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Abstract

This work studies several relay networks whoggortunisticdiversity-multiplexing tradeoff (DMT)
has been unknown. Opportunistic analysis has traditipnalied on independence assumptions that
break down in many interesting and useful network topolegiehis paper develops techniques that
expand opportunistic analysis to a broader class of nesygrioposes new opportunistic methods for
several network geometries, and analyzes them in the hiR-Bgime. For each of the geometries
studied in the paper, we analyze the opportunistic DMT ofsavrelay protocols, including amplify-
and-forward, decode-and-forward, compress-and-forward-orthogonal amplify-forward, and dynamic
decode-forward. Among the highlights of the results: in aetg of multi-user single-relay networks,
simple selection strategies are developed and shown to b&-@imal. It is shown that compress-
forward relaying achieves the DMT upper bound in the oppustic multiple-access relay channel as
well as in the opportunistia x n user network with relay. Other protocols, e.g. dynamic deeforward,
are shown to be near optimal in several cases. Finite-poadisedback is analyzed for the opportunistic
multiple-access relay channel, the opportunistic brosidgday channel, and the opportunistic gateway

channel, and is shown to be almost as good as full channel istirmation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Opportunistic communication is a method that at each timsosbs the best among multiple com-
munication alternatives in a network. Multiuser diverdity is a prominent example: in multiple-access
channels under quasi-static fading, it is throughputrogtito allow the user with the best channel
to transmit at each time, while all other users remain sil&glay selection is another example of
opportunistic communication. An early analysis of relayesgon without transmit-side channel state
information appeared in [3]. Bletsas et al [2], [4], [5] istigated amplify-and-forward (AF) relay
selection, followed by several other works including [6]],[[8], [9]. Decode-and-forward (DF) relay
selection has also received attention [10], [11], [12],]]134], [15], [16]. The diversity multiplexing
tradeoff (DMT) for relay selection has been investigated iiew works including [17] for addressing the

multiplexing loss of DF relaying, and [9] for a combinatiohantenna selection and AF relay selection.

The literature on opportunistic relays, despite its rapiowgh, has focused on a relatively restricted
set of conditions. Broadly speaking, the scope of previooskvhas been on geometries and protocols
where node selection can be reduced to scalar comparisosistidtically independent link gains (or
simple scalar functions thereof). For example, Decodeveat (DF) relay selection compares the relay-
destination links of relays that have decoded the sourcesages In the case of amplify-forward (AF)
relaying, the end-to-end SNR (or a proxy, e.g. in [2]) is usedelect relays, which is again a scalar

comparison among independent random variables.

This leaves open a significant set of problems for whose arsdlye existing approaches are insufficient.
Among them one may name even seemingly simple problemghe.@MT of the orthogonal relay on/off

problem in the single-relay channel, which has been undalveil now (see Section1V).

To shed light on the key difficulties, consider the examplahaf opportunistic multiple-access relay
channel (Figuréll). Two users transmit messages to a comeuaiver with the assistance of a relay.
During each transmission interval either User 1 transmit$ dser 2 is silent, or vice versa. The goal is
to opportunistically choose the user that can access thenehat a higher rate. The main challenge in

the analysis of this system is twofold:

1) The selection is a complex function of multiple link gains., it is not immediately clear how to
select the “better” node in an easy and straight forward Wt only do all the five link gains
participate in this decision, but also the capacity of thenponent relay networks is generally
unknown, and even the achievable rates are only known asssipns that involve nontrivial

optimizations. Because the performance analysis mustitdeaccount the selection function, the
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Fig. 1. The opportunistic modes in the multiple-accessyretzannel.

complexity of analysis can quickly get out of hand with iresag number of nodes.
2) The relay-destination link is shared among the two oppastic modes, therefore the decision
variables for the two modes are not statistically indepaehd&he order statistics of dependent

random variables are complicated and often not computabidosed form.

One of the contributions of this work is to address or circemvthe above mentioned difficulties.
This paper analyzes the diversity and multiplexing gain gégaety of opportunistic relay systems whose
asymptotic high-SNR performance has to date been unknowWnneiworks in this paper have one
relay. Among the network geometries that have been studiedh& opportunistic multiple-access and
broadcast relay channels and several variations of therappstic n x n user network with a relay. In
then x n network with a relay, if nodes communicate pairwise whilesstink gains cannot be ignored,
the links and communication structure resemble an intenfgg channel with a relay, therefore we call
it an opportunistic interference relay chanmelWhen the crosslink gains can be ignored, we denote it
the opportunistic shared relay channdtinally, if all transmitters have data for all receivers, denote
the scenario aspportunistic X-relay channel he gateway channalepresents a scenario where the only
path between sources and destination is through a relayuifonarize, the main results of this paper

are as follows:

« To begin with, the DMT of the opportunistic single-relay offiforoblem is calculated under DF and
AF. This simple result can be used as a building block for telys of larger networks.

« The diversity-multiplexing tradeoff of the opportunistiterference relay channel is calculated under
orthogonal AF and DF, as well as non-orthogonal amplify asévrd (NAF), dynamic decode and

forward (DDF), and non-orthogonal compress and forward)(THRe nonorthogonal CF is shown

1The naming is for convenience purposes and only reflects thsepce of links not the operation of the network. In

opportunistic operation there is no interference amongsuse
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to achieve the DMT upper bound.

« For the shared relay channel, an upper bound for the DMT uapportunistic channel access is
calculated. Furthermore, it is shown that for the shareayrehannel at low multiplexing gain, the
DDF outperforms the NAF and CF while at medium multiplexirajrg, the CF is the best. At high
multiplexing gain in the shared relay channel the relay &howot be used.

« For the multiple access relay channel, a simple selectiberse based on the source-destination
link gains is shown to be optimal for several protocols. $jmdly, under this simple selection
mechanism, the CF nonorthogonal relaying is shown to aehie® genie-aided DMT upper bound,
and the NAF and the DDF also achieve their respective DMT ujpoeinds (i.e., more intricate
selection schemes do not yield a better DMT).

« For the X-relay channel, an opportunistic scheme is presetitat meets the DMT upper bound
under the CF protocol. For other relaying protocols, the Digions are calculated.

« The results for the opportunistic broadcast relay chanokdvi from the opportunistic multiple-
access relay channel.

« For the gateway channel, the superposition as well as tih®gohal channel access is studied in
the absence of transmit CSl, showing that the latter is dlraesgood as the former. Then, the
opportunistic channel access is fully characterized.

« Finite precision feedback is investigated for the multipbeess relay channel (and by implication the
broadcast relay channel), as well as the gateway channelDMIT with finite-precision feedback

for several other relay channels remains an open problem.

The organization of the paper is as follows: in Secfidn Il,describe the system model. In Section llI,
the diversity multiplexing tradeoff for an opportunistigssem switches between different access modes
is analyzed. In Sectidn 1V, the problem of a single-relay apymistic on/off problem is solved. Then, a
succession of DMT analyses is presented for a number of metgenmetries and relaying protocols: in
SectionY for the interference relay channel, in Seckioh &l the shared relay channel, in SectionlVII
for the multiple access relay channel, in SecfionIVIll foe tk-relay channel, and in SectiénliX for the

gateway channel. We conclude our work in Secfidn X.

[I. SYSTEM MODEL

All the nodes in the network are single-antenna and due tctiped limitations, nodes cannot transmit

and receive at the same time (half duplex). The channel lzetway two nodes experiences flat, quasi-
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static block fading whose coefficients are known perfectifh& receiver. The opportunistic selection
mechanism also has access to channel gains, either in fallamtized. The length of the fading states
(coherence length) is such that the source message is itetsrand received within one coherence
interval. Furthermore, each transmission can accommadateeword of sufficient length so that standard

coding arguments apply.

The various networks considered in this paper may haveraitldtiple sources, multiple destinations,
or both. In all scenarios in this paper, there is one relag @lmannel coefficients between transmitter
and receiveyj is denoted withh;;. Channel gains to or from a relay are shown with or h,.;. When
the network has only one source, a symbolic inddg used for it; similarly if a network has no more
than one destination, the indexwill be used for it. For example, in a simple relay channellthks are
denotedh,, h.q, hsq. Channel gains are assumed independent identicallyluigtd circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian random variables. The received signalsaarupted by additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) which isn, ~ CN(0,N) at the relay andv; ~ CA'(0,N;) at the destinations. Without loss
of generality, in the following we assume all noises havet wariance, i.e.,N = N; =1 Vj. The
transmitter nodes, the sources and the relay, have shortitelividual average power constraints for
each transmitted codeword. The transmit-equivalent sigRaoise ratio (SNR) is denoted kyy Due to

the normalization of noise variance, the S)NRilso serves as a proxy for transmit power.

In the original definitions of opportunistic communicatj@ng. multi-user diversity, only one transmitter
is active during each transmission interval. For the relegvorks considered in this paper, the definition

is slightly generalized in the following manner:

Definition 1: Opportunistic communication is defined as a strategy whezer@éceived signal at each
node during each transmission interval is independent dfudlone of the transmitted messages. In other
words, during each transmission interval, each receivehénnetwork hears only one message stream
unencumbered by other message streams. The target messssge may originate from a source, a

relay, or both.

This definition maintains the spirit of opportunistic commization while allowing various non-orthogonal
relaying strategies. It is noteworthy that with this getieeal definition, in some networks (e.g. shared

relay channel) more than one message may be in transit aathe me.

Definition 2: An opportunistic communication modse the set of active transmitters, receivers, and

respective links in the network during a given transmissidarval.

This work studies the high-SNR behavior of opportunistiayehannels via the diversity-multiplexing
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tradeoff (DMT), in a manner similar to [18]. Each transmitiés allocated a family of cod&(p) indexed
by the SNR,p. The rateR;(p) denotes the data rate in bits per second per hertz and is adiurt the
SNR. The multiplexing gain per usey is defined as [18]

r; = lim Ri(p).
p—o< log p

(1)

The selection strategy in the opportunistic relay netwoiddg an effective end-to-end channel. The
attempted rate into this effective channelRs ~ r; log p. The error probability subject to this rate is

denotedP,(p) and the diversity gain is defined as follows.

d—= — lim M’ )
p—oo  logp

For the purposes of this study, since the transmissionvalieiare sufficiently long, the diversity can be

equivalently calculated using the outage probability.

In principle, the high-SNR study of a network can generataufiplicity of diversities and multiplexing
gains. In this paper we pursue the symmetric case, i.e.ppthrdunistic modes the have the same diversity
gaind (in a manner similar to [19]) and also are required to supf@tsame multiplexing gain;, where

r; = r/n andr is the overall (sum) multiplexing gain.
Finally a few points regarding notation: The probabilityasf event is denoted with(-). We say two

functions f (z) and g(x) are exponentially equal if

i 08 /(@)
11m
a—oc log g(x)

)

and denote it withf(xz) = g(z). The exponential order of a random variabewith respect to SNR

is defined as

: ®3)

and denoted byX = p~¥, < and > follow the same definition.

