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Abstract—In this paper, we analyze the ergodic capacity
of a dual-hop amplify-and-forward relaying system where the
relay is equipped with multiple antennas and subject to co-
channel interference (CCIl) and the additive white Gaussian
noise. Specifically, we consider three heuristic precodingchemes,
where the relay first applies the 1) maximal-ratio combining
(MRC) 2) zero-forcing (ZF) 3) minimum mean-squared error
(MMSE) principle to combine the signal from the source, and
then steers the transformed signal towards the destinationvith
the maximum ratio transmission (MRT) technique. For the
MRC/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemes, we present new tight
analytical upper and lower bounds for the ergodic capacitywhile
for the ZF/MRT scheme, we derive a new exact analytical ergdd
capacity expression. Moreover, we make a comparison amondl a
the three schemes, and our results reveal that, in terms of
ergodic capacity performance, the MMSE/MRT scheme always
has the best performance and the ZF/MRT scheme is slightly
inferior, while the MRC/MRT scheme is always the worst one.
Finally, the asymptotic behavior of ergodic capacity for the three
proposed schemes are characterized in largé&y scenario, where
N is the number of relay antennas. Our results reveal that,
in the large N regime, both the ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT
schemes have perfect interference cancelation capabiljityvhich
is not possible with the MRC/MRT scheme.

Index Terms—Dual-hop relaying, Co-channel interference,
Ergodic capacity, Multiple antennas, Linear receiver

|. INTRODUCTION

relay on the other hand decodes the source messages and
forwards them to the destination.

To gain a fundamental understanding on the performance
of relaying systems, a great deal of works have investigated
the Shannon capacity in various practical relaying systems
For single antenna systems, the ergodic capacity of fixed-
gain and variable gain relaying with an arbitrary number of
relays in Rayleigh fading was studied in [6], and closed¥for
approximations and bounds of fixed-gain AF relaying systems
in more general fading models were presented in later works,
including Nakagamin fading [7] andG-fading [8]. In [9],
the authors derived an exact ergodic capacity expression fo
the variable-gain AF relaying system over Rayleigh fading
channels. Several authors have also looked at the ergodic
capacity of multi-antenna AF relaying systems. Using finite
dimensional random matrix theory, [10] investigated the ca
pacity of multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) AF dualdp
systems with arbitrary finite antenna configurations, while
[11], an ergodic capacity analysis of MIMO AF channels with
direct link between the source and destination was predente
It is worth pointing out that all these above works assume an
interference free environment.

Due to the spectrum scarcity, future generations of com-
mercial wireless systems are likely to adopt an aggressive
frequency reuse policy in order to meet increasing demand
for high quality wireless services. As such, relays depioye

Although decades of advancements in communication the- 4G systems such as 3GPP LTE-Advanced, 802.16 j/m

ory and practice have vastly empowered current cellulghd IMT-Advanced can be subject to co-channel interference
systems with improved performance, providing satisfacto{CcCl) from simultaneous transmissions on the same frequenc
throughput in the cell edge region is still a major challefige channel [2]. The presence of CCI can severely degrade the
2] Towards this end, one effective solution that has r@I‘EiVSystem performance as demonstrated in a rich body of pub“-
wide acceptance is the deployment of wireless relays [Zations on the performance of dual/multi-hop relay systems
One or more relays are implemented in a network to assigistems with CCI. For example, the detrimental effect of
the communication between the source and destination. T@e| on the outage probability of AF relay systems has been
popular relaying protocols that have been extensivelyistld examined in various fading models and communication sce-
in the literature are amplify-and-forward (AF) and dec@del narios, including Rayleigh and Nakagamifading [12, 13],
forward (DF) [4,5]. An AF relay mimics the simple repeatesingle/multiple interferer with different cases of inteménce at
functionality by amplifying the received signal, while tB¥  the relay and/or the destination [14, 15], relay selectib] |
and multiple antenna systems [17, 18].
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the capacity of AF relaying systems in the presence of CCI.
For single antenna systems, a closed-form expression for
the ergodic capacity of a dual-hop system equipped with a
single fixed-gain relay subject to interference was derived
[19]. The capacity of dual-hop and multi-hop AF relaying
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systems over Nakagami- fading with interference limited capacity and the ZF/MRT scheme is slightly inferior,
conditions was examined in [20, 21]. These studies have shed while the MRC/MRT scheme is the worst one. In addi-
insights into how the performance of the system is affected tion, increasing the number of relay antennas significantly
by the dominant CCI factors, including the interference pow enhance the ergodic capacity. Moreover, we examine
and the fading severity. For multi-antenna cases, coriagler numerically the impact of interference power distribution
feedback delay and CCI, the ergodic capacity of a transmit on the MMSE/MRT scheme, and it was demonstrated
beamforming/maximum ratio combining (MRC) AF dual-hop  that the equal interference power scenario results in the
system equipped with a single antenna relay was studied lowest ergodic capacity.

in [22]. In [23], assuming short-term/long-term relay pawe The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II
constraints, the ergodic capacity of a CCI impaired dughtroduces the system model. Section Il presents the exact
hop system with zero-forcing (ZF)/maximal radio transiaiss or upper/lower bound analytical expressions for the ergodi
(MRT) processing at the multi-antenna relay was investigat capacity of the three linear processing schemes. Numerical
This contemporary list of reference suggests that, whifeeso resylts and discussions are provided in Section IV. Fipally
progress has been made, significant efforts are requiresito gsection V concludes the paper and summarizes the main
a thorough understanding on the effect of multiple antennfigdings.
with linear processing on the fundamental capacity limits 0 Notation: We use bold upper case letters to denote matrices,
dual-hop systems with CCI. _ bold lower case letters to denote vectors and lower casdett
Motivated by th|s_, we consider a multiple antenna Ak, denote scalers|h| . denotes the Frobenius norm{z}
dual-hop system with interference at the relay. We adogfands for the expectation of random variable: denotes the
a system model where the relay is equipped with multipigynjugate operator, whild denotes the transpose operator
antennas while th_e source and the _de.stinati(_)n havg a singlgy + denotes the conjugate transpose operdigr. is the
antenna each. This particular scenario is applicable iicdev identity matrix of size Mdiag(+) denotes the diagonal matrix.
to-device (D2D) communication over cellular architecture,; denotes the factorial of integer andT'(z) is the gamma
where due to the unavailability of a strong direct link, tww!  f,nction. T (a,z) is the upper incomplete gamma function
complexity device nodes select a sophisticated multirarae [26, Eq. (8.350.2)]2(z) is the digamma function [26, Eq.
base-station to carry relayed traffic. The interferencehat t(8.360.1)],\IJ (a,b; z) is the confluent hypergeometric function
relay is a widely assumed assumption in the literature, amja, Eq. (9.210.2)]0 (100 (q,b; 2) denotes the derivative of
could also appear in practice where the source-relay link ag (a,b; z) with respect toz, and ¥(-1:0) (a, b; z) denotes the
the relay-destination link occupy different frequency #8n gerivative of U (a, b; z) with respect tob. Both the functions
hence experience different interference patterns. are available in popular softwares such as MATHEMATICA.

