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Abstract—In this paper, we study a multi-pair two-way
half-duplex decode-and-forward (DF) massive multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) relaying system, in which multiple
single-antenna user pairs can exchange information through a
massive MIMO relay. For low-complexity transmission, zero-
forcing reception/zero-forcing transmission (ZFR/ZFT) is em-
ployed at the relay. First, we analytically study the large-scale
approximations of the sum spectral efficiency (SE). Furthermore,
we focus on three specific power scaling laws to study the trade-
off between the transmit powers of each pilot symbol, each user
and the relay, and also focus on how the transmit powers scale
with the number of relay antennas, M, to maintain a finite
SE performance. Additionally, we consider a practical power
consumption model to investigate the energy efficiency (EE),
and illustrate the impact of M and the interplay between the
power scaling laws and the EE performance. Finally, we consider
the system fairness via maximizing the minimum achievable SE
among all user pairs.

Index Terms—Decode-and-forward relaying, half-duplex, mas-
sive MIMO, Max-min fairness, power scaling laws, spectral
efficiency and energy efficiency, zero-forcing.

1. INTRODUCTION

ASSIVE multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) has

become a key technology for the next-generation wire-
less communications with the potential of achieving higher
system capacity and data rate demands via simultaneously
serving a significant number of users [1]—[3]]. This is possible
since large array gain and spatial multiplexing gain can be
provided [4]], [5], leading to a huge improvement in the spectral
efficiency (SE) and energy efficiency (EE) [6]. Generally,
precoding is a commonly used technique in massive MIMO to
ensure downlink transmission and optimize link performance
(71-191.

In a multi-pair relaying system, where users can exchange
information via a shared relay, the application of massive
MIMO techniques has attracted great attention due to the
potential of improving the network capacity, cellular coverage,
system throughput, and enhancing the service quality for cell

J. Qian and C. Masouros are with the Department of Electronic and
Electrical Engineering, University College London, London WCIE 7JE, U.K.
(email: jun.qgian.15@ucl.ac.uk; c.masouros@ucl.ac.uk).

M. Matthaiou is with the Institute of Electronics, Communications and
Information Technology (ECIT), Queen’s University Belfast, Belfast BT3
9DT, U.K. (email: m.matthaiou@qub.ac.uk).

This work was supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences
Research Council (EPSRC) project EP/M014150/1. The work of M. Matthaiou
was supported by EPSRC, UK, under grant EP/PO00673/1.

edge users [|10], [11]]. Moreover, by deploying a large number
of antennas at the relay, the spatial diversity can be amplified
while boosting the achievable performance [1]]. Initially, one-
way relaying systems were studied for multi-pair massive
MIMO relaying. For amplify-and-forward (AF) protocol, the
power control problem was studied in [12]; in addition, for
decode-and-forward (DF) protocol, the comparison of the
achievable SE with different linear processing methods has
been studied in [11]], while [13] has investigated the outage
performance of one-way DF relaying. However, one-way
relaying might incur SE loss [14], [15]. In order to reduce the
SE loss, two-way relaying is considered to improve the SE and
extend the communication range while enabling bidirectional
communication [[16]-[18]]. Theoretically, in two-way relaying
systems, user pairs can exchange information via a shared
relay in only two time slots, and the required time is much
shorter than that in one-way relaying system [19], [20]. To
this end, multi-pair two-way relaying with massive arrays has
been widely studied, where more than one pair of users can
be served to exchange information [16]], [21].

Normally, the AF protocol is investigated in most studies
of multi-pair two-way massive MIMO relaying, while the DF
protocol is typically overlooked. However, the AF relaying
might suffer from noise amplification [22]]. In this case,
DF two-way relaying is proposed as it can achieve better
performance than AF relaying at low signal-to-noise ratios
(SNRs) without noise propagation at the relay [22], [23]. Also,
we recall that DF two-way relaying has the ability to perform
separate precoding and power allocation on each relaying com-
munication direction, at the cost of higher complexity [24].
In some previous studies with two-way relaying, full-duplex
has been adopted [18]], [20]. However full-duplex operation
may not be practically feasible due to the huge intensity
difference in near/far field of the transmitted/received signals.
In this case, half-duplex operation, in which the relay transmits
and receives in orthogonal frequency or time resources, has
practical relevance and is considered in this paper [23], [25].

In the light of above, we study a multi-pair two-way half-
duplex DF relaying system with zero-forcing (ZF) processing
and imperfect CSI [22], [26]. This paper extends the work of
[22], where only maximum ratio processing (MRC/MRT) is
considered. A detailed analysis of the sum SE is presented
and we characterize a practical power consumption model to
analyze the EE performance of the proposed relaying system.
In addition, power scaling scenarios which can improve the
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EE while maintaining the desired SE for large number of
relay antennas [4] are studied in detail. Specifically, the main
contributions of this paper can be summarized as following

« With a general multi-pair massive MIMO two-way relay-
ing system employing the DF protocol, we present a new
large-scale approximation of the SE with ZF processing
and imperfect CSI when the number of relay antennas
approaches infinity. To the best of our knowledge, no
other prior work with this specific relaying system has
derived similar expressions due to the difficulty in ma-
nipulating matrix inverses, which inherently kick in ZF
type of analysis.

o We characterize a practical power consumption model
derived from the relevant models in [27], [28]. It is
utilized to analyze the EE performance of the proposed
multi-pair two-way relaying system.

« We investigate three power scaling laws inspired from
[16]], [22]. Our study illustrates that there exists a trade-
off between the transmit powers of each user, each pilot
symbol and the relay; namely, the same SE, even the same
EE can be achieved with different configurations of the
power-scaling parameters. This provides great flexibility
in practical system design and forms a roadmap to select
the optimal parameters to maximize the EE performance
in particular scenarios.

« Motivated by the Max-Min fairness studies in [17], [29],
we formulate an optimization problem to maximize the
minimum achievable SE among all user pairs with im-
perfect CSI in order to improve the sum SE and achieve
fairness across all user pairs. The complexity analysis
of the proposed optimization problem has also been
investigated.

The structure of the paper is organized as follows: Section
II introduces the multi-pair two-way half-duplex DF relaying
system model with ZF processing and imperfect CSI. Sec-
tion III presents a large-scale approximation of the SE and
characterizes the EE and its corresponding power consumption
model. Section IV demonstrates the power-scaling laws with
different parameter configurations in form of the asymptotic
SE, while Section V illustrates the study of Max-Min fairness.
Our numerical results are depicted in Section VI. Finally,
Section VII concludes this paper.

