arXiv:2111.06921v3 [cs.IT] 3 May 2022

Performance Analysis over Correlated/Independent Fisher-Snedecor F Fading Multiple Access Channels

Farshad Rostami Ghadi and Wei-Ping Zhu

Abstract—In this paper, we investigate the impact of correlated fading on the performance of wireless multiple access channels (MAC) in the presence and absence of side information (SI) at transmitters, where the fading coefficients are modeled according to the Fisher-Snedecor F distribution. Specifically, we represent two scenarios: (i) clean MAC (i.e, without SI at transmitters), (ii) doubly dirty MAC (i.e., with the non-causally known SI at transmitters). For both system models, we derive the closedform expressions of the outage probability (OP) as well as the average capacity (AC) under independent fading conditions. Besides, exploiting copula theory, we obtain the exact analytical expressions for the OP and the AC under positive dependence fading conditions in both considered models. Finally, the validity of the analytical results is illustrated numerically.

Index Terms—Multiple access channel, side information, correlated fading, outage probability, average capacity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple access channel (MAC) is a fundamental model for uplink communications in multi-user information theory, which has a significant role in designing emerging technologies such as intelligent reflecting surface (RIS) multi-user communication systems for the fifth-generation (5G) beyond wireless networks. For instance, given the importance of determining the capacity region in the performance analysis of multi-user communication systems from an informationtheoretic viewpoint, the capacity characterization of MAC has been recently investigated in [1] for the more complex RIS-aided multi-user communication systems compared with single-user systems, by defining two RIS deployment strategies. On the other hand, modeling reliable communication between a transmitter and a receiver in the presence of side information (SI) about the channel state has always been one of the main problems in information theory. Multiple access communications techniques with the non-causally known SI at the transmitters can be of great interest to meet the reliability challenges for applications like connected robotics and autonomous systems in sixth-generation (6G) technology [2], since such knowledge (e.g., either channel state information (CSI) or interference awareness) can be leveraged to intelligently encode their information. So, by considering such information at transmitters, the destructive effects of the

Copyright (c) 2015 IEEE. Personal use of this material is permitted. However, permission to use this material for any other purposes must be obtained from the IEEE by sending a request to pubs-permissions@ieee.org.

F.R. Ghadi is with Departmento de Ingenieria de Comunicaciones, Universidad de Málaga - Campus de Excelencia Internacional Andalucía Tech., Málaga 29071, Spain (e-mail: farshad@ic.uma.es)

W.P. Zhu is with Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, Concordia University, Montreal, QC H3G 1M8, Canada. (e-mail: weiping@ece.concordia.ca).

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/XXX.2021.XXXXXXX

interference can be reduced and reliable communication with higher rates can be achieved. The use of SI at the transmitter was first introduced by Shannon [3] for the single-user pointto-point (P2P) communication systems and then studied by Jafar [4] in multi-user communication systems in order to determine a general capacity region of MAC. By exploiting a random binning technique, Philosof-Zamir [5] extended Jafar’s model and provided new achievable rate regions for the MAC with non-causally known SI at the encoders. Later, they investigated a two-user Gaussian MAC with SI at both transmitters (i.e., doubly dirty MAC) for the strong interference regime, on which the achievable rate regions suffer from a bottleneck effect dominated by the weaker user compared with the case of a clean MAC (i.e., without interference) [6].

In wireless fading channels, the channel coefficients, and hence, the corresponding channel signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) are random variables (RVs) the probability distributions of which have been studied extensively in the literature [7]–[9]. In performance analysis of these channels such as MAC, it is typically ignored the dependence structures of the fading coefficients for the sake of tractability [10], while the channel coefficients observed by each user are practically correlated. Such correlation heavily depends on the proximity of transmitters, the presence or absence of scatters around the receiver, and the physical environment. Therefore, one of the main challenges in the performance analysis of these correlated channels is to generate the multivariate distributions representing the unknown joint statistics of different fading coefficients. In other words, the need for a simple statistical procedure to describe the arbitrary dependence structures between random fading coefficients is inevitable. In this regard, one flexible approach to describe the dependence structures is to exploit the copula theory [11], which has been recently used in the performance analysis of wireless communication systems [12]–[19]. In [12], the capacity of multiple-input multipleoutput (MIMO) P2P channel with correlated Nakagami-m coefficients was studied. The authors in [13] derived a closedform expression for the outage probability (OP) over correlated Rayleigh fading clean MAC, bringing out the constructive effect of a negative dependence between fading channels in the system performance. In contrast, the authors in [14] represented that considering SI at transmitters can improve the efficiency of correlated MAC under the positive dependence structure in terms of the OP. General bounds of the ergodic achievable rate and the OP for dependent slow-fading clean MAC were provided in [15] and [16], respectively. Besides, assuming correlated fading coefficients, the authors in [17] obtained closed-form expressions for the secrecy metrics in secure communications, while the general bounds of the secrecy OP for dependent fading channels were derived in [18]. Only recently, the concept of copula was also applied in [19] to express the impact of fading correlation on the performance of backscatter communications.

Another important challenge in analyzing wireless communications is to accurate modeling of the statistical characteristics of propagation environments. In this regard, the Fisher- Snedecor F distribution has been recently introduced in [20] to correctly model the combined effects of shadowing and multipath fading in device-to-device (D2D) communications. Given the experimental channel data obtained therein for D2D and wearable communication links, especially at 5.8 GHz, it was reported that the Fisher-Snedecor F provides a better fit in most cases compared with the Generalized-K fading model. For instance, the authors in [20] showed that the Fisher- Snedecor F model provides a better tail matching of the empirical cumulative density function (CDF) for composite fading compared with the Generalized-K model. Thus, regarding the fact that the tail of the empirical CDF indicates deep fading, the proposed Fisher-Snedecor F model is more appropriate for practical applications of fading channel modeling in wireless networks. Another advantage of Fisher-Snedecor F model is that its probability density function (PDF) includes only elementary functions with respect to the RV, and is as such expected to lead to more tractable analysis than the Generalized- K model. Besides, the Fisher-Snedecor F distribution can be reduced to some specific fading models such as Nakagamim, Rayleigh, and one-sided Gaussian distributions. Therefore, due to its statistical tractability, the performance analysis of different communications systems under Fisher-Snedecor F fading has been recently studied [21]–[30]. Importantly, the closed-form expressions of the PDF and CDF for the sum of independent Fisher-Snedecor F RVs in terms of the multivariate Fox’s H-function were derived in [31], and the exact analytical expressions of the PDF and the CDF for both product and ratio product of independent Fisher-Snedecor F RVs were obtained in [32]. In most previous works, either the independent structure is applied or the classic linear correlation with an asymptotic formulation is considered between the fading channels. However, with all the above considerations, several practical questions in multi-user communications systems remain unanswered to date: (i) What is the effect of correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading coefficients on the performance of multi-user communications? (ii) How does fading severity affect the performance multi-user communications such as MAC? To the best of our knowledge, there has been no previous work utilizing copula theory to investigate the effect of channel correlation on the performance of multi-user communications systems under correlated Fisher-Snedecor F distributions. Motivated by the aforesaid observations, in this paper, we combine copula theory with conventional statistical techniques to analyze the performance of the MAC with and without SI, on which any arbitrary dependence pattern can be considered. The main advantage of this approach is that it allows us to consider arbitrary dependence structures that go beyond the linear dependence. Specifically, the main contributions of our work are summarized as follows:

• We provide the general formulations for the OP and the average capacity (AC) in both correlated/independent Fisher- Snedecor F fading clean and doubly MAC models, which hold for any arbitrary choice of copulas.

