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Abstract

In this paper, we describe direct-sequence code-divisiotiipte-access (DS-CDMA) systems with quadriphase-stefting
in which channel estimation, coherent demodulation, armbdiag are iteratively performed without the use of anyniray or
pilot symbols. An expectation-maximization channel+estion algorithm for the fading amplitude, phase, and therfarence
power spectral density (PSD) due to the combined intertereand thermal noise is proposed for DS-CDMA systems with
irregular repeat-accumulate codes. After initial estesatf the fading amplitude, phase, and interference PSDliaéned from
the received symbols, subsequent values of these paranateiteratively updated by using the soft feedback fromctiennel
decoder. The updated estimates are combined with the eeteixmbols and iteratively passed to the decoder. The eltioim of
pilot symbols simplifies the system design and allows eiireenhanced information throughput, an improved bit erate,ror
greater spectral efficiency. The interference-PSD esiimanables DS-CDMA systems to significantly suppress fietence.

Index Terms

Code-division multiple access (CDMA), channel estimatipilot symbols, expectation-maximization algorithm,réteve
receiver.

. INTRODUCTION

In mobile communication systems, the wireless channeldgaduandom amplitude and phase variations in the received
data, with the possible addition of time-varying interfeze from co-channel users. For this reason, the accurachafnel
state information (CSI) at the receiver is critical for codr@ detection and demodulation. A number of methods haea be
proposed for estimation of CSlI, all of which fall within thedad categories of either pilot-assisted or blind algonghCurrent
and next-generation cellular protocols such as W-CDMA @ahd Code Division Multiple Access) and 3GPP LTE (Third
Generation Partnership Project Long-Term Evolution) gpebe use of pilot-assisted channel estimation (PACE) HiJot
symbols or training sequences are known symbols eitheiipteded with or superimposed onto the transmitted dataertithe
or frequency domain, with the associated disadvantage o$sih spectral and/or power efficiency. Moreover, supeosep
PACE is degraded at low signal-to-noise ratios, and meitgd PACE is unsuitable for fast-fading channels with a oefee
time shorter than the pilot-symbol transmission rate [3], [

Blind channel-estimation methods offer an alternative approach that avoids the implemesratiost of pilot symbols_[4].
Blind methods typically use second-order statistics of ibeeived symbols for CSI estimation, with shortcomingshsas
increased complexity, slow convergence times, and chepimede ambiguity [5]. In addition, the receiviederference power
spectral density (PSD), which is due to both the thermal noise and the timgivgrinterference, is usually not estimated in
the literature spanning both PACE and blind CSI estimafidre accuracy of the interference-PSD estimation is knowreie
a significant impact on turbo-principle (iterative) detenttechniques as well as turbo and low-density parity-EH&®PC)
channel decodind [6][[7].

The expectation-maximization (EM) algorithm offers a loamplexity iterative approach to optimal maximum-likeldd
detection and estimation![8].[9]. A substantial body oéiléture can be found on EM-based techniques for data dmtecti
multiuser detection, channel estimation, or a combinatitthe latter. A few representative examples are listed.execursive
estimation of the fading channel amplitude was proposed@j. [Iterative receivers with EM-based fading-amplitudel aata
estimation using pilot symbols for LDPC-based space-timgingg and space-time block-coded orthogonal frequeneigidin
multiplexing (OFDM) were studied ir_[11] and [12], respeely. Joint multiuser detection and channel/data estwnator
uplink code-division multiple access (CDMA) was studied[I8]—-[16]. In [17], iterative EM estimation and turbo codin
were studied assuming noncoherent frequency-shift kegingulation and demodulation, which is well-known to be less
power-efficient than coherent modulation [18].
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In [19], an EM estimation approach for turbo-coded singteruiterative CDMA receivers with binary phase-shift keyin
was considered. In_[20] and [21], the authors replaced taedates with reqular LDPC codes; howevér,|[10]+[21] all featu
as much as a 9.1% pilot-symbol overhead for channel-andglitund interference-PSD estimation. Recently, EM-basedr
and noise estimation techniques were proposed_ ih [22] [@BPf2 multiple-antenna systems with convolutional codamy
as much as a 10% pilot-symbol overhead for initial channgénegion.

