1

Optimal Relay Selection for the Parallel Hybrid
RF/FSO Relay Channel:
Non-Buffer-Aided and Buffer-Aided Designs

Marzieh Najafi, Vahid Jamali, and Robert Schober
Friedrich-Alexander University (FAU), Erlangen, Germany

Abstract

Hybrid radio frequency (RF)/free space optical (FSO) systare among the candidate enabling tech-
nologies for the next generation of wireless networks sithay benefit from both the high data rates of
the FSO subsystem and the high reliability of the RF subsaysta this paper, we focus on the problem
of throughput maximization in the parallel hybrid RF/FSQagechannel. In the parallel hybrid RF/FSO
relay channel, a source node sends its data to a destinatida with the help of multiple relay nodes.
Thereby, for a given relay, the source-relay and the rekstidation FSO links are orthogonal with respect
to each other due to the narrow beam employed for FSO trasgmjsvhereas, due to the broadcast nature
of the RF channel, half-duplex operation is required for &fe links if self-interference is to be avoided.
Moreover, we consider the two cases where the relays arerambaequipped with buffers. For both cases,
we derive the optimal relay selection policies for the RF &8D links and the optimal time allocation
policy for transmission and reception for the RF links. Thegmsed optimal protocols provide important
insights for optimal system design. Since the optimal btdided (BA) policy introduces an unbounded

end-to-end delay, we also propose a suboptimal BA policycivlénsures certain target average delays.
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Moreover, we present distributed implementations for bmthposed optimal protocols. Simulation results
demonstrate that a considerable gain can be achieved bydheged adaptive protocols in comparison with

benchmark schemes from the literature.

Index Terms

Adaptive relay selection, hybrid RF/FSO systems, paralédy channel, buffer-aided relaying, non-

buffer-aided relaying, and average delay.

. INTRODUCTION

The ever-growing demand for higher data rates observedtbedast few decades has become the

main challenge and research focus for the design of the remdrgtion of wireless communication
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systems|[[l]. In particular, it is expected that by 2020 thmber of devices which will use the fifth
generation (5G) of wireless communication technology vafich tens or even hundreds of billions
[2] and the total required data rate will exceed 500 exabjdksree space optical (FSO) systems
are considered to be a powerful complementary and/or alieetechnology to the current radio
frequency (RF) systems for meeting the data rate requiresegmext generation wireless networks
[1]. In addition to the huge usable bandwidth, FSO systemsrdrerently secure and energy efficient
[4].

The aforementioned beneficial properties of FSO systeme @irthe expense of some drawbacks
and challenges which include the requirement of havingeadirsight (LOS) between transmitter and
receiver, the adverse effects of atmospheric turbulemzkuapredictable connectivity and temporary
link outages due to visibility limiting conditions includy snow, fog, and dust[4][[5]. Various
approaches have been proposed to mitigate these problemsx&mple, relay-based cooperation
has been proposed as an effective strategy to facilitate @8 hetween transmitter and receiver
[6], [[7]. Thereby, the parallel relaying network, where tiple relay nodes assist transmission from
a source node to a destination node, is of particular intd6s[10]. This network architecture
provides spatial diversity which can be exploited to miteggséhe fading induced by atmospheric
turbulence. Moreover, since RF systems are more reliablerins of preserving connectivity albeit
at lower data rates, hybrid RF/FSO systems, where an additiRF link is employed to support
the FSO link, have been proposed. These systems can beogfitbfsth the high data rates of the
FSO link and the reliability of the RF link [11]/-[12].

The parallel FSO relay channel without RF backup links wassiered in [[6]+[9] and the
parallel mixed RF/FSO relay channel with source-relay Rikdiand relay-destination FSO links
was studied in[[10]. Furthermore, the mixed RF/FSO relaynokawith source-relay RF links and
relay-destination hybrid RF/FSO links was considered B].[However, to the best of the authors’
knowledge, the parallel hybrid RF/FSO relay channel, whgltonsidered in this paper and its
conference version _[14], has not been investigated in tteeature, yet. Such a communication
system can be used for example for the wireless backhaufirrgsmall-cell base station (BS) to
a macro-cell BS[[15] and for forwarding data gathered by alegs video surveillance camera to
a central processing unitl[4] via multiple relays. Therettne nodes may be located on the roofs
of buildings to maintain an LOS as required for FSO. The RKdisupport the FSO links in case
of temporary loss of the LOS due to adverse weather condittnmoving clouds and birds. We
consider relay selection since it efficiently exploits theedsity that independent fading realizations

offer and entails a significantly lower system complexitynpared to transmission schemes where all



relays are active simultaneously [9], [10], [16]. Furthems we assume full-duplex transmission for
the FSO links owing to the narrow-beam property of FSO, wéehkie to the broadcast nature of RF,
half-duplex transmission is assumed for the RF links fordake of simplicity and feasibiliﬂ/ For
the relays, we consider two cases depending on whether dheyptare equipped with buffers. For
the non-buffer-aided (non-BA) case, the relay nodes recdata from the source and immediately
forward it to the destination. On the other hand, for the déuffided (BA) case, the relay nodes can
store the data received from the source in their buffers anadrd it to the destination when their
transmit channel qualities are favorakle![18].

For both the non-BA and the BA cases, we derive the optimalrsélection policies for the RF
and FSO links such that the end-to-end throughput is maxgighizo further improve the throughput,
the time allocation between RF transmission and receptoithe selected relays is optimized. The
proposed protocols provide important insights regardipgnoal system design. For instance, the
optimal non-BA policy selects at most two different relags feception and transmission of the RF
and FSO signals. In contrast, the optimal BA policy selett®ast three different relays. Moreover,
we show that depending on which relays are selected for RF-&Q@l reception/transmission, there
are three and ten possible optimal protocol modes for theB#mnd BA policies, respectively.
These protocol modes can be further categorized into thypestof transmission modes, namely the
hybrid mode, the independent mode, and the mixed mode. We 8tat buffering can considerably
enhance the throughput of the considered system at the sxp#ran increased end-to-end delay
[19], [2Q]. Therefore, we also propose a delay-constraiBAdpolicy which guarantees a certain
target average delay. In addition, we develop distributroplementations for the optimal non-BA
and BA policies. Our simulation results reveal that a cosisitile gain can be achieved by the
proposed optimal protocols in comparison with benchmaHes®es from the literature. Moreover,
we show that the proposed delay-constrained BA protocol agggroach the performance of the
optimal delay-unconstrained BA protocol even for smallrage delays.

We note that this paper is an extension of our conferencerfiagewhere only the non-BA case
was studied. Moreover, this paper provides distributedlementations for the optimal policies,
additional extensive discussions, simulation results, @gorous proofs which are not included in
[14].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In $acti, some preliminaries and

assumptions are presented. In Section lll, the through@ximization problems for both the non-

Full-duplex RF relays have been reported in the literat[@&].[However, they entail high hardware complexity for ééfit
self-interference suppression. Hence, in this paper, wasfon half-duplex RF relaying.



BA and the BA cases are formulated and the resulting optirabtips are derived. In Section 1V,
we present solutions to two practical challenges of the gsegd optimal policies, hamely a delay-
constrained BA protocol and distributed implementatiangiie optimal protocols. Simulation results
are provided in Section V and conclusions are drawn in Sedfio
Notations: We use the following notations throughout this papef:} denotes expectation, |

represents the magnitude of a complex numébé(;) is the Gauss-error function, aftd{ A} denotes
the probability of the occurrence of eveAt Moreover,0 denotes a vector with all elements equal
to zero. Additionally,Rice(2, ¥) and GGamma(O, ®) denote a Rician random variable (RV) with
parameter§) andV and a Gamma-Gamma RV with paramet@rand®, respectively. For notational

convenience, we use the definitions’ £ min{b, max{a,z}} for a < b and[z]" £ max{0, z}.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND ASSUMPTIONS

In this section, we present the considered system modethaenel models for the RF and FSO

communication links, and the assumptions regarding theired| channel state information (CSI).

