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Abstract—Sparsely spread code division multiple access in the formed factor graph, to achieve a good BP detection
(SCDMA) is a non-orthogonal superposition coding scheme #t  performance. Theoretically, if its factor graph has no egcl
permits a base station simultaneously communicates with niti the BP detection converges to the maximum likelihood (ML)

ple users over a common channel. The detection performance . . )
of an SCDMA system is mainly determined by its signature detection performance [10]. Moreover, the equivalent align

matrix, which should be sparse to guarantee large Euclidean constellation after spreading and superposition ShQU‘d? ha

distance for the equivalent signal constellation after speading large Euclidean distance which ultimately determines the
and superposition. Good signature matrices that perform wk  performance bound of ML detection. This motivates us to
under both belief prorogation and the maximum likelihood detec- design the elements in the signature matrix in SCDMA.

tions are designed. The proposed design applies to severahdar . ) . - .
well-documented schemes, including trellis code multipleccess Signature design has been investigated for dense spreading

(TCMA), low density spreading, and superposition modulaton in conventional CDMA [11]H[18], where an orthogonal or

systems. low-correlated sequence set are constructed to maximize an
Index Terms—Sparsely spread CDMA, non-orthogonal multi- equivalent CDMA channel capacity. The problem becomes
ple access, signature design, code distance. more complex for sparse spreading in SCDMA since the

design should be implemented under the sparsity conswhint
the signature matrix. The problem becomes even mdfieuli
when a two-dimensional modulation scheme is employed as
HE future fifth generation (5G) mobile networks arén the scenarios of [3] and [9]. Work$ [14] and [15] show
expected to provide an unprecedented capacity in suhat a user constellation rotation significantljeats detection
porting the rapid growth of mobile data ffi@ with very performance of multi-user superposition codes. Convahati
limited spectrum resources. New multiple access techniqeede is employed for each user in [14][15] and the multiple
i.e., non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA), which allovaccess scheme is referred to as trellis code multiple access
multiple concurrent communications, has been recognised(@CMA), which can be regarded as a spatial case of the sce-
one of most #icient solutions to fulfill these requirements [1]-narios in [3] and[[9] with unitary spreading length. Work [16
[5]. Recently, several non-orthogonal code division npldti considers two-user TCMA and designs the user constellation
access (CDMA) schemes, named sparsely spread code divisimation by maximizing an equivalent channel capacity. kVor
multiple access (SCDMA)_[6][7], low-density spreadirig [8]9] considers a general multi-user SCDMA with a non-trivial
[9], and sparse code multiple access [3]-[5], have beenl-devapreading length. For a given regular factor graph strec{Si
oped for multiple access channels. All of these technigelys r shows that a Latin-rectangular signature matrix signifigan
on sparse signature sequences and near-optimal joint-muwhtitperforms a randomly generated signature matrix due to a
user belief prorogation (BP) detections on sparse graples. Wrge minimum code distance property. However, many open
collectively call these techniques SCDMA. It has demortstta research problems, including how tfiieiently find an optimal
many advantages with respect to the capacity load and @#&nature matrix with the maximum minimum code distance
tection complexity over the conventional dense CDMA anfbr an SCDMA system, how toficiently estimate the ML
orthogonal multiple access schemes. detection performance, and how to design signature matrix
In the downlink of a general SCDMA system, a basthat works well under both ML and BP detections, are still
station simultaneously communicates with multiple usBega yet to be resolved.
streams for the multiple users are first spread (encoded) int In this paper, we consider a general SCDMA system with
vectors by multiplying their signature sequences, whiol aa two-dimensional quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM)
sparse and the elements are usually selected from a giegrl give a theoretical framework for signature design. We gi
alphabet set. Multiple data streams after spreading arersum formal definition of SCDMA code distance and a distance
imposed at the base station and broadcasted to the users emaimerator analysis to estimate the ML detection perfoo@an
a common channel, i.e., using the common resources such-asa given factor graph structure of an SCDMA code, we de-
time and frequency. A multi-user BP detection is performesign the optimal signature matrix with the maximum minimum
at each user to recover the data streams. code distance. We construct two SCDMA code families whose
The performance of SCDMA detection is mainly deterfactor graphs have very few short cycles. The constructed
mined by a signature matrix that consists of all the userfSCDMA codes outperform the existing codes in terms of both
signature sequences as its row vectors. Generally, thatsign word error rate (WER) performance and detection complexity
matrix should have a good sparsity, i.e., without short @ycl Our numerical results show that their BP detections exactly
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converge to their ML detection performances with few it- Spreading signature

erations. Simulations for turbo-coded SCDMA systems with Sttt Sh
variety communication rates are given to verify the vajidit Data X
L . s stream 1 FEC 1
our design in more practical applications. — —» QAM|—>
encoder SCDMA

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Sec-

tion [l describes the SCDMA system model and introduces codeword

c

three detection algorithms. Sectién] lll defines the SCDMA : Spreading signature
code distance and some properties on code distance are.shown .. Sk Sk
Section[IV gives the optimal signature matrix design for gsiream x i FE¢ ™ X

SCDMA codes. Sectiofi ]V gives two constructions of code - encoder | QAM—»

families with few short cycles in their factor graph and karg
minimum code distance. Sectibn]VI gives simulations for ouffig. 1. A K-user SCDMA transmitter model.
design in both uncoded and turbo-coded SCDMA systems.
Section VIl concludes this paper.

Il. SCDMA anD DETECTIONS
A. System Model

Figure[1 shows aK-user downlink SCDMA transmitter
model at the base station. There dfedata streams to be
transmitted toK mobile users. After a forward error correc-
tion (FEC) encoding, each user’s data stream is modulated
and spread by multiplying its signature sequence. Fiflire 1
illustrates the spread processing for an individual symbol
of each user's data stream. Here we consider QAM with

X € X 2 {%+% %—%,—%+%,—$—%},_wherei is the
imaginary unit. The output after spreading & i, ..., Snx) X«
for X, where &k, ..., Suk) With S5 = 0 or sk = dl 9 e
[0,27),n = 1,....N, is called a signature sequence of uker data nodes code nodes
Here we considered unitary energy for each nonzero elemgB'g
of the signature sequence. It should be emphasized that the

spreading vector is sparse, i.e., the majority of elemenmgim

be 0. Number_ of nonzero elements in a spreading vector isEach SCDMA code can be represented by a sparse factor

called an éective spreading length. graph. Figur€R2 gives an example of factor graph representat
TheK users’ data streams after spreading are superimposgtla (K = 6)-user (N = 4)-resource SCDMA code proposed

and transmitted oveN orthogonal channel resources, e.gin [3] [4], where data nodes, ..., xx denote data symbols of

