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Abstract—1In this paper, the problem of transceiver design
in a non-regenerative MIMO relay system is addressed, where
linear signal processing is applied at the relay and destination to
minimize the mean-squared error (MSE) of the signal waveform
estimation. The optimal structure of the relay precoding matrix
is derived with the assumption that the relay knows the channel
covariance information of the relay-destination link and the full
channel state information (CSI) of the source-relay link. Simula-
tion results demonstrate that the proposed scheme outperforms
conventional relay algorithms, and its performance is comparable
to the optimal relay algorithm using the full relay-destination
CSIL

Index Terms— MIMO relay, MMSE, Covariance Feedback.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless relaying is essential to provide reliable and cost
effective, wide-area coverage for wireless networks in a variety
of applications. In a cellular environment, a relay can be
deployed in areas where there are strong shadowing effects,
such as inside buildings and tunnels. For mobile ad-hoc
networks, relaying is essential not only to overcome shad-
owing due to obstacles but also to reduce transmission power
from source to neighbouring nodes. For tactical applications,
dynamic deployment of manned or unmanned relays is useful
to enhance the networks reliability, throughput, and minimize
interception by unwanted users.

There are two types of relay strategies: non-regenerative
scheme and regenerative scheme [1] - [3]. Compared with the
regenerative scheme, the non-regenerative scheme is easy to
implement, and thus is embraced by industry.

Recent studies show that performing linear precoding at
the relays in a non-regenerative MIMO relay system can
provide higher rate data transmission than a single-antenna
system in a scattered environment. In [4] and [5] a relay
precoding scheme in non-regenerative MIMO relaying has
been proposed to increase the capacity between the source
and destination with further signal processing. In this scheme,
the relay multiplies the received signal by a linear precoding
matrix and retransmits the precoded signal to the destination.
In [6] - [8], the precoding matrix was designed by minimizing
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Fig. 1. Non-regenerative MIMO relay system

the MSE of the signal waveform estimation at the destination.
An optimal precoding matrix based on the maximum signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) criterion is developed in [7]. A unified
framework is developed in [8] to jointly optimize the source
precoding matrix and the relay amplifying matrix for a broad
class of objective functions. In [6] - [8], the full channel state
information (CSI) for all link is assumed to be available at the
relay.

In a practical system with a limited feedback rate, the
assumption that the relay knows the full CSI for the relay-
destination link is not feasible, especially in the situation when
the mobile node is moving rapidly. The covariance matrix is
more stable than the instantaneous channel matrix because
the scattering environment changes more slowly compared to
the mobile location. In [9] and [10], the precoding matrix is
derived for maximizing the ergodic capacity when only the
partial CSI for the relay-destination link is available at the
relay. Recently, covariance feedback based minimum mean-
squared error (MMSE) estimator is proposed in [11] and the
estimator is only suitable for a MIMO relay system, where
the number of antennas at the destination is greater than the
relay antennas. In this paper, optimal precoder is proposed
to minimize the MSE of the symbol estimation in a non-
regenerative MIMO relay system, when the covariance infor-
mation for the relay-destination link is available at the relay. It
is assumed that the relay knows the full CSI of the source-relay
link and channel covariance information (CCI) of the relay
destination link. As well as by restraining power consumption
at the relay node, we derive the optimal precoding matrix to



minimize the MSE of the estimated symbols at the destination.
The proposed algorithm is not constrained by the number of
antennas at the destination as in [11]. Simulation results show
the effectiveness of the proposed MSE scheme.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we introduce the system model of a two-hop non-regenerative
MIMO relay system. The proposed algorithm is developed in
Section III. In Section IV, we show some numerical examples.
The conclusions are drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider the non-regenerative MIMO relay system as shown
in Fig.1, where the source, relay and destination have Ng, Ng
and Np antennas, respectively. It is assumed that there is no
direct link exist between the source and destination due to
long distance between these two points. The data transmission
takes place over two time slots. The received signal at the relay
during the first time slot is given by

yi=Hix+m (D

where H; € CV2*Ns i the channel matrix of the source-relay
link, x € CNs*! ig the transmitted vector with covariance
matrix E{xx”} = 021y, n; € CNr*! is the circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian noise vector with zero mean and
covariance matrix E{n;nf’} = ¢2I,. Here E[.] denotes the
statistical expectation.

The received signal at the destination in the second time
slot is given by

y2 = HoGH1x + HoGn; +ny ()

where Hy € CNp*Nr ig the channel matrix of the relay-
destination link, G € CNrR*N® js a precoding matrix of
the relay, ny € C¥P*1 is the circularly symmetric complex
Gaussian noise vector with zero mean and covariance matrix
E{nynil} = 0321y, Let us introduce

H=H,GH; 3)

and
n=H>Gn; + ny 4

where H € CN>*Ns ig the equivalent MIMO channel matrix,
and n € CNVp*1 represents the equivalent noise vector. Now
(2) can be written as

y2 = Hx + n. ®)]

Similar to [10], let us assume that the channel of the relay-
destination link is correlated at the transmit antennas and is
uncorrelated at the receive antennas. The model is suitable for
an environment where the relay is not encumbered by local
scatters and the destination is fully surrounded by local scatters
[12]. It is assumed that Hs can be expressed as

H, =H,X'? (6)

where H,, is an Np x Npi Gaussian matrix having i.i.d.
circularly symmetric complex entries with zero mean and unit
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variance, and X is an N X Ng covariance matrix of Hy at
the relay side.

