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Abstract

Channel estimation via training is a common method for plimg imperfect channel state infor-
mation (CSI) in a network. In a relay network, imperfect C&hde efficiently provided at the relays
by sending training signals from the source and the destimaiodes to the relays. Providing imperfect
CSI at the destination is more challenging since each raagquired to send training signals to the
destination. We introduce the feedforwarding method, eleach relay simply forwards the imperfect CSI
to the destination in such a way that we benefit from the relwork structure to carry the information
for us. This method significantly lowers the network resesrspent on providing the imperfect CSI at
the destination. In addition, we prove that the feedfonvaydnethod provides better average effective
signal to noise ratio (eSNR) compared to the training methogrently known in the literature. The
eSNR is an important parameter in the channel capacity sgiomes. Therefore, the parameters of a
network with training could be optimized in order to maximithe eSNR. In our setup, source, relay
and destination nodes hawé, N and M antennas, respectively. We use matched filtering at thggela
and single antenna decoding at the destination, where eachesantenna communicates to a separate

destination antenna vi& relays. We achieve our results at larfe
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. INTRODUCTION

Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology is theoener stone of next generation wireless
networks, which is supported by IEEE 802.11n (WiFi) and &62.(WiMax) standards, due to its capacity,
coverage and diversity advantages [1]. Future WiMax neéta/arith additional type of nodes, relays, are
currently being standardized under 802.16j. Relays irsgraapacity and coverage. In addition, relays
are affective in dealing with the non line-of-sight probleRurthermore, 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 leetwthe source and destination nodes is
known as effective SNR (eSNR). The parameters of a poipiiat network (P2PN) with training could
be optimized in order to maximize the eSNR [4,5]. The eSNRIss aonsidered in industry including
802.16m [6,7]. The main purpose of this study is to introdtimefeedforwarding method, which is more
efficient and provides better average eSNR performance tthetraining methods currently known in
the literature.

Most of the studies in relay networks assume that the destindas the perfect channel state
information (CSI) [8]-[13], which may not necessarily besthest approach in practice. The perfect
CSI assumption is suitable for a network with slow fading raiels (i.e. Indoor environments). The
innovative feedforwarding method efficiently provides @féective CSI at the destination. In [14]-[16],
the effective CSI is estimated at the destination, wherelimand feedforwarding is applied at the
relays. This method is suitable for nomadic relays and fixestidation [2]. Amplify and feedforwarding
always perform poor than matched filtering (MF). We focus@ays, where MF is applied with imperfect
CSI. Additionally, we feedforward CSI to the destinatiorhiS method is suitable for fixed relays and
mobile destination. Imperfect CSI at the relays is only &ddn [17]. In [17], they consider a single
antenna relay network with deterministic equivalent clednmodel [9,11,12,17]. Whereas we consider
multi-antenna relay network with ergodic channels [18].tfile best of our knowledge, the previously
mentioned papers are the only studies on channel estimai@otraining in relay networks. However,
there exists a vast literature on channel estimation viaitrgin P2PNs (see [19,20] and the references
therein). The reader is also directed to [21], which diseadhe CSI effects on the channel capacity of
P2PNs.

In our setup, we consider two-hop relay networks, where @omode transmits data signals to the
relays at the first hop and at the second hop, relays transmiit teceived signals to the destination

as seen in Figl 1(p). We also consider single antenna degaditthe destination, where designated
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end node (source and destination nodes) antenna pairs auicatel(each source antenna communicates
to a separate destination antenna) through assigned ratageen in Fig. 1(p). Assigning the relays

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

A. Notation

Bold characters denote vectors{.E (.)*, (.)T and T{.} denote expectation, Hermitian, transpose
and trace operators, respectivelyN (1, o) stands for a complex Gaussian random variable with mean

w and variancer?. var{.} denotes the power of a vector or a scalar.

B. Outline

In Section[1l, we introduce the main results. In Secfioh Wk introduce the complementary results

including the numerical results. In Sectionl IV, we conclude

[I. MAIN RESULTS
A. Channel and Signal Models

We assume fixed number of antennas at each node. In addit®rgseume that there is no direct
link between source and destination layers. The relays uBewlth either imperfect or perfect CSI.
We assume independent data signals are sent from sourecastgspatial multiplexing). We use block
fading channel model, where channel coefficients do not @han a coherence interval, (symbols
per channel use), and change independently in the conseiqiervals. We denote the time spent on
the data transmission phase wilf). We focus on data transmission phase and assume other phases
including training and feedforwarding phases, are alreaclyomplished. We do not consider path-loss
and shadowing effects. We assume all channels, transnsitghls and noises are complex Gaussian
random variables with zero means and generic variances sétaree half-duplex communication, where
the nodes cannot transmit and receive simultaneouslyllfimee assume minimum mean square error
(MMSE) channel estimation is used at the relays, which glesian unbiased estimate that is uncorrelated
with the channel estimation error [22].

In single antenna decoding method, we assurffe (z =1,2,..., M) source andz!” destination
antennas are assigned to each other for notational sityplieach antenna pair is served by a subgroup
of K relays, thus we havé/ subgroups (relay partitioning). The subgroup, which serfeg the "
antenna pair is denoted by’* (z =1,2,..., M). We useM;; x Ny x) x Mpy) notation to represent

our network setup, which is shown in Flg. 2 x N x M denotes that each node in source, relay and
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destination layer had/, N and M antennas, respectively. The numbers in the square bradketste
the number of the nodes at the respective layers. Therefde,x Nk x Mp;; denotes that source
layer has one node with/ antennas, relay layer hdd K nodes each withV antennas and destination
layer has one node with/ antennas.

