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Abstract

This paper studies the performance of antenna array piiagess distributed multiple access
networks without power control. The interference is représd as a Poisson point process. Desired
and interfering signals are subject to both path-loss fadimith an exponent greater tha&) and to
independent Rayleigh fading. Using these assumptions,anigedthe exact closed form expression for
the cumulative distribution function of the output signadinterference-plus-noise ratio when optimum
combining is applied. This results in a pertinent measurghef network performance in terms of
the outage probability, which in turn provides insightsoirthe network capacity gain that could be
achieved with antenna array processing. We present andsgisxamples of applications, as well as

some numerical results.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In wireless communications, energy and spectrum resowamescarce and expensive, and
must consequently be managed efficiently in order to addifessgrowing requirements of
emerging applications. Intensive work has been dedicaiedeveloping advanced processing
technologies to improve the spectral efficiency. In de@diaed multiple access systems, such
as ad hoc networks, interference is the major performarubitor, which explains why in recent
years, much research effort has been dedicated to thedrgade mitigation. Several solutions
have been proposed involving exploitation of the particstaucture of the interference. In fact,
technologies such as spread spectrum and multiple anteanase used to design systems with
a number of degrees of freedom that, when properly exploitezctease system tolerance to
interference. In the context of spread spectrum, varioukiuser receiver schemes have been
introduced [[1]. The well-known minimum mean square errofM®E) receiver is the linear
multiuser receiver that maximizes the signal-to-intexfee-plus-noise ratio (SINR), and the
equivalent solution in the context of antenna array prangss known as the optimum combining
(OC) receiver[[2]. Though the study of the reliability of fegereceivers is an important issue,
which has been the subject of extensive work [3]-[6], therstill a lot of work left to do in order
to understand their limits in various contexts. In fact, thek of the results available deal with
special assumptions concerning interference, such asdevimg equal power interferers, strong
interferers or asymptotic cases (infinite number of interf® and antennas). In this paper, we
address the issue of quantifying the performance gain thatldbe achieved by employing the

optimum combining receiver in a decentralized network waithusing power or access control.

A. Problem statement and contribution

As previously mentioned, we are interested in distributgdlom access networks. A common
representation of this kind of networks is to consider a camchumber of interferers that are
independently and identically distributed over the ardee mumber of interferers is measured by
one parameter, namely, their spatial density. Thus, we tatthepso-called stochastic geometric
model which is widely used in the literature for the acceggeidas well as for the physical layer
[7]-[9]. In this model, the link outage is defined as the plulity that the expected SINR seen
by a representative receiver is below a certain threshdid. éixpectation is taken over the set of

possible realizations of the network. As defined, the outagbability serves to derive several
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spatial performance metrics, namely, the mean number p$mngsions in outage per unit area,
the mean throughput per unit area, and the mean distanceecolig all transmissions per unit
area. From these spatial performance metrics, we can dtedynnectivity, the transport capacity
and several important issues of the network performance. tlitorial paper[[10] provides a
survey of these issues and discusses some applicationssahtidel and this methodology to
wireless communication.

To derive the outage probability, we need the interferensgibution. In a stochastic geometric
network, the interference is a spatial shot-noise procea#is an impulse response having a
decaying power law form. Even with one antenna and the mdtther receiver, the distribution
of the interference does not take a closed form (except foresspecial cases, such as a path
loss exponent equal t) although its characteristic function is well known [1114].

Recent works have focused on analyzing the performance o exvanced receivers than the
conventional one. In_[8], [15] and [16], approximations dmsunds on the outage probability
are given for the successive interference cancellatioeivec In the context of smart antennas,
[17] gives lower and upper bounds on the outage probabititysectorized antenna, maximal
ratio combining and space time coding techniques. Analgédéle zero-forcing and the partial
zero-forcing receivers follow in [18]/ [19]. The main coibuition of the work presented in this
paper is the exact derivation of the outage probability far doptimum combining receiver with

an arbitrary number of antennas.

