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Abstract—For an n. transmit, n, receive antenna (n; X n,)
MIMO system with quasi-static Rayleigh fading, it was shown by
Elia et. al that schemes based on minimal-delay space-time block
codes (STBCs) with a symbol rate of n, complex symbols per
channel use (rate-n;) and a non-vanishing determinant (NVD) are
diversity-multiplexing gain tradeoff (DMT)-optimal for arbitrary
values of n,. Further, explicit linear STBC-schemes (LSTBC-
schemes) with the NVD property were also constructed. However,
for asymmetric MIMO systems (where n, < n.), with the
exception of the Alamouti code-scheme for the 2 x 1 system and
rate-1, diagonal STBC-schemes with NVD for an n; x 1 system,
no known minimal-delay, rate-n, STBC-scheme has been shown
to be DMT-optimal. In this paper, we first obtain an enhanced
sufficient criterion for an STBC-scheme to be DMT optimal and
using this result, we show that for certain asymmetric MIMO
systems, many well-known LSTBC-schemes which have low ML-
decoding complexity are DMT-optimal, a fact that was unknown
hitherto.

Index Terms—Asymmetric MIMO systems, diversity-
multiplexing tradeoff, linear space-time block codes, low
ML-decoding complexity, non-vanishing determinant, outage-
probability, STBC-schemes.

I. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

Space-time coding (STC)][1] for multiple-input, multiple
output (MIMO) antenna systems has extensively been studigr% known to be DMT-

[4], explicit DMT-optimal STBC-schemes consisting of both
square (minimal-delay) and rectangular STBCs from cyclic
division algebras were presented for arbitrary values,and

n,.. In the same paper, for general STBC-schemes, a sufficient
criterion for achieving DMT-optimality was given. For a
class of STBC-schemes based on linear S'EB(I:§TBCS)
which employ QAM constellations and transmit complex
information symbols per channel use, this criterion trates

to thenon-vanishing determinant property, a term first coined

in [6], being sufficient for DMT-optimality. It was later shm

in [[7] that the DMT-optimal STBC-schemes constructed in
[4] were also approximately universal for arbitrary number
of receive antennas. Several other STBC-schemes with NVD
have been proposed - for example, see [8], [B.l [10] and
references therein.

A. Motivation for our results

The Alamouti code-schemg 11] has the NVD property (a
definition of NVD consistent with the notations used in this
paper is provided as Definitidd 8, Sectibn] IV) and is known
to be DMT-optimal for the2 x 1 MIMO system. For any
n; x 1 system, diagonal STBC-schemes with NVD that consist
of STBCs transmittingl complex symbol per channel use
optimal]7]. STBC-schemes based on

as a tool to exploit the diversity provided by the MIMO fadingfast—decodable STBCE[18] from division algebra that trains

channel. MIMO systems have the capability of permittin
reliable data transmission at higher rates compared to t}g Ltems (for whichn,
provided by the single-input, single-output (SISO) anenn . NvD property,
system. In particular, when the delay requirement of t

system is less than the coherence time of the channel (}
time frame during which the channel gains are constant ag
independent of the channel gains of other time frames), gh
and Tse showed in their seminal paper [2] that for the Rayleig]
fading channel with STC, there exists a fundamental trafde(ﬂ

g, complex symbols per channel use for asymmetric MIMO
< ng) have been shown to have
but have not been reported to be DMT-
timal. There exist several other LSTBCs which transmit
s thann, independent complex symbols per channel use,
d STBC-schemes consisting of these LSTBCs have neither

Heen reported to have the NVD property (although they do

fave the NVD property which is shown in this paper), nor
ave been claimed to be DMT-optimal in literature. Examples

betvyeen-the d_iversity Qa‘” .and Fhe multiplexing gain (gt such LSTBCs are the the full-diversity Quasi-orthogonal
multiplexing gain and diversity gain are defined formally bysg (QOSTBC)[[1R], STBCs from co-ordinate interleaved
Definition [3 and Definition[#, respectively, in Sectiéd ”)’orthogonal designd [13], four-group decodable STBCS [14]-

referred. to as théiversity-multiplexing gain trfldeoﬁ‘(DMT). . . which all transmit one independent complex symbol
The optimal DMT was also characterized with the assumptlgu channel use and are characterized by low ML-decoding

that the block length of the space-time block codes (STB mplexity. For these LSTBC-schemes, the sufficient daiter

of the scheme (*STBC-scheme” is defined by Definitidn %Jrovided in [4] for DMT-optimality, which requires that LST

Sectionl)) is at leasty, +n, — 1, wheren, andn, are the prg yransmity, independent complex symbols per channel
number of transmit and receive antennas, respectivelyfifte use irrespective of the number of receive antennas, is not
explicit DMT-optimal STBC-scheme was provided in [3] for

transmit antennas and subsequently, in another landmasecpa 1in literature, linear STBCs are popularly called lineampeission codes [5]
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applicable. Hence, there is a clear need for obtaining a new for LSTBCs to be DMT-optimal, and for asymmetric
DMT-criterion that can take into account LSTBC-schemes tha MIMO systems, we show that STBC-schemes with rate-

consist of LSTBCs with a transmission rate of less than n, LSTBCs whose real symbols take values from PAM
independent complex symbols per channel use and have the constellations are DMT-optimal if they have the NVD
NVD property. property.

Further, for asymmetric MIMO systems, the standard sphere3) Finally, we show that some well known low ML-
decoder[[1D] or its variations (see, for example] [20]] [2a decoding complexity STBC-schemes (STBC-schemes
references therein) cannot be used in entirety to decode rat based on STBCs with low ML-decoding complexity)
n; LSTBCs (Henceforth in this paper, a rgid-STBC means are DMT-optimal for certain asymmetric MIMO systems

