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Joint Optimization in Bidirectional Multi-User

Multi-Relay MIMO Systems: Non-Robust
and Robust Cases
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Abstract—This paper studies the precoder design of bidirec-
tional networks in which each node is equipped with multiple
antennas. In contrast to the conventional model of bidirectional
relay networks, this paper considers a more general scenario, i.e.,
a multi-user multi-relay network. First, by assuming that perfect
channel state information (CSI) is available, we investigate the
precoding design for the relays and users to minimize the sum
mean squared error (MSE) and the maximum of single user’s
MSE, respectively. Then, we consider a more practical scenario
where CSI estimation error is taken into account. By means of
alternating optimization approach, we decompose the main prob-
lem into several decoupled subproblems with tractable solutions.
It is shown that, in both the perfect and imperfect CSI cases, the
proposed precoding algorithms outperform the existing solutions
in terms of MSE and bit-error-rate (BER) performance.

Index Terms—Bidirectional, multi-user, multi-relay, precoding,
robust.

I. INTRODUCTION

ITH the continuous burgeoning development of wire-

less communications technologies, the pursuit for a
system with higher performance has never stopped. Initially,
people focused on the point-to-point system, and a great deal of
remarkable results have been obtained for the single transceiver
case [1], [2]. Later, a relay node was introduced into the
network with the purpose to enhance the coverage and re-
liability of the system. However, due to the infeasibility of
full-duplex transmission at the relay, most of the relay-based
strategies claim their gains at the cost of consuming more
time or frequency resources under half-duplex relaying proto-
cols, e.g., a typical two-hop unidirectional amplify-and-forward
relay network has to complete one end-to-end transmission
with two phases [3]. To increase the spectrum efficiency, a
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network coding strategy for bidirectional relay networks has
been proposed in [4].

This paper investigates the precoding design for the relays
and users in a bidirectional multi-user multi-relay scenario.
Since the number of wireless communication users will con-
tinuously increase, a single-pair bidirectional relay system can
hardly accommodate a vast number of users. Meanwhile, vari-
ous criteria have been proposed to optimize the system perfor-
mance, such as minimizing the sum mean squared error (MSE),
the maximum user’s MSE, the minimum power that can support
a certain level of quality-of-service (QoS) requirements, etc. In
this paper, we concentrate on the sum MSE criterion as well as
maximum user’s MSE.

Previous work on MSE optimization can be dated back
to the work in [2], where separate designs of receivers and
transmitters and their joint design have been investigated.
A closed-form MSE-optimal solution for a multiple-input—
multiple-output (MIMO) relay network has been obtained in
[5], where a diagonal structure has been proven optimal. How-
ever, it turns out that the straightforward extension is not opti-
mal in a bidirectional relay scenario [6]. Even so, a suboptimal
closed-form solution is still preferred and has been given in [7].
It is worth noting that another relaying protocol named two-
path successive relay has been proposed in [8]. This protocol
is also designed to increase spectrum efficiency by combining
two half-duplex relays into one full-duplex node by means of
alternating relaying. However, the drawback of this scheme
is obvious since an additional relay has to be deployed, and
the associated cost cannot be easily neglected. Additionally,
the authors take the direct link from a source to a destination
into account in [9] and [10]. In [11], a bidirectional multi-
relay network has been studied, and an iterative algorithm is
shown to be effective. In addition, the authors investigate sum
MSE optimization for the case of multi-relay single-user pair,
and gradient-based algorithms have been proposed in [12]. In
addition, precoding schemes have been proposed in [13], with
an assumption that a base station will exchange messages with
multiple single-antenna users through the help of a bidirectional
relay. Our previous work in [14] has proposed a joint precoding
design for bidirectional multi-user single-relay networks.

Moreover, because perfect channel state information (CSI) is
not always available, it is necessary to investigate the relevant
precoding designs under imperfect CSI, i.e., a robust precoding
scheme. Previous works on the robust precoding for MIMO
relay networks fall into two categories: stochastic analysis and
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worst-case analysis. In [15], the precoder structure is analyzed
with the existence of stochastic channel estimation error for
the MIMO relay networks. In addition, for the MIMO relaying
broadcast scenario, the precoding schemes are analyzed under
stochastic channel estimation error model in [16]. The capacity
performance of a dual-hop MIMO relay network is analyzed in
[17]. The robust precoder design for the worst case is proposed
in [18], where a multi-antenna user with one multi-antenna re-
lay model is considered. Furthermore, in [19], a robust precoder
design is proposed, aiming to minimize the negative effect of
stochastic error for bidirectional relay systems.

In this paper, we consider a more general case that involves
multiple bidirectional relays and multiple user pairs with in-
dividual power constraints applied on each relay and each
user. To minimize the MSE, we propose precoding schemes
for both perfect and imperfect CSI scenarios. Note that our
earlier work in [20] only focuses on sum MSE minimization;
in this paper, we further develop the optimization algorithm
for minimizing maximum user’s MSE under both the perfect
and imperfect cases. However, the optimal solutions are hard to
obtain since, in [6], the optimal precoder’s structure has been
proven non-diagonal optimal. Therefore, iterative algorithms
are proposed instead. The proposed method has the potential
to be applied to large networks [21], [22]. Simulation results
show the effectiveness of our proposed algorithms.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The system
model and problem formulation are described in Section II.
The joint design for perfect channel knowledge is proposed in
Section III, where minimizing the sum MSE and maximum
user’s MSE are investigated, respectively. Similarly, we dis-
cuss the joint design under imperfect channel knowledge in
Section IV. The numerical results are presented in Section V.
Finally, the conclusion is made in Section VI.

Notation: In this paper, we use bold uppercase and low-
ercase letters to denote matrices and vectors, respectively.
(), ()T, ()H, and (-)~! denote the conjugate, transpose,
conjugate transpose, and inverse of a matrix or a vector,
respectively. (-)'/? denotes the square root of a square ma-
trix. blkdiag{X;,Xs,..., Xy} is the block diagonal matrix
formed by matrices X;, ¢ =1,2,...,N. Iy is an N x N
identity matrix. Ex{-} denotes the statistical expectation over
X. tr(-) and Re[] are the trace of a matrix and the real part of
a variable, respectively. vec(-) and mat{-} represent the matrix
vectorization and its inverse operation, respectively. ® denotes
the Kronecker product. || - || denotes the Frobenius norm. *
represents the property of semidefinite.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Consider a network shown in Fig. 1 that consists of R relays
and 2K users or, equivalently, K user pairs that are expected
to exchange data with the aid of R relays. Assume that the
k-th user and the r-th relay are equipped with Ny and M,
antennas, respectively. It should be noted that the constraint of
Lj, < Ny is necessary, where Ly, is the number of data streams
transmitted by the k-th user. Let k be the index of the user paired
with user k. Additionally, H, denotes the channel between
the k-th user and the r-th relay in the first phase, and Gy,
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Fig. 1. Multi-user multi-relay bidirectional networks.

denotes the channel between the r-th relay and the k-th user
in the second phase. The two-hop transmission processing is
completed by two phases, i.e., in the first phase, users send
their independent messages to the relays, whereas in the second
phase, the relays will broadcast the precoded received signal to
all users.

