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Abstract

Automatic signal identification (ASI) has important applications to both commercial and military communications,
such as software defined radio, cognitive radio, spectrum surveillance and monitoring, and electronic warfare. While
ASI has been intensively studied for single-input single-output systems, only a few investigations have been recently
presented for multiple-input multiple-output systems. This paper introduces a novel algorithm for the identification
of spatial multiplexing (SM) and Alamouti coded (AL) orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) signals,
which relies on the second-order signal cyclostationarity. Analytical expressions for the second-order cyclic statistics
of SM-OFDM and AL-OFDM signals are derived and further exploited for the algorithm development. The proposed

algorithm provides a good identification performance with low sensitivity to impairments in the received signal, such
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as phase noise, timing offset, and channel conditions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Automatic signal identification (ASI) has various applications to both commercial and military com-
munications, such as software defined radio, cognitive radio, spectrum surveillance and monitoring, and
electronic warfare [1]-[6]]. While ASI was originally applied to military communications [1], [2], recent
developments and trends in commercial wireless communications have allowed its introduction in the context
of commercial software defined and cognitive radios [3]-[6]. With the software defined radio, the parameters
of the transmitted signal, e.g., antenna configuration and modulation format, are adjusted according to the
environment; hence, their blind identification/estimation is required at the receiver. Furthermore, a main task
of cognitive radios is spectrum awareness, which enables the detection and identification of the existing
signals to facilitate transmission with acceptable interference. ASI represents a challenging problem under
the conditions of no a priori knowledge of the transmitted data and signal parameters, as well as channel
effects. The aim is to devise ASI algorithms which do not rely on pre-processing, e.g., do not require channel
estimation, and provide an acceptable identification performance at lower signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) and
within a short observation interval. The majority of the ASI literature is devoted to single-input single-output
systems, focusing on the identification of various modulation schemes []1], [3], [7]-[13]], single-carrier versus
multi-carrier transmissions [14]—[16], and different multi-carrier transmissions [17]-[19]]. Recently, the ASI
problem has started to be investigated for multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems, mainly due to
their adaptation by various wireless communications standards, such as IEEE 802.16e, 3GPP LTE, and IEEE
802.11n [20]—[22]. There is only a relatively small number of papers tackling the ASI problem for MIMO
systems, as follows: the estimation of the number of transmit antennas was studied in [23]], [24], modulation
classification was investigated in [25]-[28]], and identification of space-time block codes (STBCs) was
explored in [29]-[36]]. Regarding the STBC identification, the maximum likelihood approach was studied
in [29]], while the feature-based approach was considered in [30]—-[36]. Although the former provides an
optimal solution in the sense of maximizing the average probability of correct identification, it suffers from

an exponential computational complexity and requires knowledge of the channel parameters, as well as



symbol and block synchronization [29]. With the latter approach, features are extracted from the received
signal and a decision is made based on their difference. In [30], [31], the Frobenius norm of the time-lag
correlation function was exploited as a discriminating feature for different STBCs, and identification was
performed based on a binary tree algorithm [30] and on minimizing the distance between the theoretical and
estimated Frobenius norm [31]]. Fourth- and second-order cyclostationarity was respectively employed in [32]
and [33] to distinguish between spatial multiplexing (SM) and Alamouti (AL) codes. Furthermore, second-
order cyclostationarity was investigated in [34]] to identify different STBCs in the presence of transmission
impairments. The fourth-order moment and the discrete Fourier transform of the fourth-order lag product
were employed in [35] to identify SM and AL codes. The previously reported researches have considered
single-carrier transmissions over frequency-flat channels. However, in practice, high data rate applications
involve transmission over broadband frequency-selective channels, for which MIMO-orthogonal frequency
division multiplexing (OFDM) technology provides an efficient solution [37]]. To the best of our knowledge,
there exist two papers in the literature that address the ASI problem for MIMO-OFDM systems [28]], [36].
Modulation classification for SM signals is investigated in [28]], while identification of STBCs is studied
in [36], with the latter being relevant to our work. We propose a novel identification algorithm for the
identification of SM-OFDM and AL-OFDM signals; this relies on the second-order cyclostationarity of the
received signal, whereas the algorithm in [36] employs signal moments. We derive the analytical expressions
for the cyclic cross-correlation function (CCF) and its corresponding cycle frequencies (CFs) for the SM-
OFDM and AL-OFDM signals, and then use them to develop a novel feature-based signal identification
algorithm. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [[If presents the system model and Section
I1I} introduces the analytical results for the CCF and CF, as well as the identification algorithm. Simulation

results are showed in Section [[V] and conclusions are drawn in Section [Vl

II. SYSTEM MODEL

The baseband equivalent block diagram of a MIMO-OFDM transmitter is presented in Fig. [I} The

input signal is a stream of data blocks, d; = [d:(0),d;(1),--- ,d:(IN — 1)], where each block contains N



independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) symbols drawn from either an (2-ary quadrature amplitude
modulation (QAM) or phased-shift-keying (PSK) signal constellation, {2 > 4. Two transmit antenna (N; = 2)
are considered, and, accordingly, the data stream is demultiplexed into two sub-streams. Such sub-streams
are fed into the MIMO encoding block, which in this work is either SM or AL. Hence, the kth group of
two data blocks, (dax,dax11), is encoded according to a code matrix C (dog, dog11) of size N; x UN, in
order to be transmitted during U block instants [38]]. Note that U = 1 for SM and U = 2 for AL. The code

matrices CM) and CAY corresponding to the SM{| and AL encoders are respectively given by [36], [38]

