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Abstract

The diversity multiplexing tradeoff of a general two-hagynchronousooperative network is examined for var-
ious relaying protocols such as non-orthogonal selectemode-and-forward (NSDF), orthogonal selection decode-
and-forward (OSDF), non-orthogonal amplify-and-forw@\F), and orthogonal amplify-and-forward (OAF). The
transmitter nodes are assumed to send pulse amplitude atmiu(PAM) signals asynchronously, in which in-
formation symbols are linearly modulated by a shaping wawefto be sent to the destination. We consider two
different cases with respect to the length of the shapingef@ns in the time domain. In the theoretical case
where the shaping waveforms with infinite time support aredust is shown that asynchronism does not affect
the DMT performance of the system and the same DMT as that efctiiresponding synchronous network is
obtained for all the aforementioned protocols. In the peattase where finite length shaping waveforms are used,
it is shown that better diversity gains can be achieved aedpense of bandwidth expansion. In the decode-and-
forward (DF) type protocols, the asynchronous network jgles better diversity gains than those of the corresponding
synchronous network throughout the range of the multipigxgain. In the amplify-and-forward (AF) type protocols,
the asynchronous network provides the same DMT as that afdhesponding synchronous counterpart under the
OAF protocol; however, a better diversity gain is achievediar the NAF protocol throughout the range of the
multiplexing gain. In particular, in the single relay asiinenous network, the NAF protocol provides the same
DMT as that of the2 x 1 multiple-input single-output (MISO) channel.
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. INTRODUCTION

Cooperative diversity was first proposed asyachronousechnique([1l],[[2] to provide spatial diversity with the
help of surrounding terminals. However, because the redmgsat different locations (i.e., different propagation
delays) and they have their own local oscillators with no oamn timing reference, it is aasynchronousechnique
in nature. Although the relays may be synchronized by amgtfucture service provider, this causes a large amount
of overhead on the overall throughput of the network.

While previously proposed space-time codes are adaptedednusynchronous cooperative scenarigs [3], [4],
they cannot realize the capabilities of this technique wifvety apply to practical asynchronous cases. In contrast,
many distributed space-time schemes have been proposedvidg cooperative diversity gains in the presence of
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the asynchronizm among the relay$ [5]-[7]. A common assiomph all of them is that the asynchronous delays
are integer factors of the symbol interval and fractiondhge (i.e., the non-integer part of the delay) are absorbed
in multi path. Such an assumption is reasonable when thédnat delays are very small compared to the length
of a symbol interval. Another approach consists in usingagonal frequency division multiplexing (OFDM) to
combat synchronization errors [8]. [9]. In contrast to thevous schemes, OFDM allows the synchronization error
to be any factor of the symbol interval.

Contrary to intuition, some exceptions have been reportedr@in the asynchronism has helped to improve the
system performance_[10]-[15]. For example [in1[10], it is whothat asynchronous pulse amplitude modulation
(PAM) can exploit the total existing degrees of freedom (©fFa multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) system
which communicates over a spectral mask with infinite suppahile the synchronous PAM exploits only finite
number of the DOF of this channel.

In [16], the effect of the asynchronism on the diversity rpléixing tradeoff (DMT) [17] of an orthogonal decode-
and-forward cooperative network consisting of two pataliays is examined, in which the transmitting nodes use
shaping waveforms spanned over two symbol intervals. Theoaghows that for large length codewords, the same
DMT performance as that of the corresponding synchronotwgank is achieved. Moreover, when both relays can
fully decode the source message, the equivalent chanmeltfie relays to the destination at high values of signal
to noise ratio (SNR) behaves similar to a parallel channéi wio independent links. The outage probability and
the DMT of an asynchronous parallel relay network contariwo relays without the direct source-destination
link are considered i [18]. It is shown that the same DMT periance as that of the corresponding synchronous
network is achieved. Iri [19], under the assumption of hauimeger delays, two different models of asynchronism
in a cooperative relay network with at least two relays arasaered. For each model, a variant of the slotted
amplify-and-forward (SAF) relaying protocol [20] is proged which asymptotically achieves the transmit diversity
bound in the absence of a direct source-destination linkhérmpresence of this link, it is shown in_|21] that the SAF
protocol is asymptotically optimal under both models ofradyonism. It is worth nothing that in the SAF protocol,
the relays are assumed to be isolated from each other whiohast often unrealistic. For aynchronouswo-hop
cooperative relay network with arbitrary number of relay® DMT performance is calculated in |22] for various
relaying protocols such as the orthogonal and non-orthalgaeiection decode-and-forward (OSDF and NSDF) and
the orthogonal amplify-and-forward (OAF). In each case,MTDoptimal code is constructed using cyclic division
algebra space-time codes [23]-[25]. It is shown that bywaltig the source and the relays to transmit over proper
asymmetric portions of a cooperative frame, a larger disegmin may be achieved at each multiplexing gain.

In this work, we analyze the DMT performance of a general hepasynchronousooperative network containing
one source node, one destination node, &hgarallel relay nodes for various relaying protocols sucthasOSDF,
NSDF, OAF, and non-orthogonal amplify-and-forward (NABjmilar to [22], we let the source and the relays to
transmit over asymmetric portions of a cooperative framariter to maximize the diversity gain at each multiplexing
gain and we avoid the cooperation whenever it reduces thegiy gain compared to the case that source transmits
alone. In difference with[ [21], we consider the more pradtemplify-and-forward (AF) and decode-and-forward
(DF) types protocols with real (not integer) asynchronoekygs and examine the effect of the asynchronism on
the DMT of the system from both the theoretical and the peatioints of views.

The transmitter nodes send PAM signals in which informasgmbols are linearly modulated by a shaping
waveform to be sent to the destination. We consider two @iffecases with respect to the length of the shaping



waveforms used in the structure of the PAM signals. In casae tte shaping waveforms have an infinite time-
support, for example when the “sinc” waveform is used, themainication is carried out over a strictly limited
bandwidth and it is shown that asynchronism does not affecOMT performance of the system. However, when
the shaping waveforms have a limited time-support whichmigaict the case in practice, the transmitted signals
in the frequency domain lie in a spectral mask which does ageha limited support. Although the tails of the
spectrum are usually neglected because they are below tbe lewel, they may expand the bandwidth when the
system is analyzed at high values of SNR. In this case, itgaeat that

« both the OSDF and the NSDF protocols provide better diwegsitns throughout the range of the multiplexing
gain over the asynchronous network compared to those obttiesponding synchronous networks. In addition,
similar to what is reported in_[16], the equivalent channeldel in high values of SNR becomes the same as
that of a parallel channel with the number of independeiksliequal to the number of transmitting nodes.

« the NAF protocol provides a better diversity gain in the asyonous scenario compared to the synchronous
scenario throughout the range of the multiplexing gain. antipular, this protocol results in the same DMT
as that of the2 x 1 multiple-input single-output (MISO) channel in a singldase asynchronous cooperative
network.

« the OAF protocol provides the same diversity gain over beymahronous and the corresponding synchronous
networks for all multiplexing gains.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sedtibrh#,underlying asynchronous relay network is discussed
and the system model is presented. The DMT analysis of thachsgnous NSDF, OSDF, NAF, and OAF protocols
are detailed respectively in Sectidnd [L1IV] V, and VI. Feech protocol, the DMT performance is analyzed for
both cases of having infinite and finite length shaping wawe$o This paper is discussed and concluded in Section

VT

[I. ASYNCHRONOUSRELAY NETWORKS
A. Notations and Definitions

In this work, letters with underlineg, X, denote vectors, and boldface uppercase leti€rsgenote matrices.
The superscript$)”, (-)*, and(-)" denote the transpose, conjugate, and conjugate transptse corresponding
vector or matrix, respectively,, is the identity matrix of dimension. (z)* denotesnax{0,z}. = is used to show
the exponential equality. For exampln) = p? if lim, lolgog;p) =b.

For a family of variable rate cod€®’(p)} with signal to noise ratio (SNR),, the multiplexing gain- and the

diversity gaind(r) are defined as

log P,
i B0 & r,  lim log Pe(p) o —d(r), (1)
p—oo log p p—oo  logp

whereR(p) is the transmission rate arfél(p) is the average error probability of the co@gp). It is shown in [17]
that there is a tradeoff betweerandd(r) known as the diversity multiplexing tradeoff (DMT). Moreay for each
multiplexing gainr,

d(r) < d*(r), )

where d*(r) is the outage diversity which is defined as the negative eapoof p in the outage probability
expressionPy (R(p)) = p~¢ (),



Fig. 1. System structure

B. System Description

We consider a network containing one source node, one déstinnode, and\/ parallel relay nodes as shown
in Fig.[. h; andg; are fading coefficients representing the links from thh transmitting node to the destination
and from the source to theth relay, respectively. All channel gains are assumed tmtependent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaussian random variableh wero mean and unit varian€e\V (0, 1). They are constant
within the transmission of a frame and vary independentlihatbeginning of each frame.

We assume half-duplex signal transmission whereby each cad either transmit or receive but not both at any
given time instant. Communication between the source aedi#stination is carried out in two phases. First, the
source broadcasts its message to the relays and the destimap channel uses. Second, the relays retransmit
it to the destination iy channel uses based on the DF or the AF types relaying pratobolthe former, only
those relays that are not in outage independently re-endwmeource message and resend it to the destination;
however in the latter, all relays perform linear transfotiores over the received signal and retransmit it to the
destination. Assuming is the length of a cooperative framé= p + ¢q. We consider both cases of non-orthogonal
and orthogonal cooperating protocols where in the secomadebf the former the source sends a new codeword
of lengthg, while in the latter, the source becomes silent in the segdrade. For each protocol, the case that the
source transmits alone over a fix portion of a frame equal/fofor all multiplexing gains is considered first. Then,

k = p/q is optimized to maximize the diversity gain at each multilg gain. Since the source may transmit
over both phases, it may have two independent codebook®péprodewords’ length. The cooperation is avoided
whenever it reduces the diversity gain compared to the dadettie source transmits alone. Each node knows the
channel state information (CSI) of its incoming links. Thestination knows the CSI of all the links, the number
of the helping nodes, and their corresponding asynchrodelas/s.

