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Achieving the Capacity of thév-Relay Gaussian
Diamond Network Withinlog N Bits

Bobbie Chern and Ayfe©zdir

Abstract

We consider theV-relay Gaussian diamond network where a source node congatesito a destination node
via N parallel relays through a cascade of a Gaussian broadc&jt4Bd a multiple access (MAC) channel.
Introduced in 2000 by Schein and Gallager, the capacity o thlay network is unknown in general. The
best currently available capacity approximation, indejgen of the coefficients and the SNR’s of the constituent
channels, is within an additive gap bBN bits, which follows from the recent capacity approximasidor general
Gaussian relay networks with arbitrary topology.

In this paper, we approximate the capacity of this networthiwi2 log V bits. We show that two strategies can
be used to achieve the information-theoretic cutset uppanth on the capacity of the network up to an additive
gap of O(log N) bits, independent of the channel configurations and the SNRie first of these strategies is
simple partial decode-and-forward. Here, the source neés a superposition codebook to broadcast independent
messages to the relays at appropriately chosen rates; eaghdecodes its intended message and then forwards it to
the destination over the MAC channel. A similar performacae be also achieved with compress-and-forward type
strategies (such as quantize-map-and-forward and noisyorie coding) that provide thé&.3 N-bit approximation
for general Gaussian networks, but only if the relays guantheir observed signals at a resolution inversely
proportional to the number of relay nod&s This suggest that the rule-of-thumb to quantize the reckgignals
at the noise level in the current literature can be highlyogtional.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consider a Gaussian relay network where a source node coitetesto a destination with the help
of intermediate relay nodes. Characterizing the capadithie network is a long-standing open problem
in network information theory. The seminal work of Cover aBdGamal [2] has established several
basic achievability schemes for the single relay channeh sas decode-and-forward and compress-and-
forward. Recently, significant progress has been made bgrgkring the compress-and-forward strategy
to achieve the capacity of any Gaussian relay network winimdditive gap that depends on the network
only through the total number of relay nodés (or the total number of transmit and receive antennas
when nodes are equipped with multiple antennas) [3], [4],[&, [7]. The fact that the gap to capacity is
independent of the channel gains, the SNR'’s and the exaaloigyp of the network suggests that compress-
and-forward can be universally good for relaying acrosgeddht channel configurations, SNR regimes
and topologies. However, the dependence of the gdyp tionits the applicability of these results to small
networks with few relays. The best currently available ca#ygaapproximation in([4] is withinl.3N bits
(per second per Hz) of the information-theoretic cutseteugmund on the capacity of the network. For
typical spectral efficiencies, this gap can quickly excdesl dutset upper bound with increasing This
raises the following question: can we develop relayingtstji@s with provably smaller gap to capacity,
in particular smaller than the order of?

To the best of our knowledge, currently there are no nomtrexamples of GaussiaN-relay networks
for which the gap to capacity has been demonstrated to bdesntizdn linear inN, independent of the
channel coefficients and the SNR. A trivial example one canktlof is the general class aW-relay
networks comprised of orthogonal point-to-point AWGN chals. In this case, routing information over
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Fig. 1. The GaussiaiV-relay diamond network.

different paths combined with decode-and-forward at theyeetrivially achieves the exact capacity of the
network (seel]8] for a generalization of this fact to othafftc scenarios@.However, this setup discards
the two main challenges in wireless, broadcast and supéguosf signals.

In this paper, we focus on the simplest setting of /drrelay Gaussian network that includes both
broadcast and superposition, therelay diamond network. In this two-stage network, the seunode
is connected taV relays through a broadcast channel and the relays are dedngx the destination
through a multiple-access channel. See Fiddre 1. All reckisignals are corrupted by independent
Gaussian noise. The best currently available capacityoappation for this network, independent of
the channel coefficients and the SNR, is within an additive gh1.3/N bits, which follows from the
capacity approximation for general Gaussian relay netsork

In this paper, we provid®(log N)-bit capacity approximations for this network. We first shthat a
simple modification of the compress-and-forward strate@ree take noisy network coding froml [4] as a
reference) can reduce the gap to the information-theocet®et upper bound from3N to log(N +1) +
log N + 1 bits. In the modified strategy, the relays quantize theieikex signals at a resolution inversely
proportional toN. Equivalently, we let the power of the quantization noisgaduced at each relay to
increase linearly inV; the more relays we have, the more coarsely they quantizerdig-of-thumb in the
current literature is to quantize received signals at theenlevel (independent aV), so that the injected
guantization noise is more or less insignificant as compardtle Gaussian noise already corrupting the
signals [3], [4], [5], [6]. However, this leads to a linearpgeo the cutset upper bound. Our result reveals
that there is a rate penalty for describing the quantizeegmisions in compress-and-forward, and this
penalty can be significantly larger than the rate penaltp@ated with coarser quantization. Follow-up
work [12] has shown that this insight can be used to obtaiméigapproximations for a much larger class
of Gaussian relay networks.

