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

are both equal to 7', as are the number of receive antennasV. elegant group-theoretic approach, Zheng and Tse [5] found
For DUSTM the number of transmit antennas is constrained by the capacity of this channel to scale as

the scheme to bel/ = T'/2, while USTM has no such constraint.
If DUSTM and USTM utilize the same number of transmit Cincon = M*(1 — M*/T)log, p bits/sec/Hz (2)
antennas at high SNR’s the normalized mutual information

of the differential and the nondifferential schemes expresed for large p, where M* = min(M,N,T/2) and T is the

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

normalized mutual information of DUSTM is asymptotically . . . .
twice the normalized mutual information of USTM. If, instead, IMplies that for fixedT’, there is no need to use more than

USTM utilizes the optimum number of transmit antennas then M = T'/2 transmitters.
USTM can outperform DUSTM at sufficiently low SNR's. To take advantage of the constancy of the channel over

Index Terms— Non-coherent Communication, Capacity, Space- . me intervals, [4] proposed to encode the signal using
Time Coding, Multiple Antennas, Differential Encoding, Multi- 7" X M isotropic unitary matrices. In this encoding, called
plicative Channels. isotropic unitary space-time modulation (USTM), a symbol
can be spread not only ove¥/ antennas, but also ovér
time intervals. Some analytic results on the mutual infdioma
of USTM already exist. In particular, it has been shown that
CO_N_SIDERABLE volume of work has followed the Pré-for 7 > M [3] and for M < min(N,T/2) and largep

diction [1], [2] that the use of multiple antennas in trans[-5] the optimal input distribution is isotropic random iy,
mitting and receiving signals can result to substantialéases | o that of USTM. Thus the asymptotic capacity is equal to
in information throughput. The underlying assumptionshid t he mutual information, as in [2], [3], [5]. Recently, Hasisi
effort have been that the receiver knows the channel throughy marzetta [7] analytically calculated the received algn
some training scheme and that the channel coefficients ggtribution and thus were able to numerically evaluate the
stqtistica!ly independer_n. In this case and for large digma mytual information of USTM for a variety o/, T, N and
noise ratiop, the capacity is roughly p, confirming some of the above asymptotic results. More
Cron ~ min(M, N) log, p bits/sec/Hz 1) recently, [8] gener_alized the.received signal distributio
channels with spatial correlation.

where M, N are the numbers of transmitting and receiving In the case of USTM it is implicitly assumed that, aftEr
antennas. symbols the channel completely changes. In contrast rdiffe

In a typical mobile wireless communication system thgal phase-shift keying (DPSK) [9] has been used extengivel
channel coefficients vary continuously, following a Jakks- to take advantage of the continuous slow-varying nature of
distribution. Thus one can only assume that the channeltlige channel, without needing to perform any training. Irs thi
approximately constant over only limited periods of timescheme, each transmitted symbol is encoded into a phase-

L , . difference from the previous symbol.

A. L. Moustakas (email: arisim@phys.uoa.gr), S. H. Simomngi . . .
shsimon@bell-labs.com) and T. L. Marzetta (email: tim@aesh.bell- In [1011 [11]' the concept of differential modulation was
labs.com) are with Lucent Technologies. extended to multi-antenna systems. In this method, called
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differential unitary space-time modulation (DUSTM), thg-s [I. DEFINITIONS

nal is encoded oved/ transmitting antennas andl/ time 5 Notation

intervals using an\/ x M unitary matrix. In each successive ) ) )

M time intervals, the transmitter encodes the input signal by Throughout this paper we will denote the number of time-
multiplying a M x M unitary matrix to the unitary matrix intervals, transmitting antennas and receiving antennés w

transmitted during the previou® time intervals over theiy 1+ M, IV, respect|ve|.y.R, K and @ will representRR =
antennas and then transmits the matrix product. In turn, tPPén(Mv N), K = min(T,N) and Q@ = max(M,N) —
receiver decodes the signal by comparing the received Isigﬁ&n(Mv N) )

from the M antennas and/ time intervals to that received N addition, we will use bold-faced upper-case letters to
over the previous/ time intervals. Thus this scheme requirekePresent matrices, e.g<, with elements given byX;,

no training and assumes that the channel is fixed Gver2)s  Pold-faced lower-case letters for column vectors, exg.
time intervals. The technique of DUSTM can be applied to tH&th elementsz;, and non-bold lower-case letters for scalar
mathematically identical space-frequency channel thaeaps duantities. T{X} will represent the trace oKX, while the
during a single OFDM symbol interval, resulting in a variSuperscriptsl” and  will indicate transpose and Hermitian

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

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

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

analytic results are availablg regarQing the mutual inftiom diagonals, which have unit value.
of DUSTM and its comparison W't.h.USTM f.OT - 2.M' The complex, circularly symmetric Gaussian distribu-
The main obstacle has been the difficulty in integrating OVer " \vith zero-mean and unit-variance will be denoted by
exponentials of unitary matrices. This is a problem that w 0,1)

tackled in the 80's by high-energy physicists in analyzing t Thé pér-symbol normalized mutual information will be
nuclear strong interactions (quantum chromodynamicsk Duiven by I, measured in bits/sec/Hz. Thus for the case of
to the SU(3) symmetry of these interactions theirfluc:tuationés.l_lvI 7 T T /T, while for bUSTM 7 -
can in certain cases be represented by unitary matrices Tho T USTM = SUSTM/ = PDUSTM =

to integrate them out, one needs to make use of such integreﬁgsm'f/M'

of exponentials of unitary matrices. In this paper we apply

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

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

of us apply the method of character expansion to derive g the same time interval. The receivétx N-dimensional
same result and apply it to the capacity of Ricean MIM@ymplex signalX can be written in terms of th@ x M-
channels. In the present paper, we get the following resultgyimensional transmitted complex signilas

