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Abstract

Interference alignment (lA), given uncorrelated channginponents and perfect channel state
information, obtains the maximum degrees of freedom in darference channel. Little is known,
however, about how the sum rate of IA behaves at finite trangmiver, with imperfect channel
state information, or antenna correlation. This paper idess an approximate closed-form signal-
to-interference-plus-noise-ratio (SINR) expression Ifsrover multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO)
channels with imperfect channel state information andstr@h antenna correlation. Assuming linear
processing at the transmitters and zero-forcing receivarsdlom matrix theory tools are utilized to
derive an approximation for the post-processing SINR ithistion of each stream for each user. Perfect
channel knowledge and i.i.d. channel coefficients cortstifpecial cases. This SINR distribution not
only allows easy calculation of useful performance metfiks sum rate and symbol error rate, but
also permits a realistic comparison of I1A with other transsion techniques. More specifically, IA is
compared with spatial multiplexing and beamforming and ishown that IA may not be optimal for
some performance criteria.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many important wireless communication scenarios can beemeddusing an interference
channel. Examples include interfering base stations inllalae network, wireless local area
networks, and simultaneous transmission in mobile ad-lewarks. The general capacity of
the interference channel and the design of practical schesperoaching the known upper
bounds on sum rates have been of great interest over theastaBs. The earliest attempts to
characterize the capacity region of the interference oblamrspired by the framework established
by Shannon in[[2], were focused on two-user interferencaenmbia. Although the special cases
of strong and very strong interference have been solved[43],the general capacity of the
interference channel is still an open problem. Recentlyerges of attempts have been made
to describe an approximation of the asymptotic sum capdahavior known as the maximum
achievable multiplexing gain ategrees of freedorfDoF) [5] where focus is on the high SNR
regime and the interference/broadcast characteristitkeofvireless network. The DoF studies
paved the way for a novel method of dealing with interferefkc@wn asinterference alignment
(1A) [5], [6].

A. Recent Work and Motivation

IA uses beamforming matrices at the transmitters to alignintkerference to a received signal
subspace such that an interference free subspace becoaileblavfor direct signal transmission.
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Thus in IA, the primary goal of the transmitting nodes is tduee their decremental effect
on the unintended receivers. In contrast to other techsigiidanterference management such
as orthogonal access, decoding the interference [7] otirigeahe interference as noisg! [8],
IA achieves the maximum DoF in &-user interference channell [5]. 1A has also been used
successfully to characterize the maximum DoF of other nd¢wgoenarios including the MIMO
interference channel with time varying/frequency selectthannels|[[5] or constant channel
coefficients [[9], [10], the X channel [11], the MIMO X channjd], X [12], and MIMO X
networks [13].

Given the potential of IA, recent work has further explorésl applications and limitations.
Iterative and distributed algorithms for IA over constahtionel coefficients are presented in
[9], [14]. The feasibility of IA over spatial dimensions isuglied in [10], [15]. Reducing the
overhead associated with IA is considered|in| [16]. Adaptatf IA to multi-cell networks is
considered in [17],]18]. A method of opportunistic accassagnitive radios inspired from IA is
proposed in[[19]. Using IA for secure communications is Eddn [20]. And finally, extending
IA to relay-aided networks is considered in [21]-[23].

On the one hand, despite the large number of practical wgsetetworks for which IA is
being considered, IA in its original form [5] is only shown b@ optimum for asymptotically
high SNR given perfect channel state information (CSI) and.ichannel coefficient values
among the users and between the antennas. On the other hamctical systems [24], the
communicating nodes only have access to an imperfect dstiofathe channel coefficients,
working at intermediate SNR values is inevitable and catieh either between the nodes or
especially between the antennas exists. Previous workantify the effect of imperfect CSI and
intermediate SNR values on IA are few, and either confinedatoutating bounds on achievable
sum rates[[17] or rely on experimental results| [23] withotgviding accurate quantification of
key performance measures such as symbol error rate or abléesum rate. The reason is the
complicated expressions of the linear beamforming/comgifilters.

Our motivation for considering ZF receivers is two fold. $jralthough zero-forcing (ZF)
receivers are asymptotically sufficient for achieving the-promised by IA[[5] and they provide
a simple and effective method for multiple stream detectiorthe context of IA, little is known
about the performance of such receivers in intermediate 8iRnes with imperfect CSI and
correlated antennas/channels. Second, some other clafsseseiver filters, such as minimum
mean square error or regularized ZF filters, converge to thaeceiver at high SNR which
raises further question about ZF receivers at lower SNR.

Note that interference can be aligned on both the signall lgwvace [[25] (multi-level and
lattice coding) and in the signal vector space [5],/[13],][2@esigning the beamforming and
combining filters using the time/frequency/spatial dimens). Furthermore, although next gen-
eration MIMO based networks [24] present the opportunitycéde over frequency, time and
space dimensions, lack of sensitive frequency synchrtoaizhetween the nodes, potential high
correlation between the channel coefficient values (IA lyigklies on independence between
the used channel coefficients to achieve the full multiplgxgain [5]) and delay-sensitive
communications justifies using IA only over the spatial dnsiens, i.e. IA over constant MIMO
channels([9],[10].

