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Abstract

We investigate the problem of message transmission and the problem of common randomness (CR) generation over single-user
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) slow fading channels with average input power constraint, additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN), arbitrary state distribution and with complete channel state information available at the receiver side (CSIR). First,
we derive a lower and an upper bound on the outage transmission capacity of MIMO slow fading channels for arbitrary state
distribution and show that the bounds coincide except possibly at the points of discontinuity of the outage transmission capacity,
of which there are, at most, countably many. To prove the lower bound on the outage transmission capacity, we also establish
the capacity of a specific compound MIMO Gaussian channel. Second, we define the outage CR capacity for a two-source model
with unidirectional communication over a MIMO slow fading channel with arbitrary state distribution and establish a lower and
an upper bound on it using our bounds on the outage transmission capacity of the MIMO slow fading channel.

Index Terms

Common randomness, outage transmission capacity, MIMO slow fading channels, compound MIMO Gaussian channels

I. INTRODUCTION

Motivated by its striking applications in the theory of identification, Ahlswede and Csiszar introduced the concept of
generation of non-secret common randomness (CR) in [1]. The identification scheme is an approach in communications
developed by Ahlswede and Dueck [2] in 1989. In the identification framework, the decoder is not interested in knowing
what the received message is. He rather wants to know if a specific message of special interest to him has been sent or not.
Naturally, the sender has no knowledge of that specific message, otherwise, the problem would be trivial. It turns out that
CR may allow a significant increase in the identification capacity of channels [1l], [3l], [4]. While the number of identification
messages (also called identities) increases exponentially with the block-length in the deterministic identification scheme for
discrete memoryless channels (DMCs), the size of the identification code increases doubly exponentially with the block-length
when CR is used as a resource. The identification scheme is more suitable than the classical transmission scheme proposed by
Shannon [3] in many practical applications which require robust and ultra-reliable low latency information exchange including
several machine-to-machine and human-to-machine systems [6]], industry 4.0 [7] and 6G communication systems [8]. It is
therefore expected that CR will be an important resource for future communication systems [8] [9] and, in particular, that
resilience requirements [8] and security requirements [[10] can also be met on the basis of CR. These requirements are again of
particular importance for achieving trustworthiness, which is a key challenge for future communication systems due to modern
applications [[L1]. For this reason, CR generation for future communication networks is a central research question in large 6G
research projects [12]] [13].

The applications of CR generation are not restricted to the identification scheme. The availability of CR as a resource plays in
general a key role in distributed settings [14]. It allows to design correlated random protocols that often perform faster and more
efficiently than the deterministic ones or the ones using independent randomization. Further examples of the applications of
CR include correlated random coding over arbitrarily varying channels (AVCs) [15] and oblivious transfer and bit commitment
schemes [[16] [17]. CR is also of high relevance in the key generation problem. Indeed, under additional secrecy constraints,
the generated CR can be used as secret keys, as shown in the fundamental two papers [18] [[19]. The generated secret keys
can be used to perform cryptographic tasks including secure message transmission and message authentication. In our work,
however, we will not impose any secrecy requirements.

We study the problem of CR generation in the basic two-party communication setting in which Alice and Bob aim to agree
on a common random variable with high probability by observing independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) samples of
correlated discrete sources and while communicating as little as possible. Ahlswede and Csizar initially introduced the problem
of CR generation from discrete correlated sources where the communication was over discrete noiseless channels with limited
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capacity [1]]. A single-letter characterization of the CR capacity for this model was established in [[1]. CR capacity refers to
the maximum rate of CR that Alice and Bob can generate using the resources available in the model. The results on CR
capacity were later extended to single-input single-output (SISO) and multiple-antenna Gaussian channels in [20] for their
practical relevance in many communication situations such as wired and wireless communications, satellite and deep space
communication links, etc. The results on CR capacity over Gaussian channels have been used to establish a lower-bound on
the corresponding correlation-assisted secure identification capacity in the log-log scale in [20]. This lower bound can already
exceed the secure identification capacity over Gaussian channels with randomized encoding established in [21].

In our work, we consider the CR generation problem over single-user multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) slow fading
channels with complete channel state information available at the receiver side (CSIR). The focus is on the MIMO setting
since multiple-antenna systems present considerable practical benefits including increased capacity, reliability and spectrum
efficiency. This is due to a combination of both diversity and spatial multiplexing gains [22]]. In particular, a practically relevant
model in wireless communications is the slow fading model with additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) [22]—[25]. In the
multiple-antenna slow fading scenario, the channel state, represented by the channel matrix, is random but remains constant
during the codeword transmission. Therefore, channel fades cannot be averaged out and ensuring reliable communication is
consequently challenging.

A commonly used concept to assess the performance in slow fading environments is the 7n-outage transmission capacity
defined to be the supremum of all rates for which the outage probability is lower than or equal to 7 [22] [23]. From the channel
transmission perspective and for a given coding scheme, outage occurs when the instantaneous channel state is so poor that
that coding scheme is not able to establish reliable communication over the channel. The capacity versus outage approach
was initially proposed in [24] for fading channels. Later, this approach was applied to multi-antenna channels in [26], where
the analysis was restricted to MIMO Rayleigh fading channels. However, to the best of our knowledge, no rigorous proof of
the outage transmission capacity of SISO and MIMO slow fading channels with arbitrary state distribution is provided in the
literature. For instance, the capacity formula provided in the literature for the SISO case is not valid when the distribution
function of the absolute value of the state is discontinuous.

The first contribution of this paper lies in deriving a lower and an upper bound on the n-outage transmission capacity of
MIMO slow fading channels with average input power constraint, AWGN and arbitrary state distribution. We will show that
the bounds coincide except possibly at the points of discontinuity of the outage transmission capacity, of which there are, at
most, countably many and we will show that when the state has a density, which is positive except on a set with Lebesgue
measure equal to zero, then the bounds on the n-outage capacity coincide for all possible values of 7, regardless of whether
the outage capacity is continuous at 7 or not. To prove the lower bound on the outage transmission capacity, we will also
establish the capacity of a compound MIMO Gaussian channel corresponding to the set of MIMO Gaussian channels that
are not in outage for some fixed input covariance matrix and target rate, and for which the operator norm of the state is
upper-bounded by some positive constant. We will additionally establish the n-outage transmission capacity of single-input
multiple-output (SIMO) slow fading channels and provide an alternative proof of the outage transmission capacity for the SISO
case based on the degradedness of SISO Gaussian channels as well as the strong converse for this type of channels. It is here
worth-mentioning that the n-outage capacity formula that we prove for the SISO and the SIMO case hold regardless whether
the n-outage capacity is continuous at 7 or not. The outage transmission capacity formula that we prove for the SISO case is
an extension of the formula presented in the literature to arbitrary state distribution.

The second contribution of this paper lies in introducing the concept of outage in the CR generation framework as well
as deriving a lower and an upper bound on the n-outage CR capacity for a two-source model with one-way communication
over MIMO slow fading channels with AWGN and arbitrary state distribution. In the CR generation framework, outage occurs
when the channel state is so poor that Alice and Bob cannot agree on a common random variable with high probability. The
n-outage CR capacity is defined to be the maximum of all achievable CR rates for which the outage probability from the CR
generation perspective does not exceed 7). In the proof of the bounds on the n-outage CR capacity, we will use our bounds on
the n-outage transmission capacity of MIMO slow fading channels.

Paper Outline: Section [[Il describes the system model and provides the key definitions as well as the main and auxiliary
results. In Section we derive a lower and an upper bound on the n-outage transmission capacity of MIMO slow fading
channels with average input power constraint, AWGN and with arbitrary state distribution. In Section [V] we establish the -
outage transmission capacity for the SIMO case and provide an alternative proof of it for the SISO case. Section [V]is devoted
to the derivation of a lower and an upper bound on the n-outage CR capacity for a two-source model with unidirectional
communication over MIMO slow fading channels. In Section we establish the capacity of a specific compound MIMO
complex Gaussian channel. Section [VII] contains concluding remarks and proposes potential future research in this field.

Notation: C denotes the set of complex numbers and R denotes the set of real numbers; H(-) and h(-) correspond to
the entropy and the differential entropy function, respectively; I(-;-) denotes the mutual information between two random
variables. All information quantities are taken to base 2. Throughout the paper, log is taken to base 2. The natural exponential
and the natural logarithm are denoted by exp and In, respectively. For any random variables X, Y and Z, we use the notation



X e Y o Z to indicate a Markov chain. 77 denotes the set of U-typical sequences of block-length n and of type Py;. For any
matrix A, tr(A) refers to the trace of A, ||A|| stands for the operator norm of A with respect to the Euclidean norm,A# stands
for the standard Hermitian transpose of A and A~! refers to the matrix inverse of A. For any random matrix A € C™*"
with entries A; ; i =1,...,m,j =1,...,n, we define

E[A11] E[A12]
EA]=|

For any random vector X, cov(X) refers to its covariance matrix. For any set £, £¢ refers to its complement and |€| refers
to its cardinality.

II. SYSTEM MODEL, DEFINITIONS AND RESULTS
A. System Model

Let a MIMO slow fading channel Wqg be given. First, we define the MIMO slow fading channel Wg. Suppose that one
terminal called Terminal A wants to transmit a message to another terminal called Terminal B by sending, for arbitrary n > 0,
an input sequence t" = (t1,...,t,) € CNT*" of block-length n over the MIMO slow fading channel. Terminal B observes
the output sequence 2" = (21,...,2z,) € CV2X" of block-length n such that

z=Gt;+& i=1,...,n.

Here, N7 and N refer to the number of transmit and receive antennas, respectively. G € CN#*N7 models the random complex
gain, where we assume that both terminals A and B know the distribution of the gain G and that the actual realization of the
gain is known by Terminal B only. £" = (&1,...,&,) € CNRX™ models the noise sequence. We assume that the &;s are i.i.d.
such that & ~ N¢ (0 Nps O'QINR) ,i=1,...,n. We further assume that G and £" are mutually independent.

We are interested in the problem of common randomness (CR) generation over Wg. Let a discrete memoryless multiple
source (DMMS) Pxy with two components, with generic variables X and Y on alphabets X and ), respectively, be given.
The DMMS emits i.i.d. samples of (X,Y"). Suppose that the outputs of X are observed only by Terminal A and those of
Y only by Terminal B. We further assume that the joint distribution of (X,Y") is known to both terminals. Terminal A can
communicate with Terminal B over the MIMO slow fading channel Wg. We also assume that (X™,Y™) is independent of
(G, &™). There are no other resources available to any of the terminals.

