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Abstract—Barrage relays networks (BRNs) are ad hoc networks
built on a rapid cooperative flooding primitive as opposed to
the traditional point-to-point link abstraction. Controlled barrage
regions (CBRs) can be used to contain this flooding primitive
for unicast and multicast, thereby enablingspatial reuse. In this
paper, the behavior of individual CBRs is described as a Markv
process that models the potential cooperative relay transissions.
The outage probability for a CBR is found in closed form for a
given topology, and the probability takes into account fadng and
co-channel interference (CCI) between adjacent CBRs. Hamg
adopted this accurate analytical framework, this paper praceeds
to optimize a BRN by finding the optimal size of each CBR, the
number of relays contained within each CBR, the optimal rely
locations when they are constrained to lie on a straight lineand
the code rate that maximizes the transport capacity.

I. INTRODUCTION

receiver signal processing employed in BRNs which enables
packets to be longer and data rates to be larger than thesewver
of the maximum relative delay spread between cooperating
transmitters. The most important difference between mere r
cent OLA descriptions (e.gl. [L1]) and BRNs is the lattesg u

of autonomous cooperative communicatiors|[7] as opposed to
distributed space-time coding. This feature makes BRNsmor
suited for use in highly dynamic, tactical environments.

In this paper, unicast data transport in a CBR is modeled
as a Markov process. Since relaying in BRNs is entirely
opportunistic, a Markov chain is used to track every possibl
cooperative link transmission. The transition probaletitare
evaluated for a given network topology via a closed-form
expression for the outage probability of each cooperative
transmission[12], which takes into account path loss, &gl

A significant research investment has been made over taeing, noise, and co-channel interference (CCl) from catja

past decade on the topic aboperative communications for

CBRs. A key analytical challenge is that on the one hand,

wireless networks in general, and mobile ad hoc networlClI influences which nodes successfully receive and thexefo
(MANETS) in particular. The improvements provided by itaffects the transition probabilities of the Markov progesst
have been widely noted in the literatufe [1]] [2]. See, for iron the other hand, the transition probabilities of the Marko

stance,[[B]-[[7] for example protocols involving singletama
mobiles that cooperatively transmit and/or receiBarrage

process determine which nodes transmit and thereforetaffec
the interference. This coupling between the transition @urtel

relay networks (BRNs) are a kind of cooperative MANET age probabilities is solved using an iterative approacleraiy
designed for use at the tactical edgé [8]. BRNs utilize timie transition probabilities of the local CBR are used tadsee
division multiple access (TDMA) and cooperative communihe transition probabilities of neighboring CBRs, assurted
cations as the basis of an efficient flooding protocol wherelpe similarly configured. On the best of our knowledge, Markov
packets ripple out from sources in pipelined spatial walres. processes were also used to analyze a cooperative system in
a BRN, simultaneous transmissions of the same packet ather papers, but the interference was neglected| el g[f4g],

not suppressed but rather exploited for the resulting ditser or, when it is considered, simplified assumptions, which are

gains. The spatial extent of unicast and multicast trarsons
can be contained in BRNs viaontrolled barrage regions

accurate only for high density networks, were madg [15] in
order to facilitate the analysis.

(CBRs). Briefly, a CBR is established by identifying a ring Having established an analysis that can obtain exact ex-
of buffer nodes around a portion of the network containingressions for the throughput of a given network configuratio

a source and its destination(s). Within the CBR, the barratiés paper proceeds to optimize the network with respect to
flooding primitive is used to transport data. The buffers-sughe transport capacity (TC), which is a measure of forward
press their relay function, thereby enabling multiple CBRSs progress. In particular, the optimal CBR size is identified,
be active at the same time. The increase in network capaclgng with the optimal configuration (number and location)
afforded by thisspatial reuse was analyzed in[[9] under of relays within each CBR, and the optimal code rate for each

standard information theoretic assumptions.

transmission.

