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Coded Distributed Diversity: A Novel Distributed
Reception Technique for Wireless Communication
Systems
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Abstract—In this paper, we consider a distributed reception decisions, e.g., location or speed of the target [12]-[14].
scenario where a transmitter broadcasts a signal to multi® wireless sensor networks, transmission/reception teciesi
geographically separated receive nodes over fading chaniseand 5.6 eyen more crucial because sensors are usually very cheap

each node forwards a few bits representing a processed veosi - . = .
of the received signal to a fusion center. The fusion centethen and only can perform simple operations|[15]=[18]. Military

tries to decode the transmitted signal based on the forwarde COmmMunications where a squad of radio units serves as a
information from the receive nodes and possible channel sta distributed array in battlefields can be considered as a form
information. We show that there is a strong connection betwen  of distributed multiple antenna systems[19],][20].

the problem of minimizing a symbol error probability at the We focus on distributed reception [21]=[23] to provide di-

fusion center in distributed reception and channel coding ity advant in fadi h Is in thi W
coding theory. This connection allows us to design a unified versity advantage In fading channels in this paper. e assum

framework for coded distributed diversity reception. We focus that there is a transmitter that wants to send a signal to a
linear block codes such as simplex codes or first-order Reed- fusion center by the help of multiple geographically sefeda

Muller codes that achieve the Griesmer bound with equality receive nodes. Each node receives the broadcasted signal
to maximize the diversity gain. Due to its simple structure, oy the transmitter through fading channels and forwards

no complex offline optimization process is needed to design . . . .
the coding structure at the receive nodes for the proposed the processed received signal to the fusion center. The fusion

coded diversity technique. The proposed technique can suppt a center then tries to decode the transmitted Signal USing the
wide array of distributed reception scenarios, i.e., arbitary M- forwarded information from the receive nodes and, if aldda
ary symbol transmission at the transmitter and received sigal  channel state information (CSlI).
processing with multiple bits at the receive nodes. Numeral This scenario has been studied [in1[22] ahd| [24] for cases
studies show that the proposed coded diversity technique na h th b f . bits at h . d
achieve practical symbol error rates even with moderate sigal- W en the number of processing bits a eac_ receive ”9 e
to-noise ratio and numbers of the receive nodes. is greater than or equal to the number of bits representing
Index Terms—Distributed reception, coded distributed diver- dita symbr?l Con_stellatlon. Ogr fo%us IS on mc(l)r? pralc'gc?dzca
sity, wireless sensor networks, coordinated multipoint (@MP), When each receive nodgiantizes the received signal before
distributed antenna systems (DAS), the Griesmer bound. forwarding it to the fusion center. This scenario is of paulkar
interest when the number of receive nodelaige because the
data rate of the link from each receive node to the fusionerent

_ . , might be constrained.
Distributed transmission and/or reception have become pop\we show that there is a strong connection between the

ular in many wireless signal procgssing scenarios inct_”di'ﬁroblem of minimizing a symbol error probability at the
cellular systems, target detection in radar systems, @8l ,ion center in distributed reception and channel coding i
sens_or_networks, ar_1d military communlcanorrls. Coordnhatgoding theory. In coding theory, we achieve time diversity
multipoint (CoMP) in the 3GPP standardl [2]-[4] enableg, tading channels by transmitting channel coded data bits
multiple base stations to cooperate with each other to SUPPQsing multiple channel instancés [25]. Similarly, we catedb

cell edge users by joint transmission (JT) [5]. [6] or coerdigy i) giversity by exploiting multiple receive nodesttagpe-
nated scheduling/coordinated beamforming (CS/CB) [, [8jence weakly correlated or independent channels in Higed
Distributed antenna systems (DAS) are also adopted to bopglention. This connection allows us to utilize well-etigited
performance in cellular systemsl [€]-[11]. The geograghica cyanne| coding techniques to develop good distributedprece
separated radio entities in radar systems can obtain elifferijo sirategies and achieve the maximum diversity gain. The
information of a target (or multiple targets) and make bettg hieved diversity gain by distributed reception wouldegiv

This work has been submitted to the IEEE for possible putitioa 2N9€ and/or d.ata rate advantaggs. . .
Copyright may be transferred without notice, after whicks thersion may The connection between the distributed reception problem
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a signal constellation set) forms a row in the codeword setlf the fusion center knowsh = [h; he hg] andy =
matrix and each column of the matrix represents the decisign y- ys3] perfectly, then as in a standard, centralized combin-
rule employed at each receive node. The proposed approadhgssystem, the fusion center can produce

in [26], [27]; however, are heuristic and do not guarantee yz*

optimality in any sense. Moreover, those approaches need y= (1)

. NP . ~ hz*
complex offline optimization to generate code matrices for , z, i ,
every different number of the receive nodes. where z = h/|h| is the optimal linear combiner. The

In this paper, we consider three general scenarios: 1)gadip]rocessed output is used to detected the transmitted symbol

channels between the transmitter and the receive nodes,>2)0Wever, the main focus of this paper is the case when each
arbitrary M -ary data symbol transmission from the transmittef$C€IVE node only can send the proces_sed versigmp, ofhich

and 3) multiple bits processing at the receive nodes. Togupp/V€ denoteu; throughout the paper, using a small number of
these scenarios effectively, we propose a unified framewbrkb'_ts per channel use to the fusion center, and the fusiorecent

processing at the receive nodes and decoding at the fusiS t©© decode the transmitted symbol baseduga along

center. We dub the unified framework eoded diversity with possibly the knowledge di. We assume that each node

technique. The coded diversity technique fully exploits thé*an forwardyi W|th0ut_ any error to the_fusmn ce_r_w@Many
connection of the distributed reception problem with nginrece_lve ar_chlt_ectl_Jres in both C_Ommefc'a'_ and military syt
theory, and we are able to exploit efficient linear block eodd@!l into this distributed reception scenario.

