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Abstract— In this paper, an energy harvesting dual-hop relay-
ing system without/with the presence of co-channel interfence
(CCQl) is investigated. Specifically, the energy constrairg mutli-
antenna relay node is powered by either the information sigal
of the source or via the signal receiving from both the sourcend
interferer. In particular, we first study the outage probability and
ergodic capacity of an interference free system, and then &nd
the analysis to an interfering environment. To exploit the kenefit
of multiple antennas, three different linear processing sieemes
are investigated, namely, 1) Maximum ratio combining/maxmal
ratio transmission (MRC/MRT), 2) Zero-forcing/MRT (ZF/MR T)
and 3) Minimum mean-square error/MRT (MMSE/MRT). For
all schemes, both the systems outage probability and ergadi
capacity are studied, and the achievable diversity order is
also presented. In addition, the optimal power splitting raio
minimizing the outage probability is characterized. Our results
show that the implementation of multiple antennas increase
the energy harvesting capability, hence, significantly impves
the systems performance. Moreover, it is demonstrated thathe
CCI could be potentially exploited to substantially boost he
performance, while the choice of a linear processing schenptays
a critical role in determining how much gain could be extraced
from the CCI.

Index Terms— Dual-hop relay channel, wireless power trans-
fer, co-channel interference, linear multiple-antenna pocessing,
performance analysis.

|. INTRODUCTION

energy transfer technique, first demonstrated by NikoldaTes
has rekindled its interest in the context of energy haragsti
communication systems where radio-frequency (RF) signals
are used as an energy source [4-8]. Since RF signals can be
under control, it is much more reliable than external ndtura
resources, hence, wireless energy harvesting using RElsign
is a promising technique to power communication devices [9]
Since RF signals are capable of carrying both the infor-
mation and energy, a new research area, nargehltane-
ous wireless information and power transfer (SWIPT), has
recently emerged. The seminal works [6, 7] have charaeteriz
the fundamental tradeoff between the harvested energy and
information capacity. Nevertheless, it was assumed inHéj t
the receiver can decode the information and harvest energy
from the same signal simultaneously, which is unforturyatel
impossible due to practical circuit limitations. To thisden
the work in [10] proposed two practical receiver architec-
tures, namely, time-switching”, where the receiver switches
between decoding information and harvesting energy, and
“power-splitting”, where the receiver splits the signal into two
streams, one for information decoding and the other forgyner
harvesting. Since then, a number of works have appeared in th
literature investigating different aspects of simultamemfor-
mation and energy transfer with practical receivers [1], 12
Specifically, in [11], an opportunistic RF energy harvestin

Energy harvesting technique, as an emerging solution frheme for single-input-single-output systems with carctel

prolonging the lifetime of the energy constrained wireledgterference (CCl) was investigated, where it was shown tha
devices, has gained significant interests in recent years. fhe CCI can be identified as a potential energy source. Later
conventional energy harvesting techniques rely on thereate ON» an improved receiver, i.e., the dynamic power spliting
natural resources, such as solar power, wind energy or th&ceiver was studied in [12]. The extension of [10] to the
moelectric effects [1-3]. However, due to the randomness affenario with imperfect channel state information (CSI) at
intermittent property of external natural resources, camim the transmitter was studied in [13]. For multiple-inputgiey
cation systems employing the conventional energy hangstPutPut (MISO) channels, the optimal beamforming designs
technique can not guarantee the delivery of reliable afey SWIPT systems with/without secrecy constraint havenbee

uninterrupted communication services. Recently, the lese
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investigated in [14,15], and the optimal transmissiontstra
egy maximizing the system throughput of MISO interference
channel has been studied in [16]. Moreover, the applicaifon
RF energy transfer technique in cognitive radio network$ wi
multiple antennas at the secondary transmitter was corside
in [17]. Finally, cellular networks with RF energy transfeere
considered in [8,18]. It is worth noting that all these prior
works focus on the point-to-point communication systems.
The RF energy harvesting technique also finds important ap-
plications in cooperative relaying networks, where an gyer
constrained relay with limited battery reserves relies ome
external charging mechanism to assist the transmission of
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source information to the destination [2]. As such, a number
of works have exploited the idea of achieving simultaneous

information and energy transfer in cooperative relaying- sy

tems [4,9,19-21]. Specifically, [20] studied the throughpu

performance of an amplify-and-forward (AF) relaying syste
for both time-switching and power-splitting protocols dad]

considered the power allocation strategies for decode-and

forward (DF) relaying system with multiple source-destio

means to evaluate key system performance metrics, such
as the outage probability and ergodic capacity, without
resorting to time-consuming Monte Carlo simulations.
Therefore, a fast assessment of the impact of various
key system parameters such as the energy harvesting
efficiency n, the number of antennad’, the source
transmitting powelp; and the interference power on

the optimal power splitting ratio is enabled.

pairs. More recently, the performance of energy harvestinge Our results demonstrate that the CCI could be potentially
cooperative networks with randomly distributed users was exploited to significantly improve the system’s perfor-
studied in [4,9]. However, all these works are limited to  mance. However, the actual performance gain due to
the single antenna setup and all assume an interference free CCI depends heavily on the choice of linear processing
environment. schemes. It is shown that the MMSE/MRT scheme is

Motivated by this, we consider a dual-hop AF relaying always capable of turning the CCIl as a desired factor,
system where the source and destination are equipped with and can achieve higher performance gain when the CCI
a single antenna while the relay is equipped with multiple is strong. On the other hand, CCI is not always beneficial
antennafl. The energy constrained relay collects energy from when the MRC/MRT and ZF/MRT schemes are used.
ambient RF signals and uses the harvested energy to forward The performance degrades significantly in the strong
the information to the destination node. The power-splitti CCI scenario if the MRC/MRT scheme is applied. In
receiver architecture proposed in [10] is adopted. Spediific contrast, a weak interferer degrades the performance of
we first study the performance of the multiple antenna relay the ZF/MRT scheme, which on the other hand achieves
system without CCI, which serves as a benchmark for the almostthe same performance as the MMSE/MRT scheme
performance in the presence of CCl. Then, we present a in the presence of strong CCI.

detailed performance analysis for the system assuminggéesin  The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section
dominant interferer at the relay. It is worth pointing oufj introduces the system model. Section Il investigateshef
that, in the energy harvesting relaying system, while CQerformance of the system without CCI. Section IV addresses
provides additional energy, it corrupts the desired sighal the scenario with CCI. Numerical results and discussioes ar
order to exploit CCI as a beneficial prospect, three diffefrovided in Section V. Finally, Section VI concludes the gap
ent linear processing schemes, namely, 1) Maximum raé@d summarizes the key findings.
combining/maximal ratio transmission (MRC/MRT), 2) Zero- Notation: We use bold upper case letters to denote matrices,
forcing/MRT (ZF/MRT), 3) Minimum mean-square error/MRTho|q lower case letters to denote vectors and lower casedett
(MMSE/MRT) are investigated. ~to denote scalars|h||, denotes the Frobenius norra{z}
The main contributions of this paper are summarized agnds for the expectation of the random variahle denotes
follows: the conjugate operator, whilE denotes the transpose operator
« For the scenario without CCl, we derive an exact outaggd + denotes the conjugate transpose operafoy:(0,1)
expression involving a single integral, and a tight closedtenotes a scalar complex Gaussian distribution with zemnme
form outage probability lower bound. In addition, weand unit varianceI'(x) is the gamma function¥ (a, b; z)
present a simple high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) aps the confluent hypergeometric function [24, Eq. (9.210.2)
proximation, which reveals that the system achieves /g, (z) is thev-th order modified Bessel function of the second
diversity order of N, where N is the number of relay kind [24, Eq. (8.407.1)];Ei(x) is the exponential integral
antennas. A new tight closed-form upper bound for thenction [24, Eq. (8.211.1)]F (o, z) is the upper incomplete
ergodic capacity is also derived. Finally, the optimajamma function [24, Eq. (8.350.2)LF)(a,b;c;z) is the
power splitting ratio minimizing the outage probabilityGauss Hypergeometric function [24, Eq. (9.10@)x) is the
is characterized. Digamma function [24, Eq. (8.360.1)j;7"," (-) is the Meijer
« For the scenario with CCI, we present tight closeds-function [24, Eq. (9.301)] an@i’[li-l{]lblu-l] (-) denotes the
form outage probability lower bounds and capacity uppgeneralized Meijer G-function of two variables [25] whicanc

