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Effects of Channel-Estimation Errors on Receiver
Selection-Combining Schemes for Alamouti

MIMO Systems With BPSK
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Abstract—The bit-error rate (BER) of binary phase-shift keying
in Rayleigh fading, using the Alamouti transmission scheme and
receiver selection diversity in the presence of channel-estimation
error, is studied. Closed-form expressions for the BER of log-like-
lihood ratio selection, signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) selection, switch-
and-stay combining selection, and maximum ratio combining are
derived in terms of the SNR and the cross-correlation coefficient
of the channel gain and its corrupted estimate. Two new selec-
tion schemes, space-time sum-of-squares combining selection di-
versity and space-time sum-of-magnitudes selection diversity, are
proposed and proven to provide almost the same performance as
SNR selection, but with much simpler implementations. The effects
of channel-estimation errors on each selection scheme are exam-
ined.

Index Terms—Alamouti multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) systems, error analysis, estimation error, fading
channels, pilot-symbol-assisted modulation (PSAM), selection
diversity.

I. INTRODUCTION

ULTIPLE-INPUT multiple-output (MIMO) systems

have attracted great interest, since they can improve the
channel capacity and reliability of wireless communication [1].
However, adopting a MIMO system increases the system com-
plexity and the cost of implementation. A promising approach
for reducing implementation complexity, while retaining a rea-
sonably good performance, is to employ some form of antenna
selection.

In general, MIMO antenna selection combining (SC) includes
receiver (Rx) antenna selection, transmitter (Tx) antenna selec-
tion, and joint Tx/Rx selection. Both Tx/Rx selection and Tx
selection require that channel estimation be fed back from the
Rx to the Tx. In order to avoid the need for a feedback channel,
and to keep the system simple, some systems will implement
Rx selection diversity only. In MIMO Rx selection diversity, L
out of I Rx antennas are selected, while the Tx uses all avail-
able antennas. Some past work has examined MIMO Rx selec-
tion diversity. In [2]-[4], the Rx selection criteria are based on
achieving the maximum received signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).
An approximation of pairwise error probability is given in [2].
An upper bound on pairwise error probability is presented in
[3]. In [4], an upper bound on bit-error rate (BER) is derived.

Paper approved by Y. Li, the Editor for Wireless Communications Theory of
the IEEE Communications Society. Manuscript received February 3, 2005; re-
vised July 5, 2005. This paper was presented in part at the Vehicular Technology
Conference, Dallas, TX, September 2005.

The authors are with the Department of Electrical and Computer Engi-
neering, University of Alberta, Edmonton, AB T6G 2V4, Canada (e-mail:
wendy @ece.ualberta.ca; beaulieu@ece.ualberta.ca).

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/TCOMM.2005.861648

In this paper, we examine the effect of channel-estimation error
on the BER performance of a MIMO system using binary phase-
shift keying (BPSK) modulation and Rx selection diversity in
a slow flat Rayleigh fading channel. The Alamouti space—time
block code (STBC) [5] is used at the Tx. The “best” of L Rx
antennas is chosen according to some selection criterion. Since
all SC schemes require some knowledge of the complex channel
gains for all the diversity branches, and the complex channel gains
have to be estimated at the Rx, channel-estimation errors affect
the performance of all practical SC schemes. Quantitative results
for the effects of noisy channel estimation are derived.

Five different selection schemes are considered for Rx antenna
selection. The first scheme is log-likelihood ratio (LLR) selec-
tion, which was proposed in [6] for a one Tx antenna and L Rx
antennas system. In LLR selection, full knowledge of all the com-
plex diversity branch gains is needed, and the branch providing
the largest magnitude of LLR is chosen. This selection scheme
was extended in [7] to include a two Tx antennas and Nz Rx
antennas system using the Alamouti scheme. The BER for this
schemeis givenby anexpressioninvolving asingle integral. How-
ever, perfectchannel estimationis assumedin [7]. Here, we derive
a closed-form BER expression for this LLR selection scheme,
accounting for the presence of channel-estimation errors.

Traditional SC is the second scheme considered in this paper.
The selection of the best antenna is based on the largest SNR
among the diversity branches at the detector input. Unlike
LLR selection, which requires full knowledge of the complex
channel gains for all the diversity branches, SNR selection only
requires ordering fading amplitudes on the diversity branches.
In [8], SNR selection is applied to Tx selection. Two Tx an-
tennas which provide the largest and the second largest SNR
are used for transmitting an STBC. The performance of the
system is assessed in terms of an outage capacity analysis, but
exact BER results are not given. In [4] and [7], the BER of SNR
selection at the Rx side is evaluated. In this paper, this result is
extended to include the effects of channel-estimation errors.

