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Noisy-Interference Sum-Rate Capacity for

Vector Gaussian Interference Channels

Xiaohu Shang, and H. Vincent Poor

Abstract

New sufficient conditions for a vector Gaussian interfegecitannel to achieve the sum-rate capacity
by treating interference as noise are derived, which géimerthe existing results. More concise conditions

for multiple-input-single-output, and single-input-rtiple-output scenarios are obtained.

. INTRODUCTION

The interference channel (IC) was first introduce by Sharjdhrand was later studied by Ahlswede
[2] who gave a limiting expression for the capacity regiort&mination of the single-letter expression
of the capacity region of an IC has been a long standing opellgm ever since.

The first capacity region of the IC was obtained by Carleia[3hfor the very strong interference
case, in which the capacity is achieved by decoding and attibig the interference before decoding
the useful signals. The Gaussian IC model with power coimstvgas also introduced in [3]. The result
of [3] was later extended to discrete memoryless ICs in [@d][5], Carleial showed that any Gaussian
IC can be written in the standard form, i.e., both direct dillave unit channel gain and the Gaussian
noise has unit variance. An inner bound on the capacity regias obtained in [5] using superposition
coding and sequential decoding. The best inner bound wasnelt in [6] using superposition coding
and joint decoding. This inner bound was later simplified Tih §nd [8]. Early outer bounds on the
capacity region of the IC can be found in [9], [10] and [11].eTtapacity region of Gaussian IC with
strong interference was obtained in [6] and [12], in whicimtly decoding both the interference and the

useful signal achieves the capacity. This result was exnd discrete memoryless ICs in [13]. The
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degraded memoryless IC was studied in [14] and later in [TBf degraded Gaussian IC was studied
in [12] and the sum-rate capacity was obtained. It was shaowfil6] that the capacity region of a
Gaussian Z interference channel (ZIC) is equivalent to tficd degraded Gaussian IC. Therefore, the
sum-rate capacity of a Gaussian ZIC is automatically obthiThe corner points of the capacity region
of a Gaussian IC were also studied in [16] and this still retean open problem [17]. In [18], it has
been shown that Gaussian inputs do not achieve the capagiiynr of the Gaussian IC in the limiting
expression of [2].

In [19], two outer bounds on the capacity region were derividte first bound is based on a genie-
aided approach in which additional information is providedhe receivers. The second bound of [19]
is obtained by allowing cooperation between transmittitra;ias speculated in [19] that there might be
other genies which give tighter outer bound than [19, Thmofd. In [20] another outer bound was
derived using different genies. Using this bound, the Hath Kobayashi inner bound [6] is shown to be
within 1 bit of the capacity region. Motivated by [20], new outer bdamwere derived in [21]-[23] and
it was shown that the sum-rate capacity is achieved by tgatiterference as noise if the IC satisfies
a simple condition. This kind of Gaussian IC is said to havisymterference. This noisy-interference
sum-rate capacity is extended to multi-user Gaussian I§a3-[25]. Meanwhile, the sum-rate capacity
for Gaussian ICs with mix-interference was determined @] @nhd [26] using [19, Theorem 1].

In this paper, we study the capacity of the two-user muklipfut multiple-output (MIMO) IC. As

shown in Fig. 1, the received signals are defined as

y, = Hiz1 + Foxo + 24
Yo = Hoxy + Fix1 + 29 (1)

wherez;,i = 1,2, is the transmitted (column) vector signal of ugewhich is subject to the average

power constraint

n

> (E [myal]) < P, @

j=1
wherezx;,z;o, ..., Z;,, IS the transmitted vector sequence of useand P; is the power constraint. The
noisez; is a Gaussian random vector with zero mean and identity @owse matrix; andd; and F;,
i = 1,2, are the channel matrices known at both the transmittersraceivers. Transmittei hast;
antennas and receivehasr; antennas. Without loss of generality, we assuiie# 0 and P; > 0.

The capacity of a MIMO IC was first studied in [27] which dekvan outer bound on the capacity
region and determined the capacity region for the singbetimultiple-output (SIMO) IC with strong
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Fig. 1. The two-user MIMO IC.

interference. A lower bound for the sum-rate capacity basedHan and Kobayashi's region were
discussed in [28]. Telatar and Tse [29] showed that Han angby@shi’'s region is within one bit per
receive antenna of the capacity region. Recent work in [8d][81] extended the existing capacity results
from scalar ICs to MIMO ICs under average power constraiBfsecifically, [30] and [31] derived the
capacity region for aligned-strong interference, and thre-sate capacity for aligned-strong Z interference,
aligned-weak Z interference, noisy interference and miréerference under average power constraints.
In [31], we say that a MIMO IC has

« aligned-strong interference H; = F;A,;, i = 1,2; or aligned strong Z interference: ¥; = 0 and
H; = FoAo;

« aligned-weak Z interference: iy = 0 andFy; = HyAo;

« noisy interference if [31, (36)-(39)] are satisfied for &ll = 0 with tr(S;) < P;; and

« mixed interference iH; = F1A; andFy; = HyAy;
whereA,; is a matrix satisfyingA; A7 < I, andI is an identity matrix. It can be shown that the capacity
region of the SIMO IC with strong interference [27] is a spéaiase of that of the aligned-strong
interference. Moreover, the capacity results for aligegdng interference, aligned-strong or aligned-
weak Z interference and mixed-interference apply to otrmvgy constraints, e.g., a covariance matrix
constraint, a peak power constraint and a per-antenna poavestraint.

The noisy-interference condition for MIMO ICs was later did in [32] which requires only the
optimal covariance matrices af; and z, to satisfy the conditions [31, (36)-(39)], as long as these
optimal covariance matrices are of full rank. An applicatif this result is the noisy-interference sum-
rate capacity for symmetric SIMO ICs, i.éd; andF; are column vectors witlH; = H, andF; = Fy
and the power constraints are identidal= P;.

The results of [31] and [32] on the MIMO IC with noisy interégrce obtain different power regions.
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Intuitively, [31] obtains the low power region of the noisytérference and [32] obtains the comparatively
high power region of the noisy interference. The reasonas {81] requires the power to be low enough
such that any power allocation satisfies conditions [31)-(38)]; while [32] requires the power to be
high enough such that each eigen-mode is allocated nongzsver, and [31, (36)-(39)] are satisfied.

There exist MIMO ICs with noisy interference but which aret io the categories of [31] or [32].
These MIMO ICs include the parallel Gaussian IC [33] in whidh and F; are diagonal matrices, and
the symmetric multiple-input-single-output (MISO) IC [3i which H; and F; are row vectors with
H; = H, andF; = Fy and the power constraints are identiddl = P,. For the noisy-interference
conditions of both the parallel Gaussian IC and the symm&iSO IC, there may exist some power
allocations that violate [31, (36)-(39)]. Furthermoreg thptimal input covariance matrices for the parallel
Gaussian IC can be singular, and the optimal input covagianatrices for the symmetric MISO IC is
always rankt. Therefore, neither [31] nor [32] applies to these two splecases.

The major difficulty in the determination of the noisy-irfemence sum-rate capacity of a MIMO IC
is that the characterization of the optimal input covareameatrices by treating interference as noise
is needed in the derivation. However, these optimal inpwadance matrices are unknown due to the
non-convex nature of the optimization problem for maximizthe sum rate of single-user detection. In
[31] all the possible input covariance matrices are requicesatisfy some conditions. The results in [32]
and [33], although not requiring all the input covariancetnioas to satisfy the conditions, they do have
some assumptions, or have some knowledge on the optimal aopariance matrices:

« Special MIMO ICs in [32]: the optimal input covariance ma&$ are assumed to be of full rank.

« Parallel Gaussian IC in [33]: the optimal input covariancatnices are diagonal. More importantly,
the optimal power allocated at each antenna satisfies ttalgdasupporting hyperplane condition,
or in another words, the sum-rate function for each sub4oblahas the same subgradient at the
optimal power allocation.

« Symmetric MISO IC in [32]: beamforming achieves the largasn-rate for treating interference as
noise. Thus the optimal input covariance matrices are baxtk-t. The optimality of beamforming
was proved in [34] and [35]. The same result was reproduced) ufferent methods in [36] and
[37]. By restricting to rankt matrices and using the assumption that the MISO IC is synicnéte
closed-form optimal input covariance matrices are obthinehich is crucial in deriving the noisy

interference condition.

In this paper, we revisit the sum-rate capacity of the MIMOd@d derive a new noisy-interference
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condition, i.e., treating interference as noise achielessum-rate capacity. This new condition requires
only the optimal input covariance matrices to satisfy [336)¢(39)] and an additional condition, but
does not require the optimal input covariance matrices tofoill rank (when they are of full rank,
this additional condition is automatically satisfied). Ehthis new noisy-interference condition includes
those in [31] and [32] as special cases. In addition, thisyioiterference condition includes those of
the parallel Gaussian IC [33] and the symmetric MISO IC [32}special cases. More concise condition
for the general asymmetric MISO or SIMO ICs are also obtained
The rest of the paper is organized as follows: the noisyfetence sum-rate capacity for the MIMO
IC is obtained in Section II; the MISO and SIMO ICs are disedks Sections Il and IV, respectively;
numerical examples are given in Section V; and we concludgeiction VI.
Before proceeding, we introduce some notation that will beduin the paper.
« ltalic letters (e.g.X) denote scalars; and bold lettersand X denote column vectors and matrices,
respectively.
« I denotes the identity matrix armal denotes the all-zero vector or matrix. The dimension$ ahd
0 are determined by the context.
o |X]|, X7, X! and rankX) denote respectively the determinant, transpose, invargerank of the
matrix X, and||z| denotes the Euclidean vector normagfi.e., |z||* = z7z.

