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Capacity of Differential versus Non-Differential
Unitary Space-Time Modulation for MIMO
channels
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Abstract— Differential  Unitary ~Space-Time Modulation Hence, especially for large transmitting antenna numbers,
(DUSTM) and its earlier nondifferential counterpart, USTM, training will require a substantial fraction of the cohezen
permit high-throughput MIMO communication entirely witho ut time of the channel and thus hamper the data throughput
the possession of channel state information (CSI) by either .
the transmitter or the receiver. For an isotropically random ratgs. TO_ address this prqblem, Marzetta "?md HOChV_VaI_d (31,
unitary input we obtain the exact closed-form expression [4] investigated the scenario where the receiver has naoaipr
for the probability density of the DUSTM received signal, channel knowledge. In addition to the conventional additiv
V\;hi_ih pe;mitls_ tfhe sttr_aight\fzrward Mom?h Carlof evaluationf Gaussian noise, this channel has also multiplicative noise
of its mutual information. We compare the performance o ; ; PRI
DUSTM and USTM through both numerical computations Correspondlr.lg 0 the _Char:nel matrix, W,r,"Ch is also assumed
of mutual information and through the analysis of low- and to be Gau§§|an. Th's IS a Oon'cqherem Chanr_]el' as opposed
high-SNR asymptotic expressions. In our comparisons the to the additive white Gaussian noise channel with known (and
symbol durations of the equivalent unitary space-time sigals static) “coherent” channel coefficients at the receiveram

are both equal to T, as are the number of receive antennasi .  elegant group-theoretic approach, Zheng and Tse [5] found
For DUSTM the number of transmit antennas is constrained by the capacity of this channel to scale as

the scheme to be1r = T=2, while USTM has no such constraint.

If DUSTM and USTM utilize the same number of transmit Cincon M (1 M =T)Dg, bits/sec/Hz (2)
antennas at high SNR’s the normalized mutual information
of the differential and the nondifferential schemes expresed for large , whereM = min®™ ;N;T=2) and T is the

in bits/sec/Hz are asymptotically equal, with the differetial number of time intervals over which the channel is static. A
scheme performing somewhat better, while at low SNR’s the similar approach was developed independently by [6]. This

normalized mutual information of DUSTM is asymptotically . i hat for fixed h . d h
twice the normalized mutual information of USTM. If, instead, 'MPlies that for fixedT, there Is no need to use more than

USTM utilizes the optimum number of transmit antennas then M = T=2 transmitters.
USTM can outperform DUSTM at sufficiently low SNR's. To take advantage of the constancy of the channel over
Index Terms— Non-coherent Communication, Capacity, Space- £ me intervals, [4] proposed to encode the signal using
Time Coding, Multiple Antennas, Differential Encoding, Multi- T M isotropic unitary matrices. In this encoding, called
plicative Channels. isotropic unitary space-time modulation (USTM), a symbol
can be spread not only over antennas, but also over
time intervals. Some analytic results on the mutual infdioma
of USTM already exist. In particular, it has been shown that
ONSIDERABLE volume of work has followed the pre-fo; T M [3] and forM < mi®;T=2) and large
diction [1], [2] that the use of multiple antennas in trans[-5] the optimal input distribution is isotropic random iy,
mitting and receiving signals can result to substantialéases | o that of USTM. Thus the asymptotic capacity is equal to
in information throughput. The underlying assumptionshid t he mutual information, as in [2], [3], [5]. Recently, Hasisi
effort have been that the receiver knows the channel throughy marzetta [7] analytically calculated the received algn
some training scheme and that the channel coefficients ggtribution and thus were able to numerically evaluate the
stqtistica!ly independer_n. In this case and for large digma mytual information of USTM for a variety aff , T, N and
noise ratio , the capacity is roughly , confirming some of the above asymptotic results. More
1) recently, [8] generalized the received signal distributio
channels with spatial correlation.
whereM , N are the numbers of transmitting and receiving In the case of USTM it is implicitly assumed that, after
antennas. symbols the channel completely changes. In contrast rdiffe
In a typical mobile wireless communication system thgal phase-shift keying (DPSK) [9] has been used extengivel
channel coefficients vary continuously, following a Jakks- to take advantage of the continuous slow-varying nature of
distribution. Thus one can only assume that the channeltlie channel, without needing to perform any training. Irs thi
approximately constant over only limited periods of timescheme, each transmitted symbol is encoded into a phase-
L , . difference from the previous symbol.
A. L. Moustakas (email: arisim@phys.uoa.gr), S. H. Simomng . . .
shsimon@bell-labs.com) and T. L. Marzetta (email: tim@aesh.bell- In [1011 [11]' the concept of differential modulation was
labs.com) are with Lucent Technologies. extended to multi-antenna systems. In this method, called
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differential unitary space-time modulation (DUSTM), thg-s [I. DEFINITIONS

nal is encoded over transmitting antennas and time A Notation

intervals using am M unitary matrix. In each successive ) ) )