Considering the communication between tHe antenna pair, the received signal at #é relay in

the i** subgroup is given as:

M

rie = /ps | s'hip + > s'h) | 40y, i=1,2,.,M andk=1,2,.., K, 1)
j=1
J#i

where pg is the power spent by source for data transmissionsdnid the T,; x 1 source signal vector
transmitted from the/" antenna with independent and identically distributedd(}iC N (0, #2,) entries.
hY, is the backward channel, which isla« N vector and has i.i.dC'N (0,07, ) entries, between thg/"
source antenna and tfé" relay in thez!” subgroupn,, is the noise at each relay of thé" subgroup
and has i.i.dCN (0,02 ) entries. Note that the second term in the parenthesisl of(thei interference.

After each relay applies MF, the received signal at #fiedestination antenna is given as:

M
yi:,/%z S otagh > | Y tagh | [ +2, i=12..Mandk=1.2 K, (2)

k Ry €L j=1 \k,Ri€Z
JFi

where pr is the power spent by each relay ang, is the transmitted signal at the” relay in the
z'" subgroup. Thek!" relay is denoted byR, (k=1,2,..., K). g’ is the forward channel, which
is a N x 1 vector and has i.i.dCN(O,agz) entries, between thg" destination antenna and ttié"
relay in the 2" subgroup.z? is the noise at the/" destination antenna and has i.i@N(0,c2,)
entries. The desired source signal is representedaatid the interfering signals are represented with
(j=1,2,...,M andj # i) as also seen in Fig] 2.

Unlike [8], we do not assume that all backward and forwarchclehvariances are equal and normalized
to unity. Instead, we use a more generic scenario as seeg.[#.FAs an example, consideRg; x 114 X2y
relay network with relay partitioning in Fi@l 3. Here, we as® that the channel variances of the relays
in a subgroup seen by each antenna are equal. i.e. The chamiggices between source (destination)
antenna of pair 1 and the relays in the subgradh areo—,%% (0—311). 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 classigl)([4] and the new training meth-
ods (M3) [15]. Consider a noiseless single antenna relawarktwith K relays, where amplify and
feedforwarding method with an amplification constant 1 iplal. Thereforey = /p (fhkgk> s is
received at the destination, wherelenotes the power normalization factbf. (gx) denoteks:tlhe backward
(forward) channel between the source node and theekay (between thekrelay and the destination
node). We assume that in M2, destinations knows the estimadteachh; and g, separately; whereas

in M3, the estimates of eachyg,. On the other hand, in M1, the destination knows the estiméte
K

( hkgk> directly.
k_

=1
After proving that M1 has higher average eSNR than M2 and M3 campare M1 with challenging
schemes shown in Figl 4, where the lines between the layateléthe MF directions. Consider a single
antenna relay network witlk' relays. In scheme Cla, each relay applies MF withand g;. Therefore,

K
VPSS \hi|?|gk|* + V is received at the destination, wheseand V' denote the source signal and the
k=1

K
overall noise, respectively. We assume that the destim&tiows the effective CSl,/p > |hil? |gil?. In
k=1

scheme C1b, each relay applies MF Wﬁp and gy, whereﬁk and g;, denote the MMSE estimates of

K ~
the backward and forward channels. Therefqy®,>  shih;g;gr +V is received at the destination. We
k=1

K
assume that the destination knows the effective Gl _ hi.h;g; g% In scheme C2, each relay applies the
k=1
same MF with C1b and therefore, the same signal is receivitbalestination. Each relay feedforwards
~ - K . .
Ay = hihjg;; to the destination. Therefore, the destination has thetfeeCSlI, p’R’ka_:lhkhZﬁgk—sz'
wherep}%f and z/ denote the power normalization factor and the zero mean lexmpaussian noise

during the feedforwarding phase.

C. The eSNRs of Cla and C2 with Simplifications

We evaluate the eSNRs of Cla and C2 with and without simpiifioa in this sub-section and in
AppendixV-A, respectively. Note that our main conclusiatso hold for non-zero mean channels. How-

ever, the complicated expressions|ih (7) become more iadoithout zero mean channel assumption.

Theorem 1:For the scheme Cla with/f = N =T, =1 and largekK,

ps(K +3) ,o3
peff = ————— 07 —=.
2 o2
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Proof: The received signal at each relay is given as:
Tk = /psshi + ng, k=1,2,.. K.
Then, each relay applies MF with the perfect backward Ggl,
up = rihy.
The above signal is normalized to unit average power:
E{|uk|2} = psE{|s|2 |hk|4} + E{|nkhk|2} = p52agaﬁk + J,%ka,zlk
by using the following equality from [23]:

E{\hkﬁ} =27} |

Whereah = ah ah Then, each relay applies MF with the perfect forward Ggl, Considering the

power constraint E]tk| } =1 at each relay, the transmitted signal from #ié relay is given as:
"k

\/(ps20hk0§ +02,) 0} 02, ‘

The received signal at the destination is given as:

it =

y=y" +v,
where
‘ K
v = Vors |’ lgrl?, v = Z,/ nkh lgk|* + 2,
k=1

and
PRPS
(p520%kag +02) oy 0%

Pk =

y*9 andv are the received desired and noise signals at the destinagispectively.

