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Abstract

The Rayleigh-product channel model is utilized to characterize the rank deficiency caused by keyhole effects. However, the
finite blocklength analysis for Rayleigh-product channels is not available in the literature. In this paper, we will characterize
the mutual information density (MID) and perform the FBL analysis to reveal the impact of rank-deficiency in Rayleigh-product
channels. To this end, we first set up a central limit theorem for the MID over Rayleigh-product MIMO channels in the asymptotic
regime where the number of scatterers, number of antennas, and blocklength go to infinity at the same pace. Then, we utilize the
CLT to obtain the upper and lower bounds for the packet error probability, whose approximations in the high and low signal to
noise ratio regimes are then derived to illustrate the impact of rank-deficiency. One interesting observation is that rank-deficiency
degrades the performance of MIMO systems with FBL and the fundamental limits of Rayleigh-product channels degenerate to
those of the Rayleigh case when the number of scatterers approaches infinity.

Index Terms

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), Mutual information density (MID), Central limit theorem (CLT), Random matrix
theory (RMT).

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) becomes an essential technique in wireless communications to enhance the system

throughput and reliability. With infinite blocklength (IBL), the mutual information (MI) of a MIMO system with channel

matrix H is defined as C(σ2) = log det(HHH

σ2 + I) with the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) 1
σ2 [1]. The expectation of the MI

(ergodic mutual information) and the probability that the MI is less than a given rate (outage probability) are utilized to

measure the system throughput and reliability of MIMO systems over fading channels, respectively [2]–[5]. Unfortunately,

the IBL assumption is not valid in practice, and the corresponding performance metrics in a more practical setting with finite

blocklength (FBL) are the second-order coding rate and packet error probability, respectively [6], [7].

In [7], the conventional Shannon’s coding rate was refined to show that the maximal channel coding rate can be represented

by a normal approximation

logM(n, ε) = nC −
√
nV Q−1(ε) +O(log(n)), (1)

where M(n, ε) is the cardinality of a codebook that has blocklength n and can be decoded with packet error probability less

or equal to ε. In this formulation, C is the channel capacity, V is the channel dispersion, and Q−1(·) denotes the inverse

Q-function. The second-order asymptotics were first studied by Strassen [8] and then revived by Hayashi using information

spectrum methods [6], [9]. In [6], [7], the authors derived the second-order coding rate for the additive white Gaussian noise

channel and the third-order term in the normal approximation was given in [10]. The closed-form expression for the coding

rate were derived based on the asymptotic distribution of the mutual information density (MID) [11]–[13]. In fact, MID takes

MI as its degenerated case when the blocklength has a higher order than the system dimensions, and its first-order and second-

order statistics play key roles in the FBL analysis [6], [7], [9], [11], [12], [14]–[16]. However, compared to the MI analysis,

the evaluation of MID is more challenging due to the FBL constraint. In [16], considering the multiple antenna block-fading

channel, the authors utilized the Berry-Esseen theorem [17], [18] to show the asymptotic Gaussianity of the MID and derived

the channel dispersion, which is an important quantity dominating the latency required to achieve the channel capacity and is

highly related to the eigenvalue distribution of the gram channel matrix HHH .

The above MI and MID analyses were performed for small-scale MIMO systems. With the increasing demands for high

throughput and the development of antenna technology, the size of MIMO systems has been increasing constantly, e.g., massive

MIMO. The large number of antennas brings further challenges to the performance analysis and system design with both IBL

and FBL. Furthermore, the full-rank condition for the channel matrix may no longer hold when the numbers of antennas

at the transceivers are very large. Fortunately, random matrix theory (RMT) has been proven effective in characterizing the

asymptotic distribution of the MI and MID for large scale MIMO systems by the central limit theorem (CLT), and the results

have been shown accurate even for small-scale systems [19]–[23].
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A. Characterizing the MI of MIMO Systems by RMT

The MI of the full-rank MIMO channels has been characterized by setting up its CLT using RMT. In [24], Kamath et

al. derived the closed-form expressions for the mean and variance of the MI over the i.i.d. MIMO fading channel. In [19],

Hachem et al. derived the CLT for the MI of correlated Gaussian MIMO channels and gave the closed-form mean and variance.

Hachem et al. extended the CLT to the non-Gaussian MIMO channel with a given variance profile and the non-centered MIMO

channel in [20] and [21], respectively, which shows that the pseudo-variance and non-zero fourth order cumulant of the random

fading affects the asymptotic variance. In [22], Bao et al. derived the CLT for the MI of independent and identically distributed

(i.i.d) MIMO channels with non-zero pseudo-variance and fourth-order cumulant. In [23], Hu et al. set up the CLT for the MI of

elliptically correlated (EC) MIMO channels and validated the effect of the non-linear correlation. Considering the non-centered

MIMO with non-separable correlation structure, the authors of [25] set up the CLT for the MI of holographic MIMO channels.

However, the full-rank MIMO channel is incapable of characterizing the reduced-rank behavior of MIMO systems due to the

lack of scatterers around the transceivers [26]. In particular, when the number of antennas exceeds the number the scatterers,

the full-rank condition may not hold. To this end, RMT has also been utilized for the MI analysis of the rank-deficient channels,

e.g. the Rayleigh-product channel and the double-scattering channel [27], [28]. To this end, RMT has also been utilized for

the MI analysis of the rank-deficient channels, e.g., the Rayleigh-product channel and the double-scattering channel [27], [28].

In [29], the authors established the CLT for the MI of Rayleigh-product channels and gave a closed-form expression for the

outage probability with equal number of antennas at the transceivers. In [30], [31], the authors set up the CLT for the MI

considering the channel correlation and unequal number of antennas at the transceivers. It has been shown that rank-deficiency

will cause a larger fluctuation of the MI and a higher outage probability than the full-rank Rayleigh channel [29], [30].

B. Characterizing the MID of MIMO Systems by RMT

RMT has also been utilized to characterize the MID for large scale MIMO systems. In [14], the authors derived the CLT

for the MID of i.i.d. MIMO Rayleigh channels by RMT and gave the closed-form expressions for the mean, variance of the

MID, and the packet error probability, which explicitly reveals the impact of the number of antennas. In [32], by assuming that

the numbers of transmit and receive antennas go to infinity with the same pace, the close-form expressions of the mean and

variance for the channel dispersion of i.i.d. MIMO Rayleigh channels were given by utilizing RMT. It is worthy noticing that

different from the CLT for the MID (Berry-Esseen theorem) derived in [16], the CLT established by RMT in [14] utilizes the

concentration property of the random matrix (CLT for the linear statistics of eigenvalues) and can be used for the closed-form

evaluation of the packet error rate.

However, the MID analysis and the impact of rank-deficiency on the fundamental limits of Rayleigh-product channels with

FBL has not been investigated. In this paper, we will characterize the MID of Rayleigh-product channels and analyze the

impact of rank-deficiency on the packet error probability in the FBL regime.

C. Challenges

Characterizing the MID for Rayleigh-product channels is very challenging due to several reasons. On the one hand, compared

with the MID analysis for the (single) Rayleigh channel, setting up a CLT for the MID of Rayleigh-product channels needs

to handle the fluctuations induced by two independent random matrices instead of only one. The difficulty has been shown

in [33] when extending the CLT for the linear spectral statistics of a single random matrix [34] to that of the product of random

matrices. A classical approach of setting up a CLT is to show the convergence of the characteristic function for the concerned

statistic to that of the Gaussian distribution [34]. However, as demonstrated in [31], [33], the evaluation of the characteristic

function and the asymptotic variance of the MID are much involved and rely on the complex computation of the trace of

the resolvent. Furthermore, the high SNR analysis is also more challenging for Rayleigh-product channels than that for the

Rayleigh case since the key parameter is determined by a cubic equation instead of a quadratic equation [29], [31]. On the

other hand, compared with the MI analysis for two-hop channels [31], the MID expression has an additional term related to

the coding scheme such that the covariance between the MI and the additional term, and the variance of the additional term

need to be evaluated.

D. Contributions

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the characterization of the MID for massive MIMO systems over Rayleigh-product

channels and the associated FBL analysis are not available in the literature. This paper is the first attempt to fill this research

gap. The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

(i) We give the closed-form approximation for the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the MID over Rayleigh-product

MIMO channels with equal energy constraint. To this end, we show the asymptotic Gaussianity of the MID by setting up

a CLT when the number of the antennas, the number of the scatterers, and the blocklength go to infinity with the same

pace, and give the closed-form expressions for the asymptotic mean and variance. The CLT is proved by showing that

the characteristic function of the MID converges to that of the Gaussian distribution by utilizing the Gaussian tools (the
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TABLE I: Summary of Related Works.

IBL Analysis FBL Analysis

Rayleigh Channel [19], [24] [14]

Rayleigh-product Channel [29]–[31] This work

integration by parts formula and Nash-Poincaré inequality [19], [35]). Furthermore, we prove that the approximation error

is O(n− 1
4 ). The CLT derived in this paper can degenerate to the CLT for MID over Rayleigh channels in [14, Theorem

2] when the number of scatterers has a higher order than the number of antennas and blocklength.

(ii) Based on the CLT, we derive the closed-form approximation for the upper and lower bounds of the optimal average error

probability over Rayleigh-product MIMO channels. Meanwhile, we show that the approximation error for the upper and

lower bounds is O(n− 1
2 ) and the derived results can degenerate to existing results as summarized in Table I. In particular,

when the number of scatterers has a higher order than the number of antennas and blockelngth, the results in this paper

resort to those of the Rayleigh channel ([14] in Table I). On the other hand, when the blocklength has a higher order

than the number of antennas and scatterers, the packet error probability converges to the outage probability ([29]–[31] in

Table I). This phenomenon also happens in single-hop MIMO channels [36]. Furthermore, the derived result with FBL

over Rayleigh-product channels can also degenerate to that with IBL over Rayleigh channels [19], [24] when both the

number of scatterers and blocklength have higher order than the number of antennas. To evaluate the impact of the number

of scatterers, we give the high and low SNR approximations for the derived upper and lower bounds, which indicate that

the Rayleigh-product MIMO channel has a larger error probability than the Rayleigh MIMO channel.

(iii) Numerical results validate the accuracy of the derived upper and lower bounds. It is shown that the gap between the upper

and lower bounds for the packet error rate is small in the practical SNR regime and the slope of the bounds for the optimal

average packet error probability matches well with that for the packet error probability of the LDPC codes. Additionally,

given the same rate, the packet error probability of Rayleigh-product channels is higher than that of Rayleigh channels,

and the gap decreases as the rank of the Rayleigh-product channel increases, which agrees with the theoretical results.

Paper Organization: Section II introduces the MIMO system over Rayleigh-product channels and the definition of MID.

Section III presents the CLT to characterize the asymptotic distribution of the MID. Section IV gives the the closed-form

expressions for the upper and lower bounds of the average error probability. Section V shows the numerical results and

Section VI concludes the paper.

Notations: Bold, upper case letters and bold, lower case letters represent matrices and vectors, respectively. The probability

and expectation operator are denoted by P(·) and E[·], respectively. The N -dimensional vector space and M -by-N matrix space

are represented by CN and CM×N . The conjugate transpose, spectral norm, and trace of A are denoted by AH , ‖A‖, and

Tr(A), respectively. The (i, j)-th entry of A is denoted by [A]i,j or Aij . The conjugate of a complex number is represented by

(·)∗ and the N by N identity matrix is denoted by IN . The CDF of the standard normal distribution is denoted by Φ(x). The

centered random variable is represented as x = x−E[x] and the covariance between x and y is denoted by Cov(x, y) = E[xy].

The convergence in distribution is represented by
D−−−−→

N→∞
and the limit as a approaches b from the right is denoted by a ↓ b.

The polynomial with positive coefficients and the support operator are represented by P(x) and supp(·), respectively. Given a

set S, P(S) denotes the set of probability measures with support of a subset of S. The big-O, little-O, and big-theta notations

are represented by O(·), o(1), and Θ(·), respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND MID

In this paper, we consider a MIMO system with N receive antennas and M transmit antennas. The received signal rt ∈ CN

(output of the channel) is given by

rt = Hxt + σwt, t = 1, 2, ..., n, (2)

where xt ∈ CM represents the transmit signal (input of the channel), H ∈ CN×M denotes the channel matrix, and wt ∈ CN ,

whose entries follow CN (0, 1), represents the normalized additive white Gaussian noise at time t. Thus, σ2 denotes the noise

power. The blocklength, i.e., the number of the channel uses required to transmit a codeword, is defined as n = Lc/M , where

Lc represents the code-length.

Due to channel fading, H is generally modeled as a random matrix. For example, for the Rayleigh channel, Hr is an i.i.d.

random matrix whose entries follow the complex Gaussian distribution CN (0, 1
M
). The Rayleigh-product channel, which can

be regarded as the product of two Rayleigh channels, is modeled by [37]

H = ZY, (3)

where the entries of Z ∈ CN×L and Y ∈ CL×M follow CN (0, 1
L
) and CN (0, 1

M
), respectively, with L denoting the number

of scatterers1. The rank-deficiency of the channel is reflected by L < min{N,M}. When the number of scatterers goes to

1In this work, we consider the i.i.d. channel to investigate the impact the number of scatterers on the error probability in the FBL regime. Such an i.i.d
model happens when antennas and scatterers are sufficiently separated so that there is no spatial correlation among antennas or scatterers [29].
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infinity, the Rayleigh-product channel approaches Rayleigh channel, i.e., when L → ∞, the probability density function of

H approaches that of Hr [27]. In this paper, we consider the quasi-statistic channel where H does not change in n channel

uses. We assume the transmitter has the statistical knowledge of H while the receiver has perfect channel state information

(CSI). For ease of illustration, we introduce the following notations: X(n) = (x1,x2, ...,xn), R(n) = (r1, r2, ..., rn), and

W(n) = (w1,w2, ...,wn).

