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Abstract We propose two new diversity combining receivers that support
cooperative multiplexing in two-hop wireless multiuser relay networks. Coop-
erative multiplexing has the potential to double the achievable throughput by
allowing the base station (BS) and the relay station (RS) to transmit to dif-
ferent users at the same time in the second time slot of the half time division
duplexed (TDD) relay transmission. This throughput improvement comes at a
cost of performance degradation due to inter-user interference between the BS
and the RS. To overcome this degradation, we propose two new receivers for
the relay-link users: 1) cooperative multiplexing optimum combining (CMOC)
and 2) cooperative multiplexing selection combining (CMSC). The proposed
CMOC receiver combines the signals in the first and second time slot of the
half TDD transmission such that the output signal-to-interference-plus-noise
ratio (SINR) is maximized. The proposed CMSC receiver allows the relay-link
user terminal to be active in only one of the two half TDD time slots. As such,
CMSC offers power savings relative to CMOC. New insights are drawn from
our exact closed-form expressions that we derive for the moment generation
function, probability density function, and the cumulative distribution func-
tion of the output SINR. Based on these, we present new analytical expressions
for the outage probability, symbol error rate, and achievable throughput. Our
results show a 3.5 times improvement in the achievable throughput relative to
the standard single-channel receiver in the high interference regime.

Keywords Cooperative Multiplexing - Optimum Combining - Selection
Combining - Interference Channel

1 Introduction

The deployment of fixed relay stations (RS) in cellular networks is a low cost
and low complexity solution to extend service coverage. The RS performs a
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similar role to the base station (BS) but with a subset of BS functions. In
two-hop relay communications, half time-division duplex (TDD) is adopted in
order for radio frequency devices to be easily implemented at low cost [1]. In
standard half TDD, the RS receives data from the BS in the first time slot and
forwards it to the relay-link user in the second time slot while the BS remains
silent. This leads to a loss in data rates as two time slots are necessitated for
interference-free transmission.

To allow the RS to receive and transmit in both time slots, multiple anten-
nas were deployed at the RS in [2] and interference cancellation was applied
to improve the data rate of the full-duplex system. In [3], two sophisticated
resource handling schemes (antenna partitioning and antenna sharing) were
proposed to improve the performance of full-duplex systems. Both schemes
utilize multiple antennas at the RS to cancel inter-user interference.

When the RS is equipped with a single antenna, a cooperative multiplex-
ing and scheduling scheme was considered to enhance the achievable through-
put which simultaneously exploits spatial multiplexing and multiuser diversity
gains [4-8]. Users are classified into two groups: direct-link users served by the
BS and relay-link users served by the RS. Cooperative multiplexing increases
the achievable throughput by allowing the BS to transmit to the direct-link
user in the second time slot at the same time as the RS is transmitting to
the relay-link user.! An opportunistic scheduler is used to select users in each
group to exploit the multiuser diversity [10, 11, 15]. This can be viewed as a
multiplexed half TDD transmission. The potential is to double the through-
put compared to standard half TDD transmissions subject to the ability to
receive the RS signal in the presence of interference from the BS. Cooperative
multiplexing with a single-channel receiver at the relay-link user was proposed
in [4] to only detect the signal in the second time slot. In [4], the inter-user
interference at the direct-link user and the relay-link user was considered to be
sufficiently weak to be ignored. However, we note that if inter-user interference
is not carefully handled at the receiver, cooperative multiplexing may result in
a lower throughput than the non-multiplexed scenario with orthogonal time
slots for the direct link user and the relay-link user.

In [5], the inter-user interference was canceled by distributed beamforming.
In the proposed distributed beamforming, the BS and the RS coordinately
generate transmit beams such that inter-user interference is pre-canceled. It
comes at a cost of acquiring channel state information (CSI) at the BS. In
[6, 7], the achievable throughput of cooperative multiplexing was improved by
joint user and relay selection. However, this necessitates multiple RS to be
deployed.

In [8], the inter-user interference at the direct-link user was canceled using
a single RS and no CSI at the BS. To do so, the broadcast signal from the BS
to the RS in the first time slot was utilized as prior knowledge of interference
from the BS to the relay-link user in the second time slot. It was shown that the

1 This concept can be viewed within the framework of distributed multi-input/multi-
output (MIMO) spatial multiplexing.



Title Suppressed Due to Excessive Length 3

interference at the direct-link user can be effectively eliminated, which in turn
improves the achievable throughput. However, relay-link users still suffered
from the interference caused by the signal from the BS to the direct-link user
in the second time slot.

