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Expectation Propagation-Based Sampling Decoding:
Enhancement and Optimization
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and Qihui Wu

Abstract—In this paper, the paradigm of expectation propaga-
tion (EP) algorithm in large-scale MIMO detection is extended
by the sampling decoding in an Markov chain Monte Carlo way
to boost the approximation of the target posterior distribution.
The proposed EP-based sampling decoding scheme not only theo-
retically addresses the inherent convergence problem of EP, but
also is able to achieve the near-optimal decoding performance
with the increment of Markov moves. Specifically, the EP-based
independent Metropolis-Hastings (MH) is proposed to guarantee
the exponential convergence to the target posterior distribution,
thus bridging the EP detector and the sampling decoding as a whole.
Meanwhile, the output yielded by the EP detector also provides a
good initial setup for the sampling decoding, which results in a
better convergence performance in the approximation. To further
improve the convergence performance and the decoding efficiency,
the EP-based Gibbs sampling is given, where the choice of the stan-
dard deviation of the discrete Gaussian distribution in the Markov
mixing is also studied for a better decoding performance. Moreover,
we extend the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding to the
soft-output decoding in MIMO bit-interleaved coded modulation
(BICM) systems, which enjoys a flexible decoding trade-off between
performance and complexity by the number of Markov moves.

Index Terms—EP algorithm, sampling decoding, MIMO
detection, soft-output decoding, lattice decoding, near-ML
decoding.
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1. INTRODUCTION

OWADAYS, massive multiple-input multiple-output
N (MIMO) has been widely applied in 5 G to boost the
network capacity on a much greater scale without extra band-
width [1]-[4]. Besides the large-scale number of antennas at
the base station, the total antenna number at the user side also
increases dramatically due to the smaller size of antennas and
rapid growth of user devices, whichimposes a pressing challenge
on the uplink signal detection of massive MIMO systems. To this
end, a number of works have been made to achieve a better de-
coding trade-off between performance and complexity [S]-[9].
Nevertheless, the substantial performance gap still does exist
especially when the system size goes up.

In [10], the expectation propagation (EP) technique was
adopted into the large-scale MIMO detection, which fully takes
the advantages of approximate inference over the posterior prob-
ability of the transmitted signal. As a generalization of belief
propagation (BP) to construct tractable approximations [11],
[12], EP shows better efficiency and robustness than BP and
Gaussian tree approximation (GTA) [13], [14], and was further
generalized by the expectation consistency (EC) technique under
a free energy approximation framework [15], [16]. In [17], a
low-complexity EP decoding scheme is given to reduce the
computational burden of the matrix inversion at each iteration.
In [18], EP is considered for MIMO detection under the case
of imperfect channel state information (CSI). Furthermore, EP
was applied to MIMO generalized frequency division multi-
plexing (GFDM) system to achieve the near-optimum detec-
tion [19]. Besides MIMO detection, EP has also been applied
to research fields of low-density parity-check (LDPC) channel
decoding [20], [21], Turbo equalization [22], [23] and so on.
However, the convergence of EP is not guaranteed in theory,
which has always been an inherent problem of EP since it was
introduced. Although in a few special cases like the exponential
family, the resulting KL.-divergence is proven to have a stationary
point, the iteration of EP still may not reach it [11], [24]. Even
though it seems that EP works well in the scenario of MIMO
detection, such a risk does always exist. Suffered from it, the
performance gain of EP is always limited no matter how large
size of the iteration number L is.

On the other hand, sampling decoding has emerged as a
promising detection strategy especially for high-dimensional
systems [25]-[29]. Typically, it performs decoding by sampling
from a discrete multi-dimensional Gaussian distribution, where
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the optimal decoding solution with the smallest Euclidean dis-
tance naturally entails the largest probability to be sampled.
Most importantly, during such a problem transformation, sam-
pling decoding introduces a new parameter into the decoding
framework, i.e., the standard deviation o > 0. Because of the
unimodal distribution, it is encouraged to set a small o for a
large target sampling probability, thus resulting in an efficient
decoding by sampling [30]. Therefore, the problem of sampling
decoding chiefly lies on how to successfully sample from the
target discrete Gaussian distribution, which is a rather difficult
problem in sharp contrast to the case of continuous Gaussian
density. Fortunately, the classic Markov chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) method has been demonstrated to approach it with
accessible convergence rate [31]-[33]. Nevertheless, sampling
decoding still severely suffers from the initial setup as it plays an
important role upon the convergence of the approximation [34]—
[36]. In this regard, EP detector serves as a good complement to
sampling decoding by offering a well chosen starting setup. Most
importantly, the posterior distribution sought by EP decoding is
essentially the same with the discrete Gaussian distribution in
sampling decoding, making it possible to unify them together as
a whole.

In this paper, to improve the decoding performance of EP
in large-scale MIMO detection, we propose to incorporate the
sampling decoding into the EP detector, which leads to the
proposed EP-based sampling decoding schemes. From it, several
promising merits can be achieved. Firstly, different from the EP
decoding, the convergence of the proposed EP-based sampling
decoding is guaranteed in theory, which exponentially converges
to the target posterior distribution in an Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMC) way. Meanwhile, the usage of EP detector is also
helpful to the following sampling decoding as it provides a better
starting setup for the Markov mixing so that extra potential can
be further exploited in both convergence and performance. Sec-
ondly, based on the convergence, an extra decoding performance
gain can be obtained by simply increasing the number of Markov
moves 7' in the sampling decoding. This essentially overcomes
the problem of EP decoding in the sense that a near-optimal
decoding performance become possible. Thirdly, the proposed
EP-based sampling decoding enjoys a flexible decoding trade-
off between performance and complexity, as the complexity of
Gibbs sampling decoding O(T - n?) can be freely adjusted by
the Markov moves. Therefore, our work unifies EP detector and
sampling decoding, and they are actually well complementary of
each other for a better decoding trade-off. Moreover, to achieve a
near-capacity performance over MIMO channels, the proposed
EP-based sampling decoding is further applied to MIMO bit-
interleaved coded modulation (BICM) systems for the iterative
detection and decoding (IDD) [37]-[40].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II in-
troduces the background of MIMO detection as well as the soft-
output decoding in MIMO-BICM systems, and briefly reviews
the basics of EP detector. In Section III, the proposed EP-based
independent Metropolis-Hastings (MH) sampling decoding is
presented, followed by the demonstration of the convergence
as well as the related convergence analysis. In order to further
exploit the decoding potential, the EP-based Gibbs sampling
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decoding is proposed in Section IV. Meanwhile, the reasonable
choice of the standard deviation o in the Markov mixing is
also studied. Section V introduces the EP-based Gibbs sampling
algorithm to the soft-output decoding in MIMO-BICM systems
and in Section VI simulation results based on the massive MIMO
detection are presented to illustrate the performance gain and the
flexible decoding trade-off. Finally, Section VII concludes the
paper.

