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Abstract

The point-to-point multiple-antenna channel is invedtigain uncorrelated block fading environment with
Rayleigh distribution. The maximum throughput and maximexpected-rate of this channel are derived under
the assumption that the transmitter is oblivious to the okhstate information (CSI), however, the receiver has
perfect CSI. First, we prove that in multiple-input singletput (MISO) channels, the optimum transmission strategy
maximizing the throughput is to use all available antenmas gerform equal power allocation with uncorrelated
signals. Furthermore, to increase the expected-ratej-layéir coding is applied. Analogously, we establish that
sending uncorrelated signals and performing equal powecatlon across all available antennas at each layer is
optimum. A closed form expression for the maximum contirat#tayer expected-rate of MISO channels is also
obtained. Moreover, we investigate multiple-input mu#éiputput (MIMO) channels, and formulate the maximum
throughput in the asymptotically low and high SNR regimed atso asymptotically large number of transmit or
receive antennas by obtaining the optimum transmit comaeéianatrix. Finally, a distributed antenna system, wherein
two single-antenna transmitters want to transmit a commessage to a single-antenna receiver, is considered. It is
shown that this system has the same outage probability anzkhthroughput and expected-rate, as a point-to-point
2 x 1 MISO channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

The information theoretic aspects of wireless fading cleésnmave received wide attention [1]. The
growing demand for QoS and network coverage inspires theoligaultiple-antenna arrays at the trans-
mitter and/or receiver_[2]-[5]. It has been shown that npldtiantenna arrays have the ability to reach
higher transmission rates| [6]+8]. With no delay constraine ergodic nature of the fading channel can
be experienced by sending very large transmission blocid tlee ergodic capacity is well studied [1].
When the channel variation is slow, the channel can be etdnalatively accurately at the receiver. By
assuming perfect CSI at the receiver but no CSI at the tratemielatar [[6] showed that the ergodic
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capacity of general MIMO channels is achieved by sending racomelated circularly symmetric zero
mean equal power complex Gaussian codebook on all transn@h@as.

Due to the stringent delay constraint for the problem in @bersition, the transmission block length
is forced to be shorter than the dynamics of the slow fadiragess, though still large enough to yield
a reliable communication. The performance of such chanm@susually evaluated by outage capacity.
The notion of capacity versus outage was introducedin B]], Jorswieck and Boch [10] proved that in
uncorrelated MISO channels, the optimum transmit strategymizing the outage probability is to use a
fraction of all available transmit antennas and performa¢guower allocation with uncorrelated signals.

The maximum throughput is an important performance measubtock fading channels [11], which
is defined as the maximum of the product of the transmissite @ad the probability of successful
transmission using a single-layer code (see DefiniHon .mentioned in[[10], their results on the
outage probability cannot be directly applied to this neetiue to the maximization. In this paper, we
prove that to achieve the maximum throughput in an uncdeeéldISO channel, the optimum transmit
strategy is to send equal power uncorrelated signals froravallable antennas (see Theorem 1).

The maximum average achievable rate is another performameasure which is important in some
applications. A good example for such applications is a T¥abdicasting system where users with better
channels can receive additional services such as high til@hiffiVvV signals [12]. Due to the large number
of users, the transmitter cannot access the CSI. In ordectease the average achievable rate, Shamai and
Steiner [13] proposed a broadcast approach (multi-layeing) for a point-to-point block fading channel
with no CSI at the transmitter. Since the average achievabdeincreases with the number of code layers,
they reached the highest average achievable rate usingtiawaums-layer (infinite-layer) code. This idea
was applied to a two-hop single-relay channellinl [14],] [1&]¢channel with two collocated cooperative
users in[[16], and a two-hop parallel-relay network (thentbad channel) in [17]. Multi-layer coding can
also achieve the maximum average achievable rate in a béatkg multiple-access channel with no CSI
at the transmitters [18]. The optimized trade-off betwdesm QoS and network coverage in a multicast
network was derived in_[12] using the broadcast approache Hge derive the maximum expected-rate
of MISO channels, which is defined as the maximum averagedadxe rate when a multi-layer code is
transmitted (see Definiti(ﬂ 2). TheorQn 2 proves that to miee the expected-rate in MISO channels, it
is optimum to transmit equal power independent signals bavaillable antennas in each layer. Using the
continuous-layer coding approach, the maximum expecitsl-af MISO channels is then obtained and
formulated in closed form in Propositian 4.

To evaluate the maximum throughput in uncorrelated MIMOncieds, the distribution of the instanta-

neous mutual information is crucial. 1n_[19], [20], it is sk that the distribution of the instantaneous



mutual information in MIMO channels is always very close be tGaussian distribution.The mean and
variance of this equivalent Gaussian distribution werevedrin [20] for asymptotic ranges of the number
of antennas. As this distribution is not tractable in geh&@dMO channels, here we consider four

asymptotic cases: asymptotically low SNR regime, asyngatty high SNR regime, asymptotically large

number of transmit antennas, and asymptotically large mumobreceive antennas. In all four cases, the
optimum covariance matrix is obtained and the maximum tijinput expression is derived.

Finally, the maximum throughput and maximum expected-adta distributed antenna system with
two single-antenna transmitters and one single-antenteivey is obtained. It is also proved that any
achievable throughput, expected-rate, ergodic capauity,outage capacity in a MISO channel with two
transmit antennas are also achievable in this channel.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Secmmthe preliminaries are presented. The
maximum throughput and the maximum expected-rate of MIS@nohkls are derived in SectioQ 11
andm, respectively. The maximum throughputs in four asiotip cases of MIMO channels are obtained
in Section@/. In Section_VI, a distributed antenna systemhwwo transmitters is analyzed. Finally,

Sectio@ concludes the paper.

[I. PRELIMINARIES
A. Notation

Throughout the paper, we represent the probability of evely Pr{ A}, and the expected and variance
operations byE(-) and Vaf-), respectively. The notationlt” is used for natural logarithm, and rates
are expressed imats We denotef,(-) and Fi(-) as the probability density function (PDF) and the
cumulative density function (CDF) of random variabte respectively. For any functiod'(z), let us
define F(x) 2 1 — F(z) and F'(z) = @ X is a vector,Q is a matrix, and Q) denotes the trace
of Q. I,,, denotes the:y; x n, identity matrix. s° is the optimum solution with respect to the variable
We denote the conjugation, matrix transpose, and matrijugate transpose operators by, and T,
respectivelyR(-) and<¥(-) represent the real and imaginary parts of complex variadohels - | represents
the absolute value or modulus operatelet” is used for the determinant operator and,é@) is the/'th
ordered eigenvalue of matri). Let h, denote the&’th component of vectoh, andh, . denote the/, k)'th
entry of matrixH. CN(0,1) denotes the complex circularly symmetric Gaussian distiob with zero
mean and unit variance antl (11, o) denotes the Gaussian distribution with mearmand variancer?.
Wi (+) is the zero branch of the Lambaéit-function, also called the omega function, which is the isee
function of f(W) = We" [21]. Ei(z) is the exponential integral function, which f%“’ ?dt, x > 0.

2 '

['(n,x) 2 [ tr~le~'dt is the upper incomplete gamma function, anh) = I'(n,0). F(n) = 2% and

I(n)




t2 . . . .
Qz) 2 \/%_W [* e~z dt represent the Her's digamma function [22] an@-function, respectively.

B. Problem Setup
A MIMO channel withn, transmit antennas and. receive antennas is defined as a channel with the
following input-output relationship:
Y =HX + Z, 1)
where Y is the received signalH ~ [CN(0,1)], .,, is the channel matrixZ ~ [CN(0,1)] is
the independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) aitdi white Gaussian noise (AWGN), and is the

nexX1

transmitted signal under the following total power coristra
E ()?UZ’) —E <tr ()Z‘)?T)) —tr (E ()?)Z’*)) <P )

Defining Q as the transmit covariance matrix, i.Q,= E (X’X’T> the instantaneous mutual information

is
Z = Indet (I,, + HQH') = Indet (I, + QH'H) . (3)
In a MISO channel, the channel coefficients are representesi\®ctorh” ~ [CA(0, 1)],,, 1, @and
Y =hX + Z. (4)

In the following, the performance metrics which are wideged throughout the paper are defined.

