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Abstract— In this paper, we investigate the half-duplex cooper- schemes are also proposed in [10], where the transmittees ha
ative communication scheme of a two user Gaussian interfenee  additional flexibility in choosing the order of DPC.
channel. We develop achievable region and outer bound for In this paper, we compute bounds on the capacity of two

the case when the system allow either transmitter or receive G ian IC in two diff t ios: i) t it
cooperation. We show that by using our transmitter cooperabn user Gaussian in two different scenarios: i) transmiter

scheme, there is significant capacity improvement compareot Operation (TC) and ii) receiver cooperation (RC). Spedifica
the previous results [9], [10], especially when the coopetian we allow all nodes to operate in half-duplex mode only, which
link is strong. Further, if the cooperation channel gain is nfinity,  requires simpler and cheaper hardware.

both our transmitter and receiver cooperation rates achiee In TC, the two transmit nodes serve as relays to each

their respective outer bound. It is also shown that transmiter th Wi that th h | in bet h
cooperation provides larger achievable region than recear ON€r- VW& assume that the channel gain between ihe two

Cooperation under the same channel and power conditions. transmitters is much hlgher than the others. In this case, it
is well known that DF strategy is superior [11], [12]. Thus,
I. INTRODUCTION in this paper we derive the achievable region with TC using

In wireless ad hoc networks, spatially dispersed radio tevnly the DF strategy. We show that the achievable region of
minals can exploit cooperative diversity [1], [2] by relagi the proposed TC strategy is strictly larger than the results
signals for each other. With cooperation, different clustein [9], [10], especially when the cooperation link is strong
of terminals can act like transmit/receive antenna arrangs aln case when the cooperation channel gain is infinity, the
achieve increased spatial diversity and throughput byt joiproposed achievable region achieves the system upper bound
encoding and/or decoding. In contrast, for the schemes in [9], [10], there is a large

The capacity of the two-user Gaussian interference chanperformance gap between the lower and upper bounds.

(IC) is an open problem for many years and is completely In RC, the two receive nodes serve as relays to each
known only in some special casesd, in the strong in- other. In this case, we assume that the relay to destination
terference case [8]). The capacity region has been studidwhnnel is strong for RC, and CF [11] is preferable at the
under various cooperative strategies. Most of these schemaays. Thus, to derive the achievable region with RC, weg onl
assume that nodes operate in full-duplex mode. A codiegnsider the CF strategy. The proposed scheme achieves the
scheme for transmitter cooperation using decode-andafiarw corresponding MIMO multiple access channel (MAC) capacity
(DF) for relaying and dirty paper coding (DPC) for codeworgiL3] when the cooperation channel gain is infinity. To thetbes
generation is proposed in[3]. Compress-and-forward (@) aof our knowledge, the achievable rate with RC has not been
DF relaying strategies for receiver cooperation are pregosstudied under the half-duplex assumption. We also show that
in [4] and generalized to both transmitter and receiver eoopnder identical channel conditions and equal transmit powe
eration in [5]. A comparison of different coding schemes fatonstraints on all nodes, TC achieves larger rates than RC.
transmitter cooperation in terms of the relative geomefry o
transmit and receive clusters is given in [6]. The sum rate ca Il. SYSTEM MODEL

pacity with transmitter only, receiver only and both traitsen Consider a two-transmitter two-receiver network shown in
and receiver cooperation is studied in [7]. By using DF arfdg.[d, where node is the intended receiver of nodeand
DPC at the cooperative transmitters and Wyner-Ziv CF at ti@de4 is the intended receiver of node The independent
receivers and assuming equal power gain for all channeds, thessages transmitted by nodei € {1,2, 3,4} are encoded
proposed scheme in [7] is shown to have significant capaciggo N complex symbolsw;[1], z;[2], ..., z;[N], under the
gain over strong IC [8]. While full-duplex cooperative ICshapower constraint- Zﬁ:;l x;[n]> < P,. If the messages
been significantly studied, only limited results are known itransmitted by nodé and2 has a total alphabet df/; and M,

the half-duplex scenario. Cooperative diversity with smitter respectively, their respective rates are thien= log M, /N
cooperation for fading channels is considered in [2]. A ZndR; = log M, /N bits/transmission. The channel gain from
phase transmitter cooperation scheme using DF and thenswles to nodek and k > i, is represented by a complex
called recycling DPC (RDPC) is introduced in [9]: Similacconstanth;, = c;,e?%*. It is assumed that all nodes have