Notation: Matrices and column vectors are denoted by up-
per and lowercase boldface letters, and the transpose, inverse,
pseudoinverse of a matrix H by H” ,H™!, and H, respec-
tively. We use h; for the ith column of the matrix H, ﬁ, for
the i-th Gram-Schmidt vector of the matrix H, and h; ; for
the entry in the ith row and jth column of the matrix H.
The multivariate normal distribution of a random vector y is
represented by N (y : u, 33), where p denotes the mean vector
and X represents the variance matrix. In addition, in this paper,
the computational complexity is measured by the number of
arithmetic operations (additions, multiplications, comparisons,
etc.). R(-) indicate the real components while (-) standards
for the imaginary components. The operator || - |7y represents
the total variation distance in the measurement between two
probability distributions.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we introduce the background and mathematical
tools needed to describe and analyze the following EP-based
sampling decoding algorithms.

A. MIMO Detection

Consider the hard detection of an n; X n, (n, > n;) MIMO
system. Let s € C" denote the transmitted signal, then the
corresponding received signal y is given by

y =Hs+w. 1)

Specifically, the i-th entry of the transmitted signal s, denoted
as s;, is a modulation symbol taken independently from an
M-QAM constellation with Gray mapping and w denotes the
noise vector with zero mean and variance 52 . Meanwhile, it is
assumed a flat fading environment, where the channel matrix
H € C™>*"r contains uncorrelated complex Gaussian fading
gains with unit variance and remains constant over each frame
duration.

In general, the complex model shown in (1) can be simplified

as
EIREI

which gives an equivalent 2n; x 2n,. real-valued MIMO system.
Therefore, for the sake of notational simplicity, we consider the
n X n real-valued MIMO system model

(H) —S(H)

{%(i)} B i(H) R(H)

y=Hs+w ©)]
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Iustration of the BICM transmitter and IDD receiver in an MIMO system. The subscript “1” denotes processing blocks that are connected with the inner

detection operation while subscript “2” indicates processing blocks connected to the outer decoding operations.

with Gaussian channel matrix H € R™*", transmitted signal
x € X™ C Z"™ and noise variance 02, = 72 /2, where the de-
tection extension of cases n x m with n > m is straightfor-
ward [41]. Typically, given the system model in (3), the opti-
mal maximum likelihood (ML) decoding in MIMO detection

computes

Smi = arg min |Hs — y||2,
sexm

“

which essentially amounts to solving the closest vector problem
(CVP) in lattice decoding [42]. More precisely, the problem
of MIMO detection can be viewed as a special case of lattice
decoding with finite state space s and Gaussian distributed H
[43].

B. Soft-Output Decoding

In order to achieve the near-capacity performance over MIMO
channels, bit-interleaved coded modulation (BICM) and itera-
tive detection and decoding (IDD) were introduced, where the
extrinsic information calculated by a priori probability (APP)
detector is taken into account to produce the soft decisions [37].
Typically, as shown in Fig. 1, the extrinsic information Lg; is
calculated by the MIMO detector based on the received y and
a priori information (API) L 41 of the transmitted bits which is
provided by the SISO decoder. Then Lg; is passed through the
deinterleaver to become API L 45 to the SISO decoder, which
computes the new extrinsic information Lpo to feed back to
the MIMO detector. Clearly, one complete cycle of information
exchange between the sections labeled “1” and ‘“2” forms an
iteration.

In particular, the extrinsic information in soft-output decoding
is always calculated through the posterior log-likelihood ratio
(LLR) for each information bit associated with the transmitted
signal s, i.e.,

L(bily) = logm

where b; is the i-th information bit in s, 1 < i < nu. Here, u
represents the number of bits per real constellation symbol and
s contains nu information bits in all. Through the exchange
of extrinsic information in each iteration, the performance of
soft-output decoding improves gradually and the posterior LLR

®)

follows

Es:bi:l P(yls)-exp Zjeji LA(bj)
Zs;bFo P(yls)-exp Zjeji La(b))

L(bily) = La(b;) + log

(6)
where L (b;) denotes the API of each transmitted bit in s
P(b; =1)
La(b;) =log——= 7
a(bi) ng(bi =) )
and J; is the set of indices 7 with

In the absence of API, it is assumed that all the bits in s have
the same probability to be 0 or 1 before y is observed. Then, the
L-value in (5) becomes [37], [44]

Zs:bizl eXp (_ﬁ”HS - yHQ)
>0 %P (— 3 [Hs — y|2)

In principle, the straightforward way to calculate the L-value in
(9) is MAP algorithm which computes the sums that contain 2"
terms. Unfortunately, the exponentially increased complexity
of MAP renders it inapplicable in practice. For this reason, a
number of works were dedicated to calculate the L-value in an
approximation way [45]-[47].

L(b;ly) = log ©

C. Expectation Propagation Detector

In [10], the expectation propagation (EP) technique from
the field of approximate inference was introduced to MIMO
detection. Specifically, according to the system model in (3),
the posterior probability of the transmitted signal s given the
received signal y satisfies

p(yls)p(s)

o) x N(y :Hs,o21) - HHS,;GX (10)

i=1

p(sly) =

by Bayesian theorem. Here s; is the component of s, I;,cx
is the indicator function that takes value 1 if s; € X and O
otherwise. However, it is intractable to directly perform in-
ference over the posterior distribution p(s|y) in (10). To this
end, the expectation propagation was adopted to approximate
the intractable posterior distribution p(s|y) with a tractable
distribution ¢(s|y), which minimizes the Kullback-Leibler (KL)
divergence between them. In fact, this is essentially equivalent
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to the moment matching conditions by matching the first and
second moments of p(s|y) and ¢(s|y) with each other [10].

In particular, to construct a tractable approximation of p(s|y),
q(sly) is initially set as

= N(y : Hs,o2T) e 25 Ast77s (11)

where v = [y1,72,...,7]T, and A = diag[Aq,...,A,] is a
diagonal matrix. In this condition, the mean vector p and the
covariance matrix 3 of ¢(s|y) follow

p="3(0, H'y +7)
Y= (0, H'H+A)!

q(sly)

12)

respectively. Then, with the initial setting of v = 0 and A =
E! (E, standards for the mean symbol energy) for 1 < i < n,
the sequential EP detector in [10] alternatively approaches the
moment matching between the marginals p(s;|y) and g(s;|y) for
each i, so that each pair of (7!, Al) are updated independently
along the iteration index [ > 0. To summarize, given the iteration
pair (7, AL), the (I + 1)-th iteration of the EP detector works in
the following steps:

1) Update the mean z} and the variance 01-2 @ of the marginal
PDF of ¢'(s;|y), where y; is the i-th element of ;! and the

2 equals to the i-th diagonal element of .

