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Linear MMSE Transceiver Design in
Amplity-and-Forward MIMO Relay Systems

Fan-Shuo Tseng, Student Member, IEEE, and Wen-Rong Wu, Member, IEEE

Abstract—We consider the precoding problem in an amplify-
and-forward (AF) multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO) relay
system in which multiple antennas are equipped at the source,
the relay, and the destination. Most existing methods for this
problem only consider the design of the relay precoder, and some
even ignore the direct link. In this paper, we consider a joint
source/relay precoder design problem, taking both the direct and
the relay links into account. Using a minimum-mean-square-error
(MMSE) criterion, we first formulate the problem as a constrained
optimization problem. However, it is found that the mean square
error (MSE) is a highly nonlinear function of the precoders, and
a direct optimization is difficult to conduct. We then design the
precoders to diagonalize the MSE matrix in the cost function. To
do that, we pose certain structural constraints on the precoders
and derive an MSE upper bound. It turns out that minimization
with respect to this bound becomes simple and straightforward.
Using the standard Lagrange technique, we can finally obtain the
solution with an iterative water-filling method. Simulation results
show that the proposed method, with an additional precoder,
outperforms the existing methods, in terms of either the MSE or
the bit error rate (BER).

Index Terms—Amplify and forward (AF), cooperative com-
munication, minimum mean square error (MMSE), multiple
input-multiple output (MIMO), precoder.

I. INTRODUCTION

IVERSITY is a common technique to overcome the
multipath channel fading in wireless communications.
Popular diversity schemes include time diversity, frequency
diversity, and spatial diversity. Among these techniques, the
spatial diversity is particularly attractive. This is because this
technique can combine with the other two diversity techniques
with no expansion of time and bandwidth. The conventional
way to obtain the spatial diversity is the use of multiple
transmit or multiple receive antennas. When both multiple
transmit and receive antennas are used, the system is referred to
as a multiple-input—-multiple-output (MIMO) system [1]-[13].
MIMO systems have widely been studied in the literature since
they can enhance the diversity or spectral efficiency in an
efficient way [2]-[13].
User cooperation is an alternative way to obtain spatial
diversity [14]-[21]. With the aid of additional relay nodes,
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spatial diversity can be achieved in a distributed manner. In
typical cooperative communications, the source and relay nodes
share the same spectrum. As a result, half-duplexing is of-
ten used for signal transmission between the source and the
relays. In a typical three-node system, signal transmission is
generally divided into two time phases [15]-[28]. In the first
phase, the signal at the source is transmitted to the relay and
the destination. In the second time phase, the relay forwards
its received signal to the destination. Finally, the destination
combines the received signals to achieve the spatial diversity.
There are several protocols defining retransmission strategies
at the relays. Two relay strategies are well known, i.e., amplify-
and-forward (AF) and decode-and-forward (DF). In AF, the
relay receives the signal from the source and retransmits it
to the destination with signal amplification only. The system
with the protocol is also called a nonregenerate cooperative
system [23]-[25], [27]. In DF, the relay decodes the received
signals, reencodes the information bits, and retransmits the
resultant signal to the destination. The system is also called
a regenerative cooperative system. It is simple to see that the
DF protocol requires higher computational complexity and a
larger processing delay at the relay nodes. In this paper, we only
consider the AF-based cooperative system.

Recently, the MIMO technique has been introduced to co-
operative systems as a means for further performance enhance-
ment. With the multiple antennas equipped at the source and
each node, a MIMO relay system is constructed [22]-[28].
Capacity bounds for a single-relay MIMO channel was first
addressed in [22]. Similar to conventional MIMO systems, the
precoding operation can be conducted in a MIMO relay system.
The relay precoder in an AF-based MIMO relay system was
first designed in [23] and [24] to enhance the overall channel
capacity. In most of those approaches, only the relay link (the
source-to-relay and relay-to-destination links) is considered. It
was shown that the capacity can further be increased if the
direct link (the link between the source and the destination)
is taken into account [24]. Apart from the capacity, the link
quality is another criterion that has been considered [25], [26].
In these works, a relay precoder is designed using a minimum-
mean-square-error (MMSE) criterion. Most of the MIMO relay
systems considered above use one relay. Precoding in multiple-
relay MIMO systems was investigated in [26]. Note that the
aforementioned works all address the spatial-multiplexing sce-
nario. Recently, the design for the transmission of a single
data stream, which is referred to as beamforming, has also
been considered. For example, [28] derives the optimal source
and relay beamformers using a maximal-SNR criterion. In this
paper, the optimal solution is derived for the relay-link-only
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system. In addition to beamforming, antenna selection in
MIMO relay systems was also studied. With the MMSE cri-
terion, an optimum selection scheme was developed in [27]. In
this approach, only one antenna is selected at the source and the
relay, respectively, for signal transmission.