Notation: We use H', H?, H* and H! to represent the
transpose, conjugate-transpose, conjugate and the inverse of
matrix H, respectively. Moreover, I, stands for an M x M
identity matrix. In addition, | - |, || - || and || - ||z denotes
the Absolute value, Euclidean norm and Frobenius norm,
respectively. Then, CN (0, X) represents circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and covariance
X. Finally, E{} is the expectation operator and diag(-) shows
the diagonal elements of a matrix.

II. SystEm MoDEL

As shown in Fig. 1, we investigate a multi-pair two-way
half-duplex DF relaying system, in which K pairs of single-
antenna users, defined as T4; and Tp;,i = 1, ..., K, exchange
information via a shared relay Ty with M antennas, generally,

~hypy h
BR1

h/T1R,1 > 4
th,l
7 g 47
huri > N \“l\]ﬁ Fff(
— hZ;R K th'K
R
MAC Phase BC Phase

Fig. 1: Multi-pair two-way DF relaying system.

M > K. Moreover, we assume that there are no direct trans-
mission links between user pairs. Normally, it is assumed that
massive MIMO system operates in a time-division duplexing
(TDD) mode [14], [30]. To this end, we assume that the
proposed system is modeled as uncorrelated Rayleigh fading,
works under TDD protocol and channel reciprocity holds [31]],
[32]]. The uplink and downlink channels between Tx;, X = A, B
and Tg are denoted as hyg; ~ CN(0,Bxgily) and h)T(RJ,
i = 1,..,K, respectively, while B4z; and Bpg; represent the
large-scale fading parameters which are considered to be
constant in this paper for simplicity. Additionally, the channel
matrix can be formed as Hxg = [hxgi,...,hxrx] € CYK
X=A,B.

For the proposed relaying system, the data transmission
process can be divided into two phases with equal time slots.
Generally, this two-phase protocol can be named as Multiple
Access Broadcast (MABC) protocol [23]. In the first Multiple
Access Channel (MAC) phase, all users transmit their signals
to the relay simultaneously. Therefore, the received signal at
the relay can be expressed as [28]]

K
yr= Z ( VPaiharixari + %hBR,ixBR,i) + g, (1

i=1
where xxg; is the Gaussian signal transmitted by the i-th
user Tx; with zero mean and unit power, px; is the average
transmit power of Tx;, X = A, B. ng is the vector of additive
white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the relay whose elements
are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) satisfying
CN (0, 1). For low-complexity transmission, linear processing
is applied at the relay. Thus, the transformed signal can be

given by

2, = Fyacy: 2

C2KXM  the linear receiver matrix in the MAC

with FMAC S
phase.

In the second Broadcast Channel (BC) phase, the relay
first decodes the received information and then re-encodes
and broadcasts it to users [22[]. The linear precoding matrix
Fpc € CM2K in the BC phase is applied to obtain the transmit

signal of the relay as

Y. = porFpcx, 3

T
where x = [xf‘, xg] represents the decoded signal and ppr is

the normalization coefficient determined by the average relay
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power constraint E {Ilytllz} = p,. Therefore, the received signals

at Tx;, X = A, B can be given by
X = h;T(R,in + nx, 4)

with the standard AWGN at Tx;, nx; ~CN(, 1), X = A, B.

A. Linear Processing

Generally, the inter-pair interference and inter-user interfer-
ence can be eliminated by linear processing in massive MIMO
systems [4], [33]]. In this paper, the basic linear processing
scheme, ZF processing is applied at the relay to achieve low-
complexity transmission. Thus, the linear processing matrices
Fuac € CHM and Fpe € CM*2K for the proposed system
defined above can be given by [10], [34]

Fine = ([Plan ae]” [ﬁAR,ﬁBR])"[ﬁAR,ﬁBR]”, 5)

Fac = [ ] ([Pl e [Pse. e )

respectively. In (5)-(6) above, ﬁXR are the estimated channels,

= A, B. To simplify the mathematical expressions in the
following, we assume that F\% . e C&M F5R . e coM
represent the first K rows and the rest K rows of Fyuc,
respectively. Meanwhile, FRE e CM*K FRL ¢ CM*K stand
for the first K columns of and the rest K columns of Fpc,

respectively.

B. Channel Estimation

In massive MIMO systems, it is important to consider
imperfect CSI for realistic scenarios [11]]. In TDD systems, the
standard way to estimate channels at the relay is to transmit
pilots [27]], [35]. In this case, among the coherence interval
with length 7. (in symbols), 7, symbols are applied as pilot
symbols for channel estimation [22]. Generally, we assume
that all pilot sequences are mutually orthogonal and 7, > 2K
is required. Moreover, we assume that the minimum mean
square error (MMSE) estimator is employed at the relay to
estimate channels [11]], [27], [36]. Therefore, we can have the
channel estimates as

hyg; = hxg; + exr;, @)

where lAlXR,i and exgp,; are the i-th columns of the estimated
matrix ﬁXR and estimation error matrix Exg, respectively,
while ﬁXR and Exg are statistically independent, X = A, B.
pp represents the transmit power of each pilot symbol used
for channel estimation, the elements in ﬁXR,,- and exp; are
Gaussian random variables with zero mean and variance

2 _ TpPpByg; ~2 _ Bxr.i _ .
OxRi = Teryphen OXRi = Tre,poBen X = A, B, respectively
[11].

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS
A. Spectral Efficiency
In this subsection, we focus on the SE performance of the
proposed half-duplex DF two-way relaying system. Generally,

the large-scale approximation of the SE can be derived when
M — oo,

1) Exact Expressions: In the MAC phase, according to (1)-
(2), the transformed signal at the relay determined by the i-th
user pair can be expressed as

2 =2+ 2 ®)
where zfi can be obtained by

= Voxi (Fific + Fifac,) Bxrixx

desired signal

FAR

BR
Dx.i ( maci t FMAC,i) €XR,iXX,i

esumanon error

BR XR
+ Z VP (Fifics + Fafic) e o + By . m,
2 [ —
noise

inter-user interference
)
and z, = z! + z8 € CK*!, with zX € CKXI, X = A, B. With the
assistance of (8)-(9), when we take the i-th pair of users into
consideration, the estimation error, inter-user interference and
compound noise in z,; can be given by

AR 2 BR 2
Ai = pa (|FMAC,jeAR,i| + |FMAc,ieAR,i| )

+ P (iF?/Ili;c,ieBR,iF + |Ff41i;c,,'eBR,i|2), (10)
8= 3 pas ([Ffcaae |+ Fificha )
J#
+ ZPB/ (|FMAC1hBRJ| + [ c.har ) (1)
J#
i= ||FMAC1|| + HFMACl” ; (12)

respectively With the expressions of desired signals in (9) for
and z . the SE of the specified user Tx,; to the relay with
SINRXR,, X A, B, can be expressed as

Rxgi = Eflog, (1 + SINRy )}

Te—T Pxi (|FMACthR’| + |FMACthXR‘| )
= LE{log, (1 +

27, A+ B+ C;

(13)
Additionally, the standard lower capacity bound associated
with the worst-case uncorrelated additive noise is considered
in this paper [22], [37]; therefore, the achievable SE of the
i-th user pair in the MAC phase is given by Eqn. (14) on the
top of next page.

