arXiv:1306.4009v1 [cs.IT] 17 Jun 2013

Preprint, November 12, 2018. 1

On the Asymptotic Performance of Bit-Wise
Decoders for Coded Modulation

Mikhail Ivanov, Alex Alvaradd, Fredrik Brannstrom, Erik Agrell
Department of Signals and Systems, Chalmers Universityechiiology, Gothenburg, Sweden
$Department of Engineering, University of Cambridge, UK
{mikhail.ivanov,fredrik.brannstrom,agrell } @chalmers.se, alex.alvarado@ieee.org

Abstract—Two decoder structures for coded modulation over n X
the Gaussian and flat fading channels are studied: the maxinm P bs Z )
likelihood symbol-wise decoder, and the (suboptimal) bitvise W J g
decoder based on the bit-interleaved coded modulation padigm. C m b | = T /—P Y
We consider a 16-ary quadrature amplitude constellation laeled b 8 U
by a Gray labeling. It is shown that the asymptotic loss in tems of 0 ol r © OB
pairwise error probability, for any two codewords caused bythe L>{ m O
bit-wise decoder, is bounded by 1.25 dB. The analysis also@his ENC ®x < (rq

that for the Gaussian channel the asymptotic loss is zero foa
wide range of linear codes, including all rate-1/2 convoltbnal
codes. Fig. 1. Block diagram of the analyzed CM system. The CM encode

. . . . . dy is used at the transmitter. At the receiver, two decodingrétlyms are
Index Terms—Additive white Gaussian noise, flat fading chan- considered: the ML symbol-wise decoder S-DEC or a subopthitavise

nel, Gray code, pairwise error probability, coded modulation,  jocoder B-DEC.
bit-interleaved coded modulation, logarithmic likelihood ratio,
pulse-amplitude modulation.
the performance of an optimized TCM system. A's [9] reveals,
I. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION these two optimized systems use the same transmittershee.

Coded modulation (CM) is a concatenation of multilevelymPOl sequences going into the channel are the same, even
modulation and a channel code. One popular coded modulat}ugh they use different convolutional encoders and inar
scheme was proposed and analyzed In [1], [2], where con{@Pelings. _ 3
lutional codes (CCs) were used. Due to the trellis structure!n this paper, we generalize the results In [4]] [8] by
of the resulting codes, such systems are called trelli@gtodStudying the asymptotic difference between symbol-wise an
modulation (TCM). The TCM decoder finds the codewordgit-wise decoders for CM systems with arbitrary binary &ne
at minimum Euclidean distance by exploiting the trellizistr €ncodes. We consideé6-ary quadrature amplitude modulation
ture of the code, e.g., by using a symbol-by-symbol ViterRAM) with a Gray labeling over the AWGN, as well as over
algorithm. Around the same time, multilevel coding (MLCf'at fadmg channels. The main result of the paper consists
was presented in [3], where the main idea was to use differdftShowing that for any two codewords, the pairwise error
binary codes for different bit positions of the constetiati Probability (PEP) loss caused by the bit-wise decoder is
points and multiple decoders at the receiver. bou_nded byl1.25 dB. We also prove that for a wide range

Bit-interleaved coded modulation (BICM) is another apof Ilnear_codes, the asymptotic loss caused by the bit-wise
proach for CM. BICM was initially proposed ifi[4] and laterdécoder is zero over the AWGN channel.
studied in [5], [6]. In BICM, the encoder and the modulator
are separated by a bit-level interleaver. At the receivee,si Il. SYsTEM MODEL
a suboptimal bit-wise decoder is used, which operates on #e Coded Modulation Encoder

L-values provided by the demapper. ‘ Throughout the paper, boldface letters denote vectors or
It has recently been shown inl[7] (see alsd [8]) thahirices and capital letters denote random variables. Tiuk b
removing the interleaver improves the performance of Blcwiagram of the analyzed system is shown in . 1. A CM
over the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel, oqer (ENC) carries out a one-to-one mapping from an

Somewhat surprisingly, the results In [8] show that for CC$,tormation vector ofK bits ¢ — [e[1],...,c[K]] € {0,1}%

the performance of a bit-wise decoder for an optimized BICW, 5 vector of N symbolsz = [z[1],...,2[N]]. Each symbol
system without an interleaver is asymptotically equivalen s §rawn from a discrete conste’IIatiEiﬁ = {s1,...,8Mm}
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(under grant #556016-0680), and by the European CommanBgventh C SN, where |X| — 92K js the number of possible
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' & — {0,1}%. Assuming all information vectors to be GRAY LABETSEEE ||:OR4_pAM

equally likely, the average energy per symbol can be expdess

asE, = N~'127K % . |=|? and the average energy per bit Labeling q

E, =K 'NE,. GL,; [0,1,3,2]
As all symbolss; can be uniquely identified by length- GL, [0,2,3,1]

m binary labels, any CM encoder described above can be GL; [1,0,2,3]

represented as a concatenation of two blocks, as shown GL, [2,0,1,3]

in Fig. . The modulator (MOD) carries out a one-to-one
mapping fromm bits to one of theM constellation points.
The modulator is defined as the functidry : {0,1}™ — S
with the corresponding inverse functidr' : S — {0,1}™.
We represent a binary labeling by a vectoe [q1, - - ., qm], ) _
whereg; is the integer representation of thebits mapped to _ 't 1S Well known that there aré! = 24 labelings ford-PAM.

