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Transmit Beamforming for MISO Broadcast
Channels with Statistical and Delayed CSIT
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Abstract—This paper focuses on linear beamforming design SBF strategy with Weakest Eigenvector as SWEBF. Recently,
and power allocation strategy for ergodic rate optimizatimm in  SBF method with Generalized Eigenvector (SGEBF) has been
a two-user Multiple-Input-Single-Output (MISO) system with  ghqwn to maximize the ergodic sum-rate at high SNR for

statistical and delayed channel state information at the tans- .
mitter (CSIT). We propose a transmission strategy, denoted -USerM-transmit-antenna MISO BC whel/ = 2 [8] or

as Statistical Alternative MAT (SAMAT), which exploits both M — oo [9]. However, the optimal precoder for the general
channel statistics and delayed CSIT. Firstly, with statistcal M > 2 case is still unknown due to a lack of closed-
CSIT only, we focus on statistical beamforming (SBF) design form ergodic sum-rate expression. In_[10], the generalized
that maximizes a lower bound on the ergodic sum-rate. Sec- giganvector (GE) solution is arrived based on the ergodic
ondly, relying on both statistical and delayed CSIT, an iteative . . . . .
algorithm is proposed to compute the precoding vectors of signal-to-leakage-and-noise ratio (SLNR), Wh'Ch, levesag-
Alternative MAT (AMAT), originally proposed by Yang et al., dependence between the numerator and denominator of SLNR.
which maximizes an approximation of the ergodic sum-rate wth However, the optimal solution to the true problem (ergodic
equal power allocation. Finally, via proper power allocaton, sum-rate) is not apparent. In this paper, we focus on a lower

the SAMAT framework is proposed to softly bridge between p,,nq on the ergodic sum-rate and address the problem for
SBF and AMAT for an arbitrary number of transmit antennas - .
two-user, arbitrary) -transmit-antenna case.

and signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). A necessary condition fothe ; ,
power allocation optimization is identified from the Karush- Whenever the feedback delay is larger than the channel's

Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions. The optimum power allocation coherence time, the CSIT is delayed but was proved to still
to maximize an ergodic sum-rate approximation is computed henefit the Degree-of-Freedom (DoF) of MISO BC [6]. In
using Sequential Quadratic Programming (SQP). Simulation o oyample of two-transmit-antenna, two-user channel, th
results show that the proposed SAMAT scheme yields a signifiat . ! L
sum-rate enhancement over both SBE and AMAT. maximum sum DoF 01"3—1 can be obtained by retransmitting
the overheard interference and doing interference caatimeil
This strategy is referred to as MAT. The work [11] generalize
the finding of [6] as GMAT and achieved a higher data
rate at finite SNR by constructing precoders which strike a
I. INTRODUCTION balance between desired signal enhancement and interéeren
N multi-user (MU) MISO Broadcast Channel (BC)alignment. Moreover, an alternative MAT (AMAT) transmis-
I schemes that achieve the sum-rate capacity and the capadfj) Strategy [[12] was introduced to achieve a sum DoF
region have been studied inl [1-4]. The performance of theRgtween[3, 2] by utilizing both imperfect current CSIT and
optimized approaches heavily depends on the acquisitionR§fect delayed CSIT. In time correlated channel, the smiut
accurate and instantaneous Channel State Informatior) €SIProposed ini[12] smoothly bridges between MAT and PZFBF
the transmitter, which is not feasible in practice due tonctea In terms of sum DoF. Inspired by [12], we aim to bridge
estimation errors, limited feedback resources and déljy [B€tween AMAT and SBF in terms of ergodic sum-rate based
[6]. Moreover, obtaining perfect CSIT can incur unaffortiab ON Statistical and delayed CSIT. Although our framework is
feedback overhead![7]. similar to [12], the channel models are completely différen
In practice, statistical CSI and/or perfect but outdated C&! OUr scenario, spatially correlated channel model israssl
is only available at the transmitter side. The former termtatistical CSIT (full-rank channel covariance matrix)uise-
which is characterized by the channel covariance matriiesar!€SS for DoF enhancement or equivalent transmission slot
slowly and thereby can be easily and accurately acquirE‘?quCt'on' since the ch_annel estimation error base.d only on
through long-term feedback. One simple Statistical Beamfo this statistical information does not scale down with SNR.
ing (SBF) approach is to precode the transmitted symboialolevertheless, statistical CSIT is useful for boosting thes
the weakest eigenvector of the channel covariance matrix "gf€ at finite SNR.
the unintended user. Such a scheme generalizes the idea &¥ith both channel statistics and delayed CSIT at hand,
the Perfect CSIT-aided Zero-Forcing Beamforming (PzFBm@uthors in[[13] developed an enhanced MAT strategy, denoted

to the statistical CSIT only environment. Thus, we denote tRS VMAT, yielding a higher sum-rate than the original MAT
at finite SNR. However, in highly-correlated channel, the
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channel information is not fully exploited. In_[14], autlsor is the expectation operatokmax(-) and Amin(+) indicate the
analyze the error rate performance at finite SNR and thegest and smallest eigenvalues of a matrix and their cor-
diversity-multiplexing trade-off at infinite SNR of a spaceresponding eigenvectors are denotedupay(-) and umin(-),
time encoded transmission with delayed and statisticalTCStespectively. N(-) stands for the null space of a matrix.
So far, there has been no investigation on how to furth@perators Tf-) anddet(-) refer to the trace and determinant
enhance the finite SNR sum-rate performance beyond tlo&ta matrix. We denote EXp) as the exponential distribution
achievable with either statistical CSIT strategies (eSBF) with parameter andU(a,b) as the uniform distribution. Let

or delayed CSIT strategies (e.g., AMAT). In this paper, wépp = {R € CM*M |R is positive definité.

design a spatial precoding AMAT-style transmission scheme

denoted as statistical AMAT (SAMAT), that softly bridges II. SYSTEM MODEL

the gap between AMAT and SBF. at any .SNR' .W'th _th|s Consider a MISO broadcast channel where the transmitter
background, the main focus of this paper is to investigate

. : A —. 2 equipped withM antennas X/ > 2) wishes to send private
power allocation and beamforming optimization. Specifical - :
the main contributions are listed as follows: messages to two users each with a smgl_e ante_nna. Perfect CSI
is instantaneously available at the receiver side wheteas t
« With either statistical or delayed CSIT, the proposetlansmitter acquires this information with a delay largeart
SAMAT strategy can directly boil down to SBF orthe coherence time of the channel (such that the reported CSI
AMAT. In the former case, we show that SGEBF iknown at the transmitter is uncorrelated with the curren) CS
optimal to maximize a lower bound on the ergodic sumAle assume perfect statistical CSIT which is characterized b
rate at high SNR. Under both CSIT but equal powehe spatial correlation matrix. This is a reasonable assiomp
allocation, statistical CSIT-aided AMAT can achieve &ecause channel statistics are more related to the soatteri
significant boost of rate performance relative to thenvironment and independent of the transmission period.
original AMAT. More specifically, an efficient iterative Rayleigh fading channel model is considered, which implies
algorithm is developed to compute the optimal statistic#hat the spatial statistics can be completely depicted ley th
precoders to maximize an approximation of the ergodizcond-order moments of the chanrel [8]. Specifically, we
sum-rate. Monotonic convergence of the algorithm igenote the channel between the transmitter and user A in time
proved. For two-user two-transmit-antenna case, any twiot j ash; and similarlyg; for user B:
beamforming vectors constituting a unitary matrix are
certified to be optimal. h; = 2 hy ;
« The power allocation can be further optimized to max- g =Ry’ g,

imize the ergodic sum-rate. A SAMAT transmission ereh,, ; andg,, ; are M x 1 vectors with independent and
. . w,j w,j
strategy is proposed to bridge the gap between S|dentical distribution (i.i.d)CN(0,1) entries. They are as-

and AMAT at any SNR. Due to the complexity of - . —
deriving a closed-lyorm expression for the ergodicysun?-umed constant within one time slot and varying indeperygent

rate, a tractable approximation needs to be computed.a&ross time slotsR 4 and Rp are full rank positive definite

