arXiv:1707.01063v3 [cs.IT] 25 May 2020

On the relaxed maximum-likelihood blind MIMO channel estimation for orthogonal space-time block codes

Kamran Kalbasi and S. Jamaloddin Golestani

Abstract—This paper concerns the maximum-likelihood channel estimation for MIMO systems with orthogonal space-time block codes when the finite alphabet constraint of the signal constellation is relaxed. We study the channel coefficients estimation subspace generated by this method. We provide an algebraic characterisation of this subspace which turns the optimization problem into a purely algebraic one and more importantly, leads to several interesting analytical proofs. We prove that with probability one, the dimension of the estimation subspace for the channel coefficients is deterministic and it decreases by increasing the number of receive antennas up to a certain critical number of receive antennas, after which the dimension remains constant. In fact, we show that beyond this critical number of receive antennas, the estimation subspace for the channel coefficients is isometric to a fixed deterministic invariant space which can be easily computed for every specific OSTB code.

Index Terms—MIMO systems, orthogonal space-time block codes, blind channel estimation, relaxed maximum-likelihood, estimation subspace, Hurwitz-Radon family

I. INTRODUCTION Bandwidth limitation and channel fading are two major problems in wireless communication systems. In the late 90’s, it was shown that the capacity of a fading channel is substantially increased by using multiple antennas in the transmitter and receiver [16]. Such communication systems are referred to as multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems. The gain in the capacity of a MIMO system can be attributed to the spatial diversity that such systems provide in coping with channel fading. In order to approach the large theoretical capacity of a MIMO system, it is necessary to perform a combined form of coding and modulation involving both the time domain and the space domain (i.e. concerning multiple transmit antennas). This type of combined coding and modulation is referred to as space-time coding.

The most popular category of space-time codes is that of the orthogonal space-time block (OSTB) codes which have very rich algebraic structures. These codes, besides achieving high diversity gain, can be decoded by very simple symbolby-symbol maximum-likelihood method.

A very important aspect of MIMO communication systems is the channel estimation without which correct decoding of the input data is impossible. In a MIMO system, channel estimation involves the estimation of channel coefficients corresponding to each pair of input-output antennas, all put together in a matrix which is called the channel matrix. The most popular way of obtaining this matrix is to send a training sequence, thus sacrificing a fraction of the transmission rate.

On the other hand, due to rapid changes of the channel and/or limited resources, training and channel tracking may be infeasible. One possible remedy is to differentially encode the transmitted data and thus eliminate the need for channel knowledge. This latter method has a 3dB power loss, see e.g. [6]. Another way is to exploit known properties of the transmitted data to learn the channel blindly, which is called blind channel estimation, see e.g. [4] and [3].

One of the most natural strategies for blind channel estimation is through the maximum-likelihood method. The exact maximum-likelihood estimation which involves the maximization of the received signals’ probability density taken over all possible input-data vectors and channel coefficients, has in general high computational complexity, especially for the OSTB codes with large blocks (see e.g. [9] where a practical algorithm based on exact maximum likelihood has been proposed for a class of OSTB codes utilizing specific constellations). Another approach with much lower complexity is the relaxed maximum-likelihood which is similar to the exact maximum likelihood, but it relaxes the finite alphabet constraint (constellation) of the input signal. This method has been studied for the MIMO systems utilizing OSTB codes in [13] where an equivalent formulation in terms of a matrix optimization was developed. It has also been used in other setups, see e.g. [12].

For the channel coefficients of a MIMO system with N transmit antennas and M receive antennas, we use interchangeably two different representations. The first is in the form of a complex matrix in C^{N×M} which we call the channel matrix and denote by H_∘, and the second is in the form of a real-valued vector in R^{2MN} which we call the channel vector and denote by h_∘. There is a one-to-one correspondence between h_∘ and H_∘ via the linear isometry h_∘ = H_∘ to be defined in Section II-A. For any given OSTB code C and any channel matrix H_∘ ∈ R^{M×N} the relaxed maximum-likelihood method proposed in [13] generates an estimation subspace for the channel coefficients (channel vector, to be precise) which we denote by H^C_M (H_∘). Clearly, the dimension of the space H^C_M (H_∘) which naturally contains the true channel vector h_∘, is of critical importance. For instance, if it happens to be equal to one, then the channel vector can be specified within a multiplicative constant, and this scalar factor can be further computed by other statistics [13].

As it has been demonstrated by numerical simulations in [13], the dimension of H^C_M (H_∘) is not 1 for some well-known OSTB codes including the Alamouti scheme. So studying this estimation approach in the cases where this dimension is not 1 can have interesting practical results as well as theoretical insights. In the current paper we try to shed some light on these cases.

To begin, we need to note that the space H^C_M (H_∘) and its dimension depend on the realized channel vector h_∘, hence they are stochastic entities. Nevertheless the numerical simulations conducted in [13] for many OSTB codes suggest that the dimension of this space interestingly shows a deterministic behavior for which no theoretical explanation has been provided. To our knowledge, the only other work that has studied this problem from a theoretical point of view is that of [17] where the deterministic behavior of the dimension of H^C_M (H_∘) has been explained for a special class of OSTB codes which they call ‘identifiable from second-order statistics’ [17]. In fact, these are precisely the OSTB codes for which the dimension of H^C_M (H_∘) is 1 for some channel matrix H_∘ and M large enough.

From [13], we know that a vector h lies in H^C_M (H_∘) if and only if A(^h_{‖h‖} ) = A(^{h∘}_{‖h∘‖} )B for some orthogonal matrix B, where A(·) is a linear map defined in Section II-D. Denoting the true input-data vector by s, we can apply the algorithm in [13] to find a vector ĥ in H^C_M (H_∘) and use it as the channel vector to decode an estimated input-data vector ŝ. Let B̂ be an orthogonal matrix that satisfies A(^ĥ_{‖ĥ‖} ) = A(^{h∘}_{‖h∘‖} )B̂. Then it is easy to show that we then have s = c B̂ ŝ, where c is some positive constant. This means that the true input-data vector s is an orthogonal transformation of ŝ, up to a multiplicative constant. Can we say anything more about the set of all the possible matrices B̂? The main objective of this paper is to answer this question.

Indeed let us denote by B^C_M (H_∘) the space of all matrices B that are orthogonal up to a multiplicative constant and for which there exists a vector h_B such that A(h_B) = A(h_∘)B. We show that B^C_M (H_∘) is in fact isometric to H^C_M (H_∘), hence sharing the same algebraic properties; for example they have the same dimension.

We derive a very simple algebraic characterisation for B^C_M (H_∘). Indeed, we show that

B^C_M (H_∘) = {B ∈ R^{K×K} | | Γ_BH_∘ = 0},

where K is the size of input-data vectors, i.e. s ∈ R^K , and Γ_B is a matrix-valued linear function of B defined in Section III. As the spaces B^C_M (H_∘) and H^C_M (H_∘) are isometric, this representation provides us with a simple computable algebraic characterisation for H^C_M (H_∘) as well. This turns our original optimization problem with intrinsic high complexity into a system of linear equations.