bounds for all three schemes. In addition, we also chaje computed by the algorithm presented in [26, Table II].
acterize the high SNR outage behavior and show that
both the MRC/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemes achieve
a diversity order ofV, while the ZF/MRT only achieves _ _
a diversity order ofV — 1. Moreover, the optimal power ~We consider a dual-hop multiple antenna AF energy har-
splitting ratio minimizing the outage probability is studvesting relaying system as shown in Hg. l.(a), where both
ied. the source and the destination are equipped with a single
« The presented analytical expressions provide an efficighitenna, while the relay is equipped withantennas [5]. The
source sends information to the destination through anggner
1This particular system setup is applicable in several macscenarios cgonstrained relay node. Throughout this paper, the foligwi
where two nodes (e.g., machine-to-machine type low costegyexchange . . . ' . .
information with the assistance of an advanced terminah g a cellular assumptions are adopted. 1) It is assumed that direct link

base-station/clusterhead sensor. [5, 22, 23] between the source and the destination does not exist due

Il. SYSTEM MODEL



to obstacles and/or severe fading. 2) The channel remaimsere P, denotes the source powdi; is an N x 1 vec-
constant over the block tim& and varies independently andtor with entries following identically and independentlisd
identically from one block to the other, and has a Rayleighibuted (i.i.d.) CN'(0,1), d; denotes the distance between
distributed magnitude. 3) As in [27-29], no CSI is assumedlte source and the relay, is the path loss exponent, is
at the source, full CSl is assumed at the relay, and local G8E source message with unit powar, is an N x 1 vector

is assumed at the destination. and denotes the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with
E{n,n]} = NoIL.
@ At the end of the first phase, the overall energy harvested
~ \h1 during half of the block timeg, can be expressed as
~
0 P T
B = T2 Il 5, @)
(o) — T~ (@) 4 ’
h h

wheren denotes the RF-to-DC conversion efficiency.

B. Interference plus Noise Case

We assume that the relay is subjected to a single dominant
interferer and AWGN while the destination is still corrughtey
the AWGN onI)E It is worth pointing out the single dominant
g;meerr interferer assumption has been W_idely adopt in the liteeatu

Energy see [31,32] and references therein. Moreover, such a system
Receiver model enables us to gain key insights on the joint effect of
CCI and multiple antennas in an energy harvesting relaying
- system.

" Raceiver In such case, the signal at the input of the information
receiver at the relay is given by

(@

Antenna 1

rl

Power
Splitter

Antenna N

yr = (1—9)P3/d71-h1$+ (1—6‘)P]/d}-h181+l’lr,
N (3)

®) where P; is the interference power]; denotes the distance
Fig. 1: (a) System model: S, R and D denote the sourcepetween the interferer and the relay, is the interference
relay and destination node, respectively. (b) Block diagra symbol with unit power, anda; is an N x 1 vector with
of the relay receiver with the power splitting protocol.  entries following i.i.d.CA/(0, 1).
Also, according to [11], at the end of the first phase, the

We focus on the power splitting protocol proposed in uo?yerall energy harvested during half of the block tirgeis

Specifically, the entire communication consists of two tim@\Ven by

slots with duration off each. At the end of the first phase, B — g Py % + Py |2 T @

each antenna at the relay node splits the received sourrta sig h=1 7 1l 7 [zl 2"

into two streams, one for energy harvesting and the other for ) )
information processing as depicted in Fig. 1(b). As in [1J, 2 For both cases, (_1ur|ng the secqnd ph_ase, the relay _tr(_’;\nsmlts
we consider the pessimistic case where power splitting orfyiransformed version of the received signal to the destimat
reduces the signal power, but not the noise power. Hence, §§ind the harvested power. Hence, the signal at the destinat

results provide a lower bound on the performance for praktican Pe expressed as
systems. We now consider two separate cases depending on
Wyhether the relay is subject to CCIpor not. P ’ Ya =/ 1/dzha Wy +na, )
wherehs is al x N vector and denotes the relay-destination
o channel and its entries follow i.i. A (0, 1), d2 denotes the
A. Noise-limited Case distance between the relay and the destinatiop,is the
Let 6 denote the power splitting raflp then the signal AWGN at the destination witrE{njn.} = No, W is the
component at the input of the information receiver is givetiansformation matrix applied at the information receragr

by the relay WithE{HWyTH;} = P,. Obviously, the performance
of the system depends on the choice Wf, which will be
vr =4/(1—=0)Ps/dThiz + n,, (1) elaborated in the ensuing sections.

2The optimality of uniformé can be established by using similar methods 3The scenario where the relay and the destination experielifterent
as in [12]. interference patterns will occur in frequency-divisionaggng systems [30].



Ill. THE NOISE-LIMITED SCENARIO which can be evaluated as

d/c
In this section, we consider the scenario where the relaypout _ / Fonore (@) do
is corrupted by AWGN only. In such case, it can be shown Llbs
that the optimal transformation matri® has the following o ar +b
structure: +/d/c thlu"’F (x)Fth”; (m dz. (12)

hih]

—w ©6) Since the squared Frobenius norm of a complex Gaussian
| p bl "

vector is Chi-square distributeqjhlﬂé and HhQH; are i.i.d.
wherew is the power constraint factor, i.e., the informatio@@mma random variables. After some simple algebraic manip-

receiver first applies the MRC principle to combine all thglations (10) is obtained. - O
signals fromN antennas, and then forward the signal to the Theoreni]L presents the exact outage probability of the of the

destination by using the MRT principle. To guarantee th%ystem yvith arbitrary number of antennas. For the specsd ca
transmit power constraint at the relay, can be computed with a single antenna at the relay, Theorlem 1 reduces to the
as result derived in [20, Proposition 3]. To the best of the awh

P knowledge, the integral in[{10) does not admit a closed-
2= = - 5 , (7) form expression. However, this single integral expressiam
T (B + No be efficiently evaluated numerically using software such as

whereP, is the available relay power. Since the relay commd/atlab or MATHEMATICA. Alternatively, we can use the
following closed-form lower bound for the outage probaili

nicates with the destination for half of the block tin%e we ) 4 . ;
which will be shown to be tight across the entire SNR range

have P, = Zn — 192 111,112 Hence, the end-to-end SNR' ;
T/2 o] [ in the Sectior V.

of the system can be expressed as
4 P Corollary 1: The outage probability of the multiple antenna

W

. w? ||he|7 b5 (1;;)5133 energy harvesting relaying system can be lower bounded as
o 2 2 No _ _ i
w |h2L|gdj)jN02 4 P'°‘;V_1—2ed/CNX:llNZfCV_I)(QZ)NJ 1><
% ”hQHF ”hl”F . r (N) i= i j= J ¢
_ 1 Gy (8) 0 j=0
T ond 2 2 (1-0) 2 ’ iti+l
204 g 3 [ 5+ S22 [+ 1 4y Kijl@v@)_u@
C C

wherep, is defined ag = P,/ No. _
In the following, we give a detailed performance analysis Proof: See Appendifll. O
in terms of the outage probability and ergodic capacity. In While Theoren{IlL and Corollafyl 1 are useful to study the

addition, the optimab minimizing the outage probability is System’s outage probability, the expressions are in gétwra
investigated. complex to gain insight. Motivated by this, we now look into

the high SNR regime, and derive a simple approximation for
the outage probability, which enables the characterinatio
the achievable diversity order.
Theorem 2: In the high SNR regime, i.ep; — oo, the
The outage probability is an important performance metrioutage probability of the multiple antenna energy harngsti
which is defined as the instantaneous SNR falls below a prefaying system can be approximated as
defined thresholdy,. Mathematically, outage probability can

