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An Upper Bound to the Marginal PDF of the
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Abstract—Diversity analysis of a number of Multiple-Input
Multiple-Output (MIMO) applications requires the calcula tion
of the expectation of a function whose variables are the orded
multiple eigenvalues of a Wishart matrix. In order to carry out
this calculation, we need the marginal pdf of an arbitrary subset
of the ordered eigenvalues. In this letter, we derive an uppe
bound to the marginal pdf of the eigenvalues. The derivation
is based on the multiple integration of the well-known joint
pdf, which is very complicated due to the exponential factos
of the joint pdf. We suggest an alternative function that provides
simpler calculation of the multiple integration. As a resul,
the marginal pdf is shown to be bounded by a multivariate
polynomial with a given degree. After a standard bounding
procedure in a Pairwise Error Probability (PEP) analysis, by
applying the marginal pdf to the calculation of the expectaion,
the diversity order for a number of MIMO systems can be
obtained in a simple manner. Simulation results that suppor
the analysis are presented.

I. INTRODUCTION

In wireless communications, the Wishart matrix arises froI
the MIMO transmission environment, where the channel ma-
trix is modeled as complex Gaussian, as in the Rayleigh ¢adi

model [1]. In particular, if the channel matrix is availabliethe

The average PEP between two codewords in d¢bded
multiple beamforming scheme, on the other hand, requirs th
calculation of the expectatioB [¢(u1, - - - , uy)], whereg(-)
is a function with multiple ordered eigenvalues involvedl [7
For the pairwise codewords whose corresponding funetion
includes all of the singular values available from the SVD of
the channel matrix, authors in/[7] calculated the diversiger
from the simple closed form expression of the average PEP, by
making use of the fact that the sum of all ordered eigenvalues
follows a chi-squared distribution. 1§(-) is composed of
a subset of the ordered eigenvalues, the calculation of the
expectation needs the marginal pdf of the eigenvalues. The
closed form expressions of consecutive and an arbitraryetub
of ordered eigenvalues are given iin [8], while the expressio
for unordered eigenvalues are provided [in [9] ahdl [10]. A
difficulty exists in determining an analytical diversity dige
with these prior approaches. They are typically in the form
l%f a product of integrals to be calculated, and consist of the
complete Gamma functions that enable numerical evaoati

ut make the analysis difficult.

In this letter, we propose a methodology to calculate an

upper bound to the marginal pdf of the ordered eigenvalues.

transmitter as well as at the receiver, the beamformingiosestr

can be obtained from the singular value decomposition (SVléyen’ we d.er|ve the Q|ver3|ty qrder by using the upper bound
. ‘ ) o the marginal pdf. Since the direct calculation of the nrab
of the channel matrix to build the diagonalizing structure

known to be optimal to maximize the performanceé [2]. Ilﬁjqf Is very c_omplicated due to thg multiplg integration o th
the uncoded version of this multiple beamforming schemeJOInt pdf which has the exponential function, we suggest an

the diversity order, an important performance measure allternanve function as a substitute for the joint pdf to slify

. . POgRa : : fhe multiple integration. The resulting diversity order(i§ —
MIMO systems at the high signal-to-noise ratio regime, is +1)(M — p1 + 1) wherep, is the index to indicate the best

determined by the subchannel with the smallest eigenvaamon the eigenvalues appearing in #{e) function
of the Wishart matrix[[B], [[4], [[5]. In general, the divengit 9 9 bp g in t '
[I. PROBLEM STATEMENT

order is calculated from the PEP, expressefl &s(1; )], where

x(w) is a function of thel’” ordered eigenvalug,, and  The elements of the MIMO channdl € C™*V are
E[-] is the expectation operator. In order to carry out thigssumed to be Gaussian with zero mean and unit variance.
calculation, we need to find the marginal pdf of the single addition, the covariance matrix, which is definedVas =
eigenvaluey; of the Wishart matrix. A first order polynomiaIE[hjh}] where h; is the j** column vector ofH, and {
expansion is used to derive the simple closed form expnessigiands for conjugate transpose, satisfiés = I for all j.

of the marginal pdf in[[4] and[6], while the more accurat®ased on the assumption above, the maliH' is called
expression as the sums of terms of the farfa?/ is provided uncorrelated central Wishart matrix [5]. Tié eigenvalue of

in [5]. The resulting diversity order of multiple beamfomgi HH', denoted by, is sorted such that; > w; for i < j.
with thel*" eigenvalue involved i§N —1+1)(M —I+1) where Throughout this letter, we us& andY asX = max(N, M),

N and M are the number of transmit and receive antennadY = min(N, M).

