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Abstract

For multi-input multi-output (MIMO) systems, many transceiver design problems involve the opti-

mization of the covariance matrices of the transmitted signals. Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions

based derivations are the most popular method, and many derivations and results have been reported

for different scenarios of MIMO systems. We propose a unified framework in formulating the KKT

conditions for general MIMO systems. Based on this framework, the optimal water-filling structure of

the transmission covariance matrices are derived rigorously, which is applicable to a wide range of

MIMO systems. Our results show that for MIMO systems with various power constraint formulations

and objective functions, both the derivation logics and water-filling structures for the optimal covariance

matrix solutions are fundamentally the same. Thus, our unified framework and solution reveal the under-

lying relationships among the different water-filling structures of the covariance matrices. Furthermore,

our results provide new solutions to the covariance matrix optimization of many complicated MIMO

systems with multiple users and imperfect channel state information (CSI) which were unknown before.

I. INTRODUCTION

This is an amazing era for wireless technologies with many novel and revolutionary concepts

coming forth such as cloud computing, smart city, and green communications, [1]–[8]. These

unprecedented concepts demonstrate the demands and the desires for innovation in the wireless

technology developments. In order to realize these goals, powerful physical layer technologies
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are expected, which are characterized by high power efficiency and high spectrum efficiency.

Multi-input multi-output (MIMO) technologies are taken as one of the most important ingredients

of a variety of complicated wireless systems [9]–[20]. From the optimization viewpoint, many

design problems for MIMO systems aim to optimize the covariance matrix of the transmitted

signals [9], [17].

Interestingly, for different performance metrics and different power constraints, the optimal

transmission covariance matrices always have water-filling structures [10]–[20]. Such structures

can greatly simplify the considered optimization problems and reveal the underlying physical

meanings meanwhile. Many variants of water-filling structures have been discovered, e.g., general

water-filling [21], polite water-filling [19], cluster water-filling [22], matrix-field water-filling

[18], and cave water-filling [23]. Along with the evolvements and developments of wireless

communication systems, the number of the papers on MIMO optimization with water-filling

structures in IEEE database is surging. Up to date, a large volume of elegant results have been

published for various MIMO scenarios, including single-user (SU) MIMO systems [11], multi-

user (MU) MIMO systems [24], distributed MIMO networks [14], [25], and multi-hop amplify-

and-forward MIMO relaying networks [26], [27]. Moreover, it has been shown that even for some

transceiver optimizations with channel state information (CSI) errors, water-filling structures also

hold [27]–[29]. It is desired to reconsider the large volume of closely related existing works,

reveal the underlying fundamental connections of them, and propose a unified framework.

A natural question that arises is how these water-filling structures are derived. Generally

speaking, there are three kinds of methods. The first one is the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)-

condition-based method [10], [28], [29]. Under some mild conditions, KKT conditions are

necessary conditions for the optimal solutions [30]. Based on this fact, common properties

derived from KKT conditions are the properties of the optimal solutions. The second one is

based on matrix inequalities [15], [16] or majorization theory [11], [27]. Compared with the

first kind of method, majorization theory is less popular from the traditional communication

theoretical perspective. Roughly speaking, it can reveal the inequality relationships between the

diagonal elements and eigenvalues of a matrix [31]. The third one is called matrix-monotonic

optimization which exploits the monotonicity in the field of positive semi-definite matrices [26],

[32], [33].

The matrix-monotonic optimization framework has very strict limitations on the objective

function and constraints of the optimization problems [26], [32], [33]. Matrix inequality based
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methods are usually powerful and rigorous. When the objective functions are Schur-convex or

Schur-concave functions of the diagonal elements of the mean-squared-error (MSE) matrix, the

optimal structure of the matrix variables can be derived [11], [27]. Unfortunately, this kind of

methods also suffers from many strict limitations in its applications [34]. Generally speaking,

these two kinds of methods are only applicable in single-source and single-destination systems.

The KKT-condition-based method is the most widely used and has a straightforward logic. Based

on complex matrix derivatives, the KKT conditions of the optimization problems are derived

first, from which the structures of the optimal solutions can be obtained. It is not limited by

the format of the covariance matrix e.g., single user or multiple users, nor by the format of the

transmit power constraints. Thus this kind of methods has the widest range of applications.

In existing literature, the detailed derivation procedures for water-filling solutions from KKT

conditions can seem to be largely different with each other [10], [28], [35]. In many works, it

was argued that the derivation procedures are distinctive due to their specific system models and

optimization problems, thus the works are significantly different from others. In our opinion, the

fundamental theories and technologies for physical layer designs do not evolve as fast as or look

as versatile as the communication system models. Due to the common root of all KKT-condition-

based methods, we think that the many seemly different mathematical derivations can be unified

into a single framework when the fundamental nature is understood. This is the motivation

of this work. In this paper, we investigate the most widely used KKT-condition-based method

for the transmission covariance matrix optimization in MIMO systems. A unified framework

is proposed for the derivations of the water-filling structure. The framework provides general

modeling, formulation, and methodology for MIMO transmission covariance optimization that

can lead to new discoveries and solve new problems.

The main contributions of our work are two-fold. The first is the derivations of the water-

filling structure for the transmission covariance matrix based on KKT conditions. A fundamental

and general solution is given based on which water-filling structures can be derived for a wide

range of MIMO systems. We discover that the water-filling structures of these different MIMO

systems are in nature closely related with each other. Second, based on the proposed solutions,

we derive the water-filling structured transmission covariance matrices for many SU MIMO and

MU MIMO systems under different objective functions, power constraints, and CSI assumptions,

specifically,

• the capacity maximization for SU MIMO systems under weighted power constraint and
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perfect CSI,

• the MSE minimization for SU MIMO systems under weighted power constraint and perfect

CSI,

• the capacity maximization for SU MIMO systems under multiple weighted power constraints

and perfect CSI,

• the MSE minimization for SU MIMO systems under multiple weighted power constraints

and perfect CSI,

• the capacity maximization for SU MIMO systems with total power constraint and imperfect

CSI,

• the MSE minimization for SU MIMO systems under weighted power constraint and imper-

fect CSI,

• the capacity maximization for SU MIMO systems under multiple weighted power constraints

and CSI error,

• the MSE minimization for SU MIMO systems under multiple weighted power constraints

and imperfect CSI,

• the capacity maximization for MU MIMO uplink under multiple weighted power constraints

and perfect CSI,

• the capacity maximization for MU MIMO uplink under multiple weighted power constraints

and imperfect CSI,

• the capacity maximization for MU MIMO downlink under multiple weighted power con-

straints and perfect CSI,

• the capacity maximization for MU MIMO downlink under multiple weighted power con-

straints and imperfect CSI error,

• the capacity maximization for network MIMO systems under multiple weighted power

constraints and imperfect CSI.

Many of the proposed solutions were unknown in existing works. For example, to our best knowl-

edge, the water-filling solutions for MIMO systems under multiple weighted power constraints

and imperfect CSI are firstly revealed in this work.

Notation: Throughput this paper, without other specifications, the following notation and symbols

are used. For matrix operations, the notation (·)T and (·)H are for the transpose and Hermitian

transpose, respectively. The symbol E{·} represents the expectation operation. A
1
2 denotes the

Hermitian square root of the positive semi-definite matrix A. The symbol a+ means max{0, a}.
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For matrix eigenvalues, λi(A) denotes the ith largest eigenvalue of matrix A and σi(Z) denotes

the largest singular value of matrix Z. In addition, for two Hermitian matrices, A � B means

that A − B is positive semi-definite. For matrix decompositions, to clarify the order of the

eigenvalues or singular values, Λ↘ represents a rectangular diagonal matrix with the diagonal

elements being in decreasing order.

II. FUNDAMENTAL RESULTS ON TRANSMISSION COVARIANCE MATRIX OPTIMIZATION

For a convex optimization problem, the KKT conditions are both necessary and sufficient for

the optimal solution. When the considered problem is nonconvex, the KKT conditions are not

sufficient in the general sense, but still necessary for the optimal solutions. We would like to

highlight that in this case, KKT conditions can still be useful. If a property or structure is derived

from the KKT conditions, it can be concluded that all solutions satisfying KKT conditions have

this structure. It is the major motivation of our framework of providing a fundamental result for

the structure of the optimal transmission covariance matrix from KKT conditions.

In this section, the fundamental mathematical result is given. It is the theoretical basis for the

transmission covariance matrix optimization in MIMO systems. The result is represented in the

following theorem.

