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Abstract— Numerous studies claim that terahertz (THz) com-
munication will be an essential piece of sixth-generation wireless
communication systems. Its promising potential also comes with
major challenges, in particular the reduced coverage due to
harsh propagation loss, hardware constraints, and blockage
vulnerability. To increase the coverage of THz communication,
we revisit cooperative communication. We propose a new type
of cooperative rate-splitting (CRS) called extraction-based CRS
(eCRS). Furthermore, we explore two extreme cases of eCRS,
namely, identical eCRS and distinct eCRS. To enable the pro-
posed eCRS framework, we design a novel THz cooperative
channel model by considering unique characteristics of THz
communication. Through mathematical derivations and convex
optimization techniques considering the THz cooperative channel
model, we derive local optimal solutions for the two cases of eCRS
and a global optimal closed form solution for a specific scenario.
Finally, we propose a novel channel estimation technique that not
only specifies the channel value, but also the time delay of the
channel from each cooperating user equipment to fully utilize
the THz cooperative channel. In simulation results, we verify the
validity of the two cases of our proposed framework and channel
estimation technique.

Index Terms— THz communication, cooperative communica-
tion, rate-splitting multiple access, coverage increase

I. INTRODUCTION

Along with the constant evolution of modern technology,

wireless communication has steadily developed to satisfy in-

creasing demands of high data traffic in fifth-generation wire-

less communication systems. To satisfy the demands, wireless

communication systems have implemented novel technologies

such as massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) sys-

tems and millimeter-wave technology [1]–[3]. While these

technologies are sufficient for current requirements, innovative

approaches are in need to meet the requirements of sixth-

generation (6G) systems [4].

One promising technology for 6G systems is terahertz (THz)

communication, which exploits broad and vacant frequency

bands ranging from 0.1 THz to 10 THz [5]–[7]. While a

primitive THz system has already succeeded in 100 Gbps

communication [8], THz communication is still in its infancy

due to limitations in both poor channel conditions and low

signal power. In THz communication, the propagation loss

degrades the signal power in orders of magnitude larger than
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the conventional frequency bands, and molecular absorption

reduces the signal power even further, where the degradation

is exponentially proportional with respect to distance [9], [10].

Also, direct line-of-sight (LoS) links become vulnerable to

blockage due to minimal scatterings and decreased multipaths.

Furthermore, limited hardware specifications are additional

factors to surmount. Although various approaches to generate

the THz frequency signals were studied, the signal generators

suffer from low transmit power [8], [11], [12]. The THz

frequency signals were generated using photonic devices and

photomixing in [8], but the transmit power was extremely low

due to the limited gain of the uni-travelling-carrier photodiode.

While the non-photonic device was used to generate signals of

300 GHz carrier frequency in [11], it was inadequate for the

high power regime since the power conversion had linearity

only in the low transmit power regime.

There have been several studies considering unique char-

acteristics of THz communication. Considering that the far-

field assumption does not apply to short-range wireless com-

munication in THz frequencies, it was shown in [13] that

multiplexing in the direct LoS environment is possible, where

reconfigurable array architectures were proposed to exploit

this effect. Other works considered relaying systems, where

the studies focused on increasing the performance from the

detrimental channels due to the molecular absorption [14],

[15].

In this paper, we revisit the concept of cooperative com-

munication to overcome the harsh channel conditions and

low signal power devices in THz communication. Cooperative

communication is an idea that gained attention in the early

2000s, and the basic concept is to cooperate among user equip-

ments (UEs) to gain better performance for the overall system,

e.g., the strong UE can additionally use its power to increase

the coverage of the system by assisting weak UEs [16], [17].

To be clear, we distinguish the cooperative communication

system from the relay system. In the relay system, the relaying

devices only transmit messages for other UEs, while in the

cooperative communication system, the cooperating UEs not

only transmit but also receive messages for themselves. While

the concept was promising, one main weakness of coopera-

tive communication was the selfish behavior of the UEs. In

practice, no UE would want to use its resource to help other

UEs. However, nowadays, people possess multiple devices,

and the future is envisaged as an Internet-of-Things society.

Thus, we can strongly anticipate the increase of devices [18].