To reduce implementation complexity, linear receiver W is
applied at the destination, the estimated signal is given by

x = WHx + Wn. @)

We assume that the average power used by the source is
upper bounded by P, and the average power used by the
relay is upper bounded by P,. Since the transmitted signal
from the relay is Gy; = GH;x + Gn,, the power constraint
on the relay can be expressed as

p(G) = tr{GHH] + 0Ly, )G} <P )

where tr{.} is the trace of a matrix. Our goal is to design G
and W so as to obtain the estimated signal which minimizes
the following MSE function subject to the power constraint
(8).

J(G, W) = tr{E{(f{—x)(i—X)H}} )

Mathematically, this problem can be formulated as

(G, W) = argmin J(G, W), s.t. p(G) < P,.
(G,W)

(10)

After substituting (7) into (9), the MSE function (9) is sim-
plified to

J(G, W):tr{ag (WH - INS) (WH . INS)H

+WRnWH} (11)

where R,, is the equivalent noise covariance matrix, given by
R,=F [nnH ]
H
:E[(HgGl’ll + 112) (Hanl + 1’12) :|

=0?H,GGPHY + 021y, (12)

Note that directly solving the constrained optimization
problem (10) is difficult due to the fact that both the cost
function J(G, W) and the power constraint are non-linear
function of G and W. In the following section a suboptimal
approach will be used to tackle the constrained non-linear
optimization problem. First, the problem will be solved for
the optimal linear receiver W for any given precoding matrix
G which satisfies the power constraint (8). Then, the optimal
precoding matrix G will be found by solving a closely related
constrained optimization problem.

III. OPTIMAL TRANSCEIVER DESIGN

For any given precoding matrix G which satisfies the power
constraint (8), the optimal linear receiver W that minimizes
the MSE function J(G, W) is the same as the MMSE
(Weiner) receiver [13], which is given by

W =o2H" (2 HH" + R,,)" . (13)



After substituting (13) into (11), the MSE function is obtained
as

J(G) = aitr{INs — o’HY (c>’HH" + Rn)ilH}- (14)

Note that H = HyGH;. Using the following matrix inversion
lemma [13]

(A+BCD) '=A"' - A"'B

x(DAT'B+CH7 DAY, (15
the MSE function (14) can be written as
-1
J(G) = aitr{ [INS n ofCHHR;lH} } (16)

Substituting (3) and (12) into (16), the MSE function can be
expressed as

J(G):agtr{ [INS +oHAGHEY
X (afHQGGHHgf + aglND)AHzGHl} 71}.(17)

Now the problem is reduced to find the optimal G that
minimize J(G) subject to the power constraint (8). Let us
introduce the singular value decomposition (SVD) of H;

H, = UA)/?VH (18)

where Ay = diag{A11---A1n,} is a diagonal matrix
with A;; > .-+ > Ay n,. We introduce the eigenvalue
decomposition of ¥ as ¥ = VsAsVE where Ay =
diag{A2’1~~-Ag7NR} with AE71 > > AE,NR‘ The
columns of Vy, are the eigenvectors of X for the correspond-
ing eigenvalues. Then Hs can be rewritten as

H, = ZAY/*VY (19)

where Z £ HgVZA;/ 2 Then Z has the same distribution
as H,, because HQVEA;/2 = H_,Vs. Let’s assume that
the optimal precoding matrix G which minimizes (17) can be
expressed as

G = VAU (20)

where Ag = diag{Ag,1---Ag ng}- Using the matrix inver-
sion lemma (15), the MSE function (17) can be written as

J(G):agtr{ [INS + Z%’H{f [INR

—(INR + ZgGHHgHgG)_l}Hl} _1}. 1)

Substituting (18) - (20) in (21), now the MSE function is given
by

J(G):aitr{ [INS + ﬁlei/QU{{
x {INR - Dl}UlA}/QVﬂ _1} 22)
where

2 -1
Dy = (Tn, + %UlAg/?A;/QzHZAg”Ag?U{f) .
2
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Using the SVD and trace properties, the MSE function (22)
can be simplified to

; -1
J(G) = aitr{ {INS + %(Al _ Ai/QDQA}/Zﬂ }
01
-1
= aia%tr{ {O’%INS + 0?2 (Al _ A}/2D2A}/2)} } @3
where
i -1
D, = (INR + %AnggQZHZA;/QAgQ) .
2

It can be seen from (23) that J(G) depends on Z, which is ran-
dom and unknown. In the following, we optimize Ez[J(G)],
where Ez].] indicates that the expectation is taken with respect
to the random matrix Z. Now Ez[J(G)] can be expressed as

Ez[J(G)]|=0%0%Eq [tr{ [U%INS + o2
x (A1 - A}/2D2A}/Q>} 71}} (24)
where

2 -1
D2 = (Lv, + SAL A ZTZAAYY)
2

Now the work is left to determine the diagonal elements A
of precoder matrix G. The optimal precoder allocates power
according to the eigenmodes of H;H! and .

