2013 |IEEE 24th International Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications: Fundamentals and PHY Track

Delay-Tolerant Robust Communication
on an Out-of-Band Relay Channel
with Fading Side Information

ISeok-Hwan Park, !Osvaldo Simeone, 2Onur Sahin and >Shlomo Shamai (Shitz)
LCWCSPR, New Jersey Institute of Technology, 07102 Newark, New Jersey, USA
2InterDigital Inc., Melville, New York, 11747, USA
3Department of Electrical Engineering, Technion, Haifa, 32000, Israel
Email: {seok-hwan.park, osvaldo.simeone}@njit.edu, Onur.Sahin @interdigital.com, sshlomo@ee.technion.ac.il

Abstract—This work considers a setting in which an encoder
wishes to communicate with a decoder through a relay that is
connected to the decoder via a finite-capacity link. Motivated
by communication on the uplink of a cloud radio access cellular
network, it is assumed that the relay compresses and forwards the
received signal; moreover, the decoder has side information about
the transmitted signal that is subject to fading whose realization
is unknown to encoder and relay. A robust transmission and
compression strategy is proposed that aims at minimizing the
transmitted power under competitive rate optimality constraints.
This contrasts with more conventional worst-case or average
performance criteria. The transmission strategy is based on a
broadcast coding and is parameterized by the maximum tolerable
delay in terms of number of fading coherence blocks. Numerical
results demonstrate the role of delay and the advantages of
broadcast coding over the conventional single-layer transmission.

I. INTRODUCTION

Consider the relay channel shown in Fig. 1, in which an
encoder (ENC) wishes to communicate to a decoder (DEC)
through a relay that is connected to the decoder via a finite-
capacity digital link. Beside the digital information received
from the relay on this link, the decoder also receives a
signal Y that is correlated with the signal V' received by the
relay. Assume that encoder and relay know the channel state
information (CSI) relative to the encoder-to-relay link, and
thus to signal V, but are not aware of the CSI relative to the
source-to-decoder link, and thus to signal Y. Assume also that
the relay operates by compressing and forwarding the received
signal V' (see, e.g., [1]). We are interested in designing the
transmission strategy at the encoder and compression at the
relay in a way that is robust to the uncertainty on the CSI of
the side information Y. A key aspect of interest is investigating
the role of delay in coping with time-varying uncertain CSI.

Communication over relay channels is well studied with full
or partial CSI (see, e.g., [2]). The issue of robust communica-
tion over fading relay channels was studied in [3][4]. In both
works, a broadcast coding approach was adopted in which the
encoder transmits a superposition of layers and the destination
decodes as many layers as possible depending on the channel
conditions. Reference [3] focuses on a time-division protocol,
while [4] considers a two-hop model with no direct connection
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between encoder and decoder. Both references assume a strict
delay constraint of one coherence block.

The relay model studied here is motivated by the uplink of
cloud radio access networks [5][6], in which base stations act
as relays and are connected to a central decoder via finite-
capacity digital links. In this set-up, the side information Y of
Fig. 1 represents the information that the central decoder in
the “cloud” collects from the other base stations in the system
(see [7] for further discussion on this point). We consider that
the mobile station (i.e., the encoder) and the base station are
typically informed about the CSI relative to the link between
them (and thus to V' in Fig. 1), while they are generally not
aware of the CSI for the links to other BSs (and thus for Y in
Fig. 1), and hence assume the CSI situation outlined above.

The scenario of interest, depicted in Fig. 1, was studied
in [7][8] by considering a worst-case robustness optimality
[7] and expected distortion [8] criteria under strict delay
constraint. In this paper, we alleviate the strict delay con-
straint by allowing coding across a fixed number of fading
coherence blocks. Moreover, we adopt competitive robustness
constraints, rather than worst-case [7] or average [3][4][9]
performance criteria (see, e.g., [10]). To this end, we adopt
broadcast coding as in [3][4], in order to allow decoding
of different rates of information depending on the channel
conditions, and impose that a fraction of the rate achievable
with full CSI can also be achieved in the CSI conditions under
study. Having formulated the problem of minimizing the power
under the said competitive optimality constraint, we propose
an efficient solution that is shown to converge to a locally
optimal point. Numerical results demonstrate the remarkable
power savings achievable by the proposed strategy.

