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Abstract

In wireless communication systems, dual-polarized (DB)eiad of single-polarized (SP) multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO) transmission is used to impeothe spectral efficiency under certain
conditions on the channel and the signal-to-noise ratioRSNn order to identify these conditions,
we first propose a novel channel model for DP mobile Ricean ®Ikhannels for which statistical
channel parameters are readily obtained from a momentbeaisannel decomposition. Second, we
derive an approximation of the mutual information (MI), whican be expressed as a function of those
statistical channel parameters. Based on this approxdmatie characterize the required SNR for a DP
MIMO system to outperform an SP MIMO system in terms of the Mhally, we apply our results to
channel measurements 263 GHz. We find that, using the proposed channel decompositiontiae
approximation of the MI, we are able to reproduce the (pcadli relevant) SNR values above which

DP MIMO systems outperform SP MIMO systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) transmission is byow a well established technique
to enhance the spectral efficiency over wireless channelsleV\éommonly antennas with the
same polarization are considered for MIMO systems, the tistual-polarized (DP) antennas
is known to offer advantages in terms of the spectral eff@yjeander certain conditions on
the channel and the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). Besidésgbable to improve the spectral
efficiency, DP antennas allow for compact MIMO systems witHacated antennas due to the
strong decorrelation over orthogonal polarizations.

In order to understand the influence of channel properties the SNR on the spectral
efficiency, channel models are commonly used. The main gbahannel models is to give
a simplified yet accurate representation of the effects efdmannel on the transmitted signal.
They thus allow to replace the use of sophisticated chanregsaorements that are specific
to a measurement environment, and, furthermore, they daw &br analytical evaluations. A
good overview on the modeling of DP MIMO channels can be foumfl]-[3]. Experimental
results regarding DP MIMO channels are presented in, &5.[4]-[6]. Furthermore, in[7], the
orthogonality of DP MIMO channels is characterized, and8]}) the impact of Ricean fading
channels on the diversity performance is investigatedysoally.

Unfortunately, an accurate and analytically tractable eiod of DP MIMO channels is a
difficult task. One has to resort to several assumptionsdieroto obtain analytical expressions,
e.g., for the mutual information (MI), and thus to assessittiieence of the channel on the
spectral efficiency. It is known that DP MIMO systems areaatiive in Ricean channels![2],![9].
However, the channel and the SNR conditions for a DP MIMOesyisto outperform a single-
polarized (SP) MIMO system in terms of the spectral efficieace not fully characterized and
they are time-dependent. Expressions relating the stafisthannel parameters to the spectral
efficiency are usually limited to restrictive channel madelith separable correlation, i.e., a
Kronecker structure, and/or without a Ricean componentemr, they often rely on asymptotic
settings. For recent contributions regarding analytiggkessions of the Ml for Ricean channels

in asymptotic settings, see [10] and references thereia.dBpendence of the spectral efficiency



of SP and DP MIMO channels on the SNR and tRefactor is demonstrated, e.g., inl [1]
with simulated channels. The spectral efficiency of meas&®e and DP MIMO channels with
(instantaneous) channel state information (CSI) at theivec (RX) only has been compared, e.g.,
in [11] with indoor measurements at4 GHz, in [12] with indoor measurements a5 GHz,

or in [13] with outdoor measurements a6 GHz. While [12], [13] conclude that DP MIMO
systems are favorable, [11] concludes that, especiallyofer K -factors, SP MIMO systems are
recommended to reach higher spectral efficiencies. Thexets highlighted in[]4], it is not
straightforward to decide when to use a DP instead of an SP ®/Hyistem. We also note that

SP MIMO systems would highly benefit from the availability @8I at the transmitter (TX).

Consequently, we first aim at establishing a general chamoelel for SP and DP MIMO
systems which is reasonably accurate, yet analyticallstakde. Second, we aim at identifying
the conditions on the channel and the SNR under which it iefi@al, in terms of spectral
efficiency, to make use of the polarization domain for a ledinumber of antennas at both link
ends. The reason to limit the number of simultaneously uséenaas is that it is desirable to
keep a low number of radio frequency chains since they arerestge components in a wireless
system. One can then perform antenna switching betweeerdliffly polarized antennas, i.e.,

between SP and DP MIMO systems.

Contributions: We detail a general modeling approach for SP and DP MIMO oklann
Furthermore, we evaluate the achievable rate over suchmelsfor the case that the TX has only

statistical CSl, while the RX has instantaneous CSI. Inigalgr, we contribute the following:

« We propose a general model for SP and DP mobile Ricean MIMQ@raia. Furthermore,
we derive a moment-based channel decomposition yieldiegsthtistical channel model
parameters from measured data.

« We give an approximation of the achievable rate, i.e., thewhiich is an explicit function
of the statistical parameters of the proposed channel m@éetan thus assess the influence
of the statistical channel parameters on the achievabde rat

« We use the approximate MI to characterize the required SMR fOP setup to outperform

an SP setup. Specifically, we give a closed-form expresdic@uch an SNR threshold for



the practically relevant case of a dual-stream DP setup gfige-stream SP setup.
« We evaluate the channel decomposition and the Mifot SP and DP MIMO systems based
on urban macrocell measurement2at3 GHz. We find that the DP setup is advantageous

in terms of the MI for medium- to higlic-factor links above a certain SNR. With the

approximate evaluation of the MI, we can reproduce the anrggsoints between the Ml of
the SP and DP MIMO systems.

Structure: We first introduce the MIMO system model in Sectioh Il. Them,Section[1l,
we develop the channel model and its corresponding decatiggosechnique for SP and DP
channels. Sectidn 1V deals with the performance assesdore®P and DP MIMO transmission.
In Sectionl VY, the channel measurements and the data selestopresented, before proceeding
with the results in Section VI. Finally, we draw the concarsin Sectiori VII.

