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Abstract

As the throughput and density requirements increase for perpendicular mag-
netic recording channels, the presence of strong media noise degrades perfor-

mance.

Detection algorithms have been developed that increase performance in chan-

nels with strong media noise through the use of data dependent detectors.

However optimal data dependent detectors are exponentially more complex

than data independent detectors, and therefore cannot be fully exploited.

In this thesis we shall discuss the existing detection algorithms, comparing

the performance against the complexity.

We then introduce a new sub-optimal detection algorithm, which employs a
simple pre-detector that supplies estimates to a main detector. Numerical
simulations are performed which show near optimal performance, but without

the exponential increase in complexity.

We will also show how detector implementations can exploit structure in the

trellis to further reduce complexity, through loops and path invariants.

An analytical means of measuring bit error rate from only the statistics of
noise is presented, and this is utilised to optimally determine the equaliser

and ISI target coefficients for a white noise Viterbi detector.

Finally, we introduce a new class of VLSI binary addition algorithms which
can be utilised to increase the throughput of a Viterbi detector, but which

also has a wider application in hardware design.



Summary

The first chapter Viterb: Fundamentals is an introduction to maximum like-
lihood detection and the Viterbi algorithm. We re-derive the expression for
determining the sequence transmitted with maximum likelihood given the
channel model and received signal, and describe how maximum likelihood

detection can be visualised on a trellis. We illustrate this by consideration

of the AWGN channel.

We begin the second chapter High Throughput Viterbi Detectors by consid-
ering existing methods for improving the throughput of Viterbi detectors. In
particular, we discuss trellis unrolling, ACS retiming and bit level pipelining,

and their effects on complexity.

We will then introduce the novel techniques of loop elimination and invari-
ants, analyse their effects on complexity, and consider the reduction in com-

plexity for practical examples.

The third chapter High Throughput Viterbi Decoders applies the novel prin-
ciples of loop elimination and invariants to Viterbi detectors for use in com-

munications channels, and gives a practical example.

An introduction to the magnetic channel model that we shall use is subse-

quent chapters is given in the forth chapter, Magnetic Channel.

The fifth chapter Data Dependent Detectors begins by introducing existing

techniques for improving performance in perpendicular channels, including
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auto-regressive & block diagonal data dependent detectors, and data depen-
dent noise predictive detectors. We compare the performance of each method,

and discuss the practical drawbacks of implementations of such detectors.

A novel implementation of double detector is then introduced. We compare
the performance and implementation to existing methods, and discuss how

the double detector achieve high performance at low complexity.

In the sixth chapter Cost Function, a novel approach to analytically deter-
mine the bit error rate of a Viterbi detector from only the statistics of the

channel is described.

This method is then applied to the problem of determining ISI target and
equaliser coefficients that minimise bit error rate, and the results are com-

pared to existing approaches.

The final chapter Binary Addition introduces a novel implementation of bi-
nary addition, and compares the complexity to existing state of the art adder

implementations.



Chapter 1

Viterbi Fundamentals

1.1 Introduction

Magnetic recording systems store data on a magnetic medium, so that the

information can be retrieved at some point in the future.

When the information is recovered, it must be close to error free. Hard disk

drives require error rates of 10712 or better.

To achieve low error rates, data can be written at a low density such that
each transition written on the magnetic medium results in a strong voltage
from the read head which is localised to that particular transition, so the

information can be recovered by peak detection.

However, there is also the underlying goal of storing as much information
as possible on the magnetic medium, which is achieved by increasing the

density.

19
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But when the pulse width becomes comparable to the channel bit period, the
isolated transitions overlap causing intersymbol interference (ISI) and peak

detection becomes unreliable.

Input data 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
Waveform ‘ ’ ‘
Low density

read waveform

High density
read waveform

Figure 1.1: Low density waveform without ISI and high density waveform
with ISI, for perpendicular magnetic recoding channel.

Partial response maximum likelihood (PRML) detection was developed as a
replacement for peak detection, where the received signal is equalised to a
predetermined target, and maximum likelihood decoding is used to recover

the information.

The Viterbi algorithm was first introduced in 1967 [8] as a method of decoding
convolutional codes. In 1972, Forney [9] showed that the Viterbi algorithm
solves the maximum likelihood sequence detection problem optimally in the

presence of intersymbol interference and additive white noise.

Kobayashi and Tang [10] were the first to apply the Viterbi algorithm to

magnetic recoding, and PRML subsequently became firmly established by
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read channel manufacturers.

As density continues to increase and greater throughput is required, the ef-
fects of random changes in position and phase of the isolated transitions
become increasingly important. These effects are characterised by correla-
tions between noise samples. Kavcic [11] introduced signal dependent auto-

regressive Viterbi detectors which take such correlations into account.

Note also that the Viterbi algorithm has many applications outside of mag-
netic recoding, particularly in communications systems such as CDMA and
GSM digital mobile phones, dial-up modems, satellite and deep-space com-

munications, wireless and wired networking.

1.2 Maximum Likelihood Detection

In this section, we start by introducing the maximum likelihood sequence

detection problem.

We will reformulate the solution, and in the process introduce branch metrics
and path metrics, then map the reformulated solution to a trellis represen-

tation.

Finally we describe the Viterbi algorithm and the windowed Viterbi algo-
rithm.
Theorem 1.2.1 (Maximum Likelihood Sequence Detection). Suppose that

equiprobable binary sequences z € {0, l}N are transmitted over a noisy chan-



CHAPTER 1. VITERBI FUNDAMENTALS 22

nel,

’I"Z':f(TZ'_l,...,T(),IL‘i,...,ZL‘Q) (121)

Then given the received sequence r € R, the original unencoded sequence

z € {0, 1}N which maximises the conditional probability density,

Z =argmax {p(z | r)} (1.2.2)
ze{0,1}

is obtained by maximising the following function

N-1
T = argmax H p(ri | rica, oo 70, Tiy oo Xg) (1.2.3)
ze{0, 1} o

Proof. Applying Bayes’ theorem [12] to (1.2.2) yields,

i = angmae { ZE L) (1.2.4)

ze{0,1}V

Since all input sequences z € {0, 1}N are assumed to be equiprobable, and as

p(r) is independent of the maximisation argument x, we have the following,

Z = argmax {p(r | z)} (1.2.5)
ge{O,l}N

The sequence Z is the maximally likely estimate of sequence z. The condi-
tional probability density p(r | z) is called the maximal likelihood function

(as a function of x).
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Using the joint probability density identity,
p(A,B|C) = p(A]B,C)p(B | C) (1.2.6)

the maximal likelihood function can be expanded using repeated application

of (1.2.6),

N-1
p(r | z) H p(ri | mica, .o r0,2) (1.2.7)
1=0

Moreover, because of the assumed causality of the signal, the received signal

r; only depends on z;, ..., xo from the original sequence.

Note that in general, transitions on both sides of the sampling point affect
the signal. If however this influence is finite, one can enumerate received

signals in such a way that the channel looks causal.
Therefore,
N-1
T|{E :Hprl|ri—1""7r07xi7"'ax0) (128)
i=0
]

Corollary 1.2.2. Maximising (1.2.3) is equivalent to the following minimi-

sation

N-1
T = argmin Z—lnp(m | 71y o370, Tiy - -+, Tp) (1.2.9)
ze{0,1} =0

Proof. The natural logarithm function is strictly increasing and therefore has
no effect on the argument chosen in the maximisation. The negation simply

changes the problem from maximisation to minimisation. O]
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Definition 1.2.3 (Branch Metric & Path Metric). We define the following

function of the probability density to be the branch metric at time i,
BM(i)(xi, cooymo) = —Inp(r; | ricq, ..., r0, @iy . o, T0) (1.2.10)

Note that for brevity, we have omitted the dependence on the received signal

from the notation.

Therefore we can express the maximum likelihood function in (1.2.9) as

N-1
T = argmin{z B]\/[(i)(xi,...,xo)} (1.2.11)

ze{0,1}" | =0

Note that since probability densities take values in the range [0, 1], the branch

metric is non-negative.

The path metric at time t for path xy, ..., g is defined to be
t
PMW(xy,... x0) => BMY(x;,... x) (1.2.12)
=0
Therefore we can express the maximum likelihood function in (1.2.9) as

2 = argmin {PM(N*I)([, z)} (1.2.13)
ze{0,1}V

Lemma 1.2.4. For a given path z, the path metric at time ¢ can be de-

termined from the path metric at time ¢t — 1 and the branch metric at time
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PMO (... x0) = BMD(xy, ... x) + PM D (m_q,... xg) (1.2.14)
Proof.

PM(x,, ... x9) = ZBM(i)(xi, ey Xg)

=0
— 1.2.15
:BM(t)<£IZ't,,.fo)-'-ZBM(Z)(ZC“,iCO) ( o )
i=0
= BM(t)<£L‘t, ce,To) + PM(tfl)(xt,l, )
O

Definition 1.2.5 (Markov Channel). A Markov channel is a binary input

channel with the following property

p(ri | Ti—1,--- ,7"0,33'1'7-~-a370) = P(Ti \ 7”1'717-“,7“071'1'7---wfcifKJrl) (1'216)

where K > 0 is the constraint length.
Corollary 1.2.6. Suppose a binary sequence z € {0, 1}N is transmitted over
a Markov channel with constraint length K. Then the maximum likelihood

function is given by

—

Nf
T = argmax { H p(ri | mic1, o Tos Xy e 7$i—K+1)} (1.2.17)

ze{0,1}" | i=o



CHAPTER 1. VITERBI FUNDAMENTALS 26

or equivalently

N-1
# = argmin {Z BMY (x, ... ,acz-_KH)} (1.2.18)

ze{0,1}V (=0

Proof. Apply the Markov channel property (1.2.16) to the maximum likeli-
hood function in (1.2.3) and (1.2.9). O

By direct inspection, the maximum likelihood path is found by comparing
the received signal r to all 2%V possible ideal signals corresponding to the 2V

possible input sequences x.

However, we can use a dynamic programming algorithm called the Viterbi
algorithm.
Definition 1.2.7. Define the surviving path metric for all paths ending with

the sequence xy, ..., x; k2 to be
SPM® (xy,... 24_gy2) = min  PMD(xy, ..., ) (1.2.19)

Theorem 1.2.8. The surviving path metric for all paths ending with the

sequence Ty, ..., T;_ k12 can be calculated recursively as

SPM(t)(JIt, c. ,xt,KJrg)

= min {BMt(xt,...,xt_K+1) —i—SPM(t*l)(xt_l,...,xt_KH)}
mt_K_HE{O,l}
(1.2.20)

Proof. From the definition in (1.2.19), separate z;_g; from the minimisa-

tion. Then apply the path metric decomposition from (1.2.14), and factor
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the branch metric from the inner minimisation.

SPM(t) (.Z't, ey xt_K+2)

= min  PM® (..., 1)

Tt—K+15---,20

= min { min PM(t)(:ct,...,a:O)}

zi—k+1€{0,1} | Zt—K;--T0

= min

MO (2, ..z PMED (g
pe a0 1) min (@ty .o Te—K41) + (xi—1, 71‘0)}}

Tt—K»-- 7500

= min {BM (z¢y...,T—K4+1)+ min PM(t_l)(.’Etl,...,{L‘[))}

zi—k4+1€{0,1} Tt—K - L0
= min BM(t) , Ty K_H)—l—SPM(t 1)(xt 1,...,xt_K+1)}
T k+1€{0,1}
(1.2.21)
O]
Corollary 1.2.9. The path metric of the maximum likelihood path,
PM(z)= min PMW=Y(zy_q,..., 1) (1.2.22)

2e{0,1}V

can be obtained by minimising over all surviving path metrics ending in

IN-15--- TN-K+1

PM(z)=  min  SPMWY(zy_i,... 2xy_g41) (1.2.23)

- TN_1,TN-K+1

Proof. Separate the minimisation into two stages, then substitute using the
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definition in (1.2.19)
PM(z)= min PMW"Y(zy_1,..., 1)
ze{0,1}V

= min { min  PMW Y (zy_y,... ,:1;0)} (1.2.24)

ITN—1yTN-K+1
= min SPM(Nil)(xN717...7xN7K+1)
TN—1;TN-K+1
O
The above allows us to visualise the maximum likelihood path on a trellis.

The trellis can be described as follows

e The trellis has length N.

e At each time ¢, there are 25! states labelled z;_x 1o, . .., ;.

e Bach state x;_g9,...,2; is connected to two previous states, namely
0, K10, X1 and 1,z g0, ..., T 1.

e Each state x;_ k.o, ..., is connected to two subsequent states, namely
Ti_faoy -, 0and T gio, ..., 2y, L.

e The state x;_f9,...,2; holds the value of the surviving path metric

SPM(t)(JIt, e ,mt_K+2).

e The edge connecting states x; gy1,...,21 and xy_gy9,...,2; CON-

tains the branch metric BM® (zy, ..., x4 x41).
By construction, the trellis has the following properties

e Every sequence x, ..., ry_1 is represented uniquely as a path through

the trellis.
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e For a given path through the trellis, the sum of the edges traversed by

the path is equal to the path metric.

e The maximum likelihood path corresponds to a unique path through

the trellis.

11 e B TS B TS B TS ST SRR ST SRR ST SRR ST SRR o

Output 0
""" Output 1

Figure 1.2: 4 state trellis.

— Output 0 — Maximum Likelihood Path
""" Output 1

Figure 1.3: 4 state trellis showing maximum likelihood path.

Corollary 1.2.10. The surviving path metric at state x;_g .o, . .., x; is found
on the trellis by summing the surviving path metric at each connected pre-
vious state with the corresponding branch metric, and minimising over each

state.
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LLxN-K+1,-+-,TN—2

BM(N?l)(laxN—K-f—la cee 7xN—1)

IN-K+15-+-3TN-1

BMWN=Y(0, 2511, TN-1)

Ony'N—K—H,- oy TN—2

Figure 1.4: Two branches joining at a single state.
Proof. From (1.2.20) we have the following

SPM(t) ('Ita Ce ,xt_K+2)
= min {BM(t)(xt,...,xt_KH) +SPM(t_1)(xt_1,...,:zrt_KH)}
zi—Kk4+1€{0,1}
(1.2.25)
By construction, state x;_g .o, ..., x; is connected to states 0, x¢_g19,..., 211
and 1,2;_g9,...,7;1. The edges connecting state z;_gy1,..., ;-1 to state
Ty_f42, ..., contains the branch metric BM® (xy, ..., 2, k1) and the pre-

vious states contain the surviving path metrics SPM =1 (Tp—1y oy T K41)-

O

Notation. Henceforth, we denote the surviving path metric at state i as
PMZ-(t), and the branch metric connecting states 7 and 7 as BMJ(:?.
Algorithm 1.2.11 (Viterbi Algorithm for Markov channel). The following

describes the Viterbi algorithm [8,9].
1. fori=0to 251 —1

1.1 initialise PM” =0
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2.

2.1.

2.1.1.

2.1.2.

2.1.3.

2.1.4.

D.

fort=1to N
for i =0 to 25-1 —1
let 7, k be the previous states connected to current state i

then j = [3i] and k = [$i]| + 2572

PMY = min {PM + BMY), PM ) + BM

.771’

store the decision argmin {PM;t_l) +BMY

Ji

PMEY 4 BM,S?}

7

determine the final state, f, which contains the smallest path metric

f = argmin, PMZ-(N)

from the final state f, traceback the maximum likelihood path through

the trellis following the stored decisions

output the maximum likelihood path

Theorem 1.2.12 (Viterbi Algorithm for Markov channel). The Viterbi algo-

rithm in 1.2.11 determines the maximum likelihood path through the trellis.

For proof, refer to [9].

The Viterbi algorithm is not restricted to such regular trellises, and can be

generalised to any finite state trellis.

However, for the remainder of this thesis, we shall restrict ourselves to con-

siderations of regular trellises, but it should be noted that many of the results

extend to an arbitrary trellis.

Example 1.2.13 ((1,4) RLL code). Consider the trellis for a (1,4) RLL code,

where the minimum length of a run is 1, and the maximum length of a run
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is 4, where a run refers to consecutive inputs with the same value. Encode
the states by the length of the current run {1,2, 3,4}, and the value of each
term in the current run {0, 1}.
4,1
o , , , , , , , ,
3.0
2,1 X
2,09

1,10

1,09

Output 0
""" Output 1

Figure 1.5: 8 state (1,4) RLL trellis.

Algorithm 1.2.14 (Viterbi Algorithm for any finite state trellis). The fol-
lowing described the Viterbi Algorithm for any finite state trellis.

1. foreach state @
1.1. initialise PM =0

2. fort=1to N
2.1. foreach state ¢
2.1.1. let S; be the set of states at time ¢t — 1 connected to state 7 at time ¢
2.1.2. PM = min { P 4 BM) |

JES;

2.1.3. store the decision argmin {PM;t_l) + BM;?}

JES;
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3. determine the final state, f, which contains the smallest path metric

f = argmin, PM i(N)

4. from the final state f, traceback the maximum likelihood path through

the trellis following the stored decisions

5. output the maximum likelihood path
Theorem 1.2.15 (Viterbi Algorithm for any finite state trellis). The Viterbi
algorithm in 1.2.14 determines the maximum likelihood path through the

trellis.
For proof, refer to [9].

The Viterbi algorithm proceeds in two discrete steps. Firstly we move for-
ward through the trellis eliminating contending paths, leaving only a single
surviving path for each state and storing the decision we made as to which
path survives. Having proceeded forward through the trellis, we choose the
minimum of the surviving path metrics at the final state, and trace the de-

cisions backwards through the trellis.

We have so far restricted our considerations to finite length trellises, but we
can further generalise the Viterbi algorithm to infinite trellises, by using a
sliding window approach together with the observation that all contending
paths converge with high probability after relatively few time steps (5K and

10K are common estimates for the convergence length).
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11

10 =
o1 &
00
Output 0 —— Maximum Likelihood Path
""" Output 1 Contending Paths

Figure 1.6: 4 state trellis showing maximum likelihood path and convergence
of contending paths.

Algorithm 1.2.16 (Windowed Viterbi Algorithm). The Viterbi algorithm

determines the maximum likelihood path through the trellis as follows
1. foreach state @
1.1 initialise PM” =0
2. fort>0
2.1. foreach state ¢
2.1.1. let S; be the set of states at time t — 1 connected to state 7 at time ¢

212, PMY = min { P + BM) |

JES;

2.1.3. store the decision argmin {PM;t_l) + BM](?}

JES;
2.1.4. determine the current state with the smallest path metric s, =

argmin, PMi(t)

2.1.5. from the state s,,;,, traceback the maximum likelihood path back T

time steps through the trellis following the stored decisions

2.1.6. output the decision at time t — T’
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where 7' is the traceback length.

In 2.1.5. we traceback from the best current state and hence this is referred
to as best state traceback. But since all contending paths are assumed to
eventually converge, we may choose a fixed state (usually the zero state)
to traceback from. This is known as zero state traceback. Note that a
longer traceback length is required for zero state traceback to achieve similar
performance to best state traceback.

Theorem 1.2.17 (Windowed Viterbi Algorithm). The windowed Viterbi
algorithm as stated in 1.2.16 approaches the performance of the Viterbi al-

gorithm as the traceback length is increased.

For proof, refer to [9].

1.3 White Noise Viterbi Detector

We can now solve the maximum likelihood sequence detection problem in
the presence of intersymbol interference and additive white noise [9].

Theorem 1.3.1. Suppose a binary sequence z € {0, l}N which is encoded
with a non-recursive convolutional code describing inter-symbol interference

(IST) with impulse response {go, .., g1},

I
Vi= Y ki (1.3.1)
k=0
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is transmitted over an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel,
= i (1.32)

where w; ~ N (0,0?). Then given the received sequence r € RY, the original
unencoded sequence & € {0,1}" transmitted with maximum likelihood is

given by

N-1 I 2
I = argmin Z (ri — ngxi_k> (1.3.3)
k=0

ze{0,1}" | =0

Proof. Since w; ~ N(0,0?), the noise component of the received signals are

uncorrelated, therefore,

N-1
p(f’&): p(r’i’Tifla"'ar()axi?"'axo)

i=0
N-1

= H p(ri |z, ..., o) (1.3.4)
i=0
N-1

= p(ri | a2 g)
=0

Furthermore, the probability density p(r; | x;,...,x;_s) is given by,

1 1,
p(ri | @iy .. xig) = exp (—@wi) (1.3.5)

oV 21

which using (1.3.2) can be expressed as,

I 2

1 1
i | Tiyeo oy Ti1) = —— |7 — i 1.3.6
p(ri | x Ti ) o exp = (T kgo i k) ( )

o
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Therefore by (1.2.3), the maximally likely sequence & is obtained by,

= argmax
ze{0}N |

N-1 I 2
= argmin H exp (ri — ngxzk> (1.3.7)
=0

ze{0}N | 5

=
=
=
[u—

[\&)

)

@D

i

o]

|

3
g |~

[\
VR

3

|
]~

Na)

Enl

3

-
v
[\

N-1 I 2
= argmin T — E GeTi—k

ze{0,1}V | =0

]

Definition 1.3.2 (White Noise Branch Metric). The white noise branch

metric is given by

; 2
BMY (ry xig, ... x;) = (Ti - Z gkl‘i—k> (1.3.8)
k=0

Note that in the above branch metric, the term 72 is common to all branches
at ¢ and can therefore be subtracted from each branch as the argument of

the minimisation in (1.2.3) will not be effected.

Therefore we can equivalently use the following definition for white noise
branch metric, which does not require the square of the received signal.
Definition 1.3.3 (Simplified White Noise Branch Metric). The simplified

white noise branch metric is given by

I 2 I
BM(i)(Ti,xi—I, ) = (Z gkxi—k) —2r; (Z gk%—k) (1.3.9)
k=0 k=0



Chapter 2

High Throughput Viterbi

Detectors

In this chapter, we will investigate how to increase the throughput of Viterbi

detectors without prohibitively increasing the complexity.

Firstly we shall discuss loop elimination, which improves throughput of high
radix Viterbi detectors at the expense an exponential increase in complex-
ity. Then we shall discuss invariants of initial and final states which lowers
complexity by exploiting the properties of path differences between the sides
of loops, and finally demonstrate loop elimination and invariants with an

implementation example.

38
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2.1 Trellis Unrolling

Implementations of the Viterbi algorithm can be separated into three distinct

parts.

First the branch metric unit (BMU) takes the received signal and produces
all the required branch metrics and passed them to the path metric unit
(PMU). The PMU adds the branch metrics to the accumulated path metrics
and discards all but the shortest path to each state. This is referred to as
add-compare-select (ACS) and the PMU consists of an ACS unit for each
state. The decisions made by the ACS units are passed to the traceback unit
(TBU) which keeps track of each path so the shortest path can eventually

be traced back from the final state.

E—— BMU PMU T™BU —>
Received signal Branch metrics PMU decisions Decoded output

Figure 2.1: Viterbi detector implementation comprising branch metric, path
metric and traceback units.

BM%D ACS 3 d
B]\433> 3
E PM;g
BM%M ACS 2 d
B]\421> 2
PMy
L
PM;
BMJE2) ACS 1 d
BMlo) 1
: P M,
BM(Em ACS 0 d
BMOZ) 0
L

Figure 2.2: Path metric unit comprising ACS units for each state.
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The ACS units inside the PMU are connected by a feedback loop, since the

previous path metrics are required in order to compute the new path metric.

BM®
PM; + *
——e————————————» ]
Y
PM
PMO + .
BM(0)

Figure 2.3: 1T ACS unit.

