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Abstract—We investigate performance limits and design of
communication in the presence of uniform output quantization
with moderate to high resolution. Under independent and identi-
cally distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaussian codebook and nearest
neighbor decoding rule, an achievable rate is derived in an
analytical form by the generalized mutual information (GMI).
The gain control before quantization is shown to be increasingly
important as the resolution decreases, due to the fact that the
loading factor (normalized one-sided quantization range) has
increasing impact on performance. The impact of imperfect gain
control in the high-resolution regime is characterized by two
asymptotic results: 1) the rate loss due to overload distortion
decays exponentially as the loading factor increases, and 2) the
rate loss due to granular distortion decays quadratically as the
step size vanishes. For a 2K-level uniform quantizer, we prove
that the optimal loading factor that maximizes the achievable rate

scales like 2

√

ln 2K as the resolution increases. An asymptotically
tight estimate of the optimal loading factor is further given, which
is also highly accurate for finite resolutions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The analog-to-digital conversion (ADC) is essential for
any digital receiver. In recent years the impact of ADC
resolution on the performance has received much attention
due to the recent challenges faced in the evolution of wireless
communications, including the increasing processing speed,
the increasing scale of hardware, and the need for low cost
energy-efficient devices in some new scenarios. A majority
of the studies on ADC at communication receivers have fo-
cused on low-resolution quantization, and one-bit quantization
has been of particular interest due to its negligible power
dissipation and simplicity of implementation, even without
requiring automatic gain control (AGC). In such studies the
end-to-end channel is highly nonlinear, typically incurring a
substantial performance loss, and necessitating a rethinking of
the transceiver design.

On the other side, the transceiver architecture used in
present wireless systems is built without considering the effect
of output quantization. It is thus necessary to ask, under
such transceiver architecture, how much is the loss caused
by output quantization with moderate to high resolution? In
other words, if a small loss in achievable rate is acceptable,
how fine need the quantization be? Analytical results on these
problems appear to be lacking. Moreover, limited resolution
of quantization leads to new problems, e.g., sensitivity of

performance to imperfect gain control, residual interference
in multiuser systems, and so on. These largely unexplored
problems prompt us to revisit the topic of receiver quantization
in communication.

The performance and design of wireless systems with output
quantization have been extensively studied in recent years; see,
e.g. [1]–[6]. The most common approach therein, however, is
not information-theoretic. Instead, achievable rate estimation
based on the additive quantization noise model (AQNM) has
been widely used, which comes from Bussgang-like decompo-
sition [7]. Results in [1], [8], [9] suggested that such estimation
approximates the mutual information well at low SNR, but is
inaccurate at high SNR.

Although mutual information is a fundamental performance
measure, for communications under transceiver nonlinearity
it has limited operational meaning, in the sense that the
decoder that achieves the predicted rate can be too complex to
implement, while that rate is not necessarily achievable by a
standard transceiver architecture designed without considering
nonlinearity (because the decoder is typically mismatched to
the nonlinear channel). In [10], a more meaningful perfor-
mance measure that takes decoding rule into account, namely
the generalized mutual information (GMI) [11], has been
adopted, yielding analytical expressions of achievable rate
under output quantization and nearest neighbor decoding rule.
Under a given (possibly mismatched) decoder, the GMI deter-
mines the highest rate below which the average probability
of error, averaged over a given i.i.d. codebook ensemble,
converges to zero as the code length N grows without bound
[11]. In fact, the rate estimation based on the AQNM (or
Bussgang-like decomposition) is consistent with the GMI for
scalar channel under Gaussian input and nearest neighbor
decoding [10]; see [12] for more discussions. However, such
estimation is not accurate in general; see, e.g., [13].

A high-resolution asymptotic theory has already been well
established in source quantization [14]. A basic result known
in [15], [16] states that, for a high-resolution uniform quan-
tizer with step size ℓ, the mean square error (MSE) can be
approximated by MSE ≈ ℓ2/12. This yields the “6-dB-per-bit
rule” that each additional bit in resolution reduces the MSE
by 6.02 dB. The rule reflects the effect of step size that causes
granular distortion; but it ignores overload distortion due to
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finite quantization range. The interplay between these two
types of distortion determines how the optimal quantization
range scales with the resolution. The scaling law has been
characterized in [17] for several types of input densities. In
particular, for the Gaussian source it has been shown that 1)
for 2K-level uniform quantization the optimal loading factor

(the one-sided width of its quantization range normalized by
the standard deviation of the input [18]) scales like 2

√
ln 2K

(cf. the conventional “four-sigma” rule of thumb [16], [18]),
and 2) with the optimal loading factor, the overload distortion
is asymptotically negligible (i.e., MSE/(ℓ2/12) → 1 in the
high-resolution regime).

