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Abstract

An asymptotic technique is presented for finding the spketificiency of multi-antenna links in wireless
networks where transmitters have Channel-State-Infaomé&CSI) corresponding to their target receiver. Trantarst
are assumed to transmit independent data streams on adimit@ber of channel modes which limits the rank of
transmit covariance matrices. This technique is appliespttially distributed networks to derive an approximation
for the asymptotic spectral efficiency in the interferetiogted regime as a function of link-length, interferer démy,
number of antennas per receiver and transmitter, numbea$rmit streams and path-loss exponent. It is found that
targeted-receiver CSI, which can be acquired with low ogachin duplex systems with reciprocity, can increase
spectral efficiency several fold, particularly when linkdghs are large, node density is high or both. Additionally,
the per-link spectral efficiency is found to be a function lbé tratio of node density to the number of receiver
antennas, and that it can often be improved if nodes transsimig fewer streams. These results are validated for
finite-sized systems by Monte-Carlo simulation and are gdgtic in the regime where the number of users and
antennas per receiver approach infinity.

Index Terms

MIMO, Wireless Networks, Antenna Arrays, Stochastic Getsgnedd-hoc networks.

. INTRODUCTION

Multiple antenna systems are attractive for use in poifdgimt and ad-hoc wireless networks since they can
suppress interference, increase data rates by spatiaplexilhg or coherent signal combining, and are robust to
channel variations. The increased robustness availaledh the increased diversity and multiplexing capability
of multi-antenna systems in isolated Additive White Gaaisdoise (AWGN) channels has been well studied and
is described in detail in wireless communications textshsas [2]. The major contributions in this area which
addressed the multiplexing capability of multi-antennategns in AWGN channels include [3], [4], [5]. The trade-
off between diversity (which increases robustness) andiptexing (which increases data rates) was studied in
[6].

A central assumption that determines the performance ofipledinput-Multiple-Output (MIMO) systems is the
availability of Channel-State-Information (CSI) at thartismit(Tx) or receive(Rx) side of links. It is known that
to achieve capacity in Additive-White-Gaussian-Noise @W) channels with Rx CSI and without Tx CSlI, the
transmitter should send equal power, independent datanssren each antenna. With Tx CSI, capacity is achieved
by parallelizing the channel between the Tx and Rx using gu@an Value Decomposition (SVD) of the channel
matrix. Most works on multi-antenna systems in the litertassume that receivers have CSI, an assumption which
is realistic since receivers can estimate channel parasitem signals received from transmitters.

The performance of multi-antenna systems in the presenagaference has been relatively less well studied
although the ability of antenna arrays to suppress undaesigaals is well known in the signal processing community
(e.g. see [7]). MIMO communications systems employingrietence suppression by transmitters and receivers
were analyzed under different CSI assumptions by [8] and [9]

The main contributions of this article are a technique to fimel asymptotic spectral efficiency of multi-antenna
links in ad-hoc wireless networks with limited CSI at trarnttens and arbitrary distribution of interference powers
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subject to a convergence criteria. In particular, we find gression for the spectral efficiency in the interference-
limited regime when interference is due to spatially distted nodes. Transmitters are assumed to have CSI between
themselves and their target receivers but to no other reciithe network. We refer to this form of CSI as Tx-Link
CSI. We assume that each transmitter is restricted to sgrdinindependent data streams &fi channel modes,
and allow arbitrary correlation between the power allodateeach stream for any given transmitter. The covariance
matrices of the signals at the antennas of each transmitiiag are thus matrices of radi= Transmitters are
assumed to havé&l > M antennas. Limiting the number of transmit data streams im fédshion is known to
increase the network spectral efficiency of wireless systasishown analytically in [10], [11] for systems without
Tx CSI, and by simulation for systems with Tx CSI in [12]. Ndt&t in some systems, the rank of the transmit
covariance matrix may be greater than the total number cfgaddent streams, e.g. if spatial repetition coding
is used. However, in this work, we assume that the number ddpgandent data streams equals the rank of the
transmit covariance matrices.

The data rates achievable in wireless networks with integeMIMO links and no Tx CSI was studied in [10]
who found that transmitters should transmit a single datast (i.e. with a rank-1 transmit covariance matrix) from
one of their antennas in the high interference regime. Whésrference is low, the links are essentially isolated
and it is optimal for transmitters to send equal-power she@n each antenna as for AWGN channels. In [13],
the authors analyzed one-to-one interfering links in tlggme where the number of users goes to infinity, both in
systems without Tx CSI and systems with Tx Link CSI. The arghterived upper bounds to the mean network
spectral efficiency (b/s/Hz) of such systems, which wereébio be constant if the number of receiver antennas per
node increases linearly with the number of transmitter ramdas. Neither [10] or [13] model the spatial distribution
of nodes however.

The distribution of nodes in space is key to understandirgelavireless networks since signal and interference
strengths depend on relative node locations. Spatiallyildiged wireless networks with multiple-antenna linkglan
no Tx CSI were studied in [11], which found the asymptoticctp efficiency as the number of receiver antennas
N and interferers in the network tend to infinity. We found that the mean spectral efficiencg wdunction of the
ratio of the number of receiver antennas to the product oerdehsity and the square of the link length, implying
that constant mean per-link spectral efficiency can be ramiat by scaling the number of receiver antennas with
node density. Recently, [14] and [15] found exact expressifor the Cumulative-Distribution-Function (CDF)
of the Signal-to-Interference-Ratio (SIR) in spatiallystdibuted networks with MMSE receivers but no CSI at
the transmitters with [14] considering single-stream sraission and [15] considering multi-stream transmissions
Additionally, [16] found that it is possible to scale the wetk spectral efficiency per unit area linearly with node
density if the number of receiver antennas scales with neasity by using a partial zero-forcing receiver.

Spatially distributed systems with Tx-CSl have been suidie a number of works such as [17], [18], [19],
and [20]. In [17] and [18] the receiver did not use its degreEfreedom to mitigate interference whereas [19]
considered a partial zero-forcing receiver structure. Ayngptotic analysis was used in [20] to analyze the spectral
efficiency of MIMO links in spatially distributed networkd @énite area when transmitters use single-streams with
maximal-ratio-transmission (the transmit-side analogl®RC), and MMSE receivers. In that work, the authors
approximate the Signal-to-Interference-plus-NoisedRéBINR) as a gamma distributed random variable and find
an approximation to the CDF of the SINR as the number of recentennas and number of nodes in a finite-area
network go to infinity.

In contrast, in addition to Tx-Link CSI and multiple trandrdiata streams, our work assumes optimal decoding
at the receiver with interference treated as spatiallptenl noise, and provides a general framework which is also
applicable to systems where interference powers do notndiepa node locations, which is relevant to power-
controlled cellular architectures. Additionally, we assia constant and finite density of users when applying our
general technique to spatially distributed networks.

Our results concerning spatially-distributed networkarelsterize the spectral efficiency of multi-antenna links
in ad-hoc wireless networks as a function of tangible patarsesuch as link length, node density, number of
antennas, and path-loss exponent, and are useful for syldeigners to explore the trade offs between increased
hardware costs of using more antennas or transmit datarsgre&dditionally, these results enable us to compare
the spectral efficiency gains that Tx Link CSI provides.

