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Abstract

We consideslowfading relay channels with a single multi-antenna sourestidation terminal pair.
The source signal arrives at the destination Adops throughV — 1 layers of relays. We analyze the
diversity of such channels witfixed network size atigh SNR In the clustered case where the relays
within the same layer can have full cooperation, the codperalecode-and-forward (DF) scheme is
shown to be optimal in terms of the diversity-multiplexirrgdeoff (DMT). The upper bound on the
DMT, the cut-set bound, is attained. In the non-clustereskcave show that the naive amplify-and-
forward (AF) scheme has the maximum multiplexing gain of¢hannel but is suboptimal in diversity,
as compared to the cut-set bound. To improve the divergigcestime relay processing is introduced
through the parallel partition of the multihop channel. Titiea is to let the source signal go through
K different “AF paths” in the multihop channel. Thiarallel AF schemereates a parallel channel in
the time domain and has the maximum diversity if the panii®properly designed. Since this scheme
does not achieve the maximum multiplexing gain in generalpwopose dlip-and-forward(FF) scheme
that is built from the parallel AF scheme. It is shown that Bfe scheme achieves both the maximum
diversity and multiplexing gains in a distributed multihcipannel of arbitrary size. In order to realize the

DMT promised by the relaying strategies, approximatelyersal coding schemes are also proposed.
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Relay channel, multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), iitihop, diversity-multiplexing tradeoff (DMT),
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Diversity of MIMO Multihop Relay Channels

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent years have seen a surge of interest in wireless rieatwdnlike the traditional point-to-
point communication, elementary modes of cooperation sisctelaying are needed to improve
both the throughput and reliability in a wireless networkh&ugh capacity of a relay channel [1],
[2] is still unknown in general, considerable progress heenbmade on several aspects, including
some achievable capacity results [3], [4] and capacityirsgdhws of large networks [5]-[9]. In
parallel, research on the cooperative diversity [10], [Idjere the relays help the source exploit
the spatial diversity of a slow fading channel in a distrdzlifashion, has attracted significant
attention [12]-[18].

In small relay networks where the source signal can reachddstination terminal via a
direct link, many results have been known in both the chawaehcity [2], [3] and the co-
operative diversity. The capacity results are mostly basedhe decode-and-forward (DF) and
the compress-and-forward (CF) strategies. The amplitifanward (AF) scheme, however, is
rarely considered in this scenario due to the noise accuionlat the relays. On the other hand,
the AF scheme is widely used for cooperative diversity. I baen shown in [13], [15] that
the AF scheme is as good as the DF scheme at high SNR as far dé¢hgity is concerned.
Furthermore, it is pointed out in [17] that not needing toatkethe source signal makes the relays
more capable of protecting the source signal in some cas$esCF scheme, which works with
perfect global channel state information (CSI), is usuahkgluded in the cooperative diversity
scenario for practical considerations. In larger relaywoeks, where direct source-destination
links are generally absent, substantial results on theciigpecaling laws have been obtained in
the large network size regime [5]-[7], [9] . However, mucksés known about the cooperative
diversity than in the case of small networks.

This paper analyzes the cooperative diversity in relay ogtg/with a single multi-antenna
source-destination terminal pair. The source signal esrat the destination via a sequence\of
hops throughV — 1 layers of relays. Similar channel setting with a single fayas been studied
in [19]-[21] in different contexts. Using large random nimatheory, the ergodic capacity results

of some particular relaying schemes have been establigireldrie networks [19]. Recently,
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the study has been extended to the case with multiple layferslays [22] and the case with

multiple source-destination pairs [8]. Cooperative dditgrin this setting was first studied in [20]

for the single-antenna case then in [21] for the multi-anéenase, with distributed space-time
coding. All the mentioned works assume linear processintheatelays and the DF scheme is
not considered. Actually, one can figure out immediately tha DF scheme is not suitable for
the multi-antenna setting due to the suboptimality in teohslegrees of freedom. Requiring
the relays to decode the source signal restricts the adileedegrees of freedom. This is one
of the fundamental differences between the large netwonkk small networks : the degrees
of freedom of the latter are determined by the source-dasbim link and not by the relaying

strategy.

In this work, we suppose that the network size is arbitraryt flxed) and the signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) is large. The multihop channel is investigatedeirms of the diversity-multiplexing
tradeoff (DMT). The DMT was introduced in [23] for the poitd-point multi-antenna (MIMO)
channels to capture the fundamental tradeoff between tloeighput and reliability in a slow
fading channel at high SNR. It was then extensively used iftinser channels such as the
multiple access channels [24] and the relay channels [12], [16]-[18] as performance measure
and design criterion of different schemes. Our main couatitims are summarized in the following
paragraphs.

First, we use the information theoretic cut-set bound [ZbHérive an upper bound on the
DMT of any relaying strategy. In the clustered case wheredheys in the same layer can fully
cooperate, this bound is shown to be tight. An optimal schemtbe cooperative DF scheme,
where the clustered relays perform joint decoding and jertncoding.

While the clustered channel is equivalent to a series-adlaamd does not feature the distributed
nature of wireless networks, the non-clustered case isestuab the main focus of the paper.
Since no within-layer cooperation is considered, linearcpssing at the relays is assumed. We
start by the AF strategy, which seems to be the natural firsicehas a linear relaying scheme.
We show that the AF scheme is, in the DMT sense, equivalerntiéoRayleigh product (RP)
channel, a point-to-point channel whose channel matrixefndd by a product ofV Gaussian
matrices. That being said, we examine the RP channel in dedatil. It turns out that the DMT
of a RP channel has a nice recursive structure and lends sdunive insights into the typical

outage events in such channels. The study of the RP charadd Wirectly to an exact DMT
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characterization for the AF scheme in multihop channelglotrary size. The closed-form DMT
provides simple guidelines on how to efficiently use the lalde relays with the AF scheme.
One such example is how to reduce the number of relays whalpikg the same diversity. While
the maximum multiplexing gain is achieved, the achievalpterdity gain of the AF scheme can
be far from maximum diversity gain suggested by the cut-seind. Specifically, the DMT of

the AF scheme is limited by a virtual “bottleneck” channel.

The following question is then raised : is the DMT cut-set tauight in the non-clustered
case? The question is partially answered in this work : tleersts a scheme that achieves both
extremes of the cut-set bound, that is, the maximum diyeegitreme and maximum multiplexing
extreme. In order to achieve the maximum diversity gain kieis space-time relay processing.
Noting that the AF scheme is space-only, we incorporate ¢hgbral processing into the AF
scheme. The first scheme that we propose ip#rallel AF scheme. By partitioning the multihop
channel intoK “AF paths”, we create a set ok parallel sub-channels in the time domain. A
packet that goes through the parallel channel attains amowed diversity if the partition is
properly designed. It is shown that there is at least onetiparsuch that the maximum diversity
is achieved. However, the parallel AF scheme does not havendximum multiplexing gain in
general, since the achievable degrees of freedom by thenschee restricted by those of the
individual AF paths. In most cases, the AF paths are not adéWas the original channel in
terms of the degrees of freedom. In order to overcome theolodsgrees of freedom, we linearly
transform the set of parallel AF channels into another sewhich each sub-channel has the
same degrees of freedom as the multihop channel. In the neallghahannel, each relay only
need to flip the received signal in a pre-assigned mode, hiveceameflip-and-forward (FF).

It is shown that the FF scheme achieves both the maximumsiliyeand multiplexing gains.
Furthermore, the DMT of the FF scheme is lower-bounded by dhéhe AF scheme.

Using the results obtained in the non-clustered case, wsitréve clustered case by pointing
out that the cooperative DF operation might not be neededl iclussters to get the maximum
diversity. We also indicate that cross-antenna linear gssing in each cluster helps to improve
the DMT only when both transmitter CSI and receiver CSI arevkmto the relays.

Finally, coding schemes are proposed for all the studiealyief) strategies. In the clustered
case, a series of Perfect space-time block codes (STBCE)[£28 with appropriate rates and

dimensions are used at the source and each relay clustepéhfarms the cooperative DF
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operation. In the non-clustered case, construction ofeleeSTBCs for general parallel MIMO
channels is first provided. The constructed codes can baedpgirectly to the parallel AF
scheme and the FF scheme. All suggested coding schemeweathee DMT despite of the
fading statistics and are thus approximately universa).[28

Regarding the notations, we use boldface lower case lettd¢rs denote vectors, boldface
capital lettersM to denote matrice€! A/ (u, o%) represents a complex Gaussian random variable
with meany and variancer?. E[] stands for the expectation operatdy. [-]' respectively denote
the matrix transposition and conjugated transpositionatjmns.||-|| is the vector norm||-||c is
the Frobenius matrix norm. We defhﬂaﬁil M, 2 My --- M, for any matricesM,’s. The square
root /P of a positive semi-definite matri® is defined as a positive semi-definite matrix such
that P = \/1_’(\/?)T Amax(P) and A\, (P) denote respectively the maximum and minimum
eigenvalues of a semi-definite matd (z)" meansmax(0, z). [a] (respectively,|a]) is the
closest integer that is not smaller (respectively, notdgrghana. (a), meansa mod b. log(-)

stands for the basg{ogarithm. For any quantity,

L enpa : logg
¢ =>SNR" means _iim 1oSNR ~

and similarly for < and >. The tilde notatior: is used to denote the (increasingly) ordered
version ofn. Letm andn be two vectors of respective length, and L,,, thenm < n means
m; <, Vi=1,..., min{Ly, L,} —1.m Cn means thatn is a sub-vector of some permutated
version ofn.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Secfidon licdess the system model and
some basic assumptions in our work. The DMT cut-set boundtheadlustered case with the
DF scheme are presented. In Secfion Ill, we study the nostezied case with the AF scheme.
The parallel AF and the FF schemes are proposed in Sectioim kéctior 'V, the clustered case
is revisited. The approximately universal coding schemegpeoposed in Sectidn VI. Sectibn VI
provides some selected numerical examples. Finally, & toieclusion is drawn in Sectidn V]II.

Most detailed proofs are deferred to the appendices.
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[I. SYSTEM MODEL AND BASIC ASSUMPTIONS
A. Channel Model

The consideredV-hop relay channel model is composed of one source (layeme destina-
tion (layerN), and N —1 layers of relays (layer to layer N —1). Each terminal is equipped with
multiple antennas. The total number of antennas in laygdenoted by:;. For convenience, we
definen: £ ng, nr = ny, andng, = min;—o__n n;. We assume that the source signal arrives at
the destination via a sequence @fhops through théV — 1 layers and that terminals in layer
can only receive the signal from layer 1. The fading sub-channel between layer 1 and
layeri is denoted by the matri¥;. Sub-channels are assumed to be mutually independent, flat
Rayleigh-fading and quasi-static. That is, the channeffictents are independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) complex circular symmetric Gaussiaith unit variance. And they remain
constant during a coherence interval of lengtland change independently from one coherence
interval to another. Furthermore, the transmission is sgpg to be perfectly synchronized. Under

these assumptions, the signal model within a coherencevahtean be written as
yll] =Hz, o [l] +2[l], [=1,...L,

wherez;[l],y,[l] € C"*! denote the transmitted and received signal at layefl] € C"*! is the

additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at layiewith i.i.d. CN (0, 1) entries. Since we consider
the non-ergodic case where the coherence time intdrvial large enough, we drop the time
index [ hereafter. It is assumed that all relays work in fuII-duﬁlexode and the transmission

is subject to the short-term power constraint
E {||z;|2} <SNR, Vi 1)

with SNR being the average transmitted SNR per layer. All terminaés supposed to have
perfect channel state information at the recg\mnd no CSI at the transmitter. From now on,

we denote the channel as(@ay, n4, . ..,ny) multihop channel.

This assumption is merely for simplicity of notation. Singe assume that no cross-talk exists between different eftgnn
the half-duplex constraint is directly translated to a iun of degrees of freedom by a factor of two and does not angie
relaying strategy. This is achieved by letting all even-bened (respectively, odd-numbered) nodes transmit (ctispereceive)

in even-numbered time slot and received (respective, mmahén odd-numbered time slots.

2ps we will see, assuming no CSI at all at the relays will notrdethe results of our work.
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B. Diversity-Multiplexing Tradeoff

Slow fading channels are outage-limited, i.e., there i@atage probabilityP,(SNR, R) that
the channel cannot support a target data rat& dfits per channel use at signal-to-noise ratio
SNR. In the high SNR regime, this fundamental interplay betw#eoughput and reliability is
characterized by the diversity-multiplexing tradeoff [23

Definition 2.1: The multiplexing gainr anddiversity gaind of a fading channel are defined

by
Ay R(SNR) and d2 - Tim logPout(SNR,R).

SNF\}goo log SNR SNR—00 log SNR

r

A more compact form is
Pou(SNR, 7 log SNR) = SNR™4("). 2)

Note that in the definition we use the outage probabilityeadtof the error probability, since
it is shown in [23] that the error probability of any partiaulcoding scheme with maximum
likelihood (ML) decoding is dominated by the outage proligbat high SNR and that the thus
defined DMT is the best that one can achieve with any codingraeh In the Rayleigh MIMO
channel, the DMT has the following closed form.