Direct minimization of (24) for the optimal power allocation
is difficult. In the following, the lower bound of the MSE
is used together with the power constraint (8) to derive
the suboptimal power allocation for the precoder matrix G.
Assume that the MSE function is convex in Z’Z and has the
following lower bound using Jensen’s inequality

-1
J1(G) = agaftr{ [aleS 4 o2A, — agA}“DgA}/ﬂ }
where
2 -1
D, — (INR + T ALY AY? By Z) AP AY 2) .
03
Now the MSE function is simplified to
J(G) = aia%tr{ [O‘%INS +02A,
~02A, (INR n FAgAgND) ] } (25)
2

where EZ(ZHZ) = Nply,. Inserting (18) and (20) into (8),
the power constraint for the relay node can be expressed as

p(G)ztr{VzAgzU{I (aiUlAlU{I + O'%INR)

xUlA};/QVg} <P, (26)

Using the SVD and trace properties, the power constraint (26)
can be simplified to

p(G) = tr{ (02A; + afINR)AG} <P. (@7
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Fig. 2. BER versus SN Ry while SNR; = 20dB.

From (25) and (27), we can have the following constrained
optimization problem.

O’%NDAE 1AG i + U%

min Jy, (G) = o2 28

- L e Z U2A11+0'1)NDAZZAGl+O’2 ( )
Ng

s.t.p(G) = Z(oiAl,i +0})Agi < Pr. (29)

i=1
Using the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions [14], the
optimal diagonal elements of A ; are obtained as

JF
1 0'20'2NDA1 ‘Az 1
Ag; = — Zxr2n PRt 2 30
@7 D, (\/ p(o2A1; + of) 72 G0

where ()T = max(x,0), Dy = (02A1;+03)NpAyx,; and p
should be chosen to meet the power constraint (29). Inserting
(30) and (18)-(20) into (13) leads to obtain the optimal receiver
matrix W.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we illustrate the performance of the proposed
scheme by numerical examples. We simulate the MIMO relay
system with Ng = Np = Np=4. The channel matrices H;
and H,, are generated as complex Gaussian variables with
zero mean and unit variance and the symbols are generated
from QPSK constellation.

The elements of covariance matrix 3 of Hy is generated
by X;; = jo(Aw|i — j|) [12], where jo(.) is the zeroth order
Bessel function of the first kind, A the angle of fading spread.
We consider the angle spread as A = 5°. The SNRs for the
source- relay and relay- destmatlon links are defined as follows
SNR; = 2 , SNRy = Neod

We compare the performance of the proposed scheme with
that of the full CSI scheme [6], the MMSE-COV scheme
[11], and the traditional AF scheme. The full CSI scheme,
also known as JMMSE [6] provides the lower-bound of the
proposed scheme. Similar to [11] for MMSE-COV scheme,
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Fig. 3. BER versus SNR; while SNRy = 20dB.

the MIMO relay system is simulated with Ng = Np =4 and
Np=5. In the conventional AF scheme, the relay precoder is
obtained by G = al, where « is determined to meet the power
constraint (29).

Fig.2 shows the performance of MMSE schemes in terms of
BER versus SN R, while fixing SN Ry = 20dB. The proposed
scheme shows better BER performance over all range of
SN R5 than the MMSE-COV scheme and the AF scheme. For
high SN R,, the BER performance of the proposed scheme is
closer to that of the full CSI scheme.

Fig.3 shows the BER performance for various SN R; while
fixing SN Ro= 20dB. In Fig.3 the proposed scheme perfor-
mance is similar to the MMSE-COV and AF schemes in low
SNR; (e.g. SNR; < 5dB) because the received signal at the
relay is impaired by the noise. For high SN R;, the proposed
scheme shows better BER performance than the MMSE-COV
scheme and the conventional AF scheme. In other words the
proposed scheme outperforms the MMSE-COV scheme and
the conventional AF scheme.

V. CONCLUSION

We derived the optimal structure of the non-regenerative
MIMO relay matrix to minimize the MSE of the symbol
estimation at the destination with the assumption that the
covariance feedback of the relay-destination link is available
at the relay. We assumed that the relay knows the full CSI of
the source-relay link. Simulation results show that the derived
optimal solution which minimize the upper-bound of the MSE
is achieved and the simulation results demonstrate that the
proposed scheme has better performance in terms of BER as
compared to the conventional MSE schemes.
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