In this paper, we propose a complete solution in which the signals received
in both the first and the second time slots of the half TDD transmission are
combined to mitigate the inter-user interference at the relay-link user. This
is in contrast to the standard single-channel receiver in [4] that only uses the
signal from the RS in the second time slot. We reformulate the signals received
in the first and the second time slots of multiplexed half TDD transmission
as a multi-channel communication with co-channel interference. To do so, the
first time slot is interference-free while the second time slot has a single inter-
ferer with the same channel magnitude as the desired signal in the first time
slot. Our model is different from the standard multi-channel receiver with
co-channel interference in [9]. This is due to the fact that in cooperative mul-
tiplexing the channel magnitude of desired signals and interfering signals are
not independent. In this paper, we concentrate on decode-and-forward (DF)
relaying that has been acknowledged in emerging standards such as 3GPP
Long Term Evolution (LTE) and IEEE 802.16m [10, 11].

We first propose cooperative multiplexing optimum combining (CMOC) to
overcome the performance degradation at the relay-link user due to inter-user
interference. In the proposed CMOC, the signals received in both time slots
in the multiplexed half TDD are weighted to maximize the output signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at the relay-link user under the assump-
tion that there is perfect decoding at the RS.

We then propose cooperative multiplexing selection combining (CMSC) by
allowing the relay-link user to select only one time slot in the multiplexed half
TDD transmission. In the proposed CMSC, the relay-link user measures the
SINR of each time slot in the multiplexed half TDD during training periods
and then chooses the time slot with the higher SINR for signal detection. The
proposed CMSC allows the relay-link user terminal to only wake up in the
selected time slot and go into sleep mode in the remaining time slot. This
allows for power savings relative to CMOC.

In the two proposed diversity combining receivers, new insights are drawn
from our exact closed-form expressions that we derive for the moment genera-
tion function (MGF), probability density function (PDF), and the cumulative
distribution function (CDF) of the output SINR. Based on these, we further
present new expressions for the achievable throughput, the outage probability,
and the symbol error rate (SER) with M-PSK. In contrast to [12, 13] that
considered optimum combining in the standard co-channel interference com-
munication, we develop different analytical approaches for multiplexed half
TDD transmission. For example, the MGF of the proposed CMOC can not be
obtained by multiplying MGF of two single channel receivers as in [13] since
channel magnitudes of the desired signal and the interfering signal are not
independent.
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Fig. 1 System model for cooperative multiplexing and scheduling in wireless relay networks
with K = 5.

Through analysis and simulations, we evaluate the performance of the pro-
posed two combining receivers and compare it with the standard single-channel
receiver and the maximum ratio combining (MRC) receiver in [14]. Our sim-
ulations show that CMOC and CMSC outperform the single-channel receiver
and the MRC receiver in all interference scenarios. Moreover, CMSC offers
a superior performance over CMOC in terms of achievable throughput and
the rate outage probability in the high interference regime. Furthermore, our
proposed combining receivers show a 3.5 times improvement in the achiev-
able throughput relative to the standard single-channel receiver and the MRC
receiver in the high interference regime.

2 Preliminaries
2.1 System Model

We consider a single cell system with one BS and one RS. Both the BS and the
RS are equipped with a single transmit/receive antenna. The users in the cell
are classified as either direct-link users or relay-link users as shown in Fig.1.
A single direct-link user is selected for transmission by the BS and a single
relay-link user is selected for transmission by the RS.

We use multiplexed half TDD transmissions [4, 8] that consist of two ad-
jacent time slots shorter than the channel coherent time. The transmission
block is divided into two orthogonal time slots, and as with standard half
TDD, each entity in the network (BS, RS, and users) can only transmit or
receive in a given time slot [1]. In the first time slot, the BS transmits data for
the relay-link user to the RS. Define z; as the transmit signal for the selected
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user k with average power E[zix;] = P. The signal from the BS to the RS
in the first time slot, y, is represented by y,. = h,xx + n, where h, is the
complex channel coefficient of the BS-RS link and n, is the additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zero mean and variance o2. Here, ()* denotes
the complex conjugate and the subscript r indicates a variable related to the
RS. In the second time slot, the RS forwards the signal received in the first
time slot to the selected relay-link user. In the same second time slot, the BS
also transmits to the selected direct-link user. In doing so, the BS and the RS
constitute a virtual two-element antenna array used for spatial multiplexing
and the two selected users are considered to be a distributed receive antenna
array. As a result, the channel model in the second time slot can be described
as a virtual MIMO channel.

