arXiv:0907.2391v1 [cs.IT] 14 Jul 2009

Optimal Diversity-Multiplexing Tradeoff
In Selective-Fading MIMO Channels

Pedro Coronel and Helmutdcskei

Communication Technology Laboratory
ETH Zurich, 8092 Zurich, Switzerland
E-mail: {pco, boelcskdi@nari.ee.ethz.ch

Abstract

We establish the optimal diversity-multiplexing (DM) teaff of coherent time, frequency, and
time-frequency selective-fading multiple-input mulgépbutput (MIMO) channels and provide a code
design criterion for DM tradeoff optimality. Our resultsedrased on the new concept of the “Jensen
channel” associated to a given selective-fading MIMO cleghnWhile the original problem seems
analytically intractable due to the mutual informationveeen channel input and output being a sum
of correlated random variables, the Jensen channel is&guimo the original channel in the sense of
the DM tradeoff and lends itself nicely to analytical treatth We formulate a systematic procedure for
designing DM tradeoff optimal codes for general selectading MIMO channels by demonstrating
that the design problem can be separated into two simpleimaiggendent problems: the design of
an inner code, or precoder, adapted to the channel stat{gtc, the selectivity characteristics) and
an outer code independent of the channel statistics. Oultsese supported by appealing geometric
intuition, first pointed out for the flat-fading case by Zhenyl Tse]EEE Trans. Inf. Theory2003.

. INTRODUCTION

The diversity-multiplexing (DM) tradeoff framework intoiced by Zheng and Tse [1] al-
lows to efficiently characterize the high-SNR rate-reliéptradeoff for communication over
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) fading channelsh& optimal DM tradeoff for flat-
fading MIMO channels was characterized in [1]. Sparked Qya|humber of DM tradeoff
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optimal coding/decoding schemes for the flat-fading case weported during the past few
years. In particular, theon-vanishingdeterminant criterion [2], [3] on codeword difference
matrices has been shown to constitute a sufficient condiiodM tradeoff optimality [3], [4];
this criterion has led to the construction of DM tradeoffioyl space-time codes based on con-
stellation rotation [3], [5] and cyclic division algebra#][[6]. Lattice-based space-time codes
have been shown to be DM tradeoff optimal in [7]. The DM trétleptimality of approximately
universalspace-time codes was established in [8].

Contributions:While the results mentioned above focus on frequency-ftatibfading chan-
nels, extensions to frequency-selective channels canwalftor the single-antenna case in
[9], and for the MIMO case in [10]. However, a general chagaeation of the optimal DM
tradeoff in time, frequency, or time-frequency selecti@ding MIMO channels, in the following
simply referred to as selective-fading MIMO channels, doesseem to be available to date.
The present paper resolves this problem for the coherert,ga®vides a code design crite-
rion guaranteeing DM tradeoff optimality, and introducesyatematic procedure for designing
DM tradeoff optimal codes. Our results are based on uppelamer bounds on the mutual
information of selective-fading MIMO channels; these basiare shown to exhibit the same
DM tradeoff behavior. In particular, we prove that for a givaelective-fading MIMO channel
the optimal DM tradeoff curve can be obtained by solving thalgically tractable problem
of computing the DM tradeoff curve corresponding to its agsed “Jensen channel”. We
demonstrate that the problem of designing DM tradeoff ogltioodes can be separated into
two simpler and independent problems: the design of an inode, or precoder, adapted to
the channel statistics (i.e., selectivity characters3tand an outer code independent of the
channel statistics. The inner code can be obtained in amgstefashion as a function of the
channel statistics. The design criterion for the outer ¢g@deandard with corresponding designs
available in the literature.

Notation:Mt andMp denote the number of transmit and receive antennas, resggctVe
setm = min(Mr, Mg) andM = max(Mr, Mg). Forz € R, we let[z]" = max (0, z). We
denote the nonnegative-dimensional orthant bR"". The superscript§, ¥, and* stand for
transposition, conjugate transposition, and complexwugatjon, respectivel\, is then x n

identity matrix,1,, is then x n all ones matrix,A ® B and A ® B denote, respectively, the

Throughout the paper, we assume that the receiver has peftmel state information (CSI) and the transmitter dags n

have CSI, but is aware of the channel law.
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Kronecker and Hadamard products of the matrideandB, and A > B stands for positive
semidefinite ordering. Matrix multiplication has prioribwer the Kronecker producd and
the Hadamard produc, so that we will write, e.g.A ©® BC for A © (BC). A'/? denotes
the (unique) positive semidefinite square root of the pasisiemidefinite matribA. For the
nxmmatricesA, (k=1,..., K), diag;{Ak}kK:1 denotes the K x m K block-diagonal matrix
with the kth diagonal entry given by ,. If S is a set,|S| denotes its cardinalityA (S;, S»)
stands for the (sub)matrix consisting of the rowsAoindexed byS; and the columns oA
indexed byS,. The columns and rows of the x m matrix A are denoted, respectively, by
ap = [A(Lk) -~ A(n, k)T (k=1,...,m)andagy = [A(p,1) --- A(p,m)] (p =1,...,n);
vec(A) = [a] --- al]’. Forann x 1 vectora = [a; --- a,|”, D, = diag{a,, } ._,, anda(m)
refers toa,,,. Then x n FFT matrix¥ is given by® (k, [) = #e—j%(’“—”(l—l) (k,l=1,...,n).
The determinant, trace, and rank®fare denoted att(A), Tr (A), andrank(A), respectively,
and||A||Z = Tr (AA™). The nonzero eigenvalues of thex n Hermitian matrixA, sorted in
ascending order, are designated\aA ), k = 1,...,rank(A). The Kronecker delta function
is defined a$,,,, = 1 for m = n and zero otherwise. IK andY are random variables (RVs),
X ~ Y denotes equivalence in distribution, ailg is the expectation operator with respect to
(w.r.t.)the RVX. The random vectat ~ CN (u, C) is jointly proper Gaussian (JPG) with mean
p and covariance matriC. The inner product between two signal@) andwv(t) is denoted
as(u,v) = [°_u(t)v*(t)dt. The functionsf(xz) andg(z) are said to be exponentially equal,
denoted byf(z) = g(z), if lim,_,o0 22L& — Jim, 2290 Exponential inequality, denoted

log z logx
by > and<, is defined analogously.

[I. CHANNEL AND SIGNAL MODEL
A. Channel model

A time-frequency selective single-input single-outputS@8) channel can be modeled as a
stochastic linear time-varying (LTV) system [11] with (setfree) input-output (I/O) relation
r(t) = (Hz)(t) = / kw(t, ¢z (t")dt’
t/
wherex(t) is the input signal; (¢) is the output signal, and the effect of the channel is desdrib
by the linear operatadH with random kerneky(t,t'). The time-varying impulse response de-

fined ashy(t, 7) = ku(t,t — 7) yields the equivalent (noise-free) I/O-relation

r(t) = /hH(t,T)l‘(t — 7)dT. Q)
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Two additional system functions that will be important iretbnsuing developments are the

time-varying transfer function

Ly(t, f) = / hy(t, 7)e 927 dr (2)

and the spreading function

SH(T, V) = th(t, T)eijzmltdt. (3)

As an alternative td{1), we may write the I/O-relation imberof the spreading function as

r(t) = / / S (T, v)a(t — 7)™ drdy. (4)

The output signal is thus a weighted superposition of tiregtiency shifted replicas of the
input signalz(¢), where the shifts are parametrized by detagnd Doppler shift and Sy (T, v)
corresponds to the weighting function.

Statistical characterizatiariThe channel impulse responsg(t, 7) is a zero-mean JPG pro-
cess which is wide-sense stationary in titme@nd uncorrelated in delay, i.e., it satisfies the

wide-sense stationary uncorrelated-scattering (WSSES)maption [11]
E{hu(t, 7)hg({t', 7))} = yu(t — ', 7)6(r — 7').
Hence, the time-delay correlation functign(¢, 7) fully characterizes the channel statistics. The
WSSUS property implies thdlty (¢, f) is wide-sense stationary in batland f, andSy (7, v) is
uncorrelated in delay and Dopplew:
E{Lu(t, /)Lu(', )} = Ru(t =1, f — f')
E{Su(r,v)Si(7", ")} = Cu(r,v)d(r — 7)é(v — V')

where the scattering functidary (7, ) and the time-frequency correlation functifp (¢t —t', f—

f') are related through a two-dimensional Fourier transforooating to

Cu(t,v) = /t /f Ru(t, f)e 72 W=Hay qf. (5)

BecauseRy (¢, f) is stationary int and f, Cy (7, v) is a real-valued and nonnegative function
that can be interpreted as the spectrum of the channel goces

The underspread assumption and its consequeMesassume that the channel operéaior
is underspread [12] so that the scattering functignir, v) is compactly supported within the

rectangl€0, 7o) x [0, 1], i.€.,
Cu(r,v) =0 for (r,v) ¢ [0, 7] x [0, ]
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with the total channel spreafiy = 71, satisfyingAg < 1. Note that this implies that the
spreading functiorby (7, ) is also supported in this rectangle with probability 1 (d)pThe

underspread assumption is relevant as most mobile radinelsare (in fact highly) under-
spread. Moreover, underspread channels have a set of apatexdeterministic and structured

eigenfunctions which allows to discretize the I/O-relat{d) as described next.