Although the primary role of pilot symbols in most cellulaiaisdards is channel estimation, pilot symbols often play a
secondary role in cell, frame, or symbol synchronizatioawdver, alternative methods of synchronization may be udszh
pilot symbols are unavailablé [18], [24], [25]. In this papa doubly iterative direct-sequence CDMA (DS-CDMA) reesi
featuring iterative EM channel estimation and iterativéeddon and decoding withowtny pilot symbols is presented. The
general form of the proposed blind channel estimator pes/fdding-amplitude, phase, and interference-PSD estiatboth
single-user and multiuser environments, therefore oftean alternative to the methods proposed_in [26] and [27ktdify
the phase ambiguity of blind channel estim3tekhe special case of EM channel estimation with perfect @hiafrmation
at the receiver (e.g., by means of a phase-locked loop) éscssidered. The proposed iterative receiver is capabisiofy
higher-order modulations such as M-PSK and M-ary quadeaanmplitude modulation (M-QAM), although quadriphaseftshi
keying (QPSK) is demonstrated in this work for simplicity. dddition, the proposed system uses irregular repeatradate
(IRA) codes instead of regular LDPC codes for lower comef28]—[30].

The paper is organized as follows. Section Il describes {fstem transmitter and receiver models including coding,
modulation, and spreading, as well as fading-channel patens1 Section Il summarizes the proposed EM-based astima
process that uses soft feedback from the channel decod#ioiséV presents the proposed blind method for the initi&l C
estimation and the possible trade-offs vis-a-vis PACEtiSe V shows simulation results, and Section VI offers dosions.

A word on notation: lowercase boldface is used to represectovs, while uppercase boldface represent matricedenotes

the statistical expectatior@-,)T is the matrix transpose, * is the complex conjugate, anfdis the largest integer smaller than
xZ.
Il. SYSTEM MODEL
chip Xr(K)
Waveform
N : Pr Generator
|
m b, 3 :
Channel o Spreadin cos(2rnf.t
—> » Mux —+» S/P| 2P g (27f.1)
Encoder Generator

sin(2rf.t)

I
' I
A !
| b pr i Chip i
Pilot | (> Waveform —»(x)
il
I

Generator x1(K)

——————— Additional block required for PACE system

Fig. 1. DS-CDMA transmitter with QPSK modulation.

Fig. 1 shows the block diagram of a dual quaternary DS-CDMakagmitter [[311] consisting of a channel encoder, QPSK
modulator, and a direct-sequence spreading generatomihigiplies orthogonal chip sequencpg andp; with the in-phase
and quadrature modulator inputs. The input to the encodEignl is a binary, independent, identically distributedadalock
of length K, which is denoted byn = [m(1),...,m(K)], m(is:) € [1,0].

1in [26], two different PSK modulations are used on adjaceRD®! subcarriers to resolve the phase ambiguity under slequiency-selective fading. A
short pilot sequence is used [n_[27] to recover the channate@ghmaking it semi-blind in nature. More importantly, théeiference-plus-noise PSD is not
estimated in[[26] and_[27].



A. Encoding, Modulation, and Spreading

Eachl x K message vectam is encoded into & x N codewordb = [b(1),...,b(N)] using a systematic, extended IRA
code [28]. IRA codes offer a combination of the linear comjileof turbo encoding and the lower complexity of LDPC
decoding without compromising on performance.

The (N, K) IRA code is constructed following the methodology propose29], where the IRA code parameters were
designed for use on a burst-erasure channel with additiise navhich was shown to be a good surrogate for Rayleigh ¢adin
channels. IRA codes can be considered to be a subset of Ingitg@arity-check codes and therefore may be represemnted b
a Tanner graph[30]. Lek (z) = Zf“ Nizt~tandp(z) = Zf“ p:xi~1 represent the variable-node and check-node degree
distributions of the code’s Tanner graph, wiih,, d..) being the maximum variable and check node degrees, resplgctising
density evolution, for(d, = 8,d. = 7) we obtain the following good choices [29]:

A(z) = 0.00008 + 0.31522z + 0.340852% 4 0.0.061262°
+0.28258z7
p(r) = 0.62302z° + 0.37698x5. (1)

The (N — K) x N IRA parity-check matrix can be representedis= [H; | Hs|, where sub-matriH, isa( N — K) x
(N — K) dual-diagonal matrix, an#f; is a randomly-generatddV — K') x K sparse matrix constructed such tiththas the
degree profile of[{1). Thé( x N systematic generator matr{X is then given byG = [IK | HffH;T]