« radiugX) is the numerical radius [38, p. 321] of the square real maXrjxand is defined as
diugX) = bs(a®X
radiugX) Jpax a s(a’ Xa),

wherea is a vector, and alfs denotes the absolute value.

o z" = [z 2], .. ,xZ]T is a long vector that consists of a sequence of vecters = 1,...,n.
diag Xy, - -, X,] is a diagonal matrix with diagonal entries;.

« Vec(A) denote the vectorization operator, i.e., fet= [a;,as, -+ ,a,], anda;,i = 1,--- ,n be the
column vectors, then VEA) = [a,al, .- jal]7.

« z ~ N(0,%) means that the random vecter has Gaussian distribution with zero mean and
covariance matrix3.
« E[-] denotes expectation; CoYy denotes covariance matriX(-; -) denotes mutual informatiorf;(-)

denotes differential entropy with the logarithm basendlog(-) = log,.(-).

II. MIMO ICs

We first derive a lower bound and an upper bound on the sumesgtacity. The lower bound is

simply the single-user detection sum rate. The upper bosirabiained by providing the receivers with
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appropriate side information. Both the lower and upper loiswsre formulated as optimization problems
in which the lower bound is a non-convex problem and the uppend is a convex problem. The sum-
rate capacity is obtained by determining conditions undeickvthese two optimization problems have

the same solution.

A. Lower bound on the sum-rate capacity
By treating interference as noise, the maximum of the falhgwoptimization problem is a lower bound
on the sum-rate capacity:
max % log [T+ HuSHT (I+ F2S:FF) | + % log [T+ S HJ (14 F1S:F]) |
subjectto tS;) < P, tr(S2) < P
S1 =0, Sy;>0. (3)

The following lemma gives the necessary Karush-Kuhn-Tu@&T) conditions for the optimal input

covariance matriceS;, i = 1, 2.

Lemma 1: Let S7 andS; be optimal for problem (3), itP;, P, > 0, then there exist scalars and

matricesW;, i = 1, 2, such that

G +MI-W; =0 4)
Go+ XI—-W;y =0 (5)
>0 iftr(SH=P
i=1,2 (6)
=0 iftr(S)) <P
tr(SIW;) =0, W;=0 i=1,2 )
where
ORy; ORy
G = U _ 8
1 081 |s,—s:  OS1 |s_s: (8)
ORy; ORy
Gy=- Mt -2 9
2 9S, S,=s: 0S9 S.=s: ( )
1 —

dRy; — _HY (1+ H,S;H? + F,83F]) ' H, (10)

OR 1 * -1 * x -1
oo R [ EsiED) T - (o msiE + EsiED) T E (11)

982 [g,—s: 2

OR 1 * -1 * * -1

21 S [(1 +FSIFT) T — (I+H,S3HS + FiSiF]) } Fy (12)
oS |g_g 2
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OR 1 _
2 = ~H} (1+ H,S3HY + F,S;F!) ' H, (13)
S, |s g 2
and

1 T 1
Ry (S1,S2) = 5 log (I +H, S HT (14 FyS,FY) ( (14)

1 -1
Ry (S1,Ss) = 51og(I+H282H§ (T+ 8, F7) ( (15)

Proof: Conditions (4)-(7) are the KKT conditions for problem (3)edd, we only need to prove that
problem (3) satisfies some constraint qualifications dehbjeCQ5 in [39, p. 306] such that andW;

do exist. The rest of the proof is included in Appendix A. [ |

B. Upper bound on the sum-rate capacity

The following is an upper bound on the sum-rate capacity of|[I®1IC.
Theorem 1: The sum-rate capacity of the MIMO IC is upper bounded by th&imam achieved in

the following optimization problem:

T B AT
1 H H F F
max = log [T+ ! S, ! E; + ? So 2
2 F, F, 0 0
T - - a7\ 1
1 H H F F
folog T+ | 2lso | 2 | Bot | YS!
2 F, F, 0 0
subjectto tS;) < P, tr(Sq) < P
S; =0, S3>0 (16)
whereE;,i = 1,2, can be any symmetric positive definite matrix satisfying
I A
= >0 a7
AT 3,
¥ <1- A2 AT (18)
¥, <I1- A2 TAT (19)

Proof: Let n7,i = 1,2, be a lengthn sequence of independent and identically distributedd().i.
Gaussian vectors, each having joint distribution wathgiven by

Z I A
{ } ~ N (0,E) = N (0, ) . (20)
n;

T
AT 3,
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Let 2 be the input sequence of usgrand

j=1
tr(Si) < P, (22)

Lete > 0 ande — 0 whenn — oo. Then for any achievable ratg, and R,, we have
n(Ry + Ra) — ne
< I(2V;Hiz] + Fozxh + 27) + I (z5; Hozh + Fiz + 275)
< I (zV;Hiz! + Foxy + 27, Fiz] +nb) + I (25; Hoxh + Fi2] + 25, Foxy +nj)
= h(Fizl +n7) — h(ny) + h (Hizy + Fozy + 27 [F12y +nY) — h (Faxs + 27 [nf)
+h (Fazh +ny) — h(nh) + h (Hozhy + F127 + 25 |Foxl +ny) — h (F12] + 25|nh)

a

< h (Flm? + n’f) —nh (nl) +nh (HlmlG + Foxoq + zlyFlmlg + nl) —h (Fg.’lfg + z?!n}’f)

—~
=

+h (Fg.’l:g + ng) —nh (’ng) + nh (Hg.’l:g(; + Fiz1c + ZZ‘FQZ'QG + ’ng) —h (Flm? + Z;"ng)

—
=
=

< nh (F1931G + n1) —nh (nl) + nh (H1$1G + Foxon + 21|F1$1G +n1) —nh (FQIEQG + z1|n1)

+nh (Faxag +n2) — nh (n2) + nh (Hazag + F1216 + 22|[Faac +n2) — nh (Fiz1g + 22/n2)23)
=nl | z1c; th TG + o oo+ |||+ Tic; H Toc + i s+ | (24)
Fy 0 ny Fy 0 no

where in (a) we define;; ~ N (0,S;) and the inequality is by [31, Lemma 2], and (b) is by (18), (19)
and [31, Lemma 3]. |

The following lemma establishes the convexity of the optetion problem (16) and the proof is
included in Appendix B.

Lemma 2: The optimization problem (16) is a convex optimization peoi.

Theorem 1 is derived using the same method that has beenmug$8d]i The maximum achieved in
problem (16) for any choice oA; and 3; that satisfy (17)-(19) is an upper bound on the sum-rate

capacity of this MIMO IC regardless of whether it has noisteiference or not.

C. Sumrate capacity

When the MIMO IC has noisy interference, we can choose apjate; andX; such that the lower
and upper bounds converge. Before proceeding, we firstdat® the following matrix identity which

will be used repeatedly in the proof of our main result.
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Lemma 3: Assuming all the matrices have feasible dimension and tlesast matrices are invertible,

we have
1
A Agp A7l 0 AlAp - -
_ 11 + 11 (A22 — A21A111A12) [A21A1_11 -1 (29
Ay Ay 0 0 -1
Proof:
1
A Ap
Ay Ay
(a) (A1 — A1pAL Ay) —AL A (A — Ay AT Ap)
S _ -1 - . -
(A — An AT AL) T AAT (Ag2 — Ag1Aj Ag)
®) [An + AT A (Ax — AnATA) AnAfl —Af A (A — AnAfAp)
= _ -1 _ 11 -
- (A22 — A21A111A12) A21A111 (A22 - A21A111A12)
A7l 0 AlA -1
_ ;1 . I . (Ase — At AT Ay) [AﬂAl_l1 _I} '

where (@) is by the block matrix inversion lemma [38, p. 18l &b) is by the Woodbury matrix identity
[38, p. 19]:

(C+UBV)'=c'-c'UB'+vc'u)'vcl (26)

[ |
The noisy-interference sum-rate capacity of a MIMO IC isaified in the following theorem:
Theorem 2: For the MIMO IC defined in (1) and®;, > 0,7 = 1,2, if the optimal solution of problem
(3) has t(S7) > 0, and there exist matriceA; andX; that satisfy (17)-(19) and

S;FT = STHT (1+ FLS3FL) ' A, 27)
S;FT = SsHY (1+ FiSiFT) ' A, (28)
W; = O (29)
W, = O, (30)
where
W, =G - %1 (31)
Wy =Gy — %I (32)
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10

1 - r A
01 = [AT (1+ FoS3F]) " Hi— Fi| [31 - AT (14 FoSiF]) ' A4

[AT 1+ Fo85FD) T H, - T (33)

0, =5 [AT L+ FisiFD) "1y o] [3, AL (RS Ay

[AT 1+ FiSTFT) T Hy - F (34)

and G; and G are defined in (8) and (9), respectively, then the sum-rgpaaty is the maximum in
problem (3) and is achieved by Gaussian inpfit~ A (0, S}) and treating interference as noise.