B. Signaling on approximate eigenfunctions of the channel

We build our developments on the fact that underspread esuane approximately diago-
nalized by orthogonal Weyl-Heisenberg bases [12] that btaiioed by time-frequency shifting
a prototype pulsg(t) according to

gm,k(t) — g(t o mT)ejQWkFt
where the grid parametefsand /" satisfyZ'F' > 1 and the basi$g,, «(¢) } is orthonormal, i.e.,

(Gons G = / G (097 () = B (6)

t

Details on the choice af(t) can be found in [13]. For grid parameters chosen so’thsat 1710
andF < % and hencd'F' < 1/Ay, it has been shown in [12], [13] that the impulse response

of the underspread fading channel can be well approximatesgthing

[e.e]

kH(tvt/) = Z Z LH(mT7 k:F)gm,k(t)g;:m,k(t/) (7)

m=—00 k=—o00
where the samples of the time-varying transfer funcfigiimT’, k F') are—as a consequence of
the assumption ohy(¢, 7) being a zero-mean JPG process—JPG random variables with zer

mean and correlation function

The variance of each channel coefficiént(mT, k F) follows from (8) as

UH—//CHTVdeV

Canonical characterization of signaling schemBsased on the developments in the previ-
ous paragraph, we construct the transmit signal as a lirmabination of the (approximate)

eigenfunctions of the channel operator according to

[e.9]

=3 z_::i*m7kgm7k(t) 9)

m=—o0 k=0
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where thez,, , are the information bearing (complex-valued) data symbidiés modulation
scheme corresponds to pulse-shaped orthogonal frequiavisien multiplexing (OFDM) with
symbol durationl’, tone spacing”, and effective signal bandwidth’ = K F. The receiver
computesthe inner produals . = (v, gm.k), Wherey(t) = r(t)+=z(t) andz(t) is additive white
Gaussian noise with{z(¢)z*(t')} = 6(t—t'). Introducing the normalizatian,, , = ﬁjmk,

with SNR denoting the average signal-to-noise ratio, the over@Hrélation is given by

Ymk = V SNR LH(TTLT, kF)J?m,k + Zm,k (10)

where, due to the orthonormality of the basis functiégs »(¢) }, the random variables,, , =

(z, gm.i) @re independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) asre andk, and satisfy,, , ~
CN (0, 1), for all m andk. In essence, this scheme corresponds to transmitting aeivirey on
the channel’s eigenfunctions and, hence, leads to a difigatien of the channel. For details
on the discretization of the 1/0-relationl (1) described\abthe interested reader is referred to
[13].

C. Input-output relation with multiple antennas

We assume that communication takes place dvetime slots andk” frequency slots. For

the sake of simplicity of notation, we introduce the bijeetmappingM, defined as

M: {0,.... M—-1}x{0,..., K -1} — {0,...,N —1} (1)
(m,k) — n=mK+k

to index the time-frequency slots, k) in (I0) according tax = M(m, k). We extend the
I/O-relation [10) to the MIMO case assumidfyr transmit andViy receive antennas, with the
scalar subchannels of thdr x M+ MIMO channel having statistically independent kernels
with identical statistics, i.e., with identical scattegifunctions. Consequently, all subchannels
are approximately diagonalized by the same Weyl-Heisenbasis so that, based dn10) and
the mapping in[(111), we get

SNR
Yo =14/—H,x,+2,, n=0,...,N—1 (12)
M~

whereSNR is the average signal-to-noise ratio at each receive aatgnnx,, andz, denote,
respectively, the correspondindg x 1 receive signal vectoylt x 1 transmit signal vector,
and My x 1 JPG noise vector satisfying, ~ CAN(0,1I,), and the channel matrices are
given byH,, (i, 7) = L[(H?j)(mT, kF) (i =1,...,Mg, j = 1,...,Mr), where the superscript

(i,7) designates the time-varying transfer function correspantb the subchannel between
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transmit antenna and receive antennaIn the sequel, we shall us¢ = [xq --- xy_1] and
Y = [yo - yn_1] to denote the transmit codeword matrix and the receivedabigratrix,
respectively.

Because the scalar subchannels are assumed to havecstifyistidependent kernels with
identical statistics, the channel matrices are spatiallyourelated and the correlation across
slots is given by the time-frequency correlation functinr{@). In particular, for any two time-

frequency slots, = M(m, k) andn’ = M(m’, k'), wheren,n’ € {0,..., N — 1}, we have
E{H,.(i, j) (Hw (i, 7))} = Ra((m —m)T, (k = k) F) (13)

fori = 1,...,Mg andj = 1,...,Mr. For later use, we define the correspondifigx N

covariance matriRy as
Ry(n, n') = Ru((m — m')T, (k — k:/)F) (14)

and the stacked channel matlix= [H, - - - Hy_4]. Note that with the notation and assumptions

in place, we have
E{vec(H)(vec(H))"} = Ry ® Iyymy, - (15)

The 1/0O-relation[(1R) and the channel correlation funci{@8) are obtained using a signal-
ing scheme that (approximately) diagonalizes the timgtfemcy selective channel. We stress,
however, that[(12) is a general I/O-relation that encomgmether widely used models, as for
example those in [14], [15, Ch. 3, Sec. 2] used to charaetdinear frequency-invariant (LFI)
channels and the cyclic signal model resulting from the dWs@FDM modulation over linear
time-invariant (LTI) channels [16]. The results developethis paper therefore apply to these
models as well provided one takes into account the correbpgrstructural differences in the
covariance matriX(14). We will particularize the main riésin this paper to the mostimportant

instances of the models used in [14]-[16].

[11. DIVERSITY-MULTIPLEXING TRADEOFF
A. Preliminaries

When the receiver has perfect CSl, as assumed in this pdy@emput distribution that

maximizes the mutual information is the Gaussian distidsutAssuming that

E{VGC(X)(VGC(X))H} =Q
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whereQ has dimensiod M+ x NMr, the maximum mutual information corresponding to the
channel in[(IR) is obtained fakc(X) ~ CN (0, Q), and is given by
I(Y;X|Dy) = % log det (I + Sl\zl—f DuQ Dg) (16)

whereDy = diag{Hn}ivgol. For an average power constraint, specificdliy Q) < NMr,
the outage probability at data raf&follows from (186) by optimizing over the input covariance
matrix as

Pou(R) = QtO,Trgg)fg . ]P’(% log det <I + Sl\zl—TR DuQ Dg) < R) : (17)
The outage probability is of particular importance for tha@cterization of the rate-reliability
tradeoff because it constitutes a fundamental limit on tiher @orobability. Before proceeding
with the analysis ofl (17), we recall a central concept in thé ttadeoff framework.

A family of codeg’, [1] is a sequence of codeboo&gSNR) parametrized by SNR and with
fixed block length. At a given SNR, the corresponding cod&tgh¢SNR) containsSNRY" code-
words, implying that the data rafé{ SNR) scales with SNR according #®(SNR) = rlog SNR.
We say that’, operates at multiplexing ratec [0, m]. The multiplexing rate' represents the
fraction of the ergodic channel capacity tidatoperates at as SNR increases. The DM tradeoff
realized by the family of cod&s. is characterized by the function

B . log P.(C,)
) = = M TogoNR (18)

where P.(C,) is the error probability obtained through maximum-likeldd (ML) detection.
Moreover, the optimal DM tradeoff curve
d*(r) = Sup d(C:) (19)

guantifies the maximum achievable diversity gain over atlifees (w.r.t. SNR) of codes that
operate at multiplexing rate

Following the arguments that lead to [1, Eg. (9)], we shaktrehow that choosing) = 1
is DM tradeoff optimal in the selective-fading case as wdlbre specifically, we demonstrate
thatQ = I solves the optimization problem in (17) in the high-SNR tirfirst, we note that an
upper bound o®,,( R) can be obtained by settirgy = I. On the other hand, becauQesatisfies
the power constrairitr (Q) < NMr, we necessarily hav® < NMrI. Sincelog det(A) is
increasing on the cone of positive definite matride$l7, p. 111], replacing) by NM+I in
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(18) increases the mutual information, and hence yieldsvaddound onF,( R). Combining

these arguments, we get

N-1
1
P (N > " logdet (I + SNRNH, HI) < R) < Pou(R)

n=0
N-—-1
1 SNR I
< E — :
_IP’( nologdet<1+ N H,H )<R> (20)
Noting that the upper and lower bounds[inl(20) differ only lgoastant factor multiplying the