(SM) Cg?c)+0 doy,
C (d2k7 d2k+l) = = ) (1)
1
ciiso doj41
and
(0) (0) *
Corto Cokt1 dor  —d3,
C(AL) (d2k7 d2k+1) = ) ) = 5 (2)
1 1 N
Corto  Cokt1 dopy1  dj

where cgjfk) ., represents the data block to be transmitted from the fth antenna, f = 0, 1, at block instant

Uk+u,u=0,..,U — 1, and * denotes complex conjugation.
The output of the MIMO encoder is fed into the inverse fast Fourier transform (IFFT) block, yielding
the OFDM symbol ngf,z_W = [xgngru(O),xg,zﬂ(l), ...,xg,2+u(N —1)] as

N-1
1 .2Tnn
x§}2+u(n> - \/N Z Cglz—i-u(nl)ej N 17 n = 07 ]-7 seey N — ]-7 (3)

n1=0

where c,(f,gﬂ(nl) is the nth element of c,(}zﬂ ,m =0,1,..,N—1.

The cyclic prefix (CPR), which represents a copy of the last Ng samples of the OFDM symbol, is then
added. Windowing is also applied; this increases the CPR to v = Ng + Ny, where Ny, is the number
of samples in the transition time between two consecutive OFDM symbols [39]. Furthermore, the first

Ny, samples of the OFDM symbol are transmitted after the effective part of the symbol, during the next

"Note that N; = 2 is considered for SM; however, the identification algorithm is applicable for N; > 2, as well.



transition time, as a cyclic postfix (CPO) [39]. By taking into account the CPR, CPO, and windowing, the

OFDM symbol is expressed as ng)+u = [z[(]fk)ﬂ(—u), z[(f,gﬂ(—u +1),.., z[(}zﬂ(]\f + Ny — 1)], with

o) =Wzl (@), n=—v,  ,N+Ny—1, f=01, u=0,..,U-1, )

where W,,, with n = —v, ..., N + Ny — 1, represent the window coefﬁcient [39] and 7 = mod(n, N).
Finally, the transmit sequence {s\f)(m)} from the fth antenna, f = 0,1, is expressed as
o0 U—1N+Ny—1
sDm)y= D> > ) ()d(m — Uk +u)(N +v) —n), (5)
k=—o00 u=0 n=—v
where 0(m) is the Kronecker delta function equal to one if m = 0 and zero otherwise. The transmit
sequence {s/)(m)} from the fth antenna propagates through an unknown frequency-selective wireless

channel. Hence, the mth sample of the signal received at the vth receive antenna, r(*)(m), can be expressed

as

) (m) = Z hop(p)s (m = 9(p)) + 0™ (m), (6)
f=

[e=]

p=0
where L, is the number of propagation paths, h,¢(p) is the channel coefficient corresponding to the pth
path between the fth transmit and vth receive antenna, J(p) is the propagation delay corresponding to the
pth path, and w (m) is the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with variance 2. Subsequently, we
will develop an algorithm to identify the SM-OFDM and AL-OFDM signals from the received sequences

{r(”)(m)}, v=0,1,...,N, — 1, where N, is the number of receive antennas.

III. SECOND-ORDER CYCLOSTATIONARITY-BASED SM-OFDM AND AL-OFDM SIGNAL

IDENTIFICATION

In this section, the CCF and its corresponding CFs are derived for the SM-OFDM and AL-OFDM signals

and employed to develop a novel feature-based signal identification algorithm.

“Note that the commonly used raised-cosine window is considered in this work.



A. Cyclostationarity Concept

The received sequences {r(®(n)} and {r((n)}f] exhibit second-order cyclostationarity if their firs
and second-order time-varying correlation functions are periodic in time [40]. Here we consider the non-

conjugate second-order time-varying cross-correlation function, defined as
c(m,7) =E [T(O)(m)r(l)(m +7)], (7

where E [] is the statistical expectation and 7 is the delay. If ¢(m, 7) is periodic in m with the fundamental

period M, then it can be expressed by a Fourier series [40],

c(m,7) = Z C(a, T)es?mme (8)
{a}
where the coefficients
1 A
Cla, 1) = My Zm: c(m, T)e I )

are referred to as the CCF at CF « and delay 7, and the set of CFs is given by {a} = {{/My, { €

7, withZ as the set of integers}.