BRNs resemble the opportunistic large arrays (OLAS) in-

troduced by Scaglione and Hong inl [6]. Indeed, analogs to

Il. BARRAGE RELAY NETWORK

CBRs in OLAs have been proposed [10]. Both OLAs and A BRN is a simplified abstraction of a tactical MANET
BRNSs exploit the diversity that can be obtained when mudtiplrchitecture that is currently being used in the fiéld [B], [9
nodes transmit identical packets. BRNs can be distingdishBRNs employ TDMA and cooperative communications. All
from early OLA descriptions by the time synchronization andodes utilize a common frame format that requires coarse
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Fig. 1. Example of BRNs, composed of multiple CBRs. Each CBRdmposed a four-node network.

slot-level synchronization. This can be accomplished via dgestination for transmissions emanating from within theRCB
distributed network timing protocol when a satellite refece External packets may enter the CBR only through a buffer
is unavailable. BRNs use autonomous cooperative communioade, and packets internal to a CBR may only propagate to
tions rather than distributed beamforming or space-tintkrgp the rest of the network through a buffer node. In this way,
to (i) minimize the communications overhead required fanultiple unicast transmissions may be established in raiffe
cooperation and (ii) enable multiple transmitters to pgptte portions of the network. This is referred to gzatial reuse.
in cooperative links to multiple destinations without krinogy  The buffer and interior nodes corresponding to a given ssurc
which other nodes are transmitting. As detailed[ih [7], eadlestination pair can be specified via the broadcast of réques
node applies an independent, random phase-dithering'patt®-send (RTS) / clear-to-send (CTS) packéts [16].
to each relayed message. This induces a time-varying fadingAn example of linear BRN is shown in Figl 1. Each CBR in
characteristic at each receiver. By changing the phaserditthe example is made up of four nodes. The two interior nodes
within a packet, destructive interference across an entire packeach CBR,R; and R», act as relays, while the other two
can be avoided. When modern codes with long block lengthedes are buffers, acting as the soufcend destinatiorD of
are used, the phase-dithering technique effectively kages the transmissions within the CBR, respectively. In the aafse
spatial diversity from multiple transmitters into time digity a linear BRN, each CBR is defined to be a segment of length
that can be captured via maximal-likelihood sequence astimi, here assumed to be the same for all CBRs.
tion (MLSE) equalization and iterative detection. Let N be the number of interior nodes in a CBR. It is
The BRN flooding primitive works as follows. Duringassumed that the transmission from a CBR’s source to its
the first slot of a frame, the source broadcasts its messagestination must take place within one radio frame or else
During the second slot, any node that received and sucdlgssfan outage occurf. Since each node transmits each packet at
decoded the initial transmission will rebroadcast it. If rmo most once, the maximum number of transmissions per frame
than one node concurrently transmits the message, then ithé” = N + 1. Since each transmission requires one slot,
superposition of their signals is received. The diversaalig the maximum number of slots per radio frame is aléor- 1.
components are effectively maximal-ratio combined at eadlhile variable-length frames could be supported, this woul
receiver. During each subsequent slot, all messages that weomplicate the synchronization of neighboring CBRs. Ihisst
successfully decoded during the previous slot are rebasidcassumed that all CBRs haveé interior nodes and” = N + 1.
The process repeats until either the destination is reacieed A packet may be broadcast by the source of a CBR during
receiver successfully decodes a transmission, or a maximanly the first time slot of a frame. In ideal channel conditipn
number of transmissions is reached. Packets thus propadhis possible that the destination receives the initialreeu
outward from the source via decode-and-forward approach. transmission in the first slot, though more generally, aolalétl
To prevent relay transmissions from propagating back tdgvartransmissions from the interior nodes may be required for
the source, each node relays a given packet only once. successful reception. The buffer node acting as the soorce f
one CBR also acts as the destination for the previous CBR.
Because the nodes operate in a half-duplex mode, it is not
In a traditional network, a link is defined by a transpossible for the buffer to simultaneously transmit into one
mit/receive radio pair that share a suitably reliable poinEBR while receiving from another CBR. Thus, it is advisable
to-point communications channel. A unicast route is simply only allow one of the two CBRs serviced by a given buffer
a series of these links connecting a source-destinatio® neghde to be active: i.e., either the CBR that the buffer node
pair. In a BRN, however, links are cooperative and comprisg transmitting into is active or the CBR that the buffer node
multiple transmitters and receivers. A cooperative pathasle s receiving from is active, but not both. More generallysth
up of series of cooperative links between the source aggggests that CBRs can be divided into two types during a

destination nodes. A CBR is simply the union of one Qarticular radio frame: 1jctive zones and 2) silent zones.
more such cooperative paths within some subregiomone

of the overall network. CBRs afford a mechanism for unicast'Note that in practice, BRNs often employ a fixed frame lengttFo= 4