Definition 1. A CR-generation protocol of block-length n consists of:

1) A function ® that maps X" into a random variable K with alphabet KC generated by Terminal A.
2) A function A that maps X" into the input sequence T € CNT*" satisfying the power constraint

1 n
— Z Tl-HTZ- < P, almost surely. (1)
n
i=1
3) A function U that maps Y™ and the output sequence Z" = (Zi,...,Z,) € CNEX" into a random variable L with
alphabet K generated by Terminal B.

Such a protocol induces a pair of random variables (K, L) whose joint distribution is determined by Pxy and by the channel
We. Such a pair of random variables (K, L) is called permissible. This is illustrated in Fig. [l

We define first an achievable n-outage CR rate and the 7n-outage CR capacity for the model presented above. This is an
extension of the definition of an achievable CR rate and of the CR capacity over rate-limited discrete noiseless channels
introduced in [1].

Definition 2. Fix a non-negative constant n < 1. A number H is called an achievable n-outage CR rate if there exists a
non-negative constant c such that for every o > 0 and § > 0 and for sufficiently large n there exists a permissible pair of
random variables (K, L) such that

P[P[K # LIG] < o] > 1 -1, 2)
K| <27, (3)
%H(K) > H -, ()

where the constant 0 < n < 1 and the constant o > 0 in @) correspond to an upper-bound on the outage probability and
to an upper-bound on the error probability, from the common randomness generation perspective, respectively, and where the
outer probability in is with respect to G.
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Fig. 1: Standard two-source model [1]] with unidirectional communication over a MIMO slow fading channel

Remark 1. Together with (2), the technical condition () ensures for every ¢ > 0 and sufficiently large block-length n that
PG e A("=€)] > 1 — 1, where

A _ g e orwne | HEIG=8)  HIIG=8)| _ |
n n
This follows from the analogous statement in [[1].
Remark 2. The most convenient form of CR is uniform CR, i.e., K and L are uniform (or nearly uniform) random variables
[1]. In Section [V=A] we will provide a scheme for generation of nearly uniform random variables that coincide with high
probability when the system is not in outage from the CR generation perspective.

Definition 3. The n-outage CR capacity C;f bYR(P, Wg) is the maximum achievable n-outage CR rate defined according to
Definition [2]

Next, we define an achievable n-outage transmission rate for the MIMO slow fading channel Wq and the corresponding
n-outage transmission capacity. For this purpose, we begin by providing the definition of a transmission-code for W¢.

Definition 4. A transmission-code T of block-length n and size [| ||T|| and with average power constraint P for the MIMO
channel Wq is a family of pairs of codewords and decoding regions {(tg, Dég)) cg € CNrXNr g — 1, ||F||} such that
forall ¢,j e {1,....|T||} and all g € CNr*NT .

tl c CNTXn’ Dég) C (CNRXn’

1 n
-~ §tfitz,i <P ty=(ter,....ten),
DENDE =g, (4]

The maximum error probability for gain g is expressed as

e(T,g)= max Wg(D®t,).
te{t,rpy ¢
Remark 3. Since we do not assume any channel state information at the transmitter side, the codewords ty, £ =1,...,|T,

do not depend on the gain.

Remark 4. Throughout the paper, we consider the maximum error probability criterion. However, due to the converse, the
rate and capacity expressions hold also for the average error probability criterion.

Definition 5. Let 0 < n < 1. A real number R is called an achievable n-outage transmission rate of the channel Wq if for
every 0,0 > 0 there exists a code sequence (T',,)°2_,, where each code T, of block-length n is defined according to Definition

such that
log||T's |

n

>R-9

I'This is the same notation used in [27].



and
Ple(l,,,G) < 6] > 1 -1 ®)
for sufficiently large n, where the probability in () is with respect to G.

Definition 6. The n-outage transmission capacity of the channel W is the supremum of all achievable n-outage transmission
rates defined according to Definition [ and it is denoted by C, (P, Wg).

B. Main Results

Theorem 1. Let Qp be the set of complex positive semi-definite Hermitian N1 x Np matrices whose trace is smaller than
or equal to P. For any g € CN2*NTand any Q € Qp, we define

1
f(g, Q) = log det(In,, + —8Qg"). ©)

Let G € CNrXNT pe any random matrix. Then, the n-outage transmission capacity of the channel Wq satisfies

Cy(P.Wa) = 1(n) )

and
Cy (P, Wa) < u(n), ®)

where
) =sup {R: _inf P[/(G.Q) < K] <n} ©

and
u(n) =sup {R: inf P[f(G,Q) <K <n}. (10)

The lower and upper bound in ) and @) hold with equality except possibly at the points of discontinuity of C,(P,Wg), of
which there are, at most, countably many. Furthermore, if G has a density, which is positive except on a set with Lebesgue
measure equal to zero, then the bounds in (1) and (8) coincide for all possible values of n, regardless of whether C,(P, W)
is continuous at n or not and it holds that

C,(P,Wg) = max {R : duin P[/(G.Q) < R] < 77}- 11

The proof of the Theorem [I]is provided in Section
Remark 5. The outage capacity formula in is the one provided in [22]] for MIMO slow Rayleigh fading channels.
Theorem 2. If Ny = 1, then the n-outage transmission capacity of the SIMO slow fading channel Wg is equal to

O, (P, Wg) = sup {R P [log det(Iy, + £GGH) < R} < n},

regardless of whether it is continuous at 7 or not.
Furthermore, if Ny = Nr = 1, then the n-outage transmission capacity of the SISO slow fading channel Wq is equal to

P
C,(P,Wg) = log (1+%), (12)
where
0 =inf{y : PG> 2] > 1 -n} (13)
is the generalized inverse of the complementary cdf of |G|

The proof of Theorem 2l is provided in Section [V]

Remark 6. If the cdf of |G|? is continuous and strictly monotone increasing, then the generalized inverse in (I3) coincides
with the normal inverse and the outage transmission capacity formula in (I2) coincides with the one provided in [22].



Theorem 3. For the model described in Section [[I-4] the n-outage CR capacity satisfies

Coop(PWg) > max I(U; X) (14)
UeXeY
I(U;X)—1(U;Y)<U(n)
and
Cror(P,We) < max  I(U;X), (15)
UeXeY

I(U;X)—1(U;Y)<u(n)

where 1(n) and u(n) are defined in @) and (IQ), respectively. The lower and upper bound in (I4) and (I3) hold with equality
except at the points where 1(n) and u(n) do not coincide, of which there are, at most, countably many.

The proof of Theorem [3lis provided in Section [V]
C. Auxiliary Result

For the proof the lower bound in Theorem[Il we require the following result on the capacity of a compound MIMO complex
Gaussian channel with fixed noise covariance matrix equal to 021, and with Nz X Ny channel matrix whose operator norm
is bounded from above. This is illustrated in what follows. Let a > 0 be fixed arbitrarily. Define the set

B, ={g € C"""" : ||g| < a}.
Let G, be any closed subset of B,. We define the compound channel
C={Wg:g€G,}
We define first an achievable transmission rate and the transmission capacity for the compound channel C.

Definition 7. A real number R is called an achievable rate for the compound channel C = {Wy : g € G, } if for every 6,6 > 0

and all g € G, there exists a code sequence (I',,)22_, where each code T, of block-length n is defined according to Definition
such that

L
n

and
e(Ty,g) <0,

Sor sufficiently large n, where e(I'y,, g) is defined in Definition
Definition 8. The compound capacity of C is the supremum of all achievable rates for C defined according to Definition [7]

Theorem 4. The compound capacity of C is equal to

1
a in log det(I — Hy.
g, g low el + Z7eQs")

The proof of Theorem M is provided in Section [V1l

III. PROOF OF THEOREM[II
A. Proof of the Lower Bound on the Outage Transmission Capacity
Under the assumption of the validity of Theorem ] which will be proved in Section [VI, we will show that

Cp(P,Wg) 2 U(n) — pe,

for some 1 <y < 2, where € is an arbitrarily small positive constant and where
I(n) = {R:'f]P’ G, <R<}.
() = sup o [f(G,Q)<R]<n
Clearly, from the definition of I(7), it holds that
P(E) _

inf 7

Qnt PIA(G.Q) <) —d <n.

We fix oy > 0 to be sufficiently small such that P4 a1 < n. We will show in the following lemma that for sufficiently

inf
large n, we can choose a non-singular Q € Qp such that for some 1 < p < 2,

P[(G,Q) <I(n) — ne| <.



Lemma 1. For sufficiently large n, there exists a non-singular Q € Qp satisfying for some 1 < < 2
P [f(G, Q) <l(n) - ue] <.
Proof. Notice first that from the definition of Pl(nef) , there exists a Q € Qp such that

Plre.@ <in—d <ri+ 5

Now, one can find a 1 < u < 2 such that
P [£(G.Q) = U(n) - ue] = 0. (16)
It holds then that
P[£(G, Q) < 1(n) — pe| <P[£(G,Q) <1(n) —¢]
<+
It is known that for all g € CVR*NT there exists a sequence of non-singular (Q,,)% ;, with each Q,, € Qp, converging to

Q, regardless of whether Q is singular or not. It follows from (I8) that (I{ge(cNRXNT:f(g7Qn)<l(n)_H€} (g))n_1 converges to

I {8ECNRXNT : f(g,@) <U(1)—pue} (g) almost surely,.where I;., is the indicator function. Therefore, it follows using the Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem that for sufficiently large n :

P(/(G. Q) < 1(n) — pe] = / I 1(G.0) <i() e} AP

aq

= / Lpea<m-—ua® + 3

~ [0
=P [£(G.Q) <I(n) —pe| + 5
< P(e) + o

inf
<.
Therefore, one can find for sufficiently large n a non-singular a Q € Qp such that

P[£(G.Q) <1(n) — pe| <.

O
Since Q € Qp is non-singular, it holds that
lim min f(g, Q) = cc. a17)
a—oco 8
lgll=a
Now, consider the set
Go = {g € CYW" N7 () — pe < f(g,Q) and ||g|| < a}
for some a > 0 chosen sufficiently large such that
{ge g = af C 6. as)

From (I7), we know the existence of an a > 0 satisfying (I8).
Now, since the set {g € CNrXNT - () — e < f(g, Q)} is closed, it follows that G, is a closed subset of B, = {g €

CNrx*Nr . ||| < a}. By applying Theorem [, it follows that the compound capacity of C = {Wy : g € G,} is equal to

max min ,Q).
Qegpgegaf(g Q)

Since Q € Qp, it follows that

min f(g, Q)

9€Ga

is an achievable rate for C.