respectively[[3], [[4]. The average pairwise error probability that the receiver

decides¢ instead ofc as the transmitted signal is upper
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where~ is the signal-to-noise ratio, and; is a given non- since the eigenvalues of the Wishart matrix are positive and
negative real value. We note that a bound of this form camal,e™#: < 1 holds true for any. This idea leads to a simple
be obtained for a number of MIMO SVD systems, e.d.] [11tesult of the elementary integration as

[12], [13], [14]. Let's definea,,;, as the minimum among P

the nonzeroa values. Using the inequalit{j}i1 Qi > /0 ye Vdy <

Y .
Qmin D j—1,0,40 Hj» WE rewrite (1) as

K
exp <—70zmm Z Hm)] (2)
k=1

where p;, is the k" element of a vectop = [p; --- px]”
whose elements are the indices corresponding to nonezero Vg, py)e
i.e., ap, #0. Similarly, s = [s; -+ s(y_g)]" is defined as a X«
vector whose elements are the indiéesich thatv,, = 0. The b (- )e* =
vectorsp ands are sorted in increasing order. To calculéfe (2), S

we need the marginal pdf of thE eigenvalues by calculating Where the exponential factors irrelevant to the variables o

™ (7

m+1
To apply the idea above to the calculation of the marginal

pdf, we introduce an alternative function

Pr(c—¢) <FE

[)(/le"' 7MY) =
K
ifa;=0 (8)

Hpy

ifOé1>0

the multiple integration over the domaipy integration are removed, except which is kept in the case of
a1 = 0. The reason for keeping, will be explained later. Cor-
F(tpy s s lpye) = respondingly, let's defing (uy, , - - - , tp, ) In @ similar fashion

to @) with P (:ula e 7/’LY) replaced byﬁ (/’Lla o 7/’LY)' that
// p(pss s ly) ditsy gy =+ dps, - () s,

The joint pdf of the ordered strictly positive eigenvaluéshe F(lpys s bprc) =

uncorrelated central Wishart matrice$i, - -+ , uy) in () is .
available in the literaturé [1]/[15] as // plps-- s iy) ditsiy ey -+ dpsy - (9)
- f 1 We see thap (u1,- - ,uy) < p(p1,---,py) for either the

ppa, - py) = (pa, - py)e = (4) case ofa; =0 ora; > 0, and thereforef (i, -+, fipy) <

where the polvnomi S is f (:upla T MLLPK)’ Wheref (:upla T MLLPK) has a Slmpler ex-
ol ab (i ) pression. We will employ[{9) to calculate our bound in the
Y Y :
next subsections.
X-Y 2
Y (1, s py) = Hﬂi H (i — pg)” (6) 1) For a; = 0: Since some factors gf (yuq, - - - , py) are
=1 J>t irrelevant to the variables of integration, they can be ndove
Because we are interested in the exponenty,0f constant out. By defining a polynomiad (tp,, - -, thpx )
multiplier, which appears in the literature, and is irrelevto K K
the exponent ofy, is ignored in[(b) for brevity. G (lpy s s fpge) = px=y JT— 2’ (10)
The closed form expression of the marginal pdf can be " e ,};[1 P g( e p])
calculated by evaluating[](3). However, this evaluation | :
complicated due to the multiple integration of the produ<\§/e rewrite [9) as
of the polynomial and the exponential function ©)-(5). S
Alternatively, we will now develop a method to get a simple f (fip,, - s tprc) = 9 (fprs - s fpe) € =1
expression for an upper bound to the marginal pdf. Then, we Y L Hs(y _gy—1
will use the upper bound to calculafg (2). X /0 ¢ /0 /
I1l. AN UPPERBOUND TO THE MARGINAL PDF Y (g, py)

Wdus(y,m dps,dpn - (11)
The complexity of the multiple integration to calculate proo 2 PPK
the marginal pdf in[(8) mainly comes from the fact thatvhere —Lmv)_ g g polynomial of the remained factors,

p1s o Hp g

the elementary integration inside the multiple integmtio 5nq dugsuis replaced bydu, sinces; = 1 for a; = 0
. :

Jo y™e vdy, generates a large number of terms of the formye multiple integration of-2W1+4v) _ gyer the variables

x"e~® for largem, i.e., 9 Hpy s k) i
N . Hsy_xyr " Msy TESUItS in an intermediate polynomial whose
/ yme Vdy — [_yme_y|y:m+m/ Y le Yy terms are composeq of the_variablﬁs, Hpis = Hpce
0 0 0 In other words, the intermediate polynomial is the sum of
1

(6) the tgrms_ of the.form a&gi X e x_ugg f0°° M‘qfe_.“ld/h-
The final integration of the intermediate polynomial oyar

=—¢ (™ +ma™"

+m(m —Daz™ 2+ +m!) +ml

leaves a polynomial with the variablgs, , ---, p,, since
However, if we remove the exponential function from thqo00 pie #1duy = y!. It should now be clear why we keep
elementary integration, the integration produces onlyterma, e~#*in p(u1,--- ,uy). The absence of this factor would have

resulting in a much simpler multiple integration. In adadlitj led the integration to diverge.