Proof: It suffices to show that under conditions (17)-(19) and (&0}, the upper bound on the sum-
rate capacity, i.e., the maximum in problem (16) for the give;, andX;, is the same as the maximum
in problem (3); and the maximum in (16) is also achievedSty

The proof has two stages. In stage one, we rewrite the obgefiinction of problem (16) and show
that this objective function, by choosirfg) = S*, equals the maximum achieved in problem (3). In stage
two, we compare the KKT conditions of problems (3) and (184 ahow that if the conditions in this

theorem are all satisfied, then problem (16) is solved by #mesSS; that maximizes (3).

Define
_ - _ AT _ _ _ -T -1
1 Hl H1 F2 FQ
Ry, (Sl, Sy) = —log |I+ Sy E; + S, (35)
2 F, F, 0 0
_ - _ - T _ _ _ -T -1
1 H2 H2 F1 F1
Ro, (Sl, Sg) = —log|I+ So Eo + Sy . (36)
2 F, F, 0 0

Before proceeding, we first show the following equality sincwill be used repeatedly in the sequel:

T T .
H, F; F; H;
E;, + Sj
F, 0 0 F,
T -1
O |Hi| [T+ FS;FT A H;
F, AT 3, F;
T T -1 T -1
W [Hi (T+F,;8;FT) 0 . (T+FS,FL) A
F; 0 0 -1
T -1, 171 -1 | H;
= AT @RS FD T AL [AT (148 —I]) .

— _ T
—H] (1+F,;S;F]) H,+ AT (I+F,;S,F]) "H - F,|
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11
T 7\ —1 “lrar 7\~ 1
—H! (1+F,;S;F) " H, + 20, (37)

where (a) is by Lemma 3, j € {1,2}, andi # j, and we defineD; in the same way as in (33) and
(34) by replacingS? with S;.
We first showR;; (S7,S%) = Ry, (S7,S5):

R1y (S1,S2)
T 7\ !
a H F F H
@ L eltrs |7 Bt | s, | !
2 F, 0 0 F,
(_b) 1 T 7\ —1 —
=3 log |I+ S;Hj (I + F1SqoF, ) H; + 25,0, (38)
where (a) is by the matrix identity
I+ CD|=|I+DC| (39)
and (b) is from (37). Similarly, we have
1 _ _
Rau (S1,82) = 5 log (1 +S,HY (1+ F,$,FT) " H, + 25,0,|. (40)
Since (27) and (28) imply
S:0;=0 (41)

then we immediately have
R1, (S7,S5) = %log (1+ ST (1+F2S§F§)‘1 Hl‘
- %log (1 +H,STHT (I+ F2S§F§)‘1(
= Ry (S7,585) (42)
where the second equality is by (39). Similarly, we have

Ra, (S7,83) = Ry (S7,S3) . (43)

Next, we prove that the maximum in problem (16) is achieve@m®; = S?. Since by Lemma 2,
problem (16) is a convex optimization problem, it sufficeptove that there exist Lagrangian multipliers
A; and' W; such that the following KKT conditions are satisfied:

8Rlu 8R2u

-t - M -W, = 44
7, |s_s. 051 + X 1=0 (44)
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12

8Rlu 8R2u ~ o va
- - Dol — Wy =0 45
aS, ss: 2S, sis: + A2 2 (45)
— |>0 ifu(SH =01
i i=1,2 (46)
=0 iftr(S}) <P
tr (S;W;) =0, W, =0. (47)
We first compute
_ ORyy
T 7\ !
o 1 0 H F F H
(:) —5 T log I+ Sl ! El + ? SQ 2 !
1 Fl 0 O Fl
T T\ !
1 Hl F2 « F2 Hl
= -3 El + 2
2| 0 0 Fy
T T\ ! -t
H F F H
1+ | (B4 | s !
Fi 0 0 Fi
- -T - - - —1 r -
H I+FySiF; A H _
1| 29282 A1 ! <I+S’{ (HlT (I+ FyS3F]) 1H1+201))
21F AT 3 F,
- -T - - - —1 F -
c H I+F>S5F; A H _ -1
©_ 11 2228y A ' (14 siHT (14 FoS5FD) 7 H)
21F AT 3 F,

—~
=

1 * -1 * * -1 -1
2 (] (1+ Fo83F]) T Hy 4204 ) (T+ STHT (14 F285FS) 7 Hy)

_ _ —1
—%H{ (1+F285F7) " Hy (T4 STHT (14 F285F]) ' H))

_ —1
0, (T+S{HT (1+F,85F]) ' H,)

—~

1 - _ -1
& —SHY (1+F285F5) 7 Hy (1+ STHT (1+ Fo85F]) 7 Hy)

—0, (1-S{H] (1+F585F] + HiS{HT) ™ H))

—~
~

1 - _ -1
L oH] 1+ Fo83F]) T+ STHT (1+FoS5F)) ' Hy) -0,

—~
=

1 * -1 * * -1 -1
£ —SHT (L+FoS3F)) (I+H181H1T (I+ F2S3FY) ) H, - O,

1 * * -1
—§H{ (I+H;SiH] +F,S5F%) H; — Oy
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13

1 9
=~ =< [log (I+H;S1H{ + F2S,F]) — log (I + F2S,F7 )] -0
2 (981 S;=S?
ORy
=— —— -0 48
5 g g O (48)

where (a) is by the matrix identity (39), (b) and (d) are boyh(87), (c) and (f) are both by (41), (e) is
by the Woodbury matrix identity (26), and (g) is by the matidentity [40, p. 151]:

CI+DC)'=@1+cCD)'cC. (49)

Then we compute

o a‘Rlu
08; |s _s:
T T T
1 9 H H F F F F
== L g B+ | s S| Y | —log B | Se |
2 Sg F, Fy 0 0 0 0
T T ™\ ~1
1 |Fo H, H, F, F, F,
=—= E; + 1 + S5
210 F, F, 0 0 0
T 47\ !
1|F F F F
1 2 El 4 2 S; 2 2
210 0 0 0
T -1 T
@ 1 [Fo| |IT+HiSTH] + FoSiF) HiSF] + Ay H, - H,
- 95 1
210 F,StHT + AT F1SiFT + 3, F F,
-1
I+ FoSiFT A4 Fy
AT ) 0
T -1 T
® 1 |F2 I+H;STHT + FoS5FT HiSiFT + A H |  |[H
=35 1
210 F1StHT + AT FiSiFT + 3, F F,
—1 —1
I+ FQS*FT 0 I+ FQS*FT Ay 1 -1
( 2 2) + ( 2 2) (21 _A’{ (I—i—FQS;Fg) Al)
0 0 . |
T \~1 Fs
AT (14 Fo85FD) " 1)) .
T T T T !
1|F I+H;S*HT + F,S:FT H;S'F7 + A H _
GRS PP ARy R T A ' SiHT (1+ FoS3F])  Fy
210 F StHT + AT F1SiFT + 3, F,
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14

T
F, ((I+Hls={H’{+F2S§F2T)1 0 N (1+H,STHT + FoS3FY) ! (H,S1FT + Ay)
0 0 |

_ —1
(Fls;F{ +3 — (FS{HT + AT) (14 H,STHT + FoS3F) ' (FySiHT + AT )T)

H1 1

SiHI (I+F,SiFL) F,

(F.STHT + A7) (1+ HyS{HT + FoS3FD) 1 1)) L
1

1 ) -
— SFF (I+ HiSTHT + FoS3F]) HUSTH] (L+ FoS3F])  F

T
Fo| |(I+H:SHT + FoS3F]) ™ (HiS{FT + A)

1
210 ~I
* * * * - * T -1
- (Flle’{ + 3, — (F1S;HT + A7) (T+ H,S;HT + F,85F]) ' (FiSjHT + AT) )

((FiSHT + AT) (1+ HiSTHT + F,S5F)  Hy - Fy) S{HT (I+ FuS3F]) ' F

e) 1 - _
© SFL (1 HuS{HT + FosiF]) T HiSiHT (14 FuSiFD) 7' Py
¢ l.r wxyT | 17 e\ 1
= —5Fs (I+H;STH] + F2SjF;) Fo+ 5F2 (I+FS5F;) Fy
1
=—— i [log (I + H151H1T + FzSng) — log (I + FgSgFg)]
2 0S9 S;=S8;
ORy
= _ 50
5 |s s, (50)
where both (a) and (f) are from the matrix identity
c'-bpl'=c!'b-c)Dp7, (51)

equality (b) and (d) are both from Lemma 3, (c) is directlynfrg27), and (e) is also from (27) which
implies

((PiSTHT + AT) (T+ HuSTHT + FoS5F)  Hy - Fy) S

- (AlT (I+ F,S3F]) ' Hy 8, HY + A{) (I+ H,S{HY + F,S5F]) " H, S — F,S;

= AT (14 FS5F]) " H,S; — FyS;

—0. (52)

Similarly, we have

. ail:i2u
0S4

_ ORy

(53)
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6R2u 8R21
- =— - 0,. 54
682 SiZSZ‘ 882 Si:Sf ? ( )
By (4) and (7), we have
S;Gi + /\Z‘S;k =0. (55)
Thus, by (6) we have
tr (SiGy)
= . 5 56
A 2 (56)
and hence from (4) and (5) we have
W, =G, — ”(S%Gi)l (57)

i.e., theW,’s defined in (31) and32) are the Lagrangian multipliers in (4) and (5).

