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Abstract—The effects of Rician fading on the capacity of multi-

antenna systems designed to be optimal for Rayleigh fading are

investigated under the assumption that channel state informa-

tion (CSI) is available only at the receiver. Capacity bounds for

the multi-antenna Rician fading channel are also derived and nu-

merical results for some representative situations are provided.

I. Introduction

Prompted by recent results suggesting possible extraordinary
capacity gains [5], [13], multiple antenna systems and space-
time coding have received considerable attention as a means of
providing substantial performance improvement against chan-
nel fading in wireless communications systems. In [13], it was
established that when the receiver has access to perfect chan-
nel state information but not the transmitter, the capacity of a
Rayleigh distributed flat fading channel will increase almost lin-
early with the minimum of the number of transmit and receive
antennas.

In this paper we investigate how the capacity predicted with
the Rayleigh fading assumption changes when the fading model
is replaced by the more general Rician model. The fading coef-
ficients are assumed to be known at the receiver but not at the
transmitter. Rician fading is known to be the better model for
some fading environments. For example, when there is a direct
line of sight (LOS) path in addition to the multiple scattering
paths, the natural fading model is Rician.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section II we will re-
view some of the mathematical results that will be needed in the
rest of the paper. Section III details the multi-antenna system
we are considering and the assumptions on the fading process.
Next, in Section IV we will address the general capacity prob-
lem for the Rician fading channel and obtain an upper bound
for the capacity of multi-antenna systems under Rician fading.
Section V will formulate the main problem that we address in
this paper, namely the capacity variation of multi-antenna sys-
tems designed to achieve Rayleigh fading capacity when the
fading process is replaced by the more general Rician fading.
In Section V we will first give the general form of the capac-
ity expression under the assumed conditions and then explicitly
evaluate the capacity for some interesting special cases. Finally,
Section VI will give some concluding remarks.

II. Mathematical Preliminaries

Before turning to the problem of interest, we first establish
some necessary mathematical preliminaries concerning special
functions.

The gamma function for Re{a} > 0 is defined as the following
Eulerian integral of the second kind [1],

Γ(a) =

∫ ∞

0

e−xxa−1dx. (1)
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We can also define the complex multivariate gamma function,
Γ̃m(a), in terms of the univariate gamma function as [6], [7],

Γ̃m(a) = π
1
2 m(m−1)

m∏
k=1

Γ (a− (k − 1)) . (2)

It follows from (2) that, Γ̃1(a) = Γ(a).
The Bessel function of matrix argument, 0F̃1, is defined by

the relation [6], [7],

0F̃1(m;HHH) =

∫
U(m)

etr(HU+HU)(dU) (3)

where H is an n×m complex matrix with n ≤ m and H denotes
the complex conjugate of the matrix H . In the above, U(m) is
the unitary group of all m × m complex unitary matrices U ,
i.e. UUH = Im and (dU) is the invariant measure on U(m)
normalized to make the total measure unity. Here, Im denotes
the m × m identity matrix and superscript H stands for the
Hermitian transpose.

It can be shown that for a scalar r, (3) reduces to

0F̃1(m; r2) = Γ(m)r−(m−1)Im−1(2r), (4)

where the ν-th order modified Bessel function of the first kind,
Iν(z) (ν an integer) , can be defined as the series [1],

Iν(z) =

∞∑
k=0

(
z
2

)ν+2k

k!Γ(ν + k + 1)
. (5)

The Bessel function of two argument matrices, S and T (both
n× n), can then be defined via the relation [3], [7],

0F̃1(m;S, T ) =

∫
U(n)

0F̃1(m;SUTUH)(dU). (6)

III. Model Description

Consider a single user communications link in which the
transmitter and receiver are equipped with NT and NR anten-
nas, respectively. The discrete-time received signal in such a
system can be written in matrix form as,

y(i) = H(i)x(i) + n(i) (7)

where y(i), x(i) and n(i) are the complex NR-vector of received
signals on the NR receive antennas, the (possibly) complex NT -
vector of transmit signals on the NT transmit antennas and the
complex NR-vector of additive receiver noise, respectively, at
symbol time i. The components of n(i) are independent, zero-
mean, circularly symmetric complex Gaussian with independent
real and imaginary parts having equal variances. The noise is
also assumed to be independent with respect to the time index,
and E{n(i)n(i)H} = INR .