B. Organization of the paper

The outline for this paper is as follows. In Section Il, we g@et the system model. The
derivation of the outage probability, which is the main tesbtained in this paper, is presented
in Section Ill. Applications and simulations follow in Semts IV and V, and section VI concludes

the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL
A. Network and channel model

In a distributed network, a receiver is surrounded by a nurobendesired source nodes that
transmit on the same medium and in the same time slot as géadat transmitter. Usually,

receiver nodes do not control the number and the positionthede sources of interference;
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rather, these are determined by the network dynamics anddbess strategy in place. In the
particular case of a random access strategy, a simple wayttelnthe network is to consider
interfering nodes distributed according to a homogeneaissBn point process (PPP) [7], [20].
A PPP relies on a single paramefemamely, the density of transmitters. In a planar netwdrk, i
is described as follows: In a closed region with argahe number of transmitters is distributed
according to the Poisson law with densityd. The positions of these nodes are uniformly
distributed on the plane. We assume that each node transithits single antenna and receives
with L antennas. The distance between an emitting node and itsdedereceiver is set ta,.
Formally, the set of emitting nodes forms a homogeneousIPRPP{X; € R? \ i € N}, where
X, are the nodes’ locations. The channel is modeled by two emidgnt components, the first
of which represents the path-loss attenuation with an expen> 2, and the second, represents

the channel coefficients, which are independent among aaseand nodes.

B. Interference expression under antenna array processing

Since the network is modeled as a homogenous PPP, the meterée distribution does not
depend on the spatial locations of receivers. Thus, in thewilng we focus, without any loss
of generality, on a representative receiver placed at tlggnotA receiver is subject to a number

of interfering signals coming from non-desired transmétd he received signal vector is then:

x = d;**c,s, + Z | Xk~ cxsy +m, 1)
Xi€ell

wherec, andc;, k£ € N, are the propagation vectors with dimensibrthat have independently
and identically distributed, zero-mean, unit variance ptax Gaussian entries. The vectons

a zero-mean complex Gaussian noise with variartc@er dimension. All nodes are supposed
to use the same transmission power, normalized to unity.

In statistical antenna array processing, a weight vect@hsen based on the statistics of the
data received and optimized under a given criterion. Hettoe,output of the antenna array

processor is:

y =w'x, (2)
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wherew is a complex weight vector. The operatdr denotes the transpose conjugate. Several
criteria could be considered in determining this vedtor §jch as a maximization of the desired
signal-to-noise ratio corresponding to the maximal ratonbining receiver. In systems with
interference, the aim is to optimize the antenna array dwgpch that the quantity of noise and

interference is minimized in the resulting signal. In oth@rds, maximizing the SINR:

@)

wle,cl'w

Woc = arg max ,
oc g 1 wT(R; + 021w

wherel;, is the L x L identity matrix andR; is the interference covariance matrix expressed

asR; = Zxken | X1.|~*cici. The well-known solution corresponds fd [2], [21]:

Woco = (R[ + O'ZIL)_ICT. (4)
The resulting SINR is denoted asand expressed as:
B=d*c'R'c,, (5)

whereR is the interference plus noise covariance matrix expreas®l = R; + o%1;.

[Il. OUTAGE PROBABILITY DERIVATION

The configuration we consider has two random parametersglgathe locations of interferers
and the channel coefficients. Thus, we have a complex pridtabsystem, which we propose to
break down into two levels. First, we generate the SINR esgiom conditioned on a realization
of the network, after which we average over this random qtyar@onsider an arbitrary planar
region D with finite radiusd and arbitrary nodes positions, and uSeto denote the number of
nodes in place. The problem now is to find the distributiontfm eigenvalue distribution) of
random quadratic matrices having the fof@PC” + ¢2I). Each column ofC represents a
channel vector of an interferer. Thus, the random mattikas column vectors independently
and identically distributed as multivariate normals widr@mean and unit-variance vectors. The
matrix P = diag[| X1|7%, | Xs| ™, -] is a diagonal matrix with real elements corresponding to

the set of received powers.
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A. Related results

The problem stated in the previous paragraph is a classiclgmoin the probability and
wireless communication literature. We can classify the thp@stinent results to the context of
this work into two categories. The first category concermswork of Silverstein and Bai [22],
who consider an asymptotic regime (the number of nodes amddimber of antennas tend to
infinity at a fixed rate). They established that the eigereslof the considered class of random
matrices converge to a deterministic limiting distribatiorhis result is first used in [23] and
[24] to derive a closed form expression of the asymptoticnresad variance of the SINR at the
output of the MMSE receiver, in the case of deterministieineed powers. In [25], the authors
apply these asymptotic techniques to the particular casenitting nodes uniformly distributed
on an infinite plane, and provide the SINR mean and varianaéwing this methodology, [26]
gives an approximation of the SINR distribution based ondesumption that the latter is a
Gamma distribution. In our case, despite the large numbesefs (the network area is wide),
these results cannot be applied. In fact, the spatial stpasaof users ensures that the global
interference is only influenced by a small number of them [85], [16]. In addition, the goal
of our work is to show how using a small number of receive amisncan improve the SINR.
The second category was initiated by Khatri|[27], who detitee distribution of the matrix
CPCT. From this, [28] provides the SIR distribution when the edis ignored:

_ F(N + 1) 5L—1qN+1
fs(B) = T(L)D(N +1— L) (1 + ¢B)N+!

whereHéN) is a hypergeometric function of matrix argumerits= diag[(1+ ¢8)~*, 1 -1], ¢ is

Pl HSY (N + 13 Ly — ¢P™1, Z), (6)

a particular constant and(-) is the gamma function.

