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Abstract—In this paper, Sphere Decoding (SD) algorithms for of transmit antennas (large scale MIMO) should be uﬂed [3].
Spatial Modulation (SM) are developed to reduce the computa | arge scale MIMO studied i'ﬂ[4]E|[6]’ offers higher data sate

tional complexity of Maximum-Likelihood (ML) detectors. TWO 4 petter bit error rate (BER) performance.However, this
SDs specifically designed for SM are proposed and analysed in t th f - . ’
terms of Bit Error Ratio (BER) and computational complexity. comes at the expense ot an Iincrease In.

Using Monte Carlo simulations and mathematical analysis,tiis 1) Computational complexity: A SMX maximum likeli-

shown that by careful_ly choosing the initial radius the proposc_ed hood (ML) optimum receiver searches across all possi-
sphere decoder algorithms offer the same BER as ML detection ble combinations, and tries to resolve the inter-channel
with a significant reduction in the computational complexity. A '

tight closed form expression for the BER performance of SM—8 interference (ICl) caused by transmitting from all an-
is derived in the paper, along with an algorithm for choosingthe tennas simultaneously, on the same frequency. Sphere
initial radius which provides near to optimum performance. Also, decoder (SD) was proposed to reduce the complexity of
it is shown that none of the proposed SDs are always superiont the SMX—ML algorithm while retaining a near optimum
the others, but the best SD to use depends on the target speair .
efficiency. The computational complexity trade—off offerel by the performance |]7]’ |I|8]‘ T_he. _SD reduces the complgxﬂy
proposed solutions is studied via analysis and simulatiorand is of the ML decoder by limiting the number of possible
shown to validate our findings. Finally, the performance of $1- combinations. Only those combinations that lie within
SDs are compared to Spatial Multiplexing (SMX) applying ML a sphere centred at the received signal are considered.
decoder and applying SD. It is shown that for the same spectta However, even though SMX—SD offers a large reduction

efficiency, SM—SD offers up t084% reduction in complexity . . . .
compared to SMX-SD, with up to1 dB better BER performance in complexity compared to SMX-ML, it still has a high

than SMX—ML decoder. complexity which increases with the increase of the

Index Terms—Multiple—input—multiple—output (MIMO) sys- number of ransmit antennas.
tems, spatial modulation (SM), spatial multiplexing (SMX), 2) Hardware complexity: In SMX the number of radio

sphere decoding (SD), large scale MIMO. frequency (RF) chains is equal to the number of transmit
antennas. From[|[9], RF chains are circuits that do
not follow Moore’s law in progressive improvement.
Therefore, increasing the number of transmit antennas
ULTIPLE—input multiple—output (MIMO) systems of- and consequently the number of RF chains increases
fer a significant increase in spectral efficiency in com-  sjgnificantly the cost of real system implementatipr [10].
parison to single antenna systerfis [1]. An example is Spatiak) Energy consumption: RF chains contain Power Ampli-

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiplexing (SMX) [B], which transmits simultaneously ew fiers (PAs) which are responsible f80-80% of the total
all the transmit antennas. This method achieves a spectral power consumption in the transmittdr [11]. Therefore,
efficiency that increases linearly with the number of traitsm  jncreasing the number of RF chains results in a decrease

antennas. However, these systems cannot cope with the expo- i the energy efficiency[[]0].

nential increase of wireless data traffic, and a larger nutmloﬁmS SMX may not always be feasible and a more energy
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are used. Activating only one antenna at a time means tmatise variance. I@S]mg], the normalised expected neimb
only one RF chain is needed, which significantly reducedg nodes visited by the SM—Tx algorithm is used to compare
the hardware complexity of the systerE][lG]. Moreover, ats complexity with the complexity of the SM—ML algorithm.
only one RF chain is needed, SM offers a reduction in tHEhis does not take into account pre—computations needed by
energy consumption which scales linearly with the numb&M-Tx. In this paper, when comparing the complexity of SM—
of transmit antennas]]LO]]]l?]. Furthermore, the computax with the complexity of SM—ML and SM—-Rx, we take into
tional complexity of SM—ML is equal to the complexity ofaccount the pre—computations needed by the SM—Tx. We show
single—input multiple—output (SIMO) systemE|[18]e. the that because of those pre—computations, the SM—Tx tecéniqu
complexity of SM—ML depends only on the spectral efficiencis not always the best solution, where in some cases it is even
and the number of receive antennas, and does not depermate complex than SM-ML. The performance of both SDs
on the number of transmit antennas. Recently the potentilclosely tied to the choice of the initial radius. The chose
benefits of SM have been validated not only by simulatiomadius should be large enough for the sphere to contain the
but also via experimentﬂlg]O]. Moreover, [21] foeth solution. On the one hand, the larger the radius is, the darge
first time the performance of SM is analysed using real-wortte search space, which increases the complexity. On tlee oth
channel measurements. Accordingly, SM appears to be a gtaahd, a small radius may cause the algorithm to fail in finding
candidate for large scale MIMQ [P2]—]25]. a point inside the sphere.