Then, we choose

i = \i (58)
W, =W, -0, (59)
such that
LT TS o o
954 S,=S: 954 S,=S:
aRll aR2l
= — -0 — MI-(W; -0
31 Is s 1T s, . s + M1 = (W; - 0y)
=0 (60)

where the last equality is from (4). Therefore, conditiod)(% satisfied. Similarly, condition (45) is also
satisfied. Condition (46) is satisfied because of (6), andlition (47) is satisfied by the assumptions
(29) and (30) and conditions (27) and (28) which imply

S'W, = SI(W, — 0;) = —S10; = 0 (61)

where in the second equality, we use the fact t8gW,; = 0 when tr(S;W;) = 0 andS; > 0
and W; = 0. Therefore, there exist Lagrangian multipliers such tBatsatisfies the KKT conditions
for problem (16). Since problem (16) is a convex optimizatiroblem,S; achieves the maximum in
problem (16). By (42) and (43), we conclude that the maximan(3) is the sum-rate capacity of the
MIMO IC. ]
Remark 1: On comparing the upper bound functi@&y; in (38) and (40) with the lower bound function

in (14) and (15), respectively, we note that there is an eteran 2S;0; in the logarithm function. It
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is obvious thatO; > 0 under conditions (18) and (19). Althoud$;0; may not necessary be a semi-
positive definite matrix, this extra term still increases tate uponk;;, e.g.,

1
=1

Rlu:2

-1 —
og |1+ S HY (T+ F,S,FY) ' H, + 25101(

1 -1 — 1
I+S: <Hf (1+ F,8,F5) ' Hy +20, ) S}

I
—
®)

02

Y

1 —1 1
I+S;H{ (I+F,S,F)  H;S;

—
@)
0Q

—
@)
0]

I+ HiSiH] (I+F2S.F5) |

o B TR R R

—
—

Conditions (27) and (28) are sufficient conditions for (4d)hibld, which makes the lower and upper
bounds converge. This extra ter28,0; is also considered in the scaler Gaussian IC [21, p. 696] and
the parallel Gaussian IC [33, eq. (64)], in which we h&ve= 0 for both cases. Furthermore, conditions

(27) and (28) also mean that [31, Lemma 5]
zio — Hizic + Fixic + 2 — Fixjg +n; i,5 € {1,2},i#j

form a Markov chain, where. ~ N (0, S?).
Remark 2: When all the conditions in Theorem 2 are satisfied, the optinfaut covariance matrix
S; and the corresponding auxiliary matrB’ in (17) (obtained by replacin®; and A; with X7 and

A7 associated witt8?), form a saddle point of the upper bound function defined as
Rsu(Si, Ei) = R1u(Si, Ei) + Rou(Si, E;)

where R;,, (S;, E;) is defined in (38) and (40). We use this expression in this rerfaemphasize that
E; is also a parameter.

To show that this optimal solution is the saddle point, we fiave

min max Rsu(Si,Ei)S max Rsu(SiyE:):Rsu(S?7E?)

where the second equality is by the existence of the Lagaangultiplier satisfying the KKT conditions,
and the convexity ofR,,(S;, E}) over S;, which imply that R, (S;, Ef) is maximized byS?. On the
other hand, we have
max  min Ry, (S;, E;) > min Ry, (S}, E;) = R (S;, E})
tr(S;)<pP; E; E;

where the second inequality is by (41). Since the followisglways true

i S;.E;) > i S, E;
H]lElintr(rSI}?%(Pi Rsu( s z) _tr(ISI:?%(Pi n]}]llnRsu( 2 z)
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we have

I%iin tr(rsni?gpi RSU(Sh EZ) - tI’(ISISL%(Pi I%lzn RSU(Si’ EZ) = Rsu(Sj, E;k)

By [39, Proposition 2.6.1 p. 132[S*,E?) is the saddle point oRy, (S;, E;).

Remark 3: Denote byS; the covariance matrix constraint in [31, Theorem 6] and tehy E; the
corresponding auxiliary matrix consisting &f; and; for this S; that satisfy condition (17)-(19), (27)
and (28). If all the conditions in [31, Theorem 6] are satifiee., for any0 < S; < S; there exist
correspondingA; andX; such that (17)-(19), (27) and (28) are satisfied, thenE;) is also a saddle
point of the upper bound function according to the covagamatrix constraint. This can be shown in

a similar way as the result in Remark 2. First, we have

max_ min R, (S;, E;) = max R, (Si, Ei(S;)) = Reu(Si, Ay)
0=8,=S; E: 0=8; =<8,

where the first equality is by the assumption of existencA pbndX; that satisfy condition (17)-(19),
(27) and (28) for each feasibf, and we denote such auxiliary matiix asE;(S;). The second equality

is by the fact thatRy,, is an increasing function d§;. On the other hand, we have

min max R, (S;, E;) = min R, (S;, E;) = Rsu(Si, E;).

Therefore, we also have

max min Ry, (S;, E;) = min max Rg,(S;, E;).
S;<S; E; E; S,<S;

By [39, Proposition 2.6.1 p. 132]S;,E;) is also a saddle point foR,,(S;, E;) according to the
covariance matrix constraint. Therefore, [31, Theorem &pflels Theorem 2 in the covariance matrix
constraint.

Remark 4: Theorem 2 includes [32, Theorem 1] as a special case. In [B2prEm 1], it was shown
that if the S7 is full rank and there exisA; and3; satisfying (17)-(18), (27) and (28), then this MIMO

IC has noisy interference. In this case, (27) and (28) imply
F/ = H (I+F;SFD) A, i, € {1,2),i #
and thus
0O;=0.

Therefore, (29) and (30) are both satisfied siWe > 0 has been shown in Lemma 1.
Remark 5: Theorem 2 includes the noisy-interference sum-rate cgpaesult for the parallel IC in

[33] as a special case. The parallel IC is a special MIMO IChwdtagonal channel matriced; =
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diag(hi1,--- ,hy] andF; = diag|fi1,- - , fi]. We define theth subchannel as that consisting of only
the ith transmit and receive antennas. The lower bound in (3)hisr¢hannel, by choosing the diagonal

input covariance matris; can be written as
t

max Rgy(S ZTJ 81j>82j
7j=1
subject to Zsl-j <P, s;>0, i=12 (62)
j=1
where

1 h%slj 1 h%-SQj
7 (s1j,825) = zlog [ 1+ —2— | + -log [ 1+ —7—— | . (63)
J ( J ]) 2 ( 1 + f22j82j 2 1 + f12j81j

However, in [33] the lower bound on the sum-rate capacityasfarmulated as above, but as

t
max Z Cj (Slj, SQj)
j=1

t
subjectto > s; < P, s >0, i=1,2 (64)
j=1
where s;; denotes the power allocated to tlith subchannel for usei, and C; (s1;, s2;) denotes the

sum-rate capacity of thgth subchannel under power constraigy, i.e., powers;; is allocated to thgth
transmit antenna of useér The upper bound on the sum-rate capacity is also formulatedptimization
problem (16). However, if we choose the auxiliary matricdesand 3; as in [33, egs.(41) and (42)],

then the upper bound can be written as
t

max R, (S;) g i (515, 525)

subject to  t(S;) = Zsij <P, s;>0, i=12 (65)

whereS; = diags;i, - , s and f;(-) is defined in [33, eq.(64)]. The auxiliary matrR; is the same
in both upper bounds. Therefore, [33] uses exactly the sdde isformation as that in Theorem 2.
Moreover, [33] shows that the matrices’ and3; are both diagonal matrices (s& in [33, egs. (41)
and (42)]). Thus, the upper bouri,(S;) is the sum of the upper bound for each subcharfpel

It has been shown in [33] that if the power constrdts in the set [33, eq. (18)], then by [33, Theorem

3] this parallel IC has noisy interference and the optimplincovariance matri$; = diags;;, -+ , s}, |
has the properties [33, eqs.(18), (74) and (75)]
\ € (1 9C; (si;,53;) # empty (66)
2| =1
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afj . OCJ . aT‘j

* i * i *

.. |S15 :Slj .. |S15 :Slj .. |S15 *Slj
Osij | Z%  Osij |70 Osyj | ~°)
S25 = S2; 25 = S5 $25 = S35

foralli=1,2, j=1,---,t (67)

where 0C;; (s’{j,sgj) is the subdifferential ofC; (s1;, s2;) at (s{j,s§j>, and [\, Ao]T is the common

subgradient shared by all the subdifferentials. From th@ession ofoC; (s@,s%) in [33, eq. (100)],

we have
87’j
A 0s15 |, _ wij
1 _ 5 Jlsij=s + 1 , i:172, j:]~77t (68)
.
)\2 J ' wa;
052j |5,,=s7,

wherew;; andw,; are nonnegative constants. Hence, we have

R = NI+ W, (69)
98; S,=87,8,=S;
whereW; = diagw;1, - - - ,wy] = 0. By (67), we have
OB _ 9By = NI+ W, (70)
aSZ S]ZSI752:S; aSZ 51=SI,SQZS§

which impliesO; = 0. Therefore, if a parallel IC satisfies the noisy-interfercondition in [33], it
also satisfies Theorem 2. The lower boumdx Ry and the upper boundhax Ry, are optimized at
the sameS; with the same Lagrangian multipliers. The Lagrangian rplitis \; associated with the
power constraint tiS;) < P, form the common subgradient of all the individual subchamapacities
C; (as well as the individual lower bounas) and upper bounds;, i.e.,C; (or r;) and f; have parallel
supporting hyperplanes with the subgradipnt, \;]” at the optimal power allocation point.