Since both LLR selection and SNR selection schemes require
channel knowledge, we propose a new selection scheme, which
we will refer to as space—time sum-of-squares (STSoS) selec-
tion. The STSoS selection scheme does not require knowledge
of the channel gains to make the Rx antenna selection. Further-
more, branch selection is done before the space—time decoding,
so that channel estimation for the space—time decoding is only
performed for the branch selected, achieving a significant com-
plexity reduction. Compared with the two former schemes, this
new scheme is much simpler to implement. Significantly, it is
shown in the following that it provides essentially the same per-
formance as the SNR selection scheme.
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The proposed STSoS SC scheme requires squaring the ampli-
tudes of the received bit signals. In order to further simplify the
hardware implementation, we propose another scheme, which
only needs the amplitudes of the received bit signals. Similar to
STSoS selection, this scheme, called space—time sum-of-mag-
nitudes (STSoM) selection, does not require channel estima-
tion. The simulation results in the following section show that
STSoM selection has only slightly poorer BER performance
than STSoS and SNR selection.

In order to implement all the former SC schemes, the Rx needs
to monitor all the diversity branches to select the “best” branch.
Furthermore, the Rx may switch frequently in order to use the
best branches. It is desirable in some practical implementations
to minimize switching in order to reduce switching transients.
Therefore, SC is often implemented in the form of switched
diversity [9], [10] in practical systems, in which rather than
continuously picking the best branch, the Rx selects a particular
branch until its SNR drops below a predetermined threshold.
When this happens, the Rx switches to another branch. [11]
and [12] investigate a switched diversity system with one Tx
antenna and N Rx antennas. A performance analysis for this
system without space—time coding was given in Rayleigh fading
in [11], and in Nakagami fading in [12]. In [13], switched di-
versity is applied at the Tx side and the cumulative distribution
function (cdf), the probability density function (pdf), and the
moment-generating function (MFG) of the received signal power
are derived, again without space—time coding. In this paper, we
analyze a transmission system with an Alamouti code at the Tx
and switched diversity at the Rx. The average BER accounting
for the effects of channel-estimation error is derived, and the
optimal switching threshold that minimizes the BER for this
switched diversity scheme is determined.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we present the system model. In Section I1I, we consider a
wireless system with two Tx antennas using the Alamouti scheme
and L Rx antennas, and derive the BER for the four SC schemes
with channel-estimation error considered. The analysis of a max-
imum ratio combining (MRC) Rx [14] is also recalled, and the
performances of these four selection schemes are compared with
the optimal MRC scheme. In Section IV, numerical results are pre-
sented and the relative performances of the four selection schemes
are discussed. Conclusions are drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In general, we consider a system where an Alamouti scheme
[5] is applied with two Tx antennas and L Rx antennas. Refer-
ence [5, Fig. 3] shows the STBC system for the special case of
two Rx antennas for illustration. We assume a BPSK modula-
tion, so that the transmitted signal is either 4+1 or —1. Signals s1
and s, corresponding to two information bits, are sent simulta-
neously during two consecutive bit intervals. The corresponding
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received signals in these two intervals on the 2th branch can be
expressed as [5]

(1a)
(1b)

where g;,,7 =1,2,7=1,..., L is the complex gain between
the jth Tx antenna and the ith Rx antenna, and n;;, j = 1,2,
i =1,..., Lrepresents additive channel noise. The variances of
the real (or imaginary) components of g;; and n;; are denoted
by JZ and o2, respectively. The average SNR of the received
signal is defined here as 5 = 202 /o2. The maximum-likelihood
(ML) decoding of s; and s is based on the combiner outputs

(5]

71,0 =01,i51 + g2,iS2 + N1

T2i = —9g1,iS2 + g2,i51 + N2

- -
Y1,i =91, + G242 (2a)
- -
Y20 =027 — 914" (2b)
where g, ; is the estimate of g;; with variance Ug, in the real

and imaginary parts. The signal estimate is §; = sgn(R(y;.)),
j = 1,2, where sgn(z) = signum(z) is defined in [15, p. xIv].

The complex channel gains g; ; are estimated at the Rx prior
to fading compensation. We assume identical statistics for the
independent diversity branches, and that the correlation between
g;.: and its estimate g, ; is the same on each branch. Extending
the results in [16] to include the case when the variances of the
channel gain and its estimate are unequal, we define

RC . RCS A .
gji = (—2 + J—Q) 9ii + (@i + JYj.) 3
U_?] 0—5}
where z;; and y; ; are uncorrelated with §; ;. The parameters
R, and R, are given by

R. = E[9131] = Elgqiq] (42)

Res = Elg19q) = —FElgqir]- (4b)

Under the Rayleigh fading assumption, R.s = 0 [17], and we
can simplify (3) to

95, = kgji + dj; (5)

where k = R./o} and d;; = (7 + jy;.i). The variance of

the real (or imaginary) component of d; ; is 053 = (1 — p)O'Z

[18], where p is the squared amplitude of the cross-correlation
coefficient of the channel fading and its estimate

