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Buffer-Aided Relaying with Adaptive Link
Selection — Fixed and Mixed Rate Transmission

Nikola Zlatanov and Robert Schober

Abstract—We consider a simple network consisting of a source, in [6], a simple protocol for the three-node relay network,
a half-duplex decode-and-forward relay with a buffer, and a which requires feedback from the receiver, was shown to
destination. We assume that the direct source-destinatiofink  5.hieve a diversity order of two in Rayleigh fading if the
is not available and all links undergo fading. We propose two . e . . . -
new buffer-aided relaying schemes with different requirenents direct source-des'qnapon link is available f(_)r Fr_ansml_ss
regarding the availability of channel state information at the These early contributions have sparked a significant istere

transmitter (CSIT). In the first scheme, neither the source or in cooperative communication techniques which resulted in
the relay have full CSIT, and consequently, both nodes are many new discoveries, e.g.] [7]-[15].

forced to transmit with fixed rates. In contrast, in the secom o

scheme, the source does not have full CSIT and transmits

with fixed rate but the relay has full CSIT and adapts its a Background and Related Work

transmission rate accordingly. In the absence of delay cotrsints,

for both fixed rate and mixed rate transmission, we derive the  In practice, half-duplex relays may be preferred as they are
throughput-optimal buffer-aided relaying protocols which select easier to implement than full-duplex relays. However, -half
either the source or the relay for transmission based on the duplexing suffers from a multiplexing gain loss compared to
instantaneous signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) of the sourgelay full duplexi T te for this | isti —

and relay-destination links. In addition, for the delay corstrained ull dup e?<|ng. 0 compensate for this ,OSS' existing p

case, we develop buffer-aided relaying protocols that ackie a for the wireless three-node network with a half-duplex yela
predefined average delay. Compared to conventional relayn exploit the direct source-destination link to achieve atigh-
protocols, which select the transmitting node according toa put gain or a diversity gain over non-relay aided transmissi
predefined schedule independent of the instantaneous linkN&Rs, e.g., [3]-[11]. In practice, because of the typically large

the proposed buffer-aided protocols with adaptive link segction . L .
achieve large performance gains. In particular, for fixed rae distance between source and destination, the direct source

transmission, we show that the proposed protocol achieves adestination link may be very weak and the gains may manifest
diversity gain of two as long as an average delay of more themselves only at very high signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs)
than three time slots can be afforded. Furthermore, for mix&@ However, if a source-destination link is not available, muc
;atg tlrt‘?'}zmi]ssmg.r‘]”ié? an_a\lleraglz]e 2‘?'?’ Of.f{i}h.grgz S/L“’stsé of the gains obtained by half-duplex relaying disappeaer&h
by-plrJO(IjFL)JctXIo? tﬂe' consrde_red |ink/(ada[}{)ti\;e) |Iorotoc<|)|;/, we o aretwo reasons for this. First, in most of the existingaﬁter_e,
develop a novel conventional relaying protocol for mixed rae €-9., [3]-[11], the schedule of when the source transmits an
transmission, which yields the same multiplexing gain as #a when the relay transmits is a priori fixed. Typically, theasel
protocol with adaptive link selection. Hence, for mixed rag receives a codeword from the source in one time slot and
gglrflfjnl]islsei;?él;Orinsuvf\];ii%egr?gJv?{ﬁguﬁggga%ﬁ/edl?ﬁy:élgggiagjc?gs forwards some information about the received codeword to
not suhPer from)f; rgultiplexing gain loss fompared to full-duplex ,the deStmat'O_n in the next t'm? slot. We r.efer to this apphoa
relaying. in the following as “conventional relaying”. Second, even
if the relay has channel state information at the transmitte
(CSIT), it does not exploit this information for rate adajuia,
. INTRODUCTION see, e.g.,[[12]. In this paper, we propose relaying prosocol
Node cooperation can introduce significant throughput amidat select the transmitting node based on the quality of the
diversity gains in wireless networks. The relay channel wasurce-relay and the relay-destination links, i.e., tHeedale
first investigated by van der Meulen][1]. Later Cover andf transmission is not a priori fixed. For this to be possible,
El Gamal [2] investigated the memoryless three-node reléye relays have to be equipped with buffers for data storage,
channel consisting of a source, a destination, and a singhe node performing the selection of the transmitting node
full-duplex relay and proved that cooperative systemsroffeequires some channel state information (CSI) of both el
throughput gains compared to non-cooperative systems. Thks, and feedback of a few bits of information from the node
work was later extended to systems employing a half-duplerrforming the selection to the transmitting node is neargss
relay in fading environments for the case when the relay hearthermore, we assume that if the relay has CSIT, it exploit
a predetermined schedule for reception and transmissjon [is knowledge to adapt the transmission rate over the telay
For the case of fixed rate transmission, the outage probabililestination channel.
of the three-node relay network was shown to be superiorRelays with buffers have been considered in the literature
to non-relay aided transmission inl[4].][5]. Subsequentlefore [16]420]. In [16], the buffer at the relay is used
_ _ to enable the relay to receive for a fixed number of time
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buffers enable the selection of the relay with the best ssurcon-identical average link SNRs. The idea of adaptive link
relay channel for reception and the best relay-destinatiealection in[[22] was extended to relay selectioriin [24]eveh
channel for transmission. However, in both![16] and [17§ tha suboptimal decision function exploiting the instantarseo
schedule of when the source transmits and when the reldigk SNRs only was employed for link selection. We note that
transmit is a priori fixed. Thus, these schemes do not achidee the case of one relay and identical average link SNRs,
a diversity gain compared to conventional relaying. Buffethe fixed rate schemes in_[22], 23], 124] are all identical.
aided relaying schemes, where the schedule of when theesowfarthermore, for mixed rate transmission, where the source
transmits and when the relay transmits is not a priori fixettansmits with fixed rate but the relay can adjust its rate to
are considered in_[18]-[20]. In_[18], the authors propose the channel conditions, some preliminary results have been
protocol for relay selection in a network employing mulkéipl reported for buffer-aided relaying in [25]. Here, we exté¢he
mobile relays with buffers. The protocol operates in onehef t protocol in [25] to the case of power allocation and propose a
following three modes: 1) If there are relay-destinatiorké new protocol for conventional mixed rate relaying with dela
whose SNR is sufficiently high for successful transmissictonstraints.
and the corresponding relays have packets in their buféers,
;lngle relay is chosen to.transr.mt to t_h(_e destmauon; else Ig Contributions
if there are source-relay links with sufficiently high SNRet
source is selected for transmission; else 3) none of thesodeln this paper, we consider the simple three-node relay
transmits. Furthermore, [19] considers a diamond cooperatnetwork with a half-duplex decode-and-forward relay, whic
network with two relays and buffering at the relays is uséd equipped with a buffer, and assume that the direct source-
only when: 1) The instantaneous SNRs of both Source_reQQStination link is not available for transmission. We assu
links are smaller than some predefined threshold while tHat both the source-relay and the relay-destination lees
instantaneous SNR of at least one of the relay-destinatidfiected by fading. Depending on the availability of CSIT at
links is larger than the threshold, or 2) the instantaneotft¢ transmitting nodes (and their capability of using mbant
SNRs of both relay-destination links are smaller than tH1e€ modulation/coding scheme), we consider two different
threshold while the instantaneous SNR of at least one ®Pdes of transmission for the relay networkixed rate
the source-relay links is larger than the threshold. Moeeovtransmission and mixed rate transmission. In both modes of
the authors in[[20] introduce a relay selection scheme f§ansmission, each codeword spans one time slot . In fixed
a network employing multiple relays with buffers. In thigate transmission, the node selected for transmissiorrgsou
scheme, the schedule of when a relay receives and transrfltdelay) does not have CSIT and transmits with fixed rate.
depends on the number of packets in the relay’s buffer and tecontrast, in mixed rate transmission, the relay has CSIT
instantaneous SNRs Of the Source_re|ay and re|ay_de'stinalknOW|edge and eXp|OitS |t to transmit W|th Variable rate so
links. Although the protocols proposed in [18]-[20] yield dhat outages are avoided. However, the source still traasmi
throughput gain over conventional re'aying, they wereakeli with fixed rate to avoid the need for CSIT acquisition.
based on heuristics, and are thus generally not optimal as’© explore the performance limits of the proposed fixed
far as throughput maximization and/or outage probabilifte and mixed rate transmission schemes, we consider first
minimization are concerned. Consequenﬂy, these prmaﬂ:m)] transmission without delay constraints and derive the cor-
not fully exploit the degrees of freedom offered by relaythwi responding optimal buffer-aided relaying protocols. iric
buffers. practice it is desirable to limit the transmission delay, al&o

For the case of adaptive rate transmission, the maximufiroduce modified buffer-aided relaying protocols for ajel
achievable throughput of the simple three-node relay nétwd-onstrained transmission. In particular, we make the fatig
employing a half-duplex decode-and-forward relay with Bhain contributions:
buffer was recently derived in_[21], [22]. Thereby, both the « For fixed rate and mixed rate transmission without delay
source and the relay were assumed to adjust their transmissi  constraints, we derive the optimal buffer-aided relaying
rate such that outages are avoided. However, adjustingatee r ~ protocols which maximize the achievable throughput of
of transmission is not possible if CSIT is not available and/ the considered three-node relay network employing a
only one modulation/coding scheme is implemented. In these half-duplex relay with a buffer of infinite size.
cases, the protocol proposed in[21],1[22] is not applicable « For fixed rate transmission, we show that in Rayleigh
Some preliminary results on buffer-aided relaying for fixat fading the optimal buffer-aided relaying protocol with
transmission have been presented(inl [22] and independently adaptive link selection achieves a diversity gain of two
in [23]. However, although[[22],[[23] demonstrate that the and a diversity-multiplexing tradeoff dDM (r) = 2(1 —
simple three-node network with one buffer-aided relay and 2r), wherer denotes the multiplexing gain.
without direct source-destination link can achieve a diitgr  « For mixed rate transmission, we show that a multiplexing
order of two in Rayleigh fading, the protocols adopted in  gain of one can be achieved with buffer-aided relaying
[22], [23] are suboptimal. Specifically, the protocol in_[22 with and without adaptive link selection implying that
employs a suboptimal decision function for link selection, there is no multiplexing gain loss compared to ideal full-
and the protocol in([23] only considers the instantaneaus li duplex relaying.
SNRs for link selection but does not take into account thee For fixed rate and mixed rate transmission with delay
average link SNRs, which may lead to low throughputs for constraints, in order to control the average delay, we



. ) next due to, e.g., the mobility of the involved nodes and/or
hs(i) E[[ﬂ] hei) frequency hopping. We note that for most results derived
in this paper, we only requirés(i) and hr(i) to be not
fully temporally correlated, respectively. However, inms®
cases, we will assume thais(:) and hr(i) are temporally
Fig. 1. System model for three node relay network employifgléduplex —uncorrelated, respectively, to facilitate the analysis.
decode-and-forward relay. The relay is equipped with adbufp store the The instantaneous SNRs of tl®@ R and R-D channels
packets received from the source. . . . . N A . .
in the ith time slot are given bys(i) = ~s(i)hs(i) and
(i) £ vr(i)hg(i), respectively. Hereys(i) £ Ps(i)/o2,
introduce appropriate modifications to the buffer-aided'd 7z (i) = Pr(i)/07,, denote the average transmit SNRs
relaying protocols for the delay unconstrained case. S§:the source and the relay, respectively, aifd ando7 | are
prisingly, for fixed rate transmission, the full diversitythe variances of the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)
gain is preserved as long as the tolerable average dqu);he relay and the desnAnatlon, respectlvelz. The aveiae
exceeds three time slots. For mixed rate transmission wigh\RS are denoted b5 = E{s(i)} andQr = E{r(i)}.

an average delay df{T'} time slots, a multiplexing gain Furthermore, for concreteness, we specialize some of the
of r = 1—1/(2E{T}) is achieved. derived results to Rayleigh fading. In this case, the proba-

bility density functions (pdfs) of(:) andr(i) are given by
o fs(s) = e=*/%35/Qg and f,.(r) = e~ "/1 /Qp, respectively.
C. Organization Signi)lafrly, the pd/fs ofhg (i) afwd)h r(i) are g{ven byf1s(hs) =

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. la-"s/%s /Qg and fy,. (hr) = e~ "#/9% /Qpg, respectively.
Section[d], the system model of the considered three-node
relay network is presented. In Sectiond Il and IV, we in- ) .
troduce the proposed buffer-aided relaying protocols &dayl B Link Adaptive Transmission Protocol
unconstrained and delay constrained fixed rate transmissio For the proposed link adaptive transmission protocol, we
respectively. Protocols for delay unconstrained and detay assume that the relay selects which node (source or relay)
strained mixed rate transmission are proposed and anailyzetransmits in a given time slot. To this end, the relay is agliim
Section[. The derived analytical results and relay pratocdo know the statistics of th&-R and R-D channels. Since
are verified and illustrated with numerical examples in Bact the statistics change much more slowly than the instantemeo

[VI] and some conclusions are drawn in Secfion VII. channel gains, the overhead necessary to acquire them.is low
Furthermore, to be able to perform coherent detectionyrela
Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND BENCHMARK SCHEMES and destination have to acquitg (i) andh (i), respectively,

We consider a three-node wireless network comprisingbgSeOI on pilot symbols emitted by the source and relay,

sourceS, a half-duplex decode-and-forward rel&®, and a respectively. Whgther or th the relay i.S assumed to have
destinatiorD, cf. Fig.[1. The source can communicate with th(lgnowledge o (i) for adaptive link selection depends on the
destination c;nl); thrc'>u§h the relay, i.e., there is no didd mode of transmission. Furthermore, depending on the mode of

link. The source sends codewords to the relay, which deco&fﬁ]smlss'on’ relay and/or destination may require kndgde

these codewords, possibly stores the decoded informatiib® i _he (flx_ed) tra? sm|SS|02n rates, (fixed) transmit powersi a
. - noise variances:  ando: .
buffer, and eventually sends it to the destination. We assum : nr "D . o
1) Fixed Rate Transmission: For fixed rate transmission,

that time is divided into slots of equal lengths and every ° :
codeword spans one time slot. Throughout this paper, \b/ ither the source nor_the relay have full CSIT, i.e., soarw
assume that the source node has always data to transﬁﬂ y do not knows (i) _and hR(Z_)’ respectlvely. Thgrefore,
Hence, the total number of time slots, denotedbysatisfies oth nodes can transmit only with predetermined fixed rates

