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Abstract—Although the widely linear least mean square error
(WLMMSE) receiver has been an appealing option for multiple-
input-multiple-output (MIMO) wireless systems, a statistical un-
derstanding on its pose-detection signal-to-interference-plus-noise
ratio (SINR) in detail is still missing. To this end, we consider a
WLMMSE MIMO transmission system with rectilinear or quasi-
rectilinear (QR) signals over the uncorrelated Rayleigh fading
channel and investigate the statistical properties of its SINR for
an arbitrary antenna configuration with Nt transmit antennas
and Nr receive ones. We first derive an analytic probability
density function (PDF) of the SINR in terms of the confluent
hypergeometric function of the second kind, for WLMMSE
MIMO systems with an arbitrary Nr and Nt = 2, 3. For a more
general case in practice, i.e., Nt > 3, we resort to the moment
generating function to obtain an approximate but closed form
PDF under some mild conditions, which, as expected, is more
Gaussian-like as 2Nr − Nt increases. The so-derived PDFs are
able to provide key insights into the WLMMSE MIMO receiver
in terms of the outage probability, the symbol error rate, and
the diversity gain, all presented in closed form. In particular, its
diversity gain and the gain improvement over the conventional
LMMSE one are explicitly quantified as Nr − (Nt − 1)/2 and
(Nt−1)/2, respectively. Finally, Monte Carlo simulations support
the analysis.

Index Terms—Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO),
widely-linear minimum mean square error (WLMMSE)
receivers, signal-to-interference-and-noise ratio (SINR), outage
probability, symbol error rate (SER), diversity gain.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE concept of widely linear (WL) processing, origi-

nally introduced in [2], has received a great interest

for wireless communication systems in recent years, since it

brings additional performance gains over its linear counterpart

when second order noncircular (improper) constellations are

employed [3]–[8]. One particular category of such improper

constellations comprises of the rectilinear and quasi-rectilinear

(QR) modulations, in which the rectilinear modulation corre-

sponds to mono-dimensional schemes, such as binary phase

shift keying (BPSK), amplitude shift keying and amplitude

modulation, while the QR modulation refers to complex-

valued examples like π/2-BPSK, offset quadrature phase shift
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keying (OQPSK) and offset quadrature amplitude modulation

(OQAM), which can be considered as filtered versions of a

rectilinear one, after a de-rotation operation [9]. Popularity

of rectilinear and QR signals in communication systems can

be found in [10]–[19], owing to the fact that they can not

only preserve an extra degree of freedom compared with

signals taken from a proper constellation, but also achieve high

spectral efficiency at a low computational cost.

As a computationally attractive option of multiple-input-

multiple-output (MIMO) receiver structures, the linear min-

imum mean-square error (LMMSE) receiver provides reliable

data transmissions at a polynomial computational complexity

and serves as building blocks of the state-of-the-art large-scale

wireless systems [20]–[22]. However, for improper signals,

the widely linear MMSE (WLMMSE) receiver stands as a

more efficient option, compared with the LMMSE one, since

it provides as much as a two-fold performance improvement

at a slightly higher computational cost. For this reason, the

WLMMSE receiver has been extensively used in numerous ap-

plications where improper signals appear due to their underly-

ing generating physics [11]–[17]. For instance, the WLMMSE

receiver in [14] jointly exploits both the real-valued nature

of the source symbols and the space-time structure of the

Alamouti scheme to improve interference cancellation. In

the context of multi-antenna radio frequency identification

(RFID) systems, the enhanced anti-collision performance of

the WLMMSE tag signal recovery method has been verified

by real-world experiments [16]. Moreover, in MIMO systems

with the OQAM orthogonal frequency division multiplexing

waveform, a candidate for beyond 5G and future Internet

of things [23], the optimization of precoding and decoding

matrices is built upon the WLMMSE criterion to exploit the

improper nature of OQAM symbols [15].

To strike a balance between the complexity and the per-

formance of a MIMO receiver in practice, one of the most

challenging tasks lies in characterizing its output signal-to-

interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) behavior. In the literature,

although a lot of efforts have been made to analyze the

statistical distribution of the SINR for LMMSE receivers in

last two decades [24]–[27], it is very recently that the general

probability density function (PDF) of the output SINR for arbi-

trary antenna configurations has been established [28]. How-

ever, the SINR distribution analysis for WLMMSE MIMO

systems is even more challenging, since a complete statistical

description of the output SINR requires a joint processing on

both the covariance matrix and the pseudo-covariance matrix
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of the improper transmit signals, the latter of which vanishes

in the above mentioned LMMSE models [24]–[28]. In [29],

an adaptive WLMMSE detector has been developed in code

division multiple access systems, and the analytic output SINR

at steady state highlights the performance gain of the WL

processing framework over its strictly linear counterpart. In

[12], a WLMMSE demodulator was implemented in MIMO

systems, and its SINR was expressed in a quadratic form,

based on which an upper bound and an asymptotic evaluation

on the average symbol error rate (SER) have been made

possible. However, neither of them attempts to address the

general SINR distribution of the WLMMSE receiver. To fill

this void, we consider a WLMMSE MIMO system with

rectilinear or QR transmit signals, and investigate the statistical

properties of its SINR in detail. The main contributions of this

paper are summarized as follows:

• Based on the preliminary results in [1], the general PDF

of the SINR for a WLMMSE MIMO receiver with Nt

transmit antennas and Nr receive antennas is derived,

which involves an (Nt−1)-fold integral with the confluent

hypergeometric function in the integrand. By doing so,

mathematically tractable PDFs are deduced for an arbi-

trary Nr and Nt = 2, 3, whose analyticity is rigorously

proved.

• For the more general case, i.e., Nt > 3, we alternatively

resort to the moment generating function (MGF), and

omit higher order terms of its Taylor-series expansion,

so as to yield an approximate PDF of the SINR. The

resulting PDF is of a concise and closed form, which

is valid for both small-scale MIMO systems under rather

mild conditions and massive MIMO systems. Particularly,

it becomes more Gaussian-like as 2Nr −Nt increases.