M time intervals, the transmitter encodes the input signal by 1 hroughout this paper we will denote the number of time-
multiplying aM M unitary matrix to the unitary matrix Ntervals, transmitting antennas and receiving antenrists w
transmitted during the previous time intervals over ther T+ M, N, respectively.r, Kk and o will representr =
antennas and then transmits the matrix product. In turn, theéd ® ;N), K = min(@;N) and Q = max@ iN)
receiver decodes the signal by comparing the received Isigf‘}aﬁn ™ iN ) i

from theM antennas andi time intervals to that received N addition, we will use bold-faced upper-case letters to
over the previoust time intervals. Thus this scheme requireEePresent matrices, e., with elements given byx ;,

no training and assumes that the channel is fixed overav ~ Pold-faced lower-case letters for column vectors, exg.
time intervals. The technique of DUSTM can be applied to tH&th elementsx;, and non-bold lower-case letters for scalar
mathematically identical space-frequency channel thpeaps duantities. Tiex g will represent the trace ok, while the
during a single OFDM symbol interval, resulting in a variSuperscriptsT and y will indicate transpose and Hermitian

ation called differential unitary space-frequency modara conjugate operations. The determinant of a matrix will be
(DUSFM) [12]. represented bylet X ) or by det (X ;5). Also, I, will denote

the n-dimensional identity matrix, whiler, will represent a

Despite its importance in practical applications [10], n T matrix with zeros in all elements other than the fitist

analytic results are available regarding the mutual inftiom . . .
. : : diagonals, which have unit value.
of DUSTM and its comparison with USTM for = 2M . . . . -
. e oo . The complex, circularly symmetric Gaussian distribu-
The main obstacle has been the difficulty in integrating over . : : .
. : : o ion with zero-mean and unit-variance will be denoted by
exponentials of unitary matrices. This is a problem that was
. } . . . ; CN (0;1).
tackled in the 80’s by high-energy physicists in analyzing t : . . .
) . ; The per-symbol normalized mutual information will be
nuclear strong interactions (quantum chromodynamicsg Du. A o
. . ’ . _—given by T, measured in bits/sec/Hz. Thus for the case of
to thesU (3) symmetry of these interactions their fluctuation

can in certain cases be represented by unitary matrices T r ™ IUZQTM = Tystu =T, While for DUSTM, o g 51w =
to integrate them out, one needs to make use of such integr%lg STHM
of exponentials of unitary matrices. In this paper we apply

these results derived by [13] to the context of DUSTMB. System Model

The methodology of the proof in [13] is based on mapping we consider the case of single-user transmission from
the original problem to a diffusion problem of eigenvaluegyansmit antennas tw receive antennas over a narrow-band
which has a differential equation that can be solved. Givgflock-fading channel. The channel coefficients are assumed
its complexity it will not be discussed at all in this papeky pe constant over time intervals of length after which
However, the interested reader is referred to [8], whereesoqpley acquire independent values, which in turn remain @omst

of us apply the method of character expansion to derive th the same time interval. The received N -dimensional
same result and apply it to the capacity of Ricean M”V'Qomplex signalx can be written in terms of the M -

channels. In the present paper, we get the following resultgyimensional transmitted complex signalas

1) We analytically calculate the received signal distriitoit Sl

T
for the case of DUSTM (see sectibql Ill). X= g H+W 3)

2) Using this received signal distribution, we evaluate nu- . o o
merically T y s , the mutual information of DUSTM whereH is aM N matrix with the channel coefficients

for a variety ofM , N and , and compare it t@y s 1 , from the trg_nsmitti_ng to th_e receiving arrays awd is the

the mutual information of USTM setting = 2 . At T N additive noise matrix. Botlt andw are assumed to
low we find that the two mutual informations for theh@ve elements that are independent and (0;1)-distributed.
sameM ,N, T = 2M are nearly identical. This implies Their instantanepus values are gssumed to be unknown. to
that the number of bitper symboli.e. I, y 7w =M iS both th.e transm|tter_and the receiver. Thg first terrTi_:In (3). is
twice Iy stu =T = Iysru =2M . In contrast, at large normalized, so that is the total average signal-to-noise ratio

the number of bits/symbol of the two schemes approaéBNR) transmitted from all antennas.
each other, but withy ysrv =M > Iystum =T.

3) We compare the maximum with respect # of C. Unitary Matrices for Isotropic and Differential USTM
the two mutual informations per symbol. For fixed
M, N, T = 2M, we find that while at large

we havemaxy v Ipustm M ;N; )=M
maxy wu Iystm M ;N; ;T)=T, at small the op-
posite inequality holds. M @)

4) We back the above numerical results by providing ex- I

pansions of the mutual information for both small anote that it is implicitly assumed here that M , since only
large . thus canM T -dimensional vectors be mutually orthogonal.

In this paper we will be dealing with unitary input distribu-
tions . For the case of USTM is a member of the M ;T)
Stiefel manifold (see [14]) i.e. the set of all complex M
matrices, such that



It is convenient here to introduce, , the T (T M ) while for DUSTM it is convenient to use

orthogonal complement of, i.e. with
9 p e (14)
Yy L, Y=z and ¥ , =1 u (5) 2
h o o which is the identity matrix of matrices of the form of
sothat = [ .lisaT T unitary matrix with ¥ = @ ysing [I2) and through the change of variabies!
Y= I ¥YX , which leaves thex -integration measure unaffected,

For the case of DUSTM, we restrict ourselves to the1 )

' ] we completely eliminate any nonsriviakdependence of the
subgroup of thes M ;2M ) Stiefel manifold, such that [10]

integrand of [(ID). The remaining d p( ) can be easily

1 I integrated to give unity and thus is disregarded. This tesul
= P= U (6) to
2 Z .
. . . . P& J o)
whereu isanM M unitary matrix. IX; )= d&XpEKJ o) g, TR} (15)
p
D. Mutual Information I1l. CLOSED-FORM SOLUTION OFp (X ) FORDUSTM