We assume that CSI is measured according to a periodic channel training
process whose period is defined by higher layer protocols. In each channel
training process, the BS sends a pilot sequence in the first time slot and the
RS sends a pilot sequence in the second time slot to allow users to estimate
the CSI without inter-user interference. In this paper, we assume no CSI is
available at the transmitter to perform joint signal processing except channel
quality indicator for user scheduler.

We further consider DF relaying, where the RS decodes the received signal
and then re-encodes it prior to transmission [1]. Denoting user D; as the
selected direct-link user and user D5 as the selected relay-link user, the received
signal of the selected direct-link and relay-link users in the second time slot is
represented by a 2 x 2 virtual MIMO channel as

_|\Yo, | _ | hBD, hrD, | | %D, Np,

o= L] = Do ] o] 2
where hpi and hpgi are the complex channel coefficient from the BS and the
RS to the selected user k € {Di, Dy}, respectively, and ny is an additive
white Gaussian noise with E[ngni] = o2 for all k. Also, Z,,, is the re-encoded
relaying signal from the RS according to DF protocols. For convenience of
presentation, we will omit the user index k in hpp and hgi when it is clear
that we are referring to the channel coefficients of given user k.

Users Dy and Dy (direct-link user and relay-link user) are selected via an
opportunistic scheduler [15] in which radio resources are allocated to direct-
link user and relay-link user with the best reported channel quality. This user
selection scheme is widely used to maximize sum data rate [4, 10, 11, 15].
Throughout this paper, user D is assumed to be selected from K relay-link
users. The BS and the RS do not perform any power control.

As DF relaying is employed, the achievable throughput of the relay-link
user is computed as [1, §]

1
Moy =5 logy (1 + Y (yBR, hBD,, hRD,)) (2)

where ypr is the received SNR of the BS-RS link and Y (vgr, hBp,, ArD,)
denotes the effective SINR at user Dy which depends on the detection scheme



employed. Here, the effective SINR is defined as the end-to-end SINR from
the BS to the relay-link user that takes non-linear DF operations into account
at the RS and signal combining at the relay-link user. Throughout this paper,
we replace , in (1) with z, by assuming that BS transmits signals with
the rate of n,,, in (2) using closed loop operations that guarantee error-free
decoding. We now proceed to briefly outline the standard single-channel re-
ceiver and dual-channel maximal ratio combiner receiver which will be used
in the comparison of our proposed cooperative multiplexing receivers.

2.2 Standard Single-Channel Receiver

In the standard single-channel receiver in [1], the relay-link user only detects
the signal received in second time slot of multiplexed half TDD given as

Ypy2 = hrTp, + hBTp, +Np, » (3)

In (3), the second term is the inter-user interference and degrades the perfor-
mance in interference-limited environment.

Denoting the unfaded SNR. as §2 £ |x1|?/0? [1], the received SINR at the
relay-link user with the standard single-channel receiver is expressed using (3)
as

|hr|*2
sing = T 4
YDy, single ‘hB|2.Q+ 1 ( )

and the achievable throughput of the relay-link user is

1 .
Tb,single = 5 10g2(1 + mln(’YBRv 7D2,Single))- (5)

2.3 Dual-Channel Maximum Ratio Combiner

In the multiplexed half TDD transmission, the relay-link user can exploit the
signal received in the first time slot to improve the performance when the
interfering signal strength grows. The signal received in the first time slot is
represented by
Ypy,1 = thD2 + Npya- (6)
According to MRC [14], the detection of zp, is based on the combined
signal obtained as

r= h*ByD2,1 + h*RyD2,2

where yp, , is given in (3). The received SINR at the relay-link user with MRC
is then expressed as

hB 2 + hR 2
YDy, mrc = (!Q | |,|l;f%h1|3|) (7)
/82 + Gt har
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and the achievable throughput of the relay-link user is

1 .
b, mrc = 5 1Og2(1 + mln(fyRS> 'yDz,mrc))~ (8)

3 Cooperative Multiplexing Optimum Combining

In this section, we propose CMOC by applying optimum combining for multi-
channel receivers with co-channel interference in [9] to detect signals at the
relay-link user without prior knowledge of the BS-RS link. The performance
of the proposed CMOC is analyzed by deriving the SER with M-PSK. Fur-
thermore, new analytical expressions are derived for the PDF and CDF of
the output SINR. In constructing the CMOC, we assume that there is perfect
decoding at the RS since prior knowledge of the BS-RS link at the relay-link
user requires additional signaling between the RS and relay-link users.

