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A Near-Optimal Linear Crosstalk
Canceler for Upstream VDSL

Raphael Cendrillon, Member, IEEE, George Ginis, Member, IEEE, Etienne Van den Bogaert, and
Marc Moonen, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Crosstalk is the major source of performance degra-
dation in VDSL. Several crosstalk cancelers have been proposed
to address this. Unfortunately, they suffer from error propagation,
high complexity, and long latency. This paper presents a simple,
linear zero-forcing (ZF) crosstalk canceler. This design has a
low complexity and no latency and does not suffer from error
propagation. Furthermore, due to the well-conditioned structure
of the VDSL channel matrix, the ZF design causes negligible noise
enhancement. A lower bound on the performance of the linear
ZF canceler is derived. This allows performance to be predicted
without explicit knowledge of the crosstalk channels, which simpli-
fies service provisioning considerably. This bound shows that the
linear ZF canceler operates close to the single-user bound. There-
fore, the linear ZF canceler is a low-complexity, low-latency design
with predictable near-optimal performance. The combination of
spectral optimization and crosstalk cancellation is also considered.
Spectra optimization in a multiaccess channel generally involves
a complex optimization problem. Since the linear ZF canceler
decouples transmission on each line, the spectrum on each modem
can be optimized independently, leading to a significant reduction
in complexity.

Index Terms—Crosstalk cancellation, diagonal dominance, dig-
ital subscriber lines (DSL), dynamic spectrum management, linear,
reduced complexity, vectoring.

1. INTRODUCTION

EXT-GENERATION DSL systems such as VDSL aim at
Nproviding extremely high data rates, up to 52 Mbps in the
downstream. Such high data rates are supported by operating
over short loop lengths and transmitting in frequencies up
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to 12 MHz. Unfortunately, the use of such high-frequency
ranges causes significant electromagnetic coupling between
neighboring twisted pairs within a binder. This coupling cre-
ates interference, referred to as crosstalk, between the DSLs
within a network. Over short loop lengths crosstalk is typically
10-15 dB larger than the background noise and is the dominant
source of performance degradation.

In upstream communications, the receiving modems are often
colocated at the central office (CO) or at an optical network unit
(ONU) located at the end of the street. This allows joint recep-
tion of the signals transmitted on the different lines, thereby en-
abling crosstalk cancellation.

Several crosstalk canceler designs have been proposed. A
structure based on decision feedback, which we refer to as the
decision feedback canceler (DFC), has been shown to achieve
close to the theoretical channel capacity [1]. It should be noted,
however, that the claim of near-optimal performance is based
on the assumption of error-free decisions. For this to be valid a
perfect channel code must be used, which has infinite decoying
complexity and delay [2]. In practice a suboptimal code will be
used, which can lead to decision errors, error propagation and
poor performance. Furthermore, decoying of each user’s code-
word must be done before decisions are fed back. This leads to a
high computational complexity and a latency that grows with the
number of users in the binder. In VDSL systems, the codewords
are interleaved across the entire DMT block to add robustness
against deep frequency nulls, which result from line properties
such as bridge taps. Furthermore, the codeword may be inter-
leaved across several DMT blocks to add robustness against im-
pulse noise [3]. This means that the codewords are already quite
long, and the latency is typically at the limit required for most
applications. Binders can contain hundreds of lines. As a result,
it is difficult to apply the DFC in real-time application such as
voice over IP or video conferencing.

Other cancellation techniques use turbo coding principles to
facilitate cancellation [4], [S] or exploit the cyclostationarity of
crosstalk [6], [7]. The advantage of these methods is that they
do not require signal coordination, and can instead be applied
independently on each modem. Unfortunately, these techniques
are extremely complex and give poor performance when more
than one crosstalker exists. Other techniques use joint linear
processing at both the transmit and receive side of the link [8],
[9]. This requires colocation of both CO and customer premises
(CP) modems, which is typically not possible since different
customers are situated at different locations. Furthermore, it has
been shown that the theoretical channel capacity is achievable
with receiver-side coordination only, so using coordination on
both ends of the link does not improve performance [10].

1053-587X/$20.00 © 2006 IEEE
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In this paper, we present a simple, linear zero-forcing (ZF)
crosstalk canceler. This design has a low complexity and no la-
tency and does not suffer from error propagation. Furthermore,
since it is based on a ZF criterion, it removes all crosstalk. De-
spite these advantages, it is well known that ZF criteria can lead
to severe noise enhancement in ill-conditioned channels.