We next show that a similar performance can be obtained byrtsapdecode-and-forward strategy.
Here, the source uses superposition coding to transmifperient messages to each of the relays at
appropriately chosen rates; relays decode their intendessages, re-encode and forward them to the
destination over the multiple-access channel. A priorie @ould expect this strategy to rather yield a
linear rate gap inV to the cutset upper bound. Using a superposition codebalkces a rate penalty
with respect to an i.i.d. Gaussian codebook since each gessalecoded by treating some of the other
messages as additional noise. Since for certain valuesoftithnnel coefficients in the broadcast phase,
we may need to use aiV-level superposition codebook (and since the undecodedages constitute
additional noise for the desired message at each relay efarefne strongest relay which can decode all
the messages), one may expect a constant rate loss assaeititeeach message giving rise to a linear
total rate loss with respect to the cooperative upper botedhaps surprisingly, we show that for all

A similar question is raised and a better than lineaNircapacity approximation is provided in|[9] for a class of lad networks with
ergodic i.i.d. fading coefficients by using an ergodic t@talignment strategy. However here, we are interestedtimonks with arbitrary
fixed channel coefficients.



channel configurations and SNR’s we can always find a ratet pothe intersection of the broadcast and
multiple access capacity regions such that the sum rateeomiisssages is onylog N bits away from
the information-theoretic cutset upper bound. The keyadgnt we use is the Edmond’s polymatroid
intersection theorem.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sediibn #,farmally introduce the model for the
diamond relay network. Sectionllll provides a summary of oain results. Sectioris ]V and V include
the proofs of our main results by concentrating on the cosgpeand-forward and partial decode-and-
forward strategies respectively. Sectlon VI provides aulsion of our conclusions based on numerical
evaluations. The appendix contains an extension of outtsesuthe case with multiple antennas.

A. Related Work on the Diamond Network

The Gaussian diamond relay network was introduced by SchwihGallager in[[10], [11]. For the
case whenV = 2, rates achievable by decode-and-forward and amplifyfandlard were analyzed in
[11]. In the asymptotic regime whelV — oo, amplify-and-forward was shown to be asymptotically
optimal in [13]. The rate achieved by amplify-and-forwangeothe N-relay diamond network was also
investigated in[[16] for the specific case when all channeffadents are equal to each other and a constant
additive approximation to the capacity of this symmetritupenvas derived![14]| [15] provided achievable
schemes for Gaussian diamond networks with bandwidth nidmwhile [17], [18], [19] considered the
diamond setting with half-duplex relays. [20] provided abhg approximation for the capacity of the
N-relay diamond network with smaller additive gap at the egeeof also incurring a multiplicative gap
to capacity. This hybrid approximation was based on usirlg artarefully chosen subset of the available
relays.

It is now well-understood that while decode-and-forward amplify-and-forward, the two most com-
monly considered strategies for the diamond network, cafope extremely well for specific channel
configurations (for example, amplify-and-forward with efjghannel gains [16]), they can perform arbi-
trarily away from capacity for other channel configuratioRer example,[[20] shows that the best rate
that can be achieved with amplify-and-forward in aNyrelay diamond network is approximately equal
to the rate achieved by using only the best relay, which catuiim be as small as half the capacity of
the whole network. Therefore, amplify-and-forward canpaivide a constant gap approximation to the
capacity across different channel parameters and SNRg, &si1theD (log V) approximation provided by
the strategies in this paper. Prior to this work, the bestoum capacity approximation for the diamond
network, over all channel coefficients and SNR’s, was t8sV-bit additive approximation provided in
[4] for general Gaussian networls.

II. MODEL

We consider the Gaussiawi-relay diamond network depicted in F[d. 1, where the souamer wants
to communicate to the destination nodevith the help of N relay nodes, denotet = {1,..., N}. Let
X,[t] and X;[t] denote the signals transmitted by the source node and te medei € N respectively
at time instantt € N. Similarly, Y;[t] and Y;[¢{] denote the signals received by the destination node and
the relay node respectively. These signals are related as

Yilt] = his Xs[t] + Zi[t], (1)
Yalt] =) hiaXilt] + Z[t), 2)

whereh;, denotes the complex channel coefficient between the somteeday node, andh;; denotes
the complex channel coefficient between the relay nodend the destination node. We assume the

2 A version of theO(log(N))gap with quantize-map-and-forward was also presentedihif@lependently at the same conference as our
work [1].



fixed channel coefficients are known to all the nodes in thevowdt Z;[t] and Z[t] are independent and
identically distributed circularly symmetric Gaussiamdam variables of variance?. All transmitted
signals are subject to an average power constrdiahd we define

SNR= P/o>.

Note that the equal power constraint assumption is withoss bf generality as the channel coefficients
are arbitrary.
The capacity of this network is defined as the largest raterathws can reliably communicate tad
in the following standard way: Lell denote the messagewants to communicate td. AssumelV/
is uniformly distributed ovef1, ..., [2T7%]} for some integefl’ and R > 0. A blocklengthT and rate

R code is a collection of functiong : {1,...,[2T%]} - CT, f; : CT — CT fori =1,...,N, and
g:CT — {1,...,M}. The encoding functiorf maps the message at the source to a block channel
inputs,
(Xs[1], - X[TT) = fF(W). 3)
The mapping functiory; maps a block ofl” channel outputs at relayto a block of 7" channel inputs,
(Xi[1],.... X[T)) = fi(YilL), ... YiIT)). @
The decoding functiory : CT — {1,..., M} maps a block of channel observations at the destination to
a guesgV for the transmitted message,
W = g(Ya[l],..., Yq[T)). (5)

The code satisfies an average power constraiift

T T
Y E[X[P] <P and Y E[X[]] <P
t=1 t=1

for i =1,..., N and has an average probability of eri®fiv’ # W].