For the simulations in Section V, Gray-labeled QPSK is usétth @ encoded bits mapped into a modulation symbol
x(k) € {£1,+5},k=1,..., % Although QPSK is assumed, the analysis and simulation sflyeaxtended to M-QAM.
Parallel streams of code bits are each spread using a Galetiseg with spreading factgr chips/code bit before rectangular
pulse-shaping that produces the real and imaginary conmi®éz(k), i.e.,xzr(k) = Re (z (k)) andzy (k) = Im (z (k)). In
practice, an intermediate frequency is used before théecdrequency upconversion, but the upconversion from lbase to
the intermediate frequency is omitted for clarity in Fig. 1.

No channel interleaving is applied to the IRA code due to titeefent interleaving characteristics of the IRA code fitsel
This is because the IRA code can be alternatively repredeagtea repetition code concatenated with a convolutionaddarc
(accumulator) with an interleaver between them. The iagemr is embedded within the sub-matkl in the Tanner graph
representation of IRA codes.

B. Channel Mode

For multiple-access interference (MAI) environments,¢hannel coefficients are generated using the Jakes ceddtating
model. The flat-fading assumption is valid when the infoiorabit-rate is low, e.g., 100 kb/s as usually consideredhis t
paper, since the multipath delay spread in a typical cellefvironment is about 1@s, which is negligible compared to the
symbol duration. For completeness, the proposed systenaralgsis are extended to include frequency-selectiveraiarby
including multipath components with delays exceeding @ chiration and using Rake receivers|[18],1[31], as described
Section\V-E. Each codeword or frame df code bits is divided into two different types of subframesblwcks. One block
size is set equal to therp code bits over which the fading amplitude is assumed to bstaah The other block size is set
equal ton;p code bits over which the interference level is assumed toonstant.

Each frame comprise¥ /2 QPSK code symbols and¢/2 spreading-sequence chips for each QPSK component. Thegfadi
coefficient associated with spreading-sequence cldpeitherpy or p; is

JPle/(nprg
Clornn) = VEsc/mpg) €/ roo),

N
c:l,...,—g

5 e
where E; is the average energy per QPSK symbeoljs the fading amplitude with® [oﬂ = 1, and ¢ is the unknown
fading-induced channel phase.

C. lterative Receiver Structure

Fig. 2 shows a block diagram of the proposed dual quaternargtive receiver. The received signal is downconverted,
passed through chip-matched filters, and despread by a reyrizéd spreading-sequence generator in each branch thvéth
downconverter and synchronization devices [18] omitteBign 2 for clarity. Self-interference between the spregdiaquences
of the desired user is negligible because accurate synidat@m is assumed at the receiver. L€§/2 denote the two-sided
PSD of the Gaussian noise. For the flat-fading scenario, dhepkex envelope of the desired user at ifie symbol time with
active MAI can be written as N
2

y(k)=C,,,, . o) + 0" (k) +nk), 1<k < (3)
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Fig. 2. Iterative DS-CDMA receiver.

wherez(k) is the complex transmitted code symbol of the desired usdr) is a complex zero-mean circularly symmetric
Gaussian noise sample wiffi [|nk|2} = Ny, andni™(k) is the interference at the demodulator due to interferireyugL8],
[31].

The time-varying MAI is assumed to be generated by intarfprisers with a structure identical to the desired userjtalbe
the spreading sequences differ and the fading coefficieatthdependent. The despreading in the receiver tends temvtiie
interference PSD over the code-symbol passband, and tisecuént filtering tends to produce a residual interfereritie av
Gaussian distribution. Thus, thinterference PSD due to the combined interference and thermal noise is mdadeeadditive
Gaussian noise with a two-sided PS[Y2 that is constant over each block of 5 code bits but varies from block-to-block.
This model enables the derivation of an EM estimatorifothat is used in the demodulator metric and leads to the sapiore
of the interference.

A receiver iteration is defined as a fixed number of decoder iterations followedribgrnal EM iterations in the channel
estimator of Fig. 2, and then a single demodulator metricegaion. Let

i denote the index for the internal EM iteration = 1, ..., imas;

j denote the index for the closed-loop receiver iteratips; 1, . .., jmaz-

Let ég)) = (C’((f)),fég)) represent the estimates of the fading-coefficient and faremce-PSD parameters at tié EM
iteration during thej*" overall receiver iteration. EM iterations commence afte initial channel estimation and decoding,
which is obtained while the switch in Fig. 2 is set to posittbnThe subsequent receiver iterations are performed wide t
switch is set to position 2 in order to refine the initial chahestimate with the aid of soft feedbasg), 8=1,23,4 from

the channel decoder.

