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Abstract—Cooperative
non-orthogonal multiple access
(CNOMA) has recently been adapted with energy harvesting
(EH) to increase energy efficiency and extend the lifetime of
energy-constrained wireless networks. This paper proposes a
hybrid EH protocol-assisted CNOMA, which is a combination
of the two main existing EH protocols (power splitting (PS)
and time switching (TS)). The end-to-end bit error rate (BER)
expressions of users in the proposed scheme are obtained
over Nakagami-m fading channels. The proposed hybrid EH
(HEH) protocol is compared with the benchmark schemes (i.e.,
existing EH protocols and no EH). Based on the extensive
simulations, we reveal that the analytical results match
perfectly with simulations which proves the correctness of the
derivations. Numerical results also show that the HEH-CNOMA
outperforms the benchmarks significantly. In addition, we
discuss the optimum value of EH factors to minimize the error
probability in HEH-CNOMA and show that an optimum value
can be obtained according to channel parameters.
Index Terms—BER, cooperative, EH, hybrid, NOMA.

I. I NTRODUCTION
Non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) is widely
renowned for increasing the number of users and improving
spectral efficiency in next-generation wireless networks [1].
Besides, NOMA can be easily integrated with other physical
layer schemes. Hence, the cooperative-NOMA (CNOMA)
has been one of the most investigated topics, recently due
to its ability to increase spectral efficiency, user fairness and
expand network coverage [2]. On the other hand, to increase
the energy efficiency and recharge the battery-limited devices,
the energy harvesting (EH) in CNOMA has also received
significant attention [3]. In literature, there are two major
protocols in EH: power splitting (PS) and time switching
(TS). In the PS protocol, the EH and information detection
will be performed simultaneously with a PS factor, whereas
in TS protocol, the EH and information detection will be
implemented at different times slots [4].
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In order to show the performance gain of EH-NOMA over
NOMA without EH, the ergodic capacity and outage probability of simultaneous wireless information and power transfer
(SWIPT) aided CNOMA (SWIPT-CNOMA) have been evaluated [5]–[9]. Through examining the previous works, although
most of the existing EH-CNOMA papers discuss investigating
outage probability and ergodic capacity, the error performance
(one of the most important key performance indicators (KPIs))
investigation is very limited. In [10]–[12], the error performance of CNOMA with EH (with PS protocol) amplify-andforward (AF) relay has been performed. The authors of [13]
evaluated the error performance of the mth best relay selection
in EH (with PS protocol) AF multiple relay-assisted CNOMA.
Then in [14], the authors investigate the error performance of
CNOMA with a EH relay (with TS protocol). As seen above
discussion, the related EH-CNOMA papers deal with only
one EH harvesting protocol. However, a comparison of the
existing EH protocols is important to select the proper protocol
to guarantee the best performance in CNOMA. Regardless
superiority of EH to schemes without EH, it is possible to
improve EH to reach the best performance. In order to improve
the energy efficiency of EH, an optimized protocol called
hybrid EH that combines PS and TS jointly has been proposed
and evaluated in terms of throughput [15]. According to the
findings in [15], the hybrid protocol outperforms both TS
and PS protocols. The hybrid protocol can become one of the
important manners to improve EH performance in CNOMA.
The hybrid protocol has been evaluated in terms of ergodic
capacity and outage probability for CNOMA in [16]–[18].
To the best of the authors’ knowledge, most of the existing
papers investigate the EH-CNOMA schemes by using either
TS or PS protocol and no work provides hybrid EH for
CNOMA in terms of bit error rate (BER). Nevertheless,
the hybrid protocol can improve the performance of EH
[15], and it is considered as a practical scheme, which is a
combination of the existing EH protocols. In addition, the
BER performance of the EH-CNOMA schemes has not been
studied well by considering different EH protocol. Motivated
by aforementioned discussions, in this paper, we investigate a
hybrid EH protocol in CNOMA (HEH-CNOMA) in terms of
BER. The main contributions of the paper are given as follow.
•