N — oo. Furthermore, unless specified otherwise, we assutfﬁ% and Ry, respectively, and cannot perform power allocation,

that the buffer at the relay is not limited in size. The ca%e" the transmit powers are a priori fixedBg(:) = Ps and

of limited buffer size will be investigated in Sections]IVdn ® () = Pr, ¥i. For the relay to be able to decide which node
should transmit, it requires knowledge of the outage states

V=D the S-R andR-D links. The relay can determine whether or
not theS-R link is in outage based o, Ps, o2 ., andhs(i).
A. Channel Model The destination can do the same for tReD link based on
In the ith time slot, the transmit powers of source ando, P, o2, , andhg(i), and inform the relay whether or not

relay are denoted b§Ps (i) and P (i), respectively, and the the R-D link is in outage using one bit of feedback. Based
instantaneous squared channel gains of A& and R-D on the outage states of th®7R and R-D links in a given
links are denoted byig(i) and hg(i), respectively.hg(i) time sloti and the statistics of both links, the relay selects
andh (i) are modeled as mutually independent, non-negatitbe transmitting node according to the adaptive link s@act
stationary, and ergodic random processes with expectegwalprotocols introduced in Sectiofisllil afd]lV, and informs the
Qs 2 E{hs(i)} andQpr 2 E{hr(i)}, where E{-} denotes source and destination about its decision.

expectation. We assume that the channel gains are consta®) Mixed Rate Transmission: For this mode of transmis-
during one time slot but change from one time slot to th&on, we assume that the relay has full CSIT, i.e., it knows



hr(i), and can therefore adjust its transmission rate andFor fixed rate transmission, if the relay is selected for
transmit powerPr (i) to avoid outages on th&-D link. transmission in time sloi and transmits with rate?y, an
However, the source still does not have CSIT and therefavatage does not occur Ibg, (1 + 7(i)) > Ry. In this case,
has to transmit with fixed rat&, and fixed powerPs as it the number of bits transmitted by the relay is given by

does not know:s (7). Similar to the fixed rate case, the relay

can determine the outage state of &R link based onS, Ryrp(i) = min{Ro, Q(i — 1)}, 2
5 _ . .
Ps, 03,5, and hs(i). However, different from the fixed ratewhere we take into account that the maximum number of bits

fc?zz’tilr:atthei n(12>)<eg| rati;rsaer:jsronr:ss;l(z)r: S?ndt?c;léh;:ﬁiﬁ Els?hgggt can be send by the relay is limited by the number of bits
imat&ng(t), €.9., b y . Y ' the buffer. The number of data bits remaining in the buffer
destination. Based on the outage state of $h& link and

hr(i), and on the statistics of both links, the relay seIec%t the end of time slot is given by

the transmitting node according to the adaptive link sedact Q(i) = Q(i — 1) — Rrp(4), (3)
protocols proposed in Sectigd V, and informs the source and
destination about its decision. which is always non-negative because [df (2). If the relay is

For both modes of transmission, the relay knows the outagglected for transmission in time slobut an outage occurs,
state of theS-R and theR-D links. Hence, if the relay is i.e., log, (1 + 7(i)) < Ry, the relay remains silent, i.e.,
selected for transmission but tffe-D link is in outage, the Rrp(i) = 0, while the queue in the buffer remains unchanged,
relay remains silent and an outage event occurs. Wheread,df, Q(i) = Q(i — 1).
the source is selected for transmission and $h® link is For mixed rate transmission, the relay is able to adapt its
in outage, the relay informs the source accordingly and thate to the capacity of th&®-D channel,log,(1 + (¢)), and
source remains silent, i.e., again an outage event occuce Ooutages are avoided. If the relay is selected for transamissi
the decision regarding the transmitting node has been maitketime sloti, the number of bits transmitted by the relay is
and the relay has informed the source and the destinatigimen by
accordingly, transmission in time slotbegins.

Remark 1: We note that fixed rate transmission requires  ftrp(i) = min{logy (1 +7(2)), Q(i — 1)}. 4)

only two emissions of pilot symbols (by source and relay)l.he number of data bits remaining in the buffer at the end of

In contrast, mixed rate transmission requires three earissi time sloti is still given by [3) whereRpn(i) is now given
of pilot symbols (by source, relay, and destination). Thhs, @ 9 y RD 9
CSI requirements and feedback overhead of the buﬁer-aicPeyq:urt'hermore because of the half-duplex constraint, foh bo
link selection protocols proposed in this paper are sintiar ’ '

L - .. fixed and mixed rate transmission, we hakgp (i) = 0 and
those of existing relaying protocols, such as the oppostimi _ . L
: Ssr(i) = 0 if source and relay are selected for transmission
protocol proposed in_[12]. Namely, the protocol proposed IIH time slots. respectivel
[12] requires the relays to acquire the instantaneous C8ieof & P y-
S-R andR-D links. Furthermore, a few bits of information are

fed back from the relays to both the source and the destmati@). | ink Outages and Indicator Variables

For future reference, we introduce the binary link outage
C. Queue at the Relay indicator variable®)s (i) € {0,1} andOg(i) € {0, 1} defined

Crucial for derivation of the proposed link selection proas
tocols is a clear understanding of the dynamics of the queue a0 i s(i) < 2% —1
in the buffer of the relay. In the following, for convenience Os(i) = { 1 if s(i) > 2% —1 (5)
we normalize the number of bits transmitted in one time slot -
to the number of symbols per time slot. Thus, throughout tkend
remainder of this paper, when we refer to the number of bits, 0 if (i) <2 —1
we mean the number of bits normalized by the number of Og(i) £ { 1 if r(i) > 2f0 —1 (6)
symbols in a codeword. -

If the source is selected for transmission in time gland respectively. In other wordsDg(:) = 0 indicates that for
an outage does not occur, i.g, (1+s(i)) > Sy, it transmits  transmission with rateS;, the S-R link is in outage, i.e.,
with rate Ssr (i) = So. Hence, the relay receive® data bits log,(1 + s(i)) < Sp, andOg(i) = 1 indicates that the trans-
from the source and appends them to the queue in its bufi@ission over theS-R channel will be successful. Similarly,
The number of bits in the buffer of the relay at the end of th@ (i) = 0 indicates that for transmission with rak, the R-

i-th time slot is denoted by)(:) and given by D link is in outage, i.e.Jog,(1 4 7(7)) < R, andOg(i) =1
, , means that an outage will not occur. Furthermore, we denote
Q) = Qi — 1) + So. @ the outage probabilities of th8-R andR-D channels as’s
If the source is selected for transmission but $R link and Pg, respectively. These probabilities are defined as
is in outage, i.e.Jog, (1 + s(i)) < So, the source remains N

silent, i.e.,Ss (i) = 0, and the queue in the buffer remains p_ 2 1, L 1= 0<(i) = Pris(i) < 2% — 11 (7
unchanged, i.eQ(i) = Q(i — 1). ¥ Now N ;( s(@) {s@ PO



and The throughput is maximized §(1 — Ps) = (1—-¢&)(1 — Pgr)
1 N holds or equivalently it = (1— Pr)/(2— Ps— Pg). Inserting
Pr 2 lim ¥ Z (1-0g(i)) = Pr{r(i) < 2™ —1}, (8) ¢ into (II) we obtain the maximized throughput as

N —o00 =
. - 1— Ps)(1 - Pg)
respectively. fixed ' R ( . 12
p y 7—conv,l 0 9 _ PS _ PR ( )
E. Performance Metrics The maximum throughput in the absence of outages is:
In this paper, we adopt the throughput and the outad®/2, hence using(10), the corresponding outage probability
probability as performance metrics. is obtained as
Assuming the source has always data to transmit, for both e (1— Ps)(1 - Pg)
fixed and mixed rate transmission, the average number of bits Foitconvy =1—2 5 po_p (13)
X o k o —FPs— IR
that arrive at the destination per time slot is given by
N In the second scheme, referred to as Conventional Relaying
7= lim 1 ZRRD(Z'), 9) 2, in the first time_slot, the source transmits one codeword
N—oo N &~ and the relay receives and tries to decode the codeword. If

ie., 7 is the throughput of the considered communicatidh® decoding is successful, in the second time slot, thg rela
system retransmits the information to the destination, otherwitse

The outage probability is defined as the probability théf:main§ silent. The throughput of Conventional Relaying 2
the instantaneous channel capacity is unable to suppor sdiPtained as

predetermined fixed transmission rate. In the considered sy N/2

tem, an outage does not cause information loss since the rela rhxed ) — Jim — Z RyOs(2i — 1)Ogr(2i)

knows in advance whether or not the selected link can support ' N=voo N i=1

the chosen transmission rate and data is only transmittae if . @(1 — Pg)(1— Pp) (14)
corresponding link is not in outage. Nevertheless, outatjks 2 s B

affect the achievable throughput negatively. In fact, théage pssed on [(10) the corresponding outage probability is given
probability can be interpreted as tfraction of the throughput by

lost due to outages. Thus, denoting the maximum throughput

of a system in the absence of outagespwund the throughput Fixed w2 =1— (1= Ps)(1 — Pg). (15)
in the presence of outages by the outage probabilityf,., e e e e
can be eXpressed as We note thatTco);Cv,l 2 T(_:o);]cV,Q F()li(tC,COI]V,l < F()li(tC,COI]V,Q )
. always holds. However, in order for Conventional Relaying
Fout =1— s (10) 1 to realize this gain, an infinite delay is required, whereas
Note that maximizing the throughputis equivalent to mimami g:lgtnventlonal Relaying 2 requires a delay of only one time
ing the outage probability. ’ . . . .
g utage p "y For the special case of Rayleigh fading, we obtain from
Ry _ Ro _
F. Performance Benchmarks for Fixed Rate Transmission (@) and B)Ps = 1 — ¢ % and Prp =1- e R

For fixed rate transmission, two conventional relayinfgspectively. The corresponding throughputs and outagie-pr
schemes serve as performance benchmarks for the propgdilities for Conventional Relaying 1 and 2 can be obtained
buffer-aided relaying scheme with adaptive link selection bY applying these results in_(12)-(15). In particular, ire th
contrast to the proposed scheme, the benchmark schef¥§§ SNR regime, whens = yp = 7 — oo, we obtain
employ a predetermined schedule for when source and refayie.1 — Ro/2, Teomee — Ro/2, and
transmit which is independent of the instantaneous link SNR 9R0 _ 1 Qg 4+ O 1

In the first scheme, referred to as Conventional Relaying 1gfixed SR -,
(see also[[16]), the source transmits in the fiat time slots, - 2 QsQr v
where0 < £ < 1 and each codeword spans one time slot. The pfixed 1) Qg ":QR 1
relay tries to decode these codewords and, if the decoding is °*"**™" QsQr v’

successful, it stores the corresponding information Mt#S  ence for fixed rate transmission, the diversity gain of Con
buffer. In th_e foIIOW|_ng(1_—§)N time slqts, 'Fhe relay transmits e ntional Relaying 1 and 2 is one as expected.
the stored information bits to the destination, transmittbne

codeword per time slot. Assuming that for the benchmark
schemes source and relay transmit codewords having the s&mnderformance Benchmarks for Mixed Rate Transmission

rate, i.e.,Sp = Ro, the throughput of Conventional Relaying \ye also provide two performance benchmarks with a priori
1 is obtained as fixed link selection schedule for mixed rate transmissiome T

asy — oo, (16)

— (2R — asy — oo. (17)

fved 1 N N two benchmark protocols are analogous to the corresponding
Teonv,1 = I~ min > RoOs(i) , Y. RoOrli) protocols in the fixed rate case. Thus, for Conventional Rela
=1 i=¢N+1 ing 1, the source transmits in the figsy time slots with fixed

= Rymin{{(1 — Ps), (1 -¢&)(1— Pgr)}. (11) rateSp and the relay transmits in the remainifig— &) N time



slots with rateR(i) = log,(1 + r(¢)). Thus, the throughput is A. Problem Formulation
given by First, we introduce the binary link selection varialalg €
1 EN N {0,1}. Here,d; = 1 indicates that théR-D link is selected
Toed=lim —min > So0s(i), Y logy(1+7(i) for transmission in time slof, i.e., the relay transmits and
Noeo N i=1 i=EN+1 the destination receives. Similarly, if; = 0, the S-R link
= min {¢(1— Ps)So, (1 — €)E{log,(1 + r(i))}}. (18) Is selected for transmission in time slati.e., the source
) o ] o transmits and the relay receives.
The throughput is maximized § satisfies Based on the definitions 0Ds(i), Or(i), and d;, the
£So(1 — Pg) = (1 — &) E{logy (1 +7(4))} . (19) number of bits sent from the source to the relay and from
. the relay to the destination in time slotcan be written in
From [19), we obtairf as

E{log, (1 + ()} compact form as
0go (1 + (2
= SR+ Elowl (20) Ssr(i) = (1— d)Os(i)So (26)

Inserting ¢ into (18) leads to the throughput of mixed rateand
transmission under the Conventional Relaying 1 protocol

Rrp(i) = d;Og(i) min{Ry, Q(i — 1)}, 27
et _ S0 = POEom (L4 r@)) o poll) = dOn@mnifo QU8 2D
Teonv,1 = So(1 = Pg) + E{logy(1 + r(i))} (21) respectively. Consequently, the throughpufin (9) can heire
Assuming Rayleigh fading link&'{log,(1+r(i))} is obtained ten as
N
as .1 N ;
o1/ 1 7= lim = > " d;Og(i) min{ Ry, Q(i — 1)}. (28)
Blop(+r)) = S B () @) =

_ _ - In the following, we maximize the throughput by optimizing
for fixed transmit powers, whet, (z) = [~ e™"/tdt,x > 0, the link selection variablé;, which represents the only degree
denotes the exponential integral function. If adaptive @owof freedom in the considered problem. In particular, asaalye

allocation is employedE{log,(1 + r(i))} becomes mentioned in SectioA 1B, since both transmitting nodes do
) 1 Ao not have the full CSI of their respective transmit channels,
E{logy(1+r(i))} = n(2) £y (Q_R> g (23) power allocation is not possible and we assume fixed transmit

where )\, is found from the power constraint powersPs(i) = Ps andPr (i) = Pr, V.

