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PEP pairwise error probability
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Abstract

A pragmatic approach for the construction of space-timeesodver block fading channels is
investigated. The approach consists in using common catiwakl encoders and Viterbi decoders with
suitable generators and rates, thus greatly simplifyirgithplementation of space-time codes.

For the design of pragmatic space-time codes a methodokgyoposed and applied, based on
the extension of the concept of generalized transfer fandir convolutional codes over block fading
channels. Our search algorithm produces the convolutemebder generators of pragmatic space-time
codes for various number of states, number of antennas abfaate.

Finally it is shown that, for the investigated cases, thdgrerance of pragmatic space-time codes
is better than that of previously known space-time codesfigoing that they are a valuable choice in

terms of both implementation complexity and performance.

Index Terms

Space-Time codes, block fading channels, performance@vah, generalized transfer function.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is known since many years that the use of multiple recgiantennas, sufficiently spaced
apart each other to obtain independent copies of the traéteshsignal, is an efficient way to
mitigate the effects of multipath propagation (see, elj~[B]). However, only recently it has
been realized that even the use of multiple transmittingrards can give similar improvements
[4]-[6]. With the introduction of space-time codes (STC)his been shown how, with the
use of proper trellis codes, multiple transmitting antenoan be exploited to improve system
performance obtaining both diversity and coding gain, withsacrificing spectral efficiency
[6]-[11].

In particular, the design of STC over quasi-static flat fgd{ne., fading level constant over
a frame and independent frame by frame) has been addres$8l] where some handcrafted
trellis codes for two transmitting antennas have been me@oA number of extensions of this
work have eventually appeared in the literature to desigodgoodes for different scenarios,
and STC with improved coding gain have been presented in-[12]. In [15] it is pointed
out that the diversity achievable by STC for binary phasé $eying (BPSK) and quaternary
phase shift keying (QPSK) modulations can also be invastiby a binary design criteria,
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instead of looking for the distances among complex tranisohisequences. This approach has
been extended to multiple input multiple output (MIMO) btofading channels (BFC) in [16].

The determination of the STC with maximum diversity gain #ugest coding gain remains
a difficult task, especially for a large number of transmgtiantennas and trellis code states.
Moreover, the design of STC for fast fading channels is atillopen problem.

In this paper we present an approach to STC to simplify thedscand decoder structures,
that also allows a feasible method to search for good codB&@ [17]-[19]. In fact, a criterion
to achieve maximum diversity is given in [8], where, howewsding gain optimization is not
addressed. Moreover, the STC in [8] require ad-hoc encamleisdecoders. For these reasons,
we present another possible approach to space-time cadimgminated pragmatic space-time
codes (P-STC) [20]. Here, the “pragmatic” approach (theenfotiowing [21]) consists in the use
of common convolutional encoders and Viterbi decoders owdtiple transmitting and receiving
antennas. We show that P-STC achieve maximum diversity goellent performance, with no
need of specific encoder or decoder different from those tmedonvolutional codes (CC); the
Viterbi decoder requires only a simple modification in thetmge computation.

We use the BFC model to investigate the design and the peafarenof STC. The BFC
represents a simple and powerful model to include a variefading rates, from "fast” fading
(i.e., ideal symbol interleaving) to quasi-static.

Here, after the proposal of the P-STC structure, we firsivddihe pairwise error probability
(PEP) of STC over block fading channels. Then, we propose thadebased on suitable error
trellis diagrams and generalized transfer function to @@ a bound on the performance of
STC over BFC, with a discussion on geometrical uniformitgmothe BFC.

A new algorithm for searching good P-STC over BFC is thengmtsd and applied to obtain
the optimum (with respect to our performance bound) cortimbtal generators for various
constraint lengths and fading rates. The numerical resultsch compares our P-STC with
the best known STC, confirm the validity of the approach.

For simplicity we will focus on the BPSK and QPSK modulatiamrhats, but the extension
to other formats such as M-ary quadrature amplitude modulgM-QAM) is straightforward.

The paper is organized as follows: in section Il the chanredehand the general architecture
of a system with STC are described; in section Il the P-ST€ mesented; in section IV the
PEP for STC over BFC is derived; in section V the frame errabpbility for STC over BFC
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is analyzed; in section VI the search methodology for P-SA®KC is illustrated; in section

VII numerical results are provided, followed by the conahns in section VIII.

[I. SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE AND CHANNEL MODEL

The general low-pass equivalent scheme for space time ¢sdakpicted in Fig. 1, where
andm denote the number of transmitting and receiving antenmapectively.

We indicaté with C* = [c&t),...,c,(f)]T a super-symbol, that is a vector of symbols si-
multaneously transmitted at discrete timen then antennas, each having unitary norm and
generated according to the modulation format by proper mngpdhus,n symbols are sent in
parallel on then transmitting antennas. A codeword is a sequenee (CV, ..., C™)) of N
super-symbols generated by the encoder.

This codewordc is first interleaved (we refer to intra-codeword interlewm)i to obtain the
sequence; = Z(c) = (CV,...,Cl)), whereoy,...,oy is a permutation of the integers
1,...,N andZ(-) is the interleaving function.

The channel model includes additive white gaussian noi8®GA) and multiplicative flat
fading, with Rayleigh distributed amplitudes assumed tantsover blocks ofB consecutive
transmitted space-time symbols and independent from hto&kock [17]-[19]. Perfect channel
state information is assumed at the decoder.

The transmitted super-symbol at time goes through the channel described by thex m)
channel matrix () = {hg‘;’f)} withi=1,...,n; s=1,...,m, wherehgj‘;) is the channel gain
between transmitting antenrand receiving antennaat timeo,.

In the BFC model these channel matrices do not changéfoonsecutive transmissions, so
that we actually have only, = N/B possible distinct channel matrix instances per codetvord

By denoting withZ = {Z, ..., Z;} the set ofL channel instances, we have
H) =7, foro,=(1—-1)B+1,..,IB l=1,...,L. 1)

When the fading block length, is equal to one, we have the ideally interleaved fading obhn

(i.e., independent fading levels from symbol to symbol)jlevfor . = 1 we have the quasi-static

1The superscriptéd’, T and* denote conjugation and transposition, transposition, @y conjugation only, respectively.

2For the sake of simplicity we assume thidtand B are such thaf. is an integer.

DRAFT July 12, 2018.



M.CHIANI, A.CONTI, V.TRALLI: PRAGMATIC SPACE-TIME TRELLIS CODES ... 105

fading channel (fading level constant over a codeword); &yimg L we can describe channels
with different correlation degrees [17]-[19].

At the receiving side the sequence of received signal vedsar, = (R, ... R}, and
after de-interleaving we have = Z7'(r;) = (RW,...,R™)), where the received vector at

T
timetis R® = [7{“7«9 = -rfﬁ)] with components

Tgt) =V ESZhEiZcEt) +77£=t)> s = 17"'7m' (2)
i=1

In this equatiorrgt) is the signal-space representation of the signal receiyeahtennas at time

t, the noise terms,ﬁt) are independent, identically distributed (i.i.d.) comxp{@aussian random
variables (r.v.s), with zero mean and varian€g/2 per dimension, and the r.v}ég represent
the de-interleaved complex Gaussian fading coefficienteeSnve assume spatially uncorrelated
channels, these are i.i.d. with zero mean and varidni@eper dimension, and, consequently,
|h§2| are Rayleigh distributed r.v.s with unitary power. The deliations are multiplied by a
factor \/E, in order to have a transmitted energy per symbol equaltowhich is also the
average received symbol energy (per transmitting antetw@)to the normalization adopted on
fading gains.

