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Abstract

This paper considers resource allocation to achieve maxairness in a selection-based orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing network wherein sourcealae are assisted by fixed decode-and-forward
relays. Crucial design questions such as whether to redtgy mssignment and power allocation form
a combinatorial problem with exponential solution comfiexThe first set of problems assume perfect
source-relay channels and that sources distribute powetdlg@cross subcarriers. The solutions based on
these simplifications help illustrate our general methogpland also why these solutions provide tight
bounds. We then formulate the general problem of transarisstrategy selection, relay assignment, and
power allocation at the sources and relays consideringaihsunication channels, i.e., imperfect source-
relay channels. In both sets of problems, transmissionssaecarriers are assumed to be independent.
Given the attendant problems of synchronization and théementation using a FFT/IFFT pair, resource
allocation at the subcarrier level appears impractical, Wverefore, consider resource allocation at the
level of the entire OFDM block. While optimal resource alition requires an exhaustive search, we
develop tight bounds with lower complexity. Finally, we pose a decentralized block-based relaying
scheme. Simulation results using the COST-231 channel hsbdev that this scheme yields close-to-

optimal performance while offering many computational dfés.

Index Terms

Cooperative communication, orthogonal frequency divisiwultiplex (OFDM), resource allocation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In a cooperative network, geographically distributed rsodhare the available resources to
achieve the benefits of multiple-input multiple-outputteyss and combat the impact of fading
through relaying. The initial work in[J1]}=[3] sparked muchsearch activity in this area. Of
specific interest here is the decode-and-forward (DF) pmtwhere the relay node decodes
and re-encodes the source’s data [2]. If multiple relaysaaeglable, selection, wherein sources
choose one “best” relay, has been shown to provide almoshalbenefits of the cooperative
diversity while minimizing overhead. Most importantly)asetion avoids issues of synchronization
across relays. Selection cooperation has now been studiearious context [4]+-]8]. However,
relay selection becomes more crucial in multi-source nektsievhen simultaneous data flows
are allowed. Since each relay must split its available posraongst all the source nodes it
supports, the individually optimal relay allocation scleemay not be globally optimal. Hence,
the relay assignment is a combinatorial optimization peoblwith exponential complexity.
Without addressing power allocation at the relays, Beres Adve presented low complexity
relay selection schemes for multi-source networks in [5][9], Kadloor and Adve investigated
the performance of a single-carrier cellular network asagna perfect source-relay channel.

In a separate track, orthogonal frequency division mudi{plg (OFDM) is an increasingly
popular technique to mitigate the impact of multipath fgdend enables high data rates for
current and emerging wireless communication technologieghermore, because each subcar-
rier experiences a different channel realization, reswaitocation can significantly enhance
performance [[10]-[13]. OFDM benefits from the crucial impkntation advantage that the
transmitted signal can be obtained from an Inverse Fastiéfolransform (IFFT) of the data.
This IFFT is paired with a FFT at the receiver. However, as Wesee, this pairing also restricts
how nodes can cooperate.

The combination of OFDM and cooperative diversity has eté@ an intense interest. Specif-
ically, optimal relay assignment and dynamic subcarried gower allocation have received
significant attention. Li et al. developed a graph-theoadtapproach to maximize the sum rate
under fairness constraints [14]; here fairness is imposetiniting the number of sources a
single relay can help. The work in_[15] maximizes the minimtate in a two-hop cooperative

network while allowing for subcarrier permutation. In_[18Yg and Yu constructed a utility
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maximization framework for solving relay selection, retay strategies, and power allocation in
cellular OFDMA-based networks. Using the decompositiothmé and assuming a finite discrete
set of rates, authors apply an exhaustive search to deakthdgtbptimization problem. The same
approach is used in_[17] in order to minimize power subjedhtdata rate constraints on each
flow. The authors of [118] proposed the resource allocatidrese for a two-hop clustered-based
cellular network with relays chosempriori.

All these works deal with the OFDM transmission on a per-autier basis, i.e., as if each were
an independent transmission. Given the importance of time and frequengcissonization in
OFDM, it is unrealistic to expect distributed nodes to relagividual subcarriers independently.
Furthermore, in OFDM, the raw data is channel encoded beffm@modulation and the IFFT; the
data is spread over all subcarriers. This implies that Diiireg decoding all subcarriers. Most
of the subcarrier-based resource allocation is, theretheoretically optimal, but impractical.

