discussed in this document.
linear algorithms and ML-type detectors. Furthermore, we have investigated if we were properly

The SIC algorithm is usually combined with MMSE fil-generating a block-fading channel using a complex channel.
tering, resulting in V-BLAST [[26] receivers. This providesVhat instigated us to conduct this analysis, it was based on
improved performance at the cost of increased computdtiotize fact that from the decoder point of view the received
complexity. Rather than jointly decoding the transmittégt s symbols must be in a binary phase shift keying (BPSK) style.
nals, this nonlinear detection scheme first detects the fiddnsequently, we have obtained the message LLR output
row of the signal and then cancels its effect from the overahown in Fig[2(H).
received signal vector. It then proceeds to the next row. TheThe results presented in Fig. 2(b), suggest that it is not a
reduced channel matrix now has dimension x (n:, — 1) block-fading F' = 2 behaviour. However, if we just multiply
and the signal vector has dimension, — 1) x 1. It then does the channel matrix 4; or hs) to its complex conjugate to
the same operation on the next row. The channel matrix noltain the envelope of that channel realization, we obtain a
reduces ton,, x (ng — 2) and the signal vector reduces tgoroper block-fading channel as it can be seen on[Fig] 2(c). We
(ntz —2) x 1 and so on. If we assume that all the decisiortsave noticed that the parity check nodes of a general Root-
at each layer are correct, then there is no error propagati@ineck LDPC codes tend to not converge, which means in
Otherwise, the error rate performance is dominated by the IDD process the extrinsic information exchanged between
weakest stream, which is the first stream decoded by ttiee decoder and the detector might not be fruitful in terms of
receiver. Hence, the improved diversity performance of theproving the overall performance. One interesting apgioa



is the controlled doping via high-order Root-Checks in grap =
codes presented in [28]. The codes designed ih [28] are at -
to guarantee the parity check nodes converge. o4
Following the analysis done for a SISO case we have no3
considered a MIMO2 x 2 signalling system. The channel
can be interpreted as a block-fading channel witk= 2, the
LDPC code word has a block length 6f= 1200, maximum .
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20 inner iterations and code rafe= + = i. The Root-Check SYMBOLS SYMEOLS
LDPC code used is the one presentedin [28]. The LLR output @ (b)
of the decoder can be represented as: .
P(b; = +1|r,, H —
Lo(b) =log B =l 7 ) (g

P(bt = —1|T’t,Hf)

whereb; is the t-th bit and L 4 (b;) is thea priori probability
of the the tth bit. At the first outer iterationL 4(b;) = 0.
Furthermore, we will be looking at theeposteriori LLR output

LLR

of the decoder. For the case of SIC we have the symbols vers ®% 2o o e0 s 100 1200 T a0 a eo w0 o 120
LLR output as shown in Fid. 2{d). From the figure, we can © «

see that the LLR of the parity bits (600 up to 1200) half of

then are abouL(b;) = +120 while the rest are even below :
L (b:) = £80. Therefore, we have an average gapi6fin ool T sopomirapina]
terms of LLR. 5 :

We have adopted an LLR processing scheme for IDD witl. €
block-fading channels (LLR-PS-BF). We have observed the™ .
before calculating the extrinsic information for the nexter R R P N oesneastmess
iteration, we calculate paiisgi el

~ = max ||L/C(bL><R, . ,bL)H (10) SYMBOLS SYMBOLS

(e) ®
The reason why we have chosen the absolute maximum vaII:ue > LLR outouts of Root.Check LDPC cod _—
[ H ure 2. outputs o 00t~ eCl codes over a g
of LC is whether V\{e C.hOOSG an arbltrary upper bound th& annel with ¥ = 2 and S = 1200 symbols. The maximum number of
leads to a degradation in the overall performance. iterations is 20. If (3) is the LLR output of all null codewpf@) describes

Accordingly, the final LLRLo with respect to the parity the LLR output over a complex block-fading chanrfef] (c) shae LLR
check becomes: output assuming the channel enveldpe] (d) the LLR output@bping Root-

Check LDPC code assuming the channel envelppg; (e) appiyengroposed
' scheme LLR-SP-BF with respect o |({);](f) LLR output of an IR®PC
Leo(be) = sgn(Le (b)) x v, L-R<t<L. (11 code assuming the channel envelogel.m
It must be noted that il (11) every time the decoder generate a

aposterion LLR L a new value fory must be obtained. The iteration, thea priori information provided by the decoder is