SNR, and using the fact that
logP(% SN Hog det (I + ¢ SNRH, H) < R)

SNlll?rLloo log SNR
log P4 205 log det (I + ¢ SNRHL HY) < R) »
= i
SNR 300 log(c SNR) (1)
logP(% SN Hog det (T + SNRH, H/) < R)
- SNlll?rLloo log SNR
for anyc € R, independent of SNR, we get
Pout(R> = P(I(SNR) < R) (22)
where
SNR
I(SNR) logdet( I+ —— H,HY 23
Z ogde ( + o ) (23)

The outage probability can be characterlzed in terms ofghmgularity levels” of the channel

matrices defined as

log A\, (H,,HT)
logSNR ~’

Rewriting (23) in terms of the singularity levels and legtithe data rate scale with SNR as

R(SNR) = rlog SNR, it can be shown by applying [1, Th. 4] that

n=0,....N—1, k=1,...,m. (24)

Hnk = —

Pou(rlog SNR) = P(O,) (25)
where
1 N m
(’)r:{uneRﬂf,nzo,...,N—hN%kz — fni] } (26)

With e, = [itn1 -+ finm)” - In the high-SNR limit, the outage probability can be cheeezed
through its SNR exponent given by

do(r) = — lim log Pou(rlogSNR) I log P(O,)

- 27
SNRooo  log SNR SR log SNR (27)
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where we used (25). Unlike in the frequency-flat fading casated in [1], computing,(r)
for the selective-fading case seems analytically inttdetavith the main difficulty stemming
from the fact that one has to deal with the sum of correlateda(t that theH,, are correlated
acrossn) terms in [(28), for which the joint distribution of the cosponding singularity levels
in (24) is in general unknown. It turns out, however, that oae find lower and upper bounds
onI(SNR) in (23) which are exponentially tight in SNR (and, hencespree the DM tradeoff
behavior) and analytically tractable. The next sectiomfalizes this idea.

Throughout the paper, we shall enforce the peak power @nstr
|X||Z < NMyp, VX € C.(SNR). (28)

The families of codes§, that satisfy the power constraiff{28) constitute a sulfdbedamilies

of codes satisfying the average power constraintinducdd b§) < NM and based on which
the outage probability in (17) was formulated; it will becemanifest, however, that in the high-
SNR limit one can find families of codes that satisfy the mestnictive power constrainf (28)
and still exhibit an error probability that is asymptotigatqual to the outage probability. The
power constrain{(28) implies that the vectorized codewnatrices, i.e.yec(X), of any (w.r.t.
SNR) codebook, (SNR) lie inside a sphere of radiug N My in CMt¥ centered at the origin. As
this sphere radius is constantw.r.t. SNR, its interior bee®increasingly packed with codeword
matrices as SNR grows (the codebook size increases acgamlid, (SNR)| = SNR™" to
sustain the raté(SNR) = r log SNR). The codeword difference matricEs= X — X', with
X, X' € C,(SNR), are, therefore, a function of SNR. For the sake of simplioit notation,
we do not make this dependency explicit. In the cAse= 1 and M = 1, for example, an
admissibleC, would be the family of quadrature amplitude modulation (QPddnstellations

A given by

[ 2 NR"/? NR’/?
A(SNR):{ W(a+jb),a,b€2:—s 5 §a,b§s 5 } (29)

Note that4(SNR) has|.A(SNR)| = SNR" constellation points satisfying the power constraint

x? < 1. Consequently, the minimum distance in this family of cosesles d&d?;, = SNR™",
i.e., the area of the unit disk divided by the number of cdfaten points inA(SNR).

2A discussion of the DM tradeoff properties of QAM constédas for the scalar Rayleigh fading channel can be found in
[15, Sec. 9.1.2].
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B. Jensen channel and Jensen outage event

We start by deriving a lower bound on outage probability ot#d by upper-bounding the

mutual information through Jensen’s inequality applied as

SNR

N-1
1
I(SNR) = N E log det (I + M—Han) < log det (I +
T
n=0

SNR
Mt N

’H’HH) £ J(SNR) (30)

where the “Jensen channel” is an abstract channel charsctdry them x N M matrix defined

as

Hy --- Hy_4], if Mg < Mr,
H = (31)
[H(I){ s H%—l]? if Mg > Mr.

In the following, we say that a Jensen outggeoccurs if the Jensen chanri#l is in outage
w.r.t. the rateR = rlogSNR, i.e., if J(SNR) < R. The corresponding outage probability,
Py(R) = P(J(SNR) < R), clearly satisfies?;(R) < PFyu(R). The operational significance
of the concept of a “Jensen outage” will be established ag¢tiaeof this section. We shall first
focus on characterizing the Jensen outage probabilityacailly.

Based upor{15), one can show that the Jensen channel cactdredeasH = H,,(R"/? ®
L), whereR = Ry, if Mg < Mr, andR = RY, if Mg > My, andH,, is the i.i.d.CN(0,1)
matrix with the same dimensions &sand given by

Hyo - Hyno1], if Mg < Mp,

M, = (32)
MY, . HY, ], if Mg > M.

Here,H,,,, denotes i.i.dCA/ (0, 1) matrices of dimensioby x Mr. UsingH,, U ~ H,, for
any unitary matrixU, and\,(Rg) = \,(RE) for all n, we getHH” ~ H, (A @ Iy)HE,
where A = diag{\(Ru),...,\,(Rn),0,...,0} and we have defined = rank(Ry). We

therefore have

SNR
J(SNR) ~ log det <I + NN

Next, observe that the following positive semidefinite onug holds

Hw(A®IM)7-Lf).

Since, as already notethg det(A) is increasing on the cone of positive definite matrides
[17, p. 111], we get the following bounds on the Jensen ouagieability
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NR -
P(log det <I + Ap(RH)hﬂwﬂf ) < R)
T

< Py(R) (34)

<P <log det (I + A1 (Rp) ;Nifﬁwﬁf) < R)
T

where?,, = H,([1:m], [1:pM]). By the same line of reasoning as [nl(21), taking the expo-
nential limit (in SNR) in [3#) yields

Py(R) = P(logdet (T + SNRFL, T, ) < R). (35)

The high-SNR asymptotics df;( R) can be expressed in terms of the singularity levels of the

Jensen channel. Specifically, define= [a; --- a,,|7, where the singularity levels are given
by .
log \u(HWH, )

logSNR '
or, equivalently), (7, 7. ) = SNR**. Letting the data rate scale SNR) =  log SNR, it
can be shown [1, Th. 4] that

= k=1,...,m (36)

Py(rlog SNR) = P(.7,) (37)
where
T = {a e R ozlzonZ---Zam,Z[l — o]t < T} .

k=1
The corresponding SNR exponent is defined as

B logP(7,)
ds(r) = = dim_ TogSNR -
Based on[(35), it follows immediately thdt () is nothing but the DM tradeoff curve of an

effective MIMO channel withpM transmit andn receive antennas. We can therefore invoke
[1, Th. 2] to infer that the Jensen DM tradeoff curve is thecpigise linear function connecting
the points(r,d(r)) for r =0, ..., m, with
dy(r) = (pM —r)(m — 7). (38)
Since, as already note®;(R) < Poy(R), it follows thatP(7,) <P(O,). Moreover, by the
outage bound [1, Lemma 5], we also gétr) < d,(r). Hence, in summary, we have
d(C;) < d'(r) < do(r) < dy(r), r€[0,m], (39)

for any family of code<’,. The optimal DM tradeoff curve*(r) will be obtained in the next
section by deriving a sufficient condition @h to guarantee thai(C,) = d,(r) and hence

necessarilyl*(r) = d_(r).
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V. JENSEN-OPTIMAL CODE DESIGN CRITERION

The goal of this section is to provide a sufficient conditionaofamily of code<’, to have
d(C,) = d,(r). By virtue of (39), this then proves that the optimal DM traffés given by
d;(r) and establishes a design criterion for DM tradeoff optintales. Corresponding code

constructions are provided in Sectioh V.

A. Code design criterion

In what follows, for any family of code§,, we shall refer to theV x N matrix R, ® EXE,
whereE = X — X' andX, X’ € C,(SNR), as theeffective codeword difference matrBecause
the codeword difference matrik depends on SNR (see SEc.TI-A), so d&s © EXE and
any function thereof. In particular, we shall make the SNfpehdency of the eigenvalues of

R% © EFE explicit by introducing the notation
M:(SNR) = \i(REOEPE), k=1,...,pMy (40)

whereA;(SNR) < A5(SNR) < --- < A, (SNR) for all SNRs.

