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Abstract

Abstract

This thesis investigates the performance of a wireless communication system using
a so-called equalizer. The specific environment in which the wireless communication
system is used is called the communication channel. Since wireless systems usually are
mobile the channel is a random quantity changing according to the dynamic environ-
ment. The channel distorts the transmitted signals, and it is necessary to compensate
for this distortion in the design of the system. One way of reducing the effect of the
distortion is to use an equalizer in the receiver, which attempts to reverse the effect
of the channel and thereby restore the original signal. As a measure of performance
of the system the minimum means square error (MMSE) is used. The MMSE value
is determined for each channel making it a random quantity. It is interesting to de-
scribe the distribution of the MMSE for a given channel model, since it then would
be possible to give confidence bands on the performance of the system. The MMSE
depends on the bandwidth B used by the communication system. In modern ultra
wide band (UWB) systems very large bandwidths are used making asymptotic results
for increasing bandwidth interesting. The problem of an asymptotic characterization
of the MMSE is the starting point of this thesis.

First a mathematical model for the communication system is presented. In this model
two different equalizers are introduced: The infinite and the finite equalizer, which
give rise to two different MMSEs denoted respectively MMSE_, and MMSE,. The
communication channel can be described via the channel response or equivalently the
Fourier transform of this response called the transfer function H. Due to the random
nature of the channel this is a stochastic process, and it turns out that this process
determines MMSE__ uniquely as

1 /B o2
MMSE_ = —/ — _df,
BJo [H(HP++

where o2 is the noise power, p is the signal to noise ratio, and B denotes the band-
width.

A Drief simulation study indicates a central limit theorem (CLT) holds for MMSE.,,
and the rest of the thesis is devoted to the investigation of this. As a background
for this investigation a wide range of topics within the field of stochastic processes is
presented. Especially a detailed proof of a CLT for continuous time stochastic pro-
cesses is given. This establishes that under suitable conditions the normalized integral
for a stochastic process is asymptotically Gaussian, when the integration limit grows
to infinity. For this to hold a key assumption is weak dependence of the stochastic
process. The concept of weak dependence is defined via mixing properties, and this
topic is also studied. In this classical central limit theory the process is not allowed to
depend on the integration limit, which the process H does. To deal with this problem
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it is necessary to consider the limiting behavior of H as B grows. A powerful tool
for studying asymptotics of stochastic processes is weak convergence in metric spaces,
and a brief introduction to this topic is provided.

Finally the properties of MMSE_, MMSE,, and H are studied, and a weak limit
of H is determined. Furthermore it is proven that under suitable conditions a CLT
holds for MMSE__, and finally it is proven that MMSE, approximates MMSE_, for

N — 00, which is used to give a condition ensuring the CLT behavior is inherited by
MMSE,.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1.1 Introduction

In recent years ultra wide band (UWB) techniques have gained considerable interest
as a novel approach to high speed wireless communications both over short range
and for longer range systems as e.g. positioning systems. One of the effects of the
large bandwidth in UWB communication systems is the possibility of using short time
intervals for symbol transmission and of thereby increasing the data rate. An estimate
of the bandwidth B used by a communication system is B = 1/T, where T is the
symbol time of the system. Therefore a bandwidth of e.g. 1 GHz corresponds to a
symbol time of 7" = 1 ns. When the transmitting antenna in a wireless communication
system transmits a given sequence of symbols modulated into radio waves it will be
reflected on various objects present in the propagation medium. This leads to several
different propagation paths between the transmitter and receiver as illustrated in
Figure 1.1. The waves always travel at the constant speed of light, which means that
the signal at the receiver will be a superposition of delayed versions of the symbol
sequence corresponding to different propagation paths. This type of signal corruption
is called inter symbol interference (ISI) since previously transmitted symbols interfere
with the new symbols at the receiver due to the various propagation delays.

Figure 1.1: Schematic representation of different propagation paths from the trans-
mitter antenna 7}, to the receiver antenna R, leading to ISI.

A common way of reducing the effect of the ISI is to include an equalizer in the receiver
part of the communication system. There are several types of both linear and non-
linear equalizers that are used today, but here we will only treat linear equalizers and
specifically we will study characteristics of the minimum mean square error (MMSE)
linear equalizer.

1.1.1 System model

It is assumed that we wish to transmit a sequence of information symbols & = {z;}>°,
over a communication channel. We assume that x; € S, where S = {s1,...,$,} and
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s; € C for i =1,...,n. The information symbols are unknown a priori and they are
assumed to be independent identically distributed (iid) on S. The task of modulating
the information symbols into continuous time signals and the demodulation of these
signals is the topic of digital modulation and it will not be treated here. A text book
introduction to various digital modulation techniques can be found in Proakis (2001)
or in the lecture notes Cioffi (2005). One of the main results is that the continuous
time communication system can be modeled by an equivalent discrete time system,
which often will simplify the analysis of the system. The transmission time of each
discrete information symbol is called the symbol time T" and we will assume through-
out the thesis that the transmission uses the bandwidth B = 1/T.

We assume the equivalent discrete time system model specifically is as illustrated in
Figure 1.2. Here it is assumed that the effect of the communication channel can be
divided into two separate parts. Firstly the channel introduces ISI modeled by a
convolution with the so called channel response h? = (h§,...,h7_;), hf € C, such
that given h? and the input x the channel output y = {y;}>°,, due to this effect
alone, would be given by

y=h?xz.

The output is thus explicitly given by
L-1

Yi = Z hfl'i,l, i € 7.
1=0

The second part of the channel is assumed to add white complex Gaussian noise to
the signal, and it is thus called an Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) channel.

ISI AWGN

channel channel

. SBS N
St LTS DO

n; ~ CN(0, £n)

Figure 1.2: Discrete time equivalent model of a communication system with symbol
time T operating over the bandwidth B = 1/7T.
The final output is then given by

y=hlxx+n,

where the elements of the sequence n = {n;}*>°, are assumed to be iid with n; ~
CN(0,02). For each i, y; is given by

L-1
Yi = Z hfl‘i_l + n;, i € 7. (11)
=0
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It is clear from this model that the output at time j only depends on the input values
in the time interval (—oo, j], and we say that the system is causal. It is straight for-
ward to extend the model to non-causal systems where we have h’ # 0 for some [ < 0.

At the receiver an equalizer is used to reduce the effect of the ISI, which is done by
convolving the channel output y with the equalizer response w = {w;}5°, w; € C to

obtain the equalizer output z = {2;}°°_ given by

S
2 = Zw]—yi,j, i € 7.
=0

Finally each z; € C is mapped to an estimate &; € S by a symbol-by-symbol (SBS)
detector. In order to achieve good performance of the system the equalizer response
w must be chosen according to some criterion based on knowledge of the channel
response h?. Here we will focus on the MMSE linear equalizer, which we elaborate
on in the following.

1.1.2 MMSE equalization

This short introduction to MMSE equalization is based on Cioffi (2005) and a more
thorough exposition can be found there. We assume the channel response h? is known
at the receiver such that the equalizer response w is chosen given h?. Furthermore
we always assume the mean noise power o2 (the variance of the noise distribution) to
be known along with the signal power, which we denote 2. Often we are interested
in the relative size of the signal compared to the noise called the signal to noise ratio
(SNR), which is defined by
o3
p= g (1.2)
With this information available at the receiver we need a criterion of optimality to
choose the equalizer response by, and in this thesis we will use the MMSE defined
below.

Definition 1.1.1. Let a communication system as shown in Figure 1.2 use bandwidth
B to communicate over a channel of length L. If an equalizer with response w =
{w; }§° is used, the mean square error, MSE"”, and the minimum mean square error,
MMSEZ? | respectively are given by

MSEZ" = E(||; — z]%),
and
MMSE®" = minE(||z; — z||?),
w

where z; is the equalizer output and z; is the input symbol. O
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The subscript oo refers to the response of the equalizer having infinite length, which
in another setting discussed later will be finite. Since both the input process & and
the noise process n are assumed stationary the choice of index i in Definition 1.1.1
does not matter and the definition is consistent.

Intuitively it is clear that this is a sensible optimality criterion since a small MSE
means the equalizer output is close to the actual transmitted information symbols
suggesting that fewer estimation errors will be made. Furthermore it is intuitively
reasonable that the MMSE value can be used as a parameter describing the per-
formance of a communication system. A system with a small MMSE is preferable
compared to a system with a high MMSE.

In Cioffi (2005) it is shown that the value of the MMSE can be calculated by

2
On

1 B
MMSE®* = —/ S — (1.3)
B Jo [H™(f)]>+

where p is the SNR defined in (1.2), and H"” is the discrete time Fourier transform
of h? given by

L—1
H™(f)=> hfexp(-2mif§), feR (1.4)
=0

This is known as the transfer function or frequency response of the channel and it
is used to describe the properties of a communication channel in the frequency domain.

The deterministic expression for MMSEZX® in (1.3) relies on the transfer function H*?
being known, but as we will discuss in the following section the channel response h?
and thereby also H*” is actually modeled by a stochastic process.

1.1.3 Channel model

The channel response is determined by the physical nature of the channel, which is
dynamically changing for a wireless channel and therefore the channel response h?
is a stochastic process. We will however assume that it is constant for each period
of use. It is assumed the mean power of the channel over time can be described by
a non-negative continuous time function p called the power delay profile (PDP). We
will assume the channel is causal with normalized power and therefore:

(i) p(t)=0fort <0

(i) [ p(t)dt =1,
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which means that p is a probability density function (pdf). The PDP is assumed to
determine the mean power of the discrete time channel response by

1+1
B

()T
E(hP[?) = vf = /ZT p(t)dt = /_ p(t)dt. (1.5)

B

~

N

0 T 2T 3T 4T 5T 6T 4 8T

Figure 1.3: Example of a power delay profile. The variance of h{,...,h7_; is
determined by the integral of p over the corresponding sampling interval.

Furthermore we assume (h{, ..., h7_,) are obtained from iid complex valued stochas-
tic variables Xy, ..., X—1 with E(X;) = 0 and Var(X;) = 1 as h = o/ X, where
of = ﬁ . The distribution of X; is called the channel distribution and we will
often assume this to be the complex Gaussian distribution, which is common in the
literature (Jakes, 1994).

Figure 1.3 is a schematic representation of p and the relation to the mean power of

oy---,h7_4. The PDP is an idealized model of how the power in the channel is
distributed. If we were to use measuring equipment with unlimited sensitivity we
would on average observe an amount of power at all times. This limit corresponds
to the channel length L = oo, and it is seen in this case the mean total power of the
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channel response is 1, since

(Zlhz I2> =§; (1n7' )
>

5
= / p(t)dt
=075
= [ pydt=1
0

It is also remarked that if B is increased it will usually be natural to increase L simul-
taneously. It is clear that if L is fixed, we integrate over a smaller and smaller interval
when B is increased, implying that we incorporate less and less of the channel power
in the model. If L/B is kept constant during the increase of L, B we keep the channel
power constant, which can be interpreted physically as fixing the sensitivity of the
measuring equipment. Another type of asymptotics that is reasonable to consider is
when the ratio L/B increases as L and B are increased. This setting corresponds
to both using larger bandwidth and more sensitive equipment, and it has the math-
ematically attractive property that in the limit we incorporate all the power of the
channel in the model.

1.1.4 Finite MMSE equalization

While the previous setup is nice from a theoretical point of view there are some issues
regarding the practical implementation that need to be considered. It is very diffi-
cult to implement an equalizer with an infinite response and in practice the equalizer
will have a response of finite length V. In this section we will describe finite MMSE
equalization, which for a fixed N aims to find the choice of wy = (wy,...,wy_,)
that minimizes the MSE of the system.

We define the vector y; = (y,, .. .,yi_(N_l))T which is the equalizer input for the
finite equalizer with response of length N (often called the length of the equalizer).
A standard method to calculate a convolution is a matrix-vector product, which we
will do in the following. Using (1.1) we have

hg - WP, O T T
Yi O : + : (16)
hg .. h’z_l Ti—(L+N-2) Ni—(N—-1)
= Hz; + n;,

where we have defined the Nx(L+N—1) dimensional channel matrix H, the input
vector x; and the noise vector n;. The equalizer output at time ¢ is then z; = wyy;.
From (1.6) it is seen that z; contains information of the symbols z;_ (14 n—2),. ., T
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and we could choose the equalizer response wy in order to obtain an estimate on
any of these. We thus use z; as an estimate of the input symbol x; A, where A is
called the delay of the equalizer, and depending on the structure of the channel it
may be advantageous to choose one delay rather than the other. Accordingly we have
an extra parameter involved in the design of the equalizer leading to the following
modification of the MMSE in Definition 1.1.1.

Definition 1.1.2. Let a communication system as shown in Figure 1.2 use bandwidth
B to communicate over a channel of length L. If an equalizer with response wy =
(wy, ..., wy _ ) and delay A is used the mean square error, MSEZ” and the minimum
mean square error, MMSE%” respectively are defined as

MSEY” = E([[zi—a — 2i1%),
and
MMSEY” = minmin E(||z;_a — 2,
W N A

where z; is the equalizer output and x;_A is the input symbol. O

Given the channel response h” along with the signal and noise power o2 and o2
respectively, Cioffi (2005) finds an expression for both the optimal choice of w, and
the corresponding value of MMSE%?. For our purposes only the latter is necessary
and it is given by

—1
MMSE* = 02 min diag (HH + /131) . (1.7)

It should be noticed that for a given channel we always have MMSEZ® < MMSE}”
since the finite equalizer is a sub-model of the infinite equalizer. Obviously if the
optimal finite response is wy = (wy,...,wy _,) we could simply choose the infinite
response as w = (...,0,0,w,,...,wy _41,0,0,...) to obtain the same MSE.