B. Contributions

In this paper, we quantify the IA performance under imperf€SI for constant MIMO
channels with transmit correlation with ZF filters. Firsging random matrix theory tools, we



show that given perfect CSI at all the nodes and uncorrelated channel coefficients, the
received SNR per stream for each user after a ZF equalizexpsnentially distributed. In
other words, using a ZF receiver results in parallel singpest-single-output Rayleigh channels.
Next, we show that if there exists an arbitrary Kroneckedsled transmit correlation, using
the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvectors of Wishart ited; we can quantify its effect
approximately on the received SNR distribution. Our analghows that the accuracy of this
approximation depends on the number of antennas at eachthedeansmit antenna correlation,
and the transmit power.

After quantifying the effect of transmit correlation on tB&IR distribution, we analyze the
effect of imperfect CSI (Gauss-Markov model) on the rea2i8&IR. We show that the imperfect
channel knowledge reduces the mean received SNR in propddithe number of streams. In
other words, increasing the multiplexing gain, either bingsnore antennas at each node or by
increasing the number of transmit-receive pairs, incredlse detrimental impact of imperfect
channel knowledge. Moreover, we show that if the imperfectin CSI does not vanish at
asymptotically high transmit powers, one can not achieeeftii multiplexing gain promised
by IA. Finally we show that using the derived per-stream SN&ritbutions, it is possible to
accurately compare an IA network with other interferencenaggment methodologies such as
an orthogonal access network which is utilizing spatial tipldxing (SM) or beamforming.
Our recent work on this subject![1] did not include channalreation and was restricted to
guantifying the impact of imperfect CSI on the distributiohthe post-processing SINR for IA
over constant MIMO channels.

C. Organization and Notation

Organization In Section Il we present the system model and analyze thferpgaince of 1A
given perfect channel knowledge and i.i.d. channel coefiicvalues. In Sections Il and 1V we
progressively introduce transmit correlation and imp&rféSI into the system model and then
guantify their effects on the distribution of the post-prssing SINR of each received stream.
Section[V analyzes a point-to-point MIMO system relativeotor IA configuration. Numerical
experiments are presented in Secfioh VI and concluding niesrere given in Section MII.

Notation Capital and small bold letters stand for matrices and vec#d*, A” and A~! are
conjugate transpose, transpose and invers& oéspectivelyA (n, m) is the element on the”
row andm' column of A. A(:,m) is the vector ofm™ column of A. tr(A) andrank(A) are
trace and rank ofA, respectively[A, B| is the matrix constructed by horizontal concatenation
of matricesA and B. vec (A) operator stacks the columns @&f. [a] is the smallest integer
larger than or equal ta, Iy is the N x N identity matrix and0,,; iS ana x b matrix of all
zeros.

1. 1A OVER A CONSTANT MIMO CHANNEL

Consider theK-user N, x N, MIMO interference channel shown in Figl 1. Transmitier
encodesi; streams using a precoding matifix which is then decoded by th& receiver after
processing the received signal with a combining ma¥x. Assuming perfect synchronization
between the nodes, the received signal at recéiean be written as

K
yi = Z H,,.Fix; + z;, (1)
k=1



wherez; is AWGN with elements distributed &\ (0, o2), transmitted streams; obey the total
power constraini {x’x;} = P, H;; is the matrix of the channel coefficients between receiver
¢ and transmittek. Note that in constant MIMO channels, coding over frequéimog does not
change the achievable DoF [5] and without loss of generalgycan assume the channels are
narrowband.
The goal of IA for the MIMO constant channel is to design theqmding and combining
matrices such that the following conditions are satisfied
rank WiHiiFi = di .
{ WiI_I(ika o O)Vk: £ Vied{l,...,K}. (2)
Except the3-user [5] and theg N + 1)-user N x N [10] constant MIMO channels, analytical
expressions directly solvind](2) for the unknowns are stilider investigation. There exist,
however, numerical methods for both designing the preggdambining matrices and calculating
the achievable DoF [9][ [14]. We focus in this paper on therakiting minimization method in
[9]; we leave extending the developed theory and the resoltgher IA precoding/combining
matrix design techniques for future work. Note that a systériA can have multiple solutions
[15] and it is possible to select a solution with specific gmes for each channel instance
[27, Section VI]. Our analysis, however, is based on seigcii random IA solution for a given
channel instance and studying the behavior of solutions specific properties (through extreme
statistics) is out of the scope of this work.
For thei'" transmitter/receiver pair, the alternating minimizatimethod results in a unitary
transmitter beamforming matri¥;, and a set of non-unique orthonormal basis for the interfer-
ence subspace, i.e. columns@f, such that

F'F, =C:C, =1 Vie{l,... K} 3)

Note that in the alternating minimization method, the direlcannel linksH;; do not appear
in the computation of precoding matrices (and interferesgbspaces) [9] and therefore the
elements ofH;; are independent df; andC; for : € {1,..., K}.

