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Abstract

In this paper we analyze the performance of single streanmarit-stream spatial multiplexing (SM)
systems employing opportunistic scheduling in the presesicinterference. In the proposed downlink
framework, every active user reports the post-processgmakto-interference-plus-noise-power-ratio (post-
SINR) or the receiver specific mutual information (MI) to s/n transmitter using a feedback channel.
The combination of scheduling and multi-antenna receivercgssing leads to substantial interference
suppression gain. Specifically, we show that opportungstiieduling exploitspatial interference alignment
(SIA) property inherent to a multi-user system for effeetinterference mitigation. We obtain bounds for
the outage probability and the sum outage capacity for sisgfeam and multi stream SM employing real
or complex encoding for a symmetric interference channellegho
The techniques considered in this paper are optimal inrdiffeoperating regimes. We show that the sum

outage capacity can be maximized by reducing the SM rate &du Vess than the maximum allowed value.
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The optimum SM rate depends on the number of interferers lamdhtimber of available active users. In
particular, we show that the generalized multi-user SM (MU) $nethod employing real-valued encoding
provides a performance that is either comparable, or segmfly higher than that of MU SM employing
complex encoding. A combination of analysis and simulai®nsed to describe the trade-off between the

multiplexing rate and sum outage capacity for differenieant configurations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Interference alignment (IA)_[1]115] techniques have beeopwsed as a means to achieve the optimum
degrees-of-freedom (DOF) of an interference channel. Tdtsinique relies on symbol extension over

multiple time/frequency epochs, together with channekestaedback for precoding. Even for the simple
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case of K = 3 transmitters, optimal DOF can only be attained by expantliegsymbol set over infinitely
large number of time/frequency epochs. Approaching DO \ifhited symbol set still remains an open

problem.

Non-circular signals play an important role in increasing tapacity of interference channels. Receritly, [6]
has shown that non-circular signals offer higher DOF comgém conventionally used circularly symmetric
signals. Based on this result] [7] proposed asymmetric éexryalued signaling together with multi-user
diversity (MUD) [8], [9] to obtain 1.5 DOF fork' = 3 transmitter case. This method relies on transmitter
precoding and MUD to obtain the required gains.[In [4], ctinds for satisfying IA solutions are derived
for K-user MIMO interference channel. This method requigtsbal channel state information at the
transmitter for enabling interference mitigation at theeiger. Additionally, [10] considered non-circular
complex Gaussian signaling with two users where real-ghtignaling is shown to provide optimum sum

rate.

In [11]], an opportunistic interference nulling (OIN) methis proposed for the uplink wittk™ base stations
(BSs) each withV/ antennas, and/ single antenna users simultaneously communicating wiir thwn
BSs. In this method, each BS opportunistically selects afseters who generate the minimum interference
to the other BSs. It is shown thaf M DOFs are achievable under the OIN protocaol, if the total nends
active users in a BS scales at leassasR(X —DM whereS N R is the operating signal-to-noise power ratio.
This work is further generalized in [12] for the case of usavihg N antennas. It is shown that a singular
value decomposition (SVD)-based OIN method can reduce dhaired users t NRE-DM-N+1 py

optimizing weight vectors at each user.

In this paper, we considet transmitter downlink interference channel in which all trensmitters employ
spatial multiplexing (SM)[[13]t[17] usingV; antennas. Each transmitter simultaneously serves a gifoup o
N, users that are selected from a poollofctive users. We consider two transmission formats emmdpyi
either complex or real encoding. Performance analysis ridechout for each case independently. Every
user in the system is assumed to havJereceiver antennas. Our analysis is general and encomphsses
special case of single antenna at the transmitter and ecéivthe considered framework, every active
user periodically reports the post-processing signahterference-plus-noise-power-ratio (post-SINR) of
the receiver to the serving transmitter. We consider a @adetr approach where interference is mitigated in

two stages. In the first stage, the receiver exploits meltigceiver antennas to suppress a portion of the



interference. In the second stage, an opportunistic s¢ébeselects a group of users with highest sum rate
so that the scheduled users become nearly free of intederékle provide analytical results quantifying
the interference suppression gain and outage capacity @asisuccessive max-SINR scheduler. To this
end, we consider a symmetric interference channel (SIC)etnatiere the power level of the dominant
interferers are assumed to be equal while the weak interferes treated as additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN); this assumption is also used in [11], [12] to study B@ interference limited networks.

We analyze the performance for the following operationahseios: a) Single stream transmission (SST)
with complex-valued encoding b) MU SM with complex-valuegteding c) SST with real-value encoding
and its generalization to MU SM employing real-valued erniegdThe analysis is first carried out for the
SST modes employing either complex or real encoding ancethesults are further generalized to MU

SM cases.

In sectionl, first we analyze the performance of SST tedmmigith max-SINR scheduling. We show
that opportunistic scheduling exploispatial interference alignment (SIA) property inherent to a multi-
user system for effective interference mitigation. Moredfically, we show that the post-SINR of the
scheduled user employing multiple antenna minimum-meagoste-estimation (MMSE) receiver reaches
a high value when the interference covariance matrix (ICM)he scheduled user becomes nearly rank
deficient. This condition generally occurs when the schadsélects a particular user whose interfering
channel vectors tend to become linearly dependent. Thiagrhenon is referred to as SIA. We obtain a
tight bound for the outage probability and the sum outageciédpwhich shows that we get a sum outage
capacity ofK log(1+ SN R) bits/sec/Hz when the number of active usérs proportional taSN RE V-,

In section(ll, the analysis for SST with complex-encodisgfurther generalized to the general case of
MU SM employing complex encoding. Using a sub-optimal sesse& max-SINR scheduling algorithm,

we show that a sum outage capacityfV; log(1 + SN R) can be obtained wheh o SN REN¢:=Nr,

In section[1IV, we propose a transmission method which isabigt for systems with limited antennas
(including the single antenna case) and a large number eff@rers. In the proposed system model, all
the transmitters in the network transraisingle data stream usingreal-valued modulation alphabets. The
receiver at each user collects the real and imaginary patteeanulti-antenna receiver to obtain a virtual
antenna array of sizN,.. The receiver further filters the real and imaginary partshef received signal

using a widely linear (WL) MMSE filter[[18]-[[21] for data detion. We show that this method offers



a sum outage capacity dglog(l + SNR) when L x SNRS—N-. This result is further generalized
to MU SM employing real-encoding. We show that by spatial tipldxing ¢ real-valued data streams
using t antennas, we get a sum outage Capacity—ééﬂog(l + SNR) when L SNR*=—Nr. While
complex-valued MU SM offers a SM rate & = N; where N, takes integer values, real-valued MU SM
gives fractional multiplexing rates ok = % which take values in steps @f5. The real-valued encoder
can be viewed as a generalized SM encoder. Usiag2 N;, we get the same user scaling results as that
of complex-valued encoding. Numerical results are giversention[\Y where we illustrate the trade-off

between the SM rate and achievable capacity. Finally, csimhs are drawn in sectignVI.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL FORSINGLE STREAM TRANSMISSION