As shown in figure 2.3, a 1T ACS unit comprises 2 two input adders which
sum the previous path metrics with the branch metrics, and a single two input

minimiser to select the smaller of the two new contending path metrics.

In a hardware implementation, the adders may be implemented in parallel,
therefore the critical path through the ACS unit runs through one of the two

input adders, then through the two input minimiser.

The delay and cell area for a two input adder and two input minimiser are
comparable, therefore we shall consider them both to have unit delay and

area. Hence a 1T ACS unit has an area of 3 units and a delay of 2 units.

It is possible to accelerate the ACS computation using carrysave arithmetic
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for the addition [13], which allows one of the adders to be replaced by a 4:2
compressor. It should be noted that at the small bit widths generally used
in Viterbi detectors, typically less than 8-bits, this saving will be negligible
and comes at the expense of increased complexity, since the non-carrysave
sums containing the contending path metrics must also be computed before

the surviving path metric is selected by the result of the comparison.

To improve the throughput of the Viterbi algorithm, a 1T trellis, such as

figure 1.2, may be unrolled into the 2T trellis of figure 2.4.

Figure 2.4: 4 state 2T trellis.

In the regular 1T trellis, two path are compared at each state, with the longer

path being discarded in favour of the shorter path.

For the 2T trellis, two steps from the 1T trellis are combined together. We
must therefore compare four paths at each state, discarding the three longest

paths in favour of the shortest path.

As shown in figure 2.5, a 2T ACS unit comprises 4 two input adders which
sum the previous path metrics with the branch metrics, and a 3 two input
minimiser to select the smallest of the four new contending path metrics.
Unrolling the ACS recursion to perform two trellis iterations in a single cycles

has been used to improve throughput in [14, 15].
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BM®)

e A\

Pt (+)
>

4’6&)
BM®) \

BM® <</ dy

Cﬁ -

PMO O

PM

Figure 2.5: 2T ACS unit.

This can be generalised to a T-T trellis, where T steps from the 1T trellis are
combined together such that 27 paths converge at each state. For example

23 = 8 paths must be compared in the 3T trellis shown in figure 2.6. A

11 o<

10 o<

T T =

<=
== P———— = ===

00

Figure 2.6: 4 state 3T trellis.

T-T ACS unit comprises 27 two input adders which sum the previous path

metrics with the branch metrics, and a 27 — 1 two input minimiser to select
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the smallest of the four new contending path metrics.

Unrolling the trellis in this manner is intended to to improve throughput,
at the expense of complexity. But it should be noted that continued un-
rolling achieves diminishing improvements in throughput, at the expense of

exponentially increasing area.

In particular, a single 7-T ACS unit has a delay of T+ 1 units and an area
of 2T+ — 1 units, since the 27 adders are completely in parallel, and the

2T — 1 comparators are constructed in a logarithmic tree.

Since a T-T ACS unit produces T" outputs per cycles, whilst a 1T ACS unit
only produces a single output per cycle, the delay metric of importance is
delay per output. Therefore a 1T ACS unit has a delay per output of 2 unit,

whilst a 7-T ACS unit has a delay per output of (T'+ 1)/T units.

Below is a table which summarises the complexity for 7-T implementations.

‘ T-T ‘ Delay ‘ Delay per output ‘ ACS area ‘

1 2 2.00 3
2 3 1.50 7
3 4 1.33 15
4 5 1.25 31
T |T+1 (T+1)/T 2T+l 1

Table 2.1: Complexity of trellis unrolling.

Table 2.1 shows that a 4T implementation, which is less than twice as fast
as a 1T implementation, has an area which is over 10 times greater. This
increase in area precludes the practical use of unrolled implementations. In
reality, designs over 2T are rarely used as the diminishing returns cannot be

justified.
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2.2 ACS Retiming

An improvement of the standard ACS unit can be achieved by retiming the
operations. Figure 2.7 shows how the operations are regrouped into retimed

cycles.

{4+ 1)

pu{M (1)

N

P (¢ + 1)
BM (t)

(O

PMq(t—1) ﬁ
(

BM§P (¢ +1)

o

PM(t) | v 1)

PMqg(t — 1)

+
N

BMg(t)

PMO) (¢4 1)

pm§? (b

-0

BM(()O) (t+1)

Figure 2.7: Two iterations of 1T ACS unit, with 1T CSA retiming region
indicated.

Having retimed the ACS unit, we obtained a modified unit in which the order
of operations is compare-select-add, hence we refer to this retimed structure

as a CSA unit.
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BM, (t+1)

()

PMy(t — 1) + BM; (t) ) PM(t) + BMy(t + 1)
o -
PMo(t — 1) + BMo(t) + PM(t) + BMo(t + 1)
BMy(t +1)

Figure 2.8: Unoptimised 1T CSA unit.

Then by reordering the multiplexer and adders, which results in twice as
many adders, we obtain the optimised CSA architecture where the branch

metric addition is performed in parallel with the comparison [16,17].

BM; (t+1) b= PM(t) + BMy(t + 1)
o=
PM(t — 1) + BMo(t)
<
PM(t — 1) + BM;(t)
o=
BMo(t +1) b= PM + BMo(t + 1)

Figure 2.9: Optimised 1T CSA unit.

The result is an architecture where the critical path consists of a single adder,
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followed by a multiplexer, thereby eliminating an entire comparator from the

critical path.

Note that in the higher radix generalisation of the CSA unit, the branch
metric addition can be performed in parallel with the comparison of the
incoming path metrics (with pre-added branch metrics). However the com-
parison will be between 27 terms for a 7-T CSA unit, which requires 7' two
input comparators. Therefore the delay per output remains constant as radix
increases, hence performance cannot be improved significantly by using high

radix architectures.

2.3 ACS Bit Level Pipelining

The conventional ACS unit cannot be pipelined due to the dependence of

the inputs of the current cycle, to the outputs of the previous cycle.

Bit-level pipelining utilises a redundant number system [18] and carrysave
addition [19-21] in which the ACS operation can be expressed in such a way
that carries only propagate to the next bit position. A practical implemen-

tation was shown in [15].

The critical operation is reduced to the time taken to compute a single bit
slice which is constant regardless of the bit width of the path metrics. How-
ever, the small bit widths of typical path metrics, the redundant number
system and carrysave representation make the implementation of the single

slice sufficiently complex to yield little improvement over CSA schemes.
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2.4 Loop Elimination

In this section, we introduce the principle of loop elimination [3], which aims
to increase the throughput of Viterbi detectors further than unrolling, and

to achieve this without an exponential increase in complexity.

Consider all paths which converge at a given final state of a K time step
section of a 1T trellis, where K is the constraint length. For example, consider
all paths converging at state 1 of 3 time slices of a 4 state trellis, as shown
in figure 2.10

11 e .

10

01

00

Figure 2.10: All paths converging at state 1 of 3 time slices of a 4 state trellis.

Note that there are exactly two paths connecting each initial state to each
final state, as illustrated in our example 2.11.

11 e ° ° °

10

01

00 e

Figure 2.11: Exactly two paths connecting initial and final state.
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Definition 2.4.1 (Loop). We define a loop to be the portion of two distinct
paths between an initial state and a final state through which both paths
pass. The two sides of the loop correspond to the route through the trellis
traversed by the two distinct paths. The length of the loop is defined to be

the number of time steps between the initial and final states.

In figure 2.11, we illustrate a loop of length 3, from initial state 2, to final

state 1. The two sides of the loop are shown in blue and red.

Let us consider the 8 contending paths being considered at the final state of
our example. These 8 paths can be characterised by the states the pass
through. In particular, the paths are {0,0,0,1}, {2,0,0,1}, {1,2,0,1},
{3,2,0,1}, {0,1,2,1}, {2,1,2,1}, {1,3,2,1} and {3,3,2,1}.

Therefore the surviving path metric is determined by

PMY = min {PMO(H’) +BM{? + BMSY + BMY,
PM{™ + BMYS? + BMS, Y + BMS,,
PMI™ + BM{S? + BMYTY + BM,,
PM{™ + BMS? + BMYSY + BM(,,
(2.4.1)
PM{™ + BMYT? + BM{ Y + BMS,,
PM{™ + BMYT? + BM Y + BMS,,
PMI™ + BMUP + BMYS Y + BMS),

P+ BMGY + BMYG " + BME) )
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Figure 2.12: 3T ACS unit.
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Note that we can collect together terms which originate at the same initial
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state, and factor the path metric to those initial states.

PMY = min {PM(EH}) + min {BMéfg” +BM{;Y + BMY),
BM + BM{; Y + BMi
Py min { BM{G + BMYG Y + BM,
B + BM{5 " + BMIG |,
(2.4.2)
PMS™ 4 min {BMZngQ) +BM{5Y + BMY),
BM{ + BMS Y + BMi
P 4 min { BM{G? + BMYG " + BM,
BM? + BM{; Y + BMQ(B}, }
The collected terms correspond to loops in the trellis, with the minimisation
selecting the shortest side of the loop and eliminating the longest side of

the loop. We refer to the selection of the shortest side of a loop as loop

elimination.

For example min {BMQ%_Q) +BMG Y+ BMY, BMT? + BMG Y + BMZ(?)}

corresponds to the loop shown in figure 2.11.

Notice that loop elimination is independent of the global path metric, and
depends only on the branch metrics along the loop itself. This is advanta-
geous for hardware implementations as loops can be eliminated outside of
the critical path metric feedback loop, resulting in a minimisation of fewer

terms and consequently a shorter critical path.

For example, let BM; be the combined branch metric for the surviving side
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of the loop from initial state i.

BM, = min {BMéfO*” +BMY + BMY, BM{T? + BMG + BMY) }
BM, = min {BMff;” +BMY + BMY), BMU;? + BM{5 + BMY) }
BM, = min { BM{G? + BMUG " + BMQ, BM{T + BM{G " + BV |
BM; = min {BM?Ef;Q) +BMY + BMY), BM{;? + BM{GY + BMY) }
(2.4.3)

Then the path metric is calculated as the minimisation over four terms (iden-

tical to a 2T ACS unit), rather than eight (for the unmodified 3T ACS unit).

PM®Y = min {PMi(t_3)+BMZ-} (2.4.4)
i€{0,1,2,3}

Consequently, the delay through the 3T ACS unit is the same as through a
2T ACS unit.

The unmodified 3T ACS unit is shown in figure 2.13. Note than inside each
red box, the same path metric enters both additions and can therefore be
push through the minimiser. This transformation results in figure 2.14, which
is identical to the 2T ACS unit shown in figure 2.5 if the initial branch metric

minimisations are precomputed.
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PM;
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(+)

BM(?)
M

——dy
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L9
\f

BM(©)
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Figure 2.13: 3T ACS unit with duplicated input path metrics. Red boxes

indicate region to be transformed.
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BM(©)

BM®)

BM™®)

BM®)

BM(®2)

BM™)

(+)

&

PM;y

S —— )

=

©,
I
D5

©,

PM,
é

=

da

PM

Figure 2.14: 3T ACS unit with duplicated input path metrics, transformed

to a 2T ACS unit (shown in black).

Figure 2.15 shows the above example of loop elimination on the trellis. The

loops are clearly evident on the 3T trellis in figure 2.15(b), and having elim-

inated the loops, the trellis degenerated to a 2T trellis as shown in figure

2.15(c).
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Figure 2.15: 4 state trellis illustrating loop elimination. (a) shows original
Loop elimination can be repeatedly applied. For example, consider a the two

remove longest side of each loop.

1T trellis.
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01
00
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state trellis in figure 2.16(a).

First eliminate the loops in each 2T trellis section. This results in the trellis
shown in figure 2.16(b). Note that there are now loops of length 4 which can
be eliminated, resulting in trellis figure 2.16(c), which in turn has loops of

length 8.

1

Output 0 — Maximum Likelihood Path
- Output 1

Figure 2.16: 2 state trellis illustrating recursive loop elimination.

This results in a highly parallel Viterbi implementation, which in hardware

has a delay proportional to the logarithm of the block length.
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2.4.1 Loop Elimination Complexity

Since the shortest loops occur in a K-T trellis section, where K is the con-

straint length, we can only utilise loop elimination for T-T trellis sections

when T' > K.

Therefore we analyse two examples when K = 2 and K = 4, before analysing

the general case.

Below is a table comparing the complexity for high radix implementations

using loop elimination for constraint length K = 2.

‘ T ‘ Delay ‘ Delay /output ‘ ACS area ‘ Loop elim. area ‘ Total area ‘

1] 2 2.00 3 0 3
2| 2 1.00 3 2 5
3] 2 0.67 3 6 9
41 2 0.50 3 14 17
T| 2 2/T 3 22771 —1) 2T +1

Table 2.2: Complexity of loop elimination for K = 2.

Note that when K = 2, the delay through an ACS unit is always equivalent
to that of a 1T ACS unit.

Below is a table comparing the complexity for high radix implementations

using loop elimination for constraint length K = 4.

‘ T ‘ Delay ‘ Delay /output ‘ ACS area ‘ Loop elim. area ‘ Total area ‘

1] 2 2.00 3 0 3
2 3 1.50 7 0 7
3] 4 1.33 15 0 15
41 4 1.00 15 8 23
T| 4 4/T 15 8273 — 1) 20 4+ 7

Table 2.3: Complexity of loop elimination for K = 4.




CHAPTER 2. HIGH THROUGHPUT VITERBI DETECTORS o7

Note that when K = 4, the delay through an ACS unit never exceeds that
of a 3T ACS unit.

Let us now consider the general case of a constraint length K trellis, and

compare loop elimination against the standard loop unrolling algorithm.

Below is a table comparing the complexity for high radix implementations

using trellis unrolling and loop elimination for constraint length K.

‘ Method ‘ Delay ‘ Delay /output ‘ ACS area ‘ Loop elimination area ‘ Total area
Trellis unrolling | T+ 1 (T+1)/T 2T+ 71 0 2T+ 1
Loop elimination K K/T 2K 1 oK —-1(oT—K+1 _ 1) | 2T 4 oK-1 _ ]

Table 2.4: Complexity comparison of trellis unrolling against loop elimina-
tion.

Note that with loop elimination, the delay through an ACS unit never exceeds
that of a K-T ACS unit, but the delay increases linearly when using trellis

unrolling.

However the total area for both implementations increases exponentially with
T. In the next section we show how the complexity of loop elimination can

be reduced in order to reduce the area.

2.5 Asymptotic Complexity of PMU

In this section we determine a bound for the complexity of the path metric
unit comprising the ACS unit and the arithmetic required to sum the 1T
branch metrics, but not including the calculation of the 1T branch metrics

themselves.
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We shall consider two implementations of a K-T Viterbi detector for a con-
volutional code with constraint length K. The first implementation is a 1T
implementation unrolled 7" times, whilst the second is a true K-T implemen-

tation.

The advantage of the K-T implementation over the unrolled 1T implemen-
tation is the critical feedback loop only contains 1 addition and K minimisa-
tions, whilst the unrolled 1T implementation contains both K additions and

minimisations.

Therefore the K-T implementation is faster, but it is useful to understand

the trade-off between performance and complexity.

2.5.1 Complexity of Unrolled 1T Implementation

For each of the 25! states at each of the K time slices, we need to compute

P:mln(P0+BO,P1 —I—Bl) (251)

which requires three operations. Therefore we require a total of

Cip = 3K2K! (2.5.2)

operations, or

Cir = 3K (2.5.3)

operations per state.
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2.5.2 Complexity of K-T Implementation

Each of the final 251 states is connected by exactly two paths to each initial
state. We can compute the new path metric by summing the branch metrics
along each path, then eliminate the loop to leave exactly one path from

2K-1 remaining paths. We

each initial state, finally minimising between the
shall refer to the operation count for each of the above as Cg, Cf, and C),

respectfully.

2K-1 remaining paths

The final minimisation for each state between the
requires 251 additions to add the accumulated branch metrics to the old
path metrics, and 25~! — 1 minimisations to find the minimum of the 251

contenders. This requires a total of

Cp = 22871 —oK—1 (2.5.4)

operations.

We also need to eliminate the loops from each initial state to each final
state by minimising between the sum of the branch metrics along each path.

Therefore this requires

Cp = 92K -2 (2.5.5)
minimisations.

In order to calculate the sum of the branch metrics along each path in the
minimum number of operations, we form the additions using a binary tree.

For simplicity, assume that K = 2* is a power of two.
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At the first level of the tree, we separate the radix-2 trellis into K/2 2T
sections. Each intermediate state has two paths entering and two paths
leaving, therefore we require 4 additions per state to form each new radix-4

section of the trellis. We now have a radix-4 trellis of length K/2-T.

Similarly at the second level of the tree, we separate the radix-4 trellis into
K /4 2T sections. Each intermediate state has four paths entering and four
paths leaving, therefore we require 16 additions per state to form each new

radix-16 section of the trellis. We now have a radix-16 trellis of length K/4-T.

We continue this process until at the final K-th level we are left with a radix
22" = 9K trellis of length 1T. To summarise the above, we repeatedly increase
the radix of the trellis by combining neighbouring sections. This requires the

following operations

| Level | Initial Radix | Final Radix | Adders/State [ Sections | Total Adders |

1 2 4 4 K/2 4. K/2-2FK-1
2 4 16 16 K/4 | 16-K/4-2K-1
3 16 256 256 K/8 | 256-K/8-2K-1
i 22 22’ 22’ K/20 | 22" K20 . 2K-1
B9 oK | g2 g oK | o 1. 9K

Table 2.5: Number of operations required to sum branch metrics.
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Therefore the total number of additions required is

log, K 221'
CB = K2K_1 ?
i=1

logy K
— i_g
:K2K 1 § 22 7
i=1

(logy K)—1 .
— 22K71 4 K2K71 Z 227'72

i=1

(2.5.6)

10g2§ .
:22K_1+K2K_1 Z 22Z—i

i=1
Since 2¢ — 4 > 1 for i > 1, a lower bound for Cp is given by

log, %
Cp > 22K-1 4 k-1 Z 9
i=1 (2.5.7)

K
=22K-1 4 (Klog2 5) 2K

The terms in (2.5.6) are monotonically increasing, therefore the each term in

the sum may be upper bounded by the final term.

logy &
Cp < 22K-1 4 [rok—1 ZQ 9282 & _log, &
i=1
log, % 9
— 22K—1 K2K—1 9
+ > %

=1

K
= 92K-1 4 (log2 5) 2%

(2.5.8)

wlx

Therefore the operation count to calculate the branch metrics and eliminate
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the loops is bounded by
K K
3.92K-2 <Klog2 5) oK <Cp+0, <3 226724 (log2 5) 2%
and the total operation count

C=0+CL+Cuy (2.5.10)
is bounded by

K K
5.22K-2 _oK-1, <Klog2 2) o < 0 <5.92K-2 _9K-1_ <log2 2> 2%
(2.5.11)

Hence the number of operations per state is bounded by
K K
5-2571 142K log, 5 <C<5 2Kt 14 (10g2 5) 2271 (2.5.12)

If we compare the leading order term of (2.5.3) against the leading order
term of (2.5.12), we see that in order to take advantage of high radix imple-
mentations and loops using a K-T implementation, the complexity increases
exponentially compared to simple unrolling whose complexity increases lin-

early.

However we have shown loop elimination offers a real performance advantage.
In the next section we shall see how path invariants can be utilised to reduce

the complexity and make high radix implementation practical to implement.
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2.6 Invariants

The first invariant we consider allows us to determine which of the two con-

2K71

tending paths that form a loop is shortest, for all of the states, by

performing only K multiplications.

To determine the surviving path to a state, the branch metrics are added to

the old path metrics, and the smaller of the two values is chosen.
PMY = min { PMY™™ + BMy,;, PMIT5) + BMM} (2.6.1)

When determining the shortest side of a loop, both sides originate from the
same state. Therefore PMét_K) = PMl(t_K).

PMY = PM{™ 4 min {BMy,;, BM:;} (2.6.2)

7

Therefore we must find which branch metric is the smallest. If we assume

the Euclidean metric, the branch metrics are given by

K-1

BMy; = Z (rep — ag,)?

k=0
- (2.6.3)

BM, ; = Z (re—r — br,)?
=0

where {ay} and {b;} are the branch labels on the two sides of the loop.

To determine the smallest branch metric, we must compare them

A = BMy; — BMy; (2.6.4)
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But we can simplify this as follows

A - BMO,i - BMl,i

K—1 K—1
= (re—gx — ag)?® — (re—x — bg)?

=0 k=0

K—1 (2.6.5)
= (re—x — ag)® — (r—p — by)?

=0

K—1

CL% — bz — Q(Qk — bk)rt—k

il
o

For every loop, the branch labels {ax} and {b;} are different. But the dif-
ference between the branch labels in invariant, and as we will show below, is

actually related to the generator polynomial

ar — by = gk (2.6.6)

where {g;} are the generator polynomial coefficients. Therefore

A= az — bp — 29,71 (2.6.7)

The {a}} and {b}} terms are constants, which can be precomputed, and the
multiplication with the received signal can be shared amounts all the loops.
This greatly simplifies the loop elimination algorithm implementation, and
gives us our first invariant.

Theorem 2.6.1. Given a Viterbi decoder of constraint length £, with en-
coding given by polynomial gy + g1D + ... + gr_1D*"!, then the difference

between branch labels along any loop is given by +g¢; for i =0,...,k — 1.
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Proof. The encoder has 2¢~! states. By definition, the two sides of a loop

begin and end in the same state, say initial state ag...a,_o and final state
Bo - Br—2-

A path through the trellis from the initial state to the final state must pass

through k£ — 1 other states between:

’ State Number \ State ‘

Initial Qg ... Qg2

1 Qp...0E_2T0

2 Qg ... Ap_9XoTq

n Qpy oo QX0+« Ty
k—2 Q120 ... Thp—3
k—1 To...Tho
Final T1... X1 = ﬁo c. ﬁk_g

Table 2.6: Path traversed by loop.

Hence x; = ;1 fori=1,... k- 1.

We observe that xy can be either 0 or 1 and this gives the two sides of the

loop.

Let a; and b; be the branch labels corresponding to the sides of the loop given

by 2o = 0 and 2y = 1 respectfully.

The state transitions for each side of the loop are:

’ Side \ Transitions ‘
a 07/607"'75]6—2
b 1a507"'7ﬂk—2

Table 2.7: Transitions along each side of loop.
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Therefore
ap = go0 + giog—2 + gop—3 + ... + gr_1xg (268)
bo = gol + gio—2 + g3 + ... + gr_10%
Hence b() — ap = go-
Fori >0
i—1 k—1
a; = Zgjﬁi—j + 90+ Z G Q—1+i—j
=0 j=i+1
- - (2.6.9)
bi = Zgj@'—j + il + Z G Q—1+i—j
=0 j=i+1
Hence b; —a; = g; forall i =0,...,k — 1. O

The second invariant we consider allows us to determine the shortest path
amongst a pair of loops of length K from an initial state to a pair of neigh-

bouring final states. In particular, we make use of the following identity
) 1
min(a, b) = 5(@ +b—|a—0|) (2.6.10)

This allows us to calculate the difference between a pair of minimums as

follows
. . 1 1
min(a,b) — min(c,d) = é(a +b—c—d)— §(|a —b|—|c—d|) (26.11)

Above we derived an invariant for absolute difference between branch labels,
but we can also derive an invariant for the following branch metric relation
CLi—Fbi—Ci—di.