The asymptotic techniques used here are closely relate@vierad works in the literature such as [21] and
[22]. In these works, the Signal-to-Interference-plusdeeRatio (SINR) of random Code-Division-Multiple-Acaes



(CDMA) systems, given by terms of the forsiRs, are shown to converge to asymptotic limits that depend on
the structure of the limiting distribution of the eigenvatuof the covariance matrix of received interference powers
R. In both [21] and [22], the vector of signatureds assumed to have Independent Identically Distributed)(ll
entries. Here, the SINR associated with a given stream framaresmitter has the formu'Ru, whereu is a
singular vector associated with a Gaussian random matdx\as the square of its associated singular value. Since
u IS a unit-norm isotropic vector, its entries are not IID arehte we cannot directly apply the results of [21]
and [22]. Another related work is [23] which analyzed theiting SIR of Random CDMA systems with multiple
antennas. While it allows for some correlation in the estoé the signature vector, its assumptions do not admit
unit-norm isotropic vectors. Other related works inclugé][who analyzed the joint asymptotic SIR distribution of
multiple transmitters communicating to a single receiveCDMA systems and [25] who analyze the asymptotic
capacity in MIMO Multiple-Access and Broadcast Channelthvai fixed number of users and number of antennas
per user going to infinity.

Furthermore, [21], [22], and [23] analyze the limiting SINE® a function of the limiting distribution of the
received interference powers, whereas we explicitly aw@rsthe distribution of transmit powers and path-losses
with arbitrary correlation between the power allocated anhestream by the transmitters. While this assumption
does not exclude the water-filling power allocation, we welplore practical constant-power approaches in the
applications of the techniques we develop.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Setlipresents the network model starting with a general
model of a network with one-to-one links, and followed by smatially distributed network model. Sectibnl IlI
contains the main results for the general network modelti@€t/]applies the main results to networks with a fixed
path-loss from each interferer to the representative veceand Sectiof MV applies the general result to spatially
distributed networks. Sectidn VI contains concluding remand a summary of the results presented here.

The conjugate transpose of a vectoor matrix A are denoted by' and AT respectively. The determinant is
represented by/| and diagonal matrices are representeddby: diag(ai1,ase, - - - ann) Wherea;; is theii-th entry
of the diagonal matrixA. We useCN (0, v) to represent the circularly symmetric, complex Gaussiatridution
with mean zero and varianee The indicator function is denoted hy,, which equals one when the conditioh
is true and0 otherwise.

II. SYSTEM MODEL
A. General One-to-One Network

Consider a one-to-one wireless network where therenat#el receivers andh + 1 transmitters where each
transmitter is linked to a single receiver. LBt denote the-th receiver and/; denote the-th transmitter. Consider
a representative link betwe@&y, and7; where7; fori = 2,3, - - - n+1 are co-channel interferers to the representative
link.

The representative receiver has antennas and each transmitting node las< N antennas. We assume
frequency-flat fading where the channel between fkitb antenna of transmitting node and k-th antenna of
the representative receiver is modeled,&gg;;x, where~; is the path-loss between transmitting nadand the
representative receiver angl;, are 11D CN(0,1) random variables. We make the standard assumption thasnode
transmit using Gaussian code-books.

The representative receiver knows the channel co-effieatween itself and the representative transmitter, and
also knows the spatial covariance matrix of the interfeeeRc= K1<I>1KI, whereK; and ®; are defined in
SectionIlI-A. Note that receivers can estimate the spati@irference covariance matrix by constructing a sample
interference covariance matrix from aggregate transonissof the interferers.

Each transmitting node knows the channel co-efficients éetwitself and its target receiver, but not to any other
nodes. We refer to this assumption as Tx Link CSI. Note thatifk CSI can be obtained with low overhead
in half-duplex systems with reciprocity if channels do natyrapidly in time since transmitters can use channel
estimates performed when they acted as receivers in thegrastded that the transmit and receive hardware can
be accurately characterized. These channel estimatedsmaibe performed by receivers and then fed back to the
transmitters.

Additionally, we assume a thermal noise powerNo§? at each antenna of the representative receiver wiere
is a constant. The factav is used to ensure that the limiting SINR is finite so that we obhtain meaningful



asymptotic results a®vn — oo since the SINR (with a constant noise power) grows at leastally with N.
Equivalently, we can assume that the transmit power for emcke decays inversely withv as is done in works
such as [21]. The asymptotic results of this paper apply @régime as, N — oo with the ratio of the number of
effective interferers (i.e. the total number of indepertdeterfering streams) to receiver antennag/ /N = ¢ > 0.
All asymptotic results shall refer to this regime.

B. Spatially Distributed Network

Consider a circular wireless network of raditswith n wireless transmitters at random 11D points in the circle
such that:

n = prR2. 1)

The representative receiv@; is assumed to be at the center of the circle (defined as thenpagd7; is an
additional transmitter at a distanee from R, as shown in Figuréll. The interferers are in links with other
receivers whose locations do not impact the representhtike Let »; denote the distance between transmitting
noded and the origin. The path-losg = G,r; “ with o > 2, which is a standard model for spatially distributed
networks.

For the spatially distributed network model, we shall assunreceiver noise powe¥s2 where:

5% = 0% (N%) )

whereo? is a constafit

This assumption enables the asymptotic analysis of the SiNfRe interference-limited regime as — oo.
Without this assumption, a& — oo, the optimal receiver will suppress interference to levmimparable to the
thermal noise which results in the system no longer beirgyfieatence-limited. Since we focus on the interference-
limited regime for the spatially distributed network madet is assumed to be small and does not effect the final
results significantly.

[1l. PARALLELIZED SYSTEM
A. Parallelized Transmissions with Link CSI

Since transmitters do not know the channel coefficients éetmthemselves and receivers other than their target
receivers, they are not able to encode their transmissiomértimize interference they cause to unintended receivers
by choice of transmit directions. Since the channels batwadk pairs of antennas are assumed to be Gaussian
distributed, no choice of transmit directions is bettemtlaay other in terms of interference caused on unintended
receivers, although the powers allocated to transmit stsezan still influence the spectral efficiency of the network.
Hence, it is optimal for nodes to parallelize the channetsvben themselves and their targets using an SVD and
transmit independent data streams on each parallelizethehaith some power allocation. We shall assume that alll
transmit nodes parallelize the channels between thenssalw their respective receivers and transmit independent
data streams o/ parallel channels wher&;; for i = 1,2,---n+1 andj = 1,2,--- , M denotes the power
allocated to thej-th stream by the-th transmitter. We shall refer to this as the parallelizgstem. Let theP;;
be 1ID overi, i.e. the power allocations of a given transmitter are irhefent of other transmitters. For a given
transmitter, there can be arbitrary correlation betweentthnsmit powers it allocates to if&f streams. Let the
Probability-Density-Function (PDF) and CDF Bj; for all i and eacty be denoted by;(x) and F;(x) respectively,
and the total transmit power for each node be boundedjyi.e. Z;‘il P;; < Py for eachs.

