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Abstract

A new stochastic order between two fading distributionsitsoduced. A fading channel dominates
another in the ergodic capacity ordering sense, if the Stratmansform of the first is greater than that
of the second at all values of average signal to noise ratis $hown that some parametric fading
models such as the Nakagami-Rician, and Hoyt are distributions that are monotonic iairthine of
sight parameters with respect to the ergodic capacity oftmne operations under which the ergodic
capacity order is preserved are also discussed. Through fiveperties of the ergodic capacity order, it
is possible to compare under two different fading scenathesergodic capacity of a composite system
involving multiple fading links with coding/decoding caghties only at the transmitter/receiver. Such
comparisons can be made even in cases when a closed forns&rpréor the ergodic capacity of the
composite system is not analytically tractable. Applizasi to multiple access channels, and extensions
to multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems are aldscussed.

Index Terms Ergodic capacity, fading, stochastic order, Shannorsfam.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consider a flat fading channel with additive white Gaussiaisa(AWGN), where the receiver
has perfect channel state information (CSI). The maximuhiesable rate of this system, when
coding is applied across multiple independent channelzag@ns is known as the ergodic
capacity, and is given b¥ [log (1 + pX)], wherep > 0 represents the average signal to noise
power ratio (SNR) of the system, andX represents the instantaneous SNR random variable

(RV). This expectation is also known as the Shannon transfafr X [2, pp. 44], [3].
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In this work, a stochastic order which can be used to com@aimd channels based on the
Shannon transform of the instantaneous SNR is discusseadiAg channel is said to be better
than another in the ergodic capacity order, if its corresiimpergodic capacity is bigger for all
The proposed order is a kind of stochastic order on positil& Btochastic orders in general find
applications in economics [4], reliability analysis [Shdaactuarial sciences [6]. A comprehensive
exposition of stochastic orders can be found in [7]. Presljgithe stochastic Laplace transform
(LT) order, which compares the real-valued Laplace trams$oof RVs has been used to compare
two fading distributions and applied to comparing the agerarror rate ofA/-ary quadrature
amplitude modulationX/-QAM) [8]. This can be explained by the fact that error ratésame
modulations are non negative integral mixtures of decagrgonentials, which can also be
viewed as the Laplace transform. It has been shown in [8] ltaptace transform ordering of
instantaneous SNRs implies ordering of ergodic capacitiesnot conversely.

The ergodic capacity order presented in Section Il of thapgy is new to both stochastic
ordering literature as well as information theory literatuAlthough this stochastic order was
first introduced in [1], the current paper offers a detailéstdssion of its properties, examples
and extensions relevant to wireless communications, dietuthe MIMO case. Further, some
of the convergence properties of the Shannon transform lacestudied. In this paper, many
parametric fading distribution families such as the Nakaiga, Rician and Hoyt are observed
to have the property that the ergodic capacity is monotonie respect to the line of sight (LoS)
parameter for each of these distributions. Consequemidyjristantaneous SNR of these fading
channels serve as examples of ergodic capacity orderedmaudriables. The properties of this
stochastic order are useful in obtaining comparisons ofpidormance of systems involving
multiple SNR RVs, as described in Section IV. For example{ & }}2, and{Y;}¥, be two sets
of fading channels such that the ergodic capacity oveis less than that of;,i =1,..., M at
all SNR. Then, the properties of the ergodic capacity ordevide the conditions under which
a composite system consisting ¢f(;}} as the component fading channels has a smaller
ergodic capacity than that of a system with componéif$?,. Such comparisons of ergodic
capacities can be made even in cases when a closed-formssixpraes not available, such as
diversity combining schemes and fading multiple accessidla (MAC). A MIMO extension
of the definition of the ergodic capacity order, which can Bedito order positive semidefinite

random matrices is given in Section V.
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A. Notations and Conventions

The set of real numbers, positive integers and complexigesemidefinite symmetric matri-
ces of sizen x n are denoted bR, N, andS'} respectively, while all other sets are denoted using
script font. For a finite seB the cardinality is denoted byard B, while the indicator function
is defined as/(z € K) = 1, if x € X and 0, otherwise. For any measuyg-), u(u) is used
to represenju([0, u]). Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface lower-caseupper-case
letters respectively. For both the casgsg| denotes the.? norm. The trace and determinant of
a matrix M are denoted byr M anddet (M) respectively. The identity matrix is denoted by
LIfa €eR,i=1,...,N, thendiag (a4, ...,ay) is the diagonal matrix whosg, ;) element is
ai,i=1,...,N. Thei’* smallest eigenvalue oA € RV*V is denoted by\;(A),i=1,..., N,
and the set of all eigenvalues is denotedAjA ). For a random variabl&', Fy () and fx (z)
denote the cumulative distribution function (CDF) and thiebability density function (PDF)
respectively.E [¢(X)] is used to denote the expectation of the functign over the PDF of

X. All logarithms are natural logarithms. We writg(x) = O(f2(z)), * — a to indicate that

limsup,_,,(fi(z)/ f2(x)) < oo.

II. MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES
A. Completely Monotone Functions

A functiong : (0,00) — R is said to be completely monotone (c.m.), if it possessdsateres
of all orders which satisfy
(1L g@) 2 0, ®
dxm™
for all z > 0 andn € N U {0}, where the derivative of ordet = 0 is defined agy(z) itself.
The celebrated Bernstein’s theorem [9] asserts that0), oo) — R is c.m. if and only if it can

be written as a mixture of decaying exponentials:

o(z) = / exp(—uz) (du), @

[0,00)
which is a Lebesgue integral with respect to a positive nregswn [0, co). By definition, c.m.
functions are positive, decreasing and convex, and it mgttforward to verify that positive

linear combinations of c.m. functions are also c.m. [9].
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B. Stieltjes Functions

The set of Stieltjes functions is a subclass of the set of ¢etely monotone functions, and is

denoted bys. A functiong : (0,00) — [0, 00) is said to belong t@ if it admits the representation

g(x) = ajz+ b+ / ( + u)~ pldu) 3)

(0,00)
wherea,b > 0, and 1 is a nonnegative measure @f, co) which satisfies the convergence
condition f(o,oo>(1 +u) 'u(du) < oo. It is easy to show that any Stieltjes function is also a
double Laplace transform of a nonnegative function. A nemgsand sufficient condition for
r— g(x) € 8 is thatz — (g(z~'))~! also belongs t& [9, p. 66].

C. Bernstein Functions

A function g : (0,00) — R is a Bernstein function, i§(z) > 0,Vx > 0, anddg(z)/dz is c.m.

Equivalently,g(x) admits the representation [9, p. 15]

g(x) =a+br + / (1 —exp(—ux)) p(du) , 4)
(0,00)
for somea,b > 0, where y is a nonnegative measure @f, co) satisfying f(o,l) p(du) +
Ji1.00) wi(du) < co. The set of all Bernstein functions is denoted By .

An important property is that the sBtF is closed under positive linear combinationsy,fc
BF, anda; > 0,7 =1,...,N, then Ef\il a;g; € BF. Some examples of Bernstein functions
areg(z) =z for0 < a <1, g(z) =2/(1+2) andg(z) = log(1 + x). The representation of
the capacity functionog(1 + z) in the form (4) is known as Frullani’s integral [10, p. 6], and

is given by
log (14 z) = / (1—e") ° ds. (5)
S
0
D. Thorin-Bernstein Functions

A Bernstein functiong is called a Thorin-Bernstein function [9, pp. 73-79], if draits the

representation given by (4), whesg(s) is c.m. The family of all Thorin-Bernstein functions is
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denoted by7 BF. A necessary and sufficient condition fgr. (0, 00) — (0,00) to be inTBF

is thatg can be represented as follows [9, p. 73]:

g(z) = a+br + / log (1 + /s) p(ds) | 6)
(0,00)

for somea,b > 0 and p is a positive measure oD, ), which satisfies the convergence
condition fol | log s|p(ds) + [ s u(ds) < oo. We refer to anyg, € TBF which satisfies the
property thatg,(g2(-)) € TBF for all g; € TBF as acomposableThorin-Bernstein function
(we denote the set of all such functions®y B.F). A necessary and sufficient condition for any
g> to belong toCT BF is that (dgs(x)/dx)/g2(z) € 8 [9, Theorem 8.4]. Functions belonging
to the class7 BF are of particular relevance to this paper, since the Shaeapacity function
C(x) :=log (1 4+ z) not only belongs td3.F, but also belongs tg 5F, as seen from (5) and
(6).

It is useful to define a multivariate extension of a ThorimBein function. A function
g : R™ — R belongs to] BF,, if g(z1,...,z,)is a Thorin-Bernstein function in each argument,
when all other arguments are treated as constants. Fuifthers composable in each variable
when all other variables are fixed, thens said to belong to the s&7 B.F,,. An example of

function inCTBF,, can be verified to bg(z,,...,zy) = S0 cuxs,a; > 0,0 =1,..., M.

E. Matrix Functions

Let¢: R — R, and); € R, i =1,...,N. If D = diag (\,...,\y), we definep(D) =
diag (¢(M),...,0(An)). If A € S%, so thatA = Udiag (\(A),..., \n(A)) U, whereU
is a unitary matrix, then we defing(A) = Ugp(D)U", provided ¢ is well defined on the
eigenvalues ofA. In this way,¢(A) can be defined for all Hermitian matrices of any order [11].
In this work, the scalar function and its matrix extensioa denoted using the same symbol,
and the argument of the function defines the specific conidatrix functions find applications
in Section V. We also use multivariate functions with matiiguments in Section V, which are
defined through the Cauchy integral formula as given in [V2hile we refrain from providing
the explicit definition here due to its rather technical natit suffices to note that such functions

satisfy the following two properties [12], which will be wbén our work.
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Lemma 1. If A,, €S}, m=1,..., M then

tr f(AL A =) FOG (AL, Ny, (Aw) (7)

i1:1 i]uzl
Lemma 2. [12, Theorem 3.4], [12, p. 13] LeA,, € ST, m =1,..., M. If f is a multivariate
matrix function well defined on the eigenvaluesAgf,, and ¢ is a univariate matrix function
which is well defined on the eigenvalues fGfA,, ..., A,,), then¢(f(A4,...,A,)) = (¢ o

(AL, ..., An).

F. Integral Stochastic Orders

Let G denote a class of real valued functionsR* — R, and X andY be random variables

(RVs). We define the integral stochastic order with respe¢t as [6]:
X<V «— E[g(X)]<E[g(Y)] ,Vg€G. (8)

In this caseg is known as a generator of the ord€g. We now give an example of an integral
stochastic order relevant to this paper, by specifying tireesponding generator set of functions
g.

