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Abstract

Two-way relaying can considerably improve spectral efficiein relay-assisted bidirectional com-
munications. However, the benefits and flexible structurertifogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM)-based two-way decode-and-forward (DF) relay systés much less exploited. Moreover, most
of existing works have not considered quality-of-serviQe$) provisioning for two-way relaying. In
this paper, we consider the OFDM-based bidirectional trassion where a pair of users exchange
information with or without the assistance of a single DRayelEach user can communicate with the
other via three transmission modes: direct transmissiap;veay relaying, and two-way relaying. We
jointly optimize the transmission policies, including pemallocation, transmission mode selection, and
subcarrier assignment for maximizing the weighted sunsrafehe two users with diverse quality-of-
service (QoS) guarantees. We formulate the joint optintngiroblem as a mixed integer programming
problem. By using the dual method, we efficiently solve thebfegm in an asymptotically optimal
manner. Moreover, we derive the capacity region of two-w&yré&laying in parallel channels. Simulation
results show that the proposed resource-allocation sckhamsubstantially improve system performance
compared with the conventional schemes. A number of intiegesnsights are also provided via

comprehensive simulations.
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Two-way relaying, decode-and-forward (DF), resourcecatimn, orthogonal frequency division
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I. INTRODUCTION

Orthogonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) is a tiag physical layer transmission
technique for high spectral efficiency and date rate in dspaad wireless communication systems.
OFDM also naturally provides a multiple-access method, rasMa as OFDMA by allocating
different subcarriers to different users in multiuser esniments([2]-+[5]. On the other hand, coop-
erative relay has received much interests due to its capebibf improving system performance,
such as throughput enhancement, power saving, and comationicoverage extension! [6]+8].
Combining relaying architecture with OFDM transmissiomigowerful technique for broadband
wireless communication, and thus adopted in many curretitnext generation standards, i.e.,
3GPP Long Term Evolution Advanced (LTE-Advanced) and IEER.86m.

However, the traditional one-way relaying is less spelgtrficient due to the practical half-
duplex constraint. To overcome this problem, two-way relgyhas been recently proposed
[9]-[13]. Its principle is to apply network coding at the aglnode to mix the signals received
from two links for subsequent forwarding, and then apply-sgerference cancelation at each
destination to extract the desired signals. Naturallysipromising and attractive to exploit
network coding gain by dynamic resource allocations forriorpg spectral efficiency in OFDM
bidirectional relay systems.

There are several works on resource allocation in OFDM éddional relay systems [14]-[119].
These works can be divided into two categorigst-subcarrier basi§14]—[16] andsubcarrier
pairing basis[17]-[19]. The first category assumes that the two-hop cmdjpe transmission,
i.e., source-to-relay link and relay-to-destination lirde the same subcarrier. Such per-subcarrier
basis significantly simplifies the optimization problemg does not fully utilize the channel
dynamics. For instance, the authors|inl[14] studied powersambcarrier allocation for OFDM
two-way relaying with both amplify-and-forward (AF) andabele-and-forward (DF) strategies.
By using dual decomposition method, the problem was decsegpanto per-subcarrier sub-
problems that can be solved independently. A two-step dihapmethod for power allocation
for OFDM two-way AF relaying was proposed in [15], where powsfirst allocated in each
subcarrier for a given per-subcarrier power constrairg@ntthe per-subcarrier power constraints
are coordinated to satisfy a total peak power constrainthef gystem. The authors ih_[16]

showed that the optimal power allocation for OFDM two-way Adfaying with a total peak



power constraint turns out to be a two-step approach ds in [15

Different from the per-subcarrier basis, the subcarrieriqg basis allows the subcarriers in
the first and second hops to be paired and then a better paricentan be provided [20]. In[17],
power was first allocated by water-filling and then subcesngere paired by a greedy heuristic
method for OFDM two-way AF relaying. In [18], the authors éstigated the subcarrier pairing
based joint optimization problem of transmission mode cdile, subcarrier assignment, and
relay selection for OFDMA bidirectional relay cellular m&trks by an ant colony optimization
method from a graph theoretical perspective.[In [19], thtv@ns studied optimal subcarrier and
relay assignment for OFDM two-way relay systems using arbitpagraph matching algorithm.

In view of these existing works, our paper is motivated ire#fold: Firstly, both per-subcarrier
basis and subcarrier pairing basis aot optimal for two-way DF relaying, where the information
from one set of subcarriers in the first hop can be decoded esmhaoded jointly and then
transmitted over a different set of subcarriers in the next. T his is referred asubcarrier set
basisin this paper. Secondly, by use of the parallel OFDM relayanzhitecture, the bidirectional
communication can be completed by three transmission modesely direct transmission, one-
way relaying, and two-way relaying. Moreover, power allbma subcarrier assignment, and
transmission mode selection are tightly coupled with edbleroHow to jointly coordinate these
transmission policies and how much power and spectral efiftdes are contributed by different
transmission modes, are crucial but more importantly, mtdoeen considered for OFDM bidi-
rectional relay systems. Thirdly, one challenging issubdcaddressed for future developments
of wireless networks is how to meet user’s diverse qualitgesvice (QoS) requirements. Real-
time applications, such as voice transmission and videasting, are highly delay-sensitive and
need reliable QoS guarantees. Therefore, it is of great itrapce to study dynamic resource
allocation schemes for supporting diverse QoS requiresn®&vertheless, what the impacts of
resource allocation on QoS guarantees for OFDM bidireatioglay systems, has also not been
addressed in the literature.