The next step is to design the receiver equalizers. Assutmiagalternating minimization
method has converged to an IA solution (see [9] and [28, &edd] for discussions on its
convergence), by knowing a basis for the interference saadespt each receivéy i.e. columns
of C;, (1) can be written as

X

K
yi = H;F:x;, + C; Z Apxy +2; = ﬁz [ ZK AXs } + Z, (4)
ki £

ki
where A, determines the interference from transmitteait receiver; and is given byC; A ;. =
H,F, and H, = [H,-,-FZ-,CZ-} is the effective channel at receivér Note that any other or-
thonormal basis for the interference subspace is relatdd; tthrough a unitary mapping and,
by appropriately transforming\;., we can restrict our attention t@; without affecting the
forthcoming discussions. Moreover, BE; is independent ofC; and F; (through construction),
the columns of theV, x d; matrix of H;F; do not completely lie in the subspace spanned by
columns of theN, x (N, —d;) matrix of C;, i.e. theN, x N, matrix of [H;;F;, C;] is full rank.
In addition, given that IA is feasible and that transmittare communicating the maximum
number of allowed stream§;; andC; are always of dimensio®V, x d; and N, x (N, —d;) and



H, is always square. Therefore, the ZF equalizer at receivell be
W = [Li,, O (v, —an | HT (5)

Define B; = [Idl,Od x (No— } Applying the ZF receiver given by |(5) to the received signal
given in (4) leads to an expressmn for the SNR of tife stream at receiver

Yo/ di
[B (HH,)- 1B*]

n,n

where~, = 0%. Using Lemmd1l, the denominator &f (6) can be simplified imoeapression
better suited for statistical analysis.

Lemma 1. Assuming IA is feasible, the denominatorof (6) simplifig&'tdl; (I, — C,C;) H,-,-Fi]n’n
Proof: Given thatH; = [H;F;, C;]

T * r I

fUH - [HF.CJ E.C) - | ] ™
wherel', = F'H;H,;F,, I'; = F;H,C,, I's = CH;;F, andT', = C;C; = I,_4,. Noting that
left and right multiplication of any matrix by3; and B} keeps the first/; rows and the first
d; columns of that matrlx i{T; — T'y(T,)~'T3) is not singular, the inverse dfl(7) simplifies to
(T, — Ty (L) ~'T3) " [29, Section 3.5.3]. ALy, — C;C;) is a projection matrix and hence an
(Hermitian) idempotent matrix

Iy, — Iy(Ty) 'Ts = F;H;H,F; — F;H;;C,C;H,;F;

whereéi = (In, — C,C)). FurthermoreC,— is a projection matrix into the,; dimensional null-
space of the interference subspace atthereceiver constituting a combining matrix which

satisfies[(R). Thereforeank ( C;H;F; ) = d; and thed; x d; matrix in (8) is nosingular. =
Using Lemmad1L,[(6) simplifies to

Yo/ d;
[(FHCHF) _1}

Define A; = FyHj;. Lemmal2 gives the distribution ah; A7 which is then used in Lemnid 3
to find the dlstrlbutlon ofA;C; Al

n,n

Lemma 2. If the channel coefficients are i.i.d. zero-mean unit-vac& Gaussian random vari-
ables,H;; is independent oF;, (3) holds, then thel;, x d; random matrixA; A’ is a complex
Wishart matrix with/V,. degrees of freedom and covariance mairjx

Proof: In the alternating minimization algorithm, the cqumnngfared eigenvectors (cor-
responding to thé; least significant eigenvalues) of thé x V; matrlxzk# H;, (I - C,C;) Hy,.
Let the eigenvalue decomposition @k Hj, (I—C,C;)Hy, be U;3,Uf wherey; is a
diagonal matrix holding the elgenvalues sorted in ascendmder andU; is a unitary matrix
holding the corresponding eigenvectors. ThEn = U, [Idl,od < (Ny—d ] Therefore A; =



[Li;. 04, (n:—a;)| Uy Hj; and following the unitarily invariance property BE;, [Ly,, 04, x (v, —a,) | U Hj;
has N, columns of sizel; with each element distributed &3\ (0, 1). It follows that thed; x d;
matrix of A; A has a central Wishart distribution witN,. degrees of freedom and covariance
matrix I,. } u
Using Lemm& 2 and noting tha&T; is a projection matrix into a sub-space of dimensibn

Lemmal3 gives the distribution aA;C;A*.

Lemma 3. If the d x d matrix AA* has a central Wishart distribution withv degrees of freedom
and covariance matrid; and C is a projection matrix into a sub-space of dimensior NV,
the d x d matrix of ACA* has a central Wishart distribution with degrees of freedom and
covariance matrixi,.

Proof: As a projection matrix into a sub-spacdg, can ‘be rewritten a¥dJ>XU*, whereU
is a unitary matrix and: holds thec unity eigenvalues ofC on its main diagonal and zeros
elsewhere. Proof follows from unitarily invariance of coios of A and idempotent property of
3. [30, Theorem 3.4.4]. [ |
From LemmdRB it follows that the SNR of each stream given[byig®xponentially distributed
[31], i.e.

d; d; in
f(Vin) = —exp (—L) : (10)
o /70
K
By using a ZF receiver, the system effectively consist@fdm parallel Rayleigh point-to-point
m=1

links.

[1I. TRANSMIT ANTENNA CORRELATION

A more general channel model includes spatial correlatetveen the channel elements. In
this section we suppose that there is transmit spatial ledioe, thus

H;, = HYR* Vi ke{l,..., K}, (11)

where HY ~ CN(0,I) and R; is a constant Hermitian positive semidefinite (PSD) matrix
[32]. Note that when the receive spatial correlatid,, is not an identity matrix, neither the
columns nor the rows dfl; are independent and analyzing the distributiogfC,;H;; (which
appears in the denominator of SNR expressions) is moreettuaig. Therefore, including receive
correlation is a topic of future work. For the initial anakl,snve assume that the spatial correlation
is the same for all channels in the interference network; el@xrthis assumption at the end of
the section.