E2[g6* R2? o2
p= 2[qq ]A > — > 62 — __ng (6)
EllgPPlENg)?]  ogo; o

When pilot-symbol-assisted modulation (PSAM) is em-
ployed to estimate the fading channel gain, the cross-correla-
tion coefficient of the channel fading and its estimate can be
expressed as shown in (7) at the bottom of the page, where K
is the size of the interpolator, hy and h;}, are the interpolator co-
efficients, fp is the Doppler shift, 7 is the symbol interval, N

K/2]
> R Jo(2m fp|kN — 2n|T5)
3 k= (K-1)/2] o
P= " k) [K/2] [K/2]
Wb, Jo(2 folk — mINT,) + 1 (hp)?
k=—(K=1)/2) m=—|(E-1)/2] m=—|(K-1)/2]



LI AND BEAULIEU: EFFECTS OF CHANNEL-ESTIMATION ERRORS ON RECEIVER SELECTION-COMBINING SCHEMES 171

is the frame size, and Jy(-) is the zeroth-order Bessel function
of the first kind. The detailed derivation of p is in Appendix A.

III. BIT-ERROR RATE ANALYSIS

By symmetry, the BER is the same for s; and s2, so the fol-
lowing analysis will consider s; only. The results for s;,7 = 1,2
can be obtained by appropriately renaming the variables.

Using (1), (2a), and (5), the combiner output y;; can be
written as

yi,i =k (191,]° + 192,:%) 51+ (91 4d1,i + 92.id5 ;) 51
+ (97 idoi — 92,4d7 ;) s2 4 97 in1i + G2,ins i (8)

Since so = +s7 or —s1, each with probability 1/2, we can calcu-
late the BER as P, = 1/2( Py sy=s, + Po,sy=—s,) = Pbsy=s, =
Py s,—s, =1, Where the last two equations follow from symmetry.
For the case s9 = s1; = 1, from (8), we can write the decision
variable for y; ; as

R(y1:) =k (191,:° + |g2.4]%)
+ R [97i(dri + dai) + §2.i(dos — di )]
+ R(97,im1,i) + R(g2,in3 ;)- 9

Conditioning on |§;;|?> and |g2;|?, it can be shown that
RIGTi(dri + doy)l, R[G3,;(d,i — dai)], R(G7ma,i) and
§R(f}2,m§1i) are independent, zero-mean Gaussian random
variables with variance 2|91 :|%03, 2|g2.i[*03, |01.|%02
and [go;[*02, respectively. Therefore, R(yi;), condi-
tioned on |§17i|2 and |§2,i|2, is a Gaussian random vari-
able as well. It has mean k(|g1,:/* + |92.:|?) and variance
(207 + o7)([g1il* + 92,4 )

To simplify the following BER calculation, we normalize the
expression in (9) by dividing both sides of the equation with
2k} . Then (9) can be written as

R(y1,:)
§}E(yllz): 2]{)0'2
_2 (|gl7| +|g21|)
2k 2 {R[47i(dri + doi)+ Go,i(doi — dii)*]
+%(gl,inl,z) + R(ga,ins ;) } - (10)
Let a; = (|g1.:]* + |f]2,7;|2)/20§; conditioned on a;, the new

decision variable R(y} ;) has mean a; and variance ((207 +

0)/2k*0?)a;. Using (6) and o7 = (1 — p)o, this variance is
51mp11ﬁed to (((1 — p)y+ 1)/p7)a;. Define the effective SNR

[

=+ "

Ve =

Then the variance is a; /7.

Since g1, and g2, are independent, zero-mean complex
Gaussian random variables, a; has a chi-square distribution
with four degrees of freedom, and its pdf is given by [14]

fa(a;) = a;exp (—a;). (12)

A. LLR SC

The LLR Rx selection system model is described in [7].
With the Alamouti scheme and imperfect channel estimation,
the LLR for data sy, given g;,, 7 = 1,2 and y; ; is

P(s1 = +1{gj.i,y1,:) _

N p(y1,ilgj, 81 = +1)
P(s1 = 195.i,91,1)

P (Y,ilGji, 51 = —1)

(13)
From (8), conditioning on g;;, we can show that y;; is a
complex Gaussian random variable with mean k(|g1;|*> +
192.:)%)s1 = mysl and real/imaginary part variance
o2 = (205 + 02)(|91,i> + 192,i]*). Then continuing (13),
we have

A,L-:hl

—lyr.i—my|?
exp |zl |
Ai =1In [—I'I (2_:,),1 j = 2 R(y,i)
exp [l o
2k 2R,
—_— )= ———> i). 14
(20_d o2 )§R(y1 ) (20_3 + 0,721)0_5 §R(yl, ) ( )

Since R., 03, crn, and o2 3 are the same across all the Rx
branches, the LLR Rx SC is equivalent to selecting the branch
providing the largest amplitude of R(y; ;). Note, with perfect
channel estimation, i.e., when R. = 05 = o7 and 05 = 0,
A; = (4/No)R(y1,:), which matches the result in [7, eq. (37)],
where N is the noise power spectral density.