an LSTBC that transmit® independent complex symbols (see Tabléll).
per channel use. This LSTBC is said to haveymbol rate The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Secfibn I
of p complex symbols per channel use. A formal definitiodeals with the system model and relevant definitions, Sectio
of “symbol rate” is given as Definitiofill 6, Secti¢nllV). Follllpresents the main result of the paper, which is an enhéince
ann; x n, MIMO system, the standard sphere decoder caufficient criterion for DMT-optimality, while Sectidn IViges
be used to decode LSTBCs that transmit at fhesf,, = a brief introduction to linear STBCs along with a few reletvan
min(n;, n,) complex symbols per channel use. Recent resuligfinitions, and provides a new criterion for DMT-optimalit
on fixed complexity sphere decodelrs|[22].][23] are extremetyf LSTBCs for asymmetric MIMO systems. A discussion on
promising from the point of view of low complexity decodingthe DMT-optimality of several low ML-decoding complexity
In particular, it has been shown analytically [n [23] thaé thSTBC-schemes is presented in Sectigh V and concluding
fixed complexity sphere decoder, although provides quasemarks constitute SectignivI.
Maximum Likelihood (ML)-performance, helps achieve the Notations: Throughout the paper, bold, lowercase letters are
same diversity order of ML-decoding with a complexity ofused to denote vectors and bold, uppercase letters are used
the order of M VK, where M is the number of possibilities to denote matrices. For a complex matXx the Hermitian,
for each symbol (or the size of the signal constellatiotine transpose, the trace, the determinant and the Frobenius
employed when each symbol is encoded independently) amatm of X are denoted bX*, X, tr(X), det(X) and ||X]||,
K is the dimension of the search, while an exhaustive Mlcespectively. The set of all real numbers, complex numhmais a
search would incur a complexity of the order bf. In the integers are denoted I®, C andZ, respectively. The real and
same paper, it has also been shown that the the gap betwisenimaginary parts of a complex-valued vectaare denoted
the quasi-ML-performance and the actual ML-performand® x; andxg, respectively|S| denotes the cardinality of the
approaches zero at high signal-to-noise ratio, indepdmafen setS, S x 7 denotes the Cartesian product of s8tand 7,
the constellation employed. This motivates one to invastig meaning whichS x 7 = {(s,t)|s € S,t € T}, andS C T
the DMT-optimality of LSTBC-schemes consisting of ratedenotes thatS is a proper subset of . The T x T identity
Nmin LSTBCS. matrix is denoted byl and O denotes the null matrix of

In literature, only certain LSTBC-schemes that are basegpropriate dimension. For a complex numbgr* denotes its
on raten, STBCs have been known to be DMT-optimal folcomplex conjugate and the) operator acting on: is defined
asymmetric MIMO systems - the Alamouti code-scheme [1 &
for the 2 x 1 system|[[2], schemes with NVD that are based on 72 { Ty —xQ ] _
rate-1 diagonal STBCs for any; x 1 system[[7], and schemes rQ xr

consisting of rater,, rectangular STBCs foi, = 2andn, = The () operator can similarly be applied to any matrix
ny — 1 [25]. In this paper, we prove the DMT-optimality ofy " cnxm by replacing each entry;; with Z;;, i =

many STBC-schemes that are based on WeII-knownﬁate-l’ 9,---.n,j=1,2,--- ,m, resulting in a matrix denoted by
LSTBCs [12]-[18] forn; x n, asymmetric MIMO systems. ¢ . p2nx2m_Given a complex vectat = [z1, 22, , zn]7,

x is defined asx £ [z17,21Q, " ,%n1, Tng]T. It follows
B. Contributions and paper organization that for matricesA € C™*", B € C"*? andC = AB, the

equalitiesC = AB andvec(C) = (I, ® A)vec(B) hold.
e . For a complex random matriX, Ex(f(X)) denotes the
1) We present an enhanced criterion for DMT'Opt'ma“tléxpectation of a real-valued functiof(X) over X. For any

of general STBC-schemes. This criterion enables us {0a) numberr, || denotes the largest integer not greater than
encompass all STBC-schemes with NVD that are basgd andz* = max(0,z). The Q-function ofz is denoted by

on raten,,;, LSTBCs, which was not possible using thqg(x) and given as
DMT-criterion in [4]. -

2) In the context of LSTBCs, we show that transmission Q(z) :/ Le’gdt.
of n,,in complex symbols per channel use is necessary e V2m

The contributions of this paper are the following.

_ _ , For real-valued functiong(z) and g(z), we write f(z) =
2when a rates; STBC is used in an asymmetric MIMO system, there

exist techniques (se€_[24] and references therein) to ms&eofithe sphere 0 (g(:v)) asa — oo if and only if
decoder, but these either are sub-optimal decoding tegbsiith no guar-

antee on preserving the diversity order of ML-decoding omaed a high lim f(a:) -0
computational complexity when ML-decoding is employed. T—00 g(x) '



No. of Rx
No. of Tx Block lengthT antennas, Constellation
LSTBC antennasn; of the STBC | Symbol raté& for which used
STBC-scheme
is DMT-optimal
Alamouti Code[[11] 2 2 1 1 QAM
Yao-Wornell Codel[[B], QAM
Dayal-Varanasi Codé [26] QAM
Golden codel[6], QAM
Silver code [[27],[128], 2 2 2 anynr QAM
Serdar-Sari codé [29], QAM
DMT- Srinath-Rajan codé [30] QAM
optimal, Perfect coded [9] 2,3,4,6 nt nt any n, QAM/HEX
well 27, 3(27)
known 2(3"), ¢" (g —1)/2,
STBC- Kiran-Rajan code< [8] nezr, qis un ng any n, QAM/ HEX
schemes prime of the form
q=4s+ 3,
Codes from CDAI[4] any n: nt nt any n, QAM
Codes from CDAI[4] any n; anyl > n; ng any n, QAM
Perfect STBCs [10] any n: nt nt any n, QAM/HEX
Diagonal STBCs
with NVD [m any n: ne 1 1 QAM
Lu-Hollanti anyn; > 2 T > ny 2 2 QAM
Lu-Hollanti any n; > 2 T>n ng — 1 ng — 1 QAM
STBCs from CIOD 2 2 1 1
(Subsectiof V-B) 4 4 1 1 Rotated QAM
QOSTBC
DMT (Subsectiol V) 4 4 1 1 Rotated QAM
optimal 4-group decodable  on T
schemes Fast-decodable
obtained STBCs [30], [18] 4 4 2 nr <2 QAM
in this Fast-decodable
paper asymmetric STBCY [18] any e Tor < Tt Tor < Tt QAM
Punctured Perfect
STBCE for any n ne ny < ny Ny < Ny QAM
asymmetric MIMO

*in complex symbols per channel use.

£refer to raten,, STBCs obtained from rate; Perfect STBCs[[10] (which transmit? complex symbols inn; channel uses) by

restricting the number of complex symbols transmitted twbly n:n...

TABLE |

A TABLE OF DMT-OPTIMAL LINEAR STBC-SCHEMES

Further, f(z) = «® implies that lim % =b, and<, >,
Tr—r00

>, < are similarly defined.

with zero mean and unit variance. The average signal-teenoi

ratio at each receive antenna is denotedSbyR.