2(D)

variance o

2) Compute the mean t! and the variance h;
marginal q\z(sz|y) as

of the cavity

¢'(sily)

ai(sily) = Ry W 13)
where
n" = 72 (14)
(1— 2O’

3) Compute the mean u;f)i and the variance 012”(1) of the
distribution

P (sily) o< af; (sily) - Is;ea- (15)
4) Update the pair (y:"', A1) so that the mean and the

variance of the following distribution

I+1 1AL+1 2
si—g AT sg

al(sily) - ™ (16)
match uéi and 01271.([) respectively by setting
1 1
Al_+1 I
A0
l l
+1 Hop, tz’
it = Sk 17
20 " 320

Clearly, given A! and 4/, the mean vector ' and the covariance
matrix X! in (12) can be computed, which allows parallel updates
of all pairs (y.**, AI™). Finally, after a number of iterations
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(i.e., I = L), the components of decoding solution S in EP is
determined by the following hard decision
5; = arg min|s; — puF|?. (18)
s;eX
Undoubtedly, with the initial setting %Q and A? forl <i<n,
the EP detector yields the decoding result in an MMSE sense.

III. EP-BASED SAMPLING DECODING ALGORITHM

In this section, the concept of sampling decoding is introduced
into the EP detector. Instead of outputting the decoding solution
by hard decision, random sampling is applied to output the
final solution. Besides the decoding gain, such an enhancement
version of the EP detector is also convergence guaranteed in an
MCMC way. Moreover, we not only show it converges exponen-
tially but also try to specify the lower bound of the convergence
rate for the tractable decoding. Most importantly, due to the
convergence nature, the performance of the proposed EP-based
sampling decoding can be improved by simply increasing the
number of Markov moves.

Besides the posterior probability shown in (10), given the
received signal y, it is also eligible to establish the probability
distribution with respect to the transmitted signal s as

__1_ —_vII2
o [Hs—y]|

p(S|Y) = _ﬁHHS_Y‘P N (19)

seX™

Clearly, it is straightforward to see that both the posterior distri-
butions p(s|y) and p(s|y) are essentially the same in the sense
of decoding s, i.e.,

Sm = arg min |[Hs — y||* = arg max p(s|y)
seA™ sex™

= arg maxp(sly), (20)

sexm

where the optimal decoding solution naturally entails the largest
sampling probability. Intuitively, if sampling from the posterior
distribution p(s|y) can be successfully performed, the optimal
decoding solution S,,; will most likely to be encountered by
multiple samplings. Therefore, after the approximation of the
posterior probability p(s|y) in (10) by using ¢(s|y) with L
iterations, sampling decoding can be applied to continue the
approximation based on the mean vector ;” and the covari-
ance matrix X% outputted by EP. As for the way to guarantee
the convergence to the target distribution p(s|y), we resort to
the classic MCMC methods.

A. EP-Based Independent Metropolis-Hastings
Sampling Decoding

We now introduce the proposed EP-based independent
Metropolis-Hastings sampling decoding. Specifically, given the
mean u and the variance O’f ) jssued by EP, rather than

outputting the decoding solution by direct rounding in (18), we
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pick up the choice of s; randomly as follows

1 L2
—Soaylsiowi|
e i

8~ p(si) = 2y

I
Soeve
s, X
Furthermore, by counting the n-times 1-dimensional sampling

from s; to s, as one iteration, the sampling probability p(S) can
be expressed as

- e 3D (s—n")|?

r®) =1rG) = S e BIDEIP

i=1

(22)

with D = diag(X7) - I. Clearly, with the initial setting of EP,
ie, AY = E;1 and ¥ = 0 for 1 < i < n, the decoding solu-
tion given in (22) corresponds to the randomized variant of
MMSE decoding algorithm [48]. As the iteration of EP proceeds,
better choices of ;1 and ¥ would be refined gradually, which
offers a perspective initial setup for the random sampling in the
following.

Given the sampling probability in (22), the following question
is how to guarantee its approximation to p(s|y). In fact, it has
been demonstrated in [48] that p(8) with A} = E; and7? = 0
approximates p(s|y) within a negligible statistical distance if
o is sufficiently large. However, such a requirement is too
stringent, rendering the direct approximation by p(8) inappli-
cable in most cases of interest. In this condition, we attempt
to perform the approximation by establishing a valid Markov
chain converging to p(s|y). Once the underlying Markov chain
arrives at the stationary distribution, then the exact sampling
from P(s|y) can be carried out. In fact, when the convergence
rate of the Markov chain is known, the approximation becomes
tractable, since the total variation distance between the built
distribution and the target distribution can be easily estimated.

Therefore, in order to built the Markov chain for the target
distribution p(s|y), the sampling scheme of the Metropolis-
Hastings (MH) algorithm is adopted, where the sampling proba-
bility p(8) in (22) is applied as the proposal distribution' g(-, -).
To summarize, given the mean vector p” and the covariance
matrix ¥ outputted by EP after L iterations, the approximation
of p(s]y) induced by the designed Markov chain operates in the
following steps:

1) Sample from the independent proposal distribution to ob-
tain the candidate state g € X" for the Markov move S; 1,

a(s,8) = p(g)
o~ 2ID(g—nb)|? ”
N Sgern e~ 5ID(g—ub)|?’ 23)

where the sampling of g is independent of s.
2) Calculate the acceptance ratio a(s, g)

m(g)q(g;s) } = min {171m}

P
p(sly)q(s, g)
ITheoretically, the proposal distribution ¢(, -) in the MH algorithm can be
any fixed distribution from which we can conveniently draw samples.

a(s,g) = min {1

Algorithm 1: EP-Based Independent MH Sampling
Decoding.

Require: H,0,,,y, L, T
Ensure: Soupu;
1: use EP detector to get 4/ and X% after L iterations
2:  letsin (18) denote the initial state of Sy and Soypu = 8
3: fort=1,...,Tdo
4: sample g from the proposal distribution ¢(s, g) in

(23)

5 calculate the acceptance ratio a(s, g) in (24)

6: generate a sample « from the uniform density U0, 1]

7 if u < a(s, g) then

8: letS; =g

9: else
10: S;=s
11: end if
12:  if [Hg —y| < ||HSoupu — /|| then
13: update Soyput = 8
14: end if
15: end for

e*;%‘|Hg*Y\\2 .o 3ID(s—ub)|?
=min < 1, T (24)
¢ w3 MY D
with
e—%HHS—yH2
7T(S) :p(s|y) = 1 |Hs—y|2 . (25)
202 s=yll
Dxexn € 2w

3) Make a decision for S; 1 basedon (s, g) toaccept Sy =
gornot (i.e., Syy1 = s).