OFDMA tones or MIMO spatial layers. The transmitted vectok ysers, and code nodes, ..., cy denoteN SCDMA coded

2. A factor graph representation of a 6-user 4-resoS€C®MA code.

is represented as symbols. There is an edge betwegrand x, denoted ag,,
1 S11 S12 - Sikl[X if s.k # 0. Let E be the set that includes all the edges in the

Co 1 2 - Sk % factor graph. Edge,x € E is labeled by signature element
. . . (1) s\« Each code node is a superposition of its neighboring data
: : : : : nodes, i.e.Cn = X ke, cE) SnkXk- The degree of a node is the
Cn SNiooSw2 oo Sk Xk number of edges incident with the node. The graph is called
which is referred to as an SCDMA codeword. Note that thef@de-node regular of degrekif all the the code nodes have
is a total of & number of SCDMA codewords correspondinglegreed. Figurel2 is code-node regular of degree 3. If a factor
to the & different variations ofxi, ..., x<)7, where (J is the 9graph is cycle-free, we call it a tree graph, and we call the
transpose of a matrix. Matri® = [s,] is sparse and is corresponding code a tree SCDMA code.
referred to as a signature matrix. By multiplexikg users
over N channel resources, the load of the SCDMA code | .
K/N. Since forK/N < 1, we can use orthogonal spreading' SCDMA Detections
sequences to achieve near single-user performance, in thig this section, after we briefly reviewing two detection
paper, we mainly consider overloaded SCDMA WiffN > 1. algorithms of SCDMA, the ML and BP detections, we give an
Each user receives a noise-corrupted codewotdhc + z,  approximate BP detection whose detection complexity liyea
wherec = (Cy,....cn)", Y = (Y1, ....Yn)T, his a channel gain, increases with the user number. For all these three detectio
andz = (z,...,zv)" is a complex Gaussian noise vector wittwe assume the receiver knows channel dajerfectly.
each element an i.i.d. mean-0 variaridgcomplex Gaussian 1) ML detection:Based ony, the ML detection is
variable, i.e.z, ~ CN(0, Np). A joint K-user SCDMA detec-
tion is performed to recover the data streams. ¢ = argmaPr(y|c) = arg minlly - hc] (2



where the ML detection is reduced to the minimum distancsmplified code node processing. We regard the summation of
detection due to the memoryless Gaussian channel. If mangerferences for each data as complex Gaussian, so we only
than one codeword satisfieg] (2), we randomly select oneed to track a mean and variance message.
of them as our decision with equal probability. Here we Take the processing at code nodeas an example. The
assume that all SCDMA codewords are transmitted with equadsociated receive at this node is
probability, and thus[{2) is equivalent to the maximum a-pos
teriori probability detection. Based on the estimated SGDM Yn = Z SnkX + Zn = Sk + &k )
codewordc; we can uniquely determine the transmitted data {Hen<E}
stream. The complexity of ML detection@(4¥) for SCDMA  whereéx = Y, ShjXj + Z is the equivalent noise fox.
with QAM. We approximately regard& as complex Gaussian, i.€ ~

2) BP detection: A suboptimal scheme with lower com-CAN (ux, Nk) with
plexity is BP detection. This detection is performed on the _1
factor graph. The whole detection is performed iterativiely ¥~ Eléd = Z SniElx] = Z Snj Z Pc
a belief-propagation manner. In each iteration, each ndde o
the factor graph performs a local processing and exchandés: E[|_fk—,uk|2]=z E[|x,-—E[x,-]|2]+N0=Z (1—|E[xj]|2)+No
message with its neighboring nodes. Jexw Jexw

(Xj = @)

jer jexk X

Code Node ProcessingConsider the processing at code 2
node cn. Let P L (X = «), a priori probability of x = = Z 1- ZP)‘;;%“(XJ- =a)a| [+ No
a,a € X, be the message output from data nodlgk € « = jexkw aeX

{klenk € E} to code nodec, at the { - 1)-th iteration. Let \ynere Ef] takes the expectation of a random variable. There-
Kk be the set obtained by delatingfrom «. Based on this fore, code node, outputs a probability message of
priori probability, and the channel observatigy) code node

cn outputs a probability message of P (x=a)= 1 exp(- lYn = Sk — pl? peX
. 1 % Nk Nic '
P Ok=a)= Y Prilxi=aj,jexix=a)| [Pt 04=a))

ajeX, jekk jexk

to data nodex, k € «.
o 2 The approximate BP detection may work well when the
:i Z exp _|y“_zi€K\kS”’lal_S”vkal ]_[ Pl (xj=aj) code node degree is large or the noise level is high since at
Noa,-ex,ja\k No jex o these two cases, interference tefgris more like Gaussian.

S . The processing complexity of the code node reduces to
to data node, k € «, which is a probability ofx = a, @ € X. O(d), whered is the maximum code node degree.
Data Node ProcessingData node combines the message '

obtained from the code nodes in its neighborhood and outputs
a probability message of

I1l. SCDMA CobE DiSTANCE AND PROPERTIES
In this section, we first define an SCDMA code distance

Plec, (X = @) = l_[ P x (% = @), @ € X and distance enumerator function, which is used to forreulat
{ilejxeE, j#n) a union bound for ML detection. Some properties about
to its neighboring code node, n € {nje.x € E}. SCDMA code distance enumerator function and the minimum
Hard Decision: After a fixed numbelL of iterations, hard code distance are derived.
decision is made foxry as Definition 1: Distance between two SCDMA codewords
. c,CeCis
Xc=argmax [ | Py, (4=a). 3) d(c, ¢) = llc— ¢
{jlejxeE}
The complexity of BP detection is dominated by the comvyhlgegz(r;}tzzr:hze_ SCDMA code set. .
plexity of code node processing, whose complexitD{g?), '
where d is the maximum code node degree. The specific Omin = _ _min _d(c, ) (5)
detection complexity is determined by the code node degree clecCe
profile and the iteration number that is required for this called the minimum distance of SCDMA code o
detection. Applying (D) to [3), we obtain the following lemma imme-

Note that if the factor graph of an SCDMA code is a tregiately.
graph, its BP detection will converge to its ML detectiontwit Lemma 1let aX 2 {0, + V2, + V2i, V2+ V2i, - V2 + V2i}
finite number of iterations. Many works show that short cgcleand AXK be the universal set of lengtk vectors overaX.
such as length-4 cycles, significantly degrade the perfooma The minimum distance of the SCDMA code with spreading
of BP detection[[17]. Therefore, in this paper we only coasid signature matrixS is
factor graphs without length-4 cycles.