the symbols;, with the most significant bit to the left. Due to the symmetry of the constellation and the channel,

A binary encoder (B-ENC) provides the modulator witfi1€ 1abelingsg = (g1, g2, ¢3, ¢a] and qll = [94, 43, g2, 1] Wil
bits to produce a vector of symbais The B-ENC mapsk produce equivalent CM codés andX” for any binary codés,

denoted by\V (u, 0?), i.e.,Y ~ N (z,o?). Flat fading channels
will be discussed in Se€_ViA.

incoming bitsc into mN coded bitsb = [b[1],...,b[N]], ie.,ifa codefwordr belongs to the_codé_.’, then—x belongs
where blk] = [bi[k], ..., bm|k] = @gl(x[k]) e {01} to the codeX’. The number of Ia_bellngs Is theref_ore re_duced to
andk = 1,...,N. All vectors b form a binary code B ¢ 12. Four of them are Gray labelings, which are listed in Téble

{0,1}™N, where|B| = |X| = 2X. The B-ENC is defined In this paper, only Gray labelings are considered.

as the functiond : {0,1}X — B with the corresponding The most popular Gray labeling is GLoften referred to as

inverse functiond;' : B — {0,1}%. Throughout the paper, the binary reflected Gray code (BRGC) [13]-[15]. All these

we assumes to be a binanylinear code. labelings give the same uncoded bit error rate and BICM
The described CM encoder in Figl 1 generalizes the prgeneralized mutual information [16] for the AWGN channel,

posed coding schemes inl [4f-[4]. Indeed, it corresponds t#s, they are usually said to be equivalent [14]. However, i

TCM if the B-ENC is a terminated convolutional encoder. Ithis paper, we consider them separately, as all these tggseli

the B-ENC is a bank ofn parallel encodes, the describedroduce different CM codes when used with a given binary

encoder represents an MLC encoder. Finally, it corresporfées.

to BICM if the B-ENC includes an interleaver. For raitg2 In this paper, we study two different decoders for the CM

CCs, the considered setup is similar to the one considematoder in Figl1l, which we describe below.

in [8] except for the fact that no random scrambling of the

coded bits (see [ [8, Sec. Il] for more details) is used in this

paper. E
When using binary phase-shift keying, the function ol?' Symbol-Wise Decoder

the modulator is triViaI, and analyZing the CM codé is The Symbo'_wise decoder (S_DEC) shown in F{m 1 per-

equivalent to analyzing a corresponding binary cédeThis,  forms maximum likelihood (ML) decoding by computing
however, is not the case when multilevel modulation is used.

In this paper, we study 8-QAM constellation formed as a CY = o}t (argmm {DX(:I})}) ’ 2)
direct product of twat-ary pulse amplitude modulation (PAM) ex
constellations. The labeling of the&6-QAM constellation is where D¥ (z) — ij:l (Y[k] —x[k])Q. In other words, the

also obtained as a d|_rect p_roduc.t Of. two Gray.- Iabpzlled S-DEC searches for the closest codeword to the observation
PAM constellations. This configuration is relevant in pieet Y = [Y[] Y[N]]. Assuming the codeword: € X

as it allows to decouple the two-dimensional detection in{g transmitted. an error occurs if there is a codewsrd
detection of each dimension separately. This is used in m 1] j:[N]j € X, such thatD¥(z) > D¥(&). The

wireless st_andards, see e.0./[10, Fig. 18-10], [.11' Tallle37 probability of such an event is called the PEP and can be
1], [12, Fig. 15]. Therefore, only the constituedtPAM
. . . . calculated as

constellation needs to be considered. This constellation |
defined asS = {—3d, —d, d, 3d}, whered is a normalization PEPY (z, %) = Pr{AY(x,%) < 0}, (3)
factor ands; < s;41. - X N A A s

We consider a real discrete-time memoryless AWGN cha _r;{erePré-} ?tatmds for probability :\2?9 (:f’ ) = D7 (&)~
nel, i.e., given the channel input, the channel output is (). For future use, we express™(z, &) as

Y = x4+ Z, whereZ is a zero-mean Gaussian random variable N
with variances2 = N,,/2. The conditional probability density AY(x, &) =Y A (x[k], 2[k]), (4)
function (PDF) of the channel output is k=1

1 )2 where

S D \¥ k), 2 [k) = 2alK] — SRV H + 220K — 22K ()

€Tr) =
pY\X(y| ) \/ﬁ

A Gaussian distribution with mean valyeand variances? is  is called a symbol metric difference (SMD).
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. TABLE 1l
C. Bit-Wse Decoder DISTRIBUTION PARAMETERS(1, 02) FOR THESMD (B) oF THES-DEC.

The bit-wise decoder (B-DEC) shown in Flm 1 OperglRCLES,STARS,AND DIAMONDS SHOW THE ERROR VECTORe EQUAL TO
0,1], [1,1], 1,0], /FORGL3.
ates on the bit reliability metrics provided by a demapper 10,11, {1, 1], AND [1, 0], RESPECTIVELY FORGLs
(DEM). The demapper acts independently of the B-DEC and 2k NG K]