Theorem 2.6.2. Given a Viterbi decoder of constraint length k, with en-
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coding given by polynomial gy + g1 D + ...+ gr_1 D*"! and two loops from

state g . ..ap_o to states By ... 0k_30 and Gy ... Ok_31, then

+2g0 ifi=Fk—1

a; + bl — C; — dl = (2612)

0 ife=0,...,k—2
where a;, b;, ¢;, d; are the branch labels corresponding to the sides of the loops

as shown in figure 2.17.

11 e e e . 11 e
10
01

00

Figure 2.17: Two loops with same initial state and neighbouring final states.

Proof. A path through the trellis from the initial state to the final state must

pass through k — 1 other states between:

’ State Number \ State \ State ‘
Initial Qg ... L_2 Qg ... _2
1 a1 ...0E_2X0 aq...0E2Y0
2 a9 ... 2T g ... _2YoY1
n Ay oo Q220 ... Tp_1 gy oo . OE_2Yo -+ - Yn—1
k—2 Q—2Tg ... Tp_3 Qk—2Y0 - - - Yk—3
k—1 To...Tpo Yo - - - Yg_2
Final 1. . Tp—1 :50“'6k—30 Y1 - - Ye—1 :ﬂo...ﬁk_gl

Table 2.8: Path traversed by each loop.

Hence 1 =0, yp_1 =1, 2, = ;1 and y; = B;_1 fori=1,...,k — 2.
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We observe that xy can be either 0 or 1 and this gives the two sides of the
first loop. Similarly that yo can be either 0 or 1 and this gives the two sides

of the second loop.

Let a;, b;, ¢; and d; be the branch labels corresponding to the sides of the

loops given by yo = 1, yg = 0, xg = 1 and xy = 0 respectfully.

The state transitions for each side of the loop are:

‘ Side ‘ Transitions ‘
a 17607"'7516—371
b Ouﬁ()a"wﬁk—fi?l
(& 1aﬁ07"'75k—370
d Oaﬁ()?"'?ﬁk—?no

Table 2.9: Transitions along each side of each loop.

Therefore

ap—1 = gol + g18k—3 + G2Bk—a + ... + gr—280 + gr—11
bi—1 = gol + g18k—3 + 928k—a + .. . + gr—280 + gr—10

(2.6.13)
ck—1 = 900 + g18k—3 + 928k—a + ... + gr—200 + gr—11

dr—1 = 900 + 918k—3 + 928k—a + .. . + gr—250 + gr—10

Hence ax_1 + bp_1 — cr_1 — dp_1 = 29p.
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Fori=0,...,k—2

i—1 k—1
a; = Zgjﬁi—j + 91+ Z 9j0k—1+i—j
=0 j=i+1

i—1 k—1
bi = Zgj@'—j + 90 + Z 95Ok —14i—j
=0

Jj=i+1
- o (2.6.14)
= giBij+gl+ Y g iy
=0 j=it+1
i—1 k—1
di =Y giBisi+ 90+ Y gi0k-14+imj
=0 j=it+1
Hence a; + b; —¢; —d; =0 forall i =0,...,k— 2. O

The third invariant we consider allows us to determine the shortest path
amongst a pair of loops of length K from a pair of neighbouring initial states
to a single final state.

Theorem 2.6.3. Given a Viterbi decoder of constraint length £, with en-
coding given by polynomial gy + ¢iD + ... + gr_1D*! and two loops from

states ag...a,_30 and ag...ap_31 to state Gy ... Bx_o, then

42, ifi=0,... k-2

0 iti=kFk—1



CHAPTER 2. HIGH THROUGHPUT VITERBI DETECTORS
11 agoeseneseneens e 11 o
10 10 o
a
01 * by ‘ 01 e b
cQ_,."”" c
00 o— 00 d

do

Figure 2.18: Two loops with same final state and neighbouring initial states.

Proof. A path through the trellis from the initial state to the final state must

pass through k — 1 other states between:

’ State Number \

State

State

Initial Qg .. .30 Q... 3l

1 Q... ak_30x0 Q... Q{k_glyo

2 Qg ... ak_nggxl Qg ... ak_31y0y1

n Qp o300 .. Ty Qp o 31Yg .. Yn1
k—3 ap_30xg ... Tp_3 ap—3lyo ... Y3
k—2 OIo...JIk_g 1y0...yk_3
k—1 To...Tp—2 Yo-.- -Yr—2
Final $1...$k_1:60...ﬁk_2 yl...yk_lzﬁo...ﬁk_g

Table 2.10: Path traversed by each loop.

Hence x; = g;_1 and y; = 3,1 fori =1,... k — 1.

We observe that xy can be either 0 or 1 and this gives the two sides of the
first loop. Similarly that yo can be either 0 or 1 and this gives the two sides

of the second loop.

Let a;, b;, ¢; and d; be the branch labels corresponding to the sides of the

loops given by yo = 1, yg = 0, xg = 1 and xy = 0 respectfully.

The state transitions for each side of the loop are:
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‘Side‘ Transitions ‘

a |1,0,..
b |0,5,...
C 1,5@,...
d 0,607..

-y Br—2
Bz
, Br—2
-y Br—2

Table 2.11: Transitions along each side of each loop.

Therefore

ag—1 = goBr—2 + g1 8k—3 + . ..
bi—1 = goBr—2 + g1 0k—3 + ...
Ch—1 = 9oBr—2 + 91 5k—3 + ...

di—1 = goBr—2 + 915k—3 + . ..

Hence ap_1 + bp_1 — cr_1 — dp_1 = 0.

Fori=0,...,k—2

i—1

+ Gr—280 + gr—11
+ gr—280 + gr—10
+ gr—280 + gr—11

+ gr—2080 + gr—10

k-1

a; = Zgjﬁi,j + il + gi1l + Z 95 ¥k—1+i—j

J=0
i—1

j=it2
k—1

b, = Z 9iBi—j + 9i0 + giy1l + Z 9jOk—1+i—j

J=0
i—1

j=it2
k—1

¢ = Zgjﬂz;j +9il + gi410 + Z 9jOk—1+i—j

j=0
i—1

j=it2
k—1

di = Zgjﬂi,j + giO + gi+10 + Z 9k —1+i—j

j=0

j=it2

Henceai—l—bi—ci—di:2gi+1 foralli:0,...,k—2.

71

(2.6.16)

(2.6.17)

]

The final invariant we consider allows us to determine the shortest path
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amongst a pair of loops of length K from an arbitrary pair of initial states

to a single final state.

Theorem 2.6.4. Given a Viterbi decoder of constraint length k, with en-

coding given by polynomial gy + ¢1.D + ... + gr_1D*! and two loops from

states ag...agp_o and [y ... OBx_o to state vy ... vk_2, then

2 i (Brecring — Queriny) ifi=0,... k=2
ai—l—bi—ci—di:
0 ifi=k—1
(2.6.18)
11 e °
10e ¢
b
01 ° °
C
00 « d .

Figure 2.19: Two loops with same final state and any two initial states.

Proof. A path through the trellis from the initial state to the final state must

pass through k£ — 1 other states between:

] State Number \ State \ State ‘

Initial Qg ... Qg2 Bo ... 0o

1 Qq ... Q2T B - Br—2yo

2 Q... Qg_2ToT1 Ba ... Br—2Yolh

n Qp oo QX0+« Ty B Br—2Yo -+ Yn_1
k—2 Qg—2T0 . .- Tp—3 Br—2Y0 - - - Yr—3
k—1 Xo...Th_o Yo - Yk_2
Final Tl Tl =0 Vb2 | Y1+ Ykl =0+ V-2

Table 2.12: Path traversed by each loop.

Hence x; = v,y and y; = v,y fori =1,... kK — 1.
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We observe that xy can be either 0 or 1 and this gives the two sides of the
first loop. Similarly that yo can be either 0 or 1 and this gives the two sides

of the second loop.

Let a;, b;, ¢; and d; be the branch labels corresponding to the sides of the

loops given by yo = 1, yg = 0, xg = 1 and xy = 0 respectfully.

The state transitions for each side of the loop are:

‘ Side ‘ Transitions ‘
a 17707"'77]6—2
b 07707"'77143—2
c 17707"'77]9—2
d 07’}/07"'7’716—2

Table 2.13: Transitions along each side of each loop.

Therefore

k-1 = goVk—2 + G1Vk—3 + ... + gr—2%0 + gr—11
bi—1 = goVk—2 + G1Vk—3 + ... + Gr—270 + Gr—10

(2.6.19)
Ch—1 = §oVk—2 + G1Vk—3 + ... + Gr—2Y0 + gr—11

dk—1 = goVk—2 + G1Vk—3 + ... + Gr—270 + Gr—10

Hence ap_1 + bp_1 — cr_1 — dp_1 = 0.
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Fori=0,...,k—2

i—1 k—1
a; = Zgﬂi—j + gl + Z 95 Bk—1+i—j

=0 j=i+1
i—1 k—1

bi = Zgﬂi—j + g0 + Z 9iBr-1+i-j
j=0 j=i+1

i—1 k—1
Ci = Zgﬂz‘—j + g1+ Z 9jQk—14i—j
=0

Jj=i+1
i—1 k—1
d; = Zgj%‘—j + g0 + Z G Oh—14i—j
J=0 j=i+1
Hence
k-1 k—1
@i+ bi = ci —di =2 Z 9iBk-1+i-j =2 Z 95O —1+i—j
j=it+l1 j=it+1
k—1
=2 Z 9i(Be—14i—j — —14i—j)
j=i+1

foralli=0,...,k—2.

74

(2.6.20)

(2.6.21)

2.7 4-State White Noise Viterbi Detector Im-

plementations

In this section we describe and compare various implementations of a pro-

grammable 4-state white noise Viterbi detector, where the ideal signal is

given by

I(zi—omi_17;) = go%i + 1%Ti—1 + GoTi—o

(2.7.1)
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where z, € {0,1}.

We shall compare a standard 2T implementation against a 3T implementa-
tion with loop elimination and a 3T implementation with loop elimination

and path invariants.

Note that as a result of loop elimination, all these implementations feature
the same 2T ACS unit, therefore we only need consider the area of the branch

metric unit.

2.7.1 Standard 2T Implementation

The branch metric unit for the standard 2T implementation is constructed

by combining the outputs of 2 independent 1T BMU slices.

11 e A . 11 = .
10 o 7 o 10
01 & 01

00 ¢ d

Figure 2.20: 4 state 2T trellis.

Each 1T BMU produces 8 branch metrics which must be summed together to

produce the 16 branch metrics required for the higher radix implementation
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according to the following rule

T-1
BMD (2 g a, Ty 1) = Z BMW (2 o j1Zi g, Tik)
=0
(2.7.2)

for a T-T BMU.

The branch metric for a single 1T BMU slice is given by the following

BM(l)($i72$i71$ia ri) = I(xifoiflwi)Q — 2rid (29T 13). (2.7.3)

Note that the I(x;_oz;_12;)? term is independent of the received signal, and

can therefore be pre-programmed along with the coefficients gy.

But the r;I(x;_ox;_1x;) term does depend on the received signal. By calculat-

ing the following intermediate results using 3 multiplications and 4 additions

My = r;g0 M, =riq My =199

Ag=My+ M, Ay =My+ My, Ay=DM + M, A= Ay+ M,
(2.7.4)

we can calculate all 8 terms as follows

(2.7.5)

To combine the received signal dependent and independent terms requires a

further 7 additions’.

1One of the additions is degenerate since at least one of the operands is zero, therefore
only 7 of the 8 additions are non-trivial.
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Therefore the total number of operation required to compute all branch met-

rics in a 1T BMU slice is 3 multiplications and 11 additions.

The 2T BMU therefore consists of 6 multiplications and 22 additions for the
1T BMU slices, plus 13 additions? to combine the 1T branch metrics together

to form the 16 2T branch metrics.

The following table summarises the complexity of the standard 2T imple-

mentation.

‘ BMU Implementation ‘ Adders ‘ Multipliers ‘ Outputs/Cycle ‘
| 2T [ 35 ] 6 | 2 |

Table 2.14: Complexity of 2T implementation.

2.7.2 3T Implementation with Loop Elimination

The branch metric unit for the 3T implementation with loop elimination
is constructed by combining the outputs of 3 independent 1T BMU slices,
which produces 32 branch metrics arranged in 16 loops. The loops are then

eliminated, and the remaining 16 branch metrics are fed to the 2T ACS unit.

11 *=
10 o=

01 o=

00 =

Figure 2.21: 4 state 3T trellis.

To combine the branch metrics from the three independent 1T BMU slices,

2Three of the additions are degenerate since at least one of the operands is zero, there-
fore only 13 of the 16 additions are non-trivial.
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we first combine a pair of 1T BMU slices as we did for the standard 2T

implementation.

The 16 branch metrics from the 2T BMU slice must then be combined with
the 8 branch metrics from the remaining 1T BMU slice to produce the 32
branch metrics. This requires 27 additions® which means a total of 3 multi-
plications and 38 additions are required in addition to the standard 2T BMU

to generate the 32 branch metrics.

Finally we need to eliminate the loops by comparing the branch metrics
which form the sides of each loop. This requires a further 15 minimisations?,
which we shall count as 15 additions since the complexity of an addition and

minimisation is comparable.

The following table summarises the complexity of the 2T standard imple-

mentation and the 3T implementation with loop elimination.

‘ BMU Implementation ‘ Adders ‘ Multipliers ‘ Outputs/Cycle ‘

2T 35 6 2
3T + Loops 88 9 3

Table 2.15: Complexity of 2T standard implementation and 3T implemen-
tation with loop elimination.

3Five of the additions are degenerate since at least one of the operands is zero, therefore
only 27 of the 32 additions are non-trivial.

4One of the minimisations is degenerate since at least one of the operands is zero,
therefore only 15 of the 16 minimisations are non-trivial.
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2.7.3 3T Implementation with Loop Elimination and

Path Invariants

With the use of the invariants we proved earlier in this chapter, we can reduce

the complexity of the 3T BMU with loop elimination.

In the 3T BMU with loop elimination, we find the shortest of the two paths

from each initial state x;_42;_3 to each final state x;_qx;.

BE({EZ',4$Z',37 xi,lxi) = min (BM(3) (xi,4$¢,30$i,1$i), BM(3) (xi,4xi,3lxi,1xi))
(2.7.6)

To take advantage of invariants, we rewrite the above expression in terms of
differences between the sides of loops and relative to the zero initial state.

BE(2; 42 3, 12;) = BM®(0002;_12;) + D(2;_42; 3,7 12;)
(2.7.7)

-+ maX(O, A(Q?i,4$i,3, xi,lxi))
where

D([L’Z’_45Ei_3, ZL‘i_l.Z'i) = BM(3) (ZEZ'_4ZEZ‘_3O.TZ‘_1ZEZ'> - BM(g) (OOO[EZ_L’EZ)

A2 a2 3, 717;) = BM® (2;_g2; 31 12;) — BM® (2;_g2; 302, 12;)
(2.7.8)

We can then use (2.6.7) to compute

2

A(%’—M’i—s, $i—1$z‘) = G(%—Mz’—& xi—lxi) —2 Zgz—kﬂ‘—k (2~7~9)
k=0
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where

G(%—Mﬁ—&%‘—l%) =
2
(H(@imh—2Timp1%i—k)” |oiom1 —L (Timp—2Tij—1%ik)” |2;_s=0)

k=0

(2.7.10)
If we explicitly expand the term which is independent of the received signal
we find that

G(%—Mz‘—s, xi—lxz’) =

(2.7.11)
Go + g1+ 95 +2(g0g1 + 9192) (i3 + Ti1) + 29092 (Ti_a + T;)

As aresult there are only 9 different values this term can take since it depends
only on z;_3+x;_1,x;_4+x; € {0,1,2}. These 9 values are pre-programmed

along with the coefficients g.

Note that the term which depends on the received signal is independent of
both the initial and final states, and can be implemented in 3 multiplications

and 2 additions

2

ZQQ—kri—k = gor; + g175—1 + GoTi—2 (2.7.12)
k=0

A further 9 additions are required to add the term dependent on the re-
ceived signal to each of the 9 distinct terms independent of the received
signal, giving a total of 3 multiplications and 11 additions to compute all the

A(x;_gwi_3,T;_1x;) terms.

Note that in twos complement arithmetic, the most significant bit repre-
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sents the sign. Therefore by using a bitwise AND of each A with the in-
verse of its own sign bit, we set negative values to zero and thus obtain

maX(O, A(JIZ'_4IZ'_3, xi_lxi)) .

Next we compute

BM®(000x;_12;) = BMMW(000) + BMW(00x;_;) + BMW (0z;_ ;)
= ((g5 + g)=i_1 + 2919017 + go)

— (2(ric190 + 7ig1) w1 + 21590%;)
(2.7.13)

Since z € {0,1}, we can compute all 4 terms which depend on the received
signal using 3 multiplications and 2 additions, whilst the 4 distinct values for
the term which is independent of the received signal can be pre-programmed

along with the coefficients gy.

The terms dependent on the received signal can then be added to the terms
independent of the received signal using a further 3 additions®, resulting in
a total of 3 multiplications and 5 additions to compute all BM (3)(000@,1@)

terms.

Finally, we compute

D(xi_4xi_3, l‘i_livi) = BM(3) ($¢_4$Z’_30$¢_1$Z’) — BM(3) (OOOxi_lxi)
= ((Q% + 93)7 3 + G574 + 201928 3Tia + 2g0g22i—1%i—3)

— (2(ri—2g1 + 21i-192)Ti—3 + 215 _2G2Ti—4)
(2.7.14)

®One of the additions is degenerate since at least one of the operands is zero, therefore
only 3 of the 4 additions are non-trivial.
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As before, since z;, € {0,1}, we can compute all 4 terms which depend
on the received signal using 3 multiplications and 2 additions, whilst the 6
distinct values for the term which is independent of the received signal can

be pre-programmed along with the coefficients g..

The terms dependent on the received signal can then be added to the terms
independent of the received signal using a further 5 additions®, resulting in a
total of 3 multiplications and 7 additions to compute all D(z;_4x; 3, x;_1%;)

terms.

We are now ready to sum the BM®)(000x;_,z;) with the D(z;_42;_3, 7;_12;)
terms. This requires only 9 additions since 5 of the possible 16 additions is

degenerate since at least one of the operands is zero.

Finally we must add the A(z;_42;_3, x;_1x;) terms, which requires a further

15 non-trivial additions.

The following table summarises the complexity of each implementation we

have considered.

‘ BMU Implementation ‘ Adders ‘ Multipliers ‘ Outputs/Cycle ‘

2T 35 6 2
3T + Loops 88 9 3
3T + Loops + Invariants 47 9 3

Table 2.16: Complexity of various 4-state implementations.

In summary, we have demonstrated an architecture for a 3T 4-state pro-

grammable Viterbi detector which is 50% faster than the standard 2T im-

60ne of the additions is degenerate since at least one of the operands is zero, therefore
only 3 of the 4 additions are non-trivial.
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plementation, yet has exactly the same ACS unit and a BMU which is less

than 50% larger.

This compares favourably to the standard 3T implementation in which the
ACS unit alone is at least twice the size of the standard 2T implementa-
tion, and only offers a modest improvement in performance due to the extra

comparison on the ACS unit critical path.



Chapter 3

High Throughput Viterbi

Decoders

The Viterbi decoders used in communications systems are essentially the
same as Viterbi detectors used in read channel, but the convolutional codes
are not determined by the channel as in read channel, but they are chosen
to meet the performance requirements, and there may be multiple encoder

outputs for each input. Modulo 2 arithmetic is also used.

For example, consider the K = 7 rate % convolutional code octal (171,133)
described below, which is used various industry standards including 1900,
DVB, IEEE802.11a/b/g/n [22], IEEE802.16a [23], HiperAccess, HiperMan

and INTELSAT IESS-308/309.

84
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This code has two output bits ylio), y,(gl) for each input bit zy.

(0)

Yp =Tk DTp1DTk—2D T3P Tpp
(3.0.1)
Z/;(Cl) =T DTp—2D T3 D Tp—5D Tp¢
(171) Output

Data Inpu

D D E | | |

(133) Output

Figure 3.1: K = 7 rate % convolutional code octal (171,133).

In this chapter we introduce invariants to reduce the complexity of Viterbi
decoders, give a tight bound on the complexity and then apply the results

to the industry standard code described above.

3.1 Loop Invariants in Communications

Suppose we encode the original data with the convolutional code

Yk = goTk D g17k—1 D ... D K- 1Thk—K+1 (3.1.1)
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The Euclidean branch metric is given by

bEuclidean = (7’ - yNRZ)2 (312)
where ynrz € {+1}. Let y = 5(ynrz + 1) such that y € {0, 1}, then

bEuclidean - (’l" - yNRZ)2

= r? + y{rz — 2rynrz
(3.1.3)
=241 -2r(2y —1)

= (r+1)% —4ry

Since the term (r + 1)? is common to all branches, it can be neglected as
it has no effect when comparing branches in order to find the minimum.
Similarly the multiplicative factor 4 may also be neglected. Therefore by
removing common terms and scalar constants, we can choose the following

branch metric

vV =—ry (3.1.4)

The branch metric can be simplified further by changing its sign. However
negation of the branch metrics requires the path metric to be calculated as
the maximum sum of branch metrics, rather than the minimum. Therefore

we choose the following branch metric

0 ify=20
b=ry= (3.1.5)

r ify=1
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which selects between the received signal and zero depending on the ideal

output, and note that we must maximise the path metric.

Consider a loop of length K from initial state #175...75_1 to final state
fifa. .. fx—1. Let B® and B be the branch metrics corresponding to the
top and bottom sides of the loop, where the top side of the loop corresponds
to the path through state is...ix_11 and the bottom side of the loop corre-

sponds to the path through state 75...7ix_10.

To eliminate one side of the loop, we need to compute max(B™", B(") which

we can do using the following identity

1 1
max(BY, BO) = 5(3(1) +BO) 4 5 ‘B(l) - B(O)‘ (3.1.6)

Therefore we need to consider how to calculate branch metric sums and

differences on the loop.

BM — b,(j) = rky,(f)

k=0 k=0

Kt Kt (3.1.7)
U ST S

k=0 k=0

Consider the ideal output at k-th step (0 < k < K — 1). The state to the

right of the k-th time slice for the upper and lower paths is

Sl(cl) = {ik+2 ce iK—llfl e fk}

S](CO) = {ik+2 c. ’iK_lofl c. fk}

(3.1.8)
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and the ideal outputs are

1
0

0
i -

Therefore

Hence

1
0

=(00fc®... B g-1f1) D1 gr ® (Grt1ix-1P ... D gx-10k+2)

(Gofk @ ... ®ge1f1) PO gk ® (Grs1ik—1D ... B gr_19%+2)

(0)

Dy, = gk
y,io) if gp. =0
y,io) ifg.=1

Define the sums and differences of branch metrics along a loop as

1 =)0 = )+ o)

b =0 =0 = () =y

Then

p

\
(

\

(0)

2y, r ifgr=0

Tk lfgkzl

(0)

88

(3.1.9)

(3.1.10)

(3.1.11)

(3.1.12)

(3.1.13)

Note that the actual branch metric sum and difference between the two sides



CHAPTER 3. HIGH THROUGHPUT VITERBI DECODERS 89

of a loop is given by

B(l + B(O) Z b(+

_ B _ Z bl(ci)
k=0

Therefore the total number of distinct branch metric sums (B® + B(®) and

(3.1.14)

differences (BY) — B(®)) which we will denote N*) and N respectfully, is

equal to the number of distinct vectors ™) and b7, where

b0 = {7, b

(3.1.15)
50 = {10,052}

Since when g = 1 the corresponding branch metric sum is exactly the re-
ceived signal rj (which fixed within a time slice), distinctions between vectors
b™) only occur when g, = 0, and in this case bl(:r) still only takes one of two

possible values 0 or 2r; depending on the binary value y,go).