3) Approximate BP Detectionin the BP detection, the Amin(S) = UEATQ?WOF(S’ u)
processing at the code node is a MAP processing, where the N >
accurate probability about the estimated data is calallate A

: . : X . X F(S,u) =
In this section, we give an approximate BP detection with a Sw Z:; kZ:; Skt




whereu = (U, ..., ux) and0 = (0, ..., 0). o whereS, andS; are signhature matrices obtained by adding a

To give a global description of the code distance spectrurow (resource) and column (user) § respectively. m]
of an SCDMA code, we have the following definition. Similarly, we can obtain an opposite proposition of
Definition 3: Distance enumerator function for an SCDMALemmal4 by deleting a user or resource.
code with signature matri$ is Corollary 1: For a give signature matri$,
AS.Z) = — #4(C.C) din(S) < V2w (10)
’ C
Clez eeee wherew is the minimum &ective spreading length. O
_ 1 Z ZF(S.C-C) (6) Proof: Equation [(ID) is from the fact thaty2w is the
ICl & o2 .c minimum distance that is achieved by the matrix obtained by
) ) delating all the columns d& except the one with the minimum
whereZ is a dummy variable, anf’| = 4¥ for QAM is the effective spreading length. o
cardinality of the code set. _ O Lemma 5 (Concatenation of Signature Matrices):
Equation[(6) in fact gives an average distance spectrum for
all the codewords in the code set. ¢ 5
The distance enumerator function of SCDMA code can be Gmin(S) 2 \ Z;dmi”(sj)
used to calculate a multi-user union bound developed ih. [18] =
It is an WER upper bound for ML detection. whereS = [S],S],---,S]]" is a concatenation 0§, j =
Let A(S,Z) = Y4 A(d)Z? be the distance enumerator funcd, ..., n m|
tion of an SCDMA code with signature matrg& whereA(d)
can be regarded as the average number of codeword pairs IV. OPTIMAL SIGNATURE M ATRIX
\é\"th z'SLaBCEd' The WERPy under ML detection is upper For a given factor graph structure, we design the optimal
UOl.m eB yd [18]: signature matrix with the maximum minimum SCDMA code
nion Boun I distance.
For factor graphG, we have infinite number of SCDMA
Pw < A(0) + dZ(;A(d)Q( \/—) ) codes by varying its edge labels, i.e., the phases of nonzero
>

elements of the sighature matrix. L8t be the universal set
Note that [¥) has dierent form as that in[[18] since thethat includes all the possible signature matrices, edgeldab
definition of code distance in this work hasffdrent form zssociated witls. We aim to find the SCDMA code with the
from that in [18]. maximum minimum code distance.
We give the following properties for the SCDMA code Since a disconnected factor graph can be considered as
distance enumerator function and minimum code distance.multiple independent SCDMA codes, in the following we only
Lemma 2 (Row Rotation Invariance): consider connected factor graphs.

AS'.Z) = AS.2) ) Definition 4:

opt _ )
holds fors), = €%, 6 € [0,27),k=1,..,K,n=1,..,N. O S™ = arg maxinin(S)

Proof: Equation [[8) holds because

N 2 N | K
F(S, u)= JZ = JZ Z Sn.kUk

is called an optimal signhature matrix &f. m]
2 For a factor graph, there are infinite number of optimal
— F(S,u) signature matrices due to Lemnids 2 and 3.
’ For a given factor grapi®, finding S° in Sg is a non-

K

Z €% s, Ui

nt e e convex problem with high complexity. HoweverGfis cycle-

holds for anyu € AX*. O free, the problem can be simplified. We first give the follogvin

Lemma 3 (Column Rotation Invariance): Theorem.

oy _ Theorem 1:If G is a cycle-free factor graph, for each
A 2) = AS.2) ©) signature matrixS € Sg, there exists a matrixS* €
holds for anys;,, = €™"?s,,mce Zk=1,..K,n=1,..,N, Sg = {S |suk=€%,0,=0,6,, ..., 6k €[0, §), for eny € E} with
whereZ is the set of integer numbers. o A(S,2)=AS,2). m|
Proof: Equation [[®) holds because Proof: We first prove that for eacB eS¢ there existsS’ €
S = {S|sn,k=ei"k,91=0,92,...,eKe(—oo, o), for enk € E}

K

Z Sl

k=1

with A(S’,Z) = A(S,Z). Using the row rotation invariance
=F(S,U") property of Lemmdl2, we just need to show that for a given
SeSg, there exists a%’ € S;; which is a row rotation ofS.
whereu; = eiTuk e AX, holds for anyu e AXK. 0 Assumle thatS !rssglven. Wg determlgé; aﬁ f(;llows. Since
Lemma 4 (Add a User or Resourcdjor a give signature 2670 elements iis” are predetermined by the factor gra@h
matrix S. it holds that we only determine the nonzero elementsirin the following
’ - 3 steps:
Omin(Sc) £ dmin(S) < dmin(Sr) i. For eachn € {n|e,1 € E}, then-th row of S’ is a rotation

K
Zel"%

k=1




TABLE | 1 Original QAM m/6-rotated QAM
*
OPTIMAL SIGNATURE MATRIX AND MINIMUM DISTANCE FOR N = 1, K <6.

0.5 0.5

Optimal signature vector 0K e

[1] V2 0 0
[1 €778] V3-1
1 009740 0.4026r) 0.4310

[1 ei0,0477zr ei0,0947zr ei0,1965r] 0.2086
1 ei0.085]zr ei0.1368r ei0.163]:r ei0.1894r 0.1142

[l ei0.02661 ei0.0664r ei0.1696r ei0.4731 ei0.48661] 0.0595 -1 -1 *
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