Theorem 1: Define a set of matrix equations as follows
HHΠ−1/2

(
I + Π−1/2HQHHΠ−1/2

)−K
Π−1/2H

= µΦ−Ψ

Q1/2ΨQ1/2 = 0

(1)

where Π and Φ are positive define matrices. In addition, Q and Ψ are positive semidefinite

matrices. The matrix H is a complex matrix with proper dimensionality. The value of K can be

any positive integer. Then based on the following the singular value decomposition (SVD)

Π−1/2HΦ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H, with ΛH ↘, (2)

the matrix Q satisfying the two equations in (1) has the following water-filling structure

Q =Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N(µ−1/K [ΛH]
1
K
−1

1:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N)+

× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2, (3)

where N = Rank(H) and [Z]n,n denotes the nth diagonal entry of matrix Z.
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Proof: By left and right multiplying Q1/2 to the second equation in (1), we have the following

result

Q1/2HHΠ−1/2
(
I+Π−1/2HQHHΠ−1/2

)−K
Π−1/2HQ1/2

=µQ1/2ΦQ1/2. (4)

By defining the following new matrix

A = Φ1/2Q1/2, (5)

Equation (4) can be rewritten as

AHΦ−1/2HHΠ−1/2(I + Π−1/2HΦ−1/2A

×AHΦ−1/2HHΠ−1/2)−KΠ−1/2HΦ−1/2A = µAHA. (6)

From the SVDs of A and Π−1/2HΦ−1/2A, (6) implies that AHA and AHΦ−1/2HHΠ−1HΦ−1/2A

have the same eigen-matrix. Therefore, It can be concluded that the left SVD unitary matrix of

A equals the right SVD unitary matrix of Π−1/2HΦ−1/2.

Moreover, because Q1/2ΨQ1/2 = 0, we can conclude that AHΦ−1/2ΨΦ−1/2A = 0. It means

that the left SVD unitary matrix of A equals the eigen-matrix of Φ−1/2ΨΦ−1/2. In other words,

the right SVD unitary matrix of Π−1/2HΦ−1/2 equals the eigen-matrix matrix of Φ−1/2ΨΦ−1/2.

The first equation in (1) is equivalent to the following one

Φ−1/2HHΠ−1/2(I + Π−1/2HΦ−1/2AAHΦ−1/2

×HHΠ−1/2)−KΠ−1/2HΦ−1/2 = µI−Φ−1/2ΨΦ−1/2. (7)

With the following definitions

σi(A) = ai, σi(Π
−1/2HΦ−1/2) = hi,

λi(Φ
−1/2ΨΦ−1/2) = ψi, (8)

Equation (7) becomes

h2i
(1 + a2ih

2
i )
K

= µ− ψi, (9)

based on which a2i ’s are derived to be

a2i =
(h2i )

1/K

h2i

(
1

(µ− ψi)1/K
− 1

(h2i )
1/K

)
. (10)
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Actually, ψi can be removed. As AHΦ−1/2ΨΦ−1/2A = 0 and together with the inequalities

µ > 0 and ψi ≥ 0, it can be concluded that

ψi = 0 when a2i ≥ 0 (11)

ψi > 0 when a2i = 0, (12)

based on which we can conclude that

ψi = 0 when a2i =
(h2i )

1/K

h2i

(
1

µ1/K
− 1

(h2i )
1/K

)
(13)

ψi > 0 when a2i =
(h2i )

1/K

h2i

(
1

(µ− ψi)1/K
− 1

(h2i )
1/K

)
= 0. (14)

To combine the previous two equations into a single one, the following equality is achieved

a2i =
(h2i )

1/K

h2i

(
1

µ1/K
− 1

(h2i )
1/K

)+

. (15)

Finally, it can be concluded that

Q =Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N(µ−1/K [ΛH]
1
K
−1

1:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N)+

× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2. (16)

When applying Theorem 1 to KKT-condition-based transmission covariance matrix optimiza-

tion for MIMO systems, the matrix Q corresponds to the covariance matrix to be optimized, H

corresponds to the channel matrix, Φ corresponds to the power weight, Π corresponds to the

noise covariance matrix, while Ψ corresponds to the Lagrange multipliers. It is noteworthy that

the formulation and result of Theorem 1 are general and independent of specific MIMO system

setups, including the detailed objective functions, power constraints, signal models, and channel

assumptions. Moreover, in Theorem 1, the matrices Π and Φ are not limited to be constant but

can be functions of Q. This is because there are no limitations on Π and Φ in the mathematically

rigorous proof. The conclusion given in (2) is a mathematical reformulation of the Equations in

(1).

Next, we would like to discuss the main difference between our derivations and existing ones

as water-filling structure derivations have been extensively studied. To our best knowledge, the

logics of existing derivation methods can be classified into two categories. The first is based

on matrix inequalities, e.g., [9], [11], [34]. However, it is usually very difficult to guarantee

that the extreme values of the matrix inequalities can be achieved due to the variations in the

objectives or constraints of the optimization problems [34]. For example, in Telatar’s paper
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[9], the matrix inequality log|I + HQHH| ≤
∑

i log(1 + λi(H
HH)λi(Q)) was used to derive

the water-filling structure of the optimal solutions. If the sum power constraint Tr(Q) ≤ P is

replaced by [Q]i,i ≤ Pi, the equality cannot be achieved [34]. In Section III, we will show that

this problem can be overcome by using our method in Theorem 1, thanks to the fact that in

heorem 1, Π and Φ can be functions of Q. Thus, compared with existing works, our conclusion

is more general.

The second category of derivation method is purely based on KKT conditions, which consisting

of two phases. In the first phase, the argument is used that when the production of two matrices

Λ1Λ2 is a Hermitian matrix and Λ1 is a diagonal matrix, Λ2 is a diagonal matrix. However

if some diagonal elements of Λ1 are zeros, this claim does not hold. To avoid this problem,

in some existing works, it is usually assumed that H is full rank [35]. Different from existing

works, Theorem 1 does not rely on this argument and there is no limitation on the rank of H.

In the second phase of the existing KKT-condition-based derivation method [10], [28], the

diagonalizable structure is used to reduce the KKT conditions to equations that involve only

diagonal matrices, then to solve the optimal covariance matrix from the reduced equations.

As the diagonal elements are nonnegative, the operation “+” is introduced. In Theorem 1, the

operation “+” appears in the solution via rigorous mathematical derivation, where the symbol

“+” is introduced for the notational simplicity. While in many applications, the insights of this

solution can be explained by the physical meaning that the transmission power cannot be negative,

the physical meaning cannot be used for the derivation of the result. Some existing derivations

use the argument that the symbol “+” comes from the fact that Q is positive semi-definite and

then the negative eigenvalues must be set to be zeros. This argument may be incorrect in some

applications. To see this, we can consider a positive semidefinite matrix Φ. Generally speaking,

Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N

(
µ−1/K [ΛH]

1
K
−1

1:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2

6=
[
Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N

(
µ−1/K [ΛH]

1
K
−1

1:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)
×[VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2

]+
, (17)

where (A)+ stands for the matrix obtained by replaying the negative eigenvalues of A by zeros.

The equality holds only when Φ is proportional to an identity matrix.
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Moreover, in some existing works, Q is replaced by FFH in the derivation. Then the following

KKT condition is achieved

HHΠ−1/2(I + Π−1/2HFFHHHΠ−1/2)−1Π−1/2HF

= µΦF. (18)

In this case, as revealed in [34], due to the turning-off effect, the water-filling structure cannot

be achieved. To clarify this, a brief discussion is given as follows. First, Equation (18) is not

equivalent to the following one:

HHΠ−1/2(I + Π−1/2HFFHHHΠ−1/2)−1Π−1/2H = µΦ, (19)

as the right inverse of F may not exist. Furthermore, (18) is not equivalent to (1) because of

the lack of Ψ. As discussed in [34], any eigen-channel can be turned off (allocated zero power)

and (18) can still be satisfied. This fact is referred to as the “turning-off effect” and because of

it, Theorem 1 cannot be achieved based on (18).

Based on the KKT conditions (which are necessary for the corresponding convex or nonconvex

optimization problem), Theorem 1 reveals that all solutions of Q satisfying the two mathematical

equations in (1) have the structure given by (3). The fundamental conclusion in Theorem 1 has

the following properties:

• It is independent of whether the considered optimization problem is convex.

• It is only related with the two equations in (1), which compose a partial set of the KKT

conditions, instead of the full set.

• It applies when the involved parameters are constants or functions of the variable.

• It provides a common structure of the solutions satisfying the KKT conditions.

In the following four sections, we use the result in Theorem 1, to derive the optimal water-

filling structures for the transmission covariance matrices of MIMO systems with different

objective functions, power constraints, and CSI assumptions. A diagram is provided as Fig. 1 to

show the organization of the different scenarios, their interconnections, and our new contributions.

Generally, we investigate three kinds of MIMO systems: SU MIMO systems, MU MIMO

systems, and network MIMO systems.

