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Abstract

In frequency-selective channels linear receivers enjgyicantly-reduced complexity compared
with maximum likelihood receivers at the cost of performaegradation which can be in the form of
a loss of the inherent frequency diversity order or reduasting gain. This paper demonstrates that the
minimum mean-square error symbol-by-symbol linear egealincurs no diversity loss compared to the
maximum likelihood receivers. In particular, for a chanméh memoryv, it achieves the full diversity
order of ¢ + 1) while the zero-forcing symbol-by-symbol linear equatizéways achieves a diversity
order of one.

. INTRODUCTION

In broadband wireless communication systems, the coherbaodwidth of the fading channel is
significantly less than the transmission bandwidth. Theults in inter-symbol interference (ISI) and at
the same time provides frequency diversity that can be é@epl@t the receiver to enhance transmission
reliability [A]. It is well-known that for Rayleigtlat-fading channels, the error rate decays only linearly
with signal-to-noise ratio§NR) [1]. For frequency-selective channels, however, propgriatation of
the available frequency diversity forces the error prolitgbio decay at a possibly higher rate and,
therefore, can potentially achieve higher diversity gattepending on the detection scheme employed at
the receiver.

While maximum likelihood sequence detection (MLSD) [2] i&sfes optimum performance over ISI
channels, its complexity (as measured by the number of MU8ist states) grow&xponentiallywith
the spectral efficiency and the channel memory. As a low-dexity alternative, filtering-based symbol-
by-symbol equalizers (both linear and decision feedbaakehbeen widely used over the past four
decades (seé |[3] and![4] for excellent tutorials). Desgitrtlong history and successful commercial
deployment, the performance of symbol-by-symbol linearadigers over wireless fading channels is not
fully characterized. More specifically, it is not known whet their observed sub-optimum performance is
due to their inability to fully exploit the channel’s frequey diversity or due to a degraded performance in
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combating the residual inter-symbol interference. Thargsfit is of paramount importance to investigate
the frequency diversity order achieved by linear equadizehich is the subject of this paper. Our analysis
shows that while single-carrier infinite-length symbokbymbol minimum mean-square error (MMSE)
linear equalization achieves full frequency diversityrazéorcing (ZF) linear equalizers cannot exploit
the frequency diversity provided by frequency-selectiiarmels.

A preliminary version of the results of this paper on the MM&kear equalization has partially
appeared in [5] and the proofs available iin [5] are skipped saferred to wherever necessary. The
current paper provides two key contributions beyond [5ist-ithe diversity analysis of ZF equalizers is
added. Second, the MMSE analysis in [5] lacked a criticah $k&at was not rigorously complete; the

missing parts that have key role in analyzing the diversityeo are provided in this paper.

II. SYSTEM DESCRIPTIONS
A. Transmission Model

Consider a quasi-static ISI wireless fading channel witimmy lengthr and channel impulse response
(CIR) denoted byh = |hy, . .., h,]. Without loss of generality, we restrict our analyses to @Rlizations
with hg # 0. The output of the channel at timieis given by

Yk = > hiwn_i+ 1)

=0

where z;, is the input to the channel at timie satisfying the power constraifi[|z;|?] < Py and ny
is the additive white Gaussian noise term distributed\ag0, No)d. The CIR coefficientgh;}?_, are
distributed independently with; being distributed agV(0, \;). Defining the D-transform of the input
sequence(z;} as X(D) = Y, z;D*, and similarly definingY’(D), H(D), and Z(D), the baseband
input-output model can be cast in tie-domain asY (D) = H(D) - X (D) + Z(D). The superscripk
denotes complex conjugate and we use the shortiizntdfor (D~1)*. We defineSNR = %} and say
that the functionsf(SNR) and g(SNR) are exponentially equalindicated byf(SNR) = g(SNR), when

log f(SNR) log g(SNR)

— lim 28IWVIER) 2
SNRSoo 10g SNR SNRaoo log SNR @

The operatorsj andé are defined in a similar fashion. Furthermore, we say thaexpmnential order
of f(SNR) is d if f(SNR) = SNRY.

