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Abstract—We consider a general multiple antenna network
with multiple sources, multiple destinations and multiplerelays in
terms of the diversity-multiplexing tradeoff (DMT). We examine
several subcases of this most general problem taking into ecunt
the processing capability of the relays (half-duplex or fulduplex),
and the network geometry (clustered or non-clustered). We fét
study the multiple antenna relay channel with a full-duplexrelay
to understand the effect of increased degrees of freedom in
the direct link. We find DMT upper bounds and investigate
the achievable performance of decode-and-forward (DF), ah
compress-and-forward (CF) protocols. Our results suggesthat
while DF is DMT optimal when all terminals have one antenna
each, it may not maintain its good performance when the deges
of freedom in the direct link is increased, whereas CF contines
to perform optimally. We also study the multiple antenna rely
channel with a half-duplex relay. We show that the half-dupkx
DMT behavior can significantly be different from the full-du plex
case. We find that CF is DMT optimal for half-duplex relaying
as well, and is the first protocol known to achieve the half-
duplex relay DMT. We next study the multiple-access relay
channel (MARC) DMT. Finally, we investigate a system with
a single source-destination pair and multiple relays, eacmode
with a single antenna, and show that even under the idealisti
assumption of full-duplex relays and a clustered network, lis
virtual multi-input multi-output (MIMO) system can never f ully
mimic a real MIMO DMT. For cooperative systems with multiple
sources and multiple destinations the same limitation remias to
be in effect.

Index Terms— cooperation, diversity-multiplexing tradeoff,
fading channels, multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), relay
channel, wireless networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Next-generation wireless communication systems demagéj
both high transmission rates and a quality-of-service -guar

Additionally, taking advantage of the rich scattering eom
ment, MIMO increases spatial multiplexing [2], [3].

User cooperation/relaying is a practical alternative toA@
when the size of the wireless device is limited. Similar to
MIMO, cooperation among different users can increase the
achievable rates and decrease susceptibility to channial va
tions [4], [5]. In [6], the authors proposed relaying stopgs
that increase the system reliability. Although the capaoit
the general relay channel problem has been unsolved for over
thirty years [7], [8], the papers [4], [5] and [6] triggerediast
literature on cooperative wireless systems. Various netay
strategies and space-time code designs that increassitiver
gains or achievable rates are studied in [9]-[36].

As opposed to the either/or approach of higher reliability o
higher rate, the seminal paper [37] establishes the fundtahe
tradeoff between these two measures, reliability and rate,
also known as the diversity-multiplexing tradeoff (DMTarf
MIMO systems. At highSNR, the measure of reliability
is the diversity gain, which shows how fast the probability
of error decreases with increasirgiNR. The multiplexing
gain, on the other hand, describes how fast the actual rate
of the system increases wittiNR. DMT is a powerful tool
to evaluate the performance of different multiple antenna
schemes at highNR; it is also a useful performance measure
for cooperative/relay systems. On one hand it is easy enough
to tackle, and on the other hand it is strong enough to show
insightful comparisons among different relaying schemes.
While the capacity of the relay channel is not known in
general, it is possible to find relaying schemes that exhibit
optimal DMT performance. Therefore, in this work we study
operative/relaying systems from a DMT perspective.

In a general cooperative/relaying network with multiple

antee. This demand directly conflicts with the properties %Etenna nodes. some of the nodes are Sources. some are
the wireless medium. As a result of the scatterers in trEJl'Pestinations, and some are mere relays. Finding a complete

environment and mobile terminals, signal componentsvedei

DMT characterization of the most general network seems

over different propagation paths may add destructively_ Bfusive at this time, we will highlight some of the challeage

constructively and cause random fluctuations in the redeiv:

f the paper. Therefore, we examine the following important

signal strength [1]. This phenomena, which is called fadingubproblems of the most general network.

degrades the system performance. Multi-input multi-otitpu

(MIMO) systems introduce spatial diversity to combat fagdin
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« Problem 1:A single source-destination system, with one
relay, each node has multiple antennas,

o Problem 2:The multiple-access relay channel with mul-
tiple sources, one destination and one relay, each node
has multiple antennas,

« Problem 3:A single source-destination system with mul-
tiple relays, each node has a single antenna,

o Problem 4: A multiple source-multiple destination sys-
tem, each node has a single antenna.

An important constraint is the processing capability of
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the relay(s). We investigate cooperative/relaying systemd
strategies under the full-duplex assumption, i.e. wheeess
devices transmit and receive simultaneously, to highlggimhe
of the fundamental properties and limitations. Half-dusgs-

MIMO relay channels are studied in terms of ergodic
capacity in [41] and in terms of DMT in [42]. The latter
considers the NAF protocol only, presents a lower bound on
the DMT performance and designs space-time block codes.

tems, where wireless devices cannot transmit and recethe atThis lower bound is not tight in general and is valid only
same time, are also of interest, as the half-duplex assamptif the number of relay antennas is less than or equal to the
more accurately models a practical system. Therefore, wamber of source antennas.
study both full-duplex and half-duplex relays in the above The multiple-access relay channel (MARC) is introduced
network configurations. in [43], [20], [44]. In MARC, the relay helps multiple source
The channel model and relative node locations have aimultaneously to reach a common destination. The DMT for
important effect on the DMT results that we provide in thithe half-duplex MARC with single antenna nodes is studied
paper. In [38], we investigateBroblem 3from the diversity in [45], [46], [47]. In [45], the authors find that DDF is DMT
perspective only. We showed that in order to have maximaptimal for low multiplexing gains; however, this protoget
MIMO diversity gain, the relays should be clustered arounmains to be suboptimal for high multiplexing gains analogou
the source and the destination evenly. In other words, h#if the single-source relay channel. This region, where DDF
of the relays should be in close proximity to the source ansl suboptimal, is achieved by the multiple access ampliiy an
the rest close to the destination so that they have a strdogward (MAF) protocol [46], [47].
inter-user channel approximated as an additive white Gauss When multiple single antenna relays are present, the pa-
noise (AWGN) channel. Only for this clustered case we caers [9], [12], [15], [23], [27], [33], [34] show that di-
get maximal MIMO diversity, any other placement of relaysersity gains similar to multi-input single-output (MIS@Yy
results in lower diversity gains. Motivated by this fact, weingle-input multi-output (SIMO) systems are achievalle f
will also study the effect of clustering on the relaying gyss Rayleigh fading channels. Similarly, [6], [39], [48], [4@pper
listed above. bound the system behavior by MISO or SIMO DMT if all
links have Rayleigh fading. In other words, relay systems
behave similar to either transmit or receive antenna arrays

A. Related Work Problem 4is first analyzed in [50] in terms of achievable rates

Most of the literature on cooperative communications cownly, where the authors compare a two-source two-destimati
sider single antenna terminals. The DMT of relay systent®operative system with & x 2 MIMO and show that the
were first studied in [6] and [39] for half-duplex relaysformer is multiplexing gain limited by 1, whereas the latter
Amplify-and-forward (AF) and decode-and-forward (DF) ar&as maximum multiplexing gain of 2.

two of the protocols suggested in [6] for a single relay syste
with single antenna nodes. In both protocols, the relaghist
to the source during the first half of the frame, and transmits

. Contributions

during the second half, while the source remains silent. To!n the light of the related work described in Sectlonll-A,
overcome the losses of strict time division between thecouMe€ can summarize our contributions as follows:

and the relay, [6] offers incremental relaying, in whichrthe
is a 1-bit feedback from the destination to both the sourck an
the relay, and the relay is used only when needed, i.e. only if
the destination cannot decode the source during the firgt hal
of the frame. In [27], the authors do not assume feedback,
but to improve the AF and DF schemes of [6] they allow the
source to transmit simultaneously with the relay. This idea
also used in [39] to study the non-orthogonal amplify-and- «
forward (NAF) protocol in terms of DMT. Later on, a slotted
AF scheme is proposed in [40], which outperforms the NAF
scheme of [39] in terms of DMT. Azarian et al. also propose
the dynamic decode-and-forward (DDF) protocol in [39]. In
DDF the relay listens to the source until it is able to decode
reliably. When this happens, the relay re-encodes the sourc
message and sends it in the remaining portion of the frameas
The authors find that DDF is optimal for low multiplexing
gains but it is suboptimal when the multiplexing gain is targ
This is because at high multiplexing gains, the relay needs t
listen to the source longer and does not have enough time lefé
to transmit the high rate source information. This is not an
issue when the multiplexing gain is small as the relay uguall
understands the source message at an earlier time ins@nt an
has enough time to transmit.

We studyProblem 1with full-duplex relays and compare
DF and compress-and-forward (CF) [8], [20] strategies
in terms of DMT for both clustered and non-clustered
systems. We find that there is a fundamental difference
between these two schemes. The CF strategy is DMT
optimal for any number of antennas at the source, the
destination or the relay, whereas DF is not.

We also studyProblem 1with half-duplex relays. This
study reveals that for half-duplex systems we can find
tighter upper bounds than the full-duplex DMT upper
bounds. Moreover, we show that the CF protocol achieves
this half-duplex DMT bound for any number of antennas
at the nodes. This is the first known result on DMT
achieving half-duplex relaying protocols.

For Problem 2we show that the CF protocol achieves a
significant portion of the half-duplex DMT upper bound
for high multiplexing gains. Our results for single antenna
MARC easily extend to multiple antenna terminals.

We examineProblem 3and Problem 4and develop the
DMT analysis to understand if theetworkprovides any
MIMO benefits. Our analysis shows that even for clus-
tered systems with full-duplex relays, all relay systems
fall short of MIMO, mainly due to multiplexing gain



limitations. The same problem persists in cooperative_,-“""'”“"*-.
systems with multiple source destination pairs.