For fixed , X in (B) is a sum of two Gaussian matrices, When dealing with DUSTM, it is convenient to express the
therefore its probability density conditional on can be conditional probability in terms of , defined in[b). Thus, if

written as we eXpreSS( as
h i X = K1Xol (16)
Ty . .
exp Tr XY I + g X - where bothx ; andx , have dimensions N, then[®) can
pX3J) = i i
N Get( + M_T vy be rewritten in terms ok |, X 2nandU as .
. . 1+ Y y
To evaluate the inverse of the matrix in the exponent we use _ep I XGXg 4 XX a7
@), [ to get the expression ¥ = J, Y. Applying this P&¥) = MN Q4 2 MN
we get " y Yy
Tr X,X{U + X1X,U07
T 1 T 1 =P T 20 12
Ip + — 7 = I+ — Jy 7 8
T M T M M ( ) . . . .
- 1 Combining this with [TI) we get
= Ir + —Jdu ¥ 1+ n y y ©
M exp o I XX 1+ X3X o, 18
= 5 y+M7 v p(><) - 2MN(1+2)MN ( )
72 M + T D n o E
T exp Tr X,xJU + XX3UY
= T - - y
oM+ oT where
We can therefore expregsx )has . = 1732 (19)
n (]
exp  Tr XY T T le We can now use the result of [13] to get
. _ M+ T D n o E
p&3) = TN (14 TN ©) exp Tr X,xJU + XX3UY =
The mutual information betweex and is given by wolodet v UL g ey
z z ®5) k! — (20)
;)= dpl) XpEIby, k-0 det s
p (10) where y; for 3 = 1:::M are the eigenvalues of
. . . - . . 2 y Yy ’ y H
p (X ) is the received signal probability density given by X 1X ;X pX 7 (or the squares of the svd's ok ,x 7). This
z equation is essentially the generating functionaluaf Any
pX)= dpKXJj) mMKI)i (11) ~moment ofu can be evaluated by taking arbitrary derivatives

with respect of elements of the matrik,x { on both sides

where we introduced the notatian i as the integration ove®f (Z0) and subsequently setting this matrix to zero.
The determinant in the denominator is the Vandermonde

The integration over in ([) can be eliminated by noting determinant

7] first that _ i1
[7] first tha N b (fy 39) = det(y; 7)

PX3)=p( X3 o) (12) 1 1 1
The choice of , depends on the particular application. Thus, %1 Y2 MY
for the case of USTM the following expression can be used = Vet 5 5y (21)

Ty : : :
= 13
T 01w 13) VAR v Y



while the determinant in the numerator can be written expliceview here the results obtained in [7] regarding USTM. We

itly as start with the conditional probabilitg X 5 )
1 1)=2 1=2
det yj L 1@y 7)) = (22) . exp Tr X¥X exp Tr XY ¥X
1=2 1=2 p(X J )= TN 1+ T=M )M N (28)
L @y; ) 0o @y )
1=2 1=2 1=2 1=2 . . . .
vi L@y ") u Yh @Cyy ) wherex isaT N complex matrix, isaT N unitary
Vi Ry ) w B Cyy ) matrix and
. . T
vt U e Sy P ey )

In [7] the received signal probability density was found ® b
Z

where 1, x) is the modified Bessel function of order

One has to exercise caution in evaluatifgl (20) in the case
M < N. The reason is that onlg singular values of pK) = d pK3J) (30)
X 1X 3 are non-zero. Therefore, both the determinants in the

. . . exp Ir X¥X
numerator and the denominator vanish. However, the ratio =

M N
remains finite. Using Lemm@ 1 in Appendix | we can show A+ T
that exp Tr XY Yx i
n @)
kexp  Tr X,XJU + X 1X3UY i=  (23) where the average over, expressed as iwas performed
i1)= - as follows:
My 1 det yj(M Ry 21M R+1 1(2y:] %)
k! -
R+1i 1 y y ]
e = det yljw hexp ZTI’ X . X i (32)
Crum dg dty
where the range of the indices in the determinantsiase- T M 2 P
1;:::R. .
¥ e it
; ; i+ )T K
IV. MUTUAL INFORMATION OFDUSTM =1 Cw &) oyt
. 12
Using [IT), [IB) and[23) we can now express the ratio . ¢ 3 i)
R < m
PX 3 o)=p&)as — Cyy fetF
P& 3J o) (24) .
92 - where the constart; is equal to
, PX) 3
Qu 1 1 R+i 1
g, 4 kem r o det ¥y R7 s Cru = T ! T M)! (32)
2 : — —
det y(M R+1 1)72&J fei 1 (2y§72) ™ 1! 0)!
|
n o ® 7 andF is aM M Hankel matrix with entries given by
+ 0 Tr X¥X,+xX¥X; 2 yi? bgye
i=1 X e Yx
. X Faon = Q (33)
In the above equation we have defingdx) = I, x)e * and (v ey (v vi)
we have multiplied both numerator and denominator of the @y, g g
expression inside the log witekp 2 5.y, , so that W S

neither will have exponentially increasing terms for lasge
To evaluate the mutual informatior{_{24) needs to avels the above expression= T K m n+2 (;x)isthe

aged over realizations of ;, X ,, which are generated with

probability distributionp X j o). This corresponds t& 1, X ,

. . i X zero eigenvalues of the N matrixx¥X . As in the case of
having Gaussian correlations given by

DUSTM, to numerically calculate the mutual information one
E Ry, X3 ] = @+ )y (25) needs t[O average the_ log-ratiog, @ & j_ 0)=pP X)), Whe_r_e
o is given by [IB), with respect ta , which has probability
E Koy Xoj ] T+ )y (26) densityp X j o). It is convenient to writex YX as
BE Ky Xo5 1 = 5 (27)

T
XY = 1+ — xX¥X;+xIX, (34)
V. MUTUAL INFORMATION OFUSTM M

In the next section we will compare the mutual informatiowherex ;, X , areM N, (T M) N complex Gaussian,
of DUSTM to that of USTM. Thus, for completeness, weinit-variance matrices.



