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D-MG Tradeoff and Optimal Codes for a Class of
AF and DF Cooperative Communication Protocols

Petros Elia, K. Vinodh, M. Anand and P. Vijay Kumdiellow, IEEE

Abstract— We consider cooperative relay communication in a
fading channel environment under the Orthogonal Amplify and
Forward (OAF) and Orthogonal and Non-Orthogonal Selection
Decode and Forward (OSDF and NSDF) protocols.

For all these protocols, we compute the Diversity-Multipl&ing
Gain Tradeoff (DMT). We construct DMT optimal codes for the
protocols which are sphere decodable and, in certain casescur
minimum possible delay.

Our results establish that the DMT of the OAF protocol
is identical to the DMT of the Non-Orthogonal Amplify and
Forward (NAF) protocol.

Two variants of the NSDF protocol are considered: fixed-NSDF
and variable-NSDF protocol. In the variable-NSDF protoco] the
fraction of time duration for which the source alone transmits is
allowed to vary with the rate of communication. Among the clas
of static amplify-and-forward and decode-and-forward protocols,
the variable-NSDF protocol is shown to have the best known
DMT for any number of relays apart from the two-relay case.
When there are two relays, the variable-NSDF protocol is shan
to improve on the DMT of the best previously-known protocol br
higher values of the multiplexing gain. Our results also estblish
that the fixed-NSDF protocol has a better DMT than the NAF
protocol for any number of relays.

Finally, we present a DMT optimal code construction for the
NAF protocol.
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Cooperative Relaying in networks.

Index Terms— cooperative diversity, distributed space-time
code, orthogonal amplify and forward, non orthogonal am-
plify and forward, selection decode and forward, diversity
multiplexing gain tradeoff, space-time codes, cyclic digion
algebra codes.

A. Assumptions

We follow the literature in making the assumptions listed
below concerning the channel. Our description is in terms of
the equivalent complex-baseband, discrete-time channel.

o All nodes have a single transmit and single receive

I. INTRODUCTION

Cooperative relay communication is a promising means of ®
wireless communication in which cooperation is used toterea
a virtual transmit array between the source and the destimat
thereby providing the much-needed diversity to combat the
fading channel.

Consider a communication system as shown in Eig. 1, in
which there arer + 1 nodes that cooperate in the communi-
cation between source nodg and destination nod®. The
remaining(n — 1) nodes thus act as relays.
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antenna and are assumed to transmit synchronously.
The T channel uses over which communication takes
place is short enough to invoke the quasi-static assump-
tion, i.e., the channel fading coefficierts;, »; } are fixed

for the duration of the communication, but vary randomly
from one block ofT" channel uses to the next. Heig,
denotes the fading coefficient for the channel betwg&en
and D, g, for the channel betweef and theith relay
nodeR;, andh; for the channel betweeR; andD, where
2<i<n.

All channels are assumed to be Rayleigh fading and all
fade coefficients are i.i.d., circularly symmetric complex
gaussiarCN (0, 1) random variables.

We assume half-duplex operation at each node, i.e., at
any given instant a node can either transmit or receive,
but not do both.

The noise vector at the receivers is assumed to be com-
prised of i.i.d., circularly symmetric complex gaussian
CN(0,0%) random variables.

The destination must know all the fading coefficients in
the case of the AF protocols and it needs to know only the


http://arxiv.org/abs/cs/0611156v1

source-destination and relay-destination channel fadimghere R(p) is the rate of the cod€'(p). The coding scheme
coefficients in the case of the DF protocols. We assur{€’(p)} is said to achieve a diversity gaifir) if

that a relay knows only the corresponding source-relay
channel fading coefficient, i.e., reldy; will know only

g; in the case of the DF protocols.

log P,
lim 28 Le(0) ey
p—oo  logp

whereP,(p) is the average error probability of the codép)
B. Channel Model under maximum likelihood decoding. Thus

We propose several cooperative communication protocols P.(p) = p~ ),
in this paper. All the protocols considered here involve -two o L )
phase communication. In the first phase, lastingsfehannel It can be shown from an application of Fano’s inequality (see
uses, the sourcg broadcasts to the relays and the destinatiokf) that
In the second phase, lasting fgrchannel uses, the relays d(r) < dow(r).

communicate with the destination. A protocol is said to be e diversity-multiplexing gain tradeoff (DMT) introdude
non-orthogonal or orthogonal depending on whether thec:eouby Zheng and Tse in [2], provides a means of evaluating and
continues_to tran_smit_(to the destination) in the secondsqahacomparing the various proposed protocols. In this paper, we
or otherwise. It is said to be a decode-and-forward (DF) Qfiyi by abuse of terminology refer to the outage exponent
amplify-and-forward (AF) protocol depending upon whethej () as the DMT of the corresponding channel even though
the relays are required to decode the received message.orgmcﬂy speaking it is the DMT only if one can identify a

As we shall see, one can associate with every protocol.g4e whose diversity gairi(r) is equal todou(r). No loss

channel model of the form of accuracy is entailed in this because, as we shall see, for
y = Hz+w, (1) every protocol discussed in this paper we are able to identif
- _ _ _ ~acorrespondingly optimal coding scheme. For this reasen, w

where y corresponds to the received signal,is the noise often will write d(r) in place of the more accurate, but more

vector, H is the virtual channel matrix and is the vector cymbersome notatioto(r).

transmitted by the source in the case of the AF protocols,For each of the protocols described in the paper, the relatio

and is the compound vector formed by concatenating th@tween received and transmitted vectors can alternately b
transmissions of the source and the participating relagas® \yritten in the form

of the DF protocols.
Y—HX+W,
C. Diversity-Multiplexing Gain Tradeoff where H is a row matrix whose components represent the

The average signal-to-noise ratio of a channel will biading coefficients a MISO channel and whexeis a code
denoted byp. In the channel model i 1), the communicatiomnatrix, constrained by the particular protocol, to have a

has happened over = p + ¢ channel uses. prescribed format. From this, it follows that the probapitf
The probability of outage for the channel @ (1) is definedutage of the channel model il (1) is at least as large as that
as of the corresponding MISO channel. Since the MISO channel
) is known to have outage exponent given by
Pou(R) = inf Pr(I(z;y|H) < mR),
Y. > 0, TH(S,) < pé = d(r) =n(l —1)

where R is the average rate of communication. We have , ,
imposed an average energy constraint on the transmittlaeilsid"’hen (n — 1) is the total number of relays, the quantityr)
2 by upper bounding the trace of its covariance mafiix As 'S referred to in the literature as the transmit diversityii
will be shown later, by normalizing the noise vector, we calf!:
regard€ asp.