Phase I: By assuming that the source uses an i.i.d. Gaussian codefbitolcodewords of lengthp in the first
phase, its transmitted signal is given by

p—1
() =Y ap(k)tbo(t — KT), 3)
k=0

wherez), = [ (0), z}(1), ..., z}(p — 1)]” is the transmitted codeword corresponding to the sourceagesl’ is

the symbol interval, and(t) is a unit energy shaping waveform with non-zero durati@i overt € [0, uTy] for

a positive integer value af. vy (t) can simply be the shifted version of the truncation of a weligned waveform

in the interval|—uTs/2,uTs/2] to the right byuT,/2. The received signals in the first phase at the destinatidn an



the i-th relay (i = 1, ..., M), respectively, are modeled by

ya(t) = hoxo(t) + za(t), 4)

yr () = gizp(t) + 2, (1), (5)
wherez,(¢) and z;(¢) are additive white noises modeled by complex Gaussian randwiablesCA (0, 02) and
CN(0,02), respectively.

Phase II: Let D be a set containing index of the nodes participating in treoseé phase. Clearly, for the AF
type protocolsD contains index of all the relays; however, for the DF typet@eols it contains only index of the
relays that can fully decode the source mess@yeontains index of the source which is zero in non-orthogonal
protocols. In the DF type protocols, each relay is suppdriedn independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) random
Gaussian codebook with codewords of lengthin the AF type protocols, the received signals at the rekrgs
linearly processed and retransmitted to the destinatiorbdth cases, théth relay uses a unit energy shaping
waveforma);(¢) with non-zero duration/7s to transmit its message.

The i-th transmitted signal at the second phase is received adghtnation byr; second asynchronous delay
with reference to the earliest received signal. Withous lo§ generality, in non-orthogonal protocols, we assume
that the source signal is the earliest received signal atddstination and the delays of the other received signals
are measured with reference to this signal; hemges 0. In orthogonal protocols, we assume that= 0. In any
case, ifm relays participates in the second phase, we index the nagdsteaty < 71 < 72 < ... < T, Since
the relative delays are due to the random nature of the medherprobability of the event that two of them are
equal is zero. In this work, we assume thats less than a symbol interval. Generalizing the resultti¢ocase that
asynchronous delays can be greater than a symbol interetlaightforward. Letz;(¢) be the transmitted signal
by thei-th transmitting node; € D. The received signal at the destination in the second plsas®deled by

ya(t) = hiwi(t —7) + za(t). (6)
i€D
C. Discrete System Model

Let E,, be the event of anyn relays participate in the second phagi. corresponds to the case that only the
source transmits in the second phase. Ass#ipeoccurs,0 < m < M. D = {0,1,2,...,m} is the index set
pointing out to participating nodes in the second phaseh®iit loss of generality, we assume tiiat 7y < 7 <
T < ... < Tm. Note that for AF type protocolsn = M. To acquire the sufficient statistic of the received signal,
it is passed through a set of parallel filters each of them neston one of the incoming links [11]. The output of
the i-th matched filteri € {0,1,...,m} sampled at = (k+ 1)Ts +7;, k=0,...,q — 1, is given by

(k+uw)Ts+7;
yai(k) = / ya(t); (t — kTs — )dt
kTs+T;

=> hij > vijm)ai(k+n) + zq:(k) ("

J€D n=-—u
wherez;(n) =0, Vn <0,

uTs
i (n) = /0 st — nTy + 7102 (1),

(k—i—u)’]‘;—‘,—TI
cas(k) = /k ) ca(OVE (= KT — 73)dt,
sTTi



and the relative delay; ; is defined as

Ti,jéTZ’—Tj. (8)
Since the shaping waveforms are of lengtlsymbol intervals and the relays are asynchronous, evengrrited
symbol of a relay is interfered (u — 1) symbols (if not zero) of the same transmitted streamZnd 1 symbols
(if not zero) of every transmitted stream by other relayssTan be verified by checking thag, ; (u) = i i(—u) =
0, Vi € D. Moreover, forj # i if 7; ; < 0, then~; j(u) = 0. Else if r; ; > 0, then~; ;(—u) = 0. The received
signal vector at the output of thieth matched filter is given by

Ya;= Z hilijz; + 2, €)

JED

where

Yy, = ai(0), 4ai (1), yailg - ",
z; = [25(0), z;(1),. .., x;(g — D],
z4; = 124,i(0), 24 (1), - .., 2q4(q — D],

andT'; ; is given in [10) in the general form; howevey,;(—u) or ~; ;(u) might be zero depending anj.

B 'Vi,j(o) /Vi,j(_l) - 'Vi,j(_u) 0 0 - 0 - 0
i (1) . Yij(—u+1) vi(—u) 0 . 0 e 0
_— . . . . . . . . . | 10)
0 . 0 0 Yigw) - i (0) oo yig(—u)
.0 0 0 0 yij(w) - 7%;(0) |

z; Is the colored noise vector with the covariance matrix gilsgn
‘I)Z'J = O'(%I‘Z‘J'. (11)

The output vectors of the matched filters at the second plasde written in a long vector form as

y=Hz +z, (12)
where
L = [&gvg{v 7&3;]717
T
_[r
Y= {Qd,o’ Yar ’Qd,m] ’
T
z = Eg,méd,p 7zd,m] )
H = (I, @ H), (13)
and

H = diag{ho,h1,--., hm},
oo Tox To2 ... Tom

I'p T'y Thp ... 'y (14)

[
I

_FmO le Fm2 Fm,m

) )



Equation [(IR) represents a simple multiple-input multipleput (MIMO) channel model with correlated noise

vectorz. The covariance matrix of is given by
(15)

[

® =0
,q—1. Hence,I'; ; = I‘T.Z. and E is a Hermitian matrix with

One can check thay; j(n) = v;,(—n), n=0,1,...

banded Toeplitz blocks of order.

D. Properties of Matrix=2
For an absolutely summable infinite complex sequefigg(k), k € Z}, whereZ is the set of integers, the

2m-periodic Discrete-Time-Fourier-Transform (DTFT) is aefil as([25]
(16)

CU) = Z/yi,j(k)e_gwk> w € [07 27T]7
k

where{ = /—1. Define MatrixI'(w) as
[ Fo’l(w) s Fo,m(w)
Fim
L) | (17)

A

I'(w)

Fo(w) Thi(w) Lim(w) |

I'(w)f. In the sequel, we will need the following theorem from|[27]
,m-+1, be the

I'(w) is a Hermitian matrix, i.e.J'(w) =
., (m+1)gq, be thek-th eigenvalue oE. Let g (w), k=1,2

Theorem 1l:Let Ay, k=1,2,.
k-the eigenvalue of*(w). For all continuous functiong;(-), one has
x m+1

(m+1)q
1
lim — F d
Jmo >0 F / 3 Pl

k=1
Moreover the eigenvalues @& lie in [miny , 4 (w), maxy ., 1 (w)] and if they are sorted in a descending order

then for every positive integer, the lowest (largesty eigenvalues oE are convergent i, i.e

Jim Apnt1yg-a+1 = rﬁglﬂk( w)
qlg)go Ao = n]gix i (w).

See [27] for the proof. The above theorem extends the resuttee Szegd's Theorem in [28] to Hermitian block

Toeplitz matrices.
Lemma 1:Matrix I'(w) can be expressed as

T, [ v f
I'(w) :/0 (Zg(tﬂ'Ts)eW) Y(t +iT,) e dt.
=0 1=0

where(t) £ [1ho(t), ¥1(t — T1,0), - - -, Y (t — Tin0)]-

The proof is given in AppendixJA.
Proposition 1: T'(w) is a semi-positive definite matriXxw € [0, 27], i.e., det T'(w) > 0. The equality holds if

and only if3 ¢ € C"+Dx1 3 € [0, 27] such that
) c=0, Vtel0,Ty], (18)

<2“: p(t + iT's)et!

1=0



whereC is the field of complex numbers.
Proof: Proving thatT'(w) is a semi-positive definite matriXw is a direct result of Lemmial 1. Hence,

Ve e COmHOXL - cip(w)e > 0.

Using Lemmdl ¢ T(w)c is equal to

T, u f
D(w)e = /0 (Z p(t + iTS)eg‘”i) (_:] ( p(t + iTs)egw’) cdt.
i=0 i

If ¢'T(w)c =0, there must exist € C(™+1)*! such that

(Zg(t + z‘Ts)ef‘“i) c=0, VYtel0,T,.

i=0
This concludes the proof. |

S

According to Propositionll, if the shaping waveforms do raitsdy in (18),T'(w) is a positive definite matrix,
and it hag(m+1) non-zero positive real eigenvalues. Since all thg;(k)} sequences are assumed to be absolutely
s,ummable,z:;f{1 wi(w) which is equal to the trace df(w) is a bounded value. Consequently, all eigenvalues of
I'(w) are also bounded. In this case, where according to Theldrefnid a full-rank matrix with all bounded real
eigenvalues, the discrete system model presentdd in (1Beid.

1) Whenu is finite: it ¢ (t + iT;)et*" is a vector containing the DTFT of the samples of the vegtaf) at
t'=t+ils,i € Z,Vt € [0,Ts]. For a finite value ofu, the spectrum of the waveforms has infinite support and
occupies the whole frequency axis. Hence, the signal camnoecovered from its samples and the DTFT of a set
of samples (for a specifit € [0,75]) is a function of the shift and does not necessarily relate to the DTFT of
another set of samples. Hence, equation (18) does not holdsalalways when is a finite value.

2) Whenu — oo: For an even value of, define@(t) £ (t + 4Ty). Hence, > i o o(t + iTy)es! =
efwu/? ZZ Z_U /2 P(t +iTy)et" and equation(18) can be rewritten basedjgn) as follows.

u/2
> Pt +iT)e™ | c=0, Vte[0,Ty]. (19)
i=—u/2

u/2
i=—u/2

ﬁ(t +iT,)ef“" is a vector containing the DTFT of the elements of the veﬁt@‘) sampled at’ =t + Ty, i €

Z,Vt € [0,Ts]. If the frequency bandwidthV is such thatiV < % then the shift property of the DTFT for

non-integer delays is held (see Appendix B) and equaliol ¢4 be written as follows.

Letu — oo. In this case, the communication is carried out over a Strichited bandwidthiW” andlim,, o Y |

e —bwt Zcz-\i'j(—w)eg‘”“) =0, Vtel0,Tsl, (20)
i=0

where ¥ ;(w) is the DTFT of the samples af;(t') = ;(#' +uT,/2). It is obvious that for eack € [0, 2x], there
are many choices for vecterwhich satisfy equatiori (20). This is because the expongstia containing the shift
parameter appears as the multiplicative factor of all the coefficients, and does not affect the roots of this
equation. Thereford(w) is not full rank which according to Theorem 1 implies ti#&is not full-rank either (for
large values of).