The total energy transmitted per super-symboEis = nE, and the energy transmitted per
information bit isE, = E,/(hR) whereh is the number of bits per modulation symbol afRd
is the code-rate. Thus, with ideal pulse shaping the sgesffieiency isnhR [bps/H z|.

For the discussion in the following sections it is worthvehib recall that, over a Rayleigh
fading channel, the system achieves a diverghyf the asymptotic error probability i$, ~
K(f,—;)_p where K is a constant depending on the asymptotic coding gain [Z]. & other
words, a system with diversit® is described by a curve of error probability with a slope

approachingl0/D [dB/decade] for large signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

1. A PRAGMATIC APPROACH TO SPACETIME CODES

In this section we present what we called pragmatic space-ttodes, a low-complexity
architecture for STC that allows an easy code design andngatiion over fading channels
[20]. The "pragmatic” approach consists in using commonvotutional codes as space-time
codes, with the architecture presented in Fig. 2. Hérénformation bits are encoded by a

convolutional encoder with rate/(nh). Thenh output bits are divided inta streams, one for
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each transmitting antenna, of BPSK £ 1) or QPSK . = 2) symbols that are obtained from a
natural (Gray) mapping ok bits. By natural mapping we mean that for BPSK an information
bit b € {0, 1} is mapped into the antipodal symhok 2b—1, givingc € {—1, +1}; for QPSK a
pair of information bitsa, b is mapped into a complex symbok= (2a —1)/v2+j(2b—1)/V/2,
giving ¢ € {£1/v2 % j/v/2}, with j = \/—1. Then, each stream of symbols is eventually
interleaved.

We indicate the STC obtained with this scheméas, k, 1) n-P-STC, where. is the encoder
constraint length and the associated trellis hAgs= 2%~ states. For example, we report in
Fig. 3 the four states (2,1,3}P-STC encoder scheme for= 2 transmitting antennas and BPSK
modulation, obtained with a rate/2 convolutional encoder with generator polynomiéis?)s.

We can describe P-STC by using the trellis of the encoders@nge as for the CC), labelling the
generic branch from staté; to stateS; with the super-symboﬁsﬁsj = [c1,. .. ,En]T, where
for BPSK ¢, is the output of thé — th generator (in antipodal version). In Fig. 4 we report the
trellis for the P-STC in Fig. 3.

Similarly, in Fig. 5 we report thel states (4,2,2) 2-P-STC encoder scheme rioe= 2
transmitting antennas and QPSK modulation, obtained withta2/4 convolutional encoder
with generator polynomial§6, 13,11, 16)s.

It is clear now that with the pragmatic architecture the mmaxn likelihood (ML) decoder
is the usual Viterbi decoder for the convolutional encoddopded (same trellis), with a simple
modification of the branch metrics. For example, in Fig. 6 wevs the receiver architecture
for the previous P-STC, that simply consists in the usuatit decoder for the convolutional
code adopted in transmission, with the only change that tbfienon a generic trellis branch
is S0, i) - VE; (hgt)sgl + héfl@)
labelling the branch. In general, far transmitting antennas, the branch metric for the Viterbi

2, being {¢;} the set of length of the output symbols

decoder is

m

> - VE, fjthia 2, 3)
=1

s=1
Thus, we can resume the advantages of P-STC with respect@oaSTn the following:

« the encoder is a common convolutional encoder;

3In this paper we focus our attention on symbol interleavinigjinterleaving is addressed in [23].
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« the (Viterbi) decoder is the same as for a convolutional cadeept for a change in the
metric evaluation;
o P-STC are easy to study and optimize, even over BFC.

These aspects will be further investigated in the next sesti

V. THE PAIRWISE ERROR PROBABILITY FOR SPACHIME CODES OVERBFC

In this section we address the performance analysis for ¢nergl class of STC over BFC.
Given the transmitted codeworglthe PEP, that is the probability that the ML decoder chooses

the codeword; # ¢, conditional to the set of fading levels, can be written as

IP’{Q — g|Z} = 1 erfc\/ﬁ\‘; d? (g,g|Z) , (4)

where erf¢z) £ f [ e~ dt is the complementary Gaussian error function, and the tiondi
Euclidean squared distance at the channel outﬁl(@,gz), is given by [8]

N 2
(c912) =353 h (= 4) 5)
t=1 s=1 |i=1
To specialize this expression to the BFC we first rewrite tipgased distance as follows
N m
& (c,912) =Y Y h® (C —GW) . (cv — G(t))H h®H
t=1 s=1
N m
= Z Z h A®(c, o) | (6)
t=1 s=1
whereh!” [hgts, A } is the (1 x n) vector of the fading coefficients related to the

receiving antenna, and C®, G® are the super-symbols at tintein the sequence, and 9,
respectively. In (6) ther( x n) matrix

AD (¢, g) = (CV - GW) (€ — G(t))H
with elements

AL = (6= ) () = 57)

p,q q

is Hermitian and non-negative defirfite

“This can be simply verified by noting that, sinée can be written asA = yy', for every (1 x n) vector x we have

xAxH = xyyHxH = [jxy|[? > 0,
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Due to the BFC assumption, for each frame and each receivitemaa the fading channel is
described by onlyL different vectorsh!” ¢ {z§1>,z§2>, . gL)}  s=1,....m, wherez!” is
the s-th row of Z,;. By grouping these vectors, we can rewrite (6) as

(c.9|2) ZZZZFU )z (7

where

FOc,g)2 3 AYcg) = 3 (€ =a®). (" —a®)" 1=1,....L (@8

and T () £ {t : H") = Z;} is the set of indexes where the channel fading gain matrix is
equal toZ,. This set depends on the interleaving strategy adoptece Mt in our scheme
(Fig. 2) the interleaving is done “horizontally” for eactamsmitting antenna and that the set
T(l) is independent on, that means, in other words, that the interleaving rule ésshme for
all antennas.

The matrixF® (c, g) is also Hermitian non-negative definite, being the sum ofnhigan non-
negative definite matrices. It has, therefore, real noratieg eigenvalues. Moreover, it can be
written asF"(c, g) = UDADUOH  whereU® is a unitary matrix and\! is a real diagonal
matrix, whose diagonal elemenxg) with i = 1,...,n are the eigenvalues &©(c, g) counting
multiplicity. Note thatF® and its eigenvalues.’ are a function of: — g. As a result, we can

express the squared distanée(c, g|Z) by utilizing the eigenvalues df")(c, g) as follows:

L m
& (c,9|2) = Z Z zZOUOAOUOHZOH

=1 s=1
L m

=3 Y BOAUBOH
=1 s=1
L m n

=3 > > A8 ©)
=1 s=1 i=1

whereB{" = [ B, ...,ﬁﬁf,)s] = VU0,
The difference between (9) and the similar expression tedan [8] is that, through (8), the

eigenvalues in (9) are referred to the portions of the co@egiences with a given fading level.
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SinceUWY represents a unitary transformatidd’ has the same statistical descriptionz{:ff.
Hence, in the case of Rayleigh distributid®’ has independent, complex Gaussian elements,
with zero mean and variance 1/2 per dimension. MoreoverBf(C, vectorsB!” andBY are

independent/! # j. Hence, the unconditional PEP becomes

Ol

(10)

m L n
P{c—>g}=E %erfc 5\;0 SN NN

s=1 I=1 =1
wherekE {.} indicates expectation with respect to fading. By evaluptie asymptotic behavior
for large SNR of (10) we obtain (see [24])

P e g) < Kimn) [le (L)

=1 11=1

K@=

the integer), = n(c, g) is the number of non-zero eigenvalueskif) (¢, 9), andn (that we can

(11)

where

call the pairwise transmit diversity) is the sum of the rank&'«‘(l)(gg), ie.

L L
n=n(c.g)=> rank[F(c,g)] => n. (12)
=1 =1

The PEP between and g shows a diversitynn that is the product of transmit and receive
diversity.

