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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a general cooperative wirelessosenetwork (WSN) with multiple hops and the problem of
channel estimation. Two matrix-based set-membershipritthges are developed for the estimation of the complex matnannel
parameters. The main goal is to reduce the computationaplesity significantly as compared with existing channeireators
and extend the lifetime of the WSN by reducing its power comgstion. The first proposed algorithm is the set-membership
normalized least mean squares (SM-NLMS) algorithm. Thersgés the set-membership recursive least squares (RLS)ithlop
called BEACON. Then, we present and incorporate an errontbdunction into the two channel estimation methods which
can adjust the error bound automatically with the updatehef ¢hannel estimates. Steady-state analysis in the outpab-m
squared error (MSE) are presented and closed-form fornfatathe excess MSE and the probability of update in each sémur
are provided. Computer simulations show good performaricauo proposed algorithms in terms of convergence speeddgte
state mean square error and bit error rate (BER) and dermatestduced complexity and robustness against the tinyéagar
environments and different signal-to-noise ratio (SNRu®a.
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|. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been a growing research interest itesgrsensor networks (WSNs) because their unique featilwes a
a wide range of applications in the areas of military, envin@nt, health and homgl[1]. They are usually composed ofge lar
number of densely deployed sensing devices which can tiaiseir data to the desired user through multihop relays [2]
Low complexity and high energy-efficiency are the most int@otr design characteristics of communication protoddlsaf&l
physical layer techniques employed for WSNs. The perfomaamnd capacity of WSNs can be significantly enhanced through
exploitation of spatial diversity with cooperation betwehe nodes [2]. In a cooperative WSN, nodes relay signaladh ether
in order to propagate redundant copies of the same sign#t®tdestination nodes. Among the existing relaying schethes
amplify-and-forward (AF) and the decode-and-forward (RF¢ the most popular approachels [4]. Due to limitations irsse
node power, computational capacity and mematy [1], someep@onstrained relay strategiés [5]] [6] and power allocat
methods|[7] have been proposed for WSNs to obtain the besilj@sSNR or best possible quality of service (QoS) at the
destinations. Most of these ideas are based on the assunopii@rfect synchronization and available channel stdtanmation
(CSI) at each nodé [1]. Therefore, more accurate estimdtédsedCSI will bring about better performance in WSNs.

The normalized least mean squares (NLMS) estimation meith@gpropriate for WSNs due to its simplicity. However,
the main problem of the NLMS is that the tradeoff between eogence speed and steady state performance is achieved
through the introduction of a step size [11]. It is not poksito achieve the best solution on these two aspects using a
conventional NLMS estimation method. Channel estimatioth the NLMS algorithm can be improved by introducing the
set-membership filtering (SMF) framewolk [12] which modifitae objective function of the NLMS algorithm. It specifies a
error bound on the magnitude of the estimation error, wharhmake the step size adaptive. Therefore the SM-NLMS channe
estimation method can achieve good convergence and tgapkiriormance for each update. A SM-NLMS channel estimation
algorithm for cooperative WSNs is proposed[inl[13]. Comdaséth the NLMS channel estimation method, the RLS channel
estimator can provide better performance in terms of the@gence speed and steady state [11]. However, it is nattdeit
for WSNs due to its high computational complexity [11]. Irder to overcome this shortcoming, the SMF framework can
be also introduced to devise a computationally efficiensieer of the conventional RLS channel estimation methodedal
BEACON channel estimation. It can be considered as a consttaptimization problem where the objective functionhis t
least squares (LS) cost function and the constraint is adoarthe magnitude of the estimation error. As a result, aptada
forgetting factor can be derived to achieve the optimal greneince for each update. Most importantly, the set-merhigers
(SM) algorithms possess a feature that allows updatingribr @ small fraction of the time, expressed as the update(t#.
Therefore, the UR of the two SM channel estimation algorgtdecreases due to the data-selective update which carereduc
the computational complexity significantly and extend tifietime of the WSN by reducing its power consumption.
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The biggest issue for the SM channel estimation is the apjatepselection of the error bound, because it has a crigifatt
on the estimation performance. For SM-NLMS channel estomathe extreme settings of the bound, namely, overboundin
(the error bound being too large) and underbounding (ther éwund being too small) will result in performance degtema
[14], [15]. In practice, the bound depends on the envirortalgrarameters such as the SNR. It is very difficult to deteenthe
optimal error bound accurately because there is usuallyffinent knowledge about the underlying system. For the BEA
channel estimation, the value of the error bound can be d/iddetrade off achievable performance against computdtiona
complexity [17]. A higher error bound would result in loweRUbut worse performance. For WSNs the aim is to achieve
an acceptable CSI quickly with low power consumption. Tfee the bound for BEACON channel estimation should be
adjusted to ensure good estimation performance, lower atatipnal complexity and a low UR. Also, the required erroubd
may be time variant due to changing environmental condition

In this paper, we develop two matrix-based SM algorithms dbannel estimation in cooperative WSNs using the AF
cooperation protocol. The major novelty in these algorilpresented here is that they are matrix-based SM chanimabésn
algorithms as opposed to vector-based SM techniques ferifiidt applications [16]/117]/[18]. Therefore we specifypaund
on the norm of the estimation error vector instead of the ritade of the scalar estimation error. Then, a novel erromidou
function is introduced to change the error bound automi§itioa order to obtain optimal performance with the proposid
channel estimation. Furthermore, we propose analytigalessions of the steady-state output excess mean-squer¢MEE)
of the two SM channel estimation methods. Further noveltthia analysis is that we employ the chi-square distributmn
describe the probability of the update for estimating thanctel matrix as opposed to the Gaussian distribution famasing
the filter vector[[19],[[20]. A key contribution of this papisrthe consideration of techniques to reduce the complefithe
channel estimation for WSNs.

