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Abstract Due to mobile-to-mobile (M2M) communication unpredictability and difficulty in
securing reliable channels, transmission of video over M2M networks is challenging. Cooper-
ative communication and transmit antenna selection are two different techniques which can
benefit from path diversity for robust video communication. In this paper, the outage probability
(OP) performance of multi-relay-based M2M video transmission networks with transmit anten-
na selection over N-Nakagami fading channels is investigated. The exact closed-form expres-
sions for OP of optimal and suboptimal TAS schemes are derived. The power allocation problem
is formulated for performance optimization. Then the OP performance under different condi-
tions is evaluated through numerical simulations to verify the analysis. The simulation results
showed that the power-allocation parameter has a significant effect on the OP performance.

Keywords M2M video transmission - Amplify-and-forward - Outage probability - Transmit
antenna selection - Power allocation

1 Introduction

In recent years, mobile application development is swiftly expanding because users prefer to
continue their social, entertainment, and business activities while on the go. Mobile-to-mobile
(M2M) communication is widely employed in inter-vehicular communications, intelligent
highway applications and mobile ad-hoc applications [9]. Due to the increased bandwidth of
wireless networks and improved processing power of mobile devices, transmission of video
over M2M communication have received much attention [5]. However, reliable video
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communication over M2M communication is an important challenging task. Due to both the
transmitter and receiver are in motion, packet loss and link breaks occur more frequently. The
classical Rayleigh, Rician, and Nakagami fading channels are not applicable to M2M video
communications. Experimental results and theoretical analysis demonstrate that cascaded
fading channels provide an accurate statistical model for M2M communication [3, 7, 11-14].

To provide reliable M2M video communication, cooperative communication has emerged
as a core component of M2M video transmission networks, since it provides high data rate
communication over large geographical areas. A union bound on the bit error rate (BER) of
M2M cooperative systems using amplify-and-forward (AF) relaying was derived in [6]. The
end-to-end performance of a mobile-relay-based M2M system with variable-gain AF (VAF)
relaying was investigated in [19]. The outage probability (OP) performance of a VAF relaying
M2M system was investigated in [18]. An approximation for the average symbol error
probability (SEP) was derived for fixed-gain AF relaying using moment generating function
(MGF) method in [16]. Exact average bit error probability (BEP) expressions for mobile-relay-
based M2M cooperative networks with incremental DF (IDF) relaying were derived in [20].
The moment generating function (MGF) approach was used to derive a lower bound on the
exact average symbol error probability (SEP) for AF relaying M2M systems in [17]. Exact BEP
expressions for threshold digital relaying M2M cooperative networks were derived in [15].

Another technique which can improve the error resiliency of video transmission networks is
multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO), which arises as a promising tool to enhance the reliability
and capacity of wireless systems. However, MIMO brings a corresponding increase in hardware
complexity since multiple radio frequency chains must be implemented. In this situation, transmit
antenna selection (TAS) arises as a practical way of reducing the system complexity while
achieving the full diversity order. In [2], the exact and asymptotic expressions for the symbol
error rate (SER) of TAS in a two-hop AF relay network over Nakagami-m fading channels were
derived. The expressions for exact, approximate, and asymptotic SER of TAS MIMO systems for
several modulation schemes over n-p fading channels were derived in [8]. In [1], a comprehensive
analytical framework on the performance of MIMO multi-hop AF relay network employing TAS
in the presence of randomly located interferers over Rayleigh fading channels was provided.

The M2M video transmission quality was measured by OP performance. When the OP
performance is poor, the M2M video transmission will be interrupted. However, to the best
knowledge of the author, the OP performance of the AF relaying M2M video transmission
networks with TAS over N-Nakagami fading channels has not been investigated. In [15-20],
only the three-node-based cooperation model is considered. In [1, 2, 8], the performance of
TAS is investigated over Rayleigh, Nakagami-m, and n-p fading channels. Motivated by the
above discussion, in this paper, we aim to extend the three-node-based cooperation model to
multiple-relay-based cooperation model for video transmission, which is more complex.
Moreover, TAS is examined over N-Nakagami fading channels. The N-Nakagami fading
channels are more complex than Rayleigh, Nakagami-m, and n-p fading channels. This makes
the analysis cumbersome. The main contributions are listed as follows:

1. We derive exact closed-form OP expressions for optimal and suboptimal TAS schemes.
The derived OP expressions are in closed-form, which is very convenient to numerically
and analytically handle.

