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Abstract— It is known that the Alamouti code is the only
complex orthogonal design (COD) which achieves capacity and
that too for the case of two transmit and one receive antenna only.
Damen et al. proposed a design for 2 transmit antennas, which
achieves capacity for any number of receive antennas, calling
the resulting STBC when used with a signal set an information-
lossless STBC. In this paper, using crossed-product central simple
algebras, we construct STBCs for arbitrary number of transmit
antennas over an apriori specified signal set. Alamouti code
and quasi-orthogonal designs are the simplest special cases of
our constructions. We obtain a condition under which these
STBCs from crossed-product algebras are information lossless.
We give some classes of crossed-product algebras, from which
the STBCs obtained are information lossless and also of full-
rank. We present some simulation results for two, three and
four transmit antennas to show that our STBCs perform better
than some of the best known STBCs and also that these STBCs
are approximately 1 dB away from the capacity of the channel
with QAM symbols as input.

Index Terms— Division algebras, information-lossless, MIMO,
space-time block codes.

I. INTRODUCTION

IS is known [1]–[3], that the capacity of fading channels
with multiple transmit and receive antennas approximately

increases linearly with the increase in the minimum of the
transmit and the receive antennas. Signal design for such
situations i.e., for fading channels with multiple transmit and
receive antennas is called Space-Time Coding (STC) [4]. A
class of STC called Space-Time Block Coding (STBC) has
attracted wide attention because of the availability of low
complexity decoders for them.

An n × l (n ≤ l) Space Time Block Code (STBC) C is a
finite set of n× l matrices (codewords) over the complex field
C. One of the main performance criteria for an STBC C is
the minimum of the ranks of any two distinct codewords in C,
known as rank or diversity of the STBC [4], [5]. If the rank
of an STBC is equal to n, then we call the STBC, a full-rank
STBC. Another important criteria for an STBC is its coding
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where ai are the non-zero eigen values of (c− c
′)(c − c

′)H

(H denotes the Hermitian of a matrix). The following defini-
tion enables one to describe STBCs for n transmit antennas
with a signal set and a matrix (in a manner similar to
describing a linear code with a finite field and a generator
matrix over it) which avoids exhaustive listing of codewords
of an STBC.

Definition 1: A rate-k/n, n× l linear design over a field
F ⊂ C is an n × l matrix with all its entries F -linear
combinations of k variables and their complex conjugates,
which are allowed to take values from the field F . If we restrict
the variables to take values from a finite subset S of F , then
we get an n×l STBC C over that finite subset S, for n transmit
antennas.
For example, the Alamouti code [6] is a rate-1, 2× 2 design
over the field of complex numbers, C. Similarly, the 4×4 real
orthogonal design is a rate-1, 4× 4 design over the real field
R [7]. Designs over other subfields of C have been studied in
[8]–[13]. Thus, a design and a signal set jointly constitute an
STBC. In this paper we always consider the case n = l.

Tarokh et al. in [7] studied orthogonal designs (OD) over
real and complex fields. These orthogonal designs have the
property that the columns of the design are orthogonal to each
other and using this fact the decoding complexity has been
reduced from exponential increase to a linear increase with
respect to the size of the signal set. This decoding has been
termed as single symbol decoding in [14] as the decoding
of the complete matrix codewords is broken into independent
decoding of the variables in the design and STBCs admitting
such decoding have been studied in [15]. In [16], ODs were
constructed using Clifford algebras and an upper bound on
the rate of the designs constructed is also given. Orthogonal
designs were also dealt with in [17] using amicable designs.
In [18] STBCs called quasi-orthogonal designs (QOD), with
simple ML decoding were proposed with a transmit diversity
equal to only half the number of transmit antennas. In [19]–
[21], these STBCs are made fully diverse by appropriately
choosing the signal sets from which the entries come from.
Note that the designs in [14]–[21] are all designs over R and
C.

In [22], Damen et al. constructed Diagonal Algebraic
STBCs (DAST) which have a rate of one symbol per channel
use, and full rank if the signal sets chose are finite subsets
of integer lattice, i.e., all QAM constellations. The DAST
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makes use of rotated constellations [23]. In [24], the concept
of DAST was extended to a more general system called
Threaded Algebraic Space-Time codes (TAST). The concept
of layering is used to achieve the rates up to n symbols per
channel use, where n is the number of transmit antennas. In
[25], STBCs over QAM signal sets, for arbitrary number of
transmit antennas are constructed using Galois theory and are
claimed to maximize the mutual information. In the rest of this
section, we give a brief description of the system model we use
and define equivalent channel of an STBC and information-
lossless STBC.

Let n and r be the number of transmit and receive antennas
respectively. Let f ∈ Cn×1 be the transmitted vector for one
time instant and x ∈ Cr×1 be the received vector. If H ∈
Cr×n is the channel matrix whose entries are iid with zero-
mean, unit-variance, complex Gaussian, then we have

x =

√
ρ

n
Hf + w (1)

where w ∈ Cr×1 is the additive noise vector whose entries
are iid with zero-mean unit-variance, complex Gaussian. We
assume that the vector f has entries with unit variance i.e.,
E(fH

f) = n. The term ρ is the signal to noise ratio at
each receive antenna. The channel matrix H is assumed to
be known at the receiver but not at the transmitter. Then, the
resulting channel capacity is given by [1], [2]

C(ρ, n, r) = max
Rf≥0,tr(Rf )=n

EH log2

(
det
(
Ir +

ρ

n
HRfH

H
))

(2)
where Rf is the covariance matrix of the vector f and Ir is the
r×r identity matrix. The capacity-achieving f is a zero-mean
complex Gaussian vector with covariance matrix say Rf ,opt.
Under the assumption that the distribution of H is rotationally
invariant, the optimizing covariance matrix is Rf ,opt = In.
Thus,

C(ρ, n, r) = EH log2

(
det
(
Ir +

ρ

n
HH

H
))

. (3)

The above expression gives channel capacity when we transmit
independent vectors at every time instant i.e., there is no
coding in time. However, if we use an n×l STBC, we transmit
l vectors in l time instants which need not be independent of
each other. So, if the transmitted n × l matrix over l time
instants is F, then we have

X =

√
ρ

n
HF + W (4)

where X, W are the received (r× l) and additive noise (r× l)
matrices. Let the STBC used in the above equation be of rate
R symbols per channel use. Then, we have lR independent
variables describing the matrix F. Let us denote them by
f1, f2, . . . , flR and let f = [f1, f2, . . . , flR]T . Suppose that
we can rewrite (4) as

x̂ =

√
ρ

n
Ĥf + ŵ (5)

where x̂ and ŵ are the matrices X and W, respectively,
arranged in a single column, by serializing the columns. Notice
that this can be done for any linear design. The size of

the matrix Ĥ is rl × lR. Then, the capacity of this new
channel Ĥ, known as equivalent channel is given by (3) with
n, r,H replaced with lR, lr, Ĥ respectively (except for n in the
term

√
ρ
n ). So, by introducing coding, the maximum mutual

information between the actual information vector f and the
received matrix X (or x̂) is given by

CSTBC(ρ, n, r) =
1

l
EH log2

(
det
(
Ilr +

ρ

n
ĤĤ

H
))

(6)

where CSTBC(ρ, n, r) denotes the maximum mutual informa-
tion when the STBC is introduced. Clearly, this can at most
be equal to C(ρ, n, r).

Definition 2: If the maximum mutual information when an
STBC C is used for n transmit and r receive antennas, is equal
to the capacity of the channel for n transmit and r transmit
antennas given by C(ρ, n, r), then C is called an information
lossless STBC [26]. We call the design used to describe C as
a capacity achieving design.
Though, an STBC might be an information-lossless STBC, it
may still be far from achieving the channel capacity. When we
say an STBC is information lossless, we only mean that there
is no loss in the mutual information due to the structure of
the design used to describe the STBC. Note that a trivial code
(e.g. V-BLAST [3]), that is, there is no dependency between
the entries of the codeword matrices, is an information lossless
code. But, it is known that V-BLAST doesn’t achieve capacity
with simple ML decoding. Thus, “information losslessness” is
a necessary condition of an STBC to achieve capacity, but not
a sufficient condition.

In [27], it is shown that the Alamouti code is the only
rate-1, 2 × 2 design which achieves capacity, among all
the orthogonal designs and that too only for one receive
antenna. In the same paper, a class of codes namely, Linear
Dispersion (LD) codes were introduced and these STBCs were
constructed by optimizing for the mutual information and the
designs they construct achieve 90% of the channel capacity.
In [26], a rate-2, 2 × 2 design based on number theory was
proposed which achieves capacity for 2 transmit and arbitrary
number of receive antennas. In [8]–[13], full-rank, arbitrary
rate STBCs were constructed for arbitrary number of transmit
antennas, over any finite subsets of any subfields of C, using
commutative and non-commutative (cyclic) division algebras
and have given a class of information-lossless STBCs. In [28],
STBCs over QAM signal sets are constructed using cyclic
division algebras for 2, 3 and 4 transmit antennas.

In this paper, we obtain designs using crossed-product
algebras (defined in Section II) including division algebras
and give a sufficient condition for the STBCs obtained using
them to be information lossless. We give some classes of
crossed-product algebras, from which the STBCs obtained
are information lossless and also of full rank. The STBCs
constructed in this paper include the STBCs constructed in
[11], [12], [28] as a special case. The STBCS obtained in
[24] which uses the concept of layering are identical to the
STBCs from cyclic crossed-product algebras in this paper.
However, the other classes of STBCs constructed in this paper,
like STBCs from non-cyclic crossed-product algebras, are not
captured by the constructions given in [24]. We present some
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simulation results for two, three and four transmit antennas
to show that our STBCs perform better than some of the
best known codes and also that these STBCs are very close
to the capacity of the channel with QAM symbols as the
input. Table I summarizes the important aspects of several
well known STBCs along with that of the codes of this
paper. The remaining material of this paper is organized
as follows: In Section II, we give a brief introduction to
crossed-product central simple algebras. The main principle
and construction of the STBCs from such algebras are given
in Section III. Also it is shown that the well known Alamouti
code and quasi-orthogonal designs can be obtained from
crossed-product algebras, which in general need not be of
full-rank. In Section IV, we give a sufficient condition for
our STBCs to be information lossless and show that under
certain conditions, the STBCs from cyclic algebras satisfy
this sufficient condition, i.e., these STBCs are information
lossless. In Section V, we restrict ourselves to those crossed-
product algebras which are division algebras. We give some
classes of division algebras using which construction of full-
rank STBCs is illustrated with examples. In the same section,
we show that the STBCs arising from these division algebras
are information lossless. Decoding of the codes obtained in
this paper is discussed in Section VI. Finally, in the same
section, we present simulation results to show that our codes
perform better than the best known codes and approach the
capacity of the channel with QAM input.

II. CROSSED-PRODUCT ALGEBRAS

In this section we give a brief introduction to crossed-
product algebras. Let F be a field. Then, an associative F -
algebra A is called a central simple algebra if the center of A
is F and A is a simple algebra i.e., A does not have non-
trivial two-sided ideals. Simple examples of central simple
algebras are fields and matrix algebras over fields. Henceforth
A will denote a central simple algebra. It is well known that the
dimension [A : F ] of A over its center F is always a perfect
square, say n2 [30], [31]. The square root of [A : F ] is called
the degree of A. The algebra A is a division algebra if every
element of A is invertible in A. It is known that all division
algebras are central simple algebras. By a subfield K of A, we
mean F ⊂ K ⊂ A. Let K be a maximal subfield of A, i.e.,
K ⊂ A and K is not contained in any other subfield of A.
Also, let K be such that the centralizer of K in A is K itself.
Then, K is called a strictly maximal subfield and it is well
known that [K : F ] = n, the degree of the algebra A. When A
is a division algebra, then every maximal subfield is its own
centralizer in A and thus [K : F ] = n for every maximal
subfield K. We will always consider central simple algebras
which have at least one strictly maximal subfield as a subfield
of the complex field C. In addition, let the extension K/F be
a Galois extension and let G = {σ0 = 1, σ1, σ2, . . . , σn−1}
be the Galois group (σ0 = 1 is the identity map and the
identity element of G) of K/F . Then, from [30][Noether-
Skolem theorem], there exists a set UG = {uσi

: σi ∈ G} ⊂ A
such that

σi(k) = u−1
σi
kuσi

∀ k ∈ K and σi ∈ G. (7)

We can always normalize the set UG such that uσ0
= 1. It can

be seen easily that the uσi
are linearly independent over K.