This paper is organized as follows. Section Il describeggreeral cooperative WSN system model and its constrairrea fo
Section Il introduces two conventional channel estinmatioethods for reference. Section IV proposes two channiehason
methods using the SMF framework and presents an error baumadién which tunes the error bound automatically. Section
V contains the analysis of the steady-state output exceds Bl the computational complexity. Section VI presents and
discusses the simulation results, while Section VII pregsidome concluding remarks.

II. CoOOPERATIVEWSN SrYSTEM MODEL

Consider a general m-hop wireless sensor network (WSN) muiitiiple parallel relay nodes for each hop, as shown in Fig.
1. The WSN consists olNg sources,N, destinations andV,. relays which are separated inte — 1 groups:N,.(1),N,.(2), ---

Ny (m—1)- All these nodes are assumed to be within communicatioretaivg will concentrate on a time division scheme with
perfect synchronization, for which all signals are trarttedi and received in separate time slots. The sources fiostdbast
the N, x 1 signal vectors to the destinations and all groups of relays. We considemaplity-and-forward (AF) cooperation
protocol in this paper. Each group of relays receives thaatifrom the sources and previous groups of relays, amplifies
and rebroadcasts them to the next groups of relays and thimatems. In practice, we need to consider the constraints
the transmission policy. For example, each transmittindena@ould transmit during only one phase. In our WSN system, we
assume that each group of relays transmits the signal togheest group of relays and the destinations directly. Weusan

a block diagram to indicate the cooperative WSN system whi#se transmission constraints as shown in Fig. 2.

Let H, ,(;) denotes theV,;) x N, channel matrix between the sources and diegroup of relaysH,.;) 4 denotes the
Ng x N,y channel matrix between thih group of relays and destinations, aHd;_1) ;) denotes theN,.; x N,_1)
channel matrix between two groups of relays. The receivgdasiat theith group of relaysx;) and destinationsd for each
phase can be expressed as:

Phase 1:
X1 = Hg»1)S+ V(1) 1)
d' =H, s+ V) (2)

Phase 2:
Xo = Hy(1),r(2)A1X1 + Vi (2) )
d? = H,(1),0A1X1 + V3 4)

Phasei: (i =2,3,...,m—1)

Xi = Hp(i—1) r(i)Ai—1Xi—1 + Vi(s) )

d' = H,(i-1),aAi—1Xi—1 + V) (6)
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Fig. 1. Anm-hop cooperative WSN withiVs sources,V,; destinations andV,. relays.
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Fig. 2. Block diagram of the cooperative WSN system with d$raission constraints.

Phasem:
d" = Hr(mfl),dAm—lxm—l + Vgl

()

wherev is a zero-mean circularly symmetric complex additive witiaussian noise (AWGN) vector with covariance matrix
o?l. A, is a diagonal matrix whose elements represent the ampiificabefficient of each relay of thiéh group. The vectors
d’ andv/, denote the received signal and noise at the destinationsniaiéng theith phase, respectively. At the destination

nodes, the received signal can be expressed as:
d= HdAy + Vq

(8)



where,

[ d™ 7 v Xrn—1
dmfl V:in—l N
d= 5 Vg = 5 y= ) (9)
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[ db Va | L s |
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Here, we use dashed lines to separate the vedtorg andy in order to distinguish between transmissions to the dattins
in m different time slots. The matrikl; consists of all the channels between each group of relayslestihations. The matrix
A consists of the amplification coefficients of all relays.

In our transmisstion scheme, all the data packets traresinftbom the source nodes and relay nodes contain two parts: a
preamble part with training sequence symbols and anothenith data symbols. Please see Fig. 3. The source nodestiian
packets and the relay nodes retransmit those packets thiiwahe identical training sequence symbols which arenknat
the destination nodes. Therefore, we can make use of thewh&omel estimation at the destination nodes. After thaitrgi
sequence, the channel estimation algorithm is switchedetisibn directed modé [21] and the detected data symbolfedre
to the channel estimator. It can continue to estimate aruk titse channel. Therefore, the channel variation can beerhc
after the training phase which can yield better resultstHemmore, this decision directed approach can reduce tigtheof
the training sequence which increases the bandwidth efigief the WSNs.

