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Abstract—In this paper, a cooperative relay network consisting
of a single-antenna source, a multi-antenna relay, and a multi-
antenna destination is considered. The relay operates in decode-
and-forward (DF) mode under frequency-selective fading. To
combat intersymbol interference (ISI), single-carrier frequency-
domain equalization (SC-FDE) with or without decision feedback
is deployed at the relay and the destination. The equalization
coefficients are obtained using minimum mean squared error
(MMSE) criterion. Both equal and optimum power allocations
for a constant total transmit power at the relay are considered.
While, the optimum power allocation is a non-convex problem,
the solution is obtained using strong duality.

Keywords—Cooperative networks, decode and forward, single-
carrier frequency-domain equalization.

I. INTRODUCTION

ooperative transmission for combating fading through spa-

tial diversity has attracted enormous attention recently [1]-
[2]. Two major and popular protocols in relaying are amplify-
and-forward (AF) and decode-and-forward (DF) [3]. In AF, the
nodes amplify their received signal and retransmit them to the
destination. Whereas in DF, the nodes decode their received
signal and retransmit them.

Future wireless communication systems need high data
rate transmission which translates into large channel impulse
responses (CIRs) in practice. In frequency-selective chan-
nels, time-domain equalization suffers from high complex-
ity [4]. We can overcome this problem using frequency-
domain equalization methods. Orthogonal frequency-division
multiplexing (OFDM) and single-carrier frequency-domain-
equalization (SC-FDE) are well known for this goal. Some dis-
advantages of OFDM systems are high peak-to-average power
ratio (PAPR) and sensitivity to carrier frequency offset (CFO)
which motivate to the employment of SC-FDE transmission
systems [5]. SC-FDE has been adopted for uplink transmission
and OFDM for the downlink in LTE-advanced [6].

In cooperative communication, most of the proposed meth-
ods in literature are considered in flat fading. For frequency-
selective channels major efforts have been focused on OFDM
transmission and the literature on cooperative transmission for
SC-FDE is very poor, especially in DF protocol [7]-[8]. In [7],
the asymptotic outage probability with the aim of achieving
the maximum diversity order is derived in DF relaying SC-
FDE system with multiple sources, multiple relays with best
relay selection, and a single destination. The authors of [8]
have proposed a single-carrier frequency-domain equalizer and
diversity combining method with DF relaying over frequency-
selective channels. They have employed multiple relays with
linear FDE and applied diversity combining at the destination.
In their relaying scheme, full channel state information (CSI)
is required at the destination, nevertheless, we will show that
our relaying scheme has better performance without needing

full CSL

In this paper, we employ SC-FDE in DF cooperative relay
networks under frequency-selective fading. Considering one
single-antenna source, one multi-antenna relay, and a multi-
antenna destination, the optimum filter coefficients at the relay
and destination are derived using minimum mean squared
error (MMSE) criterion. The coefficients at the destination are
obtained under two strategies for power allocation, i.e., equal
and optimum power allocations for a constant total transmit
power at the relay. In most of proposed AF relaying methods
for SC-FDE transmission, full CSI is needed, whereas full CSI
is not required in our DF relaying scheme.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, the system model is described. Optimum coefficients for
relay filters are obtained using MMSE criterion in Section
III. In Section IV, the optimum coefficients for filters at the
destination are obtained. Simulation results are provided in
Section V and finally, we have drawn our conclusions in
Section VL

Notation: In this paper, A~', A*, AT and A" denote the
inverse, conjugate, transpose, and conjugate transpose of ma-
trix A, respectively. Moreover, E{-}, |-|,V, and Iy« denote
statistical expectation, absolute value, gradient, and N x N
identity matrix.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider one-way relay networks with one source
node (S), one multi-antenna relay (R), and a multi-antenna
destination (D). In our system model, there is no direct link
between the source and the destination. A block diagram of
the overall transmission is shown in Fig. 1.