Lemma 2.1 ( [23]): The DMT of an; x n, Rayleigh channel is a piecewise-linear function

connecting the pointék, d(k)), k = 0,1,..., min (nt, n,), where
d(k) = (e — k)(ne — k). 3)

In the following, we will use the DMT as our performance measu~or convenience of
presentation, we provide the following definition.

Definition 2.2: Two channels are said to H@MT-equivalentor equivalentif they have the
same DMT.

C. Upper Bound on the DMT

Before studying any specific relaying strategy, we estaldis upper bound on the DMT of
the multihop system as a benchmark.

Proposition 2.1 (Cut-set bound)or any relaying strategy’, we have

d’(r) < d(r)
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with

dr) = minN d;(r), 4)
where d;(r) is the DMT of the point-to-point channel between layer 1 and layeri. In
particular, by defining the maximum diversity gain and npiékking gain asi,,.. = d(0) and
Tmax = sup{d(r) > 0}, respectively, we have

dmax = min n;—1N;, and (5)
i=1,..,N
Tmax = Z:%}H}N n;. (6)

Proof: From the information theoretic cut-set bound [25], the nauinformation between

the source and the destination satisfies
Ir(oiyn|Hy, ... Hy) < I(zio1;y,[Hi), Vi,
for any relaying strategy . Thus, the outage probability using a relaying schémis
PI(R) £ Py, {Ir(@o;yn|Hi, ..., Hy) < R}
> max Py, {I(z;-1;y,|Hi) < R}
= m?X Pouti(R), (7)

where P,,i;(R) is the outage probability of theth sub-channel. Froni(2) andl (7), we proké (4).
Finally, (8) and [(6) are from the direct application of Lemi4. O

D. The Clustered Case and Decode-and-Forward

If we assume that the relays within the same layer are cktére., they can perform joint
decoding and joint re-coding operations, then each layer ai as a virtual multi-antenna
terminal. This could happen either when the relays are obatt by a central unit via wired
links or when they are close enough to each other to excharfgemation perfectly. In this
case, the relay channel model is equivalent to a serial ¢temagon of N independent MIMO
channels. Let us consider the following cooperative de@dkforward scheme. Each layer
tries to cooperatively decode the received signal. Whencaessful decoding is assumed, the
embedded message is re-encoded and then forwarded to thiayex We can show that this
simple scheme is DMT optimal.
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Proposition 2.2: When the relays are clustered, the cooperative DF schenevastthe DMT
cut-set boundi(r) defined in [(%).
Proof: To show the achievability, note that the cooperative DF swhdeing in outage

implies the outage of at least one of the sub-channels. By bound,

N
Por(R) < Pouwi(R).
=1

At high SNR, the probability is dominated by the largest tanmthe sum of the right-hand
side (RHS). From[{2), we get

[]
In the high SNR regime, the union bound defined by the sum @paraoincides in the SNR
exponent with the cut-set bound defined by the minimum operatHence, the DMT cut-set
bound is tight in the clustered case. However, relays in lesse networks are not clustered
in general. In fact, one of the important and interestingitattes of wireless networks is the
distributed nature. In the following two sections, we wilincentrate on the non-clustered case

and analyze the achievable DMT.

[1l. A MPLIFY-AND-FORWARD

In this section, we consider the non-clustered case, wheradlays work in a distributed
manner and no within-layer communication is allowed. Irs tbase, applying the DF scheme at
each individual relay might incur loss of degrees of freeddm see this, take the single-layer
channel as an example. In the best case where all the relegsesilin decoding, they transmit the
message using a pre-assigned codebook. This scheme traggfee relays-destination channel
into an; x ny virtual MIMO channel. Before this could possibly happenwewer, the success
decoding at the relays must be guaranteed with high prababihis constraint imposes that
the degrees of freedom in this scheme must not be largerithap{n, .} with n,, being the
number of antennas at theth relay. While this scheme achieves the maximum multipigxi
gain in the single-antenna case, it could fail in the muitieana case.

Since we do not know how to cooperate efficiently in this case start by the most obvious

and naivest relaying scheme : the amplify-and-forward s@heThis scheme in the considered
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setting has been studied in [19], [22] for the capacity scplaws, and in [29] for the DMT.
It is worth noting that, in [29], a lower bound on the DMT of the AF scheme in a sgtrio
network (; = n, Vi) was obtained, while our work derives the exact DMT for a roekvof

arbitrary dimension with a different approach.

A. Signal Model

In the considered AF scheme, each antenna node normaleesdbived signal to the same

power level and then retransmits it. This linear operatian be expressed as
:L‘Z:Dlyl, ’izl,...,N—l,

where, by the power constraini (1),

, SNR
E (o)) <= J=1....n;

7

the scaling matribD; € C"*™ is diagonal due to the antenna-wise nature of the relayihgrae,

with the normalization factoHs

o 1 ~ /SNR

Thus, the signal model of the end-to-end channel is

N N /N
Yy = (H Din'> Zo + Z (H Hz’—i—lDi) Z;, 9)
i=1 j=1 \i=j

where, for the sake of simplicity, we defindfly., = I and Dy = 1. The whitened form of

this channel is N
Y= VR (HDin) Ty + 2,
=1

wherez is the whitened noise and'R is the whitening matrix withR ' being the covariance
matrix of the noise in[{9). Since it can be shown that.(R) = \nim(R) = SNR’, R can be
neglected in the DMT analysis and the AF chaHriequuivalent to the MIMO channel defined
by the following matrix

HyDy_,---H;DH,. (10)

The rest of the section is devoted to the DMT analysis of thesnoel.

3The authors found [29] at the very end of the preparation g manuscript.
“In the case where long-term power constraint is imposed,implg replace the channel coefficientd; (4, k)| in @) by I's.

®Here, with a slight abuse of terminology, we call the multilthannel with AF scheme ahF channel
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B. The Rayleigh Product Channel

Definition 3.1: Let H; € C™—*™ 4§ = 1,2,...,N, be N independent complex Gaussian
matrices with i.i.d.CN(0,1) entries. A(ng,ny,...,ny) Rayleigh product(RP) channel is a
ny X ng MIMO channel defined by

Y= SNiRHerz, (11)

ny--ny
whereIl £ H,H,---Hy is the channel matrixx € C"*! is the transmitted signal with
normalized power, i.eE{||z|*} = ny; andy € C™*! is the received signak € C™*! ~
CN(0,1) is the AWGN; SNR is the SNR per receive antenn@y,ny,...,ny) is called the
dimensionof the channel andv is called thelengthof the channel.

While this channel model has been studied in terms of the pwytia eigenvalue distribution in
the large dimension regime [30], we are patrticularly insézd in the fixed dimension case in

the high SNR regime. In this regime, we can define a more geR&ahannel as

I, 2 H T ,H, - Hy Ty 1nHy. (12)

Proposition 3.1: The general RP channel is equivalent to
e a(ng,n1,...,ny) RP channel, if all the matrice¥,;,.,’s are square and their singular
values satisfyr;(T; ;1) = SNRY, Vi, j;
e a(ng,ny,...,ny_y,ny) RP channel, witw; being the rank of the matrif’; ; ., if the
matricesT’; ;;,’S are constant.
Proof: See AppendixTI-C. O
Hence, we can consider the RP channel from Definitioh 3.1awithoss of generality.
1) Direct Characterization:Recall thatn is the ordered version at with ny > ny_; >
ce > g and nm = .
Theorem 3.1:The DMT of a RP channelng, ni,...,ny) iS a piecewise-linear function
connecting the pointgk, dRP(k)), k = 0,1, ..., Ny, Where

Mmin

d(k) =" ¢ (13)

i=k+1

{Ef:o n —1

with

A . .
¢ =1—174+ min
=1,..,.N

-----

2 J s izl,...,nmin. (14)
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Proof: The DMT depends on the “near zero” probability of the singwaues of channel
matrix. While this probability for the given product matrig intractable, we can character-
ize it by induction on the lengthv. The main idea is that, conditioned on a given product
matrix H H,---Hy_1, H{H,--- Hy is Gaussian whose singular distribution is tractable. See
Appendix] for details. O
The following corollaries are given without proofs.

Corollary 3.1 (Permutation invariance)The DMT of a RP channel depends only on the
ordered dimensioRn.
Corollary 3.2 (Monotonicity): The DMT is monotonic in the following senses :
o if n; = ny, then
doy (r) 2 d7(r), V7

o If ny 2 N, then
dir(r) < dgo(r), V.

Corollary 3.3 (Symmetric Rayleigh product channel$yhenn, = ... = ny = n, we have
¥y = = BEELED 80 (k) — 1)+ 200, (15)
wherea(k) £ |25 | andb(k) £ (n — k).

2) DMT Equivalent ClassesCorollary[3.1 implies that RP channels with the same ordered
dimension belong to the same DMT equivalent class. In tHeviahg, a precise characterization
of the DMT class is obtained. Before that, we need the folhgndefinitions.

Definition 3.2: A (mg, m4, ..., m;) RP channel is said to beraductionof a (ng, ny, ..., ny)
RP channel if 1) they are equivalent, R< N, and 3)m < n. In particular, ifk = N, then it
is called avertical reduction Similarly, if /m; = n;, Vi € [0, k], it is a horizontal reduction

Definition 3.3: (79, 71, . . ., y+) IS said to be aminimal formif no reduction other than itself
exists. Similarly, it is called aminimal vertical form(respectivelyminimal horizontal forn if
no vertical (respectively, horizontal) reduction othearthitself exists. A RP channel is said to
haveorder N* if its minimal form is of lengthN* + 1.

Theorem 3.2:A (ng, n,...,ny) RP channel can be reduced tdra, 71, ..., 7;) channel if
and only if

k
k(e +1) > > i, (16)

=0

April 21, 2022 DRAFT



12

—

I — Ik

no — ny—k no—j n—j

(a) Interpretation ofR{" (k) (b) Interpretation ofR2S™ (i)

Fig. 1. Interpretations of the DMT of the RP channel.

In particular, it can be reduced to a Rayleigh channel if anly

ng +12>mng+n;. (17)
Proof: See AppendixTI-A. O
Corollary 3.4: The channel ordeN* is the minimum integer such thdt (16) is satisfied. The
minimal horizontal form is the minimal fornig, 4, ..., 7y« ) and the minimal vertical form is
(ﬁo,’ﬁl, e N T .,’ﬁ) with
N* ~
_ A l:()nz'
= | == -1 18
e | Z0 a9
For instance, the minimal form of @, ny,...,ny) RP channel ig1,7,), i.e., al xn; orng x 1

Rayleigh channel.
Theorem 3.3:The DMT equivalent class igniquelyidentified by the minimal form, i.e., two
RP channels are equivaleifitand only if they have the same minimal form.
Proof: See AppendixII-B. O
3) Recursive Characterizationin order to interpret the closed-form DMT of Theoréml3.1,

we derive an equivalent recursive form as shown in the falgwheorem.
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Theorem 3.4:The DMT dRP(k) defined in [(IB) can be alternatively characterized by

RV« di oy (B) = By (0), VR (19)
B () = min {d% L 0) A @), Vi (20)

BV k) - R ) =min ¥ )+ A o0, Yk (@21)

(j7ni+1 7777

Proof: See Appendix1V. O

A new interpretation of the DMT is as followket us consider a multi-layer network of dimension
(no,n1, .- .,nx). Then,dRP(k) is the minimum “cost” to limit the “network flow” between the
source and the destination to(the flow event). In particular, the maximum diversit§™(0) is
the “disconnection cost”.Now, we can apply the new interpretation to the results ofoFée 3.4.
First, R, (k) says that the most efficient way to limit the flow tois to keep a(k,k, ..., k)
channel fully connected and to disconnect the — k,n; — k,...,ny — k) residual channel, as
shown in Fig[ 1(d). Thenk, (i) suggests that in order to disconnectr@, n,,...,ny) channel,
if we allow for j flows from the source to some layerthen the(j, n;.1,...,ny) channel from
the j “ends” of the flows at layei to the destination must be disconnected (Fig]1(b)). Otshou
the most efficient way is such that the total cost is minimizath respect toj. Finally, the
flow-k event takes place when both the flgws > k) event in the(n, ..., n;) channel and the
flow-k event in the(j, n;11,...,nx) channel happen at the same time. We can easily verify that
(Ri(k), Rs(i, k)) is equivalent ta( R, (k), R2(i)). Also note thatR, (i) and Rs(i, k) hold for any
layer 7, which guarantees the coherence of the interpretation.