Assume IA is done over the instantaneous channels as bédote.that the feasibility of a
system of IA is a function of number of equations and varialime(2) [15]. Therefore, as long as
R, is not rank deficient, transmit correlation will not change &chievability of IA. Replacing

(@1) in (9) gives
o dz o dl
", = Yo/ S W
(PR () CHgR) ) |




where A, = F:(R,/*)*(HY)*. A, has i.i.d. columns with covariance matiik; defined as

R; = cov(A;(;,n), Ai(;,n)) = E {F;(Ri/z)*(ﬂ;f;(;, n))HY(:, n)Rtl/ZF,} — E{F'R,F;}.
(13)

AssumingR, is known, similar to[(ID), the SINR of the’" stream at receiver given by [12)
is exponentially distributed [31] as

dio'izn dm?n%n
) = e (ST ) (14
Yo Yo
ando;, is then diagonal entry ofR;?, i.e.
Uz'z,n = ez,dif{i_len,di ) (15)

wheree, 4, is then'" column ofI,,. Next we bounds?, using Lemmd}.

Lemma 4. AssumeR, is a Hermitian PSD matrixF is a randomX, x d matrix such that
F*F =1; andR = E {F*R,F}. Then,o’ = e/ ;R'e, 4 can be bounded as

1 2 1 _

1 (A=An)? 2 1 (M4 A ’
A1 + A (An—dR:[12) S S ( v+ AII[ + 2) d>1

Vn e {1,---,d}, (16)

AN
where \; < Ay < ... < Ay are the eigenvalues ;.

Proof: The Kantrovich inequality([33] states that fordax ¢ PSD matrixR [34]
1 A A
o—2<~7(—”’+—“b+2), 17
"TAR(n,n) \Aw A a7

where \;, and )\, are lower and upper bounds for the smallest and largest \&gen of R
respectively. MoreoveR(n,n) = E {F*(n,:)R,F(:,n)} is a quadratic form and can be bounded
as

)\1 S R(”? n) S )\Na (18)

where \; < Ay < ... < Ay are the eigenvalues dR,. In addition, sinceF*F = 1, using
Pioncare’s separation theorem [29], the sorted eigensatdeR, \; i € {1,...,d}, can be
bounded as

)\ZSS\ZS)\N—CI"‘Z Zzlvyd (19)
Substituting the bounds fromh (18) arid(19) infol(17) givesupper bound onr?, i.e.
, 1 (M A
< — | —+—+2]. 20
W G W (20)

Note that wheni = 1, (I3) will simplify and [18) gives a tighter upper-bound @h Combining
the bounds from[{18) and (R0) results in

1 (A AN
agg{ By (Aw*h”) =1 e
it _
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As 3¢ || R(n,m) |2 < d|| R, ||3 [35], by using the upper bound on the diagonal entries
of R given by [18), a lower bound os? can be found([36]

s 1 (A — Ay)?
TN MMAN—d || R 3)

Whend = 1, as|| Ry ||3= A%, the right hand side of (21) simplifies to
L, - P LD V{0 VD Y IR O VD P L

A AMAv(A = Ay) MAx (AL — Ay) B

which agrees with[(18). . . [ |

Instead of boundind (15), we could directly compiite To computeR,;, correlation (covari-
ance) function between the elementskgfis needed. In the alternating minimization algorithm,
the columns off'; are set to thel;, least dominant eigenvectors of

> H;,(Iy, — C,ChHy, | (22)
ki

and becaus€’;, is not independent dfl;; for i # k, (22) is not a Wishart matrix and the known
results for the covariance matrix of the eigenvectors ofialis matrices (e.g. see [37], [38] and
references therein) do not lead to an exact charactenzafi®®;. AssumptioriL]L, however, paves
the way for directly computing (approximatin@®,; using Corollany_ 1L and Lemnid 5.

Yne{l, - d}. (21)

Assumption 1. Any set of basis of the interference subspace aktheeceiver, columns of;,,
is independent of the channels between the interferingstraiters and thé!” receiver,H;, for
i#ke{l,...,K}.

Using Assumption]l and Lemna 3, each term of the summatidd2pi¢ anN, x N, Wishart
distributed matrix withd, degrees of freedom and covariance malix Moreover, asH;; is
independent oH,,,,, for k # i or i # m, based on[[30, Theorem 3.4.3], distribution bfl(22) is
given by Corollary 1.

Corollary 1. In the alternating minimization algorithm, using Assuroptil, Lemmd12, and
Lemmal3B, [(22) is anV, x N, complex Wishart matrix witiEk# d, degrees of freedom and
covariance matrixR;.

Based on Corollary]1, columns d&f; are a subset of eigenvectors of a matrix with central
complex Wishart distribution. Lemmla 5 gives the covariafcerrelation) function between
components of the eigenvectors of a Wishart matrix which lmamsed to computé (11.3).