The final expression for the BER is derived in Appendix B.
It is shown in (15) at the bottom of the next page, where A — C
and mq-my are given in (39b) and (40b), respectively.

A simpler suboptimum SC rule was also proposed by Kim
and Kim in [6]. Instead of the amplitude of R(y1.:), |(y1,:)| is
used for this envelope-LLR SC. Simulation results for the BER
of this envelope-LLR selection scheme will be given together
with results for the other SC schemes in Section IV.

n

L—1L-1
:LZ:O Z

0g¢=0 i=
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x AB'my "momy  "mimg

L-1-n—m

S TS ()0

(=)™ (p+q+1)'
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Fig. 1. STSoS Rx selection system model.

B. SNR SC

The Rx SC scheme model is same as the model in [4] and [7].
In SNR SC, the Rx antenna with the largest SNR will be chosen
for space—time decoding. From (8), the SNR, given the ¢th Rx
antenna selected, is k2(]91.:|% +192.:)%) /2(203 +02) = eai/2.
Therefore, the antenna providing the largest SNR is the one pro-
viding the largest a;. Let A,,ax = max[(|g1,;|> + |§2,i|2)/2o§].
Then, the expression of the BER can be rewritten as [7]

P,=L- / Pr (%(ylz) < 0| Amax = a)fAlnax (a>da
0

- /000 Q (V3ca) fan.(a)da

where the pdf of A . is [19]

Fan { [ ata daq]L_lfA(@
a)]* " fa(a) (16b)

(16a)

=L[1—(14+a)exp(—

and f4(a) is given in (12).
Expanding [ [, fa(a)da]"~" in (16) using the binomial the-

orem glves
O

S Z(
X /000 Q (VAea) @’ exp[—(i + 1)a]da. (17)

=0 j=0

Integrating (17) term-by-term, the final expression for the BER

is derived as
j

L—-1 ¢

xS (

1=0 j=0 m=0

G+1l+m) (1—m\' ™ (1+m ’”(lga)
ml(1+4)72 \~ 2 2
o Ve
M=V 5 v2it2 (18b)

C. New SC Method 1: STSoS Selection

Both LLR-based and SNR-based SC schemes require knowl-
edge of all the Rx branch fading gains in order to decide which
branch to choose. This increases the Rx complexity. Here, we
propose a new selection-diversity scheme that selects the branch
providing the largest sum of the squared amplitudes of the two
received bit signals, i.e., |11 ;|2+|r2 ;| (see Fig. 1). This scheme

is similar to square-law combining, although square-law com-
bining is used for noncoherent modulation and we deal with
coherent modulation here. To the best of the authors’ knowl-
edge, this SC diversity scheme as used in space—time coding
here with coherent modulation is novel. We will call it STSoS
selection. The advantage of this selection scheme is that it does
not require channel estimation to perform the selection. Hence,
the Rx implementation is simpler than other selection schemes.
Moreover, this new scheme provides comparable performance
to SNR-based selection, as is shown in Section IV.
The system model is shown in Fig. 1. Observe that

2|r1 2+ 2|ra ]2
=|rii 4ol + |ry — rol
= |g1,i(51 —52)+g2,i(51 + 32)+’ﬂ1,i+n2,i|2
+1g1,i(s1452)+g2,i(s2—51)+n1i— (192)

2
712L|
and, observe further that s; + so = +2 and s; — s = 0, or
$1+ 89 = 0 and so — s1 = £2, so that

2 2
|7, + 724" + rii — 72,

:{ |£2g1 i +n1,i+no] 4 |E202 4110 — 12,4
|i2gz,1:+n1,1:+n2,i|2+ |[£2g1,i+n1, —712,a:|2 )

S§1=—89
S1=2589.