%&ro which heavily degrades the performance of PIC based

trinsi h d betw the decod q tection. Therefore, we considered using PIC and SIC to
extrinsic messageé exchanged between the decoder and g ye gyerall performance. In the case of SIC approach,

detector will benefit from this operation. Consequentlyetidr the soft estimates af, is used to calculate the LLRs of their

performance in terms of BER will be noticed. Applying OUbonstituent bits. We assumeis Gaussian, and, the soft output

proposed scheme LLR-PS-BF to LLR output obtained in Fi : ;
[2(d] prior to the extrinsic information calculation, the &in ®f the SISO detector for theth user is written a<[14]

output is presented in Fif. 2[e). ry = Vis; + e, (12)
One can claim that it is not fair to only apply our metho@

LLR-SP-BF to the Root-Check LDPC codes and not to app mplitude and; is a Gaussian random variable with variance

for their counterpart, for instance, irregular repeat acglate o2 with

(IRA) LDPC codes. Correspondingly, we can show in Fig.’ V, = Esir (13)

[2(f) that in the case of IRA LDPC code rafeé = 1, with ! e

block length L = 1200 there is no gap on the parity bitsand

LLR. Moreover, we have applied our technique to see if this ol =E [ — Visi|’]. (14)

would bring some improvements. However, it has causedF

f

for the detector in the next outer iteration. Therefore, t

hereV; is a scalar variable which is equal to th¢h users

e estimates oV, and &fﬁ can be obtained by time averages
the corresponding samples over the transmitted packet.
After the first iteration, the soft cancellation MMSE per-

degradation on overall performance. For the sake of clarit
all results that will be presented in Section IV based on IR

LDPC codes, we will not apply our method LLR-SP-BF t . :
avoid a degradation on overall performance. Yorms PIC and SIC by su_btractlng the soft replica of MAI
omponents from the received vector as

The structure of our proposed LLR-PS-BF with soft cancel
lation detector is described in terms of iterations. In thst fi =1, — Hyzy, (15)



wherez; = {n,--- ,rt%_l,(),rt%ﬂ,--- ,rt,N} and a filter
is developed to further reduce the residual interference as

wy = arg minE{[s; — wl ¥}, (16)

where the soft output of the filter is also assumed Gaussi@lgorithm 1 Proposed LLR-SP-BF IDD Scheme

The first and the second-order statistics of the symbols ate
also estimated via time averages[of](13) (14). The pseu
code of our proposed LLR-SP-BF IDD scheme is presented
in Algorithm . 2

IV. SIMULATIONS 3

The bit error rate (BER) performance of the proposed LLR-
PS-BF with PIC and SIC IDD scheme is compared with4-
Root-Check LDPC codes and LDPC codes using a different
number of antennas. Both LDPC codes used in the simulation
are with block length, = 1200 for rate R = % For
rate R = 1 the block length isL = 1600. The maximum
number of inner iterations was set ) and a maximum g
of 5 outer iterations were used. We considered the proposed
algorithms and all their counterparts in the independent an6.
identically-distributed (i.i.d) random fast and block fiagl
channels models. The coefficients are taken from complex
Gaussian random variables with zero mean and unit variance.
The modulation used is QPSK. The final SNR seen by the
receiver is calculated aSN Rgrcy = ﬁ which is based on

equation [(TH).
A. Single User Multiple Antennas

In Fig.[3 the results for a MIMO system withx 2, single
user, block-fading channel witlh’ = 2 fadings and LDPC
codes rateR = % are presented. We can see clearly for both
SIC and PIC that our proposed scheme LLR-PS-BF with Root-
Check LDPC codes outperforms the LDPC code by aBdi

in terms of SNR. 8.
9.
N MIMO Single User 2x2 - Block-Fading F = 2
10 T T T T
—H—PIC - LLR-PS-BF - R=1/2|
—6—SIC - LLR-PS-BF - R=1/2
- 8- PIC - LDPC - R=1/2 10.
} -0~ SIC - LDPC - R=1/2
10 - 11
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Figure 3. BER performance of LLR-PS-BF with Root-Check LDR&Zsus

do Require: r; € xi 1 Hy € =X, constellation sef,

o2, L(bs) apriori information, T1.

. for 10 =1 — TT {Turbo Iteration} do

2 —1
Calculate MMSE filterW = (Hfo + ;’—I) H,
Detection Schemes
rsic = Perform — SIC(ry, Hy, 02, W), perform the
MMSE SIC detection scheme.
rpic = Perform — PIC(r;, Hy, 02, W), perform the
MMSE PIC detection scheme.