In this paper, we consider a standard communication
transceiver architecture, which includes 1) independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaussian codebook at
the transmitter, and 2) a uniform quantizer cascaded with a
nearest neighbor decoder at the receiver, where the loading
factor of the quantizer can be adjusted by gain control; see
Sec. II for details. Our study is intended to evaluate the loss
in achievable rate due to quantization, and characterize the
optimal loading factor that maximizes the achievable rate. In
Sec. III we provide an achievable rate expression in analytical
form for arbitrary symmetric output quantization, and give
asymptotic results as well as numerical evaluations. The GMI
is employed as a basic tool for achievable rate analysis
therein. Our results clearly show the increasing importance
of gain control as the resolution decreases. In Sec. IV-A,
the impacts of limited loading factor and finite step size on
achievable rate are analyzed in the high-resolution regime. Sec.
IV-B shows that the optimal loading factor that maximizes
the achievable rate also scales like 2

√
ln 2K, but for finite

resolutions it is different from the one that minimizes the MSE.
We further provide an asymptotically tight estimate of the
optimal loading factor, which is shown to be highly accurate
for finite resolutions. The paper is concluded in Sec. V.

Notation: We use φ(t) to denote the function 1√
2π

exp−t2

2 ,
which is the probability density function (PDF) of the standard
normal distribution, and use Q(t) to denote the Q-function,
i.e., Q(t) :=

∫∞
t

φ(u)du.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the achievable rate of the ensemble of i.i.d.
complex Gaussian codebook with uniform quantization and
nearest neighbor decoder at the receiver. For a code rate
R bits/c.u., a message is selected uniformly randomly from
the index set M = {1, 2, ..., ⌈2NR⌉}. If a message m is
selected, then the encoder maps it to a length-N codeword
X(m) = [X1(m), ..., XN (m)], which is generated according
to a product complex Gaussian distribution NC(0, σ

2
xIN ). Each

transmitted symbol is scaled by a channel gain h ∈ C which
remains constant over the transmission duration of a codeword.
The scaled symbols are corrupted by i.i.d. complex Gaussian
noise at the receiver front-end before quantization. Then the
output of the quantizer is

Yn = q
(

g · V R
n

)

+ j · q
(

g · V I
n

)

, (1)

where n = 1, ..., N , V R
n = Re(hXn(m) + Zn), V I

n =
Im(hXn(m) + Zn), q(·) denotes the quantizer, g ∈ R+

is a gain-control factor, and the noise Zn ∼ NC(0, σ
2)

is independent of Xn. In this model, we let the real and
imaginary parts of the received signal be quantized by the
same rule with the same gain-control factor.

1) Nearest Neighbor Decoder: The decoder selects a mes-
sage according to the (scaled) nearest neighbor decoding rule
[19], [20] as

m̂ = arg min
m∈M

N
∑

n=1

|Yn − aXn(m)|2. (2)

That is, it selects a message corresponding to the codeword
(scaled by a parameter a) with the minimum Euclidean dis-
tance to the received vector Y = [Y1, ..., YN ].

2) Symmetric Quantizer and Uniform Quantizer: Let
the quantizer in (1) be symmetric with 2K representation
points (levels) {±y1, ...,±yK} and normalized thresholds
{0,±l1, ...,±lK−1}. Then its resolution (bit-width) is b =
log2 2K bits, which typically satisfies b ∈ Z+. Let V ∈ R

be the input to be quantized and σv is its standard deviation.
For both quantizers in (1) we have σv =

√

(|h|2σ2
x + σ2)/2.

Then for the input V , the output of the quantizer is

q(gV ) = yk · sgn(V ), if lk−1σv ≤ g|V | < lkσv, (3)

where the thresholds satisfy l0 = 0 < l1 < ... < lK−1 < lK =
∞. In the presence of gain control, we may turn our attention
to an equivalent quantizer for a normalized input V/σv with
adjustable thresholds {ℓk = lk/g, k = 1, ...,K − 1} and
representation points {rk = yk/g, k = 1, ...,K− 1}, where g
can be adjusted to optimize the performance. A special case is
the uniform quantizer, which has uniformly located thresholds

ℓk = kℓ, k = 1, ...,K − 1, (4)

and mid-rise representation points

rk =

(

k − 1

2

)

ℓ, k = 1, ...,K, (5)

where ℓ is the step size. Thus, we define its quantization range
or support as [−Kℓ,Kℓ]. Then the loading factor or support
limit of the quantizer is L = Kℓ.