In SU MIMO systems, first we investigate the capacity maximization and MSE minimization

under a weighted power constraints and perfect CSI. In existing works, these problems have

been solved via variable substitutions. Our scheme is different and relies on Theorem 1 and the
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new approach provides clear understandings on the solution structures. In addition, this work

finds the optimal structures for the corresponding optimization problems under imperfect CSI

with Kronecker structured channel errors. For systems with transmit or receive correlation only,

the optimal solutions are derived in exact closed-forms.

For MU MIMO systems, both uplink and downlink are considered for capacity maximization

with perfect CSI and imperfect CSI under multiple weighted power constraints. The optimization

problems are nonconvex for systems with imperfect CSI and both transmit and receive corre-

lations. Based on Theorem 1, the optimal structures of the transmission covariance matrix are

derived, from which we can found suboptimal yet low complexity algorithms with satisfactory

performance. For the uplink capacity maximization with imperfect CSI and receive correlation

only, the optimal solution is derived in closed-form.

Finally, the most general MIMO networks are investigated, in which multiple nodes com-

municate with multiple destinations with arbitrary network topologies and imperfect CSI. From

Theorem 1, conditions on the optimal covariance matrix are derived in a recursive format, which

can lead to low-complexity suboptimal solutions and work as a benchmark algorithm for many

complicated MIMO systems.

Remark 1: Taking the transmission covariance matrices as optimization variables is a widely

adopted logic for MIMO optimizations [36]–[38]. For MSE minimization, when a linear pre-

coding matrix is adopted at the source, there may exist a constraint on the rank of the covari-

ance matrix when the number of data streams is smaller than that of the transmit antennas.

Unfortunately, this constraint is nonconvex and rank-relaxation is often needed in solving the

optimization. On the other hand, for capacity maximization, there is no rank constraint since

the number of information streams is not limited by the antenna number. Orthogonality between

different data steams can be realized via certain coding strategies in addition to the spatial

diversity provided by the antennas [37].

III. TRANSMISSION COVARIANCE MATRIX OPTIMIZATION IN SU MIMO SYSTEMS WITH

PERFECT CSI

This section is on the applications of Theorem 1 in the transmission covariance matrix

optimization of SU MIMO systems with perfect CSI. It is organized into two parts, one for

the weighted sum power constraint and the other for multiple weighted power constraints. In

each part, both capacity maximization and MSE minimization are considered.
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SU MIMO (Secs. III & IV) MU MIMO (Sec. V)
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correlation
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power constraints with perfect CSI
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power constraints and imperfect CSI

P12: Capacity max. under multiple weighted 

power constraints with imperfect CSI

P13: Capacity max. under 

multiple weighted power 

constraints with imperfect CSI

MIMO Network 

(Sec. VI)

New derivations, similar result exists.

New derivations, closed-form solutions, similar result exists.
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Fig. 1. A summary diagram for the studied MIMO design problems.

In SU MIMO systems, there is one source and one destination both are equipped with multiple

antennas. The signal model is

y = HFs + n, (20)

where y is the received signal at the destination, H is the channel matrix, and Fs is the transmitted

signal whose covariance matrix is Q = FFH, and F is the precoder. Finally, n represents the

additive noise at the destination and its covariance matrix is Rn. The reason to investigate this

simple model is two-fold. First, the optimal solutions for the related problems have been derived

using other logics. Thus the cases can be used for verification. On the other hand, the results of

these simple cases and their comparison with their counterparts for more complicated systems

can help reveal the physical meanings and insights of the proposed solutions.

A. Single Weighted Sum Power Constraint

For MIMO systems, when the channel statistics for different antennas are similar, the sum

power constraint is a very useful power model for transceiver optimization [18]. Weighted sum

power constraint is a generalization of the sum power constraint, modeled as Tr(WQ) ≤ P ,

where P is the maximum transmit power and W is the weight matrix, which must be positive
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definite. If W has a zero eigenvalue, there is no power constraint at the corresponding direction,

which is impractical.

The capacity maximization problem under the weighted sum power constraint is formulated

as follows

P1: min
Q
−log

∣∣I + R−1n HQHH
∣∣

s.t. Tr(WQ) ≤ P, Q � 0. (21)

The KKT conditions of (21) can be derived to be

HHR−1/2n

(
I+R−1/2n HQHHR−1/2n

)−1
R−1/2n H = µW−Ψ

µ ≥ 0, µ(Tr(Q)− P ) = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0, (22)

where µ is the Lagrangian multiplier corresponding to the constraint Tr(Q) ≥ P and the positive

semi-definite matrix Ψ is the Lagrangian multiplier corresponding to the constraint Q � 0. Based

on Theorem 1 and the replacements Π = Rn and Φ = W, we have the following conclusion.

Conclusion 1: The optimal transmission covariance matrix for P1 has the following water-filling

structure

Q = W−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1I− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VH]H1:N,1:N

×W−1/2, (23)

where the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

R−1/2n HW−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H. (24)

Similarly, the MSE minimization problem can be formulated in the following form

P2: min
Q

Tr
[(

I + R−1n HQHH
)−1]

s.t. Tr(WQ) ≤ P, Q � 0. (25)

The KKT conditions of P2 can be derived to be

HHR−1/2n

(
I+R−1/2n HQHHR−1/2n

)−2
R−1/2n H = µW−Ψ

µ ≥ 0, µ(Tr(Q)− P ) = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0

Tr(Q) ≤ P Q � 0. (26)
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Again based on Theorem 1 with the replacements Π = Rn and Φ = W, the following conclusion

holds.

Conclusion 2: The optimal transmission covariance matrix for P2 satisfies the following water-

filling structure

Q =W−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1/2[ΛH]−11:N,1:N− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VH]H:,1:NW−1/2. (27)

Comment 1: By comparing these two optimal solutions, it can be seen that the solutions for

capacity maximization and MSE minimization have the same fundamental structure. The power

constraint weighting matrix is reflected on the column correlation in (2). The solutions given

by Conclusions 1 and 2 are exact and closed-form solutions. The Lagrange multiplier µ can be

easily solved subsequently [11]. Comparing with existing works [9] and [10], in our work, the

two problems are solved using the same framework and the derivation logic is much simpler and

more rigorous. Specifically, different from [9] in which the derivations consist of two steps, i.e.,

deriving the diagonalizable structure based matrix inequality and deriving water-filling solution

based on KKT conditions, our derivations need only one step to reach the optimal solution.

Comparing with [10], our work does not suffer from the turning-off effect [41].

B. Multiple Weighted Power Constraints

As each antenna in an antenna array has its own amplifier, many researchers believe that

per-antenna power constraints are more practical. This subsection is on the case with multiple

weighted power constraints, which includes per-antenna power constraints as its special case.

The constraint takes the following form

Tr(ΩiQ) ≤ Pi, (28)

where Pi is the ith power constraint and the positive semi-definite matrix Ωi is the corresponding

weight matrix. When Ωi = bib
H
i with bi being the vector whose ith element is one and other

elements are zeros, we have Tr(ΩiQ) = bH
i Qbi. In this case, the power constraint in (28)

becomes a per-antenna power constraint for the ith antenna.
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The capacity maximization for SU MIMO systems under multiple weighted power constraints

is formulated as follows

P3: min
Q
−log

∣∣I + R−1n HQHH
∣∣

s.t. Tr(ΩiQ) ≤ Pi, Q � 0. (29)

The corresponding KKT conditions are

HHR−1/2n

(
I + R−1/2n HQHHR−1/2n

)−1
R−1/2n H

=Tr

(∑
i

{µiΩi}Q

)
−Ψ

µi ≥ 0, µi [Tr(ΩiQ)− Pi] = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0,

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0, (30)

where µi is the Lagrangian multiplier that corresponds to the constraint Tr(ΩiQ) ≤ Pi. Based

on Theorem 1, the following conclusion can be achieved for P3.

Conclusion 3: The optimal transmission covariance matrix for P3 has the following water-filling

structure

Q = Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1I− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2, (31)

where Φ is defined as

Φ =
1

µ

∑
i

{µiΩi} (32)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

Π−1/2HΦ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H with ΛH ↘,

Π = Rn. (33)

On the other hand, the optimization problem of the MSE minimization under multiple weighted

power constraints is formulated as

P4: min
Q

Tr
[(

I + R−1n HQHH
)−1]

s.t. Tr(ΩiQ) ≤ Pi, i = 1, · · · , N.

Q � 0. (34)
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After tedious but straightforward derivations, the corresponding KKT conditions can be obtained

as follows

HHR−1/2n

(
I + R−1/2n HQHHR−1/2n

)−2
R−1/2n H

= Tr(
∑
i

{µiΩi}Q)−Ψ,

µi ≥ 0, µi [Tr(ΩiQ)− Pi] = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0,

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0. (35)

By following exactly the same procedure as that for the capacity maximization, the optimal

solution for P4 is solved by Theorem 1 and the following conclusion is obtained.