With the above characterisation of B^C_M (H_∘) and using ideas from algebraic geometry, we show that with probability one, its dimension is a deterministic number. We also show that by increasing the number of receive antennas M, this dimension almost surely (i.e. with probability one) decreases until a certain critical number of receive antennas, which we denote by M^C_∗ . These results are further validated by numerical simulations conducted for many OSTB codes, the outcome of which are tabulated in [13, Table I] and [17, Table I]. We also note that these deterministic and almost sure properties have been proved in [17] only for the special case of codes that are identifiable from second-order statistics, so our work generalizes their results to all OSTB codes.

Interestingly, with M larger than or equal to M^C_∗ , not only the dimension of B^C_M (H_∘) remains the same, but in fact the whole space B^C_M (H_∘) becomes equal to an invariant deterministic space, denoted by B^C_∗ which is independent of the channel realisation. Again, it turns out that B^C_∗ itself has very simple structure. Indeed we show that B^C_∗ = {B ∈ R^{K×K} | | Γ_B = 0}.

This enables us to explicitly compute the B^C_∗ for every specific OSTB code. As an example, we compute the space for the Alamouti scheme in Example 1. Explicitly knowing the space B^C_∗ and by our isometry relation, the space H^C_M (H_∘), could be potentially used in designing optimum training sequences for semi-blind MIMO systems, e.g. [14].

Our results could also have potential consequences for security issues studied in e.g. [2] and [18], because they suggest that when eavesdropping a communication link utilizing OSTB codes, one does not need to search the extensive set of all possible rotations, but just a relatively small linear space. For example, for the Alamouti code, the search space is a 4-dimensional linear space.

We also show that the space B^C_∗ (and also B^C_M (H_∘)) has a basis consisting of the identity matric and the matrices of some Hurwitz-Radon family, a property that might be useful in decoding or even in designing constellation schemes that render the channel identifiable.

Finally, it should be noted that the class of OSTB codes that are identifiable from second-order statistics introduced in [17] happens to be the same as the class of codes for which the dimension of B^C_∗ is one. This provides a very easy criterion to check the second-order-statistics identifiability of OSTB codes as defined in [17].

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we gather some mathematical facts, notations, and definitions that we use in the sequel. We divide it into four subsections on linear algebra, optimization, algebraic geometry, and finally space-time block codes.

A. Linear Algebra

We denote matrix transpose by superscript (·)^T, conjugate transpose by superscript (·)^H, the trace of a matrix by tr{·}, and finally the inverse of a matrix by (·)^{−1}. The identity matrix of size q is denoted by I_q .

We also denote the space of all real matrices of size m × n by R^{m×n} and the space of all complex matrices of size m × n by C^{m×n} . For complex numbers and matrices we use the notations ℜ(·) and ℑ(·) to denote their real and imaginary parts. A matrix B ∈ R^{m×m} is called orthogonal if B^{−1} = B^T. We define the space U^{m×q} as follows U^{m×q} := { Q ∈ R^{m×q} | | Q^TQ = I_q} .

Evidently, U^{n×n} is the space of orthogonal matrices of size n. We denote by vec(·) the vectorization of a matrix, i.e.

putting all the columns of a matrix (preserving the order) into a single column-vector. In other words, if c_1, ..., c_n are the columns of matrix M, we have vec(M) := [ c^T_1 , · · · , c^T_n

]_T . We define the underline operator as follows: for any complex-valued matrix P

P := vec ( [ ℜ(P) ℑ(P) ] ) . For any two arbitrary matrices A and B, their Kronecker (or tensor) product [1], [8] denoted by ⊗ is defined by

A ⊗ B := a_{11}B · · · a_{1m}B . . .. . . . a_{1n}B · · · a_{nm}B , where a_{ij} denotes the (i, j) entry of A.

The overline (·) operator is defined for any matrix A ∈ C^{m×n} as follows

A := [ ℜ(A) −ℑ(A) ℑ(A) ℜ(A) ] . The following lemmas can be easily verified by the definitions given above; see e.g., [1, ch. 10].

Lemma 1: The underline operator is one-to-one and Rlinear. Moreover, for any two arbitrary complex-valued matrices A and B which are of the same size we have

A^TB =^1_2 tr { A^HB + B^HA } . Lemma 2: The overline operator is one-to-one and R-linear.

Moreover, for any arbitrary complex-valued matrices A and B, we have A^H = A^T, and AB = A B, provided that their sizes allow the multiplication.

Lemma 3: The Kronecker product is bilinear (i.e. linear in each of its arguments), and for arbitrary matrices A, B, C, and D the following equality holds (provided that the dimensions of the matrices allow the matrix multiplications) ( A ⊗ B )( C ⊗ D ) = ( AB ) ⊗ ( CD ) . (1)

Lemma 4: For any two arbitrary complex or real-valued matrices A and B of sizes m × n and n × p respectively, we have

vec(AB) = ( B^T ⊗ I_m ) vec(A) , (2a) AB = ( I_p ⊗ A ) B. (2b)

Lemma 5: Let X , Y and Z be arbitrary vector spaces, and f : X → Y and g : Y → Z be linear functions. Additionally assume that X has finite dimension. Then dim ( ker(g ∘ f) ) = dim ( ker(f) ) + dim ( ker(g|_{f [X ]} ) ) , where dim(·) denotes the dimension of a space, ker(·) the kernel(nullity) of a function, f[X ] the image space of function f, and finally g|_A denotes the restriction of function g to subset A. Proof: Let K := ker(g ∘ f), and f|_K : K → ker(g|_{f [X ]} ) be the restriction of f to K. The result follows from the wellknown ranknullity theorem (see e.g., [7, Thm 2, ch. 3]).

B. Optimization

The following theorem which goes back to Ky Fan [5], plays a major role in studying the theoretical aspects of the relaxed maximum-likelihood channel estimation method introduced in [13]. We need the following version which is slightly more general than the one stated in [13]. As we were not able to find this version of the theorem or a satisfactory proof of it in the literature, we provide a proof in the appendix. Our proof relies only on elementary vector space ideas.

To begin, let P be a symmetric matrix in R^{m×m} , and q be a positive integer smaller than or equal to m; We define the space A^P_q as follows

A^P_q := arg max Q∈U^{m×q} tr { Q^TPQ } , where arg max denotes the set of arguments that maximize an expression.

Suppose that λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_L list all the distinct eigenvalues of P in decreasing order, and for each i, m_i be the multiplicity order of λ_i. Let k be the smallest positive integer satisfying

m_1 + m_2 + · · · + m_k ≥ q , (3)

and let V_i be the eigenspace corresponding to λ_i, i.e. V_i = {v ∈ R^m | | Pv = λ_iv} .