Definition 1 The throughpuRR, is the average achievable rate when a single-layer code avitked rate
R is transmitted, i.e., the transmission rate times the pblity of successful transmission. The maximum
throughput, namelyR?", is the maximum of the throughput over all transmit covaceimatricesQ, and
transmission ratef?. Mathematically,

RM 2 max Pr{Z > R} R, (5)

tr(Q)<p

Definition 2 The expected-rat® ; is the average achievable rate when a multi-layer code isdnaitted,
i.e., the statistical expectation of the achievable ratee Thaximum expected-rate, nama&y’, is the
maximum of the expected-rate over all transmit covarianag&rioces and transmission rates in each layer,
and all power distributions of the layers. Mathematically,

A K

Ry = nax > Pr{Z;> R} R, (6)

r(Qi)<p; =1
S, P=P



where R;, Q;, and Z; are the transmission rate, transmit covariance matrix, anstantaneous mutual
information in the:i'th layer, respectively.

If a continuum of code layers are transmitted, the maximunticoous-layer (infinite-layer) expected-
rate, namelyR*, is given by maximizing the continuous-layer expected-mter the layers’ power

distribution.

Definition 3 The ergodic capacityCeqy is the maximum expected value of the instantaneous mutual

informationZ over all transmit covariance matriceQ. Mathematically,

Corg 2 max E(Z). )
tr(Q)<P

The main focus of this paper is to solve the following prokdem

Problem 1 To obtain the optimum transmit covariance matrix, denotgdQy, which maximizes the
throughputR, in the MISO channel.

Theorenﬂl proves that the optimum transmit strategy is twstrat uncorrelated signals on all antennas

with equal powers, i.eQ° = %Im, and provides the maximum throughput expression.

Problem 2 To derive the optimum transmit covariance matrix in eachetay.e., Q?, for finite-layer

coding in the MISO channel, which maximizes the expectexiRa.

As we shall see in TheoreH\ 2, the optimum transmit covarianagix in each layer is in the form of

Q¢ = %Im, and the maximum expected-rate is given by Q (32).

Problem 3 To derive the maximum continuous-layer expected-ftein the MISO channel.

The closed form expression of the maximum continuous-laypected-rate is derived in PropositBn 4.
In the MIMO channel, the PDF of the instantaneous mutualrmédgionZ is not known even for the
simplest case of) = %Im, although there are some approximations in literature $gmptotic cases. In

the next step, the maximum throughputs in four asymptotsesaf the MIMO channel are addressed.

Problem 4 To derive the maximum throughput of the MIMO channel in asgtigally

« low SNR regime
« high SNR regime
« large number of transmit antennas

« large number of receive antennas



Different MIMO approximations are exploited to solve Prem&. For asymptotically low SNR regime,
the MISO results are carried over and the maximum througlhpdt maximum expected-rate are for-
mulated. For asymptotically high SNR regime, Wishart distiion properties[[23] are used to obtain
the maximum throughput. For asymptotically large numbeitrahsmit or receive antennas, Gaussian
approximations for the instantaneous mutual informaticgsented in[[20] are utilized. As we shall see
in Sectionﬂ’, in all aforementioned asymptotic regimes, depimum transmit covariance matrix which
maximizes the throughput Q° = £T,,.

In the last problem, a distributed antenna system congisiintwo single-antenna transmitters with

common messages and a single-antenna receiver is combsidere

Problem 5 To find the minimum outage probability, the maximum throughgmd the maximum expected-

rate in a two-transmitter distributed antenna system.

Theorenﬂ% establishes that any achievable outage prdlyahithe 2 x 1 MISO channel is also achievable
in the two-transmitter distributed antenna system in Fem& Hence, both channels experience the same
instantaneous mutual information distribution and thgreli MISO channel results are applied here with

nt:2.

C. A Few Useful Propositions

In the following, we present three propositions which areduthroughout the paper and they are also
of independent interest.

Proposition 1 In fading channels, the maximum throughput is less than aaktp the ergodic capacity.

Proof: The proof is based on the Markov inequality [24], that isf{fzr) = 0 for = < 0, then, for
a >0, Pr{z>a} <=2 Therefore,vR > 0,

E(Z
Pr{Z > R} < %, (8)
so that
Ry = max Pr{Z>R}R< max E(Z), 9)
tr(Q)<P tr(Q)<P
and Eq. ELB) results becausenxq (q)<p E (Z) equals the ergodic capacity. [ |

Proposition 2 In fading channels, the maximum expected-rate is less thagqual to the ergodic capacity.



Proof: From Eq. HS) it follows that

K
R;cn = Rn}ja)é ZPI {Z; > R;} R;
tr(ai)ugl% =1
Zf{:l Pi=pP

K det (Im +yK, QjHTH)

= max E In -
tf(Qt%Pi i=1  det (Im + Zj:i+1 QJ’HTH>
ZzK:l Pi=pP

k- det (T, + XI5 Q;HH)
= max E|[In

i) Qi K
U(Si%Pi i=1 det (Im + Zj:i-i-l QJ’HTH>
ZzK:l Pi=pP

K
= max E[Indet (Im +) QiHTH>> : (10)

P, Qs -
r(Qi)<Pi =1
Z{(:l p=r
where (a) follows from Propositiorﬂl, andb) follows from the fact that expectation and summation
commute. DefiningQ £ -, Q;, we get

K K

tr(Q) =tr (Z Qz) =2 r(@Q)<} P=P (11)

=1
Inserting Eq.@l) into EqMO), we obtain

RY < max E (Indet (I,, + QH'H)) = max E(Z). (12)
r(Q)<P tr(Q)<P
and Eq. EE) results becauseixq «(q)<p E (Z) equals the ergodic capacity. [ |

Propositionfﬂl ana 2 lead to the fact that the maximum thrpughnd maximum expected-rate are
upper-bounded by the ergodic capacity. Proposmon 3 ptegbe ergodic capacity of the MISO channel

in closed form.

Proposition 3 The ergodic capacity in an, x 1 MISO Rayleigh fading channel with total power constraint



P is given by

P 0\P?
/=0
ng—1 £—1 ) l—k—1 k:-i—m
+ Z oY Z b (13)
=1 k= 0

whereE, (-) is the exponential integral function. The ergodic capaaity 1 x n, single-input multiple-
output (SIMO) channel with total power constraifit equals the ergodic capacity of am. x 1 MISO

channel with total power constraint, P.

Proof: We offer the proof in appendix]A. [ |

[l. MAXIMUM THROUGHPUT INMISO CHANNELS

Let the transmitted signak be a single-layer code with rate = In (14 Ps). In the MISO channel,
the maximum throughput in Ecﬂ (5) can be rewritten as

RY' = max Pr {m (1 v th) > R} R, (14)
w(@<P

whereQ is the covariance matrix ok, i.e.,Q = E (XXT)

For transmission raté, the throughput iSR, = Pou( R) R, whereP,(R) is the outage probability of
a fixed transmission ratg. It is proved in [10] that the optimum transmit strategy mirging the outage
probability is to send uncorrelated circularly symmetmec@ mean equal power complex Gaussian signals
from a fraction of antennas. Thus, here, one can restrictriresmit covariance matriKQ) to diagonal
matrices whose diagonal entries are either zero or a cdnsiéfect to the total power constraift

In following, Theorenﬂl proves that the optimum solutionhwiéspect taR, denoted byz°, maximizing
Pou(R)R is less thanin (1 + P). In this range of the transmission rate, the optimum trahstnategy
which minimizes the outage probability and consequenthximizes the throughput is to use all available

antennas. Equation (15) yields the maximum throughput of,anl MISO block Rayleigh fading channel.

Theorem 1 In a single-layem, x 1 MISO block Rayleigh fading channel, the optimum transnuac@ance
matrix which maximizes the throughput@ = %Im. The maximum throughput is given by

Llne,mes) | (1+ Ps). (15)

mo__
R = 0 =)

Proof:
As pointed out above, we can restrict our attention to asstinagl; out of n, transmit antennas are

active and perform equal power allocation. Equat@ (1%imgplified to



P It
m 2
= — >
R m%S(Pr {ln <1 + ? E |hel ) R} R

(=1

It
= max Py {Z |he|? > lts} R

=1
= max F,(I;s)In (1 + Ps), (16)

s,lt

wherea £ S |hy|? is gamma-distributed and theret#j, (z) = Fr(l(tl’j)

F.(l:s)In (1 + Ps) with respect tos is

. The first derivative ofR,(s) =

R/S(S) = Fa(ltS) 1 T Ps — ltfa(ltS) In (]_ + PS) . (17)
Let us define the following functions,
A Fa(ltS)
= , 18
T(S> ltfa(lt5> ( )
A 14+ Ps
g(s,P)=In(1+ Ps) 7 . (19)

As such, we get
R.(s) >0 iff r(s)>g(s, P),
R.(s) =0 iff r(s)=g(s, P), (20)
R.(s) <0 iff r(s)<g(s,P).