The recursive characterization sheds lights on the tymaogge event of the RP channel. In
the trivial case ofN = 1 (the Rayleigh channel), the typical and only way for the cledrto
be in outage at multiplexing gain approaching to zero is that all thg x n, paths are bad,
i.e., all channel gains are close to zero. And the discommecbst isng x ;. In the non-trivial
cases {V > 1) where channels are concatenated, there are several tipesage event. Each
type is numbered by the indexin (20) and [(Zll). The cost of the tygeevent is given by
df‘npo ..... ny(7) +df§’fni+1 ,,,,, ) (0) for a certainj. Hence, the typical outage event is the one with the
minimum cost and it does not necessarily happen when oneeo$ub-channels being totally
bad (j = 0 or j = n;). The mismatchof two partially bad sub-channels can also cause outage.

This phenomenon will be detailed later on.
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Fig. 2. Diversity-multiplexing tradeoff of x 2 and5 x 5 symmetric RP channels.

C. DMT of the AF Scheme

From the equivalent channel matr[x {10) and Propositioh th& AF channel is equivalent to
a(ny,ny_1,...,n0) RP channJ%. Therefore, the DMT of the AF channel is

d*F(r) = d~"(r), Vr

1) Implications: From the results of Sectidn II[i1B, several interesting iicgtions on the AF
scheme with respect to the DMT are summarized below.
« Interchanging layers does not influence the DMT.

« The maximum diversity of the AF scheme is lower- and upperrged as

(7 + 1) < JOF

2 max

< nony (22)

which is obtained via the monotonicity from Corolldry 13.2e\Wave sefi, > 7y + 717 — 1

for the upper bound andy = ny_; = ... = ny for the lower bound. The upper bound
shows that there exists a virtua) x n; “bottleneck” channel that limits the AF scheme
and that it is not necessarily one of the sub-channels. Oottier hand, the lower bound is

always strictly larger than half the upper bound and is imeejent of the number of hops

®Theoretically, this is true only when the singular valuggD;) = SNR®, Vi, . To this end, it is enough to modify the
matrices asD;(j,j) = min{D;(j,j),x} where0 < x < oo is a constant independent SAR. Note that thex is only for
theoretical proof and is not used in practice, since we camya set< a very large constant but independentS&§R.
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N. In the symmetric case (Corollary 8.3), we observe that tMeTRlegrades withV only
when N < n and that we have

(n—Fk)(n+1—k)
N 2

for N > n. The observation can also be deduced from thedrein 3.2 agplyhich we
infer that the order of any symmetric RP channel wNh> n is N* = n. This non-trivial
lower bound is somewhat anti-intuition, since it means #tathis point introducing extra
fading hops does not degrade the diversity any more. An ebaiibpstrating the DMT of
the2 x 2 and5 x 5 RP channels of different lengths is in Hig. 2.

« If one could increase the number of antennas at each relay yhout any constraint, then
intuition tells us that the AF channel could be reduced tq a n, point-to-point Rayleigh
MIMO channel and the diversity order ig n,. The relay layers “disappear”. The intuition
has been confirmed in [19] in the single-layer case with thacity results. Here, the result
in Theoreni_ 3.2 indicates that this happens when there amlgxa+n,—1 antennas at each
relay layers from the diversity point of view. Further ingstng the number of antennas is
not necessary in the DMT sense. On the other hand, if the nuoflavailable antennas is
fixed, then Corollary 314 provides, through the minimal ieaitform, the minimum numbers
of antennas at each layer to achieve the diversity that doelldchieved when all antennas
were used. In both cases, our results yield simple guidgelineminimize the number of
relay antennas (also the number of relays in general) witloss of optimality of the DMT.
In the same way, the number of transmit antennas at the stermeal can also be reduced

to lower the coding complexity. A numerical example is giverSection VII.

2) Comparison to the Cut-Set Boun& simple comparison between the DMT of the AF
scheme and the cut-set boufd (4) is carried out as followst, Fhe AF scheme is multiplexing

optimal and achieves the maximum multiplexing gaiof the channel. Then, since

(g — k)(ny — k) < minN{(nZ-_l —k)(n; —k)}, VEk,

i=1,...,
the diversity upper bound is generally not achievable byARescheme for integer multiplexing
gain k. In particular, the best diversity gain of the AF scheme&,js:,, while the upper bound

is min;{n; n;+1}. Finally, for any non-integer multiplexing gain, saye (k,k + 1), d(r) is

minimum of linear functions and thus concave, whi (r) is linear. The comparison shows
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Fig. 3. The(2,2,2) multihop channel in two different basis.

that thebottleneckof the channel is always one of the hops (inter-layer sulmoeis), while
the bottleneck of the AF scheme is the virtdgl x n; channel that does not correspond to any
physical sub-channel in most cases. The following remaakestthe necessary and sufficient
condition for the AF scheme to achieve the maximum diversity

Remark 3.1:The AF scheme achieves the diversity upper bodipg if and only if it can be

reduced to the bottleneck of the channel, i.e.,
min{ni*,ni*ﬂ} = flo, max{ni*,niurl} = T~l1, and 7~l2 +1 2 flo + ’fll, (23)

wherei* is such that; n;,; is minimized.

This condition is very stringent. It means that the two lgyeith minimum numbers of antennas
must stand one next to the other and that the other layersimusta large number of antennas.
Moreover, note that the AF scheme achieving the maximunrsityedoes not necessarily mean
that it achievesi(r) for all r.

3) Mismatch of Adjacent Sub-Channel1 order to achieve the diversity upper bound, in-
tuitively, one should assure that the end-to-end channgb@ if each sub-channel is good.
However, this property does not hold for the AF scheme th#tufrom the mismatchof
adjacent sub-channels. A concrete example is as follows.

Example 3.1:In the symmetric two-hop channel with = 2 (Fig. [3), the diversity order of
the AF scheme i$ while the upper bound ig.

Note that the AF channel is in outage if the product char@8l is bad, i.e., all the singular

values of GH are close to zero. This probability can be decomposed as

P{GH is bad = P {bothGH andH are bad + P {GH is bad, whileH is not bagd ,
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where we can verify that the first probability is essentiallg probability of the sub-chann&
being bad and that the second one is essentially the prapadfilGH being bad conditioned
on the event thaH is not bad. As we know, the first probability decays wStHR asSNR™. To
find out the SNR exponent of the second probability, we asswiti®ut loss of generality that
the vectorh; is strong enough (sincH is not bad), as shown in Fig. 3[a). Now, we apply an
orthogonal basis change from the canonical bas{shtg ||ha || ,hf/||h1l||} and get the equivalent
channel in Figl. 3(B). The basis change being an unitary foamation that is independent of
the remaining parts of the channel, it does not affect thistitzs of the rest of the channel. As
shown in Fig[ 3(d), the channel is bad if the three independdges crossed by the “minimum
cut” are bad. The probability for the latter to happen deasSNR 3, from which we conclude
that the outage probability scales$$R >+ SNR~* = SNR™*. Therefore, the mismatch between
G and H is the dominating outage event and the end-to-end divedditye (2, 2,2) channel

with AF scheme is3, as compared td given by the cut-set bound.

V. PARALLEL PARTITION

The naive AF scheme presented above can be seen as a spapeeaelssing. In the point-
to-point MIMO channel, it has been shown that space-onlyrgpdchemes (e.g., the V-BLAST
scheme [31]) are suboptimal in diversity. Similarly, the AEheme, as a space-only relaying
scheme, does not achieve the maximum diversity in the nogdtithannel due to the mismatch
between adjacent sub-channels. The clue is, just like theespme codes achieve the maximum
diversity in the point-to-point channel, space-time refagcessing should be utilized in order
to exploit the maximum distributed diversity in the multghohannel.

The first attempt was made in [20] with a distributed spagettoding scheme. In this scheme,
each relay performs temporal random unitary transformatin the received signal from the
source in an independent way. Then, they forward the tram&fd signal at the same time as
if they were jointly sending a space-time codeword. Theiapabrrelation of the codewords is
due to the fact that the received signal at different relayfsam the same source. The temporal
correlation, on the other hand, is brought in by the temptiaisformation. In their setting
where a single layer of relays and single-antenna termarals@issumed, the maximum diversity
of the channel is achieved. This scheme is then generalzetie multi-antenna case [21]

with structured algebraic transformations [32] insteadrafidom transformations. However,
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generalization of such schemes to the multihop case is uliffand the DMT is hard, if not
impossible, to calculate.

In the following, we present a different approach to introelthe temporal processing. This
approach does not depend on the dimension of the channelhaisdsuitable for multihop
channels of arbitrary number of hops. The idea is to partitiee relays in each layer. Based on
the partition, the relays coordinately amplify-and-fordiahe received signal in a pre-assigned
mode that changes periodically, which creates a parallahmél in the time domain. Such
partition is thus callegparallel partition. We show that the mismatch is removed in this way
and the diversity upper bound is achieved.

In order to describe a parallel partition, some definitiomd aotations are needed.stipernode
S is a set of indices corresponding to a subset of antenna modes same layer. The cardinality
of S is called thesizeof the supernode. Ardgeis defined as the channel between two antenna
nodes from adjacent layers. AF pathis defined as a sequence of consecutive supernodes from
the source to the destination, each supernode performa@khoperation. Aparallel partition
P is defined as a set of AF paths. The number of AF paths in aiparig called thepartition
sizeand denoted byP|. An independent parallel partitiors defined as a parallel partition where
any two different AF paths do not share common edges. An ierggnt partition of maximum
size is called anaximum partitionAn independent partition that achieves the maximum ditxers
dmax IS called afull diversity partition

Lemma 4.1:For any fading channel defined i, we have
P {SNR|H||Z < 1} = SNR™®, (24)

whered(r) is the DMT of the channel.
Proof: See AppendixX V-A. O

Lemma 4.2:Let us consider a set of independent parallel AF channels
yk:Hka:k+zk, k=1,... K,

wherell,’s are statistically independent. Then, the diversity orfethe parallel channel is the
sum of the diversity order of the individual AF sub-chann€&lgrthermore, if all the sub-channels
have the same DM, (r), then the DMT of the parallel channel Is dy(r).

Proof: See Appendix V-B. O
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A. Independent Parallel Partition

The independent parallel partition is accomplished in téeps : 1) partition each layer into
supernodes, and 2) find® independent AF paths connecting the supernodes. Each AF pat
defines a relaying mode : only the supernodes in this pathraend perform the AF operation.
Assume that a data frame of lengthT is transmitted. Then, the relays change the relaying
mode everyl' symbol times. We call it gparallel AF schemgsince the end-to-end channel is
equivalent to a parallel AF channel in the time domain. Nbt& the AF scheme is the trivial
partition of sizel with a single “wide” AF path. As shown in rematk 8.1, the talpartition
achieves the maximum diversity only when the wide AF patlisBas the conditions in_(23).
This being impossible in general, the parallel partitiomsito find independent “narrow” paths
each one of which satisfies the conditions [inl (23). And if thenber of independent paths
is large enough, then the maximum diversity order can beeseli according to lemmia_4.2.
Intuitively, the narrower the AF path is, the easier the ¢bowds (23) are to be satisfied. In the
extreme case with the narrowest AF pathl, ..., 1), all conditions in[(Z2B) are met.

Lemma 4.3:In a(ng, n1, ...,ny) multihop channel, there are exactly.. independent single-
antenna AF paths.

Proof: First, the converse is true, since otherwise, at least twopAths share the same
edge in the bottleneck of the channel. Then, the achieabdi shown by construction : we
connect the multihop channel in such a way that 1) therelgre incoming and outgoing edges
for each intermediate layer, 2) the number of the incoming) amgoing edges is the same for
each antenna node (say, in lay@rand can be eithefd,,../n;| Or [dmay/ni]. This partition
containsd,,., independent1,1,...,1) AF paths each one of which has diversity O
The lemma implies that the maximum partition is of sizg,.. From Lemmd_4J2 and 4.3, the
following proposition is immediate.

Proposition 4.1: With the parallel AF scheme, the DMT

Amax (1 —7)F (25)

is always achievable in a multihop channel of arbitrary nemif hops and antennas.
Proof: The DMT (28) is simply achieved by applying the parallel Afheme with the
maximum partition. In this casei,,., single-input-single-output (SISO) parallel sub-chasnel

are generated, from which we have the DMT](25). O
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While the maximum diversity gain is achieved, this schemly erploits one out of, degrees
of freedom of the channel. This is due to the SISO nature ofARepaths in the maximum
partition. In order to improve the achievable multiplexigagin, we need parallel partitions with
wider AF paths. Meanwhile, we still want the maximum diverswhich requires that the AF
paths should not be too wide. The following theorem statescaessary and sufficient condition
for an independent parallel partition to achieve the maxmdiversity.

Theorem 4.1:Let then; x n;«; channel be any bottleneck of thieg, ny, ..., ny) multihop
channel and? be an independent partition of sizé. Then,P is a full diversity partition if and
only if 1) K = K+ Ky« with K < ng and K« < nj«,1, and 2) we have

min = ng; + 1 > nge + npiegr,  VE, (26)
ig{i* it +1}

where (ngp, ..., ng n) is the vector of numbers of antennas of théh AF path.

