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On the Sum of Extended η-µ Variates with MRC Applications

Osamah S. Badarneh, Member, IEEE and Fares S. Almehmadi

Abstract—In this paper, the sum of L independent but not
necessarily identically distributed (i.n.i.d.) extended η-µ variates
is considered. In particular, novel expressions for the probability
density function and cumulative distribution function are derived
in closed-forms. The derived expressions are represented in two
different forms, i.e., in terms of confluent multivariate hyper-
geometric function and general Fox’s H-function. Subsequently,
closed-form expressions for the outage probability and average
symbol error rate are derived. Our analytical results are validated
by some numerical and Monte-Carlo simulation results.

Index Terms—Extended η-µ distribution, maximal-ratio combin-
ing, sum of random variables.

I. INTRODUCTION

O
NE of the important diversity techniques in wireless

communication systems is the maximal-ratio combining

(MRC) [1]. In this technique, the transmitted signal is received

by multiple receive-antennas. Hence, the output of the receiver

is the sum of all received signals at each antenna (i.e., at

each branch). The sum of different fading distributions was

considered in [2]–[10]. In particular, the sum of independent

but not necessarily identically distributed (i.n.i.d.) η-µ random

variables (RVs) was considered in [2], [4]–[7]. While the

authors in [3], [9] considered the sum of i.n.i.d. Nakagami-m
RVs. In [8], the authors derived analytical expressions for the

probability density function (PDF) and cumulative distribution

function (CDF) of the sum of i.n.i.d. κ-µ shadowed RVs. In the

above works, two important performance metrics, namely the

outage probability and average symbol error rate (SER) were

considered. Recently, the extended η-µ fading models was pro-

posed in [11]. In contrast to the classical η-µ distribution, the

extended η-µ distribution takes into consideration the power

imbalance between the in-phase and quadrature components.

Thus, a more realistic and flexible distribution is obtained

[12]. As a potential application, the extended distribution can

be used to characterize the fading environments in device-to-

device communications in which inhomogeneous with clusters

of non-circularly symmetric scattered waves exist. The anal-

ysis of the extended η-µ fading models under MRC receiver

has not considered yet in the literature. Motivated by this, in

this paper, we address sum of i.n.i.d. extended η-µ RVs. Then,

the performance of an MRC receiver is studied in terms of

outage probability and average SER. Our key contributions

are as follows:

• The PDF of the sum of i.n.i.d. extended η-µ RVs, in
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terms of confluent multivariate hypergeometric function

and general Fox’s H-function, are derived in closed-form.

• The CDF of the sum of i.n.i.d. extended η-µ RVs, in

terms of confluent multivariate hypergeometric function

and general Fox’s H-function, are derived in closed-form.

• The average SER for several modulation schemes, in

terms of Lauricella’s multivariate hypergeometric func-

tion and general Fox’s H-function, are derived in closed-

form.

• In the high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime, accurate

and simple approximations for the outage probability and

average SER are obtained.

• Based on our results, the sum of i.n.i.d. classical η-

µ RVs including its inclusive distributions such as the

Nakagami-m and the Nakagami-q (Hoyt) distributions

can be deduced.

II. THE SUM OF EXTENDED η-µ VARIATES

Consider an MRC receiver with L-branch and operating under

the extended η-µ distribution. As such, the PDF of the instan-

taneous SNR at the ℓ-th branch γℓ can be obtained with the

help of [11, Eq. (14)] as

fγℓ
(γ) =

1

Γ(µℓ)

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ

γµℓ−1 exp

(

−µℓξℓ
γℓ

γ

)

× 1F1

(
µℓpℓ
1 + pℓ

;µℓ;
µℓξℓ(ηℓ − pℓ)

ηℓ γℓ

γ

)