As mentioned, in the precoder design for spatial-
multiplexing AF-based MIMO relay systems, the existing
works only consider the precoder at the relay. Furthermore, the
direct link is frequently ignored [23]-[26]. In this paper, we
propose a new design method to solve the problems. Similar to
previous works, we assume a linear receiver at the destination.
Our approach is to seek precoders such that the MMSE of
the linear receiver is minimized. However, we found that the
MMSE is a complicated function of precoding matrices, and
a direct minimization is almost impossible to conduct. To
overcome the difficulty, we propose a structural constraint on
the precoders to diagonalize the mean-square-error (MSE)
matrix in the cost function. With the precoders, we can then
derive a tractable MSE upper bound. Minimization with this
upper bound, instead of the original MMSE, then becomes
feasible. The proposed precoders can finally be computed via
an iterative water-filling technique [9], [31], [32]. Note that the
MSE criterion to minimize is the total MSE of the multiplexed
signal streams. With the specially designed structure, the
proposed precoders can make the individual MSEs of all
signal streams equal, indicating that the bit error rate (BER)
of the proposed precoded system will be the minimal among
all precoded systems with the same minimum total MSE
[5]. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II
gives the system model and problem formulation, Section III
derives the proposed joint design in detail, Section IV
reports simulation results for various applications, and finally,
Section V concludes this paper.

II. PROPOSED SYSTEM MODEL
AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. Precoders for the AF MIMO Relay System

We consider a typical three-node half-duplex cooperative AF
MIMO relay system where multiple antennas are placed at
each node. Under this scenario, signals can be transmitted from
the source to the destination and from the source to the relay
and then to the destination. To avoid the interference between
direct and relay links, we consider the time-division-duplexing
scheme [23]-[26] used in a typical two-phase transmission
aforementioned (see Fig. 1). Let N, R, and M denote the
number of antennas at the source, the relay, and the destination,
and assume that all channels are flat fading. For the first phase,
the received signals at the destination and the relay can be
expressed as

yp,1 =HgspFgss+np (1)
Yr =HgsrFgss +np ()

respectively, where s € CF*! is the transmitted signal vector,
with L being the number of the substreams, Fg € CV*I is
the precoding matrix at the source, Hgr € C®*Y and Hgp €
CM*N are the channel matrices corresponding to the source-to-
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Fig. 1. Three-node AF-based MIMO relay system with multiple antennas
allocated at each node.

relay and source-to-destination channels, respectively, np 1 €
CM>1 is the first-phase received noise vector at the destination,
and np € CP*1 is the received noise vector at the relay. Here,
we assume that L < min{N, M } provides sufficient degrees of
freedom for signal detection.

In the second phase of the transmission, the relay retransmits
the received signal with another precoding matrix. Thus, the
received signals at the destination can be expressed as

Yp2 =HgrpFryr +npps
=HrpFrHsrFss + (HrpFgrnr +np2) (3)

where Fp € C% is the precoding matrix at the relay, Hzp €
CM*E i the channel matrix corresponding to the relay-to-
destination channel, and np o € CM*! is the second-phase
received noise vector at the destination. Here, we assume that
each element in np ; has a zero-mean circularly symmetric
Gaussian distribution, and all the elements are independent
identically distributed (i.i.d.). The same assumption is applied
for npo and ng. As a result, the received signal vectors
¥p,1 and yp o for the two phases can be combined into a
single vector, which is denoted as y p € C2*!, Consequently,
we have

yp = [yD’l} =HFgs+n @
YD,2
where
Hsp ]

H-— 5)

[HRDFRHSR (
npi

n = ! . 6)

[HRDFRDR + HD,Q]

Here, H is the equivalent channel matrix with rank (H) = N,
and n is the equivalent noise vector at the destination. It is
noteworthy that the noise received at the relay is amplified
by the relay precoder and the relay-to-destination channel.
Furthermore, the equivalent channel matrix in (5) is a function
of the relay precoder F . This is quite different from the sce-
nario considered in conventional MIMO systems. The precoder
design problem is actually a joint-transceiver-design problem.
In other words, the optimum precoders depend on not only
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the channels but on the receiver as well. Similar to previous
works, we will consider the linear MMSE receiver in our design
[25], [26].

B. MMSE Receiver and Related MSE Matrix

Let Ry, = E[nDJngJ} = Ui,dIM’ Ru,, =
E[l’lDQl'lg’Q] = U?L,dIM’ and RR = E[ngng] = J’I%,’I”IR’
where 0721’ 4 and J?W are the noise variances at the destination
and the relay, respectively. Furthermore, the elements of the
transmitted symbols are i.i.d. with zero mean and covariance
matrix R, = 021, where o2 is the transmitted symbol power.

Using the setting, we can have the covariance matrix of the
equivalent noise vector as

R, = E [nn'’]
_ U?z,dIM 0 (7)
0 U%’THRDFRFgHgD + U?L,dIM '

Let G be the equalization matrix in the receiver. Then, the MSE
for recovering s, which is denoted as .J, is given by

J=E{||Gyp —s|*}. (®)

The minimization of (8) leads to the optimal equalization
matrix [4] as

Gop = o’FEHY (62 HFsFEHY +R,) . (9)

Substituting (9) into (8) and invoking the matrix inversion
lemma [29], we can then have the MMSE, which is denoted
by Jmin, as

Jmin = tr{E} (10)

where
E= (0,21, +Es+Eg) . (11)

In (11)
Es=o0, F{H{ HspFy (12)

-1
En—FYHEFIHE, (02, HupF P HHE, 02 1)

As we can see from (11), the MMSE is a function of F'g and
Fr. It is also simple to see that Eg accounts for the MMSE
contributed in the direct link, and Er accounts for that in the
relay link. If we ignore the direct link and only consider the
relay precoder, the problem will be degenerated to the case
considered in [25].

