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Abstract—Vector perturbation is an encoding method for then decode as usual. The performance of the system is then

broadcast channels in which the transmitter solves a shorta largely determined by the power renormalization constant
vector problem in a lattice to create a perturbation vector, which

is then added to the data before transmission. In this work, & = By || Hze(u + 517)||2 )
introduce nested lattice codes into vector perturbation sgtems, 7= Bulltizr

resulting in a strategy which we deem matrix perturbation. . . .
We propose design criteria for the nested lattice codes, and Which has been studied extensively, sée [3]. Other authors

show empirically that lattices satisfying these design ctéria can [4] have studied the effect of sub-maximume-likelihood (ML)
improve the performance of vector perturbation systems. Tle methods for computing1) on system performance, as well as

resulting design criteria are the same as those recently ppwsed \actor perturbation methods when the users have more than
for the Compute-and-Forward protocol. .
one receive antenn@l[5].

. INTRODUCTION _ o
B. Summary of Main Contributions

A. Channel Pre-Inversion and Vector Perturbation
As far as the authors are aware, there has been no at-

We consider the following broadcast channel problertempt to use any lattice other than the square lat#¢d
Suppose a basestation wiflY transmit antennas wishes towhen solving for the offset vector as in [1). However, the
transmit toX’ non-cooperating single-antenna receivers, in thector perturbation system model naturally generalizesn®
presence of fading and noise. We assulie> K. Assuming wherein the data vectors are selected from the Voronoi cell
perfect channel state information at the transmitter, wg maf some complex latticeA ¢ C7, and the offset vectors
pre-process the data by multiplying it by the inverse of thare selected from\ itself. This naturally allows the users
channel matrix. However, given some transmit power cote employ (complex versions ofjested lattice codesvhich
straint, the transmitter must rescale by a power renor@itia are known to achieve channel capacity in the additive white
constant, which if large can substantially affect transiis. gaussian noise (AWGN) channél [6].

In [1], it was observed that whed/ = K, multiplying This work represents a first attempt at introducing lattice
the data intended for transmission Wy~', where H is coding into systems which employ vector perturbation. The
the channel matrix, performs poorly in a Rayleigh fadingerturbation vector is naturally replaced by a matrix, lenc
environment as the capacity does not scale linearly with the refer to our method asatrix perturbation Our ultimate
number of users. The authors proposed pre-multiplying@atst goal is to optimize system performance by establishingogiti
by a regularized inverse o/, which causes the capacity ofnested lattice codes. Our main contributions are as follows
the resulting system to scale linearly with the number ofsise
but still leaves a large gap to the broadcast channel cgpacit

In [2] the authors improved on[][1] using the method
of vector perturbation in which a vectoru of quadrature
amplitude modulation (QAM) symbols, scaled to be in the
Voronoi cell of Z[i]¥, is pre-processed by solving for

« In Sectiord], we generalize the vector perturbation sys-
tem model to one which employs nested lattice codes,
and describe the matrix perturbation method.

« In Section[dll, we propose design criteria for both the
fine and coarse lattices used in matrix perturbation, by
studying the resulting pairwise error probability. To this
end, we employ a version of the LLL lattice reduction
algorithm for complex lattices over Euclidean rings. Inter
estingly, the proposed design criteria are identical te¢ho

where Hzr = HT(HHT)~! is the zero-forcing inverse of the proposed in[[l7] for the Compute-and-Forward protocol.

channel matrix (a regularized inverse can similarly be used « In Section[1V, we confirm the validity of our proposed

The transmitter then sends the vectdf:(u + =), wherez is design criteria whefl’ = 1 by plotting the pairwise error

known as theperturbation vectorTo remove the perturbation probability of the system.

vector, the receivers each reduce modulo the laigé and « In Section Y we conclude and discuss future work.