Training Sequence| Data

Fig. 3. The structure of the packet transmitted from souxm#ern and relay nodes

1. CONVENTIONAL LS AND MMSE CHANNEL ESTIMATION
Consider a channel estimation problem where the output errdefined as:
e=r —Hs (12)

wheres (N x 1) is the training sequence symbol vectbt, (M x N) is the estimated channel matrix and(M x 1) is
the received signal vector at the destination. Conventiohannel estimation schemes seek to find the channel nidtty
minimizing a cost function which is a suitable objective étion of the output error vectae:



A. The LS Channel Estimator

The least squares (LS) channel estimation minimizes thght&il sum of the squared norm of the error ved#® which
can be described as:

His(n) = arg H}%Z A*HIr () = Hn)s)? (13)
=1

where\ denotes the forgetting factor. Computing the gradient efalgument and equating it to a zero matrix, we obtain the
LS channel estimator as given Hy [24]:

Hrs(n) = [zn: Al (st (1)] [zn: A ls(1)sf? (1)1 7 (14)
=1 =1

where(-)? and(-)~! denote the complex-conjugate (Hermitian) transpose amdntrerse respectively. The LS estimator has
a cubic cost with the number of parameters. A complexity ¢ddu is possible by using a recursive procedure that yitids
RLS algorithm with quadratic cost.

B. The MMSE Channel Estimator
The minimum mean square error (MMSE) channel estimationmines the expected value of the squared norm of the
error vector| e]|? which can be described as:
HM]\/ISE = argnhinE[Hr — HS||2] (15)
After some derivation, the MMSE channel estimator is givgr2]:
-1
Hanrse = R (STEHTHIS+ Mo2l)  S7EHH] (16)

whereS andR are the training sequence symbol matrix and received symhblix respectively during a training period. The
MMSE channel estimator requires the full a priori knowleagehe channel correlation matrix and the noise variantend
a cubic cost with the number of parameters.

IV. SET-MEMBERSHIPCHANNEL ESTIMATION

In contrast with the two conventional channel estimatiorthods introduced in section Ill, set-membership (SM) clegnn
estimation specifies an upper boumdon the norm of the estimation error vector over a model spddeterest which is
denoted as5, comprising all possible received signal paissr). The SM criterion corresponds to findirtg that satisfies:

le(H)[* <~*,¥(sr) € S (17)
The set of all possiblél that satisfy (17) is referred to as the feasibility set ana lba expressed as:
©= ) {HeC"N:|r—Hs| <~} (18)
(sr)es
At time instantn, the constraint sef’, is defined as the set of &ll(n) that satisfy (17) for the received signal paisén),r(n)):
Cn = {H(n) € C*"V +Ir(n) = H(n)s(n)|| <~} (19)

The idea behind the SM channel estimation is that if the eggchchannel at a time instant lies outside the constrain®’se

the estimated channel at the next time instant will lie ondlesest boundary of’,,. Otherwise, there is no need to compute
and the power consumption can be significantly reduced. $Msapproach makes the estimator adapt only in the direction
that is necessary.

A. Proposed SM-NLMS Channel Estimation
The basic update in the LMS Channel Estimation can be wréken
H(n + 1) = H(n) + p(n)e(n)s™ (n) (20)

wheree(n) = r(n) — H(n)s(n) denotes the a priori error vector at time instantand .(n) is the time-dependent step size.
Then we can get a posterior error vector:
g(n) =r(n) —H(n + 1)s(n) (21)



By substituting (20) into (21), we have:
e(n)s (n)s(n) (22)

The constraint set is described as:

lg(n)ll = lle(n) — u(n)e(n)s™ (n)s(n)l| <~ (23)

If ||e(n)|| > ~, then the previous solution lies outside the constraint\8&t can choose the constraint vallg{n)| equal to
~ so that the new solution lies on the closest boundary of timstcaint set. Therefore:

lg(n)|| = lle(m)]| [1 — p(n)s" (n)s(n)| =~ (24)
Hence the step size at theh iterationp(n) can be expressed as:
1 ~y )
n)= 1-— 25
40) = sy (1 T 29
Finally, we can write the update equation as:
H(n +1) = H(n) + u(n)e(n)s™ (n) (26)
where,
1 .
p(n) = { ST (1 - ||e<1>u)’ it le)ll >, 27)
0, otherwise.

Equation (27) shows that the estimated channel matrix egdaith a specified step size, only when the norm of the estmat
error vector is larger than a fixed error bound which we sdte@tise, the step sizes are zeros which means there is nteupda
at these time instants.

B. Proposed BEACON Channel Estimation
The proposed BEACON channel estimation method can be cenesichs the following optimization problem:
n—1
minimize > A(n)"~!|r (1) — H(n)s(1)|*
=1
subject to||r (n) — H(n)s(n)||* =~

(28)

2

To solve this constrained optimization problem, we can ifyottie LS cost function using the method of Lagrange mulkisli
which yields the following Lagrangian function:

L= i An)" e (D) = H@)s)I* + A(n) [[Ir (n) = H(n)s(n)|* — ] (29)
=1

where \(n) plays the role of both the Lagrange multiplier and the faiggtfactor of the LS cost function. By setting the
gradient of with respect toH(n) equal to zero, after some mathematical manipulations (§geerdix), we get the desired
recursive equation for updating the channel malttix):
H(n) =H(n —1) + A(n)e(n)k(n) (30)
and the recursive equation for updating the intermediatalbie matrixP(n):
P(n) =P(n—1) — AX(n)P(n — 1)s(n)k(n) (31)

wheree(n) =r(n) — H(n — 1)s(n) denotes the prediction error vector at time instanThe relationship betweek(n) and
P(n—1)is