. " ._and a fixed maximum number of relays that is greater thafg]. In such
transport that is more robust than both traditional umcarcrgtworks, spatial pipelining enables multiple packets éoaitive within a

routing and non-cooperative multipath variarts| [16]. given CBR at the same time. In the interest of analytical tataifity, this
CBRs can be established by specifying a setboffer Paper considers only interference from transmissionsffereint CBRs. This

h . is motivated by the observations that (i) in practice, mastital unicast traffic
nodes around a set of cooperatimgerior nodes. Each buffer is local so that CBRs will typically be less thathops long and (ii) inter-CBR

node acts as the source for transmissions into a CBR and ith@ference is more problematic than intra-CBR interieeewhens = 4.

IIl. CONTROLLED BARRAGE REGIONS



During a given radio frame, only the nodes in active zones mayakes the analysis manageable. Furthermore, as a worst-
transmit. As illustrated in Fid.]1, zones will typically athate case scenario, the analysis makes it possible to obtain an
between active zones and silent zones, though it is feaibleupper bound on outage probability, which happens to be tight
have even further spatial separation between active zénes[18]. Under this assumption and by usidg (1) ahdl (2), the
key advantage to alternating between active and silentszomestantaneous signal-to-interference-plus-noise (&IbIR) at

is that it provides spatial separation between CCI, as the C@obile X; during slott is

in a given active zone is due to transmissions in other active Z gk Qk y

zones, which are at least two zones away.

keg(?
7 = = 3)
IV. NETWORK MODEL r'+ Z I; 9”
®
Consider a BRN composed df CBRs. The BRN is a . 29

set of M mobile radios omodes X — {X, ..., X}. The whereT' = d$P/N is the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of a

variable X; represents both th&" node and its location. In unit-distance transm|55|(()tr)1 when fading is absént; = d; '
the following, X; is typically used to denote a transmittings the relative path gain’;™ is a Bernoulli variable mdugatmg
node andX; used to describe a receiving node. During thée X; is a source of interference during skotand P[Z; v

' time slot of aframet € {1,..., F'}, nodeX; transmits with 1] = ( ),
probablhtypZ .Any nodeina silent zone will be characterized Let@ denote the minimum SINR required By; for reliable
by p'") = 0 for all slots of the frame. Since the source of aféception andf2; = {Q ..., ;} represent the set of

active CBR may only transmit |n the first slot of the frame, if€lative path galns from aI{X } to X;. An outage occurs
is characterized byo( ) andp =0forte{2,..F} when the SINR falls belov. Condltlonmg on the path gains

. t) .
Let X(t) C X be the set of cooperating barraging nodes $2; @nd the set of barraging nodé:# , the outage probability
of mobile X; during slott is

that transm|t identical packets t8; during thet'" time slot, (t) B ®
|| the number of barraging transmitters, a@ifi’ the set e = Ply’< B‘QJ-,XJ- : 4)

of the indexes of the nodes it'"’. Nodes within the same Because it Is cond|t|ened 0KY;, the ou_tage probeb|llty
J depends on the particular network realization, which has

t)
CBR asX; but not in.x;" do not transmit; i.e., there is NO gynamics over timescales that are much slower than thedadin
intra-CBR mterference However nodes in other active €B rom [12], the outage probability in Rayleigh fading is

are potential sources of mterference and each such ndte wi

G- Q
generate CCl with probablllt;aZ . The value ofpZ for each ;g =1= Z exXp Tl H Q. _JQS ,
of these nodes will depend on the dynamics of the protocol, kegtt . s€G\") sk 7 7
as will be descrlbe(_j sh_ortly. _ Qs+ 8 (1 _p(_t)) Qi
When X; transmits, it broadcasts a signal whose average % H - ' z (5)
received power in the absence of fadingHs at a reference Qi + Qs 5