-0.5 -0.5

U WN PR

Superposition with 7/6-rotated QAM Superposition with 7/4-rotated QAM
of the n-th row of S, |e,s;1k Sak/Sna for enk € E. 2 N B 2 « x
ii. Find a column ofS’ that has only one determined nonzero
element and at least one undetermined element. Assume' oz | «
that them-th column is found and the only determined 0 wia | * *
nonzero element is; . For eachn € {nleym € E,n # j}, L I x x
the n-th row of ' is 4 rotation of then-th row ofS, i.e., ) nh x| *
Shk = SimSk/Sum for ey € E.
iii. If all the elements ofS’ are determined, terminate the 5
procedure, otherwise, repeat step ii. 2 -l 0 1 2 2 -l 0 1 2
We show that Step ii can always be successful if there exrls:tg 3. Constellation diagram of two SCDMA code sets For= 2.N = 1.
undetermined elements i8’. First, if there exists undeter- one is for the optimal signature matrix,[£7/6] and the other is for signature
mined element inS’, we can always find a column with matrix [1 €/*] used in [14] [15].
both determined and undetermined nonzero elements since
G is connected and the nonzero elements are determined "|]->roof: See Appendikh. 5

a row-by-row manner according to the procedure. Moreover,U . the dist tor functi f the t
if a column has both determined and undetermined nonzerg=>9 (@). € distance enumerator function of the two-user
DMA code with the optimal signature matrix is calculated

elements, the number of determined nonzero element must
one. Suppose that there are more than one determined nondeiZ V> 1+ 12 V6 V21572 9724 7 V823, 76 o7 V3L,
elements in columm in Step ii, i.e., elements. # 0 and 7 Ve+2v3 1ZN 122\/2+ . which could be used to estimate

Si;m # 0,] # |, are determined. Since the Iabellng beginghe WER performance based on the union boldd (7).
from the edges incident with data node (in Step i), there  Signature matrix [1 €7/4] is used in [14] [15] for two-
should exist two paths from data nodgto both code nodes yser TCMA system. It is suboptimal since it gives a smaller
¢j andcy, i.e., there exists a path betwegnandc; that goes minimum distance of 2 V2. We illustrated the superimposed
throughx;. Since there exists another pa_lthcqf—_> Xm = Ci constellation for both cases in Fig. 3.
betweenc; andcy, which results a cycle iG. This conflicts |t is difficult to formulate the optimal signature matrix for
with the fact thats is cycle-free. Therefore, Step ii can alwaysN = 1, K > 2. We obtain the optimal signature matrix and
be successful. _ _ minimum distance, denoted a@, for K < 6 in TABLE [

It also holds thatS” € Sg, since Step i guarantees thaby numerical search. The minimum distance decreases as the
the nonzero elements in the first column are 1, and Stepnlimber of user& increases.
guarantees that nonzero elements in each column are the samg, general, a signature matrix of a multi-resource SCDMA
Note that each column except the first with more than orgstem with each row an optimal signature vector for a single
nonzero elements will be found in Step ii, otherwise, we caasource SCDMA system may not be optimal. We only have

show that a cycle exists in the graph similarly. Sir€’eis @  the following lower bound for the minimum code distance of
row rotation ofS, A(S’,Z) = A(S, 2). such signature matrix.

Direct applying the column rotation invariance property of Definition 5: Let @ c %t & 1.2,
Lemma[3, we can get a matri® € Sg through column
rotations fromS’ with A(S*,2) = A(S’,Z) = A(S,2). Thus,

N} be an index subset.
SubgraphG,, is obtained by delating all the data nodes that
are adjacent to the code nodes with indexcirand edges

the theorem ie prov_ed. O induced from these data nodes. m|
Corollary 2: If G is a cycle-freetfactor graph, there exists Lemma 6:Let factor graphG be code-node regular degree
i i ix WitBoP + . o
an optimal signature matrix wits*” € Sz, O of 0.9 > 1. LetS € Sg be a signature matrix with each row an

We consider a special tree factor graph withdata nodes
and one code node with load in which case the signature
matrix become a vector. This is the scenario considered |
TCMA [L4] [15]. We first consider the simplest caselot= 2. Amin(S) > min \/nl(G\a)512 + Np(G\0)6°

Theorem 2For the factor graph of an SCDMA system with
K = 2 users sharing\ = 1 resourceS°" = [1, e™/®] is an wherem(G,,) andny(G,,) are the numbers of code nodes in
optimal signature matrix withtlyin(S°P) = V3 - 1. o Gy, with degree one and larger than one, respectively. o

optimal signature vector of a single-resource SCDMA system
It holds that




Proof: See AppendiXB. m] V. Two ConstruCTIONS OF CODE FAMILIES

Note that Lemmal6 can be extended to the case of irregular
code-node degree factor graph with a more complex expresin this section, we give two constructions of code families
sion. whose factor graph has very few short cycles. We give

Example 1 (An Optimal K-UsefK - 1)-Resource Tree examples to obtain the optimal signature labeling for these
SCDMA Code)We have the followind-user K—1)-resource two constructions.

tree SCDMA code with each row an optimal two-user single- Construction | (A Kg-Use{K —1)q-Resource SCDMA Code
resource signature vector,

Family):
1 ¢e/f
et 1
Sﬁp—tl,K _ 1 /6 . I vl Vk-1P
eﬂ/e 1 vil vl

. . S-1)akg = val
This SCDMA code has a load &f/(K — 1). Using Lemma16 .
we havedmin(Sﬁ"_th) > min{ VK — 1(vV3-1), V2}. Also based k2l
on the proof of Theorerfl]2 in Appendix] A, we know that Vk-2l vl
dmin(Sﬁp_tlyK) = min{ VK — 1(V3 - 1), V2} exactly holds. For
K > 5, the minimum distance is/2 which achieves the upperwherevy = [€! - --ei"g],ejl, 0t e 0, n/2) for j=1, ..., q,
bound of Corollary1L. In fact, we can further show tﬁé’(ﬂtl,K andg =65t €[0,7/2),forj =1,...q-1,65 €[0,27), | is a
is also an optimal signature labeling fir< 5. O gxq identity matrix, andP is the followingqx g permutation

For a factor graph with cycles, we can find an edge set smatrix
that after delating the edges in the set, the remaining gsaah

00 01
tree. We simplify its labeling based on the following theare 1 0 0 0
10 1 00

