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Abstract—Mediumband wireless communication refers to wire-
less communication through a class of channels known as “medi-
umband” that exists on the TmTs-plane. This paper, through
statistical analysis and computer simulations, studies the perfor-
mance limits of this class of channels in terms of uncoded bit
error rate (BER) and diversity order. We show that, owing mainly
to the effect of the deep fading avoidance, which is unique to
the channels in the mediumband region, mediumband wireless
systems, if designed judiciously, have the potential to achieve
significantly superior error rate and higher order diversity even
in non-line-of-sight (NLoS) propagation environments where the
achievable diversity order is otherwise low.

Index Terms—multipath, delay spread, mediumband channels,
diversity order, bit error rate

I. INTRODUCTION

In modern digital wireless communication, the design of

wireless systems is such that the effect of the environment

between the transmitter (TX) and the receiver (RX) on the

performance is significant. This environment is typically out-

side the control of the wireless systems and has a random

nature. However, this conventional line of thought is now

slowly changing and considerable research is ongoing to find

innovative ways to harness the potential of the environment

for more reliable and energy efficient wireless communication

[1], [2].

At the forefront of current research into harnessing the

potential of the propagation environment for future wire-

less communication is finding effective methods to introduce

foreign objects like “reflecting surfaces” into the wireless

environment [1]. These reflecting surfaces have a large number

of passive or active elements that steer electromagnetic signals

so as to reconfigure the propagation environment. Without

making such interventions to the wireless environment, in this

paper, we study an emerging area of study that deals with a

new class of systems that can successfully alter “the effect of

the wireless environment” without changing the environment

physically. It has been shown recently that communicating

in the mediumband can non-intrusively statistically alter the

effects of the wireless environment increasing the reliability

of wireless communication significantly [3].

A. Mediumband Systems

As shown in Fig. 1, mediumband systems, which occurs

when Tm ≤ Ts ≤ 10Tm, is a class of systems that falls in

the transitional region between narrowband and the broadband

regions [3]. In this regime, the effect of multipath has been
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Fig. 1. Three main regions on the TmTs–plane [3].

shown to be two-fold. As in the narrowband case, the effect

of multipath appears as a multiplicative fading factor for the

desired signal. The multipath also gives rise to an additive

inter-symbol-interference (ISI), which has been shown to in-

crease as the degree of mediumband-ness increases [3, eq. 13].

However, since the symbol period can be made to be smaller

than that of narrowband systems, signalling can be done at

a higher rate in mediumband systems enabling significantly

higher data rates. The percentage delay spread (PDS):

Percentage Delay Spread (PDS) =

(
Tm

Ts

)

× 100%, (1)

is used to capture the degree of meadiumband-ness of medi-

umband systems as a percentage. Also, as the PDS increases,

it has been shown that an effect known as “deep fading

avoidance” becomes dominant, and appears to significantly

reduce the deep fading countering the adverse effects of ISI

significantly.

The current paper studies the effect of mediumband-ness

on non-line-of-sight (NLoS) wireless communication from the

perspective of uncoded bit error rate (BER). The desired fading

factor in mediumband regime possesses a unique bimodal

distribution (see Fig. 2) [3], [4]. As a result, we show in

this paper that, mediumband wireless communication has

the potential to achieve significantly superior uncoded error

performance in NLoS fading. The study, supported by both

statistical analysis and simulation, confirm the benefits of

operating in the mediumband regime.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2311.12968v1


ηo =

√
√
√
√
√

(

1− β

4

)[(N−1∑

n=0

|γn|2
)

− |ho|2
]

+

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=0
m 6=n

γnγ∗
mR(τn − τm). (7)

R (τ) = sinc

(
τ

Ts

) cos
(

β πτ
Ts

)

1−
(

2βτ
Ts

)2 − β

4
sinc

(

β
τ

Ts

) cos
(

πτ
Ts

)

1−
(

βτ
Ts

)2 (8)