1) We analytically calculate the received signal distriitait oT
for the case of DUSTM (see sectibnl ll1). X = MQH +W 3)

2) Using this received signal distribution, we evaluate nu- . o o
merically Ipysras, the mutual information of DUSTM whereH is a M x N matrix with the channel coefficients

for a variety of M, N andp, and compare it tdy sz, from the tr_a_nsmitt_ing to tr_le receiving arrays aWd is the
the mutual information of USTM setting = 2M. At T x N additive noise ma_\trlx. BotlH and W are a_ssgmed to
low p we find that the two mutual informations for theh@ve elements that are independent &nd(0, 1)-distributed.
sameM, N, T = 2M are nearly identical. This implies Their mstantanepus values are gssumed 'Fo be unknown. to
that the number of bitper symboli.e. Ipysrar/M is both th.e transm|tter_and the receiver. Thg first terrTi_:In (3). is
twice Iysrar/T = Iysar/2M. In contrast, at large normalized, SO thap is the total average signal-to-noise ratio
the number of bits/symbol of the two schemes approaéBNR) transmitted from all antennas.
each other, but WitHDUST]u/M > IUSTM/T-
3) We compare the maximum with respect fd of C. Unitary Matrices for Isotropic and Differential USTM
the two mutual informations per symbol. For fixed
M, N, T = 2M, we find that while at large
p we have maxps+<p IDUSTM(J\/[*a N, p)/]\/[*
max <y lusram (M*, N, p,T)/T, at smallp the op-
posite inequality holds. _ N B T @)
4) We back the above numerical results by providing ex- M

pansions of the mutual information for both small anfyote that it is implicitly assumed here that> M, since only
large p. thus canM T'-dimensional vectors be mutually orthogonal.

In this paper we will be dealing with unitary input distribu-
tions ®. For the case of USTMP is a member of th&' (M, T)
Stiefel manifold (see [14]) i.e. the set of all compléxx M
matrices, such that



It is convenient here to introduc® , theT x (T — M)
orthogonal complement o, i.e. with

‘I’i’T—Fq’L@l =1Ir and q)j_i’l =Ir_m (5)

so that® = [@ &, ] is aT x T unitary matrix with®'® =
TR

For the case of DUSTM, we restrict ourselves to thg\/)
subgroup of theS(M, 2M) Stiefel manifold, such that [10]

°=3| 0

whereU is an M x M unitary matrix.

(6)

D. Mutual Information

For fixed®, X in @) is a sum of two Gaussian matrices
therefore its probability density conditional o# can be

written as

—1
exp (—Tr{XT [IT + %‘Mﬂ X})

X|®
P(X|®) 7N det(Iy + L ®®T)N

()

To evaluate the inverse of the matrix in the exponent we use

@), to get the expressiokd’ = ®J,,®t. Applying this
we get

oT -1 oT -1
T b il
[IT + o0 } [IT + 2 33,% ] (8)

_ oT -1
d [IT + ﬁJM] &t

M
S K . ¥
Lt T

pT +
= Ip-— 2P
T M+ T

We can therefore expreggX|®) as
T
exp (~Tr{X1 17 - 2L @0'| X}) .
TN (1 + %)MN ©)

The mutual information betweeK and ® is given by

I(X; ®) = / 4% p(®) / dX p(X|®)log, (pfég)zlo)

p(X) is the received signal probability density given by

p(X|®)

p(X) = / 1 p(X|®) = (p(X|)) (11)

while for DUSTM it is convenient to use

i
V2 | Im
which is the identity matrix of matrices of the form of
@). Using [I2) and through the change of variabks—
®7X, which leaves theX-integration measure unaffected,
we completely eliminate any non-trivig-dependence of the
integrand of [ID). The remaining d®p(®) can be easily

integrated to give unity and thus is disregarded. This tesul
to

®) = (14)

(15)

[(X; @) = /dXP(X|<I’0)10g2 <M>

p(X)
I1l. CLOSED-FORM SOLUTION OFp(X) FORDUSTM

When dealing with DUSTM, it is convenient to express the
conditional probability in terms otJ, defined in[B). Thus, if
we expressX as

X = [X; X,]" (16)

where bothX; andX, have dimensiond/ x N, then [®) can
be rewritten in terms oX;, X5, andU as

exp (—ETr {XIX) + X{X, })
T2MN (1 1 2p)MN

P T t T}
I {XXU+XXU
exp<1 2p r 2 X1 185 >

p(X|U) =

(17)

X

Combining this with [TI) we get
exp (—f%’pTr {X{X1 + ngg})

p(X) T2MN (1 4 2p)MN (18)
x (exp (BT {XoX{U + X1 X}UTY) )
where p

= 19
=11 5 (19)

We can now use the result of [13] to get

<exp (mr {XQXIU n xlxguf}» -
M-1  det (y§i71)/2li_1(2y;/2))

! (20)

o det (yjfl)
where y; for 5 = 1...M are the eigenvalues of
32X, XIX,X! (or the squares of the svd's 6X,X!). This
equation is essentially the generating functionalléf Any
moment ofU can be evaluated by taking arbitrary derivatives
with respect of elements of the matrKQXJ{ on both sides

where we introduced the notatigr) as the integration over of () and subsequently setting this matrix to zero.