In the BC phase, via applying Fpc to generate the relay’s
transmit signal, the received signal at Tx; can be calculated
by (4). Take z4; as an example in Eqn. (15) on the top of next
page, while zp; can be obtained by replacing the subscripts
“AR”, “BR” in the channel vectors and corresponding vectors,
the subscripts “RA”, “RB” in linear precoding vectors, and
“A”, “B” in signal and noise terms with the subscripts “BR”,
“AR”, the subscripts “RB”, “RA”, and “B”, “A” in za,
respectively. To this end, we can obtain the SE of the relay to
the i-th user Tx;, X = A, B by Eqn. (16) on the top of next

page.
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4
Te—1Tp PAi (|FMAClhAR’| * |FMACzhARl' ) t PB.i (|FMAC1hBRl| + |FMACthRl| )
Ry = XE{log, |1+ (14)
’ Te Ai+Bi+C;
= porhig Fit xpi +porelp Fie xui +ppr Z hyr Fic.%ai + PF Z hyg Frc JYBj T MAG (15)
desired signal estimation error = J# noise
inter-user interference
T, — h FRX
Rey; = ~——LE{log,(1 + SINRy,)}= E{10g2(1 + e 5 )},
¢ Te RX RA RB RX 1
|eXRlFBC1| + Z (|hXR lFBCj| + |hXR1FBC]| )_ |hXRlFBC1| 2
(16)

Meanwhile, the achievable SE of the i-th user pair in the
BC phase is defined as the sum of the end-to-end SE from
T4, to Tp; and from Tp; to T4, [22]], [28],

R; = min (Rag i, Rgp,i) + min (Rpg i, Rrai)- 17

Therefore, the sum SE of the multi-pair two-way DF relay-
ing system can be expressed as

K K
R= ZR,» - Z: min (Ry;, Ra.),
i= i=

where R; is the achievable SE of the i-th user pair for the
proposed system determined by the minimum SE in MAC
and BC phases [15]], [24].

2) Approximations: Practically, the large-scale approxima-
tion of the SE for the i-th user pair studied in the following
can be derived when the relay employs a great number of
antennas, i.e., M — oco.

Lemma 1: When M — oo, the inner product of any two
columns in the estimated channel matrix fIXR can be defined
as [10], [38]]

2

1 . s
i g hxg - { SZXR’” ll " JJ '
Proof: Please see Appendix A.

With an increasing number of relay antennas, the channel
vectors within ﬁXR become asymptotically mutually orthogo-
nal. As such, H HXR can be assumed to approach a diagonal
matrix [39]. Thus according to Lemma 1, we can obtain

(18)

19)

1 Ay A .
7 -AZ Ay — diag {0%(1?,1’ xR ...,UiR’K}, (20)
Ao\l 1 1 1
A Hxz) — diag{ ,
( ) M-0ypy M0y, Moy N

X = A, B. Therefore, the linear processing matrices F4c and
Fpc can be simplified when M — oo as follows

A~ A -1 A
Fiac = [ (fIfZRIfAR)_lfISR } (22)
(FrfeHze) HE
Foc = [Ma(fhels) R0 | 23)

respectively, while the normalization coefficient ppr defined
in Section II can be given by

PDF = (24)

>t — )
i=1 \9ari  9Bri

Corollary 1: With the DF protocol and the properties of ZF
processing [40], when M — oo, the large-scale approximations
associated with R; (R; — R — 0) can be given by

K
R=Y k=
i=1 i=1
The approximations of the achievable SE in MAC and BC
phases, and the SE from the user pair/relay to the relay/user
pair can be expressed as

K

min (R, Ry.i). (25)

R T =T
Rii=
b 27,
M -4 .
10g2 1+ (PAz sz) ,
1 1
P a)[g (PAJO'AR + B0 )+ 1]
(26)
Ry; = min (kAR,i’kRB,i) + min (RBR,i,I%RA,i),
27
R T, -7
Ragri = CZT i
c
M
log, |1+ K PA,i ,
1 2
?RJ + ‘TBR/)|:]§1 (ijU'AR] + pB/O-BR]) +1
(28)
R T, —T M- p,
Rrai = L2T  xlog, |1+ p .
¢ 1
(prO-ARl +h Z (O—AR/ ‘TéR.j)
(29)

I?BR,,- and IA?RB,,A can be obtained by replacing the transmit
powers pa;, pp;, and the subscripts "AR”, "BR” with the
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transmit POWers ppi, Pa.i» and the subscripts "BR”, AR” i
RAR, and RRA,, respectively.
Proof: Please see Appendix B.

B. Energy Efficiency

Generally, the EE is defined as the ratio of the sum SE to
the total power consumption of the proposed system and can
be given by [4], [27], [41],

R
9
P total

where R denotes the sum SE defined in (18), Py, represents
the total power consumption. In a practical system, the total
power consumption consists of the transmitted signal power,
the powers of operating static circuits and the RF components
in each RF chain. Normally, each antenna is connected to one
RF chain [27]. Therefore, the power consumption model for
the users and the relay can be defined as [28]],

€= (30)

c ut
Piori = — (e = Tp)Pu + TPy +Tc PRF’]
L ’ 31)
(Te — Tp)Pu + Tpl’p] + lp )
2TC é’i ) RF,i
I [Tepr L(p: )
Po r= A~ [ P rl==\7+ P rs 2
tot, A2 T RF, ] ( 2\g RF, (32)

respectively. Note that P,,; represents the total power at i-
th user and P, , indicates the total power at the relay; ¢,
and ¢; denote the power amplifier efficiency for the relay
and i-th user, respectively. The power consumption of the RF
components for single-antenna users and the relay with M
antennas can be defined as

Prri = Ppaci + Puixi + Prini + Py, (33)

PRF,r = M(PDAC,r + Pmix,r + Pfi[t,r) + nyn,r» (34)

respectively. Py, is the power consumption of the frequency
synthesizer, Ppac, Py and Py are the power consumed
by the digital-to-analog converters (DACs), signal mixers and
filters in the RF chain respectively [27]. As a result, the total
power consumption P, for the system can be re-expressed
as