3.1 Proposed CMOC

At the relay-link user, the signals received in both time slots of the multiplexed
half TDD is represented by a virtual MIMO communication model given by

_|y2| _|hBhR| |Zp, ng
seo= () =[5 2]+ )
h h
= {hg]x%—&— [ (f}xDl—i—n
écDxD2 +crzp, +n. (9)
where n; and ns denote the additive Gaussian noise in the first and in the
second time slot of half TDD transmission, respectively. The relay-link user

combines the signals received in both time slots using a weight vector w such
that the detection of z,, is made on decision variable A, given by

Ao = WHyD2 (10)

where (-)f denotes the conjugate transpose operation.
The optimum combiner maximizes the average output SINR, of the relay-
link user given by

Es H 2
a |[w'cp| (11)
wHRw

where R is the short term covariance matrix of the noise plus interference
which is defined as

v

R = E[(c; +n)(c; +n)] =R + o’I
. ‘hB‘ZES—FO'Z 0
o 0 o?
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and R is defined as E[c} c;]. Here T denotes the 2 x 2 identity matrix. Without
knowledge of the BS-RS link, the weighting vector w that maximizes the
output SINR in (11) is given by [9]

B
o2

hr
W = nR_ch e [ ‘hB‘zhEs-i-Uz ] (12)

for an arbitrary constant 1. Without loss of generality, we assume n=1 in this
paper. The output SINR with the weighting vector w in (12) is then calculated
as

hrl2E, hp|?E,
’}/OC:ESCILL)IRich_ ‘ R| | B| .

— 13
|hg|2Es + 02 o2 (13)

We note that, when the interference term is extremely high, the output
SINR of the CMOC is equal to direct transmission between the BS and the
relaying-link user according to (12) indicates. On contrary, the output SINR
of the single channel receiver in (4) becomes zeros in this case.

Recall that in DF relaying, the relay-link user detect the received signal
correctly only when the signal from the BS is detected correctly at the RS. As
such, the achievable throughput at the relay-link user based on (2) is expressed
as

1 .
Noc = 5 log(l + mln(’YoCa ’YBR))-

3.2 Derived SER with M-PSK

In this subsection, we derive the SER of CMOC at the relay-link user with
Rayleigh fading in the BS-user and the RS-user link. In addition, we consider
the more general case of Nakagami-m fading in the BS-RS link. It is not
straightforward to derive the SER of the proposed CMOC due to the fact that
the two terms in (13) should be jointly considered since |hg|? appears in both
terms. As such, the MGF of v, cannot be obtained simply by multiplying the
individual MGF’s of the signals received in the two time slots in multiplexed
half TDD transmission.

The SER of CMOC with DF relaying and the weight vector defined in (12)
is expressed as

P.=(1—-¢)P)+e¢ (14)

where P2° is the SER with respect to the output SINR v, in (13) and € is the
probability that the signal received in the RS is detected incorrectly. Assuming
Nakagami-m fading in the BS-RS link, € with M-PSK modulation is computed

as [16]
1 (€ IM-PSKVBR \
e:—/ (1+') do (15)
0

2msin® 0
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where gyr.psk = sin® % and © = (M — 1)m/M. The expression in (15) can be
written in a closed-form by using results in [16]. We note that, although we
assumed perfect decoding at the RS to construct the CMOC weighting vector
n (12), we co

Based on our formulation in (9), we note that the channel magnitude that
contributes to the interference in the first term of (13) is the same as the
channel magnitude of the desired signal in the second term of (13). As such,
it is important to highlight that the results in [12, 13] cannot be directly used
to derive the SER due to the fact that the channel magnitudes of the desired
signal and the interfering signal are not independent.

We proceed to derive the SER of the proposed CMOC receiver with output
SINR in (13) by applying the chain rule of conditional expectations

0C |h’R|2ES |hB|2E
P = Ejp ) [Pr <e1r1ro1r|'yOC = i 2E. + o + — Jhsl? )| . (16)

Denote z and y as random variables representing |hz|? and |hp|?, respectively.

Using the MGF based approach to derive the SER in [16] and the property of
conditional characteristic functions in [17], (16) is rewritten as

1 [® gM-PSK>
- M. [ — db
7r/0 Wl ( sin29
<1 @ 9gM-PSK
=y wdy Mg ) A "

where f,(-) is the PDF the random variable a and the conditional MGF
M., (s) is defined as

-
° xF, yE
My 12(s) :/0 exp (5 (W )) fy(y)dy
By changing the order of integration, (17) can be re-expressed as
Peoc: / / M ( gMPSK)fL( )dxdﬁ
sin” 6

,/ Wy, (—gM PSK) do (18)
T Jo sin” 6
where ¥, (s) is defined as

o= [ exp( ( e >)fw(x ydydz.  (19)

We note that W,.(s) in (19) is not the standard joint MGF as defined in [14].
As such, we will refer to (19) as the modified joint MGF (MMGF).