A. Outage Probability

be expressed as (M)N .
P1
o0 ~ +
Poyr = Prob (v < yth) - 9) T T(N +1) ((1 — o)V
In (1= 0) p1) = In (d]yen) = C (d5 \ ™ (14)
Theorem 1. The outage probability of the multiple antenna I'(N) né ’
energy harvesting relaying system can be expressed as _ )
whereC is the Euler-Mascheroni constant [24, Eq. (9.73)].
oI (N, ng”jfi’m) eN-1 Proof: See Appendix]I. O
Powr =1~ /d/c T (N) T (N)e dz, (10) We observe that the system achieves a diversity order of

N, which is the same as the conventional case with constant
whereq = %, b=, ¢ = neggr—jr)p?, d =200, powcirNreIay node [22]. Hcivyvever, we notice th‘a,tu_t decays
Proof: Substituting[B) into[{), the outage probability o2S P1__ 1 rather thanp, ™ as in the conventional case
the system can be expressed as [22]. Thls important observation implies that, in the energ
harvesting case, the slope @t,. converges much slower
Py = (11) compared with that in the constant power case. Please note
that similar observations have been made in prior work [21].
Prob (”hQH% (c Il = dHh1||2F) < (a I 7 + b)) ’ The possible reason is that, in SWIPT systerr?s, the avaEIal:}Ie




transmit power at the relay is a random variable, which tesumore transmission power at the relay, which benefits thgrela
in higher outage probability compared to the conventiondestination transmission. Nevertheless, a lafgalso dete-

constant relay power case. riorates the quality of the source-relay transmission. dégn
there exists a delicate balance, which we now investigate. F
B. Ergodic Capacity tractability, we only focus on the outage performance in the

Noticing that the end-to-end SNR given ifll (8) can bgigh SNR region, and the impact 6fon the ergodic capacity
alternatively expressed as will be numerically illustrated in the Sectidn] V.

Starting from the high SNR approximation &%, in (14),
(15) the optimal 6, which is the solution of the optimization
problem nnn Peut, can be obtained by solving the equivalent

wherey;, = 4= 91 21 ||hy )% andys = gf,’jl b7 [|hy ][5 The problem in EO) shown on the top of the next page.

_ Y172
Y1+ + 1

ergodic capacity is given by Proposition 1: The optimalé is the root of the following
polynomial
c-lg {logQ (1 n &)] . (16)
2 Mt tl a1V — b (1 - 0N —c0(1 — )N

Unfortunately, an exact evaluation of the ergodic capaisity il (1 —6) =0, (21
generally intractable, since the cumulative distribufiomction 1 ) n( ) - (21)
(c.d.f.) of [8) can not be given in closed-form. Motivated byyherea, = N, b, = 2 N(np—Indiy-C) . _
. . . nNT(N) v C1 nNT(N)?
this, we hereafter seek to deduce a tight bound for the ergodi Nd
capacity. di = é ) and0 <6 <1.
Starting from [IB), the ergodic capacity can be alternjtive Proof: It is easily to prove that, whep: — oo, there is
expressed as only one root (denoted bg*) on the interval of(0, 1) for the
equationf’(d) = 0, and we can also note thgt(0) = —oo
C = lE [10g2 (M)] =Cy, +Cy—Cyp, and f’(1) = 4oo. Due to the continuity off’(6), we hgve
2 L+ +7 f(0) < 0,0 € (0,07) and f'(6) > 0, § € (6*,1), which
(17) means thatf(6) first decreases a from 0 to 6* and then
where C,, = LE[log, (1+7:)), for i € {1,2}, and increases ag from 6* to 1. Therefore, the global minimum

C,yp = 1B [log, (1+ 71 + 72)]. Using the fact thayf (z, y) = of f(#) can be obtained by solving' (¢) = 0. O

log, (1 +e* + ¢¥) is a convex function with respect toand ~ PU€ to the presence of logarithmic functién(1 —6), a
y, we have closed-form expression for the root bf{21) can not be olethin

However, it can be efficiently solved numerically.

NT
d2

1
Cop > Flogs (1 + Bnm) 4 cE(n 72>) . (18)

We now establish the ergodic capacity upper bound of the IV. THE INTERFERENCE PLUSNOISE SCENARIO

system using the following theorem: We now assume that the relay is subject to the influence
Theorem 3: The ergodic capacity of the multiple antennaf a single dominant interferer. In the presence of CClI, the
energy harvesting relaying system is upper bounded by  optimal relay processing matr® maximizing the end-to-end
signal-to-interference-and-noise ratio (SINR) of thetsysis

o ei(udelm Ni < d )k < 7 >+ the solution of the following optimization problem:

T 22— \(1-0)p (=0 U by Why |

N-1 SN T max vy =

Z i d d G3’1 d1d2 —m _ A%% (l;—Qd)ﬂ—PI|h2Wh[| 4 Hh2gHF N0+NO

m) nopl 1,3 779/) —m,N—m,0 172 P 2 P
m=0
toE{[Wy, |2} =P =nf [ =2 |hy|% + =L | 2).
_10g2< U= 01 v00) (ay (W) = P = (2 I+ o Il
dids (22)

Proof: See Append|E|]I. U Due to the non-convex nature of the problem, a closed-form

Theorem[B presents a new upper bound for the ergodiution for W is hard to find. Hence, in the following, we
capacity of the system, which is quite tight across the entigonsider three heuristic two-stage relay processingesfies

SNR range as shown in the sectibd V, hence, providifgoposed i in [23], i.e., the matr® admits the rank-1 structure
an efficient means to evaluate the ergodic capacity with O h} w1, wherew, is al x N linear combining vec-
= 7 lhy || ’

resorting to Monte Carlo simulations. In addition, as Wevxishotor which depends on the linear combining scheme employed

in the next subsection, it enables the study of the Opt'mﬂ the relay and will be specified in the following subsection
power splitting ratio.

C. Optimization of the Parameter § in High S\R Value A. MRC/MRT Scheme

The right selection of the power splitting ratibis crucial For the MRC/MRT schemewy; is set to match the first hop
for the system’s performance. A high valuefotould provide channel given in[{6). To meet the transmit power constraint a



1 In((1—6)p1) —Indivn —C [d5\ "
0<6<1 F(0) (1_9)N+ T'(N) : <77_Z> ' (20)

the relay, the power constraint facto? should be given by Theorem 5: In the high SNR region, i.eg; — oo, the out-

) P age probability of the MRC/MRT scheme can be approximated
W = - : 2 ) (23) a%
(1-6)P, 2 | (1—0)P; |hiny]
i Ille + == e + Mo PURC <dﬁth>N << 1 )NXN: (L=0)pn)" .
Tout ™ E) nT
where P, = £ = 9 (B | + 2 |y ). Therefore, p =
I
the end-to-end SINR of the MRC/MRT scheme can be ex- y_; _ 2F1<N72N,i,1;2N,i;1731z1)
pressed as a3’ Z:O G 1Co TN i1 -
MRC _ s (24) nO)NT (N +1)T (N)
1 T TMRC L MRC 1’
it t
=001 gy 12 29
where  MRC = — hlilthj N = _ (29
=0y [Pit] Proof: See AppendixV. O

a7 %
29 (21 Iy |% + 22 )% ) [Ihsell2 and is defined as For the special case where the relay is equipped with a single
3 (dl a7+ | I”F) b2 7 Pt antenna, i.e.N = 1, with the help of [24, Eq. (9.121.6)[.{29)