B st (n)P(n — 1)
1+ A(n)sf (n)P(n — 1)s(n)

k(n) (32)

The error vector is:
e(n) =r(n) —H(n)s(n) (33)



TABLE |
SUMMARY OF THE BEACON CHANNEL ESTIMATION ALGORITHM

Initialize the algorithm by setting

H(0) =0
P(0) =1
For each instant of timep=1, 2, ..., compute
e(n) =r(n) —H(n —1)s(n)
A(n) = ﬁ (w N 1) , He(n_)H 7
0, otherwise.

whereG(n) = st (n)P(n — 1)s(n)
k(n) = S1+(>7\L():)(Z(_nl))
H(n) =H(n —1) + A(n)e(n)k(n)
P(n) =P(n—1) — A(n)P(n — 1)s(n)k(n)

By substituting (30) into (33), we have:
e&n) =r(n) = [H(n —1) + A(n)e(n)k(n)] s(n)
r(n) —H(n —1)s(n) — A(n)e(n)k(n)s(n)

) s (n)P(n — 1)s(n)
=€(n) — A(n)e(n) 14 A(n)st (n)P(n — 1)s(n)

=e€(n) — A(n)e(n)% (34)
. __Am)G)

=em) |1 14+ A(n)G(n)

= e(n)

1+ A(n)G(n)

whereG(n) = s (n)P(n — 1)s(n). The constraint set is described as:

o)) = (o) i

If ||e(n)|| > ~, then the previous solution lies outside the constraint\&kt can choose the constraint vallen)| equal to
~ so that the new solution lies on the closest boundary of timstcaint set. Therefore:

[ <~ (35)

1
= S —— 36
eIl = et I emaa = (36)
Hence the optimal forgetting factor at theh iteration can be expressed as:
L (e >
An)=—|——— -1 37
=g (1% 7

Table | shows a summary of the BEACON channel estimationrélgo which will be used for the simulations.

C. Time-Varying Bound

In order to obtain the optimal error bound at each time irtsfarthis section we introduce an error bound function wtiah
adjust the error bound automatically with the update of th@noel estimate. A similar bound for the SM filtering techugg
has been described in]12]. For channel estimation, the d@uheuristic and employs the CSI parameter matrix and theeno
variance that should be related with the estimates of istelecan be expressed as:

Y(n+1) = (1= B)v(n) + By alH(n)|]?0?, (38)

wherej is the forgetting factory is the tuning parameter, and is the variance of the noise which is assumed to be known
at the destinations. This time-varying bound is recursiveéhat it can be used to avoid too high or low valuesg|bii(n)||?.

V. ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSEDALGORITHMS
A. Steady-State Output MSE Analysis

In this subsection, we investigate the output MSE in the SMMS and the BEACON channel estimation. The received
signal at time instant is given by:
r(n) =Hos(n) + n(n) (39)



whereH, (M x N) is the channel matrix needed to be estimated afid is measurement noise which is assumed here to
be Gaussian with zero mean and variange Defining the channel estimation error matrix as:

AH(n) = Ho — H(n) (40)
we can express the output error vector as:
e(n) =r(n) —H(n)s(n)
=T1(n) —[Ho — AH(n)]s(n)
r(n) —Hos(n) + AH(n)s(n) (41)
n(n) + AH(n)s(n)
Therefore, the output MSE expression can be derived as:
J(n) = E||e(n)||’]
= Ele" (n)e(n)]
= B{[n"(n) + s" (n) AH" (n)][n(n) + AH(n)s(n)]} 42)
= Bl|In(n)*] + E[s" (n) AR (n) AH (n)s(n)]

= Mo?2 + E{tr[s” (n)AH" (n) AH (n)s(n)]}
= Mo? + tr{E[s" (n) AH" (n) AH(n)s(n)]}

wheretr(-) denotes the trace of a matrix. The property of the matrixetra¢XY) = ¢r(YX) will be used in the following
derivation. From (42), we can define the output excess MSE as:

Jea(n) = tr{E[s" (n) AH" (n) AH (n)s(n)]}
= tr{E[s(n)s" (n) AH" (n) AH(n)]}

1) For the SM-NLMS:The update equations for the SM-NLMS channel estimationgaren by (26) and (27). In (27)
st (n)s(n) is equal toNo2, whereo? is the variance of the pilot signal. By substituting (27)0ir{26), we can achieve an
alternative update equation:

(43)

H(n+1)=H(n)+ N102 (1 T )II) e(n)s (n) (44)
where it
oo = { 18000 1>

As a consequence, the update equation of the channel @stingator can be expressed as:

1

AH(n+1)AH(n)N—U%<1 Te () |> e(n)s” (n)