• We make progress on the approximate PDF to elabo-

rate its usefulness in typical MIMO system performance

metrics, including outage probability, SER, and diversity

gain. These closed form evaluations explain the simulated

and experimental results in previous studies of WLMMSE

estimators [12], [16], [30], and provide design guidelines

for engineers in practice. In particular, the diversity gain

of the WLMMSE MIMO receiver and its gain improve-

ment against the conventional LMMSE one are explicitly

quantified as Nr−(Nt−1)/2 and (Nt−1)/2, respectively.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In

Section II, we briefly review the MIMO system model and

then introduce the WLMMSE detector, as well as the statistical

properties of its SINR. In Section III, we evaluate the SINR

of WLMMSE MIMO systems in terms of its general and

analytic PDFs. In Section IV, an approximate PDF of the

SINR is further derived, whose usefulness for analyzing the

performance metrics, including outage probability, SER, diver-

sity gain, of our considered MIMO system is highlighted. In

Section V, the theoretical findings are verified through Monte

Carlo simulations. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

The notations used in this paper are as follows:

• Lowercase letters denote scalars, a, boldface letters col-

umn vectors, a, and boldface uppercase letters matrices,

A. An N × N identity matrix is denoted by IN . The

superscripts (·)∗, (·)T , (·)H and (·)−1 denote respectively

the complex conjugation, transpose, Hermitian transpose

and matrix inversion operators. The statistical expectation

operator is denoted by E[·], while the operator Tr{·}
return the trace of a square matrix. The operators ‖a‖
and ‖A‖ return respectively the Euclidean norm of the

vector a and the Frobenius norm of the matrix A, and

 =
√
−1.

• N (a,A) represents a real-valued Gaussian distribution

with mean a and covariance A, while CN (b,B) denotes

a complex-valued circularly-symmetric Gaussian distri-

bution with mean b and covariance B. Gamma(α, β)
represents a gamma distribution with a shape parameter

α and a scale parameter β.

• Γ(a) =
∞∫
0

ta−1e−tdt, γ(a, b) =
b∫
0

ta−1e−tdt and

Γb(a) = πb(b−1)/4
b∏

i=1

Γ
(
a+ (1 − i)/2

)
represent re-

spectively the gamma function, the incomplete gamma

function and the multivariate gamma function. The rising

factorial operation is denoted by (a)b =
b−1∏
i=0

(a− i). The

Q-function is represented by Q(x) = 1√
2π

∞∫
x

e−
t2

2 dt,

where x ≥ 0, and it computes the area under the tail

of the standard Gaussian distribution.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. System Model

Let us consider a single point-to-point MIMO system with

Nt transmit and Nr receive antennas, where Nt ≤ Nr. Then,

the lth received symbol vector, z(l) ∈ C
Nr×1, can be written

as

z(l) = Hd(l) + v(l), (1)

where H , [h1,h2, · · · ,hNt
] ∈ CNr×Nt is a channel gain

matrix, and each column vector hj contains the channels from

the jth transmit antenna to all receive antennas, where 1 ≤ j ≤
Nt. The vector d(l) , [d1(l), d2(l), ..., dNt

(l)]H ∈ CNt×1 is

the lth transmitted symbol compliant with a rectilinear or QR

modulation, and v(l) ∈ CNr×1 is the complex-valued noise

vector subject to CN (0, σ2INr
). We assume each element of

the channel gain matrix H, hi,j , conforms to independent

identically distributed (i.i.d.) standard complex-valued Gaus-

sian distribution, i.e., hi,j ∼ CN (0, 1), for 1 ≤ i ≤ Nr

and 1 ≤ j ≤ Nt. The transmit power Es is assumed to be

distributed equally over the transmit antennas.

The flowchart of the detection process at the receiver is

depicted in Fig. 1, where the transmitted rectilinear or QR

symbol vector d(l) is estimated by the WLMMSE receiver

based on the observation z(l). According to [31], when the

lth transmitted symbol on the jth transmit antenna, dj(l), is

QR modulated, we have

dj (l) =

{
xj(l) l is even
xj(l) l is odd,

(2)

where xj(l) is an i.i.d. two-point random variable with proba-

bility Pr
{
xj(l) = −

√
Es/Nt

}
= Pr

{
xj(l) =

√
Es/Nt

}
=
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Fig. 1. Flowchart of the detection process at the receiver [34].

0.5. An inspection on (2) indicates the symbol dj(l) with an

odd index l can be converted back to xj(l) by multiplying

a de-rotation coefficient (−)l. Therefore, for QR transmit

signals, a de-rotation operation and a decision-making one are

respectively placed before and after the WLMMSE receiver,

in which the input signal is respectively multiplied by a de-

rotation coefficient (−)l and a recovering coefficient ()l. In

this way, for both rectilinear and QR symbols, the system

model in (1) becomes [32]

y(l) = Hx(l) + n(l), (3)

where y(l) = (−)lz(l) ∈ CNr×1 is the equivalent obser-

vation vector, x(l) , [x1(l), x2(l), ..., xNt
(l)]T ∈ RNt×1

is the equivalent rectilinear transmit vector, and n(l) =
(−)lv(l) is the equivalent noise vector, which still subjects to

CN (0, σ2INr
), according to [33]. Given the detection process

depicted in Fig. 1, the WLMMSE detection for the QR

transmit signal is inherently identical to its counterpart for

the rectilinear one [32], [34]. For this reason, in what follows,

the rectilinear signal is adopted for analysis, because there

is no need to differentiate it from the QR one. In addition,

whenever it is clear from the context, the symbol index l has

been omitted for mathematical elegance.

B. WLMMSE Detector

In order to estimate the transmitted symbol xj on the jth

spatial stream from a complex-valued observation vector y,

the WL processing framework is adopted, based on both y

and its conjugate counterpart y∗, to give

x̂j = w̄H
j ȳ, (4)

where w̄j , [wT
j,1,w

T
j,2]

T ∈ C
2Nr×1 and ȳ , [yT ,yH]T ∈

C2Nr×1 are respectively the augmented weight coefficient

vector and the augmented observation vector. As shown in Fig.

1, by applying the WLMMSE criterion, that is, minimizing

the estimation error ej in the mean square sense, where

ej , xj − x̂j , the yet-to-be-detected symbol on the jth spatial

stream, x̂j , can be obtained as [2]

x̂j = h̄H
j

(
T̄+ ρ−1I2Nr

)−1
ȳ, (5)

where h̄j , [hT
j ,h

H
j ]T ∈ C2Nr×1 is the jth augmented chan-

nel column vector, and the Hermitian matrix T̄ ∈ C2Nr×Nt is

given by

T̄ =

[
HHH HHT

H∗HH H∗HT

]
.

The coefficient ρ in (5) is defined as ρ , Es/(σ
2Nt), which

evaluates the average signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) per symbol

per antenna.