,

(1)

in which γℓ = E[γ] represents the average SNR at the

ℓ-th branch, with E[·] being statistical expectation. Similar

to the classical η-µ, the extended η-µ distribution has also

two formats. For both formats, µ =
µx+µy

2 represents the

total number of multipath clusters, where µx and µy are the

number of multipath clusters of the in-phase and quadrature

components, respectively. In addition, r̂2 =
Ωx+Ωy

2 repre-

sents the total mean power, whereby Ωx and Ωy are the

mean powers of the in-phase and quadrature components,

respectively, Furthermore, ξ = 1+η
1+p

, where p is the ratio

between the number of multipath clusters of the in-phase

and quadrature components and η describes the relationship

between in-phase and quadrature components. In Format I,

the parameter p = µx

µy
, η = Ωx

Ωy
, Ωx = 2ηr̂2

1+η
, Ωy = 2r̂2

1+η
,

µx = 2µp
1+p

, and µy = 2µ
1+p

. While, in Format II, p =
µx−µy

µx+µy
,

η =
Ωx−Ωy

Ωx+Ωy
, Ωx = (1+ η)r̂2, Ωy = (1− η)r̂2, µx = (1+ p)µ,

and µy = (1 − p)µ. Note that one format can be deduced

for the other by simply applying the following transformation

formulas: η1 = 1+η2

1−η2
and p1 = 1+p2

1−p2
, where the subscripts

1 and 2 respectively refer to Format I and Format II. The

analysis in this paper considers Format I.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.10610v1
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Proposition 1. The PDF of the sum of i.n.i.d. of extended η-µ

variates Υ =
L∑

ℓ=1

γℓ is given by (2) and (29), where Ĥ [·] and

Φ
(N)
2 (·) respectively denote the general Fox H-function [13]

and the confluent hypergeometric function of N variables [14,

Ch. 1, Eq. (8)].

fΥ(γ)=

L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ

Ĥ0,2L
2L,2L

[

eγ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Θ
(1)
L ,Θ

(2)
L

Θ
(3)
L ,Θ

(4)
L

]

,

(2)

where Θ
(1)
L =(1−A1, 1, B1) , . . . , (1−AL, 1, BL),

Θ
(2)
L =(1− C1, 1, D1) , . . . , (1− CL, 1, DL),

Θ
(3)
L =(−A1, 1, B1) , . . . , (−AL, 1, BL), and

Θ
(4)
L =(−C1, 1, D1) , . . . , (−CL, 1, DL), with Aℓ = ξℓµℓ

γℓ
,

Bℓ =
µℓ

1+pℓ
, Cℓ =

pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
, and Dℓ =

µℓpℓ

1+pℓ
.

Proof: See Appendix A.1.

Proposition 2. The CDF of the sum of i.n.i.d. of extended η-µ

variates Υ =

L∑

ℓ=1

γℓ is given by (4) and (5).

FΥ(γ) = 1 +

L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ

× Ĥ0,2L+1
2L+1,2L+1

[

eγ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Θ
(1)
L ,Θ

(2)
L , (1, 1, 1)

Θ
(3)
L ,Θ

(4)
L , (0, 1, 1)

]

. (4)

Proof: See Appendix A.2.

Corollary 1. The PDF and the CDF of the sum of i.i.d. of

extended η-µ variates Υ =

L∑

ℓ=1

γℓ are respectively given by

fΥ(γ) =
1

Γ(µL)

(

µξ

(
p

η

) p
1+p

)µL (
1

γ̄

)µL

γµL−1

× Φ2

(
µpL

1 + p
,

µL

1 + p
;µL;

−pµξ

ηγ
γ,

−µξ

γ
γ

)

. (5)

FΥ(γ) =
1

Γ (1 + µL)

(

µξ

(
p

η

) p
1+p

)µL (
1

γ̄

)µL

γµL

× Φ2

(
µpL

1 + p
,

µL

1 + p
; 1 + µL;

−pµξ

ηγ
γ,

−µξ

γ
γ

)

. (6)

Proof: See Appendix A.3.

It is worth mentioning that the confluent multivariate hyperge-

ometric function, in (29) and (5), involves an L-fold infinite

summations. Besides, it has been reported in [9] that it is

inherently difficult to be evaluated when its order becomes

large. However, the PDF and CDF, in (2) and (4), respectively,

are represented in terms of the general Fox-H function [13],

which involves only one single-fold integration.

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

A. Average Symbol Error Rate

The average SER for different modulation schemes can be

evaluated based on the CDF. That is

Ps =
βδζ

Γ(ζ)

∫
∞

0

γζ−1 exp (−δγ)FΥ (γ) dγ, (7)

where (β, δ, ζ) are modulation-dependent parameters [15].