The matrix H(i) in (7) is the NR × NT matrix of complex
fading coefficients. The (nR, nT )-th element of the matrix H(i)
represents the fading coefficient value at time i between the nR-
th receiver antenna and the nT -th transmitter antenna. These

0-7803-7468-1/02/$17.00 (C) 2002 IEEE



fading coefficients are assumed to be known to the receiver but
not to the transmitter. The H(i) corresponding to each channel
use is considered to be independent from that of other channel
uses. This gives rise to a memoryless channel, and thus the ca-
pacity of the channel can be computed as the maximum mutual
information, i.e.

CNT ,NR = max
fX(x)

I(x; (y,H)) (8)

where fX(x) is the probability distribution function of the input
signal vector x.

The elements of H are assumed to be complex Gaussian dis-
tributed with independent real and imaginary parts each dis-
tributed as N (µ/

√
2, σ2). Moreover, the elements of H are

independent of each other. Thus, the elements of H are in-
dependent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaus-
sian random variables with, E{(H)nR,nT

} = µ√
2
(1 + j) and

Var{(H)nR,nT
} = 2σ2 for nR = 1, . . . , NR and nT = 1, . . . , NT .

With these assumptions, the distribution of the magnitudes of
the elements of H have the following Rician distribution:

fR(r) = 2(1 + κ)re−(1+κ)r2−κI0(2
√
κ(1 + κ)r), (9)

where I0 is the zero’th order modified Bessel function of the first
kind and where we have defined the Rice factor

κ =
µ2

2σ2
, (10)

and introduced the normalization, µ2 + 2σ2 = 1. Note that (9)
reduces to the Rayleigh distribution when κ = 0.

IV. Capacity of the Multi-Antenna Rician Fading
Channel

It is shown in [13] that, for the Rayleigh (κ = 0) flat fading
channel under the total power constraint P , i.e. E{xHx} ≤ P ,
the capacity of the channel (7) is achieved when x is a cir-
cularly symmetric complex Gaussian with zero-mean and co-
variance Q0 = (P/NT )INT , and that this capacity is given by
C0

NT ,NR
= E{log det(INR + P

NT
HHH)}. In the case of deter-

ministic fading where matrix H has all its elements equal to
unity (κ −→ ∞), the so called water-filling algorithm specifies
the covariance matrix of this capacity achieving Gaussian distri-
bution to be of the form Q∞ = P

NT
ΨNT , where ΨNT is defined

as the NT ×NT matrix of all ones.
Moreover, it is easy to show that in a multi-antenna system

where the receiver has access to the channel information, but
not the transmitter, the capacity achieving transmit signal dis-
tribution is in fact Gaussian for any type of fading distribution.
This capacity is given by,

CNT ,NR = max
Q≥0,trQ≤P

EH{log det(HQHH + INR)}.(11)

Thus, for a channel with Rician distributed fading, having a
general value of κ, one would expect that the covariance matrix
Q of the capacity achieving distribution to lie in between these
two extremes corresponding to κ = 0 and κ = ∞. Specifically,
one might expect that the covariance matrix of the capacity
achieving distribution under a general power constraint in the
Rician case will not necessarily be diagonal.

A. A capacity upper bound for the Rician channel

Observe that for any Q the matrix HQHH + INR is positive
definite and the function log det is concave on the set of positive

definite matrices. Thus, applying Jensen’s inequality to (11) we
have

CNT ,NR ≤ max
Q≥0,trQ≤P

log det(NRQΥ + INT ) (12)

where we have used the determinant identity det(I + AB) =
det(I +BA) and introduced the notation

E{HHH} = NRΥ. (13)

It is easy to show that the NT ×NT matrix Υ is in fact given
by,

Υ =
1

1 + κ




1 + κ κ . . . κ
κ 1 + κ . . . κ
...

...
. . .