A. Mutual Information Density (MID)

MID, also called information density, plays an important role in the FBL analysis as the error probability can be bounded

by the CDF of the MID [7], [16], [38]. The per-antenna MID of the MIMO system considered in (2) can be adapted from the

single antenna case as

I
(n)
N,L,M =

1

Mn
log

(
dPR(n)|X(n),H(R(n)|X(n),H)

dPR(n),+|H(R(n)|H)

)
, (4)

where dP
dQ denotes the Radon-Nikodym derivative of measure P with respect to measure Q [7]. Here R(n),+|H represents

the channel output following capacity achieving output distribution (the distribution induced by a capacity achieving input

distribution, e.g., Gaussian distribution [16, Section III.A]) with its column r+i |H ∼ CN (0N , IN + σ−2HHH ,0N×N ), i =
1, 2, ..., n. The output distribution of ri conditioning on H and xi, ri|(H,xi), follows CN (Hxi, σ

2IN ,0N×N ) [14, Eq.

(87)], [16, Eq. (29)]. In this case, the MID in (4) can be written as

I
(n)
N,L,M

△
=

1

M
log det(IN +

1

σ2
HHH) +

1

Mn
×

Tr((HHH + σ2IN )−1(HX(n)+σW(n))(HX(n)+σW(n))H)

− 1

Mn
Tr(W(n)(W(n))H). (5)

The distribution of both MI and MID can be used to investigate the bounds for the error probability. Specifically, the distribution

of the MI (capacity without CSI at the transmitter) can be utilized to investigate the outage probability, which is the bound

for the error probability in the IBL regime. It can be observed from (5) that MID is the sum of three terms, composed of

three random matrices Z, Y, and W(n). The first term is the per-antenna MI (per-antenna capacity), the second is a resolvent

related term, and the third is the noise term. In the following, we will set up a CLT to investigate the distribution of MID

in (5) and derive the mean and variance of MID. The main results in this paper are based on the following assumption.

Assumption A. (Asymptotic Regime) 0 < lim inf
M≥1

M
L

≤ M
L

≤ lim sup
M≥1

M
L

< ∞, 0 < lim inf
M≥1

M
N

≤ M
N

≤ lim sup
M≥1

M
N

<

∞, 0 < lim inf
M≥1

M
n

≤ M
n

≤ lim sup
M≥1

M
n

< ∞. Assumption A assumes that M , N , L, and n go to infinity and keeps the

relative relation of these parameters through the fixed ratios ρ, η, and κ. The derived results in the regime can be regarded as

a large system approximation, which has been widely used in the performance analysis over MIMO systems and validated to

be numerically accurate for moderate-scale systems [19], [22], [30], [39]. In fact, the asymptotic regime in Assumption A is

only required for the asymptotic analysis and not required for the practical operation. Different from existing works, we will

also analyze the error term for the approximation instead of just showing the convergence. Denote the ratios η = N
M

, ρ = n
M

,

and κ = M
L

and let n
ρ,η,κ−−−→ ∞ represent the asymptotic regime where n, N , M , and L grow to infinity with the fixed ratios

ρ, η, and κ. In the traditional IBL analysis for massive MIMO systems over Rayleigh-product channels [30], [31], it assumes

ρ
η,κ−−→ ∞. It is worth noticing that when κ → 0 with fixed η and ρ (denoted as κ

η,ρ−−→ 0, which means that L has a higher

order than M , N , and n), the Rayleigh-product channel degenerates to the Rayleigh channel.

III. MID CHARACTERIZATION

In this section, we will characterize the distribution of the MID. To this end, we first introduce some existing results regarding

the first-order analysis for the MI of Rayleigh-product channels, i.e., the closed-form expression for the ergodic MI (EMI)

in [31], [39].

A. Preliminary Results

Theorem 1. (EMI of Rayleigh-product channels) Given Assumption A and the channel matrix H defined in (3), the per

antenna mutual information is given by

C(σ2) =
1

M
log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
HHH

)
(6)

and there holds true that [39, Theorem 2]

C(σ2)
a.s.−−−−−−→

N
η,κ−−→∞

C(σ2), (7)
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and [31, Proposition 1]

E[C(σ2)]
N

η,κ−−→∞−−−−−−→ C(σ2) +O(
1

M2
), (8)

where C(σ2) is given by

C(σ2) = − log(σ2)

κ
−
(
η − 1

κ

)
log

(
1− ω

η(1 + ω)

)

+ log(1 + ω)− log(ω)

κ
− 2ω

1 + ω
+

log(η)

κ
.

(9)

Here ω is the root of the following cubic equation

P (σ2) = ω3 +
(
2σ2 + ηκ− κ− η + 1

) ω2

σ2

+

(
1 +

ηκ

σ2
− 2η

σ2
+

1

σ2

)
ω − η

σ2
= 0,

(10)

which satisfies ω > 0 and η + (η − 1)ω > 0.

Theorem 1 presents a closed-form approximation for E[C(σ2)] with error O( 1
M2 ), which will be utilized to evaluate the

asymptotic mean of the MID in Theorem 2. It is worthy of noticing that different from the EMI of Rayleigh channels [40,

Eq. (9)], the key parameter for characterizing the EMI, i.e., ω, is the root of a cubic equation instead of a quadratic equation.

For ease of illustration, we introduce the following notations:

δ =
1

σ2

(
N

L
− Mω

L(1 + ω)

)
, ω =

1

1 + ω
. (11)

The derivatives of δ, ω, ω, and C(σ2) with respect to σ2 are given by

δ′ =
dδ

dσ2
= − δ

∆σ2

, (12a)

ω′ =
ωδ′

δ(1 + δω2)
, (12b)

ω′ = − ωω2δ′

δ(1 + δω2)
, (12c)

C
′
(σ2) =

δ

κ
− η

σ2
, (12d)

where

∆σ2 = σ2 +
Mωω2

Lδ(1 + δω2)
. (13)

The above results can be obtained by taking derivative on both sides of (10) and the proof is given in the extended version

of this paper [41, Appendix A]. The asymptotic distribution of the MID induced by the code with the equal energy constraint

(sphere constraint)

Sn
= = {X(n) ∈ C

M×n|Tr(X
(n)(X(n))H)

Mn
= 1} (14)

is given by the following theorem.

B. CLT for the MID

Theorem 2. (CLT of the MID) Given Assumption A and any sequence of X(n) ∈ S(n)
= , the distribution of the MID converges

to a Gaussian distribution, i.e., √
Mn

Vn

(I
(n)
N,L,M − C(σ2))

D−−−−−−−→
n

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞
N (0, 1), (15)

where Vn is given by

Vn = −ρ log(Ξ) + η +
σ4δ′

κ
+

ρκω4 Tr(A2
n)

M

×
(
ω2(1 + δω)

1 + δω2 − ωω′

δ(1 + δω2)

)
,

(16)

with

An = IM − 1

n
X(n)(X(n))H , (17)
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Ξ =
(1 + δω2)δ(σ2 + κωω2

δ(1+δω2) )

ηκ(1 + δω)
, (18)

where ω is same as that in Theorem 1 and δ, ω, ω′, δ′, and ∆σ2 can be obtained by (11)-(13). Furthermore, there holds true

that

P

(√
Mn

Vn

(I
(n)
N,L,M − C(σ2))≤x

)
=Φ(x) +O(n− 1

4 ). (19)

Proof. The proof of Theorem 2 is given in Appendix C.

Note that the CLT in Theorem 2 is derived conditioning on X(n). In fact, it holds true for any sequence An with X(n) ∈ S(n)
= ,

which indicates the CLT is valid for any probability measure so that we can establish the upper and lower bounds for the error

probability by constructing An (Xn) later in Theorem 3. It can be observed that the per-antenna MI in (6) is the first term of

the MID in (5) and the variance of MI is − log(Ξ) [30], [31]. According to Theorem 2 and [31, Theorem 2], the asymptotic

distribution of both MI and MID are Gaussian distribution but the asymptotic variances of MI and MID are different since

MID takes the impact of the noise in the FBL regime into account, i.e., W(n).

Theorem 2 is the first result regarding the distribution of MID over Rayleigh-product MIMO channels and the expressions for

the mean C(σ2) and variance Vn are given by closed forms. With Theorem 2, we can approximate the CDF of the MID using

that of the Gaussian distribution and perform the FBL analysis over Rayleigh-product MIMO channels later in Section IV.

Theorem 2 tackles the product structure of random matrices in Rayleigh-product MIMO channels and takes the impact of number

of antennas, scatterers, and blocklength into account. The CLT for MID over Rayleigh MIMO channels in [14, Theorem 2] is

a special case of Theorem 2 when κ
η,ρ−−→ 0. Furthermore, Theorem 2 gives the quantitative evaluation on the approximation

error O(n− 1
4 ) in (19), which is based on the general condition M−1 Tr(A2

n) = O(M) resulting from the fourth-order moment

Tr((n−1X(n)X(n),H)2) = O(M2). Existing works on the CLT for MID and MI over MIMO channels [19], [29]–[31] did not

consider the approximation error of the CDF. Next we show how Theorem 2 degenerates to [14, Theorem 2] by the following

remark.

Remark 1. (Degeneration to the Rayleigh case) When κ
η,ρ−−→ 0, equation (10) becomes

ω2 +

(
1− η

σ2
+

1

σ2

)
ω − η

σ2
= 0, (20)

whose solution ω∞ is ω∞ = δ0 =
η−1−2σ2+

√
(1−η+σ2)2+4ησ2

2σ2 such that ω
κ

η,ρ−−→0−−−−−→ ω∞ = δ0 and ω′ κ
η,ρ−−→0−−−−−→ ω′

∞ = δ′0. We

can further obtain from (11) that
δ

κ

κ
η,ρ−−→0−−−−−→ 1

σ2
(η − ω∞

1 + ω∞
)
(a)
= ω∞, (21)

where (a) follows from (20). We can rewrite the mean C(σ2) as

C(σ2) = η log(1 +
κωω

σ2δ
) +

1

κ
log(1 + δω)

+ log(1 + ω)− 2ωω
κ

η,ρ−−→0−−−−−→ η log(1 +
1

σ2(1 + δ0)
)

+ log(1 + δ0)−
δ0

1 + δ0
. (22)

For the variance, we have

Ξ
κ

η,ρ−−→0−−−−−→
δ0(σ

2 + 1
(1+δ0)2

)

η
= 1− δ20

η(1 + δ0)2
, (23)

and
κω2(1 + δω)

1 + δω2 − κωω′

δ(1 + δω2)

κ
η,ρ−−→0−−−−−→ 0− δ′0, (24)

such that

Vn
κ

η,ρ−−→0−−−−−→ −ρ log(1− δ20
η(1 + δ0)2

) + η + σ4δ′0 −
ρδ′0 Tr(A

2
n)

M(1 + δ0)4
. (25)

The right hand side of (22) and (25) are identical to [14, Eqs. (12) and (20)], respectively, which indicates that Theorem 2 is

equivalent to that for the Rayleigh channel when κ
η,ρ−−→ 0.

IV. BOUNDS FOR THE OPTIMAL AVERAGE ERROR PROBABILITY

In this section, we will utilize the CLT in Theorem 2 to derive the upper and lower bounds for the optimal average error

probability with the maximal energy constraint. In the following, we first give the definitions of the metrics and then perform

the FBL analysis.
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A. Performance Metrics

The encoder mapping: A (P
(n)
e , G)-code for the system in (2) can be represented by the following mapping f ,

f : G → C
M×n. (26)

Here the transmitted symbols are denoted by X
(n)
m = f(m) ∈ Sn, where

Sn = {X(n) ∈ C
M×n|Tr(X

(n)(X(n))H)

Mn
≤ 1} (27)

denotes the maximal energy constraint and m is uniformly distributed in G = {1, 2, .., G}. Here Cn is the codebook, i.e.,

{f(1), f(2), ..., f(G)}. There are two types of constraints on the channel inputs, i.e., the maximal energy constraint in (27)

and the equal energy constraint (sphere constraint) in (14). Obviously, the inputs satisfying the equal energy constraint is a

subset of those following the maximal energy constraint. Our goal is to obtain the bounds for the error probability with the

maximal energy constraint in (27).

The decoder mapping: The decoder mapping from the channel output R(n) = Hf(m) + σW(n) to the message can be

represented by

g : CN×n → G ∪ {e}. (28)

The mapping g gives the decision of m̂ = g(R(n)), i.e., the decoder picks the transmitted message if it is correctly decoded

otherwise an error e occurs.

A.1. Average Error Probability

Since m is assumed to be uniformly distributed, the average error probability for a code Cn with blocklength n, encoder

f , decoder g, and input G is given by

P(n)
e (Cn) =

1

G

G∑

i=1

P(m̂ 6= m|m = i), (29)

where the evaluation involves the randomness of H, W(n), and m ∈ G. The optimal average error probability is given by

P(n)
e (R) = inf

supp(Cn)⊆Sn
P(n)
e (Cn), (30)

where R denotes the per-antenna rate of each transmitted symbol and 1
nM

log(|Cn|) ≥ R.

Unfortunately, it is very difficult to obtain the exact expression of the optimal average error probability for any M , L, N ,

and R. In particular, we consider the rate R within O( 1√
n
) of the ergodic capacity in the regime that n, M , N , L go to

infinity with the same pace, which is referred to as the second-order coding rate [6], [7]. Thus, we will consider the optimal

average error probability with respect to a perturbation r around the ergodic capacity in the FBL regime (Here we induce the

ergodicity in the inherently non-ergodic quasi-static fading channel by increasing the channel matrix dimensions such that the

per-antenna rate converges to the ergodic-capacity rate, i.e., the ergodicity is over the space instead of the time dimension).