Equation (11) can be seen as the generalization to BFC oftRefér the quasi-static channel
in [8]: for the BFC, to obtain the PEP we must compute the pcbdad the number of non-zero
eigenvalues of the set of suitably defined matriBés(c, g),l=1,..., L, accounting, through
(8), for the number of fading levels per codeword and for thterieaving rule. The analysis is
valid for STC and will be applied also to P-STC.

V. ERROR PROBABILITY ANALYSIS FORSTCoOVER BFC

Given the transmitted codewordthe frame error probabilityP,(c), can be bounded through

the union bound as

Py(c) <) P{c—g}, (13)
g#c

°A looser bound can be obtained by observing thail) < 1/4.
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that, using (11), gives for large SNR

Pu(e) < K (mn) Lﬁzﬂlk(l <41v8'0>

g#c
where the dominant terms are those with minimginit should be reminded that the parameters

: (14)

7, and )\gl) depend on codewords and g. By retaining dominant terms only, the conditional

asymptotic error probability bound becomes

—"min(c)-m L m -m
P, (c) ~ K(mnmm(c)) ( ﬁv‘fo) > [HHA ] (15)

geg(gvnmin(g)) =1 i=1

where nin(c) = mingn(c,g) and E(c,z) = {g#c:nlc,g) =x} is the set of codeword
sequences at minimum diversity. The asymptotic bound shioatshe achievable diversity (also
called diversity gain)y.in(c) - m, increases linearly with the number of receiving antenrateN
that, here, the transmit diversity ordef,(c) has the same significant role of the code free
distancedy, in AWGN channels.

When dealing with codes for which the conditional error @doitity, P,,(c), does not depend on
the transmitted codeword(see also the discussion in a following subsection), th@uditional
error probability can be evaluated by arbitrarily selegtanreference codeworg. In the same
way we may useP,(c,) as a bound for those codes for which we can prove ¢hét the worst
case reference codeword. However, in general the errompiily bound must be evaluated as

P, _ZP{C}P )<Y ) P{}P{c— g}, (16)
¢ g#c
whereP {c} is the probability of transmitting the codewordj.e., for P-STC, equal ta—*" for
equiprobable input bit sequence aid“V—#+1) for a zero tailed code). By using (15), and by
observing that the retained dominant terms are those vétismnit diversityij,, = min, 7mm(c),

the asymptotic error probability bound can be written

—Tmin M L -m
Po ~ K (i) (5\;0) ZP{C} 3 [HH AE”] | (17)

9EE(C,Tmin)

From (17) we observe that the asymptotic performance of Si&Z BFC depends on both the
achievable diversityi,.i, - m, and the performance factor

Fonin ZP{c}mecm ZP{c} > [HHAE”] : (18)

geg(c nmm) I=11=1
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which is related to the coding gain in (17).

Note also thatj,;, and the weightd ], [T,, \\" for eachc and g do not depend on the
number of receiving antennas. Therefore, when a code igdftmneach the maximum diversity
Tmin IN @ System with one receiving antenna, the same code redlchesmiaximum diversity
Tmin + M When used with multiple receiving antennas. However, du¢hto presence of the
exponentm in each term of the sum in (18), the best code (i.e., the codadpdhe smallest
performance factor) for a given number of antennas is noessauily the best for a different
number of receiving antennas. Thus, a search for optimurascodterms of both diversity and
performance factor must in principle be pursued for each

To summarize, the derivation of the asymptotic behavior given STC with a given length
requires computing the matric&s? (¢, g) in (8) with their rank and product of non-zero eigen-

values. In relation with [25], we also observe that:

« By restricting in the bound the set of sequenge® those corresponding to paths in the
trellis diagram of the code diverging only once from the pathcodewordc, the union
bound becomes tighter.

« By restricting in the bound the set of sequenge® those corresponding to paths in the
trellis diagram of the code diverging only once and only iexgtt from the path of codeword
¢, we obtain the first event error probability at timeln the particular case of periodical
interleaving over the BFC we can use the first event error gividity at ¢ = 0 to obtain a
simpler but looser union bound, in the following fofim:

Py <NY P{c} Y P{c—g}, (19)
c 9€&o(c)
where &y(c) is the set of codewordg restricted to the first event error; this set must be
used to evaluate the asymptotic performance (15) and tHerpwnce factor in (18).

« From the error probability bound we can easily obtain an @gpration by truncating
the number of terms in the asymptotic expression (17) to thetmignificant terms, i.e,
by keeping those terms with product of the non-zero eigesgbmaller than a selected
thresholddp, or those terms corresponding to pajrsg) with Hamming distance smaller
than a selected threshoddg;.

®This is also known as first event error probability analysis.
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A. The New Concept of Space-Time Generalized Transfer Function for P-STC in BFC

The evaluation of the error probability bound for P-STC candarried out in an effective
way, by extending the methodology in [24] for CC over BFC. sTkeads to the definition of
the novel concept of space-time generalized transfer inm¢ST-GTF) for BFC. With respect
to CC some modifications are required, as explained heresdouat for the space-time fading
channel.

In order to define the ST-GTF let us first introduce the errgqusaces and discuss their role
in the evaluation of error probability. P-STC are built ugsgobmmon binary convolutional codes,
therefore they are group-trellis codes [26]. If we consittier input bit sequences andb,, of
length £ N, that generate the output codewordsnd g, and definée = b, @ b, as the input
error sequence for the transmitted codeworahd decoded codeword we can say that:

- by encoding the input bit sequeneewith the P-STC encoder we obtain a valid codeword;
- given a transmitted sequencéor the corresponding input), the whole set of error sequences
can be represented with the same trellis diagram used toilbesbe code. The all-zero path in
this case describes the event of correct decoding.
Having this in mind, we can rewrite the frame error prob#&pibound as

P, <) Y P{IP{CE) = Cl.®e)}, (20)

e#0 b,

where((.) is the encoding functionP {b.} is the probability to encode the input bit sequence
b., andP{C(b.) — C(b. @ e)} is the PEP related to input sequericeand input error sequence
e. As before, the bound is preserved by restricting the setrof sequences to those represented
by paths in the trellis diverging only once from the all-zgrath. The bound is also simplified
by considering the error paths diverging from the all-zeathpatt = 0.

Thus, within this framework we can be proceed with the folloyvsteps to the definition and
the exploitation of the ST-GTF of the code, for which an exbmg given in Appendix:

a) construction of the error trellis diagram of the P-STGrtatg from the trellis diagram
of length V branches describing the P-STC. As observed, this trellisbsaused both for the
set of input sequencds and for the set of error sequencegthey both have the same trellis

diagram of the convolutional code but with different megsirof input and output sequences).