Notation: We use lowercase and uppercase boldface letters to desigeetbrs and matrices,
respectively. For a matriXA, the (element-wise) complex conjugate, the transpose,taad
conjugate transpose are denoteddy A7, andA !, respectively. The unique Hermitian positive
semidefinite square root of a Hermitian positive semidefiniatrix A is represented by\%.
For the matrixA, tr {A}, rank {A}, and \nax(A) denote the trace, the rank, and the maximal
eigenvalue, respectively. For two matricAsand B, A ® B is the Hadamard (element-wise)
product andA ® B is the Kronecker product. The vectorization, i.e., the nolewise stacking,
of the matrixA is denoted byec {A}. The N x N identity matrix is represented By, and the
all-zero matrix of sizeV; x N, is denoted by0y, n,. The real-valued/ N x M N commutation
matrix K, v satisfiesK v vec {A} = vec {AT} for an M x N matrix A. Consider an\/ x N
matrix A with £ =1,...,M andl =1,..., N; we use[A];, to denote the element in theh
row and theith column of A, and we defineA™ such that[A*];, = max {[A];, 0} holds.
Expectation is denoted bl {-}, log(-) is the logarithm to the basg andIn(-) is the natural

logarithm. The imaginary unit is represented hy

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a MIMO channel which is characterized by timesvg and frequency-flat

fading. The input-output relation for transmission fré¥ax antennas at the TX t&/rx antennas



at the RX is given at time slots, € Z by the received lengtl¥grx column vector
y[m] = H[m]x[m| + n[m]. (1)

The random channel matricébl ]}, each of sizeVgyx x N1x, are jointly proper. The lengthry
column vectors{x[m|} denote the zero-mean jointly proper Gaussian transmitéatiovs that
are uncorrelated in time with spatial covariance malfrigx|[m|x” [m]} = P,Q[m], P, > 0, and
tr{Q[m]} = 1. The lengthArx column vectors{n[m|} are the white jointly proper Gaussian
noise vectors in time with spatial covariance matfiX n[m|n”[m]} = 021, ando2 > 0.
The random processdd#1|[m|}, {n[m]}, and{x[m]|} are assumed to be mutually independent.
For ease of exposition, we define the (nominal) SNR P,/02. We assume the RX to have
instantaneous CSI, i.e., the RX has knowledge of the cunteaninel realizatiod [m]. The TX,

on the other hand, only has statistical CSI of the channel.

[1l. CHANNEL MODELING AND DECOMPOSITION

A channel model has to be accurate yet simple enough to affeght on the influence of
the relevant channel parameters on the system perform&eseral approaches to model the
channel exist; they can be mainly classified in physical amalyéical models[[14]. We choose
the popular correlation-based analytical modeling apgrdar MIMO channels which is easier
to use for analytical evaluations and which requires statisparameters that are, in general,
readily available from measurement data. Correlatioretha@nalytical models can contain a
term representing line-of-sight (LOS) or a strong scatt§t8] for each MIMO sub-link. The
amplitude of the sub-links then changes from a Rayleigh tecadd distributed random variable.
The ratio between the power of the dominant component anddiwer of the remaining weaker

component is referred to as the-factor.

A. Channel Model

It is common to represent the dominant components of the MidWi@nnel by a deterministic
rank-one matrix[[16],[[1]7]. While this is usually applicalfior an SP MIMO system in an LOS

scenario where the TX and the RX are fixed, it is not approprilatgeneral. This is especially



true for DP MIMO systems where independent propagationgatsthogonal polarizations might
occur. Moreover, in the presence of a mobile terminal (Mfig§ dominant channel component,
i.e., a strong scatterer or LOS, has a varying phase and assaquence the mean of the channel

is zero [18].1 We thus introduce the following model for SP and DP mobile MiMhannels:

Hyy [m] Hiy [m] I:Ivv [m] I:IHV [m]
H[m] = + (2)
Hyy [m] Hi [m] I:IVH [m] I:IHH [m]
—Hi[m] —1[m) ’

where H|[m] contains the dominant contributions, which are due to LOStosng scatterers,

and ﬁ[m] contains the remaining contributions of the channel. Thg , x Ngx; Sub-matrices
Hap[m| = Vap[m] © ®4p[m)] (3)

andH,;[m] contain the sub-links with polarizatianat the TX and at the RX fora, b € {V, H}.
Here, V and H denote vertical and horizontal polarizatimespectiveIH The number of vertical-
polarized (VP) and the number of horizontal-polarized (HR)ennas at the TX are given by
N1x v and Nty y, respectively. We thus hav®rx v + Ntx 1 = Ntx. The relations at the RX side
are obtained analogously. In the SP case, we either use dhlgr\only HP antennas. In the DP
case, we assume that, at both the TX and the RX, one half ofntie&as is VP while the other
half is HP. We split the dominant contributions into the deti@istic amplitude matrixV ,;,[m)|
and the random phase matwdx,;[m] with [®.,[m]]z; = e?%er-e-vrrc+l™ for k= 1,... Nax,
andl =1,..., Ntx,. The remaining weaker scatterers are represented by thermsan proper
Gaussian matrix[m), i.e., Hy[m] for a,b € {V,H}. As highlighted in [3], the challenging

part is the modeling of the dependence between the phaske dbminant components,, ,[m|

*Another reason for a zero-mean channel can be the consaterditchannel samples at other frequencies as differemtreda
realizations.

2We note that other polarization choices, e.g., correspanth a slanted scheme, are possible as well; however, wesehoo
vertical and horizontal polarizations as they often ha¥edint propagation characteristics, see [12] for an exarimpan indoor

scenario.



forp=1,..., Ntx.Nrxp. We first consider all MIMO sub-links with polarizationat the TX
andb at the RX. Forp,q = 1,..., Ntx oNrx, We assume

1) bap,[m] is independent of[m],

2) ¢app[m] is uniformly distributed ovef—m, 7),

3) ALLIm] = Gapplm] — bave[m] is deterministic.
The first two assumptions are commonly used, see, elg., (Byeder, a note is in order regarding
the last assumption. As mentioned above, the contribufilmms the dominant components are
not deterministic, e.g., due to the mobility of the MT. Foe tbase that all MIMO sub-links of
the same polarization combinatianand b observe the same dominant component and that the
distances between the TX, the RX, and a possible dominatiesmaare considerably larger
than the array sizes, the resulting phase changes are equal bf these sub-links. Therefore,
ARt,Im] is modeled as constant inside a region of constant stalistiannel parameters, i.e.,
Ayt [m] is deterministic. Clearly, assumption 3) is not satisfieddth antenna setups, e.g., it
would not necessarily hold for a MIMO system made of dira@ioantennas with different
orientations. Therefore, for each polarization, we regire (directional) antennas at the TX

and the RX to be oriented in the same direction. Using assomf), we can rewrite[(3) as

H,[m] = Vau[m] © Aga[m] ™ a b e {V,H} (4)

where we defined,;[m] = ¢u1[m] and the deterministic matriA ; ,,[m] = ®,,[m] e=¢alm,

B. Channel Correlation

Subsequently, we define full and transmit correlation ratriof the channel. Furthermore, we
characterize the structure of the correlation matriceb@fdominant components of the channel.
The results will be needed for the channel decompositioneti8n[Ill-G and the performance
assessment in SectignlIV.

