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Abstract—In lattice-coded multiple-input multiple-output ~ embedding, despite its remarkable performance in sinmulati
(MIMO) systems, optimal decoding amounts to solving the clsest  This problem will be addressed in this paper.
vector problem (CVP). Embedding is a powerful technique for The decoding problem considered E [7] can be viewed

the approximate CVP, yet its remarkable performance is not vell . .
understood. In this paper, we analyze the embedding technige 2S @ Variant of the CVP known &y (2)-bounded distance

from a bounded distance decoding (BDD) viewpoint. We prove decoding (BDD), where the closest vector is found under
that the Lenstra, Lenstra and Lovasz (LLL) algorithm can the assumption that the noise norm is small compared to the
aChie\lfe 1/(%W)-Bd|?D f0|r 7.: 0(2’;/4),.yielding a ppll)lmob?ial- minimum distance\; of the lattice, i.e., no more thax /(2).
fﬁé?]pg;g;i,ses\l%igg aiﬁicg\'/tesn; p:er gr(n;:f}%)?’;E’rﬂgegﬂgs{amigﬁ; In this paper, we prove that. the embedding technique can
improves the existing resulty = O(2") for embedding decoding. "€ducel/ (27)-BDD to the~-unique shortest vector problem
We also prove that BDD of the regularized lattice is optimal n  (USVP). Note that the problems are harder for smaller values
terms of the diversity-multiplexing gain tradeoff (DMT). of ~. On the algorithm side, we show thatuSVP for
v = O(2%) can be solved by the Lenstra, Lenstra and
Lovasz (LLL) algorithm. This is a new result of independent
Lattice decoding for the linear multiple-input multiple-interest, which is stronger than the usual bognd O(2%) in
output (MIMO) channel is a problem of high relevance ifiterature. Combining the two results, we prove that emiregid
multi-antenna, broadcast, cooperative and other muftiiteal decoding using the LLL algorithm can solvie/ (2)-BDD
communication system£|[1]. Maximum-likelihood (ML) defor v ~ O(2%). This is significantly better than the bound
coding for a lattice can be realized efficiently by sphere de-— O(2") proven in I[__’y], and establishes on a firm theoretic
coding [2], whose complexity can however grow prohibitivel basis the superiority of embedding decoding over Babai's
with the dimensiom. The decoding complexity is especiallydecoding, which is known to have = O(2%). Moreover,
high in the case of coded or distributed systems, whefig prove that the regularized BDD is DMT-optimal. This
the lattice dimension is usually larger. Thus, the pratticeepresents a nontrivial extension of the analysisEh [4]G6r
implementation of decoders often has to resort to appra@mapproximation algorithms of CVP. Indeed, it is easy to se th
solutions, which mostly fall under two main strategies. @e C-approximate algorithms are a special case of BDD, because
to reduce the complexity of sphere decoding, while anothghy decoding technique which provide§'aapproximate CVP
is lattice reduction-aided decoding. The latter in essengelution is also able to solvg--BDD. However, the converse
applies zero-forcing (ZF), successive interference déta® s not necessarily true.
(SIC) or other suboptimal receivers to a reduced basis of theThe paper is organized as follows: Section Il presents the
lattice [3]. It is known that regularized lattice-reductiaided transmission model and lattice decoding. In Section Ill the
decoding can achieve the optimal diversity and multiplgXirdecoding radius of embedding decoding is analyzed. The DMT
tradeoff (DMT) [4]. analysis of BDD is given in Section IV. Section V evaluates
However, lattice-reduction-aided decoding exhibits aemid the performance by computer simulation.