Even if we consider that our system is interference-limitexjpression[(6) is not simple as it
contains the hypergeometric function with matrix argursefitttherefore appears to be difficult
to derive the SINR distribution whel® is a random matrix. In[[29] and _[30], the authors
extended the previous result by including the noise term @mdved a simpler expression.
The derivation consists in expressing the hypergeometimction as a polynomial ratio. The

cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the SINR is gives:

S apds)
F ]\[7 X:---X =1- : ’ !
5 (0] L v) exp (023d) H;'V:1(1 + | X[ pdy) v
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wherea;, i = 0- - - L—1, are the first_ coefficients of the Taylor expansion @fp(c?43) Hj.vzl(lqt
1X;8).

B. Outage probability expression

First, let us consider the case of a single receive antenamiacibrresponds to a Rayleigh
fading channel. In this case, as established[by [9], the temmgntary CDF of the SINR is
the characteristic function of the sum of interference antsey which is a perfect match for
expression[(7). In factHj.Vzl(l + | X;|7*y)~! is the characteristic function expression of a
weighted sum (with weights equal {&;|~*) of N independently and exponentially distributed
random variables. Since the characteristic function ofiadem class of interferers is well known
[11]-[14], [20], [31], [32], the derivation fol. = 1 is trivial. For an arbitrary number of antennas,
taking the expectation over the possible realizations efrtetwork and denotingd? by ~, we

establish the following theorem.

Theoreml: Using the MMSE receiver, the outage probability in a Porsseld of interferers

and Rayleigh fading channel is:
L-1

Py, )=1->"

=0

(AAYY + 02)’

T exp(—AA — %),

(8)
where A = 72/al’(2/a)(1 — 2/a).

Proof: The coefficientss; in (7) can be derived simply. In fact, extending the expoiaént

in the denominator of (7) and putting; = |.X;|~* we get:

N [e%) Nk N
g .
exp(o®y) [[(1+P) =) ( k,) VY bi(Pre - Po)Y €)
j=1 k=0 ' i=0
whereb;(Py,--- , Py) = Zl§j1<m<ji§N P, P, --- P;,. Then,a,; are expressed as follows:
- (@) .
az—;mbk(Pl,,PN) 'l—lL—]_, (10)
From (7) and[(10):
L—1 min(¢,N) N ik &
o i bi(Py, -+, Pn)y
Fy(10) = 1—exp(—o)Ey ) B, . |2 )
i=0 k=0 (i )! Hg—1(1 + Pyy)
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where E, denotes the expectation with respect to the random variabl&he coefficients

be(Pr,-+-,Py), k = 1---L — 1, are composed of a sum of products of combinationg: of

elements from the sdtP;, j = 1--- N'}. Given that the locations of the nodes are independently

and identically distributed, the last expression simdifie yield:

br(Py, - 7PN)7/€
Hj’V:l(]‘ + Pyv)

P1"‘Plﬂk 1
H?:1(1 + Pyv) ij:kﬂ(l + Pyy)

Pl’}/ k 1 N—k
= O%Ep, | ——=—| Ep, |——— ,
N [(HPW)] h hupm}

k
Ep .. .py = CNEPL"',PN

(12)

where C% is the number of combinations of siZefrom a set of N elements. To compute

Ep, [ﬁ}, recall that conditioned on N, in a finite regidn ¢ R?, the locations of nodes

are uniformly distributed. Consequently:

Ep, {(1 f}w)] = WZQ/D\XI‘O‘(l + X)X, (13)
Similarly, we have:
Epl{ ! }: ! /(1+|X|‘0‘7)‘1dX. (14)
(1+ Py) Td? Jp

Since the number of nodes is distributed according to theseai law with mean\rd?, and
considering[(13) and_(14), the CDF of the SINR yields:

oo L—1 min(s,N)