It is well known that, with multiple antennas, linear PrO, (z) is the v-th order modified Bessel function of the
cessing techniques attain desirable tradeoff betweennthe kecond kind [26, Eq. (8.407.1): (-|-) is the Meijers G

I tati lexity and syst f d ; 11,111
pffemte_n a |or:hcodmpteX| yalgl tst%s Eé:ng:lpe;ormagcg atr;]_ are V?lﬁnctlon_ [26, Eq (9.301)] am;l7[1:1]’07[1:1] (.) denotes thg
efiective methods to combat the LLI.AS such, In IS papefeneralized Meijer's G-function of two variables [27] whic
we myesugate.the impact of linear processing schemesean. n be computed by the algorithm presented in [28, Table
ergodic capacity of dual-hop AF systems with CCI. Specify , £, (a,b;¢; 2) is the Gauss hypergeometric function [26,
ically, apart from the ZF/MRT scheme studied in [23], Wgq. (9.100)].CA(0,1) denotes a scalar complex Gaussian
also consider another two popular linear processing teet@si jistribution with zero mean and unit variance.
[24], i.e., the maximum ratio combining (MRC)/maximal mati

transmission (MRT) scheme and the minimum mean square
error (MMSE)/MRT scheme, and present a detailed study of
all the three considered schemes. Our main contributiogs ar Fig. [ shows the dual-hop AF relaying system considered
summarized as follows: in this paper. Because of size and complexity constraihts, t
« For the MRC/MRT scheme and the MMSE/MRT schemeource and the destination is only equipped with one antenna
we present analytical upper and lower bounds for thehile the more sophisticated relay, e.g., a base-statian ha
ergodic capacity of the system. These bounds remaimglltiple antennas. An interference scenario in which tteyre
sufficiently tight across the entire SNR range of interesg subjected ta\/ independently but not necessarily identically
hence provide an efficient means for the evaluation of tigéstributed co-channel interferers and additive white €&n
ergodic capacity. noise (AWGN), while the destination is corrupted by AWGN
« For the ZF/MRT scheme, we present an exact analyticly is assumeld.in this dual-hop system, the direct link is
expression for the ergodic capacity of the system. very weak and ignored due to high shadowing and path loss
« We also look into the asymptotic largé regime, where between the source and the destination.

the MMSE/MRT and the ZF/MRT achieve the same | .
Please note, the analysis of the MRC/MRT and MMSE/MRT sclseme

ergodic capacity which is identical to t_he system W'tho%esented in the ensuing section can be extend to the gesvenario where
CCl, and present an exact expression for the ergodianh the relay and destination are subject to CCI. Howeurgesthe main
capacity. purpose of the current work is to study the effect of multipgletennas

o | h h h on, combating the CCI, considering the CCI at the destinatimuld only
« Our results suggest that, among three schemes cong nplicate the analysis, yet providing no additional ihsidHence, we limit

ered, the MMSE/MRT scheme attains the highest ergodiarself to the scenario where only the relay node is subeQal.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL



the relay. Specifically, here we consider three differemedi
combining schemes, namely, the MRC, the ZF and the MMSE
schemes as detailed below. For notational convenience, we

i Py _ Pn o _
definep) = +=, po = 4= andpp = &, i=1,..., M.

A. MRC Scheme

The MRC scheme adds together all the signals received
from each antenna to achieve a higher §NR, mathematically,
the MRC combiner is given bw; = ”}?ﬁ To meet the

transmit power constraint at the relay, the constant factor
can be computed as

Fig. 1: A schematic diagram of the system model.
W? = T (4)
> |1’1J1rl’lu 2Pu
In the considered dual-hop system, due to the half-duplex hihlpl + = A +1
constraint, total communication between the source and the ) r
destination takes place in two time slots. In the first tima,sl thUS, the corresponding end-to-end SINR for the MRC/MRT

the source sends its signal to the relay and the receivedlsigiF"€MeMRrc can be expressed as

at the relay can be expressed as MRCAHIRE (5)
MRC — )
M ! NRE+ R+ 1
yr =hiz+ g hrisri +ny, @) L M |ning|®
. Ii
i=1 where ’Y{WRC = Ullflpla Ul = E : ”1111”% PrIi, lyg/lRC =

where the channel gain for the source-relay link denoted HYMH =t

h; is an N x 1 vector, and its entries follow identically and
independently distributed (i.i.d§AN(0,1), the channel gain
for thei-th interference-relay link denoted hy;; is an NV x 1
vector, and its entries follow i.i.dCN(0,1), z is the source
symbol satisfyinge {zz*} = P. sy, is thei-th interference

symbol With E {sr;s7;} = Pri, ny is an N x 1 vector and g 0ot interest to look at more sophisticated linear conigini

i T
denotes the AWGN at the relay node wifinin;} = Nol.  gchemes with superior interference suppression capalbit,
A linear procoder is applied to the received signal in (1) anfle 7F or the MMSE scheme.

