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Abstract

In this work the optimal diversity-multiplexing tradeofDMT) is investigated for the multiple-input multiple-outpfading
multiple-access channel with no power constraints (irdigibnstellations). Foi users & > 1), M transmit antennas for each
user, andN receive antennas, infinite constellations in general attttés in particular are shown to attain the optimal DMT
of finite constellations forN > (K + 1)M — 1, i.e., user limited regime. On the other hand for< (K +1)M — 1 itis
shown that infinite constellations can not attain the optiBlslT. This is in contrast to the point-to-point case in whiittfinite
constellations are DMT optimal for any/ and N. In general, this work shows that when the network is healdded, i.e.,
K > max (1, N*M“), taking into account the shaping region in the decodinggssplays a crucial role in pursuing the optimal
DMT. By investigating the cases in which infinite constetlas are optimal and suboptimal, this work also gives a gédacad
interpretation to the DMT of infinite constellations in niple-access channels.

|. INTRODUCTION

Employing multiple antennas in a point-to-point wirelesgienel increases the number of degrees of freedom available
for transmission. This is illustrated for the ergodic cas€i],[2], where M transmit andN receive antennas increase the
capacity by a factor ofnin (M, N). The number of degrees of freedom utilized by the transorisscheme is referred to
as multiplexing gain Another advantage of employing multiple antennas is therg@l increase in the transmitted signal
reliability. The fact that multiple antennas increase thienber of independent links between antenna pairs, endixesrtor
probability to decrease, i.e., add diversity. If for highrsal to noise ratioNR) the error probability is proportional tBNR ¢,
then we state that thaiversity orderis d.

For the point-to-point setting, Zheng and T&é [3] charamter the optimal diversity-multiplexing tradeoff (DMT) dhe
guasi-static Rayleigh flat-fading channel, i.e., for eadhitiplexing gain they found the best attainable diversitder. The
optimal DMT is a piecewise linear function connecting theng®(M — ) (N —1), 1 =0, ..., min (M, N). The transmission
scheme in[[B] uses random codes. Subsequent works presmoiedstructured schemes that attain the optimal DMT. El
Gamal et al.[[4] showed by using probabilistic methods thtiide space-time (LAST) codes attain the optimal DMT byngsi
minimum-mean square error (MMSE) estimation followed Wjide decoding. Later, explicit coding schemes based ditdat
and cyclic-division algebra [5]/[6] were shown to attaire tbptimal DMT by using maximume-likelihood (ML) decoding,
and also by using MMSE estimation followed by lattice deogdj7]. A subtle but very important point is that these coding
schemes take into consideration the finiteness of the cadeinothe decoder. A question that remained open was whether
lattices can achieve the optimal DMT by usiregular lattice decoding, i.e., decoder that takes into accounirtfigite lattice
without considering the shaping region or the power coirgtrén order to answer this question, the work [in [8] presenan
analysis of the performance of infinite constellations $)Gh multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) fading chanlise A new
tradeoff was presented between the IC’s average numbenwrdiions per channel use, i.e., the IC dimensionality divioy
the number of channel uses, and the best attainable DMT. Bgsihg the right average number of dimensions per channel
use, it was showri[8] that IC’s in general and more specifidaltices using regular lattice decoding, attain the optiDMT
of finite constellations.

For the multiple-access channel, where a number of usersmifito a single receiver, the number of users in the network
affects the multiplexing gain and the diversity order. Rustance, for a network witli{ users transmitting at the same rate,
the number of available degrees of freedom for each userin's(M, %) Tse, Viswanath and Zhenfl[9] characterized the
optimal DMT of a network withK users, where each user héktransmit antennas and the receiver lasntennas. For the
symmetric case, in which the users transmit at the sameptexing gainr, i.e.,r; = --- = rx = r, the optimal DMT takes
the following elegant form[]9]:

e Forr e [O,min (KLH,M)} the optimal symmetric DMT equals to the optimal DMT of a peiotpoint channel with

M transmit andN receive antennag,; fvc) (7).
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e Forr € |min (2~, M), min (M, ZX)| the optimal symmetric DMT equals to the optimal DMT of a peiopoint
K+l X p Yy q p pewoHp

channel with allK users pulled togethet;. f\"}c}v (Kr).

Similar to the development in the point-to-point case, mandtodes were used ih][9]. Later Nam and El Garhal [10] showed
that a random ensemble of LAST codes attains the optimal D¥MThe multiple-access channel using MMSE estimation
followed by lattice decoding over the lattice induced by fKieusers. An explicit coding scheme based on lattices andaycli
division algebra that attains the optimal DMT using ML deicgdwas presented in [11].

In this paper we study the optimal DMT of lattices using regulattice decoding, i.e., decoding without taking into
consideration the power constraint, for the MIMO Rayleigldihg multiple-access channel. The result is rather ssing;
unlike the point-to-point case in which the tradeoff betwekmensions and diversity enables to attain the optimal D&
show that for the multiple-access channel the optimal DMatiained only forN > (K + 1) M — 1, i.e., user limited regime.
On the other hand when the network is heavily loaded we shawvI@'s or lattices using regular lattice decoding, can not
attain the optimal DMT.

In the first part of this paper an upper bound on the optisyaimetricDMT IC’s can achieve is derived. The upper bound
is attained by finding for each multiplexing gaif) the average number of dimensions per channel use for earhthat
maximizes the diversity order. In the cade< (K + 1) M — 1 it is shown that the optimal DMT of IC’s does not coincide
with the optimal DMT of finite constellations. Moreover, fof < (K — 1) M + 1 it is shown that the optimal DMT of IC’s
in the symmetric case is inferior compared to the optimal DM Tinite constellations, for any value ofexcept for the edges
r =0, % On the other hand foiV > (K + 1)M — 1, by choosing the correct average number of dimensions peamnz
use for each user, it is shown that the upper bound on the apfIT of IC’s coincides with the optimal DMT of finite
constellatlonsiM(fVC) (max (r1,...,7K)).

In the second part of this paper, a transmission scheme tiagtisathe optimal DMT forV > (K + 1)M — 1 is presented.
Each user in this scheme transmits according to the DMT @btatheme for the point-to-point channel, presentedlinEB8].
analyzing the receiver joint ML decoding performance, isilown that this transmission scheme attains the optimal DMT
of finite constellations. We wish to emphasize that the psepotransmission scheme is more involved than simply using
orthogonalization between users, which in general is shtawhe suboptimal for IC's. The proposed transmission scheme
requiresN + M — 1 channel uses to attain the optimal DMT, which is smaller thamw K M — 1, the number of channel uses
required in[9] (the dependence in the number of users ligsarfact thatv > (K + 1) M — 1). Finally, the algebraic analysis
of the transmission scheme geometrically explains whyNor (K + 1)M — 1 the optimal DMT equals to the optimal DMT
of the point-to-point channel of each user, i.e., why therogk DMT equalsd*M 1;[0) (max (ri,...,7K)).

As a basic illustrative example for the results we consitier following two cases. For the first case assume a network
with two users [ = 2), where each user has a single transmit anteMia=(1), and a receiver with a single receive antenna
(N = 1). In this case the optimal DMT of finite constellations in thgmmetric case [9] equals— r for r € [0, 3} and
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2 — 4r for r € [5, 5] For IC’s it is shown in this setting that the optimal DMT fdret symmetric case equals— 2r for

re [0, 2} which is strictly inferior except forr = 0, . In the second case, by merely adding another receive amteen
M =1, N = K = 2, the optimal DMT of IC’s commdes with finite constellatisroptimal DMT d;’ (FC) (max (r1,72)).

It is important to note that foV < (K + 1) M —1 this paper shows the sub-optimality of IC’s compared to thignoal DMT
of finite constellations. However, in this case an explicidlgtical expression for the upper bound on the optimal DMTGs
is given only for the symmetric case, whereas for the germrsé the upper bound is presented in the form of optimization
problem. Indeed, foV < (K + 1) M — 1 it still remains an open problem to find an explicit expresdior the general upper
bound (the non-symmetric case) on the optimal DMT of IC'getiher with a transmission scheme that achieves it. On the
other hand, whedv > (K + 1) M — 1 this paper provides both analytical upper bound to the adtMT of IC’s, and also
a transmission scheme that attains it.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In sectidh Il basicmigéins for the fading multiple-access channel and IC’sgiven.
Sectior{ll presents an upper bound on the optimal DMT of |&fd shows the sub-optimality of IC’s fo¥ < (K + 1) M —1.
Transmission scheme that attains the optimal DMT of finitestellations forN > (K + 1) M — 1 is presented in sectidn]V.
Finally, in sectior .V we discuss the results in this paper amedent for the multiple-access channel a geometricaigretation
to the DMT of IC’s.

II. BASIC DEFINITIONS
A. Channel Model

We consider d<-user multiple access channel for which each useMtidsansmit antennas, and the receiver haantennas.
We assume perfect knowledge of all channels at the recewerno channel knowledge at the transmitters. We also assume
quasi static flat-fading channel for each user. The chanoeleis as follows:

K
:ZH(”-@”JF;)*%Q t=1,...,T (1)



Wheregff), t=1,...,T is user: transmitted signalp, ~ CA(0, ﬁIN) is the additive noise for whicB A/ denotes complex-
normal, Iy is the N-dimensional unit matrix, angt e CN. H" is the fading matrix of uset. It consists of N rows andM

columns, Wherdz(l). ~CN(0,1),1 <1< N,1<j< M, are the entries off (). The scalarp*% multiplies each element of
n,, wherep can be interpreted as the averd&g¢R of each user at the receive antennas for power constrainestetiations

that satisfy £ 1, E{|lz” |2} < 5. _ o
Next we wish to define an equivalent channellfb (1). Let us defie extended transmission vector

¥
L = (&gl)Tv---7£§K)T7---7£grlﬁa---a&ErK)T) (2)

i.e., first concatenate the users in each channel use, ancctimeatenate the vectors between channel uses. Now we define
H=(HW,...,H¥)) which is anN x KM matrix. By definingH., as anNT x K MT block diagonal matrix for which

T
each block on the diagonal equals n,, = p~ = - (ﬂJ{, . ,@}) e CNT andy_ € CNT, we can rewrite the channel model
in (@)
Y, —ex T + Noy- (3)

—exX

Let L = min(N,KM), and letv);, 1 < i < L be the real valued, non-negative singular valuestofWe assume
VAL > -+ >/ > 0. For large values op, we state thayf (p)>g(p) whenlim, .. h‘l(rf(;’;)) > 1“1519((”))), and also defineg,
= in a similar manner by substituting with <, = respectively.

B. Infinite Constellations

Infinite constellation (IC) is a countable sgt= {s1, s2,...} In C". Let cube;(a) C C™ be a (probably rotated}complex
dimensional cubel(< n) with edge of length: centered around zero. We define an $Cto be /-complex dimensional if
there exists rotateékcomplex dimensional cubeube;(a) such thatS; C lim, o cube;(a) and! is minimal. M (S;,a) =
|S; N cube;(a)| is the number of points of the IG; inside cube;(a). In [12], the n-complex dimensional IC density was
defined as

M(Sp,a)

ve = limsup 2

a—r o0
and the volume to noise ratio (VNR) for the additive white &sian noise (AWGN) channel was given as
_1
Yo
2meo?

MG =

whereo? is the noise variance of each component.

We now turn to the IC definitions at the transmitters. We deffireeaverage number of dimensions per channel use as the IC
dimension divided by the number of channel uses. Let us densiseri, wherel < i < K. We denote the average number of
dimensions per channel use B¥. Let us consider @, 7-complex dimensional sequence of |C'§%2T(p), whereD; < M,

T is the number of channel uses, aﬁﬂfil D,; < L. First we defineyt(ﬁ) = p"T as the density OE’%)T(p) at transmitteri.
Similarly to the definitions in[[8] the multiplexing gain ofar'si IC is defined as

1 @ 4 1) — Tim 2 T
plgn;o = log, (v’ +1) = plgn;o T log,(p"" +1), 0<r; <D 4)
The VNR at the transmitter of useris
w _ADTPT s 5)
Hey = 271'80'2 =p
wheres? = % is each component’s additive noise variance. Now let us atemate the users IC’s in accordance with (2). We
denoteD = Zfil D;. The concatenation yields an equivaldni - complex dimensional ICSp.7 (p), that has multiplexing

K
gain Zfil r;, densityyy,. = p(Zf‘:m)T and VNR p = p'~ Eigs . In this case we get if]3) that the transmitted signal
x € Spr (p) C CKEMT,
At the receiver we first define the sél., - cubep.r(a) as the multiplication of each point itube p.r(a) with the matrix
H... In a similar manner, the IC induced by the channel at theivecés S;)_T = H., - Sp.r. The setH., - cubep.r(a) is
almost surelyD - T'-complex dimensional (wher® < L). In this case

M(Sp.r.a) = |Sp.r ) eubep.r(a)| = |Sp.1 [ (Hes - cubep.r(a))|.

We define the receiver density as

= limsu M(Sp.r,a)
Tre = RSP Vol(H.,.cubep.r(a))



i.e., the upper limit on the ratio of the number of IC pointsAR,. - cubep.7(a), and the volume ofi., - cubep.r(a). Note

K or 1 .
that for N > KM and D = KM we gety,. = p=ict ™7 T[EY AT and iy = p“zk’—fw TTEA A7 . The joint decoder
average decoding error probability, over the points of tifiecéve IC Sp.7(p), for a certain channel realizatiai, is defined
as ,

_ s’ €S, 1 ((Hew-cubep.r(a)) e H, p)

Pe(H, p) = limsu L ="pr co 000D TG 6

(H, p) = lim sup M (Spr.a) (6)

wherePe(g',H, p) is the error probability associated with. The average decoding error probability 8b.7(p) over all
channel realizations i®e(p) = Ey{Pe(H, p)}. Thediversity orderis defined as

d = — lim log,(Pe(p)). (7)
p—r00

In practice finite constellations are transmitted even wherforming regular lattice decoding at the receiver. Based
the results in[[I3] it was shown in][8] that finite constelmtiwith multiplexing gainr can be carved from a lattice with
multiplexing gainr, while maintaining the same performance when regularccktiiecoder is employed at the receiver. In our
case it also applies to each of the users, i.e., carving fooitstellations with multiplexing gains tuples, . . ., rx ) that satisfy
the power constraint, from lattices with multiplexing gaituple(r,...,rx). At the receiver the performance is maintained
by performing regular lattice decoding on the effectiveidat

C. Additional Notations

We further denote byt}‘\gﬁfvc) (r) the optimal DMT of finite constellations, and laj’ﬁv (r) the upper bound on the optimal
DMT of any IC with average number of dimensions per channel s both in a point to point channel with/ transmit
and N receive antennas. For the multiple access channel Withsers,M transmit antennas for each user, aNdreceive

antennas, we denote bg/}(fﬁv (r) the optimal DMT of finite constellations in the symmetric easind byd}’%ﬁv (),

d}(fucgv (r1,...,7x) the upper bounds on the optimal DMT of the unconstrainedipletaccess channel for the symmetric
case, and for multiplexing gains tup(e,, ..., rx ) respectively.
We denoter,,,, = max (r1,...,rx), i.e., the maximal multiplexing gain in the multiplexingiga tuple. In addition for

anyAC{1,...,K} we defineRy =3, y7a @andDy = .4 Da.

IIl. UPPERBOUND ON THEBESTDIVERSITY-MULTIPLEXING TRADEOFF

In this section we show that faV < (K + 1)M — 1 the DMT of the unconstrained multiple-access channel ipgtimal
compared to the optimal DMT of finite constellations. On ttleeo hand forN > (K + 1)M — 1, we derive an upper bound
on the optimal DMT that coincides with the optimal DMT of fimitonstellations.

In subsectiol T=A we lower bound the error probability afyalC for the multiple-access channel, by using lower bounds
on the error probability of any IC in the point-to-point clmah We use these lower bounds to formulate an upper bound
on the optimal DMT of IC’s for the multiple-access channel,the form of an optimization problem. In subsectlon T1lI-B
we solve this optimization problem for the symmetric case d¥mpare the optimal DMT of IC’s to the optimal DMT of
finite constellations, and find the cases for which IC’s afgogtimal in subsection III-IC. Finally in subsectibn IlI-Devgive
a convexity argument that shows for the symmetric case tha&never the optimal DMT is not a convex function IC's are
suboptimal

A. Upper Bound on the Diversity-Multiplexing-Tradeoff

We lower bound the error probability of the unconstrainedtiple-access channel in Lemrh& 1. Based on this lower bound
we present in Theorefd 2 an upper bound on the optimal DMT d.IC’
Assume usei transmits overD,; T-complex dimensional IC, with average number of dimensjpgischannel us®; andT'

channel uses. The following lemma lower bounds the averageding error probability of thK—usersﬁ(Dl"" D, T) (pyT1, -y TE),
where (D, ..., Dk) is the tuple of average number of dimensions per channellss,the number of channel uses and
(r1,...,7rK) is the tuple of multiplexing gains.
Lemma 1. — (Dr,.DxT)

Pe T (o) > acpax (Pe(D“’T) (p, RA))

where Pe(P4T) (p. R 4) is the lower bound derived iri 8] for the error probability @iy IC with 7' channel usesP, =
> eca Do average number of dimensions per channel use, and muitigl@ain R4 = ), 4 74, iN @ point-to-point channel
with |A| - M transmit andN receive antennas.

a€A

Proof: By considering the extended channel modél (3), we get tratkihdistributed transmitters transmit an effective
(Zfil Di) T-complex dimensional IC, ovef' channel uses, with multiplexing ga@fil r;. The error probability of this



IC is lower bounded by the lower bound for the error probabitif any IC with average number of dimensions per channel
useziKz1 D;, T channel uses, and multiplexing gaEfil r;, IN @ point-to-point channel witik M transmit andN receive
antennas. Such a lower bound on the error probability wasetkin [8] for each channel realizatiori ([8] Theorem 1), @hen
for the average over all channel realizations wheas large ([8] Theorem 2). Now consider the seétC {1,..., K}. In case a
genie tells the receiver the transmitted messages of ysers., K} \ A, the optimal receiver attains an error probability that
lower bounds the<-user optimal receiver error probability. Without loss gitinality, the optimal receiver can subtract them
from the received signal, and get a ngdj-users unconstrained multiple-access channel with agemaghber of dimensions
per channel us¢D,},. 4, T channel uses, and multiplexing gaif,,. , .. In @ similar manner, the error probability of this
|Al-users channel is lower bounded by the lower bound on the prabability of any IC with}" _ , D, average number of
dimensions per channel usg,channel uses, and multiplexing gain .. , 7, derived in [8]. Hence, the maximal lower bound
on the error probability ford C {1,..., K}, also sets a lower bound for the error probability. This ¢odes the proof. ®
Next we wish to formulate an upper bound on the DMT of IC’s ie #ki-user unconstrained multiple-access channel. We
derive this bound based on the lower bound on the error piliygiresented in Lemm&l1, and on an upper bound on the
DMT of IC’s for the point-to-point channel, presented fin.[8Et us begin by presenting the upper bound on the DMT for the
point-to-point channel.