Conclusion 4: The optimal transmission covariance matrix for P4 has the following water-filling

structure

Q =Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1/2[ΛH]−11:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2, (36)

where Φ is defined in (32) and VH is defined in (33).

Comment 2: The solutions given in Conclusions 3 and 4 are closed-form solutions. The

multiple Lagrange multipliers µi’s can be efficiently solved by subgradient algorithms [32]. The

capacity maximization problem P3 was studied in [35]. Our work is more general since [35]

considers the special case of per-antenna power constraints and full rank channel matrix.

IV. TRANSMISSION COVARIANCE MATRIX OPTIMIZATION FOR SU MIMO SYSTEMS WITH

IMPERFECT CSI

In practical wireless systems, perfect CSI is unrealistic as CSI must be estimated via training

processes. The limited training length, the ubiquitous noise, together with the time varying nature

of wireless channels make channel estimation errors inevitable [40]. By taking channel estimation

error into account, the CSI can usually be modeled as follows [26], [28]:

H = H̄ + ∆H where ∆H = R
1/2
R HWR

1/2
T . (37)

In this model, ∆H is the CSI error, while RR and RT are the corresponding receive and transmit

correlation matrices and without loss of generality HW is a random matrix with each element

being independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random variables with zero-mean

and unit-variance.
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A. Total Power Constraint with Imperfect CSI

With the CSI error in (37) and white noise i.e., Rn = σ2
nI, the capacity maximization problem

under a total power constraint can be given as

P5: min
Q
−log

∣∣I + K−1n H̄QH̄H
∣∣

s.t. Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(RTQ)RR

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0, (38)

where P is the total power constraint. Based on the following matrix derivative equation

∂log|I + K−1n H̄QH̄H|
∂Q

=H̄H
(
Kn + H̄QH̄H

)−1
H̄− Tr

(
K−1n RR

)
RT

+ Tr
(
(Kn + H̄QH̄H)−1RR

)
RT, (39)

the KKT conditions of P5 can be derived as follows

H̄HK−1/2n

(
I + K−1/2n H̄QH̄HK−1/2n

)−1
K−1/2n H̄

=µI + Tr
[(

K−1n −
(
Kn + H̄QH̄H

)−1)
RR

]
RT −Ψ

µ ≥ 0, µ (Tr(Q)− P ) = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0. (40)

Based on Theorem 1, the following conclusion for the optimal solution of P5 can be obtained.

Conclusion 5: The optimal transmission covariance matrix for P5 has the following water-filling

structure

Q = Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1I− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2, (41)

where Φ is defined as

Φ = I +
1

µ
Tr
[(

K−1n −
(
Kn + H̄QH̄H

)−1)
RR

]
RT (42)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

K−1/2n H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H. (43)

Next, two special cases are considered: 1) the transmit antennas have no spatial correlation

and 2) the receive antennas have no spatial correlation. For the first case, RT is a scalar multiple
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of the identity matrix, denoted as RT ∝ I. It can be shown that Φ ∝ I and Conclusion 5 can

be greatly simplified.

Conclusion 5.1 When RT = rbI, the optimal solution of P5 can be simplified as

Q = [VH]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1I− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VH]H:,1:N ,

where

µ̃ = µ

(
1+

rb
µ

Tr
[(

K−1n −
(
Kn + H̄QH̄H

)−1)
RR

])
(44)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

Kn
−1/2H̄ = UHΛHVH

H,

Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(Q)RR = σ2

nI + PRR. (45)

When the receive antennas have no spatial correlation, i.e., RR = raI, the following equation

holds

Kn =
(
σ2
n + raTr(QRT)

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
,kn

I. (46)

Then by defining

Q̃ =
1

kn
Q, (47)

the first KKT condition can be rewritten as

H̄H
(
I + H̄Q̃H̄H

)−1
H̄

=µknI + raTr

[(
I−

(
I + H̄Q̃H̄H

)−1)]
RT−Ψkn

=µknI + raTr

[
H̄H
(
I + H̄Q̃H̄H

)−1
H̄Q̃

]
RT−Ψkn. (48)

Taking trace on both sides, we will have

Tr

[
H̄H

(
I + H̄Q̃H̄H

)−1
H̄Q̃

]
=µknTr(Q̃)+Tr

[
H̄H
(
I+H̄Q̃HH

)−1
H̄Q̃

]
Tr
(
RTQ̃

)
ra, (49)
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based on which the following equalities are obtained

Tr

[
H̄H

(
I + H̄Q̃H̄H

)−1
H̄Q̃

]
=

µknTr(Q̃)

1− Tr(RTQ̃)ra

=
µknTr(Q)

kn − Tr(RTQ)ra

=
µknP

σ2
n

. (50)

From (50), the first KKT condition in (48) becomes

H̄H
(
I+H̄Q̃H̄H

)−2
H̄ =

µkn
σ2
n

(
σ2
nI+raPRT

)
−Ψkn. (51)

Therefore, based on Theorem 1, the following conclusion holds.

Conclusion 5.2 When RR = raI, the optimal Q̃ has the following structure

Q̃ = Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1I− [ΛH]−1:,1:N

)+
[VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2

where

µ̃ =
µkn
σ2
n

, Φ = σ2
nI + raPRT (52)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H with ΛH ↘ . (53)

When Q̃ has been computed, to derive Q based on (47), kn should be computed. This is very

easy as Tr(Q) = P . Based on (47), it is obvious that

kn =
Tr(Q)

Tr(Q̃)
=

P

Tr(Q̃)
. (54)

Next, we consider the MSE minimization problem, which can be formulated in the following

form

P6: min
pi

Tr
[(

I + K−1n H̄QH̄H
)−1]

s.t. Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(RTQ)RR

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0. (55)
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Based on the following matrix derivative equality

∂Tr[(I + K−1n H̄QH̄H)−1]

∂Q

=− H̄HK−1/2n

(
I + K−1/2n H̄QH̄HK−1/2n

)−1
K−1/2n H̄

+ Tr
[
K−1n H̄Q1/2

(
I + Q1/2H̄HK−1n H̄Q1/2

)−2
×H̄HQ1/2K−1n RR

]
RT, (56)

the KKT conditions of P6 can be derived to be

H̄HK−1/2n

(
I + K−1/2n H̄QH̄HK−1/2n

)−1
K−1/2n H̄

= µI + Tr
[
K−1n H̄Q1/2

(
I+Q1/2H̄HK−1n H̄Q1/2

)−2
×H̄HQ1/2K−1n RR

]
RT −Ψ,

µ ≥ 0, µ(Tr(Q)− P ) = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0,

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0. (57)

Based on Theorem 1, we have the following conclusion.

Conclusion 6: The optimal transmission covariance matrix for P6 has the following water-filling

structure

Q =Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1/2[ΛH]−11:N,1:N−[ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2, (58)

where Φ is defined as follows

Φ = I +
1

µ
Tr
[
K−1n H̄Q1/2

(
I + Q1/2H̄HK−1n H̄Q1/2

)−2
×H̄HQ1/2K−1n RR

]
RT (59)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

Kn
−1/2H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH

H with ΛH ↘ .

Similarly, two special cases are considered. When the transmit antennas have no spatial

correlation, i.e., RT ∝ I, it can be shown that Φ ∝ I, and the following conclusion is obtained.

Conclusion 6.1 When RT = rbI, the optimal solution for P6 has the following water-filling

structure

Q = [VH]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1[ΛH]−11:N,1:N− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VH]H:,1:N ,
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where

µ̃ = µ

(
1 +

rb
µ

Tr
[(

K−1n −
(
Kn + H̄QH̄H

)−1)
RR

])
(60)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

K−1/2n H̄ = UHΛHVH
H

Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(Q)RR = σ2

nI + PRR. (61)

When the receive antennas have no spatial correlation, i.e., RR = raI, based on (47), the first

KKT conditions can be reformulate in the following form

H̄H
(
I+H̄Q̃H̄H

)−2
H̄ =

µkn
σ2
n

(σ2
nI + PraRT)−Ψkn. (62)

Based on Theorem 1 and the following substitution

Φ = σ2
nI + PraRT, (63)

we have the following conclusion.

Conclusion 6.2 When RR = raI, the optimal Q̃ for P6 satisfies the following structure

Q̃ = Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1/2[ΛH]−11:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2,

where

µ̃ =
µkn
σ2
n

(64)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H with ΛH ↘ . (65)

Comment 3: By comparing the optimal solutions in Conclusions 5 and 6, it can be seen

that the solutions for capacity maximization and MSE minimization have similar structure. The

weight of the power constraint is reflected on the column correlation of the channel matrix.