ing gap to (infinite) lattice decodind][S], and thus there

is a strong demand for computationally efficient suboptimal I1. LATTICE CODING AND DECODING

decoding algorithms that offer improved performance. Sev-

eral such approaches are emerging, includin?ﬂhlist decodir?g System Model

sampling [6] and embeddingl[7]. It was shown i [6] that the Consider anng x ny flat-fading MIMO system model

sampling technique can provide a constant improvementin #onsisting ofn; transmitters anch receivers
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) gain at polynomial complexity

sharp contrast, no theoretic improvement has been proved fo Y =HX+N, (1)
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where X ¢ C"v*T) Y, N ¢ C"#*T of block length - Shortest Vector Problem (SVP):
T denote the channel input, output and noise, respectively,Given a latticeC (B), find a non-zero vectov € £ (B) of
and H € C"r*"T is the ng x nr full-rank channel gain norm \;(B).

matrix with ng > nr, all of its elements are i.i.d. complex )
Gaussian random variabl€s\' (0,1). The entries ofN are - Approximate Shortest Vector Problem (ApproxSvP):
i.i.d. complex Gaussian with varianeé each. The codewords ~Given a lattice£ (B) and an approximation factar > 1,
X satisfy the average power constraiff||X|2/7] = 1. find a non-zero vector € £ (B) of norm smaller than
Hence, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) at each receivenaate ~ CA1(B).
is 1/02.

When a lattice space-time block code is employed, the
QAM information vectorx is multiplied by the generator
matrix G of the encoding lattice. An, x T' codeword matrix

X is formed by column-wise stacking of consecutivg- . 1 /(2~)-Bounded Distance Decoding (1/(2+)-BDD):

vectorization of the matrice¥ andN in (@), i.e.,y = Vec(Y) 1/(2v)A\1(B), find the lattice vectoBx € £ (B) closest to
andn = Vec(N), the received signal at the destination can be y.

expressed as

~-unique Shortest Vector Prablem (~-uSVP):
Given a lattice£ (B) such thathy(B) > yA;(B), find a
non-zero vectow € £ (B) of norm A\ (B).

y=Ir®H)Gx +n. (2)  Alattice has infinitely many bases. In general, every matrix

WhenT = 1 andG =1,,,, @) reduces to the model for B =BU, whereU is anunimodular matrix, i.e.,det(U) =

uncoded MIMO communicatiop — Hx-n. Furthermore, by +1 and all elements dU are integers, is also a basis©{B).

separating real and imaginary parts, we obtain the eqmit/alghe gelebrated !‘LL aIgorith[l[8]_ Is the first polynomial-&m
97 x 2np, real-valued model algorithm of lattice reduction which finds a vector not much

longer than the shortest nonzero vector. Rt= QR be
[ Ry ] _ { fH -SH } [ Rx } [ fin } . (@) the QR decomposition, whef@ has orthogonal columns and
Sy SH RH Sx Sn R is a an upper triangular matrix with nonnegative diagonal
The QAM constellation can be interpreted as the shifteclémentsr;; for i = 1,...,n. An LLL-reduced basid3 has
and scaled version of a finite subsét” of the integer lattice the following properties [8]:
z'r, ie., C = a(A" + [1/2,_...,}/2]T), where the factor rs < ol (5)
a arises from energy normalization. For example, we have ’ '
AT ={—/M/2,....~/M /2 — 1} for M-QAM signalling. for1<j<i<n,and
Therefore, with scaling and shifting, we consider the giener

n x m (m > n) real-valued MIMO system model a~ (D2 (B) < win i < A (B) (6)
y = Bx +n, 4 wherea = 1/(6—1/4), 1/4 < § < 1. We havea = 2 for

whereB € R™*", can be interpreted as the basis matrix ghe most common valué = 3/4.

the decoding lattice. Obviously, = 2nT andm = 2npT. Babai's nearest plane algorithrﬁ [3] or LLL-SIC decoding,
The data vectok is drawn from a finite subsetl™ c Z» to combining lattice reduction and SIC, can be viewed as the

satisfy the power constraint. mO[TEt basic BDD. The correct decoding radius of SIC is given
by [2]