To determine the rank order @f(w) in this case, One can see that wher> co

Pijlw) = B (~w)eSobs (). (21)



Hence,I'(w) in (17) can be re-written in this case as

L(w)=¥(-wE(l®e )T (W), (22)
wherel is a vector of lengthn + 1 with all entries equal to oney is the Kronecker product, and

\Il(w) = diag{\lfo(W), \Ijl(w)v SRR \Ijm(w)}

E = diag{e®™00 @m0 ,eg“’ﬁ”*”}

e=[1,eT01 . efwTomT
As can be seen, all rows df; ; are linearly dependent in this case and, therefore, it hals oader one. In this
case, one matched filter is adequate to acquire the suffisiatistic. However, since the received signal is strictly

bandwidth limited, sampling withf; = 2WW (without matched filtering) is enough for this purpose. Thecikte
model of the channel in this case, which is used throughauptper when: — oo, is given as follows.
v =D hTia; + za, (23)
j=0
wherez, is the white Gaussian noise vector with covariance matfik,. Assumingy; (k) = ¢;(kTs — 1;0), k =
—q+1,...,0,...,9 — 1, is thek-th sample of the shaping waveforfi, is given by

[ 50 w1 (gt 1)
P, %.'(1) %"(0) %’(—.Q+2) (24)
| vila—1) v(@—2) - 9(0) ]

Proposition 2: For well-designed shaping waveforms with non-zero spettaver the bandwidti? and the
sampling frequency, = 2, I'; is a full rank matrixV ¢ < oo with all bounded eigenvalues.
The proof is given in Appendik]C.

[1l. ASYNCHRONOUSNSDF RELAYING PrROTOCOL

For our DF type protocols, the outage probabili, is calculated as follows.

M
Po=Y_ Pr(Ig, < R)Pr(Ep), (25)
m=0

wherelg is the mutual information between the source and the destmahen E,,, occurs. LetD be the index
set corresponding to the eveht,. For a transmission rat&, the probability of the occurrence of the eve,,
Pr(Ey,), is given by
Pr(Epn) = [[ Prss, = B) [[ Pr(Ze,. < R)
keD kgD

= [[ Pr (plog(1 + plgel*) > £R) T Pr (plog(1 + plg|*) < ¢R)
keD k@D

LR LR
2y —1 2y —1
=1[ Pr <|gk|22 p ) I1Pr <|9k|2< P )

keD kgD

LR LR
H _2P -1 2P 1
= e P || 1—6 P N

keD kgD




10

where I ,, is the mutual information between the source and &b relay in the first phase. The last equality
comes from the fact thdy,|?> has exponential distribution with parametfgr= 1. By consideringR = r log p for
large values op,

LR L
P

_2P 1 _er o1 1—p_< P), 0<r<

~8

0, E<or
Since the diversity gain is zero for> 1, we only consider the case th@at< » < 1. Despite the relays which are
in outage with probability one for > £, the source node continues transmitting signal to the re&iin. Hence,
Pr(Ey) =1 whenf < r < 1. Thus,

—(1- L) (M —m)

)

IN
<

PT(Em) = 07
L,

(26)

= = ~IS
3 —
A
(e}

A\

~

NN I=
ANIAN
<03
IAIA A

A. Asynchronous NSDF with Infinite Length Waveforms

For the case that — oo and all the transmitters use the same shaping waveform,yiters is modeled by
equation[(ZB). By assuming a uniform power distribution amall the transmitting nodes, the mutual information
between the source and the destination whgnoccurs is given by

p

I =
En =7

1 m
log 1+ plho[?) + 7 log det (Iq +p> ythrjr}). 27)
j=0
Since all Toeplitz matrices asymptotically commute, they mormal and are diagonalized on the same basis [29].
Moreover, according to Propositién 2, for proper designieapsg waveformsI'; is a full rank Toeplitz matrix
with all non-zero eigenvalues bounded. Hence, for largaesbfp, we obtain

Ip

- P 2y, 4 2
. = Tlog (L+ pliof?) + 7 log <1+p;|hl| ) (28)

As can be seenfg  in this case is the same as that of the corresponding synaisometwork given in[[22].

Hence, The DMT performance of both networks are the same.
_log|h?;|2

Defineq; = Togp

. Let @ = min;>; ;. We obtain,
I, = [7(1 = o)™ + 51— )| 1ogp, (29)
l l
where (z)™ = max{0,x}. By proceeding in the footsteps df [17], the outage prolitghélt high values of SNR
when E,,, occurs is obtained as

= Pr (p(l —ao)T +q(l—a)t < €r>

:/ plag, ..., am)dag . .. dogy,
R

=p~ e, (30)
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where p(ao, ..., an,) is the joint probability density function of the parameters ..., an; Rg, = {(ao,a) |
p(l —ao)™ +4q(1 — )™ < lr, ag,a >0}, and

dg, (r) = ag + a. (32)

inf
p(l—ao)*+q(1—a)* <tr
By solving the above optimization problem and usihgl (25) &) we get
Theorem 2:For u — oo, the DMT performance of the NSDF protocol over the undegyasynchronous relay
network for a fix value ofk = g is given as follows.
Let ky = 1‘*‘7%4]\42_ If 1<k <&kpm,

d*(r)—M(1—€r>++(l—r) 0<r<i
p M )
else, fork > k),
(M +1)(1 - i), 0<r<9
Y (M+1)p—¢
d*(r) = p(=7) Mo %MSJF:) SZ(M_I)HP
+ —
(M+1)( = grfr), G <7< F
1—r, F<r<i

When « varies to maximize the DMT at each multiplexing gainit is given by

(M +1) (1= MEmD) o< < L

* _ M+1 +rm
d*(r) = (M+1—7)(1=r) L .o
(M-1)r+1 > T¥ry = ' =
The optimal value of: for a gainr is given by
K_{FLM, 0§7“<1+2M
=\ 1HWM=Dr 1
M=) 0 TEey =TS L

The proof is given in[[2R2] and is omitted here for brevity.

B. Asynchronous NSDF with Finite Length Waveforms

For a finite value ofx, the mutual information between the source and the destmathen E,,, occurs is given
by

1
I, =5 log(L+ plho[?) + 5

where the first and the second terms on the right hand side@flibve equation are the resulted mutual information
between the transmitting nodes and the destination, régelgcin the first and in the second phasés, is the
autocorrelation matrix of the input vectar. For simplicity, we consider a uniform power allocation fali the
transmitting nodes in the second phase. Defihe Lont1yg + &~ 'HX_ H'. By substituting [IB) and(15) into
(32), we have

log det (I(m+1)q + <I>_1HZxHT) ) (32)

det A = det (I(m+1)q + p(1, ® HE )E) .

= is a hermitian matrix and can be decompose@as VAV, whereV is a unitary matrix and\ is a diagonal
matrix containing eigenvalues & on its main diagonal. According to propositibh 1, for wedlsigned shaping
waveforms,Z is a positive definite matrix with all eigenvalues real andifibed. By replacing all the eigenvalues
by the smallest one, say, we get

det A > det (I(m+1)q + pAI, @ HEL ) .
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Since )\ is a bounded value, this lower bound is tight when> co. In this case, the mutual information between
the source and the destination at high values of SNR is giyen b

Ip, =log(1+ plhol?) ,éjijlog 1+ plhil?)
i=1

= [(1 —ag)”"

NI’Q

i 1— ) ] log p. (33)

As can be seen, the resulted mutual information among tmesriidting nodes and the destination is similar to
that of a parallel channel witfin + 1) independent links. By proceeding in the footstepslof [17},,, for a
transmission raté? = rlog p is calculated as follows.

Poyp,, = Pr(Ig, <rlogp) = p~4#=n ")

where fora; > 0,¢=0,...,m,

d = f i 34
B, (r) = Lcoyr 43 glm (1_ai)+<ri_0a (34)

By solving the above optimization problem for a fix valuerof g , we obtain
Lemma 2:

1+m—£r, 0<r<m4
dEm(?“)—{ e -t

Clearly, whenm > k + 1, then% > 1. Hence,
14
dg, (r)=14+m—-r, 0<r<1.
q

The proof is given in AppendikD. The following theorem tredhe case where there is only one relay in the
network.

Proposition 3: For a finite value ofu, the DMT performance of the NSDF protocol over the singleayel
asynchronous cooperative network for a fix value<of 1 is as follows.

fl1<k<k
d*(T)— (1_§T)+(1_T)7 OSTS%
1—r, % <r<l,
else, fork > &
2(1_2%]7')7 0§T‘§%
wey={ ti7" f<r<i
r)= .
A-pn+-r), F<r<if
1 — T, % S r S 17
wherei = 155 If « varies to maximize the diversity gain, we get
d*(r):{ L-Q+ R+ -7, 0<r<g
(I=vr)+(1=r), A <r<i

The optimums corresponding to eachis given by
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The proof is given in AppendixIE. Since bottr(E,,) and Py, required in[(2b) are known, calculating DMT
in a general network with\/ > 1 relays is straightforward. However, it is easier if we assuttmat the DMT
performance of a simpler network containid/ — 1) relays is known. Letd},(r) be the DMT of the NSDF
protocol over anM relay asynchronous cooperative network. The followingpteen concludes the results in the
general case.

Theorem 3:For a finite value ofu, the DMT of the NSDF protocol over a general two-hop asyncbus
cooperative network with\/ relays for a fixs > 1 is as follows.

If 5 < MEvVAITHAN
dy(r) = (1 - ér) +dy_i(r), 0<r< %

Else. forx > MtV M2+4M VJV;“M

(1—Lr)+dy_y(r), 0<r<
0 () = 14+ 44—, %STS%

M(1_§T)+1_T7 %§T§%>

(1_T)7 %S"'éla

When k varies to maximize the diversity gain at each multiplexiraing:, we have

dy = § MA— A+ (1-r), 0<r<pg
LM -y -, L <r<i

wherei = 1+T\/5 The optimums corresponding to eachis given by

R 0<r<-—
R:{ ’\/; ; 1+
v TrR =T <

The proof is given in Appendik]F. Fid.l 2 illustrates the DMTrfoemances of the NSDF protocol over the
asynchronous single relay network for various values: aind for both scenarios of using finite length shaping
waveforms (solid lines), and using infinite length shapiray@forms (dashed lines). Note that the DMT performance
of the second scenario, when— oo, is the same as that of the corresponding synchronous retwor the sake
of comparison, the DMT performance of tex 1 MISO channel is also shown (dotted line). As can be seen
from this figure, for eachr, there is a unique: which provides the maximum diversity gain. Fig. 3 depicts th
DMT curves for the two aforementioned cases whevaries to maximize the diversity gain at each multiplexing
gain r. It is observed that fok < % the DMT performances of both scenarios are the same; howieve
K > % the asynchronous protocol with finite length shaping wasreé provides higher diversity gain than
the corresponding counterpart. Note that the extra diyegsiin at high multiplexing region is at the expense of a
possible bandwidth expansion at high values of SNR due toguite length waveforms.