In this way, a Markov chain {Sy, Sy, ...} is established with
the transition probability P(s, g) as follows:

P(s,g) = q(s,g) - as,g) = min {p(g),W} . (26)

Note that the generation of the state candidate g is independent
of the previous one s. This is referred to as the independent
Metropolis-Hastings algorithm [49], where the connection be-
tween two consecutive Markov states only lies in the decision
part. Note that the acceptance ratio «(s, g) > 0 can be further
written as

e—%[Hﬁ(g—un)HQ—Hﬁ(s—MZF)\P]—%[HD(S—ML)Hz—\\D(g—;tL)\\217 (27)
where H = H /Ow, and zp = H‘Ly denotes the mean vector
yielded by zero-forcing (ZF) detector. Accordingly, p” can be
viewed as the mean vector outputted by an enhanced MMSE
detector. Therefore, once g is a better choice than s in the sense
of Euclidean distance, its acceptance ratio will be improved re-
markably due to the first term | H(g — pzr)||? — [|H(s — puzr) ||?
in (27). To summarize, the operation of the proposed EP-based
independent MH sampling decoding is presented in detail in
Algorithm 1.
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B. Convergence Analysis

In principle, it is easy to verify that the proposed Markov
chain with transition probability given in (26) is irreducible by
satisfying

P(S!"F = g[St =s) >0 (28)

with Markov move index ¢t > 0 and positive integer k > 0,
aperiodic by fulfilling

ged{k : P(S""F = g|S' =s) >0} =1 (29)

where “gcd” represents the greatest common divisor, and re-
versible due to

P(sly)P(S'! = gIS' = s) = w(g) P(S"*! = s[S' = g).
(30)
Therefore, according to the convergence theorem of MCMC,
we arrive at the following Theorem to show its geometric
ergodicity,” where the detailed proof can be found in [34, The-
orem 4.9].
Theorem 1: Given the target discrete Gaussian distribution
m(s) = p(s|y), the Markov chain induced by the proposed EP-

based independent MH sampling decoding satisfies

[P(s,-) = x|ry < M(1—06)" 31

where 0 < 0 < 1and M > 0 for all states s € ™.

Clearly, the convergence of the proposed EP-based sampling
decoding to the target distribution p(s|y) is guaranteed theoret-
ically, which implies the optimal decoding solution S, would
be returned along with the Markov mixing. This is different
from EP as its convergence for MIMO detection is not guaran-
teed [10], [11]. Most importantly, the distribution induced by the
underlying Markov chain converges exponentially fast while the
exponential decay coefficient 0 < 0 < 1 is the key to determine
the upper bound of the convergence rate (1 — 0). Therefore, in
what follows, we try to specify the exponential decay coefficient
6, so that the mixing time required by the Markov chain to
converge becomes accessible.

Lemma I: The exponential decay coefficient 0 < § < 1inthe
proposed EP-based independent MH sampling decoding follows

6_5?%%@ LDt P+ Em?) . g (32)
with a constant
— 5 H(g—pz)|?
n€ 2
B _ ZgGX (33)

> gern ¢ 3IDE A

Proof: To begin with, it has been demonstrated that for the
independent MH algorithm, § actually denotes the lower bound
of theratio g(+) /m(-) [31]. Therefore, according to (22) and (25),
we have
e~ 3ID(g-1")?

S gen o HDEHOIE

de){n e~z He—y|?

o LHg y|?

2Since the state space of the Markov chain is finite, geometric ergodicity and
uniform ergodicity essentially are the same [50].
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> min {e” 3ID(g-p1")*+ 5 H(g~ uzp)Hz} 3

gexn
=4, (34)
completing the proof. |

Therefore, given D, H, y and 1, § can be exactly calculated,
thus offering an upper bound for the convergence rate of the
Markov chain. Another point worth being mentioned is that §
also depends on the size of state space X", where a larger state
space size naturally corresponds to a smaller §. This is because
¢ itself only serves as a lower bound for all the possible Markov
moves, and the true value in practice could be much larger than
it. Consequently, based on §, the upper bound of the mixing time
can be further calculated as [31]

(35)

which leads to a tractable Markov mixing. Clearly, the mixing
time is proportional to 1/4, and becomes O(1) as § — 1. Hence,
after a certain burn-in time, the sampling based on the approx-
imation of p(s|y) can be carried out, where the sample with
the closest Euclidean distance among all the candidates after 7'
times Markov moves is selected as the final decoding solution.

IV. ENHANCEMENT AND OPTIMIZATION

The flexible choice of the proposal distribution ¢(-, -) in MH
is beneficial for the establishment of the valid Markov chain.
However, its convergence turns out to be slow if the choice
of ¢ is not well suited. This is mainly due to the acceptance
mechanism in MH as the sampling candidate from the proposal
distribution could be rejected in a large probability. To thisend, in
this section, the EP-based Gibbs sampling is proposed to further
exploit the decoding potential. Moreover, under the framework
of sampling decoding, the standard deviation o is optimized for
a better decoding performance.

A. EP-Based Gibbs Sampling Decoding

As a special case of MH sampling, Gibbs sampling employs
univariate conditional sampling to build the Markov chain [51].
Compared to the MH sampling, the Gibbs sampling from
MCMC is able to further improve the decoding efficiency and
performance in two perspectives. On one hand, the usage of
the proposal distribution in the traditional MH sampling is
removed, whose setting is flexible but appears difficult to find
the optimal one. As the ideal proposal distribution for MH is
unknown, the solution offered by Gibbs sampling to perform the
1-dimensional conditional sampling over the target distribution
turns out to be more promising for a better convergence perfor-
mance. On the other hand, Gibbs sampling is easy to implement,
where the decision by acceptance ratio in the traditional MH
sampling can be avoided (because of the acceptance ratio « in
Gibbs sampling is always 1 [34]). This is rather beneficial for
the sampling efficiency in most cases of interest.

In particular, in the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling de-
coding algorithm, each coordinate of s is sampled from the
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following 1-dimensional conditional distribution

1 _viI2
T Hs

(36)

Pgibbs (s |S[7i]7Y> =

e*ﬁ\\HS*Y\P
S,;EX w

. A . . . .
with s_j) = [s1,...,8i-1, 8141, -, s5,]T. During this univari-

ate sampling over s;, the other n — 1 variables contained in s|_
are keeping fixed but are counted into the sampling as well. By
repeating such a procedure with a certain order [51], a valid
Markov chain {S° S! ...} is established. More specifically,
it is also straightforward to verify that the underlying Markov
chainisirreducible and aperiodic so as to the following Theorem,
whose proof is omitted due to its simplicity as well.

Theorem 2: Given the target discrete Gaussian distribution
m(s) = D(s|y), the Markov chain induced by the proposed EP-
based Gibbs sampling algorithm satisfies

|P(s,-) = 7llpy < M(1—0)" (37)

where 0 < § < 1 and M > 0 for all states s € X™.