x = argmin ||Hze(u + CC/)||27 1)
' €L K
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C. Conventions a zero-mean, uniform, discrete random variabjét), which
If A is a matrix with coefficients inC, then A! denotes are independent with respect to the indexWe collect the

the transpose oft and AT the conjugate transpose df The uncoded data in a matrii/, defined by

norm||Al||r is the Frobenius norm aofl, defined by||A||% = U ur(1) - wy(7)

tr(ATA). If Ay,..., A are matrices, thediag(A, ..., Ax)

: T U=|:|= ; - : e CEXT ()
denotes the block diagonal matrix withy, in the k' block. . . : . ’
If A= (a;) € CM*K and B € CN*L, then thetensoror UK ur(l) - ug(T)
Kronecker producbf A and B is the block matrix4A @ B = up = [up(1) -+ (7)) € T (7)

(a;;B) € CMNXEL |f A ¢ CMXK thenvec(A) € CMEx1
denotes the vectorization of, given by stacking the columns
of A on top of each other.

We assume that the transmitter has perfect knowledge of the
channel matrix. The transmitter constructs the encoded data
matrix S by computing some precoding matrik € CM*X
Il. MATRIX PERTURBATION SYSTEM MODEL which depends orf/, and a perturbation matriX € CK*7
In this section, we generalize the vector perturbationesyst (Whose structure we will clarify shortly), and setting
model of [2] to allow the users to employ physical-layer _
coding overT' time instances. We then describe the codebooks S =AU+ X)/Vy ®)
we consider, which come from nested lattice codes. Wherhere the power renormalization constgnis defined by
T = 1 our model specifies to the commonly-used vector 1
perturbation model of 2]. v = TEUHA(U +X)||F 9)

A. Basic Setup so that[[b) is satisfied. We assumés known to all receivers.

We consider multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) sys-
tems with M transmit antennas transmitting t& non- _ ) )
cooperating single-antenna receivers. We model the syatem L8t O C C be a discrete Euclidean ring, such that

B. Lattices

timet =1,...,T by the equation rankz(O) = 2. The main examples we will be interested in
T are the Gaussian integefs= Z[i| and the Eisenstein integers
y(t) = H()s(t) + w(?) ) 0 =2z, wherew = —1£/=3.

where at timet, .By an (’)-Iatt.ice (or simply lattice if O is understood) we
will mean a discrete?-module A ¢ CT. Therank r of the

Mx1 ; ieaj
- s(t) €C IS the encoded data vector fortransmlssmrllattice is its rank as a¥-module, and by the discreteness

o H(t) € CE*M js the channel matrix, whose entries are__ - . : : . .
- . . condition we haver < 7. SinceQ is a Euclidean ring, any
i.i.d. zero-mean standard Gaussian random variables w . .
-lattice A of rankr can be written as

variancel per complex dimension,
o w(t) € CE*1 is an additive noise vector, whose entries A={r=Gze CcTx1 | z € 0"} (10)

wi(t) are i.i.d. zero-mean standard Gaussian random _ - )
variables with variance per complex dimension for a full rank matrixG € C* <", called agenerator matrix

y(t) € CK*1is the total received vector observed, whosgf A The colqmns ofG form an O-basis forA. We say thgt
k™ entry y,(t) is observed by receivet. A is full rank if » = T'. For example, the hexagonal lattice
From now on we assume a quasi-static fading mo C C can be viewed as a one-dimensiodlattice with

wherein H = H(1) = ... — H(T), and we collect the * — 1 whereQ is the Eisenstein integers.

i T :
various values o&(t) as columns in a matri¥, defined by C}:S: ?lef IaitlceGA cC C\ivx'tlh g_?ﬂﬁga/txor ?agg(ﬁsi
S =[s(1) --- s(T)] € CM*T. Similarly we defineK x T ’ c=1Gz |z € ) c =

. B o = o subspace of complex dimensipiontainingA, andAc = CT
matricesy” = [y(l). y(T)] and W = [w(1) w(T)}: if and only if A is full rank. TheVoronoi cellof A is the set
The channel equation becomes

Y — HS +W @ Ww={reic| ||z]|* < ||z — y||* for all y € A, y # 0}
emhich is a compact subset dfc.