Proof: To prove the theorem, let us assume there are respecfitelgnd ;- ., supernodes
in the layeri* and layeri* + 1, and definek” £ K,. K;.,,. Then, we must have exactly(< K')
connections between the supernodes from these two laykesdiVersity of the partitiorP is

upper-bounded

K
dp < g N i+ N 3% 41 (27)
k=1
Kl
< g Mg i T % 41 (28)
k=1
= TxTli* 4 1.

Note thatd,,.x = n;«n;«,1 is achieved if and only if botH (27) anf (28) have equalityuhwe
must have both[(26) according to the conditionslinl (23) &he- K- K;«,; at the same time.
[]
Now, finding full diversity partitions with minimum size isnaoptimization problem that min-
imizes the partition sizéP| subject to the constraint thd must be an independent partition
and satisfy the conditions given by theorem 4.1. Unfortelyatt remains an open problem for a
general multihop channel. The main difficulty lies in thekat knowledge on the mathematical
structure of the independent partitions for a general aotichannel. Nevertheless, the problem

is solved in the two-hop case.
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(a) parallel partition (b) flip-and-forward

Fig. 4. Two sets of parallel channels from t{& 2, 2) multihop channel.

Proposition 4.2:For a(ng, ny,ny) channel, the minimum size of a full diversity partition is

K — [—”1 } | (29)

|ng — nao| + 1
Proof: See Appendix VI=A. O
It is achieved by partitioning the relay layer inkd supernodes of sizgi! | or [21]. For example,
the minimum partition size of thé2, 4, 3) channel is2 as compared to the maximum partition
size 8; and each AF path is &, 2, 3) channel instead of &l, 1, 1) channel. Another example
is the (n, n,n) symmetric channel, where the minimum partition size:zias compared to the
maximum partition sizex?; each AF path is dn, 1,n) channel.

Some words regarding the related previous works beforeepaing further. In the relay
channel with direct link and single layer of relays, thérelay non-orthogonal AF (NAF)
scheme [16] divides the data frame imtbsub-frames, each one of which is relayed by one and
only one relay. By creating a parallel NAF channel, this secbes optimal in diversity. Similar
thought was shown in [33] in the same channel setting withffarént protocol called ND-RAF
scheme. Removing the direct link from the channel settihg, scheme in [33] becomes the

parallel AF scheme with the maximum partition in the singfgenna single-layer case.

B. Flip-and-Forward

With the parallel AF scheme, the maximum multiplexing gairthe channel is achieved only
when every AF path in the partition achieves the maximum ipleking gainr,., = ng. In
the following, we propose a scheme that achieves both thenmuax diversity gain and the

maximum multiplexing gain. Let us consider an example first.
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Example 4.1:The parallel channe{Il;,II,} in Fig.[4(a) has maximum diversity gaihand
multiplexing gain1, while the parallel channe{Il},II,} in Fig.[4(b) has maximum diversity
gain4 and multiplexing gaire.

In this example {II;,II,} corresponds to the parallel AF scheme based on the full sityer
partition proposed by Propositidn 4.2. However, it suffieesn rate-deficiency, since both sub-
channels are of rank. An alternative is the channéll},II,} shown in Fig[4(g). Note that

10 00
I, =H, Hl; II, = H, H1;
00 0 1
, 10 , 1 0
H1:H2 Hl, H2:H2 Hl.
0 1 0 -1
Hence, we have
I 1
o om| = |m o O

from which HH’lHiJr HH;Hi = 2(|[IL,||2 + ||TI,||2). Therefore, according to lemnia4.1, they both
achieve the maximum diversity gainexcept tha{II}, II,} has the maximum multiplexing gain
2 as well. This scheme is called tbPempIify-FIip-and-Forward(AFFH scheme, or simply the
Flip-and-Forward (FF) scheme. The intuition behind the FF scheme is as folldsas been
shown that the mismatch between the two hops is the dom@atitage event. Now, suppose
thatIT) is bad due to the bad “angle” betwe#h andH, both of which are not bad individually.
Then, in the second sub-channel, an independent “rotatiatfix diag{1, —1} is used to change
the angle. With high probability, the new angle is not bad #remismatch is solved.

In the light of the example, we generalize the scheme torarginumber of antennas and
hops. Three steps are needed to describe the construction.
step 1 Find a full diversity independent parallel partitighof size K. The partition defines the

intermediate supernodes in each layer.

step 2 We denote the supernodes in layeby S, 1,...,S; k, with K; being the number of

supernodes in layer And we define the flip matriceB; ;'s asn; x n; diagonal matrices

"The processing matrice®;’s have been neglected for simplicity of demonstration.
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Fig. 5. Diversity-multiplexing tradeoff of2, 2,2) channel with different schemes.

with
- —1, if je S andk #1,
1, otherwise

step 3 The FF scheme is composed Bf £ H ' K, parallel sub- -channelfll, };, with

N-1

o, 2Hy [[ (FiromH:). (30)

i=1

where 1 (k) = (k — 1)k, + 1 and

o[ k-1 . B
fi(k) = GH”KDK@.H’ i=2,...,N—1.

In other words, the set of relays works i’ different flip modes, each one being identified
by a sequence of flip modes of individual relay layers. And riregoping is effectuated by the
functions fi(k), fa(k), ..., fn—1(k). The exact DMT of the FF scheme being difficult to obtain,
we get a lower bound instead.
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Theorem 4.2:The FF scheme constructed above achieves the following DMT
dF(r) > d¥(r) + (dmax — d¥(0)) (1 = K'r)*, V. (31)

Proof: See Appendix VI-B. O
We can verify thatd™ (0) = d..x, that is, the maximum diversity of the channel is achieved.
Furthermore, the FF scheme is always better than the AF sshespecially at low multiplexing
gain. This can be explained by the intuition that the FF s@&enives the mismatch of adjacent
hops using all possible combinations of flip modes of indialdsupernodes. The equivalent
end-to-end channel of the FF scheme can be bad only if at éeesof the hops are bad. The
maximum diversity is thus achieved. Hi¢l. 5 shows the DMT dfiedent schemes in the channel
of Example[4.1l. While the AF and the parallel AF schemes aehrespectively the extreme
of maximum multiplexing gair(2,0) and the extreme of maximum diversity gdin 4), the FF
scheme achieves both extremes.

Remark 4.1:The proposed FF scheme is constructed based on the flip esmtihat are
diagonal with+1 entries. In fact, it can be shown that a looser sufficient ¢and is for
the matrices to be 1) diagonal, 2) linearly independent, 3ndf unit absolute value (power
constraints). Therefore, we can find infinitely many setsflyp™ matrices that satisfy the above
conditions and they are all diversity optimal. Intuitivelf/the matrices are too “close”, the FF
scheme tends to the AF scheme and the promised maximumitngas can be achieved only
when the SNR is very large. This is translated into a poor payeen of the scheme. Hence,
we should choose the matrices such that they are “far” froom egher. In this way, with high
enough probability, any mismatch can be solved by at least“ortation” and the maximum
diversity can be obtained in relatively small SNR. Howevdrat remains open is how to choose

the distance metric between the rotation matrices.

C. Non-Independent Partition

With independent partition, the total diversity is the suhth@ diversity of each AF path. We
also established some conditions that independent paithust satisfy to achieve the maximum
diversity. In the following, we investigate a particularseaof non-independent partition.

Let us consider a parallel channel defined{fj }, with
I, 2Hy - Hi.WJH,; - -Hy, (32)
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where theselection matrixJ, is a n; x n; diagonal matrix whose entries are zero except
that J.(k, k) = 1. The matricedl,’s are not independent, since they share the common sub-
channelsG1 £ H, ,---H, andG2 £ Hy ---H, ,. However, the RP channeR,,,J,H,'s are
independent for different’s. Despite the dependency between the sub-channels, webtaim

the diversity order of the parallel channel.

Theorem 4.3:The diversity order of the channel described above is

I'Illl'l{d(AJL:O ..... n;) (0)7 (ArIL:Z ..... nN)<0)} (33)
Proof: We use the DMT interpretation given in Section 1[iB3 to skethe proof. One
possibility for the parallel channdlll,}, to be in outage is that one ¢f andG2 is bad. The

diversity is eitherdf; = ,(0) ordff . (0). Another possibility is that botlg; and G,

(g1,
are good and thafIl, }, turns out to be bad. Without loss of generality, we assume ttiea
flow from the source to layer— 1 is k; and that from layei + 1 to the destination i%,. And
we call the outage eventtgpe{k,, ko) event. Then, it can be shown thdi,}, is equivalent
to {H; J,H;}, with H; € C"** and H; , € CF*" being Gaussian matrices with i.i.d.
CN(0,1) entries. Now, we must disconnect all the sub-channelgHf, ,J.H},, which costs
n; min{ky, ko }. Therefore, the total cost for the typer, ko) event is

AF
d(no ----- ni—1)

(kl) + n; min{kl, ]{32} + dAF nN)(kQ)

(Mit15ees

The typical outage event is the one that minimizes the abmta ¢ost. Fork, > ky, using [20),

we can show that the minimum total costif§  ,(0). Similarly, (;; (0) is the minimum
{OPEEET) nz) (nz+1 ..... TLN)

..... n_(0) and d@fm ) (0) for

the monotonicity (Corollary_312), we proved the theorem. O

.....

Note that with this particular partition at laygrwe achieve a diversity order as if layewere
clustered and the cooperative DF scheme were used. Thil ireglies that one might achieve
the maximum diversity with a partition of small size. For eyae, the maximum diversity order
of the(3,2,2,2,3) channel ist and all the full diversity independent partitions are oksi¢ = 8,
i.e., eight(3, 1,1, 1, 3) sub-channels. With the non-independent partition deedrdbove, we get
a couple of(3,2,1,2,3) sub-channels, i.e., size Sinced@fz’g))(O) = 4, the maximum diversity
4 is achieved as well according to Theorem| 4.3.

We can apply the FF scheme to the case of non-independeittgparThen, in this example,
the parallel channel i$IT; }, with I}, = Hy --- H, ., F . H; - - - H, where the flip matrixF;, is a
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n; x n; diagonal matrix whose entries are one except lydt:, k) = —1 if k£ # 1. The channels
{IT}, }, being a linear invertible transformation ¢1I,},, the generalized FF scheme achieves

the diversity given by[(33).

D. Extensions

With the nice parallel-channel structure, the FF schemebeaaxtended to various cases.

Let us first consider the extension to the MIMO relay channigh wirect link and a single
layer of N relays. By applying directly the single-antenna NAF sch¢hg to the multi-antenna
case, the source cooperates with one relay at a time. Thiuisadent to using the parallel AF

scheme in the source-relays-destination link. The DMT lol@und is obtained in [34] as
dp(r) + Nd(mmr (2r), (34)

where dr(r) is the DMT of then, x n, source-destination channél and each relay has

antennas. In fact, this lower bound can be improved to

d ( ) d(nt N n,nr) (27“), (35)

by replacing the parallel AF scheme in the source-relaygsiugtion link with the FF scheme.
Comparing the second terms from {34) ahd (35), the gain ierdity of the new scheme over
the MIMO NAF is reflected by

Nal(mnnr (0) < Nn min{n, n,} (36)
dFr'L:t N n,nr) (0)

where the inequality (36) becomes strict wheis large. The gain in multiplexing of the source-
relays-destination link is obvious whenis small, i.e.,n < min{n, n}. In this case, the FF
scheme pools the relay antennas together to provide moreategf freedom.

Another extension is to the multiuser case. Let us take th#ipteuaccess channel as an
example. For simplicity, we assume thit users try to communicate with the common destina-
tion through the same layers of relays. Then, we the FF schemd&ave an equivalent parallel

multiple access channel with

ye = Muwitz, k=1.. K, (37)

1=1
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where{II};}, is similarly defined as in(30) with
Hi,k = HNFN—LfN,l(k)HN—l .- 'H2F1,f1(k)H1J<:~ (38)

Note that only the first hop is distinct for different userssitg) the techniques of [24] and the
our results for the single-user FF scheme, it is possiblentdyae the DMT of the FF scheme
in the multiple access channel. It is trivial to show that ilamextension also holds for the

broadcast channels with minor modifications.

V. THE CLUSTERED CASE REVISITED

In Section I[-D, it has been shown that the cooperative DFesehachieves the DMT cut-set
bound in the clustered case. In this section, we would liksttmly some alternative schemes,
since it might be impossible or unnecessary for all the ehssto decode the source message in

some cases.

A. Serial Partition

The AF and the cooperative DF schemes can in fact be seen axtvemes of what we call
the serial partition of multihop channels, defined as follows.

Definition 5.1: A serial partitionis defined by a set of layer indicd® 2 {D;, D, ... ,Dip}
with 0 <Dy <Dy < ... Dp—1 < Dpp, £ N, each layer performing cooperative decoding-and-
forward operation.

With a serial partition, the multihop channel becomes aatenncatenation ofD| AF channels.