VI. ANALYSIS AND COMPARISON TOISOTROPICUSTM is a constant, independent of In (38) we have defined

In sectior[ =G below, we present numerical results on tHg€ quantitiesL, M ;N ) = E [og, 1] and L, M ;N ) =
mutual information of DUSTM and compare them to correl 109, ( 1+ 2)} where ,;, are distinct non-zero singular
sponding USTM results. However, before that, it is instuect Values of ant N matrix with independertn (0;1) entries.
to analyze the asymptotic behavior of the mutual infornmatiol Neir explicit expressions are given L186), (87).
in both small and large SNR regimes. As we shall see, thisSimilarly, in Appendi{II-H we derive the asymptotic large
exact asymptotic analysis of both USTM and DUSTM will form of the mutual information for USTM (for M )

provide insight and quantitative agreement with numerical a 1 M) ba 4B (39)
simulations. sty = —R( ) og TN ]
Jog,

A. Low region + 0

To obtain the small behavior we expand the exponeniyit,
in the log-ratiobog, E® j o)=p X )) and integrate over the T
fields. For the DUSTM case in AppendxFA we obtain Bryy = R@ M) log, e +Li1M;N) (40)

e
2
A N . .
Hustu N1 2 +— 5 — Iog,e (35) logCry  log FetG j

2 M
with L, ™ ;N ) given in [86). The last term appears only

For small small , we see thatly ysry is an increasing for m < N and the elements of are given in [3Y). It
function ofM . As a result, under the constraint of the chann@l jmportant to note that for = M the mutual information
being constant over time-intervals, the optimal number ofyanishes to the order calculated above, since in that case th
transmitting antennas 8 oo = T=2. mutual information is identically zero.

For comparison, in AppendXTB we calculate the mutual e leading terms, proportional tog, in @2) and [3P)
information for USTM for small . The final result upt@ (*)  provide insight on the large behavior of DUSTM and USTM.

IS Starting with [3¥), we find that for fixedi, the mutual
£ orn N 2 M1 2T 1+ M bg, e information fnqsm is an increasipg function -a‘fl . Thu§,

2M 3M T as we found in the small case in the previous section,

2N to maximize the mutual information, one should use the

= 2 @ 2)bge (36)  maximum number of transmitting antennas consistent with th
where the last equality holds far = 2M . We see that for constraint that the channel i§ constant oer time-interyals.
T=2M, fysru o srw Up to ordero ( 3)! Also, for In th(_a case of USTM we fmd_that, far > 2N the o_ptlmal
fixed T andN , fysru is actually a decreasing function ofifansmitting antenna number 8 ... = N, while in the

the number of transmitting antennas, with optimalm = 1. OPPOSite caser 2N, the leading term is optimized for

This can be seen in Fi§l 3, where the optimalat low is Moet= T=2. _
1. Once optimized ovewM , the leading terms of botH(B7)

Itis important to note thatfor 1, the mutual information @nd [39) are identical { 2). Thus, to leading order jrboth
for both schemes scales a rather than as in the coherent PYSTM and USTM are capacity achieving schemes. Com-
case. This behavior has been pointed out by [15], [16]. ThURring the next-to-leading-independent terms i {B7).(89)
at small SNR, the lack of knowledge of the channel becom®§ find that, after optimizing ovet , the mutual information
increasingly problematic. This is generally the case farup ©f DUSTM s larger than that of USTM. This can be seen

space-time modulated schemes. in Fig.[@, where the optimized-over- f, y 57y andfysru
of @4) and [(3P) are plotted (dashed lines). This may come
B. High region as a surprise if one takes into account thatfoe 2M , the

manifold of constellations used for DUSTHN (6) is a subgroup
of those used in USTM. However, one should take into account
that in DUSTM, although information is sent ovEr time-

In Appendix=Al we obtain the large behavior of the
mutual information of DUSTM, which t@ (log, =) is

£ ooseu = 1 R M R by, +Aux (37) intervals, the receiver exploits the side information ttia
M 2 2 channel has not changed over the previdugime-intervals.
+ o B2
C. Numerical Simulations

where We now discuss the numerical simulations performed to
R evaluate the mutual information for USTM and DUSTM. The

Aun = —bg @) R M — g, Qe simulation procedure consists of the following steps: tFirs
e 1 generatel. instances of Gaussian complex random matrices

by, k!+R M R L1 L, M ;N ) With covariance given by{25) anfl{34) for the DUSTM and
2 USTM cases. For each matrix instantiation we calculate the
1 singular values and then we apply them to evaluate the log-
SRR DR MN) (38) ratio Iog, X § )=p X )), which we then average over its



L values. For intermediate and largewe have found that by simply maximizing thelog term in [2) [5] and in [3P),

L 4 5 “4are sufficient. However, for smaller, actually becomes optimal at very large 50dB.