P

The determinant in the denominator is the Vandermonde

The integration ove® in () can be eliminated by noting determinant

[7] first that Al{y;}) = det(yi™)
_ 5 Yy
p(X|®) = p(B'X]| ) (12) L1
The choice of®, depends on the particular application. Thus, Y1 Y2 Ym
for the case of USTM the following expression can be used = yi Y3 Yar (21)
Iy : : :
P, = 13 _ I _
0 [ 07— } 13) A S v



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

itly as start with the conditional probability(X|®)
det ( (- 1)/21 (le/z)) (22) exp (—TI’ {XTX}) exp (aTr {X“I)@TX})
1/2 1/2 p(X|®) = aTN(1+ pT/M)MN (28)
Io(2y,"")) . Io(2yxr") r
1/2; 1/2 1/2 1/2 . . . .
yi' "h(2y,"7) - yar 1i(2yy;°) whereX is aT x N complex matrix,® is a7 x N unitary
y1[2(2y1/ ) - yMIQ(zy}f) matrix and
T
: 3 : - Mp+ - (29)
(M 1)/2I (2y1/2) . y;\g{fl)/QI]u 1(2y1/2) p

. - . In [7] th ived signal probability densit found ® b
where,(x) is the modified Bessel function of order n [7] the received signal probability density was foun

One has to exercise caution in evaluatifgl (20) in the case
M < N. The reason is that only® singular values of pX) = /d@p(X|<I>) (30)
Xlxg are non-zero. Theref_ore, both f[he determinants in the exp (—Tr{XTX})
numerator and the denominator vanish. However, the ratio = N SV
remains finite. Using Lemmi 1 in Appendix | we can show 7N (1 + pT/M)
that x  (exp (aTr{X'®®1X}))

(exp (BTF {XQXIU + X1X§UT})> = (23) where the average ovér, expressed aé - -) was performed

—R+i— as follows:
Mot det (yJ(M fir 1>/2[M—R+i—1(2yjl-/2))
k!
k::Jl\;[—R det( M= P 1) (exp (aTI’ {XTCINI)TX}) (31)
Crum dt1 dtM
where the range of the indices in the determinantsiafe= Y :
1,...R. B
e m
o f— —
— —tm) - (— — ity —tmT*K
IV. MUTUAL INFORMATION OFDUSTM moy Loy —itm) - (—ayk — i) (= itm)
i i1)\2
Using [IT), [IB) and[23) we can now express the ratio llJ( itm — it1)
p(X|®0)/p(X) as -
(X[®o)
log, ( p(X) - (24)  where the constanf'r, is equal to
M-1 1 M—R+i—1
det T -1 (T — M)!
10g2 k=M-R E! ( ) OTM — ( ) ( ) (32)

det( (M—Rti-1)/2F =~ Rrio1 (2] /2)) (M —1)!---(0)!

+ <ﬁTr {XIXQ + XEXl} - 2Zy3/2> logy €
=1

andF is a M x M Hankel matrix with entries given by

e®Yk

K
In the above equation we have defingdx) = I,,(x)e™* and —1 (ayr)® T Tier (g — owr)
we have multiplied both numerator and denominator of the @y -1
expression inside the log witkxp (—2 SR yl/?), so that X { o 1 ~0
neither will have exponentially increasing terms for large ’ 1=

To evaluate the mutual informatior{_{24) needs to avels the above expression= T — K —m—n-+2, y(n, z) is the
aged over realizations dX;, X5, which are generated with incompletel” function andy,,, for n = 1,. .., K are the non-
probability distributionp(X|®o). This corresponds X1, X2 ;61 eigenvalues of tha x N matrix XX As in the case of
having Gaussian correlations given by DUSTM, to numerically calculate the mutual information one

EX X1 = (1+p)8ij0as (25) r;)ee_ds to average the_ Iog-raﬁOgg(p(X|<I_>0)/p(X)), Whe_r_e

. o is given by [IB), with respect tX, which has probability
B [ X3iaX2i5] (1+p)dij0as (26) densityp(X|®,). It is convenient to writeX'X as
E[X{iaX2js] = pdijdap (27)

XX = (1 + ﬁ) XX, 4+ XIX, (34)
V. MUTUAL INFORMATION OFUSTM M

In the next section we will compare the mutual informatiowhereX;, X, are M x N, (T'— M) x N complex Gaussian,
of DUSTM to that of USTM. Thus, for completeness, weinit-variance matrices.



