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Abstract— Performance of cooperative diversity schemes at signal completely (i.e. when the the source-relay chanxel e
Low Signal to Noise Ratios (LSNR) was recently studied by ceeds a certain threshold) otherwise the source simplyatepe

Avestimehr et. al. [1] who emphasized the importance of divBity - yq transmission. Thus SDF also transmits energy contisiyou
gain over multiplexing gain at low SNRs. It has also been poied . to th twork thereb hieving full di it
out that continuous energy transfer to the channel is neceasy Into the networ ereby achieving full diversity.

for achieving the max-flow min-cut bound at LSNR. Motivated hy s M
this we propose the use of Selection Decode and Forward (SDF) - SYSTEM MODEL

at LSNR and analyze its performance in terms of the outage  \We consider a system model similar to the one suggested in

probability. We also propose an energy optimization scheme 151 consisting of two transmitting terminals and one reeei

which further brings down the outage probability. i - . .
terminal as shown in Fifl] 1. The notation, baseband equitale

I. INTRODUCTION

Cooperative diversity has attracted considerable interes

researchers recently. The focus has been on design of efficie f g

protocols, especially in the slow fading scenario [2], [3jere d

spatial diversity offers an interesting method to combat th asr,,"

occasional deep fades in the channel.
At high Signal-to-Noise ratios (HSNR), the performance Y S Bsd

of a cooperative diversity protocol is best measured by the
diversity-multiplexing trade off it achieves [3], [4]. AW
SNRs however, as shown in [1], the energy efficiency (and
hence diversity) becomes far more important.

Thus conventional schemes like Amplify and Forward (AF)
and Decode and Forward (DF) [2] become sub optimal afodel and the channel allocation diagram is same as in [2].
LSNRs because they are inefficient in the transfer of energyius for direct transmission,
to the network.

In [1], a novel Bursty AF (BAF) has been proposed that ya[n] = asazxs[n] + zaln] l<n<N/2 (1)
achieves full inersity at LSNRs. The max-flow min-cut boungnere N is the total block length (in number of symbols)
was also derived and the performance of BAF was shown{qq,. ;1] denotes the signal transmitted by the source at time
achieve the bound upto a first order approximation. n. The noise terme; for j € {s,r,d} are also zero mean

When the source knows the source-relay channel gaifcylarly symmetric complex Gaussian random variabldh wi
the performance can be further improved. This method WB8wer spectral densities af,. As in [2], the subscript is
proposed in [S] where the authors proposed to switch betweggicative of the respective terminal (source, relay ortides

BAF and DF sghemes based on the §ourc_e-relay chanrﬂ@n). Similarly, for the other terminaly/2+1 < n < N as
Usually the requirement of CSI at transmitter involves alfe€snown in Fig[2. For the case of cooperative diversity,

back channel which means extra resources and more system
complexity. Using the system model of [2] however, we see ya[n] = asazs[n] + za[n] 1<n<N/4A (2
that for any realistic system with two cooperating mobites, yr[n] = agras[n] + z.[n] 1<n<N/4 (3)
mobiles must switch their roles as source and relay. Thus the .
source-relay channel information acquired while the netsl yaln] = arazrln] + zaln] - N/A+1<n< N2 (4)
acting as a relay can be used in the next block while actinghere a,,, asq and a,q are the channels between source-
as source thereby obviating the need for feedback. relay, source-destination and relay-destination respgt

We also show that this channel information at the sour&atistically these are modeled as zero mean, independent,
allows us to use the selection relaying protocol. In a s@ect circularly symmetric, complex Gaussian random variablits w
relaying protocol like Selection Decode and Forward (SDFyariancess;; wherei € {s,r} andj € {r,d}. As in [2], the
the relay transmits only when it is able to decode the redeiveeceiver is assumed to have perfect knowledge of the channel

S

Fig. 1. System Model
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its signal. This makes the transfer of energy continuous and

as a result helps achieving better performance. In fact for a

higher order analysis, the SDF protocol performs even bette

than the BAF.

| TR — | ) R | A similar adaptive scheme (AS) that switches between BAF
AR ISt A NIl ML and DF was proposed recently in [5]. The scheme utilizes