calculates a vectol. = [L[1],...,L[N]], where L[k] = 51 8_1 (1Si)o (482)* (9849)0
[Ly[K], ..., Ln[k]] are the logarithmic-likelihood ratios (L- o 01" — (1’1)0 (4’4)*
values). We use the so-called max-log approximation [4, 5 (4’4)* 17 — (1’1)0
eq. (3.2)], [5, eq. (2.15)],[116, eq. (12)] for the calcudati o (9’9)0 (4’4)* T.1° —
of the L-values, i.e., : : :
1 TABLE Il
L;lk] = 352 {min (Y[k] — 5)*> — min (Y[k] — 8)2] (6) DISTRIBUTION PARAMETERS(11, 02) FOR THESMD (I0) OF THE B-DEC.
0z [$€Si0 $€8551 CIRCLES, STARS, AND DIAMONDS SHOW THE ERROR VECTORe EQUAL TO
with 5 = 1,...,m, where S;,, C S is the subset of [0,1], [1,1], AND [1,,0], RESPECTIVELY FORGLs.
constellation points whose labels have the value {0,1} -
in the jth bit position. LN 2 L %3 | S
The calculated L-values are passed to the B-DEC, which 51 - (1,1) (4’4)0 (3’1)*
uses the decoding rulel[5, Sec. 2.21,1[16, eq. (13)] 52 (1,1) — (L,1° | (4,4)
83 (4,4)* | (1,1)° - (1,1)°
&b — o3 (argmax{ps<b>}) , @ s G| @A) | L] -
beB

where DB(b) = (2b — 1)LT = Yo, (2b[k] — 1)L [k] and

T o
(')Thiegggsfé:at%ip;?ggg is given by 55)%. Sybstituting values of; and s; gives the parameters
shown in Tabldl. O
PEP2(b,b) = Pr{AB(b,b) < 0}, (8)  We note that the results in Lemnia 1 are valid for any
. a . labeling, not only Gray labelings. Scaling of the SMDs[ih (5)
WhereA‘_g(b, b) = D(b) _.DB(b) Is the difference betw_een by 4d changes neither the performance of the S-DEC nor the
the metrics for the_ transmitted cpdewdr(hnd the compet|ng analysis. However, it simplifies the notation and makes the
codewordb € B. Since the mapping betweénandz is one- comparison of the S-DEC and the B-DEC clearer. For the same

to-one, with a slight abuse of notatiohZ (b, b) can be written : . ;
! 1A reasons, the SMDs ifi (L0) are scaledddyin the followin
as a function of codewords and z instead, i.e., ) 9

s;)%. The variance can be calculated @& = (4d*)~!(s; —

lemma.
5 . N 5 R Lemma 2: For 4-PAM with any Gray labeling, the distribu-
AB(xz, &) =y AS(x[k], 2[K]), (9) tion of the SMDs in [ID) scaled by? can be approximated
k=1 as
where the SMD in this case is o2 AB(z[k], &[k]) ~ N (ud, 0%c?), (12)

AB(z[k], 2[k]) = 2(D5" (x[k]) — @5 (&[k]))L[K]T. (10) where(u,o?) are shown in TablETI.

L . Proof: Since the L-value in[{6) is a piece-wise linear
The bit-wise decoder described above corresponds to. mﬁction of the observation, the distribution of the L-valis a

standard (noniterative) BICM decoder. We refrain from gs'nsuperposition of piece-wise Gaussian distributions, wittan

this name, as the mterleav_er mlgh_t or m_lght not be included and variance defined by the linear pieces and the transmitted
_the transmitter. Moreover, if there is an interleaver, wauase symbol. In [17, Sec. 5]([18, Sec. lll-C], it has been showatth
itto be part of the B-ENC. at high signal-to-noise ratios (SNR), measuredEagN, or
E /Ny, the so-called zero-crossing (ZcMod) approximation of
lll. SymBOL vs. BIT DECODER such a PDF gives good results in terms of coded bit-error rate
A. Distribution of the SMDs (BER) and mutual information. The results shown in Table I

To compare the PEP for the S-DEC il (3) and the ire obtained from[[8, Table 1] by scaling the SMDs by.

. . he distributions are independent of a particular Grayllage
Er?dc[ﬁ))(m' we analyze the distributions of the SMDs it (5 nd depend only on the compared symbols. The tightness of

Lemma 1: For 4-PAM with any labeling, the SMDs ir[15) the ZcMod_ approximation will be discussed in Sec. TI-Cl
- e Comparing Table§&lll and1ll, we note that the tables are
divided by4d are distributed as : ) . )
identical, except for the corner entries in gray. We will use
(4d) AT (K], 2[K]) ~ N (ud, 0%0?), (11) this simple observation in the following section to bound th

: loss i d by the B-DEC wh d to the S-DEC.
where (i, 0%) are shown in TablE]Il. 0ss Incurred by the when compared to the

Proof: Since the SMDs in[{5) are linear functions of the o - ]
observationY [k], the SMDs follow a Gaussian distribution.B- Pairwise Error Probability Analysis
Whenz[k] = s; and £[k] = s;, the mean value of the scaled In this section, we study the asymptotic performance of the
SMDis p1 = (4d?) =1 (2(si—s;)si+(s7 —s7)) = (4d*)"'(si— S-DEC and the B-DEC. Throughout the section, we usg GL
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for illustration, i.e., symbolsy, £k = 1,...,4 are labeled with 10 o -

[0,1], [0,0], [1,0], and[1, 1], respectively. All discussions and

derivations below apply directly to Gl-and also to Gk and

GL, if the labels[1,0] and [0, 1] are swapped. 10
Examining Table$l an@ll, we see that, in many case

the distribution of the SMDs depends on the binary vect =

x = [s3, s3] 1
& = [s1,s1]

e & 5 (a[k]) ® o5 (2[k]) € {0,1}% where® denotes O | @ = [s1), 54, 52] :
modulo-2 addition. Wher = [0, 0], the distributions are not W & = [s4,52,51]

defined (main diagonal of the tables). Fer= [1,1], the 15 |
distribution parameters argt,4) (marked with stars in the x = [s1, 54, 53, S2]

tables) and foe = [0, 1], the distribution parameters afe 1) & = [s4, 53, 52,51]

(marked with circles). However, the distribution paramefer 1075k ,
e = [1,0] are different (marked with diamonds in the tables ~1.25 dB ".