1. EM ALGORITHM

Theoretically, the maximum-likelihood CSI estimatdrcan be obtained from a received data vegtor [y(1), ..., y(Ny)]
of N; code symbols, referred to as theomplete data, by maximizing the conditional log-likelihood function:
0 = arg mémxln fly|0). (4)

However, the computation of this equation is virtually plotive in practice since its complexity increases expdiadly with
the observation window size. In the EM algorithm, the exagoh of the conditional log-likelihood of theomplete data
z = (x,y) is iteratively maximized with respect 8, where expectation is taken with respectdtaiveny and a previous
estimate off.

The conditional probability density function (pdf) afcan be written as

f(2]6)=fxy]0)=f(y[x0)f(x]|0)=[f(y|x6)f(x) ()

where the last equality is from the independence of the mnétted signal vectok and the CSI parameté#. Thus,

Inf(z[6)=Inf(y|x60)+Inf(x). (6)



Since the symbols are independent and circularly symm@&taigssian noise and interference are assumed, the comdlitidh
flylx,0)is

1 o= (ly(k) = Ca(k)?)
f(y | X, 0) = (71']0)N1 exXp <_; IO ) : (7)
Therefore, asz(k)]> =1 V&,
N
Inf(y|x,0) = —N;-In(l) ——Z k) +|C)?
0 k=1
—2Re (y" (k)Cx(k))] (8)

where an irrelevant constant has been dropped.
E-step: Define the objective function to be the conditional expgetaof the conditional log-likelihood of = (y, x), which
can be written as

v (0.00)) = B, 5y n (2] 0)] ©)

whereég)) is the previous estimate. Usinfil (6) arid (8) and observing lihd (x) in (6) is independent o, and hence
irrelevant to the maximization, we obtain

Ny

x(0.6%) = —N/2-1n(lo)—%;[Iy(k)ngrICI?
—2Re (y*(k)Cig)) (k))] (10)

where:c(7))(k:) E,, gm[ z(k)] = Ex|y,é§j;

independence af(k) and 0(7)), and using Bayes’ law and the fact thhi (7) can be expressedpasdact of N; factors, we

[x(k)]. Assuming the independence of each transmitted symbib) and the

obtain .
jEZ)) (k) = Em(k)\y(k) g((z)) [ (k)] (11)
e VCIEO
£ (a6) 19089, 00)) = 0 o (a(r). (12)
f (y(k) | 0(5))
and ,
£ (00 1 0009,8) = oo (- E=EHE0 Y, (139

M-step: Taking the derivative of (10) with respect to the real andgmary parts of the complex-valuéy and then setting
the results equal to zero, we obtain the estimate of the dadiefficient at iteratiori + 1 as

Re (C{1)y)) = 11 i Re (u* (k) () (k) (14)
k=1
m (C),)) = —Nil i m (" (k) 23} (k) ). (15)
k=

Similarly, maximizing [10) with respect to the interfereneSDI, leads to

) 1
7(J
Io (i41) = N1 ];

The fading phase and amplitude can be explicitly estimatech {14) and[(I5), but that is unnecessary.

Let sg), B = 1,2,3,4, be the code-symbol probabilities obtained from the sofpois of the channel decoder, with
s1 = Pr(z(k) = +1),s2 = Pr(z(k) = +j),s3 = Pr(z(k) = —1),s4 = Pr(z(k) = —j). From [7) and[(IR2), the expectation
of z(k) at thei’® EM andj*" receiver iteration is

y(k) ~ C) w2 [ (16)

(7) (9) (49) p) (7) () () pG)
_(J)(k) Rl (1)+382 R2 (Z R3 ,(3) —Jsg R4 J(3)

L) .
() ()
sy’ Ry’
> R

(17)