1) Full Channel Correlation Matrices:We first define the lengtirx Nrx column vectors
h[m] = vec {H[m]}, him] = vec {H[m]}, andh[m] = vec{H[m]}. The corresponding/rx Nax x

N1x Nrx full correlation matrices of the channel are then obtainged a

R[m] = E {h[m]hH[m]}; Rim] = E {ﬁ[m]ﬁH[m]}; R[m] = E {ﬁ[m]hH[m]} (5)



respectively. Using assumption 1) in Section [lI-A, it imdietely follows that
R[m] = R[m] + R[m] (6)

holds. We can categorize the MIMO sub-links into co-pokdizub-links, i.e., links with VP to
VP or HP to HP transmission, and into cross-polarized swokslii.e., links with VP to HP or HP
to VP transmission. Depending on whether the four polaonatcombinations share a dominant
component or not, the rank &[m] can vary. We show in Append[x]A that generally we have
rank {R[m]} < 4. Since the cross-polarized sub-links are hardly affecte@ lg., the occurrence
of LOS, we consider the practically relevant setting thdlydhe co-polarized sub-links can be
affected by dominant components. Then, it can be simildntyns thatrank {R[m|} < 2 has

to be satisfied. Further specializing this setting to theedast the VP to VP and the HP to
HP sub-links are affected by distinct dominant componerits Wmdependent phase terms, it
follows thatrank {R[m]} = 2 is satisfied. When all polarization combinations share arom
dominant component, we havenk {R[m]} = 1. For an SP setupank {R[m]} <1 holds.

2) Transmit Channel Correlation Matricesthe Ntx x Ntx TX correlation matrices are
Rix[m] = B {HT[m]H*[m]}; Rix[m] = E {ﬁT[m]ﬂ*[m]}; Rix[m] = E {ﬂT[m]ﬂ*[m]}.
(7)
With assumption 1) in Sectidn II4A, we have
RTX [m] = RTX [m] + RTX [m] (8)

We are interested in the structure, or more specifically #oak,r of RTx[m]. To that end,
we assume thaV,,[m] = Vexa[m|Vix [m] and Ay q[m] = drxe[m]dix ,[m] with the
deterministic lengthVgx column vectorsvrx .»[m] anddgrx .»[m], and the deterministic length-
Nrx column vectorsvry q»[m| and drx q.»[m] holdd In Appendix[B, we show that generally
rank {Rrx[m]} < 4 holds. In the case that only the co-polarized sub-links dfected by
dominant components, we obtaiank {Ryx[m|} = 2. Finally, for an SP setup, we have

rank {RTX [m]} =1.

3Note that this decomposition only imposes a rank-one cmmdfor each polarization combination, which is realistibem

the distances between the TX, the RX, and possible domircattesers are large.



C. Channel Decomposition

We now describe a simple method to separate the contritsutbdrthe dominant channel
components and the remaining weaker scatterers from thenehaorrelation matrix. We thus
aim at splittingR[m] into R[m] and R[m]. We note that in the mobile setting we cannot use
the mean of the channel to decompose the channel into thendatand the remaining channel
components. We thus introduce a method to decompose theahtat is simple compared to
high resolution parameter estimation techniques [19]. Mie¢hod is inspired by the well-known
K-factor estimation in[[20]. It is suitable for both SP and DPMMD channels.

We use the second- and fourth-order moments of the chaRfie| = E {h[m]h"[m]} and
T[m] = E {(h[m]h*[m])?}, respectively, to obtain a simple solution to the channeodgo-
sition of R[m] = R[m] 4+ R[m] into R[m] and R[m]. From Appendix_C, we have the relation
T[m] = R[m] tr {R[m]} + R%m] — R%m] which can be reformulated as

R?[m] = R[m] tr {R[m]} + R*[m] — T[m]. 9)

With the eigendecompositioR[m] = U[m]A[m]U*[m], we can thus directly obtain the unitary
eigenvector matriXJ[m] and the diagonal eigenvalue matthm] of R[m).

1) Dual-Polarized Channel:According to Sectiof III-BlL, at most four eigenvaluesRfm]
are non-zero; however, only two can be highly significant antdhller eigenvalues tend to be
estimated less accurately. We thus have to exercise careowsing the number of considered
eigenvaluesNpp. Subsequently, we first find an estimateRfm] denoted ak[m] according
to (@). We then extract th&pp largest eigenvalues @[m]; this step is akin to taking the best
rank-Npp approximation ofR[m] in terms of the matrix2-norm [21, Th. 2.5.3]. Clearly, we

have Npp < 4. The final estimate oR[m] is

Nop

RO[m] =) cxfm]w[m)af [m] (10)

where the vectomy[m| denotes the eigenvector corresponding to it largest eigenvalue
Ax[m] of R[m] for k = 1,..., Npp. We now define the (positive semidefinite) estimates of

R[m] andR[m] asR(®[m] and R [m], respectively. Moreover, we defifi@;[m] = R [m] —
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22:1 cx[m]ag[m]af? [m] forl = 0, ..., Npp. The parameters,[m] for k = 1, ..., Npp are chosen
such thatR(®[m] = R)[m] — R()[m] is positive semidefinite, see Appendix D:

0, for singularRy,_[m]

. o -1
min {A,j[m], (a;j [m]R,;il[m]ak[m]) } else.
Note that some power of the dominant components correspgridiuy[m] is transferred from
R [m] to R)[m] wheneverc,[m] < Ai[m]. This might occur when the estimates of the
momentsR[m| and T[m| are inaccurate.
2) Single-Polarized ChanneFrom Sectiod III-A, we know thaR[m] can at most have rank

one. We thus obtain the following estimate Rfm]:

R [m] = ¢1[m]iay [m

T

' [m]. (12)

The constant, [m] is chosen as il (11) to ensure the positive semidefiniterfedR§Ym]. We can

generate SP channel realizatidd¥’[m] based on the statistical channel parameters according to

vec {H(g) [m]} = /ei[m] ai[m]e’? + (R(e) [m])é g (13)

whereg¢ is uniformly distributed ovef—r, 7), andg is a zero-mean proper Gaussian random col-

umn vector of lengthVtx Nrx with covariance matrid y., vy, ; ¢ andg are mutually independent.

IV. PERFORMANCEASSESSMENT
With respect to the system model in Sectidn I, the M| betwieninputx[m| and the output
y[m] combined with instantaneous CSI at the receiver is giventiohannel use (bit/c.u.) by
I (x[m}; y[m], Hm]) = E {log det (Iny, + pH[m|Q[m|H" [m])}
@ {log det (Tyn + pH" [m]H[m]Q[m]) } (14)
where, in (a), we used [22, Th. 1.3.20]. Note that the MI[in)(is}time-dependent as the

channel is in general non-stationary; therefore, in atssense,[(14) is not an achievable rate.