(19b)

Thus, selecting the branch having the maximum value of
Ir1,i|* + |ra,i|? is equivalent to selecting the branch with the
maximum value of

g1 + n§[* + g2, + ng|? (20)

where n{ and n§ are independent, complex noise samples, each
of variance o2 /2 in each of the real and imaginary components.
Note that when the SNR becomes large, STSoS selection is
equivalent to selecting the branch with the maximum value of
|91.:]* + |g92.:|*, because the noise terms in (20) become small.
On the other hand, in SNR SC, selecting the antenna providing
the largest a; = (|g1,[> + 192,i[*)/207 is equivalent to se-
lectmg the antenna providing the largest |g1,;|>+|§2,:|?, because
the o2 5 1s the same over all the Rx branches. Since the channel
gain estimate depends on the SNR, with a large SNR value, one
has g;; — gji, 7 = 1,2. As a result, the SNR selection is
equivalent to selecting the branch with the maximum value of
|91.:]%+|g2.:|* as well when the SNR becomes large, and STSoS
selection becomes equivalent to SNR-based selection in slow
fading. Observe further that the noise affecting the branch se-
lection is effectively reduced by 3 dB in the STSoS combiner.
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Fig. 2. SSC Rx selection system model.

Also note that when the SNR becomes small, both STSoS se-
lection and SNR selection become dominated by noise terms,
e.g., nj, j = 1,2 for STSoS selection and estimation error for
SNR selection. Both these terms are Gaussian distributed, such
that the BER performances of both selection methods approach
0.5. As aresult, the BER difference between the two methods is
indistinguishable.

The simulation results in the following section show that
STSoS selection has essentially the same performance as
SNR-based selection.

D. New SC Method 2: STSoM Selection

The proposed STSoS SC scheme, which selects the branch
providing the largest sum of |ry ;|*> + |r2 |, requires squaring
the amplitudes of the received bit signals before making the se-
lection. In order to further simplify the hardware implementa-
tion, we propose another scheme which selects the branch with
the largest sum, |ry ;| + |r2,;|. Similar to STSoS selection, this
scheme, called STSoM selection, does not require channel esti-
mation. It is simpler than STSoS selection because the Rx only
needs to obtain the amplitudes of the two received signals 7y ;
and 72 ;, and then take the sum. The simulation results in the
following section show that it has only slightly poorer BER per-
formance than STSoS and SNR selection.

E. Switch-and-Stay Selection

Switch-and-stay SC (SSC) [11] functions in the following
manner: assuming antenna 1 is being used, one switches to an-
tenna 2 only if the instantaneous signal power in antenna 1 falls
below a certain threshold, ~,, regardless of the value of the
instantaneous signal power in antenna 2. The switching from
antenna 2 to antenna 1 is performed in the same manner. The
system model is shown in Fig. 2. The major advantage of this
strategy is that only one envelope signal need be examined at
any instant. Therefore, it is much simpler to implement than
traditional SC, because it is not necessary to keep track of the
signals from both antennas simultaneously. However, the per-
formance of SSC is poorer than the performance of SC. Using
the Alamouti scheme at the Tx antenna side, and assuming the
fadings on the Rx antenna branches are independent and iden-
tically Rayleigh distributed, the number of branches at the Rx

signal power rth
— ™ Comparator I —

side does not affect the average BER performance [13]. Conse-
quently, only the case of two Rx antennas is examined here.

In Rx SSC, with channel-estimation error, the BER is related
to the instantaneous effective SNR of the selected sth branch ..
in (8), where e = k*(g1,i|* + [92,i|*)/2(20F + 07,). Condi-
tioning on the pdf of ~., the BER is Q(1/27.). The final BER
expression is derived in Appendix C. It is

2 1 2 1+_C
Py =K - [K1 <ﬁ + 1> - MQ(\/ 29¢n)

Ye Ye
\/m _ _ 2’Yth
e+ 2) O %h)} P ( 5 )
— KQ < Lh(f i 2)> 1)

where K7 and K are given in (45b).

Note that the BER depends on the value of the switching
threshold ~y;1,. The optimal value, 7}, is a solution of the equa-
tion (9P /07th)|y=~; = 0. Differentiating (21) with respect
to Ytn, We get

— 2 1 Yev/Ne 3vYe
(@ @) a= g — e Ve
2 2y/(3+27 23 +2)
(22)
where Q~!(-) denotes the inverse Gaussian Q-function, and ..
is the effective SNR (11).

* u—
Yth =

F. MRC Diversity

In MRC, all the combiner outputs are weighted and summed
to form the decision variable as illustrated in [5, Fig. 1]. From
(10), the combiner output is

- 1 & 1
~ 12 A 2
R y’l,i] =53 (|!J17:| +1gil )+ ThaZ
= g9

i=1 9 i=1

L
: %Z [97.i(dvi + da;)

=1
+42,i(d2i — d1i)* + 91 n1i + Go.ims ] -
(23)
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BER versus SNR for the 2 TX and 2 Rx system using an Alamouti

Conditioned on y = % (|guil? + |g2:[?) /207, this decision
variable is a Gaussian random variable with mean y and variance
y/qe- The pdf of y is chi-square distributed with 4L degrees of
freedom [14]

1 2L—-1

fy(y) = mfl ~ exp(—y). (24)