Similarly since when g = 0 the corresponding branch metric difference is
zero, distinctions between vectors b only occur when g, = 1, and in this
case b,g_) still only takes one of two possible values +r; depending on the

binary value ylio) .

Therefore from the explanation above and (3.1.13) it is clear that

N(+) S 2K—Ham(g)
(3.1.16)
N() < gHam(g)
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Example 3.1.1. Suppose go = 1 and g; = 0 for ¢ > 0. Then

Q(l) ={L fi,for- -  fr-1}

(3.1.17)
Q(O) = {O7f17 f27 R fK*l}
l_)(+) = {17 fl)f27 s 7fK—1}
(3.1.18)
b7 ={1,0,0,...,0}
Therefore there are 251 distinct Q<+) and a single l_)(_).
N(-‘r) _ 2K—1
(3.1.19)
NS =1<2

where 2 is the upper bound for N(=) given by (3.1.16).

Example 3.1.2. Suppose g; = 1 for all 2. Then

g(l):{1@@‘[{,1@iK72®...@il,fl@l@inlagiK*Q@"‘@i27
LOHCLIDig 1 Piko®...®ls,..., [k 1D fro®...0 LD 1}
g(o) ={ik 1 @ik2®...®0, fiDixk 1 Cig 2D ... Dig,
@ fiPik 1 Piko®...Big..., fKk1 D fxko®...D f1}
(3.1.20)
b ={1,1,...,1}

o o o (3.1.21)

b = {0 (- (1
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For example when K = 3,

yW={1eiei,lefidilefrdfi}

(3.1.22)
YO ={iy ® i1, fr ©ia, fo D fi}
o ={1,1,1}
(3.1.23)
p=) — {(_1)@6%17 (_1)f1@i27 (_1)f2€Bf1}
Therefore there are 2% distinct l_)(_) and a single Q(+>.
N =1
(3.1.24)
NG =9k
which are exactly the upper bounds given by (3.1.16).
Now consider a rate % code with generator matrix
9, 90,0 go1 -+ YoK-1
G- 9, _ 91,0 g1 - GLK-1 (3.1.25)
In_1 gN-10 9nN-11 --- GN-1,K—1

which is used to generate IV separate convolutional encodings of the original

data

yn,k - gn,oxk @ gn,lxk—l EB e @ gn,K—lxk—K-i—l (3126)
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forn =0,..., N — 1, then the branch metric, b, is given by

N-1 N-1
bk - Z bn,k = Z T'nkYn,k (3.1.27)
n=0 n=0
Hence the branch metrics along the top and bottom of loops can be expressed
as
K-1 K—-1N-1
A SUCES 3 S
k=0 k=0 n=0
K-1 K-1N-1 (3'1-28)
CEES SRS 3 Bt
k=0 k=0 n=0

Therefore we can calculate the branch metric sums and differences corre-

sponding to each vector of G independently, then sum the results.

Let N\" be the number of distinct branch metric sums corresponding to
vector g ~and let N7 be the number of distinct branch metric differences
corresponding to vector g, Then the total number of distinct branch metric

sums and differences for the matrix G is given by

N-1
N&® = H N

o (3.1.29)
N — H Né—)

n=0

Using (3.1.16), we can bound N*) and N(-) as

N(+) < 2NK7Ham(G)
(3.1.30)
N < gHam(@)

To compute the maximum of the branch metrics along a loop, we need to sum
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the branch metric sums and differences. There are a maximum of N*). N(-)
distinct maximum branch metrics along a loop, however if the total number of

22K—2

loops, 22572 is less than this, then we only need compute combinations

of branch metric sums and differences. Therefore the number of additions
required to compute the maximum of the branch metrics along a loop from

the branch metric sums and differences is given by
Cy = min(226-2 N . NO)) (3.1.31)

Note that for rate-1 codes, N*) . N(=) is bounded by
N . NG < oK -Ham(G)gHam(G)

_ oK (3.1.32)

Therefore

Cy < 2K (3.1.33)

When N > 1 for rate-+ codes, N - N7 is bounded by

N . N < gNE-Ham(G)gHam(G) _ oNK (3.1.34)

Therefore

CM S min(22K_2, 2NK) — 22](—2 (3135)

for K > 1.

Example 3.1.3. Consider a rate % code with generator matrix, G, made out
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of vectors g_and g from the previous two examples.
9 9,

G = (3.1.36)

We previously calculated that there are 25~ distinct I_)é+), a single Z_)é_), 2K

distinct Z_)g_) and a single Q§+).

Né+) _ 9K-1
N =1
(3.1.37)
N =1
Nl(i) — 2K
Therefore there are 251 distinct b and 2% distinct b7,
N(+) _ 2K71
(3.1.38)

where 25+ is the upper bound for N) given by (3.1.30).

Example 3.1.4. Suppose K = 3 and the generator matrix is given by

G = (3.1.39)
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Then
YO = {106 @i, LO1®i, L@ fi®1)

Q(()O) = {ia @ i1, [1 D i, fo ® f1}

(3.1.40)
YO = {1@is O o0 fi)
YO = {iz, f1, 2 ® fu}
by = {1,1,1}
b(_) _ (_1)i2€9i1’ (_1)f1€9i2’ (_1)f1€9f2
o =1 j (3.1.41)

bg—i_) = {17 17 2(f2 D fl)}
b = {(=1)" (-1)"",0}
Note that fixing Z_)gf), i.e. fixing i, and f;, we are left with only 4 possible

choices from the original 8 for Qé_). Therefore there are 2 distinct Q(+) and

16 distinct b,

N =2
(3.1.42)
NGO =16 < 32

where 32 is the upper bound for N given by (3.1.30).

Example 3.1.5. Suppose K = 3 and the generator matrix is given by

111
G = (3.1.43)

1 00

l_)(()+) and Q(()_) are the same as the previous example. Also

gﬁ” = {1, f1, fo}
ng) = {0, f1, fo}

(3.1.44)
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W = {1,212/}

(3.1.45)
l_)gi) = {17 0, O}
Therefore there are 4 distinct b and also 4 distinct b).
N =4
(3.1.46)
N =4 <16

where 16 is the upper bound for N(=) given by (3.1.30).

In (2.5.9) we gave a bound for the number of operations required per K-T
time step to calculate the branch metrics and eliminate the loops. We now
consider the operation count when using loop invariants. From (3.1.6), in

order to eliminate the loops, we must calculate the following for each loop
max(BY, B©) = %(B“) +BO) 4 % |BY — B (3.1.47)

In order to calculate the above, we compute all distinct branch metric sums
and absolute differences, then sum combinations of these to calculate the
maximum branch metric along a loop. We shall refer to the operation count
for each of the above as Cs, Cp and C); respectfully. In (3.1.33) and (3.1.35),

we bounded C); as

oK for N =1
Cur < (3.1.48)

22K-2 for N > 1

Next we consider how many additions, Cg, are required to calculate all the
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distinct branch metric sums, b, Recall from (3.1.13) that

2yn JARN” i Ink = 0
) (3.1.49)

Tnk if Ink = 1

(0)

Each distinct b contains the following invariant sum

Yo=Y ra (3.1.50)

n’k‘g",kzl n7k|9n,k:1
which requires Cs; = Ham(G) — 1 additions to compute.

Each distinct b also contains the following varying sum

0 ify) =0

o= > (3.1.51)

7.l gn k=0 nklgn =0 | 2r, ) if Y0 =1

in which there are NK — Ham(G) terms in the summation. For simplicity,
suppose that T = NK — Ham(G) is a power of 2, then we can form all
possible summations using a binary tree sharing all intermediate nodes in a

similar manner to (2.5.6). This requires C'sy additions
22171 - 1 2
Csy =T ) Callnt (3.1.52)

Reapplying the upper bound determined in (2.5.8), we can bound Cgy as
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follows

i=1 (3.1.53)

To combine the invariant and varying sums requires a further 2VK—Ham(G)

additions (one for each varying sum). Therefore the total addition count for

calculating all the possible distinct branch metric sums is

logy (NK—H) (22i—1 . 1>2
Cs<(NK—H) > T+2NK*H+H—1
i=1 (3.1.54)
< QNK-H+L <log2 M) 275 L H 1

where H = Ham(G).

Next we consider how many additions, C'p, are required to calculate all the

[_)(*)

distinct branch metric absolute differences, . Recall from (3.1.13) that

it = ’ 1= (3.1.55)
’ ©
(—1)y"7k7’n7k if gr = 1

Therefore each distinct b7 is generated by the following varying sum

Tk if y,goll =0

oob)= > ’ (3.1.56)

in which there are Ham(G) terms in the summation.
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Note that for every positive sum we compute, we also compute the negative
sum which corresponds to the opposite ideal outputs. Therefore we fix a
single y,(lo,)€ and half the number of distinct summations we need to compute,
leaving 2H2™(G)~1 distinct summations. Since we actually need ) l_)(*)‘, taking
the absolute value of each of the 2H2™(@)~1 distinct summations will give all
the distinct absolute differences. The number of absolute values required is
therefore

Cpy = 2Ham(@)-1 (3.1.57)

For simplicity, suppose that 7' = Ham(G) — 1 is one greater than a power
of 2. The using the symmetry above, we can form all possible summations
using a binary tree sharing all intermediate nodes in a similar manner to

(2.5.6). This requires Cpy additions

log, T 22¢
Cpy =T ; > (3.1.58)

Reapplying the upper bound determined in (2.5.8), we can bound Cpy as

follows

log, T 221'

Cpy =T Z o3
=1

T
<27 4+ (1og2 5) VERE

(3.1.59)

Therefore the total addition count for calculating all the possible distinct
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branch metric absolute differences is

log, (H—1) (221‘—1 . 1>2 .
Cp<(H-1) > i +277
i=1 (3.1.60)

<2f 4 (log2 H2— 1) o5+l

where H = Ham(G).

Therefore the total number of additions required to compute the maximum

of all the branch metrics between the sides of loops is bounded by

C=Cs+Cp+Cuy

2 (3.1.61)

< 92K -2 + oNK—H+1 + oH + (10g2 NK — H> 27NK—H+1

H-1 -
+ (10g2 T) 2%+1+H—1

3.2 Communications Example

Consider the K = 7 rate 3 convolutional code octal (171,133)

y]E;O) = Tk @ Th—1 @ Tp—2 @ T3 @ Lk—6
(3.2.1)

ylE}) = T @ Tp—2 @ Tk—3 @ Tk—5 @ Tk—6

The generator matrix for this code is given by

1001111
G = (3.2.2)

1011011
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According to (2.5.9) the number of operations per K-T time step to calculate

the branch metrics and eliminate the loops is bounded by

13908 < Oz + Cf, < 14905 (3.2.3)

According to (3.1.61) the number of operations per K-T time step to elimi-

nate the loops using loop invariants is bounded by

C < 5258 (3.2.4)

Therefore the use of invariants in the branch metric unit allows a significant

reduction in complexity.



Chapter 4

Magnetic Channel

4.1 Read Channel Noise Model

We can model the magnetic channel as a sampled read-back of a superposition

of isolated transitions [24].

r=">_ yh(IT — kT + ji, w +wy) +my (4.1.1)
p

where y € {—1,0,41} is the transition sequence defined by

Yk = Tp — Ty (4.1.2)

where ;€ {0, 1} is the original sequence.

h(t,w) is the magnetic head response to an isolated transition, and ji, wg

and n; are independent random variables with standard deviations o, oy,

102
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and o, respectively.

The random variable jj is referred to as position jitter [25,26] as it changes
the position in time of the isolated transition, wy is referred to as pulse jitter
as it changes the width of the isolated transition [25,27,28], and n; is referred

to as electronics noise [29].

0.5r

-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

051

05F

Figure 4.1: Isolated transition, isolated transition with position jitter and
isolated transition with phase jitter, T5q = 1.4.
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These random variables reflect the changing magnetic properties of the disk
and the fluctuations in the field gradient of the writing head, that result in

changes to the shape of each isolated transition [30].

Experimentally we can determine the shape of an isolated transition, h(t, w),
the pulse width of an isolated transition, w, the strength of the noise relative
to the clean signal (signal to noise ratio), SN R, and the relative strengths
of each noise component (electronics, position jitter and pulse jitter), which

we denote o and A as defined in (4.2.3) and (4.2.4).

From these experimental parameters, we can determine the distribution and

standard deviation of j;, wy and n;, which completely define the noise model.

4.2 Determining model parameters

Given the noise model from (4.1.1), we need to determine the model param-

eters from experimental data such as the energy of the transition response

h(t, w) [31].

Let us define E5 to be the total energy of the clean signal, E'z the total energy
of the electronics noise and E); to be the total energy of the media noise,
where media noise consists of the position jitter and phase jitter components

with total energies E; and Eyy, such that

Ey = Ey + By (4.2.1)

The signal to noise ratio, SN R, is the strength of the total noise relative to
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the clean signal, given in decibels.

_ Bs e (4.2.2)
Ep+ En

Let « define the fraction of total noise energy due to media noise

Em
o0=—=—- 4.2.3
ot B (4.2.3)
and A define the fraction of media noise due to position jitter
E,
A= —— 4.2.4
= (12.4)

We can then express each noise component in terms of the total noise energy
of the clean signal, Eg, the signal to noise ratio, SN R, and the noise mixture

parameters, o and \.

—SNR

Epr=(1—-a)Esl0 10
E; = \aEgl0~ 10 (4.2.5)
Ew = (1 - \)aEglo 10"

We must now derive an expression for Eg for the chosen isolated transition,

and expressions for Fg, E; and Ey in terms of their corresponding variances

[32].
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4.2.1 Clean signal energy and representation as linear

IST

Consider the expression for the clean signal I using equation (4.1.1) with

noise set to zero

L= ych(T — kT, w) (4.2.6)
k

We now show how the clean signal can be written in the form of a generalised

partial response target response.

First we substitute the transitions y € {—1,0, 41} with the original sequence

xy € {0,1} using (4.1.2)

I, = Z(mk — 23, h(IT — kT, w) (4.2.7)

Let us assume the original sequence has only a finite number of non-zero
terms, then there exists L > 0 such that x; = 0 for |k| > L. This allows us

to rewrite (4.2.7) as a finite sum.

L L+1
L= xh(T—kT,w)— Y w4 1h(IT — kT, w)
k=—L k=—L+1
L L
= > ah(IT — kT,w) = Y axh(IT = (k+ 1)T, w) (4.2.8)
k=—L k=—L
L

= > ap(h(IT — kT, w) — h(IT — (k + 1)T, w))

k=—L
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Now use a change of variables k «— [ — k to obtain
I+L
L= Yz y(h(kT,w) = h((k = 1)T,w)) (4.2.9)

k=l—-L

For convenience, since xy = 0 for |k| > L we can rewrite (4.2.9) as an infinite

sum (of finitely many non-zero terms) to achieve our final expression for I
k

= Z JETi1—k
k

(4.2.10)

where

gr = h(KT, w) — h((k — )T, w) (4.2.11)

We can think of G = {gx} as the natural target or generalised partial response

target.

We can now check that when there is no ISI, this target agrees with intuition.
Suppose that at density wy the sampled isolated transition is given by (i.e.
there is no ISI)

;

-1 iftk<0

hMET,wo) =40  ifk=0 (4.2.12)

+1 ifk>0

\
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Using (4.2.11) we can compute the natural target

(

0 ifk<O
1 ifk=0
gr = h(kT,wy) — h((k — )T, wo) = (4.2.13)
1 ifk=1

0 ifk>1

\

So as we expect, the generalised partial response target for densities low

enough such that there is no ISI is [1, 1].

Also, consider density w; where N = 2.

-1 itk< -1

—p ifk=-1

h(kT,u1) =<0 ifk=0 (4.2.14)
+p ifk=1

+1 ifk>1
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Using (4.2.11) we can compute the natural target

0 if k< —1

1—p ifk=-1

D itk=0
gx = h(kT,wy) — h((k — )T, w;) = { (4.2.15)
P ifk=1
1—p ifk=2
0 it k> 2

So at densities where N = 2 the generalised partial response target is [1 —

P, 0D, 1 —pl.

We can clearly see how the length of the generalised partial response target

is directly related to the integer N which increases with density.

In general for the perpendicular channel, isolated transitions have the follow-

ing property
lim A(t,w)=+1
e (4.2.16)
lim A(t,w)=—1

t——o00
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For example, the following functions all satisfy the above criteria

ha(t, w) = erf (%)

h(t, w) = tanh (i)

w

hs(t,w) = tan™* (%) (4.2.17)

(

—1 ift<—-N

ha(t,w) = § f(t,w) if —N <t<N

1 itt>N

\

For perpendicular recording, tangent hyperbolic, arctangent and error func-

tions have all been used for the isolated transition shape [33].

Since the value of the isolated transition approaches a constant away from
the origin, the differences between the values of consecutive samples become

effectively zero sufficiently far from the origin.

In particular considering (4.2.16), given € > 0, there exists N > 0 such that

\h(kT,w) — 1] < € and |h(—kT,w) + 1| < e for all k > N.

Therefore if kK > N

|9k = |h(KT, w) — h((k — )T, w)|
= |(h(kT,w) = 1) = (h((k — )T, w) — 1)|
(4.2.18)
< |h(ET,w) — 1| + |h((k — 1)T,w) — 1]

< 2¢
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and if £k < —-N

|9k = |h(KT, w) — h((k = 1)T, w)]

= |(M(kT,w)+1) = (h((k — 1)T,w) + 1)|

(4.2.19)
< |W(kT,w) + 1] + |h((k — 1)T,w) + 1|
< 2e
Hence we have a generalised partial response target G = [g_n41,-..,gn] Of

length 2.

4.2.2 Media Noise

Having determined the strength of the clean signal, we must now determine
the relative strength of the media and electronics noise to determine the

correct noise mixture.

It should be noted that in current systems, media noise dominates electronics

noise [34].

With I given in the form (4.2.10) it is easy to compute Eg the energy of the

clean signal by computing the variance of I

Es = E[I}] — E[[})? (4.2.20)
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But E[[;]? is very easy to compute since E[z;] = 3

(4.2.21)

and we can compute E[[7] using E[z?] = 1 and E[z;z;] = 1 for i # j

()

=E Z Z gkgj$l—k$Z—j]
L J

k

_ Z Z 989 Elzi_nzi ) (4.2.22)

:%;g’%_;lzzgkgj

kE j#k

1
:i;gz+z;zgk9j
J

E[I}] =E

Therefore Fg is given by

1 ) (4.2.23)
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So now we have an expression for Eg which we can compute numerically (as

long as we choose N big enough).

1

Bs = ;[h(kT, w) — h((k —1)T,w)]? (4.2.24)

Note that this can also be thought of as }L of the total energy of a dibit

response

Now we know Eg, we can compute Eg, E; and Ey using equations (4.2.5).
All that remains is to derive equations for the variances of the random vari-

ables given the respective energies.

Total media noise can be expressed by removing the clean signal from the
noise signal (without white noise) - with a first-order Taylor expansion it can
then be expressed as a distinct sum of contributions from position jitter and

pulse jitter.

Ny = Z Yeh (KT + jr, w + wg) — Z yph(—kT, w)
oy 5 (4.2.26)
~ ; ?Jk&h(—kﬂ w) jr, + ; yk%h(—kT, w)wy,

Given that derivatives of h look like a longitudinal pulse - they quickly decay
to zero either side of the peak, we don’t need to worry about boundary

conditions when computing these sums. Now we can derive expressions for
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EJ and EW

2
0 . 0
Ey =E Z ykgh(_kTv w)]k + gykﬁ_wh(_kT’ w)wk]

2

d
Ey =E || ) s h(—kT, w)je| | +E

2
0
Xk: yka—wh(—kT, w)wk]

(4.2.27)

Computing these derivatives we find

) 2 4 2
> (Eh(—kT,w)> = h=— D k) (4.2.28)

k

3 (a%h(—kT, w))2 = by = SO T (4 99)

k k

We now have a complete system of equations to compute variances of the

three noise sources

0% = (1—a)Eglo~SNE/10 (4.2.30)
E
o) = 2Aah—f10—SNR/10 (4.2.31)
Eg

ol = 2(1 - )\)ah—lO_SNR/m (4.2.32)

w
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where h; is defined in (4.2.28), h,, defined in (4.2.29), Eg defined in (4.2.24).
At this point we have just computed variances for the jitter random variables.
If we want the jitter random variables to be normally distributed, we can just

generate Gaussian random variables with the variances computed in (4.2.31)

and (4.2.32)
j~N(0,05)  w~N(0,03) n~N(00%) (4.2.33)

We could also model jitter with uniform random variables. If we use a uni-
form distribution U(—a,a) whose probability density function is constant
over the interval [—a, +a] then the variance of this distribution is a?/3 and
we can generate uniformly distributed jitter random variables, along with

the Gaussian electronics noise, as follows

j~U(=V30,+V30)) w ~ U(=v3ow, +V30w) n ~ N(0,0%)
(4.2.34)

4.2.3 Isolated Transition - Error Function

The most common model for the isolated transition shape in perpendicular

recording is the error function [35].

2 z
erf(z) = —/ eV dt (4.2.35)
0
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Let h(t,w) denote the response to an isolated transition

t

h(t, w) = erf (—> (4.2.36)

w

We choose w such that the pulse width at the 50% point between the baseline

and the peak is t = T5y [36], as shown in figure 4.2.

1.0]

0.5

-0.5]

-1.0]

Figure 4.2: Measuring T5g.

Therefore we must solve

N

LT,
h(Tso, w) = erf ( 50) =05 (4.2.37)

w
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which has the solution

w ~ 1.048358 Ty, (4.2.38)

Hence we can express the isolated transition in terms of T5q as

t
Y G T 4.2.39
(t, Tso) =~ er (1.048358T50) ( |

4.2.4 Isolated Transition - Hyperbolic Tangent

Another common isolated transition in perpendicular recording is hyperbolic

tangent [33].
e —e*  e¥* -1

tanh(z) = Pl R (4.2.40)

Let h(t,w) denote the response to an isolated transition

h(t,w) = tanh (i) (4.2.41)

w

We choose w such that the pulse width at the 50% point between the baseline

and the peak is t = Tk, as shown in figure 4.2. Therefore we must solve

i
h(Ts0, w) = tanh <2 50) =05 (4.2.42)
w
which has the solution
1
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Hence we can express the isolated transition in terms of T5q as

t1
h(t, Tso) ~ tanh ( n3> (4.2.44)
T50



Chapter 5

Data Dependent Detectors

The magnetic channel noise model we discussed in the previous chapter de-

scribed a channel in which noise is both correlated and data dependent [24].
T = Zykh<lT_ KT + jis w 4 wi) + ny (5.0.1)
k

Regular Viterbi detectors [37] are only optimal when the noise is white Gaus-

sian, since they do not take into account correlations between noise samples.

Noise prediction [38,39] achieves improved performance by estimating the
current noise sample from the previous noise samples, then subtracting the
estimate from the actual noise sample, effectively whitening the noise by

removing the correlations.

In high density magnetic recording channels, data dependent media noise
exists [11,40] due to changing magnetic properties of the disk and the fluc-

tuations in the field gradient [26,41].

119
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Further improvements to the performance can be achieved by considering the
data dependence of the noise [11,42]. Data dependent detectors were first

proposed in [43,44] and later on was treated more generally in [45].

The aim of this chapter is to discuss various Viterbi detector implementations
which assume noise models that approximate the above general model, then
to minimise the Kullback-Leibler divergence [46] between the approximate
and ideal noise models to determine the noise model parameters and provide

simulation results to compare the various implementations.