2. Based on the derived OP expressions, the power allocation problem is formulated. The
optimum transmit power distribution between the source and relay nodes can be deter-
mined by the power allocation parameter.
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3. Through Monte Carlo simulations, the accuracy of the analytical results under different
conditions is verified. Results are presented which show that the power allocation
parameter has a significant effect on the OP performance.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The M2M video transmission networks model
is presented in Section 2. Section 3 provides the exact closed-form OP expressions for optimal
TAS scheme. The exact closed-form OP expressions for suboptimal TAS scheme are derived
in Section 4. Section 5 conducts Monte Carlo simulations to verify the analytical results.
Concluding remarks are given in Section 6.

2 The system model

The cooperation model consists of a single mobile source (MS) node, L mobile relay (MR)
nodes, and a single mobile destination (MD) node, as shown in Fig. 1. The MS is equipped
with N, antennas, MD is equipped with N, antennas, whereas MR is equipped with a single
antenna. The MS node can act as the transmitter. The MR nodes can act as the transmitter or
receiver. The MD node can act as the receiver. Figures 2 and 3 respectively present the block
diagram of the transmitter and receiver.

MS; denote the ith transmit antenna at MS, MD; denote the jth receive antenna at MD. /=
hy, ke{SDij, SRil, RDIj}, represent the complex channel coefficients of MS; — MD;, MS; —
MR;, and MR; — MD; links, respectively. In the M2M video transmission networks, 4 follows
the N-Nakagami distribution. During the two time slots, the total energy used by the MS and
MR, is E, and K is the power allocation parameter.

Assume that MS; is used to transmit the signal, during the first time slot, the received signal
rsp; at MD; and MR; can be written as

rspij = vKEhsDijx + nsp;; (1)
rsrit = \/ GsriKEhsrix + nsrji (2)

where x denotes the transmitted signal after channel coding and modulation, ngg;; and ngp;; are
the complex Gaussian random variables with zero-mean and variance Ny/2 per dimension.

Fig. 1 The system model MR,

MR,

MR,
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Fig. 2 The block diagram of the transmitter

During the second time slot, the received signal at MD; is therefore given by

rrRD1j = / CitjEhsrithrDIjX + nRDI; (3)

where ngpy; is a conditionally complex Gaussian random variable.
For AF relaying, c;; is given as [6]

K(1-K)GsiGroyE / No

(4)

Cilj = 2
1 + KGspaE /Ny + (1-K)Groy;|hroij| E/No
Maximal ratio combining (MRC) and equal gain combining (EGC) have better perfor-
mance compared with selection combining (SC) but they require higher receiver complexity.
To simplify the receiver structure, we use the SC scheme. If SC method is used at the MD;, the
output signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) can then be calculated as

7ij = max (’YSDijv 'YSRDlj) (5)
where ysrp;; denotes the output SNR of end-to-end link via the best relay, and

K|hspi;['E
Yspij = % = K|hsDz'_/|27 (6)

It is assumed that the perfect channel state information (CSI) is available at the MS, MR,
MD nodes. The MR nodes utilize their individual uplink CSI to select the best MR that yields
the maximum received SNR. The best MR sends flag packets to the MD, announcing that it is
ready to cooperate. The MD utilizes the downlink CSI to calculate the received SNR from the
best MR. The MD orders the received SNR from N, source antennas, and then feedbacks the
index of the selected source antenna that yields the maximum received SNR to MS. The best
relay is selected based on the following criterion