To handle the difficulty caused by the randomness of Rayleigh-product MIMO channels, we will back off from the infinity

by assuming that n, M , N , L go to infinity with the same pace to obtain the closed-form evaluation for the optimal average

error probability. This asymptotic regime has been widely used in evaluating the performance of large MIMO systems [19],

[29], [31] and the strikingly simple expressions for the asymptotic performance have been validated to be accurate even for

the small-scale systems.

A.2. The Optimal Average Error Probability with Respect to the Second-Order Coding Rate

The analysis for single antenna system considered the rate within O( 1√
n
) of the capacity [6], where the code length is equal

to the blocklength. In MIMO systems, the code length is Mn so we need to consider the rate within O( 1√
Mn

) of per-antenna

capacity C(σ2) [14], [16]. Given a second-order coding rate r for the system with M transmit antennas and blocklength n,

i.e. [7], [12], [38], [42], [43],

lim inf
n

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞

1√
Mn

{log(|Cn|)−MnE[C(σ2)]} ≥ r, (31)

the optimal average error probability is given by [6], [14]

Pe(r|ρ, η, κ)= lim inf
supp(Cn)⊆Sn

lim sup
n

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞
P(n)
e (Cn), (32)

where C(σ2) = 1
M

log det(IN + 1
σ2HHH) denotes the per antenna capacity and P

(n)
e (Cn) in (29) represents the average

error probability of code Cn. From (30) and (32), we can observe that for r = O(1), the per antenna rate R = log(|Cn|)
Mn

=
E[C(σ2)] + r√

Mn
is a O( 1√

Mn
) perturbation around E[C(σ2)].

According to the convergenceE[C(σ2)]−C(σ2) = O( 1
M2 ) in (8) of Theorem 1, we have

√
Mn(E[C(σ2)]−C(σ2)) = O( 1

M
)

such that we can replace E[C(σ2)] by C(σ2) in (31). The convergence rate O( 1
M2 ) is proved in [31] for the cases where
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Z and Y are both Gaussian matrices, and the convergence rate may not be valid for non-Gaussian matrices. The analysis of

non-Gaussian matrices indicates that
√
Mn(E[C(σ2)]−C(σ2)) = O(1) for single-hop channels [22], [44] when the entry of

the channel matrix has a non-zero pseudo-variance or fourth-order cumulant, which is referred to as the bias. The bias also

exists for the two-hop channel if the entries of Z and Y have non-zero pseudo-variance or fourth-order cumulant.

However, Theorem 2 is based on the equal energy constraint in (14) while our goal is to obtain the result with the maximal

energy constraint. Fortunately, the error probability with the maximal energy constraint is shown to be bounded by that with

the equal energy constraint through the following lemma.

Lemma 1. (Bounds for the optimal average error probability)[14, Eq. (77) and Eq. (89)] The optimal average error rate can

be bounded by

F(r|ρ, η, κ) ≤ Pe(r|ρ, η, κ) ≤ G(r|ρ, η, κ), (33)

where

G(r|ρ, η, κ) = lim
ζ↓0

lim sup
N

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞

P[
√
Mn(I

(n)
N,L,M − C(σ2)) ≤ r + ζ], (34a)

F(r|ρ, η, κ) = inf
{P(X(n+1))∈P(Sn+1

= )}∞
n=1

lim
ζ↓0

lim sup
N

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞
P[
√
Mn(I

(n+1)
N,L,M − C(σ2)) ≤ r − ζ], (34b)

with I
(n)
N,L,M representing the MID given in (5). Here (34a) is induced by the input X(n) ∈ CM×n = X̃(n)

(
1

Mn
Tr(X̃(n)X̃(n),H)

)− 1
2

,

where X̃(n) ∈ CM×n is an i.i.d. Gaussian matrix.

Remark 2. Note that the inf operation is taken over {P(X(n+1)) ∈ P(Sn+1
= )} in F(r|ρ, η, κ), where P(Sn+1

= ) denotes the

set of probability measures on codes with support a subset of Sn+1
= . This results from the adaptation from the maximal energy

constraint to the equal energy constraint by introducing an auxiliary symbol [7, Lemma 39]. Lemma 1 is important due to two

reasons. First, it converts the evaluation with constraint S to that on the sphere coding (equal energy constraint) S= in (14).

Second, it indicates that, to characterize Pe(r|ρ, η, κ), we need to investigate the distribution of the MID. The parameter ζ
will be used when analyzing the cases with r > 0 and r ≤ 0 in the proof of Theorem 3.

B. FBL analysis

With Lemma 1, the upper and lower bounds of the optimal average error probability can be obtained by investigating

the distribution of the MIDs I
(n)
N,L,M and I

(n+1)
N,L,M , respectively, with the equal energy constraint S=. Theorem 2 gives the

asymptotic distribution of the MID given the sphere channel input X(n). According to Lemma 1 and Theorem 2, we can give

the approximations for the upper and lower bounds of the optimal average error probability by the following theorem.

Theorem 3. (Bounds for the optimal average error probability) The optimal average error probability Pe(r|ρ, η, κ) for the

second-order coding rate over Rayleigh-product channels is bounded by

Pe(r|ρ, η, κ) ≥
{

Φ( r√
V−

) +O(n− 1
2 ), r ≤ 0,

1
2 , r > 0,

(35)

Pe(r|ρ, η, κ) ≤ Φ(
r√
V+

) +O(n− 1
2 ), (36)

where

V− = −ρ log(Ξ) + η +
σ4δ′

κ
,

V+ = V− + κω4

[
ω2(1 + δω)

1 + δω2 − ωω′

δ(1 + δω2)

]
.

(37)

Proof. The proof of Theorem 3 is omitted due to the page limitation and can be found in the extended version of this paper [41,

Appendix D].

Theorem 3, which gives the closed-form approximation for the genuine bounds in Lemma 1, is obtained by utilizing

Theorem 2. Theorem 3 depicts the optimal average error probability for a region of the coding rate close to the ergodic

capacity, i.e., 1
Mn

log(|Cn|) = C(σ2) + r√
nM

. The corresponding results over additive white Gaussian noise channels depend

only on the noise level σ2 [6], [7], [14] while the results for the Rayleigh channel depend on σ2, η, and ρ. Theorem 3 shows

the impact of the number of scatterers on the optimal average error probability by introducing κ.
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Fig. 1: Comparison with existing works.

Remark 3. (Tightness of bounds) The evaluation in (35) and (36) give the approximation for the bounds in Lemma 1. The

difference between the upper and lower bounds can be evaluated by

0 < Φ
( r√

V+

)
− Φ

( r√
V−

)
≤ −r(V+ − V−)√

2πV+V−(
√
V+ +

√
V−)

=
ρ−

3
2 rD√

(ρ−1V+)(ρ−1V−)(
√
ρ−1V+ +

√
ρ−1V−)

,

(38)

where D = κω4[ω
2(1+δω)
1+δω2 − ωω′

δ(1+δω2) ]. For r < 0, the lower and upper bounds are not equal and the gap is related to the

fourth order term M−1E{Tr((n−1X(n)X(n),H)2)} of P(X(n)) in M−1 Tr(A2). This gap orginates from the techniques in [14,

Eq. (82)], and vanishes as ρ
η,κ−−→ ∞. Specifically, when ρ

η,κ−−→ ∞, there holds true that D = O(1), ρ−1V− = O(1) and

ρ−1V+ = O(1) such that |Φ( r√
V+

) − Φ( r√
V−

)| = O(ρ−
3
2 )

ρ
η,κ−−→∞−−−−−→ 0. Therefore, by noticing that r =

√
Mn(R − C(σ2)),

we have

Φ
( r√

V−

)
= Φ

(M(R− C(σ2))√
ρ−1V−

)
ρ

η,κ−−→∞−−−−−→

= Φ

(
M(R− C(σ2))√

− log(Ξ)

)
≈ Pout(η, κ,R),

(39)

where the last step follows from the outage probability evaluation in [30], [31]. We can obtain the same result for the

upper bound by replacing V− with V+ in (39). This indicates that both lower and upper bounds converge to the outage

probability. However, for finite ρ, the gap between the bound and outage probability is not negligible, indicating that the outage

probability [30], [31] is optimistic in the asymptotic regime given in Assumption A. We can conclude from (35) and (36) that

the approximation error is O(n− 1
2 ), which is better than that derived with general moment condition M−1Tr(A2

n) = O(M)
in Theorem 3. This is because the proof of lower and upper bounds is based on M−1 Tr(A2

n) = O(1).

Remark 4. Now we compare Theorem 3 with existing works.

1. Degeneration to the outage probability for Rayleigh-product channels [29]–[31]. The outage probability with IBL can

be obtained by letting ρ → ∞ (n has a higher order than M , N , and L) while keeping η and κ, i.e., Pe(r|ρ, η, κ) ρ
η,κ−−→∞−−−−−→

Φ
(

M(R−C(σ2))√
− log(Ξ)

)
, which is equivalent to the result in [30, Eq. (19)] and [31, Eq. (16)] when the correlation matrices R = IN ,

S = IL, and T = IM . In [29]–[31], the blocklength is assumed to be infinitely large and the limit is taken with respect

to N , L, and M . In this work, we change the asymptotic regime such that the blocklength increases at the same pace as

N , L, and M . In this case, the impact of the FBL is reflected by the terms after − log(Ξ) in (37), i.e., 1
ρ
(η + σ4δ′

κ
) in

V−

ρ

and 1
ρ
(η + σ4δ′

κ
+ [ω

2(1+δω)
1+δω2 − ωω′

δ(1+δω2) ]) in
V+

ρ
. When ρ

η,κ−−→ ∞ and η = 1, the mean C(σ2) and variance term − log(Ξ)
degenerate to [29, Proposition 1 and Eq. (23)], respectively.

2. Degeneration to the bounds for Rayleigh channels [14]. By letting κ
η,ρ−−→ 0, the quantities V− and V+ will degenerate

to θ2− and θ2+ in [14, Eqs. (24)-(25)] for the Rayleigh channel.

3. Degeneration to the outage probability for Rayleigh channels [19], [24]. By letting κ
η−→ 0 and ρ

η−→ ∞, we have

Pe(r|ρ, η, κ) η−−→ Φ
(

M(R−CRayleigh(σ
2))√

− log(ΞRayleigh)

)
, where CRayleigh and ΞRayleigh are given in [19, Theorems 1 and 2 of uncorrelated

case] and [24, Eq. (11)]. The above degeneration relationships are illustrated in Fig 1.
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Proposition 1. (Bounds with equal number of transceiver antennas) When the transceivers have the same number of antennas,

i.e., M = N (η = 1), the optimal average error probability is bounded with

V− = ρW (ω) + 1 +X(ω), V+ = V− + Y (ω), (40)

where ω is the positive solution of the equation

ω3 + 2ω2 + (1 +
κ

σ2
− 1

σ2
)ω − 1

σ2
= 0, (41)

satisfying ω > 0 and 1 + (1− κ)ω > 0. W (ω), X(ω) and Y (ω) are given by

W (ω) = log

(
(1 + ω)2

1 + 2σ2ω3 + 2σ2ω2

)
,

X(ω) = − (1 + zω2(1 + ω))

(1 + ω)(1 + 2zω3 + 2zω2)
,

Y (ω) =
κ

(1 + ω)4

[
ω2(σ2(1 + ω)2 + ω + 1 + κ)

σ2(1 + ω)2 + (1− κ)ω + 1 + κ

+
[1 + (1− κ)ω]4X(ω)

κ2[(1 − κ)ω2 + 2ω + 1]2

]
.

(42)

Proof. The proof of Proposition 1 is given in the extended version of this paper [41, Appendix E].

Remark 5. By letting ρ → ∞ while keeping η and κ, the upper and lower bounds in (40) converge to the limiting outage

probability, which can be given as Φ( r√
W (ω)

). The limiting outage probability is identical to the outage probability with IBL

in [30, Proposition 2] and [29, Proposition 3] with the rate threshold R = MC(σ2) +
√
ρr.

Proposition 2. (High SNR approximation) The high SNR approximations for V+ and V− are given as

V− =






− ρ log((1− κ)(1 − η−1)) + 1 +O(σ2),

when κ < 1 ∧ η > 1,

− ρ log((1− η)(1 − ηκ)) + η +O(σ2),

when η < 1 ∧ ηκ < 1,

− ρ log((1− κ−1)(1 − (ηκ)−1)) +
1

κ
+O(σ2),

when (κ > 1 ∧ η > 1) ∨ (ηκ > 1 ∧ η < 1).

(43)

V+ =





− ρ log((1− κ)(1 − η−1))+ 1+O(σ2),
when κ < 1 ∧ η > 1,
− ρ log((1− η)(1 − ηκ))+η(2− η)+O(σ2),
when η < 1 ∧ ηκ < 1,

− ρ log((1− 1

κ
)(1 − (ηκ)−1))+

1

κ
+
(κ− 1)

κ2
+O(σ2),

when (κ > 1 ∧ η > 1) ∨ (ηκ > 1 ∧ η < 1),

(44)

where ∧ and ∨ represent “AND” and “OR” operator, respectively.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 2 is given in the extended version of this paper [41, Appendix F].

Remark 6. In the first two cases, when κ
η,ρ−−→ 0, the approximations of the variances will converge to those for the Rayleigh

channel in [14, Remark 4]. We can conclude that the variances of the MID in the Rayleigh-product channel are larger than

those of the Rayleigh channel. In the first case, the gap between the upper bound and lower bound vanishes. The third case

can not degenerate to the Rayleigh case, and illustrates the impact of rank-deficiency in the high SNR regime. Here the edge

cases (M = L or M = N or L = N ) are not discussed as the variance will increase with 1
σ2 to infinity. The analysis for

N = M can be derived from [31, Propositions 1].