1.2 Simulations

To illustrate the behavior of the performance measure MMSE”” introduced in Section
1.1 we present a simulation study of the distribution of MMSE~” in a specific setup.
For simplicity we fix the signal and noise power to 1, i.e. 02 = 02 = 1, corresponding
to a signal to noise ratio of p = 1. We need to choose a probability distribution
on the positive real half line as the PDP. Several different distributions have been
used in the literature, and Pereira et al. (2006) suggests that either the exponential
distribution or the Rayleigh distribution can be used. As an illustration we use the
Rayleigh distribution illustrated in Figure 1.3, which has density and distribution

function given by

p(z) = 2z exp(—x?) and F(z) =1 — exp(—2?).
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We wish to study the distribution of MMSE~" as the bandwidth B tends to infinity
corresponding to the usage of large bandwidth in UWB systems. In the analytical
study of this problem in Chapter 3 it is necessary to assume the channel length L
grows such that L/B — oo, which is done here by setting B = B(L) = v/L (or equiv-
alently L = B?). Finally we assume the channel distribution to be complex Gaussian.

Given this assumptions we can simulate a channel response hf, ..., h7_; by drawing
L iid complex Gaussian variables Xg,..., X 1 and set
B B
hl =0 Xl,
where

L=25 and B=5 L=100 and B=10
L +
0.09F T
z 2z 0.90F
3 =R
8 8 oost
o o 00p
0.01F &
£ 1 1 1 1 1 7+-"1\*> 1 1 1 1 1
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2
Standardized MMSE Standardized MMSE
L=400 and B=20 L=900 and B=30
+ L +
059 -7 090fF e -
Z 080 2z 0.00F
Z 075 F 075
® 050 B 050F
S 035 S 025F
a 010 o 010
0.01 4+ 0.01F
L+t + Z+_-’¢
-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2
Standard zed MMSE Standardized MMSE
L=1600 ard B=40 L=2500 and B=50
T E s
0.59 0.951 :
Z 080 Z 090
i Gig
S 0,25 S 0tk
a 010 & 010F
0.01 0.01F
- n e
i . . . . . . e . . . . . .
-3 -2 -1 [ 1 2 3 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
Standardized MMSE Standardized MMSE

Figure 1.4: Quantile-quantile plot of 1000 standardized simulated MMSEs for six
different values of L, B.

Given the channel response we have a deterministic expression for the transfer func-
tion H™?, and correspondingly a deterministic integral expression for MMSEX" in
(1.3), which can be evaluated by standard quadrature methods. The results given
here are obtained using MATLAB, where the standard quadrature algorithm is an
adaptive Simpson sum algorithm. For each bandwidth B = 5,10, 20, 30,40,50 we
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have simulated 1000 channel responses and correspondingly calculated 1000 values
of MMSEZX? which we for each L, B have standardized by the empirical mean and
standard deviation. The Q-Q plots for the standardized values are shown in Figure
1.4. For small values of L the distribution looks non-Gaussian, whereas the Gaussian
assumption seems to be reasonable for large L. It is on the basis of these observations
we set forth to study the asymptotic properties of the random variable MMSEX® and
the transfer function H*” used to calculate it.

If a finite equalizer is used the performance measure is denoted MMSEL”, which we
also wish to characterize. In this case we rely on a result in Chapter 3, where it is
proven that for fixed L, B the distribution of MMSE%” converges to the distribution
of MMSEZ®. We would thus obtain results arbitrarily close in distribution to the
results given here by choosing N sufficiently large, and therefore the simulations are
not carried out in this case.

1.3  Problem delimitation

As mentioned in the preface the subject of this thesis was inspired by the unpub-
lished work in Pereira et al. (2006). They have conjectured that it is possible to prove
asymptotic normality of MMSEZ® given by (1.3) when we let the bandwidth B and
the channel length L tend to infinity. Furthermore they have realized that the expres-
sion (1.7) for MMSEX® corresponds to a Riemann sum approximation of MMSEZ”,
such that the pointwise convergence MMSEL® — MMSEZ” holds for N — oo, which
we verify in detail in Section 3.3. This result leads us to conjecture that the asymp-
totic normality of MMSEZ” is inherited by MMSEL”.

The two conjectures are:

Conjecture 1.3.1. Under suitable conditions there exist u,0 € R such that for
L, B — oo we have
VB

= (MMSE;B - u) 2, N(0, 1),

where 2 denotes convergence in distribution.

Conjecture 1.3.2. Under suitable conditions exist ,0 € R such that for L, By N —

oo we have
VB
= (MMSE@B - u) 2 N(0,1).

The aim of this thesis is to study these conjectures and outline how they can be
proved. In order to do this we will study the transfer function H*? given by (1.4),
which is a complex-valued stochastic process. We wish to find a limit of this process
when L, B — oo, denoted H*, and determine the properties of this limiting transfer
function.
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1.3.1 Outline

In the following we give an outline of how the rest of the thesis is structured.

Chapter 2 contains the necessary topics from the theory of stochastic processes. Sec-
tions 2.1 and 2.2 briefly review basic properties of random variables and stochastic
processes, and they mainly serve as a way to introduce a consistent notation and to
provide a reference on some necessary results. Section 2.3 covers mixing properties
of stochastic processes, which is an essential assumption to prove a continuous CLT,
which is done in detail in Section 2.4. This CLT ensures that the integral of a stochas-
tic process is asymptotically Gaussian under suitable conditions and normalizations,
and it is thus a natural step in proving the conjectures. Finally Section 2.5 finishes
the chapter with a brief description of weak convergence in metric spaces and provides
results used to determine the limiting transfer function H>.

Chapter 3 presents the specific results obtained for MMSE™?, MMSEL”, H"*?  and
H> in this thesis. In Section 3.1 it is shown that the limit H>~ must be a complex
Gaussian process with marginal distribution CA/(0, 1) and autocovariance function p,
where p denotes the Fourier transform of the power delay profile of the channel. In
Section 3.2 it is proven that if H"” is substituted by the limiting process H> in (1.3)
asymptotic normality holds. Furthermore conditions are given to ensure the asymp-
totic normality also holds for MMSEZ”. Section 3.3 presents the results for MMSEX”.
First for fixed L, B it is shown that MMSE;® — MMSEZ® pointwise for N — oo.
Then extensions to ensure the distributional properties of MMSEZ? are inherited by
MMSEL” are considered. Finally Section 3.4 discusses the results obtained in the
chapter and especially the imposed assumptions are reviewed.

Chapter 4 rounds off the thesis with a conclusion and a discussion of possible future
work within this area.

Appendix A consists of three sections. Sections A.1 and A.2 serve as a reference
on some necessary results and no proofs for these are given. In Section A.3 some
auxiliary lemmas used in Chapters 2 and 3 are presented. These lemmas constitute
important steps in some of the proofs given in the thesis, and they are all proved in
detail. The results have merely been moved to the appendix to smooth the flow of
the main exposition.









CHAPTER 2

Selected topics in stochastic processes

To treat the problem of Chapter 1 rigorously some results on stochastic processes are
needed. These will be outlined in this chapter.

2.1 Random Variables

A real random variable is a measurable mapping X :  — R, where (2,&,P) is a
probability space and we use (R, B(R), ) as the measurable space X maps to, where
B(-) denotes the Borel o-algebra and pu is the Lebesgue measure. The distribution F
of X is the measure induced on B(R) by P. Thus for any Borel set A, F(A) = P(X €
A). The distribution of X is also referred to as the law of X, denoted £(X). The
distribution function, which we also denote F, is the function from R to [0, 1] given
by F(z) = P(X < z). The distribution function will also be used notationally when
we integrate with respect to a probability distribution. I.e. if F' is the distribution
function of the random variable X and we wish to integrate a function f with respect
to this probability distribution we use either of the following notations:

[t@ar [swire) [ r@ipeso)

If X follows a standard normal distribution denoted X ~ AN(0,1) we denote the
distribution function ® rather than F'

2.1.1 Conditional expectation

We will need a few results on conditional expectations, which are presented here.

Definition 2.1.1. Let X be a random variable on the probability space (2, &, P). If
F is a o-algebra contained in £ we define the conditional expectation of X given F
denoted E(X|F) as the random variable satisfying

(i) E(X|F) is measurable with respect to F.

(i) [,E(X|F)dP = [, XdP for all A € F. 0

The existence of such a random variable is proved in Billingsley (1986) to which we
refer for more details on conditional expectation. From the definition it is clear that

EE(X|F) - |

E(X|F)dP = / XdP =E(X), (2.1)

which is referred to as the law of total expectation.
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Another useful property is that if X is measurable with respect to the conditional
o-algebra it behaves like a constant with respect to the conditional expectation, i.e.
if X is measurable with respect to F, and if Y and XY are integrable, then

E(XY|F) = XE(Y|F) (2.2)
with probability 1 (Billingsley, 1986, Theorem 34.3.).

2.1.2  Stochastic convergence

Since a large part of this thesis is concerned with asymptotic properties of stochastic
processes and variables it is important first to clarify what is meant by the various
types of convergence that are used. We let (X,,) denote an entire sequence of random
variables

oy, X9, Xo, X1, .-

whereas X,, refers specifically to the n’th random variable of this sequence. This
notation will also be carried over to the case of stochastic processes as we shall see
later.

Definition 2.1.2. A sequence of random variables (X,,) is said to converge weakly
to the random variable X if the distribution function F,, of X,, converges pointwise
to the distribution function F' of X at all continuity points of F. I.e. if

at all continuity points of F'. This is also called convergence in distribution or law
and it is denoted either
X, 2 X or lim £(X,)=L(X). 0O
Definition 2.1.3. A sequence of random variables (X,,) is said to converge in prob-
ability to the random variable X if for all € > 0
lim P(|X, — X|>¢) =0,

n—oo
and convergence in probability is denoted X, 2 X. O

Definition 2.1.4. A sequence of random variables (X,,) is said to converge almost
surely (a.s.) to the random variable X if

lim X, (w) = X(w)
for all w € Q\N, where P(N) = 0. This is also called convergence almost everywhere
or convergence with probability 1, and we denote it X,, *> X.

If N = () we say X,, converges surely, pointwise or everywhere to X, which is denoted
X, — X. O
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These definitions of convergence have been listed in ascending order of strength mean-
ing
X, —»X = XX = X,2X = X,2X

There are several useful equivalent characterizations of convergence in distribution,
which are known as the Portmanteau Lemma, but we shall only need one of these.

Lemma 2.1.5. X,, 2 X if and only if E[f(X,)] — E[f(X)] for all bounded, contin-
uous functions f.

Another fundamental property of weak convergence is that it is conserved under
continuous mappings as stated below (van der Vaart and Wellner, 1996, Theorem
1.3.6).

Theorem 2.1.6. If g : R — R is continuous and X, = X, then g(X,) = g(X).

In the case of convergence in distribution to a constant ¢ we have the following result
due to Slutsky.

Lemma 2.1.7. If X, > X and Y,, > c then
X, +Y, 2 X +ec.

Since convergence in probability implies convergence in distribution the lemma also
holds with Y;, & ¢, which is a often used version of the result. In fact it can be shown,
that when the limiting random variable is a constant, convergence in distribution and

in probability are equivalent. Le. Y,, 2 ¢ if and only if Y, Lo (van der Vaart, 1998,
Theorem 2.7(iii)).

A powerful tool in the theory of convergence of random variables is the characteristic
function defined below.

Definition 2.1.8. For a random variable X the characteristic function ¢ : R — C of
X is given by

o0

¢(t) = E(exp(itX)) = / exp(itz)dP. 0

The importance of the characteristic function is apparent in the following theorem
(Billingsley, 1986, Theorem 26.3.)

Theorem 2.1.9. Let (X,) be a sequence of random wvariables with corresponding
characteristic functions ¢, and let the random variable X have characteristic function
¢. Then the following two statements are equivalent.

(i) Xp 2 X
(i) &n(t) — &(t) for all t € R.
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2.1.3 Central limit theorem for triangular arrays

A classical result on convergence of stochastic variables is the CLT for triangular
arrays, which we for convenience recall here (Billingsley, 1986, p. 368-369). Suppose
that for each n € N we have k,, independent random variables and let k,, — oo for
n — oo then we have the following triangular array

Let
Sk, = Zan and 0,% = Var Sk ZVar nj)

Then the CLT for triangular arrays states as follows.

Theorem 2.1.10. Suppose that for each n € N the random variables X1, ..., Xnk
are dependent with E(X,,;) =0, j=1,...,k,. If for alle >0

n

hm,}j /‘ 22dP(X,; < z) =0, (2.3)
n—00 Jk lz|>eok,
then g
Zkn D, A7(0, 1) asmn — oo.
Ok

n

The condition (2.3) is called the Lindeberg condition, which we will refer to later.

2.1.4 Complex random variables

In the following the concept of a random variable is extended to be complex-valued
rather than real-valued.

Definition 2.1.11. A mapping Z :  — C is called a complex random variable if
there exist real random variables X,Y defined on €2, such that

Z =X +iY. 0

For complex random variables we let E(Z) = E(X) + iE(Y) and Cov(Z1,22) =
E[(Z1—E(Z1))(Z2 — E(Z2))], such that the variance Var(Z) = Cov(Z, Z) = E(ZZ)—
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E(Z)E(Z) is a non-negative real number if it exists.

One of the most important examples of a complex random variable is the complex
normal distribution, which we define through the two dimensional real normal dis-
tribution as in Andersen et al. (1995). If we let [] : C? — R?? denote the natural
bijection, between complex and real vectors, given by

o= (niey ) =€

then the complex normal distribution is defined as

Definition 2.1.12. A complex random variable X follows a complex normal distri-
bution, with mean p € C and variance 02 € R if [X] ~ Ng([u], "72[2). This is
denoted X ~ CN (u,0?). O

A useful property directly inherited from the usual two dimensional Gaussian distri-
bution with independent marginals is isotropy, i.e. the complex normal distribution is
invariant to rotation. If we consider the magnitude of a complex Gaussian stochastic
variable we obtain the Rayleigh distribution, which is treated in the following.