A. System Model

The system model under consideration is schematicallyctigpin Fig[1 a). In particular, source
S wishes to send its information to destinati@h via M intermediate relay nodes denoted by
R, m € {1,..., M}. We assume that there is no direct link betweerand D. Moreover, the
S —R,, andR,, — D links are hybrid RF/FSO where each FSO link is supported byREHINnk.
Fig.[d b) shows a possible application scenario of the cemsdlcommunication system, namely
wireless backhauling of a small-cell BS to a macro-cell B& witermediate relays. The entire
time of operation is divided int& equal-length slots satisfyinf — oo. Moreover, depending on
whether or not the relay nodes are equipped with buffers, avesider two different cases namely
BA and non-BA relaying. Non-BA relay nodéds,, have to forward the data received frashin the
same time dlot to D. In contrast, BA relays$k,, are allowed to receive data fro&, store it in their

buffers, and forward it t@ when theR,, — D link quality is favorable.

B. Communication Links

In the following, we describe the adopted channel model lier ESO and RF links.

1) FSO Links: We assume that the FSO system employs on-off keying (OOK) imiensity-
modulation and direct-detection (IM/DD). Heré, is equipped with a multi-aperture transmitter
pointing in the directions of the relays. Each relay has aertape directed toward® and a

photodetector for detection of the optical signal receifredh S. FurthermoreD is equipped with



> FSO Link —--— » RF Link
Fig. 1. Parallel hybrid RF/FSO relay channel: a) schematisgntation and b) application scenario for wireless baalng.

a photodetector for detection of the optical signals remifrom the relays. Ley [b] and y5° [b]

denote the intensities of the optical signals receive® atandD in the b-th time slot, respectively.

Thereby, after removing the ambient background light isitsny*°[s] can be modelled a§1[4],][5]

m
Y 0] = hu Dl 0] + 250 [b], 1= 1,2, (1)

where 2 [b] € {0, P$°} and 250 0] € {0,P5°} denote the intensities of the optical signals
transmitted byS and R,, in the b-th time slot, respectively. The maximum intensities of #®O
signals, i.e.,P%° and Pg°, are mainly limited by restrictions imposed by eye safetyutations
[4]. Moreover, 2 [b] and 252 [b] are the intensities of the shot noises caused by ambiertt digh
R., andD in the b-th time slot, respectively. Noises® [b] and 25 [b] are modelled as zero-mean
real-valued additive white Gaussian noises (AWGNS) withareess? ando? , respectively, and
are independent from each other and from the transmitted $i§@als. Furthermoreh,,[b] and
ham[b] denote the channel gains of tlie— R,, and R,, — D FSO links in theb-th time slot,
respectively, and are modelled as mutually independegbdés, and stationary random processes
with continuous probability density functions (pdfs). Weoat the widely-accepted Gamma-Gamma
turbulence model 4], 112]/121]. Hencéy,,[b], | = 1,2, is modelled ash,,[b] = humhum[b], where
hu, and lem[b] are the average gain and the fading gain of the FSO linksectisply, and are given

by [4], [12], [21]

2
Hlm - R |:el"f ( \/7_Tlr ):| X 10_klmdlm/10
\/§¢dlm

i [b] ~ GGamma(©, ®),

(2)



where R denotes the responsivity of the photodetectds the aperture radius; is the divergence
angle of the beamy,,, andd,,, are the distances between the transmitters and the resaif/¢he

S —R,, andR,, — D links, respectively, and;,, and k,,, are the weather-dependent attenuation
factors of theS — R,, andR,, — D FSO links, respectively. Parametépsand  of the Gamma-
Gamma distribution depend on physical parameters sucheasdlielength\** and the weather-
dependent index of refraction structure paramétércf. [12, Egs. (3) and (4)].

From an information theoretical point of view, the consate=SO links can be modelled as
binary input-continuous output AWGN channels where the imarn information rate is achieved
by uniformly distributed binary inputs [22]. In thieth time slot, the capacities of the — R,,, and
R.. — D FSO links, denoted byt [b] and CL°[b], respectively, for OOK inputs are given by [22]

im

_ Diwl0)

1 oo
lersr(:[b] :Wfso [1 — E / eXp(—t2)10g2{1 + exXp ( F)
m

2t pimb] 24P 0] Pinl0)
[exp ( \/ﬁ) + exp <_ﬁ> + exp (—m)] }dt], 3)

wherep;,,[b] = PEhim[b], pom[b] = PE° hon[b], and W is the bandwidth of the FSO signal.
2) RF Links: We consider a standard AWGN channel for the RF links. Moreave assume that

all RF transmitters and receivers are equipped with a siagtenna. Let:! [b] and it [b] denote

the RF signals received &,, andD in the b-th time slot, respectively, and be modelled las [23]
Yimlb] = Gim B, [0] + 25, [0), 1=1,2, (4)

where ! [b] and 2% [b] are the RF signals transmitted k% and R,,, respectively. Additionally,
2t [b] and 25t [b] denote the receiver noises Rt, and D in the b-th time slot, respectively. We
assume that!! [b] and 2 [b] can be modelled as zero-mean complex AWGNs with varianges

and 2

2m?

respectively. The RF noise variances are givenoBylas = W Ny,..0 + Nym.r, Wherel*

is the bandwidth of the RF signa\,,,, denotes the noise power spectral density (in dB/Hz), and
N r is the noise figure (in dB) of the RF receivers. Furthermgrg,b] and g»,,,[b] are mutually
independent, ergodic, and stationary random processbascaittinuous pdfs specifying the channel
coefficients of theS — R,, andR,, — D RF links in theb-th time slot, respectively. For the hybrid
RF/FSO link, an LOS has to be available for the applicabditthe FSO system [12], [21]. Therefore,
we assume Rician fading for the RF links which includes thfeot$ of both scattered and LOS
paths. Taking into account the effect of path-logs,[b] is modelled asy;,,,[b] = \/Gim dim [b], Where

gim @nd g, [b] denote the average gain and the fading coefficient of the s lirespectively, and



are given by[[1P2],[[24]

rf
Amd,

2 Vim
rf /et e rf
glm — )\ Gtx er % drcf
i (5)

where ' is the wavelength of the RF signali’ andG™ are the transmit and receive RF antenna

|G ]| ~ Rice(Q, W),

gains, respectively, and’; denotes a reference distance for the antenna far-field. derg/,,,, and
Vo, are the path-loss exponents of tie- R,, andR,, — D RF links, respectively. Parameteis
and ¥ of the Rice distribution denote the ratios between the pawéne direct path and the power
in the scattered paths to the total power in both paths, otspl. Moreover, the capacities of the
S — R, andR,, — D RF links in theb-th time slot, denoted byf [6] and C5! [b], respectively,

are given by

£ f le [b]
G 1] = Welog, (1 " ;—) =12 ©)
lm

where g, [b] = \/ P5|gim[b]| and g, [b] = /PR
powers ofS andR,,, respectively.

92 [b]]. Here, P and Py~ are the RF transmit

Remark 1: In this paper, we assume OOK signaling for the FSO links andals&an signaling for
the RF links. However, we note that the considered problemdéation and the resulting non-BA
and BA policies given in the next section are given in genfmath such that they are also applicable
if different signaling schemes are adopted for the RF and l8. In particular, for other signaling
schemes, only the expressions[ih (3) dnd (6) have to be mabdifid then be used in the proposed
relay selection policies presented in Section Ill.

C. CS Requirements

In Section Ill, we derive the optimal non-BA and BA policiessaming that a central node,
e.g., the destination, has the instantaneous CSI of all FR&DRF links and is responsible for
determining the transmission strategy and conveying itlltotaer nodes. However, in Subsection
IV.B, we present distributed implementations of the optirpalicies where each node needs to
acquire only the CSI of those RF/FSO links to which it is dileconnected. Typically, in hybrid
RF/FSO systems, the coherence time of the RF links is on ther of seconds whereas the coherence
time of the FSO links is on the order of milliseconds|[25]. fiéfere, for time slot durations on
the order of milliseconds, the hybrid RF/FSO channel is tartsand can accommodate thousands

of RF/FSO symbols per time slot for typical RF/FSO symboésaBecause of the large coherence



time, we assume that the signaling overhead caused by dhestimeation and feedback is negligible

compared to the amount of information transmitted in onestsiot.