In this paper, we use the symbél to denote exponential D. Prior Work in Cooperative Communication Protocols

equality, i.e., the expression The concept of user cooperative diversity was introduced in
log f(p) [12], [13]. Cooperative diversity protocols were first dissed
pli?;o “logp =b in [4], where the authors develop and analyze the Orthogonal
Amplify and Forward (OAF) protocol and the Selection De-
code and Forward (SDF) protocol for the case of a single
relay. In [6], the SDF protocol is analyzed for an arbitrary
number of relays, where the authors give upper and lower
Pow(r) = p~oulm), bounds on the DMT of the protocol. In these protocols, the
relays and the source node participate for equal time itstan

A MIMO coding scheme{C(p)} for the channel model in 514'the maximum multiplexing gainthat could be achieved
(@ is said to achieve a spatial multiplexing gairif was 0.5.

is denoted byf(p) = p® and >, < are similarly defined.
We define doy(r) to be the negativep exponent of
Pout(rlog p), whereR = rlogp, i.e.,

. R(p) In [5], Azarian et al. analyze the class of Non Orthogonal
pif?o logp " amplify and Forward (NAF) protocols, introduced earlier by



Nabaret al.in [11]. In [5], the authors establish the improved 2) Selection Decode and Forwardhis class of protocols
DMT of the NAF protocol in comparison to the class of OARvas introduced by Laneman and Wornell [6]. In this protocol,
protocols considered in [4]. The authors also introduce tlirethe first phase occupyingchannel uses, the source broad-
Dynamic Decode and Forward (DDF) protocol wherein theasts to the destination and the relays. In the second palase,
time for which the relays listen to the source depends on tttee relays which are not in outage decode the source message,
source-relay channel gain. They show that the DMT of theeparately encode and transmit to the destination over the
DDF protocol achieves the transmit diversity bound foK course ofg channel uses. Once again, we consider the case
0.5, beyond which the DMT falls below the transmit diversityvhenp # q.
bound. We consider two versions of this protocol in the present
Jing and Hassibi [7] consider cooperative communicatiquaper:
protocols where the relay nodes apply a linear transfoomati , Non-Orthogonal Selection Decode and Forward (NSDF)
to the received signal. The authors consider the case when |n this protocol, the source continues to transmit during
both the source and the relays transmit for an equal number the second phase. At this point, it is convenient to
of channel uses and the linear transformation applied by the djistinguish between two variants of this protocol.

relays are restricted to the class of unitary matrices. — Variable-NSDF In this variant, in order to obtain the
Yang and Belfiore consider a class of protocols called best DMT possible, we allow and ¢ to vary with

Slotted Amplify And Forward (SAF) protocols in [10], and the multiplexing gainr. Note that sincep and ¢

show that these improve upon the performance of the NAF are not a function of the channel fading coefficients,

protocol [5] for the case of wo relays. The authors also this protocol still falls within the category of static
provide an upper bound on the DMT of the SAF protocol with protocols.

any number of slots, and show that this upper bound tends .
towards the transmit diversity bound as the number of slots * Among the class of static DF and AF protocols,
Y the variable-NSDF protocol has the best-known

increases. Under the assumption of relay isolation ang rela DMT for anv number of relavs. excent for the

ordering, the naive SAF scheme proposed in [10] is shown to case of two )r/elays ys, P

achieve the SAF p_rot_ocol upper bound._ x The DMT of the variable-NSDF protocol for the
Yuksel and Erkip in [18] have considered the DMT of case of two relays is better than the tradeoff of

the DF and compress-and-forward (CF) protocols. They show the SAF protocol [10] for > 0.6 (refer Fig.[3).

that the CF protocol achieves the transmit diversity bound i _ .
— Fixed-NSDFHerep andq are fixed and independent

for the case of a single relay. We note however, that in the i i
CF protocol, the relays are assumed to know all the fading of 7. The DMT for this variant of the NSDF protocol
is also presented here for every paig, p > q.

coefficients in the system.

Recent work directed towards the construction of explicit + For values of the ratio: = ~ in the rangel <
coding schemes which are DMT optimal for cooperative r < 7, the fixed-NSDF protocol dominates the
protocols can be found in [9] and [10]. NAF protocol for0 < r < _Z—, beyond which

In the present paper, neither relay ordering nor relay isola they both have the same DMT.

tion is assumed. « Orthogonal Selection Decode and Forward (OSDF)
In this protocol, the source remains silent in the second
E. Results phase. As in the case of the NSDF protocol, there are

two variants of this protocol, fixed and variable. Under
the variable-OSDF protocol, we alloy and ¢ to vary

The results presented in this paper pertain to four prosocol
1) Orthogonal Amplify and Forward:This protocol was

introduced by Lanemaet al.[4], who analyze this protocol for
the case of a single relay. As the name of the protocol sugigest
in this two-phase protocol, the source broadcastspféime
slots, followed by a relaying phase, lasting fpitime slots,
where the relays amplify and forward the signals received by

with » in order to compute the best DMT. We state the
DMT for both the fixed and variable-OSDF protocols.
The DMT of the variable-OSDF protocol, for the case of
two relays, improves on the tradeoff of the SAF protocol
[10] for r > g The DMT of the variable-NSDF protocol

them. is, however, better than the DMT of the variable-OSDF
Our version of the protocol is slightly more general tharitha  protocol for all for any number of relays.
in [4] since we permit the relays to operate on the receivedAll the OAF, NSDF and OSDF protocols considered in this
signal using a linear transformatfband we allow the source paper are static protocols. In FIg. 2 and Fi. 3, we have shown
and the relays to transmit for unequal time slots. For thisanothe optimal DMT of the OAF, NSDF and OSDF protocols for
general version of the protocol, we are able to determine ttiee case of one and two relays respectively. In the figures, we
best possible DMT as well as construct, in a simple way, DMAave also shown the DMT of the NAF and SAF protocols for
optimal codes that incur minimum delay. Our results es$ablithe sake of comparison. Note that the NAF and SAF protocols
that the DMT of the OAF protocol matches the best possiblave the same DMT for the case of a single relay.
DMT of the NAF protocol [5]. As our final result, we present a code that achieves the DMT
of the NAF protocol considered by Azarian et. al. [5]. This
result, first presented in [17], is included here for the sake
completeness.

1In this sense, a more appropriate term for this protocol wesicker here
might be “linearly transform and forward”. However we shatle the more
generic term OAF here.
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F. Organization of the Paper The covariance matrices of the noise and signal vector are

In Section[D), we discuss the class of OAF protocols arfifnoted by
compute their DMT. Sectiop Il contains the description and . ._ E(nn')
DMT analysis of the NSDF protocols. We state the DMT of the 0_21 0
OSDF protocols in Sectidn]V. We also present constructions = v n 9 o t
for DMT optimal codes, based on cyclic division algebras, fo 0 ouly + 2.7:2 ;] 0y, A5 4;
the OAF, NSDF and OSDF protocols in the correspondirghd
sections. Finally, we provide a code construction which is 2, = E(zzh),
DMT optimal for the NAF Protocol [5] in Section]V. _

Notation: The norm of a vector and the Frobenius norrwherecrﬁj,o—i denote the variances of the corresponding noise
of a matrix are denoted by.|| and||.||» respectively].| will ~vectors. We impose the energy constraint,
denote the determinant of a matrix as well as the modulus of
a complex scalar. Tr(Xs) < pe,
where& denotes the average energy available for transmission
Il. ORTHOGONAL AMPLIFY AND FORWARD PROTOCOL of a source symbol. The SNRis defined as

In this protocol, the sourc€ transmits a signal to the relays £
{R;} and to the destinatio® for p channel uses. Over the pe= o2

nextq channel uses, the relays transmit a linear transformation ) ) ) )

of the received signal, while the source remains silent, V& assume the ratio of the noise variante$ } ando?, to be
As it turns out, for-2- — - we get the best DMT for & constant independent pf The average energy of the signal

' pt+q 2n—1’ i ‘th i ai

all » in the ranged < r < 1/2. Forr > 1/2, we obtain the transmitted by the™ relay is given by,

best DMT wher! there is no coqperation from thg relays aan{ngAjg+ AjyjHQ}

the source continuously transmits to the destination.
Hence, we get the DMT of the OAF protocol by choosing

- = 574 whenr < 1/2 and -2~ =1 whenr > 1/2.