•

We propose HEH-CNOMA scheme where the relay
applies a hybrid EH protocol to improve the performance
of the existing EH schemes in CNOMA networks.
We also present three benchmark schemes (i.e., PS, TS
and no EH) to evaluate the performance of the proposed
HEH-CNOMA. We derive the exact end-to-end BER
expressions for HEH-CNOMA and three benchmarks
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over Nakagami-m fading channels. The simulations
validate the perfect match of the analysis. Based on the
extensive simulations, we reveal that the proposed HEHCNOMA outperforms all three benchmarks remarkably.
• We also discuss the optimum values for EH parameters
and power allocation coefficient in HEH-CNOMA and
we present that optimum values can be obtained to
improve performance of both users.
The rest of the paper is presented as follows. The
considered HEH-CNOMA system model is introduced along
with three benchmark schemes. In Section III we analyze
the closed-forms BER of all schemes. The numerical results
are presented in Section IV to validate analysis and compare
with the benchmarks. Finally, Section V concludes the paper.
II. S YSTEM M ODEL
We consider a CNOMA network consisting of a source (S),
a decode-and-forward (DF) relay (R), and two users named
user 1 (U1 ) and user 2 (U2 ). We assume that the R assists
the users to receive the signal since the direct link between
source and users does not exist due to large path-loss or
obstacles. Each node is equipped with a single antenna. We
suppose that the R node works in half-duplex (HD) mode.
All communication links are exposed to a Nakagami-m
fading. The R node harvests energy from the radio frequency
(RF) signal transmitted by the source (i.e., using three EH
protocols defined below). In the second phase, the R node
forwards the signal to two users using the harvested energy.
The transmission block period is T . The EH protocols,
namely i) PS; ii) TS; and iii) hybrid (i.e., proposed) and their
operations are described below.
• PS: In the first T /2 time slot, the received signal’s
power is split into two parts at the R: The first part (ρ)
is used to harvest energy, while the second part (1-ρ) is
utilized to decode data in the decoder (where ρ is the
PS factor). The remaining time (i.e., T /2) is devoted to
delivering the data to the users.
• TS: In the first βT time slot, the R harvests energy,
where 0 ≤ β ≤ 1 and β is the TS factor. Then, in the
first (1 − β)T /2 of the remaining time, the S sends a
superimposed coding (SC) information to the R. Then,
in the last (1−β)T /2 time slot, the R uses the harvested
energy to deliver this information signal to the users.
• Hybrid (proposed): In the first βT time slot, the R
harvests energy as being in TS mode, where 0 ≤ β ≤ 1.
Then, the S transmits an SC information to the R in the
first (1−β)T /2 of the remaining time. Also, during this
first (1 − β)T /2 time period, the R harvest energy from
the received information, where 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 (ρ is the PS
factor for energy harvesting during the first (1 − β)T /2
at the R). Subsequently, the R uses the harvested energy
from βT plus (1 − β)T /2 time slots to forward the
information signal to the users in the last (1−β)T /2.
• No EH: The R is not capable of harvesting energy, and
it uses its own energy source (e.g., battery). The S and
the R cover half of the communication (T⁄2 time), and
both consume equal power during these data transfers.

At the S, the messages of users are combined in an SC
information signal with different power levels according to
the users’ channel gain1 and the R receives this information
signal in the first phase. Thus, the received information signal
by the R node is given as
p
√
√
(1)
yr = Ps ̟( α1 s1 + α2 s2 )hr +n,
where ̟ is the coefficient that indicates how much of the
source power is dedicated to information transfer, it will be
(1 − ρ) for PS and hybrid mode whereas equals to 1 for TS
and no-EH modes. s1 and s2 are the U1 and U2 signals,
respectively. α1 and α2 are the power allocation coefficients
of U1 and U2 , respectively in which α1 > α2 , such that
α1 +α2 = 1. Ps is the transmit power. hr is the Nakagami-m
fading channel coefficient2 between S-R. n ∼ CN (0, σ 2 ) is
the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at R. When the
information signal is received, the R node decodes the s1
firstly. Then, through the SIC, s2 is recovered.
For fairness, we consider the total consumed energy in all
protocols is equal to ǫT . Thus, ǫT is consumed equally by
the S and R in the no-EH mode, while it is consumed only
by the S in EH protocols, the source power is expressed as
Ps = φPT , where PT = ǫT /T,

(2)

2
where φ is equal to 1 for no-EH, 2 for PS and β+1
for TS
and hybrid. In EH protocols, the harvested energy during the
power transfer in each protocol is given as

T
PS,
 ηPs ρ 2 |hr |2 ,
2
ηP
βT
|h
|
,
TS,
Eh =
(3)
s
r

2β+ρ(1−β)T )
2
)|h
|
,
Hybrid,
ηPs (
r
2

where η (0 < η < 1) is the energy conversion efficiency factor.
Thus, the transmit power of the relay through the harvested
energy is given by

Ps |hr |2 Ψ, PS, TS and Hybrid,
Pr =
(4)
Ps ,
no EH,
where


PS,
 ηρ,
TS,
Ψ = 2ηβ/(1−β),

η(ρ+ 2β/(1−β)), Hybrid.