1. THROUGHPUFOPTIMAL RELAY SELECTION POLICIES

In this section, we first present the problem formulationriday selection, and subsequently, we
derive the optimal non-BA and BA policies maximizing theahghput as functions of the fading
state.

A. Problem Formulation for Relay Selection

For the considered communication system, our goal is toveleptimal relay selection policies
which maximize the throughput for both non-BA and BA relaygeg the CSI of all RF and FSO
links. To this end, letv,,,[b], m € {1,..., M}, denote binary selection variables whe#g, [b] = 1 if
relayR,, is selected for FSO reception in theh time slot andv,,,,[b] = 0 if relay R, is not selected.
Similarly, as,,,[b] = 1 indicates that relayR,,, is selected for FSO transmission in theh time slot
anday,,[b] = 0 if relay R,, is not selected. Analogousl$,,,[b] and s, [b], m € {1,..., M}, denote
binary selection variables for RF relay selection for reéimegpand transmission in thieth time slot,
respectively. For simplicity of implementation, we assuimeg in each time slot, one relay is selected
for RF reception and one relay is selected for FSO recep8onilarly, one relay is selected for RF
transmission and one relay is selected for FSO transmis@iemote that activation of multiple relay
nodes for simultaneous reception or transmission requm@® complicated transmission schemes
because of the required multi-user encoding/decodingddiitian, it is known that in general, despite
its simplicity, relay selection efficiently exploits thevérsity gain that independent fading realizations
provide [9], [10], [16]. Mathematically, in order to enfar¢he aforementioned assumptions on the
relay selection strategy, ., cun[b] =1, Vi,b, and)_,, Bi,[b] =1, VI, b, have to hold.

Due to the broadcast nature of RF, simultaneous activatigdheoselected relays creates inter-
ference from the transmitting relay to the receiving relayparticular, self-interference occurs if
the same relay is selected for both RF transmission and R#ptiea and inter-relay interference
occurs if the relays selected for RF transmission and RFptegceare different. Therefore, for the
sake of simplicity of implementation and practical fea#ji we assume that the RF links are half
duplex with respect to each other. In other words, assunglaysR, andR,  are selected for RF
reception and RF transmission, respectively, ghe R, and R, — D RF links cannot be active
at the same time. Hence, we activate the- R,, RF link in the p;[b] € [0, 1] fraction of theb-th
time slot and theR,, — D RF link in the remainingp,[b] € [0,1] fraction of theb-th time slot,
respectively, where;[b] + p2[b] = 1, Vb, holds.
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Fig. 2. Proposed transmission protocol for the considesedllel hybrid RF/FSO relay channel.

On the other hand, assuming relays, andR,,, are selected for FSO reception and transmission,
respectively, they can simultaneously transmit over bbth& — R,,, andR,,, — D FSO links, i.e.,
the FSO links are orthogonal with respect to each other dustmw-beam property of FSO. In
the BA case, the relays can extract data from their buffeds send it to the destination at the
same time when they are receiving data from the source. Thiwsathe source and the relays
to construct codewords which span one time slot. Howevethérnon-BA case, if the source
codeword spans one time slot, the relays have to wait urdietid of the time slot before they can
decode the FSO signal. Therefore, the relays cannot fortigdlata to the destination in the same
time slot which contradicts the basic assumption behindB&rtransmission, namely that the data
transmitted by the source has to be received by the destmatithe same time slot. To alleviate
this problem, we assume that for non-BA transmission, eanhk slot is divided inton sub-slots
indexed by: = 1,2,...,n. Thereby, the relays can transmit the data received fronstiugce in
sub-sloti = 1,2, ...,n—1 to the destination in the subsequent sub-slptl. Thereby, the effective
capacities of the FSO links igg—qu;;’[b] which approache§'*°[b] asn — oo, i.e., the full-duplex

property of the FSO links is fully exploited. The considetemhsmission protocol is schematically

illustrated in Fig. 2.

B. Optimal Non-BA Policy

In this subsection, we derive the optimatlaptive non-BA RF/FSO relay selection and RF

transmission time allocation policies such that the aweragormation rate from the source to
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the destination, denoted b¥ is maximized. The resulting throughput maximization peo can

be formulated as

- _ 1
aelgimize (T=D Tn =522 Tl ™
vm Vb Vm
subject to T [0] < Q1 [B]CEC[D] 4 Brm[D]p1 [PICEE [B], ¥, b,

Tin[0] < i [B] Gy [B] + B [B] 9 [D]C5, (B, Wi, b,

where «, 3, p, and T are the vectors containing the relay selection variablethefFSO links,
the relay selection variables of the RF links, the time starvariables of the RF links, and
the relays’ throughputs, respectively. We note that simeedptimal non-BA policy depends only
on the fading states of the FSO and RF links, and not on thesrtression time slot index, we
drop the time slot index in this subsection for notationahicity. Moreover, A = {a|ay, €
{0,1}, Vi,m A > cum = 1, VI}, B = {B|Bm € {0,1}, Yi,m A >, Bim = 1, VI}, and
C = {plp € [0,1], Y. N >, m = 1} are the feasible sets e, 8, and p, respectively. The
constraints in[{[7) follow from the max-flow min-cut theore8], according to which the throughput
of relay R,, is limited by the capacities of th8 — R,, andR,, — D links, respectively. In the
following theorem, the optimal solution to the optimizatiproblem in [¥) is provided.

Theorem 1. For the parallel non-BA relay channel with hybrid RF/FSCkénthe optimal policies

for FSO and RF relay selection and optimal RF transmissioe tllocation are given by

.
1, if {Case 1A m* = argmax 79"}

V {Case 2N\ m* = argmax T,f,io}
Y- v {Case 3A I =1 A (m*, —) = argmax 7/x} (8a)

(m,n)

V {Case 3N 1 =2 A (—,m") = argmax Tﬁﬁx}

(m,n)

0, otherwise
1, if {Case 1A m* = argmax 7"}
m

\Y% {Case 2N m* = argmax T,rrf}
m

\Y {Case 3N l=1A (—,m*) = argmax 72 (8b)

(m,n)

Blm*

Vv {Case 3N 1 =2 A (m*,—) = argmax 72X

(m,n)

0, otherwise
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( s o 71
Cons 05, —Ciip : . hyb
[ AT , if {Case 1A m* = argmax 7"}
1m* 2m* 0 m
* * Cg'fm* ] * rf
pr=1—ph= 1 G2, if {Case 2A m* = argmax 7' } (8c)
1m*+ 2m* m
i if {Case 3N\ (—,m*) = argmax 7mx}
Im (m,n)
wherervb, rind “and zmix gre given by
. Cfso +Crf
C;ig _'_ C££n7 lf 2mcvfso 2m < 1
Im
hyb __ .. (Cfso +Crf
T = Cle it if St <1 (9a)
m
Cfso Crf _Cfso .
WC’{% + O otherwise
m m
fso __ : fso fso
ind fso rf Ty = 1IN {Clm’ sz
T = T¢ + 7', where (9b)
rf C{icg'fn
Tn = onf ronf
n Cln+C2n
fso fso : Césé) C{S,f;
T =
mn

0, otherwise.

Moreover, Cases 1-3 are defined as follows

Case 1 (Hybrid Mode):

hyb fso rf mix
max 7,7 > max {max T T 1AX 7., ax 7, }
m m n (mvn)

Case 2 (Independent Mode):
(10)

fso
max 7, -
m

+ max 75 > max {max TP max T;}L],ij‘}
n m (m,n)

Case 3 (Mixed Mode):

max 7, > max {max VP max 750 4+ max Tff}
L (mn) m m n

Using the RF and FSO relay selection and RF time allocatiditips in (8), the maximum

throughput achieved by the protocol in Theorem 1, denoted*bys given by

4

max 7P for Case 1
m
7" = ¢ max 7°° + max 72 for Case 2 (11)
m n
max 70 for Case 3
\ (mvn)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix]A. [
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Fig. 3. The three possible optimal non-BA relaying modeshim ¢considered parallel hybrid RF/FSO relay channel.