In this paper, we consider the above three issues in a céISiEDM two-way relaying
scenario, where a pair of users exchange information wiis@sice of a single DF relay using
OFDM. We enable each user to communicate with the other vieetliransmission modes
simultaneously but over different sets of subcarrierssltvorth mentioning that, to our best

knowledge, such a hybrid bidirectional transmission way mvestigated in our previous work



[18]. However, [18] is based on subcarrier pairing basis does not consider power allocation
and QoS guarantees. The main differences between this pagethe related works [14]—[19]
are stated in Table I.

The main contributions and results of this paper are sunz@éras follows:

« We formulate a joint optimization problem of power allocatj subcarrier assignment, and
transmission mode selection for OFDM bidirectional DF y&ig. The previous works often
consider partial resources of this problem. Our objectveo maximize the weighted
sum rates of the two users with diverse QoS guarantees. Thegmblem is a mixed
integer programming problem and NP-hard. By using the dualhod, we develop an
asymptotically optimal algorithm to find the QoS-aware smmssion policies with linear
complexity of the number of subcarriers. Moreover, we dethe achievable capacity region
of two-way DF relaying in parallel relay channels.

« Simulation results reveal that for the OFDM two-way DF réhay the proposed subcarrier
set relaying basis can achieve substantial throughput @agnthe conventional subcarrier
pairing relaying basis. For the OFDM bidirectional with higbtransmission modes, the
importance of one-way relaying is decreasing as signalsise ratio (SNR) increases. On
the contrary, the importance of direct transmission andway relaying are increasing with
SNR, and two-way relaying dominates the system performaWeefind that for a given
user with more stringent rate QoS requirement, one-wayirgladevotes more throughput
and direct transmission devotes less. Moreover, for any @aS requirement, two-way
relaying always dominates the system throughput. We alsav ghat direct transmission
dominates the system performance when the relay node isrobither of the two users,
and one- and two-way relaying work well when the relay nodmtes at the midpoint of
the two users.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sedliatescribes the system model

and presents the rigorous problem formulation. The prapabeal-based resource-allocation
algorithm is detailed in Section Ill. Comprehensive siniola results are illustrated in Section

VI. Finally, we conclude this paper in Section V.



II. OPTIMIZATION FRAMEWORK
A. System Model

We consider the relay-assisted bidirectional commuricadis shown in Fid.l1, which consists
of a pair of usersA and B, and a single relayR. Each user can communicate with the
other directly or through the relay. Thus, each user can comicate with the other via three
transmission modes, namely, direct transmission, one-twaoevay relaying. In this paper, the
two-phase two-way relaying protocol is applied, i.e., thetfphase is multiple-access (MAC)
phase and the second phase is the broadcast (BC) phaselB]1Efch node can transmit and
receive at the same time but on different frequencies. Ftr boe-way relaying and two-way
relaying, the relay adopts DF strategy and the delay betwleerirst and second hops can be
negligible compared with the duration of a transmissiomfea For example, Fid.l 1 shows that
A and B can use subcarrief9} for the MAC phase but the relay can use subcarr{giss}
in the BC phase. Notice that such subcarrier set basis nglagi also applicable for one-way

relaying.

B. Channel Model

The wireless channels are modeled by large-scale path $bsslowing, and small-scale
frequency-selective Rayleigh fading. It is assumed thatttansmission to both users is divided
into consecutive frames, and the fading remains unchangtdnweach transmission frame
but varies from one frame to another. We also assume thatnehastimation is perfectly
known at all nodes. Note that in relay-assisted systems asdEEE 802.16m, relay nodes are
usually fixed. Such that the task of centralized resourcation can be embedded at the relay.
Without loss of generality, the additive white noises atratles are assumed to be independent
circular symmetric complex Gaussian random variabled) Baving zero mean and unit variance.

The channel coefficients from nodeto node;’ on subcarriem are denoted as; ; ,,, where
j)j/ 6 {A7B7R}’ ] #]/

C. Problem Formulation

We use superscripts b, andc to denote direct transmission, one-way relaying, and tag-w
relaying, respectively. We first introduce the followingdh sets of binary assignment variables

with respect to the three transmission modes:



- P indicates whether subcarrigris assigned to usdr for direct transmissiork € { A, B}.
- pzm indicates whether subcarriers assigned to usdrat thei-th hop of one-way relaying,
ke{A B}, i=1,2.
- p},; indicates whether subcarrieris assigned to the user pair at théh hop of two-way
relaying,i = 1, 2.
As mentioned in previous works [18], [19], [21], the biditienal links must occur in pair for
two-way relaying. Therefore, in our case, the user inflég not involved inp;, ;. In order to

avoid interference, these binary variables must satiséyftfiowing constraint:

2 2
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ke{A,B} ke{A,B} i=1 i=1
where N = {1,--- , N} is the set of subcarriers.
Let pg,, denote the transmit power of uskrover subcarrien. for direct transmissiony}, , ,
andpf p,, as the transmit power of usérto the relay over subcarrier for one- and two-way
relaying, respectivelyy € {A, B}. Let P, be the total power of usét, then the power allocation

policy of userk should satisfy:

N
Z (pz,n +pZ,R,n +pZ,R,n) S Pk? k € {A7 B} (2)

n=1
Denotepl;%m as the transmit power from relay node to usever subcarrier, using one-way
relaying, k € {A, B}. Denotepg; , as the transmit power of the relay node over subcarrier
for two-way relaying. The relay node is subject to the peakegroconstraintPg, which can be

expressed as
N

Z Z p%,k,n +pcR,n S PR- (3)

n=1 \ke{A,B}
After introducing the assignment and power variables, n@avwefly present the achievable
rates for the three transmission modes.
For direct transmission mode, the achievable rate of ksever subcarriem can be easily
given by
b = CWhallisnl®), kK € {A, Bk #F, (4)



whereC(z) = log,(1+x). Then the achievable rate of ugeby using direct transmission mode
is
N
b= rialia, ke {A B} (5)
n=1

For one-way relaying transmission mode, the achievabés rat the first and second hops for

userk can be respectively written as:

Rz,n,l = C(pz,R,n|hk7R,n|2)7
R o = C0k ol hmirnl), (6)

with k, k" € {A, B}, k # k’. The end-to-end achievable rate of usdsy using one-way relaying
is the minimum of the rates achieved in the two hops, which lmamexpressed as

N N
RZ = min {Z pz,n,lRZ,n,la Z pz,nﬂRZ,nQ} ) k S {A7 B} (7)
n=1 n=1

For the two-way DF relaying, prior work has studied the c#ya®gion for single-channel
case [[11]4[1B]. Based on these results, we derive the dgpaegjion of OFDM two-way DF
relaying by the following proposition.

Proposition 1: The capacity regioi R, Rj;) of OFDM two-way DF relaying is given by
N
Ry < ZPZJ i&,n,l
n=1

N
Ry < sz,chB,ml

n=1

N
2+ Rp < Z P laBn (8)

n=1

N
Ry < Z pr,QRiLn,Z

n=1

N
Ry < Z prQRCB,nQ

n=1
where R = C(pf g lhial®), Bpo = Clhnial®), kK € {A, B}k # ¥, and
wa,m = C(pil,R,n|hA7R,n|2 + P%,R,nt,R,nP)-

Proof: Please see Appendix A. [ |



Note that the capacity of OFDM two-way DF relaying derived@) is different from the
single-channel or per-subcarrier cases, sihte (8) allbevsdlay to jointly decode and re-encode
the received signal from one set of subcarriers in the firgpt MAC phase), and then forward
the processed signal over a different set of subcarrierearsécond hop (BC phase).

Note that we focus on the achievable rate region of two-wayrélgying and assume that
there exists an optimal coding/encoding approach to aehies region. We further assume that
channel coding is independently done at individual sulearsuch that the frequency diversity
can be exploited by transmission mode selection in OFDMesyst

We now can characterize the achievable rate of usever all the possible transmission
modes:

Ry =R{+ R+ R, ke {A B} (9)

As shown in[[22], delay-sensitive or delay-constrainedgraission can be regarded as a delay-
limited capacity problem, where a constant data rate shioelthaintained with probability one
regardless of channel variations. Thus we consider condtda rates as the QoS requirements

in this paper. Each user has its own rate QoS requirementhwd@n be expressed as
Rk 2 Tk, k € {Av B}v (10)

wherer;, is the minimum rate requirements of uger
Our objective is not only to optimally assign subcarriersl &armnsmission modes but also to
allocate power and rate for each user so as to maximize thghteei sum rates while maintaining

the individual rate requirements of each user. Mathemljtjche joint optimization problem can



be formulated asR1)

PL: max >  wpR (11a)
{pp.R} ke{A,B}
N
st RL <> phi Rs (11b)
n=1
N
R <D phaRhs (11c)
n=1
N
Ry <> phy Ry, (11d)
n=1
N
Ry < Pl o (11e)
n=1
N
a4+ Rp < Zp;,lRilB,n,l (11f)
n=1
@. @), @), @A), p € {0,1}, (11g)

whereuw is the weight that represents the priority of usep = {p¢ ., 2% g s P s P ns Pien
is the set of power variablegy £ {pg7n,p27n7i,pg,i} is the set of assignment variables, and
R £ {R:, R, R¢} is the set of rate variables.

Comparing with the related works [14]-[19], there are sabvemique features about our
problem formulationP1. First, we jointly optimize subcarrier assignment, trarssion mode
selection, and power allocation. The previous works onipstder partial resources d?1.
Second,P1 represents the first attempt that optimizes OFDM two-way Blaying based on
subcarrier set basis, according to the derived capacitgmeq (8). Third,P1 considers individual
rate-QoS for each user, and we impose three transmissioesrsithultaneously to support the
individual QoS but over different sets of subcarriers, #sato the parallel structure of OFDM

relaying.