In spite of its low—complexity implementation, there is In this paper, a careful study of the performance of these
still potential for further reductions, by limiting the nirar two detectors is provided, along with an accurate compariso
of possible combinations using the SD principle. Howeveof their computational complexity. Numerical results shbat
existing SD algorithms in literature do not consider theibaswith no loss in the BER performance, the proposed solutions
and fundamental principle of SM, that only one antenna fgovide a substantial reduction in computational compyexi
active at any given time instance. Therefore, two modified SWith respect to the SM—ML decoder. We also derive a closed
algorithms based on the tree search structure that areeiloform expression for the BER performance of SM-SD and
to SM are proposed. The first SD will be called receivershow that the initial radius can be chosen such that SM-
centric SD (SM-Rx), which was first presented |in|[26]. ThED gives an optimum performance. Furthermore, it is shown
algorithm in [26] combines the received signal from théhat SM—Rx is less complex than SM-Tx for lower spectral
multiple receive antennas, as long as the Euclidean distawrdficiencies, while SM-Tx is the best solution for higher
from the received point is less than a given radius. Thépectral efficiencies. Finally, using numerical resultssiew
SD-based detector is especially suitable when the numitesit SM—SD offers a significant reduction and nearly the same
of receive—antennas is very large. This technique reddees performance when compared to SMX with ML decoder or SD.
size of the search space related to the multiple antennas arhe remainder of this paper is organised as follows: In
the receiver (we denote this search space as “receive sea&ttion |]|, the system model along with the ML—optimum
space”). It will be shown later that there is no loss in eitter detector is summarised. In secti@ I, the new SM-Rx and
diversity order or the coding gaine. the BER is very close to SM-Tx receivers are described. In sectfor} IV, an accurate
that of the ML detector. However, the main limitation is thaénalysis of the computational complexity of both SM—Rx
it does not reduce the search space related to the numbeaei SM—Tx is performed. In sectidr V, the analytical BER
possible transmitted points (we denote this as “transnaitcée performance for SM-SDs is derived along with the initial
space”). This limitation prevents the detector from acimg\a radius selection method. Numerical results are presemted i
significant reduction in computational complexity when rhigsectionm, and the paper is concluded in sec VII.
data rates are required.

The second SD, which is called Transmit—centric (SM—

Tx) was first presented in|]27]. It aims at reducing the

transmit search space by limiting the number of possible spm Modulator
spatial and constellation points. The SM—Tx algorithm dsoi ) ) ) o
an exhaustive search by examining only those points thatn SM. the bit stream emitted by a binary source is divided
lie inside a sphere with a given radius. However, SM—Tx {§to blocks containingn = log, (N¢) + log, (M) bits each,
limited to the overdetermined MIMO set@V; < N,), where wher_eM is the constellation size. Then the following mapping
N, and N, are the number of transit and receiver antenn&d4le is used (123

respectively. In[[28],[[29], it is shown that SM-Tx ifh [27]ma « The first log, (NV;) bits are used to select the antenna

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

still be used for the case ¢2N,—1) > N; > N,., where SM— which is switched on for data transmission, while the
Tx is referred to as enhanced Tx—SD (E-Tx—SD). Moreover, other transmit antennas are kept silent. In this paper, the
in [@], [@] a detector for the case adf; > N, referred actual transmit antenna which is active for transmission

to as generalised Tx—SD (G-Tx-SD) is proposed. By using is denoted by/; with ¢; € {1,2,..., N;}.

the division algorithm the G—Tx—SD technique: 1) Divides th « The secondlog, (M) bits are used to choose a sym-
set of possible antennas to a number of subsets. 2) Performs bol in the signal-constellation diagram. Without loss of
E—Tx-SD over each subset. 3) Takes the minimum solution generality, Quadrature Amplitude Modulation (QAM) is
of all the sets. However, in this paper we propose a simple considered. In this paper, the actual complex symbol
solution, in which all that is needed is to set a constarto emitted by the transmit antenrdiais denoted bys;, with

0 for N; < N, andp = o2 for N, > N,, whereo? is the s¢ € {51,82,...,8M}-
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Accordingly, theN,; x 1 transmitted vector is:

Xt,5 = [01x(6,—1)> 5t O1x (N —2)] 1)

where[-]” denotes transpose operation, ag., is ap x ¢ Where Q™ is a 2™ space containing all possibl@ft x 1)
matrix with all-zero entries. Note, a power constraint oa tHransmitted vectors)-||. is the Frobenius norm, ariclenotes