Note that the effective channel and the overall no@,\/_\hk\ lgx|* and v, are not Gaussian due
to the product of multiple Gaussian random varlablés [24dwElver, we use central limit theorem due
to large number of relays by observing that the effective @&&d the overall noise are composed of
independent terms.

Then, eSNR is evaluated as follows:
o s,
eff =————————~—.
e { o}
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Now, we evaluate the numerator and denominator of the abgwatien step by step:

E{\y5i9|2}

K K
E {Zpk |1 ] ngl4} +EQ Y Voo s 1hl? 1l 19kl 1gm
k=1

k,m=1

k#m

= 4Kpo? aha P+ K(K — )p020%04

= K(K+3) pa?aﬁag.

K
E Z_|nk|2|hk|2|gk|4 +E \/ mnkn hihi |9k |gm|” ¢ + o2
=1 P keom—1

ktm

(1)

= 2K£03LJ,%J;1 +0+ 02
Ps

The third steps in the above evaluations are obtained bymrasguall backward and forward channel
variances are equal within themselves. That{s, = o} ando?, = o2, which also leads t@;, = p for
k=1,2,...K.

As a result, we obtain the following eSNR:

K (K +3) pa?aéaé _ps(K+3) 20’_?
2K L2204 + 02 2 Thga
ps N7 h7g z n

Peff =

when K is large. [ |
Theorem 2:For the scheme C2 with/ = N =T, =1 and largekK,
o2 (20% <J§ + 03) + (K —1) O‘%O‘%)
Peff = 5 5 5 2 . 3)
(aﬁ + ag> (a o2+ p—s)

h
Proof: In C2, each relay applies MF with the imperfect backward amvérd CSI, A} and g;,

respectively. Following the same approach in Cla, the vedesignal at the destination is given as:

y= Z\/_Shkhkgkgk + Z\/ nkhkgkgk + 2, 4)

where
PRPS

P = :
(ps (20%k + a%k) o2+ O'%k> U}%kagk

During the feedforwarding phase, each relay transmjis= hkhkgk to the destination. Therefore, the

received signal at the destination is given as:

> A/ Pr s hxhigige + 2.
=1
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pr.s is the power spent by each relay andis the noise during the feedforwarding phase. Th@gf
is the normalized power, Whel‘@;%’f = iji;fgk}. Assuming that all backward and forward channel
variances are equal within themselves and the destinatiowdxp'R f noiselessly, the destination has the

following effective CSI:
f
z

K
Vo | D hhigigr + —=
k=1 PR.f

(5)

We rewrite the received signdll(4) according to the noisgaive CSI[(5) as follows:

K
!

T Twesk <

y = Vp thhk9k9k+7 s

’

k=1 PRt
K o Ko
v a | S hdigie, - —— ) s+ ﬁznkhz@:gk z

k=1 \/@ PS =
At this point, we use the worst-case noise theorem [25] byendisg that the source signal and the
overall noise are uncorrelated given CSI at the destingsee theorem 4.0.2 in [26] for the details).
We prove the validity of this condition for the multiple antea case in Appendix V-Al2. Following the
same approach in Cla to evaluate eSNR, we obfain (3) vihés large. ]

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

new [15] training methods.

Proof: Consider that relays apply MF with imperfect backward andvéod CSI. Therefore[{4)
is received at the destination. The overall noise at theirdggin 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 doahe relays. Then, relays estimate the
channels and feedforward the channel estimations to thedésn in such a way that the relay network
carries the perfect forward CS4, to the destination for us. By neglecting the overall nois€4), we

K . .
rewrite (4) since destination knowgp > hihj g9, as follows:
k=1

K K
y =Py _shkhigigy + VoY _shihigig. (6)
k=1 k=1
Since we have already presented the eSNR of the feedfomgardethod in[(B), we do not repeat the

result.
In the classical training method (M2), classical P2PN irajris applied for both backward and forward
channels. For the backward channels, source node sendmgrasignals to the relays. Then, relays

estimate the backward channels and feedforward the badkel@mnnel estimations to the destination.
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For the forward channels, relays send training signals éodibstination and destination estimates the
forward channels. By neglecting the overall noise[in (4),rerite [2) since destination knows eath

andg; (k = 1...K) as follows:
K K
y =Py ShihiGigh + /o> s (Fhigian + ihigion )
k=1 k=1
The eSNR of the classical training method is as follows:

(K +3) O'}%O'%
5.

=5 2 2 2 9 2
2aﬁa§ + 020y + o505

Peff

In the new training method (M3) [15], the destination estiasathe product of backward and forward
channelsa, = hrgi. In M3, only source nodes send training signals to the rel@pen, relays simply
feedforward the training signals to the destination. Assulte they also benefit from the relay network
structure to include the forward channel in the trainingnaig Finally, the destination estimates the
product of backward and forward channels. By neglectingaberall noise in[(#), we rewritd [4) since

destination knows eachy, (k = 1...K) as follows:
K K
y =Py _sariy +/pYy sk,
k=1 k=1

where we assume;, = ﬁkgk. This assumption leads @, = ﬁkﬁk +ﬁkgk equality to hold.