Definition 1: (Space-time block code) A space-time block
code (STBC) of block-lengti’ for an n; transmit antenna
We consider am; transmit antennap, receive antenna MIMO systen|1 |s_af|r|1’1|te slet of cpmp(ljex matncgi qfsme<T.|
MIMO system {; x n,. system) with perfect channel-state in- A'E) eixamkp e1s It € ?amoutl co Eﬂllt]) with Its complex

formation available at the receiver (CSIR) alone. The cleanrPyMPOIs taking values ror-QAM, given by

is assumed to be quasi-static with Rayleigh fading. Theegyst —xk

is assu quasi-static with Rayleigh fading Y X — { [ il ;ig } ‘ s e4-QAM}
2 1

model is

(1) Definition 2: (STBC-scheme) An STBC-schemeX' is de-
whereY € C™*T is the received signal matriX € C**T fined as a family of STBCs indexed /N R, each of block
is the codeword matrix that is transmitted over a block déngthT so that¥ = {X(SNR)}, where the STBCY(SNR)
T channel usesH € C**™ is the channel matrix with corresponds to a signal-to-noise ratio$i¥ R at each receive
its entries independently and identically distributed.di) antenna.
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random variablde wi  So, at a signal-to-noise ratio 6fN R, the codeword matri-
zero mean and unit variance, abd € C"*7 is the noise ces of ¥(SNR) are transmitted over the channel. Assuming
matrix with its entries being i.i.d. Gaussian random vagab that all the codeword matrices &f(SNR) = {X;(SNR),i =

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

Y = HX + N,



1,---,|¥(SNR)|} are equally likely to be transmitted, wescope all STBC-schemes that consist of matg;, LSTBCs

have and have NVD.
. |X(SNR)|
S X;(SNR)||* =T SNR. 2
|XY(SNR)| ; 1% ( )l @ 1. MAIN RESULT
It follows that for the STBC-schem#’, We present below the main result of our paper - arriving at

IX;(SNR)|> < SNR, Vi=12--,|X(SNR). (3) an enhanced sufficient criterion for DMT-optimality of geale
_ e X(SNR) STBC-schemes.
The bit rate of transmission 821X SY1 bits per channel  Theorem 2: For a quasi-statie; x n,, MIMO channel with
use. Henceforth in this paper, a codewaXd(SNR) € Rayleigh fading and perfect CSIR, an STBC-scheiéhat
X(SNR) is simply referred to aX; € X(SNR). satisfies [(B) is DMT-optimal for any value of, if for all
Definition 3: (Multiplexing gain) Let the bit rate of possible pairs of distinct codewordX;,Xs,) of X(SNR),
transmission of the STBCXY(SNR) in bits per chan- the difference matriXX; — X, = AX # O is such that,
nel use be denoted byR(SNR) (so that R(SNR) = i
(1/T)logy | X (SN R)|). Then, the multiplexing gaim of the det(AXAXT) > sy (=),

STBC-scheme is definedl[2] as
a2 Proof: To prove the theorem, we first show that the

r= lim w STBC-schemet' is DMT-optimal when each codeword dif-
SNE—oo logy SNR ference matrixAX # O of X(SNR) satisfies

Equivalently,R(SNR) = rlogy SN R+o(log, SN R), where,
for reliable communicatiory; € (0, n,:n) [2].

Definition 4: (Diversity gain) Let the probability of code- and then conclude the proof taking aid of Theofém 1. Towards
word error of the STBCY (SN R) be denoted by?.(SNR). this end, we assume without loss of generality that the code-
Then, the diversity gair(r) of the STBC-scheme correspondword X; of X(SNR) is transmitted. It is also assumed that

det(AXAXH) > SNRM(-) )

ing to a multiplexing gain of- is given by T > n, which is a prerequisite for achieving a diversity gain
log, P.(SNR) of nin, when the bit rate of the STBC-scheme is constant
dir)=— lim —=2-S—_ 7 with SNR (a special case of the = 0 condition). Let

SNR—oo  logy SNR AX; = X; — X, whereX;, Il = 2,--- ||X(SNR)|, are the

For ann; x n, MIMO system, the maximum achievableremaining codewords oft(SNR). It is to be noted that
diversity gain isn:n,.. the bit rate of transmission islog, SNR + o(log, SNR)

Definition 5: (Optimal DMT curve) [2]] The optimal bits per channels use and S& (SNR)| = SNR'T, with
diversity-multiplexing gain curve d*(r) that is achievable 1 € (0,nm,:n). Considering the channel model given thy (1),
with any STBC-scheme for an n; x n, MIMO system is with ML-decoding, the probability tha& is wrongly decoded
a piecewise-linear function connecting the points (k,d(k)), to Xy for a particular channel matril is given by

k=0,1,- -, Numin, where |HAX2|>
d(k) = (e — k)(ny — k). ) vz )
Theorem 3 of[[4], which provides a sufficient criterion forS0, the probability thaX; is wrongly decoded conditioned on

DMT-optimality of an STBC-scheme, is rephrased here wit iS given by
its statement consistent with the notations and terminolog \X(SNR)|

used in this paper. [HAX, ||
. . P.(X;|H) = E —— 8
Theorem 1: [4] For a quasi-statiaz; x n,, MIMO channel (Xa [H) Pt Q ( V2 C)

with Rayleigh fading and perfect CSIR, an STBC-scheine .
that satisfies{3) is DMT-optimal for any value of if for all The probability of codeword error averaged over all channel

possible pairs of distinct codewordX;, Xs) of X(SNR), realizations is given by
the difference matriXX; — X, = AX # O is such that,
- X =AX S P = En (P.(Xa[H)) = [ p(H)P (X H)HL

Pe(Xl — X2|H) = Q <

det(AXAXT) > SNR™(1-5%), . _ .
wherep(.) denotes “probability density function (pdf) of”. Let
Relying on Theoreni]l, an explicit construction scheme
was presented to obtain DMT-optimal LSTBC-schemes whose
LSTBCs are minimal-delayl( = »;) and obtained from cyclic and consider the set of channel realizatighsiefined in [5)
division algebras (CDA). All these STBCs have a symbgj; the top of the next page. Now,
rate of n, complex symbols per channel use, irrespective

£ := event that there is a codeword error

of the value ofn,. However, Theorenl]1 does not account p, = /p(H)Pe(X1|H)dH+/ p(H)P. (X, |H)dH
for LSTBC-schemes whose LSTBCs transmit less than o Oe

complex symbols per channel use. In the following section, = P(0,&)+P(O%¢)

we present an enhanced DMT-criterion that brings within its = PO)PE|O) +P(O¢), 9)



0 = {H ’ log, det (Im + SNRHHH> < rlogy SN R + o(log, SNR)} (5)
Tt

_ o N

o 2 {H > log, (1 + S—R||h |2) > rlogy, SNR + o(log, SNR)} (6)

where R.) denotes “probability of” andD° = {HH ¢ O}.