transmitted to the destination in the second time slot. &floee
the scalar received signal at the destination can be written
; B. ZF Scheme

ya = haWyr + e, 2) The ZF scheme intends to completely eliminate the CCI. To
where the channel gain for the relay-destination link dedotensure this is possible, the number of the antennas equipped
by hy is a N x 1 vector, and its entries follow i.i.dA(0,1), at the relay should be greater than the number of interferers
ns is the AWGN at destination witB{n3n.} = Ny, W is the Hence, for the ZF/MRT scheme, it is assumed tat> M.
transformation matrix at relay node wit{|Wy,|?} = P,. According to [18, Proposition 1], the optimal ZF combining

Invoking (@) and[(R), the end-to-end signal-to-interfar@n vectorw; is given by

%Pz-

It is well known that with independent fading at each
antenna element in the presence of spatially AWGN, the MRC
scheme is optimal in terms of maximizing the end-to-end SNR.
However, in the presence of interference, MRC is in general
suboptimal, as it treats the interference as noise. Hehicepf

and-noise ratio (SINR) of the system can be computed as hip
g wi = ———, (6)
‘hQWhl‘ P \ /hIPhl
LY 2 2 S L
Z:l ’hEWhn Py + W W | 5" Ny + Ny where P = Iy — H; (H}Hz) H! and H; =
In general, due to the non-convex nature of the proble hui,hyz -+~ hyy]. Then, the power constraint factor can be
: . oo alculated as
the optimal relay transformation matriv’ maximizing the
end-to-end SINRy does not seem to be analytically tractable. w? = p—; )
Hence, in this paper, a two-stage relay processing strategy |wihi["p1 +1

considered, i.e., the relay first utilizes linear procegsireth- .
ods to suppress the CCI, and then forwards the transformeJherefore' the correspo.ndmg end-to-end SINR of the
signal to the destination using the MRT scheme. As such, tﬁE/MRT scheme can be written as

matrix W is a rank-1 matrix, which can be expressedds= _ viFysF ®)
w”}?le, wherew is th_e power cqnstraint fagt(_)ﬂ",h‘:ﬁ is YzF = _leF +9ZF 41
the MRT precoder and/; is al x N linear combining vector,

2
which depends on the linear combining scheme employed Wperent" = ‘hIPh1‘p1. V5" = |[ha|/ppe-



C. MMSE Scheme mutual information, and it can be givenE)y

The ZF scheme completely eliminates the CCI at the C= %E[logQ (1+7)], (11)
relay, which however causes an elevated noise level. In )
contrast, the MMSE scheme does not fully eliminate th&here v is the end-to-end SINR of the system and the
CCl, instead, it provides the optimum trade-off betweelqctor 1/2 accounts for the fact that the entire communication
interference suppression and noise enhancement. To m@geupPies two time slot.
the analysis tractable, we assume that = p;, Vi =
1,2... M, thus, we also havé’;;, = P;, Vi = 1,2...M. A. MRC/MRT Scheme

According to [29], the MMSE corgllznner should be set as The ergodic capacity of the MRC/MRT scheme is given by
wi; = hi (hlhI+H1H}+%}1N) . It is important to 1

note that there exists some practical scenarios where the Cwre = 5E [log, (1 +ymre)] (12)
equal interference power assumption adopted to simpliéy th

analytical derivation becomes realistic. For examplepjils whereyurc is given in [3). Unfortunately, exact evaluation

when the interference sources are clustered togetherl;BO,?f:c the ergodic capacity ii{12) is in general impossiblecsin

or when the interference originates from a multiple antenna. cumulative distribution function (c.d.f) dfl(5) can rioe

. : ) . . iven in closed-form. Motivated by this, we hereafter semk t
source implementing an uniform power allocation policy. | educe upoer and lower bounds 6
addition, we will later illustrate numerically in SectidiV]l ubp . WRC: .
) ) . 4 Substituting [(b) into [(12), the ergodic capacity of the
that our analytical results in Sectignllll provide very acte
L . . . .MRC/MRT scheme can be expressed as
approximations to the ergodic capacity for scenarios wi

distinct interference power. c B lE . (1 +,Y{\/IRC) (1 +,Y§/IRC)
) Also, in order to meet the power constraint at the relay, we MRC =5 82 1+ AMRC 4 MRC
ave
) P2 = C,YQ/IRC + C,YI2VIRC — C,%Rc, (13)
w- = .
M where C_ure = 1E [log, (1+~MRC)], for i € {1,2}, and
h ’ hy; g 2 Vi 2 2 i ' ) Ut Al
|wihi|"p1 +Z§1 lwihp|"pr + HW1HF C%RC _ %E [1og2 (1 +,Y{\/IRC 4_7|2\/|Rc”_ A direct evaluation
Therefore, the corresponding end-to-end SINR for tfYf Cyre does not seem to be possible due to the difficulty
MMSE/MRT scheme can be expressed as in obtaining closed-form expression for the c.d.f..gfRC +
MIMSE . MMSE MRC. Hence, we seek a tight bound in the following. Noticing
__ M that f (z,y) = log, (1 +e® +€¥) is a convex function with
YMMSE MMSE MMSE ) (10) 2
gh + 72 +1 respect tar andy, we have
MMSE _ P ip-1 — T N
where 5y’ = puR™hy, R = H/H; + 5Ly and Cpc > ~log, (14 eBmoA™) 4 B0 - (19)
gb) = [[ha[|%p2. 2