Since |UG| = |G| = [K : F ] = n, UG is a basis of A over K
and called a Noether-Skolem basis. Thus, A can be seen as a
right K-space of dimension n over K, i.e.,

A =
⊕

σi∈G

uσi
K. (8)

In the above form of A, addition and equality are component-
wise. From (7), we have

σi(σj(k)) = u−1
σi
u−1

σj
kuσj

uσi
= (σjσi)(k) = u−1

σjσi
kuσjσi

.

From the above expression, uσjσi
(uσj

uσi
)−1 commutes with

every element of K and hence belongs to the centralizer
of K. Since, the centralizer of K is K itself, we have
uσjσi

(
uσj

uσi

)−1 ∈ K, i.e., uσj
uσi

= uσjσi
φ(σj , σi), where

φ(σi, σj) = u−1
σiσj

uσi
uσj
6= 0 ∈ K. From the associativity of

A, we have uσh
(uσi

uσj
) = (uσh

uσi
)uσj

which implies that

φ(σh, σiσj)φ(σi, σj) = φ(σhσi, σj)σj(φ(σh, σi)).

The above condition is called the cocycle condition and any
map fromG×G to K\{0} satisfying the cocycle condition is a
cocycle. Thus, the map φ : G×G 7→ K\{0} is a cocycle. With
uσ0

= 1, we have φ (σi, σ0) = φ (σ0, σi) = φ (σ0, σ0) = 1
for all σi ∈ G.

Now, with the above development, it is easy to see that
the multiplication between two elements of A, say a =∑n−1

i=0 uσi
kσi

and a′ =
∑n−1

j=0 uσj
k′σj

, is
(

n−1∑

i=0

uσi
kσi

)


n−1∑

j=0

uσj
k′σj


 =

n−1∑

l=0

uσl
k′′σl

where k′′σl
=
∑

σiσj=σl
φ(σi, σj)σj(kσi

)k′σj
. The algebra A

with the decomposition as in (8) with addition and multiplica-
tion defined as above is called the crossed product of K and
G with respect to φ and is denoted (K,G, φ).

Definition 3: An F -central simple algebra A is called a
crossed-product algebra if it can be written as a crossed
product, i.e., if it has a strictly maximal subfield Galois over
the center F .

Example 1: Consider the set of Hamiltonians, given by
H = {a + ib + jc + kd|a, b, c, d ∈ R}, where R is the
real field, i2 = j2 = k2 = −1 and ij = k. Every element
h = a + ib + jc + kd ∈ H has a unique inverse given by
(a − ib − jc − kd)/(a2 + b2 + c2 + d2), and thus H is a
division algebra and hence also a central simple algebra. The
center of this algebra is the real field R and [H : R] = 4.
The sets C0 = {a + ib|a, b ∈ R},C1 = {a + jc|a, c ∈ R}
and C2 = {a + kd|a, d ∈ R} are the maximal subfields of
H. Notice that each of the Ci’s is an isomorphic copy of the
complex field C. Thus, we will identify one of them, say C1

with the complex field C. It can be seen that [C : R] = 2 and
[H : C] = 2. With C as a maximal subfield, {1, i} is a basis of
H over C. If {σ0 = 1, σ1 = σ} is the Galois group of C/R,
then it is easy to see that (σ is the complex conjugation)

σ(c = r1 +jr2) = i−1(r1 +jr2)i = −ir1i− ijr2i = r1−jr2.
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Thus, UG = {uσ0
= 1, uσ1

= i} forms a Noether-Skolem
basis of H over C. Similarly, one can check that {1, k} form
a Noether-Skolem basis of H over C. With UG as a basis
of H over C, it is easy to see that φ(σ0, σ0) = φ(σ1, σ0) =
φ(σ0, σ1) = 1 and φ(σ1, σ1) = −1. Thus, H is a crossed-
product algebra.

Suppose we have a Galois extension K of a field F with
the Galois group G. Then, we can construct an F -central
simple algebra which has K as a strictly maximal subfield
as follows: Let φ be a map from G×G to K∗ satisfying the
cocycle condition (φ(σ, τγ)φ(τ, γ) = φ(στ, γ)γ(φ(σ, τ)) for
all σ, τ, γ ∈ G). Then consider the algebra

A = (K,G, φ) =
⊕

σ∈G

uσK

where equality and addition are component-wise and where
uσ are symbols such that (i) σ(k) = u−1

σ kuσ and (ii) uσuτ =
uστφ(σ, τ). It can be seen with simple computations that this
algebra is a simple algebra with center F and hence an F -
central simple algebra. And that this algebra is a crossed-
product algebra is obvious from its construction.

In the next section, we construct some more crossed-product
algebras and construct STBCs from these crossed-product
algebras. But we shall first see a class of central simple
algebras of which the set of Hamiltonians is a special case.

Example 2: Let Q be the field of rational numbers and F
be a subfield of the complex field. Consider a four dimensional
F -space A = {f0 + y1f1 + y2f2 + y3f3|f0, f1, f2, f3 ∈ F}
with basis y0 = 1, y1, y2, y3. With 1 as the multiplicative
identity and multiplication of any two basis elements defined
as follows, it is easy to check that the space A also forms a
ring:

y2
1 = a, y2

2 = b, y1y2 = −y2y1 = y3

where a, b are any two non-zero elements of F . Thus, A is
an F -algebra and is called a generalized Quaternion algebra.
It is easy to check that the center of this algebra is F . Now let
us see whether A has any strictly maximal subfields. Clearly,
if there exists one then it should be of degree 2 over F , as
A is of degree 4 over F . So, it is sufficient to consider the
degree 2 extensions of F contained in A. The set of elements
of the form f0 + y1f1 forms a field, namely F (y1). Clearly,
[F (y1) : F ] = 2. Also, the centralizer of F (y1) is F (y1).
Thus, F (y1) is a strictly maximal subfield. Similarly, F (y2)
and F (y3) are strictly maximal subfields of A. Also, it is easy
to check that F (y1)/F, F (y2)/F and F (y3)/F are all Galois
extensions. Let K = F (y1), then the Galois group of K/F is
G = {σ0 = 1, σ1 = σ : y1 7→ −y1}. Since K/F is Galois,
there exists a Noether-Skolem basis of A over K. Since

σ(f0 + y1f1) = (y2)
−1(f0 + y1f1)y2 =

y2
b

(f0 + y1f1)y2

= f0 +
y2y1y2
b

f1 = f0 − y1f1,

we have UG = {uσ0
= 1, uσ1

= y2} as a basis of A over K.
Also φ(σ0, σ0) = φ(σ0, σ1) = φ(σ1, σ0) = 1 and φ(σ1, σ1) =
b. It would be interesting to see if this algebra is a division
algebra too. It is clear that when a = b = −1, it is a division
algebra (subset of Hamiltonians). We shall find for what other

values of a and b this algebra is a division algebra. Any
element x in A will be of the form x = f0+y1f1+y2f2+y3f3
and we will denote the element f0− y1f1− y2f2− y3f3 with
x̄. Clearly, xx̄ = f2

0 −af2
1 −bf2

2 +abf2
3 ∈ F . If x 6= 0 implies

xx̄ 6= 0, then xx̄(xx̄)−1 = x
(
x̄(xx̄)−1

)
= 1 which implies

x−1 = x̄(xx̄)−1 and thus x is invertible. Suppose a, b are
such that the equation d2

0 = ad2
1 + bd2

2 does not have non-zero
solution in F . Then xx̄ = 0 will imply that x = 0. Therefore,
xx̄ 6= 0 if x 6= 0. Thus, with a, b as above, the algebra A
is a division algebra. And if d2

0 = ad2
1 + bd2

2 has a non-zero
solution in F , then A is not a division algebra. With F = R

and a = b = −1, we get the set of Hamiltonians.

III. STBCS FROM CROSSED-PRODUCT ALGEBRAS

In the previous section, we have seen that if an algebra A
has a strictly maximal subfield K which is Galois over the
center F , then we can view A as a right K-space i.e., the
action of scalar multiplication is given by right multiplication.
In this section, we use this property and construct rate-n, full-
rank STBCs.

Consider the map L : A 7→ EndK(A) given by L(a) =
λa, where λa(u) = au for all u ∈ A. Since, the scalar
multiplication is via right and the action of λa gives left
multiplication, these actions commute. That is (λa(u))k =
(au)k = a(uk) = λa(uk). This means, that λa is a K-linear
transform of A. Clearly, L is a ring homomorphism from A
to EndK(A) i.e., λa+a′ = λa +λa′ and λaa′ = λaλa′ (this is
because λaa′(u) = (aa′)u = a(a′u) = λa(λa′(u)). Since A is
a simple algebra, i.e., {0} and A are the only ideals of A, L is
injective. That is, a−a′ 6= 0⇒ λa−a′(u) = λa(u)−λa′(u) 6=
0. If A is a division algebra, then, since a − a′ is invertible,
say its inverse is a′′, its image λa−a′ is also invertible (since
λ(a−a′)a′′(u) = u). Thus, the image of L is also a division
algebra.

Now, since A is a right K-space, we can view the elements
of EndK(A) as matrices over K, with respect to a basis. We
have seen in the previous section that the set UG forms a basis
for the algebra A over its maximal subfield K. With respect
to this basis, we shall find the matrix representation of λa. For
this, let a =

∑
σi∈G uσi

kσi
. To find the matrix representation

of λa, it is sufficient to find the action of λa on each of the
basis elements. Thus, λa(uσj

) is

λa(uσj
) =

∑

σi∈G

uσiσj
φ(σi, σj)σj(kσi

) =
∑

σl∈G

uσl
k′σl

where k′σl
=

∑
σiσj=σl

φ(σi, σj)σj(kσi
). Recall that

φ(σi, σj) = u−1
σiσj

uσi
uσj
∈ K. From the above equation, if

the rows and columns of the matrix of λa, denoted by Ma, are
indexed with the elements of G, then the (σi, σj)

th entry of
Ma is φ(σiσ

−1
j , σj)σj

(
kσiσ

−1

j

)
, i.e., the matrix Ma is given

as in (9), where δi,j = φ(σiσ
−1
j , σj). This implies, L is an

embedding of the algebra A into Mn(K), the set of n × n
matrices over K, as shown in Figure 1. Thus, we have the
following theorem:

Theorem 1: With A, K, F , G and φ as above and in
addition if A is a division algebra, then the set of matrices



SHASHIDHAR VUMMINTALA et al.: INFORMATION-LOSSLESS SPACE-TIME BLOCK CODES FROM CROSSED-PRODUCT ALGEBRAS 5

Ma =




kσ0
δ0,1σ1(kσ0σ−1

1

) δ0,2σ2(kσ0σ−1

2

) · · · δ0,n−1σn−1(kσ0σ−1

n−1

)

kσ1
δ1,1σ1(kσ1σ−1

1

) δ1,2σ2(kσ1σ−1

2

) · · · δ1,n−1σn−1(kσ1σ−1

n−1

)

kσ2
δ2,1σ1(kσ2σ−1

1

) δ2,2σ2(kσ2σ−1

2

) · · · δ2,n−1σn−1(kσ2σ−1

n−1

)

...
...

...
. . .

...
kσn−1

δn−1,1σ1(kσn−1σ−1

1

) δn−1,2σ2(kσn−1σ−1

2

) · · · δn−1,n−1σn−1(kσn−1σ−1

n−1

)




(9)

Ma =
1√
P




n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
σ0
ti β

(1)
0

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µ0,1

σ1(ti) β
(2)
0

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µ0,2

σ2(ti) · · · β
(n−1)
0

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µ0,n−1

σn−1(ti)

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
σ1
ti β

(1)
1

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µ1,1

σ1(ti) β
(2)
1

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µ1,2

σ2(ti) · · · β
(n−1)
1

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µ1,n−1

σn−1(ti)

...
...

...
. . .

...
n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
σn−1

ti β
(1)
n−1

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µn−1,1

σ1(ti) β
(2)
n−1

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µn−1,2

σ2(ti) · · · β(n−1)
n−1

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µn−1,n−1

σn−1(ti)




(10)

of the form as in (9) have the property that the difference of
any two such matrices is invertible.

Proof: The proof of the above theorem follows from the
fact that the set of matrices of the form as in (9) is isomorphic
to the algebra A.