The feasible setsA and B of the relay selection variables allow the selection of atsnfour
different relays for RF/FSO reception and transmissionwelier, due to the constraints if] (7),
the optimal relay selection policy selects at most two diffe relays for RF/FSO reception and
transmission in order to ensure that the data which is tratesinfrom the source to a certain relay
can be actually forwarded to the destination. Moreovergihténal throughput maximizing policy in
Theorentll reveals that the optimal relay selection pdligy,, 5;.,) belongs to one of the following
three cases, see Fid. 3.

Case 1 (Hybrid Mode): The same relayR,, is selected for FSO/RF transmission/reception, i.e., the
RF links serve as support links for the FSO links.

Case 2 (Independent Mode): Relay R,, is selected for FSO reception and transmission and a
different relayR,, is selected for RF reception and transmission, i.e., the BBO RF links are
used independently.

Case 3 (Mixed Mode): RelaysR,, andR,,, m # n, are selected for FSO reception and transmission,
respectively, and relayR,, andR,, are selected for RF transmission and reception, respgctive

The optimal transmission time allocation to the RF linksegivin (8¢) is found such that the
bottleneck throughput of th& — R,, and R,, — D links is maximized. Thereby, depending on
whetherR,, uses both the RF and FSO links, i.e., the hybrid and mixed sjoaleonly the RF
links, i.e., the independent mode, the resulting optimaltiRte allocation policy depends on both

the RF and FSO fading states or only the RF fading state, cagely.

C. Optimal BA Policy

In this subsection, we assume that the relay nodes take @dyaaf buffering to transmit/receive
in each time slot over the RF/FSO links which have the besliteg|a We assume that each relay

is equipped with an infinite-size buffer for data storaget ©g,[b], m € {1,..., M}, denote the
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amount of information in bits available in the buffer of nelev at the end of thé-th time slot. The

dynamics of the queues at the relay nodes can be modelled as

Qult] = Qualb — 1401, [BICE ] + B [B]1 [BICSE, 8] — min {Quulb — 1], a0 BICES[]}  (12)

R RiC 1 R 1
—min { [Qm[b - 1] - O‘Zm[b]cgsni [b]] i + Blm [b]pl [b]cﬂlrfn [b]v 62771 [b]pQ [b]cgfn[b]}a
REE:[b]

whereREe [b], R [b], REC[b], and R [b] are the data rates of ti®-R,, FSO,S—R,, RF, R,,—D
FSO, andR,, — D RF links, respectively, in thé-th time slot. In particular, at the beginning of
each time slot, the amount of data sent overfg— D FSO link is limited by the capacity of the
R — D FSO link, i.e.,az,[b]C%°[b], and the amount of information available at the relay’s ényff
i.e.,Qn[b—1]. Similarly, in the second half of the time slot, the amountlafa used by relag,, to
encode the RF codewords is limited by the capacity ofRhe— D RF link, i.e, B2, [b]p2[b] CEE 0],
and the the amount of information in the buffer, i@, [b— 1] —aa,, [D]C52[b]] T+ Bim B o1 [B] O3, [0].
Since the throughput is equal to the amount of data that &ved at the destination, the throughput
maximization problem for the BA relaying protocol can bettem as

.. - - fso rf
g, 7= 2 = 2 IRV + 5, ) &

Solving the above optimization problem is quite involvee do recursive dynamics of the quelie](12)
which appear inkEe [b] and R [b]. To tackle this problem, we use a useful result from queuing
theory [26, Chapter 2][[27, Eqg. (50)]. Suppos@|, D[b], C[b], and Q[b] are the arrival rate, the
departure rate, the processing rate (departure capaaiig)the amount of information of a queue
in the b-th time slot, respectively. Thereby, although thgtantaneous departure rate of the queue is
limited by the amount of data available at the queue,b[é],= min{Q[b], C[b]}, theaverage departure
rate can be written independent of the dynamics of the queug{B} = min {E{A}, E{C}}, see
[27, Appendix E] for a detailed proof. Using this result arsdBa— oo, the throughput maximizing
policy for this case can be obtained by solving the followomjimization problem

maximize T = Tm (24)
acA,BeB,peC,7>0

1
subject to 7y < > [omBICES[D] + Bim Blor I, [B]] Vi,
Vb

T < = D [02m[D]Con[B] + Bam [Dlp2 B C5 0], Y,
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where the right-hand sides of the first and second consirairg the average arrival rate and the
average departure capacity of the queu&at, respectively.

As can be observed from the constraints [inl (14), for BA relgyithe average throughput of
each relay is limited. In contrast, for non-BA relaying, €], the instantaneous throughput of
each relay is limited. Therefore, the feasible set of thebl@m in (14) is larger than that of1(7)
which leads to a higher achievable throughput for the BAyiaka protocol. The higher achievable
throughput of the BA protocol comes at the expense of an ase@ end-to-end delay. Hence, the BA
protocol is a suitable option for delay-tolerant applicas. In the following theorem, we present the
optimal BA relay selection policy as the solution of the devb in (14). For notational simplicity,
let C°(hy,,,) andCEE (g;,,) denote the capacities of the FSO and RF links as functioniseofading
states, respectively. Moreovefi, (h;) and fy (g;),l = 1,2, denote the pdfs of the random vectors
h, and g,, respectively, wherdy;, and g, are the vectors containing the fading coefficients of the
[-th hop of the FSO links and the RF links, respectively. Femtiore, we introduce constant vector
A = [A1, \g, ..., Ay| Which we will use for the statement of the optimal protocdheTelements of
vector X\ are in fact related to the Lagrange multipliers correspogdo the constraints in_(14).

Theorem 2. For the parallel BA relay channel with hybrid RF/FSO linkse toptimal policies for
FSO and RF relay selection and optimal RF transmission tifoeation as a function of the fading

state are given by

1, if m* = argmax AF°(hy,,)
O (hl): m (153.)
\ 0, otherwise,
(
1, if m* = argmax AL (gin)
Blm* (917 92): Lm (15b)
L0, otherwise,
(
1, if [* = argmax A (gin)
pi-(g1:.92)= b (15c)
L0, otherwise,

where AT (him) = AnCin(ham), A (hom) = (1 = An)Cop (hom), ALy (91m) = AnCip(91m),
and AX (gom) = (1 — A\)C3E (gam). In addition, ), is a constant which depends on the fading
distributionsfy, (h;) andfy,(g;). The optimal value of\,, can be obtained offline before transmission

starts using an iterative algorithm with the following upsEl@quation in thé:-th iteration

Alb 410 = [\ lH] = e ] (G2l + Ot 1] = Chalk) — O, (1) ] (16)
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wheree,,[k], Vm, is a sufficiently small step size. Moreover, the average agpterms,CE°[k] and
Ci k], are given by

iolk]= E { ot (M) Cio(hum) } = | e (R)Ce (him) [, (Re)d Ry, 1= 1,2, (17a)

h;

Cif [K]= E { Bun+(91, 92) P (91, 92) 1t (gim) }

= / Bim= (91, 92) 1+ (91, 92)Cry (Gim) 5, (91) 4, (92)dg1dgy,  1=1,2,  (17b)
91,92

where a,,« (hy), Bim+(91,95), andp;(g,, g,) are given by[(Ib) with\,, = \,,[k]. Substituting the
optimal FSO and RF relay selection and RF time allocatiomtées from [(I5) and the optimal*
from (18) into [17), the maximum throughput is obtained as

P =S =S min (O + O Gl 1 O, . (18)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B. [ |

Recall that the optimal non-BA protocol in Theorém 1 selatsnost two different relays for
RF/FSO reception and transmission. On the other hand, iéxgldhe buffering capability of the
relay nodes and the degrees of freedom available in thebfeastsA and B, the BA protocol may
select up to four different relays for RF/FSO reception arashgmission in one time slot because
the relays are not forced to immediately forward the infaiorareceived from the source to the
destination. However, Theorelh 2 reveals that it is optimaselect at most three different relays,
namely two relays for FSO reception and transmission andrelay for either RF reception or
transmission. The selection of only one relay for the RFditéads to binary values for the RF time
allocation variable in[{15c), i.e., RF time allocation reds to RF link selection. Moreover, based
on the number of relays selected by the optimal BA protodwdye are ten possible transmission
modes which are illustrated in Figl 4. These ten transmissiodes can be further categorized into
the following three types) Hybrid Modes: The RF link is used as backup for one of the FSO links.
i) Independent Modes: None of the relays uses both RF and FSO link¥.Mixed Modes. The RF
link is cascaded with one of the FSO links.