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

In sectionl¥I=G below, we present numerical results on tHB€ quantitiesl; (M, N) = E[log, \i] and Ly(M,N) =
mutual information of DUSTM and compare them to corref’ [l0g2(A1 + A2)], where, » are distinct non-zero singular
sponding USTM results. However, before that, it is insiuect Values of an\/ > N matrix with independerd\/ (0, 1) entries.
to analyze the asymptotic behavior of the mutual informmatiol Neir explicit expressions are given L186), (87).
in both small and large SNR regimes. As we shall see, thisSimilarly, in Appendi{II-H we derive the asymptotic large
exact asymptotic analysis of both USTM and DUSTM wilp form of the mutual information for USTM (fol” > M)

provide insight and quantitative agreement with numerical - 1
simulations. Iystm = T [R(T — M)logy p+ Brun]  (39)
logy p
A. Low p region + 0 ( p )
To obtain the smallp behavior we expand the exponeniyit,
in the log-ratiolog, (p(X|®)/p(X)) and integrate over the T
fields. For the DUSTM case in AppendxFA we obtain Bryn = R(T-M) <1og2 Ve + L1(M, N)) (40)
e
. 2 N
Ipustm ~ p°N [1 — 20+ % (5 — M)} logye  (35) — logCra —log, |det G|

. i _ ~with £,(M,N) given in [B8). The last term appears only
For small smallp, we see that/pysra IS an increasing for 37 <« N and the elements o€ are given in [Q4). It

function of M. As a result, under the constraint of the chann@l jmportant to note that foi” = M the mutual information
being constant ove¥" time-intervals, the optimal number of\4nishes to the order calculated above, since in that case th

transmitting antennas i8/,,; = 7'/2. mutual information is identically zero.

For comparison, in AppendXTB we calculate the mutual e leading terms, proportional tog, p in @) and [3P)
information for USTM for smalp. The final result up t@(p?) provide insight on the large behavior of DUSTM and USTM.
IS Starting with [3¥), we find that for fixedV, the mutual

s N p? 20T M information I is an increasing function oM. Thus

fpsrn ~ Lo -mhi-2 1+ )1 DUSTM ng OM.Thus,

usTM 2M( ) [ 3M + T 082 ¢ as we found in the smalp case in the previous section,
p2N to maximize the mutual information, one should use the

= B) (1 —2p)log,e (36)  maximum number of transmitting antennas consistent wigh th
where the last equality holds faF — 2M. We see that for constraint that the channel is constant o¥&f time-intervals.

T = 2M, Ipusra ~ 2Ly srar up to orderO(p?)! Also, for In the case of USTM we find that, faf > 2N the optimal
fixed T and N, Iysras is actually a decreasing function oftfansmitting antenna number i8/,,, = N, while in the
the number of transmitting antennas, with optimal M/ = 1. OPPosite caseé’ < 2N, the leading term is optimized for

This can be seen in Fifll 3, where the optimdlat low p is Mopr = T/Q'_ ) )
1 Once optimized overM, the leading terms of botH{B7)

Itis important to note that fos < 1, the mutual information and [39) are identical {l 2). Thus, to leading ordepirboth
for both schemes scales a& rather tharp as in the coherent PYSTM and USTM are capacity achieving schemes. Com-
case. This behavior has been pointed out by [15], [16]. ThiR&rNg the next-to-leading-independent terms i {B7).{39)
at small SNR, the lack of knowledge of the channel becom¥§ find that, after optimizing ove¥/, the mutual information
increasingly problematic. This is generally the case foraup ©f DUSTM s larger than that of USTM. This can be seen

space-time modulated schemes. in Fig. [, where the optimized-ove¥t Ipysrar and Iysras
of @4) and [(3P) are plotted (dashed lines). This may come
B. High p region as a surprise if one takes into account thatfos= 2M, the

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

A 1 R i i i ide i i
fovsry = — [R (M _ 5) 10g2p+AMN] 37) intervals, the receiver exploits the side information ttia

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

M channel has not changed over the previddigime-intervals.
log, p
0 < p C. Numerical Simulations
where We now discuss the numerical simulations performed to
R R evaluate the mutual information for USTM and DUSTM. The
Aun = 7 logy(dm) — R <M - 5) log, (2e) simulation procedure consists of the following steps: tRirs
M—1 generatel instances of Gaussian complex random matrices
_ Z log, k! + R <M — R+ 1) L1(M,N) with covariance given by[125) anf{34) for the DUSTM and
Pyl 2 USTM cases. For each matrix instantiation we calculate the

1 singular values and then we apply them to evaluate the log-
+ SRR -1)L(M,N) (38) ratio log, (p(X|®)/p(X)), which we then average over its



L values. For intermediate and largewe have found that by simply maximizing thelog p term in [@) [5] and in [(3D),

L ~ 4 —5-10* are sufficient. However, for smalles, actually becomes optimal at very large~ 50dB.

at leastL. = 5 -10° are required. The reason is that the Turning now to Fig[B(a) we see that at relatively small

mutual information, being(p?), is quite small and therefore SNR, Cyysrys and Cpysras actually cross each other. At

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

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

relatively large SNR values. We find that for smal= —64B term of [36): the opti[naM iS Mope = 1 andIygra (1,1, N)

the normalized mutual informatiofpy s7as is nearly exactly can be higher thanpysrar (T,7/2, N). Interestingly, the

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

for intermediate SNRy = 6dB we find the approximate rela- to the behavior ap ~ —6dB.

tion Iy gpar (T = 2M, M,2N) ~ Ipysra (T = 2M, M, N).