To address this concern, this paper analyzes the performance
of the linear ZF canceler in the VDSL environment. It is shown
that due to the well-conditioned structure of the VDSL channel
matrix, ZF designs cause negligible noise enhancement. As a
result, this simple linear structure achieves near-optimal per-
formance. We develop bounds to show that the linear ZF can-
celer operates close to the single-user bound in VDSL channels.
These bounds allow the performance of the linear ZF canceler to
be predicted without explicit knowledge of the crosstalk chan-
nels, which simplifies service provisioning significantly.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The system
model for a network of VDSL modems transmitting to a single
CO/ONU is given in Section II. A property of the upstream
VDSL channel, known as column-wise diagonal dominance
(CWDD), is explored. As described in Section III, from an in-
formation theoretical perspective, the upstream VDSL channel
is a multiaccess channel (MAC). This allows the single-user
bound to be applied to upper bound the capacity of the channel.
To address the problems of the DFC, Section IV describes a
much simpler linear design, the linear ZF canceler, that has a
low complexity and no latency and is free from error propaga-
tion. Section IV uses the CWDD property to formulate a lower
bound on the performance of the linear ZF canceler. This bound
shows that the linear canceler operates close to the single-user
bound. Section V describes power-loading algorithms for use
with the linear canceler. Existing power-loading algorithms for
the MAC are complex, having a polynomial complexity in the
number of lines. Application of the linear canceler decouples
the power allocation problem between lines. As a result the
PSD for each line can be found through a low-complexity
water-filling procedure and this simplifies power allocation
significantly. Section VI compares the performance of the
different cancelers based on simulations.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Assuming that the modems are synchronized and discrete
multitone (DMT) modulation is employed, we can model trans-
mission independently on each tone

Vi = Hpxp + 2. (1)

Synchronization is straightforward to implement when the
receiving modems are colocated, which is the assumption we
make here. The vector x;, = [z%, ,wﬁ]l contains trans-
mitted signals on tone %k, where the tone index k lies in the
range 1... K. There are N lines in the binder and z} is the
signal transmitted onto line n at tone k. The vectors y; and
7 have similar structures. The vector y;, contains the received

signals on tone k. The vector z; contains the additive noise on
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Fig. 1. Columnwise diagonal dominance || 3> |hs1].

tone k and is comprised of thermal noise, alien crosstalk, RFI
etc. The N x N matrix Hy, is the crosstalk channel matrix on
tone k. The element ™™ 2 [Hy],, ,, is the channel from TX
m to RX n on tone k. The diagonal elements of H; contain
the direct-channels whilst the off-diagonal elements contain the
crosstalk channels. We denote the transmit PSD of user n on
tone k as s} 2 5{|,12|2}

Since the receiving modems are colocated, the crosstalk
signal transmitted from a disturber into a victim must propagate
through the full length of the disturber’s line. This is depicted
in Fig. 1, where CP 1 is the disturber and CO 2 is the victim.
The insulation between twisted pairs increases the attenuation.
As a result, the crosstalk channel matrix H;, is CWDD, since
on each column of Hj, the diagonal element has the largest
magnitude

|hy ™| < [hy ™|, Ym # n. 2)
CWDD implies that the crosstalk channel 2, from a disturber
m into a victim n is always weaker than the direct channel of
the disturber h; ™. The degree of CWDD can be characterized
with the parameter «,

|hy ™| < o [hy"™ |, VYim # n. 3)

Note that crosstalk cancellation is based on joint reception.
As such it requires the colocation of receiving modems. So
in all channels where crosstalk cancellation can be applied
the CWDD property holds. CWDD has been verified through
extensive measurement campaigns of real binders. In 99% of
lines «y, is bounded

€73 S Kxf . fk Y/ d(‘mlpling (4)

where K ¢ = —22.5dB and f;, is the frequency on tone k in
magahertz [11]. Here, dcoupling 18 the coupling length between
the disturber and the victim in kilometers. The coupling length
can be upper bounded by the longest line length in the binder.
Hence

OékS Kxf'fk"\/ lmax (5)

where [, denotes the length of the longest line in the binder.
To find a value for a, that is independent of the particular binder
configuration, [, can be set to 1.2 km, which is the maximum
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deployment length for VDSL [11].1 On typical lines « is then
less than —11.3 dB. The following sections show that CWDD
ensures a well-conditioned crosstalk channel matrix. This re-
sults in the near-optimality of the linear ZF canceler.

When VDSL modems are distributed from an ONU the noise
on each line is typically spatially white, and we make this as-
sumption for the remainder of this paper

£ {zsz} = O'kIN (6)

where o, denotes the noise power on tone k. When VDSL
modems are distributed from a CO the noise on each line may
be correlated due to the presence of strong alien crosstalk. In
this case, a noise prewhitening operation must be applied prior
to crosstalk cancellation. This noise prewhitening may destroy
the CWDD property of the channel matrix Hy,. In this case, the
linear ZF canceler is no longer optimal, and more complex deci-
sion feedback structures must be employed [10]. Nevertheless,
most VDSL deployments will occur from the ONU, where the
assumption of spatially white noise is valid. The linear ZF can-
celer developed in this paper then provides a low-complexity,
low-latency, near-optimal design.

III. THEORETICAL CAPACITY

Consider the single-user bound, which is the capacity
achieved when only one user (CP modem) transmits and all
receivers (CO modems) are used to detect that user. Using the
single-user bound the capacity of user » on tone k is limited to

bp <Apl (23 yk),
= Aglogy (140 s Ing 1)

where hj’ denotes the nth column of Hj, A denotes the tone
spacing, and s} is the transmit power of user n on tone k.
Here, we have assumed that the noise is Gaussian and spa-
tially white and that the input distribution is Gaussian. Prac-
tical coding schemes are characterized by an signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR)-gap to capacity 1", which determines how closely
the code comes to the theoretical capacity [13]. This limits the
achievable data rate of user » on tone k to

b < Aglogy (L4+ T o sy g1
The CWDD property (2) leads to the bound

DL
m#n
[+ a}(N-1)]. )

IStandardization groups are currently considering the deployment of VDSL2
at lengths greater than 1.2 km [12]. However, at such distances, far-end crosstalk
is no longer the dominant source of noise, and the benefits of far-end crosstalk
cancellation are reduced considerably.