Let 6,6 > 0. Since [(n) — pe < min f(g, Q) , there exists a code sequence (I's )% and a block-length ng such that
g€U0a “

log||T s
ol 5y — e
n
and such that

g€Go = e(Tg .8 <0

for n > ng.
Next, we will prove the following lemma:

Lemma 2. For n > ng
ge B ={gcC" " : g > a} = e(Tgn,8) <0,
where I'g , is some code with block-length n, and with the same size and the same encoder as I's .

Proof. Suppose first that for a Gaussian channel Wy, a code I'D gatisfies e(l"(l), g1) < 6. Then, it can be shown that there
exists a code ') for Wy, , the channel from which W, was degraded such that e(T'(?), g5) < 6. The code T'® has the same
encoder as T'™) but has possibly a different decoder. The analogous statement for DMCs is a special case of the statement
provided in [28]].

Now, let g with ||g|| > a be fixed arbitrarily. We recall that a satisfies (I8). Then, the channel Wy with g’ = %-g € G,

el
is a degraded version of the channel Wy. It follows that there exists a code sequence (I'g )52, for Wy such that each code

I'g,n of block-length n has the same encoder and the same size as the code I'; = of block-length n but a different decoder
adjusted to g and such that for n > ng, e(I'g 1, g) < 6. Here, we require channel state information at the receiver side (CSIR)
so that the decoder can adjust its decoding strategy according to the channel state. O

So far, we have proved the existence of a block-length ny and of a code sequence (I',,)52 ;, where each code I',, of block-
length n has the same size and the same encoder as the code I'; | of block-length n and a decoder adjusted to the actual
gain g, such that

log||T",,
LogTnl 2 1l(n) —pe—10
n
and such that
g€, UB;, = e(Ty,8) <0

for n > ng.
Now, we have for n > nyg

Ple(Tn, G) < 0] > P [G e G usg}
~P[Ged]+PlGes]
2B [7(G.Q) 2 1) - u
>1-mn,

where (a) follows from the choice of the constant a. This completes the proof of the lower-bound on the n-outage transmission
capacity.

B. Proof of the Upper Bound on the Outage Transmission Capacity
We will show that
(P Wg) < u(n), (19)
where

u() =sup {R: inf P[f(G.Q) < K| <n}.

The weak converse for compound channels does not guarantee that the error probability cannot be made arbitrarily small for
all possible states when the target rate exceeds the compound capacity. Therefore, we cannot use the weak converse theorem
of compound channels to prove the upper bound in (I9). We will proceed differently. Suppose (I9) were not true. Then there



exists an € > 0 such that u(n) + € is an achievable n-outage transmission rate for Wg. The goal is to find a contradiction.
Choose 6 > 0 so small that

u _29)6 — Ou(n) > i

Due to the achievability of u(n) + €, there exists a code sequence (I',)5; such that

IOg”Fn” > u
—, =

() +5 (20)
and

Ple(T,,G) > 0] <n (21)
for sufficiently large n. Choose an n for which the above holds and which satisfies

< . (22)

SN

ol o

The uniformly-distributed message W is mapped to the random input sequence T" = (T1,...,T,) of Wg. We fix the
covariance matrices Qy, ..., Q,, of the random inputs 77, ..., T,, respectively and let Q* = % Z?:l Q;. Furthermore, we let

¢ =<
8
We consider the following set:
Gy = {g € CNwXN7 . f(g Q") < u(n) + ¢ and e(T',,g) < 6}.

To complete the proof of the upper-bound in (I9) by contradiction, the next step is to show that the set Gy is non-empty. For
this purpose, we will prove that P[f(G, Q*) < u(n) + €] > n in what follows:

Lemma 3.
Pf(G, Q") <u(n) +€]>n.
Proof. By Lemma [4] below, we know that tr(Q*) < P and therefore Q* € Qp. By Lemma [3 below, it follows that
R(Q") = sup { R: P[f(G,Q") < K| <n}
< u(n).
This yields
P[f(G,Q") <u(n) + €] =P[f(G,Q") < R(Q") +¢]

Lemma 4.

Proof. From (), it holds that

1 n
— E TZ-H T; < P, almost surely.
n

i=1

This implies that




This yields

1 o H
w2t (E[TT])

IN

S It 0)

=1

LS fr ()]

=1

Ly e[
n =1

<P,

where we used r = tr(r) for scalar r, tr (AB) = tr (BA) and the linearity of the expectation and of the trace operators. [

Lemma 5. For any Q € Qp, it holds that
sup {R .P[f(G,Q) < R| < 77} < sup {R b PIf(G.Q) < R < 77}-
Proof. For any Q € Qp, we have

{r:PlrG.Q<RI<nfc{r: inf P[f(G.Q) <R <n}

As a result:

sup {R .P[f(G,Q) < R < 77} < sup {R bl PIA(G.Q) < R] < 77}-

Now, we can prove that the set Gy is non-empty in what follows:
Lemma 6. Gy is a non-empty set.

Proof. By Lemma[3] we have

1 <P[f(G,Q") <wu(n) + €]
=P[f (G Q") < u(n) +€le(Tn, G) < OP[e(Tn, G) < 0] + P[f(G, Q") < u(n) + €|e(Tn, G) > 0] P [e(T, G) > 0]
<P[f(G, Q") <u(n) +€le(Tn,G) < 0] + Ple(T'y, G) > 6]
<Pf(G, Q") <uln)+€le(Tn, G) < O]+,

where we used in the last step. This implies that
PIf(G, Q") <wu(n) +€[eTn, G) < 6] >0
Furthermore, since 1 < 1, it follows that
Ple(T,, G)<0>1—-n>0.
As a result, we have
PIf(G, Q") <u(n) +¢,e(l'n, G) < 6] >0,
which means that

PG €G] >0

and therefore Gy is a non-empty set. o

10



Pick a g € Gy and consider the channel

zi=gt;+& i1=1,...,n. (23)
The uniformly-distributed message W is mapped to the random input sequence T™ = (T4, ...,T;,) of the channel in 23). We
model the random output sequence of the channel in @3) by Z™ = (Z1, ..., Z,). We model the random decoded message by

W. The set of messages is denoted by WW. We use I';, as a transmission-code for the channel in with the fixed block-length
n satisfying 22). Since g € Gy, it follows that

P [W 4 W} < e(Tn,g) <0.

‘We have
H(W) = log|W|
= log||T", ||
€
> e
>n (u(n) n 2) : (24)

where we used (2Q) in the last step. By applying Fano’s inequality, we obtain
HW|W)<1+P [W ” W] log|W|
<1+ flog|W|
=1+ 60H(W).
Now, on the one hand, it holds that
I(W;W) = H(W) — HW|W)
> ([1=0)HW)-1,

which yields

1+ I(W;W
H(W)g% (25)
On the other hand, we have
1 . (a) 1
—IW, W) < -I1(T"; Z"
_1(W;W) < S I(T" 2"
® 1 n) rzi—1
R 2 1(Z T2
1 « , ,
== WZ|Z"") - h(Zi|T", Z')
n
i=1
© 1+ i1
= — h(Z;|Z — h(Z;|T;
@ 2 HEIZ) - W)
(d) 1 &
< — h(Z;) — h(Z;|T;
< 7 2 H(Z) ~ hZT)
1 n
=—> (T}, Z;
n; (T, Z:)
"1 1 "
SZEMgdet INR+§gQig
i=1
() 1 « 1
< log det (ﬁ Z {INR + ?gQigH:|>
i=1
1 (1 "
i=1
1
= log det (INRJr;gQ*gH ; (26)

11



where (a) follows from the Data Processing Inequality because W & T™ & Z" o W forms a Markov chain, (b) follows
from the chain rule of mutual information, (c) follows because T1,...,T;_1,Ti11,...,T,, Z""! o T; e Z; forms a Markov
chain, (d) follows because conditioning does not increase entropy and (e) follows because log o det is concave on the set of
Hermitian positive semi-definite matrices.

This yields

- 1+ nlogdet(In, + %gQ*gH)

HW 27
W) < L @)
The inequalities (24) and 27) imply that

e\ _ 1+nlogdet(Iy, + -gQ*g")

Z) < o

”(“(")+2)— 1-0
/
1+7’L§u(772+6)7 (28)

where we used that g € Gy. The inequality 28) is equivalent to

e 1
—0 1-0)= ——<¢€.
u(m) +(1-0)5 —— <
However, by the choice of 6 and n, the left-hand side of this inequality is strictly larger than §, whereas ¢’ = §. This is a

contradiction. Thus (I9) must be true. This completes the proof of the upper-bound on the n-outage transmission capacity.

C. Equality of the Bounds at the Points of Continuity of C, (P, Wg)

We will show that the bounds in (7) and in (8) are tight except at the points of discontinuity of C, (P, Wg). Notice first
that w : § — sup {R : Qing Pf(G,Q) < R] < 77} is monotone non-decreasing. Therefore, the set D C [0, 1) of 7, at which
c<dp

it is discontinuous, is at most countable. We will prove next the following lemma.

Lemma 7. The function
mf: R— inf P[f(G,Q) <R 29
Yint o PG Q) <A 29)
is non-decreasing.
Proof. Let 0 < Ry < Ry. For any Q € Qp, it holds that

Qienép]P) [f(G7 Q) < Rl] <P [f(G7 Q) < Rl] . (30)

Clearly, the function sq : R — P[f(G, Q) < R] is non-decreasing for any Q € Qp. Therefore, it follows that for any
Qe Qp

It follows from (B0) and that for all Q € Qp

o PIA(G Q) < B <PIf(G, Q) < Ro].

This yields

G PIA(G,Q) < Rl < inf P[f(G,Q) < R].