From the above theorem it is clear that if K is a subfield
of C and if we restrict ki to some finite subset S of K,
we will get a finite set of n × n matrices and the STBC
defined by this set of matrices will be a rate-n STBC and
it will be of full-rank if A is a division algebra. We normalize
these matrices with a scaling factor such that the expected
power transmitted by every transmit antenna is unity per
channel use. In the above case, the normalizing factor will be

n/

√(
n+

∑n−1
i=0

∑n−1
j=1 |δi,j |2

)
(under the assumption that ki

have unit variance).
Example 3: Consider the set H of Hamiltonians of Ex-

ample 1. We have seen that H is a division algebra with
R as its center and C as a maximal subfield and hence a
crossed-product algebra. With UG = {uσ0

= 1, uσ1
= i}

as one of the possible bases, the cocycle with respect to
this basis is φ(σ0, σ0) = φ(σ1, σ0) = φ(σ0, σ1) = 1 and
φ(σ1, σ1) = −1. And the matrix representation of the map
λd, where d = cσ0

+ icσ1
, is

Md =

[
cσ0

−c∗σ1

cσ1
c∗σ0

]
.

The STBC defined with the above matrix is nothing but the
well known Alamouti code.

Example 4 (Example 2 continued): Recall that the crossed-
product algebra A(a, b) = F ⊕y1F ⊕y2F ⊕y3F is a division
algebra under certain conditions on a and b. Let F = Q.
Then, a = b = −x, x > 0 ∈ Q satisfy the condition that
f2
0 = af2

1 + bf2
2 ⇒ f0 = f1 = f2 = 0. Thus, the crossed-

product algebra A(a, b) is a division algebra with Q as its
center and K = Q(y1), (y2

1 = −x), as a maximal subfield.
The Galois group of Q(y1)/Q is {1, σ : y1 7→ −y1}. The set
{1, y2}, (y2

2 = −x), forms a Noether-Skolem basis of A(a, b)
seen as a Q(j)−space. With this basis, we have φ(1, 1) =
φ(1, σ) = φ(σ, 1) = 1 and φ(σ, σ) = −x. With this φ, the

matrix representation of k0 + y2k1 ∈ A(a, b) over K is
[
k0 −xσ(k1)
k1 σ(k0)

]
.

The field K can be seen as an n-dimensional F -vector space.
Let B = {t0, t1, . . . , tn−1} be a basis of K over F . Then,
in (9), if we replace each of kσj

’s with the correspond-
ing F -linear combination of ti’s, say kσj =

∑n−1
i=0 fσj ,iti,

we get a rate-n STBC for n transmit antennas, over any
finite subset of F . And since F is the fixed field of G,
we have Ma as in (10), where µi,j = σiσ

−1
j , β(j)

i =

φ(σiσ
−1
j , σi) and P is a scaling factor to normalize the

average total power of a codeword to n2. It is equal to(∑n−1
i=0 |ti|2

)(
n+

∑n−1
i=0

∑n−1
j=1 |δi,j |2

)
/n2 under the as-

sumption that σj preserves the modulus of ti. Throughout
the paper, we assume that |φ(σi, σj)| = |ti| = 1 for all
0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1 unless specified explicitly. From now on we
use this matrix for Ma instead of the one in (9). For instance,
in Example 3, if we replace each of ci with the corresponding
linear combination over R, i.e., ci = ri,0 + jri,1, we have
a rate-2, full-rank STBC over any finite subset of R whose
codewords are of the form

1√
2

[
f

(0)
σ0

+ jf
(1)
σ0

−(f
(0)
σ1
− jf (1)

σ1
)

f
(0)
σ1

+ jf
(1)
σ1

f
(0)
σ0
− jf (1)

σ0

]
.

Now, since the crossed-product algebra (K,G, φ) is a central
simple algebra for any K and φ, we get rate-n STBCs for
arbitrary number of transmit antennas and over any a priori
specified signal set as follows: If S is the signal set over
which we want the STBC to be and n is the number of
transmit antennas, then take F = Q(S) and let K be an
n-th degree Galois extension of F , with Galois group G.
Let φ be a map from G × G to K∗ satisfying the cocycle
condition, for example φ(σ, τ) = 1 for all σ, τ ∈ G. Then, we
have a crossed-product algebra using which we can construct
rate-n STBCs. However, it is well known that not every
crossed-product algebra is a division algebra. For instance,
consider a generalized Quaternion algebra given in Example 2.
If the equation d2

0 = ad2
1 + bd2

2 has non-zero solutions for
d0, d1, d2 ∈ F , we have seen that it is a not a division algebra.
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Thus, the rate-n STBC constructed using the crossed-product
algebra A need not be of full-rank. However, by choosing the
variables in the matrix given in (10) such that the element a
comes from a subalgebra of A, which is a division algebra, we
can make our STBC a full-rank STBC. But in this process, we
might lose some of the rate. The following example illustrates
one such method, from which we get rate-1, full-rank STBCs.

Example 5: Let S be the signal set of interest and n be
the number of transmit antennas. Then, taking F = Q(S) and
K = F (α), such that K/F is an n-th degree Galois extension,
we construct the crossed-product algebra (K,G, φ), where φ
is a cocycle. Thus, we get an STBC with codewords as in
(10). However, this need not be of full rank, in general. So,
let f (j)

σ0 come from S and let f (j)
σi = 0, for all i 6= 0, then we

get a rate-1, full-rank STBC over S, with codewords of the
form



n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
σ0
ti 0 · · · 0

0

n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µ1,1

σ1(ti) · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · ·
n−1∑

i=0

f (i)
µn−1,n−1

σn−1(ti)




The coding gain of this STBC is

Cg = min
c6=c′

∣∣NK/F (k)
∣∣2/n

where NK/F (k) denotes the algebraic norm of the element
k ∈ K from K to F and k is the first entry on the diagonal of
the difference matrix c− c

′. Thus, this STBC and the STBCs
constructed in [11] using field extensions, have the same rank
and coding gain.
In the above example, though the crossed-product algebra
is not a division algebra, we obtained a full-rank STBC by
appropriately assigning the values to the variables of the design
such that the resultant algebra (which is a subalgebra of the
crossed-product algebra A) of the matrices is a division alge-
bra. Another way of obtaining full-rank STBCs from crossed-
product algebras is by choosing the signal sets appropriately.
The next example which gives us the well known quasi-
orthogonal design [20], illustrates this method of obtaining
full-rank STBCs. In Section V, we construct crossed-product
algebras which are division algebras and hence the resulting
STBCs are full-rank STBCs.

Example 6 (Quasi-orthogonal designs): Let F = R(x),
where x is an indeterminate and K = F (j,

√
x), where

j =
√
−1. Clearly, K/F is a Galois extension, with Galois

group G = 〈σ1, σ2〉, where σ1 : j 7→ −j, σ2 :
√
x 7→ −√x.

The maps σ1 and σ2 act as identity on
√
x and j respectively.

Let y1, y2 be two commuting symbols. Then, consider the
algebra

A = (K,G, φ) = K ⊕ y1K ⊕ y2K ⊕ y1y2K
where φ(σ1, σ1) = φ(σ1σ2, σ1) = −1 and φ(1, τ) =
φ(σ2, σ2) = φ(σ1σ2, σ2) = 1 for all τ ∈ G. It is easy to check

that this φ satisfies the cocycle condition. All other properties
like yi form a Noether-Skolem basis can be checked easily.
Now, with this φ, the STBC we obtain will have codewords
of the form



k0 −σ1(k1) σ2(k2) −σ1(σ2(k3))
k1 σ1(k0) σ2(k3) σ1(σ2(k2))
k2 −σ1(k3) σ2(k0) −σ1(σ2(k1))
k3 σ1(k2) σ2(k1) σ1(σ2(k0))




where ki = f
(0)
i + f

(1)
i j + f

(2)
i

√
x + f

(3)
i j
√
x. This STBC

is not a full-rank STBC. Now, suppose f (2)
i = f

(3)
i = 0 for

i = 0, 1, 2, 3. Then, σ1(ki) = k∗i (complex conjugate of ki)
and σ2(ki) = ki. Thus, we have a STBC with codewords of
the form 



k0 −k∗1 k2 −k∗3
k1 k∗0 k3 k∗2
k2 −k∗3 k0 −k∗1
k3 k∗2 k1 k∗0




where ki now come from arbitrary finite subset of the complex
field. This is none other than the quasi-orthogonal design of
the form

[
X Y
Y X

]
given in [20], where X and Y are

Alamouti codes. By changing the cocycle map φ accordingly,
we can get the other quasi-orthogonal designs too. A simple
computation tells that the rank of this STBC is 2. However, if
we restrict k0, k1 and k2, k3 to come from two algebraically
independent signal sets, then the resulting STBC will be a full-
rank STBC (in [19], the two signal sets are such that one is
rotated version of the other, which is a special case of selecting
two algebraically independent signal sets).
From the preceding example, it is clear that by sacrificing the
division property of a division algebra, we can obtain quasi-
orthogonal designs. In the rest of this section, we describe what
a cyclic algebra is and construct STBCs from cyclic algebras.
The cyclic algebras are important as they constitute building
blocks for other crossed-product algebras constructed in this
paper.

An F -central simple algebra is called a cyclic algebra, if A
has a strictly maximal subfield K which is a cyclic extension
of the center F . Clearly, a cyclic algebra is a crossed-product
algebra. Let σ be a generator of the Galois group G. If uσi ,
i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1 is a Noether-Skolem basis for the algebra
A over the field K, then we have

σi(k) = u−1
σi kuσi = u−1

σ (uσi−1kuσi−1)uσ =
(
ui

σ

)−1
k
(
ui

σ

)

which implies uσi = ui
σ. Also,

φ(uσi , uσj ) = u−1
σi+juσiuσj

=
(
ui+j modulo n

σ

)−1 (
ui+j

σ

)

=

{
1 if i+ j < n
δ if i+ j ≥ n

where un
σ = δ. Since, the cocycle now can be described by

just one element δ and similarly G can be described by σ, we
denoted the crossed-product algebra (K,G, φ) with (K,σ, δ).
Thus, with z = uσ, we have

A = (K,σ, δ) =

n−1⊕

i=0

ziK



SHASHIDHAR VUMMINTALA et al.: INFORMATION-LOSSLESS SPACE-TIME BLOCK CODES FROM CROSSED-PRODUCT ALGEBRAS 7

1√
n




n−1∑

i=0

f0,it
i δσ

(
n−1∑

i=0

fn−1,it
i

)
δσ2

(
n−1∑

i=0

fn−2,it
i

)
· · · δσn−1

(
n−1∑

i=0

f1,it
i

)

n−1∑

i=0

f1,it
i σ

(
n−1∑

i=0

f0,it
i

)
δσ2

(
n−1∑

i=0

fn−1,it
i

)
· · · δσn−1

(
n−1∑

i=0

f2,it
i

)

n−1∑

i=0

f2,it
i σ

(
n−1∑

i=0

f1,it
i

)
σ2

(
n−1∑

i=0

f0,it
i

)
· · · δσn−1

(
n−1∑

i=0

f3,it
i

)

...
...

...
. . .

...
n−1∑

i=0

fn−1,it
i σ

(
n−1∑

i=0

fn−2,it
i

)
σ2

(
n−1∑

i=0

fn−3,it
i

)
· · · σn−1

(
n−1∑

i=0

f0,it
i

)




. (11)

where zn = δ and kz = zσ(k). It is easy to see that the
algebras in Example 1 and 2 are cyclic algebras. Since the
group multiplication is same as addition of the exponents of σ,
we can replace σi with i, and use σi only if necessary. Using
the above expressions, (10) reduces to (we use the notation
fi,j for f (j)

i to make the notation simple) the matrix given in
(11). The scaling factor before the matrix is to normalize the
power transmitted by each transmit antenna per channel use
to unity, under the assumptions that |δ| = |σj(ti)| = |ti| = 1
for all 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1.

Example 7: Let n = 2 and let S be a QAM signal set. Then
F = Q(j).
(a) Clearly, the polynomial x2−j is irreducible in F [x]. Thus,
K = F (

√
j) is a cyclic extension of F . The generator of the

Galois group is given by σ :
√
j 7→ −√j. Now, let δ(|δ| = 1)

be any transcendental element over K. Then, it is known that
the crossed-product algebra (K(δ), σ, δ) is a cyclic division
algebra [11], [12]. Thus, we have the STBC C given by

C =

{[
k0 δσ(k1)
k1 σ(k0)

]
|k0, k1 ∈ K

}
. (12)

However, viewing K as a vector space over F , with the basis
{1,√j}, we have a STBC over any finite subset of F with
codewords given by

1√
2

[
f0,0 + f0,1

√
j δ(f1,0 − f1,1

√
j)

f1,0 + f1,1

√
j (f0,0 − f0,1

√
j)

]

where fi,j ∈ S ⊂ F for i, j = 0, 1 and the scaling factor
1/
√

2 is to ensure that the average power transmitted by each
antenna per channel use is one.
(b) In the above example, since {1,√j} is a basis of K over
F , every element k ∈ K can be written as a+ b

√
j. It is easy

to see that the set {1 +
√
j, 1−√j} forms a basis of K over

F , since a+ b
√
j can be written uniquely as

a+ b

2
(1 +

√
j) +

a− b
2

(1−
√
j)

. Thus, expanding each ki in (12), with respect to this newly
formed basis, we have a STBC with codewords given by

1

2

[
f0,0b1 + f0,1b2 δ(f1,0b2 − f1,1b1)
f1,0b1 + f1,1b2 (f0,0b2 − f0,1b1

]
.

where b1 = 1 +
√
j and b2 = 1−√j.