Remark 2: In the optimal non-BA protocol, the values of,,, 8., andp, depend on the fading
states of both the RF and FSO links in the network. In contiaghe optimal BA protocolg,, (h;)
is only a function of the instantaneous CSI of the FSO linkd aot of the instantaneous CSI of the
RF links. Similarly,5,..(g,,9-) andp;(g,, g,) are only functions of the instantaneous CSI of the RF
links and not of the instantaneous CSI of the FSO links. Irigaar, by comparing thé\* (h4,,)

im

for all the S — R,,, FSO links, one relay is selected for FSO receptionid (15a)¢dmparing the



One Selected Relay Two Selected Relays Three Selected Relays
Hybrid Mode Hybrid Mode Mixed Mode Independent Mode Independent Mode
/,,vQ /,Q /,Q\ /,Q
-0 0@ xg foNos ®e o —@
o e @ @
. e e | e
®—-0-—-0 ® @ ® ®® o oo
o o ® ®

16

—— »FSO Link —--—-=RF Link

Fig. 4. The ten possible optimal BA relaying modes in the @ered parallel hybrid RF/FSO relay channel.

AL (hy,,) for all the R, — D FSO links, one relay is selected for FSO transmissiof_ih )(1izd
by comparing the\! (gy,,) and A (g.,,) for all the RF links, one relay is selected for either RF
reception or RF transmission in_{15b,c). We note that alghothe optimalw;,,,(h;) (51 (g1, 95) /
pi(g1,g9-5)) does not depend on the instantaneous CSI of the RF (FSO), link statistical CSI of

the RF (FSO) links does affeet,,(h;) (Bin(g9:,95) !/ ri(gy,95)) through Lagrange multipliei,
cf. (I8) and [(IT).

IV. PRACTICAL CHALLENGES OF THEOPTIMAL PROTOCOLS

In this section, we investigate two practical challengesthed optimal protocols, namely the
unbounded end-to-end delay of the optimal BA protocol amdglobal CSI requirement of both the
optimal non-BA and BA policies. To cope with these challes)gee first modify the optimal delay-
unconstrained BA policy given in Theordrh 2 to obtain a delagstrained BA policy. Subsequently,
we present distributed implementations for both the optinaa-BA and BA protocols proposed in

Theorenl ]l and Theorem 2, respectively, which require ondall€SI knowledge at each node.

A. Delay-Constrained BA Policy

In the non-BA protocol, the relay nodes are forced to immietijsforward the data received from
the source to the destination. Therefore, the non-BA patisan appropriate option for applications
with stringent delay requirements. On the other hand, irBfag@rotocol, the relay nodes are allowed
to store the data received from the source in their buffedsfarward it to the destination when the
quality of the relay-destination links is favorable. Theads to an improvement of the throughput
at the expense of an increased end-to-end delay. In facte $here is no limitation on the delay
caused by the optimal BA protocol, its end-to-end delay megome unbounded. However, for

most practical applications, it is necessary that the dedmyains within a certain range. In the
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following, we show that a small modification of the optimal Bkotocol in Theoreni]2 leads to
a delay-constrained protocol whose throughput approaitteef the delay-unconstrained protocol
even for small target average delays.

For the development of the proposed delay-constrainedgobtwe limit the size of the buffer
at them-th relay toQ»*, m € {1,..., M}. Due to the limited buffer size, the transmit rate of the
source to relayn in the b-th time slot, denoted byg,,,[b], is not only limited by the capacities of
the S —R,, RF and FSO links, i.e( [b] andCE [b], but also by the amount of space available in
the buffer of them-th relay, i.e.,Q*> — Q,,[b — 1]. Similarly, the rate at which the relay transmits
to the destination in thé-th time slot, denoted by,,,[b], is not only limited by the capacities of
the R,, — D RF and FSO links, i.e.(i [b] and CEe[b], but also by the amount of information
available in the buffer of then-th relay, i.e.,Q,,[b — 1]. In the following, we present the proposed
delay-constrained BA policy.

Proposed Delay-Constrained BA Policy: For the parallel BA relay channel with hybrid RF/FSO
links, the policies for FSO and RF relay selection and optiRFatransmission time allocation given
by (I18) in Theoreni]2 lead to a constrained average end-todetal if the following modified

selection metrics are employed

Ao [b) = A min {CE2[B], Q™ — Qu[b — 1]} (192)
AZalb] = (1 = Ap) min {Copp[B], Qu[b — 1]} (19b)
AT 0] = A min {C, [B], Q™ — Quu[b — 1]} (19¢)
Ad [0 = (1 = M) min { CF, 0], Qb — 1]}, (19d)

where\,,, m € {1,..., M}, is obtained from[(1l6) in Theorefd 2. Moreover, consideringt the
optimal values ofy;[b] are binary in[(Ibc), the dynamics of the queue can be simghfiéh respect
to (12) so thaty,,[b] is updated in thé-th time slot according to

Qunlb] = Qulb — 11— min {as, [BICEb] + B Dol O3, ], Quulb— 1]}
min {o HOE ] + Buon Bn CT 8, Qi — Qulb — 1]} (20)

Furthermore, the average throughput of the proposed delagtrained protocol is obtained as
_ _ 1
7= ;Tm = E;;Rm[b]

= 2505 win {aunBICE ]+ BBl I3 B, @unlo — 11} 1)
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Average Delay: The average delay of the proposed protocol is calculatefblasvs. Let 7'[b]
denote the waiting time (delay) that a bit transmitted bygbarce in thé-th time slot experiences
until it reaches the destination. In other words, if a bir@smitted in thé-th time slot by the source
and is decoded in th&-th time slot by the destination, the delay for this bitli®] = ¥’ — b time
slots. Thereby, according to Little’s Law [28], the averagating time/delay of all data transmitted
by the source, denoted b, is given by

7 > et EAQu[t]} 22)

>t E{Run[0]}
where@,,[b] is given in [20) andR,,,[b] is given by

Rupn[b] = min { o [B]CT0 6] + Suin bl 1 [B)C1, 0], Q™ — Quilb — 1]} . (23)

Remark 3: The proposed delay-constrained protocol is able to effiigidimit the average delay
by considering not only the instantaneous RF and FSO chajuadities for relay selection and RF
time allocation but also the status of the buffers at theysglaf. [19). Thereby, the smaller the
maximum buffer size, i.e ™, the smaller the average delay, i.€., We note that the proposed
delay-constrained protocol iseuristic. In fact, even for the simple three-node RF relay channel,
the optimal policy which maximizes the average throughputaf given average delay is not knwon
[29]. However, we show in Sectidn] V that the proposed hearmbtocol is quite efficient such that
for small average delays, e.80 time slots, it achieves a throughput close to that of thenogli

delay-unconstrained protocol in Theoréim 2.

B. Distributed Implementation

The optimal protocols in Theorem 1 and Theoddm 2 requireal@$! knowledge. On the other
hand, relay selection protocols which do not require gldba@l knowledge have been proposed in
the literature, see e.d. [18], [29], [30]. In particulary faure RF communications, the distributed
implementation of relay selection based on the use of spmired timers was proposed in [30] for
non-BA relay selection and in_[29] for BA relay selection.the following, we present distributed
implementations for the non-BA and BA protocols proposediieoren{]l and Theorem 2, respec-
tively. For distributed implementation of the proposed +8% and BA protocols, each relay node
is required to know only the CSI of the FSO and RF links it isected to.

1) Distributed Implementation of the Optimal Non-BA Protocol: For the optimal non-BA protocol,
the proposed distributed implementation involves theofeihg four phases.