I

= 7.
g 1) g(ﬁltage Probability: Since the exact analysis appears tE)educes o
be difficult, in the following we focus on deriving an outage e [ 1, pr g —Inge)\ a7y,
lower bound and a simple high SNR outage approximation.” fevt ™~ | 1 ¢ * dy + no o (30)
According to [22,23], the end-to-end SINR i0_{24) can be
tightly upper bounded by Theorem[b indicates that a full diversity order &f is
MRC up ) MRC  MRC still achievable in the presence of CCI for the MRC/MRT
e <t =min (i, 95) (25)  scheme. Moreover, fron_(BO), we see that the effect of CClI
the outage probability of the MRC/MRT scheme is |Oweq;oulc_j be _either beneficial or detrimental_, depending on the
bounded by relationship between;, d7, d3 n and ¥, i.e., When% —
PLMRC _ prop, (7 < ) - (26) % lisd|cTJositive, the CCI is detrimental, while when
) e — % is negative, the CCl becomes beneficial,
We have the following key result: which suggests that, in wireless powered relaying systems,

Theorem 4: If p; # prll the outage probability of the oc could be potentially exploited to improve the perfor-
MRC/MRT scheme can be lower bounded as mance.

PEMRC _ 1 _ pMRC pMRC (27)  2) Ergodic Capacity: Utilizing similar techniques as in
Section[II[-B, we establish the following ergodic capacity

with upper bound:

PMRC _ d;e*—udigf% Nz_:l Ay \" Theorem 6: If p1 # p;, the ergodic capacity of the
1 (1—0)pr Z=\(1- 9) p1 MRC/MRT scheme is upper bounded by
Xm: 1 < (1—6) pipy )"* ! CIRC = Cpre + Clurc—
(m —n)!\dip1 + d pryn

n=

1
5108, (1 + eB(nA) 4 (B0 QRC)) , (31)
and FMRC can be expressed as in[28) shown on the top of

the next page. whereC ure, Cousc, E (Iny1¢) and E (In~}37¢) are given
Proof: See Appendix1V. 0 by (32) - @) shown on the next page.
While Theoreni ¥ is useful for the evaluation of the system’s  Proof: See AppendikVl. O

outage probability, the expression is too complex to yield 3) optimal # Analysis. We now study the optimal value of
much useful insights. Motivated by this, we now look intg minimizing the outage probability. Based on the high SNR

the high SNR region, and derive a simple approximation f%trpproximation forPMRC in (@23), the optimab can be found
the outage probability, which enables the characterinatio 5q:

the achievable diversity order of the system. Proposition 2: The optimal§ is a root of the following
4For mathematical tractability, we only provide the reswlt the general

case where the signal from the source and the CCI have diffp@ver, i.e.,

p1 # pr. But the result for the special cagg = p; is much more easier  Slt is worth pointing out that the result in Theordth 5 holds & cases

and can be obtained in a similar way. whether the signal power and the CCI power is equal or not.
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nbp1 nbp1 prpy = (N =s)l(s—1)
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P PI m—o " nepr nepr

N—-1 m n —0)p1 |m
Come = L= p1 (O=0p)" raar (IR (32)

Res! 2d7In2 == dp7 (m — n)In! T LEAL0[LA] S o

CMRC: - — —

7 p{vp?[anQg (N —s)l(s—1 pr p1 o
s—1 . —s
FHCCSERNNI W )1 =LEL SR I By by
) )l 7

779/) s—N—1m+s—N-—1,0 1 p1 P

N-1 N+1-—
X i _72—) SG?’al (d72— 71—
: nbpr

d{VTdévT N H;:} (1—N— ) d}— d71. 1-N—s N—1 1 d-,2— N+1-s
) 2 i g

Pl py2In2 &

z%i,m+sN1,o), (33)

E (M) = In (1 - 6) pr) — Ind] + (1) — e 957 G20 (( i

1—0)p;
N—-1 m n—m
(1-0)p dr
Z ) F(m)@<m,m—n;7l>, (34)
polynomial In the special case aV = 1, the optimal solution can be
5 given in closed-form as follows:
n—N-—1
Z A 1_ 9 9N+1 = Oa (36) \/d"pl(lan In p1—Ind7 +lnd")
90pt n(d1pl d}Pl) (37)
P MRC — '
where  A(n) = 7(]\[‘“?_1’ ol B = 1+ \/d;m(lnpélnpllnd)ﬁlndﬂ
—n—1t* n(dipr—djp1
— —i—1;2N —1; —pldi . . . . . . . .
7Nd1\2h Nzl (N_l)(—l)N*i’lﬁ1 (N’QN nvE MI) This simple expression is quite informative, and it can be
an;()(N<) 9‘—<0 L ! PN observed that the optimal in (31) is a decreasing function

of n and p;, and an increasing function @f;, which can be
explained as follows:

Proof: The result is derived by following the same steps « As 7 increases, more transmission power can be collected
as in the proof of Propositidd 1. O at the relay, hence the bottleneck of the system perfor-

Nt N OT[S2 (1— N —
E (Iny}RC) :1nn9—1nd§+¢(N)—|—dIN ZHJ ! 9 <—I——) <Z—)

pr = (s —1)!
dNT N HS:i (1—N —3) dp  d7 —N-— o1 1-s
N—-s+1)+Inp; —Ind])+ =2 I= < ) < ) X
(d}( ) P1 1) {v 82:; (8—1)' 0 or dT

(W(N—=s+1)+Inp;r —Ind}). (35)




mance lies in the SINR of the signal at the input of th&hen, utilizing [42) and following the similar lines as ineth
information receiver. As a result, we should choose @roof of Theoreni5, we can obtain
smallerf to improve the first hop performance.
. . . - N—-1
« Alargep; provides more energy, while at the same time ,zr 1 d{Ven N
reduces the SINR of the first hop transmission. Hence, a >t~ (N — 1)! \ (1 — 0) p,

smalleré should be chosen to compensate the loss of the A5y \ Y
2192 Ith N—-1
SINR ( 779P1 ) N - 1 N—i—1
. i o . _— Z . (-1 X
« For largep;, in general the first hop transmission quality T(N+1)T(N) —~ i
is quite good, hence, it is beneficial to have more energy o ) & pr
at the relay, i.e., a larger is desirable. 217 (N, 2N —i—=L2N —i1 = dipl) (43)
2N —i—1 '
The desired result follows by noticing that the second tesm i

B. ZF/MRT Scheme negligible compared with the first term iR_{43). O

For the ZF/MRT scheme, the relay utilizes the available TheorenB indicates that the achievable diversity order of
multiple antennas to completely eliminate the CCI. To easuthe ZF/MRT scheme i&V — 1. Compared with the MRC/MRT
this is possible, the number of the antennas equipped at g¢&eme, the ZF/MRT scheme incurs a diversity loss of one.
relay should be greater than the number of interferers. elendhis is an intuitive and satisfying result since one degree o
for the ZF/MRT scheme, it is assumed thét> 1. According freedom is used for the elimination of the CCI.
to [23], the optimal combining vectow; is given byw; = 2) Ergodic Capacity: We now look into the ergodic capac-

hipP _whereP = Iy — hy (h}hl) h}. Therefore, the ity of the system, a}nd we can establish the following upper
\/}a{Phl bound of the ergodic capacity:
end-to-end SINR of the ZF/MRT scheme can be expressed aSheorem 9: I p1 # pr, the ergodic capacity of the ZF/MRT

- yEFy2E scheme is upper bounded by
7= NZF L AZF (38) 1 2 2
I 12 CIZLFP = C’Y%T + Cﬁg — 510g2 (1 + eE(ln’YII) —+ eE(ln'Ym)) ,
where ff = |niPm|C5Pe, o - (44)
22 (4 Il + 5 0115 ) Il e N2 g Vb .