"With @ we denote the element-wise binary sum.
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Let us denote With;ét) and st the binary vectors representing the generic state at timben
the trellis is referred to the input sequence and to the eseguence, respectively. Recall that
in our notation the number of states /§ = 2¢(“~Y where is the constraint length of the
convolutional code. Let us build the error trellis diagranc@ding to [27, Chap. 12] by labeling
the edges of the trellis referred to the error sequercesth N, x N, matricesE(sét), sét“)),
whose generic element; depends on the Iab@sﬁsj of the transition from stat&; to state

S;, and is given by
Csims; = C s, Ltias,

Whereésg@@si_)sgm@sj is the label of the transition from stat&’ @ S; to s & 5.

b) Construction of a modified error trellis diagram by lalmglthe generic transition!” —

sUTV of the error trellis with a new matrix labdl/ (s, s"™) whose generic elemerit; is

given by?
N
AL (21)
whereA,, ..., Ay are indeterminates anﬁgzj is then x n matrix given by

"
0 _ (& & & &
Ain = (Csins; = Clngg L tgs, ) (Csing; = Ciogg, g, )

This trellis diagram, nameerror trellis with error matrices, depends on the sequence of dummy
variablesA = (A4, ..., Ay) related to the multiple-input fading channel level as segmrdch
super symbol of the codeword. As before, due to finite ingsleg, for each realization there are
only a few different fading levels per frame. As an exampie;ase of quasi-static channels only
one indeterminate must be used. In the opposite case ofcpasfenbol interleaving, although
the number of indeterminates could be taken equal to theefr@mgth, N, for the description

of the average error probability over fading only one indeieate may be used.

c¢) Construction of the error trellis with error matrices tbe BFC by using the same indeter-

minate variable for super-symbols subjected to the sameadaghin. This can be simply done

8In case of terminated codes by means of zero tailing the erfnhas to be removed far=N — u+1,...,N — 1.
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with the position:

A:I_l Dl,...,Dl,...,DL,...,DL 5 (22)
Bti Bti

which makes the trellis labels a function of the new set of dynvariablesD = { D, ..., D},

each related to one of the fading levels.

d) Evaluation, by using standard techniques, of the trarisfetion for the error trellis diagram

as in [28], but with error matrices and by using the rules:

DlAl 'DlA2 — DlAl—i-Az (23)
a-DM +b-DM = (a+b)DM (24)
a-DP =1 (25)

whereA , A, are generic non-negative definite matrioc®ss the zero matrixg andb are scalars.
In fact, we have to define for each node of the error trelliwvaitror matrices, that is for each
states!” = s at timet, a N, x 1 weighting vector polynomiaQ),(D) which can be evaluated
as the sum over all the transitions reachingf the polynomials obtained by multiplying each
transition label, which is &V, x N, matrix, by the weight of the node at timte- 1 from which
the branch departs. Next, if we set tahe weight of the initial state of the trellis, denoted by
Oy (the zero-state at the time 0), we can obtain what we call paeestime generalized transfer
function (ST-GTF) as

Ty (D) = Qo,(D)"Up — 1, (26)

whereUl = [100...0], Oy is the final state of the trellis (the zero-state at tifdg and the
contribution of the correct sequence (the polynonijals subtracted.
In (26) the ST-GTF has the form of a polynomial in the indeteates D, ..., D, with

matrix exponents

Tw(Dy, ..., Dr) = w(FD, .. FP).pFY ... pF? (27)
(F,... . F)#£(0,...,0)
where each pairwise error event is characterized by a sdt ofatrices(F(),... F()) +#£
(0,...,0), andw(FY ... F%) enumerates (including the weight{b,}) the error sequences
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producingF® ..., F(X), Among the terms in (27), the most important are those reélaiana-
tricesF, ..., F®) having minimum diversity, that is, the minimum value %", rank [F()].
For these, it is important to evaluate the weidfif , [T, \\" given by the product of the all

non-zero eigenvalues & ... F@),

e) Symbolic substitution of the powers in the ST-GTF withtali€es, by using the linear

operator defined as
FO| A ALY AE) AL
[ HD ] a-dyy cedyn e dyly e dpE (28)

wherea € R is an arbitrary number andgl), ce )\,(7? are thern, non-zero eigenvalues @&®.
With the same approach usually adopted for trellis codes,SIGTF in (27) can now be

directly used to evaluate the error probability as

E m
dy; = exp <_FZRZ |ﬁ§f§\2> } : (29)
s=1

This result is due to the well known bound €rf¢ < e** for = > 0. Tighter bounds and

P, < lg {T[TM<D>]

[\)

approximations can be obtained by using the results in [@®]example with the exponential

2

bound erfé¢z) < le2* + le=** < ¢=#°, or with the approximation erfa) ~ le** 4 Le=5°

For large SNR the asymptotic union bound becomes, as in (17):

. ) . E, O\ e
Pwoo ~ K(mnmln) Fmin<m) <4N0) ) (30)

where

Fan(m)= > w(FY, .. F®) [HHA“] , (31)

(F(l) _____ F<L))el =1 i=1

A" are the eigenvalues &, 5, is the rank ofF®), i, = min 3", 7, and

is the set of error matrices giving,;,.
We conclude the section with few remarks:
1) The ST-GTF depends on both encoder and interleaver stas;twhich have been suitably

considered to build the error state diagram specializedRG.B
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2) If we are interested in the evaluation Bf (c) conditioned to a selected reference codeword
¢, (usually the one obtained with the all-zero input sequenee)need to define a ST-GTF
referred to that sequeneg, which can be easily obtained by using scalar (not matribglsin

the error trellis diagram and the modified error trellis dayg. In this case, the generic transition
(t) (t+1
Se

— s of the error trellis has to be labeled witk»” where A® is the (n x n) matrix
~ ~ ~ ~ H
given by AW — <Cs£t)_>sl(7t+1) — ngt)@sét)_)sgtﬂ)@sgtﬂ)) (ngt)_ml(?tﬂ) — ngt)@sét)ﬁséﬂrl)@sl(jﬂrl))
and séo), ce sl()N) is the sequence of encoder states for sequepdesually the all-zero state

sequence). Moreover, at each stalfé = s the weighting polynomial is a scalar (not a vector),
Qs(D), and the ST-GTF is simply obtained &%,(D) = Qo, (D) — 1.

3) In a similar way, if the goal is to find the error probabilagcording to (19) or to a tighter
bound obtained by limiting the set of decoded sequenctsthose corresponding to paths in
the trellis diagram of code diverging only once from the pathcodewordc, we can define
a modified error trellis diagram by splitting the all-zeratst at each time, denoted byO;,
into two statesO;, having only transitions departing to all the other statés” #+ 041, and
O,, having only the transition departing @, and all the transitions arriving from V. By
defining thetime-t ST-GTF of this diagram a$),,(D) = Q,, (D)" Uy, when the initial settings
are Q o4, (D) = (0,. 507, Qp,(D) = (L,...,)T and Q4 , (D) = (0,...,0)" for ¢ # ¢,
we can obtain:

- the time — 0 ST-GTFT);0(D) whose use to evaluate (19) is straightforward,
- the transfer functiorf},(D) = ]igl Ty:(D) which can be used in place @f,(D) to refine
the error probability bound.

An example of evaluation of the ST-GTF for P-STC over BFC igegiin Appendix.

B. Discussion on the geometrical uniformity for STC and P-STC

Note that the error probability given in (14) is in generaladtion of the reference codeword
c. The conditions under which there is no dependence on theridted codeword are related to
the concept of geometrical uniformity, that has been intoedl in [30] with respect to Euclidean
distance.

Geometrically uniform codes are codes with the same dist@ncfile for all pairs of code-
words. In AWGN channels, the geometrical uniformity guaeas that the performance is

independent on the particular transmitted codeword. Tthesframe error probability can be
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evaluated by assuming the transmission of a particularvweodk that can be the ’all-zero’
codeword generated when all the information (input) bits GarClearly, this condition greatly

simplifies the code design.

However, the application of the concept of geometrical amifity to STC requires a careful
investigation, as highlighted in [31]. Indeed, it can beiced that the PEP depends on the
Euclidean distance of the coded signals after the multigdett multiple-output channel an hence
on the eigenvalues of matrices like those defined in (8), taat change with the reference
codeword. For this reason, in general the design of STC dhmisider all possible transmitted

codewords.