such as simplex codes or first-order Reed-Muller codes that" this €xample, we focus on the case when each node can
achieve the Griesmer bound with equality. We also devel@SS onlyone bit for u; per channel use to the fusion center;
novel shortened concatenated repetition-simplex (SCBE&s however, the transmltte_d sym_bs)lls uniformly selected from

for an arbitrary number of the receive nodes and show trfafuadrature phase shift keying (QPSK)

the SCRS codes are optimal with respect to the Griesmer ) _ ) _ P ) D )

bound in many practical scenarios. The SCRS codes are VEry- { 5(1 +7), 5(1 =7 5(_1 +7), 5(_1 _J)}

easy to generate such that we do not need to perform an
kind of complex optimization process to generate a SC
code for an arbitrary number of receive nodes. We show t
performance of the proposed coded diversity technique H
analytical derivations and numerical studies as well.

This paper is organized as follows. We show a motivati
example of this work and explain a general system model i
Sectionl. In Sectiori_Ill, we explain the general framework 1 if Re(y;) >0
and the diversity order analyses of the proposed coded-diver =30 if Re(y;) <0
sity technique. Practical code designs and their perfoc@an .
implications for the coded diversity technique are exmdin while node 2 detects the imaginary component as
in Section IV. Numerical studies are presented in Section VI {

U2

ere p denotes the transmit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).
us, the fusion center needs to detect the transmitted @ymb
§ing 3 bits (1 bit per receive node) per channel use.

With a naive approach, this problem can be mapped into a
jnary hypothesis testing problem at each node. For example
rEéQdes 1 and 3 detect the real component such that

-1,3

1 if Im(y2) >0
0 if TIm(ys) <0’

and conclusions follow in Section VII.

Il. MOTIVATING EXAMPLE AND SYSTEM MODEL and send their decisions; to the fusion center. With an
We show a motivating example of this work and explain §SSumption that each nodehas perfect knowledge of its
general system model. channelh;, a probability of incorrectly detecting the desired
component at nodéis given by

A. Motivating Example Pu(hip) = Q ( \/W) )
Consider single-input multiple-output (SIMO) system with

three geographically separated receive nodes.iftheeceive [0F ¢ = 1,2, 3. With full CSI knowledge at the fusion center,
node operates with an input-output equation maximum likelihood (ML) detection will give a probabilityfo
symbol error as
ylzhls—FTL“ 221,2,3

with »; € C is a channel from the transmitter to the node eunc(h ) =1 - (1 T ielin Pe(hi’p)) (1= Pe(hz, p)) -
i, s € § C C is the transmitted signal selected frof L
with a uniform distribution, and:; is complex additive white Let Peunc(p) = E [Pw"?(h’p)] V\{herg expectation is taken
Gaussian noise (AWGN) distributed 4/(0,1). We assume overh. Then, the diversity order is given as

that the noise is spatially independent, i.e., each recedde ~ lim log(Pe,unc(p)) 1 3)
experiences independent noise. We further assume that the p—00 log p -
channel collected across the distributed aday [hy he hs)

is a spatially uncorrelated channel Wﬁh\/(O, 1) entries and 1This assumption is reasonable for many scenarios, e.ghelydceive
nodes are connected with the fusion center through wirest les in CoMP,

the ith receive node has perfeCt knOWIGdge lof and no DAS, or radar systems, 2) the receive nodes and the fusidercare closely
knowledge of the other users’ channels. located with each other in wireless sensor networks.



b i § hel U @ conceptual figure of our system model is shown in . 1.
= [ ha - ha] é LY The received signal at theth node,y;, is written as
Node 1 “-.\u;

Y2 E el yi=his+mn;, i=1,--- N

S

()
. UNA . .
. Nocez | [ﬂ where s € S is the transmitted symbol from an/-ary
./ Fusion Center constellation

Transmitter

y\“g S ={s1,52,...,sm} CC.

We assumé:; andn; have the same distributions as in the
motivating example. We further assume thatis selected
from S with an equal probability and satisfids[s] = 0 and
E[|s]?] = p. We define the symbol error probability at thh

. . ) ] receive node as
meaning that the receiver can only get the diversity order 1.

o : ) L ; 1 —~
This is a discouraging result because the distributed terep P.(hi,p) & i Y Pr(s*#5|s=s"hip). (4
with three nodes has not provided any increase in diversity. s*€S

Note that a better solution exists. As in the previous ap- Note that the majority of the distributed reception work has
proach, node 1 and 2 detect the real and imaginary compongjglen dedicated for binary modulation schemes, i.e., binary
respectively. However, node 3 now detects the product of thgpothesis testing in AWGN channels without fading. In this
real and imaginary components such that case,s € S = {s1,52}, and each node can make a hard

) {1 it Re(ys) Im(ys) > 0 decision on the transmitted symbol. We consider generilize
3 =

Node &

Fig. 1: A conceptual figure of distributed reception.