Remark: We would like to point out that the channelWith the help of [(I#), we establish the ergodic capacity uppe
state information (CSI) requirement is different for thenco bound in the following theorem:
sidered three schemes. Specifically, the MRC/MRT schemeTheorem 1. The ergodic capacity of the MRC/MRT scheme
only requires the knowledge dh; and h,, the ZF/MRT is upper bounded by
scheme requires the knowledgelof, hy, andH/, while the
MMSE/MRT scheme has the highest CSI requirement, sinceCuID 4t
the noise variancéV, at the relay is also needed besides the "MRC ™ 91,9
knowledge ofh;, hy, and H;. Please note, the CSI of CCI
can be obtained by utilizing the methods given in the litenat 1,1,1,1,1 (pl
[32—34]. In general, if more CSl is available at the transenjt ~— 1:[1:1L0,[1:1] \ P13y
more sophisticated transmission schemes could be designed 1
to improve the system performance. However, more CSI also — 5log; (1+p2exp (¥ (N)) +exp (A1), (15)
implicitly implies a higher system overhead. Thereforegwh
designing practical wireless systems, it is important tketa
this tradeoff into consideration.
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whereA; is given by [I6) shown on the top of the next page,
D = diag(pr1, pr2,- -+, pram), p(D) is the number of distinct
diagonal elements aD, p;1y > pray > -+ > pr(pp)) are
the distinct diagonal elements in decreasing ordé¢D) is the
multiplicity of p;(; andy; ;(D) is the(i, j) — th characteristic
[1l. ERGODIC CAPACITY ANALYSIS coefficient ofD.
Proof: See AppendiXT=A. O
In this section, we present a rigorous investigation on the

ergodic capacity of the MRC/MRT, ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT 2lt is assumed that the source and all the interferers use Hesg@n

. . . ’ . . signaling. Without CSI at the source, adopting the Gaussignaling is
schemes_lntm(_juced in Sectibh I1. Mathematlcally., the dllgo a reasonable choice, and such assumption has been widgiyeddo the
capacity is defined as the expected value of the instantanefierature, see for instance [35].
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Now, let us consider the derivation for the lower boundapacity of the MMSE/MRT scheme can be expressed as
Applying the Jensen’s inequality o e, We have ~MMSE , MRC
1 ﬂ

1
Cmmse = 5B [10g2 (1 + SVVISE L MVSE
= CﬂAMSE + C,YQ/IMSE — C,Y’V}/IMSE, (22)

1
C,Y’V}_ARC < §log2 (1 +E (’Y{WRC) +E (’YQMRC)) . (17)

According to [17), we have the following key result:

_ 1 MMSE
Theorem 2: The ergodic capacity of the MRC/MRT schemdVN€reé Cmse = 5E [log (1 +"™F)], for k e {1,2},

is lower bounded by O puse = 3B [log, (1 +~"°F + V_QAMSE)}-
Utilizing the same methods as in the case of the MRC/MRT
| o N1 ko #(D)7i(D) scheme, we establish the upper and lower boundd_ds (22)
CMRrc = 5o Z il Z (l) Z Z Xi,; (D) showr-1 on the top of the next page, and we have the following
k=0 " 1=0 i=1 j=1 result:
plI<i> N o-ff-l_z Theorem 4: The ergodic capacity of the MMSE/MRT
X F(j)Glj[l’:l’},b7[1:1] (ﬁ}m ’Of; ) + scheme is upper bounded Hy23) shown on the top of the
LN ’ next page, wheren; = max (0, N — M) + 1.
erz 1 1 1 Proof: See AppendiXTIl=A. O
—I |-k —)—=I 1+ N 18 . . .
2In2 &~ J25 ( ’p2) 2 082 (1+ Np2 +42), (18) Now, we turn our attention to the ergodic capacity lower
_ B bound, and we have the following result.
with Theorem 5: The ergodic capacity of the MMSE/MRT
N—1 k . p(D) 75 (D) TG +1) scheme is lower bounded bly_{24) shown on the top of the
As = py Z( ; ) Z Z Xi;(D) FJ , next page.
k=0 1=0 =1 j=1 (7) Proof: See AppendiXII=B. O

l—k—1 . .
X DTy v (k +1Lk—j—1+2; p[(i)) . (19 D. Large N Analysis
Proof: See AppendiXT-B. 0 In this subsection, we look into the larg€ regime with
fixed M, and examine the asymptotic behavior of the proposed
schemes. With the help of the law of large humbers, [18] has
B. ZF/MRT Scheme proven that, in the largeV regime, the end-to-end SINRs of
both the ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemes can be finally
Starting from [8), the ergodic capacity is given in thgjmplified to the exact end-to-end SNR of the same dual-hop

following theorem: AF relaying system but without CCI at the relay. It is given
Theorem 3: The ergodic capacity of the ZF/MRT scheméy
can be expressed ds 120) shown on the top of the next page. - Y172
Proof: See AppendiXI=A. O = Mt (25)

Theorem[B presents the exact analytical ergodic capacit 9 9

; PO ; M\éere'y = p1]|h1|%, and~y2 = p2|/hs||7. Please note, the
expression of the ZF/MRT scheme, which is quite general a 1 IR o @10 72— 211020l '

valid for the system with arbitrary number of antennas an@'9¢ IV SINR approximation in[(25) does not hold for the

interferers. Such an expression can be efficiently evaluafdRC/MRT scheme. This is because that, for the MRC/MRT
numerically using software such as MATLAB or MATHE-Scheme, the effect of CCI persists regardless of the value of

MATICA, which provides notable computational advantagéf' ) ) )
over the Monte Carlo simulation method. Based on this key observation we have the following result.

Theorem 6: When N — oo, the ergodic capacity of the
ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemes can be approximated as
(26) shown on the bottom of the next page.