Phase I:) At the beginning of each time slot, source and destinate@rdilots to the relay nodes.
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Then, the relays estimate the CSI of their respective FSOR#nhdhannels.
Phase |1:) To identify the optimal mode, i.e., the hybrid, indepengden mixed mode, each relay has
to locally compute the following five throughputs: the thgbput of the hybrid mode;»®, using
@a); the throughput of the involved FSO links:°, using [9b); the throughput of the involved RF
links, 7, using [@b); and the throughputg™! = min{C° Ci 1 and 722 = min{C  Cke}.
Note that these five throughputs can be calculated at eaap nelde based on the CSI of the FSO
and RF links to which it is directly connected.
Phase I11:) Each relay sets five timefByP, Tiso 7 mixl - and Tmix2 which expire aftem /72,
n/7ise /7, n/rmixl s and /7mx2 seconds, respectively, whereis a constant which scales the
expiry time into a reasonable range. For egch {hyb, fso, rf, mix1, mix2}, the relay whose timer
TS, expires first broadcasts beacdty, which contains the information of the relay index and
the timer index¢. At the same time, all relay nodes listen and if they receigaconBS,, ¢ €
{hyb, fso, rf, mix1, mix2}, from another relay, they do not emit their own beadsf.
Phase 1 V:) After transmission of the beacons, all the nodes decodmtbemation of each transmit-
ted beacon and determine the index of the relays with maximyinv¢. Moreover, by measuring
the expiry time of the timers which expired first, all the nedean calculate the corresponding
maximum throughput for each as max 75 = n/T% . Hence, the nodes are able to calculate the
maximum throughputs of the hybridmmodaax b “the independent modejax 75° + max 7,
and the mixed modenax 72! + max T,;Lnixz,mand can distributedly determinén the optimgl mode as
the one with the maxiﬂr;wm througﬁput among the candidateidhyimdependent, and mixed modes
and the corresponding optimal RF/FSO relays.

2) Distributed Implementation of the Optimal BA Protocol: The proposed distributed implemen-
tation of the optimal BA protocol involves four phases asdeb.
Phase I:) At the beginning of each time slot, source and destinatransimit pilots to the relay
nodes. Then, the relays estimate the CSI of their respeE®B@ and RF channels.
Phase I1:) To select the best relays, each relay has to compute itectgp selection metrics given
in Theorem 2, i.e. A8 (hy,,,) and Al (g1,,), | = 1,2, as follows. Each relay calculates the capacities

Ilm m

of its respective FSO and RF links, i.€°[b] andC}! [b], | = 1,2, using [3) and[{B), respectively.

m

Moreover, )\, is a constant and can be obtained offline at the beginningeofrimsmission process
using [16). Using\,, and the capacities of the involved RF and FSO links, eacly rislable to
calculate its respective selection metrics in each time slo

Phase 111:) Each relay sets three timef&s°!, T2 and T:f which expire aftern/A%° (hy,,),

im

n/A5° (hay,), andn/max{A (g1,.), AY (g2m)} Seconds, respectively. For the FSO links, for each

2m im m

¢ € {fsol, fso2}, the relay whose timet’, expires first broadcasts beacs,. For the RF links, the
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relay whose timef ! expires first broadcasts beacBf! if max{A (g1,,), AL (g2m)} = A2 (g1m)

im m im

and beacorB 2 if max{A} (g1m), A (gom)} = AY (9o, ). The beacons contain information about
the relay indexn and whether the relay is selected for RF/FSO reception oF&B/transmission.
Phase 1V:) The nodes which transmit beacons are the selected relarscei after transmission
and reception of the beacons, each node knows which relaysetected for RF/FSO reception and

transmission.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we first present benchmark schemes for tbpased relay selection policies.
Subsequently, we evaluate the performances of the propoes#dcols and compare them with

those of the benchmark schemes.

A. Benchmark Schemes

As benchmark scheme for the non-BA protocol, we considervib#-known max-min relay
selection protocol[[9],[I30] where for each fading states telay with the maximum bottleneck
capacity, i.e., the minimum of the capacities of the- R,, andR,,, — D links, is selected. A recent
overview of BA relay selection protocols is provided in[1Bpr the BA case, we select the scheme
in [29] as benchmark scheme for the proposed BA protocol hereach time slot, the optimal
relay is selected such that the end-to-end throughput ismized. We note that the protocol in
[29] outperforms the other BA protocols available in theréture including the max-max protocol
in [19] and the max-link protocol in[20] in terms of the ackable rate.

More in detail, we employ the protocols in [29] arid [30] foetfollowing two scenariosi) FSO
only: Relay selection for the FSO links without RF links as back[8]s [9] and ii) Independent
RF/FSO relay selection: Relay selection and data transmission are performed imdiepply for the
RF and FSO links. In the non-BA benchmark schemes, we assushéor the RF links, each time
slot is divided into two sub-time slots of equal length ®r— R,, andR,, — D RF transmission.
We compare the proposed protocols with the FSO-only prégacoquantify the performance gain
introduced by RF backup links. Moreover, we consider thepshdent RF/FSO protocol to evaluate
the benefits of the proposed optimal transmission stragagi@ybrid RF/FSO systems.

B. Performance Evaluation

Unless otherwise stated, the values of the parameters doREhand FSO links used to produce
the simulation results reported in this section are giveraiple I. In particular, we generated random

fading realizations fo3 = 10° time slots, applied the proposed and the benchmark relagtsah
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TABLE |
DEFAULT VALUES FOR SYSTEM PARAMETERS[12], [21].

RF Link FSO Link |
Parametef Value Parametef Value |
[eilNe 10 dBi R 0.5¢
PE P | 02 mwW (23 dBm) | PE° PSe 20 mW (13 dBm)
N[] —114 dBm/MHZ 0'2 10714 A2
'F 85.7 mm (3.5 GHz) Ao 1550 nm (193 THz)
wrt 20 MHz Wie 1 GHz

(Q, ) (4,1) (6,0) (2.23,1.54)
v 3.5 k 0.032 (light-moderate fog
Np 5dB r 10 cm
d 80 m o 2 mrad
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" 1 1 Non-BA Protocols
1000 < - -
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Average Throughput; (in Mbits/second)
Average Throughput; (in Mbits/second)
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2000 i Fiy = ko = kg = k !/1" . 2008 i kn=ko=ka=k L - I
O Proposed Protocol, Optimal Hybrid RF/FSO | > © Proposed Protocol, Optimal Hybrid RF/FSO O
100 O Conventional Protocol, Independent RFIFSO | g v\ oviiviio i 100 O Conventional Protocol, Independent RFIFSO [/ v+ v iviiiiii I
> Conventional Protocol, FSO Only n > Conventional Protocol, FSO Only .
0 L 0 .
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FSO Weather Dependent Attenuation Factox 103 FSO Weather Dependent Attenuation Factox 10~

Fig. 5. Average throughputs, in Mbits/second vs. FSO Fig. 6. Average throughputr, in Mbits/second vs. FSO
weather-dependent attenuation factor, 103, for M = 3 and weather-dependent attenuation factorx 1073, for M = 3
dim = d2m = 800 m (non-BA case). From low to high values anddi., = d2,» = 800 m (BA case). From low to high values
of k, the vertical dashed-dotted lines represent the followingof k, the vertical dashed-dotted lines represent the following
weather conditions[12]: clear air, haze, light fog, and evade weather conditions[12]: clear air, haze, light fog, and evade
fog, respectively. fog, respectively.

policies in each time slot, and computed the throughput &mhepolicy as the average data rate
received at the destination using that policy.