Following [14], the BER for MRC with Alamouti coding is ob-
tained as

P, = /0 Q (VAey) fr(y)dy (252)
1 2L 2L—1 _ ]i} 1 k
= [5 (1- M)] g::o <2L kl " > [5 (I+ M)]
fo = 5 ﬁjr 5 (25b)

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The BER results in this paper are functions of 4., which is,
in turn, a function of p and 7. Figs. 3 and 4 show plots of the
average BER versus SNR per bit for the different selection-
diversity schemes in a flat Rayleigh fading channel with per-
fect channel estimation and cross-correlation 0.75, respectively.
The envelope-LLR selection, STSoS selection, and STSoM se-
lection schemes are evaluated by computer simulation. As ex-
pected, these results show that in all cases, the BER increases
with increasing fading estimation error (decreasing value of p).

It is observed in Fig. 3 that the performances of LLR selec-
tion and MRC are the same for dual diversity. The performances
are, indeed, identical, because for MRC, the sign of the com-
biner output R(y1 1) + R(y1 2) is determined by the maximum
of |R(y1,:)|, which coincides with the LLR selection rule. It is
also observed in Fig. 3 that the performances of STSoS selection
and SNR selection are the same, at least to graphical accuracy.
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STSoM selection

+ STSoS selection
— — SNR selection
Env. Selection
v LLR Selection

10’8 L L Il 1 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
SNRin dB
Fig. 4. BER versus SNR for the 2 TX and 4 Rx system using an Alamouti
STBC.

The STSoM selection scheme performs almost as well as the
STSoS and SNR selection schemes, although it is simpler than
both to implement. As does STSoS selection, STSoM selection
choses the best branch without requiring any channel estima-
tion. The envelope-LLR selection scheme, which does require
channel estimation of all the channels, performs better than the
STSoS, STSoM, and SNR selection schemes, but not as well as
the LLR and MRC designs. The SSC selection offers the poorest
performance, in exchange for its simplicity, as expected.

Fig. 4 shows the average BER as a function of SNR per bit for
the various selection schemes used in four-fold diversity with
perfect channel estimation and p = 0.75, respectively. There are
a number of interesting observations. First, MRC and LLR are
not the same, and MRC outperforms LLR, as expected. Second,
the LLR selection outperforms envelope-LLR selection. Third,
the envelope-LLR selection outperforms STSoS and STSoM.
Fourth, the performances of SNR and STSoS selection are the
same, as they were for the dual-branch case. This is a significant
result. In order to implement SNR selection, the gains of all the
diversity channels must be estimated. No channel estimation is
required to implement STSoS selection. The demodulation will
require channel estimation according to (2a), but in the case of
STSoS, only two channel gains need to be estimated, while in
the case of SNR selection, 2L channel gains must be estimated
to implement the branch selection. We have also compared SNR
and STSoS schemes for L, = 8 and L = 12 [20]. In all cases,
the performances are graphically the same.!

Figs. 5 and 6 show the average BER as a function of p for the
various selection schemes with a SNR of 5 dB per bit for dual di-
versity and four-fold diversity, respectively. Observe from both
figures that with poor channel estimation, i.e., p — 0, all the
BER curves converge to 0.5. At this point, the system is only af-
fected by random noise and offers the worst BER performance.
With the increase of p, there is a decrease of error rate for all the
selection schemes. When p = 1, systems with various selection

IExtended simulation tests indicate that the STSoS scheme outperforms SNR
selection in the fourth or higher significant figure.
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Fig. 5. BER versus p for the 2 TX and 2 Rx system using an Alamouti STBC
with 4, = 5 dB.
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Fig. 6. BER versus p for the 2 TX and 4 Rx system using an Alamouti STBC
with ¥, = 5 dB.

schemesreachthebest performance, where the BER values match
the values in Figs. 3 and 4 at the p = 1 and 7, = 5 dB point.
Figs. 3—6 show the average BER versus SNR for specific, con-
stant values of p. These results show clearly the performance dif-
ferences between the selection schemes. They are also represen-
tative of a situation where the Rx electronics has reached a limit,
and cannot provide a better estimate of the channel gain. On the
the other hand, many practical estimators will show adependence
on SNR, i.e., give better estimates as the SNR increases. In these
cases, alarger SNR value leads to a better channel estimate, which
means a higher value of p. To show this effect on BER, we con-
sider PSAM as an example. We assume that a sinc interpolator
with a Hamming window is used to interpolate fading estimates,
with a frame size of 14, and normalized Doppler shift of 0.01.2
Fig. 7 shows the average BER versus SNR from 0 to 10 dB with
L = 2. Since p is also a function of the symbol location, we give

2To simplify the analysis in this example, itis assumed that no branch switching
occurs during a PSAM interpolation length. In the alternative, one can buffer
the pilot symbols before the selection.