We considerK single antenna transmitters each withsingle antenna active users. All transmitters
simultaneously send a single complex-valued data streaon¢oof the L users. The baseband received

signal for the user with indekthat is served by a given transmitter is represented as
K-1
yi(k) = VShyz (k) + > VTogigwia(k) + m(k), 1=1,2,.,L 1)
=1
where k& denotes discrete time indeX, is the signal power, and, denotes the power level of each

individual interferer. The desired and interfering signhnnel vectorh; andg; ; for eachi are modeled
as multivariate circularly symmetric complex Gaussiand@nm vectors having independent, identically
distributed (i.i.d.) elements witkE[h;] = E[g;;] = 0 and E[hlhj] = E[giylg;l] = 1, whereE denotes
the expectation operation adddenotes the identity matrix. The noise termis modeled as a circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian noise vector composed of eietinents with zero-mean and varian%e per
dimension. The operating signal-to-noise power ratio (piNRefined asSNR = N% The complex-valued
modulation sequences (k) andx; ;(k) are assumed to be i.i.d. circularly symmetric complex Gauss

random variables (r.v's) with zero-mean, unit variance] atatistically independent of each other.

A. Max-SINR Scheduling based on Post-processing SINR of MMSE

The MMSE receiver weighs and combines tlig copies of the received signal samples using an un-biased
MMSE filter [22] w; to produce a decision variable(k) = w;y;(k), wherew; = v/Sh/R; ! and

K-1

K-1 K—1 T
R;=E (Z Vogiixii(k) + nl(k)> (Z V1ogixii(k) + nl(k)> = Iogiugl, + NoI
i=1 i=1

i=1
denotes the short-term noise-plus interference covagiamatrix (NICM). The SINR at the output of the

MMSE receiver is given byy, = Sh/R; 'h;. Let R, = Zfi}l Iogi.g!, be the interference covariance

matrix (ICM) and the symbot denotes conjugate-transpose operation.
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In the proposed scheduling policy, each transmitter alexcthe entire available bandwidth to the user with
highest reported instantaneous post-SINR. The trangnsitteves the user with indeliX with maximum
reported post-SINR i.ey = max (71,72, ..,7v%)- The transmitter selects a suitable modulation and coding
technique and transmits to the scheduled user at a ratéog(1 +%*)H where the logarithm is taken with
respect to base 2. We introduce a metric catledismitter outage probability (TOP) which is defined as:
P,,. = P(I <log(1+ 3)) wherelog(1 + 3) is the targebutage capacity of the transmitter ang

is atarget SNR which is distinct from the operating SNR.

Further, the TOP can be expressed in alternative fornPas: = P(max (71, v2, .., v) < ). To simplify
the analysis, we express the post-SINR in an alternativa.foetr; denote the rank of ICM. TheR; has
exactlyr; positive ordered eigenvalues represented in vector fogma: [A; 1, A2, -, Ay ] (i1 > A2 >

.. > A\.r,), and the remainingv, —r; eigenvalues are identically equal to zero. Therefore, itpenalues of
R, can be expressed ak;, = \;,,+No, for p=1,..,r, and\;, = Ny, for p=r,+1,.., N,. The rank

of ICM can be expressed as: = min(N,, K — 1). Next, the matrixR, is expressed a®; = U/ A, 'U;
whereA; = diag [A\11, Ao, -, XZ,NT} is a diagonal matrix of sizéV, x N, andU; represents a unitary

matrix. Using this, the post-SINR can be expressed as

; o~ _lenyl? S~ el
= SwhiA7tw; =8 MJFS el oy =1,2,.,L 2
m 1y W pz:; Ny + No p:;rl No (2

wherew; = [wi.1,wi2, -, win,]T = Ujh,.

When the number of interfererd(— 1) is less thany,., the ICM becomes rank deficient. A%, — 0,

the post-SINR scales inversely with for all users in the system. In the high SNR limit, the MMSE
receiver suppresses dil — 1 interferers as long a& — 1 < N,.. In the opposite case, fdk — 1 > N,,

the ICM has full rank. In this case the post-SINR is dictatgdtle instantaneous eigenvalues of the
ICM. Though MMSE receiver by itself cannot provide full inference suppression all the time, it leads
to additional interference suppression gain when an oppatic scheduler selectively schedules a user
with maximum instantaneous post-SINR. In the following, emnsider performance analysis for the case
when K — 1 > N, which is of interest to us. In the case &f — 1 < N,,, the MMSE receiver provides
full interference suppression leading to noise limitedecaghile the max-SINR scheduler provides further

multi-user diversity gain. In_[9], it has been shown that dag@acity increases ds(L)log(1 + SNR).

N, |Wl,p‘2
p=1 X\; p,+No

For the case of{ — 1 > N,., the post-SINR can be expressed gas= S > . The summation

1Use of capacity achieving codes with large block lengthssmuimed here.



is typically dominated by the last term corresponding to fisimum eigenvalue i.e.,

o, |2

£ 3
AN, + No ®)

o=

For most channel realizations, the ICM generally has fullkrae., the interfering channel vectors are
linearly independent for most users. However, the ICM bezomank deficient i.e.\; n, = 0 when a
subset of interference channel vectors (ICV) align to a comrirection or, more generally the interference
channel vectors (ICV) become linearly dependent. We refethis phenomenon aspatial interference
alignment (SIA). When the number of active users is very high, eachstratter is likely to encounter
a few users that have rank deficient ICM. Since the channkés alues from a continuous probability
distribution, the probability of a small set of discrete migewherein a subset of ICV becoming linearly
dependent is zero. However, in practice, it is not necessamngeet the rank deficient criterion strictly to
achieve high capacity. What is more important is that theirmim eigenvalue takes a value smaller than
noise power level i.e.d; n, < No. Alternatively, if A\; n, = € wheree < Ny and Ny — 0, we term this

condition ase spatial interference alignment or simply spatial interference alignment.

