arXiv:0811.4565v1 [cs.IT] 27 Nov 2008

Ergodic Capacity Analysis of
Amplify-and-Forward MIMO Dual-Hop

Systems

Shi Jirtt, Matthew R. McKay, Caijun Zhong, and Kai-Kit Wong

*Adastral Park Research Campus, University College Lontdmited Kingdom

TDept. of Electronic and Computer Engineering, Hong Kongwvdrsity of Science & Technology, Hong Kong

{National Mobile Communications Research Laboratory, Beast University, Nanjing, China

Abstract

This paper presents an analytical characterization of thedéc capacity of amplify-and-forward (AF)
MIMO dual-hop relay channels, assuming that the chann& atformation is available at the destination
terminal only. In contrast to prior results, our expressi@pply for arbitrary numbers of antennas and
arbitrary relay configurations. We derive an expressioittferexact ergodic capacity, simplified closed-form
expressions for the high SNR regime, and tight closed-fggpeunand lower bounds. These results are made
possible to employing recent tools from finite-dimensiaaaldom matrix theory to derive new closed-form
expressions for various statistical properties of thexejant AF MIMO dual-hop relay channel, such as the
distribution of an unordered eigenvalue and certain randetarminant properties. Based on the analytical
capacity expressions, we investigate the impact of theesysind channel characteristics, such as the
antenna configuration and the relay power gain. We also dstrate a number of interesting relationships
between the dual-hop AF MIMO relay channel and conventipoait-to-point MIMO channels in various

asymptotic regimes.
Index Terms
Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), amplify-and-favard (AF), ergodic capacity.
Corresponding Author : Shi Jin
Adastral Park Research Campus, University College London

Martlesham Heath, IP5 3RE, United Kingdom

E-mail: shijin@adastral.ucl.ac.uk, jinshi@seu.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/0811.4565v1

. INTRODUCTION

The relay channel, first introduced in [1, 2], has been caneid in recent years as a means to improve
the coverage and reliability, and to reduce the interfezénavireless networks [3—11]. Generally speaking,
there are three main types of relaying protocols: decodefamnvard (DF), compress-and-forward (CF),
and amplify-and-forward (AF). Of these protocols, the Apgach is the simplest scheme, in which case
the sources transmit messages to the relays, which theryssogle their received signals according to a
power constraint and forward the scaled signals onto théndgiens.

Point-to-point multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) eomunication systems have also been receiving
considerable attention in the last decade due to their fatéfor providing linear capacity growth and
significant performance improvements over conventionadlsiinput single-output (SISO) systems [12,
13]. Recently, the application of MIMO techniques in congtian with relaying protocols has become a
topic of increasing interest as a means of achieving fugpeeiormance improvements in wireless networks
[14-18]

In this paper we investigate the ergodic capacity of AF MIM@akhop systems. This problem has
been recently considered in various settings. In [19], figedic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop systems
was examined for a large numbers of relay antenidasnd was shown to scale withg K. Asymptotic
ergodic capacity results were also obtained in [20] by medutise replica method from statistical physics.
In [21, 22], the asymptotic network capacity was examinethasiumber of source/desination antenias
and relay antenna&™ grew large with a fixed-ratid{/M — / using tools from large-dimensional random
matrix theory. It was demonstrated that fér— oo, the relay network behaved equivalently to a point-
to-point MIMO link. The results of [21,22] were further eladated in [23] where a general asymptotic
ergodic capacity formula was presented for multi-level ARy networks. Recently, the asymptotic mean
and variance of the mutual information in correlated Raefading was studied in [24]. All of these
prior capacity results, however, were derived by employagmptotic method@.e. by letting the system
dimensions grow to infinity). To the best of our knowledgegrth appear to be no analytical ergodic
capacity results which apply for AF MIMO dual hop systemshwdirbitrary finite antenna and relaying
configurations.

In this paper we derive new exact analytical results, singhbsed-form high SNR expressions, and
tight closed-form upper and lower bounds on the ergodic dgpaf AF MIMO dual-hop systems. In
contrast to previous results, our expressions apply for farite number of MIMO antennas and for
arbitrary numbers of relay antennas. The results are basadiy on the theory of finite-dimensional
random matrices. In particular, our exact ergodic capawults are based on a new exact expression

which we derive for the exact unordered eigenvalue didfidbuof a certain product of finite-dimensional



random matrices, corresponding to the equivalent cascaBedIMO relay channel. In prior work [22], an
asymptotic expression was obtained for this unordereche@dee density. However, that asymptotic result,
which serves as an approximation for finite-dimensionatesys, was rather complicated and required the
numerical computation of a certain fixed-point equationr @sult, in contrast, is a simple exact closed-
form expression, involving only standard functions whieimbe easily and efficiently evaluated. In addition
to the unordered eigenvalue distribution, we also presentraber of new random determinant properties
(such as the expected characteristic polynomial) of thévatant cascaded AF MIMO relay channel. These
results are subsequently employed to derive simplifiedecldsrm expressions for the ergodic capacity in
the high SNR regime, as well as tight upper and lower boundair these random determinant properties
are exact closed-form analytical results which apply fdriteeiry antenna and relaying configurations,
and are expressed in terms of standard functions which & teacompute. As a by-product of these
derivations, we also present some nemfied expressions for the expected characteristic polynomidl an
expected log-determinant of semi-correlated Wishart aseligo-Wishart random matrices.

Based on our analytical expressions, we investigate teetedf the different system and channel param-
eters on the ergodic capacity. For example, we show that witear the number of source, destination,
or relay antennas, or the the relay gain grows large, the AM®™Idual-hop capacity admits a simple
interpretation in terms of the ergodic capacity of convamai single-hop single-user MIMO channels. In
the high SNR regime, we present simple closed-form exmesdor the key performance parameters—the
high SNR slope and the high SNR power offset—which reveairthative result that the multiplexing gain
is determined by the minimum of the number of antennas atdhecs, destination, and relay, whereas the
power offset is a more intricate function which depends éthate. For example, we show that by adding
more antennas at the destination, whilst keeping the nuwfssurce and destination antennas fixed, may
lead to a significant improvement in the high SNR power offsetvever the relative gain becomes less
significant as the initial number of destination antenndedseased. Our analytical expressions also reveal
the interesting result that the ergodic capacity of AF MIM@allhop channels is upper bounded by the
capacity of a SISO additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) clehn

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Seéfipresents the AF MIMO dual-hop system
model under consideration. Sectionl Il presents our newdaanmatrix theory contributions, which are
subsequently used to derive the exact, high SNR, and uppeloaer bound expressions for the ergodic
capacity in Sections IV andlV. SectiénlVI summarizes the nrasults of the paper. All of the main

mathematical proofs have been placed in the Appendices.
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Fig. L Schematic diagram of a MIMO dual-hop system, where thereoiglirect link between source

and destination.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We employ the same AF MIMO dual-hop system model as in [21, B2particular, suppose that there
areng source antennas,. relay antennas and,; destination antennas, which we represent by3theple
(ns,my,mgq). All terminals operate in half-duplex mode, and as such canioation occurs from source
to relay and from relay to destination in two separate timmsslit is assumed that there is no direct
communication link between the source and destinationkeisised in Fig[1l. The end-to-end input-output

relation of this channel is then given by
y = HQFHlS + HZan,‘ + Ny, (1)

wheres is the transmit symbol vecton,, andn,, are the relay and destination noise vectors respectively,
F = \/mlm (o corresponds to the overall power gain of the relay termiisaiye forwarding
matrix at the relay terminal which simply forwards scaledsi@ns of its received signals, all, € C"*"=
andH, € C™*" denote the channel matrices of the first hop and the secondeisppctively, where their
entries are assumed to be zero mean circular symmetric ear§alussian (ZMCSCG) random variables of
unit variance. The input symbols are chosen to be indepémaehnidentically distributed (i.i.d.) ZMCSCGs
and the per antenna power is assumed tppe, i.e., E {ss'} = (p/n,)I,, . The additive noise at the
relay and destination are assumed to be white in both spatérae and are modeled as ZMCSCG with
unit variance, i.e.F {nnTnLT} =1, andE {nndnild} = I,,,. We assume that the source and relay have
no channel state information (CSl), and that the destinaims perfect knowledge of boi; andH;H;.

