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Abstract

This paper presents the joint impact of the numbers of amafgrsource-to-channel bandwidth ratio and spatial
correlation on the optimum expected end-to-end distoiitiosn outage-free MIMO system. In particular, based on
an analytical expression valid for any SNR, a closed-forpression of the optimum asymptotic expected end-to-end
distortion valid for high SNR is derived. It is comprised bktoptimum distortion exponent and the multiplicative
optimum distortion factor. Demonstrated by the simulatiesults, the analysis on the joint impact of the optimum
distortion exponent and the optimum distortion factor axm the behavior of the optimum expected end-to-end
distortion varying with the numbers of antennas, soureekannel bandwidth ratio and spatial correlation. It is
also proved that as the correlation tends to zero, the optiragymptotic expected end-to-end distortion in the
setting of correlated channel approaches that in the gatfinuncorrelated channel. The results in this paper could
be performance objectives for analog-source transmisgistems. To some extend, they are instructive for system
design.

Index Terms

MIMO, end-to-end distortion

|. INTRODUCTION
A. Background

| It is well-known that the functional diagram and the basengbnts of a digital communication system
can be illustrated by Fig.1[3]. The source can be eitheragn@ontinuous-amplitude) or digital (discrete-
amplitude). Whichever is the source, there is always a tfadetween the efficiency and the reliability.
For transmitting a digital sequence, the tradeoff would beveen the spectral efficiency (bit/s/Hz) [4]
and the error probability. For transmitting a bandlimitetl@g source, under the assumption of a band-
limited white Gaussian source, the tradeoff would be betwd#e source-to-channel bandwidth ratio
W, /W, (SCBR) [5] and the mean squared error (MSE) [6], [, the end-to-end distortion.

A point of distinction between digital-source transmissand analog-source transmission is: in digital-
source transmission, if the spectral efficiency (bit/s/idd)elow the upper bound (channel capacity) subject
to channel state and the transmitter knows the instantaneloannel state information (CSI) perfectly,
the error probability would go to zero; whereas, in analogrse transmission, no matter how good the
channel condition and the system are, the end-to-end tissids non-vanishing, because the entropy of
a continuous-amplitude source is infinite and thus the epeaxivery of an analog source requires infinite
channel capacity [6]=[9].

Regarding the end-to-end distortion, in [10], [11], Ziv ahdkai investigated the decay of MSE with
SNR for the analog-source transmission over a noisy simglet single-output (SISO) channel without

Parts of the work in this paper have been presented!in[[L], [2]
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Fig. 1. Basic elements of a digital communication system

any channel knowledge on the transmitter side (CSIT)LIr, [[2], Lanemanet al. used thedistortion
exponentin the asymptotic expected distortion

(1)

related to SCBR as a metric to compare different sourcerstaroding approaches for parallel channels.
Note thatp denotes the SNR anBlD denotes the expected end-to-end distortion over all plessitannel
states. Choudhury and Gibson presented the relations eetthe end-to-end distortion and the outage
capacity for AWGN channels [14]. Zoffoket al. studied the characteristics of the distortions in MIMO
systems with different strategies, with and without CSIB][]16].

In [17]-[19], for tandem source-channel coding systemsuéng optimal block quantization and
SNR-dependent rate-adaptive transmission as ih [20],idéglland Goldsmith investigated the expected
end-to-end distortion for uncorrelated block-fading MIMfhannels based on the results in|[20]+[22].
They gave the following upper bound on the total expectetbdisn (MSE)

ED < 2—27—7 log p+0O(1) + 2—(NT—7")(N,5—7") log p+o(log p) (2)

wheren is the SCBR,r is the multiplexing gain (the source rate scales likeg p), NV; is the number
of transmit antennas and¥, is the number of receive antennas. Considering the asymtigh SNR
regime, they proposed that the multiplexing gaishould satisfy

A%:wfmwem=%+m> 3)

where A is the optimum distortion exponent for tandem source-chbhnading systems. The explicit

sep

expression ofA* is given by Theorem 2 in [23],

sep
2pd" (G —1) = (G —Dd*(j)] { 20 —-1) 2j )
A:O = . . ) 6 . ) . 4
= @G-y —d0) " EG- ) E) @
for j =1,..., Ny With Ny = min{NV;, N,.} andd*(j) = (N; —j) (V. — j). Note that a factor 2 appears
here and there because the source is real whereas the cieonaiplex.

In [23], [24], assuming an uncorrelated block-fading MIM®annel, perfect CSIT and joint source-
channel coding, Caire and Narayanan deriveddpgmum distortion exponent

Nmin

A*(n) = Zmin{%,2i—1+|Nt—Nr|} (5)

i=1
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Fig. 2. Impact of distortion factor

which is larger tham\;, . Concurrently, the same result &s (5) was also provided hydGuand Erkip
[25], [26].

Caire-Narayanan’s and Gunduz-Erkip’s derivations arereibns to the outage probability analysis in
[20]. They jointly considered the MIMO-channel mutual infeation in bits per channel use (bpcl) [27]

7= log IN7.><N7- + ﬁI"II"IJr (6)
Ny

where H is the N, x N, complex channel matrix withV; inputs and/N, outputs , the rate-distortion
function for aN (0, 1) source [9]

D(R,) =27 (7)
where R, is the source rate, and Shannon’s rate-capacity inequalitgutage-free transmission![7]
R, < R.. (8)

B. Problem statement

Nevertheless, there is something more than the distorkpareent in the expected end-to-end distortion.
Intuitively, for high SNR, the form of thasymptotic optimum expected end-to-end distortexmbe written
as

ED}, = (p)p~™ 9)

where the multiplicativeoptimum distortion factoy.*(p) varies less than exponentially:

lim 108#°(P) _ (10)
p—00 logp

For an analog-source transmission system, its performaneehigh SNR could be measured via the
asymptotic expected end-to-end distortion

EDagy = p(p)p™® (11)
where the distortion exponert and the distortion facton(p) could be obtained analytically.



Obviously, we cannot say that a system achieves the optinsymjztotic expected distortioh D} if
what it achieves is only the optimum distortion expongrit Also, we cannot say that in the regime of
practical high SNR, the scheme with a larger distortion egod must perform better than the other. As
illustrated by Fid.R, in the regime of practical high SNRe #ffect of the distortion factor must be taken
into consideration. In other words, for practical casesadywng only the optimum distortion exponent
is insufficient and giving the closed-form expressionfb;  is more meaningful. Usind' D}, as an
objective, via analyzing botth* and n*(p), it is possible to design an analog-source transmissioi@isys
performing better than the existing systems in the regimpra€tical high SNR.

For deriving ED?,_ , if we could obtain the analytical expression BfD* valid for any SNR, then it

asy?

would be easy to find out the optimum distortion factd(p) and the optimum distortion exponeat:.

C. Outline

In this paper, for the cases of spatially uncorrelated cebamd correlated channel, we give an analytical
expression of the optimum expected end-to-end distofidh in an outage-free MIMO system valid for
any SNR, based on which the optimum asymptotic expected@edd distortiontZ Dy is derived. The
simulation results agree with our analysis with the derivesllts on the joint impact of the numbers of
antennas, source-to-channel bandwidth ratio and spatieglation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Theesysinodel is given in Section]Il. In
Sectionll, the preliminaries such as the mathematicahd&fins, properties and lemmas are presented
for deriving the main results in Sectign]IV. Section V is deded to the simulation results, numerical
analysis, and discussions. Finally, the contributionshig paper are concluded in Sectionl VI, with our
perspectives on future work.