When the compared symbols asg and ss, the distribution
parameters arél, 1), whereas the distribution parameters ar  15°® ‘ ‘ ‘
(9,9) and(3,1) for the S-DEC and the B-DEC, respectively =~ 2 0 2 4 6 8
when the compared symbols areands, (gray entries of the dfo- [dB]

tables). We Uséﬂ[o,l]aa[zoﬂ) for entries marked with circles, rig. 2. The PEP for three different pairs of codewordsand z. Solid

(M[l 1]’0[21 1]) for entries marked with StafSﬁuu 01’0[21 0]) and dashed lines represent analytical PEFP]? (14) for th&eS-Bnd the B-
L . . . o\ d DEC, resp. Filled and empty markers show simulation redalttshe S-DEC
for white entries marked with diamonds, afdx, %) and  anq the B-DEC, resp. The dotted line shows the exact PEP éBtDEC

(us, o) for gray entries marked with diamonds for the Stsee SedTI-T).
DEC and the B-DEC, respectively.

We define the set of possible non-zero vecteras & = ) _
{]0,1],[1,0],[1,1]}. For two codewords: and& and fore ¢ ~S-DEC and the B-DEC as functions @fo . for three different

&, we definew,(z, &) as pairs of codewords and&. We note thatd?/o? is propor-
N tional to&g fSNF?1 Solid and dgsf;}ed lines represent anlalytic
N 1 1A PEP in or the S-DEC and the B-DEC, respectively. For
we(@,@) = 3 {05 (@lk]) & 05" @[k]) = e}, (13) the codewordse = [ss, s3] and & = [s1,s;] (circles), the
=1 dashed line coincides with the solid line. Filled markerzree
wherel{-} is the indicator function. In other wordsie(x, )  sent simulation results for the S-DEC and are exactly on fop o
is the number of pairdz[k],2[k]) in @ and & such that the corresponding solid lines. Empty markers show sinusati
o' (z[k]) @ @5 (£[k]) = e. In addition, we definev.(x,2) results for the B-DEC. Empty squares and diamond agree well
as the number of pair¢z[k], 2[k]) in = and & such that with the analytically predicted PEP; however, empty cicle
(z[k], 2[k]) = (s1, s4) or (z[k], Z[k]) = (s4,51), i.6.,we(x, &) deviate significantly from the analytical prediction (whits
is the number otorner entries (gray entries in Tablés Il andpased on the ZcMod approximation). We note that instead,

D). Clearly, wy (z, &) > we(z, &), as the former includes empty circles agree well with the dotted line, which is byiefl
pairs of symbols counted in the latter. To simplify the notat discussed in the next section.

the arguments ofe (x, ) andw,(x, &) are omitted when the
arguments are clearly stated in the text. ] o
From Lemmas 1 and 2, it follows that the SMDs arg' Zero-Crossing Approximation
independent Gaussian random variables. Using the intemtluc The exact PDFs of the L-values are superpositions of piece-
notation, the PEP for the S-DEC and the B-DEh (3) and (8)ise Gaussian functions [18]. The ZcMod approximation uses

can therefore be expressed as only one Gaussian function to approximate the exact PDF.
d Although the ZcMod approximation has been shown to be
PEP(z, ) = Q (a(m,:ﬁ)—), (14) good in terms of coded bit-error rate (BER) and mutual

Oz information [17, Sec. 5][[18, Sec. IlI-C], a rigorous pradfits

where Q (-) is the Gaussian Q-function and the normalizetightness is still missing. This is mainly because it regsito
distancea(x, x) is either consider any pair of codewords. In the following, we show tha
the approximation is asymptotically tight for the codewsord
We — + w . . .
Uex = 1pao) + Dece Welte (15) = = [s3, s3] and& = [s1, s1] (circles in Fig.[2).
\/wc(cri - 0[2170]) T Dece WeO2 For the codewords = [s3, s3] andz = [s1, s1], AB(z, %)
in @) is a sum of two SMDs. When calculating the PEP, a

for the S-DEC or convolution of the PDFs of these SMDs needs to be calculated.

a¥(x, &) =

aB(z, &) = We(1B = f11,0]) + Dece Wekle (16) Thg peculiarity_of these SMD_s, whesy is tra_nsmittt_—ad and
\/wc(U% — 0[21 0]) + 3 s Weo? s1 IS a competitor, is that their PDFs contain a Dirac delta
’ function, which comes from the horizontal piece of the L-

for the B-DEC. value function (see e.g., the solid line [l [8, Fig. 3b]). Whe

Fig.[2 shows the analytical and the simulated PEP for tiwo such PDFs are convolved, the resulting PEP is not well
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2 is equal to4w,. Using Tableg 1l andTll, it is easy to show
that the latter condition is fulfilled for the pair of codewlsr

T = [s1, 84, S3, S2] @and& = [sy4, s3, 2, $1], and the asymptotic

4 loss is1.25 dB, as illustrated by the simulation and analytical
results (squares) in Figl 2.