N/4 S source-relay channel gain at the receiver and performerbett
Cooperauve Dlver5|ty than the BAF scheme

| T, Tx | T,Tx |

Direct Transmission

A. Performance at Low SNR

A higher order analysis of various protocols at LSNR was
first done in [5]. Takingaan = 2R/p for consistency with

in which . tant fov bol int s (ie. ti the system model, the results of [5] are repeated here for
tgall(ln Wt ICt remaﬂ[n conilank Fsym ol Intervais (".ﬁ' d'metconvenience. Also for the sake of comparison, we assume all
axen to zransml on% ock). romg now on we Wil 0Ntk annels to have unit variance (ie.=1VYi3).
g1 = lasd|”s 92 = |arqal” andh = |ag,|

7e L The outage probability of the BAF and AS protocols are
Further, similar to [1]-[3], we assume similar implementa- gep y P

Fig. 2. Channel Allocation for equal data case

. . iven b
tion constraints, namely half duplex channel, absence df y
at transmitter, and power constraints given by Ppap = a2 — 2a3 log o (6)
Py
pl = () Pys = o’ +2a° 7
Ny

where P, is the power of each symbol. Note that similar tgvhere similar _to [H.a = O asp — O The derivation O.f
o . above expression for BAF is very similar to the one outlined
[2], CSI about the source-relay channel is still availalde t . . :
' . in [1] except that we consider a higher order term in all

both source and relay as explained earlier. NS .
our approximations. We now derive the performance of SDF

I1l. SELECTION DECODE AND FORWARD IN LOow SNR scheme. The mutual information between the source and the

The Selection Decode and Forward (SDF) scheme was fif§Stination (see [6]) was derived in [2] and is given by,
proposed in [2], where its HSNR behayior was analyzed. Here Llog(1 + 2pg1) Llog(1+hp) <R
we evaluate the performance of SDF in LSNR and show that/spr = Log(1 4+ plgr + g2])  Llog(1+hp) > R (8)
it performs better than any of the existing schemes. 2708 ploLT 32l 3708 P

The importance of cooperative diversity at LSNR was firsvhere the factor of 2 appears because of the repetition godin
analyzed in [1], where the authors showed that the impawhtthe source message. The outage probability is now given
of fading and of diversity on the capacity, is much mory,

significant at LSNR while multiplexing gain plays little eol _

They further showed that the Amplify and Forward (AF) and Pllspr < R}y = P{gy < a/2}P{h < o}

Decode and Forward (DF) schemes perform poorly. In the AF +P{g1 + g2 <a}P{h>a}
scheme, the noisy signal received at the relay is amplified . 04_2 n 04_2

and retransmitted to the destination. This scheme fails at 2 2

LSNR because the relayed signal received at the destination =a? (9)

is often too noisy to give diversity advantage. Based o
this observation, the authors suggested the Bursty AF (BAF)
protocol which by transmltt_lng _at low duty cycles and low Pspp = a® — @O; (10)
rates actually overcomes this disadvantage. 24

Another interesting scheme that was analyzed was DF.Ve see that the SDF performs better than the BAF protocol. In
was shown that although DF gives full diversity, it does ndact if we were to derive the expression for max-flow min-cut
achieve the max-flow min-cut bound. The authors argued thaiund upto higher order, it would turn out to be,
achieving the bound requires continuous transfer of enegrgy 9 3

. . . PLB Z o — (11)

the channel irrespective of the channel gains. The DF scheme
on the other hand, transmits in the second time slot only ifwthich is higher than SDF. This is because this max-flow min-
is able to correctly decode the information received from tkcut bound derived in [1] assumed that the transmitters had
source in the first slot. The resulting discontinuity in eyer no CSI (thus it assumed the independence between the bits
transfer inevitably reduces the average energy transferéd transmitted at the source and the destination, see [1, Alpen
channel, resulting in an increase in outage probability. 1] for details) which is not the case with the SDF protocol.