(c) It is to check that the polynomial x2 − 2 is irreducible
in F [x] and hence, K = F (

√
2) is a cyclic extension of

F , of degree 2. Proceeding as above, we have a STBC with
codewords of the form

1√
3

[
f0,0 + f0,1

√
2 δ(f1,0 − f1,1

√
2)

f1,0 + f1,1

√
2 (f0,0 − f0,1

√
2)

]
.

IV. MUTUAL INFORMATION

In this section, we give a condition under which our
designs from crossed-product algebras achieve capacity, i.e.,
the STBCs from the crossed-product algebras are information
lossless. We will first obtain the equivalent channel matrix Ĥ

for our STBCs (l = n andR = n). Let F be a codeword matrix
of the form given in (10). First by serializing the columns of
F, we have

vec(HF) =




H 0r×n · · · 0r×n

0r×n H · · · 0r×n

...
...

. . .
...

0r×n 0r×n · · · H




︸ ︷︷ ︸
H




F0

F1

...
Fn−1




where vec(HF) denotes the vector obtained by serializing the
columns of HF. And Fj denotes the jth column of the matrix
F. The vector F0 can be written as

F0 =
1√
P

Φ0f (13)

where Φ0 is an n × n2 block diagonal ma-
trix, each of the diagonal entries is a 1 × n
vector 1√

P
t = 1√

P
[t0 t1 · · · tn−1] and f =

[fσ0,0 fσ0,1 · · · fσi,0 · · · fσi,n−1 · · · fσn−1,0 · · · fσn−1,n−1]
T

is the information vector. Similarly, Fj can be written as

Fj =
1√
P

Φjf (14)

where Φj is a matrix with ith row as
[
01×n 01×n · · · 01×n φ(σiσ

−1
j , σj)σj(t) 01×n · · ·01×n

]

where σj(t) is the vector [σj(t0) σj(t1) · · · σj(tn−1)]. The
column at which the non-zero vector φ(σiσ

−1
j , σj)σj(t) starts

depends on the Galois group G of K/F . For instance, if
σiσ

−1
j = σl, then the column at which this non-zero vector

starts is after l − 1 blocks of the vector 01×n, i.e., at nlth
column. Note that any two rows of Fj have the non-zero
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starts at starts at starts at starts at

0-th n(n-i-1)-th n(n-i)-th n(n-i+1)-th

col col col col

↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

Φi =




0 0 · · · 0 δσi(tn) 0 · · · 0

0 0 · · · 0 0 δσi(tn) · · · 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · 0 0 0 · · · δσi(tn)
σi(tn) 0 · · · 0 0 0 · · · 0

0 σi(tn) · · · 0 0 0 · · · 0

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · σi(tn) 0 0 · · · 0




← 0th row

← (i− 1)th row
← ith row (15)

vectors in completely disjoint set of columns. Moreover, they
are always separated by an integral multiple of n columns. For
instance, if G is a cyclic group, then Φi will be as in (15).
So, with Φ = [ΦT

0 ΦT
1 · · ·ΦT

n−1]
T , we have




F0

F1

...
Fn−1


 =

1√
P

Φf .

Then, (5) becomes

x̂ =

√
ρ

n

1√
P
HΦ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
bH

f + ŵ. (16)

Thus, the equivalent channel for our STBCs is 1√
P
HΦ. Note

that from the structure of each of Φj’s, the kth row of Φ
contains the vector φ(σiσ

−1
j , σj)σj(t) as its non-zero vector,

where k = nj+i. And this non-zero vector starts at column nl,
where σl = σiσ

−1
j . The following theorem characterizes the

information losslessness of the STBCs from crossed-product
algebras with K as a strictly maximal subfield and a basis of
K over the center given as {t0, t1, . . . tn−1}.

Theorem 2: The design Ma, as in (10) constructed using
a crossed product algebra A = (K,G, φ) and the basis
{t0, t1, . . . , tn−1}, with the assumptions that |σj(ti)| = |ti|,
|φ(i, j)| = 1 for all 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n − 1, achieves the channel
capacity if

n−1∑

i=0

σj(ti) (σj′(ti))
∗

= 0 if j 6= j′. (17)

Proof: We will first see what ΦΦH is. Since the (k, l)th

entry of this product is the inner product between kth and lth
rows of Φ, we have

(ΦΦH)k,l =
n2−1∑

a=0

Φk,aΦ∗
a,l.

From the structure of Φ, if the rows k and l 6= k come from the
same Φj , then their non-zero columns are disjoint and hence
this inner product is zero. If k and l come from different Φjs
then either the columns of non-zero entries are disjoint or

completely same. So, we have the (k, l)− th element of ΦΦH

as
n−1∑

a=0

φ(σiσ
−1
j , σj)σj(ta)

(
φ(σi′σ

−1
j′ , σj′ )σj′ (ta)

)∗

which simplifies to

φ(σiσ
−1
j , σj)φ(σi′σ

−1
j′ , σj′)

∗
n−1∑

a=0

σj(ta) (σj′ (ta))
∗

which is equal to zero from the statement of the theorem. If
k = l, then we have

(ΦΦH)k,k =

n−1∑

a=0

|σj(ta)|2 = P.

Thus, ΦΦH = PIn2 . Now from (6), with the equivalent
channel Ĥ, we have the capacity of our design as

CDA(ρ, n, r) =
1

n
EH log2

∣∣∣∣Irn +
ρ

n

1

P
HΦΦHHH

∣∣∣∣

=
1

n
EH log2

∣∣∣Irn +
ρ

n
HHH

∣∣∣

=
1

n
EH log2

∣∣∣Ir +
ρ

n
HH

H
∣∣∣
n

= EH log2

∣∣∣Ir +
ρ

n
HH

H
∣∣∣ = C(ρ, n, r).

Corollary 1: The design Ma, as in (10) constructed us-
ing a division algebra D = (K,G, φ) and the basis
{t0, t1, . . . , tn−1}, with the assumptions that |σj(ti)| = |ti|,
|φ(i, j)| = 1 for all 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n − 1, achieves the channel
capacity if

n−1∑

i=0

σj(ti) (σj′ (ti))
∗

= 0 if j 6= j′. (18)

Proof: Follows directly from Theorem 2.
The above theorem gives a condition on the basis of a Galois
extension for which the STBC arising from the crossed-
product algebra is information lossless. Also, it assumes that
the basis elements have the property that |σj(ti)| = |ti| for all
0 ≤ i, j ≤ n − 1. Let us now derive a sufficient condition
on the basis when they don’t satisfy |σj(ti)| = |ti|. Let
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{t′0, t′1, . . . , t′n−1} be such a basis of K over F . Now, every
entry, ki, of (9) can be written as

∑n−1
j=0 f

′
i,jt

′
i. Equating these

two expansions of ki, we obtain a unique representation of
every f ′

i,j in terms of linear combination of fi,j over F . Thus,
if Rf = In2 implies Rf ′ = In2 under the assumption that
power is normalized to the same value in both the cases, the
mutual information with the new basis is the same as the
mutual information with the previous basis. For instance, the
STBC obtained in Example 7(a) uses a basis which satisfies
(17) and hence is information lossless. And the STBC obtained
in Example 7(b) uses a basis which does not satisfy the
property that |σ(ti)| = |ti|, but still the STBC obtained is
information lossless, since

1

2

[
f0,0b1 + f0,1b2 δ(f1,0b2 − f1,1b1)
f1,0b1 + f1,1b2 f0,0b2 − f0,1b1

]
=

1

2

[
f ′
0,0 + f ′

0,1

√
j δ(f ′

1,0 − f ′
1,1

√
j)

f ′
1,0 + f ′

1,1

√
j f ′

0,0 − f ′
0,1

√
j

]

where f ′
i,0 = fi,0 + fi,1 and fi,1 = fi,0− fi,1, and Rf = Rf ′ .

Note that {1 +
√
j, 1 − 2

√
j} also forms a basis for K/F ,

but with this basis, Rf 6= Rf ′ and hence the STBC obtained
using this basis is not information lossless.

Consider the STBC constructed in Example 7(c). Suppose,
the extension K/F has a basis {a1, a2}. Since a1, a2 are in K,
let a1 = p1+q1

√
2 and a2 = p2+

√
2q2, with pi, qi ∈ F . Then,

it is easy to check that the equation a1σ(a1)
∗ + a2σ(a2)

∗ =
0 does not have any solutions for p1, q1, p2, q2 in F . Thus,
the extension K/F of Example 7(c) does not have any basis
satisfying (17) and hence the STBC is not information lossless.

Thus, if a basis does not satisfy the property that |σj(ti)| =
|ti|, for all i and j, then the STBC obtained using such a basis
will be information lossless if there exists a basis satisfying
all the assumptions and conditions given in Theorem 1 and
such that covariance matrix is mapped to itself under the new
basis. The following lemma is towards proving that the STBCs
obtained in this paper are information lossless.

Lemma 1: Let F be a field containing a primitive nth root
of unity. Let K/F be a cyclic extension of degree n, where
K = F (tn = t1/n), t ∈ F, |t| = 1 and σ a generator of the
Galois group. Then,

n−1∑

i=0

tin
(
σk(tin)

)∗
=

{
n if k = 0
0 if k 6= 0

.

Proof: If k = 0, it is trivial. So, let k 6= 0. Then,
proving that

∑n−1
i=0 t

i
n

(
σk(tin)

)∗
= 0 is same as proving∑n−1

i=0 (t∗n)i
(
σk(tin)

)
= 0. So, we have

n−1∑

i=0

(t∗n)i
(
σk(tin)

)
=

n−1∑

i=0

[
(t∗n)

(
σk(tn)

)]i

=

n−1∑

i=0

[
(t∗n)

(
ωk

ntn
)]i

=

n−1∑

i=0

(
ωk

n

)i
= 0.

Then, we have the following theorem

Theorem 3: Let F = Q(S, ωn, t), |t| = 1 and K = F (tn =
t1/n) be a cyclic extension of F with G = 〈σ〉 as the Galois
group. Let A be the crossed-product algebra (K,σ, δ) with
|δ| = 1. Then, the STBCs constructed using the cyclic algebra
A as in Section III are information lossless.

Proof: Follows from Lemma 1 and Theorem 2.
From the above theorem, STBCs in the examples of Sec-
tion III, namely Examples 7(a),(b) 8, 9 and 10, are information
lossless with the assumption that |t| = 1, |δ| = 1. However,
if |t| 6= 1 and |δ| 6= 1, the information loss increases as
||t|−1| and ||δ|−1| increase. Figure 2 gives the capacity of the
designs from cyclic algebras for various values of |t| and |δ|.
It can be seen that the loss in the mutual information is very
less compared to the information loss of 2× 2 COD, namely
Alamouti code. Figure 3 gives the capacity of the designs from
cyclic algebras for various values of |t|.

V. FULL-RANK STBCS FROM CROSSED-PRODUCT
DIVISION ALGEBRAS

We have seen in Section II that not all crossed-product
algebras are division algebras. In this section, we identify some
classes of crossed-product algebras which are division algebras
and hence the STBCs from these algebras are of full-rank. We
will first see when a cyclic algebra is a cyclic division algebra
as cyclic division algebras constitute building blocks of other
division algebras constructed in this paper. We will only give
a brief introduction and for more details on them the reader
can refer to [11], [12].

A. Cyclic division algebras

Let F be a field and K an extension of F , such that [K :
F ] = n. Also, let the extensionK/F be a cyclic extension, i.e.,
the Galois group of the extension be a cyclic group generated
by a single element, say σ. Let δ be a transcendental element
over K. Then, we have the following algebra:

(K(δ), σ, δ) = K(δ)⊕ zK(δ)⊕ z2K(δ)⊕ · · · ⊕ zn−1K(δ)

where z is some symbol which satisfies the relations

kz = zσ(k) for all k ∈ K and zn = δ.