The Rayleigh Distribution

Let X ~ CN(0,20?), then the density of [X] is

1 p[_(x%w%)}

fix) (w1, 22) = 2w X 202

Transforming this into modulus/argument representation (X = Rg) using the trans-
formation theorem yields

Fro(n8) = —— exp |~ (2.4)
ROWLY) = a2 P | Tog2 | '

since the inverse Jacobian of the transform between Cartesian coordinates and mod-
ulus/argument representation is r. The expression (2.4) is seen to be independent of
the phase 6 which means that p(r, ) = p(r)p(#). We furthermore have

fe(0) /OO : “la-L <<

= ——eX [ _

© 0 oma? P | T 202 | T o U=
2

f(r)—/QWLe —i 6 = — exp | ——— 0<r (2.5)
U o 2mo? P T2 T 2P| T2 - '

Thus if X ~ CN(0,202) or equivalently [X] ~ N3(0,02%15), then the distribution of
R = |X] is independent of the phase and the density is given by (2.5). A distribution
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with this density is called a Rayleigh distribution with parameter . This is denoted
R ~ Rayleigh(o), and the mean and variance are given by

E(R) =0 %
Var(r) = & 72”)02

Since we often work with squared magnitudes we wish to describe the distribution of
Y = R? as well. Using the transformation theorem for the transformation ¢(r) = r?
yields

This is seen to be the density of the exponential distribution with mean 202, such
that if X ~ CN(0,20?) then |X|? ~ Exp(5iz).

2.2 Stochastic processes

We will work with stochastic processes with both real and complex values, and there-
fore the majority of definitions and results are done for the complex case. Thus in
this thesis the term stochastic process allows complex values unless stated otherwise.
The section is based on Doob (1953).

A stochastic (or random) process (X;) is a family of complex random variables X,
t € T C R, defined on the same probability space (Q,&, P). If T is countable the
process is said to be a discrete time process and otherwise it is called a continuous
time process. For discrete time processes we usually work with T = Z or T = Ny
while continuous time processes usually have T'= R or 7= R, U{0}. The subscript ¢
is used both in general and when we only consider continuous time processes, whereas
a discrete time process often will be denoted (X,,) or (X;). A stochastic process (X;)
is called strict sense stationary if for all A and all finite collections {t1,...,t,}

L((Xtysos Xi)) = L((Kpyny oo Xoogn)) -

The process is called wide sense stationary if E(]X;|?) < oo for all t € T and if
E(X,) and the autocovariance function R, (s,t) = E(Xs4:X?) does not depend on s.
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While strict sense stationarity implies wide sense stationarity the opposite is not true
in general, but it does hold for Gaussian processes. When the process is wide sense
stationary the autocovariance function is considered as a function of only one variable
R, : T — C. It can be shown to be a continuous and positive definite function, which
implies it has spectral representation (Ibragimov and Linnik, 1971, p. 291)

R, (t)= / exp(itA)dF'(X), (2.6)
where the spectral function F' is bounded and non-decreasing. The totally finite Borel
measure g on R induced by F is called the spectral measure of (X;). If p is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure it has a density f, which we call the
spectral density of (X;).

A stochastic process (X;) is a function of two variables (T,9) and (X;) is called
measurable, if it is measurable with respect to the product o-algebra generated by
the Lebesgue measure on T and the probability measure P on 2. The concept of
measurable stochastic processes is very convenient when working with integrals as
the following theorem illustrates (Doob, 1953, Theorem 2.7).

Theorem 2.2.1. Let (X;) be a measurable stochastic process. Then for almost all
w € Q the sample function X (w) : T — C is measurable. If E(X(w)) exists fort € T,
it defines a measurable function of t. If A C T is Lebesque measurable and

/ E(|X¢(w)|)dt < oo
A

then almost all sample functions are Lebesgue integrable over A.

For a given stochastic process (X;) it is natural to consider the minimal o-algebra
M(X) on Q making every random variable X; measurable. This is the o-algebra
generated by events of the form

A={weQ: [X, (w),..., X, (w)] € A}, (2.7)

where {t1,...,t,} € T and A is a n-dimensional Borel set. Later we will need
some smaller o-algebras M?(X) generated by the sets of the form (2.7), where
{t1,...,tn} € (a,b)NT. Le. Mb(X) is the smallest o-algebra such that each random
variable X; of the stochastic process (X;) truncated to the interval (a, b) is measurable.

When we study continuous time processes we shall always assume that the process is
stochastically continuous such that for almost all ¢t we have X, 4 2, X, for s — 0. This
includes most processes of interest and especially it covers all the cases needed here,
but it is worth noticing, that white noise processes are not stochastically continuous
and thus not covered by the analysis done here. An important implication of stochastic
continuity is that the process almost surely is measurable in the following sense (Doob,
1953, Theorem 2.6, p. 61).
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Theorem 2.2.2. Let (X;), t € T be a stochastic process with a Lebesgue measurable
parameter set T'. Suppose that for all € > 0

hIIlOP(‘XtJ,_g — Xt| > 6) = O,

for all t € T\N where u(N) = 0. Then there is a process (X;), t € T defined on the
same measurable space (2, E, P) which is measurable, and for which

P(X)(w) = Xi(w)) =1, teT.

This result ensures that to every stochastically continuous process (X;) corresponds
a measurable process (X;), which is almost surely equal to the original process (Xj).
In this thesis the measurable version of (X;) will always be used such that integrals
of stochastically continuous processes will be meaningful. In Section 2.4 the limiting
distribution of such integrals is studied, but first we need to introduce the concept of
mixing for stochastic processes.

2.3 Mixing

In this section we will clarify what is meant by weakly dependent stochastic processes
using the concept of mixing. This introduction only covers what is necessary in con-
nection with the CLT in Section 2.4, and it is based on Ibragimov and Linnik (1971).

As usual the underlying probability space is denoted (€2, &, P). We denote by L?(€)
the set of real functions measurable with respect to £, which are square integrable.
For any two o-algebras F,G C £ we define the two measures of dependence o and p
by

a(F,G) =sup{|P(A)P(B) — P(ANDB)|: Ac F,B€G} (2.8)
and

p(F.G) =sup {|Corr(X,Y)|: X € L*(F),Y € L*(G)},
where the correlation between two random variables X and Y as usual is given by

Cov(X,Y)
V/Var(X)Var(Y)
In the literature several other measure of dependence of o-algebras are studied (for

reviews see Doukhan, 1994; Bradley, 2005), but in this exposition only the two men-
tioned above are necessary.

Corr(X,Y) =
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For a given stochastic process (X;) with T=Z or T=R we define the two mixing
coefficients

ax(r) = sup {a (ML (X), M%.(X)) }

teT

and
px(r) =sup { p( ML (X), M3E(X)) |

Clearly for strictly stationary processes the value is independent of ¢ and thus
ax(r) = a( M (X), MX(X)) (2.9)
and

px(7) = p( M (), MZ(X)). (2.10)

Since we will only consider mixing properties of stationary processes (2.9) and (2.10)
will be taken as definitions of ax and py.

Definition 2.3.1. A stationary process (X;) is said to be strongly mixing or a-
mixing if ay(7) — 0 for 7 — oo and (X;) is called completely regular or p-mixing if
px(7) — 0 for 7 — oo. Furthermore p is called the maximal correlation coefficient. [J

A general property of the mixing coefficients is that ax (7) < px(7) for all 7, such that
complete regularity implies strong mixing. The converse is not true in general, but
for Gaussian processes the Kolmogorov-Rozanov Theorem (Doukhan, 1994, Theorem
1, page 57) states that

ax(7) < px(7) < 2max(7),

and in this case the two mixing conditions are equivalent since if ay(7) — 0 for
T — 00, then py(7) — 0 for 7 — oo and vice versa.

The following theorem is essential in the proof of the CLT in Section 2.4 (Ibragimov
and Linnik, 1971, Theorem 17.2.1.).

Theorem 2.3.2. Let the real stationary stochastic process (X;) be strongly mizing.
If € is measurable with respect to M'._ (X)) and n with respect to M35 (X)), and if
|§| < (i, |77| < Oy, then

[E(§n) — E(§E(n)| < 4C1C20x(T). (2.11)

Furthermore if (X:) is a complez-valued stochastic process (2.11) holds with 4 replaced
by 16.
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Proof. To ease the notation we let M%_ = M%_(X) and M = M>(X) in the
following. By stationarity it is suffices to consider ¢ = 0. The law of total expectation
(2.1) and (2.2) yields

E(¢n) =E[E(&nIM° )] = E[EE(n|M° )],

whereby

[E(¢n) — E(EM)| = [E(E[E(nM° ) —E®)])]
< CiE([E(n|M% ) —E(n)])-

Introducing the random variable

& = sign{lE(nlMgoo) - E(n)},

0

” o, We have

which is measurable with respect to M

[E(¢n) — E(§EM)| < CIE(&[E(nIML ) —E(n)])
< C1|E(&1m) — E(&)E(n)]

If we in a similar manner condition on M2° and define

m = sign{E(G| M) ~E(&)}.
which is measurable with respect to M2°, we arrive at

[E(En) — E(OEM)| < C1C2|E(&im) — E(&)E(m)]- (2.12)

For the final part of the proof we introduce the events

A={w: &Ww) =1} e M°
A={w:&w)=-1} e M
B={w:m(w)=1} € M>.
B ={w:mw)=-1} e M.

Since the random variables &1,7; only take the values 1 and —1 it is easy to express
the expected values

E(&m)=P(ANB)+ P(A°NB°)— P(ANB°) — P(A°N B)
E(§1)E(m) = P(A)P(B) + P(A°)P(B°) — P(A)P(B°) — P(A")P(B).
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Using the definition of the strong mixing coefficient (2.8) we have
|P(ANB) — P(A)P(B)| < ax(r),
which also holds for the other combinations of A, A¢, B, B¢ and therefore

[E(&im) — E(E)E(m)| < dax (7).
Inserting into (2.12) yields the result

[E(&n) — E(E(n)| < 4C1Ca0x (7). m

Another useful property of mixing is that it is conserved under measurable mappings
as we shall see in the following. We will only need this result for a function f : C — R,
so it is solely stated for this case.

Lemma 2.3.3. Let (X;) be a complez-valued stationary stochastic process defined on
the probability space (2, &, P), and let f: C — R be a B(C)—B(R) measurable map.
Then the minimal o-algebras MY(X) and M. (f(X)) generated by respectively X,
and f(X;) fort € (a,b) NT satisfy

MG (F(X)) € M(X).
Proof. The o-algebra MY (f(X)) is generated by sets of the form
A={w e Q: [f(Xe, W), [(Xe, (W))] € 4},

where {t1,...,t,} € (a,b)NT and A = A; x --- x A, is a n-dimensional Borel set.
This can be written as

A={weQ:[Xy,W),.... X, (W) € A},

where f~1(A) = f~1(A1) x ---x f~1(A,,). Since f is B(C)—B(R) measurable f~*(A)
is a n-dimensional Borel set, and thus element of the generating class for M?(X). This
shows that every set used to generate M&(f(X)) also is used to generate M2 (X) and
thus MG (f(X)) € MG (X). u

This lemma implies that if ay and p, denote the mixing coefficients of the process
Y, given by Y; = f(X;) then o, (7) < ax(7) and py(7) < px(7) for all 7.
The next lemma uses big-O and little-o notation, which we briefly recap before pre-
senting the lemma. We say f = O(g), if there exists x9, M > 0 such that
|f (@) < Mlg(z)| for x > o,
and f = o(g) if
lim ’M‘ —0.

Now we give some properties of the mixing coefficients used to prove the CLT later.
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Lemma 2.3.4. Let (X;) be a strongly mizing stochastic process with mizing coefficient

ax. If
3 ax(n) < o0,
then -
(i) ax(n) = ofn ™),
(i) 32 jox () = ofm),

(iii) i:l ax(nj) =0(n=1).

Proof.
Ad (4):

Since ax(n) is decreasing we have

such that

The result then follows by the assumed convergence of > ax(n).
Ad (i1):
This result follows by splitting the sum at the y/n’th term, such that

—Zyax < \/—Zax Zax ) = o

J<Vn J>v/n

Ad (iii):

Again using ay(n) is decreasing we have for all j € N
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implying that

k k jn—1 0o

L1 L1 NP
Doaxi) <3 Y ax(i) < -3 ax(i) =0m ), u
Jj=1 j=li=(j—1)n j=1

2.4 Central limit theorems

In this section a CLT will be proved for both discrete and continuous time stochastic
processes based on the results in Ibragimov and Linnik (1971). The continuous time
CLT will turn out to be obtained as a corollary to the discrete time case, and therefore
we start by proving the CLT for discrete time processes. First we define what we
understand by a CLT in both cases.

Definition 2.4.1. A real stationary discrete time stochastic process (X;) with E(X;) =
0 and Var(X;) < oo is said to satisfy the central limit theorem if

S

—— B N(0,1), for n — oo,
o

where

S, = Zﬁg, 02 = Var(S,). -
p=

Definition 2.4.2. A real stationary continuous time stochastic process (X;) with
E(X:) =0, Var(X;) < oo is said to satisfy the central limit theorem if

&5/\/(0,1), for T — oo,
or
where
T
Sy :/ X, dt, 02 = Var(S;). O
0

From these definitions it is seen that the variance of the sum or integral plays an
important role as a standardization factor, and the following lemma states some useful
formulas for calculating this variance.