The eSNR is evaluated as follows:

K
ES S (@l aml?
{k,mzl " K(K+1)t (K +1)o2o2
Peft = K = 72 — 2.3, 2.2
- Kozo4 o202 + o040
E{E |akak|2} o DO
=1

We use the results of [27] in order to determine the variamfes,, a, anda,, which we discuss in
detail in AppendiX_V-B. The orthogonality ai; anday is still preserved by using the results of [27].
In addition,o2 = 02 + 02 anday, = @ + a5, equalities are still satisfied.

We numerically analyze the results far = 20 since this value is large when comparedifo= N = 1.
We evalute the eSNRs by changing estimated backward anafdrehannel variances discretely from
0.1 to 0.9 by 0.1 increments. By averaging all eSNRs, we ohti.01, 6.14 and 10.29 for M1, M2
and M3, respectively. Therefore, the eSNR performances®fiethods are M+ M3 > M2. Without
evaluating the eSNRs, we can also reach to the conclusiothghn@SNR of M1 is higher than the eSNRs
of both M2 and M3 by only observing thqyﬁkfjlsﬁkﬁzg;;gk has higher power thag/ﬁkfjlsﬁkﬁzg;;gk.
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Note that, for a time division duplexed training, the timespbetween relays and destination to provide
the required CSI at the destination2&’, K and 1 symbol durations for M2, M3 and M1, respectively.
Therefore, M1 does not only provide higher average eSNR Isot @rovides higher efficiency than M2
and M3 since it directly provides the CSI to the destination.

By the network training method introduced in [17], all redagre provided with imperfect CSI by
training signals, which are sent from end nodes to the reRyshe feedforwarding method introduced
in this study, the destination is provided with effectivel@§ feedforwarding imperfect CSI, which is
sent from each relay to the destination. Due to these two adsthscheme C2 significantly lowers the

network resources spent on providing the imperfect CSl atréhays and destination.

D. Worst-case noise theorem

By using the worst-case noise theorem, the lower boundseothiannel capacities are as follows:

1 .
Cwmi 2> Cwmi-worst = §E{IM1'}- 1=1,2,3

where
K .12
> hk‘ 959k
[Ml = |092 1+ k=1 ,
B(O‘%O‘%—I—O‘%O‘;—FC)
K 2 2
(Z hk‘ ’?k\2>
Ivz = log, [ 1+ k=1 and

2.2 2.2 2 .2
B <20‘EO'§ + 20EJ§ + osos + C')

(£ )
k=1

2 2 2 2
B(U-ﬁag—l—a—ﬁag—i-C')

Ivs = logy | 1+

for M1, M2 and M3, respectively, and wheB = Ko—%o—% and C' = o2o7. Therefore,Cyi-worst >
Cwz-worst > Cwmz-worst: FOr the sake of brevity, we omit the simple proofs that therse signal and the
overall noise are uncorrelated given CSI at the destination

Throughout the study, we ignore that destination has CSlevghialuating the eSNRs. Considering the
Jensen’s inequality [28], this gives us an upper bound onwihist-caseCiy; > Cwmi, u-worst = CMi-worst
(1 =1,2,3). This approach is convenient for the comparisons used stuidy.

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

and average eSNR compared to the currently known trainirtheds due its ability of conveying perfect
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11

forward CSI by using the relay network structure. In additiearning the effective CSI at the destination
as directly as possible is more efficient and provides betterage eSNR performance. M3, where the
products of the forward and backward channels are estinatédte destination, provides better average

eSNR than M2, where each forward and backward channel im&stl at the destination.

I1l. COMPLEMENTARY RESULTS AND FURTHER INSIGHTS

A. Numerical Analysis

We numerically compare all of the schemes fdr= 2 and K = 20 by using the following simplified

versions of the results shown inl (7) due to their convenience

For Cla N41 (K—1)N? 1
s = 1 + oo T M
e — M—2 1 1 ’
2+ N+1 + ps(M—1) + ps(N+1)
For Clh
(No2+1)(No2+1)+(K—1)N?
et = =0 +1
emr — 9
(No2+1) 4
M + N(a}% + ag) + oot oas
For C2

(N+1)02 (No2+1)+(K—1)N?0202
(M—-1)

2, 2 op(Noj+1) | (No2+1) | 4
M—’-N(Uﬁ"_afg)‘i_l‘i_ (M—1) + ps(M—1) +p_s

Peff =

where we assume tha% = a}%g (xz € (i,7) andy € (i, j,m)) and the channel variances have unit values.
We chooseM = 2 since this is the least number expected for the MIMO techmpolo

We present the results far< N < 6 in Fig.[3 and in Fig[6. The results shown with the bold lines
exist in both Fig[ b and Fid.]6 in order to have a reference lier results shown with the thin lines.
The continuous bold line presents the result for Cla. Thaeathbold lines present the results for C1lb
and C2, when both backward and forward channel estimatioanaes are 0.9. For C1b and C2, we set
backward (forward) channel estimation variance fixed atahé vary the forward (backward) channel
estimation variance discretely at 0.5 and 0.1 as seen ifBHigig.[6). We show these results with the thin
lines. Among the thin lines, the dashed and dotted stylest@@.5 and 0.1 channel estimation variances,
respectively.