[11. BASIC RESULTS FORDMT ANALYSIS

Consider an abstraction of a wireless network, shown inréig@y consisting of a set of sources, a set of
destinations, and a number of data-supporting paths battieen. Each of these paths may connect one
or more source to one or more destination, and may consigttivkavireless links as well as (possibly)
relay nodes. Recall that the each collection of active patits nodes is called aopportunistic mode.

A concrete example of opportunistic modes was shown in Eidliwhere Source 1, Relay, Destination,

and corresponding links make one mode, and Source 2, Redagination, and corresponding links form
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the second mode. For the purposes of this section, the ggowfethe links and relays that compose
each mode is abstracted away. However, the DMT supportedably ef the modesis assumed to be
known. Furthermore, it is assumed that only one mode can thaeaa any given time, i.e., we select

one mode during each transmission interval.

—» Mode 1 —»(-/\
Transmitters |—*| Mode 2 4(Rece|vers

<—— Moden _&

Fig. 2. General opportunistic wireless scenario modelhEaode consists of active links, potentially including aaxel

We now produce a simple but useful result.

Lemma 1:Consider a system that opportunistically switches betweg@aths (modes) whose condi-

tional DMTs are given byl.(r). The overall DMT is bounded by:
d(r) < dj(r) +dy(r) + ... +d,(r), (4)

whered;(r) is defined as
logP(e;lei—1,...,e1)

/ I F
dy(r) = — lim og p : (5)
and P(e;le;—1,...,e1) is the probability of error in access modegiven that all the previous access

modes are in error.
Proof: We demonstrate the result for a two-user network, geneitadiz forn users follows directly.

The total probability of error when switching between twdsystems is
P :P(elveQ) —|—P(U1,€1,€§)+P(U2,€(1:,€2), (6)

wheree; ande, are the events of error in decoding User 1 and User 2 dategctgply, the complements

of error events are denoted with a superscejpnd U, U, are the events of opportunistically choosing

2The multiplexing gain of each mode can be defined as the pafidlge overall rate carried by that mode, and similarly the

diversity defined as the slope of the corresponding aggeegyaior rate of the data.
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User 1 and User 2, respectively. The event characterizelbgrobabilitie (U7, e1, €5) andP(Us, e, e2)

represents the error due to wrong selection.

We can upper boun®, as
Pe > ]P(eh 62)

= P(e1)P(ezler)

- p—d’l (T)p_d,z(r)’ (7)

which implies that
d(r) < dy(r) + dy(r), (8)
whered;(r) is given by Equation[{5). This completes the proof. [ |

Specializing Lemmal1l to the case of independent error pilified directly yields the following.

Lemma 2: A DMT upper bound for opportunistically switching betweerindependenwireless sub-

systems is given byi(r) where
d(r) <di(r) +da(r) + ... + du(r), 9)

andd;(r) is the DMT of the subsystem

Lemma 3:The upper bounds of Lemnia 1 and Leminha 2 are tight if the foligwiivo conditions are

asymptotically satisfied:

1) Each selected subsystem uses codebooks that achiendiitglial DMT.
2) The selection criterion is such that the system is in aitagy when all subsystems are in outage,
i.e., P(Ui,er,e5) = P(Us,ef,e2) = 0.
Throughout the remainder of the paper, we assume that agpgEodebooks are designed and used,
therefore the first condition is satisfied. The second c@mmitvould be satisfied by selecting access
modes according to their instantaneous end-to-end muté@aimation. For practical reasons, we may
consider simpler selection criteria, in which case thettighs of the bounds above is not automatically

guaranteed.

IV. OPPORTUNISTICON/OFF RELAY

In this section we consider a simple orthogonal relayinghade with one source, one relay and one

destination. During each transmission interval, the seuransmits during the first half-interval. In the
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Fig. 3. The opportunistic modes in the simple orthogonayahannel.

second half-interval, either the relay transmits, or tHayr@éemains silent and the source continues to
transmit (see Figurkl 3). The decision between these twompis made opportunistically based on the
channel gains.

The question is: how should the relay on/off decision be made what is the resulting high-SNR
performance (DMT). The apparent simplicity of the probleande deceiving, because the random

variables representing the performances of our two chaocesiot independent.

Theorem 1:The DMT of a three-node simple relay channel, under either kFDF, subject to

opportunistic relay selection, is given by:
diry=01-r)"+(1-2r)". (10)
Proof: The proof is relegated to Appendidés | dnd Il. An outline of firoof is as follows. The
DMT of a point-to-point non-relayed link id(r) = (1 — r)™. DF and AF orthogonal relaying [20] have
the DMT d(r) = (1 — 2r)™. Using the techniques described in the previous secti@setiiwo DMTs
are combined. The main part of the proof is to establish thatonditionalDMT of the relay channel

subject to the direct link being in outaged&-) = (1 —2r)™, similar to its unconditional DMT, therefore

the overall result follows from Lemmid 1. ]

Remark 1:For the simple relay channel shown above, there is no neetéstigate the opportunistic
DDF and NAF, for the following reason. In both NAF and DDF, @rcbe shown that the end-to-end
mutual information is never increased by removing the rdtayn the network, because channel state
information is already incorporated into the operation éffNand DDF in such a way that the usage of

the relay automatically adjusts to the quality of the links.

Remark 2:1t has been known that the NAF protocol provides gains ovérogional AF but the NAF
decoding can be complicated due to self-interference. €ealts of this section show that the DMT

gains of the NAF protocol can be achieved with a much simpégoding by using an opportunistic

3Recall that both half-intervals are within the same cohezeinterval, i.e., the entire operation observes one sehafirel

realizations.
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Fig. 4. Interference relay channel.

relay on/off strategy. The cost is a small exchange of chiastate information for opportunistic relaying

(1-bit feedback from the destination node to the source bhaddlay).

V. OPPORTUNISTICINTERFERENCERELAY CHANNEL

This section is dedicated to the study ofiax n network with a relay in the opportunistic mode. The
topology of the links in this network is identical to an irffemence relay channel, therefore this structure
is called anopportunistic interference relay channdlhe naming is a device of convenience inspired by

the topology of the network.

For reference purposes, we briefly outline the backgroundaf-opportunisticinterference relay
channel. The interference channel [21], [22] together witielay was introduced by Sahin and Erkip [23]
(Figure[4) who present achievable rates using full dupléayieg and rate splitting. Sridharan et al. [24]
present an achievable rate region using a combination oflftreKobayashi coding scheme and Costa’s
dirty paper coding, and calculate the degrees of freedonnicMa al. [25] study a special case where the
relay can observe the signal from only one source and forwednterference to the other destination.
Tannious and Nosratinia [17] show that the degrees of freefts a MIMO interference relay channel
with number of antennas at the relay matching or exceediagittimber of users, i8/2 wherek is the

number of users.

As mentioned earlier, opportunistic modes are defined shatthe data streams do not interfere, i.e.,
each receiving node is exposed to one data stream at a tineeefdre, the two-user interference relay
channel has up to four access mtﬁias shown in Figurgl5. The system selects one of the modes based
on the instantaneous link gains. In the following we analymenetwork under various relaying protocols

and calculate the DMT in each case.

“*In non-orthogonal CF, DDF, and NAF relaying protocols, thm-melayed modes never support higher rates than the telaye

modes. Therefore in CF, DDF, NAF some of these modes are selected and can be ignored.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 5. The opportunistic access modes for the interferealzy channel with orthogonal relaying.

We start by developing a simple genie upper bound. Considenge that provides the relay with perfect
knowledge of the messages of the transmitting sources. abeesss modes (c) and (d) are transformed
into a MISO channel with a DMT o2(1 —r)™. If the genie-aidecaccess mode (c) and (d) are in outage,
then access modes (a) and (b) will be in outage as well, theréfiey need not be considered. Applying
Lemmall, the DMT of the2 x 2 user opportunistic interference relay channel is uppembted by

4(1 —r)*. This genie upper bound directly extends2te(1 — r)* for the n x n user topology.

A. Orthogonal Relaying

Orthogonal relaying supports the full set of four access esad Figurd b. Two of the modes do not
involve the relay. In the relay-assisted modes, a souresitnds during the first half of the transmission
interval and the relay transmits in the second half of thagmaission interval.

1) Amplify and Forward Orthogonal Relayindn the relay-assisted modes, the relay amplifies the re-
ceived signal and forwards it to the destination. We selexzinhode that minimizes the outage probability.
The instantaneous mutual information of the non-relay seeeodes is given by; = log(1 + |hi;|%p)
wherei = 1,2. The instantaneous mutual information for the relay-&sdisnodes under orthogonal AF

is given by [20], [26]
1 .
Ii+2 = 5 10g(1 + ’hii‘2p + f(’hiryzpa ‘hrl‘2p))7 1= 17 27 (11)

where f(z,y) = #yyﬂ The selection criterion is as follows. We first check theedirlinks. If none of

the direct links can support the ratéog p, we check the access modes (c) and (d). Using Lefima 1, the

total DMT is given by

d(r) = dy(r) + dy(r) + ds(r) + dj(r), (12)
where
. logP(ey) . logP(e2)
/ _ / _
dy(r) = lim ogp dy(r) = lim_ “ogp
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log P(esler) log P(e4le2)

/ T / T
ds(r) —plggo logp dy(r) —plggo log p

It is easy to verify that; andes are independent frora, andey. Using techniques similar to the proof
of TheorentlL, the outage probability of the opportunistibiogonal AF2 x 2 interference relay channel
at high SNR is given by

e_2p27‘71 - 6_p7‘71 . e_2p27‘71 +p7‘71 + 1 2 .
~ P 2
P(I < rlogp) ~ < e > (I1—e )°.
The total DMT can be shown to be:
dir) =21 —-r)t +2(1 —2r)*. (13)

Generalization ton source-destination pairs follows easily; the correspogddMT is d(r) = n(1 —
)t +n(l—2r)t.

2) Decode and Forward Orthogonal RelayingVMe use the same selection technique used in the
orthogonal AF relaying. The instantaneous mutual inforomafor the relay-assisted modes is given by
by [20]

1
Livz = 5 log (14 pUi),i=1,2 (14)

where
ik |hp|? < 222

Ui = 8 (15)

|hii2 + b |hip? > 2222

With the same type of argument used to calculate the DMT ferdapportunistic orthogonal AF inter-
ference relay channel and Appendix I, the outage probglwhitthe opportunistic orthogon& x 2 DF

interference relay channel at high SNR is given by

2r—1 1— _p7‘71 =1 —p27‘*1 _p27~—1 2 L

It can be shown that the DMT in case of orthogonal DF is

diry=n(1—-7)" +n(1-2r)". (16)

B. Non orthogonal relaying

In the non-orthogonal protocols considered in this sectibe source transmits throughout the trans-
mission interval, while the relay transmits during part k¢ transmission interval. The source and relay

signals are superimposed at the destination. Note thatstiperposition does not violate our working
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definition of opportunistic communication, which stateattithe received signal at each destination is

independent of all but one of the transmitted messages.

Under the non-orthogonal relaying protocols, the intetfiee relay channel has only two access modes,
Figure[® (c) and (d). Access modes (a) and (b) are not corsideecause it can be shown that in non-
orthogonal relaying, the end-to-end mutual informatiorthef relay-assisted modes is always greater than

the corresponding non-relayed modes.