In this paper, we consider a selection-based cooperatii@MORetwork of access points (AP)
where relays use the DF protocol. We begin with the assumghiat sources distribute their
power equally across subcarriers and that all relay nodesleeays decode each individual data
streams. While this may be valid in a few practical scenarég., when relays are installed
close enough to the source nodes, this is clearly not a salhgrvalid assumption. However,
as we will see, the solution based on this simplifying asdionp provide useful insights to
finding the near-optimal solution for a subcarrier-basddct®n scheme. It has been claimed
that selection is theptimal power allocation solution [19]. Building on the work in [9),e show
that this is true fomost, not all, subcarriers. Using the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) condigp
we characterize an upper bound to the original problem wieelds to the joint relay and
power allocation for each subcarrier. We also derive a ssnight lower bound on the solution
of the original problem. We then deal with selection for anirenOFDM block and propose
a simple selection scheme, but with performance close togusn exhaustive search and not
much different from the per-subcarrier relaying schemeth®obest of our knowledge, there has
been little published work on selection and resource allonaat the level of an entire OFDM
block.

In the next section, we solve the general form of the relagctigln and resource allocation
problem for OFDM-based networks irrespective to the posgiof the relays, i.e., unlike previous

works, we take source-to-relay (S-R), source-to-destindS-D), and relay-to-destination (R-D)
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channels into account. Furthermore, our scheme allowsdifect transmission if that were opti-
mal. By introducing time-sharing coefficients, we transforme tiriginal combinatorial problem
into a standard convex optimization problem, resulting mugper bound on performance. In
addition, using the same approach, we formulate blockebaséection for multi-source mesh
networks and characterize the upper bound to the achievatdeof this scheme. A tight lower
bound for both of these schemes can be achieved by imposengethaction constraint, i.e., each
subcarrier/block is transmitted either via a single relaglioectly to the destination. Finally, we
propose a distributed selection scheme which offers lagyepatational advantages, but with
close-to-optimal performance. It is worth emphasizing tinalike most of the previous works,
neither the transmission strategy nor the relay nodes arseda priori.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sedfipmesent our system model in
some detail. Sectidn Il investigates node selection asdueee allocation under the assumption
that all relays can decode. Section IV deals with the optitiin problem for both subcarrier-
based and block-based schemes by considering all comntioniazhannels while also taking
both selection and per-node power constraints into acc@autior V presents simulation results
that quantify the performance of different relaying andotgse allocation algorithms. Finally,

we wrap up this paper in SectionlVIl with some conclusions.

[l. SYSTEM MODEL

This paper considers a OFDM-based static mesh network @saqgaoints (APs) as shown in
Fig.[1. The network comprises™ sources assisted by dedicated relays. Each source node has
its own destination node which is not within the set of sosraed relays. LekC = {1,2, ..., K},

J =1{1,2,...,J},andN; = {1,2,..., N} be the set of source nodes, relay nodes, and subcarriers
of sourcek, respectively. All sources and relays are attached to theepsupply and transmit
with constant and maximum total power 6f We consider the DF relaying wherein each relay
receives, decodes, and re-encodes the information witbaime codebook as the transmitter, and
forwards it to the destination. Nodes meet a half-duplexstramt. All transmissions use OFDM
within their own frequency band, i.e., simultaneous traissions do not interfere. We further
assume that OFDM blocks are synchronized; hence, distdbtransmission is possible. The
inter-node wireless channels are modeled as frequenegts@. Since individual subcarriers of

each source node experiences different channel realiztamaptive transmission strategy and
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implementing power allocation at the sources and relaysecdrance the system performance.
We furthermore assume that all inter-node channels vamylglenough for the channel state
information (CSI) to be fed back to a centralized unit withniled overhead, making resource
allocation possible.

To meet the half duplex constraint, we implement a two-stegsion of the DF protocol.
In Fig.[, the solid arrows indicate the first, time-sharistjge wherein each source broadcasts
its data usingN subcarriers and each relay receives the OFDM block fromaltce nodes
on orthogonal channels. During the second stage, repezbdayt dashed arrows, only those
relays that can fully decode the received information areninated to participate. Finally,
the destination node combines messages received in the hasep to decode the original
information. This paper considers two cooperative scesarireating each subcarrier as an
independent transmission and cooperation at the level @néine OFDM block.

The focus of this paper is to achieve max-min fairness in atirmsalirce mesh network, i.e.,
to maximize the minimum rate across all source nodes. In the next section, we present resource
allocation schemes in such networks under the assumptairathrelay nodes can successfully

decode received symbols.

[1l. RELAY ASSIGNMENT AND RESOURCEALLOCATION WITH PERFECTS-R CHANNELS

This section develops optimal relay selection and powecation in a subcarrier-based fashion
to achieve max-min fairness. Furthermore, two block-basddying schemes with different
complexities are proposed. The assumption of a perfect 8Rrel is valid when the relays
are close to the sources or the S-R channels have a lingfuf-somponent. However, for
our purposes, this is largely a simplifying assumption thelps us develop insight to solution

methodologies for the general problem in Secfioh IV.