(1 - Ps)vs +/ <i - L) fhn(hr)dhg =2T. (24) B. Throughput Maximization
Ae

A h
Here T d h i . . . | Let us first define the average arrival rate of bits per slot
thirﬁ’igh gr&oéerse;iﬁqgvaﬁggranjmlt p;)\'f;n %n{elc;[:gm(el iOt' 1o the queue of the bufferl, and the average departure rate
' _IR= ' 2 f bit lot out of th f the buffév, as [26
r(i))} > So(1 — Ps) holds. Thus, the throughput iiz1)" Dt Per siot out of the queue of the buffdy, as [26]

N
converges to » A2 lim i Z(l —d;)Os(i)So (29)
Téﬁﬁiﬁl — Sy, asy— oo, (25) NSoo N pt
which leads to the interesting conclusion that mixed ratnd
transmission achieves a multiplexing rate of one even if N
suboptimal conventional relaying is used. D2 lim 1 ZdiOR(i) min{Ro, Q(i — 1)}, (30)
For Conventional Relaying 2, the performance of mixed N—oo N im1

rate transmission is identical to that of fixed rate transiois
Since the relay does not employ a buffer for Convention
Relaying 2, even with mixed rate transmission, the relay c
only transmit successfully all of the received informatibn
So < logy(1 + r(¢)) and has to remain silent otherwise.

respectively. We note that the departure rate of the queue is
éi}ual to the throughput. The queue is said to be an absorbing
uveue if A > D = 7, in which case a fraction of the
information sent by the source is trapped in the buffer amd ca
never be extracted from it. The following theorem provides a
I1l. FIXED RATE TRANSMISSIONWITHOUT DELAY useful condition for the optimal policy which maximizes the
CONSTRAINTS throughput.
Theorem 1. The link selection policy that maximizes the
throughput of the considered buffer-aided relaying system
e found in the set of link selection policies that satisfy

In this section, we investigate buffer-aided relaying wit
adaptive link selection for fixed rate transmission witho
delay constraints, i.e., the transmission rates of thecsour

and the relay are fixed. We derive the optimal link selection | X _ 1 _
protocol and analyze the corresponding throughput andyeuta im > (1= di)0s(i)So = Jim = > " diOr(i)Ro, (31)
probability. The obtained results constitute performamgeer i=1 i=1

bounds for fixed rate transmission with delay constraintand the throughput is given by the right (and left) hand side
which will be considered in Sectidn]V. of 31). If (31) holds, the queue is non-absorbing but is at th



edge of absorption, i.e., a small increase of the arrivelwall the probabilities of the outcomes by = Pr{C = 1} and
lead to an absorbing queue. Pr{C = 0} = 1 — Pc, respectively. Now, we are ready to
Proof: Please refer to Appendix]A. B provide the solution of(32), which constitutes the optitirat

Remark 2: A queue that meets conditioh (31) is referredelection policy maximizing the throughput. This is corsey

to as a critical queue_[27]. Critical queues may be stabl@, the following theorem.

substable, or unstable. For the optimal link selectiongyoli Theorem 2: For the optimal link selection policy maximiz-

in Theoren{L, the queue is non-absorbing hence leading ting the throughput of the considered buffer-aided relaying

stable queue. system for fixed rate transmission, three mutually exckisiv
Remark 3: The min(-) function in [28) is absent in the cases can be distinguished depending on the valu&s aind

throughput in [(311), which is crucial for finding a tractablePy:

analytical expression for the optimal link selection pglim  Case 1:

particular, as shown in Appendix A, conditidn {31) automati S, Ro
Il that folv Ps < AND Pr< ——————.
cally ensures that foN — oo, 5= 5o+ Ro(1 — Pg) "= TRo+ So(1— Ps)
1 & (33)
= NZleR(Z)mln{Ro, Z—l Zd OR
i=1 In this case, the optimal link selection policy is given by
is valid, i.e., the impact of everity > Q(i—1 ), i=1,...,N, . N _
is negligible. Hence, for the optimal link selection politiye ? :; gsgg B (1) ﬁmg gREz; :?
gueue is non-absorbing but is almost always filled to such 0 if Os(i) B 1 AND OR(Z) B 1ANDC=0 (34)
level that the number of bits in the queue exceed the numbér 1 Oz(i) _ 1 AND 0§(z) _ 1 AND ¢ _ 1
of bits that can be transmitted over tfieD channel, i.e., the e if Os(i) = 0 AND Og(i) =

buffer is practically always fully backlogged. This resist

intuitively pleasing. Namely, if the queue would be unstablwheree can be set td) or 1 as neither the source nor the

it would absorb bits and the throughput could be improved lrglay will transmit because both links are in outage. On the

having the relay transmit more frequently. On the other hansther hand, if both links are not in outage, i©s(i) = 1 and

if the queue was not (practically) fully backlogged, theeeff Og (i) = 1, the coin flip decides which node transmits and the

of the eventR, > Q(i — 1) would not be negligible and the probability of C = 1 is given by

system would loose out on transmission opportunities tsexau

of an insufficient number of bits in the buffer. Po = So(1 = Ps) = (1 — PR)PSRO_
Remark 4: We note that Theorem 1 is only valid for (1= Ps)(1 = Pr)(So + Ro)

N — oo where transient effects resulting from filling thegaseq on[(34), the maximum throughput is obtained as
buffer at the beginning of transmission and emptying it at th

(35)

end of transm|53|on are negligible. F_or (_small) finite t.h.ese o SoRo (1— PsPg). (36)
effects are not negligible and the derivation of the optitimé So + Ry
selection policy is more complicated. Case 2:
According to Theorerl1, in order to maximize the through-
Ro
put, we have to search for the optimal policy only in the set of P > (37)
policies that satisfy{{31). Therefore, the search for thinagl Ro + So(1 — Ps)

policy can be formulated as an optimization problem, whicfy, this case, the optimal link selection policy is charaztsl
for N — oo has the following form by

Maximize : % 3,1, diOr(i) Ro 0 if Og(i) =1 AND Og(i) = 0 AND C = 0
Subject to: C1:4 SN (1—d;)0s(i)So (32) 1 if Og(i) =1 AND Og(i) =0 AND C = 1
=1 Zf\il d;:Or(i)Ro di=<1 if Og(i) =0 AND Og(i) =1 (38)
C2:d;(1—d;)=0, Vi 1 if Os(i) = 1 AND Og(i) = 1
e |if Os(l) =0 AND OR(Z) 0

where constraint C1 ensures that the search for the optimal
policy is conducted only among those policies that satf8f) ( The probability of outcomé& = 1 of the coin flip is given by
and C2 ensures that € {0,1}. We note that C1 and C2 do

a € {0, 1} So(1 — Ps)Pp — (1 — Pr)Ry

not exclude the case that the relay is chosen for transmissio P = , (39)
if Ro > Q(i — 1). However, as explained in Remdrk 3, C1 (1= Ps)PrSo

ensures that the influence of evetyt > Q(i—1) is negligible. and the maximum throughput can be obtained as
Therefore, an additional constraint dealing with this évien

not required. 7= Ro(1 — PR). (40)
Before we solve probleni(82), we note that, as will be

shown in the following, the optimal link selection policy gna €2s€ 3:

require a coin flip. For this purpose, we introduce the set of So

possible outcomes of the coin flig, € {0,1}, and denote Ps > Sy + Ro(1 — Pr)’

(41)



In this case, the link selection policy that maximizes the For comparison, we also provide the maximum throughput
throughput is given by in the absence of outageg. The throughput in the absence of
. N . outages;y, can be obtained by settin@s(i) = Ogr(i) = 1,
0 if Os(i) =1 AND Op(i Vi, which is equivalent to setting’s = Pr = 0 in Theorem

(1) =0
0 if Og(i) =0AND Ogr(:)=1AND C=0 D : .
. . . . Then, Case 1 in Theorelm 2 always holds and the optimal
di= {1 if Os(i) =0 AND Op(i) = L AND C=1 (42) [ cob o0 L Y P
0 if Og(i) =1 AND Og(i) =1
e if Og(i) =0 AND Og(i) =0 d:{o ifC=0 (a8)
The probability ofC = 1 is given by Lirc=1
where the probability of = 1 is given b
P = M (43) P v Sg d
Ro(1 — Pr)Ps’ Po=—"2_ (49)
. . SO + RO
and the maximum throughput is ) )
Based on[(48), the maximum throughput in the absence of
7 = Sp(1 — Ps). (44) outages is
Proof: Please refer to Appendix| B. [ ] 0 = SoRo _ (50)
Remark 5: We note that in the second line ¢f{38), we set So + Ro

d; = 1 although theR-D link is in outage QOr(i) = 0) The throughput loss caused by outages can be observed by
while the S-R link is not in outage Qs (i) = 1). In other comparing[(36),[{40), and_(#4) with (50).

words, in this case, neither node transmits although theceou We now provide the outage probability of the proposed
node could successfully transmit. However, if the sourcgenopuffer-aided relaying scheme with adaptive link selection
transmitted in this situation, the queue at the relay would | emma 2: The outage probability of the system considered
become an absorbing queue. Similarly, in the second line iafTheoren® is given by

(42), we setd; = 0 although theS-R link is in outage. Again,

H R
neither node transmits in order to ensure that condifiof (31 Pr— (1= Pr)Ro/So, if Pr> §

R0+So(l—Ps)
S

is met. However, in this case, the exact same throughput&s: = { Ps — (1 — Ps)So/Ro, if Ps> g—p=t—p->
in (@4) can be achieved with a simpler and more practical PsPg otherwise
link selection policy than that i (#2). This is addressethia (51)

following lemma.

Lemma 1: The throughput achieved by the link selection
policy in (42) can also be achieved with the following sintple
link selection policy.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix| C. ]
Remark 7: In the proof of Lemm&]2 given in Appendix C,
it is shown that an outage event happens when neither the
source nor the relay transmit in a time slot, i.e., the number

If of silent slots is identical to the number of outage events.
. > So (45) In the high SNR regime, when the outage probabilities
So+ Ro(1 — Pgr)’ of both involved links are small, the expressions for the

a link selection policy maximizing the throughput is give pthroughput and the outage probability can be simplified to
obtain further insight into the performance of buffer-alde

d; = { 0 if Os(i) =1 (46) relaying. This is addressed in the following lemma.
1 if Os(i) =0 ~ Lemma 3: In the high SNR regimeys = vg = v — o0,
and the maximum throughput is the throughput and the outage probability of the buffeedid
relaying system considered in TheorEm 2 converge to
T =5(1 — Psg). 47)
T — Tp= ol asy — oo, (52)

Proof: The policy given by[(4R2) has the same average So+ Ro’
arrival rate as policy[(46) since for both policies the seurc Fous = PsPr. (53)
always transmits wheWg (i) = 1. Therefore, since for both

policies the queue is non-absorbing, by the law of consienvat Pr — 0. Thus, condition(33) always holds and theref@ig,

of flow, their throughputs are identical to their arrivalest . " .
o . ) . is given by [6B). Furthermore, @& — 0 and Pz — 0, (36)
Thus, both policies achieve identical throughputs. ] simplifies to (52). n

Remark 6: Note that whenPr > Ry/(Ro + So(1 — Ps))
(Ps > So/(So + Ro(1 — Pg))) holds, the throughput is given ) ) .
by (@0) ([43)), which is identical to the maximal throughC- Performance in Rayleigh Fading
put that can be obtained in a point-to-point communication For concreteness, we assume in this subsection that both
between relay and destination (source and relay). Therefdinks of the considered three-node relay system are Radyleig
when Pg > Ry/(Ro + So(1 — Ps)) (Ps > So/(So+ Ro(1 — fading. We examine the diversity order and the diversity-
Pg))) holds, as far as the achievable throughput is concernediltiplexing trade-off.
the three-node half-duplex relay channel is equivalenhto t Lemma 4: For the special case of Rayleigh fading links, the
two-nodeR-D (S-R) channel. buffer-aided relaying system considered in Thedrém 2 aebkie

Proof: In the high SNR regime, we havEs — 0 and



a diversity gain of two, i.e., in the high SNR regime, wheof bits as the packets transmitted by the relay, the Markov
vs = vr = 7 — oo, the outage probability,,;, decays on a chain based throughput and delay analyses in Sediions IV-C
log-log scale with slope-2 as a function of the transmit SNRand[IV-D would be more complicated. Since we found in
~, and is given by the previous section that, for high SNR, identical source an
980 _19R0 _ 1 1 relay transmission rates minimize the outage probabiliy,
Fout = ———5——5, asy—oo. (54) avoid these additional complications here and concentriate
s Qr v the caseSy = Ry. Furthermore, to facilitate our analysis,
Furthermore, the considered buffer-aided relaying systahroughout this section, we assume temporally uncorrmlate

achieves a diversity-multiplexing trade-of§ M (r), of fading.
DM(r)=2(1-2r), 0<r<1/2. (55) A Prdiminaries
Proof: Please refer to Appendix]D. ] We define the delay of a bit as the time interval from its

Remark 8: We recall that, for fixed rate transmission, botfiransmission by the source to its reception at the destinati
considered conventional relaying schemes without adaptiVhus, assuming that the propagation delays in§hR and
link selection achieved only a diversity gain of one, Ef.)(16 R-D links are negligible, the delay of a bit is identical to the
(I7), despite the fact that Conventional Relaying 1 also etime that the bit is held in the buffer. As a consequence, we
tails an infinite delay. Thus, we expect large gains in terng@n use Little’s law([28] and express the average delay as
of outage probability of the proposed buffer-aided relgyin E{Q}
protocol with adaptive link selection compared to convemi E{T} = A

relaying. . N _ .
. where E{Q} = limy_,o »_,_; Q(i)/N is the average length
The performance of the considered system can be furt% rthe queue in the buffer of the relay antis the arrival

improved by optimizing the transmission ratéy and Sy o . , .
based on the channel statistics. For Rayleigh fading witargi .rate. N b'.tS/Sl.Ot Into thg queue as (_:iefmed (29). Sifige)}
is given in bits andA is given in bits/slot, the average delay