Sequential Quadratic Programming (SQP) algorithmh uaovariance matricB<or user A and B respectively, which can

_ H _ Mx M
is implemented to solve the consequent non-linear nofc decomposed @&, = VAV, k= A, 8.V € C
R/ unitary matrix whose columns are eigenvectorsRaf

convex constrained optimization problem. The necessary . . .
o P - probiem. - V\XnIe the diagonalA; that contains the eigenvalues B
condition on power allocation optimization is further

identified. In low spatial correlation channels, the pro':5 normalized as TA;) = M. A; = I indicates thek-th

posed SAMAT scheme boils down to AMAT. In highlyf:h.annel is spatially uncorrelated while rgnl,) = 1 implies
correlated channels, SAMAT behaves as SBF at low snNR'S fully correlated [15]. . A
while performing as AMAT at high SNR. In general, The proposed SAMAT framework is shown in Figl 1.
SAMAT enables a significantly higher sum-rate tharlwt CO”“?"”S two_stages/three t!me slots. In the slot, the
both SBF and AMAT. This achievement stems from twd 21SMIter superposes four private symbols, s.., sa;, $s2

_ 1/2
aspects: 1) the transmission of extra private messages,aﬁ sends thﬁg‘ to both users. Denatg = WPA Sa
the optimized power allocation for SAMAT andu; = QP “s; as the encoded symbols with statistical

beamformer and power allocation, wh&é = [w; w»], Q =

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Seclidn W, q),P, = diagP, P,),P, = diagP,, P,). s, =
introduces the system model. Section 11 IV elaborage ths, | s,,]” represents the Gaussian symbols intended to user
optimal precoder design for SBF and statistical CSIT-aided gnd E{sisf} = 1. At the end of this stage, each user
AMAT, respectively. In Sectioh V, we formulate SAMAT andreceives its desired signal as well as the overheard imesrée
maximize the achievable ergodic sum-rate by optimizing thfie to the superposed transmission. Dengte= hi’up and
power allocation. Numerical results are shown in Sedfioh ¥}, — giu, as the interference overheard by useand B,
while Sectior[ VIl concludes the paper. respectively. In stage I, the transmitter has access,tand

Notations: Bold lower case and upper case letters denote

vectors and matrices respectively. The supersc(ist and 2For rank deficient case, the symbol intended to dsersimply precoded
' il:% column vector ilN(R;). By doing this, the overheard interference of

H .
() .mprelsent the transpose .and ConJUg‘?‘te transpose. E symbol can be completely removed. Thus, we can tratsmgymbols
notation diag-) stands for a diagonal matrix where&¥-) at one time instant, achieving a sum DoF of 2 as if we have pe@SIT.

1)



staceI - slot 1 \/171W1SA1+\/EW2SA2+\/F3q1SBl+\/}TAq2SBZ LAMAT ‘
= ‘ u, u;

slot 2 \/E[’YA’ 0 | + \/]Tswssfl + \/quggl
stage IT - SBF

slot 3 \/}38[%, o | + \/Ewysfz +  Pol555,

Fig. 1: Block diagram of the proposed SAMAT scheme.

g1 (delayed CSIT). Them, andr; can be reconstructed andpower budget of the transmitter for each time slot.

broadcast via a single antenna in the following two slotssTh  Although our framework is similar ta [12], there are essen-
stage helps both users eliminate the overheard interfer@me tial distinctions between them. A first distinction lies inet
reinforce the desired signals. In addition, new privatesages channel model. We exploit spatial correlation to comprass t
541, 5%, 51, 5o @re sent to both users in a superposed fashigfterference and make room for extra symbols transmission
and this extra transmission makes use of statistical CSIJ. onwhile they make use of time correlation. The power allogatio
P, > 0,k = 1,...,10 indicate the power allocated to eachn [12] depends on SNR and quality of current CSIT while

symbol. w; and qx,k = 1,...,3 denote M x1 unit-norm our power allocation strategy relies on SNR, precoder gesig
precoders which depend only on statistical CSIT. as well as spatial correlation.

The proposed SAMAT scheme facilitates a smart use of The secondary distinction lies in the encoding/decoding
statistical and/or delayed CSIT. With statistical CSITyomle strategy (and hence the transmission protocol). More Epeci
simply put P, = P, = P, = P, = 0 and then SAMAT jcally, interference quantization is crucial for _[12], wke
boils down to SBF in each time slot. With delayed CSIT onlthe overheard interference symbol with a reduced power is
we simply putP; = P; = P, = P,, = 0. Then, SAMAT  transmitted with full power in order to save channel re-
becomes the AMAT scheme and enables a sum DoF af sources. Interference quantization is proposed to solee th
high SNR. If the transmitter has both statistical and dedaygonsequent problem of power mismatch (which scales with
CSIT, proper power allocation and statistical precoding caransmit power). By decoding the interference symbols, first
make room for extra symbols transmission. The benefits faf7] equivalently obtains one AMAT transmission plus two ZF
transmitting new symbols overcome the loss caused by thgnsmissions. DoF gain at high SNR can be obtained over the
interference it creates to the main AMAT transmission. lis thoriginal AMAT scheme.
case, the proposed SAMAT framework allows for the parallel |n contrast with[[12], the overheard interference is mabic
transmission of SBF on top of AMAT while outperformingyy analog transmission in our scenario and the reason is
AMAT and SBF at any SNR. More specifically, the transmitteghreefold. First, we retransmit the interference symbdiera

signals are written as scaling them by constant (i.e., not scaling with the trans-
X] = u,-+ug mit power) factorsP, and P;. P,,,, in the main AMAT

_ T » » transmission scale with the transmit power at high SNR to

X2 = VP [, O]T + VEws 521 + Vha S‘;j achieve the DoF ofi. However, to guarantee the power
xs = VP[0, 0] + VRwssh, + VPoas 532‘('2) constraint, the multiplication term&,(\,, P, + A.,P,) and

) ) P,(A\p: P, + Mg, P,) in eq. [3) limit P, and P, to some

~ For (A)MAT-based schemes, the transmit power in stage fnstants. Second, interference quantization would pekie

is inherently dependent on the channel realization thatgés: proposed SAMAT scheme from bridging SBF at low SNR.
rapidly. The power consumption in each transmission perigglyre specifically, in the2"d/3' slot, SAMAT should behave
hardly keeps constant. Thus, a I_ess restrictive metric és ths SBE at low SNR and should therefore allocate most of
long-term average power constraint the transmit power to the extra symbols and only a little
power to the overheard interference symbol. Following [if2]

D H H H
Fe = E[MrGaxi))] + E[Tr(xexy )] + E[Tr(xsx3)] interference quantization is applied, the digitized ifeence
= P+PB+P+P+FP+P+PFP+P,+ should be decoded first by treating the extra symbols as .noise
Py(Aas Py 4 Ao P)) + Pi(Api Py 4 Asu Py) In this case, however, the decoding would fail because the
noise power would overwhelm the desired signal power. Third
< 3P, 3) - -
due to the inherent properties of the channel model (full-
where \,, = q{l’RAql, Aao = qngAqQ, As: = rank channel covariance matrix), a sum DoF strictly larger

wiRywi, A\, = Wi Rws. The expectation is taken overthan % cannot be achieved in our case (contrary [to [12]).
the input signals and the channels aRdlenotes the averageHence the SAMAT transmission and reception strategies are



not motivated by a DoF maximization. With SAMAT, a sum
DoF of 4 is achieved where the extra private symbols are _ _
not used3 to increase the DoF at high SNR (contrary to [12]) “¢& — uma(R;'Ra) dos = umad Ry 'Rs). (7)

but to boost the sum-rate at low/finite SNR. This implies that The corresponding lower bound of the ergodic sum-rate is
the retransmitted overheard interference does not have to b

decoded first in SAMAT (contrary ta_[12]) but can simply

be aligned and cancelled so as to decode the private andfsump = log, (x(R;'R.)) =logy (x(R'Rx))

extra symbols. Recall again that [12] relies on interfeeenc ) . (8)
quantization to decode first the overheard interference afierex(-) = Sn=¢y is the condition number.

