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Abstract

A lower bound on the capacity of the split-step Fourier channel is derived. The channel under
study is a concatenation of smaller segments, within which three operations are performed on
the signal, namely, nonlinearity, linearity, and noise addition. Simulation results indicate that for
a fixed number of segments, our lower bound saturates in the high-power regime and that the
larger the number of segments is, the higher is the saturation point. We also obtain an alternative
lower bound, which is less tight but has a simple closed-form expression. This bound allows us to
conclude that the saturation point grows unbounded with the number of segments. Specifically, it
grows as ¢+ (1/2)log(K), where K is the number of segments and ¢ is a constant. The connection

between our channel model and the nonlinear Schrédinger equation is discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Finding the capacity of the nonlinear and dispersive optical channel is a formidable task,
so much so that not only the capacity has not been established, but also a large gap between
the known upper and lower bounds exists. While all known lower bounds either saturate
or fall to zero in the high-power regime, the only available upper bound [1], [2] grows
logarithmic with the power, i.e., it behaves as log(1 + SNR), where SNR is the signal-to-
noise ratio. Neglecting dispersion, the channel capacity can be calculated [3], [4]. In this
case, its asymptotic behavior in the high-power regime is (1/2)log(SNR) — 1/2.

Many lower bounds have been proposed on the capacity of fiber-optical channels (see for
example [5]-]9]), most of which fall to zero at high powers. Consequently, it was widely
believed that the capacity would diminish at high powers. Recent works disprove this belief
[10], [11]. However, to the best of our knowledge, no lower bound has been established as
yet that grows unbounded with power.

The nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLSE) models the fiber-optical channel excellently.
However, it is not suitable for information theory analyses since its input and output are
continuous-time waveforms. The split-step Fourier (SSF) method is a standard method
to simulate the NLSE and has been validated by many experiments. The SSF method
approximates the NLSE by discretizing it in time and space (by splitting the fiber channel
into multiple segments). Thus, its input and output are complex vectors. Moreover, the
output vector can be obtained by recursive computations over the many channel segments.
This method has been used in [1] to establish an upper bound on the capacity of the fiber-
optical channel.

The accuracy of the SSF method depends on the step size in the spatial domain as well as

the sampling interval in the temporal domain. When the number of segments goes to infinity,
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the SSF method approximates the NLSE accurately |12, Sec. 4.2.1]. The error caused by
using a finite number of segments depends on the input power: to maintain a desired accuracy
level as the input power grows, the number of segments needs to increase (or, equivalently,
the step size needs to decrease) with the input power. To the best of our knowledge, no
closed-form expression is available for the SSF method error as a function of the input
power and the step size. However, results based on simulations and on approximations of
the error are available (see for example [13]).

Because of the nonlinearity, the bandwidth of the input signal broadens as it propagates
along the fiber. In practice, this effect is taken into account in the SSF model by oversam-
pling, i.e., by sampling faster than the Nyquist rate. In this paper, we ignore the effects
of spectrum broadening, which is left to future studies, and consider an SSF model with
sampling performed at the Nyquist rate.

Contributions: We derive a lower bound on the capacity of the SSF fiber-optical channel
with K segments, using as input vector distribution a multivariate Gaussian with indepen-
dent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) components. We present a lower bound that can
be evaluated by calculating through Monte Carlo simulations the expectation of a function
of input and noise vectors. The simulation results indicate that the bound saturates at
high powers and that the saturation point increases with the number of segments. We
further lower-bound the aforementioned bound by a closed-form expression, which reveals
that the saturation point increases by 0.5 bit whenever the number of segments is doubled.
This unbounded increase of our capacity lower bound casts doubt on the existence of an
optimal input power, going beyond which is idle or even detrimental to the optical system
performance.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section [T, we describe the continuous-time
and the discrete-time channel models. In Section [[TI we state our simulation-based as

well as closed-form lower bounds. The simulation results are provided in Section [[V] The
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first Appendix contains some preliminary results, which come into use in the subsequent

Appendices, where our theorems are proved.

Notation: We use boldface letters to denote random quantities. Vectors, which are
columns by default, are identified by underlined letters, whereas matrices are denoted by
upper-case sans-serif letters (e.g., A). The identity matrix of size L x L is denoted by 1. The
1th element of a vector is indicated by the subscript i. For a complex number x, we denote its
real part, imaginary part, absolute value, and phase by R(z), Z(x), |z|, and sz, respectively.
The Euclidean norm of z € C* is denoted by ||z||; also, we let [z]? be the vector whose ith
element is |x;>. We use (-)T, (-)*, and (-)' to indicate the transpose, complex conjugate,
and conjugate transpose operators, respectively. Furthermore, E4[:] denotes expectation
with respect to the random variable x. The subscript will be omitted if obvious from the
context. We use Tr[-] to indicate the trace operator. We let CA(0,K) be the multivariate
complex-valued circularly symmetric Gaussian distribution with covariance matrix K. We

use unif(a, b) to denote a uniform distribution over the interval [a, b). The indicator function

is denoted by 1(-). All logarithms are in base two.