Proposition 3. (Low SNR approximation) In the low SNR region when σ2 → ∞, the following parameters will converge to

zero
V− = 2(1 + ηκ)ησ−2 +O(σ−4),

V+ = 2(1 + ηκ)ησ−2 +O(σ−4).
(45)

Proof. The proof of Proposition 3 is given in the extended version of this paper [41, Appendix G].
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Fig. 2: Lower bound.
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Fig. 3: Upper bound.

By Proposition 3, we can obtain
V+−V−

V+
= O(σ−2), which indicates the gap between the upper and lower bounds is small

in the low SNR region. Compared with the Rayleigh channel, the term 2η2κσ−2 is introduced by the two-hop structure and

shows the impact of the number of scatterers L. The term will vanish when κ
η,ρ−−→ 0 such that V+ and V− become 2ησ−2,

which is the same as that of the Rayleigh channel.

Remark 7. By comparing the high SNR approximations for V− and V+ in (43) and (44) with those for Rayleigh channels

in [14, Eqs. (27) and (28)], we have V− > θ2− and V+ > θ2+. This also holds true for the low SNR case if we compare the low

SNR approximations in (45) with those for Rayleigh channels in [14, Eqs. (30) and (31)]. Meanwhile, by comparing the high

SNR and low SNR approximations for C(σ2) and those for Rayleigh channels, we can obtain that C(σ2) ≤ CRayleigh(σ
2).

Under such circumstances, for a given rate R < C(σ2), we have 0 > r =
√
Mn(R−C(σ2)) > r′ =

√
Mn(R−CRayleigh(σ

2),

V− > θ2−, and V+ > θ2+ such that Φ( r√
V+

) > Φ( r′√
θ2
+

) and Φ( r√
V−

) > Φ( r′√
θ2
−

), which implies that the optimal average

error probability of the Rayleigh-product channel is worse than that of the Rayleigh channel.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, the analytical results derived in this paper will be verified by numerical simulations.
A. Approximation Accuracy of Upper and Lower Bounds

Figs. 2 and 3 compare the analytical expressions in (35) for the lower bound and (36) for the upper bound with numerical

results. Expressions in (35) and (36) are large-system approximations for the distribution of the MID bounds in Lemma 1,

which can be evaluated by Monte-Carlo simulation. The simulation settings are: σ−2 = 5 dB, R = 1.55 nat/s/Hz, M = 16,

N = 32, and L = {48, 64, 80}. The number of Monte-Carlo realizations is 5 × 107. It can be observed that the analytical

expressions in Theorem 3 are accurate.
B. Impact of n on the Optimal Average Error Probability

It can be observed from Figs. 2 and 3 that when ρ becomes larger, both the lower and upper bounds in Eqs. (35) and (36)

approach the outage probability with IBL [29]–[31], which agrees with the analysis in Remark 3 and Remark 4.1. We can
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Fig. 4: Bounds with different numbers of the scatterers.

also observe that for small n
M

, the outage probability is overly optimistic. In this case, the FBL effect should be considered

and the proposed bounds offer better performance evaluation.

C. Impact of the Number of Scatterers on the Packet Error Probability

In Fig. 4, we compare the error bounds with different L. The parameters are set as N = 16, M = 8, L = {8, 16, 32}2,

n = 36, and R = log(2) nat/s/Hz. We compare the theoretical bounds of the Rayleigh-product channel in Eqs. (35)-(36) with

those of the Rayleigh channel in [14] and the outage probability in [19], [24]. There are gaps between the theoretical bounds for

Rayleigh-product channels and those for Rayleigh channels since the latter fail to characterize the rank deficiency of Rayleigh-

product channels. It can be observed that the upper and lower bounds are close and the optimal average error probability

of the Rayleigh-product channel is worse than that of the Rayleigh channel, which agrees with Remark 7. Furthermore, as

L increases, the bounds for the Rayleigh-product channel approach those of the Rayleigh channel, which coincides with the

analysis in Remark 4.2.

D. Comparison Between Theoretical Bounds and Performance of LDPC

Next, we compare the theoretical bounds with the performance of specific coding schemes, where the WiMAX standard

with a LDPC code [14] is adopted. Specifically, the system parameters are set as M = 8, N = 16, L = 24, and the inputs are

generated uniformly. The coding scheme we adopt is the 1/2 LDPC codes, which were used in the WiMAX standard [45].

A bit interleaved coded modulation scheme with a random interleaver is used before modulation. The QPSK modulation is

employed at the transmitter and the coding rate is set as R = log(2). At the receiver, the received signal is demodulated by

the maximal likelihood (ML) demodulator [46], [47],

L(si|r,H) = log

∑
c∈C(i)

1
p(r|c,H)

∑
c∈C(i)

0
p(r|c,H)

, (46)

where L(si|r,H) represents the log likelihood ratio of the i-th bit si ∈ {0, 1} and C(i)
1 = {c|ci = 1, c ∈ C} denotes the

set of the codewords whose i-th digit is 1. Here C(i)
0 represents the set of the codewords whose i-th digit is 0. p(r|c,H) is

the conditional probability density function of the received signal r. The output of the demodulator is then decoded by the

soft-decision LDPC decoder. The length of the LDPC codes are l ∈ {576, 2304} bits, which correspond to the blocklengths

n = l
2M ∈ {36, 144}. The packet error is compared with the theoretical bounds in Theorem 3 for different SNRs ( 1

σ2 ). The

second-order coding rate is r =
√
Mn(R − C(σ2)). From Fig. 5, it can be observed that the upper bound and lower bound

are nearly overlapped, which validates the tightness of the bounds. Similar to the single Rayleigh case [14], the theoretical

bounds are nearly parallel with the error probability of the LDPC codes and the gap is around 2 dB in the considered SNR

range. Similar phenomenon can also be observed from the low rank case (L = 4) but with worse performance, as shown in

Fig. 6.

2Although the theoretical results are derived by RMT with infinite M , N , L, and n, it has been demonstrated that the RMT results are accurate for
small-scale systems [28], [31], [39].
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Fig. 5: Comparison of the bounds with LDPC coding (L = 24).
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Fig. 6: Comparison of the bounds with LDPC coding (L = 4).

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

This paper characterized the MID of massive MIMO systems over Rayleigh-product channels by setting up a CLT utilizing

RMT. Based on the CLT, we performed the FBL analysis and analyzed the impact of rank-deficiency. Specifically, we first

derived the upper and lower bounds for the packet error probability, and then obtained their high and low SNR approximations,

which explicitly show the impact of rank-deficiency. The results in this work degenerate to the FBL results for Rayleigh

channels when the number of scatterers approaches infinity, the IBL results for Rayleigh-product channels when the blocklength

approaches infinity, and the IBL results for Rayleigh channels when both the number of scatterers and the blocklength go

to infinity. The derived results can be extended to double-scattering channels and IRS-aided MIMO channels with Rayleigh

fading [48] by the approach in Appendix C with the aid of the computation results in [31]. Considering challenges in CSI

acquisition for large-scale MIMO systems, it is also meaningful to extend the results to the case with imperfect CSI [49].

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF (12)

Proof. By taking the derivative with respect to σ2 on both sides of (10), we have

3ω2ω′ + 4ωω′ + (η − 1)(κ− 1)(
2ωω′ − ω2

σ2

σ2
) + ω′ + (ηκ− 2η + 1)(

ω′ − ω
σ2

σ2
) +

η

σ4
= 0. (47)

By solving ω′ in (47), we have

ω′ =
(η − 1)(κ− 1)ω

2

σ2 + (ηκ− 2η + 1) ω
σ2 − η

σ2

σ2 + 3σ2ω2 + 4σ2ω + 2(η − 1)(κ− 1)ω + (ηκ− 2η + 1)
:=

A

B
. (48)

By (10), we can rewrite A and B as

A = −ω(1 + ω)2, (49)
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and
B = σ2(1 + ω)2 + 2σ2ω(ω + 1) + 2(η − 1)(κ− 1)ω + ηκ− 2η + 1

= σ2(1 + ω)2 + 2(
η + (η − κ)ω

1 + ω
) + ηκ− 2η + 1

= σ2(1 + ω)2 + (ηκ− κω

1 + ω
)− κω

1 + ω
+ 1

(a)
= σ2(1 + ω)2 + σ2δ + κω(

1

δ
+ ω − ω) = σ2(1 + ω)2 + σ2δ +

κω

δ
=

∆σ2(1 + δω2)

ω2 ,

(50)

where step (a) in (50) follows by applying ηκ = σ2δ + κω
1+ω

to the second bracket and utilizing κω(1
δ
+ ω) to replace 1 in

the last step. Therefore, we can obtain

ω′ =
Aω2

Bω2 = − ω

(1 + δω2)∆σ2

. (51)

By (11) and (51), we have

δ′ = − δ

σ2
− κω2ω′

σ2
= − δ

∆σ2

, (52)

which concludes (12a) and (12b) follows immediately. (12c) can be obtained by

ω′ = −ω2ω′ = − ωω2δ′

δ(1 + δω2)
. (53)

By [50, Eq. (90)], we have
∂C(σ2)+η log(σ2)

∂σ2 = δ
κ

to conclude (12d).

APPENDIX B

MATHEMATICAL TOOLS AND USEFUL RESULTS

In this paper, we mainly use the Gaussian tools for the proof, which consists of the Nash-Poincaré Inequality and the

Integration by Parts Formula.

1. Nash-Poincaré Inequality [19, Eq. (18)], [35, Proposition 2.5]. Denote x = [x1, ..., xN ]T as a complex Gaussian random

vector satisfying E[x] = 0, E[xxT ] = 0, and E[xxH ] = Ω. f = f(x,x∗) is a C1 complex function such that both itself and

its derivatives are polynomially bounded. Then, the variance of f satisfies the following inequality,

Var[f(x,x∗)] ≤ E[∇xf(x,x
∗)TΩ∇xf(x,x

∗)∗] + E[∇x∗f(x,x∗)HΩ∇x∗f(x,x∗)], (54)

where ∇xf(x) = [ ∂f
∂x1

, ..., ∂f
∂xN

]T and ∇x∗f(x) = [ ∂f
∂x∗

1
, ..., ∂f

∂x∗
N
]T . (54) is referred to as the Nash-Poincaré inequality, which

gives an upper bound for functional Gaussian random variables and is widely utilized in the error estimation for the expectation

of Gaussian matrices. By utilizing this inequality, it was shown that the approximation error of the deterministic approximation

for the MI of MIMO channels is O( 1
N
) for both the Rayleigh and double-scattering channels [19], [31].

2. Integration by Parts Formula [19, Eq. (17)]. The formula is given by

E[xif(x,x
∗)] =

N∑

m=1

[Ω]i,mE

[∂f(x,x∗)

∂x∗
m

]
. (55)

If Ω = IN , (55) can be simplified as

E[xif(x,x
∗)] = E

[∂f(x,x∗)

∂x∗
m

]
. (56)

By this formula, the expectation for the product of a Gaussian random variable and a functional Gaussian random variable is

converted to the expectation for the derivative of the functional Gaussian random variable.

Lemma 2. Given Assumption A and defining Q(z) = (zIN +HHH)−1, for finite x, z > 0, m ≥ 0 and matrix B, we have

Var
(Tr(BQ(x)ZZHQ(z)m)

M

)
≤ KmTr(BBH)(1 + 2mz−2 + 2x−2]

M3z2mx2
, (57)

Var
(Tr(Q(x)ZZHQ(z)mHBHH)

M

)
≤ KmTr(BBH)(3 + 2x−2 + 2mz−2]

M3z2mx2
, (58)

Var
(Tr(Q(x)Q(z)mHBHH)

M

)
≤ KmTr(BBH)(2 + 2x−2 + 2mz−2)

M3z2mx2
, (59)

Var
(Tr(Q(x)ZZH (Q(z)HBHH)m)

M

)
≤ KmTr((BBH)m)(2m+ 1 + 2x−2 + 2mz−2)

M3x2z2m
, (60)

Var
(Tr((Q(z)ZZH)mQ(x)HBHH)

M

)
≤ KmTr(BBH)(m+ 2 + 2x−2 + 2mz−2)

M3x2z2m
. (61)
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Proof. By Nash-Poincaré inequality (54), we can obtain

Var
(TrBQ(x)ZZHQ(z)m

M

)
≤ 1

M2L
E

[∑

i,j

|[YHHQ(x)ZZHQ(z)mBQ(x)]j,i|2 + |[Q(x)ZZHQ(z)mBQ(x)HYH ]i,j |2

+

m∑

k=1

|[YHHQk(z)BQ(x)ZZHQ(z)m−k+1]j,i|2 + |[Qk(z)BQ(x)ZZHQ(z)m−k+1HYH ]i,j |2

+ |[ZHQ(z)mBQ(x)]j,i|2 + |[Q(z)mBQ(x)Z]i,j |2
]

+
1

M3
E

[∑

i,j

|[HHQ(x)ZZHQ(z)mBQ(x)Z]j,i|2 + |[ZHQ(x)ZZHQ(z)mBQ(x)H]i,j |2

+

m∑

k=1

|[HHQk(z)BQ(x)ZZHQ(z)m−k+1Z]j,i|2 + |[ZHQk(z)BQ(x)ZZHQ(z)m−k+1H]i,j |2
]

≤ 1

M3
[2K1z

−2mx−4 Tr(BBH) + 2K1mz−2(m+1)x−2 Tr(BBH) + 2Tr(BBH)x−2z−2m

+ 2K2z
−2mx−4 Tr(BBH) + 2K2mz−2(m+1)x−2 Tr(BBH)]

≤ KmTr((BBH)m)(2m+ 1 + 2x−2 + 2mz−2)

M3x2z2m
,

(62)

where K1, K2, and Km does not depend on M,N,L. This concludes (57). Bounds in (58)-(61) can be can be evaluated

similarly and omitted here.