Ptotal =2K- Ptat,i + Ptot,r + Psratic’ (35)

where Py, is the power of all the static circuits [4]. To
simplify the power consumption model in the simulation, we
assume that §; = ¢, = {, Ppaci = Ppacr = Ppacs Puiri =
Pmix,r = Py, Pfilt,i = Pfilt,r = Pfilt and Psyn,i = Psyn,r = Psyn
fori=1,2,...K

IV. Power ScALING Laws

In this section, we investigate how the power-scaling laws
affect achievable SE; and, in particular, how power reductions
with M maintain a desired SE. In the following, we consider
three power-scaling cases: a) only the transmit power of
each pilot symbol is scaled; b) the transmit powers of data
transmission at each user and the relay are scaled; c) all
transmit powers are scaled, to demonstrate the interplay among
the transmit power of each pilot symbol p,,, the transmit power

of each user p, and the relay pr. For simplicity, we assume
that pa; = pp; = pu» i = 1,..., K. We define that Ry;, Ry, R;,
Rxr; and Rgx,;, X = A, B, are asymptotic expressions of the
achievable SE; additionally, without loss of generality in the
following, we define that

K K
R = ZRi = Z min (Rl,i,RZ,i>y

i=1 i=1

(36)

R>; = min (RAR,ia RRB,i) + min (RBR,i, RRA,i)' (37)
1) Case A: Only the transmit power of the pilot symbol
is scaled by M with p, = %, where E, is a constant and
v > 0. This case is said to achieve power savings in the channel
training stage.
Corollary 2: For p, = My, with fixed p,, p., E, and y > 0,
when M — oo, we can present the asymptotic results as

R~ min (R ;) = 0. (38)
with
,E
— Tc—T > _ll’
Ry; = Plog2 1+ _ M |
TC
ﬁfz“lRl BBR )(; (ﬂAR’j +ﬂBR,j) + é)
(39
T Ep
Rag; = ¢ log, |1+ i
27, ] 1 — l
('8347 " %) El (ﬁARJ +ﬁBR,j) + o
(40)
— Te—T pr » )
RRA,,'= 5 plogz 1+ ~ w1 P 7
TC
2 (prBari + 1)(+ + +)
j=1 Bir;  Pir;
(41)

and Rpg,; and Ryp; can be obtained by replacing the subscripts
”AR”, ”BR” in Ryg; and Rga; with the subscripts "BR”, ”AR”,
respectively.

We can observe that Case A depends on the choice of y
to scale the transmit power of each pilot symbol. From (39)-
41), we can know that when we reduce p, aggressively with
vy > 1, R; approaches zero. In contrast, when 0 <y < 1, R;
grows unboundedly. Additionally, when y = 1, R; converges
to a non-zero limit.

2) Case B: The transmit power of each pilot symbol p,, is

fixed, while other transmit powers are scaled with p, = %,
pr = Mﬁ, where @ > 0 and 8 > 0, and E,, E, are constants. In

this case, the potential power savings in data transmission are
studied.

Corollary 3: For p, = %, pr= Mﬁ, with fixed p,, E,, E,
and @ > 0, 8> 0, when M — oo, we can obtain

R; - min(Ry ;. Ry1) = 0. (42)
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with
E,
_ Te—T 2 X
Rii= ——Tlog, |1+ — M~ | (43)
Te B BT B
G'E\R.[ ‘T%m.x
_ Te=Tp Mb;“_,
Ragi = log, |1+ ———| (44)
27, ( o, )
‘szmj D—%ZRJ‘
Te—T L
Reai = “2 Llog, | 1+ —2= (45)
Te 1 1 )
—_— + —
]gl (”’f\R.j TBR.j

Similarly, Rzz; and Rgp; can be obtained by replacing the
subscripts "AR”, "BR” in Rag,; and Rgs,; with the subscripts
"BR”, ”AR”, respectively.

This case investigates that when both p, and p, are scaled
with M when M — oo, the effects of estimation error and
inter-user interference eliminate; thus, only the noise at users
and the relay remains to cause imperfection. When we cut
down p, and p, aggressively, namely, 1) @ > 1, and 5 > 0, 2)
a>0,and 8> 1,3) @ > 1, and 8 > 1, R; reduces to zero. On
the other hand, when we reduce both p, and p, moderately,
whichis, 0<a<land 0<B8<1, R grows unboundedly.

Furthermore, for a specific scenario where both the transmit
powers of the relay and of each user are scaled with the same
speed o =8=1, R; converges to a non-zero limit,

_ T —T 2F
Ry = 627 Plog, |1+ ﬁ , (46)
' (4 + )
_ _ Te—T E
Rari = Rpri = ——Llog, | 1 + E , 47
27, ( Lo, )
‘7/7313.[ ‘TéR./
_ _ Te—T E,
Rrai = Rgpi = L2T Plog, |1+ | (48)
c B T
g‘l (‘T/zxk,,' + a’%m/)

We can see that the non-zero limit increases with respect to
E, and E,, while decreasing with respect to the number of user
pairs K. Also, if we apply 0 < 8 < @ = 1, the approximation
of the sum SE is determined by the SE performance in the
MAC phase, which means that R ; given by (46) determines
R; when M — oco. On the other hand, when 0 < @ < 8 =1,
the determination of SE appears in the BC phase; thus, R; is
determined by Rga; and Rgp; given by (48).

3) Case C: This is a general case where all transmit powers
are scaled, p, = %, Pu = % and p, = %, withy >0,a>0
and § >0, E,, E, and E, are constants.

Corollary 4: For p, = %, Pu= %, pr = f,; with fixed E,,
E, E.andy>0,a>0,8>0, when M — oo, we can obtain

R; - min(Ry ;. Ry;) — 0. (49)

6
with
1,E,E
_ T —T 2 x L
Ry, = CT Llog, |1+ : M ’1‘ , (50)
-7 T,,E,,E]u
Rari = ‘2 Plogy |1+ —— |, (51)
T,
T,E E,
— Te—Tp BT
Rra, = log, [ 1+ ———|. (52)
27, Z( Lo, )
j=1 Birj  Birj

Similarly, Rzr; and Rgp; can be obtained by replacing the
subscripts "AR”, "BR” with the subscripts "BR”, ”AR” in
Ragr; and Rga;, respectively.

