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Abstract

Channel estimation via training is a common method for providing imperfect channel state infor-

mation (CSI) in a network. In a relay network, imperfect CSI can be efficiently provided at the relays

by sending training signals from the source and the destination nodes to the relays. Providing imperfect

CSI at the destination is more challenging since each relay is required to send training signals to the

destination. We introduce the feedforwarding method, where each relay simply forwards the imperfect CSI

to the destination in such a way that we benefit from the relay network structure to carry the information

for us. This method significantly lowers the network resources spent on providing the imperfect CSI at

the destination. In addition, we prove that the feedforwarding method provides better average effective

signal to noise ratio (eSNR) compared to the training methods currently known in the literature. The

eSNR is an important parameter in the channel capacity expressions. Therefore, the parameters of a

network with training could be optimized in order to maximize the eSNR. In our setup, source, relay

and destination nodes haveM , N andM antennas, respectively. We use matched filtering at the relays

and single antenna decoding at the destination, where each source antenna communicates to a separate

destination antenna viaK relays. We achieve our results at largeK.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology is the corner stone of next generation wireless

networks, which is supported by IEEE 802.11n (WiFi) and 802.16e (WiMax) standards, due to its capacity,

coverage and diversity advantages [1]. Future WiMax networks with additional type of nodes, relays, are

currently being standardized under 802.16j. Relays increase capacity and coverage. In addition, relays

are affective in dealing with the non line-of-sight problem. Furthermore, relays do not require backhaul

resulting in less complex and cost efficient designs [2,3].

The signal to noise ratio (SNR) of the effective channel between the source and destination nodes is

known as effective SNR (eSNR). The parameters of a point-to-point network (P2PN) with training could

be optimized in order to maximize the eSNR [4,5]. The eSNR is also considered in industry including

802.16m [6,7]. The main purpose of this study is to introducethe feedforwarding method, which is more

efficient and provides better average eSNR performance thanthe training methods currently known in

the literature.

Most of the studies in relay networks assume that the destination has the perfect channel state

information (CSI) [8]–[13], which may not necessarily be the best approach in practice. The perfect

CSI assumption is suitable for a network with slow fading channels (i.e. Indoor environments). The

innovative feedforwarding method efficiently provides theeffective CSI at the destination. In [14]–[16],

the effective CSI is estimated at the destination, where amplify and feedforwarding is applied at the

relays. This method is suitable for nomadic relays and fixed destination [2]. Amplify and feedforwarding

always perform poor than matched filtering (MF). We focus on relays, where MF is applied with imperfect

CSI. Additionally, we feedforward CSI to the destination. This method is suitable for fixed relays and

mobile destination. Imperfect CSI at the relays is only studied in [17]. In [17], they consider a single

antenna relay network with deterministic equivalent channel model [9,11,12,17]. Whereas we consider

multi-antenna relay network with ergodic channels [18]. Tothe best of our knowledge, the previously

mentioned papers are the only studies on channel estimationvia training in relay networks. However,

there exists a vast literature on channel estimation via training in P2PNs (see [19,20] and the references

therein). The reader is also directed to [21], which discusses the CSI effects on the channel capacity of

P2PNs.

In our setup, we consider two-hop relay networks, where source node transmits data signals to the

relays at the first hop and at the second hop, relays transmit their received signals to the destination

as seen in Fig. 1(a). We also consider single antenna decoding at the destination, where designated
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end node (source and destination nodes) antenna pairs communicate (each source antenna communicates

to a separate destination antenna) through assigned relaysas seen in Fig. 1(b). Assigning the relays

(subgrouping the relays) is named relay partitioning [8].

A. Notation

Bold characters denote vectors. E{.}, (.)∗, (.)T and Tr{.} denote expectation, Hermitian, transpose

and trace operators, respectively.CN(µ, σ2) stands for a complex Gaussian random variable with mean

µ and varianceσ2. var{.} denotes the power of a vector or a scalar.

B. Outline

In Section II, we introduce the main results. In Section III,we introduce the complementary results

including the numerical results. In Section IV, we conclude.

II. M AIN RESULTS

A. Channel and Signal Models

We assume fixed number of antennas at each node. In addition, we assume that there is no direct

link between source and destination layers. The relays use MF with either imperfect or perfect CSI.

We assume independent data signals are sent from source antennas (spatial multiplexing). We use block

fading channel model, where channel coefficients do not change in a coherence interval,T (symbols

per channel use), and change independently in the consequent intervals. We denote the time spent on

the data transmission phase withTd. We focus on data transmission phase and assume other phases,

including training and feedforwarding phases, are alreadyaccomplished. We do not consider path-loss

and shadowing effects. We assume all channels, transmittedsignals and noises are complex Gaussian

random variables with zero means and generic variances. We assume half-duplex communication, where

the nodes cannot transmit and receive simultaneously. Finally, we assume minimum mean square error

(MMSE) channel estimation is used at the relays, which provides an unbiased estimate that is uncorrelated

with the channel estimation error [22].

In single antenna decoding method, we assumexth (x = 1, 2, ...,M) source andxth destination

antennas are assigned to each other for notational simplicity. Each antenna pair is served by a subgroup

of K relays, thus we haveM subgroups (relay partitioning). The subgroup, which serves for thexth

antenna pair is denoted byL x (x = 1, 2, ...,M). We useM[1] × N[MK] × M[1] notation to represent

our network setup, which is shown in Fig. 2.M ×N ×M denotes that each node in source, relay and
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destination layer hasM , N andM antennas, respectively. The numbers in the square bracketsdenote

the number of the nodes at the respective layers. Therefore,M[1] × N[MK] × M[1] denotes that source

layer has one node withM antennas, relay layer hasMK nodes each withN antennas and destination

layer has one node withM antennas.

Considering the communication between theith antenna pair, the received signal at thekth relay in

the ith subgroup is given as:

rik =
√
ρS


sihi

ik +
M∑

j=1
j 6=i

sjh
j
ik


+ nik, i = 1, 2, ...,M andk = 1, 2, ...,K, (1)

whereρS is the power spent by source for data transmission andsy is theTd × 1 source signal vector

transmitted from theyth antenna with independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) CN(0, σ2
sy ) entries.

h
y
xk is the backward channel, which is a1×N vector and has i.i.d.CN(0, σ2

h
y
x
) entries, between theyth

source antenna and thekth relay in thexth subgroup.nxk is the noise at each relay of thexth subgroup

and has i.i.d.CN(0, σ2
nx
) entries. Note that the second term in the parenthesis of (1) is the interference.