• We exemplify how the OP and the AC performances can be characterized in the analytical expression for the Clayton copula under the positive dependence structure.

• We analyze the impact fading correlation on the performance of clean and doubly dirty MAC models in terms of the OP and the AC, by changing the copula dependence parameter within the defined range. We also examine the effect of fading severity on the efficiency of OP and AC in the proposed model.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II describes the system model considered in our work. The concept of copula and the analytical expressions of the OP for both correlated/independent clear and doubly dirty MAC models are provided in section III. The AC analysis is represented in section IV for the studied models. In section V, the efficiency of analytical results is illustrated numerically. Finally, the conclusions are drawn in section VI.

II. SYSTEM MODEL A. Clean MAC

We consider a two-user wireless MAC with independent sources, where the transmitters t_i send the inputs X_i, i ∈ {1, 2} reliably to a common receiver r, respectively (see Fig. 1(a)). The inputs X_i sent by transmitters t_i over the channels are subjected to the average power constraint as E[|X_i |^2] ≤ P_i, respectively. It is assumed that all users and the receiver are single antenna based, so, the corresponding channel output Y at the receiver r is defined as Y =

∑_2 i=1 h_iX_i + Z, where Z denotes the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zero mean and variance N (i.e., Z ∼ N (0, N)) at the receiver r, and h_i are the corresponding fading channel coefficients, which are modeled by the Fisher-Snedecor F distribution with fading parameters (m_{i,s}, m_i) so that m_{i,s} and m_i represent the amount of shadowing of the root-mean-square (rms) signal power and the fading severity parameter, respectively. In a two-user block fading clean MAC with the coherent receiver (fading coefficients h_i are known at the receiver r), the instantaneous capacity region is determined as follows [7]: R_i ≤ 1 2 log_2 ( 1 + P_i|h_i|^2 N )

R_1 + R_2 ≤ 1 2 log_2 ( 1 + P_1|h_1|^2 + P_2|h_2|^2 N ) , (1)

where R_i are the desired transmission rates for transmitters t_i, respectively.

B. Doubly dirty MAC

Here, we consider a two-user wireless doubly dirty MAC [6], where two non-causally known interferences S_i with variances Q_i (S_i ∼ N (0, Q_i)) are added to transmitters t_i in the clean MAC, respectively (see Fig. 1(b)). Therefore, the corresponding channel output Y at the receiver r is defined as Y =

∑_2 i=1 (h_iX_i + S_i) + Z. In a block fading doubly dirty MAC with the coherent receiver and two independent

(a) Clean MAC

(b) Doubly dirty MAC

Fig. 1. System model depicting the multiple access communications: (a) Clean MAC; (b) Doubly dirty MAC.

interferences S_i non-causally known at transmitters t_i, the instantaneous capacity region is determined as follows as long as the interferences S_i are strong (i.e., Q_i → ∞) [6]

R_1 + R_2 ≤ 1 2 log_2 ( 1 + min { P_1|h_1|^2 N , P_2|h_2|^2 N }) . (2)

C. SNR Distribution

For the concerned system models, the instantaneous SNR at the transmitters t_i is defined as γ_i =^{Pigi}_N = γ̄_ig_i, where g_i = |h_i|^2 represents the instantaneous channel power gain with unit mean. The PDF and the CDF for the instantaneous SNRs γ_i in terms of the Meijer’s G-function are respectively defined as [20], [33]:

f_i(γ_i) = A_iG^{1,1}_{1,1} ( λ_iγ_i | | | | | −m_{i,s} m_i − 1 ) , (3)

F_i(γ_i) = B_iG^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ_iγ_i | | | | (1 − m_{i,s}, 1) (m_i, 0) ) , (4)

where λ_i =^{mi}_{mi,sγ̄i} , A_i =^{λi}_{Γ(mi)Γ(mi,s)} , and B_i =

γ(m_i+1) m_iΓ(m_i)Γ(m_i ,m_{i,s})B(m_i,m_{i,s}) .

III. OUTAGE PROBABILITY

A. Independent fading

In this section, we derive the analytical expressions of the OP under correlated/independent fading for both clean and doubly dirty MAC models.

1) Clean MAC: The OP is defined as the probability that the channel capacity is less than a certain information rate R_t > 0. For the given clean MAC, we define the sum-rate OP as follows: P^{CM}_{out} = Pr ( 1 2 log_2 (1 + γ_1 + γ_2) ≤ R_t ) (5) = ∫_∞ 0 F_1(γ_0)f_2(γ_2)dγ_2, (6)

where γ_0 = 2^{2Rt} − 1 − γ_2 = γ_t − γ_2 and γ_t is the SNR threshold.

Theorem 1. The OP over independent Fisher-Snedecor F fading clean MAC is determined as (7).

Proof. The details of the proof are in Appendix A.

2) Doubly dirty MAC: Similarly, the OP for the considered doubly dirty MAC can be defined as: P^{DM}_{out} = Pr ( 1 2 log_2 ( 1 + min {γ_1, γ_2} ) ≤ R_t ) , (8)

= F_1(γ_t) + F_2(γ_t) − F_1(γ_t)F_2(γ_t). (9)

Theorem 2. The OP over independent Fisher-Snedecor F fading doubly dirty MAC is determined as (10).

Proof. By substituting the F_i(γ_t) =

B_iG^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ_iγ_t | | | | (1 − m_{i,s}, 1) (m_i, 0) ) for i ∈ {1, 2} into

(9), the proof is completed.

B. Correlated fading

First, we briefly review some basic definitions and properties of the two-dimensional copulas [11].

Definition 1 (Copula). Let V = (V_1, V_2) be a vector of two RVs with marginal CDFs F (v_j ) = Pr(V_j ≤ v_j ) for j = 1, 2, respectively. The relevant bivariate CDF is defined as:

F (v_1, v_2) = Pr(V_1 ≤ v_1, V_2 ≤ v_2). (11)

Then, the copula function C(u_1, u_2) of V = (V_1, V_2) defined on the unit hypercube [0, 1]^2 with uniformly distributed RVs U_j = F (v_j ) for j = 1, 2 over [0, 1] is given by

C(u_1, u_2) = Pr(U_1 ≤ u_1, U_2 ≤ u_2). (12)

Theorem 3 (Sklar’s theorem). Let F (v_1, v_2) be a joint CDF of RVs with margins F (v_j ) for j = 1, 2. Then, there exists one copula function C such that for all v_j in the extended real line domain R, F (v_1, v_2) = C (F (v_1), F (v_2)) . (13)

Since the distribution of the SNR for clean MAC is that of the sum of two correlated RVs, we exploit the following theorem to determine the CDF of γ_s =

∑_2 i=1 γ_i.