P(O) is the well-known probability of outafd2] and RE|O) _ - ~ .
is the probability of codeword error given that the chansel i P(0.€) = P (0’5) +P (0’5)
in outage. BothP(©) and RE|O) have been derived in][2] _ P(@)P(E@) i P((’),g)
to be B z
PO) = SNR0). (10) < PO)+P(0.¢). (17)
P(|O) = SNR°. (11)

In Appendix A, it is shown that

whered*(r) is given in Definition[. So, the DMT curve of A e (ne—r)
g . L P(O) = SNR™"\"r 1), 18

an STBC is determined completely by(®<, &), which is ©) (18)

the probability that there is a codeword error and the chlanrgy, we are now left with the evaluation of(l@ig), which

is not in outage. To obtain an upper bound 0P, &), s done as follows.

we proceed as follows. Note thaf, + (SNR/n,)HH” is

a positive definite matrix. Denoting the rows & by h;, P(@,E) = / p(H) P, (X [H)dH
i=1,---,n,, we have, |/"§)SNR)|
SNR = SNR
log, det (Inr ) E:log2 (1 + —||h I > o SNR)|

Z HHUlDlVF I
- / \/5 H
which is due to the Hadamard’s inequality which states that

the determinant of a positive definite matrix is less than or 1 ( SNR” HUD
ST ) . _ [HUD, || l ull
equal to the product of its diagonal entries. Define the set of = E dH
channel realization® as shown in[{B) at the top of the page.

Now, clearly,®¢ C © and hence 1% SNR”
- _ Z / ('HlDlH) dHl, (20)
P(0%, &) <P(0,€). (12) o, V2
Hence, using[(12) in{9), we have where [19) is obtained usindg](8) andX; = U,D,V/,
obtained upon SVD, withU; € C™*™, D, € R™*T,
P, < P(O)P(E]O) +P(0,€). (13) Vi€ C™".In (20),H, = HU,; and

We now need to evaluate (@, £). Denoting the entries of ,
Hby hij,i=1,---,ny, j=1,---,n, we observe that o2 {Hl‘ i 5108y (14 SNRIRi[?) > nerlogy SNR }

" + o(logy SNR)
S0 logy (14 SN jn, 2)

Denoting the entries dfl; = HU, by h;; (1), we define the set

= Z1og2 (—Z 1+SNR|h¢j|2)> O as

7j=1
AL - S, logy (14 SNRIA; (D[2) > nerlogy SNR
= n—tZZlogz 1+ SNR|hi[?), (16) Oz—{Hl‘ 7 ’ + o(logy SNR) [
=1 j=1

with (@8) following from the concavity ofog(.) and Jensen’s
inequality.
We now define two disjoint sets of channel realizatidhs
and O as shown in[{14) and_(15) at the top of the next page.
Clearly, O is the disjoint union of® and @. Therefore, X (SNR)I [H.Dy||
Z / ( ) dH;. (21)

P(0.€) =
3In literature, <’ is often used instead of<’ in (E) to define the outage
probability. However, for either definition[ {1L0) holds éru Now, we evaluate each of the summands[af (21). We have

In Appendix B, it is shown tha®; = O] almost surely. As a
result, [20) becomes



O 2 {H | log, (1 + SN—RHh ||2> > rlogy SNR + o(log, SNR) > %ZZlogz(l + SNRIhi;|?) 3, (14)
; t -
= i=1 j=1
O 2 (H —221% (14 SNRJhj|?) > rlogy SNR + o(logy SNR) (15)
g
=1 j=1

with 6 — 0T. Noting that d3(I) are the eigenvalues of

|\HlDl||> (HHlDlem) AX;AXF, from @), we haveHAXlH2 < SNR and hence,
/Ol/pml)cz( ) < [ vome (T e yan T which leads e B e
< 0 (HHlDlein) 22) Therefore, we obtain
< 7 ,

d3(l) < SNR, Vj=1,2,-- ,m. 26
()< j (26)

where |[H;D; || min = info, {|[H;D;||} (inf stands for "infi- As a result, whem\ > SNR, we are guaranteed to have
mum of’). Denoting the non-zero entries &, by d;(1), a5 >0 foralli=1,--- n. j=1,-- n,. Now, suppose
4,1,2,---ny (itis to be noted that these are the singular valudRata;; >0 foralli =1,---,n,, j =1,---,n. Then, [Zb)
of AX; and we assume thakX; is full-ranked, i.e. of rank leads to

ng, Which is necessary for the STBC to have a diversity gain ey
of nyn,. whenr = 0), we have _ ntSNR H d2 5 — 0+
D7, = mf [AOIRHO) (23) : .
2; ’ So, whendet(AXAXY) = [T}, d3(1) > SNR™ (77, we
have A > SNR° and henceau > 0O,vVi=1,---,n, V¥
Leta;; = |hi;(1)|*. The problem of evaluatingH, D, ||2,;,, can j=1,---,n. So, from [24),
be interpreted as the following convex optimization prainle
A 1
Ny Nt a;; = N
minimize ZZQW : ’ [ntd?(l) SNR
’ ==t Using this in [2B), we obtain
subject to
= log(1+a;; SNR) < —(r+6)log SNR, HD N il
n¢ ;le J H l l”mzn ;JZI nt SNR
—a.. < 0 Vi:]"a"'anra Tor - Tt
CEE R 7S > ZZ<——olog25NR)) (27)
=1 1
whered — 0T ( tends to zero through positive valﬁ)asThe - )\J_ o(logy SN R)
solution to this optimization problem is i " 0 2
> SNR (28)
ay; = 1 w _ 7 (24) Wwhere [27) is due to[(26) and{228) is due to the fact that
SNR | nid;(1) A S SNR0 Therefore, from[(22) and the Chernoff bound
where) is the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) multiplier satisfy- @ () < 3€ %’ z > 0, we obtain
ing
- T ([H:D, | 1 _swr? +
r t ASNR /O,p(Hl)Q< \/5 dH; < 26 , 0—=0 (29)
ZZlog 1+ (l) — =ni(r+9)logSNR 1
1=1 j=1

Usin in , we have, as— 0F
with § — 07 and hence, 929 in2)

n P(0.€) < |X(SNR)| _snps

Y [ AS N R — ny(r + 6)log SNR  (25) 2 ;

Pt = (cSNR™ + o(log, SNR)) e N (30)
= SNR™™, (31)

i - rT

“throughout the paperg'— 071’ implies that is an infinitesimal positive WhereTKTB])) is due to the .farl::t thM(SNR” = SNR™ =
real number, i.e., immeasurably close to zero on the pesital line but not ¢S NVE™ + o(log, SNR) with ¢ a pOSItIV.e ConStant and(B1)

zero. follows from the definition of exponential equality=". So,



using [18) and[{31) in((A7), we obtain Definition 6: (Symbol rate) The symbol raféof the LSTBC

_ . max{—ny (np—1),—o0} given by [33) isk/T complex symbols per channel use. Such
PO,€) < SNR an STBC is called a rate/T STBC.