Thus, BFSK: (0.5, 0.5, 0.5), BPSK: (0.5, 1, 0.5), 4-PSK

and 4-QAM: (1, 0.5, 0.5), rectangular M -QAM: ((2(
√
M −

1))/
√
M, 3/(2(M − 1)), 0.5), non-rectangular M -QAM:

(2, 3/(2(M − 1)), 0.5), M -PSK: (1, sin2(π/M), 0.5), and M -

PAM: ((M − 1)/M, 3/(M2 − 1), 0.5). Substituting (5) into

(7) yields (8), which can be solved with the help of [14,

Ch. 9, Eq. (43)] as in (9), where F
(N)
D (·) is the Lauricella’s

hypergeometric function of N variables.

Alternatively, the average SER can be obtained in terms the

general Fox H-function. To this end, representing the general

Fox H-function in terms of Mellin–Barnes integral, then (10)

can be rewritten as in (11). The first and the second integrals,

with respect to γ, in (11) can be solved using [16, Eq.

(3.381.4)]. That is
∫

∞

0

γζ−1 exp (−δγ)dγ = δ−ζΓ(ζ) (12)

∫
∞

0

γζ−1e−(δ+s)γdγ = (δ + s)−ζΓ(ζ)
(a)
=

δ−ζΓ(ζ)Γζ(1 + s
δ
)

Γζ(2 + s
δ
)

,

(13)

where (a) is obtained using [16, Eq. (8.331.1)]. Substituting

(26) and (13) into (11) and using the definition of the general

Fox H-function, a closed-form expression for the average SER

is obtained as

Ps = β + β

L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ

× Ĥ1,2L+1
2L+2,2L+2

[

1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Θ
(1)
L ,Θ

(2)
L , (1, 1, 1), (2, 1

δ
, ζ)

(1, 1
δ
, ζ),Θ

(3)
L ,Θ

(4)
L , (0, 1, 1)

]

, (14)

B. Outage Probability

The outage probability can be evaluated based on the derived

CDFs in (4) and (5). Hence, the outage probability is given

by

OP = FΥ(γo), (15)

where γo is a predefined threshold value.

IV. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS

In the high SNR regime, i.e., when γℓ → ∞, the outage

probability and the average SER can be approximated as

FΥ(γo)≈
(

L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ
)

γ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

o

Γ

(

1 +
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

) , (16)
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fΥ(γ) =

(
L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ
)

γ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ−1

Γ

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

× Φ
(2L)
2

(

D1, . . . , DL, B1, . . . , BL;
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ;−C1γ, . . . ,−CLγ,−A1γ, . . . ,−ALγ

)

(3)

FΥ(γ) =

(
L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ
)

γ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

Γ

(

1 +
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

× Φ
(2L)
2

(

D1, . . . , DL, B1, . . . , BL; 1 +

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ;−C1γ, . . . ,−CLγ,−A1γ, . . . ,−ALγ

)

(5)

Ps =
βδζ

Γ(ζ)Γ

(

1 +
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

(
L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ (
1

γℓ

)µℓ

)
∫

∞

0

γ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ+ζ−1
exp (−δγ)

× Φ
(2L)
2

(

D1, . . . , DL, B1, . . . , BL; 1 +

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ;−C1γ, . . . ,−CLγ,−A1γ, . . . ,−ALγ

)

(8)

Ps =

β Γ

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ + ζ

)

δ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

Γ(ζ)Γ

(

1 +
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

(
L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ (
1

γℓ

)µℓ

)

× F
(2L)
D

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ + ζ,D1, . . . , DL, B1, . . . , BL; 1 +
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ;
−C1

δ
, . . . ,

−CL

δ
,
−A1

δ
, . . . ,

−AL

δ

)

(9)

Ps =
βδζ

Γ(ζ)

∫
∞

0

γζ−1 exp (−δγ)dγ +
βδζ

Γ(ζ)

L∏

ℓ=1

((
ηℓ
pℓ

)pℓ
(

γℓ

ξℓµℓ

)pℓ+1
)

−
µℓ

1+pℓ

×
∫

∞

0

γζ−1 exp (−δγ)Ĥ0,2L+1
2L+1,2L+1

[

eγ

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Θ
(1)
L ,Θ

(2)
L , (1, 1, 1)