Let the N x K matrix ,/7;;H;; denote the channel matrix between nodemnd j where;; is the path-loss
between7; andR;, andH;; is a matrix of IDCA/(0,1) entries (recall thafV is the number of receiver antennas
and K is the number of antennas per transmitter). The spectralegffiy of the representative link is given by (e.g.
see [26]):

!Note that the asymptotic SINR we derive for the spatiallytribisted network is normalized bfv®/? which is accomplished by scaling
the interference and noise powers by*/2. This scaling of the noise requires the noise power to bengbye(2) so that the scaled thermal
noise value equal® o2 which is the form of the thermal noise power for the networkdeloof Sectior 1A



—1
n+1

Oy =logy [T+ Hy TiH], | No?T+ > 7 H; TH] ®3)
j=2

whereT; is the transmit covariance matrix of noglet.e., it is the covariance matrix of the signals sent on the
transmit antennas of node-
Performing an SVD orH;; yields

H;; = Uijzijvjj- 4)

whereU;; andV;; are unitary matrices ankl;; is a matrix containing the squared-singular value#lgf. Let \;;
denote the square of thith largest singular value df;;. The spectral efficiency of the representative link can
then be bounded according to the following Lemma proved ipexalix[A

Lemma 1: The spectral efficiency of the representative link can benbded from above as follows:

M
—1
< log, <1 + Pyl (N&QI + K1<1>1K{) u1j> (5)
j=1
and below as follows:
0y > Zlog2 (1 + Py (N1 + K@K u]> 6)
j=1
where
= diag(v2Po1, -+ V2 Pants v3 P51, 3 Pants o+ s Y1 Pyt s Ynr 1 Ponpy i) (7)

The entries of theV x nM matrix K; are 1ID CAN(0,1) random variables and are defined byl (52) in Appendix
uy; areN x 1, unit-norm isotropic random vectors that are mutually ogthnal, and recall thay; is the path-loss
between thei-th transmitter and the representative receiver. For theidound,K; are (N — M + 1) x nM
matrices with IIDCN(0,1) entries, anda; are (N — M + 1) x 1, unit-norm, isotropic random vectors.

Note that the upper bound corresponds to the case wherg/tkereams from the representative transmitter do
not interfere with each other. The lower bound is achieve@mwthe receiver used/ — 1 of its N degrees of
freedom to completely null the interference from the— 1 other streams of the representative transmitter.

B. Asymptotic Spectral Efficiency of the Parallelized Syste

The asymptotic spectral efficiency of the parallelized esystlescribed in the previous sub-section is characterized
by the following theorem. Note that Theorémn 1 is presentedHe general assumptions in Section 1I-A and does
not rely on the spatial distribution of nodes or the path losxlel described in Section 11} B.

Theorem 1:Let ¥(7) denote the CDF of the path-losses from the interferers toréipeesentative receiver
Y2,73,*+ »Yn+1- IN the limit asn, N — oo with the ratio of interferers to receiver antennasd//N = ¢, the
spectral efficiency of link-1 converges with probabilityd t

M
Cr =Y logy(1+ X Pymp) (8)
j=1

where is a unique, non-negative solution to the equation:

~opa1=pe [ 20 ©



and H (x) is the limit of the empirical distribution function of theaeived interference powers given by:

M
)= 3 - [ Heamdr (10)
j=1

and A} is the limiting value of thej-th largest eigenvalue of the Wishart matlgl?(GGT whereG is an N x K
matrix with [ID CA/(0,1) entries. In particular ifN, K — oo such thatK /N = d with 0 < d < 1, then:

o= Xp == Ny = (1+Vd)? (11)
and if K is a finite constant,
A== =\y=1 (12)

Proof: Consider the upper bound for the spectral efficiency of tipeesentative link given in Lemma 1, and
Lemmal2 withm = 0. The upper bound from Lemnia 1 can now be written as:

M
C1 <) logy(1 + SINR)) (13)
j=1
Since 1) SINR converges with probability 1 ta% ;18 from Lemmd 2, 2) the log function is continuous and

3) the sum of terms that converge with probability 1 convergéh probability 1 to the sum of the limits (e.g. see
[27]) the RHS of [IB) converges with probability 1 to

M
> logy(1+ AjPymB). (14)
j=1

Now, letm = M — 1. In this case, the lower bound can be written as:

M M
C1 > logy(1 + SINR;) — Y "log,(1 + A5 Pijmp) (15)
j=1 j=1

The convergence is due to the fact that SjNi@nverges with probability 1 ta% Py ;13 from Lemmd_2, independent
of m.

Since the upper and lower bounds converge to the same vaéuepmclude thaC; converges with probability
110y 1, logy(1+ X PyymB). n

B can be interpreted as the limiting Rx array gain SINR as ihéslimit of the SINR when the effects of transmit
power, transmit beamforming, and path-loss are not takenaaocount.

Lemma 2:Define SINR, which can represent either the lower or upper bound of tiNRSHf the j-th stream
from the representative transmitter, as follows:

1
SINR; = 71 Pih;w) (Vo T+ K@K w;. (16)

whereK is an(N —m) x nM random matrix with IIDCN (0, 1) entries withm a non-negative, finite integer, and
w is an (N —m) x 1 isotropic random vector with unit norm.
Under the assumptions of Theoréin 1, SIN®nverges with probability 1 to an asymptotic limit given: by

SINR; — 71 P1;\;3 (17)

where the limiting Rx array gain SINR, is a unique, non-negative solution férin (9) and A} are defined in
Theorenl L. Note that the limit of SINRloes not depend om.
Proof: The proof uses the main results of [23] and is presented ireAgx[B.

Additionally, we note that the convergencef, Ay, - - - , A\ys to either 1 or(1 ++/d)? is slow and is not a good
approximation for moderate values df and K. Recall thatd = K/N is the ratio of the number of antenna at the
transmitters to those at the receivers. Instead, we appedgithej-th largest eigenvalue by the limiting distribution



of the eigenvalues evaluated at a fractidn— j of the range between its minimum and maximum values. This
yields the following approximation:
R FN((N=j+1)/N). (18)

whereF; L(z) is the functional inverse aF,;(z) which is the limiting empirical distribution function (efd of the
elgenvalues of a Wishart matrlik:GGrT G here is anNV x K matrix of IID CN(0,1) entries.Fy(z) is given for
a generall in Appendix[F. Ford = 1, i.e. each transmitter and receiver have the same numbentefrzas,

{ T4 —x2+42 arcsin(g—l)

o ifo<xz<4

Fy(z) = .
1 otherwise

(19)

Equation [(IB) can be found by evaluatifiy ' (z) numerically.

V. APPLICATION TO CONSTANT PATH-LOSS SYSTEMS
A. Asymptotic Spectral Efficiency

To test the form of the spectral efficiency described in Thedd, we consider two different models for the
transmit power. In the first model the transmit power usedlb&astreams by the interferers are constants denoted
by P, which we call the equal power model. The second model hagkagses of nodes and is called the two-class
model. The first class transmits with pow@y on all streams and the second transmits with palgefrom a single
stream. The interferers are assigned to classes indepénded randomly where the probability that a given node
is assigned to class one equalsThe two-class model is useful in the context of mixed systevhere some
fraction of transmitters have multiple antennas and theameder have single antennas. Additionally, the power
allocated by each user to their transmit streams are ctetklavhich illustrates the applicability of Theorér 1 in
systems with correlated transmit powers.