In the first phase, the k-th user transmits precoded signal
s, = A,dy, where dj, € CE#*1 denotes the data information
intended for the k-th user, and Ay is an Ny x Ly, precoding
matrix for user k. Without loss of generality, we assume that
E{dyd?} = 021}, , where I, is an Lj, x L, identity matrix.
We assume that the transmit power at each user side satisfies

ogtr (ARAf) < Pg,  Vke{1,2,...,2K} (1)
where Pgj is the power constraint for the k-th user. The
received signal at the r-th relay is

2K

x, =y HuArdy +n, e)
k=1

where n, € CM~*1 is a circular complex additive white
Gaussian noise vector at the 7-th relay node with E{n,n’} =
a, 2 I M,.-

After multiplying by relay precoding matrix F,. € CM-*Mr
all the relays broadcast their postprocessed signals at the begin-
ning of the second phase, i.e.,

2K

yr =) FHyAud, +Fon,. (3)
k=1

The transmitting signal at each relay should not violate the
individual relay power constraint, i.e.,

tr (y,y/')

=tr

2K
F, <a§ > HARA{HE + JfIMT> F7| <Pg.. 4
k=1
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The received signal at the k-th user is expressed as

2K R
re= Y GuFHyAd +ZGMF n,+n,  (5)
i=1r=1 r=1

where nj € CN**1 is a circular complex additive white
Gaussian noise vector with E{n;n/} = 021, .

The Kronecker model is adopted here for the wireless com-
munication channel in which independent and separable cor-
relations between transmit and receive antennas are presumed
[23]. For the Rayleigh fading, channel matrices H,; and Gy,
can be modeled, respectively, as

Hrk:I:Irk+AHTk:2H Tk(HW Tk+AHW T‘k)\Ilé rk (6)
Gir=Gpr+AGy, =32 e i (G ke +AGw, 1) G e (D

where I:Irk and Gkr are the estimated CSI, and AH,; and
AGy, correspond to the CSI error. It is worth noting that
H,. = fI,«k and Gy, = é’kr if perfect channel knowledge
is known at each node. X , and Xq 1, are the receive-
antenna correlation matrices, and Wp ., and Wq i, are
the transmit- antenna correlation matrices. Entries of matrices
HW iy AHw pp, GW kr» and AGyy i, are independent and
identically distributed complex Gaussian random variables with
variances 1 — 02, 02,1 — 02, and 02.

With the assumption that each user has the knowledge of
all estimated CSI and precoder matrices, each user can remove
the corresponding self-interference from the received data (5).
Therefore, after this self-interference cancelation step, the re-
ceived signal can be reformulated as

2K R
fk:ZZGk,F H,;A;d; +ZGk,F n, + ny
i=1r=1 r=1

H,,Ard. (8)

ZG

Afterward, the MSE-optimal receiver will be applied to ob-
tain the intended data, and the postprocessed signals can be
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expressed as

&k = ka'k
2K R R
=Y Y BiGyF,H,Ad; + > BiG,Fon,
i=1 r=1 r=1
R A A
+ Byny, — Z B.G, F H Ardy )
r=1

where By, is the MSE-optimal receiver for the k-th user. If
the transmitting precoding matrices are all fixed, By is also
determined. Consequently, we will calculate the expression for
By, first after giving the expression of individual user’s MSE.
By omitting the terms that involve a high order of channel
uncertainties, the MSE for the k-th user can be expressed as
(10) shown below. By setting AH,., =0 and AGy, =0 in
(10), we can obtain the MSE for the perfect CSI case.

For the algorithms proposed in Sections III and IV, we adopt
an alternating optimization method that iteratively optimizes
the receivers filters, relay precoders, and user precoders. We
also assume that there exists a central processor that can collect
all the uplink and downlink CSI, and it has the second order
of statistical knowledge on estimation errors. All the compu-
tations of receiver filters, relay precoders, and user precoders
are executed at this central processor. After computations, the
corresponding results will be sent to each node through control
channels. In addition, the optimal solutions are obtained in each
subproblem because the other convex-violating parameters are
set to be fixed. Furthermore, the sum MSE is definitely to
be non-negative or, namely, lower bounded by a fixed value.
Therefore, the proposed iterative algorithms for non-robust and
robust cases are sure to be convergent.

III. JOINT DESIGN FOR THE PERFECT
CHANNEL KNOWLEDGE

Considering that a diagonal structure is not optimal in bidi-
rectional systems [6] and that, up to now, the optimal closed-
form precoding scheme has not been found, we resort to the

(=

2K

i=1,i%k,k

r=1

R q g
<Z BkarFrHMAZ) (Z BkarFTHM-Ai> ]

r=1

R
+o2tr (BIBy) + 02 Z tr [(ByGi F, AH ALY (ByGr F, AH A

R
+ 0’3 Ztr (B G, -F,

R
+ aﬁtr[ (Z B,G, F.H, A;

(Bk‘Gk'r

H , p
— ILk> (Z B.Gi F.H ;A; — I

R
+ 0'3 Z tI‘|: (BxAGg. F. Hrchk> (BkAG]WFTHTkAk) :|

)

(10)

i

r=1
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precoding design that optimizes the receivers, relay precoders,
and user precoders, iteratively. Here, we only consider the sce-
nario that each node has perfect knowledge of all the channels.
Then, in Section IV, for the imperfect CSI case, we present
an iterative algorithm consisting of three subproblems for the
design of receiver filters, relay precoders, and user precoders,
respectively.

With the perfect CSI, the sum MSE optimization problem
can be written as

2K
min &= Z €k
Bk,FT,Ak kzl
st oatr (ARAf) < Pgy,

2K
tr [F <o—3 > HpARA[HS + 07Ty, ) F
k=1

vre{l,2,...,R}

Vke{l,2,...,2K}

SPRT

(1)

where ¢}, is the individual user’s MSE expression shown in (10)
by setting AH,, = AGy, = 0.