A. Subcarrier-Based Resource Allocation with Perfect SR Channels

In this section, each subcarrier is treated as an indepéndarmsmission. In practice, the
total number of subcarriers in a network,V, is much higher than the number of relay nodes,
J. Hence, a relay is most probably required to support meltgibcarriers. In order to meet
its power constraint, a relay must distribute its availgbdsver amongst all subcarriers that it

supports.
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Under these conditions, the achievable rate of sosgoaver itsn™ subcarrier is

R — max min {1& 1)} (1)
n 1 n n

15), = log, (1+SMRyaqy A3 1) 2)
. 1

I, = 5 log (1+ SNRokagyy [ 2 + SNR 0l [R5 2) | ?3)

wheresNR, SNRy;, andsNR,, are the ratios of the total transmitted power to the poweroider

him, h,(g), and hg.’,? denote the complex S-D, S-R, and R-D channels ovemthesubcarrier of

Sk oz((]z) and 045»2) are, respectively, the fraction of the allocated power ®tHt subcarrier of
sourcek at the source node and relayEqn. [1) declares that the rate of each source node over
its individual subcarriers is the minimum of the S-R rate {E{Q)) and the compound S-R-D
rate (Egn.[(B)), i.e., the cooperative rate requires th#t bwe relay and destination fully decode
the received data. The total rate thendis = Y, Ry".

We first assume that all S-R channels are strong enough that

I >1m = RMW=1"  Vkn

sET; = Tspridy skr dy?

It is important to note that optimal power allocation at thmurge nodes can improve the
communication rates on some channels while degrading therpence over others. Thus,
considering the assumption that relays and destinatioesade required to fully decode the
received symbols, only equal power allocation is applieatlthe sources, i.em((]g) =1/N. We,
therefore, investigate optimal power allocation problemhyat the relays.

In keeping with its many benefits described earlier, we inepasselection constraint in the
second, relaying, phase, i.e., each subcarrier of a sowae is relayed throught most one of

the relays in the network. Therefore, the optimization probwe wish to solve is

maxmkian (4)
s.t. Cq: akxa§2k 0, Vk,n, andj; # jo, (5)
Cy:aly) >0, Vi k,n, (6)
Cy: DD af) =1, V), ()

K N

wherein R, = Yy, 5 log, (1 + SNRox |2 [2 + 5.7 SNR ey [15)2)
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Constraint’; enforces selection by allowing only one node to devote paweach subcarrier.
ConstraintsCy, and C5 state that the amount of allocated power must be non-negaii
that the total available power of all relays is limited. Duethe selection constrain{|(4)}(7)
is an, essentially intractable, mixed-integer prograngroptimization problem. One proposed
solution [11], [13] separates the power allocation andcigle problems. First, subcarriers are
selected assuming equal power allocation; then, powerssilalited based on this selection.
However, with X' sources,J relays, andV subcarriers, there aré“" relay assignments to be
checked. Therefore, even this scheme is infeasible foisteabalues ofK, J, and N. We build
on an alternative approach developed in [9] to form an apprate solution that is also an upper
bound.

1) An Approximate Solution and Upper Bound: The objective function of the optimization
problem is increasing and concave dry,. Other than the integer constraint @ (5), the con-
straints in the original problem of(4)4(7) are convex. Ider to find an approximate, tractable,
solution we first ignore the selection constraint. Since ®lax a constraint, the solution to this
modified optimization problem will be an upper bound to thgioal subcarrier-based (UBSB)
resource allocation problem. The revised formulatiortestdnere inepigraph form, is a concave

maximization problem solvable in polynomial time using italale efficient solvers [20].

maxt
{t,a}

1 n n n
Y 5 log (1 + SNRi RS2+ 3 SNRjka§k>|h§k)|2) — >0, VE,
Ny J

Csy - ozg»z) >0, Vj,k,n, Cs: ZZO(;Z) =1, Vj.
K Ny
The solution to this convex optimization problem is chasaeed by the KKT conditions [20].

The Lagrangian is given by

. 1 n n n
L (O‘g‘k)a Vi K )\jkn) =t+> Y (Z 2 log, (1 + SNRo G [* + D SNRjka§k)‘h§k)|2) B t)
K N J

o (1 _ zm&?) YY),

K Ny J K N

It is worth emphasizing that while the solution methodoldgye is similar to that of[9], both our problem formulationda
solution are significantly different. The development herging the epigraph form, leads to effective solutions td®Fbased

relaying and allows us to show that selection isub-optimal solution to the resource allocation problem.
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For the sake of clarity, let us assume thiat 2, i.e., a cooperative network comprising two relays.
Since the problem is a standard convex optimization proldech satisfies Slater’s conditions,
any solution for the amount of power that relaysandr, allocate to thex'" subcarrier of source
k satisfies the KKT conditions. Let us suppose that both relayandr,, allocate some power

to then'™ subcarrier ofs,. Therefore, the convex problem satisfies the complemestackness
h (7bi|2

condition if, A\, xn = Aok = 0. Now, we can conclude th%t;— Similarly, if the same

Ih(n) |2
two nodes contribute to relaying thi& subcarrier of sourcé, using the same KKT conditions,
1 _ ‘ (lk‘2
12 R 12

continuous random variables. Thus, contradicting thencla [19], at most one subcarrier of

These two equations cannot be simultaneously satisfie@ sihannel gains are

each sourcean be helped by more than one relay.