Connections to Explicit Interference Alignment: Ref [1] uses symbol extension and applies a set of weights
on the repeated symbols such that the interference chaec#ire are aligned at the receiver. A ZF or
MMSE receiver exploits the IA property for signal separati&xplicit 1A requires the users to feedback
exact value of signal and interference channel vectors. édew the framework proposed here requires
significantly reduced feedback in the form of post-SINR. @pproach relies on the fact that one user
selected from a large pool obeysSIA with high probability. Essentially, we rely on multi-esdiversity

to provide required interference mitigation.

Next, we obtain a closed-form expression for the TOP usieddtver bound[(B) on post-SINR, which leads
to an upper-bound (UB) on the TOP. If we assume that each eperts the lower bound (LB) on SINR
given by [3) instead of the actual SINR, the TOP is upper-bedras:P..: vz = P(max (1,72, .., 1) <

‘ 2

B) wherey;, = g el Since#; are i.i.d. r.v's, the TOP-UB is expressed as

N~y +No
Poueue = F5(5) 4
where F(8) = P(y < /) and,
F(B) =P (S%JFNO < /3) (5)



where\,,, = A; n, denotes the minimum eigenvalue (MEV) and we omit the deparyden! for notational
simplicity. Let z = |w; n,|? be the N,th element of the vectar;. The projection of a zero-mean i.i.d.
complex Gaussian random vector on to an unitary matrix garesther r.v. with zero-mean i.i.d. complex
Gaussian distribution. Therefore, the vectgr= U;h; has same distribution ds;. As a consequence,
the r.v.z has exponential distributioni(z) = e~*, = > 0 with cumulative distribution function (cdf):
plx<a)=1-—e"% a>0.

Recall that the ICM is defined aR; = Zfi}l Iogi,zgzl whereg; ; is a zero-mean i.i.d. complex Gaussian
vector with covariancé. This matrix is called complex central Wishart matfix[2[Z4] and its distribution
is denoted byCW,, (n, IpI)), n > m wherem = min(N,, K — 1) andn = max(N,, K — 1). Since we
are considering the specific case Bf— 1 > N,, we have:m = N,, n = K — 1. The joint probability
density function (pdf) of ordered eigenvalugs > Xy > .. > \,,, > 0 is given in [25]-[28]. Using this,
the pdf of minimum eigenvalue can be evaluated. The evalnas straightforward for small values of
N,,K — 1 and it gets tedious for large values. However, closed-foxpression for this pdf is available

in polynomial form as[[23],(129],[130]

pOu) = LB S5 o) <%)k ©)

where elements of(k) can be obtained using either the mathematica program givéimei Appendix of
[23] or the closed-form expression given in [25]. Table I\ides the values for certain combinations of
(n,m). Here,ky = K — N, — 1 and K, is equal to the number of non-zero elements of the veethy.
For the special case d¥,, = K — 1 where the number of interferers is equal to the antenna aiizy

Am has exponential distribution

with meanE(\,,) = 1{7_(1 In this case, the pdf has its peakXat = 0 which implies thatP(0 < A, < Np)

is significantly high for small values alVy. It also implies that when the number of active usérss
sufficiently large, the scheduled user wit). receiver antennas can fully rejest. interferers. The exact
number of users required to meet this condition depends@®a 1A probability P(0 < A,,, < Np). Note
that this probability decreases quickly f&f — 1 > N,., since the pdf expression given id (6) vanishes at
Am = 0 for K — 1 > N,.. Therefore, the number of active users required to fulfi ttondition will be
very large whenkK — 1 — N, takes high values. The exact number of users required faewnly full
interference suppression is determined by evaluating tBE T closed-form. We carry out this exercise

for the general case involvind, antennas and — 1 interferers.



1) TOP Evaluation: First, we begin with[(b)
K

A (B e B e D DL WSS

k41"
m=0 s k=ko (ﬂ—é{” + m)

L
The UB on TOP is:P.y vz = [1 —e POy %] . Alternatively, the number of active
< m

users required to meet a given TOP is given by

hl(Pout,UB)

k=ko (%+m)k+1

L =

: (8)
|

—Np

BIg K
- , BNg _ Blo 4
For large values of® +m, L is approximated ast ~ ¢ s 1n(POULUB)( s 0 where we use the

a(ko)(ko)!
approximationin(1 — ) ~ —z and retain only the first term in the summation. Wk@ﬁ + m is large
K—N, K—N,
and whenZle > m, L o (B—b{o) fweletg =, L (]{,—%) . The interference-to-noise
power ratio is a key parameter that dictates the user regeine ForS = Iy, we have:L oc SN RK—Nr,
Thus, each transmitter provides an outage capacitygifl + §) with TOP P, ys. The sum of outage

capacities of allK transmitter is given by

C’sum.,Complex - Klog(l + ﬂ) (9)

This holds as long a& satisfies[(B). Thus, the proposed framework enables thenitter to schedule a

user who is nearly free of interference when the number dfacisersL satisfies the stated requirement.
It is important to note that the sum outage capacity growsality with the number of transmitters even
in the case of single receiver antenna. Multiple receiveeramas play an important role here mainly in

reducing the user requirement.

IIl. M ULTI-USERSPATIAL MULTIPLEXING

Next, we consider a generalized system model withtransmitters each withV, transmit antennas. In
every scheduling epoch, every transmitter seiVgsisers simultaneously witingle data stream allocated
per user. Throughout this paper we assume that N,. The baseband received signal for the user with

index! that is served by a given transmitter is represented as

K-1
S T
yi(k) = 1/EHlx(k;) +y 1/ﬁotc;im(/lﬂ) +my(k), [1=1,2,.L (10)
=1

The total signal power is equally divided among tNe data streams. Herdl; and G;; are modeled as
multivariate circularly symmetric complex Gaussian ramdmatrices having i.i.d. elements wit{H;| =

E[G,,] = 0 and E[H,H]] = E[G;,G],] = I. The modulation vectors(k) = [z, (k), 2(k), ., 2, (k)]

/

andx;(k) = [;1(k), 2 2(k), ..,z n, (k)] are assumed to be complex-valued vectors whose elements are
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i.i.d. complex Gaussian random variables with zero mead,uanit variance, respectively.