IV. ASYNCHRONOUSOSDF RELAYING PrROTOCOL

In the OSDF protocol, the source is silent in the second ghasewever, the relays perform the same acts
as those in the NSDF protocol. Hence, with some minor charthesaforementioned mathematical analysis is
applicable to this case. Here, asynchronism appears whieasittwo relays exist in the network.



14

181 N\ ]

16} < ]
) DMT of the 2x1 MISO channel

12 E

Diversity gain, d(r)

08f B a 1

o6k k=13 N ]

0.4+ ¢ D) .

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

Multiplexing gain, r

Fig. 2. The DMT performances of the asynchronous NSDF pobtoeer a single relay network for both finite and infinite lémghaping
waveforms and for various values ef> 1.
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Fig. 3. The DMT performances of the asynchronous NSDF pobtoeer a single relay network for both finite and infinite lémghaping
waveforms and optimum values ef> 1.

A. Asynchronous OSDF with Infinite Length Waveforms

By pursuing the same procedure as that of the NSDF protocestior 1lI-A, the mutual information between
the source and the destination whep, occurs,0 < m < M, for large values op is given by

P 2, 4 2
Ip, = Tlog(L+ plhol?) + 7 log (1+p;\my ). (35)

As can be seen]g  is the same as that of the corresponding synchronous net{#@jk Hence, the DMT
performances of the OSDF over both networks are the same.

Theorem 4:For u — oo, the DMT performance of the OSDF protocol over the undegyasynchronous
cooperative relay network for a fix value af> 1 is given by
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M+1
If1<k< =

M+1
else, fork > S

(M +1)(1 - 5557, 0<r<n

(M+1) =
d*(T): %(1_T)7 e <1 <13
(M +1)(1—2r), ns <r<m
1—r m<r<l.
wheren; = %, ne = %, andnz = %. When k varies to maximize the diversity gain at each
multiplexing gainr, we get
2M+1 M
d*(’l"): (M+1) (1_ M+1 7"), OSTSQM-FI
(M+1)(1=r) M o<

MA+r+1 2 2M+1

where the optimumk corresponding to eachis given by

M+1 M
n—{ M 0<7< 5577

1+ Mr M
Ma-ry g =T <L

The proof is given in[[22] and is omitted here for brevity.

B. Asynchronous OSDF with Finite Length Waveforms

By pursuing the same procedure as that of the NSDF protocBeation 1lI-B, one can show that at high SNR
regime the mutual information between the source and thendésn whenF,,,0 < m < M, occurs is given by

Ip, glog<1+p\ho! glzlog 1+ plhil?)
p L d =
Z(l—ao ZZ 1 — ) ]logp. (36)

Similarly, the outage probability in this case is obtained a
Poyg,, = Pr(Ig, <rlogp) = p~ =), (37)

where fora; >0,i=0,...,m,

d - inf >
2, (1) p(l—ao)++q£’-il(1—°‘i)+<” i:Oa ()

By solving the above optimization problem, we get

Lemma 3:
l+m—*%r, 0<r<™
dEm (T) = { mq q@ mq_ - Zp
1+7_5T7 T<T§Z
Clearly, whenm > &, thenZZ > L. In this case,

!/
dg, (r)=1+m—-r, 0§r§%

q
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The proof is similar to that of the Lemnia 2 and is omitted foeuity. Here Pr(E,,) is given by

0, P<r<l.
The following theorem treats the simplest case where therely two relays in the network.
Proposition 4: For a finite value ofu, the DMT performance of the OSDF protocol over the undedyasyn-
chronous cooperative network with two relays and for axfix 1 is as follows.

If1<k<?2,

else if2 <k < 3,

3— L, 0<r<9
() = 20— 4r)+ 4, §<r <
3(1—%7“), %grggf—fp
1—r, s <r <1,
else, fork > 3,
3— Lo, 0<r<9
N
¢ — 2
i) = 1 3;7"6—:,2—‘1 Zq(éi;) f;;Yq
p p’ qg — — !
3(1—%7"), I%grS%
11— % <r<i1

When k varies to maximize the diversity gain at each multiplexiraing:, we have

d*(,r):{?)(]‘_%’r)’ OSTS%

3(1—r) 1
r > g=r=1l

The optimum value of corresponding to each multiplexing gairis given by

{ 2, 0<r<i
R =

1+r 1
1-r> 3 <r<l

The proof is given in AppendikIG. To extend the above reswtshe general case, let;,(r) be the DMT
performance of the OSDF protocol over & relay asynchronous cooperative network when the cooperadi
not stopped throughout the range of the multiplexing gaime Tollowing theorem concludes the results.

Theorem 5:For a finite value ofu, the DMT performance of the OSDF protocol over an asynchusrao-hop
cooperative network with\/ relays for a fixx is given by
If x < M +1,

() = { 13+ i)

_ I

IAIA
.
IAIA

sl O
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else, fore > M + 1,

(1—§r)+d*M_1(r), 0<r<m
1+M—§7°7 m <71 <mn
dp(r) = 1+%—§7ﬂ ne <1 <3
(M+1)(1=%5r),  m<r<m
0, m <<,

wheren; = W, Ny = % ns = B4, andny = . The resulted DMT for each region af is compared

to (1 — r) to decide when to stop the cooperation.
When k varies to maximize the diversity gain at each multiplexiragng-, we obtain

d*(r):{ (M+1)(1-3r), 0<r<i

(M +1)1£, I<r<i

The optimums for eachr is given by

—_ Wl

{ 2, 0<r
e

1+4+7r 1
1—r> §§T‘

The proof is given in Appendik H. Fid.] 4 illustrates the DMTrfsemances of the OSDF protocol over the
asynchronous two relay network for various valuesxofind for both scenarios of using finite length shaping

IN A

waveforms (solid lines), and using infinite length shapiray@forms (dashed lines). Note that the DMT performance
in the second scenario, when— oo, is the same as that of the corresponding synchronous netiarcomparison,
the DMT of the3 x 1 MISO channel is also shown (dotted line). As can be seen flosnfigure, for each, there is

a uniquex which provides the maximum diversity gain. Hig. 5 depices BMT curves for the two aforementioned
cases whem varies to maximize the diversity gain at each multiplexiragng-. It is observed that the asynchronous
protocol with finite length shaping waveforms provides teghliversity gain than the corresponding counterpart
throughout the range of the multiplexing gain. It is worththing that the extra diversity gain is at the expense of
a possible bandwidth expansion at high values of SNR.

V. ASYNCHRONOUSNAF RELAYING PROTOCOL
In the second phase of the AF type protocols, the relays perioear processing (not decoding) on the received
signals and retransmit them to the destinatioryrjfis the received signal vector at tleh relay in the first phase,
the transmitted vectar; from this node is modeled by

;= Ay, (40)

where A; is ag x p matrix of rankg < p. In the NAF protocol, the source sends a new codeword of teqdo
the destination in the second phase.

A. Asynchronous NAF with Infinite Length Waveforms
If a, is the source’s transmitted codeword in the first phase,aheived signal vectors at thieh relay and the
destination are given by
Y, = %o+ 2, (41)
Y, = hoxy + 2, (42)
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Fig. 5. The DMT performances of the asynchronous OSDF pobtocer a two relay network for both finite and infinite lengthaping
waveforms and optimum values ef> 1.

where all vectors are of lengih z, andz/, are the additive white Gaussian noise vectors atittierelay and at
the destination in the first phase.
The received signals at the relays are linearly processedeiransmitted to the destination. At the destination,
the received signal vector in the second phase accordirig3oig given by
M

v =D hTia; + za, (43)
=0

whereT'; is given in [24). By replacing:; = A;(g;zq + z,,) for j = 1,2,..., M, we obtain

M M
Yy, =hozo + (Z hjngjAj)zé + > TjAjz, + 24
j=1 j=1
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The system model for both phases is given by
y=Hz + 2, (44)

where
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S

H=

c=Y hTjA 2, andG = 3 h;g;T;A;. The covariance matrix of the noise vectois given by

; (45)

P — O,C2l IP OPXQ
Ogp C

whereC = I, + g—i Z;Vil |hj|2I‘jAjA}I‘;. If the codebooks are Gaussian, the mutual information éetwthe

source and the destination is given by
I(z;y) = log det (I, + HX H & 1)

— (14 plho|?)? det(C~ V) det | C + plho|’L, + — P GGt 46
(14 plhol?)” det(C) det [C + plho*L, + 7 GG (46)

where X, is the autocorrelation matrix of the input vectorwhich is assumed to be equal £d,, wheref is the
average transmitted energy per symbol. It is showrn_in [228} th

M
GGI < M |hjg; T, A;TIAL
j=1
Moreover, sinceC > I,, we havedet Cl<l1l. LetA=I,+HX,H &1 By proceeding in the footsteps of

[22], we get .

M
' h 12
det A< (1 + plhol®)? [ 1+ plho|* + E |hy|* + Lol 2 (47)
= 1+ plhol

It is shown in [22] that by proper choice of th&; matrices, this bound is achievable and is in fact tight. Qefin

Q; = —%, andﬁj = %. Let g = Hlinj21 53' ando = IHiIljZl ;. We get
I(z;y) =[(p — ¢)(1 — )" +gmax{-a,2(1 — ag), (1 — a — ag), (1 = B)} "] log p. (48)

By proceeding in the footsteps of [17], the outage probigbdi high values of SNR is given by

Po = Pr(I(z;y) < frlogp) = p~ "), (49)
where
d*(r) = inf ag + Ma + M8, (50)

andR = {(p — ¢)(1 — ap)™ + gmax{—«,2(1 — ag), (1 —a — ap), (1 — 8)}" < Ir, ap,, 8 > 0}. Clearly, it is
sufficient to consideb < ag, 8 < 1. Moreover, sincex > 0, we simply set it to zero to get

(r) (p—q)ao+qminl*]{a2ao—1,6}>p—erao B (51)
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By solving the above optimization problem, we obtain

Theorem 6:For u — oo, the DMT performance of the NAF protocol over the underlyagynchronous cooper-
ative network for a fix value ok > 1 is as follows.
M1
d*(r)y=M1-2r)"+(1-7), 0<r<1.