II. CHANNEL MODEL

Optical fiber systems employ optical amplification to compensate for losses in the fiber at
the expense of an increased noise level. Two amplification principles exist, namely, lumped
and distributed amplification. Lumped amplification makes use of several amplifiers along
the fiber. Distributed amplifications compensates for the energy loss continuously, so that
the signal energy level remains roughly constant throughout the propagation. Throughout
the paper, we consider the ideal distributed-amplification case, that is, the signal power is

assumed to be constant throughout the propagation.
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A. Continuous-Time Model

For distributed amplification, the generalized NLSE captures the effect of nonlinearity,
dispersion, and noise along the fiber [14]. It is a nonlinear partial differential equation and

can be written as
2

22 jrlaPa=n )
Here, v and 5 are the nonlinear coefficient and the group-velocity dispersion parameter,
respectively. The variable a = a(z,t) indicates the complex envelope of the optical field in
location z and at time ¢. Furthermore, n(z, t), which is a complex-valued zero-mean Gaussian
process, models the amplification noise. This process is spatially white and its power spectral
density Sn(f) is given by Su(f) = Nasg/Z, where Z is the fiber length and Nagsg is the
noise power spectral density at the receiver. Equation (1), which unfortunately admits no

analytical solution, can be regarded as a continuous-time channel model for a fiber-optical

link, with input waveform a(0,t¢) and output waveform a(Z,t).

B. Discrete-Time Model

We move from continuous time to discrete time by sampling the input signal every A,
seconds. Through this sampling technique, we map an input signal of duration T'— A, seconds
into a complex vector a; of dimension L = T/A,. Similarly, at the receiver, we sample the
output signal and obtain a complex vector.

The map between input and output vectors can be approximated by using the SSF
method, which approximates the fiber-optical channel by a cascade of K segments of length
A, = Z/K. For a fixed fiber length Z, the SSF method gets precise as K goes to infinity
(or, equivalently, as A, goes to zero). For 1 < k < K, we denote the output vector of the
kth segment by a, = [arp,...,arr 1]7 (see Fig. [1); also, we use a; to denote the input
vector. The relations between the discrete-time and the continuous-time channel inputs and

outputs are ag; = a(0,lA;) and ax; = a(Z,lA;), for 0 << L —1.
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Fig. 1: The channel model based on the split-step Fourier method.

The output of each segment is computed by separating the linear and the nonlinear

involves the following three steps:

1) Nonlinear step (the Kerr effect): For 0 <1 < L —1,

. 2
az}l — a1, eIVan—117 Az

2) Linear step (chromatic dispersion):

ak — Uh nl
Here, U' is a unitary matrix defined by
U = F'D"F
where F is the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) operator with entries
fi _ L/l g <)< —1
,m \/Z 9 — U —
Furthermore, D' = diag {dy, ...,d;_1} is a diagonal matrix with entries

dy =0 =0, L-1

where

2

ro-3 () -l

)

operations as illustrated in Fig. [I} Specifically, the evolution from a;_; to a; (1 < k < K)

(7)

For efficient implementation, is usually computed using the fast Fourier transform.
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3) Noise addition:

a, =aj +n, (8)
where n;, ~ CN(0,021;,) with
P
2 n
— 9
=t o)

where P, is the per-sample noise variance, which can be calculated using the parameters

of the noise generated by the inline amplifiers as [15]

P, = NaspB, (10)

= hvZang,B,,. (11)

Here, hv is the optical photon energy, a is the attenuation parameter, ng, is the
spontaneous emission factor, and B,, is the receiver filter bandwidth. Due to nonlinear
effects, each signal frequency component interacts with all possible noise frequency
components. However, this interaction becomes weaker as the frequency gap between
these two components increases [16]. Here, we assume that the bandwidth of the receive
filter is much greater than that of the signal (i.e., B,A; > 1) so that the influence of
the interaction between the out-of-band noise and the signal can be neglected.