P =E,

||l>
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We can now derive the MMGF of 7, in (19) as follows

voc) = [ [T e (5 ) Rutwae] exp (25 £,y

:/m;exp SHEN L (2 ay
o 1—s-L:Lr o ) 2p p

yEs+o0?

1 /Oo ) LB y)a
= — e = =5
2B 0 yES+02 —sE. g exp 2p 80'2 Y Y

1 1 oo eXp (‘ (o% - 355) y) a (20)

- | B0
.QB %B—s% ts R/O yES—I—Jz—sESQR

for s < 0 where 25 = E[|hp|?], 2r = E[|hr|?], and hp and hpg are complex
Gaussian in Rayleigh fading channels.

Using the integral identity in [18] and substituting 2 = E,/0? we can
derive the MMGF in (20) in a closed-form as
1 2r

s——exp [Poc(s)] Ei(—Poc(s)) (21)

Woc = T A A
(5)= 1= Qs Qg

where

6= () (1 - o0) o

and Ei(z) is the exponential integral function defined in [19]. In (22), we can see
that our derived MMGTF is different from the MGF expressions for standard
multi-channel receivers with co-channel interference in [12, 13] because the
channel magnitude of the desired signal in the first time slot is the same as
that of the interfering signal in the second time slot.

Note that, in computing (21), exp[@oc(s)] in high SNR makes the numerical
computation to be unstable. For z > 0, the identity in [18]

Ei(—z) = —exp(—x)/O dt

x—Int
is utilized to avoid the numerical unstability in high SNR region by elimi-
nating the term exp[@oc(s)] in (21). Consequently, PS¢ that is obtained by
substituting (21) into (18).

Finally, the SER of CMOC at the relay-link user is derived by substitut-
ing (18) into (14). We note that the derived SER expression is given as finite
range single integrals of elementary mathematical functions. All the expres-
sions can be easily evaluated using mathematical software such as MATLAB
or Mathematica. Alternatively, (18) is well approximated using [13]

e 1 1 4g-
Pp?c ~ < - ) WOC(_gM—PSK) + *Woc (_QJWPSK)

2r 6 4 3

o 1 JM-PSK
2 _ . (- : 2
(o) e (555 ) @
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3.3 SINR, Analysis for the Proposed CMOC

In this subsection, we derive the CDF and the PDF of the output SINR at the
relay-link user with the proposed CMOC receiver. By using the derived CDF
and the PDF, the achievable throughput and the rate-outage probability is
evaluated.

The effective SINR at the relay-link user with CMOC and DF relaying
is the minimum of the received SNR at the RS and the output SINR of the
combiner in (13). By using the property of function of two random variables
in [17], the CDF of the effective SINR at the relay-link user is given as

F2o(v) = Foe(v) + FBr(Y) — Foe(7) Far(7)

where Fyc(y) denotes the CDF of the output SINR in (13) and Fpgr(y) is the
CDF of the received SNR at the RS given as

Fon(1) = Fos (m, "j)

for Nakagami-m fading channels. Here, I'(m) is the gamma function defined as
I'(m) = [;° e "™~ dt and y(a,z) is the incomplete gamma function defined
as y(o,z) = [ et dt [19].

We derive a new CDF expression for F,.(y) by defining a new random
variable z which is given by

Y
1
2

+ x02

z =

where x and y are re-defined two exponential random variables representing
|hp|? and |hg|?, respectively. As such, the CDF of the SINR at the output of
the OC is evaluated as

Fue) = Pr( < 9) =Pr (3= (04 5 ) (- 2)

[T (v (o 5) G -00le) £t

= [Tr (o< (v ) - floa (24)

where the last equality comes from the fact that x and y are independent.
Since = and y are nonnegative, Pr (y < (z 4 ) (v — £2)) in (24) is further
analyzed as

Pr<y§(x—&-é)(w—xm)z{Fy((x+r12)(7_xQ)>>0§ %(25)

0,

IV &
SR

where F,(y) is the CDF of y.
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By substituting (25) into (24), Foc(7) is calculated as

1 z 2 5 ((y=1)2 + 2g) 2l
- —x° = - d 2
; exp( T T T (26)
2G(v)

where F,(z) is the CDF of z. Using the integral identity in [18], G(v) in (26)
is computed according to

o=y (52) b o5 ) - ()]

where erfi(x) is the imaginary error function [18] and

_2 0

“Ton T e

po L =12+ 2r)
2 2p05

The PDF of the output SINR is derived by differentiating (26) with respect
to 7. Using the Leibniz’s theorem for differentiation of a definite integral [19]

di(v)