After each relay applies MF, the received signal at theith destination antenna is given as:

yi =

√
ρR

N




∑

k,Rk∈L i

tikg
i
ik +

M∑

j=1
j 6=i


 ∑

k,Rk∈L j

tjkg
i
jk





+ zi, i = 1, 2, ...,M andk = 1, 2, ...,K, (2)

where ρR is the power spent by each relay andtxk is the transmitted signal at thekth relay in the

xth subgroup. Thekth relay is denoted byRk (k = 1, 2, ...,K). g
y
xk is the forward channel, which

is a N × 1 vector and has i.i.d.CN(0, σ2
gy
x
) entries, between theyth destination antenna and thekth

relay in thexth subgroup.zy is the noise at theyth destination antenna and has i.i.d.CN(0, σ2
zy )

entries. The desired source signal is represented withi and the interfering signals are represented withj

(j = 1, 2, ...,M andj 6= i) as also seen in Fig. 2.

Unlike [8], we do not assume that all backward and forward channel variances are equal and normalized

to unity. Instead, we use a more generic scenario as seen in Fig. 2. As an example, consider a2[1]×1[4]×2[1]

relay network with relay partitioning in Fig. 3. Here, we assume that the channel variances of the relays

in a subgroup seen by each antenna are equal. i.e. The channelvariances between source (destination)

antenna of pair 1 and the relays in the subgroupL 1 areσ2
h1

1

(σ2
g1

1

). We normalize the channel variances

to unity in only numerical analysis for convenience.
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B. Methods and Schemes

We compare the feedforwarding method (M1) to the classical (M2) [4] and the new training meth-

ods (M3) [15]. Consider a noiseless single antenna relay network with K relays, where amplify and

feedforwarding method with an amplification constant 1 is applied. Therefore,y =
√
ρ

(
K∑
k=1

hkgk

)
s is

received at the destination, whereρ denotes the power normalization factor.hk (gk) denotes the backward

(forward) channel between the source node and the kth relay (between the kth relay and the destination

node). We assume that in M2, destinations knows the estimates of eachhk andgk separately; whereas

in M3, the estimates of eachhkgk. On the other hand, in M1, the destination knows the estimateof(
K∑
k=1

hkgk

)
directly.

After proving that M1 has higher average eSNR than M2 and M3, we compare M1 with challenging

schemes shown in Fig. 4, where the lines between the layers denote the MF directions. Consider a single

antenna relay network withK relays. In scheme C1a, each relay applies MF withh∗k andg∗k. Therefore,
√
ρ

K∑
k=1

s |hk|2 |gk|2 + V is received at the destination, wheres andV denote the source signal and the

overall noise, respectively. We assume that the destination knows the effective CSI,
√
ρ

K∑
k=1

|hk|2 |gk|2. In

scheme C1b, each relay applies MF withĥ∗k and ĝ∗k, whereĥk and ĝk denote the MMSE estimates of

the backward and forward channels. Therefore,
√
ρ

K∑
k=1

shkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk + V is received at the destination. We

assume that the destination knows the effective CSI,
√
ρ

K∑
k=1

hkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk. In scheme C2, each relay applies the

same MF with C1b and therefore, the same signal is received atthe destination. Each relay feedforwards

Ak = ĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
k to the destination. Therefore, the destination has the effective CSI,

√
ρ′R,f

K∑
k=1

ĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk+zf ,

whereρ′R,f and zf denote the power normalization factor and the zero mean complex Gaussian noise

during the feedforwarding phase.

C. The eSNRs of C1a and C2 with Simplifications

We evaluate the eSNRs of C1a and C2 with and without simplifications in this sub-section and in

Appendix V-A, respectively. Note that our main conclusionsalso hold for non-zero mean channels. How-

ever, the complicated expressions in (7) become more involved without zero mean channel assumption.

Theorem 1:For the scheme C1a withM = N = Td = 1 and largeK,

ρeff =
ρS(K + 3)

2
σ2
h

σ2
s

σ2
n

.
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Proof: The received signal at each relay is given as:

rk =
√
ρSshk + nk, k = 1, 2, ...,K.

Then, each relay applies MF with the perfect backward CSI,h∗k:

uk = rkh
∗
k.

The above signal is normalized to unit average power:

E
{
|uk|2

}
= ρSE

{
|s|2 |hk|4

}
+ E

{
|nkhk|2

}
= ρS2σ

2
sσ

4
hk

+ σ2
nk
σ2
hk

by using the following equality from [23]:

E
{
|hk|4

}
= 2σ4

hk
,

whereσ4
hk

= σ2
hk
σ2
hk

. Then, each relay applies MF with the perfect forward CSI,g∗k. Considering the

power constraint E{|tk|2} = 1 at each relay, the transmitted signal from thekth relay is given as:

tk =
rkh

∗
kg

∗
k√(

ρS2σ
2
hk
σ2
s + σ2

nk

)
σ2
hk
σ2
gk

.

The received signal at the destination is given as:

y = ysig + v,

where

ysig =

K∑

k=1

√
ρks |hk|2 |gk|2 , v =

K∑

k=1

√
ρk

ρS
nkh

∗
k |gk|2 + z,

and

ρk =
ρRρS(

ρS2σ
2
hk
σ2
s + σ2

nk

)
σ2
hk
σ2
gk

.

ysig andv are the received desired and noise signals at the destination, respectively.

Note that the effective channel and the overall noise,
K∑
k=1

√
ρk |hk|2 |gk|2 andv, are not Gaussian due

to the product of multiple Gaussian random variables [24]. However, we use central limit theorem due

to large number of relays by observing that the effective CSIand the overall noise are composed of

independent terms.

Then, eSNR is evaluated as follows:

ρeff =
E
{∣∣ysig

∣∣2
}

E
{
|v|2

} .

May 19, 2019 DRAFT
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Now, we evaluate the numerator and denominator of the above equation step by step:

E
{∣∣ysig

∣∣2
}

= E

{
K∑

k=1

ρk |s|2 |hk|4 |gk|4
}

+ E





K∑

k,m=1
k 6=m

√
ρkρm |s|2 |hk|2 |hm|2 |gk|2 |gm|2





= 4Kρσ2
sσ

4
hσ

4
g +K(K − 1)ρσ2

sσ
4
hσ

4
g

= K (K + 3) ρσ2
sσ

4
hσ

4
g .