C. Problem Formulation

As shown in (10), the MMSE is a function of the two precod-
ing matrices, i.e., Fg and F . Our task here is to design these
two matrices such that the MSE in (10) can be minimized. The
optimization problem can then be formulated as (14), shown at
the bottom of the page. The inequalities in (14) indicate that the
precoders have to satisfy the transmit power constraints at both
the source and the relay.

From (14), we can readily find that (14) is not a convex
optimization. Furthermore, the cost function involves a series
of matrix multiplications and inversions, it is a complicated
and nonlinear function of Fg and F . The cost function may
have many local minimums, and the optimal solution, even
with numerical methods [30], is difficult to derive. We will
propose a method, which is described below, to solve these
problems.

III. JOINT SOURCE/RELAY PRECODER DESIGN
WITH MMSE RECEIVER

As aforementioned, the optimum solution for (14) is difficult
to derive. In this section, we then propose a method to seek
for a suboptimum solution. One difficulty in (14) is that the
number of unknown parameters in Fr and Fg can be large.
The first idea of our approach is to use a constrained precoder
structure such that the number of unknowns can effectively
be reduced. The other difficulty in (14) is that the formulas
are too complicated to work with. Our second idea is to
derive an MMSE upper bound having a simple expression
and conduct minimization with this upper bound. Even though
the cost function can dramatically be simplified with the pro-
posed method, a closed-form solution is still difficult to obtain.
We then use an iterative water-filling method to solve the

X HrpFrHsgrFs. (13)  problem.
L
S.t.
-1
E=|0.%I, 40, F{H{ HspFs + F{HGF R HY, (07 HepFrFRHE, + ai’dle)’l HrpFrHsrFs

::Es

:=Egr

tr {E [FryrynFn]} =tr{Fg (o2, Ir+ o HsgFsF{HL) FL } < Prr

tr {FsE[ss”|FY} = o2tr {FsFY} < Psr

(14)
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A. Proposed Approach

When the direct link is ignored and only a relay precoder
is considered, the optimal MMSE precoder can analytically
be obtained through an MSE matrix diagonalization procedure
[25]. Motivated by this fact, we propose to conduct a similar
matrix diagonalization in our design. Indeed, if the error matrix
E in (14) can be diagonalized, the trace operation can easily be
conducted, and the whole problem can be greatly simplified.
To do that, we first consider the following singular value
decomposition (SVD) for the channel matrices in all links:

Hsp =UyXVE (15)
Hgr =U, X,V (16)
Hip =U,4Z, VE (17)

where U,y € CM*M U, € CE*E and U,y € CM*M are
the left singular matrices of Hgp, Hgpr, and Hrp, respec-
tively; g4 € RMxN 35 e REXN and 3,5 € RM*E are
diagonal singular-value matrices of Hgp, Hgg, and Hyp,
respectively; and VI, € CN*N| VH ¢ CN*N | and VI, €
CE*E are the right singular matrices of Hgp, Hgr, and Hgp,
respectively.

Observing (14), we will readily find that a complete diag-
onalization of E will be difficult. We then first consider the
diagonalization of (0 , HrpFrFRH, + 02 ;1) " using
Fr so that the inverse operation can easily be tackled. Such
an approach, although suboptimal, will considerably simplify
our derivation. It also allows us to derive an MSE upper bound
and then obtain a scalar-valued optimization problem. With
the SVD in (17), an immediate choice for Fr to diagonalize
(07 HrpFrFRHE, +0p i) is

FR - VrdErUr (18)

where X, € R is a diagonal matrix, and U, € C®**® is a
unitary matrix to be determined. With (18), we have

-1
(037THRDFRFgHgD + O—Z,dIJW)

= U, (02,5425 4+ 62 1y) " UL (19)
To further diagonalize F§H{,FEHJ (07 HrpFp

x FiHEL + 02 JIu) '"HrpF rHsgF s, we can select

U, =U (20)
FS :VsrzsUs- (21)

2, € RV*L is a diagonal matrix, and U, € CE*L is a unitary
matrix yet to be specified. From (18) and (20), we have
Fr=V,%, UL (22)
After some manipulations, we can obtain the MSE in (14) as
(23), shown at the bottom of the page, where
v=Viv,, (24)
is a constant matrix related to the channels. Note that the
inclusion of the unitary matrix Uy in (23) will not change
the cost function at all. However, by an appropriate design of
U,, we can make the diagonal components of E equal. It has
been shown that, under a fixed MSE, i.e., tr{E}, the receiver
that makes the MSEs of the MIMO components equal has the
lowest BER performance [5]. From (23), we now have some
observations in order. First, we see that (23) is obtained with the
constrained structure of the precoding matrices specified in (21)
and (22). The MMSE obtained with the precoders can serve
as an upper bound of the true MMSE. Second, the unknown
matrices become 32,. and 3, which are diagonal, and the whole
problem is easier to handle. Finally, the matrix Eg cannot be
diagonalized. However, starting from (23) and exploiting the
diagonal nature of Ep, we can further derive an MSE upper
bound and use it to diagonalize Eg.