Theorem 4. Let V = (V_1, V_2) be a vector of two absolutely continuous RVs with marginal CDFs F_j (v_j ), marginal PDFs f_j (v_j ) for j = 1, 2, and the corresponding copula C. Thus, the CDF of Ω = V_1 + V_2 is:

F_Ω(ω) = ∫ [0,1] C^′ ( u_1, F_2 ( ω − F^{−1}_1 (u_1) )) dκ, (14)

P^{CM}_{out} = −γtB1A2G^{0,1:2,1:1,1} 1,0:2,3:1,1 ( −1 γt λ2 , 1 γt λ1 | | | | | (2, 1, 1) − | | | | | (1 − m1, 1) (0, m1,s, 1) | | | | | (2 − m2) (1, 1 + m2,s) ) . (7)

P^{DM}_{out} = B1G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ1γt | | | | | (1 − m1,s, 1) (m1, 0) ) + B2G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ2γt | | | | | (1 − m2,s, 1) (m2, 0) )

− B1B2G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ1γt | | | | | (1 − m1,s, 1) (m1, 0) ) G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ2γt | | | | | (1 − m2,s, 1) (m2, 0) ) . (10)

where κ generally denotes the Lebesgue measure, C^′ =^{∂C}_{∂u1} is the first partial derivative of a copula C, and F^{−1}_1 (.) is an inverse function of F_1(.).

Proof. By considering the convex set G_ω = {x_1 + x_2 ∈ R^2 : x_1 +x_2 ≤ ω}, F_Ω(ω) can be formulated in terms of the copula measure μ_C as follows:

F_Ω(ω) = Pr (V_1 + V_2 < ω) = ∫ G_ω f(v_1, v_2)dv_1dv_2, (15) = ∫ G_ω c (F_1(v_1), F_2(v_2)) f_1(v_1)f_2(v_2)dv_1dv_2, (16) = ∫ H_ω c (u_1, u_2) du_1du_2 = μ_C (H_ω ) = ∫ H_ω c dκ, (17) where c(u_1, u_2) denotes the copula density function, f(v_1, v_2) is the joint PDF of RVs V_j , H_ω = ϕ(G_ω ) ⊆ [0, 1]^2, and ϕ : R^2 → [0, 1]^2. Denote further by G^∗_ω and H^∗_ω as the linear boundaries that respectively connected to G_ω and H_ω, the set H^∗_ω = ϕ(G^∗_ω ) is given by H^∗_ω = {(u_1, u_2) ∈ [0, 1]^2, u_2 = τ_ω(u_1)}, where τ_ω(u_1) = F_2 ( ω − F^{−1}_1 (u_1) ) . Then, utilizing the Fubini theorem on (17), the proof is completed. The details can be found in [34] for a general case.

By taking the derivative with respect to ω in Theorem 4, the joint PDF for the sum of two correlated RVs can be obtained.

Corollary 1. By considering the assumptions of Theorem 4, the PDF of Ω = V_1 + V_2 is determined as:

f_Ω(ω) = ∫ [0,1] c ( u_1, F_2 ( ω − F^{−1}_1 (u_1) )) × f_2 ( ω − F^{−1}_1 (u_1) ) dκ. (18) Proof. By utilizing definition f_Ω(ω) =^d_{dω} F_Ω(ω) and the allowance of interchanging integrals and derivatives given the assumptions, the proof is completed.

Definition 2 (Clayton copula). The bivariate Clayton copula with dependence parameter θ ∈ (0, ∞) is defined as:

C_{cl} (u_1, u_2) = ( u_1^{−θ} + u_2^{−θ} − 1 )_{−1/θ} , (19)

which accepts the positive dependence structure. When θ tends to +∞, the upper bound of Fréchet-Hoeffding [11, Thm. 2.2.3] will be attained (i.e., the perfect positive correlation is reached). Also, independence is achieved as θ approaches zero.

1) Clean MAC: The OP for a clean MAC under correlated fading condition can be defined as: P^{CM}_{out} = Pr ( 1 2 log_2 (1 + γ_1 + γ_2) ≤ R_t ) = F_{γs} (γ_t), (20)

where γ_s = γ_1 + γ_2 and γ_t = 2^{2Rt} − 1.

Theorem 5. The OP over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading clean MAC and any arbitrary copula C is determined as: P^{CM}_{out} = ∫_1 0 C^′ (u_1, τ_{γt} (u_1)) du_1, (21)

where,

τ_{γt} (u_1) = I_{1−} 1 m2 m2,s γt − m1,s m1 1 I−1 (1,−u1 ) (m1,s ,m1) −1 +m2,s (m_2, m_{2,s}),

(22)

and I^{−1}_{(.,.)}(., .) is the inverse of generalized regularized Beta function I_{(.,.)}(., .).

Proof. To prove (21), we need to generate the function under the integral in (14). Thus, we first rewrite the CDF of SNRs in terms of the regularized Beta function as follows: F_i(γ_i) = I^mi^γi_{miγi+mi,s} (m_i, m_{i,s}), (23) where F^{−1}_1 (u_1) =^{m1,s}_{m1} ( 1 I^{−1}_{(1,−u1 )}(m_{1,s},m_1) − 1 ) , and by do-

ing so,

F_2 ( γ_t − F^{−1}_1 (u_1) ) = I_{1−}^m2,s m2(^γt^{−F −1}_1^{(u}1^))^{+m}2,s

(m_2, m_{2,s}).

(24)

Now, by inserting F^{−1}_1 (u_1) into (24) and exploiting Theorem 4, the proof is completed.

Here, we use the Clayton copula to analyze the performance of the OP. This choice is justified because it captures the positive dependence between RVs for any range of correlation and covers the tail dependence, while offering good mathematical tractability.

Corollary 2. The OP over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading clean MAC, using the Clayton copula is given by P^{CM}_{out} = ∫_1 0 −u^{θ−1}_1 ( u^θ_1 + τ_{γt} (u_1)^θ − 1

)_− 1_{θ −1} du_1. (25)

where τ_{γt} (u_1) is defined in (22).

P^{DM}_{out} = B1G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ1γt | | | | | (1 − m1,s, 1) (m1, 0) ) + B2G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ2γt | | | | | (1 − m2,s, 1) (m2, 0) )

− ( B1G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ1γt | | | | (1 − m1,s, 1) (m1, 0) ))_{−θ} + ( B2G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ2γt | | | | (1 − m2,s, 1) (m2, 0) ))_{−θ} − 1 −1/θ . (30)

Proof. By computing the first partial derivative for the Clayton copula C_{cl} as follows:

C^′_{cl}(u_1, u_2) = ∂C_{cl} ∂u_1 = −u^{θ−1}_1 ( u^θ_1 + u^θ_2 − 1

)_− 1_{θ −1} , (26)

and then, considering τ_{γt} (u_1) instead of u_2 in (26) and inserting (26) into (21), the proof is completed. Besides, by considering the marginal CDF in (23) for u_1, (25) can be evaluated numerically.