Ysril YRDIj
Vsrpyj = MAX | T (7)
==\ + Vsrit + Yroyy
GsriK |hsra|'E ,
Vsril = % = GsriK|hsri| 7 (8)
0
i i Ch 1 Output
Receiver | . Deinterweave N anne _ ) P
antennas Demodulation [ ® decoding [ »|  video
bitstream

Fig. 3 The block diagram of the receiver
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GsriKE _
Vsrit = —S;{VZ = GsraK7y 9)
0

2
(I*K)GRDI‘ hRDl' E 2__
TRDIj = N;| 1 = (1-K)Grou;|hroi| 7 (10)

Here, we adopt the method in [4] to obtain an approximate ysgp;. In this method, we
replace Yrpy; in the denominator by its expectation, and approximate Ysgp;; as

YSRil VRDIj (11)

YsrRpAjj — Max
1+ Ysra + Vroi)

1<I<L

_ (I=K)GropiE _
TRDI; = ()Tj = (1-K)Groi/7 (12)

The output SNR given in (5) can be given as
7i; = max (Wsnija WSRDAU) (13)
Using SC method for N, antennas at the MD, the output SNR can then be calculated as

Vs, =  Max (%‘j) (14)

1<j<N;

The optimal TAS scheme should select the transmit antenna w that maximizes the output
SNR for N; antennas at the MD, namely

= = . 15
W 1151}?1271(75@) 1515%%_/51\/1%1) (15)

The suboptimal TAS scheme should select the transmit antenna that only maximizes the
instantaneous SNR of the direct link MS; — MDj, namely

k= 15;‘5}\}1&});/5N, (WSDU) (16)

3 The OP of optimal TAS scheme
The OP of optimal TAS scheme can be expressed as

Foptimal = Pr(1<z<N‘ 1< /<N, (’71/) < ’Yth)

o (17)
(Pr(’YSD < %h)Pr(’YSRDA < ’Yth))N M
=(GGy) NexNe

where 7y, is a given threshold for correct detection at the MD.
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Next, the G, is evaluated.

Gi = Pr(vsp < V)

N
1 N, 1 Vth my |y
= N GI,N-H :t ﬁml my,0 (18)
nrm o0
t
=1
Ysp = K7 (19)

where G[‘] is Meijer’s G-function, N is the number of random variables, m is the fading
coefficient and {2 is a scaling factor [7].
Next, the G, is evaluated.

G2 = Pr(vsrpa < Vi)

L
B 1 G| e oy |y (20)
- N N 12N+1 Y t—lﬁn—lﬂ my,....,man 0
H]F(m,) Hlf(m,,) It u
= =
— YSRY
X = — (21)
1 + 7 +Tro
Tsr = KGsr7y (22)
Yrp = (1-K)GroYy (23)

4 The OP of suboptimal TAS scheme
For the suboptimal TAS scheme, the output SNR at MD can then be calculated as

Ysc = max (VSDk» %pk) (24)

The CDF of ygpy can be given as

F, (r)=Pr max ( --><r
00 (7) 1<i<N,1<j<N, 7spij
N¢XN;

A %)
@tl;[l ~Qt MY e my,0
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The CDF of v, can be given as

L
F _ 1 GVl r " my " Myt | (26)
) = | v Giava ;tilﬁml;llﬁum.‘.._mwo
[1L(m) [1 I'(m )
t=1 ( r)n‘:l ( ”)
The OP of suboptimal TAS scheme can be expressed as
N(xN;
N
1 m
Fsuboptimal = NiGllvA]url ﬂn ?‘;‘r]‘m,.....m\v,oj| X
Ao d=1
dHI I(my) Vsp
a L (27)
N N
1 GV | Doy M Py
N N 12N+1 y o] Qtu:l Qtt my,....myn .0

[T I'(m,) TT L' (mar)

t=1 =1

5 Numerical results

In this section, we present Monte-Carlo simulations to confirm the derived analytical results.
The total energy is E = 1. To indicate the location of MR with respect to the MS and MD, the
relative geometrical gain p (in decibels) is defined [10].