In the proposed framework each user is restricted to reaeisingle complex-valued data stream from
its transmitter. Therefore, every user can potentiallenex data from any one a¥; antennas of its own
transmitter. We further propose that each user reports ts¢ processing SINR of an MMSE receiver
corresponding to all theV, data streams back to the transmitter. Letenote the index of the antenna
through which the data is transmitted for a particular u$éis index is referred to as the stream index
(SI). Considering the symmetric channel with= I, = 1, the signal model for detectingh data stream

can be represented as

K-1
1
vitk)=y/— | huzi(k) + > huwik) + > Gixi(k) +m(k), i=1,2,.,N; (11)
Ny N i i=1

Self interference Other cell interference

Desired Signal

whereh,,; is the channel vector gfth data stream with lengttV,. x 1. In detectingith data stream, the
remaining N; — 1 data streams transmitted by its own transmitter appeael&snterference, in addition

to other cell interference contributed by thé X' — 1) NV, data streams transmitted by thi&— 1 co-channel
transmitters. Thus a total oK N, — 1 data streams cause interference to the desired signal. 3ére u

determines the post-processing SINR of an MMSE receivettferth data stream as
viu=hl R 'hiy, i=12N, (12)

whereR,;; = Z#i hj,lh;,l + Zfi}l Gl-_,lGj,l + NNyl is the total noise-plus-interference covariance
matrix. We are particularly interested in the case when@ has full rank. This happens whéaN, —1 >

N, i.e., the number of interfering data streams is greater tragqual to the receiver antenna array size.
The user scaling rules for the MU SM can be obtained by extentlie user scaling results obtained for
the case of SST with complex-valued encoding. Using a suiorom sequential max-SINR scheduler that
is described in Appendix A, the sum of outage capacitiesloiNValstreams for allK transmitters is shown

to be
C’sum, MU SM — KNt 1Og(1 + ﬂ) (13)

with each stream meeting the outage probability constgiirgn in [I8). For large values ¢f + m, and
whenL >> Ny, L ~ efNtNo ln(PO‘uLUB)%. For, § = NLO using suitable approximations we
can show that the number of active users required to meedicdgrget per stream outage probability is
proportional toS N RXN:=N-_To achieve interference free performance, SM requiregrafiantly higher

number of active users. In the following we propose a rellad transmission scheme that reduces the



user requirement. First, we analyze the performance ofrtathod for the case of SST followed by a

generalization to the case of MU SM employing real-valuecoeing.

IV. SSTWITH REAL-VALUED ENCODING

In the proposed system model, all the transmitters in thevorét transmita single data stream using
real-valued modulation alphabets. The receiver at each user colleetsel and imaginary parts of the
multi-antenna receiver to obtain a virtual antenna arraysiné 2N,.. The receiver filters the real and
imaginary parts of the received signal using a WL MMSE filter flata detection. The post-processing
SINR of the receiver is reported back to the transmitter gisifeedback channel. Scheduling and MCS
allocation is done based on the post-SINR of the WL MMSE. Weluwate the TOP for this type of

encoding. First, we begin with the system model for transiois of real-valued modulation symbols

K-1
yi(k) = VS (k) + Y VIogiaia(k) + mi(k), (14)

where z;(k) and z;;(k) are real-valued modulation alphabets of the desired signdl interference,
respectively. The baseband receiver collects the real madinary parts of the complex-valued received

signal for each antenna branch and collects the obserssitioa vector-format asy; (k) = /Shyz; (k) +

K1 ~ _ o real(x) )
iy VI0giuTi(k) + my(k), where the notatiork = denotes a vector with real and

imag(x)
imaginary parts stacked in a column vector format. Hd?rle,gi_,l contain the real and imaginary parts

of the desired and interfering channels, respectively, @aff##) contains the real and imaginary parts of
the noise samples. Since the individual elements of the mm@lued channel vectols, are assumed

to be i.i.d. circular complex Gaussian random variables,réal and imaginary parts &f; are also zero-
mean, i.i.d. Gaussian. Therefoie, ~ N(0, 11), where the notation denotes a multivariate real Gaussian
distribution with zero-mean and varianéd. Similarly, g;; ~ N(0, %I) fori =1,2,.., K — 1. The real-
valued modulation sequencegk) andz; ;(k), for eachi, are assumed to be i.i.d. real Gaussian random
variables with zero-mean, unit variance, and statisticiatiependent of each other.

Capacity scaling laws for real-encoding: Using the results of Appendix B, the sum of outage capacities

of K transmitters employing real-valued encoding is given by

K
C’sum.,Real = ? log(l + ﬂ) (15)

K _N,
This result hold whenZ (% +m) * Forg = #, for § = I, and when’? > m, we have:
L oc SNR= N, Compared to SST with complex-valued encoding, the praposal encoder requires

significantly less number of users. The user reduction igeaeld at the expense of a pre-log rate reduction
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by a factor of%. Numerical and simulation comparison shows that these twthods are optimal in

different operating regimes.

A. Generalized MU SM with real-encoding

The results for SST with real-valued encoding can be gemerhto MU employing real-valued encoding.
Following the analysis for the case of MU SM with complexued encoding, it can be shown that by

spatial multiplexingt real-valued data streams usih@ntennas, we get a sum outage capacity of

tK
C’sum, real MU SM — 7 log(l + ﬂ) (16)

when the number of active usefsx 32 ~N-. The proof follows the same line of arguments used in the
case of SM employing complex-valued encoding using a sd@lenax-SINR scheduler. While complex-
valued MU SM offers a SM rate o = N, where N, takes integer values, real-valued MU SM gives
fractional multiplexing rates oRR = % which take values in steps @f5. The real-valued encoder can
be viewed as a generalized SM encoder. Ugirg 2V;, we get the same user scaling results as that of
complex-valued encoding. However, real encoding offer d@ewrange of multiplexing rates and therefore
offers a finer trade-off between outage capacity and the eumbactive users. Simulation shows that use
of real-valued encoding offers a performance that is eitiognparable to complex encoding or exceeds by
a significant margin. Detailed results are given in sedfibn V

SIA feasibility in non-Rayleigh fading channels: We remark here that though we analyze the system
performance for the important case of i.i.d. Rayleigh fgdamannels, the SIA gains can be obtained in
channels with arbitrary type of fading as long as the interiee channel vectors exhibit linear dependency.
In channels with full magnitude correlation between reeeantenna branches, the SIA phenomenon occurs
as long as the phase vectors of the channel takes randonsvétuease of Rician channels, the channel
has a line-of-sight (LOS) term and a Rayleigh fading compon&he SIA feasibility in case of LOS
channels needs careful attention. When the signal andénéaice channel have strictly LOS component,
then: a) individual interferers often arrive at differemigées b) inter-antenna spacing causes a phase
difference among the channel states of different anterarabthese phase differences take distinct values
for different interferers arriving at different angles seatially, any two interference channel vectors become
linearly independent as long as their angles of arrival afécgently distinct. Therefore, the probability
of occurrence of SIA increases if the signal and interfeedngys arrive at distinct angles. One needs to
carefully study the performance of opportunistic schedyfior Rician case using more complex channel
models.