Similar to the case in the MRC/MRT scheme, the exact Proof: Noticing thatv; for « € {1,2} in (28) are
ergodic capacity of the MMSE/MRT schem@yuvse is in - gamma random variables, the desired result can be obtained
general intractable. Hence, we hereafter try to deduceruppg following the similar lines as in the proof of Theoréd 3.
and lower bounds faf'uise. It is easy to note that, the ergodic O

C. MMSE/MRT Scheme
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Recall the exact ergodic capacity of ZF/MRT scheme iis spaced equal-distant from the source and the destinatidn
(20), whenN is sufficiently large, for a fixedZ, we have all Monte Carlo simulation results are obtained witl runs.
N — M ~ N, hence (20) reduces to (26), which confirms the Fig. [J examines the ergodic capacity of the MRC/MRT
correctness of Theoreph 6. In addition, Theotdm 6 can be alsgheme with differenty’ and . As shown in the figure, for all
viewed as the exact ergodic capacity of dual-hop AF relayirgmulation setups, the proposed upper bound and lower bound
systems operating over Nakagami-m fading channels. Henggs sufficiently tight across the entire SNR range of interes
it extends the analysis of [9], which deals with the Rayleigh s also evident that the increasing improves the ergodic
fading channels. capacity performance of the system. Moreover, we obseeve th
intuitive result that increasing/ results in a degradation of
the ergodic capacity performance of the system. In addition
we see that the tightness of the proposed lower and upper

In this section, we present numerical results to validage tRounds improve asV grows large.

analytical expressions derived in Section Ill. Unless oiliee Fig. [3 illustrates the ergodic capacity of the ZF/MRC
stated, we set; = po, i.e., a symmetric setting where the relayscheme with differentv and M. We see that the analytical

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS ANDDISCUSSION

N—1 k N—-1 j N—1
1 1 1 1 1 B 1 1
OLN T 22 <_) epl]r <_k’_> + <_) ep]zF <_j7_> - Z \IJ <171_k;_>
2In2 o \P1 P1 o \P2 P2 =0 P1
N—1 1 N—1N-1 9
.. 1,1,1,1,1 —ki—j
- v (17 L=7; _) + p1p2 G1l[1:1,0,1:1) (2; — j) - (26)
=0 P2 k=0 j=0 0;0
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Fig. 2: Ergodic capacity of the MRC/MRT scheme with

different N, M. Fig. 4: Ergodic capacity of the MMSE/MRT scheme with
different N and M.

Ergodic Capacity (bits/s/Hz)
Ergodic Capacity (bits/s/Hz)
N
o

——p,=[1010 10] 1
—p,=[51015]
——p,=[11019]

Monte Carlo Simulation 4
O Analytical
n n

‘ ‘

0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

0 5 10 o :th) 20 2 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
1 b, (dB)

Fig. 3: Ergodic capacity of the ZF/MRT scheme with

c Fig. 5: The ergodic capacity of the MMSE/MRT scheme
different N and M.

with different interference power distributions and

results in Theorerhl3 are in exact agreement with the Monéegodic capacity performance.

Carlo simulation reSUItS, hence Confirming the correctrudss F|gm compares the ergodic Capacity of the three linear pro-
the analytical expression. Again, it is observed that, feedi cessing schemes under different interference powerwieak
M, increasing the antenna numb@f yields a significant interferencep; = 0 dB and strong interference; = 10 dB.
capacity improvement. Moreover, we observe that, for a fixgflcan be easily observed that, in both cases, the MMSE/MRT
N — M, the ergodic capacity difference between differéhf scheme always has the best performance and the ZF/MRT
N pairs is almost negligible. scheme is slightly inferior, while the MRC/MRT scheme is
Fig. [4 shows the ergodic capacity of the MMSE/MRTalways the worst one. Moreover, when the interference power
scheme with differentV and M. We can readily note thatis small, i.e.,p; = 0 dB, the capacity difference of three
both the upper bound and the lower bound remains sufficiengfghemes is quite small. However, as the interference power
tight across the entire SNR range of interest, which meagsws large, i.e.,p; = 10 dB, the capacity gap between
both of them are able to serve as an effective approximatighie MMSE/MRT scheme and the ZF/MRT scheme narrows
to the exact ergodic capacity value. In addition, we see th@dwn, while the difference between the MMSE/MRT scheme
the impact of N and M/ on the ergodic capacity is similar toand the MRC/MRT scheme increases significantly. This ob-
that of the MRC/MRT scheme. servation suggests that, in the presence of weak intederen
Fig.[d examines the effect of interference power distriouti the MRC/MRT scheme may be a good choice in practice
on the ergodic capacity of the MMSE/MRT scheme. Twbecause of its low implementation complexity. However, whe
sets of curves are plotted. As we can readily observe, fibre interference is strong, more sophisticated schemds wit
a given total interference power, the ergodic capacity ef tlsuperior interference suppression capability, i.e., tRAVIRT
system subject to equal-power interferers appears as & tighthe MMSE/MRT scheme should be used.
lower bound for the scenario with unequal-power interferer Fig[d compares the ergodic capacity of the proposed three
Moreover, the performance gaps among them becomes closgremes with fixegh, = 10 dB. We can readily note that,
as N grows large. This observation also implies that, with thihe proposed upper and the lower bounds remain sufficiently
MMSE/MRT scheme, for a given total received interferendight across the entire range of SNRs of interest. In additio
power, an equal interference power scenario yields thetwotise upper bounds become almost exact in the high SNR
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of perfect interference cancelation, which is not possitith
the MRC/MRT scheme.

25F

MMSE/MRT

ZF/MRT

V. CONCLUSIONS

15¢ In this paper, we have investigated the ergodic capacity

of the MRC/MRT, ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemes in an

Ergodic Capacity (bits/s/Hz)

1 MRCIMRT Monts Carlo Smuration| AF relaying system with CCI at the multiple antenna relay
| " Upper bound node. New analytical exact or tight upper/lower bounds were
05 : . - = ;”a'y"“' - o derived for the ergodic capacity, which not only provide an
p,(@B) efficient means for the evaluation of the ergodic capacity,

. . . . t also enable the characterization of the impact of ke
Fig. 7: Ergodic capacity comparison among the MRC/MR‘IJou zat Imp y

o B system parameters such as antenna numbe€CIl number
ZFMRT and MMSE/MRT schemes with fixea, = 10 dB M and interference power on the performance of the system.
andN =4, M =2, py =0dB