By utilizing multiple devices, cooperative communication can

be successful for future wireless communication such as 6G.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.04541v1
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To effectively support cooperative communication, we need

to adopt a proper multiple access technique, e.g., non-

orthogonal multiple access (NOMA), spatial-division multiple

access (SDMA), or rate-splitting multiple access (RSMA)

[19]–[21]. In NOMA, a successive interference cancellation

(SIC) technique is adopted to fully decode the interference,

while in SDMA, the interference is fully considered as noise

in general. RSMA is a superset of NOMA and SDMA and

bridges those two schemes to further increase the performance.

This is achieved by enabling RSMA to partially decode

interference, thanks to the creation of a common stream and

the presence of SIC, and partially treating the remaining

interference as noise [22]. To that end, RSMA divides the

messages of the UEs into private and common parts, where the

private parts are separately encoded into private streams, and

the common parts are jointly encoded into a common stream.

From the UE standpoint, the common stream is decoded first

while the private streams are considered as noise. Then, by

removing the decoded common stream, the desired private

stream is decoded with reduced interference.

It has been shown that RSMA includes both SDMA and

NOMA as extreme cases and has superior performance in

both perfect channel state information (CSI) and imperfect

CSI cases [21], [22]. Due to its superior characteristics, RSMA

gained attention in many studies and was implemented in var-

ious applications to increase performance [21]. For example,

the concept of cooperative rate-splitting (CRS) was proposed

in [23]–[25], where the cooperating UEs relay the common

message to increase the minimum rate of the UEs. The sum

rate and energy efficiency was improved in a non-orthogonal

unicast multicast (NOUM) problem with RSMA [26].

In this paper, we consider a THz multiple-user (MU)

multiple-input single-output (MISO) downlink system, where

an access point (AP) is not able to communicate with a UE,

denoted as a destination UE (dUE), due to, for example, a

blocked channel. The other UEs, denoted as medium UEs

(mUEs), will then cooperate by sharing their resources to

achieve reliable communication for the dUE while the mUEs

also decode their own messages as well. By introducing a two-

phase cooperative communication system, the AP transmits

messages to the mUEs in the first phase, and the mUEs

transmit messages to the dUE in the second phase. The

contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• For the two-phase cooperative communication, we pro-

pose a new type of CRS, named extraction-based CRS

(eCRS). The proposed eCRS has two main differences

compared to conventional CRS. The first difference ap-

pears when the mUEs relay the messages to the dUE

in the second phase. In conventional CRS, the common

message that includes not only the message for the

dUE, but also the messages for the mUEs is directly

relayed to the dUE as in [23]–[25]. This may cause

an inefficient use of resources since the mUEs transmit

messages unrequired for the dUE. In contrast, in eCRS,

each mUE extracts the message for the dUE from the

common message, and then relays only the message for

the dUE in the second phase. Through this approach,

the mUEs can use their power solely for the message

of the dUE. The second difference appears in the two-

phase transmission framework, which explains how the

messages are split and combined. While conventional

CRS is only based on a single common message [23]–

[25], we establish a transmission framework for eCRS

by employing multiple common messages, similar to the

general RSMA [22].

• We also investigate two extreme cases of eCRS, namely,

identical eCRS (IeCRS) and distinct eCRS (DeCRS),

where both cases only require one SIC layer. IeCRS,

which is the same as NOUM in the first phase, transmits

an identical common message to the mUEs, and then

the mUEs decode-and-forward the identical message to

the dUE. In contrast, DeCRS transmits distinct common

messages to each mUE, and then each mUE decode-and-

forwards the distinct message to the dUE. Optimization

problems are formulated for both IeCRS and DeCRS.

Through mathematical derivations and convex optimiza-

tion techniques, we show that IeCRS and DeCRS are both

effective in different scenarios.

• We develop a THz cooperative channel model by consid-

ering unique characteristics of THz communication. In

conventional cooperative communication, it is assumed

that the transmit signals from the multiple mUEs arrive

at the dUE in a single tap. However, for cooperative com-

munication in THz communication systems, the signals

from the mUEs arrive in different taps due to the large

bandwidth and high sampling rate. By judiciously taking

the multipaths through the mUEs into account, the THz

cooperative channel can obtain additional gain, which has

not been considered in existing literature.

• We propose a novel channel estimation technique to fully

utilize the developed THz cooperative channel model.

While the channel gain may be obtainable with con-

ventional channel estimation techniques for frequency

selective channels, the THz cooperative channel model

requires additional information of both the channel gain

and time delay for each specific mUE. By utilizing

the characteristics of sequences such as pseudo-noise or

Zadoff-chu sequences, we derive an estimation technique

to not only estimate the channel gain, but also identify

the delays of all the mUEs. In result, we verify that

the channel estimation technique works sufficiently well

even in the low transmit power regime and also show the

performances of the two cases of our proposed framework

with imperfect CSI.