The first implementation we shall consider assumes that the noise is auto-
regressive with correlation length L and data-independent, i.e. noise samples
are correlated with the previous L noise sample, but those correlations do

not depend on the original data.

5.1 Auto-Regressive Noise Viterbi Detector

Theorem 5.1.1. Suppose a binary sequence x € {0, 1}N which is encoded
with a non-recursive convolutional code describing inter-symbol interference

(ISI) with impulse response {go, ..., g1},

I
Yi = ng%—k (5.1.1)
k=0
is transmitted over an auto-regressive Gaussian noise channel,

=y + (5.1.2)
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where

L
n; = ow; + Z bini_y (5.1.3)
=1

and where w; ~ N(0,1). Then given the received sequence r € RY, the orig-
inal unencoded sequence z € {0, 1}N transmitted with maximum likelihood
is given by

2 = argmin {Z_ BMZ(Q)} (5.1.4)

ze{0,1}" | =0

where the branch metric BM;(n) is given by

BM;(n) = (nl — Z bﬂ%‘—l) (5.1.5)
=1

Proof. Since w; ~ N(0,1) are independent variables, we have the following

expression for the conditional probability of a given noise sequence

Rt 1 L ’
Pr(f | &) = H 277'0'2 exp _ﬁ <7’Lz — Z bmil> (516)
=0 =1

1=

From (1.2.5), in order to find the maximally likely sequence, we need to
determine
z = argmax {Pr(r | z)}
gE{O,l}N

= argmin {—2InPr(r | z)}

ze{0,1}

N-1 1 1 L 2
_ ind 21 =Sy
RO R (Y O o)
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Simplifying the logarithms and exponentials gives
N-1 1 L 2
I = argmin Z In270? + — | ni— Z bini_y (5.1.8)
ze{0, 1} | =0 g 1=1
which is equivalent to

N-1 L 2
I = argmin Z (nz — Z blni_l> (5.1.9)
=1

ze{0o,}V | =0

since the terms in ¢ are common to all paths and therefore don'’t effect the

argument of the minimisation. m

5.1.1 Computation of Noise Parameters

Suppose the noise source is unknown and has probability density function
P(n;). We need to choose parameters b such that (5.1.3) matches the un-
known noise model P(n;) as closely as possible. Therefore we need to choose

b such that Dy (P | P®) is minimal, where P(?) is given by (5.1.6).
By definition

) N

Dkr(P| PO) :/P( )In Pfo()(n) 1 1aln;C

N
n)ln P(n Hdnk—/P )In PO (n )Hdnk
k=1
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We obtain optimality when

0
%DKL(p | p(O)) =0 (5.1.11)
We can express P as
PO _ o~ Ikl BM; (5.1.12)

Therefore

B 0 e O

Al
= — - BMk dnl
; 39/ H (5.1.13)
==Y D BM(w)
k=1 —
9
= —N 5 Ep[BMi(n)]

Hence finding b is equivalent to E-branch metric minimisation.

From (5.1.5) we see the branch metric is given by

Setting the partial derivatives to zero shows that for m=1,...,L
10 -
0=——-——Ep[BM(n)] =E —m | e — D bunu—
29b,, Pl k()] P | Nk (nk 12:; 11k l>]
L

(5.1.15)

=Ep [nkfmnk] - Z bEp [nkfmnkfl]
I=1
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Hence
b=C'v (5.1.16)
where C is the correlation matrix *
[ Bl Epfuines] ... Eplneines))
C— ]EP[nk'anl] ]EP[T‘LZ_Q] cen EP[nk'anL] (5'1'17)
_Ep[nk,Lnk,l] Ep[ng_rng_o] ... Ep[ni ;]
and v is the vector i i
EP[nknkfl]
v= Eplni-s) (5.1.18)
_]EP [nknka]_

5.1.2 Simulation Results

The following plot shows the relative performance of a data independent

auto-regressive detector compared to a white noise detector.

The choice of target for the white noise detector was determined using the
minimum mean squared error (MMSE) criteria, whilst the target for the
auto-regressive detector was chosen as the best performing target obtained

from a target search.

!The proper calculation of C~! should be based on the singular value decomposition
(SVD) and generalised inverse.
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T50=1.4 WN=10% PosJ=81% PhaJ=9% Channel : 100000 sectors
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Figure 5.1: Comparison of white noise MMSE detector and data independent
auto-regressive detector.

5.1.3 Limitations

The branch metric for the data independent auto-regressive detector is given

by

I 2

=1
where

I
n;g=r;—Yy; =1 — ngxj_k (5.1.20)
k=0

Hence n; depends on {z;_s,...,z;} and BM, depends on {n;_r,...,n;}.

Therefore BM; depends on {x; ;_,...,z;}.
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The Viterbi detector therefore requires 2/+ states in order to keep track of

the I + L previous terms from the original sequence.

Note that this is 2* times more states than the equivalent white noise Viterbi
detector. Hence the size of the auto-regressive detector increases exponen-

tially with the correlation length L.

Also figure 5.1 shows that the performance gain relative to the 2! state white

noise detector is minimal.

5.1.4 Equivalence To White Noise Detector

Note that figure 5.1 suggests that data independent auto-regressive detectors
perform comparably to white noise detectors when optimal targets are chosen

for both detectors.

To understand this, let us rearrange the branch metric from (5.1.19)

I 2
BM; = | n; — Zblni—l>

(5.1.21)
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where

L
Ri=ri—>» briy=rx{l,-b}
= (5.1.22)

L
Yi=yi— > by =yx{l,—b} =z (g+{1,-0})
=1

Therefore data independent auto-regressive detectors with target length 741
and correlation length L are equivalent to white noise detectors with target
length [+ L+1 where the target is determined by the convolution g* {1, —b}
and the received signal is additionally equalised by applying a finite impulse

response filter with tap coefficients {1, —b}.

5.2 Data Dependent Auto-Regressive Noise

Viterbi Detector

A refinement to the auto-regressive model is to assume that in addition being
conditionally Gaussian and Markov, the noise correlations depend on the

original data [11].

Let zf = {xo,21,...,2;} represent a sub-sequence of the original data se-
quence. Note that we assume elements of the original data sequence are
independent identically distributed random variables taking values 0 and 1,

with probability %
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We define the sequence of noise signals {ng,ni,...n;} to be

L

ng = p(xi_p) + o(wi_p)w; + Z Ok (5 p )i (5.2.1)
k=1

where z!_;, is the data pattern and w; ~ N(0, 1) are independent identically
distributed standard Gaussian random variables.

Theorem 5.2.1. Suppose a binary sequence z € {0, 1}N which is encoded
with a non-recursive convolutional code describing inter-symbol interference

(IST) with impulse response {go, ..., g1},

I
Yi = ngxifk (5.2.2)
k=0

is transmitted over an auto-regressive Gaussian noise channel,

where n; is defined by (5.2.1) and where w; ~ N(0,1). Then given the
received sequence r € RY the original unencoded sequence & € {0, l}N

transmitted with maximum likelihood is given by

N-1
Z = argmin {Z BM;(x:_,), nﬁ_L)} (5.2.4)

ze{0,1}" | i=o

where the branch metric BM;(z!_,,n! ;) is given by

L 2
] (nz — Z bl(ngp)ni—l - N(ﬁD))
=1

) ) : 1
BM;(zi_p,nj_r) =In(o(zi_p)) +
o*(z;_p
(5.2.5)
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Proof. Using the fact that w; are independent normal variables, the condi-

tional probability of a given noise sequence is given by

. . 2

1 _202(;@7& (”i‘Zﬁ:l bk(xz_D)”ifk_ﬂ(mi_D)>
.

?

(5.2.6)
where we assumed that nj, = 0,2z, = 0 for £ < 0, see [11].
Taking the natural logarithm of (5.2.6) one finds that
2hn (Pl | ) = S BM(zi_p,ni_,). (5.2.7)
k=0

where

I 2
. . A 1 A ,
BM (x;_p,n;_p)=2In(o(x;_p)) + 702@1- ) <”z - E br(w;_p)ni—k — u(wﬁ_D)>
i—D k=1

(5.2.8)
is the branch metric of maximum likelihood detector matched to data depen-

dent auto-regressive noise (5.2.1) with Markov length L and data dependent
length M. ]

5.2.1 Computation of Noise Parameters

Suppose the noise source is unknown and has probability density function
P(n;). We need to choose parameters o, b, u such that (5.2.1) matches the
unknown noise model P(n;) as closely as possible. Therefore we need to

choose o, b, i such that

D (P | P) (5.2.9)
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is minimal, where P is given by (5.2.6).

By definition

Dgr(P| P9 = /P(ﬂ) In P];)O()%T)L Hdnk

:/ n)In P(n Hdnk - /P ) In PO (n) Hdnk
k=1 k=1
(5.2.10)
We obtain optimality when
LDKL(P | POY =0 (5.2.11)
d{o, b, u}
We can express P as
pO) _ o~ Tl BM; (5.2.12)
Therefore
0 al 0 N
— Dk (P| PO) = —/Pn In PO (n dn
ooy ) ,;0{0,9,#} e ) }1 '
N a N
= — P(n)BM(n dn
2 5057 ) PBMsl) [Ldm
Y9
= — Ep|BM,
2 Tl p M)
- O Ep(BM(w)
0{o,b,puy "

(5.2.13)

Hence finding o, b, i1 is equivalent to [E-branch metric minimisation.
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From (5.2.8) we see the branch metric is given by

BMy(n,p) = 2In(a(p)) + JQL(M (nk - Zbl(g)nk_l — u(}_?)) (5.2.14)

Hence the expected value of the branch metric is given by
1 2D+1_1
Ep[BMj(n)] = oD+1 > Ep[BMi(n,p) | pi = pl (5.2.15)

p=0

Therefore when we differentiate we find that

0 1 0
0 ooy ) P = 0 o )

Ep[BMi(n, p) | pr = 1
(5.2.16)

This allows us to calculate by, (p), o (p), u(p) for each pattern p independently.

Setting the partial derivative w.r.t. the data dependent mean to zero gives

0
ou(p)

Uzl(p ( Zbl M1 = ()) F ] (5.2.17)

_ ! (Ep [ng | pr = p| — Zbl(]_?)EP [t | ok =p] — M(E))

a?(p)

0=—2P

Ep[BM;(n))

Hence

\\Mh

p(p) =Epng | pp =

Then setting the partial derivatives w.r.t. by, (p) to zero shows that for m =
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... L
0=-20_9 g [BMy,(n)]
Ep |1 Zb ) | |
= Nk—m | Nk — Ng_; — PE =
2(p) " k 1(P)rg—i k=
1
Ep |[ng_mn =
O_Q(p)< [k —mni | Pk = D)
L
Y b()Ep [k—mnk—i | pr = 1) = WP)Ep [Np—m | P = P])
=1
) L
= 220 (EP (- | P = Z: PEp [ng—mnk—1 | pr = p]
L
Ep [ng | pr = 1l Z P)Ep [ng—1 | pr = ])Ep[nkm\pk=p]>
1
- 20) ((EP [nk—mnk | Pk = p] — Ep [ | bk = I Ep [Nk | Pr = D))
L
sz ) (Ep [nk—mnk—i | p = p] —Ep [ng—1 | px = p| Ep [nk—m | Pk —p])>
=1
1 L
= E _ = p)E =
20 < P [Me—mmk | Pk = ; P [Me—mMi—t | P = ])
(5.2.19)
where
Hence

b(p) = C(p)~"v(p) (5.2.21)
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where C(p) is the data dependent correlation matrix
Ep[ni_y | pr = p] Ep[e—1nk—2 [pe =p] ... Eplmk—1mk—1 | Pk = D)
Ep[nk—2mk—1 | px = p Ep[i_s | Pk = p] oo Ep[m—2mk—r | pr = p]
Clp) = . :
Ep[me-rm—1 |k =0 Eplmk—rm—2|pr=p] ... Epi_plpe=p] |
(5.2.22)
and v(p) is the data dependent vector
Ep[nenk-1 | pr. = p)
E ~2 | PE =D
o(p) = plwti-2 | pe =) (5.2.23)
| Ep[neni—r | pr = 1]
Finally set the partial derivative w.r.t. o(p) to zero
0=2" Ep[BM,
L (5.2.24)

a(p) o*(p)

_ LEP (nk = bi(p)—s — u(zg)) | Dk =p
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Hence

P)Ng—1 — Ep [y | pr = p]

o(p)’ =Ep (nk — Z bi(p)nr—1 — M(Jj)) | pr = p]
(nk - bilp)

L

— Zb,(g_))Ep [kt | P = p]) | px = p]

=1

—Ep (nk -y bl(E)nk—Z) | pr, = p] (5.2.25)

L
=Ep [n; | P =p] — 2 Z bi(p)Ep [mine—1 | pe = D

=1
L
2

=173

=Ep [ | pr = p] — 2b(p)"v(p) + b(p)" C(p)b(p)

Mh

bi(p)b;(P)Ep [Me—1mk—;j | P& = D)
1

Then using (5.2.21), we can eliminate b(p) to give

o(p)® =Ep [0 | px = p] = 2(C(p) " u(p) u(p) + (C(p) "u(p)) " CR)C(p) '2(p)
=Ep [} [ px = p] —20()"(C(p) ™) v(p) + v(p)" (CR) ™) u(p)
=Ep [ | pr = p] —v(p)"(CR) ™) u(p)
=Ep [0} | pu = p] —v(p)"C(p) " v(p)

(5.2.26)

since the correlation matrix C(p) is symmetric.
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5.2.2 Simulation Results

The following plot shows the relative performance of a data dependent auto-
regressive detector compared to a data independent auto-regressive detector

and a white noise detector.

The choice of target for the white noise detector was determined using the
minimum mean squared error (MMSE) criteria, whilst the target for the
auto-regressive detectors was chosen as the best performing target obtained

from a target search.

T50=1.4 WN=10% PosJ=81% PhaJ=9% Channel : 100000 sectors
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R56 State AR [1 3 3] L=3 D=5 Detector BER ¥
le—01 f=wig
E e
£ A
S
s =N,
e
¥
R
Tk TR
le-02 F e
F : MR
PR
] ) %
M le-03 e
S The
o
¥ %
le-04 [ e % e
¥
le-05 [
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
SNR (dB)

Figure 5.2: Comparison of white noise MMSE detector, data independent
auto-regressive detector and data dependent auto-regressive detector.
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5.2.3 Limitations

As per the data independent auto-regressive detector, the data dependent

2I+L

auto-regressive detector requires at least states.

But in addition, one can see from (5.2.8) that the data patterns used by the
branch metric depends on bits z!_; 5. Therefore the detector must have at
least 2117 states. Hence the data dependent auto-regressive detector requires

oLAmax{l,D} gtates.

Again we have the problem that complexity increases exponentially with the
correlation length, and pattern length (if sufficiently large). Also note that
the correlation coefficients must be stored for each data pattern, and selected

between in the implementation, thereby increasing complexity further.

However, the performance gain using data dependent auto-regressive detec-
tors in compelling. Therefore a trade-off must be achieved between complex-

ity and performance.

One trivial suboptimal approach to the problem was proposed in [44]. The
idea is to approximate data dependent noise model parameters (L, D) with
data dependent noise model with parameters (L', D’) such that L' + D’ <

L+ D.

Unfortunately, this approach does not always solve the problem of complexity
as numerical experiments show a sharp decline in performance as L+ D in the
model used to describe noise signals falls below a certain threshold value. For
perpendicular channel these threshold values turn out to be L+ D = 7, which

means that the corresponding data dependent detector is still impractical.
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The following plot shows the relative performance of a data dependent auto-
regressive detector with L = 3 and D = 5 compared to a simplified data

dependent auto-regressive detector with L =2 and D = 2.

T50=1.4 WN=10% PosJ=81% PhaJ=9% Channel : 100000 sectors
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Figure 5.3: Comparison of data dependent auto-regressive detectors with
different parameters.

5.3 Block Diagonal Detectors

In order to avoid increasing the number of states, we must ensure the branch
metric does not depend on noise estimates from before the current block.
The simplest way of achieving this is to neglect inter-block correlations in a
high radix Viterbi detector altogether. Mathematically, this corresponds to

approximating banded variance matrix of noise signal with a block-diagonal
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one. If detector’s radix is sufficiently high, the relative contribution of inter-
block correlations is small compared with in-block correlations. As a result,
the performance of block diagonal detectors approach optimal in the limit of
large block sizes. Unfortunately, the rate of convergence is very slow and even
radix-64 block-diagonal detector was outperformed significantly by optimal

detectors in our numerical simulations.
This approach was originally considered by Altekar and Wolf [43].

The simplest question to ask is: what is the best approximation of the noise
statistics with block diagonal statistics? To avoid cluttered notations we will
present the derivation of the answer for a particular case of data-independent
stationary correlated Gaussian noise and just state the generalization to data

dependent case.

Let C~! be the infinite Toeplitz variance matrix of linear correlated noise.
Let C;l be the B x B variance matrix of block diagonal approximation of
this variance matrix, where B is the block size. Here C is the correlation
matrix of noisy signal, Cp - B x B correlation matrix corresponding to a
block of a block-diagonal approximation. The problem is to find C5' given

c L

1=00
1=—00"

Consider the string of noise samples n = n; where in order to avoid
ill-defined expressions we assume that only finitely many n;’s are non-zero.
The probability density of this string is

1 —Lm,c1n)
P(n) = e T, (5.3.1)
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where Z is a normalization constant.

The probability density of the same string in block-diagonal approximation

18

“1in EZF)B Lo 51;1)3 n 539
H det V)< (5:32)

i=—00

The block diagonal distribution Pg which is the closest to P in information-

theoretic sense is the one for which the relative entropy

Dici[P | Ps)(V, Vi) / Hdnz n)In ( 15; (é))) (5.3.3)

is minimal. For such a distribution,

0

0= —Dgr|P| Ps|(V,VB) = — dn,— 5.3.4
vy PrlP | Vv = = [Tlang 52 G
Using (5.3.2) one can re-write the extremum condition as follows:

(ninj)p = In(det(C3")), 1<i,j < B. (5.3.5)

OV ij

Here (...)p denotes averaging with respect to probability density P. As a
consequence of Krammer’s rule, the r. h. s. of (5.3.5) is just E;l = Cgp.
The 1. h. s. of (5.3.5) is the exact B x B correlation matrix of distribution
P. We therefore arrive at an intuitively pleasing result that block-diagonal

distribution which is the closest to a given distribution P is characterized by
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the variance matrix
Vy=C3, (5.3.6)

where Cpg is the exact B x B correlation matrix of the distribution we are
trying to approximate. Note that Gaussianity of P didn’t play any role in

our derivation.

The generalization of (5.3.6) to data dependent case is straightforward: vari-

ance matrix conditioned on a particular data sequence within a block is

—1
Vy o129, 5= (E(nm] | £, 29, ... ,;UB)) , (5.3.7)

where the expression in the r. h. s. of (5.3.7) is correlation function
of the distribution we are approximating conditioned on the data-sequence

r1,T2,...,TRB.

The expression for the branch metric of block-diagonal maximum likelihood

detector is obtained by taking the natural logarithm of distribution (5.3.2):
—21In Pg(n) = Z BM;(nig, Mip+1s - - - N(i41)B-1): (5.3.8)

where
BM;(niB,MiB+1 - - - Nit1)B—1) = (nggl)'B_l, C;lnggl)'B_l) (5.3.9)

is the weight of the path consisting of B branches belonging to the ¢’th block.



CHAPTER 5. DATA DEPENDENT DETECTORS 141

5.3.1 Simulation Results

The following plot shows the relative performance of a data independent

block diagonal detector compared to a white noise detector.

The choice of target for the white noise detector was determined using the
minimum mean squared error (MMSE) criteria, whilst the target for the
block diagonal detectors was chosen as the best performing target obtained

from a target search.
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Figure 5.4: Comparison of white noise MMSE detector and block diagonal
detector and data dependent auto-regressive detector.
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5.3.2 Limitations

Block diagonal detectors only require the same 27 states as white noise de-
tectors, however the loss of performance due to neglecting the inter-block

correlations make such detectors a poor compromise.

An improved block diagonal detector with noise prediction is described in [6].

5.4 Data Dependent Noise Predictive Detec-

tor

In the auto-regressive detectors described above, any data bit referenced in

the branch metric can be determined exactly from the state and transition.

Noise predictive detectors aim to reduce the number of states by estimat-
ing previous data bits rather than determining them exactly from the state

information.

This can be achieved by performing a local traceback along the surviving
path to the current state. The local traceback is performed in exactly the
same way as the global traceback, using the survivor decisions stored from

previous time steps.

In particular fix the number of states to 2!, where I < L + D is the ISI
length. Then each branch has only the I + 1 latest data bits available, but
the branch metric requires knowledge of the latest L + D + 1 bits. Therefore

the previous L + D — I bits must be obtained by local traceback.
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Note that local traceback is sub-optimal since we only consider the path

2L+D=I _ 1 contenders.

specified by the local traceback, and ignore the other

Figure 5.5: Local traceback of single data bit xy_x_1.

5.4.1 Simulation Results

The following plot shows the relative performance of a data dependent noise
predictive detector compared to a data dependent auto-regressive detector

and a white noise detector.

The choice of target for the white noise detector was determined using the
minimum mean squared error (MMSE) criteria, whilst the target for the data
dependent detectors was chosen as the best performing target obtained from

a target search.
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Figure 5.6: Comparison of white noise MMSE detector, data dependent auto-
regressive detector and data dependent noise predictive detector.

5.4.2 Limitations

DDNP detectors only require the same 2! states as white noise detectors,
and therefore solve the problem of exponentially increasing complexity with

increasing correlation length.

Unfortunately, the local traceback cannot occur until the previous decisions

at each state have been made, since the pattern depends on this decision.

This makes implementation impractically slow as this dependence results in
a long feedback loop. Feedback loops preclude the possibility of pipelining,

therefore any logic contained within the feedback loop must be implemented
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in a single cycle. The increased complexity of the feedback loop therefore

reduces throughput.

5.4.3 Reduced State ISI Predictive Detectors

The idea of using local traceback to compensate for insufficiently large num-
ber of states in the trellis, can be extended beyond predicting states for noise
prediction to include state information for ISI prediction using the same

technique.

In the following example, a 4-state white noise MMSE detector is outper-
formed by an 8-state white noise MMSE detector. However, the 4-state
white noise detector with a single step local traceback almost matches the
performance of the standard detector with twice the number of states.

T50=1.4 WN=10% PosJ=81% PhaJ=9% Channel : 100000 sectors
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le—01 4 State ISI Predictive White Noise [10 10 2 -1] Detector BER - %

F e

e SN
K
T
T
Koo
e
T

le-02 | e

F : *Keos -

S
R
] %
m le-03
7.}\
E
N
le-04 | *
e

le-05 |

8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

SNR (dB)

Figure 5.7: Comparison of 4 and 8 state white noise MMSE detectors against
a 4 state ISI predictive white noise detector.
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5.5 Double Detectors

We have seen that data dependent noise predictive detectors with the same
number of states as a white noise detector, perform comparably to data

dependent auto-regressive detectors with 2°7P~! times more states.

However, data dependent noise predictive detectors contain a long feedback
path between the add compare select unit and the branch metric unit.

Received Signal

Branch Metric Unit

Branch Metrics Path Metrics

o

Add Compare Select Unit

I

Survivor Information

Traceback Unit

DDNP Detector

Estimated Original Data

Figure 5.8: DDNP detector showing long noise predictive loop between ACS
and BMU.