The ergodic capacity (in b/s/Hz) of the AF MIMO dual-hop ®ystdescribed above can be written as
[20-22]

C= %E {log, det (I+ R,R; ")} ()



whereR; andR,, aren, x ng matrices given by

R, = zﬁHZHlH{H;
and

R, = I, + aH H}

respectively, with

ne (1+p)

Using the identity
det (I+AB) =det(I+BA),

(2) can be alternatively expressed as follows

1
Clp)=3E {10g2 det <In5 + z—“H}H;R;1H2H1>} .

Next, we utilize the singular value decomposition to wililig = UQDQVE, where

Dy = diag {)\1, ceey )\min(nd,m)}

®3)

(4)

()

(6)

(7)

(8)

is anng x n, diagonal matrix, with diagonal elements pertaining to theréasing ordered singular values,

andU, € C™*™ andV, € C™*" are unitary matrices containing the respective eigenvecginceH;

is invariant under left and right unitary transformatiome tergodic capacity in{7) can be further simplified

as
1
C(p)=<-FE {10g2 det <Im + @HJ{\I'H1> }
2 Ng
where
: A2 A%,
diag { Ttar’ "' THarZ } ’ Ny < N,
Y7 ding M 0,00
iag T3 Tradr, O , Ny > Ng.
Nyr—MNa

It is then easily established that

1 ~ .~
C(p) = §E {log2 det (Ins + ?HILHQ }

(9)

(10)

(11)



Whel‘eItIJ{ ~CNy, 4(0,L,, ®1,), with ¢ = min (ng4,n,), and
L = diag {\}/ (1 +aX})}._, . (12)
Equivalently, we can now write

Clo =3 [Tom (1423) ) ax (13)

where s = min (ns,q), A denotes an unordered eigenvalue of the random mﬁr{ixﬁl, and fy (+)
denotes the corresponding probability density functiom.{g. Although the distribution o\ has been
well-studied in the asymptotic antenna regime [21, 22]renity there are no exact closed-form expressions

for f1(-) which apply for arbitrary finite-antenna systems.

[1l. NEwW RANDOM MATRIX THEORY RESULTS

In this section, we derive a new exact closed-form expreskiothe unordered eigenvalue distribution
fa() of the random matrixfﬂLﬁl. We also present a number of other key results, such as random
determinant properties, which will prove useful in subsaguderivations. It is convenient to define the
following notation:a; = A2, 8; = A?/ (1 +a)?) (i =1,...,q), andp = max (ng, n,).

To derive the unordered eigenvalue distributifyi-), we first need to establish some key preliminary
results, as given below.

Lemma 1:The marginal p.d.f. of an unordered eigenvaluef I~{J{LI~{1, conditioned orlL, is given by

1 q )\ns—i-k—q—le—)\/ﬁl ﬁq—ns—l
fap () = l Dy (14)
AL (V) sTI;(B; — ﬁi)lz:;k:;—kl I'(ng—q+k)
where D, ;; is the (I, k)th cofactor of ag x ¢ matrix D whose(m,n)th entry is
{D}yn = B (15)
Proof: See AppendiXI-A. O

This lemma presents a new expression for the unordered vailgendistribution of a complex semi-
correlated central Wishart matrix. In prior work [25], tweparate alternative expressions for this p.d.f.
were obtained for the specific scenarios< g andns > g respectively; the latter ca[ibeing a complicated
expression in terms of determinants with entries depenaiinpe inverse of a certain Vandermonde matrix.
Here, Lemmalllpresents a simpler and more computationally-efficiemfied expression, which applies
for arbitraryn, andg.

To remove the conditioning oh in Lemmd_lL it is necessary to establish a closed-form expression for

!For this caser(s > ¢), the random matriﬂ{LfIl has reduced rank and the corresponding distribution, tondd onL, is
commonly referred to apseudeWishart [26].



the joint p.d.f. of3y,--- , B,. We will also require the p.d.f. of an arbitrarily selectéd= {3;,--- , 5,4}
These results are given in the following lemma.

Lemma 2:The joint p.d.f. of{0 < 5} < --- < 3, < 1/a} is given by

q ) ﬁp 95~ lig
FBrs.. By =K]](8; - 8) H 0 aB (16)
1<j
where
IC:(szlf(q—i—l—l)I‘(p—i+1))_l. (17)

The p.d.f. of an unordered (randomly-selectgd¥ {5, -, 5,} is given by

10 G & zy,l,p, ) gpatt B
KPP 3P0 D i <_ = aﬁ) ()
where
(1) (i¥) (P37 @)
Wi = : 19
"4(273717’{17’{2) 92i—1 (’{1 —HQ—FJ)! i ( )
Proof: See AppendiXxI-B. O

Having established the results l,emmalJland LemmalR2 we are now ready to derive the desired
unconditional unordered eigenvalue distributify(-), as given below.
Theorem 1:The marginal p.d.f. of an unordered eigenvaluef ﬁILﬁl is given by

s—l = a—l—i
q+n (q-‘rr; l)aq—i-n l—i

I'(ns—q+k)

)\(Zns+2k+p—q—i_3)/2Kp+q_i_1 <2\/X) G (20)
I=1 k=g—s+1 i=0

where K, () is the modified Bessel function of the second kind &hg is the (I, k)th cofactor of ag x ¢

matrix G whose(m,n)th entry is
{Glon = P () gt mAn—DU(p—q+m+n—1,p+q,1/a) (21)

with U (-, -, -) denoting the confluent hypergeometric function of the sddand [27, Eq. 9.211.4].

Proof: See Appendix]-C. O
We note that an asymptotic expression faf-) has been considered previously in [22], based on large-
dimensional random matrix theory. However, that asymeptoil.f. result, which serves as an approximation
for finite-dimensional systems, is not in closed-form, lidgg the numerical computation of a certain
fixed-point equation. Indeed, to further facilitate congiittn of the asymptotic eigenvalue p.d.f. in [22],
an algorithmic approach with certain heuristic elements watso presented. Our result Theorenil in
contrast, gives thexacteigenvalue p.d.f. which applies for arbitrary finite systeimensions, and is

presented in a simple closed-form involving only standandcfions which can be easily and efficiently



evaluated. In the following section, this result will be doyed to evaluate the ergodic capacity of AF
MIMO dual-hop channels.

Corollary 1: For the special casf, 1, 1), the unordered eigenvalue p.d[f.{20) reduces to

(LLD (3) = 9e™ 755 [(ﬁ) VK, (2&) + K (2&)} : (22)
Proof: The proof is straightforward and is omitted. O
We note that this special case has also been derived préviou8].
Corollary 2: Let L = diag {A\?}?_ . Then, the marginal p.d.f. of an unordered eigenvalug H|LH;
is given by
q A\ (ns+2k+p+i—29—3)/2

. K < -
N S e RICY LT
=1 k=q—s+1 5

whereG ;. is the (1, k)th cofactor of ag x ¢ matrix G whose(m,n)th entry is

{G},,=T@-gqg+m+n-1). (24)
Proof: The result is obtained by taking the limit as— 0 in (20). ]
This result will be used to study the capacity of AF MIMO dimlp channels in the high SNR regime. It
is also worth noting that (23) can be applied to the ergodmacty analysis of Rayleigh-product MIMO
channels [29, 30].

Fig.[2 compares the analytical result presented reorenillwith Monte Carlo simulations. We plot
the p.d.f. of the unordered eigenvaldewith system configurationi2, 3,4). The simulated p.d.f. curve is
based on 100,000 channel realizations. The figure showshbatnalytical result is in agreement with the
simulations.

Fig. [3 shows the analytical result presentedTimeoreniiland Corollary [2 The curves corresponding
to p = 0dB, p = 10 dB, andp = 20 dB are generated using (23) while the “Rayleigh Product” curve
is generated usind (23). We can see that the exact unordegedvelue distribution converges to the
unordered eigenvalue distribution of the Rayleigh produnannel asi — oo, as expected.