) . distributed reception in this paper such that the transmithn
0 if Re(ys)Im(ys) <0 send the symbol from an arbitrady/-ary constellation, and

Nodes 1 and 2 have a probability of incorrect detection gach node also can send multiple bits to the fusion center.
in @) while node 3 has a probability of detecting incorrgctl

given by I1l. CoDED DIVERSITY AND DIVERSITY ORDER
We first explain the general concept of coded distributed
P.(h3,p) = 2Q (\/ |h3|2/’) (1 -Q (V |h3|2f0)) : diversity and then discuss the symbol detection schemas usi

the quantized node information. We finish this section with

If we let P ;) (h(i), p) be thei-th largest probability of error diversity order analyses with respect to the decoding selsem

among the nodes such that

Pe y(h1y, p) = Pe 2y (h(2), p) > P 3)(hesy, p), A. General Concept of Coded Diversity Technique

a probabmty of error at the fusion center is given by Note that the]\/['ary constellationS can be represented
with a log,(M)-bit message that we denote ds =
Pecode(h, p) =1 = (1= P 2)(h(2), p)) (1 = Peyg3)(hz).p))  [br b+ biog,(an]- Each node quantizes its received signal

. . . . ; into a B-bit vectoH u; F(2B). We assume
with ML detection. Then, the diversity order becomes Y Bui e (2%)

— lim log(Pe code(p)) —9
p—roo log p to limit the overhead needed for the distributed decisidihss

where P, voue(p) = E [Pocose(h, p)] with the expectation gives rise to the concept of@mpression ratio that is defined
e,coae - e,coae I as

taken overh. log, (M)

Thus, without increasing the number of bits sent from any of K = — B
the nodes_ to the fusion center_or changing the channel mc?%vellffich satisfiesK > 1. We assumeK is an integer value
we have increased the diversity order from 1 to 2 by us"}lﬂrou hout the paper. We lat — [a, as ---ax] be the
a smart detection scheme at each node. More generally, thi 9 Paper. L oL T2 K

: ; I Vettorized version ob with entries in GF(2B). There are
paper aims to address the following question:
“How should each receive node quantize y; into a small

multiple ways of convertindp into a using different primitive
. B, i e
number of bits to be sent to the fusion center when detecting polynomials of GF(2”); however, using a specific primitive
M-ary modulation in distributed reception?”

polynomial does not affect average performance.
. o . . Commonly detectors fob/-ary constellations are designed
As we show later, this problem has intriguing ties to codlngS
theory.

B <logy(M)

ing non-overlapping decisions regions. Denote the wecis
regions by{Wi, ..., W} such that

B. System Mode! wil - Uwu =C.

We consider a network consists of the transmitter, the fusio 2y et 7 (q)™ denote then-dimensional vector of elements @F(q).
center, andN geographically separated receive nodes. Thuis is different fromG F(¢™) which denotes the finite field of ordef™.



Using the decision regions, the detection problem can bdere c(s) € GF(28)N denotes the distributed detection
formulated ass = s,,, with bits if all nodes make the correct bit decisions wherns
transmitted andv € GF(2P)V representsoise caused by
reception error at each node. Due to the linear structure, a
generator matrixG € GF(28)5>*N can be given as

mo = argmax 1 (g € W)
1<m<M

with 1(-) denoting the indicator function which returnsif

. . . T
the argument is true. This can be also rewritten as g1
§ = argmin ||y — §'||. G= :
s'eS gN
In our problem; however, we assume that the number gfd
decision regions at each receive node is smaller thian.e., c(s) = aG.
the compression ratio is constrained /ds> 1. Let the non- ) ) =8
overlapping decision regions at nodée {DM’ N 7791-,23} This generates a code for the constellation pod
such t_ha_t the union o_f the regions spans the c_omplex plane. C={c(s):s€S}. (6)
The distributed reception problems can be succinctly dtage i o ) )
determining the sets of decision regio{@i L D, 45} for We can also define the minimum Hamming distance of the
) 9 1,

i=1,...,N to minimize the probability of symbol detectionc®de . )
error at the fusion center. As shown in the motivating exampl dinin(C) = S dr(c(s), e(s))

of Sectiondl, this problem is nontrivial. We show how well-
developed coding techniques can be used to design the sety
decision regions.

Because of the constraint on the compression ratio 1,

redy(-,-) denotes the Hamming distance metric.

0 explain the procedure of the coded diversity technique
in words, each receive nodeprocessed; (which is nothing
but a hard-detected version gf) with the i-th column of G

we assume the decision regiof®; 1,...,D; 2z} of node . ) ;
i are constructed by certain linear combinations of the coﬁ§ in [3). Withu = [uy --- uy] from all N receive nodes, the
stellation decision region§Wi, ..., Wy}, To do this, we usion center detects the transmitted symbol by using dagod

formulate the problem using finite field notations. schemes explained next.

To simplify the notation, leb denote the bit representation i )
of the the transmitted symbel Suppose that the nodefirst B Decoding Schemes at Fusion Center
performs a hard decision on the received signab generate  For practical reasons, we assume that tfte node has
a log,(M)-bit_vector b;. If the node: detectss correctly, knowledgeonly of S, y;, and ;. Each node passeB-bit
then we haveb;, = b. Note thatb; can be represented with avectoru; to the fusion center, and the fusion center tries to

K-entry vectora; with entries inGF(27). The nodei then detect the transmitted symbele S usingu = [u; --- un].
generates:; = f; (a;) using a function We consider the cases when the fusion center has knowledge
B K B of h and lacks knowledge dfi. Note that the fusion center
fi: GFQ27)" = GF(27) does not have full access $oin our scenario, which prevents

and sends. to the fusion center the use of the linear combinet = h/|h| to estimate
K2 .