...
κ κ . . . 1 + κ


 . (14)

If we denote the eigenvalues of Υ by λi for i = 1, . . . , NT , then
it can be shown that

λi =

{
1+NT κ
1+κ

if i = 1
1

1+κ
if i = 2, . . . , NT

. (15)

We may decompose Υ as Υ = UDUT , whereD is theNT ×NT

diagonal matrix having the eigenvalues in (15) as its diagonal
entries and U is an orthogonal matrix. Substituting this in the
right hand side of (12) and letting UT QU = Q̃ we have

CNT ,NR ≤ max
Q≥0,trQ≤P

log det(NRQ̃D + INT ). (16)

We observe that for any κ such that 0 ≤ κ < ∞ the matrix Υ
is non-singular and thus all the eigenvalues of Υ are non-zero.
Now, it is easy to see that the right hand side is maximized by a
diagonal Q̃ and the maximizing diagonal entries are such that,

Q̃ii =

{
P

NT
+ κ(1+κ)(NT−1)

NR(1+NT κ)
if i = 1

P
NT

− κ(1+κ)
NR(1+NT κ)

if i = 2, . . . , NT
. (17)

Hence, the capacity of the Rician channel under total transmit
power constraint P is upper bounded, for 0 ≤ κ <∞, as

CNT ,NR ≤ log
[
1 + (NT − 1)κ+

NR

NT

1 +NTκ

1 + κ
P
]

+ (NT − 1) log
[
1 − κ

1 +NTκ

NR

NT

1

1 + κ
P
]
. (18)

Case 1: κ = 0

It is easily seen that for κ = 0, which is the Rayleigh fading
case, the above bound reduces to,

CNT ,NR ≤ NT log
[
1 +

NR

NT
P
]
. (19)

It is clear from (19) that when NR = NT the capacity upper
bound is a linear function of NT . In fact, it was shown in [13]
that in this case the capacity can be approximated by a linear
function of NT asymptotically for large numbers of antennas.

Case 2: NT = 1

When NT = 1, the capacity upper bound in (18) becomes,

C1,NR ≤ log [1 +NRP ] . (20)

In [13] it was shown that the capacity of the Rayleigh fading
channel in this case is asymptotic to log(1+NRP ) for large NR.
Thus, we see that again in the Rician channel the capacity is in
fact upper bounded by log(1+NRP ) for any number of receiver
antennas NR.
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V. Capacity of the Rician channel with Signals
designed for Rayleigh distributed Fading

The aim of this section is to investigate the variation of the
capacity results obtained for a Rayleigh distributed fading pro-
cess in [13], when the fading process is actually replaced by the
more general Rician distribution. Thus, henceforth we will re-
strict attention to the case in which the covariance matrix Q
of x is a scaled version of the NT × NT identity matrix. As
noted earlier this is the form of the covariance matrix of x that
achieves the capacity in the Raleigh fading case under the same
input power constraint. Invoking the transmit power constraint,
then we have that, x is circularly symmetric, zero-mean com-
plex Gaussian with E{xxH} = Q = P

NT
INT and the capacity

of the channel under Rician fading is given by,

CNT ,NR = EH

{
log det

(
P

NT
HHH + INR

)}
(21)

where the expectation is with respect to the probability distri-
bution function of H, which can be written as [3], [7],

fH(H) =
1

(π)NTNR |Σ|NT e
−tr[Σ−1(H−M)(H−M)H] (22)

where Σ is the Hermitian covariance matrix of the columns
(assumed to be the same for all columns) of H and M =
E{H}. For the assumed model, we have Σ = 2σ2INR and
M = µ√

2
(1 + j)ΨNR,NT where ΨNR,NT is the NR ×NT matrix

of ones. Let us define m = max{NR, NT }, n = min{NR, NT }
and

W =

{
HHH if NR < NT

HHH if NR ≥ NT
. (23)

Hence W is always an n×n square matrix. Then, we have from
(21) and (23) that

CNT ,NR = EW

{
log det

(
P

NT
W + In

)}
. (24)

It is well-known that when H is distributed as in (22), the dis-
tribution of W is given by the non-central Wishart distribution
[3], [7],

fW(W ) = e
−tr
[
Σ−1MMH

]
0F̃1(m; Σ−1

MM
HΣ−1

W )
e−trΣ−1W |W |m−n

Γ̃n(m)|Σ|m
(25)

Note that in (25) we have assumed, without loss of general-
ity, that W = HHH . We will continue with this assumption
throughout unless stated otherwise.