According to Fig. 1, Ng and Np are the number of
antennas at the relay and the destination, respectively. We
employ DF relaying in which the transmission is organized
in two phases. In the first phase, the source node transmits its
data to the relay and in the second phase, the relay forwards
the decoded data to the destination node.

The channels are supposed frequency selective in both the
source-relay and relay-destination links. We define h;[k],0 <
k< Lp—1and g k], 0 <k < L,—1 as discrete-time CIRs
between the source and the ith antenna of relay and between
the ith antenna of relay and the jth antenna of destination,
respectively. Ly, and L, denote the length of the source-relay
and the relay-destination channels, respectively. To combat
intersymbol interference (ISI), we use SC-FDE at both the
relay and the destination. In what follows, the two phases are
described in detail.

A. First Phase

Source node transmits its information to the relay during
the first phase. In each transmission, M independent and
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Fig. 1. System model

identically distributed (i.i.d.) symbols with variance o2 = Pg
are used. Before transmission, a cyclic prefix (CP) is added at
the beginning of the M symbols. Cyclic prefix is the last Lop
symbols (Lcp > Ly — 1) that prevents interference with the
previous transmission and also creates the circular convolution
of the CIRs and transmitted signals. After transmission, the
first Lop received symbols should be discarded at the relay.
The received signal at the ith antenna of relay is

Ly—1
Tmi — Z Sin— k‘h + T i s (1)
for m = 0,1,...,(M — 1), where n,,; denotes additive
noise at the ith antenna of relay and s, = Spr4m for
= —Lep,—Lep +1,..., —1, due to the presence of the

CP Additive noise is assumed to be i.i.d. zero-mean complex
Gaussian random variable with variance o2. In the discrete
frequency-domain, (1) for i =0,1,..., (M — 1) becomes

Rii=Hi; S+ Vi, (2
where
Ly —1
H; = mz_jo hi[m]exp ( j2m U) (3a)
M-1 m
S = mz;o Sy EXP (—j%ﬁ) ; (3b)
M-1 i
and Vii= mz::[) T, i exp( j2m U) (3¢)

We consider two schemes for decoding the symbols in the
first phase of transmission:

1) FDE without time-domain decision feedbuck equaliza-
tion (DFE): In this scheme, by employing FDE, the output

form=0,1,...,(M—1) is
| M-1Ng ) o
m =97 ; ;RM Wi iexp (JQWE) , (4)
where W ; for I = 0,1,...,(M — 1) are frequency-domain

filter coefficients at the ith antenna of relay. According to
Fig. 1, M-point fast Fourier transform (FFT) and inverse fast
Fourier transform (IFFT) are used for FDE.

2) FDE with time-domain DFE: The output after using

FDE with time-domain DFE for m = 0,1, ..., (M —1) is
M—1 Np
Zm = 1‘[ ZZRHHHGXP(JQT_) Z f Sm—k‘:
=0 i=1 keFg,
&)

where 5, is the decoded data, f} is the kth feedback filter co-
efficient, and Fp, is a set of non-zero indices that correspond
to the delays of the By, feedback coefficients (B < Ly — 1).
In both schemes, the output is decoded and the decoded data
is used in the second phase of transmission.

B. Second Phase

In the second phase, the relay transmits the decoded
symbols in the previous phase to the destination. CP is added
at the beginning of M symbols and will be discarded after
transmission at the destination (Lcp > Lg — 1). The received
signal at the jth antenna of destination is

Ng Lq -1

Tﬂlj—zzﬂzsm kgu JI'-]‘f";;m,j: (6)

i=1 k=0

form=0,1,...,(M — 1), where «; is a coefficient assigned
to the ith antenna of relay for power allocation. The discrete

frequency-domain version of (6) for l =0,1,..., (M —1) is
— j\rn — —
Rij=> aiGijSi+Vi;. )
i=1

We consider two schemes for equalization and two strate-
gies for power allocation.