1) Non Orthogonal Amplify and ForwardFor half the transmission interval, the received signal at

the destination and at the relay are given by [27]

Y1i = /P hii x1i + 11y Y1r = /P hir T + N1y,

The variablesz,y,n have two subscripts indicating the appropriate half-wderand node identity,
respectively. For exampley;, is the received signal during the first half-interval at tteday, while
x1; is the transmit signal at the first half-interval from souicét the second half of the transmission
interval the relay normalizes the received signal (to Batise relay power constraint) and retransmits it.

The destination received signal in the second half is given b

0 Iy
\/_7: Yir + N2i,
\/p]hir\ +1

where a similar notation holds. The effective destinatiois@ during this time g VPl N1y + No;.

vV plhir[2+1

Useri* is selected to maximize the mutual information, which athh&\R can be shown to lead to

Y2i = /P hii @2i +

the following selection rule:

i* = argmax [; = arg max {M}, 17)
i i i + | hir |2

Using our knowledge of the DMT of non-opportunistic NAF [28hich is given byd(r) = (1—r)" +
(1 —2r)*, and applying Lemmds £] 3 and using the selection critetidnom Equation[(1l7), the DMT

of opportunistic NAF interference relay channel withsource-destination pairs is
diry=n(1—7)" +n(1-2r)". (18)
2) Dynamic Decode and ForwardThe relay listens to the source until it has enough inforamati
to decode. The relay re-encodes the message using an imldgpebaussian codebook and transmits it

during the remainder of the transmission interval. The tmeeded for the relay to decode the message

depends on the quality of the source-relay channel. UsiBfj48d Lemmdl, the DMT of the optimal

June 12, 2018 DRAFT



14

- -CF
& NAF/OAF/ODF
DDF,

% DDF2

Diversity Gain d(r)

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

Multiplexing Gain r

Fig. 6. Diversity multiplexing trade-off for a 4 source-tieation pairs interference relay channel using differgpportunistic
relaying schemes.

opportunistic DDF interference relay channel is as follows

_ 1
() = 2n(l—r) 0<r<3, (19)

Compared to the other protocols considered for the intemfex relay channel, the DDF mutual
information for each node has a more complex expressiors fittivides an impetus for the analysis of
simpler selection scenarios. It has been observed elsevitndhis paper that selection based on source-
destination link gains sometimes may perform well, thex@fawve consider that choice function for the
DDF interference relay channel. Following the same teamias [29], the resulting DMT can be shown
to be

m+1)(1—-7r) 0<r <

d(r) = m (20)

1—r n
e i Srel

It is observed that for DDF, selection based on direct linikngds clearly suboptimal, especially at low

multiplexing gains.

3) Compress and ForwardEollowing [30], the relay listens to the selected sourcedqrercentage

of the transmission interval. The source and the relay parfolock Markov superposition coding, and
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the destination employs backward decoding [31]. The rekxjopms Wyner-Ziv compression, exploiting
the destination’s side information. This ensures that tlayrmessage can be received error free at the

receiver. The relay compression ratio must satisfy

I(@r;yr‘xhyd) < [(xﬂyd)- (21)

Yuksel and Erkip [30] show that the optimal DM@(r) = 2(1 —r)™*, is achieved when the relay listens

for half the transmission interval and transmits during thmainder of time in the intenal

For opportunistic compress and forward interference refennel, the uset = arg max; I; is selected,
where [; is the mutual information for each access mode. At high-SN&g results from [30], the
selected usei* can be proved to be

" = arg max (|h3i77"|2 + |h81:7di 2)(|h7“7di § + |h8777d'i 2)|h5iydi
i (|h3i77'|2 + |h5i7di 2) + (|h7“7di 2 + hsi,,d 2)

Each mode can achieve a DMr) = 2(1—r)*, hence the opportunistic system witlsource-destination

2

i

pairs can achieve the DMd(r) = 2n(1 — r)*.

Figure[6 compares the DMT of various relaying schemes foiirttexference relay channel with four
source-destination pairs. The optimal opportunistic DBRying is denoted by DDF1 and DDF relaying
with the simple selection criterion (based on source-dastn link gains) is denoted by DDF2. Compress

and forward achieves the optimal DMT but requires full CStreg relay.

V1. OPPORTUNISTICSHARED RELAY CHANNEL

The shared relay channel (SRC) (Figlde 7) was introduced4i \vith the sources using TDMA
channel access and orthogonal source and relay transnis$io[35], based on superposition and dirty
paper coding, lower and upper bounds on the capacity ofiaddithite Gaussian noise (AWGN) MIMO

shared relay channel are presented.

In the shared relay channel, the direct link between eachceoand its destination is free from
interference from the other source, however, the relay @se indirect interference if it assists both
sources at the same time. Therefore, in the opportunistidgentioe relay should either assist one of the

users or none of them (Figuré 8). We assume the access mddaithiaizes the outage probability is

>The work in [30] assumes transmit channel state informatibithe relay to insure that the relay’s message reaches the
destination error free. Recent work [32] proves that thees@WIT can be achieved using quantize-and-map relaying with o
receiver-side channel state information. Another relgypnotocol, dynamic compress-and-forward, is analyze8] {vithout

a direct link and is shown to achieve the optimal DMT withohtenel state information at the relay.
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Fig. 7. Shared relay channel.
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Fig. 8. Opportunistic access modes for the shared relaynghan

chosen. In our analyses, access modes support equal tadntthe first two access modes, one source
transmits at rateR = rlog p, while in the third access mode both sources transmit, edtth avrate
R; =1r/2log p.

A. DMT Upper Bound

An easy upper bound can be found by adding the DMT of the theeess modes without considering
the dependencies among the throughputs of the three acoelesnA tighter upper bound can be found
by assuming a genie that provides the relay with the sourmenmation. In Figured 8, we call modes
() and (b)relay-assisted access modehile denoting mode (c) aon-relayed access modé&hus, in
the presence of a genie, the relay-assisted access modessamially equivalent to MISO links. The

non-relay access mode is obviously not affected by the genie

Theorem 2:A DMT upper bound for the genie aided opportunistic shardayrehannel is given by

dir) < (1- )" 4 @n—1)(1—r)* (22)

n

2n—(2n—1+4)yr 0<r<i1
— (23)
(1-1) l1<r<n

Proof: The proof uses Lemmia 1 taking into account the dependengyebatthe different access

modes. Details of the proof are given in Appendix IIl. |
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We notice that for high multiplexing gain, > 1, the first and second access modes do not contribute
to the diversity gain where the third mode is always activa. [Bw multiplexing gain,r < 1, the three
access modes are contributing to the total diversity gaithefsystem and switching between the three

access modes should be considered.

For clarity of exposition, we assume two source-destimapairs in the remainder of the analysis.

However, the analysis is extendable to any number of nods paa manner that is straightforward.

B. Achievable DMT

If we allow ourselves to be guided by the upper bound abovis, ieasonable to use the non-relay
access mode for high multiplexing gaifrs> 1). This makes intuitive sense, since relayed access modes
cannot support high multiplexing gains. For multiplexingirgs less than 1, switching between the three

access mode should be considered.

In the following we can consider a simplified selection bytpianing the decision space: in one
partition (at low multiplexing gains) choosing only amorglayed access modes (easier due to their
independence), in the other partition (at high multiplgxgains) using only the non-relayed mode. This
hybrid scheme sometimes is a sufficient easy switching sehand one can thus avoid the cost of
the comparison among all three modes especially in the aaskesge number of users. Using results

from [28] and [30], this strategy leads to the following DMarfNAF d(r) = max {2(1 —r)T+2(1 -
+
2r)*,(1-4) }, for DDF

41—-r) 0<r<05
d(r) = 2i=r 05<r<3—+5 (24)

T

1-%  3-Vh<r<.

and for CFd(r) = max {4(1 —r)t, (1 - §>+}

Naturally, there is no guarantee that the above strategytignal. For the best results, once must
compare directly the three opportunistic modes, but thenDMT requires nontrivial calculations, as

characterized by the following results.
The following DMT are subject to the two conditions mentidria Lemma(3.
1) Non-orthogonal Amplify and Forward:

Theorem 3:The overall DMT for the opportunistic shared relay chanmeder NAF relaying protocol
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is given by

dr) = 2(1=20)" + (1= )" + (1)

4—Lr 0<r<os

=92-3r 05<r<1 (25)

1— % 1<r<2.
Proof: The proof uses Lemma 1 and results from MIMO point to point samication [18] and
NAF relaying [28] taking into account the dependency betwt® different access modes. Details are
given in Appendix{1V. [ |

2) Dynamic Decode and Forward:

Theorem 4:The overall DMT for the opportunistic shared relay chanmeder DDF relaying protocol

is given by
(1-Z=(1-%)+20-r)+(1-%), 0<r<05
o) 05<r<2-2
d(r) = (26)
0 (1- 1), 2-V2<r<l,
L(1—35), l<r<2

Proof: The proof uses Lemnid 1 and results for DDF relaying [28], evkdlking into account the

dependency between the three access modes. Details areigyid@pendix V. |

3) Compress and forwardAs mentioned earlier, the hybrid strategy yields the follmyvDMT.

41—-7r), 0<r<
d(r) = @7)

o

One can show that optimization between all three access snatl@achr cannot yield a better
DMT under CF relaying, therefore the result above cannotnygroved upon. The proof is given in
Appendix[VII.

Remark 3:The trivial hybrid scheme of using the relay assisted modésvwamultiplexing gains and
the direct links at high multiplexing links is not always sytimal. It is shown that for NAF and DDF,
better performance is achieved by considering the threesaamodes at low multiplexing gains. For CF
relaying, the non-relayed access mode is not helping at laltipfexing gains, hence, the hybrid scheme

is optimal.
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Fig. 9. Diversity multiplexing trade-off for a 2-pair shareelay channel, demonstrating the performance of varioasgols.

Remark 4:Using the same technique used to prove the DMT of the orthalgmmportunistic simple
relay channel, AppendiX | arid I, and Lemina 1, one can showttleaDMT of the opportunistic shared

relay channel under either orthogonal AF or orthogonal DEiven by
diry=2(1-2r)" +(1—r/2)", (28)

where the access modes are defined as before and the relgys afatasmits orthogonal to the sources.

To summarize the results for the opportunistic shared reffeannel, a brief comparison between three
relaying protocols NAF, DDF, and CF is as follows. At low mpléxing gain the DDF outperforms
NAF and CF. At medium multiplexing gains, the relay does natehenough time to fully forward the
decoded message to the destination and the CF in this cgserfouins the DDF. At multiplexing gains
abovel, it does not matter which relaying protocol is used sinceDT-optimal strategy uses direct

(non-relayed) mode.
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Fig. 10. The multiple access relay channel.

VIl. OPPORTUNISTICMULTIPLE ACCESS ANDBROADCAST RELAY CHANNELS

The multiple access relay channel (MARC) [36] consists & #tandard multiple access channel
together with one relay (see Figurel 10). No results for theTDd the opportunistic MARC have been
available until now, but itsion-opportunistid MT under superposition coding with single-antenna nodes
is analyzed in [37], [38], [39], [30]. The following resultae known for the non-opportunistic MARC:

It is known that the dynamic decode and forward is DMT optiricail low multiplexing gain [37]. The
compress and forward protocol achieves a significant poriothe half duplex DMT upper bound for
high multiplexing gain [30] but suffers from diversity logsthe low multiplexing regime. The multiple-
access relay amplify and forward (MAF) is proposed in [39]ddminates the CF and outperform the

DDF protocol in high multiplexing regime.

