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Abstract

It has been generally believed that the multiple-input iplétoutput (MIMO) channel capacity grows linearly withetisize of antenna arrays.
In terms of degrees of freedom, linear transmit and recairgys of lengthL in a scattering environment of total angular spré@¢lasymptotically
have |Q2| L degrees of freedom. In this paper, it is claimed that thealiriacrease in degrees of freedom may not be attained whetersch
electromagnetic fields in the underlying scattering emriment are statistically correlated. After introducing admloof correlated scattering, which
is referred to as the colored scattering model, we deriventhaber of degrees of freedom. Unlike the uncorrelated dasepumber of degrees
of freedom in the colored scattering channel is asymptbtidenited by || - min{L, 1/T'}, whereT" is a parameter determining the extent of
correlation. In other words, for very large arrays in theocetl scattering environment, degrees of freedom can getasadl to an intrinsic limit
rather than increasing linearly with the array size.
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I. INTRODUCTION

From the time when it was revealed that the multiple-inputtiple-output (MIMO) systems promise significant gains,igthhad never
been achievable with any advanced single-antenna sysieithg, spectral efficiency and the reliability of communioatsystems, the MIMO
systems have been intensively studied in many differeragestives[[1]-+[16]. In recent years, along with the advariceimplementation
technologies, the implementation and deployment of MIMGtams have become active research topics. For exampleycatliapace-time
coding techniques are being adopted by the standards of rmadenmunication systems, such as high-throughput wielesN (IEEE
802.11n) and 3GPP Long Term Evolution. In particular, vengé MIMO systems [18], also known as massive MIMO, are aililyebeing
studied to meet the increasing needs for high-efficienogemgrcommunication systems. Basically, most of these MIM@irtelogies are
based on the premise that the capacity and diversity gasmévgsroved with the increasing number of antennas.

In a number of early studies on the MIMO fading channel, thh scattering environment was often assumed and the chaasahodeled
as a random matrix with independent and identically distad (i.i.d.) elements, each of which represents the fadimannel coefficient
between transmit and receive antennas. In the landmark tprkelatar [1], it was shown that, for the MIMO channel withd. fading,
the channel capacity grows linearly with the numbers of tla@dmit and receive antennas. In much subsequent workvidipothe i.i.d.
MIMO channel was thoroughly studied and lots of insight oa iIMO system was gained. In particular, many space-timéngpgchemes
were designed based on the understanding of i.i.d. MIMO mblamodel [19]. However, in the real applications, the i.MIMO channel
model has very limited importance because the scatteringomment is rarely rich enough and the channel coefficianéscorrelated [2],
[3]. To address the requirements for more realistic MIMOrote&d models, the Kronecker model was introduced [3]-[5]tHis model,
correlation between channel coefficients is posed by myiltip transmit and receive correlation matrices on thetrighd left of a matrix
of i.i.d. elements. Things become more complicated thani.tltk case, but it was shown inl[5] that the capacity of the@macker model
still grows in proportion to the number of transmit and regeeantennas. That is, the correlation introduced in the &eckaer model only
impacts the rate of growth of the capacity, not the lineaitgglf. Though the Kronecker model facilitates the capaaitalysis through the
powerful random matrix theory, it fails to capture the degemmce between the transmit and receive correlation cleaistats and has also
proven to be inconsistent with measurement resllts [4]eRig efforts were made to incorporate more physical mstaf scattering into
channel modeling. In the literature related to physicaihcieh modeling[[6]+[9], it was stated that, while the tranisarid receive signals can
be described by the excitation current distribution on mméearrays grray domain, the propagation environment can be better explained
in the angular domainin terms of the strength of the electromagnetic fields radidtom or impinging on the arrays. The two domains
are convertible to each other through an appropriate wamstietermined by the geometry of the arrays. In partictitarlinear arrays, the
mapping between them is given by the Fourier transform, hedetexists an analogy between the time-frequency domairaagle-array
domain pairs. Given spatial distributions of scatterens, électromagnetic fields at the transmit and receive sicesetated in the angular
domain through theSreen function and the joint response between them, in terms of the angdlesrival and departure, is given by a
scattering response function (see Eig. 1).[1n [10]] [1Ihified angular domain channel models were presented haseliscrete antennas
and discrete scattered paths. Though many insightful eagens were made from the discrete path modeling, it is teafistic because
the scattered paths are often continuously dispersed asteotd in many practical situations such as urban and inetnporonments. Also,
for the angular domain channel model, it was showri_in [12J}-fhat putting more antennas in a fixed array aperture doealways bring
increasing gains due to increased correlation betweennehaefficients. Instead, it was observed that the size efatinay aperture is
more important than the number of antennas and, thu§) ifdS], [16], the notion of a continuous array, which corresg® to the infinite
number of infinitesimally-spaced antennas packed in a gigrture, was adopted. Based on this model, the intringinred characteristics
independent of the antenna configuration, such as the ¢a@aa the diversity, were derived as functions of the apersize and the total
angular spread of scattering clusters. In particular_Bl,[three different mechanisms of scattering, i.e., sp@créflection, single-bounce
diffuse scattering, and multi-bounce diffuse scatteringre introduced and their individual impacts were analyzed

In this paper, we focus on another intrinsic characteristithe channel, which has not been addressed in existingtiite; the correlation
in the scattering response function. The clusters of gesttare often composed of a large but finite number of scadgtebjects. Though
the scattered fields by a single object can be statisticallyetated [[17], [[31], due to the limited spatial resolutiohthe arrays, only
combined and smoothed effects of the fields that are scdttsrenultiple scatterers in the resolvable angle are obdeageshown in Fig.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.0047v1

Scatterer clusters

Transmit array 0 y
t,1”

? /s

Fig. 1. Clustered scattering model.
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Fig. 2. Responses of low- and high-resolution arrays forsdime scatterers.

[2(@]. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the sicafteesponse is given by an uncorrelated (or white) Gaussiadom process
in the angular domain as in_[113], [16], based on the centnaitltheorem. However, when we are concerned with a very largay, the
spatial resolution can be so high that only a few objects falto the resolvable angle as in Fjg. 2(b). In such a casepicerrelated
scattering model seems no longer plausible and some disretzharacteristics may need to be appended to the conwahtinodel. For this
purpose, we consider a simple correlated scattering maxiddbon the notion of bandlimited white Gaussian randomesod=or the sake
of distinction, we refer to the conventional uncorrelatedttering model in[[16] as the white scattering model, andamurelated scattering
model as the colored scattering model.