®(7) #(7)
L[ twte= [ L e tveitemn B p)m 20,

Y Syp) v & dy
the PDF of the output SINR fo.(7y) is derived as

foe(7) = %Foc(v) = fo (%) - QLB%G(V)

Lofrfo 1 2 5, (V=D +028) 4
= d
2r{2p /0 (x " 9) P (QRx Qr0p Tonn)

/im(p 2 o (=D +02r) 7 >de(7)
0 g

2r2p Nrp QrN 19}
~ o |60 - (1= 5)60)] (25)

where
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Using (26), (28), and order statistics in [20], we evaluate the average achiev-
able throughput and the rate-outage probability of the CMOC with K users
as

1 [ _
e =5 [ Kloma(1+ e D ()i (29)
and

Py, (r) = Pr (; log(1+7) < r) = FOIE(QQT —1). (30)

4 Cooperative Multiplexing Selection Combining

The CMOC proposed in the previous section requires the signals received in
both the first time slot and the second time slot to obtain the CMOC weighting
vector in (12). In this section, we propose a new selection combining, named
as CMSC, to overcome the performance degradation at the relay-link user
by selecting only one time slot with the higher SINR in the multiplexed half
TDD transmission. In doing so, the receiver is active in only one time slot of
the multiplexed half TDD operation. As such, power savings is guaranteed by
going into sleep mode in the remaining time slot. The proposed CMSC receiver
offers power savings and improved battery lifetime at the cost of a performance
degradation relative to CMOC. For the proposed CMSC, we derive the SER
expression with M-PSK and useful statistical properties such as the PDF
and the CDF of the output SINR, which are used to evaluate the achievable
throughput and rate-outage probability.

4.1 Proposed CMSC
The key idea of our new receiver is to select the signal with the higher SINR

between the time slots in the multiplexed half TDD. In the proposed CMSC,
the relay-link user calculates the SINR during the training period as

Ysc,1 = ‘hB‘Z*Q

|hr|?
g = — Rl 1
T2 T hpE + 10 (31)

The detection of zp, in (9) is made on decision variable Ag. that is determined
according to Ysc.1 and vsc 2 given as

_ Y1, ’Ysc,l Z "Ysc,2
Ase = {y2 , otherwise (32)

where y; and yo are defined in (9).
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The received SINR at the output of the proposed CMSC is then expressed
as

= { Tsels Ysc,1 > Vsc,2
Tee T {min{%c,m YBR} , otherwise (33)

where the effective SINR based on y- is calculated as the minimum of the
SNR at the RS (ygr) and the SINR at the relay-link user. Consequently, the
achievable throuhgput is expressed as 75 = 1 log, (1 + Ysc).

4.2 Derived SER with M-PSK Signals

In this subsection, we derive the SER of CMSC. Denoting ¢ as the probability
of detection error at the RS in (15) and & as Pr(ysc1 > 7sc,2), the SER for
CMSC with the proposed selection in (32) is expressed as

P. = kP + (1= k) [(1—€)P% + €] (34)

where P5¢! is the SER when the receiver is activated in the first time slot and
P52 is the SER when the receiver is activated in the second time slot.

We begin by deriving Pr(vsc1 > 7sc,2) as follows. Defining two random
variables x and y that represent each realization of |hp|?2 and |hg|?$2, re-
spectively, Pr(vsc,1 > Ysc,2) is computed as

Pr(vse,1 > Ysc,2) = Pr (x > —7—1) = /OOO Pr(y < z(z + 1)|x) fz (z)dx

= /Ooo Fy(x(z + 1)) fo(x)dx (35)

where z and y are random variables representing |h|? and |hp|?, respectively.
In Rayleigh fading,  and y are exponential random variables with mean g =
Np2 and Fg = N2rS2, respectively. Thus, (35) is manipulated as

1 > 2?4 x
Pr(’Ysc,l > 'YSC,Q) = 77/ (1 — exp <— — )) exp <_> dz
YB Jo YR B
[~ 2 1 1
B Jo B YB TR
Using the integral identity in [18]

/Oooexp (_jf;—ax> dz = /7B exp(37?) [1—erfa\[} for 3 >0 (37)

where erf(x) is the error function, (36) is evaluated by substituting o =
(,i + 7) and 3 = yp/4 into (37).