E
{
|v|2

}
= E

{
K∑

k=1

ρk

ρS
|nk|2 |hk|2 |gk|4

}
+ E





K∑

k,m=1
k 6=m

√
ρkρm

ρ2S
nkn

∗
mhkh

∗
m |gk|2 |gm|2





+ σ2
z

= 2K
ρ

ρS
σ2
nσ

2
hσ

4
g + 0 + σ2

z .

The third steps in the above evaluations are obtained by assuming all backward and forward channel

variances are equal within themselves. That is,σ2
hk

= σ2
h andσ2

gk = σ2
g , which also leads toρk = ρ for

k = 1, 2, ...,K.

As a result, we obtain the following eSNR:

ρeff =
K (K + 3) ρσ2

sσ
4
hσ

4
g

2K ρ
ρS
σ2
nσ

2
hσ

4
g + σ2

z

≈ ρS (K + 3)

2
σ2
h

σ2
s

σ2
n

,

whenK is large.

Theorem 2:For the scheme C2 withM = N = Td = 1 and largeK,

ρeff =
σ2
s

(
2σ2
bh

(
σ2
bg + σ2

g

)
+ (K − 1) σ2

bhσ
2
bg

)

(
σ2
bg + σ2

g

)(
σ2
sσ

2
eh
+ σ2

n

ρS

) . (3)

Proof: In C2, each relay applies MF with the imperfect backward and forward CSI,ĥ∗k and ĝ∗k,

respectively. Following the same approach in C1a, the received signal at the destination is given as:

y =

K∑

k=1

√
ρkshkĥ

∗
kĝ

∗
kgk +

K∑

k=1

√
ρk

ρS
nkĥ

∗
kĝ

∗
kgk + z, (4)

where

ρk =
ρRρS(

ρS

(
2σ2
bhk

+ σ2
ehk

)
σ2
s + σ2

nk

)
σ2
bhk

σ2
bgk

.

During the feedforwarding phase, each relay transmitsAk = ĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
k to the destination. Therefore, the

received signal at the destination is given as:

K∑

k=1

√
ρ

′

R,f ĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk + zf .
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ρR,f is the power spent by each relay andzf is the noise during the feedforwarding phase. Then,ρ
′

R,f

is the normalized power, whereρ
′

R,f = ρR,f

var{Akgk}
. Assuming that all backward and forward channel

variances are equal within themselves and the destination knowsρ
′

R,f noiselessly, the destination has the

following effective CSI:

√
ρ




K∑

k=1

ĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk +

zf√
ρ

′

R,f


 . (5)

We rewrite the received signal (4) according to the noisy effective CSI (5) as follows:

y =
√
ρ




K∑

k=1

ĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk +

zf√
ρ

′

R,f


 s

+
√
ρ




K∑

k=1

h̃kĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk −

zf√
ρ

′

R,f


 s+

√
ρ

ρS

K∑

k=1

nkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk + z

At this point, we use the worst-case noise theorem [25] by observing that the source signal and the

overall noise are uncorrelated given CSI at the destination(see theorem 4.0.2 in [26] for the details).

We prove the validity of this condition for the multiple antenna case in Appendix V-A.2. Following the

same approach in C1a to evaluate eSNR, we obtain (3) whenK is large.

Corollary 3: The feedforwarding method provides higher average eSNR than the classical [4] and the

new [15] training methods.

Proof: Consider that relays apply MF with imperfect backward and forward CSI. Therefore, (4)

is received at the destination. The overall noise at the destination in (4) is same for all of the methods.

Therefore, we neglect this term in evaluating the eSNR.

In M1, both source and destination nodes send training signals to the relays. Then, relays estimate the

channels and feedforward the channel estimations to the destination in such a way that the relay network

carries the perfect forward CSI,g, to the destination for us. By neglecting the overall noise in (4), we

rewrite (4) since destination knows
√
ρ

K∑
k=1

ĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk as follows:

y =
√
ρ

K∑

k=1

sĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk +

√
ρ

K∑

k=1

sh̃kĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk. (6)

Since we have already presented the eSNR of the feedforwarding method in (3), we do not repeat the

result.

In the classical training method (M2), classical P2PN training is applied for both backward and forward

channels. For the backward channels, source node sends training signals to the relays. Then, relays

estimate the backward channels and feedforward the backward channel estimations to the destination.
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For the forward channels, relays send training signals to the destination and destination estimates the

forward channels. By neglecting the overall noise in (4), werewrite (4) since destination knows eachĥk

and ĝk (k = 1...K) as follows:

y =
√
ρ

K∑

k=1

sĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kĝk +

√
ρ

K∑

k=1

s
(
ĥkĥ

∗
kĝ

∗
kg̃k + h̃kĥ

∗
kĝ

∗
kgk

)
.

The eSNR of the classical training method is as follows:

ρeff =
(K + 3) σ2

bhσ
2
bg

2σ2
bh
σ2
eg + σ2

eh
σ2
g + σ2

eh
σ2
bg
.

In the new training method (M3) [15], the destination estimates the product of backward and forward

channels,ak = hkgk. In M3, only source nodes send training signals to the relays. Then, relays simply

feedforward the training signals to the destination. As a result, they also benefit from the relay network

structure to include the forward channel in the training signal. Finally, the destination estimates the

product of backward and forward channels. By neglecting theoverall noise in (4), we rewrite (4) since

destination knows eacĥak (k = 1...K) as follows:

y =
√
ρ

K∑

k=1

sâkâ
∗
k +

√
ρ

K∑

k=1

sãkâ
∗
k,

where we assumêak = ĥkĝk. This assumption leads tõak = ĥkg̃k + h̃kgk equality to hold.

The eSNR is evaluated as follows:

ρeff =

E

{
K∑

k,m=1

|âk|2 |âm|2
}

E

{
K∑
k=1

|ãkâk|2
} =

K(K + 1)σ4
ba

Kσ2
eaσ

2
ba

=
(K + 1)σ2

bhσ
2
bg

σ2
bh
σ2
eg + σ2

eh
σ2
g

.

We use the results of [27] in order to determine the variancesof ak, âk and ãk, which we discuss in

detail in Appendix V-B. The orthogonality of̂ak and ãk is still preserved by using the results of [27].

In addition,σ2
a = σ2

ba + σ2
ea andak = âk + ãk equalities are still satisfied.

We numerically analyze the results forK = 20 since this value is large when compared toM = N = 1.