Clearly, the complexity of Gibbs sampling at each Markov
move is easily accepted with O(n?). Due to this attraction, the
complexity of each Markov move is often insignificant, whereas
the number of Markov moves turns out to be more critical.
Compared to the EP-based independent MH sampling decoding,
the univariate sampling in EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding
fully makes use of the correlation among the components of
s, which naturally leads to a better Markov mixing. Besides,
different from the former who performs the sampling based on
the mean vector u” and the variance diag(:%) yielded by EP,
the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding only takes the
decoding solution of EP detector (i.e., S in (18)) as the initial
starting point s°.

In essence, the initial starting point s” plays an important
role in the Markov mixing. More precisely, for the small set
{s:V(s) =Dp(sly) © <d,c>0}andd > 2b/(1 — \), the un-
derlying Markov chain will converge exponentially as [52]

IP*(s%,) = 7llrv < (1 — &)

+ (a({:)t (1 + % + V(SO)> :

(38)

where 0 <r <1, 0<A<1l, U=142(d+b) and a=
ﬁ. From (38), starting the Markov chain with s® as
close to the center of the discrete Gaussian distribution (i.e., the
optimal decoding solution S,;) as possible would be a judicious
choice for the efficient convergence, which is accordance with
our suggestion of using the decoding solution of EP detector.
Since only the output of EP is utilized in the following Gibbs
sampling, the proposed sampling decoding is well compatible
to the most of EP detectors.

Compared to the EP-based independent MH sampling decod-
ing, the convergence rate analysis of the proposed EP-based
Gibbs sampling decoding is hard to carry out. Nevertheless,
thanks to the univariate sampling over the target posterior dis-
tribution, the Markov chain built by Gibbs sampling still turns

out to be a more attractive solution due to the better convergence
and efficiency.

B. Choice of o

Generally, the standard deviation o > 0 in the discrete Gaus-
sian distribution p(s|y) is set as o, by default due to the effect of
noises [26], [27], [35], [53]. However, it is interesting to see that
the setting of o actually could be flexible as p(s|y) is a unimodal
distribution, which means the optimal decoding solution always
entails the largest sampling probability no matter what o > O is,
namely,

e*ﬁHHS*yw
w

Sml = arg max

I 2
) — 5.7 [Hs—yl
sEX™ Zseé\,’" e 204,
e 2oz Hs—y|?
= arg max T (39)
sexr S e 2.ZIHSTY
sexn

In other words, this means an extra decoding degree of freedom
can be obtained by adjusting o for a better decoding perfor-
mance. Intuitively, from (39), a small size o is preferred as it
corresponds to a large sampling probability of S,,;. However,
this also intensively increases the Markov mixing time since the
chain becomes less dynamic [34]. On the contrary, it has been
demonstrated in [54] that when o is sufficiently large there is
no need of MCMC for approximation as the sampling can be
successfully carried out directly. Unfortunately, in this condi-
tion, the sampling probability of S, would be extremely small
due to the near-uniform distribution. In a word, there is a latent
trade-off regarding to the choice of ¢, which should be carefully
investigated. Here, to balance this inherent trade-off for a better
decoding performance, a reasonable compromise is to ensure a
reliable sampling probability p(Sy|y) given moderate o. To this
end, in the sequel we give guidelines on how to specify o.

Typically, withrespecttoany s € X' to be sampled, we firstly
extract o from the denominator of p(s|y) by

e*ﬁ“HS*YHQ
p(sly) = 1 2
— 5oz |Hs—y|
sexn e 2

e 2oz Hs-y|?

Sz ¢ BT
s

Hs-y|?

>

@ ezl
>

S oo 2T
seL™

s [Hs—y 2

(&

T 2
— 5oz [[Hs||
Jocrn € 2 ds

o o5z |Hs—y

fSER" P 27T0'2H’1(H’1)T (S)dS
© o 5oz [Hs—y?

" (V2ro)"\/det(H L(H 1)T)
= flo)-n

(40)
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where
A n ~1(g-1\T
02 1/y/(@2m)m det(H-1(H)T) @1
is a positive constant and
— 5oz Hs-y|?
A€ 202
flo) = o (42)

is parameterized by o. Here, (a), (b) and (c¢) respectively obey
the facts from lattice theory ([55, Lemma 2.5]) that

Z o mzlBxel” < Z o~ 207 IBx?
XEL™ xX€eZ™
for lattice £L=Bx, BeR™", xe€Z", and pp-1(x) =
e mIBxI® for [o. p s(x)dx = Vdet T with ¥ = BB”.

From (40), it is natural to see that the sampling probability for
any specific s € X" is actually lower bounded by the function
f (o). Furthermore, let the derivative of function f(o) with
respect to o be zero, we have

_ [Hs—y]
g = )
vn
which means the sampling probability lower bound of any

specifics € X" can be optimized through it. Therefore, to obtain
the target decoding solution Sy, the corresponding choice of oy

(43)

(44)

should vary with ||HS,, — y]||, i.e.,
 Hw vl

(45)

Oml
n

Generally speaking, given different configurations of H and
w, such a flexible setting of oy, is more beneficial to sampling
decoding by providing a specific rather than statistical choice®
0w [27]. For a small value of ||HSy — y||, om tends to get
smaller since y appears close to HS,,,; and vice versa, thus adap-
tively guiding the choice of o for each specific S,,;. However,
in practice, it is impossible to get S,y for choosing oy in (45),
which imposes a significant request on s” as an approximation

[ Hs® — y||
VI

Intuitively, the closer of s to Sy, the more accurate of the
selected o, which is also in line with the requirement of Markov
mixing. Therefore, the initial Markov state s” outputted by the
EP detector can be applied as a high-quality approximation.
Moreover, it is also feasible to follow a dynamic strategy for
updating o, namely, update o when a smaller size ||Hs’ — y||
is obtained:

(46)

O approximate —

o » Mingjzo [[Hs” —y
d 9 1 _— .

ynamic \/ﬁ

Hence, it is clear to see that the Euclidean distance
mingsj>o [[Hs? —y|| shrinks monotonically along with the
Markov moves, which leads to a more accurate approximation of

the optimal o. Note that updating o dynamically is compatible
with the mechanism of MCMC, which is known as adaptive

(47)

3The common choice o, also severely suffers from the stalling problem as
shrinks intensively with the increase of SNR.
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Algorithm 2: EP-Based Gibbs Sampling Decoding.
Input: H, ogynamic, ¥, L, T
Output: /S\output;
1:  use EP detector to get s in (18) and let Soupu =
2: let’s denote the initial state of Sy and let 0 = W
3: fort=1,.. Tdo
4 fori—=n, ..., 1do
5: sample s! from Pgibbs (Si[S[—i], y) shown in (36)
6: end for
7.
8
9
10

if |Hs' — y|| < ||HSoupu — y| then
update goutput = St and o = HI{ALM
end if

end for

MCMC [56]. Meanwhile, this is also accordance with simulated
annealing (SA) by gradually cooling down the temperature of
the Markov chain, which is widely accepted in various research
fields [57].