1) Outage Probability: We first present the following out- Where C.ze = “5ps kgo ((1—9),31) r (—k, T )
age lower bound: - E (1H7%1F) = In((1—-0)p1) — Ind] + (N —1), Cﬁg =
ZF‘ZF\]/les_rrem :]: If p1 ;éb pII, thebout:;:jged probability of the Cuxe and B (InyZF) = E (InyMRC).

scheme can be lower bounded as Proof: With the help of the c.d.f. of%F given in [40)
PRI =1 — FFFRZF, (39) and following the similar lines as in the proof of Theoreim 6
n yields the desired result. O
Tt . . .
where F7F — F(N;&ﬁ) and FZF — FMRC 3) Optimal # Analysiss We now study the optima¥

minimizing the outage probability. Based on the high SNR

approximation forP% . in @3), the optimal can be found

Proof: According to [23], the c.d.f. ofyZF is given by

r (N 1, u?ﬁ) as. . . .
F(z)=1- (40) Proposition 3: The optimal ¢ is a root of the following
n I'(N-1) polynomial
Then, the desired result can be obtained by following the Ay B,
similar lines as in the proof of Theorem 4. O A=  gN 0, (45)
To gain further insights, we now look into the high SNR .
region, and present a simple and informative approximati¥fere A = (=L B, =
HH . . dlp
for the outage probabiliy. o e Nil (N—l)(_l)N—i—lel (N,QN—Z—I;QN—z;l—#pf)
Theorem 8: In the high SNR region, i.eg; — oo, the out- 7¥T2(N)p; oo\ IN—i—1
age probability of the ZF/MRT scheme can be approximateghdo < <171_
as Proof: The result is derived by following the same steps
1 dr N-1 as in the proof of Propositidd 1. O
Pl = ( — ) (41)
N-DI\0-0)m

Proof: With the help of the asymptotic expansion of- MMSE/MRT Scheme
incomplete gamma function given in [24, Eq. (8.354.2)], it The ZF scheme completely eliminates the CCI at the
is easy to note that the c.d.f. of] can be approximated as relay, which however may cause an elevated noise level. In
i N_1 contrast, the MMSE scheme does not fully eliminate the CCl,
Fou (z) & 1 < diz > ) (42) instead, it provides the optimum trade-off between interiee
n (N=DI\(1-0)p suppression and noise enhancement. According to f23]s




given by scheme.
e 1 A close observation of (29)[_(#3) and {50) reveals that the
= hi (hlhi +h1h} 4 71)1> ) (46) difference among all three schemes only lies in their first

(1=0)pr terms, which can be expressed as follows:
Therefore, the end-to-end SINR of the MMSE/MRT scheme N n
can be expressed as aMRC = Z M
dT (N —n)!’
MMSE . MMSE n=0
,Y?/IMSE _ Vi 12 (47) 1
TME +AE 41 -y
MMSE _ d?pl TR-1 _ T d7 1 1-0
where 7, , ,hiR7°hy, R hIhIQ s e=rrl and AMMSE = + 7;7 N )%'. (52)
THMSE = 22 (21 Ml + 2 ) ol AR

1) Outage Probab|I|ty.
Theorem 10: If p; # p;, the outage probability of the
MMSE/MRT scheme can be lower bounded as

It can be easily observed thatyvse is strictly smaller
than apmrc, sinceammse only includes the first two terms of
amrc. As such, we conclude that the MMSE/MRT scheme

PEMMSE _ 1 _ pMMSE pMMSE, (48) always achieves a strictly better outage performance than
o the MRC/MRT scheme due to the higher array gain. For
where FMMSE _ F(Mﬁ) _ the ZF/MRT scheme, although a diversity loss leads to its
] v TN) inferior performance in the high SNR region, it should be
o T=0)p; GT)pl (1=0)p; ( d7 Yen ) L (27 1:2: — ) and hoted thataze is generally smaller thanyrc, which means
FMMgE”N}MRC (1=0)ex that the ZF/MRC scheme has a larger array gain than the

MRC/MRT scheme. Therefore, in the low SNR region, the

Proof: According to [23] we know that the c.d.f. of 7p\rT scheme may achieve better outage performance than

MMSE
v is given by the MRC/MRT scheme.
o (N _dis e 2) Ergodic Capacity: _ .
( ’—(179);71) e” =0 (1—6)ps Theorem 12: If p; # p;, the ergodic capacity of the

Fypwse (2) = 1 — L' (N) + diT (N) MMSE/MRT scheme is upper bounded by

dT N dT MMSE __
g ( 7 ) 2 Fy (1 152; - fv) . (49)  Chp = Chppse + Copse
(1 — 9) P1 djpl 11 1 E(ln ,Y;AIMSE) E(ln v}vgvlsnz) 53
Then, following the similar lines as in the proof of Theorem 2082 ( Te te ) . (53)
[, we can obtain the desired result. O  where
To gain further insights, we now look into the high SNR . .
region, and present a simple approximation for the outage e(lffém N-1 gt (—k, u:iW)
. C =
probability. . . . . YYMeE 22 &~ (1= 6) p1)F
Theorem 11: In the high SNR region, i.e.p; — oo,
the outage probability of the MMSE/MRT scheme can be (1—6)°p2p; 1. 2t (% 0;@[{31)) (54)
0,[1:2] - ’

approximated as 2In2T (N)d?¥dj C 0 1—2)
Ay \Y (1 (1-0) 1
MMSE 17th L Pr -
Prow™ ~ ( 01 ) ((N! * 47T (N) ) 1-oV + E (In9}1MF) = ¢ (N) +In ((1 = 0)p1) — Indf —
2
i\ N (A=0)p)” 13 (A =0)pr|-n -2
(W) ]f (N _ 1> (_1)N7i71>< d2TF(N) G3,2 d-r —1,-2 ) (55)
r (N + 1) r (N) i=0 ¢ andC MMSE = C MRC as well ask (1D’YMMSE) E (ln ’}/MRC).
Ly (N, ON—i—1:2N —i:1— d;m) Proof: With the help of the c.d.f. ofM“SE given in [49)
_ (50) and follows the similar lines as in the proof of Theorein 6
2N —i—1 yields the desired result. O

) ) ) 3) Optimal 6 Analysiss We now study the optimab
MSPEroof After some simple manipulation the c.d.f. ofinimizing the outage probability. Based on the high SNR
M can be approximated as

approximation forPMMSE in (B0), the optimab can be found

1 (A-0)pr Ay \" as. y : . _
Fouwse (2) = | == + — . (5)) Proposition 4: The optimal @ is a root of the following
" Nt T N) (1=0)p equation
Then, following the similar lines as in the proof of Theorem
B, we can obtain the desired result. O NI - <
Theorem [IIL indicates that the MMSE/MRT scheme (1= ONFIL(N) — d7(1 = )NT(N)
achieves a diversity order df, the same as the MRC/MRT where 3 have been defined il (36) aiid< 6 < 1.

1 (N —1)p; B
© PN+

=0, (56)
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Proof: The result is derived by following the same stepthe ZF/MRT scheme outperforms the MRC/MRT scheme in
as in the proof of Propositidd 1. 0 the low SNR region, while the opposite holds in the high SNR
region.
V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION From Fig.[2(D), we see that, for all three schemes, the
In this section, we present numerical results to validage tﬁropose.d.ergodl_c capacity upper b‘?“”dﬁ' (310 (44) mj (53
analytical expressions presented in Section 1V, and inyatst are suff.|C|entIy tight across t.he grmre SNR range of interes
the impact of various key system parameters on the systeﬁ?sadd't'on’ we observe the intuitive result that incregsivi

performance. Unless otherwise specified, weset= 0 dB, results in an improvement of the ergodic capacity. Moreover
n=080=05 p—95dB,r=2andd; = dp — dj — 1 the MMSE/MRT scheme always has the best performance,

while the ZF/MRT scheme is slightly inferior, and the peffor
mance gap between them disappearsvasicreases. On the
other hand, the MRC/MRT scheme always vyields the lowest
ergodic capacity, and ad increases, the performance gap

A. Effect of Multiple Antennas

10°
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—— Lower Bound
— — — High SNR Approximation

becomes more pronounced.

