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Wireless transfer between antenna arrays at the Talbot distance
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In modern multiple input multiple output (MIMO) wireless communication systems arrays of antennas are
employed to enhance the data transfer rate. Scattering of the waves in the medium between the antennas can
actually enhance the transfer capacity by decorrelating the available channels. Here it is shown that the transfer
capacity between arrays of regularly spaced antennas depends intricately on the distance between the arrays
and on the arrangement of scatterers. The relevant length scale is the Talbot distance Lryo=2d>/\ known
from optics as the distance where the self-imaging occurs of coherently illuminated gratings with d the grating
period and N the wavelength. The modulation of singular values of the channel transfer matrix occurs at

fractions of Ly
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To enhance the available bandwidth in wireless commu-
nication the use of multiple antennas at the receiving and the
transmission side has become an important option [1]. In
such multiple input multiple output (MIMO) systems it has
been demonstrated that the scattering of the radio waves can
lead to an increase of the effective bandwidth available for
communication [2-5]. The best results for the channel capac-
ity in MIMO systems are obtained in a strongly scattering
environment, where direction and arrival time of the scat-
tered signals is determined by diffusive propagation of the
waves. The channel capacity can be severely limited by re-
sidual correlation between the channels even in a scattering
environment. Strong correlations exist when the scattering is
not sufficient to separate the individual connections between
the M X N antennas [4]. This is, for example, the case when
transmitter and receiver arrays are placed far apart from each
other in an environment without scattering. An instructive
example of the influence of correlation has been developed
by Chizhik ef al. [6] by modeling the scattering by diffrac-
tive keyholes in a screen between the transmitters and the
receivers. When all the waves are forced to go through a
single keyhole in the screen, all channels are fully correlated
and the capacity remains low. From a physics point of view,
the wireless communication problem has many aspects in
common with topics from condensed matter physics such as
light waves in strongly scattering media and electron trans-
port in disordered conductors [4].

Estimating the capacity of data transfer in complex envi-
ronments by measuring and modeling has become an impor-
tant issue to optimize the positioning of base stations and
receivers in a wireless network found in, e.g., cellular phone
networks and wireless computer networks. Both the spatial,
“speckle,” and temporal characteristics, “fading,” of the
wave fields influence the available capacity. In many modern
transceivers the actual encoding and decoding procedure of
the signals is dynamically adapted to the changes in the en-
vironment. The capacity of data transfer in a MIMO system
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operating in a scattering medium is given in the generalized
Shannon approach as [7,8]

C=10g2det{l+ﬁHT-Q-H], (1)

in units of Bits per second per Hz bandwidth. Here H is the
M X N channel coupling matrix between M transmitting and
N receiving antennas. All the effects of the wave propaga-
tion, scattering, absorption, etc., are part of the matrix H and
its transposed conjugate H'. The other parameters in Eq. (1)
are the parameter p describing the available electronic signal
to noise ratio in the system for each transmitter, the covari-
ance matrix Q defining the transmitted power distribution
over the channels, and the unity matrix I. An estimate of the
channel capacity for a given configuration of transmitting
and receiving antennas is obtained by measuring or calculat-
ing H. A singular value analysis of H with non-negative
solutions S;,i=1,...,min(N,M) gives the -eigenvalues
A,-=S? of H'-H. Each eigenvalue specifies an independent
communication channel.

The distribution of available transmitter power over the
independent channels as specified by Q in Eq. (1) is still free
to choose to maximize the data transfer capacity. For ex-
ample, all power could be assigned to the channel with the
largest singular value S, In that case the determinant in
Eq. (1) reduces to a single element: log,(1+p/MSZ,.). With-
out knowledge of the channel matrix an equal distribution of
transmitter power over all available channels gives for the
correlation matrix Q=1I. With p sufficiently large, the deter-
minant in Eq. (1) reduces in this case to a sum over A;. An
improvement in capacity can be obtained by using the avail-
able information about the channel strengths S; and optimiz-
ing the choice for Q by, for example, the “water filling”
method [9]. Knowledge about the distribution of singular
values due to array geometry can assist in finding the opti-
mum distribution of transmitter power.