- _ _ o perfect knowledge of the channel gain and all the phase
e e by s g, OfSels can be perfectly synchronized. etdenote thed

complex circularly symmetric Gaussian noise process aénod
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Transmitter Cooperation Receiver Cooperation . .
P ‘ P can also sendv; andv, in phase 3, respectively. Due to the

_ WY, (D ® w, @ O limited space, we only outline the results at each phase.
9 : v Transmission Schemérhe transmission is divided into 3

é:‘f A phases as shown in Figl 1-(a), with time portidgn A2 and
@ @ Vi @ 20, 3. In Phase 1, nodel is in transmit mode and all other nodes

'''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' are in receive mode. The received signal at nodg[n] =

= @ @ W @ 53 hizin] + zin), ne {1,2,...,[\N]},i = 2,3, and 4. In
2 : Phase 2, node2 is in the transmit mode and all the other

= nodes are in receive mode. Rhase 3, nodesl and2 are in

VieWar @ @ V2@ @W. W2 transmit mode and nodes and 4 are in the receive mode.
R The received signal in phases 2 and 3 can easily be expressed
> : Vg,V ..
wd,w3,,v3, ® W-Q @YY gimilar to phase 1.
Outline of Achievability:
A 3 1) Phase 1: If ¢13 > c14, generate codewor¥ (vq,.) with
Vg, Vi Wy, 2D v X
o Van WalD “ ® Ve @ o) ® length A\, N, N — oo and powera, P, P = k1 P/
a Given X, (va,), use DPC to generatX;(w;,) with length
Fig. 1. System models of half-duplex Gaussian cooperatiterference A1/N and poweray Pl(l). Otherwise, do DPC with the reverse

Phase 3

channel with (a) transmitter cooperation and (b) receicaperation. order. Sincevy, is known to node 2, it can subtrat; (vs,.)
and decodeu,, if the rate ofw,, satisfies [9]

o g RTX</\O( P<1>) 3

the communication is in a half-duplex fashidre., each of Ly = A (G20 )

the nodes can be either in the transmit mode or the receNede 3 can decode,, if the rate ofv,, satisfies
mode. For TC, only the two transmit nodes (node 1 and 2) can

2 (1) 2 (1) .
cooperate with each other while for RC, only the two receivg, M0 (0140<2P1 /(1 + cigon Py )) » if i3>y
. X ¥ < )
nodes (node 3 and 4) can cpoperate with each other._lt is alsd A C (c14a2P( )) otherwise
assumed that the cooperation nodes are close togéther,

c12 andcsg4 are large compared to the othey,’s. Further, 2) Phase 2: If coy > c23, generate codewor&(ws;)
we define the following non-negative parameters satisfyigith length \» NV and powerﬂQPQ(” (1) = 71 Py/\o. Given
ot =10+P =1k +kr =1L1n+7% =1 X (w,) use DPC to generaﬁég(vlr) with length A, N and
ptpe +ps =1, m+m 403 =1andA + A+ A3 = 1. powerp, P{V. Otherwise, do DPC in the reverse order. Node

Also defineg; = [c13 cas, 82 = [c14 c24], by = |13 c1a] @nd 1 can decode, if the rate ofvy, satisfies [9]
hy = [ca3 ca4]. Let C(z) =log(1 + z).