A. Sum MSE Optimization Algorithm

1) Receiver Design: In this paper, we adopt an MMSE
receiver at each user node, which is also called the Wiener
filter. Given the expressions of (J¢)/(0B},) = (9ey)/(0B;},) =
0, the optimal MSE receiver can be obtained by setting the
derivative of MSE with respect to Bj, to zero. We have

B, = aﬁZAHHH FIGHIR,! (12)
where
i=1,i#k r=1 s=1
R
+ O’ZZG]WF FAGE +021y,. (13)
r=1

2) Relay Precoder Design: Next, given the prefixed MMSE
receiver matrices and user precoders, we will design the relay
precoders F,.(Vr =1,2,..., R). However, the issue is that
jointly optimizing all the relay precoders is nonconvex accord-
ing to the Hessian matrix derivation. Therefore, by fixing the
other relay precoders except for the r-th relay, this sum MSE
optimization problem is convex. By omitting the parts irrelevant
to F,., the sum MSE can be reformulated as follows:

ng*‘fdz Z tr

k=1i=1,i#k

(AFHEFI G B BLG, F,.H;A;))
2K
+Y ot (FY G B{'B.Gy, F,)
k=1
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+oiy Y, w(AFHEFIGIB{U,)
k=1i=1,i#k
2K 2K
+ogy Y tr(UfBLGy, F,HyA,)
k=1i=1,i#k
2K
— 03 Y _tr(BpGy, F H, 1 Ap)
k=1
—og Y tr (AFHEFI G BY) (14)

where U;, = Zle’s#r B, G F,H,;A,. Due to the convex-
ity of this subproblem, the Lagrangian multiplier method can be
utilized to derive the optimal solution. The Lagrangian function
can be expressed as

2K
L= ep+\|tr (FIR,F,) — Pr,]
k=1

5)

where R, = 02 325, rkAkAHHTk + 020y,

By setting (9L)/(0F:) = additionally with other
Karush—Kuhn—Tucker conditions, we obtain
Altr (FIR,F,) — Pr] =0 (16)
tr (F/R,F,) < Pg, (17)
A>0. (18)
Then, we have
2K
> RyF,Rai + AF,R, = R,. (19)
k=1

Therefore, the form of optimal solution of the r-th relay pre-
coder can be written as

2K -
FP' =mat (Z R @Ryp+ AR, ®11m> vec(Ry)

k=1
(20)
where

Rop =05 > HuAATH + 07Ty, 1)

i=1,i#k
R,. =G BIB,G), (22)

=0 dz (G B/AIH, ;

Z GIBIU, AFHT | . (23)

i=1,i#k

Omitting the first term of (20), A should be confined
within the interval [0,/ (tr(R,.(RT) IR, (RT)'RT)/Pg,)).
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Therefore, a bisection search algorithm is applicable to find the
optimal \ and FoPt,

3) User Precoder Design: Here, the user precoders will be
optimized with fixed MMSE receivers and relay precoders. Let
Pp, = Pg, — o2tr(FPF,). The main problem (11) can be
modified as

2K
rgikn ];1 tr (RakAkAkH)

2K

— > 2Re[tr(RpxAg)] + tr(R.)
k=1
st. ogtr (AfA) < Ps, Vke{1,2,...,2K}
2K
> tr (AfRaprAy) < P, Vre{l,2,...,R}
k=1

(24)
where
R
Ry, =03 Y B;Gy, F Hy (25)
r=1
2K R H
R 203 Z l (Z BiGirFrH'r‘k>
i=1,i%k r=1
R
x (Z BiGirFTHrkﬂ (26)
r=1
Ryp, =o2HAFHEF H,, 27)
2K R
R.=)Y_ <Z o2 (ByGy, F,FIGEBY)
k=1 \r=1
L, 4o (BB ) o

To solve problem (24), we use CVX, which is a software
package for specifying and solving convex programs, since
the modified problem is a typical quadratically constrained
quadratic programming (QCQP) problem. The joint design of
sum MSE minimization is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Sum MSE optimization algorithm.

1: Initialization:

Set AV = /(Psi/Li)L, O, 1)« )" k€
{1,2,....2K} and FM = /(B /tr(Ry))Ly, Vre
{1,2,...,R},n=1.

2: Iteration:

a) Compute B,(Cn) using (12).

b) Compute F\"™ using (20).

¢) Compute A,(Cn) by solving the QCQP problem of (24).

d) Compute sum MSE (™).

3: Termination:
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The algorithm terminates either when £(™) converges, i.e.,
(™) — e(n=1)) /e(m)| <, or when n > Nyay, where 7
is a predefined threshold and Ny, is the maximum
iteration number;

Output BS*' = B, Fort — F{™ and A" = A",
Else, n = n + 1, and go to substep 2.

B. Minmax MSE Optimization Algorithm

Here, we will consider minimizing the maximum user’s
MSE. If we attempt to minimize the sum MSE, the individual
user’s QoS cannot be guaranteed. Therefore, we will consider
minimizing the maximum of users’” MSE, which can ensure that
the user’s MSE is equivalent to each other at the optimal point.

First, we define F = blkdiag{F;,Fs,...,Fr} and A =
blkdiag{Ai, Ao, ..., Aok }. Thus, it is easy to verify that
F, =P, FP7, where P, isthe M, x . | M, permutation mat-
rix with zeros and ones. Similarly, we have A, =Q; AV, with
Qi€ Vo5 Ne ang vie CIi Lo For given MMSE
receivers, our optimization problem can be formulated as
min max ke

F,A ke{1,2,...,2K}
2K

st. tr |P.FPT (gﬁZHerkAV,kaAH

k=1

x QIHE 4+ 021 MT) P, FIPT

< Pg. Vre{l,2,...,R},
otr(QrAVEV,ATQI) < Py, Wk € {1,2,...,2K}.

(29)

Then, we can rewrite the MSE expression of the k-th user, as
shown in the following:
R 2
> vecBrGi, P, FP]H,;Q AV ) —vec(I,)

r=1

z’:‘k:Oﬁ

+02 3 ||vee (ByG P, FPYL) | +02 | By

r=1
2K R 2
+og > |I>_ vec (BrGy,P,FPIH,;Q,AV])| .
i=1,i#k,k lIr=1
(30)
1) Relay Precoder Design: By introducing equation
vec(F) = Tf, where f is defined as
vec(F1)
f= @31
vec(FR)

T, is the transformation matrix formed by ones and ze-
ros, which can be built by observing the nonzero entries of
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vec(F). Then, with the help of equations vec(ABC) = (CT ®
A)vec(B) and tr(XHYXW) = vec(X)? (W7 ® Y)vec(X)
in [24], the optimization problem can be written as

min max 05| Zixf — vee(Ir,)|?