Notation: We adopt standard information-theoretic defini-
tions for the mutual information I(X;Y") between the ran-
dom variables X and Y, and conditional mutual information
I(X;Y|Z) between X and Y conditioned on random variable
Z. All logarithms are in base two unless specified. The
transpose of a matrix or a vector is denoted by superscript
t and Gaussian distribution with mean m and variance o2
is denoted by A/ (m, 0?). Random variables are denoted with
capital letters and their realizations with the corresponding

966



E~ H(0,6Y)

My e My X l v Cpe My M,
ENC : RELAY DEC
5 7
Pe—2~H4(0])
Figure 1. Block diagram for the system model.

lowercase letters. We use p(z) to denote the distribution of
random variable X and p(x|y) for the conditional probability
of X given Y.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the system model in Fig. 1 in which an encoder
communicates to a decoder via a relay, which is connected
to the decoder via a finite-capacity link of capacity Ciyax.
As mentioned in Sec. I, we assume that the relay forwards
soft information about the received signal to the decoder via
compression. Since the cloud decoder also receives signals
from the adjacent BSs, we assume that the decoder has the
available side information Y to be discussed below. We are
interested in designing the transmission strategy at the encoder
and the compression at the relay across 1" slots, where 7' is
the delay tolerated by the system.

The signal V; ; received by the relay in the ith channel use
of the tth transmission block (or slot) is modeled as

Vii=Xti+ By, (D

fort=1,...,T and ¢ = 1,...,n, where X, ; represents the
signal transmitted by the encoder and E} ; is the additive noise
at the relay, which is independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) according to By ; ~ N (0, 02). We assume that the block
size n is large enough to allow the use of information-theoretic
limits. Moreover, the transmitted signal X, ; is i.i.d. Gaussian
distributed with X, ; ~ N (0, P).

Assuming the encoder and the relay are not aware of the
CSI relative to the source-to-decoder link, the side information
Y, ; in the ith channel use of the ¢th block is given as

Yii= VS X+ Zs s, )

fort =1,...,7 and ¢ = 1,...,n with i.i.d. Gaussian noise
Zii ~ N(0,1). The fading coefficient S; € S is assumed
to be constant during block ¢ and to change independently
across slots. The support S = {31,...,5.} is discrete with
§1 < 89 < ... < 5. We denote the probability mass function
(pmf) of S; by p; = Pr[S; = §;] such that Elepl = 1. For
simplicity of analysis, we focus here on the case L = 2, which
corresponds to a binary quantization of the channel states as
in [11]. We sometimes refer to §; and So as the “bad” and
“good” channel states, respectively.

It is remarked that the signal-to-noise ratio of the received
signal (1) is assumed to be constant in all 7" transmission slots,
unlike that of (2). This assumption can be justified in the cloud
radio access scenario by considering that the encoder-to-relay

link is typically the direct link between a mobile station and
the local base station, and thus can be expected to remain
static for a longer time than the inter-cell link corresponding
to the side information Y. Extension of our results to the more
general case in which (1) is subject to fading is conceptually
straightforward but requires a more involved analysis.

The assumption L = 2 allows us to rank the quality of
fading state vector S = [S1,...,S7] € ST according to the
number of good channel states $,. Specifically, define as S,
the set of all (Z) fading vectors s; with k£ good channels. We
also define

Y, = diag(sk)%X + Z, 3)

for k =0,...,T as the signal received across the T' blocks if
the fading vector s;, where s; belongs to set Sg, with X =
[X1,...,X7|" and Z = [Z1,...,Z7]'. Note that from now
on we drop the dependence on ¢ for simplicity of notation.
Moreover, we introduce a parameter [, € {—1,0,...,7 — 1}
that represents the allowed outage level. As detailed in Sec. III,
the proposed system design does not impose any constraint for
the states s; with less than [, 4+ 1 good states, i.e., for s € Sg
with k£ < [,. Note that [, = —1 corresponds to no outage.

We assume broadcast coding [12] in which the encoder
sends 1" — [, independent messages M;, y1,...,Mr and, if a
fading vector S = s, € Sy, is realized, the decoder is required
to reliably decode only the subset of messages M .1, ..., M
for k € {l,+1,...,T}. Moreover, message M is uniformly
distributed in the set {1,...,2"TRi} so that R; is the rate
of message M; in bits per channel use. The rate decoded
when S = s;, € S;, for k > [, is then RF = Z?:lﬁ_l R;.
We implement broadcast coding in the standard fashion, using
superposition coding as

T
Xp= Y X (4)

j=lot1

where X/ is NV(0, P;). Each jth layer is allocated power P;.