Overall, our work sheds light onto highNR behavior of %
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cooperative networks as described by the DMT, and suggeS‘ts_

optimal transmission and relaying strategies. S T e
The paper is organized as follows. Sectioh Il describes @ ()

the general system model. In Sectibnl Ill, we give so

preliminary information that will be used frequently in the

rest of the paper. In Sectidn IV we solve the single user,

single relay problem with multiple antennas for full-duple Depending on the locations of the nodes, the Rayleigh or

relays, and in SectionlV we splve th.e same problem for ha!&WGN zone assumption results in two important configura-
duplex relays Rroblem 3. SectiorL V] introduces MARC, and yi,ng e will consider: clustered and non-clustered. Fer th

suggests an achievable DMProblem 2. In Section[Vll ¢,stered system, all the source(s) and some of the relay(s)
we study two problems: the two relay system with a smglgre in the same AWGN zone, and the destination(s) and
source glestination paiP(oblem 3: and Fhe tWO, source two y, o remaining relay(s) are in another AWGN zone, but the
destination problemRroblem 4. Finally, in Sectior VIl we source cluster and the destination cluster, which are niane t
conclude. the threshold distancA* apart, are in their Rayleigh zones.
However, for the non-clustered system, every pair of nodes i
the system are in their Rayleigh zofewve do not explicitly

For the most general model all the channels in the systefiudy the systems in which some nodes are clustered and some

have independent, slow, frequency non-selective, Ricih f are not in this paper, although our results can easily beexppl
ing. For Rician fading channels, the channel gain matrix i{§ these cases as well.

ig. 1. Two nodes A and B are in (a) Rayleigh zones, (b) AWGNeson

Il. GENERAL SYSTEM MODEL

written as The relay(s) can be full-duplex, that is they can transmit
K 1 and receive at the same time in the same band (Se¢ifidns IV,
H= K+ 1Hl + K+ 1Hsa andVTl), or half-duplex (Sectioris]V ahdVI). The transmigte

(source(s) and relay(s)) in the systems under consideratio
hrave individual power constrainfs;. All the noise vectors at
fhe receivers (relay(s) and destination(s)) have i.i.angex
aussian entries with zero mean and variance 1. Without loss
generality we assume the transmit power levels are such
hat the average received signal powers at the destinajiarg
similar, and we defin€ NR as the common average received

On the other hand in [52] the authors study the effectof ~. . : oo
o signal to noise ratio (except for constant multiplicatigetbrs)
on MISO and SIMO DMT wherK approaches infinity. They o : :
' . o . at the destination. Because of this assumption, for theearied
find that for largeK, the system diversity increases linearly ; . ;
. o : . . systems we study in Sectidn_VII, the nodes in the source
with K. Moreover, whenk tends to infinity, the diversity gain ; . .
S ) . . cluster hear the transmitters in their cluster much strotigen
is infinity for all multiplexing gains up to:ank(H;). . . S ;
) . e transmitters in the destination cluster, and for altpcal
Based on the above observations, without loss of generali . ) L
I . N .. purposes we can ignore the links from the destination aluste
in this work we assume a discrete approximation to the Ricign . . S
0 the nodes in the source cluster. This assumption is the sam

model: If two nodes are apart more than a threshold distance
N . . . . ._as the level set approach of [11]. For non-clustered systems
A*, the line of sight component is too weak and the Rician
each node can hear all others.

factor K can be assumed to be equal to zero. Thus the channé . . .

gain matrix is distributed as Rayleigh, and we say that th ." t.he recewers have channel state information (CSI) abou
nodes are ifRayleigh zonesFig.[l(a). On the other hand, if thetﬁe'r incoming fading levels Furthermore, the_ relays that
inter-node distance is less tha, the line of sight component pe_rform CF have CSl abo_ut_ all the channels in the system.
in the received signal is strongy can be assumed to be-”.1IS can _happen ata neghg_lbl_e cost by proper feedbz_;\ck. we
infinity and the Rician distribution approximates a Gaussia will- explain Why. we ne.e.d this |_nformat|on when we discuss
this case we say that the nodes aréWGN zonesFig.[I(b). the CF protocol in detail in Sectign1V. The source(s) does no

For the Rayleigh zone, the channel gain matrix for MIM jave instantaneous CSI. We also assume the system is delay-

terminals has independent, identically distributeddi)izero Im(ljtsrdtr?;da;es%l;nwe'csiozoqﬁ;i?;;?;[gntrggtsamleSSI:)onBaVk:/iﬁtri'g;;est
mean complex Gaussian entries with real and imaginary pawell defined and BMT 'is a relevant erfogrmgnce met>r/ic 53
each with variancer?. The variances? is proportional to P [53]
1/A*, whereA denotes the internode distance, ands the . . . .

. . . Note that all mutual information expressions in the papet ke con-
path loss exponent. If nodésand j are in the AWGN zone, sidered as random quantities. However, if two nodes areterkd; the
the channel gain matrix from nodeto j has deterministic channel gains in between these two nodes’ antennas takéncealues with

; — f : §)robabi|ity one.
entries, all equal to,/G;; and the channel gain matrix has’™ _ _ _ _ o

kK 1. Th . | dead d th d hi Because of this assumption, all mutual information expoessin the
ran : ere IS also a dead zone aroun € nodes, wi ﬂﬁper should be interpreted as conditioned on the recederGSI. We omit

limits the channel gain. this conditioning in the expressions for notational siripfi

where K > 0, H; and H, denote the Rician factor, the line
of sight component and the scattered component respactiv
The DMT for Rician channels are studied in detail in [51]. |
[51] the authors find that for finite Rician factéf, the channel
mean does not affect the DMT behavior, and the system D
will be equal to that of a Rayleigh fading channel with= 0.
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There is also short-term average power constraint that tmansmitted signals from the setsandCy respectivelyY (¢
transmitters have to satisfy for each codeword transmitted denotes the signals received in the@gtFor information rates
more information about the effect of CSI at the transmitler(R(*) from nodek to [, there exists some joint probability
and variable rate transmission on DMT we refer the read@istributionp(z1, z2, ..., ), such that

to [54]. Z R < Io = [(X(€),y(€)
keCi,leCs

X(€)),

[1l. PRELIMINARIES
In this section we first introduce the notation, and presef@t all C; € {1,2,...,m}. Thus the total rate of flow of

some results we will use frequently in the paper. information across cut-sets is bounded by the conditional
For notational simplicity we writef (SNR)=SNR¢, if mutual information across that cut-set.
log f(SNR) We can use the above proposition to find DMT upper bounds.
SNRooe logSNR - © SupposeR(Tx) = (k) ]og SNR denotes the target data rate

, . . , o from nodek to nodel, and r*) is its multiplexing gain,
The inequalities> and < are deﬁ_ned smylarly. _In the rest p(7e;) — Y rec tece R(T«) denotes the sum target data rate
of the paperI; denotes the identity matrix of sizex i, S

denotes conjugate transpose, dnddenotes the determinant
operation. To clarify the variables, we would like to notatth
f;ite(i?r;otes(:tpr;ath relay, whereask() denotes transmission & = {RM) < R(Te
; e.gR™) will be used for target data rate.
Let R(T)(SNR) denote the transmission rate of the systemccurs. Furthermore, the network outage event is defined as
and P.(SNR) denote the probability of error. Then we define

multiplexing gainr and corresponding diversity(r) as En = U Eiy
kle{1,2,...,m},k#l

across cut-set’; and r(¢) = 37, o ..r*) is its sum
multiplexing gain. We say the link from to [ is in outage if
the event

R(T)(SNR) . . . o
im ——— T, which means the network is in outage if any link is in outage.
SNR—oo log SNR - T .
log P.(SNR Minimum network outage probability is the minimum value
im M = —d(r). of P(Ex) over all coding schemes for the network. We name
SNR—oo  log SNR

theSNR exponent of the minimum network outage probability
The DMT of anm x n MIMO is given by d,,,(r), the asmaximum network diversityl(7), where7 is a vector of
best achievable diversity, which is a piecewise-lineacfiom all ~(*’'s, Then we have the following lemma, which says

connecting the point$k, d,,.,(k)), whered,,,(k) = (m — that the maximum network diversity is upper bounded by the
k)(n — k), k= 0,1,...,min{m,n} [37]. Note thatd,,,(r) = minimum diversity over any cut.
i (1) Lemma 1:ForeaclC; C {1,2,...,m}, define the maximum

In [37], the authors prove that the probability of error isliversity order for that cut-set, (r(¢?)) as
dominated by the probability of outage. Therefore, in ths re
of the paper we will consider outage probabilities only. de, (r<ci>) = — lim
We know that for any random channel matdX of size SNR—e0 log SNR
n x m and for any input covariance matr@ of sizem x m Then the maximum network diversit)(7) is upper bounded

log MiNy (2 o

[37], as
7)< . ‘ (Cs) .
sup log |In + HQHT‘ d(r? < mz.ln{dcl (7"_ )}
Q>0,trace{Q}<mSNR Proof: We provide the proof in Appendi} I. ]
< log ‘In + mSNRHHT| ) @ In addition to Lemmall, the following two results will also

be useful for some of the proofs.
Combined with the fact that a constant scaling in the trahsmi _Lemma 2 ([56]): For two n x n positive definite matrices

power levels do not change the DMT [37], this bound will bej and B, if A — B is positive semi-definite, thepd| > |B|.
useful to establish DMT results.

In a general multi-terminal network, nodesends informa-
tion to nodel at rate

Lemma 3:For two real numbers,y > 0, zy/(z+y) < ¢,
where ¢ is a non-negative real number, implies< 2¢, or
1 R y < 2c¢. Therefore, for two non-negative random variabés
RKD — 5I(Wkl; Wit), andY, P (XY /(X +Y) <¢) < P(X <2¢)+ P(Y < 2¢).

The proof follows from simple arithmetic operations, which

where n is the number of channel usedl;; denotes the )
we omit here.

message for nodé at nodek, and Wi is Wi's estimate
at nodel. Then the maximum rate of information flow from a
group of sources to a group of sinks is limited by the minimurdV- M ULTIPLE ANTENNA NODES, SINGLE FULL-DUPLEX
cut [55, Theorem 14.10.1] and we cite this result below. RELAY

Proposition 1: Consider communication amomg nodes in ~ The general multiple antenna, multiple source, destinatio
a network. LetC; C {1,2,...,m} andC{ be the complement relay network includes the multiple antenna relay channel
of C; in the set{1,2,...,m}. Also X(¢) and X(¢) denote consisting of a single source, destination and relay, ageiaip
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maximize Ic,,. Then using[(ll) to upper bounk, with I._
andIc, with I ~we can write

I, < Iés = log K&RD (6)
Ie, < I, =logKgsrp, (7)
where
Cs o ’ N +
Ksrp = |lktn +HsrpHg ppPs 8)
Fig. 2. System model foProblem 1 the single relay system. The source, N +
the destination and the relay hawe n and k antennas respectively. Kspp = |In+ HSR,DHSR,D(PS + Pr)|, 9)
with

case. Any attempt to understand the most general network Hgr

requires us to investigate the multiple antenna relay cdlann Hs.rp = [ Hsp } » Hsrp = [ Hsp Hrp ] - (10)

in more detail. Therefore, in this section we studyoblem

1, in which the source, the destination and the relay tnas  The above bounds suggest that the CSI at the relay does

n and k antennas respectively. This is shown in Hifj. 2. Asot improve the DMT performance under short term power

clustering has a significant effect on the DMT performance ebnstraint and constant rate operation. The best stratedlyd

the network, we will look into the non-clustered and cluster relay is to employ beamforming among its antennas. Fonan

cases and examine the DF and CF protocols. In this sect@mmtenna MIMO, with total transmit powét, the beamforming

the relay is full-duplex, whereas in Sectibf V, the relayl wilgain can at most bexP [37], which results in the same DMT

be half-duplex. as using powelP. Therefore, CSI at the relay with no power
allocation over time does not improve the DMT, it has the
same the DMT when only receiver CSl is present.