In Section[l, we first introduce the colored scattering noded justify it compared to the conventional white scattgrimodel.
Assuming multi-bounce diffuse scattering, Secfioh Ill\pdes a canonical representation for the colored scageesponse by the spectral
decomposition technique. Also, Sectionl IV shows how thennkhis divided into subchannels with linear transmit anckiee arrays. The
key tools used in Sectios il ald IV are the Karhunen-Lotheorem [[32] and prolate spheroidal wave functidns [23]eyThave been
widely used in the analysis of time- and bandlimited signeither deterministic or random, and can be directly appteethe analysis of
the scattering response due to the analogy. That is, theerpants of time- and bandlimited signals in the time-frery domains are the
array aperture- or correlation-, and angular spreadithiesponses in the angle-array domains. Based on the desedhpubchannel model
and assuming the fast-fading channel, the ergodic cap&citgrived. It is shown that, for a given signal-to-noiseadSNR), the pre-log
factor of the ergodic capacity, which is also known as the lmemof degrees of freedom, is bounded by the product of theydength
and total angular spread. This is consistent with the prsviesult for the white scattering model [n_[16]. Howeverlikenthe previous
case, an interesting observation is made for the coloretiesicey model that the number of degrees of freedom is S@mirto a certain
value determined by the correlation characteristic of th@nael. Similarly in[[10], it has already been shown thatdbgrees of freedom is
saturated to the number of discrete and independent pripagmaths in the channel. However, there is a fundamentf@rence between the
two saturation phenomena since the scattering responssusnad to be clustered rather than discrete in this papereffy the theoretic
result derived in Sectiop IV, a MIMO system with discreteeamtas is considered in Sectiph V, and its capacity boundswareerically
computed in the colored scattering environment. The nwakresults show that the capacity bounds do not linearlyegse with the array
size but eventually get saturated to certain values. Fingkctior V] discusses extensions of the result of this pafeough multi-bounce
diffuse scattering, linear arrays, and fast-fading arentgagassumed in the analysis of this paper, some extensiotisetother situations,
such as single-bounce diffuse scattering and slow-fading straightforward. Also, some concluding remarks arergim Sectiofi MI.

The following notations are used throughout this paper. Dirac delta function is denoted by(-) and, for integersn, and ms, the



Kronecker delta is denoted By, ,m,. sincz denotes the sinc functiofsin 7x)/(7wz). Vectors or matrices are denoted by boldface symbols
and the superscripts, T, and H denote conjugate, transpose, and conjugate transpopectiesly. The determinant and trace of a square
matrix A are denoted bylet[A] and Tr(A), respectively, and is the identity matrix of the appropriate size. The sets af end complex
numbers are denoted B and C, respectively. For real numbetsandb (a < b), [a,b] is the closed intervalz € Rla < = < b}. The
statistical expectation is denoted -} and, for a setA, |.4| denotes the Lebesgue measurg;z, with no indicated base, denotes the
logarithm of base 2 and the natural logarithm is denotednby. Finally, o(-) is the standard little-o notation.

Il. SCATTERING CHANNEL AND ARRAY MODELS

To focus on the intrinsic characteristics of the channel,camsider the continuous array model aslih [9].| [15].] [16]jckhyields results
not depending on the array configuration, such as the numigepasitions of the antennas. Thus, the conventional desenetenna model
can be seen as a sampled version of the continuous array .nided specifically, we assume linear arrays of lengthand L,., which
are normalized to the wavelength, at the transmitter andébeiver, respectively. At the transmitter and the receme indicate specific
positions on the arrays by scalar coordinate variaples [-L;/2, L;/2] andq € [—L./2, L. /2], respectively. Then, for a narrow band
transmit signal, which is represented by a current distidbuz(p) on the transmit array, the received signal, which is alsoesgnted by
a current distributiory(q) on the receive array, is given by

Li/2
y(g) = / PO () 1)

where c¢(q, p) is the channel response andg) is the zero-mean white Gaussian noise process with an awtaton function (ACF)
E{z(q1)2" (g2)} = 028(q1 — q2) for q1,qa € [~L,/2, L./2[1. At the transmitter, the transmit power constraint is imggbss

Li/2
E { / 2 (p)? dp} <P @
—Lt/2

Physically, the channel response is modeled as a cascatie afansmit array response(«, p), the scattering responsg g, ), and the
receive array response.(3, q), i.e.

o(g,p) = / h / (8, )h(B, a)ar(ov, p)dadp, 3

wherea and 3 are directional cosines for the transmit and receive anaspectively, as shown in Figl 1. Therefot€3, ) is physically
meaningful only fora € [—1,1] and 8 € [—1, 1] and vanishes for other values afand 3. In far-field scattering, where the scatterers are
sufficiently far from both the transmitter and the receitbe array responses of the linear arrays are given by

ar(a, p) = e 72TP, 4)
ar(B,q) = e 72774, (5)

Note that,a and 8 are variables in the angular domain, whileand g are variables in the array domain. As mentioned in the intctidn,
the main benefit of assuming linear arrays is that the mappéatgieen the array and angular domains is done by the Fousiesform,
which greatly simplifies the analysis. Hence, an equivasergular domain representation of the relationshid_In (igiven by

/ / Lysinc (L.(B—B")) h(B',a") /OQ Ly sinc (Li(a’ — @) X (a)dada’dB" + Z(B), (6)
where X («), Y(8), and Z(3) are Fourier transform pairs af(p), y(q), andz(q), respectively. That is,
Ly/2 _
X() :[L /Qw(p)e’ﬂmpdp, (7)
/2 .
Y@= [ v, ®)
and /2
2@)= [ @y ©

In (@), we can observe the convolution operations withsinc (L..3) and L. sinc (L., which operate as low-pass filters. In other words,
the transmit and received signals are smoothed in the andolaain due to the finite apertures of the arrays. As notetiaéditerature[[11],
[33, Ch. 7], those smoothing operations are closely reladeithe notion of spatial resolution of the arrays. As theyasaesL, and L.
grows, the smoothing functions have narrower main lobesciwleads to the higher resolution for paths in the angulanaia. Note that the
convolution betweerl; sinc (L;a)) and X (o) in (@) is redundant becausg€(«) in (@) is smoothed by construction due to the finite-length
transmit array. Nevertheless, we will not leave it out fadefaconvenience.