then the private messages in order to increase the sum DoF Proof: A detailed proof is relegated in AppendiX B.m

beyond%. The detailed description of our decoding strategy A special cage of (@) is confirmed by[10, Corollary 2]

is provided in sectiof V. by noting thaty(-) > 1. In the low SNR region where the
interference can be completely ignored, the optimal choice
. STATISTICAL BEAMEORMING is to send along the dominant statistical eigen-mode of the

_ _ _ o user’s own channel [17]. At intermediate SNR, however, [8]
Let us first focus on the scenario with statistical CSlhas shown the difficulty of finding a closed-form expression
only. As mentioned before, the proposed SAMAT schemgt the optimal precoders even fa/ = 2 case. Instead, it
boils down to SBF, i.e., the transmitter sends two staiific js solved by an exhaustive search operated upon a linearly
precoded symbols, each intended to one user. Since thensysg@mbined high- and low-SNR solution. In the genehdl >
model for the transmission in each slot is identical, we case, we Compute 0n|y a h|gh-SNR solution and avoid the
can focus on one slot and omit the subscript. Assume tfige search method. The simulation results show that it work
transmitter equally allocates its power budget to both sysejyell at practical SNR.
the delivered signal described Wyl (2) becomes Remark 1: The closed-form precoders that maximize the
_ ’ 4 ergodic sum-rate of SBF is difficult to compute due to the
X=VPWea + Vpass @ coupled nature in SINR expression. To solve this problem,

where p = g. For simplicity, we will look at the rate we can use anHaItgrnative SLNR metric, which is defined as
performance of user A only and a similar derivation can l®LNR, = P w|” Ay high SNR, the maximization of

. - . - 1+plgHw]2 "
easily extended to user B. The received signal at the receiye|ower bound onE[SLNR,] also leads to the solutiof](7).

side is given ag = \/ph"ws, + \/ph"qs, +ns, where  similarly, the effectiveness of the SLNR metric in designin
h € C" is the channel vector and, ~ CN(0,1) is the multi-user transmit beamforming vectors has been examined
standard complex additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN). The [g, [10,/18].

achievable ergodic rate of user A is given by In contrast with SGEBF, the precoding vectors of
SWEBF in correlated channel can be written &g, , =
R, = Elogy (1+ SINR,)], () umin(Rs), Aws = umin(R.). However, the rate performance
plhH wl? of SWEBF is unfavourable in the scenario where both channels

where SINR, = T+ phqr 'S the instantaneous S|gna_l—to—0f user A and B have similar weakest eigen-direction (e.g.,

interference-and-noise ratio (SINR) by treating the rautter co-located users). To be specific, the precoding vectorstwhi

interference as noise. Conseque_ntly, the Aergodlc sumerfateare designed to remove the interference also cancel out the
the system with linear beamforming Bsym = R4 + R5.

In th il lated ch s th le of .intended signal. By contrast, the GE beamforming approach
n t € spatially correlated channe S: the role of spaligy,ins 4 palance between interference cancellation and de
statistics on the rate performance of a linear beamformer @red signal enhancement. In other words, SGEBF exhibits
bee_n We'.l hSt]l\J/[d'ed inL{8]. The%/ conS|der_ a MI;@? l?ro‘;"dCa%bustness with respect to different channels compared to
setting wit antennas at the transmitter and single- g\ ggp Moreover, we can observe from the numerical results

antenna USErs. Whell' = 2, optimal precoders that maximizethat SGEBF outperforms SWEBF further a$ increases.
the ergodic sum-rate were developed at extremely high/low

SNR. Meanwhile, the best precoding vectors are still unknow
for general caseMl > 2) due to the difficulty of computing IV. ALTERNATIVE MAT
a closed-form expression for the ergodic sum-rate. In this Let us focus on the scenario with both delayed and statistica

paper, we show by the following theorem that the generaliz&®!T. Under equal power allocation. [13] has shown that
eigenvector (GE) is still valid for the two-usek/-transmit- additional channel statistics enable a higher achievaime- s

antenna scenario. rate relative to the original MAT. However, there are big
high SNR can be lower bounded by the power constraint in the interference retransmissicaseh

(stage Il), which leads to a variation of the total transroitvpr.
We here control the power consumption by using a long-term
power constraint. Second, an efficient iterative algoritism

wiR,wqiR,q/’
where~ is the EL.”er ConStant- The precoders that maximizesyynen the wo users share the same set of statistical eigersmbat
the lower bound in[{6) are given by orthogonal dominant eigenvectors and = 2.

Resum > 10g2 <



developed to compute the statistical precoders to maxiarize TABLE I: Algorithm 1&2: Precoder Optimization for AMAT
approximation of the ergodic sum-rate. Particularly, mon@ ~71:njtialize : Set iteration indexn = 0, randomly generate
convergence of the algori i . Thi i :
g . gorithm is proved. This section reg/gal and then normallzevgo), Wgo)

how much the ergodic sum-rate can be improved by stausucai_ Repeat
precoder only. It will be used as a baseline for the next secti 3: m e m -+ 1

here the rate performance is further enhanced by additiong . .
W P S y I 3,: Updatewgm) with GradAct[Algorithm 1], or

llocation. . ) )
power aflocation with Max-Eig [Algorithm 2]

5: Updatewgm) with GradAct or with Max-Eig
A. Rate Approximation 6: Until |@S{”) _ 65{”_1)| <e

The proposed SAMAT scheme becomes statistical CSIT-
aided AMAT by simply lettingP;, = P, = P, = P, =
0,P, = P, = 1 in (@ and the transmitter distributes equa‘fVhere

power to four symbols, denoted as The transmitted signals 0., = TI(WIR,W)TI(WIR,W) —

can be expressed as TI(WIR,WWPR,W) (14)
X1 = /pWss + \/ETQ Ss anda = eEi(—1) — 2y, Ei(z) = — [, et;tdt is the exponen-
x; = /phffQs;, 0] (9) tial integral.
X3 = Jp|glWs,, O}T. Proof: See AppendiXC. []