III. ACHIEVABLE RATE: EXACT AND ASYMPTOTIC

RESULTS

The following result provides a general approach for achiev-
able rate analysis in the presence of transceiver distortion with
known transition probability.

Proposition 1 [10]: For a memoryless SISO channel X →
Y with transition probability pY |X(y|x) and nearest neighbor

decoding rule (2), where X,Y ∈ C and Var(X) = σ2
x, the

maximum GMI under i.i.d. complex Gaussian codebook is

given by

IGMI = log
1

1−∆
, (6)



where

∆ =
|E[XY ∗]|2
σ2
xE[|Y |2] . (7)

To achieve the maximum GMI given in (6), the scaling factor

in (2) should be set as

a = α :=
E[X∗Y ]

σ2
x

. (8)

Proposition 1 was proved in [10, Appendix C] by direct
evaluation and optimization of a general expression of the
GMI under the nearest neighbor decoding rule (2). Based
on Proposition 1, we establish the following result which
provides an analytical expression for the achievable rate of
the transceiver architecture we considered.

Theorem 1: For the channel (1) where q(·) is the symmetric

quantizer described in Sec. II-2, the achievable rate under i.i.d.

complex Gaussian codebook and nearest neighbor decoding

rule (2) is

IGMI = log(1 + SNR)− log(1 + γSNR), (9)

where SNR = |h|2σ2
x/σ

2 is the SNR at the receiver front-end,

and γ is a parameter determined by the quantizer as

γ = 1− A2

B , (10)

in which

A =
√
2π

K
∑

k=1

yk (φ(ℓk−1)− φ(ℓk)) , (11)

and

B = π

K
∑

k=1

y2k (Q(ℓk−1)−Q(ℓk)) . (12)

In particular, if q(·) is the uniform quantizer described in Sec.

II-2, then

A =
√
2π

K−1
∑

k=0

ℓ · φ(kℓ)− ℓ

2
, (13)

and

B = π

K−1
∑

k=0

2kℓ2Q(kℓ) +
1

8
πℓ2. (14)

Proof Sketch: Applying Proposition 1 to the channel (1),
by lengthy but straightforward derivation it can be shown that

E[XY ∗] = 2hσ2

x√
π(|h|2σ2

x+σ2)
A, E[|Y |2] = 4

π
B, which yield the

expression (9). �

In [10, Sec. V], a parallel result for real-valued channel
with symmetric output quantization was given. Theorem 1
shows that the GMI in the complex-valued case has exactly
the same expression except that the pre-log factor is doubled.
From Theorem 1, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1: The achievable rate IGMI given in Theorem 1

has the following properties.

• The parameter γ satisfies

0 < γ ≤ 1− 2

π
, (15)
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Fig. 1. Achievable rate (9) with b-bits uniform output quantization.

where the equality holds when q(·) is a one-bit quantizer,

corresponding to an achievable rate

I1-bit
GMI = log

1 + SNR

1 + π−2
π

SNR
, (16)

which converges to log2
π

π−2 = 1.4604 bits/c.u. at high

SNR. As the quantization becomes increasingly fine, we

have γ → 0 (from above) and

C − IGMI = SNR · γ − SNR
γ2

2
+ o(γ2) nats/c.u. (17)

• High- and low-SNR asymptotics: As SNR → ∞, we have

IGMI = log
1

γ
−
(

1

γ
− 1

)

1

SNR
+ o

(

1

SNR

)

. (18)

So the saturation rate is IGMI = log 1
γ

. As SNR → 0,

IGMI = (1− γ)SNR− 1− γ2

2
SNR

2 + o
(

SNR
2
)

. (19)

The parameter γ indicates the level of nonlinearity and
dominates the asymptotic behavior of performance. Clearly,
it does not depend on the SNR. Specifically, for a uniform
quantizer with a given resolution, (13) and (14) show that γ
is determined solely by the step size ℓ or equivalently by the
loading factor L, which can be optimized by adjusting the
gain-control factor g in (1) according to the channel gain h.