Θ
(3)
L ,Θ

(4)
L , (0, 1, 1)

]

dγ (10)

Ps =
βδζ

Γ(ζ)

∫
∞

0

γζ−1 exp (−δγ)dγ +
βδζ

Γ(ζ)

L∏

ℓ=1

((
ηℓ
pℓ

)pℓ
(

γℓ

ξℓµℓ

)pℓ+1
)

−
µℓ

1+pℓ

× 1

2πi

∮

C

L∏

ℓ=1




Γ

µℓ
1+pℓ

(
ξℓµℓ

γℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(
pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓ

1+pℓ

(

1 + ξℓµℓ

γℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(

1 + pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
− s
)




Γ(−s)

Γ(1− s)

∫
∞

0

γζ−1 exp (−(δ + s)γ) dγds (11)
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Fig. 1. Outage probability versus average SNR per branch for quadrable-
branch MRC. γo = 0 dB, γℓ = γ and ηℓ = η (where ℓ = 1, . . . , 4),
µ = [0.75 1.25 1.75 1.5] and p = [0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4].

and

Ps =

β Γ

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ + ζ

)

δ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

Γ(ζ)Γ

(

1 +
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ

.

(17)

Note that (16) and (17) are respectively obtained using (5), (9),

and based on the fact that Φ
(N)
2 (α1, . . . , αN , ω, 0, . . . , 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

N

) = 1

and F
(N)
D (α1, . . . , αN , ω, 0, . . . , 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸

N

) = 1. It is clear from (16)

and (17) that the diversity gain depends on the number of

multipath parameter µ and the number of MRC branches L.

V. NUMERICAL AND SIMULATION RESULTS

Considering Format I, in Figs. 1-3, the results for outage

probability and average bit error rate (BER) for BPSK under

different system and channel parameters are plotted. Monte-

Carlo simulation results are provided to validated the analysis.

Note that efficient MATLAB code for the functions FD and

Φ2 are outlined in [17]. While, a MATHEMATICA code for the

function Ĥ[·] is outlined in [3]. of The performance of outage

probability for quadrable-branch MRC receiver under i.n.i.d.

extended η-µ fading channels is depicted in Fig. 1 for different

values of η, while other parameters are fixed, i.e., γo = 0 dB,

γℓ = γ (where ℓ = 1, . . . , 4), µ = [0.75 1.25 1.75 1.5],
and p = [0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4]. It can be seen form the results

that the outage probability performance deteriorates as η
increases. Also, the results show that the diversity gain, which

represented by the slope of asymptotic curves, is constant. This

is because the diversity gain depends only on µ and(or) L,

as indicated by (16). In Fig. 2, the outage performance as a

function of η and p is plotted for i.i.d. double-branch MRC

receiver under different values of γ (i.e., γ = 0, 5, 7.5, 10, 15
dB), while γo = 0 dB and µ = 1.5. The results demonstrate

that the outage performance improves as long as η ≤ p and(or)

p ≤ η. The optimum performance is obtained when η = p
(which represents the Nakagami-m case). When p is fixed, the

outage performance begins to degrades as η becomes larger

than p (or as p becomes larger than η when η is fixed.). This

is due to the fact that as p increases towards the value of η, the

envelope PDF mode shifts rightwards, meaning a better fading

Fig. 2. Outage probability versus p and η for i.i.d. double-branch MRC for
different value of γ (i.e., γ = 0, 5, 7.5, 10, 15 dB) with γo = 0 dB and
µ = 1.5.

Fig. 3. Average BER versus average SNR per branch for BPSK with triple-
branch MRC. γℓ = γ and µℓ = µ (where ℓ = 1, . . . , 3), η = [0.25 0.5 0.75]
and p = [0.5 0.5 0.5].

condition. Also, as p becomes larger than η, the envelope PDF

mode shifts back leftwards, meaning a worse fading condition.

This holds for fixing p and varying the value of η.

The average BER performance for BPSK under i.n.i.d. triple-

branch MRC receiver is illustrated in Fig. 3 for γℓ = γ (where

ℓ = 1, . . . , 3), η = [0.25 0.5 0.75], pℓ = p = 0.5 and µℓ = µ
(where µ = 4, 2, 1.5, 1, 0.5). It is clear from the results that the

BER performance improves as the multipath fading parameter

µ increases. This is because multiple copies of the transmitted

signal arrive at the receiver, which improves the performance.