We use (δ, ω, ω) and (δz, ωz, ωz) to denote the parameters generated by the polynomial P (σ2) in (10) and P (z) in (63),

respectively. Specifically, ωz is the positive solution of

ω3 + (2z + ηκ− κ− η + 1)
ω2

z

+ (1 +
ηκ

z
− 2η

z
+

1

z
)ω − η

z
= 0,

(63)

such that η + (η − 1)ωz > 0. δz and ωz can be obtained by (11). In particular, when z = σ2, we have ω = ωz , δ = δz , and

ω = ωz .

Lemma 3. Given Assumption A, Q = (σ2IN +HHH)−1, and Q(z) = (zIN +HHH)−1, the following computation results

hold true
E[Tr(Q(z))]

L
= δz +O(

P(1
z
)

z2M2
),

E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)]

M
= ωz +O(

P(1
z
)

z2M2
),

E[Tr(Q(z)HHH)]

M
= ωzωz +O(

P(1
z
)

zM2
),

(64)

ω

δ(1 + δzωωz)
=

ωz

δz(1 + δωωz)
, (65)

E[Tr(QQ(z))]

L
=

δz
∆σ2 (z)

+O(
P(1

z
)

zM2
), (66)

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z))]

M
=

ωδz
δ(1 + δzωωz)∆σ2(z)

+O
(P(1

z
)

zM2

)
, (67)

E[Tr(Q(z)QHHH)]

M
=

ωωzωzδz
δz(1 + δωωz)∆σ2 (z)

+O
(P(1

z
)

zM2

)
, (68)

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)]

M

=
δωωzωz

1 + δωωz

+
Mωω2

zωz

Lδz(1 + δωωz)2∆σ2 (z)
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)
,

(69)

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M
=

Mωzω(1 + δω)

L(1 + δωωz)

+
Mωz

Lδz(1 + δωωz)

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z))]

M
++O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)
,

(70)
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where

∆σ2(z) = σ2 +
Mωzωωz

Lδz(1 + δωωz)
. (71)

Proof. Results in (64) can be obtained by taking R = IN , S = IL, and T = IM in [31, Lemma 4]. Now we focus on the

proof of (65) to (70). By the definitions of δ, ω, and ω, we have ω
δ
= L

M(1+δω) and

ω

δ(1 + δzωωz)
=

ω

δ[1 + δzωz − ωδzωωz]
=

1

[M
L
(1 + δzωz)(1 + δω)− δδzωωz ]

=
ωz

δz[1 + δω − ωzδωωz]
=

ωz

δz(1 + δωωz)
,

(72)

which concludes (65). The proof of (66)-(70) relies on the integration by parts formula and Nash-Poincaré inequality. Specifi-

cally, we use the integration by parts formula to set up equations with respect to the concerned evaluation and the Nash-Poincaré

inequality to bound the error terms. Next, we will prove (66) by first evaluating
ETrQ(z)QHHH

M
. With the integration by parts

formula (55), we have

E[Tr(Q(z)QHHH)]

M

=
1

M

∑

i,j

E[Y ∗
j,i[Z

HQ(z)QH]j,i] =
E[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)]

M
− E

[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)

M

Tr(Q(z)QHHH)

M

]

− E

[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)

M

Tr(QHHH)

M

]
=

E[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)]

M
− E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)]

M

E[Tr(Q(z)QHHH)]

M

− E[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)]

M

E[Tr(QHHH)]

M
+ εH,1 + εH,2,

(73)

where εH,1 = − 1
M2Cov(Tr(Q(z)ZZH),Tr(Q(z)QHHH)) and εH,2 = − 1

M2Cov(Tr(Q(z)QZZH),Tr(QHHH)). By using

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the variance control in (57) and (59) of Lemma 2, |εH,1| and |εH,2| can be bounded by

|εH,1| ≤
1

M2
Var

1
2 (TrQ(z)ZZH)Var

1
2 (Tr(Q(z)QHHH)) = O

(P(z−1)

M2z2

)
,

|εH,2| ≤
1

M2
Var

1
2 (Tr(Q(z)QZZH))Var

1
2 (Tr(QHHH)) = O

(P(z−1)

M2z

)
,

(74)

where P(·) denotes a polynomial with positive coefficients. With the results of (64) in Lemma 3, (73) can be further written

as
E[Tr(Q(z)QHHH)]

M
= (1 − ωω)

E[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)]

M
− ωzE[Tr(Q(z)QHHH)]

M
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)

(b)
=

ωωzE[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)]

M
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)
,

(75)

where step (b) follows by moving
ωzETrQ(z)QHHH

M
to the LHS of the first line in (75) to solve

ETrQ(z)QHHH

M
. Then we turn

to evaluate
ETrQ(z)QZZH

M
. By the integration by parts formula (55), we have

1

M
E[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)] =

1

M

∑

i,j

E[Z∗
j,i[Q(z)QZ]j,i] =

E[Tr(QQ(z))]

M
− E[Tr(Q(z))Tr(Q(z)QHHH)

M

− E[Tr(Q(z)Q)

L

Tr(QHHH)]

M
(a)
=

E[Tr(QQ(z))]

M
− δzE[Tr(Q(z)QHHH)

M
− ωωE[Tr(Q(z)Q)]

L
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)

= (
L

M
− ωω)

E[Tr(QQ(z))]

L
− δzE[Tr(Q(z)QHHH)]

M
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)
,

(76)

where step (a) in (76) follows from (64) in Lemma 3 and the variance control in (74). By substituting (75) into (76) to replace
E[Tr(Q(z)QHHH )]

M
and solving

E[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)]
M

, we have

1

M
E[Tr(Q(z)QZZH)] =

( L
M

− ωω)

1 + δzωωz

E[Tr(QQ(z))]

L
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)
=

ω

δ(1 + δzωωz)

E[Tr(QQ(z))]

L
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)
. (77)
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By using the resolvent identity σ2Q+QHHH = IN to replace QHHH in the second last term of (76) and combining (76)

with (77), we can obtain the approximation of
ETrQQ(z)

L
as

E[Tr(QQ(z))]

L
=

Lδ2z
M

+O(
P( 1

z
)

zM2 )

( L
M

− ωω + Lσ2δz
M

− ω
δ(1+δzωωz)

)
=

δz

σ2 + Mωωωz

Lδ(1+δzωωz)

+O
(P(1

z
)

zM2

)

(a)
=

δz

σ2 + Mωzωωz

Lδz(1+δωωz)

+O
(P(1

z
)

zM2

)
=

δz
∆σ2(z)

+O
(P(1

z
)

zM2

)
,

(78)

where ∆σ2(z) = σ2 + Mωzωωz

Lδz(1+δωωz)
and step (a) in (78) follows from (65). This concludes the proof of (66). (67) can be

obtained by (77). With (67), (68) can be then obtained by (75).

Next, we turn to evaluate
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH )]

M
in (69). It follows from the resolvent identity

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)]

M
= ωz −

σ2E[Tr(QZZHQ(z))]

M
+O

(P(1
z
)

M2z

)
= ωz −

σ2ω

δ(1 + δzωωz)

δz
∆σ2(z)

+O
(P(1

z
)

M2z

)

(a)
= ωz − (∆σ2(z)− Mωzωωz

Lδz(1 + δωωz)
)

ωδz
δ(1 + δzωωz)∆σ2(z)

+O(
P(1

z
)

M2z
)

(b)
= ωz −

ωzδz
δz(1 + δωωz)

+
Mωω2

zωzδz
Lδ2z(1 + δωωz)2∆σ2(z)

+O
(P(1

z
)

M2z

)

=
δωωzωz

1 + δωωz

+
Mωω2

zωzδz
Lδ2z(1 + δωωz)2∆σ2 (z)

+O
(P(1

z
)

zM2

)
,

(79)

where step (a) in (79) follows from the definition of ∆σ2 (z) in (71) and step (b) follows from (65). This concludes the proof

of (69). Next, we will evaluate
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M
in (70). Notice that

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH )]
M

can be written by integration

by parts formula (55) and the variance control as

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)]

M
=

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M
− ωzωzE[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M

− ωE[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)]

M
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)

=
ωωzE[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)
.

(80)

Similarly, we have

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M
= δωz + (1− Mωzωz

L
)
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z))]

M
− δE[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)]

M
+O

(P(1
z
)

zM2

)

(a)
=

δωz

1 + δωωz

+
Mωz

Lδz(1 + δωωz)

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z))]

M
+O

(P(z−1)

zM2

)
,

(81)

where (a) is obtained by substituting E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)] using (80) and then solving
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M
. By noticing

that
Mω(1+δω)

L
= δ, we have

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ZZH)]

M
=

Mωzω(1 + δω)

L(1 + δωωz)
+

Mωz

Lδz(1 + δωωz)

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z))]

M
+O(

P(1
z
)

M2z
), (82)

which concludes (70).

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THEOREM 2

We first introduce notations and the proof idea. In the following, we will ignore the superscript of W(n) and X(n) for

simplicity. Denote

A = An = IM − X(n)(X(n))H

n
,

γW,Y,Z
n =

√
nMI

(n)
N,L,M ,

ΦW,Y,Z(u) = euγ
W,Y,Z
n

(83)

The characteristic function of the MID ΨW,Y,Z
n (u) is given by

ΨW,Y,Z
n (u) = E[ΦW,Y,Z

n ]. (84)
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Define

M(x) = min(1, x2), M(A, x) = min(A−1, x2). (85)

Proof idea: To show that the asymptotic distribution of γW,Y,Z
n =

√
nMI

(n)
N,L,M converges to the Gaussian distribution, we

first show that the characteristic function of γn converges to that of the Gaussian distribution, i.e.,

ΨW,Y,Z(u) = eu
√
nM×C(σ2)−u2Vn

2 + E(u,A), (86)

where E(u,A)
N

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞−−−−−−−→ 0 and Vn is the asymptotic variance. This approach has been used in the second-order analysis of

MIMO channels [19], [31], [51]. It worth noticing that the expectation E is taken over three random matrices W(n), Y, Z and

it is challenging to evaluate ΨW,Y,Z(u) directly due to the exponential structure. Therefore, we resort to consider the derivative
∂ΨW,Y,Z(u)

∂u
so that the Gaussian tools, i.e. the integration by parts formula [19, Eq. (17)] and Nash-Poincaré inequality[19,

Eq. (18)] can be used to fully exploit the Gaussianity of the matrices W(n), Y, Z. In particular, we will show

∂ΨW,Y,Z(u)

∂u
= [

√
nMC(σ2)− uVn]

× eu
√
nM×C(σ2)−u2Vn

2 + E′(u,A).

(87)

Given the right hand side of (87) does not contain expectation, we need to take expectation over W, Z and Y iteratively at

the left hand side of (87). Finally, we will show the approximation error of the CDF is O(n− 1
4 ) in (19). Specifically, the proof

can be summarized to four steps:

A. Take expectation over W to obtain
∂ΨW,Y,Z(u)

∂u
= E[(µY,Z

n − uνY,Z
n )ΦY,Z

n ] +EW (u,A), where ΦY,Z
n , µY,Z

n , and νY,Z
n

only depend on Y and Z.

B. Take expectation over Z and Y for E[(µY,Z
n − uνY,Z

n )ΦY,Z
n ] to obtain (87) and compute the closed-form expression for

the asymptotic variance Vn.

C. Take integral over (87) to obtain (86). Then, by Lévy’s continuity theorem [52], we could conclude that
γn−γn√

V n

D−−−−−−−→
N

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞
N (0, 1).

D. To conclude (19), we analyze the order u in the error term E(u,A) and bound the difference between the CDF of
γn−C(σ2)√

V n

and that of Gaussian variable using Esseen inequality [53, p538].

The detailed proof is given in the following.

A. Step:1 Expectation over W

In this step, we will provide an approximation for
∂ΨW,Y,Z(u)

∂u
, which only relies on Y and Z by taking the expectation over

W. Since the approximation error for the resolvents over Rayleigh-product channels has the same order as that of the Rayleigh

channel, the approximation for the characteristic function in [14, Appendix D.D, Eq. (221) to (240)] is also applicable here.

Specifically, in the asymptotic regime defined by Assumption A, the derivative of the characteristic function ΨW,Y,Z(u) can

be approximated by

∂ΨW,Y,Z(u)

∂u
= E[(µY,Z

n − uνY,Z
n )ΦY,Z

n ] +O
(u2

M
+

u3M(u)

M2
+

u4M(u)

M3

)
, (88)

where

ΦY,Z
n = eα

Y,Z
n , (89)

αY,Z
n = uµY,Z

n − u2

2
νY,Z
n +

u3βY,Z
n

3
, (90)

µY,Z
n =

√
n

M
log det

(
IN +

1

σ2
HHH

)
− nTr(QHAHH)√

Mn
,

νY,Z
n =

n

Mn
Tr((QHHH)2) +

2σ2n

Mn
Tr
(
Q2H

XXH

n
HH

)
,

βY,Z
n =

n√
n3M3

Tr((QHHH)3)

+
3σ2n√
n3M3

Tr
(
Q2HHHQH

XXH

n
HH

)
,

(91)

Function M(x) is defined in (85). Noticing that for α ≥ 1 and A > 0, we have

e−
Au2

2

∫ u

0

xαe
Ax2

2 dx ≤ uα−1e−
Au2

2

∫ u

0

xe
Ax2

2 dx

= uα−1A−1(1− e−
Au2

2 ) = O(uα−1M(A, u)),

(92)
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where M(X,u) is given in (85). We can further approximate ΨW,Y,Z
n (u) by taking integral over both sides of (88) as

ΨW,Y,Z
n (u) = E[ΦY,Z

n ] + εw(u), (93)

where εw(u) = E[ΦY,Z
n

∫ u

0 e−xαY,Z
n O( x2

M2 )dx] can be bounded by

|εw(u)| ≤ |E[e− ν
Y,Z
n u2

2

∫ u

0

e
ν
Y,Z
n u2

2 O(
x2

M2
)dx]| = O(

uM(u)

M2
), (94)

since νY,Z
n > ν > 0 is bounded away from zero almost surely. This indicates that

ΨW,Y,Z
n (u) = EZ,Y[EW[ΦW,Y,Z

n (u)]]

= E[ΦY,Z
n ] +O

(uM(u)

M2

)
.