®)

|g;*E{|| A;z]|*} + Tr(A;E{v,0]}AD)
|g;I*PETr{A; AT} + 02, Tr{4; AT}
af (pElg;|* + o2

IN N

A. OAF Channel Model 5 . .
_ . whereq; is the squared Frobenius norm of the relay matrices
Based on the above signalling protocol, we have the fo{Aj}, ie.
lowing model for the received signal.
1415 = Tr(4;4]) = o (4)
Yy, = g1x + wy

n
> hiAjr; +w,
=2

We have used the inequality

Y, < pg]p

3
V)
Il

in coming up with the above bound.
We impose the constraint that the average energy transmit-

Z gih;A;| x+ Z hjAjv; +w, ted by a relay satisfy
Jj=2 Jj=2
E{llg;A;z + Aju;[*} <€,

wherez is the signal transmitted by the sourdg],y']" is
the signal received by the destination andis the signa
received by thejth r_elay. {4;} are (g _><p) complex matrices 2 E

that represent the linear transformation at the relay notes 4 = pElg;12 + 02"
vectors{u, }7_, and{w;,w,}, represent additive noise seen

at the relay nodes and the destination respectively. Theeabés in [5], the SNR exponent of; can be made zero. In
channels can be rewritten in matrix format as practice, we can choose; to be a suitable constant so that

the probability of the event described By (5) is high.

| and this is achieved by requiring that

(®)

y=Hz+n, (2
where B. Upper bound on the DMT of the class of OAF protocols
] w, We first state a useful lemma concerning non-negative

BT S kA, + w, definite matrices.
H — [ . 91lp ] Lemma 1:Let {g;,h;, A;} be as defined above. Let

L Zj:g gih;A; "
y = |4 ] . B =Y g;hjA;.
B L Y, j=2




Then, Then upon row reduction qQff, we obtain

BB' < (n—1)) 7A;4] |71 = | A+p)L |- | L+ —2—BBiCc™|
j=2 I+pm
— P —1 14 T
as non-negative definite matrices, where= |g;h;[>. (L p)? [CT O 14+ pm BBY[ )

Proof: Please see Appendik I. [ ] By applying Lemmdll and usingl(4), we get

Next, we establish the upper bound on the DMT of the class

of OAF protocols. n a
. 9 P

Theorem 2: (General OAF Upper Boun@onsider the col- [T = (A+pm)?- 1+ Z {'hﬂ Tir o %}
lection of OAF protocols described above (different protsc j=2
can be obtained by varying, ¢ and {4,} for a givenn). ' !
Then, regardless of the choice of the transformation mesric < (I4+p)P {1+ pn+ pZWj
{4;}, the DMT of any protocol satisfies the upper bounds J=2
glven below As in [5], we define

If £ > "<, wherem =p+q,

. p Y u>0
n(1-05p) L osrsi ”1_{ 0, u<0’ 1o
d(r) < L(1_M), 4 <p<1 . (6) Forj=2,3,....n
pP—q p 7? 2
(I—=r), 53 <r<l1 . Uiy >0
L {po v <0 (1)
If 2 < 2 then ’ b
( 1) and
n(l—25) ) 0<r< 50 —
d(T) < . P (n—1) p< . . (7) v = min {'U }7 =2
(L=r), nm—1 <TS This gives us
In deriving these bounds for the protocols, cooperative | T < p(p_q)(1—u)++qmax{(1—u),(1—v)}+_

relaying is avoided whenever it is advantageous to do so.
Also, the highest value of the upper bound on the DMThe probability of outage, for the channel id (2), is defined a
occurs for the choice” = "~ In this case, we get

Pouw(R f Pril(z;y|H) < mR).
(2n—1) 1 oulR) = e 20, 1TIfl(E ) < pE (Iz;ylH) < mR)
1 o , 0<r<l .
d(r) < { n( L L " P 21 . (8) In the scale of interest, the above expression reduces ¢o (se
(1-7), 3 <r=s 12)),

Proof: As in [2], the input distribution can be assumed )
to be circularly symmetric gaussian without loss of gerigral Pow(R =rlogp) = Pr(log | J | < rmlogp)
The maximum mutual information betweenandy, condi- and is lower bounded by
tioned on the knowledge ol at the receiver, is given by
Pr((p—q)(1 —u)" + gmax{(1—u),(1-v)}* < rm).

Imax = max I(g, Q | H) .
Ta 2 0, Tr(Xe) < p€ Let the negative exponent dfy(R) be d(r),
= . max log | In + HY, H'S 1|
. >0, TH(Z,) < pE dr) = — lim log Pout(r logp)
Arguing as in [2], in the scale of interest we get proe log p

Then,
Toax = log | I, +EHHTE Y|

) . ) d(r) < inf u+ (n—1)wv.
It turns out that exponential equality as described above is (p—a)(1—u)*+gmax{(1—u),(1-v)}T < mr

sufficient to determine the outage probability in the scdle @ s clear that it is enough to consider v < 1. Hereafter,
interest. Let we will consideru and v to lie in the ranged < u,v < 1.

J = I +EHHY ! Therefore,
L(1+p1) ppBiC™! d(r) < inf u+(n—1)v.
N pgi B I, + pBBfC™! (p—q)utqmin{u,v} > p—mr

2 By solving the above optimization problem, we get the
whereC =1,+ ", |h; Q%AJA;, 71 =|g1|? andB is as statement of the theorem. Please see Appehdix Il for the
defined in Lemmal1l. h details. |



C. Specific protocol achieving the DMT upper boundgor  As in TheoreniR, the outage probability is given by

Within the class of OAF protocols, there are different prol-DOUI(r log p)

tocols corresponding to various choicespof; and {A;}"_,. = Prlog | J | < (2n—1)rlogp)

As seen in Sectiopn I[9B, for a given numbr — 1) of relays, n

the upper bound od(r) is maximized whent- = . = Pri(l—-w)"+(1- Zmin{u, v )T < (2n—1)r
We have used the inequality j=2

f Let the negative exponent aP,u(rlogp) in the scale of

n n
Zgjthj Zgjthj interest bed(r). Then, we can consider and v; to lie in
j=2 j=2 the ranged < wu,v; < 1. We get

< (=1 | Y [ahy P 4547 (12) d(r) = inf ut Y v
j=2 u+327_, min{u,v;}>n—(2n—1)r st :
to derive an upper bound on the DMT of the class of OAE wina th timizati bl ¢
protocols. Equality will occur in[(12) if y solving the optimization problem, we ge
AjAL =0, forall j #k, (13) dir)=n—(@2n-1r, 0<r<o——0  (15)

i.e., if the row spaces of the matricgsl;}""_, are pairwise 1 . I
orthogonal. Forr > 5, we allow the source to transmit to the destination

The arguments presented above serve as a motivation forcfﬁé;tmuoutsl);, ttr?ertiby achieving the tradeoff mentloneth.ﬂn
particular choice of the matricgs4; } outlined next. With this statement ot the theorem.