The following two remarks are in order. First, we note tha temainingV — pM eigen-
values ofRY; ©® E”E are identically equal to zero for any effective codewordedénce ma-
trix arising fromC,.(SNR) and for any SNR. This observation follows franmk(A ® B) <
rank(A) rank(B), whereA andB are positive semidefinite matrices of equal dimensions [18,
p. 458]. Sincaank(Ry) = p andrank(E”E) < min(Mr, N) = My (recall thatN > pMr),
we haverank (R © EPE) < pMr, forallE = X — X/, X, X’ € C,(SNR) and allSNRs. In
the sequel, we shall refer to the eigenvalues that are noticddly equal to zero for all SNR
values asionzero eigenvalues

Second, it is important to note that the eigenvallg$SNR), £ = 1, ..., pMr, are bounded

above by a constant independent of SNR. To see this, note that
Az (SNR) < Tr (R © EVE)
= o5 Tr (E"E) (41)
< 40ZMN (42)

where [41) is a consequence of the fact that the varianceedftting coefficients is3, i.e.,

the diagonal entries dRy are all given bysZ, and [42) follows from[(28) an = X — X'.
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Now, (42) is exponentially equal 8\NR° = 1, which, combined with the ordering imposed on

the eigenvalues, shows that
M(SNR) <1, k=1,..., pMr. (43)

We are now ready to present one of our main results.

Theorem 1:Consider a family of codeS, with block lengthN' > pM~+ that operates over
the channel(12). For any effective codeword differencerimdet its eigenvalues be given as
in (40), and define -

ZMT(SNR) = min  J] Ax(SNR) (44)

E=X-X' X#X'
X,X' € C,(SNR) k=1

where the superscripMt in =M1 (SNR) emphasizes the fact that there are exagtly nonzero
eigenvalues. I, is such that
=PMr(SNR) > SNR™(—9) (45)

forsome: > (O thatis constantw.r.8NR andr, then the corresponding error probability satisfies

P.(C,) = SNR™% ("),
Proof: Appendix].
As a direct consequence of Theorem 1, a family of catlabat satisfied (45) realizes a DM
tradeoff curved(C,) = d(r) and hence, by (39), we obtain

d*(r) = dy(r). (46)

The optimal DM tradeoff curve for selective-fading MIMO cireels is therefore given by the
DM tradeoff curve of the associated Jensen channel. Petéliftly, Theorerl1 shows that, even

though7,. C O, by definition, we still have
P(J:) = P(O,)

which essentially says that the “original” channel has @@ high-SNR outage behavior as
its associated Jensen channel. To complete the pictueséins to show that families of codes
satisfying the design criteriob_(#5) indeed exist. Thid Wwé done in Sectioh V by providing

systematic DM tradeoff optimal code constructions.
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B. Interpretation of the code design criterion

We shall next discuss the relation of the code design anitdd5) to results available in the
literature.

Non-vanishing determinant criterion and approximate ensality: The non-vanishing deter-
minant criterion [2], [3], which is well-known for flat-fadg MIMO channels, can be recovered
from the code design criterion in Theorém 1 as follows. Inftaefading case, the channel
covariance matrix satisfiddy = 1 with p = 1, and we hence halg’; ©® EFE = E”E for
all possibleE = X — X'. It follows that the quantity defined i (44) specializes to

EMT(SNR) = min M (EER). 47
O e LD “

For Mt < Mg, we have

=M(SNR) = o gg{lx#x, det(EE")
X, X' € C,(SNR)

and condition[(45) simply requires thadtt(EE”) >SNR™ "9 ¢ > 0, for all codeword dif-
ference matrice®. LettingX = V/SNR™/™ X andE = X — X/, it can be readily seen that
condition [@5%) is equivalent tdet (EEX ) > SNR®. By takinge — 0, we get thatlet(EE” ) must
be non-vanishing for increasing SNRs (and hence increakitagrated?(SNR)). Examples of
code constructions that satisfy the non-vanishing detenticriterion, and which are hence
DM tradeoff optimal over i.i.d. Rayleigh flat-fading MIMO ehnels, can be found in [2]-[6].

The code design criterion of Theorémn 1 also encompassepfiexamate universality cri-
terion in [8] for flat-fading MIMO channels. This can be segndpecializing[(4b) to the case
p=1,1le.,

=Mr(SNR)>SNR™ "9, ¢ > 0 (48)

and comparing(48) to the criterion given in [8, Theorem 3THe coincidence of the approx-
imate universality criterion and_(#5) (in flat fading) is awforthy as the criteria are arrived at
using completely different assumptions and different @gponding proof techniques: While
our result is based on explicit assumptions on the chandeldastatistics, the approximate uni-
versality condition guarantees DM tradeoff optimal pemfance for every fading distribution,
over any channel that is not in outage.

Relation to classical space-time code design criteNa&xt, we specialize our code design
criterion to multiplexing rate- = 0, i.e., the data rate is fixed and does not increase with SNR,

in which case the same codebook can be used for all SNR valmés.that this implies that
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the eigenvalues i _(40) are no longer functions of SNR. Frdraofen{]L, it follows that the
codebook is DM tradeoff optimal if it satisfi&* (SNR) > SNR¢, ¢ > 0, or, equivalently, if
every effective codeword difference matis; © E”E haspMr nonzero eigenvalues. This is

to say that the sufficient condition for DM tradeoff optintglat » = 0 can be stated as
rank(Rf; © E”E) = pMp, VE=X - X', X £ X/, X, X' €(,. (49)

This is precisely the code design criterion found in the S¢E&€k in [19] using the same channel
model as here and in [20] in the context of MIMO-OFDM modwdati

C. Geometric interpretation of the optimal DM tradeoff

In the following, we provide a geometric interpretation bétoptimal DM tradeoff. The
discussion follows closely the corresponding analysisttier flat-fading case reported in [1].
To simplify the exposition, we consider the case of OFDM mniation over ISI channels and
start by noting that in an OFDM system wiiki tones the I/O-relation (after discarding the

cyclic prefix at the receiver) is given by {12) with
L—1 X
H, =) H(l)e I x™ (50)
=0

whereH(1),l = 0,..., L—1, denotes the i.i.d. matrix-valued channel taps Witi(0, 1) entries.

The corresponding mutual informatidn {23) can thus be emitis
1 SNR
I(SNR) = ~ log det <I - M—TDHDg)

where we recall thaDyg = diag{Hn}fz_ol. Following the geometric argument in the flat-fading
case [1], we wish to relate the outage probability at mudtipig rater to the rank of the matrix
Dy. Unfortunatelyrank(Dy) is difficult to characterize, in general, because the cpoeding
diagonal blocks are correlated dueffal(50). In an OFDM sygtieematrixDy D can, however,
readily be shown to be unitarily equivalent@q; C, whereCy is the following N Mg x N M
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block-circulant matrix

H(0) 0 0 H(L 1) H(1)
H(1) H(0) 0
H(1) H(L - 1)
o H(L - 1) 0 0
0 H(L—1) H(0) 0
0 H(1)
: 0
0 ... 0 H(L-1) ---  H(1) H)

For N > L (which is satisfied in any OFDM system), the structur&gf implies that its rank
is completely determined by the rank of its firdtr columns in the casklt < My and by the
rank of its lastMg rows in the cas@lr < M. More specificallyrank(Cy) satisfies (for every
channel realization)

rank(Cyg) = Nrank(C,) (51)

where

C CH([]_LMR], []_IMT])T, if MT S MR
CH([(N — ].)MR -+ ]_INMR], [(N — L)MT + 1ZNMT]), if Mt > MR.

Note thatC,, is anm x LM matrix with i.i.d.CN (0, 1) entries and that it is equal in distribution to
%, (cf. (I08) and[(108)) obtained from the Jensen channel.dardo characterizeank(Cg),

it follows from (&1) that it suffices to characterizenk(C,,). In particular, following [1], we
shall be interested in determining the number of parameégpsired to specify a matriCy

of rank Nr, or, equivalently, a matrixC,, of rankr. This number is obtained as followsMr
parameters are required to specifiinearly independent rows i€,,. The remainingn — r
rows are then given by linear combinations of thedmearly independent rows. Specifying
these linearly dependent rows requirggarameters per row (i.e., the coefficients in the linear
combinations of the linearly independent rows) and henge — r)r parameters overall. The

total number of parameters specifying a maftly of rank Nr is therefore obtained as
LMr + (m —r)r = LMm — (LM — r)(m — r). (52)

Now, following the reasoning in [1, Sec. 3.2], we can coneltisat an outage at multiplexing

rater occurs wherC,, is close to the manifold of all rank-matrices. This requires a collapse
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in the components of,, in all the dimensiorBaorthogonal to that subspace; the number of such
dimensions is given byLM — r)(m — r), which is precisely the SNR exponent given[inl(38)

and hence concludes the argument.

D. Particularizing the design criterioi (49) to I1SI changel

Condition [49) can be stated in a form that yields geometrsight into the code design
problem and nicely reveals the code design criterion replart [20] for frequency-selective
MIMO channels as a special case. We start by stating theAoitpresult in full generality and
will then specialize it to the case of ISI channels.

Proposition 1: Let Ry = Zﬁ;}) Au,ufl be the eigenvalue decomposition of the channel

covariance matrix. Ther_(#9) holds if and only if
H
A=[VADyE" - /2, D, B (53)

has full rank.