Our findings suggest that, the MMSE/MRT scheme always
attains the highest capacity and the ZF/MRT scheme is §fight
inferior, while the MRC/MRT scheme is always the worst
regime. Moreover, we see that fixing results in the “ceiling one. Moreover, in the larg®/ regime, both the ZF/MRT and
effect” for all three schemes, which is rather intuitive®n MMSE/MRT schemes have perfect interference cancelation

the capacity of dual-hop systems is limited by the qualityapability, which is not possible with the MRC/MRT scheme.
of the weakest hop. Finally, we observe that, whanis

large, the performance gap among the three schemes becomes

negligible. The underlying reason is that,aggrows large, the APPENDIX |

strength of the desired signal improves considerably, & éme PROOF FOR THEMRC/MRT SCHEME

advantage of the MMSE/MRT and ZF/MRT schemes in terms

of interference suppression becomes less pronounced,itimd V. Proof of Theorem[d]

a fixed ps, the quality of the second hop is the bottleneck, o ) )

which is the same for all three schemes. Combining [18) and[(14), the ergodic capacity of the
Fig.[8 investigates the impact &f on the ergodic capacity MRC/MRT scheme can be upper bounded by

performance of three proposed schemes. As expected, th%up

ergodic capacity of all the three schemes increasesvVas 1 - .

becomes large. Moreover, the rate of increasing gradually — —log2 (H_eE(lnv] )-}-QE(ln’yz )), (27)

becomes smaller. In addition, we observe that the ZF/MRT and

the MMSE/MRT schemes attain the same capacity wNeis We now evaluate the four itemS. vrc, Coyre, E (In7}'R)

sufficiently large, i.e.N > 20. However, there is a significantand E (Inv}'R¢) in the following part

gap between the MMSE/MRT scheme and the MRC/MRT 1) Calculation of C,urc: We first note thaiC e can be

scheme, and such gap does not seem to diminisk @sows computed by [36]

large, instead, it remains more or less unchanged. These

. . . . 1 00 1 — F ure ()

important observations suggest that, in the largeregime, C-wre — / b do. (28)

both the ZF/MRT and the MMSE/MRT schemes are capable n 2In2 Jy I+

= CﬂARc + C,YQ/IRC




Then, invoking the c.d.f. ofMRC [18] where we have used the following derivative property

dx™
N-1 . k p(D) i (D) - ="l 38
_a k z"Inx. (38)
Fyee @) =15 3 203 (1) T3 x) dr
k=0 P1%" 120 i=1 j=1 Hence, the first step is to work out the general moment of
) TG+, ( o )j+l 9 AMRC, Iior abnon-nega:ivg random variablé, its general
. moment can be computed via
@) @ p1+ pPruy® P -
the integral in[(2B) can be evaluated as E(2") = n/ "1 (1 = Fx (z)) du, (39)
0
Cymre = where Fx (x) is the c.d.f. ofX. Hence, we have
N-1 k p(D) (D)
1 ( ) ] +1) N1 k p(D) 74(D)
_— n 1 k
MRC\™\ _
iz 2o i 2 (1) & 22 X P B(01) = A (1) S wm)
- it k=0 "1™ =0 i=1 j=1
X l-/ e%xkl—i—xl(pil) dr. (30 LG+
Pry | (1+x) it Pt (30) x5y P anIz, (40)
T —(+0)
To th d. noticing thatl + fz)~" . Gll( 1-a) whereZ, = fO e~ P ghtn— 1%4- PG dx. Invoking
o this end, noticing tha z) % = wamyGia (Bz]15),
and with the help of the formula [39, Eq (2.6.2)], we obtanL26 Eq. (9:211.4)][40) can be alternatlvely given by
PlfH 1,1,1,1,1 ofﬂl
L= =—=G o - (31) =1 &k
T 1) T L,[1:1],0,[1:1] (P}@) > MRC _
G+ E((M")") = p,fklz )
Finally, substituting[(31) into[ (30§ wrc can be expressed in k=0 1=0
compact-form as AD) 7i(D) (D)F(j+l) l < o >k+"
Xi,j(D)—S—~—=rran| —— X
’ () " pr

kl

) 7:(D) o
()ifx“’ lz) o ' 1). (41)

Pl I‘(k—i—n)\ll(k—i—n,k—i—n—j—l—i—l; :
k+1 Pre)

mljl). (32) To proceed with the computation, it is convenient
0;0 to use the alternative expression a$ _(42) shown
on the top of the next page, wherdy(n) =

1,1,1,1,1 o
X G [111,0,[1:1] <pm>

)

2) Calculation of CWQARC: Similarly, Cvgm can be computed bin
by (2) T+ (ktnk+n—j—i+1 1),
1 00 1 — Fre (2) Then, according to[(37), the expectation lafy}R¢ can be
= = dx. 33
C. ure 513 / e T (33) computed as
. . . . d d
Noticing thaty}'RC is a gamma random variable with the c.d.f. E (In~YR¢) = Scll () + 82 (n) (43)
given by n |,—0 n|,—p
, and it is easy
Forc (z) =1—e 72 Z gl (34)  to have [4%) shown on the top of the next page,
Now can be written as AD) 7i(D)
. Pl NS ) [(m )
N-1 k = dn J ;
1 1/1 o epa gk n=0 =1 j=1 P1¢i)
B2z AP/ o LA X U <o, 1-j; ) + @100 <o, 1-7; >
Finally, utilizing [26, Eq. (3.383.10) yre can be expressed Pr) Pri)
in closed-form as + w010 (0,1 —J ! )] . (44)
SN 1 PIi)
Copre = 31z ];J (E) L <_k’ E) SO compute?2( | we observe that the key task is to
= =0
compute I and we have
3) Calculation of E (Iny}R€): The expectation offn v}'R¢ =0
can be derived from dnT; (n) — Ty (n)],_g+n dTy (n) (45)
MRC) "™ dn _ " dn _
B (o) = 22L07) ) 37) o "’0
dn ne0 Noticing that, whenk > 1, dT;fI") < oo is a constant,
n=0




p(D) (D)

E( MRC ) ZZXW (

) F(n+1)\11<n,n—j+1;

10

i—1 =1 P1i) PI1{)
s1(n)
Nolog k p(D) (D) +1)
ﬁz< > Z Z Xi,j (D j) le)”Tl (n), (42)
k= =0 i=1 j=1
s2(n)
hencen dﬁr(l”) = 0. Then, we obtain Finally, Substituting[(32),[{36)[(51) and(52) infa (50eids
- the desired result.
dss (n) & #D)7:(D)
an _ZEZ< >Z lej APPENDIXII
":0' k=1 =1 j=1 PROOF FOR THEZF/MRT SCHEME
Mpll >\If <k kE—j—1+1; ) . (46) A. Proof of Theorem[3
I'(5) P1 (i)

Substituting [(B) into [(T1), the ergodic capacity of the

To this end, substitutind (44) and {46) info (43), the exaectyE/MRT scheme is given by
tion of In yMRC can be expressed ds147) shown on the top of

the next page.