Throughout the paper, vectors and matrices are denotedltycbaracters|A| denotes the determinant
of matrix A and {a;;};;=1,..~ IS an N x N matrix with entriesa;;, 7,5 = 1,..., N. Also, E{-} denotes
expectation and, in particulaf,{-} denotes expectation over the random variahl&he superscript
denotes conjugate transpose),, denotes’(a + n)/I'(a). log refers to the logarithm with base 2.

1. MIMO SYSTEM MODEL

Assume that a continuous-time white Gaussian soufteof bandwidthiW,; and source powepP; is
to be transmitted over a flat block-fading MIMO channel of éaidth 17, and the system is working on
“short” frames due to strict time delay constrairg,, no time diversity can be exploited. The transmission
system is supposed to be free of outagg, the transmitter knows the instantaneous channel capagity
scalar feedback and does joint source-channel codings(LLetlenote the recovered source at the receiver.
Suppose d-to-(N; x T') joint source-channel encoder is employed at the trananfii83, which maps
the source block’ € R¥ onto channel codewordX € CV+*T, Herein, the source block is composed
of K source samplesy; is the number of transmit antennas, dfids the number of channel uses for
transmitting one block. The corresponding source-chadeebder is a mappinG¥~*7 — RX that maps
the channel outpuY = {y,,...,yr} into an approximatiors’. Assuming the continuous-time source
s(t) is sampled by a Nyquist samplelV, samples per second, and the bandlimited MIMO channel is
used as a discrete-time channebR&it, channel uses per second [9, pp.247-250], we have the SCBR

W, K
w. T

At the t'" channel use, the output of the discrete-time flat blockrAigdIMO channel withXV, inputs
and N, outputs is

- 12)

yt:HXt+nt, tzl,,T (13)

wherex; € CM is the transmitted signal satisfying the long-term powenst@intE[x/ x,] = P, H €
CNr>Nt is the channel matrix whose entries ~ CA/(0,1), n, € C"" is the additive white noise matrix
whose entries;; ~ CA/(0,02). Note that the SNR per receive antennais P/o2.



TABLE |
W(a,c; ) FOR SMALL z;, REAL ¢

(¢ 14
c>1] 2" " T(c—1)/T(a)+0(a'°)
c=1| —[[(a)] "logz + o(]logz|)
c<1l | I'l—¢)/T(a—c+1)+o0(1)

In the case of uncorrelated channel, th¢'s are independent to each other. In the case of spatially
correlated channel, we have the correlation makix= E(HH') which is assumed to be a full-rank
matrix with distinct eigenvalues = {0y, 09, - ,on... }, 0 <01 <09 < --- < oy, It can be seen that

min *

in the case of uncorrelated channkl,is an identity matrix withoy =09 = --- = oy, = 1.

[Il. M ATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES

The mathematical properties, definitions and lemmas ingédion will be used in the derivations for
the main results.

A. Mathematical properties and definitions
We shall use the integral of an exponential function

/ 6—1)1:1,(1—1(1 + a,x)_'/dl' = a_qF(Q)‘II(Q7 q + 1- v, p/a’)v
0

(14)
R{q} >0, R{p} >0, R{a}>0.
as introduced in [28, pp. 365]. This involves the confluenpdrgeometric function
U(a,cz) = /OO e 1+ ), R{a) >0 (15)
(0.c0) = 115 | (L+1) {a}
which satisfies (withy = )
T e ® ey =0 (16)
xde c—x i ay = 0.

Bateman has given a thorough analysis fu, c; ) [29, pp. 257-261]. In particular, he obtained the
expressions oW (a, ¢; x) for small z as Tabléll shows. In Appendix]A, we also state some of his more
general results for any, which we will use for the analysis in the case of spatiallyrelated MIMO
channel.

B. Mathematical lemmas

The proofs of the mathematical lemmas below can be found ipeAdice$ B-H.
Lemma 1:Define anm x m full-rank matrix W (z) whose(i, j)*" entry is of the forme;;z™in{®i+i},
ci; #0, z,a € RT, 1 < 4,7 <m. Then

lim log| Wi(z)| = i min{a, 2i}. (17)
i=1

z—0  logx

Lemma 2:Define anm x m Hankel matrixW (z) whose(i, 7)™ entry is of the formy; ;z7, ¢;1; # 0,
x € RT, 1 <4,j < m. Then, each summand in the determinanMfx) has the same degree(m + 1)
overx.

Lemma 3:Define anm x m Hankel matrixW whose(i, 7)™ entry isT'(a +i+j — 1), 1 <4,j < m,
a € R. Then

(W|=]]T®)(a+ k). (18)



Lemma 4:Define anm x m Hankel matrixW whose(i, )" entry isT'(a +i+j — 1)I'(b—i—j +1)
wherel <i,7 <m, m > 2 anda,b € R. Then

[W|=T(a+1DI'0~—- DI a+0b)

- (b—2k+2)I'(b—2k+1) (19)
< [T+ Dla+b—k+1)0(b—k+1)

Lemma 5:Define anm x m Toeplitz matrix W whose (i, ;)" entry isT'(a +1i — j), 1 < i,j5 < m,
a € R. Then

W= (-1)"%" Hr [(a+k —m). (20)

Lemma 6: Define

T D(n—m —a+k)
kl:[ Tln—k+1) (21)
g(n) =n""f(n), (22)

subject toa € R, m,n € Z*, n > m, andn —m + 1 > a. Then bothf(n) andg(n) are monotonically
decreasing.
Lemma 7:Let (a), denotel'(a + n)/I'(a), a € R, n € Z*. Then

(a+1), = (=1)"(—a—n),. (23)

V. MAIN RESULTS
A. Uncorrelated MIMO channel
Theorem 1 (Optimum Expected Distortion over an UncorreldddMO Channel): Assume a continuous-
time white Gaussian sourc€t) of bandwidth!V, and powerP; to be transmitted over an uncorrelated
block-fading MIMO channel of bandwidth/’.. The optimum expected end-to-end distortion is
P |U(n)]
Hk"‘l‘"l“( max — K+ DI (Npin — k+ 1)

wheren = W, /W. (SCBR), Nyin = min{ Ny, N}, Npax = max{Ny, N,.}, andU(n) is an Nyin X Nmin
Hankel matrix whosei, )™ entry is

—dij

whered;; = i+j+|N,—N,|—1,1 <4, j < Npin, and¥(a, b; x) is the ¥ function (seel[29, pp. 257-261]).
This theorem is valid for any SNR.
Proof: The source rate of the soure€) is [6]

ED . (n) =

unc

(24)

P,
R, = W,log == 26
g 5 (26)

where D is the distortion (MSE).