This proves that
Gint(R1) < gint(R2).
We deduce that the function in is non-decreasing. O

Select now any n* € [0,1) \ D and a strictly increasing sequence (7(™)2%, in [0,1) converging to 7*. One can show
analogously to the proof of Lemma [0] below and using Lemma [7] that

sup {R : Qiengpp [f(G,Q) <R] < 77*} = Ji_{T;OSUP {R : Qiengpp [f(G,Q) < R] < n(")}.
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It follows that
I(n*) = sup {R:QlenépP[f(G Q) <R] < }
<

= lim sup {R : Qienép]P’[f(G Q) < R] 77( )}

n—oo

= lim u(n™)

n—oo

(;) u(n*)7

where (a) follows because u(n) is continuous non-decreasing at 1*. Sofar, we know that « has at most countably many points
of discontinuity and that I(n) and u(n) coincide in points of continuity of u(n), and in particular, they are equal to C,,(P, Wg)
in these points.

Now assume that I(19) # u(no) in some point 79. We are going to show that C, (P, W) is not continuous at 7.

By assumption, [(no) < u(no). Let (") be a sequence of points of continuity of u(n) converging to 19 from above, and
let (n,,) be a sequence of points of continuity of u(n) converging to 7y from below. Then by Lemma 1,

;) =C,-(P,Wg), uni)=C,+(P,Wa)
for all n. In particular,

limsup C, - (P, Wg) = limsup(n,, ) < l(no) < u(m) < hmlnfu(nn) =liminf C + (P, Wa).

n—00 n—00 n—00

Hence C,,(P, W) is not continuous at 7.

D. Equality of the Bounds in (Q) and (I0) when G has a positive density except on a set with Lebesgue measure equal to zero

Let us first introduce and prove the following lemma:
Lemma 8. When G has a positive density except on a set with Lebesgue measure equal to zero, the function

Ginf : R — iengPP [f(G,Q) < R]. (32)

is strictly monotone increasing.

Proof. We introduce and prove first the following claims:

Claim 1. The infimum in is a minimum.

Proof of Claim 1. Ler (Q,,)0%, with each Q,, € Qp, such that P [f(G, Q,) < R] converges to Qignép P[f(G,Q) < R]. Since

Op is a compact set, there exists a Qg € Qp such that nh—>H;an = Qo. Notice that 1;(a,q,)<Rr) converges to Lir(a,q,)<R}

except on a set with Lebesgue measure equal to zero, where Iy refers to the indicator function. Thus, it follows using the
dominated convergence theorem that

P[f(G, Qo) < R] = / 1, j(c.qu<n) dP

@ [ .

- /JLIEOI{NGQHSR}CZP

lim P[f(G,Q,) < R]

n—o0

= inf P G, <R 7
QlenQP [f( Q) ]

where (a) follows from the absolute continuity of rg : Q — f(g,Q) in Qp. Therefore, the infimum in (32) is actually a
minimum. This completes the proof of Claim [I]

Claim 2. When G has a positive density except on a set with Lebesgue measure equal to zero, the function sq : R —
P[f(G,Q) < R] is strictly monotone increasing for any Q € Qp.

Proof of Claim 2. Notice first that for any Q € Qp, the function fq : g — [f(g,Q) is continuous. Let 0 < Ry < Ra.
Consider the open interval (R1, R2). Denote the inverse image of (Ri, R2) under fq by fQ (R1, R2). From the continuity

of fq, it follows that fQ (R1, R2) is an open and non-empty set. This yields

PR < f(G,Q) < Ro] > P |G € fo' (B, Ro)|
>0,
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where we used the fact that G has a positive density except on a set with Lebesgue measure equal to zero. Therefore, the
function sq : R — P[f(G,Q) < R] is strictly monotone increasing for any Q € Qp. This completes the proof of Claim 2}

Now that we proved the two claims, we let 0 < Ry < Rs. For any Q € Op, it holds that
min P[f(G, Q) < R1] <P[f(G, Q) < Ri]. (33)
QeQp
From Claim 2] we know that the function sq : R — P [f(G, Q) < R] is strictly monotone increasing in R for any Q € Qp.
This implies that for any Q € Qp
It follows from @3) and (34) that for all Q € Qp
min P[f(G,Q) < ’1] <P[f(G,Q) < R].
QeQp
This yields

Qoin PIf(G, Q) < Fu] < min PIF(G, Q) < Ro].

It follows using Claim [ that
Gint(R1) < gint(R2).
We deduce that the function in is strictly monotone increasing. This completes the proof of Lemma o

Now that we proved Lemma [8l suppose that I(n) # wu(n). Then, for any I(n) < R < u(n), it follows from the strict
monotonicity of gi,¢ that

gmf(l(ﬁ)) < ginf(R) < ginf(u(n))v

where ging(u(n)) < n and since R > I(n), it follows that gin¢(R) > n. Therefore, we have gint(R) < gint(u(n)) < gine(R),
which is a contradiction. Therefore, I(n) and u(n) must be equal.

IV. PROOF OF THEOREM[J]
A. Proof of the outage transmission capacity for Ny = 1

1) Direct Proof: Under the assumption of the validity of Theorem 4] which will be proved in Section [VI, we will show
that for N =1
Cn(Pa WG) Z Rn,supu

where
P H
Ry sup = SUD {R P [logdet(In, + 5GG") < R| < n}- (35)
o
We first show that the supremum in (33) is actually a maximum.
Lemma 9.
P H
P |logdet(In, + FGG ) < Rpsup| <1
so the supremum in (33) is actually a maximum.

Proof. Let R, /* R, sup be a sequence converging to R, sup from the left. Then

{RER:R< Ryap} = J{RER: R<R,}.

n=1

From the sigma-continuity of probability measures, it follows that

P P
Pllog det (I, + GG") < Ry qup] = lim Pllogdet(Iy, + - GG") < R,]
g n—00 g
<.

14



Now, consider the set
- P
Go=1{ge CNrX1 . R, sup < logdet(In, + ;ggH) and ||g|| < a}
for some a > 0 chosen sufficiently large such that
{gec g =a} c d..
Such an a > 0 exists because

o P
algngoumﬁn log det(In, + 388 ) = oo.
gll=a

Since the set {g € CNrX1l: Ry sup < logdet(In, + U—PzggH)} is closed, it follows that G, is a closed subset of B, = {g €

CNrx1 . |g|| < a}. By applying Theorem M for Ny = 1, it follows that the compound capacity of C = {Wg : g € G, } is
equal to

P
min logdet(In, + —QggH).
g€0a o

Let 6,6 > 0. One can now use the same argument as in the MIMO case to prove the existence of a block-length ny and of

a code sequence (I',,)22 ;, where each code T',, of block-length n has the same size and the same encoder as the code Le

of block-length n and a decoder adjusted to the actual gain g, such that

log|[T' |

n 2 Rysup — 0

and such that
g€ G UB, — e(T,g) <0

for n > ng.
We have for n > ng

Ple(ly, G) < 6] > P [G €6, usg}
P
>P {log det(In, + 5GG™) > Rn,sup}
g
>1—n.

This completes the direct proof of the n-outage transmission capacity for Np = 1.
2) Converse Proof: We are going to show that for Ny =1,

P
C,)(P,Wg) < sup {R P [log det(Ly, + —GG) < R} < n}.

For this purpose, we introduce and prove the following lemma:

Lemma 10. For Ny = 1, it holds that
u(n) = sup {R : Qiengpp [f(G,Q) < R] < n}
< sup {R P [logdet(INR + ;GGH) < R} < 77}.
Proof. Notice first that for N = 1, it holds that for any Q € Qp and any g € CNrx1
(g Q) = logdet(Iy, + —gQg")

P
< logdet(In, + FggH).

Therefore, for any Q € Op and any R € R, we have

P |logdet(In, + £GGH) <R| <P[f(G,Q) < R].
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This implies that for any Q € Qp and any R € R
P
P |log det(I —GG") < R| < inf P[f(G R].
logdet(ly, + GG™) < R| < nf PIf(G.Q) <
It follows that

{R - b PIA(G.Q) < Bl < 77} c {R . P [logdet(INR + gecﬂ) < R} < n}.

This implies that

P
u(n) < sup {R P [logdet(INR + ;GGH) < R} < 77}.

Now, from Theorem [l we know that
Cp(P,Wa) < u(n).
By Lemma it follows that for N = 1

P
C,)(P,Wg) < sup {R P [log det(Ly, + —GG) < R} < n}.

This completes the converse proof of the n-outage transmission capacity for Ny = 1.

B. Alternative Proof of the outage transmission capacity for Np = Np =1

In this section, we will show that the n-outage transmission capacity for the SISO case is equal to

Cy(P,Wg) = log <1 + ]Z—Zg) ,
where
0 = inf{y: PG> > 7] <1-n}.
Analogously to the proof of Lemma[9] one can first show that for Ny = Ng =1
PG> > y] <1—1.
1) Direct Proof: We will show that for N = Ngp =1

C,(P,Wg) > log (1 + P—ZO) . (36)
g

Let s € C such that |s|?> = v and let 6,6 > 0. It is well-known that there exists a code sequence (I's ,,)3% for the channel
W, and a block-length n¢ such that for n > ng, the rate of each code I'; ,, of block-length n satisfies

logHFSnH > 1Og 1+ PFYO _6
n - o?

and such that
e(Tsn,s) <.

For any g with |g|*> > 7, the SISO Gaussian channel W is degraded from the SISO Gaussian channel W,. Analogously
to the MIMO case, it follows that there exists a code sequence (I'y )52, for Wy such that each code I'y ,, of block-length n
has the same encoder and the same size as I'; ,, but a different decoder adjusted to g and such that for n > ng, e(I'y ,, g) < 6.
Here, we require channel state information at the receiver side (CSIR) so that the decoder can adjust its decoding strategy
according to the channel state. So far, we have proved the existence of a code sequence (I';,)22; and a block-length ng such

that
= o2

n

and such that

191> > 70 = e(Thn,g) <0
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for n > ng. Now, for n > ng, we have

Ple(Ty, G) < 0] > P[|G|* > 5]

>1-n.
This implies (36) and completes the direct proof.
2) Converse proof: We will show that for Ny = Np =1
P
C,(P,Wg) < log (1 + %) . (37)
o
Suppose this were not true. Then there exists an € > 0 such that for all 6, § > 0 there exists a code sequence (I",,)$2 satisfying
log||T"s, P
n o
and
Ple(l'n,G) <0] >1—n (39)

for sufficiently large n. Since § may be arbitrary, we may choose it in such a way that the right-hand side of (@8} is strictly
larger than log(1 + (Pp)/0?). We define 7; to be the solution of the equation

log(1 + (Py1)/0?) = log <1 + 7]3(72;— E)) — 4.