Now, let us evaluate all the possible relay selections innéevork with J = 3, assuming
the n'* subcarrier of sourcé is being helped by all relay nodes. The KKT conditions state
that ‘h{f}) 7= |h<’ffi|2 = \h(”) 7 Now suppose that thé" subcarrier of the same source is relayed

throughr; andry, i.e.,

r3k

Gt = e Thus, we havah[ /LI = [y /IR, which
is a zero-probability event.

Consider, again, the scenario in which none of the subcaroen be helped with all three
relays. As an example, consider the case whereimtheubcarrier is relayed via node and

r, and thei" subcarrier can be helped by nodeandr;. Applying the same KKT conditions,

it follows that‘—(/l—‘2 = W”)M—P and E()LP = \f”p—\? Now, them'™ subcarrier can be helped by
rik gk k k
2%

|2 B ‘ (gk‘Q
(n) 121 (m) 12 7 |1 (4) 1215 (M) 2
h'rlk' |h7'2 ‘ |h71k| |h’,-3 ‘

when two subcarriers are relayed by two nod#bothers can be helped by at most one node.

rok

noder, andrs only if

which happens with zero probability. Therefore,

Generalizing this to the network with® sources and/ relays, one concludes that at most
J —1 subcarriers of each source can be helped by more than one relay and selection is imposed
on (N —J+1) subcarriers. In practice,N > J which means that a large fraction of subcarriers
meet the selection criterion, i.e., selection isagproximate, though not optimal solution, to the
relaxed optimization problem.

2) A Heuristic Algorithm and a Lower Bound: By neglecting the selection constraint, the
solution to the modified problem provides an upper bound & df the original optimization
problem in [(4)4(¥). Here, we use this to develop a heurisilaton to the original problem. We

force the (maximum of/ — 1) subcarriers that do not meet the constraint to receive powsy
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from the single relay that achieves a higher data rate. Madlieally speaking

n 1 n n n
T,E/, ) = r™ m=arg max {5 log, (1 + SNR0k|hék)|2 + SNRjka§k)|h§-k)|2)} ,

m

where r,i”) is the relay node which contributes to the transmission afr@@k on the n'h

subcarrier. Since this solution meets all the constraiftéhe original problem, this is also a
lower bound on the subcarrier based (LBSB) optimization problem. Inti8acv, we will show
that the upper and lower bounds are indistinguishable. &salt; this heuristic approach provides
almost the exact solution to the original mixed-integerimajation problem with significantly

reduced solution complexity.

B. Block-Based Resource Allocation with Perfect SR Channedls

The optimization problem and solution detailed so far is @eing with existing literature.
It allows different subcarriers within an OFDM block to belged by different relays. This
is problematic for two reasons. One, while not explicithatetd, most of the previous work
assumes a relay can treat each subcarrier as an indeperadeamission. In DF-based relaying,
the decoding constraint is at the level of a subcarrier, €1fy. However, in OFDM, the data is
first protected by a channel code, modulated and then a blodksubcarriers is formed. It is not
possible to decode information without receiving and deup@n entire OFDM block. Second,
practical OFDM systems depend heavily on accurate time segliéncy synchronization. This
would be extremely difficult in a distributed mesh network.

In a multi-source network, as long as each relay has to ditglavailable power amongst
all allocated sources, the solution to the relay assignnpeoblem is not immediate. Here,
we separate the problem into selection followed by powescalion (via waterfilling) across
subcarriers. As in 5], two different selection schemeshwdifferent levels of complexity are
proposed and results will be compared in terms of the maxsatim in Section V.

1) Optimal Relay Selection: In a network with/K sources and relays, there arg” different
possible relay assignments. The optimal scheme is exkaustiarch over all possible relay
selections and pick the one which provides the maximal minmnate. This is clearly impossible
for any reasonablé’ and J.

2) Decentralized Relay Selection: The decentralized or simple relay selection scheme ignores

all other sources. Each source chooses its best relay vatagbumption that the corresponding
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relay distributes its power equally over all subcarriersulfy that source. In particular

Tk = Tm, M = argmax (Z log, (1 + SNRjk\hy,;)D) .
J

k

With each source having selected the relays, power is a#doaa waterfilling, to the assigned
sources. Note that since each source-destination pair wedyls local CSI and selection is
performed independently of all other sources, this scheamebe implemented in a decentralized

manner. In a network witly dedicated relays, only water-filling problems need to be solved.