Using K times the three steps listed above, we obtain a probabilistic channel law that
maps the input vector a, into the output vector a,. We shall refer to this law as the SSF
channel with length Z and number of segments K. Assuming that the SSF channel is block-
memoryless across blocks of length 7" seconds, we can write its capacity (in bits per channel

use) as
1
Ck = 7 5uP I(ag;ay). (12)

Here, the supremum is over all probability distributions on the input random vector a, that

satisfy the power constraint E{Hgoﬂﬂ < LP, where P is the input power.
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The only known upper bound on the capacity of the SSF channel is [1], [2]
Ck <log(l1+ P/P,). (13)

This bound is valid for every K. In contrast, a multitude of lower bounds have been proposed.
Most, if not all, such bounds use various mismatched decoding approaches, where nonlinear

distortion is treated as noise at the receiver [5)—[9].

III. LowkER BOUNDS ON THE CAPACITY OF THE SSF CHANNEL

In this section, we propose one simulation-based as well as two closed-form lower bounds
on the capacity of the SSF channel, given in Theorems 1-3. First, we lower-bound the
capacity by a function that can be evaluated through Monte Carlo simulation. Second, we
provide a lower bound on this function by a closed-form expression to analyze our simulation
results at high power. Third, we replace our second bound by an explicit function of the
input power and K (the number of segments) at the expense of tightness. We evaluate our
first bound through simulations (see Section [[V]), which indicate that this bound saturates
in the high-power regime. Our second bound, although loose at low powers, can be used
to approximate the asymptotes of the simulation results. Finally, we use our third bound
to show that these asymptotes go to infinity as K grows large. We use the following two

lemmas to establish our first lower bound in Theorem [1l

Lemma 1. If the input vector distribution of the SSF channel is i.i.d. Gaussian, i.e.,
ag ~ CN(0, Ply), then
ax ~CN(0,(P+ P,)ly). (14)

Proof: See Appendix [B] [

Lemma 2. Let (x,y) be a pair of L-dimensional proper complex random vectors, distributed

according to an arbitrary joint probability density function. The conditional entropy h(y | x)
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is bounded as

h(z‘x) < gl g<27r3e/€<yL| X)> (15)

where
wlylx) = 3 B[l - Z By [Ey [Ivif*h] (16)
Proof: See Appendix [C] [ |

Based on these two lemmas, we can now formulate our first lower bound as follows.

Theorem 1. Let a; ~ CN (0, PI). The capacity of the SSF channel is lower-bounded

as

2
(1) 1 e (F + Pn)
> = — .

where
1 L—1

ZE%[ [yaK,¢|2|ao}2}. (18)

Proof: By (12), we have that Cx > I(ag;a) /L, where ay ~ CN (0, PI;). Next, we
decompose I(ag;a,) as

I(ag;ag) = h(ag) — h(aklag). (19)

For our choice of input distribution, Lemma [1] yields that az ~ CN (0, (P + P,)1). Hence,

we conclude that |17, Thm. 2]
h(ag) = Llog(me (P + F,)). (20)

Furthermore, it follows from Lemma [2] that

h(agl|ay) < Llog<27r3 W), (21)

where, by definition (see (16)),
a2 szE[\am ] - 3 B B [lclac] @)
2(P + P,)? 5) L. (23)

March 2, 2022 DRAFT



10

Here, in the last step we used that ax,; ~ CN(0, P + P,). Substituting into (21)) and
then and into , we obtain . [ ]

In the absence of a closed-form expression, can be calculated by evaluating £ through
Monte Carlo simulation (see Section . Further lower-bounding Lg) in , one can obtain

an expression that can be evaluated in closed form, as shown in the next theorem.

Theorem 2. For every 0 < m < L — 1, let

1 L-1 ] . )

Qom = E Z e]Azfl (l)e—]27rlm/L (24)
=0

2

L—1 L—1
o (Z |ao,m|) =3 laoml? (25)
m=0 m=0

K? K P
D =aK L 26
“ (26721’:’”22 + ez~ * 26K> (26)
and
(P, ) = Jag K exp(——— 2 (27)
) 0,0 P‘a070‘2(K71)

Then Lg) in (17) can be lower-bounded as

(1) () 1 e (P + Pn)2
LV > - S (2 . 2
K =4k =508 (47r (P1 P,)? — C(P,K) P? (28)

Proof: By comparing and , we see that, to prove Theorem , it is sufficient to
show that & > 2P?((P, K), where £ is defined in . In Appendix @, we prove that for

every 0 <r<L-—1
2
Esq, [(EaK [‘aK,r‘z ‘QOD } > 2P*((P,K) (29)

from which the desired result follows. [ ]

For any given K, yields

T )
lim LY = — log ( T(1- |oz070|4(K_1))> — i, (30)

P—oo e
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Note that |apo| < 1 which follows by triangle inequality, so the expression on the RHS
of is well defined. The limit in (30 reveals that Lﬁ? approaches the constant Eﬁ? as
P — 00, and the value of this constant depends on K. We are interested in how L%) and its
asymptote limit Eﬁ? behave as K grows large. This behavior will be illustrated numerically
in Section , where we use Eﬁ?’ to provide a lower bound on the high-power asymptote of
L%). In Theorem [3| we further lower-bound Lg) to obtain a less tight but simpler bound on

Ck, which reveals its dependence on K in the asymptotic limit P — oo.