Under the assumption that the transmitter only knows théamaneous channel capacify,, the
covariance matrix of the transmitted vectorat the transmitter is taken to be a scaled identity matrix
P/N, - 1y,. As stated in[[2[7], the mutual information per MIMO channskus

I(x;y) = log N
t

Iy + L HAf ‘ . 27)



And as stated in [9, pp. 248-250], a channel of bandwidithcan be represented by samples takeziV,
seconds apart, i.e., the channel is use?ll&t channel uses per second as a time-discrete channel. Hence,
the channel capacity (bit/second) is

R. = 2W.Z = 2W, log |Ly, + %HHT‘ . (28)
t
Substituting [(2B) into Shannon’s rate-capacity inequalit
R, <R,, (29)
we get the optimum end-to-end distortion
_2
[Nm:ﬂIM+£HHT (30)
t

Thereby, the optimum expected end-to-end distortion is

Iy + LHH| (31)

Ny
whose form is analogous to the moment generating functionapbcity in [30]. By the mathematical
results given by Chianet al. [30] for the expectation over an uncorrelated MIMO GaussiaannelH,
we have

ED*(n) = P,Ex

EDy,.(n) = PK[U(n))| (32)
whereU(n) is an Ny, x Nmin Hankel matrix with(i, 7)™ entry given by
_2
ugi(n) = /000 g Nmax = Niin +j+i=2 2 (1 + %x) ! dx (33)
and ]
K= —— : (34)
1.2 T'(Nmax — k 4+ 1)I'(NViin — k+ 1)
By the integral solution[{14)[ (33) can be written in the gtialform
—d;
uij(n) = (%) ['(dij) ¥ (dm dij +1— %% %) ; (35)
This concludes the proof of the theorem. [ |

Theoren{ tells us that the analytical expressioZd¥* . is a polynomial inp=t. Therefore, for high

unc

SNR, the optimum asymptotic expected end-to-end distoiigoof the form

ED:sy,unc = :ufmc(n)p_ATmC(n) (36)
where A’ _(n) is the optimum distortion exponersatisfying
log ED?
Afmc(n) = — lim Og—um(n) (37)
p—00 log p

and p, . is the accompanyingptimum distortion factosatisfying

1 ES
i 108 Wane(1)

= 0. (38)
p—00 log p



T(n—m+ 1) 2D T ()T (0 — m + k)

T
% F(B—n+m—2k+2)1£(ﬁﬁ)—n+m—2k+1) > 1
1, t=
t
L'(k)L'(n —m — k), t>0;
K/h(/B,t, m, n) _ Hk}:l ( ) (n m /8 + )7 J (45)
1, t=0.
Since E Dy, is concave in the log-log scale and monotonically decrgpsith SNR andE D} .. is the
tangent of the curvé’D? . at the point where SNR is infinitely high, we see that the asptiptangent
line ED}, .. is always above the curveD;, , i.e, ED; . iS always worse thak’Dy,..

The closed-form expressions of*

unc

(n) and u¥,.(n) are given as follows.

Theorem 2 (Optimum Distortion Exponent over an Uncorre@ldddMO Channel): The optimum dis-

tortion exponent is
Nmin

A* () = Zmin{g,Qk—1+|Nt—Nr\}. (39)
n

k=1

Proof: This optimum distortion exponent appeared already in [[ZH]. However, a different proof
is provided here.
Consideru;;(n) in Theoren L. Whem is large, N,/p is small. We thus refer to Tablé | and see that,
for high SNR,u;;(n) approaches;;(n)p=24 with

2

and 1
i 08 _ (41)
p—o0 log p

Straightforwardly, in the regime of high SNR, the asymmdtorm of |U(n)| can be represented by
[E(n)]p~2i with

lim 2SIE@I_ (42)
p—00 l()g p
By Lemmall, we obtain that
Nmin 9
Ar () = Zmin{;,Qk—1+|Nt—Nr\}. (43)
k=1
This concludes the proof of this theorem. [ |

Theorem 3 (Optimum Distortion Factor over an UncorrelatetM® Channel): Define two four-tuple
functionsk;(5,t,m,n) andk,(5,t,m,n) for € RT andt € {0,Z*} as in [44) and[(45). The optimum
distortion factoru; .(n) is given as follows:

1. For2/n € (0,|N; — N,.| + 1), referred to ashe high SCBR regim@gHSCBR), the optimum distortion

factor is
’ih(%u Nmin; Nminy Nmax)

H]kvglin F(]Vmax - k + 1)F(Nmin - k‘ + 1) .

Mzn(:(n) = PSNtA‘tnc (46)

It decreases monotonically wWith,,,.



2. For2/n € (Ny+ N, —1,+00), referred to ashe low SCBR regim@SCBR), the optimum distortion

factor is )
fil(g7 Nmim Nmim Nmax)

Hlk\/:in ['(Nmax — k + 1) (Nin — k + 1).

3. For2/n € [|[N; — N,| + 1, N; + N, — 1], referred to aghe moderate SCBR regin{SCBR), the
optimum distortion factor is

Mch(lr]) = PSNtA‘tnc (47)

( A* '{l(%7lvain7NmaX)"§h(%_Zlvain_lvainvaax)
PsNt e Nmin ’
[T.2%" T'(Nmax —k+1)T'(Nmin—k+1)
2

ILL?;HC(T]) . A Hl(%’l_l’NmiI“NmaX)Rh(%_2l7Nmin_lmeinmeaX) (48)
PsNt unc 1Og p il |
Hk:l F(N"‘ax_k+1)F(Nmin—k+1)
\ mOd{%+1_‘Nt_N¢|,2}:O
%+1—‘Nt—N7.|
wherel = TRE
Proof: See AppendiXl|. _

B. Spatially correlated MIMO channel

Theorem 4 (Optimum Expected Distortion over a Correlate@®IChannel): The optimum expected
end-to-end distortion in a system over a spatially coreeld?lIMO channel is

Py|G(n)]

ED{,.(n) = ——— : (49)
]kV;‘iI‘ O’ILNt N’|+1P(Nmax - k + ].) H1§m<n§len(O-n - Um)
where G.(n) is an Ny, X Ny, matrix whose(i, 7)™ entry given by
—d;
P ! 2 N,
ii(n) = | — L(d)¥ (di,d; +1— —; ) 50
9i5(n) (Nt) (d;) ( j> dj =+ 0 Uip) (50)
dj = [N, — N,| +j. 0 ={01,09,--- ,0n,,,} With 0 < 01 < 09 < --- < on,,, denoting the ordered

eigenvalues of the correlation matr}x.
Proof: Following the proof of Theorer] 1, by the mathematical resglven by Chiankt al. in [30]
for a spatially correlated, we have

ED:or(n) = PSKE|G(T])| (51)
where G (n) is an Ny, X Ny, matrix with (i, 7)™ entry given by
gol) = [ Ve 1 L) (52)
0 Ny
and 5N
Ky = N (53)
[Va(o) [ TI:Z3" T (Nimax — &+ 1)
whereV, (o) is a Vandermonde matrix given by
V2<0-> = Vl (_{01_17 T 70-]?711,““ ) (54)
with the Vandermonde matri¥(x) defined as
Vi(x) & ! A b (55)

ivmin_l Nmin_l s ]Vmin_1

min
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In terms of the property of a Vandermonde matfix|[31], theedminant of V(o)

Va(o) =[] (—o;'+ah) (56)
— H oo ow — o) (57)

1§m<n§ N’min

Nmin

- H ;_N"‘i“ H (00 — om) (58)
]/\gf:
[1=~

1<m<n<Npmin

- " [Vi(o)] (59)
Thereby, .
Ks = . - : (60)
,ivfi“ O']LNt NT-\+1F(NmaX —k+1) H1§m<n§Nmin(U“ —Om)
In terms of the integral solution_(14), (52) can be writterthie analytic form
—d.:
P ’ 2 N,
m=(=) T d 1-= 1
st = (%) Ty (dudr1-200), 6D
This concludes the proof of this theorem. [ |

Theorem 5 (Optimum Distortion Exponent over a Correlated/dl Channel): The optimum distortion
exponentA?  in the case of spatially correlated MIMO channel is the sasi¢ha optimum distortion
exponentA’ . in the case of uncorrelated MIMO channel, that is,

Nmin
82l0) = Bcln) = 3 min { 2,20 - 14 | - . (62)
k=1
Proof: See Appendix]J. u

Theorem 6 (Optimum Distortion Factor over a Correlated MIMBDannel): The optimum distortion fac-
tor u’.(n) is given as follows.