REx < xC (&, PV 4

lIl. TRANSMITTER COOPERATION Ziry = 4 ( 12 ) )

A Achievable Rates and node 3 can decods,, if the rate ofw,, satisfies
Theorem 1: For the half-duplex Gaussian interference A2C (63352132(1)/(1 + 03351132(1))) , if coq > ca3

channel where the transmitters can cooperate with eacn, otH%l 9 1) )

all rate pairs(RT*, R1¥) satisfying A2C (C2352P 2 ) 7 otherwise

Ty . Tx Tx pTx | pTx 3) Phase 3. After phase 1 and 2y,, and wy,- have been
B s min {Rl’d R B + By, ”} (1) exc%anged betweenpthe sources. Node 1 and 2 can then sent
min {Rngl + R;F’;I,RTX + RE- Tz} (2) messages jointly using the coding scheme of a two user 2-
’ transmit-1-receive antenna MIMO BC [14]. The problem now
are achievable, wher&'% is given by [3) and[{7)R;* is is to find the optimal covariance matrices of the two transmit

1,71

given by [3) and[{4), and%f;‘z is given by [6) and[{8). signals for both receive node 3 and 4. In [15], a simple method
Proof: We construct a 3-phase transmission strategy 8fgenerating MIMO BC covariance matrices is proposed by

shown in Fig[l-(a), to show the achievability. Let's and transforming the covariance matrices from its dual, MIMO

v;’s be the messages intended to node 3 and 4 respectiv?C. We use this method to find the covariance matrites

The specific message sent in each phase is detailed ifilFiga?d X; in our coding scheme.

(a). In phase 1 and 2, the two source nodes transmit messagék c13 + ¢23 > c1a + c24, generate codeworXs (vq) with

wy, and vy, to each other, andvy, and vs, to the receive length A3 N and poweny; PS”, P{* = 42 P, /3 at node 2.

nodes by broadcasting their signals using DPC. In phase@gnerate codeworl; (vs,) andX?(v37‘) with lengthA\; IV at

after the sources exchanged their information, the syseemnpde 1 and 2 respectively with covariance matdyx, where

equivalent to a two user 2-transmit-1-receive antenna MIMBz can be found by using the results given in [15]. Let

BC. The source nodes can then jointly broadeagt andvs, Bi = I+ hQThg(ugPl(Q) + nng(Q)), Pl(Q) = roP1 /)3, then

to the receivers using DPC [14]. Further, the two source sodg; = Bl’l(ugPl(Q) + 773P2(2)). Let Ao =1+ thlhg, then

Tx
R 2

IN



Yo = AQ(ugPl(z) + nQPQ(Q))I. Given Xz (vg) and X4 (vs,-), After decodingus, andvs,., node 4 can decods.. if the rate
use DPC to generate codewadXd (wq) with lengthAs N and  of vy, satisfiegU

powerulPl(z) at node 1. Generate codewoX (ws,) and
Xo(ws,) with length A3V at node 1 and 2 respectively with
covariance matrix3;. If ci3 + co3 < ci14 + c24, do DPC  where

T T T T
Ry7, S Ry + Ry5 + Ry

(8)

with the reverse order. Note that in this case, the covagianc WO (2. 8. pD it

matrix becomes?| = B, ! (usP? + . P{?), where B/ = 2 (624[31 2 ) ’ 1 C2a > C23

1+hThguﬂﬂ”+ngﬂ$ ands), = Ay(ua P + 15 PN, R33 < 2,8 PV _

where A, = 1+ h;%hTl. Node 3 first decodesys,., it can Al Tre2ap0 ] otherwise
+ 024ﬂ2P2

do so if the rate ofwvs, satisfies

et .
A3C (%) ,  ifcig+ca3 > ciq+ o
Ciapir Py
T
AR ( g1%el )
1+ glzlgl + 013N1P1( ) + Cgsnlpz(z)

otherwise

Node 3 then decodes,, if the rate ofw, satisfies

AsC (cfgulPl(Q)) , if ci3+co3 > crateu

R < AC( (2)
3

2 P .
Gslhi (2)> , otherwise
1+gi¥g] +c33mPy )
After decodingws, andws,., node 3 can finally decode;,
if the rate ofw;, satisfies

