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Abstract: Linear precoding methods such as zero-forcing (ZF) are near optimal for downlink massive multi-user multiple input multiple output (MIMO) systems due to their asymptotic channel property. However, as the number of users increases, the computational complexity of obtaining the inverse matrix of the gram matrix increases. For solving the computational complexity problem, this paper proposes an improved Jacobi (JC)-based precoder to improve error performance of the conventional JC in the downlink massive MIMO systems. The conventional JC was studied for solving the high computational complexity of the ZF algorithm and was able to achieve parallel implementation. However, the conventional JC has poor error performance when the number of users increases, which means that the diagonal dominance component of the gram matrix is reduced. In this paper, the preconditioning method is proposed to improve the error performance. Before executing the JC, the condition number of the linear equation and spectrum radius of the iteration matrix are reduced by multiplying the preconditioning matrix of the linear equation. To further reduce the condition number of the linear equation, this paper proposes a polynomial expansion precondition matrix that supplements diagonal components. The results show that the proposed method provides better performance than other iterative methods and has similar performance to the ZF.
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1  Introduction

MIMO technology has been widely used in wireless communication. The emerging technology among MIMO systems is massive MIMO, which uses hundreds of antennas in a base station (BS) and transmits data to many users. Because a large number of antennas is used in a BS, massive MIMO systems have greater spectral efficiency than conventional ones. For multi-user data transmission in downlink systems, a BS performs precoding in advance to eliminate inter-user interference. The ZF is the optimal method in the downlink massive MIMO systems since the channel property has asymptotic orthogonality [1–5]. However, the computational complexity of ZF is O(K3) when calculating the inversion of the gram matrix, where K is the total number of users [6–8]. Therefore, huge computational complexity is required to provide services to many users. To solve the problem, several low-complexity methods were proposed in [9–19]. Approximate inverse matrix methods with low complexity using Neumann series expansion (NSE) were proposed [9,10]. The NSE are used to approximate the inverse matrix, though when the numbers of BS antennas and users are small, they suffer from performance degradation. Moreover, their computational complexity increases to O(K3) to achieve reasonable error performance. Another type of low-complexity methods is based on iterative approximate linear equations; examples include the Gauss–Seidel (GS), the successive over relaxation (SOR), the symmetric SOR (SSOR), the Richardson (RI), and the JC method. It has been proved that the convergence rate of the GS, the SOR, and the SSOR is faster than that of the NSE’s [11–13]. However, parallel implementation for GS, SOR, and SSOR is very difficult because of the inner product in forward substitution that is used to take advantage of the lower matrix, whereas, the RI and the JC can be implemented in parallel [14,15]. The JC includes a simple approximate linear equation and achieves near optimal performance when the ratio α is large, where α is defined as NtK, and Nt is the number of BS antennas. Otherwise, when α is small, the JC provides poor error performance. The RI can achieve optimal performance irrespective of the size of the channel matrix, but its convergence rate becomes smaller as the number of users increases. For improved performance of the JC precoder, the author in [16] proposed a joint conjugate gradient and Jacobi (CJ) method-based precoding. The author in [17] proposed a detector based on joint steepest descent and Jacobi (SJ) method in the uplink massive MIMO systems. The CJ and the SJ have complex division operations that are not hardware-friendly [14]. The author in [18] proposed the Damped Jacobi (DJ) method, which achieves relatively good performance, even with an increase in the number of users. However, the performance of DJ converges toward an error floor quickly as the number of users is increased. Hence, the DJ has limitations in performance in the environments with many users.

To solve the above problem and improve performance, this paper proposes a precondition Jacobi (PJC)-based precoder. The convergence rate is increased due to the use of precondition matrix multiplication, which is performed in each iteration., and as such allowing fast convergence. To accelerate convergence and obtain accurate solutions, the precondition matrix should satisfy three conditions. First, it should be an accurate approximate inverse matrix of the gram matrix. Second, the equation requires reasonable computational complexity to create it. Third, the total iterative equation should be solved easily with it. This paper proposes a polynomial expansion using the RI to obtain the precondition matrix. Moreover, it proposes a modified iteration equation to reduce the computational complexity by avoiding matrix–matrix multiplication.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the model for downlink massive MIMO systems. Section 3 explains the conventional JC. In Section 4, the PJC is proposed and compared with other iterative methods in regard to computational complexity. Section 5 provides convergence rate and simulation results. Lastly, Section 6 presents a conclusion.