3 ke{1,2,....2K}

R 2K
+ ZU$||Z3krf||2 + Z o3| Zorif||* + s1x
r=1 i=1,i#k.k
1
st |Dif| < /Pm Vrel2....R (32)
where
a T
Ty = (Z ((PfHT,;Q,;AV,{) ® (BkarPr)>> T,
r=1
(33)
T T
Zoyi = (Z ((Pr H,,Q;AV)) ®(BkarPr))> Ty
r=1
(34)
Zsir = (Py) ® (BLGy ' P,)) Ty (35)

2K
D7 = ((P,T. <U§ZHT,€Q;€AV{V;€AHQEH£§C
k=1

T 3
+afIMT>PT> ®(PZPT)> T, (36)

s1p = 02| By (37)

Then, by introducing a new variable Z, the minmax optimization
can be expressed as

min ¢
£,1
2K
st 05| Zakf — vec(IL,)|* + Z 02| Zoi £
i=1,i#%k,k
R 1
+ ) 02 Zaprf|)* + 516 < £, |DEE|| < /P,
r=1
Vke{l,2,...,2K}; Vi€ {l,2,...2K}, i#k,k;
vr e {1,2,...,R}. (38)

Furthermore, we introduce the set of variables 1k, togs, t3k:-
Then, the optimizing problem turns into

~ min t
f.t,t1k toki takr

2K R
i=1,i%k.k r=1

0ql|Zikf —vec(Ip )| < tig,  0dl|Zogif]] < togs

ool Zag | < tar, [DFE| < V/Prr
Vk e {1,2,...,2K} Vie{l,2,...,2K},i#k.k
vre{l,2,...,R}. (39)
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Moreover, we introduce a new vector tj € CZE-1+R)x1

defined as

tr = [Tk, tok1, tok2, - - - tokok, tak1, take, - - -, t3kg).  (40)

Using the Schur complement lemma [25], we have

min ¢,
fit,ty

Lk 14r ty
t. -
s.t [ t}:f P s 0

oal|Zief — vec(IL,)|| < cf tr, 04l Zogif]| < ]t

1
0| Zsirf| < €3xc 1y itis [DEE| < /PRy

Vke{l,2,...,2K} Vie{l,2,...,2K},i #k,k
vre{1,2,...,R} 41)

among which, c; € CRE-1+R)x1 ¢ 3 vector with its i-th

element being one, whereas the others are zeros. The problem
is a second-order cone programming (SOCP) problem, which
can be solved by CVX efficiently.

2) User Precoder Design: Define vec(A) = T,a, where

a € C2ior MeLOXT gnd i defined as
vec(Ay)
. (42)
VGC(AQ K)
T, is the transformation matrix formed by ones and zeros,
which can be built by observing the nonzero entries of vec(A).

For fixed F, the problem can be formulated as

min max

2
a ke{12,.2K} I

sok + 0| Miga — vec(IL,)
2K
+ Y oa|Maall?
i=1,i#k,k
1 ~
st. |N2al? < Pg. Vre{l,2,...,R}

1
07|IN2al? < Psy Vk e {1,2,...,2K} (43)

where
R
M, = (Z ((VE) & (BkarPrFPIHerk))> Ta
(44)

R
Mgki = (Z ((Vi) 24 (BkarPrFPszQz))> Ta

(45)
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i 2K
N - ( S (VIVL)
k=1

Nl

® (QHP,F'P]P,FPH,,Qy;)) ) T,
(46)
N2, = (VIVi) © (QFQ)))* T, (47)
sa1 = 05| By + o ZRj |BxG, P, FP] | (48)
r=1
Pg, = Pg, — o2tr (P,FPIP,FZPT). (49)

Then, similar to the relay precoder design, we introduce
variables z, 21, and z9x;. The user precoder design can be
reformulated as

min  z,
a,2,21k,%2ki

2K
2 E 2 z
S.t. Zlk + z2k7i + Sk S z
i=1,i%k,k

oq||Miga —vec(Ir,)| < 21k, 04| Mapia| < zomi

[ < /P ke < VP
2KYVi € {1,2,...,2K},i # k,k
R}. (50)

Vke{1,2,...,
vre{l1,2,...,

Similarly, by introducing z;, € CX-D*1 we have

min z
a,z,zy
g Z
st [ 2ESL TR
Z, Z — Sok

I < diz

1 ~
’Nf,.aH <\/ P,

o4 ||Mira — vec(

od|Mapal < di, 2,
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7al[ Wi < VP
2K Wi € {1,2,. ..
R}.

vk e {L,2,...,
Vre{l,2,...,

2K},i# bk
(51)

Among which, d; € C@E-1x1 g g vector with its i-th element
set to one, whereas the others are all zeros. This problem is an
SOCP problem, which can be solved by CVX efficiently. The
joint design of minmax MSE is summarized in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Minmax MSE optimization algorithm.

1: Initialization:

Set AWV = \/(Psi/Lo)I5, 0N, Loywri]t  VEkE€
{1,2,...,2K} and FY = /(P /trR,)) Ty, Vr €
{1,2,...,R}.n=1.

Compute a'") and £f(V) using (42) and (31), respectively.
2: Iteration:
a) Compute B,(C") using (12).
b) Compute f(™) by solving the SOCP problem of (41).
¢) Compute a(™ by solving the SOCP problem of (51).
d) Compute max MSE 5(”).
3: Termination:
The algorithm terminates either when sl(f) converges, i.e.,
|(e() — e(=1)) /(™| < 5, or when n > Nyax, Where 7
is a predefined threshold, and Ny,.x is the maximum
iteration number;
Output szt = B,g"), fort — £(n) and a®Pt = a(™),
Else, n = n + 1, and go to substep 2.