Now, let us establish the characteristics of the scattesgonse:(3, «). In the clustered scattering environment, the scattegsganse
is modeled as a continuous random process. The support cfctttering response, on which the response may have nowakres, is
determined by the placement of scattering clusters. As shiowrig.[1, we suppose that there a¥f and M, disjoint clusters seen at the

1For consistency’s sake, we try to follow the same signal rhade reuse the notation as inl [9]._[16].



transmit and receive arrays, respectively. At the transidi¢, the angular subintervals afsubtended by the scattering clusters are denoted
by Q.:,i=1,..., M, and the union of the subintervals is definedas2 uMﬁ Q¢ i Slmllarly, at the receive side, the angular subintervals
of g are denoted by, i = 1,..., M,, and the union of the subinterval is defined@s £ UMT Q.;. In [16], it was shown that the
statistical characteristics of the scatterlng respongertd on the scattering mechanisms, such as specular @ilesingle-bounce diffuse
scattering, and multi-bounce diffuse scattering. In pattr, the specular reflection is deterministic in natured the responses for diffuse
scattering are assumed to be zero-mean white (uncorrl@edom processes with an AEF

E{h(Br,c1)h” (B2,02)} = 6(B1 — B2) - 6 (a1 — a2), (10)
where the support is
(B, ak) € Qr x Qu, k=1,2, (11)
for multi-bounce diffuse scattering and o
(Br, ax) € Lj Qi X Uiy k=1,2, (12)
=1

for single-bounce diffuse scatteringf¢ = M,.). Elsewhere outside of the support, the scattering regpsnalways zero. Though it has been
quite often subsumed in the literatufe [11], [13].1[16], tradidity of the above white scattering model for diffuse tbeang is somewhat
suspicious. In[[17],[I31], the correlation functions of @lemagnetic fields scattered by random objects or rougfaces were studied.
The overall correlation function for a scattering clustan de characterized by superposing the contributions ofctimstituent objects.
However, when there is a huge number of scattering objecthdrcluster, finding the exact correlation function for thester is almost
impractical. Moreover, since the spatial resolution of #reays is limited in practice, only smoothed effects of thesattered fields are
observable as shown ifil(6) and Hig. 2(a). Therefore, it seatiner acceptable to assume that the scattering resporseviiste random
process and the observed channel response is Gaussidbutistrwith zero-mean by the central limit theorem. In tewhshe number of
degrees of freedom of random processes, white random peExdsve an infinite number of degrees of freedom [20], [2bjv fhany of
those degrees of freedom can actually be used is solelyndiegd by the spatial resolution of the array. It follows ttee number of usable
degrees of freedom increases linearly with the array s(Zgs[9], [16]. Depending on the composition of the scattgrilusters and the
array resolution, this may be true to some extent. Howetieygh it could be very large, the number of scattering objacteach cluster is
finite in practice. Moreover, as we increase the array sizemay reach a point at which the spatial resolution of theyagaomparable
to the angular interval subtended by a single scatteringadlgs shown in Fid. 2(p). At this point, the correlation oatsered fields can
be captured by the array and the white scattering model mapnger be reasonable. Instead, as a generalization of tlite atattering
model, we assume that scattering response is a zero-mepeﬁcﬁaussian random process with

E{h(B1,a1)h" (B2,a2)} = F_'r sinc (51Fr52) ™ sinc (al%j”) i (13)

where the support is given bz {11) ér{12) depending on whethie multi-bounce or single-bounce diffuse scatteringeTparameter§’;
andT',. are referred to as the correlation widths at the transmittet the receiver, respectively, and determines the exteabroelation
in the angular domain. In contrast to the ACF of the white mamcprocess[(10), the ACIE{(IL3) corresponds to that of a baitdlinwhite
random process _[20]. Note that the AGE](13) approaches toofithe white scattering (10) ds; and T, tend to zero. Therefore, the new
model includes the white scattering model as a special taghstinction from the white scattering model, we refer e scattering model
with the ACF [I3) aghe colored scattering modefFor notational simplicity, we denote the ACE13) as

Rh(517527a17a2) :R’F(/BhﬂQ)Rt(aha?)l (14)
where
Ri(a1,02) =Ty - E{h(B, a1)h" (B, a2)}
_ 1 . a1 — Qo
=T, sinc ( T, ) (15)
for a1, a2 € Q¢ and 8 € Q. in the multi-bounce case and, a2 € Q;;, ands € Q,;, i = 1,..., M, in the single-bounce case, and
R”“(ﬂhﬂQ): E{h(ﬂh ) *(52705)}
= F_r sinc (61 T 62) (26)
for a € Q; and 81, B2 € Q, in the multi-bounce case and € Q,; and 81,82 € Q.,:, i = 1,..., M, in the single-bounce case. In the

remainder of this papef_(L5) arfld [16) are referred to asrthesmit and receive ACFs, respectively.
Remark 1:When there are more than one scattering cluster, it is fllusd assume that the channel responses for differentesicagt
clusters are uncorrelated. For example, far € Q. ; and az € Q¢ 1, @ # k, we should expecR;(a1,a2) = 0. One shortage of the

2In [16], scaling of the ACF depending on the propagationadise and the number of bouncing through the path was coasiderreflect path loss.
Though the path loss can reduce the received signal poweoet not affect the number of degrees of freedom of the chamherefore, in our analysis,
we omit the scaling factor.

3The definition and properties of proper complex random msee can be found i [22]. In short, the properness stateshiaeal and imaginary parts
of the random process are uncorrelated.



correlation functions[{15) and_(IL6) is that the uncorrelatess between scattering clusters is not accounted foreimihiti-bounce case.
However, whenl'; and T, are very small, which is generally the case, and the separattween the clusters is large enough, the ACF
(@3) does not lose its generality and simplifies the analysisch follows in the next section.

Il. SPECTRAL DECOMPOSITION OF THE SCATTERING RESPONSE

Through a spectral decomposition with properly chosensbi@asictions, random processes can be disassembled intoreiated random
variables providing the canonical representation of theedging process. In particular, for the scattering resgowhose ACF is factorized
into the transmit and the receive ACFs as[inl(14), the spedeeomposition can be applied separately to each sideggiia notion of
transmit and receive subspaces. The number of effectivepsgls with non-vanishing gains and the way that the traresmai receive
subspaces are related give us the insight to the intringitbeu of degrees of freedom and the diversity gain of the ablann

It has been discussed in the literaturel [23].| [32] that hamitid white random processes with a bounded time supparbeadecomposed
using the prolate spheroidal wave functions (PSWFs) as #stsbFrom the analogy between the time-frequency domaingaveform
channels and the angle-array domains in linear arrays, 8\WH3 can also be used for the spectral decomposition of theteckd and
colored scattering response. Thus, in this section, weifirsiduce some properties of the PSWFs and then study tlotrapdecomposition
of the colored scattering respon&¢s, o). In this and the following sections, we are particularlyergisted in the multi-bounce diffuse
scattering whose support is given tiy(11). The extensiomeostngle-bounce case is discussed in Se€fidn VI.