The above algebra has F (δ) as its center and has no nontrivial
two sided ideals. Then, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4 ( [11], [12], [31]): With F,K, n, z and σ as
above, the algebra D = (K(δ), σ, δ) is a cyclic division
algebra.
From the above theorem, we have a cyclic division algebra,
whenever we have a cyclic extension K/F and a transcenden-
tal element δ over F . In Section III, we have already given an
example of STBC from cyclic division algebra. In this section,
we give some more examples of constructing STBCs using
the above theorem. For details on how one obtains a cyclic
extension of F appropriately, reader can refer to [11], [12].

Example 8: Let n = 2 and F = Q(S, t), where t (|t| =
1) is transcendental over Q(S). Then, K = F (t2 =

√
t) is

cyclic extension of F of degree 2. The generator of the Galois
group is given by σ : t2 7→ −t2. Now, let δ(|δ| = 1) be any
transcendental element over K. Then, (K(δ)/F (δ), σ, δ) is a
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1√
3



f0,0 + f0,1ω9 + f0,2ω

2
9 δ(f0,0 + f0,1ω9ω3 + f0,2ω

2
9ω

2
3) δ(f0,0 + f0,1ω9ω

2
3 + f0,2ω

2
9ω3)

f1,0 + f1,1ω9 + f1,2ω
2
9 f0,0 + f0,1ω9ω3 + f0,2ω

2
9ω

2
3 δ(f0,0 + f0,1ω9ω

2
3 + f0,2ω

2
9ω3)

f2,0 + f2,1ω9 + f2,2ω
2
9 f0,0 + f0,1ω9ω3 + f0,2ω

2
9ω

2
3 f0,0 + f0,1ω9ω

2
3 + f0,2ω

2
9ω3


 (19)

cyclic division algebra. Thus, we have the STBC C with the
codewords given by:

1√
2

[
f0,0 + f0,1t2 δ(f1,0 − f1,1t2)
f1,0 + f1,1t2 (f0,0 − f0,1t2)

]

where f0,0, f0,1, f1,0, f1,1 ∈ S ⊂ F . From the STBC con-
struction in this example, it is clear that we have two degrees
of freedom, i.e., both t2 and δ can be chosen arbitrarily
(almost), while the STBC in Example 7, we could choose only
δ arbitrarily. This implies that the best coding gain possible
for the STBC of Example 7, is less than the best possible with
this example. Indeed, by computer search, we found that the
best coding gain possible for the STBC in this example is at
least 0.26 while the best coding gain possible for the STBC
in Example 7 is only 0.22. Thus, this example shows that the
dependence of the signal set and n have little effect on the
constructions when F/Q is infinite, while the effect of the
signal set and n is considerable when F/Q is finite.

Example 9: Let n = 3 and suppose, we want S to be a
QAM signal constellation. So, let F = Q(j, ω3). Then, the
polynomial x3 − ω3 is irreducible in F [x]. This is because, if
it is reducible, then it should have a linear factor, which implies
that this polynomial has a root in F , which is not true. Thus,
K = F (ω9) is a cyclic extension of F and σ : ω9 7→ ω9ω3 is
a generator of the Galois group. Now, let δ (|δ| = 1) be any
transcendental element over K. Then, (K(δ), σ, δ) is a cyclic
division algebra. Thus, we have the STBC C with codewords of
the form (obtained in a similar way as in the previous example)
given in (19), where fi,j ∈ S ⊂ F for i, j = 0, 1, 2.

Example 10: Let n = 4 and S be the signal set. Then, with
F = Q(ω4 = j, S, t) and K = F (t4 = t1/4), we have K/F
cyclic and σ : t4 7→ jt4 is a generator of the Galois group.
Thus, we have a full-rank STBC for 4 antennas as follows:

C =





1√
4




g0,0 δg1,3 δg2,2 δg3,3

g0,1 g1,0 δg2,3 δg3,2

g0,2 g1,1 g2,0 δg3,3

g0,3 g1,2 g2,1 g3,0








where gi,j =
∑3

l=0 fj,l(j
it4)

l and fi,j ∈ S ⊂ F for i, j =
0, 1, 2, 3.

1) STBCs from Brauer’s division algebras: We give a
construction of another class of cyclic division algebras due
to Brauer [33], [41]. Let l and n be any two positive integers
having same set of prime factors and such that l divides n.
Let E be a field containing ωl and such that xn − ωl is
irreducible in E[x]. Let K = E(x0, x1, . . . , xn−1), where xi

are independent transcendental elements over E. Let σ : xi 7→
xi+1 mod n be an automorphism of K, fixing every element
of E and F be the fixed field of σ. Since, the order of σ is n,
the extension K/F is cyclic with Galois group 〈σ〉. Consider
the following algebra

B = (K,σ, ωl) =
⊕

ziK

where z is some symbol satisfying kz = zσ(k) and zn = ωl.
Then, we have the following theorem due to Brauer.

Theorem 5 ( [33], [41]): With the notation as above, the
algebra B = (K,σ, ωl) is a cyclic division algebra of index
n, with center F .
Type-I STBCs from Brauer division algebras: Let S be the
signal set over which we want the STBC. Then, let E =
Q(S, ωl). Assume, in addition, that xn − ωl is irreducible
in E[x]. Then, F , the fixed field of σ will contain E.
With δ = ωl and σ : xi 7→ xi+1 mod n, we get a STBC
with codewords as in (9), with ki ∈ F [x0, x1, . . . , xn−1].
Since F contains E, we can restrict the coefficients of the
polynomials ki to come from E and in particular S only,
to obtain a STBC over S. The STBC obtained this way is
full-rank. And the symbol rate of this STBC depends on the
degree of the polynomials ki. If the degree is restricted to

d, then the rate will be
d∑

i=0

n+i−1Cn−1 symbols per channel

use. We call the STBCs constructed this way type-I STBCs
from Brauer division algebras. The following theorem, namely
Lindemann-Weierstrass Theorem, suggests a method to find n
algebraically independent transcendental numbers.

Theorem 6 ( [40]): If u1, u2, . . . , un are algebraic numbers
that are linearly independent over Q, then the exponentials
eu1 , eu2 , . . . , eun are algebraically independent over the field
of algebraic numbers.
We illustrate this construction with an example.

Example 11: Let n = 3 and S be a QAM signal set. Then,
let E = Q(j, ω3). It is easy to see that x3−ω3 is irreducible in
E[x]. Let x0, x1, x2, (say ej , ej

√
2, ej

√
3), be three independent

transcendental elements over E and K = E(x0, x1, x2). Then,
B = (K,σ, ω3) = K+ zK+ z2K is a cyclic division algebra
of index 3. Thus, we have a STBC with codewords as follows:


k0(x0, x1, x2) ωlk2(x2, x0, x1) ωlk1(x1, x2, x0)
k1(x0, x1, x2) ωlk0(x2, x0, x1) ωlk2(x1, x2, x0)
k2(x0, x1, x2) k1(x2, x0, x1) k0(x1, x2, x0)




where ki(x0, x1, x2) is a polynomial in x0, x1, x2 with coeffi-
cients from S. If we allow the degree of these polynomials to
be 1, then we have a symbol rate of 4. However, if we allow
the degree of the polynomials to be any positive integer d,
then the symbol rate will be

∑d
i=0

2+iC2.
If n = 2 in the above example, it is not possible to obtain a
STBC over a QAM signal set, from Brauer division algebras.
This is because, our E will be Q(j) and the polynomial x2+1
is not irreducible in E[x], which is a necessary condition for
constructing a Brauer division algebra. However, if the signal
set is a 5-PSK signal set, we can obtain a STBC for 2 transmit
antennas.
Type-II STBCs from Brauer division algebras: Till now, we
have constructed STBCs using Brauer division algebra viewing
the field K as an extension of E. However, if we view K as
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an extension of F (which we have been doing till the last
subsection), we get a different STBC. Let ωn ∈ E. Since,
K/F is cyclic, there exists an element t ∈ K, such that
K = F (t). Let us define t = x0 + x1ωn + . . . + xn−1ω

n−1
n .

Clearly, σ maps t to tω−1
n and hence tn ∈ F . Thus, K = F (t).

Now, expanding each entry ki in (9) as
∑n−1

j=0 fi,jt
j , we get a

STBC with codewords of the form as in (11). STBCs obtained
this way will be called type-II STBCs from Brauer division
algebras.

Example 12 (Example 11 contd.): Expanding each ki as∑2
j=0 fi,jt

j , and considering only degree zero polynomials
in F , we get a STBC with codewords as follows.




2∑

j=0

f0,jt
j ω3

2∑

j=0

f2,jt
jω2j

3 ω3

2∑

j=0

f1,jt
jωj

3

2∑

j=0

f1,jt
j

2∑

j=0

f0,jt
jω2j

3 ω3

2∑

j=0

f2,jt
jωj

3

2∑

j=0

f2,jt
j

2∑

j=0

f1,jt
jω2j

3

2∑

j=0

f0,jt
jωj

3




where fi,j ∈ S ⊂ E ⊂ F .
It is shown at the end of this section that the type-I STBCs
from Brauer division algebras are not information lossless
if |xi| = 1 and might be information lossless if |xi| 6= 1,
while the type-II STBCs are information lossless under certain
conditions.

2) Coding gain of STBCs from cyclic division algebras:
We conclude this subsection, giving a closed form expression
for coding gains of STBCs constructed in this subsection.
Let K/F be a cyclic extension and let NK/F (k) denote the
algebraic norm from K to F , of an element in k ∈ K.

Theorem 7: Let C be the rate-n STBC constructed from the
cyclic division algebra (K(δ), σ, δ). Let the codewords of C
be as in (11). Then, the coding gain of the code C is

Cg = min
f 6=f ′

∣∣(−1)n−1NK/F (∆kn−1) + . . .+NK/F (∆k0)
∣∣2/n

where f = [f0,0, . . . , f0,n−1, . . . , fn−1,0, . . . , fn−1,n−1] and f
′

= [f ′
0,0, . . ., f ′

0,n−1, . . ., f ′
n−1,0, . . ., f ′

n−1,n−1] are two distinct
information vectors. And ∆ki =

∑n−1
j=0

(
fi,j − f ′

i,j

)
ti.

Proof: Follows from Proposition 16.2b of [31] (page
298) and the definition of coding gain.

B. STBCs from tensor-product division algebras

In the last few subsections, we have seen how to construct
cyclic division algebras and STBCs from them. In this section,
we construct division algebras from some known division
algebras and hence construct STBCs from them. One of such
constructions is given by tensor product (see appendix for
definitions and properties of tensor products) of two division
algebras as in the following theorem:

Theorem 8 ( [30]): Let D1 and D2 be two division alge-
bras with the same center F . If [D1 : F ] is relatively prime to
[D2 : F ] then D1 ⊗F D2 is a division algebra with F as the
center.
So, given any two division algebras, D1 and D2 with the same
center and relatively prime indices, the tensor product D1⊗F

D2 of them is also a division algebra with the same center.
So, the index of D1 ⊗F D2 is

√
[D1 : F ][D2 : F ]. If both

D1 and D2 are cyclic division algebras, then the resulting
tensor product division algebra is also a cyclic division algebra.
The following example illustrates the construction of STBCs
from such a tensor product division algebra obtained from two
cyclic division algebras.

Example 13: Suppose, we want an STBC over a QAM
signal set for 6 transmit antennas. Then, let F = Q(j, ω3). Let
K1 = F (

√
j) and K2 = F ( 3

√
j). Let δ be a transcendental

element over F . Obviously, δ is a transcendental element
over K1 and K2 also. Then, from Theorem 4, the crossed-
products algebras D1 = (K1(δ), G1, δ) = K1(δ) ⊕ z1K1(δ)
and D2 = (K2(δ), G2, δ) = K2(δ) ⊕ z2K2(δ) ⊕ z2

2K2(δ)
are division algebras where G1 and G2, the Galois groups of
K1(δ)/F (δ) and K2(δ)/F (δ), are given by G1 = {σ1,0 =
1, σ1,1 :

√
j 7→ −√j} and G2 = {σ2,0 = 1, σ2,1 : 3

√
j 7→

3
√
jω3, σ2,2 : 3

√
j 7→ 3

√
jω2

3}. And z1 and z2 are elements of
D1 and D2 respectively such that

z2
1 = δ and k1z1 = z1σ1,1(k1) ∀ k1 ∈ K1(δ)

and

z3
2 = δ and k2z2 = z2σ2,1(k2) ∀ k2 ∈ K2(δ).