With the above notations we have the following theorem. Theorem 1: A matrix Q ∈ U^{m×q} is in A^P_q if and only if the vector space generated by all the columns of Q can be written as V_1 ⊕ · · · V_{k−1} ⊕ W_k , where W_k is a subspace of V_k of dimension q − (m_1 + · · · + m_{k−1}), and ⊕ denotes the direct sum of vector spaces [8].

Proof: See appendix A.

Corollary 1: Suppose that for a given P in the above theorem, the Inequality (3) holds with equality, i.e. m_1 +m_2 + · · · + m_k = q for some k, and let Q_∘ be an arbitrary matrix in A^P_q . Then a matrix Q ∈ U^{m×q} is in A^P_q if and only if there exists an orthogonal matrix B ∈ R^{q×q} such that Q = Q_∘B.

Proof: In this case W_k would be equal to V_k, and so Q and Q_∘ have the same column space. As the matrices are both in U^{m×q} the result follows immediately.

C. Algebraic Geometry

In this subsection we summarize some basic facts from algebraic geometry that we will need in the sequel. For more details we refer to [10].

An algebraic set is the locus of zeros of a finite collection of polynomials. In other words, any algebraic set is described as follows: let F be a finite set of polynomials in n variables with real coefficients. Then the following set is the algebraic set corresponding to F:

S_F := {x ∈ R^n | | f(x) = 0 : ∀ f ∈ F} .

Intuitively, every algebraic subset of R^n which is proper, i.e., it does not equal the whole space, is a hyper-surface of dimension at most n − 1, and hence has no ‘volume’. The following theorem formalises this idea. For measure theoretical concepts, we refer to e.g. [11].

Proposition 1: Every algebraic proper subset S ⫋ R^n has zero Lebesgue measure in R^n .

Proof: It suffices to prove that for any non-zero polynomial f of n variables we have μ_n({x ∈ R^n | | f(x) = 0}) = 0 ,

where μ_n denotes the Lebesgue measure on R^n . We proceed by induction on n. For n = 1 it is trivial. Now suppose the statement is true for every k < n. Then f can be written as f(x_n, x_{n−1}, · · · , x_1) = x^p_n g_p(x_{n−1}, · · · , x_1) + x^{p−1}_n g_{p−1}(x_{n−1}, · · · , x_1) + · · · + g_0(x_{n−1}, · · · , x_1) ,

where g_i’s are polynomials in the first n − 1 variables. Let us denote (x_{n−1}, · · · , x_1) by x̄_{n−1}. Let also {f = 0}, {g_p = 0}, and S_n be defined as follows

{f = 0} := {(x_n, x̄_{n−1}) | | f(x_n, x̄_{n−1}) = 0}, {g_p = 0} := {x̄_{n−1} | | g_p(x̄_{n−1}) = 0}, and S_n := {(x_n, x̄_{n−1}) | | f(x_n, x̄_{n−1}) = 0 and g_p(x̄_{n−1}) ≠ 0}.

Then we have {f = 0} ⊆ S_n ⋃ (R × {g_p = 0}) . Notice that μ_n(R × {g_p = 0}) equals μ_{n−1}{g_p = 0} which is zero by the induction hypothesis. Also by Fubini’s theorem [11] we have

μ_n(S_n) = ∫ A_{n−1} μ_1{x_n | |f(x_n, x̄_{n−1}) = 0} dμ_{n−1}(x̄_{n−1}) ,

where A_{n−1} := {(x̄_{n−1}) ∈ R^{n−1} | | g_p(x̄_{n−1}) ≠ 0}.

But for every (x̄_{n−1}) satisfying g_p(x̄_{n−1}) ≠ 0, the set {x_n | | f(x_n, x̄_{n−1}) = 0} has at most p elements, hence has zero Lebesgue measure.

The above theorem justifies the following definition.

Definition 1: We call a subset of R^n algebraically negligible if it is contained in an algebraic proper subset of R^n .

Remark 1: The probability of any algebraically negligible subset of R^n is zero under any probability measure that is continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In particular, any Gaussian probability on R^n with nonsingular correlation function falls into this category. Hence the probability of any algebraically negligible subset of R^n under a nonsingular Gaussian probability is zero.

D. Space-Time Block Coding

We consider a MIMO system of N transmit and M receive antennas over a flat block-fading channel, i.e. the block length L is much smaller than the channel coherence time. In this scenario, for the complex row-vectors x_t ∈ C^{1×N} , y_t ∈ C^{1×M} , and ω_t ∈ C^{1×M} which represent respectively the transmitted, received, and noise signals at time slot t, t = 1, · · · , L, there exists an N × M complex matrix H_∘ ∈ C^{N×M} such that [15]

y_t = x_tH_∘ + ω_t . (4)

The noise is assumed spatially and temporally white with a constant known variance σ^2 per complex dimension (or σ^2/2 per real dimension).

A space-time block code in real variables {s_i}^K_{i=1} over N transmit antennas of time block-length L, is a matrix-valued function X : R^K → C^{L×N} acting on input-data vectors s := [s_1 s_2 . . . s_K ]^T ∈ R^K . Vector s represents the data to be encoded, and the (i, j) element of X(s) represents the code symbol to be sent at time slot i over transmit antenna j. It should be noted that this definition contains both the complex OSTB codes and the real ones in a unified manner, hence saving us from considering them separately.

Let W ∈ C^{L×M} represent the noise matrix at the receiver, i.e. its (i, j) element represents the noise signal received at time slot i in receive antenna j. Let also Y : R^K × C^{L×M} → C^{L×N} denote the input-output function of the system, i.e. every (i, j) element of Y(s, W) represents the received signal at time slot i in receive antenna j when the input-data vector is s and the noise matrix equals W. With these notations (4) can be written as

Y(s, W) = X(s)H_∘ + W . (5)

We should emphasize that as H_∘ is assumed to be constant over the transmission of the whole block, we do not explicitly denote it in Y, although clearly Y it is a function of H_∘ as well.

A space-time block code X(s) is called orthogonal [15] if all the entries of X(s) are linear combinations of the variables s_1, s_2 . . . s_K , and moreover for any arbitrary s ∈ R^K the code matrix X(s) satisfies the following equation

X(s)^H X(s) = ‖s‖^2 I_N , (6)

where I_N is the identity matrix of size N. In other words, in an orthogonal space-time block code the transmitted vectors on different transmit antennas are perpendicular to one another, and each has its norm equal to ‖s‖. The linearity assumption is equivalent to

X(s) = K∑ k=1 s_k C_k , (7)

where C_k ∈ C^{L×N} for k = 1, · · · , K. Using the orthogonality property (6), we have

C^H_i C_j + C^H_j C_i = 0; ∀ i, j ∈ {1, . . . , K} , i ≠ j , (8) and C^H_k C_k = I_N ; ∀ k = 1, . . . , K. (9)

As the underline operator is R-linear, by (5) and (7) we have

Y(s, W) = K∑ k=1 s_kC_kH_∘ + W. (10)