C. SINR of the WLMMSE Detector

The WLMMSE estimate x̂j in (5) can be expressed as

x̂j = ǫjxj + ξj , (6)

where the effective channel gain ǫj and the interference-plus-

noise component ξj are respectively defined as [1, Eqs. (8),

(9)]

ǫj , h̄H
j (T̄+ ρ−1I2Nr

)−1h̄j , (7)

ξj , h̄H
j (T̄+ ρ−1I2Nr

)−1(ȳ − xj h̄j). (8)

Lemma 1: Let τj , E
[
|ǫjxj |2

]
/E
[
|ξj |2

]
denote the SINR

of the WLMMSE detector on the jth spatial stream. By taking

the statistical expectation with respect to the signal in (7) and

(8), we have [1, Eq. (20)]

τj=

Nt−1∑

k=1

1

λk+1/(2ρ)
h̃2
k,j + 2ρ

2Nr∑

k=Nt

h̃2
k,j , (9)

where λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λNt−1 > 0 are the positive eigenval-

ues of the real-valued Wishart matrix WNt−1(
1
2INt−1, 2Nr),

and the i.i.d. random variable (RV) h̃k,j ∼ N (0, 1/2).
Proof: See (10)-(23) in [1]. �
Remark 1: Observe that on the right hand side (RHS)

of (9), the term, 1
λk+1/(2ρ)

h̃2
k,j , is a gamma RV with the

shape parameter 1/2 and the scale parameter 2/(2λk+ρ−1),

according to Appendix A, while the summation, 2ρ
2Nr∑
k=Nt

h̃2
k,j ,

can be viewed as a single gamma RV with the shape parameter

(2Nr−Nt + 1)/2, and the scale parameter 2ρ. In this way, the

SINR τj can be regarded as a summation of Nt gamma RVs,

in which the shape parameter αk and the scale parameter βk

of the kth gamma RV Zk ∼ Gamma(αk, βk) are respectively

given by

αk =

{
1/2 16k6Nt−1

(2Nr−Nt + 1)/2 k=Nt
, (10)

βk =

{
2/(2λk+ρ−1) 16k6Nt − 1

2ρ k=Nt
. (11)

Remark 2: The SINR τj of the WLMMSE detector in (9) is

different from that of the LMMSE one, which has been proven

to be the sum of Nt − 1 exponential RVs plus a chi-square

RV [27, Eq. (10)], [28, Eq. (12)]. Especially, when Nt = 1,

an exact 3 dB SINR gain can be achieved for a MIMO system

with an arbitrary Nr by using the WLMMSE detector.

III. ANALYTIC SINR DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

We next investigate the analytic SINR distribution for

the considered WLMMSE MIMO system. By exploiting the

results of Lemma 1, the general PDF of the output SINR is

presented by the following theorem.

Theorem 1: Given the WLMMSE receiver in (5), the general

PDF of the SINR τj , denoted by f(τj), can be expressed as

f(τj) =

∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0

f(τj |λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1)

× fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1, (12)
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where f(τj |λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1) is the joint conditional PDF of

the sum of Nt gamma RVs with parameters described by (10)

and (11). It can be further expanded as

f(τj |λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1)=
τj

Nr−1e−
τj
β1

Nt∏
k=1

βαk

k Γ(Nr)

×Φ(Nt−1)
2

(
α2, α3,..., αNt

;Nr;

(
1

β1
− 1

β2

)
τj ,...,

(
1

β1
− 1

βNt

)
τj

)
,

(13)

where Φ
(n)
2 (·; ·; ·) is the multivariate confluent hypergeometric

function, defined as [35, pp.162-163]

Φ
(n)
2 (b1, b2, ..., bn; c;x1, x2, ..., xn)

,
∞∑

i1=0

∞∑

i2=0

. . .
∞∑

in=0

(b1)i1(b2)i2 ...(bn)in
(c)i1+i2+...+in

xi1
1

i1!

xi2
2

i2!
· · · x

in
n

in!
.

(14)

The function fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1) is the joint PDF of

the positive eigenvalues of the real-valued Wishart matrix

WNt−1(
1
2INt−1, 2Nr), given by

fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)=
π(Nt−1)2/2

ΓNt−1(Nr)ΓNt−1

(
Nt−1

2

)

×
Nt−1∏

k=1

e−λk(λk)
Nr−Nt

2

Nt−1∏

k<l

(λk−λl). (15)

Proof: According to Lemma 1, τj is a linear combination

of Nt gamma RVs with different shape and scale param-

eters given by (10) and (11). Therefore, upon substituting

(10) and (11) into (56) in Appendix B, we obtain the joint

conditional PDF f(τj |λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1) in (13). On the other

hand, based on (57) in Appendix C, the joint PDF of the

ordered positive eigenvalues of the real-valued Wishart matrix

WNt−1(
1
2INt−1, 2Nr), denoted by fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1),

can be described by (15). Then, with (13) and (15), the general

PDF fτj in (12) is proved by marginalization. �

Remark 3: As stated in Lemma 1, λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1

are ordered eigenvalues of a real-valued Wishart matrix

WNt−1(
1
2INt−1, 2Nr), therefore their joint distribution in (15)

is different from that of a complex-valued Wishart matrix, typ-

ically involved in the SINR distribution analysis of LMMSE

receivers [27], [28].

Remark 4: The algebraic computation on the RHS of

(12) involves an (Nt − 1)-fold integral, and the integrand

f(τj |λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1) in (13) contains the multivariate con-

fluent hypergeometric function Φ
(n)
2 (·; ·; ·) which prohibits a

simple integral representation [36], [37]. In general, the PDF

f(τj) is mathematically intractable even with some advanced

integration computing tools, such as Matlab and Mathematica.

However, for a small Nt, i.e., Nt = 2 or Nt = 3, Φ
(n)
2 (·; ·; ·)

reduces to the confluent hypergeometric function of the first

kind [38], which gives the following two corollaries.

Corollary 1.1: Given the WLMMSE receiver in (5), the

analytic PDF of the SINR τj for the Nr × 2 MIMO system,

denoted by fNr×2(τj), can be expressed as

fNr×2(τj)=
τNr−1
j e−

τj
2ρ

(2ρ)2Nr(Γ(Nr))2

×
∞∑

m=0

(Nr− 1
2 )mτmj Γ(Nr+m)

(Nr)m2mρmm!
U

(
Nr+m,Nr+m+

3

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)
,

(16)

where U(·, ·, ·) is the confluent hypergeometric function of the

second kind [38].