B TR
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The SER when the first time slot in the multiplexed half-duplex TDD is
selected to detect user signals is obtained as

P:C’l / Mscl( gM- PSK> do (38)
sin“ 6

where M. 1(s) is equal to the MGF of Rayleigh fading channels given as [16]

1
1—syp

Msc,l (3) -

Utilizing the method used in (18), the SER when the second time slot in
the multiplexed half-duplex TDD is selected is obtained as

sc,2 1 [° gM-PSK
Pt = — Useo | —=———— | db (39)
0

T sin’ @

where the MMGF of vy 2 is derived as

1 1 1 1
Use o ( eXp —exp| ——y |dy—exp | ——ux|dx
1+af AR B B
/°° 1+x 1 < 1 >
= —— —exp|——=xz ) dx
o l+2x—5sYr7B B

1 o o 1
=14+ — S i — exp (—x) dx. (40)
VB Jo 1+z—3sR VB

By using the integral identity in [18], we derive (40) in a closed-form as

1—s% 1—s%
LDsc,2( )*1*77RGXP <37R> Ei (S’Y}%) .

B B B

Finally, by applying (15), (37), (38) and (39) to (34), the SER of the
proposed CMSC is obtained. We note that the derived expression for SER
is given as finite range single integrals of elementary mathematical functions
that can be evaluated efficiently using standard mathematical software.

4.3 SINR Analysis for the Proposed CMSC

Under CMSC, we derive the CDF and the PDF of the output SINR at the
relay-link user. According to the selection scheme in (32), the received SINR
at the output of the CMSC in (33) can be rewritten as

Ysc = max(’ysmla min{’ysc,Qa VBR})- (41)

Define vy qr as a random variable representing the received SINR at the second
time slot of half TDD given by min{~sc 2, vsr }. Using the property of function
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of two random variables in [17], the CDF of the effective SINR at the relay-link
user when the receiver is activated in the second time slot is obtained as

Fsc,df(’y) = FBR(V) + Fsc,? (’Y) - FBR(’Y)FSC,2(7) (42)

where Fpgr(7y) and Fy2(7) are CDF of ypr and 7 2, respectively.
Then the CDF of the proposed CMSC is derived by

Fie (7) = F‘Sc,l (V)F;c,df('y (43)

where Fic q¢(y) is the CDF of ¢ ar. The PDF of the received SINR with CMSC
is then obtained by evaluating the first derivative of (43) given as

fsc(7)=M=Fsc,1(v)[fBR(v) + fse,2(7) = [BR(V) Fsc,2(7) = FBR(Y) fse.2(7)]

dy
+foe 1 (V) [FBR(Y) + Fic,2(7) — FBR(Y) Fic,2(7)]- (44)

Denoting = and y as random variables representing each realization of
|hg|?$2 and |hg|*$2, respectively, v 2 is represented by vsc2 = y/(x + 1). We
derive the CDF of 7sc 2 in (42) in closed-form as

Froa) = [ F 4 20 0)da
[l ol )
() ol (e

Y 1
=1-—ex —_ | = 45
p( *m) Ly+1 (45)
Also, the PDF of vy 2 is derived by taking the first derivative of (45) given as
dFy. ,(y) 1 1 98 (9B -2
fvsc,z(”y)zvi’z:f exp <’y) S <’Y + 1] exp *,l

&y Ar 22y+1 Jr \ R VR

1 ~y 5 1\ 2 y 1
= ———exp <—> <+> (++1>. (46)
YRYB TR TR B TR B

Using (43)-(44) and order statistics in [20], we evaluate the average achiev-
able throughput and the rate outage probability of the proposed CMSC with
K users as

1 [ _
e = 5 / K logy(147) fae (V) EE 1 (v)dy (47)
0
and

P, (r) =Pr (; log(1+7) < r> = FE@2? —1). (48)
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Fig. 2 SER of CMOC in (12) as a function of unfaded SNR (2; comparison between ana-
lytical and simulation results for different modulation schemes.

5 Numerical Results

In this section, we present numerical examples to validate the preceding analy-
sis for our proposed diversity combining receivers. We highlight their perfor-
mance advantage relative to the standard single channel receiver and the MRC
receiver for three interference levels of p = 25/Q2g. Specifically, we set p =
-10dB, -20dB and -30dB, which are referred to as high interference, medium
interference, and low interference, respectively [8]. In this section, we focus on
the performance with a single relay-link user since the statistics of multiuser
diversity gain with the opportunistic scheduler can be directly obtained for
CMOC using (29)-(30), and for CMSC using (47)-(48).