PEP ratio

] IV. AsYMPTOTICLOSS FORCODES

When all the codewords of a code are considered (e.g., in

-10 5 0 5 10 15 20 a union bound-type of expressidn [19, Ch. 4]), only the pairs
d/o. [dB] of codewords at minimum distance will define the high-SNR

performance. The asymptotic loss for a given céfdean then

Fig. 3. The ratio between the exact PEP (obtained numeyjcalling the b d
exact PDF of the SMDs and the PEP predicted by the ZcMod appation € expressed as
ming szex a” (x, &) )

for the codewordse = [s3, s3] and& = [s1, s1] (circles in Fig[2).
L(B) £ 201
( ) o810 <minm7€§:€2€ CLB(w, i)

approximated by the ZcMod approximation. The exact PEP In this section, we study the asymptotic loss[inl (22). We first
calculated numerically using the exact PDF is shown with @nsider an arbitrary linear code and then discuss a phaticu
dotted line in Fig[R and, as expected, it coincides with thease of ratet/2 CCs.
simulations for the B-DEC (empty circles).

To study the asymptotic tightness of the ZcMod approxim%—
tion, we show in Fig.13 the ratio between the exact PEP and the , . o
approximated PEP. This figure shows that for moderate SNR,The next corollary is a straightforward implication of The-

the ZcMod approximation underestimates the PEP. Howev@f&ML2- _ _
the approximation is tight whed/o. — oco. This result  Corollary 1: For 4-PAM with any Gray labeling and any

was also verified analytically by considering upper and lowdn€ar codeL(53) < 1.25 dB. There exist CM codes for which

bounds on the exact PEP. Analogous results were obtained fif Pound is exact. _ _
Proof: The proof of the first statement follows directly

other pairs of codewords. A behavior similar to what is shown

(22)

Any Linear Code

in Fig.[3 will be observed later on in SEc.TV-C. fr_om Theorem[Il and[{22). To prove the. seconq part, we
give an example of such a code. Consider a linear code

. o consisting of two codeword$,; = [0, 0,0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0]

D. Asymptotic Pairwise Loss andby = [1,0,0, 1,0, 1, 1, 1] used with4-PAM and GL;.

Using [14) and [(15)E(16), we define the asymptotic losEhis corresponds to a CM code with two codewongs =
(whend/o, — oo) caused by the B-DEC (compared to thés;, s, s1, s1] andxs = [s4, s2, s2, s3]. From Table$]l and
S-DEC) for any two pairs of codewordsand & as [ it follows that for these two codewords = 4w.. Hence,

CLX(:B ;%) L(B) = L(wl,iL‘Q) =1.25 dB. O
L(z, &) £ 201og; (87’) a7) Even though linear codes with nonzero asymptotic loss
ab(z, ) exist, they are not very common due to their special strectur
The following theorem gives a bound dn117). i.e., the closest paths should consist of a special comibimat
Theorem 1. For4-PAM with any Gray labelingl(x, %) < of symbols. In what follows, we show that for some labelings
1.25 dB for any two codewords: and z. and a wide range of linear codes, = 0 for the codewords at

Proof: Substituting the values in Tables] Il arid]lliminimum distance, and therefore, the asymptotic los§ i (22
into (I8)-[16), the normalized distances can be expressedis zero.

X/ AN A Theorem 2: For 4-PAM with GLs or GL, and any linear
aB(m’ :f) N fi 42_ Buwe, (18) code, the los&.(B) = 0.
aP(z, &) = B2(B + 2w.), (19) Proof: Consider the G}, labeling. Letz and & be two
where different codewords of the cod® with corresponding binary
= Zweue _ Zweag- (20) codew?rdsb, b € B, such thatuicl(:n,fn) # 0. For any linear
p p codeb’ = bob=10,...,0] andb = bdb are a}lso codewords
The loss in[(Il7) is then given by of B with correspondinge’, @’ € X. Asb' &b =b® b, we

conclude thatve (x', ") = we(x, ), Ve € £. From Tableg]l
and[Il, it is clear thatw.(x',&') = 0, asz’ = [s2, 5. .., 53]
Using [18) and the assumption thai(x, &) # 0, we conclude

. . . . .. that for the S-DEC
The argument of the logarithm ib(R1) is a positive functidn o

L(z, &) = 20log;, ( 51 2w

S andw, with a single maximum ag = 4w.. The maximum a® (@, &) = /B + 8w, > /B = o™ (&, &).
o . . .
value is V3’ which givesL(x, ) < 1.25 dB. - Using [19) we show, in a similar way, that for the B-DEC

From the proof of Theorerf] 1 it follows that the loss is
zero if w. = 0 and it achieves its maximum i in (20) aBx, &) = B2(B+2w.) > /B = d®(a', &).
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We showed that(z', ') < a(z,) for both the S-DEC the binary fiell. We assume that; (D) defines odd bits
and the B-DEC. Hence, for any two codewotelsindz with  of codewordsh,[k], and go(D) defines even bitdq[k]. Any
we(x, &) # 0, there always exist two other codewordsand generator matrixG(D) can be put in a systematic form
&' with w.(z’,2") = 0 at a smaller distance. The latter mean&'s,s(D) = [1, g2(D)/g1(D)]. Thus, an all-one input will
that w.(x, &) = 0 for any pair of codewords and # at produce a codeword where every odd bit is one, bé,,such
minimum distance, and hence, the lossinl (22) is zero. Similéat b/[k] = 1, Vk. Analogously, any generator matr&z(D)
reasoning directly applies to GLThis completes the proof. can be put in the fornG{ (D) = [91(D)/g2(D), 1], which