To ensure for fair comparison over coding strategies whi i .
We definereduction modula\ for any x € Ac¢ to be

code over time intervals of varying lengtfi§ we normalize

the transmitted signa¥ so that z (modA) = 2 — Qa(z) € Vi (11)
T
2N N where@ (z) is the closest lattice point to. Thus reduction
E(I5]lF) = ;E(Hs(t)” )=T. ©®) modulo A sends every point € Ac to the unique represen-

) o tative moduloA in the Voronoi cell ofA.
We note thatS can depend oiiif, and this expectation is taken For any lattice/, we define

over all possibleS for a fixed channel matrix.
We construct the encoded signélas follows. We assume (7)) — lmin||u||, FA) = {z e A | ||z|]| = 2r(A)}
that the intended data for receivierat timet is modeled by 2 fﬂ%



to be, respectively, thephere packing radiuand the number  Let us now fixA = Hze = HI(HHT)~!. The transmitter
of shortest vectors of. Thevolumeof a latticeA is defined to sendsA(U + X)/,/v, in which case the observation at the
be vol(A) := vol(V4), and theper-dimension second momenteceiver is

; i :
of a latticeA C C* is defined to be Y = HAU + X)) 7+ W = U/ 7+ X/ 7+ W. (18)
1 1 . . . .
o?(A) = ——/ ||2]2dz (12) Receiverk observes thé!" row of this matrix, given by
TVO](A) Va

Yk = U/ + TR/ w (19)
The compactness of, implies thato?(A) is well-defined for ) _ /_\/_ IV
all A. If ¢ € C is a constant, them?(cA) = |c|202(A). If u at which point they multiply the above by the constany to

is uniformly distributed orVs, theno?(A) = %EUHUHQ arrive at the equivalent observation
If we have latticesA, ¢ CT* for k = 1,..., K then we Y = Uk + T + /YW (20)

define theirdirect productto be the lattice Receiverk obtains the ML estimatéi;, of u, from (20) by

K . . 5 1o first computing
_ c Lk)X
A= dlat.oooad e €E2 R [ € ) (13 G = (MOdAL). G € Vi, (21)

to remove the offset vectar, € Ay, and then computing

for which a generator matrix isliag(Gy,...,Gk), where
G generates\. It follows easily from the definition of the Gy, = argmin ||J — uj,|| (22)
Voronoi cell thatVypse . = [T/ V.. uj €€k

Proposition 1: Suppose thath = [[*_, A, is the direct Our goal now is to extract design criteria for the nestedclest

product of the lattices\,, each of which has rank,. Then Ay C A}, by studying the pairwise error probability (PEP), that
is, P(ﬂk 75 uk)

K
a?(A) ! er?(/\k)_ (14) I1l. L ATTICE DESIGN CRITERIA

T K
D k=1Tk k21 A. PEP Analysis and Fine Lattice Design Criteria

Proof: We omit a full proof due to length constraints, but Let us fix a receiverk and a channel/, and consider
the proposition is easily proven via direct integration wheequation [(2D). The ML estimaté; < Cx in (22) of the
K = 2, after which it follows by induction for generdt. m transmitted lattice point; can alternately be described by
Gy = g (Mod Ay), g = argmin ||y, —u}|[* (23)

uj €sk+A)

Our approach to lattice coding roughly follows that of [6]where s is as in [2D). In essence, the reduction modajo
wherein the authors show how to use nested lattice codesd@eiver employed by uséreffectively extends the codebook
achieve the capacity of the AWGN channel. For each usgf to the entire translated latticg, + A. Hence the receiver
k =1,...,K, we assign a pair of full-rank nested latticegan first perform naive lattice decodingsdp + A}, to decode
A; € A} € C" and define the constellation for useto be 7, The final resultay, is obtained by reducing this modulo