We assume that the path-losses from all interferers to thiesentative node equal a constargo that the CDF
of path-lossesl(z) can expressed in terms of a “step” function with a stepy,aand (9) which is the implicit
equation for the limiting Rx array gain SINR becomes:

=2 o xfj x/’y
5+1_5c/0 MZ 1+x/3 (20)
For the equal power modef;(xz) = 6(z — P) and [20) becomes
9 PPy
Uﬁ+1_71+P75 (21)
Applying the quadratic formula and selecting the positisent:
1-c 1 (1—¢)? 1+c¢ 1
Bep = 557~ 2P~ * \/ e 2P~52 * 4P2+2 (22)

where we use the notatiof, to denote the limiting Rx array gain SINR for the equal-powerdel. Thus, from
Theorem 1, the limiting spectral efficiency on the represtive link (link 1) is:
M
Crep =Y _logy(1+ X5 Py18ep) (23)
j=1
For the two-class model, the marginal PDFs of the transmiteps are:

o g¢(x—P)+(1—q)o(z—P) forj=1
file) = {qé(x —P) forj=2,--- , M (24)
and [9) becomes
=2 BePry B BePyy
R e e V(e o) ()



The exact solution for the limiting Rx array gain SINR for ttveo-class model is found by solving (25). The
solution denoted by, is given by [89) in Appendik1G. Hence, the asymptotic s@detfficiency for the two-class
model is:

M
Croe = Z logo (1 + Aj Py Bac)- (26)
j=1

B. Monte-Carlo Simulations

We verified the expressions for the asymptotic spectralieffay under the constant transmit power and two-
class models, given by (P3) and [26) respectively, with approximated by[(18). In both cases, we assumed
2 =1 x 10713 W with the thermal noise power equalings>.

We simulated systems with the ratio of interferers to remeantennas,/N = 1 andn/N = 4 with a common
path loss to the representative receiveryof —125 dB. The representative transmitter had a path loss 0i0
dB to the representative receiver. Each experiment wasategel 000 times.

For the constant transmit power model, each transmittinderteansmittedP = ﬁ W on each of theM data
streams. For the two-class model, each interferer was olassvith probabilityg = 0.5 where class-one interferers
transmitted with powelP; = 0.5 W on each ofM streams and class-two interferers transmitiéd= 1 W on a
single stream. The representative transmitter was alwaggdated as a class-one transmitter. For both models we
simulatedM = 1,2,4 and8 streams per transmitting node with equal numbers of angeanhall transmitters and
at the representative receiver, iE.= K.

Figures[2 and]3 show results of the simulations for the cohgiawer model withn/N = 1 andn/N = 4,
respectively, and the asymptotic spectral efficiency ptedi by [2B8). The points represent a random sampling of
100 trials from the 1000 trials of the simulation for ea®h The standard deviation of the spectral efficiency from
1000 trials is plotted using dashed lines. The convergehteeospectral efficiency is evident from the figure since
the points representing different trials of the simulat@mmverge with increasingv. Additionally, note that the
standard deviation decays witN which indicates convergence in the mean-square senselNFEor14 antennas
and 1000 trials, the largest deviation from the asymptotédietion is less than5% for n/N =1 andn/N = 4.
For N > 25, the largest deviation falls below0% in both cases.

Figure[4 show results of the simulations for the two-classiehavith n = 128 interferers and the asymptotic
spectral efficiency predicted bjy (26). FoFf > 14 antennas and from 1000 trials, the largest deviation froen th
asymptotic prediction is less less th&s?s for n/N = 4, which is similar to the constant power model, and remains
below 10% for N > 28.

V. APPLICATION TO SPATIALLY DISTRIBUTED NETWORKS

A. Asymptotic Spectral Efficiency

We now apply the results of Section IlI-B to the spatiallytdizited network model of Sectidn I!B. In this
case it is known from [11] that as the number of receiver amsiN — oo, the SINR in the interference-limited
regime for systems without Tx CSI grows a&/2? whereq is the path-loss exponent. To avoid singularities, we
define a normalized SINR for thgth data stream from the representative receiver as follows

nin = N"%/?SINR;. (27)

whereSINR; is the SINR associated with theth data stream from the representative transmitter.

This normalization is accomplished by scaling the patls-losthe interferers and the thermal noise §y/2.
The normalized SINR is simply the SINR of this new system with scaled interference and noise powers. The
limiting value of the normalized SINR is given by the follavg theorem which applies Lemni& 2 to the scaled
interference-power model.

Theorem 2:As the number of interferers, receiver antennad’, and network radiugz — co with nM/N = ¢
andn = mpR?, the normalized SINR for streams; y approaches an asymptotic limit with probability 1 as folkow

nin — 1 = PuXiGery “B (28)



where the limiting Rx array-gain SINR satisfies the following equation:

SO (e [rf] e ()

2mpB /OO T @
e} 0 1+T

whereb = (%) o/ andE[P 2/a] is the expected value of the transmit power allocated byntexferers to their
j-th strongest stream, raised to the pov%er
Proof: The proof is presented in AppendiX D.

In general,[(Z0) has to be solved numerically. Moreover réhationship between parameters such as the number
of receiver antennas, interferer densityand the SINR is not clear from_(R9). However if we assume thit a
continuous function o€, a few approximations can be made to yield additional insigio how the various factors
contribute to the limiting SINR, starting with the follondnLemma proved in Appendix]H:

/2 . . .
Lemma 3:Asb = (%) — 0, if the total transmit power per node is bounded from abové’fy> 0, then
0 T—% 0 N
/0 575 dr /ﬁ fi(x)xadr — 0. (30)

From Lemmd B, we note that if/V is very large i.e. the number of nodes in the network is muofelathan
the number of antennas per receiver, the transmit powet peti node implies that the second term on the LHS
of (29) is small. Furthermore, we assume that the thermaenpower is small, which implies that the third term
on the LHS of [Z9) is small. Using these approximations weraamate the limiting Rx array gain SINR as

follows:
272 2mp (GiS) Gtﬁ % M 2
g [ } csc ( o > ~1

3 dT> ;1 /Gj filz)zade | + Bo® =1 (29)

forj=1,2,--- M.

r a/2
1 2
B~ e Ma 5= sin <—7T> (31)
bl2mpd i B {Pj"‘} o
Substituting [(311) into[(28) yields a normalized SINR of:
B a/2
* a . 27
ni ~ A Pr 37 SIn <—> . (32)
27 prlzj 1E{P"‘] o

Since all transmissions use Gau35|an code-books, we usghtdrenon formula for the spectral efficiency for a

given link. Writing G = (£ sin (22)) */2 and summing the contribution from/ streams yields the following
approximation for the spectral eff|C|ency (with the SINR matization) of link 1 whenN is large:

2

M 1
~ Z 10g2 1+ X{iPuGa 3
i=1 mpri Z W E [P]‘]}

where r; is the length of the representative link afi; is the transmit power allocated by the representative
transmitter to itsi-th stream.