IV. RELAY ASSIGNMENT AND RESOURCEALLOCATION WITH IMPERFECTS-R CHANNELS

The previous section developed solutions under the assumgt a perfect S-R channel. In
this section we consider the general case of resource atlacacross the S-D, S-R, and R-D
channels. The solution to this optimization problem alsoodes the best transmission strategy
for each source, i.e., direct transmission is a valid sotutf that were optimal. Our approach

also allows us to move beyond heuristics for block-basealyned).

A. Subcarrier-Based Resource Allocation with Imperfect SR Channels

Given the fact that each source is allowed to switch betweerai direct transmission, one

concludes that in a network with™ sources and’ relays

Ry, = %j R™,  R™ = max { e mx min {1 1), dk}} , (8)
k
wherein (") = log, (1+ SNRowag |k [2). Eqn. [B) declares that the rate of each source node

over its individual subcarriers is the maximum of the diraotl cooperative transmission rates;
in turn, the cooperative rate requires that both the relalydastination fully decode the received
data. The total rate is then the sum of achievable rates clusitarriers. In addition, by taking
the S-R channel into account, optimal power allocation atsburce nodes may alter the relay
selection and further enhance the performance of the nktwor

Let 7. = {0,1,2,...,J} be the extended set of relays. Therefore, the formal opditiaiz
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problem is

max mljn Ry, 9
st Cr:all) x ol =0, Vh,n, {ji,j2} € T, (10)
Cy:aly) >0, Vk,n,j € T, (11)
C5:) Yol <1,vjed, (12)
K N
Cy: > aly) =1, vk, (13)
N

Eqns. [10){(111) are equivalent to the constraihts [(5)-(#Ahe original optimization problem of
the previous section. Unlike the previous optimizationigbem, since source nodes are allowed
to transmit directly, some relays might stay silent durihg second time-slot. Hence, as stated
in Egn. [12), the power constraint can be satisfied by ineyu&qn. (13) limits the available
power of each source node. Similar to the previous scenaiti@e each relay must split its
available power amongst all source nodes which it supptrassmission strategy selection,
relay assignment, and power allocation problem is combiretand needs to be solved jointly.
1) An Approximate Solution and Upper Bound: To make the problem mathematically tractable,
we introduce K N(J + 1) indicator variables to the objective function. Therefotiee new

optimization problem can be expressed as

max min Ry,
{a,pe{0,1}} &

s.t. Cy: ay,i) > 0, pﬁ) >0,Vk,njeJ., Cy: ZZ,OE—Z)Q%) <1,VjeJ,

K N
C5: 33 plYagy) =1, vk, Ci oS0 =1, Yk n.
T+ Nk T+

From this modified problem, one can conclude that,ifallocates a fraction of its available

power to then'® subcarrier,aég) # 0, for any set ofag.z) satisfying (10){(1R)
(14)

Eqn. [14) along with the fact that only one indicator varéabf each source can be non-zero at a

time enforces the selection constraint of the original fEwbin this revised problem. Moreover,
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the total rate ofs;, is

Ry =Y i) log, (1 + SWRoral (15 P) +
N,

%: %: pg-k,) min {5 log, (1 + SNRkjaék)|h,§j)|2) 5 log, (1 + SNROkaék)|h(()k)|2 + SNRjka§k)|h§-k)|2)} :
A
Note that, since indicator variables can only take integdnes, the problem is still a combina-

torial optimization problem. As in the previous sectiony strategy to solve this problem is to
relax the corresponding constraint and allow each stredra teansmitted both directly as well as
cooperatively through multiple relays. Thus, indicatorahles of each individual subcarriers can
take any rational value on the convex hull of the originatdise set. Consequently, the resulting
solution from the relaxed problem is an upper bound to thenai@ of the original subcarrier-
based problem (UBSB) formulated inl (9)-(13). Furthermqnﬁ%), can now be interpreted as a
fraction of time that s, transmits over its:'™® subcarrier directly { = 0) and cooperatively
(e ).

Ry, consists of three different terms: S-D, S-R, and S-R-D rdBse can simply show that

none of them is jointly concave in the set of variables. Udimg approach of [10], we set

el =) je ., PPl =), je g

It is worth noting that this is a key difference from the work[iL5], [21] which did not take
the coupling constraint between time-sharing coefficiant$ power into account. Thus, the new

optimization problem in terms dfp, r, p) can be formulated as

in R 15
fiy i £ )
st Oy gl > i) >0, Ve,n,j € Ty, (16)
Cy: gl >l >0, Vh,n,j € T, (17)
C5: 33l <1 vjed, (18)

K N
Co: Y3l =1, vk, (19)

T+ Ni
Cs: > pWW) =1, Vk,n. (20)

T+
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R;. is therefore rewritten as

(n))3,(n)2
n SNRoxT01 | P
sz E :p(()k’) logQ (1 —+ Ok~ Ok ‘ Ok ‘ ) —+

(n)

N pOk’
()3, (n)2 (n))3,(n)2 (n)7,(n))2
n 1 SNRy.:7:. | by 1 SNRor7:. | h SNR. D |y
230 min{§10g2 (H - J@)‘ - )’ﬁlogQ (H . Jff@)‘ ol Jkp?i)' - )}
T Ni Pk Pk Pk

Theorem 1. The objective function in[(15) is jointly concave i r, andp.