specific choice of 4;}, satisfying the constraints i (113), we = gince(n, 2n—1) = 1, the smallest value of delay parameter
can achieve the upper bound on the DMT given in Theorep — (4 ¢) satisfying the conditiop - = ;-7 corresponds
2 to the choicep = n, ¢ = (n — 1). Hence, the above protocol

Theorem 3:Consider a specific OAF protocol, as describe@s minimum possible delay required to achieve the best DMT.

above, with parameters = n andq¢ = n — 1. Choose the
(n — 1) x n matrices{A;} as follows:

Example 1:Let the number of relays bz Thereforey =
3. We choose; = 2, p = 3, and

k=j-11l=j

, _J QY
AJ(k’l)_{ 0 elsewhere ’ (14) A2_|:8 062 8],A3_[8 8 O? ]
3

i.e., the(j — 1, 7)™ entry of A; is equal toa; and remaining ]
entries ard). The DMT of this protocol is equal to the highesfOr these parameters, the DMT of the OAF protocol is
upper bound of the class of OAF protocols,

d(r) = 3—-5r , 0<r<3
d(r) = n—@2n-1r OSTS% B 1—r | %<r§1
"= 1—r . s<r<1 . o
_ _ and is shown in Figl3.
Proof: With the above choice of A;} we get,

2
BB — 4272 D. DMT Optimal Codes for the OAF Protocol
Our code construction is based on cyclic division algebras
(CDA) and we begin with a brief introduction to these alge-
By substituting forBBT in equation [(P), and setting = n  braic objects.
andg =n — 1, we get, 1) Division Algebras: Division algebras are rings with
T = (14 )" identity in which every nonzero element has a multiplioativ
' inverse. The centéf of any division algebrd, i.e., the subset
L+ 1+¢m 72 comprising of all elements iD that commute with every
: element of D, is a field. The division algebra is a vector
space over the centef of dimensionn? for some integer
" n. A field L such thatf ¢ L. ¢ D and such that no subfield
1+ pm) [T+ o1+ p75) of D containsL is called amaximal subfielbf D (Fig. d).
j=2

2
anIn

_pP
L+ 55

Every division algebra is also a vector space over a maximal
subfield and the dimension of this vector space is the same for
= p(l—u)* H p(l—min{u,vj}ﬁ_ all maximal subfields and equal to This common dimension
j=2 n is known as theéndexof the division algebra.



D Division Algebra g under this basis has the matrix representation,

n bo  yo(ln-1) v02(lpn—2) ... ~o"T1(ly)
21 U(fo) ’702([71_1) e ’}/Un_l(fg)
L Maximal Subfield : : : . : ’
gn,1 G(gnfg) 0'2(571,3) e Gn_l(go)
n (17)
known as the left regular representationdof
F Centre A set of such matrices, obtained by choosing a finite subset
of elements inD constitutes the CDA-based ST codé In
Fig. 4. Structure of a division algebra. [1], the authors have constructed CDA-based ST code for all

values ofn. For all the codes constructed in [1], the underlying
constellation is QAM and the center of the division algelsra i
F = Q[¢.

2) Cyclic Division Algebras:Our interest is in CDA, i.e., 4) DMT optimal CDA-based ST codes for the OAF protocol
division algebras in which the centd and a maximum With parameterp = n,q = (n — 1): In this subsection, we
subfield L are such thal./F is a finite cyclic Galois exten- provide an explicit construction of a code, based on CDAs,
sion. CDAs have a simple characterization that aids in thdé@r the OAF protocol for any number of relays, and prove
construction, see [15, Proposition 11], or [14, Theorem 1]. the DMT optimality of the code. If the number of relays is

Let F, L be number fields, with. a finite, cyclic Galois " — 1, We choos@ = n andg = (n — 1) since this choice of
extension off of degreen. Let o denote the generator of theParameters has the best DMT (see Thedrém 2).

Galois group GdlL/F). Let » be an indeterminate satisfying The channel model for the OAF protocol il (2) can be
rewritten as

lz ZU(Z) vV el and =z v, [ gi Q; ]
. T1 T 0
for some non-norm elemente F*, by which we mean some 0 o 0 |atar
elementy having the property that the smallest positive integer — [ g1 goha + gnhy ] o 2
t for which ~* is the relative normVy,r(u) of some element : o :
win IL*, isn. Then, a CDAD(IL/F, o, v) with indexn, center 0 -~ 0 |z'Al
F and maximal subfield. is the set of all elements of the form +nt (18)
g where
> A, tiel. (16) w
i=0 n= Wy

Yo hjAju; + w,
Moreover, it is known that every CDA has this structure. i ca | q hell/? llati
be verified thatD is a right vector space (i.e., scalars multiply . For éw even, letAq denote thed*-QAM constellation
vectors from the right) over the maximal subfidld given by

3) Space-Time Codes from Cyclic Division Algebras: Agw = {a+1b | |a|,|b| <M —1, a,b odd} . (19)
space-time (ST) cod& can be associated tB by selecting ¢ T T
the set of matrices corresponding to the matrix representat  ~;nsider a CDA having centd = Q(z) and maximum
of elements of a finite su_bset @1. Note that since these_ Ma-gpfieldL that is a degree-cyclic Galois extensiof./F of F.
trices are all square matrices, the resultant ST code r@dgss | ot , pe the generator of the cyclic Galois group @alF).
hasT' = ”t-_ _ Let Or and Oy, denote the ring of algebraic integerslinand

The matrix corresponding to an elemeht D corresponds [, respectively. It is known thaby = Z[). Let{B1,...,Bn}
to left multiplication by the element in the division algebra. pe an integral basis faP /Or. Let D(L/F, 0, ~) denote the
Let \; denote this operation\; : D — D, defined by associated CDA.

Let

/\d(e) = de’ VeeD. fi S -AQAM(ﬁla T aBn) (20)

It can be verified that\; is a L-linear transformation ofD. where
From [16), a natural choice of basis for the right-vectorcgpa
D overL is {1,z,2%...,2""1}. A typical element in the A _ a a
(A yeeeyPn) = iBi | a; €A .
division algebraD is d = ¢y + zl; + --- + z" 4,1, where o (B fn) 21: bl o
the?; € L. By considering the effect of multiplyingx 1, dx z,
...,d x z""1, one can show that thk-linear transformation ~ Then, let the signal transmitted by the source in the first



p = n channel uses be givenﬂ)y Now, the product of the squared norms of the normalized
) . difference code matrices (obtained by scaling the codeovect
z = [Lo o(l) ... 0" '(b) ] (21)  with 75) is given by
Wherefo € 'AQAM (/31, “ee 7ﬁ77,)

o | 1060 - B () -+~ [60" (o)
We select{4;} as specified in[{14). Without loss of p"

generality (insofar as DMT is concerned), for simplicity we G n-t ; 5 - p(lf%’))n 0
set = [T 1o ) = P
1=0

Oéj:l, 2§j§n > —rp
> pr.