Proof: For the Nr × 2 MIMO system, there exists only

one single positive eigenvalue λ, and the Wishart matrix

WNt−1(
1
2INt−1, 2Nr) reduces to a gamma RV, whose PDF

fΛ(λ) can be deduced from (15) as

fΛ(λ) =
1

Γ(Nr)
λNr−1e−λ. (17)

On the other hand, the conditional PDF of τj in (13) becomes

fNr×2(τj |λ) =
τj

Nr−1e−
τj
β1

βα1

1 βα2

2 Γ(Nr)
Φ

(1)
2

(
α2;Nr;

(
1

β1
− 1

β2

)
τj

)

=
τj

Nr−1e−
τj
β1

βα1

1 βα2

2 Γ(Nr)
M

(
α2, Nr,

(
1

β1
− 1

β2

)
τj

)
, (18)

where M(·, ·, ·) is the confluent hypergeometric function of

the first kind [38]. Upon using (11) to interpret the shape

parameters α1, α2, and the scale parameters β1, β2, from (18),

we have

fNr×2(τj |λ) =
τNr−1
j e−

2λ+ρ−1

2
τj
√
2λ+ ρ−1

Γ(Nr)2NrρNr− 1
2

×M

(
Nr−

1

2
, Nr, λτj

)
. (19)

Now, based on (17) and (19), the PDF of τj for the Nr × 2
WLMMSE MIMO system can be computed by marginaliza-

tion as

fNr×2(τj) =
τNr−1
j e−

τj
2ρ

2Nr (Γ(Nr))
2
ρNr− 1

2

×
∞∫

0

√
2λ+ρ−1λNr−1e−(1+τj)λM

(
Nr−

1

2
,Nr, λτj

)
dλ. (20)

According to [38, Eq. (13.2.2)], the confluent hypergeomet-

ric function of the first kind, that is, M
(
Nr− 1

2 , Nr, λτj
)

in

(20), allows the following infinite-series expansion

M

(
Nr−

1

2
, Nr, λτj

)
=

∞∑

m=0

(Nr− 1
2 )m(λτj)

m

(Nr)mm!
. (21)
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Then, a substitution of (21) into (20) gives

fNr×2(τj)=
τNr−1
j e−

τj
2ρ

2Nr(Γ(Nr))2ρNr− 1
2

×
∞∑

m=0

(Nr− 1
2 )mτmj

(Nr)mm!

∞∫

0

√
2λ+ρ−1λNr+m−1e−(1+τj)λdλ

︸ ︷︷ ︸
g(m)

.

(22)

Observe that the integral term in (22), g(m), is in fact the

Mellin transform of the term,
√
2λ+ρ−1λNre−(1+τj)λ, so that

according to [39] and after some algebraic manipulations, the

function g(m) becomes

g(m)=
Γ(Nr +m)

2Nr+mρNr+m+ 1
2

U

(
Nr+m,Nr+m+

3

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)
, (23)

A substitution of (23) into (22) completes the proof of Corol-

lary 1.1. �

Remark 5: The analytic PDF for the Nr × 2 MIMO

system, that is, fNr×2(τj) in (22), is represented as an infinite

series, whose absolute convergence is proved by the ratio

test provided in Appendix D. As indicated by (63), the

convergence rate of the infinite series depends on the value of

the SINR τj . A faster convergence can be achieved when τj
becomes smaller, so that the analytic PDF fNr×2(τj) is easier

to calculate in the low SINR region.

Corollary 1.2: Given the WLMMSE receiver in (5), the

analytic PDF of the SINR τj for the Nr × 3 MIMO system,

denoted by fNr×3(τj), can be expressed by (24) at the bottom

of the page.

Remark 6: The detailed proof of Corollary 1.2 is similar

to the analysis from (17) to (23), which is omitted here

for simplicity. By comparing (16) and (24), we find that

although both fNr×2(τj) and fNr×3(τj) share a same confluent

hypergeometric function U
(
·, ·, τj+1

2ρ

)
, the form of fNr×3(τj)

is more complicated. This is because, during the deriva-

tion of fNr×3(τj), the multivariate confluent hypergeometric

function Φ
(n)
2 (·; ·; ·) is expanded as a two-fold infinite sum,

and an additional infinite sum appears in the joint PDF of

fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1) due to the Taylor series expansion on

an extra exponential term e−λk . They together lead to the four-

fold infinite sum in the expression of fNr×3(τj), as shown in

(24).

IV. APPROXIMATE SINR DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS AND

ITS APPLICATIONS

In general, the integral of a combination of confluent

hypergeometric functions is mathematically intractable, which

limits the applicability of the analytic PDFs given in Corollary

1.1 and Corollary 1.2, that is, fNr×2(τj) and fNr×3(τj), in

practical MIMO performance metrics, such as outage proba-

bility and SER. Besides, the approach used to obtain fNr×2(τj)
and fNr×3(τj), unfortunately, does not fit the more general

occasion, i.e., Nt > 3. In this regard, we next exploit

the moment generating function (MGF) of a gamma RV to

derive an approximate PDF of the SINR τj for an arbitrary

size WLMMSE MIMO system, summarized by the following

theorem.

Theorem 2: Given the WLMMSE receiver in (5), an approx-

imate analytic PDF of the SINR τj , denoted by fa(τj), under

the condition that either the number of receive antennas Nr is

sufficiently larger than (Nt − 1)/2 or the SNR ρ is sufficiently

high, can be expressed in a concise and closed form as

fa(τj) ≈
{
1− Nt − 1

2Nr −Nt

(
2Nr −Nt − 1

2τj
− 1

2ρ

)}

× (τj)
2Nr−Nt−1

2 e−
τj
2ρ

(2ρ)
2Nr−Nt+1

2 Γ
(
2Nr−Nt+1

2

) . (25)

Proof: As stated in Remark 1, the SINR τj is composed by

summing up Nt gamma RVs, therefore, by definition [40], its

conditional MGF, given the eigenvalues λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1, can

be expressed as

G(s|λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1),

Nt∏

k=1

(1− βks)
−αk , (26)

when the complex frequency of the Laplace transform s <
min{1/β1, ..., 1/βNt

}. After interpreting the shape parame-

ters, α1, . . . , αNt
, and the scale parameter βNt

via (10) and

(11), we have

G(s|λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)

=(1− 2ρs)−
2Nr−Nt+1

2

Nt−1∏

k=1

(1− βks)
− 1

2 . (27)

To make (27) more mathematically tractable, we apply the

first-order Taylor series expansion on the kth factorial within

the sequence product
Nt−1∏
k=1

(1− βks)
− 1

2 , to give

(1− βks)
− 1

2 =1 +
1

2
βks+O(s), (28)

fNr×3(τj)=
e−

τj
2ρ

√
2ρ

∞∑

m1=0

∞∑

m2=0

∞∑

m3=0

∞∑

m4=0

(−1)m3+m4(12 )m1
(− 1

2 )m4
(Nr−1)m2

(
Nr+m3−1

2

)
m4

τm1+m2

j

√
2(Nr)m1+m2

(
Nr+m1+m3+

3
2

)
m4

4∑
l=1

(ml!)