at leastt. = 5 Ttoare required. The reason is that the Turning now to Fig[B(a) we see that at relatively small

mutual information, bein@ ( 2), is quite small and therefore SNR, Cysry and Cpysru actually cross each other. At

fluctuations have a more pronounced effect. high SNR, DUSTM consistently performs better than USTM.
In Fig. 1 we compare the numerically evaluated mutudit low SNR, USTM, when optimized ovet performs better

information of USTM and DUSTM for low, intermediate andthan DUSTM. This can be explained by looking at the leading

relatively large SNR values. We find that for sma  6a8  term of [3B): the optimall iSM ope = Landfyscu (T;1;N)

the normalized mutual informatiofy y s-v iS nearly exactly can be higher tharfy ysty (T;T=2;N ). Interestingly, the

twice fysru . This is in agreement witH{B5) and{36). Everanalytic estimates at low SNR do not match very accurately

for intermediate SNR, = 6dB we find the approximate rela- to the behavior at 6dB .
tion IAUSTM (T =2M ;M ;2N ) fDUSTM (T = 2M ;M ;N).
This approximation breaks down for larger VIl. CONCLUSIONS

~ Motivated by these ratio dependencies and scaling re&tion |, conclusion, we have found a closed-form expression for
in Fig.[d we analyze the dependence of ratiodof sz and  he probability density of the received signal for diffetiah

fsru on SNR. In Fig[P(a) we plot the ratify ystv T = ypitary space-time modulated (DUSTM) signals. This alldwe
2M M GN = 1M )=lysru (T = 2M ;M N = M) &S a g tg evaluate numerically the corresponding mutual infor-
function of for various values off and forr = 1=2, r = ation, In addition, we calculated analytically the asyotist
Landr = 2. We find that for fixedr, the ratios fall close form of the mutual information for DUSTM and USTM for

(but not on top) to each _other. Their valu_e starts from vegmai and large SNR’s. At low SNR's the nondifferential
close to 2, for small and in accordance witl{BSL1B6), andorm of USTM can outperform the differential form if the

approacheg (1 0:5m in(1;r)), in agreement Witi@7)L{89). nymber of transmit antennas is optimized. However, at high

We note however the slow convergence to their asympiolioygh SNR's the differential USTM outperforms its nondif-
values for large , which can be explained by the fact thafgrential counterpart with respect to mutual informatiém
both mutual informations increase oply Ioggrlthmlcallwhvl additional advantage of DUSTM over USTM s its simplicity

. _The closeness of the curves for fixedndicates that the ¢ decoding, though recent progress has been reported for
ratio has weak dependence on the actual values;of ;N . gecoding of nondifferential USTM [17]. This suggests that
Thus alarger;M ; N analysis is expected to give good resulty st is a promising type of transmission for non-coherent
even for small antenna numbers. MIMO channels. It would be interesting to test the compaiti

In Fig.[A(b) we plot the ratios, yszu (T = 2M ;M ;N =  advantage of differential USTM in cases when> 2u , for
M )=M hysru @;1;N = 1) as a function of for various example wherr is a higher multiple o&2M . In that case the

values of¥ andr. successive use of differential USTM could be assessed.
In Fig.[d we analyze the mutual information of DUSTM and

USTM optimized over the number of transmitting antenras ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
with T fixed toT = 8 and for various values af . In Figs .
BX(a),(b) we plot the capacity of DUSTM and USTM defined We thank the anonymous reviewers and C. Peel for useful

as comments.
Copustm = max fDUSTM T =2M ;M ;N (41) APPENDIXI
M T=2
R Lemma 1:Let f;(x;) represent thei;jth element of a
= Dbusru T;T=2N) T T dimensional matrix. Heref <) for § = 1;:::;T is
Custn = %axlusm T;M ;N) (42) a family of analytic functions andx;g is a T-plet of real

numbers. For simplicity we represent this matrix in terms of
as a function of (solid curves). In Fig[13(c) the solid its columns denoted by (x;) = [f; (i) f2 i) ::: fr (x5)] .
curves depict the optimal number of that maximizes Also we denote by (fx ;g) the Vandermonde determinant of

Tystu @M ;N) the x4's
, Y
M ope = argmaxfysru @M N) (43) (Exig9) = detk )= &y ow) (44)
3> i
as a function of . As seen in[[d1), the optimak for Thys, in the limit that a subset of members of ther -plet
DUSTM is always equal te1 = T=2, consistent with both zre equal with each other (i.&1 = :::= xi, fork  T),

low and large analysis. In Figs[13(b),(c) the dashed curvegen the ratio oldet £; (x3)= (Fx ;g) exists and is equal to
represent the capacity and optintal values as evaluated

using the large- asymptotic expressions di {37 139). Very 1im deZ[f(Xlzszz) 2 fp)] (45)
good agreement with the exact values (solid curves) can be x:i! x1i= 2k ;1 by & x)
seen down to moderate SNR. However, one should note, that ;. £6cy) FO ) prr£% D (k) Flrps 1) f1:flxp)

even though[(39) describes the capacity accurately down to g PR O o
|

moderate SNR, the large-optimal value ofM as predicted 0Pl b1 & %) L B o®)E



Mutual Information for DUSTM and USTM for various N; T = 2M; SNR = 6 dB
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Fig. 1. Plot of normalized mutual informatiofy, ; st (solid lines) andfy; s 7 (dashed lines) as a function of the number of transmit amern for
different receive antenna numbets and three SNR levels. The coherence interval is chosen to be& = 2M for proper comparison.

where £0) x) denotes then-th derivative of each of the take the limitxs ! x;. Now both top and bottom expressions
elements of the vectaof (x) evaluated ak. of the ratio in [4b) go to zero quadratically ir; ). Hence
one has to take the second derivative with respectstamn