(33)
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Removing the normalization byv®/2 we approximate the spectral efficiency of link-1 for larlyeas:

2

N
T E 7]

Note that the RHS 0f (34) grows witN and hence does not converge. However, the asymptotic apefficiency
of (34) is a good estimate of the mean spectral efficiency dogd N since the deviation of the mean spectral
efficiency from the asymptotic spectral efficiency is sma#l,shown in Appendik]E. Hence,

(34)

M
~ > logy [ 1+ A PuGa

2

- N
E[Ch] = Z logy | 1+ A} P1iGa
i=1 mpr? ZJ 1E[ }

For the equal power mode[,_(35) becomes:
) ) (36)

N
E[Crep] = Zlog? <1+)\ G |:M7TP7“:|

For the two-class model with Link 1 aSS|gned to class-dn@) &comes:

(35)

e

M 1 /2
Crae = Y _logy | 1+ A PiGa - - (37)
i=1 wpr2(gM Py + (1 — q)Py)
and [35) becomes:
M N a/2
E[Ciac) =) logy | 14 A}, PGy - - (38)
i=1 mpr2(gM Py + (1 —q)Py)

B. Monte-Carlo Simulations

We simulated spatially distributed systems to validai€) (86d [38). We placed 1000 interferers at random
locations within a circle of radius selected such that thesitg of nodes in the network wa$)—2 nodes per unit
area and the link-length; was such thatrpr? = 1. The path-loss exponent was set to 3 or 4 and the thermal
noise level was constant atx 10~'3 W. Note that the specific value of the thermal noise power dusplay
a significant role in the interference-limited systems wawated. In each case the number of antennas at the
representative receive¥ and the transmitting nodes were equal, and for eacN the experiment was repeated
1000 times.

For the constant-transmit-power model, each transmittinde transmitted? = % W on each of M data
streams. For the two-class model, each interferer was classvith probability; = 0.5, where class-one interferers
transmitted withP, = 0.5 W on each ofM streams, and class-two interferers transmitid= 1 W on a single
stream. The representative transmitter was always ddsigires a class-one transmitter. For both models, we
simulatedM = 1,2,4 and8 streams per transmitting node, with equal numbers of aageahall transmitters and
at the representative receiver.

Figures[b and16 show results of simulations of spatiallyrilisted systems with constant transmit powers,
a = 4, and SINRs normalized by scaling the interference powersVBy? for 1 and 4 streams per transmitter,
respectively. The solid lines represent!(33) and the dabhesd represent the standard deviation of the simulated
results. For clarity, only a random sampling of 100 of the A @@als are plotted. Figurel 7 depicts the simulated
spectral efficiencies with normalized SINRs for the twosslanodel and 4 streams per transmitter, with the solid
line representing[(37) witlh = 4. In all cases presented here, the spectral efficiencieslycleanverge on the
asymptotic limit as indicated by the distribution of poirtsd the reduction in standard deviatfn

Note that the diminishing standard deviation does not ireganimply convergence with probability 1 but it does implyneergence in
probability.
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The spectral efficiencies with un-normalized SINR given Bd)(and [[(38) do not converge as the spectral
efficiency increases withiv. However, the asymptotic spectral efficiency is a good aypration for the mean
spectral efficiency for largév as shown in AppendikIE.

Figures[8 andl9 respectively show the simulated mean spetfi@encies for the constant power model and
2-class model with 1, 2, 4, and 8 streams per transmitting raodlo = 4. Equations[(34) and (88) are also plotted
in the figures.

With constant transmit powers per stream/AfV/, Figure[8 indicates that for all simulated cases, the asgticpt
expression is within 10 % of the simulated mean spectralieffaies when there are greater than 10 antennas.
For the two-class model the simulated mean spectral effigiesnwithin 10 % of the asymptotic expression when
N > 9 as shown in Figurg]9.

Figure[10 illustrates the simulated and asymptotic meantsgdeefficiency witha: = 3 and the constant transmit
power model. For reference, the asymptotic spectral efitgidor o = 4 is plotted using dashed lines. The mean
spectral efficiency converges to the asymptotic value inshifa similar to that fora. = 4, although the mean
spectral efficiency is consistently lower far= 3 compared tax = 4, consistent with[(34).

C. Comparison to Systems without Transmit CSI

When transmitting nodes do not have CSI and transmit witralepgower on each stream, the asymptotic mean
spectral efficiency is known to be [11]:
) . (39)

where A = wpr?. This quantity can be interpreted as the average numbertefféners closer to a given receiver
than its target transmitter and was defined as the riamik in [11].

To compare the spectral efficiency with and without Tx LinklO8e plotted the ratio of the asymptotic mean
spectral efficiency with and without Tx CSI. Figurel 11 shotws tatio of the mean spectral efficiency with Tx Link
CSI to the mean spectral efficiency without Tx CSI (express®@ percentage) vs. link-rankfor N = K =8
(dashed lines) and = K = 12 (solid lines) antennas at transmitters and receivers. thatethe gain with Tx-Link
CSl is highly dependent od. For instance, for rank-6 links and two transmit streamsLifk CSI doubles the
spectral efficiency forV = 12. Also note that the increase in mean spectral efficiency eagréater than three-fold
for high-rank links.

The increase in spectral efficiency with Tx CSl is greaterléwge A because the SINR tends to be lower for
for large A and so the SINR gain provided by the Tx CSI makes a biggerrdiffee inside the log function in the
expression for the spectral efficiency. The SINR increadeignre[11 flattens for largel because at low SINR the
spectral efficiency of a given stream approaches the SINRUs®tog(1 + =) ~ = for < 1. In this regime, the
ratio of spectral efficiencies with and without Tx CSI does deange significantly with increasing. The increase
in spectral efficiency with Tx CSl is lower for a large humbérstreams due to the fact that the weaker streams
have SINRs that are close to the SINRs obtained without Tx CSI

Figure[11 thus indicates that a significant (but not an or@érmagnitude) increase in spectral efficiency is
possible with Tx Link CSI that can be acquired with low oveatién duplex systems provided that the transmit
and receive hardware paths can be accurately characterized

wle

N

V1. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

A technique is presented for computing the asymptotic sgleefficiency of multi-antenna links in ad-hoc wireless
networks where transmitters have CSI corresponding ta thesired receivers. The transmitters are restricted to
using M channel modes (which limits the rank of the transmit covaréamatrices tal/), and the results are
asymptotic in the regime where the numbers of receiver aateand interferers go to infinity with a constant ratio.
The asymptotic predictions are supported by numerical lsiimns. The simulations indicate that the asymptotic
expressions are good estimates for the spectral efficierary when the number of receiver antennas is moderately
large which is useful since it is possible to place approx@ya20 or more antenna elements on a standard laptop
computer with wave-length separation at a nominal carreguency of 6GHz.
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In spatially distributed networks the asymptotic specéfficiency, which approximates the mean spectral effi-
ciency is found to be dependent on the ratio of interferersitgrio the number of receiver antennas, as given in
(34). Thus, as is the case for systems without Tx CSI [11]s ip@ssible to maintain a constant mean spectral
efficiency per link if the number of antennas per receivenizeéased linearly with interferer density.