For the P-STC introduced in section Ill we can easily see that

« The P-STC before the channel (the set of codewo)jdse geometrically uniform with re-

spect to the Euclidean distance. In fact, for the P-STC witdy@napping the Euclidean dis-

tance between the symbols of two generic codewerds,is dz(c, g) \/Zt F |c gZ@ 2 =

24/du(c, g) for BPSK, andiz(c, g) \/th |c gi |2 = \/_\/dH (cf, g) + du(c?, g9)

for QPSK, wherely denotes Hamming distance and the superscript3 refer to the real

and imaginary parts, respectively. Since we are using dohgoal codes, the Hamming
distance spectrum is independent of the reference codewoddtherefore the same is true
for the Euclidean distance spectrum.

« In a system with ideal symbol interleaving (BFC with= N), the PEP in (10) depends
only on the Hamming distance between the two codewords,ddudmthe specific reference
codeword chosen. In fact, the PEP depends on the statigligtaibution of the distance
after the channel, defined in (5). In Rayleigh fading cham,neachhgfs) is a complex
zero-mean Gaussian distributed r.v. with variarige per dimension; then the generic
term A () — g} i el

Note that the variance is thus proportional to the Hammirggadice previously discussed

betweenc andgZ The resulting overall variabl®, h ( ® _ gf)) is still zero-mean
complex Gaussian, with a variance that depends onIy on thenkag distance between
the codewords: and g. Since for ideal interleaving the rvlsftg are i.i.d. also int, we

can conclude that the distribution of the r.v. defined in (Bpehds only on the Hamming
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distance between the codewofd$hus, since for P-STC the Hamming distance spectrum
is invariant with the reference codeword, the same apptiethe error probability bound
(13).

In the other cases and especially for quasi-static fadirepibls { = 1), although the
code is geometrically uniform before the channel, we coulgket that the PEP depends in
general on the reference codeword. In fact, it dependsygir@), on the eigenvalues of the
matrix F(U(g,g) defined in (8). However, in many cases we have numericallifiegrthat
the conditional error probability does not change signifitawith the selected reference
codeword. This happens in particular when:

- The number of fading block& in the BFC is large enough with respect to the length of
the error sequences; in this case the behavior of the ides#lyleaved code is approached.
- The memory of the code is small, and consequently the eequences are short. In
this case for many codes the distance in (9) has a distribatv@r the set of all possible
codewords: which is mainly driven by the sum of the eigenvalues, i.ee,ttace off (¢, g).

2
This is again related to tem*sl(.t) - gl-(t) and therefore to the Hamming distance between

the codewords. Thus, the performance is mainly determinedhb Hamming distance
spectrum that, in P-STC, is invariant with the referenceepamtd. This will be verified
numerically in section VII.

Moreover, it is also worth noting that for P-STC with= 2 antennas and BPSK modulation
the error probability evaluated with the all-zero sequessa reference codeword is always

the worst-case error probability.

In general we will not rely on the geometrically uniformitgsumption (that holds before the

channel but not after the channel), and so we analyze angrdés P-STC by averaging over

all possible transmitted sequences. We will also show, kiew¢hat fixing a particular reference

codeword gives often similar results.

%It can be also shown that in (7) the matdX" (c, g) = AW, g) has only one non-zero eigenvalue given W) =

S, 1 — g2 directly related to the Hamming distance of supersymif8 and G

19This can be proved (not included here for conciseness) biirigaat the structure of matrif () (c, g) and its eigenvalues.
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VI. SEARCH FOR THE OPTIMUMP-STCON BFC

In this section we address the issue of doing an efficientheairthe optimum (in the sense
defined later) generators for P-STC in BFC. Our search witeis based on the asymptotic
error probability in (17), so that the optimum code with fixgatametergn, k, h, 1), among the

set of non-catastrophic codes, is the code that
- maximizes the achieved diversityy;,;
- minimizes the performance fact(bhin(m);

where the values af,,;, and Fmin(m) can be extracted from the ST-GTF of the code. Therefore,

an exhaustive search algorithm should evaluate the ST-GiEdch code of the set.

Another search criterion for STC has been addressed in [12], where a method based
on the evaluation of the worst PEP was proposed. Althougiwibrst PEP carries information
about the achievable diversity,;,, it is incomplete with respect to coding gain, thus prodgan
lower bound for the error probability. Even though our melthased on the union bound is still
approximate with respect to coding gain (giving an uppernout includes more information

than the other method, leading often to the choice of cod#s bétter performance.

When applying our search criterion we must consider thashasvn in [32], the union bound
for the average error probability is loose and in some cdseg codes and small diversity) is
very far from the actual value. This problem can be partiallgrcome by truncating the sum to
the most significant terms, but this technique leads to anoxppation. However, this approach
gives good results in reproducing the correct performamaecking of the codes among those

achieving the same diversity,;,, as will be checked in the numerical results section.

Of course, the achievable diversity is the most importastgteparameter. Sincg,;, can not
be larger than both(c, g) < nL and the free distanag; of the convolutional code used to build
the P-STC, it appears that to capture the maximum diversitygreiving antenna offered by the
channeln L, the free distance of a good code for a given BFC should beaatit€. or larger. On
the other hand, there is a fundamental limit on the achievdblersity related to the Singleton
bound for BFC [19]. In fact, if we define the reference blocKifey channel (RBFC) for the
system as the ideal equivalent BFC wiili, fading blocks that would describe the space-time

fading channel if the: transmitters determine independent channels, the achievable diversity,
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which can not be larger than the diversity achievable on dference BFC, is bounded by

i <14 10 (1= 2. 32

As an example, to achieve full diversity with a P-STC on a quasi-static channél £ 1) the
valuek/h can not be larger thah thus the code rate of the convolutional code can not berarge
than1/n, or the value ofh can not be smaller thah (see also [8]).

Different methodologies can be used to compute the ST-GTEeferror trellis diagram:
we can easily derive an error state diagram (by splittingzetb error state) from the related
trellis and in principle use classical techniques to evalUa,; (D), but this approach is limited
to long codewords with periodical interleaving since it kkbibbe computationally difficult to
handle large matrices. The most efficient method to comheeST-GTF is to proceed along
the error trellis with an iterative algorithm which evalestfor each state!” = s the weighting
vector polynomialdQ,(D) starting from¢ = 1 and ending int = N with the initial conditions
Qo,(D) = (1,...,1)" and Q (D) = (0,...,0)". This method is also considered in [24].
Since 2* N, branches connect the states of the trellis at each steg #re2* N3 products of
polynomials (that can be reduced 28" N2 to account for zeros in matrix labels, and further
reduced ta2* N, if labels are scalars).

With the view to utilize the ST-GTF to compare different cede a systematic search for best
codes, the previous algorithm still maintains a large caxipf due to growth of the number of
polynomial terms in the node weights wheimcreases, and only conventional simplification rules
are available to reduce the evaluation complexity, whicmdballow a significant improvement
in the efficiency of the computation.

This last issue is addressed in [24] for convolutional casles BFC, where some simplifica-
tion rules are given to largely reduce the computation cemip. Similar rules can be applied
to derive the most significant terms of the ST-GTF, namelgs¢hhaving small diversity order
and product-degree, which allow the evaluation)gf, and Fmin(m).