2
[zl = [hy"

IN

B
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Hence, in CWDD channels, the achievable data rate? of user n
on tone k, with a transmit power spectrum density (PSD) of s,
is limited to

by < b bna (%)

where

bz,l)n(l (SZ)
9

éA,1og2(1+r—1a,;15;|h;;;~"|~[1+a§(N—1)]). ®)

IV. NEAR-OPTIMAL LINEAR CANCELER

This section describes a simple linear crosstalk canceler. Un-
like the DFC, this structure has low complexity and no latency
and supports real-time applications. The structure is based on
the ZF criterion, which leads to the following estimate of the
transmitted vector:

ik :H]:lykn
=x; + H; 'z 9)

Each user then experiences a crosstalk free channel, affected
only by the filtered background noise.

It is well known that ZF designs lead to severe noise en-
hancement when the channel matrix Hy, is ill conditioned. For-
tunately, CWDD ensures that the channel matrix is well-con-
ditioned; so the linear ZF canceler leads to negligible noise
enhancement and each user achieves a data rate close to the
single-user bound (8). This observation is made rigorous in the
following theorem. Before stating the theorem, we first define
the some notation. We use the following iterative definition for
A and B,

Al A1 arm=1)][almY w0
B | | an(m—1)| | B7t

with AE&;X 29 and BI(IQX 2 0. Note that the matrix

lim
ap—0 | X

(m—l)ak} _ [1 0] (11

(m—-1Dax| [0 0

Recall that o, measures the degree of CWDD of the crosstalk
channel matrix Hy and extremely CWDD channels o — 0.
From (11) it follows that

lim Al =1 vm (12)
Qp—

limo B™) =0, Vin. (13)
ap—

2Here, we assume the use of a suboptimal, practical coding scheme with an
SNR-gap of I". If an optimal code is used with no delay limit then I" will be
unity.
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We also define

AT S ALY — ap(m - 1Bl Y (14)
with Asii)n 2 1. Note that
lim Afr’jjr{ — 1, ¥m. (15)
o —0
Now define the function
(N-1)\ ? (N-1)\ ?
. A Amax Bmax
f(N,ax) = <W) + (N -1) (m) (16)
Observe that, from (12), (13), and (15)
hm f(Nyar) = 1. 17
ap—0
We are now ready to state our theorem.
Theorem 1: If A( > akmBr(nrzz(, m=1...N — 1, then

min
the data rate achieved by the linear ZF canceler? can be lower

bounded

Ru > bR st
p

where

bz,szbnd é A,f 1Og2 (1 + r—lo.kjlsz ‘hz,n|2 f_l(]vv ak))
(18)
Furthermore, as «y approaches zero, the linear ZF canceler
achieves the single-user bound

hm bk zf—bnd — (19)

o 1}11’_1)10 bk,bnd'
So for CWDD channels, the linear ZF canceler is asymptotically
optimal.

Proof: Equation (9) implies that, after application of the
linear ZF canceler, the soft estimate of the transmitted symbol
is

22 = 'LZ + [lel} row n Z-

Hence, the postcancellation signal power is s}, the postcancel-
lation interference power is zero, and the postcancellatlon noise
power is

e 2 {1, L ml )

— 2
= || [Hk 1]row nH Tk

3Again we assume the use of a suboptimal, practical coding scheme with an
SNR-gap of I'".

(20)
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where (6) is applied in the second line. Hence, the data rate
achieved by the linear ZF canceler is

ot (53) = Aglogy (L+ T 450 ksz) . @D

Define the matrix G 2 [g™], where g™™ £ R™™ /R™™.
Now
H, = Gdiag {h};l, o hff’N}
hence
y-1
Ht = diag {hy' 0N} Gt 22)
and
—1 1 -1
[Hk ]n,m = hrm [Gk ]nm1' (23)
k

Since the receivers are colocated at the CO, the upstream
channel matrix is CWDD, as described by (3). This implies that
G € AN where AMY) denotes the set of N x N diagonally
dominant matrices, as defined in the Appendix. So Lemma 2
from the Appendix can be applied to bound the elements of
G, . This implies

) < {1

where AQY) and BSY), are defined in (10) and Aﬁnﬁ}l is defined
in (14). Hence

A(V /Amm n=m
BED /4N

n#m

min’

1B < B2 POV, o)

where f(N,«y) is defined as in (16). Together with (20), this
yields

gk,n S Ok ‘h:,n‘—Z f(]V, Oék).

Combining this with (21) leads to (18), which concludes the
proof on the lower bound of the linear ZF canceler. To show
that the linear ZF canceler achieves the single-user bound, first
note that

')

where the single-user bound by, .4 is defined as per (8). Com-
bining (17) with (18) implies

Jim B g = Ay logy (l + T o s (R

lim by ,e—pna = D7 logy (1 + U o sy [y )

Qe —

which concludes the proof. ]
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Fig. 2. Crosstalk channel transfer functions (1-km cable, 0.5-mm pairs).