The solutions in Conclusions 5.1, 5.2, 6.1 and 6.2 are in exact closed-forms, while the general

solutions given by Conclusions 5 and 6 can be computed using iterative schemes such as fixed

point algorithms. Some similar problems have also been discussed in [27]–[29]. Compared with

Ding’s work in [28], [29], our derivations are much simpler and provides a unified framework

optimization for both capacity maximization and MSE minimization. As discussed in [34], the
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methods in [28], [29] suffer from the turning-off effect, while the proposed framework does not

have this problem. It is worth highlighting that our previous work [27] cannot cover the general

conclusions given by Conclusions 5 and 6 as some approximations are used.

B. Multiple Weighted Power Constraints with imperfect CSI

To our best knowledge, the transmission covariance matrix optimizations for MIMO systems

under multiple weighted power constraints and imperfect CSI are still open. The capacity

maximization problem can be formulated as follows

P7: min
Q
−log

∣∣I + K−1n H̄QH̄H
∣∣

s.t. Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(RTQ)RR,

Tr(ΩiQ) ≤ Pi, Q � 0. (66)

The corresponding KKT conditions are given as

H̄HK−1/2n

(
I + K−1/2n H̄QH̄HK−1/2n

)−1
K−1/2n H̄

=
∑
i

µiΩi+Tr
[(

K−1n −
(
Kn+H̄QH̄H

)−1)
RR

]
RT−Ψ

µ ≥ 0, µ(Tr(Q)− P ) = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0,

Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0. (67)

Based on Theorem 1, the following conclusion is obtained.

Conclusion 7: The optimal transmission covariance matrix for P7 has the following structure

Q = Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1I− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2, (68)

where

Φ =
1

µ

∑
i

µiΩi+
1

µ
Tr
[(

K−1n −
(
Kn+H̄QH̄H

)−1)
RR

]
RT,

Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(RTQ)RR, (69)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

K−1/2n H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H with ΛH ↘ . (70)
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For the special case that the receive antennas have no spatial correlation, i.e., RR = raI, the

first KKT condition can be rewritten as

H̄HK−1/2n (I + K−1/2n H̄QH̄HK−1/2n )−1K−1/2n H̄

=
∑
i

µiΩi+Tr
[(

K−1n −
(
Kn+H̄QH̄H

)−1)]
RTra−Ψ. (71)

Based on (71) and (47), we have

H̄H(I + H̄Q̃H̄H)−1H̄

=
µkn
σ2
n

[∑
i

µi
µ

Ωiσ
2
n +

(∑
i

µi
µ
Pi

)
raRT

]
−Ψkn. (72)

From Theorem 1, the following conclusion is obtained.

Conclusion 7.1: When RR = raI, the optimal Q̃ for P7 has the following structure

Q̃ = Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1I− [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2

where

µ̃ =
µkn
σ2
n

(73)

Φ =
∑
i

µiΩiσ
2
n +

(∑
i

µiPi

)
raRT (74)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H with ΛH ↘ . (75)

Furthermore, the MSE minimization problem for SU MIMO systems under multiple weighted

power constraint and imperfect CSI is written in the following form [27]

P8: min
Q

Tr
[(

I + K−1n H̄QH̄H
)−1]

s.t. Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(RTQ)RR,

Tr(ΩiQ) ≤ Pi, Q � 0. (76)
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The KKT conditions are

H̄HK−1/2n

(
I+K−1/2n H̄QH̄HK−1/2n

)−2
K−1/2n H̄

=
∑
i

µiΩi+Tr
[
K−1n H̄Q1/2

(
I+Q1/2H̄HK−1n H̄Q1/2

)−2
×H̄HQ1/2K−1n RR

]
RT −Ψ

µi ≥ 0, µi(Tr(ΩiQ)− Pi) = 0, Tr(QΨ) = 0, Ψ � 0,

Tr(ΩiQ) ≤ Pi, Q � 0. (77)

Based on Theorem 1, the following conclusion is obtained.

Conclusion 8: The optimal transmission covariance matrix of P8 has the following structure

Q =Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ−1/2[ΛH]−11:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2 (78)

where Φ is defined as

Φ =
1

µ

∑
i

µiΩi +
1

µ
Tr
[
K−1n H̄Q1/2

×
(
I+Q1/2H̄HK−1n H̄Q1/2

)−2
H̄HQ1/2K−1n RR

]
RT (79)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

K−1/2n H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H with ΛH ↘

Kn = σ2
nI + Tr(RTQ)RR. (80)

For the special case that the receive antennas have no spatial correlation, i.e., RR = raI, the

first KKT condition can be written as

H̄HK−1/2n

(
I + K−1/2n H̄QH̄HK−1/2n

)−2
K−1/2n H̄

=
∑
i

µiΩi+Tr
[
K−1n H̄Q1/2

(
I+Q1/2H̄HK−1n H̄Q1/2

)−2
×Q1/2H̄HK−1n

]
RTra −Ψ. (81)

Based on (81) and (47), we have

H̄H(I + H̄Q̃H̄H)−2H̄

=
µkn
σ2
n

[∑
i

µi
µ

Ωiσ
2
n +

(∑
i

µi
µ
Pi

)
raRT

]
−Ψkn. (82)
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Thus, the following simplified solution can be obtained from from Theorem 1.

Conclusion 8.1: When RR = raI, the optimal Q̃ of P8 satisfies the following structure

Q̃ = Φ−1/2[VH]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1/2[ΛH]−11:N,1:N − [ΛH]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VH]H:,1:NΦ−1/2, (83)

where

µ̃ =
µkn
σ2
n

, (84)

Φ =
∑
i

µi
µ

Ωiσ
2
n +

(∑
i

µi
µ
Pi

)
raRT, (85)

and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

H̄Φ−1/2 = UHΛHVH
H with ΛH ↘ . (86)

Comment 4: To our best knowledge, the water-filling structures for the optimal covariance

matrices for SU MIMO systems under multiple weighted power constraints and imperfect CSI

have been open problems in existing literature. The solutions given in Conclusions 7.1 and

8.1 are exact and in closed-form. The general solutions given in Conclusions 7 and 8 can be

computed iteratively based on fixed point algorithms.

V. TRANSMISSION COVARIANCE MATRIX OPTIMIZATION IN MU MIMO UNDER MULTIPLE

WEIGHTED POWER CONSTRAINTS

In this section, the transmission covariance matrix optimization for MU MIMO systems is

investigated. The MU MIMO system has one multi-antenna base station and multiple multi-

antenna users. The channel between the kth user and the base station is denoted by Hk and the

kth user’s transmission covariance matrix is denoted by Qk. Multiple weighted power constraints

are considered with Ωk,i being the weighting matrix for the ith power constraint of the kth user

and Pk,i being the corresponding power limit. The optimization for the uplink is studied first

followed by the downlink.
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A. MU MIMO Uplink

For the uplink where the users send information to the base station, the capacity maximization

problem under multiple weighted power constraints and perfect CSI is formulated as

P9: min
Qk

−log

∣∣∣∣∣I + R−1n

K∑
k=1

(HkQkH
H
k )

∣∣∣∣∣
s.t. Tr(Ωk,iQk) ≤ Pk,i, Qk � 0. (87)

The KKT conditions of P9 are

HH
k

(
Rn +

∑
j 6=k

HjQjH
H
j + HkQkH

H
k

)−1
Hk

=
∑
i

µk,iΩk,i −Ψk,

µk,i ≥ 0, µk,i(Tr(Ωk,iQk)− Pk,i) = 0, Tr(QkΨk) = 0,

Ψk � 0, Tr(Ωk,iQk) ≤ Pk,i, Qk � 0, (88)

where Ψk is the Lagrangian multiplier corresponding to the constraint Qk � 0. By using Theorem

1, the following conclusion is obtained.

Conclusion 9: The optimal transmission covariance matrices for P9 has the following water-

filling structure

Qk = Φ
−1/2
k [VHk

]:,1:N
(
µ−1k I− [ΛHk

]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VHk

]H:,1:NΦ
−1/2
k , (89)

where Φk is defined as

Φk =
1

µk

∑
i

{µk,iΩk,i} (90)

and the unitary matrix VHk
is defined by the following SVD

Π
−1/2
k HkΦ

−1/2
k = UHk

ΛHk
VH

Hk
with ΛHk

↘,

Πk = Rn +
∑
j 6=k

HjQjH
H
j . (91)

Next, MU MIMO systems with imperfect CSI is considered. The following channel model is

used

Hk = H̄k + ∆Hk with ∆Hk = R
1/2
R,kHW,kR

1/2
T,k, (92)
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where similar to previous notation, ∆Hk represents the CSI error for the channel matrix between

User k and the base station, RR,k is the receive correlation matrix corresponding to User k, RT,k

is the transmit correlation matrix corresponding to User k, and HW,k is a random matrix whose

entries are i.i.d. Gaussian random variables with zero-mean and unit-variance.