B. Linear Equalization

The zero-forcing (ZF) linear equalizers are designed talpce an I1SI-free sequence of symbols and

ignore the resulting noise enhancement. By taking into aetthecombineckeffects of the ISI channel and

*Nc(a, b) denotes a complex Gaussian distribution with meaand variance.
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its corresponding matched-filter, the ZF linear equalimehie D-domain is given by([6, Equation (3.87)]
IRl
H(D)H*(D~*) '

where the||h| is the/y-norm of h, i.e., |h|> = >7_, |k;|*. The variance of the noise seen at the output

of the ZF equalizer is the key factor in the performance ofdfaalizer and is given by

1 [7 N,
2 2 0
= — ————du . 4
i e o | e @
Therefore, the decision-point signal-to-noise ratio foy £IR realizationh andSNR = % is
(SNR, h) = SNR i/ﬂ 1 - (5)
e 7 S T DT

MMSE linear equalizers are designed to strike a balancedstWSI reduction and noise enhancement

through minimizing the combined residual ISI and noise lle@Gven the combined effect of the ISI

channel and its corresponding matched-filter, the MMSEaliregualizer in theD-domain is [6, Equa-

tion (3.148)]

IRl

H(D)H*(D~*) +SNR™! ~

The variance of the residual ISI and the noise variance as aethe output of the equalizer is
Tinmse = % /_ﬂ |H(e—j“)]|\2[0—|— sNR-T 1 @

Hence, theunbiaseH decision-point signal-to-noise ratio at for any CIR reatian h andSNR is

Wmmso (D) = (6)

L1 1 -t
mmse(SNR,R) 2 | — . du| —1. 8
Yuamse(SNR ) [% /_W SNR|H(e 392 +1 " ®

C. Diversity Gain

For a transmitter sending information bits at spectral iefficy R bits/sec/Hz, the system is said to be
in outageif the ISI channel is faded such that it cannot sustain artrarily reliable communication at
the intended communication spectral efficierityor equivalently, the mutual informatiof(zy, y;) falls
below the target spectral efficiendy, wherey, denotes the equalizer output. The probability of such

outage for the signal-to-noise ratigSNR, h) is
Pout(R,SNR) = Ph<10g [1 + v(SNR, h)] < R) , 9)

where the probability is taken over the ensemble of all Ci&izationsh. The outage probability at high

transmission powersSNR — oo) is closely related to thaverage pairwise error probabilitydenoted by

2All MMSE equalizers are biased. Removing the bias decregmedecision-point signal-to-noise ratio by(in linear scale)
but improves the error probability/][7]. All the results pided in this paper are valid for biased receivers as well.



P...(R,SNR), which is the probability that a transmitted codewesdis erroneously detected in favor
of another codeword;, j # i, i.e.,

Poe(R,SNR) £ Ey, [P (cz- e h)] . (10)

When deploying channel coding with arbitrarily long coéedth, the outage and error probabilities decay

at the same rate with increasi8@§yR and have the same exponential order [8] and therefore
Pout(R,SNR) = P.(R,SNR) . (11)

This is intuitively justified by noting that in higBNR regimes, the effect of channel noise is diminishing
and the dominant source of erroneous detection is chandielgfavhich, as mentioned above, is also the
source of outage events. As a result, in our setup, diveositgr which is the negative of the exponential
order of the average pairwise error probabilRy.(R,SNR) is computed as

log Pout (R, SNR)

4= = o m  ~ TogSNR

(12)

I1l. DIVERSITY ORDER OFMMSE LINEAR EQUALIZATION

The main result of this paper for the MMSE linear equalizergiven in the following theorem.
Theorem 1:For an ISI channel with channel memory length> 1, and symbol-by-symbol MMSE
linear equalization we have