Fig. [4 compares our exact unordered eigenvalue distributi@sed on[(20), with the corresponding
asymptotic eigenvalue distribution presented in [22],tfer random matriﬂILﬁl/(nsnT) with different
system configurations. We use the same simulation parasnatein [22, Fig. 5 (a)], setting = 1/n,
andn,/ns = 1/2. We clearly see the convergence of the exact and asymptatitspas the numbers of
antennas become large (eg. thé, 8, 16) scenario), however when the systems dimensions are notgs la
(eg. the(2,1,2) and (4,2, 4) scenarios), the asymptotic eigenvalue p.d.f. exhibiticeable inaccuracies
with respect to our new exact result [n {20).

The following theorems present new closed-form randomrdetent properties, involving the random
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matrix ﬁ{Lﬁl. These results will be applied to derive tight bounds on tiggdic capacity.

Lemma 3:The expected determinant 8f_ + (pa/ns) ﬁILﬁl, conditioned orlL, is given by

P =t det (A)
E < det (Inq +—H LH1> L} = =" (25)
{ : Ng 1 Zq<j (5‘7 - ﬁl)
where A is aq x g matrix with entrieg

ﬁ;}l—l’ n é q — Ns,
{A}n = (26)

ﬁrnn_l (1+ Z_Zﬁm(ns —Q+n)>, n>q-—ns.
Proof: See AppendixI-D. O

This theorem presents a new expression for the expecteaatbastic polynomial of a complex semi-
correlated central Wishart matrix. In prior work [31, 32[feanative expressions were obtained via a differ-
ent approach (i.e. by exploiting a classical characterjgiynomial expansion for the determinant). Those
results, however, involved summations over subsets of rusnlvith each term involving determinants of
partitioned matrices. In contrast, our resultiemma_llis more computationally-efficient, involving only a
single determinant with simple entries. Moreover, it is mamenable to the further analysis in this paper,

leading to the following important theorem.

2Wheng < n,, {A},,, = 85" (1 + 228, (ne—q + n)).
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Theorem 2:The unconditional expected determinantIgf + (pa/ns)fﬂLﬁl IS given by
PA i 7 _ =
E {det <In + —HILH1> } = Kdet (:.) (27)
s
whereZ is ag x ¢ matrix with entries

a7, (), n<q—n

b =\, - (28)
a'=" (19T_1(a) + L (ns—q+n) ﬂT(a)) , M>q—ng

[l

{

with r=p—qg+m+n, and

Ur(a) =T (1)U (7,p+q 1/a) . (29)
Proof: Utilizing LemmdB[33, Lemma 2] and(112) yields the desired result. O

Lemma 4:Let

H LH , > ng,
e (30)
LH H, ¢<n,.
The expected log-determinant &, conditioned orlL, is given by
q
> det(Yy)
E {Indet (®)|L} = Zzp — s+ k) 4 et (31)
Z<j (53 ﬁl)

where (-) is the digamma function [27], an¥, iS a¢ x ¢ matrix with entries

n_17 k?
(b = { o7 (32)
/B:Ln_l hlﬁm; n:k

Whengq = s, (31) reduces to

E{Indet (®)|L} = Zzp s —8+k)+Indet (L) . (33)

Proof: See AppendiXT-E. O
We note that the above expected natural logarithm of thermi@tant for¢ > n, has been investigated
in [34], where the derived expression is rather complicaiigblving summations of determinants whose
elements are in terms of the inverse of a certain Vandermonalkeix. We also note the < n, and
q = ns = s cases have been considered in [32, 35]. Our result, in cingizes a simplenifiedexpression
which embodies all of these cases. Moreover, based.eammal$¥ we obtain the following important
theorem.

Theorem 3:The unconditional expected log-determinantdfis given by

E{lndet(q>)}:§s:¢(ns—s+k)+ic > det (W) (34)

k=q—s+1
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whereW,, is a g x ¢ matrix with entries

al_TﬂT—l(a)7 n 7é k
{Witnn = (35)
Smtn(a), n=k
wherer andv,_1(-) are defined as ir_(29), and
29—t ' 2 —t p+q—i—2 1
(o) = S g i - 1) (M) <w<p+q—z'—1>— > <—)> (36)
=0 1=0

whereg;(-) denotes the auxiliary function

gi(z) = e"Epy1() (37)

with E;,q (-) denoting the exponential integral function of order 1.
Wheng = s, (34) reduces to

q—1 i 25 2q—1-2

E{lndet(®)} = ¢ (ns—s+k)+ Y > <2q _kl _2>A(z‘,j,l,p,q)
k=1

i=0 j=01=0 k=0

p+q—k—2
xR (p g — ke — 1) <¢ Pra—k-1)— > gm (l/a)> - (398)
m=0

Proof: See AppendixI-F. O

IV. ERGODIC CAPACITY ANALYSIS

In this section we present new analytical expressions ferettgyodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop

systems.

A. Exact Expression for Ergodic Capacity

Substituting [(ZD) into[(13) we obtain

Cloy=KY, >

=1 k=q—s+1 =0

=l = —l—i
q+n (q-i-r; l)aq+n 1—i

I'(ns—q+k)

GriTik (39)
where

Tk = /O log, (1 + %A) e NN (2V) (40)

S

The integral in[(4D) can be evaluated either numericallycar be expressed as an infinite series involving
Meijer-G functions. These results are confirmed in Elg. 5esghwe compare the exact analytical capacity
of AF MIMO dual-hop systems, based on [39) and]|(40), with Me@arlo simulated curves for two

different antenna and relay configurations. In both cadesetis exact agreement between the analysis

and simulations, as expected.
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1) Analogies with Single-Hop MIMO Ergodic Capacityet CSH-MIMO(, n, ) denote the ergodic

capacity of a conventional single-hop i.i.d. Rayleigh fgdMIMO channel matrixH € C™+*™=, with ng

transmit andn, receive antennas, and average SpRe.

CSH—MIMO(nS’ ng,p) = E {]og2 det (Ind + nﬁHHT> } ) (42)

Here, we demonstrate four particular cases for which the AM® dual-hop channel relates directly to

single-hop MIMO channels, in terms of ergodic capacity.

o As the number of relay antennas grows large, ng.— oo, the ergodic capacity of AF MIMO
dual-hop systems becomes

- 1 sH-wvvo pa
n}g)nOOC’(p) = 20 Ngy N, TTr7a) " 42)

A proof is presented in AppendxIl1A. Note that a similar pbenenon has been derived in [19],
for the special case; = ny. Here, [42) generalizes that result for arbitrary source d@stination
antenna configurations.

As the number of source antennas grows large,ri;e— oo, the ergodic capacity of AF MIMO

dual-hop systems becomes

. 1 _ 1 _ «
im_O(p) = LOSHMINO (5, ) — Losomio (nnd 1 +p> . (43)

A proof is presented in AppendxIliB. Interestingly, we sbat asp grows large, the right-most
term in [43) disappears, and the AF MIMO dual-hop capacityob@es equivalent to one half of the
ergodic capacity of a single-hop MIMO channel with transmit antennasy, receive antennas, and
average SNRu.

As the number of destination antennas grows largenje- oo, the ergodic capacity of AF MIMO

dual-hop systems becomes

lim C(p) = lC’SH_MIMO (ng,np,p) . (44)

Ng—>00 2

The result is trivially obtained by directly taking — oo in (L1). We see that the AF MIMO dual-hop
capacity becomes equivalent to one half of the ergodic égpata single-hop MIMO channel with

ng transmit antennasy, receive antennas, and average SNR

As the power gain of the relay grows large, ice— oo, the ergodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop

systems becomes

lim C(p) = L psi-amio (ns, q, p) - (45)

a—00 2



13

The result is trivially obtained by directly taking — oo in (11). Thus we see the interesting result
that even as the relay power gain becomes very large, theitaph AF MIMO dual-hop channels
remains bounded, and in fact becomes equivalent to one h#ikecergodic capacity of a single-hop

MIMO channel withn, transmit antennag, = min(n,., n4) receive antennas, and average SNR

We note that for each of the casés](4R)+(45), closed-forntesspns can be obtained by directly
invoking known results from the single-hop MIMO capacitiefature (eg. see [31]).
In order to obtain further simplified closed-form resultsisi useful to investigate the ergodic capacity

in the high SNR regime. This is presented in the subsectitowbe

B. High SNR Capacity Analysis

For the high SNR regime, we consider two important scenanasiely, one where the source and relay
powers grow large proportionately, and one where the sopogeer grows large but the relay power is
kept fixed.