To proceed, let us use the matrix inverse lemma to rewrite
(23) as

tr(E)

-1

= tr | | (0.°1,+Eg) +30 (0, 2V S5,V ) 3,
———

=A B
— (A1) — tr(A*IEf(B*I +3.AIm) ESA*) .
(25)
It is noted here that to make sure that the inverse of B exists,
B should be positive definite. To achieve that, we assume that

N < M. Based on (25), the desired MSE upper bound can be
obtained by the aid of the next lemma.

tr{E} = tr{ (0;2IL +UlsIslsisl (o2 23250 + aﬁ,dIM)_l 2,432, 2. U,

1
+o,23Ulsl VHEdeSdVESUS) }

=tr} | 0,1, + ISR (02 |

-1

DI 35b MLAER o—i,dIM)’1 DI I I SNERIC LA Srch VA Y SIA Y6 I8

::ER

::Es
(23)
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Lemma: Let Dy and D5 be diagonal matrices, with the
diagonal entries of Do being positive. Then, for any positive
definite matrix X, we have

tr (D (X +D2)'Dy) = tr (D (diag(X) + D2) ' D1)
(26)

where diag(X) is obtained from X by setting its off-diagonal
entries to zero. The equality in (26) holds if X is diagonal.
Proof: See the Appendix.
By the lemma, it follows that

tr (A*lzf B!+ 3 .A s ESA*)
> tr (A*lzf (diag(B") + B, A1xH) ! ESA*) .
27)
Using (25) and (27), we can have the following key result:
tr(E)<tr(A™1)

—tr (A’lilf(diag(B’l) + 25A*12§)‘125A*1)
L

1
= 2 2 _2 2 :
" —92 95,i%r,i%sr,i%rd,i 2 —1(; )\ 1L
=1 US + o2 o2 g2 _+0.72L B +o.s’i (B (’L?Z))

n,rr i rd,i

(28)

Compared with the original MSE function (14), the upper
bound in (28) admits a much simpler form and is analytically
tractable. Hence, we propose to design the precoder by min-
imizing the upper bound in (28). For convenience, let py; =

2 in (28). The optimization can finally be

2
03 and p,; = ot

formulated as

L 1
psI,Rlp];I,i' 9 Ps.iPri02, ;020 1/ -1
i=1,---,L i=1 0 + > ’ +ps7i (B (272))

3 2 1,2
O, rPriOrg i+ g

st. tr{%, (02 Iz + 022,825 5}

L
2 2 2
= E :pT,i (Un,r + Usps,iasm) < PR,T

It is simple to see that the problem in (29) is not a convex
optimization problem either, and the optimum solution is still
difficult to find. However, note that if one of p,; and p,; is
given, (29) will become a convex optimization problem. This
suggests a method, which is referred to as the iterative water-
filling method [9], [31], [32], to find a suboptimum solution.
For a given p, ;, the optimum p, ; can be expressed as (30) (see
Appendix B), shown at the bottom of the page, where [y|T =
max|[0, y], and p, is the water level chosen to satisfy the power
constraint at the relay, i.e., Y1, ppi(02 . + 02ps 02, ;) =
Pr . With p,; = 072.71- in (30), the relay precoder can be
obtained by (22). For a given p, ;, the optimum p,; can be
expressed as (31), shown at the bottom of the page, where 5
is the water level chosen to meet the power constraint at the
source, i.e., ZiLzl ps.i = Psr, and

Bi = (03,(1 +pr,i0721,r0—3d,i)
1 a1
X ((B 1(271)) (O'Z,d +p7“,i0721,r0—3d,i) +pr,iagr,i0$d,i) .
(32)
Thus, we can use (30) and (31) to iteratively solve p,.; and p, ;.

To determine the U, we first substitute (30) and (31) into (22)
and (21), respectively, and express the error matrix in (11) as

E= <a;21L +uH EUS) - (33)

where
E=SISIsIsH (62 5,525 462 Ty)
X 545 20 X, + 0, 3B VISID VS (34)

Our task now is to design U such that (33) has equal diagonal
MSE values. To do that, we consider the following eigendecom-
position:

E=V;D;VE (35)

where Vi € CL*L is a matrix with the eigenvectors of E as
its columns, and Dy, € REXL is a diagonal matrix with the

i=1 ~
L eigenvalues of E as its diagonal components. Therefore, if
2 HY _ 2
ostr {ZSES } =o0; Zpsyi < Psr, we let
i=1
Ps,i = 0,pri 20, Vi. (29) U, =ViF, (36)
2 2 2 \~1/2 2 -2 N A
HrOn,d\/Ps,i0sriOrd,i (Usps,iasr,i + Un,r) “Ond (os + Ps,i (B (’L,Z)) ) 30
Pri = — ( )
U?d,i (O—%,r (0;2 + Dsyi (Bil(@ 7’)) 1) +p8,ia§r,i)
-2 ( 2 2 2 +
:U’S\/E — 0 (Jn,d + pT,iUn,ra7'd,i)

Ps,i = €1V

—1(; )L (42 2 2 2
(B0 (02,4 + Prac? ,0%,) +Pric, 0%,
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TABLE 1
COMPLEXITY OF THE PROPOSED JOINT PRECODERS

Operation FLOPs
SVD, (15)-(17) (14M N2 + 8N3) + (14RN? + 8N?) + (14M R? 4 8R?)
B—1L, (25) 2M N2 + 2MN + 2N?2 + 13/4N2 + N2
Ps,i and pr i, (30)-31) (21LI, +14LI5)1;
E, (34) 14L + 10M + ANL + 2L°N
SVD of E, (35) 2213
Ug, (36) 273
Fs and Fg, (21)-(22) (2NL +2NL?) + (2R? + 2R3)

N': number of transmit antennas

R: number of relay antennas

M : number of receive antennas

L: number of transmitted symbol streams
1;: number of iteration for computing p; ;
Is: number of iteration for computing Ps,i

I;: number of iteration of the water-filling process

where F';, is the L-point discrete-Fourier-transform matrix, (33)
can be reexpressed as
E=F/ (621, +Dy) 'F, 37)
which reveals that E is a circulant matrix with equal diago-
nal elements. It is simple to check the unitary property that
U, Ul =UfU, =1;.
The proposed scheme mainly involves the operations of the
SVD in (15)—(17) and (35) and the inversion of the matrix B
in (28). The computational complexity of the proposed scheme,

which is measured in terms of floating-point operations
(FLOPs), is summarized in Table I.

B. Special Case: Cooperative Beamforming

In this section, we consider the cooperative beamforming in
a two-hop cooperative system. This is a special case of our

precoding problem in which L = 1 and the direct link is not
considered (i.e., Hgp = 0).

For a given source beamforming vector fg, the optimal relay
precoder can be derived by [25]

Fr=V,3,UL (38)

where ¥, = diag{o1,...,0,r}, Witho,1 > -+ > 0, g.

Let fg = \/as;vs € CN*1 where vg is a unit vector, and
fg satisfies the transmit power constraint, i.e., o2a,|vs|? <
Pg 7. Substituting the beamformer and (38) into (10) with
Hgsp = 0, we have (39), shown at the bottom of the page,
where Wy, = VEvg = [wg.1,...,we n]T and ||ws |2 =1,
Sers 2rg, 2 are diagonal matrices, with their diagonal ele-
ments arranged in decreasing order. The beamforming problem
can then be formulated as (40), shown at the bottom of the page.

Theorem  1: The  optimal  beamforming  vector
denoted by f{ and the optimal relay precoder denoted

Jimin = tr { (0;2 + £V, IR (0 Ay + o) Bra S B B0)

— -1
' Erdzrzsrvg«fS) }

-1

-2 H HsHNH 2 2 HsH H
—tr{ [ 0.2+ au VAV, SESESH, (02 Ty + 02, 5,,5,305H) ' 5,,5,5,, Vg
N—— S——
;:Wg =W
1
- min{N,M,R} o202 02 (39)
_9 M, 12 r,i%sr,i%rd,i
(o + o Zi:l |’LUsr,l| Ui.gﬂ”’%r”ii 2
. 1
min in{N MR} o2 o2 o2
Qs Wsr iy Or, i,V ) min{N,M, 12 ri%sr,i%rd,i
o2+ asy |wsri o2 to2 02 07,
N
2 2 2 2 2
s.t. Us”fS” = asaS”VS” < PS,Tv E ‘wsr,i = 1;
=1
2 2 H H H H
{2, (02, 1n + 028, VIV, 2H) 21 < Po g (40)
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by F% for (40) are +/(Psz/02)Ve(:,1) and
V/Pra/ (0%, + Psro?, ))Vra(s, DU (D), where

V,.a(:, 1) and Ug,.(:, 7) denote the ith columns of V,.; and Uy,
respectively.