This approximation breaks down for larger VII. CONCLUSIONS

~ Motivated by these ratio dependencies and scaling re&tion |, conclusion, we have found a closed-form expression for

in Fig.[d we analyze the dependence of ratio$ @fsTi and  he probability density of the received signal for diffetiah

Iysrar on SNR. In Fig[P(a) we plot the ratityysrar (T = unitary space-time modulated (DUSTM) signals. This alldwe

2M, M, N = rM)/Iystm(T = 2M,M,N = rM) as @ g 1o evaluate numerically the corresponding mutual infor-

function of p for various values of\/ and forr = 1/2, 7 = ation, In addition, we calculated analytically the asyotist

L andr = 2. We find that for fixedr, the ratios fall close orm of the mutual information for DUSTM and USTM for

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

approacheg(1—0.5min(1,r)), in agreement withl(37)[{89). nymper of transmit antennas is optimized. However, at high
We note however the slow convergence to their asympiolioygh SNR's the differential USTM outperforms its nondif-
values for largep, which can be explained by the fact thatgrential counterpart with respect to mutual informatiém
both mutual informations increase only logarithmicallttwi gitional advantage of DUSTM over USTM is its simplicity
p. _The closeness of the curves for fixedndicates that the ¢ decoding, though recent progress has been reported for
ratio has weak dependence on the actual values, 6/, N. gecoding of nondifferential USTM [17]. This suggests that
Thus alargef, M, N analysis is expected to give good resultyysTM is a promising type of transmission for non-coherent
even for small antenna numbers. MIMO channels. It would be interesting to test the compiti

In Fig. [A(b) we plot the ratiod pysrar(T = 2M, M,N = advantage of differential USTM in cases wh&n> 2M, for
rM)/(MIpusram(2,1, N = 1) as a function of for various - example wherf is a higher multiple oM. In that case the

values of M and. successive use of differential USTM could be assessed.
In Fig.[d we analyze the mutual information of DUSTM and
USTM optimized over the number of transmitting anteniés ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

with T fixed toT' = 8 and for various values oiV. In Figs .
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Cpustm = max Ipyspa (T =2M*, M*, N{41) APPENDIX|
M*<T/2
i Lemma 1:Let f;(z;) represent the, j-th element of a
= IDUSTM(Tv T/2,N) T x T dimensional matrix. Heref;(z) for j = 1,...,T is
Cusrm = %XIUSTM(T,M*,N) (42) a family of analytic functions andz;} is a T-plet of real

numbers. For simplicity we represent this matrix in terms of

as a function ofp (solid curves). In Fig[d3(c) the solidits columns denoted b¥(x;) = [fi(z;) fa(z:) ... fT(CCi)]T.

curves depict the optimal number af/ that maximizes Also we denote byA({z,}) the Vandermonde determinant of

IysTa (T, M, N) the z,’s
Mopt = arg%foSTA,f(T, M*, N) (43) A({xz}) = det(iZ?Z(-j_l)) = H(IJ — IZ) (44)
Jj>i
as a function ofp. As seen in[[d1), the optimal for Thys, in the limit that a subset df members of thel-plet
DUSTM is always equal td/ = T'/2, consistent with both g equal with each other (i.eq = ... = xy, for k < T),

low and largep analysis. In Figs[13(b),(c) the dashed curvegen the ratio oflet fi(z;)/A({z;}) exists and is equal to
represent the capacity and optimdl values as evaluated det [f(z1) () £(r)
€ X1 o) ... T -

using the larges asymptotic expressions di {37 139). Very lim
good agreement with the exact values (solid curves) can be =zi—@1i=2,..k Hjll [Lis;(xi —25)
seen down to moderate SNR. However, one should note, that ;. [f(fcl)f(l)(:m) f(kfl)(xl)f(xlﬁ_l) f(:CT)}
even though[(39) describes the capacity accurately down to PR 7 =
moderate SNR, the large-optimal value ofM as predicted [T,= ! {Hi>j,j:k+1(xi = %) | [ (T — 22)*

(45)
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Fig. 1. Plot of normalized mutual informatiohy ¢ g7 as (solid lines) andliy s (dashed lines) as a function of the number of transmit a@tend for
different receive antenna numbeh& and three SNR levelp. The coherence intervdl is chosen to bd” = 2M for proper comparison.

where (") (z) denotes then-th derivative of each of the take the limitzs — 1. Now both top and bottom expressions
elements of the vectdi(x) evaluated at:. of the ratio in [4}) go to zero quadratically jm3 —z; ). Hence
one has to take the second derivative with respectstamn

Proof: This can be proved by successively applying thgoth top and bottom expressions. For a full proof see []
I'Hospital limit £ — 1 times on the numerator and denominator

of @3). For thepth application of this rule f < k) we
calculate the limit ofr, 1 — x1. For example, ifc = 2, both
numerator and denominator i {45) have a simple zero in the
limit zo — x1. Therefore, by taking a single derivative of both In this section we will calculate the first four terms in the
and settinge, = ;1 in the result gives the correct answer. Fofaylor expansion inp of the mutual information for both

k = 3, we first take thers — ;1 limit as above and then we the differential and the isotropic USTM cases. The mutual

APPENDIX I
SMALL p ANALYSIS



Ratio | (T=2M,M,N)/(M? |

Ratio of Normalized Mutual Information of DUSTM to that of USTM versus SNR for various M, N DUSTM (2,1,1)) for various M, N versus SNR