(5)

Based on the received information signal, the R
implements maximum likelihood detection (MLD)/successive
interference cancellation (SIC), to detect s1 and s2 symbols
respectively.Based on the signals decoded in the previous
phase, the R implements a new SC signal and by using the
harvested energy, it forwards this new SC signal to the users.
The received information at the users is given by
p
√
√
(6)
yk = Pr ̟( α1 s1 + α2 s2 )hk +n, k = 1,2,

1 In the NOMA system, the S or R combines the users’ messages in an SC
signal with different power levels according to the channel gains for each
user, where the user with higher channel gain will mostly have less power.
Thus, we take into account that the U2 has a higher channel gain than U1 ,
i.e., |h1 |2 < |h2 |2
2 The envelope of h and h follows Nakagami-m fading with Ω and
r
r
k
Ωk spread and mr and mk shape parameters.
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where hk , k = 1,2 is the Nakagami-m fading channel
coefficient between R−Uk . Through the information signal
received by users, the U1 detects its symbols s1 directly,
while the U2 use the SIC to detect its symbols s2 .
III. P ERFORMANCE ANALYSIS
In this section, over Nakagami-m fading channels, we derive
the closed-form BER of the two phases. Then, we obtain the
end-to-end (e2e) BER expressions for each user. At both S and
R, a binary phase-shift keying (BPSK) modulation is utilized
to obtain the s1 and s2 signals. Hence, two different energy
levels with similar probabilities could be presented. By using a
MLD, for all EH protocols and no EH, the R detects s1 firstly
by treating s2 as noise. Thereafter, s2 is detected using the SIC.
Then, the R implements an SC signal again for detected s1
and s2 symbols and forwards it to users by using the harvested
energy (i.e., for the case of the EH protocols) or its own
power (i.e., case of no EH). Through MLD, U1 detects its own
symbols s1 , whereas U2 uses a SIC to identify its symbols s2 .
By using the common probability of independent error event
in two phases, the e2e BER at each user is given as in [19] by
Pe2e,k (e) = 1− (1−Pr,k (e) ) (1−Pk (e) ), k = 1,2,

(7)

where Pr,k (e) is the BER of Uk at the relay. Pk (e) is the
BER at Uk in the second phase.
A. BER in the first phase
Based on the discussion above (i.e., for EH and no EH), R
detects s1 in the first step. The BER of s1 at R, by following
the steps in [20], can be given as
Pr,1 (e) =

2
1X p
Q( ̟γζi |hr |2 ),
2 i=1

(8)

√
√
√
√
where γ = Pσ2s , ζi = [( α1 + α2 )2 , ( α1 − α2 )2 ]. The
average BER (ABER) of (8) over a Nakagami-m fading
channel by using [21] is given as
2

1 X 1 Γ(mr +0.5)
√
2 i=1 2π Γ(mr +1)
p
̟γζi δ/2mr
p
)∇1 (mr ,̟γζi δ),
×(
(1+ ̟γζi δ/2mr )(mr +0.5)

Pr,1 (e) =

(9)

r
where ∇1 (mr ,̟γζi δ) =2 F1 (1,mr + 0.5,mr + 1, 2mr2m
+̟γζi δ )
and δ = Ωr . 2 F1 (.,.;.,.) is the Gauss hypergeometric function.
We also need to analyze the BER performance of the
correct and erroneous SIC as [20] to find the BER of s2 at
R. Thus, the BER performance of s2 at R is given by

Pr,2 (e) =

5
q
1X j
ν Q( ̟γζj |hr |2 ),
2 j=1

(10)

√
√
√
where ν = [2,−1,1,1,−1], ζj = [α2 ,( α1 + α2 )2 ,( 2α1 +
√ 2 √
√ 2 √
√ 2
α2 ) ,( α1 − α2 ) ,(2 α1 − α2 ) ]. By using [21], the
j

ABER of (10) over the Nakagami-m fading channel can be
given as
5

1 X j 1 Γ(mr +0.5)
ν √
×
2 j=1
2π Γ(mr +1)
p
̟γζj δ/2mr
p
(
)∇2 (mr ,̟γζj δ),
(1+ ̟γζj δ/2mr )(mr +0.5)

Pr,2 (e) =

(11)

r
where ∇2 (mr ,̟γζj δ) =2 F1 (1,mr +0.5,mr +1, 2mr2m
+̟γζj δ ).