Proof: We first derive the optimal wg, for given ag
and o0,;, i =1,...,R. From (40), it is simple to see that
the optimal wg, can be derived by the following equivalent
problem:

min{N,M,R} 2 2
max Z |w ) |2 UT,iasr,iUrd,i
ST3% 2 2 2 2
Wer i=1 Un,d + UH,TJT,iaT‘d,’i

N
st ) Jwe| = 1. (41)
i=1
From (41), it is obvious that the optimum w, is [1,0,...,0]T.
This can easily be checked by
2 2 2 2 2 2
Or,i0sr,i%rd,i Or,j0sr,j%rd,j . .
2 2 2 2 = 3 2 2 2 © 2]
Un,d + O—n,ror,z’ard,i Un,d + Un,rar,jgrd,j
(42)

The solution implies that the optimal vg, which is denoted by
Vg, is
ve = Vg (;,1). (43)

As aresult, the design problem can therefore be expressed as

2 2 2
UT,lasr,lard,l

max Qg

. 3 2 2 2
asori¥iOn g+ 05 0010

P
st 0<a, < 2

S

tr{%, (0} Ir+a,02 8, Vivsvi vV, 212}

R
_ 2 2 2 2 2
— <0n7r20r’i> + Q50501051 < Pr 1.
i=1

(44)

Taking a close look at (44), we first find that the cost function
is only related to a5 and 0371. Then, we can have the following
observation:

2 2 2
0'7.7 1 gsr, 1 Urd, 1

2 2 2 2
Un,d + Un,ro-r,lo-rd,l

Qs is monotonous in 2, and .

(45)

From (45) and (44), we can rewrite the power constraint for the
relay as

ora (on, +oioiol ) < Prr (46)
and consequently have the following relationship:
P
071 < o (47)

(J'rQL,r + azagagr,l) .

It is noteworthy that (46) also implies that the optimal X,.,
which is denoted by X7, is

Or,1 0 0
0 Or2
¥ = " .
L 0 0 Or,R
(o1 0 0
T 48)
. . .., 0
L 0 0 O
Substituting (47) into the cost function in (44), we have
2 2 2 2 2
o 0'7',10'57',10-rd,1 O[SC"-sr,lo'rd,l
s 2 2 2 2 — 2 252
oz  +o0: 05,0 2 (ﬂn,ﬁasvs Oor, ) 2
n,d n,r~r,17rd,1 gn,dTl + U%,rarm
(49)
where the upper bound of the cost function can be achieved if
P
0T = - (50)

(0'%7,,. + Oéso'gagr,l) .

Therefore, via (50), the problem can finally be expressed as the
minimization of a function of o, given by

2 2
Jsr,lo—rd7la5

max 5 2.2 2 52
Qg 90,d95%5r 1 2 2 Tn,d%n,r
PR,T Qs + 0-7177'0-7’d,1 + PR,T
Psr
st. 0<a, < =2 (51)
0—2

S

Since the cost function in (51) is monotonically increasing in
Qi it is clear that the optimal o5, which is denoted by o, is
*

Psr
o, =

S 2
O-S

(52)

Combining (52) and (43), we finally obtain the optimal beam-

forming vector as
. | Psr
f: = 2 V(5 1).
O-S

Substituting (52) into (50) and combining (48) and (38), we
have the optimal relay precoder as

(53)

Prr

\/ (0'72%7. + PS,TO'ETJ)

It is noteworthy that the result of Theorem 1 is the same as that
in [28], in which the criterion for the beamformer design is the
maximization of the received SNR. Here, we use the MMSE
criterion and obtain the same solution.

Va5 1) U DT (54)

IV. APPLICATIONS

The proposed precoding scheme can be used in many sce-
narios. In this section, we conduct simulations to evaluate the
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10 T T
—#— Un-precoded
—©6— Proposed precoded

10

0 5 10 15 20
SNR (dB)

Fig. 2. MSE performance comparison for the unprecoded and proposed
precoded schemes in an AF-based SISO OFDM cooperative system.

performance of the proposed scheme in three different applica-
tions, namely, a single-input—single-output (SISO) orthogonal-
frequency-division-multiplexing (OFDM) system, a two-hop
MIMO relay system (where only the relay link is considered),
and a general MIMO relay system. Assume that all channel
state information (CSI) of all the links are available at all nodes
and that perfect synchronization can be achieved. For the first
case, the channel is assumed to be frequency-selective fading,
and for the rest of the cases, the channel is assumed to be
flat fading. Furthermore, the modulation scheme is quaternary
phase-shift keying.

A. SISO OFDM Relay System

Assume that the cyclic prefix length is longer than the
overall channel delay spread such that intersymbol interference
will not occur. Furthermore, the channel is assumed to be
quasi-static, which means that its response remains constant
during each OFDM symbol. Note that each node only has
one antenna. As a result, the equivalent frequency-domain
channel matrices of all links are diagonal. The proposed pre-
coders in (21) and (22) therefore become Fg = Ff Y.Fr
and Fr = 3., where the relay precoder becomes a subcarrier
power-allocation problem. Let hg,.(1), h.q(l), and hgy(l) be
the channel impulse responses for the source-to-relay, relay-
to-destination, and source-to-destination channels, respectively.
The channel taps hg,- (1), hrq(1), and hgq(l), 0 < 1 < 5, are gen-
erated from i.i.d. complex Gaussian random variables with zero
mean and a variance of 1/6, such that E{>"7_ |hs- (1)} =
E{)_o |hsa(DPYE{ 7o |hra(l)|?} = 1. Furthermore, let
N = 64, the total available powers at the source and the relay
be equal, and SNR,, SNR,.;, and SNR,,; be defined as the
received SNR at the source-to-relay, relay-to-destination, and
source-to-destination links. Here, we let SNRy,. = SNR,.; =
SNR;4 = SNR. Figs. 2 and 3 show the MSE and BER com-
parisons for the unprecoded and proposed precoded systems,

10 —#— Un-precoded
—©— Proposed precoded
0 5 10 15 20
SNR (dB)
Fig. 3. BER performance comparison for the unprecoded and proposed

precoded schemes in an AF-based SISO OFDM cooperative system.