Therefore to make their implementation practical, the feedback path between

the add-compare-select and the local traceback must be eliminated.

The idea of the double detector is to provide an estimate of the missing data

bits without performing local traceback by using a pre-detector before the
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main detector [1,4].

The pre—detector performs preliminary sequence detection using a simplified
branch metric, and feeds these decisions to the main detector, which can then

perform a more accurate detection using the more advanced branch metric.

For example, suppose that we would like to compute the branch metric of
the branch x;_4x;_sx;_sx;_1x; of the main detector. Assuming that [ = 4
and L = 4, we also need to know bits z;_gx;_7x;_¢r;_5 to perform this
computation. These can be obtained by a 4-step local trace-back on the

trellis of the two-state pre-detector starting from state x; 4 at time i — 4.

Received Signal
@
Branch Metric Unit 3 : Branch Metric Unit
Path Metrics Branch Metrics ‘ : Branch Metrics Path Metrics
Add Compare Select Unit ; 3 Add Compare Select Unit
Survivor Information : 3 Survivor Information
Traceback Unit
Pre-Detector Main Detector

Estimated Original Data

Figure 5.9: Double detector replaces noise predictive loop with survivor in-
formation from pre-detector.

Simulation results show that the double detector perform close to DDNP
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detectors, which in turn perform close to the optimal data dependent auto-
regressive detectors, but without the complexity limitation of the auto-regressive
detector, or the implementation issues due to the long feedback path of the

DDNP detector.

Note that we can employ more than just a single pre-detector. Multiple de-
tectors can be connected with the survivor information feeding the branch
metric unit on the next detector, thus providing increasingly accurate sur-

vivor information for the final main detector.

5.5.1 Simulation Results

The following plot shows the relative performance of a double detector detec-
tor compared to a data dependent auto-regressive detector, a data dependent

noise predictive detector and a white noise detector.

The choice of target for the white noise detector was determined using the
minimum mean squared error (MMSE) criteria, whilst the target for the data
dependent detectors was chosen as the best performing target obtained from

a target search.
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Figure 5.10: Comparison of white noise MMSE detector, data dependent
auto-regressive detector, data dependent noise predictive detector and double
detector.



Chapter 6

Cost Function

In this chapter we introduce a method of accurately estimating the bit error
rate of a maximum likelihood detector with specified parameters (such as
equaliser coefficients and ISI target), from only the statistics of the received

signal.

Such an estimate is important, as it provides a theoretic means of determining
the optimal parameters for the detector, without the need for numerical

simulation.

In this chapter we shall only consider the problem of choosing the optimal
ISI target for a white noise detector. However this approach can be extended
to more complex detectors which require computation of other parameters,
such as the noise predictive finite impulse response filter coefficients in auto-

regressive detectors.

150
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6.1 Choosing ISI target and equaliser coeffi-

cients

Ideally, we aim to choose ISI target and equaliser coefficients which minimise
the BER. However this can only be achieved by numerical simulation over a
large search space. Therefore we use alternative criteria based on statistics
of the noise, which allow us to choose the parameters without the need for

numerical simulation.

The first minimisation criteria we shall consider is minimising the power of
the noise relative to the power of the signal, i.e. maximising the signal to

noise ratio (SNR).

However, we shall find that a second criteria which minimises the noise
strength without regard to the power of the signal, but instead subject to a
monic constraint, significantly outperforms maximising SNR. This criteria is

referred to as minimum mean squared error criteria (MMSE) [47].

We shall investigate why MMSE outperforms maximising SNR, and show

that MMSE is equivalent to whitening the noise.

Finally we shall introduce an estimate for BER from the statistics of the
noise, and use this criteria to find the optimal parameters, and show that

this approach outperforms MMSE.
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6.1.1 Maximum SNR Criteria

Before we decode the received signal using the Viterbi algorithm, we equalise
the signal to a specific ISI target using a finite impulse response filter. We
therefore need to choose an ISI target and equaliser coefficients which give

maximum performance after the Viterbi.

Suppose the ISI target has K coefficients, where K is the constraint length,
the equaliser has 27 + 1 taps and the original data z; € {£1}. We choose

the ISI target coefficients g, and the equaliser coefficients f,, such that the
SNR is maximised, where SNR is defined by

K-1 2
E (Z gil"t—z)
i=0

K-1 T 2
E <Z Gi%Ti—;i — Z fj7“tj>
i=0

j=-T

Note that if all coefficients g; and f; are scaled by some fixed constant, then
the SNR remains unchanged. Therefore maximising the SNR is equivalent

to minimising the denominator subject to the constraint

K—-1
Y g=1 (6.1.2)
i=0

since

1 ifi=0
E [xtl't,i] = (613)

0 otherwise

Introducing a Lagrange multiplier A for the constraint, we need to minimise
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the function

(g>f >\ <Z 9iTt—i — Z f]’f’t ]> - A (Z gZQ — 1) (614)

j=-T

Taking partial derivatives with respect to each ISI target coefficient g, and

filter coefficient f,

BN = Z g; —1
i=0

K—1

S_RZQE ( Gili_i — ij'rtj)xt k]—2/\gk fork=0,..., K -1
Gk i=0 ]_7T
K—1
gf:—QE (Zgztz Zf]rt J> ] forn=-T,...,T
n =0 j==T

(6.1.5)

At the minimum, the partial derivatives % = % = BGTR = 0, therefore we

must simultaneously solve

K-1

> gi=1

=0
K-1 T
> 9B [weimi] = Agp =Y fB[rjzis] fork=0,...,K—1 (6.1.)
i=0 =T

Z GE [xy_iri_y) = Z FiE [re—jri—n) forn=-T,...,T

i=0 j=-T
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which we can rewrite as

K1
d g=1
i=0
K1 T
ZXk,igi—)\ng Z Viefj fork=0,...,K—1
i=0 p—
K-1 T
Zvn,igi: Z Cn;f; forn=-T,..T
i=0 j=—T

where
Xk,i =E [xtfzwtfk]

Vn,i =E [xtfirtfn]
Cn,j =EK [thjrtfn]

Moreover, we can express (6.1.7) in matrix form as

where

X:{0,..., K1} x{0,....,K —1} >R
Vi {-T,. .. T}x{0,....K—1} - R
C:{-T,...T}x{-T,....T} =R
1:{0,....K -1} x{0,.... K -1} =R

from which we can eliminate f = CflVg giving

(X-VICT'V-A)g=0
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(6.1.7)

(6.1.8)

(6.1.9)

(6.1.10)

(6.1.11)
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Solutions to (6.1.11) are therefore given by the eigenvectors of matrix X —
VIC~ V. We can determine the value of the noise function (6.1.4) at a

solution g to be

R=g"Xg—-2f"Vg+ f'Cf
=g"Xg—-2(C'Vg)"Vg+ (C'Vg)"'C(C'Vy)
= gTXg — ZQTVTC_ITVQ + QTVTC_ITCC_IVQ

_ gTXg _gTVTC—lTVg

— ¢ (X - VTC—ITV)Q (6.1.12)
=g (X-V'C'V)g since CT = C

= gT(/\I)g

=gy

=

which is the eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenvector g. Hence the global
minimum is given by the eigenvector corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue

of the matrix X — VIC~1V.

6.1.2 Minimum Mean Squared Error Criteria

Let us choose as the minimisation criteria, to minimise the noise energy

K—1 T 2
=0

j=-T
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subject to the constraint gy = 1. Therefore we need to minimise the function

T 2
(2 i - (xt—'— Zgzxt i Z ijt—j> (6114)

j=—T

Taking partial derivatives with respect to each ISI target coefficient g, and

filter coefficient f,

OR _ d
(9g <xt + Z GiTi_i — Z fjrt_j) xt_k] fork=1,..., K -1
k _
j=-T
OR = a
W = -2E (l’t + Z 9ily—; — Z fjrtj> Ttn] for n = —T, Ce ,T
" i=1 j=-T
(6.1.15)

At the minimum, the partial derivatives g—ng = gTR = 0, therefore we must

simultaneously solve

K-1

T
E [-Ttxt—k] + Z glE [xt—ixt—k] = Z f]E [rt_jxt_k] for k = 1, N K-1
1=1 j:—T
K-1

E [zri_) + Z GilE [xy_iri_y) Z FiE [rejrin] forn=-T,....T
i=1 j=—T

(6.1.16)

which we can rewrite as

K-1

T
vht Y Xpigi= Y Viefy fork=1.. K-1

i=1 j=-T

. (6.1.17)
Uy, + Z Vn,zgz = Z Cn,jfj for n = —T, Ce ,T
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where

x = E [xpm_g]
vy = E [z4r_p)
Xk,i =K [xtfiztfk]
Vi = E 2]
Chj=E[rijrin]

Moreover, we can express (6.1.17) in matrix form as

z+Xg=V'f

v+Vg=Cf

where
AL, K—-1} =R

|8

v:A{-T,...., T} = R
X:A{l,....K—-1}x{1,..., K—-1} =R
V[T, . Tyx{l,... ., K—-1} R
C:{-T,....T} x{-T,...,T} - R

from which we can eliminate f = C~'(v + Vyg) giving

z+Xg=V'C(v+Vy)

(X-VIC'V)g=V'Clv—z

g=X-VvicV)(VICu )
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(6.1.18)

(6.1.19)

(6.1.20)

(6.1.21)
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Therefore we can determine the equaliser coefficients and ISI target as follows

f=Cu+ VX -VICTV)(VICy ~z))
- (6.1.22)
= (X -vic*v)y"{vic Tty —z)

S

6.1.3 Noise Spectra

The following plots show for various noise models, the noise spectrum of the
unequalised received signal and the noise equalised to targets selected by

maximum SNR and MMSE criterion.

Before considering a realistic channel, consider the ideal [1 3 3 1] ISI channel

with only additive white Gaussian noise.

1 T ™ T —F ~¥ T = =T T

Normalised Magnitude
© © o o o o o o
N w » (6)] o ~ o] [{e)
T T T T T T T T
| | | | | | | |

©
N
T
I

| | |
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Normalised Frequency

o
o

Figure 6.1: Spectrum of unequalised received signal for [1 3 3 1] AWGN
channel.
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Figure 6.2: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1 2.1 2.1 1] as
chosen by SNR criteria for [1 3 3 1] AWGN channel.

Note that the spectrum of the received signal equalised to the target as chosen
by the minimum SNR criteria shows the noise is not white, but strongly
correlated. A white noise detector is only optimal for white noise, therefore

the above spectrum may explain the poor performance of this target (see

table 6.1).
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Figure 6.3: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1 1.1 0.6 0.1] as
chosen by MMSE criteria for [1 3 3 1] AWGN channel.
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The following table shows that the MMSE criteria chooses a target which
performs almost as well as the ideal target for this trivial channel, but the
coefficients of the target differ significantly. Also the maximum SNR criteria
demonstrably increases the SNR after the equaliser, but this actually yields

poor performance.

’ Criteria \ Target \ Experimental SNR \ BER ‘
Ideal [1331] 125 dB | 2.84 x 107
SNR [12.12.11] 15.3 dB | 6.98 x 103
MMSE | [1 1.1 0.6 0.1] 12.7dB | 2.89 x 1073

Table 6.1: Comparison of performance at 12.5 dB for [1 3 3 1] AWGN channel.

Next consider a realistic channel as described in (4.1.1) with 70% media
noise, where the media noise consists of 100% position jitter, and the error

function describes the isolated transitions.

1

0.9 b,
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Figure 6.4: Spectrum of unequalised received signal for 70% position jitter
erf channel.
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Figure 6.5: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 2.21 2.21
1.00] as chosen by SNR criteria for 70% position jitter erf channel.
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Figure 6.6: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 0.97 0.32
-0.04] as chosen by MMSE criteria for 70% position jitter erf channel.

Again for the realistic channel, the maximum SNR criteria achieves the high-
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est SNR, but MMSE achieves better performance.

’ Criteria ‘ Target ‘ Experimental SNR ‘ BER ‘
SNR [1.00 2.21 2.21 1.00] 14.5 dB | 2.23 x 1072
MMSE | [1.00 0.97 0.32 -0.04] 11.8dB | 6.98 x 1073

Table 6.2: Comparison of performance at 14.0 dB for 70% position jitter erf
channel.

Next consider a jitter dominated channel as described in (4.1.1) with 90%
media noise, where the media noise consists of 90% position jitter and 10%

phase jitter, and the error function describes the isolated transitions.
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Figure 6.7: Spectrum of unequalised received signal for 90% media noise 90%
position jitter erf channel.
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Normalised Magnitude
© o o o o o o o
N w N (6] ()] ~ oo (o]
T T T T T T T T
| | | | | | | |

©
=
T
I

| | |
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Normalised Frequency

o

o

Figure 6.8: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 2.23 2.22
0.98] as chosen by SNR criteria for 90% media noise 90% position jitter erf
channel.
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Figure 6.9: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 0.87 0.15
-0.07] as chosen by MMSE criteria for 90% media noise 90% position jitter
erf channel.
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The following plot shows the relative performance of the targets chosen by

the maximum SNR and MMSE criteria.

T50=1.4 WN=10% PosJ=81l% PhaJ=9% Erf Channel : White Noise Detector : 100000 sectors

n T L
Tl Ll rlinimise SNR ———+——-
- MMS!

le-01 F : S

le-02 |

BER
¥

1le-03 |

le-04 |

le-05
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

SNR (dB)

Figure 6.10: Comparison of performance for 90% media noise 90% position
jitter erf channel.

Finally consider a channel with the same parameters as above, but which

uses hyperbolic tangent to describe the isolated transitions.
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Figure 6.11: Spectrum of unequalised received signal for 90% media noise
90% position jitter tanh channel.
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Figure 6.12: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 2.19 2.18
0.98] as chosen by SNR criteria for 90% media noise 90% position jitter tanh
channel.
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Figure 6.13: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 0.81 0.09
-0.03] as chosen by MMSE criteria for 90% media noise 90% position jitter
tanh channel.
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‘ Criteria ‘ Target ‘ Experimental SNR ‘ BER ‘
SNR [1.00 2.19 2.18 0.98] 14.8 dB | 1.99 x 102
MMSE | [1.00 0.81 0.09 -0.03] 12.3dB | 1.68 x 1073

Table 6.3: Comparison of performance at 14.0 dB for 90% media noise 90%
position jitter tanh channel.

Note that the spectra for the targets chosen by MMSE are all flat, indicating

a whitening of the signal.

6.1.4 MMSE Equivalence to Whitening Noise

Suppose we have an equaliser and target of infinite length and we choose the
filter and target coefficients to minimise the noise energy, E[n?], subject to

the constraint go = 1 [47], where

ng = Zgixt—i - Z Jiti—j (6.1.23)
i=0

j=—o0

Since we have chosen the filter and target coefficients to minimise the noise

energy, we have
0
a—E[nﬂ:O for k>0
g’“ (6.1.24)
8_an nf] =0 foralln

Let us now consider the correlations between the noise n; and the coefficients

gk, fn by differentiating E [n?].

0= %ai]E [nf] =E [nt%] =E[nxy_y| for k>0
Tk (6.1.25)

0= _éf)_an [nﬂ S ) [nt—] =E[mr,,] foralln
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Therefore if we consider the correlations between noise samples n; and n;_y,

for k£ > 0 then

E [nni—i] = E |ny (Z Gili—f—i — Z ijt—k—j>]
=0 j=—00
=S 9B — S [E[nrei ] (6.1.26)
i=0 J—

=0

Hence minimising the noise energy is equivalent to whitening the noise. This
can be confirmed by observing the spectrum of the noise. Note how using the
MMSE criteria results in a flat spectrum 6.3, 6.6, 6.9, 6.13, in comparison

with the maximum SNR criteria 6.2, 6.5, 6.8, 6.12.

6.1.5 Minimise Bit Error Rate Criteria

In this section, we aim to create an accurate estimate of the BER based
only on the statistics of the received signal and the coefficients of the target
polynomial. We can then use this estimate as part of a steepest descent

algorithm to find the target coefficients which minimise BER.

The BER is defined as

N-1
1 .
BER = ;_0 P(&; # ;) (6.1.27)

where z; are the original data, and z; are the estimates provided by the

Viterbi detector. Assuming translational invariance of the channel, P(z; #
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z;) = P(Z; # x;), therefore we can restrict ourselves to considerations at a
specific time 1.

Fix the original and received signals by conditioning over all possible original

sequences, x, and received signals, 7.

BER =Y P(& #a; | z,r)P(z,r) (6.1.29)

z,r

The estimates 2 provided by the Viterbi detector correspond to the path
taken by the shortest path through the trellis. Therefore an error occurs at
time ¢ if and only if the i-th bit of the shortest path differs from the original

data.

Pl Ao o)=Y P(PM(P):;nég{PM(J%)}!Lf)
{PeP|PD#z; } ]

= > P(PM(P)<PM(P).VP,€P|zr)
{PeP|P® sz, }
(6.1.30)

where P is the set of all paths and P® refers to the value of the i-th bit of
the path P. Separating the event when P is the correct path through the

trellis x we find that

P(#; £ |zr)= ) P(PM(P)<PM(z)|zr)x
{PeP|PO#2; }

P(PM(P) < PM(P;),VP; #z | PM(P) < PM(z),z,r)
(6.1.31)

Note that the event {PM(P) < PM(P;),VP; # x | PM(P) < PM(x),z,r} does
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not occur if and only if there exists some j such that

PM(P;) < PM(P) < PM(z) (6.1.32)

This implies there exists at least two paths through the trellis with path
metric lower than the path metric of the correct path. As the SNR increases,
the probability of multiple paths having a greater likelihood than the correct
path decreases. In particular in the absence of noise, the probability of paths

having path metric less than that of the correct path is zero, consequently

im  P(PM(P) < PM(F)),vF; # x| PM(P) < PM(z),2,1) =1
(6.1.33)
Therefore we can use the following bound for BER, which is a tight bound
for high SNR.

P(i; £z |zr) < Y, P(PM(P) < PM(z)|z1)
{P€P|P(i)7éxi}

(6.1.34)

Since we have assumed the channel is translationally invariant, instead of
considering every path P € P that differs from the correct path at time ¢,
we can consider all paths which re-converge with the correct path x at a

specified time, say t.

In the original formulation, a divergent path that re-converges at time t
and contains multiple errors, will be offset to each position where an error
occurs, and each such offset will contribute separately to the summation. In

our reformulation, we count each path exactly once, and weight that path by
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the number of positions where PUY) # x;j. Therefore

P(Z; # x| z,1) < > W(P)P(PM(P) < PM(z) | z,1)
{PEP|P(j):1‘j for 7 > t}
b7z
(6.1.35)

where W (P) = |{j | PV # x;}| is the weight of the path.

For numerical computation, we require a finite sum approximation to the
above infinite sum. We choose to limit the number of paths considered to
those which diverge for less than a fixed number of steps. Therefore we have

the following approximation

P(2; # i | z,7)

~ 3 W(P)P(PM(P) < PM(z) | z,r)
{pep|P(j):a:j for j <t—Landj> t}
Pz
(6.1.36)

This will be a good approximation since the nature of the Viterbi algorithm
is for paths to re-converge with high probability after relatively few time

steps.

Let us now fix the original data and received signal, and consider for each
path P the probability P(PM(P) < PM(x)). Let PM;jeqy = PM(z) be
the path metric corresponding to the ideal path through the trellis, and let
PM,,.., be the path metric corresponding to the path through the trellis

caused by an error event, which re-converges with the ideal path at time t.
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Output 0 —— Maximum Likelihood Path

""" Output 1 Error Event

Figure 6.14: 4 state trellis showing maximum likelihood path and error event.

Note that the length of the divergence between the ideal and the error path
is K + L — 1, where K is the constraint length and L is the length of the

error event.

The error path will be chosen instead of the correct path if

PMeTTOT < PMactual (6137)

We need to estimate the probability

]P(PMerror < PMactual) = P(PMerror - PMactual < 0) (6138)

Therefore we must consider the path metric difference
PMer’/‘or - PMactual = Z (yz - VVZ)2 - Z (yz - -[z)2 (6139)

i=—00 i=—00

where y; are the equalised received signals, I; are the ideal branch labels and
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W; are the branch labels corresponding to the error event path. Then

PMerror - PMactual - Z VV7;2 - I7,2 - Q(WZ - Il)yz

1=—00

t
= > W= -2Wi—ILy
i=t—K—L+2
K—L+2

= Z Wt2—i - ]tg—i —2(Wi—i — Lii)y—i
i=0

(6.1.40)

K—L+2

= Z Bi — 20y
i=0

since W; = [; for i > t and i <t — K — L + 2 (recalling the length of the
divergence is K + L — 1), where a; = W;_; — I, ; and 3; = W2, — 2, =

(Wi = L) (Wi + 1 —5).

Note that «; and 3; depend only on the original data and the target coef-
ficients, therefore if we make the pattern sufficiently long, we may consider
these values as constants for a particular pattern. Since W; depends on K
bits of the original data, we require a total pattern length of 2K + L — 2 to
cover the whole error event.

Example 6.1.1 (1-bit error event). Let us consider the example of a 1-bit
error event (L = 1) on a 4-state detector (K = 3). The path corresponding
to the error event diverges from the correct path when the error occurs, and

re-converges 3 steps later, say at time ¢ at state x;_1, x.

The paths therefore diverged from state x; 4,7, 3 with the correct path
passing through states x;_3,x;_o and x;_s, x;_1, whilst the error path passes

through states x;_3,7%;_2 and T; 3, x4_1.
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Therefore we can calculate the branch labels corresponding the the actual

and error paths (note that we are assuming z; € {£1}, therefore 7; = —x;)

I = goxy + G141 + GoTp—o Wi = goxs + g17e—1 — §2T4—2
Ii 1 = gowi1 + G1Te—2 + gaTi—3 W1 = GoTi—1 — G1%T¢—2 + GoT—3

I o = goTi—o + 1xi—3 + goTe—a Wig = —GgoZi—2 + 1T1—3 + GoTt—4
(6.1.41)

Hence the path metric differences and sums are given by

Wy — 1 = —2g2749 Wi+ I = 2(goxt + g104-1)
Wiy — L1 = 21209 Wiy + Ly = 2(gowi—1 + g2x4—3) (6.1.42)

Wiig — Ii_9 = =2goxi—0 Wi_o + L9 = 2(12¢—3 + g2%1_4)

From the above, we can compute «; and 3; for any pattern. For example,

consider the alternating pattern {x; 4,z 3,2 92,24 1,2,y = {1,—1,1,—1,1}

ag = —2g2 By = —4g2(g0 + g1)
o = —291 ﬂl = —491(—90 + —92) (6143)

as = —2g9 [2=—4go(—ag1 + 92)

Referring back to (6.1.40), we see that the path metric difference is a linear
combination of conditionally Gaussian random variables, therefore the path
metric difference is also conditionally Gaussian. This implies that for a given

pattern & = Ty ok 143, .., Tt

PMerror - PMactual ~ N([I/, 0'2) (6144)
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where the mean and variance are trivially given by

1t =E[PMeror — PMactual)
(6.1.45)

02 = Var [PMerror - PMactual]

Therefore if we subtract the mean and normalise

PMET"I‘O’I‘ - PMactual —E [PMerror - PMactual]
v/ Var [PMeyror — PMactuall

~ N(0,1) (6.1.46)

which allows us to express the probability of this particular error event, for

a given pattern, as

P(PMerror < PMactual | i)

= P(PMerror - PMactual <0 ‘ @)

P PMerror - PMactual —E [PMerror - PMactual]
\/V&I' [PMerror - PMactual] (6147)

< E [PMerror - PMactual] |
— T
\/Var [PMerror - PMactual] B

1 E [PMerror - PMactual]
= — eric
2 \/Var [PMerror - PMactual]

We can then average over all patterns to get an estimate of the BER for this

particular error event.