Lemmab. Let ;\p andu,, forp =1,..., N, be the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors aNan/N
matrix with a central complex Wishart distribution with degrees of freedom and covariance
matrix R;. Next, let\, andu,, forp =1, ..., N, be the eigenvalues and eigenvectorfRef Also
let the¢™ elements ofi, andu, bea,, andu,, respectively. Assuming > Xy > -+ > Ay > 0,



for D — oo and fixed NV
E{u,} =u,, (23)

N *
Ap )\Turqurq,

D2 Booar P

cov (Upq, Upry) = r=1,r#p (24)
B ApAprUipg Uz £t
D(N, = ) rry
Proof: See [39, Chap. 3.6], [37, Chap. 10] and references therein. [ |

Using LemmdBR;(n,m) ¥Yn,m € {1,...,d;} in @3) is given by

Ri(n,m) = tr (E{F;(n,:)RFi(:,m)}) = tr (E {F;(:, m)F(n,:)}Ry)
= tr ((cov (Fi(:,m), Fi(:,n)) + E{F;(:, m)} E{F(n,:)}) Ry). (25)

Moreover, values given by (25) should be normalized by mpthatF;F; = I,, and hence
tr (cov (Fi(:,m), F;(:,m)) + E{F;(:;, m)} E{F(m,:)}) =1 Vm e {1,...,d;}.

Note that the asymptotic expressions presented in Lefdma Waid when the number of
streams in the 1A network is asymptotically large while thenber of antennas in each node
is kept constant. We know, however, for a K-user interfeeenbannel, when the number of
streams in the network increases, IA remains feasible dnilgei number of antennas at each
node increases accordingly [15]. But such asymptotic tesall into the category of asymptotic
behavior of eigenvectors of large covariance matrices ¢eg[[38] and references therein) where
closed form solutions similar to_(R4) are either not avdédadr their complexity will not benefit
the current discussion of this paper. It should be notedrti@e accurate results for the values
of R; can always be obtained by using a better approximation or i@ mamplex closed-form
expression.

Under certain models of spatial correlation, for exampleséhbased on scattering clusters
[40], the spatial correlation is a function of cluster laoas and will vary for different transmit
and receiver locations. Now we assume there is a potenti#figrent transmit correlation for
each link pair, i.eR;, # Ry, for k #i € {1,..., K}. Using Assumptio]1[(22) will be a linear
sum of Wishart matrices with equal degrees of freedom butjuglecovariance matrices. It is
shown in [41] that such a linear sum can be approximated withitheer Wishart matrix whose
degrees of freedom and covariance matrix are given by Lepima 6

Lemma 6. Supposel’ = S 7 ' T, where T; is a N x N Wishart distributed matrix with;

degrees of freedom and covariance mailx. ThenT has, approximately, Wishart distribution

r(CE iRy ) e (SE T diRy, )
SR di(tr(R2)+tr2(Ry,))

with d degrees of freedom and covariance mafix whered =
and Rt - %Zfizl letz

Proof: See [41, Section 3] [ |
Using Lemmd b and Lemnid 6, the correlation between the elsnuéreigenvectors of (22)
can be found and consequently one can compute (13) for eaelvee Note that iR, # Ry,
for i # k € {1,...,K}, theno?, # of,. For the rest of this manuscript, to simplify the
notation, we assume equal transmit correlations at eacisrrigter. The forthcoming analysis
and the derived equations, however, can be generalizedeiguahtransmit correlation matrices.
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IV. IMPERFECTCHANNEL KNOWLEDGE

The channel state is estimated and thus known imperfecthgafistic wireless systems. We
model imperfect CSI through a Gauss-Markov uncertaintyhefform [42], [43]

=/1- H" + SE , (26)

whereH” ~ CN(0,1) is the true Gaussian part of the channel matki, ~ CA(0,1) is the
imperfect observation d* available to the nodes ardd ~ CA/(0,1) is an i.i.d Gaussian noise
term. The parametes characterizes the partial CSI sinGe= 0 corresponds to perfect channel
knowledge ands = 1 corresponds to no CSI knowledge and value$ af 5 < 1 account for
partial CSI. Note that our forthcoming discussion on theegahexpression of the imperfect
CSlI at the nodes as modeled inl(26) can be used to study speudi@arios of imperfect CSI
such as channel estimation error or analog feedback. Theretite between such scenarios is
how 5 changes as a function of different system parameters. Fongbe, with MMSE channel
estimation,3 is a function of pilot symbol SNR[44] or for an analog feedbdink, 5 is a
function of the number of channel uses per channel coeffi@ed the SNR of the feedback
link [45]. We assumes5 is a constant but one can extend the result$ tbeing an arbitrary
function of the system parameters.

In presence of a transmit correlatidR;, using arguments similar to [46], [47], we assume that
the transmit correlation varies slower than the channelfimich that the nodes have a perfect
estimate ofR; even if their observation oH is not perfect. Therefore, the channel correlation
given by [11) can be considered in conjunction with the CSpenfiection using the following

model
= (/1 - B2H" + BE)R,}"*. (27)
We assume that the precoding and combining matrices ar@rrdzee:islu3|ngHle/2 thus

effectively ignoring the introduced CSI imperfection. $am to (1) and [(#)

K
= Z <\/ 1— 52121% + BEzk) Ri/QFka —+ Z;

=1
L-F°H, {Zk;ﬁ AipXy ] + BE(R,” @ Ix)Fx + z; , (28)

whereH; = [HYR,/*F;, C;], Ay is found by solvingC;A;, = HR,/*F,, F andE; are block
diagonal matrices witly, ..., Fx andE;, ..., E;x on their main dlagonals respectively and
X = [xiT, ., xET The ZF equallzer similar tcb](5) is given ,H."! and the distribution of

the post-processmg SINR after applying the ZF equalizeP8) is glven by Lemmal7.