Zgg(t)
The outage probablhty is conditioned on the node locations
gepresented by thgQ;;}) and by the particular set of

rraging transmitters (represented B&t)). Notice that if

distancel. For ease of exposition, it is assumed that allxhe
that transmit do so with a common powBr = P. However,
this assumption could be relaxed at the expense of sligh
complicating the notation and analysis;’'s power at receiver

X, during time slott is x| =1, @) coincides with (30) in[19] and (13) if [20].
p = Pl f(diy) (1) V. CBR AS A MARKOV PROCESS
Whereg is the power gain due to fading; ; = || X; — X Consider a single packet being transmitted through a single

is the dlstance fronk; to X;, andf(-) is a path-loss functlon CBR composed of a source (denot8)l a destination D)
The {g )} are independent and exponentially distributed witand N relays (R, ..., Ry }). At the boundary between any
unit mean corresponding to Rayleigh fading. It is assumégo time slots, each node can be in one of the three following
that the{g' )} remain fixed for the duration of a time slot, butstates, which we refer to as timede state:

vary mdependently from slot to slot. Fdr> do, the path-loss  « Node staté): The node has not yet successfully decoded

function is expressed as the attenuation power law the packet.
a\ “ o Node statel: It has just decoded the packet received
fld) = do @ during previous slot, and it will transmit on next slot.
wherea > 2 is the attenuation power-law exponent, afid o Node state: It has decoded the packet in an earlier slot
is sufficiently large that the signals are in the far field. and it will no longer transmit or receive that packet.

A commonly accepted approach to analyzing diversiffhe state of the CBR is the concatenation of the states of the
combining is to assume that the interference realizations individual nodes within the CBR. Hereafter, we refer to taés
the different branches are the same; i.e., the interferencehe CBR state. The CBR state can be compactly represented
fully-correlated among the branches (cf..][17]). Whilecdly by a vector of the fornS, R4, ..., Ry, D] containing the states
speaking, this condition is not always met, the assumptioi the source, relays, and destination.



The behavior of the CBR can be described as ahn

sorbing Markov process, which describes the dynamics of Pis
how the CBR states evolve over a radio frame. Define

s = {s1,82,...,5,}, Which is thestate space of the process P13
composed op Markov statess;. An absorbing Markov process

is characterized by transient states and» absorbing states. P14

A state s; of a Markov chain is calledabsorbing if once

in that state, it is impossible to leave it, while a state that
is not absorbing is called &ransient state. We note that it
is often possible to group several CBR states into a single 8 [2001]
Markov state. For instance, we group all of the CBR states
corresponding to successful decoding by the destinatitm in
a single absorbing Markov state.

The probability that the process moves from (Markov) state
s; to states; is denoted byp, ; and the probabilitiegp; ;}
are calledtransition probabilities. Fig.[2 shows the Markov
chain for a CBR withN = 2 relays (a four-node network). Siot 1
The CBR states are shown as a 4-element vector, along with
the transition probabilities. The message is successfigliy- Fig. 2. Markov chain for a CBR composed of four nodgs £ 2). Transient
ered whenever the destination receives the message, vehic tes are in white, while the CBR success absorbing stategien and the
. . . ! R outage absorbing state is in red. Each of the two abspdiates is the
indicated by a 1 in the last position of the CBR-state vectQion of several CBR states.
Such states are marked in green, and hereafter we refeisto thi h K » babilit laced i
condition as aCBR success. The transmission fails whenever '€ Mar ov.transmorp] probabi |tt}|Les are place mtcstart]e
all entries in the CBR-state vector are either 0 or 2, indligat ansition matrix P, whose (i, 7)™ entry is {p;;}. The
that none of the nodes that have not yet transmitted hé\\ﬂé@\rkov states are ordered such that thansient states and

successfully received the message. Such states are marké&qexed be_fpre the a_lbsorblng states. With _th's order_lng, the
red, and hereafter we refer to this condition a8BR outage. state transition matrix assumes the following canonicainfo

Each transient state in the Markov process corresponds tgzy] Q R
single CBR state, and such states are numbered 1 through P = 0 I} (6)