1) Large Source Power, Large Relay Powetere we havex — oo, p — oo, with a/p = 3, for some

fixed 5. Thenpa — > anda — B/n,, and the ergodic capacity at high SNR reduces to

1 ~h
C(P)laposociafp—s = 3B {10g2 det <1n5 4 PP H{LH1>} (46)

Nnsny

whereL = diag {\?/ (1 + (8/n,) A?) }{_,. We can expres$ (#6) in the general form [34]

p
C (0o psooa/pmp = Soo <3(’i—d§ — £OO> +o0(1) (47)

where3dB = 10log;,(2). Here, the two key parameters a$g,, which denotes the high-SNR slope in
bits/s/Hz/(3dB) given by

C (p) ’a,p—>oo,a/p:ﬁ

Soo = lim 48
S ) (48)
and L., which represents the high-SNR power offset idI3 units given by
C (D)o o0/
o= lim (1 = wpo00/p=h ) 49
Loo= lim <ogz(p) o (49)

From [46), we can evaluatg,, and £, in closed-form as follows.
Theorem 4:For the casex — oo, p — oo, with a/p = 3, the high-SNR slope and high-SNR power
offset of AF MIMO dual-hop systems are given by

S = % bit/s/Hz/(3dB) (50)
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an(@

ﬁoo(ns,nr,nd) = 10g2 <nsnr> o qu ns + k — 3 —|— ,C Z det Wk) (51)

B Sln2 k=q—s+1
respectively, wherdV, is a¢ x ¢ matrix with entries
1-7
N O RO
{Wk}m,n = " " (52)

Sm4n (nﬁr) , n=k.

For the case = s (i.e. corresponding tenin(ng, n,,n4) = ng Or min(ng, n,,ng) = n,), the high SNR

power offset[(5ll) admits the alternative form

Proof: See AppendixII-C. O
Interestingly, we see that the high SNR slope depends onffh@eminimum system dimension, i.e.=
min(ng, n,-,ng), Whereas the high SNR power offset is a much more intricatetion of ng, n,, andng.
Fig. 8 depicts the analytical high SNR capacity approxioraifor AF MIMO dual-hop systems, based
on (50) and[(B1). These approximations are seen to convertieir respective exact capacity curves for
quite moderate SNR levels (eg. 20dB).

It is important to note thalTheoreni ¥presents an exact characterization of the key high SNR @&rgod
capacity parameters,, and L (-), for arbitrary numbers of antennas at the source, relaydastnation
terminals. We now examine some particularizationsTb&oreni# in which these expressions reduce to
simple forms.

Corollary 3: Let n, = 1. ThenSs = 1/2, and L (-) reduces to
n Nag— 1
Lot tim) =logs () = 13 lwns Foi) =3 on (—)] | (54)
Note that, as:; grows largey (ns) = Inng + o( ) [36, Eq. 6.3.18.], where the(1) term disappears as

ns, — 0o, and as such we have

ng—1
nlii)nooﬁoo(ns,l,nd) = log,y <%> - 11112 [ Z Im <—>] : (55)

3Note that here we explicitly indicate the dependence of iba BNR power offset oms, n,, andng.



15

TABLE |I. High SNR offset as function of;, wheren, =2, n, =3 andj = 2
ng 4 6 8 10 12 14

Lo (dB) | 2.593| 1.573| 1.147| 0.88| 0.73| 0.622

TABLE Il. High SNR offset as function of,., wheren, =2, ng =4 andg =2
Ny 3 5 7 9 11 13

Lo (dB) | 2.593| 1.251| 0.847| 0.636| 0.493| 0.429

Corollary 4: Let ng = 1. ThenS,, = 1/2, andL(-) reduces to

Lot ) = logs (257 ) - 1 [w () + ¥ (n,) - mZ: o (%)] . (56)

In this case, as; grows large we have

n,—1
Jim Locnne,) = logs (%) < L [w )~ 3 o (%) )
Based on these results, we can easily examine the effece okthtive power gain factg$ on the ergodic
capacity. In particular, noting that (x) in (37) is a monotonically decreasing functionzofn the interveg
[0,00), we see that increasing, whilst having no effect on the high SNR capacity slapg, results in
decreasing the high SNR power offsét,(-), and therefore increasing the ergodic capacity in the high
SNR regime.

Corollary 5: Letn, = n,, = 1. Adding k destination antennas, while not alterifg,, would reduce the

high SNR power offset as

1>

(S(Hd,k) ﬁOO (1717nd+k) _ﬁoo (1717nd)

1 M 1
—mz 2 (1a(3)) ()
Note that, to obtain this result, we have invoked the definitof the digamma function [27]. Since
gi(x) > 0 for z € [0,00), it is clear that the high SNR power offsél,(-) in (88) is a decreasing
function of k, thereby confirming the intuitive notion that adding moréeamas to the destination terminal

has the effect of improving the ergodic capacity.

Example 1:With respect to5 = 1,

Loo(1,1,2) = Lo (1,1,1) — 2.58 dB (59)
Loo(1,1,3) = Lo (1,1,1) — 3.46 dB (60)
Loo(1,1,00) = Lo (1,1,1) — 5.08 dB (61)

whereL (1,1,1) = 7.57 dB.

“This conclusion is easily established by noting th#tlz (g; (z)) = e [Eiy1 (z) — Fi (2)], and using [36, Eq. 5.1.17].
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Fig. 5 Comparison of exact analytical, high SNR analytical, andnMoCarlo simulation results for
ergodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop systems with differemttenna configurations. Results are shown

for a/p = 2.

High SNR Power Offset Shift, 6(nd, k) (dB)

— % —k=1]|
I —o—k=2
—O0— k=4

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

Fig. 6. High SNR power offset shift, in decibels, obtaining by addigither (a) one antenna to the
destination, (b) two antennas to the destination, or (cj foutennas to the destination. Results are shown

for ng =n, =1anda/p = 2.
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Fig.[8 illustrates the relationship @orollary[5, where the high SNR power offset shiftn,, k) is plotted
againstng, for k = 1, k = 2, andk = 4. As expected, for a fixed value @f 6(n4, k) is an increasing
function ofng, approaching a limit o dB asn; — co. Table | and Table Il present the high SNR power
offset as a function ofi; andn, respectively, form, = 2. We see that when, (resp.n,.) is small, then
a small increase im, (resp.n,) yields a significant improvement in terms of the high SNR powffset.
However, in agreement with Figl 6, adding more and more aateyields diminishing returns.

2) Large Source Power, Fixed Relay Powétere we takep — oo and keep fixed. Then, noting that

— a/n,., the ergodic capacity reduces to

) s a o«
plggoc (p) = §E {log2 (1 + . )\>} (62)

where\ denotes an unordered eigenvalueﬁ{fflﬁl. Using Corollary[2, we can evaluate this constant as

pal oo

q q
151(300 =113 Z Z G1iFik (63)
p =1 k=q—s+1
where
o o B B
Fim [T (1 o ) (64

To evaluate the remaining integral [n {62), we first exprésslogarithm in terms of the Meijer G-function

as [37, Eg. 8.4.6.5]

- 1 -1, 1
logy 1+ ——X) = —ab2 [ =X (65)
NNy In2 =\ ngn, 10
and then apply the integral relationships [27, Eq. 7.824r®] [27, Eq. 9.31.1]. This leads to the following

closed-form expression for the ergodic capacity of AF MIMO@aBhop systems as the source power

grows large for fixed relay powet,

lim C (p

q q G
pP—00 Z:: Z—:s-l—l I (’I’Ls —q-+ k‘)

0, 1,
x Gay | 2 . (66)
a k+p+l—qg—1, ng+k—gq, 0, 0

This result shows that if we fix and takep large, then the ergodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop systems

remains bounded (as a function @f. This confirms the intuitive notion that the capacity istriesed by

the weakest link in the relay network; in this case, the relagtination link.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of bounds, exact analytical, high SNR analytaozad Monte Carlo simulation results

for ergodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop systems with dif@t antenna configurations. Results are

shown fora/p = 2.