= SNRTOm, (32)  For the LSTBC given by[{33), the system model given by
Using [10), [11) and(32) i (13), we arrive at @) can be rewritten as
P, = SN Rmax{—d"(r),—ni(nr—r)} ’U;—C\(—Y/) =4 /% (IT ® I:I) Gs + ’U;—C\(_ﬁ), (34)
SNR*d*(’r‘) g

_ _ _ . _ whereG € R2?T™+x2k s called theGenerator matrix of the
whered*(r) is as defined in Definitiofl5 and this proves thetgc ands c R2*1 poth defined as

DMT-optimality of the STBC-scheme whell (7) is satisfied.
Now, combining the above result and that of Theofdm 1, e~ e~

we see that an STBC-scheme is DMT-optimal if for each G [““(AH) vec(Aiq), -, vec(Arr) ”6C(AkQ)] +(35)

codeword difference matriAX # O of X(SNR), s

[s11,81Q,- ", SkI, SkQ), (36)

det(AXAXH) 3 gNRmin{n(1=0)n (1=5)})

1——r

B D) with Eg gtr Gss'G” %3: Tns. A necessary condition for

an LSTBC given by [(33) to be sphere-decodalilel [19] is

This completes the proof of the theorem. B that the constellationd should be a finite subset of 2k-

Note: TheorenTl can also be proved using the steps of tbanensional real lattice with each of the real symbols tgkin
proof of Theoreni2. To do so, we need to redefihgiven by |A|ﬁ possible values. Further,i/T < n,,;,, all the symbols
@) asO £ {H|log, det(l,, + SXEH"H) < rlog, SNR+ of the STBC can be entirely decoded using the standard
o(logy, SNR)}. RedefiningO this way is justified because sphere-decoder [19] or its variations [20],_[21]. However,
det(I+AB) = det(I+BA). With O thus redefined, proceedingwhen k/T > min(n,,n,), for each of the|A|(1*"m;i”T)
as in the proof of Theorefd 2 frorill(5) onwards helps us arriygssibilities for any2 (k—n.,:,T) real symbols, the remaining
at the proof of Theorerhl 1. 2nminT real symbols can be evaluated using the sphere

The implication of Theoreifnl 2 is that for asymmetric MIMOdecoder. Hence, the ML-complexity of the rd;;e-STBC in
systems, it relaxes the requirement demanded by Thddrem

the minimum of the determinants of the codeword differen . .
X . here-decod lexity of a ratey,, STBC.
matrices of STBCs that the STBC-scheme consists of. In t% ere-decoding compiexity ota r

. . . Definition 7: (LSTBC-scheme) An LSTBC-schemeX is
following section, we show the usefulness of Theoidm 2 0 coed as a familv of LSTBCS (indexed N R) of block
the context of LSTBCs for asymmetric MIMO systems. y

length T so that ¥ = {X.(SNR)}, where the STBC
X (SNR) corresponds to a signal-to-noise ratio 9V R at
each receive antenna.

1— "minT

500h a scenario is approximatelyﬂ( #=) times the

IV. DMT-OPTIMALITY CRITERION FORLSTBC-SCHEMES

In its most general form, an LSTB@’, is given by For an LSTBCX, (SN R) of the form given by[(38), from
(3), we have that for each codeword matx € X7,(SNR),
k [811781Qa"' aS]iCIa 12172,,|XL(SNR)|,
XL = (sitAir + sioAig), | skg) € ACRZEXL & )
2 ST A A € CexT IX:]12 = |Gs|> < SNR,

) 33) whereG ands are as defined il (85) anf_(36), respectively.
where A;; and A;, are complex matrices, calledeight Eqor convenience. we assume that

matrices [13], associated with the real information symbols
sir ands;g, respectively. It is to be noted théh;, Aq,i = XLI?S&]@(R){HGSHQ} = SNR
1,---,k} forms an independent set ov&: In the case of

most known LSTBCs, either all the real symbals, s and hence,

respectively take values independently from the same kigna
set A’, in which case

A=A x A x - x A,

2k times When the bit rate of X, (SNR) is rlog, SNR +
or, each symbol paifs;s, siq) jointly takes values from a o(log, SNR) bits per channel use, we haye(SNR)| =
real constellationd” c R?*! (the same can be viewed asSN R'”, whereA(SN R) is the2k dimensional real constella-
each complex symbol; = si; + jsiq taking values from a tion of X', (SN R). Further, when each of th& real symbols
complex constellation) , independent of other symbol pairs takes values from the same real constellatidiiSNR), it
which case

max|sis|? = SNR,
SiI

el = Syg (Fi= Lok @)
S$iQ

T/ " "
A=A XA % XA, 5In literature, “symbol rate” is referred to simply as 'ratén this paper, to
k times avoid confusion with the bit rate, which i@g%ﬁ bits per channel use, we

have opted to use the term “symbol rate”.



follows that . symbol vector takes values from, as evident from (33). How-
|A'(SNR)| = SNR7 . (38) ever, for an LSTBC, the set of weight matrices (equivalently
its generator matrix) and the&k-dimensional constellation
need not be unique. As an example, consider the Perfect code
for 3 transmit antennas, which encodasdependent complex

symbols, and can be expressed as

9
x; € A q2 — )
Xp = {Z(%[Au + TiQAQ), | i=1 2M.2. .HSX } ;

i=1

For the special case ofl'(SNR) = uApam Where,u is a
scalar normalizing constant designed to satisfy the caims$r
in (32), Arr_pam is the regulard/-PAM constellation given
by

e s [ ][ 4]

(39  whereA,;2_yrx is an M2-HEX constellation given by
a,b e -AM PAM }

anduAy—pam = {pala € Apyr—pam}, we have from[(38) and pee
=e F.

Apz_ppx = {a—i- wb
@),

M = SNR%,
uM = SNR2

We can equivalently expreskp as

9
Xp = Z(SUA;I + 5iQAQ) Szi’ 5@ € Am-pan, ;
2 (1-1F). - i=1,2,---,9.
and henceu® = SNR i=1
For an LSTBC-schemeY that satisfies[{3) and has awhere
bit rate of rlog, SNR + o(log, SNR) bits per channel Al — A
use with the real symbols of its LSTBCs taking values fl ”1’ 3 } i=1,2,---,9.