NI i (1 X[~y ’
E A) = 1-— 2 2Vi—k i k( / dX) .
7(7:4) exp(=07) N:O; kZ:O ST SRR ==l i g
1 dx N Ord2)N )
(ﬂ'd2 /D 1+|X —‘W) N! exp(=Ard’)
L-1 1 00 i _ k
0 () )
= 1—exp(—c®y — (N[ ——————dx ] -
( )izogék!(z—k)! p 1+ |X]|7y
1 dx Nk
— (AN — —\md?). 15
v () o) 4o
Using the fact thatrd® = [, 1dX, we get:
L—1 i 1 X |y k 1
_1_ _ 2 2 _N\i—k _
Fy(7,\) = 1—exp(—0o 7);;)7“@_@!(0 ~) (A/I)71+|X|a7dX) exp()\/D(il_'_LXra’y 1)dX).

(16)
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Finally, letting the area of> go to infinity and evaluating the integrals in {16) (the coetel

evaluation of these integrals is provided in the Appendig) get:

L-1
1 i— « k «
Fy(v,)) = 1—eXP(—027)ZZm(027) (774 AA) " exp(—7*AA)
=0 k=0

MA@ 4 g2)
7!

L—1
Y

exp(—AAYYe — g2y).
i=0

(17)

V. DISCUSSION AND APPLICATION
A. Noise-limited regime and interference-limited regime

The expressiorn {8) derived for the outage probability hasals form. From it, we can easily
see the effects of various parameters on the network peafacen Moreover, it clearly presents
the trade-off between noise and interference cancellaiod thus provides some insight into
the intuition behind the result.

1) Noise-limited regimein systems where the density of users is negligible, the SiNRue

lative distribution function becomes:

Fy(7) =1=) 5~ oxp(=0™). (18)

As expected,[(18) is the classic expression of a Chi-squaneulative distribution function.
The latter provides the SNR distribution when maximal ratmbining is performed, that is
equivalent to optimum combining in a complex Gaussian neisgronment.

2) Interference-limited regimeWhere the noise is negligible, the CDF is:

L—1 ;
AA 2/a\i
Eon=1-3 P g aage), (19)
i=0 ’

Equation [(I®) corresponds, up to the facthy to the probability that the.** largest received
power is below the threshotd [33]. This is not surprising given some properties of theiifer-
ence. Since the path loss exponent is greater 2haine interference distribution is heavy tailed
[34]. Therefore, there is a large dispersion between theived powers. Let us order the received
powers and denote them 85|~ > [X(9)| ™ > [X(3)|~* > ---. With probability one, the
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random matrixCPC” is of order L, and its eigenvalues could be approximated_&g)|~,
i =1--- L [35]. Thus the maximal eigenvalue of the inversed® C” is approximately X ;)|*.
The performance is then primarily affected by & strongest received power, and so, the outage
is almost due to thé&!" strongest interferer, and corresponds to the el&pf)| < /. In other
words, to achieve successful reception, ftie strongest interferer must be outside the region
of radius~'/®. This fact matches expressidn{19) up to the scalar fastor

3) SIR mean and variancezrom (19), we can establish in a straightforward manner ithat
an interference-limited regime, the mean and the variaft¢beoSIR are, respectively:
ML+ «/2) d.*

E[SIR] = TN (20)
(DL +a) [D(L+a/2)]%\ &2
Var[SIR] = <(L—1)! — l -1 ] ) TS (21)

Thus, the MMSE receiver provides an antenna array gain equilL + «/2)/(L — 1)!. It
should be noted that expressidnl(19) is consistent withekalt previously established in [25].
In fact, when the number of antennas is sufficiently high,rttean SIR is approximately equal
to L“/Qm/d%m. This latter relation is also derived for the asymptoticimeg i.e., very large.,

in [25].

B. Application: single-hop throughput capacity

The interference model considered serves to capture $ewetaork classes under some
additional assumptions. In the following, we focus on a EHmpp ad hoc network with an
ALOHA access protocol. Thus, the density of interferersrespnts the spatial rate at which
transmissions occur, i.e., the contention density. In ¢bistext, the outage probability represents
the spatial average of the density of communications thiatdde established at a given range
d, in almost every given realization of the network [9]. Equathe mean number of successful
transmissions or the throughput per unit aredl’is= A\(1 — F(y,A)). The simplicity of our

analytical result allows the direct optimization of the tamtion density as:
Amaz = arg max A(1 — F(y, \)). (22)
0<A<o0

Corollary 1: In an interference-limited regime, the optimum contemtitensity is:

_ g9(L)
)\ma:c - W~ (23)
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The parameter(L) is only a function of the number of receive antennas and spoads to

the positive root of the following polynomial:

Q1) :;5‘7@_1)! (24)
Moreover, this parameter satisfies:
VRS (25)

The equivalent spatial throughput per unit area is:

gL+1(L)

Tnae = (L—U—'AW exp(—g(L)).