DUSTM

Ratio
Ratio

Bt )
-‘-,-n.,-_,_._‘.“n

L e e Mm- e Tl | e P ondT, WAL | T P P AR T T |

N=M/2
0.75+ |
0.5 o s e 1 e o |
0.4 : : : L I I I
-5 0 5 10 15 = L )
SNR (dB) SNR (dB)
@) Ipysr(T =2M,M,N)/I;ysr(T = 2M,M,N) () Ipyst(T =2M,M,N)/(Mipysr(T = 2,1,1))

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

information I (X; ®), (I3) can be rewritten as wherer =0, 1, - - -. Note that, sinc&J is an element of/ (M),
p(X|®0) all odd moments vanish. However, even moments other than
I(X;®) = /pr(X|<I>0)log2 . il bV (46) the second one are not easy to evaluate. In fact, even using
<p(X|®) > the simple-looking form of[{20) does not simplify matters to

where (-) denotes average ovep. The simplest way to much. .
proceed is to expand both logarithms in powerspoind, ~ To expand the exponent of the second terniLii (47) in powers
where convenient, interchange the integration dXeand®. 0f 3 we use the notation

The expectation oveK will be denoted byFE[]. A= (Tr {XgX{U N XlXEUT})n 51)
A. Differential USTM We see that due t¢{b0), all odd terms vani&hy, 1) = 0.
In the case of D_USTM, we see th_at by taking the ratighus’ to4" order in 5, @) cz;m be written as
i(:foliﬁg)nzar?é)e wrig) aind PO in @5 the mutal I = <250M N — %E [(A2)] (52)
I = BE [Tr{XzXI + XngH log, e (47) _ g_i (E[(A4s)] - 3E [<A2>2])) logy ¢
— B logy(exp (AT {XoXIU+ X XU )] Eo mm) we ge
noed 1o Specy thor variances gnen (2%, AS a roaut <= gpr{xxixx) 69

first term in [4Y) can be easily evaluated to give which results toF [(As)] = p2M N2 + (1 + p)2M N2, Since

Elmdx,xt +x.xt V] = 280N 48 8= p/(l—i—?p? is (’)gp) for small p, we qnly need to e_valuate
B { r{ 281 + &1 2H br 48 the averages involvingl, and A2 to leading order irp, i.e. to

To deal with the second term ifL{47), we also need tH&(1). Thus, we may neglect th@(p) terms in the correlations

following identities for the averages ovEr. betweenX; and X, (see [2Zb)). As a result,
: ! E[(42)°] = 4N*(L+M?)+0O
(UiUp) = M(Sil(sjk (49) [(A42)7] ( ) (p)
E[(A)] = (EJA4) (54)

<2ﬁlUu> -0 (50) = 12N(1+ MN)Tr {(UUTUU")} + O(p)
q=1

= 12MN(1+ MN)+ O(p)
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Fig. 3. Plot of capacity of DUSTM and USTM as a functionofHere T is fixed toT = 8. Fig.[d(a) depicts the smatl-region, while Fig[B(b) shows the
full region of p-values simulated. Fidll 3(c) represents the optimal nurobéransmitting antennas for USTM as a function of SNR andvémious values of
N. The dashed curves in Fi@l 3(b),(c) correspond to the doadypressions valid for large (see [[3F),[(3)).

Collecting all terms from above and expanding then®t@?*) from (33)
we obtain the mutual information di{B5).
B [X5Xu] = 0abi (1 + Jur——) (56)
B. Isotropic USTM
In the case of USTM, we will expané;sra to orderp?. As aresult, the first term i {55) can be easily evaluated to
Here, the analog of{37) is

(6% t = (6% — ) =
I = aB[Tr{X3yX}]log,e (55) E[Tr{XJyX}] = MNa/(1—a)=TNp  (57)

_ T T
E [1Og2<eXp (aTr {X UInU X})>] Similarly to the previous section, we defidg, as

whereU is aT x T unitary matrix and thd” x N Gaussian
random matrixX has the following correlations, which follow B, = (Tr{X'UuJ,, U'X})" (58)
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Then, after expanding the second term[Inl (55) to ord&r!
becomes

I = 1ogze(Mlea—aE[<Bl>] (59)
- S (BB - E[(B)?)
- L BB+ 2B (3] 3B ((B)(B)))

Using the orthogonality relation fdv (7") unitary matrices

(Ui Un) = %5il5jk (60)
we can calculatéB;) to be

< B, >= %Tr{XTX} (61)

We can now calculate the terms [D159) explicitly:
E[(B1)] = MN <1 + %%) (62)
E[(By)] = E[(B1)’] = (E[Ba]) — E [(B1)?] ~ (63)

=MN (1 - %) (1 + 2p¥) + 0(p?)

E[(Bs)] + 2E [(B1)°] = 3B [(B1)(B2)] (64)

1 - =

M) <1 - 2,,%) +0(p)

=2MN
(-7

Note that the last two equations were only calculated{p)

the independend/ x N matricesZ. with CN(0,1) entries,
defined as

Z, = XitXe (66)
2(1+ 2p)
X; — Xy
7Z. = ———
V2

Thus [32X2XJ{X1X£ can be written as a sum of terms with
decreasing powers of.

xaxgxaX] = 527 (et + 2 2o (1))
ek p3/2(67)

where
Ho = Ny (68)
H, = \/% ((z,zL - z+zT_) N+ h.c.) (69)
Hy = N2 SINAN -+ N N (70)

% (z-zi - z+zT_)2
and Ny = Z,Z1,.