Also, the results show that as µ increase, the slope of the

asymptotic curves (i.e., the diversity gain) becomes steeper ,

i.e., the diversity gain increases. In this example the diversity

gain equals to µL, i.e., equals to 3µ.

VI. CONCLUSION

The PDF and the CDF of the sum of extended η-µ variates

were derived in this paper. Subsequently, the performance of

an MRC receiver is analyzed in terms outage probability and

average BER. The results showed that the system performance

improves as number of multipath clusters, represented by the

parameter µ, increases. On the other hand and under i.i.d. case,

the system performance degrades as the parameters η and(or)

p increase(s). However, when p is fixed, this degradation

continues as long as η > p (or p > η under fixed η). When

η < p (or p < η), the system performance improves as η
increases (or p increases). Finally, the results showed that the

diversity gain of the system is proportional to µ and L.
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fΥ(γ)=
1

Γ

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

(
L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ(
1

γℓ

)µℓ

)

L−1








Γ

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

s

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

L∏

ℓ=1

(

1 +
pℓµℓξℓ
ηℓγℓs

)
−

µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

L∏

ℓ=1

(

1 +
µℓξℓ
γℓs

)
−

µℓ
1+pℓ

; γ








(20)

APPENDIX A

A.1 Proof of Proposition 1: The MGF of the extended η-µ
distribution is given by [11, Eq. (40)] as

Mγℓ
(s) =

(

1 +
γℓ

ξℓµℓ

s

)
−

µℓ
1+pℓ

(

1 +
ηℓγℓ

pℓξℓµℓ

s

)
−

µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

. (18)

The PDF of Υ can be obtained using fΥ(γ) =
L−1 [MΥ(s); γ], where L−1 [·] is the inverse Laplace trans-

form. Thus,

fΥ(γ) =
1

2πi

∮

C

MΥ(s) exp (γs)ds, (19)

where MΥ(s) =
∏L

ℓ=1 Mγℓ
(s). Using (18) and (19), thus

(20) is obtained.

With the help of (20) and [14, Ch. 9, Eq. (55)], a closed-form

expression for the PDF of the sum of i.n.i.d. extended η-µ
variates is obtained in (29). However, the proof of (2) is as

follows. The MGF in (18) can be rewritten, with the help of

[16, Eq. (8.331.1)], as

Mγℓ
(γ) =

((
ηℓ
pℓ

)pℓ
(

γℓ

ξℓµℓ

)pℓ+1
)

−
µℓ

1+pℓ

×
Γ

µℓ
1+pℓ

(
ξℓµℓ

γℓ
+ s
)

Γ
µℓ

1+pℓ

(
ξℓµℓ

γℓ
+ s+ 1

)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(
pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
+ s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(
pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
+ s+ 1

) . (21)

Substituting (21) into (19) yields

fΥ(γ) =

L∏

ℓ=1

((
ηℓ
pℓ

)pℓ
(

γℓ

ξℓµℓ

)pℓ+1
)

−
µℓ

1+pℓ 1

2πi

∮

C

eγs

×
L∏

ℓ=1




Γ

µℓ
1+pℓ

(
ξℓµℓ

γℓ
+ s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(
pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
+ s
)

Γ
µℓ

1+pℓ

(

1 + ξℓµℓ

γℓ
+ s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(

1 + pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
+ s
)



 ds,

(22)

in which C is a suitable contour in the s-plane. Using (25) and

the Mellin-Barnes contour integral [13, Eq. (3.1)], the PDF of

the sum of i.n.i.d. extended η-µ variates is obtained in a closed-

form as in (2). This completes the proof.

A.2 Proof of Proposition 2: The CDF in (5) can be obtained

via FΥ(γ) = L−1 [MΥ(s)/s; γ]. With the aid of this formula,

(18), and [14, Ch. 9, Eq. (55)], the CDF of the sum of i.n.i.d.

extended η-µ variates is obtained in a closed-form as in (5).

However, the CDF in (5) can be obtained by following similar

steps as in (25). Hence, the proof is completed.