Proof: The S-D and S-R rates are in the form ffz, y) = xlog (1 4+ y/x) and the rate of
the compound S-R-D channel is in the form fr, v, 2) = xlog (1 + y/x + z/x). In addition,
x, y, and z are non-negative variables. One can show that the Hessigdrnsof
vifo ! —y /ety
(1+y/x) y/a? —1/x
The determinant ofV2f, the product of the eigenvalues, is zero. The trace of Wi¢, the
sum of the eigenvalues, is a negative value, which certifias theV2f < 0, i.e., the Hessian
evaluated within the optimization region is a negative sdafinite matrix. Now, let us follow
the same strategy to show that the third term is also jointigcave in the set of consisting

variables. Therefore
—(y+2)*/2* (y+2)/2* (y+2)/2°

2 (y+2)/x? —1/z —1/z| -
(y + 2)/2? —1/x —1/x

Similar to the previous case, the determinant and trace efthy are, respectively, zero and

Vig =

(I +y/e+z/x

negative. MoreoverV2q is a rank one matrix, i.e., it has one non-positive eigerealnd two
zero ones. Thusy?g is a negative semi-definite matrix which proves that the oétihe S-R-D
channel is jointly concave ifp, r, p). It is also known that a point-wise minimum and the non-
negative summation of a set of concave functions are alsoasenfunctions/[20]. Hence, the
underlying objective function is jointly concave (p,r, p). [ |

Although the objective function is jointly concave, it istrdifferentiable. By rewriting it in the
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epigraph form, the final optimization problem can be stated as follows

max t
{t.¢,p,mp}
st. Cr: [@8) - @) Co: Y Y ¢ >t vk,
T+ Ny
(n)),(n) |2
n SNR, h n
03 : pék)c ( Okro(ljl)| = | ) > C(gk’)v Vkvnv
Pok
(n) (n)3,(n)2
» SNRy75; | By
C,: Pjk C ki’ K | kj | > C('Z)a Vion,jeJ,
2 (n) J
Pk
(n) (n)),(n) |2 (n)3, ()2
' SNRoi7:1’ | h + SNR.p:. | n
Cs - ﬂg; C( 0kT 5k | 0k| - ykp]k\ jk| ) > Cg('k)v Vk.n,j € J,
Pk

whereC(z) = log,(1+x). The modified optimization problem is a standard convexmojattion
problem which can be solved using well established and effiaterative algorithms [20].

2) A Heuristic Algorithm and a Lower Bound: The upper bound derived in the previous
section approximates, but does not meet the selection raimistAs in Sectior_1I-A2, our
approach to imposing selection is to assign to each subcdhe transmission strategy and the

relay that provides the maximum achievable rate. The setecbnstraint is enforced as

SETm? ~ SpTmdk SETj) skrjdk

R,i") = max {[é:c)lk, min {I(") I }} ,  m = arg max min {](") I } .

Since this solution satisfies all constraints of the origipablem in [9){18), this heuristic
scheme provides lwer bound (LBSB). Moreover, the power freed up by the selection stap ca
be reused by waterfilling over other source nodes which aligetieby each individual relays.
However, as we show in Sectigon V, the performance gap is ntiteable; thus, there is no
need to apply a second round of waterfilling. Finally, it isrthoemphasizing that if direct
transmission were optimal, the power allocated at all elaguld be zero, i.ethe approach is

adaptive across relay strategies.

B. Block-Based Resource Allocation with Imperfect SR Channels

This section deals with the selection and power allocatibtha level of an entire OFDM
block in the general case of imperfect S-D, S-R and R-D chanies in the previous section,

the solution to this problem optimizes the transmissioatsgy for each individual source node.
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The achievable rate of each source node across the whole OH&dM is

max{z i ,maxmln {Z[ﬁ:rj ]ézzjdk}}7

Ni Ni
which states that each block of OFDM can be transmitted eirectly or via the relay node

which supports a higher data rate. The formal optimizatimbjem therefore is
max mkin Ry
s.t. Cl : ZO‘XLZ X Zozg,l = O, V/{;,n, {jl,jg} c j,
N N

Cs - ozg-z) >0, Vk,n,j € T,

CWZZQ%)SL vVjedJ, Cyo:> ol =1, Vk.
K Nk Nk

(', states that each OFDMock can be helped by at most one relay node. Other constraints are
similar to those of the original subcarrier-based schemetitated in Sectio [V-A.