In practice, we have verified that the condition Af:fgl >
ak'm,BE:all, m = 1...N — 1 holds for N up to 25 and for
frequencies up to 12 MHz using standardized models for oy,
so the bound applies in most practical VDSL scenarios.

The function f(N, ay) can be interpreted as an upper bound
on the noise enhancement caused by the linear ZF canceler.
In CWDD channels, «y, is close to zero, so (17) implies that

F(N, ag). is close to unity. Each modem then operates at a rate

b = Arlogy (14+ U o sf b ).

So the linear ZF canceler completely removes crosstalk with
negligible noise enhancement. Since the linear ZF canceler op-
erates close to the single-user bound (8) for CWDD channels,
we can say that in CWDD channels it is a near-optimal design.

Note that the bound (18) can be used to predict and guarantee
a data rate without explicit knowledge of the crosstalk chan-
nels. This is the case because the bound depends only on the
binder size, direct channel gain, and background noise power.
Good models for these characteristics exist based on extensive
measurement campaigns. Crosstalk channels, on the other hand,
are poorly understood and actual channels can deviate signifi-
cantly from the few empirical models that exist. (See, for ex-
ample, Fig. 2, which shows a measured crosstalk channel and
the predicted crosstalk channel according to empirical models
from standardization [3].) This can make provisioning of ser-
vices difficult. Using the bound (18) allows us to overcome this
problem. The bound tells us that the crosstalk channel gain is not
important as long as CWDD is observed. CWDD is a well-un-
derstood and modeled phenomenon. As a result (18) allows pro-
visioning to be done in a reliable and accurate fashion.

A note of explanation may be necessary at this point. It may
seem that CWDD allows us to easily predict, or at least bound,
the crosstalk power that a receiver experiences. This is not true.
The crosstalk power that a receiver experiences depends on the
magnitude of elements along a row, not column, of Hy,. This,
in turn, depends on the configuration of the other lines within
the binder, which varies dramatically from one scenario to an-
other. For example, in the scenario in Fig. 5, the crosstalk from

IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING, VOL. 54, NO. 8, AUGUST 2006

the 150-m line into the 1200-m line is stronger than the direct
signal on the 1200-m line itself. So the crosstalk from the other
lines into the 1200-m line cannot be bounded without knowl-
edge of the entire binder configuration. This makes provisioning
of services extremely difficult. CWDD, on the other hand, ap-
plies to all lines when receivers are colocated. No knowledge
of the actual binder configuration is necessary. Using (18), the
performance of a line can be estimated using only locally avail-
able information about the line itself, such as its direct channel
attenuation and background noise.

The value for oy, from (5) is based on worst 1% case models
[3]. Hence, for 99% of lines, «, will be smaller. So in 99% of
lines, a data rate above the bound (18) is achieved. The bound
is thus a useful tool not just for theoretical analysis, but for pro-
visioning of services as well.

Simulations in Section VI will use this bound to show that the
linear ZF canceler operates close to the single-user bound, and
hence is a near-optimal design.

V. SPECTRA OPTIMIZATION

Whilst current VDSL standards require the use of spectral
masks, there is growing interest in the use of adaptive transmit
spectra, a technique known as dynamic spectrum management
[14]. This section investigates the optimization of transmit
spectra for use with the linear ZF canceler. Each transmitter is
subject to a total power constraint

Ag Z st < P, Vn. (24)
k

The goal is to maximize a weighted sum of the data rates of the
modems within the network

[ wp Ry st A sy < Py, Vn 25
s-il,l.l..aj)siw zﬂ: w S ¥ ZA: sp < n (25)

where the vector s, = [sT,...,s%] contains the PSD of user
n on all tones. The weights w1, ..., wy are used to ensure that
each modem achieves its target data rate. The data rate R,, is a
function of the transmit PSDs s1,...,sy and also depends on
the type of crosstalk canceler used. If an optimal decision-feed-
back-based canceler is used, the objective function becomes
convex [15]. Solving (25) then requires the solution of a K NV -di-
mensional convex optimization. Although the cost function is
convex, no closed-form solution is known [15]. Numerical algo-
rithms to solve this have been proposed and have a complexity
O (N*K log K), which can be prohibitively complex for large
N [16], [17]. When the ZF DFC is applied, all crosstalk is re-
moved, and the spectra optimization decouples into an indepen-
dent power loading for each user. This reduces complexity to
O (KN log K), which is feasible for large N [1].

In this section, we show that the same approach can also be
applied with the linear ZF canceler, reducing the complexity of
power allocation considerably. Furthermore, Theorem 1 ensures
that this approach leads to near-optimal performance, operating
close to the single-user bound.
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A. Theoretical Capacity

We start by extending the single-user bound from Section III
to VDSL modems that may vary their transmit spectra under
a total power constraint. The resulting upper bound is useful
for evaluating crosstalk canceler performance with optimized
spectra. Denote R,, as the data rate of user n. When the transmit
PSD s} is allowed to vary under a total power constraint (24),
the achievable data rate for user » in a CWDD channel is
bounded

SLsT <P, Zbg,bnd (%)
<P L

where b7 1, 4(s7) is defined (8). In this optimization, the objec-
tive function is concave, and the total power constraint forms
a convex set. Hence, the Karush—Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) condi-
tions are sufficient for optimality. Examining the KKT condi-
tions leads to the following bound for CWDD channels:

R, < Z D% bnd (5% bud) (26)
k
where the single-user water-filling PSD is defined
" Al l Loy, "
R PRy v)

. A .
the function [#]T = max(0,x), and A, is chosen such that
power constraint on line 7 is tight, that is

Ar> 5k bna = Pa. (28)
k

B. Near-Optimal Linear Canceler

Transmit spectra optimization with the linear ZF canceler is
now considered. Equation (21) implies that (25) is equivalent to

Jmax Y wabf e (s7)
(29)

Observe that, when using the linear ZF canceler, the data rate of
each user depends only on its own transmit PSD. It is indepen-
dent of the PSDs of the other users since all crosstalk will be
removed. The optimization problem is now decoupled between
users, allowing the optimal power allocation to be found inde-
pendently for each user. This also implies that these PSDs are
optimal regardless of the choice of weights w,,.

Since the objective function is concave and the constraints
form a convex set, the KKT conditions are sufficient for op-
timality. Examining these leads to the classic water-filling
equation

SUAFY sy < P, V.
k

1

+
Shoaf = [)\— — F(Nrk,n] . (30)
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Fig. 4. Rate region in DSL channel.

The water-filling level A,, must be chosen such that the total
power constraint for user 7 is tight, thatis Ay >, sp o = Py.

So the approach proposed in [1] for power allocation with the
zero-forcing DFC is also valid here with the linear ZF canceler.
Conventional water-filling algorithms can be applied to find the
correct water-filling level with O(K log K') complexity [18].
So the overall complexity of power allocation with the linear
ZF canceler is O(N K log K). This is a significant reduction
when compared to existing power allocation algorithms for the
general multiaccess channel, which have O(N*K log K) com-
plexity [16], [17].

In general, the rate region for a two-user multiaccess channel
is nonrectangular as shown in Fig. 3. As we change the priorities
between the users, the operating point on the rate region shifts.
It is interesting to note that in DSL channels, due to CWDD,
the rate region is close to rectangular as shown in Fig. 4. This
is because the ZF canceller allows all users to operate close
to their single-user bound simultaneously. As a result, during
power allocation each user need only concern themselves with
maximizing their own data rate. All crosstalk in the system will
be completely removed at the receiver side with negligible im-
pact on the direct channel gains. This can be clearly seen in (30)
where the weights have no influence on the final power alloca-
tion. This implies that the same operating point is near-optimal
regardless of the choice of priorities amongst the users, which
simplifies power allocation.
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Theorem 1 shows that, as a result of CWDD, the linear ZF
canceler operates close to the single-user bound. So using the
linear ZF canceler in combination with the power allocation (30)
gives near-optimal performance. This is confirmed through sim-
ulation in the following section.

VI. PERFORMANCE

This section evaluates the performance of the linear ZF can-
celer in a binder of eight VDSL lines. Performance is compared
with the DFC and the single-user bound. Performance is evalu-
ated in terms of achievable data rate using the SNR-gap to ca-
pacity approach [13]. The line lengths range from 150 to 1200 m
in 150-m increments, as shown in Fig. 5. For all simulations, the
line diameter is 0.5 mm (24-AWG). Direct and crosstalk chan-
nels are generated using semiempirical models [11]. The target
symbol error probability is 10~7 or less, the coding gain is set
to 3 dB, and the noise margin is set to 6 dB, which results in
an SNR-gap f 12.9 dB. As per the VDSL standards, the tone
spacing Ay is setto4.3125 kHz [3], [11]. The modems use 4096
tones and the 998 FDD bandplan. Background noise is gener-
ated using ETSI noise model A [11].

A. Fixed Transmit Spectra

Current VDSL standards require that modems transmit under
a spectral mask of —60 dBm/Hz [3], [11]. This section evaluates
the performance of the linear ZF canceler when all modems are
operating at this mask.

Fig. 6 shows the data rate achieved by each of the lines
with the different crosstalk cancelers. The linear ZF canceler
achieves substantial gains, typically 30 Mb/s or more over
conventional systems with no cancellation. As can be seen the
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linear ZF canceler achieves near-optimal performance, oper-
ating close to the single-user bound. This is a direct result of the
CWDD of H;., which ensures that the linear ZF canceler causes
negligible noise enhancement, that is f(NV, ), as defined in
(16), is close to unity. The noise enhancement caused by the
linear ZF canceler on the 600-m line is plotted for each tone
in Fig. 7. As can be seen the noise enhancement is less than
0.16 dB, which has negligible impact on performance.

Fig. 8 shows the data rate achieved by the linear ZF canceler
as a percentage of the single-user bound. Performance does not
drop below 99% of the single-user bound. The lower bound on
the performance of the linear ZF canceler (18) is also included
for comparison. As can be seen, the bound is quite tight and
guarantees that the linear ZF canceler will achieve at least 92%
of the single-user bound.

It is interesting to note in Fig. 8 that the bound drops to its
lowest value at 900 m. The reason for this is as follows. On short
lines, the coupling length dcoupling, as defined in (4), is short.
This results in a low value for ¢, and as a result, the linear ZF
canceler causes negligible noise enhancement. On longer lines
«yy, 1s larger so we should expect to see the noise enhancement
increase, as shown in Fig. 7. However, as the line length in-
creases, the direct channel attenuation becomes so bad in the
high frequencies that these tones are shut off. The majority of
data transmission then occurs in the low frequencies, where the
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crosstalk coupling and «;, are low. So on long lines, the noise
enhancement at the higher frequencies has negligible impact. It
is thus on the intermediate-line lengths, such as 900 m, where
the noise enhancement of the linear ZF canceler will result in
the largest performance degradation, as seen in Fig. 8.