1) Laplace Transform OrderThis partial order compares random variables based on their
Laplace transforms. Her&; = {g(z) : g(z) = —exp(—pz), p > 0}, so thatX <p; Y is

defined as
E [exp(—pY)] < E[exp(—pX)], Vp = 0. ©)
One useful property of LT ordered random variables is thatfbc.m. functionsg, we have
X <Y < E[g(V)] <E[g(X)]. (10)

In other words, the generatgrcan be enlarged to the set of all c.m. functions without chrang
the stochastic order [6]. Further, wheneyet BF, (10) holds with a reversal in the inequality.
In a wireless communications context, jet- 0 be the average SNR, and, pY represent the
instantaneous SNRs of two fading distributionsg(f) corresponds to the instantaneous symbol
error rateP,(px) of a modulation scheme with c.m. error rate function, thed) @an be used
to obtain comparisons of averages of symbol error rates paks of fading channels, even in

cases where a closed-form expression for the same is iailact
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G. Shannon Transform

In what follows, we formally describe the Shannon transfomich is the basis of the
proposed stochastic order in this paper. The Shannon trengff a nonnegative random variable
X is defined as [2, pp. 44]:

=(X)

¢ (p) =E[log (1+pX)] ,p=0. (11)

Two new representations gt (p), which are useful in this paper are now obtained. Using

(5), it is easy to show that (11) can be represented as a leaplacsform, given by

- [ exp(—u/p) L= 2x(W g, (12)

u
0

o0

for p > 0, where¢x(u) := E [exp(—uX)],u > 0. Using (2) with (12), it is immediate that
oh (p) is a c.m. function ofl /p. A second representation 6t (p) which can be derived
from (12) shows that'™) (p) is also the Stieltjes transform [13, p. 325] of the complitaen
CDF of X, when evaluated at/p:

o0

—x), . [ 1—=Fx(u) "
0= [ (t3)

wherep > 0. Representation (13) is used in proving some propertieh®fergodic capacity

order discussed in Section 1lI-B. Additionally, (13) petsmus to comment on the convergence
of & (p):

Proposition 1. If ¢ (p) exists for anyp € (0, ), thenC'™’ (p) exists for every € (0, ).

Proof: From (13), it is seen thag™’ (p) is the Stieltjes transform of a real valued function.
If the Stieltjes transform of a function exists at any point®", then it exists at all points on
R* [13, p. 326]. This completes the proof. [ ]
We now provide examples of random variables for which theoaig capacity is finite for

p < oo using the following proposition:

Proposition 2. Let Fx (-) denote the cumulative distribution function of a RV If for some
5 €(0,1), f11— Fx (u)du = O(t'=%),t — oo, thenC"™" (p) < oc.
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Proof: First, observe thaf,*(s+¢)'da(t) exists ifa(t) = O(t'~?),t — oo, for somes > 0

[13, p. 330 (Theorem 3b)]. The proposition then follows bitihg «(t) = f(fl — Fx (u) du.
This completes the proof. [ ]
In Proposition 2, the case ¢f= 1 is equivalent to the condition that the meanJbfis finite.

It is therefore straightforward to see that the ergodic caypaof fading distributions such as

Nakagamim and Rician is finite at all finite SNR, since these distribnsidvave finite average

power. We now proceed to define a stochastic order for comgdading distributions based on

the Shannon transform.

IIl. THE ERGODIC CAPACITY ORDER

Recall that the ergodic capacity of a single-input singlgpat (SISO) system is given by
E [log (1 + pX)], where X is the square of the amplitude of the complex fading gain, iand
defined as the instantaneous fading power of the channslsttaightforward to see through an
application of Jensen’s inequality that the AWGN channdati{vmo fading) outperforms every
fading distribution with same average channel power, imgpof the ergodic capacity at all
SNR. However, given two fading distributions, it is not talvto compare them based on the
ergodic capacity, as obtaining a closed-form expressiohi® ergodic capacity of many fading
channels is analytically intractable. Motivated by thi® propose a stochastic ordering method,
which can be used to compare the ergodic capacity of twordiitefading channels. Note that,
in this paper, we represent the squared magnitudes of timgfadefficients using the alphabets
X, Y. This differs from the the convention of some authors, whiootie the input symbol using
X and the output symbol using.

A. Definition

Definition 1. If X andY are arbitrary nonnegative RVs, theXi is said to be dominated by
in the ergodic capacity order (i.eX <. Y), if the Shannon transforms of andY exist and
Y (p) < T (p) for p > 0.

For this stochastic order, the generator is chose@ as{g(z) : g(z) = log (1 + px),p > 0}.
Distributions of interest for which the ergodic capacityimste at all finite SNR can be determined
using either Proposition 1 or Proposition 2. Next, some ulsgfoperties of the capacity order

and a few examples of ergodic capacity ordered RVs are disdus
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B. Properties

The following properties hold for nonnegative RVSs.

S1: X <. Y < E[¢(X)| <E[g(Y)], Vg € TBF, such that the expectations exist.

S2: X <. Y <= ¢g(X)<.9(Y),VgeCTBF.

S X < Y = X <. Y.

S4: LetXy,..., X independent and, ..., Y, independent. IfX,, <. Y,,, m =1,..., M,
theng (X1,..., Xy) <cg(Y1,...,Yy), Vg € CTBF .

S5 If X <. Y andY <. Z, thenX <. Z.

S6: If X <. Y andY <. X, thenFx () = Fy (-) a.e..

The proofs of these properties follow as special cases dethmpyesented in Appendix A.
A straightforward implication of Property S1 is that ¥ <. Y, thenE[X] < E[Y], since
g(x) = x is a Thorin-Bernstein function. In other words, if one fagliohannel has a higher
ergodic capacity than another at all SNR, then it is necgsbat the average fading power of
the first channel is no smaller than that of the second. Ptiege85 and S6 together constitute
the definition of a partial order, and consequentlyis a partial order on nonnegative RVs.