[0 means that an all-one input produces a codeword where every

The peculiar property of GJ.and GL, is that the all-zero even bit is one, i.e.b”, such thath}’[k] = 1, Vk. The three
label is assigned to one of the innermost constellationtppingenerator matrice§' (D), G.ys(D), andG (D) generate the
which guarantees that = [so, ss,...,s2] € X. This is not same code, i.e., any ralg2 CC 3 satisfies the conditions of
the case for the GLand Gly labelings, where the all-zero Corollary[2. This completes the proof. O
label is assigned to one of the outermost symbols. HoweverRemark 1: Using a similar argument to the proof of The-
for these labelings it is still possible to define a family ofles orem[2, we can show that for codes satisfying conditions

for which the loss is also zero. This is done in the followingn Corollary [2, w.(z,Z) = 0 not only for codewords at

theorem. minimum distance but also for the first eight terms in the
Theorem 3: For 4-PAM with GL,, the lossL(B) = 0 if the distance spectrum. We therefore conclude that the bound
linear codeB contains a codewortl” = [b"[1],...,b"[N]] € developed in[[B] is, in fact, a TCM union bound (at least for

B, such thathy[k] = 1, Vk. Similarly, for 4-PAM with GL., the first 8 terms) obtained from the spectrum difisary code.
L(B) =0 if " € B andb{[k] = 1, Vk.
Proof: First, we assume that Glis used and a codewordC. Application: Optimal Bit-Wse Schemes

/1 o
b”, such thab; [k] = 1, Vk, belongs to the codB. Letz and In this section, we show how optimal bit-wise schemes can

© be codewords of the cod& with corresponding binary o nq for ratet/2 CCs. One approach is presentedih [8],
codewordsb, b € B, such thatw.(z,z) # 0. For a linear hore 4 search over all feedforward encoders was performed.
code,bf =bobad” andb =b®bo b” are also codewords The alternative approach we use here is to exploit the emcode
of B with corresponding’, &' € X. From Tableg ]l andTll, equivalence shown in [9], which states that for CCs, diffiére
it is clear thatw.(a’,&") = 0, as@’ = [2/[1],....2'[N]], |abelings can be grouped into classes that result in the same
wherez’'[k] € {s2,s3}, Vk. The rest of the_ proof is similar cp code X. In other words, the same CM codé can be
to the proof of Theorernl2. Swapping the first and the secopfltained by any labeling within a class used together with
bit positions in GL, we can analogously prove the secong properly modified convolutional encoder. This allows us to
statement for Gj. U use the results reported il [9] with the set-partitionin@®XS
labeling [2].
For many constellations, includingPAM, the SP and Gray
labelings belong to the same class [9, Theorem 3]. Xet
Bringing together the results for different labelings (She be a CM code obtained by the CC with generator matrix
rems2 and]3), the conclusion is as follows. Gsp(D) = [g1(D), g2(D)] and4-PAM with the SP labeling
Corollary 2: For 4-PAM with any Gray labelingl.(B) =0 given by gsp = [0,1,2,3]. The same CM codet’ can be
if the linear code3 contains codewords”, b’ € B, such that obtained byGgrac(D) = [g91(D), g1(D) + g2(D)] and 4-
v [k] =1, Yk andblf'[k] = 1, V k. PAM with GL;. We use this to obtain codes for the optimal bit-
Many codes satisfy the conditions in Corollafy 2, folvise schemes, shown in TaljlellV, from codes for the optimal
instance, all extended Hamming codes, all Reed-Muller sodd CM schemes presented inl [9, Table Il]. From now on, we
all extended BCH codes, and all extended Golay codes. Aff€ octal representation for the generator polynomials and
these codes include the all-one codeword. The codes &fBit the argumenD of the generator matrix. For memories
extended as they should be of an even length to match the 2,3,4,6,7, the codes in Table IV coincide with the codes
constellation. For such codes, all the four Gray labelings dn [8, Table Ill] (+ = 1,8 are not reported). For some there
equivalent, in the sense that for a given binary code th&)ay be several encoders with identical performance, which
produce fourdifferent CM codes, with thesame minimum €xplains the different codes for= 5.
distance for both the S-DEC and the B-DEC. Fig.[4 shows the S-DEC and the B-DEC performance for
Ratei/2 CCs are of particular interest, as they allow afrCS With memories, = 2, 4,6 in Table[IM. As predicted
easy implementation of the ML decoder based on the ViterdY the results in Sed TIlD, the B-DEC gives rise to a
algorithm. In the following theorem, we show that all rage  higher probability of error at moderate SNRs (the loss is

B. Rate-1/2 Convolutional Codes

CCs also give a zero asymptotic loss. approximately0.2 dB). The gap between the B-DEC and the
Theorem 4: For 4-PAM with any Gray labeling and any S-DEC decreases when the SNR increases, which is clearly
rated /2 CC .L(B) —0. seen from the curves marked with circles. As [Fig. 3 suggests,

Proof: Any rated /2 CC B can be generated by a generghe gap between the decoders is expected to be negligible at

ator matrix G(D) = [g1(D), g2(D)] [20, Ch. 4.2], .Where 1we assume that any CC is realizable (Se€ [20, Ch. 4.2]) anid that
g1(D) and g»(D) are nonzero generator polynomials ovey;(D) # 0 for i = 1,2.