RYY, <RI + R{3 + R{3 (6)
where
)\10 (C%3CM1P1(1)) R if C13 > C14
RX < 2 4 P
' MO Ll(l) , otherwise
1+ C%3062P1

Similarly, node 4 first decodes;,., if the rate ofvs, satisfies

A 822285
3 T, 2 @ . 2 @ |’
1+ goXagy + iy Py + caym by
if 13+ Cco3 > 14+ Cog

AsC (ggE’ngT/ 054771P2(2)) , otherwise

Ry <

Node 4 can then decodg if the rate ofv, satisfies
2
034771]32( :

AsC < T 2 (2)> ’
I+geXngy +omhby
if c13 4+ €a3 > c14 + Cog

T
RyG =

otherwise

AsC (054771%(2)) )
(7)

it is easy to show that if we leE; = =, = diag{ugPl(m,nng)

and¥] =Yg = diag{ugPl(2),n2P2(2)
reduces to the rates given by parallel coding DPC in [10] (DPR in [9], if
we further restrict the condition t@3 < c14 andcas < c23). Note that using

the above covariance matrices pairs is equivalent to the @ssuming random

, the achievable rates of our schem

B. Outer Bound

For TC, whenc;, — oo, the system becomes a two user
2-transmit-1-receive antenna MIMO BC. The capacity region
of this MIMO BC [14] is an outer bound on achievable rate.
Further, when one user is silent, the achievable rate for the
active user is bounded by the single user half-duplex relay
channel max-flow-min-cut bound [12]. Hence, with TC, the
set of achievable rate paif®;, R ) satisfies

R+ < max mln{Rz l(pl) R;’_2(pl)}7 i = 132 (9)
0<p; <1 ’

R +Ry < U C(g] Pig1 + g3 P»82). (10)
VP +P<P
whereC(x) = log |I+ x| and| is the union of all rates with

any power allocation®; and P, that satisfies the total power
constraintP, and

R1 1(p1) = C (0%2 + 0%3P1) + asC ((1 — pl)c§3P1)
ng(pl) =a1C (cf3P1) + anC (cf3P1 + 33 P + 201 )
R (p2) =a1C (s + 34 Po) + 2C ((1 = p2)c3y o)
R35(p2) = C (34Ps) + a2C (34 P + ¢34 P> + 293 )

Vpictsess PLP and g = £/ pacty 3, PP,
IV. RECEIVER COOPERATION
A. Achievable Rates

Theorem 2: For the half-duplex Gaussian interference
channel where the receivers can cooperate with each other,
all rate pairs(R**, RI**) satisfying

wherep; =

R < R + R + R (11)
Ry < RIS + RJX + Ry (12)

are achievable, wher/"Y is given by [16) and(22)R/'x is
given by the inequalities froni_(25) tb (81), ay)’ is given
by (21) and [(IB).

Proof: The 3-phase RC scheme is shown in Eiy. 1-(b). In
phase 1, the signals from node 1 and 2 are received at node
3 and 4. Rather than decoding the signals, the two receive
nodes exchange information in phase 2 and 3 by sending each
other a compressed version of what they received. The ®eceiv

Jnodes then perform decoding by using the aggregation of the

compressed signal and the signal directly received in phase

2Note that for the transmission order given in Higj. 1-@), is encoded

phase shifts for different channelsg., the received signal from different and transmitted in phase 2, the receiver can decode it otdyaf, andvs,

transmitters can not be synchronized.

been decoded at phase 1 and 3 of the next transmission block.



Let w;'s and v;'s be the messages intended to node 3 atkinally, node 4 can decodg; if the rate ofv, satisfies
4 respectively. The specific message sent in each phase is R 5 (3)
. . . . . X
detailed in Fig[Jl-(b). We outline the coding scheme as ¥zdlo RyG < AsC (024P2 ) : (22)
Trgnsmlssmn Schemdn Phase 1.’ nodes3- and4 are n We now consider the decoding of, andv,,.. By decoding
receive mode and nodésand?2 are in transmit mode. Again, . i . .
; ) : . w. and vs, a compressed version of the signals received in
since the expressions of the received signals can be eas . o
; - phase 1 have been exchanged between the receivers; Let
shown, we omit them due to limited space.Rhase 2, node 2 ; ) . .
- . ; andos be the compression noise of the received signal at node
3 is in receive mode and all the other nodes are in transmjit . . S T .
o . and 4 respectively. Using similar derivations as in [7j,
mode. InPhase 3, node4 is in receive mode and all the other 9 .
. . andos are given by
nodes are in transmit mode.