Interpretingp X andpY as the instantaneous SNRs of two different fading chanRetgerties
S1-S6 are useful in obtaining the conditions under whichdigodic capacity of a composite
system with coding/decoding capabilities only at the traitter/receiver under the channglis
greater than that unde¥ at all SNR. Although Property S3 suggests that every pairagfidce
transform ordered random variables also obey the ergodiacty order, the converse is not
true in general. A counterexample can be found in [1], [8]u§ht is possible that the average
symbol error rate of differential binary phase shift keymgdulation in channek is less than
that inY at high SNR, while the situation reverses when the capacityesing code is applied
on both channels. Interpreting the ergodic capacity as vghathievable by coding over an i.i.d.
time-extension of the channel, we reach the conclusioneten thought” offers more diversity
than X for an uncoded system, the i.i.d. extension¥flends itself to more diversity than that
of Y. To put it more simply, at high SNR, it is possible for one faglchannel to be superior to
another in terms of error rates in the absence of codingeweing inferior when the capacity

achieving code is employed over both channels.
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C. Examples

Next, we give examples of pairs of RV, Y relevant to wireless communications, for which
X <. Y holds. In general, establishing ergodic capacity ordetiagg its definition is often
inconclusive, since the corresponding integrals are ¢tdatde. Fortunately, using Property S3, it
is possible to provide examples of pairs of RVs which obeyacdp ordering. In what follows,
examples of parametric fading distributions which obey ¢ingodic capacity order are given.
These distributions are also known to satisfy the Laplaaesfiorm order [8].

1) Nakagami Fading:The Nakagamin fading model, for which the envelopgX is Nak-
agami distributed, and the instantaneous fading poWwes Gamma distributed, with PDF given

by

fx (z) = %xm_l exp(—mz) ,x >0, 14

wherem > 0 is the line of sight parameter, arid(r) := [;° "' exp(—t)dt is the gamma
function. Let X ~ Gamma(m¥), andY ~ Gamma(m") with m* < mY. For this case, it is
easy to verify thatX <;; Y, which implies thatX <. Y, according to Property S3. Property
S3 requires the existence of the Shannon transforms, whiploved as follows. Observing that
E[X] =E[Y] =1 is finite, from Proposition 2, the Shannon transforms exisis is because
settingd = 1 in Proposition 2 is equivalent to saying that the mean vadugnite.

2) Rician Fading: The Rician fading model: In this case, the envelope of thantade., v X
is Rice distributed with line of sight parametér, and the corresponding instantaneous fading

power distribution is given by
Fx (@) = (K + 1) exp [~ (K + 1)z — K] Iy (2 KK + 1)x> , (15)

where Iy(t) := Y oo (¢t/2)*™/(m!I'(m + 1)) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind
of order zero. If the distribution o andY have parameter&* and K'Y respectively, with
KX < KY,thenX <. Y. The existence of the Shannon transforms is establisheayrsunilar
to that of the Nakagamis case.

3) Hoyt Fading: The Nakagami (Hoyt) fading model: Here, the envelope of the fading RV,
given by X is Hoyt distributed, and the density of the (unit mean) instaeous fading power

is given by

fx (z) = aexp(—a’x)Iy(bx) , (16)
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wherea = (1 +¢%)/2q, b= (1 — ¢*)/4¢>. If X andY have parameterg® andq* respectively,
whereg¢X < ¢¥, thenX <. Y. The existence of the Shannon transforms is establishecajn w
similar to that of the Nakagami: case.

For the cases of Nakagami, Rician and Hoyt fading, the iseréa ergodic capacity with
increase in the LoS parameter of the distribution is not duant increase in the average fading
power, sincek [ X| = E [Y], which is independent of the LoS parameter.

In what follows, we show that ergodic capacity ordering ofigeg SISO system under two
different fading channels can be used to make meaningfutlasions when a number of such

systems are combined to form a system involving multipledcan variables.

V. SYSTEMSINVOLVING MULTIPLE RANDOM VARIABLES

In order to illustrate the applicability of the ergodic cajpg order to compare the performance
of systems, we provide examples of composite systems wheie capacity ordering of
component SISO systems can be used to conclude the capetgtyng of the system, and also
some applications where this is not necessarily the casdh §eneric conclusions can be made
even when closed form expressions for the ergodic capagtyat available. Throughout, we
assume that the receiver has a perfect estimate of the tastus fading power, while the

transmitter does not possess any such information.

A. Diversity Combining Systems

As examples of systems involving multiple fading links, wstficonsider diversity combining
schemes such as maximum ratio combining (MRC) and equal gaimbining (EGC) using
M receive antennas, for which we aim to compare the ergodiadigpunder two different
fading scenarios. Using the properties of the ergodic daaparder, we now show that diversity
combining systems formed using a better set of componealidsya system with a higher ergodic
capacity, for the two schemes considered.

1) Maximum Ratio CombiningConditioned on the instantaneous fading powegfs = =,,,

m=1,..., M, the fading power after combining is given by
M
Gune (T1, .. T0) = Z Ty - (17)
m=1
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The ergodic capacity corresponding to this combining se&hengiven by

— (X
Chnc (9) = E[l0g (1+ pgyue (X1, - Xan))] - (18)
It is easy to see thﬁg};c (p) is finite if the Shannon transforms &f,, m = 1,..., M exist. We

then obtain the following result, which can be used to comphe ergodic capacity of MRC in
two different fading environments characterized by instaaous fading powersX;, ..., Xy)
and (Yi, RN Y]\/[):

Proposition 3. If X,, <. Y,,, m=1,..., M, thena(\ffzC (p) < 61%){0 (p), atall p > 0.

Proof: We first verify thathRC( ) is a composable Thorin-Bernstein function. Then, we use
Property S4 to conclud@MRc( ) < CMRC( ),atallp>0,whenX,, <.Y,,m=1,..., M.