0

10

—#— Un-precoded MMSE
—— Optimal relay precoded
—6— Proposed precoded

MSE

10

0 5 10 15 20 25
SNR (dB)

Fig. 4. MSE performance comparison for existing the unprecoded/precoded
and proposed precoded schemes in an AF-based two-hop MIMO relay system.

respectively. As shown in the figures, the proposed precoded
system significantly outperforms the unprecoded system be-
cause the proposed system considers all the link resources and
properly allocates the power.

B. Two-Hop MIMO Relay System

In this scenario, the channel condition in the direct link is
poor such that the destination only receives the signal from
the relay link. Here, we first consider the case that N =
R=M = L =4. Let the elements of each channel matrix
be i.i.d. complex Gaussian random variables with zero mean
and unity variance. Let SNR,, and SNR,; denote, respec-
tively, the SNR per receive antenna of the source-to-relay
and relay-to-destination links. Here, we set SNRy, = 20 dB
and vary SNR,,;. Figs. 4 and 5 show the MSE and BER
comparisons, respectively, for 1) an unprecoded system with
a zero-forcing (ZF) receiver; 2) an unprecoded system with
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BER

.| == Un-precoded ZF

... | —#— Un-precoded MMSE
-| —€— Optimal relay precoded

—6— Proposed precoded

1 ()_3 I \ | I
0 5 10 15 20 25
SNR (dB)
Fig. 5. BER performance comparison for the existing unprecoded/precoded

and proposed precoded schemes in an AF-based two-hop MIMO relay system.

-+ | —#%— Antenna selection
.| == Proposed beamforming

BER

SNR (dB)

Fig. 6. BER performance comparison for the antenna selection [27] and
proposed beamforming schemes in an AF-based two-hop MIMO relay system
(L=1and N =R =DM =4).

an MMSE receiver; 3) a precoded system with the optimal
relay precoder [25]; and 4) the proposed precoded system.
From those figures, we can see that the proposed precoded
system outperforms not only the unprecoded system but the
precoded system in [25] as well. This is because the proposed
method incorporates an additional source precoder such that
the performance can be enhanced even if the direct link is not
considered.

We also report the simulation result for cooperative beam-
forming, i.e., L = 1. As discussed in Theorem 1, our design
for this case is optimal. We let N = R = M = 4 and SNR;, =
5 dB. Fig. 6 shows the BER comparison for the antenna-
selection method in [27] and the proposed method. From the
figure, we can see that the proposed method is superior to
the antenna selection. This is expected since the proposed
beamforming scheme is optimal.

—— Un-precoded ZF
—#— Un-precoded MMSE

—&— Optimal relay precoded
—©— Proposed precoded

MSE

107"

SNR (dB)

Fig. 7. MSE performance comparison for the existing unprecoded/precoded
and proposed precoded schemes in an AF-based MIMO relay system.

—— T

-] —w—Un-precoded ZF _
Do ----<{ —#— Un-precoded MMSE
—&— Optimal relay precoded

| —e— Proposed precoded
o
LJ
107
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
SNR (dB)
Fig. 8. BER performance comparison for the existing unprecoded/precoded

and proposed precoded schemes in an AF-based MIMO relay system.

C. General MIMO Relay Channel

In this scenario, we consider a symmetric MIMO relay
system, i.e., N = M = R = L = 4. As in the previous case,
each element of the channel matrices is assumed to be i.i.d.
complex Gaussian random variables with zero mean and the
same variance. We let SNR,. and SNR,.; be the same as those
defined in Section IV-B and SNR; be the SNR per receive an-
tenna for the source-to-destination link. Here, we set SNR,. =
15 dB and SNR,; = 10 dB and vary SNR,,. Figs. 7 and 8
show the MSE and BER comparisons, respectively, for the
proposed system and other systems described in Section IV-B.
Note that the optimal relay precoder in [25] only considers
the two-hop relay system. For fair comparison, we include the
direct link at the destination when implementing the MMSE
receiver. As expected, the proposed method outperforms all the
other systems.
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have proposed a joint design method for
precoders in a half-duplex AF-based MIMO relay system. In
the system, the MMSE receiver is used at the destination, and
the precoders at the source and at the relay are determined
to minimize the MMSE. Since the MMSE is a complicated
function of the precoding matrices, a direct minimization is
not feasible. To solve the problem, we have first used a con-
strained precoder structure and derived an MMSE upper bound.
Since the upper bound has a simple expression, minimiza-
tion with the upper bound becomes feasible. Resorting to the
Karush—Kuhn—Tucker (KKT) optimality conditions, we have
used an iterative water-filling algorithm to obtain a subopti-
mal solution. The proposed scheme can be applied in various
kinds of communication systems as long as the channel effect
can be described with an equivalent channel matrix. We have
then considered the applications of the proposed scheme in
the SISO OFDM, two-hop MIMO relay channel, and general
MIMO relay systems. Simulations show that the proposed
scheme outperforms the existing unprecoded/precoded systems
in terms of either the MSE or the BER. In practical sys-
tems, perfect CSI may not be available. How to design the
robust precoders for imperfect CSI can be a topic for further
research.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA (26)