Nevertheless, we use the ML (14) as performance measure isihas an interpretation in terms
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of an achievable rate in bit/channel use (bit/c.u.) for stationary slow- and fast-fading wireless
channels[[23],124].
With Appendix[E, we can state the following second-orderragimation of [14):

I (x[m]; y[m], H[m])

~ I¥ (p, Q[m], Rx[m], Z[m])

_ log(e)p?
2

< tr{ Zlm] ((Qlm] (Lyg + pRix[m] Q) ™) © (QIm] (L + Rie[m]QIm)) ™) ) | (25)

= log det (Iny, + pRx[m|Q[m])

with the N3, x N2, fourth-order moment matrix of the channel
Zm|=E {Vec {H"[mH[m] — Rix[m]} (vec {H"[m|H[m] — Riy [m]})H} . (16)

Additionally to Rrx[m], (I5) requires the evaluation of the fourth-order momerhefchannel
Z[m]. In order to gain insight on the influence of typical statigtichannel parameters on the Ml,
we rewriteZ[m] as a function ofR[m] and R[m] only. Both of these parameters are available
with the channel decomposition in Sectibn 1ll-C. In orderrastate [(16) for SP as well as
for DP channels, we assume that only the co-polarized siks-lcan be affected by dominant

components. In Appendix| F, we then obtain the following lesu
vec{Z[m]} = (Inn ® Y[m]) vec {R[m]}
+ (K v @ Kivpe, ) (I ® Y [m]) vee {R”[m] } (17)
with the N3, x Ntx N3 block matrixY [m] containingl ,, ® Xy ;[m] in the kth row-partition and

thelth column-partition fork = 1,..., Ntx andl = 1, ..., Nrx. The Ntx x Ngx matrix X, ;[m] is

defined by[Xw[m]} - [f{[m]] for p=1,...,Nrx andg = 1,. .., Nax.
D,q (k—1)Nrx+1,(p—1) Nrx+q

Note thatR[m] = R[m] + R[m] holds.
A. SP vs. DP Performance: HigR-Factor Case

We now compare the performance of SP and DP setups in themitgetor regime. First,

consider the case of an asymptakicfactor setting, i.e., infinitely largé-factors, and that only
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the co-polarized sub-links have dominant components. ;TthenJensen bound on the MI given by
19 (p, Q[m], Rrx[m]) = log det (Iny, + pRix[m]Q[m)]) (18)

and corresponding to the first term in{15) is equal to the[M) (it can thus be used for a simple
analytical performance evaluation. Note that the chamfeiences the Jensen bound on the Ml,
i.e., (I8), only througRrx[m]. In the asymptotid{-factor setting, we havRrx[m] = Ryx[m].

Using Hadamard’s inequality [22, Sec. 7.8.1], it can be shahat [18) is maximized by
choosing the eigenvectors of the input covariance maQijx:] to be given by the eigenvec-
tors of Rix[m]. l.e., for the eigendecompositioRsy[m] = Urx[m]Arx[m|U% [m] with the
unitary eigenvector matriUrx[m| and the diagonal eigenvalue matri¥rx[m]| of Riy[m],
we obtainQ[m] = Ux[m]Ag[m|UE [m]. Here, Ag[m] is the diagonal eigenvalue matrix of
Q[m] determining the power allocation. Furthermore, we defiag[m] = [Arx[m]];, and
Agklm] = [Ag[m|]kx for k =1,..., Ntx, whereXrx x[m]| > Arx pr1[m] for k=1,..., Ntx —1
holds.

The crossing points between the Ml of an SP setup and the MDJ#? aetup are then given by

19 (P> QTX,SP[m]a RTx,SP[m]) =79 (P, QTX,DP[m]a RTX,DP[m]) (19)
Ntx Ntx

< log (H (1+ p)\TX,SRk[m])\Q,SRk[m])> = log (H (1+ p)\TX,DP,k[m]AQ,DP,k[m])> (20)
k=1 k=1

where Arx spi[m| and Arxppi[m| for k& = 1,..., Nyx are the eigenvalues of the SP and DP
transmit correlation matriceRrx sp[m] and Rrx pp[m], respectively. Similarly\g spx[m] and
Agppk[m] for k = 1,..., Nix are the eigenvalues of the SP and the DP input covariance
matrices Qrx splm] and Qrxpp[m|, respectively. As highlighted in Sectidn IlI-B2, we have
rank {Rrx[m]} = 2 if only the co-polarized sub-links have dominant composeartd we have
rank {RTx[m]} =1 in the SP case with a dominant component. In the Higfactor regime
with dominant components for co-polarized propagatiory,ome thus have to decide between

an SP setup with one transmitted stream and a DP setup witlranemitted streams.

To obtain the crossing points whefx spi[m| > 0, Arxppx[m| > 0, and g ppx[m]| > 0 for
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k =1,2, we simplify (20) to

log (1 + pArx.spi[m]) = log (H (L + pArx,ppk[m] )‘Q,DP,k[m])> (21)
k=1
<14 p)\Tx‘SPJ[m] = H (1 -+ p)\Tx‘Dp,k[m] )\Q,Dpk[m]) . (22)
k=1

Besides the crossing point at= 0, there is a crossing point at

Atxspa[m] — Asum,oAm]
J) m] — TX,SP1 sum,D 23
pCP[ ] )\prod,DP[m] ( )

which is positive if A\rx sp1[m]| > AsumpAm]. Here, we defined

)\sum,DP[m] = )\TX,DP,I[m])\Q,DP,l[m] + )\TX,DP,2 [m])\Q,DP,2[m] (24)

)\prod,DP[m] = )\TX,DP,l [m])\QDP,l [m] )\TX,DP,2[m])\Q,DP,2[m]- (25)

By inspecting[(2R), we observe that the contribution of thieofithe SP setup, i.e., the left hand
side of [22), is a linear function of the SNR while the contribution of the MI of the DP setup,
i.e., the right hand side of (22), grows quadratically wiie SNRp. We thus conclude that the
DP setup outperforms the SP setup only at SNR values a«l@,{m] if Arx.sp1[m] > Asum,pAm]

holds. Otherwise, the DP setup always outperforms the SB.set

B. SP vs. DP Performance: General Case

In this section, we study the performance of the SP and theddipsn the general case of
arbitrary K-factors. Now, we need to consider the approximate evalnaif the Ml (15) and
cannot restrict to the Jensen bound on the MI. Similarly toti8e[IV-A] we consider the case
of the SP setup transmitting a single stream and the DP sedapnhitting two streams with
positive Arx sp1[m|, Arx.ppi[m], and g ppx[m| for k = 1,2. Furthermore, we again choose the
eigenvectors oR%,[m| as the eigenvectors of the input covariance mafijx:|. In order to get
a closed-form expression of the crossing points, we deril@var bound on the approximate

MI (L5) in Appendix[G. It is given by

1% (p, Q[m], Rrx[m], Z[m]) = log det (Lny, + pRix [m]Q[m]) — log(e)w[m]  (26)
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with