As in (4), the DMT of the multihop channel with any partitidn is easily derived as
dp(r)= min_diy —(r), (39)

where we defined, = 0. To get the maximum diversity gain, the questiorvdfen to decode
has been answered earlier : when the conditionk_ih (23) arenab Another question iwhere
to decodei.e., how to find the partition of minimum size that achiegegiven diversity order.
Proposition 5.1:Let us takeD, = 0 and we succesively decid®; as the maximum integer
in (D;_1, N] such that
dfy,

D, 5o

np)(0) > d. (40)
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Then, the decoding s€D;} defines the partition of minimum size that achieves a giveardity
d (< dmax)-

Proof: From (39), it is easy to show that the proposed partitioneaes diversityd. Now,
we would like to show that the size of the proposed partitisrminimized. To this end, it
is enough to show that for any s&' of decoding points that achieves diversity we have
D, < D;, Vi. This is obviously true forD;, since the diversity of the AF channel degrades

with the number of hops. By induction an it is shown thatD;,, < D,,, because otherwise

(np,,....np,,) C (npy,...,np;, ) and the corresponding diversity of the AF scheme cannot
be larger thani according to the monotonicity of the DMT (Corollary B.2). O

The proposition matches the intuition that we should onlgode when we have to, in the
diversity sense. In other words, we allow for the degradatibdiversity introduced by the AF

operation, as long as the resulting diversity is larger ttinentargetd.

B. CSI Aided Linear Processing

Another option is to linear process the received signal ah eduster without decoding it.
Unlike the AF scheme in the non-clustered case, where ltranéenna-wise normalization is
performed, we can run inter-antenna processing based oavtible CSI at the cluster. With
receiver CSI at the relays, let us consider the followingjgmand-forward (PF) scheme. At
layeri, the received signal is first projected to the signal subsgpanned by the columns of the
channel matrix,. The dimension of the subspacerjsthe rank ofH,. After the component-
wise normalization, the projected signal is transmitteshgis; (out of n;) antennas. It is now
clear thatH, , € C"+*" s actually composed of thg columns of the previously defined
H, .., with ry £ ny. More precisely, the:_)i e C™~" is an orthogonal basis wit@lgi =1. We
can rewrite

H =QG,

with G, € C"*"-1. For simplicity, we IetQZ_ be obtained by the QR decomposition [35] of
H. if n; > r,_, and be identity matrix ifn; < r;,. The spirit of the PF scheme is not to use
more antennas than necessary to forward the signal. Simceigéful signal lies only in the

r;-dimensional signal subspace, the projection of the redesignal provides sufficient statistics

and reduces the noise power by a facterin this case, only; antennas are needed to forward
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the projected signal. Let us defifg £ QZQI Then, as in the AF case, the PF multihop channel

is equivalent to the channel defined by
Mpr=HyPy_,---H,P\H,.

The following proposition states that receiver CSI andrhatgtenna processing do not improve
the DMT of the AF scheme.

Proposition 5.2: The PF scheme is equivalent to the AF scheme.

Proof: See Appendix VI-C. O
While the PF and AF have the same DMT, the PF outperforms thénAfower gain for two
reasons. One reason is, as stated before, that the projeetinices the average noise power.
The other reason is that the accumulated noise in the AF sagmiie substantial than that in
the PF case. This is because in the PF case, less relay ani@menased than in the AF case.
Since the power of independent noises from different trainantennas add up at the receiver
side, the accumulated noise in the AF case “enjoys” a larganSmit diversity order” than in
the PF case.

On the other hand, if we could have receiwerd transmitter CSI at the clusters, the DMT
could be improved as shown by the following example.

Example 5.1:For a(n,n,...,n) clustered multihop channel, the DMT cut-set bound can be
achieved by linear processing within clusters if both traiter and receiver CSI are available
at each cluster.

The optimum linear relaying scheme is defined by the proogssiatrices”;'s with T'; £ ViU,
where we assume thd#l; = U/X,V,; is the singular value decomposition &F;. The diagonal
elements in the singular value matbix are in increasing order. This scheme matches the adjacent
hops by aligning the singular values in the same order. ti@s equivalent to the channel defined

by [, %, whose DMT can be ShO\BI‘tO be as the: x n Rayleigh channel.

VI. CODESCONSTRUCTION

Now, we need codes that actually attain the DMT promised bysthdied relaying strategies.
To this end, the construction of Perfect STBCs [26], [27]¥IMO channels is extended to the

multihop relay channels. The constructed codes are apped&ly universal [28].

8The proof, that is essentially as the proof in [23], is onditteere.
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A. The Clustered Case

The relay clusters that perform the cooperative DF opergp@rtition the multihop channel
into a series of D| MIMO channels, sayH,, H», ..., Hyp with H; € C"*"i-1. An obvious
coding scheme that achieves the DMT is described as follbets: be the target multiplexing
gain. First, the source terminal encodes the messagéradbg SNR bits with ang x T Perfect
STBC A} (r). Then, in a successive manner, laggrtries to decode the message. When a success
decoding is assumed, tffér log SNR bits are encoded with ap, x T' Perfect STBCX;(r) and

forwarded. We can show that as long’&s> T,,;, with
T 2 max np,
, Dl

the series of Perfect STBGsY;}; can be found [27]. With the union bound, the end-to-end

error probability is upper-bounded

D
Pe(r,SNR) < )~ P{(r,SNR), (41)

i=1
where P{” is the error probability of¥;(r) in the MIMO sub-channeH;. SinceX;(r) is DMT-

achieving for any fading statistics, we have

AF

; —d
P{(r,SNR) = SNR ™ "Pi1 42)

From (41) and[(42), the DMT (39) is achieved with coding d€elgy,. Since the Perfect STBCs
are approximately universal [28], so is this coding scheNwmte that this scheme can be used
for the AF and PF schemes witp| = 1.

B. The Non-Clustered Case

In the non-clustered case, the parallel AF and the FF schareassed. Note that both schemes

share the common parallel MIMO channel structure
yk:HkIL‘k—i-Zk, /le,...,K, (43)

wherell, € C™+*"*r and K is the number of the parallel sub-channels. Bétbe a code for
the parallel channel. A codeword is defined by a set of marcé, }~ |, with X, € Cr+>T,

We define a parallel STBC with non-vanishing determinant PY\as follows.
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Definition 6.1: Let B be an alphabet that is scalably dense, i.e.0fet a < 1,
|IB(SNR)| = SNR“, and
s € B(SNR) = |s|* <SNR“.

Then, a parallel STBCY is called aparallel NVD codeif it
1) is B-IineaH;
2) has full symbol rate, i.e., it transmits on avergge n., Symbols per channel use from the
signal constellatiorB;
3) has the NVD property, i.e., for any pair of different codeds { X };, {X,}: € X,

[T et (X1 — X)(Xi— X)) > 5 >0, (44)
k

with x a constant independent of the SNR.
We have the following result.
Theorem 6.1:The parallel NVD codes are approximately universal overgarllel channel
defined by [(4B).

Proof: See Appendix VI=D. O
Thus, to achieve the DMT of the parallel AF and the FF scheihes,enough to construct a
parallel NVD codes. Several remarks are made before prowgéa the code construction.

Remark 6.1:The actual data rate of the NVD codes is controlled by the sfzbe alphabet
B and the symbol rate. Efficient decoding schemes (e.g., spiheroding) may not be imple-
mentable when the channel is under-determined or, alteehaspeaking, rank-deficient in the
sense thad _, rankIl;) < >, ny;. Practical schemes include reducing the symbol rate while
increasing the size of the alphaligt This, however, does not guarantee the DMT-achievability.
Remark 6.2:Explicit parallel NVD codes for asymmetric parallel chahifiee., ny; # n;
for somei # j) being hard to construct algebraically, we focus on the sginigcase. Note
that in the FF scheme, the equivalent parallel channel isy@veymmetric. In the parallel AF
scheme, the numbers of transmit antennas of different Babrels may be different. However,
the problem can be overcome by using the same number of asgteie., max; ny;). The

resulting parallel channel has at least the same DMT as tigenar channel. Nevertheless, an
X is B-linear means that each entry of any codewordins a linear combination of symbols froi.

April 21, 2022 DRAFT



32

alternative code construction that is suitable for bothmyatric and asymmetric parallel channels
is provided in Appendix VI-E for completeness.

Remark 6.3:From a given parallel partition with siz8, the number of the parallel sub-
channelskK is S in the parallel AF scheme, generally larger thfain the FF scheme. Since the
minimum coding delay ig{ max; n that grows linearly with/, it grows at least linearly with
S. Moreover, the complexity of decoding can grow up to expaoiaéiy with K if ML decoding

is used. That is why it is important to find partitions of snsiile S.

C. Algebraic Construction of Parallel NVD Codes

A systematic way to construct NVD codes is the constructiamf cyclic division alge-
bra (CDA). For more details on the concept, the readers dan t@ [36]. In the following, we
aim to construct the Perfect symmetric parallel NVD codethwuadrature amplitude modula-
tion (QAM) constellation@ The generalization to hexagonal constellations is sttéoghard.

1) K = 1. We start by the construction of NVD codes for MIMO channel§ € 1). Let
L = Q(i,6) be a cyclic extension of degreg on the base field)(:). We denoter the generator
of the Galois group G&L/Q(i)). Let v € Q(i) be such thaty,7?,...,y™"! are non-norm
elements inL. Then, we can construct a CDA = (L/Q(i), 0,v) of degreen;. Each element

in A has the following matrix representation

Zo I N .Z'Nt_l
0 (T, o(x oo 0 (T
yo™ (zy) yomH(xg) ... o™ (xy)

wherez; € Oy, Vi. SinceA is a CDA, we can show thatet = € Z[i] and that the determinant
is zero only wherE is a zero matrix. Thus, the NVD property is proved by considgethat the
difference matrix of each pair of codewords is in the formEof

It is usually desirable to get a STBC with good shaping. Te #md, we can impose the
additional constraint that the vectorized codeword is ateat version of a QAN)1"t2 constellation,
as known as the cubic constellation. Rotated constellstoomstructions from algebraic number

fields are well-known now (see, e.g., [38] for a comprehensixorial on this topic). This can

The construction was first reported in [37] and is includedsiake of completeness.
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Fig. 6. Field extension tower.

be made possible if 1},’s in the matrix= belong to some properly chosen idgalC Oy, [39],
and 2)|y| = 1 (see [27] for a general method). The thus-constructed NViiesare well-known
as the Perfect STBCs.

2) K > 1: The construction of parallel NVD codes is similar to the damnstion presented
above. First, we construct a CDA in the same manner as thépregase by simply 1) replacing
the base fieldQ(:) by a new fieldF, a Galois extension of degre€ over Q(:); 2) replacing
the field L by K £ F(#), a cyclic extension of degree, over F (samef as the previous
case); and 3) choosing such thaty,~?,...,~“~! are non-norm elements iK. We impose
thatF N L = Q(7). Note that the extensioK/F remains cyclic with the same Galois group as
Gal(L/Q(7)) (Fig.[8). Thus, the constructed CDA &(K/F,o,v). Now, let {7, 7,...,7x} be
the Galois group of the extensidyQ(:) and define

(1

kéTk(E), kzl,...,K,

whereZ is the matrix representation of some elementdirand is in the form[(45). Now, we

have
HdetEk = HTk (detE)
k k
= N]F/Q(i) (det E)

that is inZ[:]. Finally, we construct codewordsX }, in the form of{Z, }, with QAM symbols
and we can show that the difference matrix of a pair of difiereodewords is also in the
form of {Z;}, with symbols inZ[i]. The NVD condition [(44) is thus met. Similarly, the cubic
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shaping can be obtained with the same kind of conditions iowed before. An explicit code
construction is provided in the following example.

Example 6.1 (Two transmit antennas aid= 2™ sub-channels)Let us defingym+1 £ e~m2",
Then, we consider the base fiell = Q ((sm+2), an extension ofQ(:) of degree2™ and
take K = F(v/5) = Q ((om+2,v/5). We can verify thaty £ (ym+2 is @ non-norm element in
K (see AppendiX'VIF). Let) = 25 and o : 6 +— 6 = 12Y5. The ring of integers ofK
is Ox = {a+0b0 | a,be Z][(m+=2]}. And the chosen ideal is principle, i.€, = (a)Ox with

a = 1414 —i6. The matrixZ is given by

_ oz~(a+b92 oz~(c+d?) | (46)
764-(c+d9) @-(a+b9)

[1

wherea, b, c,d € Z[(3m+2]. We can show that the shaping property is satisfied and fjrihilly

code is a perfect STBC for the parallel channel.

VII. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we present the numerical results on theqzeg schemes. The performance
measures are either the outage probability or the symboi eate probability versus the average
received SNR per bit. The results are obtained with MontdeCagimulations.