Let H ∈ C^{N×M} and define h := H. Using Equality 2b, we have C_kH = Φ_k h , (11)

where Φ_k is defined as follows

Φ_k := I_M ⊗ C_k . (12)

Using Equality (1) we obtain

Φ^T_i Φ_j + Φ^T_j Φ_i = 0; ∀i, j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K} , i ≠ j , (13) and Φ^T_k Φ_k = I_{2MN} ; ∀k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , K} . (14)

Let us define the matrix operator A : R^{2NM} → R^{2T M×K} as follows

A(h) := [ Φ_1h . . . Φ_K h ] ; ∀h ∈ R^{2NM} . (15)

With this definition, Equation (10) can be written as follows

Y(s, W) = A(h_∘) s + W, (16)

where h_∘ is related to H_∘ by h_∘ = H_∘. Using Lemma 1 and Equations (13) and (14), we can easily show that for any h ∈ R^{2NM} we have the following relation for the columns of A(h)

(Φ_ih)^TΦ_j h =^1_2 tr { h^T ( Φ^T_i Φ_j + Φ^T_j Φ_i ) h } = δ_{i,j} ‖h‖^2, (17)

where δ_{i,j} is the Kronecker delta.

As there is a direct one-to-one correspondence between h ∈ R^{2NM} and H ∈ C^{N×M} via h = H, we refer to h_∘ and H_∘ exchangeably as the channel coefficients, while calling h_∘ as the channel vector and H_∘ as the channel matrix.

III. CHANNEL ESTIMATION

In this section we consider the blind channel estimation method first introduced for OSTB codes by Shahbazpanahi et al. [13]. They found a closed-form estimation subspace which is in fact a formulation for the relaxed maximum likely estimation [13], [17]. Indeed, suppose {y_i}^J_{i=1} denote J consecutive blocks of received signals at the receiver, i.e., y_i := Y_i, and {s_i}^J_{i=1} denote the corresponding input-data vectors (to be estimated). Then by relaxing the constellation and finite alphabet constraint of the input-data vectors {s_i}_i, one can show that the relaxed maximum likelihood estimation for h_∘ and {s_i}^J_{i=1} is equivalent to the following relaxed minimum-mean-square-error estimator [13]

arg min ĥ_∘∈R^{2M N} ŝ_1,··· ,ŝ_J ∈R^K J∑ i=1 ‖y_i − A(ĥ_∘) ŝ_i‖^2.

Then one can show [13] that it is equivalent for the estimated data vectors ŝ_i and the channel coefficients vector ĥ_∘ to satisfy the following equations

ŝ_i =

A(ĥ_∘)^Ty_i

‖ĥ_∘‖^2

(18) and A(ĥ_∘) ‖ĥ_∘‖ ∈ arg max h∈R^{2M N} tr{ A(h)^T ‖h‖ R̂A(h) ‖h‖ }, (19)

where R̂ :=^1_J ∑_J i=1 y_i y^T_i is the sample variance of the received blocks.

For exploring the properties of this estimation scheme, one needs to replace the sample variance R̂ with the “theoretical” one, i.e., R := E [ y y^T ] = E [ Y Y^T ] just as it has been done in [13] and [17]. We start by defining the estimation subspace H^C_M (H_∘) of an OSTB code C with M receive antennas and the channel matrix H_∘ as follows

H^C_M (H_∘) := arg max h∈R^{2M N} tr{ A(h)^T ‖h‖ R A(h) ‖h‖ } . (20)

We need the two important properties stated in Lemma 6 below, that were proved in [13] under the assumption that the constellation of input-data vectors {s_i}_i is such that the components of s on each coordinate of R^K are statistically uncorrelated; in other words E [ s s^T ] = Λ_s, where Λ_s is a diagonal matrix with strictly positive diagonals. But this constraint on the constellation seriously limits our choices, especially if we want to benefit from the correlation inside input-data vectors for the channel estimation. Fortunately, using the well-known fact that every symmetric real matrix is diagonalizable with an orthogonal matrix (see e.g. [8]), the proof can be modified to eliminate this constraint. Indeed, E [ s s^T ] being symmetric, can be represented as E [ s s^T ] = UΛ_sU^T, where Λ_s is a diagonal matrix with positive diagonals, and U ∈ R^{K×K} is an orthogonal matrix. Then the rest of the proof follows the same arguments as in [13, Section B.].

Lemma 6: Suppose E [ s s^T ] is nonsingular, hence represented as E [ s s^T ] = UΛ_sU^T, where Λ_s is a diagonal matrix with strictly positive diagonals, and U ∈ R^{K×K} is an orthogonal matrix. Then for any OSTB code C with any number of receive antennas M, and any channel matrix H_∘, we have (i) The eigenvalues of the matrix R consist of all the diagonal elements of the matrix Λ := ‖h_∘‖^2Λ_s +^{σ2}_2 I_K , as well as the value^{σ2}_2 with multiplicity order 2ML − K.

(ii) For every i = 1, · · · , K, the i^{th} column of A(h_∘)U is an eigenvector of R with the i^{th} diagonal element of Λ as its corresponding eigenvalue.

Since the diagonal elements of Λ are all strictly larger than

σ^2

2 , the matrix R falls into the assumptions of Corollary 1 with m = 2ML and q = k = K. So Lemma 6 and Corollary 1 imply that^{A(h∘)}_{‖h∘‖} ∈ A^R_K and moreover, a matrix Q ∈ U^{2ML×K} lies in A^R_K if and only if Q = A(^{h∘}_{‖h∘‖} )B for some orthogonal matrix B ∈ R^{K×K} . Hence a fortiori, for any h ∈ R^{2NM} , we have h ∈ H^C_M (H_∘) if and only if A(^h_{‖h‖} ) = A(^{h∘}_{‖h∘‖} )B for some orthogonal matrix B ∈ R^{K×K} .

Now suppose h̃ ∈ H^C_M (H_∘). Then by the above argument, we can find an orthogonal matrix B_{h̃} for which A(^{h̃}_{‖h̃‖} ) = A(^{h∘}_{‖h∘‖} )B_{h̃}. On the other hand, by the estimation equation, Equation (18), the estimated input-data vector s̃ is 1 ‖h̃‖^2 A(

h̃)Ty. Also by Equation (16), in the absence of noise

we have y = A(h_∘) s, where s is the true input-data vector.

So we have the following equality for the estimated input-data vector s̃ s̃ = ‖h_∘‖ ‖h̃‖ B^T_{h̃} s. (21)

So in the absence of noise, this channel estimation leads to an orthogonal transformation of the input-data vector. Therefore, any information about the set of all B_{h̃} with h̃ ∈ H^C_M (H_∘) is of great interest. First we introduce a notation for this set: for any OSTB code C, the number of receive antennas M and channel matrix H_∘, we define B^C_M (H_∘) as the set of all B ∈ R^{K×K} satisfying B^TB = cI_K for some constant c for which there exists a vector h_B ∈ R^{2MN} such that A(h_B) = A(h_∘)B. In the sequel, we will explore the structure of this space. While doing this, we will also obtain an algebraic characterisation of H^C_M (H_∘) which turns its variational nature into a purely algebraic problem. Using this characterisation, we will be able to prove several interesting properties of H^C_M (H_∘). We begin with the following technical lemma.