1) FDE (without DFE): By employing FDE, the output for
m:O:L...,(ﬂ-f—l) i

M—1 Np
~ ~ ml
im= g Z > Ry w 1j €Xp (32rv) 8)

=0 j=1
where W 1j for 1 =0,1,...,(M — 1) are frequency-domain
filter coefficients at the ‘,rth antenna of destination.

2) FDE-DFE: The output after using FDE with time-
domain DFE for m =0,1,...,(M — 1) is

M-1Np

— 1 =
m=r 2 ZR”H”SXP(JQT U)

=0 j=1

o

Z fk‘ 'Em—k‘:

keFp, (9)



where the feedback filter has B, coefficients (B, <L, — 1).
The result of the second phase of transmission is the system
output. Optimum and equal power allocations are used in these
schemes. These assumptions will be discussed in detail in
Section IV.

C. Required CSI and Feedbuck

We assume that the relay estimates the source-relay CIRs
hilk],0 < k < Lp — 1,1 <i < Np and the destination
estimates the relay-destination CIRs g; j[k], 0<k<L,—1, 1<
i < Ngp, 1 < j < Np, where the channel estimations are
assumed perfect. In equal power allocation at the relay, the
above assumption is sufficient for deriving the optimum relay
filter coefficients. But in optimum power allocation, destination
computes the assigned coefficients for power allocation and
sends them back to the relay. Hence, full CSI is not required
at the relay or destination.

ITI. DECODING AT THE RELAY

For finding the optimum frequency-domain filter coeffi-
cients, we adopt MMSE criterion in both FDE and FDE-DFE
schemes.

A. FDE

According to (2) and (4), the MMSE criterion for finding
the FDE coefficients at the relay is expressed as
2}

(10)
The optimum FDE coefficients can be obtained by setting the
derivative of (10) with respect to W, equal to zero for [ =
0,1,....,(M—1)and i =1,2,..., Ny as

. 2
min E{Izm — S } =

1 M—1Ng ml
min E ‘ 3 Z(H; SV )W s exp 32??— — S
Wi M D=

HI% EquHHHEk

W, = ’“7“ . (11)
F; + | Hy )
Define
SNR 2 g‘% ; (12a)
W2 (Wi, Wia,...,Win, )",  (12b)
and H 2 (Hiy Ho, ... . Hn)", (120

where | = 0,1,...,(M — 1). Rewrting (11) for [ =
0,1,...,(M — 1) using (12), we have

1 ~ o~ H\ 7L H
Wi = | co5 Ivexn, + HiH; H, = —EH
SNR 1 v i
se T HH
(13)

B. FDE-DFE

In this scheme, the MMSE criterion can be expressed as

M—1 Ng
rg,inE{ 33 Hhsxmawhexp(ﬂrﬂﬁ)

o =0 i=1

2
- Z f;sm—k_sm

keFm,

The optimum FDE and DFE coefficients can be obtained
by setting the derivative of (14) with respect to W}*; and f;
equal to zero as '

(14)

kl _"\"n R
Hy; (1 + 2 frexp ( JQW?)) - ;.Zl Wik Hp  Hi
ki

kéFBh
W!,é = 1
sve Il
(15)
and
M—1 Ng il
Wy H' —j2r— |, 16
k AI ;E; ;E; I% Iiexp ( J ?—ﬂf) * ( )
where | = yeers M =1),i = 1,2,...,Ng, and k =
ky,ko, ..., kp,. By some calculations, we obtain
H ki
W, :—"H 1+ Z f;exp( 327’—)
1 +H H kEFg M
SNR "
(17)
fori=0,1,...,(M —1) and
f=-Viv (18a)
where
= (fkl Frgreo e, fkgh) (18b)
T
v= (tklit’kﬂ....tkgh) (18¢)
vo Uky —ka e Uk, —kgh
Uk, —k Uo Uk, —k
v=| . R G T T
l!kgh —kq l!kgh —k2 Tt vo
M-1 o ki
1 exp (—j2m4f)
d v = e 18
e ok MxSNRg I &R (18¢)
SNR Ot

IV. POWER ALLOCATION IN THE RELAY AND DECODING
AT THE DESTINATION

As was mentioned before, we have two schemes for
equalization at the destination and two strategies for power
allocation. First, the equalization schemes will be expressed for
equal power allocation and then, will be discussed for optimum
power allocation.