1) An Approximate Solution and Upper Bound: The block-level optimization problem is again
combinatorial with exponential complexity. Thus, agaire mtroducek (J + 1) time-sharing
coefficients to the objective function and rewrite the acaide rate of sourcé as

Ne

Z P Min {5 Z log, ( + SNRk]a()k |hkj | ) ,Z 5 log, (1 + SNRokaék)|h(()k)|2 + SNRijE.k)|h§,k)|2)} )
J Ni N

k

Following the same approach as the previous section, wg tleéaselection constraint and set

piraly) = TJ(-Z), JEe Iy, ijag'z) = pﬁ)? jed.

Using Theorem 1, it is straight forward to prove that the hasg optimization problem is jointly
concave in(p,r,p). Finally, by rewriting the objective function in epigrapbrin, the standard
convex optimization problem can be formulated. Since waxed the selection constraint, this
solution provides an upper bound to the minimum rate of thgiral block-based relaying
(UBBB). The approach developed in the Sectiobn IV-A therefprovides the basis for block-
based optimization as well.

2) A Heuristic Algorithm and a Lower Bound: Having generalized our approach in Sec-
tion[V-A2]to the block-based relaying, the lower bound te tilock-based scheme (LBBB) can
be applied by choosing the best relay for individual sourcdes.
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3) Decentralized Resource Allocation: The optimization problem and solution detailed so
far is to jointly select the transmission strategy, the yalade, and to allocate power to each
source in the network. This solution requires a centraluesmallocation unit which has the full
CSI of all channels. The required transmission and cootidinaverhead will likely make this
impractical. In this section, we develop a simplified thetege decentralized scheme, wherein,
similar to[lll-B2, at the first stage each source selects ést bbelay independently

Th = T'm, m:argmjax{min{ZIﬁ:ﬁj,ZIﬁ:ﬁjdk}}.
Ni N
Second, the transmission strategy is chosen by comparagaties of the direct and relaying
transmissions. Given that each individual source node l@sdy selected its transmission
strategyat most J waterfilling problems need to be solved to maximize the munimrate across
source nodes. Furthermore, if a source node has selectethsmtit directly, power is distributed
based on the S-D channel state. In Sedtibon V, we will show thdact, the performance of the

distributed scheme closely tracks that of the optimum dtligior.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section presents simulation result for the proposky ielection and resource allocation
schemes described in Sectigns I IV. We consider twierdiht network geometries. In the
first scenario, all inter-node channels are modeled as et and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) random variables. The second network setup is aemealistic scenario wherein nodes
are randomly distributed. The communication channels aréeted using the COST-231 channel
model recommended by the IEEE 802.16j working grdup [22]er€fore, inter-node channels

have uneven average power. The chosen parameters for th&-ZX1Sare given in Tablg .

A. Resource Allocation with Perfect SR Channels in 1.1.D. Scenario

Our first example implements relay selection and resoutoeatlon for a mesh network with
K = 3 or K = 4 access points and2 subcarriers. The S-R channels are assumed perfect;
the average SNR of all S-D channels is sebdiB. Figurel 2 plots the minimum achievable rate
across they source nodes for different values of the R-D SNRs. As can be 8em the figure,

the upper and lower bounds are indistinguishable. In thigosat most one of the subcarriers of
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each source node can be helped by both relays. Since the nofrdgcarriers)V, is generally
much larger than the number of relays, selection is close-to-optimal.

Given the additional flexibility of subcarrier-based comimn schemes, both UBSB and LBSB
outperform block-based schemes. Moreover, although thienapblock-based relaying scheme
is computationally much more complex than the decentrdleheme, the performance benefit
is negligible. Enforcing direct transmission has the wamstformance, validating the fact that

cooperation transmission can boost network performanderuthe max-min metric.

B. Resource Allocation with Perfect S-R Channels in Distributed Scenario

In this example, nodes are geographically distributed amerinode channels are modeled
using the COST-231 channel model. We generate the randomlaodtions over an square area
of 200m x 200m. Source and destination nodes are located on the efldhs equare area
while relays are randomly distributed inside it. The trangd power of each potential node is
also fixed to[26, 28, 30, 32, 34] dBm. The variance of the log-normal fading is set1tb6dB.

In this experiment, for each set of locations, independbahnel realizations are simulated and
results averaged over both node locations and channetagahs.

Figure[3 plots the max-min achievable rate across all APsampares the performance
of various resource allocation schemes. From the figurepérrmance gap between UBSB
and LBSB is, again, negligible. This proves that the hewgristethod to find the solution of
the original convex optimization problem is almost exacowdver, it worth emphasizing that
in both Figs.[2 andl3here is a difference, albeit minuscule, between the UBSB and LBSB
performance; selection, is approximate, not optimal solution.

Figurel3 also compares the performance of block-based sshe3imple relay selection closely
tracks the optimal relay selection method, but with sigaifity less complexity. This result
indicates that the simple relay selection scheme can beemmaited in decentralized manner
without significant performance loss.