The broadcast relay channel (BRC) was introduced indepdiyda [40] and [41]. Assuming single-
antenna nodes, tfepportunisticBRC is identical to th@pportunisticMARC save for certain practicalities
in the exchange of channel state information, which doesnake a difference at the abstraction level of
the models used in this paper. Therefore for the demormtratirposes we focus on MARC; the results

carry over to the BRC directly.

A. DMT Upper Bound

In order to calculate a DMT upper bound for the opportuni8idRC, we assume a genie gives
the relay an error-free version of the messages origindtimg all the sources. We also assume full
cooperation on the transmit side. Under these conditidres,sburce that maximizes the instantaneous
end-to-end mutual information is selected. Each ofitte®urces has an independent link to the destination
and they all share the same relay-destination link. The dppistic modes are demonstrated in Figurke 11.
The genie-aided MARC is equivalent to a MISO system with- 1 transmit antennas and one receive

antenna.
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Fig. 11. Opportunistic access modes for the genie-aidedipteuccess relay channel.

The performance of thepportunisticgenie-aided MARC is therefore upper bounded biy.a- 1) x 1
MISO system with antenna selection that chooses for eacévamrd transmission two transmit antennas.
The (n+1) x 1 antenna selection allows configurations that do not haveuategpart in the opportunistic
modes in the MARC channel, therefore due to the extra flewiliiie MISO system with antenna selection

upper bounds the performance of the genie-aided oppotitiMARC channel.

The DMT of aM x N MIMO link with L; < M selected transmit antennas ahd < N selected
receive antennas is upper bounded by a piecewise lineatidanabtained by connecting the following

K + 2 points [42]
K

{(n (M, — n)(M, — n))} (min(Ly, Ly),0), (29)

n=0

where

_ (M — k)(M; — F)
K TS min(L,, L;) — k

subject to 0 < k < min(L,, L) — 1
Using this result, 8n + 1) x 1 MISO system with two selected transmit antennas has a DM isha

upper bounded by
diry=mn+1)01-r)". (30)

This represents our genie-aided upper bound for oppotiaNARC.

B. Achievable DMT

In this section, we propose a node selection rule and catcth@ corresponding achievability results
for a number of relaying protocols in opportunistic MARC aBRC. As mentioned earlier, one of the
difficulties in the computation of DMT in opportunistic s@ios is the dependencies among the statistics

of the node selections, which itself is a result of selectioles. To circumvent these difficulties, we

June 12, 2018 DRAFT



22

propose a selection rule that relies only on the sourcerggisn links in the MARC. Because this
method does not observe the shared link in the system, thitingsnode statistics are independent and

many of the computational difficulties disappear.

We shall see that this simplified selection works surprigingell in the high-SNR regime. It will
be shown that for some relaying protocols this selectiowritlyn yields achievable DMT that is tight
against the upper bound.

The proposed schemes for the MARC can be also be used for tisz BRerefore for demonstration
purposes we limit ourselves to MARC. The only differencehiattfor the BRC the CSI must be fed back

to the source to make the scheduling decision.

1) Orthogonal Amplify and ForwardThe maximum instantaneous mutual information between the

inputs and the output is

Iyr = %log (L+ plhi=al® + f(plhier |, plhral®)), (31)
wherei* = arg max; |h;q|. The outage probability is given by
Parp = IP’(IAF < rlogp)
= B[+ 2ol .l < %) (32)

Since channel coefficients; are complex Gaussiaft;;|*> obey exponential distributions. We therefore

use the following result to characteriZe (32) in the highRSi¢gime.

Lemma 4: Assume random variables;, v and w follow exponential distributions with parameters

Aus Av @nd Ay, respectively, and is a constant angf (z, y) = ;7%
1 2r 1
lim P(W <P ) — A\ (33)
p—+00 <p2T—1> P
P
2r
lim %P<maxui< P 1) =\, (34)
p—00 (p”—l) 7 1%
P
) 1 P —1 Ap A
p
. 1 vow, pr—1 A ( Ay + Aw)
P ) -)”“P<m?“i+f<z’?>< ) - .
p

Proof: Expression[(33) is proved in [20]. The proof of the other esgions is similar (with slight

modifications) and is omitted for brevity. [ |
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From [32) and[(36), the probability of outage at high SNR is
p2r o 1>”+1

1
PAF = 5/\;151(/\2‘*7" + >\rd) < (37)

where A+, A, \i-q are the exponential parameters of the channel gains foritks torresponding
to the selected opportunistic mode. It follows that the DMTtlee opportunisticn-user MARC with
orthogonal amplify-and-forward, under a selection rulsdshon the source-destination channel gain, is
given by

d(r)=(n+1)(1—2r)". (38)

2) Orthogonal Decode and Forwarddith the orthogonal DF protocol, outage happens if eithethef
following two scenarios happen: (1) the relay cannot de@dkthe direct source-destination channel is
in outage, or (2) the relay can decode but the source-déstinand relay-destination links together are

not strong enough to support the required rate. In other svord
2r 1 2r 1
Ppp = P(\hi*r 2> P >P<’hz’*d\2 + |heal < & )
p p
2r 1 2r 1
2<L>P<|hi*d2<p )
p p
2 2 p2r—1>]P;<’hi*d’2_’_ ’hrd’2 < p2r—1>

2 <P2r_1>P<|hi*d|2 <p2r—1>' (39)

Using Lemmd ¥ (specifically equatioris {33),1(34).1(35)) theage probability can be approximated

thus:

x(lhe

= ]P’<\hi*r

o(lne

L AgMrd (n+1)(2r—1)
PDF = < w1 + )\i*d)\rd>p (40)

It follows directly that then-user opportunistic MARC, subject to selection based oncasdestination

channel gains and operating with orthogonal DF, has theviatlg DMT
d(r) = (n+1)(1-2r)". (41)

Remark 5:We know that an orthogonal relay may not be helpful in hightiplgxing gains, but the
above orthogonal MARC dedicates time to the relay, theeesfiomay be improved. To do that, we add
to the systerm unassistednodes, where the relay does not play a role. For an oppotimihsARC
that can choose betweeém opportunistic modes, one can show that the maximum achiBhd is
d(r) =n(l1—r)*+(1—r/2)". A simple selection rule achieves this DMT: take the bests®destination

link. If it is viable without the relay, use it without relagtherwise use it with the relay.
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3) Non-Orthogonal Amplify and Forwardin this protocol, the source with the maximum source-
destination channel coefficient is selected. Recall thatirtkdex of this source is denotétl This source

continues transmitting throughout the transmission vatier

The DMT of the MARC with n sources and opportunistic channetessbased on the source-

destination channel gainsing NAF relaying is
dr) =n(l—r)+ (1 -2r)". (42)

This result indicates that at multiplexing gains- 0.5 the relay does not play any role; the only available

diversity atr > 0.5 is that of multiuser diversity generated by selection amargpurces.

To prove the result, we make use of the calculation method &}, [28]. An outline of the proof is

as follows. We assume that is the exponential order of the random varia € i.e.

]2
v = _log(’hl d‘ ) (43)
log p

The probability density function of the exponential order i

po=nln(p)p le ™ (1 —e? )" (44)
which, asymptotically,
10, v <0
Py = (45)
p—nv’ v>0

The probability of outage can be characterizediby= p~% where

d, = inf nvy + vo + u, (46)
(v1,v2,u)€0*

wherev, andu are the exponential order af |h;-,.|?> and1/|h,4|?, respectively. The seb characterizes
the outage event an@* is O (| R**. Optimization problems of this form have been solved in [26Y
also in the context of opportunistic relay networks we hagmdnstrated a solution in Appendix]IV for

the shared relay channel, therefore we omit a similar smiutiere in the interest of brevity.

4) Dynamic Decode and ForwardThe DMT of the opportunistic DDF MARC, where the selection

is based on the source-destination channel gain, is given by

() = (n+1)(1—=7), 7452>2r>0

1
(1-r) n
) >r 2 Py

(47)

—_

The proof, which is omitted for brevity, follows [18], [28bgether with the basic Lemmas of this
paper and the NAF MARC proof. The DDF achieves the optimaldraff (the genie-aided DMT) for
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Fig. 12. DMT for a N-user opportunistic multiple-accessayethannel. The insert shows the high-multiplexing gainareg

-7 > r > 0. For multiplexing gains > - the relay does not have enough time to perfectly help the

selected source. However, aggrows, the DMT approaches the upper bound (genie-aided).

5) Compress and ForwardThe node selected by the opportunistic algorithm has intlekhe system
will be in outage if the transmission ratelog p is less than the instantaneous mutual information
I(x; ¥r, yalxr ), Wherey, represents the compressed signal at the rglagndy, are the received signals
at the relay and the destination, respectively, andandz, are the source and relay transmitted signals,
respectively. Using selection scheme based on the dirdctolnly and applying the same techniques as

in [30], it follows that the CF protocol achieves the follawgi DMT
d(r) = min (dpc(r), dyac(r)), (48)

wheredpc, dyrac correspond to the outage of broadcast and MAC cutsets, lasvéol

min P(I(z-; yryalx,) < rlogp)

VAN . Ti* Xy
dpc(r) = — plgr;o o log
P(log|I + p HpcHb| < 7l
_ iy PUog |7+ p Huc o] < rlogp) (49)
p—00 logp
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min P(I(z2r;yq) < 7logp)

A . Ti* Ty
dmac(r) == plggo . : log p
P(log |T + 2p HyacH! 1
— _ lm ( og‘ +2p HaracH a0 ‘ <r ng), (50)
p—>00 log P

The transmit signals;. andx, are from random codebooks that are drawn according to congadessian

ha-
distributions with zero mean and variangg. We defineHpc 2 Hyrac 2 [hieg hyd] and
hixq

()t denotes the Hermitian operator. The derivation of Equati@®), [50) uses the fact that a constant
scaling in the transmit power does not change the DMT [18].
Using the techniques in [18], [28] and following the NAF MARBMT proof, it is possible to calculate

the following:

dpc(r) = (1=r) t < min(r, =) (51)

(n+1)—15, 1-r>t>I5

dyrac(r) = § =) t>max{l —r, 5} (52)

(n+1)(1-r), t<:15

\

Details of the derivation are similar to, e.g., Theolgm 4 arel omitted for brevity.

From Equations[(48)-(52), it follows that the genie aided DMpper bound can be achieved for any

value ofn%rl <t< nL—i-l The maximum achieved DMT is given by

dir)y=mn+1)1 -r)*" (53)

C. Optimality of the Achievable DMTs

Although the previous DMTs were calculated using simplifsedection schemes that only observed
the source-destination direct link, one can show that fehe# the relaying protocols, no improvement

in DMT is possible by more sophisticated selection schemes.