As we saw earlier in Theorefd 3, this choice{of,} achieves Therefore, from [3, Theorem 5.1] the code is DMT optimal

:Ee upger botu_nd on_ltlhbe DMTr:‘or the OZA;: protocol. Henc%r the parallel channel. It can be shown that the DMT of the
e code matrices will be as shown [n}(22). oarallel channel is (see [3])

The performance of this code is no worse than that obtained

by deleting the columng to n— 1 of all the code matriceXx . dp(rp) =n—r1p, , 0<1r, <n. (25)
?:;:%;ﬁ:_‘ here on, we will work with the column—deleteget the rate of the original code for the OAF protocol be
' R = rlogp. Then, the size of the DMT optimal code book
Ly for the parallel channel ip". This corresponds to a code

a(lo) book for the OAF channel of sizg®"~1". Since the two

X = . ) code books are the same, it follows thgt= (2n — 1)r. By

n—1(g substituting forr, in (28), we obtain a lower bound on the
"~ (bo) DMT of the code for the OAF protocol. The lower bound
wherely € Aguu (B, -, Bn). (23)  occurs because dropping some columns of the code matrices

Theorem 4:The DMT of the above code is could conceivably decrease the probability of error. Tfoeee

dry=n—_>2n—-1r, 0<r< ) dr) 2 dp((2n=1)r)
2n —1 > n—02n—-1r, 0<r<
Proof: The mentioned tradeoff is the optimal DMT for
the OAF protocol in the range < r < %
For choice of thed; matrices given by[{14), the covarianc
matrix of the noise vecton is shown in[[24). By normalizing
5

the noise variances to unity and noting that |;|? = 1, the S . -
y g that |7;| estination and the relays will not participate. It follogmsat

covariance matrix becomes identity in the scale of interedt . .
Hence, we can consider the noise to be white in the scil"ee code is DMT optimal for the class of OAF protocols

of interest. Also, we impose an energy constraint on thcgn&dered here. .

codewords and replac& with 6.X, whered is chosen to  Remarks:We make the following remarks on the class of
ensure that OAF protocols and the proposed DMT optimal code:
10X)% < (2n—1)p. 1) Among the class of OAF protocols, the best DMT is
achieved when? = “-. Sincen and2n — 1 are
relatively prime, the proposed code has the minimum
possible delay ofn — 1 with the parameters = n and

2n —1
The above bound equals the DMT of the OAF protocol in
E(]:IE). Therefore, the DMT of the code is as mentioned in the
theorem.

For » > 1, the source will transmit continuously to the

After deleting column2 to n — 1 of the ST code for the
OAF protocol, the resultant channel model can be rewriteen a

q=mn—1.
9 gohs U(égo) 2) Fprp =n and_q =n—1, the DMT_ of the_OAF protocol,
y = 0 _ +n with the choice of{A;} mentioned in Theoreni]3
h . coincides with the DMT of the NAF protocol [5].
Gnhon, o (fo) 3) When each node in the system has only one transmit
wherely € Ao (51, , Bn)- and one receive antenna, the DMT optimal code for the

NAF protocol proposed in [9] has delayn — 1) which
It can be shown that, in the scale of interest, the above &ann s |arger than the delay for the DMT optimal code for

is equivalent to a parallel channel. Hence, we show that the  the OAF protocol.
chosen code is an optimal code for the parallel channel.

To support a data rate d&, = r, log(p) on the parallel 1. N ON-ORTHOGONAL SELECTION DECODE AND
channel, we needy/? = p= . The energy requirement forces, FORWARD PROTOCOL
92 = plpr_

In this section, we consider a non-orthogonal selection
) _ _ o decode and forward (NSDF) protocol in which the source
£o need not be drawn from a maximal subfidldof a division algebra.

It is enough ifLL is an algebraic extension @@[z] of degreen and/, is as transmits a signal tO_ the destination and the rglays or
defined in [Z1L). channel uses in the first phase. All the relays, which are not
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X = : : , Where&) S AQAM(ﬂl, s ,ﬂn) (22)

IS

S

P = o2 + o2 [hy? : (24)

oy + 05, |hnl? |

in outagE, will decode the source message. In the secondelse if k > k,,
phase, the relays will separately encode and transmit awect

of lengthq. The source continues to transmit to the destination n(1— m(nfl)r) 0 < r < 4

in the second phase. We only consider the case wheny. m (1 "l ’ ¢ < - - e

To compute the best possible DMT, we allpnandq to vary  q(r) = ?( ) m =" = =mtp
with the multiplexing gain- and choose the value af = 2 n (1 - %r) y Tismgr ST <&
which maximizes the DMT for a given. This version of the 1—r Py <1
protocol will be called the variable-NSDF protocol. We have " (28)

also computed the DMT of the fixed-NSDF protocol, wherein _ . _ _
the ratiox = 2 is fixed for all ». We have constructed CDA Proof: Consider the system model described in Sedtion I.

based codes which achieve the DMT of the variable and fixé@t 21 andz) be the signals transmitted by the source in the
NSDF protocols. first and second phase respectively. et 1) relays, where

1 < k < n, participate in the second phase and ﬂe;};?:Q

be the signal transmitted by them. Only the relays that ate no
A. DMT of NSDF Protocol in outage in the first phase shall participate in the cooperat
protocol in the second phase.

Theorem 5:The DMT of the variable-NSDF protocol is
Let F), denote the event when anyk — 1) relays

given by - : :
participate in the cooperative (second) phase. The events
n(1— =Dty - gcpc 1 {E\, Eo, ..., E,} are disjoint and their probabilities sum up to
d(r) = " - T Al 1. First, we will calculate the outage probability of the chah
(n=r){-r) L <r<i1
(n—2)r+1 ° Fntl = = (26) when the eventy), occurs.
1) Outage Probability conditioned ot,: Consider the
14+4/144(n—1)2
wherex,, = W case when the everfi,, 2 < k < n, occurs. The casg = 1

In deriving the above DMT, we have allowgdand ¢ to  will be dealt with separately. Let the signals received by th
vary with the multiplexing gain. The source and the relaysdestination in the two phases be andy,, where
choose a code corresponding to eachnd ¢. For the case _ _
p > ¢, we select the value ofp(q) which maximizes the
DMT for a givenr. Supposer = kg, then the optimal value
of k is given by

Y= gz tw

and
Fon s 0<r<—5 ;&
o { ey e <r<l v o= g+ ) bt

j=2
For a fixed choicex = %, the DMT of the fixed-NSDF
protocol is given by:

if 1<k<ky,,

with w1, wo denoting the noise added at the destination in the
respective phases. We impose an energy constraint by ctgposi
£ to be the average energy available for transmission of a
mr\ T symbol at either the source or a relay. lét be the variance
d(r) = (n—1) (1 - —> +(1-r), 0 <r <1,(27) of the noise added at the destination and SNR be as defined
p . . . . .
in (3). We shall normalize the noise variances to unity. Henc

SWe say that a relay is not in outage if the corresponding sorelay we can regar(f as the SNRp. ) .
channel is not in outage. The channel model for the NSDF protocol is given[in] (29).



311 4,
0 qily haly
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ﬁ;] 3 +{%} (29)

Let,
_ Y1 _ |
£ - [@} E {@] ’
= [ﬂt :c_llt zt x_kt}
and
o, 0 0 - 0]
H; = .
F [ 0 g1y haly hi 1,

Then, [29) can be rewritten as

y = Hiz +w.

It is clear that forr > 1, di(r) = 0. Therefore, it is enough
to considen < 1. We consider two separate cases to evaluate
dr(r). We setp > ¢ in the optimization that follows.
Case I:min{u,v} = u
We get,
u>(1—r)andv > u.

Substituting in [(3D) we get,
dp(r)=k(1l—=r), 0 < r < 1.

Case Il:min{u,v} =v
We have,
pu~+qv >m(l—r).