IV. JOINT DESIGN FOR THE IMPERFECT
CHANNEL KNOWLEDGE

Here, we treat the imperfect CSI case. The block-fading
channel and channel estimation error are modeled according to
Section II. The proposed optimization algorithm in Section III
cannot be applied here due to its perfect CSI assumption.
Instead, robust precoding design should be considered. All the
nodes in the network are assumed to have the imperfect channel

2K

Zak—adz Z tr(AHHHFHG [ BIB,G), F, H”A)

k=11i=1i#k

2K

+ Z o2tr (FHG 'BEB,G, F ) + 02 Z tr (BB ¥ ) tr (Fq{{EG,kr\I’G, rFr <Rack + Rmk))

k=1 k=1

2K 2K

2K 2K

+02033 >t (AAT Ty ) (FHG BI'B,G, F,. Sy ) +03Y Y w (AHHHFHG BHUW)

k=11=1

2K 2K

k=1i=1,i#k

DI (U B.G i, F, HMA)—ngzK:tr (BkarFrﬂrEAE) odZtr (AHHHFHG BH)

k=11i=1,i#k

k=1

k=1
(52)
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knowledge for both Gy, and H,,. Consequently, the self-
interference cancelation cannot be perfectly canceled at each
user side. The sum MSE can be expressed in (52), shown at the
bottom of the previous page, where

2K
R.x :0'3 Z HmAzA,{{I:Ig + U?IAL

(53)
i=1,i%k
Rox =0 H, A ATHE (54)
R
Ui, = Y BiGF.HA,. (55)

s=1,s#r

Thus, the robust MMSE problem can be modified from (11) as

2K
min ezg £k
By ,Fr Ak

k=1

st. ogtr (ARAf) < Pg, Vke{l1,2,...,2K}

tr (Frf{,;Ff) < Ppe Vre{l,2,...,R} (56)
where
_ 2K
R, = o203 Z tr (AkAkH‘I’H,rk) YH,rk
k=1
2K
+otlu, +o5 Y HuAyATHS. (57)
k=1

Although the modified version of the original problem seems to
be more complicated, the resolving methods are supposed to be
similar, which decouples the main problem into several convex
subproblems.

A. Robust Sum MSE Optimization Algorithm

1) Receiver Design: Similar to Section III, we first deduct
the MMSE receiver with the preknown knowledge of the
stochastic properties for the estimation errors. Thus, the expres-
sion for the MMSE receiver can be shown to be

R
B, =05y AJHIFIGIR,'

r=1

(58)

R
R, =02 Y G FH AAMHIFIGY

R R
£023 GURFIGE 402
r=1 r=1

R 2K

(Ff‘I’G’ krFrRzk> + 0’30’3 Z Z tr

r=11i=1
(AZAfI‘I’]-L 7-7;) GkrFrzH, TLFF(A;]CHJ

+ Iy, . (59)
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2) Relay Precoder Design: By using the Lagrange multi-
plier method, the form of the optimal relay precoder at the r-th
relay node can be written as

2K ~ ~ 2K 2K B
oot _ mat{ [Z RE R+ Y3 (500 o)
k=1 k=11=1
2K ) ) -1 )
+3 RI, @R+ ARL @1y, Vec(RT)} (60)
k=1
where
Ry = GBI B,Gy,r + Ro (61)
~ 2K A~ A
R, =07) (GkHTBkH AlH,
k=1
2K ~
- Y GEBU,AMHE | (62)
i=1,i#k
R,y =030ty (A, ATy ) GEBEBLG,,  (63)
R, =02tr (BfByZc k) i, r- (64)

The bisection search method can be employed here to ac-
quire the optimal Lagrangian multiplier A\ within its bound
0./ (tx(R, (RT) 'R, (RT) 'RY)/Pp,)).

3) User Precoder Design: Here, the precalculated robust
version of MMSE receivers and relay precoders are assumed
to be given. Let Py, = Pg, — o2tr(FXF,). We formulate the
user precoder computing problem as

2K
: 5 H
rglkn Z tr (RakAkAk )
k=1
2K

— Z 2Re {tr(ﬁbkAk)} + tr(f{c)
k=1

st. ogtr (AFfAy) < Psy Vk € {1,2,...,2K}

2K
N (Aka{dkrAk> < Pl Vre{l,2,...,R} (65
k=1

where
) 2K R X X H
Rop =07 Y l (Z BZ-GWFTHTQ

i=1,i%k r
BiGirFrI:Irk> ‘|
1

In]

=1
X <
T
2K R

+ 0303 Z Ztr

k=1r=1

(FIGEBI B G F S, ) Ui,
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2K R

+ 050(21 ZZtr

k=1r=1
(BIB;Z¢,,) HEF W, F, H,,
_ R
Ryr =0 Z B G, FrHry

r=1

2K R
R.=)_ (Z 0?B,G. F,.FIGE B}
k=1

(66)

(67)

r=1

R
+ 0?ByBY + 0202 z tr
r=1

(FTFTH\I’G,kr)BkEG,kerHJFIL,;) (68)
der 20'5 (ﬂiFFFTﬂrk

+0%tr (FUF, Sy ) O k) . (69)

It can be observed that the channel estimation errors do not
violate the convex properties of the optimization problem.
Therefore, this convex QCQP problem can be solved by the

CVX software. The robust design of sum MSE minimization is
summarized in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Robust sum MSE optimization algorithm.

1: Initialization:
Set AL = \/(Psi/Li)[In, 0w, 1)<1, )T Vh €
{1,2,....2K} and FV = /(P /tr(Ry)) Ly, Vre
{1,2,...,R},n=1.

2: Iteration:
a) Compute B,i") using (58).
b) Compute an) using (60).
¢) Compute A,(C”) by solving the QCQP problem of (65).
d) Compute sum MSE (™).

3: Termination:
The algorithm terminates either when g converges, i.e.,
(e — (=1 /e(M)|< 1, or when n > Nyax, where 7
is a predefined threshold and Ny .y is the maximum
iteration number.
Output B{P' = B{™, Fort — F{™ and A" = A\,
Else, n = n + 1, and go to substep 2.

B. Robust Minmax MSE Optimization Algorithm

Here, we will consider minimizing the maximum user’s MSE
under the imperfect CSI case. We will adopt the receiver design
in (58). Under this imperfect scenario, the MSE of the k-th
user can be expressed in (70), shown at the bottom of the
next page.