Lemma 7: For any two column vectors h̃, h ∈ R^{2M N} and any matrix B = [b_{i,j} ]_{i,j} ∈ R^{K×K} , we have

A(h̃) = A(h)B

if and only if Γ_BH = 0 and

h̃ = Φ^T B^T ⊗ I^{2ML} K Φh, (22)

where

h = H , Φ :=

Φ_1 . . Φ_K

, ΓB :=

Γ^1_B . . Γ^K_B , and Γ^k_B := [ 1 K K∑ i=1 K∑ j=1 b_{ji}C_kC^H_i C_j − K∑ l=1 b_{lk}C_l ] . Proof: First observe that the following are equivalent

A(h̃) = A(h)B, (23) and vec ( A(h̃) ) = vec ( A(h)B ) . By (15), for any h̃ ∈ R^{2M N} we have: vec ( A(h̃) ) = Φ h̃.

So this along with Equality (2a) implies that (23) is equivalent to Φh̃ = (B^T ⊗ I_{2ML}) vec ( A(h) ) = (B^T ⊗ I_{2ML})Φh .

(24)

By multiplying this Equation from the left by Φ^T, and noting the following equation

Φ^TΦ = K∑ k=1 Φ^T_k Φ_k = KI_{2MN} ,

we have h̃ = Φ^T B^T ⊗ I^{2ML} K Φh.

Thus, we have shown that if for a vector h̃, Equation (23) is satisfied then it will inevitably have the form of (22).

Now we prove that for an arbitrary vector h and arbitrary matrix B, if h̃ is given by Equation (22) then we have the following equivalence relation

A(h̃) = A(h)B ⇔ Γ_BH = 0.

Indeed, by plugging h̃ from (22) into (24) which is equivalent to (23), we find the following inequality

ΦΦ^T

B^T ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φh = (B^T ⊗ I_{2ML})Φh (25)

which is the same as

∀k : Φ_kΦ^T

B^T ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φh = K∑ l=1 b_{lk}Φ_l h,

where b_{lk} is the (l, k) entry of B. On the other hand we have

Φ^T

B^T ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φ = 1 K ∑ i ∑ j b_{ji}Φ^T_i Φ_j .

So (25) is equivalent to ∀k : [ 1 K K∑ i=1 K∑ j=1 b_{ji}Φ_kΦ^T_i Φ_j − K∑ l=1 b_{lk}Φ_l ] h = 0. (26)

Applying Lemmas 2 and 3, one can easily verify that Equation (26) is equivalent to

∀k : (I_M ⊗ Γ^k_B) H = 0. (27)

By Equality (2b), this is the same as

∀k = 1, . . . , K : Γ^k_BH = 0,

or equivalently Γ_BH = 0.

Remark 2: In the course of the above proof one can easily verify the following representation for Γ_B

Γ_B = ( 1 K C_1 . . C_K [ C^H_1 . . . C^H_K ] −I_{LK} ) B^T ⊗I_L

C_1 . . C_K .

Proposition 2: A column vector h ∈ R^{2M N} is in H^C_M (H_∘) if and only if there exists an orthogonal matrix B ∈ R^{K×K} such that

Γ_BH_∘ = 0 and h ‖h‖ = Φ^T

B^T ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φ h_∘ ‖h_∘‖ . Proof: Since^{A(h∘)}_{‖h∘‖} lies in A^R_q , a vector h ∈ R^{2MN} is in H^C_M (H_∘) if and only if^{A(h)}_{‖h‖} lies in A^R_q . But as we mentioned earlier, matrix R has exactly K eigenvalues greater than^{σ2}_2 and (2ML − K) eigenvalues equal to^{σ2}_2 ; hence Corollary 1 applies. This implies that h is in H^C_M (H_∘) if and only if there exists an orthogonal matrix B ∈ R^{K×K} such that

A(h) ‖h‖ = A(h_∘) ‖h_∘‖ B. (28)

By linearity of A(·) we have A ( h ‖h‖ ) = A ( h_∘ ‖h_∘‖ ) B. (29)

Now the result follows from Lemma 7.

As a consequence, we have the following interesting theorem Theorem 2: For any OSTB code C, any number of receive antennas M, and any realized channel matrix H_∘, we have

B^C_M (H_∘) = {B ∈ R^{K×K} | | Γ_BH_∘ = 0}.

For any OSTB code C and any realized channel matrix H_∘, we also define B^C_∗ := {B ∈ R^{K×K} | | Γ_B = 0}.

It is evident that for any arbitrary code C and arbitrary channel realization H_∘ we have:

B^C_∗ ⊆ B^C_M (H_∘). (30)

The following theorem establishes an isometry, hence a one-to-one correspondence between B^C_M (H_∘) and the space H^C_M (H_∘).

Theorem 3: For any arbitrary OSTB code C and any channel realization H_∘, the map

B → h := Φ^T

B^T ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φh_∘

is an isometry from B^C_M (H_∘) onto H^C_M (H_∘). As a result these spaces have the same dimension.

Proof: First we show that every nonzero element of B^C_M (H_∘) is in fact an orthogonal matrix up to a positive multiplicative constant. For any arbitrary B in B^C_M (H_∘) take its corresponding h given by Equation (22) (with h = H, as before). So by Lemma 7, we have

A(h) = A(h_∘)B.

Hence we get

A(h)^TA(h) = B^TA(h_∘)^TA(h_∘)B.

But by (15) and (17), for any arbitrary vector h ∈ R^{2M N} we have A(h)^TA(h) = ‖h‖^2I_K .

So we get B^TB = ‖h‖^2 ‖h_∘‖^2

I_K ,

which shows that B is orthogonal up to a positive constant. So Proposition 3 applies with^B_{‖B‖} , and h lies in H^C_M (H_∘). This correspondence is in fact an isometry between B^C_M (H_∘) and H^C_M (H_∘). Indeed, let us define an inner product on B^C_M (H_∘) as follows: For any B_1, B_2 ∈ B^C_M (H_∘)

⟨B_1, B_2⟩ :=

‖h_∘‖^2 K tr{B^T_1 B_2}.

Pursuant to (22), we have

i = 1, 2 : h_i := Φ^T

B^T_i ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φh_∘.

Then we have

h^T_1 h_2 = h^T_∘ Φ^T

B_1 ⊗ I_{2ML} K ΦΦ^T

B^T_2 ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φh_∘.

By (25) and (1), the right-hand-side of this equation is equal to h^T_∘ Φ^T

(B_1B^T_2 ) ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φh_∘. (31)

By expanding this expression and using Equality (14) we have

Φ^T

(B_1B^T_2 ) ⊗ I_{2ML} K Φ = tr{B^T_1 B_2} K I_{2MN} + S,

where S := 1 K ∑ i≠j β_{i,j} Φ^T_i Φ_j .