Proof: Based on the eigenvalue decompositioRgf, we get

p—1
RI © EYE = (Z Auiu? ) ® E"E
n=0

p—1

— Z ADy:EPE Dy, (54)
n=0

= AA (55)

where [&4) follows from the fact thatb” © C = D,CDy, for anyn x 1 vectorsa, b and any
n x n matrix C. The proof is concluded upon noting thahk(A) = rank(A7A). u
We note that a decomposition of the effective codeword diffee matrix similar to that in
(53) has also been reported for the SISO case in [19].
Specialization to the ISI channel caséfe shall next specialize Propositibh 1 to the ISI
channel case, and recover the code design criterion repori20] for MIMO ISI channels.

In an OFDM system, as considered in [20], the channel’s carnee matrix is given by
Ry = ¥ diag{og,...,07_1,0,...,0} ¥ (56)

where the{s?} correspond to the power-delay profile that, for the sakeropitity of exposi-

tion, we assume to be given by = 1, for all, throughout this section. Sin&; is diagonalized

3We refer to [15, note on p. 397] for an argument on why it is nivegful to talk about orthogonal dimensions even though

the manifold of all rank= matrices is not a linear subspace.
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by the FFT matrix¥, we haveD,. = D", whereD = \/—%diag{ej%k}g:‘ol. Hence, based on
(GB), (53) specializes to [20]

A = [DEY ... DEA]T

Since the rank of a matrix is unaltered by left multiplicatiby a full-rank matrix, we can
equivalently consider the matrik” A. In particular, we note thab” D"E* = I1" E, where

IT = [m -+ wwy_1 7, With 7w (n) = 1 for £ = n andm,(n) = 0 otherwise, is the basic
circulant permutation matrix anll; = E¥* is a time-domain representation of the codeword
difference matrix. The code design criterion for= 0 in the ISI case therefore amounts to
ensuring that the matrix

e ... =g

(57)
has full rank for all codeword difference matrices, whiclpiscisely the code design criterion
reported in [20], [21]. Requiring the matrix in(57) to hawd fank for allE; essentially amounts
to saying that the code should be designed such that theeecan separate the shifted versions
of the transmit signal.

Prior results on the DM tradeoff for ISI channelg/e shall next specialize our results to
frequency-selective fading MIMO channels, recovering résults reported previously in [9],
[10]. Assuming a frequency-selective fading channel vittaps that are i.i.dCA(0,1) and a
cyclic I/O-relation (as in an OFDM system), the covariancnix is again given by(86) with
p = rank(Ry) = L. Insertingp = L into (38) and usind (46) yields the optimal DM tradeoff

curve as the piecewise linear function connecting the p@int/*(r)) for » = 0, ..., m, with
d(r) = (LM — r)(m — r). (58)

This is the optimal DM tradeoff curve for frequency-seleetiading MIMO channels reported
previously in [10]. Specializind (58) to the single-antarsaseM = My = 1 and noting that
d*(r) = (L —r)(1 —r) = L(1 —r) forr = 0,1, recovers the result reported in [9]. We note
that the proof techniques employed in [9], [10] are differsom the approach taken in this
paper and seem to be tailored to the frequency-selectiee raaddition, since Theorelmh 1 only
requiresN > LMr, our result is not limited to large block lengths as requiref®], [10].
Finally, we note that the achievable DM tradeoff curve régarin [1] for the case where

coding is performed acrodsindependent MIMO channels is given by

di(r)=L(M —7r)(m —r).
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We clearly havel;(r) < d*(r) for all multiplexing rates and all possible valuesmofand M.
The case of linear convolutioffor linear convolution, as encountered in single-carriedm

ulation, the code design criterion for= 0 is obtained by replacingl in (57) by the forward

shift matrix [18] and ensuring that the resulting matrix hakrank for all codeword difference

matrices. To see this, consider the following I/O-relation

y[n] = \/Sl\l/l\l—f iH(l) x[n — ] + z[n] (59)

wherey|n|, x[n], andz[n] denote the received, transmitted, and noise vector segagmspec-
tively. We assume that[n] = 0 forn < 0 andn > N — L, and consider the time interval
n=0,...,N — 1. Stacking the received signal vectors accordinyte- [y[0] - -- y[/NV — 1]]
and the channel taps &= [H(0) --- H(L — 1)], the resulting I/O-relation can be written as

v /M yx,z (60)
Mr
whereZ = [z[0] - - - z[IV — 1]] and theLMt x N transmit signal matrix is given by
x[0] x[1] --- =x[N —L] 0 0
Y 0 x[0] x[1] e x[N — L]
0
o -+ 0 x[0] x[1] <o x[N = L]

Consequently, any codeword difference maffix- X — X' has the structure
£=[SE" ... stEA]! (61)

whereS denotes the forward shift matrix and, heke= [e[0] --- e[N — L + 1] 0--- 0] with
e[n] = x[n] — x'[n]. Comparing[(6ll) with[{37) shows that the code design catefollows
from (1) by replacing the cyclic shifts by linear shifts daensuring full-rank of the resulting

codeword difference matrices [20].

E. Block-fading channels

In the block-fading channel model, the channel remains angéd during a block of saly
time slots and changes in a statistically independentdasdncross blocks. We considBrsuch
independent blocks for which the I/O-relatidn12) holdéwV = BL and

n

H”:HQL

J+1>,n:O,...,N—1
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whereH(b),b = 1, ..., B, denotes the channel matrix with i.i@\V (0, 1) entries corresponding

to thebth block. TheBL x BL channel covariance matrRR 3 is therefore given by
Rpr=1®1;

with rank(Rpr) = B. The corresponding Jensen DM tradeoff curve is the pieeeliear
function connecting the points, d;(r)) for r =0, ..., m, whered,(r) = (BM — r)(m — r).
Theorenill provides a sufficient condition for a family of cedg with block lengthN >
BMr to achieve the optimal DM tradeoff curve. In the block-faglocase, every codewold €
C-(SNR) can be partitioned int® blocks of sizeMy x L according toX = [X; --- Xg] and,
similarly, any codeword difference mati = X — X’ can be represented Bs= [E; - - - E],
whereE, = X, — X, forb = 1,..., B, has dimensiodMy x L. Consequently, the effective

codeword difference matrices have the following structure
R%, © E"E = diag{E/'E}, |

and the corresponding code design criterion follows frob) &b
[ MRE: ©EPE) > SNR™9 (62)
k=1

for all possible codeword difference matrid@srising fromC,. (SNR), and some > 0 constant

w.r.t. SNR andr. We note that the block diagonal structure of the effectaeesvord difference

matrices implies that

{Al(RgF ©E"E), ... A\pu. (R5z © EVE),0,. .., 0}

N—BMr

B
- {Al(EfEb), o 2 (BETE), 0,0 } (63)

b=1 L-Mr
In the absence of coding across individual blocks, that thgi codewords are designed so that
they satisfy the following per-block criteria obtainedrird43)
ﬁAl(EfEb) >SNR™ "9, ¢>0, forb=1,...,B, (64)
=1
the design criterion[(62) is not guaranteed to be satisfi@dume then smallest nonzeH)
eigenvalues oRL,. © EFE are, in general, not equal to thesmallest nonzero eigenvalues of

E/E, for someb’ € {1,..., B}. We can therefore conclude that having the individual bdock

“Recall that “nonzero eigenvalue” refers to an eigenvalagithnot identically equal to zero for all SNR values.
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E, satisfy [64) is, in general, not sufficient to ensure DM titleptimality and coding across
blocks is required.
Interestingly, the situation is different fddr = 1. In this case, we have = 1 so that[(6R)
is given by
M(REL OEPE)>SNR 79 ¢ > 0. (65)

We also note that there is only one nonzero eigenvalue pekbénd the per-block design

criterion in (64) now reads
M(EIE,) >SNR9 ¢>0, forb=1,...,B. (66)

Since)\; (RL.0E”E) = )\ (EfEy ) forsome)’ € {1,..., B}, we can conclude that satisfying
(&8) for all blocks guarantees that{65) is also satisfied.

V. CODE DESIGN FOR OPTIMALDM TRADEOFF

We established the optimal DM tradeoff for the general abdiselective-fading channels and
provided a code design criterion for achieving DM tradeeptiimality. The goal of this section is
to demonstrate the existence of codes satisfying this desitgrion and to provide correspond-
ing systematic design procedures. In addition, we wantsathat the proposed DM tradeoff
optimal code designs are practicable in the sense of beilegpandent of the channel covariance
matrix (i.e., of the selectivity characteristics). We s$isale that in the single transmit antenna
case this is rather straightforward to accomplish. In tree e multiple transmit antennas, we
propose a procedure that decouples the problem into thgrdesia precoder (which can be
obtained systematically for a givéty) and an outer code which has to satisfy a design criterion

that is independent dRy.