{5 and (25, we can p_ptlmlzt_aR(_J and Sy for m|n|m|zat|on . _F{T} is given in time slots. Fron(%6), we observe that the
of the outage probability. This is addressed in the follayin . .
delay can be controlled via the queue size.

lemma.
.'-eT“ma S Assuming Raylellgh fadmg, the optimal ”"?‘.“S'B. Link Selection Protocol for Delay Limited Transmission
mission ratesSy and Ry that minimize the outage probability ) i ) . .
in the high SNR regime, while maintaining a throughput of AS mentioned before, we modify the optimal link selection
70, are given byRy = Sy = 270. protocol derived in Sectiop lIl in order to limit the average
Proof: The throughput in the high SNR regime is giverfi€lay. However, depending on the targeted average delay,
by (52), which can be rewritten aBy = So7o/(So — o). somewhat different modifications are necessary, since it is

Inserting this into the asymptotic expression fay,; in (54) not possible to achieve any desired delay with one protocol.
and minimizing it with respect t&, yields Sy = Ry = 27o. Hence, three different link selection protocols are introet

m n the following proposition.
Remark 9: For Rayleigh fading, although in the low SNR Proposition 1: For fixed rate transmission with delay con-
regime, the optimalS, and R, can be nonidentical, in the Straint, depending on the targeted average déigy’} and
high SNR regime, independent of the valuestf and O, the outage probabilitie®s and Pr, we propose the following

the minimumF,,; is obtained for identical transmission rate?ondesf .
for both links. Furthermore, in the high SNR regime, whefr@Se 1:If Pr < 1/(2 — Ps) and the required delay {7}

(56)

vs = YR — oo, for Sy = Rq, the coin flip probabilityp, ~Satisfies , N
converges taPc = Pr{C = 1} = Pr{C = 0} — 1/2. BT — Pg -
LR wy sy iy v Sl ey oy ooy oy o LR CL
IV. FIXED RATE TRANSMISSIONWITH DELAY we propose the following link selection variaklgto be used:
CONSTRAINTS If Q(i — 1) < Ry and Og(i) = 1, then d; = 0,
The protocol proposed in Sectign]lll does not impose any otherwise d; is given by (33). (58)

constraint on the delay that a transmitted bit experiertdées:- _ i
ever, in practice, most communication services requiraydelCase€ 2:1f Pr < 1/(2 — Ps) and the required delayz{T'}

constraints. Therefore, in this section, we modify the duff Salisfies

aided relaying protocol derived in the previous section to . r < E{T} < I S
account for constraints on the average delay. Furthermaze, 1 - Pr(2— Ps) ~ 1-Pg(2—Ps)
analyze the effect of the applied modification on the threugh " 2(1— Ps) (59)
put and the outage probability. For simplicity, throughthis 1— PsPr(2— Ps)’

section, we assume, = Ro. We note that the link selectionye propose the following link selection variahigto be used:
protocols proposed in SectiGn TV-B are also applicable @ th

case ofSy; # Ry. However, since forS, # R, the packets If Q@i —1) =0and Os(i) =1, then d; =0,
transmitted by the source do not contain the same number otherwise d; is given by (34). (60)
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Case 3:If the required delayE{T'} satisfies B{T}= ———
1 2p+q—1
< - - L—1 2 _ o
Py < E{T} < [ Pr2 Py’ (61) x " ((2p+9)? - Ps@Bp+q-1)—p—q)

~(1=Ps)(1—p—q)* "L2p+q—1)+p)]
/" (Ps(p+q—1)—q2p+q) +p+q)
—(1=Ps)p(1 —p—q)*7"] (66)

we propose the following link selection variahklgto be used:
If Q(i —1) =0 and Og(i) =1, thend, =0,
otherwise d; is given by (38). (62)

For each of the proposed link selection variablés the

— (1 — _ o \L-1
required delay can be met by adjusting the valuePpf = r=0 PS)[(l Ps)p(t=p—aq)

Pr{C = 1}, where the minimum and maximum delays are +p" H(Ps(L—p—q) +a2p+q) —p—q)]
achieved withPo = 1 and Po = 0, respectively. / [pol((z — Ps)Ps —2p(1 —q) — (2—q)q)
Remark 10: The delay limits given by[(87)[(%9), and (61) +(1— Ps)2(1—p— )], 67)

arise from the analysis of the proposed protocols with link
selection variables (58)_(50), arld [62), respectively. Wil Case 2:If link selection variabled; is given by either[{60)
investigate these delay limits in Leminla 7 in Secfion IV-C aner (62), the probability of the buffer having packets in its

the corresponding proof is provided in Appenfik G. queue,Pr{Q = kRy}, is given by
Remark 11: We have not proposed a buffer-aided relaying * y
; va li ; ; : p(2p+q— —
protocol with adaptive link selection that can satisfy auieed Pr{Q = KRy} = T @rFa=Ps)~(1—Ps)(I—p=a) ’ k=0
delay smaller tharl /(1 — Pgr). For such small delays, Con- 0 (-Ps)@ptq—1p" *A—p-g* ' 1
pL(2p+q—Ps)—(1—Ps)(1-p—g)F > — =

ventional Relaying 2 without adaptive link selection can be

used. (68)

where, if link selection variabld, is given by [60),p andq

C. Throughput and Delay are given by[(6K4), while if link selection variablg is given
In the following, we analyze the throughput, the averags, (62),p andq are given by

delay, and the probability of havingpackets in the queue for

the modified link selection protocols proposed in Proposii p=1—Pgp and ¢q= PsPr+ (1 — Ps)PgrPc. (69)

in the previous subsection. The results are summarizedein th

following theorem. Furthermore, the average queue Ie.ngﬂ{,Q}, the average
Theorem 3: Consider a buffer-aided relaying system opef€lay, E{T'}, and throughputy, are given by

ating in temporally uncorrelated block fading. Let souroe a 1— Ps

relay transmit with rateR,, respectively, and let the buffer E{Q} = Rom
size at the relay be limited tb packets each comprised &f L+l (1. AL _
bits. Assume that the relay drops newly received packeteif t X pL (1-p—q) (L2p+q—1) +pz7 (70)
buffer is full. Then, depending on the adopted link selectio pr(2p+q—Ps) = (1= Ps)(1-p—q)
protocol, the following cases can be distinguished:
Case 1:If the link selection variabled; is given by [58), B{T} = 1 1
the probability of the buffer having packets in its queue, 2p+q—1p
Pr{Q = kRy}, is obtained as y pItl—(1—-p—q)t(L2p+q—1)+p) (71)
Pr{Q =kRo} = pb—=(1-p—q* ’
p ' @pta—1)(Ps—q) _
PL’l(QP(I*q)+q(2zq)1*(2Ps(2753()1)71&1)fpfq)L*1(17P5)27k =0 = Ro(1— Po)p ph—(1-p—q*
O o = )
T a0~ P3P (g = Pe b = 1 Pt Ps) = (1= Fs)1—p =)
pE " (2p+q=1)(1-Ps)*(1-p—q)*~2 k=2 L
pL1(2p(1—q)+q(2—q)—Ps(2—Ps))—(1—p—q) L 1(1—Ps)2’ (63) Proof: Please refer to Appendix E. ]
) Due to their complexity, the equations in Theorem 3 do not
wherep andq are given by provide much insight into the performance of the considered

p=(1-Ps)(1—Pg)Pc+ Ps(1—Pg); q= PsPg. (64) System.To overcome this problem, we consider the ¢ase
1, which leads to significant simplifications and design ihsig
This is addressed in the following lemma.

Lemma 6: For the system considered in Theolelm 3, assume

Furthermore, the average queue lengl{,()}, the average
delay, E{T}, and throughputr, are given by

E{Q}=R 1—Pg that L — oo. In this case, for a system with link selection
% +q—1 variabled; given by [58), [6D), or[(62) to be able to achieve
x PP (2p+9)* —p—q—Ps(3p+q—1)) a fixed delay,E{T'}, that does not grow witl as L — oo,

L L1 . the condition2p + ¢ — 1 > 0 must hold. If2p4+¢—-1> 0
(Ll_l Ps)1=p=a)" (L2p+a—1) +p)] holds, the following simplifications can be made for each of
/ [p" 7 (2p(1 = q) + (2 - 9)g — (2 = Ps)Ps) the considered link selection variables:
—(1-Ps)*(1—p—q)* '] (65) Case 1:If the link selection variabled; is given by [58),
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the probability of the buffer being empty, the average delag@ase 2:If the link selection variable; is given by [6D), then
E{T}, and throughputy, simplify to if Pr < 1/(2— Pg) andPs < 1/(2 — Pgr), the system can
2P¢(1 — Pg)(1 — Pg) + (2 — Pr)Ps — 1 achieve any average del&dy{T'} > Tinin,2, WhereT iy 2 iS
2Po (1~ Ps)(1— PsPr) + P3(1 — Py)  9VeN DY
(73) A
1 min2 = T P2~ Ps)’

2Po(1 = Pr)(1 = Ps) = PpPs +2Ps — 1 However, if Pr < 1/(2— Ps) and Ps > 1/(2 — Pg), the sys-
+ 2Pc(1 — Ps) (74) temcan achieve any average deayi, 2 < E{T} < Thax,2:
Pg(Pc(2Pg — 1) = Pr+1) —2PcPrPs + Pc where Thnax.2 = Timax.1-
Case 3:lf the link selection variablel; is given by [62), then
7= Ro(1 = Ps) if Pr > 1/(2— Ps), the system can achieve any average delay
y P3(Po(2Pr —1) — Pr+1) — 2PcPrPs + Pc (75) EAT} = Tins, whereTouin s is given by
2Pc(1 — Ps)(1 — PsPgr) + (1 — Pr)P§ 1

Pr{Q =0} = Ps

(84)

E{T} =

Case 2:If the link selection variablel; is given by [60), Tonin,3 = 1— Py (85)
the probability of the buffer being empty, the average d,elaé ] .
E{T}, and throughputr, simplify to n the other zalnd, iPr <<1é(2T—P<5)1,1the systﬁm c;n achieve
any average dela¥imin,z < < Tax,3, WhereTy . 3 =
PE{Q=0) = 2Po(1 — Pr)(1 — Ps) 4+ Ps(2 — Pg) — 1 76) Tmi’w ge delafin,3 < E{T} 3 3
(1 = Pr)(Ps +2Pc(1 — Ps)) Proof: Please refer to Appendix]G. n
E{T} = 1 (77) In the following, we investigate the outage probability bét
2Pc(1 = Pr)(1 — Ps) — PrPs +2Ps — 1 proposed buffer-aided relaying protocol for delay coristd
Po(1 - P, P, i issi
7= Ro(1 — Ps) o s) + Ps (78) fixed rate transmission.

2Pc(1— Ps) + Ps’
Case 3:If the link selection variabled; is given by [62), D. Outage Probability

the probability of the buffer being empty,

the average delay ; - .
E{T}, and the throughput;, simplify to The following theorem specifies the outage probability.

Theorem 4: For the considered buffer-aided relaying proto-

Pr{Q = 0} = 1 = Pr(2—Ps — Pc(1 - Ps)) (79) col in Propositio 1L, if the required delay can be satisfied by
2 — Ps — Pr(2— Ps — Pc(1 — Ps)) using the link selection variablé; in either [G8) or [(GD), the
B{T)} = 1 (80) outage probability is given by
1_PR(2_PS_PC(1_PS)) Ft:PSPI'{Q:O}
o 1+P5PR—PR—PS ou
T=Rog— Py~ Pa(2— Py — Po(l = Py)) -(81) + PsPgr(1 - Pr{Q =0} — Pr{Q = LRo})

For each of the considered cases, the probabititycan be +((1=Ps)Pr + (1= PsPp)(1— Po))Pr{Q = Lo},

used to adjust the desired average dei&y’} in (74), (77), (86)
and [80). PP _ _
Proof: Please refer to AppendiX F. [ where if d; is given by [58),Pr{Q = 0} andPr{Q = L}

As already mentioned in Propositioh 1, it is not possiblef:]'fillnre given by [(68) withp and q given by [64). On the other

achieve any desired average delay with the proposed bu e‘?—nd’ itd; is given by [&D) Pr{Q = 0} andPr{Q) = LRo}
aided link selection protocols. The limits of the achieeabl

are given by[(6B) withp and ¢ given by [64).
average delay for each of the proposed link selection viasab If the required delay is satisfied by using the link selection
d; in Propositior L are provided in the following lemma.

variabled; given by [62), then the outage probability is given
Lemma 7: Depending on the adopted link selection variablgy

d; the following cases can be distinguished for the average F, . — PsPr{Q =0}

delay:
Casg 1:If the link selection variablel; is given by [58), then + PSPR(l —Pr{Q =0} - Pr{Q = LRO})
if Pp <1/(2— Ps) andPs < 1/(2 — Pgr), the system can + (1= Ps)Pr(1 = Po)Pr{Q = LRo}, (87)
a_chieve any average del@{T} > T in,1, WhereTyin 1 iS wherePr{Q = 0} andPr{Q = LR,} are given by[(60) with
given by p andq given by [69).
T 1 2(1-Ps) (82) Proof: Please refer to Appendix]H. [ |
min, 1 = 377 Pr(2—Ps) 1—PsPr(2—Ps)’ The expressions fof,,; in Theoren# are valid for general

On the other hand, iPr < 1/(2 — Ps) and Ps > 1/(2 — L. However, significant simplifications are possiblelifs> 1.

Pr), the system can achieve any average delay in the interwliS is addressed in the following lemma. .
Toin1 < B{T} < Tinax.1, Where Ty 1 is given by Lemma 8: When L. — oo, the outage probability given by

1 (86) and [(8F) simplifies to

P2 —Pr)—1° ®3) B = PsPr{Q =0} + PsPr(1 - Pr{Q = 0}), (88

Tmax,l =
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where Pr{Q = 0} is given by [7B), [(7B), and (T9) ifi; is Furthermore, for link selection policies within this sefet

given by [58), [(€D), and(62), respectively. throughput is given by the right (and left) hand side[ofl (92).
Proof: Eq. (88) is obtained by lettinBr{Q = LRy} — 0 Proof: A proof of this theorem can obtained by replacing

when L — oo in (86) and [(8F). B Ogr(i)Ro by log,(1 + r(3)) in the proof of Theorerhll given

The expression for the outage probability[in](88) can béhirt in Appendix[A. ]

simplified in the high SNR regime, which provides insighHence, similar to fixed rate transmission, for the set ofqied

into the achievable diversity gain. This is summarized ie trconsidered in Theorel 6, fé¥ — oo, the buffer at the relay is

following theorem. practically always fully backlogged. Thus, thén(-) function
Theorem 5: In the high SNR regime, whens = yg = in (@) can be omitted and the throughput is given by the right

~v — oo, depending on the required delay that the system hiaand side of[(92).

to satisfy, two cases can be distinguished:

Case 1:If 1 < E{T} < 3, the outage probability asymptoti-A. Optimal Link Selection Policy Without Power Allocation

cally converges to Since the relay has the instantaneous CSI of both links, it

can also optimize its transmit power. However, to get more

insight, we first consider the case where the relay transmits

with fixed power. We note that power allocation is not always

desirable as it requires highly linear power amplifiers dnc

increases the implementation complexity of the relay.