Preprint, November 12, 2018. 7

TABLE IV
GENERATOR POLYNOMIALS FOR RATE1/2 CCS THAT GIVE OPTIMAL
TCM ENCODERS FORI-PAM WITH THE BRGC

v G v G 2
1 B,2] |5 55,51 g |
2| [7.5] |6][107, 135] i
33,17 | 7 | [313, 235 |
423,33 [ 8| [677, 515
o 2 4 6 8 10 12
E,/Ny [dB]

Fig. 5. Ratios between the BER curves for the B-DEC and theE&-D
in Fig.[.

BER

Lk = 5z | min (V[E] = Bfi)s)

— min (V[ - hlEs?| . @9)

It can be easily shown that the PEP can be calculated as
in @) or (8), whereA(x, ) in this case is

N
E,/No [dB] Az, &) =Y WK A(z[k], #[k]), (25)
k=1

Fig. 4. BER simulation results for rafie/2 CCs in Tabl¢TV over the AWGN N ; _
channel. the S-DEC and the B-DEC are shown with solid andethsihes, and A(z[k], 2[k]) are glv_en by [(B) and[:CLO)_ for theA S-DEC
respectively. and the B-DEC, respectively. The PEP for giverandz now

depends on the channel coefficiehtsi.e., it is given by

z

o . d
d/o. =~ 15 dB. This corresponds t&; /Ny ~ 11 dB, which is PEP(h,z,%) = Q <a(h’ x; m)a_) ’ (26)

beyond our simulation capabilities. To support the fact tha . . . .
. ) : : where the normalized distanaéh, x, &) now incorporates the
gap does indeed disappear at high SNR, in Eig. 5 we shq - . .
' channel coefficients. Namely, the normalized distanceter t
ratios between the BER curves. As we can see, the cur

behave similarly to the curve in Figl 3, i.e., the curves evge SDEC is given by
to constants and high SNR, which confirms the asymptoticax(h )

equivalence of the two decoders.
 Dkek. PR (px = p11,0) + Ceee 2orer, PP Epe

[ Cier, PRI0R — 0 ) + Tece Lier, 2[Ho2
(27)

V. EXTENSIONS
where

A. Flat Fading Channels Ke={k€{l,.,N}: o5 (alk]) @ b5 (&[k]) = e}

In this section, we discuss the performance of the S-DE@A K. is the set of indices of pairée[k], 2[k]) in = and
and the B-DEC over flat fading channels. The channel modich that(z[k|, &[k]) = (s1, s4) or (z[k], £[k]) = (s4,51). We

in this case is note that|/K.| = we, Ve € £ and|K.| = w.. The normalized
distancez®(h, x, &) for the B-DEC can be obtained froim {27)
Y[k] = HIk|z[k] + Z[K], (23) by replacinguy and oy with ug andog, respectively. The
whereH[k] are channel coefficients, which are assumed to BEYmptotic loss can therefore be expressed ak ih (17) using
known at the receiver. the distances defined above. This allows us to formulate the

For a given realization of the channel coef‘ficientEO"OWing theorem. . R
h = [n[1],h[2],...,h[N]], the ML decoding rule is given Theorem5: For 4-PAM and any Gray labelind.(z, Z) <
by @), where D¥(x) is now calculated asD¥(xz) = 1.25 dB for any two codewords andz and any given channel
S, (Y[k] — h[k]z[k])*. For the B-DEC, only the calcula- realizationh.
tion of L-values changes compared to the Gaussian channel, Proof: For a given channel realizatidm, the asymptotic
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loss can be expressed similarly [g](21) as 10°
. B(B + 8a)
L(m, a:) =20 1Og10 <W y (28) |
where
= h2[k 1
o= K, i}
keK. %
B=>"3" 1kl ]
ecf keKe
Analogously to the proof of Theorelnh 1, we can show that tr
maximum value of[(28) is 1.25 dB wheh = 4a. O E
An adequate performance measure for fading channe
is the average PEP, where the average is taken over - _ N
fading distribution. Formally, the average PEP is defined ¢ 3 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
PEP(z,z) = Ey {PEP(H,z,Z)}, whereEg{-} denotes E,/N, [dB]

expectation ovelH . The next corollary gives a result for the _ , _ B
average PEP and follows directly from Theorém 5. 10,6, BER smuston sty for s cos n T3adly qver e

Corollary 3: For 4-PAM and any Gray labeling, the averagand dashed lines, resp.
asymptotic loss for the two decoders<sl.25 dB for any two
codewordse and z.

More precise conclusions about the average PEP can Rjgferredin practice. Even though we cannot obtain sirrariat
drawn if the distribution ofEH is specified. However, we "esults for the ML decoder, we conjecture that its perforoean
note that ifw.(z,#) = 0, the two decoders give the samdS Very similar to that of the B-DEC.