It is easy to see that K(δ) = K1(δ) ⊗F K2(δ) is a maximal
subfield of D = D1 ⊗F D2 and that the Galois group of
K(δ)/F (δ) is G = {σ0 = 1, σ1 = σ1,1, σ2 = σ2,1, σ3 =
σ2,2 = σ2

2,1, σ4 = σ1,1σ2,1, σ5 = σ1,1σ2,2}. Note that G is
a cyclic group with σ4 as a generator. Also, the set {uσ0

=
1, uσ1

= z1 ⊗ 1, uσ2
= 1 ⊗ z2, uσ3

= 1 ⊗ z2
2 , uσ4

= z1 ⊗
z2, uσ5

= z1 ⊗ z2
2} forms a Noether-Skolem basis of D over

K(δ). Thus,

D = K(δ) + uσ1
K(δ) + uσ2

K(δ) + uσ3
K(δ)

+uσ4
K(δ) + uσ5

K(δ)

And the cocycle φ is given in Table II. Substituting the above
φ in (9), we get an STBC with codewords of the form as
follows:

1√
6




k0 δσ1(k1) δσ2(k3) δσ3(k2) δ
2
σ4(k5) δ

2
σ5(k4)

k1 σ1(k0) δσ2(k5) δσ3(k4) δσ4(k3) δσ5(k2)
k2 δσ1(k4) σ2(k0) δσ3(k3) δσ4(k1) δ

2
σ5(k5)

k3 δσ1(k5) σ2(k2) σ3(k0) δ
2
σ4(k4) δσ5(k1)

k4 σ1(k2) σ2(k1) δσ3(k5) σ4(k0) δσ5(k3)
k5 σ1(k3) σ2(k4) σ3(k1) σ4(k2) σ5(k0)




where ki = fi,0 + fi,1

√
j + fi,2

3
√
j + fi,3

3
√
j
2
+ fi,4

√
j 3
√
j +

fi,5

√
j 3
√
j
2 and fi,j ∈ S(QAM) ∈ F .

The above example shows how to construct STBCs from the
tensor product division algebra of two cyclic division algebras
(note that it is not necessary that we use cyclic division
algebras only) with relatively prime indices. This can be
extended to tensor product of any number of division algebras
with relatively prime indices using the following corollary.

Corollary 2: Let Di, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s − 1 be s F -
division algebras with the index of Di as pαi

i , where pi,
i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s − 1, are distinct primes and αi are positive
integers. Then, the algebra D =

⊗
F Di is an F -division

algebra.
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Using the above method of constructing division algebras,
we cannot construct division algebras from known division
algebras of not relatively prime degrees. For instance, we
cannot construct division algebras of degree 4 from two
division algebras of degree 2. The following theorem helps us
in such cases, where we construct a division algebra which
is isomorphic to the tensor product of two cyclic division
algebras with some constraints. However, we do not use the
language of tensor product in constructing the division algebra.

Theorem 9: Let δ1, δ2, x, and y be algebraically inde-
pendent elements over a field L containing n1-th and n2-th
primitive roots of unity, where n1 and n2 are positive integers.
Let F = L(x, y) and K = F (x1 = x1/n1 , y1 = y1/n2 , δ1, δ2).
Clearly, K(δ1, δ2) is a Galois extension of F (δ1, δ2), with the
Galois group as G = 〈σx, σy〉, where σx : x1 7→ x1ωn1

x1

and acts as identity on the other three variables, and where
similarly, σy : y1 7→ ωn2

y1 and acts as identity on the other
three variables. Consider the associative algebra

D = (K(δ1, δ2), G, φ) =
⊕

0≤i<n1

0≤j<n2

ui
σx
uj

σy
K(δ1, δ2)

where uσx
and uσy

are two symbols commuting with each
other and satisfying

un1

σx
= δ1; un2

σy
= δ2

kuσx
= uσx

σx(k) and kuσy
= uσy

σy(k).

for all k ∈ K(δ1, δ2). Then, D is a division algebra.
Proof: To prove that D is a division algebra, it is suffi-

cient to show that every non-zero element in D is invertible.
Let d =

∑n1−1
i=0 ui

σx

(∑n2−1
j=0 uj

σy
ki,j

)
∈ D (we use i, j as

the subscript of k instead of uσi
x
uσj

y
to make the notations

simpler). And let λd be the left regular representation of d
over K(δ1, δ2), i.e., λd : a 7→ da for all a ∈ D. Then, we
have

λd =




η0 δ1σx(ηn1−1) · · · δ1σ
n1−1
x (η1)

η1 σx(η0) · · · δ1σ
n1−1
x (η2)

...
...

. . .
...

ηn1−1 σx(ηn1−2) · · · σn1−1
x (η0)




where ηi is

ηi =




ki,0 δ2σy(ki,n2−1) · · · δ2σ
n2−1
y (ki,1)

ki,1 σy(ki,0) · · · δ2σ
n2−1
y (ki,2)

...
...

. . .
...

ki,n2−1 σy(ki,n2−2) · · · σn2−1
y (ki,0)


 .

Notice that ki,j are rational functions of polynomials of the
two variables δ1 and δ2. However, we can assume ki,j are
polynomials in δ1 and δ2 instead of rational functions in them,
as we can take the LCM of all ki,j and factor it out. Let
ρd(δ1, δ2) denote the determinant of λd. Since δ1 and δ2 are
algebraically independent of each other, it is sufficient to show
that ρd(δ1, δ2) is not a zero polynomial to show that d is
invertible, For this let us assume that there exists some j for
which k0,j 6= 0. If there doesn’t exist any j for which k0,j 6= 0,

then we can factor out uσx
from d and since uσx

is invertible,
it is sufficient to prove that d/uσx

is invertible. Thus, we have

ρd(0, δ2) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

η0 0 0 · · · 0
η1 σx(η0) 0 · · · 0
η2 σx(η1) σ2

x(η0) · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

ηn1−1 σx(ηn1−2) σ
2
x(ηn1−3) · · · σn1−1

x (η0)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

.

In the above expression, η0 can become zero matrix when
δ1 is set to zero. This can happen only if δ1 divides k0,j

for all j. If ki,j has δ1 as a factor for all i and j, then it
is sufficient to prove that d′ = d/δ1 is invertible. So, without
loss of generality, we can assume that there exists a ki,j which
does not have δ1 as a factor. Let m be the smallest integer such
that δ1 does not divide km,j for some j. Then

d′ = un1−m
σx

dδ−1
1 =

n1−1∑

i=0

ui
σx




n2−1∑

j=0

uj
σy
k′i,j




has the property that there exists some j such that δ1 does
not divide k′0,j . Also notice that all k′i,j are again polynomials
only and not rational functions. And to prove d is invertible it
is enough to prove that d′ is invertible. So we can assume that
there exists a j such that δ1 does not divide k0,j . Now, since
(K(δ1, δ2), σ2, δ2) is a cyclic division algebra with center
F (δ1, δ2, x1), we have det(η0) 6= 0. Thus, we have

ρd(0, δ2) =

n1−1∏

i=0

det(σi
x(η0)) =

n1−1∏

i=0

σi
x(det(η0)) 6= 0.

This implies ρd(δ1, δ2) is not a zero polynomial because δ1
and δ2 are independent transcendental elements over K.
If S is the signal set of interest, then we take L = Q(S).
Obtaining 4 algebraically independent transcendental elements
over L is not a difficult task as according to Lindemann-
Weierstrass Theorem [41], we have that for any two algebraic
numbers a1 and a2 linearly independent of each other over
Q, the numbers ea1 and ea2 are algebraically independent
transcendental numbers. Thus, we can take eja1 , eja2 , eja3

and eja4 for x, y, δ1 and δ2 respectively. We could use eai

instead but we will see that having all of them on the unit
circle will give us information-lossless STBCs.

In Theorem 9, K(δ1, δ2) is a cyclic Galois extension of
F (δ1, δ2), if n1 and n2 are relatively prime to each other.
We give an example to show how to obtain STBC from the
division algebra of Theorem 9.

Example 14: Let S be the signal set of interest, say a QAM
signal set. Let n = 4, i.e, we want STBC for four transmit
antennas. Then, we take F = Q(j, x, y), where x and y
are two transcendentals independent over Q(j). Then K =
F (
√
x,
√
y) is a Galois extension of F with the Galois group

G = 〈σx, σy〉, where σx :
√
x 7→ −√x and σy :

√
y 7→ −√y.

Then, from Theorem 9, the algebra

(K(δ1, δ2), G, φ) = K(δ1, δ2)⊕ uσx
K(δ1, δ2)

⊕uσy
K(δ1, δ2)⊕ uσx

uσy
K(δ1, δ2)
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1√
6




k0,0 δ2σx2
(k0,2) δ2σ

2
x2

(k0,1) δ1σx1
(k1,0) δ1δ2σx1

σx2
(k1,2) δ1δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(k1,1)
k0,1 σx2

(k0,0) δ2σ
2
x2

(k0,2) δ1σx1
(k1,1) δ1σx1

σx2
(k1,0) δ1δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(k1,2)
k0,2 σx2

(k0,1) σ2
x2

(k0,0) δ1σx1
(k1,2) δ1σx1

σx2
(k1,1) δ1σ

2
x2
σx1

(k1,0)
k1,0 δ2σx2

(k1,2) δ2σ
2
x2

(k1,1) σx1
(k0,0) δ2σx1

σx2
(k0,2) δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(k0,1)
k1,1 σx2

(k1,0) δ2σ
2
x2

(k1,2) σx1
(k0,1) σx1

σx2
(k0,0) δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(k0,2)
k1,2 σx2

(k1,1) σ2
x2

(k1,0) σx1
(k0,2) σx1

σx2
(k0,1) σ2

x2
σx1

(k0,0)




(20)

ηh =




kh,0,0 δ2σx2
(kh,0,2) δ2σ

2
x2

(kh,0,1) δ1σx1
(kh,1,0) δ1δ2σx1

σx2
(kh,1,2) δ1δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(kh,1,1)
kh,0,1 σx2

(kh,0,0) δ2σ
2
x2

(kh,0,2) δ1σx1
(kh,1,1) δ1σx1

σx2
(kh,1,0) δ1δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(kh,1,2)
kh,0,2 σx2

(kh,0,1) σ2
x2

(kh,0,0) δ1σx1
(kh,1,2) δ1σx1

σx2
(kh,1,1) δ1σ

2
x2
σx1

(kh,1,0)
kh,1,0 δ2σx2

(kh,1,2) δ2σ
2
x2

(kh,1,1) σx1
(kh,0,0) δ2σx1

σx2
(kh,0,2) δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(kh,0,1)
kh,1,1 σx2

(kh,1,0) δ2σ
2
x2

(kh,1,2) σx1
(kh,0,1) σx1

σx2
(kh,0,0) δ2σ

2
x2
σx1

(kh,0,2)
kh,1,2 σx2

(kh,1,1) σ2
x2

(kh,1,0) σx1
(kh,0,2) σx1

σx2
(kh,0,1) σ2

x2
σx1

(kh,0,0)




(21)

is a division algebra, where δ1, δ2 are independent transcen-
dentals elements over K. And

φ(σx, σx) = φ(σxσy, σx) = δ1;

φ(σy , σy) = φ(σxσy, σy) = δ2;

φ(σx, σy) = 1; and φ(σxσy, σxσy) = δ1δ2.

Substituting for φ in (10), we have an STBC with codewords
of the form

1√
P




k0,0 δ2σy(k0,1) δ1σx(k1,0) δ1δ2σxσy(k1,1)
k0,1 σy(k0,0) δ1σx(k1,1) δ1σxσy(k1,0)
k1,0 δ2σy(k1,1) σx(k0,0) δ2σxσy(k0,1)
k1,1 σy(k1,0) σx(k0,1) σxσy(k0,0)




(22)
where ki,j = f

(0)
i,j + f

(1)
i,j

√
x+ f

(2)
i,j

√
y + f

(3)
i,j

√
xy and f (l)

i,j ∈
S ⊂ Q(j) ⊂ F . Thus, we have an STBC over a QAM signal
set for 4 transmit antennas.