10 T T T T T

O  SSC selection
STSoM selection

+  STSoS selection

oy SNR selection

- Env. Selection

LLR Selection

MRC

10 1 I ! I 1 I I ! I
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

SNRindB
Fig. 7. PSAM BER versus SNR for the 2 TX and 2 Rx, STBC with Hamming
windowing applied to a sinc interpolator for K = 6, N = 14, and fpTs =
0.01 with symbol location at n = 3.
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w 10
107
107°
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Fig. 8. PSAM BER versus SNR for the 2 TX and 4 Rx, STBC with Hamming

windowing applied to a sinc interpolator for K = 6, N = 14, and fpTs =
0.01 with symbol location at n = 3.

the BER of the third data symbol in a frame as an example. Com-
puted from (33), the value of p for this PSAM system varies from
0.575t0 0.931 as the SNR varies from 0 to 10 dB. Similar to the
resultsinFigs. 3and 4,inFig. 7, MRC and LLR selection still have
the best performance, then envelope-LLR selection outperforms
SNR and STSoS selection, which, in turn, slightly outperform
STSoM selection. The simplest selection scheme, SSC selection,
has the worst BER performance. Again, the performance of the
SNR and STSoS schemes are indistinguishable. Fig. 8 shows sim-
ilar results for four-fold diversity. In this case, MRC outperforms
LLR selection, but SNR and STSoS selection again have the same
performance, which is marginally better than STSoM selection.

V. CONCLUSION

Analytical BER results were derived for LLR selection,
SNR selection, SSC, and MRC with channel-estimation errors
using Alamouti transmission systems. A new selection scheme,
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STSoS selection, was proposed, with a much simpler hardware
implementation. The results show that it has the same per-
formance as SNR selection. A suboptimal selection scheme,
STSoM, was also proposed with a still simpler implementation,
but only slightly poorer performance than STSoS SC.

APPENDIX A
DERIVATION OF p

A. Fading Estimation in PSAM

We assume that PSAM is used for channel estimation. The
PSAM frame format is similar to that considered in [21, Fig. 2],
where pilot symbols are inserted periodically into the data
sequence. Since there are two Tx antennas and an Alamouti
scheme is employed, we consider two consecutive pilot sym-
bols are transmitted together between data symbols. Under
the assumption that the fading gain remains constant over two
consecutive symbol intervals, N/2 clusters, each with two
symbols, are formatted into one frame of N symbols, where
N is an even number, with the first two pilot symbols (n = 0)
followed by N — 2 data symbols (1 < n < N/2 — 1). The
composite signal is transmitted over 2L flat, Rayleigh fading
channels. At the Rx, after matched-filter detection, the pilot
symbols are extracted and interpolated to form an estimate of
the channel in the following manner.

Rewrite (1) to include the above assumptions as

=010 kStik T 921555k T 000k (26a)
—9TikS%ik T 92ikSTik T2k (26b)
where r{ ; ;. denotes the first received symbol at the nth symbol
cluster of the kth data frame in the ith Rx branch, and similarly
for the fading gain g and noise n. Since the pilot symbols are
known to the Rx, without loss of generality, we assume that the
two pilot symbols at the first cluster (n = 0) of the frame have
the values +1 and —1, respectively. Then for the two received
pilot symbols, (26a) becomes

n
T1,ik

n —
Toik =

0o _ 0 0 0
Tiik =910k — 92,0k TNk (27a)
ik =9Yikt95in+nd (27b)
Toik =91k T Y92,ik T 12k

Adding (27a) and (27b), we obtain the estimate of g?ﬂ;, & as

0 0
Ny kT M2k

Rik=9%n+ 2 (28a)
Subtracting (27a) from (27b) generates
0 0
N Noik — Mk
gg,i,k = gg,i,k + 2h 3 LY (28b)

The fading at the nth symbol (1 < n < N/2 — 1) in the kth
frame of the ¢th branch is estimated from 2 K pilot symbols of K
adjacent frames, with pilot symbols from k; = —[(K — 1)/2]
previous frames and to ko = | K/2| subsequent frames. These
estimates are given by

o o
+n

n n A 1,0,k 2,1,k

91,i k= E hedn = E hy. (91 i k+f> (292)

k=—k, k——kl

ko 0
. . “1 k
qu,k: Z qu ik Z hn <q2 i,k + N ) »
k=—k k=—k1
N
n=1..3 -1 (29b)
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where A} is the interpolation coefficient for the nnth data symbol
in the kth frame.