. exp [1“% Im (C'((il)m)y*(k))} + exp [— f(j)z Re (C'((fiax)y*(k)) + v2]
Z£7)(k) — 10g 0,(imax) 0, (imax) (19)
~(5) * A(7 *
exp | 7 e (Gl ) s [t (62, 9)
. exp [—I(J% Im (C'((il)m)y*(k))} + exp {— ﬂj)Q Re (C'((il)m)y*(k)) + U1:|
Zéj)(k}) — 10g 0, (¢max) 0,(imax) (20)
2 ~(5) * 2 ~(5) *
exp L((){()imx) Re (C(imx)y (k))} + exp Lr(f()imx) Im (C(imx)y (k)) + ’U1:|
where IikeIihood—ratioRg)(i) depends on the current CSI estimates as
RO = exp | =2 Re(CYy(k))
L@~ FPEE @Y
L70,(9) i
RY = exp | =2 m(CDy(k))
2,(i) P50 @Y
L70,(4) i
. 2 .
RY), = exp O Re(C{J)y(k))
0,() i
. 2 .
Rszi) = oXp | =7 Im(C((f))y(k)) : (18)
0,(4) ]

Therefore, for a given receiver iteratiaﬁgj))(k) and R[(jz are updated,,,,,, number of times using decoder feedbatg?. In
the next receiver iteration, after channel re-estimatiba,fading-coefficient and interference-PSD estimatesupdated, and
then used at the demodulator and channel decoder to receﬁféé)uf)(k) and R(BJE;)' This process is repeated again gy, ..
EM iterations, and the aforementioned cycles continuenligke for subsequent receiver iterations.

In estimating the fading parameters, we 8&t= nrp/2; in estimatingly, we choosen;g < npp and setN; = n;p/2.
The EM estimator first finds the value «ff((g)) for a fading block of sizenpp. Then it finds the value ofé?()i) for each

smaller or equal interference block of sizgg using the value oﬁ((f)) found for the larger or equal fading block. When pilot
symbols are used, we seﬁj)(k) = z(k) for each known pilot bit, and there are no EM iterations ifyokhown pilot bits

are processed in calculatirzl)g the channel estimates. THeatign of the EM algorithm is to obtain both channel-coséint
and interference-PSD estimates, which differs fronm [1L¥Hwhere the emphasis is on data detection, and noisetiststige
assumed to be perfectly known.

Let I = 1,2 denote the two bits of a QPSK symbol, and v» denote the corresponding log-likelihood ratios that ack fe
back by the channel decoder. From|[21] ahd| [32, Eqn. 6], theadieilation metrics (extrinsic information)(”(k:),l =1,2
for bits 1,2 of symbol k that are applied to the channel decoder are shown at the tdpeafext page.

The number of EM iterations and the receiver latency are gedby applying astopping criterion. Iterations stop once
C“((';) is within a specified fraction of its value at the end of thevjyas iteration or a specified maximum number is reached.
The fraction should be sufficiently small (perhaps 10%) thatperformance loss will be insignificant.

V. BLIND CSI ESTIMATION
The EM algorithm in Section IIl generates updated CSI edtisias shown il (14)=(lL&jfter the initial coherent demodulation
and decoding of receiver iteratigh= 0. In [19]-[21], the initial CSI estimates were obtained witte aid of pilot symbols.
In this section, two methods for blind estimation of theialitCSI parameteréggiaz) = (C’((?iaz),fé?zmz)) are presented,
with the special case of perfect phase information at theivec examined first.

A. Perfect Phase Information at Receiver

The carrier synchronization provided by a phase-lockegd laseveral second and third-generation cellular starsdsudh as
IS-95 and CDMA20001x can be exploited to obviate the needtinate the channel phase (which is also potentially pexvid
by 2% piloting [27]). Assuming perfect phase informatiortta receiver, the fading amplitude is real-valued and ngatiee,



and [I5) does not have to be computed. A simple heuristimasti (denoted aklind method I) of (C’((le),fé?zmw)) for
each fading block can be obtained from the received symimls a

A(0) el
C. = — 21
(mee) = 1irp Z ly(k (21)
2 2

7(0) _ ~(0) ~(0)

Ioa(imaz) = max |:D - (C(iwnaz)) ’ h ’ (C(iwnaz)) :| (22)
where /2

nrFB
D=y @)

nrB

2
represents the average power of the received symbols,lard C(O) ve) is the difference between that power and the

estimated average power of a desired symbol. Equﬁfoh (blj)d/\prowde a perfect estimate in the absence of noise and

2
interference. The parametér> 0 is chosen such th tC(i )) éo()l does not exceed some maximum value. Ideally,

h is a function of E5 /Ny, but in this paper a constaht= 0.1 is always used for simplicity.