As expected, the sum SE depends on the choice of @, 8 and
v. Additionally, « + y determines the SE in the MAC phase,
while 8 +7 determines the SE in the BC phase. When @ = 8 >
0 and @ +y = 1, the trade-off between the transmit powers of
each user/the relay and of each pilot symbol is displayed. In
this case, if we reduce the transmit power of each pilot symbol
aggressively, the channel estimate is corrupted and in order
to compensate this imperfection, the transmit power of each
user/the relay should be increased. The limit of the asymptotic
SE under this case can be given by

_ T, 27,E,FE
Rj== log, |1+ —222_| (53)
Te (; + ;)
ﬂiRJ ﬁ%}R,A
_ _ T.—T ,E,E
Rari = Rpri = CZ log, |1 ! (54
Te (; + ;)
iR.i ﬁBRI
_ _ Te—T T,E,E
RRA,[ = RRB,[ =_ p10g2 1+ S i — (55)
27, K ( Lo,
j=1 ﬁfm./ ﬁ%}R,j

Moreover, we can see that when @ > >0 and a +7y =1,
the limit of R; is determined by R;; according to (53), which
means that we can improve the sum SE by increasing E, and
E,. In addition, the sum SE of the proposed system is an
increasing function of K based on (36). Meanwhile, when 0 <
@ < B and B+7 = 1, the limit of R; is determined by Rg4,; and
Rgp,; according to (55) which displays the trade-off between
the transmit powers of each pilot symbol and of the relay.

V. MAX-MIN FAIRNESS ANALYSIS

With the assistance of the above mentioned SE analysis, and
as a further step forward from the power scaling laws, in this
section, our objective is to harness SE fairness among the user
pairs. We achieve this purpose by maximizing the minimum
achievable SE among all the user pairs; therefore, providing
max-min fairness [[17]], [29].
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A. Spectral Efficiency Fairness

For analytical simplicity, the large-scale approximation in
Corollary 1 is employed and we assume that the pilot power
pp is determined in advance. Moreover, we define that py =

[pats-pakl’, and pp = [pg1,.... ppx]’. In this case, the
optimization problem can be formulated as

max min R; (56a)

Pa.ps.pri€l,...K

subject to

0<p, <P/, 0< pa; < PI,0< pg; < P Vi  (56b)

K

1 Te = Tp) (Pai + PB.)

2 Z( )t FP, <P (560)

2\ el Tz

Here, P™%* is the total power constraint, P;;** and P}’ are the
rnaxunum owers of each user and the relay, respectively and

o = 5 prp +Q2K+M)(Ppac+Puix+P i) + (2K +1)Pyy +
TC‘ u

Ps,a,ic] is determined in Section III. According to Corollary 1,

we can rewrite the optimization problem (56) by introducing
the auxiliary variables ¢, t, t, as follows

7

[42], we can rewrite the constraints with R,- = f(pa.i> PB.i> Pr)—
h(pa., PBi»> Pr), Where the specific mathematical expressions
for Tx;, i=1,..,K and X = A, B can be given by

T.—T
fi(pai, PBis Dr) = 62 L
T
MO—/%R %R X . -
10g2[ > +[ 5 I (Pa,i + PBi) + Z (pA,jo-iR,j + pB,j‘T%;R,j) +11,
AR\ BRi =1
(58)
T —Tp
fxr (Pai> PBi» Pr) = 3 X
Te
MO—ARzo-%?Rz u -2 2
log, [MT pxi+ Z pAJO'AR] +ijO'BR/) +1
i BR,i j=1
(59
T.—T
Trx (Pai> PBi» Pr) = 62 L x
T
5001 1
log, [p,M + (p,o”’f(R,i + 1) Z [2— + = ]] ) (60)
Z1\%ar; OBr;
T.—T K
hxg (pai> PBis Pr) = 7 “log, [Z (pA,jﬁ' R+ DB %;R,j) + 1]’
c =1
(61)
K 1
hrx (Pais PBis Pr) = 10g2 [(PrU'XRl +1 Z [ + 2_]}
¢ = O—ARJ T BR,j
(62)
Based on Corollary 1, it is clear that for ﬁl,i,

hi (P, PBi» Pr) = hxr (pa,» P Pr), X = A, B. The specific
functions f(pa, pa.i, Pr) and h(pa, pa.i, pr) defined above are

max ¢t (57a)
Pa.PB.Pr.Lt1s
s.t. (56b), (56¢) (57b)
H+h>t (57¢)
Mo?
7 % (Pai + PB.)
log2 1+ >1, Vi
2 § ( 52+ 52 )+ 1
E= PAjO AR j * PB.jO R j
(574d)
Mo?, o2, .
- Winshes
——"log, |1+ — — > 1, Vi
27,
E (pAJO'AR] +p310'%R1) +1
(57e)
Te — M .
> log, |1+ PK > 1, Vi
T, B
(pro2p; + 1) g (m, Ul)
(57f)
MU'E‘R .O'éR.
Tc #10'21 Bii
10g2 1+ ARi Y BR. > tz,Vi
ZTC § ( '5'2 + '5’2 )+ 1
k= DA.jO g, jt PB.jOpR,j
(57g)
T — M .
—Llog, |1+ b > 1y, Vi
T ;
(prO—AR' * 1) §1 ("AR; * U}\R,j)
(57h)

jointly concave with respect to pa;, ppi, prs i = 1, ...,

K [42],

According to the property of logarithm function log(}) =
log(a) — log(b), we can observe that the SE of the proposed
system can be defined as a difference of two concave functions

[43[], and the relaxed problem can be reformulated as

max t (63a)

PaPs.Prb L

s.L. (56b), (56¢), (57¢) (63b)
J1 (pai» PB.i» Pr) — M1 (Pais PB» Pr) 2 1, Vi (63¢c)
far (Pai» PB.i» Pr) = har (Pai» PBis Pr) 2 11, ¥i (63d)
frB (Pai» P> Pr) = hre (Pai» PBi» Pr) 2 11, ¥i (63e)
I8r (Pai> PB.i» Pr) — hBr (Pai» PBi Pr) 2 1, Vi (63f)
fra (Pai» PB.i» Pr) — hra (Pai» PBis Pr) 2 10, Vi (63g)

We can find that the difficulty in solving (63) lies in the
component hxg (pai, ppi> pr) and hrx (Pai, PBis Pr)s X = A, B.
Therefore, the value of (pa,, pgi,pr) at k-th iteration is
supposed to be (p%‘)l,pgc)l,pik)) Since hxg (pai, ppis pr) and
hrx (pa.» PBi» Pr)» X = A, B are concave and differentiable on
the considered domain, we can easily find the affine function as
a Taylor first order approximation near (pff)l , pg()l , p(,k) ) shown
in Eqn. (64)-(65) on the top of next page [42], [43]]. To
update the objective in the (k + 1)-th iteration we replace
hxgr (pa,i» P> Pr) and hgx (pai psi»pr)» X = A,B by their
affine functions on the top of next page, respectively. There-
fore, the optimization problem (63) at iteration (k + 1)-th with
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K
Tc

h( ) (pA upBupr) -
Jj=1

k
% log, [Z PA)JO'AR] + ijO-BR]) + 1]