Feedforwarding methadrhe feedforwarding method introduced in C2 has unsatsfggerformance
due its simplicity when comparedirectly to its challenging competitors. As an example, when we
compare C2 to C1b directly, the loss ranges from 20.1% to 7a8% increases from 1 to 6 for good

backward and forward channel estimatioa%,: 0.9 and 05 = 0.9, as seen in Fid.]5. However, we can
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achieve a better result even than Cla (the scheme withoahehastimation error) at a cost of additional
single antenna at each relay. As an example, the eSNR of C8®% iwhenN = 2. The eSNR of C2
is higher, 11.27, whev = 3 if good backward and good forward channel estimations asdladle as
seen from the tick dashed lines in Fig. 5. The significantearent of feedforwarding method is due
to its ability of providing a perfect forward CSI at the destiion as seen i {6).

In addition, for fixed relays, investing more at the relaysdasonable since relays could support a
level of intelligence and a level of cost budget that are leetwmobile nodes and base stations regarding
802.16;j.

MF options We use|| and o notations to denote MF option with and without instantarseabsolute
channel values (i'?% and hy), respectively. In addition, we use (a,b) notation , whetea{||, o},
to denote that we apply MF with a and b options for backward fomdiard channels, respectively.
Throughout the study, we use, ) option.

Applying o option for the backward channel is preferable since theeerisise amplification problem
at the first hop. Whereas, applyingoption for the forward channel is preferable when bettewérd
channel variances are available since the amplificatiom®fise is not a problem at the second hop.
Therefore, our schemes perform worse when we have betwwafdrchannel estimation variances as we
observe by comparing Figl 5 and Fig. 6. Note thaiption only changes the phase of the channel, which
does not guarantee the average power spent at each relayed8he option changes both amplitude
and phase of the channel, which guarantees the average ppesr at each relay. Our results can also
be extended tdo, ||) option. Further details on this issue are discussed in ApigeCl where we
show that §, ||) option provides higher average eSNR than other optionerder to eliminate the noise
amplification problem at the first hop, a better option is twude the power of the noise (i.e\/ﬁ)
[14]. However, the main purpose of this study is to introdtlee superiority of the feedforwarding
method. For this purpose, we use §) option, which significantly lowers the burden of the detivas.

Finally, note that a relay network with MF has unsymmetritalicture. For the forward channel, MF
is a pre-filtering before the noise corruption; whereas,ther backward channel, MF is just a rough
estimation of the source signal due to the post-filteringratie noise corruption. Therefore, the effects
of backward and forward channels on eSNR are unsymmetrical.

A performance equivalent scheme of CConsider a single antenna relay network with source,

M destination ands relay nodes] ;) x 1k} x 15- Each relay has perfect CSI afl channels from
source antennas to destination antennas. This schemeéaartte eSNR as Cla with genehi€ and

N =1, My x Iy X Mp. In fact, they have the same eSNR fof = 1 and N = 1 since both
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schemes are exactly equivalent for this case. Therefongaiallel to the conclusion in [11], this scheme
achieves the same performance with Cla by less total nunibretays but by more CSat each relay

In total, they both need// K CSI; whereas, the total number of relays for this scheme alal &fe K
and M K, respectively. We do not provide the proof of this schemetlfier sake of brevity.

Better channel estimation and the number of antenr2g comparing the lines with different channel
estimation variances in each figure, we observe the impoetani better channel estimation. As an
example, tick dashed and thin dashed lines of C1b wNegs 3 are 12.66 and 8.99 as seen in Hig. 5.
In addition, eSNR decreases with increasiigas seen in[{7) since there is no interference mitigation

in all of the schemes. Whereas, eSNR increases with incrgaéi

B. Two-Way Relay Networks

Hereby, we specifically separate relay networks into ong-aiad two-way relay networks for the
sake of clarity. For two-way relay networks, which have ripldixing gain benefit over one-way relay
networks [10], end nodes transmit to the relays concusreattithe first hop. At the second hop, relays
transmit their received signals to the end nodes as seewyifY&). Lastly, each end node cancels its own
signal, which is transmitted at the first hop. In two-way yefetworks, the destination needs to know
the effective CSI of the received self signal in order to sssfully cancel its own transmitted signal. In
this section, we discuss the effect of imperfect knowledgthis effective CSI at the destination, which
could be due to unknown CSI of particular links. We assumenansgtrical two-way relay network; that
is, the relay network seen by each end node has the same tepidzfined in the previous section.
Therefore, we will only mention the differences from oneywalay networks.

We denote the end nodes By and7» as seen in Fid. 7(p). Each antenna pair is served by a subgroup
of K relays in each direction, thus we have 2M subgroups. Thersubg which serves for thet”
antenna pair is denoted b¥” and%” (x = 1,2, ..., M) during the communication frori#; to 75> and
T, to T, respectively.

Considering the'” antenna pair during the communication fréfn to T3, the received signal at the

k" relay in thei?” subgroup is given as:

M M

rir = /ps | s'hj, + E s’hl, +x' (ggk)T + E x’ (gfk> +ny, t=1,2,...,. M andk=1,2,.... K,
i=1 i=1
J#i J#i

wheres? and x¥ are T; x 1 source signal vectors transmitted from th¢ antenna of7; and 7,

respectively.
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The general structure of the received signal atithedestination antenna is the same asin (2). Two-
way multi-antenna relay network schemes used in this st@8g and C3b, are the same as in Cla and
C1b seen in Fid.l4, respectively. In deed, signalling in wag-and two-way relay networks is different
as already mentioned (see Hig. 1(a) and Fig.| 7(a)).