We note that to formulate the lower bound as in (64) is impurtar [33] since the problem is then
a convex optimization problem. Furthermore, condition)(@ifectly guarantees the optimality ef; for
(64), and only through which we show the optimality 4f for (62) [33].

Remark 6: Theorem 2 determines the noisy-interference sum-ratectgp@r general MIMO ICs.
When the MIMO IC reduces to a MISO or SIMO IC, the conditionsTimeorem 2 can be simplified. We
defer these results in Sections Il and IV, respectivel\f32], noisy-interference sum-rate capacities of
symmetric MISO and SIMO ICs are obtained, i.e., ICs wiHh = Hy, F; = Fy, P, = P,, and where
all the H; andF; are column or row vectors. These two results are both indwukespecial cases of
Theorem 2. In Sections Il and 1V, the MISO and SIMO ICs can pemetric and asymmetric.

Remark 7: Equations (27) and (28) are special cases of the Sylvestatieq [41]. OnceS? is

obtained, the matriXA; can be obtained by solving the following linear equations:

1o (STHT (1+ F2S3F]) ") Ved(Aq) = Vec(S{FY)
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I® (S;H§ (I+ Fls’{FlT)_1> Veo(Ay) = Vec (SFY)

where® denotes the Kronecker product of matrices. Therefore, xistemce ofA; can be determined
by the theory of linear equations.

Remark 8: In Theorem 2 and its proof, we need to determine the existeheepositive definitex;.
Sometimes the expression fB); is not important (e.g., the parallel Gaussian IC discussdfemark 5,
and the symmetric SIMO IC discussed later in Remark 14). Ifciveose equality in both (18) and (19),
we obtain two matrix equations which are special cases oferetie algebraic Ricatti equation [42]. The
existence of a positive definite solution is determined Wy, [3emma 9] using [42], which requires, for

both: =1 and?2;

radius(®;) < % (71)

where
B; = (1- ATA; — A,AT) 2 ATAT (T- ATA, — A,AT) (72)
@, = (1- AT — ATA,) * ATAT (1- Asa] — ATA,) 73)

Here we present a strengthened result of [31, Lemma 9] wieighires (71) to be satisfied for only= 1
ori=2.
Lemma 4: For the following matrix equations faE; and Xs:
¥ =1- A5 AT (74)
Yo =1-A 3 'AT (75)

if radiug(®,) < % or radiug®,) < % where ®; is defined in (72) and (73), then there exist symmetric

positive definite solutions foE; andX,. Moreover, the solutions for both= 1 and2 satisfy

3 = AT A, (76)
or equivalently
I A
E; = > 0. (77)
AT 3,

The proof is included in Appendix C.

For completeness, we give the noisy-interference condafdVIMO ZIC in the following proposition.
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Proposition 1. For the MIMO IC defined in (1) withF; = 0 and P, > 0,7 = 1,2, if the optimal

solution of problem (3) has {S8;) > 0, and there exist matriceA, and X, that satisfy
I> AyAT
3FT = S5HL A,
Wj = Oy

where

tr (S3G2)
P

1 _
0= 5 (AJH; —Fy)' (I- AJA;) " (ATH, — Fy)

Wiy =Gy — I

and Go are defined in (9), then the sum-rate capacity is the maximuprablem (3) and is achieved
by Gaussian input! ~ A (0,S}) and treating interference as noise.

Proof: The proof is straightforward from Theorem 2 by choosiAg = 0, ¥; = I — A;A7 and
¥, = I. Condition (29) is automatically satisfied By ; = 0 = O;. ]

Remark 9: The aligned-weak interference condition in [31, Propositb] for the average power
constraint is a special case of Proposition 1. The alignmeratk interference means that if there exists
a matrix A, with A2A§ <TIandF,; = A%Hg, then treating interference as noise achieves the sum-rate
capacity. Obviously, in such a case, all the conditions iopBsition 1 are satisfied.

In Sections Il and IV, we apply Theorem 2 to MISO and SIMO amgls and simplify the noisy-

interference conditions.

. MISO ICs

In [32], it has been shown that the capacity of a two-user MIEQs the same as that of a MISO
IC with each transmitter having only two antennas. The mderiis to write the direct link channel
vector as the sum of the interference channel vector andtii®gonal vector. The antenna reduction is
also studied in [35] which shows that the single-user diteatate region of ann—user MISO IC with
transmitteri, 1 < ¢ < m, havingt; antennas, is the same as that of a MISO IC with transmittkaving
only min{t;, m} antennas. The antenna reduction is performed systentaticsihg [35, eqs.(45)-(47)]
which can also be used to show the equivalence of the capagtgns between the originah-user
MISO IC and the newn-user MISO IC after antenna reduction. In the following, wplg the method

in [35] to the two-user MISO IC to show the reduction proceds. letting H; = fz;r andF; = f;f
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1=1,2,in (1), the received signals of a MISO IC are
T AT
Yi=h 21+ foda+ 2
T ~a
Yo =hy@o + f1 21+ 2o (78)

whereh; andf; aret; x 1 column vectors and we write the transmitted signat awith power constraint

P,. Define the singular value decomposition fyfas

. . T
fi=ui|#]].0] (79)
WhereUiU? =TI and the dimension of the zero vectortijs— 1. Then we have
U;‘Fﬂ, @ ‘hi cos 8;
L 9
- ﬂ,‘ cos 0;
@ |1 0 N
0V,
- 0
where we defind; £ £ h,,fl) andg; is a (t; — 1) x 1 vector. Equality (a) follows from the fact that
the first row of U7 is £, /|| f;|l. Equality (b) is by the factlg,|| = ‘ﬁ,- sin@; and the singular value
decomposition
. T
g; :VZ-[ h; sin@i,O]
whererVZ- =1, and the dimension of the zero vectortjs- 2.
Define
T £ Q1 (81)
where
T
1 0
= U7, (82)
0 V;

It is obvious thatQ”'Q = I. Then the received signals of the MISO IC can be written as

R T R T
o] [l
Y| = Hﬁlusinﬂl 1+ 0 Ty + 21
0 0
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- T R T
hg‘cosﬁg ‘flu
Yy = Hﬁg” sinfo| Zo+ | 0 T+ 29.
0 0

By removing irrelevant dimensions, we write the MISO IC ire tlollowing standard form:
Vi =hiz + fizs + 2y
Yo =hizs + fla1 + 2o (83)

where the dimension of all the vectors is 2, and the powertcaing for user:; is now P;, and

Py = Bif|hi||? (84)
2 12
o I )
[ |2
Q;
fi= \/_} (86)
0
—COSHZ'
h; = . (87)
sin 6;

Consequently, i5; is the input covariance matrix of usefor equivalent channel (83), the corresponding
input covariance for the original channel is
N 1 S;, O
Si = ——=Qf { ] Q. (88)
0

h 0

With the antenna reduction, we have the following result.
Theorem 3: For the MISO IC defined in (78) and its equivalent channel @8y cos £ (h;, f;) # 0,
fi #0,h; #0,i= 1,2, denoteS; as the optimal solution of problem (3) for the equivalentrotel

(83), if ¥ # 0 and

ol 257, i=1,2 (89)
abs(A;) + abs(A42) <1 (90)
where
1
ot =g |+ a8 a0 ar - ) -y oD
1
=g |+ A+ g 37 -4y (02)
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f3S3hs

* Vv a * *
5% - _fgszfz + cos 922 (1 + hgszh2 + f{Slf1> hTS*hz (93)
292
. a i} i} T's*p
7 = ~11Sif + - (1 hiSih + £1851) i%sihl (94)
191741
f1Sih T
=212 (4 fTss 95
1= e, (L 18if2) (95)
£383hs T ar
- 1+f1S 96
2 thShz < fi 1f1> ©0)

then the sum-rate capacity is the maximum of problem (3) angchieved by treating interference as
noise.

Proof: We use Theorem 2 to prove the converse. We first consider tbterge ofA; (i.e., A; = A;
in the MISO case) in (27) and (28) which require

* * T a* -1

S1f1 =Sih (1 +f2 Szfz) Ay (97)
* * Ta* -1

Szf2 - S2h2 (1 + fl Slf1> AQ. (98)

It has been shown in [35] that raf&}) < 1. With the assumption ¢8}) > 0, we have

rank(S;) = 1. (99)
Then we can write
S; =i (100)
where~ is a2 x 1 vector. We have
T T Taxp )\
Y171 fi =7k <1+f2 S2f2> Ay (101)

Obviously, if y"h; = 0, then~y”f,; = 0 because otherwise transmitterdoes not transmit anything
to receiverl while still generating interference to receiverin this caseA; can choose any value. If

~Thy # 0, we have

T
Ay = 7Sy —. (102)
vih (1+ 1851,
Therefore,A; always exists. Similarly, we can show the existencedgf Another expression ofi; in

(95) and (96) is obtained by left-multiply (97) and (98) Whlﬁ andhl, respectively.