Here β_{i,j} denotes the (i, j) entry of B^T_1 B_2.

By Equation (13), S is skew-symmetric, i.e.,

S^T = −S. So h^T_∘ Sh_∘ = 0.

Therefore, Equation (31) reduces to

h^T_1 h_2 = tr{B^T_1 B_2} K ‖h_∘‖^2 = ⟨B_1, B_2⟩.

We continue to explore the properties of these spaces. First, notice that when M ≥ N, the matrix H_∘ has with probability one N linearly independent columns. The reason is that the columns of H_∘ are assumed to be jointly normal and stochastically independent. So in this case, we have the following implication

Γ_BH_∘ = 0 =⇒ Γ_B = 0 (with probability one).

This shows that when M ≥ N, we have

B^C_M (H_∘) = B^C_∗ (with probability one).

As B^C_∗ is according to its definition, independent of the channel matrix or even the number of receive antennas, this equality verifies that as far as M ≥ N, the dimension of the estimation subspace is invariant of the number of receive antennas. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 2: For an OSTB code C, we denote the dimension of B^C_∗ by d^C_∗ , and denote by M^C_∗ the smallest number of receive antennas for which the space B^C_{M C∗} (H_∘) is equal to B^C_∗ .

Clearly, the dimension of H^C_M (H_∘) and M^C_∗ are both random numbers. Nevertheless, the following theorem paves the way to prove that dim(H^C_M (H_∘)) and hence M^C_∗ are almost surely (i.e. with probability one) deterministic.

Theorem 4: Let Y be a finite-dimensional vector space, and g : R^n ×Y → R^p be a bilinear map. For every x ∈ R^n , define the function g_x : Y → R^p as g_x(y) := g(x, y). Then we have (i) There exists a non-negative integer d_g such that the dimension of the kernel of g_x equals d_g for every x ∈ R^n except for an algebraically negligible subset of R^n .

(ii) For every nontrivial g (i.e. g(x, y) ≠ 0 for some x and y), d_g is strictly smaller than dim(Y).

Proof: Let m be the dimension of Y, and {y_i}^m_{i=1} be a basis for Y. As g_x is linear for every x, by the ranknullity theorem [7] we have dim ( ker(g_x) ) = m − dim ( g_x[Y] ) , where g_x[Y] is the image space of g_x. So it suffices to prove that the dimension of g_x[Y] is constant for every x ∈ R^n except for an algebraically negligible subset of R^n . But the dimension of g_x[Y] equals the rank of the matrix Ξ_x := [ g(x, y_1) · · · g(x, y_m) ] , i.e., the matrix composed of columns vectors {g(x, y_i)}^m_{i=1}. We denote by S_{Ξx,k} the set of all sub-matrices of matrix Ξ_x of size k × k. We now define X_i as follows

X_k := {x ∈ R^n | | det(T) = 0 : ∀ T ∈ S_{Ξx,k}},

with the additional convention X_0 := 0. Clearly this is an increasing sequence, i.e. X_k ⊆ X_{k+1} for every k, and stabilizes to R^n at some point. We define d_g as the largest integer for which X_{dg} ≠ R^n . We also know that the rank of a matrix is the largest integer k such that the matrix contains a nonsingular sub-matrix of size k × k (see e.g. [8]). So for each k, the subset X_{k+1} \ X_k is precisely the set of all x for which the rank of Ξ_x equals k. On the other hand, each X_k is an algebraic subset of R^m because the determinant of a matrix is a polynomial function of its entries. Hence for each X_k, if it is a proper subset of R^n , it is inevitably algebraically negligible. In particular, as X_{dg} is not the whole space by definition, it is algebraically negligible. This means that the rank of Ξ_x equals d_g for every x ∈ R^n except for an algebraically negligible set. To prove the second part, we should show that d_g ≠ m. Let X_− be the set of all x ∈ R^n such that dim ( ker(g_x) ) = m, or equivalently ker(g_x) = Y. As g is non-trivial, there exists y_∘ ∈ Y and x_∘ ∈ R^n such that g(x_∘, y_∘) ≠ 0. So in particular X_− ⊆ X_{y∘} := {x ∈ R^n ; g(x, y_∘) = 0}. Again as X_{y∘} is an algebraic subset of R^n which is not the whole space, it is algebraically negligible.

Theorem 5: For any code C and any number of receive antennas M, the dimension of H^C_M (H_∘) equals a deterministic number (denoted by d^C (M)), almost surely for every H_∘ ∈ C^{N×M} . Moreover, d^C (M) is a decreasing function in M ∈ N as long as M < M^C_∗ .

Proof: By Theorem 3, the dimension of H^C_M (H_∘) is the same as the dimension of B^C_M (H_∘). By Equality (2b), for any B ∈ R^{K×K} , the equality Γ_BH_∘ = 0 holds if and only if (I_M ⊗ Γ_B) H_∘ = 0. So by Lemma 5, we have dim ( B^C_M (H_∘) ) = dim ( B^C_∗ ) + dim ( ker(g_{H∘} ) ) , where g^M_{H∘} is the function g_{H∘} : f[R^{K×K} ] → R^{2MN} defined by g_{H∘} (G) = (I_M ⊗ G)H_∘ for every G ∈ f[R^{K×K} ], i.e., the image of f : R^{K×K} → R^{2LK×2N} defined by f(B) := Γ_B for every B ∈ R^{K×K} .

By Theorem 4, it is clear that there is a non-negative integer d^M_g such that the dimension of ker(g_{H∘} ) is equal to d^M_g for every H_∘ ∈ R^{2MN} except for an algebraically negligible subset. As B^C_∗ is independent of the channel coefficients or even M, this implies the existence of the deterministic dimension d^C (M) := d^C_∗ + d^M_g for B^C_M (H_∘) as described above.

For the second part, we should show that as long as it is strictly positive, d^M_g decreases by increasing M.

For every H_∘ ∈ C^{M ×N} and h ∈ C^M , define H^+ := [ H_∘ h ] , i.e. the channel matrix corresponding to M +1 receive antennas. Let g_{H+} and g_h be defined in the same manner as above. Then we can easily verify that

ker(g_{H+} ) = ker(g^{H∘}_h ),

where g^{H∘}_h is the restriction of g_h to ker(g_{H∘} ). By the second part of Theorem 4, as long as ker(g_{H∘} ) ≠ {0}, the dimension of ker(g^{H∘}_h ) is strictly smaller than that of ker(g_{H∘} ).

The next theorem shows that B^C_M (H_∘) and B^C_∗ have very special algebraic structures. We remind the reader that a family of n × n real matrices A_1, · · · , A_k is called a Hurwitz-Radon family [15], if A^T_i = −A_i, A^2_i = −I and A_iA_j + A_j A_i = 0 for every i ≠ j. By Hurwitz-Radon theorem, any Hurwitz- Radon family of n × n matrices contains at most ρ(n) − 1 matrices [15], where ρ(n) is the Hurwitz-Radon function defined as follows: for a positive integer n, if n = 2^ab, b odd, and a = 4d + c where a, b, c, d are non-negative integers with 0 ≤ c < 4, then ρ(n) = 2^c + 8d. So we are ready for the following theorem.