1. For2/n € (0,|N; — N,| + 1) (HSCBR), the optimum distortion factor is

Nmin 2

pioem) = [ o tine(m). (63)
k=1

2. For2/n € (N, + N, — 1,400) (LSCBR), the optimum distortion factor is

mln

/’LCOI‘ H O- NI““‘X /’LUHC (64)

3. For2/n € [|[Nt — N,| + 1, N, + N, — 1] (MSCBR), the optimum distortion factor is

(—1)" " [Vy(0)]

Heor(N) = ——N—NTa
k;nin Ullf v Hl§m<n§Nmin (0" - Um)

(65)

b ()
l *
X
,El (INe = N, = 2+ 1+ k), Fine (1)
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wherel = LWJ and each entry oV;(o) is
—min{j—1,2—d;
’U37Z'j — O'i {] 1’71 dJ}. (66)
Proof: See AppendixK. [
Theorem 7 (Convergence):
Jim pror () = fnc(1)- (67)
—I
Proof: See AppendixL. u

V. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, the examples in various settings are peakid’he simulation and numerical results
illustrate the foregoing results.

A. An example in the HSCBR regime, uncorrelated MIMO channel

Fig[3 shows the numerical and simulation results on themopti expected end-to-end distortions in
the outage-free MIMO systems over uncorrelated blockrfgadiliIMO channels in the high SCBR regime
and at the high SNRy = 30 dB. The number of antennas on one side (either the transmitte or the
receiver side) is fixed to five and the number of antennas owtter side is varyinge Dy, ,, denotes
the ED?*__ corresponding to (31), evaluated by 10 000 realizationkl of

unc

From Fig.3(b), we see that D; monotonically decreases with the number of antennas on one

unc,sim

side, which agrees with our intuition. There is an excelegrteement betweef D}, .. and EDy, . .,
which indicates that, in the setting when SNR is 30 dB, theabin of ED! . at a high SNR can be
explained by studyingzDy, . .. -

In Fig[3(a), in terms of TheoreM 2, the optimum distortiop@xentA? . increases withV,,;, and then
remains constant wheN,,;, stops increasing, though the number of antennas on onessidereasing. In
Fig[3(b), in terms of Theoref 3.’,. is monotonically decreasing with,,,... Therefore, whenV,,;, <5,

unc

ED; . is decreasing becaug¥, . is increasing; although the optimum distortion fagtqy,. is increasing,

the increase of\* . dominates the tendency @& D! _ since the SNR is high. When th¥;, is fixed

unc unc
to 5, ED; . is decreasing becauge, . is decreasing, thoughh* . keeps constant. In summary, we see

that, for high SNR, the decrease B . with the number of antennas is due to either the increase of
the optimum distortion exponent or the decrease of the aptirdistortion factor.

Moreover, from Fid.B, it is seen that the commutation betwibe number of transmit antennas and the
number of receive antennas impaéi®’ . This impact comes from the effect on the optimum distortion
factor 1i},.. As indicated by the expressions in Theorem 3 and shown B} between a couple of
commutative antenna allocation schem@S; = Nyin, NV = Nuax) @and (Ny = Npax, Ny = Nuin), the
former scheme whose number of transmit antennas is the eniatween the two numbers of antennas
suffers less distortion than the other. This is reasonabéesinder a certain total transmit power constraint,

the scheme with fewer transmit antennas achieves higheagaéransmit power per transmit antenna.

B. An example in the MSCBR regime, uncorrelated MIMO channel

In [15], [16], assuming aV/(0,1) source and the system bandwidth is normalized to unity,cfiofft
al. studied the characteristics of the distortion®ir 2 MIMO systems with different space-time coding
strategies. In particular, in_[16], assuming the transmiknows the instantaneous channel capacity and
thus the system is free of outage, they compared the steastegih respect to expected distortion and the
cumulative density function of distortion. They exhibitdht, among REP (repetition), ALM (Alamouti)
and SM (spatial multiplexing) strategies, the expectetbdi®n of the ALM strategy is very close to that
of the SM strategy.
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Fig. 4. ALM vs. SM, uncorrelated channe\; = N, = 2, n = 1, moderate SCBR.

As Zoffoli et al. derived[[16], the expected distortion oktALM strategy is

2 pllp—4)p— 4] +4es(3p+2)1(0,2)
EDjin = 3 - p= . (68)

and the expected distortion of the SM strategy is

2 2 2 2
16 [p—(p+2)erT(0.2)] 8|p—265T(0,2)] p(p+2) = 4(p + 1)erT(0,2)|
p° - p°
Note thatI'(a,z) denotes the upper incomplete gamma functibfy, z) = [~ t* e dt. As given in
[16], Fig[4(a) shows the difference between the expectstbdions of the two strategies in log-lin scale.

In log-lin scale, the expected distortion of the ALM stratag very close to that of the SM strategy in
the high SNR regime, i.e D — EDsy 1S very small.

EDgy = — (69)
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According to the assumption in [16], the SCBR of the systesnsnie, i.e.;j = 1. AS N, = N, = 2, it
is seen that, for the systems considered,

P
\Nt—Nr|+1<;<Nt+NT—1 (70)

and thus the systems are in the moderate SCBR regime. Froae#ueiption of SM strategy, it is seen
that the expected distortion achieved by SM strategy is ptenum expected distortion for zx 2 MIMO
system withn = 1, i.e, EDsy = ED* .. Regarding the asymptotic characteristics, from (68) &8J, (

unc*

we have
2 _
EDasy,ALM = gp 27 (71)
ED&S}GSM = ED;sy,unc = 8p_3' (72)

The ratioEDarv/ E Dsy is an alternative metric revealing the difference betwgém, and E Dgyy,
illustrated by Fid.4(B) in log-log scale. We see that in tightSNR regime, althoug D41,y approaches
EDgy in the linear scale as Fjg.4{a) shows, the rdiib 1\ / F Dsy becomes larger and larger as Fig.4(b)
shows. It can also be seen that the expected distortionedhitiM and SM strategies are determined by
their asymptotic expressions when the SNR’s are greater 18adB and 20 dB respectively.

C. An example in the LSCBR regime, uncorrelated MIMO channel

Fig.[3 presents an example whéh = 1, N, = 2 andn = 0.99. The red circles represent the results
of Monte Carlo simulations which are carried out by genaatiO 000 realizations d and evaluating
(31). The blue dashed line represeft®: The green line represents the analytical expression of

asy,unc*

ED; . . in Theorem[lL. It can be seen that the simulated results agedlewith our analytical results.
The gap between the asymptotic tangent line and the curvglgf . implies that, for the systems in
the LSCBR regime, more terms in the polynomial 6D* . are to be analyzed, which is much more

unc

complicated than analyzing the asymptotic expressiors & subject for future research.