A. Non-Clustered Note that P(I; )=SNR™ ("), i = §, D, with d},_(r) =

Denoting the source and relay transmitted signaXasind m(n+k) (1) @andde, (1) = d(m k). (7). Then using Lemmal 1,
Xz, Wwhen the system is non-clustered, the received signalsP&€ can easily upper bound the system DMT by

the relay and at the destination are )
d(r) < min{dp, (n4x) (1), dimtryn (1)},

for a target data rat& (™) = rlog SNR.
2) Achievability:To prove the DMT upper bound of Theoré&in 1

where Zr and Zp are the independent complex Gaussial$ achievable, we assume the relay does full-duplex CF as we
noise vectors at the corresponding ndg.r, Hsp andHzp explain below. We assume the source, and the relay perform

are thek x m, n x m andn x k channel gain matrices betweerlock Markov superposition coding, and the destinationsdoe

the source and the relay, the source and the destination, 8agkward decoding [20], [58], [59]. The encoding is carried
the relay and the destination respectively. over B blocks, over which the fading remains fixed. In the CF

nprotocol the relay performs Wyner-Ziv type compressiorhwit
side information taken as the destination’s received sidva
this operation the relay needs to know all the channel gains
d(’l’) = min{dm(n-i-k) (T)v d(m+k)n (T)}v in the system.
For the CF protocol, as suggested in [8] and [20], the relay’s
and the CF protocol achieves this optimal DMT for anyn  compression rate has to satisfy

Yr = HsrXs+Zg 2
Yp = HspXs+HrpXgr+Zp, 3

Theorem 1:The optimal DMT for the non-clustered syste
of Fig.[2, d(r), is equal to

andk. .
I(Yr; YRr|XrYp) <I(Xg;Y 11
Proof: ( R R| R D) = ( R D)a ( )
1) Uppe_r BoundThe instantaneous cut-set mutual informatiomh order to forwardY g reliably to the destination. Her¥
expressions for cut-setd andCp are denotes the compressed signal at the relay. The destireion
recover the source message reliably if the transmissian rat
les = I(Xs;YRYD|XR) (4) R — 10g SNR of the source is less than the instantaneous
I, = I(XsXg;Yp). (5) mutual informationR(C¥)
To maximize these mutual information expressions we need RCP) = [(Xs: YRYp|XR). (12)
to chooseXg and Xy complex Gaussian with zero mean
and covariance matrices having trace constraifiysand Pr We assum& s andX ; are chosen independently, and have

respectively, wherePs and Pr denote the average powercovariance matricek,, Ps/m andI, Pr/k respectively. Also
constraints each node has [57]. Moreover, the covarian¥e; = Y g+ Zg, WhereZp, is a lengthk vector with complex
matrix of Xg and Xz should be chosen appropriately taGaussian random entries with zero meZn. has covariance
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matrix NI, and its entries are independent from all otheare same as the cut-set mutual information expressipns
random variables. We define and I, except a constant scaling factor SNR, and a
constant scaling iIrNR in the probability expression does

Ps
Lsp = HSDHTSDE +1n (13) not change the diversity gain. We conclude that the system
Ps P DMT dgp(r) > mln{dm(n+k)( T), d(erk)n( r)}. This result
Lsprp = HSDHSD— + HRDHRD - +1I,|, (14) when combined with the upper bound results in
Pg Np+1I, 0 der(r) = min{dy, (k) (1), d(mikyn (1)}
Lsrp = |Hg, RDHS rRD T { ( R—g ) I H5)
n ]
Ps As an alternative to the CF protocol, the relay can use the
! 2 HgppHL . =2 4 Tt 16 P » (e refay
S,RD S.RDHS RD 7 Tt (16) DF protocol. When the source, the destination and the relay

all have a single antenna each, it is easy to show that the DF
protocol also achieves the DMT upper bound, which is equal

Then we have

I(Yr; YrIXgYp) = log LS”iRP to di2(r). The following theorem derives the DMT of the DF
LspNp protocol for arbitrarymn, n andk and shows that the optimality
I(Xp;Yp) = log LSR,D' of DF does not necessarily hold for all, n and k.
Lsp Theorem 2:For the system in Figl]2, DF achieves the DMT
To satisfy the compression rate constraint[in] (11), usirgy th min{d () (1); dmn (7) + dini(r) }
CSl available to it, the relay ensures that the compressen if 0 <r <min{m,n,k}
varianceNy satisfiesNp = {/Lg, RD/LSRD Note that both dpp(r) = Ay (1) - (24)
sides of this equation are functions ;. Then if min{m,n,k} <r <min{m,n}
RCF) = I(Xs;YrYDp|XR) Proof: We provide the proof in Appendixll. [ ]
Ls rp We next consider examples for the DF DMT performance
= 1Ogﬁ and compare with Theorefd 1. th or n (or both) is equal
(\k/ Li;ﬁ + 1) to 1, we find that DF meets the bound in Theolgm 1 and is

k optimal irrespective of the value @ Similarly we can show
= log VLs.rp Y/ Lsrp (17) that for cases such agn,n, k) = (3,2,2) or (m,n,k) =
{/Ls.rp + ¥/Lsr.p (4,2,3), @Sd(m+k)n (1) < dpn(r) + dpi(r) for all r, DF is

To prove the DMT of[(1l7) we need to find how probablht)?pt'r“al AI‘ gleneral necessary conl:cjmon for ?F tc(l) be optimal
of error decays with increasin§NR when the target rate 'oF &' MY tiplexing gains isn > n dm < n”tben g”( )+I
increases ask(™) = rlogSNR. As the error events are 4mk (1) < di(n+k) (1) < dign1)n, @nd DF will be suboptima

dominated by outage events, we use the following bound o 9 Wh?”iverlmm{mh" k};]_dk the de?rfeesdof freedhom in the
the probability of outage irect link is larger than the degrees of freedom in the setoc

relay link, that ismin{m,n} > min{m, k}. For multiplexing

P(outage at D gains in the rangenin{m, n, k} < r < min{m,n}, the relay

I(Xs; YRYDIXR) < rlog SNR) (18) can never help and the sys'Fem has the direct Iink_ DM (7).
Therefore, DF loses its optimality. For example(it, n, k) =

_ p {¥/Lsrp4/Lsr,D SNRE 19 (3,2,1), then DF is optimal only for multiplexing gains up to
- Y/Ls.rp + 4/Lsr.p < (19) 1/2, but for1/2 < r < 2, DF is suboptimal. In particular, DF

does not improve upotis;(r) in the rangel < r < 2.

(a) {/Ls pp ¥/ Lsr,p Fig.[3 shows the CF and DF DMT fdm, n, k) = (2,2,1),
= Vi < SNRE (20) and Fig.[# shows the CF and DF DMT fdn,n,k) =
LS RD + V/Lsr.p (2,2,2). When we compare the figures, we see that the CF
(b) protocol is always DMT optimal, but the DF protocol can
= (\/L's rp < 2SNR* ) still be suboptimal even when the source to relay link has the
e - same degrees of freedom as the link from the source to the
+P ( Lsr.p < 2SNRk) (1) destination. The suboptimal behavior of DF arises becdwse t
= P(Lsgpp< 2FSNR") outage event when the relay cannot decode can dominate for
+p (LSR b < 2kSNRr) (22) generalm,n andk. In addition to this, for multiplexing gains
© ’ larger thanmin{m,n, k}, the relay never participates in the
= SNR %s( 4 gNRdep (M) (23) communication because it is degrees of freedom limited and

cannot decode large multiplexing gain signals. For thisomeg
we observe the direct link behavior. We conclude that soft
where for (a) we first used Lemm@l2 to sholis zkp > information transmission, as in the CF protocol, is neagssa
Ls rp and the fact that the ratiay/(z + y) is monotone at the relay not to lose diversity or multiplexing gains.
decreasing with decreasingfor «,y > 0, (b) follows from Fig. [ shows the outage probability versus tdtalR for
Lemmal3, andc) follows becausdog L, andlog Lsg,p DF and CF protocols forim,n,k) = (2,2,1), R =

—  SNR mm+0(") L GNR™4m+kn ()
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Fig. 3. The source has 2, the destination has 2, and the rakay lantenna, Fig. 5. Outage probability versus totaNR for the non-clustered multiple-
(m,n, k) = (2,2,1). The network is non-clustered. antenna, single full-duplex relay systefm,n,k) = (2,2,1), r = 1.5.

are multiple relays. Therefore, in this subsection we study
the DMT behavior of a single relay system, when the relay
is clustered with the source. The analysis presented in this
subsection can easily be modified if relay is clustered with
the destination. The system input and output signals are sam
as [2) and[(B) but for the clustered case all the entridd of;

are equal to/G.

Theorem 3:For the system in Figll2 when the relay is

—&— Tradeoff for CF (Optimal)
—e— Tradeoff for DF

d()

3,
clustered with the source, the CF protocol is optimal from
2r the DMT perspective for alim, n, k).
We omit the proof, as the achievability follows the same
0 ‘ I lines as in Theorer 1, and results in the same outage proba-
0 1 2 bility expression in[(213), which is equal to the upper bound.

r We next compute the DMT of the clustered system explicitly
) o for m = 1,2, arbitraryn andk. We conjecture the same form
Fig. 4. The source has 2, the destination has 2, and the ralag hntennas, .
(m,n, k) = (2,2,2). The network is non-clustered. holds for arbitrarym as well.
Theorem 4:For the clustered system of Fidl] 2, for
(m,n, k), m=1,2, the DMT is given by
rlog(Ps + Pgr), r = 1.5. The channel gain matricédsp,

Hsp and Hgp have i.i.d. complex Gaussian entries, with d(fn+k)n(7") if0<r<1
real and imaginary parts zero mean and variah(® each. “\"/) = min{d, n41)(r), dimxyn (1)} . :
We have Ps = 2Pg. The figure also includes thg x 2 if 1 <r < min{m,n}
MIMO for comparison. We assume the total power constraint Proof: We provide the proof in Appendix]il. ]

is the same for both the MIMO and relay systems. In theor the clustered case, for anyor k, Hgr has rank 1, hence
MIMO system the antennas share the total power equally aweé have the following conjecture.
send uncorrelated signals. We observe that while DF achieve Conjecture 1: Theoreni# is true for arbitrargm, n, k).

d = 0.5, CF achieves! = 1 and performs similar t@ x 2 .
MIMO as predicted by Theorefd 1. We observe that ifm = 2, although the source and

The above analysis also reveals that CF and DF protocHi€ relay both have multiple antennas, as the channel gain
do not always behave similar, unlike the single antennzyrel@atr'x in between is AWGN and has rank 1, it can only

system. The degrees of freedom available also has an effépPort multiplexing gains up to 1. This is because having
on relaying strategies multiple antennas at the transmitter and/or the receiver in

an AWGN channel only introduces power gain. Therefore,
Ic,, the mutual information across cut-s8¢, never results
B. Clustered in outage for multiplexing gains up to 1. For multiplexing
Clustering can sometimes improve the system performangaijns» > 1, this cut-set results in a DMT ofly(,, 1)(7),
since it eliminates fading between some of the users. Ween though the relay hdsantennas. The next theorem is a
will observe an example of this in Sectibn VIl, when thereounterpart of Theorem 2 for the clustered case.



8 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY, VOL. X, NO. X, DECHEBER 2007

‘ Comparing with the upper bound, we can see that clustering
—=— Tradeoff for CF (Optimal) improves the DF performance in the range » < 1, where

—e— Tradeoff for DF DF achieves the upper bound. However, for multiplexing gain
larger than 1, DF is still suboptimal. In fact, in this range
the relay can never decode the source even though they are
clustered and hence cannot improve the direct link perfor-
mance. Although clustering improves the DF performance
for low multiplexing gains, it is not beneficial for multiple
antenna scenarios in terms of DMT, it can in fact decrease the

2 optimal diversity gain. This is because when two nodes have
multiple antennas, clustering decreases the degreesauofdne
1r in between. This can also be observed comparing Theblem 4
S B _ and Theorerhll, as well as the optimal strategies in[Fig. 7 with
00 1 ‘ Fig.[4. We will also study the effects of clustering in single

r antenna multiple relay scenarios in Secfion] VII.