71 is chosen such that the rate of the code sequence is greater than the capacity of the channel W, when |g|* < ~1. Therefore,
even under the CSIR assumption, the strong converse for SISO Gaussian channels implies that for large n, the error probability
is greater than @ when |g|? < 7. It follows that

Ple(Ty,, G) > 0] > P[|G|* < 7]

>,
by the definition of 7o, where we used that y; > 7o from the choice of §. This is a contradiction to (39), and so (37) must be
true. This completes the converse proof.
V. PROOF OF THEOREM[3]
A. Proof of the Lower Bound on the Outage CR Capacity
1) If l(n) = 0: It is shown in [1] that when the terminals do not communicate over the channel, the CR capacity defined

in [1] is equal to

Hy = max I(U; X).

U
UeXeY
I(U;X)—I(U;Y)<0

Hence, when the terminals do not communicate over the MIMO slow fading channel Wq, Hj is also an achievable n-outage
CR rate. Therefore, we have

th(’YR(P, Wa) > max I(U; X)
UeXeY
I(U;X)—I(U;Y)<0
= max I(U; X).
Ue«)U(eY

I(U;X)—1(U;Y)<l(n)

2) If l(n) > 0: We extend the coding scheme provided in [1] to MIMO slow fading channels. By continuity, it suffices to

show that
max I(U; X)
UeXeY
I(U;X)-I(U;Y)<R'

is an achievable n-outage CR rate for every R’ < I(n). Let U be a random variable satisfying U & X o Y and I(U; X) —
I(U;Y) < R'. Let the upper-bound 0 < 1 < 1 on the outage probability, from the CR generation perspective, be fixed
arbitrarily. We are going to show that H = I(U; X) is an achievable n-outage CR rate. Let «,6 > 0. Without loss of
generality, assume that the distribution of U is a possible type for block-length n. For any i > 0, we let

N, = Lgn[I(U:X)*I(U;Y)Hu]J
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and

Ny = LQ"U(U;Y)—M]J.

For each pair (¢,7) with 1 < 4 < N; and 1 < j < N, we define a random sequence U; ; € U™ of type Py. Let
M =U,,...,Un,,n, be the joint random variable of all U; ;s. We define &g as follows: Let &y (X") = Uy, if Uy is
jointly U X -typical with X™ (either one if there are several). If no such U; ; exists, then ®pg(X™) is set to a constant sequence
ug different from all the Uj;s, jointly U X -typical with none of the realizations of X™ and known to both terminals.

We further define the following two sets which depend on M:

Sl(M) = {(wvy) : ((I)M(w)7w7y) € T[?,X.,Y}

and

SoM) ={(z,y) : (z,y) € S (M) s.t. U, ¢ # U, ; = ()
jointly UY -typical with y (with the same first index i)}.

It is proved in [1]] that
Em [P{(X™,Y") ¢ S1(M)] + P[(X"™,Y™") € S2(M)]] < (n), (40)
where 3(n) < § for sufficiently large n. We choose a realization m = wy 1,...,un, N, satisfying:
PIX™,Y™) & Si(m)] + P[(X",Y™") € S2(m)] < B(n).

From (0), we know that such a realization exists. We denote ®,,, by ®. We assume that each u;j,i=1...Ny,j=1...No,
is known to both terminals. This means that Ny codebooks C;, 1 < i < Ny, are known to both terminals, where each codebook
contains N2 sequences, u; j, j = 1,..., Na.

Let « be any realization of X™ and y be any realization of Y. Let f1(x) =i if ®(x) = wu; ;. Otherwise, if ®(x) = uy,
then fi(x) = N1 + 1. Since C’ < I(n), we choose p to be sufficiently small such that

logl| fill _ log(MN: + 1)

n n

<) — (41

for some p/ > 0, The message i* = fi(x), with i* € {1,..., Ny + 1}, is encoded to a sequence t using a code sequence

(Tx)%2,, where each code T’} of block-length n is defined according to Definition Ml with rate logl‘nF"H = log!l—flu satisfying
and with error probability (T}, G) satisfying for sufficiently large n

Ple(I},,G) <6l =21—n, (42)

where 6 is a positive constant satisfying § < 5. Here, | f1|| refers to the cardinality of the set of messages {i* : i* =

1,...,N7 + 1}. Since I(n) is an achievable n-outage transmission rate, we know that such a code sequence exists. The

sequence t is sent over the MIMO slow fading channel. Let z be the corresponding channel output sequence. Terminal B
decodes the message i* from the knowledge of z. Let U(y,z) = u;, ; if uz, ; and y are jointly UY -typical . If there is no
such w;. ; or there are several, we set U(y,z) = up (since K and L must have the same alphabet). Now, we are going to
show that the requirements in @), ) and @) are satisfied. Clearly, (@) is satisfied for ¢ = H(X) + u + 1 because

K| = N1Ny + 1
< onll(UsX)+u] 4

< gnlH(X)+pt1],

We define next for any (4, j) € {1,...,n} x {1,...,n} the set

S ={x € X" s.t. (u;;,x) jointly UX-typical}.
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Then, it holds that

PIK = ;] = PK =u;;|X" =z|P¢(x) + > PK =u;;|X" =z]P} ()

zeS zeSe

a) n n

<Y Bl = wiy X" = 2P (@)
xes

<> Pi(a)
xzeS

= P} ({z : (u;;,x) jointly UX-typical})

_ 27nI(U;X)7/<(n)

3

for some k(n) > 0 with lim @ = 0, where (a) follows because for (u; ;,x) being not jointly UX-typical, we have
n—oo
P[K = u; ;| X™ = «] = 0. This yields

H(K)>nI(U; X) - r'(n)

for some '(n) > 0 with lim ”/7(1") = 0. Therefore, for sufficiently large n, it holds that
n—oo
H(K
(K) > H -4
n

Thus, @) is satisfied.
Remark 7. It is to notice that for sufficiently large n
H(K) =~ log|K| = nI(U; X).

Therefore the random variable K is nearly uniform for sufficiently large n. It follows from Remark [ that, for sufficiently
large n, the random variable L is also nearly uniform when the system is not in outage from the CR generation perspective.
As result, when the system is not in outage and for sufficiently large n, (K, L) is a pair of nearly uniform random variables.
This is the most convenient form of CR, as already mentioned in Remark

Now, it remains to prove that @) is satisfied. For this purpose, we define the following event:
Dm = “@(X"™) is equal to none of the u,; ;s”.

We denote its complement by Dy,,. We further define I* = f1(X™) to be the random message generated by Terminal A and
I* to be the random message decoded by Terminal B. We have

P[K # L|G] = P[K # L|G,I* = I*|P[I* = I*|G] 4+ P[K # L|G,I* # I*|P[I* # I*|G]
<PK # L|G,I* = I*] + P[I* # I*|G].
Here,
P[K # L|G,I* = '] = P[K # L|G,I* = [*, D|P[Dw|G, I* = ['] + P[K # L|G,I* = [*, D¢ |P[DL, |G, [* = I*]
Wk £ |G, I* = I*, DS |P[DE |G, [* = 7]
<P[K # L|G,I* = I*,D¢],

where (a) follows from P[K # L|G,I* = I*, D] = 0, since conditioned on G, I* = I* and Dy, we know that K and L
are both equal to wg. It follows that

P[K # L|G] <P[K # L|G,I* = I*,D%,] + P[I* # I*|G]
<P[(X",Y™) € S{(m) U Sy(m)] + P[I* # I*|G]
Wpx,Y") ¢ Sy (m)] + P[(X",Y") € Sp(m)] + P[I* # [*|G]
< B(n) +P[I* # I*|G],

where (a) follows because S§{(m) and Sa(m) are disjoint. It holds that

P [1* ” f*|c:} <0 = P[K # L|G] < B(n) +9.
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Since, for sufficiently large n, 8(n) + 6 < a, it follows that
i [I* ” f*|G} <0 = P[K # L|G] < .
From {@2), we know that
P[P [I*;éf*|G} go} >1-1.
Thus

P[P[K # L|G] < a] > P []P’ [1* ” f*|G] < 9}
>1-—n.

This completes the proof of the lower-bound on the n-outage CR capacity.

B. Proof of the Upper Bound on the Outage CR Capacity

Let 0 <7 < 1. Let H be any achievable n-outage CR rate. So, there exists a non-negative constant ¢ such that for every
a > 0 and 6 > 0 and for sufficiently large n, there exists a permissible pair of random variables (K, L) according to a fixed
CR-generation protocol of block-length n as introduced in Section [I-Al such that

PIP[K # LIG] <a] 21—, (43)
K| <27, (44)
%H(K) >H -4 (45)

We recall that the CR generation protocol consists of:

1) A function ® that maps X" into a random variable K with alphabet K generated by Terminal A.
2) A function A that maps X" into the input sequence T" € CN7*" satisfying the following power constraint

1 n
— E TZ-H T, < P, almost surely.
n

i=1

3) A function ¥ that maps Y and the output sequence Z™ € CN=*™ into a random variable L with alphabet K generated
by Terminal B.

We are going to show that for any € > 0

=

(K)

< max I(U; X),
Ue«)[éeY
I(U;X)—1(U;Y)<u(n)+¢(n,o¢€)
where u(n) is defined in (I0) and where ((n,a,€) = = + ac+ €. In our proof, we will use the following lemma:

Lemma 11. (Lemma 17.12 in [27]) For arbitrary random variables S and R and sequences of random variables X™ and
Y™, it holds that

I(S; X"R)—I(S;Y"|R) = ZI(S;Xi|X1,...,Xi_l,Y;_,_l,...,Yn,R)
=1
_ZI(S;Y;lea"'7Xi—17Y;+17"'7Yn7R)

=1
=n[I(S; Xy|V) = I(S; Ys[V)],

where V.= (X1,...,Xs-1,Yj11,..., Yo, R, J), with J being a random variable independent of R, S, X™ and Y™ and
uniformly distributed on {1,...,n}.