D. Examples in HSCBR & LSCBR regimes, spatially correlatéi®! channel

The analytical framework we derived is general and validdtrcorrelated cases with distinct (unre-
peated) eigenvalues of the correlation ma®ixTo give an example, we consider a well-known correlation
model as in[[30]: the exponential correlation wih= {rli=/l},,._,  y andr € (0,1) [32].
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Fig. 6. Expected distortions of uncorrelated and corrdlateannels

Figl8 illustrates the optimum expected end-to-end digtor® D* on a power-one white Gaussian source
transmitted in different correlation scenarios. Red esalepresent the results of Monte Carlo simulations
which are carried out by generating 10 000 realization¥lofind evaluating[(31). Green lines represent
the analytical expressions @fD? _in Theorenl#4 andZ D> _in Theorem 1. Blue dashed lines represent

the optimum asymptotic expected end-to-end distorfidn;, .
* _A:inc —
ED., = {’“‘u“p =Y (73)
Hoorp” Zeor, 1 > 0.

In Fig[6(a), we see that there is an agreement betweéri and £D;,, in the high SNR regime.
Corresponding to Theore 5 and Theorem 6, in the high SNRneegdue to the same optimum SNR
distortion exponent, the optimum distortions of the syst@mdifferent correlation scenarios have the same
descendent slopes; the difference comes from differetrtiisn factors which depend on the correlation
coefficients. The optimum distortion is increasing witland the line of the uncorrelated case< 0) is
the lowest. For reaching the same optimum expected distgrthere is about 8 dB difference of SNR
between the cases of= 0.99 andr = 0. This agrees with our intuition that spatial correlatiorciéases
channel capacity.

The impact of correlation can also be seen in[Fig|6(b) by uzenple in the low SCBR regime. There
are gaps between the asymptotic lines and the optimum egedstortions for the same reason as for
the example in Section VAC.

VI. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK
A. Conclusion

In this paper, considering transmitting a white Gaussiamcas(t) over a MIMO channel in an outage-
free system, we have derived the analytical expression efofitimum expected end-to-end distortion
valid for any SNR (see Theorem 1 and Theorem 4) and the clfised-asymptotic expression of the
optimum asymptotic expected end-to-end distortion (sesofidm 2, Theoreml 3, Theorém 5 and Theorem
[6) comprised of the optimum distortion exponent and the iplidative optimum distortion factor. By the
results on the optimum asymptotic expected end-to-endrtiish, we have analyzed the joint impact of the
numbers of antennas, source-to-channel bandwidth raG8R3 and spatial correlation on the optimum
expected end-to-end distortion. Straightforwardly, cesults are bounds for outage-bearing systems and
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could be the performance objectives for analog-sourcesitnégssion systems. To some extend, they are
instructive for system design.

B. Future work

. As we have shown in Figl.5 and Hig.g(b), for a system in the |I@BR regime, there is an apparent
gap betweentD; . and ED* in the practical high SNR regime. The reason that the gapseids
the effect of the other terms in the polynomial expansionfdd*. Therefore, if the closed-form
expression with more terms in the polynomial expansiorZ@l* could be derived, the analysis on
the behavior ofE D* would be more precise.

. Let us provide an insight into Theordm 2. Define a non-negatitegerm as

Ninin, 0< % < [Ny — N.| + 1;
mzjwfwtﬁﬁ&y
0, %>Nt+Nr—1.

Then, [39) can be written in the form

Ny = N | +1<2 <N+ N, — 1 (74)

2m

A*(n) = (Ne —m)(Ny, —m) + e (75)

which looks analogous to the formula of the Diversity-Mpikéixing Tradeoff (DMT) [20] and to the
expression of the distortion exponeht (3) in tandem soaha@nel coding systems [19]. Note that
(78) has nothing to do with outage since the instantaneoaisnel capacity is assumed to be known
at the transmitter. This intriguing similarity induces us donjecture that there may be a hidden
connection to be explored.
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APPENDIX A
SOME PROPERTIES OFV(a, ¢; x)

« If ¢ is not an integer,

U(a,cx) = M@(a,c; x)
['a—c+1) (76)
P(C - 1) l1—c i
Ta) r Pla—c+1,2—c )
where®(a, ¢; ) is another confluent hypergeometric function,
O(a,c;z) = Z (a). 2 . (77)

rl
— (c); 7!
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Note that(a),, = I'(a + n)/I'(a).
. if ¢ is a positive integer,

U(a,n+1;z) = {@(a,n—i—l;x)logw
n

+Z r) latr)— w<1+r>—w<1+n+r>>i—:] (78)

"_1 Z 012,

O

The last sum is to be omitted if = 0.

U(a,c;z) =2 V(a—c+ 1,2 —c;x). (79)
Thus, wherc is a non-positive integer, we can obtain the formigl, ¢; ) from (78) and [(7D),

a,c;T = 7 a+1—c2—cz)x “logx
] (=1 ) 2 ztel

(I—C)T(a)
Z a“ V(o +1—ctr)— (1 +7) (80)
prtize I'l—c) <=(a) 2"
_¢(2—C+7’)) -l }—’—F(a—i—l—c);(c)rﬁ
APPENDIX B

PROOF OFLEMMA [1]

We will prove this lemma recursively.
Define p(n) = min{a,n}, subject toa € RT andn € Z*. If m; — my = ny — ny, my > ny, and

Mo > Mo, then

p(my) — p(ms) < p(ny) — p(ne). (81)
In the case thatn = 2, by definition,
R LR
Wy(z) = ( oy 2?®  eppa?® | (82)
Then
|W2(.§L’)| = 011022$p(2)+p(4) — 012031372;0(3). (83)
By (81),
p(2) +p(4) < 2p(3). (84)
Consequently, whem = 2,
. log|Ws ()|
lim —=L =2
L p(2) +p(4)
2 (85)
= Z min{a, 2i}
=1
Suppose whem =k — 1, k € Z1T N [3,4+00),
_log|W ()] — .
il{)% T = Z mll’l{CL, 27,} (86)
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Whenm = k, Wy (x) can be written as

Wk_l(l’) bk(l’)
( bf(z)  cppar®) ®7)
where the column vector
Clkl‘p(k+1)
bi(z) = : : (88)
cp—1 Pk
Hence, in terms of Schur determinant formulal[31],
iy 08 Wi(@)] _ . log [[Wi-i(@)] Wi ()]
im ————— = lim
z—0  logx z—0 logx (89)
o logIWiq(z)| . logdetWj ()
= lim ——— + lim
z—0 logz z—0 logz
whereW;_,(z) is the Schur complement oV;_,(z),
Wiii() = e — b (2) Wik () by (). (90)
SinceW,_(z)W 2, (z) =1, W, ', (z) is of the form
C/llx—p@) . cllkx_p(k)
: : (91)
C;dx—p(k) C;s:—l,k—lx_p(2k_2)
Consequently,
1 108 [BE (@) Wity ()bi ()]
z—0 logx
= min{p(2k — 1) — p(k) +p(k +1), p(2k—1) —p(k+1)+ p(k +2),
o p(2k —1) — p(2k — 2) + p(2k — 1)} (92)
@ p(2k — 1) — p(2k — 2) + p(2k — 1)
()
> p(2k)
where both stepéa) and (b) follow the inequality [(81L). Therefore, by (89) arld (90),
logdetW () b _
lim EET— = Zl min{a, 2i}, (93)
which concludes this proof.
APPENDIX C
PROOF OFLEMMA [Z
Each summand ifiW (z)|, which is a product of the entries,,,, ..., w.;,, can be written as
0590 T e, (94)

k=1

where the numbers$ji, jo, ..., jm} IS @ permutation of 1,2,...,m}. Then, each summand has the same
degreem(m + 1), which concludes the proof.
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APPENDIX D
PROOF OFLEMMA [3

By definition,
Fa+1) --- I'(a+m)
W = : : ) (95)
F'a4+m) - T(a+2m—1)

For calculating the determinant &, we do Gaussian elimination by elementary row operatioos fr
bottom to top for obtaining the equivalent upper triangula33]. Below-diagonal entries are eliminated
from the first column to the last column.