To show thatg,,..(-) € CTBF, treatz; in g, (-) as the variable, while treating other argu-

M
m=2

ments as constants, to get..(z1; 2, ..., xm) = 1 + k, wherek = ) Z,,. By definition,
Gure € CTBF if and only if hyre(x) == gl (2522, ..., 200) [ Gype (5 T2, - 2y) = (24 K) 7
is a Stieltjes function. This is indeed the case, sihg¢gc(-) satisfies (3) witha = 0,6 = 0,
and p(s) = 0(s). Now, assumingX,, <. Y,,,m = 1,..., M, we have from Property S4
Gure (X1, -, Xar) <¢ Qe (Y1, - -+, Yar), Which |mpI|esCMRC( ) < CMRC( ),atallp>0. =
Thus, if Y,, dominatesX,, in the ergodic capacity order fon = 1,..., M, then the MRC
system with fading links given by, ..., Yy, will have a higher ergodic capacity than that with
Xq,..., Xy at all SNR.
2) Equal Gain Combining:For the case of equal gain combining, the ergodic capacity is

given by
T (p) =Eflog (1 + pgee (X1, -, Xan))] | (19)

whereg,..(-) represents the combined instantaneous fading power, agides by

2
Gpee (T1, ... 20r) (Z \/xm> . (20)
It is possible to show thafggc (p) is finite if the Shannon transforms of,,, m = 1,..., M

exist, by using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in additmshowing that the Shannon transform
of VY, exists if the Shannon transform &f, exists. While closed-form expressions for the

ergodic capacity of equal gain combining for several fadimgjributions are unknown, it is still
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possible for us to compare these quantities using the exgmpacity ordering of component

branches:

Proposition 4. Let X,, <. Y,,, m=1,..., M. ThenU(E)é)C (p) < C(EQC (p), atall p > 0.
Proof: We first prove thay, .. € CTBF, and then use Property S4 to complete the proof.

In order to show thay,., € CTBF, treatz,; as the variable and all the other arguments of
Jpee @S constants, so that., . (z1; x, ..., xa) = M~ (21 +2y/x1k+k?), wherek = fo:z T
By definition, g,.(-) in CTBF if and only h(z) := ¢! (2:k)/gpec(x; k) = (x + ky/x)~ is
a Stieltjes function. To show thdt € §, observe thath(z~1))~! = 27! + ka~'/2 is a Stieltjes
function, since any function of the form~!,0 < o < 1 is a Stieltjes function [9, p. 13], and
positive linear combinations of Stieltjes functions algelgs a Stieltjes function. To complete
the argument, sincéh(z=1))~! € 8, h(x) must also belong t& [9, p. 66]. Consequently,
Opac (1) € CTBF. The rest of the proof follows arguments similar to the MRGeca u

Using Proposition 4, we infer that if a collection of SISO t®yss with higher ergodic capacity
is combined to form an EGC system, then the composite EG@msystll have higher overall

ergodic capacity.

B. Multi-Hop Amplify-Forward Relay System

We now turn our attention to multi-hop amplify-forward (MAF) relay systems. This is an
example of a system where despite component-wise ergoplacitg ordering of individual hops,
the overall system need not have a higher ergodic capacay &\NR. The system consists of
a source, which transmits data to a destination ugihg- 1 half-duplex variable gain relays,
which possess receive CSI (Figure 1). The source transmiisne slot1 to relay 1, and relay
m in turn amplifies and retransmits to relay+ 1 in time slotm+1, m =1,..., M — 2, while
relay M — 1 amplifies and transmits to the destination in time glbt The gain of then'” relay
node is given by, = p/(pX,,—1 + 1) [14], where X, is the instantaneous fading power of
the m*" hop, form =1,..., M — 1. X, denotes the instantaneous fading power of the channel
between the source and the first relay node. It is assumedaddaig/decoding capabilities are

provided to the transmitter/receiver alone. In this calse,a@nd-to-end ergodic capacity is given
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by

— (X
Cl(\/IIi—AF (p) =K [log (1 + gMH—AF(XO7 cee aXM—l))} ’ (21)
whereg, . .o (70, -, 2a-1) = (TTMZ0 [(14 (p2m) 1)) —1)~'. Exact expressions for the ergodic

capacity in arbitrary fading channels are intractable nefeg the two-hop case. Previously, the
ergodic capacity of such a relay in fading channels has bétained as an infinite series in
[15]. Nevertheless, even in the absence of closed-formesspns, it is possible to compare
the ergodic capacities of two such relay networks which demntical, except for the fading
distribution across the hops.

In order to compare the performance of the MH-AF relay in tviffecent fading scenarios,
let X,, andY,, denote the instantaneous fading power of thé link of the first and second

fading channels respectively, fot =0,..., M — 1.
i _ =(X) ()
Proposition 5. If X, <11 Y,,, m =0,..., M —1, thenCyyi_sr (p) < Cym_ar (p) atall p > 0.

Proof: To establish this result, we recall that a property simitafProperty S4 holds for

LT ordered random variables: IX,, <i; Y,,,m = 0,...M — 1, theng(Xo,..., Xp_1) <1t
g(Yo, ..., Yy 1), wheneverg which is a Bernstein function in each variable, while viegvil

the other variables as constants [7, Theorem 5.A.7]. Noww, ¢an be established by straight-
forward differentiation with respect to;. As a result, if the instantaneous fading powers satisfy
Xm <tt Yoo,m =0,...,M — 1, theng, ., .»(Xo,..., Xar—1) <tt Gymnr(Yo0,---, Yar—1), @and
therefore from Property S3, we have, ,.(Xo, ..., Xm-1) <c Gy ar(Yo,---,Yy—1). The
proposition then follows, since ergodic capacity order&s$ Rave ordered expectations. H

In other words, if each hop oY dominates the corresponding hop &f in the Laplace
transform order, then the overall ergodic capacity of fiehop MH-AF relay formed using
{Y,, }M- 1 will be higher than that formed usingX,, }2=;.