Theorem 3.Let G be a factor graph with cycles ardc E P= _ (12)
be an edge subset that after delating the eggése remaining : . :
graph is a tree. For each signature matfixe Sg, there 00 --- 10

exists a matrixS® € Sg(¢) = {Slsak=€%,61=0,6,, ..., 6k €
[0,3).for enk € @, and syk = €%, 6k € [0, 27), for e,k € ¢}  This SCDMA code family has a load d¢/(K — 1). Vectors
with A(S*,Z) = A(S, Z). O v, j=1..K, should be optimized to achieve the maximum
Proof: See Appendix C. O minimum distance. It is easy to see that there is only one
Corollary 3: For factor graplG with cycles andy defined |ength-2K —1)q cycle in its corresponding factor graph. Since
in Theoren B, there exists an optimal signature matrix with we delete one edge i = {ex-1qkq} the graph will
St e Sg (). O be cycle-free, we have used the simplified labeling for the
Example 2 (Optimal Labeling for Factor Graph in Fig. 2):remaining tree graph based on Corollaty 3. m]
Based on Corollaryl3, we can simplify the labeling for the 6- Example 3 (An Optimas-User, 4-Resource SCDMA Code):
user and 4-resource SCDMA factor graph in . 2 proposeghnsiderk = 3,q = 2 in Constructiorill. The graph will be
in [3] [4] as cycle-free by deletinge = {e4¢6}. Through a full search, we
1 &% dfs o 0 0 obtain the following optimal 6-user, 4-resource SCDMA code
A i05
Ssp = é e'gz g 59374 el0 elgs (11)
0 0 € 0 dfas  gloas

whered; € [0,7/2), j = 2,...,6 andfz 4, 045, 046 € [0, 21) Since
after delating the edges in set= {e34, €45, €16}, the factor
graph will be a tree. Its load is.48. We can find 4 length-6

1 0€% 0 0 €
S_opt_ 0 1 0 e'"/6 d;r/S 0
46-10 0 €/ 0 €7 0
00 0 &% 0 -1

cycles in its factor graph. Through a full search based g}, (1With the minimum diStanCdmin(Si%t =1.2679. O

we obtain the following optimal signature matrix Remark 1:f we delete the edges corresponding/ia;P in
1 0143k 02021 0 0 0 Constructiomll, the graph will become a tree, and the maximum

e 0 0 03127 037650 0 minimum code distance will reduce to niiMK — 1(V3 —
Sy = 0 0143k 0  JO5736r 0 (02667 1), V2}, which is achieved by allocating single-resource opti-
0 0 @0.2021r 0 03935t 030780 mal signature vector to each row as in Exanfple 1. Introducing

the part ofvk_1P in Constructior]l increases the minimum
which has the minimum distanad;mn(si‘g) = 1.3726. Note code distance foK < 5, and thus, improves the performance
that the Latin-rectangular labeling proposed|in [3] [9],ie¥h of ML detection. ]
uses the elements, €/¢, &/3} with permutation for each row,  Example 4 (An Optima8-User, 6-Resource SCDMA Code):
only gives the minimum distance of1658. O Similarly, by consideringk = 4,q = 2 in Constructiorll, we



obtain the following optimal 8-user, 6-resource SCDMA code  10°F—+—— T L e A

1 0 € o0 0 0 0 eme

0 €3 0 €% 0 0 €% o0 10!
SOoPt _ 0O 0 €t 'O gr/3 'O 0 0
68710 O 0 €% 0 €7 o0
0 0 0 0 €& 0o & o 02
0 O 0 0 0 €7 0o ¢
Its load is 43 and the minimum distance dﬁ]in(sg%t =V2, & 102
which achieves the upper bound of Corollaty 1. m] =
The following construction gives a higher load SCDMA
code family. 0
Construction 1l (A Kg-User(K — 2)g-Resource SCDMA
Code Family):
]0_5 —Single-user QAM bpund
Pii ViPiz V2Pis L Tecunersuboptimalsgnsure
Vi P2 1 Wi P2 2 V3 P2 3 —*—Three-user optimal signature
? ’ ’ ——Example 1: 3-user 2-resource
S(K,Q)q,Kq = Vzpsyj_ W2P32 V4P3ys ]0-6 ——Example 1: 4-user 3-resource |~~~
VaPs1 WzPss VsPa3 0 1 23 4 56 7 8 9 10111213 141516 17 18 19 20
’ . | E,/N, (dB)
where vy = [ei9§ .. eieg], 9|j< e [0,7/2,k = 1,..K — 1, Fig. 4. WER of optimal tree SCDMA codes, i.e., two and threefusingle-

e o resource optimal codes obtained in TABLE | and optimal coctasstructed
wg = [€7- ..e'Tq],Tk € [0,2n),k = 1,2..,K-3,j = 1,..,¢q, in Exampleld withK = 3,4, under ML detection and their union bounds.
andP i,k = 1 |J< -2 J = 1,23, areqx(q permutation The WER of two-user suboptimal signature ¢1/4] used in [14] [15] and

R RPN ? > its union bound are also illustrated.
matrices. This SCDMA code family has a load Kf(K — 2).
Permutation matriceBy j; should be carefully selected to avoid

100

short cycles, and vectoxg, wi should be optimized to achieve T Eample 3 anion bound

the maximum minimum distance. Since if we delete edges ¢ e b ()

corresponding tavP, 12,k = 1,2..., K - 3, in Constructiofi ]l 0SSN L Lamp % non bound
A ~ . aps N3 ——Latin: BP (L=8)

the graph will be cyc!e free, we have used the simplified N | Catin wmion bomnd__|

labeling for the remaining tree graph. m| 162

Example 5 (An OptimaB-User,4-Resource SCDMA Code):
ConsiderK = 4,q = 2 in Constructiorill. By selecting11 = )
P1,2 = P1!3 = PZ,l = P233 =1 and Pzgz = P defined in m), D‘w
the generated factor graph has only one length-8 cycleeSinc:
the graph will be cycle-free by deleting the edgeyis {e;¢), 104
using Theoreni]3, we obtain the following optimal signature
matrix

3L

1 0 é: 0 & 0 0 0
goPt _ 0 & 0 g’ 0 Qigs 0 0 0 1
=0 0 &% 0 0 &% & 0 \
0 0 0 &% é 0 0 €& '
where @i...0;) = (02618r0.1436r,01279r,0229%, ¢ 7 & ° 10 I oponowiso0 0
0.35057,0.3935r, 0.3617) and 635 = 0.226%. Its load is 2 o

and the minimum code distancedﬁin(szg = 0.8305. O  Fig. 5. WER of 6-user 4-resource SCDMA codes (the optimaksaubtained
Remark 2:If we allocate the single-resource optimal sigin ExampledP[13, and the code with Latin-rectangular lalgefproposed in

nature vector for each row (ﬁ(K—Z)q,Kq in Constructiorl, [3] [9]) under BP detections with = 4, 6, 8 iterations and their union bounds.

using LemmaB, we can show that the minimum distance

Omin(Skak-2) > minids VK -2, V2). For K > 13, the A \coded SCDMA

minimum distance isV2, which achieves the upper bound

of Corollary[1. O Figure[4 illustrates the WER curves (solid lines) and the

union bounds (dashed lines) for optimal tree SCDMA codes,

i.e., two and three-user single-resourbe={ 1) optimal codes

obtained in TABLHI and optimal codes constructed in Exam-
In this section we give error performance simulations fgle[d withK = 3,4, under ML detections. For these codes, the

the (uncoded) SCDMA codes designed in Sectlods IV[ahd ML and BP detections have exactly the same performance. It

and turbo-coded SCDMA over AWGN channel. shows that the code with higher load has higher WER because

VI. SIMULATIONS



higher load results in smaller minimum code distances and 10’
more error events (larger distance enumeratorffmients).
The two-user optimal signature [@”/° has an asymptotic | &, g
performance gain of near 2 dB over the suboptimal signature

of [0,€74] used in [14] [15]. All simulations coincide well
with their union bound [{7) in most area except a little '0°F
mismatch at the low WER regime. Therefore, the union bound
gives a good estimation for the WER of ML detection.