II. PROPAGATION ENVIRONMENT

A radio frequency (RF) wireless communication system

with a single TX and a single RX in a rich NLoS scattering

environment is considered. As a result of multipath, the

received RF signal is a mixture of signals. After RF mixing

and low pass filtering, this RF signal is converted to a baseband

equivalent electrical signal, and let it be defined by r(t). In the

absence of noise, this r(t) can be expressed mathematically

as [9]:

r(t) =
√

Es

N−1∑

n=0

αne
−jφns(t− τn), (2)

where N is the number of multipath components, and τn and

αn are the absolute time delay and the path gain of the nth

component respectively. Furthermore, φn = 2πFcτn is known

as the phase of the nth component, and Fc here is the carrier

frequency. The s(t) is the baseband equivalent transmitted

signal corresponding to a single frame, and
√
Es is a factor

that captures the effect of transmit power. It is assumed that

all the propagation parameters, i.e., τn, αn, and φn are fixed at

least within the time duration of a single frame corresponding

to the case of static terminals or terminals with slow relative

movement. Without loss of generality, 0 is assumed to be the

path index of the earliest path meaning α0 and τ0 are the path

gain and absolute delay of the earliest (also the shortest) path.

Combining the effects of square-root-raised-cosine (SRRC)

transmit and receive pulse shaping filters, the baseband equiv-

alent signal, s(t) can be given by [10]:

s(t) =
∑

k

Ikg(t− kTs), (3)

where the symbol period is Ts and {Ik} is the sequence of

amplitudes drawn from a 2b element constellation (e.g. BPSK,

4-PAM, 4-QAM, etc) by mapping b-bit binary blocks from an

underlying information sequence {dk}. The g(t) is the raised-

cosine (RC) pulse shaping filter given in [7, [eq. 4.49]. For

simplicity, we herein assume BPSK modulation resulting in

real amplitudes, which in turn ensures s(t) is a real signal and

b = 1. It is also assumed that the sequence {Ik} is normalized

such that E
{
|Ik|2

}
= 1, which due to the effect of pulse

shaping in turn gives E
{
|s(t)|2

}
= 1 − 0.25β. Let the delay

spread be defined by [9]:

Tm = max
n

|τn − τ0|. (4)

In this paper, a mediumband channel is considered, so the

symbol period is such that Tm ≤ Ts ≤ 10Tm [3].

A. Computer Simulation Environment

In order to assess the statistics of mediumband channels,

and also to compare them with other channel models, the

generic propagation model described in (2) is simulated on

MATLAB for NLoS fading scenarios. Typically τn values are

dependent on the environment, but without loss of generality,

we assume τ0 = 0. The other delays τn for n = 1, . . . , N − 1
are drawn from a uniform distribution, U [0, Tm], where Tm

is the delay spread. The sequence of amplitudes are drawn

from a BPSK constellation, so {Ik} ∈ {−1, 1} for ∀k.

Furthermore, the phases are drawn from a uniform distribution,

φn ∼ U [0, 2π], and two scenarios for path gains namely

“uniform” and “exponential” are considered. In the scenario

of “uniform”, the average path gains are such that E
{
α2
1

}
=

E
{
α2
2

}
= · · · = E

{
α2
n

}
∝ 1/N . In the “exponential”

scenario, the average path gains are chosen, for simplicity,

such that E
{
α2
n

}
∝ e−2κn, where κ captures the decay of

the strength of multipath components. In both scenarios, the

path gains are also normalized such that E
{∑

α2
n

}
= 1

[11]. Furthermore, in both scenarios, nth instantaneous path

gain is drawn from a Rayleigh distribution, that is αn ∼
Rayleigh

(

0.5α2
n

)

, where α2
n = E

{
α2
n

}
is the average gain of

the nth path. [8]. By changing Tm appropriately while keeping

Ts fixed, mediumband channels with different degrees of

mediumband-ness are obtained. Unless otherwise is specified,

in all simulations in this paper, Ts = 1 is assumed.

III. MEDIUMBAND CHANNEL CHARACTERIZATION

The appropriate IO relationship, that captures the effect of

mediumband-ness, in the presence of noise, is [3]:

r′(t) =
√

Eshos(t− τ̂ ) +
√

Esηou(t)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

r(t)

+n(t), (5)

where s(t − τ̂ ) is the desired signal; u(t) is a complex

uncorrelated zero mean unit variance interference signal; and

τ̂ is the time instance, which the RX synchronizes to. Here

n(t) is a complex zero mean additive-white-Gaussian-noise

(AWGN) signal with a variance of σ2. The fading factors ho

and ηo are given respectively by:

ho =

∑N−1
n=0 γnR(τn − τ̂ )

1− β
4

, (6)



and (7), where the complex channel gain, γn = αne
−jφn ∀n,

and R(τ) = E {s(t)s(t+ τ)} is the autocorrelation function

of the channel input process s(t), which is given in (8).