(95)

With (88) and (95), we can discard the dependence on W and turn to evaluate E[(µY,Z
n − uνY,Z

n )ΦY,Z
n ] by taking the

expectation with respect to Y and Z. It is worth noticing that we have carefully collected the u-related terms in the error term

since the order of u is important in analyzing the approximation error of the CDF.

B. Step 2: Expectation Over Z and Y: Evaluation of E[(µY,Z
n − uνY,Z

n )ΦY,Z
n ]

In this step, we will utilize Gaussian tool, i.e., integration by parts formula [19, Eq. (17)] and the variance control in Lemma 2

to compute the expectation over Z and Y to prove (87). To this end, we first decompose E[(µY,Z
n − uνY,Z

n )ΦY,Z
n ] into U1

and U2 as

E[(µY,Z
n − uνY,Z

n )eα
Y,Z
n ] = E[µY,Z

n ΦY,Z
n ]− uE[νY,Z

n ΦY,Z
n ] = U1 + U2. (96)

1) The evaluation of U1: U1 can be rewritten as [44, Eq. (4)]

U1 = (

√
n

M

∫ ∞

σ2

NE[ΦY,Z
n ]

z
− E[Tr(Q(z))ΦY,Z

n ]dz)− n√
Mn

E[Tr(QHAHH)ΦY,Z
n ] = U1,1 + U1,2. (97)

In the following, we will evaluate U1,1 and U1,2, respectively. We first evaluate E[Tr(Q(z))ΦY,Z
n ] in U1,1, which can be

converted to the evaluation of E[Tr(Q(z)HHH)ΦY,Z
n ] by the resolvent identity IN = zQ(z)+Q(z)HHH . By the integration

by parts formula in (55), we can obtain

E[Tr(Q(z)HHH)ΦY,Z
n ] = E[Y ∗

j,i[Z
HQ(z)H]j,iΦ

Y,Z
n ] = E

[
[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)− Tr(Q(z)ZZH)

M
Tr(Q(z)HHH)

+
u
√
n√

M3
Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)− un√

M3n
Tr(ZZHQ(z)HAHHQ) +

un√
M3n

Tr(ZZHQ(z)HHHQHAHHQ)

−
∑

i,j

u2

2M

∂νY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQ(z)H]j,i +
∑

i,j

u3

3M

∂βY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQ(z)H]j,i]Φ
Y,Z
n

]
(a)
=

E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)]

M
E[Tr(Q(z)HHH)]E[ΦY,Z

n ]

+ E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)ΦY,Z
n ](1 − E[Tr(Q(z)HHH)]

M
)− E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)]

M
E[Tr(Q(z)HHH)ΦY,Z

n ]

+
u
√
n√

M3
Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)ΦY,Z

n + E[ε1]E[Φ
Y,Z
n ] + E[ε2]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + E[ε3]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + E[ε4]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ]

+O
(
P1(

1
z
)

zM
+

uP2(
1
z
)
√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
u2P3(

1
z
)(1 +

√
Tr(A2)

M
)

M2
+

u3P4(
1
z
)(1 +

√
Tr(A2)

M
)

M3

)
(98)

(b)
= Mω2

zω
2
zE[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + ω2

zE[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)ΦY,Z
n ] +

uωz

√
n√

M3
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)ΦY,Z

n ]

+ ωzE[ε1]E[Φ
Y,Z
n ] + ωzE[ε2]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + ωzE[ε3]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + ωzE[ε4]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ]

+O
(
P(1

z
)

z

( 1

M
+

u
√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
u2(1 +

√
Tr(A2)

M
)

M2
+

u3(1 +
√

Tr(A2)
M

)

M3

))
,

where Pi(·), i = 1, 2, 3, 4 and P(·) are polynomials with positive coefficients and

ε1 = − un√
M3n

Tr(ZZHQ(z)HAHHQ),

ε2 =
un√
M3n

Tr(ZZHQ(z)HHHQHAHHQ),
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ε3 = −
∑

i,j

u2

2M

∂νY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQ(z)H]j,i, (99)

ε4 =
∑

i,j

u3

3M

∂βY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQ(z)H]j,i.

Step (a) in (98) follows from

E[abΦY,Z
n ] = E[a]E[bΦY,Z

n ] + E[abΦY,Z
n ]

= E[a]E[bΦY,Z
n ] + E[b]E[aΦY,Z

n ]− E[a]E[b]E[ΦY,Z
n ] + E[aΦY,Z

n b]

= E[a]E[bΦY,Z
n ] + E[b]E[aΦY,Z

n ]− E[a]E[b]E[ΦY,Z
n ] +O(

P(1
z
)

Mz2
),

(100)

where a = Tr(Q(z)ZZH)
M

, b = Tr(Q(z)HHH). The term O(
P( 1

z
)

Mz2 ) follows from (58) and (59) of Lemma 2 in Appendix B

with

|E[aΦY,Z
n b]| ≤ Var

1
2 (a)Var

1
2 (b) = O

(P(1
z
)

Mz2

)
. (101)

Step (b) in (98) follows from (64) in Lemma 3. Similarly, by Lemma 2, we can obtain

E[ε1Φ
Y,Z
n ] = E[ε1]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + Cov(ε1,Φ

Y,Z
n ), (102)

and Cov(ε1,Φ
Y,Z
n ) ≤ Var

1
2 (ε1)Var

1
2 (ΦY,Z

n ) = O(
u
√

Tr(A2)P2(
1
z
)

zM
3
2

). By the integration by parts formula, we have

Eε1 = − un√
M3n

Tr(ZZHQ(z)HAHHQ) = − un√
M3n

(
E[Tr(AETrZZHQ(z)HAHHQ)]

M

− E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)TrQ(z)HAHH)]

M
− E[Tr(QZZH)Tr(ZZHQ(z)HAHHQ)]

M

)

= E1 + E2 + E3.

(103)

Noticing that Tr(A) = Tr(IM − XXH

n
) = 0, we have E1 = 0. By (60) and Tr(A2) = O(M2), we have

|E2| =
un√
M3n

∣∣∣
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)ETrQ(z)HAHH)]

M
+Cov

(
Tr(QZZHQ(z)),

Tr(Q(z)HAHH)

M

)∣∣∣

≤ Kun√
M3n

√
Tr(A2)

z2M
3
2

= O
(u
√
Tr(A2)

z2n
5
2

)
.

(104)

and similarly we can obtain

|E3| ≤
un√
M3n

√
Tr(A2)

z2M
= O

(u
√
Tr(A2)

z2n
5
2

)
. (105)

A similar analysis can be performed to obtain E[ε2]E[Φ
Y,Z
n ] = O(

u
√

Tr(A2)

z2n
5
2

) and E[ε3]E[Φ
Y,Z
n ] = E[ε3]E[Φ

Y,Z
n ]+O

(P3(
1
z
)(1+

√

Tr(A2)
M

)

M2z2

)

in the last line of (98). Now we turn to evaluate Eε3, which is performed as

E[ε3] = −E[
∑

i,j

u2

2M

∂νY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQ(z)H]j,i] = −u2n

Mn
[
1

M
E[Tr(HHHQHHHQZZHQ(z))]

− 1

M
E[Tr(HHH(QHHH)2QZZHQ(z))] +

σ2

2M
E[Tr(XXHHHQ2ZZHQ(z)H)]

− σ2E[Tr(HHHQ2HXXHHHQZZHQ(z))]

M
− σ2E[Tr(HHHQHXXHHHQ2ZZHQ(z))]

M

= −u2n

Mn
[E3,1 + E3,2 + E3,3 + E3,4 + E3,5].

(106)

By the matrix inequality TrCB ≤ ‖C‖TrB, where B is semi-definite positive, we have

|nu
2E3,1

Mn
| ≤ nu2

Mn
E‖Z‖6‖Y‖4 ≤ 2nu2

Mn

KN

Mσ4z
= O(

u2

Mz
). (107)

Similarly, we can show that E3,i, i = 2, ..., 3 are all O( 1
Mz

) terms. We can evaluate E3,4 as

2nu2

Mn
E3,4 = −2nu2

Mn

σ2E[Tr(HHHQ2HXXHQZZHQ(z))]

Mn
=

2nu2

Mn
[
σ2E[Tr(HHHQ2HAHHQZZHQ(z))]

M

− σ2
E[Tr(HHHQ2HHHQZZHQ(z))]

M
] = O

(P(1
z
)u2(1 +

√
Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)

zM

)
.

(108)
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Therefore, E[ε3] = O
(u2P( 1

z
)(1+

√
TrA2

M
5
2

)

Mz

)
= O(

u2P( 1
z
)

zM
). According to the derivation in (106) to (108), we can also show that

E[ε4] = E[
∑

i,j

u3

3M

∂βY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQ(z)H]j,i] = O
(
u3P(1

z
)(1 +

√
Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)

M2z

)
= O

(u3P(1
z
)

zM2

)
. (109)

According to (98) to (109), we have

E[Tr(Q(z)HHHΦY,Z
n )] = Mω2

zω
2
zE[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + ω2

zE[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)ΦY,Z
n ] +

uωz

√
n√

M3
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)ΦY,Z

n ]

+O
(P(1

z
)

z
f(A, u)

)
.

(110)

where f(A, u) is given by

f(A, u) =

(
1

M
+

u
√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
u2(M +

√
Tr(A2)

M
)

M2
+

u3(M +
√

Tr(A2)
M

)

M3

)
. (111)

Now we turn to evaluate E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)ΦY,Z
n ] in the second last line of (98). By the integration by parts formula, we

have

E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)ΦY,Z
n ] =

∑

i,j

E[Z∗
j,i[Q(z)Z]j,iΦ

Y,Z
n ]

= E

[
[Tr(Q(z))− 1

L
Tr(Q(z)TrQ(z)HHH) +

u
√
n√

ML
Tr(Q(z)HHHQ)− un√

MnL
Tr(Q(z)HAHHQ)

+
un√
MnL

Tr(Q(z)HHHQHAHHQ)− u2∂νY,Z
n

∂Zj,i

[Q(z)Z]j,i
2L

+
u3∂βY,Z

n

∂Zj,i

[Q(z)Z]j,i
3L

]ΦY,Z
n

]
.

(112)

By the analysis of (103), we can show that 1
L
E[Tr(Q(z)HAHHQ)] and 1

L
E[Tr(Q(z)HHHQHAHHQ)] are O(

√
Tr(A2)

z2M
5
2

).

By following the same procedure from (103) to (106), we can show that the last two terms in (112) are O( 1
Mz

) and O(
u3P( 1

z
)

zM2 ),
respectively. Therefore, we have

E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)ΦY,Z
n ] = E[Tr(Q(z))ΦY,Z

n ](1− M

L
ωzωz)− δzE[Tr(Q(z)HHH)ΦY,Z

n ] +MδzωzωzE[Φ
Y,Z
n ]

+
u
√
n√

ML
E[Tr(Q(z)HHHQ)ΦY,Z

n ] +O(f(A, u, z)),
(113)

where f(A, u, z) = f(A, u)
P( 1

z
)

z
. By substituting (98) into (113) to replace ETrQ(z)HHHΦY,Z

n , we can solve ETrQ(z)ZZHΦY,Z
n

to obtain

E[Tr(Q(z)ZZH)ΦY,Z
n ] =

(Mδzωzωz −Mδzω
2
zω

2
z

1 + δzω
2
z

)
E[ΦY,Z

n ] +
1− Mωzωz

L

1 + δzω
2
z

E[Tr(Q(z))ΦY,Z
n ]

− u
√
n√

M3

δzωz

1 + δzω
2
z

E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)ΦY,Z
n ] +

u
√
n√

ML(1 + δzω
2
z)
E[Tr(Q(z)HHHQ)ΦY,Z

n ] +O(f(A, u))).

(114)

Noticing that 1− Mωzωz

L
= Mωz

Lδz
and plugging (114) into (98), we can obtain

E[Tr(Q(z))ΦY,Z
n ] =

1

z +
Mωzω

2
z

Lδz(1+δzω2
z)

E

[
[(N −Mω2

zω
2
z −

Mδzωzω
4
z

1 + δzω
2
z

)− uωz

M(1 + δzω
2
z)

Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)

− uω2
z

L(1 + δzω
2
z)

Tr(Q(z)HHHQ)]ΦY,Z
n

]
+O(f(A, u, z))

(115)

By (68), (69), (115) and the equation zLδz +Mωzωz = N , ETrQ(z)ΦY,Z
n can be rewritten as

E[Tr(Q(z))ΦY,Z
n ] = LδzE[Φ

Y,Z
n ] +

u

z +
Mωzω

2
z

Lδz(1+δzω
2
z)

[− ωz

M(1 + δzω
2
z)
E[Tr(QZZHQ(z)HHH)]

− ω2
z

L(1 + δzω
2
z)
E[Tr(Q(z)HHHQ)]]E[ΦY,Z

n ] +O
(
f(A, u, z) +

P(1
z
)u

zM

)

= [MC(z)′ +
N

z
]E[ΦY,Z

n ] +
u
√
n√

M
[− δωω′

z

1 + δωωz

− Mωωzω
′
z

L∆σ2(z)δz(1 + δωωz)2
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− Mωωz

∆σ2 (z)L(1 + δωωz)

[δz − (δz + δ2zω
2
z)]ω

′
z

δ2z
]ΦY,Z

n +O
(
f(A, u, z) +

P(1
z
)u

zM

)
.