This fact is self-evident for the CF relaying result, sintenieets the genie-aided upper bound. The
NAF and DDF do not meet the genie-aided bound, thereforenbiobvious that they perform optimally

under the simplified selection scheme. We now proceed tasfigate this question for DDF and NAF.
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The DMT of the multiple access relay channel with opporttimigser selection is given by

dr) — tim 8FO1 1 On)
p—00 log p

) (54)
where Q; represents the outage event for the access mode charadtesizsource transmitting to the
destination with the help of the relay.

In a manner similar to [28] and Equatioh (129), the probabitf outageP(Oy,...,0,) can be
expressed as follows
]P)(Ola ceey On) = p_dO(r)a

where

%olr) = nf + G) )y e
(T) (v§1)7u(1>7_..,:)?n)7u(")7U2)eO’U2 ; (Ul u ) ( )

The random variables!”’, u(") anduv, represent the exponential orderlofih;q|?, 1/|h;-|* and1/|h.q|?,
respectively. Each of these random variables has a prdtyadehsity function that is asymptotically equal

to
p(z) = (56)

The setO represents the outage event for the opportunistic netiiekknowO = O N...N O}, i.e,

the opportunistic system is considered in outage when nesacmode is viable.
For NAF the outage region is defined by [28]
O;-r = {(v&j),vg,u(j)) € R3+‘(l —2m)(1 — v&j))Jr + mmax{2(1 — v(j)), 1— (v +u P+ < rl},
(57)
where m is rank of the relay amplification matrix ahid the block length. The solution to Equatiohs](55)

and [&Y) is facilitated by the knowledge tha&f(r) is maximized whenn = [/2, leading to:
dnap(r) =n(l—r)+ (1 —2r), (58)

This is the best diversity obtained for NAF, which is simikar the simplified selection based on the

source-destination link. Therefore the optimality of thedified selection rule is established for NAF.

For DDF the outage region is defined by [28]

(9;7 = {(vgj),vg,u(j)) € R3+‘t(j)(1 — vgj))Jr +(1-— t(j))(l — 1fnin(v§j),vg))Jr < r}, (59)
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O

Fig. 13. The X-relay channel.

wheretl) is the listening-time ratio of the half-duplex relay wherusze j is transmitting, withr <
) < 1. In the following we outline the solution of Equatiofis55)da(59) for a two-user MARC. The

generalization to: users is straight forward.

Our strategy for solving the optimization problem is to fienh the optimization space into eight
regions, solve the optimization problem over each regioa &snction oft(!) and¢?), maximize over
t1) and ¢ and then find the minimum of the eight solutions. The eighioms correspond to the
Cartesian product of whether each of the three positiveabiﬂmf),vf),vg is greater than or less than

1. Following the calculations, which are straight forwattte DMT for DDF is

n+1)(1—-r) F5>r>0

—|

dppr(r) = (60)

1—r n
TLT 1 Z r> n+i’
which matches the DMT of simplified selection based on thercmdestination links. Therefore the

optimality of simplified selection for the DDF is establishe

We can follow essentially the same steps for the broadcést ohannel and obtain the same DMTs
for both the NAF and DDF. The optimization problem in the loast case is slightly different: the
shared link in BRC is the source-relay channel while it is telay-destination channel in the MARC.

Nevertheless, very similar strategies follow through fog BRC with only small adjustments.

VIIl. OPPORTUNISTICX-RELAY CHANNEL

The X-relay channel is defined asrax n node wireless network with a relay, where each of the
n sources has messages for each ofith@estinations (see Figufel13). The sources are not allowed to

cooperate with each other, but the relay cooperates withoaitces.

There are only a few results available on the X channel, antbam, it has been shown [43] that

the X-channel with no relay has exactg/degrees of freedom when the channels vary with time and
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frequency. The X-relay channel introduces a relay to the Xnclel for improved performance.

The opportunistic X-relay channel has four access moded@asrsin Figure_ I4. These modes avoid
interference across different message streams and satisfyorking definition of opportunistic modes

in relay networks.

A. DMT upper bound

To find an upper bound for the DMT of opportunistic X-relay ohal, we assume a genie transfers
the data from the sources to the relay and also allows thecesuo know each other's messages. For
the upper bound we also allow the destinations to fully coatge noting that it can only improve the
performance. Figure15 shows the genie-aided opportamstides, where the two-sided arrows indicate
the free exchange of information by the genie. From this &gilris easy to see that the genie-aided

X-relay channel is equivalent to a MIMO system withtransmit antennas aritlreceive antennas.

The performance of thepportunisticX-relay channel is therefore upper bounded by :a 2 MIMO
system withantenna selectigrchoosing for each codeword two transmitting and one r@ogiantennas.
It is noteworthy that th& x 2 antenna selection allows one configuration that does nat aaounterpart
in the opportunistic modes in the X-relay channel, therefiue to the extra flexibility the MIMO system

with antenna selection upper bounds the performance ofénhegided opportunistic X-relay channel.

Using the result from Equatiod_(R9), &x 2 MIMO system with two antennas selected from the
transmitter side and one antenna selected from the receiverhas a DMT that is upper bounded by

d(r) = 6(1—r)*. This in turn is an upper bound to the performance of the dppéstic X-relay channel.

B. Achievable DMT

For deriving achievable rates, we consider the followinggified opportunistic scheme. First, we
choose between the two access modes (a) and (b) in Higlré Adthl these two modes are in outage,
we consideronly the direct link of the two access modes (c) and (d), i.e., 8layris not allowed to
cooperate in modes (c) and (d). Note that this is only a sfiogtion for the purposes of achievable-DMT
analysis, the idea being that if the relay is useful in neitifehe access modes (a) and (b), it is unlikely
to be useful at all. The approximation involving the coraditl removal of the relay from (c) and (d)
allows the access modes to become independent and simfiiéiesalysis. The resulting achievable rate
is tight against the upper bound for compress-forward, aa gethe sequel, but not demonstrably so for

other protocols.
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Fig. 14. Opportunistic modes of the X-relay channel Fig. 15.  Opportunistic modes of genie-aided X-relay

channel.

Access modes (a) and (b) do not share any common links, trerifeir statistics are independent. Each
of them is an ordinary relay channel which can achiég® = 2(1 —r)* via the CF protocol [30]. The
(c) and (d) access modes, which were reduced to a singledadt) achieves the DMd(r) = (1 —1r)*.
Furthermore, the source-destination links in (c) and (d)disjoint from the links in (a) and (b), therefore
the statistics are independent and we can use Lellima 1 to &nolvérall DMTd(r) = 6(1 —r)*. Note
that this achievable DMT meets the upper bound, therefareDiIT of the X-relay channel under CF
is exactlyd(r) = 6(1 —r)™.

Achievability results for relaying protocols other than €C&n be obtained along the same lines. We
begin with NAF. Recall that the DMT of a simple relay netwoso(rce, relay, destination) under NAF
isd(r) = (1—r)T +(1—2r)". Combining the four access modes (a), (b), (c), (d) mentarelier for

the X-relay channel together with the NAF protocol resufts i
dxnap(r) =2(1 —r)* + 2[(1 )t (1 —2m)t
=4(1-r)t+2(1—-2r)" (61)
A similar result exists for the DDF where the DMT is given by
6(1—r) 0<r

dXDDF(T) = (62)
2r 4 2(1—7) F<r<

A\
D=

—

Applying the same analysis to orthogonal AF and DF yieldsvemgity d(r) = 2(1 — )" +4(1 — 2r)™,
but there is more to be said for orthogonal transmission riinogonal transmission it may be beneficial

at high multiplexing gains to shut down the relay, therefar&omplete analysis requires two more
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opportunistic modes that are derived by shutting down thayréom modes (a) and (b). Using this
extended set of six access modes, the DMT of the opportaistelay channel with orthogonal AF or
orthogonal DF is

dir)y=4(1-nr)*t+2(1—2r)* (63)

which matches the DMT of NAF.

Thus far, to find achievable DMTs for the X relay channel wedusinplified selection rules and
access modes. In the case of CF, this simplified achievabl& BMn fact optimal since it matches the
genie upper bound. Other protocols do not meet the geneddidund, therefore the question of the
optimality of simplified selection for other protocols is reanvolved. Nevertheless, for NAF and DDF
also, no DMT gains can be obtained by more sophisticatedtimberules and access modes, as outlined

below.

To find the overall optimal DMT without the simplifications,ewneed to solve a linear optimization

problem similar to[(55) where
2

2
do(r) = inf (1) (D) g Uim) , 64
( ) (Ugij)’UéTj)7u(j7‘))€O7 i,7€{1,2} ; (; 1 2 ) ( )

whereu{?) v anduli") represent the exponential orderigfh,; |2, 1/|h,;|? and1/|h;, |2, respectively.

The outage even® is characterized by} N O N OF NOF, i.e., the system is in outage if all access
modes are in outage. The outage event is given by EquatiQrfd6RAF and Equation[(39) for DDF. In
a straight forward manner, the optimization above givestirae DMTs found by the simplified selection

criterion, therefore the calculated DMTs cannot be impdoupon and are optimal.

IX. THE GATEWAY CHANNEL

The gateway channel [44] is a multi-node network with source-destination pairs that communicate
with the help of a relay (see Figure]17). Each source commatesconly with its corresponding destina-
tion. A two-hop communication scheme is used, where at tise Hiop the sources transmit to the relay
and at the second hop the relay transmits to the destinafimslirect link exists between the sources
and destinations, therefore if the relay is in outage theimkson will surely be in outage. Under these
conditions, the most natural mode of operation is decodkfarnward, although amplify-and-forward may

also be considered due to practical limitations. In thiskmee concentrate on the DF gateway channel.

We do not require data buffering at the relay. With an infititgfer at the relay, the gateway channel

decomposes into a concatenation of a MAC and a broadcashehahn infinite buffer would thus

June 12, 2018 DRAFT



32

\ Upper bound
N ——+— ODF/OAF
5L —8— NAF
N\ —#— DDF
\ —6—CF

Zar
©
R
S
230
2
(5]
=2
Q2+

l L

0 1 1 1 1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Multiplexing Gain r

Fig. 16. The DMT of the opportunistic X-relay channel undethogonal AF and DF, Non-orthogonal AF, Dynamic DF, and
CF. The CF achieves the DMT upper bound.

simplify the analysis but also increase the overall lateag relay complexity. One of the interesting
outcomes of the forthcoming analysis is that that data binffen the asymptotic high-SNR regime does

not provide a performance advantage (in the sense of DMT).

We start with the non-opportunistic gateway channel, aed tmove to the opportunistic scheme.

A. No Transmit CSI

We first consider the case where all nodes have receive-Sdeb@t the nodes, and in particular the
relay, do not have transmit-side CSI. Under these condifisre cannot choose source-destination pairs
according to their SNR. Then the choice of transmissiontesjias on the MAC and broadcast side of

the network are as follows.

On the broadcast side, the channel gains are random andwnkndhe relay. In light of symmetric
rate requirements, the transmit strategy must be symmeitic respect to the destinations. Under this
symmetry, the best achievable rate is according to orthalgoansmission [45] and superposition coding

does not give better results.
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Fig. 17. The Gateway channel.