V. TIGHT BOUNDS ON THEERGODIC CAPACITY

In order to obtain further simplified closed-form results this section we derive new upper and lower

bounds on the ergodic capacity.

A. Upper Bound

The following theorem presents a new tight upper bound oretgedic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop

systems.

Theorem 5:The ergodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop systems is upperrutmd by

C () < Cup) = 5 o (K det(2)

where = is defined in[(2B).
Proof: Application of Jensen’s inequality gi\&s

1 ~ ~
C(p) < 3 log, E {det <Ins + %HILH1>} :

The result now follows by usingheoreni2

(67)

(68)

O

®Note that this inequality has also been applied in the emodpacity analysis of single-user single-hop MIMO systésee

eg. [32, 38, 39)).
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Fig.[@ compares the closed-form upper bound (67) with thetexaalytical ergodic capacity based on
(39) and [(40), for two different AF MIMO dual-hop system capfiations. The results are shown as a
function of SNRp, with o = 2p. We see that the closed-form upper bound is very tight foSalIRs, for
both system configurations considered. Moreover, we seérttihe low SNR regime (e.gp ~ 5 dB), the
upper bound and exact capacity curves coincide.

The ensuing corollaries present some example scenariowtimh the upper bound (67) reduces to
simplified forms.

Corollary 6: For the casei; — oo, Ciy(p) becomes

lim Cy(p) = %log2 (Kdet(Z1)) (69)

ns—>00

whereZ; is a¢ x ¢ matrix with entries

{E1},, = 0" 0, 1(a) + pa "0 (a) (70)
Proof: The proof is straightforward and is omitted. O
This result shows that in AF MIMO dual-hop systems, when thmbers of antennas at both the relay and
destination remain fixed, the ergodic capacity remains edras the number of source antennas grows
large. This is in agreement with the results in Section T#A.

Note that for the scenarios. — oo andn, — oo, simplified closed-form results can also be obtained by
taking the corresponding limits i (69) or, alternativddy, using the equivalent single-hop MIMO capacity
relations in [(4R) and_(44), and applying known upper boumissingle-hop MIMO channels in [40]. We
omit these expressions here for the sake of brevity.

Corollary 7: Let n, = 1. Then,Cy(p) reduces to

N, = 1 1+p 1 +
Cyr Yp) = 510g2 <1 + pnge . En,+1 <Tp>> . (71)
Whenng — oo, Cjr="(p) becomes

= 1
lim Cp l(p):§log2(1—|—p). (72)

Tg—00

Whena — oo, C='(p) becomes

lim G~ (p) = %logz (1+p) . (73)
Proof: See AppendixI[=D. O
This shows the interesting result that, if a single relayeana is employed, then when either the number
of destination antennas; or the relay gaimx grows large, the ergodic capacity is upper bounded by the

capacity of an AWGN SISO channel.
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Corollary 8: In the high SNR regime, (i.e. gs— oc) for fixed relay gaina, Cy(p) becomes

lim Cy(p) = %logz (IC det(é)) (74)

pP—00
whereZ is ag x ¢ matrix with entries

{;} _ I'(r—1), n<qg—n

r'(r-1) (1+ﬁ(ns—q+n)(7—1)), n>q-—ns.
Proof: See Appendi . ]

(75)

This expression is clearly much simpler than the exact écgoabacity expression given for this regime

in (66).

B. Lower Bound

The following theorem presents a new tight lower bound oretigedic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop
systems.

Theorem 6:The ergodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop systems is lower ded by

C(p) >Crlp) = glogz (1 + —eXp ( {Zzﬁ —s+k)+K Z det (Wk)} )) (76)

whereW,, is defined as in[(35).
Proof: See AppendixII-F. O

In Fig.[7, this closed-form lower bound is compared with tkaa ergodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop
systems. Results are shown for different system configuratiThe lower bound is clearly seen to be tight
for the entire range of SNRs. Moreover, in the high SNR regfemg. p ~ 15 dB), we see that the lower
bound and exact capacity curves coincide.

The ensuing corollaries present some example scenariogHimh the lower bound[(76) reduces to
simplified forms.

Corollary 9: For the casei; — oo, C(p) reduces to

. s K<
nhinoo CL(p) = 3 log,y (1 + paexp (; ; det (Wk)>> . (77)
- O

Proof: See AppendixIl-G.
Again, we note that for the scenarias — oo andn, — oo, simplified closed-form results can also be
obtained by taking the corresponding limits [in(69) or, migdively, by using[(42) and_(44), and applying
known lower bounds for single-hop MIMO channels in [40].

Corollary 10: For the case:, = 1, C(p) reduces to

ng—1
= p) = %log2 (1 + %ew <¢ (ns) + 9 (ng) — e/ N" By (1 +p>>> . (78)

=0
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Fig. 8 Comparison of capacity bounds, highapproximation, and exact analytical results for different

relay gains. Results are shown foy = 1, ng = 2, ng = 4 andp = 10dB.

Whenng — oo, C77=!(p) becomes

nd—l
lim C7=" (p) = 5 logs <1+ e <¢ (na) = 0 Y B <Tp>>> B

ns—00
=0

Whenng — oo, C}"=!(p) becomes

. n,.=1 _ 1 po 1+ P
Jim Cp (p) = 5 log, 1+7n5(1+p) exp | ¢ (ns) + ¥ | —— : (80)
Whena — oo, CL(p) becomes
lim €= (p) = ~log, ( 1+ - exp (1 (ny)) (81)
a—00 L P)= 2 82 Ng P s '
Proof: See AppendixII-H. O

As also observed from the upper boundGorollary [, this result shows that for a system with a single
relay antenna, when the relay gaingrows large, the ergodic capacity of an AF MIMO dual-hop cteln
is lower bounded by the capacity of an AWGN SISO channel (wihled average SNR).

Fig.[8 plots the closed-form upper bourid|(71), closed-foomer bound[(718), and the exact analytical
ergodic capacity based oh {39) and](40), for an AF MIMO dua-lsystem withn,, = 1. The results
are presented as a function of the relay gainWe see that both the upper and lower bounds are quite
tight for the entire range ot considered. The asymptotic approximations for the uppdri@aver bounds,

based on[(73) and (B1) respectively, are also shown fordudbmparison, and are seen to converge for
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Ergodic Capacity (bps/Hz)
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— — — Upper Bound (High SNR Approx)
0.2 —<— Lower Bound 1
—— Lower Bound (High SNR Approx)
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Fig. 9. Comparison of capacity bounds, high SNR approximationd, edact analytical results. Results

are shown for a system configuratiof 4,2) anda = 2.

moderate values af (e.g. withina ~ 20 dB).

Corollary 11: In the high SNR regime, (i.e. gs— oo) for fixed relay gainw, Cr(p) becomes

q

) s K =
plgglo Cr(p) = 5 logs | 1+ — exp | — kZ;H det (Wk> , (82)
whereW,, is ag x ¢ matrix with entries
- r'(r-1), n#k
{Wk} - . (83)
o Lir=1D(ns—g+n)+¢(r-1)], n=k
Proof: See AppendixIHl. O

As for the high SNR upper bound presented[inl (74), this cldsead lower bound expression is simpler
than the exact ergodic capacity expression given for tlgsme in [66).