The singular value distribution and the associated channel
capacity in MIMO systems is studied here when the antennas
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FIG. 1. The schematic diagram of a configuration with a
M=mXm transmitter array with period d, and N=nXn receiver
array with a period d, and distance L. The intermediate screen at
distance L, transmits the waves only through the small holes.

diffraction gratings in optics. In 1836 Henry Fox Talbot [10]
noticed that an illuminated grating with a periodicity d dis-
plays a sharp self-image at a large distance depending on the
grating periodicity d and the wavelength A. In 1881 Rayleigh
showed that the self-imaging occurs at multiples of the dis-
tance: Lyypo=2d>/\ [11] and follows from the scalar diffrac-
tion theory in the Fresnel limit. At intermediate distances a
modified replica is generated at rational fractions of L,
[12,13] for gratings with a transmission 1/M with M an in-
teger. The imaging effects occur at a distance between screen
and array given by L=(p/q+k/2)Lrypep With p=0,1,2,...,
q=2,3,..., and k=0,1,2,... . The phase and intensity dis-
tribution is in general more complicated than the image at
integer distances [14]. The fractional Talbot effect has an
intricate link with the mathematics of the infinite sums of
Gaussian numbers as was outlined by Berry [12]. Recently
the Talbot effect has been applied in self-imaging application
without the need for external optical elements and is fre-
quently used in composite diffractive optical elements such
as lenslet arrays and beam splitters [15]. Similar imaging
effects are also observed in the interference phenomena of
quantum mechanical matter waves as so-called “quantum
carpets” [13] and used in interferometry of cold atoms [16].

In the following sections it will be shown that the Talbot
effect is also important in the data transfer capacity between
antenna arrays. Figure 1 shows the schematic layout of the
configuration used in the model calculation. The channel
transfer matrix H between the arrays is modeled by using a
three dimensional scalar free space Green’s function
G(7,,7y)=e*"/47r to calculate the wave propagation from
point 7, to 7, with r=||F,—r||| for a wave vector k=27/\
[17]. In the following the wave vector is chosen as k=1 and
thus A=27 and is not explicitly listed further. In free space
H,;=G(r;,7;), with r; and r; the positions of transmitter i and
receiver j. A singular value analysis of the matrix as [18]
H=U-S-V' provides the singular values S; on the diagonal
of S and the associated singular vectors as the columns of U
for the transmitter and V for the receiver.

Figure 2 shows the results without an intermediate screen
for a typical example using 3 X3 transmitter and receiver
arrays with d,=d,=250 and Lryy,e=2d,d,/\=1.989 X 10"
Hence, d,,d.>N\. The horizontal axis shows the distance
scaled to Ly,,. The dominant singular value is strongly
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FIG. 2. Singular value analysis of a 3 X3 receiver: 3 X 3 trans-
mitter system as function of the distance between the arrays. The
top graph shows the sum of all eigenvalues, the middle graph shows
the first five largest singular values, and the bottom graph the domi-
nant singular value scaled by 4L/ VMN.

modulated as function of the distance with maxima near
L/ Lygpi=1/2,1/4,1/6,.... The other singular values near
these fractional distances vanish. The overall sum of the
square of the singular values is a smooth function approach-
ing a L[_r2 dependence at larger distances. The scaling can be
understood by considering the trace of H'-H which is the
sum of the eigenvalues, but also the sum of the matrix ele-
ments: 3,y yH - H,, =31 jo1..n1/(47r;)? and scales
with MN/(4wL)?* at distances larger than the lateral dimen-
sions of the arrays. Beyond L= Lr,p, the modulations
smooth out and the singular value approaches the asymptotic
scale behavior.