The rest of paper is organized as follows. Section II de-

scribes the transmission framework of eCRS and details of

IeCRS and DeCRS. In Section III, we formulate and solve

the minimum rate maximization problem for IeCRS through

convex optimization techniques. We also derive an effective

closed form solution with minimal complexity and optimal

performance for IeCRS. In Section IV, we formulate and solve

the optimization problem for DeCRS. Section V describes

the specifics of the channel estimation technique adequate

for the THz cooperative channel model. Section VI shows

the simulation results of the channel estimation technique
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Fig. 1: THz MU-MISO downlink system operating in two

phases.

and cooperative communication techniques with perfect and

imperfect CSI. Finally, Section VII concludes our paper.

Notation: Lower and upper boldface letters represent col-

umn vectors and matrices. A∗ and AH denote the conjugate,

and conjugate transpose of the matrix A. Cm×n and Rm×n

represent the set of all m × n complex and real matrices. |·|
denotes the amplitude of the scalar, and ‖·‖ represents the ℓ2-

norm of the vector. Z denotes the set of integers. O denotes

the Big-O notation. The Kronecker product is denoted by ⊗.

0m is used for the m × 1 all zero vector, and Im denotes

the m×m identity matrix. CN (m,ΣΣΣ) denotes the circularly

symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with mean m and

variance ΣΣΣ.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this paper, we consider the MU-MISO downlink system

operating in THz frequency bands. Because of the reduced

multipath effect in the THz frequencies, we consider the

system in which only LoS links exist. In the system, the AP

equipped with Nt antennas serves (K + 1) single antenna

UEs.1 Among all UEs, the K UEs denoted as the mUEs have

the LoS links from the AP, whereas the UE denoted as the

dUE experiences blockage of the LoS link from the AP. Since

there is no other link to the dUE, it is impossible for the AP to

serve every UE with the conventional non-cooperative multiple

access techniques such as NOMA, SDMA, and RSMA.

To resolve this issue, we adopt CRS, which enables the AP

to communicate with every UE. As illustrated in Fig. 1, CRS

operates in two phases. The AP transmits messages to the

K mUEs in the first phase, and then the K mUEs transmit

messages to the dUE in the second phase. To avoid inefficient

use of resource while transmitting the message for the dUE, we

propose eCRS that extracts the message for the dUE from the

1The assumption of single antenna UEs is effectively the same as UEs with
multiple antennas employing beamforming. We aim to cover a more general
case of UEs with multiple antennas supporting multiplexing in our future
work.

(a) Message transmission at the AP-(k-th mUE) link in the first phase
of IeCRS.

(b) Message transmission at the (k-th mUE)-dUE link in the second
phase of IeCRS.

Fig. 2: Block diagram of the transmission framework of

IeCRS.

common message. Furthermore, we investigate two extreme

cases of eCRS, namely, IeCRS and DeCRS. The details of

the framework are explained in the following subsections.

Throughout the paper, the K mUEs are indexed by a set

K = {1, · · · ,K}, and the messages for the k-th mUE and

the dUE are denoted as Wk and Wd, respectively.

A. Transmission Framework of eCRS

In this subsection, we describe the transmission framework

of eCRS. In the first phase, the AP splits the message Wd

with respect to the subsets of the set K, where each subset S
corresponds to the group of mUEs that decodes the message.

The resulting messages are denoted as
{
WS

d

}

S⊂K
, where

S 6= ∅. Similarly, the AP splits the message Wk into

private part Wp,k and multiple common parts
{

WSi

c,k

}

Si⊂K
,

where every Si includes the element k. Next, the AP jointly

combines the messages with the same subset S to generate

the common message WS
c , e.g., for S = {1, 2}, the messages

W
{1,2}
c,1 ,W

{1,2}
c,2 , and W

{1,2}
d are combined into W

{1,2}
c . Then,

the private part Wp,k is encoded into the private stream sk,

and the common message WS
c is encoded into the common

stream sc,S . Since every mUE in the subset S decodes

the common stream sc,S , every mUE must decode multiple

common streams. While this is possible with multiple SIC

layers, our scenario of interest considers the practical case of

one SIC layer. In result, we select the subsets so that each

mUE only decodes a single common stream. The selection
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of subsets for eCRS with one SIC layer should satisfy the

conditions given as
⋂

{Si} = ∅,
⋃

{Si} = K, Si ⊂ K, (1)

where Si is the subset, which contains the group of mUEs that

decodes the common stream sc,Si
.