Fig. 6. The source has 2, the destination has 2, and the rakyl lantenna,

(m,n, k) = (2,2,1). The relay is clustered with the source. V. MULTIPLE ANTENNA NODES, SINGLE HALF-DUPLEX

RELAY

‘ In the previous section, we studied the relay channel when
—=— Tradeoff for CF (Optimal) the relay is full-duplex. Although this is an ideal assuropti
—e— Tradeoff for DF about the relay’s physical capabilities, it helps us uneis
the fundamental differences between the DF and CF protocols
In this section we assume a half-duplex, non-clustered tela
study how this affects the DMT behavior of the relay channel.
In half-duplex operation a state variablg, which takes
the valueq; if the relay is listening, org, if the relay is
transmitting, controls the relay operation. For a more gane
treatment that considers three different states depenaling
whether the relay is in sleep, listen or talk states see [B0}.
results in this section would also be applicable for thisecas
-y, as well.
0 1 Depending on how the stat@ is designed, half-duplex
r protocols can beandomor fixed In fixed protocols, the state
does not convey additional information to the destinatian v
Fig. 7. The source has 2, the qestination has_ 2, and the ral@ Antennas, the state random variab@, whereas in random pl’OtOCOlS the
(m,n, k) = (2,2,2). The relay is clustered with the source. . . L .
relay breaks its transmission and reception intervalssniall
blocks to send extra information through the state. This is

Theorem 5:For the system in Figd2, when the relay i€quivalent to considering the random binary state as a &ann
clustered with the source, the DF protocol achieves the DMAPUt and designing code books to convey information thioug

d()

o PN W

dpp(r) = { dimikyn(r) i 0<r<1 _ Another categorization based on the state variaBlés
A (1) if 1<r<min{m,n} dynamic versus static. If the state is controlled based on
Proof: The outage probability for DF is the same [asl (41xhannel realizations, we have a dynamic protocol. On theroth
in the non-clustered case of Appendik II.0f< r < 1, then hand, if ¢ does not depend on CSI, the protocol is called
the probability that the relay is in outage is 0. On the othetatic. Note that fixed protocols are included in random pnes
hand, if1 < r < min{m,n}, the probability that the relay canand static protocols in dynamic ones. The most commonly
decode is 0, since the source-relay channel can only supptsed relaying protocols are fixed and static, and of the form
multiplexing gains up to 1. m shown in Fig[8. The DDF protocol of [39] is an example to
We have seen in SectiGn TVtA that DF is in general suboj-fixed, dynamic protocol.
timal for non-clustered multi-antenna relay channel. Heeve  For the multiple antenna half-duplex relay channel, using
once we cluster the relay with the source, there are no maremmall directly, results in the full-duplex bound, which is
outages in the source-relay channel for multiplexing gaims not tight for half-duplex operation. Therefore, we firsttstthe
to 1, and the DF performance improves in this range. Howevés|lowing lemma to provide a half-duplex DMT upper bound
even with clustering DF does not necessarily meet the DM®@r random, static protocols. The lemma also suggests that
upper bound for arbitrarym, n, k). sending information through the state does not improve DMT.
Fig. [ compares the clustered CF and DF DMT fokemmd4 can be modified for random, dynamic state protocols
(m,n,k) = (2,2,1), and Fig.[¥ for(m,n,k) = (2,2,2). as well.
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S | as shown in Figl12, we have [19]
[ R ] Ies(t) = t(Xs;YrYpl)
D S + (1= )I(Xs; Yp|Xp,a2)  (27)
Ie,(t) = tI(Xs;Yplq)
Fig. 8. A fixed and static half-duplex relaying protocol, whehe relay 1— XcXpnY 28
listens fort fraction of time, transmits fo1 — ¢) fraction, wheret is a + ( ) ( SR D|q2) ( )
constant. We define
Ksp = HSDHTSDPS +1,|. (29)

Lemma 4:For the multiple antenna half-duplex relay chan- o
nel, the half-duplex DMT upper bound for random, staticestafl "€N We can upper bouni; (¢) and Ic,, (t) with It (¢) and

protocols is equal to It (t) as
. Ie,(t) < I (t) =tlog Kg pp + (1 — t) log Kg, 30
d(r) < maxmin{de, (r.p(0).de, (np(@)},  (25)  esW Sles () =tlo8 K pp (1= 1)log Koo (39)
»(q) Ie, (t) < I¢, (t) =tlog Ksp+ (1 —t)log Ksrp  (31)
where where Kg p, and Ksg p are defined in[(8) and9).
For a target data ratR™) = rlogSNR, and for a
de; (r, p(q)) fixed ¢, if P(I4 (1) < RT))=SNR™%. ("D i — 5 D, then
oy log miny(y g 2 plq) Ple, < RT) (26) de,(r,t) of Lemmal4 satisfiedc, (r,t) < d¢ (r,t), where we
B SNRoc log SNR ’ denoteddc, (v, p(q)) with d¢, (r,t) with an abuse of notation.
) Therefore, the best achievable diversity for the half-dupl
i=5,D. relay channel for fixed satisfies
Proof: We provide the proof in Append. [ | d(r,t) < min{dy,(r,t), ds, (r,1)}. (32)
Our next theorem and corollary provide the first half-duplex
DMT achieving relaying protocol in the literature. Optimizing overt we find an upper bound on the static

Theorem 6:For the random, dynamic state, half-duplefnultiple antenna half-duplex relay channel DMT as
relay channel withm antenna sourcef antenna relay and dlr) < indd /

L . . 1), d )} 33

n antenna destination, the CF protocol is DMT optimal. (r) < mtaxmm{ es (1), de, (1)} (33)

Corollary 1: For (m,n,k) = (1,1,1), the half-duplex ) Apze_ndix[ﬂ shovl/js that_half-duplelx ChF achieves thebuppe(;r
DMT upper bound is equal to the full-duplex DMZ(1 — r). ound in [38). For dynamic protocols, the DMT upper boun

Therefore, CF is a DMT optimal half-duplex protocol for théNIII change because of the CSI available at the relay. Ap-
single antenna relay channel. pendix{M also shows that if CF is allowed dynamic operation,

it achieves the dynamic DMT upper bound as well. =
Proof: [Theorem[6]First, we prove that CF is optimal

among static protocols and then show that the same pr%pf Static Half-Duplex DMT Computation
follows for dynamic protocols as well.

At state ¢, the received signals at the relay and the In general it is hard to compute the exact DMT of The-
destination are orem[6. In particular for static protocols, to find_(r,?)

and d;_(r,t) for generalm, n and k we need to calculate

Yr: = HgpXs1+Zr1 the joint eigenvalue distribution of two correlated Heriarit
’ ’ ’ i i i i
Yp1 = HspXsi1+Zpa matrlceS,THSDHSD and Hg rpHY 5, of HspHY), aTnd
’ ’ Hsr pHgp . However, whenm = 1, both HgpHg
and at statey,, the received signal at the destination is giveand HS,RDHTS_’RD reduce to vectors and it becomes easier
as to find di (r,t). Similarly, whenn = 1, HspHL,, and

HSR,DHTSRyD are vectors, and;._(r,t) can be found.

An explicit form for d;_(r,t) is given in the following
theorem.

Theorem 7:Form = 1, d;_(r,t) is given as

Yp2 = HspXs2+HrpXpr2+Zpo.

Here X5 ;, and X ; are of sizem, and k column vectors
respectively and denote transmitted signal vectors at ithde

and R at stateq;, [ = 1,2. Similarly Yr; andYp; are the ntk— k- if r<t andt < £
received signal vectors of siZzeandn. ) ) _ ”Z
We first find an upper bound to the DMT using Lemia 4lc(r.t) =4 n (ﬁ) if r>t andt < o

Without loss of generality we use a fixed state static prdtoco
as shown in Fig.18. This is justified by the proof of Lemiha 4,
which states that fixed and random protocols have the saf® n = 1 and for arbitrarym andk, d;, (r,t) has the same
DMT upper bound. For the half-duplex relay channel using thexpression asl;_(r,t) if n andt are replaced withn and
cut-setCs around the source an@p around the destination (1 — ¢) in the above expressions.

(n+k)(1—-r) if t> nf—k
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Proof: The proof follows the ideas presented in [37],

[39], and is provided in AppendixVI. ] \ ' —t>=2/3

Although we do not have an explicit expressiondpr, (r, ) \ - -—t<=2/3
or dg_ (r,t) for general(m,n, k), we can comment on some \
special cases and get insights about multiple antenna, hali '
duplex behavior. First we observe th#t (r,t) andd; , (r, 1) \
depend on the choice of and the upper bound df(B3) is not
always equal to the full-duplex bound. As an example comside
(m,n, k) = (1,1,2), for which d;_(r,t) is shown in Fig[D.
To achieve the full-duplex bound for afl, dg_(r,t) needs 1t Sl
to havet > 2/3, whereasd; (r,t) needst < 1/3. As both S
cannot be satisfied simultaneouslyy, t) will be less than the S
full-duplex bound for allz. S. o

On the other hand, to maximize the half-duplex DMT it is 0 i =
optimal to choose = 1/2 whenevern = n. To see this, we 0 t r 1
compare[(30) with[(31), and note that balf, , > Ksp
and Kgr,p > Kgp for m = n. Furthermore, form = n  Fig. 9. DMT upper bound for the cut-set around the soufge, The source
d/Cs (r,t) = dICD (r,1—t), and d/Cs (r,t) is a non-decreasing has 1, the destination has 1, and the relay has 2 anteftnas;, k) =

: : . ’ " (1,1,2). The network is non-clustered. Note thatmas= n, d;_(r,t) =
function in. Thereforemm{dCs (T7 t)’ dCD (7‘, t)} must reach deD (r,1 —t). The upper bound il (33) reaches its maximumstfot 1/2.

its maximum att = 1/2. The solid line in the figure is also equal to the full-duplexubd.

n \

d (Y

B. Discussion 10°

When (m,n,k) = (1,1,1), the best known half-duplex
DMT in the literature is provided by the dynamic decode-
and-forward (DDF) protocol [39]. The DDF protocol achieves 10

20—7) if o0<r<i
wor)={ 1577 95758

T

which does not meet the upper bound férg r < 1,
as in this range, the relay does not have enough time
transmit the high rate information it received. We woulcelik 107
to note that, if the relay had all CSI, the DMT of the DDF
protocol would not improve. With this CSI the relay could
at best perform beamforming with the source; however, thi 10 ‘ . ‘ ‘
only brings power gain, which does not improve DMT. It is 10 20 S tal SNR (0B % 00
also worth mentioning that when only relay CSI is present,
incremental DF [6] would not improve the DMT performanc%ig. 10. Outage probability versus tofaNR for the non-clustered multiple-
of DF. Unless the source knows whether the destination hagenna, single half-duplex relay systemp,n, k) = (2,2,1), r = 1.5,
received its message or not, it will never be able to transmit 0-5-
new information to increase multiplexing gains in increna¢n
relaying. . .
In general it is hard to compute the DMT of multipl t = 0.5. Source has twice the power relay has. The matrices

L . , H and H have i.i.d. complex Gaussian entries
antenna DDF. This is because the instantaneous mutual [nz% 5D RD P

. ) . . wjth real and imaginary parts zero mean and variaht2
formation DDF achieves in a multiple antenna relay chan . . A : .
) : L e observe that the diversity gain the CF protocol achieves i
is equal tol¢, (t) of (28) wheret is the random time instant

at which the relay does successful decoding. Thus it is ev% pig(g:%til%/ 0.90, whereas the DDF protocol approxiryatel

harder to compute the DMT for this case than for fixed
Moreover, we think that the multiple antenna DDF perfor-
mance will still be suboptimal. In SectiénllV, we showed that
for a multiple antenna full-duplex relay system, the praliigb The most general network we introduced in Sectidpn |
that the relay cannot decode is dominant and the DF protodaatiudes the multiple access relay channel (MARC) as a
becomes suboptimal. Therefore, we do not expect any rekybproblem, Problem 3. The model for MARC is shown
decoding based protocol to achieve the DMT upper boundiim Fig. [I1. Our emphasis is on half-duplex MARC. As in
the multiple antenna half-duplex system either. This coimjee  Sectior Y without loss of generality we consider a statiedix

is also demonstrated in Fi§. 110, which shows the outagtate protocol, where the relay listens fofraction of time,
probability versus totaBNR for DDF and CF protocols for transmits for(1 —¢) fraction and sources transmit all the time.
(m,n, k) = (2,2,1), RT) = rlog(Ps 4+ Pg), r = 1.5,

Outage Probability
S

VI. THE MULTIPLE-ACCESSRELAY CHANNEL
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’ S, S, ‘ O Upper bound
——DDF
[ R ] -v-MAF
D S K —=—CF

(m) Sﬁé 1

Fig. 11. System model foProblem 2 the multiple access relay channel.
The sources, the destination and the relay hame ms, n and k antennas
respectively.