B. Lattice Decoding 1 .
. . o . . . Rsic = 7 min 7, (7)
An n-dimensionallattice in the m-dimensional Euclidean 2 1<i<n
spaceR™ (n < m) is the set of integer linear combination§NhiCh means that correct decoding is guaranteeinif <
of n independent vectorsy, ..., b, € R™: : ; S -
Rgic. If right preprocessing by LLL reduction is used, the
n corresponding correct decoding radius is
K(B): inbi|xi€Z,i:17...n 1
i=1 Ruisc = ——=M (B). (8)
The matrix B =[b; ---b,] is a basis of the latticel(B). 2077
In matrix form, £(B) = {Bx:xe€ Z"}. For any point I1l. DECODING RADIUS OF EMBEDDING DECODING

y €R™ and any latticeC (B), the distance of to the lattice

is dis{ly, B) = minxez~ |y — Bx||. A shortest vector of @ g 504 the received vectoy are embedded in a higher

lattice £ (B) is a non-zero vector i€ (B) with the smallest dimensional lattice. More precisely, we consider the foifay
lo norm. The length of the shortest vector, often referred to as

. . . 1 1) basi tri

the minimum distance, of £ (B) is denoted by\; (B). ?m +1) x (n +1) basis matrix[[p]
We now give precise definitions for the lattice problems that B_ B -y

are central to this work. | Oixn t

The core of the embedding technique is that basis matrix

9)



wheret > 0 is a parameter to be determined. The strategy lis||gn| < A, (B), using the triangular inequality, we have the
to reduce CVP to SVP in the following way: for a suitablédower bound
choice oft and for sufficiently small noise norny, = [(Bx — ) 5 2
y)T #]T is the shortest vector in the lattic®(B); thus an [w']l = \/()\1 (B) —qlnl)” + (qt)

SVP algorithm will find it, and the messagecan be easily B 5 ) 2 | o9
recovered from the coordinates of this vector in the bkis o \/)‘1 (B)? = 2¢A1(B) [In]| + ¢* [n]|” + ¢*¢

A (B)t
. ~ (' Bx —y . >
ifv=B(")= , thenx = x'. 10 = :
v (q) < at ) X o Vlnf* 422
At the same time,thhm%Id not be too small or too large, ;1 - ), (B), we can also obtain the same bound because
otherwise[(Bx —y)* t]* might not be the shortest vector.

Luzzi et al. [Ij] Choset : CWoPTYE minlgign Tii and ”W/H > gt > A1 (B)t > A (B)t .
used the LLL algorithm to find the shortest vector in the [n]| /Hn”2+t2
lattice £(B). Their scheme, under the terangmented lattice
reduction (ALR), was shown to achieve the correct decoding/e need to make sure thgw’|| > ~ ||v||, so

radius
1 A (B)t
Rair = —=———\ (B). (12) BECECILENN /) + 2
2\/50&” 1/2

VIl + ¢2

\Mwich implies that

Although this is much smaller than that of LLL-SIC](8),
the actual performance is much better. This suggests tkat
correct decoding radius can be improved. In this paper,

we 2 o2 v )
will prove that this is indeed the case. |?n|\ = Bx—ylI" < 7)\1 (B) -t
2 2
A. Correct Decoding Radius for General ¢ _ (t A (B)) n ()\1 (B)>
In [1d], it is proved that by choosing = dist(y, B), the 227 2y
embedding technique can redutg (2v)-BDD to -uSVP. - (M (B)
In this subsection, we will show that one can achieve the - 2 ’
same correct decoding radius by setting: %/\1 (B), thus _ )
bypassing the assumption dfst(y, B) in [10]. where the equality holds if = ~5-=. _ u
Theorem 1 (Decoding Radius for Embedding): Applying Due to the well known fact that the LLL algorithm can solve

¥-USVP ¢ > 1) to the extended latticd(9) with parametefsuSVP With~ = a for the basis[{9) of dimension + 1
t (0 < t < A (B)/y) and computing the estimaté {10) ], one can obtain the correct decoding radius

guarantees a correct decodtmg radius rerp — 20%/\1 (B) (14)
Femy = ;/\1 (B) - (12) by choosingt = t, £ —-), (B). This decoding radius
whose maximum is improves the bound]ll)zﬁérm[7]. However, it is still smalle
1 than the decoding radius for Babai's nearest plane algorith
Remb = 2—)\1 (B) (13) or LLL-SIC (8). The reason is that the estimate= a? is
i pessimistic fory-uSVP. In fact,a? is just the approxima-
obtained by setting £ L \; (B). tion factor for ApproxSVP achieved by LLL. Any algorithm
The proof of Theorerﬁll uses the following lemma. solving v-ApproxSVP necessarily solvesuSVP, while the