The simplified eSNRs of C3a and C3b is slightly different fr&@a and C1b in the last term of
denominator, which |sW and — for C3a and C3b, respectively. Therefore, eSNR decreases fo
both C3a and C3b since the recelved self signal cannot beslggthcompletely.

Although we assume only one term cannot be canceled, wel\clebserve the importance of self
signal cancellation. As an example, the loss ranges frori1%2.to 4.35% asV increases from 1 to 6
when Cla and C3a are compared. We do not include the resu8afand C3b in the figures for the

sake of clarity of the figures.

IV. CONCLUSION

The feedforwarding method introduced in this study alontipwie network training method introduced
in [17] make scheme C2 distinctive for industrial applioas since these methods together significantly
lower the network resources spent on providing the impe@&i at the relays and destination. Moreover,
we proved that the feedforwarding method is superior to thssical [4] and new [15] training methods
regarding average eSNR since our method benefits from thg neftwork structure to carry the forward
CSI to the destination for us.

In fact, there is only one generic eSNR result in this studyc®a generic eSNR is obtained for Cla,
generic eSNRs for other schemes could be found without thigatiens. As an example, Cla can be
obtained from C1b by removing channel estimation errorg. Qéh — UfQL:i) as seen in[{7). Our results
converge to the results in [8,10], which state that eSNR emes tc;K with probability 1 whenkK — ooc.
The results in [8,10] are achieved by rounding some of thagén the effective and interference channels
to zero on average wheld — oo. On the other hand, our eSNR results include the effectsesfeierms.

Our results precisely show the number of the relays, muligana and CSI effects on eSNR, which
position us one step away from optimizing a relay networkwiaining in order to maximize the eSNR.
Future research would be achieving this optimization witlarge K assumption and with a proper MF
option, which is not trivial due to significant amount of paueters to be optimized and due to the burden

of MF options other thand( o) option.
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V. APPENDIX

A. Generic eSNR of Relay Networks:

N1+ N2
D1+ D2+ D3+ D4+ {D5}’

Peft = (7)

where all of the terms are defined in the Table I. The terms ity arenthesis should be additionally
considered for two-way relay networks.
1) The Received Signal at the Destinatidfhe generic form of the received signal at iHedestination

antenna for Cla, Clb and C2 is given as:

y =y yttt v, =12, M, (8)
where
yi,sig _ Sihi’Sig,
M
yi,int _ Z hz znt+ Z mhz jint ’
j=1 #
J#i m7i
m#j
whereh®s, h’ " and h; "t andv' are the effective channel, interference channels and naspec-
tively.
SR VN Sl (S ot |
k,RreZL? j=1 k,Rre€ZLI
J#i
M M
EENTE 9l (DSBS ol S SR
j - N ikt )
j=1 \kRi€L j=1 \kRi€L
J#i J#i

M
i = | 55 e |

j= =
77 m#
vl = nlkhll + Z i ——n kh + 7
psN 7
k Rkef j=1 k Rkefﬂ
J#i
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and

b — PRPS 7
[ps <02-2710'§i + (M — 1)0}2#0&) + 0',2%] No?,

pj = PZRPS 7
[ps <02§ o + 0?—7105]. + (M — 2)0’,21;”0%) + J,%j] No'j%2

whereh;:, hji (b, € {h, h,:} andz € {i,;}) and o2, (z € {i,j} andy € {1,2}) are determined
for Cla, C1lb and C2 in the following sub-sections.

h**9 denotes the effective channel betweenifiesource signal received at tiié destination antenna
via it" and j*" assigned groupsj & 1,2,..., M andj # i). k""" denotes the effective channel between
the j** source signal received at thfé destination antenna vi&* and;** assigned groups (= 1,2, ..., M
andj # ). Finally, hﬂ‘f denotes the effective channel between k& source signal received at thié
destination antenna vig" assigned groupj(m = 1,2,..., M, j # i, m # i andm # 7).

2) Proofs for One-Way Relay Networkghe following lemma is useful for the derivation of the rasul
in (@). The proof of the lemma is straightforward by using nemintheorems for complex Gaussian
processes [23] but tedious.

Lemma 1:Lets, h,g andn be source, backward channel, forward channel and noisergecespec-
tively. Source signal i€ x 1 vector and has i.i.dC N (0,02) entries. Backward and forward channels
arel x N and N x 1 vectors and have i.i.dON(0,07) and ON(O,ag) entries, respectively. Noise is
T, x N vector and has i.i.dC'N (0, 02) entries. The barg, denotes either the vector itse, estimation
of the vectorx, or an independent same type vectdt, Then, we have

- var{shh*g*g} = var{s}var{hh*}var{g*g},
- var{nh*g*g} = var{nh*}var{g*g},
-var{hh*} = N(N + 1)o7,
- var{hh*} = NoZ(No2 + o) and
- var{hh*} = Noio?,.
Similar results can be obtained for the forward channel.