To overcome this problem of discontinuous energy transfer,For comparison we also show the outage probabilities in
we propose the use of SDF, where in the event of relay beikigy. [3 where the improvement provided by SDF over other
unable to decode the source signal, the source must retitangthemes can easily be seen.

higher order analysis can also be done similarly and gives,



0015 to be better than the recently proposed bursty amplify and

—eoF forward and the adaptive schemes. Further we showed that
pdsoive stategy /] energy optimization for SDF yield slightly different retul
Zero CS| Lower Bound from that of max-flow min-cut bound because of the inherent
—#— Selection DF

sub optimality.
0.01r

APPENDIX

out

Here we derive the expression for the outage probability of
SDF scheme in terms af using second order approximations.
We start with the general case assuming variances,@f
arqg anda,,, to beoyy, 0.4 and o, respectively. Using the
expression in[{8), the outage probability is given by,

0.005

e 1 e 1
. P{lspr < R} = P{g1 < —~—}P{h < }
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+ P{g1+ g2 < pP{h > }
Fig. 3. Comparison of various schemes at low SMR= 2R/p (14)

Now g1, go and h, as defined before, are exponentially
distributed random variables with means;, 0,4 and o,
IV. ENERGY OPTIMIZATION respectively. Thereforg + g is exponentially distributed with
As has already been pointed out in [1], energy is a treasuriégl cumulative distribution function given by,
resource at LSNR. Thus energy optimization becomes far more .
important here. In [1] an enegrz;/y F())ptimization was done with Plgrtgo <ap=1-c"(1+2) (15)
respect to the amount of energy allocated to different sldising these results ifi_(1L4), we get
for the max-flow min-cut bound. However as we have seen, ( L on an
1-— eT) (1 —e » )

the bound has been achieved only approximately. We shold/spr < R} =

therefore optimize the energy allocation with respect t® th -

outage probability itself rather than the bound. " (1 Lt (1 L& 1)) (eﬁ)
Assume that a fraction of the total power is devoted to p

direct transmission and fraction— x to relayed (or direct as

may be the case) transmission. Thus the SNR at destinatio%f'ﬁceR' 0 and% approach zero, we may simply expafd](16)

2zp in first slot and2(1 — z)p in the second slot. The OUtageusing a Taylor Series approximation and obtain ,
probability is now given by,

2R\? 29 (2R\° 2R\*
P{Ispr < R} = P{¢1 < a/2} P{2hx < a} P{Ispr < R} = (7) o1 (7) +O[<7) ] (A7)
+ P{2g1x + 2¢92(1 — x) < a} P{2hz > « .
g & 292( ) HA } where we have take® — 0. Now settinga = 2R/p as
T before, we obtain the desired resilili](10).
4 8x(1 — )
a? [ 3-2 REFERENCES
- ? <x(1 — x)) (12) [1] A. Salman Avestimehr and David N. C. Ts€utage Capacity of the
] o ) ) Fading Relay Channel in the Low SNR RegimdEEE Trans. Info.
using results from [1]. Minimizing the above expressioncin Theory, Vol. 51, No. 9, pp 3284-89 Sept. 2005
we get [2] J. Nicholas Laneman, David N. C. Tse and Gregory W. Wdrnel
Cooperative Diversity in Wireless Networks: Efficient Pails and
z — § _ ﬁ ~ 0.634 (13) Outage Behavior, IEEE Trans. Info. Theory, vol.50, pp.3062-3080,
ot T 5 T Ty : Dec. 2004.

. . . . [3] Kambiz Azarian, Hesham ElI Gamal and Philip Schnité@n the
Notice that the corresponding expression for max-flow mih-C =~ achievable DiversityMultiplexing Tradeoff in Half-Dupl€Cooperative

bound (given in [1]) when evaluated for symmetric case gives Channels’IEEE Trans on Info. Theory, Vol. 51, No. 12, pp 1073-1096,
an optimum value of:,,: ~ 0.667 which is slightly different pp. 4152-4172, Dec. 2005.

L . . . [4] Lizhong Zheng and David N. C. TséDiversity and Multiplexing: A
from above. Similar difference is expected for non-symioetr Fundamental Tradeoff in Multiple-Antenna Channel&2EE Trans on

case as well, particularly when asymmetry is large (ie. fier t Info. Theory, Vol. 49, No. 5, pp 1073-1096, May 2003. .
case wheny, and’ differ considerablv). [5] Masoud Sharif, \(enkatesh Saligrama, (_Beorge Atia, leﬁg_pacny of
Y1, 92 y) Relay Channels in Low SNR: An Adaptive Strategy, submiteTW
2006.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK [6] Thomas M. Cover, Joy A. ThomasElements of Information Theory
The optimality of Selection Decode and Forward (SDF) John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1991.

was analyzed at low signal-to-noise ratio (LSNR) and shown



	Introduction
	System Model
	Selection Decode and Forward in Low SNR
	Performance at Low SNR

	Energy optimization
	Conclusion and Future work
	Appendix
	References