" ") = argmin {1y — x| (5)
xeQ™

average energy per transmission of unity is assutheds, = the estimated spatial and constellation symbols.
E[x”x] = 1), whereE{.} is the expectation operator. Note, in SM only one transmit antenna is active at a time.
From above, the maximum achievable spectral efficiency Byierefore, the optimal receiver if] (5) can be simplified to,
SM is, [ZgML)’ §§ML)} argmin {”y _ thH%}
£e{1,2,...N:}
msm = logy (Ny) + log, (M) 2) s€{s1,52,...50}
N
However, for SMX, = arg min {Z lyr — hg,TS|2}
£e{1,2,...N:} —1

msmx = Vi logy (M) (3) st (6)
From (2) and [(3), we can see that the spectral efficiengherey, andh, . are ther—th entries ofy andh, respectively.
of SM does not increase linearly with the number of transmit
antennas as SMX does. Therefore, SM needs a larger number
of transmit antennas/ larger constellation size to arrivéha
same spectral efficiency as SMX. However, because in SMIN this section we introduce two SDs tailored for SM,
only one antenna is active: SM-Rx and SM-Tx. SM—Rx aims at reducing the number
« The computational complexity of SM does not depen@l Summations overV, required by the ML receiver in(ie).
on the number of transmit antennas. Unlike SMX wheraM—Tx aims at reducing the number of poiritss) the ML
the computational complexity increases linearly with thEsCeiver searches over. _
number of transmit antennas, the computational complex-F'_rSt' for ease of derivation, we introduce the regl—valued
ity of SM is the same as the computational complexit?qu'vale”t of the complex—valued model fh (4) followifig][30
of SIMO systems.
« The number of RF chains needed by SM is significantly S

Ill. SPHEREDECODERS FORSM

. y = Hxy, +0
less than the number of RF chains needed by SMX. In & _ )
fact, only one RF chain is required for SM. = hgS:+n
For these reasons we believe that SM is a strong candidateere,
for large scale MIMO systems, which strongly motivates this
work. _ T
v = [Re{y"},m{y"}] (8)
B. Channel Model H = Re{H} Im{H} (9)
. . . —Im{H} Re{H}
The modulated vectory, ,, in (fl) is transmitted through . o T
a frequency—flatV, x N; MIMO fading channel with transfer Xes = [Re{xg,},Im{x,}] (10)
fu_nction H, Where]_VT is the number of receiye antennas. In A = [Re {nT} Tm {nTHT (11)
this paper, a Rayleigh fading channel model is assumed., Thus i 1, i 12
the entries ofH are modelled as complex independent and ¢ = [HyHen ] (12)

identically distributed (i.i.d.) entries according @\V/(0, 1), s - [ Re{s} ] (13)

Moreover, a perfect channel state information (CSI) at the Im{s}
receiver is assumed, with no CSI at the transmitter.

) : where Re{-} and Im {-} denote real and imaginary parts
Thus, theN,. x 1 received vector can be written as follows

respectively, andd, is the (—th column ofH.

y = Hxys +n A. SM—Rx Detector

= husi+n ) The SM-Rx is a reduced—-complexity and close—to—

where n is the N,—dimensional Additive White Gaussianoptimum BER—-achieving decoder, which aims at reducing the
Noise (AWGN) with zero—mean and varianeé per dimen- receive search space. The detector can formally be wrigen a
sion at the receiver input, arl, is the /—th column ofH. follows:

Note, the signal-to-noise-ratio is SNRE, /N, = 1/c52.

N.,.(¢,s)
C. ML-Optimum Detector [EgR"%gng)} = argmin Z |Gr — fleﬁ\g
The ML optimum receiver for MIMO systems can be tetr2, r=1

s€{s1,82,...5Mm }

written as, (14)
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Ny
R12+1 = ||Z — f))_(gysui = (Rf — R/2) + Z (Zl, — D(U,g)Re{S} — D(u,f-ﬁ-N,)Im {S})2 (22)
v=1

whereh,,,. is ther—th row of h,, and, where

- B n 9 9 Zalb = Za — D(ayb)lm {S} (20)
Nr (ga S) - nE{II.?Ql?.).(QNT} {n Z |yT - hf,rs| S R } 2N,

r=1 (15) R/Q — R2 _ Z Zz‘gﬁ_]\[t (21)
The idea behind SM—Rx is that it keeps combining the v=Netl
received signals as long as the Euclidean distancﬂn (14) idNote, every time a point is found inside the sphere, the
less or equal to the radius. Whenever a point is found to beradius R is updated as shown il (22), with the Euclidean
inside the sphere, the radiug, is updated with the Euclideandistance of that point. Moreovel, (19) needs to be computed
distance of that point. The point with the minimum Euclideaanly for those points that lie inside the interval (18)r fo
distance andV, (,-) = 2N, is considered to be the solution.the reason thaﬂllQ) depends implicitly (18).
Because of the unique properties of SM the intervalﬂh (18)
and ) needs to be calculated only once for each possible
B. SM—Tx Detector transmit point, unlike conventional SDs where the intesval
have to be calculat®’; times for each transmit point. Further-
The conventional SD is designed for SMX, where all antemnore, we note that SM=Tx works for both underdetermined
nas are active at each time instanfle [{]] [3L]H33]. HoweveviMO setup withN; > N,., and overdetermined MIMO setup
in SM only one antenna is active at a time. Therefore, @ith N, < N,.
modified SD algorithm tailored for SM, named SM-TX, is As opposed to the SM—-Rx scheme, the SM-Tx scheme
presented. More specifically, similar to conventional SDgses some pre—computations to estimate the points that lie
the SM-Tx scheme reduces the number of poiidts) for inside the sphere of radiu8. These additional computations
¢ € {1,2,...N;} and s € {s1,s2,...50} to be searched are carefully taken into account in the analysis of the compu
through in [B).i.e, the transmit search space, by computingtional complexity of the SM—Tx scheme and its comparison
the Euclidean distances only for those points that lie Bsigvith the ML—optimum detector in sectidn]IV.
a sphere with radiu® and are centred around the received
signal. However, unlike conventional SDs, in our scheme the
set of points inside the sphere are much simpler to compute,