Generic eSNR derivation of C1&ach relay applies MF with the perfect backward Csf, after

receiving the signal{1):

;. — I'Zkh;';;
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The above signal is normalized to unit average power:

M
var{ug} = psvar{hjhi;}var{s'} + ps> var{h’, hi;}var{s’} +var{n;hi;}
=1
i#i

= {PS ((N + 1ot o + (M — 1)Uija§j> + O'?LI} NTyo3,
by using the following equalities obtained from Lemfija 1:
var{hj;hi;} = N(N + 1)o;, and var{hﬂ ’*} = Noji0}

Then, each relay applies MF with the forward Cgl;. Considering the power constraint R, t,.} <
NT, at the relays, the transmitted signal frad? relay in theit” subgroup is given as:
uikggz

\/{ps ((N + 1)0}2&0?1‘ + (M —1)o?,0 > + 02 } Naiiazi.

hi s i Yi

tik =

Similar steps are followed far;;, (j = 1,..., M andj # i), where thek!” relay in eachj’* subgroup
applies MF with perfect backward and forward ngk and h;k The received signal at the destination

is given in [8) with the following terms:
h;: = hijgiigl, hy = hljghiel, ©)

and

2 _ 2 2 _ 2 02 2 2 2 _ 2 9
oin = (N +1)0},:, 059 = 0j,:0:, Uj,l—(N+1)Uh;i andaﬂ_ahjﬁggﬁ'

Note thaty®*¥, y*" andv® are composed of independent terms. Howey&¥* andv’ are dependent
together. Therefore, we also have to assume that the distikaows the effective CSI of*** along
with the effective CSI ofy** ! in order to use central limit theorem due to large number Gy
Note that the received desired signal and the overall ngis&y andy> + v*, are not Gaussian due
to product of multiple complex Gaussian random variable.[2

From [8), eSNR is evaluated as follows:

var{y"}
var{y®nt} 4+ var{vi}’

Peft =
where
var{y"*¥} = KNo? [m ((N+1)* + (K = 1)N?) o707 + pj(M — 1)0}%@0]%} ,
var{y"™} = K(M —1) {/)Z(NJr Do hjawasj + pj ((N+ 1o h]asj + (M = 2)0}, 07 )NU ] ,

: K
varfv'y = (PN + 1)o202 + py(M — )N o2 |,
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Wherea _O'hO' anda =02,0%0%.
W% %;

]

Generic eSNR derivation of C1Each relay applies MF with the imperfect backward Cf%}; after
receiving the signal{1):
U = rlkﬂz}z
The above signal is normalized to unit average power:
var{u;,} = pgvar{h]. hl;}var{s'} + pSZvar{h] #1var{s’ }+var{n;h% }
j=1
j#i
= [Ps ((NU}%@ + U,ZLT;) o + (M —1) ai;ai) + aii] NTda%%
by using the following equalities from Lemna 1:
var{hj;hii} = NoZ, (NU%Z + Ui%j) and vafh/, hi;} = No2.op

Then, each relay applies MF with the imperfect forward C&f,. Considering the power constraint
TrE{t], tix} < NTj, at the relays, the following signal is transmitted from thié relay in theit®
subgroup: '

uzk@ﬁ}i
\/[ <(Nox + 02, ) o2 4+ (M — l)ahjas]) + 02 ] No?2 Tng

Similar steps are followed far;;, (j = 1,...,M andj # i), where thek?” relay in eachj*" subgroup

tix =

applies MF with the imperfect backward and forward (@L andﬁ;:k, respectively. The received signal

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

h; = hi;glgl, hy = hykg;]:g;ka (10)

and

2

Jll—NUA+0h1,012—02021,0j1 NO'A-—I—O' andayg—onAJ.

hi hi
Assuming that the destination knows the effective CSky6f** along with the effective CSI of"*¥,
we obtain the generic eSNR inl (7) by following the same apgitaa Cla.

Generic eSNR derivation of CDuring the feedforwarding phase, each relay in the subgr&ip
(i=1,2,..., M) transmitsA;; = h’ h’,’;@’;; to the destination. Therefore, by using the termd (10), the

1The effective CSls available at the destination are alwagsas values in this study.

May 19, 2019 DRAFT



19

received signal at the destination is given as:

PRIT: =

k,RiEZL1
pr.s is the power spent by each relay a#d is the noise during the feedforwarding phase with zero
. . U . . / _ pR) .

mean complex Gaussian entries. Th,e;g’,f is the normalized power, whep&;%’f = m. Assuming
that all backward and forward channel variances are equhinMhemselves and the destination knows
p'Rf noiselessly, the destination has the following effectivi&l:C

| P Z hi he: P_if

AT 1k 7t + 7 V4 .

Nk,Rke,i”i pR’f
We rearrange the received signal (8) with the terims (10) rdong to the above noisy effective CSI as

follows:
yi — yi,sig’ +yi,int’ +yi,int —I-Vi, i = 1,2,...,M, (11)
where
yi,sz’g’ Sihi,sig’ yi,int’ — Sihi,int’
pisis’ /% Z flﬁkﬂz‘F /P 7z |,
k‘,RkED(Zi pR7f
p p 4 U
47‘ t/ — ni /\,. —_ 47f —_ ] A..
N T S N A R S IR B
k,R.eZLi R.f j=1 \k,Ru€Z7

j#i
y» "t andv® are the same as ifnl(8).

At this point, we apply the worst-case noise theorem [25]tlier overall noisey™™ + y»i* 4 v by
showing that the source signal and the overall noise arertelated given CSI at the destination. Let
us rewrite [(8) as follows:

y' = sthbs9 4+ 71, i=1,2,..., M,

whereZ! = y»™ + vi, Similarly, let us rewrite[(T]1) as follows:

yi — Sihi,sig’ + Vi,
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where Vi = s'h 77 Note thath®*9 = >’ 4 p#"' In order to apply the worst-case noise

theorem, we need to show that{ E*V'|n»i9'} = 0.