The distribution of singular values for fractions of the
Talbot distance can be understood using the paraxial approxi-
mation. Under these conditions it is assumed that the
distance between the arrays L, is much larger than the dis-
tances between the elements i and j in the arrays. The
distance 7,—r; in the paraxial approximation is given by
||17,»—7j||= \,/Ltzr+ (x,»—xj)2+ (y,»—yj)Z:Llr(l + 52”;%/2"' 52115/2),
with n, and n, an integer indicating the distance between
elements in the array in units of periodicity d,, and
0=d,/ L, the paraxial expansion parameter. The maximum
value of n, and n, is determined by the lateral dimensions of
the two arrays. With this approximation

. . 2 2 . .o 2 2,2
» okl L/ D(En+8n)) ik i(kd; 2Ly (ny+ny)

U 4wl 1+ &’ + n%)] B

4mL,

The matrix elements of H?* become identical for any integer
value n, and n,, if kd,z/ 2L, is a multiple of 2. This condition
is fulfilled if Ly, /4L, is an integer, where LTalbot=2d12/ A
the Talbot distance as defined in the self-imaging problem.
Then all matrix elements are identical to e’“«/4xL,. and only
one nonzero singular value min(N,M)e*tu/ L, remains.
This explains in particular the distribution of the singular
values near the fractional distances at L/Lyyp.=1/4Z
=1/4,1/8,1/16,... with Z=1,2,.... With further specifica-
tion of the size and shape of the arrays, the effect on the
singular values can be predicted in more detail. For example,
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for two parallel one-dimensional linear arrays with N=M
matrix H?? has a symmetric Toeplitz structure [19] with ele-
ments HY}'oc U|i‘f‘2, where U= e2™Lrabo/*Le The matrix HP?
has zero valued singular values when the determinant
of H”“ is zero. The analytical factorization of the determinant
into prime polynomials of U [18] gives these values at
the roots of the polynomials. The analysis shows in particular
that the roots of U+1=0 give fractional positions 1/4Z
=1/4,1/8,1/16,... and 1/(4Z+2)=1/2,1/6,1/10,...,
where only one nonzero singular value exists. For the roots
of other prime polynomials that occur: U?+1,U?+U+1,U*
+1,..., a limited number of nonzero singular values exist.
Crossed linear arrays have always a single dominant singular
value. The analysis for the two-dimensional arrays give simi-
lar conditions on U for the single dominant singular values
as can be seen in Fig. 2 at the root positions of Ux1=0. At
positions 1,1/3,1/5,... associated with the roots of U+1
only a limited number of nonzero singular values exist.
There are also positions where all the singular values are
equal. This position occurs at fractions of Ly, With loca-
tions that depend on the array geometry and size. For ex-
ample, in Fig. 2 at position 3/4 all singular values are equal.
The complexity of the singular value spectrum is related to
the fact that all elements in H” are of the form U7 For U
% ¢2™P'4) with p and ¢ integers, the mathematical properties
of square residues and finite Gaussian sums, as studied, in
number theory, for example, generate the intricate behavior
of the singular value spectrum.

The capacity given by Eq. (1) follows from the singular
value analysis and depends further on the signal to noise p
and the signal distribution. For large enough p the capacity is
mainly determined by the distribution of the A; values and
the particular choice for Q. Some general limits for a
M X N MIMO system have been studied to obtain bounds to
the capacity [2]. In particular for large L, all the matrix
elements in H approach H?;:e’“tf/ (47L). This limit matrix
H” has only one nonzero singular value S*=NM/(4L,),
which is identical to the limit of the dominant singular value
shown in Fig. 2. The associated capacity C..=log,(1+Np)
and is differs from the capacity: Cy=N log,(1+p/N) for par-
allel channels H=1Iy.

The conditions used in Fig. 2 were chosen such that d and
Lyapoe>=N. If d=N\ the modulation of the singular values is
not occurring at exact fractions of the Talbot distance, but in
general at shorter distances the closer the near-field condi-
tions are approached. The calculated geometry is still well
in the Fresnel diffraction limit as long as the aperture
of the arrays is large with respect to the distance. In particu-
lar, the Talbot distance approaches the Fresnel number
F=(nd)?/\Ly if 2d’/\=(nd,)*/\, which is the case for
only very small arrays. At L > Ly, the Fraunhofer diffrac-
tion limit is reached when F becomes small and the detailed
structure in the singular value distribution is lost.