[1I. OPTIMAL TRANSMISSIONPOLICY

The problem irP1 is a mixed integer optimization problem. Finding the optis@ution needs
exhaustive search with exponential complexity, where eadicarrier has eight possibilities of

assignments over different users, different transmissiodes, along with different hops. Total
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subcarriers are used and therefore t8talpossibilities of assignments are needed. Then, power
allocation is performed for each assignment (the pure p@aiecation problem is convex if the
assignment is fixed), and the optimal solution follows theigiement that results in maximum
throughput. In this section, we present an efficient mettwoéind the asymptotically optimal

solution of P1 with linear complexity in the number of subcarriers.

A. Continuous Relaxation

To makeP1 more tractable, we relax the binary variabjesnto real-valued ones, i.eg €
0, 1]. This continuous relaxation makgsas the time sharing factors for subcarriers. In addition,
we introduce a set of new variables= {p{ .of .. 0} rnPhn s P kPl Do ot Phnflot-
Clearly, s can be viewed as the actual consumed powers on subcarrigstit8ting s and

real-valuedp into the rate variabled?, the relaxed problem dP1 then can be written as

P2: ma R 12a
[nax, Z wy Ry, (12a)
ke{A,B}
N
st Y (St Shpn+ Shga) < Pr k€ {A, B} (12b)
n=1
N
Z Z S%,k,n + S%,n S PR (12C)
n=1 \ ke{A,B}

It is easy to find that each element & has the form ofplog,(1 + s/p) that is jointly
concave in(p, s), wherep and s represent the general expressions of the elemengsand s,
respectively. Thus, the objective functione2 is concave since any positive linear combination
of concave functions is concave. Moreover, the constrdflZ§), (12t) and[{1) are affine, and
the constraintd (10) an@ (111)-(11f) are convex. Theref@é2ds a convex optimization problem.

We first introduce non-negative Lagrangian muItipIiaf;S, A2, At AL, XS with constraints
(@1B8)-(11F), respectively. All of them are denotedXas- 0. In addition, non-negative Lagrangian
multipliersa = {4, ap, ag} = 0 are introduced to associate with the power constraintsef th
three nodesp = {4, up} = 0 are associated the two users’ QoS requirements_ih (10). Then

the dual function ofP2 can be defined as

A
O = max (: R o | 3
Q(A, ’ M’) {s,p, }E (87 pv ) Av ) l’l’)v ( )
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whereD is the set of all primal variabless, p, R} that satisfy the constraints, and the Lagrangian

is

Lis,p R ap)= Y wRi+L'+L+ Y o

N
a b c
Py — E (Sk,n + Skrn T Sk,R,n)]

ke{A,B} ke{A,B} n=1
N
tap [Pr=> | D shintsha ||+ D m [(Re+ R+ R;) — i) (14)
n=1 \ ke{A,B} ke{A,B}
in which
N N
L= 3 [Aﬁ? (Z DB — ) + AP (Z b — RZ) (15)
ke{A,B} n=1 n=1
N N
L= > [A? (Z ey R, — Rz> + A (Z Pl o 0 — Rz>
ke{A,B} n=1 n=1
N
Nag (Z PraRiap . — B — R%) : (16)
n=1

Computing the dual function(\, a, i) requires to determine the optimgd, p, R} for given

dual variables(\, o, u}. In the following we present the derivations in detail.

B. Optimizing{s, p, R} for Given{\, o, u}

1) Maximizing Lagrangian oveR: Firstly, we look at the rate variableR. It is seen that
the optimal rates of direct transmissi¢R{} are exactly the capacity expressions, and the rates
of the two hops for both one- and two-way relaying need to h@dinated (se€ (15) and (16)).
Therefore we define a new rate 9@t = { R}, R{} and the part of dual function with respect to
R’ is given by
go(A 0 ) = max D [(wn+ g = AL = NZVRE + (wi+ e — X = AP = N e (17)

ke{A,B}

To make sure the dual function is bounded, we haye- i, — A2 — A\ = 0 andwy, + 1, —

At — A2 — A9 = 0. In such casegy(\, o, u) = 0 and we obtain that
A2 = wp, + e — AL, (18)

A2 = wy, + p1gy — A — A (19)
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By substituting these results above intal(14), the Lag@amgian be rewritten as:

N
L(s,p X o p) =Y | > (Hi,+H, +H2) + H + H?

n=1 |ke{A,B}
+ Z o P — Z HET ks (20)

ke{A,B,R} ke{A,B}
where
H/?,n = (wk + :uk)pg,nRz,n - aksg,rw k€ {A7 B}7 (21)
ng,ln = )‘lez,n,lRZ,n,l - akSZ,R,m k S {A7 B}7 (22)
ng?n = (wk + pr — )\Zl)pz,nQRZ,nQ - aRS%,k’,n’ ke {A7 B}7 (23)
H = Z Ao Pra B + AapPui Rapny — Z Sk, Ron> (24)
ke{A,B} ke{A,B}
Hp? = Z (wr + g — A — ilB)p;,ZRi,nQ - QRSEW (25)

ke{A,B}
For brevity, we denotg;, = wy, + u, — A — A5 in what follows. As aforementioned, the two
users should be both active for two-way relaying, such thatuser index: is not involved in
H and He2.