2) Doubly dirty MAC: The OP for a doubly dirty MAC under correlated fading condition can be defined as: P^{DM}_{out} = Pr ( 1 2 log_2 ( 1 + min {γ_1, γ_2} ) ≤ R_t ) , (27)

= F_1(γ_t) + F_2(γ_t) − F (γ_t, γ_t) , (28)

where γ_t = 2^{2Rt} − 1 and F (γ_t, γ_t) can be obtained form Theorem 3 for any arbitrary copula C.

Theorem 6. The OP over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading doubly dirty MAC and any arbitrary copula C is determined as:

P^{DM}_{out} = F_1(γ_t) + F_2(γ_t) − C (F_1 (γ_t) , F_2 (γ_t)) . (29)

Proof. By applying Theorem 3 to (28), the proof is completed.

Corollary 3. The OP over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading doubly dirty MAC, using the Clayton copula is determined as (30).

Proof. By considering u_1 = F_1(γ_t) =

B_1G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ_1γ_t | | | | (1 − m_{1,s}, 1)

(m_1, 0) ) and u_2 = F_2(γ_t) =

B_2G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ_1γ_t | | | | (1 − m_{2,s}, 1)

(m_2, 0) ) in the Clayton copula

definition (19), and then substituting the result into (29), the proof is completed.

IV. AVERAGE CAPACITY In this section, we represent the analytical expressions of the AC under correlated/independent fading for both clean and doubly dirty MAC models.

A. Independent fading

1) Clean MAC: Assuming γ_s = γ_1 + γ_2, the AC for the given fading clean MAC is defined as:

C̄^{CM} = ∫_∞ 0 1 2 log_2 (1 + γ_s) f_s(γ_s)dγ_s, (31) where f_s(γ_s) denotes the PDF of γ_s. Given the independence of the SNRs γ_1 and γ_2, the PDF of γ_s can be defined as:

f_s(γ_s) = ∫_∞ 0 f_1(γ_1)f_2(γ_s − γ_1)dγ_1. (32)

By inserting (3) into (32) and exploiting [35, eq. (2.24.1.3)], f_s(γ_s) is determined as:

f_s(γ_s) =A_1A_2 ∞∑ k=0 (−λ_2)^{k+1}γ^k_s k! × G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( −λ_1 λ_2 | | | | (0, −m_{1,s}, k − m_2 + 1) (m_1 − 1, k + m_{2,s}, k) ) . (33)

Now, by using the PDF obtained in (33), the AC for independent fading clean MAC is determined as the following theorem.

Theorem 7. The AC over independent Fisher-Snedecor F fading clean MAC is determined as

C̄^{CM} =A^1A^2

ln 2 ∞∑ k=0 (−λ_2)^{k+1} k! [ Γ (− (k + 1)) Γ (−k) ]_2

× G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( −λ_1 λ_2 | | | | (0, −m_{1,s}, k − m_2 + 1) (m_1 − 1, k + m_{2,s}, k) ) . (34)

Proof. The details of the proof are in Appendix B.

2) Doubly dirty MAC: Assuming γ_n = min{γ_1, γ_2}, the AC for the considered fading doubly dirty MAC is defined as:

C̄^{DM} = ∫_∞ 0 1 2 log_2 (1 + γ_n) f_n(γ_n)dγ_n, (35)

where f_n(γ_n) denotes the PDF of γ_n and the CDF of γ_n is given by F_n(γ_n) = Pr (min{γ_1, γ_2} ≤ γ_n). Thus, by definition, the PDF of γ_n is defined as:

f_n(γ_n) = f_1(γ_n) (1 − F_2 (γ_n)) + f_2(γ_n) (1 − F_1 (γ_n)) . (36)

Now, by inserting (3) and (4) into (36), and utilizing the respective results, the AC for the fading doubly dirty MAC model is determined as the following theorem.

Theorem 8. The AC over independent Fisher-Snedecor F fading doubly dirty MAC is determined as (37).

Proof. By plugging (36) into (35), C̄^{DM} can be rewritten as:

C̄^{DM} = J_1 − J_2 + J_3 − J_4, (38)

where

J_1 = ∫_∞ 0 1 2 log_2(1 + γ_n)f_1(γ_n)dγ_n, (39)

C̄^{DM} = A^1 2λ1 ln 2

G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( 1 λ1 | | | | | (1, 1, 1 − m1) (1, m1,s, 0) ) − A1B2 2λ1 ln 2

G^{1,1:1,2:1,2}

1,1:2,2:2,2 ( λ2 λ1 ,^1_{λ1} | | | | | (m1) (m1,s) | | | | | (1 − m2,s, 1) (m2, 0) | | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) )

+ A2 2λ2 ln 2

G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( 1 λ2 | | | | | (1, 1, 1 − m2) (1, m2,s, 0) ) − B1A2 2λ2 ln 2

G^{1,1:1,2:1,2}

1,1:2,2:2,2 ( λ1 λ2 ,^1_{λ2} | | | | | (m2) (m2,s) | | | | | (1 − m1,s, 1) (m1, 0) | | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) ) . (37)

J_2 = ∫_∞ 0 1 2 log_2(1 + γ_n)f_1(γ_n)F_2(γ_n)dγ_n, (40)

J_3 = ∫_∞ 0 1 2 log_2(1 + γ_n)f_2(γ_n)dγ_n, (41)

J_4 = ∫_∞ 0 1 2 log_2(1 + γ_n)f_2(γ_n)F_1(γ_n)dγ_n. (42)

Then, by computing the integrals J_l for l ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, the proof is completed. The details of the proof are in Appendix C. B. Correlated fading

1) Clean MAC: By exploiting the copula theory and assuming the dependence between SNRs γ_1 and γ_2, the AC for the considered correlated fading clean MAC is derived as the following theorem.

Theorem 9. The AC over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading clean MAC and any arbitrary copula density function c is determined as:

C̄^{CM} = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_1 0 1 2 log_2 (1 + γ_s) c (u_1, τ_{γs} (u_1)) × f_2 ( F^{−1}_2 (τ_{γs} (u_1)) ) du_1dγ_s, (43)

where c(u_1, τ_{γs} (u_1)) =^{∂2 C(u1,τγs (u1))}

∂u_1∂τ_{γs} (u_1 ) , and

τ_{γs} (u_1) = I_{1−} 1 m2 m2,s γs− m1,s m1 1 I−1 (1,−u1 ) (m1,s,m1 ) −1 +m2,s (m_2, m_{2,s}).