= [MC(z)′ +
N

z
]EΦY,Z

n +
u
√
n√

M
[− log(1 + δωωz)

′ − Mωωz

∆σ2(z)Lδz

(
ωz

1 + δωωz

)′
(116)

− Mωωz

∆σ2 (z)L(1 + δωωz)
(
ωz

δz
)′]ΦY,Z

n +O
(
f(A, u, z) +

P(1
z
)u

zM

)

= [MC(z)′ +
N

z
]E[ΦY,Z

n ] +
u
√
n√

M
[− log(1 + δωωz)

′ − [log(∆σ2 (z))]′]ΦY,Z
n +O

(
f(A, u, z) +

P(1
z
)u

zM

)
.

The term C
′
(z) in the last line of (116) is given in (12). According to (11), we can obtain that δz

z→∞−−−→ 0, ωz
z→∞−−−→ 0, and

ωz
z→∞−−−→ 1. Therefore, we have

C(∞) = 0,

∆σ2(∞) = σ2 +
Mωω

L
=

N

Lδ
.

(117)

By (97) and (116), we have

U1,1 = 

√
n

M

∫ ∞

σ2

NE[ΦY,Z
n ]

z
− E[Tr(Q(z))ΦY,Z

n ]dz

= 
√
nMC(σ2)E[ΦY,Z

n ] +
nu

M
[log(1 + δωωz)|∞σ2 + log(∆σ2(z))|∞σ2 ]E[ΦY,Z

n ]

= 
√
nMC(σ2)E[ΦY,Z

n ]− un

M
[− log(

1 + δω2

1 + δω
)− log(∆σ2 ) + log(

N

Lδ
)]E[ΦY,Z

n ] +O(f(A, u, σ2) +
P( 1

σ2 )u

σ2M
)

= 
√
nMC(σ2)E[ΦY,Z

n ]− un

M
(− log(Ξ))E[ΦY,Z

n ] +O(f(A, u, σ2) +
u

M
).

(118)

Now we turn to evaluate U1,2 in (97). By the integration by parts formula, we can obtain

E[Tr(QHAHH)ΦY,Z
n ] =

∑

i,j

E[[Y]∗j,i[Z
HQHA]j,iΦ

Y,Z
n ] = E

[
[
1

M
Tr(QZZH)Tr(A) − 1

M
Tr(QZZH)Tr(QHAHH)

+
u
√
n

M
3
2

Tr(QZZHQHAHH)− un√
MnM

Tr(QZZHQHAHHQHAHH) +
un√
Mn

Tr(ZZHQHA2HHQ)

M
]ΦY,Z

n

]

− E

[u2∂νY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQHA]j,iΦ
Y,Z
n

2M
+ E

u3∂βY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQHA]j,iΦ
Y,Z
n

3M

]
.

(119)

According to Lemma 2 and TrA2 = O(M2), we can obtain

Var(
1

M
Tr(QHAHH)) = O(

Tr(A2)

M3
) = O(

1

M
), (120)

and

Var(
1

M
Tr(QZZHQHAHH)) = O(

Tr(A2)

M3
) = O(

1

M
), (121)

to derive
1

M
E[Tr(QHAHH)] =

1

M2
E[Tr(QZZH)] Tr(A)− 1

M2
E[Tr(QZZH)Tr(QHAHH)]

= −Cov( 1
M

Tr(QHAHH), 1
M

Tr(QZZH))

1 + ETrQZZH

M

= O(

√
Tr(A2)

M
5
2

) = O(
1

M
3
2

).
(122)

Similarly, we have

1

M
E[Tr(QZZHQHAHH)] = O(

√
Tr(A2)

M
5
2

), (123)

such that the third term in (119) is O(
√
TrA2

M
3
2

). Therefore, we can obtain

| 1
M

E[aΦY,Z
n b]| ≤ 1

M
Var

1
2 (a)Var

1
2 (b) = O(

√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

), (124)

where a = Tr(QHAHH) and b = Tr(QZZH). Considering the technique used in (100), we can evaluate the second term

in (119) as

− 1

M
E[Tr(QZZH)Tr(QHAHH)ΦY,Z

n ] = −E[Tr(QHAHH)]

M
E[Tr(QZZH)ΦY,Z

n ]− ωE[Tr(QHAHH)ΦY,Z
n ] +O(

√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

),

(125)
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where
E[Tr(QHAHH )]

M
E[Tr(QZZH)ΦY,Z

n ] = O( 1

M
3
2
). By Poincarè-Nash inequality, we have

∣∣∣∣∣E
[
u2∂νY,Z

n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQHAΦY,Z
n ]j,i

M

]∣∣∣∣∣ = O
(u2

M
(
Tr(A2)

M
+ 1)

)
, Var

1
2 (

u2∂νY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQHAΦY,Z
n ]j,i

M
) = O

(u2(Tr(A
2)

M
1
2

+ 1)

M2

)
,

∣∣∣∣∣E
[
u3∂βY,Z

n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQHAΦY,Z
n ]j,i

M

]∣∣∣∣∣ = O
( u3

M2
(
Tr(A2)

M
+ 1)

)
, Var

1
2 (

u3∂βY,Z
n

∂Yj,i

[ZHQHAΦY,Z
n ]j,i

M
) = O

(u3(Tr(A
2)

M
1
2

+ 1)

M3

)
,

(126)

By (58), (60) in Lemma 2 and TrA4 ≤ (TrA2)2, we can bound the variance

Var
(TrQZZHQHAHHQHAHH

M

)
= O

(Tr(A4)

M3

)
= O

( (Tr(A2))2

M3

)
,

Var
(Tr(ZZHQHA2HHQ)

M

)
= O

(Tr(A4)

M3

)
= O

( (Tr(A2))2

M3

)
.

(127)

Therefore, by noticing Tr(A) = 0, plugging (125) into (119), moving −ωE[Tr(QHAHH)ΦY,Z
n ] to the LHS of (119), and

solving E[Tr(QHAHH)ΦY,Z
n ], (119) can be rewritten as

E[Tr(QHAHHΦY,Z
n )] = − uωn√

Mn

E[Tr(QZZHQHAHHQHAHH)]

M
E[ΦY,Z

n ] +
uωn√
Mn

E[Tr(ZZHQHA2HHQ)]

M
E[ΦY,Z

n ]

= − uωn√
Mn

(X1 −X2)E[Φ
Y,Z
n ] +O

(√Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
uTr(A2)

M
3
2

+
u2(1 + Tr(A2)

M
)

M
+

u3(1 + Tr(A2)
M

)

M2

)
.

(128)

Now we will compute X1 −X2. By the integration by parts formula and the variance control in (127), we have

X1 =
1

M

∑

i,j

E[Y ∗
j,i[Z

HQHAHHQZZHQHA]j,i]

= E

[Tr(QZZH)

M

Tr(QZZHQHA2HH)

M
+

Tr(A)

M

Tr(QZZHQHAHHQZZH)

M

− Tr(QZZH)

M

Tr(QHAHHQZZHQHAHH)

M
− Tr(QZZHQHAHH)

M

Tr(QZZHQHAHH)

M

− Tr(QZZHQZZHQHAHH)

M

Tr(QHAHH)

M

]

= A1 +A2 +A3 +A4 +A5.

(129)

By the variance control in (60) (m = 0) and (127), we have

A1 =
ωE[Tr(QZZHQHA2HH)]

M
+O

(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)
. (130)

By noticing that Tr(A) = 0, we can obtain that A2 = 0. A3 can be evaluated as

A3 = −ωX1 +O
(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)
, (131)

according to the bound of the variance in (127) and the evaluation of (64) in Lemma 3. By Ea2 = (Ea)2 +Var(a) and (121),

A4 can be evaluated as

A4 = −(E[a])2 +O(
Tr(A2)

M3
) = O

(Tr(A2)

M3

)
, (132)

where a = Tr(QZZHQHAHH )
M

and the last equality follows from E[a] = O(Tr(A
2)

M5 ), which can be derived by a similar approach

as (122). Define c = Tr(QZZHQZZHQHAHH )
M

and d = Tr(QHAHH )
M

. By (61) in Lemma 2, we have Var(c) = O(Tr(A
2)

M3 ) =

O( 1
M
) and Var(d) = O(Tr(A

2)
M3 ) = O( 1

M
). Therefore, A5 can be handled by

A5 = −E[c]E[d] + Cov(c, d) = O(
1

M3
) +O

(Tr(A2)

M3

)
, (133)

where E[c] and E[d] can be evaluated by the same approach as (122). By moving ωX1 from A3 to the LHS of (129) and

using the evaluation of A1 in (130), we can solve X1 as

X1 = ωA1 +O
(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)
=

ωωETr(QZZHQHA2HH)

M
+O

(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)
. (134)
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Then we will evaluate X2. By the integration by parts formula (55), we have

X2 =
1

M

∑

i,j

E[Y ∗
j,i[Z

HQZZHQHA2]j,i] = E

[Tr(A2)

M

Tr(QZZHQZZH)

M

− Tr(QZZH)

M

Tr(QZZHQHA2HH)

M
− Tr(QZZHQZZH)

M

Tr(QHA2HH)

M

]

(a)
= (1− ωω)

Tr(A2)

M

E[Tr(QZZHQZZH)]

M
− ωE[Tr(QZZHQHA2HH)]

M
+O

(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)

=
ω2 Tr(A2)E[Tr(QZZHQZZH)]

M2
+O

(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)
,

(135)

where step (a) in (135) is obtained by the variance control in (127) and the evaluations in (64). Based on (134) and (135),

we have
− n√

Mn
(ωX1 − ωX2)

=
n2ω4 Tr(A2)

M2n

E[Tr(QZZHQZZH)]

M
+O(

Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)

(a)
=

n2ω4 Tr(A2)

M2n

( 1 + δω

1 + δω2

Mω2

L
+

MωE[Tr(Q2ZZH)]

Lδ(1 + δω2)M

)
+O

(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)

=
n2ω4 Tr(A2)

M2n

( 1 + δω

1 + δω2

Mω2

L
− Mωω′

Lδ(1 + δω2)

)
+O

(Tr(A2)

M
5
2

)
,

(136)

where step (a) in (136) follows from (70). By (128), we can obtain that

U1,2 =
ρTr(A2)ω4( 1+δω

1+δω2
Mω2

L
− ωω′

δ(1+δω2) )

M
E[ΦY,Z

n ]

+O
(√Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
uTr(A2)

M
3
2

+
u2(1 + Tr(A2)

M
)

M
+

u3(1 + Tr(A2)
M

)

M2

)
.

(137)

By substituting (118) and (136) into (97), we complete the evaluation of U1 in (96).

2) The evaluation of U2: By the resolvent identity, we have

E[νY,Z
n ΦY,Z

n ] = E

[
[
1

M
Tr(QHHHQHHH) +

2σ2n

Mn
Tr
(
Q2H

XXH

n
HH

)
]ΦY,Z

n

]

(a)
= E

[
[
N

M
− σ2 Tr(Q)

M
− σ2 Tr(Q2HHH)

M
+

2σ2n

Mn
Tr
(
Q2H

XXH

n
HH

)
]ΦY,Z

n

]

= E

[N
M

− σ4

M
Tr(Q2)− 2σ2

M
Tr(Q2HAHH)

]
E[ΦY,Z

n ] = (
N

M
+

σ4δ′

κ
)E[ΦY,Z

n ] +O
(√Tr(A2)

M
3
2

)
,

(138)

from which we can obtain the evaluation of U2. By far, we have completed the evaluation of (96). By plugging (118), (137),

and (138) into (96), we can obtain

E[(µY,Z
n − uνY,Z

n )ΦY,Z
n ] = (

√
nMC(σ2)− uVn)E[Φ

Y,Z
n ] + ε(A, u), (139)

where

ε(A, u) = O
(
f(A, u) +

u

M
+

(1 + u)
√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
uTr(A2)

M
3
2

+
u2(1 + Tr(A2)

M
)

M
+

u3(1 + Tr(A2)
M

)

M2

)
(140)

C. Step 3: Convergence of E
[
e

γ
W,Y,Z
n −γn√

Vn

]

By the evaluations in Appendix C-B, we can obtain the evaluation for in (141)-(144) given by

∂ΨW,Y,Z(u)

∂u
= E[(µY,Z

n − uνY,Z
n )ΦY,Z

n ] +O
(u2

M
+

u3M(u)

M2
+

u4M(u)

M3

)
(141)

= (
√
nMC(σ2)− uVn)E[Φ

Y,Z
n ] +O

(u2

M
+

u3M(u)

M2
+

u4M(u)

M3

)
+ ε(A, u) (142)

= (
√
nMC(σ2)− uVn)Ψ

W,Y,Z(u) +O
(uM(u)

M
+

uVnM(u)

M2
+

u2

M
+

u3M(u)

M2
+

u4M(u)

M3

)
+ ε(A, u) (143)

= (
√
nMC(σ2)− uVn)Ψ

W,Y,Z(u) + ε(A, u), (144)
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where (141) and (142) follow from (88) and (139), respectively. (143) is obtained by (95). Solving ΨW,Y,Z(u) from the

differential equation in (144), we can obtain

ΨW,Y,Z(u) = eu
√
nM×C(σ2)−u2Vn

2 (1 +

∫ u

0

e−v
√
nM×C(σ2)+ v2Vn

2 ε(A, v)dv)

= eu
√
nM×C(σ2)−u2Vn

2 + E(u,A).