B. BER in the second phase
Using the harvested energy (i.e., using the power harvested
of the three EH protocols as presented in section II), the R
node forwards the SC signal to the users. The U1 detect its
symbols directly using MLD, so the BER at U1 can be given
by
2
1X p
(12)
Q( γζi ψ|h1 |2 |hr |2 ).
P1 (e) =
2 i=1

As seen in (12), the conditional BER includes multiplying
of two random variables which belong to first and second
phase link qualities. Although, the conditional BER in (12)
defines the BER of second phase, it includes |hr |2 since
the transmit power of the relay (i.e., Pr ) is a function of
it (4). Thus, the ABER of (12) can not be simply obtained
by averaging Gamma distribution (i.e., the absolute square of
Nakagami-m). Firstly, the joint probability density function
(PDF) of |h1 |2 |hr |2 should be derived. By following steps
in [22] through the PDF of the product of two Chi-Square
distributions, the PDF can be obtained. After simplification
and using [23, eq. (3.478.4)], we derive the ABER of (12) by
using the Meijer-G function [23, eq.(9.311)] by following the
steps of [22], [24], and the closed-form ABER at U1 is given as


2
1 X ∆1 3 3 0,1−u2 ,0.5−u2 ,1−u2 ∆3
√
G
P1 (e) =
, (13)
2 i=1 2 π 4 5 0.5u1 ,−0.5u1 ,1−u2 ,u2 ,0 4
where u1 = mr − m1 , u2 = 0.5(mr + m1 ), ∆1 =
( mr )mr ( m1 )m1

u1

Ωr
Ω1
m1 Ωr 2
∆2 ( m
=
) ( γζ1i ψ )u2 , ∆2 =
Γ(mr )Γ(m1 ) , ∆3
q r Ω1
m1 mr
2 Ω1 Ωr γζi ψ , mr and mk are the Nakagami fading
parameters.
Also, we obtain the BER at U2 through the correct and
erroneous SIC. Thus, the BER at U2 is given by
5
q
1X j
(14)
ν Q( γζj ψ|h2 |2 |hr |2 ).
P2 (e) =
2 j=1

As discussed above, the ABER of (14) needs further
modification. Thus, we find the ABER of (14) by using the
same method of (13) and it is given as


5
1 X j ∆4 3 3 0,1−u4 ,0.5−u4 ,1−u4 ∆6
P2 (e) =
ν √ G4 5 0.5u3 ,−0.5u3 ,1−u4 ,u4 ,0
,
2 j=1 2 π
4
(15)
where u3 = mr − m2 , u4 = 0.5(mr + m2 ), ∆4 =
u1

m2 Ωr 2
( γζ1j ψ )u4 ,
∆5 ( m
Ω2 )
rq
r
∆6 = 2 Ω2mΩ2rm
γζj ψ .

∆5

=

mr m2 m2
( mr
(Ω )
Ωr )
2
Γ(mr )Γ(m2 )

and

4

Pe2e,1 (e) =
!
p
!

2
2
̟γζi δ/2mr
1 X 1 Γ(mr +0.5)
1 X ∆1 3 3 0,1−u2 ,0.5−u2 ,1−u2 ∆3
√
√ G
p
×
1− 1−
∇1 (mr ,̟γζi δ)
1−
2 i=1 2π Γ(mr +1)
2 i=1 2 π 4 5 0.5u1 ,−0.5u1 ,1−u2 ,u2 ,0 4
(1+ ̟γζi δ/2mr )(mr +0.5)
(16)
Pe2e,2 (e) =



p


5
5
X
X
̟γζj δ/2mr
1
1 Γ(mr +0.5)
∆4
∆6 
1
p
1− 1−
νj √
ν j √ G3 3 0,1−u4 ,0.5−u4 ,1−u4
∇2 (mr ,̟γζj δ)1−
×
2 j=1
2 j=1 2 π 4 5 0.5u3 ,−0.5u3 ,1−u4 ,u4 ,0 4
2π Γ(mr +1)
(1+ ̟γζj δ/2mr )(mr +0.5)
(17)

Finally, we obtain the e2e ABER expression of U1 as (16)
by substituting (9) and (13) into (7). Also, by substituting
(11) and (15) into (7), we get the e2e ABER expression of
U2 as (17) (please see the top of the next page).