The capacity maximization problem under multiple weighted power constraints, imperfeect

CSI, and white noise, i.e., Rn = σ2
nI, can be formulated as follows

P10: min
Qk

−log

∣∣∣∣∣I + K−1k

K∑
k=1

(H̄kQkH̄
H
k )

∣∣∣∣∣
s.t. Kk = σ2

nI +
∑
k

Tr(QkRT,k)RR,

Tr(Ωk,iQk) ≤ Pk,i, Qk � 0. (93)

Define the following positive semi-definite matrix

Σk = Kk +
∑
j 6=k

H̄jQjH̄
H
j . (94)

The KKT conditions are listed as follows

H̄H
k

(
Σk + H̄kQkH̄

H
k

)−1
H̄k =

∑
i

µiΩk,i

+ Tr
[(

Σ−1k −
(
Σk+H̄kQkH̄

H
k

)−1)
RR

]
RT,k −Ψk,

µk,i ≥ 0, µk,i(Tr(Ωk,iQ)− Pk,i) = 0, Tr(QkΨk) = 0,

Tr(Ωk,iQk) ≤ Pk,i, Qk � 0, l Ψk � 0. (95)

From Theorem 1, the following conclusion can be obtained.

Conclusion 10: The optimal transmission covariance matrices for P10 have the following

structure

Qk = Φ
−1/2
k [VHk

]:,1:N
(
µ−1k I− [ΛHk

]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VHk

]H:,1:NΦ
−1/2
k , (96)

where Φk is defined as

Φk =
1

µk

∑
i

µk,iΩk,i

+
1

µk
Tr
[(

Σ−1k −
(
Σk + H̄kQkH̄

H
k

)−1)
RR

]
RT,k (97)
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and the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

Π
−1/2
k H̄kΦ

−1/2
k = UHk

ΛHk
VH

Hk
with ΛH ↘

Πk = σ2
nI +

∑
k

Tr(QkRT,k)RR +
∑
j 6=k

H̄jQjH̄
H
j . (98)

When only a sum power constraint for each user is considered and there is no spatial correlation

at the transmit antennas, we have Ωk,i = I and RT,k = rbkI, based on which the result can be

simplified as follows.

Conclusion 10.1: When Ωk,i = I and RT,k = rbkI, the optimal solution for P10 has the following

structure

Qk = [VHk
]:,1:N

(
µ−1k I− [ΛHk

]−21:N,1:N
)+

[VHk
]H:,1:N , (99)

where the unitary matrix VH is defined by the following SVD

Π
−1/2
k H̄k = UHk

ΛHk
VH

Hk
with ΛHk

↘, (100)

Πk = σ2
nI +

∑
k

PkrbkRR +
∑
j 6=k

H̄jQjH̄
H
j . (101)

Comment 5: For the perfect CSI case, the proposed solution better shows the water-filling

structure and is in a neater format than Mai’s work [35]. Moreover, our method does not require

the channel matrix to be full rank and does not suffer from the turning-off effect. Our results in

Conclusions 10 and 10.1 for MU MIMO uplink with imperfect CSI are new and have not been

discovered in the literature. The solutions for Qk’s given by Conclusion 10.1 are exact and in

closed-form.

B. MU MIMO Downlink

The next to study is the MU MIMO downlink, where the base station sends information to all

users. For the perfect CSI case and under multiple weighted power constraints, the transmission

covariance matrix optimization problem for the sum-capacity maximization is formulated as

P11: min
Qk

∑
k

−log
∣∣I + Σ−1k HkQkH

H
k

∣∣
s.t. Σk = Rnk + Hk

∑
j 6=k

QjH
H
k ,

Tr(Ωi

∑
k

Qk) ≤ Pi, Qk � 0, (102)
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where Rnk is the noise covariance matrix at User k. The corresponding KKT conditions are

HH
k

(
Σk + HkQkH

H
k

)−1
Hk =

∑
i

µiΩi

+
∑
j 6=k

HH
j

[
Σ−1j −

(
Σj + HjQjH

H
j

)−1]
Hj −Ψk,

µi ≥ 0, µi(Tr(Ωi

∑
k

Qk)− Pi) = 0, Tr(QkΨk) = 0,

Ψk � 0, Tr(Ωi

∑
k

Qk) ≤ Pi, Q � 0. (103)

Based on Theorem 1, the following conclusions is obtained.

Conclusion 11: The optimal transmission covariance matrices for P11 has the following structure

Qk =Φ
−1/2
k [VHk

]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1k I− [ΛHk

]−21:N,1:N

)+
[VHk

]H:,1:N

×Φ
−1/2
k , (104)

where

Φk =
1

µ̃k

∑
i

{µiΩk,i}

+
1

µ̃k

∑
j 6=k

HH
j

[
Σ−1j −

(
Σj + HjQjH

H
j

)−1]
Hj (105)

and the unitary matrix VHk
is defined by the following SVD

Σ
−1/2
k H̄kΦ

−1/2
k = UHk

ΛHk
VH

Hk
with ΛHk

↘ . (106)

When CSI error is present, by using the same model and notation as before and with white

noises, i.e., Rnk = σ2
nk

I, the sum-capacity maximization problem can be written in the following

form

P12: min
Qk

∑
k

−log
∣∣I + Σ−1k H̄kQkH̄

H
k

∣∣
s.t. Σk = σ2

nk
I+Tr

(∑
i

QiRT

)
RR,k+H̄k

∑
j 6=k

QjH̄
H
k ,

Tr

(
Ωi

∑
k

Qk

)
≤ Pi, Qk � 0. (107)
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The KKT conditions are derived to be

H̄H
k

(
Σk + H̄kQkH̄

H
k

)−1
H̄k =

∑
i

µk,iΩk,i

+
∑
i

Tr
[(

Σ−1i −
(
Σi + H̄iQiH̄

H
i

)−1)
RR,i

]
RT

+
∑
j 6=k

H̄H
j

[
Σ−1j −

(
Σj + H̄jQjH̄

H
j

)−1]
H̄j −Ψk,

µi ≥ 0, µi

[
Tr

(
Ωi

∑
k

Qk

)
− Pi

]
= 0, Tr(QkΨk) = 0,

Ψk � 0, Tr(Q) ≤ P, Q � 0. (108)

Based on Theorem 1, the following conclusion is obtained.

Conclusion 12: The optimal transmission covariance matrices for P12 satisfies the following

structure

Qk =Φ
−1/2
k [VHk

]:,1:N
(
µ̃−1k I− [ΛHk

]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VHk

]H:,1:NΦ
−1/2
k , (109)

where Φk is defined as

Φk =
1

µ̃k

∑
i

{µiΩk,i}

+
1

µ̃k

∑
i

Tr
[(

Σ−1i −
(
Σi + H̄iQiH̄

H
i

)−1)
RR,i

]
RT

+
1

µ̃k

∑
j 6=k

H̄H
j

[
Σ−1j −

(
Σj + H̄jQjH̄

H
j

)−1]
H̄j (110)

and the unitary matrix VHk
is defined as in (106).

Comment 6: To our best knowledge, the transmission covariance matrix design for MU

MIMO downlink under imperfect CSI was an open problem and our results are the first that

reveal the optimal water-filling structure. Based on the results in Conclusions 11 and 12, the

optimal solutions can be computed iteratively using fixed point algorithm.

Remark 2: For MU MIMO optimizations, sum-MSE minimization is not considered in this

work because 1) the structure of the optimal solution for MU-MIMO uplink cannot be derived

directly based on its KKT conditions and 2) the optimization solution has different structure to

that for capacity maximization. Naturally, the sum-MSE minimization problem can be handled

via numerical convex optimization methods such as semi-definite programming (SDP), second
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order cone programming (SOCP), etc. [41]. But such solutions provide little insights and are not

closely related to the main theme of this paper. Interested readers are referred to [41] and the

references therein.

VI. TRANSMISSION COVARIANCE MATRIX OPTIMIZATION FOR MIMO NETWORKS

In this section, we will discuss a more general MIMO system, the MIMO network, in which

multiple sources communicate with multiple destinations and each node can have multiple

antennas. Every source node can send distinct information to several destinations simultaneously.

On the other hand, every destination can receive distinct signals from several sources. Interference

exists when a destination receives signals from sources that it does not want to communicate

with. Moreover, CSI error is taken into account. To formulate the transmission covariance matrix

optimization for this very general MIMO system, we use the links between the sources and the

destinations as fundamental elements in the system modeling. Because wireless communications

are discussed, for any source node and destination node, there always exists a link. For each

channel link there is at most one desired signal. When the source of the link does not want

to communicate with the destination of the link, only interference is transmitted to the link

destination through the link.