O

For the multiple-access side, under symmetric rate reopgirg, both orthogonal and superposition
channel access are viable. It has been shown that sup@rpasittess gives slightly better performance
at medium SNR, while at high and low SNR the two methods hayenpwtically the same capacity
under symmetric rates [45, pp. 243-245].

In the absence of transmit-side CSI, and with symmetric rat¢giirements, the network does indeed
decompose into a cascade of a multiple-access and a broaldawtworks, and the overall outage

probability is given by:

= Pyac + Pee — PyacPse. (65)

WhereP); 4c (respectivelyPp) denotes the outage of the MAC (respectively broadcastretigrdefined
as the probability that one or more of the users in the MACpgesvely broadcast channel) cannot support
rate R. In a slowly fading environment, for a power allocation \@cP; = (P, ..., Py), a fading state
H = (hi,, ..., hprr) @and superposition coding, the outage is givenfy o = IP’(R ¢ CMAC) where
Cuactt,P) = { R i< iog (145 PR}, (66)
i€s ics
With a time-sharing MAC, the outage probability is

_ . 2y
pMAC_]P’<{RZ>2Mlog(1+p\hwl),z-l,...,M}) (67)
On the broadcast side, the outage is givenfhy: = P(R ¢ Cpc), where
_ 1 )
= N ; < _— .
Cpe {R R; < ooz log (1+ plhyil )}, (68)

Without transmit CSlI, the DMT is the minimum of the DMT of theA@ and the broadcast channel.

For the MAC channel, it has been shown [19] that for multipigxgainsr < % the diversity
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d = 1—r/M is achievable, while for higher rateﬁ‘% < r < 1, the diversity ofd = M(1 —r) is
obtained.

For the broadcast channel, since time sharing achieves #xémm sum-rate bound, the broadcast
DMT is similar to the single-user DMT. The DMT of the network bounded by the DMT of the

broadcast part of the network. Thus, including the halflex@onsideration, the best achievable DMT is
d(r)=(1-2r)". (69)

The same DMT can be obtained with orthogonal channel aceepgrposition coding has no effect on

the DMT.

B. Opportunistic Channel Access

In this scenario, the relay is assumed to have channel sifmteniation (either perfect or incomplete)
about its incoming and outgoing links. Using this inforroati during each transmission interval the relay
selects the best overall source-destination pair and givescess to the channel. Form Lemfa 1, it is
easy to see that the DMT of an opportunistic gateway chasnabper bounded by(r) < n(1 —2r)™.
We start by assuming perfect CSI at the relay.

1) Full CSI at the RelayWe start by defining
7 2 min(|hip 2, hril?)

In the decode-and-forward protocol, end-to-end data tnésson is feasible if and only if both source-
relay and relay-destination links can support the desiegd, thereforey; is the effective channel gain
that governs the rate supported by a DF protocol for any nadeipIn the opportunistic mode, we

would like to support the maximum instantaneous rate, thezeuser;* will be selected such that:
it = arg max;, (70)
(2

We now investigate the statistics ¢f-. Since the channel fading coefficierts; and h;. are complex
Gaussian random variables, the channel gains|> and |h;.|> obey exponential distributions with

exponential parameter: [|hl‘-\2} and respectively. It is known that the minimum @ff expo-

1
Elfhi[?]’
nential random variables with parametéysis an exponential random variable with paramé@l’, Ay,
therefore the pdf ofy; is an exponential distribution with parameter= 2. Therefore, the cdf of the

maximum SNR for all the source-relay-destinations linksis

By (z)= (1—e )" (71)
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The network is considered in outage when none of the sowstrdtion pairs can support the desired

transmission raték?. The outage condition is therefore:
1
Py = IP(R >3 log (1 + pw))

2r
—1
(<=~
P

P
2r M
= <1—exp(—2p 1)) . (72)
P
The block sizes in our analyses are large enough so that tbe @rents are dominated by outage

events, therefore the probability of error can be approséaay the outage probability. Using the Taylor

approximationl — exp(—x) ~ x, we get:

- p—M(l—Qr) ) (73)

where the Taylor approximation is valid f@r < 1. Hence, the opportunistic gateway channel achieves
the following DMT
d(r)y= M1 —2r)". (74)

Remark 6:If the path selection criterion uses one set of channel gasmseither{%;,.} alone or{h,;}
alone, no diversity gain would result. For example, sefgcton the MAC side of the network would
27 |hri*

give v; = min(| A« %) wherei* = argmax |h;,|2. Since the channel gains on the two sides are

independent|h,.;-|? is still exponential and dominates the diversity order.

Remark 7:The outage calculations assume that upon selection eacbesowst be connected to
its corresponding destination within one transmissioerivdl, implying that no long-term storage and
buffering is taking place at the relay. In addition to sirffyphig the relay, this is also helpful in terms of

reducing the end-to-end delay due to opportunistic comoatioin.

Remark 8:An infinite buffer at the relay may increase the throughput, ib does not improve the
DMT. If the relay can hold onto the data, the incoming packetsld wait indefinitely until the path to
their destination is dominant. Under this condition, theagunistic MAC and opportunistic broadcast
operations can be performed independently, each givirggtdsa diversityd = M (1 — 2r)*, thus the
overall diversity would also bd = M (1 — 2r)*. However, this is no more than the diversity obtained

without the buffer.
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To summarize, a buffer would not improve the DMT, howeverwituld allow us to achieve the
optimal DMT via local decision making (using MAC informatioon the MAC side, and broadcast
channel information on the broadcast side). Without birftgrthe relay must make decisions jointly in

order to achieve optimal DMT.

2) Limited FeedbackWe now assume the relay does not have perfect CSI but ratlseadcess to
one bit of information per node from each destination anduither able to send one bit of information
per node to each of the sources. We wish to explore the DMTisfniltwork under the one-bit feedback

strategy.

Each destination node knows its incoming channel gain \@ausual channel estimation techniques.
Each destination compares its incoming channel gain toeslimida, reporting the result via the one-
bit feedback to the relay. Thi destination nodes that report “1”"(and their respectivencless) are
characterized as eligible for data transmission in tharial. From among these eligible destinations,

the relay chooses the one whose corresponding sourcegaletamnel is the best.

The network is considered in outage if there is no sourceyrdestination link that can support the
target rateR. We design the threshold of the second hop of the network swaheach destination
reports “1” if the corresponding relay-destination linkncaupport this rateR, i.e., a = %. The
outage event occurs if no destination reports positivelyif some destinations are eligible, but none
of the corresponding source-relay links can support the Ratlf according to this methodology the
relay detects more than one end-to-end path that can suggorate R, the relay selects one of them

randomly.

We defineA,, as the event ofn destinations reporting “1”, antt(e|A,,) as the probability of error
given thatm destinations report “1”. This is the probability that norfetlte m eligible relay-destination
channels have a corresponding source-relay link that cppostithe rateR. The probability of outage

in this case is
M
Po =P(Ag) + Y P(Ap)P(e|An). (75)
m=1

The probability ofm destinations reporting “1” and/ — ¢ destinations reporting “0” is

) = (M) E e (1 - B (@) "
— <J\nf> ()™ (1 — )M, 76)

whereF, (z) is the cdf of the channel gains= |h|?, which is exponentially distributed with parameter
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A = 1. The probability of error given that: destinations report “1” is
P(e|Ay) =P hje|? <
(el Am) = P(max [y [* < o)
=(1-Fa)" = (1-e)", (77)
whereS C {1,..., M}, |S| = m, and we use the fact that source-relay and relay-destmatiannel
gains have the same distributidn,. Assuming non-identical exponential distributions iuiiieces more

variables into analysis but the end results will be idehti€ubstituting [(76),[(77) in[(75), the outage

probability becomes

Po=(1—e?)" 4 Z < ) AT (1 = )M (e
=3 ()i )

To calculate the DMT, from[(75), the outage probability is
1 MM (1 M=m
2 2
Py = IP’<§ log (1 + max \hril?p) < rlogp) + mz_:l <m>P<§ log (1 + |hral?) < rlogp)

1 o1
IP’(— log (1 + |hrd|2) > rlogp) < log (1 + max |hjr|2) < rlogp)
2 JES,|S|=m

M
= P(miax\hri\2 < p27"‘1> + 3" P(1al® < 0 )M TR (JBral? > 7)™

m=1

X ]P’( max | |* < p27’_1>

JES,|S|=m
M
- Z _)\pm 1 m . e_)\pwfl)]\/[—m(l . e_)\p2T—1)m
m=1
ipJV[(QT—l)' (79)
So we have:

d(r) =M1 —2r)". (80)

Thus, even 1-bit feedback is enough to achieve optimal DMT.

X. CONCLUSION

The high-SNR performance of opportunistic relay networks imvestigated. Except for a handful

of simple relay selection scenarios, there are two maincdiffies in the analysis of opportunistic
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relay networks: (1) the decision variables often depend omenthan one link gain, complicating the
performance analysis and (2) the opportunistic modes manesimks and thus are statistically dependent,
which complicates the order statistics that govern thegperdnce of opportunistic systems. In this work,
several relaying geometries are studied and the corregmpi@MTs are developed for a number of
well-known relaying protocols, including the AF, DF, CF, RAand DDF. In several instances, selection
schemes based on the direct source-destination links awensto achieve optimal performance, for
example the CF multiple access channel. In some network gei@®, opportunistic selection using 1-bit
feedback is shown to achieve the optimal DMT performanceauréuwork may include investigating
variations in the channel state knowledge in the performasfcthe system, for example the effect of

partial CSIT at the nodes [46].

APPENDIX |

OPPORTUNISTICDF ORTHOGONAL RELAYING OVER A SIMPLE RELAY CHANNEL
The DMT of the opportunistic orthogonal relaying is given by
d(r) =di(r) + da(r), (81)
where

dy(r) = lim 7logP(el)

82

da(r) = lim PELACL) 83)
The eventse; and e; represent the error in the non-relay and the relay-assistedes, respectively.
The non-relay access mode is a simple direct link, whose D8, () = (1 — r)*. The DMT of the

relay-assisted access mode is known, however, the DMT ofetlag channetonditioned orthe outage

event of the direct link requires new calculations.

Recall that the orthogonal DF relaying works as follows: Trensmission interval is divided into
two halves. In the first half, the source transmits. If the@yetannot decode the source message, it will
remain silent and the source will continue to transmit irite second half-interval. If the relay decodes
the source message, the relay forwards the decoded messtgedestination in the second half of the

transmission interval and the source remains silent.