Lemma 2.4.3. Let the real-valued stationary processes (X;) and (X) be respectively a
discrete time and a continuous time process with E(X,,) = E(X;) =0, Var(X,,) < oo,
and Var(X,;) < co. Then

o2 = Var(8,) = 3 (0 i) Bx(i) = nRe(0) + 23" (n — )Rx()
l71<n j=1

and
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Proof. We only prove the continuous time result since the discrete time analogue
follows in the same manner by interpreting the integration to be with respect to the
counting measure. By direct calculations we have

2=[([ xa)]
—E / / X, X, dtds)
:/ / R (t—s)dtds

/ (T — [t Ry ()dt. m
-7

We will only need the CLT for bounded stochastic processes and therefore this will
be required in the following lemmas. Also we will need the process to be strongly
mixing with summable or integrable mixing coefficients to show the CLT, which also
will be assumed in the lemmas.

Lemma 2.4.4. Let the real-valued stationary process (X;) be strongly mizing, with

> ax(n) < oo, (2.13)

n=1

and let there exist a constant C' < co such that P(|X;| < C) =1. Then
02 =R« (0 +QZRX (2.14)

and if o # 0, then
o2 = o’n(1 +o(1)). (2.15)
Proof. From Theorem 2.3.2 we have
R ()] = [E(XoX;)| = [E(X0X;) — E(Xo)E(X;)| < 4C%ax(j).

The convergence of (2.14) now follows by the assumption (2.13). To verify the asymp-
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totic variance formula (2.15) we use Lemma 2.4.3, which yields

Var(S,,) = nRyx(0) + 2 Z(n — J)Rx(j)

=n(Re(0) +2) " Ri(5)) =2 jRx())
=n(0? =23 Ri(j)) =23 iR ()
n+1 j=1
= no? 1—%2Rx(j) —QZJRX(J)
n+1 j=1
We notice that - -
2 . .
=3 RG) = 0( 3 ax() = (1),
n+1 n+1

and using Lemma 2.3.4 we have
R | o 1
—5 Y iR () = —0( Y jax(i)) = ~oln) = o(1). =
j=1 j=1

Lemma 2.4.5. Let the real stationary continuous time process (Xy) be strongly miz-
ing, with

/ ax (T)dr < o0,

0

and let there exist a constant C' < 0o such that P(|X¢| < C) =1. Then
o? = 2/ Ry (t)dt

0

converges and if o # 0, then
02 =o*T(1+o(1)).

Proof. Using the same strategy as in the discrete time case above we have
IRy (t)] < 4C%ax (1),

which ensures convergence. Furthermore

2 [ 2 [T
o2 :T02<1— ﬁ/T Ry (t)dt — ﬁ/ tRX(t)dt).
0
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Finally

% /TOO Ry (t)dt = 0(/;0 ax(t)dt) =o(1),

and

TiaQ OTtRX(t)dt: O(%[/ﬁtax(t)dt—k/T taux (1)t )

0 VT
= O(g /Oﬁax(t)dt + ;/\; ax(t)dt)
= o(1). [ |

2.4.1 Discrete time central limit theorem

Now we prove the discrete time CLT for strongly mixing real-valued bounded stochas-
tic processes with summable mixing coefficients.

Theorem 2.4.6. Let the real-valued stationary process (X;) be strongly mizing, with
Z ax(n) < oo, (2.16)
n=1

and let there exist a constant C < oo such that P(|X;| < C) =1. Then

0? = Ry(0)+2) Ry (j) < (2.17)
j=1

and, if o # 0, then

lim c( ! ix) lim z( ! zn:X) N(0,1)
i — ) =1 — )= .
n— 00 On =1 J n—00 0\/ﬁ =1 J ’

Proof. Using Lemma 2.4.4 we know (2.17) holds and if 02 # 0, then

o =o’n(1+0(1)), (2.18)

n

and we conclude

lim E( Sn ) = lim E(&)

n— 00 a'\/ﬁ n— oo On

The main idea of the proof builds on a clever decomposition of the sum S,, in multiple
blocks of length p,, and g,:

Sp=Xi4- 4+ Xp, +Xp, 1+ + Xp g, T Xprgo 1 T+ Xopgg, + -+ X0

o 1o &1
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I.e. we make the decomposition

kn—1 kn
= Z §i+z77i=5;+sx7
i=0 =0

where
(i+1)pn+ign (i+1)pn+(i+1)gn
& = E X;, n = g X, for i=0,1,...,k,—1
iPn+ign+1 (i+1)pn+ign+1
and

n

M= Y, X,

knpn+kngn+1

with k, = | —2—].

The motivation for this decomposition is, that if ¢, is large the strong mixing condition
ensures approximate independence of the ¢’s. If furthermore p,, is large compared to
gn the n-terms become negligible and the sum is then over approximately independent
terms yielding a CLT. The construction of the sequences p,, and ¢, with properties
ensuring a limiting behavior as outlined above is lengthy and therefore it is stated
separately as a lemma in the appendix (Lemma A.3.2). In the following we will just
sum up the properties of the sequences constructed in the lemma. For n — oo:

(1) Pn — O, pp = 0(”)7
(11) qn — OO, gn = 0(pn)a
(i) k= 2 (1 + 0(1)),
(iv) Zke = o(1),

(V) knax(an) = o(1),
(vi) &E[( 0, Xj)4] — o(1).
The corresponding decomposition of the normalized sum is
Zy =018, =018, +o, 'S =27 + 7.

We will show that with the given properties of (p,,) and (g,,), the term Z converges
to zero in probability as n grows. Then we can use the result by Slutsky (Lemma
2.1.7) to conclude that Z,, = Z/.
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Since Z! is a sum of zero mean random variables it has mean zero and Chebyshev’s
inequality (A.2) yields

E Z//2
(2] > ¢) < UZnl)
13

(2.19)
Therefore Z" % 0 if

lim E(Z2%) =0,
which we will show in the following by decomposing E(|Z/|?) into four terms and
showing each term is o(1).

k
1 2
"2\ _ = .
E(12;P) = E|( - Z_Z;m) }
kp—1 )
- el(Enen]
1 kn=1 o kp—1
== {E( Z 771') +E(n ) +2 Z E(ﬁmkn)}
n i=0 i=0
1 kp—1 kp—1
2 . 2
=2 [knE(no) +2 2 (kn—3)E(non;) + E(ng,, ) + 2 Z; E(nmkn)]-
j= i=
Using (2.18) we have
1
1 1 Trom  1+0(1)
i = = 2.2
o2 o2n(l+o0(1)) a?n o?n (2.20)
and we thus need to show, that
() B2E(n3) = o(1),
(I1) +E(n7,) = o(1),
| Fast .
(III) n Zl (kn—J)E(UO%) - 0(1),
J=
| Fesl
Iv) = ;) E(nink, ) = o(1).

This relies mostly on the properties (i) — (vi) listed above and we will refer the reader
to this list in general rather than making a reference every time one of the properties
is used.



2.4 Central limit theorems

31

Ad I:
Since 7np is a sum of ¢, X;’s we have
E(n3) = E(SZ,) = 02g.(1 + o(1)),

and thus

Ad II:
Since 7y, is a sum of at most p,+¢, X;’s we have
E(ni,) <E(S} +q,) = 02 (Patgn) (1 4 0(1)),

such that

1 Pntan
—E(n; o?(1 1).
CE(R,) < P02 (14 0(1)) = o)
Ad III:
For j =0,...,k,—1 the variables n; and 7,41 are separated by p, terms, and since

P(|n;| < Cg¢,) =1, Theorem 2.3.2 yields

[E(nom;)| = [E(non;) — E(no)E(n;)|
S 4C2Q’r2LaX (.jpn)'

Hereby we conclude

1 Fnl o knl
- Z E(Woﬂ;)‘ < [Enon)|
j=1
4C%2k, RS
< (Jpn)
n ;
j=1
Using (iii) in Lemma 2.3.4 yields
kn—1
4C% 2k,
]— ) E(mon;)| < O(p;")
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Ad IV:

This follows along very similar lines to the above. First Theorem 2.3.2 yields

’]E(ankn)’ < 402Qn(pn+Qn)aX ((kn_j)pn)-

Consequently
kn—1 kn—1
1 4C%q, (pr+aqn) < )
’ﬁ Z E(Uﬂ?kn) < % Z aX((kn_.])pn)-
j=1 j=1
S O<Qn pn"’Qn ) Z Qx jpn)
j=1
< (Qn pn+qn )
npn
(Q_n 4 I dn dn
noonpy
=o(1).

This finishes the verification of (2.19
(Lemma 2.1.7) we have

~

such that Z” % 0 and by Slutsky’s result

lim £(Z,) = lim L£(Z)).

n—oo n—oo

The rest of the proof is concerned with showing

lim £(Z]) =N(0,1).

n—oo

First we prove that

[Elexp(itZ,)] = ¢n(t)*

where ¢,, denotes the characteristic function of o, 1&y. For fixed ¢ the complex random
variable

—0 for n — oo, (2.21)

Elexp (itZ,’l 1)] = exp ( Z @)

is measurable with respect to /\/l(_k&)_ JPat(kn=2)an (X) and bounded by 1. Similarly

it
exp <_£kn—1)
On

is measurable with respect to M@ ;Lo gy +1(X) and is also bounded by 1.
The complex-valued version of Theorem 2.3.2 yields

‘E[exp(itZ;)] —E[exp(itZ,_,)|E[exp (;—igkn_l)]’ < 16ax(gn+1) < 16ax(qn).
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Using this recursively yields

[Elexp(itZ;,)] - du ()"

= [B[exp (t2,) | ~E[exp (it} 1) JE[exp (&6, -1)]
+ [ exp (itZ), 1) JE[exp (26, 1)] = 6 (t)™

< [E[exp (it2,)] — E[exp (itZ, 1) E[exp (&6, -1)]|
+[Blexp (it2, 1) | 6n(t) = 60 (t)*

<16ax(ga) + [E[exp (2], 1)] = ()"~ |6 (1)

<16ax(an) + |E[exp (itZ)1)] = 6u(t)"|

<2 T60rx () + [E[exp (182} )] — 60 (02

<k,16ax(qn)-

According to property (v) on page 29 this tends to zero for n — co.

For the final part of the proof consider the triangular array given by the iid random
variables

f;L] (]zlvvkn);
where n =1,2,... and L(&,.) = L(0,,1&). Then (2.21) yields

nj

lim £(Z.) = lim £(Sk,),

n—oo n—oo

where Sy, =&, + -+ &k, - By Theorem 2.1.10

S _ St b o)
Tky Var(gkn)

if the Lindeberg condition (2.3) is satisfied. In the following we will show this condition
indeed is satisfied, and furthermore we will show &, — 1 for n — oo such that we
can conclude

lim £(S,) = lim L(Sk”) = N(0,1).

n—o0 n— o0 Uk

n

First we observe that

kn
Gy, =Y Var(,;) = J—QVar(Z X;) = L
j=1
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Using (2.18) and (i44) on page 29 yields

5p = k"f"(l +o(1)) =1+o(1).

n

We have thus proved the theorem if we can verify the Lindeberg condition

/ 22dP(X,; <x) =o0(1), as n— oo, (2.22)
|

T|>ebk,

for all € > 0. We introduce the notation € = (14 o(1)), and by direct calculation we
have

kn

%/l IQdP(g’;Lj <x)= kn/l 2?dP(0,; ¢ < 1)

1 Ok Jizlze, @|2e(1+40(1)

= kn/ 22dP (o, ¢y < )
|

z|>€

=k, [ 22dP(& < o)

|z|>€
2
— ky (&) ap(e <)
|z|>E0, T
kn, z?

n ——_22dP(& < x
UTQL |z|>€on (60n) ( 0 )

Fon / z1dP(& < x)

IN

254

()

= 0(1),

where the last equality is given by property (vi) on page 29. We have thus verified
the Lindeberg condition and the theorem is proved. |

2.4.2 Continuous time central limit theorem
The following theorem extends Theorem 2.4.6 to continuous time.

Theorem 2.4.7. Let the real stationary process (X;) be strongly mixing, with

/00 ax(T)dr < oo, (2.23)
0
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and let there exist a constant C < co such that P(|X;| < C)=1. Then
o? = 2/ E(XoX:)dt < oo,
0
and if o # 0, then
1 T
— Xedt 2 N(0,1).
—= | X2 N
Proof. From Lemma 2.4.5 we know that
02 = o?T(1+ o(1)).

such that

Jim £(52) — i £(50),

To prove, that this limiting distribution is standard Gaussian we introduce the sta-

tionary process (§;) given by
J
& = X, dt, (2.24)

j—1
which we will show is strongly mixing in the following.

We consider the process (X;), ¢ € (—o0,j], which is assumed to be stochastically
continuous and by Theorem 2.2.2 and the remarks thereafter we can assume it is
measurable. Thus this process is measurable with respect to the product o-algebra
M?_(X) @ B((—o0,4]). By the extension to the first part of Tonelli’s Theorem
(Theorem A.2.1) we have for all i < j that the function & : @ — R defined by
(2.24) is measurable with respect to M’ __(X). Since M’ _(£) denotes the minimal
o-algebra which &;, ¢ < j all are measurable with respect to, we have

M (&) S M _(X).
Using similar arguments we conclude
M2 (§) € ME(X).
Denoting the strong mixing coefficient of (§;) by «, we have
ae(n) < ax(n),

for all n. This implies that strong mixing of (X;) ensures strong mixing of (£;) and
by the integral test for convergence of series, condition (2.23) implies

Zag(n) < Zax(n) < 0.
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Obviously P(|¢;] < C) = 1 and by Theorem 2.4.6 (§;) satisfies the CLT. Le. for

T — oo we have

- 7]
= LTJZSJ _J[TJ/ Xtdtﬂ’./\/(o,l),
0

where
[T

0%y = Var(Sir ) = Var( [ Xudt).

0

For the final part of the proof we make the decomposition
Zy = ZLTJ + (ZT - ZLTJ)’

where

T T
= a;l/ X, dt and e Var(/ Xtdt).
0 0

By Slutsky’s result (Lemma 2.1.7) the theorem is proved if |Z ;| — Zr| 2 0. As in the
proof of Theorem 2.4.6 Chebyshev’s inequality ensures, that it is sufficient to show
mean square convergence to 0 since

E(|Z00, — Z0l).