Theorem 1 ([8] Theorem 2) For any sequence of IC'Sp.7 (p) with D average number of dimensions per channel use, in
a point-to-point channel with\/ transmit andN receive antennas, the Dl\/laﬁﬁv (r) is upper bounded by

. . M- N
d}%,ijpv (r) < dI\,’fj_,DN (r) = N (D—r)
forOng%,and RTR.
iy (r) < dyin (r) = —p-; D=7

for J\,%jv%% <D< N and i = 1,...,min (M, N) — 1. In all cases0 < r < D.

Based on Lemmfl1 and Theoréin 1 we formulate the following uppand on the optimal DMT of the multiple-access
channel.

Theorem 2. The optimal DMT of any sequence of IC’s with multiplexingngaiuple(ry, ..., rx) is upper bounded by

*,(IC) . . *,D 4
Ay (M) = ) omase 0 min (a3 (B)

whereD = {Dl,...,DK|O§Di§M,Zfi1Di§L}.

Proof: Following Lemmdl we get a lower bound for the error probabif any sequence of effective IC.%;; b, (P)s
transmitted by theK users. This lower bound can be translated to an upper bountieodiversity order. In addition, this
lower bound on the error probability depends on lower bowndthe error probabilities for the point-to-point chanréénce,
we can use the upper bound on the DMT in the point-to-poinhiokh presented in Theorenh 1, to get the following upper

bound on the DMT of a tuple of average number of dimensionschannel us€D;, ..., D)
. s, A
AC{T K} (d|A|'M7N (RA)) '
Maximizing over(Ds, ..., Dk ) € D yields the upper bound on the optimal DMT. ]

B. Characterizing the Optimal Symmetric DMT

We wish to characterize an upper bound on the optimal DMT & I€the symmetric case, i.ex; = --- = rg = r. Later
we will use this upper bound in order to show the sub-optityalf the unconstrained multiple-access channel in the case
N < (K + 1) M — 1. In addition, we will show that the upper bound coincideshwitie optimal DMT of finite constellations
in the caseN > (K +1) M — 1. _

Lemmag P45 present the relations betwéefi"y (i -r), i = 1,..., K for different values ofV. We use these lemmas
in order to upper bound the optimal DMT in the syymmetric casd hieoreni }.

Based on Theoref 2 we can state that the optimal DMT for thensstnic case fork” users is upper bounded by
A )=, max i (@50 (14] 7)) ®)
where0 < r < % i.e., we wish solve the aforementioned optimization peablfor each) < r < % In order to solve this
optimization problem we first solve a simpler optimizatiaolglem for the casé), = --- = Dg = D, i.e., each user transmits



over D average number of dimensions per channel use. In this casaptber bound in{8) takes a simpler form

. *,1- D .
mgx lglgnK (di-l\{,N (i 7”)) (9)
where0 < D < % After solving this optimization problem, we will show thehoosingD, = --- = Dg = D also yields

the optimal solution for[{8).
In order to solve the optimization problem in] (9), we first de® present some properties on the relations between
d;ﬁ*&DN (i-r), 1 <i< K. We begin by presenting a property on the behawodIQJf)N as a function ofD.

Corollary 1 ([8] Corollary 1) For0 < D < we have the following equality

N-HW 1
3y (0) = MN,

whereas for%ng%,andl_l .,min (M, N) — 1 we get

dyiy ()= (M —1)- (N - 1).

A simple interpretation of Corollafyl 1 is that for< D < % the straight linesl,; , (-) that represent the upper bounds
on the DMT, all have the same “anchor” point at multiplexirargr = 0, i.e., they all have diversity ordev/ N atr = 0, and

each line equals to zero at= D. On the other hand, foi% <D< % and/ =1,...,min(M,N)—1,
the straight lines equal toM — 1) (N — [) for multiplexing gainr = [, and again each line equals to zero foe D. Figure
[ illustrates this property foll = N = 2. The next corollary presents the relation betwd@;’fN( ) andd); 1;0) (r).

s, D

anchor point at multiplexing gain r=0 for 0< D <4/3

T 950

d2‘4’3(r)

o
dun®

15 el . anchor point at multiplexing gain r=1 for 4/3< D <2 -

L ] i
05| ZZL) N

d[@/Z( )

Fig. 1. Upper bound on the DMT for any IC dD average number of dimensions per channel use, |r}’ a pointit leannel withA/ = N = 2. Note
that d;‘ % (r) andd J (r) are straight lines that equal t/ N = 4 at multiplexing gainr = 0, Whereasd2 5 (r) and d;‘ g (r) are straight lines that equal

to(M —1)(N — 1) = 1 at multiplexing gainr = 1, in accordance with Corollaiyl 1. In bold is the opt|ma| DMT fafite constellations.
Corollary 2. For any0 < D < min (M, N) we have the following inequality
dyiy (r) < dyiy” (r)
for 0 <r < D. Furthermore, wherd <r <!+ 1 and!=0,...,min(M,N) —
i) =NM—1-(1+1) - (N+M—-1-2-))r.
Proof: The proof follows from[[8, Corollary 2] stating that for ay=0,...,min (M, N) —1andl <r <[l+1

*, *, FC
max dM],DN (r) < dM],Dl (r) = dM(N ) (r)
where D} = X2 U Therefore, for an < D < (M, N) — 1 we get

dyy (1) < dyih ().

for 0 <r < D.
The explicit expression foid}; ’(FC) (r) is obtained by the straight lines that connect the pofit6N — 1) - (M — 1)) and
(+1,(N=-1-1)-(M —l—l)) forl_O ,min (M, N) — 1. |

Another property relates to the optimal DMT of finite conkstébns for the multiple-access channel in the symmetrgeca



Theorem 3 ([9] Theorem 3) The optimal DMT of finite constellations in the symmetricecaguals
d}‘\’ff\,c) (r) 0 <r <min (KLH,M)

d*,(FC) (r) =
d;{(]{;? (K -r) min (KL_H,M) < r < min (%,]Vf)

K,MN\T

In order to solve the optimization problem [0 (9) we pres@viesal lemmas related to the inequalities betmje]bf’]v (i-r)
for 1 <i < K. The proofs of these lemmas rely mainly on Corollary 1, Qargld and Theorerfal 3.

Lemma 2. For N > (K + 1) M — 1 we get
dypy () < diyiy (ior) 2<i <K
forany0<r < Dand0<D < M.

Proof: The proof is in appendikJA. [
An example for Lemma&l2 foll = K =2 and N = 4 is illustrated in Figurél2.

o 12D 1yn_ g2, |
N anen=a e

ainen=d3en

0 (4l
3200520 20)
1

o A2 m=di(n) T —
MN' 25 N 0D (01312, T
G060

Fig. 2. lllustration of Lemm&l2 for the casel = K = 2 and N = 5. We compare the straight Iineﬁ’{DN (r) and d;‘fIDN (2r) for D=1andD = %
It can be seen that for this setti }@DN (2r) > d}’{DN (r).

Lemma 3. For N < (K + 1) M — 1 we get

d}‘\ZDN (r) < d;‘k»"JEDN (i-r) 2<i<K-1

forany0 < D < £ and0 <r < D.

Proof: The proof is in appendix1B |
From Lemma$12 13 we can see that the optimization problef)imn(®Ives onlyd’;\ffN (r) and d}ﬁfN (K -r). We now
prove two more properties that will enable us to find the optiBMT of IC’s in the symmetric case.

Lemma 4. For N < (K —1) M + 1 we get

. N
. %i-D /- R . ) B ) )
,Dax, 121<ani-M,N(Z'T)—dM,N(T)—M N-M-K-r
DS 131>

where0 < r < &,

Proof: The proof is in appendik]C [ |

From Lemmd# we can see that for the multiple-access chawhely N < (M — 1) K + 1 the optimal DMT of IC’s is
smaller than finite constellations optimal DMT for any vahfer except forr = 0 andr = % Figure[3 illustrates Lemmnid 4
for the caseM = N = K = 2. Now let us show the cases for whidfj;", (r) anddy,"y (K - r) coincide.

The following lemma serves as another building block in upgpeunding the optimal DMT in the symmetric case when
N=(K-1)M+1+4+1,1=0,...,2M — 3. It finds the average number of dimensions per channel usdehds to the
equalityd’M’?N (r) = d}ﬁfN (K -r) for any value ofr, and also shows for which values ofthese straight lines are equal to
the optimal DMT of finite constellations in a point-to-poicttannel.

Lemma5. For N = (K —1)M+1+I1< (K +1)M -1, wherel =0,...,2M —3, we get for average number of dimensions



Finite constellations optimal symmetric
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2.2-L /\
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Upper bound on IC's optimal symmetric DMT ]vi(Zf)
= 0D (g1 4
i dM'N(r)—dzvz(r)

()
T

Fig. 3. lllustration of Lemm&l4 for the casel = N = K = 2. In this case the optimal DMT is smaller than the optimal DMTinite constellations, for
any value ofr except forr =0, 1.

MN-15]-(L5)+1)-2(15]+1)-(5-15))

NI M—1=I that

per channel use per usdp; =

G0k ) = RS ) = ) = aew = L) (L +1) =2 (1)) - (5 - 51 ) - Ve ar = 1=y
where(0 < r < D;. In addition l l
a5 (13101) = (151+1)

drn ((K—I)MJFLHTlJ) o <(K—1)JI\§+L%J>

and also

Proof: The proof is in appendixD. [ |
An example that illustrates Lemnid 5 fof = K = 2 and N = 4 is given in Figurd }.

i £ f

\Finite constellations optimal symmetric DMﬂ

dwm
T

R sV
- d?ln(Z\r)\ i
| -~

] 02 04 06 08 1 12 14 16 18

Fig. 4. d* (r) for M = K = 2andN = 4, i.e.,l = 1. Note thatd* (1) = dj’3/* (1) = di (") (1) = d573 (1) anda* (3) =} (3) = {7 (3) =

10

dy . (3).

We are now are ready to characterize the upper bound on tireadMT of IC’s in the symmetric case. Recall that for
N=K-1)M+1+Il<(K+1)M—-1,1=0,...,2M -3

d*(r)zMN—LéJ-(LéJ—i—l)—?- (LéJJrl) - (é—[éj) SN+ M—1-1D)r

Theorem 4. The optimal DMT of any sequence of IC’s in the symmetric casgper bounded by:



For N> (K+1)M—1
diapn (r) = dyin” (7).
For N < (K —1)M +1
AN () =M-N—K-M-r.

ForN=(K-1)M+1+1<(K+1)M -1, wherel =0,...,2M —3

i () 0<r< b+t
BN () =4 d* (r) 5]+ 1< < D)
Q) () SR < < L
Proof: The proof is in ap endik] |

Figure[4 also presentsKMN for M K =2 andN = 4 (which leads td = 1).

C. Comparison to Finite Constellations

In this subsection we compare the optimal DMT of finite coltesiens to the upper bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s (in
general, not only for the symmetric case). This comparis@bkes us to show that fa¥ > (K + 1) M —1 the upper bound on
the optimal DMT of IC’s coincides with the optimal DMT of fiitconstellations. On the other hand for< (K + 1) M —1
we show that the upper bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s is iiflecompared to the optimal DMT of finite constellations.
This leads to the conclusion that in the caée< (K + 1) M — 1, the best DMT any sequence of IC’s can attain is suboptimal
compared to the optimal DMT of finite constellations.

In Lemma[6 we compare the upper bound on the optimal DMT of i@'the symmetric case, to the optimal DMT
of finite constellations. Then we use this result to prove redremb that the optimal DMT of IC’s is suboptimal when
N<(K+1)M-1.

We begin by showing when the upper bound on the optimal DMTGH In the symmetric cade jzucgv (r), is suboptimal
compared to the optimal DMT of finite constellations.

Lemma 6. For either N > (K +1)M —1lor K =2, M =s+1, N=3-s, wheres > 1 and s € Z we get
SN () = AR ()
For N <(K—-1)M+1
G ) < R0 0<r< T
For N=(K—-1)M+1+Il<(K+1)M—-1andl=0,...,2M —3
Ay (r) < dian (7)
whereHJ+1<r<%.

Proof: The full proof is in appendikIF. In a nutshell the proof is hem the properties odM  (r) derived in Corollary
[ as well as CorollarEIZ and also on the results in Thedrderhid.itnportant to note that fok =2, M = s+1andN =3-s
—1)M +1

we get thatdy; ¢\ () = 'y x (r) because in this casé | + 1= T2+ u

The sub-optimality odefM_’N( ) for N < (K —1)M + 1 is illustrated in Figurd13, whereas the sub-optimality for
N=(K—-1)M+1+1landl=0,...,2m — 3 is illustrated in Figur§14.

We now present the cases for which the upper bound on the alpbT of the unconstrained multiple-access channel
coincides with the optimal DMT of finite constellations, aié cases where the optimal DMT of the unconstrained makipl
access channel is suboptimal compared to the optimal DMTnaéfconstellations.

Theorem 5. For N > (K + 1) M — 1 the optimal DMT of the unconstrained multiple-access clehimupper bounded by
d;’{(fvc) (max (r1,...,7rx)) the optimal DMT of finite constellations. In the ca¥e< (K + 1) M — 1, the best DMT that can
be attained for the unconstrained multiple-access chamgiferior compared to the optimal DMT of finite consteltats.

Proof: The full proof is in appendik{5. The proof outline is as follevRecall that in Theorefd 2 we have shown that the
optimal DMT of IC’s is upper bounded by

*,(IC ,
TR 10071 = g, sy (i ()

For N > (K +1) M — 1 we show that this term is upper and lower boundedd@)f{zc) (max (71, .. .
optimal DMT of finite constellations in this case.

, Tk )), which is the
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In the caseV < (K + 1) M — 1 we show that the optimal DMT is not attained by finding a set oftiplexing gain tuples

(r1,...,rx) € B for which dK MN (ri,...,rx) < dlg(ff]z, (r1,...,7k). Based on Lemm@l 6 we get fof = --- =rx =1
that there exists a set of multiplexing gams for thb}b“c) (r) < dig(ﬂcjz, (r), except forK =2, M = s+1andN = 3-s,

wheres > 1 is an integer. For this case showing thé;sﬂ?% (ri,m2) < dy gifg s (r1,m2) is more involved and requires

considering the case # r» (see appendix]G for the full proof). An illustrative examfibe the method of proof for this case
is presented in Figurés Bl 6. [ |

N < d%
L 28 &5 0n=d,500 ,

g T 50

o+ Ty A5 2n) 4

L 06,
: V2 B-1=N/(K+1)=2 dga@)

I I I I I
o 05 1 15 2 25 3

r

Fig. 5. The upper bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s in the symmeetase forK = 2, M = 3, N = 6. Note that for this case we geé—j +1= K— =

+1
(K—1)M+1+| 2 |
———————2 = In addition this upper bound coincides with the optimal DMfTfinite constellations in the symmetric case. Finally, fois case we

@
getd36 (r) = dgs* (2r) .

0D +D _q016/3 _al ]
2. dﬁyel z(rl+r2)—d6‘6 (2r0)—3

5. The anchor point for 15/6< D < 8/3

6. The required anchor point for 15/6< D < 8/3
to achieve diversity order 3

S sl d;g:15/6(f)
S 3. dElD (r) leWG( )_3
Al
s o i
| 1. Finite constellations optimal diversity order dD(FC)(er):g \ i
|
I 015/6 | dyg 0]
4. 1C’s diversity orderq§6z(r2) d 26 (r2)=2.5 i \
% o.‘s ‘1 1‘.5 z‘/7¢= T 25 %
r =Ty~ R P P>
0
Fig. 6. IIIustratlon of the sub- optlmallty of the unconstied multiple-access channel fav/ = 3, N = 6 and K = 2. In this example we
takery = ro + € = 1—63 + g andry = g —€ = F.S — &, whererg = 13 1In this case the optlmal diversity order of flnlte constiias
equalsmin (dt (FO) (r1),d (FC)( 2),d (.FC) (r1 +r2)>. From the figure it can be seen that the minimum is obtameddig)é (r14r2) =
dy (Fc) (2rp) = 3. On the other hand IC’s dlverS|ty order equaisn (d*’Dl (r1), ‘;’52 (r2), dg’£1+D2 (27"0)) In this example we choose; = §+%,
1 5
D2 = § — ¢. In this case we gef’s D12 (9p0) = d6 6 (27"0) =3, d;j’SDl (r1) = d3 & (r1) =3 anddyP? (r0) = d3 & (r2) = 2 < 3. Hence, in

this case the diversity order of IC’s is smaller than themptldlversny order of finite constellations. It resultsrfmhe fact that fol0 < D <z 8 the straight
lines d3’6 (r) rotate around anchor points with multiplexing gain smallen 2, whereas they should rotate around anchor point thlllp‘rexmg gain 2.
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D. Discussion: Convexity Vs. Non-Convexity of the OptimisiTD

It is interesting to note that the upper bound on the optim&ITDof IC’s in the symmetric case is a convex function,
whereas the optimal DMT of finite constellations is not nseei$y so. The convexity of the optimal DMT of IC’s can be
shown rather easily by the following arguments. It is basedhe fact that a function that equals to the maximum between
straight lines is a convex function. F&¥ > (K + 1) M — 1 the optimal DMT of IC’s in the symmetric case is simply
upper bounded byl ’(Fc) (r) which is a maximization between straight lines, and therefe a convex function. In the case
N < (K-1)M+ 1 the upper bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s in the symmetricecés a straight line. Finally, for
N=(K-1)M+1+1<(K+1)M —1, wherel =0,...,2M — 3, the upper bound on the optimal symmetric DMT of

IC’s equals to the maximization between the fir§{ + 1 stralght lines constitutingy; (FC) (r), d* (r), and the last\/ — [ 5! |

straight lines COﬂStItUtlngK’(]}(}C]z, (K - r). This maximization also yields a convex function.

On the other hand the opt|mal DMT of finite constellations lie symmetric case is not necessarily a convex function.
See Figurd 4 for illustration. In fact the optimal DMT is notcanvex function wheneveN < (K —1)M + 1, or N =
_ [EaY .
(K-1)M+1+1<(K+1)M—1and|L]+1+# % wherel = 0,...,2M — 3. It results from the foIIowmg

 __MN MN
arguments. FoV < (K — 1) M +1 we get=47— > %, and sod,, "y "' (£) > 0.1n add|t|ondK(ffK, (r) = dy/ N (1)

N+M-1
for 0 < r < min (1, K+1) Based on these facts and on the facts thﬁtﬂjf, (r) is a piecewise linear function and
dK(ff])V( ) = 0, we get thatd MC])V (r) is not a convex function. FON = (K —1)M +1+1 < (K +1)M — 1 and
[=0,...,2M — 3, we know that
e * FC
dK(Mgv( )=d"(r) < dK(Mzzr(T)
for [{]+1<r< % Sinced* (r) is a straight line it necessarily means tﬂég‘fsz, ) is not a convex function

whenever| | +1 # % For the case L |+ w we getdy ff])v( ) = dK(fWC}V( ), and so in this
case the opt|mal DMT of finite constellations in the symrmed:ase |s also a convex function. F|naIIy, fr > (K+1)M-1
the optimal DMT in the symmetric case equd§§( and as aforementioned it is a convex function. Thereforecavestate
that whenever the optimal DMT of finite constellations in the seinic case is not a convex function, IC’s are suboptimal
Finally, a question that may arise is whether it is possiblénd an extension of orthogonal designs|[14] to the multgteess
channel, i.e., a transmission scheme that enables to sepheaspace-time code from the symbols required for trasson.
The most notable example of such a transmission scheme &ldneouti scheme [15] for the case of two transmit antennas
and a single receive antenna. For example, in this casentitimg the information itself over the space-time codel#es to
obtain the optimal DMTd2 (FO) (r) regardless of the constellation size. For the multipleeasachannel, if we examine the
optimal DMT of finite constellations for the symmetric cafa, M =2, K =2 and N = 1 we get
&340 <r>—{ G ) 0S4
d4( )(T) %Srgé

which imply that in the rangé < r < % each user can obtain the same performance as the AlamoetnsctHowever, our
results show that for this setting we g¥t=1 < (K — 1) M +1 = 3. Therefore, the optimal DMT of IC’s for the symmetric
case is upper bounded by
*,(IC *,(FC
d2.é,1 ) (r) = dz,g ) (2r)

which is strictly smaller thanl, ’(FC) (r) except forr = 0, as illustrated in FigurE]l 7. This leads us to the conclusia for
the multiple-access channel, the signals required forstrassion affect the performance and can not be separatedtfre
space-time code. This is due to the fact that when the cdasdel size is infinite, the performance is sub-optimal. E&nn
this sense there is no extension of orthogonal designs tonth#ple-access channel.