We evalute the eSNRs by changing estimated backward and forward channel variances discretely from

0.1 to 0.9 by 0.1 increments. By averaging all eSNRs, we obtain 17.01, 6.14 and 10.29 for M1, M2

and M3, respectively. Therefore, the eSNR performances of the methods are M1> M3 > M2. Without

evaluating the eSNRs, we can also reach to the conclusion that the eSNR of M1 is higher than the eSNRs

of both M2 and M3 by only observing that
√
ρ

K∑
k=1

sĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kgk has higher power than

√
ρ

K∑
k=1

sĥkĥ
∗
kĝ

∗
kĝk.
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Note that, for a time division duplexed training, the time spent between relays and destination to provide

the required CSI at the destination is2K, K and 1 symbol durations for M2, M3 and M1, respectively.

Therefore, M1 does not only provide higher average eSNR but also provides higher efficiency than M2

and M3 since it directly provides the CSI to the destination.

By the network training method introduced in [17], all relays are provided with imperfect CSI by

training signals, which are sent from end nodes to the relays. By the feedforwarding method introduced

in this study, the destination is provided with effective CSI by feedforwarding imperfect CSI, which is

sent from each relay to the destination. Due to these two methods, scheme C2 significantly lowers the

network resources spent on providing the imperfect CSI at the relays and destination.

D. Worst-case noise theorem

By using the worst-case noise theorem, the lower bounds of the channel capacities are as follows:

CMi ≥ CMi-worst =
1

2
E{IMi}, i = 1, 2, 3

where

IM1 = log2


1 +

∣∣∣∣
K∑
k=1

∣∣∣ĥk
∣∣∣
2
ĝ∗kgk

∣∣∣∣
2

B
(
σ2
eh
σ2
bg + σ2

eh
σ2
g + C

)


 ,

IM2 = log2


1 +

(
K∑
k=1

∣∣∣ĥk
∣∣∣
2
|ĝk|2

)2

B
(
2σ2
bh
σ2
eg + 2σ2

eh
σ2
bg + σ2

eh
σ2
eg + C

)


 and

IM3 = log2


1 +

(
K∑
k=1

∣∣∣ĥk
∣∣∣
2
|ĝk|2

)2

B
(
σ2
eh
σ2
bg + σ2

eh
σ2
g + C

)




for M1, M2 and M3, respectively, and whereB = Kσ2
bhσ

2
bg and C = σ2

gσ
2
n. Therefore,CM1-worst >

CM3-worst > CM2-worst. For the sake of brevity, we omit the simple proofs that the source signal and the

overall noise are uncorrelated given CSI at the destination.

Throughout the study, we ignore that destination has CSI while evaluating the eSNRs. Considering the

Jensen’s inequality [28], this gives us an upper bound on theworst-case:CMi ≥ CMi, u-worst ≥ CMi-worst

(i = 1, 2, 3). This approach is convenient for the comparisons used in this study.

The general conclusion of this study is that feedforwardingmethod is superior in terms of efficiency

and average eSNR compared to the currently known training methods due its ability of conveying perfect
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forward CSI by using the relay network structure. In addition, learning the effective CSI at the destination

as directly as possible is more efficient and provides betteraverage eSNR performance. M3, where the

products of the forward and backward channels are estimatedat the destination, provides better average

eSNR than M2, where each forward and backward channel is estimated at the destination.

III. C OMPLEMENTARY RESULTS AND FURTHER INSIGHTS

A. Numerical Analysis

We numerically compare all of the schemes forM = 2 andK = 20 by using the following simplified

versions of the results shown in (7) due to their conveniences:

For C1a:

ρeff =

N+1
M−1 +

(K−1)N2

(N+1)(M−1) +
1

N+1

2 + M−2
N+1 + 1

ρS(M−1) +
1

ρS(N+1)

,

For C1b:

ρeff =

(Nσ2

bh+1)(Nσ2

bg+1)+(K−1)N2

(M−1) + 1

M +N(σ2
bh
+ σ2

bg) +
(Nσ2

bg+1)
ρS(M−1) +

1
ρS

,

For C2:

ρeff =

(N+1)σ2

bh(Nσ2

bg+1)+(K−1)N2σ2

bhσ
2

bg
(M−1)

M +N(σ2
bh
+ σ2

bg) + 1 +
σ2

eh(Nσ2

bg+1)
(M−1) +

(Nσ2

bg+1)
ρS(M−1) +

1
ρS

,

where we assume thatσ2
bh = σ2

bhy
x

(x ∈ (i, j) andy ∈ (i, j,m)) and the channel variances have unit values.

We chooseM = 2 since this is the least number expected for the MIMO technology.

We present the results for1 ≤ N ≤ 6 in Fig. 5 and in Fig. 6. The results shown with the bold lines

exist in both Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 in order to have a reference for the results shown with the thin lines.

The continuous bold line presents the result for C1a. The dashed bold lines present the results for C1b

and C2, when both backward and forward channel estimation variances are 0.9. For C1b and C2, we set

backward (forward) channel estimation variance fixed at 0.9and vary the forward (backward) channel

estimation variance discretely at 0.5 and 0.1 as seen in Fig.5 (Fig. 6). We show these results with the thin

lines. Among the thin lines, the dashed and dotted styles notate 0.5 and 0.1 channel estimation variances,

respectively.

Feedforwarding method: The feedforwarding method introduced in C2 has unsatisfactory performance

due its simplicity when compareddirectly to its challenging competitors. As an example, when we

compare C2 to C1b directly, the loss ranges from 20.1% to 7.8%asN increases from 1 to 6 for good

backward and forward channel estimations,σ2
bh = 0.9 andσ2

bg = 0.9, as seen in Fig. 5. However, we can
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achieve a better result even than C1a (the scheme without channel estimation error) at a cost of additional

single antenna at each relay. As an example, the eSNR of C1a is8.6 whenN = 2. The eSNR of C2

is higher, 11.27, whenN = 3 if good backward and good forward channel estimations are available as

seen from the tick dashed lines in Fig. 5. The significant achievement of feedforwarding method is due

to its ability of providing a perfect forward CSI at the destination as seen in (6).

In addition, for fixed relays, investing more at the relays isreasonable since relays could support a

level of intelligence and a level of cost budget that are between mobile nodes and base stations regarding

802.16j.

MF options: We use|| andσ notations to denote MF option with and without instantaneous absolute

channel values (i.eh
∗
k

|hk|
and h∗k), respectively. In addition, we use (a,b) notation , where a,b ∈ {||, σ},

to denote that we apply MF with a and b options for backward andforward channels, respectively.