A. Equul Power Allocation 5
Suppose that the total power at the relay is Pp = o,
and the aclclltlve noise variances at the antennas of destination
are all o,,. For dividing the relay power equally between its
antennas, set o; = /1/Ng. We use MMSE criterion in both
FDE and FDE-DFE schemes with equal power allocation.



1) FDE: The MMSE criterion for finding the FDE coeffi-
cients at the destination can be expressed as

~ o~ 2
TinE{|zﬂl — S } =
H"vglj

M—-1 Np Ng
mlnE ‘UZZ(ﬂ ZGE135I+VEJ)

=0 j=1

2
W 1, €Xp 327’ —Sml r. (19)
AI
Define
a 1
oe 2\ 5 (20a)
N Nn Nr N H
amd G (z Ciin S Crrnr..., zag,i,%)
i=1 i=1 i=1
(20b)
where [ = 0,1,..., (M —1). Similar to (13), FDE coefficients
can be obtained as
X Qg éﬂ
W, = 1 T, (2D
— + ﬂ'qug Gy
SNR
. PR
where [ =0,1,...,(M —1) and SNR = LR
O—?’l
2) FDE-DFE: In this scheme, the MMSE criterion can be

expressed as

— 2
n11nE{|~m — S }:

W,
M— 1J\'D J\'R
mlnE ‘ i Z Z (&quthSI‘f’VU)
=0 j=1
2
ngJexp (ﬂr—) Z fksm k= Sm
keFg,
(22)

FDE and DFE coefficients are obtained as

~ e ~ Kl
H.ri: 1 Ceq LHN (1+ S fkexp( 32”?))‘
— + Ck'qui G, keFn,
SNR
(23)
where [ =0,1,...,(M —1) and
- —_1
f——V v (24a)
where
—~ ~ o~ —~ T
= (Frr e Fas,) (24b)
IS _\T
v = (tk“ Uhgyooos lkgq) (24c¢)
;0 ;kl —kz ;kl kgq
~ Uky—k,y v V by —h,
V= ), (249
[Pho, b0 T, ke v |

kl
1 M-1 €xp ( Jj2m U)

M x SNR =0 ; +a2,G; G
SNR

(24e)

B. Optimum Power Allocation

We assume E lag|* < 1, which means total power of the

relay should be constramecl to Pgr. Therefore, by adopting the
MMSE criterion, we try to solve the optimization problem for
FDE and FDE-DFE schemes.

1) FDE: The optimization problem for this scheme is
R — — 2
min fo = min E{|zm— S ml| }:

Oti.-“"a.j o, W,y J
1 M—-1 Np Ng . —
in £33 (S 57,
[ L =0 j=1 \i=1
—~ oml ~ |2
x W jexp (g?rﬁ) — Sm };
Ji\rn
S0 fl = Z|Ct'q;|2 —1<0. (25)

Due to random nature of channel coefficients, the Hessian of
objective function is not always positive definite. Therefore,
the objective function in (25) is generally not convex. For
any optimization problem with differentiable objective and
constraint functions for which strong duality holds, any pair
of primal and dual optimal points must satisfy Karush-Kuhn-
Tucker (KKT) conditions [9]. It is clear that our objective
and constraint functions are differentiable, and thus, we try to
find the primal and dual optimal points that satisfy the KKT
conditions, which are expressed as

Vfg + )‘f:l =0,

fl S 0:
f\ >0, (26)

Afi=0.
By some calculations for satisfying the KKT conditions, it
can be shown that there is no solution if A = 0. As a result,

if f1

E lai|* =1 =0, we obtain the following equations.