For the half-duplex MARC we have

oo

23 4/5 1
r

Yr1 = Hg rXs, 1 +Hs,rXs,1 +2ZR1

Yp1 = HgspXs1+Hs,pXs,1+Zp Fig. 12. DMT for MARC. Each node has a single antenna.

at stateq; (when the relay listens) and at state (when the
relay transmits), the received signal at the destinatiagiien ~ Theorem 8:For the single antenna, half-duplex MARC the

as CF strategy achieves the DMT

2(1—7) if 0<r<?2
Ypo = Hs,pXs 2 +Hs,pXs, 2+ HrpXp2+ Zp . dyrancor(P) =4 1-1% if % <r< ??%
HereXg, ;, Xg,,; andX r,; are of sizem,, my andk column 3(1—r) i 5<r<l

vectors respectively and denote transmitted signal veaor This DMT dyare,cr(7) becomes equal to the upper bound
node S1, S and R at stateq;, for [ = 1,2. Similarly Yg,; forr>4/5.

and Yp; are the received signal vectors of sikzeand n.
Hgsp, HSan H52D, HSle H52R, Hpgp are the channel gain

matrices of sizen x mi, n x mg, k X ma, k x ma, n x k operation are necessary. For low multiplexing gains; r <
respect_lvely. The system 'S_ non-clustered. 2/3, S1 and S, utilize time sharing, and equally share the
In this section we examine the DMT for the MARC. Werelay. Here bothS; and S transmit for the half of the total
present our results for Fhe_ MARC with single antenna nodﬁﬁqe, for1/4 of the whole time sloR helpssS; only, and in the
to demonstrate the basic idea. . last quarterR helpsS». Then we can directly apply the results
The DMT upper bound for the symmetric MARC occurgptained in SectiofiV, which results in the DMT1 — r) in
when both users operate at the same multiplexing g4 erms of the sum multiplexing gain. For high multiplexing
7 = (r/2,7/2),8 and is given in [45] as gains,2/3 < r < 1, both sources transmit simultaneously. In
1 this multiple access mode, fdy/5 < r < 1, both users being
51 , (34) in outage is the dominant outage event, the system becomes
equivalent to the multiple antenna half-duplex relay cte#nn
which follows from cut-set upper bounds on the informatioA"d CF achieves the DMT upper bound..
rate. Although this upper bound is a full-duplex DMT bound, For comparison the achievable DMT with DDF for MARC
it is tight enough for the half-duplex case when each nog&lisfies [45]:

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix VIl. [ |
To achieve the above DMT performance, two types of

2—r if 0

dyare () < { 3(1—7) if

has a single antenna. We see that this upper bound has the 2—r if o<r<i
single user DMT forr < 1, and has the relay channel DMTdy arc.ppr(r/2,7/2) > { 3(1—r) if L<r< %
with a two-antenna source for high multiplexing gains. Tikis 2% if % <r<i1

h | £ th o ; 4 at hi also compare our results with the MAF protocol for the
occurs when only one of the USers 1S in outage, and at Mg pe channel [46], [47] in Fig[CD2. The MAF performance
multiplexing gains, the typical outage event occurs wheth bo

users are in outage, similar to multiple antenna multigleeas 'S given as

channels [61]. - 33 0<
In Sectiond 1V and’V, we have observed that CF is pmTdMARC MAF (1/2,7/2) = 3(1—r) if 2<

optimal for full-duplex and half-duplex multi-antenna agl .

channels. This motivates us to study the performance of CFVe observe that for low multiplexing gains, when single
in MARC. user outage is dominant, it is optimal to decode the sources;

however for high multiplexing gains, compression works- bet

3This should not be confused with the notation of [61], in whicdenotes ter_- The MAF protocol is also optlmal for hlgh multlplexmg
the per user multiplexing gain in case of symmetric users. gains.

because for low multiplexing gains, the typical outage eave%i
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AR
0 2X2 MIMO
—=— Non—clustered
— Clustered
T
s . B 1 | y
Cg Cer Cp 0. o
. . o 0 9
Fig. 13. System model fdProblem 3 the single source-destination two relay 0 2
system, each node has a single antenna. r

] Fig. 14. DMT for the single source-destination, two relagteyn, each node
In Section[IV we observed that for a full-duplex relayhas a single antenna.

channel, when terminals have multiple antennas, DF becomes

suboptimal, whereas CF is not. Hence, we conjecture that

DDF will not be able to sustain is optimality even in the lowhand, if the system is clustered, theRr, andag,p are
multiplexing gain regime when the terminals have multiplequal to \/Gsg, and \/Gg,p respectively, which are the
antennas. Moreover, it is not easy to extend the MAF protodgpussian channel gaing; denotes the AWGN noise, which
for multiple antenna MARC. Even when we have one sourdg, independent at each receiver. The source, the first relay,
the DMT for the multiple antenna NAF protocol for the relay?1, and the second relayR,, have power constraint®s,
channel is not known, only a lower bound exists [42]. Of’r, and Pr, respectively. We assume the target data rate
the other hand, for the multiple antenna case CF will stift"”) = rlogSNR. The following theorems summarize the
be optimal whenever decoding all sources together is tA®in results of this section.

dominant error event. However, for some antenna numbers  Theorem 9:The optimal DMT for the non-clustered system
ms, andn, single-user behavior will always dominate [61]. of Fig.[13,d(r), is equal to

VIl. SINGLE ANTENNA NODES, MULTIPLE RELAYS d(r) = das(r).

In this section we examin@roblem 3andProblem 4to see This optimal DMT is achieved when both relays employ DF
how closely a cooperative system can mimic MIMO in termstrategy.
OfIDMT' W; first s_tugy a_smle our:ce destl_ndauon pairwith 2 oo please refer to Appendicés VIl andlIX for the
re 3y§ Prp em 3in blectlo, then consi Ier;wc; Sourcesp gt upper bound and achievability results respectivelys
and destinationsRoblem 4 in SectiorlVIL-B. In both cases, Theorem 10:The optimal DMT for the clustered system

fealllcg n(?de ha?hatsmgle antinna. V\t/ﬁ a]!so(;s\ssumte Itr'e .rt'g.je faIE?g. [13, whereR; is clustered with the source arfg is
uii-dupiexso that we can observe the fundamental inotel ., srared with the destinatiod(r) is equal to

a relaying system introduces.
d(’l’) _ { dgg(?‘) if r < 1

A. Single Source-Destination, Two Relays 0 if r>1

In this system there is a single source-destination pair amtle mixed strategy, wherdé?; does DF andR, does CF
two relays as shown in Fig. L3. The channel is characterizachieves the optimal DMT.

by Proof: Please refer to Appendicés VIl and X for the
Yr, = asr,Xs+hryr, XRr, +ZR, (35) DMT upper bound and achievability results respectivelys
Yr, = hsroXs—+hrr,Xr, + Zn, (36) Theoreni® says that if the system is non-clustered it can at

most have a transmit or a receive antenna array DMT behavior,
but cannot act as a MIMO in terms of DMT. On the other hand,
where X; andY;, i = S, R, Ry, D, are transmitted and Theoren_ID confirms the fact that the multiplexing gain for
received signals at node respectively. The channel gainsthe clustered system is limited by 1. However, forak 1,

hij. i, =S, R1, Ra, D, are independent, zero mean complethe clustered system can mimi2a< 2 MIMO, which means
Gaussian with varianc&r2, wherecs? is defined in Sectionlll. d = 1 is achievable at = 1.

As discussed in Sectionl Il, we assume tRe to R; link The DMT performances for non-clustered and clustered
hr,r,, Which is the dashed line in Fi§. 113, is present onlgystems as well a& x 2 MIMO are illustrated in Fig[T4.

if the system is not clustered. If the system is not clusterédle also display the outage probability verstiSR for this
then the channel gaing; are also Rayleigh. On the otherclustered case in Fig 115 fak(") = rlog(Ps + Pr, + Pr,),

Yp = hspXs+hr pXr, +ar,0Xr, +Zp (37)
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@ 2X2MIMO

Mixed strategy

[N
o
&
T

Outage Probability

10 ' F

S1 S5 D
10k i i i i i i i B . . .
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 Fig. 16. System model fdProblem 4 the two-source two-destination system,
total SNR (dB) each node has a single antenna.

Fig. 15. Outage probability for the clustered single soutestination, two
relay system, each node has a single ante6hgz, = Gr,p = 10,7 = 1. ) ]
channel has higher capacity arity can send the necessary

finer information as the correlation is less.
where r = 1. We assumedisp, = Gr,p = 10 and In [2_0, Theorem 4], the_ authr)rs prove an achievable rate for
Ps = Pg, = 10Pg,. Also, hij, i, = S, R1, Rs, D, are i.i.d. a multiple relay system, in which some of the relays DF gnd
with o> = 1/2. For comparison, we also show the outag e rest CF. Furthermore, the relays that perform CF ptyruarl
probability of a2 x 2 MIMO channel, where the 2 transmit ecode the signals from the relays that perform DF. Perfogmi

antennas share the total power equally and send uncon‘elamels pa_rtral decoding leads to higher achievable rates.dvew
signals. The MIMO channel and the relay system have th achieve the DMT upper pound, for both th? non-clu_stered
same total power constraint. We observe that as predidied, ?nd clustered cases, there is no need for partial decodihg an

clustered relay network has the same diversity as2the2 a simpler strategy is en(_)ugh.. o .
MIMO and atr — 1. d — 1 is achievable. Note that same multiplexing limitations in Theordm] 10

We would like to note that for the clustered case CF i\/Svould occur when the source has two antennas and a single

X . . : antenna relay is clustered with a single antenna destmatio
essential at?,, and a strict decoding constraint A, would : L2
o . the symmetric case when the destination has two antennas and
limit the system performance. If both relays do D& will

always be able to decode for all multiplexing gains r < 1, asingle ant_enna relay is cI_ustered with a sm_gle _anten_rmsou
These multiple antenna, single source-destination, sirejay
as theS — R; channel can support rates uplt@(1+Ggsg, P). : ! . >
L . . . cases were discussed in detail in Secfioh IV. In addition to
Thus, it is as if there is a two-antenna transmitter. Hovv,eveI: : : X . L
R» may or may not decode. Adapting Appendix IX to tha ese, we investigate Wheth_er the mqupIexmg gain Iltrura
2 - - is due to the fact that there is only a single source-desgtimat
clustered case we can easily find the probability of outa Cir in the next subsection
at the destination froni{b4) aB(outage at D==SNR~%("), '
which shows that the decoding constraint &t limits the
system performance, the system still operates as a transglitTyyo-Source Two-Destination Cooperative System
antenna array. Even though one could improve upon this ) o
strategy by using the DF protocol of [20], which allows Ve consider two sources and two destinations, where
the relays to process the signals they hear from the souRQUrces cooperate in transmission and destinations cateper
and the other relay jointly, this still does not provide< 2 [N reception Problem 4. The system model is shown in
MIMO behavior. In this case both the destination afg Fi9-[16.Problem 3studied in Section VII-A would be a special
observe2 x 1 DMT, and P(outage at D=SNR~2d2:(1) — case of this, if one source has no information to send.