In case of real encoding, the channel vector contains tHearehimaginary parts of the complex-valued
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channel. Consider the special case of single receiver aatdie channel gain between a given transmitter
receiver pair almost always takes complex-values indegreinaf whether the channel has LOS, Rayleigh,
or Rician distribution. Even in the case of LOS channel, tiage angles of channels of signal and
interferers are statistically independent. Consequgtiity interference channel vectors (that contain real
and imaginary parts of a complex scalar) take values sudtSt#aoccurs with high probability when the

number of users is sufficiently large. However, for the cdseal-encoding with multiple antennas, the full

benefit can be realized when channel phase states areic#ljishdependent among antenna branches,

and among interferers.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Comparison of SST with real and complex encoding

Throughout the rest of the section, we assume shat [, = 1. The target SNRA) is denoted asSN R;.

In Fig[2, the analytically obtained TOP results are compaitil simulation results for the case of complex
encoding. The legend exact UB refers the exact TOP UB andappfers to the various approximations
used in arriving at a closed-form expression for the TOP.Z&hows that the UB on TOP is extremely
tight for complex-valued encoding. Fig 3 shows that the UBT@P given by [(3[l) in Appendix B 2
for real-valued encoding deviates slightly for low valudsSINR however it becomes a tight bound for
moderate to high SNR values. Additionally, the Q-functiaaséd approximation given in Appendix B 4
is fairly accurate for even values @& for real-valued signaling case. In Higl 4, it is shown that Ti@P
approximations given in Appendix B 5.1 for real-valued ating are tight forK = 2N,. + 1.

In Fig[5, we plot sum outage capacity as a function of numbeactif’e users for the case of. = 2. We
consider the important case where the number of interfeithver equals or exceeds the receiver array size.
Results show that real-valued encoding with= 5 provides a significantly higher sum outage capacity
compared to other feasible configurations involving reatfiplex encoding.

Next, we discuss the mean sum capacities of proposed tammidhe results are obtained using simulation
where results are averaged over 1000 channel realizations.

Fig B, show the results with single receiver antenna fe110. The performance is quite remarkable
since we are able to get fairly high capacities using a singdeiver antenna. Complex-valued signaling
outperforms real-valued signaling in low to medium SNR ®ngt high SNR, real-valued signaling
performs significantly better as mean sum capacities of ¢exmmlued signaling reach saturation.

Fig[@ shows results for two receiver antenna casd.fer 50. For real-valued signaling, mean sum capacity

grows linearly with SNR wherX' < 5. For K = 3, complex-valued signaling shows near linear growth
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and this mode outperforms real-valued signaling. Howefegr ' > 3, the gain of real-valued signaling
over complex-modulation is substantially high. In Tableard I, the mean sum capacity results for real
and complex-valued encoding methods are tabulated forake of N, = 1 and N,. = 2, respectively. In

each column, the method with highest mean sum capacity Hiffged.

B. Performance comparison between SST, SU and MU SV

In all the figures the SM rate is defined d8:= % for real encoding and? = N, for complex encoding.
Fig [8, shows results foV,, = 2, L = 10 and K = 3. We see that SST with complex-valued encoding
outperforms 2-stream MU SM with complex encoding.
Fig [@ shows performance results for the case with = 4, 50 active users, an& = 2. Limiting to
2-streams using complex encoding gives better performaaneared to the rest of the cases. However
with K = 3, results of Fig_ID shows that 3-stream MU SM with real encgdiith a rate of R = 1.5
gives significant gain over the case Bf= 2 which uses complex-valued encoding.
In Fig [11, we compare sum capacity results f§f = 8, with K = 3, L = 100. For this case, a
rate of 2.5 or 3 outperforms all other modes. In particulastream MU SM with real encoding with
R = 2.5 outperforms 3-stream MU SM which employs complex-valuephaiing at high SNR. However,
the performance for both cases is comparable in the mediuR IBNge. Also note that for a SM rate of
R =4, MU SM with real and complex encoding have comparable sunaaigp
Remarks
« We show that MU SM with real encoding offers a higher sum capaompared complex encoding in
certain cases. This is accomplished by increasing the nustfeams/antennas at each transmitter. The
number of used antennas can be reduced further using a catiobirof real and complex encoding.
For example, let us assume that each transmitter transmitemplex-valued data streams using
antennas, andV; — m real-valued data streams using the remainWjg- m antennas. Thus, the BS
servest = 2m + N; — m = N + m users usingV; antennas. The total spatial multiplexing rate
for each transmitter iskR = Nf% m takes values in the randé, V;] where the extreme values

represent real only, or complex-only encoders. #0€ [0, V;], we get multiplexing rates in the range

(e, Dbl 28e=L ] using a suitable mix of real and complex modulations. Fomgxa, to get
a SM rate of 2.5, real encoding uses 5 real-valued streamg 0§ = 5. For this mixed encoding
case, we use a total of 3 antennas where the first two antemmaeyecomplex-valued encoding and
the third antenna employs real encoding. The total numbstreéms is 5 using 3 transmit antennas.

For this case, the receiver for each user uses WL-MMSE psougss in the case of real encoding.
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Simulation shows that this type of encoding provides a perémce similar to the case of real only
encoding. Detailed results are not shown due to space tioita

« In cellular networks IA is applicable where interferencehigh, that is for a cell edge user. For a
user at the edge of the cell, the distances from the activeri8Stee interfering BSs are comparable.
As the BSs are assumed to use equal transmit power, theergade power levels are approximately
equal. In this situation, SIC model is justified. This modeused in[[7][[11][[1P] as well.

« Recently, [31] presented a tractable approach to coveraderae evaluation for MIMO cellular
networks using stochastic geometry methadd [32]. Using &¢eivers, it is shown that that SM
degrades the rate for a notable percentage of users comjgaséujle stream transmission. For the
case of two receiver antennas, the increase in mean rate dé Shbwn to be modest compared to
SST, while SST is shown to provide a gain in rate for cell edgerst However, for higher antenna
configurations, reducing the SM rate to a value less than gsdmum allowed rate is shown to offer
an overall increase in the system performance. In this payeobserve a similar trend using a SIC
model when opportunistic scheduling is combined with MM8t&iference suppression. Therefore, the
performance of the proposed encoding methods needs to bstimated further in both conventional

and Heterogeneous cellular networks employing opporticrésheduling[[33].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper highlights the spatial interference alignmemérmenon that naturally occurs in multi-user
systems employing opportunistic scheduling. For the cdsymmetric interference channel, closed-form
expressions for outage capacity and capacity scaling laitvs wvamber of users is obtained for a single

stream and multi-stream SM systems employing real or caxgateoding.