A. Required notions and theorems

Before proceeding further, we first introduce some esdamtizons and theorems. We denote BY the set of all complex valued functions
f(t) defined on the real lin® and square integrable, i.e.

(/fﬂ|j(tﬂ2dt<:oo. (17)

Analogously, the set of all complex valued functiofi&) defined on.A, which is a compact subset &, and square integrable oA is
denoted byL%. Now, let R : A?> — C be a continuous square integrable Hermitian kernel, i.e.

R(t,s) = R*(s,t), (t,s) € A% (18)

Associated with the kernel, a bounded linear self-adjoperator7(R) : £% — £% is defined as

/R (19)

for a function f(t) € £%. Things of particular interest to us are the eigenfunctigngt) and eigenvalues.,, of the linear operator that
satisfy

[ R = A1) (20)

In the remainder of this paper, we assume that the eigenfunscand eigenvalues are correspondingly ordered such¢hat\; > Az >
without loss of generality. Finally, fol > 0, a function f(¢) € £? is calledW-bandlimited if

/ Wsine (W (t —s)) f(s)ds = f(t). (21)
In other words, the Fourier transform ofl&-bandlimited function vanishes outsi Also, the set of all¥-bandlimited functions
is denoted byByw .

The following theorem is a minor modification of well-knownekter’s theorem [34] and Karhunen-Loéve theorem [32],civhie refer
here without proof.

Theorem 1 (Mercer [34] and Karhunen-Loéve [32]For a compact intervald = [a, b] on the real line, let:(t) € £% be a zero-mean
proper complex random process. The ACFx6f) is defined ask(t,s) £ E {z(t)z*(s)}, (¢, s) € A%. We denote the sets of eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues df 4(R) by {¢.(t)} and{\.}, respectively. IfR(¢, s) is strictly positive definite,, > 0, and we can find},, (t) being
orthogonal and complete id% and

272]

JRCNOCRCEEPHE. (22)
Then the random procesgt) can be expanded in terms ¢f,(¢) as
z(t) = i Tnn(t), t € A, (23)
n=0
where the convergence is in the mean-square B e
v =5 [ Ui, (24)

4The convergence in the mean-square sense is differentlydstar deterministic and random signals: foft) € £,

N-1 2

fim [ z(t) = Y wntn(t)

N—oo J_
n=0

dt =0




In addition, the coefficients of the expansion satisfies

E{zn,} =0, (25)

and

E{Zn 25y} = 6nying- (26)

Therefore, the Karhunen-Loéve (KL) expansiénl(23) presicin expansion of the random process in orthogonal basisidns with
uncorrelated coefficients. For Gaussian random proce$besren]l has stronger properties as stated in the folloadimgllary.

Corollary 1: Whenz(t) € £% is a zero-mean proper complex Gaussian random process veitictly positive definite ACFR(t, s),
the convergence of the KL expansidn}(23) is almostfbarel the coefficients., in (24) are independent and identically distributed (j)i.d
circular-symmetric Gaussian random variables with zeemmand unit variance.

Now the following theorem introduces the PSWFs, which, imjenction with Theoreni]l, comprise the foundation for theciml
decomposition of the scattering response.

Theorem 2 (Slepian and Pollak [23])Consider a positive definite kernel on a compact inteiak [a, b],

R(t,s) = Wsinc (W (t —s)), (t,s) € A%, (27)
whereW > 0. Let {¢»(¢)} and {\,.} be the sets of eigenfunctions and eigenvalue$_ofR), respectively. Then, the following properties

hold.

1) v, (¢) are real and bandlimiteds.,(t) € Bw .
2) n(t) are orthonormal on the real line and completeSin-:

| om0 €0t = by, mrma = 0,121 (28)
3) 4, (t) are orthogonal o4 and complete inC%:

/ 7/1n1 (t)wnz (t)dt = )\n15n1,n27 ni,ne =0,1,2,.... (29)
A

4) )\, are real, positive, and distinct: > Ao > A1 > A2 > - --.
5) Fort € R,

/ R(t, 8)n(s)ds = Anthn(t), n=10,1,2,.... (30)
A

The widely used terminology to refer t9,(¢) in Theoreni2 is the prolate spheroidal wave functions. Inrémeainder of this paper, we
denote{.(t)} by P4,w, where the parameters are explicitly indicated in the sugsc

Remark 2: The compact intervald in Theorem$1l andl2 can be replaced by a finite union of disfmnipact intervals. The extension of
Theorentl for the multiple intervals can be found[inl[25]. &\lthe extension of Theorelh 2 was initially pursued_in [24] &me asymptotic
distribution of the eigenvalues was derived. The compmsitf PSWFs for the multiple interval case can be found_in ,[#B]].

B. Spectral decomposition of the scattering response

For the transmit ACRR, (a1, ar2), the sets of eigenfunctions and eigenvalue$@f( R;) are denoted by »(a)} and{\; .}, respectively.
Then, from [I5) and by Theoreln 2. () are PSWFs. In multi-bounce diffuse scatterihg3, «) has an ACF proportional t&: (a1, a2)
on Q, for a fixed 3 € Q,. By TheorenLL, it can be expanded as

h(B,a) =D hu(B)den(a), a € Q, (31)
n=0
where )
hn(B) = SV h(B; @)t ,n(a)dor. (32)
t,n JQy
Note thath,(5) is a Gaussian random process with
E{hn(8)} =0, (33)
and
whenz(t) is a deterministic signal, and
N-1

Z‘(t) - Z xnwn(t)

n=0

2
lim E{ }:O,tEA,
N — oo

whenz(t) is a random process. Both of the statements are stariddrdaj@2] for all expansions in orthogonal functions, the cagmece in the mean-square
sense is tacitly assumed in the remainder of this paper siolgerwise stated.
< e} =1.

5For everye > 0,
N-1

(t) = Y Tnn(t)

n=0

Pr{ lim
N—o00



1
)\t ,m1 )\t ,mna
@ 1 / Ro(B1, B2) Rel(0n, @) e my (01)t.my (02) dey v
)\t ,m1 )\t n2 JQp JQy
1
@ Re(B1, B2) e,y (1) bt (1 )deus

)‘tynl Q4

(51762) ni,n2 (34)

where (a) is from the definition of the autocorrelation fumet(I3) and (b) and (c) are by the properties of PSWFs in Terai@.