To leading order inp, we can neglect the higher order
terms in [8¥) and only keep the term proportionalﬁf).
In this case, the eigenvalues of the left hand side[df (67)
arey; = (Bp)i)?, where); are the eigenvalues of/,. We
will need to calculatgy; to next to leading order, focusing on
the R non-zero ones. To do this we need to express the full
eigenvalueg; as well as their corresponding eigenvectors as a
Taylor expansion in the small parametef,/p. Applying the

andO(1), given that their proportionality constants [0)59) ar@ormalization condition of the eigenvectors at every omler
O(p*) andO(p?), respectively. Collecting all termE{62).{63)obtain an expression for the corrections of the eigenvaies
and [G#) together ir({$9), we get the mutual information faerms of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the unpedurbe

USTM to O(p?) expressed in{36).

APPENDIXIII
LARGE p ANALYSIS

A. Differential USTM

We wish to calculate the asymptotic behavior of the

DUSTM mutual information for largep. Using [48), we
rewrite the log-ratio of[[24) as

R
log, ( ) = <2ﬂpMN — 22 @) log, e
i=1

p(X|®o)
p(X)

matrix, i.e.’Hg. The perturbation analysis of eigenvalues is
treated in detail in standard textbooks, see for examplg [18
Below we simply quote the answer:

"2Him; nlHon,
y o= B (A? My ke N G
: 2
1 ni’Hlnj 3/9
+ _Z 2_)\2 +O(p_/)
P i 3

JF

wheren; are the eigenvectors correspondingXo The last
term in the above equation is summed over)gll including

M- zeros, and is well behaved because the eigenvalyesre
— ) logy k! (65) unequal with probabilityl. We next observe that, sinag;
k=M—-R are eigenvectors o, nI’Hlni = 0. We now can expand
det (ij,pm,l) the second term i (65):
+ log, p t( 1&171?2+i71j @ ) R R nT’Hgn
et |y, M—R+i—1 Yj ) - ) i i
Y; +i-1(2\/Y; 2;\/5 2Bp¥ Ai + o (72)
where y;, for ¢ = 1,--- R are the R eigenvalues of the 9
matrix BQXZX;XlX;. The above equation is averaged over 1 nZT’Hlnj‘ )
the M x N Gaussian matriceX,, X, with correlations given + 2N Z 22 +0(p™7)
by (Z3). To analyze the largebehavior, it is convenient to use Lt 0 J
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To proceed further, we integrate ddt in the above equation Since the eigenvalues ok, are equivalent, we need only

(but notZ, ). As a result we get to evaluate the averages [log, \1] and E [logy (A1 + A2)]
R R over the M x N Gaussian matrixZ,. Careful analysis of
the correction term shows that it 8(log, p/p).
2> Vi = 28p> A (73) y 2 . .
=1 7 To calculate these quantities we need the single eigenvalue
R probability densityp()\) as well as the joint two eigenvalue
+ <Z A+ (M — N)R) +0(p™) probability densityp(A1, A2) for the random matrixt, =
i ZLZ+. Using Telatar’s analysis [2], it can be shown that

which, after integrating oveZ, gives

AC@e—?
R PN = SN (79)
26 |3 VEE| = 2pMN @ \AGe Ot
=1 _ 1 7\2

+ R (M - g) +0(p™)

Thus, the first term in the above equation, cancels the first o
O(p) term in [65), with the remainder being only of ordethereuz(A1, \2) is given by

X (/LQ(/\l,)\l),ug(/\z,)\Q) _,UQ()\la/\Q)Q)

unity.
We now turn to the asymptotic treatment of the determinants R—1
in @d). Since for largep the non-zeroy;'s will be large, 2(A1, Ae) = Z LQ Al)LQ(/\g) (81)
we may use the asymptotic form of the normalized modified k:O
Bessel function
L) = e"I(z) (75) and LkQ(x) is the associated Lague_rr.e polynomia}l of .oréer
1 Smge bothp()\) and _p(/\l,)\g) are finite polyno_m_|als_ Mg,
~ (1+0z™1) A2 times a exponential factor, they can be explicitly integdat
V2mx using the following identities several times:
in the determinant of the denominator [AJ(65) to obtain
yw / dAX"logy Ae™ = nlW¥(n+1) (82)
det | Le—xu(1+0(y; '/*)) 0
VAT Y5 B

. n!<1+%+~-~1—6’)10g26
(ﬁp)\])M—R-ﬁ-Z—l . n
J

(Bp)(2M—R—2)R/2

_ M-R-1/2,y oo 00
= el | R (Aj =) A [ Ao APATe M) 0e (A 4 Ny)  (83)
(47T) 1,7<1 0 0

[1+0(p™")] (76) =n!m!¥(n+m+2)log, e

X

The first equality follows from the fact that = 8%p%(\? +

O(p~1). Similarly, the Vandermonde determinant can be eWherec IS the Euler constard = 0.57721. - -. To somewhat

S|mpI|fy the procedure, we apply the Chrlstofel Darbouerid

pressed as tity (see [19])
det(y] M-Rti-1y  _ det([6%2/\?(1+(’)(p_1))}M7RJ”*1)
R—1
R _ k!
= BT NI =X i) = Y e LD I2 () (84)
1,j<t k=0 (k + Q)
x [1+0(p™)] (77) R (L
Taking the logarithm of the ratio of the two determinafii§)(76 (R+Q-1)!
aking the logarithm of the ratio of the two determina
we get L8, ()E20%) - LE0)LE, (M)
(1), we get «
det(---) R R M
et
logg ——~ = R (M — —) log + = log 47 (78)
% det(--) ? which, in the limit \, — \; becomes