Compared with the perfect channel case, we can no-
tice that seven additional terms have been added into the
MSE expression. With equation IEAGM{AGMRSAGMH} =
o2tr(Rs¥q, k)X kr» term (a) can be simplified as (71),
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also shown at the bottom of the next page. Similarly, we can
transform the other additional terms into the following forms:

R 1 2
T =otod Y | w5 Qiavy|
r=1

()
X

R 1 2
x HB;CG;WPTFPZE%{ H;H (72)
Bkr(b)
() SN : °
T\ =203y H\I:g krPTFPfHTkaAV{H
r=1
(c)
kr
1 2
< |[Bizd (73)
—_———
e
d 4 1
Té ) 20303 Z H'I’IQi £ QeAVy H
r=1
R
kr
~ 1 2
x HBkarPrFPfEfq o ’
BLY
(74)
2K R N 2
TV =023 Y ZH@;MQZAV?
i=1,i#k,k =1
a'®
kir
A 1 2
x HBkarPrFPf A (75)

(e)
Bkir

2K R
1 ~ 2
T =023 S Y HxI:G . P,FPTH,,Q,AV”
i=1,i#kk r=1

)

kir
1 2

X HBkzé, kr
~——_———

o
(76)
R 1 1 2
T =002 ||wé P FPT| [Bizd | 0D
B e

The relay power constraints can be reformulated into the form

tr

2K
P,FPZ(J[QI > HQrAVE Vi ATQIHY, +afIMr>
k=1

P, FIPT
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2K 1) Relay Precoder Design: First, define the following
=tr|P,FPL oﬁZHkaAVkT.VkAHQfHH +o,1um expressions:
k=1
~ ~ T 1
P, FAPT zy) = <(PerkaAVg) ® (‘I’cz;,krPr)> Ty (79)
2K 70 — (PT22 )T®<B G P) T (80)
+o205 Y tr (QRAV] VAT QW ) tr kr H, vk kG Py !
k=1 R ) T N
(P,FP'Sy 4P, F7PT) < Pp,. (78) ;) = ((PTTHerkAV{) ® (‘I’GkP)> T, (81)
R X ) 2 R X )
er =03 || veo (BkaTPTFPTTH,.,—CQ,;AV,;T,) —vee(Iny)|| +02Y Hvec (BkarPrFP,T) H
r=1 r=1
2K R 2
2Bl + 03 Y D vec (BkaTPTFPfH,.iQiAViT)
i=1,i%k,k |I7=1

2

R R

~ ~ 2

+Eacy, § 03| (BrAGLP, FPTH,;QAV] )| b +Eam, 03> [BiGi P FPI AR, :QzAV] |
— r=1

(@) (b)

R . 2 R . 2
+Eac,, {03 | (BeAGL P, FPIHQuAVT )| | + Ean,, 03 Y [BiGi P, FPTAH,QiAV] |
r=1 r=1

() (d)

2K R
+Ean, {03 Y Z |BLGr P, FPTAHQAVT[ b +Eac,, {02 [ (BLAG,P,FPT)|’
i=1,i#k,k 7=1 —1
© @
2K
N S |Biace P, FRTR,QAVT)| (70)

i=1,i#k,kT=1

6))]

s ~ 2
T\" =Eaq,, {JZZ |BraGy, P, PRI, QAV]| }
r=1
R
= 32 (BiEac,, {AGw P, FPIH,;QiAV] VA" QI TP, FRPTAGH | Bf)

R 1 1 2
eaﬁZnyg) P,FPTH, ;Q; AV’ H HBkzg

(71)

B o)
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7@ _ ((PTTE%_I Tk)T ® (BkarPr)) T, (82
A ((Pf.z,%,’m)T ® (BkaTPT)> T, (83
z) = ( P,TPIM-QZ-AVZ-T>T® (v krm)) T, (84)

(85)

Similar to the perfect CSI case, we introduce variables i, flk,
s Fpr, £62) 80 20 1D 50 5D 59 g e 1,2, 2K;
Viel,2,...,2K,i # k,k; and Vr € 1,2,..., R. Then, the

minmax optimization can be expressed as

min
£,8, 81k Baks oo £L0) £ 800 80D 109 30 30)
2K R R 5 R 5
22 ) Na) 2(b)
s.t. E o + E gy + E , (tkr) + E : (tkr
I=1,i#k,k r=1 r=1 r=1

)2 ROMNS SRSV
+;<tkr> +Z(tkr) + Z Z(tkir)

r=1 I=1,i#k,k =1
2K R 9 9
+ 3 S (ED) X (BY) B <
I=1,i#k,kr=1 r=1

04 Hsz - VeC(IL,;)H < tik,04 HZQkif

’ < loki,

oy Z?)krrf‘ ngkmUeUd\/@ Z;(C?fH ng?,

oo a2 [05] < 10 o |01] < .
oD [B08] <140, orurfaly [208] < i)
seony/ol||20)e] < ifL). oo faf2 | 2] < 82,
Hb%f’g@Vke{l,z,...,zK}, Vie {1,2,...,2K),

i#kkNre{l,2,... R} (86)

where

((PTTﬂerkAVZ)T ® (Bk,ékrPr>>> Ty

- (5

r=

—

(87)
R R . T .
Zogi = (Z_} ((P,T H,,QAV]) (BkarPr)>> T,
(88)
Zspr = ((Pr) ® (BkaTPr)) Ty (89)
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2K
(PZ <a§ > H.QLAV] VAT QI H],
k=1

A L
D; =

T
+ JEIMT> Pr> ® (PIP,)

2K
+olo; > tr (QrAV] VAT QW 1)
k=1

SIS

< ((PT=mmP,)" @ (PTP,)) | Ty (90)

Then, by introducing a new variable, which can be expressed
£@) 2(0) £(d) 2(e) 2(f) z(ohT

tAkr ’tkr 7tk7‘ ’tkir7tkir’tkr ] €

where to; iS a vector containing all

possible values of oy;, and f:g)r), f:](;,), f:,(;i), ‘E,(:il, f,i{i, ‘E,(Cgr) have

the similar definitions, we have

as ty = [f1k,f2ki,£3kr,£;($),
C(2K71+R(4K+2))x1

~ min t,
f,t,t,Vkel,2,...,2K

I t
s.t.[ PR (AKF2) Ok } =0,
tk: t—Slk

T A
| S c](j) tk7

o4 Hsz — VeC(ILE)H < C;(:)Tflm 04 szkif

o0 | Zowet || < ¢ b, 0000y /a2 20t < o2t
veoar/a® [|Z0f < <P ¢y, 0eoy/al® z;a)ngc,g?Tek,
ocoa\f Zi‘?f\ < el b, 0e0ay/ 0l \Zﬁi-ifHéc;if%k,
oeoay/all) | Z08|| < ) 00y aff) \z;@ngc,gz)Tek,
Hf)%f‘g\/}TM,Vke{1,2,...,2K}Vz’e{1,2,..‘,2K},
i#kkvre{1,2,...,R} (91)
(1) @) B) (a) (b) (o) (d) () () (9) oo

where ¢, 7, €, €y €ty €y €ty €l Criin Crlis Cy
respond to different columns of Iy 14 gx(4K42)- This problem
is a typical SOCP problem, which can be solved by CVX
efficiently.