Lemma 1: Let B be the matrix defined if19), and lI6t< converse is not true.
t < 1)\ (B), with v > 1. Suppose that . . .
K B. Correct Decoding Radius Achieved by LLL
lly — Bx|| < i)\l (B) — 12, In this subsection, we will show that LLL can in fact solve
2 ~-uSVP with a smaller.
Bx—y —n\ . i Lemma 2 (LLL for uSVP): The LLL algorithm can solve
thenv = ( + ) = < + > is a~-unique shortest vector , ysvp fory = VIno1a# in ann-dimensional latticeC(B),
of £(B). where~,, is the Hermite constant fag-dimensional lattices.

Proof: Let B be the matrix defined if19), and let be Proof: Suppose thaB is an LLL-reduced basis, and

an arbitrary nonzero vector ifi (B). Any vector in£(B) that  that A2(B) > V10" *A(B). We will prove that the
is not a multiple ofv can be represented by’ = w + gv, first vector output by LLL,by, is the shortest vectov. By

with ¢ € Z andw € £(B). We will show that||w’|| > ~|v|. contradiction, suppose thét # +v. We may write
The norm ofw’ can be written as k

2 2 v = I'Lbia
W' = /llw — an]]* + (g 2

=1




wherez; is an integer and is the largesi such thate; is not where
zero. Then we have, (B) = ||v| > 74, whereB = QR ( B’ ) _ QR _q < y >

is the QR decomposition oB. Using the assumption that I T e 0 '
by # +v, we have thak > 1. On the other hand, we have

nxn nx1

From the point of view of receiver architecture, this amsunt
A2(B) < M\ (L[by,...br-1]), k>1. to performing left preprocessing before decoding, by using
a maximum mean square error generalized decision-feedback
In fact \2(B) must be smaller.than the norm of the Shorte%tqualizer (MMSE-GDFE). We can show that DMT-optimality
nonzero vector in the sublattice spanned 8yi,...bt—1},  holds for all instances of BDD by following the same reason-
since these vectors are linearly independent with The ing of the original proof in|I|4].

fga(c[i)thati > ]1) ensures that there are non-zero vectors in Theorem 3: For any constanj > 0, the regularized-BDD
1y+e09y PDEk—1])-

Usina Minkowski's first th M1 btai is DMT-optimal.
sing Minkowskr's first theore 1, we obtain Proof: Let dy,(r) be the optimal diversity gain corre-
A(B) < Apopdet(L[by,- by )/ D sponding to a multiplexing gain € {0, ..., min(ny,ng)}.
- 1/(k=1) Using the same notation &< [4], we consider the consteflatio
- 1:[ N A, NR, where the lattice\, = p*%Z” is scaled according
= V-1 el Tist to the SNR, ancR is a fixed shaping region. L& C R be a
i= . h—1) ball of fixed radiusR, whereR is chosen in such a way that
— X d; +d; € R, Vdy,ds € B. Let
< e <H a(kz)/Q) 1+ d2 1,d2 1
i= . 2
k/4 1 Yr T adBra, 4 IBd|l”
= V714" Tkk €d7&0 -
n/4
< Vo' (B), Then Lemma 1 of [4] holds, that is
where the inequality; ; < a(’“*“_/QrM for 1 < <k follows . log P{v, < 1}
from (8). The last statement is a contradiction because we lim sup Tog p < —dmr(r).
pP—>r00

assumed\z(B) > /7, 1a"/*\(B). Thereforeb; = +v.
. B let¢ > 0 and chooseS such that®L > § > 0. We have
Lemmal2 leads to the following result: A = P%Arﬁ- As in the original proof3p, such thatvp >