With delayed CSIT onlyW = Q = I and the proposed Then, we ﬁcan obtain  thafism = #RA NI
y - - 2 a 2 a
SAMAT scheme further boils down to the original AMAT§10g2 (H_Z © @A) +H 5 logs (1 +pHe 63)’H where
scheme. For simplicity, we focus on the performance of usgr = T(Q " R.Q)TIQR,Q) — TN(Q"R.QQ"R;Q).
A and similar results can be symmetrically applied to user &, Shows that the AMAT scheme exploiting delayed CSIT
The signal vector received by user A is given by enables a DoF _0% at high SNR, while the beamforming
based on statistical CSIT makes no contribution to the DoF

gain. However, the ergodic rate performance at practicdk SN

hifw hifQ N4y . . o . .
- /P 0 sat /P |12 hiQ| s, + |n benefits from such spatial correlation information. Obedrv
Ya P B W 4 21 01 " n“ (@3 and[I#) that the ergodic rate relies on the precodets an
3181 A

s 10) the spatial correlation matrices. The latter terms arerialate
where y. 2 [ya1,yas yas]” denotes the received signalén a certain environment. ThereforR.,4 and R, only dgpend
over three time slots antd;,,, denotes the channel coefficien" ©, (W) and 6, (Q), respectively. To maximize the
betweenm-th transmit antenna and user A in time sjpt ©€rgodic sum-rate performance, the precodéfsand Q can

na, ~ CN(0,1) is the normalized complex AWGN. After be independently designed. Let us focus ©n only and
further interference elimination optimize W. Similarly, we can obtain the optimal) that

maximizeso ;.
V.= VpHs, + [h” - "] , (11)
3

N A B. Precoder Design

where H — (5, hEW)T, (hz,gHW)T)T. h;, denotes the 1) Multi-antenna case (M > 2): It is difficult to obtain
21 ) 31 . m

channel coefficient betweem-th transmit antenna and use/® clps_ed-form expression of the beamforming vectors that
A in time slot j. By using a Minimum Mean-Square ErrorMaximize (1#) and furthel (13). For such a problem where

(MMSE) receiver with Successive Interference Canceltati.

doint optimization is difficult but the objective functiors i
(SIC), the ergodic rate achieved per slot by user A is writté;rlﬁnvex in each of the optimization variables andw, an
as:

ernating algorithm, also known as Block Coordinate De-
scent method, has been widely used in optimization|[19, 20].
R, = lE {1Og2 det (I + pﬁHK—lﬁ)} 7 (12) More specifically,_we maximizﬂl_4) by sequentially fixir_lgaon

3 vector and updating the other. Fix, and focus orw; (vice
whereK is the covariance matrix of the noise vector[inl(11yersa, the following derivations still hold). We can refariate
and given by dia@l + |h.,|?,1). It is challenging to obtain the subproblem as
the closed-form expression of the ergodic rate, espediatly
M > 2 case. Hence, we optimize the linear beamformingnaxe , (w,) = wZR,,wiwi R, ws + wHR,wiwi R, wy

vectors based on an analytical approximatiorigf which is — wHR, wowl Ryw; — wR,wowl R, w)
given by the following proposition. st |wy]| =1
Proposition 1: In spatially correlated Rayleigh fading chan- (15)
nel, the ergodic rate of user A for AMAT can be approximated Since it is convex inw,A, the classical gradient ascent
as (GradAct) method can be used to determine the optimal
2 4The convexity can be easily proved with the second orderitiondwhich
Ry~ 3 log, (1 +pv e“@A) ) (13) is omitted here ¥0r concisenegsr.) one



It implies that the optimal beamforming vectors are always
orthogonally chosenw; | ws). For the specialM = 2
case, sincew; is uniquely defined iN(w2) and vice versa,
any two beamforming vectors constituting a unitary matrix
are optimal. Moreover, eq[_(l14) becomes constént =
Tr(RL)Tr(R;) — Tr(RAR3). [ |

This proposition reveals that any orthogonal beamforming
vectors with equal power allocation achieve the same ecgodi
sum-rate performance, which is verified by the Fig. 4(b) in
sectiorY. Then, let us compute the equal power allocation
According to [B), the long-term average power consumption
for AMAT is represented by

Objective value

1d — Algorithm 1]
o Algorithm 2 =
S S S S SR S S L1 P =4p+ pTrH(QYR,Q) + p TAWHR , W)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 . = i i
iterative index =p(4+q’Rsq1 + q; Rsqz + wi R,w;1 + w3 R, ,wa)

Fig. 2: Convergence of iterative algorithni:2. <p (4+2M). 17)

where the inequality[{17) is obtained by using'Rx; +
xEdRxy < A (R) + A2(R) < Tr(R), where unit-normx;
solution (step 4 of Table I). Once the optimal} is obtained are mutually orthogonal and;(R) corresponds to theé-th
in terms of certainws, the process is repeated the othdargest eigenvalue [21], [22]. In order to maintain the powe
way around (step 5), leading to an iterative algorithm. 8inconstraint, equal power allocation is calculatedoas 43%
the steepest ascent direction acts as the best direction(dgy., p = 3£ for two transmit antennas). Equality i {17)
increase the objective function, a proper step size can lhelds for M/ = 2 case, which also justifies proposition 2 in
computed for a non-decreasing objective value, o4 < the sense that orthonormal precoders (optimally) use upall
0m™® < @Mt \where 0™ refers to the objective power budget.
value at step 4 in then-th iteration in Tablell (Algorithm
1). Thus, the convergence of Algorithm 1 is ensured, since
©, is monotonically increased (non-decreased) after each V. STATISTICAL AMAT
iteration and upper bounded. Even though the optimal soiuti
is obtained for each subproblem, the iterative algorithm ca |n the last section, we explored how the statistical CSIE aid
not guarantee the global optimal beamforming vectors. 5 AMAT under equal power allocation. The corresponding
Alternatively, [I5) is quadratic inw; and the op- rate performance is superior to the original AMAT, how-
timal solution can be obtained by eigen-decompositiogver, still inferior to SBF in highly correlated channels at
Rewrite [I5) as ©,(wi) = wi M(wy)w;, Where |ow/intermediate SNR regime. In fact, the ergodic sum-rate
M(wz) = wiRzwoR, + wiR,woR,; — Rawows' R can be further enhanced by power allocation optimizatidre T
—R;wywjR,. The closed-form solution is the maximumproposed SAMAT scheme in Figl 1 is developed to overcome

eigenvector (Max-Eig), both SBF and AMAT at any SNR in arbitrary spatial condition.
Proper power allocation and statistical precoder design ca

w1 = arg maxo ,(wi) = umax(M (w2)) . (16) compress the received interferenggn;;) in 15 slot (as well

lFwll=1 as common symbols i2"d/39 slot). Meanwhile, it makes

Wwith (@d) at hand, we can easily compute the optima&bom for new symbol transmission in stage Il which brings
precoders by the proposed iterative approach. In[Fig.2, were rate benefits. To achieve this, the power allocation is
show by two casesM = 4,8) that the iterative algorithm optimized based on a tractable approximation of the ergodic
converges very fast, where the covariance matrices are ranm-rate of SAMAT. The power allocation strategy that maxi-
domly generated. mizes the rate performance depends on SNR, precoder design

2) Two-antenna case (M = 2): A special case of consider-as well as spatial correlation.
able interest is the two transmit antenna scenario. Thenapti  Hereafter, we focus on user A and similar results can be
precoders can be easily obtained by the following propmwsiti derived for user B. The received signal of user A can be wrritte

Proposition 2: For M = 2 MISO BC with spatially as
correlated Rayleigh fading, any unitary beamforming mxatri

1/2 1/2
is optimal to maximize[{24) and furthdr {13). ya=HPY?s, + HoP}/%s, + Hys? + Hys? +n,, (18)
Proof: For arbitrary M and w, it is easy to verify where
that wi M(wy)w; = 0, i.e., M(wz)w; € N(wy). The W 0 0
maximizz_:\tion 0f®A(w1)_ = wil M(wQ)wl_ Ie_ads to the H, 2 10 H; 2 | /P hilws 0 . (19)
observation that the optimuw; € N(wy). Similarly, when VP higfW 0 VP hiw,

we fix w; and updatevs, we have the optimunws € N(wy).



h# 0 0 Ny

H, 2 \/Ehlgl?l{{Q H, 2 \/ﬁhé"q;; 0 . (20) RsA ~ 10g2 (1 + 0as (TAIPI + TA2P2) + 0z ()\BIPI + /\szz)
0 0 VPiohiqs