2  Massive MIMO System Model

This paper considers the downlink massive MIMO system. The number of BS antennas is Nt, and the total number of users with a single antenna is K. The downlink  massive MIMO system model is shown in Fig. 1. The channel matrix between the number of BS antennas and the number of total users is as follows:




H=[h1h2,…,hK]T,(1)

where hij is the i -th element of hi(i=1,2,…,K) and has an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) complex baseband Rayleigh flat fading channel coefficient. When Z=[z1,z2,…,zK] is the precoding matrix, the i -th received symbol yi is as follows:




yi=PhiTzi||Z||Fxi+∑t=1,t≠iKPhtTzt||Z||Fxt+ni,(2)

where P is the transmit power, zi is the i -th vector of Z, xi is the complex transmit symbol with zero mean and unit variance, ni is the i -th complex additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zero mean and unit variance, and ||⋅||F is the Frobenius norm.
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Figure 1: The downlink massive MIMO system model

3  Conventional JC Precoding

This paper uses the JC to avoid the direct inversion of gram matrix W=HHH. To solve the linear equation of Ws=x, the iterative method expresses the following:




Ms(n)=Ns(n-1)+x,s(n)=Bs(n-1)+c,(3)

where M and N are decomposed from W, W=M-N, B and c are expressed as B=M-1N and c=M-1x. n is the number of iterations. The iterative method depends on M and N. In the JC, M and N are chosen as follows:




M=DN=-(L+U),(4)

where D is the diagonal matrix of W, L is the strict lower matrix of W, and Uis the strict upper matrix of W. The n -th iterative solution of the JC is as follows:




s(n)=D-1(x-(L+U)s(n-1)),(5)

where x is a K×1 modulated vector. s(0) is an initial solution and is generally used as follows:




s(0)=D-1x.(6)

After the final iteration, the transmit symbol vector s is multiplied by a matched filter and normalization factor as follows:




s=1βHHs(n),(7)

where β is the normalization factor that prevents variations in transmit power.

4  Proposed JC Method

In this section, the proposed precondition matrix in the JC is explained. It aims to improve the bit error rate (BER) performance of the downlink massive MIMO systems. Research related to the JC such as the CJ, the SJ and the DJ has been studied. However, the CJ and the SJ have complex division processes, which are the most expensive operations. Additionally, the DJ provides low error performance in an environment with a large number of users since the convergence rate is low and the condition number of the linear equation is high.

In order to solve the above problem, this paper proposes the PJC. It has two steps. First, the precondition matrix is computed by the simplest polynomial expansion up to the first-order term. When it exceeds the second-order term, the computational complexity is O(K3) because of matrix–matrix multiplication. The diagonal component is introduced in the second-order term to improve performance. After the precondition matrix is calculated, both sides of the linear equation are multiplied with the precondition matrix to reduce the condition number of the linear equation. The condition number of the linear equation measures the sensitivity of the solution to small changes in the input. Thus, when the linear equation has a low condition number, the situation is well conditioned [20]. Second, the JC is performed with a precondition matrix to reduce the spectrum radius of the iterative method. However, if it is performed by simply applying the precondition matrix, matrix–matrix multiplication is performed and the computational complexity is O(K3). In order to reduce the computational complexity, only the necessary matrix components are calculated, and the iteration equation is transformed into a matrix–vector multiplication.

4.1 Proposed Precondition Matrix

The preconditioning process reduces the condition number of the linear equation. The convergence rate is increased as the condition number of the linear equation is decreased [20]. To reduce the condition number of the linear equation, the precondition matrix is computed by polynomial expansion. The equation of polynomial expansion is as follows:




W-1≈∑i=0∞(M-1N)iM-1.(8)

In order to converge into the inverse matrix, the matrix M and N should be properly selected. The decomposed matrix is selected by the RI. The convergence rate of the RI is faster than that of the JC and is more suitable for environments with many users whereas the performance of the JC is affected by the diagonal dominant components of W [21]. In the RI, M is 1ωI, and N is 1ωI-W. Therefore, the precondition matrix P formed by polynomial expansion when applying the RI is as follows:




P=(I+(I-ωW)+(I-ωD)2)ω,(9)

where ω is the relaxation parameter, which is originally expressed as an eigenvalue of the gram matrix. Due to the computational complexity, ω is estimated as 1Nt+K [14]. In order to approximate the inverse matrix of W accurately, the second-order term is used. The diagonal components of the gram matrix have a high proportion in the massive MIMO environment. Thus, the diagonal components are introduced. After the precondition matrix is computed, it is multiplied by both sides of the linear equation:




PWs¯=Px.(10)

The preconditioning process accelerates the convergence rate as the condition number of PW is decreased. The condition number of the precondition matrix with the second-order term is lower than that with the first-order term since it is slightly more similar to the inverse matrix of W thanks to the introduction of the diagonal components. Since the expression in (10) calculates the matrix–matrix multiplication, the computational complexity of PJC exceeds O(K3). To reduce the computational complexity, the proposed equation is transformed in the next section to calculate only the necessary components.