Defining A1 (pp,,- -+ , ttps) as the result of the multiple where r (., - -+, 1p) IS @ polynomial with the smallest
integration, we rewrite[ (11) as degree of N —p; +1)(M — p1 + 1) — K. We are now ready
to obtain an upper bound tg](2) by calculating

K
exp <—7amm > up,c)]
where the polynomiaty (pp,, - - , tp, ) iS defined as k=1

K
71 (Hprs s s ) = :// exp <—’yo¢mm2upk>

h’l(ﬂpn"'a:upK)xg(/Lplv"'a,upK)' (13)

K

A -
f(ﬂplv"' aﬂpk):rl (M;DU"' ’Mpk)e k=t

Ky,
12

X f IU’PU o ,/LPK) d/'LPK : dlu’pl (17)
2) For a; > 0: Using the polynomialy (fip,, - -+ , tipy ) IN Prg—1
(10), we rewrite[(B) in this case as T (Hpys s Hpi)
K 1+’7amml) Z 1227
- X Mo, X e kdﬂpK < dptp,

f(:upla"' 7/1471( =g /Lplv"' MLLPK)
/#sl 1/#52 1 /“w ) —1 where D, is the domain of integration. Note that
U (u

e~ (Hvamin) ¥ oy < =7emin i1 Bay | In Theoreni R, we
provide the result of the multiple integration of a term wéios
Appsiy _sey -+~ dpsydps, (14) - degree isy, Si.
Theorem 2: For a multivariate term with variable$; for

1, a,uY)
g(.uplv"' ’ILLPK)

whereq(ﬁf‘”’%‘:” is the same kind of polynomial that is¢ = 1,---,K whose exponent, denoted b, is a non-
described in the IE)revious subsection. The multiple intégma hegative integer, the multiple integration in the domair:>

results in a polynomial of the variables, , - - -, s, without b1>02>-- >0k >01is

diverging since the last integration is not involved witfirity. P » § )
By defining ha (pp,, -+, 1y, ) @s the result of the multiple / / 9{31 ...gfge K= deK N L —
integration of [(14), we gef (up,, -, tpy ) @S 0

(:£)
—( K+
) =5 i w V= as)
R = 7r S, e k=1 15 .
! (/Lm :LLPK) 2 (/Lpl :LLPK) ( ) Whel’e< is a constant.
wherery (tp,, - -+, tpy ) is defined as Proof: See AppendixB. 0
Since the polynomial (pp,, - - , tp, ) iS the sum of a
T2 (Hpys - s Pp) = number of terms with different degrees, the result[ofl (17) is

(16) also the sum of the terms ¢f«,,,:,) Whose exponent obeys
Theorenf . For large, it is easy to see that the overall sum

The polynomialsry (tip,, -+, fpy) @ndry (1, -+, ptpy) 1S dominated by the term with the smallest degreeyof.

are multivariate polynomials with many terms. It is worttileh Theoreni2 indicates that the smallest degree of results

to focus on the smallest degree of the terms because it pléiysn the smallest degree of(yy,,-- - , pp, ). Therefore, we

an important role in determining the behavior bf (1) in theonclude that[(1) is upper bounded by

high signal-to-noise ratio regime. The mathematical asialy

of the behavior will be described in Sectibnl IV with the help

ha (ppys ==+ s tprc) X G (Hpys 5 bpge ) -

Y

of the next Theorem. E |exp | —v Z ajpg || <
Theorem 1. The smallest degree of the multivariate poly- =1
ial is (N — A~(N=prt)(M=p1+1) (19
nomia T1 (MPU ) IU’PK) or T2 (MPN ) :upK) IS ( b1 + n (/Yamzn) ( )