P A

’ SZ é [SA37SA4]T1 SB -

+ 6A15A2®AP1P2) (25)
and y, = [Ya1s Yaz, Yas] "
[Sp3,Spa]T- 04 2 N1, Mas, nas)T With n,, ~ CN(0,1). The TasP, Tas P,
decoding procedure that mainly uses interference alighméfei ~ 1082 (1 + m) +log, (1 + m) :
and cancellation (similar tol[6]) is described as followsridte (26)
y. as the received signal after subtractipd; i, - y., from

Y. and retainingy,,.[A. First, decode the private symbdis, ) Similarly, we haveR, £ 1(Rs, + Rg» ) and

by regarding the extra symbols?( s?) as interference:
RSB ~ 10g2 (1 + 051 (TBlR% + 7’15*21:)4) + 0pa ()\AlR% + /\A2P4)

V. =H,PY%, +H,PY%s, + Hys? + Hys? + 14, (21) + 5315,3293133134) 27)

z

H T, P T P
where, = [(bIW)". (VP 15, I WT, (VP gl W ~ oy (1 50 ) o (14 peete ),
H, = [(h{IQ)Ta OTa OT]T and ﬁA = [nAl,nAg - B3L 6 8 B3l

VPs R} na, nas)T. K is the covariance matrix of the (28)
interference plus noise vecter It is given by diagk:, k2, k3s), where
wherek; = 1+ |hiTQP|%, ky = 1+ Ps|hy |2 + Ps | w3 |2+ 1 P
P,|h¥ qs]?, k3 = 1+ P|hifws|? + P,,|hf qs/?. To resolve 4,4, = + >
s., MMSE-SIC receiver is applied of_(21) and the ergodic 1+ )‘*“Pi tAP 1+ B+ TA;DP“’ + Al
sum-rate ofs,, can then be written as Op = + s
1+)\BIP1+AB2P2 1+P8+)\BSP9+TBSP10
P, P;
~ Har 15 6A2: 7532: (29)
Ry, =E [1og2 det (I +P,HIK HlPA)} . (22 T4 743Py + Aas Pry T+ ApaPs + 7o P;

Onces, is obtained, we can subtract it frogn,. Then, we A = A’ Raqi, A = gf Radz, Asy = Wi Rpwy
can decode the extra symbols by taking the second and thirg,

H H H
) - R = Wy Rywa, 741 = w3 Rawi, Tan = Wy R,wo
entries ofy, asy,:

To1 = A Rpq1, T = A Rpqa, Aas = ai’R.qs
Aps = W§{RBW31 Tas = WéfRAW3a Tps = q?{IRB(B (30)

S’A:I:ISSZ+I:I4Sg+ﬂAa (23)
where  Hj = diag(v/ P, hf'ws, /P, hilws), ©4= TH(W RAW)TH(W R W) - Tr(W' R, WW"'R; W)
H, = diagyvP hiqs, vP,hiqs) and fn, = 6;=Tr(Q"R.QT(Q"R:Q)-Tr(Q"R.QQ"R:Q). (31)
i — VP5hina,n.)t. The covariance matrix of _ )
f, is given by N = diagl + Pi|hs,|?, 1). The ergodic Proof: Refer to AppendixD for proof. [ ]

Remark 2: Compared to the interference quantization ap-
proach in [12], the analog transmission induces a noise en-
. . . hancement. Namely, interference alignment cancels the ove
R, =E [logz det (I +Hi (N + H4Hf)71H3)} - (24)  neard interference while scaling up the noise By (P,).
) . ] ] This noise enhancement can be observedih 218). At
Itis challenging to obtain the closed-form expression fer t |, SNR, the proposed SAMAT scheme behaves as SBF in
ergodic rate. Instead, we derive a tractable approxima@f@h oo time slot. The scaling factors are small and therefore

optimize the power allocation based on such approximatiofe effect of noise enhancement is negligible. The gain over
Proposition 3: The achievable ergodic sum-rate per slot #&iMAT mainly comes from extra symbol transmission and
user A with linear beamforming can be approximatedias®  statistical precoding. At high SNR, the proposed SAMAT
$(Rs, + Rg» ) where scheme behaves as AMAT, achieving a DoF%oin this case,

the ergodic rates of extra symbols can be eliminated by noise
enhancement. Namely, we have little benefit by transmitting

sum-rate ofs’} is given by

5A(MAT)-based schemes use one observation to completelyoventhe eXtr_a symb_ols_. _Howeve_r, the proposed SAMAT scheme still
overheard interference and two independent observatiemsin to resolve achieves significant gain over SBF and AMAT by power

two symbols. By contrast, we cancel the overheard intenfarewhile we allocation optimization and statistical precoding
maintain all three observations. The reasons are explaasefllows: 1) In )

some cases (e.g., highly correlated channel) where SAMAT limwn to With  predefined beamforming vectors, the proposed
SBF in each time slot, symbols need to be decoded slot by Hmuever, SAMAT scheme softly bridges between SBF and AMAT by

conventional decoding strategy causes rate loss becaes®hbmervation is power control. Let us concentrate on two cases:
dropped. 2) The ergodic rate of the proposed decoding meithatightly - brid b d .
better than the conventional one, due to one more obsemvatien with case 1. bridge between SWEBF and AMATw; =

strong interference. Unax(Rs), a1 = uma(Ra4), W2 = w3 = wy, =



umin(R5), d2 = 93 = qwe = Umin(R.4); Proof: At high SNR, problem[(32) can be rewritten as

case 2. bridge between SGEBF and AMATw; = max Rsum @ logy (64104204 P P,) +10gy (651050 5P P)
-1 _ —1 _ _ _ {P:}
umin(R;'R.), g1 = umin(R;'Rp), wa = w3 = wgp = a5 Po a3 Po
umax(RglRA)7 q2 = Q3 = Qe = umax(RleB)- + 10g2 L+ 1+P5‘{‘)\A3P7) + 10g2 (1 + 1+/\;13P10)

. - + log, (1+ T3 Pr )+10g (1+ B3 P10 )
case 1 is used to show the efficacy of the power alloca _ ? L+AssFe 2 1+Ps+2ssFo

tion optimization technique by which the proposed SAMAT St Fe—3P=0,F=0 i=1,..,10 (34)
scheme can softly bridge between SWEBF and AMAT. Be- (a)

yond this, case 2 makes better use of statistical CSIT invhere~ comes from the fact that the last terms [In}(25) and
the sense that SGEBF exhibits higher robustness compare&® are dominant at high SNR. Based on KKT necessary
SWEBF. Instead of using the optimized AMAT precoders ifonditions, there exist multipliers and i1, p2 such that
transmission stage 1, ws, q1,q2 as developed in Section