Lemma 7. Given the channel model df (27), assuming the IA precodexsiasigned ignoring
the CSI imperfection, the post-processing SINR distrdoutfter applying a ZF equalizer is
given by

FYin) = 1/ajexp (—vin/oi) i€{l,....,K},ne{l,...,d}, (29)

whereq; = W‘z@;i)’ o2, is given by [AB) and = 3-8 | tr(FiRF) /d.
7,1 Yo
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Proof: Applying the ZF equalizer td(28), the per stream SINR of #fieuser is given by
(1—p2%)/d;
B: (52ﬂ?1Ez‘(Ri/2 @ Ix)FDF*(R;” @ 1) E; (H; )" + %(ﬂ?ﬂi)_l) B%k]

)

Vi =
|
(30)

whereD = E {xx*}. As E; has i.i.d unit-variance zero-mean terms, we hB&AAE,BEC} =
tr(B)AC for any matricesA,B and C independent of; [35, Section 21.2]. Therefore (30)
simplifies to

'Y'Ci — (1 _ B2)/dz
"B (B2 (R @ L) FDF (R @ T B (B + 2 () ™) B
(1—p%)/d;

= T — : (31)

[B: (#tr((Ry © L) FDF) (L)~ + L (F7H) ) By
where the equalityr(AB) = tr(BA) was used in[(31). Exploiting the block diagonal structure
of F and (R; ® Ix) results in

: (1-p8%)/d;
Vim = T - (32)
B (27 + 2)(fH,) ) By »
Similar to (9), [32) further simplifies to
— B32)/d.

~ ~ -1

(B*Z +1/7,) {(Ai(INT - CiC;‘k>A;‘k> }
where A, = F*(R,/?)*(HY)*. The SINR distribution follows from comparing {33) to {12)m

ForR, # I, T can either be approximated using Lemioha 5 or bounded usifdfl§umming
over the bounds of diagonal entries Bf. Note that forR; = I, the values off and ain in
(32) and[(1b) will be exact and equal 6 and1 respectively. Moreover, as expected, foe 0
ando?, = 1, (29) reduces td{10). Comparinig {10) [0](29), the mean SINBaah stream has
reduced by a factor of?, (7,6°Z + 1)/(1 — () which results in the mean post-processing SINR
reaching the maximum value ¢f — 3%)/(o7,d;3*Z) as~, — oo, implying a symbol-error-rate
(SER) floor and a sum rate cap given# 0. Note that wherns = 0, the mean SINR still scales
linearly with increasingy, and the effect of antenna correlation can be seen as a sHtfER
or sum rate curves. Moreover, if decreases with increasing, provided thatR; is not rank
deficient, there will be no SER floor or sum rate cap and therfulltiplexing gain promised
by 1A will be attainable.

V. COMPARISON WITHPOINT-TO-POINT MIMO

In an interference channel, instead of utilizing IA, nodas access the network resources in an
orthogonal fashion (TDMA/FDMA). In the resulting paralf@bint-to-point links, nodes can apply
any of the traditional MIMO transmission strategies. InstBection, we discuss the two most
common strategies, beamforming and SM, and present thepposssing SNR distributions in
each case. The post-processing SNR distributions can lietossompare IA to beamforming
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and SM for a wide range of system performance measures. Eqrdimt-to-point MIMO links,
we assume existence of transmit correlation and imperf&ts@nilar to [27).

A transmitter with CSI can use beamforming to send a singk=ast to its receiver. Assume
the transmitter ignores the channel imperfectior_in (279 meatsIA{le /? as the true channel. To
maximize the received SNR, the precoding and combiningoveetre set to/(:, 1) andU(:, 1)%,
respectively, wher&J andV are given by the singular value decomposnlorHj‘I‘R 12 —Unvr
and X is diagonal matrix holding the singular valuesldf' R, Y2in descending order. The post-
processing SNR is then

s (1= )\
B+l

wherer = E {tr (V*(:, 1)R;V(:, 1))} and \, is the largest eigenvalue #1*R;’*(R,*)* (H®)*

with correlated central complex Wishart distribution. Bldhat columns ofV are also the
eigenvectors of(R;}/*)*(H*)*H*R,’?> which has central complex Wishart distribution with
covariance matrixR; and N degrees of freedom and similar o [13), Lempa 5 can be used
to computev. Therefore, the distribution of the beamforming SNR is givey

BF (1- 52)fcw(Rt7 )
= : 35
where f<“(Ry,~) is the distribution of the largest eigenvalue of a correlatentral complex
Wishart matrix with covariance matriR, [48, Section IV].
In absence of transmit CSI, SM can be used to convVayata streams to the receiver. Assume

the channel imperfection is ignored at the receivers andEhequalizer is given b{/}AIle}ﬂ)‘1
The post-processing SINR per stream can be written as

oM = (1—-p%)/N
I (Ee—m

(34)

n,n

which is distributed as

S () = éexp (:Z") : (36)

wherew = andco?(n) is then' diagonal entry ofR; .