Corollary 3: Let xi, i = 0, 1, . . . , s − 1, be s transcen-
dental elements over a field L containing ni-th primitive
roots of unity, where ni, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s − 1 are positive
integers. Assume in addition that xi, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s − 1
are independent of each other. Let F = L(x0, x1, . . . , xs−1)

and K = F (t0 = x
1/n0

0 , t1 = x
1/n1

1 , . . . , ts−1 = x
1/ns−1

s−1 ).
Clearly, K is a Galois extension of F , with the Galois group
as G =

〈
σx0

, σx1
, · · · , σxs−1

〉
. Let δi, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s − 1

be s commuting indeterminates (one can assume them to be
transcendental elements over F , independent of each other).
Also, let uσxi

, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s− 1 be s symbols commuting
with each other and satisfying

uni

σxi
= δi and kuσxi

= uσxi
σxi

(k)

for all k ∈ K(δ0, δ1, . . . , δs−1). Then, the algebra

D = (K(δ1, δ2, . . . , δs−1), G, φ)

is a division algebra.
Proof: Follows from Theorem 9.

Thus, given an Abelian group G, we have constructed a
division algebra which is a crossed product of a field K and the
group G with respect to some cocycle φ. Such constructions
are called generic constructions of Abelian crossed-product
algebras.

Example 15: Let S be the 8-PSK signal set, and n =
6, i.e., we want STBC for 6 transmit antennas. Then, let
F = Q(ω8, ω3, x1, x2) (|xi| = 1), where x1 and x2 are

two transcendental elements independent over F . Then K =
F (
√
x1, 3
√
x2) (n1 = 2, n2 = 3) is a Galois extension of

F (x1, x2) with Galois group G = 〈σx1
, σx2
〉 where σx1

:√
x1 7→ −

√
x1 and σx2

: 3
√
x2 7→ ω3

3
√
x2. Let δ1, δ2 (|δi| = 1)

be two independent transcendental elements over K. Then,
from Theorem 9,

D = (K(δ1, δ2), G, φ) =
⊕

0≤i≤1

⊕

0≤j≤2

ui
σx1

uj
σx2

K(δ1, δ2)

is a division algebra, where uσx1
and uσx2

are symbols
satisfying

u2
σx1

= δ1; kuσx1
= uσx1

σx1
(k);

u3
σx2

= δ2 and kuσx2
= uσx2

σx2
(k).

Proceeding in a similar manner as in Example 14, we
get a STBC with codewords as in (20), where ki,j =

f
(0)
i,j + f

(1)
i,j

3
√
x2 + f

(2)
i,j

3
√
x2

2 + f
(3)
i,j

√
x1 + f

(4)
i,j

3
√
x2
√
x1 +

f
(5)
i,j

3
√
x2

2

√
x1, with f

(l)
i,j ∈ 8 − PSK ⊂ F . Thus, we have

an STBC over the 8-PSK signal set for 6 transmit antennas.
Example 16: Let S be the 8-PSK signal set, and n =

12, i.e., we want STBC for 12 transmit antennas. Then, let
F = Q(ω8, ω3, x0, x1, x2) (|xi| = 1), where x0, x1 and
x2 are transcendental elements independent over F . Then
K = F (

√
x0,
√
x1, 3
√
x2) (n0 = 2, n1 = 2, n2 = 3) is a

Galois extension of F (x0, x1, x2) with Galois group G =
〈σx0

, σx1
, σx2
〉 where σx0

:
√
x0 7→ −

√
x0, σx1

:
√
x1 7→

−√x1 and σx2
: 3
√
x2 7→ ω3

3
√
x2. Let δ0, δ1 and δ2 (|δi| = 1)

be independent transcendental elements over K. Then, from
Theorem 9,

D = (K(δ1, δ2), G, φ) =
⊕

0≤h≤1
0≤i≤1
0≤j≤2

uh
σx0

ui
σx1

uj
σx2

K(δ1, δ2)

is a division algebra, where uσx0
, uσx1

and uσx2
are symbols

satisfying
u2

σx0
= δ0; u2

σx1
= δ1;

u3
σx2

= δ2 and kuσxi
= uσxi

σxi
(k).

Proceeding in a similar manner as in Example 14, we
get a STBC with codewords as 1√

12

[
η0 δ0σx0

(η1)
η1 σx0

(η0)

]

where ηh is as given in (21) with kh,i,j =∑1
a=0

∑1
b=0

∑2
c=0 f

(a,b,c)
h,i,j

√
x0

a√x1
b

3
√
x2

c, with
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∑

i0,...,is−1

[
σj0

0 . . . σ
js−1

s−1

(
(x′0)

i0 . . . (x′s−1)
is−1

)]∗ [
σ

j′0
0 . . . σ

j′s−1

s−1

(
(x′0)

i0 . . . (x′s−1)
is−1

)]
= 0 (23)

∑

i0,...,is−1

{[
(x′0)

i0ωi0j0
n0

]
· · ·
[
(x′s−1)

is−1ωis−1js−1

ns−1

]}∗ {[
(x′0)

i0ω
i0j′0
n0

]
· · ·
[
(x′s−1)

is−1ω
is−1j′s−1

ns−1

]}
. (24)

∑

i0



ω

i0(j′0−j0)
n0

∑

i1


ωi1(j′1−j1)

n1
· · ·


ωis−2(j

′

s−2−js−2)
ns−2

∑

is−1

ω
is−1(j

′

s−1−js−1)
ns−1







 = 0. (25)

f
(a,b,c)
h,i,j ∈ 8 − PSK ⊂ F . Thus, we have an STBC

over the 8-PSK signal set for 12 transmit antennas.

C. Rates beyond n symbols per channel use

Till now, we have constructed rate-n, full-rank STBCs using
division algebras. Recall that the division algebras we used are
the ones with center a transcendental field over Q. Consider the
case of the STBCs from cyclic division algebras. The division
algebras we considered are of the form (K(δ), σ, δ) where
K(δ) is a cyclic extension of F (δ), with δ a transcendental
element over F . Recall that F is a field extension of Q such
that it contains the signal set S. Now the codeword matrices
with this division algebra will be of the form (11) with fσi,j

coming from F (δ), since the center is F (δ). And an element
of F (δ) will be of the form a(δ)/b(δ), where a(δ) and b(δ)
are polynomials in δ. So, each entry in (11) is of the form
a(δ)/b(δ). But since, two different pairs of (a(δ), b(δ)) can
give rise to the same a(δ)/b(δ), we assume that the entries
of (11) are of the form a(δ) only. Thus, if fσi,j,l come from
the signal set S, then our codeword matrices are of the form
(11), with fσi,j =

∑
l fσi,j,lδ

l, where the subscript l can range
from 0 to any positive integer. With this, our STBC constructed
from the division algebra (K(δ), σ, δ) can have arbitrary rate.
For instance, the STBC constructed in Example 7, will have
the codewords of the form as below:
[∑

l f0,lδ
l +
∑

l f1,lδ
l
√
j δ

(∑
l f2,lδ

l −∑l f3,lδ
l
√
j
)

∑
l f2,lδ

l +
∑

l f3,lδ
l
√
j

∑
l f0,lδ

l −∑l f1,lδ
l
√
j

]
.

In a similar way, STBCs constructed from other division
algebras, as in Section V-B, can have arbitrary rate. But
note that in the case of non-cyclic division algebras, each
entry of the codeword matrix is a polynomial in more than
one transcendental element. Though, we have arbitrary-rate
STBCs, for the purpose of clarity, we concentrate only on the
rate-n STBCs constructed till the previous subsection.

D. Mutual Information

In this section, we show that, under certain conditions, our
designs arising from the division algebras we have discussed
so far achieve capacity, i.e., the STBCs from these division
algebras are information lossless.

1) Mutual information of STBCs from Brauer division alge-
bras: We show that the type-I STBCs from Brauer division al-
gebras are not information lossless. Recall from Subsection V-
A.1, that in Brauer division algebras, i.e., (K,σ, ωl), σ takes
xi to xi+1 mod n. Thus, the LHS of (17) is

n−1∑

i=0

xi+j mod n (xi+j′ mod n)
∗

=

n−1∑

i=0

xi+j mod n

xi+j′ mod n

where we assume |xi| = 1. Since the xi’s are independent
transcendental elements over E, the above expression will not
be equal to zero and hence the type-I STBCs from Brauer
division algebras are not information lossless.

The type-II STBCs from Brauer division algebras are in-
formation lossless if |t| = 1. This condition that |t| = 1
can be met, by choosing x1, x2, . . . , xn−1 arbitrarily and then
choosing x0 such that t = x0+ωnx1+· · ·+ωn−1

n xn−1 lies on
unit circle. Figure 4 shows the capacities of both the type-II
and type-II STBCs constructed from Brauer division algebras.
It can be seen from the figure that the information loss in
type-I STBCs is less than the loss due to the Alamouti code.

2) Mutual information of STBCs from tensor-product di-
vision algebras: In the following theorem, we show that the
STBCs constructed in Subsection V-B are information lossless.

Theorem 10: Let K,F, xi, δi be as in Theorem 9 with
|xi| = |δi| = 1 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ s− 1. Then, the STBC arising
from the division algebra D = (K(δ0, δ1, . . . , δs−1), G, φ) is
information lossless.

Proof: It is sufficient to prove (23) for
(j0, j1, . . . , js−1) 6= (j′0, j

′
1, . . . , j

′
s−1). Since, each of

σi’s act as identity on x′j if i 6= j, and σi(x
′
i) = x′iωni

, LHS
of (23) can be written as in (24). Since |xi| = 1 for all i, the
above expression can be written as

∑

i0,...,is−1

[
ω

i0(j′0−j0)
n0

]
· · ·
[
ω

is−1(j′s−1−js−1)
ns−1

]
.

Expanding the above sum with respect to each variable, we
obtain (25). Since (j0, j1, . . . , js−1) 6= (j′0, j

′
1, . . . , j

′
s−1), one

of the sums in (25) becomes zero and hence the entire sum
becomes zero.
From the above theorem, it follows that the designs of Exam-
ples 14, 15 and 16 achieve capacity.

Theorem 11: Let Di, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s − 1 be s number
of crossed-product division algebras.Let each of the STBCs
arising from these division algebras be information lossless.
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Then the STBC arising from the division algebra D = D0⊗F

D1⊗F · · ·⊗FDs−1 is also information lossless if |φi(., .)| = 1
for all i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , s − 1, where φi is a cocycle for the
division algebra Di.

Proof: Can be proved in a similar manner as in Theo-
rem 10.

VI. DECODING AND SIMULATION RESULTS

Maximum Likelihood (ML) decoding of our STBCs in gen-
eral involves exhaustive search which increases exponentially
with the number of transmit antennas. In [36], sphere decoder
was proposed, which uses the algorithm to find the closest
lattice point to a given point [35]. This algorithm uses the fact
that the column rank of the generator matrix of the lattice,
is at least the number of dimensions in the lattice. Damen et
al. in [37], have shown that sphere decoder can be applied
for multiple antenna systems if perfect CSI is known at the
receiver. If f is the transmitted vector from n antennas, we
have

x =

√
ρ

n
Hf + w (26)

where x is the received r × 1 vector (r receive antennas), H
is the n × r channel matrix and w is the AWGN. Then, the
lattice representation of the system model is given by

x
′ =

√
ρ

n
H ′

f
′ + w

′ (27)

where

x
′ = [Re(xT )Im(xT )]T ,

f
′ = [Re(̃fT ) Im(̃fT )]T ,

H ′ =

[
Re(H) −Im(H)
Im(H) Re(H)

]
,

w
′ = [Re(w)T Im(w)T ]T .

Since, the channel matrix H is of full rank almost surely, the
equivalent channel matrix, H ′, is also of full rank. Hence,
the sphere decoder can be applied whenever f is from a
constellation which is a subset of a lattice. Hence, SD achieves
ML performance with a significantly reduced complexity
which is roughly cubic in n at high SNRs [38]. Though PSK
constellations are not a subset of any lattice, we can still
use the sphere decoder, known as complex sphere decoder,
as shown by Hochwald and Brink in [34]. The algorithm for
the case of a PSK constellation searches through the phase
angles of the constellation points instead of the lattice point
coordinates and since the phase angles of the constellation
points are integer multiples of 2π/M (for M-PSK), the search
is over a finite set. The complexity of complex sphere decoder
is less than the complexity of the sphere decoder for lattice
constellations. This is because we search for n points in the
case of complex sphere decoder, while we search for 2n points
in the case of lattice sphere decoder.

In our case, the equivalent channel model is

x̂ =

√
ρ

n

1√
P
HΦ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
bH

f + ŵ.

Since, the rank of the matrix H is min(nr, n2) and the
matrix Φ is invertible, the rank of the matrix Ĥ is also the
min(nr, n2). Now, since the rate of our STBCs is n, we
can use the sphere decoder efficiently if min(nr, n2) ≥ n2,
which implies that the number of receive antennas is at least
the number of transmit antennas. However, if the number of
receive antennas is less than the number of transmit antennas,
we can use the generalized sphere decoder proposed in [39],
which involves more computational complexity. However, we
can still use the sphere decoder if we decrease the rate of our
STBC. If the number of receive antennas is r, then the rate of
our STBC has to be r for efficient use of sphere decoder.