Fig. 2 plots the analytical and Monte-Carlo simulated SER curves for
CMOC in (12) versus the unfaded SNR (2. We assume an error-free BS-RS
link with € = 0 in (14) to focus on verifying derived analytical expressions.
In the figure, we present results for BPSK (M=2) and 8-PSK (M=8). The
exact analytical curves are generated using (21) and (18), and the approxi-
mate curves are generated using (23). We see that, in all cases, the exact SER
curves match well with the simulation results. The approximate curves also
accurately estimate the exact results with reduced computational complexity.
In the figure, we see that the SER improves with increasing p. This is due to
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Fig. 3 SER comparison at the relay-link user in low interference.

the fact that increasing p corresponds to increasing the signal strength from
the BS in the first time slot.

Figs. 3 to 5 plots the SER of CMOC, CMSC, MRC, and the single channel
receiver. In the figures, we assume the average received SNR of the BS-RS
link to be 40 dB that corresponds to € = 6.7 x 10~* in (14) and (34). We
see that CMOC achieves the best SER in all three interference scenarios. The
proposed CMOC and CMSC outperform MRC and the single channel receiver
by properly exploiting the signal received in the first time slot. We observe
that the performance of CMSC is slightly inferior to CMOC. However, in the
proposed CMSC, the relay-link user needs to wake up in only one time slot in
the multiplexed half TDD transmission. We note that an error floor is observed
due to the fact that the SER is restricted by DF relaying in the BS-RS link in
the high SNR regime.

Fig. 6 plots the achievable throughput of CMOC, CMSC, MRC, and the
single channel receiver. The achievable throughput of CMOC and CMSC
is also evaluated using (29) and (47), respectively. For comparison, we in-
clude the achievable throughput with non-multiplexed two-hop relay. The
non-multiplexed two-hop relay carries out interference-free transmission by
dividing one transmission block into two orthogonal sub-blocks in which each
sub-block is exclusively used for either the direct-link user or the relay-link
user. When single channel receiver is employed in the cooperative multiplex-
ing, the achievable throughput is shown to be worse than the non-multiplexed
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Fig. 6 Achievable throughput comparison as a function of unfaded SNR (2.

two-hop relay in the high interference regime. On contrary, our proposed com-
bining receiver always exhibits better achievable throughput than the non-
multiplexed two-hop relay in interference levels. In this figure, the performance
of the CMSC outperforms the CMOC in high SNR region. This is due to the
fact that, at high SNR, the BS-RS link dominates the achievable throughput
of the CMOC by the DF relaying operation. In other words, the proposed
CMSC will show better performance than the CMOC receiver if capacity ap-
proaching channel codes such as turbo-code or low-density parity check code
are employed. But we will leave this as future research. We see that the achiev-
able throughput of the MRC and the single channel receiver decreases with in-
creasing interference from the BS. In the figure, we see that CMOC and CMSC
provide up to 3.5 times improvement in the achievable throughput relative to
the single channel receiver up to 60% improvement to the non-multiplexed
two-hop relay in the high interference regime.

Finally, in Fig. 7, we see the impact of the signal strength from the BS on
the rate-outage probability of CMOC and CMSC derived in (30) and (48), re-
spectively. We first verify that the performance of the three receivers is almost
the same at p < —25 dB. As the signal strength from the BS increases, the
rate-outage performance of CMOC improves monotonically with an outage
floor at p > —8dB. The floor arises due to the fact that the BS-RS link dom-
inates the overall performance in the high interference regime. Interestingly,
we find that CMSC outperforms CMOC at high p > —8dB. This is because
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Fig. 7 Comparison of rate outage probability with respect to signal strength from the BS
and fixed 2p.

CMSC is not restricted by incorrect detection in the BS-RS link in the high
interference regime.

6 Conclusion

We proposed two new diversity combining receivers, namely CMOC and CMSC,
that support cooperative multiplexing in two-hop multiuser relay networks.
The proposed receivers allow the BS and the RS to transmit to different users
at the same time and effectively mitigate the inter-user interference at the
relay-link users. By exploiting the signals received in both time slots of the
cooperative multiplexed half duplex TDD, we demonstrated that the SER per-
formance and the achievable throughput of CMOC and CMSC were notably
higher relative to the standard single-channel receiver in [8]. For the proposed
diversity combining receivers,we derived SER expressions with M-PSK and
useful statistical properties such as the PDF, CDF, and MGF of the output
SINR. Based on these, we analyzed the achievable throughput and rate-outage
probability. A 3.5 times improvement in the achievable throughput relative to
the standard single-channel receiver was demonstrated.
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