The first example is to illustrate the impact of vertical retilon of multihop channels, as
shown in Fig[8(d). In &1,4,1) channel, the necessary antenna numbé&mom (18) is1 and
the minimal vertical form is thusl, 1,1). We observe that, with the same diversity ordean
asymptotic power gain of dB is obtained by using only one relay antennas out of foulhef
AF scheme is used. The gain is due to the fact that using mdagimg antennas hardens of
relayed noise. In thé3, 1,4, 2) channel, the necessary number of anterm&®m (18) is2. As
shown in Fig.8(d), by restricting the number of relay antento2, we have &3, 1, 2, 2) channel
and an asymptotic power gain »fdB is observed. We can further reduce the number of transmit
antennas t@ to get a(2, 1,2,2) channel. Unlike the reduction of relay antennas, the reédiuct
of transmit antennas does not provide any gain because st miateimpact the relayed noise. In
contrast, it degrades the performance since the first(Bop) is faded more seriously than the
original first hop(3,1). Nevertheless, thé2, 1,2,2) channel is still better than thgs, 1,4, 2)
channel and is onl9.7 dB from the(3, 1, 2, 2) channel. The coded performance of tBel, 4, 2)
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channel is then studied F[g. 8[(b). The diagonal algebraéceipime (DAST) co@ [40] can be
used. As shown in Fig. 8(b), with the DAST code, the symbobrerate performances of in
the (3,1,4,2), (3,1,2,2) and (2, 1, 2,2) channels have exactly the same behavior as the outage
performances of the channels do Fig. B(a). Moreover, thactézh in the number of transmit
antenna allows us to use the Alamouti code [41] (thel, 2,2) channel). As we can see in the
figure, the Alamouti code, besides the advantage of lowendiag complexity, outperforms all

the DAST codes. The potential benefits from the vertical céda are thus highlighted.

Then, we consider the parallel partition of two multihop mhels : the(2, 2,2, 2) and(2, 4, 3)
channels. The resulting AFF scheme is compared to the ARrseh®e terms of both the outage
probability and the symbol error rate. With the AFF scheme, ateate respectively four and
two parallel sub-channels with two transmit antennas fer(th2,2,2) and (2,4, 3) channels.
Specifically, the AFF scheme for ti{e, 2, 2, 2) channel is based on a patrtition of fo@, 1, 1, 2)
sub-channels and for the, 4, 3) channel is a partition of tw@2, 2, 3) sub-channels. As shown
in Fig.[9(a), the diversity order of the AFF scheme for t{%e2,2,2) (respectively,(2,4,3)
channel) is4 (respectively,8), as compared to that of the AF schenseafnd 6, respectively).
The coded performance is also studied. We apply the conistnuprovided by Examplé 6.1 to
get Perfect parallel STBCs for two and four sub-channelswAsan observe in Fig. 9(b), with
the use of Perfect codes, the symbol error rate performaaseimilar behaviors as the outage
performance.

The last example is €, 1, 4, 2) channel in the clustered case. Through this example, wedvoul
like to address the impact of “where to decode” on the endrA-performance. The all-AF and
all-DF schemes correspond respectively to the case withenoding relay cluster and that with
two decoding relay clusters. With one decoding cluster,dheice is made between decoding
at the first cluster and decoding at the second one. As showigild0, the all-AF scheme has
diversity order two and the all-DF scheme has diversity oglas analytically expected. With
only one decoding cluster, the diversity order is also mtadble : diversity two in the single-
antenna cluster and diversity 3 in the four-antenna clu§trat is impressive in this example
is that the two curves with different choices of decodingstdu joins the all-AF and all-DF

curves respectively at high SNR. Therefore, only one dewpdiuster is enough to achieve

Note that the DAST code is the diagonal version of the rae-®arfect code proposed in [26].
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good performance in this case. And the decoding clusterldhmi be the single-antenna node.

VIII. CONCLUSION

The diversity of MIMO multihop relay channels has been itigeged in both the clustered
and non-clustered cases. Our results showed that, in be#scthe maximum diversity gain
and the maximum multiplexing gain of the multihop channet b& achieved. In the clustered
case, the optimal scheme is cooperative decode-and-fdrthat achieves the upper bound on
the diversity-multiplexing tradeoff of the channel. In then-clustered case, the key to achieve
the maximum diversity is space-time relay processing. Quor@ach is to introduce temporal
processing to the amplify-and-forward scheme by creatipgrallel channel in the time domain.
We proposed a flip-and-forward that achieves both the maximiversity and multiplexing gain
of an arbitrary multihop channel in a distributed manner. &% showed that the FF scheme
can be easily extended to the multiuser case. With its loayneg) and signaling complexity, the
FF scheme is suitable for wireleasl hocnetworks. Approximately universal coding schemes

have been proposed for all the relaying strategies studiedis work.
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APPENDIX |

PRELIMINARIES

The followings are some preliminary results that are essletat the proofs.
Lemma Al.1 (Calculation of diversity-multiplexing traéfigo Consider a linear fading Gaus-
sian channel defined il for which det (I + SNR HH")) is a function of\, a vector of positive

random variables. Then, the DMdy(r) of this channel can be calculated as

dg(r) = inf Fla
H() O(ay,r) ( )
A

wherea; = —logv;/log SNR is the exponent of;, O(«, r) is the outage event set in terms of

a andr in the high SNR regime, ané/(«) is the exponential order of the pgfa), i.e.,
pla) = SNR™F(),

Proof: This lemma can be justified b{](2) using Laplace’s method hasve in [23]. [

Definition A1.1 (Wishart Matrix):Them xm random matrid¥ = HH'is a (central) complex
Wishart matrix withn degrees of freedom and covariance maRifdenoted a3V ~ W,,(n, R)),
if the columns of them x n matrix H are zero-mean independent complex Gaussian vectors
with covariance matri®.

Lemma A1.2:The joint pdf of the eigenvalues & = HH' ~ W,,(n, R, is identical to
that of anyW' ~ W, (n, diag(p1, . . ., poor)) if 11 > 000 > oy > flgrs1 = ... = fiy, = 0 are
the eigenvalues aR,, .

Proof: Apply the eigenvalue decomposition dd and the result is immediate using the

unitary invariance property [42] of Wishart matrices. O
Lemma Al1.3 ([43]-[46]): Let W be a central complex Wishart mati ~ W,,(n, R), where
the eigenvalues oRR are distin@ and their ordered values agg > ... > pu,, > 0. Let

A1 > ... >\, > 0 be the ordered positive eigenvaluesWf with ¢ = min{m,n}. The joint

2In the particular case where some eigenvalueR @fre identical, we apply the I'Hospital rule to the pdf ob&dnas shown
in [45].
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pdf of A conditioned orw is

(

—j

Km nDet Ql H,uzn " 1)\n m H i — s if n > m, (47a)
(Alw) = - D
p - m n
Gm,nDet(Q2) H % H()\’ - )\j), if n < m, (47b)
L i<j Hi = Hj i<y

where K,,, and G,,,, are normalization factorsDet(-) denotes the absolute value of the

determinantdet(-); Q; £ [e™Y /m]” _and
A An
L PR T ]
O EE A : 5 ' (49)
) ST 1 —2n
O L L R Ui C

In the non-correlated case wifR = I, the joint pdf is

Pyne ZAHA"” ”‘HA—A (49)

1<J

Now, let us define theigen-exponents

—log \;/logSNR, i=1,...,q, and3; = —log u;/logSNR, i =1,...,m.

Lemma Al.4:
SNR™#:(@B) - for (o, B) € RW
SNR™, otherwise,
where m
and
RYL L0, <. . <om Bi<...<Bm, andfi <oy, fori=1,...,m}. (52)
Proof: Please refer to [34] for details. O
Lemma Al.5:
SNR™Fa:(>P) " for (o, B) € R®
Det (2;) = (53)
SNR™°, otherwise,
where
Eq, (e, 8) 2 Z m—n—1)Bi+ Z m=i)Bi+Y > (= B) + Y * (54)
=1 i=n+1 7=1 i<y j=n+1 i=1
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and
RO2{0 <. . <an /i1 <...<Bm andf; <a;, fori=1,....n}. (55)

Proof: First, we have
—(m—n—1) L 1 6—>\1/;,L1 - 6—>\7L/M1

Det () = HurnlDet : S P N 1)

—(m—n—1)

m 1 €_>\1/Mm PP €_>‘7L/Mm

Then, let us denote the determinant in the RHS of (56Daand we rewrite it as

_ dgm—n—l) o 0 €—>\1/u1 _ e—)q/um . e_)‘n/lh _ e_)‘n/Mm _
D=Det| nny . | | | 7)
dszm 1nm1) cee 0 e M/Emer o= M bm L o= lme1 _ o= An/Hm

,Ur_n(m n=1) 1 6_)\1/)u'm L 6_)‘”/“’”
_dgn:n_n—l) - dglzn e~/ L e—n/im

=Det | i T =) (9
dg”_‘lnrgl) .. d1(’r1L)—1 . e~ M/hm-1 ... o=An/pm-1 =1

Wheredg? 2 ;7% — p7* and the product term i (58) is obtained sirice- ¢~ (hi/mm=Ai/ks) =
1 — e M/t for all j < m. Let us denote the determinant [n58) As,. Then, by multiplying
the first column inD,,, with ™"~ and noting thap™ "~ 1d(m "D ()™ A
the first column ofD,, becomes alll. Now, by eliminating the firsin — 2 “1”s of the first
column by subtracting all rows by the last row as [in](57) an#),(3ve havey” "D,

1T, (1 —e N /um) D,,_1. By continuing reducing the dimension, we get

n+1

Det(QQ) Det =X /lh : _1HIum n—1 ﬁ ,UZm_Z

i=n-+2
. H H (1 _ e—Ai/Mj)
i=1 j=n+1
from which we prove the lemma, by applyirig {50). O

With the preceding lemmas, we have the following lemma thavides the asymptotical pdf
of a conditioned on3 in the high SNR regime.
Lemma Al.6:

SNR_E(O“B), for (o, B) € Ry,
(alB) = { (59)

SNR™°, otherwise,
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where

m q

E(a|B) éZ(n+1—i)ai+2(i—n—1)ﬁi+22(ai—5j)++ Z Z(ai_ﬂj)—’_a (60)

i=1 i j=1 i<j j=q+1 i=1
and
Rap={an <...<ay /i <...< By, andf; < a;, fori=1,...,q}. (61)

Proof: Let us replac®et(€2;) andDet(£25) in (47a) and((47b) using the results of Lemima Al1.4
and Lemmd_A1l. Then, by applying variable changes as dorj23h (60) can be obtained
after some elementary manipulations. ]
WhenR =1, ie,pu; = ... = p, = 1, the joint pdf of« is found in [23] as shown in the
following lemma.

Lemma Al.7:

(62)

[ SNR™Zimalminti=20as - for o € R,
pla) =

SNR™°, otherwise,
with Ry = {0 < ay < ... < o}
This lemma can be justified either by using](49) or by setting- 0, Vi in (€0).
Lemma Al1.8 ( [47]):Let M be anym x n random matrix and” be anym x m non-singular
matrix whose singular values satisfy,in(T') = ouax(T) = SNR’. Define¢ £ min{m,n} and

M 2 TM. Leto, (M) > ... > o, (M) ando, (M) > ... > o,(M) be the ordered singular

values of M andM, Then, we have

APPENDIX I

PROOF OFTHEOREM[3.]]

Proposition A2.1:Let us denote the non-zero ordered eigenvalueHKf by \; > --- >
Ay > 0 With ngin = 4_%1inN n;. Then, the joint pdf of the eigen-exponentssatisfies
C(SNRTP for 0 <oy < ... < agy,,
pla) = (63)
SNR™°, otherwise,

where .
Ela) = Z e (64)

=1
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with ¢;'s defined by [(T#).
From Lemmd Alll, we can derive the DMT with the following opization problem

with Oy(r) = {>_,(1 — a;)* < r} being the outage region. Note thatis decreasing and; is
increasing with respect to Then, the proof of Theorein_3.1 is immediate.

Now, what remains is the proof of Proposition A2.1. The faliog lemma will be needed in
the proof.