Fig.[9 depicts the closed-form high SNR approximations Far éxact ergodic capacity, as well as the
respective upper and lower bounds, based oh (B5), (74),[@)d€spectively. For comparison, curves are
also presented for the upper bouhd](67), lower bolunH (7@) tlae exact analytical ergodic capacity based
in (39) and[(4D). Results are shown for an AF MIMO dual-hopeyswith configuratior(3, 4, 2). Clearly,
the analytical high SNR approximations are seen to be veryrate for even moderate SNR levels (e.g.

p =~ 20 dB).
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V1. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has presented an analytical characterizatidheoérgodic capacity of AF MIMO dual-hop
relay channels under the common assumption that CSI isataiht the destination terminal, but not at
the relay or the source terminal. We derived a new exact sgjme for the ergodic capacity, as well as
simplified and insightful closed-form expressions for thighhSNR regime. Simplified closed-form upper
and lower bounds were also presented, which were shown tglefor all SNRs. The analytical results
were made possible by first employing random matrix theochni@ues to derive new expressions for
the p.d.f. of an unordered eigenvalue, as well as randonmrdigtent results for the equivalent AF MIMO
dual-hop relay channel, described by a certain product defaimensional complex random matrices.

The analytical results were validated through comparisiah mumerical simulations.
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APPENDIX |

PROOFS oOFNEW RANDOM MATRIX THEORY RESULTS
A. Proof of Lemm&ll

To prove this lemma, it is convenient to give a separatertreat for the two caseg,< n, andqg > n;.
1) Theq < ns Case: For this case, an expression for the p.difi,(-) has been given previously as
[25]

i i A”S“H'k_le_)‘/ﬁl[)l,k

\) — I=1k=1 84
f)\|L( ) qdet (L)Tls_(I+1 gzlr(ns —7/+ 1) Zq<j(ﬁj _52) ( )

whereDlJf is the (I, k)th cofactor of ag x ¢ matrix with entries
{D},, =T (ns—q+J) g1t (85)

After some basic manipulations, we can express this cafasto

- 1 T(ns—j+1)det (L)~
Dy = —=2 (n,)_ Dk - (86)
F(ns_q—i_k) ,Blsq

Substituting [(8B) into[(84) yields the desired result.
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2) Theq > n, Case: For this case, we start by employing a result from [41, Eq. tb1¢xpress the

joint p.d.f. of the unordered eigenvalues ..., ~,_ of I~{ILI~{1, conditioned orlL, as follows

det (A1) JT;2; (v — w)

f(’yla"wf}/nS L) = Ty . ) (87)
nsl iz, T'(ns —i+1) Hg<j (Bj — Bi)
where A; is the g x ¢ matrix
1 By - pITRETE ogaTmetleTE L gaTmelT
A = (88)
1 B, - BTV peTmeleTEr L pamele T
The p.d.f. of a single unordered eigenvalués found from [(87) via
SN = / / fOnseom L) dy - dom, 1
0 0 o =A
: Ll
= n ; te det (A1) det ’YZJ dyp--- d’YnS—l
ns[[2 T (ns —i+1) 3<j (Bj = Bi) Jo 0 (A1) ( ) Yra=A
(89)

where we have useH[ (v; — 7;) = det (ﬁ‘l). To evaluate thei, — 1 integrals, we expandet (A )
along its last column andet (yg‘l) along its last row, and then integrate term-by-term by eirtd [33,

Lemma 2]. This yields

q _
Z Z 51‘1_"5_16—>\/5z )\q—nsﬁ—k—lD”€

q
I=1k=q—ns+1

L) = 7 . (90)
e Y = T T — i DT, (s — )
where Dy, is the (1, k)th cofactor of ag x ¢ matrix 2 = [A C], with entries
{A}m’n=5ﬁ;1 m=1,....q, n=1,...,9—ng (91)
and
{C}m,n = F(n) ;ln—ns'HL—l m = 17 yq, n=1,...,Ng - (92)
Then, it can be shown that
q q _ q
Z Z qu—ns—le_y/ﬁl )\Q—ns-l-k—lDl’k — Z det (Dk)7 (93)

=1 k=q—n+1 k=q—n+1



whereD,, is ag¢ x ¢ matrix with entries

5%_17 m=1,...,q, n=1,...,q — ng
{Di}in = 'n—qg+ns—1)p, m=1,....,q, n=q—ns+1,...,q,
5?{”3_16_/\/57”/\"_“"5_1, m=1,...,q, n==%

Hence, we can rewrité_(90) as follows

S det (Dy)
B k=q—n.+1
fan(A) = ns 1Ly T (ns —i+ 1) T (B — Bi)

After some basic manipulation$, (95) can be further singalifas

1 4q AP —q+k—1

Fae () = ns [T7; (85 — Bi) Z T(ns—q+k)

k=q—ns+1

det (]:—)k)

whereDy, is ag x ¢ matrix with entries

_ gl nthk,
{D} =
’ e_A/Bm ﬁgn_ns"rl’ n = k

Finally, we apply Laplace’s expansion {0 [96) to yield thesided result.

B. Proof of Lemm&]2

The joint p.d.f. of W = diag {a1,..., a4} is given by [42-44]

q

-2 a _ k!
N e | (ol (OB

i=1 i<j

Recalling that

B
C1—apB;

Q5

25

n#k (94)

(95)

(96)

(97)

(98)

(99)

we derive the joint p.d.f. oW, = diag {f1,..., 3,} from (98) by applying a vector transformation [45]

fW2 (/817”’ 7/811) :fW1 <1 —511,817 ) 1_/82/811
where
9ay . Oau
0P 0By
(@1, q) = (Brr- -, y)) = det
Oag Doy

> I ((a1,...,aq) = (B1,---,B8))], (100)

(101)
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From [99), we have

(9042‘ 1
R — 102
B (1—ap)? (102)
therefore the Jacobian transformation[in (101) is evatlate
q
J((a1,...,aq) = (B1,...,By)) 1;[1 1_@@ (103)
Substituting [(9B) and (103) intd (100) yields
q —q —2— g 2
_ By e Tem B; Bi
fwz(ﬁl,---,Bq)—’CEWKj<1_aﬁj—l_aﬁ) : (104)
Finally, simplifying using
q 2 q 2
Bi B > _ < Bj — Bi >
E<1—a5j 1—aﬁi E (l—aﬁj)(l—aﬁi)
\2
_ 2<g(ﬂj Bl) (105)

2: (1 — aﬁi)z(q—l)
yields the joint p.d.f. ofl..
We now derive the p.d.f. of an unordered eigenvaduef the diagonal matriX.. According to [31, Eq.
42], the unordered eigenvalue p.d.f. Idsz; is given by

qg—1 4+ 25
> A G lp,q) T (106)
i=0 j=0 =0

Recalling thats = A/ (1 + a)), the result follows after applying a simple transformation

C. Proof of Theorer1

We start by re-expressing the conditional unordered egeevp.d.f.fy(-) in Lemme_llas follows

1 g \s—ati—1 B
PO T 2 T () aon)

whereD,, is ag x ¢ matrix with entries
X f n#k,
{Dk} - (108)
mm e_’\/B"LB?n_"S_l, n=k.
Now, utilizing Lemmd_R we can evaluate the unconditional p.d.f. as follows

(X)) = Er [fyn(V)]

K q )\ns—q+k—1 B
s 2 T (ns—q+ k)Ik (109)

k=q—s+1
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where
B
7 6 1—aB;
Ik:/ det(Dy,) — Bi) dBy ---dB
0<p1<<Bq4<1/a ( 111 lI;II (1 — a/@l p+q q
= det(Yy), (110)
whereY, is ag x ¢ matrix with entries
1/(1 pp—atmtn-2 __ZT
Y e € Uerda, n # k,
{Yk}m,n = 0 (1—ax)r+ 7£ (111)
1/a gp—nstm-2 __o A/xdx S

0 (1—ax)rta e - are
Let ¢ = z/(1 — ax). Utilizing [27, Eq. 3.383.5] and [27, Eq. 3.471.9], the mals in (111) can be

evaluated, respectively,

1/a pP—atmtn—2 " 00
/ 7})4_(16_ T—az dp = / tp—gtmtn—2 (1 4 at)2q—m—n e tdt
0 (1—ax) 0

=a P (p— g+ m4+n—-1)U(p—qg+m+n—1,p+q,1/a)

(112)
and
/1/a we_ 1;Iaz 6_)‘/xdx
0 (1 . ax)p-i-q
— e—)\a /OO tp—ns+m—2 (1 + at)q—i-ns—m e—t—)\/tdt
0
g+tns—m
_ e—)\a Z <q + nS - m> aq—i—ns—m—i /OO tp+q—i—26—t—)\/tdt
- 7 0
=0
g+ns—m +n.—m
— 26—)\(1 Z <q ; )aq-i—ns—m—l)\(p+q—l—1)/2Kp+q_i_1 (2\/X> , (113)
=0

whereU (-, -,-) is the confluent hypergeometric function of the second kil Eq. 9.211.4].
Combining [109)-£(113) and then applying Laplace’s expamgields the desired result.