If each node receivea (or equivalentlyb) without any ¢ @S in [1) even with full knowledge oh. We discuss
error, this problem can be formulated as a coding problera. THire€ different decoding schemes for distributed recepicer
K -dimensionamessage a is transformed to aV-dimensional fding channels:
vector codewords = [uy --- un] with entries inGF(2°). 1) ML decoding with full CSI: If the fusion center has full
In the distributed reception case, each node is coding ®BYNOkccess tdh, it computes
data, and the vectan is corrupted withnoise corresponding
to reception error at each node. Despite this, the goal in 5 = argmax Pr (uy,...,uy | s,h)
distributed reception is very similar to code design in ogdi s€8

theory. We must find a coding technique that minimizes al

= argmax H Pr(u; | s,h;)

decoding error of the transmitted symbol at the fusion aente ses  h
Similar to the coding problem, we focus on the creation B )
of an M vector codeword sefu[l], ..., u[M]} where each where Pr(-) denotes the probability that is computed as
codewordulk] corresponds to a constellation poist € S. Pl | s ) — 1 —lyi—hisl?® gy
Further, we focus on linear block codes to enable efficient r(ui | 5, ha) = T /D € Yi

encoding. This means that the functignis explicitly given ) . - o .
9 gn plcty 9 with D; ,,, denoting the decision region of nodeorrespond-

as ing to the B-bit patternu;[A
~ ~ | -0l U;
up = f; (a;) = aig G "9 P ’
S ) . .
) B\K ] ; This code generation method is completely different fromdhe proposed
whereg; € GF(2 ) - We can collect everythlng together Nin [26]. We briefly explain the scheme frorh_[26] and comparavith the
vector form such that proposed coded diversity technique in Secfidn V.

“4In practice, we can generate empirical probabilitiesPof(u; | s, h;) in
u=c(s)+v advance to perform ML decoding with full CSI.



2) Selected subset ML decoding with full CSI:If the Then, we can have a bound as i0 (7) whélgh;, p) is a
number of receive noded/ is very large, the complexity probability of symbol error at nodedefined in[(4). Taking the
of ML decoding can be excessive. With our coded diversigxpectation oveh;, the pairwise error probability is bounded
framework; however, we can reduce decoding complexias
significantly while obtaining comparable performance with Pr(s »s)<E {(Pe(h,p))dH(C“)’C(S’))]
ML decoding.

First, we assume that ever-th receive node shares thewhere the expectation is ovéfi Therefore,

same processing rule, i.e.,
, max Pr(s — s') < E [(Pe(h,/)))dmi"(c)]
gi:giﬂ-L:"':gi_’_\_%JL’ le{l,,L} s#£s

andg; # g if i # k for ik € {1 L}. Let the set which gives the lower bound of the diversity orderdyf;,,(C).

of nodes that share the same processing rule with ricate 10 ©Ptain alower bound offr(s — ) (or the upper bound

T ={iyi+L,....i+ L%J L}. Because the fusion center©f the diversity order), we can consider a diversity combine

has full access th, it can select the nodé amongZ; as ~ that observe all{yi}icc,(s)#e:(+) @Nd compute a maximum
ratio combining (MRC) combiner as
it = argmax |hg|?, i=1,...,L,

kEZ; Zi:ci(s)ici(s/) hryl

perform ML decoding using bits from the selected receive B Diei(s)es(s)) |hil?”
nodes. This selected subset ML decoding is appropriate for

one of our code design explained in Secfion IV-B. Taking _the maximum. over any pair s’ yields and average
probability of error with diversity orded,,;,(C). [ ]

<

3) Mi”‘.m“m Hamming distance decoding WithOUt.CSI: I Lemma 2. If L, the number of distinctive processing rules, di-
the fusion center does not have any knowledga,oft needs vides the total number of receive nodes IV, a coded distributed
to rely on the simple Hamming distance decoding. The fUSi(HT\/ersity system using a codeword set C :’{C(S ) c(sar))
center then tries to detect the transmitted symbol as achieves a diversity order of dyn (C) Using selei:t;ad.élbsetMML
§ = argmindg (c(s),u) decoding.
sES

: Proof: The diversity order of selected subset ML is upper

Wher_ec(s) is th_e vector that would be sent from the All t()]ounded by that of MLydecoding el (C). To obtain thF()EIO

Le(iel[\;e r.u.).dis I]fs were perfectly decoded at each node AMNower bound, we again rely on the pairwise error probability
- Nl First, we letGy;.; be the generating matrix consists of the

. . . first L columns ofG andCy, = {c5(s1),...,cr(sn)} be the

C. Diversty Analyss_ _ resulting code fromGy;.z). Denotedy,in(Cr) the minimum
We present the diversity analyses of the proposed codgdmming distance of,. The symbol error probability at a

diversity technique with three different decoding SChem?ﬁoupL that shares the same processing rule with ittie

explained in the previous section in the following. node can be given as
Lemma 1. A coded distributed diversity system using a _
codeword set C = {c(s1),...,c(s)} achieves a diversity Pez.(hz,, p) = kll Pe(hy, p)
order of dy,in(C) using ML decoding. e
Proof: The diversity order of the probability of errorwherehz, = {hia---ahi+t¥ L}' Similar to the proof of

P. code,m1(p) Can be obtained by analyzing the worst cadeemmall, the pairwise error probability is bounded as
pairwise error probabilitynax Pr(s — s').

