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Abstract—This paper studies the capacity of discrete-time at timek € Z™ corresponding to the timé-through timek
multipath fading channels. Itis assumed that the number of @ths  channel inputsey, .. .,z € C is given by
is finite, i.e., that the channel output is influenced by the pesent

and by the L previous channel inputs. A noncoherent channel k-l ®
model is considered where neither transmitter nor receiverare Z Hy "y + Zy, k=1,...,L
cognizant of the fading’s realization, but both are aware ofits Y, = =0 1)
statistic. The focus is on capacity at high signal-to-noiseatios L ’
(SNR). In particular, the capacity pre-loglog—defined as the ZH,& )xk_g + Zg, k=L+1,L+2,....
limiting ratio of the capacity to loglog(SNR) as SNR tends to —0
infinity—is studied. It is shown that, irrespective of the number © ) . ]
of paths L, the capacity pre-loglog is 1. Here H,’ denotes the timé-gain of thel-th path;{Z} is
a sequence of independent and identically distributed)(I1D
|. INTRODUCTION zero-mean, variance?, circularly-symmetric, complex Gaus-

This paper studies the capacity of multipath (frequencgian random variables; anid € Zg (whereZ; denotes the
selective) fading channels. A noncoherent channel modelSgt Of nonnegative integers) denotes the number of paths tha
considered where neither transmitter nor receiver areigagn influence Y. For L = 0, the channel[{1) reduces to the
of the fading’s realization, but both are aware of its stitis flat-fading channel that was studied [n [1]; and for= oo,

Our focus is on the high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regimeéEquation [(1) describes the multipath fading channel that wa

It has been shown in([1] for noncoherefiequency-flat Studied in [3]. In this paper we shall focus on the case
fading channels that if the fading process is of finite entrogVhere the number of paths is finite, i.e., whérec co. We
rate, then at high SNR capacity grows double-logarithrhical2SStime that for each path= 0, ..., L the stochastic process
with the SNRY For noncoherennultipathfading channels, it {Hk ke Z*} is a zero-mean stationary process. We denote
has been recently demonstrated that if the delay spreadyis 1dts variance and its differential entropy rate by
in the sense that th_e variances of th_e p_ath gains do not decay = [|H,£Z)ﬂ 7 (=0. L @)
faster than geometrically, then capacitypsundedn the SNR
[3]. For such channels, capacity does not tend to infinity asd

the SNR tends to infinity. a o 1 () 0 _
The above condition can only be met by multipath fading he = nh—>ngo Eh (Hl e My ) =000 ()

channels that have anfinite number of paths in the senserespectively. Without loss of generality, we assume that-
that the channel output is influenced by the present anrdlby (. We further assume that
previous channel inputs. In this paper we consider muhipat

fading channels with &inite number of paths, i.e., the channel Q< 00, £=0,...,L (4)
output is only influenced by the present and by therevious gnd

channel inputs. In order to characterize the capacity of thi min by > —00, (5)
channel at high SNR, we study the capagitg-loglog defined teL

as the limiting ratio of capacity téoglog SNR as SNR tends where the set is defined as£ £ {v =0,...,L: o, > 0}.
to infinity. We show that the pre-loglog is not diminished byve finally assume that the + 1 processes

the multipath behavior, i.e., irrespective of the valud ahe 0) n (L) "

pre-loglog is1. To state this result precisely we begin with a {Hy keZb}. {H kel'}

mathematical description of the channel model. are independent (“uncorrelated scattering”), that theg ar

jointly independent of 7.}, and that the joint law of
A. Channel Model jointly indep R 2k} joint law

(0) + (L) +
Let C andZ™ denote the set of complex numbers and the ({Zk}’ {Hy s kez™},... {H kel })

s_et of po§itive inte_gers, respectively. We consider a étser yoeg not depend on the input sequeficg}. We consider a
time multipath fading channel whose channel outBute C  yoncoherenthannel model where neither the transmitter nor