While there can be various approaches to select the best

subsets for eCRS with one SIC layer, we focus on two

extreme cases, which are IeCRS and DeCRS. The sub-

sets of IeCRS and DeCRS are denoted as S1 = K and

{Si}Ki=1 = {{1}, · · · , {K}}, respectively. Motivated by the

1-layer RSMA in [27], [28], IeCRS explores the case where

the common message is for all the mUEs. In contrast to IeCRS,

DeCRS is the other extreme case with K common messages,

where every mUE has its own common message.

B. IeCRS

In IeCRS, the AP selects a single subset as S1 = K, where

the corresponding common message is intended for all mUEs.

Hence, the message WK
d is equal to the message Wd, and the

message Wk is split into the private part Wp,k and common

part WK
c,k. For simplicity, we neglect the index K in IeCRS.

The overall message transmission and reception of IeCRS in

the first phase is described in Fig. 2 (a). With the common

stream sc and private stream sk, the AP linearly precodes the

(K + 1) streams and transmits the signal given as

x = fcsc +

K∑

k=1

fksk, (2)

where fc ∈ CNt×1 and fk ∈ CNt×1 are the linear precoders

for the common stream sc and private stream sk, respectively.

The received signal at the k-th mUE during the coherence

time block is given as

yk = hH
k Fs + zk, (3)

where hk ∈ CNt×1 is the downlink channel for the AP-

(k-th mUE) link, F ∈ CNt×(K+1) is the precoder matrix

defined as F = [fc, f1, · · · , fK ] with the AP power con-

straint as tr(FFH) ≤ PAP, s is the stream vector defined

as s = [sc, s1, · · · , sK ]T satisfying E
{
ssH
}

= I(K+1),

and zk ∼ CN (0, N0) is the additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN). Without loss of generality, we set the noise variance

N0 equal to 1 throughout the paper.

After receiving the signal, following the same procedure

with existing RSMA techniques [23], [24], [26], the k-th

mUE first decodes the common stream sc, which contains the

common message Wc. The achievable rate for the common

message Wc at the k-th mUE is given as

Rc,k = log2

(

1 +
|hH

k fc|2
|hH

k fk|2 + Ik + 1

)

, (4)

where Ik =
∑

i6=k |hH
k fi|2 is the interference from other pri-

vate streams. Since every mUE needs to decode the common

message Wc, the corresponding rate of Wc should not exceed

the achievable rate Rc,k respect to every k ∈ K. The inequality

that guarantees the mUEs to successfully decode the common

message Wc is given as

Cd +

K∑

i=1

Ci ≤ Rc,k, ∀k ∈ K, (5)

where Ck is the rate for the common part Wc,k, and Cd is the

rate for the message Wd in the first phase. Next, the common

stream sc is cancelled out from the received signal yk using the

SIC technique. Then, the k-th mUE decodes the private stream

sk, which contains the private part Wp,k. The achievable rate

for the private part Wp,k is given as

Rp,k = log2

(

1 +
|hH

k fk|2
Ik + 1

)

. (6)

Finally, the k-th mUE extracts the common part Wc,k and

message Wd from the common message Wc and then recom-

bines the private part Wp,k and common part Wc,k into the

message Wk. The achievable rate for the message Wk is given

as Rk = Rp,k + Ck .

In the second phase of IeCRS, every mUE transmits the

message Wd to the dUE. The overall process of the message

transmission and reception in the second phase is described in

Fig. 2 (b). The k-th mUE encodes the message Wd into the

stream sd and transmits the precoded signal given as

xd,k = fd,ksd, (7)

where fd,k ∈ C is a linear precoder at the k-th mUE. The

received signal at the dUE in the m-th time slot is given as

yd[m] =
K∑

k=1

gkxd,k[m− τk] + zd[m] (8)

=
K∑

k=1

ḡksd[m− τk] + zd[m], (9)

where gk ∈ C and τk ∈ Z are the channel gain and time

delay for the (k-th mUE)-dUE link, respectively. The term zd
is the AWGN, and ḡk is the effective channel gain of the (k-th

mUE)-dUE link defined as ḡk = gkfd,k.