V), we use the precoders above(, ws,q:,q: as WE/GE ggsum(?) B i(i + i‘\m?‘) 1 35
precoder) and the motivations are explained as followstFir sum( P2) = A1+ Apo ) o+ pi2 (35)

the optimal precoders in SectibnllV that maximize the ergodi b =0, po P> =0,
sum-rate of AMAT under equal power allocation are nowvhere P, # 0,P, # 0, otherwise DoF loss occurs due to
necessarily optimal for SAMAT with power control. SecondRs, = 0. Therefore, we have:; = pus = 0 and the first
SAMAT boils down to SBF at low to intermediate SNRequation in [(3B) can be computed from](35). Likewise, the
in highly correlated channel, where the optimized AMATecond equation can be obtained. [ |
precoders may cause a poorer rate performance compared tRemark 3: As can be seen froni (B3), the power allocation
the WE/GE precoders. In order to softly bridge between SBfepends on the spatial correlation, the precoder desigreths w

and AMAT, we adopt the precoder design as above. as SNR. Takecase 1 as an example),, = wiR,wy =
Amin(R5) while Ap, = Ama(Rp). Then, fHeas < 1
ConsequentlyRsun = R, + R, and the ergodic sum-rateimplies thatP?, < P, and likewise P, < P,. This implies
optimization problem is formulated as: that more power needs to be allocated on the weaker eigen-
mode @) to constrain the interference imposed to the other
5 . desired symbol of the same user. As mentioned before, the
n)D?XRsum stoFe=3h hz20 =110 (32) transmitte)(/j power 2" and 3 time slots is a function

of beamformers. Such power allocation method enables to

It was shown that the sum-rate optimization generally lea§8MPress the interference and makes room for delivering two
to an intractable NP hard problem [23]. Thus, an algorithfore private symbols. Moreover, consider i.i.d Rayleigfirig
achieving global optimum cannot be expected. However, Sgiannels wher® , = Ry = L. Ap, = W5R3W2 =1and
quential Quadratic Programming (SQP) algorithm providd&ewise Az, = A., = A, = 1. Based on[(33) and symmetry,
an efficient way to solve non-linear constrained optimizati the optimal power allocation satisfidd = P, = P, = P,
problem. An overview on SQP is provided In [24-26]. Brieflyand therefore SAMAT boils down to AMAT. It makes sense
a quadratic approximation of the Lagrangian function is enad®&cause no correlated information is available to suppitess
by applying quasi-Newton updating method. The C0nsequ(,grﬁtte_rference. In this case, equal power allocation is thavap
QP subproblem can be optimally solved and then the soluti§hoice-
is used as a search direction. With proper line search, anf0 operate the proposed SAMAT transmission protocol,
estimate of the solution is computed for the next iteratiothe signaling and feedback procedure is described as fellow

This SQP algorithm can guarantee a super-linear conveegehi$ing LTE-A framework [2/7], channel state information ref-
to a local minimum. erence signals (CSI-RS) are transmitted to enable thevexcei

to measure the short-term CSI and the long-term CSI (channel
In order to get insights into the optimal power allocatiorgovariance matrix), which are then fed back to the tranemitt
a necessary condition for optimality of the constrainecbprovia a delayed but assumed perfect feedback link. The long-
lem (32) is identified from the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)term CSI only varies at a very slow pace and is therefore not
equations. Thus, the optimum power allocation that deper@féected by the delay. However by the time the transmitter
on the precoders and the channel covariance matrices ésistdtas acquired the short term CSI, the channel has changed
as follows. and the transmitter only has knowledge of a completely stale
short-term CSIT. Based on the long-term and the short-term
Theorem 2: At high SNR, the optimal power allocation thatCSIT, the transmitter computes the precoders and the power
maximizesRgm in ([B2) satisfies: allocation and constructs the transmitted signals thattae
transmitted using demodulation reference signals (DM-RS)
[28]. As far as the implementation complexity is concerned,

B — M, B — 1+ Aeb (33) the potential challenge of SAMAT lies in numerical power
Py 14+ A5 By Pr 1+ Aab allocation computation. Eql_(B3) provides a necessary ieond

where,,, Az, As1, Mg are defined in[{30). tion which reveals the basic relationship between the power
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Fig. 3: Rate performance comparison of SBF with WE and (@ M=4
GE precoder. AMAT M=2
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allocation and the spatial correlation matrices as wellhas t N GE
precoders. It would be helpful to identify a sufficient caiah 2 ol Rnd
and further closed-form power allocation. F
n
g
VI. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION 3
We provide numerical results to show the efficacy ofthepro £ 5/ 7
posed precoder design and power allocation strategy. Aesing
. . . . Ll
parameter exponential correlation model [29] is consider®
M—1 i ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
1 Lk R ° 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
tH U A SNR [dB]
Ry = 36
k : _ (36) () M = 2.
H\M-1 H
(k) ty 1

Fig. 4: Rate performance comparison of AMAT with different
where t;, denotes the transmit correlation coefficiept = precoders.
[te|ei%:, ¢, € [0, 2], k = A, B. Throughout the paper,

we use high(low) correlation to indicate large(small) citind
number of the spatial correlation matrix, which correspotud
a large(small)t,| in the exponential model. A large family o
spatial correlation is tested to verify our analysis. Wikte t
help of the optimization tool in Matlab, ‘fmincon’ is used to
implement the SQP algorithm.

fB. Precoders Comparison for Alternative MAT

In Fig.[4(a), we compare the ergodic sum-rate performance
of AMAT with different precoding methodg, is randomly
generated:|ty| € U(0,1),¢, € U(0,27). ORG denotes
original AMAT that the transmitter sends symbols simply
A. Precoders Comparison for Statistical Beamforming using 2 out of M antennas. WE and GE are statistical

In Fig.[3, we plot the ergodic sum-rate of SBF with WE/Gprecoders defined in sectipnllll. The optimal precoders (OPT
precoders, averaged over the randomness in the channelsigrgPmputed by the proposed iterative algorithm in Table I.
... The amplitudes of channel correlation coefficients of boifYe can observe that OPT achieves a better ergodic sum-rate
users are given bit .| = 0.95, |t,| = 0.9 and the superiority than others.
of GE over WE precoder is illustrated by two caséd & Meanwhile, Fig[4(B) confirms the validity of proposition
2,4). In Fig. [3, GE beamforming vector shows robustness It can be seen that any orthogonal beamforming vectors
for large M as well as varying scattering environment (i.egonstituting a unitary matrix are optimal fa¥/ = 2 case.
¢.). Interestingly, WE precoded SBF performs even worddore specifically, Rnd indicates th&/ and Q are randomly
for larger M, which is inherently caused by the idea of zergenerated unitary matrices. WE precoders, corresponding t
forcing. The precoder is designed to reduce the interfferengmax(Ry) and umin(Ry) £ = A, B, also form unitary matri-
imposed to the unintended user, but may cancel out the desices. ORG becomes &nx 2 identity matrix. All these precoders
signal of the intended user. In other words Adsncreases, the show optimality in terms of the ergodic sum-rate whereas GE
M x 1 WE precodew = umin(R;) may fall into the 4/ —1) does not, because GE precoders fail to form a unitary matrix
dimensionalN(h) with higher probability. (since eithe®R ;'R or R;'R, is a normal matrix).
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C. Performance of the Proposed Statistical AMAT (SAMAT)

—#— AMAT
Fig. depicts the achievable ergodic sum-rate perfo 18| —— SGEBF »
- - AMAT_OPT ‘

mances of various schemes with two transmit antefifas=

2): original AMAT, SBF with WE precoders and the proposec
SAMAT (case 1). We setl|t,| = [tz] = |¢| that varies
between 0 and 1, i.e., from uncorrelated to highly correlate
channels. Furthermore,, ¢, are randomly generated with
|¢pa — ¢z > 5 and SNR= 20 dB. As [t| increases, the sum-
rate of SBF gradually goes up while a sharp rise occurs i
very high correlation level. Because in highly correlatpdtgl
channels, linear beamforming based on statistical inftiona
keeps the remaining interference small enough. A specsa ca . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ . ‘
is the fully correlated channel. Whet| = 1, the overheard o 5 10 15 é?\IR[dZBS] % 3B 40 45
interference can be completely cancelled.

Moreover, the rate performance of original AMAT alsd~ig. 6: Comparison of the ergodic sum-rate vs. SNR between
depends on the transmit correlation of the channeMin= 2 SAMAT and baselines|t,| = 0.95, [tz| = 0.9, ¢4, Ps €
case, ORG precoders for original AMAT beco®é = Q = U(0,27), M = 4.