Obtain The Extrinsic Bit LLR

First: Determines?, based on the best channel realiza-
tion by means of calculatingi; = arg max| det(Hy)|
f=1toF

d is the index off which | det(Hy)| has the maximum
value. ThereforeV,; and th must be calculated where
the fading happens at inde. This is unique for
block-fading channels, other types of channels do not
require these additional steps. Then, the extrinsic LLR
is obtained as:

2, eyt Plrsiclse,Hy)Pst)
Lo(be)sic =log s — S premmpren — Lolbt)

., Ex}l P(rprc|se,Hy)P(s:)

o PErel i Pey — belb)

Lp(bi)pic = log D

LDPC Decoding With Log-SP

Obtain the a posteriori LLR of the decoder for both SIC
and P|C,Lc(bt)31(j and LC(bt)PIC-

if LDPC = RootCheck then

Apply the plroposed LLR-PS-BF
v =max || Lo(brxr, - br)l,
Lo(by) =sgn(Leo(by)) xy, L-R<t<L;
Calculate the extrinsic information based ba (b;)
to be sent to the detector aspriori information.

else
Directly calculate the extrinsic information based
on La(by) to be sent to the detector as priori
information.

end if

end for

LDPC code both codes are rae= 1 and block lengthZ, = 1200. MIMO
system with2 x 2 antennas under tﬁock—fading channel with= 2, QPSK
modulation,5 outer iterations an@0 inner iterations.

Fig.[4 presents the results for a MIMO system witkx 4,
single user, block-fading channel withh = 2 fadings and



LDPC codes rateR = i. We can see clearly for both SIC
and PIC that our proposed scheme LLR-PS-BF with Roo
Check LDPC codes again outperforms the LDPC by abol
2dB in terms of SNR. It can be noted that the SNR rang
presented in Fig4 is much lower than the range in Eig. :
this happens because in a MIMO systdnx 4 the diversity

order isd, e = ny2nie = 16 as stated |rE|Z3] Therefore the

upper bounded maximal code ratefis= —— = 4.

. MIMO Slngle User4x4 — Block-| Fadlng F=2
10 T

49* PIC - LLR PS- BF - R=1/4
—H5—SIC - LLR-PS-BF - R=1/4|
-©-PIC - LDPC - R=1/4
s - B-SIC - LDPC - R=1/4

i
ya
i
i
!
|

10°F

BER

10°F

10°F

(1]

-2
SNR(dB)

Figure 4. BER performance of LLR PS-BF with Root-Check LDREZsus
LDPC code both codes are rate= 5 and block length. = 1600. MIMO

system with4 x 4 antennas under t;liock -fading channel with= 2, QPSK
modulation,5 outer iterations an@0 inner iterations.

(2]
(3]

Fig.[3 shows the outcomes for a MIMO system with 2, 4]
single user, fast fading Rayleigh channel and LDPC codes rat
R = 1. In this channel the combination of Root-Check LDPCII
codes with our scheme LLR-PS-BF has provided a gain of
1dB with respect to the LDPC codes. In a fast fading channel
the convergence for a lower BER is much earlier than in &I
block fading channel. Furthermore, in fast fading chanhel t
coherence channel time is much less than symbol p&fioek
Ts. (7]

V. CONCLUSION (8]
In this paper, we have presented a strategy based on the
observation of the LLR output of the decoder for IDD systems.
The proposed LLR-SP-BF algorithm has provided ugdd  [9]
for a2 x 2 MIMO and up to2dB for a4 x 4 MIMO systems
both over a block-fading channel with = 2. For the case of a [10]
2 x 2 MIMO system over fast-fading the proposed LLR-SP-BF
IDD scheme has obtained a gain of upliB. All the gains
obtained in this paper are with respect to a MIMO IDD syster[n ]
using LDPC codes. There are some ongoing works to be done:
first, to extend the proposed LLR-SP-BF strategy for Multit2]
User MIMO systems; second, to use scheduling techniques as
proposed in[[29]; third, we are considering improved deagdi
strategies[[30] for the above mentioned strategies. [13]
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Figure 5.
LDPC code both codes are rate= % and block lengthZ, = 1200. MIMO
system with2 x 2 antennas under fast fading channel, QPSK modulation,
outer iterations an@0 inner iterations.
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