(90) According to Theorerfil6, the optimal link selection policy

Fou — asy — oo. (89)

__s
E{T}+1’
Case 2:If E{T} > 3, the outage probability asymptotically
converges to

2

Fout — + PsPr, as~y — oo.

E{T} -1 maximizing the throughput can be found in the set of policies

Therefore, assuming Rayleigh fading, the considered systéhat satisfy[(92). Therefore, the optimal policy can be oied
achieves a diversity gain of two if and only B{7"} > 3. from the following optimization problem

Proof: Please refer to AppendiX . [ | N 1 N .
According to Theorerl5, forFI)?paerigh fading, a diversityrgai Mamdrfuze oW L dilog (1 + r(l))
of two can be also achieved for delay constrained transamissi ~ Subject to: C1:+ Zfil (1 —-4d;)Os(i)So (93)
which underlines the appeal of buffer-aided relaying with =% Zfil dilogy (1 + (i)
adaptive link selection compared to conventional relaying C2:d,(1—d;) =0, Vi,

which only achieves a diversity gain of one even in case WhereN — 00, constraint C1 ensures that the search for
infinite delay (Conventional Relaying 1). the optimal policy is conducted only among the policies that
V. MIXED RATE TRANSMISSION satisfy [92), and C2 ensures thite {0,1}. The solution of
@) leads to the following theorem.

In this section, we investigate buffer-aided relaying pro- Theorem 7: Let the pdfs ofs(i) and (i) be denoted by
tocols with adaptive link selection for mixed rate transmis and f,(r), respectively. Then, for the considered buffer-
?‘:IgrllT In p()jarttmular ,:Ne afhsufme dthatt;he bsciu:ﬁe doles nr? t h% éed relaying system in which the source transmits with a

and transmits with ixed ratep but the relay nhas g,q.q rate Sy and fixed powerPs, and the relay transmits
fuII' CSIT and transmits with the maximum possible rat§ it an adaptive rate(i) — log, (1 + (i) and fixed power
R(i) = logy(1 + (i), that does not cause an outage i two cases have to be distinguished for the optimal link

the R-D channel. For this scenario, we consider first dEIaé/eIectlon variablel;, which maximizes the throughput:
unconstrained transmission and derive the optimal ImkpadaCase 1 If v

tive buffer-aided relaying protocols with and without pawe

. ) . . So
allocation. Subsequently, we investigate the impact oaylel Ps < = (94)
constraints. So+ Jy logy (L + 1) fr(r)dr
Before we proceed, we note that for mixed rate transmissibolds, then
the throughput can be expressed as 1 if Og(i) =
1 N di=< 1 Iif Os()_lANDr()>2PSO—1 (95)
7= lim = Zdi min{log, (1 +7(#)), Q7 — 1)}, (91) 0 if Og(i)=1AND r(i) <25 — 1,

wherep is a constant which can be found as the solution of
where we used]4) andl(9). For the derivation of the maxi- B
mum throughput of buffer-aided relaying with adaptive link Si(1—P o O_Id p 1 1 d
selection the following theorem is useful. o(1 = Ps) o fr(r)dr = S/O 0g2(1+1)fr(r)dr
Theorem 6: The link selection policy that maximizes the &0
throughput of the considered buffer-aided relaying system (1 _PS)/2 logs (1 +7) f(r)dr . (96)

So—1
for mixed rate transmission can be found in the set of link o
In this case, the maximum throughput is given by the right
selection policies that satisfy

. (and left) hand side of (96).
1 Case 2: If (84) does not hold, then
lim — Y (1-d;)O0s(i)Sy = i d; log, (1+ . ,
NE% N ;( J05(i)% = Jim = z; og2(1+7(1)) g0 if0s(i) =1 (©7)
(92) Tl 1 if Os(i) =



13

In this case, the maximum throughput is given by T, the instantaneous (normalized) powgs(i) and the fixed
(normalized) powetys have to satisfy the following condition:

T =S0(1l — Ps) . (98)
Proof: Please refer to Appendix J [ ] 1 al
: . - — <
We note that with mixed rate transmission tHeR link is J\}—I>noo N ;( di)Os (i)ys + hm ;dﬂR L
used only if it is not in outage, cf[{P5)._(P7). On the other B B (103)

hand, theR-D link is never in outage since the transmisThus, the optimal link selection policy for mixed rate trans
sion rate is adjusted to the channel conditions. Furtheemomission is the solution of the following optimization prebi:
buffer-aided relaying with adaptive link selection has i@éa
throughput than Conventional Relaying 1, and also ach|avesMaX1m(1z)e ~ Zl 1 dilogy (1 +vr(i)hr(i)
multiplexing gain of one. N ) ) .

To get more insight, we specialize the results derived thu§tPiect to: Cl:y ZZ 1(1 — di)0s (i) S

far in this section to Rayleigh fading links. =N Zz 1 dilogy (14 vr(i)hr())
Lemma 9: For Rayleigh fading links, conditiod (®4) sim- C2 :d (1 —di) =0, Vi
plifies to C3: 5% Zz 1( )OS(')
PS_1_eXp<_25Q‘1> < So Loz dive(®) < T (104)
Qg So—l—el/QREl(l/QR /1DE )
99) whereN — oo, constraints C1 and C3 ensure that the search
Furthermore,[(96) simplifies to for the optimal policy is conducted only among those poficie
950 _ 1 9nSo _ 1 that jointly satisfy [[QR) and the source-relay power caaistr
So exp (— > {l—exp (— ﬂ (103), respectively, and C2 ensures thiat € {0,1}. The
s QR solution of [104) is provided in the following theorem.
_et/in 1_ _250 —1 B RS Theorem 8: Let the pdfs ofhg(i) andhg (i) be denoted by
~ In(2) P Qg "\ Qr frs(hs) and fy,, (hr), respectively. Then, for the considered

950 _ 1 5055 buffer-aided relaying system where the source transmits avi
+exp (_ — ) B, ( ) fixed rateS, and fixed powerys and the relay transmits with
Qs Qr adaptive rateR(i) = log,(1 + 7(i)) = logs(1 + Yr(i)hr(i))
9050 _ 1 25 _ 1 and adaptive powefr (i), two cases have to be considered
O )GXP( s >p50 » (100) for the optimal link selection variabld; which maximizes

the throughput:
and the maximum throughput is given by the right (and lefg 556 1: |f

hand side of[(100). If.(39) does not hold, the throughput can
be obtained by simplifying{98) to Ps < So (105)
= So+ [y loga(hr/M) fr (hr)dhg’

+ exp <—

So
T—Soexp(—2 _1> . (101)
Qg holds, where); is found as the solution to
Proof: Equations[(99)E(101) are obtained by inserting the o /1 1
pdfs of s(¢) andr(i) into (94), [96), and[(98), respectivelm Ps/ (/\— - E) frnr(hr)dhr +vs(1 — Ps) =T, (106)
At t
B. Optimal Link Selection Policy with Power Allocation then the optimal powefg(i) and link selection variable;
As mentioned before, since for mixed rate transmission tH&lich maximize the throughput are given by
relay is assumed to have the full CSI of both links, power 1 1
allocation can be applied to further improve performanoe. | vr(i) = max{ - — _ } , (207)
other words, the relay can adjust its transmit poviRas(7) A he(i)
to the channel conditions while the source still transmitgng
with fixed power Ps(i) = Ps, Vi. In the following, for _
convenience, we will use the transmit SNRs without fading, 1 if Og(i) = 0 AND hp(i) > A
vs andyx (i), which may be viewed as normalized powers, 1 if Os(i) =1 AND hg(i) Z A
as variables instead of the actual powgéts = WSUnR and AND In (h’?(l)) + l) > pSo— Mg +1
Pr(i) = yr(i)oy - di=1{ 0 if Os(i) =1AND hz(i) < A

For the power allocatlon case, Theorgm 6 is still apphcable 0 if Og(i) =1 AND hp(i ) A
but it is convenient to rewrite the throughput as AND In (hR(z ) T

hR a7 < PSo—As +1
if O =0AND h <A,
7= lim —Zd logy (1 +r(i)ha(i).  (102) e i 0s() = r() (108)

N—oco N
=1

We note that[(92) also applies to the case of power allocatiavheree is either0 or 1 and has not impact on the throughput.
Furthermore, in order to meet the average power constra®nstants and\ are chosen such that constraints C1 and C3
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in (I04) are satisfied with equality. These two constants c&urthermore, conditior (105) simplifies to
be found as the solution to the following system of equations So

Ps < _ :
5= 5o+ B1(\/Qr)/In(2)
where )\, is found as the solution to

(115)

G 0o
So(1-Ps) /0 S (h)dhs = P A log, (hTR) fon (hie)dhr

o0 hR _
1-P 1 — hgr)dh 109 —A/Qr
+( S)/G 08y ( \ ) fur(hr)dhg, (109) Pe | € Ll (2| =t (116)
At Qr Qr
* /1 1 For the case wheré (1115) holds. (1.09) and [110) simplify to
Ps ~— 7 | fan(hr)dhp
11 So(1 = Ps)(1— e /%%) = -0 [PsEl (_)
+(1 - PS)/ <— - —> frpn(hr)dhg n(2) Qr
¢ \A hr G G &
e +(1 — Ps) (El (Q—) +1n (X) e—G/QR) } (117)
+vs(1 — PS)/ frp(hr)dhg =T, (110) R
0 and
where the integral limiG is given by oM 0r 1 \ oG/
A Ps —=—FE (= || +(1-Ps)
G=- (111) A e\
W{—e)"YS_PSO_l} ’ 1 G
o il _ _ —G/Qr) _
Here,W{-} denotes the LambeF/-function defined in[[29], QREl <QR>} +s(l = Ps)(1-e ) =T, (118)

which is available as built-in function in software packsge . . o
such as Mathematica. In this case, the maximized throughre pectively, where integral limit/ is given by [1IL). The

is given by the right (and left) hand side ¢f{109). Er?;glr;u[mﬂg;roughput 's given by the right (and left) hand
l(_:all(se 2| h;.(@) qol;;hm hOI_d’ th% optimal power, (i) and For the case, wher& (1115) does not hold, the throughput is
ink selection variablel; are given by given by — So(1 — Ps).
. 1 1 _ _ Proof: Equations[(115),[(116)[(117), and (118) are ob-
vR(i) = maX{O’ N hR(i)} ,if Os(i) =0; (112) tained by inserting the pdfs dis(i) and hy(i) into (I03),
(108), [109), and(110), respectively. [ |
0 if Os(i) =1 Remark 13: Conditions [[94) and_(105) depend only on the
d; = { 1 if Os(i) =0 (113) long term fading statistics and not on the instantaneouadad
’ states. Therefore, for fixeds and(2, the optimal policy for
where A = )\, is the solution to [(I06). In this case, thecondition [94) is given by eithel (95) dr (97), but not by hoth
maximum throughput is given by Similarly, the optimal policy for condition {105) is giveryb
either [108) or[(113), but not by both.

7 = So(1 — Ps). (114)

Proof: Please refer to AppendixIK. m C. Mixed Rate Transmission with Delay Constraints

Remark 12: Note that when conditions (B4) and (105) do Now, we turn our attention to mixed rate transmission
not hold, the throughput with and without power allocatiofjth delay constraints. For the delay unconstrained case,
is identical, cf. [98) and[(114). If conditions {94) ard (}05Theoreni was very useful to arrive at the optimal protocol
do not hold, this means that the SNR in t§eR channel is gince it removed the complexity of having to deal with the
low, whereas the SNR in the-D channel is high. In this case,queue states. However, for the delay constrained case, the
power allocation is not beneficial since teRk channelis the queue states determine the throughput and the average delay
bottleneck link, which cannot be improved by power allogati \oreover, for mixed rate transmission, the queue states can
at the relay. Furthermore, the throughput[inl(98) dnd(144) nly be modeled by a Markov chain with continuous state
identical to the throughput of a point-to-point communieat gpace, which makes the analysis complicated. Therefore, we
between the source and the relay since the number of tiR&ort to a suboptimal adaptive link selection protocoltia t
slots required to transmit the information from the relay Bllowing.
the destination becomes negligible. Therefore, in thisecas propostion 2 Let the buffer size be limited t@max bits.
as far as the achievable throughput is concerned, the thregr this case, we propose the following link selection pcoto
point half-duplex relay channel is transformed into a onp hqgr mixed rate transmission with delay constraints:
channel between source and relay. 1) If Os(i) =0, setd; = 1.

In the following lemma, we concentrate on Rayleigh fading 2) Otherwise, iflogQ(l +7(@) < Qli—1) € Qmax —

for illustration purpose. _ ) o So, selectd; as proposed in Theorelm 7 for the case of
Lemma 10: For Rayleigh fading channel®s is given by transmission without delay constraint.

250 _ 1) 3) Otherwise, ifQ(i — 1) > Qmax — So, Setd; = 1.

Ps =1—exp (_ 4) Otherwise, ifQ(i — 1) < logy(1 + (7)), setd; = 0.