Let J be a random variable uniformly distributed on {1,...,n} and independent of K, X™ and Y™. We further define
U=(K,Xy,....X5-1,Y511,....,Y,,J). Itholds that U & X; o Y.
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Notice that

where (a) follows because K = ®(X™) and (b) and (c) follow from the chain rule for mutual information.
We will show next that

I(U; X ;) = 1(U;Yy) < uln) +((n, a,€), (46)
where ((n, a,€) = % + ac+ €. Applying Lemma [l for S = K, R =@ with V = (X1,..., X;-1,Ys41,..., Yy, J) yields
I(K; X™) = I(K3Y™) = n[I(K; X4|V) = I(K; Y |V)]

WnlI(KV; X)) = (Vi X) = I(KV3Y5) + 1(V3 Yy)]

O nllU; X,) - 1U;Yy)], 47)

where (a) follows from the chain rule for mutual information and from the fact that V' is independent of (X ;,Y}) and (b)
follows from U = (K, V). It results using (47) that

n[I(U; Xy) = I(U;Yy)] = I(K; X") = I(K;Y™)
= H(K) - I(K;Y™)
— H(K|Y™). (48)

Next, to prove (@), we will show that
H(K|Y")
n
Let cov(T;) = Q; fori = 1,...,n, where T; € CN7 i =1,...,n. We define

1
Q= - ; Q.
By Lemma [] we know that tr(Q*) < P and therefore Q* € Qp. Let
R(Q") = sup {R: P[f(G,Q") < K] <n}.
We recall that the function f is defined in (6). Since Q* € Qp, Lemma [3] implies that
R(Q) < u(n). (49)

<u(n) +¢(n, a,e).

We consider for any € > 0 the set
Q= {geC" N P[K # L|G = g] < a and f(g.Q") < R(Q") + ¢},

and define G to be a random matrix, independent of X™,Y"™ and £", with alphabet € such that for every Borel set 4 C CNrXNr
it holds that

P[GeA}:P[GeAGeQ].

In order to prove that such a G is well-defined, it suffices show that P [G € Q] > 0. This is proved in what follows:
Lemma 12.

PG eQ]>0.
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Proof. From the definition of R(Q*), we have

Then, it holds that

where 0 <7 <m <1.
It follows using @3] that
1-n<P[P[K # L|G] < o
=PP[K#L|G]<a|f(G,Q") < RQ")+€Pf(G, Q) < R(Q") +
P[P[K#L|G]<alf(G,Q)>RQ)+€ P/ >
=mP[P[K#L[G] <alf(G Q") <R(Q")+¢
+Q-m)P [[K#L}G]<a|fGQ)>R(Q*)+e}
<mP[P[K#L|G]<a|f(G,Q")<RQ")+e+(1—m)
PP[K#L|G]<alf(G,Q")<RQ")+e + 1—n1)
P[P[K#L|G]<alf(G,Q")<RQ)+e+(1-n),

where we used that 1 —7; < 1 — 7. This means that
P[P[K#L|G]<a|f(G,Q")<R(Q")+¢| >0.
In addition, since 77; > 0, we have
P[P[K #L|G] <o f(G,Q") <R(Q")+¢| >0.

Thus
P[GeQ >0

O

Next, we fix the CR generation protocol and change the state distribution of the slow fading channel. We obtain the following
new MIMO channel:

where Z" is the new output sequence. We further define L such that

L=U(Y" Z").
Clearly, it holds for any g € (2 that
]P’K;éﬂézg}ga (50)
and that
log det(Ly,, + %gQ*gH) < R(Q) +e (51)
Furthermore, since & ~ Nc(Ony,0%In,),i = 1,...,n, it follows for i = 1,...,n that
I(T; 24]G = g) < log det(Ly, + wgQig") Vg e (52
We recall that the goal is to prove that
AE|Y?) <u(n) +{(n,a,e). (53)

n
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Now, we have

1 ~
—H(K|Y") = EH(K|G,Y”)
1 ~ - 1 ST
=—-H(K|G,Y",Z")+ —I(K; Z"|G,Y"),
n n
where we used that G is independent of (K,Y™). On the one hand, we have

%H (k12",G,v") Yy (KIL,G)

—
IN=

E [1 + log |K|P[K # E|G]]

SIm3|—3SIE3=3

+ %1og IK|E [P[K ” i|é]}

—
INe

1
+ —alog|K|
n

—
s
-

IN
4
Q
o

where (a) follows from L= Uy, Z"), (b) follows from Fano’s Inequality, (c) follows from (30) and (d) follows from
log |K| < c¢n in @d). On the other hand, we have

1 = 1 L
SI(K; ZMGLY") < —I(XM K ZMGL YT
n

(@) 1
< —I(T"; Z"G,Y™)

|)—‘3

[h(2"|(}, Y™ — n(Z"T", G, Y")]

—~
o
~

WZ™G,Y") — h(Z"|G,T")]

—
INe

n(Z"|G) — h(Z"|G,T")]

3= 31=3

~—~ T

I(T"; Z"|G)

1(Z;; TG, Z'7Y)

Iz
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=

Il
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=
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1 - ~
=E [log det (INR + —2GQ*GH)]
g

INS

R(Q") +e

~
INS

u(n) + €,

where (a) follows from the Data Processing Inequality because Y & X"K o GT™ o Z" forms a Markov chain, (b) follows
because Y" & X"K o GT" o Z" forms a Markov chain, (¢)(f) follow because conditioning does not increase entropy,
(d) follows from the chain rule for mutual information, (e) follows because T4, ..., T;—1, Tiy1, ..., Ty, Zi'e G, T, o Z;
forms a Markov chain, (g) follows from (32), (k) follows from Jensen’s Inequality since the function logo det is concave
on the set of Hermitian positive semi-definite matrices and since Iy, + %GQZ-C}H is Hermitian positive semi-definite for
i =1,...,n and (i) follows from (3I) and (j) follows from (@9). This proves that for 0 < n < 1, (B3) is satisfied for
((n,a,e) =L +ac+e>0.
From (@8) and (33), we deduce that for 0 <n < 1

I(U;XJ) - I(Uv YJ) < u(n) + C(na «, 6)7

where U e X o Y.

Since the joint distribution of X; and Y is equal to Pxy, H(HK) is upper-bounded by I(U; X) subject to I(U; X) —
I(U;Y) <wu(n) + {(n,a,¢) with U satisfying U e X e Y. As a result, it holds using #3) that for sufficiently large n and
for every «, d, e > 0, any achievable n-outage CR rate H satisfies

H < max I(U; X) +6.

Ue%eY
I(U;X)—I(U;Y) <u(n)+¢(n,a.€)

It follows that

H < inf lim max IU;X)+6
a,8,e>0 n—o0
UeXeY
I(U;X)—1(U;Y) <u(n)+¢{(n,0€)
= max I(U; X).

UeXeY
I(U;X)—1(U;Y)<u(n)

This completes the proof of the upper-bound on the n-outage CR capacity.

VI. PROOF OF THEOREM [

The goal is to prove that the capacity of C = {Wg : g € G,} is

1
in log det(In, + —gQg").
G5, g tom et + 55808

In our proof, we follow the strategy of [29E.

A. Direct Proof of Theoremd| for finite G,

We prove first the direct part of Theorem Ml for finite G,. This result will be later extended for infinite G, using an
approximation inequality.

Theorem 5. Let G, be any finite subset of B,. We define the compound channel
C'={Wg:geG,}
An achievable rate for C' is

1
max min log det(I — iy,
QeQigega gdet(In, + o2 gQg™)

2In [29], the focus was on compound real Gaussian channels with square channel matrix whose operator norm is upper-bounded by a and with noise
covariance matrix satisfying further conditions.
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1) Auxiliary Lemmas: In order to prove Theorem [3 we introduce the following lemmas first.

Lemma 13. (Feinstein’s Lemma with Input Constraint)

For any channel W with input set T and output set Z, with random input T distributed according to p(t) and with
corresponding random channel output Z distributed according to q(z) and for any integer 7 > 1, real number o > 0, and
measurable subset E of T, there exists a code with size T, maximum error probability € and block-length n = 1, whose
codewords are contained in the set E, where ¢ satisfies

e=712"" + P[i(T,Z) < o] + P[T ¢ EJ,

where
. W (Z|T)
(T, 7Z) =log ———.
T.2) a(Z)
Proof. As stated in [29], the proof is the same as the one for Theorem 2 in [30] or Lemma 8.2.1 in [31]. O

For any g € G,, we assume that the random input sequence T™ of Wy is distributed according to p(t"™) and that the
corresponding random channel output sequence Z™ is distributed according to q(z"). We define for any " € CN7*" any
2" € CNrxn gnd any g € G,

We(z"[t")

q(z)

Lemma 14. For any real numbers o > 0, 6 > 0, and any integer T > 1, there exists a code Iy, for C' with size ||T',|| = T,

block-length n and with codewords contained in E, = {t" = (t1,...,t,) € CNt*" : L5 |1t;1|12 < P} such that for all
g€y,

ig(t",2") =log

e(Tn,8) < 1Gal727 " +1Gal’27° + [Gu[P [T" & En] + Y Plig(T", Z2") < a+9].
g€Ga

Proof. The proof is a simple modification of that of Lemma 3 in [32]. It is based on an application of Feinstein’s lemma. [l

Lemma 15. Let Wy be a fixed channel with g € CNrXNT_ Let T™ € CNT*" and Z™ € CN=X™ be the random input and
output sequence, respectively. We further assume that the Tys are i.i.d., where each T; € CNT is Gaussian distributed with
mean Oy, and with a non-singular covariance matrix Q. Then for any 6 > 0

1
_ n:’R 1+ (In(2)8)2 771} }
P[Zg(T",Zn) < E[Zg(T”,Z”)] _ TL(S] < 2{ 2Tn(2) |:< NE ) '

Proof. Since (T;,Z;),i =1,...,n, are i.i.d., we introduce (T, Z) such that (T', Z) has the same joint distribution as each of
the (T, Z;). Now

Elig(T", Z")] = nE [ig(T, Z)]
= nlogdet <INR + %gQgH> .
Let
© =gQg" + o’In,

be the covariance matrix of Z. Here, ® is positive definite and therefore non-singular. We further define
1
¢i=—— (2, —gT)" (Z, —gT) + 2/'©7' Z,.
o

Since the ¢;s are i.i.d., we define ¢ to be a random variable with the same distribution as each of the ¢; as follows:

b= —iz (Z2-gT)" (Z-gT)+z"07'Z.
ag
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Since ig (T}, Z;) = logdet (In, + >gQg™) + ljg;) ,i=1,...,n, it follows that

Plis(T". 2%) < Eli(T", 2°)] - 0] =P |3

< —n5‘|

=P |—(In(2)nd + i ¢i) >0

L i=1

<E |exp(~A(In2)né + 3 ¢y))

L =1

= exp(—ﬂn 1n(2)5)E [eXp(—nﬂ(ﬁ)]

Let ¢(8) = E [exp(—8¢)] so that

Plig(T", Z2") < E[ig(T", Z")] — nd] < (exp(—1n(2)50)¢(5))" -

In order to compute ((3), we introduce the Gaussian random vector W = [T, Z]|T of dimension Nt + Ng. Since T and Z

have mean zero, W has also mean zero and its covariance matrix O can be written as:

_(Q Qg”
0_(gQ e )

We further define:
and

We can then write

o=WIAW —Wiew.