IV. COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY OF SM—RX AND

as there is only a single active antenna in SM. In this segction SM-Tx
we show how to compute the set of points. In this section, we analyse the computational complexity of
The Cholesky factorisation of thé€N; _><_2Nt) positive SM-ML, SM—Rx and SM-Tx. The complexity is computed
definite matrixG = H'H + ¢ly, is G = DD7, where as the number of real multiplication and division operadion
needed by each algorithrh [34].
. 0'721 Ny > N, (16)
771 0 N<N,
. A. SM-ML
Then the SM-Tx can be formally written as follow,
The computational complexity of SM—ML receiver iﬂ (6),
yields,

éng—SD)’ §§Tx—SD):| = arg min {HZ —_ ]:_))_(l-,s ||§} (17)
(£,5)€OR Csm-mL = 8N:2™, (23)

where©p is the subset_ of pointtY, s) _for e tl2,. . N . as the ML detector searches through the whole transmit and
ands € {s1, s2,...sp} in the transmit search space that li€

inside a sphere with radiu8 and centred around the receive jreeve sear2c h spac_es. Note, evalugu_ng t_he Euclidezandist
signalz, z = Dp and 5 = G~ 'H’y. lyr — hers|”) requires 8 real multiplications.
Unlike SM—Rx, SM-Tx reduces the computational com- The computational complexity of SMX-ML receiver ifi (5)

plexity of the ML receiver by reducing the transmit searcl$ €dual to
space, which is done by the efficient computation of the .
subset© . After some algebraic manipulations as shown in ComxmL = 4 (V¢ + 1) N, 2™. (24)

Appendle, the subset of poin3x lie in the intervals: Note, (|y _ Hx|2) in (E) requires(N; + 1) complex multi-

—R; + Z04+N, <1 { } < R; + Z04+N, (18) plications.
_— mais _— H .
Dirrvirny = Diesnstsny From (2B) and[(34), the complexity of SM does not depend
on the number of transmit antennas, and it is equal to the
-R +z R +z i i
" 204N, <Re{s} < 2|0+ N, (19) complexity of SIMO systems. However, the complexity of

Dy Doy SMX increases linearly with the number of transmit antennas
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Thus, the reduction of SM—ML receiver complexity relative Hence,

to the complexity of the SMX-ML decoder for the same B
spectral efficiency is given by, Cere-comp= Con + Ni(ANr Ny + 6Ny + 6N +3) (30)

2) Cinterval Is the number of operations needed to compute

cML = 100 x (1 _ 2 ) : (25) the intervals in [(18)[(19),
Ny +1
From ), the reduction in complexity offered by SM in- Cinterval = 2Ny + (2N, +3)N@) (31)
creases with the increase in the number of transmit antennas
For example forN; = 4 SM offers a60% reduction in where,
complexity compared to SMX, and as the number of transmit « For (18):2N, real divisions are needed.
antennas increases the reduction increases. o For (19): (2N; + 3) N{g) real multiplications are

needed, wherg2N; + 3) is the number of real
computations needed to compuEl(lQ), av@) is

B. SM-Rx the number of timesmg) is computed, which is
The complexity of the SM—Rx receiver is given by: calculated by simulations. Note, i) the interval in
Y (E) _depends onf tf;e antert;r(l);’;\ i_r;d@xmd onlyt;[hle
_ < imaginary part of the symbad, ii) some symbols
Cra—sD = 3;2NT () (26) share the same imaginary part. Therefofe] (19) is
) a Sf ) ) only calculated for those poin{€, s) which lie in
It is easy to show thafg,_sp lies in the intervaB x 2™ < the interval in ) and does not have the safne
Crx-sp < 6N,2™, where the lower bound corresponds to andIm{s} as a previously calculated point.
the scenario whereV, (¢,s) = 1, and the upper bound
corresponds to the scenario whepé. (¢,s) = 2N, for
¢ e {1,2,...N;} and s € {s1,82,...sm}. An interesting V. ERRORPROBABILITY OF SM—SDs AND INITIAL
observation is that SM—Rx offers a reduction in complexity RADIUS SELECTION METHOD