B. Analytical Expressions for the CCF of the SM-OFDM and AL-OFDM Signals

The analytical expressions for the CCF and its corresponding CFs are derived here for the SM-OFDM
and AL-OFDM signals. Results are obtained by following the commonly used assumptions that [29]—
[36]: a) the transmitted sequences are uncorrelated with the noise: E [s)(mo)w® (my)] =0,V f,v =
0,1, and mg,m; € Z; b) the noise in each channel is uncorrelated with that of the other channels:
E [w(”o)(mo)w(“)(ml)} =E [w(”o)(mo)(w(vl)(ml))*} =0,V mo,m; € Z, vg,v; = 0,1, and vy # vy; ¢)

the data symbols are uncorrelated with each other: E [dy, (no)dy, (n1)] = 0, E [dk, (no)d;, (n1)] =026(ko —

2
s

k1)o(ng — ny1), V ko, k1, no and ny, where o? is the transmit signal power; and d) the channel gains for

*Note that the case of two receive antennas (N, = 2) is considered; later in the paper, N, > 2 will be also studied.
“Note that due to the symmetry in the signal constellations, the first-order statistics equal zero.



each transmit-receive antenna link remain constant over the observation interval.
SM-OFDM

By using (1), (3), and (@), one can easily show that

0

E [z (ng) 2V (nl)] —0, (10)

Vfo, f1=0,1,n9,ny = —v,--+ , N + Ny — 1, ko, k1 € Z. Furthermore, based on (6], (7), and (10), it can

be obtained that the time-varying cross-correlation function of the SM-OFDM signals is zero, 1.e.,
ASM(m, 1) =0, V¥m,T. (11)
Consequently, from (9) and (TI), it can be seen that
C™M(a,7) =0, Va,rt. (12)

AL-OFDM

By using (2), (3), (), the complex conjugation property of the Fourier transform, and following [36]], one
can obtain
E ’Zég()))—l—uo (no) Zéii)—‘rul (nl) =

p

0 WaoWa, 6 (mod (ng +n1, N)) 6 (ko — k1) V(fo=0, i =1, u =0, u =1),
(f():]-a f1:07 U():l, U1:0),
—UanOWnlé(WOd (no + nl,N)) 0 (ko — kl) V(fo = 1, fl = 0, Uy = O, uy = 1) s (13)

(fOZO,flzl,U():l,Ul:O),

0 otherwise.
\

In other words, this correlation is non-zero for adjacent OFDM symbols within the same AL block (due

to the structure of the AL coding matrix), and for samples within such OFDM symbols which satisfy the



condition mod (ng + ny, N) = 0. By using @ and , the time-varying cross-correlation function of the

received AL-OFDM signal is expressed as (the proof is provided in Appendix A)

A(m,T) = ) p%::o(hoo(po)hn(pl) — ho1(po)hio(p1)) ;zi:o 6 (m —2k(N +v) —9d(po)) ®
S W Wi, (mod (g + 1, V) (8(m — g — D)) (14

no,n1=—v

6(1 — (N +v) +no—ny +9(po) —9(p1))

—0(m — (N +v) =ng = 9(po))o(7 + (N +v) + 19 — m1 + 9(po) — V(p1))),

where ® is the convolution operator. From (14)), one can see that the time-varying cross-correlation function
A (m, 1) is periodic in m with the fundamental period My = 2(N + v), which proves that the AL-OFDM
signal exhibits second-order cyclostationarity. Furthermore, also according to the results in Appendix A, the
time-varying cross-correlation function of the received AL-OFDM signal for the special case of flat fading

channel can be easily obtained as

Too N4+Nyy—1
C(AL)<TI’L, T) = (hgohll — h01h10) Z (5 (m — 2]€(N + V)) & Z UEWHOWnl
k=—0o0 ng,n1=—v
d (mod (ng + nqy, N)) (6(m —ng)d(t — (N +v) +ng —ny) (15)

—6(m — (N +v) —ng)d(7 + (N +v) +ng —nq)).

By calculating the Fourier coefficients of ¢ (m,7) in (15)), one can easily show that the CCF of the

received AL-OFDM signal affected by flat fading channel is expressed as

(AL) hoohyr—hothy 2 o !
CONa, 1) = 205 ntos >0 Wi Wa, 6 (mod (ng + na, N)) (16)
no,n1=—v

(6(1 — (N +v) +ng — ny)e 9270 — §(7 + (N + v) + ng — ny e I2raN+rino))

where the corresponding CFs are given as o = , ¢ € Z. By considering the conditions imposed by the

_t
2(N+v)

three Kronecker delta functions on the right-hand side of (I6) and after some mathematical manipulations,



the CCF can be further expressed as (the proof is provided in Appendix B)

)
sgn(r)g (1)e T @N =), 7| € T, NI,

sgn(r )qu( Jemime@FONTY=T) | r| € Ty NI,
C*(a,7) = (17)
sgn(t )qu( Je Imellart DNt 7| € I,

0, otherwise,
(

where sgn(.) is the signum function, |.| is the absolute value, N represents the intersection operator, the

2(N+v)

superscript ¢ denotes the set complement, g,(7) = hoohi1—ho1hio 2WqN—\‘rH—N+V W ntirl-~—v, and Ty, 77, and
2 2
I, are defined as

={N—-v,N—v+2 .. ,N+3v—2 N+ 3v}, (18)
T ={v —2Nw +2,v — 2Ny +4,...,2N + v + 2Ny — 4,2N + v + 2Ny, — 2}, (19)
Io={N+v—-2Ny +2,N+v—2Ny +4,. ., N+v+2Ny —4 N + v+ 2Ny — 2}. (20)

From (I7), one can notice that there are three regions of 7 for which the CCF is non-zero; in these regions,
CCF consists of one term (when |7| € Z; N Z), two terms (when |7| € Z, N Z5), and three terms (when
7| € Io), respectively. Based on the results in (12) and (17)), it is clear that CCF represents a discriminating
feature for the SM-OFDM and AL-OFDM signals; in the sequel, this will be exploited to develop a signal

identification algorithm.