In contrast, in the narrowband region, that is when PDS

≤ 10%, the distribution of multipath delays are such that,

τ0 ≈ τ1 · · · ≈ τN−1 ≈ τ̂ . So the received baseband equivalent

signal in (2) reduces to [9]:

r(t) ≈
√

Es

(
N−1∑

n=0

γn

)

s(t− τ̂ ) =
√

Esgos(t− τ̂) (9)

where go =
∑N−1

n=0 γn. Here the multipath components are

said to be nonresolvable, and combined to a single multipath

with delay τ̂ . The symbol timing synchronizer at the RX

typically synchronizes to this common delay, τ̂ [9]. Typically,

as PDS decreases, it has been shown that ho → go and ηo → 0.

So, the model in (5) is general, and can accommodate both

narrowband and mediumband scenarios, if needed.

A. Discrete-Time Mediumband Channel

If the timing recovery at the RX is assumed to be perfect,

the discrete-time version of (5) becomes:

r′(k) =

r(k)
︷ ︸︸ ︷
√

Eshos(k) +
√

Esηou(k)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I(k)

+n(k), (10)

where it is assumed that r′(t) is sampled regularly at t =
τ̂ + kTs. Let the average received signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR)

be defined by:

Average Received SNR: γ̄ =
E
{

|r(k)|2
}

E
{

|n(k)|2
} . (11)

where the expectations in both numerator and the denominator

are over all propagation parameters and the input process, s(t).

B. Probability Density Function of ho

The mediumband channel is a battleground of two opposing

phenomena. As PDS increases, or in other words, as the degree

of mediumbandness increases, the strength of the additive

interference term, I(k) increases, which is undesirable. How-

ever, as PDS increases, the probability of deep fading in ho

decreases rapidly as well. The Fig. 2 depicts the probability

density function (PDF) of go and ho. Here go corresponds to

the narrowband channel in (9), or PDS = 0%. It is Gaussian

distributed and unimodal, and owing to the peak, it can be

seen clearly that the probability of go being in deep fade is

high. In contrast, PDF of ho has a bimodal distribution, and

notably owing to the dip in the middle, the probability of ho

being in deep fade appears to be relatively low. This particular

bimodal nature can be accurately modelled using three primary

parameters, σO , σI and K , where σI and K capture the width

and depth of the trench in PDF of ho respectively [4]:

fhi
o
(x) =

e
− x2

2λ2
0 −Ke

− x2

2λ2
1

√

2πλ2
0 −K

√

2πλ2
1

, (12a)
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Fig. 2. A typical probability density function of the desired fading factor (i.e.,
ho) in mediumband channels. The PDF of the desired fading factor of the
ideal narrowband channel, i.e. go in (9), is also shown for comparison. Note
that it is the same NLoS environment, which gives rise to the BLUE PDF for
go, that gives rise to the RED PDF for ho. It is the different operating points
on the TmTs–plane that create this difference, but not different environments.

TABLE I
PARAMETERS FOR PDF OF ho FOR DIFFERENT PDSS, WHERE κ = 0.

PDS [%] K σ2

I
σ2

O

0 0 0 0.5000

20 0.470 0.0045 0.4500

40 0.660 0.0090 0.4310

60 0.770 0.0200 0.4200

80 0.830 0.0280 0.4160

fhq
o
(y) =

e
−

y2

2λ2
0 −Ke

−
y2

2λ2
1

√

2πλ2
0 −K

√

2πλ2
1

, (12b)

where λ0 = σO and λ1 =

√

σ2
O
σ2
I

σ2
O
+σ2

I

. Consequently,

fho
(x, y) = fhi

o
(x)fhq

o
(y). Note that hi

o and hq
o denote the real

and imaginary parts of ho. It can be seen that as K,σI → 0,

fhi
o
(x) and fhq

o
(y) collapse to Gaussian distributions. Also:

E {ho} = 0, (13)

E
{

|ho|2
}

= 2

(
λ3
0 −Kλ3

1

λ0 −Kλ1

)

. (14)

Typical values for K,σO and σI for different PDSs are

tabulated in Table I, whereas E {go} = 0 and E
{

|go|2
}

= 1.