We assume the relay compresses the received signal V =
[Vi,...,Vr]t and forwards it to the decoder over the link
of capacity Chax. By the Wyner-Ziv theorem, the digital
description W; of V; produced by the relay can be recovered
at the decoder for all fading realizations S = s, € Sg with
k > l,, if the test channel p(w|v) is selected so that the
constraint 1

TI(V§W|YlO+1) < Crax, 5)

is satisfied where W = [W1,..., Wyt

III. PROBLEM DEFINITION

In order to introduce the problem of interest, we first define
the informed capacity C* (]5) as the maximum rate achievable
when the current fading state S = s, € Si is known at
the encoder and the relay, and the encoder uses a given
transmission power P in all blocks. The informed capacity
can be computed as

k
T

Cs, (P) + ucgl (P), (6)

CH(P) = 0
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for all &k, where C3, (P) represents the informed capacity for
a single slot if the fading state is S1 = 5;, j = 1,2. This is
calculated in [13] and is given as

| P(3; + qja;)
Cs (P)=Zlog |14+ 227/ 7
,(P) 20g<+ Trae? ) (7)

for j = 1,2 where ¢; = 1+ §;02 and a; = (22Cmax —1)(02 +
P/(1+ 5,P))~'. We recall that the informed capacity (7) is
achieved by the Gaussian test channel p(w|v) = p(w;|vy)
given as

Wy = /a;V1 + Nu, 8)

where the compression noise is N1 ~ N(0,1) independent of
the signal V;.

We are interested in designing the system so that, for
each possible state s affecting the side information in (3),
a given fraction y of the corresponding informed capacity (6)
is achieved despite the absence of CSI about s, at the encoder
and relay. Specifically, we have the following definition.

Definition 1. The coding and compression strategies are said
to satisfy the (P,l,,7)-competitive optimality constraints if
the following conditions are satisfied:

1 ~
TR’“ >~CH(P), forall k=1, +1,...,T, )

where v € [0, 1] is a target fraction and [, € {-1,...,T — 1}
is the allowed outage level.

Constraints (9) impose that at any fading state S = s, € S
with k > [,, the achievable rate is at least a fraction  of the
capacity that would be achieved if the state had been known
to the encoder and the relay. Note that these constraints are
not imposed on the states in Sy with 0 < k < [,, consistently
with the definition of [, as the allowed outage level.

Due to the absence of CSI at the relay, we consider
compression strategies based on the Gaussian test channel (8)

with a constant compression gain a for all t = 1,...,T. The
backhaul constraint (5) can then be calculated as
lo+1 T-1

o 1 ~
T #fbh(P,a,Sl) < Cmaxa (10)

where the function fu,(P,a,s) is defined as

1 , P
fon(P,a,s) = §log (1+a (06 + 1—|—Ps)> .

In this work, we aim at designing the power allocation
(P,+1,.-.,Pr) for the superposition (4) and the compres-
sion gain a so as to minimize the total transmission power
P = Z;‘T:lo 41 Pj under the competitive optimality constraints
(9) and the backhaul constraint (10). In the next section, we
discuss the calculation of rates R* in (9) and propose an
iterative solution of the problem at hand. We remark that
in [14] the problem at hand has been investigated for the
special case 7' = 1 and by allowing for more general forms of
compression based on successive refinement. It is emphasized
that the solution proposed here allows for arbitrary delay T’
unlike the work in [14].

fbh(P7a7§2)+

Y

IV. BROADCAST CODING

Recall that with broadcast coding, if a fading state S =
sy € & is realized with £ > [,, only the messages
M +1,..., My, and thus the codewords corresponding to
X[t .., XF in (4), are required to be decoded. This is
accomplished via successive decoding with ordering M; 1 —
M, 4o — -+ — My [12]. Defining X7 = [X{,..., X7]" and
recalling that the decoder operates based on W and Y, the rate
Ry = I[(XF; W, Y |Xlt! .. XF1) is thus achievable for
message M}, which can be computed as

I(XF W, Y, Xt xR

:kftr (Pk7pk+laa7§2) + (T - k)ftr (Pkapk+1aa/; §1) 9
(12)

with Py = zf:,m Pjif k< T and Ppyy =0if k=T,
and the function fi, (P, P,a, s) defined as

s+a(l+ so?)