Let W, denote the matrix after the below-diagonal entries ofithecolumn are eliminated. Then the
(i, 7)™ entry of W, subject toi > j > [ is of the form

Wy = el,i,j F(CL + 1 ‘|‘] —1- l) (96)

Hence, after below-diagonal entries of tfie- 1)™ column are eliminated, for the entries subject to
andj = I,

wi—1i-11 =011, N(a+1i—1), (97)

Wi—1,41 = el—l,i,l F(a + Z) (98)

Consequently, for eliminating thg, {)*® multiplied entry of W,_, to obtainW,, the factor for the row
operation in the Gaussian elimination on e row

01 .
= —— (g 4i—1). (99)
Oi—1,i-1
That is,w;; ; is obtained as follows:
Wi = W14+ Cli Wi—1,4-1,5
o 011,
el—l,i,j(a—}—l—i—]—l—l) ellz 1]611 : ( +Z—1) (100)
1—1,i—1,1

xI'la+i+j—1-1).
Comparing the RHS of the above equation[ial (96), we get

011
el,i,jzel—l,i,j (a—|—2+]—l—1) Ql 1i— ljellll il (a+l—1) (101)

Before doing any operation oW, 6,;,; = 1. Then, by [(10L), we obtaifi, ,; = j — 1 and 6y, ; =
I'(7)/T'(j — 2). Supposing

_TG)
el,l,j - F(j _ l) . (102)
then by [(101) we have 0
_ Ty
O+ = TG—i—-1) (103)
Therefore, our conjecture is right. Hence,
82‘_1’2‘,2‘ - F(’L) (104)
and thei*" diagonal entry ofL,
Consequently,
W,,| = Hr T(a+ k), (106)

which concludes this proof.
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APPENDIX E
PROOF OFLEMMA [

This proof is similar to AppendikD.

By definition,
Fla+1DI'0—-1) --- I'(a4+m)I'(b—m)
W= ( : : . ) : (107)
Fla+m)I'(b—m) --- T'(a+2m—1)I'(b—2m+1)
The (i, j)'" entry of W, subject toi > j > [ is of the form
wyij=0;MNa+i+j—1-DIb—i—j+1). (108)
Consequently, the multiplied factor
91_1”(&—|—’i— 1)
i = — - - . 109
Y L b—i—1+1) (109)
and
Wy = Wi—145 + Cli Wi—1,i-1,5
. . . el—l,i—l,j 81_1’2"1 (CL +17— 1) (b — 17— j + 1)
= 014 (a+i+7—1-1) PR [ By (110)
Tla+i+j—1—1T(b—i—j+1).
Comparing the RHS of the above expression o (108), we get
o . . 81_1,i71(a+i—1)(b—i—j+1)
91,2,3 = el—l,z,J (a “+ 17+ ] ) 1) 91_1,2_1’] el_l’i_l’l(b i1 T 1) (111)
Before doing any operation oW, 6, ; = 1. Then, by [(11l1), we obtain
_-Dla+d-1)
917%] - (b _ 'L) ’ (112)
U—DG —2)(a+b-1)(a+b—-2))
- ) 11
2iia (b—d)(b—i—1) (113)
Supposing
l .
7 —E)(a+b—k)
0 = g (R (114)
then by [(111) we have
+1 /.
(j—k)(a+b—k)
R 11

Therefore, our conjecture is right. Hence, for 2, the:*® diagonal entry of the equivalent upper triangular

L,
T(b—2i+2)T(b— 2i + 1)

Consequently,
(W|=T(a+1)I'(b—1)I" " (a+0)
o L(b—2k+2)T(b—2k+1) (117)
gr(km“ Sl Py Ay s T

which concludes this proof.
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APPENDIX F
PROOF OFLEMMA [B

The derivation of Lemmal5 is analogous to Appendix D. Howef@r deriving Lemmd.b, we use
Gaussian elimination by column operations from the rightht® left, instead of row operations from the
bottom to the top in AppendiXID. After the Gaussian elimiaatithe left upper-diagonal triangle-matrix
becomes a zero triangle-matrix. Consequently, the detambiof W is

m(m

W= (-1)"% " [[T(k)(a+k—m). (118)
k=1

APPENDIX G
PROOF OFLEMMA

f(n) can be written as
I'm—a) T(n—m+1-a)

e PR ¥ o N R (119)
We thus have ]
Pt )= fly = (P2 I ) ) (120)

Itis seen that> - .- % < landf(n) > 0. Hence,f(n+1)— f(n) <0, i.e, f(n) is monotonically
decreasing.

For g(n),
amM—a n—m-+1—a am
g+ 1) = gon) = (g ym P B e
um (121)
< {(n—i— 7)o (" - a) - nm] f(n)
If S
(n+1)" —— <n’, (122)
then we havey(n + 1) — g(n) < 0.
Define a functiom.(x),
h — - 1) — a+1
@) =@ - o+ —a (123
=(z+ 1) =2 — (a+1)(z + 1)%, r>a
In terms of mean value theory [34], fer(z) = 22!, there exists which lets
¢'(€) = (x + 1)+ — 2o, r<é<zx+1 (124)
where¢’(£) is the first derivative.
As
¢ (z) =ala+ 1)zt >0, (125)
¢ (x) is monotonically increasing and thus
¢'(€) < ' (z+1). (126)
So, h(x) < 0.
Then, we have .
r—a T
— < (x—l—l) : (127)
Whenz = n,
(n+1)1 =2 < po (128)

Consequentlyg(n + 1) — g(n) < 0, that is,g(n) is monotonically decreasing.
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APPENDIX H
PROOF OFLEMMA [7]

In terms of Euler’s reflection formula
s

'l —a)'(z) = Sn(nz)’ (129)
T
r DI'(—a —n) = 1
(a+n+1)I(—a—n) Y P L (130)
T
r Hl(—a) = ————. 131
(a+ DI(=0) = ST ) (131)
Straightforwardly, ( ) —a)
INa+n+1 I'(—a
T () 132
['(a+1) (=1) I'(—a—mn) (132)
ie.,
(a+1), = (=1)"(—a —n),. (133)
APPENDIX |
PROOF OFTHEOREM[3]
From the proof of Theoreml 2, we see that
P,|E
G p— () (134)
L2 T'(Nmax — k4 DI (Nin — k+ 1)
whereE(n) iS an Nyin X Npin matrix of e;;(n)’s.
1. When2/n € (0,|N; — N,| + 1), given by [25) and Tablg I, we have
2 2
eij(n) = Ny I'(di; — 5) (135)
By Lemma[3,
* 2
B0 = N2 (2 N, N me) | (136)