PEP(h, z, &), and hence, the sanREP(x, &), regardless of
the distribution ofH. B. 64-QAM Constellation

The performance analysis for codes over the AWGN chan-The results presented in the paper can be used to predict
nel in Theoremd]2 and] 3 showed thata#fz < X are the performance of some popular CM schemes that use other
such thatw.(x,2) # 0, in many cases we can find twoconstellations than6-QAM. To illustrate this, we chose a CM
other codewordse’, &’ € X, such thatw.(z’,&) = 0 and scheme with54-QAM formed as the direct product of twe
we(z, &) = we(z',&") for e € £. The codewordse and& PAM constellations. For each of th&PAM constellations,
have therefore negligible impact on the code performanee owe use the coding scheme devised by Ungerboeck where an
the AWGN channel due to a larger than minimum distanagcoded bit is assigned to the most protected bit position in
between them. Even though the distance may not be @ labeling. Below we show that this coding scheme can be
main parameter determining the average PEP for a flat fadisgen as a coding scheme witHPAM.
channel, one could argue that the codewardandz are less ~ We chose a rat@/3 CC with v = 4 and generator matrix
relevant for the code performance than the codewardsnd Ggsp = [1,0,0;0,23,4] (borrowing the notation from[]9])

&'. Bearing this in mind, we conjecture that, for linear codegiith the SP labeling [9, Table 1V] to produce a CM code

the B-DEC and the S-DEC should perform very similarls discussed ifi IV-C, the same codé can be obtained by
over flat fading channels, regardless of the distributiodf using the BRGC together with the binary colgenerated by
This conjecture is supported by the simulation results showGgrqc = [1,1,0;0, 23, 27]. Fig.[2 shows the described CM
in Fig.[@ presenting the BER of the S-DEC and the B-DE@ncoder. We consider a set of codewoAdsc X', which can
over the independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) Régh be produced by the CM encoder if all odd information bits are
fading channel for CCs withy = 2, 4, 6 from Table[IM. setto zero. The set of codewordls can be seen as obtained by
An important parameter for the average PEP for this channké concatenation of the code generatedBy= [23, 27] with

is the number of different symbols between the two cod@-Gray-labeledi-PAM constellation, as highlighted in Figl 7.
words [21, Sec. Ill], [[22, Sec. I], which can be calculate§lle can build tables similar to Tabl&s Il afd] Il f6-PAM

as ) .o we(x, ). Hence, codewords withu.(x,2) # 0 and show thatt, captures most of distance properties of the
may visibly contribute to the performance. This explains @riginal codeX. We therefore expect the relative performance
difference between the S-DEC and the B-DEC in Eig. 6 eveyi the S-DEC and the B-DEC to be similar to thatePAM,

at high SNR. i.e., we expect a small gap between the S-DEC and the B-DEC

Remark 2: For the i.i.d. Rayleigh fading channel, an in-at moderate SNR. This is supported by the curves with circles
terleaver could be added between the MOD and the B-ENC Fig. [8, showing the BER performance for the described
in Fig.[d in order to increase the number of different symboldM scheme over the AWGN channel. We conjecture that the
between the codewords, and hence, improve the performardecoders are asymptotically equivalent.

Although ML decoding is theoretically still possible in ¢hi We cannot rely on thd-PAM analysis, however, when the
case, it is too complex to implement, and thus, the B-DEC isost protected bit position is also encoded. As an exampme, w
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B-ENC MOD
P 1 b1 [k]=0 000
1 ] =2
— | : 001 1075 :
! ! 011
1
i @y 2 010 I[k;]
I g AU 110 3
1 : 10 k- .
HOHO OO, |1
1
i 1 b3 [k]
| O—O—- 100 i
L 1 —4
104 Rate/3 CC E
Fig. 7. A CM scheme with an 8-PAM constellation labeled by BRGC
and a convolutional encod€Fsrcc = [1,1,0;0,23,27]. If by = 0, then
only half of constellation points (highlighted) will be wséor transmission. 10°% =
chose the best known binary rat¢3 CC [23], [24] forv =4 1G° ‘ ‘ ‘
with the generator matrixG = [25, 33, 37]. Square markers 4 5 6 7
in Fig.[8 show the BER performance of the S-DEC and tf.. Ey/Ny [dB]

B-DEC over the Gaussian channel for this COdIng scheme aﬂg 8. BER simulation results for CM schemes watPAM over the AWGN

demonstrate a significant difference between the two desod@hannel. The S-DEC and the B-DEC are shown with solid andethhes,

resp. Rate-2/3 Ungerboeck refers to the encoder in[Fig. 7Ratd-1/3 CC
VI. CONCLUSIONS to the encoder wittG' = [257337 37]

In this paper, we compared the ML symbol-wise decoder
and a suboptimal bit-wise decoder based on max-log L_Valuﬁ%] IEEE 802.11, “Part 11: Wireless LAN medium access aunMAC)

It was shown that asymptotically, the loss caused by the™ and physical layer (PHY) specifications,” IEEE Std 802.01:2, Tech.
use of the suboptimal bit-wise decoder is bounded, and in Rep., Mar. 2012.

s A2 ETSI, “LTE; Evolved universal terrestrial radio acse$E-UTRA);
many cases equal to zero. The bit-wise decoder studied ]]H Physical channels and modulation,” ETSI, Tech. Rep. ETS136211

this paper corresponds to the bit-interleaved coded mtidala V11.2.0 (2013-04), Apr. 2013.
paradigm and is widely used in many wireless communicatié¥?] ETSI, “Digital video broadcasting (DVB); Frame struc¢ channel cod-

: : - ing and modulation for a second generation digital ter@stelevision
standards. The results in this paper can be seen as a thabreti broadcasting system (DVB-T2)” ETSI, Tech. Rep. ETSI EN 365

justification for its use. V1.3.1 (2012-04), Apr. 2012.
The analysis presented in this paper consideréd-@AM  [13] F. Gray, “Pulse code communications,” U. S. Patent 2@ Mar.
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