We show that SST methods employing real and complex-valmedding methods have distinct sum
capacities and the two methods are optimal in different ajjrgy regimes. In anV, receiver antenna
system employing SST with complex-encoding, use of opmistic scheduling based on post-SINR of
MMSE receiver enables mitigation of more thah—1 interferers. Foik = N,.+1, the required number of
users scale linearly with SNR. For the case of real-encodimtigation of more tharRN,. — 1 interferers

is feasible. Though SST with real-encoding reduces the patk by a factor of two, the overall sum
capacity exceeds that of complex-valued encoding in cedases. For the special casefof= 2N, + 1,
the required number of users for real encoding scales WitV R where it provides a higher sum outage

capacity compared to complex encoding.
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We generalized the SST with complex/real encoding to MU SKecdhe real/complex encoding with a
spatial multiplexing rate of?, we get a sum outage capacity sk log(1+SNR) whenL oc SN REE=N-,
With N; antennasR = % for real encoding and? = N; for complex encoding. We show that the
generalized MU SM encoder with real-valued modulation tes a performance that is either comparable,
or significantly higher than that of complex encoding. Thdiadnal gain owes to the fact that real-valued
MU SM offers a wider range of multiplexing rates and offersreefitrade-off between achievable capacity

and user requirement.

In systems with significant amount of interference, a reiducin SM rate is shown to have a beneficial
effect of increasing the overall sum capacity. With two reeeantennas at the user, SST mode employing
complex encoding and opportunistic scheduling outperfo8M. With four receiver antennas, reducing
the SM rate to either 1.5 or 2 is preferable over full rate $raission i.e,R = 4. The proposed encoding

methods can be used to improve the cell edge user rate inazedlystems.
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APPENDIXA

CAPACITY SCALING LAWS FORMU MIMO USING SEQUENTIAL MAX-SINR SCHEDULER

Appendix A 1
Sequential Max-SINR Scheduler

In a given scheduling epoch, the transmitter determinesoapgof N; users from the available set of
L users that provides maximum sum capacity among all feagitdeps. The computational complexity
of the search algorithm which determines the optimum grauguiite large for large values df., V;).
We propose a sub-optimum algorithm with low implementatcmmplexity and good performance. In
the proposed method, the transmitter determines the uske techeduled for each stream index using
a sequential max-SINR scheduler. More specifically, 184 = {v;1,71.2,..,71,.} denote the channel
quality information (CQI) metrics reported by all available users for the first stream index. Fot 1,

the scheduler first selects a user using the following ryle: ;) = max U; wherel*(1) is the index

of the user whose CQI is maximum. L& = {v21,722,..,72,.} denote the CQI metrics reported by
all L available users for stream index 2. We determine the scimeddecision for Sli = 2 using the
new setlU, which is obtained by excluding the CQI of the previously shiled user from the set/,
i.e., Uy = Uz — {72,4+(1)}. The scheduler selects a user ag-(») = max U. Generalizing in this
manner, we havd’; = {v; 1,72, .-, Vi, } denote the CQI metrics reported by allavailable users foith
stream index. Letl/; =~ U; — {7,001, Y2, 2) 5 - V(i—1),01+ (i—1) } - Note that the sel; containsL — (i — 1)
CQI metrics which are i.i.d. r.v’s. The size of this set [§;| = L — (i — 1). For ith SI, the scheduling
decision/*(i) is obtained asy; ;-(;) = max U;, i=1,2,.,N, Thus the transmitter selecfs;, users
using a sequential max-SINR scheduler, and transmits dateese users simultaneously, using a suitable
modulation and coding scheme (MCS). Each scheduled useniedsat a ratd; = log(1+;-(;)), where

I; denotes the mutual information measured at the output oMNESE receiver of the scheduled user
for ith SI. The outage probability foith data stream is given by?... ; = P(I; < log(1 + 3;) where
log(1 4 ;) is the target outage capacity fah steam. If we assume that the outage requirement for all

steams are equal, we s&t= 3. The outage probability can be expressed in alternative fas:

Poue,i = P(Yip- i) < B) 17)

where; ;-(;) is obtained by taking the maxima ovér— (i — 1) CQI metrics which are i.i.d. r.v's. An

expression of this form is encountered in single stream.ddsiag the outage probability results obtained
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in the SST case, the outage probability fthh data stream is upper-bounded as

- < L—(i—1)
Ko
_ a(k)k!
Porwe = |1—e AN — 7 (18)
_ 2 B
- qL
Ko
k)k!
~ 1 — eiﬁNtNo Z Lk“rl y for L > Nt. (19)
L k:Eo (B + m) ]

wherek, = KN, — N, — 1. This result indicates that, in the limiting case when thenbar of active
users is very large compared to the number of transmit aatgr@ach stream fully exploits the entire pool
of available users for scheduling. The number of activeusequired to meet a given per stream outage
probability is given by

Ia 1n(PoutI;UB) - (20)
0 a !
In |1 — efNtNo Zk:% Brm)FT

Remark
If the successive max SINR scheduler uses thé/séor scheduling instead df;, then the scheduler may

assign a variable number of streams to each user.

APPENDIXB

CAPACITY SCALING LAWS FOR REAL ENCODING

Appendix B 1
Max-SINR Scheduling based on Post-processing SINR of WL-MMSE

Although, the TOP analysis for real-encoding case exhif#tsain similarities compared to complex case,
the performance differs in a significant manner. The follggvanalysis exposes the key differences. In
this case, the receiver weighs and combines the real andinarggparts of the multi-antenna received
signal samples using a WL MMSE filtek; to produce a decision variablg(k) = w,;y;(k), where
W, = VShiR; " andR, = 31" ogiug], + 221 is the WL NICM. The SINR at the output of the
WL MMSE receiver is given bys; = ShiR; 'h;. Let 7 denote the rank of the WL ICM defined as:
R; = Zfi}l Iogl-_,lgj,l. Following the approach for conventional case, the posiRStan be expressed as:

% = S;h/R; 'h; which simplifies to

3 SZ Sl g % Aol g 1 (21)
Y= T No ) =Ly 4.
p=1 Ap + Fl p=r1+1 No

whered; = [@1,@1,2, .., &12n,]T" is a real-valued vector that has same distributioh@adVhenk — 1 <
2N,., the WL ICM becomes rank deficient and therefore the recemtegach user can suppress up to