+

<M R+ = >Zlog2 _ Rl

/LQ(Alv)\l) m
X (Lg—l()‘l)LQH(/\l) L%()\l)LQH(/\l))

(85)
+ > logy(Ni + Ay) +logy(1+O0(p7 "))

4,5 <1
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Combining [ZP), [BR) and_(B5), we get

LM N) = (R+Q—1)
R-1
m( Q+R-1 +R
2 () ()
R,R—2
’ m( @+R Q+R—1
e (4708787

Q+k+m)V(Q+k+m+1)
x Kim!

log, e

E[log \] = RV (86)

B. Isotropic USTM

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

= aF [Tr{X'JyX}]log,e

—  E [logy(exp (aTr {X'®dTX}))]

= TNplogye— E [logy(exp (aTr {XT®®X}))]
where the third equality is obtained by integrating over
see [[BF). To evaluate the second term we will perform an

asymptotic analysis of the multiple integration [n(31),igvh
is performed by evaluating the residues of the poles of the

(88)

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

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

Lo(M,N) = E [log, (A + A2)]
R-1
1+ma Q+R_1 Q+R
{[h;—o(_l)kJr < R—1—-Fk )( —1—m1)
R,R—2
' vamy [ Q+R Q—i—R—l
Eeee (88
s Q+R—1 Q+R
ko+mo -
[E e (g (0,
R,R—2
: sims [ @+ R Q+R—1
_k;:o(_l)k+ <R_k2)<R_2_m2 }

><(Q+k1 +m)U(Q + k2 + m2)!
k1'k2|m1'm2
U(2Q + k1 + my + ko +ma + 2) log, e

R—1,R
: vimy [ Q+R—1 Q+R
- [ > (=R (R—l—k1><R—m1>

k1,m1=0

k 1
sgn(kl ‘ . mll

k'm
1imq! p10

R—1,R
) b +R-1 + R
| S0 e (2R

k}g,mzzo )
‘kz m2| 1
sgn(ka — ma)
X————

k2|m2'
p2= 0
(Q+max(k1,m1)—1—p1 -l—max(kg,mg —1— p2)!

)
x (@ + min(k1, m1) + min(ke, mo))!

that at largep from (33), the eigenvalues aXX generally
split into three groups: the firsk being large0(p~1), K — R
eigenvalues bein@ (1), while the remainingV — K being
zero. For simplicity, we assume they are ordered in mageaijtud
i.e. y1 > y2 > .... Note first that the last term in{B1)
guarantees that no twg’s are evaluated at the residue of the
same pole withy,, # 0. As a result the leading term will entail
min(K, M) t's evaluated at the poles of ti¢(p) eigenvalues
of XX. All other terms will be exponentially smaller. Let us
start with the simpler case dff < K. Here theM t-integrals
are all performed by taking their residues at teO(p) y;’s.
Thus we get

(exp (aTr {XT®®TX})) (89)
M eYm
~ Crum
H q= 1 q;ém(aym ayq)(aym)T_K
X H ayl - aym)
<m

_ o eYm
™ H [Hq mH(aym ayq><aym>T—K1

o H | aroe)

where in the Iast step we used the fact that the eigenvalues
YM+1,---,yx are O(1), while y,, for m = 1,..., M are

ym = O(p). Thus forM < K the mutual information can be
written as

Q

M
Iystar = |TNp—a Y | B [ym]| logy e —log, Crar (90)
m=1
M
+(T — M) Y E[logs(aym)] + O(logs p/p)
m=1

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

xW(2Q + k1 +ma + k2 +m2)logy e (87hat for M < K

As before, the terms outside the curly brackets are commonto « Z E [ym]
all sums inside the brackets preceding them. After cohecti

M
=TNp+ (T -M)R+0(p ") (91)

m=1

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

to orderO(log, p/p).

leading order we have,, ~ pT'\,,/M + O(1), where\,,
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are the eigenvalues (XIXL with X; a M x N Gaussian [10] B. M. Hochwald and W. Sweldens, “Differential unitarpace-time

random, unit-variance matrix. Thus we can Usd (86).

WhenM > K = N, we have the added complexity that;

only K y,'s areO(p). After performing the first Ki-integrals

by evaluating them at the poles of thefie O(p) y's, @) [12

becomes
(exp (aTr {XT<1>«I>TX}) (92) p3
CTM
~ K)! H [14]
H / o qul(_ayq —itm) [15]
4 T—-K

m=K+1 ( Z)\m) [16]

< ] (=idm —iX)?
I>m [17]

The M — K remaining integrals have high-order poles at zero.

It is straightforward to show that the above equation becom

(exp (aTr {XT<1>«1>Tx})> (93)

~ CTMH

where G is an (M — K)-dimensional square Hankel matrix
with elements

———— [det G| (1+ O(p™ "))

1
Gmn:{m min<T—K+1 o

0 otherwise

As a result, forM > N and largep the mutual information
is asymptotically equal to

T
IUST]W = (T — M)R |:10g2 % + £1j| — 10g2 CT,M

— log, |det G| + O(log, p/p) (95)
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