B. Complexity Analysis

Although the EM estimation is a relatively low-complexitgiiative approach to maximum-likelihood estimation, ihsomes
a much larger number of floating-point operations than giksisted schemes do. To evaluate the complexity of the EMatsr
in terms of required real additions and multiplications pkck of N; code symbols, each complex addition is equated to two
real additions, each complex multiplication is equatedta feal multiplications, and divisions are equated withtiplications.
Equations[(I4} (I6) requir€jmaximax (6 N1 + 4) real additions angaximax (121 + 4) real multiplications. Equations (18)
and (19) requires jaximax real additions30jm,.ximax real multiplications, and the computation vfxponentials. The initial
estimates calculated using {24(23), which only need to be computed once prior to the first Edvations, require X; real
additions,8 N + 7 real multiplications, and the computation of the maximunivad real numbers. A PACE receiver that uses
only pilot symbols for CSI estimation requirésV,; + 4 real multiplications andl2/N; + 4 real multiplications to compute
(@I4)-(186) once and does not need to compute the other equations, EM estimation increases the amount of computation
for CSI estimation by a factor of more thap..ima.x relative to PACE.

C. No Phase Information at Receiver

The initial CSI estimates proposed [n21) ahdl(22) for bindthod | are expected to be degraded significantly when the
phase information is also unknown, since an arbitraryahfhase value (e.g., 0 radians) must be assumed. To circrihis
problem, the initial receiver iteration consists of haetidion demodulation and channel decoding, after which e@coded
bit is used aSr(O) T)( ) in (I4)-[18). This step is followed by the regular EM estiimatprocess in subsequent receiver
iterations. This approach for the initial CSI estimatesjolhis referred to aslind method Il in the sequel, results in increased
receiver latency relative to the previous method when pliv@fsemation is not available.

D. Blind-PACE Estimation Tradeoffs

The previously proposed iterative DS-CDMA receiver withGPA[19]-[21] is considered as the benchmark for comparison
with the proposed receiver. Assuming an identical trangmoiter constraint and information bit-rate in both caség t
elimination of pilots creates the following possibilitiésr methods | and II:

o (CaseA) An increase in the number of transmitted information sytebo
o (CaseB) An increase in transmitted information-symbol duration.
e (CaseC) An increase in the number of transmitted parity symbolsvéiced IRA code rate).

The modifications listed above offset the loss in systemagparnce due to the degraded CSI estimation obtained from
blind methods | and Il with respect to PACE. The no-pilot cade B, and C have the same transmitted frame duration as
the frame with pilot symbols. Case$, B, and C provide the most favorable throughput, spectral efficiemryd bit error
rate, respectively. Numerical evaluations of each of tleases are presented in the next section. Although a cedefatling
model is assumed in the simulations, no filtering is used fodéixthis correlation in order to maintain the robustnetshe
proposed estimator.



V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In all the simulations, the block sizes are equal, and therimétion-bit rate is 100 kb/s. Increasing the block sizesdases
the accuracy of the EM estimators, but decreasing the blagds sallows closer tracking of the channel parameters and
includes more diversity in the receiver computations. Irstraf the simulations, except where stated, wergsgt=nrp = 40
and spreading factoy = 31. The number of closed-loop receiver iterations is sey,tQ. = 9, as there is insignificant
performance improvement fgr,, .. > 9. The number of internal EM iterations ig,., = 10. There is one decoder iteration
per receiver iteration. A IRA code (data block siz& = 1000) with sum-product algorithm decodirig [18] is usedhwitt
channel interleaving. The IRA code is rat¢2 when PACE is used. Jakes correlated fading of the desiredlsisd a mobile
velocity of 120 km/hr are assumed. Flat fading is assumedadstrof the simulations, whereas a frequency-selectiveratlan
is examined in Section VIE. The iterative PACE receiver @ered for comparison contains 9.1% pilot-symbol overhead
which has been shown to have a decoding performance clo$e toonventional 3GPP LTE receivér [21]. For each scenario
tested, 5000 Monte Carlo simulation trials were conductedavoid repetition, a selection of representative examplat
of the many possible combinations of channel coding, phafsgmation, interference models, and no-pilot modificasi@re
presented next.