Lemma A2.1: Let Z; = [pi,pr_1), K = 1,..., N, be N consecutively joint intervals with

pN = —00, py £ 7p, and

k
prEY i ki k=1, N-1 (65)
=0
Then, we have
. Zf:oﬁl — i .
=1-i+|=E——|, fori€, (66)

Proof: ¢; defined by [(I4) is the minimum oWV sequences corresponding to tNevalues
of k. It is enough to show that each of tiie sequences dominates in a consecutive manner. We

omit the details here. O

A. Sketch of the Proof of Proposition AR.1

The proof will be by induction onV. From lemma_All7, the proposition is trivial fa¥ = 1.
Suppose the proposition holds for someandIl £ H, ---H,, we would like to show that
it is also true forN + 1 andIl’' £ H, --- H .. For simplicity, the “primed” notations (e.g.,
o, n', %, ¢, n ., etc.) wil be used for the respective parameterdlofNote thatIl’(IT')" ~
W, (ny 41, ITY) for a givenll, sincell’ = I1H v, ;. According to lemma_ATl2, the pdf of the
eigenvalues\’ of IT'(IT')" is identical to that oV,

Mmin

(nyy1,diag(A)). Hence, the pdf o&’ can
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be obtained as the marginal pdf Gk, o)
pa)= [ plata)da
R™min
- [ plaplaa
R™min
- / SNR™P(@IIgNR=F (@) g (67)
R
= SNR (@), (68)
where [67) comes from lemnia Al.6 and our assumption fhatHi{6R)s for V, with
R £ Reja N Ra
- {0§o/1 <. <d, ,0<m<...<an,., anda; < o, forizl,...,n;ﬁn} (69)
being the feasible region; the expondnta’) in (68) is
- no_ o ’
E(a') —(rxrg%E(a,a) (70)
with E(a’, a) £ E(d/|a) + E(a). From [60) and[{64),

’ ’
Mmin n

Eld,a) = Z(nN+1 —i+1)a; + Z ((j —1—nny1 + 6oy + Z (o — ozj)+>
i=1 Jj=1 i<j

i

Mmin Mmin
/ +
+ Z cja; + Z (a; —aj)" | . (71)
j:n;nin—i_l =1

It remains to show thak'(a’) = E'(a’) £ 3, ¢;a with

k=1....N+1 k 7 min

ko~
c;él—ijL _min {MJ, i=1,....n (72)

by solving the optimization problend (I70), which is accorepéd in the rest of the section.

B. Solving the Optimization Problem

We need to distinguish three cases, according to how thee\@fluy ., affects the ordered

dimensionn’.
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Tmin — 1

8(1min)

(a) Case 1 (b) Case 2 (c) Case 3

Fig. 7. For eachy, the black dots represent the's that are freed byy;. Therefore, we can get the total number of freed
o by counting the black dots in roi: More precisely, there arég™"(i)| — [f~'(i)] + 1 = |g~'(i)] — i black dots for
1 < g(nmin): andnmin — {fﬁl(z)-‘ + 1 = nmin — ¢ black dots fori > g(nmin)-

1) Case 1 finv+1 < 7p]: In this case, we have! . = 7, = nyi1. Minimization of
E(a, ) of (71) with respect tax can be decomposed inta,;, minimizations with respect
to ay,...,a, . successively, i.emin, = min,,, - --min,,. \We start witha;. From [61), the
feasible region ofy; is 0 < a; < «f. Since the onlyn;-related term in[(71) isc; — nyi1)on
andc; — ny41 > 0 for nyyy < iy, we havea] = 0. Now, suppose that the minimization with
respect tooy, ..., ;1 is done and that we would like to minimize with respecttp For «;,

j <n!.,we setthe initial region as

min?
/ / /
0<a; < <o < <q

in which we have)_,_; (o — a;)" = 0. The feasibility conditions in[(89) require that must
not go right acrossy;. The only choice is therefore to go to the left. Each timjegoes across
an o from the right to the left(a; — a;)* increases by, — «;, which increases the coefficient
of o by 1 and decreases the coefficient@f by 1. It can be shown that, to minimize the value
of E(a, ') with respect toy;, «; is allowed to crossy, only when the current coefficient of
a; in (71) is positiv@ So, a; stops moving only in the following two cases : 1) it hits the
left extreme,0; and 2) its coefficient achieveswhen it is in the intervala, o] for some

k < j. Either caseq;-related terms are gone and what remain arectf® “freed” by a; from

Dicj (i — «;)". Same reasoning applies &g for j > n! , , except that the initial region is set

min’
Bwhen the coefficient ofy; in (Z1) is positive, decreasing; decreases?(a, a’).
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to 0 < o} S---Sa’;mn < aj.

Therefore, the optimization problem can be solved by cogritiie total number of freed’’s.
As shown in Fig[ 7(a), whep is small, the initial coefficient ofy; is large and thusy; can
free outa’_,,..., ). We havea; = 0, which corresponds to the first stopping condition. For
large j, the initial coefficient ofe; is not large enough and onty, ;... ,oz;(j) is freed, which
corresponds to the second stopping condition. With the eeasoning, we can gety)

j_]-_(j_]-_nN-‘rl_l_cj)_l_la for]<nm1n’

9(j) = { (73)

NN+l — ¢+ 1, for j > nl ;..

From (73) and[(14), we get

N S = (k1))
9(j) = nyy1 — Juin { p : (74)
and
koo~ .
“1ia . Do — k(nni1 — 1)
0] = min, { Er | R
Now, E(c’) can be obtain@ from Fig[7(a@)
R n;nin g(nmin) n;nin
E(a)=Y (nyp—i+ )i+ > ([g7' @) = daf+ D (nim — i)
i=1 i=1 t=g(Nmin)+1
9(”min) n;nin
— Z (1 —2i+nyy1 + Lg_l(i)J)ag—l— Z (1 —2i4+ nyg1 + Nnin)
=1 i:g(nmin)“l‘l

g(nmin) Zk ’ﬁ,; _ 'l Mmin
- . . 1=0 . ) /
= E 1 _Z+k:2r,r.l..1,IJ{7+1 = ol + g (1 =2i+ny1 + Nmin) O

=1 t=g(Nmin)+1
(76)
Mnin Eo~ .
= 1—34 + H’llIl M o 77
i (77)
— 1,...N+1 k
= F'(d), (78)

where [76) is from[(75) and the fact tha§ = ny.1, 7) = 7y—1, I =1,...,N + 1; (Z7) can be

derived from lemma“A2]1, sincg, = ny.1 + g — 71 = g(nmin) and therefore the terminy,

¥In the above minimization procedure, we ignored the felisibtondition o; > o, Vj > k. A more careful analysis

reveals that it is always satisfied with the described proead
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in (74) is dominated by: > 2 for i < g(nmi,) and byk =1 for ¢ > g(num), corresponding to
the two terms in[(76), respectively.
2) Case 2 fin+1 € [, m1)]: In this case, we have! , = ny, andn) = nyy1. From [71),

E(,a) =Y (g —i+1)aj+ Y ((j —1—nyp t o+ Y (af — aj>+> . (79)
i=1 j=1 i<j

Sincej — 1 —nys1 +¢; >0, V5 < nl,, the minimization of£(a/, o) with respect toa is

min?

in exactly the same manner as in the previous case. Thereftirg') can be obtained from
Fig.[7(b) with g(j) in the same form as (¥4)

’
min g(nmill) Mmin

E(a/) = Z(nN—H —i+1)a; + Z (lg7'(6)] =)o + Z (Mmin — )0
i=1 i=1 i=g(Nmin)+1
= FE'(d). (80)

3) Case 3 fin41 € [11,00)]: As in the previous case, we havé,, = n,, and the same

E(a/, ) as defined in[(79). Without loss of generality, we assumenhat, € [+, fg-11) for

somek* € [1, N| (we setiiy,; = oo). Then, we have
ny=mny, fori=1,... k% (81)
and
Pir < Dpe < Prc1 = Dpeq < -+ <1 =1l (82)

Unlike the previous casg,— 1 —ny 1 +¢; is not always positive. Lef be the smallest integer
such that the coefficient — 1 — nyy1 + ¢; of a; in (Z9) is zero. It is obvious that fof > j,

o = a;. Hence, we have

n;mn .7_1 n;nin
E(a)) = Z(nzv+1—l+1 )e; +Z (1)) _i)a;“'Z(j_l_nN—H“’cj)a;a
=1 i=1 J=Jj

where the second term is from Hig. 7(c). Furthermore, we tamwshat; < p;., sincepj. —

1 —nnp1+ep, =0 Therefore, we get

Jj—1 Pix—1 M min
E(a’) Z(l—2z+nN+1+L oz—i—z 711\;+1—z—|—10z+z:cZ a. (83)
i=1 i=pl,.
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Now, we would like to show that the coefficient@f in (83) coincides with;. First, fori < j—1,
i€ Ij.., U---UZy and lemmdAZ]L implies that

| IR 0/
1-2 )] =1- ==
t+nyy1 + L(] (Z)J 1+ k:Q{r}_{r]{Hl k
i+ min Zlonl_l
k=1,...,N+1 k

Then, fori > p;.., we have

i€ (L.U---UZ)N (L U---UT).

Hence,
C—l—z—l— min Zzo”z_l
k=1,...k* k
. : Zf_o fig — i
o k:r{nnk k (84)

= G4,

where [(84) is from[(81) and_(82). Finally, fare [j,p}.), let us rewrite; = p,. — A;. Since

i—1—nyy1+c=0,Vi€[j,p.), we have

k* ~ . * k* ~ / *
Zz:o n—i—k nN+1J _ {Zz:o N — Pl + A — k'ny g

k* k*
Bi
k*

=0,

from which we have\; € [0, £* — 1] and

K :
n J—
¢ = 2z ];::Lnf[“ ZJ +1—1i

- Z;ioﬁthNH — P + A .
+1—2
k*+1

:1+nN+1—i.

The proof is complete.
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C. Proof of Propositiori_3]1

Let (M) denote the vector of the eigen-exponents of a ma¥fivas previously defined. To
prove the first case, we use induction &n Suppose that it is true fa¥, which means that the
joint pdf of o(IL,IT}) is the same as that ak(IIII'). Furthermore, we know by lemma A1.8
that (I, Ty v1 T v v+1 ) = a(ILIT)). Same steps aB (6[7)(68) complete the proof. To prove
the second statement, we perform a singular value decotigrosin the matriceq’; ;.;'s and

then apply the first statement.

APPENDIX I

PROOF OFTHEOREM[3.2AND THEOREM[3.3
A. Proof of Theorerh 3.2

Let

(m) a Zk— ﬁl_l
¢ zl—i—i—k_nllin Z_OT, 1=1,..., Nmin- (85)

What we should prove is thaaﬁN) = cgk), fori = 1,...,nuy if and only if (16) is true. To

this end, it is enough to show that

(N Z N for i =1 (86)

7 7

if and only if py_y < N —1, thatis,(N — 1) (ny +1) > Zfiglﬁl, and then apply the result
successively to show the theorem. Note that we need Lémniatd2liminate the minimization
in (85). The detailed proof is omitted here.

B. Proof of Theorerh 3.3

The direct part of the theorem is trivial. To show the congeist? £ (ng, My, ...,ny) and
7 £ (R),7),...,7h,) be the two concerned minimal forms. In addition, we assumnithout

loss of generality, that

Ny = =My ey Mgy g +1 = 000 = TNy

~/
T,

PRI —_— e
T tl
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with i, < N andid’,, < N’. Now, let us definey; = ¢; — (1 —14) with ¢; defined in [66). It can
be shown that\/ intervals are non-trivial withZ;, | # 0, k =1, ..., M. The values oty,’s are
in the following form

Lipg
i,

Ling 4 ‘ T
.

N

7 \

ey Mgy ey Mgy My, — Lo myy, — 1o NGy, e Ny s — 1,0, +1,ng
- A - - e

' ' ~~

M M1 inM—1
Same arguments also applyfiowith M’ and?’, etc. It is then not difficult to see that to have

exactly the samey;’s (thus, same:;’s), we must haveV = N’ and
fiy =l Yi=0,...,N,

that is, the same minimal form.

APPENDIX IV

PROOF OFTHEOREM[3.4
A. Sketch of the Proof
To prove the theorem, we will first show the following equesmdte relations :
(RN (), RSV (i, k) <2 (R™(k), BV (1)), Vi k;
BN, k) < RIM(N —1,k), Vi k;
(RM k), RN — 1)) 4L (BN (%), IV (i) with orderedn);
(R™ (k), RV () with orderedn) <2 (R™ (&), R (N — 1) with ordered and minimat).

1) Equivalencega) and (b): The direct parts ofa), (b), and (d) are immediate since the

RHS are particular cases of the left hand side (LHS). To sl@wéverse part of (a), we rewrite

dl(:{nlz ..... nN)(k) = d(RnPo—k ..... nN—k)(O) (87)
= 1’JIl>161 {dl(?ni_k ..... n;—k) (.]) + dl(:zjl,)ni+1—k ..... ny—k) (O>} (88)
= min {df, ) (0) + A () (89)

April 21, 2022 DRAFT



49

whereR; is used twice in[(87) and (89)3, is used in[(8B). As for (b), i\’ (N — 1, k) holds,
then

d(RnPO ----- nN)(k) = IjnzllIgl {d(RnPQ ..... nN,l)(j) + d(R]PnN)<k>} (90)
_ : RP RP
- ygjnzlk {d(no ..... nN,Q)( ) =+ d(] MN—1) ( ) + d (J,nN) (k)} (91)
- RP
= ?121% {d(no ..... nN_2) ( ) d(] MN_1 nN)(k)} (92)

which provesRéN)(N — 2, k). By continuing the process, we can show tlﬂ%éfv) (i, k) is true
for all 4, provided R\ (N — 1, k) holds.