=1
—~ U
W=t (27)
— + qu U;
SNR

M—-1 Np

1 ~ 2
A= —— Wil (28)
M x SNR g ;

M-1 Ly
o= (ﬂ-ﬂM X Inpx g + Z C;qu) Z C, (29
1=0

1=0
where a=(o1,...,an,) (30a)
Ny Ny H
Ug = (ZQ-,EGL@,]_: C .ZO: Gg ?oJi\'D)
i=1
(30b)



Wi= (Wit Wi, (30¢)
J\"D — J\"D — H
and Cg = Z”"—g,j Gg_.l,j, ...,ZW}J GI,Nn.j
i=1 j=1
(30d)

forl =0,1,...,(M —1).
We propose an effective algorithm for finding the optimum
values.

Algorithm 1
1: Initialize e, such that EN” las? =
2: Update Wg for [=0,1,...,(M —1) by (27).
3. Update A by (28).
4: Update a“" by (29).
s If | — oy <efori=1,2...,

are the desired results, otherwise set @ = a
step 2.

Ng, W; and o™
"% and go to

— 0
Note that if \°, «°, and W, for [ =0,1,..., (%I —1) are

the optimum values, then A°, a®exp(j¢), and W, exp(—jo)
for 0 < ¢ < 2rand ! = 0,1,...,(M — 1) are other
sets of optimum values. Due to non-convexity feature of the
optimization problem, there are multiple set of answers which
obtain strong duality. Every set of answers can be achieved,
depending on the initial values in the algorithm 1.

2) FDE-DFE: Here,the optimization problem is as follows.

. — —~ 2
min  fop= min E{|zm— Sml }:
ae Wi, fy ai, Wi f

M—-1Np fNg
'I;llinﬁ ‘AIZZ(Z& GI%JSI+VIJ)

oy Wi i f e
W gjexp(ﬂr )

Ng

st. fi=) lail’—1<0. (31)

Z fksm k_Sm

kEFE,

The same KKT conditions in (26) must be satisfied here.
Therefore, the following equations can be obtained.

- U —* kl
W, = -t 1+ Z frexp | —j2r—
1 H M
— + Ug U, keFg,
SNR

(32)
forl=0,1,...,(M—1),

1 M—1 Np

A= ———— ZZW;A (33)

1‘IXSNR =0 j=1
M—1 Ny Np

i fe= AIZZZQ GI%J

=0 i=1 j=1

o Kl
;Jexp (—327rﬁ) , (34)

forL—Ll LQ ..... LB

q?

M—1 =L
o= (MA X INgxNe + ) CeCiq) > G
=0

1=0
<1+ % Frexp [ —jontt (35)
EEXP| =2 M -
kEFBﬁ

An effective algorithm for finding the optimum values is
presented as follows.

Algorithm 2
1: Initialize e, such that EN” lo|? = 1.

2: Initialize f with zeros.
3: Update W; for 1 =0,1, ..
4: Update A by (33).

5. Update f) for k=i, ky.... kg, by (34).

6: Update a™“" by (35).
—~hRew .—
7 If ol —ai|<efori=1,2,...,Nrand | f}, —f|l<e
for k=k;, LQ ..... kB, then W, for [=0,1,..., (M —1),

—~Tew
f ancl cc

neu f_f

., (M —1) by (32).

are the desired results, otherwise set o =
, and go to step 3.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, some numerical results are provided.
Throughout our simulations, we assume quaternary phase shift
keying (QPSK) modulatlon and equal noise variances at the

relay and destination (02 = & ) Also, we suppose M = 512
symbols in every transmission "and use SNR as we defined in
(12a). Moreover, the channel power delay profile is assumed
to be
Ll
plnl = — Y e77 5[0 1Ty, (36)

.
L

where P represents the average power of the multipath
components, oy indicates the delay spread, L, € {Lpn, Ly}, T
represents the symbol duration, and the channel taps are
zero-mean complex Gaussian random variables. We assume
Ps = Pg,P=1T, =1,Lcp =20,By = Ly —1,B; =
Ly, —1, and £ = 0.001 in our simulations. For convenience,
DFE is considered at both the relay and destination or in
none of them.