Now, associated with the receive ACR. (51, 32), we define{y,»(8)} and {\. .} as the sets of eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of
Tao, (R:), respectively. Themy),.,(3) are PSWFs from{16) and by Theoré&in 2. Sicg3) has an ACF ofR, (81, 32) as shown in[(34),
it can be expanded by Theorédm 1 as

E{hn, (B1)hn, (B2)} = / o E{h(B1,a1)h” (B2, a2)} te,ny (1) Yt,n, (2)dardas

(C)

= hmntrm(B), BEQ, (35)
m=0
where 1
o = o [ BB (8)d5. (36)
rm JQ,.
Also, by Corollanf1,h,,» are zero-mean i.i.d. circular symmetric Gaussian randonahles, i.e.,
E{hmnt=0 (37)
and
E {hml,n1h:n2,n2} = 6m17m26n1,n2- (38)
Therefore, [(311) and_(35) yield an expansion
=D D hmatrm(B)denla), (B,0) € Q x Q. (39)

m=0 n=0

Note that the expansiofi (39) is intrinsic to the channel avesdhot depend on the transmit and receive arrays. The hasiSdns:, (o)
and ¢, (8) form the transmit and receive subspaces, respectivelggaldhich the signal can be transmitted. However, as it willsben
in the following section, it depends on the arrays how thagespaces are exploited.

IV. CAPACITY BOUND FOR THE COLORED SCATTERING CHANNEL

In this section, an upper bound for the ergodic capacity efdblored scattering channel is presented as a functioreddrtay length, the
channel correlation width, the total angular spread oftsdag clusters, and the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). Betthat, we first consider
a useful lemma regarding the relationship between two rdiffesets of PSWFs.

Lemma 1:Consider a compact interval (or finite union of disjoint caapintervals)4 and bandwidthd; andWs, wherelWW; > Wy > 0.
Let {¢n(t)} and {¢n(t)} be Pa,w, andPa,w,, respectively. The corresponding sets of eigenvalues(for(t)} and {¢.(¢t)} are also
denoted by{\,.} and{~.}, respectively. Then there exist real coefficieats, (m,n =0,1,2,...) such that

t) = Z Cm,'rﬂ/)n(t) (40)
and
Cn =A\n Z Cm n¢m (41)
m=0
where
t) = / Wasine (Wa(t — s)) ¥n(s)ds. (42)
A
In addition, the coefficients,, , satisfies
m1 mo Z Cm1,nCmag,n, (43)
and
777L1 mi,mg Z )\ncml nCmo,n- (44)
n=0

Proof: Note thatBw, C Bw, sinceW, < W;. Therefore, by property 2 of Theordm 2, we can decompisé) in terms of the basis
functions,, (t) as [40), where

1
= /A G (£) 0 (£) (45)

Since bothg., (t) andv,(t) are real functions, the coefficients,,, are also real. Then, from the orthogonality &f, (¢), we have



/ Gy () (D) = Gy

NgE

Cm1,nCma,n, (46)

n=0

where the second equality follows by usifigl(40) and the odhmality of,, (¢) on the real line. That is, the sequenées o, ¢m,1,Cm,2, - - |
are orthonormal for differentn. In addition, we have

/A Dy () Py (£)dE = Yiny Sy ymo

= Z Anc'ml,nc'mg,n, (47)
n=0
where the second equality follows by usiig]l(40) and the gahality of ¢, (¢) on .A. Now, from [42), note thaf,, (¢) are theA-timelimited
and W,-bandlimited versions of),, (¢). Then, since(,(t) are Wa-bandlimited, they can be expressed as

Cn Z Cn,m ¢m (48)
m=0
where
Cn m = _/ C’!L ¢m
%W‘//Wmmmw—mwuw%u
® 1 / / Wasine (Wa(s — t)) ém ()dttbn (s)ds
Ym JaJa
2 [ outpns)as
A
D Acrmins (49)
where (a) is from[{42), (b) is by changing the order of intéigres and by the even symmetry of the sinc function, (c) is pprty 5 of
Theorenl 2, and (d) is froni (#5). [

In the following subsections, discrete subchannel decaitipns of the transmit and receive signals are discusskxhgAwith the spectral
decomposition of the scattering resporisel (39), an equivaienonical representation of the relationship[ih (6) itaimted in the angular
domain and the upper bound for the ergodic capacity of therdeal model is investigated.

A. Subchannel decomposition

We suppose that the transmit AQE (a1, a2) and2: are known at the transmitter, and the receiver has full cblastate information.
In particular, for the sake of simplicity, we focus on the syetric case in which we assunig = L, = L, I': =T, =T, M = M,, and
[Q:| = || = [Q], where|Q| = [, do. Since the subchannel decomposition depends on the amgthlg and the correlation widtlr, we
first tackle the case witll, < 1/T", and then the case with > 1/T" afterward.

1) Case 1:L < 1/T": Denote the eigenfunction and eigenvalue set$f(Q), whereQ (a1, az) = Lsinc (L(a1 — a2)), by {¢¢,n(a)}
and {v:,.}, respectively. By Theoreiln 2, the eigenfunctions form a PSP, 1, which is a basis foi3.,. Therefore, without loss of
generality, any transmit signals from the array of lendtltan be expressed in the angular domain as

@) =Y Xudrn(a), (50)
n=0
where )
Xn=— X(a)ptn(a)da. (51)
Yton S,

By Parseval's theorem, the transmit power constraiht ()t rewritten as

E{/w| |da} ZE{|X|}

- n=0

<P (52)

Analogously, we denote the eigenfunction and eigenvaltedd,. (Q) by {#r,m(8)} and{~v,,~}, respectively. By Theorefd 2., (5)}
is Pq,.,r, and forms a basis foB.,. Therefore, any received signals of the array of lenftban be represented in the angular domain by

B) =" Ymbrm(B), (53)



where

= Y rm(B)dB. 54
= [ Y@n(eas (54)
In particular, the nois&Z(3) embedded it (8) is decomposed as
ﬂ) = Z Zm¢7“,m(ﬂ)y (55)
where
1
Zn= 5= [ 20 (B8 (56)

Then, it can easily be shown that,, are i.i.d. circular symmetric Gaussian random variableth weéro-mean and variance of:

E{Zy Zy} = ———— / [ 420828} e, ()b (B2)051 5

Vr,m1 Vr,ma
@ o

/ [ QU1 B2) i (81)6r (52)451 5

Yr,m1 Vr,ma

2
/ Groomn (B1)roms (B1) B

@ (o

Yr,mq
(é) 0'2677117“121 (57)
where (a) is by the definition aZ(3) in (@), and (b) and (c) are by the properties of PSWFs in Thede