Since W in (24) is an n×n Hermitian matrix, if we denote its
(non-negative) eigenvalues as λ1, λ2, . . . , λn, then we can write
W = UΛUH, where U is unitary and Λ is the diagonal matrix
of eigenvalues. Since det

(
P

NT
W + In

)
=
∏n

i=1

(
1 + P

NT
λi

)
, the

capacity in (24) can be given in terms of the eigenvalue distri-
bution of the non-central Wishart distributed matrix W as

CNT ,NR = Eλ1,...,λn

{
n∑

i=1

log
(
1 +

P

NT
λi

)}
. (26)

A. Capacity in the Limit of Large NT

Before attempting to evaluate the exact capacity in (21), it is
instructive to investigate the behavior of the above capacity in
the limit as the number of transmit antennas increases without
bound. For a fixed NR, by the strong law of large numbers we
have almost surely,

lim
NT−→∞

1

NT
HHH = Υ (27)
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Fig. 1. Asymptotic Capacity for Large Number of Transmit Antennas

Versus Rice Factor.

where the matrix Υ is defined in (14) (here it is taken to be an
n× n matrix).

Hence, for a fixed number of receiver antennas when the num-
ber of transmit antennas becomes very large, the capacity of the
channel in the presence of Rician fading is given by,

C∞,NR
= (NR − 1) log

[
1 +

P

1 + κ

]
+ log

[
1 + (NRκ + 1)

P

1 + κ

]
. (28)

The following two cases illustrate the dependence of the asymp-
totic capacity on the Rice factor κ:

lim
κ−→0

C∞,NR = NR log (1 + P ) (29)

lim
κ−→∞

C∞,NR = log (1 +NRP ) (30)
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Note that (29) is the asymptotic capacity of the Rayleigh
channel given by Telatar in [13]. It is easily seen that C∞,NR in
(28) is a monotonically decreasing function in κ for κ > 0 and
NR > 1 and is constant for NR = 1. Thus, we observe that the
Rician fading environment will degrade the capacity of a system
that is designed to achieve the Rayleigh channel capacity (recall
that we have constrained the input signal covariance to be a
scaled identity matrix), when the number of transmit antennas
is very large. However, this does not necessarily mean that the
capacity of the Rician fading channel is less than the Rayleigh
fading channel. In fact, in the deterministic case, which is the
limiting case of Rician fading with κ −→ ∞, the capacity of the
channel, as achieved by the water filling algorithm, can easily
shown to be log(1 +NRNTP ), for any NR and NT .
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Figure 1 shows the dependence of the asymptotic capacity
of the Rician fading channel (in the limit of a large number of
transmit antennas) on the Rice factor κ for P = 0dB.

Figure 2 shows the asymptotic capacity of the Rician fading
channel in the limit of large number of transmit antennas versus
number of receiver antennas NR for κ = 10. This plot shows
the almost linear dependence of the asymptotic Rician capacity
on the number of receiver antennas (which is the smaller of NT

and NR in this case), similar to the previously established linear
dependence for the Rayleigh fading environment ([5], [13]).

B. Special Case: min{NR, NT } = 1

In this section we will evaluate (21) for the special case n =
min{NR, NT } = 1. In this special case, the covariance matrix
Σ reduces to a scalar, i.e. Σ = 2σ2. Thus, the distribution of
W in (25) (which is a scalar) can be written as,

fW(W ) = e−κm
0F̃1

(
m;m

µ2

4σ2
W

)
e
− W

2σ2 |W |m−1

Γ̃1(m)|2σ2|m . (31)

Using (4) in (31), we have that,

fW(W ) =
e−κm

(2σ2)m
e
− W

2σ2 |W |m−1
(
ω
√
W

)−(m−1)
Im−1(2ω

√
W ), (32)

where in (32) we have defined ω2 = mκ(1 + κ). From (24) the
capacity in this special case is,

CNT ,NR =

∫ ∞

0

log
(
1 +

P

NT
W
)
fW(W )dW, (33)

where fW(W ) is given in (32). As noted by Telatar in [13] for
the Rayleigh case, again from (33) we observe that the capacity
is not symmetric in NR and NT also in the Rician case. Thus,
we have two cases to consider as below.