10 ; ; .
0O  Simulation OP [
— Theoretical OP |]
1074 E
o 2| 4
S ;
1074 E
10" ‘ : : &
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

SNR(dB)
Fig. 4 The OP performance of optimal TAS scheme
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Fig. 5 The OP performance of suboptimal TAS scheme

N
o

Figures 4 and 5 present the OP performance of optimal TAS scheme and suboptimal TAS
scheme, respectively. The simulation parameters are N=2, m=1, K=0.5, N;=1,2, 3, L=2,
N;=2, =0 dB. The given threshold is v, =5 dB. From Figs. 4 and 5, we can find that the
analytical results match perfectly with the simulations. As expected, the OP is improved as the
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1
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Fig. 6 The OP performance comparison of two TAS schemes
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Fig. 7 The effect of the power-allocation parameter K on the OP performance

number of transmit antennas increased. For example, using optimal TAS scheme, SNR =
12 dB, when N, =1, the OP is 2.8 x 1072, N;=2, the OP is 7.8 x 10™*, N, =3, the OP is 2.2 x
10~°. With N, fixed, an increase in the SNR decreases the OP.

In Fig. 6, we compare the theoretical OP performance of optimal and suboptimal TAS
schemes by varying the number of antennas N,. The simulation parameters are N=2, m =
2,K=0.5,,=0dB, N;=2, 3, L=2, N;=2. The given threshold is 4, =5 dB. To avoid clutter,
we have not plotted the simulation based results. In all cases, as expected, when N, is fixed,
optimal TAS scheme has a better OP performance in all SNR regimes. As predicted by our
analysis, the performance gap between two schemes decreases when A, is increased. The OP
performance gap between optimal TAS scheme with N, =2 and suboptimal TAS scheme with
N,=3 is negligible.

For optimization of the power allocation, we consider the OP as the objective function. The
OP should be minimized with respect to the power-allocation parameter K. Figure 7 presents
the effect of the power-allocation parameter K on the OP performance with optimal TAS
scheme. The simulation parameters are N=2, m=2, =0 dB, N;=2, L=2, N;=2. The given
threshold is vy, = 5 dB. Simulation results show that the OP performance is improved with the

Table 1 OPA parameters K

SNR n=>5dB n=0dB pn=-5dB
0 0.99 0.56 0.65
5 0.99 0.64 0.71
10 0.66 0.66 0.73
15 0.61 0.65 0.73
20 0.58 0.64 0.73

@ Springer



23900 Multimed Tools Appl (2017) 76:23891-23902

SNR increased. For example, when K =0.7, the OP is 3.1 x 10~" with SNR =5 dB, 5.1 x 10~
with SNR = 10 dB, 1.7 x 10"° with SNR = 15 dB. When SNR = 5 dB, the optimum value of K
is 0. 99; SNR =10 dB, the optimum value of K is 0.79; SNR = 15 dB, the optimum value of K
is 0. 70. This indicates that the equal power allocation (EPA) scheme is not the best scheme.

Unfortunately, an analytical solution for power allocation values in the general case is very
difficult. We use Golden-Section search method to solve this optimization problem. The
optimum power allocation (OPA) values can be obtained a priori for given values of operating
SNR and propagation parameters. The OPA values can be stored for use as a lookup table in
practical implementation.

In Table 1, we present optimum values of K with the relative geometrical gain y. simulation
parameters are N=2,m=2, =5 dB, 0 dB,-5 dB, N;=2, L =2, and the given threshold is
Yn =5 dB. For example, when ;=5 dB, the SNR is low, nearly all the power should be used
by MS. As the SNR increased, the optimum values of K are reduced, and more than 50 % of
the power should be used by MS.

6 Conclusions

The exact closed-form OP expressions for the AF relaying M2M video transmission networks
with two TAS schemes are derived in this paper. The simulation results show that the power-
allocation parameter K has an important influence on the OP performance. Expressions were
derived which can be used to evaluate the OP performance of vehicular communication
systems employed in inter-vehicular, intelligent highway and mobile ad-hoc video transmis-
sion applications.
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