In Figure 1 we show numerical evaluations of IGMI, which
have been maximized over L > 0 for each resolution and
is then denoted by IGMI(L

∗), where we use L∗ to denote
the optimal loading factor. In Figures 2-4, we show how
the achievable rate IGMI(L) varies with the loading factor L.
The results clearly reveal the increasing importance of gain
control (realized by an AGC module in practical systems)
as the resolution decreases: 1) Under high-resolution output
quantization, we only require a rough estimate of the channel
gain to guarantee that the loading factor to be no less than

a predefined threshold, say 4 (from the four-sigma rule of
thumb [16], [18]); 2) Such strategy may cause considerable
rate loss under low-resolution output quantization, but perfect
gain control needs accurate channel estimation, which is
challenging in this case.
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Fig. 2. Impact of loading factor: b = 9 bits.
Four-sigma rule of thumb is convenient.
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Fig. 3. Impact of loading factor: b = 6 bits.
Four-sigma rule of thumb causes some loss.
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Fig. 4. Impact of loading factor: b = 3 bits.
Four-sigma rule of thumb causes considerable loss.

IV. HIGH-RESOLUTION ASYMPTOTIC RESULTS

In view of the importance of gain control (or equivalently,
choice of the loading factor), this section provides results
from high-resolution analysis. We first give the asymptotic
decay rates of loss in achievable rate due to limited loading
factor and finite step size, respectively. These results help in
understanding the effect of imperfect gain control. Then the
optimal loading factor is characterized, which is essential for
reducing the loss due to imperfect gain control.

A. Decay of Rate Loss

This subsection investigates how the loss in achievable rate
scales with loading factor or step size, in the high-resolution
regime where K → ∞. The following result shows that the
rate loss caused by overload distortion decays exponentially
with the loading factor.

Theorem 2: In the channel (1) under i.i.d. complex

Gaussian codebook and nearest neighbor decoding rule (2),

the rate loss due to a 2K-level uniform quantization with a

loading factor L satisfies

C − IGMI =

(

4e−
L2

2

L4
+O

(

e
−L2

2

L6

))

SNR nats/c.u. (20)

in the high-resolution limit.

Proof: We note that the summation
∑K−1

k=0 ℓ · exp −k2ℓ2

2

in A is exactly the left Riemann sum of exp −t2

2 over
[0,Kℓ] with a regular partition, and similarly, the summation
π
∑K−1

k=0 2kℓ2Q(kℓ) in B is exactly the left Riemann sum of
2πtQ(t) over [0,Kℓ] with a regular partition. Therefore, for a
fixed loading factor L we have the following high-resolution
limits:

lim
K→∞

A =
√
2π lim

K→∞

(

K−1
∑

k=0

L

K
φ

(

kL

K

)

− L

2K

)

(21a)

=
√
2π

(

1

2
−Q(L)

)

, (21b)

lim
K→∞

B = 2π lim
K→∞

(

K−1
∑

k=0

L

K

kL

K
Q

(

kL

K

)

+
L2

16K2

)

(22a)

=
π

2
− 2π

∫ ∞

L

tQ(t)dt. (22b)

Combining (21b) and (22b), we obtain the high-resolution
limit of γ as a function of L as

γ̄(L) := lim
K→∞

γ =

∫∞
L

(φ(t)− tQ(t)) dt−Q2(L)
1
4 −

∫∞
L

tQ(t)dt
. (23)

Note that the Q function satisfies [22]

t

t2 + 1
φ(t) < Q(t) <

φ(t)

t
, (24)

implying that its tail behaves like Q(t) = 1
t
φ(t)+O

(

e−t2/2

t3

)

.

Based on this asymptotic behavior, we can simplify (23) for
large L and obtain

γ̄(L) = 4

∫ ∞

L

(φ(t) − tQ(t)) du+O

(

e−L2

L2

)

(25a)

= 4
e−

L2

2

L4
+O

(

e−
L2

2

L6

)

. (25b)

The proof is completed by combining (25) and (17).
On the other hand, the rate loss caused by granular distortion

decays quadratically with the step size. To prove this we need
the following lemma which is one of the various forms of the
Euler-Maclaurin summation formula [21].

Lemma 1: For a real-valued continuously differentiable

function f(t) defined on [a, b], we have

∫ b

a

f(t)dt = ℓ

(

f(a)

2
+

K−1
∑

k=1

f(a+ kℓ) +
f(b)

2

)

− ℓ2

12
(f ′(b)− f ′(a)) + o(ℓ2), (26)

where ℓ = b−a
K

.
Theorem 3 : In the channel (1) under i.i.d. complex

Gaussian codebook and nearest neighbor decoding rule (2),

the rate loss due to a 2K-level uniform quantization with a

step size ℓ satisfies

C − IGMI =
ℓ2

12
SNR+ o(ℓ2) nats/c.u. (27)

in the high-resolution limit.
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Fig. 5. Numerical results and asymptotics of L∗.