6 in the diagram. The 4 CBR states that correspond tomﬁ'lereQ is ther x 7 transient matrix, R is ther x r absorbing
CBR outage are collapsed into a single absorbing state B ix and I is anr x r identity matrix.

the Markov process (state 7), and similarly the 9 CBR statesl_et b..; be the probability that the process will be absorbed

correspondlng to a CBR success are collapsed into a S'”ﬁ’l‘?he absorbing state; if it starts in the transient statg. The
absorbing state of the Markov process (state 8). absorbing probability b; ; is the (i, j)!" entry of the matrixB,
Consider how the CBR state may change from time Which can be computed by (see, for instarice [21])
time ¢ + 1. All nodes at timet with node state 1 transmit, so B=NR (7
at timet + 1, those nodes will now be in state 2. All nodesvhere N = (I — Q)" is the fundamental matrix. The two
that have node state O at timewill receive the transmission, absorbing states are indexed so that the first absorbing stat
so at timet + 1 these nodes will be either in state 1 (if thecorresponds to a CBR outage, while the second corresponds
transmission was successful) or 0 (if the transmissioeddil to a CBR success. Since the process always starts insstate
Since the channels from transmitting to receiving nodes atefollows that b, ; is the CBR outage probability (which is
independent, the state transition probability is the povdundicated byecpr) andb; o is the CBR success probability
of the individual transmission probabilities. For instanthe (which isécpr =1 — ecpr).
probability of going from state [1100] to [2210] is the pradu  Example # 1 Consider the four-node CBR whose nodes are
of the probability thatR, successfully decodes the jointequally spaced along a line, as shown in the inset in[Big. 3.
transmission (fromS and R;) and the probability thatD In this example, the CCI from adjacent CBRs is neglected,
does not successfully decode the transmission. The ingitidand the path-loss exponent is = 3.5. Fig. [3 shows the
probability of successful decoding at each node is foundgusiCBR outage probability as a function of the SNRfor three
the outage probability of({5). While there is a one-to-onealues of the threshol@. Solid curves are obtained analyti-
correspondence between CBR states and the transient Mar&ally according to the methodology of this section, while th
states, there are several CBR states associated with eacmafkers correspond to a simulation using the methodology
the two absorbing Markov states. Thus, for each absorbimgroduced in [[22]. In particular, the simulation works by
Markov state, the probability of transitioning into it iswe to  first computing the outage probabilities usifig (5), usingsth
the sum of the probabilities of transitioning into the citugint probabilities to determine the state-transition probted, and
CBR states. simulating each state transition by drawing a random number
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Fig. 3. CBR outage probability as a function Bfwhen CCI is neglected. Fig. 4. CBR outage probability for thet" CBR as function of the number
The solid lines are obtained analytically while the markans obtained from  of iterations used. Set of curves at the tdp= 0 dB. Set of curves at the
Monte Carlo simulation. The network topology is a four note Inetwork pottom:T" = 10 dB. Each set of curves is obtained using three values.of
shown in the inset, and = 3.5.

The analytical results coincide with the simulations asssho ~ 2) Recursion: Incremenit. Evaluate eactP[i;] using the
in Fig. [3, and any discrepancy between the curves can be {pl(-t) [ir — 1]} from the previous iteration.
attributed to the finite number of Monte Carlo trial$){ trials 3) Decision: Halt the process h]P,(jf) — P,(jf’l)||p <
were executed per SNR point). &, Vk, where the operatdt - || is the Frobenius norm
and¢ is a tolerance. Otherwise, go back to step 2.
Example # 2 The approach is further simplified if it is
Let P, represent the transition matrix of thé” CBR. The assumed that the BRN is comprised of an infinite cascade
transition probabilities ifP;, are computed using(5), whichof CBRs, all having identical topology. ThB, and the set
depend on the(p"”} associated with nodes in other CBRsof {p"} will be the same in all active zones. Because of
However, eacrpit) represents the probability that nodg, ~ this, performance can be described bgypical CBR. In this
transmits during time slot, which can be found from the €xample, assume that each CBR is composed of four nodes
P, of the corresponding CBR. Thus, interference causesWhich are configured as in Example #1. The typical CBR is
linkage between the transition probabilities in the giveBRC analyzed assuming it receives CCI from just the two closest
and the transmission probabilities of adjacent CBRs. Whifgljacent active zones (the interference from distant zes
this linkage could be handled by considering the overall BRReglected). Figll4 shows the CBR outage probability for a
as one large Markov chain, this is a cumbersome solution ®ical CBR as a function of the number of iterations used
the number of states grows exponentially with the number B¥ the algorithm described above. Curves are shown for two
nodes. A more efficient approach is an iterative one, whidMglues ofl" and three values af. All six curves are obtained
alternates between computing t{'lﬁl(-t)} and the{P,}. yvith £ =6 dB. Fig.IZ, shows that the CBR outage probability
Let S;, be the set of states associated with time sland Increases as a function of the number of iterations, andhleat
labeled with a ‘1’ in the position corresponding 1. These iterative method converges rapidly after very few itenasio