Theorem 6: The spaces B^C_M (H_∘) and B^C_∗ , each have a basis consisting of the identity matrix I_K and the matrices of a Hurwitz-Radon family. Moreover, when K is even, any non-zero matrix B ∈ R^{K×K} in any of these spaces is a pure rotation up to a positive multiplicative constant, i.e., B^TB = cI_K for some c > 0, and det(B) > 0.

Proof: As shown in the proof of Theorem 3, each element of B^C_M (H_∘) is orthogonal up to a positive multiplicative constant. Consider the following procedure to construct a basis for B^C_M (H_∘). The first element is trivially the identity matrix I_K , which we denote by B_0. For the next element, let B_1 be an arbitrary orthogonal matrix in B^C_M (H_∘) that is also orthogonal to I_K , i.e. tr{B_1} = tr{B^T_1 I_K } = 0. Having chosen the first elements up to B_l, take B_{l+1} (if it exists) as an orthogonal matrix in B^C_M (H_∘) which is also orthogonal to all the previous elements, i.e. tr{B^T_{l+1}B_i} = 0, for every i ≤ l. We claim that the family {B_i}^{d−1}_{i=1} is Hurwitz-Radon, where d is the dimension of B^C_M (H_∘).

Indeed for each i ≠ j, B_i + B_j is contained in B^C_M (H_∘) and hence is orthogonal up to a multiplicative constant. As B_i and B_j are also orthogonal, this leads to B^T_i B_j + B^T_j B_i = βI_K for some real number β. This along with the assumption tr{B^T_i B_j } = 0 results in B^T_i B_j + B^T_j B_i = 0. Letting j = 0, we also get B^T_i + B_i = 0 for every i ≠ 0. The proof for B^C_∗ is identical.

For the second part, we again note that B can be written as αI + B^′ where B^′ is a skew-symmetric matrix. As the matrix B^′ is skew-symmetric, there exist [8] a real orthogonal matrix

Q and a family {Σ_i}^{K′}_{i=1} of matrices of the form [ 0 β_i −β_i 0 ]

for β_i ∈ R, such that B^′ = QΣQ^T, where Σ is the blockdiagonal matrix defined as diag(Σ_1, · · · , Σ_K′ ), i.e., the matrix that contains Σ_i’s on its diagonal, and zero entries every where else. Using Q Q^T = I, we obtain det(αI+B^′) = det(αI+Σ), hence the positivity of the determinant is clear.

Remark 3: A byproduct of this theorem is that when K is odd, the spaces B^C_M (H_∘) and B^C_∗ are always one dimensional and are generated by the identity matrix. This has already been proved in [17].

Example 1: For the Alamouti code, we have C_1 = I_2, C_2 =

iΩ_2, C_3 = [ 0 1 −1 0 ] , and C_4 = iΩ_4, where Ω_2 := [ 1 0 0 −1 ] , and Ω_4 := [ 0 1 1 0 ] . One can easily show that B^C_∗ is the 4-

dimensional space generated by {I_4, C_3 ⊗ I_2, Ω_4 ⊗ C_3, Ω_2 ⊗ C_3}.

IV. FINAL REMARKS Let us go back to the effect of the channel ambiguity on the estimation of the input-data vector. We saw in Equation (21) that the effect of the channel ambiguity is an orthogonal transformation. But with the results we developed in the last section we know a lot more about this orthogonal ambiguity. Indeed, let us assume that we have found a solution ĥ to the channel estimation equation, i.e., Equation (19). Using this solution we get an estimation for the input signal which we denote by ŝ. By Equation (18) or (21), we know that in the absence of noise, the true input signal s is related to the estimated ŝ as follows s = ‖h̃‖ ‖h_∘‖ B_ĥ s̃.

We know that B_ĥ lies in B^C_M (H_∘). As this space depends on the channel realization, we can not compute it a priori. But if M ≥ M^C_∗ , then B^C_M (H_∘) is equal to B^C_∗ which is a deterministic space, independent of the channel matrix or the number of receive antennas, and more important, it can be explicitly computed for every OSTB. In this case the true input-data signal s lies in the following space

S^C (s̃) := {B s̃ | | B ∈ B^C_∗ }. This characterisation may be used to design multidimensional constellation schemes for the input-data vectors {s_i}_i such that they all stay invariant under the elements of the space B^C_∗ , which as we showed, are pure rotations. In particular, when the dimension of B^C_∗ is small compared to K, this approach might generate high-rate coding schemes that are still identifiable. We leave this subject for a future project.

APPENDIX Lemma 8: Let D be a real diagonal matrix of size m × m with diagonal elements λ_1 ≥ λ_2 ≥ · · · ≥ λ_m, and q be a positive integer not larger than m. Let q^− be the largest index such that λ_q− > λ_q , and q^+ be the largest index for which λ_q+ = λ_q .

Then a matrix Q ∈ U^{m×q} is in A^D_q = arg max_{Q∈U} m×q tr { Q^TDQ } if and only if its column space equals

⟨e_1, e_2, . . . , e_q− ⟩ ⊕ W_{q−q}− , (32)

where e_i’s are the elementary bases of R^m , ⟨e_1, e_2, . . . , e_q− ⟩ is the subspace generated by the mentioned vectors, and W_{q−q}− is some (q − q^−)-dimensional subspace of ⟨e_q−_{+1}, e_q−_{+2}, . . . , e_q+ ⟩.

Proof: Let’s denote by x_i the rows of Q, i.e.

Q^T = [ x^T_1 x^T_2 · · · x^T_m ] . Then the following equations can be easily verified:

tr{Q^TDQ} = m∑ i=1 λ_i‖x_i‖^2, (33) and q = tr{I_q} = tr{Q^TQ} = m∑ i=1 ‖x_i‖^2. (34)

Now by augmenting m − q orthonormal columns to Q, we may complete it into an orthogonal matrix of size m × m. It is evident that each row of the augmented matrix should have a unit norm. So the norm of each row of Q is at most 1. In other words:

∀i = 1, . . . , m : ‖x_i‖^2 ≤ 1. (35)

So by Equations (33), (34) and (35), we easily get

tr{Q^TDQ} ≤ q^−∑

i=1 λ_i + q^−∑

i=1 { (λ_q − λ_i)(1 − ‖x_i‖^2) } +

+ λ_q (q − q^−) + (λ_q+_{+1} − λ_q ) { q − q^+∑

i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 } . It is also evident that the right-hand-side expression of this inequality is less than or equal to ∑_q− i=1 λ_i + λ_q(q − q^−), with equality if and only if

∀ i = 1, . . . , q^− : ‖x_i‖^2 = 1 , (36)

and_{q+} ∑ i=q^− +1

‖x_i‖^2 = q − q^− . (37)