— 1A VBAL
from a scaled M-PAM, the LSTBCs XL (SNR) can be iQ = ~yAir + 3 Aig-

e>2<pressed astz(SNR) {uX|X € Xy (SNR)}, where |y general, any LSTBCY; with a generator matrixG

. _rT . .
pt o= .SNR(I ©) and Xy (SNR) is the unnormalized  and a2k dimensional constellationd that is a subset of
(so that it does not satisfy the energy constraint give)) (3a 2k-dimensional real lattice can be alternatively viewed
LSTBC given by to have GG, as its generator matrix and 2k-dimensional

constellationd’ that is a subset &82**1, whereG ¢ R2k*2k

k $il; 8iQ € An—pam, is the generator matrix of.
Xy (SNR) = Z(SiIAiI+5iQAiQ), 1=1,2,--- Kk, .
i=1 M =SNR'T". In the following lemma, we prove that for an LSTBC-

(40) scheme to be DMT-optimal, the symbol rate of its LSTBCs
has to be at least equal 19, .
With X, (SNR) and Xy (SN R) thus defined, we define the ;... ;. An LSTBC-scheme whose LSTBCs have a sym-
non-vanishing determinant property of an LSTBC-scheme g§; rate less tham. = min(ne,n,) is not DMT-optimal.

follows. Proof: With th t del f LSTBC given b
Definition 8: (Non-vanishing determinant) An LSTBC- roof: Wi © system mogel for an gien by

T~T
schemeY is said to have the non-vanishing determinant pro@) from [2), we haveE, (tr (GSS G_ )? = Tny. The
erty if the codeword difference matricésX of X;;(SNR) are instantaneous capacity(H) of the equivalent channel [31]

such that

min_det (AXAX") = SNR°.
AXAO

A necessary and sufficient condition for an LSTBC-schem

{XL(SNR)} where X1 (SN R) has weight matrices ;
,k and encodes its real symbols usmg
PAM, to have the non-vanishing determinant property is th@]

A’LI! AzQ; 1 =1,

the design¥y, defined as

SNR _

is given by
HT) ,

WhereH = 1; @ H and this capacity is achieved by letting the
inputs ~ N (02kx1, 3 ng) (*s be a real Gaussian vector with
ero mean and covariance matéll(wc "). The ergodic capacity
C is given as

1
CH) = o7 log, det (IQT»”T

C = EH (C(H))

k
Xy = { Z(SHAZ'I + 5iQAiQ),

i=1

8i1,8iQ € 4,
i=1,2,--- k. [’
(41)
is such that for any non-zero matrk of X7,
det (XX') > C,
whereC' is some strictly positive constant bounded away from
0.
Remark: Any LSTBC is completely specified by a set of

weight matrices (equivalently, its generator matrix, dedirn
(39)) and a2k-dimensional real constellatiod that its real

SNR _

EH <1Og2 det (Ing

7))

(10g2 det (ng + —GTH HG)) (42)

< 1og2 det (EH ( H HG)) (43)
n.SN R
= ﬁ log, det (ng + B GTG)
1 nSNR
= 37 log, det (ng + o D) ) (44)



where [42) is due to the identijet (I + AB) = det(I+BA), and having the NVD property achieves the optimal DMT and
(43) is due to Jensen’s inequality and the fact thgtdet(.) is such LSTBCs can make use of the sphere decoder efficiently.
concave[[3B] on the convex set of positive definite matricelsSTBC-schemes with these properties can be obtained lfirect
and [4%) is obtained upon the singular value decompositinom the raten; LSTBC based LSTBC-schemes with NVD,
of GTG, resulting inGTG = UDU”. We note tha( is full- as shown in the following corollary.

ranked sincgA;r,Aig,i = 1,2,--- ,k} forms anindependent  Corollary 2: Consider an LSTBC-schemeX  with

set overR and denoting the diagonal entriesBfby d;, i = NVD, consisting of rate:;, minimal-delay LSTBCs

1,2,---,2k, we have X(SNR) = {;4X|X € Xy(SNR)} with ;2 = SNR(O~7)
| 2k d and

Cc < —Zlog2 (1—!— (nr Z) SNR> .
2T = n Xy (SNR)
The above equation reveals that < %log2 SNR + ny sir, SiQ € Ani—pam,
o(logs SN R). Since the ergodic capacity itself is at most = Z(S”A” + sigAiQ), i=1,2,---,n?, ,
%bgz SNR + o(logy SNR), if % < Mumin, the error proba- i=1 M = SNR# .

bility of the LSTBC-scheme is bounded away from 0 when ) i
r > k/T. Hence, the diversity gaif(r) of the LSTBC-scheme and 1€t Z < {1,2,---,ni}, W'th, IZl = nnr, where
is not given by [(4), making the LSTBC-scheme strictly sulr < "t~ Then, the LSTBC-schem&” consisting of L?T?CS
optimal with respect to DMT. m V(SNR) = {iX|X € X(SNR)}, with > = SNR(~7)
So, for DMT-optimality, the LSTBCs of the LSTBC-scheme2d
should have a symbol rate of at least,;,, complex symbols X;(SNR)
per channel use. Now, we givg a sufficiency criterion for an SiI, 8iq € An_pam,
LSTBC-scheme to be DMT-optimal. - Z(S”A” +si0Aig), | €T,
Corollary 1: An LSTBC-scheme X, whose LSTBCs et M = SNR=.

are given by X, (SNR) = XX € Ay(SNR)} with
g y AL ) (x| o ) is DMT-optimal for then; x n, quasi-static MIMO channel

. 1-—r

p=SNR\ mmin/ and with Rayleigh fading and CSIR.
The proof is a trivial application of Corollafy 1 and the fact
Ay (SNR) that X’ also has the NVD property. As an example, consider
- sir, Si0 € An_pam, the Golden code-schemie [8]; = {Xc(SNR)}, where
= Z (sirAir + 5i0Ai@), | =12, ,npminT, 3,
i=1 M = SN R7min . Xo(SNR)
is DMT optimal for the quasi-static Rayleigh faded x n, (1 4 526) (s5 1 546) $i5,8iQ € AM_PAM,
. - L _ a(sy +s20) sz + 540 P

MIMO channel with CSIR if it has the non-vanishing deter-= { { G(ss +548)  G(sr + 520) } 3\4;,52}3}%4%.’ }

minant property.