52
Using @) K&h) and 6), the performance of beamforming, &d IA can be compared
for a wide range of system performance metrics. One suchigristthe achievable throughput
given by

B (70, B, 0 Z / loga(1 4+ 7)./ (7)d, (37)

where d is the number of streams in the network equald9yd;, N and1 for IA, SM and
beamforming, respectively. Another point of comparisoiwaen IA and point-to-point MIMO
links is the per-stream SER. For any modulatid, the AWGN SER is a function of, e.g.
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Em(7), and the per-stream SER can be written as

SER (10, B, ) = / T e,

where f is any of the distributions given by (82), (34) &r (36). Nobatt both [32) and (36) are
exponentially distributed and the mean value of the digtrdms suffices to compare IA and SM
in terms of per-stream SER (assumiig= d; Vi, j € {1, ..., K'}). Specifically, the ratio of the
mean SINR of the SM link to the mean SINR of the 1A network isegiby

2 2 1
E{fM} o (#z+5)
EUY o) (2 + 5)
wherea = a , fori j e {1,...,K}. When [38) results in a value greater thanthe (per
stream) mean SINR of the SM MIMO network is higher, i.e. whg8)(is larger thanl, given

a SER constraint, a point-to-point SM MIMO link will satistyrat constraint with a smaller
transmit power.

(38)

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Consider akK-userN x N MIMO interference channel. All the channel and noise coieffits
are distributed a€A/(0,1). To focus on the distribution of the received SINR, we exelud
any large-scale fading effects from the channel model &gy assuming all the nodes are
co-located and equipped with omni-directional antennas $hown in [9] that using IA, each
transmitter can send a single stream to its corresponditejver as long asv = [(1 + K)/2].

In the forthcoming discussions, the channel coefficientriced are normalized such thit
H |%2= N,N; which given the transmit correlation and channel impeitectmodel of [26)
translates tar (R;) = N;. Note that there exist constraints on the off-diagonal elets of the
R, due to the transmit correlation matrix being Hermitian P8Dthis section, for the transmit
correlation matrix, we adapt & x N transmit correlation matrix of the formR,(i, j) = ali~7!
fori,j € {1,---, N}, wherea € C is such thatR, is positive definite. This model, widely
used in literature and industry [49], models the corretabetween elements of a uniform linear
array antenna where = 0 and |a| = 1 correspond to no correlation and a rahlkchannel,
respectively. )

The numerical values oft;* computed from[(I3), the theoretical approximation found by
replacing [(24) and[(23) intd_(13) and the bounds given[by {@8¥usa for two different IA
networks are depicted in Figl 2. The two IA networks afeuwser2 x 2 and a5-user3 x 3 MIMO
networks withd; = 1,7 € {1,..., K'}. Both networks use the alternating minimization algorithm
to compute the precoding and combining matrices. As exgettie theoretical approximation is a
better estimate of the true values Bf ' than the presented upper and lower bounds, especially
for small values ofa. Note that by increasingv and «, the accuracy of the approximation
decreases.

In computing [(29), for a fixedy,, as 3 increases, the numerator approaches zero and the
impact of any errors in approximatingﬁn on (29) diminishes. Therefore, we expect that by
increasing the distribution of the received SINR given by [29) will appch to the true
distribution. Moreover, for a fixed, as1/~, approaches zero, any errors in compumﬁg will
be attenuated by a smaller value and we exgedt (29) to bectmser ¢o the true value of the
distribution. Although there exists numerous methods daingifiying the accuracy of (29), we



14

choose the Kullback-Leibler divergence (KLD) [50] betwebe distribution given by[(29) and
the empirical one. The continuous distributions requiceddmpute KLD are approximated with
uniformly spaced samples in their range.

Now consider &-user |A network withd; = 1 Vi € {1, 2,3} and transmit nodes equipped with
a uniform linear array o antennas spaced\ apart wherex € R* and ) is the transmission
signal wavelength. Here, we contral by varying a. We use the method proposed in [[49]
(Suburban Macro-ceknvironment) to calculate for various antenna spacings. Table|VIl shows
the selected antenna spacings and the correspondinglues. The KLD between empirical
distribution of the received SINR and theoretical disttibn given by [29) as a function af
for three values of3 and two values ofy, is shown in Fig[B. As expected, the divergence
between the distributions decreases by increagirad ,.

As discussed in Sectidn ]V, the distribution of per strearNFSIgiven by [29) is exact for
a = 0. The sum rate of d-user3 x 3 MIMO system, wherR; = I, for four values ofg versus
v, is depicted in Figl 4 where theoretical sum rate curves anaddy replacing[(29) intd_(37)
and the maximum achievable sum rates (wlien 0) are found by replacing the mean value of
(29) with its limit as~, approaches infinity, i.e%. As can be seen, the numerical results
exactly follow the theoretical predictions. Moreover, whe = 0 the multiplexing gain is zero.
For 5 # 0, however, by comparing the sum rate curve with the case dé@eCSI (5 = 0), one
could find ranges of transmit power where channel impedadtias practically no effect on the
sum rate; for exampley, < 20dB for g = 0.01.

The effect of transmit correlation and imperfect CSl on thmsates of a&-user2 x 2 MIMO
IA network and a2 x 2 point-to-point MIMO beamforming link is shown in Figl] 5. Swal
important conclusions can be drawn from this figure. First, fon-ideal transmit correlation
and imperfect CSI, sum rate of a beamforming link can be highan the sum rate of an IA
network with the cross-over point between the sum rate supeing a function of, 5 and~,.
Second, the accuracy of (29), as discussed before, insreafeincreasingy, while it decreases
with increasinga. Note that asy increasesR; approaches a rank-deficient matrix (violating
our assumptions in Lemnia 5) which reduces the accurady §f (28rd, Lemmé& b can be used
to accurately predict the performance of beamforming irs@nee of transmit correlation and
channel imperfection.