Theorem 3. Let

Z2 L-1 i

=T (r"®), (31)

L-1
Co=V6Z Y " (1), (32)

1=0

and
, K3 K P,
=Cy (2 +1 .
G=C <4K + ) (2672]3”22 * eZy + 2€K> (33)
Then, for every K > max {5\2/%222, \/C’l}, the bound Lg) in is further lower-bounded as
1 e (P+P,)?

L(2) > L(g) — ,1 . n . 4
K ="K =98\ 4r 90, P2/K + 2PP, + PG + P? (34)
Proof: See Appendix [E] [

We use Lg) to lower-bound the asymptotic behavior of Lg) and Lg) as P — o0o. Since
we are interested in these asymptotes as K grows large, the condition on K mentioned in

Theorem [3| is not restrictive. We obtain from that

Lore L €K>_~<3)
lim LY = 21og<8m1 _ i, (35)

To be more specific, it follows from that if K grows with P so that P/K?3 — oo, then
the lower bound Lg) goes to infinity. As mentioned in Section the SSF method with a

fixed number of segments is a valid approximation of NLSE up to a certain power. Our lower
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- K=64
- K=128
K=256
- K=512
— AWGN

Bits per channel use

Fig. 2: Simulation results for the lower bound L(Ii) in (17)), for a different numbers of channel segments K.

The AWGN upper bound in and the low-power approximation L(ng in are also shown.

bound Lg) indicates that if we increase the number of segments K with power P such that

P/K3 — oo as P — oo, the capacity grows unboundedly.

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE

In this section, we present and analyze the results obtained by evaluating L%) in ([17)
through Monte Carlo simulation. After stating the channel parameters, we analyze our
simulation results in low, moderate, and high power regimes separately. Finally, we draw
conclusions based on our analytical and numerical results.

We consider a single-mode fiber link with parameters given in Table [l The per-sample
noise variance can be calculated through and is equal to P, = 4.1 uW. Four different
values of channel segments K are considered. They correspond to segment lengths A, of
(approximately) 13.3, 6.6, 3.3, and 1.7 km.

In Fig. L%) is numerically evaluated by Monte Carlo simulation. For every K and P,

200 independent realizations of a,, with length L = 2000, were generated, and for each of
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TABLE I: Channel parameters used in the example.

Parameter Symbol Value
Fiber length Z 850 km
Attenuation o 0.2 dB/km
Dispersion B2 —21.7 ps?/km
Nonlinearity v 1.27 (Wkm) ™'
Symbol time A 100 ps
Optical photon energy hv 1.3-10719 7
Spontaneous emission factor Nsp 4
Filter bandwidth B 200 GHz

these realizations, 1000 independent realizations of aj were generated using —.

As can be seen in Fig. , in the low-power regime the evaluation of L%) results in the
same lower bound for all the four considered values of K. This is because at low power,
the SSF method models the NLSE accurately for all values of K considered here. Since
in low-power regime the nonlinearity can be neglected, it is possible to obtain a closed-
form accurate approximation of L%) in this regime. Specifically, by setting v = 0, the SSF
channel turns into the linear channel ay = (U%)¥a, + n, where n ~ CN(0, P,l1). Noting
that (UH)Xa, ~ CN(0, Ply), one can evaluate £ for this channel in closed form and obtain

1= b ( (1 (36)
P = 9%\ on 2P +P)P,))

This approximation, which is plotted in Fig. [2| is accurate for values of power P less than
0 dBm.
At moderate power levels, our bound shows a peak at approximately 0 dBm. We next pro-

vide an intuitive discussion to explain why our bound decreases in the interval [0 dBm , 10 dBm].
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Fig. 3: Numerical evaluation of the lower bound L(I?) in (28), for a different number of channel segments