I>«2. Observe in[(IB) and(14) that the ergodic rate is a

function of R, and R;. More specifically,©0, = ©; =

Tr(R,)Tr(Rz) — Tr(R,R ;). With the correlation model in linear beamforming vectors developed in secfioh IV. SGEBF
(38) and the specific phases, ¢, a positive/negative impact denotes the SBF scheme with GE precoders. We plot SAMAT
of transmit correlation amplitudg| can be easily computed: (case 2) with the SQP algorithm. Moreover, we compare the
0.4 =05 =2(1—[t|*|-cos(|¢. — ¢5|)). As |t] increases, the proposed SAMAT scheme with VMATI [13]. As mentioned
transmit correlation is beneficial when, — ¢-| > T while before, the power constraint of VMAT in stage Il was released
it is detrimental wherjp, — ¢5| < 5. When|¢, — ¢5| = 5, To make a fair comparison, we also apply the long-term power
the ergodic rate keeps constant irrespectivelytof constraint for VMAT and scale it down tBP.

The cross point between SWEBF and AMAT is determined In Fig. [G, we observe that AMAT_OPT enables around 5
by the spatial correlation level and SNR. Fjg. b(a) reveattB enhancement over original AMAT at high SNR. VMAT
that the proposed SAMAT scheme obtains strictly higher raéehieves almost the same ergodic sum-rate as AMAT_OPT,
than SWEBF and AMAT by exploiting both statistical- andince both schemes exploit statistical CSIT under equakpow
delayed-CSIT. Since the channel statistics includes aartallocation. However, the SBF scheme still outperforms &ll o
current CSI, we can ‘virtually’ regard it as an imperfectreunt them in a certain range of low to intermediate SNR. The
CSlI. Fig.[5(d) coincides with Fig. 1 in_[12] in the sense thairoposed SAMAT framework which is precoded by GE with
the proposed schemes softly bridge between SWEBF (PZFRff9sed-form power allocation outperforms all these scleeme
and AMAT (MAT) in terms of the ergodic sum-rate (DoF). Meanwhile, with the optimized power allocation computed by

In addition, for given channel covariance matrices, thfie SQP algorithm, the SAMAT scheme maximizes the ergodic
ergodic sum-rate of these schemes can be plotted versus SsiRn-rate (further 2 dB over AMAT_OPT). The enhancement
It can be observed from Fig. 5{b) that SAMAT achieves high@ver VAMT/AMAT_OPT mainly comes from the optimized
rate than SWEBF as well as AMAT along the entire SNRower allocation.
region. It acts as SWEBF at low SNR while it utilizes the To sum up, SAMAT boils down to AMAT in low-
DoF capability of AMAT in the high SNR regime. As acorrelated/uncorrelated channels while for highly cated
comparison, PZFBF with perfect instantaneous CSIT reactseenario where SBF outperforms AMAT, it behaves as SBF in
a sum DoF of 2 at high SNR. A variety of spatial correlatiothe low to mediate SNR regime and as AMAT at high SNR.
is simulated but omitted here for conciseness. Briefly, when addition, the optimized power values satisfy Theorem 2.
[tal, [ts] — 0, the SAMAT transmission protocol boils down
to AMAT since no correlated channel information can be
exploited to enhance the rate performance. Consider the oth
extreme|t,|, [ts| — 1 but [¢p, — ¢»| — 0, it indicates  This paper aimed to exploit both statistical and outdated
highly correlated channels but their weakest eigen-moi@es CSIT in a MISO broadcast setting to maximize the ergodic
in the similar direction. The rate performance of SWEBF isum-rate. We considered the robust design of statisticahbe
unfavorable and therefore SAMAT also behaves as AMAT. forming vectors for arbitrary transmit antennas, showing t

Fig.[8 illustrates the benefits of the proposed scheme witiptimality of dominant generalized eigenvectors in maxi-
the power allocation optimization. The transmitter annmizing a lower bound of the ergodic sum-rate. Moreover,
M = 4 and robust GE precoders are considegedand¢ are the optimal precoders were designed to maximize the rate
randomly generated. Specifically, AMAT indicates the aradi approximation of AMAT under equal power allocation. An
AMAT with equal power allocation only exploiting delayediterative algorithm was explored to compute these precder
CSIT while AMAT_OPT denotes AMAT precoded by optimalwith fast convergence.

— VMAT
—6— SAMAT

Ergodic rate per slot(bps/Hz)

VIl. CONCLUSION
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Fig. 5: Comparison of the ergodic sum-rate {/g] or SNR for various schemes.

The SBF and AMAT schemes show different performance Equalities(a) and (b) can be easily obtained by applying
behaviour depending on the spatial correlation and SNR((AB) = Tr(BA). Then
To overcome this, the SAMAT transmission protocol was
proposed to bridge between SBF and AMAT for a wide range

of SNR and an arbitrary number of transmit antennas. InE [In (h"w|?)] = E [m (hijl/waHRl/Qhwﬂ
low correlated channel, the SAMAT scheme boils down to d -

AMAT because limited spatial correlation can be exploited t = E [ln (hw Axhw)} (39)
enhance the ergodic sum-rate. For highly correlated sizgritar = E[In (Ax|hwm|?)] (40)

employs the advantage of SBF in the low to intermediate SNR J. _ S _
region and the DoF capability of AMAT at high SNR. To sunmyvhere= indicates the equivalence in distribution and](40) is
up, the proposed SAMAT scheme vyields a significant ergodi@lculated with the non-zero element X.. Then, [37) can
sum-rate enhancement over both SBF and AMAT. At loRe obtained vial(38) and the fact that, ,,|* ~ Exp(1). =
SNR, the gain mostly comes from extra symbols transmission. )
At high SNR, it is achieved by power allocation optimization -€Mma 2: Suplposev, y are two random variabled(y) #
and statistical precoding. 0, let f(z,y) = y andp = (E(z), E(y)) = (1o, 1y)- The
Numerical results were provided to confirm the design ar%‘lSt order approximation of the expectation f, y) can be

the analysis of this paper. Simulation outputs illustratteat written as:

the proposed SAMAT scheme with optimized power allocation

achieves a significant ergodic sum-rate enhancement otler bo x L var(y), — cov(X,y)

SBF and original AMAT. At last, a joint optimization on E (_> - M_y +O( (3 - 12 ) (41)
precoder design and power allocation is an ongoing work.

Proof Sketch: The closed-form ofE %2 is unknown,

APPENDIXA however, it can be calculated via bivariate Taylor expamsib
USEFUL LEMMAS W
Lemma 1: Consider a non-zero vecteyr € CM andh = -
R'/2h,, whereR € ®pp is a M x M Hermitian matrix. E(f(z,y) = P Z(_l)HMv (42)
Then, By = oyt

Hoo 2\ _ I wherer, ;, = E [(x — pa)" - (y — py)?]. Take the first order
E [l (jn"w]%)] = In (w"Rw) -7, (37) approximation of [(4R) and_(41) is obtained. Similar results
where~ is the Euler constant. were derived in an alternative manner|[30]. However, it is
Proof: DefineX 2 RY2wwHR/2 and decompose it as difficult to calculate the high-order terms ih{42) so tha th
X = U,A, U, Due to rankX) = 1, the diagonal matrix first and second order approximations were used_in [31]. It is
A« has only one non-zero entry. Let us define it assihth assumed here thaf { £ ) is bounded and its Taylor expan-

entry, denoted byy. sion converges. Moreover, if,y are mutually independent
, nonnegative random variables, the first order approximasio
Ax =Tr(Ay) @ Tr(X) Y Wi Rw. (38) a lower bound, i.e.B(7) > &=
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APPENDIXB
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

I, = logydet(Iaxa + pM) (44)
2

The proof relies on deriving a lower bound on the achievable > logy (1 + p det (M)l/Q) (45)

ergodic sum-rate. According tbl(5), we can rewrite the eigod 1
sum-rate as = 2log, {1 + pexp (5 In det (M))] ,  (46)