Notice that the dual variablegg and a can be interpreted as QoS weights and power prices,
respectively, ther{21)-(25) can be regarded asptiofits of different traffic sessions, which are
defined as the QoS-aware throughput of traffic sessions ntirugsorresponding power costs.
In what follows, we show that the profits defined Inl(2ZL)}}(28ypa key role to derivd s*, p*}.

2) Maximizing Lagrangian oves: Observing the Lagrangian if_(20), we find that the dual
function in (13) can be decomposed imdindependent functions with the identical structure:

9\ o, ) ng ap)+ Y aPi— Y (26)
k=A,B,R ke{A,B}
where
gn(X, o, ) = max L,(s,p, A a, ) (27)
{s,p}€D
with
Lo(s,p,Xop)= > (Hp,+H! +H?)+H+H. (28)

ke{A,B}
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Note that the profité7y ,, H}",, H?,, He', andHg* in (28) are defined i {21J-(25), respectively.
We now solveg, (A, a, ). Here we first analyze the optimal power allocatiafisfor given
subcarrier assignment and transmission mode seleption
By applying Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions [23], theptimal power allocations for

direct transmission are given by

+
S J* Wk + ok 1
Siin = Pl P = Pln ( oar |l |2) ’ (9)
b 7n

with k, k' € {A, B}, k # K, 0 =1In2 and(z)" = max{r, 0}. (29) shows that the optimal power
allocations for direct transmission are achieved by maitel water-filling. In particular, the
water level of each user depends explicitly on its QoS reguént and weight, and can differ
from one another.

By applying the KKT conditions, we obtain the optimal powd#oeations for the first hop of
one-way relaying:
M1
oag  |hkrnl?

bx  __ b b*x __ b
Sk,Rn — Pkt " Prrn = Pknl”

n
) , ke {A B}. (30)

Similarly, the optimal power allocations for the second ludgne-way relaying are given by

by +
b g o g (wk + ik — A, 1 ) (31)
Rkn — FPkn,2 FPREkn — Pkn2’ -
oag |hR g |

with k, k" € {A, B}, k # k. (30) and [(31L) show that the optimal power allocations for DF
one-way relaying are also achieved by multi-level watdinl
For the first hop (or MAC phase) of two-way relaying, the oglimpower aIIocationsz”}m =

P51 * Py.ra» Wherep”, - are the non-negative real root of the following equations:

MG ha,r,nl? + Naplha,rnl — gay

1+pf4,R,n|hAyR’n‘2 1+pf4,R,n‘hA,Rynl2+p‘}:3,R,n‘hB’RJ’LP (32)
Aglhs ral? Xaplhs,rnl® = cagp

1+pcBTR,n|hB,R,nI2 1+pcATR’n|hA,R,n‘2+pcBTR,n|hB,R,nI2 ’

It is readily found that[(25) is concave isf; . Taking the partial derivative of_(25) with
respect tosg ,, and letting it be zero, the optimal power allocation for tleeand hop (or BC

phase) of two-way relaying is;’, = o5, , - pj.,,, Where

: talonnal?
0, if ap > éplhr,Anl?+ealhr Bon

B e ' (33)
W, otherwise

with ¢1 = aglhr al?lhran® 02 = ar(|hrsnl> + |hranl?) — (Ea+ )| RR.Bal*hRAN/ 0,

and¢s = ap — (§B|hR,A,n|2 + €A|hR,B,n|2)/U-
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3) Maximizing Lagrangian ovep: Substituting the optimal power allocatios$(\, o, p)
into (I3) to eliminate the power variables, the profiis] (Z5) in the sub-Lagrangian (8) can

be rewritten as respectively

H/?,n = ﬂz,n [(wk + NR)RZ:Z - OékPZ’,Z] ) k€ {A7 B}> (34)

Y = o [N RY = 00| o € (A BY, (35)

HZ, = s | (0 o= MR o = anpiie, ]+ b € {4 BY, (36)

He =poy | Y MR+ NapRisa — D kbinn - (37)
| ke{A,B} ke{A,B}

H?=poo | Y (wet e — A = M) Ry — 0rpiin, | - (38)
_ke{A,B}

Note that in [(34){(3B)p* are obtained fron (29]-(83) derived above, and then ther@itiates
can also be computed correspondingly. Thus the prafits @8)are only related to the primal
variablesp for given dual variable§\, a, u}. Then the dual function over each subcarrien

(27) can be rewritten as

max, L,(s*p,\ a,pu)
gn<)\7 a7 /J’) = : (39)
s.t. @), p € [0, 1].

The sub-Lagrangiad,(s*, p, A, «, i) is defined in[(ZB) with the profit§ (84)-(88), and also only
related to the relaxed variablgsfor given dual variables. Now we are ready to find the optimal
p* based on the following proposition.

Proposition 2: There always exists an optimblnary solution for p* for the dual function
(13).