T e “o
:AH(n)—N—Uge(n)sH(n)Jr NoZ o () HSH( n)
Then, we can use (46) to derive the update equation of thaubeizess MSE in (43) (see Appendix):
Jem(n+1)MU2+2ny{ ]J (n )2713['8(”)'2} ++°E { |e(”)|2] (47)
" leo(n)]| lleo(n)]| €0 (n)|?
From (45), the three expected values in (47) can be expressed
1 1 1
2 | ) = & [0 > P+ 21 P 4
2
B [ {oait | = E llemllleo)] > 2] Pap + 25 eIl <] (= Py (49)
B[]~ 2,y + L (le) Pl <] (1 - ) (50)

WhereE[-|-] denotes the conditional expected value dhg stands for the probability of update in each recursion. Let:

1= = g it =] o

Y1 =E [[le(n)ll[len)]] > 7] (52)



Z1 = E [|le(n)|?|le(n)|| <] (53)
Equation (47) becomes:
Jex(n+1) =Mo?2 + [2vX1 Py + 2(1 — Pyp)]Jex(n) — 29Y1 Puy — 221 (1 — Pup) + 2 Pup + Z1(1 — Py,) (54)
=[27X1Pup + 2 — 2Pup)Jex(n) — 29Y1Pup — Z1(1 — Pyy) + M2 + 2Py,

During the steady statel...(n + 1) — J.(n). Therefore, the steady-state output excess MSE expressitire SM-NLMS

channel estimation is:
~ 29Y1 Py + Z1(1 — Pyy) — Mo?2 —~*P,,

27X Pyp — 2Py + 1
2) For the BEACON:According to Table I, we can get the update equation of thawblkestimation error for the BEACON
channel estimation which is very similar to (46):

Jez(n)

(55)

st (n)P(n — 1) e(n) s (n)P(n—1)

AH(n) =AH(n —-1) — €

el Gm) (56)
where, .
= 10 et

Following the same steps described for the SM-NLMS chanstghation in the Appendix, we find that the steady-state atutp
excess MSE expression of the BEACON channel estimationesdme style as (55):

_ 29Y3Pup+ Z5(1 — Puy) — M2 — 1Py

Jex(n) 2 X>Po — 2P, + 1 (58)
where, 1
Xo = B |1l > 59
Yo = E [|le(n)]l|lle(n)]| > ~] (60)
Zy = E [|le(m)]?|lle(n)]] <] (61)

3) The Probability of Update”,,,: From (27), we can get the relation about the probability oflatp of the SM-NLMS
channel estimation:
Py = Pr{[le(n)|| > 7} = Pr{[e)|* > 7*} (62)
Similarly, for the BEACON channel estimation we just needus®e(n) instead ofe(n). It is easy to see thakR,, depends
on the distribution ofie(n)||?. For the estimated channel matiik with size M x N:
M
le(m)|I* = D (R%[ei(n)] + T [ei(n)])
=l (63)
Rei(n)] | 7 [ei(n)])
o2 /2 02/2

During the steady state, assumingd (n) — 0, the linear relationship betweestn),AH(n) andn(n) in (41) shows that the
distribution ofe(n) is typically Gaussian unless a jamming signal with anothsiridution is present. Therefore we can get
that the elements of the error \gectein) have the same distribution with the elements of the noiseve¢n). Recalling that
R[n;(n)] andI[n;(n)] ~ N(0, %), we can express the distribution of (63) by a chi-squareaamuariable with2)/ degree
of freedom as follows:

le(m)|? ~ 2222 (64)
2 2M

Therefore, (62) becomes:

M R2[ei(n 2les(n 9
oo (. 22

i=1

1P%§}%£%m+j£g%§*%} (65)

2
=1-F <72—2;2M)
(o)

n



TABLE Il
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY PER UPDATE

Algorithm Multiplication Addition Division
NLMS 2MN + N + min{M, N} 2MN + N — 1 1
SM-NLMS MN + M + Py (MN + N + min{M, N}) MN + M — 1+ Py,p(MN + N) 2
RLS 4N? +2MN + N 3N? + 2MN — N 2
BEACON N2+ MN + M + N+ Py, (2N? + MN + N + min{M,N}) N?+ MN+ M —2+ P,,(2N* + MN — N + 2) 2

where F(+) is the chi-square cumulative distribution function (CDEE] defined by:
_ Do(l/2,2/2)

Flail) = =75, (66)
In (66) I'1(s,z) is the lower incomplete Gamma function:
Ip(s,z) = / t5 e dt (67)
0
andT'(z) is the gamma function: .
I(x) = / t* et (68)
0
By substituting (67) and (68) into (66), we can finally obtain
z 1
2 t5_1 —tdt
zwm:k ‘ (69)

oLl 1 ¢
fo tz—te"tdt

wherel denotes the number of degrees of freedom.