Outline of Achievability: 1+ g2.el) (1+g5.el) - (g:5.e7)°
Phase L. At nodes 1 and 2, generatg N length codewords 05 = ( RRL)/fl 1)~ pe :) (23)
X1 (wi,) and Xs(vy,) with powers PY = 4Py and (2 > —1) (1+g2%.87)
P = n Py respectively. 1+g%.el) (1 T) - n?
82Y.8 +812.8 8128
Phase 2: At node 1 and 2, generate N length codewords 03 = ( 2 RRi)/f 1Z81) — ; :) (24)
X (wq) and Xa(ve,) with powersPl(z) = paPy/X2 and (2 15/ 1) (1+g13.87)

PQ(Q) = n2P2/)o respectively. At node4, generateds N
length codewordX,(ws) and XQ(U)QTE with powerP4(1) =
a1 Py/ My and P4(2) = agPy/)s respectively. Node 3 first
decodews,,., if the rate ofws,, satisfies

whereX, = diag Pl(l), Pz(l) is a2 x 2 diagonal matrix.

As discussed in [7], since each receiver has a noisy version
of the received signal of the other receiver, the network is
Y ) equivalent to_ an IC with MO receive antennas at et_:lch receive
REX < A0 c3, Py (13) After normahz_mg the noise power to 1 for all receive “an’Fen

1,2rz = 1+2,P? 42, pP® 4 2P nas”, the equivalent channel gains between the transmit and

. L receive node pairs are given ag; = [c13 v/(ac14]”, co3 =

Node 3 can then decode,, if the rate ofw, satisfies a3 /Caeaa|Ts e1a = [VCrers cra]” andeas — [\/1?1023 caa”,
R <0 (c§4p4<1> /(1 + 2P +c53p2<2>)) (14) where¢; = 1/(1 4 02). Let SNR, = ¢3¢ PV, INR, =
CQgC%%PQ(l), SNR; = CQ4C§4P1(1) and INR; = 014C{4P2(1).

and decode,, andwy, if their respective rates satisfy The capacity region of a 1-transmit-2-receive antennas I1C

REx <) C’(c2 P14+ 2.p? ) 15) Is not known except for the strong interference case [16]
22r, < A0 (B /(1 A3 (13) (llc1all? > |lcis]|? and [[eas||? > [|c24]|?). In this case, the
REx < )0 (cngl(Q)) . (16) messages;, andv;, can be decoded if their respective rate

REX and R, satisfies [16]
Phase 3: At nodes 1 and 2, generakg N length codewords ™ ’

X, (ws,) and Xy(vg) with powers P = ;3P /As and R < M\ C(SNRy) (25)
P2(3> = n3 Py /3 respectively. At node 3, gengganN length REX < A\ C(SNRy) (26)
codewordsX; (vs) andXs (ve,) With powersP;™’ = 1 P3/ A3 R R .

R + R < A C (SNR,; + INR;)}. 27
and P{?) = 8,P;/\; respectively. Node 4 can decods, if Lt S 11‘12512{ ( + ) 27)

R 3,P” When [lew|* > [less]]?, [leas|[* < [le2d||*, node 4 can
Ry 5, < AC T 5 a0 5 om |- A7) eliminate the interference by completely decoding the agss
Lt ey 4 6gu Py + e3P transmitted from node 1 and node 3 can decode by treating
Combining [I5) and{17), node 4 can decadeg if its interference as noise. Thus, the achievable rates ofnd
R;fz < min {max (Rggn) max (Rfféiz)} . (18) vy, are respectively