Due to the large bandwidth and high sampling rate of THz

communication, the signals from multiple mUEs arrive in

different taps, making the THz cooperative channel in (9)

have the form of a frequency selective channel or single

frequency network (SFN) system. However, different from

the frequency selective channel and conventional SFN [29],

the effective channel gain ḡk can be controlled independently

at the k-th mUE with the precoder fd,k to obtain a higher

achievable rate. We employ an orthogonal-frequency-division-

multiplexing (OFDM) approach to make the channel into

Nc parallel flat-fading channels. After OFDM processing, the

received signal at the n-th sub-carrier is given as

ỹn = g̃ns̃n + z̃n, (10)

where s̃n is the frequency domain stream that satisfies

E
{
|s̃n|2

}
= 1, and z̃n is the AWGN. The frequency domain

channel g̃n is given as

g̃n =

K∑

k=1

ḡk exp

(−j2πτkn
Nc

)

. (11)
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(a) Message transmission at the AP-(k-th mUE) link in the first phase
of DeCRS.

(b) Message transmission at the mUE-dUE links in the second phase
of DeCRS.

Fig. 3: Block diagram of the transmission framework of

DeCRS.

We observe that the Nc sub-carrier channels depend on the

variable ḡk. By controlling ḡk, i.e., fd,k, the quality of the sub-

carrier channels can improve. By decoding and recombining

the messages from Nc received signals, the achievable rate for

the message Wd in the second phase is given as

R
(2)
d =

1

Nc + L

Nc∑

n=1

log2
(
1 + |g̃n|2

)

≈ 1

Nc

Nc∑

n=1

log2
(
1 + |g̃n|2

)
, (12)

where L is the length of the cyclic prefix. The approximation

in (12) is valid since we can set the number of sub-carriers

Nc much larger than L. Finally, the achievable rate for the

message Wd at the dUE is given as

Rd = min
{

Cd, R
(2)
d

}

, (13)

which guarantees the message Wd to be successfully decoded

in both two phases. We design the precoders and message split

for IeCRS in Section III.

C. DeCRS

For DeCRS, the AP selects the subsets as {Si}Ki=1 =
{{1}, · · · , {K}}. The overall message transmission and re-

ception of DeCRS in the first phase is described in Fig. 3

(a). With K common streams and K private streams, the AP

linearly precodes 2K streams and transmits the signal given

as

x =
K∑

k=1

fc,ksc,k +
K∑

k=1

fksk, (14)

where fc,k ∈ CNt×1 and fk ∈ CNt×1 are the linear precoders

for the common stream sc,k and private stream sk, respec-

tively.

The received signal at the k-th mUE during the coherence

time block is given as

yk = hH
k Fs+ zk, (15)

where hk is the downlink channel defined in IeCRS,

F ∈ CNt×2K is the precoder matrix defined as F =
[fc,1, · · · fc,K , f1, · · · , fK ], s is the stream vector defined as

s = [sc,1, · · · , sc,K , s1, · · · , sK ]T satisfying E
{
ssH
}
= I2K ,

and zk is the AWGN. After receiving the signal, the k-th

mUE first decodes the common stream sc,k, which contains the

common message W k
c . The achievable rate for the common

message W k
c is given as

Rc,k = log2

(

1 +
|hH

k fc,k|2
|hH

k fk|2 + Ik + Ic,k + 1

)

, (16)

where Ic,k =
∑

i6=k |hH
k fc,i|2 and Ik =

∑

i6=k |hH
k fi|2 are

the interference from other common and private streams,

respectively. The inequality that guarantees the k-th mUE to

successfully decode the common message W k
c is given as

Cd,k + Ck ≤ Rc,k, (17)

where Ck is the rate for the common part W k
c,k, and Cd,k

is the rate for the message W k
d in the first phase. Next, the

common stream sc,k is cancelled out from the received signal

yk using the SIC technique. Then, the k-th mUE decodes the

private stream sk, which contains the private part Wp,k. The

achievable rate for the private part Wp,k is given as

Rp,k = log2

(

1 +
|hH

k fk|2
Ik + Ic,k + 1

)

. (18)

Finally, the k-th mUE extracts the common part W k
c,k and

message W k
d from the common message W k

c and then recom-

bines the private part Wp,k and common part W k
c,k into the

message Wk. The achievable rate for the message Wk is given

as Rk = Rp,k + Ck as in IeCRS.