(44) Proof. By assuming γ_s = γ_1 + γ_2 and inserting τ_{γs} (u_1) = F_2 ( γ_s − F^{−1}_1 (u_1) ) , and F^{−1}_2 (τ_{γs} (u_1)) = γ_s − F^{−1}_1 (u_1) into (18), the PDF f_s(γ_s) is obtained. Then, by substituting f_s(γ_s) into the AC definition for the fading clean MAC, (31), the proof is completed.

Corollary 4. The AC over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading clean MAC, using the Clayton copula is given by

C̄^{CM} = (1 + θ) 2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_1 0 log_2 (1 + γ_s) (u_1τ_{γs} (u_1))^{−1−θ} × ( u_1^{−θ} + τ^{−θ}_{γs} (u_1) − 1

)_{−2−} 1_θ

f_2 ( F^{−1}_2 (τ_{γs} (u_1)) ) du_1dγ_s. (45) Proof. By computing the copula density function c_{cl} for the Clayton copula as follows:

c_{cl}(u_1, u_2) = (1 + θ) (u_1u_2)^{−1−θ} ( u_1^{−θ} + u_2^{−θ} − 1

)_{−2−} 1_θ , (46) and then, considering τ_{γs} (u_1) instead of u_2 in (46) and substituting (46) into (43), the proof is completed.

2) Doubly dirty MAC: Similarly, with the same assumption, the AC for the considered correlated fading doubly dirty MAC is obtained as the following theorem.

Theorem 10. The AC over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading doubly dirty MAC and any arbitrary copula density function c is determined as:

C̄^{DM} = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 1 2 log_2 (1 + min {γ_1, γ_2})

× f_1(γ_1)f_2(γ_2)c (F_1(γ_1), F_2(γ_2)) dγ_1dγ_2, (47)

Proof. By applying the chain rule to (13), the joint PDF f(γ_1, γ_2) is determined as

f(γ_1, γ_2) =

∂^2C ( F_1(γ_1), F_(γ_2) ) ∂γ_1∂γ_2 , (48) = ∂^2C ( F_1(γ_1), F_(γ_2) ) ∂F_1(γ_1)∂F_2(γ_2)

∂F_1(γ_1) ∂γ_1 ∂F_2(γ_2) ∂γ_2 , (49)

= c (F_1(γ_1), F_2(γ_2)) f_1(γ_1)f_2(γ_2). (50)

Now, by applying (50) to the AC definition, the proof is completed.

Corollary 5. The AC over correlated Fisher-Snedecor F fading doubly dirty MAC, using the Clayton copula is given by C̄^{DM} = (1 + θ) 2 ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 log_2 (1 + min{ F^{−1}_1 (u_1), F^{−1}_2 (u_2) })

× (u_1u_2)^{−1−θ} ( u_1^{−θ} + u_2^{−θ} − 1

)_{−2−} 1_θ du_1du_2, (51)

where F^{−1}_i (u_i) =^{mi,s}_{mi} ( 1 I^{−1}_{(1,−ui )} (m_{i,s},m_i) − 1 ) for i ∈ {1, 2}. Proof. By substituting the Clayton copula density function, (46), into (47), the AC is derived as (51).

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS In this section, we evaluate the theoretical expressions previously derived, which are double-checked in all instances with Monte Carlo (MC) simulations. We also set fading parameters (m_{i,s}, m_i) based on the results obtained in [20]. Besides, it should be noted that although the implementation of the extended generalized bivariate Meijer’s G-function is not available in mathematical packages, like Mathematica, Maple, or MATLAB, it is computationally tractable and programmable as explained in [36]. Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) represent the performance of OP over Fisher-Snedecor F clean MAC and doubly dirty MAC based on the variation of γ̄_1 in the presence/absence of fading correlation for the fixed values of fading parameters, dependence parameter, and three different scenarios (i.e., γ̄_1 < γ̄_2, γ̄_1 = γ̄_2, and γ̄_1 > γ̄_2), respectively.

(a) Clean MAC (b) Doubly dirty MAC (c) Clean MAC (d) Doubly dirty MAC

Fig. 2. The OP versus average SNR γ̄_1 over Fisher-Snedecor F fading MAC when: R_t = 2.5, m_{i,s} = 3, m_i = 2, and θ = 40 for (a) and (b); R_t = 2.5 and θ = 40 for (c) and (d).

(a) Clean MAC (b) Doubly dirty MAC (c) Clean MAC (d) Doubly dirty MAC

Fig. 3. Capacity metrics versus γ̄_1 over Fisher-Snedecor F fading MAC in different scenarios: (a), (b) AC versus γ̄_1 when R_t = 2.5, m_{i,s} = 3, m_i = 2, and θ = 40; (c), (d) AC normalized to that of the AWGN case versus γ̄_1 when R_t = 2.5 and θ = 40.

In all instances, it can be seen that the OP constantly decreases by increasing γ̄_1, which is reasonable because the channel condition is improved. In Fig. 2(a), we can see that the independent fading (IF) case provides better performance as compared with the correlated fading (CF) case in terms of the OP in the clean MAC model. In contrast, Fig. 2(b) shows that the CF case has achieved better performance compared to the IF case in doubly dirty MAC. The behavior of OP in terms of γ̄_1 over Fisher-Snedecor F clean MAC and doubly dirty MAC for selected values of fading parameters and θ = 40 is illustrated in Figs. 2(c) and 2(d), respectively. In both models, we can see that as the shadowing and the fading are less severe, i.e., as (m_{i,s}, m_i) for i ∈ {1, 2} increase, the performance of OP is improved. In other words, the communication performance improves (degrades) in environments that exhibit light (heavy) shadowed fading characteristics. Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) show the behavior of the AC under correlated/independent Fisher-Snedecor F fading clean MAC and doubly dirty MAC with (m_{i,s}, m_i) = (3, 2). In Fig. 3(a), we can see that the positive dependence structure is detrimental to the AC performance over clean MAC. In contrast, as shown in Fig. 3(b), the CF case provides higher values of the AC as opposed to the IC case in the doubly dirty MAC model. Given that capacity in the low/high SNR regimes highly depends on the fading severity and the dependency of fading coefficients, we now normalize the AC to that of the AWGN case for both clean and doubly dirty MAC models. From Fig. 3(c), it becomes evident that CF under positive dependence structure has destructive effects on the capacity performance compared to the IF case in the clean MAC model. Contrastingly, as shown in Fig. 3(d), the CF provides a larger capacity in the doubly dirty MAC model, meaning that the IF is harmful to the capacity performance. We also see that this destructive effect becomes more noticeable under a strong fading condition (i.e., (m_{i,s}, m_i) = (5, 3)) than when a milder one (i.e., (m_{i,s}, m_i) = (20, 5)) is considered. It should be noted that the bottleneck effect imposed by the transmitters with a minimum SNR in the capacity region (2), is relaxed in the presence of fading correlation. Besides, it is important to highlight that this is in stark contrast with the observations made in clean MAC in the absence of interference, for which the opposite conclusion was obtained. Therefore, we see that considering the non-causally known SI at transmitters in the clean MAC (i.e., doubly dirty MAC) can improve the performance of OP and AC under the positive dependence structure.