Noting 7, (z) = T2 and fu(z) = 55—, we have

(5) . F(lt, ltS) . F(lt, ltS)
CL(lys)eleles [l gle=1g=les’

(21)

m—1 ;pl

For positive integer arguments of, I'(m, z) = (m — 1)le™" > /" 7. Inserting the above equation into
Eq. )yields

—lss lt— l S ¢
(I, — Dletes Yot o)

r(s) = L(lys)le—Te—ts
lt—2
1 1 L—1)...(/+1
IEURL S VR AR}
lt lt — (lt8>lt /-1
=2 1—0—2
1 1 l,—k—1
-+ [ Y 22
lt + lt =0 ke0 ltS ( )
As bzi=l <1 for s > 1, replacing in Eq.BZ) gives
l4—2 1 —0—2
1 1 1 -1
7“(S)—zﬂtztz_ 11 L = (23)



From Eq. ),lims_m r(s) = +oo.
On the other hand, the first derivative @fs) with respect toP is
dg(s,P) sP—In(1+ sP)

OP P2
_in esP
P2 1+sP
1 1 X (sP)
= —In(1 . 24
P2n<+1+sP; i >>0 (24)

Therefore,g(s, P) is a strictly increasing function with respect ta As a result,

1+ Ps

g(s,P)>limIn(1+ Ps) 7 =s. (25)
P—0

Comparing Eq.@s), EqE]ZS)j,mHO r(s) = +o0, andg(0, P) = 0, we get

r(s) >g(s,P) s=0, (26)
r(s) <g(s,P) s>1.
Inserting Eq.@@ into Eq@O) yields
R.(s) >0 s=0,
Ri(s) <0 s>1.

(27)

Since R,(s) is a continuous function, according to EE(Z?), for all pigsi integer values of, and
positive values ofP, one can conclude th&,(s) takes its maximum at < s° < 1.

Jorswieck and Boché&[10] proved that when> ¢ —1, or equivalentlys < 1, the optimum transmission
strategy to minimize the outage probability is to use allilatde antennas with equal power allocation.
SinceVl;, 0 < s° < 1, the optimum strategy maximizing the throughput is to usexedilable antennas
and perform equal power allocation. The maximum througlggiven by Eq. [(15).

Remark 1 In point-to-point single-input single-output (SISO) chats, by substituting; = 1 in EQ. ({E),

the optimum solution with respect tas s° = wol(m — &, whereW, (-) is the zero branch of the Lambert
W-function. Therefore,
1 1 P
R™ =eP Wo In ) 28
’ (Wo (P)) (28)
From Propositiorﬂ3, the ergodic capacity in this channel is

1 1
Cerg - €ﬁE1 (F) . (29)



Remark 2 Note thaty (s, P) is a strictly increasing function with respect ¢and P, andr (s) is a strictly
decreasing function with respect toand increases with the number of transmit antennas. Thexefoe
solution tor (s) = g (s, P), i.e., s°,

« decreases withP. In asymptotically high SNR regime’, — 0.

« increases withn,. In asymptotically large number of transmit antennas;— 1.

As a byproduct result of TheoreH1 1 and remrk 2, we have thewig.

Corollary 1 In the asymptotically large number of transmit antennas ®I&hannel, the maximum

throughput is given by

RI" = lig 702715
s—1 (nt — 1)‘

In(1+ Ps) "= In(1+ P). (30)
Remark 3 In a correlated MISO channel wherein the transmitter doeghee know the CSI nor the
channel correlation, the outage probability is a Schurseex (resp. Schur-concave) function of the channel
covariance matrix forP > eff — 1 (resp. P < 632—‘1) [10]. According to Theorenm 1, in the maximum
throughput of the MISO channel, i.€R,.,(R°)R°, we havee® — 1 < P. Hence, in this range of
the transmission rateR, is a Schur-concave function of the channel covariance maire., channel
correlation decreases the throughput. In terms of the impd@correlation in the MISO channel with no
CSI at the transmitter, the behavior of the maximum througlg similar to the behavior of the ergodic

capacity which is also a Schur-concave function of the ckhnavariance matrix[[25].

IV. MAXIMUM EXPETED-RATE IN MISO CHANNELS

A block fading channel can be modeled by an equivalent brastdchannel whose receiver channels
represent any fading coefficient realization. The expecatel of a fading channel is equal to a weighted
sum-rate of its equivalent broadcast channel in which thigihte distribution is the complementary CDF
(tail distribution) of the channel gain [26]. In broadcaktionels, any maximum weighted sum-rate with
positive value weights is on the capacity regionl/[12]. Sisaperposition (multi-layer) coding achieves
the capacity region of degraded broadcast chanhels [2i§,tite optimum coding strategy to maximize
the average achievable rate in any block fading channel evkgsivalent broadcast channel is degraded
[13]. An example for such channels is the SISO channel. Aigiomulti-layer coding is not the optimum
coding strategy in MISO channels, it increases the averapeable rate of the channel. Numerical
results for the continuous-layer expected-rate of MISO 8HdO block Rayleigh fading channels were
presented in[[28]. Here, the optimum transmit covariancérimmat each code layer is obtained, and

consequently, the maximum expected-rate of the MISO cHasranalytically formulated. Note that the



maximum expected-rate of the SIMO channel can be calculagety the same formula by replacirig
with n, P in Eq. ).
In order to enhance the lucidity of this section, we dividmib two subsections. Section IM-A presents

the maximum expected-rate of the MISO channel when a fiajferl code is transmitted. The more
code layers, the higher expected-rate. Hence, a contidagas (infinite-layer) code yields the highest

expected-rate of the channel. The maximum continuous-Eygected-rate of the MISO channel is derived

in Section_IV-B in closed form.

A. Finite-Layer Code

In finite-layer coding approach, the transmitter send& #ayer codeX = Zfil X,. Let P, be the

signal power in the’th layer with rate R; = In (1 + %) where/; = Z]K:i P; is the power of the

upper layers while decoding th&h layer. The maximum expected-rate in Eq. (6) is simplified

= hQui
R?: R%ax. Zpr{ln <1+ P =K Z —»T> > Ri}Ri. (31)
tr(ai)lfé i=1 h Zj:i-i-l th
=\ P=P

Theoren”UZ presents the optimum covariance matrix in eactr kajpich maximizes the expected-rate
in the MISO channel.

Theorem 2 In a finite-layern, x 1 MISO block Rayleigh fading channel, the optimum transmiac@ance
matrix in each layer which maximizes the expected-rat@is= %Im, where P; is the power allocated

to thei'th layer. The maximuni’-layer expected-rate is given by

K
I i Bisi
RY= max Mln 1+ KS : (32)
0<si<LP; <=~ (n; — 1)! 1+5 P;s;

SR pp = j=itt

Proof: Since the outage probability does not depend on the directad the transmit covariance
matrix Q [29], the problem is diagonalized. Therefore, the expecate received at the destination is

simplified to

K
Py 0t Ol hel? ) }
Ri= Priln|( 1+ é—ét > R, b R, 33

! ; { ( 1+[Z’Zé:177€|h€|2 (33)

whered, andr, are the power fraction and upper-layer interference podidhe/’th antenna, respectively,

subject to> ;" 0, = >_,*, n. = 1. Equation(33) can be rewritten as

K ne
Rf = Z Pr {Z (6@ + SiIi(sé — SZ‘]Z'T]@) |hg|2 2 Si} Ri- (34)
i=1

=1
As >t (60 + 8ili0p — silme) = 1, to minimizePr {>°)", (8¢ + siLi0p — siIine) |he|® < s;}, Vi, the opti-

mum value ofd, + s;1;0, — s;I;m, must be either zero or a constant independerttfof any positive value



of s;. Hence, up to now, the optimum solution to Em(34) is to ceoaitherd, = n, = ﬁ oré, =mn, =0,
that is to usd,, out of n, antennas with powe% in each layer. Therefore, E@M) is simplified to

K lti

K
Rf = Z PI‘ Z |hé|2 2 ltis’i Rz - ZF&L‘ (ltisi) Ri7 (35)
i=1

i=1 /=1

lt,
wherea; = Y%,

he|?. In the remainder of the proof, we shall show that the optimsotution with

respect td;, is Iy = n,, Vi. Analogous to the throughput case in ThEOIQm 1, let us define

meﬁnm(1+1fz&), (36)
AN Faz‘atisi)

B ltifai(ltisiY

A (1+Lisy) (L4 (L 4+ P) s:)

1) =0, limg, 07(s;) = 400, and Eqs.BO) anc[(lZS) still hold by redefinifi(s;),

,I;) as above, and with replaced bys;.