Proof: This can be proved by successively applying thgoth top and bottom expressions. For a full proof see []
I'Hospital limit k1 times on the numerator and denominator

of @H). For thepth application of this ruled < k) we
calculate the limit ofx,.; ! x;. For example, itk = 2, both
numerator and denominator in{45) have a simple zero in the
limit x, ! x;. Therefore, by taking a single derivative of both In this section we will calculate the first four terms in the
and settingz, = x; in the result gives the correct answer. Fofaylor expansion in of the mutual information for both

k = 3, we first take thex, ! x; limit as above and then we the differential and the isotropic USTM cases. The mutual

APPENDIXII
SMALL ANALYSIS
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Fig. 2. (a) Plot of the ratio between the mutual informati@r pymbol for the Differential USTM and the Isotropic USTMiwT = 2M ) as a function
of SNR. For low SNR, the ratio approaches 2, as seen in théope¥igure and in agreement with I39L136). For large SNRréti® appears to approach
1(form = N andM = N=2) and 1.5 (form = 2N), as predicted from{37)1B9). For = N andM = 2N, the ratio appears not to depend on
the number of antennas for any intermediatgb) Plot of ratio between the mutual information per symfuolthe Differential USTM for various antenna
numbers to that foM = N = 1.

information1 & ; ), (I3) can be rewritten as wherer = 0;1; . Note that, sinc@ is an elementofi M ),
Z ) all odd moments vanish. However, even moments other than
IX; )= d&X pX J o) log, LJ,O) (46) the second one are not easy to evaluate. In fact, even using
<pK3j)> the simple-looking form of[{20) does not simplify matters to

where h i denotes average over. The simplest way tomuch. .
proceed is to expand both logarithms in powers ofind,  To expand the exponent of the second terniLii (47) in powers

where convenient, interchange the integration aveand . of we use the notation
The expectation ovex will be denoted bye [ 1. n O n
An= Tr x,xJU + xxJU” (51)
A. Differential USTM We see that due t¢d{b0), all odd terms vanish;,, ;i = 0.
h 2 )
In the case of DUSTM, we see that by taking the ratighus’ to4™ order in , () can be written as
of pXy = T,) in () andp®) in @@ the mutual 2 .
information can be written as T = 2 MN S E kA 4] (52)
h n oi 4
I = E Tr X,Xx7+X:1XJ Dgye 47) — E [A,i] 3F hh,i g, e
h n o i 24
Yy Yr1V¥ .
E ]ngl'EXp Tr X 2X lU + XX 2U 1 Erom m) we get
SinceX ;, X , are zero-mean Gaussian quantities, we only 2" v WO
need to specify their variances given Byl(25). As a resud, th < A2>= M—Tr X2X1X1X5 (53)

first term in [4T) can be easily evaluated to give
h n oi
E Tr X,X7+ XXy =2 MN (48)

which results toe 2 ,i]= M N2+ 1+ )?M N 2. Since
=@+ 2 )iso () forsmall , we only need to evaluate
the averages involving , anda 3 to leading order in, i.e. to

To deal with the second term ilL{47), we also need tHe @)- Thus, we may neglect th@ ( ) terms in the correlations

following identities for the averages over. betweenx ; andX - (see [Zb)). As a result,
1 E M, = 4N?@Q+M?%)+0 ()
HJ 35U 5 i — i & (49) 2 .
M E M,i]l = M R (54)
2Yl+ 1

= 12N @+ M N)Tr WWUuYuU¥i +0 ()
= 12MN 1+ MN)+ O ()

h qujqi = O (50)
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Fig. 3. Plot of capacity of DUSTM and USTM as a function ofHereT is fixed toT = 8. Fig.[d(a) depicts the small-region, while Fig[B(b) shows the
full region of -values simulated. Fif] 3(c) represents the optimal nurobé&ransmitting antennas for USTM as a function of SNR andvimious values of
N . The dashed curves in Fig 3(b),(c) correspond to the d@nadypressions valid for large (see [(3F),[[39)).

Collecting all terms from above and expanding thenoto*) from (32)
we obtain the mutual information di{B5).

E Xin k1l — ik jl(1+ Jul—) (56)
B. Isotropic USTM

In the case of USTM, we will expant, sr. to order 3. As aresult, the first term i {55) can be easily evaluated to
Here, the analog of{37) is
E Tr X¥gy X =MN =( )= TN (57)
I = E Tr Xy X lg,e (55)

Y Yy s
E bghexp Tr XYUJy UX 1 Similarly to the previous section, we defimg, as

whereu isaT T unitary matrix and the&e N Gaussian
random matrixx has the following correlations, which follow Bp= Tr XYUJy UYX

n

(58)
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Then, after expanding the second term[Inl (55) to ordegrz
becomes

I = lg,e MNl— E HB;i] (59)

2

— E i
> B ,1i]
3

= E [Bsi]+ 2E 1B,i°

E IB,i%
3E [BitB,i]

Using the orthogonality relation fas (T ) unitary matrices

I"Uileki= - il jk (60)
we can calculatéB ;i to be
M
< B;>= ?Tr X ¥X (61)
We can now calculate the terms [D159) explicitly:
, M
E B;i]=M N l+?1— (62)
E [B,i] E IB.i® =W B,li E IB.# (63)
M 2
=MN 1 — 1+2— +0(%)
T
E MBsi]+ 2E WBi° 3B MB;iB,i] (64)
M M
=2MN 1 — 1 22— +0¢()
T T

Note that the last two equations were only calculated to)

the independemnt N matricesz with CN (0;1) entries,

defined as
7, = prtXe (66)
21+ 2)
X1 X,
Z = —p—z

Thus ?x,x7x ;X3 can be written as a sum of terms with
decreasing powers of;

H H
2X1X3K XY= 22 Hol+ pmt —2+0 —=
(67)
where
Hy = N, (68)
1
H; = p—z z z¥ 7Z,ZY N, +he: (69
, 1
H, = N: 5cN+N +N N ) (70)
1 2
5zz{ 7. 2¥
andn =12z zY.