D. Proof of Lemmal3

We will prove the lemma by giving a separate treatment fortthe casesg < ns andq > n.

®Note that, by using the Binomial expansioh, (1112) can beratévely expressed as

2g—m—n

/ tp7q+m+n72 (1 + at)qumfn 67tdt _ Z aiF (p —q +m4n+ i— 1) .
0 =0
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1) ¢ < ns Case: In this case, we start by writing

E { det <Ins + @ﬁILm) ‘ L} —E {det (1,1 + @Lﬁmﬂ) ‘ L}
Ng Ns
q oa
=F 14+ —~; | |L 114
ﬂ1<+nﬂ>‘} (114)
where~y,...,v, are the ordered eigenvaluesbﬁlﬁ{. Conditioned orlL, the joint p.d.f. ofy;,..., 7,
is given in [46]. Using this result, we can expreSss (114) disvic

E { det <In5 + @IT{LIL> ‘ L}

s

Jp,, det (e /P TIL, (1 + Z—C:’Yz‘) BITM TR Qe (4N dryy - - - dryg
) Tl =i+ DI, (5~ B)

(115)
where the integrals are taken over the regigng = {oo > v1 > -- -7, > 0}. Applying [46, Corollary 2],
(II5) can be evaluated in closed-form as follows

q q—ns—1 =
P o = i—1 B; det (E1)
E{det (L, + =H LH>‘L}: : , 116
{ < ng U [T T (ns — i+ DT, (B — 51) (o)

whereZ; is ag x ¢ matrix with entries

{E1}yn = B~ <F (ns—q+n)+ z—aﬂmr (ns —q+n+ 1)) . (117)

Extracting common factors from the determinant[in_{116) aimdplifying yields the desired result.

2) q¢ > n, Case: In this case, we use the joint eigenvalue p.d.f] (87) to obtai

o} o{fl () )

o, 112 (1 + Z—f%‘) det (A1) det(y{ ") -+ - dm,
- [T T (ns =i+ DT, (8 - B) ’

E {det (Ins + ﬂfﬂLfﬁ)
s

(118)

wherev,...,~,, are the ordered eigenvalues]ﬁﬁLﬁl, A is defined in[(8B), and the integration region
iS Dorg = {00 > 71 > -+~ v, > 0}. Applying [33, Lemma 2],[(118) can evaluated in closed-faam

follows

Pa =i = det (B2)
E{ det <Ins +58 LH1> ‘ L} = : , (119)
{ ns ! [T (ns— i+ D TI; (85 — Bi)

whereZ; = [A; Cy] is ag x ¢ matrix with entries

{Al}m,n =82t n=1,...,q —ng (120)
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and
{Cl}m,n = gt (n) + (pa/ns) Bl (n+ 1)), n=1,...,n,. (121)

Extracting common factors fromiet (25) and simplifying yields the desired result.

E. Proof of Lemmé&l4

To prove this lemma, it is convenient give a separate treatirive the two cases; < ns, andgq > ns.
1) ¢ < ns Case: Now we need to calculate the expectatiﬁh{lndet (LﬁlﬁD} The moment

generating function (m.g.f.) di det (LfIlﬁD, conditioned orlL, is given by
~ ~ t
M (t|L) = E { det (LH1H{) ‘ L} . (122)

Utilizing the joint p.d.f. of the eigenvalues, ..., , of Lﬁlfﬂ, presented in [25, 46], we get

=5 /b s—q+t pg—ns—1
f]'—ord det (6 K /Bl) g:l 77,n * ﬁg " ;]<] (’}/J — ’yl)dfyl v d’yq

M (t|L) = LT (ns—i+ DI, (8- B)

(123)

where the integrals are taken over the regfop; = {oo > v > - -7, > 0}. Applying [46, Corollary 2],

(@Z3) can be further simplified as follows

det (Eg)
My (L) = . (124)
(tIL) ;'Zzlr(ns_z+1) g<j(ﬁj_5i)
whereZs3 is a g x ¢ matrix with entries
{Es}pnn = 80" / e /Py gy = BT (ng — g -t 4 ) (125)
’ 0
From M, (¢ |L), we get
- - d
il S
E{lndet (LH1H1>(L} = M)
q9
> det (Xg)
k=1
= : (126)
;'1:1 [(ns—i+1) ;'1<j (B] - Bi)
whereX;, is ag x ¢ matrix whose entries are
BT (ns — g +n), n#k,
{Zr}nm = (127)
BT (ng —q+n)[Y(ns—qg+n)+InBy], n=Ek.
where(-) is the digamma function. Nowdet (X) can be further simplified as
B q
det (S = det (zk) [Ir (s —a+k) (128)

k=1
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where3; is ag x ¢ matrix with entries

st n#k,

{i}k} _ { (129)
m,n B;;L’L—l [w (ns—q+n)+lnﬂm]a n==k.

By using the multi-linear property of determinants, alonighvéome basic manipulations, we can write
det (zk) = o (ns — g + k) det (5§'—1) +det (Yy) (130)

Substituting [(128) and (180) intd (1126) and simplifying lglie the desired result.
2) ¢ > n, Case: We now evaluate the m.g.f. fi det (fIILfL), conditioned orlL, which is given by

Mo (t|L) :E{det (ﬂ{Lﬁ1>t‘L}. (131)

Utilizing (87), (131) can be expressed as

1

i=1 s i<j \Pj i

ord ;—1

My (t|L) =

whereDy,q = {00 > 71 > -+ v, > 0}. Applying [33, Lemma 2] yields

det (54)
M (L) = =% . ; (133)
[L2 T (ns —i+1) ;‘1<j (Bj — Bi)
whereE, = [Ay Cy] is ag x ¢ matrix with entries
{As},, = gl n=1,...,q — ng (134)
and
{Colpn =T (t+n) B ™1 n=1,.. n, (135)
From the m.g.f.[(133), we can then obtain
~ 4~ d
E{mdet (ATLA, (L = S M, (t|L)
{mdet (FLHL) |1} = 5
q
> det (£2)
- h=ana (136)

[T T (ns —i+ 1) ;]<j (B; — Bi)
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where2;, is a g x ¢ matrix with entries

pr-t, n # k, n=1...,9 —ng,
{Q},,, = I'(ns—q+n)But, n#k, n=q-ns+1,...,q,
n T (s —q+n) [ (ns —q+n) +Infn], n=Fk
(137)
By using the multi-linear property of determinants, alonighwsome basic manipulations, we can obtain

the desired result.

3) ¢ = s Case: In this case, starting witH (81), we can write the determirmmmmation overk as

follows
q q q ]
D det (Vi) =) sgn(a) [H 5;@1)] In ok (138)
k=1 k=1 {a} i=1
where the second summation is over all permutations {a(1),...,a(q)} of the set{1,...,q}, with

sgn(a) denoting the sign of the permutation. We can further write

S det (Yi) =Y sgn(a) [Hﬂ’ 1] S I Bag
k=1

{a} i=1
= Indet (diag {5:},) [T, (85— 81)
=ndet () T (5 - 51) - (139)

Substituting [(139) into[(31) yields the final result.