. _ _ the receiver is cognizant of the realization{off\”, k € Z*},
It is well known that when the receiver knows the fading petife then /- L but both f their | We d
capacity increases logarithmically in the SNR [2]. Thus owmicating over = 0,...,L, but both are aware of their law. We do not

noncoherent flat-fading channels at high SNR is power iriefftc assume that the path gains are Gaussian.
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B. Channel Capacity Il. PROOF OFTHEOREMI[T]

Let A7, denote the sequencé,,, ..., A,. We define the  |n Sectior{I-A we derive a capacity upper bound and show
capacityas that the ratio of this bound tdoglog SNR tends tol as
s o1 " SNR tends to infinity. In Sectioh 1[iB we propose a coding
C(SNR) = lim - sup I(XT5Y7), (6)  scheme which achieves a capacity pre-loglog.doth resuits
where the supremum is over all joint distributions o§ombine to prove Theoref] 1.
Xq,..., X, satisfying th traint
1,---,X, satisfying ! e power constrain A Converse
1 Z E [IXkIQ} <P, (7 We begin with the chain rule for mutual informatidn [4]
n
k=1 n
and where SNR is defined as (XYY =D I(XP Y| yP) (13)
AP k=1
o and upper bound then each summand on the right-hand side
It can be shown that for the above channel model (RHS) of [I3) using the general upper bound for mutual

sup T(XT" V™) + sup T(XT: V) information [1, Eq. (27)]

<sup I(X{T Y™ do(m+n), moneZt (9  I(XPYi|Y!) < Ellog [Vil*] — h(Vi|XT, YY)

(wherelim(,, )00 0(m + n)/(m + n) = 0) so that, by a +& (1 +log E[|Yk|?] — E[log [Yi[*])
trivial generalization of Fekete’s lemffiahe limit in (8) exists +logI'(§) — Elog €& + logm (14)
and is given by _
1 1 for any ¢ > 0. HereI'(-) denotes the Gamma function.
lim —sup(X7;Y)") = sup —supI(X{;Y)"). (10) We evaluate the terms on the RHS lafl(14) individually. We

noee nez+ 1 use [3, Eq. (15)] to upper bound

By Fano’s inequality, no rate abovg(SNR) is achievable. o1
(Seel[4] for a definition of an achievable rate.) We do notalai 2 2 2
that there is a coding theorem associated wiih (6), i.et, tha E[10g|Yk| ] <E llog <0 + ;aélX’C_d )1 (15)
C(SNR) is achievable. A coding theorem will, for example, a

hold if the processes and [3, Eq. (24)] to lower bound
(0) + (L) + k-1
H 7 keZ ..., H kel
{ k > € }? ?{ k € } h(Yk‘X?,}/lk_l) ZElIOg (02+Zaf|Xk—€|2>]

are jointly ergodic, see [5, Thm. 2]. £=0

We define the capacitgre-loglogas + ;nﬁ (he — ), (16)
€
AL Tm C(SNR) 11

= SNR log log SNR' (11)  where we definey, 20, ¢ =L+1,L+2,.... The next term

For flat-fading channels (i.e., wheh = 0) we haveA =1 is readily evaluated as

[1]. For multipath fading channels with an infinite number of k-1

paths (i.e., wheri = o), it has been shown in[3] that when  logE[|Y;]?] = log <02 + ZagE [|ng|2]> . @
the sequencéa,} decays not faster than geometrically, then £=0

capacity is bounded in the SNR and herce- 0. One might ginajly, we usel[3, Eq. (30)] to lower bound

therefore expect that the pre-loglog decays Wittt turns out, i
however, that this is not the case.