×
Γ(m1+2)Γ

(
Nr+m3−1

2

)
Γ

(
2Nr+

4∑
l=1

ml

)

Γ
(
Nr +m1 +m3 +

3
2

)
(2ρ)

2Nr+
3
∑

i=1

mi

U

(
2Nr+

4∑

l=1

ml,2Nr+
4∑

l=1

ml +
3

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)
. (24)
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where O(s) denotes the second and higher-power terms of s.

Observe that the RHS of (28) is convergent when s < 1/βk.

Now, upon taking (28) into (27) and omitting the higher-power

terms of s, the conditional MGF G(s|λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1) can

be approximated as

G(s|λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)

≈ (1 − 2ρs)−
2Nr−Nt+1

2

(
1 +

s

2

Nt−1∑

k=1

βk

)
. (29)

Based on (29) and (15), the approximate MGF of τj can be

derived by marginalization as

G(s) =

∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0

G(s|λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)

× fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1

= (1− 2ρs)−
2Nr−Nt+1

2 (1 +G0s) , (30)

where

G0 =

∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0

1

2

Nt−1∑

k=1

βkfΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)

× dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1. (31)

Moreover, based on (11), the scale parameter βk in (31) can

be further approximated as

βk = (λk +
1

2
ρ−1)−1 ≈ λ−1

k , (32)

when the eigenvalue λk ≫ 1
2ρ

−1. This is a mild condition

in practice, easily achievable either when the SNR ρ is

sufficiently high or when the number of receive antennas Nr is

sufficiently greater than1 (Nt − 1)/2. With the approximated

βk in hand, the quantity G0 in (31) becomes

G0 ≈ 1

2

∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0

(
Nt−1∑

k=1

1

λk

)
fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)

dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1

=
1

2
E
[
Tr{C̃−1}

]
=

1

2
Tr
{
E[C̃−1]

}
, (33)

in which C̃ ∼ WNt−1(
1
2INt−1, 2Nr) is a real-valued Wishart

matrix, with λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1 being its eigenvalues. Accord-

ing to [42, Theorem 3.1 (i)], the expectation of C̃−1 can be

obtained as

E
[
C̃−1

]
=

2

2Nr −Nt
INt−1. (34)

Upon inserting (34) into (33), the quantity G0 can be finally

simplified as

G0 ≈ 1

2
Tr

{
2

2Nr −Nt
INt−1

}
=

Nt − 1

2Nr −Nt
. (35)

1For a real-valued Wishart matrix WNt−1(
1

2
INt−1, 2Nr), the expectation

of its minimum eigenvalue is proven to monotonically increase with 2Nr −

Nt + 1 [41].

A substitution of (35) into (30) gives

G(s)≈(1−2ρs)−
2Nr−Nt+1

2 −(Nt−1)(−s)

2Nr−Nt
(1−2ρs)−

2Nr−Nt+1

2 .

(36)

After applying the inverse Laplace transform on G(s) given

in Appendix E, we complete the proof of Theorem 2. �
Remark 7: By comparing the approximate PDF, fa(τj),

given in Theorem 2 with (55) in Appendix A, we ob-

serve that fa(τj) is the product of the term, 1 −
Nt−1

2Nr−Nt

(
2Nr−Nt−1

2τj
− 1

2ρ

)
, and the PDF of a gamma RV with

a shape parameter, 2Nr−Nt−1
2 , and a scale parameter, 2ρ. Since

a gamma RV gradually turns to be Gaussian when its shape

parameter approaches to infinity [43], it is expected that fa(τj)
becomes a more Gaussian-like PDF as 2Nr − Nt increases.

Besides, the derived approximate PDF fa(τj) is also valid for

massive antenna systems, as large Nr and Nt further relax the

mild condition for the approximation in (32).

We next demonstrate the usefulness of Theorem 2 in some

practical MIMO system performance metrics, including out-

age probability, SER, and diversity gain, which theoretically

explains the simulated and experimental results in previous

studies on WLMMSE estimators [12], [16], [30]. The results

are summarized by the following three corollaries.

Corollary 2.1: Given a target rate R, the outage probability

of the jth spatial stream of the WLMMSE receiver in (5),

denoted by Pout,j(R), can be approximated as

Pout,j(R)≈
γ
(
2Nr−Nt+1

2 , 2
R−1
2ρ

)

Γ
(
2Nr−Nt+1

2

)

− Nt − 1

2Nr −Nt

e−
2R−1

2ρ

2R − 1

(2
R−1
2ρ )

2Nr−Nt+1

2

Γ
(
2Nr−Nt+1

2

) . (37)

Proof: The outage probability of a data stream is defined

as the probability that its output SINR cannot support the

assigned target rate [44]. Suppose all the spatial streams adopt

independent encoding schemes with the same rate R, we have

Pout,j(R) , Pr
(
log2(1 + τj) < R

)
, (38)

which can be computed by integrating the approximate PDF

fa(τj), to give

Pr
(
log2(1 + τj) < R

)
≈

2R−1∫

0

fa(τj)dτj . (39)

Upon inserting (25) into (39), and after some algebraic ma-

nipulations, we arrive at (37). This completes the proof of

Corollary 2.1. �
Remark 8: Recall that the outage probability of the jth spa-

tial stream of the widely linear zero-forcing (WLZF) detector,

denoted by PWLZF
out,j (R), obeys the form [45], [46]

PWLZF
out,j (R) =

γ
(

2Nr−Nt+1
2 , 2R−1

2ρ

)

Γ
(
2Nr−Nt+1

2

) . (40)

This normalized incomplete gamma function is identical to

the first term on the RHS of (37), and it indicates that the
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outage probability of the WLMMSE detector, Pout,j(R) in

(37), consists of two parts, the outage probability of the

WLZF detector (the first term), PWLZF
out,j (R), and the difference

between them (the second term). In addition, we can observe

that the difference term approaches to zero as the target rate

R increases. This finding is in analogy to the relationship

between the linear ZF and LMMSE detectors discussed in

[28].

Corollary 2.2: When the transmit rectilinear or QR signal

conveys one bit per symbol, such as BPSK or OQPSK

modulated, the average symbol error rate on the jth spatial

stream of the WLMMSE receiver in (5) is

Pe(ρ) ≈
4Nr − 3Nt + 1

12(4Nr − 2Nt)
(1 + ρ)

− 2Nr−Nt+1

2

+
6Nr − 5Nt + 2

4(6Nr − 3Nt)

(
1 +

4

3
ρ

)− 2Nr−Nt+1

2

. (41)

Proof: The SER represents the probability of transmitting a

correct symbol but erroneously receiving its distorted version,

which, based on the law of total probability, can be calculated

by marginalization as

Pe(ρ) =

∞∫

0

Pe(ρ|τj)f(τj)dτj , (42)

where Pe(ρ|τj) is the conditional SER given the SINR τj .