2N, — 1 interferers fully. In the opposite case whéh— 1 > 2N,, the WL ICM has full rank. As in
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case of complex-valued signaling, we consider the TOP aisabnly for K — 1 > 2N,.. For this case, the

post-SINR of WL MMSE takes the form

o sy Bl g . (22)
A= = > S= .
=1 Ap Tt o Aan, + 5o

Lety, = S% If we assume that each user reports the SHNRstead of actual SINR, the TOP

12N T3~

can upper bounded as

Pout,UB,Real - P(max (’3/17’3/21 --7’3/1/) < ﬁ) = FL(B) (23)

where F(3) = P(% < B) and, F(8) = P (S'“J”if\’;0 < ﬁ). Let \,, = A2y, denote the minimum

Al 2N, +5

eigenvalue of the WL ICM, and = |©; 2, |?, where omitted the dependency on indeSince; an, ~
N(0, 1), the pdf ofz is given by
. 1
p(d) = ——=e " (24)

T

This pdf differs from the case of complex encoding where wal @éth exponential distribution.
Appendix B 1.1

pdf of minimum eigenvalue of a real Wishart matrix; Let us consider the WL ICMR,; = Zfi}l Iog“gj_’l
whereg; ; is a real-valued i.i.d. Gaussian random vectg(0, %I). This matrix is called a real Wishart
matrix [29], denoted aswW , (m, %I), n > m wherem = min(2N,, K — 1) andn = max(2N,, K — 1).
Since we are considering the specific caséof 1 > 2N,., we have:m = 2N,.,, n = K — 1. The joint
pdf of the ordered eigenvalues, .., A, (A1 > Ao > .. > Ay, > 0) of Wy, (n, 21), n > m is given in
[29]. In [23], the pdf of MEV is expressed for the special cafd, = 2. The pdf for the general case is
obtained by using a transformatioh:— % For even values of(, the pdf takes the form

. Ko s\ kot
) = —e~H™ a<k><Am> (25)

I
k—ko 0

Whereko — (1(72#

). The entries in Table | can be used to obtain the values(bj for several
combinations ofn, 5 +1). Note that for even values df, the pdf of the MEV of a real Wishart matrix
has the same form as that of a complex Wishart matrix. Howdwerodd values ofK, the pdf has a

remarkably different form. For the special caselof= 2N,. + 1, the pdf is given by

~ m+1 m —mim m—1 —1 S\m
Am) = T —ec¢ 0 U|——,—,— 26
pow) = 1) L (22IO> (26)
where the Tricomi functioi/ (a, b, z) is the confluent hypergeometric function
U(a,b,z) = 1 / e et 1+ )b at, R(a) > 0. (27)
I'(a) Ji=o

19



'(1-b)
I'(a—b+1)"

of K taking odd values, the pdf can be obtained using the reaufeimula given in[[2B].

wherel'(z) = [, t*"'e~*dtx > 0 is the gamma function antl (a,b,0) = For other values

Appendix B 2
TOP with real-valued encoding

First, we shall derive an exact expression for the TOP fonexaues of K. F'()) is evaluated as

- L N S& Ny
F(B) = (Smer i <[3> < m>7—7). (28)

The expressior (28) is evaluated by integrating the joiritygd,,, &) = p(Am)p(2) over the shaded area
shown in Figrl. The area under the region Al is given by

_ =1 i [T 3 _ BNO
Al = - ﬁ\/%e dz /;\m_op()\m) =1-2Q < ) (29)
=

A change of variabler = % is used arrive at the result afgl(a) = ——

e—% . For even values of

K, the area A2 is evaluated as

A2 = /ZL l ﬁ:)_m_%p(j\m) dxm] p(2) di. (30)

The integral is evaluated in the Appendix C and the resuliviergin (58). The TOP is determined as

Pout,up,rear = (A1 + A2)L K even. (31)

Appendix B 3

Further Approximations

The TOP expression (B1) allows fast and easy numerical ctatipn but it is not in a form convenient
to illustrate the trade-off between the number of requiredrsi and associated interference suppression
effects. We present an alternative result using certaimeeqapations. This approach is applicable to both

even and odd values df. To this end, we evaluatE'(\) as

s & [ N O AN <
F(B) =P <575\m T < B) = /Xm_OP (:v < ﬁis )p(/\m) A, (32)
Consider
N A ploi ) e e (A + 20)
P (I < [375 ) = /@:o me dt =1-2Q 2[375 . (33)
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This expression is not suitable for closed-form evaluatwbn(32). To arrive at simple expression, the
2 :L‘2 - . .
Q-function is approximated as a sum of exponentials @&r) ~ ize T+ ie‘%. This is tight

approximation for a wide range of values 0f[34]. Using this

A + Do (Am+ )
P<j<ﬂ(7—’5—2)> ~ 1_2ZK€ 2¢;f——<2— (34)
wherec; = 1, ¢p = 2, Ky = 5, Ko = 1. Substituting[(34) in[(32), we get
. G+ 80y -
F(B) ~ 1- 221{ / e 2P p(A)  dArm. (35)
m=0

Appendix B 4

Approximations for even values of K

Substituting the pdfa(;\m) given by [25) for even values dt, we get

/- 2 —c;po R e 1 75\m((2;¢ﬁ+1m) L ~
F(B) = 1-2) Kie % | Y a(k)[ —e o) NE dAm (36)
— - Am=0 I
= Lk=Fko 0
2 e | X !
= 1-2) Kie s | Y a(k) = (37)
i=1 k=Fko (_(2@510/3 + m)

A change of variable: = )\, ((2“5 + ) is made on line 1 to arrive at the result. Usifgl(23), the total

number of active users required to meet a given TOP is given by

L - 1n(Pout,UB, Real) (38)

2 Mo |
1-2300 Kie s le e alk >WH
S m

In

ko+1
1 2¢; 1,
In (Pout UB, Real) ( CSOB =+ m)

2 Zi:l Kieiciﬁ%a(ko)kol

To arrive at the result, we assume large valuesigér, we invoke the approximatiom(1 — x)

(K—2N,—2)
2

retained only the term containirig,. Substituting,ky = , we get: L « (% + m)