B. Optimized Transmit Spectra

This section investigates the performance of the linear ZF
canceler with optimized spectra (30). A total power constraint of
11.5 dBm/Hz is applied to each modem as per the VDSL stan-
dards [3], [11]. Spectral mask constraints are not applied. Fig. 9
shows the data rates achieved on each line. The use of optimized
spectra yields a gain of 5-8 Mb/s. The benefit is more substan-
tial on the longer lines, where a 5-Mb/s gain can double the data
rate.

Fig. 9 shows that spectra optimization gives maximum benefit
on long lines. This is to be expected since on long lines the direct
channel gain decreases more rapidly with frequency. Note that
the benefit of adaptive spectra, when crosstalk has already been
cancelled, comes primarily from the modem loading power in
the best parts of the channel, which are typically in the lower
frequencies.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper investigated the design of crosstalk cancelers for
upstream VDSL. Existing designs based on decision feedback
suffer from error propagation, high complexity and long latency.
A linear ZF canceler is proposed, which has a low complexity
and no latency.

An oft-cited problem with the ZF design is that it leads to
severe noise enhancement in ill-conditioned channels. Fortu-
nately, VDSL channels with colocated receivers are columnwise
diagonal dominant. This ensures that the VDSL channel is well
conditioned, and noise enhancement caused by the ZF design is
negligible.

An upper bound on the capacity of the multiuser VDSL
channel was derived. This single-user bound shows that spatial
diversity in the VDSL environment is negligible. Therefore,
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the best outcome that a crosstalk canceler can achieve is the
complete suppression of crosstalk without noise enhancement.

A lower bound on the performance of the linear ZF canceler
was derived. This bound depends only on the binder size, direct
channel gain, and background noise for which reliable models
and statistical data exist. As a result, the performance of the
linear ZF canceler can be accurately predicted, which simplifies
service provisioning considerably. This bound shows that the
linear ZF canceler operates close to the single-user bound. So
the linear ZF canceler is a low-complexity, low-latency design
with predictable, near-optimal performance.

The combination of spectral optimization and crosstalk can-
cellation was considered. Spectra optimization in a multiaccess
channel generally involves a highly complex optimization
problem. Since the linear ZF canceler decouples transmission
on each line, the spectrum on each modem can be optimized
independently, leading to a significant reduction in complexity.

APPENDIX
BOUNDS ON DIAGONALLY DOMINANT MATRICES

Define the set A®Y) of N x N matrices, such that for any
AN ¢ AN it holds that

€19
(32)

|ann| =1

|n,m| <ok, V£ m

where ¢p, i, 2 [A(N)]nym. Define the set BY) of N x N ma-
trices, such that for any B(Y) € B(Y) | it holds that

lbonl =1, ¥n < N
by n| < ag

|brm| < g, Y0 #m (33)

where by, m 2 [B(N)]n,m.

Lemma 1: Consider any AN ¢ AW) and BWY) ¢ BWY),
The magnitude of the determinants of A(™) and B(Y) can be
bounded as follows:

[det (A7) < A, (34)
‘det (B(N))‘ <BW) (35)

where AQQ( and Br(nzi))( are defined in (10). Furthermore, if

A > emB™ m=1.. N -1 (36)
then the following bound also holds:
‘det (AW))‘ > AWM 37)

where AY) is defined in (14). Note that | - | denotes the absolute

value operator, whilst det(-) denotes the determinant operator.

Proof: The proof is based on induction. Begin by assuming
that the bounds (34) and (37) hold for any (N — 1) x (N — 1)
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matrix X in the set AV _1), for some specific value of N. That
is

|det(X)| < AQY, vX e AV (38)

|det(X)] > A=Y wxX ¢ ANV, (39)
Also assume that (35) holds for any (N — 1) x (N — 1) matrix
X in the set B(N =1, That is

|det(X)| < BY D vX e BV-Y, (40)

Now consider any matrix A¥) ¢ AGY) Decompose AY) as

a1,N
AN ALY
aN—1,N

U’]V71 e (’L]VJV—l l

where ¢y m 2 [A(N)]n,m and AN—D ig the submatrix con-

taining the first N — 1 rows and columns of A (), By expanding
the determinant along the last row of AW ), it can be seen that

‘det (A(N)) ‘

N-1
=|det (AUV‘”) +> (DN "anm
m=1

caor([AS ay])
‘det(A(N 1>‘+Zak‘det([ (N 1 aND‘ 42)

where KT(;IV -

from A1) and ay 2 [a1n ... uJN_LN]T. The second line
makes use of (32). Define the permutation matrix

(41)

is the submatrix formed by removing column m

P2

My=leren_1€mt1...€N—1€m]
where e,,, is defined as the mth column of the (N —

identity matrix. Note that

1) x (N —1)

. [Kff‘l’ aN] cBV-D,

Using the fact that row permutations have no effect on the mag-
nitude of a determinant, together with (40), implies