Additionally, we found that the spectral efficiency in thetwerk can be increased in certain cases if each
transmitter transmits fewer data streams unlike MIMO linksAWGN channels where to maximize capacity,
nodes should transmit data on all their channel modes withai@nilling power allocation. Figurgl 8 illustrates
this potential advantage of transmitting fewer streamsnmie number of antennas is relatively small; a similar
observation was made in [11] for systems without Tx CSI.

Compared to systems without Tx CSI, we find that the asympggectral efficiency with Tx-Link CSI can be
several times larger, where the benefit of using Tx-Link G8teases for longer links, denser networks, or both, as
illustrated by Figuré_11. For instance, with four transniieams and 12 antennas at transmitters and receivers, Tx
CSI can double the spectral efficiency when the link-rank 3, where A = 7pr?, which captures link length and
interferer distribution. Since Tx-Link CSI can be estinthie duplex systems with reciprocity without a significant
increase in overhead, Tx Link CSI can be useful, particularldense networks with long links.
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APPENDIX
A. Bounds on the Spectral Efficiency of Parallelized System

The spectral efficiency of link betweenR; and7; is given by (see e.g. [26]):

—1
n+1

C; = logy T+ ’YiiHiiTiH;[i N&°1 + Z ’YinjiTjH;['i (40)
j=1,j#i
where~;; is the path loss between transmittgrand R ;, andT; is the transmit covariance matrix Gf, i.e., it
is the covariance matrix of the signals sent on the transméreas of nodg. Recall that, /7;;H;; is the N x K
matrix of channel coefficients between the antenna®; @ndR ;.

Since transmitters do not know the channels between theessahd unintended targets, they cannot choose their
transmit covariance matrices so as to transmit in spatiactions that reduce interference to undesired receivers.
Hence, they should transmit in spatial directions that méze the data rate on their individual links. Note that
their choice of transmit powers to allocate to their streaans still influence the spectral efficiency of other links.

It is known that without knowledge of the quantity in the pateesis in[(4D), to maximize the RHS &f {40) the
i-th transmitter should use the following transmit covacematrix:

T, = V,;P,V/ (41)
with
Pi:diag(F)ﬂ)Pin'“ 7F)Z'M707"') (42)

where P, is the power allocated to theth stream by thg-th transmitter.V; is a unitary matrix defined by taking
the SVD ofH;; such thatH;; = UZ-ZZ-VZT. 3; here is a diagonal matrix of the singular valuedhfwith \;; equal
to the square of thg-th largest singular value, arld; is another unitary matrix.

Assuming that all transmitters use the same strategy, itutbsg (41) into [40) yields:

-1
n+1

C; =logy |1+ 7 Hy ViP; VIH] | No?T+ > 4 H; VP, VIHL || (43)
j=Lg
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Note that random matrices with Gaussian distributed etmaintain their statistical properties when multiplied
by unitary matrices. Thus, we can wrife {43) as
-1

n+1
C; =logy |1+ 7 Hy ViP; VIH] | No2T+ > 0P H (44)
=15
whereH;; are distributed identically t&1;;.
SubstitutingH,;; = U; %, V! and noting thatv; V! =T
-1
n+1 ~ _
C; = 10g2 I+ ’Y“UZEZPZEIUI N&’1 + Z ’YinjinH;r'i
J=1j#i
-1
n+1 ~ ~
=log, I+ 7 ZP;S[Ul | No* T+ Y ~,H;PH] | U, (45)
j=1j#i

The steps from[(40) td (45) are standard and can be found ijn [26
1) Upper Bound on Spectral EfficiencZonsider the spectral efficiency of the representative, liimk 1. For
notational convenience, define:

-1

n+1
Q=U] [ No’I+ y;HuPHL | Uy (46)
j=2
With ¢;;, denoting thejk-th entry of Q, we have:
~1
n+1 ~ ~
gjj =ul; | N1+ y;HuPHL | wy, (47)
j=2
whereu;;, is the k-th column ofUj;.
We can write [(4b) as:
C1 = log, ‘I i siPiEqQl. (48)

3, contains the singular values of the channel matrix of theesgntative link with\;; equal to the square of
the j-th largest singular value. Thus, from {42) theh diagonal entry ofl +71121P12§Q IS 1+ y11A1;P15455-
Hence, by the Hadamard inequality (see e.g. [28]) we can d@d@) as follows:

K M

Cy <logy | [T (1 +vmri;Prass) | =D logs (1+ 71175 Pyg55) (49)
j=1 Jj=1

where the last step uses the fact ti¥af = 0 for j > M. Substituting[(4l7) yields:
-1

M n+1
Ch < Zlog2 1+ ’711/\1jP1juL- N&21 + Z/yleijjH;r'l uy; (50)
j=1 j=2
Using some matrix manipulation$, {(50) can be written as:
M —1
Cr <Y log, <1 +9mAy Pyl (No*T+ K@ K] ) ulj> (51)

j=1
where®, is given in [T) and

K, = {I;I/m Hj, - I:I/(n+1)1i| (52)
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where theN x M matrix H,, comprises the firsh/ columns ofH;;.

Note that®; is a diagonal matrix containing the received powers fromhesdiream transmitted by each interferer
andK; is a matrix of IIDCN(0,1) entries.

2) Lower Bound on Spectral Efficienc$ince the transmit covariance matrix of th¢h transmitter istPjvj,

the vector of received samples at the antennas of the rejiagise receiver at a given sampling time can be written
as follows:

N n+1 ~ .
y =H;ViPix + Z ViHaPix; +n (53)
=

wherex; contains unit variance samples fromin its first M entries with the remainder being zeros, ants an
N x 1 vector of IID CN(0,5%N) entries representing the thermal noise.

We shall find the lower bound by using a specific, suboptimat@dure where the representative receiver decodes
each stream from the representative transmitter indiviglu&hen decoding thé-th stream from the representative
transmitter, the receiver will use a fraction of its degreé$reedom to completely null the interference from the
other data streams of the representative transmitter.

Suppose that the receiver multiplgsby U, which yields:

n+1

y = UIy = UJ{HHVlPlEXl + UJ{ Z ,/’yle:IJlP;Xj + UJ{D
j=2
1 TL+1 1
= Ulu,;z, ViV, P2 U'H;P2x; + Ul
U120 ViViPixg + vV VAP X + Uin
j=2
1 n+1 1
=3Pixi+ Y i, HjPix; + 0
j=2
n+1 N
=%+ Y AH PIx; + 1 (54)
j=2

whereH;; = Ulﬁjl is a matrix with 1ID CA/(0,1) andn = UJ{n contains IIDCA(0,52N) entries. Note that

VA Pz

o | vVavmPivrim

0 (55)

0
where the zero entries appear becaige= 0 for j > M andz,; is the jth data sample of the representative

transmitter, i.e., thgth entry of the vectok;. Note from [54) and (35) that the data samples from the reptasive

transmitter are parallelized i so each sample gf contains information from a single stream of the repregiata
transmitter.