Consider a3-user2 x 2 MIMO IA network with d; = 1,i € {1,...,K} and a2 x 2 SM
MIMO link with a ZF receiver. Although it can be shown that tRe,, of the SM link, in this
configuration, is always less than tli&,,,, of the IA network, a measure of relative performance
between the two networks can be defined as (38). The contanrescof [38), in terms ofr and
3 for varying~,, are shown in Fid.16. As can be seen, the SM link has a bettéarpsnce in the
areas defined by large and smallo and this area grows by increasing This behavior can be
explained by noting that the effect of imperfect CSI on theadd SM networks is proportional
to K and N, respectively, and wher > N, imperfect CSI is more destructive for the IA
network. The effect of antenna correlation, however, isaroterated in the IA network where
the eigenvalues dR;, unlike the SM MIMO link, are not directly limiting the ZF plermance.
The corresponding numerical curves of Hi. 6 are shown in[Fighere by increasing,, the
theoretical approximation better estimates the true dehaf the 1A network. Moreover, both
the theoretical and numerical contours show similar vafoes: and 5 for which by increasing
7., the relative behavior of the SM link to IA network will not ahge, i.e.a = 0.58 and
B8 = 0.04, showing how our derived theoretical results can be useddarately predict the IA
system performance over a large rangespty and -,
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VIlI. CONCLUSION

The performance of MIMO IA networks depend on the accuracZ®f and channel correla-
tion. This paper quantified the impact of imperfect CSI amh$mit antenna correlation via the
per-stream post-processing SINR distribution. Upon ugierg-forcing equalizers in a Rayleigh
channel, post-processing SINR was shown to be expongntigtributed with the mean value
being a function of the number of antennas at each node, d@nertrit antenna correlation, the
imperfection in CSI, and the transmit power. It was shown, timethe presence of imperfect CSl,
the performance of IA degrades with increasing total nundfestreams in the network and if
the imperfection does not vanish at asymptotically higimgrait powers, the multiplexing gain
is zero. Moreover, it was shown that as long as the channelaeatare full-rank, the impact of
transmit correlation is less detrimental confined to a amtgpower loss which does not decrease
the multiplexing gain achievable through IA. The performamf the two most commonly used
transmit techniques in orthogonal access networks, beamrig and spatial multiplexing, was
compared to the performance of IA by utilizing the derivedNBIdistributions where it was
shown that IA is not always the optimum transmission stratggen realistic system parameters.

The results of this paper can be used as a starting point ftrefiuresearch. The performance
of other communication techniques for interference chingsigch as combinations of orthogonal
access, beamforming, coordinated multipoint transmiggeoeption and so on can be compared
to the performance of MIMO IA networks and optimal switchipgints between different
methods based on number of nodes, number of antennas, tsaimmpower, amount of CSI
imperfection or structure of the transmission correlattam be found which might help guide
which techniques are appropriate for different networks.
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Fig. 1. A K-user MIMO interference channel where transmitters andivecs haveN, and N, antennas respectively.
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Fig. 2. Comparison of the numerical valuesléf1 with the proposed approximation and the bounds in Se¢fibm ltwo
MIMO IA networks, a3-user2 x 2 and a5-user3 x 3, for varying antenna correlation values. As expected, gEaximation
is closer to the true value compared to the bounds. The pedpapproximation is within0% of the true value forx < 0.3.
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Fig. 3. Kullback-Leibler divergence between the theoetitistribution of the per-stream received SINR given [by) (28d
the true distribution found through numerical simulatiaaafunction ofa for varying 8 and~,. As can be seen, the accuracy
of (29) increases with increasing and transmit power.
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Fig. 4. Theoretical predictions and numerical results f& sum rate of a-user3 x 3 constant channel MIMO IA¢ = 0)
for 4 values of 8 versus~,. As can be seen, numerical simulations closely follow thaldital curves and the theoretical
maximum sum rates correctly predict the upper bounds foigiten 5.
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Fig. 5. Achievable sum rate &user2 x 2 IA MIMO network and a2 x 2 MIMO beamforming link as a function of, for
varying « and a fixed3 = 0.19. The accuracy of (29) increases with increasingand decreases with increasing As can be
seen, beamforming can outperform IA for a wide range of patars. Moreover, Lemn{a 5 can be used to accurately predict
the beamforming performance.
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Fig. 6. Theoretical unity level contour plots for the ratibtbe per stream mean SINR in a single-ugex 2 SM MIMO link
to per stream mean SINR of &auser2 x 2 MIMO IA network given by [38) for varying3, 7, anda. As expected, the SM
link has a better performance for large valuesgoind small values of.
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Fig. 7. Numerical unity level contour plots for the ratio dietper stream mean SINR in a single-ugex 2 SM MIMO link
to per stream mean SINR of 3user2 x 2 MIMO IA network given by [38) for varying3, v, and a. As expected, the SM
link has a better performance for large valuesBodnd small values ofv.

TABLE |
CHANNEL CORRELATION VALUES FOR VARYING ANTENNA SPACING IN ASUB-URBAN MACRO-CELL ENVIRONMENT ﬂ@]
| Antenna Spacingx)) || a N

10 —0.1743 4+ 0.09517 | 0.1986

0.2064 + 0.1066z | 0.2323
—0.0341 — 0.2872: | 0.2892
—0.2817 + 0.2408: | 0.3706

0.4551 + 0.13172 | 0.4738
—0.1717 — 0.56607 | 0.5915
—0.4616 + 0.5439¢ | 0.7134

0.8193 + 0.11017 | 0.8267
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