(145)

According to the following evaluation

e−
Au2

2

∫ u

0

M(B, x)xαe
Ax2

2 dx ≤ uα−1M(B, u)e−
Au2

2

∫ u

0

xe
Ax2

2 dx

= uα−1A−1M(B, u)(1− e−
Au2

2 ) = O(uα−1M(B, u)M(A−1, u)),

(146)

the error term E(u,A) can be bounded by

E(u,A) = O
(M(Vn, u)

M
+

VnM(Vn, u)

M2
+

uM(Vn, u)

M
+

u2M(Vn, u)

M2
+

u3M(Vn, u)

M3

+
u

M
+

u
√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
uM(Vn, u)

(
M +

√
Tr(A2)

M

)

M2
+

u2M(Vn, u)
(
M +

√
Tr(A2)

M

)

M3

+
M(Vn, u)

M
+

u
√
Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
[Tr(A2)

M
3
2

+
u(1 + Tr(A2)

M
)

M
+

u2(1 + Tr(A2)
M

)

M2

]
M(Vn, u)

)
.

(147)

Denoting γn =
√
nMC(σ2), the characteristic function of the normalized version of γn can be written as

ΨW,Y,Z
norm (u) = Ee

u
γn−γn√

Vn = ΨW,Y,Z
( u√

Vn

)
e
−u

γn√
Vn + E

( u√
Vn

,A
)

(a)
= e−

u2

2 +O
( 1√

M

)
, (148)

where step (a) in (148) follows from

O
(
E(

u√
Vn

,A)
)
= O

(
M(u)Tr(A

2)
M√

MVn

)
= O

(
M(u)Tr(A

2)
M√

M( τ Tr(A2)
M

+K)

)
= O

(M(u)√
M

)
, (149)

and τ = O(1) is the coefficient of
Tr(A2)

M
in (16) and K does not depend on M , N , L, and n. By (148) and Lévy’s continuity

theorem [52], there holds true that
γn − γn√

V n

D−−−−−−−→
N

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞
N (0, 1). (150)

D. Proof of (19)

To establish the convergence rate for the CDF of the MID, we will use Esseen inequality [53, p538], which says that there

exists C > 0 for any T > 0 such that

sup
x∈R

|P
(√

Mn

Vn

(I
(n)
N,L,M − C(σ2)

)
≤ x)| ≤ C

∫ T

0

u−1|ΨW,Y,Z
norm (u)− e−

u2

2 |du+
C

T

≤ K(

∫ T

0

u−1E

(
u√
Vn

,A) +
1

T

)
.

(151)

Notice that the dominating term in (147) is O(M(u)+u√
M

) and for T > 1,

∫ T

0

u−1(M(1, u) + u)du =

∫ 1

0

(1 + u)du+

∫ T

1

u−1(1 + u)du = O(log(T ) + T ) = O(T ). (152)

By taking T = n
1
4 in (151), we can obtain

sup
x∈R

|P
(√

Mn

Vn

(I
(n)
N,L,M − C(σ2)) ≤ x

)
| = O(n− 1

4 ), (153)

which concludes the proof of Theorem 2.
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APPENDIX D

PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Proof. According to Lemma 1, the upper and lower bounds can be obtained by investigating the distribution of I
(n)
N,L,M and

I
(n+1)
N,L,M , respectively, which are analyzed as follows.

Lower bound: By Theorem 2, we can obtain that

P

(√
Mn(I

(n+1)
N,L,M − C(σ2))
√
V̂n+1

≤ z

)
n

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞−−−−−−−→ Φ(z), (154)

where V̂n+1 = n
n+1 (V− − log(Ξ)

M
+ n+1

M

ΘTr(A2
n+1)

M
), with Θ = κω4(ω

2(1+δω)
1+δω2 − ωω′

δ(1+δω2)
). Since − log(Ξ)

M

M
ρ,η,κ−−−→∞−−−−−−−→ 0, by

Slutsky’s lemma [54], we have

P

(√
Mn(I

(n+1)
N,L,M − C(σ2))
√
Vn,+

≤ z

)
n

ρ,η,κ−−−→∞−−−−−−−→ Φ(z), (155)

where Vn,+ = V− +
ρΘTr(A2

n+1)

M
. Therefore, we can obtain

P(
√
Mn(I

(n+1)
N,L,M − C(σ2)) ≤ r − ζ) = P

(√
Mn(I

(n+1)
N,L,M − C(σ2))
√
Vn,+

≤ r − ζ√
Vn,+

)

(a)

≥





P

(√
Mn(I

(n+1)
N,L,M

−C(σ2))√
Vn,+

≤ r−ζ√
V−

)
, r ≤ 0

P

(√
Mn(I

(n+1)
N,L,M

−C(σ2))√
Vn,+

)
≤ 0 , r > 0

=

{
Φ( r−ζ√

V−
) + cn, r ≤ 0

0.5 + cn, r > 0

(156)

for the sequence cn ↓ 0. The inequality in step (a) holds true since Vn,+ ≥ V− > 0 and the case for r > 0 follows from the

fact that
Tr(A2

n+1)

M
= O(M) such that Vn,+ → ∞. The lower bound can be obtained by taking the limit ↓ 0.

Upper bound: By the upper bound in (34a), we provide an exact implementation of X(n), which is constructed by the

normalized Gaussian codebook, i.e.,

X(n) =
G√

Tr(GGH)
Mn

, (157)

where G ∈ CM×n is a Gaussian random matrix with zero-mean and unit-variance entries. This indicates that

Tr(A2
n)

M
= 1− 2Tr(X(n)(X(n))H)

Mn
+

Tr((X(n)(X(n))H)2)

Mn2

a.s.−−→ ρ−1. (158)

In this case, the variance in (16) becomes V+.

A. Proof of (19)

To establish the convergence rate of the upper and lower bounds, we will use the Esseen inequality in (151). The lower

bound can be regarded as
Tr(A2)

M
= 0, which X can be constructed by orthogonal basis when n > M . In this case, the error

term in (147) can be simplified as

E(u,A) = O
(M(Vn, u)

M
+

VnM(Vn, u)

M2
+

uM(Vn, u)

M
+

u2M(Vn, u)

M2
+

u3M(Vn, u)

M3

+
u

M
+

uM(Vn, u)

M
+

u2M(Vn, u)

M2
+

M(Vn, u)

M
+ (

u

M
+

u2

M2
)M(Vn, u)

)
.

(159)

with the dominating term in the error term is O( u
M
). By taking T = n

1
2 in (151), we have

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣P
(√Mn

Vn

(I
(n)
N,L,M − C(σ2)) ≤ x

)
− Φ(x)

∣∣∣ = O(n− 1
2 ). (160)

For the upper bound, by the construction of X in (157), we have
‖GGH‖

n
is bounded almost surely such that

‖Tr(A4)‖ ≤ ‖Tr(IM )‖+4n−1‖Tr(XXH)‖+6n−2‖Tr((XXH)2)‖+4n−3‖Tr((XXH)3)‖+n−4‖Tr((XXH)4)‖ = O(M).
(161)
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With the evaluation above, the variance control in (127) can be further improved to be O(TrA
4

M3 ) = O(M−2) such that the

error term in (147) can be simplified as

E(u,A) = O
(M(Vn, u)

M
+

VnM(Vn, u)

M2
+

uM(Vn, u)

M
+

u2M(Vn, u)

M2
+

u3M(Vn, u)

M3

+
u

M
+

uM(Vn, u)

M
+

u2M(Vn, u)

M2

M(Vn, u)

M
+ [

1

M
+

u

M
+

u2

M2
]M(Vn, u)

)
,

(162)

since
TrA2

n

M

a.s.−−→
ρ

ρ−1 in (158). In this case, by taking T = n
1
2 in (151), we have

sup
x∈R

∣∣∣P
(√Mn

Vn

(I
(n)
N,L,M − C(σ2)) ≤ x

)
− Φ(x)

∣∣∣ = O(n− 1
2 ). (163)

This concludes (35) and (36).

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

Proof. Letting z = σ2 and M = N in the first line of (11), we have δ = 1
z
(N
L
− Mω

L(1+ω)) =
κω
z

. Also, we have the following

results

∆σ2 = z +
zωω

1 + κ
z
ω3 =

z + κω3 + zωω

1 + κ
z
ω3 =

z(1 + 2zω3 + 2zω2)

1 + zω2(1 + ω)
, (164)

ω2(1 + δω)

1 + δω2 =
ω2(z(1 + ω)3 + κ(1 + ω))

z(1 + ω)3 + κ
=

ω2(z(1 + ω)2 + ω + 1 + κ)

z(1 + ω)2 + (1− κ)ω + 1 + κ
. (165)

Then, by (12), we can obtain

δ′ = − δ

∆σ2

= − κ(1 + zω2(1 + ω))

z2(1 + ω)(1 + 2zω3 + 2zω2)
,

ω′ =
ωδ′

δ(1 + δω2)
=

z2ω(1 + ω)4δ′

κ(z(1 + ω)3 + κ)
=

[1 + (1− κ)ω]2δ′

κ(zω(1 + ω)3 + κω)
=

[1 + (1− κ)ω]2δ′

κ[(1− κ)ω2 + 2ω + 1]
.

(166)

Let X(ω) = z2δ′

κ
and Y (ω) = κω4[ω

2(1+δω)
1+δω2 − ωω′

δ(1+δω2)
], we can complete the proof by substituting the above results

into (37).

APPENDIX F

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

Proof. The sketch of the proof is given as follows. We can first obtain the high-SNR approximation for ω by analyzing

the dominating terms of (10) and the high SNR approximation for δ by (11), which are then used to derive the high SNR

approximation for V− and V+ in (37). Defining ̺ = σ−2 to represent the SNR, we will handle each case as follows.

Case 1:N > M and L > M . We start by deriving the high SNR approximation for ω by analyzing the dominating terms

in (10). Observe that (η − 1)(κ− 1)̺ω2, (ηκ− 2η + 1)̺ω, and −η̺ are negative terms since η > 1 and κ < 1. The negative

terms must be compensated by the positive terms ω3, ω2, and ω to hold the equality. We will use this fact to determine the

order of ̺ in ω and the coefficients of ̺. If ω is O(1), the O(̺) terms can not be compensated. If ω has a higher order

than ̺, i.e., ω = Θ(̺1+ε), the left hand side of (10) will grow to infinity since ω3 = Θ(̺3+3ε), ε > 0, which can not

be compensated by the negative terms. Therefore, ω is Θ(̺) such that ω3 is the highest-order positive term and must be

cancelled by the highest-order negative term, i.e., (η− 1)(κ− 1)̺ω2. Therefore, we can obtain ω = −(η− 1)(κ− 1)̺+O(1).
δ = (ηκ− κ)̺+O(1) can be obtained by approximating ω using (11). By (12), we further have δ′ = −(ηκ− κ)̺2 +O(̺),
and ω′ = −(η − 1)(1− κ)̺2 +O(̺), such that V− = −ρ log((1 − κ)(1− 1

η
)) + 1 +O(̺−1) and V+ = V− +O(̺−1).

When M > N , ω should be O(1), due to the constraint (η − 1)ω + η > 0. The dominating term is [(η − 1)(κ − 1)ω2 +
(ηκ− 2η + 1)ω − η]̺ and ω can be obtained by letting the coefficient of ̺ be zero such that ω ∈ { 1

κ−1 ,−
η

η−1}.

Case 2:M > N and L > N . The high SNR approximation for ω can be obtained by a similar analysis as Case 1 and is

omitted here. In this case, ω = 1
κ−1+o(1) is not feasible since (η−1)ω+η = ηκ−1

κ−1 < 0. Therefore, we have the approximations

ω = − η
η−1 +O(̺−1), δ = (1− η)−1( 1

ηκ
− 1)−1 +O(̺−1), ω′ = ω

δ(1+δω2) +O(̺−1), δ′ = − η
(1−η)3(1−ηκ) +O(̺−1) and

ω4
(κω2(1 + δω)

1 + δω2 − κωω′

δ(1 + δω2)

)

= (1− η)4[
κη2

(1− η)2(1− η2κ)
+

η(1 − ηκ)

(1 − η)3(1 − η2κ)
] +O(̺−1)

= (1− η)η +O(̺−1),

(167)
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such that V− = −ρ log((1− η)(1 − ηκ)) + η +O(̺−1) and V+ = V− + η(1− η) +O(̺−1).
Case 3:N > M and M > L. In this case, we have the approximations ω = 1

κ−1 + o(1), δ = (ηκ − 1)̺ + O(1),

δ′ = −(ηκ−1)̺2+O(̺), and ω′ = O(1), such that V− = −ρ log((1− 1
κ
)(1− 1

ηκ
))+ 1

κ
+O(̺−1) and V+ = V−+

(κ−1)
κ2 +O(̺−1).

Case 4:M > N and N > L. In this case, by the analysis before Case 2, we have ω = O(1). If ω = − η
η−1 + o(1),

δ = (1− η)−1( 1
ηκ

− 1)−1 + o(1) < 0 for large ̺, which is not feasible. Therefore, ω = 1
κ−1 +O(̺−1) and the result for this

case coincides with that of Case 3.

APPENDIX G

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

Proof. Letting z = σ2, we have δ = ηκz−1 +O(z−2) and ω = ηz−1 + O(z−2). By further analyzing the dominating terms

in (10), we can obtain
ω = ηz−1 − η(1 + ηκ)z−2 +O(z−3),

δ = ηκz−1 − ηκz−2 +O(z−3),

δ′ = −ηκz−2 + 2(1 + ηκ)ηκz−3 +O(z−4).

(168)

Thus, (45) can be obtained by noticing that − log(Ξ) = O(z−4) and C(σ2) can be approximated by

C(σ2) ≈ (η − 1

κ
)σ−2 + ηz−1 − 2ησ−2 + κ−1(1 + ηκ)σ−2 = ησ−2 +O(σ−4). (169)
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