IV _ / Ay, to determine its equivalence classdp.
Ce = (A = sk) NV, sk = B(ALNVA,) - (15) Sincedy, # uy, implies i, # uy, we have

C. Encoding the Data - Matrix Perturbation

Here we haye shifted by, simply to forceC, to be zero- Pty # ug) < P(iig # ug) = P(VAwi & VAQ)' (24)
mean, allowing us to construct standard QAM constellations )
as suchC,. We will refer toC;, as anested lattice code We follow a standard union bound argumeht [88.1.3],

We can now make precise the nature of the perturbatiﬂm'tt'ng the details as the argument is so pervasive in the
matrix X € CX*T. For a precoding matrix4 and a data literature. Lettinguy, . .., vs be the relevant vectors df), and
matrix U as in [8) withuy, € Va, C CT, we set settingr; = ||v;||/2, the union and Chernoff bounds yield

X = argmin |[A(U+ X")||% (16) P(yAwi & V) <3 e 3", (25)
X'eTTi, Ax =1

Considering the largest summands[inl(25) yields the approxi

where we view pointsY” in the lattice]]_, A as matrices
- mate upper bound

of the form
21 21(1) - @ (T) Piu, # ug) S #(Aj)e ")/ (26)
X'=|:|= : : . axp €A, (17) wherer(A}) is the sphere packing radius af, and 7(A})
IK IK.(U a:K'(T) the number of minimal vectors ;. Assuming thaty is

relatively insensitive to the choice of fine lattice, we skatt
WhenT =1 andO = A, = Z[z] for all %, this is the vector the optimal A}, are those which are good for the AWGN
perturbation strategy of [2], where the fine lattit¢ defines channel. Furthermore, froh (26) we see that the nesteddatti
a scaled QAM constellation within the Voronoi cell &f;. code should be chosen to minimize



B. Analysis ofy

C. Coarse Lattice Design Criteria

From the estimaté (26) we see that a full analysis of the pepRecall that the LLL algorithml[9] takes as input an integer

requires us to study how the power renormalization const
~ varies with the nested lattice code. Following an argumeﬂ

sis of dZ-lattice and outputs abLL-reducedbasis, with the
foperty that the basis vectors are in some sense as orthlogon

of [3], we show in this section that it can be approximated (U possible. A variant of the LLL algorithm introduced[in]J10

to a factor of K) by the second moment of a lattice.

Recalling the definition ofy from (@) and using basic facts

about Kronecker products and vectorization yields

1
7= FBul(A® In)vee((U + X)), (27)
where for a givenU, the perturbation matrixX is chosen
among allX’ Hszl Ay to minimize this quantity.
Let us now consider th&-lattice

K
L=(AxIr) []ArcCM” (28)
k=1
which has rankK'T and generator matrix
Gr = (A(X)IT) diag(Gl,...,GK) (29)
= [A(1)®G1 A(K>®GK} (30)

where A®) is the k" column of A. In particular when all
users employ the same coarse latticevith generator matrix
G, the generator matrix of is given byG, = A ® G.

generalizes the idea of an LLL-reduced basisQdattices,
whereQ is any Euclidean ring.

Let A ¢ CM be anO-lattice of rank K and letA be its
generator matrix, whose columns form @abasis forA. The
output of the LLL algorithm of[[10] when run oA can be
viewed as a matrix decomposition of the form

A=DBZ (34)

where the columns o3 form an O-LLL reduced basis (see
[10]) for A and Z € OX*K is unimodular, meaning that
|det(Z)| =1 and Z~! € OK*X_ From the unimodularity of
Z it follows that B generates the sani@-lattice asA.

Let B = QR be a QR-decomposition of th@-LLL reduced
generator matrix3 of A. SinceR is both upper-right triangular
and ‘almost’ orthogonal, the off-diagonal entriesifre close
to zero. We thus approximat@ by the diagonal matrix
Tii ©=]

0 i#j
which simply sets all off-diagonal entries & to zero. Let us
now setBy = QRy.