C. Proposed Algorithm for SM-OFDM and AL-OFDM Signal Identification

Two Receive Antennas (N, = 2) Case: The block diagram of the proposed identification algorithm is

and

presented in Fig. |2l In the first step, the CCF is estimated at CFs o = 0, o, —ay, with oy = m,

different values of 7 for which CCF is non-zero for the AL-OFDM signals (the details on the delay values



are provided later on in the paper). The estimate of the CCF at CF « and delay 7 is [41]

My—1

~ 1 T .

Cla,T) = i E r© (m)r(l)(m + 7‘)6_]2”"””, 2D
" m=0

where M, is the number of received samples, equal to Ny(N + v), with Ny as the number of OFDM
symbols.

In the second step, the estimated CCF magnitude is compared with a threshold set up based on a constant
false alarm criterion. The probability of false alarm is defined as the probability of identifying the received
signal as AL-OFDM while it is SM-OFDM. An analytical closed form expression of the false alarm
probability is obtained based on the distribution of the CCF magnitude estimate for the SM-OFDM signals.
According to [41], the CCF estimate has an asymptotic complex Gaussian distribution. Consequently, based
on (12), one can further infer that the CCF magnitude estimate of the SM-OFDM signal has an asymptotic
Rayleigh distribution. Hence, if the CCF for a single CF « and delay 7 is used as a discriminating feature,
the probability of false alarm is calculated using the complementary cumulative density function of the
Rayleigh distribution as

FQ

Py = exp(——;), (22)

o2
where T is the threshold and o2 is the variance of the CCF magnitude estimate for the SM-OFDM signa]ﬂ
When the CCF at various o and 7 values is used for identification, the x-out-of-( rule is employed for
decision making, i.e., if x out of ( estimated CCF magnitudes exceed the threshold, the signal is identified
as AL-OFDM; otherwise, it is identified as SM-OFDM (see the third block in Fig. 2 where A is the final
decision made by the algorithm). In this case, the probability of false alarm if]

¢
Pp=)Y_ (i) P{(1—Pp) " (23)

=k

>Note that the variance o can be estimated based on the CCF magnitude estimate of the received signal at any arbitrary CF and delays

7 > 2(N +v). In such cases, the distribution of the CCF magnitude estimate is the same regardless of the received signal type, CF, and delay.
®Note that is written under the assumption that the estimated CCF of the SM-OFDM signal is uncorrelated for different CFs and delays.
The validity of this assumption was verified through extensive simulations.



In this case, for a constant false alarm rate Pp, Py is calculated using @, and then the threshold value is
obtained from (22). The remaining problem is the selection of the parameters « and ¢. From (17), one can
notice that for each value of «, the CCF has a larger magnitude when |7| € Z; (the second and third branches
of ). When a single CF is used, we consider |7| € ZyU{N —v+1, N—v+3,..., N+3v—3, N+3u—1}|2],
which leads to ( = 8~ + 2. Furthermore, when three CFs are used, ( = 24r + 6. After extensive simulations
run under various scenarios, we selected x = v//2, as providing a good performance. A summary of the

proposed algorithm is provided as follows.

Proposed algorithm

Input: The received signals r®) (m), v =0, 1, the number of subcarriers N, and the CPR v.

- Estimate the CCF using at CFs a = 0, o, —v, and for |7| € ZyU{N —v+1,N—v+3,..., N+
3v —3,N + 3v — 1} (for the discriminating feature) and 7 = 2(N +v) + 1, ..., 3(IN + v) (for estimating
the variance o?).

- Estimate the parameter o from the CCF at CFs o = 0, g, —vg, and for 7 = 2(N +v)+1,..., 3(N +v).

- Calculate the threshold, I', using (22 and (23).
- Compare the estimated CCF magnitude at CFs o« = 0, ap, —v, and for |7| € Z, with T
if at least s estimated CCF magnitudes exceed the threshold, then
- the received signal is identified as AL-OFDM.
else
- the received signal is identified as SM-OFDM.
end if

Computational complexity: We evaluate the computational complexity of the proposed identification
algorithm through the number of floating point operations (flops) [42], where a complex multiplication and
addition require six and two flops, respectively. According to the algorithm description, CCF is estimated
for 3(N + 9v + 2) combinations of CFs and delays. Based on (21)), one can easily see that the number
of complex multiplications and additions required to calculate the CCF at a certain CF and delay equals
to 2N¢(N + v) and Ng(N + v) — 1, respectively. By considering that the thresholding does not require
additional complexity, it is straightforward that the number of flops needed by the algorithm equals to

3(14Ng(N +v) —2)(N +9v+2). It is worth noting that with an average Intel Core 1750, the identification

"Note that the closed-form expression for the CCF at CF « and delay 7 in was obtained under the assumption of flat fading channel. For
the frequency-selective fading channel, in addition to the set of delays Zo, we also include the set {N —v+1, N—v+3,, N+3v—3, N+3v—1}.
For the reason of additionally considering this set of delays, the reader is referred to ”Analytical and simulation results for the CCF magnitude,”
as well as Figs. ] and [5] in Section [[V]



process takes 0.162 sec for Ny = 2,000, N = 64, and v = 8, whereas with an IBM Sequoia supercomputer,
this time reduces to 7.5 x 107® sec.