K. The high-power asymptote I:g) in is also illustrated by horizontal dashed lines.

At moderate power levels, the effects of the nonlinearity become substantial. The interaction
between the nonlinearity and the noise changes the phase of the signal randomly during
propagation. This phase noise leads to amplitude noise when the chromatic dispersion is
applied. Next, we show by an example that having amplitude randomness at the receiver
causes an increase of k(ax|a,) and hence a decrease of L([?. Define a random vector ay
satisfying |ag|* = |ax;|> + n,; for i = 0,... L — 1, where n, is a signal-independent zero-

mean noise with covariance matrix P,ly,. Using the definition of x(-|-) in (I6)), we have
r(axlao) = r(axla) + LPy. (37)

As shown in Fig. [2] our bound starts increasing again roughly at 10 dBm.
In the high-power regime, as can be seen in Fig. , L%) becomes sensitive to K. This is

due to the fact that for a fixed K, the SSF method is accurate up to a certain power. In
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other words, as far as the calculation of Lg) is concerned, the SSF method with K = 64,
128, and 256 segments accurately models the continuous channel only up to the power levels
of 19, 22, and 25 dBm, respectively.

As it is evident in Fig. , Lg) eventually saturates at high power levels, and the saturation
point increases with K. We use our asymptotic closed-form bound Lﬁ? in to approximate
these asymptotes. In Fig. , the lower bound Lg) is evaluated as a function of power for
different numbers of channel segments K; furthermore, the asymptote of this lower bound,
Eﬁ?’, is also shown via horizontal dashed lines. Comparing the results in Fig.[2land Fig. , one
observes that approximations made by Eﬁ? (which are 0.05, 0.5, 0.98, and 1.47 ) are different
from the simulation asymptotes (which are 0.58, 1, 1.49, and 1.98) by a constant value of
approximately 0.5 bits, which becomes negligible as K becomes large. The asymptotic lower
bound Eﬁ? suggests that the saturation point increases by 0.5 bits if the value of K
doubles, which is evident in Figs. [2] and [3]

To summarize, we evaluated L(I? through simulation and observed that this lower bound
increases with K. Next, we used our analytical bound Eﬁi) to show that this trend will
sustain for large values of K. Therefore, one may conclude that, as long as the effects of
spectrum broadening are neglected, the capacity of the NLSE channel goes to infinity with

power.

V. CONCLUSION

We presented a lower bound on the capacity of the split-step Fourier method channel,
which can be evaluated by calculating a double expectation using Monte Carlo simulations.
Doing so, we evaluated this bound for different numbers of channel segments K, and different
transmit power levels. Simulation results indicated that for a fixed K, the lower bound
saturates at high power and the saturation point increases with K. To study the asymptotic

behavior of this bound, we further lower-bounded it by two closed-form expressions. Our
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analytical results prove that with appropriate choices of power P and number of segments
K, the capacity of the SSF channel can be made arbitrarily large. Using our analytical
bounds, we proved that the saturation point increases to infinity as we increase the number
of channel segments. Specifically, we showed that the asymptotes of our bound increase by
0.5 bit if the number of segments is doubled. Our numerical and analytical results suggest
that as long as the effect of spectrum broadening is ignored, the capacity of the fiber-optical

channel described by the NLSE goes to infinity with power.

APPENDIX A

PRELIMINARIES
A. L. Mazimum Entropy

Among all real random vectors x with a fixed nonsingular correlation matrix R(x) = E [QT} ,

the joint Gaussian distribution has maximum differential entropy |18, Thm. 8.6.5], i.e.,

h(x) < log((27re)L det R(g)) : (38)

1
2
Using Hadamard’s inequality [18, Thm. 17.9.2] and Jensen’s inequality 18], Sec. 2.6] we can

further upper-bound as [1]

) < 5 log (27 TR(x)) (39)
= o5 7B Ix]]) . (10)

A.Il. Polar Coordinate System

The differential entropy of a complex random variable x can be computed in polar

coordinates as [19, Lemma 6.16]
h(x) = h(|x], ) + E[log |x[] . (41)
Here, /x denotes the phase of x. Furthermore, |19, Lemma 6.15]
h(1x[?) = h(x]) + Eflog [x|] + log 2. (42)
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Using and , we can upper-bound h(x) as

h(x) = h(|x]) + h(zx ||x|) + Ellog x| (43)
= h(|x[?) —log 2 + h(xx ||x]) (44)
< h<|x|2> + log . (45)

In the last step, we used that h(x||x|) < h(x) < log2w. Extending this inequality to

L-dimensional complex random vectors, we obtain

h(x) < Llogm + h([x]?). (46)

APPENDIX B

ProOF oF LEMMA [T

Since the nonlinear step is memoryless (see (2))), ai! remains i.i.d.. Also, since the phase
/20 of ag,, r =0,...,L —1, is distributed uniformly over the interval [—m,m) and is
independent of |ag |, the random variable @, which is equal to /30 + A,v|ag,|?, is also
uniformly distributed over [—,7) and independent of |af'.|. Since |a,| = |ag,|, we conclude
that a}! ~ CN(Q, Pl). Furthermore, since U is a unitary matrix, al! ~ CN (0, Plz).
Therefore, after noise addition, we conclude that a; ~ CN (0, (P + ¢2)l;) . Repeating the

same calculations K times and using @D, we obtain ((14)).