]P)(PMerror < PMactual) - Z ]P)<PMerror < PMactual | &) (6148)

le{il}2K+L72

In order to compute the above, we need to determine E [P M,or — P M etual

and Var [PMeror — PMyctua]. We will show that these can be determined
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directly from the statistics of the noise.

Firstly, let us consider the mean of the path metric difference. We can express

this expectation in terms of the statistics of the equalised received signal y;

E [PMerror - PMactual] =K

K—-L+2
Z Bi — 2%%—1‘]

1=0
K—L+2

= Z Bi — 204K [yt—i]

=0

(6.1.49)

Secondly, let us consider the variance of the path metric difference. This

requires the calculation of the square of the path metric difference

(PMermr - PMactual)2

K—L+2 2
= ( Z Bi — 2aiyti>
=0

K—L+2 K—L+2
= Z(; ZO: (ﬁl - 2aiyt*i)(ﬁ]' - 2ajyt*j) (6150)
i= j=

K—-L+2 K—L+2

= Z Z BilB; — 206 85Yi—i — 20, Biyp—; + 400y —iYe—;
i=0  j=0
K—L+42 K—L+2

= Z Z BiBj — 40 fByi—i + 400Gy iy

i=0  j=0

Therefore the variance can be determined from the square of the expectation
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of the path metric difference

]E2 [PMerror - PMactual]

K—L+2 2
= ( Z B — 204 [?/t—i])
i=0
K—L+2 K—L+2

= Z Z Bif; — 20, 55E [ye—i] — 20 BE [y—;] + 4oy E [y, ] E [y, 5]
i—0  j—0

K—L+2 K—L+2

= > > BB — 4iBiE [yri] + d0iE [y E [yr—]
i=0 =0

(6.1.51)

and the expectation of the squared path metric difference

E [(PMerror - PMactual)Q]

K—-L+2 K—-L+2

=E| > Y B dafy + Ay iy (6.1.52)
i—0  j—=0

K—-L+2 K—L+2

= Z Z BiB; — 4 BE [yi—i] + 4o E [yi—iye—j]

i=0  j=0

which gives the following expression for the variance

Var [PMerror - PMactual]

=E [(PMerror — PMactual)ﬂ — E2 [PMerror — PMactual]
K—L+2 K—L+2

Z Z 4o oG [y iy i) — 4aioyE [y—] E [y ]
i=0  j=0

K—-L+2 K—-L+2

=4 ZO ZO a;a;(E [yt_iyt—j}—E[yt—i]E[yt—j])

(6.1.53)

The above relies on pattern dependent statistics of the equalised received



CHAPTER 6. COST FUNCTION 177

signal. However, we want to use only the statistics of the actual unequalised

received signal. Therefore we must specify the type of equaliser to be used.

A key use for the BER estimate is to provide an analytical means of finding
the optimal equaliser and ISI target coefficients. This still leaves a large
search space of parameters, however we can reduce the problem to finding
only the optimal ISI coefficients if we assume the following data independent
equaliser, the coefficients of which can be determined directly from the ISI

target and noise statistics (6.1.61).

We choose the filter coefficients f; to minimise the squared difference between
the ideal received signal for a given target, and the filtered received signal,

Yt, which is a linear combination of the actual received signal, r,

=Y [ (6.1.54)

Therefore we need to minimise the function

R(f)=E (Z_ 9i%i—i — Z fjrt_j> (6.1.55)

j=—T
Taking partial derivatives with respect to each filter coefficient f,

OR

— = 2K
Ofn

K-1 T
<Z GiTy_; — Z fjrtj> Ttn] for n = —T, e ,T
1=0

j=-T
(6.1.56)

At the minimum, the partial derivatives g—R = 0, therefore we must simulta-
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neously solve

K-1 T
Z GE [xy_iriy] = Z fiEri_jri_y] forn=-T,...,T (6.1.57)
i=0 j=-T

which we can rewrite as

K-1
Z Vn,zgz - Z Cn]fj for n = _T ,T (6158)

j=-T

where
Vn,i =E [:Ut—irt—n]
(6.1.59)
Cn,j = E [thjrtfn]
Moreover, we can express (6.1.58) in matrix form as
Vg=Cf (6.1.60)
Therefore we can determine the filter coefficients i as follows
f=C"Vyg (6.1.61)

Note that C~'V is determined only from the original data and the received

signal. In particular it is pattern independent and independent of the target.

Let F be an (27 + 1) x K matrix with entries F; ;, such that F = C™'V,

then we can express the equalised received signal as

K—

T T
Yo = Z fire—j = Z Fj kgrri—j (6.1.62)

j=—T j=—T k=0

,_n
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Therefore we can rewrite the expressions for the mean and variance of the

path metric difference for a given pattern as

K—L+2
E [PMerror - PMactual] = Z (ﬂz - 2azE [ytfz])
=0
K—-L+2 K-L+2 T (6163)
=2 A2 ) ) Bl

=0 j=-T

and

Var [PMGTTOT - PMactual]

K—-L+2 K—L+2

4 Z Z ;0 (E [ye—ive—j] — E [ye—i] E [ye—;])

K—L+2 K—L+2

4 Z Z Z Zaajfkfl [re—i—wre—j—i) — B[] E[ri—ji])

i=0  j=0 k=—TI=—T
(6.1.64)
These expressions may further be simplified to
K—L+2 T+K—L+2
]E [PMerror - PMactual] = Z 6@ -2 Z ’}/’LE [thi] (6165)
i=0 i=—T
and
Var [PMerror — PMactual]
T+K LA2 T+K—L+2 (6.1.66)
Z Z ’72’7] Tt irt—j] —-E [Tt—i] E [Tt—j])

i==T j=-T

where

K-1
Tk = Z Qi f; = Z ZaiFj,lgl (6.1.67)
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This gives us an expression for the BER of a particular error event in terms
of the statistics of the received signal, and the coefficients of the target poly-

nomial.

To demonstrate the accuracy of our estimate of BER, consider the following
plot which shows the BER as predicted by the cost function against the
actual BER as measured for numerical simulation for the ideal [1 3 3 1] ISI

channel, using a white noise detector with target [1 3 3 1].

[1 3 3 1] AWGN Channel : [1 3 3 1] White Noise Detector : 100000 sectors
T T
xperimental BER -+~ ||
Estimated BER
le-01 - ]
F T
e
X
le-02 | —
S
o
5]
M le-03 *
%
le-04 [
\\*\
le-05 |
8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

SNR (dB)

Figure 6.15: Estimated BER for white noise channel.

Next consider a realistic jitter dominated channel as described in (4.1.1) with
90% media noise, where the media noise consists of 90% position jitter and

10% phase jitter, and the error function describes the isolated transitions.

The plot shows the BER as predicted by the cost function against the actual
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BER as measured for numerical simulation for white noise detectors with

targets [1 33 1] and [2 6 3 -1].

T50=1.4 WN=10% PosJ=81% PhaJ=9% Erf Channel : White Noise Detector : 100000 sectors

B o e e e .
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TS Estimated BER [2 6 3 -1] < - y
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Figure 6.16: Estimated BER for jitter dominated channel with erf isolated
transition.

In contract to the MMSE criteria, minimising BER does not whiten the noise.
However observation of the spectrum reveals the noise is essentially white
but with a low pass characteristic. Removing the high frequency noise seems
intuitive since the most dangerous error events correspond to the rapidly

alternating paths through the trellis.
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Figure 6.17: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 2.06 1.13
-0.41] as chosen by BER criteria for 70% position jitter erf channel.

The following table shows that the target as selected by the BER criteria out

performs the MMSE criteria.

’ Criteria \ Target \ Experimental SNR \ BER ‘
SNR [1.00 2.21 2.21 1.00] 145 dB | 2.23 x 102
MMSE | [1.00 0.97 0.32 -0.04] 11.8 dB | 6.98 x 1073
BER [1.00 2.06 1.13 -0.41] 12.1dB | 6.29 x 1073

Table 6.4: Comparison of performance at 14.0 dB for 70% position jitter erf
channel.

0.9

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

Normalised Magnitude

0.3 -

0.2 —

0.1 -

| | | | | | | | |
o 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Normalised Frequency

Figure 6.18: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 1.11 0.12
-0.14] as chosen by BER criteria for 90% media noise 90% position jitter erf
channel.



CHAPTER 6. COST FUNCTION 183

The following plot shows that the target as selected by the BER criteria out
performs the MMSE criteria, and that the gap in dB is actually increasing

as BER decreases.

T50=1.4 WN=10% PosJ=81% PhaJ=9% Erf Channel : White Noise Detector : 100000 sectors

........................................................................  EEmm . ———
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Figure 6.19: Comparison of performance for 90% media noise 90% position
jitter erf channel.

The following plot shows the same trend again with a different isolated tran-
sition, showing that the BER criteria is resilient to different types of isolated

transition.
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Figure 6.20: Spectrum of received signal equalised to target [1.00 2.97 1.13
-0.52] as chosen by BER criteria for 90% media noise 90% position jitter tanh
channel.
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Figure 6.21: Comparison of performance for 90% media noise 90% position
jitter tanh channel.



Chapter 7

Binary Addition

7.1 Introduction

When implementing a high performance Viterbi detector, we need a high

speed implementation of a binary adder.

Binary addition is also a fundamental operation in computer arithmetic,
and can be the limiting factor in determining the performance of processors,
such as general purpose processors (CPU), 3D graphics processors (GPU),

or digital signal processors (DSP).

Often designs can be pipelined by splitting the logic into multiple clock
stages. This makes performance less of an issue, since additional pipeline
stages can be added to meet performance requirements, as adding states

reduces the logic per stage.

But when the result of the previous operation is required for the present

185
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operation, this feedback loop prevents pipelining.

We see such a feedback loop in the ACS unit of Viterbi detectors, where path
metrics must be added to the branch metrics, before a comparison selects the

shortest path.

Another example is the address generation unit of a processor, where an
offset determined by the current instruction is added to the address pointer

which indexes the next instruction.

7.2 Background

An n-bit binary adder takes two n-bit binary numbers, a,b, and produces

their (n 4 1)-bit binary sum, s.

For example, an 8-bit binary adder takes two 8-bit binary (0-255 decimal)
numbers, say 175 & 178, and produces their 9-bit binary (0-511 decimal)

sum, in this case 353.

1011001 0 (178)
+ 1010 1 1 1 1 (175)

1 0110000 1 (353

We can represent this in general as follows:

ar G a5 a4 a3z Qa2 a; Qg

+ by bg bs by b3 by by by

S8 S7 S¢ S5 S4 S3 S22 S1 S0

We must find expressions for each {s;} in terms of the inputs {a;} and {b;}.
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s can be determined by considering the following 4 cases

0 ifag=0and by=0

1 ifayg=0and by=1
So = (7.2.1)

1 ifag=1and by =0

0 ifag=1and by =1

Therefore sq is 1 if exactly one of ag and by is high (but not both). This is

known in logic as an “exclusive-OR”, and is represented as

Sp = Qo &b bO (722)

In the case when both ag and by are 1, a carry is generated in the second
column. Therefore the carry, ¢y, is given by the logical “AND” of ag and by,

and is represented as

c1 = agb (7~2~3)

This reduces the problem to the following

ar Qg as Qa4 a3 G2 a
+ b7 b6 b5 b4 b3 62 bl

+ C1

S8 St S¢ S5 S4 S3 S22 S1 So

We can now perform a similar consideration for the second column, and find
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expressions for the sum and carry

s1=a1 Db By

(7.2.4)
Co = a1b1 + cl(al + bl)
where + represents logical “OR”.
This leads immediately to the generalisation, for ¢ > 0
S; = a; D bz D C;
(7.2.5)

Cit1 = aibi + ci(ai + bl)

7.3 Ripple Carry Adder

The circuit which implements the above method comprises n logic units

connected in series, and is known as a ripple carry adder.

az b3 az b ax b1 ao  bo

c3 Cc2 (&) Co Cin
FA FA FA FA

83 S2 S1 S0

Figure 7.1: Ripple carry adder.

Ripple carry adders are ideal for small input sizes as the number of nodes in

the prefix graph is minimised, which should result in a small silicon area.
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Unfortunately the longest path through the a ripple carry adder circuit
(known as the critical path), passes through n logic units, and therefore the
delay through a ripple carry adder increases linearly with the input width.
This makes them impractically slow for most applications, and other methods

with lower delay complexity must be sought.

7.4 Carry Select Adder

Carry select adders [48] reduce the delay through the circuit, at the expense

of increased silicon area, by using the divide and conquer technique.

The “divide” step of a carry select adder separates the most significant bits
and the least significant bits into two separate groups.
a; ag as a4 |az as ap G
+ by bg bs by | by by by by
The sum of the least significant bits is computed as before

asz a2 aip Qo

+ b3 by b1 b

Cy S3 S9 S1 So
The sum of the most significant bits is computed in parallel with the LSB’s,
but in duplicate for the two possible cases where the carry out from the least

significant bits, ¢4, is 0 or 1.
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a; ag Qs ay ar ag as  ay
bz bg by by + by bg by by

0 + 1
Séo) Sg()) St(30) SéO) 8510) 8;1) 3(71) sél) Sg) 3511)

After all the sums have been computed, Either s or s() is selected depend-

ing on the value of ¢4.

The number of logic levels required is half that of a ripple carry adder to

compute the separate sums, plus a single level to select the correct result.

The “conquer” step of a carry select adder now repeats the “divide” step for
each of the smaller adders, further reducing the size of the adders by half,

whilst only adding a single logic level to select the result.

This can be repeated recursively [log, n] times, at which point the adders
will be trivial 1-bit adders, and there will be [log, n] logic levels of selections
plus a single level for the 1-bit addition, giving a total of [log, n] + 1 logic
levels. For example a 64-bit carry select adder requires 7 logic levels, whilst

a 64-bit ripple carry adders requires 64 logic levels.

7.5 Parallel Prefix Adder

Parallel prefix adders [49,50] (or variations such as the Ling adder [51] de-
scribed in section 7.7) are considered state of the art, as they have delay
proportional to the logarithm of the input width, as per the carry select

adder, but each individual logic level consists of simpler logic, thereby reduc-
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ing overall delay, and they have a smaller silicon area.

Parallel prefix adders construct the carry from the inputs in a binary tree,

whilst the ripple carry adder constructs the carry serially. Recall

co=0 (7.5.1)

Cit1 = aibi + ci(ai + bz) for i Z 0
To simplify the equations, we introduce the generate and propagate functions

gi = a;b;
(7.5.2)
pi=a;+b

which can be interpreted as follows. A carry is definitely generated into the
next column if both a; AND b; are 1. If a carry is received from the previous
column, then that carry will propagate into the next column if either a; OR

b; are 1. Therefore

Ciy1 = Gi + DiCi (7.5.3)

We can apply this formula recursively to find an expression for the carry into
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column 4.

C4 = g3 + P3C3
= g3 + p3(g2 + paca)
= g3+ P3g2 + P3pa2C2
= g3 + p3ga + pap2(g1 + p1co) (7.5.4)
= g3 + D392 + P3P2g1 + P3p2p1ci
= g3 + P3G + P3p2g1 + p3p2p1(go + poco)
= g3 + D392 + P3P2g1 + P3P2p19o

which we will refer to as the group generate function from columns 3 to 0,

and denote G3.9 = ¢4. In general

Gr-1.0 = Ck = Gr—1 + Pi—19k—2 + Dk—1Dk—29k—3 + - - . + Di—1Pk—2Pk—3 - - - P190
(7.5.5)

Now let us now define the group propagate function P;_1.9 to be

Py_1.0 = pr—1Pk—2Dk—3 - - - Do (7.5.6)

This give us a framework to construct carries in a systematic way. For

example, the carry into column 4, ¢4 = Gs,9

G's.0 = g3 + P3g2 + P3p2gi + P3pap1go
= (g3 + p3g2) + (p3p2) (g1 + P19o) (7.5.7)

= Gso + P32Gio
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where (1.9, G3.0 and Ps.9 are produced in parallel as

Gro= g1+ 1190
G320 = g3 + P39 (7.5.8)

Ps.0 = p3po

This allows us to construct each carry in a binary tree. The first level of the
tree computes the bit level generate and propagate functions directly from

the inputs
gi = aib;
(7.5.9)
pi = a; + b

The subsequent [log, n| levels of the tree produce increasingly larger group

generate and group propagate functions by applying the relationship

G =Gy + PG,y
(7.5.10)

P:Plpo

To complete the adder, the sum is computed as s; = (a; B b;) & Gi_1.0-

As a rough measure of delay complexity, we can count the number of logic
gates on the critical path, and weight each gate with an approximate delay.
We will count two input AND/OR logic gates as 2 unit delays, and XOR

logic gates as 4 unit delays (since a @ b = ab + ab).

The circuit for the first level of the binary tree comprises either an AND for
the generate or an OR for the propagate, both of which are 2 unit delays. For

subsequent levels of the tree, the generate function requires an AND followed
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by an OR, whilst the propagate function only requires an AND. Therefore
the critical path is through the generate function and is 4 unit delays. The
final XOR is 4 unit delays.

So the delay complexity for a parallel prefix adder is

PP(n) =2+ 4[logyn| +4 = 4[logoan| + 6 (7.5.11)

For example

PP(64) = 30 (7.5.12)

The measure of complexity is an over simplification for measuring the per-
formance of electronic circuits, as it omits several important factors such as
fanout, wire lengths and differences in capacitance between each type of logic

gate.
For a more rigorous approach to measuring the complexity of adders see [52].

We have only discussed how to implement the carry logic for sizes which are
powers of 2. Part of the art on constructing an efficient adder is deciding
how best to implement the other carries, in terms of bit groupings and logic

sharing.

For example Ladner-Fischer adders [50] construct lower order carries by
padding the most significant bits with zeros. This results in the greatest
logic sharing, and consequently the smallest implementation, but also results

in the greatest fanout which slows down the adder.
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Figure 7.2: 27-bit Radix-3 Ladner-Fischer Adder.

By contrast, Kogge-Stone adders [49] construct lower order carries by padding
the least significant bits with zeros, and re-indexing each of the inputs. This
results in the least logic sharing and largest area implementation. It is how-

ever often the fastest implementation, as fanout is constant at each logic

level.
P oo
Reeee e T e e vl
e—= = ==

(O Radix-3 Node
O Radix-2 Node
o Buffer Node

Figure 7.3: 27-bit Radix-3 Kogge-Stone Adder.

Knowles’ family of adders [53] describe various trade-offs between Ladner-

Fischer and Kogge-Stone adders.

Han-Carlson adders [54] and Brent-Kung adders [55] describe parallel prefix

adders which are not of minimal depth, but offer good area trade-offs.
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Other related architectures include carry-lookahead [56] and conditional sum

[57].

However, none of the above describe fundamental differences to the underly-

ing logic used to implement a single carry.

In this thesis, we shall restrict ourselves to considering only the underlying
logic equations, and it will therefore suffice to use our simplified complexity

model.

7.6 High Radix Parallel Prefix Adder

It is possible to build high radix trees, such as ternary trees, which combine 3
group generate functions per level. The larger group generate and propagate
functions are formed as follows

G:G2+P2G1+P2P1G0
(7.6.1)

P:P2P1P0

m-ary trees have the advantage of less logic levels ([log,, n|), but each level

is more complex.

G:Gm_l+Pm_1Gm_2+...+Pm_1...P1G0
(7.6.2)

P=PFP,....F

The critical path through the generate function is a m input AND gate,

followed by an m input OR gate.
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If we assume the delay through an m input AND/OR gate is m unit delays,

then the delay complexity for a radix-m parallel prefix adder is

PP, (n) =24 2m[log,, n] + 4 = 2m[log,, n] + 6 (7.6.3)

For example

PPy(64) = 8log, 64 + 6 = 30 (7.6.4)
which is exactly the same as the standard radix-2 parallel prefix adder.

Therefore high radix parallel prefix adders are generally not used, as they

offer no particular advantage of a radix-2 parallel prefix adder.

7.7 Ling Adder

Ling adders [51] do however offer a small advantage over parallel prefix

adders.

Ling adders take advantage of the following identity
Pigi = (CLZ‘ + bz)(ljlbZ = aia,-bi + bzazbz = aibi + (Zibi = CLibi =g; (771)

Therefore
Gs.0 = g3 + p3ga + p3p2g1 + P3P2p190
= P393 + P3g2 + P3P29g1 + P3P2P190
(7.7.2)
= p3(g3 + g2 + P21 + P2p1G0)

= p3(g3 + Ga20)
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We define the pseudo generate function as

Hi 1.0 = gr—1 + Gr—20 (7.7.3)

then

Gr-1.0 = Pr—1Hp—1:0 (7.7.4)

Note that the pseudo generate function, H, can be formed in a binary tree
similar to the standard generate function. The only difference is the indices
on the propagate function are one less than for the parallel prefix recursion.

For example the standard parallel prefix generate function is given by

G150 = Giss + Pis:sGro

Gr.0 = Gry + PraGsy

(7.7.5)
Gs.o = G + P3:2Gho
G0 = g1 + 190
whilst the pseudo generate function is given by
His.0 = His.g + PiarHrg
Hyg = Hypy + PosHsyg
(7.7.6)

Hs.o = H3z.o + Py Hyy

Hi.0 = g1 + pogo

As with the parallel prefix adder, every level of the tree has 4 unit delays, as

it has 2 two input gates on the critical path.
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But one level of the tree can be simplified by applying the identity from
(7.7.1).

Hi.o= g1+ Dpogo =91+ 9o (7.7.7)

Therefore one level of the binary tree has only 2 unit delays as it comprises

a single two input gate on the critical path.

Since p;_1 is factored out of the pseudo carry, it must be recombined when
computing the sum. However this can be written as follows, which removes

this calculation from the critical path.

$i=a; Db ®Gi10
si=a; Db ®pi—1H; 10
a; © b, if H; 10=0 (7.7.8)
a;®b; ®piy if Hi10=1
= H; 1.0 + Hi_1.0y;
where x; = a; ® b; and y; = a; B b; D p;_1.

Therefore the computation of the final sum can still be done in 4 unit delays

despite having to recombine the p;_; term with the pseudo carry.

Hence the delay complexity for a Ling adder is

L(n) =242 + 4([logy n] — 1) + 4 = 4[log, n] + 4 (7.7.9)
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For example

L(64) = 28 (7.7.10)

As with parallel prefix, high radix Ling adders have no advantage over radix-2

Ling adders.

7.8 Generalisation of Ling Adder

It is possible to further generalise the Ling adder in order to reduce the

complexity of high radix adder architectures [2,5].

Recall the identity (7.7.1)
Pigi = (a; + by)ab; = a;a;b; + ba;b; = a;b; + a;b; = a;b; = g; (7.8.1)
The obvious generalisation of this identity does not hold since, for example
ProGro # Gro (7.82)

Therefore we aim to establish a new function which does satisfy an identity

analogous to identity (7.7.1).

7.8.1 Generalised Ling Fundamentals

In this subsection, we introduce the generalised Ling pseudo generate and

hyper propagate functions, then prove some identities relating to these func-
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tions.

We start by defining a function D which satisfies an identity analogous to
identity (7.7.1).