are the states for whiclX; transmits during time slot. The VII. NETWORK OPTIMIZATION

. (t) . R
probability p,”” can be found by adding the probabilities of . e
being in each of the states &) ;, given that the system starts The transport capacity [23] of an ad hoc network quantifies

from initial states; . The probability of being in state; € S, the rate that data can be reliably communicated over a unit of

is found by multiplying the probabilities of all transitierin distance, and is typically expressed in units of mete_r—ﬂnals
the Markov chain leading from statg to states; _second. In the context of a BRN, the TC of a typical CBR

Let P,[i;] represent the state transition matrix for thié IS
CBR corresponding to iteratiofy, and similarly Ietpgt) [i4]
represent the transmission probability for #i& user during
the ' time slot corresponding to iteration. The iterative
method can be described as follows:

1) Initialization: Seti, = 0 and initializep" [0] = 0, Vi, , T = R 9)

which corresponds to neglecting interference. Then comhere R is the code rate expressed in units of bits per
pute eachP}[0] using the initial{pl(.t) [0]}. channel use (bpcu) and the factor 2 in the denominator is

VI. INTER-CBR INTERFERENCE

T=Td (8)
whereT is the throughput of the CBR andd is the distance
between the CBR’s source and destination. From [24], the
throughput can be written as

(1 —ecBr)



TABLE |
OPTIMIZATION RESULTS.

[T(ndB) JCCI] R [N d] Optimal nodes’ location for a line network | Topt |
S D
0 ] 44521 0 03| @ g 0.490
S R Ry Ry Ry Rs D
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a consequence of the buffer nodes operating in half-duplex random variable indicating if the relay should be
mode, or, equivalently, due to alternating between active a moved or if it should remain in its current location.
silent zones. b) If the nodeX; is to be moved, the direction (right
Substituting [(P) into[(8), and relating the rate and the SINR or left) of movement is selected with equal prob-
threshold byR = log, (1 + 3), which is the Shannon capacity ability. The new position is obtained by moving
for complex discrete-time AWGN channels, yields the current posdition in the selected direction by a
T — d2 (6]33;%1) log, (1 + 8) . (10) distanceA = AN where initially na = 2.

Let X, be a vector containing the position of thérelays
in the k" CBR. The goal of the network optimization is to

3) Compute the TC for the endpoints and the midpoints of
the interval of one of the parameters in the G@&t N, d)

determine the se® = (X, R, N, d) that maximizes the TC. and for the different sets of locations of the relays. For

Because the TC is nonlinear ® and the search space is

each pair(N,d) chosen, determine the vectdf; that

multi-dimensional, efficiently finding a solution is a cteibe. provides the higher TC and replace th&. (N, d) in

However, by initially using an exhaustive search, we have
confirmed that the optimization surface is convex over the 4
set(R, N,d). Thus, the optimization can be solved through a
convex optimization ove(R, N, d) combined by a stochastic
optimization overX. It follows that an efficient approach to
finding the optimal se® is as follows:

1)

2)

the reference set with this vector.

) For the same parameter of the 4, V,d) used in
step[B, move the midpoint of the interval towards the
endpoint that gives higher TC. For each pé&iv,d),
generate the three sets of positions as in Etep 2.