A. Simulation results

In this section, we present simulation results for 2,3 and 4
transmit antennas with 2, 3 and 4 receive antennas respectively,
over 4-QAM and 16-QAM signal sets. Figure 5 shows the
plots for 2 transmit and 2 receive antennas. We used the STBC
of Example 7, with δ = e0.5j . This value of δ is chosen
arbitrarily. It can be seen from the figure that with our code,
we gain by about 3 dB over the uncoded case at 10−4 BER
(bit error rate) and by about 0.75 dB, at 10−6 BER, over the
STBC of [26](named as B2,φ), which is known to be one of
the best codes. By choosing δ to maximize the coding gain,
we can further improve the performance of our STBC.

Figure 6 shows the plots for 3 transmit and 3 receive
antennas. The STBC we used is from Example 9. We gain
by about 4 dB over the uncoded case at 10−4 BER.

Figure 7 shows the plots for 4 transmit and 4 receive
antennas. We used the following STBC (obtained with F =
Q(j) and K = F (ω16)):

C =





1√
4




g0,0 δg1,3 δg2,2 δg3,3

g0,1 g1,0 δg2,3 δg3,2

g0,2 g1,1 g2,0 δg3,3

g0,3 g1,2 g2,1 g3,0








where gi,j =
∑3

l=0 fj,l(j
iω16)

l and fi,j ∈ S ⊂ F for i, j =
0, 1, 2, 3 and δ = e0.5j (chosen arbitrarily). We gain by about
5 dB, at 10−5 BER, over the uncoded and by about 0.8 dB,
at 10−6 BER, over the STBC of [25], which is claimed to
maximize the mutual information.

Figure 8 shows the performance of the STBCs obtained us-
ing the division algebras of Section V-B. The division algebra
construction-1 curve is for the STBC of Example 14, with
x1 = ej

√
2, x2 = ej

√
3 and δ1 = ej

√
5, δ2 = ej

√
7. These val-

ues are chosen arbitrarily. The division algebra construction-2
curve is for the same STBC with x1 = ej

√
2, x2 = ej

√
3 and

δ1 = ej
√

0.23, δ2 = ej
√

0.26. The values of x1 and x2 are
chosen arbitrarily, while the values of δ1 and δ2 are chosen
to be close to the value of δ in STBC used in Figure 7. We
can see that the STBC, where the parameters x1, x2, δ1 and δ2
are chosen arbitrarily, performs better than the STBC of [25]
by about 0.25 dB, but is poorer than the STBC constructed
from cyclic division algebra by about 0.5dB. However, the
STBC, for which the x1, x2 are chosen arbitrarily and δ1, δ2
are chosen close to δ, performs better than the STBC of [25] by
about 0.9 dB, and better than the STBC from cyclic division
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algebra by about 0.1dB. We could perform even better by
choosing a better x1, x2, δ1 and δ2.

From these simulation results and [34], it can be seen that
at 10−5 BER our code for 2 transmit and 2 receive antennas
is approximately 3 dB away from the capacity of the channel
with 4-QAM symbols as input and less than 0.5 dB away
from the capacity of the channel with 16-QAM symbols as
the input. On the other hand at 10−5 BER, our 3 transmit and
4 transmit codes are about less than 0.5 dB away from the
capacity of the channel with QAM symbols as input.

In Figure 9, we also plot to the block error probabilities of
our codes for 2 transmit and 4 antennas and compare them
with outage probability. It can be seen that the gap between
the block error rates of our codes and outage probability is
decreasing with increasing size of the input QAM constella-
tion.

VII. DISCUSSION

The contributions of this paper are
• Using crossed-product algebras, we have constructed

arbitrary rate STBCs over apriori specified arbitrary finite
subsets of the complex field C. In particular, when the
crossed-product algebras are division algebras, we get
full-rank STBCs.

• We have shown that Alamouti code and the quasi-
orthogonal design of [20] are special cases of our con-
structions.

• We have also shown that our constructions give STBCs
with rank and coding gain same as that of the STBCs
obtained using field extensions [11].

• We have given a sufficient condition for our STBCs under
which they are information lossless.

• We have identified two classes of division algebras that
are crossed-product algebras and constructed rate-n, full-
rank STBCs from these crossed-product division alge-
bras. These STBCs include the STBCs of [11], [12] as
special cases.

• We have proved that the STBCs obtained from the
crossed-product division algebras in this paper, are in-
formation lossless.

• We have presented simulation results to show that we
perform better than the best known codes and can do
even better if the best codes from division algebras are
used. Also, the simulation results show that we are about
1 dB away from the capacity of the channel with QAM
as the input [34].

The following are some possible directions for further
research in this area:

• We have seen in Section III, that we can construct the
Alamouti code and 4×4 quasi-orthogonal design of [20]
using crossed-product algebras. It would be interesting
to see if we can construct orthogonal designs other than
Alamouti code and other quasi-orthogonal designs like[

A B
−B∗ A∗

]
, using crossed-product algebras.

• It would be interesting to see if there exits a closed form
expression for coding gain of the STBCs arising from
non-cyclic division algebras.

• We have shown that we can use the sphere decoder to
decode our codes, but as the number of transmit anten-
nas increase, this decoding involves more complexity. It
would be interesting to see if there exist any simpler
decoding algorithms though suboptimal.

APPENDIX I
TENSOR PRODUCTS: DEFINITION AND SOME PROPERTIES

To define tensor product of two algebras, we will first define
tensor product of two vector spaces. Since any algebra is a
vector space, we will extend the definition of tensor product
of two spaces to tensor product of two algebras [31, Chap 9].

Definition 4: Let V and W be two F -vector spaces. A
tensor product of V and W is an F -vector space V ⊗F W ,
together with a bilinear mapping V ×W 7→ V ⊗F W denoted
by (v, w) 7→ v ⊗F w such that

1) V ⊗F W is generated as an F -space by {v ⊗F w|v ∈
V,w ∈ W},

2) (Universality) if ψ : V × W 7→ P is a bilinear map,
where P is another F -space, then there is an F -linear
map κ : V ⊗F W 7→ P such that κ(v⊗F w) = ψ(v, w).

The following sequence of theorems lists some of the useful
properties of tensor products.

Theorem 12: [31] Let V and W be two F -vector spaces.
Then,

1) The homomorphism κ in the definition of tensor product
V ⊗F W is unique.

2) If V ⊗F W and V ⊗′
F W are tensor products of V and

W , then there is a unique isomorphism φ : V ⊗F W 7→
V ⊗′

F W such that φ(v ⊗F w) = v ⊗′
F w for all v ∈ V

and w ∈ W .
From the above theorem, since any two tensor products of two
vector spaces are isomorphic to each other, we can write “a
tensor product” of two vector spaces as “the tensor product”
of two vector spaces. The following theorem guarantees us the
existence of the tensor product of two vector spaces.

Theorem 13: [31] The tensor product of two F -vector
spaces V and W exists.

Now, since F -algebras are F -vector spaces, we can define
tensor product of two F -algebras as the the tensor product
of the corresponding vector spaces with a suitably defined
multiplication. The following theorem assures us of such a
multiplication.

Theorem 14: [31] If A and B are F -algebras, then there
is a multiplication operation on A⊗F B that satisfies

(x1 ⊗F y1)(x2 ⊗F y2) = x1x2 ⊗F y1y2.

This multiplication is associative and 1A ⊗F 1B = 1A⊗F B .
Theorem 15: [31] Let K be a field containing F and A be

an F -algebra. Then, A⊗F K is a K-algebra satisfying

(x⊗F k)(y ⊗F k′) = xy ⊗F kk′

for all x, y ∈ A and k, k′ ∈ K. The scalar operations by
elements of K on A⊗F K is defined by

xk = x(1⊗F k)

for all x ∈ A⊗F K and k ∈ K.
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TABLE I
COMPARISON OF VARIOUS KNOWN STBCS (ONLY SQUARE)

STBC or
the design

No. of
transmit antennasRank Rate Capacity Signal set (finite

subset of)
Decoding

ODs [7], [16] power of 2 full ≤ 1 achieves only for n = 2, r =
1

C
single-symbol
decodable

LDC [27] arbitrary full ≤ 1 achieves 90% of the possible Z[j] sphere decodable
Damen et al. [26] 2 full 2 achieves for any r Z[j] sphere decodable
DAST [22] arbitrary full 1 away from capacity Z[j] sphere decodable
Sethuraman et al.
[11], [12]

arbitrary full arbitrary away from capacity any subfield of
C

sphere decodable

TAST [24] arbitrary full ≤ n close to capacity depends on con-
stituent code

sphere decodable

Galliou et al. [25] arbitrary full n claim to maximize mutual
information

Z[j] sphere decodable

Belfiore et al. [28] 2, 3 and 4 full n away from capacity Z[j] sphere decodable
Proposed in this pa-
per

arbitrary full arbitrary achieve capacity any subfield of
C

sphere decodable



20 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY, XXX

TABLE II
COCYCLE φ FOR THE CROSS-PRODUCT ALGEBRA IN EXAMPLE 13

φ(σi, σj) σ0 σ1 σ2 σ3 σ4 σ5

σ0 1 1 1 1 1 1
σ1 1 δ 1 1 δ δ

σ2 1 1 1 δ 1 δ

σ3 1 1 δ δ δ δ

σ4 1 δ 1 δ δ δ2

σ5 1 δ δ δ δ2 δ2
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M (K)
n

K
F

L

L(A)

A

Fig. 1. Embedding of a crossed-product algebra into the set of n × n matrices over K.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of capacities for various values of |t| and |δ|. The plain solid curve is the capacity of the channel too. Also, Rf 6= Rf ′ in the cases
where |t| 6= 1 or |δ| 6= 1
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Fig. 3. Comparison of capacities for various values of |t|. The plain solid curve is the capacity of the channel too.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of capacities of type-I and type-II STBCs from Brauer division algebras. The plain solid curve is the capacity of the channel for
2-transmit and 2-receive antennas. And the plain dashed curve is the capacity of the channel for 4-transmit and 4-receive antennas.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of STBCs with 4 transmit and 4 receive antennas



28 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY, XXX

8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
10

−8

10
−7

10
−6

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

4−transmit and 4−receive, 8 bits per channel use

SNR

B
E

R

Galliou et al.                 
Div. Alg. Construction − 1
Cyclic Div. Alg. construction            
Div. Alg. Construction − 2

Fig. 8. Comparison of STBCs with 4 transmit and 4 receive antennas



SHASHIDHAR VUMMINTALA et al.: INFORMATION-LOSSLESS SPACE-TIME BLOCK CODES FROM CROSSED-PRODUCT ALGEBRAS 29

0 10 20 30 40 50
10

−6

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

SNR in dB

B
lo

ck
 e

rr
or

 p
ro

ba
bi

lit
y

2 transmit and 2 receive antennas

R=4 bpcu
R=8 bpcu
R=12 bpcu
R=16 bpcu

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
10

−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

SNR in dB

B
lo

ck
 e

rr
or

 p
ro

ba
bi

lit
y

4 transmit and 4 receive antennas

R=8 bpcu
R=16 bpcu
R=24 bpcu
R=32 bpcu

Fig. 9. Comparison of block error probabilities and outage probabilities



30 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY, XXX

Table Captions
1) Comparison of various known STBCs (only square)
2) Cocycle φ for the cross-product algebra in Example 13
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Figure Captions
1) Embedding of a crossed-product algebra into the set of n× n matrices over K.
2) Comparison of capacities for various values of |t| and |δ|. The plain solid curve is the capacity of the channel too. Also,

Rf 6= Rf ′ in the cases where |t| 6= 1 or |δ| 6= 1
3) Comparison of capacities for various values of |t|. The plain solid curve is the capacity of the channel too.
4) Comparison of capacities of type-I and type-II STBCs from Brauer division algebras. The plain solid curve is the

capacity of the channel for 2-transmit and 2-receive antennas. And the plain dashed curve is the capacity of the channel
for 4-transmit and 4-receive antennas.

5) Comparison of STBCs with 2 transmit and 2 receive antennas
6) Comparison of STBCs with 3 transmit and 3 receive antennas
7) Comparison of STBCs with 4 transmit and 4 receive antennas
8) Comparison of STBCs with 4 transmit and 4 receive antennas
9) Comparison of block error probabilities and outage probabilities