Figure[3 illustrates the WER of 6-user 4-resource SCDMAx
codes: the optimal codes obtained in ExampleS] 2, 3, and the .
code with Latin-rectangular labeling proposedlin [3] [9den ]
BP detections and their union bounds. The code obtained
in Example[2 with the optimal signature has the best union 1o’
bound since it has the maximum minimum code distance. The |="pamie® B¢
union bound is near 1 dB better than that of the code with  |——Bamlesnrio |
Latin-rectangular labeling proposed in [3] [9]. For the WER O e exampie s BP (1) .
simulation under BP detection with= 4 and 8 iterations, the - Eanyle 550 (1
optimal signature has asymptotic performance gains oftbou 107~
dB and 05 dB over the Latin-rectangular labeling. However, E,/N, (dB)
both of their WER under BP detection with 8 iterations is _
more than 1 0B worse than their union bounds due 1o 66,9 1VER o1he cpma B Siesaues o B oo e SO
many short cycles in their factor graph. Although the coc&,d their union bounds.
designed in Examplgl 3 of Constructidn | has a slightly worse
union bound than that of the code obtained in Exarhple 2, its ® e vamle 3 (V-twbo,B7)
BP detection with 6 iterations converges to its union bound, T2 prample2 (15-tubo, ABF)
which means that its BP detection may converge to its ML 2L (o, ABE)
detection. It has a performance gain of more than 1 dB under 10"+ : .|z Esample 272 . ABP)
BP detection over the optimal code obtained in Exaniple 2 2%~ Latin (1/2-turbo. ABP)
with even fewer iterations. )

Figure [® illustrates the WER of the optimal 8-user 6- '
resource and 8-user 4-resource SCDMA codes designed in
Examples[¥ and15 under BP detections with= 24,6 2
iterations and their union bounds. With 6 iterations, tigftr =
detections converge to or even exceed their union bounds
which means that their BP detections may converge to their .
ML detections.

Let's consider their BP detection complexities. As men-
tioned in Sectio 1I-BR, the complexity is manly determined ¢+
by the code node degrees and the iteration numbers. The
factor graph of the code in Examflé 2 has 4 degree-3 code \
nodes, and its BP detection requires 8 iterations to CoBVErg 10— o5 2 22 24 26 28 3 32 34 36 385 4 42 4
(according to our simulation observations). The factopbsa E N, (dB)
of the codes designed in Exampled 3-5 have 2, 2, and 4

degree-3 code nodes, respectively, and their BP detectigifs 7- BER of turbo-coded (with turbo coding ratet3land ¥2) 6-user 4-

. . . resource SCDMA codes (the optimal code obtained in Exaipled2zhe code
only require 6 |ter_at|0ns to converge. _LgEg-j _denOIe the with Latin-rectangular labeling proposed i [3] [9]) und&® and approximate
detection complexity of the code designed in Example BP (ABP) detections with 30 iterations.

Based on a full consideration of their code node degree
profile and iteration number, we can rank their complexities

10° F

asCegq2 > Cegs > Cega > Ciga. parity bits, we can obtain fferent turbo encoding rates:
1/3,1/2,2/3,4/5. For all the simulations, the data stream
length for turbo encoding of each user is 1024. For both BP
B. Turbo-Coded SCDMA

and approximate BP detections, the global decoding iterati
In this section, we give bit-error-rate (BER) simulatiorfs o(each global iteration includes a turbo decoding iteratiod
turbo-coded SCDMA systems with QAM modulation, wher@an SCDMA iteration) number is 30, which is enough for all
the FEC code in Fid]1 is realized by a turbo code. Here titlee considered decodings converge to their best perforasanc
turbo code we considered consists two 8-state parallelatenc  Moreover, codes given by Examflk 1 and Construc{ibné I, 11
nated convolutional codes with generator matrixﬁfg;—f’;], have irregular ffective spreading profile, i.e.ffective spread-
which is used in 3GPP LET networks. By puncturing iténg lengths for symbols of elierent users may beftirent. To



realize user fairness, we alternately use column pernouisti 10— ' L T o Example 3 (3 tutho)
of a signature matrix so that each user's symbol is spread | o Example 2 (23-urbo)
with equal défective spreading length in average sense. For | —Latin (2/3-turbe)
example, the signature matrix given in Exanigle 3 h#sotive 1o ——Example 3 (4/5-turbo)
spreading length profile (1, 2, 2, 2, 2) for the six users. In our
simulations, we divide the modulated symbol stream within a 10_2:
turbo codeword of each user into three sub-streams withlequa
length. The first sub-streams of the six users are spreadi base

on signature matriSZ%t in Exampld_B. For the second and third
s m

sub-streams we use permuted matriséy%tP(l, 3)P(2,4) and
SZ‘Z;P(L 5)P(2, 6), respectively, where(i, j) is a 6x6 column
permutation matrix that swaps columinand j. The permuted 107
signature matrices have the same distance property with the
original matrix but have theffective spreading length profiles )
(2.2,1,1,2,2) and (22,2,2,1,1), respectively. By doing this, """
the averagefeective spreading length for each symbol, which

is the same for each user, becom¢342-1/3+2-1/3=5/3. oL ‘ L L L
Therefore, the detection error rate of each user will also be 35 37 39 41 43 45 47 49 51 53 55 57 59 61 63 65 67