So ∑_q− i=1 λ_i + λ_q (q − q^−) is an upper bound on tr{Q^TDQ} which is independent of Q. It is also evident that a necessary condition for a matrix Q ∈ U^{m×q} to achieve this upper bound, is to satisfy (36) and (37). On the other hand, one can be easily verify that any matrix Q ∈ U^{m×q} satisfying (36) and (37), also achieves this upper bound. So a matrix Q in U^{m×q} achieves this upper bound if and only if it satisfies conditions (36) and (37). Now we will verify that a matrix Q in U^{m×q} satisfies conditions (36) and (37) if and only if there exist a matrix W of size (q^+ − q^−) × (q − q^−) with orthonormal columns and an orthogonal matrix B such that Q = I_q− 0_{q×(q−q}−_) 0_{(q}+_{−q}−_{)×q}− W 0_{(m−q}+_{)×q}− 0_{(m−q}+_{)×(q−q}−_)

B. (38)

Suppose that a matrix Q in U^{m×q} satisfies conditions (36) and (37). By (34), all the last m − q^+ rows of Q have to be zero. Furthermore, the first q^− rows of Q must be orthonormal. To verify this, we eliminate the last m − q^+ rows of Q to obtain the sub-matrix Q^′. It is evident that Q^′ inherits from Q its property of having orthonormal columns. Now by augmenting q^+ −q extra orthonormal columns to Q^′ we may complete it to an orthogonal matrix Q^{′′} in R^{q+ ×q+} . Clearly the rows of Q^{′′} have to be orthonormal. In particular, its first q^− rows must have unit norm. But the first q^− rows of Q have already unit norm. So in its first q^− rows, Q^{′′} differs Q only by having extra zero entries. This shows that the first q^− rows of Q are indeed orthonormal. Now we can construct matrix B by letting its first q^− rows be the first q^− rows of Q, and its last q − q^− rows, be given by the Gram-Schmidt procedure such that the rows of B form an orthonormal basis for the row space of Q. This construction is possible because Q is in U^{m×q} and hence of rank q.

Finally, for any matrix Q in U^{m×q}, Equality (38) is equivalent to Q having its column space equal to the space given by Equation (32).

Proof of Theorem 1: We take the following notation: Let λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_m list all the eigenvalues of matrix P in decreasing order, and v_1, v_2, . . . , v_m be their corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors. Let also q^− be the largest integer such that λ_q− < λ_q and q^+ be the largest integer for which λ_q+ = λ_q .

We should prove that a matrix Q ∈ U^{m×q} is in A^P_q = arg max_{Q∈U} m×q tr { Q^TPQ } if and only if its column space equals ⟨v_1, v_2, . . . , v_q− ⟩ ⊕ W_{q−q}− , (39)

where W_{q−q}− is an arbitrary (q − q^−)-dimensional subspace of ⟨v_q−_{+1}, v_q−_{+2}, . . . , v_q+ ⟩. P can be represented as P = UDU^T, where D is a diagonal matrix having λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_m as its diagonal elements and U is the orthogonal matrix having v_1, v_2, . . . , v_m as its columns.

Clearly, for any Q in U^{m×q}, we have Q ∈ A^P_q if and only if U^TQ ∈ A^D_q . So by Lemma 8, Q ∈ A^P_q if and only if there exists a matrix W of size (q^+ − q^−) × (q − q^−) with orthonormal columns and an orthogonal matrix B such that

U^TQ = I_q− 0_{q×(q−q}−_) 0_{(q}+_{−q}−_{)×q}− W 0_{(m−q}+_{)×q}− 0_{(m−q}+_{)×(q−q}−_) B. Finally, multiplying this equation from the left by U completes the proof.

REFERENCES

[1] Karim M. Abadir and Jan R. Magnus. Matrix algebra, volume 1 of Econometric Exercises. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2005.

[2] Trevor Allen, J Cheng, and Naofal Al-Dhahir. Secure space-time block coding without transmitter CSI. IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, 3(6):573–576, 2014.

[3] Vincent Choqueuse, Ali Mansour, Gilles Burel, Ludovic Collin, and Koffi Yao. Blind channel estimation for STBC systems using higherorder statistics. IEEE Transactions on wireless Communications, 10(2):495–505, 2011.

[4] Yahia A Eldemerdash, Octavia A Dobre, and Mengüç Öner. Signal identification for multiple-antenna wireless systems: Achievements and challenges. IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, 18(3):1524– 1551, 2016.

[5] Ky Fan. On a theorem of Weyl concerning eigenvalues of linear transformations I. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 35(11):652–655, 1949.

[6] Girish Ganesan and Petre Stoica. Differential modulation using spacetime block codes. IEEE Signal Processing Letters, 9(2):57–60, 2002.

[7] Kenneth Hoffman and Ray Kunze. Linear algebra. Second edition.

Prentice-Hall, Inc., Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1971.

[8] Roger A Horn and Charles R Johnson. Matrix analysis. Cambridge university press, 2012.

[9] Wing-Kin Ma. Blind ML detection of orthogonal space-time block codes: Identifiability and code construction. IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, 55(7):3312–3324, 2007.

[10] Miles Reid. Undergraduate algebraic geometry. Cambridge University Press Cambridge, 1988.

[11] Walter Rudin. Real and complex analysis. Tata McGraw-Hill Education, 1987.

[12] Nima Sarmadi, Marius Pesavento, and Alex B Gershman. Closed-form blind channel estimation for orthogonally coded MIMO-OFDM systems: An algorithm and uniqueness study. In Smart Antennas (WSA), 2011 International ITG Workshop on, pages 1–6. IEEE, 2011.

[13] Shahram Shahbazpanahi, Alex B Gershman, and Jonathan H Manton.

Closed-form blind MIMO channel estimation for orthogonal space-time block codes. IEEE Transactions on signal processing, 53(12):4506– 4517, 2005.

[14] Li Shufeng and Zeng Jiabao. MIMO channel estimation algorithm using complete complementary sequence. In Computer and Communications (ICCC), 2016 2nd IEEE International Conference on, pages 1673–1677. IEEE, 2016.

[15] Vahid Tarokh, Hamid Jafarkhani, and A Robert Calderbank. Space-time block codes from orthogonal designs. IEEE Transactions on Information theory, 45(5):1456–1467, 1999.

[16] David Tse and Pramod Viswanath. Fundamentals of wireless communication. Cambridge university press, 2005.

[17] Javier Vía and Ignacio Santamaría. On the blind identifiability of orthogonal space-time block codes from second-order statistics. IEEE Transactions on Information theory, 54(2):709–722, 2008.

[18] Junjie Yang, Shengli Xie, Xiangyun Zhou, Rong Yu, and Yan Zhang.

A semiblind two-way training method for discriminatory channel estimation in MIMO systems. IEEE Transactions on Communications, 62(7):2400–2410, 2014.