Here, because the state space of & is formed by the finite and
discontinuous integers rather than the integer space Z, necessary
adjustment has to be made in practice to ensure the sampling
performance. Typically, because the bias brought by the usage of
s’, the sampling has the risk to be uniform especially for the lim-
ited state space X. Therefore, to avoid the related performance
degradation, an upper bound is helpful to the choice of ogynamic in
practice. To summarize, the operation of the proposed EP-based
Gibbs sampling decoding with dynamic choice of o is illustrated
in Algorithm 2. Additionally, we point that the application of
Gibbs sampling also introduces some extra degrees of freedom
in exploited the decoding potential (i.e., the scan order of the
Gibbs sampling, parallel sampling and so on), which will be the
future work in our research.

V. EXTENSION TO SOFT-OUTPUT DECODING IN
MIMO-BICM SYSTEMS

As shown in (9), different from MIMO detection, the optimal
MAP decoding in soft-output detection takes all the possible
candidates s € X" in the state space into account for the LLR
calculation, which is inapplicable in practice. Therefore, for
the sake of complexity consideration, in this section we intro-
duce the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding to the
MIMO-BICM systems for the iterative detection and decoding.
Typically, we show that by collecting the samples from the
discrete Gaussian distribution

o 2oz [Hs—y|?

S
S

with o = [|[HS, — y||/+/n, the proposed EP-based Gibbs sam-
pling decoding achieves a flexible trade-off between perfor-
mance and complexity, and near-MAP decoding performance
can be achieved based on a restricted decoding set

p(sly) = (48)

C={se X" :|Hs—y| <V2r|HSy -yl } (49)
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We point out that the decoding output of EP detector s is still
applied here to serve as the initial choice of o by approximating
d(A,y). Similarly, o can also be updated in a dynamic way like
(47). Note that decoding based on the derived decoding set C is
in the same spirit as the list sphere decoding proposed in [37],
but here we give an explicit size of the sphere radius to achieve
the near-MAP performance.

To concisely state the analysis, we extend the discrete Gaus-
sian distribution in (48) into a more general expression as

o siz|Hs—y?

g ¢ IR
se

which is known as lattice Gaussian distribution in literature due
to s € Z™ [54], [58]. Therefore, we will take Z™ as the state
space of s in the following while each specific Hs in referred
to as lattice point belonging to the lattice A = Hs C R"™. On
the other hand, because ||HS;, — y|| indicates the Euclidean
distance between the query point y and lattice A, we use

d(A,y) = |[HSm — y||

DH,U,y (S) = (50)

(G

to represent it for short.

A. Sphere Radius for Near-MAP Decoding Performance
First of all, according to (43), the summation term

— 1l |Hs—v]?
S oeegn € 2w =1 i (9) for the calculation of LLR is upper
bounded by

— 1 _|Hs—vy|? —_1_|Hs|?
Z ) [Hs—y|| < Z P [Hs|| . (52)
sEZL™ sezmn
Next, because of the following inequality [59]
Z e tIBx]? <tz Z e TIBx|? (53)
XEL™ xeLn
for 0 < t < 1, it follows that
C 1 Hs_y|? )
Z e 20221) ”H yH S (27‘_0_3))71/2 . Z efTrHHSH ; (54)

sEZ™ SEZ™

for oy > 1/ 274 Meanwhile, due to the following relation-
ship [60]

_ 1 IBx—cl? _d3(Le) 1 2
E e~ 7,z IBx=c]| > e 2% . E e~ 7.7 Bl , (55)
xXEL™ xXEL™
we have
- [Hs—y|? n 2 N iz
§ :e 202, S(Qﬂ-gi))z e AY) | E e~ mHs—yl| (56)
sezZn scZn

for o, > 1/V/2m.

On the other hand, according to (55), it is easy to verify that

e—ﬁ“HSHQ
. E H

sEZL™

_d?2(ny)

1 2
__1_|Hs— a=(Ay)
2 : e 202, I vl 2 e 202,

sEZ™

4This requirement of ¢, is easy to fulfill in practice for the soft-output
decoding of MIMO systems especially for high-dimensional systems.

—e 20 _21:;7 |Fs|?
seL™
_d?(y)
>e 2% . § o IHs||?
sEL™
2y Hevll2
>e 205 . Z e mIHs—y| (57)
sez™

for o, > 1/v/2m. Therefore, by combining (56) and (57),
it is clear to see that for o, >1/v2m, the sums

— 527 [Hs—y|? .
Dosegn € 2w can be characterized by the term
> sczn e ™IHs-¥l* and a function made up by o, and d(A, y):

S e 9(0w,d(Ay)) - S e TSI (sg)

sezZmn sezn

Hs—y[?

where function g(+) is bounded by

a2 (A,y)

(2mo2)M? . e AY) > g(o, d(Ay)) > e 25 . (59)

Therefore, in what follows, we will show that the term
S ucgn € TSI in (58) is mainly determined by the lattice

points within the sphere radius v/27d(A,y) centered at y.
In particular, with o, > 1/+/2m, it follows that

Zefﬁ Hs—y|* _ 3 o Tz He=y?
sezZmn sezZm
_ 1 _ 2
= e By rms—y)?
seZmn
_ 1 _ 2
- Ze”(l 3707 IHsYI® —rHs-y)?

seZ™,|Hs—y||>v2rd(A,y)

1 2 g2
A L (RN ))
sz, [Hs-y|>VErd(A.y)

Hence, according to (56) and (60), we have

(1- 7‘_22 )2m2 d2(A,y)

2
3 eney s £ T e by
2m02) 2 - emd*(AY) ’
n w
seZ sezn,|Hs-y||>v2rd(A.y)
(61)

SO as to

Ze_TrHHs—yH2> [k(0w) — 1] .Ze_W”HS_y‘P’ (62)
sen, [Hs—y || <v2rd(A,y) s€Z” [Hs—y|[2vamd(A.y)

where

6(271'2—6%—7()(12(/\,}’)

k(ow) = (2moy,) "% - (63)

Therefore, if the function k(o) is sufficiently large, the value of
> sczn e~ mIHs—yI? ig dominantly decided by the lattice points
within |Hs — y|| < v27md(A,y).