A. The single transmit antenna case

Consider the casklT = 1 andMp general with a corresponding family of cod&sof block
length N. The codewords i, arel x N vectors of the formx = [z --- zx_1] With the

corresponding effective codeword difference matricesmivy
RL ®efe = DFRID, (67)

so that=/(SNR) defined in[(44) specializes to

SHSNR) = min_ \(DYRID,), (68)
x,x’ € Cr’(SNR)
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The dependency df (68) dRy leads to different code design criteria depending on tharmbla
selectivity characteristics. For example, in a flat-fadohgnnel, wher®y = 1y, p = 1, and
R% © ee = ee, we have=!(SNR) = mine ||e[|*. On the other hand, in the fast-fading

case wher®Ry = I and hence = N, it follows from (68) that
EN(SNR) =  min e, |*.
We shall next provide a code design criterion which guaes@M tradeoff optimality irre-

spectively ofRy.

Proposition 2: The family of code&’, is DM tradeoff optimal forM = 1 if it satisfies

min  min len]? > SNR ("9 (69)
X €L, (NR)

for somee > 0 constant w.r.tSNR andr.

Proof: Applying Ostrowski’'s Theorem [18, Theorem 4.5.9] to theeetive codeword
difference matrix[(€7) and usingy(RY%) = M\ (Rpy) yields A\, (DZRLD,) = 0.\, (Ru),

n=0,...,N — 1, wheref, € [min, |e,|?, max, |e,|*]. Hence, by[(69), we have
M(DIRID,) >SNR™ 9N (Ry), k=0,....,p—1, (70)

for all e # 0. Since the eigenvalues By are constant w.r.t. SNR, we conclude frdml(70) that
Z(SNR) > SNR~"~9, implying by [@B) that, is DM tradeoff optimal. n
Since the minimum distance in a QAM constellation scalegs= SNR™" [15, Sec. 9.1.2],
using uncoded QAM constellations wiiNR" points in each slot. = 0,..., N — 1 satisfies
(69) fore — 0. We can therefore conclude from Proposifidn 2 that in thglsitransmit antenna

case uncoded QAM is DM tradeoff optimal irrespectivelyRof.

B. Multiple transmit antennas

For multiple transmit antennas, the situation is more cacaf#d. We next describe a proce-
dure that decouples the problem of designing DM tradeofhaogitcodes for multiple transmit
antennas into the design of a precoder depending@and an outer code which has to satisfy
a design criterion that is independentRf;. Specifically, we shall see that the precoder can
be chosen such that the criterion to be satisfied by the oot boils down to a criterion

well-known in the literature with corresponding optimableodesigns available.
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We consider families (w.r.t. SNR) of codes of block lengtfior which theM+ x N codeword

matrices are given by
X=PoX. (71)

The matrixP can be thought of as an inner code, or precoder,2ar@an be interpreted as a
codeword matrix belonging to an outer family of codesin what follows, we shall refer tG,
simply as a family of codes.

If X, X" € C.(SNR), the corresponding precoded codeword difference matrivisn by
E = POE, whereE = X — X'. With the rows offt andP denoted ag;, andp;), respectively,

we have
M~
E'E =) ppo) © efleq).
=1
Defining
R, =D/ Ri{D;,, [=1,..., Mg (72)

P@)

and usingR; ® e{;’)e(l) = DJ R/D,, (I = 1,...,My), the effective codeword difference

O]

matrix is given by
Mt

RiOE"E=> D! RD
=1

e SON

(73)
Consequently, the code design criterion in Thedrém 1 slieesato

m Mr

= - i i : —(r—¢)

_&UKSNR)—szqgkﬁwIIAk<§:[%mIhI%m>QESNR (74)
X, X’ € C-(SNR) k=1 I=1

for somee > 0 constant w.r.tSNR andr. We shall next formalize our main result in the context
of code design for selective-fading MIMO channels.

Theorem 2:Consider a family of codes,, r € [0, m], of block lengthN' > pMr. Let the
transmit signal corresponding to anterinfor [ = 1, .. ., Mr, be given bykx = p() ©x, where
X = [xp --- wy_1] is a codeword i€, (SNR) andp; is thelth row of the precoding matri¥

(Mt x N). If, for somee > 0 constant w.r.tSNR andr, C, satisfies
m—1

min / H |eﬂ(n)|225NR_(T_E) (75)

e=x—x' x#x
x,x' € Cr(SNR) =0

wherer is the ESNR-dependent) permutation that sorts the entfiesroascending order for

every SNR level, andP is such that

rank (Rf; © P"P) = pMy (76)

®Recall that the entries af depend on SNR.
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then the pair of inner and outer codd@3, C,.) satisfies the code design criterignl(45) in Theorem
.

Proof: We start by noting that since the samex N codewordx is transmitted over all
antennas, we hawg; = e, foralll = 1,..., My, which, upon inserting intd_(73), yields

i R,D

eq) €

R} O E"E = %T: D =D (R} © P"P) D.. (77)
=1

Condition [76) implies that exactpM eigenvalues oRL©P# P are nonzero (recall tha >

pMr so thatrank (R ® P¥P) < min(N, pMt) = pMr is not limited by the block lengthV).

With the eigenvalue decompositi@®; © PP = VXV, whereX = diag{i, 0,..., 0},

> = diag{oy,...,0,m.—1} @and the nonzero eigenvaluessorted in ascending order, we get

RL © EYE = DZVIVPD,. Using the fact thah,(MM*) = \,(M7M), Vn, for a square

matrix M, we obtain
M(RE O EPE) = ), (T2 VED DAV £1/2)
—_——
£B

=\ (ZV2BXY?) (78)

for the nonzero eigenvalues &, ® E”E, i.e., forn = 0,..., pMy — 1. Here,B = B(]1:
pMr+], [1: pMr]) and [79) follows by applying Ostrowski’'s Theorem [18, The&ror4.5.9]. Since
B is Hermitian andB is its principal submatrix obtained by deleting the— pMr last rows

and the corresponding columnsi) we can invoke [18, Theorem 4.3.15] to conclude that

wherer is the (SNR-dependent) permutation that sorts the entfiesroascending order for
every SNR value. Next, combining (79) with (80), we find tha¢ honzevl% eigenvalues of
R% ® EE satisfy

M(RE©BTE) > 0g leq|? k=0,...,pMr — 1. (81)

®Recall that “nonzero eigenvalue” refers to an eigenvalagithnot identically equal to zero for all SNR values.
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By (Z8), we can therefore conclude that

m—1

=PMT(SNR) = R [T »®RE©E"E)
X, X' € C,(SNR) k=0

m—1
> (og)™ min H er(n) &

e=x—x' x#x’
x,x' € C,(SNR) =0

> SNR(9),

[

The precodeP effectively decorrelates the channel into its independerdrsity branches;
the resulting design criterion for the outer family of cod€S) is satisfied by the QAM-based
permutation codes proposed in [8] in the context of paral@nnels. To see this, we start by
recalling that the problem addressed in [8, Sec.V.B] is thestruction of space-only codes,
i.e., N = 1, that are approximately universal over a parallel channti W independent flat-
fading subchannels. The code construction presented is [&sed on permutations of QAM
constellations. In order to sustain a rate{ENR) over the parallel channel, each subchannel
has as input alphabet a QAM constellatidiSNR) with 27SNR) points. A permutation code

across thd. subchannels can be represented as

T1(SNR) = {x = [m(q) ... m(Q)],q € A(SNR)} (82)

whereA is the family of QAM constellations defined in (29) and thel = 1, ..., L, are permu-
tations of the constellation elements4iSNR). A remarkable result given in [8, Theorem 5.2]
says that there exist permutationsl = 1, ..., L, so thafl in (82) constitutes an approximately
universal code for the parallel channel. By [8, Theorem,%d¢h a family of codeH satisfies
the following condition. Le denote a codeword ifi(SNR) as defined in[(82), and denote the
corresponding codeword difference vectorseby x — x’, x # x/, x,x’ € II(SNR). Then, the

approximately universal family of codés satisfies [8, Eq. (24)], i.e.,

: 1
2 2
le()]7-- - le(L)] ZQR(SNR)—ElogSNR

— SNR™(—9 (83)

for all e # 0 arising fromII(SNR) and some > 0 that is constant w.r.t. SNR and
Mapping the spatial dimension in_(83) to time-frequencyssénd settind, = N, it follows
from [8, Th. 5.2] and[(83) that there exist families of peratitn codegdI as given in[(8R) (now

m(q),n=0,..., N — 1, denotes the symbol transmitted in time-frequencys)dhat satisfy
le(1)[*-- - [e(N)[* > SNR™"9 (84)
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for all e # 0 arising fromII(SNR) and some: > 0 constant w.r.t. SNR and. Due to the
power constraint(28) on the codewords®f we necessarily havi(n)|? <1 for all n so
that (75) is satisfied. We can therefore conclude that thiggdesiterion in Theoreril2 for the
family of codesC, can be satisfied using the QAM-based permutation codes pedpa [8].
We emphasize, however, that here coding is performed awerdnd frequency as opposed to

[8] where coding is performed across parallel channels.