. - REx < A log (I+SNR,; + INR,|/]I + INR 28
Node 4 can then decodes, if the rate ofv, satisfies 11 S Arlog (] ! 1l/1 i) (29)

R < A C(SNRy). (29)
R?:? < A3C (C§4Pé1)/(1 + C%4P1(3) + C§4P2(3))) R ) 9 ) 9
) ] Slmllarly, when ||C14|| < ||C13|| , ||C23|| > ||C24|| , the
After decodingus, anduv,, node 4 decodesy, if achievable rates af, andvy, are respectively given by
R, <%0 (PP)(1+ &PY)) . (20) R < \C(SNRy) (30)
Combining [20) and{13), node 3 can decadg if REY, < M\ log ([T+ SNRy + INRy|/[T+ INRg|). (31)
RE, < min {max (R, ) max (REy, )} @y When [lew|” < [lews|* and [les|* < [lcauf%, node 3

and node 4 can decode;, andwv;, respectively by treating
3Note thatws, is the message decoded at phase 3 of the previous bloémerference as noise. The achievable rateggfandv,, are
It is re-encoded aXax(wa,) and relayed to the intended receiver. then given by[(28) and (31).



B. Outer Bound

The single user upper bounds g (9) are also upper bound:

under RC. Further, if we let;s, = oo, the channel becomes

a two user l-transmit-2-receive antenna MIMO MAC. Thus,
the achievable region is also bounded by this MIMO MAC

capacity, which is given by [13]
Rf + Rf < C(h{ Pih; +h; Phy).
V. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

(32)

We compare our achievable region to some known results
through numerical examples. We focus on the symmetric
channel case (similar results can be shown for the asymmetri

case). We set the direct channel gainsegas= coy = 1, the
cross channel gains as, = c23 = /2 and the average power
constraintsP; = 5, i = 1,2, 3, 4.

% = = =Outer Bound
4.5 ——C,= H
—<C,= 10

~x- €,,= 10,0 (RDPC)

3.5 ' Interference Channel
*x
3k
o 250

2,

1.5+
1k

0.5r
0 : < P
0 1 2 3 4 5

Fig. 2. Achievable regions for transmitter cooperation &PC.

= = =Quter Bound
——c, = (Tx coop.) f
—<—¢,,=10 (Tx coop.) ||
¥ Cy = (Rx coop.)
-A-Cy, = 10 (Rx coop.) ||

-+ Interference Channel

IS oy
Y.
oY

Fig. 3. Achievable regions for transmitter and receiverpaation.

channel capacity constraints (sE& (9)), RC achieves lagtesi
user rates under the assumed channel conditions.

Bridging the gap between the outer bound and the achiev-
able region for finite cooperative channel gains should be
considered in future work.

(1]
(2]

(3]

(4]
(5]

Fig.[2 compares the achievable region from our TC schemniél
with RDPC [9], [10]. It is shown that the achievable region
using our TC scheme is significantly larger than using RDPGy)

Further, the capacity gain of our TC scheme increases wi

ith

the cooperation channel gain: As we increase the cooparati@]
channel gain from;» = 10 to oo, the achievable region meets [g]
the outer bound. On the other hand, the achievable region of

RDPC does not increase as long as the cooperation charthd|

is not a capacity threshold (see equations (8) and (9) in [9

The achievable regions are also compared to the capacity df@

standard strong IC (without node cooperation). It is cléat t
by allowing node cooperation, the achievable region irsgea
significantly.

)

[12]

Fig.[3 shows the achievable regions for both TC and RES]
Similar to TC, the achievable region of RC also increaseb wif; 4]

cooperation channel gain. Whep, = oo, the achievable re-

gion of RC overlaps with the outer bound. The RC achievab[lf-s]

region is also compared with TC. Wheny = c34 = 10,

the achievable region of TC is strictly larger than RC. When
c12 = ¢34 = oo, both schemes meet their respective outé&td!
bound. However, due to the single user half-duplex relay
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