Indeed
H  mH Hy (O 0 T
wiaw =iz (9 2. )(3)
_ Ho-1y (T
=(02"0 )(Z
=zHe 'z,
and

1 H _ 1 H T
WH(EW:THZH (o-2g g o-2g )( )
R A

1 1 1 1
= (5T"g"g— 52", —5T"g" + 52") <
g g g g

1
== ([THgleT — ZPgT —T"g"Z + 2" Z|

%(Z—gT)H(Z—gT)-

Since Q is non-singular and the matrix ® — gQQ Qg = ¢%Iy,, is non-singular, it follows by applying the inversion rule

for the block-matrix O [33] that

o-1— (Ql + Hgflg —%g” )
- _ 1 . :
g ) o2 +NR
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Now, let M(8) = O~ + B(A — ®) € CNr+Nr)X(N2+Nr) Tt follows that

¢(B) = E[exp(—£9)]
Jexp(—w O~ w) x exp [—B(w Aw — w dw)| dw
7Nt +NR det(O)
- WNT+N11 det(0) /eXp(_wHM(ﬂ)w)dw
— det(M(5)0) ",

where the integral is a (N7 + Ng)-fold integral over CN7TNr_ Here, M(f) is positive definite for 0 < 3 < 3 for some
Bo > 1. Indeed, it holds that

Q'+ 5(1-pgle —5(1-p)g" )
1-pg Ot H(1-Aly, ) PO

Notice that
M(B) = BM(1) + (1 — B)M(0)

and that M(0) and M(1) are both positive definite. From the convexity of the set of positive definite Hermitian matrices,
it follows for all 8 € (0,1) that SM(1) + (1 — B)M(0) is positive definite. This proves that M(/3) is positive definite for
0<p<1l

By substituting A, ® and O, and by using the fact that ® = gQg” + %I, we obtain

M(B)O = INT+NR + ﬁ(A - (I>)O

B —=g'g 228 Q Qe
= INT+NR +ﬁ ( %g 01— 0-_121NR ) ( )

gQ o6
Ty, g 78782 T 28"eQ  —5e"eQe” + 52g"O
TN »2Q+07'gQ - £gQ £egQg” +1y, - %O

fO'gQ Iy, )’

As a result, we obtain using the determinant rule for block-matrices

det(M(5)0) = det(Ly, — 5°©~'gQg")
= det(®@71) det(® — f?gQg”)
= det(® ") det(c’Ly, + (1 — 5°)gQg™)
— o2Nr det(In, + (1 - 5) 8Qg"™)
det(®) ’

where
1
det(©) = 0?7 det (I, + —gQg™).
o

We define A\j,..., Ay, to be the eigenvalues of the positive semi-definite matrix %gQgH . Then it holds that

Nr
L H
det(Ing + —28Qs8 ) = H(1 + i)

=1

and
Nr

det(Ty, + (1~ 57)58Qe") = [J(+ (1 - 7))
i=1

This yields
Nr  p2\y. Nr )
det(M(B)0) = H W - H (1 _ B2 Ai >

=1 i=1
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such that

Then, we have

C(B)_(l—;2)NR7 O§ﬂ<ﬂ0
and hence
_In(2)é8
(exp- ey < ) o <p o
Now if we put
_ N (In(2)8)* \ *
= In(2)0 S (H NZ ) 1 ’

and that

T () o () e ()]
)2

This implies that
(1-5%)""exp <—ln(2)5ﬁ> = <1 + %

Since (1 + $z)exp(—z) < exp(—%) for z > 0, we have

g 1/2
exp(— In(2)56)C(B) < exp <—& [(1 4 (In(9) ) - 1]) |

<1 n (lﬂﬁ;)Q)l/z _ 1])
ey

It follows from (54) that

TLNR

Plig(T", Z") < E[ig(T", Z™)] — nd] < exp <_

This completes the proof of the lemma.



Lemma 16. Let X;, ¢ = 1,...,n be i.i.d. N-dimensional complex Gaussian random vectors with mean Oy and covariance
matrix O whose trace is smaller than or equal to M. Then, for any § > 0

n

P> X2 = n(M + )

=1

o . __ s
< 1 — )2 Wm@)M

where

N

1X3)* = 1x7P?

j=1
and

X =(X},.... xO".

2

Proof. Let X be a random vector with the same distribution as each of the X;. Then

P> IXG? > n(M +6)

=1

=P lzn:lel —n(M +0) > 01

i=1

o)

= [exp(—[M + 6]B)E [exp (8] X*)]]" (55)

where we used that the X;s are i.i.d.. By a standard calculation which follows below, one can show that

E [exp(8]| X |[*] = E [exp(8X " X)]

N
Hl—ﬁug 1B < Bo, (56)
where p1, ..., un are the eigenvalues of O, and for By = % < m < {min }% so that all the factors are positive,
je{l,...,N}Hi

whether O is non-singular or singular. To prove (36), we let r be the rank of O. It holds that » < N. We make use of the
spectral decomposition theorem to express O as S{)A*S(*)H , where A* is a diagonal matrix whose first r diagonal elements
are positive and where the remaining diagonal elements are equal to zero. Next, we let V* = SBA*% and remove the N —r
last columns of V*, which are null vectors to obtain the matrix V. Then, it can be verified that O = VV . We can write
X = VU* where U* ~ N¢(0,1,). As a result:

xX"x = wH"vivu*.

Let S be a unitary matrix which diagonalizes VZV such that S¥VH#VS = Diag(u,..., ) with uy,..., u, being the
positive eigenvalues of O = VV# in decreasing order, as mentioned above. One defines U = SYU*. We have

cov(U) = S cov(U*)S
=s"s
=1I,.

Therefore, it holds that U = (Uy,...,U,)" ~ N(0,1,). Since S is unitary, it follows that

x"x = ((s")'w)" vivst) U
=UHSHVEVSU
= U"Diag(p1, ..., u.)U

s
=3 wi|Uj[%.
=
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Then, we have

E [exp(B[ X [*)] HeXP BMJQIUI )

{exp L us21t,?)

N
H 1- ﬁuj ’

where we used that all the Ujs are independent, that Vj € { 1,...,7},2|U;)? is chi-square distributed with k = 2 degrees of
freedom and with moment generating function equal to E [exp(2t|Uj|2)} =(1—2t)"2 fort < % and that Vj € {1,...,7}
and for 8 < By, 38p; < 3. This completes the proof of (36).

Now, it holds that
N

TIC = Bu) = 1= B+ ...+ pw) =1 - BM.
=1

This yields
exp(—(M +6)5)

exp(—(M + 6)B)E [exp(8]1 X[?] <

1-8M ’
where 0 < 3 < 57 = fo. Putting § = 5‘1M) < M yields
) é
exp(~(M + )B)E [exp(8X ] < (1 + L) exp(~—0)

) 5
= (1 2(_1n(2)M)
A+ 7) :

which combined with (33) proves the lemma. O
Lemma 17. Let € > 0 be fixed arbitrarily. Let S, be any closed subset of B,,. Then, there exists a non-singular Q € Qp such
that

1) tr(Q) < P

2) logdet(Iy, +gQg) > max min logdet(Iy, + == LeQgf) —¢ forallgeS,.

QeQpgeS,
Proof. Notice first that the set £L = S, x Qp is a compact set, because the conditions on the matrices g € S, C B, and on the

positive semi-definite matrices Q € Qp guarantee that £ is bounded and closed in CNV2*N7 x CN7*N7_ Now the function
f(g,Q) =logdet(In, + a—l2gQgH) is uniformly continuous on £ . One can find a non-singular Qg € Qp such that

€
- Vges,.

) g

If tr(Qo) < P, the proof is complete If tr(Qo) = P, we can find, by the uniform continuity of f on £, a number 6 > 0 such
that [f(g, Q) — f(g,Qo)| < § for all g if |Q — Qo|| < . We can then change Qo into a non-singular Q; in such a way

that [|Q1 — Qol| < ¢ and tr(Ql) < tr(Qp) = P. Qq satisfies the conditions of the lemma. This completes the proof of the
lemma. (|

2) Proof of Theorem 3k

1 H
- > _
logdet(In,, + 5 ngg ) Héa);éremi logdet(In, + 02 gQg )

Proof. Now that we proved the lemmas, we fix R to be any positive number strictly less than max min logdet(In, +

1 H 1 H QeQprgel,
= d put 20 = in log det(I = —R.
--8Qg") and pu Jnax min log det(Ly, + 5728Qg™)
By Lemma one can find a non-singular Q; € Qp such that r(Q,) =P — 3, S >0 and
1 0
Elig(T. 2)] = logdet(ly, + —;eQig") > R+ 5 Vg G, 57)

where T and Z represent the random input and output of Wy, respectively, and where T' ~ N¢(On,, Q1) Let E), be the set of
all input sequences ¢ satisfying = """, [|£;]|? < P. For any g € G,, we define T},i = 1,...,n, to be the i.i.d. random inputs
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of Wy, each normally distributed with mean O, and covariance matrix Q. Let P=P—fand 3= . (g) P log(1+ %) > 0.
Then, by Lemma it holds that

B

2 5 B -s9]"
P[gmn > 0P +)| < [+ G|

— 2(7nln(123)15 +n 10g(1+%))
— 2P,

As a result, we have

P[T" ¢ En]

P [Zlmlﬁ > nP

=1

<P [ZHTAF > n(P + B)

=1

<27
Now define 7 = [2"F|, « =n(R+ %) and 6 = 2. It follows from Lemma [[4] that there exists a code I',, for C’ with size
IT,|| = 7 and block-length n such that for all g € G,
5 6
el 8) < [Gaf2" 27D ]G, P28 4 1Gul2 + 3 P {ig(T", Z") <n(R+ zﬂ ' (58)
g€Ga
Since E [ig(T™, Z™)] = nE [ig(T, Z)], it follows from (57) using Lemma [T3] that

P |ig(T",2") < n(R+ 2)} =P [z’g(T", Z") < n(R + g) - ”g]

<P [ig(T", Z") < E[ig(T", Z")] - nﬁ]

4
2\ 2
_ nNp (In(2)6) _
o T {(H anp)? ) 1}

Then, it follows using (38) that for all g € G,

(4Np)2

: o ()
e(l'n,g) < (|ga|+|ga|2)2_T +|ga|2_nﬂ+|ga|2 :

The limit of the last upper-bound is equal to 0 as n — oco. Since R is any number strictly less than énagx mign log det(In, +
c€LpgECYa

4 gQg™), Theorem [3] is proved. -

B. Direct Proof of Theorem d for infinite G,

Now, we proceed with the proof of the direct part of Theorem [ for infinite G,. In the proof, we will make use of Theorem
We will additionally establish an approximation inequality and a probabilistic bound on the output power. This is done in
the following auxiliary lemmas.