A rate R is said to be achievable if there exists a sequence of codedklength?” and ratelz that
satisfy an average power constrafitand the average probability of err@®{IV # W] — 0 asT — oc.
The capacityC' of the diamond network is the largest achievable rate

When we consider the case when nodes are equipped with faudtipennas in the appendix, we will
prefer to denote the channel matrices with capital letterghis case, we will assume that the source
nodes hasn, > 1 transmit antennas, the destination nadleasn, > 1 receive antennas, and relayas

n; > 1 transmit and receive antennas. The relation between thenehmputs and outputs is denoted by

Yy[t] = Z HigXi[t] + Z[t],

in this case, wherél;, € C"*"s is the channel matrix between the source neded relayi, H;; € C"¢*"™i

is the channel matrix between relagnd the destination node Note that in this case the channel input and
output signals are complex vectors of appropriate dimenaiw Z;[t| and Z(t) are circularly symmetric
Gaussian random vectors with covariancd where is the identity matrix of appropriate dimension.
We still assume an equal power constraihfit the notes, which in this case amounts to

T
.1 9
Jim 7 > BlIXHI < P
The capacity of this network is defined analogously to théasazase. To simplify the statement of our
results we assume the number of antennas at the source amdirtiier of antennas at the destination
are smaller than the total number of antennas at the relays,,i< > . n; andn, < >, n;, however the
analysis also holds for the general case.



Fig. 2. A broadcast and a multiple access channel.

Although not directly part of our problem, in the sequel wdl e interested in the capacity regions
of the broadcast channel (BC) from the source node to thgg@ad the multiple-access channel (MAC)
from the relays to the destination. We next define these tvemméls:

A. BC Channel

Consider a communication system where a sendéas N independent messagég;,..., Wy to
communicate taV destinations as depicted in the left figure in Eig. 2. Eachidason is only interested
in its corresponding messadg;. This is called a broadcast channel. A code of blocklerigtand rate
(Ry,..., Ry) for communicating theV message$Vi, ..., Wy, wherelV; is uniformly distributed over
{1,...,[2TR]}, to their respective destinations is defined analogous(@}to(d), (8) as a set containing
an encoding function at the source (satisfying the powesittamt ) and N decoding functions, one for
each destination. The capacity regiGp. is the closure of the set of achievable ratéy, ..., Ry). See
Chapter 5 of[[22] for formal definitions.

In the sequel, we will be interested in the broadcast chaimaleiced by the first stage of the diamond
network in Fig.[2. Here, the relays act as destinationsNoindependent messages from the source and
the channel input and outputs are related[By (1). We deneteahacity region of this channel kigggN.

In this Gaussian case, the capacity regiti’" is exactly characterized (se€e [22, Theorem 5.3)).

B. MAC Channel

Consider a communication system whé¥esenders want to simultaneously communicate to a destina-
tion as depicted in the right figure in Fig. 1. Each sender hasdependent messadjé, to communicate
to the destination node. This is called a multiple-accesmibl. A code of blocklengtil” and rate
(Ry,...,Ry) for communicating theV messages$Vy, ..., Wy of the senders, wher®/; is uniformly
distributed over{1, ..., [27%]}, is defined analogously t61(3L1(4}L! (5) as a set of encodimgtfans at
the senders and a decoding function at the destination. @pacity regionC,; ¢ is the closure of the
set of achievable rateR;, ..., Ry). See Chapter 4 of [22] for formal definitions. The capacitgioa
of the MAC channel has been completely characterized (s¢22inTheorem 4.4]).

In the sequel, we will be interested in two MAC channels iretlidy the two stages of the diamond
network in Fig.[2. The capacity regions of these two MAC clesrwill be denoted byC) ;¢ and
CN 7. In the first case, we will assume that each relay has an imdigmé message to communicate
to the destination and the channel input and outputs aréecelay [2). Here, each relay is subject to
a power constrainf. In the second case, we will assume that each relay has apendent message
to communicate to the source node and the channel input apditoelations are given by the inverse



channel of (1), i.e.,
N

Yilt] = hiXi[t] + Zi[t] (6)

1=1

where Z,[t] is circularly-symmetric Gaussian noise with varianee When the relays are subject to
average power constrainty, ..., Py respectively, we will denote the corresponding capacitgiome by
CNAE(Py, ..., Py).

[1l. MAIN RESULT
The main conclusions of this paper are summarized in theviallg theorems.

Theorem 3.1.Let C' be the information-theoretic cutset upper bound on the capaof the N-relay
diamond network. Noisy network coding at the relays caneachia rate

Ryne > C — Gy, (7)
whereG; = log(N + 1) 4+ log N + 1 when nodes have single antennas.