V. ATTAINING THE OPTIMAL DMT FORN > (K +1)M —1

In this section we show that the upper bound on the DMT of theonstrained multiple-access channel, derived in section
[ is achievable forN > (K + 1) M — 1 by a sequence of IC’s in general and lattices in particulasegtially, we show for
N > (K +1) M —1 that IC’s attain DMT that equals td, ff])v (ri,...,rg) = d’;\j}_fvc) (max (r1,...,7rk)).

We begin by showing in subsectién TW-A that simple orthogdnansmission approaches such as time-division multiple-
access (TDMA) or code-division multiple-access (CDMA) lwisult in sub-optimal performance foy > (K + 1) M — 1.
Then, we introduce in subsectibn TV-B the transmission sehéor each user, followed by presentation of the effecthentel
induced by the transmission scheme in subse¢iion] IV-C. Wiveda subsectioh IV-D for each channel realization an uppe
bound for the error probability of the ML decoder of an enskmdf K IC’s. Finally, in subsectioh IV-E we average this upper
bound over the channel realizations, and show that the apfdVT is attained forN > (K +1)M —1 .
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Fig. 7. Comparison between the optimal DMT of finite conatehs in the symmetric case and the upper bound on the dpbi& of IC's, for
M = K =2 and N = 1. Note that in the rangé < r < % finite constellations achieve the Alamouti performancegesgas IC’'s do not. This illustrates
that in the multiple-access channel the constellation aedspace-time code can not be separated.

A. Orthogonal Transmission is Sub-optimal

In this subsection we show the sub-optimality of transroissnethods that create at the receiver orthogonalizatibmdess
different independent streams, for any channel realinafitne advantage of these transmission schemes is theiligimmBy
assigning the IC’s or lattices correctly in the space, theghée to consider each stream independently and reducetivelicig
problem to the point-to-point scenario. Such an approackeiy natural when considering IC’s in general and lattiaes i
particular, as it involves assigning the streams with disi@ms or subspaces that remain orthogonal at the receiverafth
channel realization. The IC related to a certain streamwiésin the assigned subspace. We showfop> (K + 1) M —1 that
such transmission method is sub-optimal as it requires esehto give up too many dimensions to create the orthogzatain.

At the receiver, orthogonal transmission scheme enablels ialependent stream to lie within a subspace orthogonal to
the other streams, for each channel realization. In ordeaftransmission scheme to fulfil this property, the streamistm
be assigned with orthogonal subspaces already at the tithersrine., must be assigned with orthogonal subspace&™d’
assuming there aré' channel uses. Hence, orthogonal transmission schemeserélqe partition of at mosi\/ number of
dimensions per channel use betwedinusers. On the other hand > (K + 1) M — 1 leads toN > K - M, and so potentially
the K users could transmit together up f0M dimensions per channel use, but not orthogonally. The @bdtidMT for
the symmetric case foN > (K +1)M — 1 is d’%fvc) (r). From Corollary(l and Theorefd 4 we know that in the range
M —1 < r < M the optimal DMT is obtained only when each user transmity dveaverage number of dimensions per
channel use, i.e., thE users must transmit togeth&fA/ dimensions per channel use. Hence, orthogonal transmissiaot
provided with enough dimensions per channel use to obtaifat$t line of the optimal DMT. This leads to its sub-optirhali

As a first example we consider an orthogonal transmissioansetthat takes the natural partition &b streams induced by
the multiple-access channel. In order to obtain orthogpatbn for this case, at each channel use a different uaesmnits,
while the others wait for their turn to transmit. This trarssion method is coined TDMA. Let us consider the symmetric
case for which each user transmits at multiplexing gaifor this case, fofl’ channel uses anfl” users, each user transmits
over % channel uses. Therefore, each user can achieve the peoiribperformance of a channel withl transmit andV
receive antennas, usir% channel uses. However, in order for each user to transmiu#itpiexing gainr per channel use, he

must transmit at multiplexing gaiir over those% channel uses, which leads to DMT performancei*pﬁvc) (Kr). This
shows the sub-optimality of TDMA.

Another transmission approach is assigning an indepestteqaim for each transmit antenna. This is equivalent toideriag
a multiple-access channel witki M/ users, each with a single transmit antenna. Let us considexximple a multiple-access
channel withM =1, K users andV > K. In this case the optimal DMT for the symmetric case eqt@gc) (r). On the
other hand for CDMA each user is assigned with an orthoganassace inC”, assuming there ar€ channel uses. In this
way each stream can obtain the performance of a point-tetphannel with a single transmit antenna avideceive antennas.
However, for the orthogonalization to hold each user isgmesd With% dimensional subspace, which must be orthogonal to
the other users subspaces. Hence, in order for each usetdim obultiplexing gainr per channel use, he must transmit at

multiplexing gain Kr over the% dimensional subspace. This leads to suboptimal DMT peidioca ofd’{:gfc) (Kr).

B. The Transmission Scheme

From subsection IV-A we get that an optimal transmissioressh must allow different users to lie in overlapping subspac
at the receiver, i.e., at the receiver the users can notaésidrthogonal subspaces. Essentially, for the proposeitnission
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scheme each user transmits as if the channel was a poimtiib-ghannel with) transmit andN receive antennas. Hence,
each user transmission matrix is identical to the trandonissiatrix presented i [8]. _
We denote the transmission matrix of ugeby Gl(z), wherel =0,...,.M —1andi=1,...,K. Gl(z) has M rows that
represent the transmission antennas, @ne N + M — 1 — 2 - [ columns that represent the number of channel u@é@.
transmits overD; = % average number of dimensions per channel use in the foltpwianner.
Consider a channel with/ transmit andN receive antennas.
1) ForDy—y = “E=HED = M the matrixG')_, hasN — M + 1 columns (channel uses). In the first column transmit
symbolszy, ...,z on theM antennas, and in th& — M +1 column transmit Symbols y;(n—ar)+1, - - - s Tar(N—m+1)
on the M antennas. .

2) ForD;, 1=0,...,L—2:the matrixGl(” hasM + N —1—2-1[ columns. We add t(o’}l(ll, the transmission scheme for
Dy41, two columns in order to gafll(l). In the first added column transniit- 1 symbols on antennak ..., + 1. In
the second added column transmit differént 1 symbols on antennak/ — [, ..., M.

According to the definition of the transmission scheme wessmthat the different users transmit the same average mumbe
of dimensions per channel use. Let us denote the transmissilteme of the first users by

.
GQWW>Z(G$W.”Jﬁ“U k=1,... K (10)

Gl(l""’k) is ak- M x T; matrix. Note thatGl(l""’k) transmits overk - D; - T; dimensions. Later in this section we show that
Gl(l’ K) attains the optimal DMT in the range< rpa: <1+ 1.

Example M =2, N = 5andK = 2. In this case the transmission scheme/fgr= %, D, = % (Géw), G§1~2>
is as follows:

respectively)

Z1 €3 Ts g

|
(1) T2 T4 Z6 s | 0 L18
Gl(l,z)_<Gl ) B . (11)
|

6#2) -
l T9 w11 T13  T15 r19 0
Tip T12 Ti4 T 0
D=8 G"%
_ (1,2
Do=10,g{H?

C. The Effective Channel

Next we define the effective channel matrix induced by thesmgission scheme of the firdt usersGl(1
k=1,..., K. Let us denote the firgt users transmission at time instancby

+
gt:(zglﬂ‘,,zgkﬂ‘) t:l,,ﬂ

In accordance with the channel model frdoh (1) we get
Y, = Hk) sz, t=1,...,1].

, Where

where (18 = (HW .. H®), is anN x k- M matrix. The multiplicationt (1) -Gk yields a matrix with v
rows and7; columns, for which each column equalslﬁb(1 RL z,, t =1...T;. Each user is transmitting; - T;-complex
dimensional IC withD; - T;-complex symbols, i. eGl has exactlyD; - T; non-zero values representing the - T; complex-
dimensional IC WithirtCMTl Together, the firsk users transmit an effective D, - T;-dimensional complex IC withi©*# M7,
For each column o&"*) | denoted by ™), m =1...,T;, we define the effective channel tI’gs{f“) sees as,,. It consists

m
of the columns ofH(1 7777 *) that correspond to the non-zero entriegy8f, i.e., H ) . g(k) — H,, ( ) whereg™™ equals
to the non-zero entries cgﬁ’“ As an example assume without Ioss of generality that oréyfrﬂstl entnes ofg (K are not

zero. In this caseHm is anN x [,,, matrix that equals to the firgf, columns of H"+¥)In accordance WItH:[3)H(l is an
NT; x kD; - T; block diagonal matrix consisting df; blocks. Since each block iHC(ﬁ)’ corresponds to the multiplication of
H®-k) with different column |nG(1 k) , the blocks ofHe(f:f) ok equaIHm, m =1,...,T;. Note that in the effective matrix
NT; > k- D;-T;.

Next we elaborate on the structure of the blockﬂéﬁ’k. For this reason we denote th&th column of (1) by b,
m=1,...,k- M. The transmission scheme has+ M — 1 — 2 - columns. The entries of the firé¢{ — M + 1 columns of

Gl(l""’k), ng)v gt are all different from zero. Hence, the firdt — M + 1 blocks ofHéfcg’k are

YN—M+1
Hy,=H%®  m=1,... N—M+1. (12)
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H2 0 0 0 0 0
o H® 0 0 0 0
H®2 0 0 0
FU=0)k=2 _ 0 0 15
eff 0 0 o H®? 0 0 (15)
0 0 0 0 (hy,hs) 0
0 0 0 0 0 (hy, hy)
After the first N — M + 1 columns we havél/ — 1 — [ pairs of columns. For each pair we have
HN-mt20 = Hy pyogw-1) \ {ﬁl\lf(vflﬁﬁﬂ\{f(vfl)a Y IS Ve }
:{le'-'vﬁl\lfvaﬁl\lJrlv'"vEQMfm" ﬁ(k 1)I\f{+1v"'vﬁk-lwfv} (13)
and
Hy_pisooer = Hy - Mt20—1)+1 \ {Bs s -5 B inr
- {ﬁvﬂrla cee ’hMahMJerrlv cee 7ﬁ2M’ cee ’ﬁ(kfl)MJerrl’ ce ’ﬁk-M} (14)

wherev=1,...,. M —1—1.

Example considerM = 2, N = 5 and K = 2 as presented if_(11). In this caée= 0,1 and we haveD, = % and
D; = 8 = 2 respectively. In additiorH (12) = (H(l) H®) = (hy, hy, hs, h,). We begin withk = 1. In this case we get a
point- to -point channel witl? transmit and 5 receive antennB$") = (h,, h,), which leads to the following effective channels

1) D, = 2 He(f:f:l)’k:l is generated from the multiplication of thex 2 matrix H(®) with the four columns of the

transmission matri>G§1). In this caseHé;f)’1 is a20 x 8 block diagonal matrix, consisting of four blocks, where leac
block equals taH ().

2) Dy = 10 H(l 0:F=1is a30 x 10 block diagonal matrix consisting of six blocks. The first fdalocks are equal to

H(l) The additional two blocks (mduced by columns 5- 6@{{1 ) are vectors. We get thdfs = h, and Hg = hs.
For k = 2 the effective channel induced biyl ) is as follows.

1) D; = 2: In this case the effective channHl (= 1) "2 is a20 x 16 matrix consisting of four blocks, where each block
equalsH? = (HW, H®).

2) Dy = 10 . In this case the effective channHl is a30 x 20 matrix consisting of six blocks. The first four blocks
equal toH (1.2) 'whereas the other two blocks afB, = (hy,hs) and Hg = (hoyhy).

We presentHe(H)’ of our example in equatiof (1L5).
(1,....k)

lO)kQ

Now let us consider the rows af, . Each row of the transmission matrix is related to the colwhd ) that
multiplies it, i.e., rowj in G (1,...k) corresponds to columh,. In case there is a non zero entry of rgwn columnm of
Gl(1 """ *) it means that; occurs inH,,. In the next lemma we examine the number of occurrences oftaieolumn of
H - in the blocks ofH l) k
Lemma 7. For anyk = 1,..., K consider columm,. ,,,, in H1+* wherea = 0,...,k—1andb=1,..., M. In this
caseh,. s, occurs only in the firsin = N — M +1+min(M -1 —1,M —b) + min (M — 1 — 1,0 — 1) blocks ofHe(lf)]:k.

Proof: Straight forward from the definition of the blocks He(?fk in (12), (I3) and[(14). [ ]

D. Upper Bound on the Error Probability
In this subsection we derive for each channel realizationgoer bound for the error probability of the joint ML decodérs
ensembles of IC’s transmitted on the unconstrained malggicess channel, assuming each 1©jsT;-complex dimensional.
In accordance with the definitions [n TV-C we denote the difecchannel of any set of users pulled togetherI-D )(s) ,

[-Dy-Ty (S) =

wheres C {1,..., K. we deflne|H(l o)t H(l) (s )| = ‘Z‘ m:", wherep™ 5 is thei'th singular value off l) )
1 <i<|s[-D;-T;. We also define) () = (ni ), . ’77\(5|)Dl L) . Note that in our settingv7; > K - D; - T;.

Theorem 6. Consider K ensembles oD, - T;- complex dimensional IC’s transmitted on the unconstradinaultiple-access
channel with effective channél ) eff X and denS|t|esytT =phmi i=1,..., K. The average decoding error probability of the

INote that il IV=G we considered the case of the firsisers fork = 1,..., K. The extension to any C {1,..., K} is straight forward.
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joint ML decoder is upper bounded by

PeHY )< Y Pe@.p)= Y D(|s| - Dy - Ty)p~ 11Dt =Sie, ro+ SIZ Tn(
sC{1,...,K} sC{1,...,K}
= > D(ls] Dy T TP QO ()
sC{1,....K}

where D(|s| - D; - T;) is a constant independent pf andngs) >0foranys C{l,...,K}and anyl <: < |s|-D;-T;.

Proof: The proof is based on dividing the error event into eventsiadrdor different sets of users (disjoint events). Then
we show that the upper bound on the error probability for thitpto-point channel derived in][8] can be used to uppemiabu
the probability for each of these events. The full proof isajspendix]l. [ ]

We wish to emphasize that the constraintngfﬁ) >0,fori=1,...,|s|-D;-T; and for anys C {1,..., K} results from
the fact that thesameensemble is upper bounded fany channel realization. In cases where it is possible to fit aeetle
to each channel realization, i.e., in the case where thermiter knows the channel, the upper bound applies alsoowtith
this restriction.

E. Achieving the Optimal DMT
In this subsection we show that the transmission schemeopeahir{1V-B attains the optimal DMT faV > (K + 1) M —1,

d;’f(fvc) (max (r1,...,7x)). We base the proof on the upper bound for the error probghiétived in Theorerhl6. This upper
bound consists of the sum of several terms, one for eacH 1, ..., K'}. Each term depends on the determinant corresponding

to its effective channe}ll%lél?"(S)T -Hel) (s) |~1. For each term (for eacf) we upper bound this determinant in Lemiga 8 (different
bounds than the bounds used [in [8]) to get a new upper bounHeoartor probability. The upper bound is based on the fact
that a determinant equals to the multiplication of the ogthrtal elements of its columns (when the number of rows iselarg
than the number of columns). We average the upper bound beearttannel realizations and show it attains the optimal DMT
in TheorenY, and also prove that the results apply to lattigeen regular lattice decoder is employed at the receiner, i
Theoren{8.

Each term in the upper bound in TheorE 6 can be viewed as the@pbability of a point-to-point channel witls| - M

transmit antennas and receive antennas, while transmitting - D; - T;-complex dimensional IC in the method described
in [V-B] We wish to emphasize that in this subsection we shbat the terms corresponding te| = 1 attain the required
optimal DMT since each user uses an optimal transmissioansehfor the point-to-point channel with/ transmit andN
receive antennas. However, for the terms corresponding<tds| < K the effective transmission scheme is no longer optimal
and does not necessarily attain the optimal DMT for a paApdint channel withs| - M transmit andN receive antennas.
In fact it does not even necessarily attaﬂp‘ ]IWDJ(, (max (r1,...,7x)). Hence, the challenge in this subsection is to upper
bound the DMT of these terms and show that, although not Gubﬁm the corresponding point-to-point channel, theyiatta
the optimal DMT of the multiple-access channel f§r> (K +1) M — 1.

The average decoding error probability equals to the aecoagr all channel realizations, i.e.,

Pe(p) = B (Pe (HE ). (16)
Based on Theoref] 6 we get the following upper bound on theageedecoding error probability
ﬁ(p) < Z Exn (D(|S| - D, 'Tl)p_TZ(IS‘Dl_EYE i) | |H(l s)t Héfl{ S)l 1) (17)

Note thatE'y (|H£Q’(S)THC(Q’(S)|*1) = FEqy (|H§Q"S”HC(Q"SI|*1) for any |s| = k, wherek =1,..., K, i.e., the mean value

for any the users equals to the mean value for the firgsers. Therefore, by replacirfgc(g’(s) with HC(Q"S‘ we can write
(I2) as follows

ﬁ(p) < Z D(| | D; - CI‘l)p—Tl(‘SIDZ_ZiES i) . Ex (|H§fl{)‘5” . Hc(fl-[)‘ﬂl_l) ) (18)

WhereHe(f:f)"S| is the effective channel of the fir¢| users, as defined in subsection TV-C.