We then consider the existence Bf (i.e., X; = o2 in the MISO case) in (18) and (19). By choosing
equality in both (18) and (19), we obtait} in (91) and (92). It can be shown that the existencegfor
equivalently, that (91) and (92) are feasible, is guaraht®e(90) (details can be found in [21, p. 696]).
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It remains to consider whether conditions (29) and (30) atisfied. In the following, we do not verify
these two conditions directly from (31) or (32). Instead, uge the equivalent conditions (4)-(7) since
we have additional information (99) f@&;.

From (7), the columns oW; are all in the eigenvector space $jf associated with its zero eigenvalue.
Since rankS;) =1 andS; is a2 x 2 matrix, the dimension of this eigenvector spacé.i8y (97), the

-1
eigenvector isA; (1 + f§S§f2> hy — f,. Therefore, there exist a constant- 0 such that

-1 -1 T
W, =k <A1 (1+£183:) " hu— fl) <A1 (1+£7835f:) hi - f1> C (03)
On the other hand, from (4) we have
B hih{ N h3Sthy - f1f{
2(1+hSthi + £583f,) 2 (1+£781f,) (1+hiSshy + £TS1,)

On comparing the element &, on the first row and the second column in expression (103) 204)(

W, = + ML (104)

we have
—cos b
k= 105
2 (1 + hTS*hl + fTS*f > f{sihl f{SThl cos 0 — \/a ( )
P 27272) BTSthy \ hTSth,
From (33), we have
~1 ~1 T
(A (esgsie) he ) (a0 (1 sisin) m- 1)
0, = 3 Y (106)
o2 — 1
b1+ £5S5f
Therefore, condition (29) requires
1
k> yE (107)
1+ f585f5

which is equivalent to (89). Similarly, (89) guaranteest t{80) is satisfied. Therefore, under conditions
(89) and (90), all the requirements of Theorem 2 are satisfied the MISO IC has noisy interference.
[
Remark 10: Consider the computation of the noisy-interference sutmgapacity of a MISO IC. Using

[35, Theorem 1], the maximum of problem (3) is

P, sin® (0 1 Py sin? (0
| 4 Dasin ( 1-1.-/2715251) + Y og (14 ) sin (2-1.#2725252)
1+ a9 Py sin® ¢o 2 14 a1 P sin” ¢

1
max — log
dcfoaby5-6:)] 2

) (108)
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wherep;, = 1 1if 0; € [0, g] and p; = —1 otherwise. If¢; is optimal, then the corresponding input

covariance matrix is

S; =P

7

P02 % H * *

sin® ¢* ; sin oF cos ¢

, (bz pZ ¢Z (bz ) (109)
pi sin ¢f cos ¢F cos? oF

A closed-form expression fop; is difficult to obtain for the general MISO ICs, or even MISOCA.

However, if the MISO IC is symmetric with; = 65 = 0, a1 = a2 = a and P, = P, = P, then we have:

. 1
tan ¢* = 6le<—(1 aP) tan9> . (110)

Remark 11: If the MISO IC is symmetric as defined above, the noisy-imtenfice condition is given
in [32, Theorem 2], which can also be obtained from Theorerin3his case, the optima is given

in (109) and (110). Conditions in Theorem 3 reduce to

fS*h Tar 1
= <=
A=rer (1 +f7s f) <3 (111)
2=t L AT <o frefy a (fTS*f + A) : (112)
2 2 cos 0

The above conditions are exactly [32, eq.(53)] which aresfad under the conditions in [32, Theorem
2].

Theorem 3 applies to the case in whiabs 6; # 0 and || f;|| # 0. If any of these two conditions are
satisfied, the MISO IC reduces to a MISO ZIC. The noisy-irehce sum-rate capacity is obtain in the
following proposition.

Proposition 2: For the MISO IC defined in (78) and its equivalent channel (88) cos £ (hy, f;) =
5, or f; = 0, denote byS?, i = 1,2, the optimal solution of problem (3) for the equivalent cheh
(83). If S #£0 and

fLS5fy < hYS3hy (113)
FTS3hs (1 + hgsghz)
a
hiSshs (1+ 11831, )

then the sum-rate capacity is the maximum in problem (3) anachieved by treating interference as

2
] < cos? by (114)

noise.

Proof: We first consider the case whgin = 0. From (91)-(96), we have
of =1— A2

0%:1
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T Qx*
2 " Va2 Tasp ) f255h2
= — JE S 1
0q f282f2 + . 02 ( + h2 Sth) th§h2

55 =0

A1=0

4, — 2S5h
hy Ssh,

Condition (113) guarantees that (90) is satisfied since
(115)

2
- <f§S§h2>  1Ys3fs

> \hlsthy) — AISih,

due to the fact that ranlS3) = 1. Then it remains to consider (89) for= 1, which is satisfied by (114)

on the condition
Tax*
fiSsha _
cosfy —

which is true by (109):
f¥Sshy JasPs sin? ¢ cos 0 + po sein @5 cos @3 sin Oy >0.
cos 0

cos 09 -
In the casef, # 0 but ¢, = 7, the capacity region is outer bound by that of the same chdnre

with f, = 0. If (113) and (114) are satisfied, then the sum-rate capa€ithe channel withf, = 0 is

an outer bound on that of the channel wjth # 0 but 6; = 7. The achievability is due to the fact that

fripsfﬁ =0

since
St = Pihht.
We note that Proposition 2 can also be proved by Proposition 1 [ |
IV. SIMO ICs
On lettingH; = h; andF; = f;, i = 1,2, in (1), the received signals of a MISO IC are
91 = X1 + foXo + £
(116)

Po = hoXo + f1X1 + 2

whereh; andf; aret; x 1 vectors and we write the transmitted signalzaswvith power constraint’,.
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We can follow the same process (79)-(81) in Section Il to finel equivalent channel for (116) with
reduced number of antennas. The difference is that we neeeptace theh; in (80) with h; where

j # i. Then we left-multiplyy, with Q; and obtain the equivalent channel
Yy =hi Xy + foXo+ 21
Yo = ho Xo + f1X1 + 22 (117)

where the dimension of all the vectors is 2, the power coimtfar user: is now P;, and

A

P =P (118)
W 12 (119)
[ |
fi= Vai (120)
0
B — COS ©; (121)
_sincpi

We first present the noisy-interference sum-rate capa€itiieoSIMO ZIC as this is a special case of
[31, Proposition 5].
Proposition 3: [31, Proposition 5] For the SIMO IC defined in (116) and its igglent channel (117)

with o = 5 or f1 =0, if [|f5| < ||h2f|, then the sum-rate capacity is

1 -1 1
5 1og [T+ Puhih{ (1 + Pof, f§> ‘ + 5 log ‘I n PthhQT‘ . (123)

Proof: We first consider the case whegiy = 0. Then from [31, Proposition 5], if there exists a matrix

A5 such that

fo=Alh, (124)
I>-ATA, (125)

then the sum-rate capacity is

1 T A T
g o log |T+ Sihah (1 + Sof f2) + 5 log ‘1 + Sohoh] ( . (126)
Then we can choose
T
ap =Tt — pn (127)
2
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and (124) is satisfied. For (125), we observe

AT A = £, (hSho) £5 =

a9 0
=<1 (128)
0

where the last equality is by the assumptigfy|| < ||h2]|.

Then we need to show that" = P, maximizes (126). On denoting the objective function of (1B%

R, we have
oR, 1 -1
95, 5’{{ (I + S1hh] + S2f2fg) hi >0 (129)
and
OR,
0S5

1 -1 1 -1 1 -1
= 313 (T Sihih{ + 52£of3)  f2—5F5 (T+ Sofof3)  fo+5h3 (T+Shohd)  ho
1 -1 1 -1
> 383 (1+ 5afof])  fot 5h3 (1+ Sohoh})  ho
(@) 1 -1 1 -1
=3 (1 + Szf%fz) 2fa+ 5 (1 + 52h§h2> h3 h

_ [ho|? = || £
2 (14 Sa|[fol?) (T + Sallh2|?)