Number of Receive Antennas N, > 2 Case: Here we extend the proposed algorithm to the case of N, > 2.
For each pair of receive antennas, (ig,1), io < i1, 0,41 = 0,1,..., N, — 1, we define the corresponding
CCF. Consequently, for each pair of receive antennas, the CCF is estimated using at the CFs and

delays considered for the case of N, = 2. Then, with the values of ( and ~ in lb scaled by M the

N, (N,.—1)

same steps are applied as for the case of NV, = 2. Note that 5

represents the number of different
combinations of two received antennas. It is easy to notice that the complexity of the proposed algorithm

for the NV, > 2 case is also scaled by —NT(NT_I)

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we compare the analytical and simulation results for the CCF magnitude, investigate the
performance of the proposed algorithm, and compare it with that of the algorithm in [36].

Simulation setup: Unless otherwise indicated, we consider an OFDM signal with quadrature phase-shift-
keying (QPSK) modulation, N = 64, v = 8§, a raised-cosine window with Ny, = 2, and N,. = 2. The carrier
frequency is f. = 2.5 GHz and the duration of the OFDM symbol is 7" = 91.4 usec. The probability of
false alarm is Pr = 1072, and the number of OFDM symbols is N, = 2,000. The received signal is affected
by AWGN with variance o2, and a frequency-selective fading channel consisting of L, = 4 statistically
independent taps, each being a zero-mean complex Gaussian random variable. The channel is characterized
by an exponential power delay profile, o?(p) = Bpexp(—p/5), where p = 0,...,L, — 1 and By, is chosen
such that the average power is normalized to unity [36]. The SNR is defined as 10 loglo( ) The probability
of correct identification, P(A = £|£), with A as the decided signal type and £ = SM, AL, is considered as
a performance measure and is evaluated using Monte Carlo simulations with 1,000 trials.

Analytical and simulation results for the CCF magnitude: Figs. 3] and ] present analytical and simulation
results for the CCF magnitude versus delay 7, for |7| = 0,1,...,2N + 2v — 2,2N + 2v — 1 and at CFs

a = 0, ay, —ag, with ag = An OFDM signal with N = 32, v = 4, Ny = 1, and flat Rayleigh

2(N+1/)



fading channel are considered. For simulation results, SNR=10 dB and N, = 10° OFDM symbols. As
can be noticed, the analytical and simulation results are in agreement, and as expected, a larger CCF
magnitude is observed for |[7| = N —v, N —v+2,...., N+ 3v —2, N + 3v (corresponding to the second and
third branches on the right-hand side of (17)). Furthermore, Fig. [5] presents the CCF magnitude estimate
versus delay 7 for the frequency-selective Rayleigh fading channel. One can see that, when compared to
the flat fading channel, there is a dispersion in the CCF magnitude which results in non-zero values for
odd delays. Hence, for identification purposes, we considered the CCF magnitudes for the delay range
7| = N—-v,N—v+1,..,N+3v—1, N+ 3v as discriminating signal features (see the formal description
of the algorithm in Section III).

Identification performance of the proposed algorithm: Figs. [6] and [7] show the probability of correct
identification, P(\ = £[€), & = SM, AL, versus SNR for different numbers of OFDM symbols, Ny, and
probability of false alarm, Pr, respectively. As expected, results obtained for P(A = SM|SM) are close to
1 — Pr regardless of the SNR and N;. P(A = AL|AL) improves as SNR and [V, increase and Pr decreases.
This can be easily explained, as the accuracy of the CCF magnitude estimate enhances when a larger SNR
and observation period are available, and a lower threshold corresponds to a reduced Pr. According to
Fig. |§], P(X\ = AL|AL) approaches to one at 0 dB SNR with N, = 3,000, while 8 dB SNR is required for
N, = 2,000 when Pr = 10~2. On the other hand, only 2 dB SNR is required to reach such a performance for
N, = 2,000 when Pp = 1071, as shown in Fig. [7l Additionally, the behaviour of P(\ = £[€), £ = SM, AL,
as a function of Pp is provided in Fig. 8| Note that since P(A = SM|SM) = 1 — Py is the same for different
values of SNR, in Fig. |8 one curve with solid line is used to show P(A = SM|SM).