4.2 Proposed JC Method with Precondition Matrix

In order to accelerate the convergence of the iterative method, the precondition matrix is applied to the JC. The linear equation multiplied by the precondition matrix is as follows:




W¯s¯=x¯,(11)

where W¯=PW,and Px=x¯. The computational complexity here is O(K3). However, the computational complexity of the PJC is reduced to O(K2) by multiplying only the necessary elements. In the JC, W¯ is decomposed as follows:




W¯=D¯+L¯+U¯,(12)

where D¯ is the diagonal matrix of W¯, L¯ is the strict lower matrix of W¯, and U¯ is the strict upper matrix of W¯. The PJC with the precondition matrix is as follows:




s¯(n)=D¯-1[x¯-(L¯+U¯)s¯(n-1)],n=1,2,….(13)

However, (10) should calculate the upper and lower triangular components of W¯. The computational complexity for calculating L¯ and U¯ is O(K3). Therefore, this paper propose a modified equation that does not need to find the components of L¯ and U¯ to make the computational complexity O(K2). The modified equation is as follows:




s¯(n+1)=D¯−1(x¯−(W¯−D¯)s¯(n))=s¯(n)+D¯−1(Px−PWs¯(n))=s¯(n)+D¯−1P(x−Ws¯(n))n=1,2,…,(14)

where s¯(0) is an initial value. In the PJC, s¯(0) is expressed as follows:




s¯(0)=D¯-1x¯.(15)

Consequently, the proposed algorithm for designing PJC precoders is summarized as follows:

Step 1: Input parameter x, H, n, β=KNt-K [11], ω

Step 2: Initialization




P=(2ωI-ω2W)+(I-wD)2ω

Step 3: Calculate the diagonal component of




for u=1:1:KD¯u,u=∑v=1KPu,vWv,uendx¯=Pxs(0)=D¯-1x¯

Step 4: Calculate JC precoder




fork=1:1:ns(k)=s(k-1)+D¯-1P(x-Ws(k-1))end

Step 4: ZF precoding




s=1βHHs(n)

4.3 Computational Complexity Analysis

The computational complexity is an important indicator for evaluating the performance of an iterative method. This paper defines the computational complexity as the required number of multiplications. Tab. 1 shows the computational complexity of the PJC and several conventional methods. It is more than twice that of the RI, the JC, and the DJ since the computational complexity O(K2) is required to calculate the precondition matrix. However, the performance of the PJC is higher than that of the RI, the JC, and the DJ thanks to the use of the precondition matrix.

Table 1: The computational complexity of the PJC, the RI, the JC, the DJ, and the ZF
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5  Performance Evaluation

5.1 Convergence Rate Analysis

The convergence rates of different iteration methods can be compared by calculating the spectral radius corresponding to each iteration matrix as well as the condition numbers of linear equations. The condition number of linear equation is obtained by calculating the largest singular value of a linear equation. To reduce the condition number of a linear equation, the precondition matrix similar to the inverse matrix of W should be multiplied in both sides of the linear equation. In Section 4, the precondition matrix that approximates the inverse matrix of W using polynomial expansion and introducing the diagonal components of W is proposed.

Fig. 2 shows the condition number of W¯ when the precondition matrix is multiplied. It consisted of the first-order term of polynomial expansion or the second-order term of diagonal components. The convergence rate of the iterative method is increased as the condition number of W¯ is decreased. The condition number of the linear equation is calculated as follows:




κ(W¯)=∥W¯∥∥W¯-1∥.(16)

It is shown that the condition number of the precondition matrix with the second-order term is lower than that with the first-order term because the precondition matrix is slightly more similar to the inverse matrix of W thanks to introducing the diagonal components.

[image: images]

Figure 2: The condition numbers of linear equations, multiplied by the precondition matrix when Nt = 100

To evaluate the convergence rate, the iterative method equation is expressed as s(n)=Bs(n-1)+c, where B is iteration matrix. The spectral radius of the iterative method is measured as the largest eigenvalue of B. It should be smaller than 1 to converge into an accurate solution of the linear equation. The convergence rate is increased as the spectrum radius is decreased. Fig. 3 compares the spectrum radii of several iterative methods. Each compared iterative matrix is as follows:




BJC=(I-D-1W)2BRI=(I-ωW)2BDJ=(I-ω¯D-1W)2BPJC=(I-D¯-1W¯).(17)