In the second phase of DeCRS, the k-th mUE transmits

the distinct message W k
d to the dUE. The overall process of

the message transmission and reception in the second phase is

described in Fig. 3 (b). The k-th mUE encodes the message

W k
d into the stream sd,k and transmits the precoded stream

given as

xd,k = fd,ksd,k, (19)
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where fd,k ∈ C is a linear precoder, and sd,k satisfies

E
{
|sd,k|2

}
= 1. The received signal at the dUE in the m-

th time slot is given as

yd[m] =

K∑

k=1

gkxd,k[m− τk] + zd[m] (20)

=

K∑

k=1

ḡksd,k[m− τk] + zd[m], (21)

where gk, τk, zd, and ḡk are defined in IeCRS. While the THz

cooperative channel in IeCRS has the form of the frequency

selective channel due to the identical message Wd, the THz

cooperative channel in DeCRS has the form of the uplink

multiple access channel, which treats the streams from other

mUEs as interference. Assuming a conservative scenario that

the interference from other mUEs always exists in every time

slot, the achievable rate for the message W k
d in the second

phase is given as

R
(2)
d,k = log2

(

1 +
|ḡk|2
Jk + 1

)

, (22)

where Jk =
∑

i6=k |ḡi|2 is the interference from other mUEs.

Finally, the achievable rate for the message Wd at the dUE is

given as

Rd =

K∑

k=1

min
{

Cd,k, R
(2)
d,k

}

, (23)

which is the summation of the achievable rate for the message

W k
d of every k ∈ K. The minimum function is used to

guarantee the successful decoding of the message W k
d in both

the AP-(k-th mUE) and (k-th mUE)-dUE links. We design the

precoders and message split for DeCRS in Section IV.

Remark 1: In IeCRS, all the mUEs must successfully decode

the common message in the first phase. If there are mUEs

with weak channel conditions, these mUEs may bound the

performance for the first phase. In contrast, since multiple

mUEs transmit the same stream in the second phase, the

mUEs collaborate to strengthen the signal in the second phase.

In result, the common message for multiple mUEs can be

detrimental for the first phase, but can be beneficial for the

second phase. DeCRS experiences this tradeoff opposite to

IeCRS.

Remark 2: For IeCRS, the common message affects all the

mUEs, since the common stream contains the messages for

all K mUEs. In contrast, the k-th common stream for DeCRS

only contains the messages for the dUE and k-th mUE, thus,

it only affects a single mUE. In result, we can expect that

the common message will have more impact on IeCRS than

DeCRS.

D. Channel Model

A uniform planar array (UPA) with Nt antennas is imple-

mented at the AP. Hence, the channel for the AP-(k-th mUE)

link is given as

hk =

√

β0
(
dAP−mUE
k

)−α
(24)

× [1, · · · , exp (j(Nv − 1)π sinφk)]
T

⊗ [1, · · · , exp (j(Nh − 1)π cosφk cosϕk)]
T
,

where β0 is the path-loss at the unit distance, dAP−mUE
k is

the distance between the AP and k-th mUE, and α is the

path-loss exponent. The array response vector of the channel

is expressed with φk and ϕk, which are the vertical and

horizontal angles between the AP and k-th mUE, Nv is the

number of vertical antenna elements, and Nh is the number of

horizontal antenna elements. The channel for the (k-th mUE)-

dUE link is given as

gk =

√

β0
(
dmUE−dUE
k

)−α
exp (jθk), (25)

where dmUE−dUE
k is the distance between the k-th mUE and

dUE, and θk is the phase of the channel. The corresponding

time delay is modeled as

τk = round

(

fsd
mUE−dUE
k

c

)

, (26)

where round (·) is the round function, fs is the sampling

frequency, and c is the speed of light.

III. IDENTICAL EXTRACTION-BASED CRS

In this section, we formulate the overall problem for IeCRS

and solve it through convex optimization techniques. Also,

to compensate for the high complexity of the optimization

problem, we derive a transmission strategy with minimal com-

plexity. We assume perfect CSI while deriving the precoder

and message split. The proposed channel estimation technique

is described in Section V.

A. Problem Formulation

To enlarge the coverage of the system, we focus on maxi-

mizing the minimum achievable rate of the mUEs and dUE.