E /N (dB)
the same. b

Figure[T illustrates BER of rate/® and ¥2 turbo-coded Fig. 8. BER of turbo-coded (with turbo coding ratef32and 45) SCDMA
6-user 4-resource SCDMA systems under BP and appro%}des (the optimal codes obtained in Examplds 2, 3 and the wiH Latin-
mate BP (ABP) detections. where the optimal SCDMA Codgctangular labeling) under BP detection with 30 iteration
obtained in Exampl€l2 and the code with Latin-rectangular

labeling proposed ir [3] [9] are considered. The sum commyser 2-resource optimal tree SCDMA code constructed in Ex-
nication rates of these two turbo-coded SCDMA systems &ifhple[]l and K = 6)-user 4-resource SCDMA code designed
1/3-3/2-2=1 bit/resource and/2-3/2-2 = 3/2 bit/resource. jn Example[B. Their communication rate is 2/tBsource.
The rate-13 turbo-coded SCDMA system with the optimal p) Rate-45 turbo-coded SCDMA systems withK (= 4)-
SCDMA code designed in Examlé 2 has a performance g@jger 3-resource optimal tree SCDMA code constructed in
of about 01 dB over the same rate SCDMA SyStem WltkExamp|eD_ andK = 8)_user 6-resource SCDMA code with
Latin-rectangular labeling under both BP and ABP decodingge optimal SCDMA code designed in Example 4. Their
This gain increases if we considered higher rate turbo co@@mmunication rate is 325 bifresource.
which works at higheEp/No regime, i.e., the gain increases ¢) Rate-45 turbo-coded SCDMA systems wittK(= 3)-
to 0.2 ~ 0.4 dB for the rate-12 turbo-coded SCDMA system. yser 2-resource optimal tree SCDMA code constructed in Ex-
Comparing with BP decoding, the performance loss of thnple[1 andK = 6)-user 4-resource SCDMA code designed
ABP is about (1 dB for rate-¥3 turbo-coded SCDMA system jn Example[B. Their communication rate is/Ebit/resource.
at low Ep/No regime since the interference term il (4) is d) Rate-45 turbo-coded SCDMA systems with two-user
very similar to Gaussian. This performance loss increasess'qng|e_resource optimal SCDMA code obtained in Thedrém 2
0.4 ~ 0.55 dB at the hlgrEb/N() regime for the rate-/I2 turbo and Q( = 8)_user 4-resource SCDMA code designed in
coded SCDMA system. Example[b. Their communication rate is/B6bit/resource.
Figure[B illustrates BER of ratef3 and 45 turbo-coded Each pair has the same communication rate but the code
SCDMA systems under BP detection, where the optimalith more users has steeper BER cure, better asymptotic
codes obtained in Examplés$ [2, 3 and the code with LatiBER performance, due to the joint multi-user processing.gai
rectangular labeling are considered. The rat8@irbo-coded The rate-45 turbo-coded two-user single-resource optimal
SCDMA system with the optimal SCDMA codes designed iSCDMA code still has a 1 dB performance gain over the same
Examples$ B has slightly better BER than the code designedrate turbo-coded suboptimal SCDMA code used in [14] [15].
Examples P and has a performance gain of abdut® over
the code with the Latin-rectangular labeling. They have the VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

sum cpmmunigation rate of 2 jrésource. For the even higher We gave a code distance analysis and signature optimiza-
encoding r.ate, €., arate_/'m“rb‘?'co‘?'e‘?' SCDMA system thattion for overloaded SCDMA systems. Good SCDMA codes
works at higheiEy/No regime, this gain increases and the COdl‘Flat work well under both BP and ML detections with low

in Example.8 has Iar_ger performance gains of abojutj@ and _detection complexities are constructed. The construatees
1 dB over the code in Examglé 2 and the code with the Latinz support very diverse high-rate services

rectangular Ial_)eling. In this case, the sum communicatta r As an initial work, we only analyzed the code distance
reaches 175 biyresource. of uncoded SCDMA systems, i.e., without FEC code, and
Figure [9 compares four pairs of turbo-coded SCDMACDMA with QAM and equal power for each user. One pos-
systems: sible extension is to do distance analysis for coded SCDMA
a) Rate-23 turbo-coded SCDMA systems withK(= 3)- systems, which leads to a joint FEC and SCDMA code design.

—s—Example 2 (4/5-turbo)

——Latin (4/5-turbo)

103+
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10° ' Erample 1 (K3, 25-rb0) Since for anys, = €7, 6 € [0, 7/4), the following holds
——Example 3 (2/3-turbo)
—=—Example 1 (K=4, 4/5-turbo)
rameising Ul min [V24+SUl = VZMin{|L— spl,[1+ (<1 + )]}
| —o—Example 1 (K=3, 4/5-turbo) UpeAX SZ 2l = 52 E SZ ’
107

——Example 3 (4/5-turbo)
—v—two-user opt (4/5-turbo)

—+—Example 5 (4/5-urbo) min | V24+V2i+SU| = V2min{|1+i— s, [1+i - Q+)sl},

——two-user subopt (4/5-turbo) uperX

1-s<[1+i-(1+i)s,
1+(-1+i)=]-1+(-1+i)s)| = |1+i- S|

E we obtain the final expression of minimum distance as
dmin(S) = V2min{|1 - spl, [1+i- s}

Since fors, = €%,6 € [0, 7/4), |1- 5| increases a8 increases,
and|1+i - | decreases agincreases, the optimab should
satisfy |1 — s,| = |1+i— S|, which leads tos, = €78, i.e.,
SOPt = [1, €7/%] with dmin(S°P) = V3 - 1. The theorem is
proved. m]

6 65 7 75 8 85 9 95 10

Eh/.\'“ (dB)

AprpPENDIX B

Fig. 9. BER of turbo-coded (with turbo coding rates32and 45) SCDMA ProoF oF LEMMA [

codes (the optimal codes obtained in ExampleSI, 3-5, aneliseo single-
resource SCDMA with optimal [Theorer] 2] and suboptimall [145]

. A .
labeling) under BP detection with 30 iterations. Proof: Let B <K =1{1..K} be an index SUbSEt'_Let

UPB) = {ulu € AX,uc # 0 fork € B,uc = 0 fork € g},
whereg is the complementary set gf From Lemmd1,
The new system can be treated as a concatenated code. Some
works related to concatenated code are given_in [L8]-[20]. Omin(S)= min - min F(S,u)
Another possible extension is to consider a more general B ¢ UU(B)

2

modulation and unequal-power user transmissions.
Although we focused on SCDMA systems, our design also - min min Z Z Skl
apply to several similar well-documented system propgsals pekpro UU®) \ £ kep

such as TCMAI[[14]+[16] and superposition modulation| [21]. )
wherey = {nn € N, s, # 0 for somek € B}. Since each row

APPENDIX A of S is a lengthg optimal signature vector for a single-resource
PrOOF OF THEOREM 2] SCDMA system, for a givem € vy,