M+1
Else, forx > T

(1— 2=y 4 M1 —2r), 0<r<$
wrN 1
d*(r) =9 (1—=r)+ 351 —2r), $<r<j
1—r, %grgl

The best DMT is achieved when< < 24H.

The proof is given in Appendikl I. It is seen that the best DMTrfpenance of the NAF protocol over the
underlying asynchronous network is the same as the DMT af phdtocol over the corresponding synchronous
network. Hence, the asynchronism does not diminish the DMfopmance of the underlying network.

B. Asynchronous NAF with Finite Length Waveforms

If z{, is the source’s transmitted codeword in the first phase,gbeived signal vectors at theh relay and the
destination are given by

Y, = 9iL0020 + 2, (52)

T

Y0 = M0T0,020 + Zi0; (53)

where all vectors are of length F6,0 of sizep x p represents the effect of the ISI among the source’s tratesit
symbols at phase one, and gzw are the additive Gaussian noise vectors atittie relay and at the destination
in the first phase with the covariance matricé’sl‘{)vo, 06211"0,01 respectively.

The received signals at the relays are linearly processgdedransmitted to the destination. The output matched
filters are indexed frond to M where the0-th filter is matched on the link between the source and thérdg®n.
The received signal vector at the output of thin matched filter in the second phase according ko (9) isngine

M
) j_O
By replacingz; = A;(g;T 0z + 2,,) for j =1,2,..., M, we obtain
M M
Y =hoToozy + ( > hjgjri,jAjI‘a’O)gf) + 3 higiTijAjz,, + 2. (55)
Jj=1 j=1

The system model for both phases is given by

y=Hz+z, (56)
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where
r T
g = (g;’O)Tygi()?gg:l’ e ,EZ:M] )
r T
T T T T T T T
z=|(za0) G +2d0: €1 +2d 10 Cu +zd,M] 7
r T
z:(%f@ﬂ,
H-— hOrlo,o Oqu
| G kT
G =[G},GT,...,G}]" andT =[], T{,..., T, |", where fori = 0,1,..., M,

M
G; = Zhjgjri,jAjFE),m
=1

M
G = hTijAjz, .
j=1

The covariance matrix of the noise is calculated as

T 0, (M+1)q

® =02 , (57)
O(nr+1)gxp C
whereC = [C; ], 4,5 =0,1,..., M, and
o2 U
Cij=Tij+ > [Tk AT pALTT
d k=1
Define
FO,O FO,I e F07M
T T ... I
=5 ?,o ?,1 1.7M ’ (58)
| Tvo Ty oo Ty |
T
2 [hgiA] hoge AL, ... hagu Al (59)
One can check that
G = E[OPXQJ (Eré),O)T]TJ (60)
IT' = Ediag{I,, 0nrgx g} E (61)
C = (Bdiag{0,A,..., Ay} + 11015, (62)

where A; = Z—g hiPA,-I‘{)’OAZT. Hence,C~! exists if and only ifE~! exists. According to Propositidd 1, if the
shaping waveforms);(t),i = 0,..., M, are designed properhg is a positive definite matrix ang&~' exists.
Assumingy(t) is a well designed waveform with non-zero spectrum overzimdxxvidth,I"O’0 is also a full rank
matrix with bounded positive real eigenvalues (seé [29her€fore,® ! is given by

_ 1 1 e
@' = — diag{(Ty) ™", C7'} (63)
d
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Let A2 T, (y41), + HE,HI®1. The mutual information between the source and the defstimat given by

I(z;y) = log det A. (64)
A is given by
A | Tt plhoThg phoTh (GIC!
phoG Ioss1)g + P(GGT + |ho/*TTT)C

The determinant of4 is given by
det A =det (T, + plho[2T} o) det (I(Mﬂ)q + plholPrTfC ! + pGBGTc—l)
whereB = (I, + p|h0|21_‘670)_1. It can be checked that

GBG'C™! = 2 diag{0,xq, =T} (B(T(,) 21},
IT'C™! = Ediag{l,, Orrgx g} ¥,
“ “ —1
whereWw = (Ediag{O,Al, L AM+ I(M+1)q) . Hence,
det A =det (I, + p|ho[2T% o) det (1( w1y + pEAiag{|ho|*T,, BTh  B(T) o) }\Il).
Since &, ¥, and I"O,0 are positive definite matrices with all bounded eigenvaltiesy do not affect the mutual
information whenp — oo. We obtain,

det A =(1 + p|ho|?)PT det(I, + pXTEB)

M

. q

=(1+ plhol?) (14 plhol* + p Y hjgs ) (65)
j=1

2 12 . .
Let o £ —%, B; & —%, and 3 £ min;>; ;. We obtain,

I(z;y) = [p(1 — ag)™ + gmax{1l — ag, 1 — 5}*] log p. (66)
By proceeding in the footsteps of [17], the outage probigbidi given by
Po(R) = Pr(I(z;y) < (R) = p~' ("),
where fora;, 8; > 0, Vi € {0,1,..., M},

d* = inf MpB. 67
(T) p(l—ao)++qma;I}ll—ao,l—B}+<€rao+ b ( )

Clearly, inf (g + M) occurs wherd < «g, 8 < 1. Hence,
d*(r) = inf ag + M§B. 68
(r) pawo-+gqmin{ao,8}>£(1—7) ° y (58)
By solving the above optimization problem, we get
Theorem 7:For a finite value of:, the DMT performance of the NAF protocol over the underlyasynchronous
cooperative network with\/ relays for a fixx > 1 is given by

MY
&*(r) = { (M+1)(1 - 7<lef+1)q7’)7
q
1 + E — 157’,

<
=Sk

Sk o
VAN VAN
=

VAR VAN
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Fig. 6. The DMT performances of the asynchronous NAF prdté@oboth finite and infinite length shaping waveforms andimpim
values ofx = 1.

The best DMT is achieved when= 1. In this case, for large length codewords
d"(r) = { M+ 1)1 - grgr), 0<r<j3
2(1 — 1), 1<r<i.

The proof is given in Appendikl J. Fidl 6 depicts the DMT cunwadsthe NAF protocol over a single relay
asynchronous cooperative network for both cases of usiitg fiength shaping waveforms (solid line), and using
infinite length shaping waveforms (dashed line) for the mptn value ofx = 1. Note that the DMT performance
in the latter case is the same as that of the correspondircdheymous network. As can be seen, the asynchronous
network with finite length shaping waveforms provides themsd®MT performance as that of2a<1 MISO channel.
Obviously, the extra gain is achieved at the expense of ailjedsandwidth expansion at high values of SNR.

VI. ASYNCHRONOUSOAF RELAYING PROTOCOL

In the OAF protocol, the source becomes silent in the sectiadgy however, the relays perform the same acts
as those of the NAF protocol. Hence, with some minor chanpesmathematical analysis presented in Section
[Vl can be used here. Since the protocol is orthogonal, asgnigim appears when at least two relays are in the
network.

A. Asynchronous OAF with Infinite Length Waveforms

By pursuing the same procedure as that of the NAF protocalgmted in Section VA, the mutual information
between the source and the destination for large values & iSNjiven by

q
hig;l*
I(z;9)< log(1 1 pf2 4 Phasil” ) 69
(z: )£ 1og(1 + plhol*)? +Z| R (69)
It is shown in [22] that this upper bound is achievable andht fs tight. Definey; = lolgog’p‘ andg; = %.

Let 5 = Hlinj21 ﬁj anda = IHiIljZl ;. We get

I(z;y) =[(p— )1 — o) + gmax{—a, (1 — ag), (1 —a — ag), (1 — 8)} ] log p. (70)
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By proceeding in the footsteps of [17], the outage probigbdi high values of SNR is given by

Po = Pr(I(z;y) < trlogp) = p~' "), (71)

where by considering < ap,8 <1 anda = 0,
d*(r) = inf ag + MpB. 72
(r) = (p—q)aw+gmin{eo,B}>p—Lr P (72)
One can see thaf(z;y) of the underlying asynchronous network under OAF protosothe same as that of
the corresponding synchronous network under the sameqgmiotdence, both networks provide the same DMT
performances.

Theorem 8:For u — oo, the DMT performance of the OAF protocol over the underlyaisynchronous network
for a fix k > 1 is given as follows.

M+1
If v < 2
M+1)(1—Lr), 0<r<Z
d*(T‘): ( + )( T) —T—Z
0, F<r<i,
else if g > L
(M +1)(1 = ") 0<7 <9
() — ¢
d(r) =9 50 =3 f<r<p
0, F<r<i

The best DMT for0 < r < & is achieved whem: = 2£L. For

- % < r <1, the best DMT is achieved when the

source transmits alone. Hence,

2M+1 1
0 (r) = (M—l—l)(l—M_Hr), 0<r<s
1—r %Srgl

=M®A-2r)"+1-r)t.

The proof is given in[[22] and is omitted here for brevity. Rdhat the result is the same as the DMT performance
of the NAF protocol when infinite length waveforms are used.

B. Asynchronous NAF with Finite Length Waveforms

By pursuing the same procedure as we presented for the NABgmian Section V-B, the received signal model
in both phases is given by

y=Hz + 2, (73)

where

_ / T T
= | (W0) ’ydl’ydw""QdM ’

T r 17
éz[ 01 +zd1702 +Zd2,-~,§M+§d,M] ;

= [ho a’]’.