A.3 Proof of Corollary 1: The PDF and the CDF in (5) and

(6) can be respectively obtained form (29) and (5) and with

the help of the property of Φ2(·) [8, Eq. (9)], which completes

the proof.

REFERENCES

[1] M. K. Simon and M.-S. Alouini, Digital Communications over Fading

Channels. New York: Wiley, 2005.
[2] I. S. Ansari, F. Yilmaz, and M.-S. Alouini, “On the sum of squared

η-µ random variates with application to the performance of wireless
communication systems,” in IEEE VTC-Spring, Jun. 2013, pp. 1–6.

[3] I. S. Ansari, F. Yilmaz, M. Alouini, and O. Kucur, “New results on
the sum of gamma random variates with application to the performance
of wireless communication systems over Nakagami-m fading channels,”
Trans. Emerg. Telecommun. Technol., vol. 28, no. 1, pp. 1–14, Dec. 2017.

[4] K. Peppas, F. Lazarakis, A. Alexandridis, and K. Dangakis, “Error per-
formance of digital modulation schemes with MRC diversity reception
over η-µ fading channels,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 8, no. 10,
pp. 4974–4980, Oct. 2009.

[5] K. P. Peppas, F. Lazarakis, T. Zervos, A. Alexandridis, and K. Dangakis,
“Sum of non-identical independent squared η-µ variates and applications
in the performance analysis of DS-CDMA systems,” IEEE Trans. Wirel.

Commun., vol. 9, no. 9, pp. 2718–2723, Sep. 2010.
[6] V. Asghari, D. B. da Costa, and S. Aissa, “Symbol error probability of

rectangular QAM in MRC systems with correlated η–µ fading channels,”
IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 59, no. 3, pp. 1497–1503, Mar. 2010.

[7] H. Yu, G. Wei, F. Ji, and X. Zhang, “On the error probability of cross-
QAM with MRC reception over generalized η-µ fading channels,” IEEE
Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 60, no. 6, pp. 2631–2643, Jul. 2011.

[8] J. F. Paris, “Statistical characterization of κ-µ shadowed fading,” IEEE

Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 63, no. 2, pp. 518–526, Feb. 2014.
[9] V. Aalo, T. Piboongungon, and G. Efthymoglou, “Another look at the

performance of MRC schemes in Nakagami-m fading channels with
arbitrary parameters,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 53, no. 12, pp. 2002–
2005, Dec. 2005.

[10] L. Kong, Y. Ai, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Effective rate
evaluation of RIS-assisted communications using the sums of cascaded
α-µ random variates,” IEEE Access, vol. 9, pp. 5832–5844, Jan. 2021.

[11] G. R. de Lima Tejerina, C. R. N. da Silva, and M. D. Yacoub, “Extended
η-µ fading models,” IEEE Trans. Wirel. Commun., vol. 19, no. 12, pp.
8153–8164, 2020.

[12] M. D. Yacoub, “The κ-µ distribution and the η–µ distribution,” IEEE
Trans. Antennas Propag. Mag., vol. 49, no. 1, pp. 68–81, Feb. 2007.

[13] A. K. Rathie, “A new generalization of generalized hypergeometric
functions,” Le Matematiche, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 297–310, Mar. 1997.

[14] H. M. Srivastava and P. W. Karlsson, Multiple Gaussian Hypergeometric
Series, 1st ed. Ellis Horwood Ltd.: Chichester, West Sussex, England,
1985.

[15] O. S. Badarneh, R. Derbas, F. S. Almehmadi, F. El Bouanani, and
S. Muhaidat, “Performance analysis of FSO communications over F

turbulence channels with pointing errors,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 25,
no. 3, pp. 926–930, Dec. 2021.

[16] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series, and
Products, 7th ed. Academic Press, California, 2007.

[17] R. W. Butler and A. T. A. Wood, “Laplace approximation of Lauricella
functions FA, FD , and Φ2,” Adv. Comput. Math., vol. 41, no. 16, pp.
015–1037, Jul. 2015.