Remark 3.2. When nodes have multiple antennas the gap becomes

ng — 1 M -1

G1=nglog (M + 1) + nglog(1 + )+ na log(mz}\%(ni) + ngqlog(1l +
1€

)+ 1

a np

where M = 3.\ 1, g = min(ng, nq,...,ny), n = min(ng,nq,...ny). Note that the gap increases
linearly in the number of antennas at the source and thendéistin and logarithmically in the total number
of antennas at the relays. When all nodes have a single aptdrengap reduces tog(N +1)+log N +1.

Theorem 3.3. A partial decode-and-forward strategy at the relays achgea rate

Rppr > C — Gy, (8)
whereG, = 2log N in the case of single antenna nodes.
Remark 3.4. When nodes have multiple antennas the gap becomes

s — 1
Gy = nglog (M) + nslog(1l + n

- ) + nqlog (%%(nl) + nqlog(1l + )

where M, n, and n, are defined as before. Note that when all nodes have a sintgaran the gap
reduces t@ log N.

ny

We prove the two theorems in the following two sections. Theemsions to multiple antennas in the
two remarks are given in the appendix.

IV. Noisy NETWORK CODING

In this section, we prove Theordm B.1 by investigating thi#gomance of compress-and-forward based
strategies for the diamond network. We take the noisy nétwoding result in[[4] as a reference, however
the discussion applies to other compress-and-forwarddbaategies such as the quantize-map-and-
forward in [3], which was the first strategy to provide(V)-bit approximations for the capacity of
Gaussian networks. The main idea of these strategies iselagls quantize their received signals without
decoding and independently map them to Gaussian codebtiokas been more recently shown that
a similar performance can be also achieved with classicaipcess-and-forward, where the quantized
signals at the relays are binned before transmission abppptely chosen rates, and they are decoded
successively before decoding the actual source messagR3p] [7].



The performance achieved by noisy network coding is givef#inrheorem 1] as
Ryne = min I(Xy, Xa; Yi, Ya| X5) = 1(Ya; YAl X, X, Y, Ya). 9)

for some joint probability distributiof ..\ p(z:)p(¥:|ys, z;) where X, = {X;,i € A}, A = N\ A and
Y3, X5 are defined analogously.
Comparing this with the information-theoretic cutset uppeund on the capacity of the network given
by [24]
C= sup minl(X,, Xp; Yy YalXy), (20)
Xo,X1,...,. Xy ACN
we observe the following differences. The first termih (Sirsilar to (10) but withyy in (10) replaced by
Y; in (9). The difference corresponds to a rate loss due to thet@ation noise introduced by the relays.
Second, while the maximization ih_(10) is over all possibiput distributions, only independent input
distributions are admissible ifl(9). This corresponds te tass with respect to a potential beamforming
gain accounted for in the upper bound. Third, there is theaeberm I (Yy; Yx| X, Xy, Y3, Ya) reducing
the rate in[(P). This corresponds to the rate penalty for camoating the quantized observations to the
destination along with the desired message.
The works in the current literaturé![3],1[4]./[5] choosé in (10) to be i.i.d. circularly symmetric
Gaussian of varianc& and K R
Y=Y, + Zi, 1€ N,

where Z;, i € N are i.i.d. circularly symmetric and complex Gaussian randa@riables of variance?>
independent of everything else. This result€iflog N) difference between the first term éf (9) andl(10)
while the second term in_(10) i©(V), resulting in an overall gap aD(N).

To reduce the)(N) rate loss for communicating the quantized observationscaveinstead quantize
at a coarser resolution, i.e. take the variance/ ofo be No2. Then, the first mutual information becomes

I(Xs, Xa; Yo, Yol X3) = I(Xs, Xa; Y| X5) 4 1(X,, Xa; Yol Vi, X5)

= I(Xs; YK|XK> + I(XA; YK‘XK, Xs) + I(XA; }/Cl‘YK, XK) + ](Xs; }/d|YK7 XK? XA)

DX V3) + T(X0: > hiaXi + 2)

i€

@ log (1+ D[Rl SNR/(N +1)) +1og (1+ ) |hial® SNR),

ieA i€EA

where (a) follows from the independence of thgs and the structure of the network and (b) follows by
evaluating the mutual informations for the chosen distidns. The second term inl(9) is now given by

R . 1 A
I(YVoVAIX, Xy 2, ) = A log(1 + ) < Il <1

We next bound the gap between the resultant rate and the cyiger bound by first deriving a simple
upper bound on the cutset bound. We have

C = in I(X,, Xa; Yy, Vi | X5
1 S0 B X2 3 )
(a)
< mi I(Xy, Xp; Yo, Yo | X
S iy sup ( a3 Y, Y | Xx)
()
< min sup [(Xs, Xy; hiaX; + Z,Yx
ACIN xxn (Xo, Xa ; ! v



(©)
) ch% up (X, Yy) + up I(Xa; ZA hiaX; + Z)
1€

@ min <log ( +SNRY |hi5|2) +log (1 +SNR(Y |hid|)2>>. (11)