Fig. [9] shows the probability of correct identification, P(A = ¢[), £ = SM, AL, versus SNR for
different numbers of OFDM symbols, N, and receive antenna, /V,. According to Fig. E], one can see
that by increasing the number of receive antennas, the performance improves. As such, a certain probability
of correct identification is achieved at lower SNR and/or with shorter observation time. For example,

P(A = AL|AL) = 0.9 is achieved with Ny, = 500 at SNR = 5.6 dB and -1.8 dB for N, = 2 and



N, = 3, respectively. In other words, by increasing the number of receive antennas from two to three, a
7.4 dB performance gain is obtained. From Fig. [0 one can further see that with N; = 200 and N, = 2,
P(\ = AL|AL) does not reach 0.9, whereas P(A = AL|AL) = 0.9 is obtained at SNR= 5.3 dB and -0.2
dB for N, = 3 and N, = 4, respectively.

Performance comparison with the algorithm in [36]]: Fig. [I0] shows a performance comparison with the
algorithm in [36]], for different values of N, and Pr. One can observe that while both algorithms provide a
similar performance in terms of P(A = SM|SM), the proposed algorithm outperforms the one in [36] for
P(X = AL|AL), especially at lower SNR.

In the following, we investigate the robustness of the proposed algorithm and the one in [36] to diverse
impairments, i.e., phase noise, frequency offset, timing offset, and channel conditions.

Effect of phase noise: The phase noise is modeled as a Wiener process with rate 57, where 3 is the
two-sided 3 dB bandwidth of the Lorenzian distribution spectrum [43]]. Fig. [I1] shows the probability of
correct identification, P(\ = AL|AL)E], versus SNR for different values of the phase noise rate. As can be
seen, the proposed algorithm is relatively robust for ST < 3 x 107°, and its performance starts degrading
for ST = 10~%. This can be explained based on the results obtained in Appendix B for the dependency
of the CC magnitude estimate on the phase noise. According to these results, for Ny = 2,000, the CCF
magnitude estimate is scaled with a factor of 0.9692, 0.9114, and 0.7426 for 37 = 107>, 3x 107>, and 10~*,
respectively. Clearly, a reduction in the CCF magnitude leads to a performance degradation. Additionally,
from Fig. [T1] one can see that the proposed algorithm is more robust to the phase noise when compared
with the algorithm in [36].

Effect of frequency offset: Fig. (12| shows the probability of correct identification, P(A = AL|AL), versus
SNR for different values of the normalized frequency offset, f,7', with f, as the frequency offset. As one
can notice, both the proposed algorithm and the one in [36] are robust for f, 7" < 1074, with the former

exhibiting a better performance when compared with the latter.

8As the impairments in the received signal do not affect the results for the SM-OFDM signal identification, we only show the effect of the
signal impairments on the probability of correct identification of AL-OFDM signals.
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Effect of timing offset: Fig. shows the probability of correct identification, P(A = AL|AL), versus
SNR for different values of the timing offset, €. By following [30]], [35], the effect of the timing offset was
obtained by passing the signal through an [1 — ¢ €] two path filter, when the pulse shape is rectangular.
As it can be seen from Fig. both the proposed algorithm and the one in [36] are relatively robust to the
timing offset, with a better performance provided by the former. As expected, the performance degrades as
e reaches (.5, and in the lower SNR range.

Effect of channel conditions: We investigate the performance of the proposed algorithm and the one in
[36] in the pedestrian and vehicular A fading channels [44]]. The maximum Doppler frequency for the
pedestrian channel was fp = 6.9 Hz, while the maximum Doppler frequency was fp = 104.2 Hz for the
vehicular channel. With the proposed algorithm, the channel dispersion is beneficial for identification, as
introducing additional CCF peaks (see results showed in Figs. 4] and [5). As such, as can be seen from
Fig. despite a larger fp, the identification performance for the vehicular A channel is slightly better
than that for the pedestrian A case. Also, according to Fig. both algorithms provide a good and similar

performance under both channel conditions.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we proposed a second-order cyclostationarity-based discriminating feature for SM-OFDM
and AL-OFDM signals, along with a signal identification algorithm. The proposed algorithm provides
a reasonable performance at relatively low SNR and with a short observation period. Furthermore, it is
relatively robust to the phase noise, timing offset, and channel conditions, and outperforms the algorithm
existing in the literature. As part of future work, the analysis and identification algorithm presented in this

paper are planned to be extended to additional STBCs.
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APPENDIX A

Here, we present the proof of (14). By replacing (6) into (7)), the time-varying cross-correlation function

of the received AL-OFDM signal is expressed as

AV, ) = 5 hoo(po)hao(p1)E [s©(m — 9(p0))s@ (m + 7 — I(p1)]

+hoo(po)ha1 (p1)E [s©(m — 9(po)) sV (m + 7 — I (p1))]
+ho1 (po)hao(p1)E [sW (m — 9(po))s @ (m + 7 — I(p1))]

+ho1 (po)har (p1)E [sW (m — 9 (po))s™ (m 4+ 7 — 9(p1))] - (24)

One can easily find that the first and last terms on the right-hand side of are zero. Additionally, by
using () and (13, it can be shown that E[s)(m — 9(p))s@(m + 7 — 9(p1))] = —E[s(m — 9(po))
xsW(m+ 7 —9(p1))]. Consequently, if we define ¢,(m,7) = E [s((m)sV)(m + 7)] as the time-varying

cross-correlation function of the transmitted signal, (24)) can be re-written as

Ly—1
A (m,7) = Y (hoo(po)har(p1) — hor(po)hro(p1)) ™ (m — d(po), 7 + 9 (po) — I(p1)), (25)
po,p1=0
where
(AL) & SR (0 (1)
Cs (m7 T) = Z Z Z E Z9ko+uo (TL()) 2okt +us (n1> (26)

ko,k1=—00 ug,u1=0 ng,n1=—v

o(m — (2ko + uo)(N +v) —ng)d(m + 7 — (2k1 +uy)(N +v) — ny).