Because of orthogonality and with the use of long codewatds trivial to see that error is dominated
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by outage. The conditional outage probability of the redagisted mode is given by

P(O,]|01) = ]P’({% log(1+Up) < rlogp}‘{ log(1 + |hsal®p) < rlogp}) (84)

H{ i < 2221, 85)

:]P({U < pzrp_ !

where the random variablg is given by

2 hsd 2 hsr 2 < il
. R ol < £ o6

27
hsal® + [heal?  |her]? > 221

>

The cdf of U is given by
2r 2r
2 U 2 _pT—1 2 2 o P 1
— — Lo P
Fyr(w) = P(Jhedl <2)P<]h8,,] < >+]P’<\hsd] + vl <u>]P’<\h5r\ > )

Hence,

1p27’_1 pr—l p2r_1
_ 2 _ + 2 2
P(0:(01) —P({|hsd| <5 sl < == })P(ms,w <=

2r

27’_1 | -1
+]P’<{]hsd\2+]hrd]2<p g H{\hsd12<p7}>ﬂ”<]h8r\22p g > (87)

One can show that LP‘I>LP‘1, therefore

p({Ihul < 5 "zrp‘ SH{ihal < 22 =1, (88)

To analyze the second conditional term in Equation (87), weirb with the pdf ofZ = |hy|? +
|h,q|? conditioned on the even = {|h5d|2 < Lp_l}. The channel gainy 2 |hsq|? has the following

conditional distribution

foyp(z) = { 17 r (89)

pr—1
0 T >

- A A prro
Defining g1 (r, p) = ”—pl andga(r, p) = £ o -

, the conditional pdf ofZ = |h.q|? + |hqq|? is calculated

as follows, forz < gi(r, p)
_ e
fz5(2) /0 ¢ 1 —e—91(rp)
ze ?

- 1= e—91(rp)’ (%0)

For z > g1(r, p), the conditional pdf ofZ = |hy|? + |h.q|? is given by
91(r,p) e~
Fane)= [ e

1 — e 9 (Tvp)
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_ qi(r,ple”?
= T el (92)

The conditional probability of outage is calculated asdat

P({Ihsal® + ral® < g2 ) }|{ Ihsal? < 31(r.0)})

91(r,p) —z 92(7.p) —z
_ / e / a(rpe
0 1 —e—91(rp) p 1 — e—9:(rp)

1(T7p)
B 1 _ e_gl(rvp) — g1 (7*’ p)e_g2(7'7p)
o 1 — 6—91(7‘,/))
- prter" |
=1- T—er ' P : (92)

Substituting [(88) and (92) intd (B5), the conditional prioitiy of outage is given by
P(02|01) ip(27’—1) _|_p(27“—1)(1 o p(ZT’—l))
ﬁp(2r_1). (93)

Using Equations(81)[(82), (83) arld {93), the DMT of the ogbnal opportunistic DF relaying is given

by
diry=(1—-7)"+(1-2r)". (94)

APPENDIXII

OPPORTUNISTICAF ORTHOGONAL RELAYING OVER ASIMPLE RELAY CHANNEL

The outage probability of the relay-assisted mode, given tie non-relay mode is in outage is given

by

P(O3]0) = P({% log (1 + |haal*p + f (Ihsr P, \hrd\2p)> < rlog p}‘{log(l + |hsal*p) < 7log p})

(95)
1 PP —1 pr—1
_ 2, -+ 2 2 2
= P({Ihed? + 2 £ (P ) < 2 { s < 2}, (96)
At high SNR, Equation[(96) can be approximated by
h ’2‘}1 d’2 p2r_1 pr_l
P Y TR S L (52— 97
(©2100) =P { bl + g ety < I i < 21 (o7)
where e Plral represents the harmonic mean of two independent expoheari@om variables. Using

[Psr ]2+ hrs|?
the result of [47], the harmonic mean of two exponential mamdrariables with exponential parameters

A can be approximated by an exponential random variable witlorgential parametez.
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In order to calculate the conditional outage probabilitgtidbution, we first calculate the conditional

_ herl?lhral? i i _ pr—1
= m. Aga|n, we are aSSUm”’]@(T, p) = T,

g2(r,p) = ”2;‘1, and conditioning is over the evefit = {h8d| < Lp_l}. The conditional probability

density function ofZ = |hy|? + V whereV

density function ofZ = |hy|? + V is given by
% z < gi(r, p)

2e=2% (e91(mp) 1
% z > gi(r, p).

fz18(2) = (98)

The conditional probability of outage is calculated asdat
P(!hsd\2 + [hral® < g2(r, P)"hde < g1 (r, P))

G1(1:p) o—22(pz _ g2(r,p) =22 (g91(1,p) _ 1
9 / S Gl PR / e ) i
0 g

1—e 9 (1.p) L(r,p) 1— 6_91(7”7/’)

e=292(rp) _ o=91(r:p) _ ¢=292(rp)+91(r:0) 4

o 1 — e—91(mp)

or1 1 — e”ril . 9r—1
__ = . 99
1 e_prl p ( )

Using Equationd (81)[(82), (83), arld [99), the DMT of théhogonal opportunistic AF relaying is given
by

=1+4e

diry=(1—-r)"+(1-2r)". (100)

APPENDIXIII

GENIE-AIDED DMT UPPERBOUND FOR THESHARED RELAY CHANNEL

The indexing of the access modes does not affect the prolfergfore we can order the conditional
events in Lemmall,]2 arbitrarily. In the following, we indéhetoutage events according to the order
of selection that is described below, which is designed t ot the dependencies in a way to make

computations tractable.

The selection algorithm is as follows: If the non-relayedhfiguration (shown in Figurgl8 part (c))
can support the required rafé = rlog p, it is selected. We shall call thislode 1in the remainder of
appendices. IMode lis in outage (an event denoted bl) we will check to see if either of the two
direct links can individually support half the rate, i.& = 3 log p. If one of the direct links can support
this reduced rate, we consider the relayed mode sharingditest link. (If none of the direct links can
even support half the rate, we can consider either one abrandrhis relayed mode shall be called

Mode 2 If Mode 2can support the full required rate, it is selected. The autaigMode 2is denoted
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U,. If both Modes 1, 2are in outage, the remaining relayed mode, which will be tehdMode 3 is
selected. The outage dflode 3is denoted/s in this and the following appendices. The error events

corresponding to the three modes are denefed, ¢4 in this and subsequent appendices.

The total DMT of the genie-aided system is

d(r) = dy(r) + dy(r) + d5(r), (101)
where
log P(e],
dy(r) = - lim 70?0;51) (102)
. logP(ehe))
dy(r) = — lim ——2"12 103
2(r) = = i — (103)
1 ]P) / / /
dy(r) = — lim w. (104)
p—00 0gp

Although the expressions above are in terms of error evéamtdie remainder of this appendix the
diversities are expressed in terms of outage events insteador events due to the fact that the genie-

aided modes are equivalent to MISO channels and the codsvenedassumed to be long enough.

Mode 1 access mode (c), represents a parallel Rayleigh chanhelotlitage of a parallel Rayleigh

channelP(Os3), is given by
P(Og) = P(Ogl) + P(O32) + P(Ogg), (105)

whereQs1, O30 and 033 partition the outage eveid®; according to whether the first, the second, or both

direct links are in outage.

r r

P(Os1) = P(log(1 + [h1[p) < 5 log p )P log(1 + [hez[2)p > S log p) (106)
r r

P(O59) = P(log(l + |h11|2p) > 3 logp>IP<log(1 + |h22|2)p < 3 logp> (107)
r r

P(O33) = ]P’(log(l + \hll\zp) < 5 log p)]P’(log(l + \hgg\z)p < 5 log p). (108)

Therefore, in the asymptote of high SNR:
P(Og) - pr/2—1 +pr/2—1 +pr—2 - pr/2—1 (109)
The unconditional DMT of the non-relayed mode

di(r) = (1-5)*. (110)
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To calculated,(r) and d5(r), we study the outage of the respective access modes. Webstart

calculating the conditional outage of Mode 3 and use theltrdsucalculate the conditional outage
for Mode 2.

P(Us|ty, Uy ) = P({ log (14 (|hii|* + [hei*)p) < Tlogp} ‘

{‘hij < [ (R, ‘hr,dj’2)} ’ {‘hll‘z < pr/zp_ 1}’ {‘h22!2 < pr/i)_ 1}>

/2

(Il hl? < 22 | {iar < 221, (1)

wherei is the index of the source selected in Mode 3 drid the index of the source selected in Mode

2. The channel gainy; 2 |hii|2, conditioned on the evenB = {\hn! < L:_l} has the following

conditional distribution

—x /2 1
ey

Srap(@) = { 1me” 7 (112)
0 x> 2l

2 L

Defining g1 (7, p)
‘hu‘P + ‘hm"z is

L:‘l and gs(r, p) = £+, the conditional probability density function &f =

Zesz

1—e—91(r.p) z é 91(7‘, p)
fopa) =1 (113)
a2 > 0(np).

The probability of outagé®(l4s|ifs, U, ) can be calculated as follows

g1(.p) —z g2(r,p) —z
P(Us|Us, Uy :/ de/ grpe™
0 g

1 — e—91(r:p) (rp) l—e 9 (1.p)

B 1— e_gl(ryp) — g1 (r’ p)e_QQ(Tvp)

1 — e 91 (Tvp)
B p7"/2—le—pr’1 R
SRR SRR (114)

To facilitate the analysis of the conditional outage of M&Jewve introduce a partition df;. Define
V as the event thaat leastone of the direct links can support half the desired rate,5leg p, and

introduce:

Vi=VN ngf/ﬂul (115)

Thus,V; is the event that the non-relay@&dode lis in outage, and yet at least one of the two direct
links can support at least half the desired rate, Géog p.

P(Us, Uy)

IP)(L{2|Z/{1) = P(ul)
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_ P(UQ‘Vl)P(Vl) + P(Z/{Q‘VQ)]P)(VQ)
POV1) +P(V2)
N p2(r_1)2p(%_1) + p("‘_l)p2(g_l)

2p5D 4 G

= 2 (116)
where P(V)) = P(Os1) + P(O32) = 2p"/2~1 from Equation [(106) and (Z07P(V,) = P(Os3) =
p2(/2=1) from Equation[[Z08). The probability df, conditioned orl; is equivalent to Equatiofi (11L1)
and henceé(Us|V,) = p("=1. The conditional probability?(ik|V;) is given by

P(Lb|V:) :P({W hnal? < %} [ {nap? > #}) (117)

We notice that

r—1
]P’<{]h,-,-]2+\hm\2 < ”T}>
p({a < 2 i < 252 e (fine < 251

+P<{’h“’2 + |hril* < %} ‘ {\hn\z > prr-1

1}>P<{\hii\2 > #}). (118)

At high SNR, using result from Equatioh (114), Equatibn (LE&ads to

1) - . fo T r/2_1
PHr=1) 2 p(r=1) p(r/2-1) +[p><{|hii|2 42 < 2 } ‘ {|hn-|2 > P }) (119)
p p

where the random variablé;; | + |h.;|?> has Gamma distribution. Using Equatién (1117) dnd{119), one
can see thaP(U|V;) = p?" Y.

Equations[(116) and_(11L4) indicate that
dy(r) =2(1 =)™, (120)
dy(r) = (1—r)". (121)
The DMT of the genie aided system is given by

dr) = (1= 35)" +20 - +(1-n)* (122)

- - (123)
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APPENDIX IV

NAF ACHIEVABLE DMT FOR THESHARED RELAY CHANNEL

The DMT of the NAF protocol for the shared relay channel wildalculated according to the selection
algorithm developed in Appendix]ll, which we invite the des to review before continuing with the

present appendix.
The overall diversity is governed by Equatidn (L01), and wechto calculatel] (), d5(r), d5(r).

To begin with, the DMT of the non-relayed mode does not depeEnthe relaying protocol, so there

is no need to calculate it again: it (r) = (1 — £)" as calculated in expressidn (110).