To leading order in , we can neglect the higher order
terms in [8Y) and only keep the term proportional Hcf.
In this case, the eigenvalues of the left hand side[df (67)
arey; = ()%, where ; are the eigenvalues of ,. We
will need to calculatey; to next to leading order, focusing on
the R non-zero ones. To do this we need to express the full
eigenvalues; as well as their corresponding eigenvectors as a
Taylor expansion in the small parametet: ~—. Applying the

ando (1), given that their proportionality constants [DJ59) ar@ormalization condition of the eigenvectors at every onder
0 ( %)ando ( ?), respectively. Collecting all termB{62].{63)obtain an expression for the corrections of the eigenvatues
and [G#) together ir({$9), we get the mutual information faerms of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the unpedurbe

USTM to 0 ( 3) expressed in[(36).

matrix, i.e. H ;. The perturbation analysis of eigenvalues is
treated in detail in standard textbooks, see for examplg [18

APPENDIX I Below we simply quote the answer:
LARGE ANALYSIS YH n.  n'H
_ 2 2 2, D30 104 it 20y
A. Differential USTM vi = i S (71)
We wish to calculate the asymptotic behavior of the v 2 1
DUSTM mutual information for large . Using [48), we 1X niHiny 325 C
rewrite the log-ratio of[[24) as oo E + O JA
| 61

P& J o) X op_

Io —— = 2 MN 2 i 1og, e
92 o) . Y. =p)
IVX 1

log, k! (65)

k=1 R 3

det ¥ R*il .

+ ]ngg M R+i1 - P 5

det Yy ‘ Ly r+i1 1@ ¥3)

where y;, for i = 1;

theM

;R are theR eigenvalues of the
matrix 2x ,X ¥X ;X . The above equation is averaged over 1 X
N Gaussian matrices;, X , with correlations given

by Z9). To analyze the largebehavior, it is convenient to use

wheren; are the eigenvectors corresponding to The last
term in the above equation is summed over all including
zeros, and is well behaved because the eigenvalyesre
unequal with probabilityl. We next observe that, since;
are eigenvectors ot o, n{H ;n; = 0. We now can expand
the second term i {65):

"

X X nYH ,n;
2 PEo- 2 p 2 (72)
. l i 1
y 2 ’
l’liH 105 5 7
e ———+0( 25



11

To proceed further, we integrate ozt in the above equation Since the eigenvalues af , are equivalent, we need only

(but notz. ). As a result we get to evaluate the averages [log, 1] andE [og, ( 1 + 2)]
over theM N Gaussian matrixz, . Careful analysis of
2XR p? - x . (73) the correction term shows that it & (log, = ).
i 5 | To calculate these quantities we need the single eigenvalue
R : probability density () as well as the joint two eigenvalue
+ i+ ™ N)R +0( 1 probability density ( ;; ,) for the random matrixd , =
i z¥ 7z, . Using Telatar’s analysis [2], it can be shown that
which, after integrating over., gives
n # Q
R () = —— 2(;) (79)
2E Vi = 2 MN (74) R
1 % ge (1+ 2) 80
R ) (17 2) = TRR 1) (80)
+ R M — +0( % 5
2 2017 1) 2025 2) 2015 2)

Thus, the first term in the above equation, cancels the first o
0 () term in [6%), with the remainder being only of ordetvhere ( 1; ) is given by

unity.
We now turn to the asymptotic treatment of the determinants X1 g
in @Y). Since for large the non-zeroy;’s will be large, 2 (17 2)= W'L]% (1LY (2) (81)
we may use the asymptotic form of the normalized modified k=0 )
Bessel function
% andL? ) is the associated Laguerre polynomial of order
I &) © 1I“ &) (75) Sincekboth ()yand ( 1; ») are finite polynomials in 1,
p2: a+0 & 1y » times a exponential factor, they can be explicitly integdat
X

using the following identities several times:
in the determinant of the denominator [AJ(65) to obtain

0 . 1 1
y”f B d "bg, e = n! @+ 1) (82)
det@ﬁﬁ;(uo%”)m 0
V3 1 1
’ 1 n! 1+ -+ — C Ig,e
(g RELI : 2 n
= det —p———(@1+0( 1)
4 ]
o )(2M R 2)R=2 Yy N 1=2( | ) Z 4 Z 4
- @ )R i J i d; do I Te " 2 og, (14 2) (83)
i< i 0 0
1+0( b (76) =nh! @+m+ 2)og,e
i i = 222 .
The ﬂlrSt e.qu.ahty follows from the fact that . (34 wherec is the Euler constant = 0:57721 . To somewhat
0 ( *1). Similarly, the Vandermonde determinant can be ex: . . .
simplify the procedure, we apply the Christofel-Darbousriel
pressed as .
tity (see [19])
det@ R**PY) = det 22%a+o0( 'yt U7
Y K1 k!
= ()R Ry TG D L = —— 12 (LY (2) (84)
i< i k=0 e+ Q)
1+0( 1) (77) _ R !
. . . . R+Q D!
Taking the logarithm of the ratio of the two determinafid)(76 0 0 0 0
@3), we get Lp ;(1)Lg (2) Iy (2)Lyp 4 (1)
1 2
det( ) R R
ogy—— = R M — lg-—+ —lg,4 (78)
? det( ) 2 2 277 which, in the limit , ! ; becomes
1 X
+ M R +— ]og2 N R!
2 . ; = — 85
% =1 2017 1) R+o 1! (85)
+ g, (1+ 3)+ bg, L+ 0 ( 1))

e L2 (L2 2 (oLiticn
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Combining [ZP), [BR) and_(B5), we get

R 1)!
L N)=E = —— (86
, 1M ;N) oy 1= =% 1)1()
45“(1}(”“ Q+R 1 Q0 +R
1 k R 1 m
km=0
3
Ry 2
® (frm Q+R Q+R 1 ¢
R k R 2
km=0
Q+k+m)! Q+k+m+ 1)
log, e

kim!