>0 (130)

where (a) is by the matrix identity (49). TherefaRg is maximized byS; = P;.
In the case whef; # 0 andyy = 7, the converse can be proved by assunjing= 0 to eliminate the
interference, and the achievability is proved by left-npiying y, with ko to null out the interference.
We note that Proposition 3 can also be proved by Proposition 1 [ |

Theorem 4: For the SIMO IC defined in (116) and its equivalent channel’f1if for i = 1 or 2

radius(®;) < % (131)
where
@ = (1- ATA, — Ay AT) 7 ATAT (1- ATA, — A,AT) (132)
@y = (I—- AjAT — ATA,) " ATAT (1— A\AT — ATA,) > (133)
Ar(1+ Pofof3 ) = o (134)
As (T4 PfofT ) e = 1o (135)
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then the sum-rate capacity is

1
|
9%

-1 1
I+ PhihT (I + ngzfg) ' +3 log

T+ Pohoh] (T4 Pif f7) _1' . (136)

Proof: We prove Theorem 4 from Theorem 1 instead of Theorem 2 sireceptimal solution is known

for problem (16). If we choosé; in (134) and (135), then by Lemma 3, given (131) there exsts

such that
ATA) <2 =T A3 'AT (137)
ATA, <3 =T A3 TAT. (138)

Therefore, conditions (17)-(19) are satisfied. In the feitg, we show that the upper bouid,, (51, S2)+

R2u(Sl, Sg) is maximized afS;k =P andeu(Pl, Pg) + Rgu(Pl,PQ) = Rll(P1>P2) + Rgl(Pl,Pg).
From (24) we have
Rlu + R2u

1 x| x| ) r x| ™ e+ [T xie 4 |2
fl 0 n f2 0 no

=h(f1X1c +n1) —h(n) +h(hiXig + foXoq + 21| f1 X1 +n1) — h (fXog + 21|n1)

Xog +

+h (foXoq +m2) — h(n2) + h (ha Xog + f1X1a + 22| fo Xoq +n2) — h (f1 X1g + 22|n2)
= —h(n1) +h(hXic + foXoc + z11f1 X16 +n1) — h(n2) + h (haXog + f1Xi6 + 22| f2 Xog +n2)
(139)
where the last equality is by (137) and (138) which mean
Cov(n;) = Cov(z,|n;) i,j €{1,2},i #j. (140)
Then it suffices to show that(h; X1¢ + foXoc + 21|f1 X1c + n1) is an increasing function of COX ).
We write X;c = X;c + X, where X;¢ and X,¢; are independent Gaussian variables. Obviously, we
have CoyX;s) > Cov(X;¢) and
h(h1 X1 + foXog + 21/ f1 X16 + 1)
>h <h1X1G + foXog + 21/ f1 X160 + 11, Xag, XZG)

= h (X1 + foXoa + 21|f1 X6 +11) . (141)
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Therefore, the upper boun@;, (S, S2) + R2, (51, 52) is maximized atS} = P;. From (38), (40), (134)
and (135), we have

Rin(P1, Py) = Ry (P, Pr). (142)

Therefore, the upper bound is achievable and hence is theratencapacity. ]

Remark 12: A simple way to choose matriA; that satisfies (134) and (135) is to let
Ar = (T+ Pofof] ) fT (143)
Ay = (T+ PifyfT) haff. (144)

However, this may not always be the best choice for (131). Kerraative way is to let [32, eq. (39)]

v f zT

A, = (145)
WY (14 Pty ) v
wherew; is a vector. Then, to satisfy (131), we need only
min radiug®;) < l (146)
V1,V2 2

Remark 13: Proposition 3 can also be obtained from Theorem 4. fLet 0, then we haveA; = 0,
Ay, = hgfg and®; = 0. Therefore, condition (131) is always satisfied. Notice tﬂia— AgAg)_% and
(I- A%Ag)_% must exist such tha®; exists. By [31, Lemma 7] this requiresal A, < T which is
(128).

Remark 14: If the SIMO IC is symmetric, i.e.hy = hog = h, f; = fo = fand P, = P, = P,
the noisy-interference condition is given in [32, Theorem\8e will show that the same result can be
obtained from Theorem 4. Without loss of generality, we ass6 < [0, 7]|. The matrixA that satisfies
(134) and (135) can be chosen as

A= Va |:cos w sin w] (147)

0
700183_) Z(js + sinwsin @ 0 0

wherew is a real number. SincA; = A,, condition (131) reduces to radius) < % i.e.,

T
> min mq?x abs |:COS (1 A |:COS qﬁ]

N —

@ sin ¢ sin ¢
) Va (COS2 ¢ cosw + cos ¢ sin ¢ sin w)
= min max abs
w e cosw cos 6
L 14+aP

+ sinwsin @
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Vva (1 + abgcosw)) /2

w cos w cos 0 ) .
abs| —————— 4+ sinwsin®
1+aP

_ min Vva(l+cosw) /2
N wel0,z] VTsin(w + 3) (148)

where

2
cos” 0 . 9
r:m+sm 0

cos 6 T
=atan—————— —.
f=ata (14+aP)siné € [0’ 2] (149)

It can be shown that the optimal for (148) is

w = (150)

Then (148) becomes

a é Sin2 0 if m S sin 6 (151)
2
cos® 0 2\/acos® ., ,
— 0>0 otherwise 152
(14 aP)? 1+aP ez (152)
which are exactly the conditions in [32, Theorem 3].
V. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES
Example 1: Consider a MIMO IC with channel matrices:
—1.4510 —1.0078 0.4255 —0.1702 0.6865
H; = |-1.8953 0.2184 |, F2=] 05133 0.1574  0.1805] ,
1.9125  —1.6068 —0.4795 —0.5019 0.4648
0.7739 14112 —1.8231 —0.2636  0.2981
H, = and F; =
1.4817 —0.4647 2.1620 —0.3483 —0.1426

and power constraints:
Pr=1 andP, =4.

The optimal input covariance matrices for problem (3) are

0.9458 0.1788  0.5314
. 0.9079  —0.2892 i}
Si = and S5 = [0.1788 0.6839 —1.0601
—0.2892  0.0921
0.5314 —1.0601 2.3703
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and bothS; andS; are singular:
rankS7) =1 and rankS;) = 2.

The G; and G in (4) and (5) and the Lagrangian multipliers are

—0.1368 —0.0525 —0.0294
—0.3624  0.0005
G = ., G2=1-0.0525 —0.0591 0.0583
0.0005 —0.3608
—0.0294 0.0583 —0.1305

2.6419 —5.2450 —2.9381
0.1740 0.5463 s .
W, = *107°, Wy = |-5.2450 10.4117 5.8325 | =10
0.5463 1.7150
—2.9381 5.8325  3.2674
A1 =0.3626 and Xy = 0.1632.

It is easy to verify that the KKT conditions in (4)-(7) are iséed.
The A; and A, that satisfy (27) and (28) are

—0.2821 0.4705
A;= 00254 02073 and Ap=
—0.3814 0.1588

0.0047 0.2392 —0.4520
0.3215 0.2853 —0.1663

The O; andO; in (33) and (34) are
O;=0 and O, =0.

Therefore, (29) and (30) are satisfied. Hence the expresdmnX>; and X, are not relevant. As in
Remark 8, we only need to show the existencé®fand 3, that satisfy (17)-(19). We have that (71)

is also satisfied:
radius(®;) = 0.4350 and radiug®sy) = 0.3130.

Then, all the conditions in Theorem 2 are satisfied. Theeefthie sum-rate capacity is achieved by
treating interference as noise and the optimal input camags are8; andS3.

Example 2: Consider a MISO IC in the form (78) with channel vectors:

—0.1481 0.0201
0.1050 —0.4748
. —1.7969 . —0.0197 . .
h, = . fi= , ho=1-00523|, fo=|-0.7711
0.1331 —0.0729
1.8070 0.3813
0.6644 0.7636

May 16, 2011 DRAFT



34

and power constraint
P =P=1.
The equivalent MISO IC in the form (83) has channel vectors

0.3586 0.3985 0.3818 0.5426
1 = 5 1 == 5 2 == 5 2 =
0.9335 0 0.9242 0

and power constraints
P, =3.7100 and P, = 3.2789.
The corresponding channel parameters are
0, = 0.38331, 6y =0.37537, a3 = 0.1588, as = 0.2944.

The optimal input covariance matrices for the equivalemtretel are

. 0.2093 0.8561 0.1345 0.6503
ST = and
0.8561 3.5007 0.6503 3.1445

0]
W *

The corresponding optimal covariance matrices for theimaigchannel are

[ 0.0070 0.0808 —0.0071 —0.0187_
0.0808 0.9356 —0.0820 —0.2168
—0.0071 —0.0820 0.0072 0.0190

| —0.0187  —0.2168  0.0190 0.0502 |

0.0253 0.0204 0.1558
and S5 = {00204 0.0164 0.1253
0.1558 0.1253 0.9583

>
— %
I

The G, G2 in (4) and (5) and the Lagrangian multipliers are

0.0442  —0.0357 0.0929 —0.0420
1= ) 2 =
—0.0357 —0.0929 —0.0420 —-0.1017
0.1459  —0.0357 0.2033  —0.0420
1= ) W2 =
—0.0357  0.0087 —0.0420  0.0087

A1 =0.1016, Ap = 0.1104.

It can be easily verified that the KKT conditions in (4)-(7 aatisfied.
The A; and A, that satisfy (97) and (98) (or (27) and (28)) are

A1 =0.0992 and A; =0.1156,
and thes? anda? in (91)-(94) are
o7 = 0.9874 > 57 = 0.6277
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03 = 0.9891 > 53 = 0.4643.

Therefore, by Theorem 3, the sum-rate capacity of this MI&&nael is achieved by treating interference
as noise.

We can also verify condition (103) with
k1 =1.0994 and ko = 0.8133.

The O; and O, matrices in (33) and (34) are

0.0679 —0.0166
0, = and O, =
—0.0166  0.0041

0.1280
—0.0265

—0.0265

0.0055

Since W; > O;, by Theorem 2, the sum-rate capacity of this MISO channekliexed by treating
interference as noise.