In the following, the network parameters are discussed based on links. Let ψD,r be the link

set whose destination node is Node r, in other words, a desired signal to Node r exists on this

link. The symbol s(i) is the index for the desired signal vector on Link i, whose covariance

matrix is denoted as Qs(i). If there is no desired signal we define s(i) = null and Qnull = 0. Let

ψI,r be the link set on which there is only interference transmitting to Node r. In addition, φi

denotes the index set of interferences on Link i and ψk denotes of the index set of the all signals

transmitted from the source node of Link k. A signal on a given link cannot be both desired

signal and interference simultaneously. Similar to the channel models in previous sections, for

the lth link, the channel matrix can be written in the following form

Hl = H̄l + R
1/2
R,lHW,lR

1/2
T,l . (111)

With these parametrization and modeling, the capacity maximization for the MIMO network
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with imperfect CSI is given in the following form

P13: max
Qi

∑
r

log

∣∣∣∣∣∣I + Σ−1r
∑
i∈ψD,r

(H̄iQs(i)H̄
H
i )

∣∣∣∣∣∣
s.t. Σr = Rnr +

∑
i∈ψI,r

(
H̄i

∑
j∈φi

QjH̄
H
i

)

+
∑

i∈ψD,r∪ψI,r

Tr

( ∑
j∈i∪φi

QjRT,i

)
RR,i,

Tr

(
Ωk,m

∑
i∈ψk

Qi

)
≤ Pk,m, Qi � 0. (112)

In this optimization problem, the covariance matrix of the desired signal vector on each link is

the optimization variable. The corresponding KKT conditions for the covariance matrix of the

desired signal on Link k where k ∈ ψD,r are

H̄H
k

Σr+
∑
i∈ψD,r

(H̄iQs(i)H̄
H
i )

−1H̄k =
∑
i

µS(k),iΩS(k),i

+
∑

i∈πk,m=D(i)

Tr

Σ−1m−

Σm+
∑

j∈ψD,m

(
H̄jQs(j)H̄

H
j

)−1RR,k

RT,k

+
∑

i∈πk,i 6=k,m=D(i)

H̄H
i

Σ−1m−

Σm+
∑

j∈ψD,m

(
H̄jQs(j)H̄

H
j

)−1H̄i−Ψk,

µk,m ≥ 0, µk,m(Tr(Ωk,i

∑
i∈ψk

Qi)− Pk,m) = 0,

Tr
(
Qs(k)Ψk

)
= 0, Ψk � 0,

Tr

(
Ωk,m

∑
i∈ψk

Qi

)
≤ Pk,m, Qs(k) � 0, (113)

where the symbol D(i) denotes the destination node of Link i and r = D(k). The link set πk

consists of the links on which the s(k)-th signal vector (whose covariance matrix is Qs(k)) is

transmitted. For the optimization of Qs(k), the following conclusion can be obtained based on

Theorem 1.
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Conclusion 13: The optimal transmission covariance matrix Qs(k) of P13 has the following

structure

Qs(k) =Φ
−1/2
k [VHk

]:,1:N
(
µk
−1I− [ΛHk

]−21:N,1:N

)+
× [VHk

]H:,1:NΦ
−1/2
k , (114)

where Φk is defined as

Φk =
1

µk

∑
i

µk,iΩk,i +
1

µk

∑
i∈πk,m=D(i)

Tr
(
Σ−1m

−

Σm+
∑

j∈ψD,m

(
H̄jQs(j)H̄

H
j

)−1RR,k

RT,k (115)

and the unitary matrix VHk
is defined by the following SVD

Π
−1/2
k H̄kΦ

−1/2
k = UHk

ΛHk
VH

Hk
with ΛHk

↘

Πk = Σk +
∑

i∈ψR,k,i 6=k

(
H̄iQs(i)H̄

H
i

)
. (116)

Comment 6: To our best knowledge, the transmission covariance matrix optimization for

MIMO networks with imperfect CSI is an open problem in existing literature. Similar to the

weighted minimum-mean-squared-error (WMMSE) algorithm (which is an iterative optimization

algorithm), our proposed solution also has a very wide range of applications, and can be used

as a benchmark algorithm for the transceiver optimization in many complicated MIMO systems.

The details of the WMMSE algorithm are given in the appendix.

VII. SUMMARIES

In this section, we summarize our work, clarify our distinct contributions for each of the

problems considered in previous sections, and explain the connections among the problems. First

of all, the major contribution of this paper is the proposal of a fundamental framework to derive

the optimal structure of the transmission covariance matrix based on KKT conditions. Since

KKT conditions are necessary conditions for the optimal solutions, the structure derived from

KKT conditions must be held by the optimal solutions, i.e., the optimal solutions must have the

structure derived from the KKT conditions. This is applicable to convex optimization problems,

and nonconvex ones alike. In the following, our specific contributions of the aforementioned

optimization problems are explained in details.
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For the capacity maximization problem P1 and the MSE minimization problem P2 in SU

MIMO systems with perfect CSI and a weighted sum power constraint, the optimal solutions

have been derived in the literature [9], [10]. But our proposed method is different in the following

three aspects. First, we solve the two optimizations using the same framework and case-by-case

studies are avoided. Second, the proposed proofs are simpler and more rigorous. While the

derivations in [9] takes two steps, i.e., deriving the diagonalizable structure based on matrix

inequality and deriving water-filling solution based on KKT conditions, our work needs only

one step from the KKT conditions to derive the optimal solutions. As pointed out in [34], the

work in [10] suffers from the turning-off effect, while our work successfully resolve this problem.

Thirdly, the optimal solutions given in Conclusions 1 and 2 are both in closed-form.

For the capacity maximization problem P3 and the MSE minimization problem P4 in SU

MIMO systems under perfect CSI and multiple weighted power constraints, our distinct contri-

butions are also three-fold. First, although P3 has been studied in [35], our proposed method

is simpler and overcomes the turning-off effect. Further, it is waived from the limitation that

the channel matrix must be column or row full rank. Second, for P4, no solution has been

discovered before. Based on the proposed framework, the optimal solution structure is derived

for this problem. Third, our work reveals that the effect of multiple weighted constraints are

in nature equivalent to a weighted power constraint by comparing the solutions for P3 and P4

with those for P1 and P2. Again, the optimal solutions given in Conclusions 3 and 4 are both

in closed-form.

For the capacity maximization P5 and robust MSE minimization P6 in SU MIMO systems

with imperfect CSI under a sum power constraint, there have been some studies in the literature

[26]–[29], but they are for special cases with only transmit correlation or receive correlation. This

work considers the general case with both transmit and receive correlation, where the structures

of the optimal solutions are derived and given in Conclusions 5 and 6. It should be noted

that that both P5 and P6 are nonconvex and therefore the KKT conditions are only necessary

conditions for the optimal solutions. For the special cases with only transmit correlation or

receive correlation, our derived optimal solutions are in closed-form as given by Conclusions

5.1, 5.2, 6.1, and 6.2. Compared with our previous work in [26], the derivation logic in this

paper is largely different and considerably simpler. Compared with the works in [28], [29], our

results do not suffer from the turning-off effect.

The more complicate capacity maximization P7 and MSE minimization P8 for MU MIMO
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systems under imperfect CSI and multiple weighted power constraints, to our best knowledge,

are largely open in existing literature. The structures of the optimal solutions for P7 and P8 are

given in Conclusions 7 and 8. Due to the generality and high complexity of the problems, the

results are in complicated form and iterative schemes such as fixed point algorithm are needed to

compute the solutions. Further, we discover that in the special case with only transmit correlation,

the optimal solutions can be derived in closed-form as given in Conclusions 7.1 and 8.1. These

cases have important practical meanings as there are transformable to the MIMO training design

problems [28].

For MU MIMO systems, P9 and P11 are the sum-capacity maximization problems under

perfect CSI and multiple weighted power constraints for the uplink and the downlink respec-

tively. Their counterparts with imperfect CSI are presented as P10 and P12. Based on the

proposed framework, the optimal solution structures are derived for these problems and given

in Conclusions 9-12. The problem P9 was studied in [21]. But our proposed method is more

straightforward and avoids the turning-off effect. The problems P10, P11, P12 have been open

in existing literature. Comparing the results, it can be discovered that multiple weighted power

constraints have the same impact as CSI errors in MU MIMO uplink. It is also revealed that in

the special case of MU MIMO uplink with sum power constraint and only receive correlation,

the optimal solution is in closed-form as given in Conclusion 10.1. The general solutions given

in Conclusions 10, 11, 12 need iterative numerical algorithms to solve them.

Finally, the general MIMO networks is investigated in which there are multiple communication

links and on each link there are multiple sources communicate with multiple destinations. The

capacity maximization problem under imperfect CSI is modeled as P13, which has been an

open issue. The optimal structure for the solution is given by Conclusion 13 and can be solved

iteratively. Though the network topology is very complicated and general, with the proposed

link-based modeling and the fundamental framework in Theorem 1, the structure of the solution

is obtained with simple and clean derivation logic. Our result shows the impacts of different

system components and can facilitate the transceiver optimization for general MIMO networks.