B. Effect of CCI
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Fig. 2: Impact of N on the system performance.
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pI
Fig.[d illustrates the impact of antenna numkéron the
outage probability and ergodic capacity. It can be readily
observed from Fig[ 2(h) that for all the three considered
schemes, the proposed lower bounds[in (27)] (39) (48)
are sufficiently tight across the entire SNR range of interes Fig. [ investigates the impact CCl on the system perfor-
especially whenV is large, and become almost exact in thenance. The scenario without CClI is also plotted for compari-
high SNR region, while the high SNR approximationsin] (29%on. It can be readily observed from Hig. 3(a) that the outage
(41) and [(BD) work quite well even at moderate SNR valugsobability of the MRC/MRT scheme decreases slightly for
(i.e.,p1 = 20 dB). In addition, we see that both the MRC/MRTsmaller p; (i.e., p; < 0 dB), and then increases as the inter-
and MMSE/MRT schemes achieve the full diversity order derence becomes stronger. This phenomenon clearly imdicat
N, while the ZF/MRT scheme only achieves a diversity ordehat the CCI can cause either beneficial or harmful effechen t
of N — 1, which is consistent with our analytical resultssystem’s performance. This is because that CCI provideis add
Moreover, the MMSE/MRT scheme always attains the bestnal energy but at the same time corrupts the desired lsigna

outage performance among all three proposed schemes, Bodthe MRC/MRT scheme, when the CCI is too strong, the

(b) Ergodic capacity

Fig. 3: Impact of CCI on the system performance.
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disadvantage of the CCI becomes the dominant performartce received power at the relay, which in turn deteriorates
limiting factor. However, with sophisticated interferenmiti- the performance of the ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemes,
gation schemes, e.g., the ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemesince strong CCI is desirable for the both the ZF/MRT and
such undesirable effect could be eliminated. As shown isgheMMSE/MRT schemes as illustrated in F[d. 3.

two schemes, the outage probability decreases monotbnical

asp; increases. Moreover, for the MMSE/MRT scheme, CQb. Effect of Power Splitting Ratio 6

is always desirable, while for the ZF/MRT scheme, whether

CCl is beneficial or not depends on its power.

C. Effect of the Distance

107
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(b) Ergodic capacity

MRC/MRT

— — —ZFIMRT

—+— MMSEVRT Fig. 5: The optimal power splitting rati6.

i i i i
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Fig.[H investigates the the impact of the power splittingprat

(b) Impact of interferer locationg; = 2, d2 = 3. 6 on the outage performance. We observe that there exists
a uniqued which gives the best outage or ergodic capacity
performance. For all three schemes, we see a similar trends

Fig.[4 shows the effect of the node distances on the syster?l% _thellmgl)act Efe’ |.ef., when? mcreasesI fr;g] zerodto rt]he
outage probability. Unlike the conventional dual-hop eyst optimalvalue, the performance improves; witeexceeds the

where it is in general desirable to place the relay in the |fE1id(10pt'maI values, the performance deteriorates gradualiys T

of the source and the destination, Hig. #(a) indicates that fHENOMenon is rather intuitive, since performance of dual-
the energy harvesting scenario, the optimal relay locagaods hop systems is I'm't.ed bY the weakest hop quality. Moreover,
e see that the optimal is in general different for different

to be close to the source. This observation implies that, the h d verf ; h . 5 h
quality of the first hop channel is more important than that MMZE?I\?IS? sc?f?errg(ramrzglcjtiarens]e;rfr?a?lééoﬁlvggrg‘dﬂvut.h t(sg’ the
the second hop channel. This is quite intuitive since thédityua . S

P d o RC/MRT scheme, and the capacity optindais larger than

of the first hop channel not only affects the received sign% .
power at the relay but also determines the available povJ p outage optimaf for the MMSE/MRT scheme.

for the second hop transmission. As shown in [ig. J4(b), as )

the distance of the CCl increases, the outage performanceEofEffect of Key System Parameters on the Optimal ¢

ZF/MRT and MMSE/MRT schemes deteriorates. In contrast, Fig.[8 examines the effect of various key system parameters
the outage performance of the MRC/MRT scheme improvesich asy, N, p; andp; on the choice of optimall. Specifi-
This is also intuitive, since increasing the distance reduccally, Fig.[6(d) illustrates the effect of, and we can see that,

Fig. 4: Impact of distance on the system performance.
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the outage optimad is a decreasing function of. A large the ZF/MRT scheme only attains a diversity order/of— 1.

n implies higher energy conversion efficiency, which in turiVe showed that the CCI could be potentially exploited to
suggests that less portion of the signal is needed for enesignificantly improve the system’s performance. With the
harvesting, hence, a small@ris required. A similar trend is MMSE/MRT scheme, the CCI is always a desirable factor,
observed in Fid. 6(b) on the impact 8f. As IV increases, the and the stronger the CClI, the better the performance. Never-
additional antennas improve the energy harvesting capabiltheless, this is not the case for the MRC/MRT and ZF/MRT
i.e., more energy could be harvested, which implies that tesehemes, where the CCI could be detrimental. For instance,
optimal # should decrease. The effect pf is shown in Fig. strong interference degrades the system performance of the
[6(c), it is interesting to see that, for the MRC/MRT andMRC/MRT scheme, whereas the performance worsens in the
MMSE/MRT schemes, the optimélis an increasing function presence of weak interference with the ZF/MRC scheme.

of p1, while for the ZF/MRT scheme, the optimélincreases
first along p; and decreases when exceeds certain value.
Finally, Fig.[6(d) investigates the effect of. For all three
schemes, the optim#l is a decreasing function gf;. This

is intuitive since the CCI serves as the energy source, when
the CCI power increases, a smalleris sufficient to fulfill
the energy requirement at the relay. Similar trends could B
observed for the capacity optimé) which are not presented
here due to space limitation. n9(1-0)p} Hh2|\2p ||h1|\‘;

APPENDIX |
PROOF OFCOROLLARY [

We first notice that the end-to-end SNR of the system can
e ..
€ tightly upper bounded by

d?7dg
v < R —0)p 2" (57)
2L || Do T (1|15 + G522 |
\ Hence, we get the following the outage probability lower
FIRNG NG bound:
S iR -
1 e Pl = Prob (|[balf}. (e — d hl}) < allbul).
(58)
@N =2 p1 = 10dB, p = (b) n = 0.8, p1 = 10dB, p; —  Which can be computed as
0dB 0dB
d/c
Pt = | S,z (@) do+
| iz @7 “Yar. (59
X E— ZX.
d/c ”hllli‘ ”h2“%‘ cr — d
Noticing that ||h;||7. and ||hy|7 are i.i.d. gamma random
R o variables, we have
() N=2,17=0.8, p; =5dB @ N =271 =08 p = ooF(N, a_d) N1
15dB Plov =1- / = e“dz.  (60)
: . ae  T(N)  T(N)
Fig. 6: The impact of (a), (b) N, (c) p1, (d) p; on the
outage optimab. Then, making a change of variable — d = ¢, (60) can be
alternatively written as
N o0
VI. CONCLUSION pov 1 (}) e—d/C/ I'(N,a/t) (t+ )N et/eat,
In this paper, we studied the performance of a dual-hop ¢ 0 I'(N)