C. Main Result

Theorem 1:Consider the above channel model, and assume
that L < co. Then, irrespective of, the capacity pre-loglog

+ log 62

k—1
E[log|Yi’] > E llog (02 +) a€|Xk—€|2>

£=0

2 (2 2.
—2¢(6,m) — E (E + 10g(7re)> + ;égﬁ (he — ag), (18)

is given b
g y where0 < § <1, 0 < n < 1, and wheres(d, ) > 0 tends to
A= lim CSNR . (12) zero asy | 0.
SNR—oo log log SNR Subtracting [[I8) from [{17), and lower bounding
Proof: See Sectioft]l. B E|log (02 + Z’;;Ol Oél|Xk7l|2) > log o2 yields
Thus for finiteL, the pre-loglog is not affected by the multipath
behavior. log E[|Y%|*] — E[log | Yk /|*]

am < aman, m,n € Z+, then the limitlim,, _, c an /n exists and is given 1+ Z aE [|Xk,g|2} /o?

°Fekete’s lemma states that if a sequefiag } is superadditivei.e., a, + k-1
< log +v, (19)
by sup,,cz+ an/n. =0



where we

define

1 2 /(2 2
U £ log §—|—2e(5, n)—i—; (E + 1og(ﬂ'e)> ——inf (hy — ay) .

n LeL

Thus we obtain from{19)[{16)_(IL5), arld {(14)

I(XT; Yy

}/1]671)

S — inf (h[ — Ozg)
el

k—1
(1 + log <1 + ) wE[| Xk o|?] /02> + w)

+¢

£=0

+logT(€) — Elog € + log .

Let oM

be defined as

L
Oé(L) 4 Z Qyp.
£=0

We choose now

= (1 + log (1 + o<<L>SNR))71

and use that |1, Eq. (337)]

logT'(¢) = log% +o(1)

(20)

(21)

(22)

and that{log& = o(1) (where the termp(1) vanishes ag
tends to zero) to obtain

T(XT; Yy

< —in
Le

Ylk—l)
£ (he — o)

1+log (1 + Z?;Ol B [| Xp—e|?] /02) + 0

+

1+ log (1 + a(MSNR)

+ log (1 + log (1 + a(L)SNR)) +logm+ o(1). (23)

Using [23) in [I8), and noting th&—and hence also the
correction terno(1)—does not depend oh yields then

%I(Xf; ¥{") < log (1 +log (1 + a(L)SNR)) Y p+o(1),

where we

definél’,, p as

(24)

120 log (14 Y005 e[| Xiif?]fo2) + W

A
TnP:

)

1+log (14 a(MSNR)

4}1612 (he — ag) + logm.

Note that by Jensen’s inequality

k—1
1
- Z log <1 + Z aE [|Xk,g|2] /02>
1 £=0

(25)

where the last inequality follows by rewriting the doublersu
as 57 E[|Xk|?] /o> )= au, and by upper bounding
then 33" a, < o(M) and using the power constrairif] (7).
Consequently, we can upper boutfg » by

T,p <14V —inf (hy — ay) +logm (27)

inf
teL
and obtain therefore fron{(6),_(R4), and{27)
C(SNR) < log (1 +log (1 + a(L)SNR)) F1+0
- égﬁ (he — ap) + log m + o(1). (28)

Noting that¢ | 0 as SNR tends to infinity (and hence
limsnrooo 0(1) = 0), this yields the desired result
— C(SNR)

N
A=l oglogSNR = b (29)
B. Direct Part
In order to show that
AL C(SNR) S I C(SNR) >1 (30)

SNR 0o loglog SNR — SN%OO loglog SNR

we shall derive a capacity lower bound and analyze then its
ratio to loglog SNR as SNR tends to infinity.

To this end we evaluatel7(X7;Yy") for the fol-
lowing distribution on the inputs{X;}. Let X, =
(Xp(4r)+15---» Xpr1y(L4r)) for somer € ZT. We shall
choose{X,} to be IID with

Xp = (07 SERE) OaXbT-l-la s 7X(b+1)‘r)7
——
L
where Xy 41,...,X441), IS a sequence of indepen-

dent, zero-mean, circularly-symmetric random variablés w
log | Xy, 4./ being uniformly distributed over the interval

log 2y, log Thay ], 1€,
log |Xb7'+u|2 ~U ([1ogxﬁqin_’y,1ogxr2na&y]) , v=1,...,T.