Ne Na | (UL [m] @ UE [m]) ZIm]( Uiy [m] @ Urx[m)]
um =22 ! ) 2)\<Tx,k[m]>\Tx,l[m] S (27)

k=1 =1

and the number of transmitted streamis. We note that this lower bound is tight in the limit
p — oo. Based on[(26), we calculate the crossing points of the Mhef$P setup and the Ml

of the DP setup by considering

1) (p, Qrx.selm], Rix.selm], Zspm]) = I™® (p, Qrx pp[m], Rrx pp[m], Zpp[m])  (28)

where Zsp[m| and Zpp|m| denote the matrixZ[m| for the SP and the DP case, respectively.
Similar to Section_1\V=A, we note the linear and the quadragiowth with the SNRp of
the exponentiation (with respect to the bayeof the MI (26) for the SP and the DP setup,
respectively. We then obtain a crossing point above whieh i setup outperforms the SP
setup at
(LB) Arx.sp1[m]a[m] — Asum pdm)] A1 sp1[m]alm] — Asum pdm] ? alm] —1
oG Im] = + e
2)\prod,DP[7n] 2)\prod,DP[7n] )\prod,DP[m]
(29)

if 4(1— a[m])Aproa,pAlm] < (Atx.spi[m]a[m] — Asumpdm])? is satisfied. Otherwise, the DP setup
always outperforms the SP setup. Here, we defingd] = exp(wpp[m] — wsp[m]), which is a
correction factor, andvsp[m| and wpp[m] are obtained from[(27) for the SP and the DP case,

respectively. Whemy[m] = 1, we recover the solution (23).

V. CHANNEL MEASUREMENTS

We evaluate the previously obtained results using urbanrgualt channel measurements
that were performed at 2.53 GHz in two bands of 45 MHz in limgnaermany. During the
measurement campaign, the DP MIMO channel from three bag®rst(BS) positions with
different heights to a multitude of MT tracks was measuregusatially. The MT was moving
with a maximal velocity of about0 km/h. In this paper, we extract tf#® MHz band centered
at2.505 GHz, and we use the three BS positions at a heighboh with the three MT reference

tracks. For further details regarding the measurement agmpsee([25], [26].
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After denoising the channel measurements in the time-d#dayain, we normalize the channel
matricesH|m]. The normalization is performed with a scalar factor suat By{||heo[m]||%} =
N is emulated inside each stationarity region containMg= 16 samples in time andV; =
128 samples in frequency. Hert,[m] is a vector containing only thé/., elements ofH [m]
corresponding to co-polarized sub-links. This guarante&sr comparison between SP and DP
setups since we account for the power loss in cross-pothsme-links. Then, we estimate the
statistical quantities by replacing the ensemble avegawiith an averaging oven; time and

Ny frequency samples. This yields a total 25148 (=~ 500 non-coherent) realizations [26].

A. Antenna Setups

We choose a uniform linear array at the BS and two uniformutarcarrays (UCAS), which
lie on top of each other, at the MT for the subsequent evalnsatiThe antenna arrays consist of
patch antennas that can be excited vertically and horitlgnRue to the UCAs at the MT, we
are able to differentiate between the following four orémns: the front (direction of motion),
the back, and the two sides of the MT. For our evaluationsBth@&nd the MT act as the TX and
the RX, respectively. We consider two SP antenna setups, andRan HP setup, as well as two
DP antenna setups, a co-located (DP-CL) and a spatiallyatepa(DP-SS) setup, for thiex 4
MIMO case. For the SP setups, the antennas are separatedabyhe TX and0.5). (different
UCAS) or0.327). (same UCA) at the RX. For the co-located DP-CL setup, thenaag@atches
at the TX and the RX are separated dby. and0.5). (across the UCAS), respectively. For the
spatially separated DP-SS setup, we use the same antermh@pas in the SP case. However,
we have a separation @f\, between antennas of the same polarization at the TX sideheit t
RX side, the lower UCA is only used for the VP excitation whitee upper UCA is only used

for the HP excitation. We note that all setups result in thmesarray length at the TX.

B. Scenario Classification

Based on the measurements, for the SP case, we mainly oldsetsewith either low K-

factors and low correlations between the MIMO sub-linksiokd with high K-factors and high
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TABLE |

SPECIFICATION AND PROPERTIES OF THEREFERENCEL INKS

Link BS Track MT orientation MT position [m] K-Factors

1 1 41a-42 back 0—34.9 low
2 3 9a-9b left 0—38.9 medium
3 2  10b-9a front 9.8 — 56.8 high
4 3  10b-9a left 0—64.9 varying

correlations. A similar observation was madelinl [27] &nd.[ZBus, similar to[[28], we classify
the measurements into links with low, medium, and high (clapzed) K -factors, see Table I.
The low K-factor links are characterized biy-factor values in[0, 2], while the medium and
high K-factors links have several peaks with values ab®owaand 10, respectively. Additionally,
we have one link with varyingy-factors which consists of low and highi-factor parts. The
reason for the lowk -factors/correlations in link 1 and 2 is that track 41a-4pastly located in
a street canyon; regarding BS 1 and 3 no dominant componenexpected. In contrast, tracks
9a-9b and 10b-9a are mostly situated in an open environmeatenxdominant components are

more likely to occur.

VI. RESULTS

In order to check the efficiency of the channel decompositimmcompare thé(-factors from
the decomposition to the ones obtained from the measuremsift the moment method in [20].
The results on thé-factors are averaged over the sub-links of each polapzatbmbination for
the DP-CL setup. Subsequently, we consider the practicalgvant case of extractinpp = 2
eigenvalues, see Sectién 1I-C1. In Table I, we show theiltesfor links 1-3 averaged over
the driven distance. We see that the cross-polarized sub;IVP to HP (V-H) and HP to VP
(H-V), show significantly smallek -factors than the co-polarized ones, VP to VP (V-V) and HP
to HP (H-H). In general, we observe lowéf-factor values from the channel decomposition;
this is due to guaranteeing the positive semidefinitenesbeotorrelation matrices, which can

result in a shift of the power from the dominant componentth&remaining components of the
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TABLE Il

AVERAGE K-FACTORSFROM THE MEASURED CHANNEL AND THE PROPOSEDCHANNEL DECOMPOSITION

K-factors: Measurements | K-factors: Decomposition

Link | V-v. H-H V-H H-V | V-V H-H V-H H-V

1 0.5 0.8 0.4 04| 05 0.6 0.3 0.3

2 1.6 1.4 0.6 07| 1.2 0.9 0.2 0.2

3 4.0 5.7 1.9 18| 4.0 54 1.7 15

channel, see Section IIItC. In Figl 1, we depict the evolutiwer distance for link 4 since it is
characterized by varying -factors, see Table |. Similar obervations as in Table Il barmade.
Furthermore, we observe that the channel decompositiohlésta reproduce the tendencies in
the evolution of the measured-factors.