AF energy harvesting system with multiple antennas and (61)
CCI. Analytical expressions for the outage probabilitgaetic Invoking the series expansion of incomplete gamma function
capacity, as well as the diversity order were presentedgtwhi[24, Eq. (8.352.4)] and applying the binomial expansion

provide efficient means for the evaluation of the system’ NV S NSy N
" . o . = N1 (@) can be further
performance. In addition, the optimal power splitting ant|(§Jr ) J;O ( J ) )

minimizing the outage probability was analytically characexpressed as

terized while the capacity optimal power splitting ratio sva .

studied numerically. Moreover, the impact of various key o _q_ (E)Ne—d/ch_: a_i NZ_I (N — 1)dN_j_1
system parameters, such@sN, p; andp; on the optimab out c — 1! — j

were examined, which provided useful design insights on the - -

choice of a proper power splitting ratio under differentteys X / =i ($+8) dr. (62)
configurations. 0

Our results demonstrate that both the MRC/MRT antb this end, with the help of [24, Eq. (8.432.7)], the desired
MMSE/MRT schemes achieve a full diversity df while result can be obtained.
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APPENDIXII P
PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z

Yend] 3 —’Y‘th
r (N, W) B Ei (_(1—0)1/91) (%hdfdg)N

Starting from [8), we observe that, as — oo, the end-to- Py =1 —
. I'(N N!'(N —-1)! 0
end SNR can be tightly bounded by (V) ( ) e
Y < 2% — min (% Il s 2920 g ||h1||;)  Finally, applying [24, Eq. (8.214.1)] and [24, Eq. (8.358.2
dj dyd; 63) yields the desired result.

We now study the c.d.f. ofy“P. Noticing that ~"? =
& [y |3V, whereY = min ((1-0) , 22 thl\?). we first
look at the c.d.f. ofY’, which can be expressed as

APPENDIXIII
PROOF OFTHEOREM[3|

The ergodic capacity can be upper bounded by
_ 2 yd3 2 (1-0)d3
Fy (y) = Prob | |[ha|lp < ==, |haflp < —F1— | +

1
0o 0 Cup = Oy + Cs, = 5logs (1 4Bl | eE<IM2>) . (71)
Py Note thatC,,, is the ergodic capacity of the SIMO Rayleigh
Prob <1 <y, [haf > (1— 9)d§)’ (64) channel, which has been given in [37] as
0 1 =/ 4 \' = d7
c, = —— s S Tonl -k —1
. " " 21n2,;)<(1—9)p1> o < 7(1—9)P1>7
with = (72)
Prob (||hy% < U=9% >1-0 : - ,
ro 2llp 7o Y andC,, is the ergodic capacity of the SIMO keyhole channel,
Prob (thHQF < %":) . oy<1l-6 which has been given in [38] as
2 (1-6)d] o1 (didz\™ o
o { P (I ) o0 e ()" v,
0, y<l-—46 7 2In2T (N) = ml L3\ nbpy |~ N —m0
Therefore, the c.d.f. ot can be finally expressed as (73)
L, y>1-0 Next, we observe thatE(lny;) = In (“’d&) +
By (y) = Prob (||h2||2 < %) y<l—4¢0 2 9 o
P ) B (In ;) andE (n2) = In (22) + E (o b }.) +
1, y>1-10 2 ;
= T ) o 66) E(Inlhe|}). Itis easy to show that
TNy 0 Y< , ,
Having obtained the c.d.f. of", we are ready to compute E (m ”thF) =B (m ”h2||F) =), (74)
the c.d.f. ofy*" as follows: To this end, pulling everything together yeilds the desired
oo zd] result.
which can be expressed as APPENDIX IV
g PROOF OFTHEOREM[]
o T (N, ‘;9;1;) GN-1p—2
Fyw(2)=1- / o T (V) (V) dz. (68) From [28), the outage lower bound can be evaluated as
Z%1
. Piout'® = Prob (7)i < ) + Prob (v5% < yun)

Now, applying the asymptotic expansion of incomplete gamma MRC MRC

function [24, Eq. (8.354.2)] td(88) yields = Prob (y77" < 7t andy™ < un)

- . Jrar AN\ pN—1—a ~ Prob (v?ﬂlRC < ) + Prob (’y%RC < Yth)

z X e

Fow (2) = 1— / st <1 - (779/1)1;> ) T (V) dz. — Prob (mRC < 'yth) Prob (V%RC < %h) . (75)
Lo (69) In general, 7}\f¢ and )¢ are not independent.

o ) ) However, through Monte Carlo simulations, we
Please note, due to the omission of the higher order items ¥fsarve that as long a®; is close to p;, the term

the asymptotic expansion of incomplete gamma function, thg. ;) (,yyllRC < 7t andMRC < %h) can be safely
expression given i (69) is no longer a bound, but a very tigh proximated by Prob (WMRC < %h) Prob (,Y?AQRC < %h)
asymptotic approximation, and matches well with the ex the whole SNR region as shown in F[g 7(a). As a
value in the high SNR region, i.ef5 oo 10D (Y <7h)- matter of fact, the same approximation has been adopted

To this end, with the help of [24, Eq. (8.350.2)] and [24, Egn [39]. Therefore, the remaining task is to compute
(8.211.1)], we obtain the following closed-form expressior ~ Prob (v}iR < 44,) andProb (7)R¢ < ).
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(8.312.2)], we arrive at

dI’Yth _
_q d}67(179)P1 NX:l < d{'}/th )m
=0 pr 2= \T-0)p
m 1 (1 N 9) P1p1 )n+1
X . (78
Z (m —n)! (dFPl + d] pr7th (78)

n=0

F,Y?/IIRC ('Yth )

Similarly, the c.d.f. ofyMR¢ can be expressed as

dZVih
F,YIMZRC (vn) = Prob (v%RC < %h) = Prob (||h2||2F < 7729; )
°° d3
:/O Finaz ( o )fZ( ) de 7o

where Z = &4 ||h1||F + & Hh1||F, which is a sum of two
mdependent gamma random variables. According to [35], if
p1 # pr the probability density function (p.d.f.) of can be
given by

s—1
fz(z) dyrdy S I2 (1- N =)
prpy o (N=s)(s—1)

T R C

P — e + =~

I pP1 P1 Py
SN ) <d_1 d_?>1 AN
2 N-NG-D \pi

(80)

After some algebraic manipulations and with the help of [24,
Eq. ( 8.432.7)],[(7B) can be computed B&s](81) shown on the
top of the next page.

To this end, substitutind (78) and {81) infa75) yields the

Fig. 7: Justification of the approximations employed in thedesired result.
proof of Theorem 4 and 5.

The c.d.f. ofy}RC can be expressed as

2
F,Y?/IIRC ('Yth) = Prob <|h1|F < (1 —

+ 2

1-0)p; [hihs]
whereU = (—T

d7 %

variables with parameteﬁ% [34]. Henc

dre™ T N1
R SRR W
F’Y%RC (Vth) =1 (1 . 9) oI 1nZ: m) <(

0o a1 Vth a7
></ (x4+1)"e <(179)p1+(179)”) dz. (77)
0

Then, applying the binomial expansion and invoking [24, Eq.