Proof: For each subcarrier, £, (s*, p, A, «, n) has a bounded objective aid(39) is a linear
programming ovep,, € [0,1], wherep, £ {04 .. ph s Plhnts PBnts Phmzs Pomzs Pits Pt A
globally optimal solution can be found at the vertices of thasible region[[24]. Therefore at
least one optimap;, is binary. [ |

According to Proposition 2 that at least one optipgals binary, we resort to simple exhaustive
search over all vertices for each subcarrierand follow the one that has the maximum value

of £,(s*, p, A\, e, ) in (28). Therefore the binary solution gf* can be recovered. In other
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words, the optimal binary solution g#* can be obtained as follows: Singg,(s*, p, A\, o, pt)
has eight profits defined i (34)-(38), each of them corredpdn one element gb, (p, has
eight elements). Then, for each subcarrigby exhaustive search over all eight profits, let one
out of the eight elements @f, be 1 if its corresponding profit id,,(s*, p, A, a, i) is maximu
and others be 0.

It is also worth noting that the rates in the proffisl(34)}(a8 the functions of channel state
information (CSI) that are independent random variabldausTthe profits[(34)-(38) are also
independent random variables. As a result, it is probgk@lithat more than one profit have the

same maximum value of,(s*, p, A, o, p).

C. Optimizing Dual Variable§\, o, p}

After computingg (A, a, ), we now solve the standard dual optimization problem whgh i

min - g(A, a, p) (40)

Ao,

s.t. -, —a,—u <0, (42)
—wy, — i + A <0,k € {A, B} (42)
—wi, — e + A+ N5 <0,k e {A, B} (43)

Since a dual function is always convex by definition, the camiy used gradient based
algorithms or ellipsoid method can be employed to updatex, p} toward optima \*, a*, pu*}
with global convergence [23]. In this paper we use ellipsoiethod to updaté\, o, } simul-

taneously based on the following proposition.

Arbitrary tie-breaking can be performed if necessary.
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Proposition 3: For the dual probleni (40), the subgradient vector is

AN =30 (RY 0 — RY )

A)\bé = izvzl(RbB,n,l - RbB,n,Q)
N

A)\Zl = n:l( i&,n,l - Ri&,nﬂ)
N

A)\% = n:l(RCB n,l1 RCB,n 2)

A)‘fw = Zivzl( ilB,n,l - Rfﬁl,nz - RCB,nQ)
Apa = R + 25:1 (Rlix,n,z + Rix,ng) —Ta
App = Rp + 27]:[:1 (R?B,ng + RcB,n,2) —TB
Aoy = Py — ij:l (840 + % rn + S9R0)
Aap=Ps =3, (5% + 5B Rn + 55,10)

N c
Aap=Pr—> <Eke{A,B} S km + 3R,n>

(44)

D. Discussions on Optimality and Complexity

It is worth noting that, given any\, o, u}, there may exist non-integer optimal solutions
for maximizing £,,(p, A\, a, ) in @28). In this case, more than one profit have the maximum
value among the eight profits ifi,,(p, A, a, ). As stated in Proposition 2, we choose only one
of the optimal solutions in binary form to satisfy the primetclusive subcarrier assignment
constraints.

We also note that, for the subcarriers whasgp, A, o, ) has multiple maximum profits,
the binary subcarrier assignments may not be feasible ®mpthmal power constraint(s). The
key point is that the Lagrangian may not be differentiables@ne given{\, o, u} (but the
subgradients exist). Thus, the small variation of the dwalables{\, a, u} may change the
binary assignment variablgs and then result in a quantum leap on the sum power(s). Icésis,
though the dual variableg\, o, u} converge to an optimum, the allocated powers may exceed
the primal power constraint(s). In other words, the “dyafiap” exists. However, as shown in
[25], [26], the duality gap becomes zero under the so-cdliede-sharing” condition, and the
time-sharing condition is always satisfied as the numbewubtarriers increases in multicarrier
systems. Then the global optimum can be obtained accuratetyial domain. Briefly, as the
argument in [[26] and[[26], if two sets of rates using two dif& transmission policies are
achievable individually, then their linear combinatioraiso achievable by a frequency-division

multiplex of the two transmission policies. This is possillhen the number of subcarriers goes
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to large, the channel gains of adjacent subcarriers becoone and more similar to each other.
As a result, the same performance as that of time-sharindgpeathieved by frequency-sharing
without implementing the actual time-sharing.

Finally, we summarize the proposed dual-based solutionlgo#thm 1. Note that the dual
problem in [40){(4B) is a standard inequality constrainedbfgm. For such a problem, the
ellipsoid update depends on whether the inequality coinssr§40)-[43) are met. That is, if the
dual variables are feasible (i.e., the inequality constsaare met), the subgradients are chosen as
the unconstrained case (i.&\), and otherwise the subgradients are chosen as the susgisdf
the constraints. The detailed update rule can be found ih [2Algorithm 1, for given transmit
powers, the system is said to be in an outage if any QoS ratereagent can not be satisfied.
In this case, we set the rates as zero. The computational leritypof the ellipsoid method
is O(q¢*), whereq is the number of the dual variables apd= 10 in our case. Combining the
complexity of decomposition if_(26), the total complexitiytbe proposed algorithm i©(¢>N),
which is linear in the number of subcarriers.