B. Derivation of R,

In an omnidirectional scattering Rayleigh fading channel, the
autocorrelation of the real part of the fading gain is [21]

R(r) = 0§J0(27rfD7'). (30)

Since calculation of the correlations for the data symbols is the
same at all branches, we drop the subscripts {1,7} and {2,7} in
(28), (29). Then, combining (28), (29) with (4a), (30), we have

k‘z 0 0
n an n n nypt+ngy
Re. = Elgro1) = Z hiE | g7 (!J?k + f)]
k=—ky
k2
= Y ophiJo(2nfp|kN - 2n|T.). (1)
k=—F:

C. Derivation of 05
From (28) and (29), the variance of § can be derived as

”?zk + ”gzk
Z hip | 9tin+ —

1 NnAn*
U§:§E[gk k ——

k=—k1
ko 0,x
hr 0,x n11k+n21k
X E k|91 T 9
k_fkl

ko
=> Z heh o2 Jo(27 fplk—m|NTy)

k=—kim=—k;

2 ko
o .
T Z (hi)? (32)
m=—k,
D. Derivation of p
From (6), using (31) and (32), we have
R2
P= 0305
ko 2
> hido(2nfp|kN — 2n|Ty)
k=—ky
= T - .
)Y hZh?nJo(ZﬂfD|k—m|NTg)+% (h1)?
k=—kim=—k; e
(33)

Note that p is a function of the type of interpolator, the data
symbol location, the Doppler shift, the data frame length, and
the symbol interval. When a sinc interpolator [22] is used and a
Hamming window is applied, the interpolation coefficients are
given by

" . 2n
hj = sinc (W — k)

27(2n — kN
x [0.54—0.46cos< m(2n — kN)

2 %) 34
KN—1 TwrN-1)| ©Y
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APPENDIX B
DERIVATION OF (15)

Similar to the analysis in [23], the BER for LLR Rx SC is

ZPr

(y1,:) < 0,74th branch selected). (35)

Since R(y1 ;) is proportional to R(y]
(10) on gy ; and g2 ; yields

.i)> conditioning S‘E(y’lz) in

R(y1,;) < 0,ith branch selected)

= L : Pr (R(y1.1) < 0, 1th branch selected)
/

=L-Pr (%(% 1) <0, |§R U1 1 | > |§R(:‘/1,i)

Vi,i;ﬁl)

=L Pr(-R(y;,) > |3‘E(y’“) (36)

5

Vi,i;él) :

Letr; = R(y; ;) and 1 = —R(y; 1), then

P,
=I '/0 Pr(|ri: %(y’l_’i)|w’#1<ﬁ’r1: —%(y’l_’l))fR(rl)drl

:L/ Pr(—r1 < ri < 71| r)]""" fr(ry)dr (37)
0

where fr(r1) is the pdf of rq. Since 11 = —R(y} 1), fr(r1)
is equal to f,,(—r1), where f,,(x) is the pdf of ;. From (10),
one has that R(y] ;)vi i1 is Gaussian distributed with mean
a; and variance a,;r/fyc, when conditioned on a; = (|§1,i|2 +
|g2,:1*) /207 . Averaging over a;, the pdf of r; is given by

=/‘ﬁxnmvammm
0

* Y ~ — )2
= /0 \/EeXp |:_ fYc(.TzaiaL) :|ai exp (_ai) dai.

(38)

Changing the variable of integration to z = ,/a;, and using the
result from [15, eq. (3.472)]

(38) can be simplified as

fri(z) = A1+ B|z|)exp (—B|z| + Cx) (39a)

(& (& 2
A—V(ﬂ7+ B=/7(7 +2) C=4.. (39)

Then, for the 2th branch

where

Ty

Pr(—ri<ri<ri|r)= fri(z)dz
-
=my7 + (my — mary) exp (—mary)
— (mg 4+ msr1) exp (—mery) (40a)
where AC — 2AB AB
mp = ——— mo — ————
"7 (C-B)? " B-C
2AB + AC
—B-C my= 0T
s "= B o2
AB 4AB3
" =pro TP M= o
(40b)

Combining (37), (38), and (40), the final expression for the
BER is obtained as (41), shown at the bottom of the page.

APPENDIX C
DERIVATION OF (21)

Following [12], the cdf of ~. can be written as

F(ve)
Pr(ve,1 < 79e) Pr(ve,2 < vem), if ve < Ytn
= Pr(’Yth < Ye,1 < ’Yc) + Pr(’yc,l < ’Yc)
Pr(ye,2 < en), if v. > Yin-
(42)

From (12), both «. 1 and 7.2 have a chi-squared distribution

given by
2 c,t .
Hed ) i=1,2.
Ve

The pdfis obtained by differentiating the cdf in (42) with respect
to Ve

f(ve)

4 .
f(vei) = ;;Z exp (-

(&

(43)

> 1 th th c c
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0

L—-1L—-1-n n m

RSNt
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(41)
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Then, the BER is

n= [ a(var) rao
=K3/OOOQ(¢E>%exp <—27%) drye

c (&

> 4 C 2 C
+/ Q(V/270) —% exp <—i) e
“th 7. Y.
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