Figurel4 illustrates the importance of node locations onpdadormance of different resource
allocation schemes. This example simulates a single salasgnation pair with two relay nodes.
The S-D distance is fixed t6.21/2 km. Relays are located on both sides of S-D path. Clearly
one wants to use the relay close to the destination; howeete, that this may impact on the

assumption that the relay can always decode. Simulatiamtseshow that relaying schemes
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outperform direct transmission whenever relays are lochetween the source and destination
nodes. While the upper bound on subcarrier-based seleatitperforms block-based selection,

the performance loss for this more practical approach igr&ingly small.

C. Resource Allocation with Imperfect SR Channelsin 1.1.D. Scenario

With imperfect S-R channels, we now use the comprehenss@uree allocation and relay
assignment schemes developed in Secfioh IV. Figure& 5= 3) and[6 (X = 4) plot the
achievable minimum rate across source nodes for variousaf R-D SNRs. The SNR of the
S-R and S-D channels are, respectively, set@dB and5dB. Both figures show that at high
SNRs, subcarrier-based methods outperform other resallommation schemes. This is expected
since subcarrier-based methods exploit the frequencysiiyeacross relays provided by the
assumption that individual subcarriers can be transmittddpendently. However, at low SNRs,
the UBBB outperforms the LBSB scheme and the decentralieéstison scheme outperforms
the centralized LBBB. This can be explained by recognizimg fact that our heuristic method
to impose selection on individual flows does not use all ald& power at the relay nodes.
If we apply a second round of power allocation at the relagsygy freed up from enforcing
selection can be distributed amongst all other source nathésh are assigned to those relays

and a tighter lower bound will result.

D. Resource Allocation with Imperfect S-R Channels in Distributed Scenario

Figure[T plots the minimum rate across users versus the niaxiavailable power of the
sources and relays when the nodes are geographicallybdigtd and channels are simulated
using the COST-231 model. Although the decentralized sehases only local CSI, it has
a close-to-optimal performance. This method also decsetise computation and coordination
burden of the network. Again, since LBBB does not use thd totailable power, it is probable

that its achievable rate is less than that of the decentidhlscheme.

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper developed subcarrier and block-based relagimgnses in the context of selection-
based OFDM networks in order to maximize the minimum ratesgisources. The first part

of this paper investigated the resource allocation proddgnassuming that all relay nodes can
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decode the received signals and that the source allocates pojually across subcarriers. Since
the resulting mixed integer programming problem is comipanally complex, we relaxed the
selection constraint and formulated the convex optimirapiroblem that provides a tight upper
bound. We showed that selection is violated in a maximum/ef 1 out of N subcarriers.
This in turn leads to a heuristic solution to the originaleon and a tight lower bound. We
then considered block-based relaying for multi-sourcevagts. Two cooperation schemes with
different computation complexities are proposed. Sintatesults showed that the simple relay
selection scheme offers computational benefits comparbetaptimal relay selection scheme
while resulting in negligible performance loss.

The second part of this paper considers the resource atagatoblem, while unlike previous
works, taking the S-D, S-R, and R-D channels into account. foveulated the underlying
problem with a selection constraint on each subcarrieckblohich ensures that not only the
destination node but also the potential relay can fully decthe received information. Intro-
ducing the time-sharing factors into the objective funesi@f both subcarrier-based and block-
based schemes and relaxing the selection constraint leappir bounds to the solution of the
seemingly difficult original problems. The solution to thetaxed problem simultaneously solves
transmission strategy selection (DF v/s no relaying),yedasignment, and power allocation
problem. Imposing the selection constraint on each flow iges/a heuristic solution to the
original problems and lower bounds for both relaying schenWe also proposed a simple,
decentralized, relaying scheme and the required guidetmeelect the best transmission strategy
and relay for sources. Compared to the subcarrier-baseclac#i-based resource allocation
schemes, this method significantly decreases the requiragwtational complexity while it has

a close-to-optimal performance under a realistic (COSIT}2ZBannel model.
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Fig. 1. Cooperative OFDM-based multi-source multi-degtion mesh network withk' = 3 and J = 2.
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TABLE |

PARAMETER VALUES IN COST-231

Parameter| Value Parameter Value
AP Height | 15m Frequency 3.5 GHz
Building Spacing| 50m Rooftop Height | 30m
Destination Height| 15m | Road Orientation| 90 deg.
Street Width| 12m Noise PSD -174 dBm
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OFDM-Based Coopertive Network with K =3, 3 =2, and N = 16
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Fig. 5.
K=3,J=2,andN = 8.
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Achievable min rate across sources (bits/s/Hz)

Fig. 6.
K=4,J=2,andN = 8.
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Fig. 7. Max-min rate across all source nodes

K=3,J=2,andN = 8.
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