6

B CAPACITY ANALYSIS

The average channel capacity can be obtained using

C =

∫
∞

0

log2(1 + γ)fΓ(γ)dγ, [bits/s/Hz] (23)

where fΓ(γ) denotes the PDF of the fading model. However, using the (23) alongside the PDFs derived in the paper, there is

no solution to the obtained integral. As such, to reach to a tractable solution, the logarithmic function can be approximated as

[R1]

log2(1 + γ) ≈
4∑

k=1

δk exp (−σkγ), (24)

where δ = [9.331,−2.635,−4.032,−2.388] and σ = [0.000, 0.037, 0.004, 0.274].
Substituting (24) and the PDF in (22) into (23) yields

C ≈
L∏

ℓ=1

((
ηℓ
pℓ

)pℓ
(

γℓ

ξℓµℓ

)pℓ+1
)

−
µℓ

1+pℓ 4∑

k=1

δk
1

2πi

∮

C

L∏

ℓ=1




Γ

µℓ
1+pℓ

(
ξℓµℓ

γℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(
pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓ

1+pℓ

(

1 + ξℓµℓ

γℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(

1 + pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
− s
)





×
∫

∞

0

e−(σk+s)γdγds. (25)

The inner integral with respect to γ can be solved as
∫

∞

0

e−(σk+s)γdγ =
1

(σk + s)

(a)
=

Γ(σk + s)

Γ(1 + σk + s)
, (26)

where (a) is obtained using [R2, Eq. (8.331.1)]. Substituting (26) into (25), one can obtain

C ≈
L∏

ℓ=1

((
ηℓ
pℓ

)pℓ
(

γℓ

ξℓµℓ

)pℓ+1
)

−
µℓ

1+pℓ 4∑

k=1

δk

× 1

2πi

∮

C

L∏

ℓ=1




Γ

µℓ
1+pℓ

(
ξℓµℓ

γℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(
pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓ

1+pℓ

(

1 + ξℓµℓ

γℓ
− s
)

Γ
µℓpℓ
1+pℓ

(

1 + pℓξℓµℓ

ηℓγℓ
− s
)




Γ(σk + s)

Γ(1 + σk + s)
ds (27)

and use the definition of the general Fox H-function in (??), the channel capacity can be obtained as

C ≈
L∏

ℓ=1

((
ηℓ
pℓ

)pℓ
(

γℓ

ξℓµℓ

)pℓ+1
)

−
µℓ

1+pℓ 4∑

k=1

δk Ĥ
1,2L+1
2L+1,2L+1

[

1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Θ
(1)
L ,Θ

(2)
L , (1 + σk, 1, 1)

(σk, 1, 1),Θ
(3)
L ,Θ

(4)
L

]

. (28)

Also, the average channel capacity can be obtained in terms of multivariates Lauricella’s hypergeometric function as follows.

Substituting (24) and the PDF in (3) (Eq. (3) in the manuscript) into (23) yields

C ≈
(

L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ
)

1

Γ

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

)

4∑

k=1

δk

×
∫

∞

0

γ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ−1
exp (−σkγ)Φ

(2L)
2

(

D1, . . . , DL, B1, . . . , BL;

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ;−C1γ, . . . ,−CLγ,−A1γ, . . . ,−ALγ

)

dγ,

(29)

which can be solved as

C ≈
(

L∏

ℓ=1

(

µℓξℓ
γℓ

(
pℓ
ηℓ

) pℓ
1+pℓ

)µℓ
)

4∑

k=1

δk

σ

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ

k

× F
(2L)
D

(
L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ, D1, . . . , DL, B1, . . . , BL;

L∑

ℓ=1

µℓ;
−C1

σk

, . . . ,
−CL

σk

,
−A1

σk

, . . . ,
−AL

σk

)

. (30)

To verify the results, Fig. 4 plots the average channel capacity for triple-branch MRC receiver. It can be noted that the

analytical result is in good agreement with the Monte-Carlo simulation results. We hope that including the capacity analysis

in the response letter addresses your concern.

R1. E. Salahat and A. Hakam, “Novel unified expressions for error rates and ergodic channel capacity analysis over generalized

fading subject to AWGGN,” in IEEE Global Communication Conference, Austin, U.S.A, 8-12 Dec., 2014.
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Fig. 4. Average channel capacity versus average SNR per branch for triple-branch MRC receiver. γℓ = γ and µℓ = 1, , η = 0.25, and p = 0.25 (where
ℓ = 1, 2, 3).
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