1\7

(43)

max

ak‘det([ AN aN])‘SOék(N—l)BN b,

Combining this with (42) and (38) yields

‘det (A(N))‘ < AWN=D 4 o (N — 1)BW D),

max
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Note that from (10) by definition

AR = AR + an(N = 1)BITY (44)
hence
det (A(N))‘ < AN (45)

Now consider any matrix B(™) € B("). Decompose B(") as

bi,n

BOY) — S

bn-1.N
bvi - byov—1 by
where by, m = B, and CV~1) s the submatrix con-
taining the first N —1 rows and columns of B?Y), By expanding
the determinant along the last row of B(Y) it can be seen that

‘det (B(N))‘ - ‘bN,N det (C<N—1>)

N-1
+> (-

m=1

D" x det([@f - bND‘ (46)

—(N=1) . . .
where an ) is the submatrix formed by removing column

m from C¥=1 and by = b1y --- Note that
CV=-1 ¢ A(W-1) and

by-1.n]7T.

mr[Cn ™ ba] enn,

Using the fact that row permutations have no effect on the mag-
nitude of a determinant, together with (38), (40), and (46) now
yields

det (B( ))‘ < (ykA(N 1) + O’k(N _ ].)B(N_l).

max max

Note that from (10) by definition

BW) — = Qg A(

max max

D pap(N -1)BEY

max

(47)

hence

(48)

max”

det (B( >)‘ < BW)

We now proceed with the inductive proof First, note that from

(31 \A \ = 1 and from (33) \B \ < ay, so (38) and (40)
hold for N = 2. Hence through induction, (45) and (48) imply
that (34) and (35) must hold for all N. This concludes the proof
for the upper bounds (34) and (35).
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We now turn our attention to the lower bound (37). We will
make use of the following property, which can be readily proven.
For any real scalars = and v, it holds that

|z +yl = [|=| = [yl]-

Furthermore, if || > |y|, then

|z +yl =[] = yl. (49)

Now let

o= det (AN D)

y:i:(—l

N det ([& 7 an]).

Now a summation will have the largest absolute value if all
terms inside the summation have the same sign. This observa-
tion leads to the bound

ly| < Iil axm et ([A5, an])|

S ()]

1)BN-D

max

<ap(N - (50)

where (32) is applied in the second line, and (43) is applied in
the third line. Equation (39) implies

|z > AN, (51)

Combining this with (36) yields

|| > ar(N - 1)BETY,
> [yl

where (50) is applied in the second line. From (41) it is clear
that

‘det (A(N))‘ = |z +y|.

Since |z| > |y|, (49) can now be applied, resulting in the fol-
lowing bound

[det (AC)| > fal — Iyl
A(A -1

min

—ap(N = 1)B{N -

max

where (50) and (51) are applied in the second line. Note that
from (14) by definition

A(N 1)

AN 2

min

—ap(N —1)BIV-D

max
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hence

A(N)

min

(52)

det (A<N>) ‘

Now note that [A®)| = 1 and Amm = 1, so (39) holds for
N = 2. Hence through induction, (52) implies that (37) holds
for all N. This concludes the proof for the lower bound (37).

Lemma 2: It G € AWM and A" > aumBSH., m =

1... N — 1; then the magnitude of the elements of G~! can
be bounded

AN 400,

n=1m

G Ypm| < wy (53)
|[ In, ‘ BI(HN b /Amm, n #m.
Proof: By definition of the matrix inverse
1G ™ | = [det(@™™)| / |det(G) (54)

where G is the submatrix formed by removing row m and
column 7 from G. Now G € A(M) so from Lemma 1

det(G)| > ALY (55)
Ifm=nthen G " € AN-1 and from Lemma 1
‘det G| < AN=D yp, (56)

If m # n then TZ G 11,,, € B¥~1 and from Lemma 1

‘det(@m’n)‘ - ‘det (u;{f@m’”um)‘ BN=D iy g,
(57)
Combining (54), (55), (56) and (57) yields (53), which con-
cludes the proof. [ |

REFERENCES

[1] G. Ginis and J. Cioffi, “Vectored transmission for digital subscriber line
systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 20, no. 5, pp. 1085-1104,
Jun. 2002.

[2] T. Cover and J. Thomas, Elements of Information Theory.

Wiley, 1991.

Very-High Bit-Rate Digital Subscriber Lines (VDSL) Metallic Inter-

face, ANSI Std. T1.424, 2004.

[4] K. Cheong, W. Choi, and J. Cioffi, “Multiuser soft interference can-
celer via iterative decoding for DSL applications,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas
Commun., vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 363-371, Feb. 2002.

[5] H. Dai and V. Poor, “Turbo multiuser detection for coded DMT VDSL
systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 351-362,
Feb. 2002.

[6] V. Joshi and D. Falconer, “Sequence estimation techniques for digital
subscriber loop transmission with crosstalk interference,” IEEE Trans.
Commun., vol. 38, no. 9, pp. 13671374, Sep. 1990.

[71 M. Abdulrahman and D. Falconer, “Cyclostationary crosstalk suppres-
sion by decision feedback equalization on digital subscriber loops,”
IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 10, pp. 640-649, Apr 1992.