Consider now the)-lattice £ = (A ® Ir) Hszl Ay as in
(28), whose per-dimension second moment approximates the

R~ Ry, Roij= { (35)

As the columns of/* corresponds to elements of the varioupower renormalization constant Let £, be the O-lattice

codebooks’;, = A}, N Va,, we have

K
(A@ Ir)vee(U') € (A® Ir) [ [ Va, = (A® In)Vx_ s,
k=1

and(A®Ir)vec(X') € L forany X’ € Hszl Ay Following

the argument of[[3, Lemma 1], it follows from the definition

of X (the optimal suchX’) that

(A® I7) vec((U + X)') € V¢. (31)

Now let us approximate the distribution eéc(U?) by the
uniform distribution on[_, Va, = ViE | a,- It follows
from the above thatA ® I7) vec((U + X)*) is approximately
uniformly distributed onV., in which casey is approximated
as follows:

1= 7Eoll(A® InveeU+ X (32)
~ %vol(lVg) /v 2| dz = Ko2(£)  (33)

from which it follows that for a fixed channéll, the coarse
latticesAq, ..

(Bo ® Ir) [15—, Ax, where B, is obtained fromA by the
above-outlined procedure. We approximates follows:

v = 0?(L) ~ a?(Lo) (36)
K K
= 02((30 ® Ir) H Ag) = 02((R0 ® Ir) H A)  (37)
1 . k=1 k=1
== ) Ireklo® (M) (38)
K ; kk k

From the above we conclude that the coarse lattices should be
chosen to minimizer?(Ay), that is, they should be good for
guantization.

D. A Connection to Compute-and-Forward

Summarizing the design criteria derived in the previous

three subsections, we see that the nested lattice chgles
A}, ¢ CTshould be chosen so that:

(i) A}, is good for the AWGN channel, and

(i) Ay is good for quantization.

Lattice coding has also been proposed for the Compute-and-
Forward (CaF) protocol[11] for relay networks. An algebrai
approach to CaF was taken inl [7] in which the authors use
the PEP to extract design criteria. Interestingly, the etbst

., Ak should be chosen to minimize the secontattice code design criteria proposed [d [7] are identical t

momento?(L£). In the next subsection we propose an approxie design criteria derived above for the matrix pertudati
imation of 2(£) which clarifies howo?(£) depends on the technique. While we will not pursue this connection in this

various coarse lattices,,.

paper, it certainly merits further investigation.



T T
M K=2 T T T T T T i am
-2 —=—Z[i], K =4 —o—Z[],K=2
107 AL K=2|1 —=—Zfi K=4
> A, K=2
——A, K=4 A K=4
102 S 4

107

17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 10'51

hy 0 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
1/6? (dB)

1/o° (dB)

Fig. 1. PEP for usek = 1, in vector perturbation systems wit = M =2 £y 5 The same simulation parameters were used as in Figutlwith
and K = M = 4, when both users employ the same fine latticeand the Mg: 3K/2 for all systems. P gutLw

same coarse latticd = 2%A’. Here we compared the Gaussian latti6g]
commonly used in vector perturbation with the hexagonaicktA,.

coarse lattice should be good for quantization. Interghtin
IV. SIMULATION RESULTS these are the same proposed design criteria for CaF derived i
. Future work includes studying how nested lattice codes
erform in conjunction with regularized inversionl [1], and
generalizing to broadcast channels in which the receivavs h
more than one antenna, in particular to systems employiag th
Block diagonalization technique df [12].

We now present first simulation results which confirm th
legitimacy of our design criteria for lattice& C C, so that
T = 1. We compared the Gaussian lattiZgi] (i.e. QAM
modulation) which is commonly used in vector perturbatio
with the hexagonal latticél,, which is both a better lattice for
the AWGN channel and a better quantizer than the Gaussian REFERENCES
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