The bit error rate (BER) is calculated as a functionFf Ny, where E, = (N/2K)E; is the energy per bit. The information
throughput is a vital performance criterion in addition e BER. One of the primary motivations in removing pilot syish
is the expectation of achieving greater throughput, evengh the BER performance may be degraded marginally. Weedefin

throughputR as it on bits | q q
_in ormation bits in a c_o ewor>< (1— BER) bitsls (24)
codeword duration

A. Single-user environment, perfect phase knowledge

—#— Perfect CSI
—8— 9.1% PACE
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Fig. 3. BER versuss,/No for IRA-coded iterative receiver in single-user enviromhwith phase provided by PLL.
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Fig. 4. Information throughput versus, /Ny for IRA-coded iterative receiver in single-user enviromneith phase provided by PLL.

For the first set of results in Figsl [3-4, a single-user envirent and perfect phase knowledge at the receiver are adsume
Fig.[3 displays the BER versus, /N, for an IRA-coded iterative receiver operating with perf€8I, PACE, blind method |
with casesA, B, andC, and blind method Il with cased and C, respectively. The key observation is that blind method II
is worse than method | by 2 dB #FR = 103 for both cased and case”, which illustrates the well-known sensitivity of
the EM algorithm to the accuracy of the initial estimates.

The addition of extra parity bits to blind method | (caég rate-1000/2200) offers the greatest improvement in BER,
surpassing even the rate-1/2 code with perfect CSI at lghV,. The increase in number of information symbols (case
A) results in the worst BER performance with a separation oBladd 0.5 dB from PACE and case at BER = 1073,
respectively.

The various scenarios featured in Hif. 3 were also testeérumdlow-fading channel with mobile velocity of 10 km/hr. It
was observed that all the BER curves were shifted towardsigie by up to 7 dB atBER = 1073, but the overall trends
among the different cases remained the same.

Fig.[d exhibits information throughput versusE, /N, for the IRA-coded iterative receiver with the scenarios iof. B. The
throughput advantage of cageis achieved even though no pilot symbols are used at alj;the.initial estimation is totally
blind. It is evident that increasing the symbol duration ddiag additional parity information does not give the pregd blind
methods any significant advantage in throughput over PAGHEh Blind methods with caseB, C' and PACE provide about
20% less throughput than the receiver with perfect CSlI.

B. Multiuser environment, unknown phase

A 4-user interference environment with equal mean bit emerfpr all users at the receivek, /N, = 20 dB, and no
phase information at the receiver is examined next. It isirassl that both the interference levels and the unknown phrase
constant during each subframe. Each interference sigparences independent Jakes correlated fading and ussseindent
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data and Gold sequences with respect to the desired sigmalsimulation uses chip-synchronous interference sigmdiih
is a pessimistic worst- case assumptionl [31]. Two varigtioh CS| estimation are examined hepartially adaptive with
only fading coeff|C|emC 7 being estimated using (114], {15), aﬂé{ set equal taN, for all subframes; andully adaptive

(4) (4)
estimation of botkCi7 and]o7i using [13), [(Ib), and(16).
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Information BER

Fig. 5. BER versus, /Ng for IRA-coded iterative receiver affected by MAI from 4 usefully and partially adaptive estimation, and unknown ggha

Fig.[3 displays IRA-coded BER versug, /N, for partially and fully adaptive CSI estimation per fadinip¢k and case”
for both blind methods. The mismatch &f and the true value of, at the demodulator and decoder results in a high error
floor for the partially adaptive cases. The intuition behihd error floor is that the partially adaptive estimator estimates
the true signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINRR)disregarding the MAI, with the degree of overestimatinaréasing
with SINR. For IRA codes, it was shown ih [33] that both undand overestimation of the SINR degrades the IRA decoder
performance. The fully adaptive estimation offers a moreuestte SINR estimate and, hence, suppresses interfereice a
reduces the error floor significantly. This interferencepsapsion is achieved without using the far more elaboratibiusar
and signal cancellation methods that could be implementeal DS-CDMA receiver. For both partially and fully adaptive
estimation, it is observed that blind method Il now outperfs method | due to better phase estimation, whereas batt bli
methods outperform PACE @& ER = 103 due to the added parity information.