In order to gain more insights into the effect of dependence structure in Fisher-Snedecor F fading, Table I provides the measure of dependency between fading coefficients in terms of the correlation coefficient ρ^Δ= cov[γ_1γ_2]/ √ var[γ_1]var[γ_2], by simulating the dependence parameter of Clayton copula θ. To this end, we consider two scenarios: (a) the fading parameters are equal for both channels; (b) the fading parameters are different for each channel (i.e., one of the channels experiences more shadowing and fading severity). For the first scenario, we present four cases: (i) both m_i and m_{i,s} are fixed; (ii) m_i are fixed and m_{i,s} are varied; (iii) m_i are varied and m_{i,s} are fixed; (iv) both m_i and m_{i,s} are varied. For the second scenario, m_i and m_{i,s} are different so that the first channel is under heavier shadowing and fading environment. For all cases in both scenarios, it can be seen that the dependence structure of the channel coefficients in Fisher- Snedecor F fading highly depends on the fading and copula

(a) θ → 0 (b) θ = 10 (c) θ = 25 (d) θ = 40

Fig. 4. Scatter plots with independent and positive dependence between SNRs γ_1 and γ_2 under Clayton copula when (m_{i,s} ; m_i) = (5, 3): (a) θ → 0 (i.e., independent); (b) θ = 10; (c) θ = 25; (d) θ = 40.

TABLE I THE VALUES OF CORRELATION COEFFICIENTS ρ IN TERMS OF FADING

PARAMETERS (mi,s , mi) FOR SELECTED VALUES OF THE DEPENDENCE PARAMETER θ UNDER TWO DIFFERENT SCENARIOS (a) AND (b)

.

Scenario (a) m_i m_{i,s} θ ρ 2 2 10, 25, 40 0.1300, 0.2293, 0.2812 (i) 5 5 10, 25, 40 0.6982, 0.8149, 0.8574 7 7 10, 25, 40 0.7696, 0.8732, 0.9084 2 3 10, 25, 40 0.4791, 0.6107, 0.6581 (ii) 2 5 10, 25, 40 0.6796, 0.7995, 0.8493 2 20 10, 25, 40 0.8108, 0.9092, 0.9383 3 3 10, 25, 40 0.4380, 0.6184, 0.6637 (iii) 5 3 10, 25, 40 0.4396, 0.6285, 0.6665 7 3 10, 25, 40 0.4884, 0.6358, 0.6822 3 5 10, 25, 40 0.6916, 0.8151, 0.8568 (iv) 5 15 10, 25, 40 0.8316, 0.9205, 0.9467 7 30 10, 25, 40 0.8664, 0.9410, 0.9624 Scenario (b) (m_{1,s} , m_1) (m_{2,s} , m_2) 10, 25, 40 0.8664, 0.9410, 0.9624 (3,2) (5,3) 10, 25, 40 0.5780, 0.7045, 0.7471 (b) (5,3) (15,5) 10, 25, 40 0.7528, 0.8513, 0.8847 (15,5) (30,7) 10, 25, 40 0.8473, 0.9277, 0.9526

parameters, where the correlation coefficient ρ is increased as θ and (m_i, m_{i,s}) grows. Noteworthy, when θ goes to larger values (e.g., θ = 40) the perfect positive correlation (i.e., ρ → 1) is reached. Furthermore, the dependence between SNRs γ_1 and γ_2 in Table I can be intuitively obtained from a scatter plot, i.e., representing the realizations of γ_1 versus those of γ_2. For informative purposes, we represent the scatter plots corresponding to independent and positive dependence structures between γ_1 and γ_2 using Clayton copula in Fig. 4. It can be seen the data scattering decreases as θ grows, meaning that a stronger correlation is reached for higher values of θ. We can also see that the Clayton copula can efficiently justify the heavy concentration in the left tail, which indicates that the Clayton copula is an appropriate choice for performance analysis of the proposed model due to the fact that deep fade happens in tails.

VI. CONCLUSION In this paper, we analyzed the performance of wireless multiple access communication systems under correlated/independent Fisher-Snedecor F fading conditions. To this end, we derived the exact analytical expressions for the OP and the AC in the correlated/independent fading clean and doubly dirty MAC scenarios, exploiting copula theory. Besides, to get a clearer insight into the measure of fading dependence, we studied the correlated fading case in the positive dependence structure applying the Clayton copula. The results showed that considering the fading correlation has a destructive effect on the performance of clean MAC in terms of the OP and the AC, while in doubly dirty MAC which transmitters include noncausally known SI, the performance of OP and AC improves under correlated fading conditions for positive dependence structures. Moreover, regarding the capability of copula theory in describing the dependence structures of fading channels, analyzing other multi-user communication systems such as interference channel (IC) will be significant as future works.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF THEOREM 1

By exploiting the Parseval relation for Mellin transform [37, Eq. (8.3.23)], (6) can be rewritten as follows: P^{CM}_{out} = ∫_∞ 0 F_1(γ_0)f_2(γ_2)dγ_2, (52) = 1 2πj ∫ L_1

M [F_1(γ_0), 1 − s] M [f_2(γ_2), s] ds, (53)

where L_1 is the integration path from ν − j∞ to ν + j∞ for a constant value of ν [20]. Then, by exploiting the definition of Meijer’s G-function, we have:

M [F_1(γ_0), 1 − s] = ∫_∞ 0 γ_2^{−s}F_1(γ_0)dγ_2, (54) = B_1 2πj ∫ L_2

Γ(−ζ)Γ(m_1 + ζ)Γ(m_{1,s} − ζ)

Γ(1 − ζ)λ_1^ζ dζ × ∫_∞ 0 γ_2^{−s}γ_0^{−ζ} dγ_2, (55)

where, the inner integral can be obtained as: ∫_∞ 0 γ_2^{−s}γ_0^{−ζ} dγ_2^{(a)}= γ_t^{−ζ} ∫_∞ 0 γ_2^{−s} ( 1 −^{γ2}_{γt} )_ζ dγ2, (56) (b) = γ_t^{−ζ} B (1 − s, ζ + s − 1) ( −1 γ_t )_{s−1} , (57) (c) = γ_t^{−ζ} Γ(1 − s)Γ(ζ + s − 1) Γ(ζ) ( −1 γ_t )_{s−1} , (58)

where (a) is obtained representing γ_0 = γ_t −γ_2, (b) is derived form [33, eq. (3.194.3)], and (c) is obtained by utilizing the property of beta function where B(a_1, b_1) =^{Γ(a1 )Γ(b1)}_{Γ(a1 +b1)} . Thus, by inserting (58) into (55), we have:

M [F_1(γ_0), 1 − s] =

B_1Γ(1 − s) 2πj ( −1 γ_t )_{s−1}

× ∫ L_2

Γ(−ζ)Γ(m_1 + ζ)Γ(m_{1,s} − ζ)Γ(ζ + s − 1) Γ(ζ)Γ(1 − ζ)(γ_tλ_1)^ζ dζ, (59) = B_1Γ(1 − s) (−γ_t)^{s−1}2πj G^{2,2}_{3,3} ( γ_tλ_1 | | | | (1 − m_{1,s}, 1, 0) (s − 1, m_1, 0) ) , (60)

where L_2 is a specific counter that separates the poles of Γ(−ζ) from the poles of Γ(m_1 + ζ). Next, by exploiting [38, Eq. (2.9)], M[f_2(γ_2), s] can be computed as:

M [f_2(γ_2), s] = A_2

Γ(m_2 − 1 + s)Γ(1 + m_{2,s} − s) λ_2^s

. (61)

Now, by plugging (60) and (61) into (53), P^{CM}_{out} can be written as P_{out} = γ_tB_1A_2

4π^2 ∫ L_1 ∫ L_2

Γ(−ζ)Γ(m_1 + ζ)Γ(m_{1,s} − ζ) Γ(ζ)Γ(1 − ζ)(γ_tλ_1)^ζ

(62)

× Γ(ζ + s − 1)Γ(1 − s)

Γ(m_2 − 1 + s)Γ(1 + m_{2,s} − s) (−γ_tλ_2)^s dζds, and finally, exploiting the definition of bivariate Meijer’s Gfunction, the proof is completed.

APPENDIX B PROOF OF THEOREM 7

By substituting (33) into (31), the ASC can be rewritten as:

C̄^{CM} =A^1A^2 ln 2 ∞∑ k=0 (−λ_2)^{k+1} k! × G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( −λ_1 λ_2 | | | | (0, −m_{1,s}, k − m_2 + 1) (m_1 − 1, k + m_{2,s}, k) )

× ∫_∞ 0 ln(1 + γ_s)γ^k_s dγ_s I . (63)

Next, by re-expressing the logarithm function in terms of the Meijer’s G-function [35], i.e.,

ln(1 + γ_s) = G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( γ_s | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) ) , (64)

and using [35, 2.24.2.1], the integral I is computed as:

I = ∫_∞ 0 γ^k_s G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( γ_s | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) ) dγ_s = [ Γ (− (k + 1)) Γ (−k) ]_2 . (65)

Now, by inserting (65) into (63), the proof is completed.

APPENDIX C PROOF OF THEOREM 8 By substituting (3) into (39) and expressing logarithm function in terms of the Meijer’s G-function as provided in (64), J_1 can be rewritten as:

J_1 =

A_1 2λ_1 ln 2 ∫_∞ 0 G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( γ_n | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) )

× G^{1,1}_{1,1} ( λ_1γ_n | | | | −m_{1,s} m_1 − 1 ) dγ_n. (66)

Now, with the help of [35, eqs. (2.25.1.1) and (8.3.2.21)], J_1 is obtained as:

J_1 =

A_1 2λ_1 ln 2

G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( 1 λ_1 | | | | (1, 1, 1 − m_1) (1, m_{1,s}, 0) ) . (67)

By inserting (3) and (4) into (40), considering (64), and exploiting the definition of Meijer’s G-function, J_2 can be determined as:

J_2 =

A_1B_2 2 ln 2 ∫_∞ 0 G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( λ_2γ_n | | | | (1 − m_{2,s}, 1)

(m_2, 0) )

× G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( γ_n | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) ) G^{1,1}_{1,1} ( λ_1γ_n | | | | −m_{1,s} m_1 − 1 ) dγ_n, (68) = A_1B_2 2 ln 2 ∫ L_1

Γ(m_2 + s)Γ(m_{2,s} − s)Γ(−s) λ^s_2Γ(1 − s) × ∫_∞ 0 γ^{−s}_n G^{1,2}_{2,2} ( γ_n | | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) ) G^{1,1}_{1,1} ( λ_1γ_n | | | | | −m_{1,s} m_1 − 1 ) dγ_nds K , (69) where L_1 is a certain contour separating the poles of Γ(m_2 + s) from the poles of Γ(−s). Next, by utilizing the Mellin transform for the product of two Meijer’s G-functions [35, eq. (2.25.1.1)], the inner integral K can be computed as follows:

K = λ^{s−1}_1 G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( 1 λ_1 | | | | (1, 1, s − 1 − m_1) (1, m_{1,s} + s, 0) ) , (70)

subsequently, by applying the definition of univariate Meijer’s G-function to (70), then plugging the obtained result into (69) and performing the change of variables s = −s and ζ = −ζ, we have:

J_2 = −

A_1B_2 8λ_1π^2 ln 2 ∫ L_1 ∫ L_2 Γ(m_{1,s} − s − ζ)Γ(s) Γ(1 + s)Γ(1 + ζ) × Γ(m_1 + s + ζ)Γ(m_2 − s)Γ(m_{2,s} + s)

× Γ^2(ζ)Γ(1 − ζ) ( 1 λ_1 )_ζ ( λ_2 λ_1 )_s dζds, (71) where L_2 is another contour. Consequently, recognizing the definition of bivariate Meijer’s G-function [39], J_2 is derived as: J_2 =

A_1B_2 2λ_1 ln 2

× G^{1,1:1,2:1,2}

1,1:2,2:2,2 ( λ_2 λ_1 , 1 λ_1 | | | | (m_1) (m_{1,s}) | | | | (1 − m_{2,s}, 1)

(m_2, 0) | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) ) . (72)

Similarly, following the same methodology, J_3 and J_4 are respectively determined as:

J_3 =

A_2 2λ_2 ln 2

G^{2,3}_{3,3} ( 1 λ_2 | | | | (1, 1, 1 − m_2) (1, m_{2,s}, 0) ) , (73)

J_4 =

B_1A_2 2λ_2 ln 2

× G^{1,1:1,2:1,2}

1,1:2,2:2,2 ( λ_1 λ_2 , 1 λ_2 | | | | | (m_2) (m_{2,s}) | | | | | (1 − m_{1,s}, 1) (m_1, 0) | | | | | (1, 1) (1, 0) ) . (74)

Finally, by substituting J_l for l ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} into (38), the proof is accomplished.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Zhangb and R. Zhangca, “Intelligent reflecting surface aided multiuser communication: Capacity region and deployment strategy,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, 2021.

[2] W. Saad, M. Bennis, and M. Chen, “A vision of 6g wireless systems:

Applications, trends, technologies, and open research problems,” IEEE network, vol. 34, no. 3, pp. 134–142, 2019.

[3] C. E. Shannon, “Channels with side information at the transmitter,” IBM journal of Research and Development, vol. 2, no. 4, pp. 289–293, 1958.

[4] S. Jafar, “Capacity with causal and noncausal side information: A unified view,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 52, no. 12, pp. 5468–5474, 2006.

[5] T. Philosof, R. Zamir, and U. Erez, “Technical report: Achievable rates for the mac with correlated channel-state information,” arXiv preprint arXiv:0812.4803, 2008.