In order to have similar computational complexity with the PJC, the iterative matrix of the RI, the DJ, and the PJC is squared. Generally, when α is large, the diagonal dominant components of W are increased due to the law of large numbers, and the effect of small-scale fading and thermal noise can be averaged out [22]. The performance of the iterative method is improved as the number of diagonally dominant components of W is increased. In [10], the authors proved that W is fully diagonal dominant when α is larger than 5.83. The JC cannot converge when the diagonal dominance of W is small. Furthermore, Fig. 3 shows that the JC cannot converge when the number of users is higher than 25. In contrast, the RI and DJ can converge when α is smaller than 5.83. However, the spectrum radius of the PJC is lower than 1 for any α and is also lower than spectrum radii of the RI and the DJ. The computational complexity of the PJC is higher than those of the JC, the RI, and the DJ due to multiplying the precondition matrix. However, it can be reduced to O(K2) from O(K2) despite the increase of computational complexity.

[image: images]

Figure 3: Spectrum radii of iteration matrices of several iterative methods when Nt = 100

5.2 Simulation Results

This paper uses ZF as an optimal precoder. In MU MIMO systems, the minimum mean square error (MMSE) precoder provides better error performance than the ZF precoder. However, in the massive MIMO systems, the ZF precoder shows the same error performance as the MMSE precoder. In order to evaluate performance, the BER performances are measured. In all simulations, the number of BS antennas is fixed at 100 for the downlink massive MIMO systems. The downlink channel is modeled by the Rayleigh flat fading channel. Moreover, it is assumed that the BS knows perfect channel state information (CSI) for all users.

Fig. 4 shows the BER performances for the RI, the PJC, and the ZF precoding methods in quadrature phase shift keying (QPSK). Since the number of diagonally dominant components of W are decreased by decreasing α, the JC provides poor error performance. Furthermore, the SJ and the CJ find the initial value with the conjugate gradient and steepest descent algorithms, which enable them to accelerate convergence. After the SJ and the CJ calculate the initial value, the JC is performed. Therefore, these perform similar to the JC in the environment with many users. As shown in Fig. 4a, the performances of the PJC and the RI are increased as the number of iterations is increased since α is large. Meanwhile, as illustrated in Fig. 4b, although the number of iterations is increased, the improvement in performance for the RI is lower than that for the PJC. Furthermore, the performance of the RI is not increased below 10−5 even though the number of iterations is increased. Lastly, in Fig. 4c we can observe that the PJC shows a significant improvement in performance, while the RI has little improvement in performance. The performance of the RI converges toward an error floor. Moreover, the performance of the PJC continues to increase as the number of iterations increases. In conclusion, Fig. 4 shows that the difference in performance between the PJC and the RI is increased as the number of users is increased. In other words, the PJC is more efficient than the RI in environments with a large number of users.

[image: images]

Figure 4: BER performance comparison of RI, PJC, and ZF precoding methods in QPSK(a) Nt = 100, K = 30 (b) Nt = 100, K = 40 (c) Nt = 100, K = 50

Fig. 5 shows the BER performances for the DJ, the PJC, and the ZF precoding methods in 16 quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM). Generally, the results presented in Fig. 5 are similar to those in Fig. 4. It can observed that the JC suffers from low reliability. In Fig. 5a, the performances of the PJC and the DJ are increased as the number of iterations is increased. Since α is large, there is influence from the diagonally dominant component, and the PJC and DJ shows almost the same BER performance. In Fig. 5b, the performance of the DJ is lower than that of the PJC in all iterations. Furthermore, in Fig. 5c, it gradually converges toward an error floor at 18 dB even though the number of iterations is increased. Therefore, it is not increased below 10−4 even though the number of iterations is increased. In contrast, the performance of the PJC continues to increase as the number of iterations is increased.
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Figure 5: BER performance comparison of the DJ, the PJC, and the ZF precoding methods in 16QAM(a) Nt = 100, K = 30 (b) Nt = 100, K = 40 (c) Nt = 100, K = 50

The PJC obtains these promising results since the precondition matrix is multiplied with the linear equation to reduce the condition number of the linear equation and the spectral radius of the iterative matrix. Overall, it performs better than the RI and the DJ for the BER performance in environments with many users.

6  Conclusion

The iterative method is one solution to solve the computational complexity problem in the massive MIMO systems. This paper proposes an improved the JC-based precoder in the massive MIMO systems with a large number of users. The error performance is improved by using the precondition matrix. In order to accelerate convergence, the precondition matrix is multiplied with the linear equation. Then, the PJC is transformed to avoid matrix–matrix multiplication. None of the elements of the matrix that are multiplied with the precondition matrix and the gram matrix are required. Although the computational complexity of the PJC is increased compared to traditional methods, it overcomes the poor performance of the conventional JC when α is small. Furthermore, the PJC provides better BER performance improvements than the JC, the RI, and the DJ with similar computational complexity.
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