E{Si*vi|hi,si9’} — E{Si* (Sihi,int’ + Zi) |hi,si!]'}

M

— E{ % zhz Jint’ ‘hl ,81g } +E Si* Z thz Jjint + Zsmhz Jint ‘hi,Sig/
j=1
j#i m#l

m#j
+ E {si*vi]hi’Sigl} .

The last term is zero since source signal has zero means’arti v’ are independent. The second term
is also zero since’, s’ ands™ are zero mean independent random variables. We rewriterghddim as
follows sinces’ and """ are independent: Esi*s'h®!' |pi19'} = E {s™*s?|h®s19"} E { BB |5t}
The term is also zero by observing tha{ @& — h%-*9") |hi59"} = 0

We obtain the generic eSNR ifl (7) by following the same apghioa Cla. Note that we use the
following property explained in Lemnid 1 for evaluating thengric eSNR:

var{ﬂﬁkﬁii} = var{h’kh }var{gj,’;glk

3) Proofs for Two-Way Relay Network¥he following lemma along with the Lemnh& 1 are useful for
the derivation of the results.

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

-var{g'h*g"g"} = Nzaga}%ag,ag,/,

whereg, g’ andg” are forward channel vectors independent from each other Eiach of them is a
channel between different relay and destination antenna).

Generic eSNR derivation of C3&3h): Here, we use thé) notation to differentiate the comments
and results of C3b from C3a for the sake of brevity. The remmbisignal at the’” destination antenna

after each relay applies MF with the perfect backward andidod CSI,hi* andg!t, respectively with

the imperfect backward and forward C$I* andg’:, respectively is given as:

yi = yisi y yhint g giself | i i=1,2,.., M, (12)
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wherey®59 y%int andv' terms are the same as [d (8) with the terfis (@0)).

M
y s = g \/ %Xl (gik)T + E \/ %XJ (gfk) h;:

k,R €L i—1

j=1 \ k,RreZ?
J#i

M M
Pj_j i\ * Pm_ m  m\T
S ID Sl A RS SN I
=1
m#j

4 - Mo \T| ~
<yz,self — Z \/%XZ (gzk)T + Z pN]xJ (g?k) hm
j=1

k,R.eZ?
JFi

M M
| S| ) X e | | )

j=1 \ kRre2s

m=1
G m#j
and
L PSPr L PsPg
Pi = ANo=, o2 Pi = ANoZ. 0%, />
w7 w7
L PsPr L PsPr
Pj = BNo=. o7, Pi = BNoZ, 0%, />
nd g7 nl g
i 9 i 9

where A and B (A’ and B’) are defined in[{7). For both C3a and C3b, we assume that theéelast
in y“*¢if seen in[(IR) cannot be canceled. This could be due to the unrkg% link. We specifically
choosegg’}~C since it does not appear in other terms. To avoid repetitindirectly state generic eSNR

results in [(7).

B. The Product of Two Gaussian Random Variables:

The product of two real Gaussian random variablégy, 0?) and N (i, 03), is explained clearly in
[27]. The product is Gaussian onlyf(i}1 and/org—z approaches to infinity. On the other hand, the variance
of the product approaches &G o3 if % andg—z approach to zero. Note that the last result also holds for
two complex Gaussian random variables. Therefore, we mbtdi = o7 o2, by assuming, = hygy.

We proved that the eSNR performances of the methods are-WB > M2 for zero mean complex
Gaussian channels. However, the superiority of M1 to tngininethods also holds for non-zero mean
complex Gaussian channels since the known signal at thende&sh for M1 has always higher power

than the known signals at the destination for both M2 and M&xained in Corollary13.
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C. MF Options:

For the sake of simplicity, we assumid = N = T, = 1. For Clb with largeK, the eSNRs for

different MF options are as follows:

(I, ) option
ps02 <0% <J§ + 03) + (K —1)E? {|h|} O‘%)
Peff =
o2 (a% + 03>
(. I option i
pso? (ofo? + (i — VE* {[hl} E2{I31})
(o, 0) option
, psO? <(O‘}% + J%L) (O‘% + O‘§> + (K — 1)0}%0’%)
eff = :
o2 <0§-+-a§>
(0, ])) option
pso? (o2 +03) 02 + (K = DE*{|gl} o2)
Peff = :

o202

By following the same approach in Corolldry 3, v:e averagedB&IRs and obtain 3.34, 3.93, 4.47
and 5.23 for the MF options, respectively as in the aboverdiate K" = 20.

In the following lines, by saying good (poor) channel vadanwe mean that the channel variance is
equal to 0.9 or 0.5 (0.1). The eSNR performance comparisbtieedVIF options for different backward
and forward channel variances are as follows:

1) For both good backward and forward channel variances,
(o, 1) > (1. 1) > (0,0) > (], 0)-

2) For good backward and poor forward channel conditionsyels as, for poor backward
and poor forward channel conditiofis, o) > (o, |) > (||,o) > (|],|])-

3) For poor backward and good forward channel conditions,

(@:11) > (a,0) > ([, 1) > (Il 0)-
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(a) Signalling in a relay network. (b) Multi-antenna relay network with relay partitioning.

Fig. 1. Signalling and relay partitioning in a relay network
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Fig. 3. A2py x 1j4 x 2}13 network with relay partitioning.
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TABLE |

THE TERMS OF GENERIC ENR
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