1=0)m

(U + 1) di 7V

, which is an exponential random

e, we have

:

dTYth

APPENDIXV
PROOF OFTHEOREM[G

Whenp; — oo the outage probability of the system can be
approximated as

MRC
PIout

MRC

MRC %h) + Prob (712

~ Prob (711 < %h) . (82)

This approximation comes from the fact that,asincreases,
Prob (7)iR¢ < 44 andy)R€ < y4) is negligible compared
with Prob (v)iR¢ < y4) or Prob (v} < yu) (it can be

justified through Fig 7()).
Therefore, the high SNR approximation for the outage

probability can be given by
Pans ~ F{@Rc (7en) + Fi?lch (7eh) 5

ITout
WhereFiﬁRC and F;’QOAZRC denote the high SNR approximation
of Prob ('y}’{RC < ) andProb (vR¢ < ), respectively.
We start with the characterization MOﬁRC Starting from
(Z8), and with the help of the asymptotlc expansmn of incom-

plete gamma function, we have

(83)

n

%) dl “th
F’Yylch ('Yth) - <( p1> Z dnT — '

(84)



15

P () — 1 = 270N S (1—N—j)(d; d{)leNzl 1 (d;%h)N“SX
MR h) = 1— —_ - — —
v pVpY = (N=s)(s—1)!' \pr m i\ o
m+s—N-—1 s—1
(d{d%m) T AT 2d{VTd§VT2N:HJ:1 (1—N—j)
- m+s—N-—1
nop1 " nbp1 prpy = (N =s)l(s—1)
s —s m+s—N-—1
d_{_d_} 1-N—s N— 1i dg’Yth N+1 d5 d7yen 2 % 5 A3 d7ven (81)
| 0 m+s—N-—1 0 .
1 PI m=0 me nvpr nepr

Now, we turn our attention t(FOS,RC (7). According to

(79) and utilizing the the asymptotlf: expansmn of incortgle

gamma function, conditioned oy = thHF andy; =

5 [, P (1) can be expressed as
1 dT%h N
. _ 2 85
MRC ('Yth) r (N + 1) (779 (yl + yf)) (#)

Averaging overy;, we have

d7d3h
nfpr

)Nx

N md}—
> N te” 7 dx. (86)

N B 1
F,Y%Rc (%h) - F(N+ I)F(N) (

LG
0 Y1+

Make a change of variablg + = = ¢, and apply the binomial
expansion,[{86) can be rewritten by

(d;gth)N N—-1 N_1 .
ST vy e
NTDT(N) &\ i
1—2N+1 T
x(p—ﬁ) r(i—N+1,@). (87)
dy PrI
d7 d37n

Further averaging ovey;, we have
N
nop1 )

i—2N+1
)

xd’

I) dr. (88)
1

d7y1
e rI

F ,;?;C (%h) =

F,;?ch ('Yth) =

N

o
['(N+1)T(N)?

:( e

) Cg2N—im2p (z — N +1,

pr
di

3

%) dI
0

I

With the help of [24, Eq. (6.455.1)], the integt®) can be
solved as

7P1

d ) . (89)
1PI1

dT

2F1 (1,N;2N—i;1—

Then, utilizing [24, Eq. (9.131.1)], we can obtain

didzve \V N1
Fnc (i) = 2 __ 3" N—=1)
AN T TN O &\
| 2F1(N,2N—i—1;2]\7 11_3551)
(-)h 2/ (90)

2N —1—1
To this end, substitutind (84) and _{90) infa183) yields the
desired result.

APPENDIX VI
PROOF OFTHEOREMI[G

Similar to the proof of Theorem 3, we note that the ergodic
capacity upper bound can be computed as

OI]\{IJI;C = C,YII\/IIRC + O,Y%Rc—
Hlogg (14 eP0mH) 4 (0 (o)
whereC.re = 3T [logy (1 +777¢)], for k € {1,2}. Hence,

the remalnlng task is to comput@ e, C.urc, B (InyYjRC)
andg (ln 7MRC).

A. Calculation of C,YMRC
Il

Utilizing the same method as in [33] and invoking the c.d.f.
of vMRC given in (78),Cure can be computed as

) Z
n=0

—(n+1)
—I:v) dr. (92)
djp1

N-1

> (s

S

e (T=0)p1 9)p1 xm
Zs

(1+x)
the help of the identity (1+ 8x) “
1 (Bz|g~*) and the integral formula [36, Eq
.2)],Z, can be computed as
1-6 mtl
_ (((erl)T) P1 O,_ ) (93)
dl I'(n+1) :

1
21n2

.

(=0 )"

Coype = di7 (m —n)!

Y11

(1—-0)py

;—{
(A—-0)py
a7
B. Calculation of C%Rc

Similarly, with the help of the c.d.f. of MR given in [81),
C,ure can be computed ak (94) shown on the top of the next

)m-l—l
1,1,1,1,1
Gl,[l 1],0,[1:1]




dyrayt LI A -N—j) ray ap\"
) 1

C vre = o7 7
g p{vp?]hﬂ; (N=8)!(s=1! \pr »p

16

s—1
d7d; ZN:HJ-:M -
(N —s

_|_
p{vpfvln2 ~ N

—s N—1 1 d72_ N+1-s
domil) B
S=yml\n
o - N\ 1-N—s N—1 N\ N+l—s
! J) (d_l _ d_1> Z L (d_2> T, (94)
Ns=D! \pr p1 m!\ nf

page, where

m+4s—N—1
Tn— /°° gN+1-=s <d71'd’2':17) E "
Tl 14z \Unfp

d7ds
Kerstfl (2 L 2x> d.CC, (95)

nfp1

m+s—N-—1
I, — /°° pNFl=s <d72'd’[':17) 2
4 = X
o 1+ \ nbpr

drdr
Kipgs—N-1 (2 2 Ix) dz. (96)

nbpr

Then, following the similar lines as in the Appen{ix I{F,yyzac
can be expressed in closed-form.

C. Calculation of E (In~}iR¢)

Invoking the c.d.f. ofyMR¢, the general moment ofMR¢
can be computed as

N—-1 m m 1_9 n
E ,y?/IlRC Z ( — p1> Z (((m_)s)fl)_kx

m=0 n=0
0o N P —(n+1)
/ e~ (=oypy gmth—1 (1 + —Ix) dr. (97)
0 P1
Zs

With the help of [24, Eq. (9.211.4)], we obtain

N-1 d7 (1 =6)p))"
E (") = (m> g%x

m=0

k< PP >m+kf(m + k) x
dipr

dT
v m—i—k,m—i—k—n;il). 98
< =0 ) &

The expectation ofnMRC can be derived using (Inx) =

It is easy to show that

dsy (k
LB (10— 0) pr) — ]+ (1)
dk |,
ei(l,de;)pl Gg’g (L é’é 1) . (101)
PN =0)pr |77
where we have utilized the |dent|t31“( %) =
e T=0r1 9>P1 , and the derivative properl@M T'(a,z)lnz+
1,1
Gz 3 (Z 0,0,a
As for d”(k) ‘k it is easy to observe that the key task is
to computewj . Hence, we have
=0
dkTy (k) dT (k)
—_— =T (k k 102
dk o 1 ( )|k:0 + dk o ( )

Noticing that whenm > 1, < oo is a constant,

dTl(k) _ 0 hencew o = Tl (k)|k:0'

cm(k) ‘

we havek o
Therefore, we get

dss (k)] LI (1 0) o)
dk kzo_;;dgn - )l
T'(m)w (m,m —n; =0 _dé) PI) . (103)

To this end, substituting[(101) an@d_(103) intio_(1L00), the
expectation ofin /MR¢ can be obtained.

D. Calculation of E (In~}4R¢)
The expectation of; (Inv)3*¢) can be computed as

E (MR =nnf —Indj +E(InZ) + E (1n ||h2||2p) :

SinceE (ln |\h2||2F =4 (N), the remaining task is to figure
out E (In Z). With the help of the p.d.f. ofZ given in [80),
we have [(I04) shown on the top of the next page.

Then, invoking [24, Eq. (4.352.1)], the integral [N (104hca

k
dEIS: )| 1o proceed, we find it convenient to uge](99pe solved.
(shzvn %:nothe top of the next page) as an alternative expressi REFERENCES
of (9@8)

dT dar m+k
e )= (ko) ()

xI'(m+ k). Now, the expectation oflnyMRC can be
computed as

MRC) dsy (k)
dk

dss (k
4 ds2 (k)
k=0 dk

(100)
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