1EA €A
Here, (a) follows by exchanging the order of min and sup; @pWws because
I(Xy, Xa1Ya, Yy | Xg) = I(Xo, X0; Yy = > hiaXy, Yy | X5)

icA
=h(Ya— > haXy, Y| Xz) = h(Ya =Y hiaX, Y| X, Xy, X5)
ieA ieh
= h(Ya— Y hiaXi, Yy | X5) = W(Z, Zy)
ieA
h(Yy =Y haX, Yy) — h(Z, Zy)
ich
=I(Xo, Xp; Y hiaXi + Z,Yy).
1EA

Note that this last expression maximized over all randonmabéas X, X, is the capacity of the point to
point channel betweefis, A} and {A, d}. The capacity of this channel can be further upper bounded by
the sum of the capacities of the SIMO channel betweamd {A} and the MISO channel betwed }
and d which is the result stated in (c). Formally, (c) follows besa

I(Xo, Xa: Y haaXi + Z,Yy)

€A
WY~ hiaXi+ Z) + h(Ys) — h(Z) — h(Z5)
€A
= I(Xs; Y5) + I(Xa; Z hia X + Z).

1EA
The solutions to the maximization of these mutual informagi over the input distributions are well-know
and yield the capacities of the corresponding SIMO and MI8&naels[[25].[(1]1) is obtained by plugging
in these capacities.
It can be easily verified that the total gap bf (9) to the uppaurta in [11) is bounded bipg(N +
1) +log N + 1. This completes the proof of Theorém3.1.

V. PARTIAL DECODE AND FORWARD

We consider a partial decode-and-forward strategy wherdirst stage of the communication is treated
as a broadcast channel and the second stage is treated atipdenaglcess channel. The source splits its
messagélV of rate Rppr into N messages$l, ..., Wy of corresponding rate®;, i = 1,..., N such
that Rppr = ), R;. Relayi can decode its corresponding messHgdf the ratesR;, i = 1,..., N lie in
the capacity region of the broadcast channel from the sdorttee relays. We denote this region (formally
defined in Sectiofi 1=A) byC32. Once each relay decodes its message, it can re-encode ravatdo
it to the destination. The messagés, ..., Wy can be simultaneously communicated to the destination
node if their ratesk;, i = 1,..., N also lie in the capacity region of the MAC channel from theaysl
to the destination. We denote this region (formally define®ectior(1I-B) byC}, ;2. With this relaying
strategy, we can achieve any rate given by

RPDF = Z Rz S.t. {Rl, .. RN} - CS—>N N C'Z/\}/’Xg (12)
iEN



Clearly, to maximize the rate achieved by this strategy, wednto find the rate pointR;,..., Ry} €
C3NNCy 74 with largest sum-rate. Without explicitly identifying thimaximal point, we will show that for
any value of the channel coefficients and the SNR there exisate point{R,, ..., Ry} € C3V NCN A
such that the difference betwegn, . R; and the information-theoretic cutset upper bound on thadap
of the network,C, is bounded. To prove this, we will make use of Edmond’s palnwid intersection
theorem.

The regionCy/+& is known to have a polymatroid structuiie [27]. The regigirV however is not
polymatroidal. Below, we define a polymatroid, and use thalidubetween the BC and MAC capacity
regions [26] to find a polymatroidal lower bound on the BC aatyaregion. We then use Edmond’s
polymatroid intersection [([28], Corollary 46.1b) to find amtersection point in the two polymatroid
regions with largest sum rate.

Definition 5.1. Let f : 2V — R* be a set function. The polyhedron
P(f):={(z1,...,an) 1 > _ 2 < f(5),VS C N, 2; > 0, Vi}

€S
is a polymatroid if the set functiori satisfies
1) f(@) = 0 (normalized).
2) f(5) < f(T) if SCT (non-decreasing).
3) f(S)+ f(T) > f(SUT)+ f(SNT) (submodular).

The MAC capacity regior€y; 74 is given by

P(f)={(Ri,....Ry): Y R < f(5),S CN,R; >0, Vi}
i€S
where
f(S) = log (1 + Z |hid)? SNR) :
€S

Since f satisfies the conditions in Definitidn 5., f) is a polymatroid([27]. By the duality established
in [26], the BC capacity region is given by
O = U CNZE(Py, ..., Py)
(Pl"'v*PN):ZPi:P
whereCy/75(Py, ..., Py) is the capacity region of a MAC channel from the relays to therse node
with relay i constrained to an average power This region has been formally defined in Section ll-B.

Any choice for the powers’, ..., Py such thaty ", P, = P provides a lower bound on the BC capacity
region. In particularCy;75(P/N, ..., P/N) C C32V, or equivalently,

( ) CCS—)N

where

SNR
=1 1 hisP—— | .
9(9) og( + D il )

ies
Clearly, P(g) is also a polymatroid. It then follows from Edmond’s polymwéd intersection ([28],
Corollary 46.1b) that

maX{ZR (Ry,...,R )GP(f)ﬂP(g)}:Ameij{lf{f(A)ng(K)}.



10

Fig. 3. A 3-relay diamond network.

Therefore, partial decode-and-forward can achieve a rate

Rppr = /IX%\I} f(A) +g(A)

, SNR
:g}(bg (1D IhiP =) +log (14 [hiaf® SNR)) (13)

ieA N
By comparing [(AIB) and(11), it can be easily verified that
RPDF Z 6— QIOgN.
This completes the proof of Theordm13.3.