The parametersmin,, andzmax, Will be chosen later.

A

Let x = |7, and let Y, denote the vector

(Yo(Ltr) 415 - Yioa1)(L4r))- We have
(X YP) 2 I(X57H YY)

K—1

=D I(X Y X
b=0
k—1

> I(X5;Yy), (31)
b=0
where the first inequality follows by restricting the number
of observables in each of the terms; the subsequent equality
follows by the chain rule for mutual information; and thetlas
inequality follows by restricting the number of observable
and by noting thaf X} is IID.
We continue by lower bounding each summand on the RHS
of (31) according to[[6, Sec. IlI-B]. We use again the chain



rule and that reducing observations cannot increase mutaat evaluatingl(log|)~(b7+l,|2) for our choice obeTJr,,, we

information to obtain obtain for the first two terms on the RHS &f{36)
. (b+1)7, y(b+1)(L+7) - - 2
I(Xp;Yp) 2 1 (Xbr+1 ’Yb(L+7-)+L+1) h(log |XbT+l,|2) —-E [log |Xb7.+l,|2} loglog x2 XY 4 log .
m|n v
_ o Y(b+1)(L+T) brHv— 1) . (38)
Z ( b3 Tp(Lr) L1 | ot Upper bounding
T L
> Z I(XbT+V; }/E)(LJFT)JFLJFU)’ (32) E [|Wb7+u|2] = Z agE [|Xb(1_+.,—)+1_+,,_g|2} + o2
v=1 =1
where we addmonally have used in the last inequality that < Zzgnaf_lxﬁmg o) 4 52 (39)
Xiri1s-.. X(b+1)T are independent. ~
Defining (Where we define? max0 = £ (), and lower boundingXy, 1% >
Zpin.,» the last term on the RHS df(B6) can be upper bounded

[ by
Wiy = Z HZE(%JFTHH,,XI;(HT)JFHWZ + Zp(Ltr)+Ltv

=1
(33) E|log | me <\/oa_o+

each summand on the RHS 6f132) can be written as

2
E[|Wb7+l/|2]
|XbT+V|

5 2
I(Xpr 403 Yo(Lar)+L40)

~ ~ £
= I(Xb'r-l—lf; H(S?E+T)+L+VXbT+V + WbT+V)' (34) < log | me|vao + \l

A lower bound on[(34) follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 2:Let the random variableX, H, and W have and we thus obtain froni {86), (88), arid40)
finite second moments. Assume that batland 4 are of finite I(Rpr s Vi )
differential entropy. Finally, assume that is independent of brtvy To(Lt)+L4v

2 (L) 2
max — Tmayy O + 0o

=0,...,v—1
5 (40)

min, v

X

2
H; that X is independent ofV; and thatX — H — W forms > logl Tmaxv E l1oe | F© 2l 4
a Markov chain. Then, = 10808 2 T [Og‘ b(Lr)+ Lo }
I(X;HX + W) > h(X) — E[log | X|*] + E[log |H ] ,_ 08X T a® 4 o2
2 —2log | v/ao + —— . (42)
_E llog <7re <0’H + m) >‘| , (35) min, v