Proof: We first prove that there exists an optimal signature
matrix in [L €°],6 e [0,n/4). According to Corollary12, ankuk
optimal signature matrix exists in [@°],0 € [0,7/2). More- kep ’
over, signature matrice§ = [1,€@*9],0 e [0,7/4) and
S* = [1, é™49] give the same distance enumerator functiofold for anyu € U(B), where 1g = 1 if E holds, otherwise,

> Lipnikisu0l=191 + L{snikisy0)1>1)0q

since for anyu = [ul’ uz] c AXZ, 1‘E’ =0. Since(S:L > 6(]! |Zk€ﬁ S],kUk| decreases aﬁm {k|$‘|,k *
) . 0}| increases. Moreover, singen {kis,k # 0}| < dn, whered,
* _ 7/4-6 _ M —i(m/4-0)15 . iy
F(S".u) = Jug+ €@yl = [0y + e+ is the degree of the-th code node irG,5, we have

= [y + €4 )Te772| = F(S,u")

holds withu* = [U; Toe7™/?] € AX?, wherel is the complex
conjugate ofu.
To continue prove Theorefd 2, we simplify the expression

2 Lig,=161 + Lig,>10q

Z Sh kUk

kep

2
of minimum distance as 5 p
5 5 Z Z SnkU| > \/nl(G\)7)51 +M2(G\7)dq
. _ i . . . £
ueznxlyrc#olu1+sgu2| mm{u@ﬂ(' 2+sgu2|,ur22|Aer| 2(1+|)+szu2|} ney | keg
due to the following facts: for any u € U(B). Since by varyings, y can be any proper

subset ofi, by denotinge = y we obtain

2

ney

forup=0, min |ui+SUl = V2> min | V2+sUy),
UeaX,up#0 ueaX

2
H 2 2
> [leljrg \/nl(G\a)(;]_ + nz(G\w)5q .

for u; = + V2, + V2i, min |ui+SUsl = min | V2+sus], _ _
! uzeAX| 1% 2| uzeAX| 2 2| min min
Bk o Uti(B)

Z Sh kUk

keB

for uy =+ V2(1+i), £ V2(1-i),

MiN |up+Splo| = Min | V2(1+i)+ Spu). The lemma is proved. o
uperX UperX
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AppenDIX C [11] M. Rupf and J. L. Massey, “Optimum sequence multisets gpn-
Proor oF THEOREM 3 chronous code-division multiple-access channdBEE Trans. Inf. The-
ory, vol. 40, no. 4, pp. 1261-1266, Jul. 1994.

Proof: We first prove that for eacB eS¢ there existsS’ €  [12] S. Ulukus and R. D. Yates, “Iterative construction ofioum signature
’ — — dbk — _ sequence sets in synchronous CDMA systei&E Trans. Inf. Theory

S(¥) {Sls‘?;,kk €%.61= 0,0, ... 6 € (~o0, ), for Sk € vol. 47, no. 5, pp. 1989-1998, Jul. 2001.
@, and sy =€, by € (—eo, o), for eny € ¢} with A(S’,Z) = [13] K. Alishahi, S. Dashmiz, P. Pad, and F. Marvasti,  Desaf signature
A(S, Z). We just need to show that for a giv&e Sg, there sequences for overloaded CDMA and bounds on the sum capaitity
exists arS’eS’G which is a row rotation 08. Assume tha$ is arbitrary symbol alphabetsEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 58, no. 3,

. s . . pp. 1441-1469, Mar. 2012.
given. We determin&’ as follows. Since the zero elements iN14] T Aulin and R. Espineira, “Trellis coded multiple asse(TCMA)." in

S’ are predetermined by the factor graphwe only determine Proc. IEEE ICC 1999pp. 1177-1181.

the nonzero elements i®’. The procedure is similar as thaf1! F. Brannstrom, T. Aulin, and L. K. Rasmussen, “lterat detectors
for trellis-code multiple-accessJEEE Trans. Communyol. 50, no. 9,

in the proof of Theorerll except some modifications. pp. 1478-1485, Apr. 2002.
i. For eachn € {nle,1 € ¢}, the n-th row of S’ is a rotation [16] J. Harshan and B. S. Rajan, “On two-user Gaussian nheiltigcess
of then-th row of S. i.e.. & = Shk/Shi for en € E channels with finite input constellationsEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol.
L ! , , , "

= ’ 4 ofi . 57, no. 3, pp. 1299-1327, Mar. 2011.
ii. Find a column ofS’ that satisfies the fOllOWIhg two [17] W. E. Ryan and S. Lin,Channel Codes: Classical and Modern

conditions. a) The column has a determined labeling for “cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2009.
an edge inp. b) The column has at least one undetermind&B] G. Song and J. Cheng, “Distance enumerator analysisnterleave-

Iabeling for an edge ilgb Tf the mth column is found division multi-user codes,JEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryaccepted for publi-
’ cation.

ands;, is the determined labeling fam € ¢, For each [19] s. Benedetto and G. Montorsi, “Unveiling Turbo codasme resuilts on
ne {nlenm € ¢, N # j}, then-th row of S’ is a rotation of parallel concatenated coding scheméBEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 42,

_ i - no. 2, pp. 409-428, Mar. 1996.
the n-th row of S, I'e"#‘vk S]Yqu,k/Sq,m for eny € E. [20] H.Jin and R. J. McEliece, “Coding theorems for Turboeensembles,”

i If a” the Iabelings for the Edges- |¢’ are determin?d, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 48, no. 6, pp. 1451-1461, Jun. 2002.
terminate the procedure, otherwise, repeat step ii. [21] P. Li, J. Tong, X. Yuan, and Q. Guo, “Superposition codeddulation

Note that if there are still undetermined labelings for exige and iterative linear MMSE detection|EEE J. Select. Areas Commun.
. . vol. 27, no. 6, pp. 995-1004, Aug. 2009.
in ¢ at the end of the procedure, we simply use the same
labeling as inS. Moreover, the above procedure only applies
to the case that the remaining graph after deleting edges in
is connected. If it is not connected, i.e., it contains npldti
trees, we can label each of them independently in a similar
way.
Step ii can always be successful since the remaining graph
with edges ing is a tree. Step ii guarantees that labeling in
each column for the edges inare the same.
Applying the column rotation invariance property of
Lemmal3, we can get a matri$* € Sg(g) = {Slswk =

€%, 0, =0,6,,....0k €[0, ). for ey € ¢, andsy =€, ¢/, €
[0, 2n), for enk € ¢} through column rotations frons’ with
A(S*,Z2) = A(S',Z) = A(S, 2). Thus, the theorem is proved.
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