Now, we substitute[(39) intd]6) and obtain

Y (8) :/ QBB YD ity m (B )hin (e / Q(d/,a)X (a)dada'df’ + Z(B)
Qi m=0n=0
m=0n=0 -
where
Coon() £ ; Qe )t n()do!, (59)
Crm(B) £ ; Q(B, B )br,m(8)dB'". (60)

From the assumption thdt < 1/T" and by Lemmd&]1[{89) an@ (60) can be expressed as

Comla fAthck nbrk(a (61)

Crm(B) = Arim Z dim&ra(B), (62)
=0
for some real coefficients;, , andd; ... Plugging [5D),[(55),[(81), and(62) intb (58) and usingl (&AY [56), we have a discrete canonical
representation of the received signal

Z Zdlm)\rmhm nAt nzck nXk+Zl7 l—O 1, 2 (63)
m=0n=0
2) Case 2:L > 1/T: As discussed in the previous case, any transmit signals fhemarray of lengthL. can be expressed in terms

of basis functionsp: »(«) as [B0). From the spectral decomposition of the scattessganse[(39), the subspace in the angular domain,
through which signals can be conveyed from the transmittehé receiver, is spanned Hy): .(a)} on Q.. By extending the support of
the basis functions fronf2, to the real line and by Theoreld 2, we see that any signals Hrabe conveyed through the channel can be
interpolated to signals i, . In other words,X (o) € By,r is a necessary condition for signals not to be nulled by ttanll. On the
other hand, the subspace spanned{y..(a)} on the real line isB, which includesB; ,r whenL > 1/I'. Therefore, it is sufficient for
the transmitter to us¢y: »(«)} as the basis for the transmit signal instead{ #f .(a)}. The transmit signal is now given by

@) =Y Xnthra(a), (64)

where 1
X, = — X(a)e,n(a)da. (65)

At S,
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Fig. 3. Distribution of eigenvalues ¢f 4 (R) in Theoren{B.

Note that the same power constraint [ad (52) is applied incdse. Using[(39) and (b4) ifl(6), we have

Y(B) =Y hman /Q Q(B, B")tbr.m (B)dB Nen X + Z(B), (66)

m=0 n=0
where the fact thaf () in (€4) is 1/I-bandlimited, i.e.,/*_ Q(a/, @)X (a)da = X (a'), is used. By LemmBl1, wheh > 1/T’, we can
write
Grom(B) = dmibr1(B) (67)
=0

for some real coefficientd,,, ;. Therefore,

| Q88145 = 3 rridinira(d). (68)

=0
As in the previous case, any received signals from the arfdgngth L can be expressed ds{53). Usihgl(66) (68]ih (53) [add \&t),
obtain

Vi= "> veidmibmn A Xn + Z1, 1=0,1,2,.., (69)
m=0n=0
where Z; are i.i.d. circular symmetric Gaussian random variableth wiéro-mean and variance of as defined in[{36).

B. capacity upper bound

The capacity upper bounds for the canonical representa{e®) and[(60) are investigated. For the characterizatfaheo capacity, the
distributions of eigenvalues; ,, or v », and A, », or 7., are essential, since they measure the gains of transmitemei/e subchannels.
In the earlier work by Landau and Widorn |24], the asymptoigtribution of those eigenvalues was found as in the folimMvheorem.

Theorem 3 (Landau and Widom_[24]):et .A be a union ofM (< oo) disjoint compact intervals. Consider a kernel dn

R(t,s) = Wsinc (W (t —s)), (t,s) € A%, (70)
whereW > 0. Then the number of eigenvalues Bfi(R) that exceedr (0 < = < 1) is given by
M. 1-

Gaw(z) =AW + ) In - L 1n 27 A W) +o(In(JA|W)), |AIW — o, (71)
where|A| = [, dt.
The distribution of the eigenvalues is graphically showrFig.[3.
Now we first consider the upper bound for the capacity whed 1/T". For notational simplicity, let us consider an infinite-@insional
vector space representation pfl(63) as
y = DA,HA,C"x + 2, (72)

wherey = [Y1,Y2,...]7, x = [X1, X2,...]7, andz = [Z1, Z2,...]*. Also, D, H, andC are matrices whosén, n)-th elements are given
by dim.n, Am,n, @nden,, ., respectively, and\,. and A, are diagonal matrices whoseth diagonal elements ate.,, and \; ., respectively.
It is well-known that the capacity of the systemn(72) is ackikby a zero-mean Gaussian inputind given by

C= max E {log det {1 + %DAT.HAtCTQCAtHHAT.DT} } , (73)
@) <P 7
whereQ £ FE {xxH}. Note that, due to the infinite dimensionality of the modak teterminant in[{13) should be carefully defined in

the limiting sense as in [5][15][16]. That is, we first asmithat only finite numbers of dimensionsxfandy in (Z2) are used, which
gives the capacity representatiénl(73), and then the nigrifedimensions are taken to infinity. Lettisg2 CTx, we can see ir[{12) that
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Fig. 4. Distribution of eigenvalue&(z).

x — x — y forms a Markov chain. Also, due to the orthonormality of theefficientsc,,,, (Lemmall),x = [XO,X'l, .. .]T satisfies the
same power constraint:

iE{IXnF}:iEﬂXkF}SP- (74)

Therefore, we have the following upper bound for the capacit

C< max FE {log det {1 + %DAT.HAtQAtHHAT.DT} } , (75)
: g

TH(Q)< P

whereQ £ FE {iiH}. In [1], it was shown that the optimal input covariance matn achieve the ergodic capacity is a scaled identity
matrix when the channel matrix has i.i.d. entries. Though th not the case in(T5), it was shown [n[28]-[30] that a diz input
covariance matrix achieves the ergodic capacity if any teiiran vectors of the channel matrix are independent and titges have a
symmetric distribution around zero. As a result, withowslof generality, we can 1€} in (75) be a diagonal matrix witi{|X,|?} on its
diagonal. Based on the fact thiaig det(-) is concave, Jensen’s inequality is applied[tdl (75) givingtaer upper bound

C < max logdet {I + izDATE {HAtQAtHH} ATDT]
: g

TH(Q)<P

(a)

o M2 {1 X"}
2

logdet |I+ DA’DT

max
3o E{IXnl?2}<P
) P

< log det {I + ;DAEDT] , (76)

where (a) follows from the fact tha® and A, are diagonal and. ., are i.i.d. random variables with zero-mean and unit vagaand (b)
from the fact tha) < \;,, < 1. By further applying Hadamard’s inequality {0 {76), we obta