4) Calculation of E (Inv)R¢): Since 1"R¢ is a gamma
random variable, the expectation bfy}R¢ can be derived

directly as
E (lnvMRC) (i)NL /OO 2N le7 72 Inadz. (48)
P2 '(N) Jo
Utilizing [26, Eq. (4.352.1)], we obtain

E (In WMRC) P (N) + In po. (49)
Finally, substituting[(32),[(36)[(47) and_(49) info [27klds

the desired result.

B. Proof of Theorem

Czr = C zF + C 7F — C,Y%_F, (53)

whereC. z = 2E [1og2 (1L+~fF)] fori e {1,2} andC.zr =
1B [1og2 (1 +EF +45F)].

To proceed, we need to find out the statisticsygf for
i € {1,2}. From [37], the probability density function (p.d.f.)

of v ‘hIPhl‘ is given by f,, (z) = %e T,

and we knowf||h2||2p(:z:) = %e‘m. Then, using [26, Eq.
(8.352.4)], the c.d.f. ofy?F for i € {1,2} can be written as

F(Ni i) Nl 4

N ") -k

¥ x)=1 TN 1—e¢ kzzo k!pfz , (54)
whereN; = N — M and N, = N.

Combining [IB) and{d7), the ergodic capacity lower bound 1) Calculation of C.z: Similar to [28), and invoking(34)

of the MRC/MRT scheme can be computed as

low

OMRC = C MRC + O MRC

— —10g2 (1 + E( MRC) +E (WSARC)) . (50)

Since C.ure and C e have been derived in_(B2) and_{36)

respectlvely The remalnmg task is figure qu{+}'R¢) and
E (73%C).
1) Calculation of E (v}'R¢): Settingn = 1 in (@), we get

N-1 k L p(D) 7:(D)
E(M™) =m Z<>Z > xii(D
k=0 1=0 i=1 j=1
LG+ g )
X : W (k+1,k—j—14+2 . (51
F(]) @) PI1{i)

2) Calculation of E (v}'R¢): With the help of [3D), the
expectation ofy}"R¢ can be computed as

Rey Zm'/ i <£>mdx_zvp2. (52)

and [26, Eq. (8.383. 10)] we have
SOV
= K'\pi) Jo
N;—1 k
1 1 1
T 22 Z(:) <_) et ( & _)'

Pi
2) Calculation of C.zr: Since the c.d.f. expression of"
is in general difficult to obtaln the above c.d.f. based apph
can not be applied here. Instead, we adopt an alternative
moment generating function (MGF) based approach [38] to
com puteCﬁF .

@
eri ZCk

14+z

1
C.z

- d
7T 92 .

(55)

1 e s
21n2 /0 S (1 ~ Moz (S)) ds,

whereM.z (s) is the MGF of£".
The MGF of~#F can be computed by

fooow P%?)md:v_< 1 >N7‘
' (N;)p; C \l+sp)

Czr =

T

(56)

Ni—1,~ (S+

M,z (s) =
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1 1
- J; ) + 00 (O,l—j; >+
PI() Pr1i)

N-1_. k p(D) 7;(D) .
1 1 k INCE S _ 1
g (01,0 (O,l—]; ﬂ—l— - g ( ) E Xij (D) ———2p} .k\IJ<k,k—]—l—|—1; > (47)
Py —k 1) - 4(D) L) "o Pr)

Sincev#F and~+4F are independent random variables, we have Now, substituting [[55) and_(60) int¢_(53), we obtain the

1 Ny 1 N, desired result.
M) =M M) = (1) (15

To avoid the singularity problem caused by the teﬁ;qi

around zero when evaluating{56), we find it convenient to APPENDIX I
use the following alternative MGF expression fgf" PROOF FOR THEMMSE/MRT SCHEME
N;—1 1 k+1 57
M s)=1—sp; ( ) .
2 (9) pi 2\ 57) A. Proof of Theorem[d

Then, the MGF ofy4F can be alternatively expressed as o _ _
Combining [[21) and(22), the ergodic capacity upper bound

M,z (s) = of the MMSE/MRT scheme can be computed by
T
N-M-1 k+1 N—1 J+1 u
L—sp1 Y <1 : > —sp2 Y <1 : > Chuise = Cyse + Cpuse
o + sp1 =0 + Sp2 llogQ (1 n eE(ln,yQ/IMSE) n eE(ln ,Yg/IMSE)) . (61)
N-M-1N-1 k41 1 j+1
+ 5°p1p2 Z Z < > ( > - (58)  Noticing thaty}"™SE = y}IRC, we haveC, s = C.yre and
14 sp1 L+ sp2 MMSE MRC
E (InvYM3E) = E (In~+}R%). Hence, the remamlng “task is to
Substituting [(5B) mto[(HG)Cﬁ can be computed as calculateC’ wmse andE (In A MSE),
O 1) Calculation of C., s With the help of the following
RG A c.d.f. of C_ e presented in [18]
o1 N—-M-—1 p1p2 N—M-1N-1
— 7 .
21n2 ;0 2122 ’ Z Z o F(va—l) a2\
- F,YQ/IMSE(I):l—W‘FF(M‘Fl)e p1<a) X
whereZy = Jy st T = Iy Gsrds and - e ’”“QF (M4+1,N —m+1;N —m+2—LLy)

m=mi

and using the same methods as iEI(Z&)YWSE can be

(9.211.4)], we haveI4 - piqu(1,1—k;p—1l) and 7, —
piz\I/ (1,1 e ) As for Zs, with the help of the identity computed as