The channel matrix? consists of NV - K - M i.i.d entries, where each entry has distribution;, ~ CN(0,1), 1 <i < N
and1 < j < K- M. Without loss of generality we consider the case where thenwas of H are drawn sequentially from left
to right, i.e.,h,; is drawn first, therh, is drawn et cetera. Columh;, is an N-dimensional vector. Givehl, ooyhy 4, letus

denote byh € CY the elements of the projection of on an orthonormal basis that dependsiqn.. ., h; ;. We can write

ﬁj:@(ﬁla--- h;_ )'ﬁ

»=j—1 J

(19)
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where®(-) is an N x N unitary matrix.©(-) is chosen such that:
1) The first element OENJ-, ELJ—, is in the direction O@j,l.
2) The secgnd elementy ;, is in the direction orthogonal th;_,, in the hyperplane spanned ¥, ,,h; ,}.
3) Elementh;_, ; is in the direction orthogonal to the hyperplane spannefiy. .., ., , } inside the hyperplane spanned
by {hy, ..., h; 1}
4) The rest of theV — j + 1 elements are in directions orthogonal to the hyperpldne. .., h;_;}.
Note tha@m, 1<i<N,1<j<K-M areiidrandom variables with distributichV'(0, 1). Let us denote byt , ; , ;4
the component of; which resides in theéV — k subspace which is perpendicular to the space spanndd by, ...,h; ;}.
In this case we get

N
||ﬁjJ_j—1,...,j—k||2 = Z |hi.,j|2 1<k<j-L (20)
i=k+1

If we assign|h, ;|2 = p~%7, we get that the probability density function (PDF)&f; is

—& _ 84,5
f(&;)=C-logp-p &ii.eP on

whereC' is a normalization factor. In our analysis we assume a vegel&alue forp. Hence, we can neglect events in which
& .; < 0 since in this case the PDE_(21) decreases exponentially asctidn of p. For a very largep, & ; > 0,1 <i < N
and1 < j < K - M, the PDF takes the following form

f&g)ocp™®i &5 >0. (22)

In this case by assigning i (20) the vecgr: (&1.4,---,€n,5)T with PDF which is proportional te~ Y&, we get
By jn,... jokl[P=p™ ettt 2 (23)

wherel < k < j — 1. In addition |
Hh,j|‘2ip* minzef,..., N}gz’].. (24)

As presented in(18), in order to calculate the upper bounthererror probability we need to consider only the effective
channel of the firs{s| users,1 < |s| < K. Hence, in order to obtain an upper bound for the error priibalwve wish to
lower bound the determinalhﬂc(fgg"5‘T -HC(Q"SH by lower bounding the contribution of each column in the crelmatrix A7
to the determinant. The following lemma presents a lowembdoan the determinant.

Lemma 8.
[s|—1 M
|H(fif)‘,‘S|T . H(il:f)a\8||> H Hpf(NfM+1+min(Mfl*1-,M*b))ﬁninze{aMer ..... N} &z aM4b
a=0 b=1
M min A{*l*l,blfl X
. H p_ Zi:l( ) mlnzg{aM+b/7i ..... N} Ez,aM+b/.
b =2
Proof: The proof is in appendi¥ J. Essentially, the tefWi — M + 1 + min (M — 1 — 1, M — b))-min,c(qrr+b,..., N} Ez,ad+b
indicates that in the lower bound columg,,,, occursN — M +1+min (M — 1 — 1, M — b) times withh,, ..., h 5., tO

its left. Therefore, only the elements bf ,, ., which are orthogonal to this set of columigs,,ars, WhereaM +b < z < N
contribute to the lower bound.
The term
min(M—l—l,b,—l)

z : min é-z,aM-ﬁ-b/

= .ze{a]tf-l—b/—i,...,N}

indicates that columtk,,, ,» occursmin (M —1-1,b — 1) times. However, this time we handle the contribution of the

orthogonal elements more carefully. Fbr< ¢ < min (M —1—1,b — 1) we consider the elements i, ,,,,» which are

orthogonal to the set of columis, ..., h sy 5 q- u
Now we are ready to lower bound the transmission scheme D&gedb on the lower bound on the determinant in Lemma
[8. Let us denote the maximal multiplexing gain By, = max (1,..., K), and also assume= |7, |-

Theorem 7. Consider K sequences of ensembles of - T;-complex dimensional IC’s transmitted over the unconetédi

multiple-access channel, where each user transmits atipfexing-gainr; using G(Li)mj, i =1,...,K. The DMT this
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transmission scheme attains is lower boundedrlbé/jvc) (Pmaz)-

Proof: We use the upper bound for the error probability derived iedremi 6, and the lower bound on the determinant
(I62) in order to give a new upper bound on the error prolgbil/e average this upper bound over the channel realization
and show that for large the diversity order of the most dominant error event is loiweunded byd;’f(jvc) (Pmaz)- The full
proof is in appendikK. [ |

In Theoren b we have shown that fof > (K + 1) M — 1 the DMT of any IC is upper bounded by’%fvc) ("maz). ON
the other hand in Theorel 7 we have shown that there exisersegs of IC’s that attain DMT which is lower bounded by
d},’fffvc) (rmaz). Hence, the transmission scheme must attain the optimal.DMT

In the next theorem we prove the existence of a sequencetizkEkthat attains the optimal DMT as in TheorEn 7.
Theorem 8. For each tuple of multiplexing gaing-, ..., rx) there existk sequences diD, - T;-real dimensional lattices
transmitted over the unconstrained multiple access chiatima¢ attain diversity order off;\i{(fvc) (rmaz), When regular lattice

decoder is employed, whele= |72 |-

Proof: See appendikIN [ |
Now we show that for each segment of the optimal DMT theretgxisequence ok lattices that attains it, i.e., the optimal
DMT consists ofM segments, each in the ranb€ 7., < !+1fori=0,..., M —1, and there ard/ sequences of lattices

that attain it.

Corallary 3. For N > (K +1) M — 1 each segment of the optimal DMT for the unconstrained nietégcess channel,

d;’f(fvc) (Tmaz), is attained by a sequence &f, 2D|,. .. |T|,,...)-real dimensional lattices.

Proof: See appendik]O. [ |

F. The Gap from the Upper Bound fo¥ < (K + 1) M — 1

In section Il we presented an upper bound on the optimal DMITC&; We showed that wheV < (K +1) M — 1 IC’s
can not achieve the optimal DMT of finite constellations. le@r, a question that remains open is how tight is the upper
bound in this range. In this subsection we give two exammleshie performance of IC’s wheN < (K + 1) M — 1, using the
transmission scheme presented in subseEfion] IV-B. Frorexhmples it follows that there are cases in which IC’s a@htbe
upper bound for the symmetric case; however in general tiperupound is not necessarily tight whéh< (K + 1) M — 1.

As a first example let us consider the case wh¥re- M = K = 2, for which the upper bound on the optimal DMT of
IC’s in the symmetric case is

d;’éIQC) (r)=4—4r.

It can be shown by using the technique we presented in tht®eethat for the transmission matrix

X O
12 _ | 0 a2
G o I3 0
0 Ty
a random ensemble of IC’s can achi *,({20) (r). Thus, in this setting the upper bound on the DMT of IC’s itign the

symmetric case.
We now consider the case wheild = K = 2 and N = 4. In this case the upper bound consists of the following three

straight lines
8—5r 0<r<1
d;:é{f)(r): 7 —Ar 1§TS%
4—2r 32<r<2

Consider the case where each user uses the optimal traifsmsssieme for a point-to-point channel witi = 2 and N =4
by using the transmission matrix

T T3 Ty @ I7 0
G2 _ 2 x4 we 0wy
0 T9 x11 T13 w15 O
10 T12 T4 0 6
foro<r <1, and
r1 X3 x5
(1,2) T2 T4 T6
Gy =

Tr  T9 T11
xrg T1o0 Ti12
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when1l < r < 2. The DMT of this transmission schemlé — 1—??7* for0 <r <1, and4 — 2r whenl <1 < 2, as shown
in Figure[8. Therefore, this transmission scheme DMT cdiesiwith the upper bound only Whe}lg r < 2. We wish to
emphasize that using this transmission scheme simply gesva lower bound for the optimal DMT of IC’s in this setting,
and there may exist other transmission schemes that a@agfpf) (r).

m = =@ = Achievable DMT
o = W = Upper bound on the DMT of IC's

[ e The optimal DMT of FC

Fig. 8. The gap between the upper bound on the DMT of IC's, &aedDMT of the transmission scheme from subsediion JV-B, fior= K = 2 and
N =4.

In summary, from these examples it follows that whEgn< (K + 1) M — 1 the upper bound on the DMT of IC’s is not
necessarily tight; nonetheless it enables to show the simbality of IC’s in this range.

V. DISCUSSION

In this section we discuss the results presented in the pApean illustrative example we consider the case in whiclnethe
are two users, each with two transmit antennas, ke= M = 2. We consider the symmetric case in which= r, = r, and
explain based on Theordm 4 why faf = 2,4 IC’s are suboptimal. On the other hand based on The&ilem 6 hadré&nly
we explain why the optimal DMT is attained f@g¥ > 5. The analysis in this section is somewhat loosed and we tbéer
reader to Sectiorls]I[_IV for the full analysis.

We begin by giving a short reminder to the behavior of lattigea point-to-point channel fa¥/ = N = 2, as presented in
[8]. We consider in this discussion lattices although thaults apply to IC’s in general. In this case, the optimal DMjuals
d;éFc) (r) =4 —3rin the ranged < r < 1, and in order to attain it the average number of dimensiom<pannel useD,
must be equal tc%. We wish to explain why foD £ % the optimal DMT is not attained in the ran@e< » < 1. For lattices,
obtaining multiplexing gain > 0 requiresscalingeach dimension of the lattice hy #5. When D < % diversity order of4
may be attained for = 0. However, the scaling is too strong and does not enable &ndtie optimal DMT for anyr > 0
(there are not enough degrees of freedom to attain the Istri@ig 4 — 3). On the other hand wheb > %, the lattice “fills”
too much of the space and tiehannelinduces error probability that does not enable to attaierdity order of4 for » = 0,
and therefore does not allow attaining the optimal DMT in thege0 < r < 1. Hence, choosing = % balances the effect
of the scaling and the channel on the lattice and allows @imathe optimal DMT in the rangé < r < 1. We now follow
this intuition to discuss the multiple-access channel.

A. Why IC’s are Suboptimal foN < (K +1) M —1

The error event for the multiple-access channel can be @ividto the disjoint error events of any subset of the users, a
described in Theoref 6. Consider a certain subset of us€rs{1,..., K}. Due to the distributed nature of the multiple-
access channel, the error probability for this subset isuppunded by the error probability of a point-to-point chelnwith
|s| - M transmit andN receive antennas, i.e., corresponding to a point-to-ptiiannel in which the users in are pulled
together. Hence, the DMT in the multiple-access channetisrchined by the most probable error event. For the uncanst
multiple-access channel the problem is more involved ak #das a certain average number of dimensions per chaneel us
Assume uset hasD; average number of dimensions per channel use, wheteé < K. When considering the error event of
users ins, we consider an IC witly,_ D; average number of dimensions per channel use. The DMT iretihis event is

upper bounded b;irsfl%\fiji (|s| - 7), i.e., the bounds derived inl[8] for the point-to-point chah In case the dimensions of
any subset of the users do not “align”, i.e., in case a certaiseaibf the users has average number of dimensions per channel
use that is too large or too small to attain the optimal DMT, ge¢ sub-optimality. In this subsection we take as exampme th

caseM = K = 2 and explain why forN = 2, 4 the dimensions do not align, and therefore the optimal DMmasattained.
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Let us begin with the cas#/ = K = N = 2. In this case the optimal DMT in the symmetric case equals

FC) 2 2
0<r<sz 4—-3r 0<r<s=
Ay () = dySh (o () 0<r<s3 _{ A 25
K,M,N() 2,2,2 () d4(FC)(2) %<TS1 6 — 61 %<T§1 ( )
(10)

On the other hand the optimal DMT of IC’s in this case is uppeuritled byd; 5, () = 4 (1 — r), which is smaller than
the optimal DMT for any0 < r < 1. Let us explain the reason for the sub- optlmality. Firstentinat in the symmetric case
we must choosé; = D, to maximize the IC’'s DMT, i.e., the users have the same agenagnber of dimensions per channel
use. SinceV = 2 each user can not transmit more than one average number efsiioms per channel use, whereadin [8] it
was shown that each user needs to tranéma]verage number of dimensions per channel use in order tio d@éFc) (r)in
the range) < r < 2. In addition, the maximal diversity order each user mayimita4 sinceM = N = 2, and alsodzé (r)is
a straight line. Hence even when transmitting one dimeng@ channel use the DMT must be smaller than6r. Therefore,
in this case the dimension mismatch manifest itself in the faat NV is too small even to attain the first line @f’; (FC) (r).
This sub-optimality is presented in Figurke 3.

For K = M = 2 and N = 4 it was shown in Theorer] 4 for the symmetric case that IC’s al®gtimal in the range
l<r< % In this range the DMT of IC’s is upper bounded By- 4r, attained atD, = Dy = %. The dimension mismatch
manifests itself in this example both in error events of glgiruser, and the error event of both users. For error evdnts o

a single user the optimal DMT id;‘jfc) (r) which is also the optimal DMT of the multiple-access chaninethe range

1<r< K]Yt-l = %. The average number of dimensions per channel use reqoiramaind* (FO) (r) for 1 <r < 2is 2 which
is larger thanD; = Dy = 7 . Therefore, for the single user error events the scalmghefIC of each user is too strong and
does not enable to attain the optimal DMT. On the other haordihfe two users error event the optimal DMTai§(FC) (2r)
which is also the optimal DMT in the ran®< r < 2. The effective IC of the two users pulled together has averagnber

of dimensions per channel uge, + D, = £, which is too large compared to what is required to attbééFc) (2r) in the
rangel < r < % Hence, for this error event we get that the effective IC fitle much of the space and so the channel does
not enable to attain the optimal DMT.

B. Why IC’s Attain the Optimal DMT foN > (K + 1) M — 1

For N > (K + 1) M — 1 there is no longer a dimension mismatch. However, the cimmdibat there is no dimension
mismatch is merely a necessary condition in order to attenoptimal DMT. Hence, in this subsection we will explain why
the optimal DMT is attained based on the transmission schemsented in subsection TM-B and on the effective channel
presented il TV-C.

We consider as an example the cade= K = 2 and N = 5. We show why for this case the single user performance

d2 éFC) (rmax) IS attained. For simplicity we will focus on the symmetricsea Essentially, we show for this example that

IC's achieve the first DMT linel0 — 6r, which coincides with the optimal DM, (FO) (r) in the ranged < r < 1. The

transmission scherr@g1 2 is presented i (11). Note that each user uses an opumahmasion scheme for the point-to-point
channel with2 transmit and receive antennas. Hence, for the error event of each of thes,uhe DMT is upper bounded by
10 — 67 which is the optimal DMT in the range < r» < 1. Now, it is left to show for the error event of the two usersttthe
DMT is also upper bounded b0 — 6r. For this case we consider the effective lattice of the twersipulled together, i.e.,
an error event for a lattice transmitted over a point-toapohannel withd transmit ands receive antennas. For this lattice the
average number of dimensions per channel use edoals Dy = 10 . We will show that at- = 0 this Iattlce attains diversity
order10. This will lead to DMT 10 — 67 since the DMT of a Iatt|ce is a straight line, atl + Dy =
At the receiver, the effective radius of the lattice of thetusers pulled together at= 0 is

2|V = 5 T 2 0K (0K | ot (26)
where |V —ﬂrcl is the volume of the Voronoi region of the effective latticetlae receiver. Recall that for latticesg >
Tpacking = Enifm) , Whererpacking andd,, l‘”“ce) are the packing radius and the minimal distance of the &ttspectively.
We are interested in the event whefg is in the order of the additive noise variange'. In this case: dffl‘fﬁtwe) ’ is in the
order of the noise variance or worse, and so the error prbtyatdoes not reduce withp. In subsectio it is shown that
this event is the dominant error event in determining the DM The transmission scheme. From]1(26) we get tHéffo)’K
determines the effective radius at the receiver. Friom (b)) the description of the effective channel in subsedtioi€iWe
get thatHl 9K is a block diagonal matrix, wher¢ of its blocks equalH € C°*%. For largep, the most probable error
event @H_p—l) occurs when the determinant &f reduces withp, and the determinants of the rest of the bIock:{—Iljftf:O)’K
remain constant withp. Note that if|[HTH| = p~¢, then most likely that the smallest singular valueffequalsp~* and
the rest of the singular values remain constant [3]. In tlisecwe getH'H|=p~* with a PDF which is proportional to
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p~(G—4he — p=20 By assigning(D; + Dy) T = 20 and |[H O T H =K |~ | HT H|[*=)p~4 in (28) we get that
reg = H H| "0 2p~% (27)

with a PDF which is proportional tp—2*. Hence,r?; = p~! at o = —5. Based on subsectidn IV-E we get for largehat
this is the most dominant error event, and by assigring 5 we get that it happens with probability 1°. Therefore, in this
case diversity order of( is attained.

For generalN = (K + 1) M — 1 each user uses an optimal transmission scheme for a peptiid channel with)/
transmit andN receive antennas. Since the users do not cooperate, at werget thatHe(f:f:O)’K has N — M + 1 blocks
that equalH € CN*X-M_ For largep, we get thatl Ht H| = p~* with PDF proportional tgp~(V=K-M+1a_ For this case
(ZfilDi)T:K~M~Mand so we get

rgﬂi|HTH|7ﬁip*W. (28)
Since N = (K +1)M — 1, there is a sufficient amount of equations at the receivereoNg— M +1 = K - M and
N — K- M + 1= M. Hence, by substituting i _(28) we get

reg=p ¥ (29)

with PDF proportional top~(N—=KM+1)-a — ,=M-a Therefore atv = N we get thatr?; = p~! with probability p= ¥,
which leads to diversity orde#/ N at » = 0. In addition, Z o1 Di = NK%JL and so the first line of the optimal DMT is
attained. Note that we considered the error event forkhesers pulled together. For any of the other error eventschwhi
considers a subsetC (1,..., K) of the K users, the diversity order is larger or equalMoN atr = 0.

In summary, since the users do not cooperate we get at WorstM + 1 occurrences off in the blocks ofHe(f:f:O)’K.
However, whenN > (K + 1) M — 1 there is a sufficient amount of receive antennas to compeifisathe impact ofH on

24, by decreasing the probability that has small determinant.

VI. SUMMARY AND FURTHER RESEARCH

This work studies the DMT of the unconstrained multipleesscchannel. Fav > (K + 1) M — 1 an explicit upper bound
on the optimal DMT of IC’s for any multiplexing-gain tuple esented. The upper bound coincides with the optimal DMT
of finite constellations, for the multiple-access channkltransmission scheme that attains this upper bound is atsadiuced
and analyzed.

In the caseN < (K + 1) M — 1 an upper bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s is derived. For th@egel case this upper
bound remains in the form of a maximization problem. This imézation problem depends dgr|, the number of IC’s pulled
together forl < |s| < K, and on the average number of dimensions per channel useadbreser. On the other hand for
finite constellations the maximization depends only on thmiper of users pulled together. Hence, finding the upper doun
on the optimal DMT of IC’s is more involved. In the symmetriase, where all users transmit with the same multiplexing
gain, an explicit upper bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s is ggated forN < (K + 1) M — 1. By using this upper bound,
it is shown that IC’s are suboptimal compared to finite cdiatens in this case.