Remark 3: Centralized optimization requires full CSI at the processing center. For networks

consisting of a large number of nodes, timely CSI sharing among all nodes is very challenging

or even impossible. Thus distributed optimization algorithms are preferred, which requires local

or limited CSI only. Nowadays, great efforts have been devoted to distributed designs. The

key challenge in distributed designs is how to decompose the overall optimization problem
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into a series of low complexity subproblems to be handled at different nodes with limited

information sharing among these subproblems. A common practice is to scrutinize the centralized

optimization problem or its solution structure to find a viable decomposition. In our work, the

structures of the optimal solutions for many MIMO design problems are derived, which may

facilitate distributed algorithm designs. But as this paper is on the centralized MIMO designs

based on KKT conditions, distributed algorithms are out of the main scope.

VIII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, the importance of the water-filling structure in transmission covariance matrix

design is demonstrated by numerical results. Several representative examples are chosen. Each

point in simulation figures is an average over 500 independent channel realizations.

A. Simulation Results on MU MIMO Uplink

For the MU-MIMO uplink, we consider a system where two multi-antenna users each with

4 antennas communicate with a base station equipped with 8 antennas. The signal-to-noise

ratio (SNR) of the kth user is defined as Pk/σ2
n where Pk is the sum transmit power across

all transmit antennas of User k and σ2
n is the noise covariance at each receive antenna of the

base station. For simplicity, in our simulation, the same SNR value is used for both users, i.e.,

P1/σ
2
n = P2/σ

2
n = P/σ2

n. Per-antenna power constraint is considered for each user, where the

power limit for the four antennas are set as 1.6, 1.2, 0.8, 0.4, respectively. In general, the

power ratios between different antennas can be arbitrarily chosen. Here we set the power limits

to be significantly different so that the difference from the case with a sum power constraint is

large enough. The widely used Kronecker correlation model is adopted, i.e., [RR]i,j = r
|i−j|
r and

[RT,k]i,j = r
|i−j|
tk

. Note that as RR denotes the receive antenna correlation, in the uplink it is the

same for different users.

For the perfect CSI case, the capacity maximization under per-antenna power constraint is

a convex optimization problem and can be efficiently solved by numerical algorithms in CVX

package [44], i.e., interior point algorithm. In Fig. 2, the sum-capacity of the proposed solution is

compared with that of the solution obtained from CVX. It can be seen that the proposed closed-

form solution has the same performance as the numerical solutions for different correlation

parameters.
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Fig. 2. The performance comparisons between the proposed closed-form solution and the solution computed by CVX for MU

MIMO uplink.

B. Simulation Results on MIMO Networks

For MIMO networks, a system with four nodes including two sources and two destinations is

considered. All nodes are equipped with 4 antennas. Source 1 wants to communicate with both

destinations. Meanwhile, Source 2 also wants to communicate with both Destinations. At each

source node, the per-antenna power constraints are set to be 2× 1.6, 2× 1.2, 2× 0.8, 2× 0.4

(As each source simultaneous communicates with two destinations, the power limits is doubled).

The estimated channel matrix is generated according to H̄k = R
1/2
R,kH̄W,kR

1/2
T,k [27]. As discussed

in [27], this model corresponds to some practical channel estimators. The elements of H̄W,k and

HW,k are i.i.d. Gaussian random variables. The variance of the elements of HW,k is set to be

σ2
e and that of H̄W,k is 1 − σ2

e . Thus, elements of Hk have unit-variance. Two algorithms are

chosen as performance benchmarks. For the first one, the two signal covariance matrices at

each source are set to be diagonal matrices satisfying the per-antenna power constraints. The

other benchmark algorithm is the WMMSE algorithm, the details of which are provided in the
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Fig. 3. The performance comparison between the proposed solution, the fixed diagonal solution, and the WMMSE solution for

MIMO network with perfect CSI when rt = 0.4 and rr = 0.5.

appendix..

In Fig. 3, the sum-capacity is shown for case of perfect CSI. It can be seen that the proposed

solution has much better performance than both benchmarks. The first benchmark solution has

the worst performance as it does not consider the mutual interference between different signals.

The WMMSE solution performs better than the fixed diagonal solution as it optimizes the mutual

interference. For the case of imperfect CSI, the sum-capacity performance is shown in Fig. 4. It

can be observed that the proposed solution has better performance than its non-robust counterpart

that takes the estimated CSI as the true CSI.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

For MIMO systems, the key task of many transceiver optimization problems is to optimize the

covariance matrices of the transmitted signals. In this paper, a general unified framework was

proposed for deriving the water-filling structures of the optimal covariance matrices based on
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Fig. 4. The performance comparisons between the robust solution and non-robust solution for MIMO networks when rt = 0.4

and rr = 0.5.

KKT conditions. From the general solution, interesting and important underlying relationships

among solutions of different MIMO optimization designs can be revealed, which help us under-

stand related existing works much better. The general framework and solution can be applied to

a wide range of applications such as complicated MIMO networks with multiple communication

links and systems with imperfect CSI. The performance of the proposed solution was evaluated

by numerical results. It was discovered that our proposed solutions have higher capacity for

MIMO transceiver optimizations in complicated network settings than the WMMSE algorithm.

APPENDIX A

THE WMMSE ALGORITHM

To our best knowledge, transferring sum-rate or sum-capacity maximization into a WMMSE

problem was firstly proposed in [42]. Following that, extensions were given by other researchers.

In [43], the authors extended the WMMSE algorithm to MIMO interference broadcasting sys-

tems. In [41], the WMMSE algorithm was extended to more general network systems, e.g.,
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multi-hop cooperative networks with multiple sources, multiple relays, and multiple destinations,

where all nodes are equipped with multiple antennas and each source node communicates with all

destination nodes. The channel information was assumed to be imperfect with Gaussian errors.

In the following, a brief description to the WMMSE algorithm used in our simulation is given.

In the following, a brief description to the WMMSE algorithm used in our simulation is given.

We would like to highlight that the following algorithm is more general than the one in [43] and

applies to distributed network MIMO systems with channel estimation errors. It can be directly

reduced to work for the perfect CSI case by the setting the channel error to be zero.

On Link r, the transceiver model is

yr = HrFrsr + vr, (117)

where yr is the received signal vector at the destination of Link r. The matrix Hr comprises

the channel matrices over which the signals are transmitted to the destination, i.e.,

Hr = [H̄i1 , H̄i2 , · · · , H̄iNr
], in ∈ ψD,r, (118)

where Nr is the cardinality of set ψD,r. The matrix Fr is block diagonal, i.e.,

Fr = diagblk{[Fr,1,Fr,2, · · ·Fr,Nr ]}, (119)

whose nth diagonal element is the corresponding precoding matrix for H̄in . The vector sr contains

the desired signals at the destination via stacking all the signal vectors of the sources. Without

loss of generality, the covariance matrix of sr is assumed to be the identity matrix. Finally, vr

is the composite vector of the additive noises and the interference signals at the destination of

Link r and its covariance matrix is

Σr = Rnr +
∑
i∈ψI,r

(
H̄i

∑
j∈φi

QjH̄
H
i

)

+
∑

i∈ψD,r∪ψI,r

Tr

( ∑
j∈i∪φi

QjRT,i

)
RR,i. (120)

For the perfect CSI case, the third term on the righthand side of (120) is zero.

Based on the transceiver model of Link r, the weighted MSE formula is∑
r

Tr
(
WrE{(Gryr − sr)(Gryr − sr)

H}
)
, (121)
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where the positive semi-definite matrix Wr is the weighting matrix for Link r. Based on (121),

the WMMSE optimization problem can be formulated as [34]

min
Fr,Gr,Wr

∑
r

Tr
(
WrE

{
(Gryr − sr)(Gryr − sr)

H
})

−
∑
r

log |Wr|

s.t. multiple weighted power constraints. (122)

In finding the optimal solution, the alternative optimization is used where one set of the matrices

is optimized with the other two sets fixed. It is obvious that for any given Gr’s and Wr’s, the

weighted MSE minimization under weighted transmit power constraints is a standard quadratic

matrix programming problem [41]. Thus, the optimal Fr’s can be efficiently solved by standard

SOCP, SDP, or other similar convex optimization algorithms. When Fr’s and Wr’s are fixed, the

optimal Gr’s are exactly the LMMSE equalizers derived based on the complex matrix derivative

of (121). Finally, for given Gr’s and Fr’s, the optimal Wr is given by the following formula

Wr =
(
E{(Gryr − sr)(Gryr − sr)

H}
)−1

. (123)

Thus the corresponding WMMSE optimization problem becomes the sum capacity maximization

[34]. In a nutshell, the WMMSE algorithm is an iterative alternative optimization algorithm with

guaranteed convergence.
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