_ 1
r PaPa 5 =1 1 P —
Ju (P, P,a,s) = 5 °g< T a2+ P(s +a(l 1 502)
(13)

Overall, the power minimization problem is formulated as

T
o 2D

minimize (14a)
Pryq1,-Pria> i
k — -
s.t. Tftr (Pr, Prey1,a,52) +
T-k _ _ R
ftr (Pk;Pk+laa/581) Z’Yclc(P>7
forallk=1,+1,...,T, (14b)

lo+1

fou(Pr, 41,0, 32)+
T-1,—-1

T
where we defined the incremental capacity Cy, (P) = C(P)—

Cr_1(P) for k=1,41,...,T with C;,(P) = 0.

We propose an iterative algorithm to solve the problem
(14). We start by initializing a(*) as the solution of the
equation (14c) obtained by imposing equality and substi-
tuting fon(P,+1,a,s) with the upper bound fug(a,s) >
fbh(Plo+1,a,S> where

funla ) = 7 log (1 ta (ag 4 1)) |

Since this upper bound does not depend on the power vari-
ables P 41,...,Pr, the so obtained value a) guarantees
the constraint (14c) for any P 4i,...,Pr. Moreover, due
to the monotonicity of the upper bound function fyg(a,s)
in (15) with respect to a, the solution (') is unique and
can be obtained via bisection!. For fixed a(!), we then set
Pl(olll, e P}l) to satisfy the constraints (14b) with equality.
This can be done successively with the ordering P;l) ...

Pl(olll. Specifically, for each P,El) with k € {l,+1,...,T}, we

fbh(f_)lo—i-l»aagl) < Cmaxa (14’0)

(15)

I'The range of a can be assumed to be between 0 and (22Cmax — 1)/02.
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Algorithm 1 TIterative algorithm for solving the problem (14)
.,Pél),a(l)) as

Step 1. Compute an initial point (Pl(olll, ..
discussed in the text and set | = 2;
Step 2. Update a()) such that the constraint (14c) is tight for

fixed Pl(ollll), e ,P:(Fl_l) via bisection;
Step 3. Update Pl(ol)ﬂ, ceey Pg ) such that the constraints (14b)

are tight for fixed a(!) via bisection;
Step 4. Stop the iterations if a convergence criterion is satisfied
and go back to Step 2 with [ <— [ + 1 otherwise.

solve (14b) via bisection search® using the monotonicity of the
function fi, (P;C7 pk+1, a, s) with respect to Pj. As a result,
we have an initial point (Hilll,...,P}U,a(l)) satisfying
the constraints (14b) and (14c) with equality and inequality,
respectively. With this initial point, the proposed algorithm
proceeds as per Algorithm 1.

A. Properties of Algorithm 1

The following lemmas provide results on the intermediate
solutions and convergence of Algorithm 1.

Lemma 1. Algorithm 1 guarantees the feasibility of each
intermediate solution (Pl(oli_l, ce Pq(f), a®).

Proof: The proof appears in Appendix A. |

Lemma 2. The proposed algorithm in Algorithm I converges
to a locally optimal point for problem (14).

Proof: The result follows since, as shown in Appendix
A, we have Pj(l) < Pj(l_l) for all j =1, +1,...,T and
any iteration [/, and thus a monotonically decreasing objective
function. |

B. Single-Layer Transmission

For comparison with broadcast coding, we now discuss a
conventional single-layer transmission strategy in which the
encoder maps the messages M;, 11, ..., My into an individual
codeword, rather than using T' — [, layers as in (4). In order
to satisfy the competitive optimality constraints (9) with this
approach, one must enforce that the informed capacity CT(P)
corresponding to the best state sy € Sy be achieved also when
the worst-case fading states s; 11 € S, 41 are realized. This
results in the constraint

lo+1 . T-1
T ftr (onvaa 32)+

T (16)

The power minimization problem for the single-layer trans-
mission can thus be formulated as (14) with the constraint
(14b) replaced with (16). This problem can be solved by
employing Algorithm 1 with straightforward modification.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Here, we present numerical results to assess the role of the
delay T' and the advantages of broadcast coding over single-

>The range of P can be assumed to be between 0 and (22”Yck<’5> -
1)(1 + Pk+1§1)/§1.

Lol m Ly (P05 > ACT(P).