Remark 1:Note that we consider the classical three-node bidireatioransmission model
only for obtaining more insights and ease of presentatitve. @roposed optimization framework
and algorithm can be extended to general multi-pair melayr scenario. Briefly, if there arg
user pairs andV/ relays, by solving the dual problem of the original probleime(details are
omitted here), the optimal power allocations have the sametsres as[(29)-(33). Then, for
each subcarrier we obtain: for direct transmissio@/X profits all having the same structure as
(21) and each for one user; similarly, for the first (or segdmap of one-way relaying2 X' M
profits all having the same structure &sl(22) (or (23)) andh dac one user-relay pair; for the
first (or second) hop of two-way relayinds M profits all having the same structure asl(24)
(or (28)) and each for one relay and one user pair. Accordintpé idea in Proposition 2, we
assign each subcarrierto the traffic that has the maximum profit among the tat&l+ 6 K M
profits. Finally, the gradient or ellipsoid method can bedusefind the optimal dual variables

with polynomial complexity.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we conduct comprehensive simulation tduese the performance of the

proposed scheme. The performance of two benchmarks, ndsMlyand BM2, are presented.
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Algorithm 1 Proposed dual-based method fit
1 initialize {\, o, p}.

2: repeat

3:  Compute the profits{Hg,n,H,gjn,Hzfn,Hﬁg,Hff} using the optimal power allocations
8*(\, a, ) derived in [29){(3B) for alk andn.

4:  Compare the profits for each subcarnigrand let the maximum profit be active and others
inactive. Then the optimgh* (A, a, u) can be obtained.

5. Update{\, a, u} using the ellipsoid method as the following steps 6-10:

6: if the constraintd (41)-(43) are all satisfidten

7: Update the ellipsoid withA defined in [(44).

g8 €se

o: Update the ellipsoid with the gradient of the constraihtE){@3).

10: end if

11: until {\, a, u} converge.

12: if R4 > r4y and Rg > rp then

13: QoS requirements are satisfied and outBytand R 3.

14: else

15:  Declare an outage and outpht = Rz = 0.

16: end if

In BM1, the two users transmit directly without the assistaof the relay. Compared with the
proposed scheme, BM2 has no two-way relaying transmisslote that these two benchmarks
are the special cases of the proposed scheme and can be kyltlesl proposed algorithm with
complexity O(¢?N) and O(¢g3N), whereq; = 4 and ¢, = 7 for BM1 and BM2, respectively.
Note again that the complexity of the proposed algorithn®ig?N) with ¢ = 10, which is
slightly higher than BM1 and BM2 but has the same order of demity. For brevity, we use
DT, OW, and TW to denote direct transmission, one- and twg-vedaying in the simulation
figures.

We set the distance between usersand B as 2km, and the relayR is located in a line

between the two users. The Stanford University Interim jS8Jthannel mode[[28] is employed
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to generate OFDM channels and the path-loss exponent isds&d. The number of subcarriers
is set asV = 256. Without loss of generality, we let the three nodes have #meespeak power
constraints (i.e.P4 = Pg = Pg) in dB. In all simulations, the stopping condition of theigdloid

method (the details can be found n[23], [27]) is set tolbe*, which is accurate enough to

the global optimum.

A. Symmetric QoS Requirements and Relay Location

In this subsection, we let the relay locate at the midpoirtheftwo users and 4, = wg = 1,
the two users have the same rate requirements.

To clearly show the benefits of the proposed subcarrier &gfing, we plot the performance
comparison between the capacity region deriVéd (8) anderdional subcarrier pairing relaying
in Fig. 2. For an illustration purpose, we assume equal pallecation, N = 8 subcarriers,
wy = wpg = 1, andr, = rg = 0. For both two relaying methods, we adopt exhaustive search t
find the optimal solutions. From the figure, we observe thatgioposed two-way DF capacity
region derived in[(8) remarkably outperforms the converglasubcarrier pairing relaying, e.g.,
about35% throughput gain can be achieved when SN&IB.

We compare the system throughput performance of the prdpadeeme and the two bench-
marks in Fig.[B, where-y, = rp = 5bitsfOFDM symbol. It is observed that the proposed
algorithm significantly outperforms the benchmarks, whitdarly demonstrate the superiority
of the proposed algorithm. For example, when signal-ta@oatio (SNR) i20dB, the proposed
scheme can achieve abott% and 10% throughput improvements compared with BM1 and
BM2. Moreover, the throughput improvements are increasiit SNR.

We then plot the outage performance of the three schemesgiridkiwhere the QoS rate
requirements -, = rz = 50bits/fOFDM symbol and-, = rz = 100bitsfOFDM symbol are
considered. The system is said to be in an outage if any QeSegtirement of the two users
can not be satisfied. Compared with the two benchmarks, werabshat the proposed scheme
can more efficiently support the QoS rate requirements.