TABLE I: Channel parameters in simulations
[Ωr , Ω1 , Ω2 ]
mr = m1 = m2

Scenario I
[10, 2, 10]
1.5

Scenario II
[2, 2, 10]
1.5

Scenario III
[10, 2, 10]
1

Scenario IV
[8, 4, 12]
1.5
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In this section, we validate the theoretical analysis by
Monte Carlo simulation. In all figures, the lines represent the
simulation results, while the markers represent the analytical
results. The channel parameters for all simulations are given
in Table I and in all simulations, η = 0.95 and for a fair
comparison, total transmit SNR is defined as PT /N0 . In
simulations, we use normalized i.e., T=1 transmission time.
In Fig. 1, we present ABER performances of both users for
all protocols, where α1 = 0.9, and β = ρ = 0.1. Firstly, it is worthy noting that our analysis matches perfectly with simulations
in all protocols and scenarios which proves the correctness
of our closed-from expressions. Besides, the analysis refers to
both integer and non-integer values of m and it can be seen that
this shape parameter m drives the diversity order. In Fig. 1, we
can observe that the proposed HEH-CNOMA outperforms all
three benchmarks. By examining the comparisons in Fig. 1, we
observe that the performance in Scenario I is better than Scenario III and in the same manner, the performance in Scenario
IV is superior to Scenario II. These observations are a natural
expectation of channel quality differences in various scenarios.
The shape parameter in Scenario I is greater than Scenario III
so that Scenario I has better ABER performance and improved
diversity order since in both phases less erroneous detection
is performed. Likewise, Scenario IV outperforms Scenario II
since the spread parameters are higher which improves the
performance. On the other hand, please note that in Scenario
I and Scenario IV, the linear sum of spread parameters (i.e.,
Ωr +Ωk ) of links are fixed which can reflect the relay position.
In other words, the higher Ωr means that the relay is closer to
the source than the users. By comparing the performances of
Scenario I and Scenario IV, we can observe that Scenario IV
is superior. Thus, we can easily say that the CNOMA schemes
have better performance when the relay is close to the middle
of the source and users.
The power allocation has prevailing effects on the ABER
performance. To this end, to discuss the optimal power
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Fig. 1: ABER performance comparisons between HEHCNOMA and benchmarks w.r.t. SNR.
allocation (PA), in Fig. 2, we present ABER performances
of users in Scenario I for PT /N0 = 20 dB. Regardless of the
PA changes, the HEH-CNOMA still outperforms all three
benchmarks. Nevertheless, as expected, with the increase of
α2 , the performance of U1 is always decayed (i.e., ABER is
increasing) since α1 so the allocated power to U1 symbols is
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allocation should be 0.1 ≤ α2 ≤ 0.25.
In order to better illustrate the effects of the EH parameters
(β, ρ) on the performance, in Fig. 3, we present the ABER
versus β and ρ in Scenario I and Scenario IV. In both
comparisons, we can say that an optimal β-ρ pair can be
obtained to minimize the ABER in HEH-CNOMA. According
to channel conditions, β and ρ can be chosen jointly. For
instance, in Scenario I, since the relay is close to the source,
the link between S-R has already a good quality and less
erroneous detection is performed at the relay. Hence, we can
increase β and ρ to increase the harvested energy to guarantee
a reliable communication in the second phase by increasing
the transmit power of the relay. On the other hand, when
the relay is located nearby the middle (i.e., Scenario IV), we
should select lower β and ρ values. If we choose β and ρ too
much, the information processing in the first phase becomes
unreliable since less power is devoted to information transfer.
In addition to this, the channel quality of the first phase is
relatively worse, so the relay makes more error in detection
and this causes an error propagation from relay to users.

1

0.5

00

0.5

1

(a) Scenario I

This paper proposes a hybrid protocol-assisted CNOMA,
which is a combination of existing EH protocols (i.e., PS and
TS). The aim of the study is to improve the performance of
the existing EH protocols with a more realistic protocol for
practical assumptions. The e2e BER expressions of users are
analyzed over the Nakagami-m fading channel. We discuss
the optimal hybrid protocol values with the power allocation
factor. The results illustrate that proposed HEH-CNOMA
outperforms all benchmarks. The optimum value of EH
factors to achieve more satisfactory performance for both
users jointly in HEH-CNOMA can be obtained according to
spread and shape parameters of the channel.
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Fig. 3: ABER performance comparisons between HEHCNOMA and benchmarks w.r.t. EH parameters.
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