Following [6, Eqgs. (102) & (103)], we choose now (assum-
wherec?, > 0 ando? > 0 are the variances df and H, ing thatP > 1)

respectivelﬁ 9 _pu/r .
Proof: See [6, Lemma 4]. N Tmaxy = 70 V=>5eeoT
It can be easily verified that for the channel model wﬁq.ny = PN/ 1og P, v=1,...,T.
given in Sectior T-A and for the above coding scheme th&ith this choice we have
lemma’s conditions are satisfied. We can therefore lower ) \r
bound(Xyr 4 Yo(t+r)+1-+0) bY Timaxy _ P v=1,...,1 (42)
~ P TogP’ o
I(Xbr-l:u;YE)(LJrT)JrLJru) i 0 , and
2 "(Xpr4) —E [log [ Xort| ] +E [log ’Hb(L+T)+L+V’ } max x>
) 0=0,..ov—1 M { 0, v=1 (43)
E[[Whrio |2 2 ~\ 1/logP, =2,...,
— E 1og Te < /ao + M) . (36) me,u / g 14 T
| Xor 0 Thus applying[[@R) &[[@B) to[(41) yields

Using that the differential entropy of a circularly-symmet I(XbT+V;K7(L+T)+L+l/)
random variable is given by (e.g./[1, Egs. (320) & (316)]) pY/T

2
i ) , ) , zlogloglo P—l—E{log}H L+T)+L+U} ] -1
h(Xpriv) =E [10g|Xbr+u| } + h(log | Xpriv|?) + log, (L) 5
(37) _9] o g
B VO T Togp T prD log P
3Note that the assumptions that and H have finite second moments and 1/

are of finite differential entropy guarantee ttiaflog | X|?] andE [log |H|?]
are finite, seel 1, Lemma 6.7€)].

P T
> loglog oa P +E [log ‘Hl(o)ﬂ -1



o) 4+ g2

—21 V P>1 44
0og ap + lOgP ) > 1, ( )

IIl. CONCLUSION

We considered a discrete-time, noncoherent, multipath fad
ing channel where the number of paths is finite, i.e., where

where the last inequality follows by using that the prothe channel output is influenced by the present and by the

cess{H k€ ZT} is stationary and that, foP > 1,
P(U 1)/7’ Z 1

Note that the RHS of({44) depends neitherwomor onb.
We therefore obtain froni(44)_(B2), arld [31)

1/7

log P

I(Xf; Yln) > k7 loglog +kTZp, P>1, (45)

where we defin&p as

N (02 [aD) + o2
HP—E[IOg’Hl ‘}—1—210g Voo + W

(46)
Dividing the RHS of [4b) byn, and computing the limit aa
tends to infinity yields the capacity lower bound

1
C(SNR) > lim —I(X7;Y7")
n—oo T
1/7' .

log lo = P>1, (47
_L+ 0g gl L+T P >a()

where we have used thhmnﬁoo k/n=1/(L+T).
By noting that (for any fixedr)

log log (PI/T/ log P)
SNR oo loglog SNR
lim =
SNR> oo loglog SNR
we infer from [4Y) that the capacity pre-loglay is lower
bounded by
— C(SNR . C(SNR) T
im ———Q="> lim > .
SNR—oo 1oglog SNR ~ gNRooo 10glogSNR = L+ 7
(50)
The claim [(30) follows now by letting tend to infinity.

—1 (48)

-0 (49)

A2

L previous channel inputs. It was shown that, irrespective of
the number of paths, the capacity pre-loglogligwhich is
equal to the pre-loglog of a flat-fading channel). Thus, when
the number of paths is finite, then the multipath behavior has
no significant effect on the high-SNR capacity. This is ppeha
surprising as it has been shownlin [3] that if the channelwatutp
is influenced by the present and alf previous channel inputs,
and if the variances of the path gains do not decay faster than
geometrically, then capacity is bounded in the SNR. For such
channels the capacity does not tend to infinity as the SNR
tends to infinity and hence the capacity pre-loglog is zero.
The above results indicate that the high-SNR behavior of
the capacity of noncoherent multipath fading channels ddpe
critically on the assumed channel model. Thus, when stgdyin
such channels at high SNR, one has to attach great importance
to the channel modeling, as slight changes in the model might
lead to completely different capacity results.
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