Proof: Applying Lemma 1, it can be shown that

√
2π

(

1

2
−Q(L)

)

= A+ o(ℓ2), (28)

1

2
−
∫ ∞

L

2tQ(t)dt =
B
π
− ℓ2

24
+ o(ℓ2). (29)

Letting K → ∞, then L = Kℓ → ∞ and the above two
identities imply that

γ =
ℓ2

12
+ o(ℓ2). (30)

Substituting it into (17) completes the proof.

B. Optimal Loading Factor: Asymptotics and Estimation

Theorem 4: In the channel (1) under i.i.d. complex Gaus-

sian codebook and nearest neighbor decoding rule (2), the

optimal loading factor L∗ that maximizes the GMI (9) satisfies

lim
K→∞

L∗

2
√
ln 2K

= 1. (31)

Proof: We denote the optimal step size by ℓ∗, i.e.,
ℓ∗ = L∗/K . First, from Theorem 3 and Theorem 4, we can
infer that (cf. similar results in source quantization theory [17,
Example 1])

lim
K→∞

Kℓ∗ = ∞, lim
K→∞

ℓ∗ = 0, (32)

which enable high-resolution asymptotic analyses. From The-
orem 1, we can prove that

dIGMI

dℓ
= 0 ⇔ A

B =

√

2

π
, (33)

which must be satisfied when L = L∗. In the high-resolution
regime, by combining (28), (29), and (33) we obtain

∫∞
Kℓ∗

exp −t2

2 dt+ o(ℓ∗2)
∫∞
Kℓ∗

2tQ(t)dt− 1
24ℓ

∗2 + o(ℓ∗2)
=

√
2π, (34)

yielding

lim
K→∞

Q(L∗)
∫∞
L∗

2tQ(t)dt− 1
24K2L∗2 = 1. (35)

By noting that

lim
K→∞

Q(L∗)
∫∞
L∗

tQ(t)dt
= lim

K→∞

−φ(L∗)

−L∗Q(L∗)
= 1, (36)

where the second equality follows from (24), we obtain

lim
K→∞

24K2 exp −L∗2

2√
2πL∗3 = 1. (37)

The proof is completed by noting that (37) implies (31).
Theorem 4 determines how L∗ scales with K . The scaling

law (31) is consistent with the asymptotic behavior of the
loading factor of the uniform quantizer that minimize the MSE
of a Gaussian source; see [17]. However, for finite resolutions,
L∗ is different from the one that minimize the MSE. The
following result provides a useful estimate of L∗.

Theorem 5: In the channel (1) under i.i.d. complex Gaus-

sian codebook and nearest neighbor decoding rule (2), the

optimal loading factor L∗ that maximizes the GMI (9) satisfies

lim
K→∞

{

L∗ − L̂
}

= 0, (38)

where L̂ is the unique real-valued solution of the transcen-

dental equation

L2 + 6 lnL− ln
18

π
= 4 ln(2K). (39)

Proof: According to (32) and (34), the difference between
the numerator and the denominator of (35) vanishes as K tends
to infinity. Therefore, L∗ can be approximated with vanishing
error by the solution of

∫ ∞

L∗

2tQ(t)dt−Q(L) =
L2

24K2
, (40)

since its LHS and RHS are continuous functions of L. Ac-
cording to (24) and its variation

(

1− 1

1 + t2

)

φ(t) < 2tQ(t)− φ(t) < φ(t), (41)

we note that, instead of (40), we can turn to the solution of

24K2φ(L) = L3, (42)

which is equivalent to (39).
In Figure 5, we plot L∗, L̂ in (38), and 2

√
ln 2K per (31).

We observe that L̂ is a highly accurate estimate for finite
resolutions.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we explore the robustness of the considered
standard communication transceiver architecture under output
quantization. Focusing on moderate-to-high resolution, we
highlight the importance of the choice of loading factor (i.e.,
gain control) when the effect of quantization becomes non-
negligible. The decay of rate loss due to imperfect gain
control, and the optimal loading factor for a given resolution,
are characterized in the high-resolution regime. Our results
provide insight into the design of receiver quantization in
communication. More scenarios, such as multiantenna and
multiuser systems, will be addressed in future work.
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