In Fig. 2, the effect of the number of antennas at the relay
and destination on the bit error rate (BER) is investigated
for SC-FDE with equal power allocation. We choose the
delay spread factor and the length of channels as ¢; = 2 and
Ly = L, = 3, respectively. As can be observed, increasing
Npg and Np, improves the BER performance. If 2N antennas
are considered at both the relay and destination, picking
N antennas for relay and destination is the best choice in
achieving a superior BER performance. Hence, in the rest of
our simulations, we use equal number of antennas at the relay
and destination.



BER

0 2 4 5 8 0 12 14 1 1

SNR (dB)
Fig. 2. BERs of SC-FDE with equal power allocation for various number of
relay and destination antennas. o = 2 and Ly = Ly = 3.
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Fig. 3. BERs of SC-FDE and SC-FDE-DFE with equal and optimum power
allocations for several number of relay and destination antennas. oy = 2 and
Ly, = Ly = 3. For comparison, the BERs of the proposed scheme in [8] for
several number of relays are also shown.

The BERs for SC-FDE and SC-FDE-DFE with equal and
optimum power allocations for various number of antennas at
the relay and destination are depicted in Fig. 3. Also, the BER
of the scheme in [8] has been plotted. The delay spread factor
and the length of channels are the same as in Fig. 2. It is
illustrated that optimum power allocation results in better per-
formance compared to equal power allocation, and SC-FDE-
DFE is better than SC-FDE in BER performance. Comparing
with the scheme in [8], significant gains are obtained in our
schemes. In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, EPA and OPA denote equal and
optimum power allocations, respectively.

The effect of o; on the BER performance of SC-FDE and
SC-FDE-DFE with equal and optimum power allocations is
investigated in Fig. 4. The number of antennas at the relay and
destination, the length of channels, and the SNR are chosen
as Np. = Np = 3, L, = Ly = 21, and SNR = 10dB,
respectively. The results show that for our schemes, increasing
o¢, leads to lower BER. In contrast, the performance of the
proposed scheme in [8] is almost invariant to the value of o;.

In Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, the total power of the relay in our
schemes is equal to the power of each relay in the proposed
scheme in [8]. Hence, higher gain will be obtained, if the total
transmit power at the relays are equal in [8] and our schemes.

—&#— SC-FDE (EPA)

—e— SC-FDE-DFE (EPA} |

—— SC-FDE (OPA)

—@— SC~-FDE-DFZ (OPA)||
o [8] schame i

BER

Fig. 4. BERs of SC-FDE and SC-FDE-DFE with equal and optimum power
allocations vs. delay spread factor o;. Ng = Np = 3, L, = Ly =21, and
SNR = 10dB. For comparison, the BER of the proposed scheme in [8] is
also shown.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered DF relay networks with one
source, one multi-antenna relay, and multi-antenna destination
in frequency-selective channels. We employed SC-FDE with
or without decision feedback filter to combat the ISI in highly
time dispersive channels. The relaying schemes were under
equal and optimum power allocation assumptions for constant
total transmit power at the relay. Using MMSE criterion, opti-
mum filter taps and assigned coefficients for power allocation
were calculated. Without requiring full CSI at the relay and
destination, it is illustrated that in DF relay networks which
use SC-FDE, our relaying scheme has superior performance
compared to previous schemes.
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