. . . . Pr(s—s)<E [(Pe_z(hl', p))dH(CL(S)ch(S/))jl
Instead of working with the optimal decoder directly, we ’

will bound performance on a suboptimal decoder. The consid- = F {(Pe(h, p))%dH(CL(SLCL(S’))}
ered suboptimal detector chooses
N where the expectation is ovérand the equality comes from
G argmaxH Pr(u; | ci(s), hi) the fact 'Fha_t there ar®’/L rec_:_eive nodes iff. Thus, the worst
s€ES case pairwise error probability now becomes
wherec;(s) is thei-th entry ofc(s). In the event of a tie, it is max Pr(s — §') < E [(Pe(h p))%dm;n(cL)} '
broken arbitrarily. Using the coding framework and paievis s#s’ o ’
error probability, When L divides N, it is obvious thatdyi (C) = L duin(CL)
N ) N which finishes the proof. [ ]
[T Pr il ei(s), he) = T ] Pr(ui | eils), hi) > 0 Remark: In generalN case, the diversity order of selected
or i=1 i=1 subset ML would lie between? | dumin (Cr) and & dmin (Cr).
H (Pr (uq | ci(s), hi) — Pr(u; | ¢i(s), hi)) > 0. 5Because we assume every node experiences i.i.d. Raylelgtgfehannel,

irci(s)#ci(s") we drop the receive node indéx



Pr H (Pr(ui | ¢i(s'),hi) — Pr(u; | ¢i(s),hi)) > 0lh,s,s" | < H P.(hi, p). (7)
irci(s)#ci(s") irci(s)#ci(s")

Lemma 3. A coded distributed diversity system using a code- A. Code Bounds
word set C = {c(s1),...,c(sp)} achieves a diversity order

Of [demin(C)/2] Using minimum Hamming distance decoding. The most common approaches to understand codes in

coding theory are metric ball bounds, particularly the sphe

Proof: First, we letp = E [P,.(h, p)] to simplify notations. packing bound and Gilbert-Varshamov bound. Recall that the
Note that0 < p < 1. Now, consider again the pairwise errovolume of a metric ball of radiusin GF'(25)" has a volume
probability. If the number of nodes with incorrect recepto given by

iS [dmin(C)/2] or more, the error pattern will fall outside of t/N .
the Hamming sphere of radii$dumin(C) — 1)/2] centered at V(N ) =) ( ; )(2B -1
the correct codeword. Thus, we have i=0
N N The sphere packing bound requires that fiieballs of any
Pe code.t1(p) < Z < , >pi(1 —p)Nt code of minimum distancé,,;,(C) must satisfy
i:"dmin(c)/ﬂ
N , } MV (N, {L‘“(C) - 1D < 2N,
<NUYT pa-pNT 2
=[dmin(€)/2] The Gilbert-Varshamov bound tells us that a linear code of
N

. minimum distancel,,i, (C) exists for ourN nodeM -ary code
SOOI & if
= ’—dmin(c)/ﬂ N
< (N 4 1)1 ploin(©/2] MV (N —1,dmin(C) —2) < 2.
These metric ball bounds are most useful in understanding
code properties wherd( grows with N, particularly when
N —[dmin(C)/2] K/N converges to a fixed value & — oo. However, we
' are more concerned with the case whéfas fixed and does
Using the fact thap — 0 asp — oo, the diversity order is not scale withV. Moreover, we are interested in the case when
bounded as K is relatively small andV is not extremely large.

The most applicable bound to this situation is the Griesmer

and

[dmin(C)/2] (1 _

Pe,code,H(p) Z p p)

log(Pe,code,H (p))

— 11_)1{)10 o bound [29], [30]. The Griesmer bound shows that the smallest
g &P » N of a codeC that can achieve a minimum Hamming distance
lo ((N+1)' Tdmm(c)/ﬂ) :
S T P of dimin(C) Must satisfy
- p—00 10g P
— [dmln(c)/z] = dmin(c)
Nz Z 2iB
and i=0
. log(Pe code, e (p)) Removing the ceiling function to generate a further lower
T log p bound gives us the following bound.
< — lim log (pl 4= (©)/21(1 — p)N=[dmin(C)/2T) Lemma 4. The minimum distance of any 25-ary of length N
- pooo log p code C must satisfy
— [dmin(C)/2] No(K-1)B
which finishes the proof. [ | 14+2B4...42(KE-1)B Z i (C).

Proof: The Griesmer bound can be lower bounded as
IV. CoDE DESIGN AND PERFORMANCEIMPLICATIONS

K-1
Lemmas[]L[R, an@]3 all show that the coding structure N> Z 1 dmin (C).
across the receive nodes dictates system performance, and N 2iB
it is better to have as large minimum Hamming distance as . ] . .
possible for a cod€ (or C;, for selected subset ML). The Reformulating this by scaling both sides,
coding structure is heavily dependent on the number of nodes No(E-1)B
N and the compression ratifi’. In this section we aim to 5 & 2
clarify this relationship and look at some simple codes that 14+2% 4 +2
can be employed. [ ]

=0

Apin (C).