VI. PRECODER DESIGN

It remains to show that, giveRy, we can find a precodd? such that
rank (Rf; © P"P) = pMr. (85)

Using the eigenvalue decompositiBy; = ZZ;B A\u,uf we note that

p—1 Mt
R% © PYP = (Z An u;;u5> ® (Z p5>p(z)>
=1

n=0
p—1 Mrp
o H * T
= An Dy 0, Dy (86)
(o790 aH

n,l

The task of designing a precoder that satisfies (85) amowifitslingp;y, / = 1,. .., Mr, such

that the corresponding,, ; are linearly independent. Enforcing structureRap allows to get

more specific about how to design the precoder. This canumridited as follows.
Example:Consider the case of cyclic ISI channels (e.g., OFDM modigtvith M = 2,

L = 2,andN = 4. Using [56) the corresponding covariance matrix is obthiagRy =

Mool + Map1pH, where the eigenvectors &y are simply columns of the FFT matrix

WU = [ Y1 s V3], 1.€,u, = ¥, n = 0,...,3. One possibility to obtain a set of linearly

independent vectors,, ; in (B8) is to set

Py =Yoo, =12 (87)
More concretely, invoking
ng’lp;kz = ’lpzkner)modN
the precoder defined throudh {87) results in
Ri © PP = Dy (Aowgtbg + Mwpiep] ) Dy,

+ DgQ ()‘quéwg + )‘11/);1#?) D’¢’2
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= Aod’é@[’g + Allbﬁ[ﬁT
+ APl + Aapiapl

= lI’* diag{)\o, )\1, )\0, )\1} lI’T

which is clearly a full-rank matrix. Note that this precodenply amounts to performing (cylic)
delay diversity.

We next consider general time-frequency selective chamwleére the corresponding covari-
ance matrixRy—as a consequence of the stationarity/gf(¢, f) in ¢t and f—is two-level
ToeplitH. In this case, it seems difficult to devise a general anaprticedure for constructing
P for a givenRy such that((8b) is satisfied. We can, however, exploit the asytic equivalence
of two-level Toeplitz and two-level circulant matrices ttisfy (85) asymptotically in the block
length V. In particular, we will need the following result.

Theorem 3 (Asymptotic Eigenvalue Distribution [22]-[24])he distribution of the eigen-
values ofRy for M, K — oo, whereM andK are related to the block lengtt by the mapping

(@1, is given by

SE =Y Y Ru(mT kF)e /2mm-h

m=—00 k=—00

1 — w— E+1 p+yg
:ﬁz ZCH(TuT)a 0<p&<L

1=—00 j=—00

In what follows, we design the precodBrbased on a (two-level) circulant approximation
Cy of the (two-level) Toeplitz covariance matixy. Specifically, we take the matri®y such
that its eigenvalues are uniformly-spaced samples of thapiotic eigenvalue distribution of
Ry given by S(&, ). This implies thatCy and Ry are asymptotically (in block lengtiV)
equivalent[22, Lemma 11], [23, Lemma 1] and that their eigdures are asymptotically equally
distributeH [22, Theorem 9], [23, Theorem 1]. In cases where the signalehis (two-level)
circulant [14], [16], this approach gives exact resultsday block lengthV becauseRy is

(two-level) circulant for anyK and M. For general (two-level) Toeplitz covariance matrices

A two-level Toeplitz matrix is a block Toeplitz matrix witto€plitz blocks. Similarly, a two-level circulant matrixasblock

circulant matrix with circulant blocks.
8The interested reader is referred to [22, Theorem 4] (réspéyg [23, Theorem 2]) for a formal definition of the contep

of asymptotically equally distributed one-dimensionalt@o-dimensional) sequences.
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Ry, this approach is meaningful because the asymptotic eguiva of Cy and Ry implies
asymptotic equivalence &% © P¥P andR] © PYP.

We start by defining the (two-level) circulant matrix
Cy = FAF?

whereF = ¥ @ &, with ¥ and® denoting thel/ x M andK x K FFT matrices, respectively,
andA = diag{\,(Cx)}"~}, with

n=0"
k m
K' M

where we have used the mapping- M (m, k) defined in[(11). Because the scattering function

An(CH)éS< ) m=0,....M—1,k=0,...,K—1 (88)

is assumed to be compactly supported in the rectdfiglg] x [0, 1], S(&, 1) is also compactly

supported, and hence the nonzero eigenvalu&s;oh (88) are indexed by
(m,k) €{0,...,v—1} x{0,...,t —1} (89)

where

vE [KTM] and t£ |[FK]. (90)

Next, we propose a precoder tailored@g that achievesank(C}; ® P/P) = pMr. The
main idea underlying this construction is to desiysuch that the precoder effectively induces
time-frequency shifts with the shifts chosen appropnatel

Proposition 3: Consider theV x N matrix Cy = FAFY, whereF = ¥ @ ® (¥, ® are the
M x M andK x K FFT matrices, respectively) andhasp = vt honzero diagonal elements.
If N > pMt andP satisfies

D{y = Ypw @ Pgu, forl=1,... My (91)

where,, andg,, are, respectively, theith andkth columns of# and®, and
1 1 )
(pl,Ql) c {0, cey \‘]/O—TJ — 1} X {07 e \‘TO—FJ — 1} , (thl) ?é (leQI’) fOI’l ?é l s (92)
thenrank(Cf © P#P) = pMr.
Proof: We start by noting tha€?; © PP can be written as

Mt

CiOP'P=3 Dy CiDy, . (93)
=1
£
Next, consider the following similarity transformation
F'C,F* =F'D_y F*AFT D, F* (94)

PG PO
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where we have usedy = FAF?. With (@) andF = ¥ ® ®, we get
T * T * T *
F'D, F' = (¥'Dy, W) @ (@7Dy; @)
= 17" @ TI%! (95)

wherell = [m; -+ wy_ 7o), With, =[0--- 010 --- 0] containing al in its nth position,
is the circulant permutation matrix. Usirlg {95) in{94), wetan

FTClF* — (lev ® qut) A(lev ® qut)T (96)
and consequently
Mt
F/(CLoPIP)F* =3 (" @ II") A (T @ T17)" . (97)

=1
Since(IT* @ IT') A(IT* ® Hl)T simply permutes the entries afalong the main diagonal, the
rank of Cﬁ ® PHP is trivially bounded above byMr. To achieve this maximum rank, we
need to ensure that the different shifts[inl(97) distribbtesteigenvalues o€y into mutually
orthogonal subspaces. This can be accomplished as folWhtis.(89) and [96), we find that

the indicegm, k) corresponding to the nonzero eigenvalue€’pare given by the set

Z=A{pw,...,(p+Dv—1} x{qt,..., (g + 1t —1}

that is, the nonzero eigenvalues©f are obtained by cyclically shifting the eigenvalue<hf
by p;v positions along index: andg;¢ positions along indek. The condition in[(92) guarantees
thatZ;NZ, = 0 for [ # I, which together withh = vt in turn ensures thatnk (Cf; © PAP) =
pMr.

[

We finally note that the precoder described in Proposlfiaedgeneralization of well-known

transmit diversity techniques that convert spatial dingiato time or frequency diversity [25]—
[27]. This can be seen as follows. Frdm](91), we note thatteegaled amounts to multiplying

the signal transmitted from tHéh antenna by

. m k
Py (n) = exp <—j27T <plvM + qlt?)), forn=0,...,N—1 (98)

where the paifm, k) is related to the slot index by M (m, k) = n. For K = 1 (and hence
k =0,andN = M in (@8)), the index: = m runs over time, resulting in

2mn

pu)(n) = exp (—jﬁpﬂ}), forn=0,..., M —1 (99)
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which shows that the precoder simply introduces a frequeffsgt across transmit antennas—a
technique known as phase rolling [27]—-[32]. On the otherdh&or M/ = 1 (and hencen = 0,

andN = K in (@8)), the index: = k runs over frequency and we obtain

2
pu)(n) =exp (—j%qlt), forn=0,..., K —1 (100)

which shows that the precoder induces a time offset, i.eelaydacross transmit antennas and
hence corresponds to delay diversity as proposed in [26], [21], [32]. In the case of general
M and K, the precoder in{98) induces time and frequency shifts.|&\helay diversity and
phase rolling are well-known and easy-to-implement trahgiversity techniques for MISO
systems that have been shown to have the potential of megliall diversity gain forr = 0,

it is surprising to see that they result in DM tradeoff optiitya\when combined with proper

outer codes) for multiplexing rates greater than zero.