F. Proof of Theorem]3

We start withLemmd_4and remove the conditioning dia by usingLemmdRas follows

E {Indet (® }Zw s— 5+ k)

q
+K der (5 [LoB) Y0 det (Yidsn---a, (140)
0<p1<<B,<1/a i1 k—q—m.+1
where
uP—e—u/(1—au)
=" 141

Using [33, Lemma 2], these integrals can be simplified to give

q
E {Indet (®)} = Z¢ s—sth) Kk Y det(Wk), (142)

k=q—ns+1
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whereW,, is ag x ¢ matrix with entries

1/a wuP—atmtn—2 __u
{w } _ 0 WE e du’ n # k’ (143)
T~ Va w2 o~ \nudu, n=k
0 (1—au)p+q ) - v

For the caser # k, a closed-form expression is given [n_(112). For the case k, we utilize [27, Eq.

4.358.5] and [31, Eq. 47], to obtain

1/a uP—atm+n—2 w
/ 7p+qe_1ﬂw In udu
o (1—au)

_ / {2 (1 | )27 ot 1y Dy (1 4 at)] di
0

2a e (2g—m —n & 4
= E azq_m_"_’< . > / tpra—i=2g=t [Int —In(1+ at)]dt
‘ ? 0
=0

2q—m—n

= 2 azq‘m‘""(zq_m_”>F<p+q—z‘—1)
1=0 !
p+q—i—2 1
x|p+g-i=1) =€’ > Ep <5>] : (144)
=0

Substituting [(112) and (144) intd (143) and (142) yields)(33
Wheng = s, we start with [[3B) and remove the conditioning bras follows

q o]
E{lndet (®)} = Z Vv (ns—q+k)+ q/ I (5) In BdgS (145)
k=1 0
wheref (3) denotes the unordered eigenvalue p.d.Ldfe. p.d.f. of a randomly-selectete {51, - , 5,}).

Substituting this p.d.f. from (18) and integrating usibg4}, we obtain the desired result.

APPENDIX II

ErRGoDIC CAPACITY PROOFS
A. Proof of Eq.[(4R)

Whenn, — oo, the ergodic capacity expressidn}(11) can be expressedlasgo

. ! po e

whereL; = diag {\?/ (n, (1 +a)?))}. Noting thatg = ng, by the Law of Large Numbers we have

H,H]
lim —2 =1, (147)
N, —>00 Ny
which implies that
2
lim + =1, i=1,...,nq4. (148)
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Recalling [(5), application of (148) i (146) yields
. 1 po t
n}lglooC (p) = 2E {log2 det <Ins + it a)H H) } , (149)

whereH is anng x n, i.i.d. Rayleigh fading MIMO channel matrix. Applying theeadtity (8) to [149)

yields the desired result.

B. Proof of Eq.[(4B)

Using [6), the ergodic capacity expressionl(11) can berateely written as
C(p) = %E {log2 det <1q + %ﬁjﬂL) } . (150)

By the Law of Large Numbers we have

-1, (151)
and hence[(150) reduces to

lim C(p) = %E {logy det (I + paL)} . (152)

ns—00

Substituting [(IR) into[(152), after some simple manipolasi we easily obtain

lim C(p) = %E {1og2 det <Iq +(p+1) aH;HQ)} - %E {1og2 det <Iq + aHQHQ)} . (153)

Ns—00

Substituting [(b) into[(183) and applying the identity (6¢ls the desired result.

C. Proof of Theorerhl4

We will consider the following cases separately; namely;, n, andg > ng.
1) ¢ < ns; Case: We start by applying the identity|(6) to obtain the ergodipaxity, in the high SNR

regime, as follows

1 B oy
C(Dlaprooarfrms = 3 [q logy p — qlogy (nn> + E {log, det (LH, H} ) }} . (154)

The high SNR slope can be calculated as
Sso =4 bit/s/Hz (3dB) - (155)

Applying (49), the high SNR power offset is given by

Ty

Lo = glogz ( P ) - %E {1og2 det (Eﬁlﬁ{)} . (156)
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Invoking TheoreniBand simplifying yields the high SNR power offset for cage n.

The proof of [58) follows along similar lines to that used abobut in this case invokingheoreni B
in place of Theoreni %4

2) q > ns Case: In the high SNR regime, the ergodic capacity can be appraeithas

1 B -
C (0)la,p—s00,0/p=p = 5 | logy (p) — ns logy ( > +FE {log2 det (H{LH1> }} . (157)
In this case, the high SNR slope is
S = % bits/s/Hz (3dB) (158)
and the high SNR power offset can be obtained as
Ng 5 1 o Tyt
Loo= "5 lomy (o ) = 5 F {1og2 det (HlLH1>} . (159)
The result follows by applyingheoreni B
D. Proof of Corollary(T
Substitutingn,. = 1 into (67) yields
— 1 1 1
Cg"_l(p) =3 log, <a_”d [U <nd,nd +1, %) + pngU (nd +1,ng +1, %)]) . (160)

Using the following properties of the confluent hypergeatndtunction of the second kind [27]:
Ula,a,z) = e*2'79E, (2) (161)
and
Ua,a+1,2) =271, (162)
we get the final expression faﬁf{}T:l(p) in (7). Note thalC{}’:l(p) can be lower and upper bounded as
CirH(p) < Cpr=p) < iy (p), (163)
with
cr=l(p) = Lrog, [ 1+ prge——— (164)
R =
and

_ 1 1
Cirs Hp) = 5 log <1 T pna T - ) : (165)
d
(0%
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where we have used the inequality [36, Eq. 5.1.19]. Takipg— oo, we see that botH _(164) and (165)
converge to the same limit if (I72). Taking— oo and ultilizing [36, Eq. 5.1.23], we obtain_([73).

E. Proof of Corollary(8

Note that wherp — oo, thena — 0. Therefore, we apply the following asymptotic first-ordgpansion

for the confluent hypergeometric function [36]

Ul(e,b,z)=2"40(1), z— (166)

to yield the desired result.

F. Proof of Theorem]6

We will use the lower bound derived in [40, Theorem 1] and abrsthe following cases separately;
namely,q < ns andq > ns.
1) q < ns Case: Applying the [6) and [40, Theorem 1] t6 (11), we lower bound #rgodic capacity,

conditioned onL, as follows

C (p) > qlog, <1+ PY_ exp <3E {lndet (Lﬂﬁ{)})) . (167)

Nsny q

Now, usingTheoreni Byields the desired result.

2) ¢ > ns Case: In this case, the lower bound can be written as

po 1 ~
C (p) > nslog, <1 e <n—E {n det (¥, LA} }>> . (168)

Again, we useTheoreni o obtain the desired result.

G. Proof of Corollary[®

Whenng — oo, 1 (ns — g + k) can be approximated as [36, Eq. 6.3.18]

~Inng . (169)

Substituting [(160) into[(76) yields the desired result.

H. Proof of Corollary[ 10

Taking ns — oo and using [36, Eq. 6.3.18], we gét {79).
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For the case,; — oo, we first apply [36, Eg. 5.1.19] and [27, Eqg. 8.365.3] to abtdie following

approximation

nd—l
1+ 1+ 1+ 1+
exp <_p> g Ejq <_p> ~ <nd + _p> — <_p> . (170)
« =1 « « «
Furthermore, substituting (170) intb_(78) and using [27, &865.5] and [36, Eq. 6.3.18] yields _(80).

Now consider the case — oo. Utilizing the recurrence relation for the exponentialkemtal [36, Eq.

5.1.14], the summation i_(¥8) can be alternatively writéen

nd—l
1 1 Z 1 1 1 1
« « — l o o «
TLd—l
1 1 Z 1 1
« o — al o

wherey = 0.577215. .. is the Euler’s constant. Note that, in derivilg (1171), weéhapplied the definition

+¢(na)+v  (171)

of the digamma function [27, Eqg. 8.365.4]. Using the seriggaasion given in [36, Eq. 5.1.11], when

1
5 (%)
o

a — 0o, we get

S y-mn <1+—f’> (172)
«

a—r 00

and therefore

TLd—l
Z(H”)El<1+p> 0. (173)
al «
=1 a—00
Applying (I71)(178) in[(7B) yields the desired result.
I. Proof of Corollary[11
Using the following approximation [36]
Ey(2)~le(140(1) |2 = o0 (174)
Ssm+n(a) can be approximated as
§m+n(a)|p—>oo ~T (T - 1) (0 (T - 1) ) (175)

which leads to the final result.
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