The input vector can be assumed to be circularly sSymmetiig in the case of the OAF protocol, we solve the optimization
complex gaussian. The maximum mutual information trangroplem to get,

ferred between the source and the destination, conditioned

the knowledge off;, at the destination, is given by

I(gyngk) = log | I, +HkEwH]lL | :

. (31)

— 3

- m,. g < <
= q ’ - -
di(r) { mily, L <r <

Arguing as in case of the OAF protocol, in the scale of interes NOW. we handle the case when evéntoccurs, i.e.k = 1.

the maximum mutual information betweanandy is given

by
Tnax = log | I, + kaHJ]; |
k

= log (1+plgr”)” L+ plga* +p ) [hs*)°
j=2

= log pP(l—u)++q max{(1—u),(1—v)}*

P
0,

- P,

e = {7y

v = min{v; };?:2.

where,

u>0
u<0 ’
’UjZO
’Uj<0 ’

|91|2
1=2,...,k

and

The channel model in this case is given by

2] - [0 l(z)(E) e
[2] { 0 guly || 2y * wy (32)
= Hiz+w.
The probability of outage of the above channel is given by
Poulrlogp) = p~ ") = p=(=0)", (33)

2) Probability of the set of Participating Relaydn this
subsection, we will compute the probability of the evént
The probability of £}, is the product of probabilities of two
events:

PrEy) = Pr((n— k) relays are in outage
Pr((k — 1) relays are not in outage
We shall evaluate the probabilities of the two events maetib
above separately. Also, we say that a relay is participdting
the second phase if the corresponding source-relay chanel

The outage probability of the channel [n]29), in the scalgot in outage.

of interest, is given by,
Pou(rlogp) = Pr(Zyax < mrlogp) = p~ ()
so that,

di(r) = inf

p(l—u)t+gmax{(1—u),(1—v)}+ <mr

It is clear that it is enough to consider< u,v < 1. Hence,

the above infimum must be calculated over the region

pu+ gmin{u,v} >m(l—r), 0<wu,v<1.

The signal received by thgth relay R;, where2 < j <n,
in the first phase is given by

T =9i%1+ Y,

wherew; is the noise vector. The maximum mutual informa-

u+ (k—1)v. (30) tion betweenr; andr;, conditioned on the knowledge gf

at the relay, is

max
ey >0, TH(Z4,) < pE

p 2
2 1og(1 12).
- og(1+ plg;|”)

Imax =

I(rj;21lg5)
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Now, the probability that?; is in outage is It follows from (34) that forr > £ no relay will participate
in the second phase and the channel will be as shownIn (32).

Pr(R; is in outage = Pr(% log(1 + plg;|*) < Tlogp) Hence, from[(3B), we can see that,
- pr((l )t < ﬂ) ar) = -n*, Lar<n (36)
p—(l—%)* g For0 < < £, by substituting[(31) and_(34) ih_(B5), we get
where o d(r)y = min {(n -1) (1 — @> + (1 =),
7 0, <0 (n—k)(1—%)+dk(r)}.

Since the fading coefficients corresponding to differentse-
relay channels are independent of each other, we have By solving the optimization problem, we get the statement in
- TheorenTh. Please see Appendi¥ IIl for the details. m
Pr((n — k) relays are in outage= p~("~F(=5)"
The probability of a relay patrticipating in the second phad® DMT Optimal Codes for NSDF Protocol:
will be determined separately for < £ andr > £. When

0 ; In this subsection, we construct a DMT optimal code for the
<r< £,
- -— m

NSDF protocol. Once again, we shall use CDA's to construct
ST codes and derive a code for the NSDF protocol from the

Pr((k—1) rel ticipat . .
r(( ) relays participate set of matrices comprising the ST code. In Theofdm 5, we

= (1—Pr(arelayis in outagg" ™ have allowedp and ¢ to vary with the multiplexing gain-.

- (1 _ pf(k%)*)k*l Now, for a fixedx = § wherep andq are relatively prime,
_ we outline the construction of a ST code whign— 1) relays
= L are employed in a cooperative netwirk

Let t = p + ng. Consider the CDA DL/F,o,7), as de-
scribed in Sectiof TI-D]2, with the maximum subfigldoeing
a degree cyclic Galois extension of the field. Consider the

Whenr > £, the probability that a particular relay partici-
pates is given by

Pr(R; participates in second phase space time codet’ comprising of matrices corresponding to
= pr( P 10e1 9 D 1 the left-regular representation, as [, 7f all the elements
= r(ﬁ og(1 + plg;|°) > (E + 6) ng) in the CDA D. LetZ denote the normalized code
= Pr (log(l + plg;|?) > (1 + %e) logp) Z={0X | XeXx}

- pr(|gj|2 > p%e) whered is chosen to ensure that
p~> |0X||% < tp, foral X e X.
= 0. The transmitted code matrix, denoted By will be of the
Therefore, when > Z, form
o ) ) by yo(ly_1) ~yo*(l—2) ... ~vo'=Y(4y)
Pr(k relays participate in second phase- 0, 2 <k <n. 0 o(ly) 7022(&_1) N —1@2)
t—
Hence, whenr > 2, all the relays are in outage with ¢ tr oty o*(lo) .. 0Tl |
probability 1. : : : :
Consolidating the above facts, we get by o(l—2)  *(li—3) ... oL(l)
p—(n—k)(1—%)+ 0<r< L where/; are as defined il (20). In the first phase the source
Pr(EL) = 0 ’ r>2 9<k<p .(34) transmits the firsp rows of Z and in the second phase the
1 ro B =1 source transmits the nexgtrows of Z. The j" relay R;, 2 <

j < n, if not in outage, will decode the rows transmitted
3) Outage Probability of the NSDF Protocolthe proba- by the source and will transmit rows of Z numbering from
bility of outage of the NSDF protocol can be calculated gs+ (j; — 1)q + 1 to p + jq. Total delay of the DMT optimal

follows: code will be(p + q)(p + ng) time slots.
Py (R) = Theorem 6:The ST codeZ described above achieves the
n n—1 DMT of the fixed-NSDF protocol.
> < r 1 > Pr(E)) Pr(Hy, in outagéEy) (35)

4We considering only rational values afhere although, while computing
the DMT, k was allowed to take on irrational values too.
Let P, (rlogp) := p_d(T). 5The parameter. in (T7) and in this section refer to two distinct entities.

k=1
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Proof: We will prove that the given code is DMT optimal We state the DMT of the variable-OSDF and fixed-OSDF
irrespective of the number of participating relays. protocol, but we omit the proof since the DMT can be obtained
From [1] and [3], it follows that the given code is approxalong similar lines to the derivation of the DMT for the
imately universal and hence, DMT optimal for any channeNSDF protocol. Also, an approximately universal CDA code

Also, from [1, Theorem 12], we know that the cofleremains of dimension(p+(n—1)q) x (p+(n—1)q), where(n—1) is the

approximately universal even if we remove a particular $et oumber of relays, will be DMT optimal for the OSDF protocol.

rows from all the matrices in the code. The transmission of various rows of the code matrices by the
Now, during the first phase, the source transmits the firggurce and relay will be on similar lines to that mentioned in

p rows of Z and this code will be approximately universaSectionIlI-B for the NSDF protocol.