2) Equivalencegc) and (d): Through(a) and (b), one can verify that the LHS ofc) is
equivalent to the RHS ofa) of which the RHS of(c¢) is a particular case. Hence, the direct
part of (¢) is shown. The reverse part of (c) can be proved by inductionVorFor N = 2,
RéN)(N — 1) can be shown explicitly using the direct characterizatib®).( Now, assuming that

RgN)(N — 1) for non-orderech, we would like to show thaR) ™ (V) holds. Let us write

. RP . RP
Ijnzlél {d(no ..... nN)( ) d(] nN+1)<O>} = 1']112161 {d (205w y i — 15 hig 1see s AN +1) ( ) d(] T4 (O)} (93)
. RP RP
= kgljlgo {d(ﬁo,...,m,l,mﬂ ..... in) (k) d(k ANg1) (]) + d(j,m)(o)}
(94)
. RP RP
= min {d8 o (0 Ay () + 4y, (0]
(95)

----- nN+1) (0)’

where the permutation invariance property is usedin (&8)" (N — 1, k) is used in[[94) since
we assume tha’tZéN)(N— 1) is trues;n; andn 1 can be permuted according Rf)(l). Finally,

we should prove the reverse part of (d), i.e.,

d?ﬁi aiy)(0) = min {d?ﬁi ..... v ) +jﬁN} (96)
provided thathN)(N — 1) holds for minimaln.

If » is not minimal, then showing (c) is equivalent to showing

d?ﬁi ..... ﬁN*)(O) = Ijnzlg {d?ﬁi ..... nN*)(j) +JnN} (97)

April 21, 2022 DRAFT



50

where N* is the order o with ny-,; < ny. Therefore, we should show that the minimum is
achieved with; = 0. According the direct characterizatidn [13), this is trudyovhenny > c;.

. Fii’;fu - 1J
N*

_ {N*ﬁN*H + PN+ — 1J

Let us rewritec, as

N*
Sincepy+ > N* is always true according to the reduction theorem, we have ny«. 1 < ny.

The rest of this section is devoted to proving thatl (96) hdtadsminimal n.

B. Minimaln

Now, we restrict ourselves in the case of minimal and ordereice., we would like to prove

A% ey () =min {0 () + g | (98)
Sincec,,._, < iy, the optimalj is in the intervalZy. = [1,py+_1]. Now, showing [(9B) is
equivalent to showing

PNn*—1 PN*—1 N*—1 ~ .

Zz onl_Z _ . . Yoo T —1
Zl_H{ N _pN*Iglgjzo‘Zl_“r N-—1 I
i=j+1

which, after some simple manipulations, is reduced to

e[S (e [5]) e

i=1

where we setl/ £ N* — 1 for simplicity of notation. Obviously, the minimum of the FHof
(9@9) is achieved with such* that

- V - 1J <0, (100)

and (k* + 1) — pu + MJ > 0. (101)
Let us decomposg* ask* = aM + b with b € [1, M]. Then, [10D) becomes
aM +b—py+a<0 (102)

which also implies that NV 4+ 1 — py; +a < 0 from whicha = L%J . The form ofa suggests
that p,, can be decomposed as

pyr = a(M +1) +b. (103)
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From [102) and[{I103), we have< b and thusb = min {M,b}. With the form of optimalk

and some basic manipulations, we have finally

3 (o [i]) B (oo [57]) -0

i=1 =1

which ends the proof.

APPENDIX V

PROOF OFLEMMAS [4. T AND 4.2
A. Proof of Lemm&4l1

First, we have
SNRAmax (H'H) < SNR || H||? < det(I + SNRH'H),

from which

P {SNRAmax (H'H) < 1+ ¢} > P {det(I+SNRH'H) < 1 + ¢} (104)
with ¢ being some strictly positive constant. Then, we also have

P {SNRApax(H'H) < 1+ €} < P {det(I+ SNRH'H) < (2 + ¢)™™H)} | (105)

sincedet(I + SNRH'H) = [],(I+ SNR\,(H'H)). From [104) and[(105), we have

P{SNRA\pox(H'H) <1+ ¢€} =P {det(I+SNRH'H) <1+ €'}

= SNR~40)

where¢' is another strictly positive constant. Hené&{SNR |H|2 <1+ €} = SNR™¥®_ The

lemma is proved sinc® {SNR||H||Z < 1+¢} =P {SNR||H|]Z < 1}.

B. Proof of Lemma4]2

Let us consider a parallel channglf .} |, each sub-channel of rank/;, and with eigen-
exponents{ay ., aay, . . ., ar, - Since each sub-channel is an AF path, the joint pdf of the
eigen-exponents in the high SNR regimepi§a;,) = SNR™ 2%+ %+ From Lemma ALl, the
DMT is

dP(T) = {akgl;ﬂe%(r Z Z Cik Ok
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with O(r) £ {3°, 3°,(1 — oy x)™ < K7} being the outage region. First, we can deduce that

Then, if all AF paths have the same DMT, they have the samgset;, i.e.,c;, = ¢;, VEk.
We can verify that settingy, , = «;, V& is without loss of optimality, since 1) the objective
function is linear and symmetric on differelt and 2) the constraints are convex and symmetric

on differentk. Finally, the optimization problem becomes

min K C; Oy

with Oy(r) £ {3,(1 — o)™ < r} is the outage region of each single AF path. The lemma can

be proved immediately from here.

APPENDIX VI

OTHER PROOFS
A. Proof of Propositiorn_4]2

Without loss of generality, we assume thgt> n,. Then, the bottleneck of the channel is the
n1 X ny channel. Since the partition achieves the maximum diyetsjttheoreni 4]1, the partition
size isK = K K, with then, (respectivelyn,) antennas being partitioned into, (respectively,
K,) supernodes. Moreover, for any AF pathn the partition, we havey, o + 1 > ny 1 + ngo.

Adding all the K inequalities up gives

K
an,o + K1 Ky > Kong + Kins. (106)
k=1

The sum in the LHS of[{106) can be upper-boundediy,, since each supernode in the
transmitter cannot be connected to more thgmodes. Hence, we have the following inequality

after some simple manipulations

KQ[

Kg’fll
K2 + ng — No

from which we have the lower bound on the partition size

K2n1 -‘

KKy > Ky | ————
152 = 2[K2+n0—n2
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which is obviously increasing withi(,. Therefore, the minimum lower bound is obtained by
setting K, = 1 and it coincides with[(29). It can be shown that this lowertbis achieved by
partitioning the intermediate layer inf¢ supernodes witli defined by[(2D) without partitioning

either of the source and the destination antennas.

B. Proof of Theoreri 4.2

Let us define the selection matricds,'s asn,; x n; diagonal matrices with

1 if j S S@k,

Jir(J,7) =
0 otherwise

First, we would like to prove that the maximum diversity gaimchieved. This can be done in two
steps. The first step is to prove that the parallel chafifigh, with II;, 2 Hy [T (i 5.0 H:)
achieves the maximum diversity. To this end, note that byitmgaring the rows (respectively,
columns) of H (respectively,H,) according to the indices i$y1,...,Snk, (respectively,
So1,- - So.x,), the matrixIT} can be partitioned intd, Ky blocks, each one being an AF path
from the source to the destination. TherefofH} },, comprisesk K - - - Ky AF paths, i.e., all
possible paths. Obviously, these paths includefhedependent pathdlI, }, in the independent
partition. Therefore, the maximum diversity is achievecsiy /- HH’,;Hi > S8 |2

The key of the second step is to show that the set of mat{idé$; defined in[(3D) is actually

an invertible constant linear transformation{dt, };, i.e.,
[1'[’1 H’K,] = [1'[’1’ 1'[’1’(,} T.
In this case, we have
K’ ) K’ )
D TR > A (TTY) [T
k=1 k=1
K’ )
=>_
k=1
and the diversity is lower-bounded by the maximum diversitcording to Lemma_4.2. Hence,
the FF scheme also achieves the maximum diversity. The ke goshown in the following.

First, let us divide the set of indicds, . .., K’} into K’/ K, groups, each one comprising exactly

K, integersiy, ..., ik, such thatf;(i1) = ... = f;(ix,), Vj=2,...,N—1, and fi(i;) varies
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from 1 to K. Then, we partition the s€fI} }, according to the partition of the indices described
above. Hence, the matrices in the same group can be rewatt¢6'F, H,,... ,GF, x, H,}

with G being some matrix. We have
GFl’lHl GF17K1H1:| == |:GJ171H1 GJLKlHl T17

whereT; is composed of; x K; blocks of matrices with thdi, j)-th block being—TI if
1 = 7 > 2 andI otherwise. We can verify thdf’; is invertible and with the transformation,
the matricesF', ;s are replaced by, ;'s with the same indices. In the same manner, we can
successively replace the matricBs ., ..., Fn_1x With Jop, ..., Jy_1 by similar invertible
transformationsl'y, ..., Ty_, asT;. Finally, we obtain{II}}, and the total transformation is
invertible, constant and linear.

Note that the parallel channel of the FF scheme is in outage ftarget rate/’r log SNR
implies that at least one of the sub-channels is in outage target rate- log SNR. Therefore,
one can show tha§NR~" ) < SNR=*"), from which d™(r) > d*F(r). Finally, by showing

that d7F(r) is piece-wise linear withk” 7, sections, we prove the theorem.

C. Proof of Theorerh 5.2

Let A(M) and (M) denote the vector of the ordered eigenvalues and the comdspy
eigen-exponents of a matrid. The theorem can be proved by showing a stronger result : the
asymptotical pdf ofa(II dIp) in the high SNR regime is identical to that ef(II'II). We
show it by induction onN. For N = 1, sinceH, = H, the result is direct. Suppose that the
theorem holds forV. Let us show that it also holds fa¥ + 1. Note thatll,r = H y_; PyIIpr =

H D@ ek, from which we have
(Toe) 'Tpg ~ Way (nvi, (D@ Tee) (D Q' Tee))
~ Wi (0811, A(Dy @'\ Tpr) (D Q' ) ))
for a givenIL. Similarly, II"'II' ~ W, . (ny.1, A(IT'II)). At high SNR, we can show that

a((DyQ' Mer) (DyQ' Tpr)) = a((Q' TTpr) (Q' TIpr))

= o(ITheITpp),
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where the first equality comes from lemma A1.8 and the secordolds becaus(@}vl'lpp)*(@vl'[pp) =
IIL IIpr Finally, since we suppose that the joint pdf @f (IT;) Ilpf) is the same as that of
a(I'T), we can draw the same conclusion ff (ITe) Tpe) and a((IT)'IT).

D. Proof of Theorenh 611

Let us consider an equivalent block-diagonal channel of ghgallel channel[(43) in the
following form
Ye = dlag<Hk> T+ 2, (107)

wherez, = [z;"xz," ... zx"]', andy,, 2. are defined in the same manner. Now, from the
parallel NVD codeX’, we can build a block-diagonal cod¥&p with codewords defined by
Xgp £ diag{X,}. We can verify that¥gp is actually a ratex,, NVD code defined in [34] with
nay = >, mex/ K. From [34, Th. 3], we have

dxgy (r) > d (M r)

Nav

=d(Kr),

whered(r) is the DMT of the parallel channel (and thus the block-diaj@hannel). Finally, it is
obvious thatdy (K 1) = dx,, (1), since usingY’ will have the same error performa@as using
Xsp except that the transmission ratefistimes higher. We have thus(r) > d(r). It is shown
in [34] that the achievability holds for any fading stattsti Thus, the code is approximately

universal.

E. An Alternative Code Construction

A simple alternative construction that is approximatelyvarsal is described as follows. Let
X be angym x T full rate NVD code withngym = > x ik andT > ngym. Then, Xy achieves
the DMT d(r) of the channel[(107). It means that by partitioning everyeveatd matrixXy, €
X Into K x 1 blocks in such a way that théth block is of sizen;; x T" and sending
the kth block in thekth sub-channel, the DMT of the original parallel channel ¢hiaved.
Although this construction is simple and suitable for bogmmetric and asymmetric channels,
the main drawback is that the coding delay is roughlytimes larger than the parallel NVD

code constructed in Sectign VI-C. Decoding complexity affsaodes is sometimes prohibitive.
This is due to the block-diagonal nature of the equivalerinciel.
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F. (om is not a norm inK

Assume that,= is a norm inK, which means
Jz € K, Nk/g(cym) () = Com. (108)

Consider now the extensions described in [Hig. 6 with the @rdiplds. From[(108) and the left
extension of Figl6, we deduce thak g (z) = Nocm)ae) (Nrjaem)(z)) = —i, since the

27n72

minimal polynomial of(om is X

have Nk g (z) = NQ(i,\/g)/Q(i) (NK/Q(i,\/E) (@) = —i. Denotey = NK/Q(z’,\/E) (x) €Q (i, \/5)
Then the numbet = % y has an algebraic norm equal toand belongs t@ (7;, \/5) which

— 1. Meanwhile, from the right extension of FIg. 6, we

is in contradiction with the result obtained in [48]. Sgy. iS a non-norm element.
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