Throughout the study, we use (σ, σ) option.

Applying σ option for the backward channel is preferable since there isa noise amplification problem

at the first hop. Whereas, applying|| option for the forward channel is preferable when better forward

channel variances are available since the amplification of the noise is not a problem at the second hop.

Therefore, our schemes perform worse when we have better forward channel estimation variances as we

observe by comparing Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. Note that|| option only changes the phase of the channel, which

does not guarantee the average power spent at each relay. Whereas,σ option changes both amplitude

and phase of the channel, which guarantees the average powerspent at each relay. Our results can also

be extended to(σ, ||) option. Further details on this issue are discussed in Appendix V-C, where we

show that (σ, ||) option provides higher average eSNR than other options. Inorder to eliminate the noise

amplification problem at the first hop, a better option is to include the power of the noise (i.e. h∗
k√

|hk|
2+σ2

n

)

[14]. However, the main purpose of this study is to introducethe superiority of the feedforwarding

method. For this purpose, we use (σ, σ) option, which significantly lowers the burden of the derivations.

Finally, note that a relay network with MF has unsymmetricalstructure. For the forward channel, MF

is a pre-filtering before the noise corruption; whereas, forthe backward channel, MF is just a rough

estimation of the source signal due to the post-filtering after the noise corruption. Therefore, the effects

of backward and forward channels on eSNR are unsymmetrical.

A performance equivalent scheme of C1a: Consider a single antenna relay network withM source,

M destination andK relay nodes,1[M ] × 1[K] × 1[M ]. Each relay has perfect CSI ofall channels from

source antennas to destination antennas. This scheme has the same eSNR as C1a with genericM and

N = 1, M[1] × 1[MK] × M[1]. In fact, they have the same eSNR forM = 1 and N = 1 since both
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schemes are exactly equivalent for this case. Therefore, inparallel to the conclusion in [11], this scheme

achieves the same performance with C1a by less total number of relays but by more CSIat each relay.

In total, they both needMK CSI; whereas, the total number of relays for this scheme and C1a areK

andMK, respectively. We do not provide the proof of this scheme forthe sake of brevity.

Better channel estimation and the number of antennas: By comparing the lines with different channel

estimation variances in each figure, we observe the importance of better channel estimation. As an

example, tick dashed and thin dashed lines of C1b whenN = 3 are 12.66 and 8.99 as seen in Fig. 5.

In addition, eSNR decreases with increasingM as seen in (7) since there is no interference mitigation

in all of the schemes. Whereas, eSNR increases with increasing N .

B. Two-Way Relay Networks

Hereby, we specifically separate relay networks into one-way and two-way relay networks for the

sake of clarity. For two-way relay networks, which have multiplexing gain benefit over one-way relay

networks [10], end nodes transmit to the relays concurrently at the first hop. At the second hop, relays

transmit their received signals to the end nodes as seen in Fig. 7(a). Lastly, each end node cancels its own

signal, which is transmitted at the first hop. In two-way relay networks, the destination needs to know

the effective CSI of the received self signal in order to successfully cancel its own transmitted signal. In

this section, we discuss the effect of imperfect knowledge of this effective CSI at the destination, which

could be due to unknown CSI of particular links. We assume a symmetrical two-way relay network; that

is, the relay network seen by each end node has the same properties defined in the previous section.

Therefore, we will only mention the differences from one-way relay networks.

We denote the end nodes byT1 andT2 as seen in Fig. 7(b). Each antenna pair is served by a subgroup

of K relays in each direction, thus we have 2M subgroups. The subgroup, which serves for thexth

antenna pair is denoted byL x andU x (x = 1, 2, ...,M ) during the communication fromT1 to T2 and

T2 to T1, respectively.

Considering theith antenna pair during the communication fromT1 to T2, the received signal at the

kth relay in theith subgroup is given as:

rik =
√
ρS


sihi

ik +

M∑

j=1
j 6=i

sjh
j
ik + xi

(
gi
ik

)T
+

M∑

j=1
j 6=i

xj
(
g
j
ik

)T


+nik, i = 1, 2, ...,M andk = 1, 2, ...,K,

where sy and xy are Td × 1 source signal vectors transmitted from theyth antenna ofT1 and T2,

respectively.
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The general structure of the received signal at theith destination antenna is the same as in (2). Two-

way multi-antenna relay network schemes used in this study,C3a and C3b, are the same as in C1a and

C1b seen in Fig. 4, respectively. In deed, signalling in one-way and two-way relay networks is different

as already mentioned (see Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 7(a)).

The simplified eSNRs of C3a and C3b is slightly different fromC1a and C1b in the last term of

denominator, which is 2
ρS(N+1)σ2

h

and 2
ρS

for C3a and C3b, respectively. Therefore, eSNR decreases for

both C3a and C3b since the received self signal cannot be canceled completely.

Although we assume only one term cannot be canceled, we clearly observe the importance of self

signal cancellation. As an example, the loss ranges from 12.51% to 4.35% asN increases from 1 to 6

when C1a and C3a are compared. We do not include the results ofC3a and C3b in the figures for the

sake of clarity of the figures.

IV. CONCLUSION

The feedforwarding method introduced in this study along with the network training method introduced

in [17] make scheme C2 distinctive for industrial applications since these methods together significantly

lower the network resources spent on providing the imperfect CSI at the relays and destination. Moreover,

we proved that the feedforwarding method is superior to the classical [4] and new [15] training methods

regarding average eSNR since our method benefits from the relay network structure to carry the forward

CSI to the destination for us.

In fact, there is only one generic eSNR result in this study. Once a generic eSNR is obtained for C1a,

generic eSNRs for other schemes could be found without the derivations. As an example, C1a can be

obtained from C1b by removing channel estimation errors (e.g. σ2
bhi

i

→ σ2
hi
i

) as seen in (7). Our results

converge to the results in [8,10], which state that eSNR converges toK with probability 1 whenK → ∞.

The results in [8,10] are achieved by rounding some of the terms in the effective and interference channels

to zero on average whenK → ∞. On the other hand, our eSNR results include the effects of these terms.

Our results precisely show the number of the relays, multi-antenna and CSI effects on eSNR, which

position us one step away from optimizing a relay network with training in order to maximize the eSNR.