P; .

2

RS(SZ')

r(s;) (37)

Note thatg(0,

gy,

r(s;), andg(s;,

s

1>

Defining 7,

ﬂ%ﬂJﬁzﬂ+hw——————m<Lw———)

b LG,
. 1+ I;s;
(1+P;54)
>1n (1 + PZ'SZ') B>, Vs > L. (39)

Therefore, EquEG) anﬂZ?) still hold with the above fiores, and lead td < s? < 1. This directly
corresponds to the proof of Theochn 1 and shows that the aptimpower allocation strategy is to use
all available antennas with ﬂual power allocation in eamter, i.e.,Qf = %‘Im, and the maximum

expected-rate is given by Eq. (32).

B. Continuous-Layer Code

In the continuous-layer coding, a.k.a. broadcast approactontinuum of code layers is transmitted.

Similar to finite-layer coding in Sectian IVtA, the receivdecodes the signal from the lowest layer up

to the layer that the channel condition allows.

PropositiorD4 yields a closed form expression for the marmuontinuous-layer expected-rate in the
MISO channel by optimizing the power distribution over tlagdrs.



Proposition 4 In the MISO block Rayleigh fading channel, the maximum ooptis-layer expected-rate

obtained by optimizing the power distribution over the layris given by

R;n = 7—\),(81) — R(SQ), (40)
where,
1y -1 ok
R(s)=e¢>> & (Se — (e +1=0C =11 E)
=1 " k=0
+et = (n + DB (s). (41)

sp and s; are the solutions to

ng—1 (ng—1)! P
Z[ 0 s 7Lt l 1_'_ TL_tSO7

Znt 1 (ng—1)! -1
ZOZ'ntl_7

(42)

respectively.

Proof: Based on Theorerg 2, transmitting each of the code layersl@vailable antennas and per-
forming equal power allocation is optimum. As showed.in [1Bf maximum continuous-layer expected-

rate of fading channels with general distribution is givegn b

g —sl'(s)
R — Fo(s)—\9)
r=mas | Tt

Noting F,(s) = % =St %f we have

ds. (43)

© —se™I(5) = 8
R = = N 44
C TG Sy TasI(s) & @

The optimization solution to EqQM) with respect £6s) under the total power constranﬁﬁ at each
antenna is found using variation methods![30]. By solving torresponding @er equation[[30], we

come up with the final solution as follows,

neg—1
51 ng + 1 st
R;n:/ 58( i —1) —ds, (45)
s s — 0!
where boundaries, and s, are the solutions toy ;"' &b — 1 4 L5 and St ;;nt”z =1,

respectively. The indefinite integral (antiderivative)kx. ) is given by Eql(41) (the derivation steps
are deferred to appendix B). Applying the integration Isnibmpletes the proof.
[ |

Remark 4 By substitutingz; = 1 in PropositionDﬂ, the maximum continuous-layer expectgd-pf the
SISO channel is

2 —2
R™ =92, | ————— ) — 2E,(1) — eT#vitiP 4 ¢ L, 46
c 1<1+m) 1() € € ( )



As pointed out earlier, one can model a point-to-point bl&akyleigh fading channel with an equivalent
broadcast channel. According to the degradedness of thévagat SISO broadcast channel, and the
optimality of superposition (multi-layer) coding for suchannels [[277], the maximum continuous-layer

expected-rate of the SISO channel, i.e., @), represents its maximum average achievable rate [13].

Remark 5 Since the equivalent broadcast channel of the MISO charsnabi degraded, its maximum
continuous-layer expected-rate is not the maximum avesapesvable rate of the channel. For example,
in asymptotically low SNR regime, the multiple-accessmehprovides a higher average achievable rate
in the MISO channel. In the multiple-access scheme, thenaatesend independent messages, and the

receiver decodes as much as it can.

Remark 6 Similar to remarlﬂs, one can conclude that for< s? < 1, Vi, the maximum expected-rate
of the MISO channel with uninformed transmitter is a Schameave function of the channel covariance

matrix, that is channel correlation reduces the maximumeetgd-rate.

V. MAXIMUM THROUGHPUT INMIMO CHANNELS

The throughput maximization problem in the MIMO channeléasd tractable than that corresponding
to the MISO channel.

Since in the Gaussian MIMO channel, in the sense of the oyteg#ability, the optimum eigenvectors
of the transmit covariance matrix always correspond to therwectors of the channel correlation matrix

[29], one can restrict the transmit covariance matrix to ka@ahal in the problem of interest.

Recall from Section ll-B, in am; x n, MIMO channel, the PDF of the instantaneous mutual inforomati

in EQ. &) does not lend itself to a closed form expressionodder to analyze the throughput, it is
necessary to characterize this PDF. There are some ap@taira for the PDF of the instantaneous
mutual information in literature, e.g., approximations ttve distribution of the eigenvalues #1H' in
MIMO channels with asymptotically large number of antenaaboth the transmitter and receiver sides
[31], [32].

In a MIMO channel withQ = %Im, the PDF of the instantaneous mutual information can be well

approximated by the Gaussian distribution with the samennaeal variance [19]/[20], i.e.,
INN(M(nt7nT>7U2(nt7n7’>) ) (47)
where

:u(ntv n?”) =E (I) )

o%(ng,n,) = Var(Z).

(48)
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Fig. 1. The maximum throughput (imatg in a MIMO channel with 10 receive antennas. (= 10).

Note thatu(n;, n,.) equals the ergodic capacity of anx n, MIMO channel, which is a strictly increasing
function with respect to; andn, [6]. This Gaussian distribution approximation allows tieoughput

maximization to be expressed as

RY = m}%XPr{IZ R} R

= max Q (W) R. (49)
R o(ng,n,)
With z = % Eq. @) leads to
R = max Q(2) (o(ng, ny)z + p(ng, ny)) (50)
= Q(2°%) (o(ng, ny)2° + p(ng, ny)) , (51)
wherez° is the solution to
_\/%_we_z;(U(nunr)Z“ru(nt,nr))+0(nunr)Q(Z"):O- (52)

Since the existing approximations for the PDF of the ingtaeabus mutual information in the MIMO
channel are not tractable enough to analyze the maximunudghput in general case, four asymptotic
cases are investigated. In all four cases, it is shown thatofitimum transmit strategy is to use all
available antennas. It seems reasonable to conjecturehbaabove statement holds with the general
MIMO channel. To test the claim, Fi@ 1 shows the maximum dlgigout in a MIMO channel with 10
receive antennas. Note that the number of transmit antevaréess from1 to 20 and the total power

sweeps the range ot6 dB to 50 dB.

A. Asymptotically Low SNR Regime

For small SNR values, the eigenvalues@HH are small enough to approximate the following,



e

[T (1+eig (QHH)) ~ 1 + i eig, (QH'H) . (53)

/=1 /=1
Therefore, the instantaneous mutual information of Bq.cé&) be approximated by

Z = Indet (I,, + QH'H)

=In ﬁ (1+ eig, (QH'H))

/=1

~In (1 + nz eig, (QH*H)) . (54)

(=1
Using Eq. [(54), we can prove the following proposition on tipéimum transmit covariance matrix which

maximizes the throughput in the asymptotically low SNR megiMIMO channel.