Based on the WLMMSE estimator in (5), the conditional SER

Pe(ρ|τj) for OQPSK signals can be obtained as [47, Eq. (5-

2-5)]

Pe(ρ|τj) = Q




√√√√√
E
[
|ǫjxj |2

]

E
[
|ξj |2

]


 = Q

(√
τj
)
. (43)

By considering a numerical approximation of the Q-function,

that is [48]

Q (x) ≈ 1

12
e−

x2

2 +
1

4
e−

2x2

3 , (44)

the conditional SER Pe(ρ|τj) in (43) becomes

Pe(ρ|τj) ≈
1

12
e−

1
2
τj +

1

4
e−

2
3
τj . (45)

Upon substituting (45) into (42), we have

Pe(ρ) =

∞∫

0

Pe(ρ|τj)
∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0

f(τj |λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1)

× fΛ(λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1)dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1

≈
∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0




∞∫

0

(
1

12
e−

1
2
τj +

1

4
e−

2
3
τj )

× f(τj |λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1)dτj)

× fΛ(λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1)dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1

=

∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0

[
1

12
G

(
−1

2
|λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1

)

+
1

4
G

(
−2

3
|λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1

)]

× fΛ(λ1, λ2, ..., λNt−1)dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1. (46)

Now, upon substituting (36) and (15) into (46), and after some

manipulations, we complete the proof of Corollary 2.2. �

Corollary 2.3: The diversity gain of the considered MIMO

system with the WLMMSE receiver in (5), denoted by D, is

D = Nr −
Nt − 1

2
. (47)

Proof: The diversity gain D of a general MIMO system is

defined as [49]

D = − lim
ρ→∞

logPe(ρ)

log ρ
. (48)

According to [44, Eq. (5.3)], the SER Pe(ρ) can be ex-

pressed in terms of the MGF of τj , G(s), as

Pe(ρ) =
1

π

π/2∫

0

G

(
− 1

2sin2θ

)
dθ. (49)

Upon substituting (49) into (48) and exploiting (30), the

diversity gain D can be derived as

D = − lim
ρ→∞

1

log ρ
× log

{
1

π

π/2∫

0

G

(
− 1

2sin2θ

)
dθ

}

=−
∞∫

0

λ1∫

0

· · ·
λNt−2∫

0

lim
ρ→∞

log

{
1
π

π/2∫
0

G
(
− 1

2sin2θ |λ1, . . . , λNt−1

)
dθ

}

log ρ︸ ︷︷ ︸
L(ρ)

× fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λNt−1)dλNt−1 · · · dλ2dλ1. (50)
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TABLE I
APPROXIMATIONS USED IN SECTION IV

Eq. Expression Approximation Method / Condition

(29)
Nt−1∏

k=1

(1− βks)
−

1
2 1 + s

2

∑Nt−1

k=1
βk Taylor series expansion

(32) λk + 1

2
ρ−1 λk ρ ≫ 0 or Nr ≫

Nt−1

2

(44) Q (x) 1

12
e−

x2

2 + 1

4
e−

2x2

3 Numerical approximation

By further considering (27), the term lim
ρ→∞

L(ρ) in (50)

becomes

lim
ρ→∞

L(ρ) = lim
ρ→∞

1

log ρ
× log





ρ−

2Nr−Nt+1

2 × 1

π

π/2∫

0

(
1

ρ
+

1

sin2θ

)− 2Nr−Nt+1

2

×
Nt−1∏

k=1

(
1 +

1

(2λk + ρ−1) sin2θ

)−1/2

dθ

}

= −Nr +
Nt − 1

2
+ lim

ρ→∞

1

log ρ
× log





1

π

π/2∫

0

(
1

sin2θ

)− 2Nr−Nt+1

2

×
Nt−1∏

k=1

(
1 +

1

2λksin
2θ

)−1/2

dθ





= −Nr +
Nt − 1

2
. (51)

A substitution of (51) into (50) completes the proof of Corol-

lary 2.3. �
Remark 9: Unlike the outage probability Pout,j(R) in (37)

and the SER Pe(ρ) in (41), the diversity gain D in (47) is an

exact value for WLMMSE MIMO systems since its derivation

does not involve any approximation. It is also the decaying

rate of the exponential functions involved in the SER Pe(ρ)
in (41). Recall that the diversity gain for the conventional

LMMSE MIMO system is given by DLMMSE = Nr − Nt + 1
[27], [28], hence the diversity gain improvement introduced

by a WLMMSE detector, denoted by ∆D, can be quantified

as

∆D , D −DLMMSE =
Nt − 1

2
, (52)

and this improvement linearly increases with the number of

transmit antennas Nt.

For clarity, the approximations used in the above derivations

are summarized in Table I.

V. SIMULATIONS

Monte Carlo simulations were provided to validate our

theoretical performance analysis on the considered WLMMSE

MIMO systems. Throughout the simulations, the transmitted

data streams d(l) were OQPSK-modulated. This QR constel-

lation has been widely applied in the state-of-the-art low power

wide area wireless technologies such as ZigBee, Wireless

Smart Utility Network and RFID, etc [50]–[52]. The transmit

power was set to Es = 1, and the channel was flat Rayleigh

fading.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
SINR 

0

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

P
D

F

2x2 Analytic

2x2  Simulation

4x2 Analytic

4x2 Simulation

6x2 Analytic

6x2 Simulation

)

)

)

Fig. 2. Analytic and simulated PDFs fNr×2(τj) as functions of the SINR.

In the first set of simulations, the validity of the analytic

PDF of the SINR was examined for Nr × 2 MIMO systems.

The SNR ρ was set to -10 dB, and three different antenna

configurations, 2 × 2, 4 × 2 and 6 × 2, were considered

for illustration purpose. The analytic fNr×2(τj) was evaluated

based on (16) in Corollary 1.1, in which the number of

convergent series used to plot f2×2(τj), f4×2(τj) and f6×2(τj),
was 5, 15 and 25, respectively, while the simulated PDF was

illustrated by a histogram calculated from 1×106 independent

realizations for each antenna configuration. Observe in Fig.

2 that the analytic PDF spread out away from the ordinate

and became broader and shallower as the number of receive

antennas, Nr, increased from 2 to 6. This is expected, because,

given a fixed number of transmit antennas Nt, the expectation

of the SINR τj with respect to the channel entry h̃k,j can be

obtained from (9) as

E[τj ] = ρ

(
2Nr −Nt + 1 +

Nt−1∑

k=1

1

1 + 2ρλk

)
, (53)

which monotonically increases against Nr. Moreover, the

analytic and simulated PDFs were well matched for different

SINR situations and antenna configurations.