even for the case oW, = 1, where the complexity lies in the
interval 3 x 2™ < Cryx_sp < 6 x 2™, We note that the SM—
Rx solution requires no pre—computations with respect ¢o t
ML-optimum detector. In factV,. (¢, s) for £ € {1,2,... N;}

ands € {s1, s2,...sp}in @) are implicitly computed when

In this section, we derive an analytical expresion for the
t|13ER performance of SM-SD, and we show that SM-SD
offers a near optimum performance. The BER for SM-SD is
estimated using the union bour@[35], which can be expressed

solving the detection problem irﬂl4). as follows,
N (R, 5, %e,s) En {Pre sm-sp}
— < > d d
C. SM-Tx BER< > - o (32)
The computational complexity of SM—Tx can be upper— berse bs
bounded by, where N (X, s,,X¢,s) is the number of bits in error between

Xy, s, andx, s, and,
Crx—sp < Coy + 3Ncard {Or} 27)

wherecard{-} denotes the cardinality of a set, afid,, is the e,sl,afsp: Pr ((ESM‘SD’ ESM‘SD) 7 (L St)) (33)

complexity of finding the points in the subse, is the pairwise error probability of deciding on the point

(ZSM_SD Ssm-sp) given that the point?;, s;) is transmitted.
The probability of errorPr. sm—sp can be thought of as
where, two mutually exclusive events depending on whether the
1) Cpre-compis the number of operations needed to comtransmitted poin{¢;, s;) is inside the sphere. In other words,
pute the Cholesky decomposition. Calculating the upp#te probability of error for SM—SD can be separated in two

triangular matrixD using Cholesky decomposition hasparts, as shown ir (B4] [B6]:

C@R = CPre—Comp+ Cinterval (28)

the CompIeX|ty @]’ e Pr ((ZSM—ML, §SM—ML) # (£t7 St)): The probability of de-
a3 ciding on the incorrect transmitted symbol and/or used
Con = 4N;/3 B (29) antenna combination, given that the transmitted point
It can be easily shown that the calculation@f p and (44, s¢) is inside the sphere.

Z requires2N, N¢(2N; + 1), 2N;(2N; + 2N, + 1) and o Pr((¢;,s¢) ¢ ©r): The probability that the transmitted
N:(2N; + 1) real operations respectively, where back—  point (¢, s;) is outside the set of point®y considered

substitution algorithm was used for calculatiﬁgi@]. by the SD algorithm.
e,SII\)/Il:SDS (Pr ((ESM—MLa Ssm-mL) # (£, St)) +Pr((,s¢) ¢ 9R)) (34)
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o2 N e N.—1+r o2 "
aul g = (5)] 5 (7)) )
However, the probability of error for the ML decoder is,  Thus,
P <Pr((9) # () (35) N Y s
¢,SM—SD 202

Thus, SM-SD will have a near optimum performance when,
_ whereQ(z) = (1/v2r) [ e~ /2dt.

Pr((4,s1) ¢ Or) << Pr ((ﬂ §) # (Etvst)) (36)  In the case of Rayleigh fading, we can derive the closed
form solution forEg {Pr. sm-sp} in (@) by employing the
solution from [38, eq. (62)]. Note that the argument of the
Q-function in (4%) can be represented as the summation of
2N, squared Gaussian random variables, with zero mean and
variance equal to 1. This means that the argument in(the
function can be described by a central chi—squared disiitu

The probability ofnot having the transmitted poir{¥s, s;)
inside © zp can be written as,

2N,
Pr (Z ‘gr — l_‘lgtyrgt‘z > R2

Pr((¢:,s¢) ¢ ORr)

r=1
R 2 with 2N, degrees of freedom.
= Pr <I€ > ( ) ) The result forEg {Pr. sw-sp} is as given in[(46), where
Un/\/i O'g = Higt-,st _5(2-,5”% and'
2
Y <N7“7 (U_) > 1 C
. " =311 @7
where., Plugging [4p) into[(3R) gives a closed form expression for
NS 2 the BER of SM-SD. In the next section, we show t@ (32)
K= Z — (38) gives a tight approximation of the BER of SM-SD, and that
r=1 /2 SM-SD offers a near optimum performance.

is a central chi-squared random variable withv,. degree
of freedom having a cumulative distribution function (CDF)

equal to [3h],
F.(a,b) = M 10° Rayleigh fading channel realisations are shown to compare
I'(/2) the performance and computational complexity of largeescal
where(c,d) is the lower incomplete gamma function giverMIMO, SM-ML, SM-SD and SMX-SD.

by,

VI.
In the following, Monte Carlo simulation results for at leas

RESULTS

(39)

(40) A. Analytical performance of SM-SD

Figs. [L[R show the BER simulation results for SM-ML,
SM-Rx and SM-Tx compared with the analytical bound

d
(e, d) = / teletdt
0
andI'(¢) is the gamma function given by,

I'(c) = /0 h t e tdt (41)

SM-ML, N= 2, 32-QAl

t

O
O SM-ML N= 88 -QA
O

Nt: 32, BPSK

The initial sphere radius considered in SM-SD is a functic
of the noise variance as given E[37],

R? = 2aN,0?