=0

(%) i 10g <1 + ; Z )\r,mdl2,m>
=0

m=0

- P
23 1o <1 + ;w) : (77)

1=0

C< ilog (1 + ; i Ai,mdim>
m=0

where (a) is from the fact th&t < A\, < 1 and (b) is by Lemmal1.
Now, we turn to the upper bound fdr > 1/T" case. Analogously to the previous case, the infinite-dimoeas vector space representation
of (69) is given by
y = A,DHA:x + z, (78)

whereD is a matrix whos€m, n)-th element isd,, », A is a diagonal matrix whose-th diagonal element is,...,, and the other variables
are defined as i (72). The capacity of the system (78) is tharacterized as

C= max E {log det {I + %ATDHAtQAtHHDTAT} } . (79)
: g

Tr(Q)< P
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We apply the same bounding procedure agin (76)td (79), wields
P e
C < logdet {I - —2ATD DAT]
ag

(a) P = fo=T
= log det {I + ;DATD } , (80)

where (a) is by Sylvester's determinant theorem. Applyiregdéimard’s inequality td (80), we have

Cc< Z log (1 + ; 2_;73,lj2m,l>
(a) oo oo
S Z 1Og <1 + ; Z’Yr,ld_?n,l)

1=0

® Z log (1 + g)\mn) , (81)

where (a) is from the fact that < ~,;, < 1 and (b) is by Lemm&ll. Note that the upper bourids (77) (Bl peatermined by the
distribution of eigenvalues,.; and A .. WhetherL < 1/T or L > 1/T", the number of eigenvalues.; or A, ,, exceedinge (0 < z < 1)
can collectively be quantified by Theordh 3 as

G(z)=Q|A+ %2 In? ; L In @A) +o(n (2] A)), |2 A = o, (82)
T
where A £ min {L, 1/T'}. Define
M. 1-—z
G(z) = —Fl . In (27 |Q| A) (83)
such thatG(z) = —G(z) + |2] A + o (In (|2] A)). Also, a parametet is determined to satisfy
M €
|Q|A+Fln1_€ln(2w|Q|A):O. (84)

Then, as shown in Fid.] 4, — ¢ approximately represents the largest eigenvalue. Usiagctifiective distribution of eigenvaluels {82), the
upper bounds in(77) an@ (B1) can be written in a single esmasas

C< /Ou log (1 + Z—f) dG(z) + o (In (|Q] A)), Q] A — oo. (85)

The same form of integration on the right-hand-side[of (883 hlready been dealt with ih |16, Lemma 3.4], and (85) candepactly
reformulated as

C< {|Q| A+ Min (27 |Q|A) f (;)] log (1 + ;) +o(n(|QA), 2] A = oo, (86)

where P 1 P P P
f(;):ﬁln;—ko(ln;),;—)oo. (87)

One interesting point to observe i [86) is that the pre-lagdr, i.e., the number of degrees of freedom, is dependerth® SNR. In
particular, the dependence becomes prominent vifiéh is small. When arrays with discrete and finite number of amsrare considered,
such dependence on SNR is not observed in general. In facSkR-dependence of the number of degrees of freedom haslylbeen
pointed out multiple times in the literature consideringntbouous arrays [7],18],.[16]. It can intuitively be exptead as follows. As shown
in (Z7) and [(81), the eigenvalues of the array or the changglesent gains of parallel channels. Therefore, assummiitgsignal power,
P =1, the number of eigenvalues exceeding the noise level wikrd@ne the number of usaflehannels. By Theorefnl 3, abolf2|A
eigenvalues are close foand then plunge near zero in a transition region of width mdal/ In(27|Q|A) /72, With reference to Fidl4, if
the transition of eigenvalues from 1 to ~ 0 is not abrupt enough compared [@|A, i.e., for a small|Q2]A value, the number of usable
channels will noticeably depend on the noise level.

The result of this section is summarized in the followingattesn.

Theorem 4:For the channel under colored scattering with correlatiadttwi™ and total angular spred€®|, the ergodic capacity achieved
by linear transmit and receive arrays of lendthat a given SNRP/o? is bounded by

C < |Q|Alog (1 + %) +o(QA) (88)
g

as|QA — oo, whereA £ min {L, 1/T}.

Interestingly, and as somewhat expected, the result inféheld coincides with the result in L6, Theorem 3.5] wher< 1/T. That is,
at a given SNR, the capacity may almost linearly scale in gmtign to the array lengtiL.. However, in the colored scattering environment,
the capacity gets saturated to an intrinsic limit posed leydhannel.

6This means that the eigenvalues above the noise level haminadot contributions to the overall capacity. It does noplimthat the capacity vanishes
wheno? > 1 because no channel is usable.
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V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To validate the theoretic result provided in Sectfion IV, sosimulations are performed. Since the continuous saagtend continuous
array models in Sectidn]ll are not convenient for numeridalugation, we consider the discrete scattering and discagtay models as in
[11]]. Assuming linear arrays withL + 1 discrete, half-wavelength-spaced antennas (indexed frditto L), the discretized version of the
channel responsgl(3) between theth receive anch-th transmit antennas is given by

Cmmn =1 Z Z arkm (k,Dat(l,n), mn=—L,...,L, (89)

k=—KIl=—K

for some nonnegative integét, wheren is a scaling factor and

a(l,n) =e %% = K,...,K,n=—L,...,L (90)
dr(kym)=e %% k=_K, .. K, m=—L,...,L (91)

In addition, to capture the correlation between scatterelds the discrete scattering resporigé:, ) is randomly generated to have a
circular symmetric Gaussian distribution with zero-mead an ACF

7 7 1 ki —ka\ . Li—1p
E{h(kl,h)h (k:g,lg)} =2 sinc < % ) sinc ( ®T ), (92)
for ki 1 ko 1
1 h 2 2 2
(3 %) (g)em (99)

More specifically, we choos& = 2", L = 0,1,...,49, andQ = [-1.0, —0.7] U [-0.15,0.15] U [0.7, 1.0], i.e., M = 3 and || = 0.9.
Also, the scaling factor in (89) is determined such th@fn/:%, Zi/:w E {|Em,n|2} /(2L +1)? =1 for L' = 49. Then, the resultant
discrete antenna signal model is given by

y =Hx +z, (94)

wherex andy are(2L+1) x 1 transmitted and received vectogsis a(2L+1) x 1 noise vector comprised of i.i.d. circular symmetric Gaaissi
elements with zero-mean and varianceséf andH is a (2L + 1) x (2L + 1) channel matrix whosém, n)-th elementfo,n = —L, ..., L)
iS &m,n. According to the assumption in Section TV-A, the transeritinly knows the distribution of the channel; correlatiaivieeen entnes
of H. Based on this information and the transmit power constr&inthe optimal input covariance matri@ £ E {xi(H} is determined to
achieve the ergodic capacity. However, determining ther@tinput covariance matrix and computing the ergodic céapaf the correlated
MIMO channel is cumbersome, because there is no closed fpnession and, thus, numerical optimization is requiréd],[[B0]. Therefore,
as alternatives, we evaluate two performance metrids| infBich serve as the lower and upper bounds for the ergodicitgprespectively:
the first one is the average mutual information with equal gromllocation, given by