5) Repeat stepl 3 and 4 recursively for all the parameters in
the set(R, N, d) and gradually reduce for one parameter
at the time the range between the endpoints and the
midpoint until a certain tolerance is reached. If the
optimal TC remains the same as in the previous iteration
na is increased by one, until a certain value is achieved.

6) If the optimal TC remains the same as in the previous
iteration, for all the parameters in the sek, N,d)
it is not possible to further reduce the range between
the endpoints and the midpoint, since a given tolerance
is achieved, anchp reaches its maximum value, the
algorithm stops.

For each of the parameter§, R and d, select a pair
of endpoints and a midpoin8t{ = 27 points). The end-
points should initially be far enough apart to guarantee
that the optimal point lies within the endpoints.
Define areference vector X ¢ (IV, d), which is a vector
X . for the pair(N, d) and areference set { X e (N, d)}
containing the reference vectors of @V, d) considered
by the algorithm. Create three vectofX,} for each
pair of (IV, d). When(N, d) is chosen for the first time,
the first vector of{ X} is obtained by placing thév
relays on the lengthl-line connecting the source and
the destination and this vector is added to the referenchsing the methodok)gy described above' Optimization re-
set, constitutingX r.r (IV, d) for the pair(.V, d) chosen. sults were obtained under the same assumptions that were
The placementis done such that relays are separated Qsad in Example#2. In particular, it is assumed that the
minimum distance; = 5%, but are otherwise uniformly BRN extends infinitely and CBRs are composed of line
distributed along the line. If the paitV,d) has been networks with the same number of relays which are all equally
already used, the first vector ¢£X } is set to be equal positioned. For each CBR the only CCI considered are the ones
to Xer (IV,d). The other two vectors are obtained b¥rom the two closest adjacent active zones (the interferenc
mutating X r (N, d) as follows: from farther active zones is neglected, since they are at lea
a) For each relay inX . (N,d), draw a Bernoulli at3d distance away). Although this assumptions can be relaxed



using the analysis and methodology proposed along thisrpapgs] A. Sendonaris, E. Erkip, and B. Aazhang, “User cooperatiiversity -

in this section they are used for simplicity of exposure.

Tablel]l shows the optimal values of, R, d and the optimal
location for the N relays. Optimization results are provided
for three values of' and when the CCl is neglected as well as
when they are taken into account. Vertical red lines indicat
the optimal position of the mobiles fdr = 0 dB, and they
are used to facilitate the graphical analysis and comparisdG]
of the optimal location of the mobiles for different scewatri
For all scenarios considered, the path loss exponent is fixéd
to a = 3.5. Table[) emphasizes that when there is no CClI,
the optimal configuration for a cooperative BRN is to usgg
short CBRs characterized by a point-to-point conventional
communication, while five relays distributed over a largBRC
allow to achieve the optimal TC when there is CCI from
the adjacent CBRs. As expected, the optimal TC increadeg
by increasingl’, since the links experience a more favorable
channel. Furthermore, the optimal TC increases going frqm;
a scenario in which there is CCI to one in which CCI is
neglected, and this is more prominent lasncreases since
the network becomes more interference sensitive. In agree
with [25], an increase if" produces a shift towards the source
of the optimal position of the relays, which increases tHe&s!
likelihood to cooperate among themselves. A more favorable
condition of the channel produces an increment in both tfi]
optimal code raté? and in the optimal dimension of the CBR.

VIII. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a new analysis and optimization for
unicast in a BRN. A BRN is analyzed by describing thé6]
behavior of each constituent CBRs as a Markov process. The
transition probabilities are computed by using a new closgch
form expression for the outage probability, which take® int
account the path loss, Rayleigh fading, and interferemter-
ference causes an interdependence between the transmigsi
and transition probabilities, which is taken into accouptain
iterative method, that updates the probability of collsidor
each CBR at each iteration for each one of the time slotse]
The analysis is used to optimize a BRN and in particular to
maximize the TC by finding the optimal number of relays
that need to be used in the CBRs that compose the BRby]
their optimal placemeniX, the optimal size of the CBRs
d and the optimal code rat& at which the nodes transmit. .,
While the analysis and the model have been used to study and
optimize a BRN, this work could be extended to different typd?22]
of cooperative ad hoc networks, for which multiple source

transmissions are diversity combined at the receiver.
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