B.1 NR ≥ NT = 1

From (32) and (33), the capacity of the Rician fading channel
in this case is,

C1,NR
=

1

Γ(NR)

∫ ∞

0

log (1 + PW )WNR−1
e
−W

ψ(W,NR)dW. (34)

where we have introduced the function ψ(W,m),

ψ(W,m) =
Γ(m)

[mκ(1 + κ)]
1
2 (m−1)

(
1 + κ

eκ

)m

e−κW

× W− 1
2 (m−1)Im−1(2

√
mκ(1 + κ)W ) (35)

For comparison we note that according to [13], the capacity of
the Rayleigh channel in this case is,

C0
1,NR =

1

Γ(NR)

∫ ∞

0

log (1 + PW )WNR−1e−WdW.(36)

Figure 3 shows the capacity of the Rician fading channel in
this special of NT = 1, against the number of receiver anten-
nas for κ = 10. We have also included on the same graph the
corresponding capacity curves for the Rayleigh fading channel
(κ = 0 case). We observe that the capacity of the Rician chan-
nel is greater than the capacity of the Rayleigh channel and
it can also be shown that this capacity gap increases with the
increasing value of κ. We can also observe from Fig. 3 that
the capacity gap is prominent for smaller numbers of receiver
antennas and, as NT −→ ∞, the two capacities converge to the
same value. However, again we should recall that this higher
capacity of the Rician channel was obtained by using a signal
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distribution which is not necessarily the capacity achieving op-
timal distribution for this particular channel. These results thus
suggest that we may be able to gain even greater capacity im-
provements by exploiting the Rician-ness inherent in the fading
process.

B.2 NT ≥ NR = 1

The capacity of the Rician fading channel in this case is,

CNT ,1
=

1

Γ(NT )

∫ ∞

0

log

(
1 +

P

NT

W

)
W
NT−1

e
−W

ψ(W,NT )dW (37)

where ψ(W,NT ) is given by (35).
Again, note that the capacity of the Rayleigh channel in this

case is [13],

C0
NT ,1 =

1

Γ(NT )

∫ ∞

0

log
(
1 +

P

NT
W
)
WNT−1e−WdW. (38)

Figure 4 plots the capacity of the Rician fading channel in the
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special case of NR = 1, against the number of transmit antennas
for κ = 10. Again, we observe that the capacity of the Rician
channel is greater than the capacity of the Rayleigh channel
and also we can show that this capacity gap increases with the
increasing value of κ before finally converging to the same value
for large NT . From Fig. 4 we note that for a smaller num-
ber of transmit antennas the capacity gap is significant. Since
in practical communications systems the interest is in gaining
as much capacity improvement using smaller numbers of trans-
mit and receive antennas, these results suggest that it is worth
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attempting to find optimal signal distributions for the Rician
fading channels.

Finally, note that using the series representation (5) of the
modified Bessel function, it is straightforward to show that,
limκ−→0 ψ(W,m) = 1. Thus, in the limit κ −→ 0, (34) and
(37) reduce to (36) and (38), respectively, as one would expect.

C. General Capacity Expression for the Rician Channel

In order to compute the capacity of the Rician fading channel
for an arbitrary number of transmit/receiver antennas, as given
in (26), we need to find the latent root distribution of the non-
central Wishart distributed matrix W ([3], [7], [8], [9]). We
have the following result from [7].

Theorem 1: If W has the non-central Wishart distribution
given in (25), then the distribution of the latent roots Λ̂ =

diag(λ̂1, . . . , λ̂n) of |W − λ̂Σ| = 0 depends only on the latent

roots Ω̂ = diag(ω̂1, . . . , ω̂n) of |MMH − ω̂Σ| = 0, and is given
by

fΛ̂(Λ̂) = e−trΩ̂
0F̃1(m; Ω̂, Λ̂)

πn(n−1)

Γ̃n(m)Γ̃n(n)
e−trΛ̂

×|Λ̂|m−n

n∏
i<j

(λ̂i − λ̂j)
2. (39)

Due to the scaled identity matrix structure of the covariance
matrix Σ in our case, it is easily seen that the latent root dis-
tribution Λ of the matrix W can be obtained from the distri-
bution given in (39) by noting that 2σ2λ̂i = λi and 2σ2ω̂i = ωi

for i = 1, . . . n, and thus 2σ2Λ̂ = Λ and 2σ2Ω̂ = Ω, where we
have denoted the latent root matrix of MMH by Ω.