25
In the above equatioG = [GT,...,G%,]T, where

M
GZ’ = Z hjgjri,jAjFE)p

M
= hTi Az, .
j=1

The covariance matrix of the noise vectois calculated as

T 0
=g 00 TPMi (74)
whereC = [C; ], 4,5 =1,2,..., M, and
o2 M
Cij=Tij+ = |m[’TisAsTH AT
94 k=
Define
I‘171 I‘172 e Fl,M
F2 1 F2 2 PR F2 M
E£ N N . ) (75)
ri . Tt T
L - M,1 M2 - MM |
T
3 2 [mgiAT hogo AT, ... harguAly] (76)
One can check that
G = EZI‘{LO (77)
C= (Ediag{Al, YTt IMq> =, (78)

where A; = Z—é\hi\2A,~I‘670AI. Hence,C~! exists if and only ifE~! exists. According to Propositidd 1, if the
shaping waveforms);(t),i = 0,..., M are designed properl§ is positive definite an@& ! exists.I"O’0 is also a
full rank matrix with bounded positive real eigenvaluese(§29]). Therefore® ! is given by

- L. 1 e
@' = — diag{(Ty) ™, C'} (79)
d

By pursuing the same procedure as that of the NAF protocolhiigh values of SNR, the mutual information
between the source and the destination is obtained as

M q
I(z;y) = log(1+ plho[*)P~* (1 +plhol” +> \hi9¢\2>

=1

= [(p = ¢)(1 —ag)* + gmax{l — ag,1 - 5}"] logp. (80)
whereay £ lolgo‘gh; B & loglfgzi'z, and 8 = min;>1 8;. For the rateR = rlog p, the outage probability is

given by

Po(rlogp) = Pr(I(z;y) < {rlogp) = p—d*(r)7

where fora;, 8; >0, Vi € {0,1,..., M}

d* = inf M§B. 81
(T) (p—q)(1—ao)t+q rigx{l—ao,l—ﬁ}+<€r @0+ 5 ( )



26

Asyn. OAF, finite and infinite length waveforms|
“““““ 3x1 MISO channel

25F

15F

Diversity gain, d(r)

0.5F

L L L L ~
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Multiplexing gain, r

Fig. 7. The DMT performances of the asynchronous NSDF pobtfar both finite and infinite length shaping waveforms andirapm
values ofk.

Clearly, inf(«o + M 3) occurs wherd < «y, 5 < 1. Hence,
(r) = (p—q)xo+q ngllgaoﬁbp—ﬁr oo+ M§. (82)
As can be seen the optimum diversity gain in this case is theeses that of the OAF protocol when infinite length
waveforms are used given in_(72). We simply give the final ltfeu the optimum value of: at each multiplexing
gain in the following theorem.
Theorem 9:For a finite value of:, the DMT performance of the OAF protocol over the underly@sgnchronous
network whenk varies to maximize the diversity gain is given by.

diry =M1 -2r)" + (1 —-r)*t.

The best DMT for0 < r < & is achieved whem: = 2+, For i < r < 1, the best DMT is achieved when the
source transmits alone.

The proof is similar to the proof of Theoreni 8 which is given[#2] and is omitted here for brevity. Note
that the result is similar to the DMT result of the asynchnamaetwork with infinite length shaping waveforms
presented in Sectidn VIHA and equivalently similar to the Dksult of the corresponding synchronous network.
Fig. [ illustrates the DMT curves of the OAF protocol over the relay asynchronous cooperative network for
both cases of using finite length shaping waveforms and usfimgte length shaping waveforms whenis chosen
to maximize the diversity gain at each multiplexing gainAs can be seen, the OAF protocol over the underlying

network performs the same as the corresponding synchrgmotecol for both scenarios.

VIl. DIscussION ANDCONCLUSION

In this paper, we examined the DMT performances of the NSCBDRE NAF, and OAF relaying protocols over
a general two-homsynchronougooperative relay network containing one source node, @sérgtion node, and
M parallel relay nodes. To model the asynchronism, we assuhedodes send PAM signals asynchronously
wherein information symbols are linearly modulated by apihg waveform. We analyze the DMT of the system
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from both theoretical and practical points of views. In tloenfer, we consider the case that all transmitters use
shaping waveforms with infinite time support resulting in@amenunication over a strictly limited bandwidth. We
showed that asynchronism in this case preserves the DMDmpeaihces of the system for all the aforementioned
protocols. In the latter where finite length shaping wavefofas in practice) are used, the communication is carried
out over a spectral mask which is not strictly limited in theguency domain and its tails go to infinity from both
sides. We showed that in this case the asynchronism helpspimve the DMT performance in the NSDF, OSDF,
and NAF protocols, while preserves the DMT in the OAF protoco

A. Comparison of the DMT Performances of the Protocols

Figures[8 and[19 demonstrate the DMT performances of the shecurelaying protocols over the single relay
and the two relay cooperative networks for both cases ofgufiimite length and using infinite length shaping
waveforms. Note that for all protocols, the DMT performané¢he underlying asynchronous network with infinite
length shaping waveforms is the same as that of the corrdgmpeynchronous network. As shown, except in OAF
where both scenarios show the same DMT performances, irthel gcenarios, asynchronous protocols with finite
length shaping waveforms outperform the correspondingiesparts. In the single relay network, the asynchronous
NAF with finite length waveforms achieves the same DMT pemiance as that of thzx 1 MISO channel. However,
it only shows the best DMT performance in low multiplexingrgeegime over the two relay network. In the high
multiplexing gain regime, the asynchronous NSDF with fitdegth waveforms yields the best performance. One
can check that by increasing the number of helping nodés>(3), this protocol becomes superior throughout the
range of the multiplexing gain, while asynchronous NAFlsstat the third place after the asynchronous OSDF
protocol both with finite length waveforms. Note that theraxdiversity gain when the shaping waveforms are of
limited time support is at the expense of a bandwidth expanat high values of SNR.

B. Where Do the Gains Come From?

The main objective of this work is to show that the asynchsondoes not diminish the DMT performance of
a general two-hop cooperative network under the aforemmesdi relaying protocols. Moreover, when a practical
cooperative network is considered wherein PAM signals \itlite length shaping waveforms are used, even
better diversity gains can be achieved at the presence aligimechronism. This gain is due to the fact that the
communication in this case is carried out over a spectrakmdih tails spanning over the entire frequency axis.
This causes the mutual information between the source anddstination to be similar to that of a parallel channel
with the number of parallel branches equal to the numbemélihat carry independent codewords. For example,
in DF type protocols where all links carry independent Gaussodewords, the number of parallel links is equal
to the number of transmitting nodes. In contrast, in the OA&tqrol where all nodes carry correlated signals,
the resulted mutual information of the asynchronous chlaisrtee same as that of the corresponding synchronous
channel and no parallel links appear. Note that the asyn@mois a critical factor to extract this gain from such
channels. One can easily check that if the system is fullyclssanous and the same shaping waveforms with a
finite time support are used, this gain is not revealed. Thaars the advantage of asynchronous signaling over
such channels.
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Fig. 8. The DMT performances of the asynchronous protocotsthe corresponding synchronous counterparts in a sietfy network.
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Fig. 9. DMT performance of the asynchronous protocols amdctirresponding synchronous counterparts in a two relayankt
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C. Shaping Waveforms

The results of this work are applied to regular shaping wawe$ used in theoretical analysis (e.g., the “sinc”
and the “raised-cosine” waveforms). The truncated vessiaihsuch waveforms are extensively used in practice.
One can easily see that the required condition in equdii@higlheld when all nodes use shaping waveforms with
infinite time support. On the other hand, if all the waveforh@ve a limited time support, this condition barely
holds when the nodes are randomly asynchronous.

D. Practical Implementation

In practice, we propose using OFDM (inverse discrete Fodmniansform (DFT) at the transmitters and DFT at
the receivers) to implement the asynchronous protocolsart be shown that the same DMT performances can
be achieved in the limit of the codeword’s length. In thisegag DMT achieving space-times code designed for
synchronous cooperative networks|[22] can also achiev®Me& of the corresponding asynchronous network.

Although it was assumed that the asynchronous delays asdhaa a symbol interval, the results are still held
in the limit of the codewords’ length when the delays aretaaby finite random variables. In this case, one can
discard a few samples from both sides of a received frame aease the length of the cyclic prefix symbols if
OFDM is used to adjust the remaining asynchronism among tiuesito be less than a symbol interval. Since
the number of the discarded symbols is finite, they do notcaffee maximum multiplexing gain for large length
codewords.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OFLEMMA [1I

Let ¢(t) £ [1ho(t), 1 (t — T10); - s Ym(t — Tmo)] @ndy_(¢) = d_0__, (¢t — vTs)e 4. One can check that

[e.e]

) = [ oo, @
=Y [ vt - eme s
= Z A, +AO+ZAU, (83)

where A, = [ ¢T()y(t — vT,)e v dt. We have,

(u+v+1)T. b
Z A, = Z/ Pt — vT)e " dt

Vv=—U vV=—Uu

U uU—v

—ZZ/ Yt +nT)p(t + (n+v)Ty)et dt

v=1n=0

:Z/SQT(t—l—nT Z Y(t+ (n+ v)Ts)esvdt.
n=0"9 v=1

(u+1)Ts
Ay =/0 Yi(t)p(t)at
u Ty
= Z/ Y(t + nTy) (¢ + nTy)dt
n=0 0
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u U e(ut1)Ts
ZAU - Z / Y)Yt — vTy)e *vat
v=1 v=1""T:

u u T,
- Z Z /0 ON(+nTo)g(t + (n —v)T)e v dt

v=1n=v
u T, u
_ Z/ Wt +nTy) S Bl + (n - o)Ty)etvdt.
n=0"0 v=1

I'(w) can be rewritten as follows.

u T, u—n
Iw) = Z/o QT(t + nT,)e sn {y(t + nT,)es "™ + Z Y+ (v + n)T,)es ) 4
n=0 v=1

zn:y(t + (n — v)Ts)egw("_”)] dt
v=1

u

T. f
= /0 [Z Pt —I-nTs)es“’q]

u

p(t + vTy) et dt.
n=0 0

This concludes the proof. |

APPENDIX B
SHIFT PROPERTY OF THEDTFT FORNON-INTEGER DELAYS

Lemma 4:let z(t) be a signal with a limited bandwid. z(n) andz(n), n € Z are two sequences of samples
of this signal att = nT, andt = nT, + 7, respectively.X (w) and X (w) are defined as the DTFT of these two
sequences. If the sampling frequency is chosen accorditigetdNyquist sampling Theorem, i.d} < % the
shift property of the DTFT is held for any real value nfand we get

A

X(w) = e*7,
where7 = -
Proof: Sincex(t) is bandlimited, it can be reconstructed from its sampldd’iK ﬁ as follows.