75Qs
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If the S-R link is in outage, the relay transmits. Otherwise, VI. NUMERICAL AND SIMULATION RESULTS

if the_re is enough room in the buffer to accommodate the bits|p, ihis section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
possibly sent from the source to the relay and there are énoygeq rate and mixed rate transmission schemes for Rayleigh
bits in the buffer for the relay to transmit, the link seledti ¢,4ing. We also confirm some of our analytical results with

protocol introduced in Theorefr 7 is employed. On the othghmyter simulations. We note that our analytical resukés a
hand, if there exists the possibility of a buffer overflowe thy,5iiq4 for N — 0. For the simulations)N' has to be finite

relay transmits to reduce the amount of data in the buffefs ~ourse. and we adopted = 107 in all simulations. Fur-
If the number of bits in the buffer is too low, the sourcnermore, in the simulations for buffer-aided relayinghwiat
transmits. The value P, can be used to adjust the averagge|ay constraints, we neglected transient effects caugéieb
delay while maintaining a low throughputloss compared ® th;|jing and emptying of the buffer at the beginning and the end
throughput without delay constraint. of transmission. This allows us to verify the theoreticaiules
Although conceptually simple, as pointed out before, @y this idealized case, which constitute performance uppe
theoretical analysis of the throughput of the proposed @uelongs for the delay constrained case. On the other hand,
size limiting protocol is difficult because of the contin®OUfo the practical delay constrained case transient effagts
state space of the associated Markov chain. Thus, we Wille, into account in our simulations. In particular, weuass
resort to simulations to evaluate its performance in Sectiga the buffer is empty at the beginning of transmission, and

VIl once the source has ceased to transmit, the relay tranmits t
_ _ _ gueued information in its buffer until the buffer is empty. |
D. Conventional Relaying With Delay Constraints this case, the simulated performance of the proposed mistoc

To have a benchmark for delay constrained buffer-aidégkes into account all transmitted bits. However, our tssul
relaying with adaptive link selection, we propose a coroesh show that for the adopted value of, transient effects (which
ing conventional relaying protocol, which may be viewed agre not included in our theoretical expressions, which wher
a delay constrained version of Conventional Relaying 1. derived for N — oo0) do not have a noticeable impact of on

Proposition 3: The source transmits to the relay incon- the performance of the proposed delay constrained pratocol
secutive time slots followed by the relay transmitting t@ thand there is an excellent agreement between the simulated an
destination in the following: time slots. Then, this patter istheoretical performance results, cf. Figs. 3-5.
repeated, i.e., the source transmits agaih aonsecutive time
sIoFs, and so on. The values &f and@ can be chosen t0 a  Fixed Rate Transmission
satisfy any delay and throughput requirements.

For this protocol, the queue is non-absorbing if For fixed rate transmission, we evaluate the proposed link

selection protocols for transmission with and without gela
k(1 — Ps)So < nE{logy(1 +7(i))}. (119) constraints. Throughout this section we assume that source

Assuming [[(1IB) holds, the average arrival rate is equal éo tﬁnd relay transmit with identical rates, '.'éb - RO.’
throughput and hence the throughput is given by 1) Transml_sson Without Delay Constr_amts: ".1 Fig.[d, we
show the ratio of the throughputs achieved with the proposed
F o= L(l — P$)So , (120) buffer-aided relaying protocol with adaptive link selectiand
k+mn Conventional Relaying 1 as a function of the transmit SNR
Using a numerical example, we will show in Section] Vg = vz = ~ for Qp = 1, Sy = Ry = 2 bits/slot,
(cf. Fig.[?) that the protocol with adaptive link selectiam i and different values of2s. The throughput of buffer-aided
Proposition 2 achieves a higher throughput than the conveslaying, -, was computed based oh [36),](40), ahdl (44) in
tional protocol in Propositiofi]3. However, the conventiona&heorem 2, while the throughput of Conventional Relaying
protocol is more amendable to analysis and it is interesting rfixd,  was obtained based on{12). Furthermore, we also
to investigate the corresponding throughput and multipgx show simulation results where the throughput of the buffer-
gain for a given average delay in the high SNR regimeijded relaying protocol was obtained via Monte Carlo simula
s =Yg =y — oo. This is done in the following theorem. tion. From Fig[2 we observe that theory and simulation are in
Theorem 9: For a given average delay constraift{7T'}, excellent agreement. Furthermore, [Fig. 2 shows that exoeept
the maximal throughput and multiplexing rater of mixed Qg = Qg the proposed link adaptive relaying scheme achieves
rate transmission, fofs = yr = v — oo, are given by its largest gain for medium SNRs. For very high SNRs, both
1 links are never in outage and thus, Conventional Relaying 1
T — S (1 - F{T}) , asy—oo. (121) with optimized¢ and link adaptive relaying achieve the same
performance. On the other hand, for very low SNR, there are

1 . o . .
r 1— SEITY asy — oo . (122) very few transmission opportunities on both links as thkdin
{7} are in outage most of the time. The proposed link adaptive
Proof: Please refer to Appendix L. B protocol can exploit all of these opportunities. In contirésr

Remark 14: Theoren(® reveals that, as expected from th@, — (), Conventional Relaying 1 chosés= 0.5 and will
discussion of the case without delay constraints, delay cafiiss half of the transmission opportunities by selecting th
strained mixed rate transmission approaches a multigexifhk that is in outage instead of the link that is not in outage
gain of one as the allowed average delay increases. because of the pre-determined schedule for link selec@on.
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E{T} —» o as N — oo, and a delay of one time slot,
respectively. In the low SNR regime, the proposed buffer-
aided relaying scheme with adaptive link selection cannot
satisfy all delay requirements as expected from Leniina 7.
Hence, for finite delays, the throughput curves in Eilg. 4 do
not extend to low SNRs. Nevertheless, as the affortableydela
increases, the throughput for delay constrained trangmiss
approaches the throughput for delay unconstrained traasmi
sion for sufficiently high SNR. Furthermore, the performanc
1 gain compared to Conventional Relaying 2 is substantiah eve
gl for the comparatively small average delay$7'} considered

in Fig.[4.

In Fig. [, we show the outage probability,;, for the
same schemes and parameters that were considered {d Fig. 4.
For buffer-aided relaying with adaptive link selectiongth
theoretical results shown in Fif] 5 were obtained frém (86)
and [8T). These theoretical results are confirmed by the &ont
Carlo simulation results also shown in F[d. 5. Furthermore,
the curves for transmission without delay constraint (i.e.
E{T} — o0 as N — oo) were computed from(51), and
for Conventional Relaying 2, we used [15). In addition, we
have included in Fig 15 the outage probability of the buffer-
aided relaying protocol proposed in [22, Section V.C]. The

=Theory
OSimulation

fixed
T/ Teomnt

= 10

Fig. 2. Ratio of the throughputs of buffer-aided relayingl &onventional
Relaying 1,T/T§‘X°d vs. ~. Fixed rate transmission without delay con-

onv,1’

straints.ys = yr = 7, So = Ro = 2 bits/slot, andQp = 1.

Q¢ =10; 1; 0.1

-6 - -
10 “j-+Conventional Relaying 1

=BA Relaying (Theory)
- @ BA Relaying (Simulation)

results for the latter protocol were obtained via Monte Qarl
simulation. Fig.[b shows that even for an average delay as

10 . ;
0 10 20 (in dB) 30 40 50 small asE{T} = 1.1 slots, the proposed buffer-aided relaying
v protocol with adaptive link selection outperforms Convenal
Fig. 3. Outage probability of buffer-aided (BA) relayingca@onventional Relaying 2. Furthermore, as expected from Thedrem 5, buffer

Relaying 1 vs.y. Fixed rate transmission without delay constrainig. =

i aided relaying with adaptive link selection achieves a idiig
YR =7, So = Ro = 2 bits/slot, and2p = 1.

gain of two when the average delay is larger than three time
slots (e.g.,E{T} = 3.1 time slots in Fig[b ). This leads
_ _ to a large performance gain over conventional relaying tvhic
the other hand, if25 and{2 differ significantly, Conventional achieves only a diversity gain of one. Finally, note thatreve
Relaying 1 selectg close to 0 or 1 (depending on which linkfor {7} = 3.1 the coding gain loss is very small compared
is stronger) and the loss compared to the link adaptive seheg the case ofE{T} — oo. This is in stark contrast to the
becomes negligible. protocol proposed in [22, Section V.C], which suffers from a
In Fig. [3, we show the outage probabilit},.;, for the |oss in diversity even for an average delay/f7"} = 50.
proposed buffer-aided relaying protocol with adaptiveklin  Remark 15: For the simulation results shown in Fig$. 4 and
selection and Conventional Relaying 1. The same channel @)dve adopted a relay with a buffer size bf= 60 packets
system parameters as for Hifj. 2 were adopted foiFFig. 3 as welhich leads to a negligible probability of dropped packets.
For buffer-aided relaying with adaptive link selectioR,,; For example, fory = 45 dB, the probability of a full buffer,
was obtained froni(31) and confirmed by Monte Carlo simul@r{Q = LR}, is bounded byPr{Q = LRy} < 10~°. This
tions. For conventional relayingy,.. was obtained fronl(13). also supports the claim in the proof of Theoréin 5 that for
As expected from Lemmid 4, buffer-aided relaying achievesarge enough buffer sizes the probability of dropping a pack
diversity gain of two, whereas conventional relaying ackg& due to a buffer overflow becomes negligible.
only a diversity gain of one, which underlines the supetyori
of buffer-aided relaying with adaptive link selection. B. Mixed Rate Transmission

2) Transmission With Delay Constraints: In Fig. [4, we In this section, we investigate the achievable throughput
show the throughput of buffer-aided relaying with adaptiveer mixed rate transmission. For this purpose, we consider
link selection as a function of the transmit SNR = vz =~ again the delay constrained and the delay unconstrained cas
for fixed rate transmission with different constraints oe thseparately.
average delayz{T}. The theoretical curves for buffer-aided 1) Transmission Without Delay Constraints: In Fig.[d, we
relaying were obtained from the expressions given in Leidmacémpare the throughputs of buffer-aided relaying with distep
for throughput and the average delay. For comparison, vee alsk selection and Conventional Relaying 1. In both cases, w
show the throughput of buffer-aided relaying with adaptiveonsider the cases with and without power allocation. The
link selection and without delay constraint (cf. Theorglm 2}heoretical results shown in Fi§] 6 for the four considered
and the throughput of Conventional Relaying 2 given bgchemes were generated based on Thebiem 7/Lémma 9, The-
(@4). These two schemes introduce an infinite delay, i.@rem[8/Lemmd _10,[(21)[(22), and {21, (23). The transmit
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Fig. 4. Throughputs of buffer-aided (BA) relaying and Camienal Relaying 2 vs:y. Fixed rate transmission with delay constraints, = vyr = v,
So = Ro = 2 bits/slot,Qr = 1, andQg = 1.
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Fig. 5. Outage probability of buffer-aided (BA) relayingo@entional Relaying 2, and the protocol proposedlin [2Ztie V.C] vs. . Fixed rate
transmission with delay constraintgg = vygr = ~, So = Ro = 2 bits/slot, Qg = 1, andQg = 1.

SNRs of both links are identical, i.eys = yg = I', Sy = 2 of both links are identical, i.eqs = vg =T, Q5 = Qg = 1.
bits/slot, gy = 10, and Qr = 1. As can be observed For mixed rate transmission, we simulated both the buffer-
from Fig.[8, for both buffer-aided relaying with adaptiveki aided relaying protocol with adaptive link selection désed
selection and Conventional Relaying 1, power allocation is Proposition[2 and the conventional relaying protocol de-
beneficial only for low to moderate SNRs. Both schemes canribed in Proposition]3. For fixed rate transmission, weseho
achieve a throughput of; bits/slot in the high SNR regime. Ry = Sy = 2 bits/slot and included results for buffer-
However, adaptive link selection achieves a throughput gaaided relaying with adaptive link selection obtained based
compared to Conventional Relaying 1 in the entire consitleren Lemmal. Furthermore, for mixed rate transmission, we
SNR range. also show the maximum achievable throughput of buffer-
o ) _ . aided relaying with adaptive link selection in the absence
2) Transmission with Delay Constraints: In Fig. [4, We ot gelay constraints (as given by Theor&in 7/Leniha 9) and

compare the throughputs of various mixed rate and fixgfle maximum throughput achievable for a delay constraint of

rate transmission schemes for a maximum average delayE){fT} — 5 time slots and infinite transmit power (as given
E{T} = 5 time slots andS, = 2 bits/slot. The transmit SNRs
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Fig. 7. Throughput of buffer-aided relaying with adaptiveklselection and conventional relaying JS. Mixed rate and fixed rate transmission with delay
constraint. E{T'} = 5 time slots,ys = yg =T, So = 2 bits/slot, andQg = Qr = 1.

by (I21)). Fig[¥ reveals that for mixed rate transmissiam tho full-duplexing, whose maximum throughput & = 2
protocol with adaptive link selection proposed in Progosif bits/slot]

is superior to the conventional relaying scheme proposed

in Proposition[B, and for high SNR, both protocols reach VII. CONCLUSIONS

the upper bound for mixed rate transmission under a delay|n this paper, we have considered a three-node decode-and-
constraint given by[(121). Furthermore, Fig. 7 also shows$ t¥orward relay system comprised of a source, a half-duplex

mixed rate transmission is superior to fixed rate transwmssire|ay with a buffer, and a destination, where the direct seur
since the former can exploit the additional flexibility affed gestination link is not available or not used. We have inves-
by having CSIT for theR-D link. For example, fol’ = 30 dB,  tigated both fixed rate transmission, where source and relay
mixed rate transmission with adaptive link selection aobéea

throughput gain of 6% compared to fixed rate transmission, IWe note that for transmitting and receiving in the same tifw and

: : : : : ; e same frequency band, a full-duplex relay would need tateraas, one
and even conventional link selection still achieves a geiln Fgr transmission and one for receptidn [[30], whereas thé-chagllex relay

45%. Fig.[4 also shows that even in the presence of seveksidered in this paper only requires one antenna whichbeansed for
delay constraints mixed rate transmission can signifiganteception and transmission in different time slots. Howewedecode-and-