The overall problem can be formulated as

(P1) : max
F,c,ḡ

min {R1, · · · , RK , Rd}

s.t. Rk = Rp,k + Ck, ∀k ∈ K, (1-a)

Cd +
K∑

i=1

Ci ≤ Rc,k, ∀k ∈ K, (1-b)

Rd = min
{

Cd, R
(2)
d

}

, (1-c)

tr(FFH) ≤ PAP, (1-d)

|ḡk|2 ≤ |gk|2Pk, ∀k ∈ K, (1-e)

where (1-d) is the power constraint of the AP, and (1-e)

is the power constrant of the k-th mUE with power Pk.

The optimization variables c and ḡ are defined as c =
[C1, · · · , CK , Cd]

T
and ḡ = [ḡ1, · · · , ḡK ]

T
, respectively.

Since (P1) is non-convex, the problem cannot be directly

solved. To resolve this issue, we split the problem into two

separate problems, each maximizing Cd and R
(2)
d , and then
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compute Rd as in (1-c). The problem for the first phase is

formulated as

(P2) :max
F,c

min {R1, · · · , RK , Cd}

s.t. (1-a), (1-b), (1-d),

and the problem for the second phase is formulated as

(P3) :max
ḡ

R
(2)
d

s.t. (1-e).

In the following subsection, we derive the solutions for the

problems (P2) and (P3).

B. Proposed Technique

We solve (P2) through a weighted minimum mean square er-

ror (WMMSE) approach and (P3) through a successive convex

approximation (SCA) approach. Due to the high complexity

of the SCA approach, we also derive a closed form solution

for (P3) under the low SNR assumption.

From (P2), we observe that the problem is similar to the

NOUM transmission scenario with RSMA [26], where we

can interpret {W1, · · · ,WK} as the unicast messages and

Wd as the multicast message. Thus, we adopt the WMMSE

approach to the problem (P2) with some adjustments to match

our framework.

The k-th mUE first decodes Wc and removes the cor-

responding stream sc from the received signal yk. Next,

the k-th mUE decodes the private part Wp,k. Through the

equalizers wc,k and wp,k, the k-th mUE estimates the streams

ŝc,k = wc,kyk and ŝk = wp,k (yk − ŝc,k), respectively. The

mean square errors (MSEs) of the k-th mUE can be expressed

as

εc,k = |wc,k|2Tc,k − 2Re
{
wc,kh

H
k fc
}
+ 1, (27)

εp,k = |wp,k|2Tp,k − 2Re
{
wp,kh

H
k fk
}
+ 1, (28)

where Tc,k = |hH
k fc|2 +

∑K

i=1 |hH
k fi|2 + 1 and Tp,k = Tc,k −

|hH
k fc|2. To obtain the minimum MSE (MMSE) equalizers, we

compute
dεc,k
dwc,k

= 0 and
dεp,k
dwp,k

= 0 to gain

wMMSE
c,k = fHc hkT

−1
c,k , (29)

wMMSE
p,k = fHk hkT

−1
p,k . (30)

By substituting the MMSE equalizers, the MSEs can be

expressed as εc,k =
(
Tc,k − |hH

k fc|2
)
/Tc,k and εp,k =

(
Tp,k − |hH

k fk|2
)
/Tp,k. Then, the achievable rates can be

expressed in alternate forms as Rc,k = − log2 (εc,k) and

Rp,k = − log2 (εp,k). Furthermore, we define the weighted

MSEs (WMSEs) as ξc,k = µc,kεc,k − ln(µc,k) and ξp,k =
µp,kεp,k − ln(µp,k), where µc,k and µp,k are the weight

variables. In result, the achievable rates can be expressed

through the WMMSEs as

ξMMSE
c,k = min

wc,k,µc,k

ξc,k = 1−Rc,k ln(2), (31)

ξMMSE
p,k = min

wp,k,µp,k

ξp,k = 1−Rp,k ln(2), (32)

where the optimal weights are derived as µWMMSE
c,k =

(

εMMSE
c,k

)−1

and µWMMSE
p,k =

(

εMMSE
p,k

)−1

.