In this case A’ .(7) = 2Numin/n. Substituting [(136) into[(134), we obtain the optimum distm

factor in this case in the closed form
Kh(%, Nmina Nmina Nmax)

* — PSN A:ch . 137
:uunc(n) t Hé\[;)lm F(Nmax Ik i 1)F(Nmm _ I 1) ( )
In the light of Lemmd.b, it monotonically decreases with, .
2. When2/n € (N; + N, — 1,00), in terms of [25) and Table I, we have
di; I (% B d"j)
eij(n) = Ny ' T(dij) ——F~—" (138)

v (3

In terms of Lemmal2 and Lemnia 4, the determinanEo#) is

* 2
B(n)| = N, (5, N Nt Nmax) | (139)
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In this case A’ .(n) = N:N,. Substituting[(139) intd (134), we obtain the optimum distm factor

in this case in the form
K/l(%, Nmina Nmina Nmax)

N : (140)
Hk:lm F(—Nvmaux —k + 1>F(Nmin —k + 1)

* A
Hune = PSNt e

. When2/n € [|[N; — N,.| + 1, N; + N, — 1], the analysis is relatively complex. Define a partition

number
2 + 1 - ‘Nt - Nr|
=2 5 (141)

and partition the Hankel matrik(n) in (24) as
A B
B = ( gr ) (142)

where A is thel x [ submatrix andC is the (N, — 1) X (Nmin — 1) submatrix.
At high SNR, in terms of Tablg I, il # % +1—|N; — N,|, entries ofA and C approximate

F(% — d;j) i

1 :
I'(3)

. 2 2, _

Cij = Ntnr(dij - E)P ; (144)

3

if 21 = % +1—|N; — N,|, the form of¢;; is the same as (144) whereas the formugfbecomes

d;j F(%_dij) —ds .
Nt P(dlj)w P d”v (27]) 7é (lvl)a

2 _z2 ..
N logpp~ 7, (i,7) = (1,1).
In terms of Schur determinant formula [31],
[E(m)| = [A[|C — A7 (146)

whereA* = BT A~'B. By the method analogous to the derivation in Appeidix B, wevk that for
high SNR

(145)

CLZ'j =

C—A*"~C (147)
whereC is composed of;;'s. Consequently,
[E(n)| ~ |A[|C]. (148)
Given the preceding derivation for high and low SCBR reginmves have
Ntl(l—i_NInaX_Nn)in)Kl(%? l> Nmina Nmax)p_l(l+Nn)aX_NII‘ill)’
if 20 # 2 +1— N, — N, |;
Ntl(l—‘eraX_Nmin)Hl(%, l _ 17 Nmin7 Nmax) logp p—l(l-'erax—Nmin)’
if 2l:%+1—|Nt—Nr|,

2(Nmin—0 2 2(Nmin—1)

Cl=N, " k(2 =20, Noin— L, Nusine, N )p~ 1. (150)
! "

A| = (149)
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Therefore, in this case,

. P NATmC Hl(’%7[7Nmin,NmaX)'{h(7%_217Nmin_I’Nmin’NmaX)
H min F(Nn)ax—l+1)F(NII‘i"_k+1) ’
A4 31 |Nt Nel; 151
( l 1 Nn)ln Nrnax):‘{h(*—zl Nnnn_l Nnnn Nlnax) ( )
PN/ logp ’
H ;n " F(Nmax_l+1)F(NI“ I‘_k—‘rl)
2
[ 2=2+41—|N,—N,|

Hine(1) =

where the optimum distortion exponent is
2(Npin — 1)
p .

This concludes the proof of this theorem.

APPENDIX J
PROOF OFTHEOREM[S

Let G denote the asymptotic form @& for high SNR. Sincey;; is a polynomlal of,o—1 given by [50)
and the preliminaries in Secti¢nllll, in terms of Talld(]}| can be written a§_"_ |G | where

Gl = tper, (153)

i.e., they have the same degree ovef. Each entry ofG,, is a monomial ofp~! denoted byg,, ;;. In terms
of Tablel]l and the prel|m|nar|es in Section 111, we learn that;’s form is one ofo;, "™ a(j, ry, ;) p~ (ditrm)

(Form 1) andal. "cilogtp p " (Form 2), wherer,, ; is a non-negative integet,= 0, 1, and
P2 = dy)T(d; + 7m5)

) = NTm o

a(]a T J) t F(z)r(rm] + 1)(d +1— )TmJ ( )
2 2

= Nir %) (155)

If the entries of firstl columns ofém are of Form 1 and other entries are of Form@m can be
partitioned as

G = ( Gy Gous ) (156)

WhereGm1 is of size N, x [ and Gm2 is of size Nyin X (Nmin — ). SinceG,, is a full-rank matrix,
Gml and Gm2 ought to be full rank as well. Apparentl@mz is a full-rank matrix; whereas, fo@m 1
if there existr,, ;, = ., for j1 # j2, G,,1 would not be full rank, because in that case, its submatrix
constructed by the two columns with individual indicgsand j, would be rank-one. Thus, eaeh, ;
must be distict.

Now let us figure outf. Define a distortion exponent function as

Yok i+ Yoy b Xt € 70 (0, Niin;
y(n) = {szi N = _ (157)
n n = 0.
Apparently,~(n) is on the curve of the two-order functiofi{z),
2 2—Nvmin

N¢—N;
which is a symmetric convex function and whose minimum vatugiven byx = %



Sincen = [ gives the minimumy(n), when2/n € (0, |[N;—N,|+1),1 =0, Acor(n)
when2/n € (Ny + N, — 1,400), I = Nuin, Acor(1) = ¥(Nmin) = NV,
Whenn € [|[N; — N,| + 1, N; + N, — 1], we should have
(1) < -1)
and
V() <AL+ 1),
which gives

2 2
21— |N =N <2A<Z+1—|N,— N,
U U

Hence, forn € [|N; — N,| + 1, Ny + N, — 1],

§+1—|Nt—NT|J {%—1—|Nt—Nr|w
or 5
2

and
Alor(n) = (1)
2 Nmin —1
= L+ N, = ] 4 Hmn =)
N
- {_ 2k—1+|Nt Nr|}
k=1
Note that-y g {WD — Gﬁ—‘ )
This concludes the proof of this theorem.
APPENDIX K

PROOF OFTHEOREM[G]
From the proofs of Theoreid 4 and Theorem 5, we have

P ‘E|_Nmax ZM U,

m=1

155 T (N — b + 1)[ V(o)

*
cor

whereu,, is defined in[(153).
1. Consider the case @f/n € (0,|N; — N,| +1). We haveM =1 and

d——
glzj_g ij_%a izla'--Nminvjzla"-Nmin

whered; is defined in Theorernl4 and; is defined in[(155). Thereby,

2N, Nmin Nmin

min |Nt NTH_l__
u =N, " |Vi(o |HFd——H .
i=1
So, in this case,
- \Nt Nel+1-2
(g = P Ve I 125" 0,
Va(o )I

2Nmin

PsNt ! H;V:mfn F(dj - %)
[T T (N =k + 1)

24

=7(0) = 2Nwin/m;

(159)

(160)

(161)

(162)

(163)

(164)

(165)

(166)