K
) _Te™ T k) ~2
hypy (Pais PBis Pr) = 27, x4 log, [(P£ 0 5ri + 1 Z

Jj=

8
K (k)) ) 2
2 (Paj = P33 T+ (i = 1)) T,
j , (64)
® ~ ® ~
11‘12(2 (PAJU'AR, +pB_]0-BR]) + 1)
K
(k) L
<P )O-XRI g (f’AR, f’BR,)
" = (65)
o2, ‘TBR ®) ~2 +
J J an(p, i+ 1) §1<"ARJ s

convex constraints can be reformulated as

max ¢ (66a)

PAPB:Pr:lt112

s.t. (56b), (56¢), (57¢) (66b)
fi (pai» PB.s Pr) = h(k) (pa.i» PBi» Pr) 2 1,V (66¢)
far (Pai> PB.s Pr) = h( . & (Pais PBis pr) 2 11, Y1 (66d)
Jre (Pa.is PB.is Pr) — hRB (Pa.i» P> Pr) = 11, Y (66e)
18R (Pa,i» P> Pr) — h([f])g (i P> Pr) = 12, ¥ (66f)
Tra (Dais DB Pr) = Wor (Dais PBis Pr) = 0, Vi (662)

To this end, via solving the optimization problem (66), the
lower bound of the SE for each user pair can be obtained.
Overall, the optimal solutions can be obtained by existing
optimization tool (CVX) and the iterative procedure of Max-
Min fairness analysis can be summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 General iterative algorithm

Initialization: Set the iteration index k = 0, define a tolerance

€ > 0 and initial values for pfz, pg)z and p(o) i=1,..,K
Repeat:
1: Solve optimization problem (76) and obtain the solutions
pgk)l pgcz and prk, i=1,..K.

2: Update (p), p§) pi)=(p pigs pi0) i =1,..K.

3: Setk=k+1.
Until:

4: (% — %] < ¢ or k > L (maximum iteration number).
Output: pj‘,i, p};’i and p;,i=1,..., K as the solutions.

B. Complexity Analysis

Recall that in the optimization problem (66), logarithmic
functions are deployed in the constraints; therefore, the suc-
cessive approximation method which constructs polynomial
approximations for all logarithmic terms is employed in CVX
when solving this optimization problem [44]]. To the best
of our knowledge, the exact complexity of the successive
approximation method in CVX has not been determined in the
literature. Accordingly, we consider studying the complexity
of the optimization problem with polynomial-approximation
constraints to obtain the complexity lower bound of Algorithm
1.

Here, we make use of the fact that the optimization problem
can be considered as a quadratically constrained quadratic
program (QCQP) in epigraph form [45] after constructing
polynomial approximations in CVX. With the assistance of
previous studies [46], [47], the quadratic constraints can be
rewritten as linear matrix inequalities (LMIs). Note that linear
constraints can also be considered as LMI constraints. Since
Algorithm 1 is an iterative process, solving the optimization
problem by the interior-point method via CVX, as per the
methodology in [48], we can similarly determine the lower
bound of the complexity of Algorithm 1 via the following
two parts:

1) Iteration Complexity: In Algorithm 1, with the given
tolerance € > 0, the number of required iterations to achieve
the e-optimal solution can be given by

Loum

1 1
kj-In(=) = V6K2 +4K +3-In(-),  (67)
€ €

where Ly, is the number of LMI constraints and k; represents
the size of the j-th constraint, j = 1,..., Lyyn-

2) Per-Iteration Complexity: For each iteration, a search
direction is generated by solving a system of n linear equations
in n unknowns with n = O(K?) [48]. To this end, the
computation cost per iteration can be obtained by

Cper =n- Xk +n? - Sl k2 4
=n- (3+2K+8K3 +24KY + 1% - (3 + 2K + 4K? + 12K?)
+n.

(68)

Hence, the lower bound of the total complexity Ciy Of

Algorithm 1 can be calculated by combining these two parts,

Cirotal = Citer X Cper
= V6K2+3K +4-In(1) - n-[(3 + 2K + +8K> + 24K*)
+n-(3+2K+4K?* + 12K3) + n?].
(69)

VI. NuMERricaL REsurrs

We now present simulation results to verify the above
studies. Unless specifically noted, the following parameters are
employed in the simulation. We consider an LTE frame with
[27] and we assume a coherence time 7. = 196 (symbols) and
the length of the pilot sequences is 7, = 2K, the minimum
requirement. For simplicity, we assume that the large-scale
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fading parameters are Bar; = Bpr; = 1 and each user has
the same transmit power ps; = pp; = pu, i = 1,..., K. For the
proposed power consumption model, we assume that £ = 0.38,
PDAC =78 Il'lW, Pmix =152 mW, Pfilt =10 mW, Psyn =25
mW and Pguic =2 W.

A. Validation of Analytical Expressions

- Exact pp=-10 dB, pu=pp=-5 dB|—Exact pp=10 dB

qQ [ Exact, AF relaying O Approx.
Kg* Exact pp=-20 dB, p u=pp=-5 dB|—Exact pp=0 dB

40 |-x-Exact, AF relaying

O Approx.
— Exact pp=-5 dB

< Approx.
— Exact pp=-10 dB

<l Approx.

Sum Spectral Efficiency (bit/s/Hz)

50 100

Fig. 2: Impact of 7, for M = 400, K = 10, p, =5 dB and p, = 10
dB.

Fig. 2 shows the sum SE vs the length of pilot sequence
7, (in symbols). Note that the “Approx.” (Approximations)
curves are obtained via applying Corollary 1, and the “Exact”
(Exact results) curves are generated by (10)-(18). We can
observe that the large-scale approximations closely match the
exact results and the sum SE can be maximized with an
optimal 7, at low p,. In contrast, the sum SE is a decreasing
function of 7, at moderate and high p,. To this end, in
order to achieve better sum SE performance, 7, = 2K, the
minimum requirement, is deployed in the channel estimation
phase. Moreover, AF relaying with ZF processing studied
in [49]-[51] has been considered here as a benchmark to

©
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further illustrate the performance of the proposed DF relaying
system. It can be observed that when transmit powers are small
resulting in lower SINRs, the performance of DF relaying
can outperform that of AF relaying and an optimal 7, can
be obtained to maximize the sum SE with specific transmit
power configurations. Since in our following simulations, we
consider a more general power configuration, where SINRs are
not small enough for DF relaying to outperform AF relaying;
therefore, we only focus on the performance of the proposed
DF relaying in the following numerical results.