3 : orward full-duplex relay can retransmit the packet reediin the current
reduce the throuthUt loss caused by half duplexmg CO‘mbafime slot in the following time slot and has to store it only fine time slot.
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do not have full CSIT and are forced to transmit with fixedf flow, the value ofr also remains unchanged. Note that
rate, and mixed rate transmission, where the source does thig is used in Lemma 1. However, the queue is moved from
have full CSIT and transmits with fixed rate but the relay hake edge of non-absorption @z(:) = 1 holds for some of

full CSIT and transmits with variable rate. For both modes dhe indices moved frond to I. As will be seen later, if the
transmission, we have derived the throughput-optimaldsuff queue of the buffer operates at the edge of non-absorption,
aided relaying protocols with adaptive link selection ahd t the throughput becomes independent of the state of the queue
resulting throughputs and outage probabilities. Furtleeen which is desirable for analytical throughput maximization

we could show that buffer-aided relaying with adaptive link In the following, we will prove that when the queue is at
selection leads to substantial performance gains compatkd edge of non-absorption the following holds

to conventional relaying with non-adaptive link selectidm

N
particular, for fixed rate transmission, buffer-aided yeig 7 — lim 1 ZdiOR(i)Ro
with adaptive link selection achieves a diversity gain 0w N—oo N =1
whereas conventional relaying is limited to a diversityngaf LN
one. For mixed rate transmission, both buffer-aided relgyi =A= lim — Z(l —d;)Os(1)So. (124)
with adaptive link selection and a newly proposed converatio N=voo N i=1

relaying scheme with non-adaptive link selection have been| ot . denote a small subset df containing only indices
shown to overcome the half-duplex loss typical for wirelesg, \which Os(i) = 1, wherele|/N — 0 for N — oo and| - |

relaying protocols and to achieve a multiplexing gain of .0N@engtes the cardinality of a set. Throughout the remainéler o
Since the proposed throughput-optimal protocols intredug,;g proof N — oo is assumed.

an infinite delay, we have also proposed modified protocolss {he queue in the buffer of the relay is absorbing> 7
for delay constrained transmission and have investigdted {145 and on average the number of bits arriving at the queue
resulting throughput-delay trade-off. Surprisingly, theersity exceed the number of bits leaving the queue. Thas, <

gain of fixed rate transmission with buffer-aided relayisg IQ(i — 1) holds almost always and as a result the throughput
also observed for delay constrained transmission as lotfteas .5, pe written as

average delay exceeds three time slots. Furthermore, f@dni 1 1
rate transmission, for an average delayT'}, a multiplexing 7= N Z Or (i) min{Ry,Q(i — 1)} = N z; Or(i)Ro.
1€

gain ofr =1—1/(2E{T}) is achieved even for conventional iel
relaying. ] (125)
Now, we assume that the queue is at the edge of non-
APPENDIX absorption. That is1 = 7 holds but moving the small fraction

of indices ine, wherele|/N — 0, from I to I will make the

A. Proof of Theorem[l gueue an absorbing queue with> 7. For this case, we wish
We first note that, because of the law of the conservati@® determine whether or not

of flow, A > 7 is always valid and equality holds if and only 1 ' 1 o '
if the queue is non-absorbing. ) ¥ > Or(i)Ro > 7 = ~ > Og(i)min{ Ry, Qi — 1)}
We denote the set of indices with = 1 by I and the set iel iel
indi ithd, — i 1
of |nd_|ces with d; =0 by 1. Assume that we have a link  _ 4 _ —ZOs(i)So (126)
selection protocol with arrival ratel and throughput- with N

iel
A > 71, i.e., the queue is absorbing. Then, @ — oo, we . .
a g holds. To test this, we move a small fractigrwhere|e| /N —

have i
1 0, of indices fromI to I, thus making the queue an absorbing
A = ¥ Z(l —d;)Os(i)So gueue. As a result(IP5) holds afd (1126) becomes
iel 1 1
1 . . ~ Or(i)Ro =7 = Og(i) min{Ro), Q(i — 1)}
> 1= ZdiOR(z)mln{RO,Q(z —-1)}.(123) N Z.GZI\E N i§€
iel 1

From [123) we observe that the considered protocol cannot fed = N Z Os(i)So- (127)

optimal as the throughput can be improved by moving some iele

of the indicesi in I to I which leads to an increase ofat the From the above we conclude that [if (125) holds, then based
expense of a decrease df As we continue moving indices on (126) and[(127), fofe|/N — 0, we must have

from I to I we reach a point wherg = 7 holds. At this point, 1 , 1 )
the queue becomes non-absorbing (but is at the boundary NZOR(’)RO > N ZOS(Z)SO (128)
between a non-absorbing and an absorbing queue) and the i€l el

throughput is maximized. If we continue moving indices fromand

I to I, in general, A will decrease and as a consequence 1 . 1 .
of the law of conservation of flow; will also decrease. We N Z Or(i)Ro < N Z Os(i)So. (129)
note thatA does not decrease if we move only those indices i€l ielue

from I to I for which Og(i) = 0 holds. In this cased will However, for [I2ZB) and{129) to jointly hold, we require that
not change, and as a consequence of the law of conservattoa particular considered move of indices frdnto I causes



a discontinuity in; >, ; Or (i) Ry or/and a discontinuity in

+ 31 Os(i)So asle|/N — 0 is assumed. Sincé, and Ry

are finite,limy 00 ;. So/N = limy 00 Sole|/N = 0 and

my o0 e Ro/N = limy o0 Role|/N = 0. Hence, such

discontinuities are not possible. Therefore, at the edgeaf

absorption the inequality if_(IR6) cannot hold and we must

have
ORI Ro = 7= 3" On(i) min{Ro, Qi — 1))
icl icl
= A= % > 05(i)So. (130)

icl

Eq. (130) can be written aE(81). This concludes the proof.

B. Proof of Theorem[2
The Lagrangian of Probleni (B2) is given by

N N
1 . ~
E = N i:E - diOR(Z)RO — i:E - ﬁldz(l — dz)

N
e 3 [GOR() Ry — (1 - d)Os(0)S), (131)
=1

20

result condition C1 can also not be satisfied. Thus, we
conclude thay: must be set tqu = Ry /(S + Ro) since
only in this case cam; be chosen to be eithel; = 0

or d; = 1, which is necessary for satisfying condition
C1. Since forOg(i) = 1 and Og(i) = 1 neither link

is in outaged; can be chosen to be either zero or one,
as long as condition C1 is satisfied. In order to satisfy
C1, we propose to flip a coin and the outcome of the
coin toss decides whethef = 1 or d; = 0. Let the
coin have two outcome§ € {0,1} with probabilities
Pr{C =0} andPr{C = 1}. We setd; = 0 if C =0 and

d; = 1if C = 1. Thus, the probabilitie®r{C = 0} and
Pr{C = 1} have to be chosen such that C1 is satisfied.
Choosing the link selection variable as [n](34) and expigiti
the independence af(i) andr(i), condition C1 results in

So[(1 = Ps)Pr + (1 — Ps)(1 — Pg)Pr{C = 0}]
= Ro[(1 = Pr)Ps + (1 — Ps)(1 — Pr)Pr{C = 1}]. (136)

From [1386), we can obtain the probabiliti®s{C = 0} and
Pr{C = 1}, which after some basic algebraic manipulations
leads to [(3b). The throughput is given by the right (or left)
hand side of[{136), which leads to (36).

For (38) to be validPr{C = 0} andPr{C = 1} have to

where, and 3; are the Lagrange multipliers. Differentiatingmeeto < Pr{C = 0} <1 and0 < Pr{C = 1} < 1, which
L with respect tod;, introducings; = Ng;, and setting the |eads to the conditions

result to zero leads to
_ Bi+ (=14 w)Or(i) Ry + pOs(i) Sy
2p; '
For d;(1 — d;) = 0 to hold, we need eithei; =0 or d; = 1,
which leads to two possible values f6y:
di =0 = ﬁiJ (1 — M)OR(i)RO — /LOS(Z)S()(133)
di=1= Bio = —Bi1. (134)

d; (132)

For the maximum ofZ in (I31), 3; < 0, Vi, has to hold.

Hence, we have

4 — { 1 if (1 - p)Or(i)Ro > pOs(i)So
P70 if (1= p)Or(i)Ro < pOs(i)So.

Furthermore( < p < 1 has to hold since forn < 0 andy > 1

(135)

we have alwaysl; = 1 andd; = 0, respectively, irrespective

of any non-negative values @¥s(i)Sy and Or(i)Ry.

First, we consider the cage< p < 1. The boundary values

So(1— Ps) — (1 — Pr)PsRy

> 0 (137)
Ro(1 — Pr)— (1 — Ps)PrSy > 0.

(138)

Solving [137T) and[{138), we obtain that for the link selettio
variabled; given in [34) to be valid, conditio (83) has to be
fulfilled.

Next, we consider the case whete= 0. Insertingy = 0

in (I33), we obtain three possible cases:

1) If OR(Z) =1, thendi =1.

2) If Ogr(i) = 0 and Og(i) = 0, thend; can be chosen
to be eitherd; = 0 or d; = 1 and the choice has no
influence on the throughput.

3) If Ogr(i) =0 andOg (i) = 1, thend; can be chosen to
be eitherd; = 0 or d; = 1 as long as condition C1 is
satisfied. Similar to before, in order to satisfy C1, we
propose to flip a coin and the outcome of the coin flip
determines whetheaf; = 1 or d; = 0.

p=0andy = 1 will be investigated later. Froni_(1B5), for choosing the link selection variable as [[](38) and expigiti

0 < u < 1, we have four possibilities:
1) If Ogr(i) =1 andOg(i) = 0, thend; = 1.
2) If Og(i) =0 andOg(i) =1, thend; = 0.

3) If Ogr(i) = 0 and Og(i) = 0, thend, can be chosen
to be eitherd; = 0 or d; = 1 and the choice does not
influence the throughput as both the source and the re

remain silent.
4) If Or(i) = 1 and Og(i) =
that0 < p < Ro/(So + Ro) thend; = 1 in all time

slots withOr(i) = 1 and Og(i) = 1, and as a result,
condition C1 cannot be satisfied. Similarlyziis chosen

such thatRy/(So + Ro) < n < 1, thend; = 0 in all

time slots withOg(i) = 1 and Og(i) = 1, and as a

1 and p is chosen such

the independence of(i) and r(¢), condition Cl can be
rewritten as

S()PR(l - Ps)PI‘{C = 0} = Ro(l — PR)

fter basic manipulations[(I189) simplifies td_{39). The

%¥oughput is given by the right (or left) hand side bf (1.39)
and can be simplified td_(#0). Imposing again the conditions
0 <Pr{C =0} <1and0 < Pr{C =1} <1, we find that
for p = 0, (I31) still has to hold buf (I38) can be violated,
which is equivalent to the new condition

Ro
Pr > .
7 Ro+ So(1 = Ps)

(139)

(140)
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For the third and final case, letting = 1 and following
a similar path as fop: = 0 leads to [(4R)£(44) and condition ‘ .
ey cologo

Finally, we have to prove that the three considered cases
are mutually exclusive, i.e., for any combination B and Fig. 8. Markov chain for the number of packets in the queuehefhuffer
Pr only one case applies. Considering (33), (37), and (4#}he link selection variablel; is given by (58).
it is obvious that Cases 1 and 2 and Cases 1 and 3 are
mutually exclusive, respectively. For Cases 2 and 3, thaiadut

exclusiveness is less obvious. Thus, we rewrite (37) anyl (415 = 7§2s and Qg = ~€Qr in the resulting expression and
using a Taylor series expansion for— co. As can be seen

as .
Pr > Ppa (141) from @),.the transmit SNR has an exponent of2. Thus,
the diversity order is two.
and Moreover, forQQs = Qr = Q and Sy = Ry, the asymptotic
Pr < Pp3, (142) expression forF,,; in (54) simplifies to
respectively, wher@r o = Ro/(Ro+So(1—Ps)) andPr 3 = (2F0 —1)2
1450/ Ro—So/(RoPs). It can be shown thalg 5 > Pg 3 for Four — 02 asy — oo. (143)

any0 < Ps < 1. Hence, foi0 < Ps < 1, at most one of(141)
and [142) is satisfied and Cases 2 and 3 are mutually exclus

For Ps =1 (i.e., theS-R link is always in outage), we have ; ! g
Prs — Prs — 1 and Case 1 and Case 3 apply g — 1 obtainRy = 2rlog,(1+7). InsertingRy = 2rlog,(1++) into

and Pr < 1, respectively. Therefore, for any combination o@)’ the diversity-multiplexing trade-o? M (r), is obtained
Ps and Pr only one of the three cases considered in Theore®

2 applies. This concludes the proof. DM(r) = — lim logy (Fout)
y—eo  logy(7)
21og, (221082107 — 1) — 210g, () — 2logy(7)

. _Furthermore, forSy = Ry, the asymptotic throughput in
&) simplifies tor = Ry /2. Thus, lettingr = r log,(1+7) we

C. Proof of Lemma[Z

= — lim
We provide two different proofs for the outage probability, Yoo log,(7)
F,ut, in (B1). The first proof is more straightforward and based - 2logy ((L+)* = 1)
. oot =2— lim =2—4r. (144)
on (10). However, the second proof provides more insiglat int 00 logs (Y)
when outages occur. T

. . his completes the proof.
Proof 1: In the absence of outages, the maximum achievable P P

throughput, denoted by, is given by [(BD). Thus, wheh (B3)

holds, F,.; is obtained by insertind (36) anf {50) info [10)E. Proof of Theorem(3

Similarly, when [(3¥) holdsF,. is obtained by inserting (40) Let d; be given by (). Then, the following events are
and [50) into[(ID). Finally, wher_(#1) holds,,,; is obtained possible for the queue in the buffer:

by inserting[(4#) and (30) int@ (10). After basic simplificats, 1) |f the buffer is empty, it stays empty with probability
(51) is obtained. This concludes the proof. Ps and receives one packet with probability- Ps.

Proof 2: The second proof exploits the fact that an outage 2) If the buffer contains one packet, it stays in the same
occurs when both the source and the relay are silent, i.@nwh state with probability PsPr, sends the packet with

none of the links is used. WheE_ﬂ33) holds, framgiven by probability Ps (1 — Pg), and receives a new packet with
(34), we observe that no transmission occurs only when both probability 1 — Ps.

links are in outage. This happens with probabilfy.. = 3) If the buffer contains more than one packet but less than
Ps Pg. In contrast, wherL(37) holds, fror) given by [38), we L packets, it stays in the same state with probability
observe that no node transmits when both links are in outage PsPr, receives a new packet with probability —

or when theS-R link is not in outage, while th&-D link is Ps)Pr+(1—Ps)(1—Pg)(1—Pc), and sends one packet
in outage and the coin flip chooses the relay for transmission  ith probability (1 — Pg)Ps + (1 — Ps)(1 — Pg)Pc.