P(|Z\z)—Zr| 2 ¢) < 22

(2.25)

In the following we use the general rule (a — b)? < 2a? + 2b? and P(|Xy| < C) =1,
which yields

L L7 (T 2
E(Zur) — Ze®) =E(|op [ Xudt = oy / Xt|)
0 0
17}

:E(‘( Lol Xtdt—aT_l/ Xtdt‘ )
0 \T]

<2005~ [ [ xat) | 2] [ )]

our;\? —22
<2(1- 25 420,202,

Or

To ensure convergence of this expression to 0 it suffices to show

e afTJ (1 + 0(1)),
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which is verified by direct calculation

=[x+ [ xar)]

— o2+ QE( OLTJ X, dt /L: Xtdt> +IE:[(/L; Xtdtﬂ
= o0, (1+0(1)). -

The final result of this section extends the theorem above to hold for a transformation
of a strongly mixing stochastic process.

Corollary 2.4.8. Let the stationary stochastic process (X;) be strongly mizing, with
mixing coefficient ax, and let the stationary process (Yi) be defined by Yy = f(V3),
where f : C — R is measurable. If there exists a constant C' < oo, such that P(|Yp| <
C) =1, and if

/ ax(T)dr < oo.
0

Then -
0% = 2/ E(YyY;)dt < oo,
0

and if o # 0, then
1 T
— Yidt 2 N(0,1
ax/T/o ! (0.1)

for T — oo.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.3.3 we know mixing properties are conserved under measurable
mappings and all the conditions of Theorem 2.4.7 are thus satisfied. |

Before we can apply the central limit theorem to the problem of Chapter 1 we will
need a concept of convergence for stochastic processes rather than for single random
variables as described in Section 2.1.2, and the following generalizes weak convergence
to cover entire stochastic processes.

2.5 Weak convergence

The classical reference on weak convergence is Billingsley (1968) where an in-depth
description of weak convergence can be found, and it is the basis of this section along
with van der Vaart and Wellner (1996). The latter has a very general approach to
weak convergence in the sense that non-measurable sequences of random variables are
allowed. This complicates the topic unnecessarily for our purposes, and when referring
to results we will always give a simplified version only covering measurable random
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variables. Furthermore van der Vaart and Wellner (1996) is mainly focused on em-
pirical distribution functions, and therefore the results are only stated for real-valued
stochastic processes, we will however state the results for complex-valued processes.

We let D be a metric space with metric d and denote the set of all continuous, bounded
functions f: D — R by Cy(D).

Definition 2.5.1. Let (Q,,&,, P,), n =1,2,... be a sequence of probability spaces
and X, : Q,, — D measurable maps. The sequence (X,,) converges weakly to a Borel
measure L if

E[f(X,)] — /de, for every f € Cyp(D).

This is denoted X,, = L, and if L = £(X) for some random variable X we also write
X, 2 X. O

Using Lemma 2.1.5 it is noticed that for D = R with metric d(z,y) = |x — y| this is
equivalent to conventional weak convergence of random variables (Definition 2.1.2).
An important concept in the study of weak convergence is tightness.

Definition 2.5.2. A Borel probability measure P is called tight if for every >0 there
exists a compact set K with P(K) > 1 — e. Correspondingly we say that X : Q — D
is tight if £(X) is tight. The sequence (X,,) is asymptotically tight if for every £>0
there exists a compact set K such that

liminf P(X,, € K‘s) >1-—c¢, for every § > 0,

n—oo

where K? = {y € D | d(y, K) < §} is the é-enlargement around K. O

A useful result on asymptotic tightness is (van der Vaart and Wellner, 1996, Lemma
1.3.8).

Lemma 2.5.3. If X,, 2 X, then (X,,) is asymptotically tight if and only if X is
tight.

A related concept is separability and we say that X or L = £(X) is separable if there
exists a separable, measurable set A with P(X € A) = 1. An important lemma states
that tightness and separability are equivalent in complete metric spaces (van der Vaart
and Wellner, 1996, Lemma 1.3.2).

Lemma 2.5.4. On a complete metric space separability and tightness are equivalent.

As mentioned earlier a stochastic process is a map X : T' x Q — C, where T is the
index set. In this context it is convenient to denote a stochastic process simply by X
and write X (¢, w) for a realization at time t. As before we usually let the w-dependence
be implicit and write X (¢) for the marginal of X at time ¢. For fixed w we have a
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sample path X (-,w) : T'— C, and often we have prior knowledge of some properties
of the sample paths. In our applications it will turn out that the sample paths are
uniformly bounded such that the stochastic process is a mapping X : Q — (1),
where ¢2°(T') denotes the set of all uniformly bounded complex-valued functions on
T. In the real case the corresponding space is denoted ¢ (T'), and when we state
results covering both cases we simply write ¢>°(T"). Equipped with the metric

d(z1,29) = ||x1 — x2||]7 = squ |21 (t) — z2(t)] (2.26)
te

£>(T) is a metric space, and we can apply the weak convergence of definition 2.5.1 to
these processes. Before studying weak convergence in this space we introduce a much
weaker concept of convergence.

Definition 2.5.5. A sequence of stochastic processes (X,,) is said to converge in
finite dimensional distribution to a process X if for all t,...,tx

(Xn(tl)a .. -;Xn(tk)) > (X(tl)v s 7X(tk))

This is denoted X, fids X. O
If we have convergence in finite dimensional distribution and the process is suitably
regular we also have weak convergence in £°°(T), which the next theorem formalizes
(van der Vaart and Wellner, 1996, Theorem 1.5.4).

Theorem 2.5.6. Let (X,,) be a sequence of stochastic processes X,, : Q, — £>°(T).
Then (X,,) converges weakly to a tight limit X if and only if (X,,) is asymptotically

tight and X, iSS'S If (X,,) is asymptotically tight and X, il x for a stochastic
process X, then there is a version of X with uniformly bounded sample paths and
X, 2 X.

Asymptotic tightness is thus essential for weak convergence in ¢>°(T') and the following
theorem establishes a method for checking asymptotic tightness (van der Vaart and
Wellner, 1996, Theorem 1.5.7).

Theorem 2.5.7. Let (X,,) be a sequence of stochastic processes X, : {0, — £°(T).
Then (X,,) is asymptotically tight if and only if X, (t) is asymptotically tight for every
t and there exists a semimetric p on T such that the semimetric space (T, p) is totally
bounded and (X,,) is asymptotically uniformly p-equicontinuous in probability.

Asymptotic uniform p-equicontinuity in probability is defined as follows.

Definition 2.5.8. Let (T, p) be a semimetric space. A sequence of stochastic pro-
cesses X, : Q, — £°°(T) is asymptotically uniformly p-equicontinuous in probability
if for every €, > 0 there exists a § > 0 such that

lim P( sup | Xn(s) — Xn(t)] > e) <.
n—oo p(s,t)<d
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It will turn out that it is more convenient to study the convergence in a slightly
different space for our applications. We let T} C T5,... be compact sets such that
UL, T; = T. The set of all real- or complex-valued functions uniformly bounded on
each T; is denoted £°°(Ty, Ty, ... ). This is a complete metric space if we equip it with
the metric

d(xy,z9) me{”xl 1127

where || - ||, denotes the supremum norm on 7; as defined in (2.26). The following
theorem links convergence in £*° (T, T5, . . .) to convergence in £>°(T;) for all ¢ (van der
Vaart and Wellner, 1996, Theorem 1.6.1).

Theorem 2.5.9. Let X,, : Q, — ¢*(T1,Ts,...), n = 1,2,... be a sequence of
stochastic processes. Then X, converges weakly to a tight limit if and only if for all
i the sequence Xy 1, : Q4 — £°(T;) converges weakly to a tight limit.

Combining these three theorems with Lemma 2.5.3 we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.5.10. Let X, : Q, — £°(T1,Ts,...), n = 1,2,... be a sequence of
stochastic processes. Then (X,) converges weakly to a tight limit X if and only if

X, fids X, X(t) is tight for all t € T, and for all T;, i € N there exists a semi-

metric p on T; such that the semimetric space (T;, p) is totally bounded and (X)) is
asymptotically uniformly p-continuous in probability on T;.

In our applications we let T; = [—i,4] and p(s,t) = |s — t|. In this setup (T3, p)
is always bounded, and we need not check this condition. We conclude the results
on weak convergence with the following theorem due to Skorokhod relating weak
convergence to almost sure convergence.

Theorem 2.5.11. Let X,, : Qp, — D, n € N be measurable maps. If X, 2 X and
X s separable, then there exists measurable maps X, : @ — D and X : Q@ — D all
defined on some probability space (0, E, P) with

(ii) L(X,) = L(X,) for alln € N and L(X) = L(X).









CHAPTER 3
Results

In this chapter the specific results obtained for the problem introduced in Chapter 1
are presented. In Section 3.1 the relevant stochastic processes are presented and stud-
ied. Section 3.2 treats the asymptotic properties of the MMSE for an infinite equalizer
for L, B — oo whereas Section 3.3 presents the results for the finite equalizer MMSE
for L, B, N — oo. Finally Section 3.4 discusses these results and especially the im-
posed assumptions are reviewed.

When we let L and B grow simultaneously we will consider B = B(L) as a function
of L, and analogously we let N = N(L). Usually it will be too cumbersome to write
B(L) in the notation and we will simply write B.

3.1 Weak convergence

First we recall the basic concepts from Chapter 1. A power delay profile (PDP) is a
non-negative real valued function p € Ly (R) satisfying p(t) = 0 for ¢ < 0 and

/Z p(t)dt = 1.

Let Xo,X1,...,X—1 be iid complex-valued stochastic variables with E(X;) = 0 and
Var(X;) = 1. Then the channel response of a communication system using bandwidth
B consists of the independent variables h = 0 X;, 1 =0,...,L—1, where

I+1
B

of =\Jvf and v = Var(h]) = /l p(t)dt, (3.1)

B

for a given PDP p. Furthermore £(X;) is called the channel distribution and often
CN(0,1) is used. With these definitions we can introduce two of the central stochastic
processes of this chapter. The first is the discrete time Fourier transform of the
channel response called the transfer function of the channel. That is, given a channel
response (h{,...,h7_,) sampled with bandwidth B we introduce the complex-valued
stochastic process H*? determined by

L—1
H™(f) =Y hf exp (—2mif§), (3.2)
=0

for all f € R. To define the other process we recall the expression for MMSE” given
in Chapter 1,
o

B
MMSE”>? = i/ ———df. 3.3
=y megEe &
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From this we define the stochastic process Y *# as

ag

2
n

ve(f) =

for all f € R.

In the following we derive the autocovariance function of H*?, denoted R%”. Using
the independence of A and hy for I # k, we have

Ri°(f, 1) = E[H"(f + HH > (])]

<[Z hp exp —2mi f+f %
L—1

= Z E(h{hP)exp (—2mif L)

1=0
L—1 41

= /l p(t) exp (—2mifL)dt. (3.5)
1I=0"B

Since R%? (f, f) = RE2(f) ounly depends on f, H"* is stationary in the wide sense, and
we will show that this autocovariance function has a pointwise limit R} as L — oo.
From (3.5) we conjecture that R (f) = p(f), where p is the Fourier transform of the
PDP.

Lemma 3.1.1. Let p denote the Fourier transform of the PDP, p, such that

Pf) = / " p(t) exp(—i2n fr)di

and let

+1

-1 1
REE(F) = / p(t) exp (—2rif L) dt
1=0
If L, B(L) — oo such that L/B — oo, then R%(f) — p(f) for all f.

Proof. First we decompose RE” as

L—1 41

LB . — B .
dim R (f) = L@;o; /% p(t) exp(—i2m ft)dt
L—1 %1
+ LILH;O /l ’ p(t)[exp (—Qwif%) — exp(—i2n ft)]dt

I=0"B
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For the first limiting term we have

+1
B

L—1 1
lim Z /l p(t) exp(—i27 ft)dt = lim p(t) exp(—i2n ft)dt = p(f),
1=0 /B

L—oo L—oo Jo

where we used L/B — oco. We thus only need to verify the second limit is 0. In
each integral we have a difference of the form [exp(—i27fs) — exp(—i2n ft)], where
|s —t] < 1/B. The Lipschitz continuity of the complex exponential function (see
Lemma A.3.3) ensures that for all e>0 exists Ly such that for L>Lg

lexp (—2mif§) — exp(—i2m ft)| < e for all 1.

We thus have for L > L

L-1 i L-1
_omifl) _ —
Z /L p(t)|exp (—2mif 5) — exp(—i2m ft)|dt < e Z /L p(t)dt
1=0"B 1=0"B
<e / p(t)dt
0
=ec.
This verifies that the limit of this term is 0 and the result is proved. |

We use this lemma to show weak convergence of the finite dimensional marginals in
the following proposition, if the channel distribution is complex Gaussian, which we
will assume in the rest of the thesis.

Proposition 3.1.2. Assume the channel distribution is CN(0,1). Let H*” be given

by (3.2) and let H> be a stationary zero-mean complex Gaussian stochastic process

. . . R di
with autocovariance function Ry = p, then H"P Bl e

Proof. First we remark that the existence of a stationary Gaussian process with au-
tocovariance function p follows from Kolmogorov’s extension theorem (Ibragimov and
Linnik, 1971, Page 292).

For all finite collections f1,..., fx we have by the definition of H*"?