for the channel seen by thg" relay. So, whenR; is not

in outage, it will be able to decode the source’s transmissia. DMT of OSDE Protocol

and participate in the second phase.. Qon_side_r the case Whtheorem 7:The DMT of the variable-OSDF protocol is

k—1 relays, where@ < k < n, are participating in the Secondgiven by

phase. The channel model will be as shownid (29), with

being am x (p+kq) matrix. Since each node (either source or n (1 _ wr) . 0<r

relay) transmits only rows of the code matri¥, the code for r) = { n(l,;l) 1

the channel in[{29) corresponds to deletion(of— k)q rows (n=D)r+1 7 tin+1

from Z. Therefore, the row-deleted code is DMT optimal fowherex,, = —£~.

the channel in[{29) for alk = 2,3,...,n. When no relays  As in the variable-NSDF protocol, we have allowgdnd

participate in the second phase, the channel model is asishgmto vary with the multiplexing gain. We choose the value

in (32). Once again, the row-deleted code is DMT optimal fasf (p, q) which maximizes the diversity, for a given for the

this channel. Hence, the given code is DMT optimal for theasep > ¢. Supposepr = kg, then the optimal value of is

1
l+

r<

IN

K

3

—_ =

IN

NSDF protocol. B given by
By constructing a DMT optimal code for each value of the B Kn 0<r< Mlﬂ
ratio x = £, we can construct DMT optimal codes for the h= (:lt(17;(_112:) - 1+1 <r<i

variable-NSDF protocol.
For a fixed choicex = %, the DMT of the fixed-OSDF
Remarks:We mention the salient features of the results iprotocol is given by:

this section below. if 1<k<k,,
« In the class of static AF and DF protocols, the variable- n—1)
n (1 - M) 0<r<n=bp
NSDF protocol has the best DMT for any number of d(r) = p )’ . nm-—p
relays, except for the case of two relays. (1-r), % <r<1
o The DMT of the variable-NSDF protocol for the case of else if x> 1
two relays is better than the tradeoff of the SAF protocol -
[10] for » > 0.6 (see Fig[B). n (1 - %q‘l)r) , 0<r< <
o For x in the rangel < x < =y, the fixed-NSDF m(] ) 4 < g o< mpmm
protocol has a better DMT than that of the NAF protocold(r) = ? ’ m = = mn-1)
n(1—me npom . o (0L
for any number of relays. ( p ) min—1) =" = nm—p
« For x = 1, the fixed-NSDF protocol and the NAF (1—7), (:;i);) <r<1

protocol have the same DMT.
e Whenp = ¢ = 1, the DMT of the fixed-NSDF protocol
coincides with that of the NAF protocol. However, the V. NON ORTHOGONAL AMPLIFY AND FORWARD
DMT optimal code for the fixed-NSDF protocol has a PROTOCOL
delay 2(n + 1), where (n — 1) is the total number of In this section, we construct a code that is DMT optimal
relays, which is considerably shorter than the delay féor the non-orthogonal amplify-and-forward (NAF) protdco
the DMT optimal codes for the NAF protocol constructedror the sake of completeness, we will reproduce here the
in [9] for n > 3. The codes in [9] have delay(n — 1).  description of the NAF protocol. The DMT of the protocol
« Surprisingly, for the case of one relay the optimal ratiwas first computed in [5].
Ko turns out to be the Golden Numbes, = 1+—2‘/5! In this protocol, the sourcg transmits at each time instant,
and the relays take turns in transmitting an amplified versio
a previously received signal. If the number of relayéris-1),

IV. ORTHOGONAL SELECTION DECODE AND FORWARD the set of equations describin@é:—1)-length frame are (see

PrRoTOCOL 5])
In this section, we consider the orthogonal selection decod,, = ¢ z; 4+ w; , t odd
and forward (OSDF) protocol. The OSDF protocol is the same i=Lt4+1 |
as the NSDF protocol, except that the source remains sitent ¥t = 0ili(gie—1 +vi) + g12¢ + wy { t even

the second phase. (37)
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where b; is the amplification factor at relayz;, x; is the Letf AT:c =y, = = (yi1 ¥i2 -+ Yip). HeNce,
signal transmitted at time instant y; is the signal received

at the destination at timé and w; is the noise added at the n
destination at time. v; is the noise added at the reld; in BBz = Z
this frame. j=2

Theorem 8: [5, Theorem 4] The DMT of the NAF protocol

P n
is given by - Z Z%

=1 |j=2
d(r)=(1-r)"+(n-1)01-2r" By applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
P n n
T T ]2 2
A. Explicit DMT optimal codes for NAF protocol z'BB'z = Z; Z; [v:s] 21
i=1 \Jj= Jj=
We will present an explicit construction, based on CDA, pn
which achieves the DMT of the NAF protocol. = (n—-1) Z Z |yis]
Consider a2(n — 1) x 2(n — 1) DMT optimal CDA ST i=1j=2
code. In accordance with the NAF protocol in [5], let the B ) - 9
source continuously transmit the vector, z2, - - - , z4(,,—1)2], = (n—-1) Z 1yl
coming from a row by row vectorization of the code. Each Jzz
intermediate relayR;, i = 2,---,n, forwards at timet = w4t o2
1 bl I L] . ! . — _ 1 A
4(n — 1)(i — 2) + 2(n — 1) + k what it received at time (n ); 177 A5l
t=4(n—1)(i —2)+ k wherek =1,2,--- ,2(n—1) .
— _ T 12 A AT
Theorem 9:The above scheme achieves the DMT of the = (n-lz 2 |37 A Ajz.
NAF protocol. =
With this, we get the bound stated in the Lemma. [ |
Proof: For the single relay case, we use the equivalent
representation of the channel for the NAF protocol in matrix APPENDIXII
form: SOLUTION OF THE OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM FOR THEOAF
voys _ g 0 nows ] PROTOCOL
Y2 Y4 g2ha 1 Ty T4 We need to solve
w1 ws .
. d < f +(n-1)v. 38
{ hovo 1 4+ wa  hove 3 4+ wy ] (r) < (pfq)quqmirllI{luyv} > p*mru (n =10 (38)

On vectorizing the above channel, we can see that the noi&eé’ :bm’ we get the non-cooperative case with the DMT
vector is white in the scale of interest. Hence, the DMT &i'Ven bY N
the above channel is met by the approximately universa® d(r)=(1—-r)".

CDA code. Now, we separately consider different ranges-ofrhe opti-

Proceeding as in the single relay case, we can show that fgation procedure is summarized in the flowchart in Elg. 5.
DMT of the NAF protocol is achieved by the correspondingase A > 2

approximately universal(n — 1) x 2(n — 1) CDA code. B gjnce, - ﬁ, p — mr i negative. Hence, the infimum is

The above code for the NAF protocol was first presenté)&)tamed by choosing = v =0 and

in [17]. Around the same time, in [9], the authors constrdcte d(r) <.
DMT optimal codes for the NAF protocol which have shorter
delays than the codes presented here. But, by definition,d(r) cannot be negative. Therefore,

d(ir) = 0, for r > L.
m

APPENDIX |

CaseBo<r< 2
PROOF OFLEMMA 1] —— "= - m

As shown in Fid.b, this case further breaks up into two cases.
: _ _ Case B.l min{u,v} =u
Proof: Let f; = g;h;. ThenB =>"" _ f:A;. We have, === S i
1i = gihy 2= Iy Consider the inequality
2'BB'z = ||Biz|] pu>p—mr,
2
Zf;-‘A}z ' which leads to o

u>1—-—.
p
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d(’f’) < inf(p*q)u+minu,v>pfmr U+ (n — 1)’1}