To decode théth data sample from the representative transmitter thewerceonstructs a vectar; by discarding
samples that contain information from the remainihg— 1 streams of the representative transmitter. The—
M + 1) x 1 vectory; is defined as follows:

Yi

yi = . (56)
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wherey; is the jth entry of the vectog. Thus,y; can be written as follows:

VAL Pz
0 n+1
yi = : + Z V15 HJZP x; +n (57)
: =
0

where H;; is an (N — M + 1) x K matrix of IID CN(0,1), which equals the matri¥l;; with the rows
1,---,i—1,i+1,---,M removed. Thg N — M + 1) x 1 vectori contains IIDCN(0,52N) noise samples.

Suppose now that the receiver picks @i — M + 1) x (N — M + 1) matrix U with uniform probability from
the group of all unitary matrices and multiples it wigh. This yields the following:

n+1
yi =Uy; = V A Pritgx; + Z V1 HJZP X; + n. (58)
j=2

where; is theith column of U. SinceU is unitary, H;; = UH,; is still an (N — M + 1) x K matrix of IID
CN(0,1) entries anda = Un is an (N — M + 1) x 1 vector of IID CA(0,52N) noise samples.

The receiver then uses a linear MMSE receiver on the vegtoo detectr; for which the SINR is well known
(e.g. see [7]):

-1
n+1

SINR, = APl | S0 FPHE + No®L| ;= AP (K@K + N021> @ (59)
j=2

where
Ki = [Hy H o H{,) - (60)

whereﬂ;i is the matrix comprising the first/ columns ofﬂji and @, is defined in[(V).
Since all transmissions use Gaussian codebooks, eacmstaaasupport a spectral efficiency of

1 T 2\ !
ogy [ 1+ APt (K & K/ + N I) i (61)

Summing the contributions af/ streams gives the lower bound.

B. Proof of Lemmal2 on the Limiting SINR per stream.

Note thatw; in (16) is an isotropic random vector with unit norm and (see [22], [29], [30] or [31] Appendix
A.1.) can be expressed Bs

1
W= ——g; (62)
a ||g;] ’
where the entries o; are distributed as IIZA/(0, 1), which means thaf(16) can be written as:
SINR; = —_ Ly 14 ~K K| e (63)
j = NH jHQ% LU 1JN Nl gj

If the e.d.f of the entries oo, converges with probability 1 to a limiting functioH (1), the factor
Lot (521 K ®K! - 64
Ngj + <Ky gj (64)

was shown by [23] to converge with probability 1 to an asyrtiptlimit as n — co. The following lemma proved
in Appendix(C@ shows that the e.d.f. of the entriesaf indeed converges with probability 1 to an asymptotic limit.

3Note that expressing isotropic vectors in this manner wasl its [22] in their analysis of the fluctuation about the meéthe SINR of
random CDMA systems with signature vectors comprising IHiries.
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Lemma 4:Let H,(x) denote the e.d.f of the interference powers for any givene. H,(z) is the e.d.f of the
entries of the diagonal matri®,. Then asn — oo in the manner of Theore 1,

Hy() = MZ JEGLTET (65)

~1
From Lemmd ¥ and the main result of [23], the te#gj (0—21 + K1‘I’1KD g; converges with probability 1

—1
to an asymptotic limit which we define @ From [21] %g* (5—21 + KltI’lKD g convergesn probability to 5
which is a unique solution fo6(z) in the equation:

B * rdH(T)
6 +1=pae [
when z = —&2. Since [23] proves convergence with probability 1 to an gsttic limit asn — oo, and [21]

proves convergence in probability to the solution[fdl (663, s@nclude that}vg;'. (5—21 + K1<I>1KI>_ g; converges
with probability 1 to the solution td_(66).
Additionally, note that

(66)

1
—— =1
el
with probability 1 by the strong law of large numbers.

If K — oo asN — oo with K/N = d, then %Alj forj =1,2,--- , M is known to converge with probability 1
to an asymptotic limitA\7 = (1 + Vd)? forj =1,2,---, M (e.g. see [32]). lfK is a finite constant, by the strong
law of large number%klj for j =1,2,---, M converges with probability 1 to unity.

Hence, each random term |E{16) converges with probability & non-random value. It is known that for
sequences of random variabl&s, andY,, if X,, — X andY,, — Y with probability 1, thenX,Y,, — XY with
probability 1 as well (e.g. see Theorem 5.21 in [27]). Her{@8) converges with probability 1 to

1PN B (67)

C. Proof of Lemmal4 on the convergence of the InterferenceeRow

Let p;; = v P;;, i.e. p;; is the product of path-loss to the representative receindrthe transmit power on the
j-th stream of the-th transmitting node. Recall tha{,n — oo with n/N = ¢/M > 0. Thus we have the limiting
e.d.f. of the received interference powers:

H(z) = lim H(x) = lin Z f Ly, <o) (68)
o 1=
= M Z [1¢p,,<2}1] With probability 1 (69)
;
= Z Pr{p;; <z} (70)

where the step froni_(68) td (69) follows from the strong-lafslarge-numbers.
Sincep;; are distributed identically for al,

Pr{pij < .%} = /fj(T)PT{pij < w\P” = T}dT (71)

Substitutingp;; = ~; P;; yields:
Pri{p; <z} = /fj(T)PT‘{%T < x|Pjj = T}dr (72)

— [ 5rua/ryir (73)
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Thus we have:

H(x) = lim H,( /fj U(z/7)dr (74)

n—o0

D. Proof of Theoreml2 on the limiting SINR for the spatiallgtdbuted network model

Recall that the path losses from each interferer and thenthlenoise are scaled by /2 for this model. The
SINR on thej-th stream from the representative transmitter can be bediad follows:

1 —1
’71P1j/\13 (NU I —I—K P K! ) uj <nnj < ’ylPlj/\ljuL. <N5-21 —|—K1‘1)1KJ{> uy; (75)
where;, u;, K; andK; are as defined in Lemnid 1. Recall that the upper bound is ettafrthe M/ streams
from the representative transmitter do not interfere wilsheother and the lower bound is attained by perfectly
nulling the interference of streams--- , (i — 1), (i + 1),--- , M from the representative transmitter.

If this new system with the scaled path-losses and noise pmeets the conditions of Lemraa 2, then the upper
and lower bounds in[(T5) will converge to the same asymptotid, implying that the normalized SINR)y;
converges to that limit as well. The rest of this section isated to showing that the system model meets the
requirements of Lemmid 2 and to finding the limiting value o tipper and lower bounds ih (75).

We start by showing that the empirical distribution of reeei interference powers converges with probability 1
to an asymptotic limitH (7). For this network model and a given N, and R, let the CDF of the path-losses be
denoted byW y(z). Note that the interference power is scaled$/? here.