. i - hB
H(fy) 1 exp(—2mifig) ... exp(=2mifiLzt) h%
H (1) 1 exp(—2mifrs) ... exp(—2mifylzt) hg
—1

Since the channel distribution is assumed to be complex Gaussian the entries of the
vector (hE,...,h?_;)T are independent complex Gaussians and the vector is thus
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multivariate complex Gaussian. As all finite dimensional marginals of H“? are a
linear transformation of a multivariate complex Gaussian vector the finite dimensional
marginals are themselves multivariate Gaussian. Notationally we write

(H™ (f1),..., H*(fi)) " ~ CNi(0,257), (3.6)
where X5% = [Uff ]. The elements of the covariance matrix are determined from the
autocovariance function by criLjiB = RZP(fi — fj). The characteristic function for the
random vector given in (3.6) is (Andersen et al., 1995, Theorem 2.7)

w*XLPw
wETY g een

61 (w) = exp (=

Since REP(f) — R(f) for all f we have element-wise convergence of the matrices
Y48 — 3, where ¥ = [0y5], with o;; = Ry (fi — f;). This implies

Llim P"P (w) = ¢p(w), for all w € C™,
where -
w*Ew
gi)(w):exp(— 1 ), we C".

This is the characteristic function for

(H""(fl),...,HOO(fk))T.

We have thus proved convergence of the characteristic function for the finite di-
mensional marginals of H*? to the characteristic function for the finite dimensional
marginals of H>. Since convergence of the characteristic function implies weak con-

vergence we have established H"? Al pree ]

It is remarked that p(0) = [;° p(t)dt = 1 such that for all f € R we have H>(f) ~

CN(0,1). Since weak convergence is conserved under continuous mappings we have
fidi
Y58 = Y, where

2
On

CH=(HE L

Y=(f)

The processes H> and Y > are candidates for weak limits of H*? and Y *” respectively
in the sense of Section 2.5, which we will investigate in the following. The sample
paths of Y*# are real-valued, bounded, and continuous functions, whereas the sample
paths of H*® are seen to be complex-valued, continuous, and also bounded since

L-1

sup |[H"?(f)| < sup h¥||exp (—2mifL
f€R| ()] f€R§| Cllexp ( 5)l

L—-1
=S IhP| < .
=0
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The two stochastic processes are thus mappings from 2 to respectively £2°(Th, T, .. .)
and (2°(1T1,Ts, . .. ), where T; = [—4,i]. From Section 2.5 we know the key to showing
weak convergence in these spaces is asymptotic uniform p-equicontinuity in probabil-
ity, which we give conditions for in the following two propositions.

Proposition 3.1.3. Let H"® : Qp — (X (Th,Ts,...), L =1,2,... be a sequence of
stochastic processes defined by (3.2), and let p be the usual metric on R defined by
p(s,t) =|s —t|. If

L-1

. L,
lim Z m()’l =C< oo, (37)

L—o0
1=

where o’ is defined in (3.1), then H"® is asymptotically uniformly p-equicontinuous
in probability on all T;. Le. for every e,n > 0 there exists a 6 > 0 such that

lim P( sup |HL'B(5)HL‘B(t)|>€> <, s, t € T;.
L—oo p(s,t)<é

Proof. Firstly we use the Lipschitz continuity of the complex exponential function
(Lemma A.3.3) to show

L—1
sup |H™(s) — H**(t)] = sup Z h{ [eXp (—2m’s%) — exp (—Qwit%)} ’
p(s,t)<é [s—t|<d | 75,
L—1
< sup Z ’hlB| exp (f2m‘s%) — exp (72m’t%)‘
|s—t|<d -0

= 7
< Z |hl |B(L)5'
=0

From this we conclude

L—1

2ml

P( sup |HL’B(S)—HL’B(t)|>E)<P< hi —5>€),
p(s,t)<éd §| t |B(L)

and by Markov’s inequality (A.1) we have

=L ol 1 &=, 2nl
P50 e *EE<Z‘hl’B(L)5)
=0

N

I

&
=

>
~u
=
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We recall from the definition of A7, that h = ofX;, where Xy, X;,... are iid
complex-valued stochastic variables with E(X;) = 0 and Var(X;) = 1. Introducing
the notation M = E(]|X;|) we thus have

L-1 L—1
5 2wl 2M s l 5
P<§|hl|—B(L)6>a>§—E g—B(L)‘”'

It is clear that if (3.7) is satisfied, then the condition for asymptotic uniform p-
equicontinuity in probability holds by choosing § such that

2MCré
€

<m

Proposition 3.1.4. Let YY" : Qp — ((T1,T5,...), L =1,2,... be a sequence of
stochastic processes defined by (3.4), and let p be the usual metric on R. If

L—-1L-1 |

lim E E
L—oo
=1 k=1

l_k| B _B __

then Y*® is asymptotically uniformly p-equicontinuous in probability on all T;. Ie.
for every e,n > 0 there exists a § > 0 such that

lim P( sup |[Y*(s) — Y™B(t)| > 5> <, s,t e T;.
L—oo p(s,t)<o

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.1.3 so we do the different parts in
detail and skip quickly through the parts completely analogous to the previous proof.

o2 o
O Y0 = T e
o2 (| ()] = [H*(s) )
:MHw@W+%MHw®P+b‘
< o2p?||HH (1) — [H™ ().
Since

L-1 L1
()2 = (S exp (<2mith) ) (32 A exp (2rit )
1—0 k=0
L—-1L-1

= Z Z h{hE exp (—27rit%),

=0 k=0
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we have
L—1L-1
[Y5E(s) — Y™B(1)] < 0,21/)2’ Z Z h{hE | exp (*QWit%) — exp (f2m‘s%)] ’
1=0 k=0
L—1L—1
< o2 p? Z Z |hf||@|| exp (—2771'1&%) — exp (—271'2'8%)‘.
1=0 k=0

Using Lipschitz continuity, Markov’s inequality, and the definition of i as before we
conclude

L—-1L-1

p( sup Y52 (s) — Y2 (1) > ) ZZU k‘

p(s,t)<d 1=0 k=0

2rM?2§

This yields the result in same way as in Proposition 3.1.3. |

We thus have a condition for asymptotic uniform p-equicontinuity in probability when
working with either H™*” or Y*®, which has to be verified for the specific PDP
used in the model. Under this assumption we can establish weak convergence in
(11, Ty, ...) and (T4, T, .. .) respectively for H*® and Y"".

Proposition 3.1.5. If the sequence of stochastic processes (H*?) is asymptotically
uniformly p-equicontinuous in probability, then H*? = H> in (2 (Ty,T>, ... ).

Proof. We have already established H*? il pree and assuming asymptotic uniform p-
equicontinuity in probability the result follows from Corollary 2.5.10 if we can show the
limit H>(t) is tight for all ¢ € R. We know that H*>(t) ~ CN(0,1) for all ¢ € R, and
thus for all & > 0 there exists a sufficiently large r such that P(H>(t) € B(r)) > 1—¢,
where B(r) = {z € C | |z| < r}. Since B(r) is closed and bounded it is compact, and
the tightness is thus verified. |

This result also holds for the transformed process.

Proposition 3.1.6. If the sequence of stochastic processes Y™® is asymptotically
uniformly p-equicontinuous in probability, then YXF 2 Y > in (2(Ty, Ty, ...).

Proof. We have already established Y *? fidl y and asymptotic uniform p-equicon-
tinuity in probability, so the result follows from Corollary 2.5.10 if we can show the
limit Y>(¢) is tight for all ¢ € R. We recall Y>(t) = g(H>(t)), where g : C — R
is continuous, and by Proposition 3.1.5 there exists a sufficiently large r such that
P(H=(t) € B(r)) > 1 —¢e. Since compact sets are mapped to compact sets by

continuous mappings the image g(B(r)) is compact and P(Y"’"(t) € g(B(r))) =
P(H=(t) € B(r)) > 1 — ¢, which yields the tightness. |
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The final results we will prove utilizes Skorokhod’s Theorem (Theorem 2.5.11) to
establish almost sure convergence for representations H*?, H*, Y*? and Y of the
original processes H*?, H>, Y*? and Y.

Proposition 3.1.7. If the sequence of stochastic processes (H"?) is asymptotically

uniformly p-equicontinuous in probability there exists measurable maps HY?:Q — D
and H* : 0 — D defined on some probability space (Q, &, P) with

(i) H*® %5 H> in (2 (Ty, Ty, . ..),
(it) L(H"?) = L(H"") for all L € N and L(H>*) = L(H>).

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.5.11, and we need only verify the conditions of
this theorem are satisfied. We have already established H*? 2 H> and it remains
to verify separability of H>. Since (T}, T5,...) is a complete metric space, sepa-
rability is equivalent to tightness (Lemma 2.5.4). From Corollary 2.5.10 we know the
limit is tight, which yields the result. |

The exact same argument establishes the result for the transformed process.

Proposition 3.1.8. If Y** is asymptotically uniformly p-equicontinuous in proba-
bility there exists measurable maps Y% : Q — D and Y= : Q — D defined on some
probability space (2, E, P) with

(i) Y22 23 Y in 02(Ty, T, . .. ),
(ii) L(YE2) = L(YER) for all L € N and L(Y>=) = L(Y™).

This concludes the results on weak convergence, and in the next section we will show
that under suitable conditions the convergence is inherited by MMSEZ” defined in
(3.3).

3.2 The infinite equalizer

Before studying convergence and asymptotic properties of MMSEX® we define
o2

B B
MMSE=* :/O Y°°(f)alf=/0 G

For this process we have a central limit theorem.

Proposition 3.2.1. If the PDP, p, is such that the stationary complex Gaussian
process H> with autocovariance function p is strongly mizing with mizing coefficient

« satisfying
o0
/ a(T)dr < oo,
0
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and if .
o =2 [ B[OV 20 (39)
0
where
Y2(f)=Y>(f)—pn and p=E[Y=(f)]
Then

VB s b
T(MMSEOO - u) 2 A(0,1)
for L — oo (and thereby B = B(L) — 00).

Proof. Since Y°(f) is a measurable transformation of H*(f) for f € R, all the
conditions of Corollary 2.4.8 are fulfilled. Consequently

1 B_ B
—= / YE(f)df 2 N(0,1),

and the result follows from

F)df = / Y=(f udf} - ?(MMSEE’B - u) -

0\/—

In the following we will show that the CLT behavior of MMSE>” is inherited by
MMSEZX? which is the quantity we wish to study. To prove this we make use of the
Skorokhod representations obtained in Proposition 3.1.8. Using these representations
we define

o B _ ——" B B
MMSE-* — % / Y E(f)df and %MMSEz = / Y= (f)df.
o 0

The following lemma ensures it suffices to show the CLT for these representations.

Lemma 3.2.2. If

e

(MMS/E;B _M) 2 A(0,1)

for L — oo. Then

e

(MMSE;B - u) 2 A(0,1)
for L — oc.

Proof. Since L'(I\TI\ZS/E;B) = L(MMSEZ") for all L, we have
(X (wuise ) <) = P(LL(SVSEY — ) <o) - 00).  m

P
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Theorem 3.2.3. Let the PDP p be such that the conditions of Proposition 3.2.1 are
satisfied, and let Y™® be asymptotically uniformly p-equicontinuous in probability. If
the first moment of the PDP is finite and # — 00 for L — oo, then

\/TE(MMSE;B —u) 2 N(0,1)

for L — oc.

Proof. Asymptotic uniform p-equicontinuity in probability implies the existence of
Skorokhod representations of the process as shown in Proposition 3.1.8. By Lemma
3.2.2 we know it suffices to show the result for the Skorokhod representations. First
we make the decomposition
VB VB

= (hm_S/Em - u) == (ME:’B - u) +

VB

MMSE*® — MMSE™" ),
( )

and notice that by Slutsky’s result (Lemma 2.1.7) it suffices to show

VB (\NSE? — NNSE ) 2 0.
g

To show this we use Markov’s inequality, which yields
e = 1 /\/ T
P(|¥E(VMSEZ” ~ MMSEZ")| 2 ) < —E(|*Z (MMSEZ” — MMSEZ") )
€

= @E(é! /OB V() = V= ()] df)-

g0

The theorem is thus proved if we can verify
1 [P ~ ~
E/ VBE([Y*(f) =Y=(f)|)df =0  for L — co. (3.10)
0

Intuitively this seems plausible since we have convergence in the supremum norm
on compact sets for the Skorokhod representations. This also clarifies why we need
to work in term of the representations. The original processes are only similar in
distribution, which does not imply a difference as in (3.10) goes to 0. The remain-
ing difficulty is of course we need a rate of the convergence due to the factor vB. In
the following we prove in detail the (3.10) does hold for the Skorokhod representations.

We use a construction from the proof of Skorokhod’s Theorem for real random vari-
ables (see e.g. Billingsley, 1986, Theorem 25.6.). Let Z ~ Unif(0,1) and define for
each L € N and f € R the random variables

L _ o1

YLB(f) - FQL,B(Z)

Y*(f) = F;L(2).
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Since these new representations have same distribution as the old representations, we
have

E([Y"(f) =Y=(f)]) = E(|Y**(f) ﬁ*(f)l)
/ Fol,(2) = Fol (2)|de.

The inverse distribution functions are (see Lemma A.3.4):

Fol()e— %1 4 Fol(s——
?L*B(Z) - pl —viEIn(z) a 17‘”(2) ~ p ! —1In(2)
where
L
LB __ B
pe / (1)t
0
Consequently we have
VLB v 072L

E(‘Y =Y (f)’) :/ ‘ — VLB In( ) ~ pl—1In(z) ’df

22 n(2) — In(2)
/ ‘ (veB + 11) -1 ln(lz) + vi8In(z)? ‘df

_ (1= e In(z)
Y / ’ (v=B +1)p~tn(z) + v=2 1In(z)? ‘df
< (1 —v™)oC,

where C' is a constant bounding the integral. Now we return to the verification of
(3.10), and observe

1 (B ~ ~
5 / VBE(|[Y*(f) =Y>=(f)|)df < VB(1—v"*")s2C.
0
If we let X be a stochastic variable with density p (the PDP) we have

B ~ ~
5 [ VBRIV () T () < VB(1 - P(X < §)oic
<VBP(X > £)o2C

E(X) o
<\/_L/B n

This converges to 0 for L — oo by the assumptions in the theorem, and the proof is
thus complete. [ |
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3.3 The finite equalizer

Given a channel response (h§,...,h7_,) sampled using bandwidth B = 1/T we wish
to establish a relation between MMSEL® given by (1.7) in Chapter 1 and MMSEX?
studied in the previous section. At first we will keep L, B fixed and only study
asymptotics for growing equalizer length N, which is done in Proposition 3.3.2. To
do this we need a lemma providing an upper bound on MMSE%”.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let L, N € N and B € Ry. Then for all realizations of (h§,...,h7_;)

1 N+L—-1 - (L 1) 2
MMSEY? < ———— Y vy (d T 11
SENT S Niro = (=) T TR (3.1

where o2

is the noise power and MMSEL® is defined in (1.7).