1) Auxiliary Lemmas:

Lemma 18. Let Wy and Wy be two channels such that g, & € G, and let t" be an input n-sequence of vectors t; such that
% S Itil|? < P and let 2" be an output n-sequence of vectors z; such that % S llzil? < p, p > 0. Then, it holds that

We(2"[t") _ 2 [VPotaP]le—l
We(zm[t") —

Proof. Vi € {1,...,n}, we have

We(zilti)

1 A A
m = exp <—§ [(Zz - gti)H(zi — gti) — (ZZ' — gti)H(zZ— — gti)]) ,
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where

- % (zi —gt))" (zi — gti) — (2 — gts)" (2 — gti)}
< % (zi — gti)H (zi —gt;) — (= — gti)H (z; — gt;)
= @t (2 @ n)" + el - gl
S%zfl(g—g)ti-l-( (&-g)t ‘+—2]|\gt||2 gt %]
< % [2l1& — sllliz:ll12ill + [llt:* — ll&:)*]]

2

= & —sllitlll=] + % Igt:ll — ll&t:lll (lgtill + ll&til))
< % 2llg — glllit:llllzill + [l (& — &) &l (llgt:ll + lI&:]])]

< % 211& — gllllsllllz:ll + [I(g — &) t:ll (lsll[2:l] + [1&]1]1:]])]
< % 2llg — slllit:lll[zill + 2allt:[||& — glllI#:ll]

2
= S lg— sl [tz + alitil*]

where we used that ||g|| < a and ||g|| < a for g,§ € G, C B,.
Now

We(2"[t") () ﬁ We(zilt:)
We(z"[t)

<exp <Z 5118 — gl [IIe: ]l 2]l + allti|2}>
e —el [znt = +aznt P

||
/—\

)

IN
@
ks
//
Q|w
™
0
EMS
=
=
15
0
=
+
Q
]
~
=

_ 21n(223la2 [V PPJFGP]”g*éH
- )

where (a) follows because the channels W and W; are memoryless, (b) follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and (c)
follows because we require that 3" | [|¢;]|2 < P and that 2 37" | ||z]|? < p. This completes the proof of the lemma. [

Lemma 19. Let g € G,. Let t" = (t1,...,t,) be any n-input sequence of Wy satisfying >0 | ||t;[|*> < P. Let 2" =
(21,...,2n) be the n-output sequence. It holds that

n 1 T
We <Z|zi|2 > n(2a®P 4 2Nro? + 2)|t"> < [(1 + O'QNR> D) 1n(z)a2NR] )

=1

Proof. We have

Sl =Y llgti + &l

i=1

(€11 + lllI[1:]1)

i=1
<23 (I&)* + llgt?)
=1
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<2) |&)* + 2a°nP.

i=1
Hence,
Wy <Z|zi||2 > n(2a®P + 2Ngo? + 2)|t”> <P |2) &+ 2a°nP > n(2a>P + 2Ngo? + 2)
i=1 L =1
=P | [l&l° > n(Nro® + 1)
Li=1
=P | _lI&l]* > n(t(0®Iy,) + 1)
Li=1
< 1+ 1 271n(2);2NR "
= O'QNR ’ ’
where we used Lemma [16] in the last step. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

2) Direct Proof of Theorem I Now that we proved the lemmas, we fix R to be any positive number strictly less than

max min logdet(Iy, + 2 gQg?) and put 20 = max min logdet(Iy, + - gQg®) — R. By Lemma [[7} one can find a
QeQprgela 7 QeQpgela -7
non-singular Q; € Qp such that r((Q,) =P — 8, 8> 0, and

1
Elig (T, Z)] = logdet(In, + ;ngg) >R+0 Vged,, (59)

with T and Z being the random input and output of Wy, respectively, where T' ~ N (On,., Q1) . We now pick a finite subset
G, of G, such that for every g € G,, there is a g € G/, satisfying ||g — g|| < v. This can be done because the set G, is
compact. By inequality (39) and since

max min log det(I > max min log det(I ).
QGngGQ’ g (NR QgQg ) QEngEQa g ( NR 2gQg )

it follows that

log det(I - oy > R+o.
o min logdet(L, + —58Qg") > £+

Hence, the calculations of Theorem [§] imply that there exists a code T',, for C’ with block-length n, size ||T',,|| = |2"#] such
that the codewords t" = (t1,...,t,) satisfy L """ | ||;||> < P and such that for all § € G,

1

. _ nNp { 1+(1n(2)9)2 5_1}
_nb _ n(2) 2

e &) < (1G4] + 16,1227 % + 16,1277 + |G,z = (ess) ] (60)

where 3 = W —log(1+ P——B) and where § is independent of n.

We now consider the use of codewords and decoding sets belonging to the code I',, for C’ with the larger compound channel
C.Letg € G, and g € G/, such that ||g — g|| < v. Let " be any codeword of I',, and B the corresponding decoding set. Let
F={2"=(21,...,2,) : £ 3" |||zi]|* < p}, where p = 2a®P + 2Ngo? + 2. Then

We(B[t") = Wg (B°NF)U (BN F°)|t")
< We (BN Ft") + Wg (F€|t™).

. n
Fc tn 92 Wm(2)Ngo?
= |( )

_ o (manger o (1+502)).

By Lemma [I9] it holds that

By Lemma [18] it holds that
W, (B N Flt") < 2w VPPraPlryy (ge o pgn),
Now

We (BN F[t") < We(B|t") < e(T'yn, 8).
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This implies using (60) that for all g € G,

(T, ) < 27" e (0 wa)) o gy + gy (8o [V Her)

+ 162" (i VPFrery) g o-nler—ean (61)
where
1
Ng (n(2)8)? \ *
= 1 1
T 9 m(2) l< T aNg)?
and

Czi@[@—l—aP]

The exponentials in (6I) are all of the form 2~ "(K1=K2v) where K| and K, do not depend on n and where K is positive

and K> is non-negative. For v sufficiently small, it holds that K1 — Kov > 0, which yields lim e(T',,g) = 0. This proves
n—00

that 511&@)( mign log det(In, + % gQg™) is an achievable rate for C. This completes the direct proof of Theorem
€Lpgela

C. Converse Proof of Theorem

Let R be any achievable rate for C = {Wg : g € G, }. So, for every 6,6 > 0, there exists a code sequence (I',)52; such
that for all g € G,
log||Ty,
2Tl | s
n
and
e(l'n,g) <90, (62)

for sufficiently large n. Notice that from (62)), it follows that the average error probability is also bounded from above by 6.
The uniformly-distributed message is modeled by W and the random decoded message is modeled by W. The set of messages
is denoted by W. For any g € G,, the uniformly-distributed message W is mapped to the random input sequence of the
channel Wy, denoted by T™ = (T4, ...,T,). The corresponding random output sequence is denoted by Z" = (Z1, ..., Z,).
The covariance matrix of each input 7 is denoted by Q;. We define Q* such that Q* = %2?21 Q;. By using I';, as a
transmission-code for C, it follows that

P [W + W} <.
We have

H(W) =log |W)|
= IOgHFn”
> n(R - ). (63)

On the one hand, as shown in (23), we obtain by applying Fano’s inequality

W) < LIV

< (64)

On the other hand, as shown in (26)), it holds that

1 - 1

—I(W; W) < logdet(L, + FgQ*gH). (65)
As a result, it follows from (63), and (63) that for every g € G,

nlogdet(In, + gQ*g) +1
1—-6 '

n(R—19) <

Hence,

nmin logdet(Iy, + >gQ*g") +1
n(R—5)§ 8€0a —
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Since Q* € Qp (see Lemma H), it follows that

n max min logdet(Iy, + % Hy 41
i < SR, gdet(In, + ;z8Qg")

1-46
This implies that for sufficiently large n and for every 6,6 > 0, we have

max min logdet(In, + 2gQg) + L
R S QeQpgela +§

1-46
It follows that

max min logdet(In, + 2gQg) + £

R< inf lim |QE9rscoe

1)
5,6>0 n—00 1-6 +

1
= ma in log det(I — Hy,
g, g low el + 708"

This completes the converse proof of Theorem [

VII. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we considered the problem of message transmission and the problem of CR generation over point-to-point
MIMO slow fading channels. The first goal of this paper was to derive a lower and an upper bound on the outage transmission
capacity of single-user MIMO slow fading channels with average input power constraint, AWGN and with arbitrary state
distribution under the assumption of CSIR and to show that our bounds coincide except possibly at the points of discontinuity
of the outage transmission capacity, of which there are, at most, countably many. The second goal was to establish a lower and
an upper bound on the outage CR capacity of a two-source model with unidirectional communication over the MIMO slow
fading channel with AWGN and with arbitrary state distribution using our bounds on the outage transmission capacity of the
MIMO slow fading channel. The obtained results are particularly relevant in the problem of correlation-assisted identification
over MIMO slow fading channels, where Alice and Bob have now access to a correlated source. This is an extension to the
work done in [34], where the focus is on deterministic identification over fading channels. One can therefore introduce the
concept of outage in the correlation-assisted identification framework and proceed analogously to [35]] to construct identification
codes for MIMO slow fading channels based on the concatenation of two transmission codes using CR as a resource. This
allows to derive a lower bound on the outage correlation-assisted identification capacity of MIMO slow fading channels in the
log-log scale. As a future work, it would be interesting to study the problem of CR generation in fast fading environments,
where the channel state varies over the time scale of transmission.
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