In order to formulate this method let us consider the erratestiagram modified by splitting
the all-zero states at each timend, for each state” = s, the weighting vector polynomials
Q..-(D) which can be evaluated for the stateby using the initial settinngsém#Oo(D) =
(0,...,0)", Qp, (D) = (L,...,1)T and Q; (D) = (0,...,0)" for ¢ # ¢ —r. Let us also
denote withz/\") (D) the set of N, vector polynomialsQs, (D), obtainable for each!” = s
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at timet¢. The sets of vector polynomialz,(t)(D) can be computed along the error trellis, as
for scalar weighting polynomials (see Appendix of [24]),thvian iterative algorithm which
starts from¢ = 1 and ends at = N with the required initial setting for the all-zero state
polynomial. We obtain at the end of the trelli§,(D) = S | Qo (D)"Ug and, if useful,
Tyo(D) = Qg (D) Uy,

The evaluation of the codeword error probability througé itierative computation for each
of the sequencer”) (D), ...,u") (D) leads to the possibility of setting up much more efficient
computation of a truncated asymptotic bound. To this aim s the two following properties
of non-negative definite Hermitian matrices [33]:

P1) the rank of the sum of two non-negative definite Hermitizattrices is greater than, or
equal to, the rank of each matrix;

P2) the product of non-zero eigenvalues of the sum of two megative definite Hermitian
matrices is greater than, or equal to, the product of noo-eegenvalues of each matrix.
Then, additional simplification rules are possible in ortteeliminate polynomial terms which
do not affect the final value of,;, and Fmin(m)). In fact, by means of P1 and P2, respectively,
at each step it is possible:
- to eliminate from each element @ ,(D) the polynomial terms with rank of the exponent
strictly greater than the minimum rank of the exponent of goé/nomial terms inQo ,(D);
- to eliminate from each element of vect@ (D) the polynomial terms with product of non-
zero eigenvalues of the exponent much greater (a thresholddbe fixed) than the minimum

product of non-zero eigenvalues of the polynomial term$wiinimum rank inQo (D).

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section presents the results of the previously prapsegarch algorithm used to design
P-STC in BFC, and their performance (by simulation) in teohframe error rate (FER) versus
the SNR defined ad,/N, per receiving antenna element. In addition, comparisork thie
performance of previously known STCs are also given. All dations are performed with
random generation of information bits, thus without fixingederence transmitted codeword,
and with MIMO(n,m) we refer to a system with transmit antennas and receive antennas.

First we investigate how the P-STC architecture exploits diversity in BFC. To this aim,

we evaluate the suitability of the pragmatic approach amrgig some P-STC obtained using
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the known optimal convolutional code designed for the AWGMNwmel. As an example, for
BPSK modulation withn transmitting antennas, a rat¢n binary code is used, with a spectral

efficiency of 1bps/H z.

In Fig. 8 the FER for a BPSK modulated P-STC obtained with tedadto standard4 states
convolutional encoder with octal generatgt83, 171)s is shown, assuming a BFC. In particular,
n = 2 transmitting antennas and = 1, 2, 4 receiving antennas are considered for various fading
rates given byL = 1,2, 5,260 fading levels per codeword withV = 130. Note that even with
this not-optimized choice of the generators, P-STC are bleach the maximum achievable
spatial diversity; in particular foi. = 1 (i.e., quasi-static fading channel, meaning absence of
time diversity), the diversity order is given by the productm. For L greater thanl, thus in
the presence of available time-diversity, the achieve@rdity order increases, depending also
on the number of states. For MIMO(2,2) P-STC, typical valoésnterest for the FER (i.e.,
in the order of10~2) can be reached witli, /N, per receiving antenna element of abéutB
(quasi-static channel},8 dB (L = 2), 2.5 dB (L. = 5) and2 dB (fully-interleaved case), whereas
with 4 receiving antennas the required SNR decreasés2taB, —1.1 dB, —1.6 dB and—2.1

dB, respectively.

The low complexity of the P-STC architecture makes alsoilidashe use of a larger number
of transmitting antennas. As an example, the case 6f 4 is shown in Fig. 9 for quasi-
static Rayleigh fading)N = 130 andm = 1, 2, 4. Here, the convolutional encoder with optimal
AWGN generatorg135, 135,147, 163)s is adopted [2]. Note that the case MIMO(4,2) achieves
FER equal tal0~2 at4.2 dB, that is greater than the2 dB of the case MIMO(2,4) seen before;
this is due to both the different power repartition on traiting antennas and power combining

at receiving antennas as well as the different code-rate.

Similarly, by using the generators for CC over AWGN it is gbssto designn-P-STC for
QPSK @ bps/Hz) by using the rat2/2n convolutional codes.

Let us now consider the search for optimum generators (is¢nse defined in section VI). In
Tab. | we report, for the quasi-static fading channel and IQRBe characteristic parameters and

performance of the best generators for fde2, 2)2-P-STC, compared with the code proposed
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in [8] . Note that all codes achieve the available diversityn, but with different performance
factors me(m) /N. It is remarkable that the ratio between performance fact®ralmost the
same as the ratio of the simulated FERs. Moreover, even at &N\ dB, the asymptotic
bound is sufficiently close to FER. Note also that the pertoroe factor evaluated by fixing a
reference codewordF{,;,(c,, m)/N) provides a slightly different ranking of generators, giyi

as best code the generat06, 13,11, 16)s. This code is not the best accordingﬁgin(m) (that
would give (05, 11,06, 16)s), but is very close to it terms of performance factor and test lin
terms of FER. As will be clarified in the following, we checké#tht there ard1 codes out of

216 behaving as the first and’ behaving as the second, meaning that there is not a single bes
code but several codes that perform similarly.

This fact suggests us to carefully investigate the perfoceadifferences among generators
through exhaustive simulations. Thus, we performed an westhe simulation for all possible
4 statesn = 2, m = 2 P-STC in terms of FER for QPSK in quasi-static fading channéth
Ey/Ny = 9 dB. In Fig. 10 we report the FER for all-states P-STC obtained through4
convolutional encoders (i.€2!¢ generators that are ordered in abscissa). A remarkablemetc
is that also for P-STC it is verified a phenomenon similar t@aiviready discussed in [24] for
convolutional codes in BFC: non-catastrophic codes caniidedl in few classes, with almost
the same performance for codes in the same class. Note tthan Wie class of codes providing
the best performance, there is the one obtained througheaucling methodology, that gives
a FER of about).01. Even for this simple case df states generators, the exhaustive search by
simulation required one entire week on a Pentium 4 persamapater, whereas with our code
searching algorithm we saved about two order of magnitudaria. An exhaustive search for a
larger number of states is impractical, while our searcloralgm works still well, emphasizing
the importance of algorithmic methods.

Hence, it is important to note that the pragmatic structsr@at only interesting from the
implementation point of view, but it also provides intenegtperformance, that, in all cases
we investigated, outperformed the previously known ST@sorder to make the comparison

between P-STC and STC possible, in the following numerieaults we assum& = 130 [8],

it is possible to show that for these parameters the code givE8] is amenable of a P-STC representation with genesator
(01,02, 04, 10)s.
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[12], [14]. As an example, the performance of our best MIMQJDPSK (4,2,2) 2-P-STC (with
generatorg06, 13,11, 16)g) is compared in Fig. 11 with other STC known in the literattoe
guasi-static channel [8], [12], [14]. These results shoat thut P-STC outperform previously
known STC.

Moreover, the proposed code search methodology also enalfied P-STC for various fading
rates, that is, for various values of the paramdieAs an example, in the case of MIMO(2,2)
QPSK (4,2,2) 2-P-STC, we obtain that the best generatddiso6, 13,17)s when L > 2, as
shown in Fig. 12 forL. = 1,2, 5, and260. At the author knowledge no other results for the BFC
are present in the literature, so we compare our codes watlotiginal STC in [8] even if the
latter was designed for the quasi-static case. Note thdt evity 4 states codes are not able to
exploit all available time diversity, but the proposed coddready achieve the available spatial
diversity.

Then, we investigate the impact of the number of states orpénformance of MIMO(2,1)
P-STC with BPSK in quasi-static fading channel. In Tab. Il veport best codes obtained
through the search algorithm f@r 4, 8, 16 states, for which we indicate the achieved diversity,
the performance factor and the FER. We also report the pedioce factor for AWGN optimal
generators with the same number of states. Note that allscadeieve the maximum diversity,
and that increasing the number of states does not produeearglperformance improvements.
Moreover, on the quasi-static channel the error probgbbibund tends to become looser,
especially when the free distance of the convolutional éodeeases with respect to the achieved
diversity.