AprPENDIX C

PrROOF OF LEMMA [2]

It follows by a conditional version of that

h(ylx = z)
§Llog7r+h([[z]]2‘§:§) (47)
:Llogﬂ+h([[z]]2—EJ[[ﬂ]ﬂgzg”gzg). (48)
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The last step follows because differential entropy is invariant to translations [18, Thm. 8.6.3].
For every z € CF, we define the random vector w(z) = [y]* — E{[[X]]Q‘ X = g} Since w(z)

has real entries, we can use (40) to obtain

2m3e

h(ZB = &) < 510g<LEy[HW(JJ)||2‘X = x}) : (49)

Averaging both sides of with respect to x, we obtain

h(vfx) = 5 Ex [log@geEy[Hw@)u?])] (50)
< glog<27T;eEx [Ey[HW(X)HZ]D : (51)

Here, the last inequality follows from Jensen’s inequality. To conclude the proof, we note

that
B [IwlF] = B[S (i - B[] ] (52)
= 3 5] - B [py ]| 53)
- R(X‘K) . (54)

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF

To prove (29), we start by noting that (see Fig. [1)

E[la,|”

QO} - E{|alfi(,7‘|2

ag| + o, (55)

> E||a), [

a) . (56)

In Appendix [D.I} we prove that for every 2 < k < K,

D

ag| ago|” — 2 (57)

E[faf, N

ag| > B[ |ay 1|
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where oo and D are defined in and , respectively. Using and K —1 times,

we obtain (recall that af, is a deterministic function of a,)

D K-2 )
E Z |Oéo’0|2j. (58)

j=0

E[lar[*| o] > laf, [*lago* ) -
Furthermore, since |ago| <1 (see (24))), we conclude that
E[Jar,[*|ac] > [a} [*ago** ) — D. (59)
Squaring both sides of , we get
(E[lar, | 20))” = (laf, Plaool* " — D) x 1 (Jal, > > D/lagoP* V). (60)

We know from the proof of Lemmathat all ~ CN(0, Plp). Consequently, [a} [* ~ Exp(1/P).

Averaging both sides of with respect to a,, we obtain

o0

2 1 _ 2 a
E |:(E“aK,r’2‘aO}) } > P / (a’ao,olz(K - D) eXP<—P) da (61)
D/|a0,0|2(K—1)
-D
_ 2 4(K-1)
= 2P%| | eXp<P|a070|2(K—1)> (62)
= 2P* (P, K) (63)

where in the last step we used .

D.I. Proof of
Let é‘,;l = Fg};l. By definition of the DFT operator F in , we have

1 L1 1 =27
ap, =——=> ap e’Tm 64
k,n \/z = k,m ( )
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Furthermore, it follows from and @ that

1 L—1 .
Z xnl ej%nrejAth(l)

1 L—1L-1
=3 S ar, eI En(r—m) gi A= fi(D)

L n=0 m=0

1 L-1 -1 ,
= YAl S i Enrm i a0

m
L m=0 n=0
L—-1
nl

= Z A mAr,m

m=0

where

1 L—1

- 2m _ . 1i
g = - Z el T n(r—m) i Az f(1)
n=0

By squaring both sides of , we obtain

Z |a£1m| |a’"m|2 + Z akm<ak n) ar,ma:,n

myﬁn

Taking the expectation of both sides of and using triangle inequality, we get

E [Jai, *|a0] = S B[Jail, ] lawnl” + 3 Efal, (all,) ] anmas,

(69)

(71)

(72)

(73)

m;ﬁn
E{|arkl,1r|2 QO} v |? ’ Z {akm<ak n)*} iy,
m;én
Bfail "o o, = 3 [B[ap, (ail,) | 2] larmltel
m;ﬁn
> B[ lag, [?] ao| . ? —max{\E[akm(akn) ’a()”};ﬂanm\\am\. (74)

m#n

We note that since ., depends on (r,m) only through r — m (see (69)), for every r =

0,...,L —1, we have

‘047«7,“]2 = |O‘0,0|2

(75)
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and

Z |ar,n||ar,m’ = Z ’O‘O,HHO‘O,m’ (76)

L1 2 L
= (3 tounl) = X e = ()
m=0 m=0

where in the last step we used . In Appendix |D.11, we prove that for all 2 < k < K and

all0 <m,n <L —1,

K3 K P, D
‘E[a}:lm (ak ") ‘aOH = 2ev2P,Z? * ez * 2K ok (78)

where in the last step we used (26). Since [a},| = |az_1,|, we obtain (57)) by substituting

(75), (7€), and into (74).