Next, we evaluate the performance of the SP and the DP sdumsder to compare the
approximate evaluation of the MI, i.e[,_(15) with {17), tetfexact) Ml [14), we uséVpp = 2.
We use the optimal input with respect to the Jensen bound emith where the eigenvectors
of R44[m] form the precoding and the power allocation is obtained bymple water-filling
strategy([29], unless otherwise specified. The resultsklil-3 are accumulated over each track
and shown as a function of the SNR in Fig. 2. We observe that anhigh SNRs there is a
noticeable gap between the MI and its approximate evalualibe DP-CL setup only provides
an advantage in terms of the Ml compared to the SP setupstheeVP and the HP setup, if
the K-factors (of the co-polarized sub-links) and the SNR attartain values; the higher the
K-factors, the lower this SNR threshold is. Practically, atelwng between SP and DP setups
is thus most useful in medium- to higki-factor scenarios; there the crossing points between
the MI of the SP setups and the DP-CL setup are accuratelpdaped by the approximate
evaluation of the MI, i.e.[(15) with (17). Furthermore, ilgH3, we plot the MI over distance for
the VP, the HP, and the DP-CL setup on link 4 at an SNROadB. We observe that the positions
at which the DP-CL setup outperforms the SP setups coincittehigh K-factors, see Fid.]1.

We now compare the performance using two different DP setinesDP-CL setup with co-
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(a) V-v (b) H-H
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Fig. 1. K-factors vs. distance on link 4 (averaged over sub-linkshef@P-CL setup with the same polarization combination).

located antennas and the DP-SS setup with spatially sepgaaatennas. In Figl 4, we show the
MI of the DP-CL and the DP-SS setup, exemplarily, on link 2. dserve that the DP-SS setup
is able to reach even higher MI values at high SNR. We expettttfis is due to the increased
viewing angle into the propagation channel for each padddion at the RX side, which results
in an increase in the degrees of freedom. The DP-CL setupevawoffers a more compact
antenna array at the cost of a reduced viewing angle at theHaXhermore, we observe here

that the approximate evaluation of the Ml is more accuratetie DP-SS setup than it is for
the DP-CL setup.

The average SNR values above which the MI of the DP-CL settip twio streams and equal

power allocation is higher than the Ml of the VP or the HP se#tigh a single stream are given
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(a) Low-K-factor link 1
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Fig. 2. Ml vs. SNR of the exact and the approximate evaluatiorthe VP, the HP, and the DP-CL setup.

Table[Ill. Note that the precoding is again given by the eigetors ofR;y[m]. The resulting
crossing points are calculated using the various methadsdimced before, i.e., using the Mi
and the approximations given in_(14), (15),1(18), dnd (26gtber with [(1V). We observe that the
approximate evaluation of the ML(IL5) is able to accuratelgroduce the average SNR values.
When using the Jensen bound on the MI, we obtain lower ave$&{fe values. Note that the
Jensen bound on the Ml is only useful for highfactor links; thus, we only give the results
for link 3. The SNR values obtained from the lower bound on dpproximate M, i.e.,[(26),
yield a slight overestimation of the average SNR values fblirkks. We observe that all the

(exact) crossing points are roughly betweeand7 dB. A clear dependence on the link is not
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Fig. 3. Ml vs. distance for the exact and the approximateuatain for the VP, the HP, and the DP-CL setup on link 4 with
an SNRp = 10 dB (the blue-shaded regions denote positions where thedlzoized) K -factors are high, cf. Fid]1).
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210 .
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Fig. 4. Ml vs. SNR for the DP-CL and the DP-SS setup on link 2.

present; this is due to the restriction to two and one tratisthstream for DP and SP MIMO

systems, respectively.

VIlI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the modeling of DP MIMO chasnaslwell as the performance
over such channels. We proposed a general model for DP m8lidean channels with a
channel decomposition technique yielding necessarysttati channel parameters. Furthermore,
we derived an approximation of the MI, which is a function bbse parameters, in order to
gain some understanding on the statistical channel paeasnatfluencing the MI. Based on

the approximate evaluation of the MI, we were able to anzdjfy characterize the required
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TABLE Il
AVERAGE SNR VALUES ABOVE WHICH THE M| OF THEDP-CL SETUP WITH TWO STREAMS AND EQUAL POWER

ALLOCATION IS HIGHER THAN THE M| OF AN SP STUP WITH A SINGLE STREAM

SNR Values pcp [dB] (averaged)

VP vs. DP-CL HP vs. DP-CL

Method | Link 1 Link2 Link3 | Link1 Link2 Link3

Exact: [13) 4.998 6.759  5.242| 5559  7.197 5.744
Appr.: (I8)| 5.073 7.027 5.240| 5567 7.324  5.680
2@ | — — 4.623 — — 4.813

pl®): @B)| 6.154 7.722  5.747| 6564 7.976  6.130

SNR for a dual-stream DP MIMO system to outperform a singleasn SP MIMO system.
Finally, we applied the obtained results to channel measemn¢s performed in an urban macrocell
environment aR.53 GHz. We find that for sufficiently highi(-factors DP MIMO systems are

able to outperform SP MIMO systems if a certain, practicaflievant, SNR is attained.

APPENDIX A

RANK OF R[m]

We are interested in a condition on the rankRjf»] for the DP case. We first drop the time
argument for notational simplicity. Then, we rearraRy¢hrough column and row permutations

with the permutation matri into R® = PRP” such that

I{VVVV I{VVVH I{VVHV I{VVHH

_ RVHVV RVHVH RVHHV RVHHH
RMP — (30)

I{HVVV I{HVVH I{HVHV I{HVHH

Runw  Runvi Runnv Runnn



With Raseq = B {vee {Hp} (vee {H.i})"} for a,b,c,d € {V, H} holds. We now have
R® 2 (vee {V} (vec (V1)) © E {vec {®} (vec {@})" |
0 <Vec (V) (vec {V})H) © <Vec (A} (vec {A¢})H) ® (G ® 1w) (31)
where, in (a), we used](3) and defined
vee {V} = [(vee (Vv })T (vee {Va}) (vee (Vi })T (vee (Viua))"| (32)
vee (@) = [(vee (@ })7 (vee {Bu)T (vee (@) (vee ()] (33)
and, in (b), we used14) and defined

T
vee {8z} = | (vee {Auw " (vee {Aum})" (vee {Asm/ 1) (vee {Asd) | (34)
[ 1 gvwwH 9vwHv 9vvHH |
gvHVV 1 gvHHV 9vHHH

G = (35)

gHVVWV gHVVH 1 gnvhH

[ JHHW JHHVH GHHHY 1
With gupeq = E {e/(@a=9)} for a,b,c,d € {V,H} and the all-one matridy of size N x N.