Theorem 2 (Decoding Radius of Embedding using LLL): 1< -
Applying the LLL algorithm to the embedding problem carfl' R € 3p7 B. Asin Theorem 1 froml[4], we want to show

achieve the correct decoding radius hat the conditions
2 5
1 vipe 21, In’[|T < p a7
W/\l (B) (15)
Vn are sufficient for the regularizegtBDD to decode correctly

by choosingt — £, £ _ ,\;((1311)/4. for sufficiently large SNR. We need a lower bound for

This is exponentially better thahl (8) ad](11). Since the LLL & = min |R%|*= min (HB’5<||2+||5<||2)-

R Emb =

algorithm has polynomial complexity with respect 4o the %eA,\{0} %EA\{0}
embedding decoder also has polynomial complexity (assgimin R 2 2 . .
A1(B) has been found in the pre-precessing stage). Let p(X) = [B'X||” + [[%]|". Letx € A, \ {0} be any lattice
point.
IV. DMT ANALYSIS OF BDD . If R ¢ %p%B, o) > %] > 1R2p%"

In t_his s_ection we will prove t_hat, simila_rly to LLL | f & ¢ 59%3 AA, = %pzlil—TB n P%chy then
reduction-aided ZF and SIC decoding, BDD (including em- ., L Ul n T |2
bedding decoding) is optimal from the point of view of DMT X/ " & 2B N Arye gnd SO 3 HB xp ”JJ > 1
[12] when a suitable left preprocessing is employed. since by the hypothesid [17),c > 1. Therefore

2¢T

In the present discussion, we suppose for the sake of @(X)> [|B'%|*> >4p™n .
simplicity thatm = n. Following Jaldén and Elia’s notation|n conclusion 3k > 0 such thatdZ, > kp¥_
in [4], we consider the equivalent normalized channel model Now consider the transmitted codewosd € A N R
where the noise variance is equallto The regularized)-BDD decoder is able to decode correctly
y = B'x + 1, provided that|y; — Rx|| < ndgr. We have
/ / . —Rx| = B 2 2 m2 2 < 0
where B’ = \/pB, n} = \/pn; ~ N(0,1), Vi = 1,...,n. Ily1 —Rx|[ =y |7+ [ = [ln’["+ [Ix]]" < p° +c,

Herep = # denotes the SNR. Moreover, we consider the 2.
equivalent Tegularized system wherec = max,cx ||r||” is a constant. Therefore under the

conditions [(IV), the regularizeg-BDD d2ecToder is able to
v1 = Rx+n, (16) decode correctly provided that +c < nkp™= . Butd < XL



— — ) 26T H T T T T T
sodp such that'p > p, p°+c < nkp~ . Then as in Theorer T IRMVeESC

1 from B] we can conclude that —y— ALR MMSE Embedding

. 2 s 10 F : : : ;| =©— Exact MMSE Embedding |{
P{%x,-8pD # x} < P{v,4¢ < 1} + P{|n'||” > p°}, —b— List MMSE Embedding
ML
and the second term is negligible for— co. So we can say
similarly to the original proof, that
log P{x,—
lim sup o8 {xn BDD 7 X}
p—>00 log p

and then use the right continuity df,(r). [ |

< —dmi(r+¢)

Bit Error Rate

V. EXPERIMENTS AND SUMMARY

In this section we evaluate the performance of embed
decoding proposed in Sectign]lll through numerical simi
tions. For comparison purposes, the performances of de - ; N
reduction aided MMSE-SIC decoding and ML decoding 1 18 920 SNél(dB) 22 s 4 0B
also shown. We assume perfect channel state informatic.. _..
the receiver. Monte Carlo simulation was used to estimate th
bit error rate Wlth Gray mapping and LLL reductlo_zFF().75). _Figure 1. Bit error rate vs. average SNR per bit for the undoble x 10

In the simulation, we further enhance embedding decodiggtem using 64-QAM.
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