PRmse(R SNR) = SNR™WHD),

err

The sketch of the proof is as follows. First, we find a lower mwn the unbiased decision-point
signal-to-noise ratiogNR) and use this lower bound to show that for small enough spleefficiencies
a full diversity order of(v + 1) is achievable. The proof of the diversity gain for low spatéfficiencies
is offered in Sectio II[-A. In the second step, we show thatréasing the spectral efficiency to any
arbitrary level does not incur a diversity loss, concludihgt MMSE linear equalization is capable of
collecting the full frequency diversity order of ISI chammeSuch generalization of the results presented
in Section 1A to arbitrary spectral efficiencies is arnedyg in Sectiof III-B.

A. Full Diversity for Low Spectral Efficiencies

We start by showing that for arbitrarily small data transsiga spectral efficiencie$, full diversity is
achievable. Corresponding to each CIR realizatipwe define the functiotf (h, u) = |H (e=7%)>—||h||?

for which after some simple manipulations we have

v v—k
flhou)= " o™ | whereco=0, cop=cf, o= hmhiy, for ke{l,...,v}. (13)

k=—v m=0



5

Therefore,f(h,u) is a trigonometric polynomial of degreethat is periodic with perio@r and in the
open interval—, 7| has at mos2v roots [9]. Corresponding to the CIR realizatibrwe define the set

D(h) = {u € [-m,7] : f(h,u) >0},

and use the conventid® (k)| to denote the measure of(h), i.e., the aggregate lengths of the intervals
over whichf(h,u) is strictly positive. In the following lemma, we obtain a lembound or{D(h)| which
is instrumental in finding a lower bound oR,s.(SNR, h).
Lemma 1: There exists a real numbér > 0 such that for all non-zero CIR realizatiohsi.e.Vh # 0,
we have thatD(h)| > C (2(2v + 1)3)_%.
Proof: According to [IB) we immediately havﬁfﬂ f(h,u) du = 0. By invoking the definition of

D(h) and noting thai—, 7|]\D(h) includes the values ai for which f(h, ) is negative, we have

/ f(h,u) d / f(hyu) du = \f(h,u)]duzZ/ f(hyu) du . (14)
[—m,7]\D(h) —m D(h)

Also by noting thatf (h,u) = |H(e=")|? — ||h||?, f(h,u) has clearly a real value for any Moreover,

by invoking [13) from the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality weabt

) < i) < 3 w) (Z |eﬂ"f“|2)% - <2<2u+1>§|ck|2)%. (15)

k=—v k=—v
Equations[(I4) and (15) together establish that

D(R)| > % <2(21/ S !ckP) -

k=1
Next we strive to find a lower bound of"_|f(h,u)| du, which according ta(13) is equivalent to finding

N =

/ " f(how)| du (16)

—Tr

a lower bound on thé; norm of a sum of exponential terms. Obtaining lower boundsh&v; norm
of exponential sums has a rich literature in the mathemiagicalysis and we use a relevant result in this
literature that is related to Hardy’s inequalify [10, Thewor 2].
Theorem 2: [[10, Theorem ZThere is a real numbef’ > 0 such that for any given sequence of
increasing integer$n; }, and complex number&d, }, and for anyN € N we have
1 N
/—“ k=1

By setting N = 2v + 1 anddy, = cj_(41) andny =k — (v +1) for k € {1,...,2v + 1} from (17) it is

i ejnku

Y\
> .
du > Ok§:1 p (17)

concluded that there exists > 0 that for each set ofc_,,...,¢,} we have
T 2v+41 ‘C ‘ C 2v+41 20 v
k—(v+1
[ twlduz ey s S E S e = o el ()
- k=1 k=1 k=1

where the last equality holds by noting that, = ¢; andcy = 0. Combining [(16) and(18) provides

ID(h)| > C (2020 +1)%) 2 PYSIN > (220 +178) 7" | (19)