From the definition ofM above, we see thatMMH = mµ2Ψn,
where Ψn is the n× n square matrix of ones. It is easy to show
that the only non-zero eigenvalue of the matrix Ψn is equal to
n. Hence the only non-zero eigenvalue of the matrix MMH is
equal tomnµ2, and thus ω1 = mnµ2 and ωi = 0 for i = 2, . . . , n.
Hence, by applying the above change of variables to (39) and
using the definition of the Rice factor κ, we get the required
eigenvalue distribution of the matrix W as,

fλ1,...,λn
(λ1, . . . , λn) = (1 + κ)mne−mnκ0F̃1(m; (1 + κ)Ω, (1 + κ)Λ)

×
πn(n−1)

Γ̃n(m)Γ̃n(n)
e
−(1+κ)

∑n

i=1
λi

(
n∏
i=1

λi

)m−n
n∏
i<j

(
λi − λj

)2
,(40)

where the diagonal elements of the matrix Ω are the ωi’s.
Therefore, a general capacity expression for the Rician fading

channel for an arbitrary number of transmit/receiver antennas
is given, from (26), by

CNT ,NR
=

∫
λ1,...,λn

n∑
i=1

log

(
1 +

P

NT

λi

)
fλ1,...,λn

(λ1, . . . , λn)dλ1 . . . dλn,

where fλ1,...,λn(λ1, . . . , λn) is given in (40) above.

C.1 Special Case: n = min{NR, NT } = 2

We may simplify the probability distribution function
fλ1,...,λn(λ1, . . . , λn) in (40) for the special case of n = 2 and
thus provide an explicit integral for the capacity of the Rician
fading channel. It has been shown that (see Eq. 1.13 of [11]),

0F̃1

(
m;

[
s1 0
0 0

]
,

[
r1 0
0 r2

])

=

∞∑
k=0

[
s1(r1r2)

1
2

]k

(m)kk!
Pk

(
r1 + r2

2(r1r2)
1
2

)
, (41)

where the Legendre polynomial Pk(x) is defined as [11]

Pk(x) = xk
2F1

(
−k

2
,−k

2
+

1

2
; 1;
x2 − 1

x2

)
, (42)

and the usual scalar hypergeometric function is [4], [7], [12]

2F1(a, b; c;x) =

∞∑
q=0

(a)q(b)q

(c)q

xq

q!
(43)

with the hypergeometric coefficient (a)k defined to be the prod-
uct (a)k = a(a+ 1) . . . (a+ k − 1). Thus,

2F1(−k
2
,−k

2
+

1

2
; 1;x) =

∞∑
q=0

(
−k

2

)
q

(
−k

2
+

1

2

)
q

xq

(q!)2
. (44)

Particularizing (41) for our case with s1 = mn µ2

2σ2 = κmn =
2mκ, r1 = (1+κ)λ1 and r2 = (1+κ)λ2 we have the required pdf
to specify the explicit integral representation for the capacity in
this special case of n = 2,

fλ1,λ2
(λ1, λ2) =

π2(1 + κ)2m

Γ̃2(m)Γ̃2(2)
e
−(1+κ)

∑2

i=1
λi

(
2∏
i=1

λi

)m−2

e
−2mκ

×

2∏
i<j

(
λi − λj

)2 ∞∑
k=0

[
2mκ(1 + κ)(λ1λ2)

1
2

]k
(m)k(k!)2

Pk

(
λ1 + λ2

2(λ1λ2)
1
2

)
.(45)

VI. Conclusions

We have investigated the effect of Rician fading on the capac-
ity of multi-antenna systems designed to be optimal for Rayleigh
fading under the assumption of receiver only CSI. We have given
an integral expression for the capacity of a general system hav-
ing an arbitrary number of transmit/receive antennas. In some
special cases, we were able to numerically evaluate these capac-
ity expressions. We have also obtained an upper bound for the
capacity of the Rician fading channel, in the general case.
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