As the rank of a matrix is unchanged by left or right multiplion with a non-singular matrix

[22, Sec. 0.4.6 (b)], it is obvious that
rank {R} = rank {R®} (36)
rank {G} < 4 (37)

hold. Moreover, we haveank{A ©® B} < rank{A}rank{B} [30, Th. 5.1.7] as well as
rank {A ® B} = rank {A}rank {B} [30, Th. 4.2.15] for matricesA and B of appropriate
sizes. With [(31),[(36), and (B7), we then immediately obtam inequality

rank {R} < 4. (38)
APPENDIX B

RANK OF Ryx[m)]

We first drop the time argument to simplify notation. In ortteevaluate the rank dRyx, we

use Vo, = VRx.abVix.qs @Nd Ay = drxasdix o, Based on[{4), we decompose the dominant
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channel component for each polarization combinatiohe {V,H} as

H. = (VRx.ap © drx.ap) (VTx.ap © de,ab)T elat, (39)

We then obtain fow, b, c,d € {V,H}

E{HLH,} = (Vi © drxa) (Vix,e © drx.ca)” fabed (40)
With faped = (VRx.ap © de,ab)T (VRx.cd © drx.ca)” E {ej(¢“b_¢cd)}. With (@), we can write
B Hyy Hyy + Hy Hyy, Hy Hyyy + Hy Hyy
RTX = E (41)
HY Hyy + B Hyy, HEHy + HE G HY
Using (41) with [40), we obtain

B twv fvwy twv fuvhv tvh furve tvH furhH
Rox = t\I;(v ) tgv + t\IjH ) tIH{H (42)

thv fHvwy thv fHvhv tHHfHHVH tHH fHHHH
with t,, = vixa © drx.w for a,b € {V,H}. For matricesA and B of appropriate sizes, we

haverank {A + B} <rank {A} +rank {B} [30, Sec. 0.4.5 (d)]. Thus, we conclude that
rank {RTX} <A4 (43)
must hold. If only the co-polarized sub-links have dominestponentsrank {Ryx} = 2 is

obtained usingl(42). For an SP setup with a dominant compgpnenhaverank {RTX} =1.

APPENDIX C

EVALUATION OF THE FOURTH-ORDER MOMENT T[m]

We now evaluate the fourth-order moméhpmn| = E{(h[m]hH [m])z}, where we drop the

time argument for notational simplicity:
T = E{(BEH +hh" + hh'' + EBH)2}
2 {hh"hh"} + E{hb"hh"} + RR + RR +E{htr {R 0" | +
O Rtr{R} +R* + Rtr{f{} +RR+RR+ Rtr{f{} +Rtr {R}

Y Rtr{R} + R2— R (44)
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In (a), we usedE{h} = O ney.1» E{h} = Onryne1, the mutual independency af and h,
and thatE{hh”} = 0y, ne N Nex DOldS due to properness af In (b), we made use of the
fact thath’h = tr{R}, and we used [31, Th. 1] which yields the following identityr fthe

zero-mean proper Gaussian random vedior
E{ab"hh"} =& {hh | E{hb"} + E{hE{h"h} b} (45)
In (c), we usedR = R + R.

APPENDIX D

SUFFICIENT CONDITION FOR A POSITIVE SEMIDEFINITE R [m]
In order to derive a sufficient condition for the positive $eefiniteness ofR;[m], vk =
1,..., Nppand thusR©[m], we need to solve the following inequality faym], Vk = 1,..., Npp

for which we drop the time argument:

ZH (Rk—l — Ck ﬁkﬁkH> z > 0, Vz € (CNTxNRXxl. (46)
The case = 0y, ney.1 1S trivially satisfied. In case # 0y, ney.1, We first consider non-singular
o . o 1 .
Rj;_1. We definez = R}? ,z and rearrangd_(46) to obtain

He ~H 5 HR)
cp z'Wyuy'z o 2R Z
S = <1. 47
z"R 27 N 47
k—12Z

o _ 1 v _1
The matrixR, % u,uf R, 2 is positive semidefinite with rank one such that, with the IRigj-

Ritz theorem|[[22, Th. 4.2.2], we have

S H ~3 . L
0 S — 7 - — S )\max (RlzflﬁkﬁgR/;_El) . (48)

Finally, with (47) and[(4B), we obtain

o1 v _1 1% -1
o < i (Rt R %) = (R i), V=1, Nop (49)
which is a necessary and sufficient condition fb{, Vk =1,..., Npp to be positive semidefinite
if Rk_l,w{; = 1,..., Npp is non-singular. In the case of a singum_l, we setc, = 0. We

thus obtain a sufficient condition fdR(®) to be positive semidefinite. We note thaf](49) (for
non-singularR,_;,Vk = 1,..., Npp) can also be derived based 6nl[22, Th. 7.7.7].
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APPENDIX E

APPROXIMATE EVALUATION OF THE MI

The approximate evaluation of the MI relies on a multivaidaylor series expansion. We
consider a complex functiofi(a, a*) with complex column vector argumerdsanda* of lengths
N2, We note thata* is the complex conjugate af. The second-order approximation afand

a* at ay andag, respectively, is given by [32]

f(a.a%) ~ flao,a) + 20 (a—a)+ T ()
a=agp,a*=aj a=agp,a*=aj
1 H cs * 1 T sc * * *
+§(a—a0) -HY (ao,ao)-(a—a0)+§(a—a0) -Hf(ag, ap) - (2" — ap)

1
+§(a —ay)7. Hf (ag,ap) - (2" — ag) + s(a— ag)” - Hf (a, ag) - (a —ag) (50)

with the row vectordf/da defined by[0f/0a],, = 0f/0[a]y, for k = 1,...,N and the

N? x N? Hessian matrices

cs *\ a 8f g . sc *\ cs \\ L'
HY (ag,ay) = 98 \ 9o : H (ag,ay) = (Hf (ao,ao))

j— 3
a=ap,a*=a;

a0 OFN\T _ w0 (Of\T
Hf (aOvaO) - % (aa*) ) Hf (a0>a0) - % (%)

a=agp,a* :a(’g

. (51)

a=agp,a* :a(’g

We now consider the functiori(a,a*) = f(a) = Indet A with a = vec {A} and theN x N
matrix A. By using f(a) in (80) with a, = E{a} and applying the expectation operator, we

obtain the second-order approximation

E{f(a)} ~ f(E{a}) + %tr {E{(a-E{a})(a—E{a})"} H}(E{a})} (52)

where we used that only the first two and the last terniih (5@)n@n-zero. The Hessian matrix