A. Discussion

The above argument proves the existence of a rate gaint..., Ry} in the intersection of the BC
and MAC capacity regions with sumrate withtriog N bits of the cutset upper bound for any value of
the channel coefficients. In this section, we aim to obtaimamosight on the choice of the optimal rate
point{R;,..., Ry} by concentrating on the example of3aelay diamond network given in Figl 3 -(a).
Here, the labels indicate the SNR’s of the correspondiriglimssume the transmit and noise powers are
normalized tol). Considering the linear deterministic model of [3] in ABj(b) for this network suggests
that in a capacity achieving strategy each relay should/d¢aformation at rate approximatelyg a when
a is large. For partial decode-and-forward, the achievgbgirategy in the BC phase is superposition
coding. (See Chapter 5 of [22].) The source generates tmaependent i.i.d. Gaussian codebooks of
appropriate rates and powers and sends the addition of thesecodewords. Each relay uses successive
cancellation to decode its corresponding message: it ssivety decodes the codewords intended for the
weaker relays and subtracts them from its signal in orderemde its own message while codewords
intended for the stronger relays are treated as additiomiaen

In our current example, one natural choice for the powerb®fsuperposed codebooks, to communicate
three messages of rates approximatelya to the three relays, can bB = 1/a?, P, = 1/a, and
P3y=1-1/a—1/a® At largea, this corresponds to communication rates

Ry =log(1+a*P) =~ loga
2

CLPQ
Ry =1 1+ —7F— | =1 -1
2 og< +1+a2P1> oga

CLP3 ) l 1
=~ loga —
1+a(P2+P1) &

to the three relays. Note that there id it rate loss at each relay (except for the strongest onegsin
the codebooks intended for the stronger relays constitdtitianal noise at the weaker relays. In the

R3 = log <1+
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corresponding extension of this configurationNerelays, this would result i (V) rate loss between
the sum broadcast rate to the relays and the capacity of nigeesnput multiple output (SIMO) channel
at the first stage, i.e. the cutset upper bound. (Note thaStMO capacity is at least as large as the
capacity of the strongest link, i.eog(1 + a®) ~ 3loga in our current example).

The argument in the earlier section suggests that therddhela better way to choose the broadcasting
rates to the relays. For our current example, we can insteadser; = QN% fori=1,...,N—1and
Py =1- "' P, and obtain the rates

Ry =loga, ..., Ry_i1=~loga, Ry ~loga—IlogN.

which also lie in the broadcast capacity region of the firaget But in this case, the sumrate is only
O(log N) bits away from the SIMO capacity. This suggests that it idrebke to concentrate the hit due
to superposition coding in the rate to the weakest relay.

VI. SIMULATIONS

In the previous sections, we established an upper boundeogap between the rate achieved by two
strategies and the cutset-upper bound inAheelay diamond network. These are worst case bounds over
all possible channel configurations and SNR’s. In this se¢tive aim to get a better understanding of
the performance of these strategies and the tightness dbdheds via simulation results for different
statistics of the channel coefficients. We will focus on tleetipl decode-and-forward strategy (which
was proven to have a worst case gap2ddg N to the cutset upper bound) and compare it to simpler
strategies such as using the best relay and amplify-andafdr In the best relay strategy, only the relay
with the largest end-to-end capacity is utilized; it decotlee message from the source and forwards it to
the destination. In amplify-and-forward, each relay ssale received signal by an amount that satisfies
the power constraint. We examine two variations of ampdifig-forward: when the relays forward an
optimally scaled version of their received signal to maxinthe end-to-end rate betweerand d (each
relay does not necessarily transmit at full power), as welhaving all relays scale up their received
signal to full power. We call the second case naive amplifg-orward. Amplify-and-forward is known
to perform very well on the diamond network when all chanrehg are equal to each othér [16], so it
is interesting to see how partial decode-and-forward coegoto it under common statistical models for
the channel coefficients.

For our simulations, we consider H-relay diamond network with a single antenna at all nodes.
Since simulating the exact cutset upper bound in (10) iscdiffidue to the optimization over the input
distribution, we instead také _(f11) as the upper bound. Thereour results provide an upper bound on
the actual gap. We simulate the channels for the low SNR red®NR= 1) and the high SNR regime
(SNR = 1000) under two different statistical models: Rayleigh and sivadading.

Figure[4 shows a histogram of the gap between the cutset-lpgped and the various schemes when
the channel coefficients;, andh;; are drawn i.i.dCA (0, 1). The last row is a histogram of the gap when
we take the best rate achieved among the four schemes forrealthation of the channel coefficients
which represents an estimate of the remaining gap in thectgpaf the N-relay diamond network (the
difference between the best achievability we have and tipempound). The two vertical lines in each
plot marklog N and 2log N. We note several features of the figure. First, the gap fotighadecode-
and-forward is always below log N, as predicted by our result. In the high SNR regime, the gap is
almost always atog N. On the other hand, amplify-and-forward has a much smabgr lgoth at high
and low SNR. Even the simple scheme of only using the besy mdams to perform reasonably well.
This is because with Rayleigh fading, there is limited \i#oia between the channel gains. This favors
amplify-and-forward, since it can obtain significant beamfing gain by coherently combining signals
arriving over different paths.