Furthermore, based on (13), (26) becomes

AV (m, )= ST 02 W Wi, 6 (mod (ng + ny, N)) (6(m — 2k(N + v) — ng) 27)

k=—o00 ng,n1=—v

dm—+717—2k+1)(N+v)—ny) —0(m— 2k +1)(N +v) —ng)d(m+7—2k(N +v) —n)),



which can be further expressed as

oo N+Ny—1
A(m,r)= 3 d(m—2k(N+v)®@ . 02W,W,,d(mod(ng+ni, N)) (28)
k=—00 ng,n1=—v

(0(m—mng)d(m+7—(N+v)—n1)—d(m—(N+v)—ng)d(m+71—n)),

where ® is the convolution operator. Finally, by using the properties of the Kronecker delta function, (28]

can be re-written as

+00 N+NW71
BOmr) = T Sm—h(N ) D W Ward (mod (g N)  (29)
k—— 00 no,N1=—v

(0(m —ng)d(t — (N +v)+ng—mny) —0(m—(N+v)—n)d(r+ (N +v)+ng—ny)).

Finally, from and (29), can be easily obtained.

APPENDIX B

Here, we derive the expression of the CCF for the AL-OFDM signals, which is given in (I7). Due to
the three Kronecker delta functions on the right-hand side of @]) the two summations over ng and n; are
taken over a few non-zero terms only. For non-zero terms in (16), d (mod (ng + n1, N)) # 0 and either
(= (N+v)+ng—mny) #0or 6(t+ (N+v)+ny—ny) #0.

d (mod (ng + ny, N)) # 0 if and only if ng+ny; = ¢N, where ¢ € Z. Since —v < ng,ny < N+ Ny — 1,
v < %, and 2(Ny — 1) < N, one can easily see that — N < —2v <ng+n; <2(N+ Ny —1) < 3N, and

consequently, ¢ = 0,1, 2. As such, we have the following set of constraint linear equations to solve

(

no +mni1 = gN,

ny—no=1—p(N+v), (30)

\ subjectto —v<ng,n <N+ Ny —1,¢=0,1,2, p=—1,+1,

where p = +1 and —1 correspond to 6(7 — (N +v) +ng—ny) and §(7 + (N +v) + ng — ny), respectively.



For given values of ¢ and 7, ny and n, are simply obtained from (30) as

_ qN —7+p(N +v)

No 92 ) (3 1)
N — (N
2
For each value of ¢, the values of 7 are obtained as follows.
A. Values of T for ¢ = 0: For ¢ = 0, from the first two equations of (30), one can easily see that
T==2n9+ p(N +v). (33)

Since ny + n; = 0 and considering that —v < ng,n; < N + Ny — 1, it is straightforward to find that
no takes integer values in the range —v, ..., v. Consequently, based on , when p=1,7€ {N—-v,N —
v+2,...N+3v—2,N+3v}and when p=—-1, 7€ {—-N—-3v,—N—-3v+2,.... —N+v—2,—N+rv}.
We can compactly write these results as |7| € Zy, where Zy = {N —v,N —v+2,..., N+3v—2, N +3v}.

B. Values of T for ¢ = 1: For ¢ = 1, from the first two equations of (30), one can easily see that

T=N—2n9+ p(N +v). (34)

Since ng + n; = N and considering that —v < ng,ny < N + Ny — 1, it is straightforward to find
that n, takes integer values in the range 1 — Ny, ..., N + Ny, — 1. Consequently, based on (34), when
p=171e{v—2Ny+2,v—2Ny +4,....2N + v+ 2Ny — 4,2N + v + 2Ny — 2} and when p = —1,
TE€{-2N—-v—-2Ny+2,—2N —v—2Ny +4,...,—v+ 2Ny —4, —v+ 2Ny, — 2}. We can compactly write
these results as |7| € Z;, where Z; = {v —2Nw +2,v —2Ny +4, ..., 2N +v+2Ny —4,2N +v+ 2Ny, — 2}

C. Values of T for ¢ = 2: For ¢ = 2, from the first two equations of (30)), one can easily see that

T =2N —2ng+ p(N +v). (35)

Since ng +n; = 2N and considering that —v < ng,n; < N 4+ Ny — 1, it is straightforward to find that ng



takes integer values in the range N — Ny + 1, ..., N + Ny — 1. Consequently, based on (35), when p = 1,
T€{N+v—2Ny +2,N+v—2Ny +4,...N+v+2Ny —4, N +v+ 2Ny — 2} and when p = —1,
T€{-N—-v—-2Ny+2,—N—v—-—2Ny +4,...,—N —v+2Ny —4,—N — v + 2Ny — 2}. We can
compactly write these results as |7| € Zp, where Zo = {N +v — 2Ny +2, N +v — 2Ny +4,..,. N + v +
2Nw — 4, N + v + 2Ny — 2}