SNR™4(=7) which is still suboptimal as it cannot achieve First we examine the multi-cast scenario, when both desti-
the upper bound of Theoref]10. Although the destinatidifitions are required to decode both sources. This is anatogo
can always understanfl, reliably (because of the clusteringto MIMO systems and represents the information transfemfro_
assumption), whenever both of them fail, the system is fh9roup of antennas to another group of antennas. We define
outage. However, for the receive cluster, CF fits very weffdividual target data rate8("*:) = r; log SNR andR"s2) =

If the received signal at the destination has high power diiglog SNR, with a sum target data rate 6f") = 7 log SNR,

to large hsp and hg, p, then R, to destination channel has” = 71 + 72, 7 = (r1,72). Using the cut-set bounds in Fig.]16
lower capacity because in the decoding prodésss treated We have the following corollary.

as interference. On the other hand, the correlation bettreen ~ Corollary 2: For a multi-cast, single antenna two-source
relay and destination signals is higher and a coarse déserip two-destination system, the system DMdA(r) is upper
Yr, is enough to help the destination. However, if the sidegounded by

information has low received power, th, to destination d(r) < dys(r),
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if the system is non-clustered, and by VIIl. CONCLUSION

d(F) < dao(r), 0<r <1, In this work we find the diversity-multiplexing tradeoff
(DMT) for the following subproblems of a general multiple-an
if the system is clustered. Here = r; + r» is the sum tenna network with multiple sources, multiple destinasiand
multiplexing gain of the system, and this upper bound §ultiple relays: 1) A single source-destination systenthwi
maximized fori = (1/2,7/2). one relay, each node has multiple antennas, 2) The multiple-
] o o access relay channel with multiple sources, one destmatid
We omit the proof, which is very similar to the upper boun@ne relay, each node has multiple antennas, 3) A single sourc
calculation in Sectiof VII-A. destination system with two relays, each node has a single
We observe that cooperative multicast is still limited ifantenna, 4) A mu|tip|e Source_mu|tip|e destination system
multiplexing gains. We next study study the cooperative irach node has a single antenna. For different configurations
terference channel, whei®, is only required to decod®: we consider the effect of half-duplex or full-duplex belwvi
and D, to decodeS,. The cooperative interference channebf the relay as well as clustering.
imposes looser decoding requirements on the destinatiuhs a Firstly, we study a full-duplex multi-antenna relay system
potentially leads to higher achievable rates. The nextlzoyo ppmT, We examine the effect of clustering on both the DMT
shows that for the clustered cooperative interferencer#lah  pper hounds and achievability results. We compare a single
is still not possible to achieve multiplexing gains abeve 1. antenna relay system with a multiple-antenna relay system,
Hence, we conclude the multiplexing gain limitation is NOfhen the source, the destination and the relay haven
due to having one source-destination, but is due to the finid 1 antennas respectively, and investigate the effects of in-
capacity links within each cluster. creased degrees of freedom on the relaying strategies elecod
Corollary 3: A single antenna two-source two-destinationand-forward, and compress-and-forward. We find that multi-
clustered cooperative interference channel has the best Didhtenna relay systems have fundamental differences freim th

as single-antenna counterparts. Increased degrees of freafio
max d(F) = daa(r), 0 < r < 1. fects_the DMT upper bognds and the performgncg .Of different
ritre=r relaying strategies leading to some counterintuitive ltesu

Proof: We can show thati(7) < das»(r) using the Although the DF protocol is simple and effective to achieve
upper bound of Lemmi@ 1. The result in [50] suggests that fire DMT upper bounds in single antenna relay systems, it can
cooperative interference channel the total multiplexiragng be suboptimal for multi-antenna relay systems, even if the
can be at most 1. Thus we haié) < daa(r), 0 <r < 1. relay has the same number of antennas as the source. On the

A simple achievable scheme assumes that ;) pair uses other hand, the CF strategy is highly robust and achieves the

(S2, D) pair as relays for half of the transmission period t&MT upper bounds for all multiplexing gain values for both
send R(Ts1) = r/21log SNR. In the remaining halfS, sends clustered and non-clustered networks. Clustering is éissen

R(Tsy) — r/21og SNR to D, utilizing S; and D; as relays. for DF to achieve the DMT upper bound for low multiplexing
Note that equal distribution of rates gives the best netwo@ins, but does not help in the high multiplexing gain region
diversity, since any other distribution of andr, leads to a What's more, it has an adverse effect on both the upper
lower diversity for one of the streams. Then, for each cadeQund and the DF achievable DMT if the relay has multiple
the problem reduces to the one discussed in Se€fion VIl-Antennas due to decreased degrees of freedom in the source-
We can easily show that this strategy meets the DMT upp@lay channel.
bound and that using such a time division scheme is DMT We extend the above full-duplex results obtained for the
optimal for the cooperative interference channel. m multiple antenna relay channel to the half-duplex relay as
For comparison, suppose there were two clustered singlell. We show that for the multiple-antenna half-duplexagel
antenna sources and a single two-antenna destination. T#ignnel the CF protocol achieves the DMT upper bound.
system can be wirtual MIMO, achieving the full2 x2 MIMO  Although it is hard to find the DMT upper bound explicitly for
DMT, unlike the single-antenna two-source two-destimaticarbitrarym, n andk, we have solutions for special cases. We
system described above. In this case, when high diversityggashow that the half-duplex DMT bound is tighter than the full-
are needed, the sources can cooperate, decode and forwiiRlex bound in general, and CF is DMT optimal for any
each other’s signals using time division, and collectivaty 7 andk. We also argue that the dynamic decode-and-forward
as a two-antenna transmitter similar to the above argurfient. protocol or any decoding based protocol would be suboptimal
high multiplexing gains, they simply operate in the mukiplin the multiple antenna half-duplex relay channel as they ar
access mode, i.e. each source sends its own indepen@optimal in the full-duplex case.
information stream, and thus can attain all multiplexingnga We next investigate the multiple-access relay channel. In
up to 2 [37]. However, if we had a two-antenna source addARC, CF achieves the upper bound for high multiplexing
two clustered single antenna destinations, the systemdwvoghins, when both users being in outage is the dominant outage
be multiplexing gain limited, as CSI is not available at thevent.
transmitter [62]. All these examples emphasize the diffeee  Finally, we compare wireless relay and cooperative net-
between transmit and receive clusters, in addition to tfexef works with a physical multi-input multi-output system. We
of finite capacity links within each cluster. show that despite the common belief that the relay or co-
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operative systems can beértual MIMO systems, this is APPENDIXII
not possible for all multiplexing gains. Both for relay and PROOF OFTHEOREMI[Z

cooperative systems, even if the nodes are clustered, thgy the DF protocol, the source and the relay employ block
finite capacity link between nodes in the source cluster agfy koy superposition coding [55], [20] and the destination
the finite capacity link between the nodes in the destinatigfyes packward decoding [20], [58], [59]. For achievahility
cluster are bottlenecks and limit the multiplexing gain loé t \ye constrain the relay to decode the source signal reliably.
system. Cooperative interference channels are also i |t hased on its receive8NR the relay cannot decode, then
same way. It is straightforward to extend our results for i remains silent (or sends a default signal). We assume this
single source-destination pair with multiple relays and fqs known at the destination, which can be communicated at a
cooperative systems with N sources and N destinations WiBgjigible cost. Since fading is constant for Alblocks, this
each destination decoding all sources. has to be communicated only once.

Overall, our results indicate the importance of soft infor- The relay decodes if the instantaneous mutual information
mation transmission in relay networks, as in CF, and sugsiisfies
gest that protocol design taking into account node location RPF) < (X Yr|XR).
antenna configurations and transmission/reception cintr
are essential to harvest diversity and multiplexing gaims |f the relay can decode, the mutual information at the des-

We chooseXs and X independently as complex Gaussian
APPENDIX I with zero mean with covariance matrio®s = I,,, Ps/m, and
PROOF OFLEMMA [T] Qr = 1, Pr/k respectively. Then we can write
it ; ; (kl)
By Proposmorﬂl, the lnfqrmatlon ratd?'*") from nodek I(Xs:YrIXp) = loglsng
to nodel in the network satisfy
Kl I(Xs;Yp|Xg) = logLsp
>, R® < L I(XsXp;Yp) = 1
sXr;Yp) = logLsr,p,
keC;,leCs
for somep(x1, z2, ..., ). Also, we can easily observe thatWhere : Ps
En is implied by the event Ls,r = |\l + HspHgp—~1,
Z R < R(Ten), andLs p andLsr p are defined in[(13) and@{lL4) respectively.
keCi,lecy We calculate the probability of outage as
Then for any coding scheme with rat&*", we can write P(outage at D)
= P(outagérelay decoded’(relay decodes
P(y) > P Y, R™ <R
i + P(outagérelay cannot decode
€C;,leCy
T . P(relay cannot decode (41)
> P(Ig, < R"e)) ) ;
S min P(le, < RTe) = P(Lsr,p <SNR")P(Lg r > SNR")
= porgetm) ' + P(Ls,p < SNR")P(Ls.r < SNR")
The above statement holds for all coding schemes with rates SNR~%m+r)n(r) f GNR~4mn (") GNR ~dm#(")
R V; thus, it is also true for the one that minimizes the left if 0<r < min{m,n,k}
hand side. Then we have - GNR —dmn(r)
min P (Ex) > min ~ P(Ie, < Re))  (38) if min{m,n,k} <r <min{m,n}
all coding schemes T1,L2,.0yTm, .
. ’ . _p( Dt . for which we used the fact thd?(Ls r > SNR")=1 for 0 <
The right hand side is the minimum outage probability f07[ < min{m, n, k}, and formin{m n k} < r < min{m,n}
cut-setC;, and by the definition in the lemma P(Ls.r > SNR")=0 and P(Ls.r < SNR")=1. Hence we
min ~ P(Ie, < R(Tci))iSNR—dci(r““). (39) can write the DMT for DF as in[{24). Note that any other
P(1,22;..,Tm) ' choice ofQg, Qr andQ = Cov(Xs, X ) would not improve
Using the definition of maximum network diversity, we havehis result. This is because for afds, Qr andQ, due to[(1),
min P (Ex) ~GNR (") (40) the mutual information expressions have the upper bounds
all coding schemes
. T
Substituting [[30) and(40) intd (38) leads to I(Xs;YR[XR) < log ’Ik + HSRHSRPS’
d(F) < de, (1), I(Xs:YplXn) < log|L, +HspHL, Pyl
Since this is true for all the cut-sets, we have and
d(r) < minde, (r©). [(XsXn;Yp) < logKsrp