Future research would be achieving this optimization without largeK assumption and with a proper MF

option, which is not trivial due to significant amount of parameters to be optimized and due to the burden

of MF options other than (σ, σ) option.
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V. APPENDIX

A. Generic eSNR of Relay Networks:

ρeff =
N1 +N2

D1 +D2 +D3 +D4 + {D5} , (7)

where all of the terms are defined in the Table I. The terms in curly parenthesis should be additionally

considered for two-way relay networks.

1) The Received Signal at the Destination:The generic form of the received signal at theith destination

antenna for C1a, C1b and C2 is given as:

yi = yi,sig + yi,int + vi, i = 1, 2, ...,M, (8)

where

yi,sig = sihi,sig,

yi,int =

M∑

j=1
j 6=i



sjh

i,int
j +

M∑

m=1
m6=i
m6=j

smh
i,int
j,m




,

wherehi,sig, hi,intj andhi,intj,m , andvi are the effective channel, interference channels and noise, respec-

tively.

hi,sig =
∑

k,Rk∈L i

√
ρi

N
hi
ikh̄ii +

M∑

j=1
j 6=i


 ∑

k,Rk∈L j

√
ρj

N
hi
jkh̄ji


 ,

h
i,int
j =

√
ρi

N

M∑

j=1
j 6=i


 ∑

k,Rk∈L j

h
j
ikh̄ii


+

M∑

j=1
j 6=i


 ∑

k,Rk∈L j

√
ρj

N
h
j
jkh̄ji


 ,

h
i,int
j,m =

M∑

j=1
j 6=i




∑

k,Rk∈L j

M∑

m=1
m6=i
m6=j

√
ρm

N
hm
jkh̄ji




,

vi =
∑

k,Rk∈L i

√
ρi

ρSN
nikh̄ii +

M∑

j=1
j 6=i




∑

k,Rk∈L j

√
ρj

ρSN
njkh̄ji


+ zi
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and

ρi =
ρRρS[

ρS

(
σ2
i,1σ

2
si + (M − 1)σ2

h
j

i

σ2
sj

)
+ σ2

ni

]
Nσ2

i,2

,

ρj =
ρRρS[

ρS

(
σ2
hi
j

σ2
si + σ2

j,1σ
2
sj + (M − 2)σ2

hm
j
σ2
sm

)
+ σ2

nj

]
Nσ2

j,2

,

where h̄ii , h̄ji (h̄xi ∈ {hxi , ĥxi} andx ∈ {i, j}) andσ2
x,y (x ∈ {i, j} andy ∈ {1, 2}) are determined

for C1a, C1b and C2 in the following sub-sections.

hi,sig denotes the effective channel between theith source signal received at theith destination antenna

via ith andjth assigned groups (j = 1, 2, ...,M andj 6= i). hi,int denotes the effective channel between

thejth source signal received at theith destination antenna viaith andjth assigned groups (j = 1, 2, ...,M

andj 6= i). Finally, hi,intj,m denotes the effective channel between themth source signal received at theith

destination antenna viajth assigned group (j,m = 1, 2, ...,M , j 6= i, m 6= i andm 6= j).

2) Proofs for One-Way Relay Networks:The following lemma is useful for the derivation of the results

in (7). The proof of the lemma is straightforward by using moment theorems for complex Gaussian

processes [23] but tedious.

Lemma 1:Let s,h,g andn be source, backward channel, forward channel and noise vectors, respec-

tively. Source signal isTd × 1 vector and has i.i.d.CN(0, σ2
s ) entries. Backward and forward channels

are 1 × N andN × 1 vectors and have i.i.d.CN(0, σ2
h) andCN(0, σ2

g) entries, respectively. Noise is

Td×N vector and has i.i.d.CN(0, σ2
n) entries. The bar,̄x, denotes either the vector itself,x, estimation

of the vector,̂x, or an independent same type vector,x′. Then, we have

- var{shh̄∗g∗ḡ} = var{s}var{hh̄∗}var{g∗ḡ},

- var{nh∗g∗ḡ} = var{nh∗}var{g∗ḡ},

- var{hh∗} = N(N + 1)σ4
h,

- var{hĥ∗} = Nσ2
bh(Nσ2

bh + σ2
h) and

- var{hh′∗} = Nσ2
hσ

2
h′ .

Similar results can be obtained for the forward channel.

Generic eSNR derivation of C1a:Each relay applies MF with the perfect backward CSI,hi∗
ik, after

receiving the signal (1):

uik = rikh
i∗
ik.

May 19, 2019 DRAFT



17

The above signal is normalized to unit average power:

var{uik} = ρSvar
{
hi
ikh

i∗
ik

}
var

{
si
}
+ ρS

M∑

j=1
j 6=i

var{hj
ikh

i∗
ik}var{sj}+var{nikh

i∗
ik}

=
[
ρS

(
(N + 1)σ2

hi
i
σ2
si + (M − 1)σ2

h
j

i

σ2
sj

)
+ σ2

ni

]
NTdσ

2
hi
i

by using the following equalities obtained from Lemma 1:

var
{
hi
ikh

i∗
ik

}
= N(N + 1)σ2

hi
i

and var
{
h
j
ikh

i∗
ik

}
= Nσ2

hi
i
σ2
h
j

i

.

Then, each relay applies MF with the forward CSI,gi∗
ik. Considering the power constraint TrE{t∗iktik} ≤

NTd at the relays, the transmitted signal fromkth relay in theith subgroup is given as:

tik =
uikg

i∗
ik√[

ρS

(
(N + 1)σ2

hi
i

σ2
si + (M − 1)σ2

h
j

i

σ2
sj

)
+ σ2

ni

]
Nσ2

hi
i

σ2
gi
i

.

Similar steps are followed forrjk (j = 1, ...,M andj 6= i), where thekth relay in eachjth subgroup

applies MF with perfect backward and forward CSI,g
j
jk andhj

jk. The received signal at the destination

is given in (8) with the following terms:

hii = hi∗
ikg

i∗
ikg

i
ik, hji = h

j∗
jkg

j∗
jkg

i
jk, (9)

and

σ2
i,1 = (N + 1)σ2

hi
i
, σ2

i,2 = σ2
hi
i
σ2
gi
i
, σ2

j,1 = (N + 1)σ2
h
j

j

andσ2
j,2 = σ2

h
j

j

σ2
g
j

j

.

Note thatyi,sig, yi,int andvi are composed of independent terms. However,yi,int andvi are dependent

together. Therefore, we also have to assume that the destination knows the effective CSI ofyi,int along

with the effective CSI ofyi,sig 1 in order to use central limit theorem due to large number of relays.