Uy(z) = Pr{N2Gyr ® < z}

—a/2 -
:Pr{m><xNGt > }

(76)

T foe(=2522) F vz
M

n (Gi)_ Yocle) Fevm)

mwpM ~a
=1- p <Gt> 1{G,b<x<oo} = U(r)

HenceV y(x) is independent ofV (although it depends on/N which is a constant) and Lemrha 2 holds for the
spatially distributed model with scaled interference pmyv&he remaining steps are to fififl ) and its derivative,
which are used to evaluate (16), which gives the limitingnmalized SINR.
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Z/fz (x/7)d
= %g}/ﬁ( 7) (1 - MCM <%>_§ 1{th<x/'r<oo}> dr
- 1_2/0T fil7) <7GC (”Z:) g) dr

j=1
a: o 2 a: o

1" ; Z/ fi(r)radr + P ; filr)radr

cTa T Jo cra T/

TpG 2 wpGy

=1- 5 E[P~] + 5 fi(T)Ta dr

L Er Y [

The derivative ofH (z) is:
dH (x) 27TpG 2 27rpG o 2

T pEe: ZE T ;/bg fi(m)Ta dr (77)

Substituting [[717) into[{9) and scaling the thermal noise @oby N*/2 such thatz? = o2 yields:

ERN Y 2
& 2npG 2 2mpG & 2
—pa1=pe [ I | ZEEL S pipf) - 2 firyri | do
o 1+aB8 |aca'ts = acxita j—l =

2 M 2
_ 2mpBeGy 2 /OO T 271th / /
==t ;E[Pj] i 1+x/3 Z 1+x6 fi(r)ra dr dz (78)

From the proof of Lemma 1 in [1]

© g 2 27
dx = Bo"t - 79
/0 1+zp z = fe"mesc < e > (79)

Substituting [(7DP) into[(78):

—0?B+1= 27Tp5 CGt ZE 7TCSC<27T> 27Tth Z/ I 5/ fi(r Ta drdz.
x

Rearranging terms yields (29) WhICh completes the proof.

“Note that the lower limit of the integral in Lemma 1 of [11] isegter than zero, however its proof clearly allows the lotirait to be
zero
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E. Approximating the Mean Spectral Efficiency by the Asytigp8pectral Efficiency

Consider the deviation of the mean spectral efficiency froenasymptotic spectral efficiency on the i-th stream.
If we assume thaF [log, (nn;)] is bounded for allV, then by the bounded-convergence theorem (see e.g. [27]),

N—% i

E [log2 <ﬂ>} ‘ 0. (80)
N7z +

This implies that the deviation of the mean spectral efficjefiom its asymptotic value decays to zero, i.e.:

| [logy (1+ N5nyi)] = logy (1+N5m)| =

M

M
ZE[logQ (1+ N2nni)] —Zlog2 (L+NZzp) — 0. (81)
i=1 i=1

Thus for largeN, the mean spectral efficiency is well approximated by themggtic spectral efficiency.
To show thatF [log, (nx;)] is bounded for allV, consider:

B [logs (na)]] <E [logs ()] = /0 " Pr {Jlogs (nyi)| > 7} da

:/ Pr{nn; > 2%} dx —I—/ Pr{nNz' < 2_:”} dx
0 0

The first term on the RHS of (82) is bounded becayse is bounded from above. Now, consider the second
term on the RHS:

Pr {nN,- < 2_50} <Pr {ﬁN,- < 2_50} (82)

wherefjy; is the normalized SINR of the representative link in an inéinvireless network withV antennas at
the representative receiver, no CSI at the transmitteis,aay suboptimal linear receiver.

Consider a suboptimal receiver which uses only one of iterards selected at randomNf < %[%1, for some
0 < 6 < 1. In this case from [33],

Prinyi <277} =1~ eXp(—GlNz—x = GZNQ—%’“>
< 1—exp<— (NG1+N(;2)2—%‘") 83)

whereG; and G, are positive parameters independent:ofThe integral of [(88) w.r.tz is finite.
If N > %[%1, the receiver uses the partial-zero-forcing algorithmidf] [with £ = 6 N degrees of freedom used
for zero-forcing. In this case, we have from [16]:

N527 (G (0N — [§1)1% + GaN'=/%02)

(1—0)N—1
_ NSTI270Gy (ON — [91)' 77 + Gao?
(1—6)—1/N
N571272Gy (0N — [2])'7 % + Guo?

1—(1+@>9

Pr{ijn; <27%} <

(84)

whereGs, G4 are positive terms independent &f and .
The integral of the RHS of (84) is clearly finite which impligsat E [|log, (nn;)]] is finite confirming [(8LL).
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F. Asymptotic Empirical Distribution Function of the Eigaues of Wishart Matrices
It is known that (e.g. see [32]):

dFCZEy) — max(0, 1 — d)3(y) ﬁ¢ (02 = )y — @) L{ay<y<an) (83)

wherea; = (1 — v/d)? anday = (1 + v/d)?. Taking the integral with respect tg from 0 to z, we find that for
a1 <y <az

1 1 1 1 . a1 +as —2
Fa(y) = g(a1+a2)—1\/m+ %\/(az—y)(y—a1)+—(a1+a2)arcsm <71 2 y)

47 aip — az
1 2a1a2 — azy — a1y
+ —/a1ag arctan (86)
2 (2\/a1a2(a2—y)(y—a1)>
and
0,1—-d) f0<z<
Fyo) = {Px(01-d) iT0sesa (87)
1 if ap <z
G. Asymptotic Spectral Efficiency for Constant Path-loss #ére Two-Class Model
For simplicity, we express$ (25) as
T+ Df + 136 —1=0 (88)

where
T\ = 6°P Py’
(1-— q)cP1P272

T = 7 + cqPy Pyy? + (5% — Pyy) Py + 32 Py
1—gq)cP.
Ty=—Pyy—Piy+6°+ # +gcPry

Additionally, we define the following to simplify notation:
Ty = 2T5 — I\ Tu T3 — 27T?

Ts = \/Tf — 4T3 — 311 T3)3
The solution to[(25) is found using the standard formula F& toots of a cubic polynomial, which yields:

T, 13 (Ti+Ts\*  1+4V3 (Ti—T5\*
= ——— 89
& 3T, 6T < 2 >+ 61} 2 (89)
H. Proof of Lemma&l3 Used to Simplify Limiting Mean SpectrdiciEncy

. : /2 . .
Note thatg must monotonically decrease with= % , and that the maximum transmit power per stream

is Pys since the total transmit power is bounded By;. Thus, f;(z) = 0 for z > P, and so for any,

o0 7'_2 o0 2
i adzrd
/0 1+TB/(;tbf(w)x T dr

bPuy T—g o ,
= /0 778 /ﬁ fi(x)xadx dr (90)
bPy T—% 00 2
< /0 1173 /ﬁ fi(x)Pgdx dr (91)
< T phr ©2)
0 1+ Tﬁ M

which goes to zero as— 0. The step from[(90) td (91) is because the maximum transmiepas P, and [92)
follows because PDFs integrate to unity.
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Fig. 1. lllustration of wireless network with representatiink.
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Fig. 2. Simulated and asymptotic spectral efficiency vs. Imemof antennas with constant path-loss, constant tratesngbwers, and
n/N = 1. The dashed lines represent the standard deviation of thelatied spectral efficiencies.
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