We also consider the case when we model the channel coeffidsgynshadowing, where the channel
attenuation in dB are drawn from a zero mean normal disiohutn other words, the channel coefficients,
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Fig. 4. The gap between various schemes with channel vakiag brawnCA/(0, 1). The two vertical lines represetég N and2log N.
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Fig. 5. The gap between various schemes with channel vakiag irawn assuming a shadowing model. The two verticat lniepresent
log N and2log N.

h;q andh;,, are distributed according t) 3, and X is a normal variable. Typical standard deviations for
this model range fron3 - 14 [29]. In our simulations, we use a standard deviatior7.oA key feature of
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shadowing is that some channel coefficients may be muchrléirga others. Figurel 5 shows a histogram
of the gap between the cutset-upper bound and the variowsmsshunder this model. We note some
interesting differences between this new model and theiguevmodel.

Partial decode-and-forward maintains a gap that is bélawg N independent of the channel configu-
ration and SNR (as predicted by our theoretical results)ti@nother hand, while amplify-and-forward
performed well under the earlier model, we now see that ifs ¢@n be quite large for some channel
configurations. (Its performance becomes even worse if aake & larger standard deviation for the
shadowing model.) We also note that its performance is coae to using only the best relay, as
predicted in[[20]. Note that naive amplify-and-forward d@ave a very large gap, as relays that are weak
in the first stage can be injecting significant noise to compation when scaling up their received
signals. We conclude that while amplify-and-forward canfgren better than partial decode-and-forward
in certain channel configurations (most notably when chiagaas are close to each other), it cannot
provide a universally good performance under all channgfigarations.

VIlI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we developed @(log V)-bit approximation for the capacity of th&-relay diamond
network, independent of the channel coefficients and the ,SMRroving upon the existing (N )-bit
approximations for the capacity of this network. We showeat two strategies, noisy network coding
and partial decode-and-forward can be optimized to achiewenformation-theoretic cutset upper bound
on the capacity of this network withi@(log V) bits. The discussion on noisy network coding reveals that
the rule-of-thumb to quantize the received signals at theenlevel used for compress-and-forward in the
current literature can be highly suboptimal. Instead, iyiine desirable for the relays to quantize at a much
coarser scale. Extending our results to other topologiesdamiving improved capacity approximations
for general Gaussian relay networks remain as open probkgthssome initial results in this direction
reported in[[12].
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APPENDIX A
DIAMOND NETWORK WITH MULTIPLE ANTENNAS

A. Proof Remark3]2

For the multiple antenna case, we chodsgi € A to be i.i.d. circularly symmetric Gaussian with
covariance%[ . Let X, be independent fronX; and also circularly symmetric Gaussian with covariance

n%[. Also, we defineY” to be such that
}Afi =Y, + Zi, 1€ N,

whereZ; are i.i.d. circularly symmetric Gaussian with covarian¢€) ., .. n,;)! independent of everything
else. The first term iy becomes

I(Xo, Xa; Yy, Yl X5) = (X Yr) + 1(Xa: > HuXi + Z)

€A
SNR SNR
— log det(I + H H;,) + log det(I + WH).
N (D sen i + 1) Z ZEZA n; d
The second term is
A R [A| 1
I(YA§YA|X37XA7Y77YZI n; lOg )
A Z ZZGN 1
\AI ]
S ZiZI 1 S 1
Zie/\f U

from (11), the cutset upper bound is bounded by
C= sup mlnI(XS,XA,YYA|XA)

X57X17 7XN AC
< ml/r\lfsup (X, Yy) + Sup] Xy ngdX + 7)

< nin (C.(%) + @(A)),
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whereC,(A) is the MIMO capacity between the source nodand subset of relay nodes and C,(A)

is the MIMO capacity between the remaining relay nodeand the destination nodé We can bound
the difference between the capacity of the MIMO channel uiméimal power allocation and under the
equal power allocation on all antennas by applying the Valg lemma:

Lemma 1.1. (Adapted from Appendix F in[]3]). Consider a MIMO channel lwit, transmit antennas
andn, receive antennas. Lét,; denote the capacity of the channel under optimal power ailoc, and
let C¢p denote the capacity of the channel under equal power ailbocalhen

—1
wa—CepSnlog (1+ ntn )7

wheren = min(n,, n,).