. B P g
Ly =F {1ogdet [I + 2OLT 1)HH } } , (95)
and the second one is the average capacity with full chanatd mformation at both transmitter and receiver, given by
Corp1=E max log det {I + = HQHH} . (96)
Tr(3)<P

The values oflsr .1 and Caz41 are computed through Monte Carlo simulation witht* trials, and the curves ofar 1 and Cor o1,
normalized byCy = log(1 + P/c?), are plotted in Figl]5 for different values @f and different SNRs. Note that, since the inter-antenna
spacing is fixed to half a wavelength, the sizes of array apestgrow with the number of antennas. In the figure, we caerebghat the
growth rates ofl>z41 and Car41 with respect to the number of antennas (equivalently, aamarture size) are severely affected by the
correlation widthT". It is seen that they do not linearly increase with the numifeantennas and, in particular, the upper bourig,
eventually gets saturated to a certain value; the largecdh@lation width, to the smaller value the upper bound gatarated. On the other
hand, the lower bound.: increases with the number of antennas up to a certain pothtteen gradually decreases. This is because the
available degrees of freedom are not efficiently used, wiigerfilling is used for the upper bound to make the best usthefdegrees
of freedom. However, the gap between the upper and lowerdsooarrows as the SNR increases. In summary, the resultgiBRierify
the statement in SectidnlV: in the colored scattering emritent, the ergodic capacity may not linearly grow with thewa size but gets
saturated to a certain limit.

VI. DISCUSSION
A. Single-bounce diffuse scattering

In the analyses in SectionsIIB afdllV, only the multi-boardiffuse channel has been considered. As noted in Sddlismgle- and
multi-bounce diffuse channels share the same ACF (13) kue Heferent supports. Both in the single- and multi-bounases, the ACF can
be expressed as a product of the transmit and receive ACHs(@d). However, in the single-bounce case, the transmitraceive ACFs
are not completely separable in the sense that the supdatiese two functions are intertwined. If we consider a sngtattering cluster
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Fig. 5. Bounds for the ergodic capacity of the colored sdatjechannel; linear arrays with half-wavelength-spacate@nas are assumed.

at once and ignore the other clusters, the transmit andvee@&lFs are separable; the spectral decomposition of théesog response in
the pair of transmit and receive subintervals correspanttineach cluster is given by

h(B,e) = > hD 0 (B (@), (B,a) € Qi x Quiyi=1,2,..., M, (97)

m=0n=0

Wherehﬁ,?,n are i.i.d. circular symmetric Gaussian random variablds &&ro-mean and unit variance, ag ,'fl(a) andz/;ﬁf,)n(ﬂ) are PSWFs
Pa, ;1T and Pa, ;11 respectively. Assumind. < 1/TI', the transmit and receive signal can be written similarlythe multi-bounce
counterpart as

M oo
X(@) =33 X6 (a) (98)
i=1 n=0
and v e
Y(B) =) Ve 8), (99)
i1=1 m=0

whereqbifﬂa) and ¢$f3n (B) are PSWFsPg, ,.r andPq, ; 1, respectively. In[[24],[[26], the asymptotic orthogonaldf the PSWFs with
disjoint time or frequency supports was addressed. Thdbis;; # is, t(f;)(a) and zp,ﬁffl) («) are asymptotically orthogonal either on
Q..4, or on €, for a small correlation widtf™ (large 1/T). The same asymptotic orthogonality can be stated/f, (3), if,)l(a), and

szn(ﬂ) (large L). Due to this asymptotic orthogonality, the single-bourd@use channel is asymptotically equivalent Aé independent
single-cluster multi-bounce diffuse channels (the sangeraent was made i [16]). Therefore, after some straighfiodl manipulation on
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(89), we have the capacity upper bound for the single-boulifteése channel as
M

C< |Q|A+Zln(2w|Qi|A)f<%)} log <1+Mi_2) +o(In(QA)), |2 A = oo, (100)

i=1

where it is assumed th#®; ;| = [Q2,;| = || and equal power is allocated for each clustet (., E{XPPy < P/M,i=1,...,M).
Comparing [(86) and (100), it is seen that the single- andirholince diffuse channels have almost the same number ofelegf freedom
for large |Q2] A.

B. Diversity gain

As for the diversity gain of the slow-fading colored scdttgrchannel, the same argument for the white scatteringrean [16] can
be revisited. Though the multi- and single-bounce diffusanmels have almost the same degrees of freedom, theisitdjvgains and the
tradeoffs between the diversity and multiplexing gains diféerent. In particular, one thing to note for colored $eeng is that, as in
the case of degrees of freedom, the maximum diversity galimised by the correlation characteristic of the channejarelless of the
lengths of arrays. By the same argumentl[inl [16], it is cleat the limits are given byQ||.|/(I':I',) for the multi-bounce case and
S M 194,|Qn:| /(T T,) for the single-bounce case, respectively.

C. Conclusion

The correlation in the scattered fields has not been captarednventional scattering channel models. In this paper,introduced a
correlated scattering model, referred to as the colorettesogy model, and analyzed the impact of correlation ondh&nnel capacity. In
previous studies, it has been well known that the capacitdythe diversity gain grow in proportion to the sizes of traitsand receive array
apertures under the conventional white scattering modetohtrast, it was shown in this paper that the capacity aversity gain can be
saturated to certain values under the colored scatterirdpm@®he limits on the capacity and diversity gain are irgiéally determined by
the correlation characteristic of the channel and, as thesledion decreases, i.e., as the model gets close to the wtattering model, the
limits increase indefinitely. That is, the colored scattgrmodel includes the conventional white scattering modetha limiting case. The
result of this paper yields useful insight into the intei@ttbetween the channel and antenna arrays and is applicekibgious situations
concerning very large arrays. For example, as the largedamgér antenna arrays are being taken into considerationoidern and future
communication systems to attain high spectral efficienay r@fiability, the result of this paper can provide a guidelifor the selection of
the maximum aperture size with the given correlation chiartic of the scattering environment.
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