However, this conclusion does not hold if we make the weaksumption thatX,, <. Y,,,
instead ofX,, <i; Y,,, m =0,...,M — 1. In other words, componentwise ordering of links in
the ergodic capacity ordering sense does not imply the imiglef the overall system. To see a
counterexample, consider the case of an interference @earchannel, where the instantaneous

fading power to interference power rati,, are independent and Pareto-type distributed with
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parametery [16]:
2Bx

FXm(x):W,x>O,BX>O, (22)
andY,, similarly with parametepy, wheregx < (y. In this case, it can be shown that, <.
Y, but X, £14 Y, m =0,..., M —1. As an illustrative example, Fig. 2 shows the numerically
evaluated ergodic capacities of a multi-hop relay with= 3 hops under Pareto-type distributed
signal-to-interference ratio with parametegtg = 1 and gy = 3, so that for each hogX,, <.
Y,,,m =0,1,2 is satisfied. It is observed from Fig. 2 that fo p,, wherep, ~ 5 dB, X is a
better channel thai” in the ergodic capacity order, while far> p,, the situation is reversed.

In summary, the MH-AF system is an example of a case whereragnto intuition, it is

M-1
m=0

possible for a fading channel systei,, } to not have a higher ergodic capacity at all SNR

than that of{ X,,}»=4, even though the ergodic capacity of eac¢h is higher than that of,,,,

m=0"

m=0,...,M —1 at all SNR.

C. Fading Multiple Access Channel

In this example, we focus on comparing the ergodic capaejons of a multi-user Gaussian

MAC network in two different fading scenarios. Consider thowing system model:

M
r:\/ﬁthsm+v, (23)
m=1

wherer is the received signap is the average SNR of each usey, is the transmitted symbol
of userm, h,, is the complex i.i.d (across time) ergodic fading betweecheaser and the
destination, and is the AWGN at the receiver. It is assumed that only the rexepossesses
CSI of all the users. The receiver intends to decode the signam all the users. IfX,, :=
\h|?,m =1,..., M, then the ergodic capacity regi@ﬁm (p) is the set of all ratel/-tuples
that satisfy [17, pp. 407],

Z Rn(p) <E

meS

log (1 + pZXm>] ; (24)
S

whereS c 2{1+M} Using the ergodic capacity order, we can now make the fatigwbserva-
tion which links the ordering of ergodic capacities of easeruto the overall ergodic capacity
region of the fading MAC.

Proposition 6. If X, <.Y,,m=1,..., M, then@f\fgc (p) C Uf\ﬁc (p), for p > 0.
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Proof: To begin with, observe thaf,,, . s(@1,...,2y:) = D g Tm belongs toCT BF caa s.
Now, if X,, <.Y,,,m=1,..., M, from Property S4 it follows that

unc.s (X153 Xar) Se Gynos V1o, Yar), VS € 2t (25)
: _ =(X) =(Y)
Hence, ifX,, <. Y,,m=1,..., M, thenCy ¢ (p) C Cyac (p), for all p > 0. u

In other words, if each user of the systexhhas a higher ergodic capacity than the corre-

sponding user in the systeln, thena(\ﬁc (p) C Ul(\ﬁc (p), for p > 0.

V. MIMO ERGODIC CAPACITY ORDER

In this section, the ergodic capacity ordering of MIMO syss$eis presented. Some properties
of this stochastic order are discussed, and an applicafidhio framework in a MIMO MAC
setting is presented. Before doing so, we formally define d®lisystem through its single

letter characterization:
r=./pHs+ v, (26)

wherer is the received signalH is a complexNz x Nr random matrix which captures the
effect of ergodic quasi-static fading, ~ CN(0,1) is the additive noises is the transmitted
symbol vector, ang is the average SNR per transmit antenHaandv are assumed to be i.i.d
across time, as a result of which a time index has not beenins@s). Further, it is assumed
that the receiver tracks the channel fading realizatlnsvhile no such CSI is available at the
transmitter. For this system model, the instantaneousidagower is given byH"H, and is
denoted asX. In this case, the ergodic capacity is the Shannon transé@drthe instantaneous
fading power, and is given b@f\ﬁwo (p) = E [logdet (I + pX)].
Remark: The Shannon transform for an arbitrary distributte positive semidefinite matrices
need not exist. Using Proposition 2, it can be shown that tienBon transform for a positive
semidefinite matrixX exists, if there exists somiec (0, 1], such thatf] E [1 — F,x) (u)] du =
O(t'7%),t — oo, whereQ is uniformly picked from{1,...,n}.

In what follows, we define a partial order on the instantasefagling power, which can be
used to compare the ergodic capacity of composite MIMO systender two different fading

environments.
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A. Definition and Properties

Definition 2. For two random positive semidefinite matricks Y, we say thaiX is dominated
by Y in the MIMO ergodic capacity order, and writ§ <. Y, if the Shannon transforms &
andY exist andE [tr log (I 4+ pX)] < E[tr log (I+ pY)], for all p > 0.