B. Isotropic USTM

To analyze the large behavior of mutual information of
USTM, we start by writing the mutual information as

pPX3J o)

pX)

E Tr XYgy X log,e

E ogytexp Tr X¥ ¥X i
TN Ig,e E ghexp Tr XY ¥X i

sty = E g, (88)

where the third equality is obtained by integrating ower
see [[BF). To evaluate the second term we will perform an
asymptotic analysis of the multiple integration [n1(31),igvh
is performed by evaluating the residues of the poles of the

In the above equation the last term, which appears outsigle thntegrals. We will assume that > M , since otherwise the
bracket, refers to both double sum-terms inside the brack@utual information is identically zero. We also use the fact

Similarly, by combining[(811),[{83) andC(B4), we get

LM ;N)=E [log, ( 1+ 2)]=

82
< 1
A X (1t 0+R 1 Q0 +R
: R 1 k R 1 my
kim1=0
3
R 2
® [ frm Q+R Q+R 1 ¢
o R k R 2 m
1A 17
1
4 ( 1fetme Q+R 1 Q +R
R 1 k R 1 m
kzam =0
39
RyR 2 =
( lj(2+m2 Q0+ R QO +R 1 5
R k R 2 m ;
kzm 2=0
Q+ki+m)!Q+ ky+mpy)!
kikomim,!
82 (2Q+k1+m1+k2+m2+2)log2e
< R~ 1,;R
4X (1t Q+R 1 Q+R
: =0 R 1 ]ﬁ R mj
1A 1 3
71
sgn &, ml)jqxnlj
Kyt ! o
1=
2
RX1;R
4 ( lj(ZerZ Q0+ R 1 QO +R
om0 R 1 ]g R mo
2 Al 2 39
] 1 =
sgn kz mz)ﬁzxﬂzj .
| .
kot ! o
Q+maxkimi) 1 ptrtmaxkejmz) 1 p)!

Q+min@k;mi)+ mihky;my))!

that at large from (34), the eigenvalues of YX generally
split into three groups: the first being largeo ( '), K R
eigenvalues bein@ (1), while the remainingy K being
zero. For simplicity, we assume they are ordered in magejtud
i.e. y1 v ::: Note first that the last term il_B1)
guarantees that no twe’s are evaluated at the residue of the
same pole withy, 6 0. As a result the leading term will entail
min ® ;M ) t's evaluated at the poles of tlie( ) eigenvalues
of x Yx . All other terms will be exponentially smaller. Let us
start with the simpler case of < K . Here them tintegrals
are all performed by taking their residues at ¥heo ( ) y;'s.
Thus we get

hexp Tr XY Yx i (89)
. ¥ e ¥n
™™ %
v m=1 g=1;g6m (Ym yCI)(YITl )T K
(vi  w)?
I<Km " #
. ¥ e ¥n
= TM Ox
m=1 q=m+1(ym yq)(ym)T K
¥ e ¥n L
Cru Ty T ttoC )
1 (¥Yn)

where in the last step we used the fact that the eigenvalues
VM +17:::;yk areo @), while y, form = 1;:::;;M are
Vo = O (). Thus form K the mutual information can be

written as
" #

Iystm = TN E n] bg,e bgCrum (90)
m=1
hd
M)

m=1

Using a similar analysis as in Appendix1I}HA, it can be shown

+ (T E [og, ( yn )]+ O (og, =)

20 + ki +mq+ ky + mz)bgze(87ihat forMm K

As before, the terms outside the curly brackets are common to
all sums inside the brackets preceding them. After cohecti

b:g

Efal=TIN + (T M)R+0( Y (91)

m=1

all terms we can now evaluate the DUSTM mutual informatiofio calculate the expectation dbg, y., we note that to

to ordero (og, = ).

leading order we have, T =M + O (1), where ,



are the eigenvalues of X ;, with x; aM
random, unit-variance matrix. Thus we can Usd (86).

WhenM > K
only X y,’s areo ( ). After performing the first Keintegrals
by evaluating them at the poles of thege o () y's, (Z1)
becomes

exp Tr XY Yx i (92) 3

o ¥ o
14
KN Gy X [14]

Z .
¥ d, e b w1l ¥ i) (15]
2 (i)t X
mf=K+1 [16]
( im 11)2

>m [17]

TheM K remaining integrals have high-order poles at zero.

It is straightforward to show that the above equation bem%sl

19

hexp Tr XY ¥x i (93) [l
¥ ove

Cru — fetcjl1+o0( Y
m=1(ym)T "

whereG is an (
with elements

K )-dimensional square Hankel matrix

o1 mtn T K+1

1
G — (T K m .
o 0 otherwise

(94)

As a result, form > N and large the mutual information
is asymptotically equal to

T
sty = (T M)R ]ngM—e"' L, bg Crm

g HetG j+ O (og, =) (95)
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