8t
single-layer
M0 e T ¥ ¥ * e
o
2 2t
g —%— single-layer, proposed
<3 —%— - single-layer, global optimum
B _qal —=©— broadcast coding, proposed
g —O— - broadcast coding, global optimum
IS
E 16}
broadcast coding
-181
_o0 i i i i i i
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
iteration index
Figure 2. Minimized power versus the number of iterations with v = 0.2,

Cmax = 1, P =1, p1 = 0.1, Trax = 10, P, = 0.001, [31, 52] = [1, 10]
and 02 = 0.1.

layer approach. To ease the interpretation of the results, we tie
the outage level [, to more conventional outage probability. To
this end, given the allowed outage probability P,, we compute
the outage level [, as the maximum value of [ in the outage set
Lo={-13U{l|X,_ Pr[SeS] <P, 1=0,....,T—1}
where the probability Pr[S € Si] is given as Pr[S € Si] =
(*)pkpT —* by assumptions in Sec. IL.

We first show an example of the fast convergence of the
proposed algorithm to the global optimum. Specifically, Fig.
2 shows the minimum power obtained with Algorithm 1 versus
the iteration index ! as compared to the global optimum
obtained via global optimization tools (here exhaustive search)
for v = 0.9, Crnax = 3, P =1, p1 = 0.1, [51, 5] = [1,100]
and 02 = 0.1. It is seen that 2-3 iterations are sufficient for
convergence to the global minimum power, although Lemma
2 only guarantees local optimality.

In Fig. 3, we show the minimum power P versus the
maximum allowed delay Ty. for v = 0.9, Chax = 3,
P =1, p = 01, [31,5] = [1,100] and 02 = 0.1. It
is observed that the performance gain of broadcast coding
over the single-layer approach grows with the maximum delay
Thax, as broadcast coding is better suited to leverage the
increased degree of freedom afforded by a larger delay.

In Fig. 4, the minimum power is shown versus the target
fraction v in the competitive optimality constraints (9) for
Toax = 10, Coax = 2, P = 1, P, = 0.01, [31,5,] =
[1,100] and 02 = 0.1. As the target fraction ~ increases,
the performance gain of the broadcast coding over the single-
layer transmission becomes more pronounced. This implies
that, as the system requirement becomes stricter, one needs to
employ more flexible transmission schemes than the single-
layer approach.

3For a fixed Tmax, the value T' < Tmax that minimizes the power is
selected.
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Figure 3. Minimized power versus the tolerable delay Tinax with v = 0.9,
Cmax =3, P =1, p1 = 0.1, [51,52] = [1,100] and 02 = 0.1.
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Figure 4. Minimized power versus the target fraction v with Timax = 10,

Cimax = 2, P =1, P, = 0.01, [51, 52] = [1,100] and 02 = 0.1.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We addressed the problem of power minimization under
delay-tolerant and competitive rate constraints and backhaul
capacity limitations for a relay channel model motivated by
cloud radio access network applications. Via numerical results,
we have assessed the role of the delay and the effectiveness
of broadcast coding over the single-layer scheme.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1
We have to prove that a tuple (Pl(oli_l, . .7P¥),a(l)) sat-

isfies both (14b) and (14c) at each iteration /. By leverag-
ing the monotonic property of the functions fi, (P, P, a, s)
and fpn(P,a,s) with respect to the arguments (P, P,a) and
(P, a), respectively, we first show that a® > =1 and

Pj(l) < Pj(l_l) forall j =1,4+1,...,T and for all iterations /.
Specifically, function fyy, (P, a,s) is monotonically increasing
with respect to P and with respect to a. Therefore, we have
a® < aM), since the updated a(? is obtained by imposing
equality in the condition (14c) for the given (131(014)-17 cey P}l))
, while a(!) is obtained by imposing the same condition but

using the upper bound (15). Given the mentioned monotonicity
properties, it follows that a® < oM, Moreover, function
for (P, P, a, s) is monotonically decreasing in P and increas-

ing in P and a. It follows that we have P]@) < P;l) for
all j = I, +1,...,T since Step 2 requires to decrease P;
for all j = I, + 1,...,T in order to satisfy (14b) with
equality for the given a(2) > a, Cont1nu1n§ this argument
for | > 2, we obtain a() > o=V and P ) for
all j = 1,+1,...,T. Proof is concluded by notmg that,
since a() satisfies (l4c) with Pl( . PYY with equality
as imposed by Step 2 of Algonthm 1, it also satisfies (14c)
with the reduced Pz TR ,P}l) given the monotonicity of
the function fun(P,a,s) with respect to P. Moreover, the
condition (14b) is satisfied with equality by the definition of
the proposed update in Step 3 of Algorithm 1.
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