Proposition 5 The optimum transmit strategy maximizing the throughpuheasymptotically low SNR
regime MIMO channel is transmitting independent signald performing equal power allocation across
all available antennas. The maximum throughput is

I r
R = max LU0 pyy (55)
0<s<n, (ntnr — 1)'
Proof: Let ¢,P denote the allocated power to thith antenna subject td ", , 6, = 1. From Eq. Elﬁl),

the instantaneous mutual information for low SNR values loarexpressed as,
Z~1In (1 + Z eig, (QHTH)>
=1
=In(1+tr (QH'H))

(=1 k=1
Equation @6) corresponds to the instantaneous mutuatniaton in the MISO channel. Therefore,

the optimum transmit strategy minimizing the outage prdiigibn the asymptotically low SNR regime
MIMO channel is to transmit independent signals and perfequal power allocation across a fraction
of available antennas.

Assume that the transmitter has allocated equal powérdat of n, transmit antennas. the maximum
throughput is given by

m F (ltnr, ltS)

With s = >, Eq. EF) leads to

Rm _ max F (lmr, ltTZTS)

; N TFP— In(1+ Pn,$). (58)



Equation &) corresponds to the maximum throughput espesof the MISO channel, i.e., Ecl]lG),

with [;n, transmit antennas and total power,.. According to Theorerg 1, the optimum transmit strategy

is to use all available antennas ame: § < 1, and equivalently) < s < n,..

In the same direction, the finite-layer expected-rate igmily CoroIIar;DZ.

Corollary 2 The optimum transmit strategy maximizing tRelayer expected-rate of the asymptotically

low SNR regime MIMO channel is transmitting independemalgyand performing equal power allocation

across all available antennas in each code layer. The maxirthwroughput is
K

r - Pis;
RP= max S LUnm), (o Bs )
O<gi<nr.bi i3 (ngn, —1)! 1+Zj:i+1 Pjsi

T P=P T

Proof: At the 7’th layer, leté,P; andn,I; denote the allocated power and u

¢'th antenna subject t*, 6, = >y ne = 1, andl; = 3|
the i'th layer instantaneous mutual information can be appraxéd by

n Ny 2
P; Zz; Ek:l d¢ |h€,k‘ )
L4+ 130 S0 e [l

Section V-4

. The proof is completed by following the stepghe proof of Theore

P;. Following the same steps in E

(59)

pper-layers power at the
56),

(60)

Equation @)) corresponds to the instantaneous mutuatniaton of the multi-lajger MISO channel in

2 and PropositBn 5.
[ |

Corresponding to Propositi& 4, we have the following darglfor continuous-layer coding in the low

SNR MIMO channels.

Corollary 3 The maximum continuous-layer expected-rate in the asyiogily low SNR regime MIMO

channel is given by

R = R(s1) — R(s0),
where,
nemy—1 /—1 k
—s 1 V4 S
R(s)=e il (s —(ngny+1—=0)(£—1)! E)
=1 k=0
+e = (nin, +1)E ().
so and s; are the solutions to
ninr—1 (ngny—1)!
e W =1+ ,%80,
nignr—1 (ngny—1)! -1

/=0 niny—4~L
Qs

(61)

(62)

(63)



respectively.

Remark 7 Analogous to the MISO channel, in the asymptotically low $&Rkme MIMO channel with
uninformed transmitter, channel correlation decreases mflaximum throughput and maximum expected-

rate.

B. Asymptotically High SNR Regime

For large SNR values, we take advantages of Wishart disimitoyoroperties. In order to enhance the

lucidity of this section, let us definpé min {ng, n, }, n 2 max {n¢,n,}, and

HTH Uz S Ny,
W = (64)
HHJr ng > Ny

Matrix W has a central compley-variate Wishart distribution with scale matrlx, andn degrees of

freedom [:ﬁg—-[S!S].
Theore yields the maximum throughput in the asymptdsicagh SNR regime MIMO channel by

obtaining the optimum transmit covariance mat@x.

Theorem 3 The optimum transmit strategy maximizing the throughputh asymptotically high SNR
regime MIMO channel is sending independent signals andopmihg equal power allocation across all

available antennas. The maximum throughput is

RY = max P, (245 V(14 P 65
s m?’X a Pp_l H( + S) ( )
71'2 p—1 n—k—-1 1
=max Q(2)|z,| =p — —
‘ 6 k=0 (=1 ¢
P p—1 n—k—1 1
(rmen(2))- 55, )
" k=0 (=1
where —F (1) ~ 0.577215 is the Hiler-Mascheroni constant 2 [1)_, a;,, andaf,, V¢ are independent
_ F(n—Z—l—l,x)'

gamma-distributed with scale 1 and shape- ¢ + 1, i.e., fag_é(l’) o=

Proof: Again, we first assume thdt out of n, antennas are active. Then, we shall see that the
optimum solution isl? = n;. Define the index sef (Q) 2 {¢:qe=0}. Denote byQ, the matrix
obtained fromQ by eliminating of all the/’th rows and columns with{ € Z (Q). Clearly, Q;, has full
rank. We divide the proof into two parts: Partlj)< n,, Part ii) l; > n,.. We wish to show that in both
cases, the throughput is a strictly increasing functiorhwéspect td;.

Part i):



In high SNR regime, the eigenvalues @f,H'H are large. The instantanous mutual information can
be well approximated by
Z = Indet (I, + QH'H)

Iy

=In]] (1 +eig, (QH'H))

(=1

It
~In]] (eig, (Q,H'H))

=1
= Indet (Q,H'H)
= Indet Q;, + Indet (H'H)
=Indet Q;, + Indet W. (67)

Clearly, the CDF ofn det W decreases by the use of more antennas. We shall now show thatQ;,
and therebyZ increases with the number of active antennas. It is stréagivard to verify that the solution
to the maximization problemnmax detQ,;, subject to t{Q,,) = P over diagonal matrices i€, = 5Ilt.

Therfore, Eq.@?) is simplified as follows

WAESEA (lg) + Indet W. (68)
t
For P > el,,
0L P
—=In{—| -1 .
o n <lt) > 0 (69)

As a result, in high SNR regime, the instantaneous mutuatimétionZ strict monotonic increasing with
respect to the number of transmit antennas.
Part ii):

In this case, we approximate the instantaneous mutualnreon as follows.

Z = Indet (I,, + HQHY)

_ mﬁ (1 + eig, (HQH'))

=1
~In]] (eig, (HQ,H))
/=1

= Indet (HQ, H') . (70)
In this case, let us assume that the transmitter performal gepuver allocation. Therefore,

Z ~n,In (lf) + Indet (HH')

t

P
=n,In (l_) + Indet W. (71)

t



In the following, we shall establish that the maximum thropgt of the channel is strictly increasing with
respect td;. From the maximization problem of EBSO) the maximum tigloput can be equivalently

expressed as

R = max Q(z) (o(ly,ny)z + u(ly,n,)), (72)
with
P
w(ly,n,.) =E (Indet W) + pln (l_) : (73)
o?(l;,n,) = Var(Indet W) . (74)

A central complex Wishart-distributed matrW satisfies([23]

E (In det W) ZF (n— (75)

Var (In det W) Z F'(n— (76)

For natural arguments, theler's digamma functlon and its derivative, i.¢.{m) and F’(m), can be

expressed as

F(m)=F(1)+ - % 77)
/=1

, o &1

F'(m) = G g_ (78)

=
with — i —I"(1) = limpo0 (3%, § —In(m)) ~ 0.577215 the Hiler-Mascheroni constant. Insert-
) into Eq.

ing Eq. BG) and then into EB(M) to obtain

Nny—1lg—

(lt7n7" - Z Z (79)

we see thav?(l;,n,) is a monotonically decreasing functlon with respect,toWhereasyu(l;,n,) is a
strictly increasing function with respect to bothand n, as it represents the ergodic capacity of the
high SNR; x n, MIMO channel. On the other hand?(l;,n,) = p‘l o F'(n — k) is a monotonically
increasing function with respect tg., because of the Basel problem, i.Bm,, Ze 1% = % which
verifies thatr’(m) > 0.

As the Q-function is upper-bounded by the Chernoff bound, i@(z) <
z > 0,

N

z

le==z, 2 >0, we have for

)

\/1276‘% (o(le; ne)z + plle, ) + o (U, ) Q(2)
1

22 (1, my) \/? (a)
< Ly o) T 2, 80
< ——7=¢ 2U(t,n)<z+a<lt7m) 5) <0 (80)




wher%b) follows the fact that: > 0 and 582 Z; \f > 0 as P and therebyu(l;, n,) is large. From
Egs. ) and@O), one immediately finds that< 0. Recall from Eq

a strictly increasing function with respect tobecauseR”" is a strictly increasing function with respect

.1), the maximum throughput is

to u(l;, n,), @ monotonically decreasing function with respecttd, n,.), andz° < 0.