Here, we resort to statistics with respect to d(A, y) to illustrate
the relationship behind k(o). Typically, because w in (5)
entails the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zero
mean and variance o2, the expectation of |Hs — y||? satisfies

E[|Hs — y|?] = no?, (64)
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by the law of large numbers. Hence, we have

6(271'2771')03,777 "
Elk(ow)] = (JQTW) :

Clearly, given o, > 1/1/27, the average value of k(o)
increases exponentially with the system dimension n (e.g., with
02 = 0.3, E[k] = 4.577"), making the lattice points within
sphere radius ||[Hs — y|| < v/27d(A,y) dominant in the sums
Y sezn e IHs=yI* In fact, we have to admit that the bound in
(60) is rather loose while the true value of E[k] could be much
larger than that of (65).

From the relationship shown in (62), the sums in (58) can be
well approximated by

_ 1 —vII2
S e =S g0y, d(Ay) SeTIEE (66)

sezr seZn || Hs—y||<v2rd(A.y)

(65)

which indicates that a near-MAP decoding situation is enabled
by those lattice points within the sphere radius ||Hs — y|| <
V2md(A,y) centered at y.

B. Flexible Trade-Off in Soft-Output Decoding

We now show that the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling
decoding with o = d(A,y)/+/n enjoys a flexible decoding
trade-off by efficiently collecting lattice points within the sphere
radius ||Hs — y|| < v27d(A,y) centered at y.

Theorem 3: With the choice o = d(A,y)/+/n, the collected
lattice points Hs by the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling
decoding satisfy

Pipyy ., [|Hs — y[|<v2rrd(A,y)] > 1 — 2720
forr > 1/4/2m.

Proof: To start with, we invoke the following Lemma
from [61].

Lemma 2 ([61]): For any lattice L =Bx C R",0 >0, c €
R™ and r > 1/\/%, it follows that

(67)

(VEmerte ™y
(68)
where x € Z™ is sampled from the lattice Gaussian distribution
1
DB.gesand po(L—¢) =", yn o5z Bx—c|®
According to Lemma 2, given o = d(A,y)/+/n, we have
PSNDH,a,y[”HS - YH > \/ﬂ?‘d([\7 y)] < (mr . 61—7r7-2)n

_ 2—Q(n)

O'()
P, Bx — | >rvammo] <228
DB,G’,C[” C”—r n ]< U(C C)

(69)

and the inequality holds due to (55), completing the proof. W

Based on Theorem 3, it is straightforward to observe that with
r = 1, the probability of lattice points sampled from Dy oy
locating within the sphere radius v/27d(A, y) centered at y is
lower bounded by

Ps Dy, [IIHs — y[[<v2md(A,y)] > 1 —0.2945",  (70)

which is almost 1 especially in high-dimensional systems. On
the other hand, since the lattice points closer to the center point
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Fig.2.  Symbol error rate versus average SNR for the uncoded 12 x 12 MIMO
system using 4-QAM.

y naturally have larger probabilities to be sampled, the pro-
posed EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding is able to efficiently
collect those high-quality lattice points from Dyg . Conse-
quently, in the soft-output decoding, the proposed EP-based
Gibbs sampling decoding enjoys a flexible trade-off between
performance and complexity by simply adjusting the number of
Markov moves, and the near-MAP decoding performance can
be achieved with the increase of the sample size.

VI. SIMULATION

In this section, the performance of the proposed EP-based
sampling decoding schemes in MIMO systems are studied by
simulations in full details.

In Fig. 2, the performance comparison about the proposed
EP-based sampling decoding is illustrated ina 12 x 12 uncoded
MIMO system with 4-QAM. The decoding performance is
evaluated in terms of the symbol error rates (SERs), and the
iteration numbers of the basic EP detector are set as L = 2 and
L = 10 respectively. Then, based on the EP detector, the pro-
posed independent MH sampling and Gibbs sampling schemes
are shown, where the numbers of Markov moves are set as
T = 50. Clearly, the proposed EP-based independent MH sam-
pling achieves a better decoding performance than the original
EP detector for both cases of L = 2 and L = 10. As expected,
with the standard deviation o,,, the EP-based Gibbs sampling
outperforms the EP-based independent MH sampling, implying
a better convergence performance. Note that the EP-based Gibbs
sampling with L = 10 obtains a better decoding performance
than that with L = 2, which indicates the importance of the
choice of the starting point. Furthermore, an extra decoding
gain can be obtained by the application of Ggynamic, Which is
able to achieve the near-optimal decoding performance. This
is also accordance with the afore-mentioned analysis about the
choice of o. Therefore, considering the superiority of oaynamic.
we apply it to the EP-based Gibbs sampling by default in the
rest of performance comparisons.
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Fig.3.  Symbol error rate versus average SNR for the uncoded 12 x 12 MIMO

system using 16-QAM.

In Fig. 3, the symbol error rates (SERs) of the EP decod-
ing with different iteration numbers (i.e., L = 2,10, 100) and
the EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding with different numbers
of Markov moves (i.e., 7' = 50, 100, 200) are illustrated in a
12 x 12 uncoded MIMO system with 16-QAM. Here, we point
out that all the EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding schemes
applied in the following are based on the decoding output of
EP detector with L = 10. This is straightforward to understand
as the decoding performance of EP is limited by convergence and
there is no obvious difference between the cases of L = 10 and
L = 100. For a better comparison, the performance of an MMSE
detector is also presented. Clearly, with L = 0, the EP detector
yields the equivalent MMSE decoding performance while a
better decoding performance is achieved with the increment of
L. Meanwhile, the optimal ML decoding, which is impractical
due to the exponentially increased decoding complexity, serves
as a baseline for the performance comparison.

Undoubtedly, the performance of the EP decoding with L =
100 almost remains the same with that of L = 10. In other
words, the decoding performance of EP detector can not be
always improved by simply increasing L. On the other hand,
as for the EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding, an extra decod-
ing performance gain can be achieved with the increment of
Markov moves 7. Clearly, with an increase in Markov moves,
the near-optimal performance can be achieved by the proposed
EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding. We emphasize that this is
quite different from EP detector since the decoding performance
gain of EP vanishes rapidly along with the number of iterations
L, thus resulting in a performance limit after a number of
iterations. In addition, the usage of EP also offers a good initial
setting for the underlying Markov mixing, thus leads to a better
decoding performance due to the faster convergence to the target
distribution.

In Fig. 4, to investigate the impact of modulation orders, the
performance comparison of the proposed EP-Gibbs sampling
decoding is illustrated ina 12 x 12 uncoded MIMO system with

o
w 102
o 10

—— MMSE
—B-EP, L=2

- EP,L=10
—O—EP, L=100

- EP-Gibbs, T=100
—7~ EP-Gibbs, T=200
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—ML

108 F

10 I I I I 1
20 23 26 29 32 35

Fig.4. Symbol error rate versus average SNR for the uncoded 12 x 12 MIMO
system using 64-QAM.