V2 k=1 lexl®
—_——

>1



which concludes the proof. [ |
Now by using Lemm&]l for any CIR realizatidnand SNR we find a lower bound 0Ay,mse(SNR, h)
that depends oh through||k| only. By definingD¢(h) = [—m, 7]\D(h) we have

1+ (SNRh)@-i/W ! ) = i/7r ! |
Tmmse LT B = o | SNRIH ()2 + 1 ~ |27 ) . SNR(f(h,u) + [|h[]2) + 1
(1 / 1 s L / 1 p ]‘1
g _ U —_— - u
N—— ——
>0 >0
(1 / 1 1 / ]‘1
> | — ——du + — 1du
_27T D(h) SNRHhH2 + 1 27T 'Dc(h)
B =0 R S SR = (1A}
| 27 SNR|R|?>+1 27
RO -
i 27 SNRJR|2 + 1
@[ C(2A2w+1)P): 1 -l
> - TN T TG .
= [1 o (1 SNRJA[? T 1)] (20)
By definingC’ = W for the outage probability corresponding to the targetspéefficiency

R we have
mse @ r) @ / ! R
L < — NIRRT
Paie(R, SNR) Ph<1+fymmse<SNR,h><2 ) < Ph{l C<1 SNR|]h”2+1> -2 }

_p i 1T ! 1)
o C’ SNR[[R[Z+ 1"

1-27F . A 1
1— — >0 or equivalently R < Ryax = log, (1—7C’> , (22)
then the probability term if(21) can be restated as
1—27F 2f 1
Pp{SNR||h|? < =————— % = PL,{SNR||h|? < ———— ¢ . 23
W SNRIBIE < oty | = Pu{ SNRIRIE < 2| 29

Therefore, based ob (P1)-(23) for all< R < R.,., we have

mmse 2 2R_1 - 2 2R_1
Pout (R,SNR) Sph SNRHhH < m :Ph SNRZ ’hm’ < m
m=0

v 2Rk _q
2 . —(v+1
<11 P”{”“”' = SNR(1 —2R—Rmx)} = SNR™(F1) (24)

m=0

Therefore, for the spectral efficienciés € (0, Ruax) We havePmmse(R SNR) < SNR™**+1), which

out

in conjunction with [(11l) proves thaPmrmse g SNR~¥*1) indicating that a diversity order of at least

(v+1) is achievable. On the other hand, since the diversity ordanat exceed the number of the CIR

taps, the achievable diversity order is exadtly+ 1). Also note that the real numbe&r > 0 given in
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(19) is a constant independent of the CIR realizafioand, therefore(C’ and, consequentlyR, .., are
also independent of the CIR realization. This establishesproof of Theoremll for the range of the
spectral efficiencie® € (0, Ryax), Where Ry, is fixed and defined in(22).

B. Full Diversity for All Rates

We now extend the results previously found #r< R,,.x to all spectral efficiencies.
Lemma 2:For asymptotically large values 8NR, ymmse(SNR, k) varies linearly withSNR, i.e.,
. O Ymmse(SNR, h)
el T O SNR
Proof: See AppendiXA. [
Lemma 3:For the continuous random variablé, variabley € R, constants:;, c; € R and function

= s(h), where s(h): R R .

G(X,y) continuous iny, we have

lim Px (cl <G(X,y) < 02> = Px (cl < lim G(X,y) < cz> .

Y—Yo Y—Yo
Proof: Follows from Lebesgue’s Dominated Convergence theoreljgid the same line of argument
as in [5, Appendix C] [ |

Now, we show that if for some spectral efficien&y the achievable diversity order i then for all
spectral efficienciesip to Rf + 1, the same diversity order is achievable. By induction, wactade
that the diversity order remains unchanged by changing #ite spectral efficiencyz. If for the spectral
efficiency R, the negative of the exponential order of the outage prdibals d, i.e.,