SM-ML,

SM-RX, N(: 2, 32-QAM|

SM-Rx, Nz= 8,8 -QAM

@2 | REEN |
SM-RX,

. SM-Tx,

Nt: 32, BPSK
whereq is a constant chosen to satisE(SG). This can be do N= 2,32-QAM
by settingPr ((¢;,s;) ¢ ©r) = 1075 and back solving[(37).

For N, =1,2,4, o = 13.8,8.3,5.3 respectively.

t
. SM-Tx, N= 8,8 -QAM
. SM-Tx, = 32, BPSK

|
w
T

Bit Error Ratio

Analytical, Nl: 2, 32-QAM

[
o

Finally, Pr. sm—sp can be formulated as, Analytical, N= 8,8 -QAM

Analytical, Nt= 32, BPSK

-4

10 'k

Pr(|ly — Bes| > |5 ~ hesi]*)
Pr (€ > ||Be,5: — Bs|))

Pr
e,SM-SD

(43)

15 20 25 30 35
SNR (dB)

where, 10
¢ = 2Re { (B850 — Bes) " 5} ~ N (0,202 (|[Be,si — Bes]))

(44) Fig. 1. BER against SNRn = 6, and N = 4.
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SM-ML, Nt: 2, 128-QAl

SM-ML, Nt: 8, 32-QAM

SM-ML, Nt: 32, 8-QAM
Nl= 128, BPSK

N!:

SM-ML,
SM-RX, 2, 128-QAM

SM-RX, N[: 8, 32-QAM

SM-Rx, N= 32,8-QAM
SM-Rx, N.=128, BPSK
N=  2,128-QAM
N= 8 32-QAM
N= 32 8-QAM
N= 128, BPSK

. SM-Tx,
, SM-Tx,

Bit Error Ratio

. SM-Tx,
. SM-Tx,
Analytical, N‘ = 2,128-QAM
N,= 8,32-QAM
N,= 32,8-QAM
Nt: 128, BPSK

Analytical,

Analytical,

Analytical,

Fig. 2.

BER against SNRn = 8, and N, = 4.

T T T
—S— SM-SD, N= 2, 32-QA
—— SM-SD, N= 8, 8-QAM
N=32, BPSK

40

_e_ SM-SD,
10 _ SMX-SD, N= 2, 8-QAM [3
— [>- SMX-SD,N= 6, BPSK
£ 107t E
©
@
S
fim}
— -3
m 10°F E
107 E
i i i
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
SNR (dB)

Fig. 4. BER against SNRn = 6, and N, = 4.

derived in sectior|:|V, wheren 6,8 and N, = 4. From
the figures we can see that both SM-Tx and SM-Rx off
a near optimum performance, where the results overlap w
SM-ML. Furthermore, Figg] -2 validate our analytical bdun
as for BER< 1072 all graphs closely match the analytica
results. Note, it is will-known that the union bound is loos
for low SNR [35].

B. Comparison of the BER performance of SM and SMX

Figs.[3 and}4 show a BER comparison between all possil
combinations of SM and SMX fom = 6 and N,, = 2,4. In
Fig. B we can observe that the BER performance depends
the the number of transmit antennas used and, consequel
the constellation size. The smaller the constellation, dize
better the performance. Another observation that can beem:
is that SM and SMX offer nearly the same performance wh

10
10~ i
2 192 |
=1 10
@
S
o ~ —
= 107} —@—SM-SD. N= 2,128-QAM
—©—SM-SD, N= 8 32-QAM
—©— SM-SD, N= 32,8-QAM
107*}| —@— SM-SD, Nz 128, BPSK
— pp- SMX-SD,N= 2, 16-QAM
- >_ SMX-SD, Nl: 8, BPSK
0 5 10 15 20
SNR (dB)

using the same constellation size. In Fﬂg. 4, where the numbe
of receive antennas is increased, we notice that SM perforgg 5. BER against SNRn = 8, and N, = 2.

10°

_é_ SM*S[‘), Nt= 2,‘32*QAM
—— SM-SD, Nt= 8, 8-QAM
—— SM-SD, Nt= 32, BPSK

- SMX-SD, N= 2, 8-QAM [{
- P_ SMX-SD, N= 6, BPSK

10k

Bit Error Ratio

107

15 20
SNR (dB)

10 40

Fig. 3. BER against SNRn = 6, and N, = 2.