For calculatingd;(r), the equivalence of error and outage analysis is nontraial will be relegated

to Appendix V. In this appendix we analyze the conditionalage ofMode 3

| i | i}
P(Us o, Uy ) = 51@(11 <R|V.I < R) n 51@(12 <R|V, I < R)

= P(Il <R ‘ {lhul2 < prﬂp_ 1}) (124)

where I; and I, are the instantaneous mutual information of the simpleyret@annel for User 1 and
User 2, respectively. The symmetry arguments has been assohplify the expression. We will use the

exponential order of channel gains, defined thus

. log|h|?
v=— lim
p—oo log p

: (125)

whereuw itself is a random variable. Recall that the conditional ptithe source-destination channel gain
|h11]?, subject tohi; not supporting rate log p, is given by Equation[(112). The exponential order of

this conditionalrandom variable is denoted whose pdf can be calculated as follows

IHPP_UI% vy >1—73,
flor) = lme 7 (126)
0 v <1— %
As p — oo we can show that
—v1—(r/2-1) >1_71T
e v > :
flor) = ’ (127)
0 v <1-— %

Also, the channel gaing:,.;|?> and |h1,.|?> (exponentially distributed, unconditioned) have expdiaén
orders that are denoted andvs, respectively. Furthermore, the pdfof, v2, v3 are in turn characterized

by their asymptotic exponential ordef$v;) = p~*, over their respective regions of support.
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In a manner similar to [28], the outage region is more coremtly addressed in the space of the

exponential orders, i.e.

O:{(U17U27U3) : I<T10gp}7

We can now calculate:

P(I < rlogp) = // f(v1,v2,v3) dvy dvg dus

e o _
:/// logp p™" Wlogpp e
’ 1 — L

—e P

x log p p~ e " " dvy dvg dus

:/// p‘zuidvl dvy dus

where(’ is the intersection 0© and the support of (v1, v2,v3), and

do = f )
= e 2
= inf v+ (r/2—-1)4+v2+v3

(v1,v2,v3)€0’

Following the same steps as those used in the proof of [28prEhe 2],

(128)

_p*U2

(129)

(130)

O = {(vl,vg,vg) € R¥ v > (1 — g) , [max ((1 — 1), %(1 — (vg + fz)g,))rr < r} (131)

Solving [130), we can show that
do=(1-2r)"

It remains to show that;(r) = dy, which will be done in AppendikV.

(132)

For calculatingd,(r), we follow steps essentially similar to those leading to &mn [116), except

this time we need to make explicit the relationship betweetage and error events.

P(ehle)) = P(ehlth)
_ _ Pley,th)
CPh)
_ P(h[V1)P(V1) + P(e5[V2)P(V2)
PV1) + P(V2)
L D g g e g

E p—(l—r)+—(1—2r)+.
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where [I3B) is true becausé is the error of a non-relayed link therefore, with long codeds, it is
exponentially equivalent to the outage eveéft Equation [(I34) is derived by substituting the known
error exponents and noting that the third term is dominatethk first two in both the numerator and

denominator. Overalldy(r) = (1 —r)* + (1 — 2r)* can be obtained.

To summarize, we have calculatétl(r), d;(r) andds(r).

APPENDIXV

RELATION OF OUTAGE AND ERROREVENTS FOR THESHARED RELAY CHANNEL

In this appendix, we show that the outage and error events lie same exponential order. The
approach follows [28, Theorem 3] and is adapted to the spexifie at hand. We need to shB) <P(O)
andP(e)>P(0O). The former is a straightforward application of [18, LemnjaFor showing the latter

inequality, note that
P(e) = P(O)P(e|O) + P(e, O)
< P(O) + P(e, 0)
= P(0) (136)

where the last equation is valid whenege, O)<PP(O), whose verification is the subject of the remainder

of this appendix. The pairwise error probability conditgainon the channel coefficients is given by

—0/2
1
PC—>e|hsd,hsr,hrd < det <12 + 523251> (137)

where/ is the codebook codeword length alkt] and X,, are the covariance matrices of the received

signal and the noise, respectively. The pair wise error giodity is given by
Pc—>e|v1,v2,v3§ p—% max(2(1—v1),1—(1)2-|-v3))+7 (138)

where
T

(v1,v2,v3) € R N {vl > (1 - 5) } (139)

The total probability of error is
Pe\vl - ép—%([max@(l—v]),1—(v2+v3))]+_2r)7 (140)
The probability of error while no outagg(e, O) satisfies

]P)(ﬁ, @)§ /// P8|U1,U2,U3]P)((v17 V2, 2)3) S @) dvy dvy dug
O//
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_ /// p—%([max(2(1—v1),1—(v2+v3))}+—2r)+v1+(%—1)+v2+v3 dvy dvy dvs. (141)

where O" = {(v1,v9,v3) € R" : (v1,v2,v3) ¢ O'}, the area in the positive quadrant that is the
complement of0’. Recall thatO’ is the outage region in the space of exponents, as defind@ik). (1

The integral is dominated by the minimum value of the SNR evgmo overO, i.e,

P(e,0)<p~ (), (142)

di(r) = inf g([max@(l —wv1),1 — (vg + vg))]+ — 2r> +ou+(r/2—1)+vy+vs. (143)

v1,V2,03€0"
Note that the multiplier of is positive throughout the regia®”. Now recall from the previous appendix

that the outage probability is:
P(O) = p=o(r), (144)

where

do(r) = “ virzl)f)EO/Ul + (r/2 —1) + vy + v3 (145)

The expression ford,(r) has one extra term compared witly(r) which, as mentioned above, is
positive and can be made as large as desired by choésimfpe large enough. Therefore the condition
P(e, O)<P(O) is established, leading ®(e)<P(©), which completes the proof that the probability of

error and outage events are exponentially equivalent.

APPENDIX VI

DMT FORDDF OPPORTUNISTICSHARED RELAY CHANNEL

We derive an achievable DMT for the DDF opportunistic shardey channel, employing the mode
selection rule defined in Appendix]lll. The DMT is given by Edjons [I01),[(102),[{103) an@_(104).
The reader is referred to Appendixl Il for the definition oétaccess modes as well as the selection rule.

The DMT for Mode 1is not affected by the relay and is given By(r) = (1 — r/2)", as seen in
previous appendices. FdMode 2one can employ the techniques of Apperdix Ill to show thatgetis

dominated by the event of one link being in outage, hencegusnults from [28], one can prove that

20—7r) 0<r<

D=

dy(r) =
1—r

IN

1

D=
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To calculated;(r), we consider the conditional outage Mbde 3 the equivalence of error and outage
analysis can be shown in a manner similar to Appefdix V and, [@8d is omitted for brevity. In the
following we directly derive diversity from the outage et®nThe conditional outage dflode 3was

calculated in Equatiori (124):

P@ﬁ@biﬁ)ip{hﬁ<R‘{V”ﬂ2<pdl—1})

Given that|hy|? < &p_l, the exponential order of;|? is proved in [I2F7) to have the following

distribution at high SNR

A e B

flvi) = (146)
0 v, < 1— %
The outage as shown in Equatidn (1L29) is given by
P(Us|Us, Uy) = p~ ), (147)
where
dy(r) = inf v+ (r/2—=1)+vg + vs. (148)

(v1,v2,v3)€0’

Following the same steps as the proof of [28, Theorem 5], titage event)’ is defined as
O = {(vl,vg,vg) eR? v > (1—7/2), t(1 —v)T + (1 - t)(l — min(vl,vg))+ < r}, (149)

wheret is the listening-time ratio of the half-duplex relay, with< ¢ < 1.
To get the DMT, we need to solve the optimization problem [of7)1 (149). Solving the above
optimizations and combining the results, the DMT is given by
1-(1-%), 0<r<05

), 05<r<2-2 (150)

<3

NI

0, 2-V2<r<i.

Adding d} (), dy(r) anddj(r) completes the proof.

APPENDIX VII

DMT FORCF OPPORTUNISTICSHARED RELAY CHANNEL

The methods of this appendix closely follow [30], with thetatdle exception of implementing the

effects of our selection algorithm and the dependence legtlee nodes.
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We use the selection criterion defined in AppenldiX Ill, and BDMT is given by Equationd (101),
(102), [1038) and(104). The DMT of non-relaybtbde 3is given byd) (r) = (1—r/2)", as seen several
times already, since it is not contingent on the relay pratoc

To calculated;,(r) andd(r), we borrow the following result from [30]. For the random fhéiliplex
single-antenna relay channel, the dynamic-state CF pwbiscDMT optimal and by random here we
mean that the random binary state of the relay (listen/tréthds used as a channel input and used in
designing codebooks to convey information through theestétthe relay.

For Mode 2 one can employ the techniques of Apperdik Ill to show thdaage is dominated by the

event of one link being in outage, hence using results fro@j, [8ne can prove that
dy(r)=2(1—7r)"

For Mode 3 the DMT is given by

dy(r) = max min(darac(r,t),dpe(r,t)), (151)
where
logmin,, . 1) P(Ipc < rlogp|lts,U

dpe = — lim g p(es,2|q) ( BC g p|Us 1)7
p—r00 log P

~ log min, ;. 2 |q) IF’(IMAC < rlog p|Z/{2,L{1)

dyac = — lim )

p—r00 IOg P

wheregq represents the state of the relay (listening vs. transigjitp(zs, =, |q) is the probability density
of the codebooks generated for the source and the relay/andind I, 4 represent the total mutual

information across the source cutset and the destinatiteet;uespectively. It can be shown [30] that

Ipc <(1—t)log(1+ (|hs-a-|* + [hser|*)p) + tlog(1 + |hg-g- [*p)

Intac <(1 —t)10g(1 + [hg-a-*p) + tlog(1 + (|hsa-|* + [ra-|*) p)

where s* and d* are the selected source and destination for Mode 3. Usingdh®e technique as in

Appendix[V], we have

P(Ipc < rlog pla,Uy) = p~ e (), (152)
where
dpo(r) = inf v1+ (r/2—1) + vs, (153)
(v1,v3)€0’

and the outage eveld’ is defined as

O = {(’Ul,’Ug) ER*™ v >(1-7/2),1-t)1—v)" + t(1- min(vl,vg))+ < r}. (154)
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Solving the optimization problem, the DMT for the sourcesaitis given by

1—t 1 1—(1—1)
1_%<1_T) t>%5, "S ap e
1 1—(1—1)
0 t > 5, T > T—(1-9)/2
dpe=q1-r(3-4) t<h r<t (155)
1— 1 1—(1—1t)
itz tSg pp 2>t
1 1—(1—1)
0 té 3 r> m
Similarly, The DMT for the destination cutset is given by
(
t 1 1—t
_ﬁ<1_2> t<3, 7=15p
0 t<d r> 11_;;2
duac=41-r(5-4) t24 r<-1 (156)
1— 11—t
Tr‘i’% 1 t2§7 1_t/227'>(1_t)
0 t>g, > 11—;/t2

The two functions are equal at= % and that gives the maximum DMT. The DMT is given by
/ 3\T
dy(r) = (1 - §r> . (157)

Adding the DMT of the three modes completes the proof.
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