(26)

Corollary [1 indicates that the MMSE receiver provides a dinscaling of the optimum
contention density with the number of receive antennakenb the MRC and the zero-forcing
receivers, whose scaling laws af&/® and L'~%/, respectively[[17],[[18]. The linear scaling
law achieved by the MMSE receiver is predicted [in|[19]. Intfabe authors show that linear
scaling is possible with a partial zero-forcing receivehiah is suboptimal as compared to the
MMSE receiver. Through corollaiy 1, we confirm this predicti and we show that the scaling

law is exactly linear.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

All simulations are carried out with the following parammtepath-loss coefficient = 3.5,
SINR thresholds = 3dB and distance between transmitter and receile= 10m. Figure[1l
shows the simulation and the analytical results of the autagbability as a function of the
density A where1, 2,3 and4 antennas are used. The Monte Carlo simulation and the aalyt
curves are very close, with the gap between them arising fhenfiact that the analysis performed
on the previous section concerns infinite networks. In ogrustions, the area is finite, and
depends on the density. It is chosen such that we haw€0 emitters in the area, on average.
In [36], the author provides a complete analysis of the esrothe interference estimation when
a finite network is considered rather than an infinite one, estdblishes that this error depends
on the exponend.

Figure[2 provides a performance comparison between thenaptiombining receiver and three
antenna array processing techniques, namely, maximal cathbining, zero-forcing and partial

zero-forcing receivers. It is clear that the optimum conrmnreceiver outperforms the other
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techniques. This is due to the fact that maximal ratio combideals only with the fading effects
of the desired signal. Zero-forcing receiver uses all aoloil degrees of freedom provided by
the antennas to cancel strong interferers, while the partig-forcing receiver uses some of
the antennas for interference cancellation and providesrsity with the remaining ones; they
are nevertheless still suboptimal as compared to the MM$Eiver, which provides the best
trade-off between interference cancellation and spatarsity.

Figure[3 presents the throughput density improvement vhighrtumber of antennas and figure

4 shows the linear scaling of the optimum contention density

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper derived the exact outage probability of the optimcombining receiver in the
presence of noise and Poisson field of interferers. The frnamedeveloped is nonspecific and
can be generalized in a straightforward manner to any faawing a power distribution of the
form ", z*e~"*, such as the Nakagami fading. The result obtained has aesichggled form, and
provides an understanding of the performance of the MMSEiveg in addition to allowing a
comparison with other antenna array processing methodh, a1 maximal ratio combining and
zero-forcing receivers. The assumption made on the im@rée is pertinent to many network
classes. In addition, the result can be used to study therpaathce of the optimum combining
receiver at the access and at the network layers. Finalysittmulations provided in the paper

demonstrate that experimental and theoretical resultshragrfectly.

APPENDIX A

EVALUATION OF THE INTEGRALS IN (16)

The integrals in[(16) are evaluated as follows:
0o 2w
/ (14X = 1)dx = / / (14 71°9)" = 1)rdgdr
R2 0 0
o —a+1
o l4+r—oy
(27)

Puttingy = r“v, the last expression becomes:
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. 72/0{ 00y1—2/a
1+ [X[™%y)" =1)dX = =2 d
| ixie - [
,}/2/04
= —2r ['2/a)l(1—2/a)
— _,}/2/(1A.
(28)
On the other hand, we have
| X[~y / —a, -1
AL T qe=— | (14X = 1)d, 29
| rirte == [ ixren - (29)
APPENDIX B

PROOF OF COROLLARY1

By Descartes’ rule of signs, the polynomial in expressioff) (@as at most one real positive

root. The value of this polynomial dt is negatively signed:

L-1 Lz LL
QL) = > 5 -1

sy
- 0[ <_z+1)_i Lﬂ

1=

< (30)

b«s
,_. =)

b«s
,_. o

On the other hand, the value of the polynomialla® is lower bounded as follows:

L Lt
QL) = Zw 2L(L — 1)!

L—-1 1 LL
> i -
- Z Lot oL(L —1)!
=0
3\* 1 Lt
> (2) —=——- —— 31
= (2) 2L 2L(L —1)! (31)

The right hand side of inequality (81) is positive for all waé of L. Thus, the considered

polynomial has one positive root that lies in the interial2, L].
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