Appendix B 5

Approximations for odd values of K

Evaluation of TOP for odd values df is considerably more involved. In the following, we provitte
TOP expression for the case &f = 2NV,. + 1 and for the case of{ = 2N,. + 3. Results for the general

case ofK taking odd values are omitted due to space limitations.
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Appendix B 5.1
Approximations for K = 2N, + 1: Substituting [(2b) in[(35), after simple manipulations we ge

F(B) =~ 1—2F(m+1) ZKe tﬁs/ e " x

(20110 g+ m)

plm=t =L u du. (40)

2 7 2 ’ (20110%4‘7”)

Note that, for large values af, the integrand takes small values due to the scaling fé%er Therefore,

it is sufficient to consider the integrand for small to medivatues ofu. At high SNR, W takes
S
very small values. Under this assumption, and using thdtrd$ya, b,0) = % the tricomi function

is approximated as

-1 -1 -1 -1 r(2
gm=1 -1 u zU(””L_’_,O)_&_ (41)

Substituting [(41) in[{40), after simple manipulations we ge

) 2 o—cifR0
F(B) ~1—2mD (mgl)r(g)i e ' 2
=1T (2 +1) (\/M)
Using this
[7 8
. In(Pout, s, rea1) N In(Pouc, us, real) y To's — (43)

No ~ _e.pNo
_ mil)p(3) 52 Kie "0 5 oml (ML) (3) Y2 Kie Vs
In |1 2mF( ) )F (2) Z'L:l F(%+1)(\/20i10g+m):| m ( ) (2) Z’L:l F(%+1) /2¢;
where we assumﬁcilog +m to take high values anﬁcl-log > m. In this case/ is directly proportional

to the square root ofo 2.

Appendix B 6
TOP for real-valued Encoding K = 2N,. + 3

For K = 2N, + 3, p(\n) is given by [23]

pOn) = r(%“)ﬁ@e??mgw (a4)
o

< 2\ m—1 -1 X A A m+1 1 )
Ay) = 0¥ [ g - Am Amop3) o _Amo) o (T2 _m 45
g( ) m—1 ( IO ) < ) ) 2 ) IO ) + IO m—2 IO ) ’ 2 ( )

and Lg’)(—:c) =20+ @) Cpgat. Substituting [(4b) in[(35) we get

,clﬁ—/ / —>\7n 20154‘10 g(Am) dS\m (46)
m=0
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Consider

(2@% +m u=0
u
(2% b
where
U (2) 2u m—1 —1 U
— = ) = I? |[-——= U . 48
g<2ci§+1—7’;> " 1( 20i%+m> < 2 2 2,12 +m (“8)
U 3) 2u m+1 1 U
—a ¥ (- U = 49
(20110[54— ) " 2< 2ci%+m> ( 2 72 201-%4_7” (49)
-1 -1
~ L? (U (== 0). (50)
2 2
3
The approximation in second line holds for high valueafZ + ™. Since,U (751, 5,0) = F(Féi-)l)’
andLﬁfL)_l(O) =(m+1)Cy—1, we get
U r (3)
g——) & m+1)Cp1——2 (51)
<2ci§+%> ( ) r(2+1)

Substituting[(Bl1), and_(47) in_(#6), we get
R efciﬁ& oo
F(B) ~ 1—(m+1)Cp_ 14F< >Z K ) /7 L\/ae*u du (52)

-1 (201 L8 o —o VT
Kie™ B
= 1-(m+ 1)cm,1fz — (53)
(20 fop —l—m)
The result on second line is due fg° ) = \/ue™ du=1, andl (3) = yT
K _
Now combining the results for odd and even cases, we bek (% +m) ’ . For 8 = 2, for
0

S =1I,and when% > m, we have:L « SNR% N The sum of outage capacities &f transmitters

employing real-valued encoding is given by
K
C(sum.,Real - ? log(l + ﬂ) (54)

This expression holds when the number of users is suffigidridih.

APPENDIXC
i _ (> i _a(k) oo iy
First evaluate ared2a = [ _s: ~o p(Am) = ko AT Ji—y, € 't°  dt where a change of
m=52 -
variablet = % is made on line 2 and we defing = m (IS—% — ﬁ) Using integration by parts we
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TABLE |

COEFFICIENTSa(k)

m, n a(k)

(2,2) [2]

(2,3) [0 4/3 8/3]

2.4 [00 24 16 4)/15

(4,4) [4]

(4,5) [0 120 180 72 8 J/15

(4,6) | [0 040320 80640 72000 33600 8640 1152 64]/6300

TABLE I

MEAN SuM CAPACITY IN BITS/S/Hz ForR N, =1

Mode L=10,SNR=5 | L=10SNR=30 | L=50, SNR=5 | L =50, SNR =30
SST Complex, K =3 4.75 6.5 6.9 9.5
SST Complex, K =4 4.75 55 7.1 8.5
SST Real, K =3 4.7 11 6.0 12.5
SST Real, K =4 8.35 7.9 6.9 14.9

have: [, the™" dt = Z];:o etoto(k—p) kL Using this

(k—p)!"
K k . k—p r ~ N\ (k—p—r1)
a(k) — (35 -m) (k- —Np Sz
A2q = e \ToB ~20o )4y (k—D) k—p)C, el 55
JZI;O P LZ—;J 7;)( p) 5T, ToB (55)
N (k—p)
where binomial expansion cé‘f)—% - éVT‘;) " is used. Substituting A2a inté_(30), we have
0o K k . (k—p) k—p T AN (k=—p—r)
a(k) 7(711.5'3277711\[0) (m) —NO Sz 1 . .
A2 = / e \ToF 2o ) [ — (k—p)Cp | — — ——e " di
o=E00 k:zk miE+) g lo g 2 E VavE
K k (k—p) k—p r (k—p—r)
1 mNo a(k) m —Ny S D
= —e 20 Z i Z (—) Z(k —p)Cr (—) (_) —p—r+1 (56)
VT P AN r=0 2 7 (% + 1)k T

where D = )u(’“*”*“%)e*“du. Using integration by parts, this expression can be

1 e
v I:% (25+1
represented in terms of Q-function which is suitable for etoal calculation.
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Fig. 2. TOP for complex-valued encoding,-=2, K=3, SNR=20 dB,L=10
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TABLE Il

40

MEAN SuM CAPACITY IN BITS/S/Hz For N, =2

Mode L =50, SNR=5 | L=50, SNR=20
SST Complex, K =3 9.97 21.4
SST Complex, K =4 10.9 15.84
SST Complex, K =5 10.9 13.66
SST Real, K =3 7.34 19.67
SST Real, K =4 9.2 25.14
SST Real, K =5 10.5 25.97
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Fig. 8.
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