B. Code Sdlection A simple approach to code design whah# 2(K-1E and

KB B i
The Griesmer bound gives us insight into code choice féf # (2°~ —1)/(2” — 1) is to shorten a concatenated code
many different scenarios (e.g., s€el[30]). There are a s&Qnsisting of a shorter simplex code and a repetition caue. |

cases when optimal codes in terms of the Griesmer boufif case, the outer code is the simplex code and the inner

can be found. The following codes are optimal in the sense §1d€ is a repetition code. _ _
achieving the Griesmer bound with equality. To construct our code, we first define two variables

(QKB—I) - N(ZB—I)
er-1 4(2“—1)}’

and construct thé< x N,;N;,, generator matrix

1) Simplex Codes Nouwt =
First note that ifdy,;,(C) = 2K ~D5, then

K-l 9(K-1)B
—— =1+4+20 4. 42K

2iB Gconcat = 11><Nm & Gsimplem
=0
' 9KB _ | = [Gsimplem Gsimplez T Gsimpleac]
T 9B 1 where Ggimpiex 1S the K x N,y Simplex code’s generator
=N matrix given in [8),11x,, is the N;,, row vector of all ones
(i.e., Lixn,, = [1 1---1]), and ® represents the Kronecker

The simplex code, which is the dual code of the Hamming oqyct. If we let
code, can achieve this minimum Hamming distance. If we ,
denoteGF(27) as{0,1,2,--- ,q— 1}, a generator matrix of N = NoutNin — N,

the 28-ary simplex code is given as .
y P 9 then the extended code uses the shortened generator matrix

0o 0 - 0 1 1 given by
o 0 --- 0 —1 -1 I
q q Gemtend == Gconcat |: 0 N :|
Gsimplem = : N N’ xN
o1 - 1 g—1 ¢-1 wherelIy is the N x N identity matrix and0,-, 5 is the
10 -+ g—1 -+ g—2 g—1 N’ x N all zero matrix.
(8)

In words, the generator matri& e, is the K x (258 —
1)/(2% — 1) matrix with columns chosen to correspond to aff- SCRS Codes Analyses
non-zero vectors 7 F'(28) % with first non-zero entry fixed A SCRS code achieves a minimum distance of
to one. B
N(2" - 1)J o(K-1)B. )

dmin(c) 2 \‘7
2) First-Order Reed-Muller Codes (2KB —1)

A first-order Reed-Muller code exists fo¥ = 2(5~D5 with  when N = K (255 — 1)/(25 — 1), the code is optimal with

minimum distancely,in(C) = 2K =25 (28 — 1). It achieves respect to the Griesmer bound because
the Griesmer bound with equality because

K-1 K-1
N(zB _ 1)2(K1)B"‘ Z 2(K71)B
= K
i=0

Kz—:l P(Ki))B(gB — 1)} Z [ 2iB(2KB — 1)

s part 2iB
i=0 2 K-1
2B 1 =K» 28
—{ 5B W+(2B—1)+-~-+2(K‘2>B(2B—1) ;
KB
=142E-1)B _1 K 285 -1
N 28 —1

=N.

This code has a generator matrix of ) )
For arbitrary NV, the following lemma states that the SCRS

11 - 1 L. 1 1 codes are optimal in terms of the Griesmer bound whes:
00 -~ 0 0 - g—1 ¢g—1 2.
00 - 0 0 g—1 qg—1 )

Grvi=| . . ) i _ ) ) . Lemma 5. The length N SCRS code with K = 2 formed
T e : Do : : from concatenating the 28-ary simplex code and repetition
00 --- 0 1 g—1 q—1 code has the following properties:

o1 .- ¢g-1 0 -+ g=2 g—1 ] 1) The minimum Hamming distance becomes
This corresponds to all possible vectorsGi'(25)5~1 with dmin(C) = 028 + 7 —1

a one appended to the top of the vector. _
where o = [N/(28 +1)|, N = a(28 + 1) + r, and r is the

3) Shortened Concatenated Repetition-Simplex (SCRS) remainder when N is divided by N,,; = (28 + 1).
Codes 2) The code achieves the Griesmer bound with equality.



Proof: For any lengthN = aN,, + r, the generator D. Achievable Rate

matrix can be written as The achievable rate (or the mutual information) given chan-

nel realizations contained in the vectfioris given by
G = [Gsimplew Gsimplem te Gsimplem GKXT]

o I(h) = Z Z Pr(s)Pr(u| s,h)log, (M)

e Pr(ufh)

where G mpiea 1S K X N, matrix given as )
s out g where/ denotes the set of altV? possible outputs from

1 1 the receive nodes. In most communication systems, the sourc
2 . og—1 | can be modeled well as uniformly distributed ov&rwhich
simplifies the mutual information to

1 0 1
Gsimplew: 01 1

where the matrixG g, consists of the first- columns of

o , \ : 1

Gsimplez- The minimum distance of this code is I,(h) = i Z Z {pr(u | s,h)
B seSucld
dmin(c) =a2” + dKXr Pr(u | s h)
. - . . x log, | 7 P : " h :
where di«,» is the minimum distance of the code with 37 2wes Pr(uf s’ h)
generator matrdG x - Given this, the average achievable rate is given by
It is obvious thatdy «, = 0 if »r = 0,1 anddgx, = 1 if

r = 2. For more generat, the K x r code has dr — K) x r Ravg = E [Lu(h)] (10)
parity check matrix with the expectation taken with respectlio

Note that all of these achievable rate expressions are eepen

1o - 01 1 dent on the quantization structure used at each receive. node
0 1 0 1 ) This is implicit because the transition probabilities beén
the input symbols and output symbols are dependent on this
: Co : guantization structure. However, in general, it is hardeaw
8 8 (1) 1 r _g transition probabilities analytically, which preventshave a
. r—

closed-form expression of the achievable rate of the preghos

Bv checking th - ber of col in th .tcoded diversity technique. Thus, we numerically study the
y checking the minimum humber of columns n € parity, ;e\ ape rate of the proposed coded diversity technique i

check matrix for which a nontrivial combination gives thé alSection[] and show that the proposed scheme can provide

Zero out, we ga” see thdk ., = — 1 for r > 0. Therefore, benefits even with respect to the achievable rate in some
dmin(C) = 027 + 7 — L. scenarios.