The behavior is different in BFC with time diversity availabThis case is illustrated in Tab. 11l
for L = 8, where it is shown that increasing the number of states teesula larger diversity.
Note also that the optimum P-STC are able to achieve a diyeegjual to that achieved by
using the optimal generators for the AWGN channel, and tfeanat able to reach the diversity
achievable on the RBFC with L fading levels per codeword. This means that convolutional
codes are more capable to collect time diversity than dpditrarsity.

Finally, we report in Tabs. 1V, V, and VI the optimum generatobtained through the search
algorithm forn = 2,3, 4, respectively, with BPSK and QPSK modulations, and for déffe
number of states. The corresponding performance facterslap reported. It is worth noting

that, although the codes are not geometrically uniform, wsintases the code search based
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on the ST-GTF with a fixed reference codeword leads to the sade as the search over all

possible transmitted codewords, or to a code with similafopmance.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we investigated the feasibility of a pragmapiproach to space-time codes, where
common convolutional encoders and decoders are used, wtdbky defined branch metrics.

We extended to pragmatic space-time codes the concept efajeed transfer function for
convolutional codes in block fading channels, that resuoltee possibility to rank different codes
with an efficient algorithm, based on the asymptotic errabpbility union bound. A search
methodology to obtain optimum generators for differentirigdates has then been proposed.

It has been shown that P-STC achieve better performancearechpo previously known STC
and that they are suitable for systems with different spédfficiencies, number of antennas
and fading rates, and are therefore a valuable choice bd#mms of implementation complexity

and performance.
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APPENDIX

An example of computation of the ST-GTF for P-STC is repohiece. We consider a (2,1,2)
2-PSTC used withm = 1 receiving antenna over a quasi-static BFC and obtained &dn
convolutional code with generatofs, 3)s and BPSK modulation format. These generators are the
best for two-states CC in AWGN, with free distance 3; wherdusebuild a P-STC we checked
that this choice of generators produces the second bestinogeasi-static fading channels,
achieving diversity 2, i.e. the maximum available diversithis code has been chosen since
simple enough to allow the evaluation @fne — 0 ST-GTF, T),0(D), using standard algorithm
on the modified error state diagram. The two-states tredlideipicted in Fig. 7 (up-left).

The associated possible output symbfels ;] and [g;; go] are in the sef Xy, X, Xo, X3}
with Xy = [-1; -1], X; = [-1;1], Xp = [1; —1] and X3 = [1; 1]. Thus, the matriXA(c, g) is in
the set{a, b, c,d, e} with

S 1 S S O IO O I |

The error state diagram modified by splitting the all-zemteswith different labeling) and 0
is given in Fig. 7 (up-right). Thus, by following the steps$ec.V-A we rewrite the error state
diagram for quasi-static fading channel as in Fig. 7 (doeft)i-where

The corresponding ST-GTF results in

QL(D) = Ula(D) + QLA(D) N QL(D) =Ufa(D) (I— B(D))™"

(33)
Q/ (D) = Q4(D)v(D) Q} (D) = Ufa(D) (I - B(D))"" (D)
giving
T 1 c c -1 d a7 Dc+d
Tuo(D) = Qf (D)Uy = £[D° DY (L= B(D) ' [D* D" = ——5,  (34)
which can also be expanded in
Tao(D) = D41+ D°/(1 — DP)) = D" + DeM4TP(1 + DP/(1 — DP)) = ...
— Dc+d + Dc+d+b + Dc+d+2b 4 (35)
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Therefore, to obtain the ST-GTF of the code we need to comimatesigenvalues of matrices

of the formc + d + ¢b with 7 > 0 integer, and
+oo
T [Taro(D)] = > dydy=, (36)
=0

where);; and )\, are the two eigenvalues ef+ d + ib (€.9.,\o1 = o2 = 6+ v/20) while their
product is simply\;;\i; = 2i + 1. Then, we obtaimi, = 2 and Fin(1) ~ (N/16)(1 + 1/3 +
1/5+...). It is interesting to note that both(D) and (D) have equal elements, thatand

e can be interchanged without altering the eigenvalues, hud the ST-GTF does not depend
on the particular reference sequence. Therefore this cdeametrically uniform even at the
output of the channel. As check we can evalugteD) for the all-zero reference codeword
¢ = ¢, by exploiting the error state diagram with scalar labelsthis aim it is sufficient to
replacea(D) = D¢, 3(D) = D® and~(D) = D4, so obtaining

Dc+d

To(D) = a(D)(1 - B(D)) (D) = T_pb’

(37)

which is equal tol(D) in (34).

To evaluate the ST-GTF of the P-STC in a BFC with= 2 and periodical interleaving, i.e.,
A = (D1Dy;D,D,...), we can extend the error state diagram by replacing the Statgh two
statesS; andS,, thus obtaining transition§ — S; with output D¢, S; — S, with output DY,
Sy — S; with output DP, S; — 0 with output D¢ and S, — 0 with output D¢ (see Fig. 7
down-right). The ST-GTF is then

Qs, (D1, D2) = D§ + Qs, (Dy, Do) DY Qs (D1, D2) = —pipp
Qs, (D1, D2) = Qs, (D1, D2) Dy =\ Qsa(D1, D) = %
Qo(D1, D2) = Qs, (D1, D3)D§ + Qg, (D1, Dy) DY Qy(D1, D) = %??D?DE
(38)
and after expansion
To(Dy, Dy) = Taro(Dy, Do) = DYDg + DY Dy + DFP DY + DEFHP DR 4. (39)

in which only D¢ D¢ has two terms with rank. ThereforeT [D$ DS = di,di, implying fjmin = 2
and Finin(1) =~ N/16.
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n§°t>
1 1 %
H SYMBOL ——Q : SYMBOL
SPACE-TIME | INTERL. DEINT.
k bits : - . : :
ENCODER | P ' : 5
> : N < (€52 : : : DECODER
Rate &
' : symeoL ——<] >—P—— svmeoL
: INTERL. : " m T : DEINT.
c®) clot) nggt) RrR(t) Rr(t)

Fig. 1. Equivalent low-pass scheme for space-time codes.
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n§°t>
h bits : ! 1 :
! MAPPER | symBoL ——=< : SYMBOL
I H H :
CONVOL. g INTERL. g : DEINT.
k bits : - . : :
ENCODER : . , : :
: N < (€52 : : : DECODER
Rate &
’ MAPPER [ symeoL ——<] >—P—— svmeoL
: INTERL. : " m T : DEINT.
c®) clot) nggt) RrR(t) Rr(t)

Fig. 2. Equivalent low-pass scheme for the proposed prdagrepaice-time codes.
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0 o)

10,1 — 1 T BPSK mod——<]

input bits /

X cgt) ngt )

0,1 — +1 T BPSK mod

N

Fig. 3. Example ofl bps/H = pragmatic space-time encoder for= 2 transmitting antennas and BPSK modulation, obtained

with a ratel/2 convolutional encoder witlh states and generator polynomigls 7)s.

SO

S1

S2

1/-11

Fig. 4. Trellis for the pragmatic space-time code of Fig. 8.€ch branch the first is the input bit, followed by the twopoitit

antipodal symbols.
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cgt) cgat)

T QPSK mod—=<

input bits \

[

f | Cgt) ngt)

T QPSK mod—=<

Fig. 5. Example o bps/H z pragmatic space-time encoder for= 2 transmitting antennas and QPSK modulation, obtained

with a rate2/4 convolutional encoder witlh states and generator polynomidl¥, 13,11, 16)s.
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Viterbi Decod.

1 r§°’t) ™

%- Demod. 7(-1)

output bits
—

m r,(gt) 7‘7(7?