While this work presents a transmission scheme that atthi@esoptimal DMT for N > (K + 1) M — 1, for the case
N < (K +1)M — 1 the upper bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s is attained only $mme cases. For instance whenever
N = 1, orthogonalization attains the optimal DMT of IC’s for thgnsmetric case. Also folX = 2, M = 2 and N = 3,
the transmission scheme presented in this paper attaingpfer bound on the optimal DMT of IC’s for the symmetric case.
However, finding a transmission scheme that attains theruppend on the optimal DMT for alNV < (K + 1) M — 1, remains
an open problem even for the symmetric case.

APPENDIXA
PROOF OFLEMMA [2]

The proof outline is as follows. First we show that for finienstellations, the single user DMT is smaller than the @unéd
optimal DMT of any number of users (up &) pulled together. Then we use this relation, together with anchor points
presented in Corollarfy]1 for the upper bound on IC’'s DMT, iderto prove the lemma.

Since K > 1 and M are positive integers, we get fa¥ > (K + 1) M — 1 that M < % wherel < i < K. Hence for
anyd;. &DN (i - r), the range of average number of dimensions per channel useseeis0 < D < min (M, %) = M, where
1< <K.

We begin by showing thad,, fvc) (r) is smaller or equal tal;,, r) for 2 < i < K, whered; jﬁfg) (i-r) is the
optimal DMT of finite constellations contracted byin a point- to pomt channel with- M transmit andN receive antennas.
In the caseN > (K +1)M — 1 we get that-2— > M. Hence we also get thq% > M for 1 < i < K. Hence, from
TheorenB we can see that

K+1

Ay () <Y or) 2<i<K (30)
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by replacingK with 4.
For N = (K + 1) M — 1 we still get thati%1 > M for 1 <i < K — 1, and again based on Theoréin 3

dyR )y <di\fGor) 2<i<K -1 (31)

For the remaining case of= K, we can see that faN = (K + 1) M — 1 we getM — % < KLH < M. Hence we get from
TheoreniB .

it (1) SRR (K r) 0<r< M= 2. (32)
For M — + <r < M both d@ffvc) (r) and d}(fﬂ, (K -r) are on the last straight line of the piecewise linear fumgicdy
simply assigningV = (K + 1) M — 1 we get forM — % <r<m

RO () = S0 (B ) = KM (M =), @3)
From [30){33) we get folV > (K +1) M —1 and0 < r < M that
Ay () <Ay o) 2<i< K. (34)

So far we have proved the relation between the contractéthapDMT of finite constellations with different number of
users pulled together. We now use it in order to prove theiogidetweend”; "\ (i -r) for 1 < i < K. In Corollary[2 it was
shown that for0 < D < min (M, N)

dyby (1) < dyhP () 0<r<D. (35)

On the other hand from Corollafy 1 we can see that

iy ) =diy () =G-M-D(N-1) 1<i<K (36)
atl =0 when0 <i-D < M and also forl = 1,...,i- M — 1 when 85 <. D < (D Hence
based on[{34)-(36), and the fact ti@tjﬁv (i-r) is a contraction ofi;“j]ifN (r) for 2 <i < K we get

dinin (0) > dyy(0) 2<i<K (37)
forOngMﬁ%, and

Ay () = diy (l> 2<i<K (38)
fori=1,...,i-M —1 and —i_kﬁjfvj(f;(llll) <D< 71%]1}17(1;12)1 Sincedj_’ifN (i-r), 1 <i< K, are straight lines as

a function ofr, and also all of these straight lines are equal zerorfer D , i.e., d 'ty (i- D) = 0 for 1 < i < K, the
inequalities in[(37),[(38) leads to _
d}k\fN (r) < dfiﬁv (i-r) 2<i<K

forany0 < D < M and0 < r < D. This concludes the proof.

APPENDIXB
PROOF OFLEMMA [3

First note thati%1 > £ for 1 <i < K — 1. Hence from Theorernl 3 we get that

dy N () <A Gor) 2<i<K -1 (39)
for 0 < r < £. Based on[(35)[(36)[(39) and Corolldry 1 we get that
dinpy (0) > dyly (0) 2<i< K —1 (40)
MN
for 0 < D < ;75— and z
dovPe () > dyby () 2<i<K-—1 (41)
’ ’ (3
fori=1,...,i-M—1 and% <D< % Again, sinced; /"y (i), 1 < i < K, are straight lines

as a function of-, and also all of these straight lines are equal to zera-fer D, the inequalities in[{40)[(41) lead to

d}‘\ZDN (r) < d;‘k»"JEDN (i-r) 2<i<K-1

forany0 < D < £ and0 <r < D.
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APPENDIXC
PROOF OFLEMMA [4]

SinceM > 1 we getforN < (K —1)M + 1 thatL = % Hence we can consider the range r < % We begin the
proof by showing that folV < (K — 1) M + 1, d}"[DN (r) is inferior compared t@i}ﬁ'ﬂv (K -r), forany0 < D < &. Then
we show that the maximization ovdﬁf N (r)yieldsM -N - M- K -r.

We begin by showing that

APy (1) < dShy (K -r) 0<D <

==

for 0 < r < D. By assigningD = £ in d25y /" (K - r) we get
d;(NMN(K ry=(K-M—-N+1)-(N—Kr).
SinceN < (K —1) M + 1 we get

d, y(0) = (K-M—=N+1)-N > M-N. (42)
It follows from Corollary[1 that
T (0) S dRP ) 0D < (43)
and also N
dyy (0) <M N 0<D< 4. (44)

Slnced*’}fN (-7) 1 <i < K are straight lines as a function of that equal to zero for = D, and also based oh {42}, {43),

(@3) and Lemma&l3 we get
dz%?N( )<d:11wDN (i-r) 1<i<K (45)

forany0 < D < ﬂ and0 < r < D. Hence the optimization problem takes the following form

max QLHK d:}MDN (i-1)= max d;’fN (ry 0<r<-—. (46)

For N < (K —1) M + 1 we get thaty. < =43~ . Also, from Corollary(l we get thaiMN( )=M-Nfor0<D<

Nﬁ\]j . Hence, in the range < D < & we get a set of straight lines as a funcuonrofiM N (1), wheredk’{ ~ (0)=MN

and d}‘\’f’N (D) = 0. As a result the maX|maI value for eactis attained forD = £, and equals
N

max i) (r) = dyf (1) = MN = KMr 0<7< 2. (47)

APPENDIXD
PROOF OFLEMMA [§

The outline of the proof is as follows. We begin by finding theaight line that equalsl*’(Fc) (4] +1)atr=[L]+1,

and also equalsK(fﬂ, (K —1)M+ [HL]) forr = % ; it follows from the setting in the lemma thaé | +1 <
min (M, N) and (K — 1) M + | %] < min (KM, N) for l =0,...,2M — 3. Then we show that the average number of
dimensions per channel use per usey, corresponding to this straight line fulfils Corolldty 1e.i. ford}‘\fN (r), D; is in

the range of average number of dimensions per channel useothte around the anchor poidiﬁvc) (L%J + 1), and also
for d}f\fN (K -r), Dy is in the range of average number of dimensions per chaneethas rotate around the anchor point

d}(ff]{, (K . %) By showing that the straight line fulfils Corollaty 1 for otases, we get that the straight line

equalsd;; ) (r) and alsody 5% (K - 7).
Let us denote the straight line by

d*(r):MN—\_éJ-(\_éj—l—l)—?-(\_éj-ﬁ-l)-(%—Léj)—(l\f—i—]\/l—l—l)r.

* 1+1
First we wish to show that* (| £] + 1) = dMSfVC) (L4] + 1), and also that* (%) dK’(ﬂC}, (K —1)M+ [52]).
By simply assigning: = || + 1 we get

o (1g+1) = (V=150 -1) - (- 150 1) = a5 (150+1)). a8)

N =~
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For r = % we consider two cases. In the first case assume 2b, i.e., [ is even. Under this assumption

|L1) = | 4] = b, and sor = E=DMED By assigningk M = N + M — 1 — 2b in d* (r) we get
4 ((K;I)(MH’) = MN~b(b+M+1)—(K — 1) M? = (N — (K — 1) M — b)-(M — b) = dj’'y & (K — 1) M +b).

In the second case= 2b + 1, i.e., [ is odd. In this case we gettl| = b+ 1, L] = b andr = EDME0EL

KM =N+ M —2-2bin d* (r) we get
d*<(K—1 )M +b+1

. By assigning

=MN—(b+1)-(b+M+1) — (K - 1) M?> =d'{[ 3 (K - 1) M +b+1).

Hence from both cases we get

_1M+ %J>:d*K(ZC]z/((K—l)M—FLZ—;lJ) (49)

Now we wish to show thail* (r) = d};" (r) = i’k (K - r). We begin by showing that* (r) = dj;"} (r). First note
that

d* (Dy) = dy (Di) = dglyoy (K - Di) = 0. (50)
* _ M'N_L%J'(I-fj"_l) * _ ‘M['N_(I-fj"_l)'(\-%JJ’_ ) * * i
Now let us denotd)L L) = TNFMoT-2[L] andDL s s (ESESY ; note thatDL Ly > DL Ly We wish to

show that
*, D", l l

Gt 0 =38 = (151 +1) - (1) +2) < @ < v - 1) (15 41) diat ©. 6D

In the first case we takke= 2b. In this case

*

d*(0)=M-N—-b(b+1).

On the other hand we also get

2 2
which proves[(5ll) for the first case. In the second case weidmmis= 2b + 1. In this case

d*(0)=M-N—(b+1)°.

For this case we also g&f N — | |- (|L] +1) = M-N—b-(b+ 1) andM -N—(| 4] +1)-([§] +2) = M-N—(b+1)-(b +2).
It can be easily shown that fér> 0

M-N—(b+1)-(b+2)<d* (0)=M-N—b+1)><M-N—b-(b+1)
which proves[(5ll) for the second case. From Corolldry 1 &)l i@ know that

M.N_L5J-<L5J+1> =M-N—b-(b+1)=d (0)

L1 *D7 ) l Dl (1 roy (1
d (L5J +1> = dy (L5J +1> = dy (LEJ +1) Ayt (sz +1) > 0. (52)
*’DILJ *’DTLJJA
Sinced* (r), dy; v** (r) andd,, y** " (r) are all straight lines that fulfi((31)((52) we get for> |1 + 1
- DI L) * * DE Li+1
dy " (r) Sd°(r) <dp N (1), (53)
whereas .
* DL J * * * DL J+1 *
dun’’ (1)) = d" (D) = dy 5" D}y 4, ) = 0. (54)
Therefore, it follows from[(52),[(83) and (b4) that
D*,, < D; < D, (55)

L5 L5)+1°

As a result, from Corollarf]1 and(b5) we get
* l *, l
4% (150 +1) =% (150 +1). (56)
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Sinced* (r) and d}‘\’ﬁ(, (r) are straight lines and based on the equalitie§in (48), (68)(&6) we get

d* (r) = dyp % (). (57)
Next we proved* (r) = d}ﬁf]{, (K -r). Let us denote; = % and Dy, = Kﬁfﬂfﬁ(})ﬁln- We wish to
show KD
R L *K-Dy
dK»M,NﬁK (0) <d*(0) < di N (0). (58)

We consider two cases. For the first case we fake2 - b. In this case we gety, = (K;IQM“’ d*(0)=M-N-b(b+1)
andN = (K — 1) M + 1 + 2b. Hence we get

* K-D*
deMJ;%*% (0)= KMN — ((K—=1)M 4b)(N —b) = MN —b(N — (K — 1) M) + b%. (59)
SinceN — (K — 1) M =1+ 2b we get
MN —b(N — (K —-1)M)+b*=MN —b(2b+1)+b*=MN —b(b+1). (60)
* K-D*
From [59) and[{B0) we get* (0) = dK_MJ(,”% (0), which proves[(5B) for the first case. For the second caseked ta 2b+1.
In this caserayyy = E=DMEEL = (0) = MN — (b+1)° and N = (K — 1) M + 2b + 2. For this case we get

*

«, K-D
Ay (0)=KMN - (K =1)M+b)(N—=b—1)=MN+ (b+1)(K —1)M —bN +b(b+1). (61)
Hence according td_(58) we need to show
MN +(b+1)(K—=1)M —bN +b(b+1) > MN — (b+1)°. (62)

By assigning(K — 1) M = N — 2b — 2 we get from[BR)N > b+ 1. Since0 <[ =2b+ 1 < 2M — 3, the maximal value of
bis b= M — 2, which gives forN = (K — 1) M +2b+1

N>M>M-—-1>b+1.

Hence we get

* K-D *,K-D
d*(0) <dg .y n""(0) =dg 5 (0). (63)
On the other hand we get
*,D*
dpe 25 (0) = KMN — (K — 1) M +14b) (N —b). (64)
Hence according td (58)_(b4) we need to show that
MN+b(K—-1)M—-N®b+1)+b(b+1) < MN — (b+1)* (65)
which again leads t@&vV > b + 1. Hence we get
*K-D" #K-D'
dK-M,Nl *(0) = dK-M,NZb+1 ®(0) <d*(0). (66)

From [63) and[(66) we gef (b8) for the second case. Hence we praved[(5B). From Corollafy 1 and_{49) we know that

» <(K—1)M+ L%J) _ ((K_l)M+ LHTlJ>

K
*,K»D:l 41 «,(FC [+1
=i (a5 ) = (- vare 15E). e
. * KD KDL I , .
Sinced* (1), dp.p; 5 (K -7) @anddg ,, v * (K -r) are all straight lines that fulfil($8)[(67), we get similato (55) that
D, <D/ <D; .. (68)
ITK

As a result, from Corollarf]1 and(68) we get
v K. [+1 ¥ [+1
a5t (- 004 155 ) = a0 (- v+ 155H). (69)
Sinced* (r) and d}ﬁﬂ(, (K - r) are straight lines, and based on the equalitie§ ih (#9), #66)[69) we get
d* (r) = dily R (K -r). (70)
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From [&Y), [70) we get the first part of the Lemma, whereas f{®8&), (69) we get the second part of the Lemma.

APPENDIXE
PROOF OFTHEOREMM
We begin by showing thaflK M. N (r) is the solution of the optimization problem il (9), i.e., tb@se in which all users
have the same average number of dimensions per channebudéen we show that this is also the solution fdr (8).
First we findmaxp minj<;<x (dzMN (i- )), where0 < r < % In the caseN > (K + 1) M — 1, we can see from

Lemmal2 that

3 Ji-D . D (FC
max min (257 ) = maxdyly (1) = 4357 ().

ForN < (K — 1) M+1 it was shown in Lemmial4 thdf;((lc) ) is the optimization problem solution. F&F = (K — 1) M+
1+7landl =0,...,2M — 3 it follows from LemmaB thati}f’N( ) is smaller thani;" /" (i - r) for 2 < i < K —1 and any
0<D< % 0 g r g D. Hence the optimization problem for this case boils down to

max min {d?\f (r), d}’ﬁ{DN (K - T)} (71)

for 0 < D < £ and0 < r < D. From Lemmdb we know thaty,, (|1] + 1) = dyfx” (L4] +1). As a result, based on
Corollary[d we get that fod < D < D,
J+1)

dyiy (L%J T 1> < d 7(Fc) <LéJ + 1> s <L

dyiy () =0<dy % (r) r>D.

N | =~

and also

Hence we get fob < D < D,

Giy () S G0 Ll 1<rs

In a similar manner we also know from Lemrh 5 tldégﬁf]{, (K—1)M+|
a result, based on Corollaky 1 we get that for < D < %

i (e -0+ L5 ) < G (- 0o+ (57) = a5 (e -+ L5

and also
A (K r) =0 < digli/ (K -r) v D

_ 11 . .
SinceD; > % and these are straight lines, we also getfipr< D

IN

Ay (K -r) < dpS 00 () ) (73)

where0 ﬁ r< % Hence, based ofL{(72].(73) and the fact tigh); (r) = /5,75 (K - ) = d* (r) (LemmaB),
we get that

PRI (K- 1M+ |1

max min {d},7y () 45 (K1)} =d" () = 500 () 5] +1<r< - N

|+1<r< (K-)M+[ 5]

or [ 5 7
We now find the solution fof < r < | ] + 1. Our starting point isD = D; for which d};"} (r) = di/y,7% (K - 7). Since

L] +1) = dM(fVC) (Lt] +1) we get from Corollarfll and($5) that

MN ()41 ) MN = (441 (14 +2)

. 75
M+N—1—2[L] =" M+N-—1-2(L+1) (75)
It follows from Corollary[2 that forD; < D < %
dyin (r) < dyf (r). (76)
In addition it can be easily shown that fof = (K —1)M + 1+l andl =0,...,2M —3
K-1)M+ |42

K K
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_|L 1
by considering the cases in whiélis even and odd, i.e., the cases whiete2b andl = 2b+ 1. In the case% <
2
D < D assumei}ﬁf]v (K -r) rotates around anchor point with multiplexing gain In this case there are two possibilities.