Fig.[8 demonstrates the IRA-coded receiver throughputedf®y the proposed methods under MAI from 4 users. The blind
methods always provide a better throughput compared witiE2Xor example, method | with casé is superior by 9% to
both PACE scenarios whef, /Ny > 5 dB. It is observed that both partial and fully-adaptiverastiion methods offer a similar
asymptotic throughput, which indicates that partial CSinegtion may be sufficient for applications with a non-sémt BER
criterion. On the other hand, error-critical applicatiaesgjuiring less thanBER = 10~ must use the fully adaptive CSI
estimation, as seen from Figl. 5.
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C. Varying fading-block size, unknown phase

In urban mobile environments, the phase can be expectedatgehsignificantly after approximate%% sto % s, where
fa is the maximum Doppler shift. For the assumed mobile vejozit120 km/hr, this time range corresponds to roughly 10 to
40 code bits at 100 kb/s. The fading and interference blookssirp = n;p are therefore varied accordingly, and phase
information is assumed to be available at the receiver ferrtbxt set of results.

Fig.[@ displays fully adaptive IRA-coded BER versiis/N, for blind methods | and Il with cas€, 9.1 % PACE, and
perfect CSI decoding fonrp = 10 and40 in a single-user environment. An improvement of 1 to 2 dB whseoved for all
methods for the smaller fading-block size of g = 10 due to the increased fading diversity. The throughput witkecd is
shown in Fig[8. It is observed that the throughput gains effifoposed blind methods over PACE (roughly 9% at interntedia
to high E,,/Ny) are preserved even when the phase is initially unknowneateheiver.

D. Varying MAI, unknown phase

IRA-coded iterative receiver performance with blind methl caseC is examined for 3 and 6 MAI signals with equal mean
bit energies for all users at the receiver in Eig. 9. The phytadaptive estimation is unable to cope with the intenfiee caused
by 6 MAI signals regardless of the spreading factor, whetkadully adaptive estimation offers a substantial improeat in
BER. The benefit of an increased spreading fac§oe(127 versusg = 31) is more apparent at low bit error rates for fully
adaptive estimation. For example, the fully adaptive eatiom with 3 MAI signals improves by a factor of approximatél
dB at BER = 10~°, despite nonorthogonal spreading sequences and imp&8$ict
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E. Multipath channel

A DS-CDMA system can exploit a frequency-selective fadihgrnel by using a Rake receiver. As an example, we assume a
channel with three resolvable multipath components (witbvin delays) of the desired signal and a Rake combiner witreth
corresponding fingers. The multipath components undemgpiendent fading across the fingers, but follow the Jakeslated
fading assumption over time. The multipath componentofolan exponentially decaying power profile across the fingers
ie., B [al]2 = e (=1 1 =1,2,3. Each interference signal has the same power level in eagérfand undergoes independent
Jakes correlated fading. The assumption of independenipath fading amplitude and phase coefficients for the ddssignal
allows us to apply the proposed EM-based channel estimatibame separately in each finger. The Rake combiner performs
maximal-ratio combining (MRC) of the received symbol caplemsed on channel and interference-PSD estimates computed
at all fingers. The MRC decision statistic obtained from treké&kcombiner is then passed to the QPSK demodulator metric
generator, which generates soft inputs for the common adatectoder. The channel decoder soft outputs are fed badieto t
three channel estimator blocks, which then recompute epdettannel coefficients, as described in Section Il

Fig. displays the Rake receiver performance for varieusls of MAI with Method Il under cas€’, where all users
have length-127 Gold sequences. It is observed that thei@uili diversity due to Rake combining improves performeas
expected, but the performance disparity between partadty fully adaptive estimation remains large.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

It has been shown that pilot symbols are not essential to ffieetiweness of DS-CDMA receivers with coding, coherent
detection, and channel estimation. If the pilot symbolsremaced by information symbols, the throughput increasksive
to PACE whether or not interference is present. If the BERhis primary performance criterion, then replacing the pilot
symbols by parity symbols gives a lower BER than PACE. If thecsral efficiency is of primary importance, then extending
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the symbol duration after the removal of the pilot symbolteis an improvement relative to PACE, albeit at the cost of a
slight increase in the BER.

The estimation of the interference PSD has been shown tdestiabsignificant suppression of interference. This suggioa
is achieved without using the far more elaborate multiuset signal cancellation methods that could be implemented in
DS-CDMA receiver.
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