Thus, in both parts, i.el; < n, andl, > n,, R? is a strictly increasing function with respect to
We conclude that in the asymptotically high SNR regime MIMi@aenel, the maximum throughput is a
strictly increasing function with respect to the number ofivee transmit antennas, and hen&es= n;.

Performing Bartlett decomposition [36], we g8 = AAT, where A is a square lower triangular

matrix (left triangular matrix) in the form of

a1, 0 0 0
21 Q22 0 0

A= lazy asy ass 0|, (81)
| p1 Qp2 QAp3 - Qpp]

wherea,, ~ CN(0,1),¢ # k, and agz,w are independent gamma-distributed with scale 1 and shape
n —(+ 1. Clearly,det W = det A x det AT = [])_, af,.
Therefore, the maximum throughput is

s

P

R = maxPr {det (—W) > Ps} In(1+ Ps)
g

n’s

= PridetW > —
max r{e P

}ln(1+P5)

p

—maXPr{ﬁ - }ln(1+P5)

From Egs. HZ) tomg) the throughput can also be written as

(82)

R = max Q(z) (o (ng,ny) z + p (ng, my))

(83)




Remark 8 Since in asymptotically high SNR regime, the outage prdibyais Schur-convex with respect
to the channel covariance matrix [10], the maximum througthip a Schur-concave function of the channel

covariance matrix, i.e., channel correlation decreases itiaximum throughput.

C. Asymptotically Large Number of Antennas

Here, two asymptotic results for large number of transmiiéanas and large number of receive antennas
are presented. As pointed out earlier, we can restrict @éentin to diagonal transmit covariance matrices.
To prove by contradiction, first we assume that the optimwsndamit covariance matrix i€° = gIlt;
next, we shall show that the maximum throughput increasdis the number of transmit antennas and
hence,Q° = PIm Finally, we formulate the maximum throughput.

In following, Theoremsﬂ4 anm 5 yield the maximum throughptitasymptotically large number of
transmit antennas and asymptotically large number of vecantennas, respectively. In the proof of both
theorems, we use the results presented by Hochwald, Mayzettl Tarokh[[20] which provide us with
approximations for mean and variance of the instantaneautsiahinformation in the large number of

transmit antennas and large number of receive antennaspasgs

Theorem 4 In the MIMO channel with asymptotically large number of tamt antennas, the optimum
transmit covariance matrix which maximizes the throughpu®’ = %Im. The maximum throughput of
the channel is given by

nr
ng\/1+ P2

Proof: According to the results provided ih [20], we have

R = max Q(z) ( ———z+n.In(1+ P)) . (84)

lim,, oo pt (It; 1) = 0 In (1 4 P), (85)

: 2 _
hmnt_>oo(7 (lt,nr) = m

z

From Eq. &) and noting th@-function’s Chernoff bound, i.e.Q(z) < %e‘?, z > 0, we have for
z > 0,

M

— \/1276_% (o (ley,ne) 2+ p(le,ny)) + 0 (I, ny) Q(2)

1 =2 p (I, my) \/? (a)
< - Ly plome) - JT) 2y, 86
< -—7=¢ 2a(t,n)<z+a(lt7m) 5) <0 (86)




where (a) comes from the fact that fer> 0,
i (ly, ) \/? w(lg,my) T
L S > — .=
i lt7n7‘ (lt7n7'> 2
~ V14 (14 P)— 52 (87)
- rbt P2 2 .

Comparing Eqs@Z) anQSG), we haxfe< 0. Sincep (I;, n,) does not depend dp, o (I;, n,.) is a strictly

decreasing functions with respecttpandz° < 0, one can conclude th&?" = Q(z°) (o (It, n,) 2° + p Iz, ny))
is a strictly increasing function with respect {0 Thus,Q° = %Im.
u

Theorem 5 In the MIMO channel with asymptotically large number of ligeeantennas, the optimum

transmit covariance matrix which maximizes the throughpu®’ = %Im. The maximum throughput of

R = max Q(z) <\/§z + n; In (1 + %P)) : (88)
z r t

Proof: As the number of receive antennas goes to infinity, the meanvariance of the channel

the channel is given by

mutual information obeyl [20]

limn, oo o (I, 2y) = I, In (1 + l—;P) : )

. 2 1
lim,,, o0 0 (I, my) = ot

From Eqs.O) an(J__é%S), the maximum throughput is
R = max Q(z) (Q / l—tz + 1l 1n (1 + P))
z s lt
(a)
> Q(—v/ny) (—\/E+ [, In (1 + %P))
t
2 o(—ym) (—m (1 - lmpl)
-
—,In (1 - 1) +11n (1 + %D))
Ly Ly
2oty (- vm (142 p))
-

2 (1-57%) (ut_mn( )

(e)
(-1 In 1+ P
zt—1

2 li—1
> max Q(2) < z4+(l;—1)1In <1+lt_1P)> : (90)

T

—~
~

—~
=

v




where (a) follows from choosing = —,/n, instead of its optimum value, (b) follows forny7, +

l;In (ltlil> <In (1 + Zgﬁ’) for large values oh,., (c) follows from algebraic simplifications, (d) follows

from the Q-function’s Chernoff bound, (e) follows frofim,, .. e~ % In <1 + P) = 0, and (f) follows

lt—1
from the fact that the maximum throughput is always less thraequal to the ergodic capacity based on
Propositiorﬂl.
Equation @J) proves th&" is a strictly increasing function with respectiftpand henceQ’ = %Im.

VI. TWO-TRANSMITTER DISTRIBUTED ANTENNA SYSTEMS

There has been some research in assumption of perfect atiopelbetween base stations, and conse-
guently treat them as distributed antennas of one basers{&T]. Here, we investigate a block Rayleigh
fading system wherein two uninformed single-antenna tratters want to transmit a common message
to a single-antenna receiver. Lkt and h, denote the fading coefficients of the first transmitter-nesre
link and second transmitter-receiver link, respectivélie assume thak,; and h, are independent i.i.d.
complex Gaussian random variables, each with zero-mearegual variance real and imaginary parts
(h1,he ~ CN(0,1)). We also assume thadt and h, are constant during two consecutive transmission
blocks.

We propose a practical distributed algorithm that proviaésmstantaneous mutual information distribu-
tions which are achievable by treating the transmittersrésnmas of one composed element. The(msm 6
proves that the outage probability in a MISO channel with twvamsmit antennas is also achievable in

this channel.

Theorem 6 The outage probability in a MISO channel with two transmiteaimas and total power
constraintP is achievable in a distributed antenna system with two sHagitenna transmitters and one

single-antenna receiver, where the total power constraintach transmitter i%.

Proof: To prove the statement, first, a general expression for tkegeyprobability in & x 1 MISO
channel is derived. Afterwards, we shall show that this eggion is achievable in the two-transmitter
distributed antenna system.

In the 2 x 1 MISO channel, the outage probability for transmission rates expressed as
Pout = Pr {m (1 n EQET) < R} , (91)

where Q is the transmit covariance matrix. Sin€@ is non-negative definite, one can write it @ =

UDUT, whereD is diagonal andU is unitary. Ash; andh, are independent complex Gaussian random



variables, each with independent zero-mean and equalnearigeal and imaginary parts, the distribution
of hU is the same as that df [6]. Thus, Eq. Hl) is simplified to

Pou = Pr {m (1 +(hU)D <5U>T) < R}

— Pr {1n (1 n ﬁDfﬂ) < R} . (92)

SinceU, = %

S

1 1 - -
{ ] is unitary, the distribution ok U is the same as that &f Inserting into Eq.@Z)
1 -1

yields

Pout = Pr {m <1 n (ﬁUO) D (ﬁUO)T> < R}
— Pr {m (1 + 7 (U,DUy) ET) < R} . (93)

Since tr(Q) = tr (D), the total power constraint can be written a8 < P. Without loss of generality,

0 9

Pl o1 25—1] .
Pot=Pr<In| 1+ h— Al <Ryp. (94)
2 026-1 1

Defining p 295 — 1, we get

- 1 -
Pour=Pr < In 1—|—h£ P | <R
2 p 1

—Pr {m <1+(\h1|2+\h2\2+2p§)?(h1h§)) g) < R} . (95)

Note that a®) < 6 < 1, we have—1 < p < 1.

o 0 _
let us defineD 2 P [ ] , Wwhere0 < <1 andé =1 — 9. Inserting into Eq.@B) yields

We shall now show that the outage probability in Q (95) isevable in the two-transmitter distributed
antenna system with power constra@tat each transmitter.