%- Demod. 7(-1)

branch metric

S D — VB (G + ho o) 2

Fig. 6. Receiver structure for the proposed pragmatic spate codes. In the figure the Viterbi decoder is the usual for
the convolutional code adopted in transmission, with they @mange that the metric on a generic branch is, /foe= 2,

S - VES (hgt)cﬁ + hglcE) |2, beingéi, é& the two symbols associated to the branch.
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0/00 o
0=0 0 /11\
XS
V' &% 0
s=1 1
1/10
10
a Y
B

Fig. 7. Trellis and state diagrams for the P-STC investidjateappendix.
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[

I 1
N O N -

-
(2]
o

FER

15

SNR (dB)

Fig. 8. FER vs. SNR for P-STC obtained with the rai, 64 states convolutional encoder with generatfr83, 171)s,
1bps/Hz BPSK,n = 2 transmitting antennas and = 1, 2,4 receiving antennas in BFC for various
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FER

5 15
SNR (dB)

Fig. 9. FER vs. SNR for P-STC obtained witli4 convolutional encoderi4 states, BPSKI1 bps/H z, 4 transmitting antennas

and 1, 2,4 receiving antennas in quasi-static Rayleigh fading chianne
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TABLE |
COMPARISON OF RATE2/4 P-STCWITH QPSK,n =m =2, u =20NBFCwWITH L =1, E;/No = 15dB AND N = 130.
THE PERFORMANCE FACTOR IS TRUNCATED WITH g = 9. THE FIRST TWO CODES ARE THE BEST PRODUCED BY THE
SEARCH(THERE ARE12 FIRST-CLASS CODES WITH ALMOST THE SAME BEHAVIORAND 48 SECOND-CLASS CODEY. THE

THIRD CODE IS THE CODE PROPOSED If8].

Generators | ds | fiminm | Fumin(2)/N | Fuin(cy,2)/N | Puoo FER
(06,13,11,16)s | 4 4 0.076 0.048 3.5107* | 9.3107°
(05,11,06,16)s | 4 4 0.073 0.092 34107* | 1.0107%
(01,02,04,10)s | 2 4 0.125 0.125 5.7107* | 2.4 107*

10 I L L L L |

4k .a
. a8
h4 :
m p
L 344 0
A
107 S E
i 27550 i
- (06,13,11,16), ]
10'3 IIIIIII|IIIIIII|IIIIIII|IIIIIII|IIIIIII|IIIIIII|IIIIIII|IIIIIII

0 8192 16384 24576 32768 40960 49152 57344

pol. gen.

Fig. 10. Exhaustive search for MIMO(2,2) P-STC in terms oREBPSK, quasi-static fading channél &£ 1), £, /No = 9dB.
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10

10

FER

10

o L

SNR (dB)

Fig. 11. Comparison of out states QPSK MIMO(2,2)2bps/H z, P-STC (continuous line) and previously known space-time
codes. TSC: [8], BBH: [12], and YB: [14], quasi-static fagizhannel.
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10

10

FER

10

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

SNR (dB)

Fig. 12. Comparison of out states QPSK MIMO(2,222bps/H z, P-STC and the STC in [8] (TSC) for different fading rates.
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TABLE Il
OPTIMUM RATE 1/2 P-STCWITH BPSK,n = 2, m = 1 ONBFCWITH L = 1. PARAMETERS WITH SUPERSCRIPT!) REFER
TO THE CODES OBTAINED WITH BEST CONVOLUTIONAL CODES FORWGN CHANNEL. THE PERFORMANCE FACTOR IS

TRUNCATED WITH 0 = 2d§,1) — 1. ERROR PERFORMANCE REFERS T@},/No = 20dB AND N = 130.

p | Generators | Generators™) | df | fimin | Fmin(1)/N | & | ES)(1)/N | FER | FERW
2 (1,2)s (1,3)s 2 2 0.083 3 0.096 2.7107% | 3.2 1078
3 (3,4)s (5,7)s 3 2 0.151 5 0.191 1.7107% | 1.8 1073
4 | (13,15)s (15,17)s 6 2 0.217 6 0.359 1.0107% | 1.3 1073
5| (23,31)s (23,35)s 6 2 0.372 7 0.79 0.8107% | 0.9 1073

TABLE 11l
OPTIMUM RATE 1/2 P-STCWITH BPSK,n = 2, m = 1 ONBFCWITH L = 8. PARAMETERS WITH SUPERSCRIPT!) REFER
TO THE CODES OBTAINED WITH BEST CONVOLUTIONAL CODES FORWGN CHANNEL. THE PERFORMANCE FACTOR IS
TRUNCATED WITH 6 = 2d5}) — 1. 7P ) |5 THE DIVERSITY ACHIEVABLE ON THE RBFCWITH n.L, FADING BLOCKS

[24]; THE VALUE OF THE SINGLETON BOUND IS 9.

p | Generators | imin | Fuin(1)/N | 7). | ESLD/N | gl
2 1,3) 2 0.031 2 0.031 4
3 (5,7) 3 0.0039 3 0.0039 5
4 (07,15) 4 9.810~* 4 146107 6
5 (13,36) 5 3.7107* 5 75107 7
6 (57,75) 6 2.3107* 6 2.31074 8
7 | (115,163) 6 2.3107° 6 1.0107% 8
TABLE IV

OPTIMUM P-STCFOR A SYSTEMWITHR = 2, m = 1 ONBFCWITH L = 1. SYMBOL # INDICATES THAT THE SEARCH

BASED ON Fmin(go, m) LEADS TO THE SAME CODE AS THE FULL SEARCH

n|k|p|h| Generators | fimin | Fmin(1)/N | Fmin(c, 1)/N | Fuin(2)/N
21112 |1 1,2 2 0.083 0.083 * 0.0048 *
21113 (1 3,4 2 0.15 0.16 0.017
2l1]4l1| @315 2 0.22 0.27 0.011 *
4 11|22 (1,2,3,1) 2 0.082 0.087 0.003 *
4 11|32 (2,5,7,6) 2 0.12 0.14 0.0011 *
4|14\ 2] (11,1517,13)] 2 0.24 0.30 0.00083 *
4|12 | 2| 2] (06,13,11,16)| 2 1.37 1.29 * 0.073
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TABLE V

141

OPTIMUM P-STCFOR A SYSTEMWITHNR = 3, m = 1 ONBFCWITH L = 1. SYMBOL * INDICATES THAT THE SEARCH

BASED ON Fnin(c,, M) LEADS TO THE SAME CODE AS THE FULL SEARCHN.E.=NOT EVALUATED.

n{k|ulh Generators fimin | Fuwin(1)/N | Fmin(co, 1)/N
311121 (1,2,3) 2 0.026 0.021 *
311]3|1 (2,3,4) 3 0.030 0.033
311141 (11,12,15) 3 0.033 0.044
6|1]|2|2 1,1,2,2,3,3) 2 0.027 0.021 *
6|1|3|2] (153261 3 0.017 0.019
62| 2| 2] (0505,06,11,11,13 2 N.E. 0.05
TABLE VI

OPTIMUM P-STCFOR A SYSTEMWITHR =4, m = 1 ONBFCWITH L = 1. SYMBOL * INDICATES THAT THE SEARCH

BASED ON Finin(c,, M) LEADS TO THE SAME CODE AS THE FULL SEARCHN.E.=NOT EVALUATED.

July 12, 2018.

n|k|pu|h| Generators | fimin | Fmin(1)/N | Fumin(cy,1)/N
41121 (1,1,2,3) 2 0.016 0.013 *
al1]31| @357 3 0.0045 0.0039
4114 1]|(03,0511,16) 4 N.E. 0.0057
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