Note that the Griesmer bound fdt = 2 tells us that to
provide a minimum distance af requires a code of length
at leastd + 1 whend = 1,2,...,25. This means that our

K x r code is optimal in the sense of achieving equality in We perform Monte-Carlo simulations to evaluate the pro-
the Griesmer bound. For the entire code. note that posed coded diversity technique in this section. We assume

all channel entries are independent, Rayleigh distriquted
hi ~ CN(0,1) for all 4, during simulation; however, the

V. NUMERICAL STUDIES

a2B +r—1

a2B+r—1+{ -‘:a2B+r—1+a—|—1

9B proposed techniques can be applied to any kind of channel
—a@B 4+ 1)+ models of interest. The proposed scheme is based on the SCRS
N codes to simulate different numbers of the receive nide

We first compare the proposed coded diversity technique to
he scheme from[[26]. In_[26], the optimized codeword set
trix for local decision and decoding rules using simuwlate

annealing for QPSK constellation data symbols, = 1

~ Note that the case whefi = 2 is a very practical scenario processing at each receive node, avid= 10 nodes is given
in distributed reception. For example, the scenario cpoeds

to the case when the transmitter sends 16QAM (or QPSK) _
symbol and each receive node forwards QPSK (or BPSK) Codeword Set Matrix(6,12,4,9,12,9,12,6,1, 3).
syml_:)ol to the fusion qenter. It \,NOUId be very unlikely for th% ch integer in the matrix represents binary column vector
receive nodes (that might consists of cheap sensors) tose
high-order modulation symbol than QPSK to the fusion cent
in distributed reception.

Remark: The proposed SCRS codes are suitable to selectefithe concept of the codeword set matrix is similar to a code thier
subset ML decoding explained in Sectlon1ll-B because ev stellation pointsS in (6). Both matrices represent the constellation points

. . . . _However, local decision rules are completely differeng.,ithe local

Noq-th receive node shares a common processing rule in

ision rules in[26] are based on the codeword set matrilewttre proposed
SCRS codes. scheme relies on the generator maifix

This shows that the SCRS codes are optimal in terms of t
Griesmer bound.

the matrix, e.g., the integer 12 in column 2 represents
f(f 0 1 1]¥. Each row and column of the matrix represents



transmission, the fusion center perform majority decoding
based on the forwarded estimated symbols from the receive

;i T
Centralized combining
= = = Uncoded transmission, B=2

.| @ [24], ML decodig, B=1 nodes.
O ' [24], min. Hamming dist. decoding, B=1 . - . .
—8— Proposed, ML decodig, B=1 In both ML decoding and minimum Hamming distance de-

—O— Proposed, min. Hamming dist. decoding, B=1
N Ty
N\

coding, the proposed scheme outperforms the scheme iff [26].
It is expected to have these results because the correspndi
SCRS code has the minimum Hamming distance of 6 while
the scheme in_[26] has the minimum Hamming distance of 5.
According to Lemmall arid 3, the diversity orders of the SCRS
code are 6 and 3 for ML and minimum Hamming distance
decoding, respectively, while those of the scheme_in [26] ar
5 and 3, respectively. The results in Fig. 2 perfectly match
% with the derivations of Lemmfl 1 arid 3. Note that the SCRS
code with ML decoding shows the same diversity order with
Fig. 2: Symbol error rate (SER) vs. SNR in dB scale witjncoded tran_smission with much_ less transmission overhead
M = 4 and N = 10. Each receive node of the propose(f]rom the receive nodes to the fusion center. Because we have
scheme and the scheme from |[26] forwamis— 1 bit per 2" explicit expression of the SCRS code for an _arblt_rary
channel use to the fusion center while uncoded transmissi3fmPer of the receive nodeg, the proposed coded diversity
relies on B = log, M forwarded bits per channel use from€chnique is very practical and easy to implement.
each node. We compare the proposed diversity technique with ML and
selected subset ML decoding schemes in[Big. 3. Wé5et 8
and B = 1 (which givesN,,; = 7 for the SCRS code) with
10° t f j different numbers of the receive nodds When N,,,; (or L
=f with the notation in the selected subset ML decoding sektion
: : divides NV, it is clear that selected subset ML has the same
diversity order with ML decoding although selected subs&t M
suffers from a certain SNR loss. Note that even wiéj,;
does not divideV (the case whev = 30 in Fig.[3), selected
subset ML gives comparable diversity gain with ML decoding
with much less complexity.

In Figs.[4a and_4b, we plot SER of the proposed coded

107}

Symbol error rate (SER)

p (dB)

107

10 “F

107}

=—f&— ML decodig, N=14

Symbol error rate (SER)

—e— . ML decoding, N=14 N . . . . . .
ool — Wi cucorlig, Neot R diversity technique according owith different values of\/,
o e i rag S B, and N. We can see from the figures that as the number

\ of the receive nodes increases, we have better SER with the
07, o s 0 ) 15 samep. Moreover, the number of the receive nodésloes not
P (a8) need to be large to achieve practical SER@f?2 or 10~2 with

Fig. 3: Symbol error rate (SER) of the proposed coddyoderatep for all cases, which clearly shows the practicality

diversity technique with ML and selected subset ML decodirff the proposed coded diversity technique.