The proof of the lemma is given at the end of the appendix.
Since the source has pow&Y;, equal power allocation among the transmit antennas of the source

yields

Oy ep(A) = log det ( Z i H)

i€
for the MIMO channel MIMO betweer and A and so
_ SNR ng — 1
Cs(A) < logdet H H;s ) + min(ns, n;) log(1 - ° )
( % ) ; mln(ns, Y icx i)
SNR ng — 1
< log det ( Z HJSH,-8> + nglog(1l + )
® ier @

where we define,, = min(n,,ny,...,ny) and use the fact that, < »._, n;. Similarly, for C4(A), we
have total powefA|P among) . , n,; transmit antennas, so

Cy(A) <logdet (I + HigH! ) + min(ng, Y n;)log(l + —="5 )
( ZzeA i ; d) zeZA mm(nth ZieA nl)
SNR . ;i — 1
< log det (I + Z H,-ded> + nglog(1 + ZZEL),
M N £ np
where we definey, = min(ng, n4, ..., ny) and use the fact that; < >°._,,n;. Thus, we can upperbound
the cutset bound as
ral t t
C < min <1og det (I +SNRY HisHis) + log det (I +SNRY HidHid)> (14)
i€eA €A
—1 i —1
+ nglog(1 + fs ) + nglog(1 + ZZEL) (15)
N T
The gap between the cutset-upper bound Brd,- is then upper bounded by
Ryne > C — Gy, (16)

whereG; = n,log (EZGN n; + 1) + nglog(1 4 2= 1) + nglog(max;en n;) + nglog(l + ZeNibn), and
Ng = min(ng, ny,...,ny), 7 = min(ng, ny, . . .nN).



16

B. Proof Remark 3]4

To determine the rate achieved by partial decode-and-forwéh multiple antennas, we identify the set
of rates(Ry, ..., Ry) that lie in the intersection of the BC and MAC capacity regi@md find the largest
sum rateri1 R;. As with the scalar case, we lower bound this rate by findingrpatroidal subregions
of the BC and MAC capacity regions and applying Edmond’s puatroidal intersection theorem.

The capacity region for the MIMO MAC with useérhaving average power constraifit is given by
[25] CMAC(P17' . .,PN,Hld, .. .,HNd) =

U {(Rl,...RN) : > Ry <logdet <I+2Hiinde> VSCN,R >0 w},

{Tr(Q:)<P; Vi} i€S i€S
where H;, is the ny x n; channel matrix between usérand the destination. The duality between the

capacity regions of the MIMO BC and MIMO MAC [26] yields a claaterization of the MIMO BC
region in terms of the MIMO MAC capacity:

Coc(P. His, ... . Hy) = |J Cuwac(Pr,....Py.Hi,, ... HL,),
>, Pi<P

where H,, is then; x n, channel matrix between the sourcand receiver in the BC channel. We now
identify polymatroidal subregions of the MIMO MAC and MIMO@capacity regions.

For the diamond relay network, each relay has power constRiso for the MIMO MAC region, we
choose); = P] to have equal power among the antennas for each relay, thus yielding a subregion of
the MIMO MAC capacity,P(f) C Cuac, Where

P(f)={(Ri,....Ry): Y _R: < f(5),YS CN,R; >0, Vi},
€S

and

SNR
F(S) = log det <I+ Z . H,-ded> :
€S
The functionf satisfies the conditions in Definitidn 5.1, and B¢f) is a polymatroid.
For the MIMO BC capacity, we apply the BC MAC duality with, = n; P/ > n; and Q; = ZP
which givesP(g) = Cuac (n1P/ S ns,...,nnyP/ S ni, Hi,, ... HL ) C Cgc, where

P(g) ={(Ri.....Ry): > _ Ri < g(5),YS CN,R; >0, Vi}.

€S

and

g(S) =logdet | I + SNR ZHZ-TSHZ'S .
ZZEN i

P(g) is also a polymatroid, so as with the single antenna casepply Edmond’s polymatroid intersection
theorem to get

Rppr = R%ljl\} F(A) +g(A)

SNR ' SNR
= min <10gdet (I + S o ZstHis) + log det <I + Z — szH¢d> )

i€eA ieA ¢

SNR SNR
> min | logdet | I+ HlH, | +logdet [ I+ ——— Y HyH!, | |.
i SRy ( >

max; n;
i ieN Tl icA
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By comparing it to[(1b), it can be verified that
Rppr > C — Gs.
This completes the proof of Remdrk 3.4.

C. Proof of Lemma1l1

Suppose we have a MIMO channel with transmit antennas;, receive antennas, and total power
nyP. Let n = min(n,, n;). The capacity of the MIMO channel is well known to be

Cwi = Z log(1 + Qii)\i)a
i1

where the)\; correspond to the singular values of the MIMO channel madrid Q;; is given by the
waterfilling solution satisfying

Z Qu =nyP.

=1

The rate achieved by equal power allocation is

=1
Assume without loss of generality, > A\, > ... > \,. We upperbound’y; — C¢p as follows:

[T (1 + Qi)
[T, (1+ PXN)

1 1 "L Qi
— nlog | = . )
nlog | o 21+P)\i+;1+13)\i>

1 1 "1 1
n 21+P)\Z-+;Qii(f_P(1+P)\i)>)>

n

(
(
(S i S0 )
(
(

. 1 1 ntP)\l
=nlog |~ ZI+P)\,-+1+P)\1>>

n 2221+P)\z 1+P)\1
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© n—1 14+mP\
<nl
_nog( n +n(1+P)\1)

| n—1+1< nt—1>
=n —(nyg — ————
08 n n\" 14+ P\
(d) -1
§nlog(1+nt )

n

where (a) follows from the arithmetic mean-geometric meagguality, (b) follows from the fact that
A > Xy > ... > )\, (c) follows from —4— < 1 and (d) is obtained by discarding the last term in the

. . 1+PX;
previous line.
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