This event happens with probabilitfou. = PsPr + (1 — 4y |f the buffer containd, packets, it stays in the same state
Pg)PrPc, which after insertingP- given by [39) leads to with probability Ps Py + (1 — Ps)Pg + (1 — Ps)(1 —

GI). Finally, when[(41) holds, frond;, given by [42), we see Pr)(1 — P¢), and sends one packet with probability
that no node transmits when both links are in outage or when (1 — Pg)Ps + (1 — Pg)(1 — Pr)Pc.

the 5-R “nk. 'S In outage, while th&k-D link is not n oqtage The events for the queue of the buffer detailed above, form
and the coin flip chooses the source for transmission. TrgsMarkov chain whose states are defined by the number of
happens with probability,,. = PsPr+ Ps(1—Pgr)(1—Pc), y

) . ) . ackets in the queue. This Markov chain is shown in Fig. 8,
which after introducingPc given by [43) leads td (31). \F/)vhere the prot?abilitie@ and ¢ are given by [(64). Leﬁ\/Ig

denote the state transition matrix of the Markov chain and le
D. Proof of Lemma[4 m; ; denote the element in theth row andj-th column of
Computing the link outages irJ(7) anfl (8) for RayleighM. Then,m; ; is the probability that the buffer will transition
fading and exploiting [(33), we obtairi_(54) by employindrom having: — 1 packets in its queue in the previous time
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If 2p+q—1 >0, asL — oo, (1 —p— q)* goes to
zero faster thap”. Hence, [ZB)K(81) are obtained by letting
(1-p—q)* =0, asL — oo, in the relevant equations in
Theoren B and inserting the correspondingndq given by

Fig. 9. Markov chain for the number of packets in the queueheftiuffer (64) and [(GP) into the resulting expressions. This condude
if the link selection variablel; is given by (€0) or (62]). the proof.

slot to havingj — 1 packets in its queue in the following timeG' Proof of Lemmal[7

slot. The non-zero elements of matdd are given by The minimum and maximum possible delays that the con-
sidered buffer-aided relaying system can achieve are roddai
miy=Ps, mia=1-PFPs, ma1=Ps—q, for Po =1 and Pc = 0, respectively. Ifd; is given by [58),
moes=1—Ps, mri141=1—p the delay is given by (74). By setting- = 1 in (Z4) we obtain

Mmizg1=1-p—q, mig1i=p, mii=q, fori=1.L the minimum possible delay in_(B2). However, sintel (74) is
(145) valid only when2p + ¢ — 1 > 0, (82) is valid only when
Pr < 1/(2 — Pg). This condition is obtained by inserting
Let Pr{Q} = [Pr{Q = 0}, Pr{Q = Ro},...,Pr{Q = LRy}] Pc = 1 into the expressions fop and ¢ given by [64) and
denote the steady state probability vector of the consitlerexploiting2p + ¢ — 1 > 0. On the other hand, in order to get
Markov chain, wherePr{Q = kRo}, k = 0,...,L, is the the maximum delay given in(83), we sBt = 0 in (Z4). The
probability of havingk packets in the buffer. The steady statelerived maximum delay is valid only whePy > 1/(2 — Pg),
probability vector is obtained by solving the following 9% which is obtained fron2p + ¢ — 1 > 0 and insertingPc = 0

of equations into the expressions fgr andq given by [64).
A similar approach can be used to derive the delay limits
P M = P
{ L ;{Q}_ LR _ r{lQ} , (146) Twmin2, Tmax,2, Tmin,3, and Ty s valid for the cases when
2i—o PriQ =kRo} = d; is given by [60) and{82). This concludes the proof.
which leads to[{63). Usind (63) the average queue &if&}
can be obtained from H. Proof of Theorem[d
L The outage probabilityf,,, can be derived based on two
E{Q} = Ro Z kPr{@ = kRo}, (147)  gifferent approaches. The first approach is straightfodvesud
k=0 based on[(10). However, the second approach provides more
which leads to[(65). Furthermore, the average arrival rate cinsight into how and when the outages occur and is based on
be found as counting the time slots in which no transmissions occurhin t
A= Ro[(1- Ps)(Pr{Q = 0} + Pr{Q = Ro}) following, we provide a proof based on the latter approach.

If d; is given by [G8) or[(80), there are four different cases
+(1-p—q)(1-Pr{Q =0} - Pr{Q = Ro} where no node transmits.

—Pr{Q = LRo})]. (148) 1) The buffer is empty and th8-R link is in outage.

Inserting the average arrival rate given Hy {148) and the2) The bufferin not empty nor full and both th¢R and
average queue size given By 165) infol(56) yields the average /<D links are in outage.

delay in [66). 3) The buffer is full and theS-R link is not in outage

For the case whed; is given by either[{80) or(62), the while theR-D link is in outage. In this case, the source
queue in the buffer of the relay can be modeled by the Markov 'S selected _for transmission but since the buffer is full,
chain shown in Fig[]9. If the link selection variabtg is the packet is dropped. _
given by [60),p and ¢ are given by [[64), and if the link 4) The buffer is full, both theS-R andR-D links are not
selection varia'lbleii is given by [62),p andq are given by in outage, and the source is selected for transmission
®3). Following the same procedure as befofe] (58)-(72) can based on the coin flip. In this case, since the buffer is
be obtained. This completes the proof. full, the packet is dropped.

Summing up the probabilities for each of the above four cases

F. Proof of Lemma[g we obtain [(8).

. . _ If d; is given by [62), an outage occurs in three cases:
Let us first assume thap +¢—1 < OLWh'Ch Is equivalent - se 3 and Case 2 as described above, and a new Case 3.
top<l-p-g Now, sincel, — o0, ' §Oes to zero faster | the new Case 3, the buffer is full, ti&R link is not in
thanl =9 T_hu§, by using™ =0 asL — cc in (68) outage while theR-D link is in outage, and the source is
and [Z2) , we obtain in both cases selected for transmission based on the coin flip. Summing up
E{T} = L 1 _ (149) the probabilities for each of the three cases, we obfaih (87)
p 1-2p—gq
Thus, we conclude that ifp + ¢ — 1 < 0, E{T'} grows with . Proof of Theorem[d
L and is unlimited ad. — oo. Thus, if E{T'} is to be limited For delay constrained transmission wil{7T'} < L, the
asL — oo, 2p+q—1 >0 has to hold. probability of dropped packetBr{@Q = LRy} can be made



arbitrarily small by increasing the buffer siZe Thus, for large

enoughL, we can sePr{Q = LRy} = 0 in (868) and [8F).
In the high SNR regime, whe®s — 0 and P — 0,

Pr <1/(2— Ps) andPs < 1/(2 — Pg) always hold. Using

Ps — 0 and Pr — 0 in the delays specified in Propositibh 1,

we obtain the condition8{T"} > 3 andl < E{T} < 3 iflink
selection variablel; is given by [58) and{80), respectively.
We first consider the casB{T'} > 3, whered; is given by
(58). Thus, the probability of the buffer being empy{Q =
0}, is given by [7B). UsingPs — 0 and Pz — 0 in (Z3), we
1— —

obtain
PT{QZO}ZPS< 2P)

On the other hand, using®’s — 0 and P — 0 in the
expression forE{T'} in ({74), we obtain

1 (150)

1
E{T} = ST (151)
Solving [I51) forP¢ yields
1 1
Po =5 (1 + m) . (152)
Inserting [I5R) into[(150) we obtain
o s
Pr{Q =0} = BT (153)

Finally, inserting [(15B) into[{86) and settify{Q = LRy} =
0, we obtain [(9D).

Now, we consider the cask < E{T} < 3, whered; is
given by [60). Here, the probability of the buffer being eypt
Pr{Q@ = 0}, is given by [76). ForPs — 0 and P — 0, we
obtain from [76)

2Pr{C =1

Pr{Q T

Furthermore, forPs — 0 and Pg — 0, we obtain from [(7]7)
the asymptotic delay

1

=0} =1- (154)

1

B{T} =3 o (155)
or equivalently
Po= % (1 + ﬁ) . (156)
Inserting [156) into[(184) we obtain
1
Pr{Q =0} = FTET (157)

Finally, inserting[(1517) into[(87) and settify{Q = LRy} =
0, we obtain[(8D). This concludes the proof.

J. Proof of Theorem[7]
The Lagrang|an of optimization proble@%) is given by
1
Zd log, (1 + (7)) _“NZ [dilogg (1+7(i))

1=1
SO} _ Z;Bidi(l —dy),

—(1-d;)0 (158)
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whereyp andg; are the Lagrange multipliers. By differentiating
L with respect tal;, introducingg; = N j;, equating the result
to zero, and solving the equation with respect/fpwe obtain

{ if (1—p)logy (14 r(i)) > pOs(i)So
if (1—p)logy (14 (i) < pOs(i)So,

where we took into account that; < 0. Since fory < 0
andp > 1, we have alwaysl; = 1 andd; = 0, respectively,
irrespective of the (non-negative) valueslef, (1+r(i)) and
Os5(i)Sp, 0 < p <1 has to hold.

Let us first consider the case< p < 1 and investigate the
boundary valueg = 0 andp = 1 later. For0 < u < 1, (I59)
can be written in the form of (95) after settipg= /(1 — ),
wherep is chosen such that constraint C1 of probléml (93) is
met. Denoting the pdfs of(i) and (i) by fs(s) and f.(r)
constraint C1 of problem_(93) can be rewritten as [in] (96),
which is valid for p in the range ofp = [0,00). Thus, by
settingp = oo in ([@86), we obtain the entire domain over which
(9@9) is valid, which leads to conditioh (94).

Next, we consider the boundary valugs= 0 and p = 1.
The boundary valug: = 0 or equivalentlyp = 0 is relevant
only in the trivial case when th§-R link is never in outage
(i.,e. Ps =0)andSy; = oo, where a trivial solution is given
byd; =0andd; =1fori=2,..., N and N — oo.

The other boundary valug, = 1, is invoked only when by
usingd; as defined in[{395), constraint C1 cannot be satisfied
even whenp — oo, which is the case when conditioh {94)
does not hold. Therefore, if (P4) does not hold, we set 1
in (I59) and obtain the following cases:

1) If Og(i) =1, thend; = 0.

2) If Og(i) = 0, thend; can be chosen arbitrarily to be

either zero or one as long as constraint C1 holds.

1

di=1

(159)

However, the same throughput as obtained wtkgii) = 0

and d; is chosen such that constraint C1 holds, can also be
obtained by choosing always = 1 whenOg (i) = 0 resulting

in @7). The reason behind this is as follows: Assume there
is a policy for which whenOg(i) = 0, d; is chosen such
that constraint C1 holds. Now, we changefrom 0 to 1 for
Os(i) = 0. However, this change does not affect the (average)
amount of data entering the buffer. Thus, because of the law
of conservation of flow, the average amount of data entering
the buffer per time slot is identical to the average amount of
data leaving the buffer per time slot (the throughput), dred t
throughput is not affected by the change.

K. Proof of Theorem[g
The Lagrangian of optimization problefn_(104) is given by

N
ZlegQ 1+'}/R hR Zﬂzz - ’L
1Z ;V
— iy S [diloga(1 + v(i)hri)) — (1 = di)Os(i)So]
i=1
N
Z[ Js + dve(@)],  (160)
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where the Lagrange multipliers, /3;, andv are chosen such Finally, combining [I6R) and[{I163) the throughput can be
that C1, C2, and C3 are satisfied, respectively. We agarpressed a§ (1P1), and the multiplexing gairin(122) fedlo
consider only the interval < ;4 < 1 as foru <0 andyu > 1, directly.

we have alwaysl; = 1 andd; = 0, respectively, irrespective
of the (nonnegative) values dg, (1 + r(i)) and Og(i)So.
We concentrate first on the cae< p < 1 and consider [y
the boundary values later. By differentiatidgwith respect to
vr(i) andd;, introducing; = Nj3;, and setting the results to [
zero, we obtain two equations. Solving the resulting systers;
of equations with respect t9r (i) and d;, and taking into
account that; < 0, 0 < p < 1, andv > 0, we obtain ]
(I07) and [(10B) after letting = In(2)u/(1 — ) and X =
In(2)v/(1 — w), which are chosen such that constraints C1
and C3 are met with equality. Given the pdfs. (hs) and [
Inr(hgr), conditions[(9R) and_(103) can be directly written as
(I09) and [(110), respectively. Setting— oo in (I09) and [6]
(110), we obtain conditior_{105) which is necessary for the
validity of (@7). 7]
Similar to the fixed transmit power case, the boundary value
1 = 0 is trivial. On the other hand, foar = 1, we obtain that 8]
d; has to be set td; = 0 whenOg(i) = 1 and forOg(i) = 0,
d; can be chosen arbitrarily. Similar to the fixed power case,
we setd; = 1 whenOg(i) = 1 in order to minimize the delay. [
Thus, the optimal power and link selection variables aremiv 10
by (I12) and[(113), respectively, and the throughput ismgive
by (113).

[11]

L. Proof of Theorem [12]

For vs = vyg = v — oo, the protocol in Proposition] 3 is
optimal in the sense that it maximizes the throughput whil&3]
satisfying the average delay constraint. In particular,High
SNR in theS-R link, the probability that the link is in outage [14]
approaches zero and the relay receigsbits per source
transmission. On the other hand, the number of bits traltmhit[ls]
by the relay in one time slot over tfe-D link increases with
the SNR. Thus, for sufficiently high SNR, the source transmit
kSo bits in k time slots and the relay needs just= 1 time [
slot to forward the entire information to the destinatiorenide,
every transmission period comprises-n = k+ 1 time slots, [17]
where the queue length at the relay increases ffigrto k.5
in the firstk time slots and is reduced to zero in tiie+ 1)th  [1g)
time slot. Hence, the average queue lendgi{Q}, can be
written as

1 1 k(k+1), 09
= gSo, asy — o0. (161) [0l

On the other hand, the arrival rate is identical to the thiqoug

and given by[(120), and for high SNR it converges to 21]

k
Combining [56), [(1611), and (162) the average delay is found
as [23]
E{T} — kt1 , asy—oo. (163)

2
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