We conclude that the maximum network diversity ordéf) whereK g p is defined in[(®). A DMT calculation using these
is upper bounded by the maximum diversity order of each upper bounds would result in the same DMT as[inl (24).
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APPENDIX I where
PROOF OF THEOREM SNR" — 1 — 2GSNR — 2nGSNR" !
First, the mutual information for cut-s€ip is the same as f(SNR) = SNR" ’
the non-clustered case @i (5), and the DMT upper bound f%en forSNR > 1, 1/SNR™! < 1, therefore, we can further

this cut-set isd(,, 1) (r). For cut-seCs we need to find the | boundP(outages) as
DMT for the channel
P(outagef) > P (E?:12§:1|hij|2
+ 25,50, |hi — hj|* < F(SNR)) .
As f(SNR)=1, then P(outag¢)=1. On the other hand, as

the real and imaginary parts of all random variables aré. i.i.
we have

Y =Hs rpX +Z,

whereHg rp is defined in[(AD)H s is ank x m matrix with
all entries equal to/G, andHgp is n x m, with complex
Gaussian entries;;, i =1, ...,n, j = 1,2. The channel input
X is m x 1 and has the total transmit power constrdiigt We
assumePs = SNR for notational simplicity in this appendix. P(&) = (P(I1R{hi1} — R{hia}| < 6))2”7
The channel outpuly, and the complex Gaussian noise at the

output,Z, are(n + k) x 1. and

For m = 1, the DMT is easily calculated af- (1) = oo, P(IR{ha} — R{hia}| <€)
0<r<1,asle, > log(l + kas) oo rrde q s o
Form = 2, the instantaneous mutual information for a given = / / ;e_y T dydx
channel gain matriH s gp is then ToodmTe
’ 1 —(t4x)? —=x
i = —e e ¥ dtdx
1(X;Y) = 1og‘12+SNRHS_’RDHSVRD’. N
€ o0 1
Note that = / 7T53‘212‘2‘%“52d:zcdt
HY ppHsrp = [HigHsr +Hf,Hsp] _ / L ey
B kG kG ; —e V2T
- (56 56 )+ mbomsn] ()
V2

which means havingc relay antennas only increases the _ _ _ _
Gaussian channel gain in between the source and the relayhe error function has the Maclaurin series expansion of

antennas by a constant factor. Therefore, without loss of 2 1L, 1 5 1,
generality we can assumie= 1. Fork =1, erf(z) = NG <x TR T TRt T > ’
I(X;Y) = log(1+2GSNR + 3,37 ,[hj|*SNR+  which makeserf(e/v/2)=¢ at highSNR. Then P(£)=¢2" =
+ 27|kt — hio|?\GSNR SNR™"*"" and we have
+ XX lhihye — hizhj1|QSNR2) : P(outage)>SNR 27",

There is no outage for multiplexing gain < 1 as On the other hand,
I(X;Y) > log(1 + 2GSNR). For1 < r < 2, we can lower

bound the outage probability as P(outage)
=l s d)
P(outage = P(outagef)P (&) + P(outagec®)P(£E°) s P (k)g Lo + SNRHSRDH&RD’ <rlog SNR)
> P(outagef)P(€), = SNR™*"
where whereHY, ;,, = |H, HLp|, andHsp is an1 x m matrix
N N with i.i.d. complex Gaussian entries.
€ = AR{ha} - Rlhio}| < e [S{ha} — S{haz}] <e: Thus, forl < r < 2, des(r) is equal to the DMT of a
i=1,..,n} 2 x (n+ 1) system,dy(,11)(r) = n(2 —r), and overall we

have thed(r) expression stated in Theordm 4 for = 1,2

. . 2—r
with e = 1/VSNR“™". When¢& holds, and arbitraryn and .
I(X;Y) = log (1 + 2GSNR + 2?:12§:1|hij|QSNR
+ 22nGSNR APPENDIX IV

) 9 enrs 2 PROOF OFLEMMA 4
+ 2e¢ Ei:12?:i+1|hil — hjll SNR ) .
: In random state half-duplex relay systems, the system state
Then for a target data ratB(”) = rlog SNR, we have can also be viewed as a channel input. Thus, we need
1 to optimize over all joint distribution®(xs,xr,q). Using

P(outagéS) = P (E?_12§_1|hij|2w Propositior{ 1L we have

SD .
+ 250 5 b — i P < F(SNR)) RP) <minle,,
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= S, D, for somep(zs,zr,q), where R(SP) is the in- from all other random variables. Using the definitiondgfp,
formatlon rate fromS to D. Then for a target data rateLsg,p, Ls,rp, andLy xp (13), (14), [15) and(16) we have
R™) = rlog SNR we have

S L
min P (R(SD) < R(T)) I(YR, YvR|YvD7 Q1) = log if)k,
all coding schemes LspNp
> omin maxP(le, < RT) (X Yples) = log 2202,
p(rs,Tr,q) T Lsp

> m i P(Ic, < R™M). . . . .
= %};ﬁl max p(p(fsl.,l;lqu)) e, ) Thus using[(4R) we can choose the compression noise variance

Then using[(Z6) we can write N to satisfy

d(r) < maxmmd r . L ) L &)
(r) < mas . (r,p(a)- Np = {/ 258 with U = Lg. p <—SR=D) ,
U Lsp

For the multiple antenna, half-duplex relay channel we have
and [42) becomes

Iey, = I(Xs,Q;YR,Yp|XR)
= . N L
[(Xs; YR, Yp|Xr, Q) + (@5 YR, Yp| Xr) R = tlog —5fL 4 (1-t)logLsp.  (43)
< I(Xs; YR, Yp|Xg, Q) +1 (Mr+1)
where the last inequality follows becauges a binary random
variable. Similarly, To prove the DMT of[(4B) we follow steps similar tb_(18)-
(22). Then we have
Ie, = I(Xs,Xr,Q;YD)
= I(Xs,Xr;Yp|Q) + 1(Q; YD) P(outage at )
< I(Xs,Xr;Yp|Q)+1. - P (R<CF> < rlogSNR)
The above two bounds show that random state protocols can - p ( D L(l ) 2ktSNRr)
at most send one extra bit of information, which does not play
a role at highSNR. Thus, fixed and random state protocols + P (L(SR gLSD < thSNRr)

have the same DMT upper bound.
/ t (l—t) k r
<P (LS,RD LYY < 2FSNR )

APPENDIXV _
PROOF OFTHEOREMI[G +P (L(SlR,tI)JLgaD < 2kSNRT) (44)
To illustrate that CF achieves the DMT in Theoréin 6, we = P(tlogLs pp

follow the CF protocol of Section IV. In the static half-degl + (1-t)logLsp < rlog \’/2_kSNR)
case the relay listens to the source only fdraction of time ’
with 0 < ¢t < 1. The Wyner-Ziv type compression rate is +P((1—1)logLsr.p
such that the compressed signal at the relay can reach the + tlogLs.p < rlog \72_kSNR) (45)
destination error-free in the remaining — ¢) fraction of ®)
time, in which the relay transmits. Then, for a fixédhe =  GNR %s (™) 4 gNR e (M1)
instantaneous mutual information at the destination is = gNR- min{deg (nt).dz,, (1)}

R =tI(Xs;YRrYplgr) + (1 — )I(Xs; Yp|X g, q2) _ _

_ where (a) is because for any fixed < t < 1, 28 > 2k,
subject to For (b) we have used the fact thdts p, and K pp, Ls p

) and Kg p, and Lsg,p and Kgr p are of the same form

H(YR’YRWD’Ql) (1= 01Xz Yplaz). (42) except for power scaling and hence result in the same DMT.
Note that the above equations incorporate the half-duplds a result if P(outage at D=SNR~*"", then d(r,t) >
constraint into [(I1) and[(12). The source and relay inputin{dg_(r,t),dc, (r,t)}. As the achlevable DMT cannot be
distributions are independenY ; is the auxiliary random larger than the upper bound, we conclude that CF achieves the
vector which denotes the compressed signal at the relay drmuind in [32) for anyt. Thus it also achieves the best upper
depends orlY z and X . More information on CF can also bound of [38).
be found in [14], [21], [22] for the half-duplex case for siag  If the relay is dynamic, CF can also behave dynamically and

antenna nodes. t will be a function of CSI available at the relay. For dynamic
We considerX s and X are i.i.d. complex Gaussian withCF we can still upper bound the probability of outage at the
zero mean and covariance matridgsPs /m, Iy Pr/k, Yr = destination with [(45), which is equivalent to the DMT upper

Yr1+Zg, andZg is a vector with i.i.d. complex Gaussianbound for dynamic protocols at highiNR. Hence, dynamic
entries with zero mean and varianf&; that is independent CF achieves the dynamic half-duplex DMT upper bound.
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APPENDIX VI where
PrROOF OFTHEOREM[|

S = o1, 0p41)|0 < a1 <1<
In this appendix we prove Theordrh 7. Rar= 1, (30) can ' {(ar, ansa) +1 1}
be written as S = {(len,ant)|0 S a1 <y <1}
S = {(a,an)]0 < anyr <ar <1}
I, (t) =tlog K. +(1—-t)logKgs p,
. st 8 Ksrp +( Jlog Ks.p Sy = {la,an11)|0<ar <1< apqa}
with " 85 = {(Oél,Oén+1)|1 < al,oén+1}.
Kipp = log <1 + Z xiSNR> As an example, suppose we want to find Thus we have
i=1 the following linear optimization problem
" . n+k
KS,D = 10g <1 =+ Z IlsNR> minimize 2i:-i_l Qy
i=1 t(l—apt1)—r < 0
where z; are independent exponentially distributed random 0 < a1 <1 < o
variables with parametgr 1, that'denote the _fad|_ng powen fro min{aq, ..an} = @
source antenna to receive anterira the destination or at the . B
relay respectively. min{ant1, .., Gntr} = ani
Let ZZT,L: SNRial, ) :.1, N+ k. ThenOé»L' are i.i.d. with This problem has two solutions at
probability density function
C o (O O Qs ey O )
fo; (i) = log(SNR)SNR ™ *exp(—SNR ™). B (1,...1,0,..0) it t<or
Let A denote the outage event for a target data Rit® = - (1., 1,1 —r/t,..,1—r/t) if t>r

rlog SNR. Then probability of outage is _
& P Y g Then fora € ANRMHR+H NS,

FA) if t<
. o n | sTr
= ICS()<7’10gSNR) sl—mlnEai—{ ntk(l—r/t) if t>r
= / fala Similarly, we finds,, s3, s4 andss. ThenG* = min; s;, which
concludes the proof.
= / (log SNR)"T#*SNR ™ exp(—XSNR ™ )dox
(a) A APPENDIX VII
= / SNR™>% da PROOF OFTHEOREM[B
ANRO+R)+ . .
®) When S; and S; do equal time sharing and= 1/2, we
= / SNR™ > da use Corollary 1L to conclude thaf?, .. - (7) = 2(1—7) is
AN RG+R+ achievable, wher&'S denotes time sharing. Next, we discuss
(c) . the case when both sources transmit together.