D.II. Proof of

For every 0 <m,n < L—1and 1 <k < K — 1, we have

ag)| = [E[En,,, [aih1 ) Bnv, [ (alhen) ]| 20]) (79)

< (sl s 1) (s ) ) - 0

ak,m

nl
‘E [ak—i-l m (ak—H n)

The last step follows because
al,,, = (ag}m + nk,m> IVAzlag A1k (81)

Using triangle inequality, we get that

nl li iAy(lall | +ng )2
max{‘Enk [akaH} SH{?X{|3k,m | Eng {e =1(laf )
a
k,m
iA-(lall g m[?)
+maxq |En, , | npme by T : (82)
ol :
k

We first compute the first term on the RHS of (82). Note that given aj, , the random

variable

B 2|a}j,m + 0y |?

2
On

(83)
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which is proportional to the argument of the exponential term on the RHS of , follows a
noncentral chi-squared distribution with two degrees of freedom and noncentrality parameter

A =2laj  [?/o%. Let My(t) be the moment generating function of w. We have [20, Chap. 7]

My (t) = E[e™] (84)
1 At
— , 85
1—2teXp<1—2t> (%)
Therefore,
| o | Ay
ol B 2] | < i (22517 ) Y
aj, oA

g2
S o 2 SNy () e (8T
1+ oiy2A2 eXP( 1+ opy? A2 2 ) (57

Using in that

max {xe’ax2} = \/21‘7&, a>0 (88)
we obtain
rr%iax{]agm - |En,. [ejA”(a}imJ’n’“mQ)} ’} = \/2_1A (89)
ke,m €OnYR,

The evaluation of the second therm on the RHS of requires same care. Indeed, al-
though the phase of ny, ,,, is uniformly distributed, the phase of ny ,, exp ( JA Ly (|a}j’m + nk7m|2))
is not uniform since ]a}im + 1, |* depends on My, . To evaluate this term, we first note

that

jAz’Y(|a};m+nk’,m|2):| ‘ —

En, .. {nk,me En, {nk mejAz’Y(|nk,m|2+2R(a£,mnz,m))] ‘ . (90)
We then separate the real and imaginary parts of ny,, on the RHS of to obtain

Enk,m {nk,memﬂ(Ink,m|2+272(a}€i’mnz’m))

VAL (R(nk,m)2+2’R(a}§7m)73(nk,m))]

= En(ny.n) [R(nhm) e

v (Z(npm) 22 (al )T (04
XEI(nk,m) [6 ( )]
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B [emz (R(nkym)%r??%(a}j’m)R(nk’m))]

Xz, [I () € (I<“’“’m)2+ﬂ<a'¢vm>z(nk’m>)1 : (91)

One can calculate the expectations on the RHS of in closed form by writing them

as integrals involving the Gaussian probability density function and by using the following

equalities:
00 b o
/ s 2(_\2;/2642 , Rfa)<0 (92)
and
o0 .2
/ ey = eTe | , Rla) <O0. (93)
—a
Through these steps, one gets
CN2
. - o2y A, : 0n7A2|ahm
Enk,m nk’meJAz’Y(nk,m2+2R(a}€,mnk7m))} _ ]O-nz Qa};’m exp _( — 2k7 ) ) (94)
(1 —joiyA.) 1 —joivA,

Substituting into , we obtain

a‘Aw(la};,m+nk,m|2)” _ oA
1+ okvy2A2

<0n7A2|a}ci,m )2
1+ 0772 A7

(95)

|a£,m| eXp| —

Enk,m |:nk,m€

Using in we conclude that

max{ |:nk7m€jAz'Y(|a}ci,m+nk,m2):| ’} - In . (96)
aj V2e (1+ 02y2A2)

Furthermore, substituting and into , we obtain

E

NE m

n 1 o
H;%X{‘Enk,m |:ak£|’17mi| |} < O'anAZ\/% * \/26 (1 + Uﬁ'YQAg) (97)