The transmission strategy in two consecutive time slotssigolows. In time slott, the first (resp.
second) transmitter sends(t) (resp.pX(t) + /(1 — p?)X (¢t + 1)). In time slott + 1, the first (resp.
second) transmitter sendsX*(¢ + 1) (resp.—pX*(t + 1) + /(1 — p?) X*(¢)). AssumingE (|X|2) =L,
the power consumption per time slot in each transmitte‘jt.is

The received signal at the receiver is

Y () = h X () + hs (pX(t)
VA= p2)X(t+ 1)) +Z(b), (96)
Y(t+1)=—mX"(t+1)+ho — pX*(t +1)

+/1- p2)X*(t)) 20+ ). (97)



In matrix form,

v () } e [ X() } L ozo ] 8)
~Y(t+1) X(t+1) ARSI
where
Gé hl —|—h2p hg (1 — p2) ‘ (99)
—h5\/(L=p*)  hit+hip
By multiplying G to the both sides of EqEL?8), two parallel channels are sépdras
Yo | | YO
Y(t+1) ~Y*(t+1)
= ( |h1 -+ h2p|2
X ()
h 2 2
+ [hof* (1= p ))I2 X(t+1)
Lat| 2 ]
—Z*(t+1)
= hl, X(@) } + [NZ(t) ] : (100)
X(t+1) Z(t+1)

where h 2 |hy + hopl® + |hof* (1 — p2), and Z(t) and Z(t + 1) are independent zero mean complex
~ 12
Gaussian random variables with power equalEté‘Z‘ ) = h. Thus, the received signal power to noise

ratio at the receiver is

h?*Z P
— 2 = (Il + hap|* + |ha|* (1 = p?)) B
E ()Z‘ )
2 2 * P
Therefore, the outage probability in the proposed schenggven by
P
Pou= Pr {hl <1+ (|h1|2+|h2|2—|—2p§}%(h1h§)) 5) <R} . (102)

Equation @5) together with Ed._(102) shows that the outagbability in a2 x 1 MISO channel is also

achievable in the two-transmitter distributed antenndesys

Remark 9 To achieve the minimum outage probability in Theogam 6, fiteraum solution ta is either
1 or % depending onkR and P. Equivalently, in the two-transmitter distributed antasnthe optimum
value ofp is either1 or 0.



Note that forp = 0, the proposed transmission scheme in the two-transmit#rited antenna system

is equivalent to the Alamouti code [38].

Remark 10 Since the outage probability is the CDF of the instantanemusual information, one con-
cludes that any achievable instantaneous mutual informmatiistribution in the2 x 1 MISO channel is

also achievable in this two-transmitter distributed amarsystem.

Remark 11 Based on Theorevg 6, the maximum throughput in the two-tridtiesndistributed antenna
system with total power constrairigt at each transmitter is the same as that o2 « 1 MISO channel

with total power constraint”. By substituting:; = 2 in Eq. (15), the maximum throughput is given by

R = max (14 2s)e *In (1 + Ps). (103)

0<s<1
Remark 12 In a similar approach, it can be shown that the maximum exquecate as well as the ergodic

capacity of this two-transmitter distributed antenna systand the2 x 1 MISO channel are the same.

Based on TheorerH 6 and recall from Proposiﬂ)n 4 with= 2, we come up with the following

Corollary.

Corollary 4 The maximum continuous-layer expected-rate of the dige antenna system with two

transmitters each with total powe§ is

R =3E;i(so) + (1 — so)e”* —3E;(s1) — (1 — s9)e ™, (104)
where s; = 1+2¢5, and s, = RO’/VA2—B3+A+?{/A2%BS+A — 5 with A = & — 3% — 55 and
B =2+ 5.

From Propositiorﬂ3, the ergodic capacity in this channel is

2 2 2
Cerg = 1 -+ (1 — F) €?E1 <F> . (105)

The maximum throughput, the maximum two-layer expectee;-the maximum continuous-layer expected-

rate, and the ergodic capacity in the two-transmitter itisted antenna system are depicted in Bg. 2.

VIlI. CONCLUSION

The throughput and expected-rate maximization of mukgieenna channels are addressed in block
Rayleigh fading environments, in which the transmitter doet access the CSI. It is established that,
in order to achieve the maximum throughput, one has to transmsorrelated circularly symmetric zero
mean equal power Gaussian signals from all the transmitaate This indeed yields the same transmit

covariance matrix that achieves the ergodic capacity.



. = = Single-layer

10} — = Two-layer

Continuous-layer

—6— Ergodic capacity e
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P (dB)

Fig. 2. The maximum throughput, the maximum two-layer expecate, the maximum continuous-layer expected-ratd,the ergodic

capacity (all innat9 in the two-transmitter distributed antenna system.

In point-to-point uncorrelated MISO channels, in contrastusing a fraction of antennas which is
optimum for outage capacity, the throughput is maximizedségding uncorrelated equal power signals
on all transmit antennas. The maximum expected-rate isyaedlusing multi-layer codes. It is proved
that in each layer, sending uncorrelated signals with egoakers from all available antennas is optimum.
The continuous-layer expected-rate of the channel is tleeivet in closed form.

The optimum transmit strategy maximizing the throughpubhgained for point-to-point uncorrelated
MIMO channels. Since the PDF of the MIMO instantaneous miuitnf@rmation is not tractable, four
asymptotic cases are considered: low SNR regime, high SNiReg large number of transmit antennas,
and large number of receive antennas. In each case, the mmaxthroughput of the MIMO channel is
derived.

Finally, a distributed antenna system with two single-ange transmitters and one single-antenna
receiver is investigated. It is proved that any achievahlantaneous mutual information distribution
in the 2 x 1 MISO channel is also achievable in the two-transmitterritigted antenna system. Hence,

both systems achieve the same maximum throughput and expete.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFPROPOSITIONB

The ergodic capacity of & x n, SIMO channel is given by

[e’s) xnr—le—x
Cerg = ; m In(1+ Px)dz. (106)



Applying the integration by parts rule on Eq. (106) leads to
ny—1 Z o0
Coerg = [ o Z 7 In(1+ Px)
0
nr—l g

/_m

6‘1+Px

One can simply show that the first part on the nght-hand-mdiq.

10]

I'H 6pital’s rule. Witht = 1 + Pz, Eq. (1QVF) yields

(107)

) is zero by repeatedly applying

© 1 -1
Can= [ 7 > (% ) d. (108)
From (t — 1) = 3", ()¢ (=1)""", where (*) is the binomial coefficient, we get
np—1
Cerg—eP/ e PZPQH&Z<> dt
nr—l 0o 6_%
=eP Z 20 / dt
+e% Z ()/ e P gt (109)
= —1 1
With u = &, we have
/ e Pt 1dt:P’/ e v tdu
1 7
— 1 [1\"
=(—1DPe Py — (-) . (110)
— m! \ P
Inserting Eqg.1(110) into EqL(109), we obtain
ny—1 V4
1 (1 (-1)
Con=c7Ea (F) P!
£=0
ny—1 ¢ {— 1—1
! (—1) 11
— ¢ —_—— 111
P2 w2 g 2 i (112)
/=1 =1 m=0
Let k = ¢ — 1, the above leads to
ny—1 V4
(1 (—1)
£=0
ny—1 £—1 k l—k—1
2 Z SR e (112)
(=1 k= 0 m=0

From [€], the ergodic capacity in am, x 1 MISO channel with total power constraiit equals the

ergodic capacity in & x n, SIMO channel with total power constranﬁ Hence, we obtain EqﬂlB) by

replacing P W|th - andn, with n; in Eq. (111

).