T T T
_e_SM*SD, Nt: 2, 128-QAM

40

SM-SD, N= 8, 32-QAM
—— ¥
SM-SD, N= 32, 8-QAM
_ —S— ¥
10 —©— SM-SD, N=128,BPSK 3
— P> SMX-SD,N=  2,16-QAM
- SMX-SD,N= 8, BPSK
- i
2 402l ]
=1 10 :
@
S
LE -3
o 10 "k E|
10 E
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
SNR (dB)

Fig. 6. BER against SNRn = 8, and N, = 4.
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100 100 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
SM-Tx, Nt= 2, 128-QAl
9ok ] 9o SM-Rx, Nt= 4,64-QAM [
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8qy g g-0H3 B 0003 B 6036 84008 5800 8 840 g0l = ol st
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= ' ' —_ O3 880008800 8800
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g ° éa 1 O0E B a6 E 8006 B8O EE 84 S
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Fig. 7. Computational complexity against SNiR.= 6, and N, = 2. Fig. 9. Computational complexity against SNR.= 8, and N,, = 2.
100 ‘ : ‘ ‘ 100
SM-Tx, Nt= 2,32-QAM
ool SM-Rx, Nt= 4, 16-QAM ool |
SM-Rx, Nt= 32, BPSK
80 = El = SMX-SD, Nt= 2, 8-QAM 80
[ = El= SMX-SD, Nt= 3, QPSK || [ ]
FEE8TEE paoE e a06E 8006 8806 8 840
70+ 1 70 ‘ 1
—O— SM-Tx, Nt=  2,128-QAl
60 1 60 —O—SM-Tx, Nt= 4,64-QAM|q
< g —O—SM-Rx, Nt= 8,32-QAM
5 1 % —&— SM-Rx, Nt=128,BPSK |
© © = El= SMX-SD,Nt= 2, 16-QAM
SMX-SD, Nt= 4, QPSK
- El- SMX-SD,Nt=  8,BPSK ||
o i i i i i i i i i
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
SNR (dB) SNR (dB)
Fig. 8. Computational complexity against SNR.= 6, and N,, = 4. Fig. 10. Computational complexity against SNR.= 8, and N, = 4.

better than SMX. In particular, BPSK—SM provideslalB initial radius is chosen according t§ [42). In particuldre t
better performance than BPSK-SMX. Also 8—QAM SM offer§gures show the relative computational complexity of thesSD
a slightly better performance0.5 dB) than 8-QAM SMX. with respect to the SM-ML detectore Cre1 (%) = 100 x
In Figs. [ and[]6, the BER comparisons fet = 8 (Csp/Cwmw). Note, for SM the SD with the lowest complexity
and N, = 2,4 are shown. In Fig[]5, SM and SMX offeris chosen.
similar performance for the same constellation size. Hemev In Figs. [} and[l8, the relative computational complexities
SM offers a better performance when the number of receif@r m = 6 and N, = 2,4 are shown. Fig[]7, shows that
antennas increases as shown in ffjg. 6. for large constellation sizes the lowest relative com poutei
In summary, SM offers a similar or better performance thagpmplexity is offered by SM-TxVN; = 2. The relative
SMX, where the performance of both systems depends on g@mputational complexity ranges betwe&i?s for low SNR
size of the constellation diagram and the number of recei@@d16% for high SNR. However, for lower constellation sizes
antennas. We also note that the BER performance of SM caM—Rx provides the lowest relative computational compjexi
be improved by increasing the number of receive antennagvhich is betweers6% for low SNR and26% for hight SNR.
As SM-Rx reduces the receive search space, the reduction
in the computational complexity offered by SM—Rx does not
depend on the number of transmit antennas. Therefore, only
In Figs.[‘}’, the computational complexity of SM—Rx an@M—-Rx with N; = 4, 32 are shown, where both scenarios offer
SM-Tx provided in @6) andmZ?) respectively is comparedearly the same relative computational complexity. Fipall
with the computational complexity of SMX-SD, where thdrom Fig. |']' we can see that SMX-SD; = 2 and N, = 3

C. Complexity Analysis
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are less complex than SM-ML with a relative computational VIlI. CONCLUSION

complexity48% and79% — 82% respectively. However, com- | this paper we have introduced and analysed the perfor-
paring SM-SD to SMX-SDV; = 2, for 32-QAM SM-SD  mance/complexity trade—off of two SDs designed specificall
is 32% less complex than SMX—SD, and for BPSK SM-SQor sM. The proposed SDs provide a substantial reduction
is 22% less complex than SMX—SD. In Fifj. 8, it can be see} the computational complexity while retaining the same
that for large constellation sizes SM—Tx is still the bestick BER as the ML—optimum detector. The closed—form analytical
with a relative complexity that ranges betwe2a¥s for low  performance of SM in i.i.d. Rayleigh flat—fading channels
SNR and12% for hight SNR, which is15% less than SMX— has been derived, and analytical and simulation resultg wer
SD N; = 2. For smaller constellation sizes SM—-Rx is th@nhown to closely agree. Furthermore, numerical resulte hav
best choice with relative complexity that ranges betw&&fi  highlighted that no SD is superior to the others, and that the
for low SNR and14% for high SNR, offering a23% extra pest solution to use depends on the MIMO setup, and the SNR
reduction in complexity when compared to SMX-3D = 2. at the receiver. In general, SM—Rx is the best choice for towe
Note, i) SMX-SDN; = 6 is not shown in the figure, becausespectral efficiencies, and SM—Tx is the best option for highe
this scenario has a complexity higher than the complexity ghectral efficiencies. Finally, simulation results showkt
SM-ML, ii) the complexity of SMX-SDN; = 3 increased g using SD offers a significant reduction in computational
with the increase of SNR, for the reason that, in the UndQ!ompIexity and nearly the same BER performance as SMX
determined case depends on the SNIﬂSZ). using ML decoder or SD.
Overall, SM-SD offers i) hardware complexity and power
The relative complexity forn = 8 and N, = 2,4 is shown consumption that does not depend on the number of transmit