B. Computational Complexity Analysis

Table Il lists the computational complexity per update imte of the number of multiplications, additions and divisdor
the SM-NLMS and BEACON algorithms and their competing alidpons. The size of the estimated channel matridds< N.
For our cooperative WSN system model, whép is chosen as the estimated channel, we can get:

M = mNd (70)

and,
N = N, + N, (71)

Because the multiplication dominates the computationaipexity of the algorithms, in order to compare the compate
complexity of our proposed algorithms with their competitialgorithms, the number of multiplications versus the si# the
channel matrix performance for each update is displayedgn4- For the purpose of illustration, we set M equal to N.dhc
be seen that our proposed SM-NLMS and BEACON channel estmalgorithms have a significant complexity reduction
compared with the conventional NLMS and RLS channel estonalgorithms. Obviously, a loweP,, will cause a lower
computational complexity. Furthermore, assuming thealinrdMSE detectors are used in the destination nodes whiakireeq
cubic complexity, we can get the conclusion that the powedusr our proposed channel estimation is only a small foacti
of the power budget of these nodes.

V1. SIMULATIONS

In this section, we numerically study the performance of muw proposed SM estimation methods as well as the design
of the optimal error bound. We consider a 3-hep=3) wireless sensor network. The number of sourcgsg),(two groups
of relays (V.1), V,(2)) and destinations;) are 2, 4, 4, 3 respectively. We consider an AF cooperatiatopol and the
amplification coefficient of each relay is set to 1 for the e of simplification. We choodd,; as our estimated channel
because it is the most significant and most complex channehgrall channels of the WSN systeffhe quasi-static fading
channel (block fading) is considered in our simulations séhelements are Rayleigh random variables and assumed to be
invariant during the transmission of each packet. Also,riheo to test our proposed channel estimation algorithmstime-
varying environment, we consider a typical fading chanoelvfireless communications systems, a Rayleigh fading roélan
which can be modeled according to Clarke’s Modell [26]. Adiog to the transmission scheme introduced in Section Il,
during each phase, the sources and each group of relaysitahe QPSK modulated packets witty symbols among which
n, are training symbols and, are data symbols (Note that, = n; + ng). n,, ne @andng will be specified in the following
simulations.The noise at the destinations is modeled as circularly symeneomplex Gaussian random variables with zero
mean. The SNR is fixed at 10 dB.
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A. MSE performance

Fig. 5 and Fig. 6 show the channel matrix mean square erroEj\d8rformance of our proposed SM-NLMS and BEACON
channel estimation methods for the quasi-static fadingiiecel and compare them with the conventional NLMS and RLS
channel estimation algorithms. For the SM-NLMS estimatee, choose five fixed error bounds)(ranging from 0.3 to
1.1. It can be seen that increasing the error bound makesptatel rate (UR) decrease. It means the update is selective
which can reduce the computational complexity and powersaomption. In the case of an error bound equal to 1.1, the
UR can fall dramatically to 0.0868. The optimal error boumgears between 0.7 and 0.9. In that situation, the SM-NLMS
channel estimation achieves the fastest convergence gpeelbwest steady states. Otherwise, the performance diegychue
to overbounding or underbounding. For the BEACON estimat@r choose four fixed error bounds ranging from 0.6 to 0.9.
Also, the minimum-mean-square error (MMSE) channel estmahich requires the full a priori knowledge of the channel
correlation matrix and the noise variance is used here fereace. It can be seen that a higher value oésults in worse MSE
performance but a lower UR. In the case of an error bound quab, the BEACON algorithm outperforms the conventional
RLS algorithm (with a forgetting factor of 0.998) in terms adnvergence speed and steady state with a slightly reduBed U
(0.9128). When the error bound is increased to 0.8, althdtsgbonvergence speed is slower than RLS channel estimation
the final MSE is comparable with a much lower UR (0.4356).

Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 illustrate the performance when we appltithe-varying bound (TVB) into the SM-NLMS and BEACON
channel estimation. For the SM-NLMS estimator, we trangpaickets with 10007(,) symbols among which 100:{) are
training symbols and 90(0:(;) are data symbols. We setto 1.5 ands5 to 0.01. The curve of our proposed algorithm lies on the
optimal position which is very close to the curve of the SMME with fixed error bound 0.8. Also, its update rate decreases
further which is our expectation. For the BEACON estimatee, transmit packets with 200@:£) symbols among which 100
(n¢) are training symbols and 1900 ) are data symbols. We setto 3 andg to 0.001. Our proposed algorithm can achieve
very similar performance to the conventional RLS channgiregion with a substantial reduction in the UR. Therefdhe
computational complexity is significantly reduced.

The MSE versus SNR performance of the SM-NLMS and BEACON nkhastimation methods are displayed with fixed
error bounds and the proposed time-varying error boundsgn9and Fig. 10. In the cases of fixed error bounds, the MSE
is lower bounded at different values for different error bds. For the SM-NLMS estimator, a higher SNR needs a specified
lower error bound to achieve the optimal MSE performanceeliiine time-varying error bound is applied, the MSE remains
very close to the optimal values for all SNRs. For the BEACGitineator, when the SNR is larger than a specified value,
its MSE will become worse. However, when the time-varyingpebound (TVB) is applied, it can be observed that the MSE
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Fig. 6. MSE performance of the BEACON channel estimatiotHgffor quasi-static fading channel compared with the RLS ckhestimation.n,=2000,
nt=100 andn;=1900.
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Fig. 8. MSE performance of the BEACON channel estimatiorhwittime-varying bound for quasi-static fading chanmg)=2000, ;=100 andn;=1900.