APPENDIX B

The indefinite integral (antiderivative) of E(ﬂ45) can betten as

- o (223 —1> 5
) [
S e
:(m+1>/ ””1(%1)/ s
- /d> (113)

The definite integral ofR(s) over the intervals, oo] is given by

(ng+1) / s lemds — / se™*ds
S0 S0
(nt + ]_ El S() Z <
— 50 ~ s
—Ple=50 N 20
(ny +1) kz: ' lle X

k=0
ng—1

1
. <80>_e-so+e-sozﬁ(

{—
— st (ne+1—0) (L —1) Z ) (114)
k=0

The definite integral ofR(s) over the intervals, s;] can be written agR(s)]>
defining

— [R(s)];;. Therefore,

S0

R(s) 2 — (n, + 1)E; (s) +e°
ne—1 1 -1 Sk
=1 =0

and inserting into Eql(114) leads to the conclusion that

[R(s)]5 = Rls1) = R(s0)- (116)



(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]
(7]

(8]

9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

REFERENCES

E. Biglieri, J. Proakis, and S. Shamai, “Fading channé$ormation theoretic and communication aspectEEE Trans. Inform.
Theory vol. 44, pp. 2619-2692, 1998.

G. Foschini, “Layered space-time architecture for W&ss communication in a fading environment when using ralément antennas,”
Bell Labs. Tech. J.vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 41-59, 1996.

V. Tarokh, N. Seshadri, and A. Calderbank, “Space-tirndes for high data rate wireless communication: Performamiterion and
code construction,JEEE Trans. Inform. Theoryol. 44, no. 2, pp. 744-765, 1998.

V. Tarokh, H. Jafarkhani, and A. Calderbank, “Spaceetibtock codes from orthogonal designE2EE Trans. Inform. Theorwol. 45,
no. 5, pp. 1456-1467, 1999.

P. Wolniansky, G. Foschini, G. Golden, and R. Valenzu&&BLAST: An architecture for realizing very high data est over the
rich-scattering wireless channel,” IWRSI IEEE Int. Symp. Signals, Systems, and Electronic§BS®98, pp. 295-300.

E. Telatar, “Capacity of multi-antenna Gaussian chasmh&urop. Trans. Telecommuyrvol. 10, no. 6, pp. 585-595, 1999.

T. Marzetta and B. Hochwald, “Capacity of a mobile mukantenna communication link in Rayleigh flat fadintEEE Trans. Inform.
Theory vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 139-157, 1999.

G. Foschini and M. Gans, “On limits of wireless commutticas in a fading environment when using multiple anterinsdireless
personal communvol. 6, no. 3, pp. 311-335, 1998.

L. H. Ozarow, S. Shamai, and A. D. Wyner, “Information ¢hhetic considerations for cellular mobile radi¢EE Trans. Veh. Technol.
vol. 43, pp. 359-378, 1994.

E. Jorswieck and H. Boche, “Outage probability in nplki antenna systemsEZurop. Trans. Telecommuyrvol. 18, no. 3, pp. 217-233,
2007.

N. Ahmed and R. Baraniuk, “Throughput measures for ylelanstrained communications in fading channels,Pioc. Allertin Conf.
Commun., Control, and Computingol. 41, no. 3. Citeseer, 2003, pp. 1496-1505.

S. R. Mirghaderi, A. Bayesteh, and A. Khandani, “On theximum achievable rates in wireless multicast networks Pioc. IEEE
Int. Symp. Inform. Theory, IS|2007, pp. 1201-1205.

S. Shamai and A. Steiner, “A broadcast approach for glsinser slowly fading MIMO channel[EEE Trans. Inform. Theorwol. 49,
no. 10, pp. 2617-2634, 2003.

A. Steiner and S. Shamai, “Single-user broadcastirgogols over a two-hop relay fading channdEEEE Trans. Inform. Theory
vol. 52, no. 11, pp. 4821-4838, 2006.

V. Pourahmadi, A. Bayesteh, and A. Khandani, “Multééeoding strategy for two-hop single-user networks,2#th Biennial Symp.
Commun. 2008, pp. 115-119

A. Steiner and S. Shamai, “Broadcast cooperation esgias for two collocated userdEEE Trans. Inform. Theoryol. 53, no. 10,
pp. 3394-3412, 2007.

M. Zamani and A. Khandani, “On the maximum achievablgsan the decode-forward diamond channel,’Proc. IEEE Int. Symp.
Inform. Theory, ISIT2011, pp. 1594-1598.

P. Minero and D. Tse, “A broadcast approach to multipfeess with random states,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inform. Theory, ISIT
2007, pp. 2566-2570

Z. Wang and G. Giannakis, “Outage mutual informatiorspce-time MIMO channelsfEEE Trans. Inform. Theorwol. 50, no. 4,
pp. 657-662, 2004.

B. Hochwald, T. Marzetta, and V. Tarokh, “Multiple-@mna channel hardening and its implications for rate feddbad scheduling,”
IEEE Trans. Inform. Theoryol. 50, no. 9, pp. 1893-1909, 2004

R. Corless, G. Gonnet, D. Hare, D. Jeffrey, and D. Knd@n the Lambert W function,’Advances in Computational mathematics
vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 329-359, 1996.

I. Gradshtein, I. Ryzhik, and A. Jeffreyable of integrals, series, and productsAcademic Pr, 2000.



(23]
[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
(28]

[29]

[30]
[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

A. Tulino and S. VerdURandom matrix theory and wireless communicationsow Publishers Inc, 2004.

A. Papoulis and S. PillaRProbability, random variables, and stochastic processedcGraw-hill New York, 2002.

H. Boche and E. Jorswieck, “On the ergodic capacity asiration of the correlation properties in systems with npldtitransmit
antennas without CSI at the transmittdEEE Trans. Communyol. 52, no. 10, pp. 1654-1657, 2004.

S. Shamai, “A broadcast strategy for the gaussian giéading channel,” inProc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inform. Theory, 1SIT997, p. 150.
T. Cover and J. Thomaglements of information theary John Wiley & Sons, 2006.

A. Steiner and S. Shamai, “Multi-layer broadcastingeioa block fading MIMO channel,IEEE Trans. Wireless Communzol. 6,
no. 11, pp. 3937-3945, 2007.

E. Visotsky and U. Madhow, “Space-time transmit prangdwith imperfect feedback,JEEE Trans. Inform. Theorywol. 47, no. 6,
pp. 2632-2639, 2002.

I. Gelfand and S. Fomin, “Calculus of variations. RedsEnglish edition translated and edited by Richard A. &ihan,” 1963.

J. Silverstein and Z. Bai, “On the empirical distrilartiof eigenvalues of a class of large dimensional randomicestt J. Multivariate
analysis vol. 54, no. 2, pp. 175-192, 1995.

C. Chuah, D. Tse, J. Kahn, and R. Valenzuela, “Capadasfirsg in MIMO wireless systems under correlated fading&EE Trans.
Inform. Theory vol. 48, no. 3, pp. 637-650, 2002.

T. Anderson,An introduction to multivariate statistical analysis, 3edin. John Wiley & Sons, 2003.

R. Muirhead,Aspects of multivariate statistical theoryJohn Wiley & Sons, 1982.

T. Ratnarajah and R. Vaillancourt, “Complex singuldshart matrices and application&Gomputers & Mathematics with Applicatians
vol. 50, no. 3-4, pp. 399-411, 2005.

A. Kshirsagar, “Bartlett decomposition and wisharstdbution,” The Annals of Mathematical Statistiosl. 30, no. 1, pp. 239-241,
1959.

A. Goldsmith, S. Jafar, N. Jindal, and S. Vishwanathap@city limits of MIMO channels,IEEE J. Select. Areas Communol. 21,
no. 5, pp. 684-702, 2003.

S. Alamouti, “A simple transmit diversity techniquerfaireless communicationsfEEE J. select. areas commuwol. 16, no. 8, pp.
1451-1458, 1998.



	I Introduction
	II Preliminaries
	II-A Notation
	II-B Problem Setup
	II-C A Few Useful Propositions

	III Maximum Throughput in MISO Channels
	IV Maximum Expeted-Rate in MISO Channels
	IV-A Finite-Layer Code
	IV-B Continuous-Layer Code

	V Maximum Throughput in MIMO Channels
	V-A Asymptotically Low SNR Regime
	V-B Asymptotically High SNR Regime
	V-C Asymptotically Large Number of Antennas

	VI Two-Transmitter Distributed Antenna Systems
	VII Conclusion
	Appendix A: Proof of ergodic-capacity-miso-pro
	Appendix B
	References