The sum-rate capacity is
Ri + Ry = 0.7533 4 0.7009 = 1.4543.

Example 3: Consider a SIMO IC with channel vectors:

—1.8356
0.0668 |, fi=
0.0355

By —

and power constraint

The equivalent SIMO IC is

—0.2234
hl = )
0.9747

with power constraint

[ 1.1136 |
—0.0346
—0.2537

0.1179

P=P=1

[ 0.2458 |
0.0700
—0.6086

—1.2226

P, =3.3753 and P, =1.9304.

The corresponding channel parameters are

o1 = 0.5717x,

May 16, 2011

o = 0.4436m,

a1 = 0.3909,

0.1583
, fo=|-06714
—0.5161
0.6201
2 p—
0
as = 0.3845.
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We simply choose matriceA; and A, as in (143) and (144):

—0.2434 0 0.2537 0
Al = and AQ =
0.6094 O 0.6103 O

We havel — ATA; — AsAT =0, 1- A;AT — ATA, - 0and
radius(®;) = 0.2784 and radiug®;) = 0.2815.
Therefore, by Theorem 4 treating interference as noisesgehithe sum-rate capacity and
Ry 4+ Ry =0.7297 + 0.5317 = 1.2614.

We can also use Theorem 2 to verify the result. Tae and A, satisfy (27) and (28). The numerical
radius condition guarantees the existence3if and 35 to satisfy (17)-(19). Furthermore, we have
Wi =Wy = O1 = Oy = 0. Therefore, all the conditions in Theorem 2 are satisfied.

Example 4: In this example, we consider the maximum valuezpfor MISO and SIMO ICs to have
noisy interference with various choices Bf andf; or ;. For the symmetric MISO or SIMO IC, one
can use Theorem 3 and 4 to generate the same result as [32].Higr the SIMO ZICs, the maximum
as is 1 regardless of?; and o5 by Proposition 3. For the MISO ZIC, the maximum is shown in Fig.

2 by Proposition 2.

Example 5: In this example, we show that a MISO ZIC in which the noisyeiférence conditions in
Proposition 2 are violated and treating interference asendbes not achieve the sum-rate capacity.

Consider a MISO ZIC withP; = 1, P, = 10, a1 = 0, ag = 0.4, 61 = § andf = 7. As is shown
in Fig. 2, this MISO IC does not satisfy the noisy-interfezercondition. The maximum sum-rate by

treating interference as noisy is
Ry + Ry =1.3725

and is achieved by (108) and (109):

1 0 1.7566  3.8053
8] = and S;=
0 0 3.8053 8.2434

However, we consider a Han and Kobayashi achievable raterr¢@], [7] for the MISO ZIC:

1 P
Ri<zlog|1+—rP—

2 ( 1+fgspf2>

1 T
Ry < 5 log (1 +hL (S, +Sc)h2>
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1 T 1 Py + f3Scfs
< Z Z 1T J27c2
< o (1hg ) s (14 T

whereS,, andS, are respectively the covariance matrices for the inputorsdhat carry the private and

common messages. Then we can achieve a sum-rate of
Ry + Ry = 1.4093
by the sames] and a differentS; = S} + S; with

1.1542  2.2652 4.1906 0.9367
2.2652 4.4458 0.9367 0.2094

VI. CONCLUSION

We have studied the noisy-interference sum-rate capa€ityIMO ICs. Sufficient conditions for a
MIMO IC to achieve the sum-rate capacity by treating intesfece as noise have been obtained. For the
special cases of MISO and SIMO ICs, simplified conditionsehlbgen derived. These conditions largely

extend all the existing sufficient conditions.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Lemma 1
If we write the optimization problem in the standard form:
min f (z)
subjectto ¢; () <0, i=1,---,m
TEX (153)
then CQ5 in [39, p. 306] requires that there exist a vegter Ny (z*)* such that
vy @)y <0 Vje A (154)

wherez* is optimal for problem (153)57g; (z*) is the gradient ofy;(x) atz*, Ny (z*) is the normal
cone of X atz*, Ny (z*)" is the polar cone oy (z*), andA (z*) is index set of all the active inequality

constraints. Applying this theorem to our case, we need tb riatricesK;, i = 1,2, such that
K; € N5, (S])" =Ts, (S}) (155)

tr(K;) <0 iftr(SH)=n (156)
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0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
finm

Fig. 2. The maximum value of for a MISO ZIC with P, = 1 to have noisy interference.

wheresS; is the set of symmetric positive semi-definite matrices Wlith same dimension as that 8,
andTs, (S}) is the tangent cone &; at S}. The equality of (155) is due to the convexity 8f and [39,
Proposition 4.6.3, p. 254].

Define a sequence of matric¢¥ . }:
1 .
Yk:S’{—EU-dlaqnl,O,---,0]-UT, k=1,2------ (157)

whereU is a unitary matrix associated with the eigenvalue decoitipnsof S%, and; is the largest

eigenvalue ofS}:
S; = U -diagm,n2, -, ] - U (158)
Obviously, we have

(Yi} S, Yi#S] (159)
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lim Y, = S} (160)

k—o0
i Y, — St —~U -diagmn,0,---,0] - UT (161)
k—oo ||Vec(Yy — S7) || HVec(U -diagn:,0,---,0] - UT)||’
Therefore, by [39, Definition 4.6.2, p. 248]
K, 2 —U -diagn,0,---,0] - UL e Ts, (S}). (162)
Sincen, is the largest eigenvalue &, we have
tr(Ky)=—-m <0 iftr(S7)=1 >0. (163)

We can similarly findK, satisfying (155) and (156) fo83. Therefore, the constraint qualifications are

satisfied and there exist Lagrangian multipliarsand W, satisfying (4)-(7).

B. Proof of Lemma 2

To prove that the objective function of problem (16) is corecaverS,; andS,, it is equivalent to prove
that (23) is concave. By [31, Lemma 1], both the conditiomat@piesh (Hiz1¢ + Foxog + 21 |F1216 + 1)
andh (Hozoi + Fiz16 + 22|Fozog + ng) are concave. Therefore, by symmetry, it suffices to prove tha
h(Fiz1g +n1) — h (F1216 + 22|n2) is concave oveBS; andS,.

From (20) we have Cofgs|ny) = T — Ay35 AL, From (18), there exists a Gaussian veator
N (O,fl) where

Y= (I-A2'AL) -3y,

We further letz be independent of all other random vectors of interest, hed tve have

h(Fizig +n1) — h(F12i6 + 22n2) = h(F1zig +m1) — h (Fizig +n1 +v)
=T (’U; Fixic+n1 + v) . (164)

Define a binary random variabdg with probability mass functio®r(Q = 0) = gandPr(Q =1) = 1—q

where( < ¢ < 1. Let z; have mixed Gaussian distribution with conditional disitibn

o fr@ie=0=p(a") ~ N (0,57)
p(@1]Q) = {p(le _1)=p (il ) oy (o,s@) (165)

where

1 =qs{’ + (1-gs{”. (166)
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Then we have
—ql ('u; Flmgl) +ny +v> —(1-q)I (v; Flmg) +ny +v>
=—I(v;F1Z21 + n1 +v|Q)
=—h®|Q) + h(WF1Z +n; +v,Q)

(a)
< —I(v;Fi1z1 +n; +v)

(b)
< I (v; Fizic +n1 +v) (167)

where (a) is by the assumption th@tis independent ob and the fact that conditioning does not increase
entropy. In (b), we letc;; ~ N (0,S;). The inequality is by (166) and the fact that Gaussian naise i
the worst additive noise [43]. Therefore(Fizic +n1) — h (F1216 + 22|n2) is concave ovelS; and

So. Similarly, we can prove thai (Fozag +n2) — h (Fozog + 21|n1) IS also a concave function &
andS,.

C. Proof of Lemma 3
In the proof of [31, Lemma 9], if radiy®;) < % then there exisE; that satisfy
S =1-A, (I-A A7) A, (168)

andX; — AT A, is positive definite. Then it suffice to prove tHat Alzl‘lAlT is positive definite since
we can substitut®:; defined in (168) into (75) and obtain a positive defiriig.
Let X; = ATA; + X whereX > 0; then we have

o =T-AX'AT

Ay (X +ATA,) T AT

—
S
=

I-—
I-—

—
Y=

(
Ay (X +TATT) " AT
1— A (T +TATT) " AT

I- AT I+ A) P TTAT (169)

where in (a) we letAT A; = TATT be the eigenvalue decomposition Af A; andTT? =T and A
is a diagonal matrix with non-negative diagonal elememgb)), we letn be the smallest eigenvalue of

X. SinceX is symmetric positive definite, we have> 0. The inequality of (b) is by the facX > nl.
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SinceI — BTB is positive definite if and only ifl — BB” is positive definite, we only need to

prove thatT — (n1+A)"2 TTATA,T (nI + A)~= is positive definite, which is obviously true since
TTATA,T = A andn > 0.
We have proved that if radiy®;) < % then there exisE; = ATA; and X, = 0 that satisfy (74)

and (75). Now we need to prove th&t = AT A,, which is true by the fact — A222‘1A§ =35>0
and [31, Lemma 6].

By symmetry, if radiué®,) < % we also have positive definite solutions. The equivaleretevéen
(76) and (77) is by [31, Lemma 6].
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