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Abstract

In this paper we studied a conventional system and propose a new decoding scheme for Space-time Frequency Code
with Interleaved System. We also addressed the quasi orthogonal function with Jacket matrices in modern 3GPP LTE
uplinked advance system. We also introduce the Partial Interference Cancellation (PIC) group decoding which provides a

framework to adjust the complexity-performance tradeoff by choosing the sizes of the information symbols groups.
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