Definition 7.8.1. Define the following function

Di—1.0 = Gr_1.0+ Pi-10 (7.8.3)

Lemma 7.8.2. The function Dj_1., satisfies the following identity

Dy—1.0 = Gr11 + Pi—10 (7.8.4)

Proof.
Di_1.0 = Gr—1:1 + Pe—1.190 + Pe—1.0

= Gr_11 + Pe—1190 + Pe—11Do
= Gi-1.1 + Pr-1.1(90 + po) (7.8.5)
= Gr_11 + Pe—11D0

= Gr-11 + P10

Lemma 7.8.3. The following identity holds for the function D

Dk—l:OGk—lzo = G'(k—1:0 (786)
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Proof.

Dy—1.0Gr-1.0 = (Gg—1.1 + Pr-1.0)Gr-1:0
= (Gr—11 + Pr—11p0)(Gr—11 + Pr—1190)
= Gr-11 + Ge—11Pr—1.1(po + 90) + Pr—1.1P090

= Gr-11 + Gr—11Prs—11p0 + Pe—1190

(7.8.7)
= Gr-11+ Gr-11Ps—1.0 + Pr-1190
=Gr_11(1+ Pi_1.0) + Pi_1.190
= Gr—11 + Pr—1:190
= Gr_10
]

We now have a function analogous to (7.7.1). We can now show that the
function D can be used interchangeably with the propagate function P.

Lemma 7.8.4. D satisfies the following identity

Gl + DIGO - Gl + P1G0 (788)

Therefore D can be used as an alternative propagate function to P.

Proof.
Gl + DlGO — Gl ‘|— (Gl + Pl)GO
=G + GGy + PGy (78.9)
= G1(1+ Go) + PGy

=G+ PGy
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O
Note also that the function D has a decomposition which is analogous to the

generate function G.

Lemma 7.8.5. Function D has the following decomposition

Proof.
D=G+ P
— (Gl + PlGo) + (Plp())
(7.8.11)
:G1+P1(G0+PO)
- Gl + P1D0
O
Now we introduce another function B.
Definition 7.8.6. Define the following function
By 10=9gxk-1+ ...+ g0 (7.8.12)

The function B satisfies the following identity.

Lemma 7.8.7. The generate function can be factorised as follows

Dkfl:OkaI:O = kalz(] (7813)
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Proof. True for k = 1 since

Do.0Bo.o = (Go:0 + Po.o)Bo.o = (90 + Po)90 = Pogo = 9o = Goo (7.8.14)
Suppose Dy_2.0Bi—2.0 = Gr_2.0, then

Dy-1.0Br-1:0 = (gr—1 + Pk—1Dr—2:0)(gr—1 + Br—20)
= gk-1 + Gk—1Br—2.0 + gk-1Pk-1Dk-20 + Pr—1Dk—2.0Br-20
= gr—1(1 + Br—2.0 + pr-1Dr—2:0) + pr—1Dr—2:0Br—20
= gk—1 + Pr-1Dk—2.0Br—2.0
= gr_1 + pr_1Gr_20 (by assumption)

= Gk—l:O
(7.8.15)

Finally we have an identity involving both D and B.

Lemma 7.8.8. The D function can be factorised as follows

Dk—l:O = Dk—l:k—m(Bk;—lzk—m + Dk—m—l:O) (7816)
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Proof. Follows directly from the identities we proved above.

Dy t:k—m(Br—1:k—m + Dr—m—1:0)
= Di—1:k—mBr—1:6-m + Di—1:6-mDk—m—1.0
= Gr—1:h—m + Dr—1:k-mDrk—m—1.0
= Gr—1:k-m + (Gr—t:k—m + Po—1:k—m) Di—m—1:0 (7.8.17)
= Gr-1k-m(1 + Dr—m—-10) + Pe—1:k—mDrk—m—1.0
= Gr-1:k-m + Pe—1:6-mDrk—m—1.0

= Dk—l:O
]

We are now ready to introduce the generalisation of the Ling pseudo generate
function (7.7.3).

Definition 7.8.9. Define the generalised pseudo generate function as

R;(j_l)lzo - Bk—l:k—m + Gk—m—l:O (7818)

For example

R323 = B3:2 + Gl:O = (g3 + go -+ a1 + P190 (7819)

Remark 7.8.10. Note that the Ling pseudo generate function (7.7.3) is a

special case of the generalised pseudo generate function

R;(f_)m = Hy 10 (7.8.20)
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Lemma 7.8.11. The generate function can be factorised in terms of the

generalised pseudo generate function as follows

Gr-10 = Dkflik*le(cTﬂ:o (7.8.21)
Proof.

Dk—l:k—mR](cnj)lzo = Dk—l:k—m(Bk—lzk—m + Gk—m—l:O)
= Dk—l:k—mBk—l:k—m + Dk—l:k—mGk—m—lzo
= kalskfm + Dkflzkfmkamflso (7822)

- kalzkfm + PkflzkfmkamfI:O

= Gk*l:O
m
We also require a generalisation of the propagate function.
Definition 7.8.12. Define the generalised hyper propagate function as
Q"o = PetibmDiom10 (7.8.23)
For example
Qs?()) = P3.2D1.0 = p3s +p2+ g1 + P1po (7.8.24)

Remark 7.8.13. Note that the standard propagate function (7.5.6) is a

special case of the generalised pseudo generate function

Ql(gho = Py_10 (7.8.25)
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Remark 7.8.14. Note also that the generalised pseudo generate function
QW is also equivalent to the standard propagate function (7.5.6). This ex-

plains why Ling adders use the regular propagate function.

Q](cl_)l;o = Pk—l:lDO:O = Pk—l:lpD = Pk:—l:O (7826)

Lemma 7.8.15. The D function can be factorisation in terms of the gener-

alised pseudo generate function as follows

Dy10 = Gr—1:6-m + Q,(ﬁ)m (7.8.27)
Proof.

Gr—1:k—m + Q;(:_l)lzo = Gr—1:k-m + Pe1:6—mDr—m-1:0
= Gr1h-m + Pr1k-m(Gr-m-1.0 + Peom-10)
= (Gr-1k-m + Pe-1:k-mGr-m-1:0) + (Pe-1:k-m Pr—m—1.0)
= Gr-10+ Pi-10

= Dk—l:O
(7.8.28)
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7.8.2 Modified Pseudo Generate and Hyper Propagate

Functions

The pseudo generate and hyper propagate functions introduced in the pre-
vious section, are the simplest functions which satisfy the desired criteria.
However, it may be useful to introduce redundant terms into the pseudo
generate and hyper propagate functions to facilitate a more regular adder

structure.

Therefore we introduce a class of modified pseudo generate and modified
hyper propagate functions. But first we define inclusion for binary functions.
Definition 7.8.16. A binary function Y is included in a binary function Z
ifY =1= Z =1, and we denote this Y C Z.

Definition 7.8.17. Define the modified pseudo generate function to be
R,(:f)lzo = Xp—1=m + Gr—m—1:0 (7.8.29)
where X;_1.x_ is any function such that
Gr-1h-m € Xp—1:6-m € Bi—1:k—m (7.8.30)
Definition 7.8.18. Define the modified hyper propagate function to be

@](:f)l;() = kalzkmekfmflso (7831)
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where Yj_1.x_,, is any function such that

Pk—l:k—m - Yk—l:k—m - Dk—l:k—m (7832)

We now show that the modified pseudo generate and hyper propagate func-
tions can be used as a direct replacement for the regular pseudo generate and
hyper propagate functions.

Lemma 7.8.19. The generate function can be factorised in terms of the

modified pseudo generate function as follows

Gk—l:O — Dk—l:k—mR](;f)lzo (7833)

Proof. Note that in the following proof, we use simplified notation for the

function ranges

Dy(Gy + Gy) C DiR C Dy (By + G))
D1G1 4+ D1Gy C D1R C DBy + D1Gy
) (7.8.34)
G+ DGy € DR C G+ DGy

GCD,RCG

]

Lemma 7.8.20. The D function can be factorised in terms of the modified

pseudo generate function as follows

Dy—1.0 = Gr-1:6-m + Q,(:f)lzo (7.8.35)



CHAPTER 7. BINARY ADDITION 210

Proof. Note that in the following proof, we use simplified notation for the

function ranges

G1+P1D0§G1+Q§G1+D1Do
G1+PiDy C G +QC G+ (G + P) Dy
Gl+P1D0§G1+Q§G1(1+D0)+P1Do

G1+P1D0§01+Q§G1+P1D0

] (7.8.36)
G+ Pi(Go+ Py) CG1+Q C Gy + P (Go+ Py)
(G + P,Gy) + (PiPy) C G+ Q C (Gy + P.Gy) + (P, P)
G+PCGi+QCG+P
DCG+QCD
O

7.8.3 Generalised Ling Radix-3 Recursion

In this subsection, we establish a radix-3 recursion for both the generalised
Ling pseudo generate and hyper propagate functions.
Theorem 7.8.21. The pseudo generate function can be generated using the

following recurrence relation.

(= E==" (255 €5
R3k+12_1:0 = B3k+1_1:2,3k + R2~3’§—1:3k + ngf17143k+1 R3k_21:0 (7837)
2

2
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Proof. First check for k = 0.

(Sk—l (3k+1) (Sk—l)
2 2 2

Byrri_y:p.50 + R2~3’9—1:3’C + Q3k+171,3’€+1 R3k—1:0
3

2

= Ba.y + Rﬂ + QﬁlfRéoé

= g2+ 91t D190 (7.8.38)

Now prove the general case. We start by factorising the middle R term from
definition (7.8.18) and the @ term from definition (7.8.23).

(3k—1 (3k+1) (3’“—1)

T= B3k+1—1:2-3k + R2.313,1:3k + Q :

2
gktl_1.3k417"3k—1:0
2 2

= Bak+1_1.938 + <B2.3k—1;3’“+1+1 + G3k+1_1:3k> (7.8.39)

3’“71)

(=
+ <P73k+21—1:3kD3k—1;73’“2+1> Ry 21

We can then apply the identity from (7.8.21), followed by the regular parallel

prefix recursion.

T = <B3k+1_1:2,3k + B2'3k_1:3k+21+1> + G3k+21_1:3k

7.8.40
+P (D R(gkzl)) ( )
st lotigr | ak_1:8501 gk 10

followed by the regular parallel prefix recursion, which gives us the result as
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required.

T = B3k+1_1.3k+1+1 + G3k+1,1‘3k + P3k+1,1‘3kG3k,1;0
s =L =t

= B3k+1_1:3k+21+1 + G3k+21_1:0 (7.8.41)
(5=
= Ry’ 1
O

Note that the above recursion involves B terms, which are not formed by the
general recursion. However, since G C R C B we can replace the B terms
with R terms to form a modified pseudo generate function, as this makes the
recursion more regular.

Corollary 7.8.22. The modified pseudo generate function can be generated

using the following recurrence relation.

= (2ot (2=t (2=t (251 (2E=1y
R3k+12—1:0 - R3k+2171;2-3k + 11:52-:4;'3—1:3’c + QS’C—%*:%R‘%&LO (7.8.42)

We must also determine a recurrence relation for the hyper propagate func-
tion.
Theorem 7.8.23. The hyper propagate function can be generated using the

following recurrence relation.

3k+1+1

( ) (2h1y (2=t (2h1y
Q3k+12_1:0 - P3k+171:2-3kQ2.313_1:3k Rg,kfl_l_l_gk_l + ng_zl:o (7843)
2 : 2
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Proof. First check for k = 0.

3k_1

(21 (=1 (21
P3k+1—1:2~3kQ2.3k_1:3k R3k+1_1_1_3k_1 + QSk—lzo
2 : 2

= PoaQll) (RS + Q6)

= p2pl(90 +P0) (7 8.44)

= P2P1Po

_ N2

- 2:0
(3k+1+1 )

= Qg1

Now prove the general case. We start by factorising terms from their defini-

tions.

(3k+1) (3’“7—1) (3k+1)
_ 2 2 2
T = Py 105:Qy 50y R3k+171_1.3k71 T Qa1
2 T2
= Par+1_1.9.3k <P2.3k_1:3k+21_1 D3k+21_1_1:3k> <<ng+21_1_1:3k + ng_1:3k2_1>

H(Puisa Daa )

(7.8.45)
We can then simplify as follows
T = <P3k+171:2,3kp2.3k_1:3k+21_1> D3k+21—1_1:3k (B3k+21—1_1:3k
+ <G3k—1:3’“7*1 + P3k—1:$D$—1:0>> (7.8.46)

= 3k+171:3k+2171 13316217171:3;C <BBk+217171:3k + D3’“71:0)
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Now we can apply the identity (7.8.16) to obtain

T= P3k+1_1:%D3k+%_1:0

(7.8.47)

k+1
_ Q(i3 )
= Waktl_10

as required. O

Again note that the above recursion involves P terms, which are not formed
by the general recursion. However, since P C () C D we can replace the
P terms with @) terms to form a modified hyper propagate function, as this
makes the recursion more regular.

Corollary 7.8.24. The modified hyper propagate function can be generated

using the following recurrence relation.

~(3’“+1+1) (&) (&) (&) (&)
Qi 10 = Qyit 050 @i 1.0 <R3kf1—1_1-3’“—1 + Q3k—21:0) (7.8.48)
2 )

7.8.4 Generalised Ling Radix-3 Example

Let us consider the example of the 27-bit carry Gag..

26 25 24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0

Figure 7.4: 27-bit Radix-3 Generalised Ling Carry.
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At the first level of the adder we compute the bit level generate and propagate

signals for ¢ = 0, ... 26.

gi =abi p=a;+0b (7.8.49)

At the second level of the adder, we compute the 3-bit group pseudo generate

and hyper propagate functions

1 2

Ré:& = g2+ g1 +P190 Q4;% = P4P3P2
1 2

Ré;% = g5 + g4 + Pag3 Q&é = prPePs
1 2

Ré:()i = gs + g7 + P76 ng);s = D10P9Ps

Rﬁ);g = g11 + 910 + P1099 Q%):n = P13P12P11
R&);u = 014 + 913 + P13G12 Q%):M = P16P15P14 (7.8.50)
R _ 2 _
1715 = 917 + 916 + P16915 Qig:17 = P1oP1sP17
R _ @ _
50:18 = 920 T 919 + P1ogis  Qozing = P22P21D20
R _ @ _
9301 = 23 + Go2 + D22g21 Q3593 = P2a5P24D23

Rgla):m = go6 + g25 + D25g24

These are combined at the third level of the adder to produce 9-bit group
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pseudo generate and hyper propagate functions

Ry = Ryg + Ry + QiR

Rﬁ):g = R§17):15 + RSL):H + Q%):nRgll):g
Rg{?:lS = R§16):24 + Rgzls):m + Q§22):20R%):18
Qg)s) - Qg):nQ%):B (Rg()) + Q?E)))
Qs = Q50 Qio7 (R§17):9 + Q§26):14)

1 2
Dsg.03 = pas <R§6):24 + Qg5):23>

(7.8.51)

Then the forth level produces the whole pseudo generate function

13 4 4 5 4
Rg&()) - Ré6):18 + Rg7):9 + QgS):SRé:(%
(7.8.52)
Dag.14 = Dag.23 (Rgé)ﬂs + ng):M)

The complete carry Gag.o can be formed as
G26:0 = D26:14R516?3 (7853)

Note that when constructing a sum bit of an adder, we can use the same

technique as in (7.7.8) to move the above off the critical path.

7.8.5 Higher Radix Generalised Ling Recursions

As for the radix-3 case, we can construct recursions for other higher radix

implementations as well.
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For example, the radix-4 recursion has the form

R = R3+ Ry + Q211 + Q201 Ry

Q = Q3Q2Q1 (R + Qo)

(7.8.54)

It is also possible to use mixed radix implementation. For example, exper-
iments have shown starting the first level with the standard radix-2 Ling
implementation, then using higher radix generalised Ling for subsequent lev-

els, yields an efficient implementation.

7.8.6 Generalised Ling Complexity

The critical path for each level of the radix-3 generalised Ling tree has the

form

Q = Q2Q1(Ry + Qo)

(7.8.55)

Each of which can be implemented with a critical path comprising 2 two

input gates in series, which means each level has 4 unit delays.

Therefore the delay complexity for a radix-3 generalised Ling adder is

GL3(H) =2+ 4[10g3 ’n,—l +4 = 4“0g3 n—‘ +6 (7856)

Similarly, the critical path for each level of the radix-4 generalised Ling tree

has the form
R = R34+ Ry + Q2R + Q2Q1 Ry

Q = Q3Q2Q1 (R + Qo)

(7.8.57)
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Each of which can be implemented with a critical path comprising 2 three

input gates in series, which means each level has 6 unit delays.

Therefore the delay complexity for a radix-4 generalised Ling adder is

GLy(n) =2+ 6[logyn]| +4 = 4[log,n| +6 (7.8.58)

For example, let us consider a 64-bit radix-4 generalised Ling carry.

63 61 59 57 55 53 51 49 47 45 43 41 39 37 35 33 31 19 17 25 23 21 19 17 15 13 11 9 7 5 3 1

Figure 7.5: 64-bit Radix-4 Generalised Ling Carry.

By applying the above complexity formula we see that

GLy(64) = 24 (7.8.59)

7.9 Summary

Below is a comparison of the complexity of generalised Ling adders against

other state of the art adder implementations.

’ Radix ‘ Parallel Prefix ‘ Complexity ‘ 64-bit Example ‘
2 G+ PGy 4ﬂog2 rﬂ +6 30
3 Gy + PGy + PP Gy 6ﬂog3 n] + 6 30
4 Gs + P3Gy + P3PyGy + P3P, P Gy 8ﬂog4 n} + 6 30

Table 7.1: Complexity of parallel prefix adders.
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’ Radix ‘ Ling (first level only) ‘ Complexity ‘ 64-bit Example ‘
2 H, + H, 4[logyn] + 4 28
3 H2+H1+P1H0 6ﬂog37ﬂ +4 28
4 H3+H2+P2H1+P2P1HO 8|_10g4n-|—|—4 28

Table 7.2: Complexity of Ling adders. Logic simplification of the first level
is shown. Subsequent levels have the same structure as parallel prefix.

’ Radix ‘ Generalised Ling ‘ Complexity ‘ 64-bit Example ‘
3 RQ + Rl + Q]_RO 4ﬂog3 n] + 6 22
4 Rg -+ R2 -+ QgRl -+ QQQlRO 6“0g4 TL_‘ + 6 24

Table 7.3: Complexity of generalised Ling adders.

We see that generalised Ling implementations compare favourably against

both parallel prefix and Ling adders.
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Conclusions

In this chapter we summarise the main results from the thesis.

8.1 Loop Elimination

Loop elimination provides a novel approach to increasing the throughput of

Viterbi detectors.

Figures 2.15 and 2.16 show how loop elimination can reduce the delay com-
plexity of a 3T implementation to that of a 2T implementation, and how loop
elimination can be recursively applied to a trellis, which allows the trellis to

be decoded in a logarithmic number of parallel steps.

220
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Figure 8.1: Loop elimination.

In section 2.4.1 we show that with loop elimination, the delay through a
Viterbi detector remains constant for detectors whose radix, T', exceeds the

constraint length, K.

This facilitates the implementation of detectors with high throughput, as the
delay per output decreases inverse proportionally with the radix, whilst the

standard implementation has an asymptotically constant delay per output.

Table 2.4 summarises the complexity of loop elimination.

’ Method ‘ Delay ‘ Delay /output ‘ Total area ‘
Trellis unrolling | 7'+ 1| (T'+1)/T 2T+l 1
Loop elimination | K K/T 2T y 2K=1 1

Table 8.1: Complexity comparison of trellis unrolling against loop elimina-
tion.
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8.2 Invariants

Invariants provide a novel approach to reducing the complexity of Viterbi

detectors.

In particular, we show that the path metric difference between the two sides

of a loop is invariant in (2.6.6)

We also show in (2.6.12) that the four sides of two loops originating from the

same initial state, have the following invariance

+2g0 ifi=k—1

0 ifi=0,... k-2

and similarly in (2.6.15) we show that four sides of two loops originating from

the same final state, have the following invariance

1+2g;, , ifi=0,...k—2

0 ifti=k—1

In section 2.7.3, we consider how these invariants can be applied to a 4-state
3T Viterbi detector implementation. Table 2.16 summarises the reduction
in complexity when compared with a standard 2T implementation and a 3T

implementation that uses loop elimination alone.
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‘ BMU Implementation ‘ Adders ‘ Multipliers ‘ Outputs/Cycle ‘

2T
3T + Loops
3T + Loops + Invariants

35
38
47

6
9
9

2
3
3

Table 8.2: Complexity of various 4-state implementations.

8.3 Data Dependent Double Detectors

223

Double detectors are an innovative approach to data dependent Viterbi detec-

tors, whose performance closely matches the performance of auto-regressive

and data dependent noise predictive detectors, but without the practical

implementation drawbacks of high complexity or low throughput.

Figure 5.9 illustrates how the double detector replaces the noise predic-

tive loop found in DDNP detectors, with survivor information from a pre-

detector, thus avoiding the long feedback loop which results in low through-

put.
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Received Signal

Branch Metric Unit

Path Metrics

Branch Metrics
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i

Branch Metric Unit

Branch Metrics Path Metrics

e

Add Compare Select Unit

I

Survivor Information

Traceback Unit

: Main Detector

Estimated Original Data

Figure 8.2: Double detector replaces noise predictive loop with survivor in-
formation from pre-detector.

Figure 5.10 shows simulation results comparing the performance of the double

detector against auto-regressive and data dependent noise predictive detec-

tors.
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Figure 8.3: Comparison of white noise MMSE detector, data dependent auto-
regressive detector, data dependent noise predictive detector and double de-
tector.

8.4 Cost Function

The cost function introduces a novel approach to analytically determine the

bit error rate of a Viterbi detector from only the statistics of the channel.

In particular, in equation (6.1.36) we show that the bit error rate can be well

approximated by the function

> W(P)P(PM(P) < PM(z) | z.1)

{PeP|PU)=z; for j <t—Landj >t}
P#z
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where W (P) = |{j | PV # x;}| is the weight of the path, and from (6.1.47)

that

1 E[PM,,,, — PM,
]P)(PMerror < PMactual | Z, f) = 5 erfc (\/v[ [P;\ZOT P}l\}tual] ])
ar error — actual

Then in (6.1.63) and (6.1.64) we show that

E [PMe’rror - PMactual] Var [PMerror - PMactual]
can be expressed in terms of the following statistics of the channel
]E [Tt—i] E [.’,Ct_l‘rt_j] E [Tt_ﬂ"t_j]

Figure 6.15 shows that at high SNR, the cost function accurately estimates

bit error rate
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Figure 8.4: Estimated BER for white noise channel.

Finally we apply the cost function to the problem of determining ISI target
and equaliser coefficients that minimise bit error rate, and show that the cost

function out performs the MMSE criteria in figure 6.19.
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Figure 8.5: Comparison of performance for 90% media noise 90% position
jitter erf channel.

8.5 Binary Addition

We introduce a novel approach to binary addition based on a generalisation

of the Ling prefix adder.

In (7.8.55) and (7.8.57) we show that the recursion for radix-3 and radix-4

implementations has the following form

R=Ry+ Ry + Q1R Q = Q2Q1 (R + Qo)

R =R3;+ Ry+ Q2R + Q2Q1Ry  Q = Q3Q20Q1(R1 + Qo)
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and that the corresponding delay complexities (7.8.56) and (7.8.58)

GLs(n) = 4[logsn] + 6

GLy(n) = 4[log,n] + 6

compare favourably with the delay complexity of the standard Ling adder
(7.7.9).

L(n) = 4]logyn] +4
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