- __ -«
életgéc]) uted as )Gl 1 (Bz|'4®) and [39, Eq. (2.6.2)], it can . L 1Tt
pred & W T 02 T am2 N
Ts = / se_SG}ﬁ (pls"ok)Gi} (p2s| ) ds y i py T, 62)
0 ) T(m)T(N—m+2)T(m—N+ M)
1,1,1,1,1 —k;—j m=mi
= G1[1:1),0,[1:1] <p - J) ) (59) - )
0;0 where T, = [% ks (1+a)7' T (N i)dx Ts =

Finally, pulling everything togethe(]ﬁ is given by foo e PigN GP(MA1,N—m+ 1N —m+2; ——:r)d:z:
0 “(1f=z) )

With the help of [26, Eq. (8.352.4)] and [26, Eq. (3.383.10)]

N-M-1 N-1 1
Cﬁ = (1,1 - k —)+ Z (1,1 —j; E) I, can be expressed as
k=0 Jj=0 L N-1 1 k 1
N—M-1N—1 5 1 Iy =er Z (E) r <—kaa)- (63)
B 1,1,1,1,1 —k;—j k=0
pip2 Gi[i:17,0,(1:1 ( -~ ) :
kZ:o JZO [1:1],0,[1:1] 0:0 21n2

Now, let us focus on the computation 8. We first note
(60) that, according to [26, Eq. (9.34.7)], the following eqoati
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holds, Then, according to[{37), the expectationlafy}"™SE can
be computed as

S <M+1,N—m+1;N—m+2;—ﬂ:c> -

P1 mmsey _ 9E (('Y{MMSE)H)
1,2 ~M-1,m-N-1 B (™) = dn
L'(N—=m+2)prrGyly (%x “1,m-N-2 ) » n=0
T+ DT (N —m+ Dpr N - dul)  _ duln) (71)
Hence,Zg can be alternatively expressed as " n=o " n=o
dsz(n) .
L TN —m+2) o To compute =5 e first expresss (n) as
*TTM+ 1)L (N—m+1)p N-1
> s (n)—1“(7”Hr1)p"+np"ZM (72)
/0 G_ExNJrlG}:& (z16) G;Q <p_1517 A_41,717{TN§21> dz. ’ 1 ' =T (m+1)°
With the help of [39, Eq. (2.6.2)]Zs can be finally Taking the derivative of {42), and let = 0, we have
expressed in compact-form as dsz (n
P P B3y )+ mpn (73)
Te — I'(N —-m+2) N+1 n=0
s =

pIp . -
) Next, we focus on the computation (51-% . Again,
=0

L(M+1)T(N-—m+1
N+2 =
x qbL2 L1 (m 0;(—M—17m—N—1)> . (65) it can be shown thatd":gﬂ = Ty (n)|,—,- Therefore,
1,[1:2],0,[1:2] | o1 - " p=0 "
0;(—1,m—N-2) we get

To this end, substitutind (63) and {65) infa [62), we have dsa(n)

e M=K 1 o1 dn |,
C - V1l =k =) = N N—m+2~1,3 “N,—M—-1,m—N—1
MMSE 22 kZ:O (p1> ( ) Pl) 22 X Z Pr + G3ly (PI —1,m—N-—2 ) (74)
N2 m:mlf(m)F(N—m—i—l)F(m—N—i—M)
N7m+2G1,1,2,1,1 1 0;(—M—-1,m—N-1) ) ) . .
i Pr 1,[1:2],0,[1:2] (m O L N—2) ) To this end, substitutind (¥3) and (74) infa(71), we have
(=1, . (66)
= PT(m)T(N—m+1)T(m—-N+M) E(IHVYIMSE):U)(N)-FMM
2) Calculation of E (In+}"SE): Similar to the MRC/MRT B i R L i (75)
scheme, we first work out the general moment~@f“SE, I'(m)T(N—-m+1)T(m—N+ M)
m=mi

According to , we havi 7) shown on the top of the next
page. gtol39) 67) P Finally, pulling everything together yields the desiredui¢.

Using [26, Eq. (8.352.4 can be alternatively given b
9l a-( Wo e y B. Proof of TheoremH

N-1 poo = n N-1
Ty — Z Joerrattnldy _ I'(m+ ”)' (68) Combining [21) and{22), the ergodic capacity lower bound
= k! pk ! — T'(m+1) of the MMSE/MRT scheme can be computed as

Then, using[(64) and [26, Eqg. (7.813.1]},c can be finally Clow o = C st + C s
expressed in compact-form as n 2

1
~ Jlog, (14 E (1"5€) + B (4™5) . (76)

F(N_m+2) pIpNJrn
T(M+1)T(N-m+1)"" Since 1)™MSE = MRS we haveR(14™SF) = B(7)RC) =
X Gys (pr| N7 Mo LmeN=1) - (69)  Np2. Thus, the only thing remains is to comput yMMSE),

_ o e ~ According to the general moment function-df St in (Z0),
To this end, substitutind (68) and {69) info [67), we obtaif js easy to have

the general moment of MMSE as

Tig =

Nl ) E (™) = Npx
n + -m > TN T LTI A
B ((o55)") = npp Y % N pN=mt2 LS (o [N L Mo lm N
m=0

- . (77
L T TN -—mi DI m-N+a1) 7
N ) To this end, we can obtain the desired result by pulling
N—m+2 T .
_ Z Pr nTs(n) (70) everything together.
—~ T'(m)T’'(N—m+1)T'(m—N+ M)’
r-m REFERENCES
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whereTs(n) = p} G’y (pr| VM Nm N . 217-244, 2010,
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n <o 1F(N’P£1) I'(M+1) . pNierl
E((VMMSE) ):n/o T V) dr — p{V m;nlr(m)F(N_mI+2)F(m—N+M)

Zy

o0
xn/ e Nt By <M+1,N—m+1;]\7—
0

m+2;—ﬂ:17) dz . (67)
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