Proof. Since MMSEZX” is given by the minimum diagonal element of a matrix we can
upper bound it by the average diagonal element, i.e.

2
MMSE~? < %tr[(H*H +1n7Y,

where D = L+N—1 is the number of columns in the matrix H defined in (1.6) on
page 6. Any matrix of the form H*H is Hermitian and using the spectral theorem
(Theorem A.1.1) we have H*H = UAU*, where U is a unitary matrix and A is a
diagonal matrix consisting of the eigenvalues of H*H. Furthermore H*H is positive
semi-definite since for all z we have z* H* Hx = |[Hz||> > 0, which also implies the
eigenvalues A1,...,A\p of H*H are non-negative. The matrix

H'H+1ir=UMA+inU

has eigenvalues \; + %, which are strictly positive due to the non-negativity of A;.
Since all eigenvalues are non-zero the matrix is invertible and the eigenvalues of the
inverse matrix are

1

———, j=1,...,D.
A+

Using that the trace of a matrix is the sum of the eigenvalues yields

R
ZA " (3.12)

j=1"

> \:%

MMSEL? < l;‘tr[(H*H +20)”

bl»—-

This gives an upper bound on MMSEZX® in terms of the eigenvalues of H*H, but we
do not have an explicit expression for these. In the following we will approximate the
Toeplitz matrix H by a circulant matrix C for which we can calculate the eigenvalues
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explicitly and achieve an alternative upper bound on MMSEX®. Let C be the Dx D
circulant matrix obtained by right-shifting the first row of H:

T hE RP - BB, 0 0 ... 0
0 hE R .. R 0 .. 0
o 0 0 he  RE o RE, 0 [}{]
0 0 e 0 h§g AP hpoy | |E
R0 00 R h
i f e hffl 0 e 0 0 hg

It is seen that C' is simply obtained by appending L—1 rows to H, and the matrix
consisting of these rows is called E. Using the block matrix notation from above we
see that

H

C*C =[H"E"] {E} =H*H+ E*E.

We denote the eigenvalues of H*H, C*C and E*FE by \;, u; and v; respectively for
i =1,...,D. The matrices H*H, C*C and E*FE are all Hermitian and positive
semidefinite, and we assume the eigenvalues to be in non-increasing order such that
A1 > -+ > Ap and analogously for y; and v;. Since F only has L—1 rows we conclude
that rank(E*FE) < min(rank(E*),rank(F)) < L—1, and therefore v; = 0 for ¢ > L.

Weyl’s inequalities (Theorem A.1.2) imply, that
Mitj—1 < N + vy,

and for j = L we get

fisr—1 < Ai. (3.13)
We split the sum in (3.12) in two parts and apply (3.13), which yields
D N N+L—1
1 1 1
) r=> Tt D I
i=1 Ai P =1 Ai P i=N+1 Ai P
al 1
< — + (L1
; HitL—1 + - ( )
S
< L-1)p.
_§m+—( )p

Inserting this into (3.12) yields the alternative upper bound

1 (L - 1)02
mmﬁg— In 4 )o: (3.14)
Dzt D

3N

_|_



56

Results

2
Zz . Now we exploit
0'
that Theorem A.1.3 provides an explicit expression for the elgenvalues of a circulant
matrix. Since the first row of C' in our case is [h§ - - - h?_,] appended with N—1 zeros

the eigenvalues of C, denoted «;, j =1,...,D, are

where we used the definition of the signal to noise ratio p =

L1
aj = Z h exp(—2mij5) = HLB(%)
1=0

where H"" is the transfer function given by (3.2).
Using an eigenvalue decomposition (Theorem A.1.3) C' = UAU* we notice that C* =

UA*U* and therefore C*C = UA*AU*. Consequently the eigenvalues of C*C can be
expressed as i; = |o;|2 = [H**(88)[2, j = 1,..., D. Inserting this into (3.14) yields

zl\.’J

i L @=1a?
1
o [HE( ) +5 D

MMSEZX” <

b |

This is seen to be the bound (3.11) we set out to prove, since D = L+N—1 and
o
[H2(f)]? +

1
p

Y (f) =
for all f € R. |
Using the upper bound provided in Lemma 3.3.1 we can prove MMSEL? — MMSEZ®.

Intuitively this holds since the sum term in the upper bound is seen to be a Riemann
sum approximation to MMSEX”. We prove this in detail in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3.2. Let L € N and B € Ry. Then
MMSEY” — MMSEZ® as N — oo,

for all realizations of (h§,...,hE_,).

Proof. We let S&P denote the sum term of the upper bound (3.11) such that

1 N+L—-1
LB _ LB jB
Sw N+L—1 Z Y )
j=1
N+L—-1
1 B L,B( jB )
N+L-1/°

~B & N+yL-1
Jj=1
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We can write this sum as the integral

LB __ 1 B LB
s = [ v, (3.15)

where Y2 : R — [0, po2] is the simple function defined by

L+N-1 .
ver(h = 3 I(f € [ =)V (e=)- (3.16)

j=1

for all f € R.

As mentioned in Chapter 1 the finite equalizer is a sub model of the infinite equalizer
implying MMSE~? < MMSEX”. Combining this with the upper bound on MMSE%”
yields

L—-1)o02
MMSE:* < MMSE®® < gvo 4 LD
- = R B
which leads to
L
IMMSEL” — MMSE?| < §%° — MMSE"* + o(ﬁ). (3.17)

It thus only remains to verify that
Sw? — MMSEX® — 0 for N — 0.

From (3.15) it follows that

1 B
55" — MMSEZ?| = | = /0 Y () =Y ()] df| (3.18)

IN

B
5[ -yl

From (3.16) it is clear that Y** is a simple function approximation of Y** on the
interval [0, B] such that for all f € [0, B] we have Y ?(f) — Y"?(f) or equivalently
|YEE(f) = YE2(f)| — 0 for N — oo. Since |YE2(f) =Y =5 (f)| < poZ(f € [0, B]) we
can use Lebesgue’s theorem on dominated convergence to conclude

. 1 P LB __ VLB _ im i > LB __ yVLB
lim _/0 Y0 () = Y2 ()]df = ] B/o I(f € [0, BY|YSP(f) = Y (f)|df
— _/ lim Z(f € [0, B)|YE2(f) — Y (f)|df

N—oo
|
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We have already exploited this result in Section 1.2, where we only carried out simu-
lations of MMSEZ®. Proposition 3.3.2 ensures that for N — oo we have the pointwise
convergence

MMSEL? — MMSEZX?,
for all realizations of the channel response, which implies the weak convergence
MMSEY” 2 MMSE-”.

Consequently for a number of simulated channel responses the results obtained by
calculating the integral expression for MMSEZ® are arbitrarily close to the results
obtained by inverting a matrix and finding the minimum diagonal element as de-
scribed by (1.7), when N is sufficiently large. This has the advantage that the matrix
inversion, which is computer intensive for large N, can be avoided.

3.3.1 Central limit theorem

We will briefly consider the situation when L, B, N grow simultaneously. We let
B = B(L) and N = N(L) depend on L such that B, N — oo for L — oco. Analogously
to the result for MMSE"” we have a condition ensuring asymptotic normality of
MMSEZ” in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3.3. Let

If%HOfOTL%oo and
B
E(|5 /0 V() = Y= ()] df|) = o( ) (3.19)
then /B
B D
— (MMSEQB - u) L N(0,1)
for L — oo.

Proof. The proof is similar to the beginning of that of Theorem 3.2.3, and we write

7 (s ) = (S ) 7 (e )

By Slutsky’s result (Lemma 2.1.7) it suffices to show

VB (MMSE;B - MMSE;B) 2.
g
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Markov’s inequality yields

P(|@ (MMSE@B - MMSE;B)\ > 5) < é]E(@’MMSEZB — MMSE"-*

From (3.17) and (3.18) we know

< vB|L
B

- o

VB ’MMSE@B — MMSE®®

[ e -y« Yo(),
0
such that

@E(}MMSE@B — MMSE®#

)< s || e - veua) +o( 7).

By the imposed assumptions the two terms converge to 0, which finishes the proof. W

3.4 Discussion

In this section we will discuss some of the conditions we have imposed in the results
in Sections 3.2 and 3.3. We start with the first condition in Proposition 3.2.1.

Condition 1. Let the PDP, p, be such that the stationary compler Gaussian pro-
cess H* with autocovariance function p is strongly mizing with mizing coefficient o
satisfying

/OOO aT)dr < 0.

Di1scUSSION:

A difficulty regarding mixing properties of stochastic processes is that mixing coeffi-
cients are hard to calculate, and it is thus desirable to characterize mixing processes in
another way. It would be useful to have a sufficient condition on the rate of decay of
the autocovariance function to ensure a mixing property. This is however not possible
(except in the case when the autocovariance is zero from some point) since no mat-
ter how fast the autocovariance decays it is always possible to construct a Gaussian
process with this rate of decay that does not exhibit strong mixing (Piterbarg, 1996,
page 43).

A more fruitful approach to this problem is to study the spectral density of the process,
which e.g. is done in Dym and McKean (1976). The spectral representation given in
(2.6) can be written as

(oo}

E(Xy, Xt,) = / exp(it1 A)exp(ita A ) dp(N).

— 00

The left hand side of this expression is the inner product of the elements X, and
X, on the space L?(2, P) consisting of all complex random variables £ on (£, &, P)
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with E(|¢]?) < co. The right hand side is the inner product on L?(R,pu) of the
elements e;, and e;,, where e¢;; : R — C is defined by e;;(\) = exp(it;A) for all
A € R. In this way we have an operator 7 : (X;) — L?(R, u) taking the element X;
to the element e;. We now consider the entire process (X;) and the corresponding
collection (e;). We denote the closed linear span of these collections by respectively
A C L*Q,P)and B C L*(R, 1). The operator 7 : A — B is called the trigonometric
isomorphism and this relation allows probabilistic problems concerning (X;) to be
treated by trigonometrical approximation in L?(R, u), which is used in Dominguez
(1992) to study completely regular (p-mixing) processes. Then it can be exploited
that for Gaussian processes strong mixing and complete regularity are equivalent with
proportional mixing coefficients. The more detailed study of this does however turn
out to be a study of complex analysis, which is outside the scope of this thesis. [

In the following we consider the second condition in Proposition 3.2.1.

Condition 2. Let the PDP, p, be such that

7 =2 [T OV (] £0 (3.20)

where

Ye(f)=Y>(f)—p  and  p=E[Y>(f)].
DISCUSSION:
First we recall the marginal variance of H* is R (0) = p(0) = 1. In Section 2.1.4 it
was shown that if X ~ CA(0,1) then |X|?> ~ Exp(1), and thus

oo O_?L

p=E[Y>=(f)] = / T exp(—u)du.
0

u—l—;

This integral cannot be evaluated analytically, but it is well suited for numerical
integration since the integrand vanishes quickly for large u. The expression for p is
used when checking the condition (3.20), which can be rewritten as

2 [ E[Y=OY=(0)] - £
0

The mean value in this expression is

2 0_2

On

E[y=(0)Y=()] = /C

n
q(x1,x2)dz1dT
2 212+ 1 a2 + L (21, 22)dmrda,

where ¢ is the density of (X1, X2)" ~ CN3(0,Y) with

=il "]
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Therefore the verification of (3.20) for specific PDPs is a multidimensional integration
problem, which we will not discuss further here. O

The final condition we will mention appears in Theorem 3.3.3.
Condition 3. Let
1 B
LB LB _ 1
B(|5 [ e -venal) - o).

Di1scuUsSION:

Intuitively there is some hope showing convergence to 0 since Y7 is a simple function
approximating Y *F, but we also need a rate of the convergence, and it remains as an
open problem to study this condition in detail. O






CHAPTER 4
Conclusion and future work

4.1 Conclusion

In this thesis we have studied the behavior of the minimum mean square error (MMSE)
as a performance measure for a communication system using either a finite of infinite
equalizer. The communication system model has been parametrized by the power
delay profile p, the system bandwidth B, the channel length L, and in the case
of a finite equalizer also the equalizer length N. The performance measures were
denoted respectively MMSEX® and MMSEZX® for the infinite and finite equalizer, and
a fundamental process involved in calculating MMSEZ” is the transfer function H**.
We have proven asymptotic uniform p-equicontinuity in probability for this process,
under suitable conditions, and thereby established a weak limit H>~. Using these
results a central limit theorem (CLT) was proven for MMSE-” as the main result in
the thesis. Furthermore it was proven that MMSEY” — MMSEX® as N — oo for
fixed L, B. This makes approximate simulations of MMSEZX® possible by simulating
MMSEZ? | which is less computer intensive. Finally a condition was given to extend
the CLT to hold for MMSEZL".

4.2 Future work

The discussion in Section 3.4 points out some interesting open questions to address
in the future. A more clear description of the class of power delay profiles ensuring
the CLT behavior is desirable. Especially some conditions on the power delay profile
ensuring strong mixing with mixing coefficients decaying at a specified rate would be
beneficial. Furthermore a study of the condition ensuring the CLT for MMSEX” is
needed.