keeps on decreasing alone with the increase of the SNR. Thwes@igures show the robustness to the SNR variation of our
proposed algorithms for the quasi-static fading channel.
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In order to test our proposed channel estimation algoritms time-varying environment, we consider a typical fading



channel for wireless systems, a Rayleigh fading channeichwban be modeled according to Clarke’s Modell [26]. Fig.11
and Fig. 12 show the MSE performance of our proposed charstiehation algorithms for the time-varying fading channel
and three different fading rates (normalized Doppler fesmy f,7) are used in the simulation$0—°, 5 x 10~°, and10~*.
Because of the requirements of low power consumption andatttehat a fast convergence speed of the proposed algarithm
might help reducing the need for long training sequencefi®iVSNs, we focus on the performance of packets with 2QD (
symbols among which 50:() are training symbols and 450 4) are data symbols. For the SM-NLMS estimator, our proposed
algorithm can achieve better performance than the corueedtiNLMS algorithms for all the three fading rates. Alonglwi
the increase of the fading rate, the advantage becomesri@ssynced and the update rate becomes higher. For the BEACON
estimator, our proposed algorithm can achieve very sinpiiaformance to the conventional RLS algorithms for all theeé
fading rate. (Note that for the conventional RLS algorithmken increasing the fading rate, we have to lower the ftirggt
factor to get the optimal performance.) Along with the iragiag of the fading rate, the update rate becomes higherefidre,

we can conclude that our proposed channel estimation #iguosican work well for the time-varying fading channel and fo
a range of values of;T'.
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Fig. 11. MSE performance of the SM-NLMS channel estimationRayleigh fading channels compared with the NLMS chansgimation.n,=500, n;=50
andn=450.

B. BER performance

The MSE performance is very useful to give designers an iflbaw well channel estimators perform, whereas bit erraz rat
(BER) performance is meaningful in practice. Thereforethis subsection we focus on the BER performance of our pexpos
algorithms. We consider a simulation where the data padkatsmitted at the sources nodes have 10€f) éymbols and
trained with 100 #4;) symbols. Linear MMSE detectors are used in the destinatmites. We chooskEl; as our estimated
channel and other channels are assumed to be known. Qatisifatiing channel are considered. It can be seen from Big. 1
that our two proposed SM channel estimation algorithms witte varying bound can achieve a similar BER performance to
their competing algorithms. Also, the BEACON channel eaton has lower BER than the SM-NLMS channel estimator due
to the higher computational complexity and the use of themsgorder statistics.

C. Verification of the Analysis

In this subsection, experiments were conducted to validateanalysis of the SM-NLMS and BEACON algorithms. From
(70) and (71), the two variable® and N using in the section V can be obtained=9 andN=10. First of all, the analysis of
the probability of update is verified using (65). It can bers&#em Fig. 14 that the”,, in simulations of the SM-NLMS and
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Fig. 12. MSE performance of the BEACON channel estimatianRayleigh fading channels compared with the RLS channéhasibn. n,=500, n;=50
andn 4 =450.
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BEACON channel estimation is close to and lower bounded by} from our analysis. The gap between the analytical curve



and the simulations of two SM channel estimation is due toaihgroximation made in the analysis. In section V, we assume
that the channel matrix errakH approaches zero during the steady-state. However, for Mhal§orithms it is not accurate
because the bound set for the output estimation error waultrge theAH. During the steady-state, the SM-NLMS channel
estimation has a largekH than the BEACON channel estimation which therefore caudasger gap between the analytical
curve and the simulation. After that we continue to verifg #malysis of the steady-state output excess MSE using (&b) a
(58). Because it is difficult to obtain the full-analyticadpressions of the conditional expected valués Y:, 71, X5, Ys, Z5, a
semi-analytical method is used here. It means that the datathe simulations is used to calculate these conditioxaéeted
values in (55) and (58). In order to lower the effect of thded#nce between the analyticBl,, and the simulatiorP,,, of the
SM-NLMS channel estimation,.102 is chosen approximately to take the placeogfin (65) which would produce a more
accurateAH and P, for the SM-NLMS channel estimation. Fig. 15 and Fig. 16 show steady-state output excess MSE
versusy?/(mNgo?) of the two channel estimation algorithms. From the figuresan be seen that the semi-analytical curves
can match the simulation curves well. Therefore, it can la¢edtthat our analysis is able to predict accurately theututp
steady-state excess MSE for different choices of bound
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Fig. 14. Analysis of the probability of the update,,,.

VII. CONCLUSIONS
Two SM channel estimation methods have been proposed basé¢ithe-varying bound for cooperative wireless sensor
networks. It has been shown that our proposed methods caavachetter or similar performance to conventional NLMS
and RLS channel estimation, offering reduced computatioo@plexity. Analyses of the steady-state MSE and comjmurtat
complexity are presented for the two channel estimation@dosked-form expressions of the excess MSE and the protyabili
of update are provided. Furthermore, the incorporatiorhefttme-varying bound function makes it robust to changethén
environment. These features are desirable for WSNs and biiout a significant reduction in energy consumption.