Ph<log [1 +fymmse(SNR,h)} < RT> = SNR™, (25)

then by applying the results of Lemmids 2 and 3 for the targettsal efficiencyR! + 1 we get

out

pmmse(R SNR) = Ph<log [1 + Ymmse(SNR, h)} <R+ 1> =P, (1 + Ymmse(SNR, B) < 2RT+1)

= p, <SNR s(h) < 2R*+1) =P, <(SNTR)3(h) < 2R*> (26)
- p, (1 +7mmSO<SNTR,h) < 2R*> = Ph<log [1 +7mmSC<SNTR,hH < RT> 27)
= (SNTR)_d = SNR™ . (28)

Equations[(26) and(27) are derived as the immediate resfultsmmag? anfl3 that enable interchanging
the probability and the limit and also show thgt..s.(SNR, k) = SNR- s(h). Equations[(25)E(28) imply
that the diversity orders achieved for the spectral effiies up toR" and the spectral efficiencies up
to R + 1 are the same. As a result, any arbitrary spectral efficiercgedingR,,... achieves the same
spectral efficiency as the spectral efficienciess (0, Rmax) and, therefore, for any arbitrary spectral

efficiency R, full diversity is achievable via MMSE linear equalizatiatnich completes the proof. Figure
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[ depicts our simulation results for the pairwise error piulities for two 1SI channels with memory
lengthsy = 1 and 2 and MMSE equalization. For each of these channels wad=mrsignal transmission
with spectral efficiencies = (1,2, 3,4) bits/sec/Hz. The simulation results confirm that for a clenn
with two taps the achievable diversity order is two irregjppecof the data spectral efficiency. Similarly,

it is observed that for a three-tap channel the achievablergity order is three.

V. DIVERSITY ORDER OFZF LINEAR EQUALIZATION

In this section, we show that the diversity order achievedzégo-forcing linear equalization, unlike
that achievable with MMSE equalization, is independenthef ¢thannel memory length and is always 1.
Lemma 4:For any arbitrary set of normal complex Gaussian randomab@s e = (i1, ..., fim)

(possibly correlated) and for any € R we have

m 1 ) )
Pu<k§:1: SR B> > SNR (29)

Proof: Define W, = —ﬁ‘(’)gg‘g‘,\ﬁg. Since|u;|* has exponential distribution, it can be shown that for

any k the cumulative density function (CDF) at the asymptote ghhialues ofSNR satisfies[[12]
1— Fwy,(w) =SNR™™ . (30)

Thus, by substituting, |> = SNR*="* based on[(30) we find that

S 1 - S Wk—l -
> Py, (W >1)=1— Fy, (1) =SNR™! . (32)

Equation [(3]1) holds as the terfNR™>"+~1 is the dominant term in the summation;” , SNRW»—1,

Also, the transition from[(31) td (32) is justified by notingat max; W, > W, and the last step is

derived by taking into accouni (B30). [
Theorem 3:The diversity order achieved by symbol-by-symbol ZF linequalization is one, i.e.,

P (R,SNR) = SNR™!

err

Proof: By recalling the decision-point signal-to-noise ratio & Zqualization given in({5) we have

1" 1 -1
2f _ R _ - R _
Pout(R,SNR)_Ph(fyzf(SNR,h) <2 1) Ph{{%/w SNRIH T du} <2 1} (33)
|2/A) U oR
. A 2R 1
—P"{i@o[ kzzo SNR\H(e—ﬂ—MM)y?] < Ton } (34)
|2r/A) U R
. A 9R 1
—i@op"{[ 2 SNR\H(e—j(—”’CA))P} < Tor } (35)

k=0



[2m/A] A or

- i@op"{ kzzo SNR|H (e Jm A2 ~ 2R — 1
Equation [[(34) is derived by using Riemann integration, &%) folds by using Lemmia 3 which allows
for interchanging the limit and the probability. Equatid@6) holds by applying Lemm&l 4 op;, =

H (e—7(=m*+kA)) which can be readily verified to have Gaussian distributibinerefore, the achievable

} > SNR™L . (36)

diversity order is 1. [ |
Figure[2 illustrates the pairwise error probability of tw8l Ichannels with memory lengths = 1
and 2. The simulation results corroborate our analysis sigthat the achievable diversity order is one,

irrespective of the channel memory length or communicasipectral efficiency.