Let us first rewrite

L
tr (D (X + D) 'Dy) = > Dy (4,4)|* (X + D) ' (i,4)
i=1

(55)
where D; € RV*E and Dy € RV*N,| N > L, are diagonal
matrices with positive elements; X € CV*V is a Hermitian
matrix. Therefore, (X + D) is a positive definite matrix.

We claim that

1

(X +Dy) 1(i,i) > XIDIa0

(56)

which will be proved in the next paragraph. From (55) and (56),
we immediately have

L
tr (DY (X +Dy) " 'Dy) > )
=1

Dy (i, i)
(X + Dy)(i,1)

N

D1 (i, 1)
(diag(X) + D) (4,4)

L
1=

1

tr (D{{ (diag(X) 4+ Do)~ D1>
(57)

which proves the lemma.

Proof of (56): Let Z:= (X +Dy) = UZUX be the
eigendecomposition of the positive definite matrix Z. Since
1= eiTIei = eZTZUQZ’l/Qei, where e; is the ith unit standard
vector, we then have

2 2
1= HeiTzl/QZ*WeiH2 < HeiTzl/2H2 1Z71 2|2 (58)

where the inequality in (58) follows from the
submultiplicative property of the matrix norm [29].
Since leTZ /2|3 = (el Z'/?Z"%e;) = Z(i, 1) and
|eTZ-1/2||5 = (el Z/?Z/%e;) = Z7'(i, ), the inequality
in (58) thus leads to 1 < Z(i,i)Z 1(i,i) or, equivalenty,
Z1(i,i) > (1)Z(i,1)).

APPENDIX B

DERIVATION OF (30) AND (31)

The Lagrangian function with respect to (29) can be writ-
ten as

L
1
L= Z Ps,iDr,i02, 02,
Pt 0_S_2+ ViP5 iYrd, i

~ 4 pe (BT, 1)

2 2 2
OhrPri0g ;T

L
+ A <Zpr,i (JVQL,T + O—gps,io—gr,i) - PR7T>

i=1

(59)

L L
- Z Hs,iPs,i — Z HoriPri-
i=1 i=1
As mentioned, if p,; is given, (29) is a convex optimization
problem (for p, ;). Thus, we can obtain the optimum p,. ; using
the KKT conditions [30]. The KKT optimality conditions for
solving p,;, 1 <14 < L are given as follows:

2 2 2
psﬂan,do—sr,io—rd,i

C(Ps,i,Pm‘)

+ )\7' (OTQL,T + O-fpsjo-?r,i) — Mrg = 0
(60)

where

(Ps,isPri) = {(0;2 + Ps,i (Bil(i’i))il)

2
2 2 2 2 2
X (pT,’iO—n,rer,i + Un,d) + pS,ip”’,io'sr,iUrd,i}

(61)

M >0 (62)

Ar >0 (63)

Mo iPri = 0 (64)
L

Ar (Zprvi (‘7721,7« + Ufps,mﬁr,i) — PR,T) =0. (65)
i=1
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VPs,i0n,dOsr,i0rd,i

1/2 /2
)‘r/ (0'727,,7‘+0'§p5=i0§7-,i)

— 024 (0% + s (BTG0) )

Pri =

O.Ed,i (O’%L,T (08_2 +p87i (B_l(i7 l))_1> +ps,io'§r’i)

(68)

Combining (60) and (62), we have

2 2 2
Ps,i05 d%5r,i%rd,i
A (02, +02ps o2, —E oL TR 66
v (Onr + OiPs,i05) 2 o) (66)
Substituting (60) into (64) leads to
2 2 2
Ps,i0p d%5r,i0rd,i
A an(02 4+ 2p. 02 ) — n, ] X2
Pri 7"( n,r sDs,i sr,v,) C(ps,ivpni)
(67)

To satisfy (67), we then have the following.
1) If

2 2 2
Ps,i05n d%5sr,i0rd,i

)‘T 0721 T + ngs iggri >

( ’ ' ’ ) C(ps,ivpr,i)
then p,.; = 0.

2) If

2 2 2
A\ 5 2 9\ _ Psi0pn,d0ri0rd i
T (Un,'r‘ + JspS,iJsr,i) -
C(ps,iyp’!‘,i)

then (68), shown at the top of the page, holds.
Considering items 1 and 2 and p,; > 0, we then find the

solution of p, ; as (30), where (1, = A 1/2 is the water level that
should be chosen to satisfy the power constraint at the relay.
Similarly, we can obtain the optimum p, ; for a given p, ;, as
shown in (31). The details, however, are omitted.
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