Another interesting issue is to relate the results obtained here to the results presented
in Barriac and Madhow (2004). Here a similar quantity to MMSE.” called the spectral
efficiency, Ig, is studied. It is given by

B
2

In = [ los(1+ plH(DP).

which is a very similar structure to the one studied in the present thesis. Barriac
and Madhow (2004) proves a CLT for the spectral efficiency using Serfling (1968). It
is interesting investigate if this setup could be used to obtain alternative conditions
ensuring the CLT in our case.






APPENDIX A

Miscellaneous results

A.1 Linear Algebra
A.1.1 The Spectral Theorem

A fundamental result in linear algebra is the spectral theorem, which can be found in
Hogben (2006).

Theorem A.1.1. Let A be a Hermitian matriz. Then there is a unitary matriz U
such that U*AU = D, where D is a real diagonal matriz whose diagonal entries are
the eigenvalues of A.

A.1.2 Weyl's inequalities
The following result is due to Weyl (Bhatia, 1997, Theorem II1.2.1 and (IIL.8)).

Theorem A.1.2. Let A, B be Hermitian matrices with eigenvalues \{* > --- > \A
and )\{B > .0 > )\f respectively. The eigenvalues /\fH'B > .0 > A;‘}*‘B of A+ B
satisfy the inequalities
A+B A B
A2 SN+

foralli,je{l,...,n} such that j+ k—1<n.

A.1.3 Circulant matrices

An important property of circulant matrices is that they can be diagonalized and
there is a closed form expression for the eigenvalues (Davis, 1994, Theorem 3.2.2.).

Theorem A.1.3. Let [co - cn—1] be the first row of a nxn circulant matriz C. Then
there exists a unitary matriz U, such that C = U*DU, where D is a diagonal matrix
whose diagonal entries are the eigenvalues aq, . .., o, of C. Furthermore

n—1

= ch exp(—2mijl), ji=1...,n
1=0

A.2  Probability and measure theory

A.2.1 Fundamental inequalities

Markov’s, Chebyshev’s, and Lapynov’s inequalities are used in this thesis and for
convenience we state them here (Billingsley, 1986, p. 74-76):

P(X| > a) < ~E(X)). (A1)
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1
P(IX ~E(X)| 2 a) < —Var(X). (A.2)
E(|X[5)Y* > E(XHY, 0<s <t (A.3)

A.2.2 Tonelli's Theorem

A classical result in measure theory is Tonelli’s Theorem (Billingsley, 1986, Theorem
18.3) presented below.

Theorem A.2.1. Let (X, F,u) and (Y,G,v) be o-finite measure spaces and let the
function f: X xY — R be measurable with respect to the product o-algebra F @ G.
Then

(i) the function defined by g(x) = [, f(x,y)dv(y) is measurable with respect to F.
(i) [y [(x,y)duv(z,y) fX [ [y [ (@, y)dv(y)]du(z).
Extension:

If f takes values in R then (¢) still holds, which can be verified by using (¢) on the
the positive and negative part of f separately.

A.3  Auxiliary lemmas

The following lemma is used to prove Lemma A.3.2, which is part of the proof of
Theorem 2.4.6.

Lemma A.3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.4.6 we have
E(Sp) = E[(Y_ X;)*] = o(n?).

Proof. We start by splitting the product in to several parts and for notational conve-
nience let N = {1,...,n}, such that

B[(20)]- ¥ Enn

i,5,k,lEN

STEEH + D EXPX) + > E(XEX?)
i=1 i, jEN i, jEN

i#£j i#£j
+ Z (X2X;X1) + Z E(X, X; X X)).

i,j,kEN i,j,k,lEN

i#i#k i#j#kAl
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Since P(|X;| < C) =1 it is clear that we can bound each of the mean values in the
expression above by C*. The first sum only has n terms and therefore it is o(n?).
The number of terms in the second and third sum is O(n?), so that these are o(n?),
and we thus only need to verify the fourth and fifth sums are o(n3). We start with
the fourth and split the index set {(i,7,k) € N3 | i # j # k} into the six index sets

Ny = {(i,j, k) € N3 | i< j <k}, Ny = {(i,j, k) € N3 |i < k < j},
N3 ={(i,j, k) € N* | j <i <k}, Ny ={(i,j, k) € N* | j < k < i},
Ns ={(i,j,k) € N® | k<i<j}, Ne={(i,jk)e N> |k<j<i},

which leads to

6
STOERXIX;XE) =) > E(X7X;X).
i,j,kEN s=114,j,k€ENg
ik

In the following we show that the sum over Ny is O(n?).

Clearly
> ExEGX) =0 > B(XEX; X)),
4,4,kENy 4,4,kENy
For each of the terms in this sum we use i<j<k and Theorem 2.3.2 to obtain
E(X7X;Xk)| = [E(X7X;Xp) — E(X7XH)E(Xp)| < 4C%ax (k—j), (A4)
such that

Y E(XZX;X) =0 Z_Z > ax(k*j)> (A.5)

i,j,k€EN1

The other five sums follow in the exact same manner with the appropriate change of
indices in (A.4) and (A.5). Hereby we have established

> E(XPX;Xy) = o(n?),
i,j,kE€N

i#jF#k
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as desired.

In the same manner as before we have

24
Yo EXXXX) =) Y E(XiX;XX),

i,k lEN s=114,5,k,lE€Ng
i£jEkAL
where Ni,...,Nos are the different orderings of the four indices. In this case we

notice that the different index sets merely correspond to a permutation of the factors
Xi, X;, Xy, and X; such that we actually have

Z E(X;X; X, X)) =24 Z E(X:X,; X, X)),
i,4,k,lEN i,5,k,lEN1
i jFkA
where Ny = {(i, j,k,1) € N* | i<j<k<l}. Theorem 2.3.2 yields two different bounds
for the terms in the sum:
IE(X, X; Xp X))| = |E(X: X; Xk X)) — B(X)E(X; X X))| < 4Chax (j—i),
and
IE(X; X; Xp X))| = |E(X:X; X3 X)) — B(XX; X5)E(X))| < 4C*ax(1—Fk).
Since both of these holds for all configurations of i<j<k<![ we can use the minimum
as an upper bound such that

n n n n

3y ]E(XZ-XijXl):O(Z >y min{ax(j—i),ax(l—k)})

ij.k lEN i=1 j=i+1 k=j+11=k+1
i#j 7R

i

Il
N

:O(n2 jax(j))-

J

From Lemma 2.3.4 we have Y jax(j) = o(n), which establishes the result. |
j=1

Using the above result on the fourth moment of X; we can establish the following
result, which is used in the proof of Theorem 2.4.6.

Lemma A.3.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.4.6 we can construct sequences
(qn) and (pn) such that for n — oo:

(i) pn — 00, pr = o(n),

(”) qn — OO, 4n = 0(pn);
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(idi) kp = 1)&(1 + 0(1)),

(iv) % = o(1),
(v) knax(qn) = o(1),
(vi) L[ ( gglxjﬂ — o(1).
Proof. From Lemma A.3.1 we know E[S?}] = o(n3) such that
E[S;] = n®y(n) < n*j(n), (A.6)
where

v(n) —0  and %(n)zsgpv(j)-

We define (p,,) and (g,,) by

. ) n
pn = min{p € N:p > /nllog7(p)|} and In = LJ_J

Finally we recall k,, = Lpnian.

Ad (7):

Clearly p,, — oo for n — oco. Lapynov’s inequality (A.3) with s =2 and t = 4 yields

E[(ixj)j > {E[(ixjm? — (14 o(1)).

Combining this with (A.6) leads to

ot

(1+0(1)),

:Y(”) > o

such that
lim n4(n) > 0. (A7)

n—oo

From this we conclude there exists a ¢ > 0 such that for sufficiently large n we have
£ < 4(n) < 1. Then we have

Vi llog7(n)| < v/n [log ()|

< v/n [log(c) — log(n)|
< V/n(|log(c)| + [log(n)|)
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Thus for sufficiently large n we have y/n|log¥(n)| < n, which is the condition in
the definition of p,. Since p,, is the least integer satisfying this we have p,, < n for
sufficiently large n, and thus

pn < VnllogY(pa)| + 1
< VnllogF(n)| +1
< V/n(|log(e)] + [log(n)]) + 1

From this we conclude

z% < vn(|log(n)| Z [log(e)) +1 _ o(1),

such that p, = o(n).

Ad (u9):

From the definition of g, it is clear that since p,, = o(n) then ¢, — oo. Furthermore
we have from the definition of p,, that

n n

— < —— =o(1). A8
B oGl e

From this we conclude q n
n
I < o),
Pn p%

such that g, = o(pn).

Ad (iii):

Directly from the definition of k,, we have

n

ky, = { o J - 15"& (1+o(1)) - £(1+o(1)). (A.9)

Ad (iv):
Using ¢, = O(3%), kn = O(;%) and (A.8) yields

Pn
qj:: = o(”—) = o(1).
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Ad (v):
From Lemma 2.3.4 we know ¢,ax(gn) = o(1). Since g, = L’an = pin(l +0(1)) we
have ( ( ))
k (14 o(1
knox(qn) = = nOx\Qqn) = P o(1) = o(1). A.10
() = s a0) = B of1) = o) (410
Ad (vi):

Recalling (2.20) we have 0,* = -1 (14 o(1)). Using this and (A.6) yields
k, Pn 4 Chas
;E[(ZXJ) } < knoy " pn 3 (Pn)

- E(1+0(1))#(1+0(1))pi’7(1’n)

From the definition of p,, we know, that p, < nz | log (:Y (pn))| + 1, which yields

n

%E[(ixj)‘*} _ O(TLIlog (ﬁ(pn))IQﬁ(pn))
= 0|10 (3(p) [3(p) ).

This concludes the proof since 5(p,) — 0 for n — co and lim z( log(m))2 =0. [ |

z—0

In Chapter 3 we use the Lipschitz continuity of the complex exponential function
several times, and it is derived below.

Lemma A.3.3. The function f: R — C defined by f(t) = exp(iat), for some a € R
s Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant \/i\a|, i.e. forall s,t € R

|exp(ias) — exp(iat)| < V2|a||s — t].
Proof. For a real-valued differentiable function f : R — R we have in general

[f(s) = F(B) < max |f'(2)]|s —t],

tes,t]
and in particular for all s,¢ € R we have

| cos(as) — cos(at)| < |al|s — ¢t and |sin(as) — sin(at)| < |al|s — t].
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The result follows by direct calculation

| exp(ias) — exp(iat)| = \/| cos(as) — cos(at)|2 + |sin(as) — sin(at)|2
< V2|al|s —t]. [ |
The final lemma in this appendix is used in the proof of Theorem 3.2.3.

Lemma A.3.4. Using the notation in Theorem 3.2.3 we have

2 2

In and FZl(z) =

71 _
F{/L,B (Z) - p_l _ LB ln(z) Y oo

p~' —In(z)
where p is the signal to noise ratio, o2 is the noise power, and

L
B

po / p(t)dt.
0
Proof. First we recall that
H>(f) ~CN(0,1), forall feR,
as remarked after the proof of Proposition 3.1.2. From Section 2.1.4 (page 18) we
then know |H>(f)|?> ~ Exp(1).

From the definition of H*? we have
L—1
H™(f) =" hi exp (—2mif%).
1=0

Since this is a linear transformation of the complex Gaussian variables h7,...,h7_;
we conclude that H*#(f) is complex Gaussian for all f € R. The mean value is

L—-1
IE[HL,B(JC)] - E( Z h{ exp (_27”.-]0%))
=0

L-1
= Z exp (—27Tif%)E(hf) =0.
1=0

To calculate the variance we use the autocovariance function (3.5), which yields

Var[H"”(f)] = R;"(0)
L1 i1
—2mi0l
;/ﬁ p(t) exp (—2mi05)dt
p(t)dt
0
=P,
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We have thus shown that H*”(f) ~ CN(0,v*"), which as before implies

() ~ B ().

Now we define ¢ : [0,00) — [0, po?] by

Then for all f € R we have
YEE(f) = t([H"(f)I) and Y>(f) = t([H=(/)]?).

Our goal is to find the inverse distribution function for these random variables. Both
cases have the same structure. We wish to find the inverse distribution function of
Y =¢(X), where X ~ Exp(\). For Y*# we have A = v*#| whereas A = 1 for Y. To
calculate the density of Y we remark

o2 1 d o2
t7Y(y)= = —= and ’—tily’:—”
) y oop dy ) y?

Consequently the density of Y is

102 o2 1
fr(y) = Xy_QeXp(_ oo + /\_p)

:exp(/\ip):—zﬂexp(—i—;).

The distribution function of Y is then

2 2

Fy(y) = /Oy exp ()\Lp) ;Z"Q exp ( — %)dz.

2
Making the change of variables x = % yields

Frin) =exp (5) [, ewp(-a)ds

Ay
2

o (o (52)

From this we express the inverse distribution function as

2
F71 _ On ,
Y % — Aln(z)

and the result follows by inserting A = 1 and A = v*5. |






Notation

The list below provides an insight to the basic notational conventions used in the

thesis.

Exp(-)
Nd(', )
CNa(-,-)
Rayleigh(-)

Transpose of matrix or vector (e.g. X ).

Complex conjugation (e.g. X).

Fourier transform (e.g. f).

Conjugate transpose of matrix or vector (e.g. A*)).
Convolution (e.g. f *g).

Integer part of a real number (e.g. |x]).

Imaginary unit ¢ = /—1.

Indicator function.

The set of square integrable functions on R.

The set of functions on () square integrable with respect to P.
The set of functions on X square integrable with respect to p.
The set of natural numbers {1,2,...}.

The set of integer numbers {...,—1,0,1,...}.

The set of real numbers.

The set of positive real numbers.

The set of complex numbers.

Exponential distribution.

Normal distribution of dimension d.

Complex normal distribution of dimension d.

Rayleigh distribution.
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