B. Power Scaling Laws

1) Case A: Tt can be easily observed in Fig. 3 (a) that the
power scaling law breaks down when y = 0 and the sum
SE grows unboundedly. For Case A, the curves named “Asy”
(Asymptotic results) are presented according to Corollary 2.
When 0 <y < 1, the sum SE is an increasing function of M.
In contrast, when y = 1, the sum SE progressively reaches a
non-zero limit, and when y > 1, the sum SE approaches zero
gradually. Moreover, the sum SE is a decreasing function of
v; since with larger y, the system would experience a lower
channel estimation accuracy, which results in worse system
performance.

Fig. 3 (b) verifies the impact of M on the EE when different
K and vy are applied. It is clearly shown that the sum SE
saturates when M is large, while P, increases linearly with
M, and accordingly the EE peaks at a certain value of M.
In this case, an optimal M* can be selected to maximize the
EE, especially when 0 < y < 1. Moreover, the EE decreases
more significantly with a smaller K when M is large, and we
can observe that larger K can introduce a larger optimal y* to
obtain the maximum EE while achieving power savings.

2) Case B: Fig. 4 (a) investigates how the transmit powers
of each user p, = E,/M® and the relay p, = E,/MP affect
the achievable SE. For Case B, the curves named “Asy”
(Asymptotic results) are generated by Corollary 3. When @ = 1
and/or 8 = 1, the SE saturates to a non-zero limit. When a > 1,
B > 1, the sum SE gradually reduces to zero. On the other
hand, when we cut down the transmit powers moderately, the

Solid Lines: K=10, Exact Results

0.5
Dashed Lines: K=30, Exact Results ‘
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Number of antennas

0 ‘
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Fig. 3: (a) Sum SE and (b) EE v.s. number of relay antennas M for K = 10, p, =5 dB, p, = 10 dB and p, = E,/M” with E, =5 dB.
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Fig. 4: (a) Sum SE and (b) EE v.s. number of relay antennas for K = 10, p, =5 dB, p, = E,/M® with E, =5 dB and p, = E,/M? with
E, =10 dB.
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sum SE grows unboundedly. The channel estimation accuracy
keeps stable and the transmission phase plays an important
role in the SE performance.

The impact of M on the EE with different @ and g is
investigated in Fig. 4 (b). We can see that when 0 < @ < 1
and 0 < B8 < 1, the EE performance is better than that without
power scaling law and an optimal M* can be obtained to
maximize the EE. Therefore, the moderate power scaling in the
transmission phase can help to optimize the EE performance.
In contrast, when the transmit powers are reduced aggressively,
the EE is a decreasing function with respect to M. With
regards to this, by considering the trade-off between scaling
parameters, appropriate values of @ and S could be selected
to optimize the EE performance.

3) Case C: Fig. 5 (a) verifies the trade-off between the
transmit powers of each user, the relay and the pilot symbol.
For Case C, the “Asy” (Asymptotic results) curves are obtained
via Corollary 4. For the aggressive power-scaling scenario, the
sum SE progressively converges to zero, as predicted. More-
over, with the moderate power-scaling parameters, 0 <y < 1,
0O<a<1and0<pg <1, the sum SE increases with respect
to M.

Fig. 5 (b) illustrates the impact of the number of relay
antennas on the EE. It is clearly shown that the EE rises
and then descends with respect to M while applying moderate
power-scaling parameters; thus, we can obtain the optimal M*
to maximize the EE, e.g., with y = 0.2, @ = 0.3 and 8 = 0.4,
the maximum EE around 1.25 bits/J/Hz can be obtained when

TABLE I: Average Run Time (in seconds) for three scenarios of Algorithm 1

K [ 2 ] 4 [ 6 [ 8 1 10
M =500 Algorithm 1 9.318 | 10.021 | 12.745 | 13.136 | 14.721
P =23dB | Algorithm 1 with equal power allocation | 6.485 9.548 13.233 | 15936 | 16.110
pp = 5dB Uniform power allocation 4.100 | 5.529 7.504 8.997 11.298
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Fig. 6: Min achievable SE v.s. (a) p, with P"** = P}’ =23 dB and (b) number of relay antennas with p, = 5 dB, P}"** = P"** for K = 10

and P"* = 10 dB.

M* ~ 500. On the other hand, when we cut down the transmit
powers aggressively, the EE approaches to zero straightfor-
wardly. Therefore, it is of crucial importance to determine
the scaling parameters to optimize the EE performance in a
specific power-limited scenario.

C. Max-Min Fairness

We consider three optimization scenarios with the minimum
achievable SE among all user pairs: 1) Algorithm 1; 2)
Algorithm 1 with equal user power, i.e. pa; = ppi = Pus
i =1,..,K; 3) Uniform power allocation, i.e. pa; = pp; = Pu,
i=1,..K.2Kp, = p,. %( 3 Conloutn) | pe)yp, — pran
For a more practical complarlison, all users’ large-scale fading
parameters are different and can be generated via S = DL,':’
where y is the large-scale fading coefficient, Dy is the distance
between the k-th user and the relay, v is the path-loss exponent
[52]. Following our benchmark work in [22], we consider
Bar =[0.3188,0.4242,0.5079,0.0855, 0.2625, 0.8010, 0.0292,
0.9289,0.7303, 0.4886], and Bpr = [0.5785,0.2373,0.4588,
0.9631,0.5468,0.5211,0.2316, 0.4889,0.6241, 0.6791].

Fig. 6 (a) shows the minimum achievable SE versus p,. It
can be observed that the minimum achievable SE achieved via
Algorithm 1 outperforms the other two scenarios, Algorithm
1 with equal user power and uniform power allocation, espe-
cially when p, is large enough. Moreover, larger number of
relay antennas can help to increase the minimum achievable
SE with the same total power constraint P™*,

Fig. 6 (b) shows the minimum achievable SE with increasing
number of relay antennas M. Similarly, a higher minimum
achievable SE can be achieved by Algorithm 1 compared
with the other two power allocation scenarios. The minimum
achievable SE is an increasing function of M, especially with
a larger total power constraint.

In Table I on the bottom of previous page, we display the
average run time (in seconds) of three optimization scenarios
defined above with a given tolerance € = 10>. We can observe
that, the running times for all three scenarios are increasing

with respect to K. Then, uniform power allocation has the
smallest number of constraints and, therefore, the running time
for this scenario is the shortest.