[8] M. Honig, P. Crespo, and K. Steiglitz, “Suppression of near- and

far-end crosstalk by linear pre- and post-filtering,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas

Commun., vol. 10, pp. 614-629, Apr 1992.

G. Taubock and W. Henkel, “MIMO systems in the subscriber-line net-

work,” in Proc. 5th Int. OFDM-Workshop, 2000, pp. 18.1-18.3.

New York:

[3

—

[9

—



3146

[10] W. Yu and J. Cioffi, “Multiuser detection in vector multiple access
channels using generalized decision feedback equalization,” presented
at the Int. Conf. Signal Processing, World Computer Congress, Beijing,
China, Aug. 21-25, 2005.

[11] Very High Speed Digital Subscriber Line (VDSL); Functional Require-
ments, ETSI Std. TS 101 270-1, 2003, Rev. V.1.3.1.

[12] T. Starr, VDSL2 Proposed Profiles , ANSI Std. Contrib. TIE1.4/2003-
623, 2004.

[13] T. Starr, J. Cioffi, and P. Silverman, Understanding Digital Subscriber
Line Technology. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall, 1999.

[14] Dynamic Spectrum Management, ANSI Draft Std. T1E1.4/2003-018,
2004, Rev. 15.

[15] P. Viswanath, D. Tse, and V. Anantharam, “Asymptotically optimal
water-filling in vector multiple-access channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf.
Theory, vol. 47, no. 1, pp. 241-267, Jan. 2001.

[16] W. Yu, W. Rhee, S. Boyd, and J. Cioffi, “Iterative water-filling for
Gaussian vector multiple access channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. 50, no. 1, pp. 145-151, Jan. 2004.

[17] H. Viswanathan, S. Venkatesan, and H. Huang, “Downlink capacity
evaluation of cellular networks with known-interference cancellation,”
IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 21, no. 5, pp. 802-811, Jun. 2003.

[18] D. Palomar and J. Fonollosa, “Practical algorithms for a family of wa-
terfilling solutions,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 53, no. 2, pp.
686-695, Feb 2005.

Raphael Cendrillon (S’02-M’04) was born in
Melbourne, Australia, in 1978. He received the
Electrical Engineering (First-Class Hons.) degree
from the University of Queensland, Australia, in
1999 and the Ph.D. degree in electrical engineering
(summa cum laude) from the Katholieke Universiteit
Leuven (K.U. Leuven), Belgium, in 2004.

In 2002, he was a Visiting Scholar at the Infor-
mation Systems Laboratory, Stanford University,
Stanford, CA, with Prof. J. Cioffi. In 2005, he was
a Postdoctoral Research Fellow at the University of
Queensland, Australia. During this period, he was also a Visiting Research
Fellow at Princeton University, Princeton, NJ, with Prof. M. Chiang. Currently,
he is a Senior DSP Engineer with Marvell Hong Kong, Ltd.

Dr. Cendrillon was awarded the Alcatel Bell Scientific Prize in 2004, the
IEEE Travel Grants in 2003, 2004, and 2005, the K.U. Leuven Bursary for
Advanced Foreign Scholars in 2004, and the UniQuest Trailblazer Prize for
Commercialization in 2005.

IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING, VOL. 54, NO. 8, AUGUST 2006

George Ginis (S’97-M’98) received the Diploma
degree in electrical and computer engineering from
the National Technical University of Athens, Athens,
Greece, in 1997 and the M.S. and Ph.D. degrees
in electrical engineering from Stanford University,
Stanford, CA, in 1998 and 2002, respectively.
Currently, he is with ASSIA, Inc., Redwood City,
CA. His research interests include multiuser trans-
mission theory, interference mitigation, and their ap-
plication to wireline and wireless communications.

Etienne Van den Bogaert is a Research Engineer
with the DSL Expert Team, Alcatel Bell, Belgium.
In the position, he investigates next-generation
DSL technologies and their applications. His main
research interest is dynamic spectrum management,
its impact on performance and stability, and practical
implementations.

Marc Moonen (M’94-SM’06) received the elec-
trical engineering degree and the Ph.D. degree in
applied sciences from the Katholieke Universiteit
Leuven (KU Leuven), Leuven, Belgium, in 1986
and 1990, respectively.

Since 2004, he has been a Full Professor with
the Electrical Engineering Department, KU Leuven,
where he is currently heading a research team of 16
Ph.D. candidates and postdocs, working in the area
of signal processing for digital communications,
wireless communications, DSL, and audio signal
processing.

Dr. Moonen received the 1994 KU Leuven Research Council Award and the
1997 Alcatel Bell (Belgium) Award (with P. Vandaele) and was a 1997 Lau-
reate of the Belgium Royal Academy of Science. He was Chairman of the IEEE
Benelux Signal Processing Chapter from 1997 to 2002 and has been an AdCom
Member of the European Association for Signal, Speech, and Image Processing
(EURASIP) since 2000. He has been Editor-in-Chief for the EURASIP Journal
of Applied Signal Processing since 2003 and is a member of the editorial boards
of Integration, the VLSI Journal, the EURASIP Journal on Wireless Communi-
cations and Networking, and the IEEE SIGNAL PROCESSING MAGAZINE. He was
on the editorial board of the IEEE TRANSACTIONS OF CIRCUITS AND SYSTEMS
1I from 2002 to 2003.