1)(MP;)(1))f1: g;g ;\s;endi[l\. wheren is a constant, and irrelevant to

In the case of the single eigenvalue wheie= 1, and V. SIMULATION RESULTS
p1 = I, Theorem[]l states that the smallest degree:ofs Fig.[d shows the calculation dfl(1) whele = M = 3, with
(N —1+1)(M —1+1) — 1. This generalizes the result of theseveral specifiax values through a Monte-Carlo simulation.
first order expansion irl [4][6] to calculate the marginaf pdThe legend represents the values as a vector notation
of the I** eigenvalue. [a1---ag]. Three dotted straight lines are the asymptotes
whose exponents correspond 104, and 9. The curves of
the « values]1 0 0], [0.1 0 1], and[3 0 5], whosep; is 1, are
According to the analysis in Sectign]lll, the marginal pdparallel to the asymptote d8 — 1+ 1)(3 -1+ 1) = 9. By

IV. CALCULATION OF THE EXPECTATION

I (kpys -+ pr ) is upper bounded by the general expressigipmparing the slopes of the other curves with the asymptotes
. we see that the analysis is supported by the simulation.
-3 by, Fig. [ depicts the simulation result o = M = 4.

Ftpys - s tipse) S (Hpys o s fipge) € F=1 The dotted lines are the asymptotes of the exponénts



0 For MIMO systems employing SVD, a standard bounding
10° g < ‘ ‘ ‘ technique provides a simple bound such @s (1), see e.g.,
1074 1 [B1, [71,1a10, [12], [13], [14]. By applying our result to #n
s vy calculation of the expectation, one can calculate the dityer
101 1 order (N — p; + 1)(M — p1 + 1) in the high signal-to-noise
1070 ratio regime for a system wher® and M are the number
of transmit and receive antennas, respectively, ands the
%10"‘7 index to the smallest nonzero weight value in a PEP analysis.
o Simulation results provided here and elsewhere support the
<10 validity of the technique for a variety of MIMO SVD systems
10 —e—[0.1 0 1] with a number of different parameters, see, elg.] [11]],[12]
——[100] [13], [14].
1071 —=—[3 0 5]
—<—[010] APPENDIXA
1071 2 8 é é]ﬂ} PROOF OFTHEOREMI[I]
ol===ol % ‘ , 1) For ay = 0: Sincery (fip,, -, lpy) is @ product of
-5 0 5SNR o dBlo 15 20 two polynomials as shown if_(IL3), the smallest degree of

1 (tpys -+ 5 Upg ) 1S the sum of the smallest degrees of each

polynomial ) (:uplv T 7/’[’171() and hy (,upn T 7#171()' Let's

Fig. 1. Simulation results together with asymptotic diitgrerders that show define D y as the smallest degree of the ponnomiaI
g,smallest

the validity of the technique folN = M = 3. The vector[a; a2 as] is

provided in the legend. Note the importance of the firstequal to zero in g (Bpys -+ 5 Mpg ). It is easily found that all of the terms in
determining the diversity order. (I0) have the same degree. Therefore,
Dg,smallest = K(X - Y) + K(K - 1) (20)

where the degree df' (X —Y) is contributed by the( factors
of the formpX =Y, and K (K —1) comes from thg’; ) factors
in the form of (p,, — upj)Q.
To calculate the smallest degree of the polynomial
hi (tpy s+ 5 tpy ), We need to know the degree of the poly-

nomial —2&11v) _ The polynomiak) (1, ,py) in @)
9(#?17"' =HPK)

has Y factors of the formy; and (g) factors of the
form (u; — uj)Q. The division byg (tp,, - - - , pp, ) Makes the
common factors eliminated, leaving” — K) factors of the
form 1= and ((%) — (%)) factors of the form(u; — p;)°.
Hence, the resulting polynomialzbi“‘“)) has degree

(1,0 s
g\ Hpys sHppe

X-Y

Average

Dhyorg = (Y —EK)(X =Y)+Y(Y —1) - K(K —1)
(21)

-15  -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 .
SNR in dB for all of the terms of the polynomial.
Obviously, there exists an integersuch thats, < p; <
Fig. 2. Simulation results together with asymptotic ditgrorders that Se+1 sincep; > 1. The integration ovep; for 1 < i < s,
show the validity of the technique faN = M = 4. Note the accuracy of in (1) makes these variables vanish because of the integra-
the technique even if the first nonzero eigenvalue may be rsoddler than tion to infinity due to 11, while that over the othepj for

the successive ones. . ; . )
ser1 < j < s(y—k) converts those variables into the variables
[ipys+ - » lipg - IN the meanwhile, all the terms jg2Uix)

. . 9(ttpy oty )
and 16. A comparison of a slope with the asymptote revealgave different distributions on the degrees of the indigidu
that simulation matches the analysis. Note that even thougdliables although they have the same degree as an entire

e correspondi_ng to the smallest eigenvalud@@ times that term. Therefore, the smallest degreeraf(iy, ;- fipx ) iS
of the best eigenvalue, the slope is determined by the bggtermined by the term which has the largest degree of those
eigenvalue. vanishing variables OW It is not necessary to find
5 (tipr o oiip
VI. CONCLUSION all the terms with the Iardest dngree of the vanishing vée&@b