2) User Precoder Design: Here, we aim to optimize the user
precoders. Let us define the following expressions first:

M = (Vi (95, PFPTH, Q) T 92)
M) = (VE ® (‘I';, T,;Q;;)) T, (93)
M) = (Vo (98, P, FPIH,Q,) ) Ta (94)
MY = (Viee (¥5,,,Qx)) Ta (95)
M) = (Vie (¥7,,Q)) T 96)
M) = (Vi (9, PFPIHLQ)) To O
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Similar to the perfect CSI case, we introduce variable Z. Then,
we have

min 2,
) 2 2K ) 9
s.t. 03 HMlka— vec(IL,) ‘ + Z 03 }Mgkia’
i=1,i%k,k
+ Sop, + 02 O'd (Z a(a) Ml(;:,)aH2 r
R . s B A 2
3 ol a3 4 [l
r=1 r=1
+ Z Z( kir k:zr ‘ +Oé ) kzr ’ > Sga
i=1,i%k k"=
HN%@H <y Pry,04 HNQ%kaH </ Psy,
Vke{l,2,...,2K}; Vie {1,2,...,2K},i # k, k,
Vre{1,2,...,R)}, (98)
where
M= (Z ((Vk)®(BkarPrFPfﬂerk>)> T, (99)
r=1
~ R ~ A~
M= (Z (Ve (Bka,-P,-FP,T.HMQi)D T, (100)
r=1
2K
A 1 2
N, = lad ((VEVe)
k=1
(Q{H P,FIPTP FPTHTka))
+ 02032( (VIVi) @ (QF Q) tr
%
(P, FPT zH,TkPTFHPZ)) T, (101)
N3 = (VIV) @ (Q1Qx))* Ts (102)

1
Sor = 02||By||? + 0202 Zuqlg P, FPT|? ||13sz o ll?

R
+02) " |ByGy, P, FP] |2 (103)

r=1
Pg, = Pg, — o’tr (P, FPIP,F/PT). (104)

Moreover, for the purpose of transforming this problem into
a standard convex optimization form, we introduce a set of
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5(a) 5(0) () o(d) s(e) 5(f) 5(9)
variables Z, 21k, 22ki> 21y > 2> Zh s 2k > 2hoirs 2hgrs And 257

Then, (98) can be equivalently rewritten as

() <b> z<“)

5(d) s(e)
a,z Z1k722k1,2 ’Z " 12

kr ’zk ir ’Zk ir

R R
st Sop + 2%+ Z 52+ Z(Zl(c?)) Z(z&))

i=1,i#k,k r=1 r=1

DNCHEIS DN CH)

i=1,i#k,k =1

5(f) 2(9)
Zlr

R
+Z<z£i))
r=1

2K R
Y () <

i=1,i#k,k T=1

’“)H < 21k, 04 HMQkia

‘ < 22ki7

Oe0g a,(;) Mgi)a’ < 2,(;),06(” (b) Mg’r H < ka
0e04 aéi) l\A/I,(;T)a‘ < él(w),apad (d) ,(;i)aH < 21(;7{)7
oo [NAe)] < 52, ool VL < 200,
el < P e < 75
Vke{l1,2,...,2K},Vi€ {1,2,...,2K},i # k, k,

vre{l1,2,...,R}. (105)
In addition, by introducing a new variable zy, = [21%, Zaki, i,(ﬁ,),
z,(f;), i,(w), Afg),ig)r, A,(C{r} € CEK-1+4KR)x1 it should be no-
ticed that 2zog; have all possible Values of Z9i, and

z,(ﬂ?j,(c?,z,(:r),i,(ci),igﬂ)wz,(CJ;T), have similar definitions. There-

fore, we have

min 2
a,z,zy

I Z
St 2K — 1;4KR ~ kA - 0’
Z, Z — Sof

ou |[Mipa—vec(I,, )| < 4V 2

~ T
geoayfal) ‘Mﬁﬁ?aH <d\ zi,0.04\/ B
o.0 M(C) <d(C)TA
e0d akr >da,,. Zg,0e04
o.0 B(E) <d(€)
eVd kir kir Zk7aead akzr

Zj,

~r (b )T .
aal|<al)" s

T

M(f)

kir2

M(e)

kird

‘ <d(fl Zk,

HNiaH <V Pry,04 Ngéka’ < v/ Psg,

Vke{l,2,...,2K},\Vi € {1,2,... 2K}i # k, k,
vre{1,2,...,R} (106)
where di, 4 4 4 a4 dj) d)f) . and @)

correspond to different columns of Isx 1445 r. This subprob-
lem is also a standard SOCP problem, and a global optimal
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solution can be acquired by a software package. The robust
design of minmax MSE is summarized in Algorithm 4.

Algorithm 4 Robust minmax MSE optimization algorithm.

1: Initialization:
Set AWV = \/(Psi/Lo)[11,0n, Lowr)” ke
{1,2,...2K} and FY = /(P /trR,)) Ly, Vr €
{1,2,...,R},n=1.
Compute a'") and £f(*) using (42) and (31), respectively.
2: Iteration:
a) Compute B,(C") using (58).
b) Compute f(™) by solving the SOCP problem of (91).
¢) Compute a(™ by solving the SOCP problem of (106).
d) Compute max MSE 55:).
3: Termination:
The algorithm terminates either when E](Cn) converges, i.e.,
[(e() — e(»=1)) /()| <, or when n > Nyax, Where 7
is a predefined threshold, and Ny,.x is the maximum
iteration number;
Output szt = Bi"), fort — £(n) apnd a®Pt = a(™),
Else, n = n + 1, and go to substep 2.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Here, numerical results are provided to show the effec-
tiveness of our proposed algorithms. All the channels among
relays and users satisfy the Kronecker model. The corre-
sponding channel correlation matrices are generated with the
exponential model [15], i.e., the entries of the correlation
matrices is given by X .1 (m,n) = g kr(m,n) = Blm=nl
and ¥y ,1(m,n) = Pg gr(m,n) = alm™="l where o and 3
are the correlation coefficients.

We simulate a bidirectional multi-user multi-relay network in
which N, = NVk=1,...,2K,and M, = M Vr=1,...,R.
A vector [K N R M] denotes the network with K user
pairs, each equipped with N antennas, and R relays, each
equipped with M antennas. We assume that the noise variance
coefficients at relay nodes and user nodes are the same, i.e.,
02 = o2. Transmit power at each user node and relay node
arePSk = PS vk = 1,...,2K,PRT = PR,VT' = 1,R The
average SNR for the two phases of the bidirectional protocol is
defined as SNR; = Pg/N/o? and SNRy = Pr/M /o2, and we
choose SNR; = SNRj, for simplicity. The bit-error-rate (BER)
results are averaged over 1000 channel realization and 10 000
symbols transmitted from each user node.