In a practical STBC-OFDM system, v — 2Ny +2 < N —-v < N+4+v—-2Ny +2, N+ v+ 2Ny —2 <
N+3v <2N+v+2Ny —2,and N and v are even integers (see, e.g., [20], [22]]). Consequently, it is easy
to notice that Z, C Zy C Z;. As such, when |7| € Z,, ¢ takes the previously mentioned three values and
hence, there are three non-zero terms in . Furthermore, when || € Zy N ZS, with N as the intersection
operator and the superscript ¢ as the set complement, ¢ = 0 or ¢ = 1, which corresponds to two non-zero
terms in . Finally, ¢ = 1 when |7| € Z; N Z§, which corresponds to a single non-zero term in . One
can also see that when p = 1, 7 is always positive and when p = —1, 7 is always negative. Therefore, p
in (31) and can be substituted with sgn(7), where sgn(.) is the signum function. Consequently, based

on the above and (I6), one can easily obtain the CCF expression in (I7).

APPENDIX C

Here, we analyze the effect of phase noise on the CCF magnitude estimate for AL-OFDM signals. Let
e (m) = (m)e 7 v = 0,1, (36)

be the mth sample of the signal received at the vth antenna in the presence of phase noise, where ¢(m) is
the phase noise component observed at the mth sampling time. This is modeled as a Wiener process, such

that ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(m,mg) = ¢(m) — ¢(m — mg) has a zero-mean Gaussian distribution with variance

27w BTmo
N+v

where [ is the two-sided 3 dB bandwidth of the Lorenzian distribution spectrum and 7' is the



20

duration of an OFDM symbol [43]]. Using (21)), the CCF magnitude is estimated as

1 Ng(N+v)—1

~ 0 1 —j2mam

C(]F;;L)(a7 T) = m Z TI(DN) (m)rl(yl\? (m + ’7')6 72 . (37)
s m=0

By following [41]], can be further expressed as

No(N4v)—1
S B[R mm +1)] e 4 (a7, (38)
m=0

1

where w(cq, 7) is the estimation error which vanishes asymptotically as Ny — oo [41]. Therefore, one can
approximate the CCF estimate with its statistical average as
AL, oy L R ~jomam
o, T) = NN i) Z E [TPN(m)TPN(m +7) e’ : (39)

Without loss of generality, we assume that the received signal starts with the first symbol of an AL block
and ends with the second symbol of such a block, and hence, NN is an even integer. Consequently, (39)
can be re-written as

S -12(N+4v)-1

O ————- > Y E [rf,(;?(zk(zv +v) + ma)rin (2k(N + v) +my + T)] eIzmam,
k=0  m1=0 o)
Based on (36)), it is easy to express as

N —19(N+v)-1
~ 2
O (a,7) = m kz;o S E[rOQ@EN +v) +m)r®(2k(N + v) +my + 7))

m1=0

«E [e—j(¢(2kz(N+u)+m1)+¢(2k(N+V)+m1+T))} e—J2mami 41)

Since in the absence of the phase noise, the time-varying cross-correlation function of the received AL-

OFDM signal is periodic with the fundamental period 2(/N 4 v), one can write that

A (my, 1) = B [rO k(N + v) + my)rD (2k(N + v) +my +7)]. (42)



21

We assume that the phase noise is approximately constant over each AL block. This assumption can be
easily justified as the maximum variance of the phase noise fluctuations over an AL block, which equals

47 BT, satisfies 4w T < 1, for practical values of S and 7. Consequently, can be re-written as

—12(N+v)—
C*{%L)(Q,T) g N 7 Z Z (AL) (m1,7)E [6—j2¢(2k(N+V))] p—J2mamy (43)
m1=0

With ¢(2k(N + v) following a Gaussian distribution with mean zero and variance 47/5kT, by using the

property that E [e772°] = 727", where 6 € N(0,02) [45], one can easily show that

2(1 — e *NomhT) C(AL)

~(AL)
C’PN (CY,T) N (1 — e SWBT)

12

(a,7), (44)

(1 672N57r,8T)

i.e., the phase noise scales the CCF magnitude estimate with a factor of N, (Ie—SATY -
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Fig. 6. Probability of correct identification, P(A = &|¢), & = SM, AL, versus SNR for different numbers of received symbols, Ns. Solid

lines are used for & = SM and dashed lines for £ = AL.
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Probability of correct identification, P(A = £|€), £ = SM, AL, versus Pr for different values of SNR. Solid line is used for £ = SM
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and dashed lines for the one in [36].
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Fig. 11. Sensitivity of the proposed algorithm (solid lines) and the one in (dashed lines) to phase noise.
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Sensitivity of the proposed algorithm (solid lines) and the one in [36] (dashed lines) to timing offset.
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Fig. 14. Performance of the proposed algorithm (solid lines) and the one in [36]] (dashed lines) for the pedestrian A and vehicular A fading
channels.
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