—|L 1
The first possibility is £ |+2 < m < £ wherem € Z. In this case we get from Corollay 1 that in the ra% <
2

b= l l l
i (L3 +1) =ik (1) + 1) <@t (150 +1). (78)
For the second possibility < m < L] + 1 we get from [ZV), Corollar{]2 and Theordh 3 that

4y (K -m) = 5 (K -m) > dyihE (m) > dyPy (m). (79)

—|L L
In additiond;,"y (D) = dy/5;x (K - D) = 0. Since these are straight lines we get in the ra%#;ﬂ;}) <D<D

Ay () < ditlhy (K- 7). (80)
By induction, for ;v =0 < D < GG g — 1], assumingly S0 (K -r) > dyBy (r) at D) =
%f]\_,ii(ff;i, we get from similar arguments tb (7T)-{80) that

dypy (r) < diglypy (K r). (81)
Finally for 0 < D < 42, from the same arguments as [n](81) we also get

dypoy (r) < diin (K ). (82)
Hence, from[(8D),[{81) and(B2) we get that in the rafge D < D,

max min {d;ﬁv (r) ,d}ﬁfN (K - T)} = max d*M?N (r). (83)

_|L 1
SinceD; > %&ﬂj}) (Z5), and also from{76)[(83) we get based on Corol[@ry 2
2

. * * . * *, l
max min {dy5 (), 45 (K1) b = 87 ) = G0 (1) 0 < 5]+t (84)
Now we wish to findd}ff\fg\, (r) for % <r < £Z. Let us denote; = % Since
v K. [+1 «(FC l+1
st (= nare 1552) = a5 (- var+ 155
we get [68)
NM—-(K-r—1 NM —r (K - 1
( T )7y “D < i ( ri+1) ' (85)
KM+N—-1-2(K-r —1) KM+N-1-2-K-7
It follows from Corollary[2 that in the range < D < D,
* K- *,(FC
dkﬁf)}v (K1) < ngM,sz (K-r). (86)

ForD; < D < % assumed*M’?N (r) rotates around anchor point with multiplexing gdlh, wherem < Z. For

0<m< (K-1)M+ %], based on Corollarfy]1 and Lemifia 5 we get
oD <<K— )M + L”%J) o D <<K— )M + L”%J)

M,N K M,N K
=G0 (- var 50) 2 a5 (- 1) e
For (K — 1) M + |52 <m < L we get from [7V) and Theorefn 3 that
dyity (m) = dyin” (m) > dy (K - m) > didil (K -m). (88)
NM—"L(r+1)

We also getdy; y (D) = dihyy (K - D) = 0. Since these are straight lines, we get for< D < 152

dyiy (r) > &35 (K ). (89)
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Similarly to (81) it can be shown by induction fo]\w{%m < DK< %ﬂ s=(K-1)M+ 4] +

1,...,L—1, that
*, D *, K-D
dyn (1) > dgyrn (K -r). (90)

Hence, from[(86),[{89) and (PO) we get
i d g * KD (g *,(FC w(IC
max min {dMgv (1) di S (K- ’”)} = dng,zzf (K -r) = d/KEIL{}V (r) (91)

where% <r< .
The remaining open point faV = (K —1)M +141,1=0,...,2M — 3 is the case
I+1
2 K
First we would like to find when this equality takes place. Bis we consider two cases. First let us consider 2b. For
this case[(92) takes the following form

(92)

K-(b+1)=(K—-1)M+b

which leads to - K

B K—-1
Sinceb > 0, M > 1 and K > 2 are integers, we get that this equality can only hold¢at 2. In this case we getl = b+2
and N = 3(b+ 1). Since bothM > 1 and N > 1, we get thath) > 2. Hence by assigning = b + 1 we get [92) forK = 2,
M =s+1andN = 3-s, wheres > 1 is an integer. For the second case we consider2b + 1. In this case by assigning
in (@2) we geth = M — 1. However we know that = 2b+ 1 < 2M — 3, and sob < M — 2. Hence forl = 2b+ 1 ([@2) can

not take place. Fromi (77)_(P2) we get

I N (K —1)M + 4]
L5J+1_K+1_ e : (93)
In addition, [92) holds only fot = 2b. For this case simply by assignirig= 2b we get
’[%J =Dy =Dy, (94)
Hence, we are interested in findiﬂﬁﬁf?\, (r)yfor K =2, M =s+1andN = 3-s, wheres > 1 is an integer. FoD > D,
we getd™ . (r) < d;ffg)s (r). On the other hand fob < D < D; = D7, we know from CorollanylL and(93) that
’ ’ 2
d:ﬂg_s (r) rotates around anchor point at multiplexing gain< KLH Hence, by similar arguments to the ones used ih (79)
we getd;[] ;. (m) < dy{.7, 5, (2-m), which leads tod}’[] ,  (r) < dy2.0) 5 (2-7) for 0 < D < D;. Hence in the

range0 < r < -2 the optimal solution |si:£f§)s (r). For the same arguments we get fg¥ < r < 4 that the optimal

K+1
solution isd;’(Fc) (2- 7). Hence we get

(s+1),3-s
a- o (r) 0<r< N =5
diain () = dy s, () = 3 ey R (95)
KM,N 2,s1+1,3 d2&i+l)),3»s (2-r) s<r<3-s.
So far we have shown that o
. *, D *, K-D *,
max min {dM.,N (r) s dgn (K- 7”)} = dKSM,?V (r). (96)

Now we wish to show that this is also the solution [of (8). Weibegith the case for Whichﬁ(’fff,;\, (r) = d}’fjvc) (r). This

is the case forV > (K +1)M — 1, and also forN = (K —1)M —1+1,1=0,...,2M —3 when0 < r < |L]| +1. As

a base line we consider the caBe = ..., Dx = D}, where D} is the average number of dimensions per channel use per
user, that maximizes the expression[in] (96). Without losgeuferality assume uséhasD; # D:. In this case based oh {96)
and Corollanf? we get

. *3 uca Da *,D; *,(FC . *,D *, KD
Ag{l7..%§1,D#D: (d‘A‘.AfR; (14] 7”)) < dM.,N (r) < dM(,N ) (r) = mgx min {dM,N (r) 7dK-IL{,N (K- T)} . (97)
Hence the optimal solution must bné{(f\f}v (r), attained forD; = --- = Dx = D}. We now consider the case in which

M|t
dsin (1) = d3 5% (K - 1), for which N = (K — 1) M +1+1, wherel = 0,...,2M —3 and S22 ) < < L 4
this case the optimal solution i (96) for théusers pulled together is attained fgr D}. Let us assume th{tjfil D; # K-D}.
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In this case we get

. *3 4ca Da ) #,(FC) N . { %D « K-D ) }
Ag{17...)K}%£1 DikK-Ds (d\A\-ME,N (1A] 7")) <dgun (K-r)= max mii dyrn (r) AN (K -7r)¢. (98)

Hence the optimal solution must laéﬁf}v (r). Now let us consider the cas€ < (K — 1) M + 1. In this case the optimal
solution in [96) is attained foD} = % Without loss of generality assunie; < % In this case we get from Corollaky 2 that

: #2 aea Da . *,D *, KD
Ag{l.,..?lll(r]%,Di<% (dIAlvMeﬁf (|A] r)) < MN - KMr = max min {dM_’N (r) AR N (K - r)} . (99)

which shows again that*K(jfgv (r) is the solution. Finally we consider the case whe*'jf}v (r) =d*(r), i.e., the case in

1
WhichN = (K —1)M +1+1,1=0,....2M -3 and[{| +1 <r < % Following Lemmdb and Corollafyl 1
we get without loss of generality that whém < D;

. *-,Ea D, *, * *,
e min (A 141 0) < 4y ) <dt () = 4 (). (100)

whereas foeri1 D; > K- D
. * 2 qea Da ) *2iy Di * KDy
d Al-r)) <dyiy= (K -r) <d =d K-r), 101
rt i (AT (AL ) ) < T ) S ) = di (K ) (101)
which shows thatl})(]{f}v (r) is the optimal solution. This concludes the proof.

APPENDIXF
PROOF OFLEMMA [6]

For N > (K + 1) M — 1 it can be easily shown based on Lemiiha 2 and Corollary 1 that

*,(FC *,(FC *,(IC
Ay (r) = dy 7 () = G5 (7). (102)

For N < (K —1)M + 1 we getZ = £ It follows from (@2), [43), [44) that

dyjn (0) < diglyy (0).

In addition, dy; "y (r), d5y /1y (K - r) are straight lines, andy;"y (D) = dy'y;/y (K - D) = 0. As a consequence we get

Ay (r) < diiy (K ) S 4y 9 (K r) 0<D < (103)
for 0 < 7 < D, where the second inequality results from Corollgy 2. Idition, since % < 75—, 0 < D < % and

(N+M—-1)< K- M we get

44N (1) = MN — KMr < dy 8 (r) = MN — (N + M — 1) r (104)

foro<r <2 Sinced}fﬂ)c}, (r) consists ofd}‘\’éfvc) (r) and d}(]{;?\; (K -r) we get from [10B),[(104) that

#,(IC «,(FC N
dKSM,?V (7‘) < dK,(]W,]zf (T) 0<r< ?

1L (1L —92.(|L (L L

ForN=(K—-1)M+1+landl=0,...,2M — 3, recall that we denoted;, = MN=15] (L”;?MQ_EZJH) (s-15)) and
_(K-1)M4 |3 . MN—(L]+1)(14]+2). . . . .
alsor; = ————=2—=. In (&8) it was shown thaD,; < AN_1=2(L L) following the behavior of the straight lines

around the anchor points as presented in Leiima 5 and Cgridllat is straightforward to see that

d* (r) = dy (r) < dyiy” () gl +1<r< (105)

On the other hand froni (68) we gé&t > K-]\gﬁrj\lf\/_jig@zl};izfl)' From similar arguments t¢_(105) it follows that
d* (r) = di! D (K - r) < dil5 R (K o) (106)
%. Sinced}fﬂ% (r) consists ofd;’fﬁfvc) (r) and d*K(ffg, (K -r), we get from [(105),[(106)

I+1
)<y S0 [ r1ar < EEDMALL] 107)

where0 < r <
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The remaining open point fav = (K — 1) M + 141 andl =0,...,2M — 3 is the case
! (K —1)M + 4]
- 1= .
In TheorenT# it was shown (see equatibnl (93) appetix E) teaget equality fork =2, M = s+ 1 andN = 3 - s, where
s > 1 is an integer. According to Theordmh 3, for this case the ogtidMT of finite constellations equals

J(FC
LR d2(s+1),3~s (2-r) s<r<3-s.

Hence, from [(35) we get,’ Silcé s(r) = d;gflg,s (r). By simply assigning we get that in this casé < (K +1)M — 1.
This concludes the proof.

APPENDIX G
PROOF OFTHEOREM[G

We begin by finding forN > (K + 1) M — 1 an upper bound on the DMT of the unconstrained multiple-ssohannel,

that equals to the optimal DMT of finite constellatiom’;g.[ﬁfvc) (max (r1,...,7K)). The proof relies on the upper bound on
the optimal DMT in the symmetric casg, IIMC}V (r). For N > (K +1) M — 1 it was shown in Lemmal6 that
C *,(FC
G0N () = dy i () (108)
From Theoreni]2 we get that the optimal DMT is upper bounded by
N (Ra). (109)

(D1, ;DK)ED AC{l K}

We wish to solve[(109). We solve it by finding upper and loweuttds on [[Z09) that coincide. For the rate tupte, ..., rg)

recall the definition,,,,,, = max (r1,...,7x). We begin by lower bounding the optimization problem terBesed on Lemma
and the fact thadi:]’\.g?v (i-r),i=1,..., K are straight lines as a function ofwe get
2aca Da *2aca Da * Za?«f\ e
Nl I = AT (Al Pnaz) > dyy (Fmaz) VAC{1,...,K}. (110)
acA
Hence, we get
b v, ZoggDe
aEA : ’
AC{nlnn . d‘A‘ NN ;TG > Aggl)l.I.l.’K} dy N (Pmaz) - (111)
From Corollary(2 we know that
F
max dM ~N (Tmaz) = dM( NC) (Pmaz) (112)

is obtained for

Do = { e 0 < rpee < M (113)
M Tmaz = M
Hence, from[(111),[(112) we get
. «.Da x Zacg Do (FC)
(Dl,.I.T.lDK)eD AC{l,P.K} daary (Ra) 2 (Dl,.I.T.lDK)eD AC{l,P.K} LIS (rmas) = iy (Fmaz) (114)
obtained forD; = - -+ = D = Diyaq; NOte thatV > (K 4+ 1) M — 1 and SOK - Dy < K- M < N. We now upper bound

the optimization problem and show it coincides with the loweund. Without loss of generality assume= r,,4,. In this
case we get

o pmin }dwzgm <Zra> < AP (Pmaa) - (115)
=t acA
From [112), [(11b) we can write
«Da (FC)
< —

(D1, aDr)eD AC {1 K}d‘A‘ m () nfl:)aXdMN (rmaz) = dypn " (Fmaz) (116)

obtained forD; = D,,... Hence, from[(114)[(116) we get
it v (Ra) = Ayt (rmas) (117)

ma.
(D1, 7DK)€DAC{1 K} \A\ MN
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which is the optimal DMT of finite constellations.

Now we show forN < (K 4+ 1) M — 1 that the optimal DMT of the unconstrained multiple-accesannel is suboptimal
compared to the optimal DMT of finite constellations. We datthy showing that there exists a gétof multiplexing gain
tuples(ri,...,rx) for which

. ,D *,(FC
" max oD Ac{rrlnn ) dTA\-?L{,N (Ra) < dKSM,sz (ri,...,rx) ¥Y(r1,...,rx) € B
1y K = [RRES}

whered}fff])v (r1,...,rK) is the optimal DMT of finite constellations. We divide the sojtimality proof of N < (K + 1) M —

1 to several cases. We begin with the cdée< (K — 1) M + 1. For this case we show the sub-optimality by considering

symmetric multiplexing gain tuples, i.er; = --- = rg = r. In this case the optimization problein {109) solution egual
d}ﬂf}v (r). From Lemmdl we get that
*,(IC *,(FC *,(FC
dK,(M,EV (r) < dKSM,sz (r) = dK,(M,]zf (7o)

for0<r < % Hence, in this case we have proved the sub-optimality basethe optimal DMT in the symmetric case.
We now prove the sub-optimality fa¥ = (K — 1) M + 1 + [, wherel = 0,...,2M — 3. In Lemmal6 we have showed for
r=---=rg =r that

*,(IC *,(FC
dihi () < g () (118)
i+1<r< % Hence, forl £ |+1 # % this shows the sub-optimality of any IC’s DMT. Therefore,

. N ! (K—1)M+| 42
in order to complete the sub-optimality proof we are leftyowith the case| 5] + 1 = ——F—2—.

1
In Theoren{# we have shown thgf | +1 = % onlyatK =2, M =s+1andN =3-s, wheres > 1 is an

integer. Note that in this case the upper bound on the opfVl of IC’s in the symmetric case equals to the optimal DMT
of finite constellations. Hence, in this case we can not abitaé sub-optimality from the symmetric case and we need tb fin
a set of multiplexing gain tuple® for which

(5111%(2) min (d:fil’% (r1) ,d;’(ﬂf)%,s (r1+r2) ,d:f{fgs (7'2)) < d;g_?és (r1i,r2)  (r1,re) € B. (119)

We defer the proof of (119) to appendi} H. In a nutshell we aterested in finding a set such that the optimal DMT of finite
constellations equals to the two user optimal DMT, icg’(fﬂ)’:;?s (r14+mr2) = dégilc)gs (r1,72), whereas the IC’s single user

expressiondj’Jrleg_S (rq) or d:;erg_s (r2) will be smaller thamzj(ii)g,s (r1,72) forany Dy, D, for which d;’(fﬂr)%?s (r1+re) =

dzgif)gs (r1,72). Figure[® shows the optimal DMT of finite constellations floe taseX’ = 2, M = 3 andN = 6, and Figure

illustrates the aforementioned description of the proethud for the same setting.

APPENDIXH
FINAL PART OF THE PROOF OFTHEOREM[G

In order to find the seB we first present several propertiesdifgfi?g_s (r), i.e., the optimal DMT of IC’s in the symmetric
case, for this case. First note that from Theofém 4 we get

*,(FC) N
430 ) = { Lz O Osrswa=s — 5O, ().
o d2’(8+1),3»s (2-7) s<r<min (S + 1, %s) ST

An example ofdzjgicl?g,s (r) for M =3, N =6 andK = 2, i.e.,s = 2, is given in Figurd b.
From simple assignment of the values/df, N and K we get that = 2 (s — 1). We know from Lemmal5, Theorel 3 and

(@3) that
D N #(FC) N (FC) K-N 2D K-N
ds+ll,3»s (K +1 = d5+1,3.5 K+1 = d2~(s+1),3~s K+1 - d2(s+1l),3~s K+1 : (120)

Hence, from[(9K¥) and_(120) we get

*Dl 1 %,2:D*
L5 ) ™
ds+l,§-s (r) = d2(5+1)l,3.5 (2-7). (121)
Finally, it follows from Corollary[1 that anLJ
2
»Dl1, «,(FC)
ds+1,3-s (S - 1) = ds+1,3~s (S - 1) (122)

and therefore fron{{94)[(1P0Y (121),(122) and the fact fgl (s — 1) is a straight line in the range— 1 < < s we
get

*,D* *
L *,2-DF «,(FC
Ay (r) = dy 110, (20r) = diT 5L (r) (123)
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wheres — 1 < r < &~ = 5. From similar arguments we get

K+1
»Di1, #2:D7, «,(FC)

derl 35 (T) = d2.(5+1)73.5 (2 T) = d 2:(s+1),3-s (2 : T) (124)

wheres <r < s+ 3, i.e., The last line oﬂsﬁfg)s (r) before == K+1 = s, and the first line oﬁz( i%) (2r) after s are equal.

l
To sum up, forL%J +1= % the optimal DMT of IC’s in the symmetric case is upper bountdgda piecewise

linear function as expected, and we have found the straightdoincide with it fors — 1 < r < s+ % We are interested in
finding a set of multiplexing gain tupleB, for which [I19) is fulfilled. In a nutshell we are interestiadfinding a set such
that the optimal DMT of finite constellations equals to thetuser optimal DMT, whereas IC’s single user expressionk wil
be smaller than the optimal DMT of finite constellations foryaD,, D- for which the IC’'s two users expression equals to
the optimal DMT of finite constellations. Figuké 6 illusteatthe aforementioned description of the proof method.

From Corollary(2 we know that

LED () = dg B (1) s<r<s+l (125)
Hence, for certain < rg < s+ % we are interested in the set for which= ry +¢, ro = 19 — e such thats < rg+¢€ < s+%
and also D, \D*,
dyi1 3 (ro) = dyBS) o (2r0) < d0T5) (ro+ €) = dy 31" (ro + €) (126)
where the first equahty results from (124). Note that thegiraity in (126) holds as, based on Corollady 1 and CorolRry
d:figi (r) < ds+1t3 "' (r) for r > s. In order to translate this condition towe write the following inequality

Dy l l l
dsﬂgf (r0+e)=MN—<L§J+1)-<L§J+2)—<N+M—1—2-<L§J+1)>(ro+e)>
l l l “Dl1)
MN—|_§J \_§J+1 — N+M—1—2\_§J T02d5+1,3,3(7°0) (127)
for K =2, M =s+1andN = 3-s we get
e< 01, (128)
S

Hence, the set of multiplexing gain tuples we are consideisn
1
B,, = {r1,7’2|7’1 =rog+e€r9o =19 —¢60<e<min (7’0 + To _ 1,5+ §> —To} (129)
S

wheres < rp < s+ % is a parameter determining the set. Frdm [9, Lemma 7] we gt tthe optimal DMT of finite
constellations equals

déiifés (r1,72) = min (d;f?s (1) ,diﬁfl (r2) ad;éi‘_?)),gs (r1 + 7’2)) : (130)
Considering(ry,72) € B,,, based on[{126)[{129) and the fact tldéfc) is a straight line, we get

*,(FC . *,(FC *,(FC *,(FC
d2,g+1,)3-s (Tlv 7’2) = 1nin (dstl.B-)s (TO + 6) ) dsJ£1,3-)s (TO - E) ) dz((5+1)) 3.5 (2T0))

dz((sﬂ)) 5.5 (270) (131)

where0 < e < min (rg + 2 — 1,5+ 2) — ro. Hence, in order to prové (I119) we need to show for cerainry < s+ %
that
max min (dSJrl 3.5 (T0 +€) ,d;(iﬂf)l?s (2r9), d:;er?)_s (ro — e)) < d;’((si%) 4.6 (210) (132)
(D1,D2) ’
where( < € < min (ro +2 1,5+ 1) —rg. We begin the proof by taking the symmetric case, i&.,= D-, as a baseline.