Note that the received desired signal and the overall noise,yi,sig andyi,int + vi, are not Gaussian due

to product of multiple complex Gaussian random variables [24].

From (8), eSNR is evaluated as follows:

ρeff =
var

{
yi,sig

}

var{yi,int}+ var{vi} ,

where

var{yi,sig} = KNσ2
si

[
ρi
(
(N + 1)2 + (K − 1)N2

)
σ2
hi
i
σ2
ii + ρj(M − 1)σ2

hi
j
σ2
ji

]
,

var{yi,int} = K(M − 1)
[
ρi(N + 1)σ2

h
j

i

σ2
iiσ

2
sj + ρj

(
(N + 1)σ2

h
j

j

σ2
sj + (M − 2)σ2

hm
j
σ2
sm

)
Nσ2

ji

]
,

var{vi} =
K

ρS

[
ρi(N + 1)σ2

iiσ
2
ni

+ ρj(M − 1)Nσ2
jiσ

2
nj

]
,
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whereσ2
ii = σ2

hi
i

σ4
gi
i

andσ2
ji = σ2

h
j

j

σ2
g
j

j

σ2
gi
j

.

Generic eSNR derivation of C1b:Each relay applies MF with the imperfect backward CSI,ĥi∗
ik, after

receiving the signal (1):

uik = rikĥ
i∗
ik.

The above signal is normalized to unit average power:

var{uik} = ρSvar{hi
ikĥ

i∗
ik}var{si}+ ρS

M∑

j=1
j 6=i

var{hj
ikĥ

i∗
ik}var{sj}+var{nikĥ

i∗
ik}

=
[
ρS

((
Nσ2

bhi
i

+ σ2
hi
i

)
σ2
si + (M − 1) σ2

h
j

i

σ2
sj

)
+ σ2

ni

]
NTdσ

2
bhi

i

by using the following equalities from Lemma 1:

var{hi
ikĥ

i∗
ik} = Nσ2

bhi
i

(
Nσ2

bhi
i

+ σ2
hi
i

)
and var{hj

ikĥ
i∗
ik} = Nσ2

bhi
i

σ2
h
j

i

.

Then, each relay applies MF with the imperfect forward CSI,ĝi∗
ik. Considering the power constraint

TrE{t∗iktik} ≤ NTd at the relays, the following signal is transmitted from thekth relay in the ith

subgroup:

tik =
uikĝ

i∗
ik√[

ρS

((
Nσ2

bhi
i

+ σ2
hi
i

)
σ2
si
+ (M − 1) σ2

h
j

i

σ2
sj

)
+ σ2

ni

]
Nσ2

bhi
i

σ2
bgi
i

.

Similar steps are followed forrjk (j = 1, ...,M andj 6= i), where thekth relay in eachjth subgroup

applies MF with the imperfect backward and forward CSI,ĝ
j
jk andĥj

jk, respectively. The received signal

at the destination is given in (8) with the following terms:

ĥii = ĥi∗
ikĝ

i∗
ikg

i
ik, ĥji = ĥ

j∗
jkĝ

j∗
jkg

i
jk, (10)

and

σi,1 = Nσ2
bhi

i

+ σ2
hi
i
, σi,2 = σ2

bhi
i

σ2
bgi
i
, σj,1 = Nσ2

bhj

j

+ σ2
h
j

j

andσj,2 = σ2
bhj

j

σ2
bgj

j

.

Assuming that the destination knows the effective CSI ofyi,int along with the effective CSI ofyi,sig,

we obtain the generic eSNR in (7) by following the same approach in C1a.

Generic eSNR derivation of C2:During the feedforwarding phase, each relay in the subgroupL i

(i = 1, 2, ...,M) transmitsAik = ĥi
ikĥ

i∗
ikĝ

i∗
ik to the destination. Therefore, by using the terms (10), the

1The effective CSIs available at the destination are always scalar values in this study.
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received signal at the destination is given as:

∑

k,Rk∈L i

√
ρ

′

R,f

N
ĥi
ikĥii + zi,f , i = 1, 2, ...,M.

ρR,f is the power spent by each relay andzi,f is the noise during the feedforwarding phase with zero

mean complex Gaussian entries. Then,ρ
′

R,f is the normalized power, whereρ
′

R,f = ρR,f

var{Akg
i
ik
} . Assuming

that all backward and forward channel variances are equal within themselves and the destination knows

ρ
′

R,f noiselessly, the destination has the following effective CSI:
√

ρ

N

∑

k,Rk∈L i

ĥi
ikĥii +

√
ρ

ρ
′

R,f

zi,f .

We rearrange the received signal (8) with the terms (10) according to the above noisy effective CSI as

follows:

yi = yi,sig′

+ yi,int′ + yi,int + vi, i = 1, 2, ...,M, (11)

where

yi,sig′

= sihi,sig
′

,yi,int′ = sihi,int
′

,

hi,sig
′

=



√

ρ

N

∑

k,Rk∈L i

ĥi
ikĥii +

√
ρ

ρ
′

R,f

zi,f


 ,

hi,int
′

=



√

ρ

N

∑

k,Rk∈L i

h̃i
ikĥii −

√
ρ

ρ
′

R,f

zi,f


+

√
ρ

N

M∑

j=1
j 6=i


 ∑

k,Rk∈L j

hi
jkĥji


 ,

yi,int andvi are the same as in (8).

At this point, we apply the worst-case noise theorem [25] forthe overall noise,yi,int′ +yi,int+vi by

showing that the source signal and the overall noise are uncorrelated given CSI at the destination. Let

us rewrite (8) as follows:

yi = sihi,sig + Zi, i = 1, 2, ...,M,

whereZi = yi,int + vi. Similarly, let us rewrite (11) as follows:

yi = sihi,sig
′

+Vi,
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whereVi = sihi,int
′

+ Zi. Note thathi,sig = hi,sig
′

+ hi,int
′

. In order to apply the worst-case noise

theorem, we need to show that E
{
si∗Vi|hi,sig′}

= 0.

E
{
si∗Vi|hi,sig′

}
= E

{
si∗

(
sihi,int

′

+ Zi
)
|hi,sig′

}

= E
{
si∗sihi,int

′ |hi,sig′
}
+ E





si∗




M∑

j=1
j 6=i



sjh

i,int
j +

N∑

m=1
m6=i
m6=j

smh
i,int
j,m







|hi,sig′





+ E
{
si∗vi|hi,sig′

}
.