APPENDIX
PART OF THE DERIVATIONS ABOUT THE PROPOSEBEACON CHANNEL ESTIMATION ALGORITHM
By setting the gradient of in (29) with respect td(n) equal to zero, we have

S =2 A D)~ OS] -7 0] + 20 (n) ~ KOsl [ ()] =0 (72)

=1
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Then we can get

H(n) = f Am)" e (s (1) + A(n)r (n)s” (n)] lzl An)"'s(D)s™ (1) + A(n)s(n)s” (n) (74)
Let: - B
b(n) = f An)" (D)™ (1) + A(n)s(n)s” (n) (75)
and, B
Z(n) = f An)" ()8 (1) + An)r (n)s” (n) (76)
Equation (74) becomes: -
H(n) = Z(n)¢™" (n) (77)

Isolating the term corresponding te= n — 1 from the rest of the summation on the right-hand side of (&) may write:
n—2

¢(n) = Z M) ts(D)sT (1) + A(n)s(n — 1)s (n — 1) | + A(n)s(n)s (n) (78)
=1

The expression inside the brackets on the right-hand sid@8)fequalsg(n — 1) assuming the forgetting factor of the cost
function is close to 1. Hence, we have the following recurdior updating the value op(n):

d(n) = ¢(n — 1) + A(n)s(n)s" (n) (79)
Similarly, we may use (76) to derive the following recursion updatingZ (n):
Z(n) =Z(n — 1)+ A(n)r(n)s? (n) (80)

Then, using the matrix inversion lemnia[11], we obtain thiofeing recursive equation for the inverse ¢fn):
An)¢~ " (n = Ds(n)s” (M A(n)¢~ ' (n — 1)

¢_l(n) = ¢_l(n - 1) - 1+ )\(n)SH(n)¢_1(n _ 1)S(n) (81)
For convenience of computation, let:
P(n) = ¢~ (n) (82)
e ! (0)P(n — 1)
n)P(n —1
() =17 A(n)sH (n)P(n — 1)s(n) (83)
Therefore, we may rewrite (77) and (81) as:
H(n) = Z(n)P(n) (84)
P(n) =P(n—1) — AX(n)P(n — 1)s(n)k(n) (85)
Then we substitute (80) and (85) into (84) to obtain a rewarsguation for updating the channel matrxn):
H(n) = H(n — 1) — A(n)H(n — 1)s(n)k(n) + A(n)r (n)s? (n)P(n) (86)
By rearranging (83) , we can get:
k(n) = s (n)P(n — 1) — A(n)s" (n)P(n — 1)s(n)k(n)
=s(n) [P(n — 1) — A(n)P(n — 1)s(n)k(n)] (87)

=s"(n)P(n)
Using (87) above, we get the desired recursive equationgdating the channel matrid (n):
H(n) =H(n —1) — A(n)H(n — 1)s(n)k(n) + A(n)r(n)k(n)
=H(n—1)+ X(n)[r(n) —H(n —1)s(n)] k(n) (88)
=H(n—1) + A(n)e(n)k(n)

wheree(n) =r(n) — H(n — 1)s(n) denotes the prediction error vector at time instant/



PART OF THE ANALYSIS OF THE PROPOSEISM-NLMS CHANNEL ESTIMATION ALGORITHM
From (46), the update equation of the channel estimaticor ésr

AH(n + 1) = AH(n) — Niage(n)sH (n) + N”(f% %s’q (n) (89)
Let: 1
A =AH(n) — N—Uze(n)SH(n) (90)
and, (n)
0 en n
b= N Tl ™ D
Equation (89) becomes:
AH(n+1)=A+B (92)

From (43), we can get the output excess MSE at time instantl:
Jex(n+1) = tr{E[s(n + 1)s" (n + 1) AH" (n + 1)AH(n + 1)]}

= tr{E[s(n)s" (n) AR (n + 1) AH(n + 1)]} (93)
=1+ P2+ 3+ Y
Then we analyze each term separately:
U1 = tr{E[s(n)s” (n)ATA]} = p1 + po (94)
1 1
p1 = Jez(n) —2NU§N—O_2J6$( n) + N2o §N2 4J (n) =0 (95)
pa = N2 Mo? N2104 = Mo? (96)

b =tr{ E[s(n)s" (n)A"B]}

—tr{ E[s(n)s” (n)AH™ (n) 702 |e‘z(:))”
e (neln)
7ot ey

e(n)

T ~ 77 [|90 ] ©7)

ot B[S (n) A ()10 ﬁ eoAH +E }

- tr{E[S(n)SH(n)

zvtr{E[SH(n)AHH(n)

—tr{ B[ (n) AR (n) Afreﬁ?fﬁﬁn)” E [' }

= | ) P - ”E[:i?ign}

s = tr{E[s(n)s" (n)B"AJ} = ¢ (98)
v =tr{E[s(n)s" (n) BHB]}
_ & (n)e(n)
le(n) |l
ELGO( |2}

Finally, we can obtain the update equation of the output &x¢4SE:

|e(n)|2} 2B { le(n)|? ] (100)

St 1) = ik + 208 | o [t - 08 [, Colk
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