The results shown in Fig. 2 are for propagation of waves
in free space. The apparent correlations between the channels
are caused by the interference of all the participating trans-
mitter antennas. Placing a screen with keyholes between the
transmitter and the receiver (see Fig. 1) modifies the transfer
[6]. The effect of the screen mimics communication through
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FIG. 3. Singular value analysis of a 3 X3 receiver: 3 X 3 trans-
mitter system through a screen with an array of keyholes as func-
tion of Ly, and L=Lrpor

conduits or waveguides with a limited number of available
paths for the waves. For a number of holes smaller than the
number of antennas N and M in the arrays a strong correla-
tion between channels remains. In particular for one hole on
axis with a diameter much smaller than A the correlation is
the strongest. The channel matrix H is now calculated as
H,;=3,G(7;,r,)G(ry,, 7)) x(r;, 7y, 7;) with 7, the position of
hole / in the screen. The term x(r;,r,,7;) depends on the
angle between the incoming and outgoing direction and is
determined by the boundary conditions on the diffraction
screen [17]. If the type-I Rayleigh-Summerfeld diffraction
integral is used, then y=1. Other choices add angular-
dependent terms to each of the matrix elements. In particular
for the conventional Fresnel-Kirchhoff approximation
x(7;,ry,r)=cos(a) with a the angle between (r,—7;) and
(F;—ry). By using a single screen, the waves are only scat-
tered once and multiple scattering effects are suppressed. The
model can easily be extended to include multiple scattering
by using point-like scatterers instead of holes and treating the
wave propagation, including all multiple scattering, in an
exact T-matrix approach as is often done in condensed matter
physics (see Ref. [20]).

It is illustrative to look at the basic case of 1 hole and
N=2 to M=2 antenna configuration. The capacity can then
explicitly be expanded as [21]

Coxo=logy[1+ p/2(Ry; +Rp) + (9/2)2(1 - Reo))]
with R=H'-H with elements

2
P

Ry = |G(;11’Fh)|2|G(;hv;rl)

Rpp= R;s
=G(Ft17Fh)G*(;t%Fh)G(;h’;rl)G*(;h’FrZ)a

Ry, = |G (7,0, 7) PG (7 )|

and |R.,|>=R,R,,/|R;;Ry,| the cross-correlation. All paths
are forced through the single hole and the correlation be-
comes |R,,|=1. Hence the second term in C,, cancels and
the channel capacity is considerably reduced for all positions
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of the hole or the antennas. The remaining variations are due
to the signal powers R;; and R,,. In the general case of more
antennas and holes the strong reduction remains observable.
The dominant singular value is much larger than any of the
other values over the whole range and fully determines the
small total capacity in the system. Also the oscillations of the
singular values near fractions of the Talbot distances are sup-
pressed. Adding more holes in the screen increases the total
transmitted power and influences the strong correlation be-
tween the channels. Figure 3 shows the results for a screen
with a regular hole pattern matching the periodicity of the
transmitter and the receiver arrays. The singular values again
show strong variation near the fractional Talbot distances.
The overall sum now shows a strong modulation at the frac-
tional distances. Further calculations show that placing the
screen or the receiver at an irrational distance reduces the
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overall modulation and capacity. Also choosing a random
placement of the holes in the screen or of the antennas in the
arrays reduces the modulation and the capacity.

In conclusion, wireless data transfer between periodic ar-
rays is sensitive to the distance with the Talbot distance
Ltapo: as the relevant length scale. At particular rational frac-
tions of Lo @ single channel is dominant and carries all
information. At other fractional distances all singular values
are equal. After inserting a screen with a periodic array of
holes, the Talbot type modulation are still present.
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