KVK N VP,
T NZ\/2eP, 2K

Proceeding analogously, one can show that the same bound holds for the second term on

(98)

the RHS of ,. Namely,

1k EVK P,
gila:{’Enkn [(akhrlﬂ") } } = ~vZ A\ 2eP, * V2eK

(99)
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Substituting and into , we obtain after simple algebraic manipulations

a”< K3 n K n P,
= 2e2P, 22 " eZy | 2K

(100)

nl nl *
‘E [ak-‘er (ak-i-l,n)

We note that the steps just performed are not applicable to the first segment (k = 0) of the

SSF channel as there is no noise.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF THEOREM [3

Comparing and , one sees that to establish , it is sufficient to show that

((P)P? > P? — QKClP2 - PG (101)
or, equivalently, that
207 G
1—((P) < —/— 4 —. 102
Py <=2+ 2 (102)
It follows from that
C(P) = Jaog [ *Vexp( — =D (103)
0,0 P’ao’op(K—l)

_ D
> | g o {ED (1 — P|a00|2(K—1)> (104)

where in the last step we used that e™® > 1 — x for all z € R. In Appendix [E.I, we prove

2
that for every K > 26\2/223 we have

Cy
lagol? > 1 — o (105)

Substituting (105]) into (104]), and using that |ago| < 1 (see the definition in (24))), we obtain

D
C(P) = ‘040,0‘4(]{71) — \Oéo,o‘Z(Kfl)F (106)
2K
D
= (1‘?2) P (107)
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Since the function f(Cy) = (1 —C1/K2)*" is convex in the interval [0, K2], for every

C; < K? or equivalently every K > +/C, we have

f(C1) = f(0) + f(0)Ch. (108)
It follows from ((108)) that
Cr 20y
- — >1 - ——
(1 2) > 1 (109)

Substituting (109)) into ( . we obtain

2C; D
1—-((P —. 110
((P)< -+ 5 (110)
To conclude the proof, we show that D < G when K > fffzgz Comparing (26) and (33)),
we see that this is equivalent to showing that
Cy O
< —=(-—=+1 111
=K (4K * ) (1)

where a and C5 are defined in and , respectively. To prove (111f), we show in

Appendix |[E.II| that if K > QB\QTZZQ then

&

— 112
2KL (112)

’ao,m‘ S

for every 1 < m < L — 1. Furthermore, by the definition of « in we have
L—1 2 L
= (Z ‘&O’mo — Z |o.m|? (113)
m=0 m=0
L—1 2
< (X laoml) = laoat (114)
m=0

L—1 2
— <|C¥070| + Z ’Oéo’n’> — ’@0’0’2. (115)
n=1
Using (112]) in -, we obtain

2

Cy
@ < (lagol + 5=) ~ laool (116)
C3 Cy
4K2 -+ ’Qoo’* (117)

We obtain (111)) from (117)) by using that |ago| < 1.
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E.I. Proof of ({105

Note that
| 2
1i
| o = ZE%@ 220 (118)
2
> 73 <Z cos( () >> (119)
Using the inequality cos(z) > 1 — 2?/2, we obtain
2
w2 ()
iy _— . 120
g o ( i ) Z 2K? (120)
One can verify that for every K such that
Z : 62Z7T2
K> 2 7y > 121
ﬂm?xf()—z\/mg (121)

the RHS of (120]) is positive and the inequality in (120)) holds also when we square both

sides. Thus, if (121]) holds, we have that

g of* > I;( z Lzl(fh (1)) > (122)
- (1- 20[(12>2 (123)
>1— ](?2 (124)

Here, (123)) follows from (31]) and in (124) we used that (1 —z)* > 1 — 2.

E.II. Proof of (112)

If m # 0, we have (see ([24))
1 _~2ll _ - Z lil
Qom =7 Q€ iTme—ig 0 (125)

e Em (e IR — 1) (126)
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Using triangle inequality,

ol £ 2 3 e m| B0 _ (127

= t~
HM»
(@)

1 L-1 7 2 7 2
=1X (1 — cos <Kf“ (l))> + (Sin <Kf“ (l))) . (128)
Furthermore, using that cos(z) > 1 — z?/2 for every z and sin(x) < x for every x > 0, we

get

] < 73 ( foho) +HzZmw) (129)

For every K > 5\2/2222, we have that ﬁfﬁ (I) < 1. Thus,
t

2

4
i < li 130
(" 0) = (S5 0) (130)
Let Cy be defined as in (32). Substituting (130) into (129), we obtain

&

< 2 131
aom| < 52 (131)
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