in Fig. [@ and[1p. Since SM—Tx reduces the transmit sear@ftennas, i) BER performance that increases with the asere
space, the reduction in complexity increased by more thahthe number of transmit antennas, and iii) a large redaoctio
10% with the increase in the wordsize and consequently tie computational complexity compared to SMX. Thus, we
constellation size. In Fid] 9 for high constellation sizad-S believe that SM-SD is an ideal candidate for large scale
Tx N, = 2 is the best choice with a relative complexity thaMIMO systems.

reachest% for high SNR,. In Fig.EIO for high constellation

sizes SM-TxN; = 2 and N; = 4 are the best choice with

a relative complexity that reach&§: and 10% respectively.

On the other hand, SM—RX reduces the receive search spac&roof:
therefore, it still offers nearly the same relative comjiiex 1) First (1f) can be thought of as an inequality,
However, the complexity reduces with the increaseNof ~

where SM-RxV,. = 4 is (~ 10%) less complex than SM—-Rx R* > {[ly — Hx¢ |} (48)

N, = 2. Finally, from both figures it can be seen that although H - .

SM-ML is much less complex than SMX-ML, SMX-SD is Ivuee?egdfxﬁﬁxﬁﬁo ?mh.ss'ge;\?f @28])Vt0 Q:S@:)'
less complex than SM—ML. For that reason, SM—SD has to ere G = HPH + ¢l, is a (2N; x 2Ny) positiv

be developed, where SM—SD s 20%) less complex than Qeflmt_eHm_atrlx, Wltrla_l Cholesky factorlsatlon_deflned as
SMX-SD for N,. = 2, and(~ 10%) less complex than SMX— ga?rb]() D, whereD is a (2N, x 2V:) upper triangular
SD for N, = 4. Note, the complexity of both SM-Tx and ‘ e * o N S
SMX-SD decreases with the increasedf, because for the gogo;ys?sélglggég)c; ca}rf b{a ’ rzrl\divgggrl]ng;DHDp
case of N, < Ny, the less under-determined the system, the ’ ’
fewer pre—computations are needed.

APPENDIX
PROOF OF THE INTERVALS(IL§), (19)

Ry > {l|z—Dxesllz}
To summarize, two SDs for SM are introduced: SM—Tx 2N, 2N, 2
which reduces the transmit search space, and SM—Rx which > Z Z — ZDi_ja‘:&S () (50)
reduces the receive search space. Both detection algarithm i=1 j=i

are shown to offer a significant reduction in computational
complexity while maintaining a near optimum BER perfor-
mance. For systems with few transmit antennas, SM—Tx is

where,z = Dp and,

shown to be the_z better choice. For systems with with a larger R?a = R4 gpg}:sgz_’s +yTHp -3y (51)
number of receive antennas, SM—Rx is shown to be the better 9

. . . . .. (o Ny > N,
candidate in terms of complexity reduction. The decision fo p = { 0 N <N (52)
the most appropriate SD depends on the particular deploymen b=
scenario. For simplicity, in this paper we assumléf7 = R2.

R2 + ‘Pigsil-,s {”y - I:IXZ-,SH% + 90)25{35(2,5}

{y"y — y"Hz, , + %/ H"y + x{T Gx(, } (49)

AVARLYS
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Second, we note a necessary condition that the poirits
of the transmit search space need to satisfy to belong to
the subseBy is (for alli =1,2,...,2N,): [15]

2
2N

R*> |z = DiZes()) (53) [16]
j=i

which is a condition similar to conventional SD algo{17]
rithms [31].

We need to take into account that in SM only a
single antenna is active at any time instance. In th&]
equivalent real-valued signal model ilD(lO), this is
equivalent to having only two, out dN;, hon—zero [19]
entries in the signal vectosg, ;, andx, ,, respectively.

By taking this remark into account, it follows that:
a)ifi = N+ 1,N, + 2,...,2N,;, then only the [20]
imaginary part ofx, ; plays a role in 3), and, thus,
only one entryx, (£ + N;) can be non-zero; and b)
if i =1,2,..., N, then both real and imaginary parts
of X, s play a role in ), and, thus, only two entries
xe,s(£),Xe,s(£ + N;) can be non-zero. The considerar,,
tions in a) and b) lead to the intervals in](18) afd (19),

[21]

(1]
(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

El

[20]

(11]

[12]

[13]

respectively, which are directly obtained by solving tths]

inequality in (5B).
]
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