H¥(E{a},E{a"}) = H¥*(E{a}) is given by [33]

HY (B {a}) = Ky (E{A) " @ (E{a})"). (53)



For A = B + CDE with deterministicN x N matricesB, C, andE, (52) can be written as
B{f(a)} 2 f(B{a}) + 5t { (BT © ) E{(vec {D ~ B{D}})(vec {D — B {D}})7}
x (E® C) Hy'(E{a}) }
® (ke {a}) - 5 tr { (B7 @ O) B {(vec {D ~ B {D}})(vec {D ~ E{D}})7} Ky
% (CT2E) ((B{A}) " @ E{A) ") }
9 f( fa}) - 5 tr { B {(vec {D ~ B{D}})(vee {D" — E {D"}})""}
< (B(E{A})'0) @ (B(E{A})'C) }. (54)
In (a), we appliedvec {CDE} = (E” ® C) vec {D} [30, Lemma 4.3.1]. In (b), we inserted

(B3) and usedE @ C*) Ky v = Ky v (CT @ E) [34, Th. 3.1 (vii))]. Finally, in (c), we used
K% v = Knn [34, Th. 3.1 ()] and(A ® B) (C @ D) = (AC) ® (BD) [30, Lemma 4.2.10].

APPENDIX F

APPROXIMATE EVALUATION OF THE MI BY MEANS OF THEPROPOSEDCHANNEL MODEL

We restate[(16) as a function of the parameters obtainederctiannel decomposition in
Section1lI-Q, i.e.,R[m] andR[m], only. To simplify notation, we drop the time argument for

the remainder of this appendix. First, we rewrftel (16):
z9E {Vec [RH  A7E + R AP (veo {EH -+ AR+ BIVH + ﬁHH})H}
~ vec {R;X + R;X} (vec {R;x + R;X})H
2 B {vee {HH} (vee {H7H})"} — vee {Riy} (vee {Rix})”
1 e {78 (v {75} ) - vee (R (veo (R} )
w8 {vee {ra} (vee {7 }) "} o fvec {E0H) (v {7RD) ) 69
with Rrx = E{H”H*} and Rx = E{H"H*}. In (a), we appliedd = H + H and Rrx =

Rrx + Rrx. In (b), we used the properness Hfto establish

b {vee (A} (vee {8781}) " = 03 o, (56)
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We now have
E {Vec {fIHﬂ} (Vec {ICIHH}>H} @p { (INTX ® ICIH) vec {H} (vec {ﬁ})H (INTX ® ﬁ)}
—E { (INTX ® HH) R (INTx ® H) } (57)

where, in (a), we used [30, Lemma 4.3.1]. Similarly, we have

E {Vec {ﬂHﬂ} (Vec {ﬂHﬂ})H}
@ (E { (fIH ® INTX) K vy vy vee {H} (vee {PI})HKNT)(,NTX (ICI ® INTx> })*
® K Ny, Ve <E { (INTX ® I:IH> R <INT>< ® I:I> }>* K Ny, ey (58)

where, in (a), we used [34, Th. 3.1 (ii)], and, in (b), we us&d, [Th. 3.1 (viii)]. Next, we have
b {vee (A} (vee {752} )"}
@B { (L 9 B7) vee { B} } B { (vee {B})" (e ﬁH)H}
+E { (INTX ® HH> R (INTX ® H) }
— vec {R.*rx} <Vec {R;X})H +E { (INTX ® fIH) R (INTX ® H) } (59)
where, in (a), we used [31, Th. 1] with the propernes#lofin order to evaluatd (57),_(58), and
(59), we use that

vec {E { (INTx ® HH> A (INTx ® H) }} — <INTX QB {f{T ® Iyy, ® HH}) vec {A}
= Iy ® Y) vec {A} (60)

holds for a deterministidVyx Nrx x Ntx Nrx matrix A. Here, theN2, x Ntx N3y block matrixY
containsl y,, ® Xy ; in the kth row-partition and théth column-partition fork = 1,..., Nyx and

l=1,..., Nrx. The Ntx x Ngx matrix Xy, is defined by[Xk,l} = [f{]
P,q (k—1)Nrx+1,(p—1) Nrx+q

forp=1,...,Ntx andqg =1, ..., Nrx. For the DP case where only the co-polarized sub-links

can be affected by dominant components, we can VHite H;, + H, with

I_IVV ON2R><’N'2I'>< 0 Rx N1x ON2RX Ntx

R . (61)

le ’ H2:

|
N
N

ONRX Ntx ONRX Ntx ONRX Ntx I_IHH
2 02 2 02 2 02
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Obviously, we haveHH, = O, ny, and HYH = HYH, + H{ H,. Furthermore, with[{4),
we haveR;y = E {H{'H, + HI'H,} = H7H. It thus follows that

B {vee {HH} (vee {H7H})"} = vec {Riy} (vec {Rix})". (62)
Clearly, the same result holds in the SP case. At last, uBiBpwith (57), (58), [(5P),[(60), and
(62), we obtain the result in_(17).

APPENDIX G

LOWER BOUND ON THE APPROXIMATE EVALUATION OF THE MI

In order to lower-bound the approximate MI_{15), we find an emppound for the trace in
the second term of (15) for the case that the eigenvectoligfm| form the precoding for
the Ng transmitted streams. We drop the time argument in the fatiguderivation. Using the

eigendecompositionB3, = UrxAtxU# and Q = UrxAoUZ,, we can write

tr{Z ((Q (e + RHQ) )" @ (Q (T + RHQ) ) ) }

@ {Z(U?x ® Urx) ((AQ (Lo + PATXAQ) ) @ (Mg (Lypy + PATxAQ)_1)> (Urx ® U?x)}

~

2 tr{ (U ® UB)Z(Upy @ Ury)

® <(A (INTX + PATXAQ)_l)T ® (Aqg (Tnpy + PATXAQ)_1)> }

(;) f % )Z(UTX ® UTX)} (k—1)N7x+1,(k—1) Nx+l )\ka)\Q’l
k=1 =1 (1 + pArxpAgr) (1 + pArxiAga)

) Nst  Nst U1TX X UTX)Z(U:FX &® UTX)]

—ZZ

k=1 =1

In (a), we used[[30, Lemma 4.2.10] as [n](54). In (b), we apgpliee identitytr {AD} =

—~
o

(k—=1)N7x+1,(k—1) Ntx+1 . (63)

| A

ATX EATX 1

tr {A ® D} for matricesA and D of appropriate sizes, whei® is diagonal. In (c), we made
use of the fact that only the firsts; elements on the diagonal @&, are non-zero. Finally, for

(d), we note that UL, @ UL )Z(Uzx, ® Uty) is positive semidefinite.
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