] e l? where
Ram = E [log, (1+ )| + B [log, (1+ 25580 )|
M £ H'K'H (47)
plbwl|? [ho1 | H
=K [10g2 (1 +exp (ln (1+p|th\2)))} T = [W¥h, W¥g,] [uiollz |h0 4 {h W} (48)
31

E {1og2 (1+exp (ln (%)))} = G AGH.. (49)

(a)
> log, [1 + exp (E (In (p|h™w|*)) — E (In (1 + p/h™q|*)) )] By applying the convexity oflog,(1 + re*),r > 0 and

Jensen’s inequality, the ergodic rate of user A per slot @an b
+ log, [1 +exp (E (In (plg™al*)) = £ (In (1 + plg" w[*)) )] lower boundgd asy ’ P

Rsa > %E{log2 {1+pexp<%lndet(M))]} (50)

(b) pwiR,w pqa"Rq 2 1
~ —_— _ > — _
log, (1 + a7 R.q + 11+ WHR,,w z 3 log, |1+ pexp 2E [Indet (M)] | |, (51)
© W R,w q ' Roq where E [Indet (M)] = E [Indet (A)] + E [m det (ééHgl] The
> log, 17 - 17 = first term can be further calculated with equationsLin [3
wiR;w qfR,q

Since log, (1 + re*) is convex inz for » >0, we can E [In det (A)]
obtain (a) with Jensen’s inequality. At high SNR)) can be
asymptotically approximated by first dropping ‘1 +' in the
parentheses and applying Lemma 1. The tightneg$)ohas where [5B) is obtained b : 2

: . . y using the fact thaf,, |~ ~ Exp(1).
been shown in the as_ympjtotllc reglmhf{(—> 20) [9]. More- In general, it is nontrivial to evaluate the second term. A
over, the lower bound iffc) is tight in high-correlated systemSpecial case lies in ii.d Rayleigh fading channel where

with proper beamforming vectors. Interestingly, a receatkwv ~ . .
[32] independently proved thds,, can be well approximated E_ In det ,G,G can be exactlx solved by invoking central
by (b) in massive MIMO system. Wishart distribution|[36]. For spatially correlated chahnwe

use Jensen’s inequality to upper bound the second term as

[fan |
E [m (m)] + E [In (|ha]?)] (52)
eEi(—1) — 2, (53)

With (¢) at hand, we can transform the optimization prob-

lem into
E {m det (GGH)} <InE [det (GGH)}
max R 2 lo <WHRAW qHRBq) (43)

fwi=tlal= ™" 2 W R,w g7 Raq )’ @ B WWHh, g WWHg, —
for which the generalized eigenvector structure is thenogki hIWWHg g WWHh, )]
solution [33], as shown in eq[](7)w corresponds to the
dominant eigenvector dR ;'R , while q corresponds to the ® In[E (hHWWHh )E( HWWH ) _
weakest one. The corresponding ergodic sum-rate satisfies ! ! &1 &1
Rsumio = log, (x(R;'R.)). BothR; 'R, andR;'R,, are E (h{fWW!g gl WW'h, )]
positive definite, sinc&R ,,R, € ®pp and (R;lRA)_l —
R;'R,. It is easy to find that (R;'R,) = x(R;'R.,) 9 1no,), (54)

and thereby we can obtain Theorem 1. where ©, is defined in [(IU). Eq.(a) is obtained with

det(AB) = det(A)det(B) for equal-size square matrices
A B. Eq. (b) is becauséh; andg; are independent Gaus-
APPENDIXC sian random vectors. Noting that (AB) = Tr(BA) and
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1 E[Tr(C)] =Tr[E(C)], eq.(c) can be easily calculated.

Finally, substituting [[53) and[{(b4) intd_(b1) renders an
We can lower bound the mutual information[in(12) applyingnalytical approximation of the ergodic rate of user A and
Minkowski Determinant Theorem [34] hence completes the proof.
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PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

Define M 2 HYK-'H,P2 and with simple manipula-
tions, we have

1
M = [W7h, Wg] | -1

Ps|hoq|? 0
ko

Pglhs |2
k3

hIW] 2

gt W} Pa
(55)
(56)

0

= ngz I‘Gizpi

Rewrite [22) as

R E [log, det (Iax2 + M)] (57)

SA

E [log, det (1 + Tr(M) + det(M))] (58)

IN

log, det[1 + E (Tr (M)) + E (det (M))]. (59)

Eq. (57) is obtained withlet(I + AB) = det(I + BA)

while (58) makes use of the Cayley-Hamilton theorem. Then,
we upper bound (88) by (59) using Jensen’s inequality. With

the help of [5B) andz[Tr(-)] = Tr[E(-)], the first term in[(50)
can be characterized as
E[Tr(M)] = Tr [(E (T11) WIRAW + E (I'as) WHRBW) Pi]
(60)
A 0a1 (Tar P+ Ta2P2) + 042 (A1 PL + Ap2Ps) (61)

wherels, = wiRwi, g, = Wi Rywo, 74, = wR, w1,

Taz = WHR,wo and
1 Pilhau|? Ps|hai|?
E(Tn)=F _+@ JE(le2)=F M . (62)
k1 k2 k3

13

rendering the problem too complicated to implement optimiz
tion technique$ Similarly, we can approximat®& (T's2) as

p (PP g bEaChus o TO)
ks B 1+hZ Dh,; ) 1+Tr(D)
Py
= . 65
14+ 743 B + Aus Pro ( )
D = ix/z(PQWlW{—I + Ploqqul) ix/2 and C =
PsRimxlx{fRL/Q. The second term in(59) can be given by

E [det (M)] = E[det (T)]- E [det (G GH)] .E [det (P%)] (66)

R 0410420, P P, (67)

where calculation ofE |det (G G )| follows (a), (b), (c)

of eq. [64). Substituting (63) (©3) into [60) and[(66), we
can obtain[(611) and (67). Combining {61) andl(67) withl (59)
established (25).

In order to computek?, , we can reexpres§ (24) as

H 2 7]
R, = E {logz (1 1 +P5|2JE2+wlillh§qsl2)_ M
p [ons (14 e ) )
= log, {1 t (1 n Pslf];;lﬁiw;jh?w)- '
log, {1 +E (%): (69)
~ log, (1 " #&BR) +log, (1 + %) . (70)

An analytical expression of (68) was obtained for the case
M = 2 in [8], while a lower bound folM > 2 case is derived

The terms on the right hand side ¢f162) can be furth@i section[I. We here use Jensen’s inequality apd (41) in

evaluated as follows:

(&) - o

a

L
k1

1
1+ [hi’QPz[?
1

)

1

= 63
2 TTE(RIQPAD) 14 amP fomh O
o (Bl hiAbu.
k2 1+h?,Bh,,
Lo _Tr(A) Ps 64)

1+ Tr(B) - 14 Ps + TasPs + AasPr

where\,, = Q{IRAQM Aaz = Q£IRAQ27 Taz = W:?RAWB,
A = g¥R,qs. Inequality (a) comes from the fact tha%

is convex inz for z > 0. Note that [[6B) can be exactly cal-
culated as an exponential integral function)of, P;, A, P;.
Nevertheless, such implicit characterization restraisgtful
analysis of the power allocation strategy (for instancey tiee
power assigned to signal of user B interferes user A).

In (64), A = P,R}; 2x1x{IRi/2 wherex; = [1, 0] and

B = Ri/Q(Plex{I—i-Pﬁwlwfi+P7q1q{I)Ri/2. (b) is based

on the first order approximation in_(41). The second (ang.

higher) order approximation would be more accurate, howev

Lemma 2 to estimatd_(68), leading to an approximation (69)
as well as[(2b).
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