IV. AVERAGE BIT ERROR RATE PERFORMANCE

The optimum modulation/detection for, and the correspond-

ing optimum bit error rate (BER) performance of the medi-

umband channel in (10) is still an open problem. However, in

light of (12), a lower bound for BER can be derived.

A. Analytical Lower Bound

A lower bound for the BER of mediumband channels

can be derived by assuming the additive ISI, I(k) is zero

in (10). As a result, in conjunction with the assumption of

perfect knowledge of ho at the RX, the channel in (10)

reduces to a discrete-time AWGN channel, where the optimum



modulation/detection is known. So, the average BER of digital

modulations with coherent detection Pe can be lower bounded

by Pe ≥ P LB
e , where:

P LB
e = Eho

{

ρ1Q

(√

ρ2γ̄ |ho|2
)}

, (15)

where Q(.) is the standard Q-function and the parameters ρ1
and ρ2 are dependent on the modulation scheme. For instance,

for BPSK, ρ1 = 1 and ρ2 = 2 [9]. In light of the PDF in (12),

(15) can be evaluated as:

Corollary 1. The average BER Pe of mediumband channels

with coherent detection can be lower bounded by:

P LB
e =

ρ1
π

∫ π/2

0




ξ sin θ

√

ρ2λ2
0γ̄ + sin2 θ

(16)

− (ξ − 1) sin θ
√

ρ2λ2
1γ̄ + sin2 θ





2

dθ,

where ξ = λ0

λ0−Kλ1
.

Proof. A concise proof is available in Appendix A.

B. Diversity Order Analysis

As γ̄ → ∞, P LB
e can be tightly approximated by:

P LB
e ≈

[

ρ1
4ρ2

(
ξ

λ0
− ξ − 1

λ1

)2
]

γ̄−1, (17)

which shows that the diversity order in P LB
e is unity. Given the

fact that system model herein is a single-input-single-output

channel, this result is in agreement with the analysis in [5],

[6]. However, the situation in the mediumband region is not as

straightforward as equation (17) portraits. Owing to the higher

number of degrees of freedom in the PDF of ho (see Fig.

2), characterizing error probability in the mediumband regime

appears to be complex. We firstly report some emblematic

BER results using computer simulation.

In the absence of an optimum detection scheme for medi-

umband channels, we herein adopt two suboptimal methods.

Based on (10), in the first method, the sufficient statistics for

the detection of the kth information amplitude, Ik is:

Method 1:

∆(k) = Re

[
hH
o r′(k)√
Es|ho|2

]

, (18)

and in the 2nd method, the additive interference term,√
Esηou(t) in (5) is resolved with two additional taps. So,

the received baseband signal is modelled by symbol-period

apart three taps as [3, Corollary 1]:

r(t) =
√

Es (h1)o s(t− τ̂ )+
3∑

v=2

√

Es (hv)o s(t− τ̂ − (v−1)Ts)+
√

Esζoū(t), (19)

where
√
Esζoū(t) the residual ISI. If these taps are known

at the RX, successive interference cancellation (SIC) can be

formulated as:

Method 2:

∆(1)=Re

[

(h1)
H
o r′(1)√

Es| (h1)o |2

]

, (20)

∆(2)=Re




(h1)

H
o

(

r′(2)− (h2)o Î1

)

√
Es| (h1)o |2



 , (21)

∆(k)=Re




(h1)

H
o

(

r′(k)− (h2)o Îk−1 − (h3)o Îk−2

)

√
Es| (h1)o |2



 (22)

for k = 3, 4, . . . , 100, where the frame length is 100bits. In

both methods, which adopt symbol-by-symbol detection, the

kth detected BPSK symbol hence is:

Îk =

{

1, ∆(k) > 0,

−1, ∆(k) < 0.
∀k. (23)

V. SIMULATION STUDY

Figs. 3 and 4 show the BER performance from “Method 1”

and “Method 2” alongside the lower bound in Corollary 1 for

BPSK modulation for two emblematic propagation scenarios.