*,D*
We assignD; = Dy = D}, = wa From [12%) we get thad,’ 2rg) = dsHLgJS (ro) = dg((si%)?) . (2r0). Hence for

the symmetric case we get

2(s+1) 3-s (

, “Dl1 »Dl1) »Dl1) =Dl (FC)
min derl 3-s (T‘O + 6) ’ der 1,3-s (TO - 6) ’d5+1,3~s ( ) = derl 3-s (TO + 6) < d2(5+1) 3.5 (2T0) . (133)

Sinces <rg < s+ 3 L is not an anchor point, we get frofi (124) and the anchor pahtbior presented in Corollafy 1 that

d;’(fﬂr)g?s (2r0) = d ((:S))g . (2ro) if and only if D, + D, = 2D;, = = 2D}, | Hence, in order forl}; fﬂrf?s (2r0) (I332) to
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attain the optimal DMT of finite constellations, we must ckeo

Dy + Dy =2D7, . (134)
From [126), [(I3B) we know that
* DY) y * DTy
dyi'3s (ro+€) < dyh) o (2r0) < dyyy 32" (o +6). (135)
Sinces < rp < s+ % and based on the anchor points behavior presented in @or@l, from which we know that
for DIH <D< DriHl there is an anchor point at = s, we can see that there must exist = DIH + ¢, where
, 2 N *2 2
0<e <DL%J+1—DL%J,suchthat /
Al (ro+ ) = dy 5, (2r0). (136)

We divide the assignment db; into several cases. In the range< D; < D' following the anchor point behavior of the
straight lines presented in Corolldiy 1, and also sineerg + ¢ < s + % is not an anchor point we get

Aol (ro+e) <dif . (o+e) =dyiS), (2r0). (137)

Hence in this range the optimal DMT of finite constellatiossbt obtained. Fop; = D' = DILJ + ¢, we have showr {136)
2

that d?ﬂyg_s (ro + €) equals to the optimal DMT of finite constellations. Accomlito (I33) we need to assigh, = D" =

D*[LJ — ¢ in order to getD; + Dy = 2D>[LJ and as a consequence
2 2

’ *,2D*
A s (10 + €) = doy 17 (2r0) = A0S (2r).
So far we have shown that the first two terms in the left sidéI8B] can a;:[ain the optimal DMT of finite constellations for
Dy = D'. We are left with the third term that equals to the straighe le;ﬂ_rg,s (r). We consider two cases. In the first case
we assumeD” < rq — e for which we get

1"

il g ro—e) =0 <dyiS) . (2r0). (138)

In the second case we assuie > r, — e. From symmetry considerations it can be easily shown thasttaight lined’ (r)
that fulfils d' (s) = d2\15) (s) = d2f 4., (s) andd (D”) — 0, also fulfills

d (ro—e)=d7] 5, (o +e) =dy [T (2r0). (139)

SinceD” < D’[%J, we get from Corollary1l that the anchor point of the strailne d:ﬂg_s (s) is smaller thars and so
«D" = Dlg) /
derl,3~s (S) < ds+1,32-s (S) = d (S) . (140)

Sinced:] 5., (D”) =d (D") =0 and these are straight lines we get

dif s, () <d (r) 0<r<D" (141)
and so from[(139) .
* / *,(FC
dsﬂ,&s (TO - 6) < d (TO - E) = d2(‘(s+1)),3vs (27’0) . (142)

Thus, the third term in the left side dﬂ]]%jfif?,,s (ro — €) is smaller than the optimal DMT of finite constellations. &y,
we consider the cas®; > D’. For this case we geb, < D" < D*[LJ, which based on the anchor points behavior in
Corollary[d, and similarly to the previously mentioned argants leads to

Aol o (ro—€) < dif 5, (o —e) < dy T, (2r0) . (143)
From [I37)[(13B),[(142) and_(IT¥3) we have proved that
e in (dgﬁfg,s (ro +€), dy 2122 (2r0) 5y (ro — e)) <dy "D, (2ro). (144)

This concludes the proof.
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APPENDIX |
PROOF OFTHEOREMI[G

We base our proof on the techniques developed by Poltyrepffit2zhe AWGN channel and extended inl [8] to colored
channels in the point-to-point case. We begin by partitigrthe error event into several disjoint events of errorssidrsets
of the users. We relate each of these error events to the-fmeptint channel of the relevant users pulled togetheernTive
use the bounds derived in|[8] to upper bound each of the eveamte probabilities.

When the ML decoder makes an error it means that the decoded ig@ifferent from the transmitted signal for at least
one of the users. Hence, we can break the error probabititytire following sum of disjoint events

Pe(HY . p)= 3 PeHY™,)p) (145)

where Pe(H, (l) (S) p) is the probab|I|ty of error to words that induce error on treens ins. Note that the event of error to
users ins depends only orH(l) and not onH(l) (1K) "\We wish to upper boundPe(H, l) (® ,p) foranys C {1,..., K}.
Based on[[12] we get the following upper bound on the errobabdity of the Jomt ML decoder when transmntmg
.I' S SK DT,
Pe(a') < Pr(||iiel| = R) + > Pr(ll =z —fie, || < llfic, ) (146)
LeBall(z' 2R) N Sk.p,.1, 1#z'

where Sk.p,.7;, is the K - D; - T;-complex dimensional effective IC of thE users,Ball(g’, 2R) is a K - D; - T;-complex
dimensional ball of radiu®R centered arouncb and n,, is the effective noise in thé{ - D; - T;-complex dimensional
hyperplane in which the effective IC resides. Instead otwating [146), we focus on upper bounding the probability o
decoding words that lead to an error only for the users h{1,..., K} [@48). This will lead to an upper bound on the error
probability. Hence, we begin by considering the error philitst of 2" to words that are different from only in the entries of
the users ins. Based on our ensemble, this is the error event of usessaimost surely (with probability 1). This error event
is equivalent to the error event of a ward, which is a vector of lengths| - D; - T; that resides within ams|- D; - T;-complex
dimensional ICS|,|.p,.7;, whenz” equals toz’ in the entries of the users i) and the other words i¥)5).p,.7, are equal, in
the entries of the users i to words inSk.p,.1,, that lead to an error for the usersinHence, we wish to upper bound the

error probability ofz” € S\s|.p,-1,- Based on the expressions [n_(1146) we get that this upperdooan be written as

Pr(||ell = R ) + > Pr(ll—z" = fig, || < |l ) (147)
leBall(z"” 2R") N S)s).p, -1 1#2"

where Ball(z",2R') is a|s| - D, - T;-complex dimensional ball of radiuaR’ centered around”, andf., is the effective
noise in the|s| - D; - T-complex dimensional hyperplane whesg,.p,.7, resides.

Next we upper bound the average decoding error probabflajp@nsemble of finite constellations, which later we willesxd
to ensemble of IC’s. Note that the upper bounds on the eradratility of IC’s in (14%), [145) also apply to finite condtdions.
Assume user; code-book contamsh ) p2Di- Tl% words, where each word is drawn independently and uniforwiljin
cubep,.1,(b), j = 1,..., K. Recall fronlll thatyy) = p7i. The K’ users constitute together an ensemblﬂé‘i‘: |7y Ty |
words, where a word in the ensemble is sampled from a unifastmilsition in cuber.p,.7; (b) (not all words are drawn
independently). In fact any subset of the users {1,..., K'} corresponds to an ensemble]df_, mt(ﬁ)bQDl'TlJ words, where
a word in the ensemble is sampled from a uniform distribyttbis time incube|, J .p,-1; (b). Hence, the number of codewords
that are different in the entries of the userssiris upper bounded bﬂleSmr)bwl 7], These words are in fact drawn
independently in the entries of the userssirBased on these arguments and since the ML decoder decidés ovord with
minimal Euclidean distance from the observation, we geefich word in the ensemble that the probability of error farsis
ins C{1,...,K} is upper bounded by the average decoding error probabflign@nsemble consisting ¢f,_, mt(ﬁ)bQDl'TlJ
words drawn independently and uniformly withinbe, . p,.7, (b), with effective ChanneHe(ll)}(S). In [8, Theorem 3] an upper
bound on the average decoding error probability of this e was derived. By choosing for asyC {1,..., K}

(s)

R2 _ R2 2| | Dl T‘lp—iz‘:lfSD” Z‘ Pty Ts r.IBL.TL .
(s) off 2me

we get for the ensemble the following upper bound on the poitibaof error for users ins

BFC ' Is-
P, n™) < D'(|s|- Dy Ty)p~ Tl D= e+ LT Yy c oy LK) (148)
whereD'(|s| - D; - Tl)>1andn >0,i=1,...,|s|-D;-T.
So far we have upper bounded the probablhty of error of users in an ensemble ofinite constellations, for any C
{1,..., K'}. We now extend this ensemble of finite constellations int@asemble of IC’s with densityt(ﬁ) for userj, where
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j=1,..., K. We show that extending the ensemble of finite constellatiorensemble of IC’s does not change the upper bound
on the error probability. Let us consider for uger certain finite constellation from the ensemblg(p,b) C cubep,.7, (b).

In accordance for the ensemble of users relates et us denote a certain finite constellation from the effecgénsemble

by C ( b) C cubeys|.p,.,(b). We extend each finite constellation into IC by extendingheaser finite constellation in the
foIIowmg manner

ICH(p, Dy - Th) = Ci(p,b) + (b+b) - Z2P0Th (149)
where without loss of generalifwe assumed thatube p,.1, (b) € CPvTi, Therefore for the users inC {1,..., K} we get
an effective IC ,

C(p, |s| - Di - Th) = CF (p,b) + (b+b') - 221D TL (150)
At the receiver we get
1€ (p, |s| - Dy - T, HEY) = HY - Co(p,b) + (b + b )HG - Z2o DT, (151)

By extending each finite constellation in the ensemble intéCaaccording to the method presentedin (190),1151) we geta
ensemble of IC’s. We would like to sétandb’ to be large enough such that the ensemble average decodtimg)mbability
has the same upper bound asljn__d148) and the users densﬁiequal tO%T up to a coefficient, wher¢ =1, ..., K. First
we would like to set a value fdr . For a word within the se{H(l) (=) C’(S) (p,b)}, increasing)’ decreases the error probability

inflicted by the codewords outside the déf, l) e S)( b)}, foranys C {1,...,K}. In [8, Theorem 3] we have shown

that for anyn” > 0, by choosingy’ = /L& Dl TlpT(\ sl-Di=2ie.mi)+e wheree > 0, we get forp > 1

Pe(HY, p) = Ec, (PIC(HQ™) - Co)) < D(Js|- Dy - T)p~ M1l P Eace r) 4 222t (152)
where E¢, (P¢ l) S Cp)) is the average decoding error probability of the ensembléCs defined in , and
0 e
D(|s|-D;-Ti) > D' (|s|- D, - T;). Hence, choosing’ to be the maximal value betweeg‘ sl Doty 3 (|s-Di= T, ro)+e,

wheres C {1,..., K} will enable to satisfy[{I52) for any. s.
Next, We set the value df to be large enough such that for each user, each IC density thhe ensemble Ilﬂ]}l)y,m ,
equals%C up to a factor of 2, wherg = 1,..., K. By choosingb = b - p° we get

LG @b epen )1
/Ytr = Yer (b + b/) Yer 14+ p,E .
Hence, forp > 1 we get
1 < <l (153)
As a result we also get L
"(3) DT,
G) < 6 _ ) ()
:utr — Mtr 271'80'2 2M .
Hence, from[(145) and (1b2) we get that
Pe(H™ p) < >0 D(Js|- D= )p PR g QT Q) (154)
sC{1,...K}
and from [I5B) we get that usgrhas multiplexing gain-; as required, wherg = 1,..., K. This concludes the proof.
APPENDIXJ

PROOF OFLEMMA [

H(Q I*l'is a block diagonal matrix. Hence the determlnantldf) st He(f:f)"sl| can be expressed as

l
1),|s 1),|s -~ -
T m ) =TT A - ). (155)
Assumeﬁi = @1, e ,Em), ie., fli hasm columns. In this case we can state that the determinant
|H3 : Hi| = ||ﬁ1||2|‘ﬁu1”2 ||thm 1,..., 1||2-

Note thatﬁl- has more rows than columns. The columns%fare subset of the columns of the channel makfixHence, in
order to quantify the contribution of a certain columniéf »;, j = 1,..., K - M, to the determinant we need to consider the

2In casecubep,.r, (b) is a rotated cube withi© Tt then the replication is done according the correspondihgT; x D; - T; matrix with orthonormal
columns.
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blocks where it occurs. We know that the contributionigfto these determmants can be quantified by taking into adcoun
the columns to its left in each block, i.e., by taking into mmt{hl, .

Based on[(23) and(24) we can quantify the contributiork pto |H g ()15 ﬁT l) ls ‘| by
I 25 HH it g2 2y TR B mincun i (156)

whereb§.‘s|)(k) is the number of occurrences bf in the blocks ofer!1*! with only {h; 1,...,h; ;. } toits left. bg.‘S')(O) is
the number of occurrences bf with no columns to its left. Hence, the determinant is otgteliby multiplying the contribution

of each column ini ()

I g Oulsl) H 1,2 © HH syl ) =y Do B minc i m€es - (157)

.....

We now lower bound the determmar@S?) by lower bounding ¢bntribution of each column. Let us consider col-
umn by e @ = 0,000, ]s| =1, b = 1,...,M. From Lemmdl’ we know thak, ,, , occursN — M + 1 times with
{hy,... hgprypq} tOits left, i.e.,bg‘j}% (a-M+b—1) = N — M + 1. In addition, h,.,,,, occurs in Hy_ 42011,
v=1,...,min(M —1-1,b—1), with

{le s 7Qa-1\{+b71} \ { U Qz~M+17 ce 7Qz-1\f{+v} (158)

z=0
to its left, i.e., whenw is increased by one the number of columns to its left reduges 1. Finally, h,.,,., occurs in
HN_M+2U, v=1,...,min (M —1—1,M —b), with

{ﬁu s ’ﬁa-ILM»bfl} \ { U ﬁz-vaHa e aﬁz.M} . (159)
z=1
to its left (fora = 0 it occurs with{h,, ..., h,_, } to its left), i.e., wherv is increased by one the number of columns to its left

reduces by.. We wish to quantify the change in the determinant when rieducolumns, and relate it to the PDF [0_[22). In
order to analyze the performance we would like the set ofmakiin [I58) to be a subset of the set of column§inl(159), which
is not the case. Hence, we assume a columns reduction tlest giower bound on the determinant induced by the reduation i
(I58) and[(I59). We assume féfy _rr100, v = 1,...,min (M — 1 — 1, M — b) thath,,,, occurs with{h,, ..., hurrip_1}

to its left instead of[(I39). In this case, by adding colummgIi59) we get a lower bound on the contribution/gf,,_ , to

the determinant in each of its occurrences, that equals to

p- Minze(aM+b,... N} €x,aM+b (160)

foranyv =1...,min (M — 1 — 1, M — b). On the other hand fof{158) we assume that only the left malsinan is reduced
when increasing, instead of thez + 1 columns. This leads to lower bound to the contribution[ofg)1f® the determinant

that equals to
' min.ecfanmib—v,....N} §z,aM+b (161)

wherev =1...,min (M — [ —1,b—1). Hence, we get that the set of columns correspondinftd (64 )subset of the set
of columns corresponding t6 (160). Thus, frdm (160).{16&)get the following lower bound on the determinant

\IlM
a=0 b=1

ze{anmrd’ —i N} Eeanrty! ) (162)

Hp

b =2

APPENDIXK
PROOF OF THEOREMZ]

In order to lower bound the DMT of the transmission scheme e tne upper bound on the average decoding error
probability from Theorenil6 and the lower bound on the deteami of|H‘£g’|S”H‘£g’|s‘| (162), to get a new upper bound on
the error probability. We average the new upper bound onehézations ofH to obtain the transmission scheme DMT.

First let us denoté = |r,,..|. Recall from Theoreriil6 that the upper bound on the error fitityaapplies tongs) >0,
for every: = 0,...,|s| - D; - T; and for anys C (1,...,K). In our analysis we assume thgt; > 0 for i = 1,..., N,
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j=1,...,K - M. We wish to show that it leads mg” > 0, i.e., we can use the upper bound on the error probability. We
know thatH(l)’(S) is a block diagonal matrix, where the set of columns of eadlclbls a subset ofh,,...,hx .5} Let us

denote the set of indices of the columnsréfthat take place irfi, l) () by a (s). In this case we get from trace considerations

[s|-Dy-T;

Z St < Z o wsc{l,... K} (163)

=1 jeal(s)

The inequality results from the fact that(s) represents the indices of columns that take placﬂjﬁ}(s), whereas some of

the columns may appear more than oncéﬂj’y)’(s). However, the number of appearances of each column is bduadd so
the inequality in[I683) is up to a constant. Therefore, wetletfollowing exponential equality (for large)

[s|-Di-Ty

SN e 2 w7 ¥s C {1, K (164)

=1 jeal(s)

From [164) we get thaf; ; > 0 fori =1,...,N,j =1,...,K - M if and only if nis) >0 foranys C {1,...,K} and

i=1,...,|s|- D;-T;. It follows that we can use the upper bound in Theokém 6.
The upper bound on the error probability consists of the sﬁrﬁa(g“l p) forall s C {1,..., K}. We wish to show that
the DMT of each of the terms is lower bounded &g‘yﬁvc) (rmaz ). First note that's C {1,..., K} we can write

Pe(n™, p) = min (1, D (|s|- Dy Ty) p~ P Sucs r) . g QT Q)71
< min (1, D (js] - Dy - Ty) p~ IR P ) g QO Q)71 (165)

where the inequality comes from the fact that assuming &lffugansmit at the maximal multiplexing gain increasesettier

probability. By assigningD; = W andT; =N+ M —1—-2-[ we get

ﬁ(ﬂ(s),p) < min (LD (|S| . Dl . Tl)p—|s\-(MN—l»(l-l—l)—(N-i—M—1—2l)-rmaz) . |H£Qv(S)THC(£f)7(S)|—1) ) (166)

From [I8) we know that’y (Pe(n'®), p)) = En (Pe(n™1*D, p)), i,e, the term corresponding to the fitst users. Hence,
for all terms with the samés| we can consider

ﬁ(ﬂ(l,...,\ﬂ)’p) < min (LD (1| - D; - Tl)p—|s\-(MN—l»(l-l—l)—(N+M—l—2l)-rmaz) . |H£Q’|S‘TH£Q’|S‘|_1) _ (167)

Based on[{1d2) let us define

A ((L M+ ba l) = (N —b+ 1) ze{al\%ﬁ....N} gz,aM-H) (168)

forb=1,a=0,...,]s|—1, and
min(M—1—1,b—1)
Aa-M+b1)=(N-b+1 i 2 oMb+ i 2a 169
(a )= )zé{al\?ﬂa---vN}g M ; ze{aMr-ir-lblEi,...,N}g M (169)

forb=2,....Manda =0,...,|s|—1. From the bounds il (160}, (161}, (162) and also siNceM +1+min (M — 1 —1,M —b) <
N —b+ 1, we get thatp~A(@M+b1) gives a lower bound on the contribution bf.,,,, to the determinant. As a result we
get the following upper bound

|s|—1 M
1),|s 0),|s||—1_ a- X
|He(ﬂ)\ ITHe(H)\ || 1 H HpA( M+b,l) (170)
a=0 b=1
By assigning in the bound frond (167) we get
Pe(nLl, p)<p (Il (MN —1(41) = (N4 M =120 )~ S AGD) (171)
where ()" equalsz for z > 0 and 0 else; we omit the constamhin (1, D (|s|- D; - Tj)) as we consider the equality for

asymptotically large in (I71).
Based on[(171) the average over the channel realizationbeapper bounded by

. _(1sl- _ _ 1—2)r [SIM 4 T KM g
S/é 0 (Isl-(MN =114+~ (N+M=1=20)rmaz) -1 AG0D) Zilzﬁii”&dd@i. (172)
ey
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whereg; ; > 0 meansg; ; >0fori=1,...,Nandj=1,...,K - M. We divide the integration range to two sets

—(1s]- _ _ _1—920)r SIM A T N KM M.
/ P (‘ [-(MN—=I(I+1)=(N+M—=1-20)Tmaz)—> ;01 A( =l)) im1 2ot i dng +/ 1-p~ > Z;(:iw i dng (173)
&, jEA B i jEA B

where A = {ﬂz L ﬂ Mo<&,;<K-M-N}, A= {UZ 1 Uf Me i >K-M- N} and for the second term if_(173)
we upper bounded the error probability per channel reabimdty 1.