In Figs.[3 and B, we show the average throughput vs. the wedépendent attenuation factor of
the FSO linksk, for the non-BA and BA protocols, respectively. We assume-= 3, di,, = da,, =
800 m, and consider the following three scenarios. In the fireshado, we vary only:;; = &; in the
second scenario, we vaky;, = ki, = k; and in the third scenario, we vaky; = ki, = ki3 =k, i.e.,
the weather-dependent attenuation factors of all FSO lmkise first hop. The considered scenarios
reflect the fact that different FSO links may be affected bWfedent weather conditions, e.g. passing
clouds or birds may affect only some of the FSO links. FromsHE and b, we observe that the
throughput decreases Asncreases. Moreover, &s— oo, all throughputs saturate at certain values
representing the case where the corresponding FSO linksadravailable anymore. For instance,
for the FSO-only protocol in the third scenario, the thromgthdrops to zero as — oo since all

the FSO links of the first hop become unavailable. In contridug proposed protocol achieves a
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Fig. 7. Average throughput, in Mbits/second vs. RF transmit  Fig. 8. Average throughput;, in Mbits/second vs. number

power, P = PX = P for M = 3, di,, = 1000 m, and  of relays, M, for di,, = 1000 m andda,, = 800 m.
dom = 800 m.

non-zero throughput because of the RF back-up links andedotpns the independent RF/FSO
protocol. Furthermore, by comparing the curves in Higs. &[@&nwe observe that the BA protocols
achieve higher throughputs than the corresponding non-&#opols.

In Fig.[4, the average throughput vs. the RF transmit powshasvn forM = 3, di,, = 1000 m,
and d,,, = 800 m for both non-BA and BA relays. As can be seen from Eig. 7, therage
throughputs of the independent RF/FSO protocols and theogex protocols increase with increas-
ing RF transmit power whereas the throughputs of the FS®-prdtocols do not depend on the
RF transmit power. Moreover, due to optimal joint relay setn for the RF and FSO links, the
proposed protocols not only outperform the independenEB®G/ protocols for both the non-BA and
the BA cases but also achieve a higher multiplexing gain lier considered range of RF transmit
powers. Furthermore, as expected, the BA protocols coraitieoutperform the non-BA protocols.

In Fig.[8, we show the average throughput vs. the number af/nebdes ford;,, = 1000 m and
do,, = 800 m for both non-BA and BA relays. From this figure, we obsena thy increasing the
number of relays, the throughput can be considerably ingat@lue to the available spatial diversity.
For instance, for the proposed BA protocol, we observe tjinput improvements df5% and150%
for M =5 and M = 10, respectively, compared to the caseldf= 1. Fig.[8 also confirms that the
proposed protocols outperform all considered benchmdrkrees by a large margin.

Recall that the gains that the BA protocols achieve compsydtie non-BA protocols come at
the expense of an unbounded end-to-end delay. Therefofegiff, we study the performance of
the delay-constrained BA protocol developed in Subseddoi. In particular, in Fig.[9, we show
the average throughput vs. the average delayMoe {1, 3,5} andd;,, = ds,, = 800 m. For each

point on the curves for the proposed delay-constrained BAoppl, we chose an appropriate value
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for Q™ which led to the desired delay. Additionally, Fig. 9 inclsdesults for the non-BA and
the delay-unconstrained BA protocols as lower and uppend®dior the throughput with average
delays of7' < 1 andT — oo time slots, respectively. We observe that for sufficienglige target
average delays, the throughput of the delay-constrainetqol approaches the delay-unconstrained
upper bound which reveals the effectiveness of the propds&y/-constrained protocol.

To further investigate the performance of the proposedydebastrained protocol, in Fi§. 110, we
plot the average throughput vs. the RF transmit poweMo& 3 anddy,,, = ds,,, = 800 m for delays
of T € {5,10,20} time slots. Fig[ 10 reveals that as the allowed delay inesathe achievable
throughput improves. Furthermore, for a delay 20f time slots, the proposed delay-constrained
protocol significantly outperforms the non-BA protocol aamchieves an average throughput close to

the upper bound for the considered range of RF transmit mower

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the problem of throughput maximization tfee parallel hybrid RF/FSO relay
channel. Thereby, we distinguished two cases dependinghather or not the relays are equipped
with buffers. For both cases, we derived the optimal reldgcsi®n policies for transmission and
reception for the RF and FSO links and the optimal time atiocapolicies for RF transmis-
sion and reception. Additionally, since the optimal BA pgliintroduces unbounded delay, we
proposed a delay-constrained BA policy which ensures aicetarget average end-to-end delay.
Furthermore, we developed distributed implementationthefproposed optimal non-BA and BA
policies. Simulation results verified the superiority ok tproposed adaptive protocols compared
to benchmark schemes from the literature, especially whenRSO links suffered from severe
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atmospheric impairments. Furthermore, even for an avetalgg of only20 time slots, the proposed
delay-constrained BA protocol considerably outperforriedoptimal non-BA protocol and achieved

a performance close to that of the optimal delay-unconmstthBA protocol.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFTHEOREM[]

In this appendix, we derive the solution to the optimizatfmoblem in [T). To this end, we
first specify the potential candidates for the optimal redajection policy among all possible relay
selection policies oy, Bim). Subsequently, we derive the optimal RF time allocatioricyab; for
each of the potential candidates for the optimal relay selegolicy. Finally, the relay selection
policy which yields the maximum end-to-end throughput agtire candidate relay selection policies

is chosen as the optimal relay selection poliey,., 5;:.).

A. Candidate Policies

The feasible setsA and B of the relay selection variables allow the selection of atstrfour
different relays for RF/FSO reception and transmissioreréfore, there are in total/* possibilities
for the optimal binary values af;,,, and 3, in the feasible sefd x B. However, due to the constraints
in (), the optimal relay selection policy can select at mast different relays for RF/FSO reception
and transmission in order to ensure that the data which msitnéted from the source to a certain
relay can be actually forwarded to the destination. Therdisre arew possibilities to select
two relays out ofM relays. Moreover, for a given selected relay pair, there2are 16 possibilities
to assign the selected relays to RF/FSO reception and trssism, respectively. In the following,
we show that only6 among thesd6 possibilities are candidates for the optimal relay sedecti
policy. To this end, letn andn be the indices of the selected relays. Considering thelfleasets
A and B, we investigate the followin@? = 4 possibilities for the RF/FSO receiving relayis:
Relay m is selected for both RF/FSO reception, i®,,, = 51,,» = 1. In this case, relayn is the
only option for RF/FSO transmission, i.ev,, = (52, = 1 has to hold (hybrid mode)i) Relay m
is selected for RF reception and relayis selected for FSO reception, i.ey, = 51, = 1. Here,
there are two options, namely, relays and n are chosen either for RF and FSO transmission,
respectively, i.e.q, = (2, = 1 (independent mode), or for FSO and RF transmission, respget
I.e., as,, = B2, = 1 (Mixed mode). Caseisi) andiv) are identical to Case$ andii), respectively,
after changing the roles of relaysandm. To summarize, among th&/* possibilities fora;,, and
B in the feasible sefd x B, only 3M (M — 1) possibilities have to be investigated for the optimal

relay selection policy.
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B. Optimal RF Time Allocation

In the following, the optimal RF time allocation poligy and the resulting throughput are derived
for the aforementionedM (M — 1) possibilities depending on their modes of transmissiomeiga
the hybrid, independent, and mixed modes.

Case 1 (Hybrid Mode): Suppose relayr,, is selected for both RF/FSO transmission/reception.
Thereby, the optimap, is found such that the minimum of the capacities of the- R,, hybrid
RF/FSO link and théR,,, — D hybrid RF/FSO link is maximized, i.e.,
Cho + Oy — OB’

Ci +Co 1o

pr=1—py= (24)

which leads to the overall throughpu}*® given in [9a). Moreover, the optimal relay for RF and

FSO transmission is the one which leads to the maximum value*® in @a), i.e., the index of

the optimal relay is given byn* = argmax 75",

Case 2 (Independent Mode): Let relay7n€m be selected for both FSO reception and transmission and

a different relayR,, be selected for RF reception and transmission. The opimahich makes the

RF transmission rates of the — R,, andR,, — D links equal is found as
Chn

(25)
This leads to the overall throughpgfd given in [b). Moreover, in this case, we can independently
select the relay which maximizes the throughput of FSO trassion, i.e.;,n* = argmax 75°, and
the relay which maximizes the throughput of RF transmissi@n, n* = argmax rff.m
Case 3 (Mixed Mode): Here, different relaysk,, and R, are selected ?or FSO reception and
transmission, respectively. Moreover, for this case to penal, relaysR,, and R, have to be
selected for RF transmission and RF reception, respegtier this case, we can distinguish the
following four subcases depending on which links are theléméck for data transmission.