In the first scenario, the path gain profile is exponential (κ =
0.25) and PDS= 20%. In the second scenario, the path gain

profile is uniform (i.e., κ = 0) and PDS= 60%. Both figures

include the BER performance of the narrowband channel in

(9) with no ISI for comparison (see BLUE curve), which is:

P Rayleigh
e = 0.5

(

1−
√

γ̄

1 + γ̄

)

, (24)

and is known to have a unity diversity order [6]. This is a

widely studied performance limit for NLoS environments.

Scenario 1: This is a more favourable channel for wireless

communication, because κ is large, which means most of the

received power is concentrated in a few multipath components.

Also the small dip in Fig. 5 for PDS= 20% means the effect

of deep fading avoidance in this scenario is small. Meanwhile,

Fig. 3 shows the lower bound in Corollary 1 along with

average BER of Method 1 and 2 for BPSK modulation. Clearly

the lower bound falls at a faster rate than that of (24), which

in fact achieve a diversity order of two. Despite having ISI,

average BER of Method 1 outperforms the narrowband case, in

some cases by 2.5dB, upto SNR of 40dB. The average BER

of Method 2 outperforms the narrowband case with a more

significant margin (some cases by over 6.5dB), and is closer

to the lower bound. These suggest that the lower bound in (16)

is something that is approachable with reasonably complicated

detection methods.

Scenario 2: This is a more hostile channel for wireless

communication, because the delay spread is large, and on

average, the multipath components are equally strong (i.e,

κ = 0). The amount of ISI is high in this channel, but on

the other hand, the probability of deep fading is significantly
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Fig. 3. Average BER of BPSK modulation in a mediumband channel with
κ = 0.25 (i.e., Scenario 1), N = 10, and the roll-off factor β = 0.22.

low (See. Fig. 5) too. However, the lower bound now drops at

a even faster rate, in fact with a diversity order of three. The

average BERs of Method 1 and 2 follow the lower bound upto

SNR of 15dB, and outperform the narrowband channel upto

SNR of 25 and 40 dB respectively. At BER= 0.8e-4, Method

2 outperforms the narrowband channel by about 9.5dB. The

following proposition sheds light on trends in Figs. 3 and 4.

Proposition 1. The lower bound for the average BER of

mediumband channels can be expressed as a convergent series

as:

P LB
e = Γ1γ̄

−1 + Γ2γ̄
−2 + Γ3γ̄

−3 + . . . (25)

where Γ1 = ρ1(1−K)2

4ρ2(λ0−Kλ1)
2 and:

Γ2 =
−3ρ1 (1−K)

16ρ22 (λ0 −Kλ1)
2

(
1

λ2
0

− K

λ2
1

)

(26)

Γ3 =
5ρ1

128ρ32 (λ0 −Kλ1)
2

[(
1

λ2
0

− K

λ2
1

)2

+3(1−K)

(
1

λ4
0

− K

λ4
1

)]

(27)

Proof. A concise proof is available in Appendix B.

We can see that in the narrowband region, that is when

K,σ2
I → 0, all Γ1, Γ2 and Γ3 are in the same order of

magnitude (0.25,0.1875 and 0.1562 respectively), but as PDS

increases, that is when K → 1, Γ1 is seen decreasing rapidly.

As a result, it is the Γ2 and Γ3 that are dominant in mid to high

PDS regions explaining the higher-than-one order diversity in

average BER as PDS increases. However, the average BER

fall-off rate ultimately reduces to one as shown in (17), but

that happens in practically irrelevant ultra high SNR regions.
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Fig. 4. Average BER of BPSK modulation in a mediumband channel with
κ = 0 (i.e., Scenario 2), N = 10, and β = 0.22.
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Fig. 5. PDF of ho (in (6)) for the two NLoS scenarios considered in Sec. V
along with the PDF of go (in (9)).

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper studied the reliability of mediumband wireless

communication in terms of the average BER. The results,

backed by statistical analysis and computer simulations, have

shown that mediumband channels can be designed to achieve

significantly superior BER and diversity, outperforming some

key fundamental limits, due mainly to the effect of deep fading

avoidance. The gains, offered by mediumband channels even

with suboptimal detection schemes, have been shown to be

many dBs. It is anticipated that more sophisticated detection

methods (e.g. ML based) would approach the performance

limits (i.e., Corollary 1) predicted herein.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF COROLLARY 1