- -G
= SNR In the half-duplex MARC, when both sources transmit
whereR(™ ¥+ is the set of rea[n + k)-vectors with nonneg- simultaneously and the relay does CF for the signal it reseiv

ative elements. The outage eveftis defined as similar to CF discussed in Sectiohs] IV V, the information
- rates satisfy
A = {tmax{0,1— 1,1 — i1}
s Y
41— max{0,1— a1} <1} RS < tI(Xs,:YrYp|Xs,, q1)
where without loss of generality we assume, = (S2) + (1= 8)I(Xs,;Yp|Xs, X, g2)
min{ay, ...c, } and a,41 = min{a,41, ..., ¥nyr}, and G* R < tI(X527YRYD|X517q1)
is given as + (1 = )I(Xs,; Yp| X5, XR, q2)
Gr=  mf T (46) ROV 4R < (X, Xy VRYD|ar)

+(1-t)I(Xs, Xs,: Yp|Xr,
We have (a) because(log SNR)"** does not change the (1= OI(Xs, X523 YD X, 02)
diversity gain, exp (—SNR™*") decays exponentially with for independentXs,, Xs,, and X subject to

SNR if a; < 0, exp(—SNR™) is e for a; = 0 and '
exp (—SNR™) approaches 1 fot; > 0 at highSNR [37], H (Vi YrlYo, a1) < (1= 1(Xgi Yplao). (47)

(b) follows because at highNR A converges taA, finally whereYy is the auxiliary random variable which denotes the

(c) is due to Laplace’s method [37]. guantized signal at the relay and dependsgnand X i [44]
As a resultdc, (r,t) = G*. To solve the optimization and¢ is the fraction of time the relay listens.
problem of [46). we first solve the subproblems To compute these mutual information, we assukie and
s & inf Z?_ﬂkai, X, are independent, complex Gaussian with zero mean, have

acANRO+M+ O S; variancesPs, and Ps, respectively, and’y = Yr1 + Zr,
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where Z is a complex Gaussian random variable with zero The last term in[{49) can be analyzed similar to Sedfion IV,
mean and variancéVz and is independent from all otheras this term mimics the 2 antenna source, 1 antenna relay and
random variables. We define 1 antenna destination behavior. Far = ms = k = 1, we
follow the proof from [44).

Ls,p % 1+ |hs,n|*Ps, ) ) .,
Ls,p 2 1+|hs,n|*Ps, P(RGY 4 RS2 < R
Ls,s;,0 = 1+ |hs,p|*Ps, + |hs,p|*Ps, < P ( ’SlSmRDtL(;ngD < 2’“SNRT)
2 2 2 2
Fssann "5 Lol P+ fhsol s, ol + P (L, 50npL5,5,p < 2°SNR')
Ls,,rp = 1+ |hsr["Ps, + |hs,p|"Ps, ) (1t .
+ NR(l + |h51D|2P51) < P (L5152R-,DLS152,D < 2"SNR )
Ls;rp = 1 +A|h52R|2P52 +2|h52D|2P52 + P (Lglgz)R,DLg1sz,D < 2kSNRT)
+ Nr(1+ |hS;5D| PSB) = gNR-%n ™) L gNR-en (1D
Ls,s, RD £ 'Hslsz,RD [ gn P } HT5152,RD -~ gNR~ ™in{de, (r,t),ng(r,pt)}’
2
n Nr+1 0 From first line to the second, we used the fact thiat, p, >
0 1 Ls,s,r.D with
hs,r  hs,r Ps, 0

whereHg, s, rp =

)

/ A t
hs,p hs,p 51S2,RD — ‘H5152,RD [ 0 P, } Hg s, rp t12

Since the relay has relevant CSl, usihgl (47) it can choose

the compression noise variandg; to satisfy as a2 x 2 multiple antenna system has higher capacity than a
- 3 x 1 system.
N — Ls,s,,rD With U — I, Ls,s,r.D (=) Using d;  (r,t) from Theorenil? withn = m; +my = 2,
R="7"1Ty I W S © k=1,n=1,to maximizemin{d;, (r,t),dp (r,1—1)} over
S t, we need to choose < ¢ < 2 and thus
_ . r
RY < tlog liSl=RD + (1 =t)log Ls,. {48) d}?{[%zc,CF(T) = min {1 Y 31— 7")} ,
o Np+1 .'
(S2) Sy.RD where SIM denotes simultaneous transmisssion.
R < tlog Npt1 '+ 1 + (1 —t)log Ls, p To find an upper bound on the achievable DMT we write
RG) L R(52) < tlog M P(outage at D
r+1 > max{P(RSY < RM/2), P(R?) < R(T) /2)},

+ (1 — t) IOgles%D

i . S0
To find a lower bound on the achievable DMT, we use JSIM w1 T
the union bound on the probability of outage. For symmetric Marc,cp(r) <1 - 9"

users with individual target data ratg&”s1) = R(Ts2) — - o : -
Combining this with the upper bound in_{34), and with
T) _
r/21log SNR, and a target sum data rafl”) = rlog SNR Jrs (7), we have Theoreifl 8.

the probability of outage at the destination is MARC,CF
P(outage at D APPENDIX VIII
< P(RYY < RD/2) + P(R¥2) < R /2) PROOF OFUPPERBOUND IN THEOREMS@ AND [I0
+ P(RY 4 R2) < RM), (49)  To provide upper bounds, we will use the cut-set bounds

as argued in Lemmia 1. The cut-sets of interest are shown in
Fig. I3 and denoted &8s, Csr, andCp. We will see that
these will be adequate to provide a tight bound.

In order to calculate the diversity ordeds, () for each
cut-set, we write down the instantaneous mutual infornmatio

One can prove that the first and second tef{R(51) <
RM/2) and P(R2) < R™)/2) are on the order of
SNR™U=7/2) at highSNR, for anyt. To see this we write
(48) explicitly as

hs,r|* P, i i i
RS < tlog (1 + |hs, |2 Ps, + | ;RI 1s1> expressions given the fading levels as
R+
I = I(Xg;YRr, YR, YD|XRr, X
+ (1 —t)log (1 + |hs,p|*Ps,) Cs (X5 Vi Yo YD X1, X o)
ICSRl = I(XSXRl;YRQYD|XR2)
As the relay compresses both sources together, the com- Ie, = I(XsXgr,Xnr,:YD).

pression noise is on the order (!{NR and the term
|hs, r|*Ps, /(Nr+1) does not contribute to the overall mutual To maximize this upper bound we need to chodsg X g,
information at highSNR. and X g, complex Gaussian with zero mean and varianégs
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Pr, and Pg, respectively, wherés, Pr, and P, denote the to

average power constraints each node has [57]. Then
P(outage at D

Ie, I = P(outage and both relays decgde
log (1 + |asr, [*Ps + |hsr,|*Ps + |hsp|* Ps) + P(outage andR; decodesR, cannot decode
(50) + P(outage andR; cannot decode, ani, decodep
Ieon, < IéSRl + P(outage, and none of the relays decpde (54)
= log |Io + Hsr, r,0Hlp, g, p(Ps + Pr,) P(outage at D)
(51) = P(Lsg,g,.0 <SNR",Lg.r, >SNR", Lg g, > SNR')
Ie, < I, + P(Lsgr,.p < SNR”,Ls.r, > SNR", Ls g, < SNR")
= log (1 + (|hspl® + |hr,pl* + |ar,p|*) + P(Lsg,.p < SNR”, Ls.n, < SNR”, Ls.r, > SNR")
. (Ps + Pr, + Pr,)) (52) + P(Ls.p < SNR", Ls p, < SNR'", Ls g, < SNR"),
where where
Hsp, map = { o ] (53) Lsr, = log(1+asn,[*Ps) (55)
SD RD Lsr, = log(1+ |hsr,|*Ps)
and we used{1) to upper bourtg. ,, with ¢ in () and Lspr,p = log(1+|hsp|*Ps + |hr,p|*Pr,
Ie,, with I}, in (B2). + lar,p|*Pr,) (56)
For a target data rate?™ = rlogSNR, P(I}, < Lsp,,p = log(1+ |hsp*Ps+ |hgr,p|*Pr,) (57)
RM)=P(I;, < RM)=SNR™"3("), whereasP(Ij,, < Lspop 2 log(1+ |hsp|*Ps + |hayp|*Prs,)
RM)=SNR~*2(") Then using Lemm@l1, the best achievable Lsp 2 log(1+ |hSD|2PS) :

diversity d(r) of a non-clustered system is upper bounded by

d(r) < min{di3(r), daa2(r)} = di3(r). and asg, = hs.gr,, ag,p = hgr,p as the system is non-
When the system is clustered;_  and I, are larger clustered.

than the Gaussian channel capacities; (1 + Gsg,Ps) Using the fact that”(Ls r, > SNR")=1 and P(Ls.r, >

and log(1+ Gr,pPr,) respectively. ThenP(I;, < SNR")=I, this outage probability becomes

_R(_T>)iP(_IéD < RM))=SNR~°, if r < 1. In other words, P(outage at D

it is possible to operate at the positive rate ") reliably = GNR-%10) | 9ggNR-%1 (DgNR (")

without any outage and aSNR increases, the data rate of

this bound can increase &sg SNR without any penalty in + SNR™ 4 (MWGNR ~411(MgNR ~41:(7)

reliability. However, this is not the case for amy> 1 as = SNR™ (")

P}, =< RMY=p(1, < R™M)=1. Combining these

results with the upper bound due Ie we have at high SNR, which is equivalent to the outage behavior of
SRy

al x 3 system (or3 x 1) system. Hence, in a non-clustered
system if both relays do DF, the DMT in Theoréin 9 can be

dgg(’l’) |f T S 1 .
d(r) < { 0 oo achieved.
APPENDIX X
APPENDIX I X PROOF OFACHIEVABILITY IN THEOREM[IQ
PROOF OFACHIEVABILITY IN. THEOREM[9) To prove that the DMT of Theorem1L0 is achievable, we use

the mixed strategy suggested in [20], in whikh does DF and

We assume the sourc&; and R, perform block Markov then the source node and the first relay together perfornkbloc
superposition coding. After each blodk and R, attempt to Markov superposition encoding. Similar to the non-cluster
decode the source. The destination does backward decodiage in AppendiXIX, we requird?; to decode the source
similar to the case in Sectidn V. message reliably, and to transmit only if this is the case. We

Using the block Markov coding structure bofty and R, assume thaf?; and the destination know iR?; transmits or
can remove each other’s signal from its own received signabt. The second relayg, does CF.
in (38) and [[3b) before trying to decode any information. To prove the DMT we calculate the probability of outage

We chooseX g, and X, independent complex Gaussiarfs
with zero mean and varianceBg, and Pgr, respectively.
We also chooseXg independentl;ll with co?nplex Gaussianp(oUtage atp = P(outagef, decoderl(f; decodes
distributionCN/ (0, Ps). Then the probability of outage for this + P(outageR; cannot decode
system, when the target data rat€’) = rlog SNR, is equal . P(R; cannot decode
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