(167)
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Note thatV, (o) andV, (o) are Vandermonde matrices defined byl (55) (54) resphbctivéhe
proof of Theoreni 4.
. Consider the case @f/n € (N; + N, — 1, +00). We haveM = N,,;,,! and

—Tm

~ . J . _d._/r- . _ .
Gmi; =0; "la(f,rmy)p ™, m=1,...,M, i=1,..., Ny,

168
jzla-'-aNmin ( )
where
a(' , ) . Ndj+rm] F(d]) ( )(dj)rmJ
Plma e P (g + 1)(dy + 1 2),,
(2 —d)T(dj+r ) (169)
— Ndj—‘rTm] 17 m]
' P (rmy + D(dj+1-2),,
By Lemma[5, ) )
d-+1——) = (—1)"m (——d»—rm») . 170
(4 2 = () (170)
Substitute[(170) to (169), we have
. . 4 »F(d'_‘_rm,')r(z_d'_rm,')
a(j, T ) = (= 1) Ny T F(E;F(rn .+j1) : (171)
n mJ
Hence,
Nmin
Uy = (—1)= "™Isgn (v, )| Va(o)| [T a(,rm,;)
! (172)

mm d _|_/rwm P2_d_/r’m

r (%) Ty + 1)
Note thatr,, is a permutation of0,1,..., Ny, — 1} and sgn(r,,) denotes the signature of the
permutationr,,: +1 if r,, is an even permutation andl if r,, is an odd permutation.
Consequently, in the light of Leibniz formula [31],
M
_ _[Valo)]
" L T(k)

Q| (173)

m

where each entry of) is )

I'(2 —dy)
['(2)
Note thatd;; is defined in the description of Theorém 1. Comparing (174L88), we find thay;;

ande;; are identical. Therefore,

Gi; = NJ9T(dy;) (174)

mln

1o (1 H o N g () (175)

. Consider the case a@f/n € [|[N; — N,| — 1, N; + N, + 1]. In terms of the proof of Theoref 5 and
the preliminaries in SectionJIl, whenmod {2/n+ 1 — |N; — N,|,2} #0, M =1,

i o " alg, T )pm T <
9m.ij = dj—;] 2 ] (176)
o, "cip o, j=>1l+1;

)



when mod {2/n+1—|N; — N,|,2} =0, M = (I - 1)!,

—Tm. . g )
g; nua(]’rm])p d5=rm.d
~ - N
Gmij = § o (1)1 iy logpp-
dj—2 2
g; Cip ",
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J<Ii-1
Toj=1 (177)
j>141

Note thata(j, r., ;) andc; are given by[(154) and (155) respectively; whemod {2/n+1—|N; —

N,|,2} #0, r,,, is a permutation of0,1,...,l—1}; when mod {2/n+1—|N;— N,|,2} =0, r,,,
is a permutation of0,1,...,1 — 2}. Thus,
sgn(r) V()| Ty 0, ) T2, NT(d; — 2),
mod {2/n+1—|N;, — N,|,2} #0;
o 2(Npin —l4+1) 178)
= sl Vs(@)[(<1)IN, 7 ogy (
XH] la(j7,rm]> H] H}‘j’l_lr(d 17)7
mod {2/n+1—|N,— N,|,2} =0
where each entry oV;(o),
—min{j—1, 2—d }
U35 = 0, (179)
Comparing to the proof of Theorem 3 for the same casg, afe have
l(l 1)
Heor\T) = l—INmiIl O_|Nt—NTH-1 H (Un N Um)
k=1 k 1<m<n<Npin (180)
Eed (k)i )
X .
H (INi— N, = 2+ 1+ k), anc (1)
This concludes the proof.
APPENDIX L

PROOF OFTHEOREM[7
When2/n € (0,|N;— N,|+1) or2/n € (N;+ N,

hmz_>1 :u:or(n) = /’LTJHC(,'?) '
Consider the case df/n € [| NV

entries of V(o)

_Nr|_

[e.e]

—1,4+00), in terms of Theorernl6, straightforwardly,

1, Ny + N, + 1]. By Taylor expansion and Lemnid 5 , the

Us,zjzz( ! )l ) (Ui_l)
= (=1)"(p;) (8D
=2 =D
n=0 ’
wherep; = min{j — 1, 2 — d,}.
Thereby, whero approaches a vector of ones,
(Nmin_l)!

V(o) = Z Vam(o)| (182)

m=1



where the entries oV, (o)

1, J=1
U3,m,ij — (_l)st (pj)sm,j (O’ . 1)Sm,j j > 1
| (] ) *

Note thats,, = {Sm2,.-.,Smn,,.} IS @ permutatlon of1,2,..., Nyin — 1}.
The determinant 0V37m( )
Nmin 1 Nmin
Vi (o) = (=1)"|Vi(o —1)|sgn(s,, _— (s, +

Nmin(Nmin_l)
2

wheren; = . In the light of Leibniz formulal[31] and

[Vi(e —a)| = [Vi(o)]|, a={a,...,a},
|V3(o)| can be written in the form

mln

N.

mll’l(Nl'Dll')
V(o) = (1) T V(o)W H

whereW is an (N, — 1) X (Nyin — 1) matrix with entries
wi; = T'(i + pji1)

(i + ), j<i-1
D(2=IN= N =1+ij), j=1
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(183)

(184)

(185)

(186)

(187)

By partial Gaussian ellmlnatlor’W can be transformed t8" with a (N, — 1) x (I — 1) left-lower

submatrix of zeros. PartitioWV' as —_—
- 1 2
W (wow )
where W, is the submatrix of zeros, the entries ¥, are
wy=Ti+j-1), 1<ij<i-1,
and the entries oW, are
/ 2 ‘ 2 o
Wy === [Ne=N;|—j—1 D(= =[Ny = No| =1 +14—j),
n -1 N

léiajSNmin_L

(W[ = [W,||W|
By Lemma[3,
(W[ = Hr P(k + 1).
By Lemmalb,
Inll’l NII\ n l 2
W = (— I N = 1) PO — N+ ).
j=l =1 g=1 il

(Nmin_l)(Nmin_l_l)

wheren, = 5

(188)

(189)

(190)

(191)

(192)

(193)
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Consequently, in terms of Theordrmh 6,

Nmin—l (2 — Npax + k
i i = (-1 ] |
SN ['(£—=|Ny— N,| —k—=21+1)
’f:12 K (194)
LNy = Ny| — =+ 1+ k)
x 7 Hrin
L(INe = N | = 2+ 20+ k)
wheren; = ‘=1 Since for any functiory (z),
Nmin_l Nrnin_l
IT fa+Naw—k-1+1)= J] fla+¥k) (195)
k=1 K'=1
wherek’ = Ny — k — [+ 1,
Nonin =4 (2 — Nmax + k — l)l
lim /4 = (—1)mtn2tns U y ) 196
El£n>1 :ucor(n) ( ) ]:!;[1 (Nmax _ % _ ]{3 + 1)[ qunc(n) ( )
By Lemma[5,
2 2
<— — Npax + K — z) = (-1 <Nmax —Z—k+ 1) (197)
n ! n !
Thus,
lim g7, () = (—1)™ s e (n). (198)
¥—-I
wheren, = I[(Npi, — L+ 1). As
(_1)n1+n2+n3+n4 — (_1)n1—m+n3+n4 — 1’ (199)
we have
lm i, (1) = pinc(n)- (200)
-1
This concludes the proof.
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