P LB
e = ρ1

∞∫

−∞

∞∫

−∞

Q
(√

ρ2γ̄ (x2 + y2)
)

fho
(x, y)dxdy,



P LB
e ≈ ρ1

π

∫ π/2

0

[
ξ2x̄− 2ξ (ξ − 1)

√
x̄ȳ + (ξ − 1)2ȳ

]
dθ (38)

− ρ1
π

∫ π/2

0

[

ξ2x̄2 − 2ξ(ξ − 1)
√
x̄ȳ
( x̄

2
− ȳ

2

)

+ (ξ − 1)2x̄2
]

dθ

+
ρ1
4π

∫ π/2

0

[

4ξ2x̄3 − 2ξ (ξ − 1) x̄
3
2 ȳ

3
2 − 3ξ (ξ − 1) x̄

1
2 ȳ

5
2 − 3ξ (ξ − 1) x̄

5
2 ȳ

1
2 + 4(ξ − 1)2ȳ3

]

dθ

where fho
(x, y) is the joint PDF of the real and imaginary

parts of ho, which can be found in (12). In light of [12],

expressing Q(.) in integral form P LB
e can be rewritten as:

P LB
e =

ρ1
π

∞∫

−∞

∞∫

−∞

∫ π
2

0

e
−ρ2 γ̄(x2+y2)

2 sin2 θ fho
(x, y)dθdxdy, (39)

which can be rewritten, due to the finite limits of integrals, as:

P LB
e =

ρ1
π

∫ π
2

0

∞∫

−∞

∞∫

−∞

e
−ρ2 γ̄(x2+y2)

2 sin2 θ fho
(x, y)dxdydθ. (40)

The fact fho
(x, y) = fhi

o
(x)fhq

o
(y) and the interchangeability

of x and y in (40) yield:

P LB
e =

ρ1
π

∫ π
2

0





∞∫

−∞

e
−

(

ρ2γ̄x2

2 sin2 θ

)

fhi
o
(x)dx





2

dθ, (41)

which can be elaborated as:

P LB
e =

ρ1
π

∫ π
2

0



ᾱ

∞∫

−∞

e
−

(

ρ2 γ̄

2 sin2 θ
+ 1

2λ2
0

)

x2

dx (42)

− β̄

∞∫

−∞

e
−

(

ρ2γ̄

2 sin2 θ
+ 1

2λ2
1

)

x2

dx





2

dθ, (43)

where ᾱ = 1√
2πλ2

0
−K

√
2πλ2

1

and β̄ = K√
2πλ2

0
−K

√
2πλ2

1

. Using

the integral identity:

∞∫

−∞

e−ax2

dx =

√
π

a
, (44)

followed by some algebraic manipulations lead to the final

result as shown in (16).

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

From Corollary 1, a lower bound for average BER is:

P LB
e =

ρ1
π

∫ π/2

0




ξ sin θ

√

ρ2λ2
0γ̄ + sin2 θ

(35)

− (ξ − 1) sin θ
√

ρ2λ2
1γ̄ + sin2 θ





2

dθ,

which can also be expressed by:

P LB
e =

ρ1
π

∫ π/2

0

[
ξ
√
x̄√

1 + x̄
− (ξ − 1)

√
ȳ√

1 + ȳ

]2

dθ, (36)

where x̄ = sin2 θ/ρ2λ
2
0γ̄ and ȳ = sin2 θ/ρ2λ

2
1γ̄. It is clear that

both x̄ and ȳ are less than unity as γ̄ → ∞. So using the Taylor

expansion only for the denominator terms: (1 + x̄)−
1
2 ≈ 1 −

1
2 x̄+ 3

8 x̄
2 and (1 + ȳ)

− 1
2 ≈ 1− 1

2 ȳ +
3
8 ȳ

2, one can arrive at:

P LB
e ≈ ρ1

π

∫ π/2

0

[

ξ
√
x̄

(

1− 1

2
x̄+

3

8
x̄2

)

(37)

−(ξ − 1)
√
ȳ

(

1− 1

2
ȳ +

3

8
ȳ2
)]2

dθ.

The expression (37) can be further expanded as in (38). In light

of the fact that ξ = λ0

λ0−Kλ1
, P LB

e in (38) can be simplified

to get Proposition 1, where
∫ π/2

o sinn θdθ = 0.5B
(
n+1
2 , 1

2

)
is

used. Here B(., .) is the standard Beta function.
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