Subcase 1. The bottleneck links for both relayR,, andR,, are the FSO links. Hence, the RF
Chy Chm

2 and py, > e,
Cl'fn p2 - C2'frn

time sharing variables have to be chosen to support the FH8G, li.e.,p; >

€+ S < 1 holds. With
or + o < 1 holds. Without

in 2m

loss of generality and sincg + p; = 1 has to hold, we choose the following solution

Therefore, a necessary condition for this subcase to benapis that

oy =1 py = 220 (26)

This subcase leads to throughput C&° + Ce,

im

Subcase 2: The bottleneck links for both relay®,, and R, are the RF links. This leads to
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throughputr = p;Cif + poC3f .. Hence, we obtain

L, if O, > Gy,
pr=1—py= (27)
0, otherwise.
However, the RF transmission time allocation policy[in] (2viplies that the RF link is selected to
support either FSO transmission or reception, i.e., onky ohthe relays is active. Therefore, this
subcase cannot be optimal since Case 1 always yields a Higloeighput.

Subcase 3: The bottleneck links for relayR,, andR,, are the FSO and RF links, respectively. This
leads to throughput = C&° + p,Cit . Here, the throughput can be always improved by increasing
p1 and decreasing, until the S — R,, FSO link is no longer the bottleneck. This contradicts the
earlier assumption of this subcase, i.e., Subcase 3 cawuoat éor the optimal solution.

Subcase 4: The bottleneck links for relay®,, and’R,, are the RF and FSO links, respectively.
Similar to Subcase 3, Subcase 4 cannot occur for the optiohatien.

To conclude, among the four possible subcases for Case B,Suticase 1 can be the optimal
solution for some fading realizations. Hence, without lofgienerality, we define the throughput
of Case 3, denoted by, in (@c) as the throughput of Subcase 1 if the necessary ttondor

fso fso
CQn Clm

this subcase, i.ez# + & < 1 holds, and zero otherwise. The indices of the optimal rekags
in 2m
given by (m*,n*) = argmax 77,

(m.m)
C. Optimal Policy

Now, the remaining question is in which mode the RF and FS&slshould operate for a given
channel realization. Since our goal is to maximize the tghgut, we have to select the case which

yields the maximum achievable throughput, i.e., the marmualue amongrhy'D

m* 1

f: f
750 + 7., and

0 This leads to the relay selection policy given in Theorermd aompletes the proof.

m*n*"*

APPENDIX B

PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z

In this appendix, our aim is to solve the optimization problan (14). The problem in[(14) is
non-convex because of the binary constraintsagp[b] and g,,,[b] and the multiplication of two
variables,s,,,[b]p:[b]. To make the problem tractable, we relax the binary comstraj,[b] € {0,1}
to ay,,[b] € [0,1] and define new variable,,[b] = £,.[b]pi[b]. The feasible sets of the new variables
of the relaxed problem are given by,,[t] € A = {a|ay,[b] € [0,1], VI, m,b A > v Qum[b] =
1, VI,b} andy;,[b] € G = {v|vm([b] € [0,1], VI,m,b A > ;> v Yimlb] = 1, Y0} where~y is a
vector containing they,,[b], VI, m,b. The relaxed problem is linear and can be solved globallygusi
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the dual Lagrange method [31]. Moreover, we will show that sblution of the relaxed problem is
binary, and hence, also solves the original problenlin (Ii)particular, the Lagrangian function

corresponding to the relaxed version of the optimizatiosbfgm in [14) is obtained as

T a777 ZTm + Z)\lm (B Z alm Cfso _|_ ’Ylm[b]C{fn[bH _ Tm>

o (- 5 [nnl B[ + 2ot 1] — m> , @8)

Vb

where is a vector containing all Lagrange multipliers corresgngdo the constraints i (14), i.e.,

Aim, Vm, [. The dual function and the dual problem are given by

D(A) = maximize L(T,a,~,\) (29)
7>0,acA,veG

and minimize D(N), (30)
A>0

respectively. To solved (14) using the dual problem[in] (308, fivst obtain primal variable¥, «,

and~ for a given vector of dual variables. Then, we find the dual variables from (30).

A. Optimal Primal Variables

The optimal primal variables are either boundary pointsheirtfeasible sets or stationary points
which can be obtained by setting the derivatives of the Lragjemn function in [(2B) with respect to

T, a, and~ to zero. The derivatives of the Lagrangian function are iokth as

oL 1 fso — Afso

ol B)\lmC [b] & BA b], (31a)
oL 1 R
aé =1- )\lm - )\2m- (31C)
0T

Since);,,, > 0 holds due to dual feasibility conditioh [B1], the derlva%— in (31a) is always
positive. On the other hand,.,,, au,,[b] = 1 has to hold forl = 1, 2. Therefore for FSO reception,
the optimal protocol selects th® — R,, FSO link with the maximum selection metrid[s° [], in
each time slot. We note that since the pdfs of the fadingiligions are continuous, the probability
that two selection metrics are equal is zero. AnalogouslyHSO transmission, th®,, — D FSO
link with the maximumA£e [b] will be selected. Similarly, the derivativg% in (3Ib) is positive
and ., > vm[b] = 1 has to hold, which leads te,,[b] = 1 for the largestA}f [0], VI, m and

zero for the rest. Sincey,,,[b] = p[b] B[], vim[b] = 1 leads to a unique solution fg5[b] = 1
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and (,,,[b] = 1. Moreover, sincey[b] = 1 holds, we obtain thap,[b] = 0, I’ # [. Therefore, the
throughput does not change irrespective for which relagxnd 3;,,,,[b] = 1 holds. Note that unique
binary values are obtained for the variables of the origprablem based on the optimal values
of the relaxed variables. Hence, the employed relaxatiso gields the optimal solution for the
original problem in[(I¥). These results are concisely state{15a), [15b), and (15c) in Theorem 2.
If % > 0 holds, the optimal value of,, is at the boundary of its feasible set, i.e,, — oo,
which cannot be the optimal solution. Similarly,gf% < 0 holds, the optimal value of,, is at the
boundary of its feasible set, i.ez,, — 0, which results in\y,, + A2, > 1. In addition, recall that
Aim > 0 has to hold due to dual feasibility conditidn [31]. Ther&foeither)\,,, or \,,, is positive.
Suppose\y,, > 0(Ay, > 0) holds, then the value of RWEe (5] (AL [0]) is greater than the value
of Al [b] (ALe,[b]), ¥m' # m with a non-zero probability. Consequently, the optimaltpcol will
select theS — R, (R,, — D) FSO link while the end-to-end throughput achieved7y, is zero,
i.e., 7,, — 0. This is a contradiction. Therefore, the derivatiggﬁn: in 31c) has to be zero which

leads toA,, + Aam = 1.

B. Optimal Dual Variables

Let us first introduce a new variable,, £ )\;,, = 1 — )\s,,, and vector\ which contains all
variables\,,, Vm. Hence, by substituting the optimal value af ~, and ¥ into the Lagrangian

function in [28), the dual function in_(29) can be rewritten a
D)= Tt > A (Chi + City = 7o) + > (1= X)) (Cho + Ch, — 7o)
vm vm vm

=" (A (Cla+ C35) + (1= An) (Gl + C51) ). (32)
m

where Cfp = - 57, 0n, B CHIIE] and i, = & S, 7 BICHL 0, 1= 1,2

The optimal value of\ can be obtained by solving the dual problem[in] (30). In ordesdive the
dual problem, we use the well-known sub-gradient metholl [B1minimize D(A), the sub-gradient
method updates all component Afusing the following update equation in iteratién

oD 1"
M |y

Amlk 4+ 1] = [ Anlk] — €n[k] (33)

wheree,,[k] is a small step size in the-th iteration. Moreover|-]} is used sincé) < \,, < 1 has
to hold. Substituting the derivative of the dual functionoirf{33) leads to[(16) in Theorem 2. The

results in this appendix are concisely stated in Thedrem 2hwtompletes the proof.
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