Instead, we can see that one of those terms, whose degree is

We derived an upper bound to the marginal pdf of th ns orgs includes the factors

ordered eigenvalues of a complex central Wishart matrighSu

matrices arise in the analysis of MIMO SVD systems. Our pi—l ‘y Y )
bound employs an alternative function to simplify the npléi H H; H/Li' (22)
integration of the pdf. i=1 g>i



In this case, the degree corresponding to the vanishing vafie will ignore all the constants for the simple expressiorcsi
ables in[(2D) is we are interested in the exponentof The second integral
can be calculated as
Dhl,vanishing = (pl - 1)(X - Y) Or—o rOr_1
+2Y(p1 — 1) —p1(p1 — 1) (23) / / 9?{1{7711 oiKe_w(0K71+0K)d9Kd9K,1
0 0

where(p; — 1)(X —Y) is contributed by thép, — 1) factors _ Z Zw—(i-l—j)o(ﬁKJrﬁK—lJrQ*i*j)e—?w@K,g

of the form uf(_y, and the rest of the degrees are calculated b K=2

from the factors of the fornu?. B , e
Finally, the integration ovey; for scy1 < j < s(y—g) _ZW N C):)

accumulates the degree of the current variables as well as J

the previous variables belonging 0 Hence, the degree of + w Br+Br-1+2)

the variablesu;, for £k > p; is kept during the multiple

integration. In addition, during each integration pf for

ser1 < J < s(y—k), the degree increases dydue to the

fact that [J" p?, dpiv1 = ™ /(n + 1). Sinces. variables

from the original(Y — K) variables of integration vanished

in ha (fpy,- -+ 5 tpi ), the degree to be added is

Even though the exact expression for th& integral can
be obtained by extending the procedure above, it is too
complicated. A simpler method to calculate the exponent of
w™! after the final integral is reached by observing the fact
that the sum of the exponent of ' and 8x_; in 27) is
(Bk +1) for any term. This fact can also be observedin (28)
Dy, addea =Y — K —p1 +1 (24) as(Bk + Br-1 +2). By definingl’;, for the kth integral in

where s, is replaced by(p; — 1). The smallest degree ofthe same manner above, we can generdlizes

1 (1pys -+ 5 Upx ) CAN be calculated as k
I'y = Br—i+1 + k. (29)
Drl,smallest = Dg,smallest + Dhl,smallest ;
= Dy smaliest The final integration is calculated by
+ (Dh1,07‘g - Dh1,vanishing + Dh1,added) 00 5
= X-p+ )Y -p+1)-K (25) / 07" € (w,01) e dby (30)
0

Where Dy, org = Dhy vanishing Stands for the degree which 'Swhereg(w, 6,) is the (K —1)*" integral of the variables and

kept during the integration over; for scr1 < j < s(v—K). g with Tx_,. In other words, [[30) is the sum of the many
If X is equal toN, thenY is M, and vice versa, the smallest[ermS which have the form

degree iSN —p; +1)(M —p1 +1) — K. -

2) For oy > 0: Similarly to the case ol = 0, the / w*il‘ogy‘f‘ﬂl)efzwel dé, (31)
smallest degree of; (up,, - - -, Hp, ) CaN be calculated in the 0
same manner as in_(5). The smallest degree$ df (20) aflerex + y = I'x_;, and = is a constant depending on the
(21) apply to this case as well. However, sinee = 1IN term. We can easily see thaf{31) results in
this case, leading tp; < s; fori = 1,--- (Y — K), no
variable vanishes, resulting i, vanishing = 0. FOr the same
reason, each of th” — K) variables of integration adds ON&yheres is a constant, and the exponent.af! is
degree. Thereford)y, qaded = Y — K. By writing an equation

similar to [2%), we get the smallest degree of the polynomial K
TQ(:LLPI".'?NpK)aS I+y+/81+1:K+Z/B’L (33)

i=1

Sw~ @ty +hitl) (32)

Drg,smallest = XY - K. (26)

In general, the smallest degree of the polynomial
71 (pys - s fpg) OF 72 (tipy, -+, py ) CAN be expressed as

(N —p1+ 1)(]V[ —p1+ 1) — K since this holds true even for [1] A. Edelman,Eigenvalues and condition numbers of random matrices.

_ Ph.D. Thesis, MIT, Cambridge, MA, 1989.
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ing design for multicarrier MIMO channels: A unified frameikofor
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