V. CONCLUSION

We showed that infinite-length symbol-by-symbol MMSE linesggualization can fully capture the
underlying frequency diversity of the ISI channel. Speaific the diversity order achieved is equal to
that of MLSD and in the higlsNR regime, the performance of MMSE linear equalization and MLd®
not differ in diversity gain and the origin of their perfornae discrepancy is their ability to control the
residual inter-symbol interference. We also show that tlersdlity order achieved by symbol-by-symbol

ZF linear equalizers is always one, regardless of channetanelength.

APPENDIXA
PROOF OFLEMMA
We defineg(h,u) = |H(e~7*)|?> which has a finite number of zero by following the same lineas f
f(h,u) in the proof of Lemmall. By usind]8) we get

0 ’Ymmse(SNRyh) o 0 i 4 1 d -1 1
aSNR  9SNR\ |27/ . SNRg(h,u) +1 "
1 (7 g(h,u) ] [ 1 /’T 1 ]_2
_ | = dul - | — d 37
[271' /_7r (SNRg(h, u) + 1) Y 2w _» SNRg(h,u) +1 “ (37)
-2
SN N
2 g(h,u)#0 (SNRg(h>u) + 1) 21 g(h,u)#0 SNRg(h,’LL) +1

(38)
where [38) was obtained by removing a finite-number of pdimm the integral in[(3]7).
Theorem 4: Monotone Convergerdd], Theorem. 4.6]: if a functio'(u, v) defined onU x [a,b] —
R, is positive and monotonically increasingn and there exists an integrable functiéi(\u), such that
lim, o0 F(u,v) = F(u), then

lim [ F(u,v)du= / lim F(u,v) du = / F(u) du. (39)
U

vV—00 U U vV—00
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For further simplifying [(38), we definé (u, SNR) and F»(u, SNR) over {u | w € [-m,7],g(h,u) #
0} X [1,+0c] as

.1 1 g(h,u)
FrlSNR) =~ SNRZg(hw)  (NRg (R, w) T 12

and F5(u, SNR)

g(h,u)  SNRg(h,u) i SNRg(h,u) 4+ 1’
It can be readily verified thaf;(u, SNR) > 0 and F;(u,SNR) is increasing inSNR. Moreover, there
exist F'(u) such that

F(u) = _lim F NR lim F: NR) = .
0= gt PSR = 2SR =

Therefore, by exploiting the result of Theor&i 4 we find

N N PR R el e

and lim L ! + ! du —/ ! du
SNR—oo ) |g(h,u) SNRg(h,u) SNRg(h,u)+1 ) g(hyu)
or equivalently,
. 1 (h,u) du . 1
lim — — lim — [ 40
SNR—ro0 2w/(SNRg(h,u)+1)2 SNRs o0 2w/5NR2g(h,u)’ (40)

du 1
lim — = lim — [ .
SNR—oo 277 | SNRg(h,u) +1  SNResoo 27 / SNRg(h, u)
By using the equalities i1 (40)-(41) and proper replaceneif83) we get
9 Ymmse(SNR, h)

and

(41)

SNRoe O SNR
. 1 g(h 1 1 -2
- ] - du 42
SNR—oc [277 /(h u)#0 (SNRg( ] [2 g(h.uy£0 SNRg(h,u) +1 ] “2)
1 1 1 1 -2
= Ilim —/ - du} [—/ S du]
SNR—00 [277 o(houy£0 SNRZg(h, ) 21 J g(h,uy20 SNRg(h, u)

— [i/ L du} - = s(h)
27 g(h,u)#0 g(h7u) ’

wheres(h) is independent o6NR and thus the proof is completed.
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