() = 3 w(n)sinc (t _T?TS> ,

n

wheresinc(z) = S22Z_ W have

X(w)=> @(k)e "
, (k—n)Ts+7\ _¢
=> Y x(n)sinc (T) e Ewk

= T X (w),

where the second last equality is due to the fact that the DdfFSinc(n + a) is equal toet“? for all real a. This
concludes the proof. |
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APPENDIXC
PROOF OFPROPOSITIONZ

DefineT; of size N x N, N > 2q as in [84).

(0) - y(=qg+1) 0 0 0 (-1 ... 75(1)
vi(g —1) 7;(0) vi(—q+1) 0 0 0
T;= . (84)
0 0 0 =) e p0) e (gt D)
w1 e (=g +1) 0 0 7i(g—1) --- %0) ]

T, is the circular convolution matrix of the sequenizje: [7;(0),...,7i(¢—1),0,...,0,7j(=qg+1),...,v(—1)]
of length N. Hence, it can be decomposedféjs: UNAJ-UT , whereU is the discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
matrix of dimensionN defined as

1 (i— j—
Un(ij) = e €3

VN

andA; is a diagonal matrix containing the DFT elements of the vre@}oon its main diagonal. Thé-th diagonal

77:7j:1727"'7N7 (85)

entry of this matrix is given by
N-1
Aj(k,k) = > 4(k)e S Fn, (86)
n=0

where4;(k) is the k-th entry ofjj. If ¢;(t) has a non-zero spectrum over the bandwidthand the sampling
frequencyfs = 2W is chosen, the DFT vector @} does not have any deterministic zero. Hentgand accordingly
I'; are full rank matrices. Sin€'; is the top left sub matrix of';, it is also a full rank matrix.

Let M, be the essential supremuid; = ess supf of a real value functionf(z) which is defined as the
smallest numbew for which f(x) < a except on a set of measure zero. ke be the essential infimum; =
ess inff of a real value functionf(z) which is defined as the largest numhefor which f(z) > a except
on a set of measure zero. L&, k = 1,2,...,¢ be thek-th eigenvalue ofl’;. It is proved in [29] that ifT"; is
Hermitian

my < A\ < My,

where f here is the DTFT function of the samples of the shaping wawefp;(t). Sincemy, My, and M| are
bounded values for well-designed shaping waveforms, ttiegel’; is a full rank matrix with non-zero bounded
eigenvalues for alj € {0,1,...,m}. This concludes the proof. |
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APPENDIXD
PROOF OFLEMMA [2

Clearly, inf Zf;l a; occurs in the regior) < «o; < 1, i € {0,1,...,m}. Hence, we focus on this region to
proceed the proof.

(1—ag)" %ijl—a,

Hence

dg, (r) = inf a0+max{0=m+§(1—ao)—§r}.

0<ap<1

If 0 <r <5 then(m + £(1 - ap) — £r) > 0 for all 0 < o < 1. Hence,

. Py ay_t
dg, (r) = 0<1£10f<1<m+1—|—q(1 ap) qr>

— ltm-tr 0<r<™d
q l

Forr > =4, if (m (1 —ag) — ar) >0, thenag <14 =% —r. In this case, we have
. L
dg, (r) = inf m+1+= (1 —ap) — -
0<ap<1+72 —r q q
mq mq
= 1+ — - — <r<l1.
+ 7 T, 7 = r <
In contrast, wheryy > 1 + %2 —r, we have
dg, (r) = inf ap
14+ ™4 —r<ao<1
mq mq
= 1+ — - — <r<l1
+ 7 T, 7 = r <

Hence, form <k +1

q

dp. () 1+m—£r, 0<r
B, (r) =
1+ 54—, Zd<r<l

Form >k +1, %% > 1. Thus
4
dg, (r)=14m—-r, 0<r<1.
q

This concludes the proof. |
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APPENDIX E
PROOF OFPROPOSITIONZ

The outage probability is calculated as
P(Q(R) == PT(EO)P(’)\EO + PT’(El)P(9|E1

A=) | =t
=] 0] G,

<

IN AN IA
=03

ININ IN
[N SR NS

SRB sl O

pm 70,

In each region, the term with the largest exponenp @ dominant. We consider three distinct regigns r < £,
1 <r< B and% <r <1 and evaluate the diversity gain in each region. ¢et r < 7,
4 14

If [(1—£r>+(1—r)]§(2—§r> = 5—1-12a

= k2—rk—1 <0.
Hence assuming > 1, for 0 < r < % we have

(1——7‘)—1—(1—7‘), 1<

?
K
d*(r) = p
2(1—%&), K> R

(87)

I [(1—£r>+(1—r)}§<1+%—r> = 1—£r§%
= ’1"2]2—2.
CIearIyZ—j < L. Moreover, ,
if %2% = p22q£ = k2—Kk—1>0.
Hence, ifl < x < &, thenfg—jg%and we have

d*(r):<1—£r>+(1—r), %grg

. R 2
However, ifx > &, then%: > 1 and therefore

q _ q
1+37—-n 7

. <
'(r) = (1-&)+a-r), Z<r

For % <r <1, itis clear that
d*(r)y=1-r.

By combining the results of all the regions, we have

+
d*(r):<1—§r) +(1—-r), 0<r<i,
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whenl < k < £ and

2(1 - 52r), 0<r<i

() = 1+% -, %2<r§%
(1—%7“)—%(1—7“), F<r<b

1—r, F<r<i,

whenk > . This concludes the proof of the first part of the Theorem.

Forr < {, the maximum diversity gain is achieved when= & = 1+T‘/5 If the optimum value of is chosen

for this region, we have
1

1+4&
The corresponding diversity gain in this region is given by

d*(r) = (1 - €T> +(1-=r)

q
r<- =
-/

p
2k +1 1
=2 R:F r, 0<r< —. (88)
R 14+ R/
For a specificr > 14%@ the maximum diversity gain is achieved when- Z—j. In this case,
A
2 (1+k)?
Hence, forr > 1%@ andk > 1
\/F
= ) 89
The corresponding diversity gain is given by
diry =1+ % —r
N k(r)+1 "
=2—\r—r. (90)

By combining the results of all the regions we have

d*(r):{ 1—(1+Lr+@-r), olg
I=-vr+1-r), 7

The optimums corresponding to eachis given by

IN
A g

N
5
=

R, ogrglﬁ
A=\ % L <r<1
v 4R =T >

This concludes the proof. |
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APPENDIXF
PROOF OFTHEOREM[3

In asynchronous NSDF protocol, M < k + 1

1—|—M—£r, 0<r< =4
dEIW(T) = Mg ¢ Mgq !
1+T_T7 Téréla
elseif M >rx+1 ,
dp,(r)=1+M —-r, 0<r<1.

In addition,
1, <r

0 <
PT(EM) = »
O, 7 <r<

Let b,(r), m = 0,..., M be the negative exponent pfin the expressiorPr(E,,)p~ %~ whenp — oo, i.e.,
Pr(Ey,)p~ %~ = p~t=()_ The outage probability at high values of SNR is given by

M
Po=3 p
i=0
If d3,_,(r) is the DMT performance of the NSDF protocol over a coopeeatigtwork containingl/ — 1 relays,

dy,(r) can be expressed as follows.
dy(r) = min { (1 - 57’) + dyr_q(7), bM(T)},

which is simplified as follows.
If x <M —1, thend;,(r) is given by

. 14 14 D
* (r) = _ - * M — = <r<Z=,
dys(r) mln{(l pr) +dy_q(r), 14+ qr}, 0<r< 7
Else forx > M — 1, d},(r) is given by
min{(1 — ﬁr) +dy,_(r), 1+ M — gr}, 0<r< —]V‘éq

dp(r) =
M {min{(1_§r)+d7w_1(r),1+%—r, Mg <p<b,

For% < r < 1, the source node transmits alone and

dy(r)y=1—r.

It can be seen that

If 1—£7‘)—|—(1—r)

¢ 4
1+M——7‘§b0(7‘):>1—|—M——7‘§M<
q q p
= k2—Mr—M>0,
Thus, fork < MEVAEHM 1y (1) > bo(r) and the eventsy, does not determine the DMT performance of the

system. Hence for < M — 1,
(91)

RS

dig(r) = (1= 5r) + dig (), 07 <

Fork>M —1,if 0 <r < 24,
x ¢ ] Mg
dM(T‘) = (1 — 57’) + dM_l(T), 0 S T S 7 (92)
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In this region ofx, For 24 < < Z we have

7‘)+1—|——q—7‘,

It can be seen that if < iﬁz,thenbM( r) < by—1(r) <byr—o(r) < ... < by
bar—2(r) > ... > by(r). One can check that if > M=V thenr, >

have

(r
Mq_
7

). Otherwise b/ (r) > bar—1(r) >
4. Hence, forx > MJWM“F“ we

2

1+ =2 =, Mg <
dy(r) = £ =
w(r) {M(l——)—i—l—r Z<y

For r < MEVIPEIM 07 < Mg and the even), does not affect the DMT performance. By combining the result
we have

(93)

IA IA
f\.r'@ {I\Grﬁ

¢
dy(r) = (1 — 57») +dy 4 (r), 0<r< %.

whenk < M4V M2+4M VA242+4M7 and

(1—57’>+d7\4_1(7*), O§r§$

Mq _ Mq P

IR S A
MA—-E4r)y 41—, bz <r<b,

(1—r), %grgf”rT".

when s > MEVAEHM This concludes the proof of the first part of the Theorem. reof of the second part
is similar to the proof of the second part of Proposifion 3. |

APPENDIX G
PROOF OFTHEOREM[4]

ForM =2,if 1 <k < 2, we have

0, <,
2—57’, 0<r<id
_ ¢
d, (r) 1+1—2r $<r<y
0, b<,

SN
S
=
1
—N—
w
|
I~
3
(@]
A
-
IN A
s~
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The outage probability in this region,< x < 2, is given by

2 p_dl(r)a OSTS%
Po =Y PopPr(E)={ p~®0), 4<r<?
=0 1, F<r

whered; (r) = min{3(1 — £7“) 3— ﬁr 3— 57’} anddy(r) = min{3(1 — ﬁr) 2(1 - Z r)+ g 3= £7’}
Assumel < r g . Clearly 3 — —r <3- —7‘ Moreover, if3(1 — —7‘) <3- —r then:—e < 2. Hence,

d*(r) = (1—27«), 0§7‘§%, 1<k<?2

=

Now consider? < r < L. It can be seen tha (1 — ﬁr) = = 3. Furthermore, if

p >
3 (1 — —) <2 (1 — —) + 4 thenr < f” 9. One can check that, if < 2, thenp % Hence,

ror-s(i- 1)

The cooperation is avoided whenever it is beneficial to do so.