The last term is zero since source signal has zero mean, andsi andvi are independent. The second term

is also zero sincesi, sj andsm are zero mean independent random variables. We rewrite the first term as

follows sincesi andhi,int
′

are independent: E
{
si∗sihi,int

′ |hi,sig′}
= E

{
si∗si|hi,sig′}

E
{
hi,int

′ |hi,sig′}
.

The term is also zero by observing that E
{(

hi,sig − hi,sig
′) |hi,sig′}

= 0.

We obtain the generic eSNR in (7) by following the same approach in C1a. Note that we use the

following property explained in Lemma 1 for evaluating the generic eSNR:

var
{
ĥi
ikĥii

}
= var

{
ĥi
ikĥ

i∗
ik

}
var

{
ĝi∗
ikg

i
ik

}
.

3) Proofs for Two-Way Relay Networks:The following lemma along with the Lemma 1 are useful for

the derivation of the results.

Lemma 2:Let the definitions introduced in the Lemma 1 hold for this Lemma. Then, we have

- var
{
gTh∗g′∗g′′

}
= N2σ2

gσ
2
hσ

2
g′σ2

g′′ ,

whereg, g′ and g′′ are forward channel vectors independent from each other (i.e. Each of them is a

channel between different relay and destination antenna).

Generic eSNR derivation of C3a〈C3b〉: Here, we use the〈〉 notation to differentiate the comments

and results of C3b from C3a for the sake of brevity. The received signal at theith destination antenna

after each relay applies MF with the perfect backward and forward CSI,hi∗
ik andgi∗

ik, respectively,〈with

the imperfect backward and forward CSI,ĥi∗
ik and ĝi∗

ik, respectively〉 is given as:

yi = yi,sig + yi,int + yi,self + vi, i = 1, 2, ...,M, (12)
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whereyi,sig,yi,int andvi terms are the same as in (8) with the terms (9)〈(10)〉.

yi,self =
∑

k,Rk∈L i



√

ρi

N
xi

(
gi
ik

)T
+

M∑

j=1
j 6=i

√
ρj

N
xj

(
g
j
ik

)T


hii

+
M∑

j=1
j 6=i




∑

k,Rk∈L j



√

ρj

N
xj

(
g
j
jk

)T

+
M∑

m=1
m6=j

√
ρm

N
xm

(
gm
jk

)T


hji




〈
yi,self =

∑

k,Rk∈L i



√

ρi

N
xi

(
gi
ik

)T
+

M∑

j=1
j 6=i

√
ρj

N
xj

(
g
j
ik

)T


 ĥii

+

M∑

j=1
j 6=i




∑

k,Rk∈L j



√

ρj

N
xj

(
g
j
jk

)T

+

M∑

m=1
m6=j

√
ρm

N
xm

(
gm
jk

)T


 ĥji




〉

and

ρi =
ρSρR

ANσ2

hi
i

σ2

gi
i

〈
ρi =

ρSρR

A′Nσ2

bhi
i

σ2

bgi
i

〉
,

ρj =
ρSρR

BNσ2

h
j
j

σ2

g
j
j

〈
ρj =

ρSρR

B′Nσ2

bhj
j

σ2

bgj
j

〉
,

whereA andB 〈A′ andB′〉 are defined in (7). For both C3a and C3b, we assume that the lastterm

in yi,self seen in (12) cannot be canceled. This could be due to the unknown gm
jk link. We specifically

choosegm
jk since it does not appear in other terms. To avoid repetition,we directly state generic eSNR

results in (7).

B. The Product of Two Gaussian Random Variables:

The product of two real Gaussian random variables,N(µ1, σ
2
1) andN(µ2, σ

2
2), is explained clearly in

[27]. The product is Gaussian only ifµ1

σ1

and/orµ2

σ2

approaches to infinity. On the other hand, the variance

of the product approaches toσ2
1σ

2
2 if µ1

σ1

and µ2

σ2

approach to zero. Note that the last result also holds for

two complex Gaussian random variables. Therefore, we obtain σ2
ak

= σ2
hk
σ2
gk by assumingak = hkgk.

We proved that the eSNR performances of the methods are M1> M3 > M2 for zero mean complex

Gaussian channels. However, the superiority of M1 to training methods also holds for non-zero mean

complex Gaussian channels since the known signal at the destination for M1 has always higher power

than the known signals at the destination for both M2 and M3 asexplained in Corollary 3.
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C. MF Options:

For the sake of simplicity, we assumeM = N = Td = 1. For C1b with largeK, the eSNRs for

different MF options are as follows:

(||, σ) option:

ρeff =
ρsσ

2
s

(
σ2
h

(
σ2
bg + σ2

g

)
+ (K − 1)E2

{
|ĥ|

}
σ2
bg

)

σ2
n

(
σ2
bg + σ2

g

) .

(||, ||) option:

ρeff =
ρsσ

2
s

(
σ2
hσ

2
g + (K − 1)E2

{
|ĥ|

}
E2 {|ĝ|}

)

σ2
nσ

2
g

.

(σ, σ) option:

ρeff =
ρsσ

2
s

((
σ2
bh + σ2

h

)(
σ2
bg + σ2

g

)
+ (K − 1)σ2

bhσ
2
bg

)

σ2
n

(
σ2
bg + σ2

g

) .

(σ, ||) option:

ρeff =
ρsσ

2
s

((
σ2
bh + σ2

h

)
σ2
g + (K − 1)E2 {|ĝ|}σ2

bh

)

σ2
nσ

2
g

.

By following the same approach in Corollary 3, we average theeSNRs and obtain 3.34, 3.93, 4.47

and 5.23 for the MF options, respectively as in the above order for K = 20.

In the following lines, by saying good (poor) channel variance, we mean that the channel variance is

equal to 0.9 or 0.5 (0.1). The eSNR performance comparisons of the MF options for different backward

and forward channel variances are as follows:

1) For both good backward and forward channel variances,

(σ, ||) > (||, ||) > (σ, σ) > (||, σ).
2) For good backward and poor forward channel conditions; aswell as, for poor backward

and poor forward channel conditions(σ, σ) > (σ, ||) > (||, σ) > (||, ||).
3) For poor backward and good forward channel conditions,

(σ, ||) > (σ, σ) > (||, ||) > (||, σ).
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Fig. 1. Signalling and relay partitioning in a relay network.
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TABLE I

THE TERMS OF GENERIC ESNR

Schemes C1a and{C3a}: Schemes C1b and{C3b}:
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