The proof follows from the application of Theorel 2. 9 . (1-3) o _ =
Notice the difference between the above result and thetres%ﬁ]du - SNR @0 =0 _t \/5)./2’ 6 =(1- \/5)/.2’

. a = 1+j0 anda = 1+ j6. It is known that Xg is
from Theorem 2 of[[4]. The latter result relies on STBC: . .
. . DMT-optimal for arbitrary values of,.. So, from Corollary

schemes that are based on rateL STBCs, irrespective of the LSTBC-schem&”, — {X"-(SNR)}, where
the values ofn,, while our result only requires that thelz' GG ’
symbol rate of the LSTBC benin(n, n,) complex symbols
per channel use which, together with NVD, guarantees DM
optimality of the LSTBC-scheme. The usefulness of our tesul

AL(SNR)

. . . ) 8i1,5iQ € AM—PAM,
for asymmetric MIMO systems is discussed in the following a(s1 + s20) 0 i=1,2.
section. =\ 0 a(s1 + s20) M = SNR",
“2 - SNler’

V. DMT-OPTIMAL LSTBC-SCHEMES FORASYMMETRIC  is DMT-optimal for a2 x 1 MIMO system.
MIMO SYSTEMS

LSTBC-schemes consisting of ratg-LSTBCs and having A. Full-diversity QOSTBC-scheme for the 4 x 1 MIMO system
the NVD property are known to be DMT-optimal for arbitrary The QOSTBC of [12], which is a rateLSTBC, is given
number of receive antennas. The methods to construct s
LSTBCs for arbitrary values of,; with minimal-delay " =
n;) have been proposed inl[4], 10] and such constructions ©1 wy w3 a4
with additional properties have also been proposed foriipec . _ —zy @} i 21,22 € Ay _Qanr
number of transmit antennas - the perfect codes for 2, 3, 4 an S
6 transmit antennas][9]. For the case < n,, Corollary[1 v 2 (45)
establishes that an LSTBC-scheme based onrateSTBCs

x3, 04 €l T Ap2_gan



10

4
= n
< t
T
- =
: N
.E 'E
o c
2 ®
= )]
a >
0 =
2 0
o} o
2
[a)
0 1

Multiplexing gain: r ! Multiplexing gain: r

Fig. 1. DMT curve for the QOSTBC-scheme, the CIOD-Fig. 2. DMT curve for ratel, 4-group decodable STBC-
STBC-scheme and the Perfect code-scheme [9] fdr-al  schemes[14] and the Perfect code-schémé [10] fotan 1

MIMO system. MIMO system,n; = 2.
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Fig. 3. DMT curve for the fast-decodable LSTBC-schemeg&ig. 4. DMT curve for the fast-decodable LSTBC-scheme
[30], [18] and the Perfect code-scherhé [9] fot & 2 MIMO  [18] and the Perfect code-scheniel[10] fol6ax 3 MIMO
system. system.

where the M?2-QAM, denoted by Ap2_gan is given

by -AM2—QAM £ {a + jb, a,b € AM—PAM}a and ;I = A1, )
e?T Az _gam £ {e?7(a + ib), a,b € Ay—_pan}, is the /iQ:A’iQa i =1,2,
7 /4 radian rotated/2-QAM. The QOSTBC has a minimum I 1A A
determinafft of 256 [12], irrespective of the value of//. i 715( il +Aig), i=3,4.
Expressing[(45) as io = 5(—Air +Aig).
4 Since Xy has a minimum determinant @66 that is invariant
_ ) $1,$2€A1\427QA]\47 ) Q
Xo = {;(ﬂcuAu +2iQAiQ), ' z3,74 € ej%A]w?fQA]\,{- } with M,
4
we note thatty can also be written as Az = {Z(SUAQI + 5i0AlQ); ‘ i1, 8iQ € L } ;
i=1
4
Xo = {Z(SuAﬁz + si0Al0), ’ sir,8i0 € An—pan } , is such that for any non-zero matrk of Xz,
- det (XX") > 1.
where Hence, the QOSTBC-scheme has the NVD property and is

DMT-optimal for an4 x 1 MIMO system.

6The minimum determinant of a square STB&;, = {X;,i =
1,--+,|X|} is defined asnin {|det (X; — X;) |2, X;,X; € Xp,i# 5}
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T1r +Jr3qQ  T2r + jTrag 0 0 i € 0 Aype onnr
—Tor + jTag  T1r — jT3Q 0 0 o —QAM:
X . . i=1,2,3,4, . (46)
0 0 @31 +jr1Q Tar +Jjr2q § =1 tan—(2)
0 0 —x4r +Jwag 31 — jT10Q T2

B. Schemes based on CIOD for the 2 x 1 and 4 x 1 MIMO away from 0 in [34]. Hence, from Corollany]1, LSTBC-
systems schemes consisting of thesegroup decodable STBCs are
The STBC from CIODI[LB] fort transmit antennas, denoted®MT-optimal for n, x 1 MIMO systems, withn, being a
by Xc and defined by[{@6) at the top of the page, is a rateower of2 .

1 LSTBC with symbol-by-symbol ML-decodabilityX~ has

a minimum determinant 0f0.24 when its symbolsr;, i = D. Fast-decodable STBCs
—1 i 2
1,2, 3,4 take va_lues_from aap (2)/2 radian rotatedM_ - In a rate2, LSTBC was constructed for the x 2
QAM constellation, irrespective of value af/. Expressing pimo system and this code was conjectured to have a
@) as minimum determinant ofl0.24 when the real symbols take
it g values from regulai\/-PAM without regards to the value of
4 ZTq e 2_OAM> . . . . .
Xo = S (wirhu +aighig), | i= 172’3% QAM ) M. An mtc_arstmg prc_>perty pf this LSTBC is _that it allows
Pt 0 =1 tan—1(2). fast-decoding, meaning which, for ML-decoding thé real

symbols (or8 complex symbols) of the STBC using sphere
we note that[(47) can be alternatively written as decoding, it suffices to usedareal-dimensional sphere decoder
instead of al6 real-dimensional one. We conjecture that the

si1,8iQ € AM—pam } LSTBC-scheme based on this fast-decodable STBC has the

4
Xeo = {Z(SUAQI + 5iQA%Q),
=1 NVD property and hence is DMT-optimal for thlex 2 MIMO

where system.
, . ' Several rate:,, fast-decodable STBCs have been con-
il = COS.6’Au + sinfAq, } L= 117 2, 37_4, structed in[[18] for various asymmetric MIMO configurations
io = —sinfAir +cosfAiq. [ 6= 5tan"'(2). for example, forl x 2, 6x 2, 6x 3, 8x 2, 8x 3, 8 x4 MIMO sys-
Since Xo has a minimum determinant df).24 independent tems. For am; x n,, asymmetric MIMO system, these STBCs
of the value of)M, any non-zero matriX of transmit a total ofn;n,. complex symbols im, channel uses

and with regards to ML-decoding, only ann, — % complex-
dimensional sphere decoder is required, as againsi;an
complex-dimensional sphere decoder required for decoding
general rate:, LSTBCs. These STBCs are constructed from
H division algebra and STBC-schemes based on these STBCs