A B
L2 < r <1 0 < r < 2
m - —_— m
B.l B.Il
d(r)=0 min{u, v} =u min{u, v} =v
B.ll.a B.ll.b
_ mr VA n P n
d(r) < ”( P ) m S 2 m 2 T
B.1l.b.i B.1l.b.ii
d(r)<n(—%) OSTS% %STS%
a(r) < n (1 @0 ar) < 325 (1= )
Fig. 5. Flowchart describing the computation of the DMT of the OABtpcol.
Therefore, by substituting if_(B8), we get we get
P n
£ < .
dir) < n(l—ﬂ). m 2n—1
p In this case, we can substitute= 0 in ([@9) to obtain the
Case B.Il min{u,v} =v infimum. Hence,
One solution to the optimization problem {n{38) is mr
mr dry < n(l-——].
u=v=1——. p
b Case B.llLb 2 > -1
We can choose In this case, we choosé as large as possible under the
w o= 1-" s constraintsy < 1 andv > 0. Suppose: < 1,
! 1- 245 <1
- 1_@_5(M), PR
P 1 s o< (40)
whered is a small positive number. In this case, p
wt (n—1)v Supposes > 0, we have
_ mr p—q
_ 1_ﬂ+5+(n_1)(1_m_5u) 1___5<—> > 0
p p q p q
_ _mr (h_1 P4 5 < L<1—ﬂ). (41)
= n(l p)+6<1 (n—1) . ) (39) R »
Now, we need to consider two separate cases dependingtiice,d is chosen to meet one of the upper bounddid (40)
the ratio 2. or (41) depending om. By equating the two upper bounds,
Case B.ll.a £ < -2 we get ‘
Suppose =
1-m-12=% > ¢ , -
g 7 So, we need to consider two different ranges-of
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Case B.lLb.i0 < r < 2L APPENDIX I

We choose SOLUTION OF THE OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM FOR THE
5= mr NSDF RRoTocoL

mr
< -
dir)y < n (1 » ) + n (1 (n—il)pm-l-PT.) , 0<r< %
mr p—q 1—r, L <r<1
—|l=(n-1)(—— m
b q and
(n—1)mr
< nll- mr\ "
ngq - i _ -
i) = o (-0 (1-") +a)
Case B.llL.bii £ < r< I p
We choose O=r=<—, (42)
§ = (L> (1 - @) ) wheredy(r) is given in [31). Therefore,
pP—q p
. p
= < < .
Then. d(r) =min{ do(r),dp(r) } , 0 < r < - (43)
i Also, from (38), we know that the DMT of the fixed-NSDF
dir) < n (1 - —) + protocol is(1 — r)* for » > £. Since the above expression
p for the DMT also evaluates tol — r)* for r > L, for the
(L) (1 _ @) [1 —(n—1) (u)] sake of simplicity, we can assume that the expressiofih (43)
P—q P q is the actual DMT for albr.
<« P (y_mT Substituting the value af(r) in (@2), we can see that the
- p—gq p ) minimum occurs whert = n. Therefore, for the case > ¢,
we have
Summarizing the various cases n(1— (n—l)mr) ., 0<r<<
We make some comments with respect to the flowchart ff(r) = du(r) = m (1 " g < <ni
FlgE ?( _T)v E_T_
« From Case A, it follows that Depending on the choice of the ratio = £ and the
multiplexing gainr, eitherd,(r) or d(r) will determine the
dir) =0, r > r actual DMTd(r). It can be shown that there is a critical value
m of x, which we shall denote by,,, below whichd(r) = d.(r),
« Cases B.l and B.ll.a tell us that fg¢ < -, i.e.,
d(r) =da(r), 1<k < kg
dir) < n <1 — ﬂ) , 0 <r < Ly In order to compute:,,, we compare the curves corresponding
p m to d,(r) andd,(r). We can see that at = «,,
This upper bound improves for higher values #f. (n—1)m+p (n—1)m

Hence, we must choose the maximum possible value of np = ng
L in the permissible range which ig™—. pnm—pm = qnm—qm+pq
o From Cases B.I and B.Il.b, we can see that for>

n

S, By substitutings,, = § in the above equation, we get
pow

(n—1kK2 — K, —(n—1) = 0.

o n(1-t=m) o <r < 2
r) <
< L(l_ﬂ) @ << 2 Hence, _
p—a P Tom m 1++/1+4(n-1)
Ky =
We can see that the best tradeoff occurs for the choice 2(n—1)
L = 5= and this tradeoff coincides with the best Therefore, wherx < &,, the DMT is as given in[(27).
tradeoff obtained from cases B.l and B.ll.a. Whenk > k,, bothd,(r) andd,(r) determine the DMT for
« We always have the choice of avoiding relay cooperatiodifferent ranges of-. The tradeoff is as given il (28). We can
and thus of achieving(r) = (1 —r) for any value of check that the point of intersection df (r) anddy(r), when
T K > Knp, IS given by
With all the above observations, we get the statement of B np—m 44
Theoren 2. "= (44)

(n=2)m+p
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and [14] J. -C. Belfiore and G. Rekaya,“Quaternionic Lattices 8pace-Time
d( ) m np—m (45) Coding,” in Proc. IEEE Information Theory Workshoparis, France,
r) = — - .
» (n — 2)m Tp Mar./Apr. 2003, pp. 267270.

[15] B. A. Sethuraman, B. Sundar Rajan, and V. Shashidharll-iversity,
: _ High-Rate, Space-Time Block Codes From Division AlgebréSEE

Hence, we have CompUted the DMT for the fixed-NSDF Trans. Info. Theoryvol. 49, no. 10, pp. 2596-2616, Oct. 2003.

protocol. [16] P. Elia, B. Sethuraman, and P. Vijay Kumar, “Perfect @Gpaime

Now, to get the best possible DMT in case of the variable- Codes with Minimum and Non-Minimum Delay for Any Number of

; ; ; ; ; Antennas,” submitted tiEEEE Trans. Info. TheoryDec. 2005. Available:
NSDF protocol, we vary; with the multiplexing gain, i.e., http/aiv.org/pdiics. IT/I0512023

we choose the value af which maximizes the diversity at any[17] p. Eiia and P. Vilay Kumar, “Diversity-Multiplexing Qimality and

given multiplexing gain. By comparing the DMTs in (27) and  Explicit Coding for Wireless Networks With Reduced Chankelow!-

(128), it is clear that we must choose= «,, for r < 1 - edge,” Presented at_th@Srd Allerton Conference on Communications,
1 . . Knt Control and ComputingSept. 2005.

Forr > ——, we need to track the point of intersection ofig] M. Yuksel and E. Erkip, “Cooperative Wireless SysterAsDiversity-

da(r) anandtl(;“). This point would correspond to maximum Multiplexing Tradeoff Rerspgctive:" submitted #&EE Trans. Info.
diversity at a certain. By substitutingn _ % in @Z) and Theory Sept. 2006. Available: http://arxiv.org/pdf/cs.I T/GA®?2
(43), and by eliminating: from both the equations, we get
—7r)(1— 1
d(r) = (n—r)l—r) , <r <L
(n—2)r+1 Kn + 1
With all the results mentioned above, we get the statement
of Theoren{b.
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