VII. CoNcLUSION

This paper has studied the sum SE and EE performance of
a multi-pair two-way half-duplex DF relaying system with ZF
processing and imperfect CSI. Note that this setup extends
considerably a stream of recent papers on massive MIMO
relaying by leveraging tools of Wishart matrix theory. In par-
ticular, a large-scale approximation of the achievable SE was
deduced. Meanwhile, a practical power consumption model
was characterized to study the EE performance. Furthermore,
in view of approximations, three specific power scaling laws
were investigated to present how the transmit powers of each
pilot symbol, each user and the relay can be scaled to improve
the system performance. These results have their own adding
value as they translate mathematical formulations into system
design guidelines for power savings. Finally, a formulated
optimization problem was studied to optimize the minimum
achievable SE among all user pairs. Our numerical results
demonstrated emphatically that the proposed system with ZF
processing is able to enhance the EE while preserving the SE
performance with moderate system configurations. Moreover,
the simulation results of the optimization problem demon-
strated that our proposed max-min fairness scheme can achieve
higher minimum achievable SE among user pairs compared
with the benchmark schemes where equal user power and
uniform power allocation are applied. In our future work,
we will consider the application of multi-pair two-way DF
relaying in TDD correlated massive MIMO systems as the
subsequent subject.

APPENDIX A
ProOF oF Lemma 1

In this appendix, we provide the calculations of Lemma 1.
With the assumption that all estimated channels with hyg; ~
CN (0, &g(R,iIM) and hxp; ~ CN(O, &iR,jIM) are mutually
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independent when i # j, i,j = 1,.., K. When M — oo, we

can have
Ifi=}j,
1A 2 1 - -
hXR,hXRt = M|hXR,i| = MU%(R,,- = 0'§R,,', (70
Ifi+}],
LaH g 71
MhXR,ihXR»j =0. (71)

With the computation of (70)-(71), we can obtain Lemma I in
(19).

ArPENDIX B
DERIVATION FOR APPROXIMATIONS OF THE SUM SEs

In this appendix, we present the detailed derivation for R ;
and IAQRX,,-, while RXR’i can be obtained in a straightforward way.
At first, some useful results widely used in the calculation are
given in Lemma 2.

Lemma 2: Assume that h; ~ CN(O 0'21M) and h;

CN (0 o IM) are mutually independent when i # j, i,j =
1., K. Therefore we have

¢

'hflhjlz Oii’ i=j -
M? - MU‘?O’?, i%tj (72)

With the assistance of (20)-(23), Lemma 1 and Lemma 2,
we derive the calculation of the corresponding approximations
in the following. First, we focus on IA?],i, IQXR,,», X =A,Bin
the MAC phase, consisting of four terms defined above. When
M — oo, we can have
1) Desired signal power of Tx;, X = A, B,

Px,i(|FMACthRt| + |FMACthRl| )

A 2 1 £H ¢t 2
AR |—L—h? hyp.
pA,i|FMAC’ihAR,i| PA,1| M3y, hAR,lhAval
TFBR  fiow . 1 h” Reel?
Pa.i |FMAC,ihBR»l| p BJ| M2, hBR,ihBR»l|
i X=A
— PA,is , (73)
DB,i» X=B
2) Estimation Error A;,
1 2 1 & 2
H H
Ai > pa; ('M 3 hAR,ieAR,i| + |—M 3 hBR,ieAR,i'
O AR, BR,i
1 . 2 1 A 2
H H
+ Ppi [i—zhAR,ieBRJ| + |M—2hBR,ieBRJ|
T AR, OBRi
=2 =2
(pAJO-AR,i + PBJO'BR,i) 1 1
= — e (74)
Tari O BRi

12

3) Inter-user Interference B;,

B; = ZPAJ( MAC,i hAR,+eAR,)| +|FMACz(hAR]+eARI)|2)

J#i
2
+ Z PB/( MAC.i hBRJ +egr /)| +[Fific (hBR,j + eBR,j)| )
J#
- ZPA] (| MACzeAR]| + [Fifc.ear. )
J#I
+ ZPBJ( MACzeBR]' + |FMACleBR]| )
J#I
1 A~ 2
H
- ZPAJ [|M 2 ARzeAle + |y ear.|
JE A BRi
~ 2 I~y 2
+ Z DB.j ('M hyg ieBRj| + |M—2hBR»ieBRJ| ]
i ARji OBRi
1 1 1 . .
2yl o Z (PA,jU'AR,j + pB,jU'BR,j)s (75)
Ouri  9Bri) 7
4) Noise C;,
1 . 2 | BN 2 1 1 1
. — H — H — — —
Ci— ”Mo-2 b+ HMo-2 L Mz T2
AR BR,i AR 9BRi

(76)

Substituting (73)-(76) into (13)-(14), we can obtain R, ;, Rxz;,
X = A, B in (26), (28).

Then, we focus on Rgy; in the BC phase. Similarly, the
corresponding terms in Rgx;, X = A, B can be computed as
following when M — co,

1) Normalization coefficient,

Dr Pr
PDF = =
Efleacl’} \ £{% 3 el

i=1 _/7

5 Pr . (77)

K
)
S\M ‘TAR M OBR,i

2) Desired signal,

1 2
RX *
|hXR IFBC1| |thl—M s—hyg| = L, (78)
XR i
3) Estimation error,
~2
I~ 2 OxR,i
T N
XRzFBC1| - |eXR,i—2 XR.i Vo2 (79)
XR,i OXR,i
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4) Inter-user interference,

K
Z(lthl BC]| |hXRz BC]|) |hXRz BC,i

|2

J=1

_Mk

(| (hXRz + eXRl) FBC]| + ' (hXRl + eXRz) FBC]| )

=1

(h)T(R,l + XRz) FBC1|2
L RB RA
El |eAR1FBCJ| + Z |eARzFBC]|
§|T FRA|+Z|T Fes 2
= BRz BC,j s BRI BC,j
K 1 «
jgl |eARlM(7' BR /| + Z |eAR1M0' hAR /|
L 1 «
El 'eBRtMg— ARJ| + Z |eBRlMg— hBR,]|
K &E\R,i (?%R.i _
R e (80)
§ &éR.i + Z %?Rl X —_ B
j=1 0'/241%./ i ‘T%m,,’ -

By applying (77)-(80) to (16), we can obtain I?RX,,A, X =A, B,
in (29). With other additional computations, we complete the
proof of the SE approximations shown in Corollary 1.
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