schemes according to SNR in dB scalé.= 8 and B = 1. Finally, we perform simulations to verify the average
achievable rate of the proposed scheme which is explain in
Section[1V-D. We compareR,,, in (I0) of the proposed

coded diversity technique, centralized combining, ancbded

one of QPSK constellation point and decision rule of eaqrhnsmission. To simplify simulations, we s&twith QPSK
receive node, respectively. For example, if node 2 (Whi¢h)\siellation B = 1. and N

0 ' approx. ML decoding, N=30 o
i i

the transmitted symbol as the first or second (third or furth, - qifferent scenarios. i.e. 1) Rayleigh fadiné chanrfets
QPSK constellation points, it forwards 0 (1) to the fusioR channels between the transmitter and the receive nodes,

center. With N. binary bits forwarded from all thg receive2 normalized Rayleigh fading channels such that channel
nodes, the fusion center adopts the same decoding rule wj plitudes are normalized #s,| = |hs| = 1.5 and|hs| = 0.3

the proposed coded diversity technique for the fair conspati ¢y, 5| channel realizations. The second scenario woulchbe t
case when the second node is in a deep fade while two other
Fig.[2 compares the symbol error rate (SER) of the proposggdes are in stably good channel conditions.
scheme (using the SCRS codes) and the scheme in [26] fo{ye piot the results of the scenarios 1 and 2 in Figs. 5a and
QPSK constellation data symbols according to the transmgg respectively. In the first scenario, the proposed scherde

SNR p with N' = 10 receive nodes. We also plot thencoded transmission are comparable with each other. This
results of centralized combining with = h/|h|| in (@) and

uncodedB = l.0g2M bits tran5m|ss_'on from each receive 7 go not consider selected subset ML in this case becatseebbubset
node to the fusion center for comparison purpose. In uncoded is not suitable to the scheme in [26].
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T T 10
=—8— ML decodig, N=10
—©— min. Hamming dis. decoding, N=10
= B = ML decodig, N=30 107 E
= © = min. Hamming dis. decoding, N=30|3
- +@ ' ML decodig, N=50 s
; 'O min. Hamming dis. decoding, N=50 ﬁ; 1072k
@ s Py
g * 8
g I 5 10°F
o A% [
2 vine 2 SRS
g S € 10| | —8— ML decodig, N=10 PR A
@ ' @ —©— min. Hamming dis. decoding, N=10 : Ve “
107 "‘ . -8 - ML decodig‘, N:?I,O . a “ ")
A 107°k: | = © = min. Hamming dis. decoding, N=30 It 4
N @ ML decodig, N=50 [
b +© '+ min. Hamming dis. decoding, N=50 Ve
107° i i i i 10 ; ; : ; L
-5 0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
p (dB) p (dB)

(@) M = 8 (8PSK) constellation folS and B = 1. (b) M = 16 (16QAM) constellation forS and B = 2.

Fig. 4: Symbol error rate (SER) vs. SNR in dB scale with défarvalues ofM, B, and N.

I Ing
N >

o
. P

Achievable rate (bps/Hz)

—A— Centralized combining
+ =H= Uncoded transmission, B=2
—©— Proposed, B=1

0 5 10 15 20
p (dB)

25

Achievable rate (bps/Hz)

—A— Centralized combining
+ =M= Uncoded transmission, B=2
—©0— Proposed, B=1

10 15 20
p (dB)

25

(a) Rayleigh fading for all channels. (b) Fading channel with normalized channel gainof| = |h3| = 1.5

and|ha| = 0.3.
Fig. 5. Achievable rate vs. SNR in dB scale witi =4, N =3, andB = 1.

results are reasonable because the proposed coding strudties to detect the transmitted signal exploiting the fadeal
is not intended to increase the achievable rate. However, tiata from all the receive nodes and channel state informatio
proposed scheme outperforms uncoded transmission in thavailable. The proposed coded diversity technique istas
second scenario. This is because the second node that pro-the strong connection between the distributed reception
cesses the imaginary component of the transmitted symbopi®blem and coding problem in coding theory. By leveraging
in a deep fade in uncoded transmission, resulting in sigmific this connection, we are able to adopt appropriate linearkblo
achievable rate degradation. On the contrary, the proposmdles, e.g., simplex and first-order Reed-Muller codes that
coded diversity is even better in the second scenario thachieve the Griesmer bound with equality, to design praegss
the first since the fusion center can obtain much of mutualles at the receive nodes and maximize the diversity gain.
information only from node 1 and 3 that are in good chann&e also developed novel shortened concatenated repetition
conditions. simplex (SCRS) codes to support an arbitrary number of the
receive nodes. We analytically proved that the SCRS codes ar
VI. CONCLUSION optimal with respect to the Griesmer bound in many practical

We proposed a unified framework for coded diversitscenarios. We also evaluated the proposed coded diversity

distributed reception in this paper. We consider distedut Yechnlque by numerical studies. BeC?‘“SE of its S|mpI(_a and
: . . flexible structure, the proposed technique can be applied to
reception for the case when a transmitter broadcasts alsi

na. T ) .

. ; . arious scenarios including cellular systems, wirelessace
to multiple geographically separated receive nodes throu
fading channels, and each receive node processes and dsrwa

retworks, and radar systems.
the received signal to a fusion center. The fusion centar the The proposed coded diversity technique only can support
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an integer value of compression ratio. Supporting an antyitr [23] A. D’Costa and A. M. Sayeed, “Data versus decision fasio sensor
value of compression ratio is a nontrivial problem, and it

would be an interesting future research topic to generdfige [24]
proposed framework in this direction.
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