VII. CONCLUSION

Analyzing the high-SNR outage behavior of the Jensen charstead of the original channel
was found to be an effective tool for establishing the optib tradeoff in general selective-
fading MIMO channels. Our achievability proof reveals aedesign criterion for DM tradeoff
optimality based on which itis shown that the code desigblera can be solved in a systematic
fashion by combining a precoder adapted to the channedstatvith an outer code that is DM
tradeoff optimal for parallel fading channels. The mairutesf the paper is supported by an
appealing geometric argument, first provided in the flatrfig@ase in [1]. Finally, we note that
the concepts introduced in this paper can be extended tgphedétccess selective-fading MIMO

channels [33] and to the analysis of the DM tradeoff propertif relay channels [34].

APPENDIX |

PROOF OFTHEOREM[I]

We start by deriving an upper bound on the average (w.r.tath@om channel) pairwise error
probability (PEP). Assuming th& = [x, - - - xy_1] was transmitted, the probability of the ML
decoder mistakenly deciding in favor of codewdd= [x; --- x/y_,] can be upper-bounded

in terms of the codeword difference matiix= [e, --- ey_1] With e, = x,, — x/, as

SNR 1=
P(X — X') < EH{eXp <_M > ||Hnen||2> } (101)
n=0

= EH{exp (_i\NaR Tr (HwTTHH{j)) }

T
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where [101) is the Chernoff bound on the PHR, denotes abviz x Mt N i.i.d. CN (0, 1) matrix,

and we have introduced the matrix
T = (RY? @ 1y,) diag{e,}" . (102)

Noting that
TAY = RLOEE (103)

and using the fact that the nonz@abgenvalues or Y equal the nonzero eigenvaluespir

for every SNR, it follows, by assumption, thlY* haspM+ nonzero eigenvalues denoted as
A1(SNR) < A3(SNR) < --- < A . (SNR) (see Sed_IV-A). Then, performing an eigenvalue
decomposition according W Y? = UAU*, where theV M x NM matrix U is unitary and

A = diag{A,0} with A = diag{\;(SNR)}7"'", we havelr (H, Y Y"H!) ~ Tr (H,AH).
Hence, settingl,, = H,,([1:Mg], [1:pMr7]), it follows that

P(X — X') < Eg, {exp (-Z\NAR Tr (ﬁw[xﬁf )) } . (104)

T
Next, we express the right-hand side (RHS)[of (104) in terfnthe Jensen channé{ =

H.,(RT?@1y), whereR = Ry, if Mg < My, andR = RZ, if Mg > My, and?#,, is defined
in (32).

For Mg < Mr, we note that,, = H,,, with H,, = #,([1: Mg],[1: pMr]). Invoking
Theoreni# in Appendikdll, we get

Mg

Tr (ﬁw[xﬁf ) >3 M(HLHD) Mis1-1(SNR)
e
=3 ML) Msi-k(SNR). (105)
k=1
ForMg > Mr, we setA = diag{]&n}z;lo, whereA,, = diag{\ }{ T, to get
T (F,AH, ) = pi Tr (H, A, H” ) (106)
n=0
whereH,, = [H,, --- H, , i]. Because the eigenvalue ordering implies < A,, for all

n # 0, we can invoke [18, Observation 7.7.2, Corollary 7.7.4(@)yrite Tr (H,, , A, HZ ) >
Tr (H,,,AHZ ) for all n # 0. Now (108) can be rewritten as

p—1 p—1
> T (Hy,AHLY ) > Tr (H, AgHL)
n=0 n=0

We recall that “nonzero eigenvalue” refers to an eigenvitiaeis not identically equal to zero for all SNR values.
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n=0
p—1
=Tr [ AY? (Z H! H, n) AY 2)
n=0
= Tr (A, A (107)
> M(HuH,) Mig1k(SNR) (108)
k=1

where we set{,, = #,([1: M|, [1: pMg]) with #,, given by [32) to get[(107), and (108)
follows immediately upon applying Theorém 4 in AppendixdI(07). Combiningl(105) and
(108), we have, for general andMg, that

Tr (ﬁwjxﬁfj ) > i A (FL L s 1-1(SNR)
k=1

= > SNR™™Xu.1-x(SNR) (109)

k=1
where [Z0B) follows from the definition il (B6). Usirig (109)(I04), we obtain a PEP upper
bound in terms of the singularity levets, (kK =1,...,m) characterizing the Jensen outage

event

1 m
P(X = X') < Eq — NR"™* Ai1-1(SNR) | ¢ . 110
(X=X < {exp< v ;s +1-5(S >)} (110)
Next, consider a realization of the random veetoand letS, = {k : o, < 1}. We have

D OSNRY M Ay1 (SNR) = >~ SNR'™ A iy 4(SNR)
k=1 keSa

T8al
> ‘Sa| (SNREZLI[lak]+ H )\erlk(SNR)) (111)
kESa

where we used the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality and

m

Z (1 — Ozk) = Z[l — Ozk]+

k€S k=1

is an immediate consequence of the definitiosgf Using [111) in[(11D), we obtain

ST
P(X — X') < Ea{exp (4‘1?2' (stzz"_ﬂlak}* I1 )\mﬂk(SNR)) ) } . (112)
T

kESa
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The dependency of the PEP upper bolindl(112) on the singutanils characterizing the Jensen
outage event suggests to split up the error probability ratieg to

P.(C,) = P(error, @ € J,) + P(error, ¢ 7;)
=P(J,) P(error|a € J,) + P(J,) P(error|ax ¢ J;)
< P(J,) +P(J,) P(error|ac ¢ T, . (113)

For anya ¢ 7. with > 0, we have, by definition)"," ,[1 — a;]* > r and consequently
|S4| > 1, which upon noting that,(SNR)| = SNR", yields the following union bound based
on the PEP in[(112)

P(error|a ¢ J,) < SNRY" exp (41\1/1 (SNRT H )\m+1k(SNR)> ) (114)
T

kESa

where we usedS,| < m. Next, we note that the code design criterion[in] (45) impthest
[T, Ax(SNR) > SNR™"~°) for somee > 0 that is constant w.r.SNR andr. Recalling from
(@3) that\,(SNR) < 1 for all k, we necessarily have

T Mosi—k(SNR) = SNR™ () (115)
kESa

for anyS,, C {1,...,m}. Using [115) in[(11K), we get

P(error, a ¢ J,) = P(J,) P(error|oe ¢ J,)
<1

) NRe/m
< SNRM" exp <_S4MT ) : (116)

In contrast to the Jensen outage probability which sati$fieg) = SNR~%(™ | the quantity
on the RHS of[(116) decays exponentially in SNR for any 0. Hence, upon inserting (1116)
in (I13), we obtain

P.(C,) <P(T,) (117)

for r > 0. SinceP(J,) < P(0O,), it follows trivially that P(.7,) <P(O,). In addition, for a
specific family of code€,, we haveP(O,) < P.(C,) and hencé?(0O,) < P,(C,). Putting the
pieces together, thanks {0 (117), we obtain that forany0

P(O,) < P.(C) <P(J,) <P(O))

which implies that
Fe(C) = P(T;) = P(Or)
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and hence, by definition af,(r), we get
P.(C,) = SNR™% ("), (118)

Finally, as [1IB) holds for any > 0 arbitrarily close to zero, we can invoke the continuity
of the piecewise linear functiod, (r) to conclude thaf(118) also holds in the limit» 0 [1,

Proof of Lemma 5], hence establishing the desired result.

APPENDIX I

LEAST FAVORABLE CHANNEL

The result proved below is a generalization of [35, Theorénir2what follows, we shall
uselU,, D,, andP, to denote the sets of all x n unitary, doubly stochastic, and permutation
matrices, respectively.

Theorem 4:Consider the nonnegative real numbggsk = 1,...,m,andd;, [l = 1,...,n,
with m < n, sorted in ascending order. Let the x n matrix A be such that (k, k) = AW
fork=1,...,mandA(k,l) = 0 for k # [. Denoting the set of alk x n unitary matrices by

U,, and letting thex x n matrix © be given by® = diag{6,}' ,, we have

gnin Tr (AQOQA™) = N i1

k=
Proof: Straightforward manipulations show that1

Tr (A TAT) =
élélnn r(AQOQ mln ;Ak20l|le

> min ;)\kzelD (k1) (119)
whereD with D(i, j) = |Q(4, j)|* is doubly stochastic whenevey is unitary. The inequality
in (119) is a consequence of enlarging the set of admissibteceas, i.e.l4,, C D,,. Since the
set of doubly stochastic matrices is a compact convex sétgearlfunction, such as the one
in (I19), attains its minimum at an extreme point of this 4& [Appendix B]. By Birkhoff’s
Theorem [18, Theorem 8.7.1], the extreme points of the sdbably stochastic matrices are

the permutation matrices. Hence,

Inin ZAkZ@Dm ) > min ZAkZQZPkl
" k=1 k=1

= Z Ak Or1 -k (120)
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The proof is concluded by noting that permutation matrides helong to the set of unitary

matrices, i.e.P,, C U, so that the minimum ir.(120) is attained with equality. [ |
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