In the next stage, we compared the approximate PDF fa(τj),
given by (25) in Theorem 2, with its numerical counterpart,

which was illustrated by a histogram computed from 8× 105

independent realizations. In this experiment, we first con-

sidered a 2 × 2 MIMO system, and set the SNR ρ = 0

dB, 3 dB, 6 dB, 9 dB, respectively. As shown in Fig. 3(a),

when ρ = 0 dB, the mismatch between the approximate and

simulated PDFs appeared around the peak of the PDF curve.

However, when ρ ≥ 3 dB, the approximate PDFs were in

good agreement with their respective numerical results in the

entire SINR range. Next, we fixed the SNR ρ = 3 dB, and

examined the approximate PDF for small-scale and large-scale

antenna configurations in Fig. 3(b) and Fig. 3(c), respectively.

In both the figures, the high accuracy of those approximate

PDFs in predicting their empirical counterparts can be ob-

served. Moreover, Fig. 3(c) shows that, the approximate PDF
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0 10 20 30 40
SINR 

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

P
D

F

2x2 Approx. ( =0 dB)

2x2 Simulation ( =0 dB)

2x2 Approx. ( =3 dB)

2x2 Simulation ( =3 dB)

2x2 Approx. ( =6 dB)

2x2 Simulation ( =6 dB)

2x2 Approx. ( =9 dB)

2x2 Simulation ( =9 dB)

)

)

)

)

(a)
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SINR
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3x3 Approx.
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)
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(b)

(c)

Fig. 3. Approximate PDF fa(τj) and its simulated counterpart as functions
of the SINR, against different antenna configurations and SNRs. (a) a 2× 2
MIMO system with ρ = 0 dB, 3 dB, 6 dB, 9 dB. (b) 2 × 2, 3 × 2, 4 × 2,
3 × 3 and 4 × 3 MIMO systems with ρ =3 dB. (c) 16 × 16, 64 × 64 and
128 × 128 MIMO systems with ρ =3 dB.

Fig. 4. Analytic and simulated outage probability for different antenna
configurations with R = 4 bits/s/Hz and R = 8 bits/s/Hz for spatial streams
and R = 32 bits/s/Hz for the whole MIMO system.

fa(τj) appeared to be Gaussian-like in large-scale 64 × 64
and 128 × 128 MIMO systems, as discussed in Remark 7.

To summarize, the condition used to approximate the MGF

function G(s) from (30) to (36), that is, either the SNR ρ
is sufficiently high or the number of receive antennas Nr is

sufficiently larger than Nt−1
2 , is rather mild, as the approximate

PDF fa(τj) is inaccurate only in some special cases, e.g.,

ρ ≤ 0 dB and Nr = Nt = 2.

We next examined the validity of the proposed outage

probability analysis in (37). In this experiment, three different

antenna configurations, 4 × 4, 6× 6, 8× 8, were considered,

and in each setting, two different target rates, R = 4 bits/s/Hz

and R = 8 bits/s/Hz, were used. As compared, the outage

probability of the whole MIMO system was also considered,

given by

Pout(R) = 1−
[
1− Pout,j

(
R

Nt

)]Nt

. (54)

Its numerical examples were conducted in 6 × 6 and 8 × 8
MIMO systems with a target rate R = 32 bits/s/Hz. Each

numerical result was obtained by averaging 1 × 108 inde-

pendent Rayleigh fading channel realizations. As shown in

Fig. 4, a good agreement can be observed between each

analytic outage probability curve and its empirical counterpart.

Besides, as expected, an improvement in the outage probability

can be obtained either by using a higher target rate R or by

considering a larger antenna configuration.

In the next set of simulations, the validity of the approximate

SER Pe(ρ) in (41) was investigated for five small-scale

and three large-scale MIMO systems. The analytic SER of

the LMMSE receiver [28, Eq. (45)] was also illustrated for

comparison. The simulation results in Fig. 5 were obtained by

averaging 1× 108 independent realizations, each with 1× 104

transmitted data symbols. They can be interpreted in two

aspects. First, for all antenna configurations, the approximate

SER of the WLMMSE receiver was always closely matched

with its empirical counterpart. Second, the WLMMSE receiver
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Fig. 5. SERs of WLMMSE and LMMSE receivers as functions of the SNR
ρ. (a) 2 × 2, 4 × 2 and 6 × 2 MIMO systems. (b) 6 × 2, 6 × 4 and 6 × 6
MIMO systems. (c) 16×16, 64×64 and 128×128 massive MIMO systems.
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Fig. 6. Diversity gains of WLMMSE and LMMSE MIMO systems with
different Nt and Nr .

provided considerable SER gains over the LMMSE one in dif-

ferent situations. This is expected, because the WL processing

framework possesses the modeling advantage over the strictly

linear one for the considered MIMO transmission system with

QR constellation mappings.

Finally, the diversity gain of the WLMMSE MIMO system,

given in Corollary 2.3, is plotted in Fig. 6 as a function

of different numbers of transmit and receive antennas. Its

improvement over the LMMSE one [28], independent on the

number of receive antennas Nr, linearly increased with the

number of transmit antennas Nt, which echoes the analysis in

Remark 9.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have introduced a post-detection SINR analysis of

WLMMSE MIMO systems with rectilinear or QR signals over

uncorrelated Rayleigh fading channels. We have derived first

an analytic PDF of the SINR for WLMMSE MIMO systems

with Nt = 2, 3 and subsequently, an approximate closed form

PDF valid for an arbitrary size WLMMSE MIMO system.

The so-obtained PDFs have enabled meaningful performance

evaluations of WLMMSE MIMO receivers in terms of the

outage probability, the symbol error rate, and the diversity

gain, all presented in closed form. Finally, the theoretical

findings have been verified through Monte Carlo simulations.

As future work, since the rectilinear and QR modulations

considered in this paper are with equal power, which relate

to a small portion of practical communication applications,

we shall further extend our PDF distribution analysis for

transmit signals with different phase offsets and unequal pow-

ers. This is mathematically achievable, because more general

OQPSK-type signals, e.g., minimum-shift keying and Gaus-

sian minimum-shift keying, are essentially the sum of several

amplitude-modulated OQPSK components. Besides, when the

number of transmit antennas Nt > 3, we can expect that the

analytic PDF of the SINR becomes more complicated than

(24). A worthwhile attempt is to investigate the analytic SINR

distribution in terms of the cumulative distribution function,
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rather than the PDF. In this way, the Whittaker-M function

might enable an analytic solution, expressed in a finite series

[53].