64-QAM. As can be seen, the decoding performance of the EP
detector can not be further improved by simply increasing L. Dif-
ferent from it, the performance of EP-Gibbs sampling decoding
still improves accordingly with the increment of 7'. However,
due to the higher modulation order, more Markov moves are
needed to guarantee the performance gain. This is expected
because the whole state space of s is greatly expanded, resulting
in a slower convergence rate. Nevertheless, the convergence of
the Markov chain is still ensured and the near-ML decoding
performance can be got if a large enough 7" is allowed. Note
that the complexity of the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling
decoding turns out to be mild (the sampling complexity by
Gibbs sampling is O(T - n?)) so as to a flexible decoding trade-
off between performance and complexity. Another observation
should be mentioned is that all the EP-based sampling decoding
schemes fail to achieve the full receive diversity, which makes
the EP-based decoding less attractive in the area of high SNRs.

Fig. 5 shows the SER of the proposed EP-Gibbs sampling
decoding in a 24 x 24 uncoded MIMO system with 16-QAM.
This corresponds to a lattice decoding scenario with the re-
stricted state space in dimension n = 48. Similarly, with the
increase of iteration number L, the performance of EP decoding
improves gradually but is limited at L = 10. As can be seen,
no extra performance gain can be obtained even if L = 100. On
the other hand, a better decoding performance can be achieved
when the proposed EP-Gibbs sampling decoding is applied,
where cases of 7'= 100, T'= 200 and 7T = 500 are given.
Therefore, a flexible trade-off with respect to the EP-Gibbs
sampling decoding is established by adjusting the parameter 7.
Moreover, the related performance comparison regarding to a
32 x 32 uncoded MIMO system with 16-QAM is presented in
Fig. 6. Compared to cases of 12 x 12 and 24 x 24, it has a much
higher system dimension so as to a much larger state space of
s, which means more Markov moves are required to ensure a
certain performance gain. Note that the EP and EP-based Gibbs
sampling decoding fail to achieve the full receive diversity gain
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Fig.6. Symbol error rate versus average SNR for the uncoded 32 x 32 MIMO
system using 16-QAM.

in all the cases. Because of this, the superiority of EP-based
algorithms vanishes gradually with the increment of SNR. This
means considerable decoding potential can be further exploited,
which is one of our research work in future.

Fig. 7 shows the frame error rate (FER) for a coded 8 x 8
MIMO bit-interleaved coded modulation iterative detection
and decoding system with 4-QAM, using a rate-1/2, irregular
(256,128,3) low-density parity-check (LDPC) code of codeword
length 256 (i.e., 128 information bits). Each codeword spans
one channel realization and a random bit interleaver is used.
The parity check matrix is randomly constructed, but cycles
of length 4 are eliminated. The maximum number of decoding
iterations for LDPC is set at 50. Clearly, after three itera-
tions between MIMO detector and soft-output decoder in IDD,
the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding with T" = 50
Markov moves performs better than FCA, embedding decod-
ing [62], Metropolis-within-Gibbs sampling [63] and Klein’s
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Fig.7. Frame error rate versus average SNR per bit in the coded 8 x 8 MIMO
BICM-IDD system using 4-QAM.
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Fig. 8. Symbol error rate versus number of Markov moves for the uncoded
12 x 12 MIMO system using 16-QAM with SNR = 18 dB.

sampling [64]. Note that the EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding
also outperforms the conventional Gibbs sampling with starting
point outputted by SIC-LLL decoder due to a better starting point
for the Markov mixing. For a better comparison, the performance
of the proposed sampling algorithm after one iteration is also
given. On the other hand, the proposed EP-based Gibbs sampling
decoding is able to achieve the near-M AP decoding performance
with the increment of Markov moves. Therefore, by adjusting
the number of Markov moves 7', the whole system enjoys a
flexible trade-off between performance and complexity.

In Fig. 8 illustrates the SER decoding performance of EP-
based sampling algorithms with fixed SNR = 18 dBina 12 x 12
uncoded MIMO system with 16-QAM. For a fair comparison,
MMSE decoding and ML decoding are applied to serve as the
baselines. Clearly, with the increase of iterations from L = 2
to L = 10, the decoding performance of EP decoding gradually
improves. However, the performance limitation does exist as
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system using 16-QAM at SNR = 18 dB.

few gain can be obtained even by L = 100. Differen from
EP decoding, the EP-based sampling decoding schemes (based
on EP with L = 10) are able to achieve a better performance
with the number of Markov moves. More specifically, near-
optimal decoding performance can be obtained by EP-based
Gibbs sampling with 7" = 200 while the decoding trade-off
between performance and complexity is flexible by adjusting
T. Note that EP-based Gibbs sampling has a better decoding
performance than EP-based IMH sampling due to a better con-
vergence performance. This is easy to understand as the former
fully takes advantages of the correlation among components
of s.

As a complement to illustrate the computational cost, Fig. 9 is
given to show the complexity comparison in terms of the average
elapsed running times. In particular, the uncoded MIMO system
takes 16-QAM at SNR = 18 dB, and the simulation is conducted
by MATLAB R2019a on a single computer, with an Intel Core
17 processor at 2.3 GHz, a RAM of 8 GB. Clearly, the average
elapsed running time of EP and EP-based decoding scheme in-
crease mildly with the increase of system dimension from 8 x 8
to 20 x 20 MIMO systems. On the contrary, the optimal ML
decoding from [65] takes an exponentially increasing average
elapsed running time, which is unaffordable in high-dimensional
cases. As expected, under the same number of Markov moves
T = 50, the complexity of the proposed EP-based Gibbs sam-
pling decoding is comparable to that of the EP-based IMH
sampling decoding. This is accordance to the derived complexity
O(Tn?), making them easy to be implemented especially in
high-dimensional MIMO systems.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the framework of the EP-based sampling de-
coding scheme has been proposed to achieve a better decoding
trade-off between performance and complexity in large-scale
MIMO detection. By performing the random sampling over the
mean vector yielded by EP, extra decoding gain can be obtained,

and the convergence of the approximation of the target posterior
distribution can be ensured as well. In order to further improve
the convergence performance and decoding efficiency, we have
proposed the EP-based Gibbs sampling decoding algorithm.
Meanwhile, the choice of the standard deviation o of the tar-
get discrete Gaussian distribution has also been investigated,
thus resulting in a better trade-off between the target sampling
probability and the Markov mixing. Moreover, we have inte-
grated the proposed algorithm with the soft-output decoding in
MIMO-BICM systems, where a flexible decoding trade-off can
be achieved by adjusting the number of Markov moves. Finally,
simulation results based on the massive MIMO detection have
been presented to confirm the advanced decoding trade-off in
both MIMO detection and soft-output decoding.
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