We begin by lower bounding the DMT of the first term [n_(173).drsimilar manner ta[3]/[]8], for very large and finite
integration range, we can approximate the integral by figpdive most dominant exponential term. Hence, for lardbe first
term in [173) equals

7mingi)ieA((\s|-(IL{Nfl(lJrl)f(NJer172l)rmaz) sle ‘MA(i-,l))++z;§\;1 s Ei’j)

(174)
Hence, by showing that
|5|M TN kM
é,lll‘len-A [s| - (MN —=1(I+1)—(N+M —1-20)rnaes) ZAZZ —|—;le§”
>MN—-I(l+1)—(N+M—-1-20)"nae (175)

we get that the first term attains DMT which is lower boundediﬁ)j{f\,c) (maz)- In order to show[{I75) we use the following
lemma.

Lemma 9. The solution for the minimization problem
Jr

|s| M N K-M
min sl-(MN —-1(l+1)—(N+M—-1-2D)rmaz) — Al + i
(Jun, Is| - ( ((+1)—( ) Tmaz) ; (i,0) ;jﬂéa
equals to the solution of the following minimization prohle
|s|-M
min (N—i+1)a;
acA’ o
wherea = (o, .. .,a‘s|.M)T, and the setd’ fulfils the following two conditions) < o; < K -M - N fori=1,...,|s|- M
and also
Is|-1 M
DY (N =b+ 1) aanrss =|s| (MN =1(1+1) = (N +M =1 —20) "ymaq) -
a=0 b=1
Proof: The proof is in appendik]L. |
Based on Lemm@]9 we can see that by proving
|s|-M
min (N—i+1)a,>MN—-I(+1)—(N+M—-1-20)"naew (176)

we also prove[{I75). Therefore, we wish to show that any veete A" fulfils this inequality. Consider a certain vector

aeA. We defineS,.pr1p = W fora=0,...,[s|—1,b=1,..., M. From this definition we get
[s|—1 M |s|—1 M —b—|—1 O[
SN Barrin=Y Z GMEY — MN —1(1+1) = (N+M =1 —20) Fige- (177)
a=0 b=1 a=0 b=1

By assigning in[(176) we get

[s|—1 M |s|—1 M

ZZ(N—a~M—b+1)aa.M+b—ZZ N-a M—b+1)Burss (178)

a=0 b=1 a=0 b=1 N-b+1
We use the following lemma to prove (176).

Lemma 10. ConsiderN > (|s| +1) M — 1, we get foranyu =0...,|s|—1andb=1,..., M

[s| (N = (a-M+b)+1) .-
N-b+1 -




38

Proof: The proof is in appendix M. [ |
Since K > |s] and N > (K + 1) M — 1 we can assign the inequality of Lemma 10[in (178) to get

|s|—1 M [s|—1 M
N N—a-M-b+Daans> Y Barip=MN—-I1+1)=(N+M-1-2)rme  (179)
a=0 b=1 a=0 b=1

where the equality results from (177). This proves {176) sm@roves that the DMT of the first term in (173) is lower bouhde
*,(FC
by dM(N )(Tmaw)
(FC)

Now let us show that the second term [[n_{1173) is also lower UedrbydM N (Tmaz)-

NN KMo B e
/ 1-p im1 22521 i dgll < / p fl,lzp K-M-N
§i,j€A €1,1>K-M-N

Sinced;’fﬁfvc) (Tmaz) < K - M - N the DMT of the second term i .(1I73) is also lower boundedifg‘ly({f\,c) (Tmaz)-
We have shown that far= |ry,q. ) the DMT of E (Pe(n'®), p)) is lower bounded by} (Fc) (Fmaz) = MN —1(1 —1)—
(M + N —1—2)rpq, foranys C {1,...,K}. Since

Pe(HZ . p)< Y Pe(n®,p)

we get that the DMT of thd<{ sequences of IC’s is also lower boundedcﬂ‘bﬁvc) (Pmaz)- This concludes the proof.

APPENDIXL
PrROOF OFLEMMA [9

Recall that the optimization problem

N
min | |s|- (MN =1(I+1)— (N +M —1=20)Fras) — ZAzl +Z &ij (180)

1,5 € 1

where

Ala- M +0b,1)=(N—-b+1 i -a 181
(a-M+0b,1)=( + )ze{aﬁﬂﬁ...,w}g’MM (181)

forb=1anda=0,...,|s| — 1, and

min(M—1—1,b—1)
Ala-M+b1)=(N—-b+1 i a i a 182
(a +0,0)=( + )ze{al\?}l}?,...,N}g aMb + ; ZE{GMTJEL.“’N}E aM-+b (182)

forb=2,...,M anda =0,...,|s|—1. For|s| - M +1<j<K-Mandl <i<N, we get that;; ; occurs only in the
term > Zfijlw &.; in (I80), whereg; ; > 0. Thus, the minimization is obtained for

&,;=0 ls| M+1<j<K-M, 1<i<N. (183)

Therefore, we can rewrite the optimization problem

|s| M N s|-M
i -(MN —-1(l+1 N+ M—1-=2)"ma) A(i,1) N 184
min | [s] - (I+1)— (N + )r Z (i, +;j21§,g (184)
We now wish to show thaf; ; = 0 for j = 1,...,|s|- M andi = 1,...,j — 1. Essentially, we show foi < j that
reducingé; ; affects [I84) more than- min.cy; . Ny} §ZJ does. First Iet us obseng ,.v4p for i = 1,....,a- M +b —
min(M —1—1,b—1) -1, wherea =0,...,|s|—1,b=1,..., M. Note that this values do not have any representation in

Af(a- M +b,1). Therefore, they do not affe¢t)” and only affectzZ 1 Z' ‘1M ;- Thus, in order to obtain the minimum
we must choose
Siavmepy=0 i=1,...;0a-M+b—min(M —-1-1,b—-1) —

foranya =0,...,|s| —1 andb =1,..., M. Note that the function i {I84) is continues. In the c&$é = 0 the function

in (I84) can be written as
[s|=1 M N

> > &ia-M+b (185)

a=0 b=14i=a-M+b—min(M—1—1,b—1)



39

In this case as long a@)Jr = 0 reducingé; g.pr+6 for a - M +b —min(M -1—-1,0—-1) <i < a-M+b—-1 and
a=0...,]s|—1,b=2,..., M also reduced (I85). Fgr)* > 0 (I83) can be written as

|s|—1 M min(M—1-1,b—1)

|s| - (MN —1(14+1) = (N+M =1 =20 Tpaa) + Y > Z (@z.mbi,a.mb - min sz,a.mb)

ze{a-M+b—i,...,.N}

a=0 b—2
[s|—=1 M

+ Eamer—(N—-0b+1 min EaMtn | -
2.2 (ZM TN bE D S

(186)

Since&a.ar4b—i,a-Mtb > Mieani1b—i,... N} Eza-M+b, F€AUCINGE 4 s 46— ia-0r 15 @ISO reduced (I86). Since the function is
continues, considering these two cases is sufficient inrdodetate that the minimum is obtained when

&Gi=0 j=1,...,|s|-M, i=1....j—1. (187)

This is due to the fact that for any value &f ,.pr+6 > 0, a =0,...,|s|—1,b=1,.... M andz =a-M +0b,...,N the
terms in [I85)[(186) are reduced when decrea$@ads+v—:.a- M+b}m”’(M b , and also since the function is continues.
Note that from[(I86) we can see that decrea@ﬁ:a Mab §z.a- M+ dOES NOt necessarily decrease the function. This is due
to the fact thatV? — b +1 > N — (a- M +b) + 1, and so the contribution ofN' — b + 1) min.c (q.ar4p,..., N} §z,a- M5 MAY
be more significant thaEiV:a,Mer & a-MAbe

Based on[(187) we can rewrite the function in the followingnmer
n

[s|-1 M Is|-1 M N
|S| . (MN —1 (l + 1) (N +M-1- 21 Tma;ﬂ Z Z —b+ 1 min gz,a-]W-l-b + Z gz,a-]W-l-b-
a=0 b=1 ze{a'Mer""’N} a=0 b=1 z=a-M+b
(188)
From [I88) we can see that the minimum is obtained when
EaMtb =Qqrmsy a-M+b<2<N (189)
fora=0,...,]s| =1, b =1,...,M. This is due to the fact that when the values are not equaljcied the values to

the minimal value will reduc@i\;a_MH §z.a-m+b While not changingmin. ¢ q.a745,..., N} §2,a-m 1. Therefore, we can write

(I88) as follows

+
ls|-1 M ls|—1 M
|s| - (MN =1(1+1) = (N+M =1=20)Tmaz) = > > (N=b+Daaae | +Y_ > (N=(a-M+b)+1)aanis
a=0 b=1 a=0 b=1
(190)
where0 < o; < K-M-N,i=1,...,|s|- M.
We wish to show that the minimum is obtained for
Is|-1 M
SN IN=b+1)aanrss=s| - (MN =1(1+1) = (N +M — 1 —20) rrmaz) -
a=0 b=1
Again, note that the function is continues. Foy" = 0 we get
ls|-1 M
YD (N—(a-M+b)+1)aanis (191)
a=0 b=1
This is attained fory_/*[. ' ™M (N — b+ D aaariy 2 |s| - (MN =1 +1) = (N + M —1 = 20) ryna,). Evidently for this
case the minimal values occur@‘ o1 Zb T(N=b+1Dagmts =|s| - (MN —=1(l+1)—(N+M—1—-20)rmq). On
the other hand fot-)* > 0 we get
|s|—1 M
[s| - (MN =1(+1) = (N+ M =1=2)7maz) = > Y (a-M)aanris (192)
a=0 b=1

Hence increasingjlli’ol Zé\il (a- M) aq.ar4s decreases the function as long(@s™ > 0 which means

[s|=1 M

S (N =b+1)canris <ls|- (MN =11 +1) = (N +M—1=20)rmaz).
a=0 b=1
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Hence, based on the fact that the function is continues waggdh that for this case the minimal values occur at
ls|-1 M
S (N =b+1)canrs=|s|- (MN =11 +1) = (N +M—1-=20)rmas).
a=0 b=1

The eventy ! 'S (N —b+ 1) aaarss = |s| - (MN —1(I+1) = (N +M —1—20) rppaz), Wherea; > 0, i =

. |s|- M, is within the ranged < o; < K-M-N,i=1,...,|s|- M. This is because in order to fulfil the equality we get
Is| - (MN=1(l+1)— (N+M—1-=2)"naz)
max(al,...,a‘ﬂ.M)g N 11 <K-M-N.
Therefore, the minimization problem solution is obtained f
Is|—1 M
min Z Z(N (a-M+b)+1)agrtb
a€A” 070 b1
where the setd’ is defined by the following two conditions:< o; < K- M -N,i=1,...,|s|- M, and
Is| -1 M
S (N =b+1)canrs=1s|- (MN =11 +1) = (N +M—1=20)rmaz).
a=0 b=1
APPENDIXM

PrROOF OoFLEMMA [10

We begin by analyzing the case= |s| — 1 andb = M. For this case let us consid&f = (|s| + 1) M — 1. In this case we
get

|s|[ (N —|s|- M +1) _ [s](M)

= =1. 193
N—-M+1 |s| M (193)
Note that forc > d > 0 andxy > 21 > ¢ we get
Tg9 — C Tr1 —C
> . 194
To—d x4 —d ( )
Hence, based ol (194], (193), we get fér> (|s| +1) M — 1
[s|[(N = (s|-M — 1)) _ [s| (M)
> =1 (195)
N—(M-1) |s| M
So far we have proved the lemma for= |s| — 1, b = M and N > (|s| + 1) M — 1. For the general case we consider
W. In this case we get

|s|(N—(a-M+b—1)):|S|(N+||M—a M —0b)— (s |M—1)_||(N+||M—a M —b) — (|s|M —
—(b—-1) (N+M-0b)—(M-1) (N+|s]M —a-M—-5b)— (M —1)

where the inequality results from the fact thet — b < |s|M — a - M — b. From [194) and[{195) we get that
(N +|s|]M —a-M—05b)— (]s|M —1) N —(|s|]M - 1)
R G Ry ey g ey g iy gy
From [196), [(T9]7) we get the proof of the lemma also for any 0,...,|s| —1 andb = 1,..., M. This concludes the proof.

D (196)

> 1. (197)

APPENDIXN
PROOF OFTHEOREMI[8|

We prove that there exist& sequences of - D; - T;-real dimensional lattices (as a function @f that attains the optimal
DMT for N > (K + 1) M — 1. We rely on the extension of thdinkowski-HlawakaTheorem to the multiple-access channel
presented in[[10, Theorem 2]. We upper bound the error pibiyabf the ensemble of lattices for each channel realmati
and average the upper bound over all channel realizationbtain the optimal DMT.

We considerK ensembles of - D, - T;-real dimensional lattices, one for each user, transmitsdg G(l’ ~K) deflned in
IV-B] For useri, the first D; - T; dimensions of the lattice are spread on the real part of thezeoo entries oGl , and

the otherD; - T; dimensions of the lattice on the imaginary part of the norozntries ofG, @) The volume of the Voronoi
—1

region of the lattice of user equaIst(i) = (%(:«)) = p~ Tt j.e., multiplexing gain-;. Since the users are distributed, the
effective lattice at the transmitter can be writtenfas = A1 x As X --- x Ak, whereA; is the lattice transmitted by user
At the receiver the channel induces a new Iattfigf)}K @', Whereg’ € Ay, For lattices with regular lattice decoding, the
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error probability is equal among all codewords. Hence, gufficient to analyze the lattice’s zero codeword error pilulity.
Without loss of generality let us assume that the receivtateegex such that the channel can be rewritten as

Yo = B2+ ey (198)
where BB = H(l)jKTH( , andii, ~ CN(0,p7' - 52 - Ix.p,.1y)-
We define the |nd|cat|on functlon ofa- K - D; - T; dimensional ball with radiug R centered around zero by

L, |zl <2R
Ipau(zr)(z) = { 0 !lsHe '

In addition let us define the continues function of boundegpsut f,..(z) = Ipai2r.q) (&) - Pr(||Re >z — 72..||). Based
on (146) we can state that for each lattice induced at theiverce\,., the lattice zero codeword error probability is upper
bounded by

Y Frel@) + Pr(|iel > Ren). (199)
ZENAc,x#0
where et = 172}( - |H, (0K H(l) K| =07, For regular lattice decoding we can equivalently consider
QKLTlo'z NTC - p eff g g q y
Yo = B!y = 24 e (200)

whereq,, ~ CN (0, (HéQ’KTHC(Q’K)‘l), i.e., the lattice at the receiver remaifg. and the affect of the channel realization
is passed on to the additive noise. In addition let us denot@dication function over an ellipse centered around zsro b

1, ||B-z||<2R
Iellipse(B,QR) (g) = { || _||

0, else ’
By defining the continues functiofc(z) = ILipse(B,2Ru) (@) - Pr([|Biie|/>]B(z — fi,)||) we get the following upper
bound for the error probability
Y re(@) + Pr(|B - iyl > Ren) (201)

TEAgr,z7#0

that equals to the upper bound [n_(199). In addition, sificg B - z) = g, (z), and based on the fact that, l) " is a block
diagonal matrix we get

[T )= / fre (z(s)) dz'S) = / Gre (z(s)) dz® vS C{1,...,K} (202)
2ER2ISI-DyTy pER2IS|-DTy

wherez(%) equals zero in the entries correspondingto..., K} \ S and the other entries are &> 15I"Pr-Ti,

In [10, Theorem 2] Nam and El Gamal extended the MinkowsldviKa theorem to the multiple-access channel by using
Loeliger ensembles of latticels [13] for each user. From tiorem we get that for a certain Riemann integrable funatio
bounded supporf (z)

_ ©)) g9
Er. | Y f@ e / oo 7 (29) ). (203)

€N, z#0 SC{l ,,,,, K} seS Vf

For each channel realizatioB, the functiong,. () is bounded, and so by averaging over the Loeliger ensemblethé
multiple-access channel, we get based [on](2071).]1(203) Heatupper bound on the error probability using regular lattic

decoding is
Z H s) L

Sc{1,..Kkyses V]
By assigning the relation of (2D2) |E(204) we get

gre (29)) de + Pr(|B i) > Rer). (204)

(S)eR2-ISI-Dy-Ty

fre (29) da®) + Pr(fies|| = Re).  (205)

z(S) gR2 IS Dy- Ty

Based on the bounds derived id [8, Theorem 3], we can uppeardthe integral of the first term if_(2D5) by
4|S|'DZ'TZ T
—Ti(ISI-Di=3 s s) | D ()T g (D).(5) -1
D, peErHP ISE D acs e )| G,
SC{L,...K}

Since we consider radius @, s, for large values op the second term if_(205) is negligible compared to the finsh tf3,
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Theorem 3]. Hence, the remaining step is calculating theaaeeover all channel realizations. We divide the averag® in
two rangesA and A as depicted in Theorefd 7. For each channel realizationd ine upper bound the error probability
by one. As shown in Theorefd 7, the probability of receivingruhel realizations in this range has exponent that is lower
bounded by the optimal DMT. For channel realizationsdirwe get thaty,. (z) has bounded support, and so we can use the
Minkowski-Hlawka theorem to get the upper bound[in_(205)isThound coincides with the upper bound in Theofém 7 which
was shown to obtain the optimal DMT. this concludes the proof

APPENDIXO
PROOF OFCOROLLARY [3

We first consider the symmetric cage= --- = rx = ruax. Similarly to [8, Corollary 3] we can state that if a sequence
of K lattices attains diversity ordet for symmetric multiplexing gain,,.... = 0, it also attains diversity order

T
d <1 _ #) (206)
Dirraet Tr o]

for any symmetric multiplexing gaifl < 7,42 < Dy, | T|r.m.. |- ThiS is due to the fact that changing,., merely has the
effect of scaling the effective lattice at the receiver.rRréheoren B we get that there exists a sequenck déttices (one
for each user) that attains for symmetric multiplexing gain,. = ! the optimal DMTd}g{fvc) (1), wherel =0,...,M — 1.

In this case we also get frorh (206) and Theofém 8 that thisesemalso attains the optimal DWMSZC) (maz ), When the
symmetric multiplexing gain is in the rande< 7,4, <1+ 1.

Now consider for the same sequence of lattices a multiptegains tuple(ry, . .., 7k ) with r,,,4, as its maximal multiplexing
gain. The performance can only improve compared to the synumease since some of the multiplexing gains of the users

are smaller tham,,,.. Since the DMT can not be any larger thaj (_fvc) (rmaz), Which is already obtained in the symmetric

case, we get thai}k\gffvc) (rmaz) 1S Obtained by any multiplexing gains tuple with,,,. as its maximal value.
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