APPENDIX A

THE GAMMA RANDOM VARIABLE AND ITS DISTRIBUTION

Let {Xp} ∼ N (0, δ2) be a set of i.i.d. Gaussian distributed

RVs, where p = 1, 2, ..., P . Then, Z = c
P∑

p=1
X2

p , ∀c ∈ R > 0,

is a gamma-distributed RV, denoted by Z ∼ Gamma(α, β)
with a shape parameter α = P/2 and a scale parameter β =
2cδ2. Its PDF is given by

f(z) =
1

Γ(α)βα
zα−1e−z/β, (55)

where 0 < z < ∞, α > 0, and β > 0.

APPENDIX B

THE DISTRIBUTION OF A LINEAR COMBINATION OF

GAMMA RANDOM VARIABLES

Let {Xi} ∼ Gamma(αi, βi), αi > 0, βi > 0 be a set of

i.i.d. gamma distributed RVs with different shape and scale

parameters, where i = 1, 2, ..., P . Then, the PDF of Z =
P∑
i=1

Xi is [54]

f(z)=
zN−1e−

z
β1

P∏
i=1

βαi

i Γ(N)

×Φ(P−1)
2

(
α2, α3,..., αP ;N ;

(
1

β1
− 1

β2

)
z,...,

(
1

β1
− 1

βP

)
z

)
,

(56)

where N =
P∑
i=1

αi is the sum of shape parameters of the

gamma distributed RVs.

APPENDIX C

THE REAL-VALUED WISHART DISTRIBUTION

A random matrix of form Z = XXT , where X ,
[x1,x2, . . . ,xQ] ∈ R

P×Q and the P × 1 column vectors,

x1,x2, . . . ,xQ, are i.i.d. Gaussian with zero-mean, is called

a real-valued Wishart matrix with Q degrees of freedom. It

is denoted by Z ∼ WP (Σ, Q), in which Σ , E[xqx
T
q ]

is the covariance matrix of the column vector xq , where

q = 1, 2, ..., Q [55]. Especially, when Q ≥ P and each

entry of the matrix X is i.i.d. N (0, δ), the Wishart matrix

Z ∼ WP (δIP , Q) and the PDF of its ordered eigenvalues

λ1, λ2, . . . , λP , where λ1 > λ2 > · · · > λP > 0, is given by

[55, Corollary 3.2.19],

fΛ(λ1, λ2, . . . , λP )=
π

P2

2

(2δ)
PQ
2 ΓP (

P
2 )ΓP (

Q
2 )

×
P∏

p=1

e−
λp
2δ (λp)

Q−P−1

2

P∏

p<u

(λp−λu). (57)

APPENDIX D

RATIO TEST FOR fNr×2(τj) IN (16)

Let A(m) denote the infinite series in (16), that is,

A(m) =
(Nr− 1

2 )mτmj (Nr+m−1)!

(Nr)m2mρmm!

× U

(
Nr+m,Nr+m+

3

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)
. (58)

Then, we have

lim
m→∞

A(m+1)

A(m)

=
τj
2ρ

lim
m→∞

U
(
Nr+m+1, Nr+m+ 5

2 ,
τj+1
2ρ

)

U
(
Nr+m,Nr+m+ 3

2 ,
τj+1
2ρ

) . (59)

According to [38, Eq. (13.2.40)], the confluent hypergeo-

metric functions of the second kind in (59) can be equivalently

transformed to

U

(
Nr+m+1, Nr+m+

5

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)

=

(
τj+1

2ρ

)−Nr−m−3
2

U

(
−1

2
,−Nr −m− 1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)
,

U

(
Nr+m,Nr+m+

3

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)

=

(
τj+1

2ρ

)−Nr−m−1
2

U

(
−1

2
,−Nr −m+

1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)
.

Upon taking them back into the RHS of (59), we have

lim
m→∞

A(m+1)

A(m)

=

(
τj
2ρ

)(
τj+1

2ρ

)−1

lim
m→∞

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m− 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

)

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m+ 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

)

=
τj

τj + 1
lim

m→∞

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m− 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

)

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m+ 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

) . (60)

Based on the recurrent nature of the confluent hypergeometric

function of the second kind [38, Eqs. (13.3.9), (13.3.10)], the

limitation on the RHS of (60) becomes

lim
m→∞

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m− 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

)

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m+ 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

)

= lim
m→∞

Nr +m+ 1 +
τj+1
2ρ

U
(

1
2
,−Nr−m+ 1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)

U
(

1
2
,−Nr−m−1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)

Nr +m+ 1 +
( τj+1

2ρ − 1
2

)U
(

1
2
,−Nr−m+ 1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)

U
(

1
2
,−Nr−m−1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)

.

(61)

According to [38, Eqs. (13.5.3), (13.5.4)], ∀Nr,m ∈ Z+,

the term
U
(

1
2
,−Nr−m+ 1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

)

U
(

1
2
,−Nr−m− 1

2
,
τj+1

2ρ

) is a continued fraction that
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converges to a meromorphic function of φ, denoted by B(φ),
where φ ,

τj+1
2ρ , then (61) becomes

lim
m→∞

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m− 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

)

U
(
− 1

2 ,−Nr −m+ 1
2 ,

τj+1
2ρ

)

= lim
m→∞

Nr+m+1+φB(φ)

Nr+m+1+(φ− 1
2 )B(φ)

=1. (62)

Finally, by taking (62) into (60), we arrive at

lim
m→∞

A(m+1)

A(m)
=

τj
τj + 1

< 1, (63)

which completes the proof of the absolute convergence of (16).

APPENDIX E

DETAILED DERIVATION OF THE INVERSE LAPLACE

TRANSFORMATION ON G(s)

Since G(s) in (36) can be considered as the bilateral Laplace

transform of the PDF f(τj), let t = −s, we have

G(t)=(1+2ρt)−
2Nr−Nt+1

2 − (Nt−1)

2Nr−Nt
t(1+2ρt)−

2Nr−Nt+1

2 .

(64)

Next, according to the table of Laplace transforms in [56],

the inverse bilateral Laplace transform of the first term on the

RHS of (36) is

f1(z) =
(z)

2Nr−Nt−1

2 e−
z
2ρ

(2ρ)
2Nr−Nt+1

2 Γ
(
2Nr−Nt+1

2

) , (65)

and that of the second item can be obtained as

f2(z)=
(Nt−1)

2Nr−Nt

(
2Nr −Nt − 1

2z
− 1

2ρ

)

× (z)
2Nr−Nt−1

2 e−
z
2ρ

(2ρ)
2Nr−Nt+1

2 Γ
(
2Nr−Nt+1

2

) . (66)

A summation of (65) and (66) gives the approximate PDF

fa(τj) in (25).
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