A. Demonstration of BER and MSE Performance with Perfect
Channel Knowledge

First, we consider the perfect CSI case. In this case, the relays
and users are assumed to have perfect knowledge of all the CSI.
Fig. 2 shows the performance of our proposed two algorithms
with various iteration numbers under the case [2 2 2 2] with a
single stream for each user. It can be observed that the minmax
MSE algorithm always achieves better performance than the
proposed min-sum MSE algorithm under the same iteration
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Fig. 2. Perfect channel knowledge. Case [2 2 2 2] with a single data stream

for each user. @ = 0.5, and 3 = 0.5. The solid line denotes minmax MSE
algorithm. The dashed line denotes min-sum MSE algorithm.

number. Generally, the overall BER performance depends on
the users’ worst MSE. Although min-sum MSE algorithm can
achieve a smaller sum MSE value, the imbalanced MSE dis-
tribution among different users will largely degrade the system
BER performance. On the contrary, the proposed minmax MSE
algorithm can guarantee that each user exhibits the same BER
performance and, thus, get a lower BER. Furthermore, it can be
seen that both algorithms are sensitive to iteration numbers. As
the iteration number increases, the BER drops down rapidly.

In addition, in Fig. 3, for the case of [2 1 1 4], we compare our
proposed min-sum MSE algorithm and minmax MSE algorithm
with the algorithm proposed in [26] in terms of BER and sum
MSE performance. In [26], the case of multiple user pairs
and one bidirectional relay is investigated, and a zero-forcing
(ZF)-criterion-based algorithm and an MMSE-criterion-based
algorithm are proposed. However, in [26], the structures of
transmit-receive beamforming vectors are prefixed, whereas in
our algorithms, they are separately designed and can be guar-
anteed to be optimal in each subproblem. We can observe that
our proposed algorithms outperform the algorithm in [26] for
both of BER and sum MSE performance. In addition, the min-
sum MSE algorithm achieves better sum MSE performance
compared with the minmax MSE algorithm since sum MSE is
directly optimized by the min-sum MSE algorithm.

Fig. 4 investigates the multi-stream scenario where we con-
sider the case [2 2 4 4] with dual streams for each user.
Moreover, Fig. 5 gives BER performance of [4 2 4 4], which
involves four pairs of users with a single data stream. Both
of the two figures simulate the four- and eight-iteration cases,
and better performance can be expected for larger iteration
numbers.

We plot the MSE performance in Fig. 6, which is conducted
for the case [2 2 2 2] with a single data stream. It shows that
the min-sum MSE algorithm indeed achieve better sum MSE
performance compared with the minmax MSE algorithm under
the same iteration number. As the iteration number increases,
both of the two algorithms tend to reach smaller MSE values.
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Fig. 3. Perfect channel knowledge. Case [2 1 1 4] with single data stream for

each user. « = 0.5. 8 = 0.5. Four iterations.

100
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Fig. 4. Perfect channel knowledge. Case [2 2 4 4] with double data streams
for each user. « = 0.5. 8 = 0.5.

In addition, it clearly demonstrates that the min-sum MSE
algorithm results in a heterogeneous MSE distribution among
its users, whereas the minmax MSE algorithm can achieve
homogeneous MSE performance.

B. Demonstration of BER and MSE Performance with
Imperfect Channel Knowledge

In Fig. 7, we examine the sum MSE performance for cases
of [22 2 2] and [2 2 2 4] with the existence of imperfect
CSI. It turns out that, with a fixed value of estimation error
covariance, the robust min-sum MSE algorithm outperforms
the robust minmax MSE algorithm, and as the estimation error
covariance decreases, their performance gets better.

Next, we present simulation results for the imperfect channel
knowledge case. Similarly, we choose the case [2 2 2 2]
with a single data stream for each user in Figs. 8 and 9
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Fig. 5. Perfect channel knowledge. Case [4 2 4 4] with single data stream for
each user. « = 0.5. 8 = 0.5.
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Fig. 6. Perfect channel knowledge. Case [2 2 2 2] with single data stream for
eachuser, « = 0.5, and 8 = 0.5. The first ten bars correspond to four iterations,
and the last ten bars correspond to eight iterations.

with 02 = 0.01 and o2 = 0.005, respectively. It can be seen
that our proposed robust min-sum MSE algorithm and ro-
bust minmax MSE algorithm indeed perform better than their
nonrobust versions. In addition, it should be mentioned that,
similar to the perfect channel knowledge circumstance, the
robust minmax MSE algorithm also exhibit better performance
compared with the robust max—sum MSE algorithm. However,
it should be mentioned that the BER performance of our
proposed nonrobust precoding algorithm will get worse in the
high-SNR region. As stated in [27], the ZF-criterion based
scheme is optimal among all downlink beamforming strategies
at asymptotically optimal at a high SNR. In addition, BER
performance of the ZF-criterion-based scheme will be nonin-
creasing as the SNR increases until it reaches the error floor
because it does not take the noise part into account. Since our
MSE-optimizing scheme performs better than the ZF scheme
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Fig. 7. Imperfect channel knowledge. Cases [2 2 2 2] and [2 2 2 4] with a
single data stream for each user. & = 0.5. 8 = 0.5. Four iterations.
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Fig. 8. Tmperfect channel knowledge. o2 = 0.01. Case [2 2 2 2] with a single
data stream for each user. « = 0.5. = 0.5. Eight iterations.

in the low-SNR region and shall converge to ZF scheme in
the high-SNR region, the BER shows getting worse as SNR
increases.

We consider the three relays case of [2 2 3 2] in Figs. 10 and
11 with channel estimation errors 02 = 0.01 and o2 = 0.02,
respectively. In addition, in Figs. 12 and 13, we examine the
multi-stream case of [2 2 4 4] with double streams for each
user with channel estimation errors o2 = 0.005 and o2 = 0.01,
respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have investigated joint precoding optimization strategies
for the bidirectional multi-user multi-relay scenario, where
both the perfect and imperfect channel knowledge cases are
considered. For the perfect channel knowledge case, iterative
algorithms are proposed to optimize iteratively the relay pre-
coders, user precoders, and the MMSE receivers with aims
of minimizing sum MSE and maximum user’s MSE, respec-
tively. For the imperfect channel knowledge case, the stochastic
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single data stream for each user. « = 0.5. 8 = 0.5. Four iterations.

channel estimation error model is considered, and similar it-
erative algorithms are designed. Simulation results verify the
effectiveness of our proposed algorithms.
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