[6] T. Philosof, R. Zamir, U. Erez, and A. J. Khisti, “Lattice strategies for the dirty multiple access channel,” IEEE Trans. Inf Theory, vol. 57, no. 8, pp. 5006–5035, 2011.

[7] D. Tse and P. Viswanath, Fundamentals of wireless communication.

Cambridge university press, 2005.

[8] S. Atapattu, C. Tellambura, and H. Jiang, “A mixture gamma distribution to model the snr of wireless channels,” IEEE transactions on wireless communications, vol. 10, no. 12, pp. 4193–4203, 2011.

[9] B. Selim, O. Alhussein, S. Muhaidat, G. K. Karagiannidis, and J. Liang, “Modeling and analysis of wireless channels via the mixture of gaussian distribution,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular technology, vol. 65, no. 10, pp. 8309–8321, 2015.

[10] E. Biglieri and I.-W. Lai, “The impact of independence assumptions on wireless communication analysis,” in 2016 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT). IEEE, 2016, pp. 2184–2188.

[11] R. B. Nelsen, An introduction to copulas. Springer Science & Business Media, 2007.

[12] M. H. Gholizadeh, H. Amindavar, and J. A. Ritcey, “On the capacity of mimo correlated nakagami-m fading channels using copula,” EURASIP Journal on Wireless Communications and Networking, vol. 2015, no. 1, pp. 1–11, 2015.

[13] F. R. Ghadi and G. A. Hodtani, “Copula function-based analysis of outage probability and coverage region for wireless multiple access communications with correlated fading channels,” IET Communications, vol. 14, no. 11, pp. 1805–1811, 2020.

[14] F. R. Ghadi, G. A. Hodtani, and F. J. Lopez-Martinez, “The role of correlation in the doubly dirty fading mac with side information at the transmitters,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 10, no. 9, pp. 2070–2074, 2021.

[15] E. A. Jorswieck and K.-L. Besser, “Copula-based bounds for multi-user communications–part i: Average performance,” IEEE Communications Letters, 2020.

[16] K.-L. Besser and E. A. Jorswieck, “Copula-based bounds for multi-user communications–part ii: Outage performance,” IEEE Communications Letters, 2020.

[17] F. R. Ghadi and G. A. Hodtani, “Copula-based analysis of physical layer security performances over correlated rayleigh fading channels,” IEEE Transactions on Information Forensics and Security, vol. 16, pp. 431– 440, 2020.

[18] K.-L. Besser and E. A. Jorswieck, “Bounds on the secrecy outage probability for dependent fading channels,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 1, pp. 443–456, 2020.

[19] F. R. Ghadi, F. J. Martin-Vega, and F. J. Lopez-Martinez, “Capacity of backscatter communication under arbitrary fading dependence,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, 2022.

[20] S. K. Yoo, S. L. Cotton, P. C. Sofotasios, M. Matthaiou, M. Valkama, and G. K. Karagiannidis, “The fisher–snedecor F distribution: A simple and accurate composite fading model,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 21, no. 7, pp. 1661–1664, 2017.

[21] O. S. Badarneh, D. B. Da Costa, P. C. Sofotasios, S. Muhaidat, and S. L.

Cotton, “On the sum of fisher–snedecor F variates and its application to maximal-ratio combining,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 7, no. 6, pp. 966–969, 2018.

[22] L. Kong and G. Kaddoum, “On physical layer security over the fishersnedecor F wiretap fading channels,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 39 466– 39 472, 2018.

[23] O. S. Badarneh, P. C. Sofotasios, S. Muhaidat, S. L. Cotton, K. Rabie, and N. Al-Dhahir, “On the secrecy capacity of fisher-snedecor f fading channels,” in 2018 14th International Conference on Wireless and Mobile Computing, Networking and Communications (WiMob). IEEE, 2018, pp. 102–107.

[24] S. K. Yoo, P. C. Sofotasios, S. L. Cotton, S. Muhaidat, F. J. Lopez- Martinez, J. M. Romero-Jerez, and G. K. Karagiannidis, “A comprehensive analysis of the achievable channel capacity in F composite fading channels,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 34 078–34 094, 2019.

[25] H. Zhao, L. Yang, A. S. Salem, and M.-S. Alouini, “Ergodic capacity under power adaption over fisher–snedecor F fading channels,” IEEE communications letters, vol. 23, no. 3, pp. 546–549, 2019.

[26] W. Cheng and X. Wang, “Bivariate fisher–snedecor f distribution and its applications in wireless communication systems,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 146 342–146 360, 2020.

[27] P. Zhang, J. Zhang, K. P. Peppas, D. W. K. Ng, and B. Ai, “Dual-hop relaying communications over fisher-snedecor f-fading channels,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 68, no. 5, pp. 2695–2710, 2020.

[28] A. Makarfi, K. Rabie, O. Kaiwartya, O. Badarneh, G. Nauryzbayev, and R. Kharel, “Physical layer security in ris-assisted networks in fishersnedecor composite fading,” in 2020 12th International Symposium on Communication Systems, Networks and Digital Signal Processing (CSNDSP). IEEE, 2020, pp. 1–6.

[29] O. S. Badarneh, P. C. Sofotasios, S. Muhaidat, S. L. Cotton, K. M. Rabie, and N. Aldhahir, “Achievable physical-layer security over composite fading channels,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 195 772–195 787, 2020.

[30] L. Han, Y. Wang, X. Liu, and B. Li, “Secrecy performance of fso using hd and im/dd detection technique over f-distribution turbulence channel with pointing error,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 10, no. 10, pp. 2245–2248, 2021.

[31] H. Du, J. Zhang, J. Cheng, and B. Ai, “Sum of fisher-snedecor f random variables and its applications,” IEEE Open Journal of the Communications Society, vol. 1, pp. 342–356, 2020.

[32] O. S. Badarneh, P. C. Sofotasios, S. Muhaidat, S. L. Cotton, and D. B. Da Costa, “Product and ratio of product of fisher-snedecor F variates and their applications to performance evaluations of wireless communication systems,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 215 267–215 286, 2020.

[33] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, series, and products. Academic press, 2014.

[34] I. Gijbels and K. Herrmann, “On the distribution of sums of random variables with copula-induced dependence,” Insurance: Mathematics and Economics, vol. 59, pp. 27–44, 2014.

[35] A. Prudnikov, Y. A. Brychkov, and O. Marichev, “More special functions (integrals and series vol 3),” 1990.

[36] K. P. Peppas, “A new formula for the average bit error probability of dual-hop amplify-and-forward relaying systems over generalized shadowed fading channels,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 85–88, 2012.

[37] L. Debnath and D. Bhatta, Integral transforms and their applications.

CRC press, 2014.

[38] A. M. Mathai, R. K. Saxena, and H. J. Haubold, The H-function: theory and applications. Springer Science & Business Media, 2009.

[39] S. Gupta, “Integrals involving products of g-function,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences India SEction A-Physical Sciences, vol. 39, p. 193, 1969.