det (XX ) 2 0.04. have the NVD property [18]. Hence, for an x n,, asymmetric
Hence, the CIOD based STBC-scheme has the NVD propeMyMO system, LSTBC-schemes consisting of these rate-
and is DMT-optimal for a4 x 1 MIMO system. Hence, the fast-decodable STBCs are DMT-optimal. The DMT curves for
CIOD based STBC-scheme is DMT-optimal fota 1 MIMO ~ some well known DMT-optimal LSTBC-schemes are shown
system. Using the same analysis, one can show that the STBCFig. [I, Fig.[2, Fig[B and FidJ4. In all the figures, the
scheme based on the CIOD fdrtransmit antennas is DMT- Perfect code-scheme refers to the LSTBC-scheme that islbase
optimal for the2 x 1 MIMO system. on raten, perfect codes[]9],[10] and this scheme is known
to be DMT-optimal for arbitrary number of receive antennas
[4]. The DMT-curves of the LSTBC-schemes that are based
on raten,. LSTBCs coincide with that of the rater perfect
code-scheme.

4
Az = {Z(S“A;I + 5iQAiQ); i1, 8iQ € Z } ,
i=1

is such that

C. Four-group decodable STBC-schemes for n, x 1 MIMO
systems

For the special case of, being a power o2, rated, 4-group
decodable STBCS have been extensively studied in litexatur
[14)-[17]. For all these STBCs, then, real symbols taking _ o
values from PAM constellations can be separated into four!n this paper, we have presented an enhanced sufficient
equal groups such that the symbols of each group can @#&erion for DMT-optimality of STBC-schemes using which
decoded independently of the symbols of all the other groupée have established the DMT optimality of several low ML-
For all these STBCs, the minimum determinant, irrespecti#coding complexity LSTBC-schemes for certain asymmetric

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

of the size of the signal constellation, is given byl[17] MIMO systems. However, obtaining a necessary and sufficient
. . condition for DMT-optimality of STBC-schemes is still an
Aﬁ)}glo = dpmiry open problem. Further, obtaining low ML-decoding complex-

ity STBC-schemes with NVD for arbitrary number of transmit

where dpmin is the minimum product distance in;/2 real antennas is another possible direction of research.
dimensions, which has been shown to be a constant bounded
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Ny o SNR

O 2 { |hij? § log, 1+—§ |hij|? | > rlogy SNR 4+ o(logy SNR) > — § § logy(1+ SNR|hi;|?) ¢ (48)
3 t = -
_ i=1 j=1

APPENDIXA APPENDIX B
EVALUATION OF P(O) We prove here tha®; = O] almost surely. As before, the
rows of H are denoted b)hz', i=1,2, - ,n,. Let|h;[]* =
We have SNR=%s andua £ [uy, ug,--- ,un,,]’ be a complex column
vector independent df;, Wlth elther|uj|2 SNR or u; =
~ 0,7=1,2,---,ng. Defining the indicatordy, I», -- -, I,,, as
PO) — / p(H)dH
1L if Ju;|*>=SNRY
UL 771 0 otherwise
= HHp z_] 17 (49)
01521 we have
N / LT TT phi 1)l ), (50) > = hiuy Y il
i=1j=1 Jj=1 k=1

where [49) is because of the independence of the entries .

of H and [BD) is by change of variables, witA defined T

as shown in[(48) at the top of the page. It is well known Zm”' " +2 Z Z Re(hihiiuju)
that p(|h;;|?) = e~I"sl" for Rayleigh fading. Let/n?;| =
SNR~“is. Now, p(c;;) = (log, SNR)e SNE "7 SNR~i,
Defining the vectorae as o = [aj)i=1,... .., j=1,--.n,» W& where R¢.) denotes “the real part of* and

have
B =min{a;; | I; # 0}j=1,2, n,

A — .  SNR™%ij — S s
PO) = 'i/é e s SNR™ =™ dax, (51) Note that[(5R) is due to the fact that thg /’s are independent
random variables. Now, denoting tié row of HU; by h;(1),
let |h;;(1)]* = SNR~Pu. It is to be noted that sinc®; is
e unitary, each row and column &f; has at least one non-zero
22, logo (1 +2; SNRnitj) > rlogy SNR entry. Denoting the positions of these non-zero entriesién t
O0={a 5 logy (1+ SNRI-o4) < :t:ﬁ(?g?ssz\]/v}f)’ it" column b)ﬁyi, i=1,2,--- ,ng, i # n; fori # j (note that
. 4 o(logy SNR) [m, 777nt_] =11,2,---,nP, whereP is some permutation
matrix of sizen; x n;), from (52), we have

=1 k=j+1
- SNR 8 almost surely (52)

wherex = (log, SNR)™" and

Bij < aiy; almost surely

Hence,

{ ’Zmax{o Al = ijtj=1,m ) > }

Zz](l Oé”)+ < ner

wheremax{.} denotes “the largest element of”. Note that mX:log2 (1+ SNR|hi;(1)] %) Zlog2 (1+ SNleﬁij)
(1), the integrand is exponentially decaying withv R when ;=1 j=1
any one of thew;; is negative, unlike a polynomial decay

> logy (14 SNR'™w)

when all thea;; are non-negative. Hence, using the concept 2
developed in[[2], j=1
P(O) = SNR™/(e7), = ) logy (1+ SNRIh;|?)
j=1
where o
ne g almost surely and this is true for all=1,2,--- ,n,. Hence,
flary= inf ¢> > ay ¢, almost surely
ONR* | =55
= log, (1+ SNR|h;(1) Zlog2 (1+ SNR|h;|?) .
with R* representing the set of non-negative real numbers.’T i

is easy to check that the infemum occurs When all but t\/\g)o S logy (14 SNRIhiy|2) > nerlogy SNR + ology SNR) =
2 ij t 2 2
of alj arel — .=, while the other two ard — ;- + ¢ and >y ogs (1+ SNRIh; (D) > nirlogy SNR+ oflog, SNR) al-

1— = — & respectively, wheré — 0+. Hence, maost surely. Sincd); is urytary, it can be similarly proven that
) B B >4, logs (1+ SNRJhi; (1)] ) > mgrlog, SNR + o(logy SNR)
P(O) = SNR™™(n =), = 3, logy (1+ SNRIhi;|*) > nirlog, SNR+ o(log, SNR)



almost surely. Hence,

> logy (1+ SNRIhi;[?) > nerlogy SNR+ oflogy SNR)
i
<~
> logy (1+ SNRIhi;()?) > nyrlogy SNR+ o(logy SNR)

0,3

almost surely and hencé); = O; almost surely.
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