In Definition 2, log(-) is to be viewed as a matrix function, in the sense of Sectidh. Iit
is easy to show thaK <. Y is equivalent toE [logdet (I + pX)] < E [logdet (I + pY)], at
all p > 0. In contrast to the ergodic capacity order on random vaembihe MIMO ergodic
capacity corresponding to two different random matri¥eandY may be identical (for example,
whenY = UXU", whereU is a unitary matrix). In this circumstance, we wrile =, Y. In
what follows, some properties of the MIMO ergodic capacitgey are developed, which can be
viewed as matrix analogues to the properties developedadtidddll-B. The following properties
are true for positive semi-definite random matrices, forohihe Shannon transforms exist.
M1: If X, Y €87, thenX <. Y <= Etr g(X)] <E[tr g(Y)], for all g : R — R, such that

g € TBF, provided the expectations exist.

M2: If X, Y €S, thenX XY < ¢(X) 2. g(Y), forallg: R — R, such thay € CTBF.

M3: If X,Y €8} andE [tr exp(—pX)] > E [tr exp(—pY)] Vp > 0thenX <. Y.

M4: Let {X,,}M_,, {Y..}}_, be independent random matricesSh, such thatX,, <. Y,,,
m=1,...,M. Let g(Xy.;) = g(X4,...,Xn), i.€., g Operates onV/ S} matrices and
produces &" matrix. If g : RM — R is such thay € CTBFy theng(Xi.a) =Zc 9(Y1.01).

M5: If X <.Y,andY <.Z, thenX <. Z.

M6: X =.Y ifand only if """ | F,x) (u) = > | F(v) (u), whereF), x) (-) is the marginal
CDF of thei'" largest eigenvalue oX.

The proofs of properties M1-M4, and M6 can be found in Appgrali while Property M5 is
straight-forward to establish, and its proof is omittedogarty M3 provides a useful sufficient
condition to verify if two random matrices obey the MIMO edjocapacity order. This is because
E[tr exp(—pX)] > E[tr exp(—pY)] at all p > 0 is equivalent to) ;" | E [exp(—p\i(X))] >
Yo Elexp(—pXi(Y))],Vp > 0, and Laplace transforms of the eigenvalue distributiores ar
more easy to compute, when compared to the expectation® dbghdeterminants.

Next, we form an interesting interpretation of Property M6om Property M6, it follows that

X =. Y if and only if Eq[F,x) (u)] = Eq[F\,(v) (u)], where@ is uniformly picked from
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{1,n}. In other words, if the distribution of an eigenvalue pickaddomly and uniformly from
both matrices is identical, then the two random matricesegarded to be the same with respect
to the MIMO ergodic capacity order.

Although the proposed definition of the MIMO ergodic capgacitder is one of many different
possible partial orders on matrices, we assert that it istaraageneralization of the ergodic
capacity order defined in Section Ill. This is also elucidaty the fact that the properties
M1-M3 and M5 are indeed straight-forward matrix generdiaa of properties S1-S3 and S5
respectively. Further, the MIMO ergodic capacity orderrbehe following connection with the

ergodic capacity order defined for random variables:

Proposition 7. Let A\o(X) <. A\g(Y), where \o(X) is an eigenvalue oX picked uniformly
from the set of eigenvalues &f. ThenX <. Y. Conversely, iX <. Y, then)g(X) <. \o(Y).

Given two MIMO fading systemX andY, Proposition 7 implies tha¥ dominatesX in the
MIMO ergodic capacity order, if and only if a uniformly ranady selected eigen-channel a&f

has a larger ergodic capacity than that of a uniformly rangaelected eigen-channel &.

B. Application

An illustrative example to elucidate the efficacy of the MIM&Zgodic capacity order is the
M user Gaussian MIMO-MAC, where usémpossessed/; antennas. We assume that only the
receiver has CSI, and that each antenna of each user transmé@pendent signals. Further,
each user is allocated the same transmit pgwper transmit antenna. In this case, the ergodic

capacity regiorCyo_mac(p) is given by [18]:

e1\)/<III\/IO—1\JAC<p) = {(Rh R RM) : Z RZ < E [log det (I + PIvimvo—mac,s (XIM))} ’

€8
VS C{L,...,M}} 27)
where g, o vacs (Xiar) = > Xy, with 8§ € {1,..., M}. Clearly, whenX; is assumed to be

1€8
the variable while viewing all other arguments @f .., ....s(-) as constant matrices, it can

be seen thay,, ., u.cs(-) iS @ Thorin-Bernstein matrix function oX;, for i = 1,..., M.

Therefore, through property M4; (X1:m) Ze Gumonacs(Yi:ar), WheneverX; =,

MIMO -MAC,8

Y;,i=1,..., M. Consequentially®iiio_rac(p) € Camvo-wac(p), for p > 0.
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VI. CONCLUSION

The ergodic capacity order and its properties can be exadd obtain comparisons of ergodic
capacities of composite systems across two different fadimannels whose instantaneous SNRs
satisfy the ergodic capacity order. For systems such as MRCE&SC which involve multiple
instantaneous SNR RVs, we conclude that combining a betteofschannels (in the ergodic
capacity order) produces a system with a higher ergodicoitgpd his conclusion is true for all
systems whose end-to-end instantaneous SNR belongs t@7tBe-,, set. For systems whose
end-to-end SNR does not belong €9 BF,,, component-wise ergodic capacity ordering of
instantaneous SNR need not produce a system with a highediergapacity. An example
to illustrate this point is the MH-AF relay for which the iasttaneous SINR is Pareto-type
distributed. An extension of the ergodic capacity order tdVKd systems is also proposed
herein. The properties of the ergodic capacity order cansked to compare the capacity regions
of systems such as the multi-user MAC in two different fad@myironments, for both the single

and multiple antenna case.