3 — Lr if and only if &

<r<=, 1<k<2

IR
SIS

if 1—r23<1—§r> - 7’>3€2p

Thus forl < k < 2,

(94)

-7, 32 <r<1

31—%r), 0<r<
d*(r) = { (I=37) r< s
30—

Forx > 2, dg, () anddg, (, are the same as before. Howeué,gh(r) is given by

3 — gr, 0<r< 27(1
dE2(7«): 1+2?q—1—l;7’, %<TS%
0, E<r
The outage probability is given by
p—d1(7’)’ OSTS %
)0 f<r <
Py = 5
pmh), P <r<y
1, <

whered; (r) = min{3(1 — —r) 3— —r 3 — r}, da(r) = min{3(1 — —r) 21— = ) + %,3 — gr}, andds(r) =
min{3(1 — ﬁ r),2(1— f;r) + g, 1+ 2};’ ]—Jr}. We focus on each of the above reglons fdo calculate the diversity
gain.

Assume0 < r < 4. Clearly,3 — I‘;—Zr <3- gr. Moreover, ifx > 2, then3 — f;—Zr <3(1— ﬁr). Hence,

02 q
d(r)y=3——r, 0<r<-, K>2. (95)
pq ¢
Now consider? < r < 2‘1 One can see thai(l — —) =3 - —r = K § 3. On the other hand, if
3(1— —r) <2(1-= )+ 4 thenl — —r < 5 which results inr > f” Cltis clear that ifx > 2 = 254 > 1

Therefor, for2 < & § 3,

21 — £ 9 <p< by
ar(ry=§ 2T s T (96)
3(1=4r), A <r<

IN

T.
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Forx > 3, one can check th&—ﬁr <3 (1 - Iﬁ;r). Furthermore, iB—ﬁr <2 (1 - I%r) +4, then1 -1 < %r

which results inr > ((” 2‘1) One can see tha?=2% > 4 Thus forx > 3
p—2q)L* P—2q)¢
4 g g (P—9)q
PRI B S A A = (97)
3 &y (( )) <r< 27‘1
q’ ’

Now consider? < r < 2. In this regiond(r) = min{3(1 —£r),2(1 - £r)+ 2,1+ % — Ly}, One can check

that if 3 (1 - §r> <2 (1 — ¢ ) + 4, thenr > 222, Moreover,

if 3(1—€r><1—€r—|—2—:> "
p p p L
One can check that;? < 27‘1 if and only if x < 3. Considering the fact that the cooperation is avoided wireme

it is beneficial to do so, fo2 < x < 3 we have

3(1—4p), 2 <p< 22
d*(T) — ( pT‘) p2 r= 30—p (98)
1—r, TBPSTSI-

Forx >3 and for2¢ < r < 234, 3(1—£r) >2<1— ﬁr) +4, and3<1— ﬁr) > 1+% — £r.In this region

. 14 2 l —
if 2<1——7‘>—|—g§1—|——q——7‘ - p>2" 9
p p p p ¢
Considering the fact that the cooperation is avoided whenigus beneficial, forx > 3 we have
1+2 Ly B <y b
d'(r)=q 3(1—%r), ZF<r<g (99)
2

1—r, ﬁ <r<l1

By summarizing the above results, the proof of the first patdncluded. For the proof of the second part, it is
seen thak = 2 provides the best diversity gain for

bl a1
= p+q 3
The corresponding diversity gain in this region is given by
14 3 1
& (r) = (1——): (1——), <r<-. 100
(ry=3 pT 3 5" 0<r< 3 (100)
For other values of the maximum diversity gain is achieved wher= 24, In this case,
_p—q k-1
I
Thus,
1+7r
R = .
1—7r
For 1 <r < 3, we obtain

d*(r):2<1—§r>+%=3(1_T)-

For 7 <r <1, we obtain

d*(r):1_£r+2_n:M
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By combining the results,we have

\ 3(1=3r), 0<r<d
d*(r) = { (3(1_3) ) ) ’ (101)
T 3=r=slL
The corresponding is given by
2 o<r<i
— ’ =" =3
’“‘_{m lop<t (102)
l-r> 3 —  — 7
This concludes the proof. |
APPENDIXH

PROOF OFTHEOREM[E

It is known that ifx < M

else ifk > M

Mq _ ¢ p
1+ m o r<7
In addition,
1, 0<r<?b
Pr(Ey) = - ot
0, #<r<l.

Let b,,(r), m =0,..., M, be the negative exponent pfin Pr(E,,)p~ %= whenp — co. The resulted DMT can
be expressed as

dys(r) = min { <1 - £r> + dyr_q(r), bM(r)} ,

which is simplified as follows.
If « <M ,
dy(r) = min{(l - 57‘) +dy_1(r), 14+ M — 57“}, 0<r< %,
else, fork > M,
. » v
s (r) = i (1_£r)+dM—1(7“)71+M—£T}, 0<r<=4
min (1—£r)+d’;w_1(r),1+ﬂ_£r}7 Mgq <r<e

One can check

In addition,

Clearly, forx < M + 1, 254 < M4 Hence, forl <x < M +1

dp(r) = <1 - £r> +dy_4(r), 0<r< % (103)



40

For s > M + 1, when0 < r < 107 we have

Hence, fork > M + 1,

p
ba(r) = (M = D)1= 2r) + 2,
l (M —1)q
br—1(r) = 2(1 — 57‘) + —
by(r)=14+M — gr.

It can easily see that if < 272, thenby;_1(r) < ba—2(r) < ... < bo(r) and vice versa. On the other hand, for
k> M+1, 259 > 24 Hence, to determine the diversity gain wh%%)q <r < M4 only by (r) andba_1(r)
need to be compared.

If ba—1(r) <bp(r)

14 M -1 14
= 2(1——r)+u§1+M——r
p ¢ q
(M —1)p*q
- <SP (104)
2(p — 2q)
Assumingn; = (%(;P;;)q, for k> M 41, 214 <y < Ma Hence,
dy(r) =
(o, (M-Dg  (M-1)
21— gr)+ =2, =7 <r<m (105)
1—|—M—§r, mgrg#
For M4 <r < 2, we have
1+ Ma_ L, Mg ) < P—q
dyy (1) = { ¢ pZ i "t ! (106)
(M+1)1—=3r), Hi<r<ig

For% <r <1, dj,(r) = 0. The resulted DMT in each region is compared(to- ) to determine wether or not
avoiding the cooperation. Proof of the second part of theofdra is similar to the proof of the second part of
Propositior 4. [
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APPENDIX |
PROOF OFTHEOREMI[Q

The goal is to findd*(r) which is characterized by the following optimization preioil.

)=

inf o+ MB.
(p—q)avo+gmin{2a0—1,8}>p—Lr
If min{2ap — 1,8} = 20 — 1, then > max{0,2ap — 1} and we get
d*(r) = inf «ap+ M max{0,20) — 1}

ag>1—r

1= 0<ag<3
(I-r)+M(1-2r) $1<qy<1
= r+MI-2r) 0<r<g
- 1—r %Srﬁl.
If min{2a9 — 1,3} = B, then1 > ay > 42 and we get
d*(r) = inf ap+Mp

(p—q)ao+gB>p—~Lr

If » > p/¢, thenp—¢r < 0. In this caseqy = 1/2, 8 = 0 is the optimal solution. One can check thgt=1/2,5 =0
is also the optimal solution for/2 <r < p/¢. Hence,

1 1
(r) = = —<r<i
d*(r) 5 2_7‘_
For0 <r <1/2, if p=gq, we obtain
1
)= ot 2P g

B>max{0,1-2r} 2

=1—-7r)+M(1-2r) 0<r<

l\')lr—t

For0 <r < 1/2 andp # ¢, the cross point of the two linear conditiongy =1 —r,8 =1 — 2r, is a feasible
solution. The objective value for this solution is

dry=01-r)+M(1-2r), 0<r<

One can check thaty =1—r+d andf =1 —2r — ”—;‘15, for a positive value ob, is also a feasible solution if

5§min{r, q (1—2r)}

p—q

_{r, 0<r<
SL(l=2r), $<r<

The above condition comes from the fact thgt< 1 and 3’ > 0. The objective value for the new feasible solution
is

l\DI}—‘

o= Sk

(1—r _op _Mp-9q) .
d(r) = (1 —r)+ M(1 2)+5(1 p ) 0<r<

It is seen that for < ij}Fl, the term(l M(qu) is positive and it increases the objective value for anytpesi
value ofd. Hence,ap =1 —r,8 =1 —2r is in fact the optimum solution fot < xk < M+1 and we get

d r) =

1
2
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Forx > % the term(l — W) is negative and it decreases the objective value for anytipesialue of

0. The optimal solution which is achieved for the maximum eadi § in each region is given by

1— M=y M(1-2r), 0<r<?
d'(r) = (1—r)+ ;501 —2r), I<r<g
3 l<r<i

By comparing the results for different valuesfit is seen that the best DMT is obtained wher x < %
and is given by

d(ry=0-r)+ M1 -2r)", 0<r<1.

This concludes the proof. |

APPENDIX J
PROOF OFTHEOREM[7]

The goal is to solve the following optimization problem.
d*(r) = inf ag + MpB.
( ) pao+qmin{ag,B}>0(1—r) 0 ﬁ
If min{ao, S} = ap, then
d*(r) = a01>nlf—r(M + 1)ag
=M+1)(1—-r).

~

If min{ag, 5} = B, in this casery = f = 1 — r is a feasible solution. The objective value for this feasibl
solution isd(r) = (M +1)(1 — 7).

Let &y = 6o + 6, whered is a positive real number. In this cagg andg = B— gé is another feasible solution.
The objective value for the new variables is

dwm:(M+4m1_m_<¥?_4>& (107)

As 0 < 8 < ag <1, 6 should be chosen such thag <1, andB > 0. We get

5[0 <1l — 1) <r
>0 —» s<La-nr.
p
As both conditions should be satisfied, we have

5_{ T, 0<r<i
%(1—7‘), %grgl.

By replacingé into (107), we obtain

M
o) =1 MHDA-grEn), 0<sr<i
1+4— Ly 1<r<i
p p’ L =" =

One can see that the best DMT is achieved when 1. This concludes the proof. |
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