Fig.[3 illustrates the number of occupied subcarriers bfediht transmission modes, where
ra = rg = bbitsfOFDM symbol. One can observe that in low SNR regime.(&@B), the
three schemes do not occupy all subcarriers. This is bedausg&r SNR regime, no power is

allocated to those subcarriers with poor channel conditidihen SNR is high (e.g30dB),
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we observe that BM2 (DT together with OW) and the proposecermehoccupy almost all
subcarriers. However, some subcarriers are still discardeBM1 even when SNR i$0dB.
These observations show the benefits of cooperative trasgmi Finally, we find that the utilized
subcarriers for direct transmission are increasing wittR3N three schemes, and the utilized
subcarriers for two-way relaying are increasing with SNRum proposed scheme. Nevertheless,
in both BM2 and proposed schemes, the utilized subcarragrerfe-way relaying are increasing
when SNR is less tha20dB, and decreasing when SNR is larger than al20dB.

Fig. [@ shows the throughput percentages by different tresssam modes for BM2 and the
proposed scheme, wherg = rz = 5bits/OFDM symbol. One observes that the throughput
percentages of direct transmission and two-way relayirgy increasing with SNR, but the
importance of one-way relaying is decreasing as SNR inesedsloreover, in our proposed
scheme, two-way relaying dominates the throughput pedioge. This suggests the significance

of two-way relaying in the system.

B. Asymmetric QoS Requirements and Relay Location

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the pegpscheme when the two users’
rate QoS requirements are asymmetric. The effects of relegtibn is also investigated. In this
subsection we fix the transmit peak powéts = Pz = Pr = 20dB.

Here we first let the relay node locate at the midpoint of u$éeand userB. Fig.[7(a) and
Fig. [7(b) show the throughput by different transmission s®wof userA and userB versus
different QoS requirements respectively, wheget+ rz = 100 bits/fOFDM symbol. Figll7 shows
that two-way relaying contributes the highest throughputtfoth two users whatever the QoS
requirements-, andrg vary. This is because two-way relaying must occur in pagr, when
two-way relaying generates throughput for uggrit also generates throughput for user We
also find that when a user’s rate requirement becomes margestt, the effect of one-way
relaying becomes more important for this user, and the tetiédirect transmission becomes
small.

We further consider the impacts of relay location in Eig. &eve the relay node moves from
userA to userB in a line. In this figure, the two users’ rate requirementsfixed asry, = rz =
5bits/OFDM symbol. It observes that direct transmission shaites the system performance when

the relay node is close to either of the two users. This is umrahe fading channels between
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the relay and the distant user becomes the major limit of em@djve transmission (including
one- and two-way relaying), which makes the cooperativestrassion hardly happen. Moreover,
both one- and two-way relaying perform their best when thayraode is at the midpoint of

the two users.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the joint optimization problem awer allocation, subcarrier
assignment, and transmission mode selection with QoS giems in OFDM-based bidirec-
tional transmission systems. By using the dual method, vieiezitly solved the mix integer
programming problem in an asymptotically optimal manneg. 8\0 derived the capacity region
of two-way DF relaying in OFDM channels. Simulation ressit®wed that our proposed scheme
can outperform the traditional schemes by a significant marg

A few interesting conclusions have been obtained througtulsitions. First, the significance
of one-way relaying is decreasing with SNR. Second, theutjinput percentages of direct
transmission and two-way relaying are increasing with SBIRJ two-way relaying dominates
the system performance. Third, for a given user, one-wagyned) contributes more throughput
with the increasing rate requirements, and direct trarsiponigperforms oppositely. Finally, direct
transmission dominates the system performance when tag iretloser either of the two users,

and one- and two-way relay work well when the relay locateth@xmidpoint of the two users.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFPROPOSITION1

The proposition can be proved by the similar way|as [29], wtibe achievable capacity for
traditional one-way relaying in parallel relay channelsswigrived. Specifically, we first denote
N1 = {n|p;; = 1} and N, = {n|p; , = 1}. In the first hop, the received signals at the refay
is given by

Yrn = /P4 rnlarnXan + /05 rntB R0 XBn + ZRns 1 € N (45)
In the second hop, the received signals at ugeend B are
YA,n - pg{,nhR,A,nXR,n + ZA,na ne N27 (46)

Yon = \/PrnlrBnXrn + Zpnn € N, (47)
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respectively.

DenoteX; = {Xynln € M1}, k€ {A, B}, Ygr = {Yinln € N1}, Xg = {Yinln € N2} and
Yi = {Yin|n € N2}, k € {A, B}. The achievable capacity region of this channel is the conve
hull of all (RS, R}) satisfying

% < min{/ (Xa;Yr|X5), I (Xg;Y5)}, (48)
R% < min{l (Xp;Yr|Xa),I(Xg;Ya)}, (49)
© LR, < T(Xa Xp:Va). (50)

Let the input signalsX,,, Xp,, and Xy, for each subcarrier be independent Gaussian

distributed, we obtain the achievable capacity regidn T8)s completes the proof.
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—> two-way relaying

—» one-way relaying

(= direct transmission

Fig. 1. Relay-assisted bidirectional transmission modékere the numbers denote the subcarrier indexes.
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Fig. 2. Sum-rate comparison of the proposed subcarrieredaying and the conventional subcarrier pairing relayirithw

N = 8 subcarriers and equal power allocation, wherg = wp = 1.
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Fig. 3. Sum-rate performance of different schemes with=wg = 1 andr4 = rp = 5bits/fOFDM symbol.
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