APPENDIX A

PROOFS PROPERTIES OFMIMO ERGODIC CAPACITY ORDER

We now discuss the proofs of the properties of the MIMO ergadpacity order. The proofs of
the properties S1-S6 of the ergodic capacity order (forasd@V/s) are special cases of Properties
M1-M6 respectively, and can be obtained by setting: 1.

Proof of Property M1

AssumeX <. Y. Using the identitydet (I + pX) =[], (1 + pXi(X)), we can write

> log(1 4 pAi(X))

i=1

X=2Y <= E <E

> log(1+ p)\i(Y))] NVp>0. (28)
=1
Multiplying (28) by p~!, and taking the limit ag — 0, it is seen that

X=<Y = Ejtr X]<E[trY], (29)

provided the Shannon transforms ¥fandY exist, andE [tr X]| < co andE [tr Y] < oc.
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It now follows from (28) and (29) that

X=Y =

E [ log(L+tpX(X))u(t) + a+bA(X) | <E | log(l+tpAi(Y)u(t) +a+ bAi(Y)] ,
i=1 =1

Va,b>0,u(t) >0,p>0,t>0. (30)

Integrating the right hand side of (30) ovein the interval|0, co) preserves the inequality in
(30). Therefore,

X=<Y = E |:ia +b\i(X) + /log(l + tp)\i(X)),u(t)dt:I

[e.e]

<E [Za + b0\ (Y) + /log(l + t,o)\i(Y)),u(t)dt] ,Vp>0. (31)
=1 0
The summand in (31) is an arbitrary Thorin-Bernstein fumgtisincea, b, i are arbitrary and

nonnegative. Denoting this Thorin-Bernstein function fythe direct part of the property is
proved by observing from Section II-E th& [} " , g(\(X))] = E[tr ¢(X)]. To prove the
converse, choosg(A) = log(I + pA).

Proof of Property M2

Let X, Y € S, andX <. Y. Let¢y : R — R belong to7BF, andg : R — R belong
to CTBF. Using the definition of matrix functions, it is easy to seattfi(X) := ¢(g(X)) €
TBF. From Property M1, it is seen th& <. Y <= E[tr ¢(¢9(X))] < E[tr ¢(g9(Y))]. In
other words,g(X) =. ¢(Y), which proves the direct part of the property. To see the ers®;

choosef as the identity map.
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Proof of Property M3

Let X, Y € §%, andX =, Y. Using Frullani’s formula (5), it is evident that an equiwat
condition toX <. Y is given by
X=ZY =

{/ "3 (- ep(ps(X))a ] [/Z 1~ exp(—pshi(Y))) d ]

0

(32)
Commuting the expectation and integral in (32), we get

X=Y «—

/
S
0

Therefore, ifE [}, exp(—pAi(X))] > E[D 7, exp(—pXi(X))],p > 0, thenX <. Y. The
property then follows through the observation tBgd " | exp(—pXi(X))] = E [tr exp(—pX)].

e
n —s

Zexp(—ps)\i(X))] ds > / 68

i=1 0

E

Zexp(—ps)\i(Y))] ds.  (33)

i=1

Proof of Property M4

This property is proved using mathematical induction. Tgibavith, choose a matrix function
¢ € TBF, andX,.,, = [Xy,...,X,,] have independent and nonnegative random matrices as
components. Assume likewise f&f;.,, := [Y1,...,Y,,]. Now, form = 1, Property M4 is true
due to Property M2. Next, let us assume Property M4 to be wusdquences of lengtt — 1.
Thus, forg € CTBF,, we haveg([C Xi.,-1]) =c 9([C Y1i.m_1]), Whereg([C Xi._1]) =
9(C,Xy,...,X,,-1), andC € S7}. This implies

Eftr ¢ (9([C Xym—1])] S Eltr ¢ (¢([C Yim]))] (34)
where we have used Lemma 1 and Lemma 2. Next, for sequencesgihin, consider

Eftr ¢ (9(X1m)) [ X1 = C] = E[tr ¢ (9([C Xaun]))] (35)
< Eftr ¢ (9([C You])] =Eltr ¢ (9(Y1m)) [Y1=C] , (36)
where (36) follows from (35) due to (34). Now, taking the esta¢ion with respect t&X; on

the left hand side of (35) and the right hand side of (36), welBer ¢ (¢(X4,...,X,))] <
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Etr ¢ (9(Y1,...,Y,))]. Since in the above argumerX,; is an indeterminate parameter, the
same line of reasoning applies when conditioning on anyrqtheameter, and the proof of the

property thus follows.

Proof of Property M6

To prove this property, leX,Y € S”, andE [log det (I + pX)] = E [logdet (I + pY)]. Using

the representation of the log-determinant in terms of tigereialues, and (13), it is seen that

n

Oozl_FAi(X) (u) o> 1 — v (u)

X=.Y =1 du = [ = du . 37
= 1/p+u u/ Uptu (37)

To see the direct part of the Property, recall the Stieltjasasform of a function of bounded
variation is in a one-to-one correspondence with the fonctand) " | 1 — F),x) (u) is of
bounded variation. It is therefore immediate thaEiflog det (I + pX)] = E [logdet (I + pY)],
then) " |, F\,x) (u) = X1, Fy(v) (u), a.e.. To prove the converse, assumg | Fy,x) (u) =
>oi, By (u) a.e.. Then according to (37, [log det (I + pX)] = E [log det (I + pY)].
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Fig. 1. M-hop relay. S represents the source, Represent the relays and D represents the destination.
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Fig. 2. Ergodic capacity of amplify-forward relay withf = 3 slots. The instantaneous SINR is Pareto distributed with
parametergsx = 1 (dashed line) andy = 3 (solid line).

Fig. 3. M-user multiple access channel.

October 18, 2018 DRAFT