Through the relationship between the achievable rate and

WMMSE, the problem (P2) is transformed by interchanging

the achievable rates into the WMMSE forms as

(P2.1) : min
VIeCRS

t0

s.t. Xk + (ξp,k − 1)/ ln(2) ≤ t0, ∀k ∈ K, (2.1-a)

(ξc,k − 1)/ ln(2) ≤ Xd +
K∑

i=1

Xi, ∀k ∈ K, (2.1-b)

Xd ≤ t0, (2.1-c)

(1-d),

where x = [X1, · · · , XK , Xd]
T = −c, and t0 is a slack

variable to express min {R1, · · · , RK , Cd}. The variables of

the optimization problem are defined as the set VIeCRS =
{F,x,w,µµµ, t0} with w = [wp,1, · · · , wp,K , wc,1, · · · , wc,K ]

T

and µµµ = [µp,1, · · · , µp,K , µc,1, · · · , µc,K ]
T

. By solving

(P2.1), the resulting minimum rate of the system is

min {R1, · · · , RK , Cd} = −t0. While (P2.1) is non-convex in

general, the problem is convex with respect to each variable

set {F,x, t0} and {w,µµµ} by fixing the other variable set.

Thus, the problem can be efficiently solved iteratively through

alternating optimization (AO).

To solve the non-convex problem (P3), we introduce slack

variables to adopt the SCA approach. The problem can be

transformed as

(P3.1) : max
ḡ,a,b,u

1

Nc

Nc∑

n=1

log2(1 + un)

s.t. un ≤ a2n + b2n, ∀n ∈ N , (3.1-a)

a = Re{g̃},b = Im{g̃}, ∀n ∈ N , (3.1-b)

(1-e),

where g̃ = [g̃1, · · · , g̃Nc
]T. The slack variables are de-

fined as a = [a1, · · · , aNc
]
T
,b = [b1, · · · , bNc

]
T

, and

u = [u1, · · · , uNc
]
T

. The sub-carriers are indexed by a set

N = {1, · · · , Nc}. To maximize the objective, un will be

maximized until (3.1-a) is met with equality, resulting in

un = |g̃n|2. Thus, the problems (P3) and (P3.1) are indeed

equivalent. While (P3.1) is non-convex due to (3.1-a), the

right-hand side of the constraint is convex, motivating us to

use the SCA approach. In result, the surrogate optimization

problem for the ℓ-th iteration will be

(P3.2) : max
ḡ,a,b,u

R
(2)
d =

1

Nc

Nc∑

n=1

log2(1 + un)

s.t. un ≤ ã(ℓ)n + b̃(ℓ)n , ∀n ∈ N , (3.2-a)

(3.1-b), (1-e),

where ã
(ℓ)
n and b̃

(ℓ)
n are the first-order derivatives of the right-

hand side of (3.1-a) defined as

ã(ℓ)n =
(

a(ℓ)n

)2

+ 2
{

a(ℓ)n

(

an − a(ℓ)n

)}

, (33)

b̃(ℓ)n =
(

b(ℓ)n

)2

+ 2
{

b(ℓ)n

(

bn − b(ℓ)n

)}

, (34)
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Algorithm 1 Pseudo code for minimum rate maximization in

IeCRS

1: Initialization: Set ℓ1 = 0,w(ℓ1), and µµµ(ℓ1).

2: repeat

3: Set ℓ1 = ℓ1 + 1.

4: Solve (P2.1) with fixed w and µµµ.

5: Update w(ℓ1) and µµµ(ℓ1).

6: until t0 decreases by a fraction below a predefined

threshold.

7: Cd = −t0.

8: Set ℓ2 = 0, a(ℓ2), and b(ℓ2).

9: repeat

10: Set ℓ2 = ℓ2 + 1.

11: Solve (P3.2).

12: Update a(ℓ2) and b(ℓ2) as the solutions of (P3.2).

13: until R
(2)
d increases by a fraction below a predefined

threshold.

14: Rd = min
{

Cd, R
(2)
d

}

.

with the variables a
(ℓ)
n and b

(ℓ)
n defined as the local points for

the ℓ-th iteration. By iteratively solving (P3.2) and updating

a
(ℓ)
n and b

(ℓ)
n with the solutions from the (ℓ − 1)-th iteration,

the solution will converge to a local optimum of (P3.1) [30].

By taking the minimum of Cd and R
(2)
d , we obtain the

achievable rate Rd. The overall algorithm for IeCRS is shown

in Algorithm 1.

C. Low Complexity Approach

While the convex optimization approach is effective in

performance, the complexity of iteratively solving (P3.2) is

quite high, where the slack variables have the size of the

number of OFDM sub-carriers. Due to the excessive use of

bandwidth in THz frequencies, the number of sub-carriers are

expected to be huge. To compensate for this factor, we propose

a low complexity approach to solve (P3).

Due to the low transmit power of the mUEs, we assume

that the dUE operates in the low SNR regime. The achievable

rate R
(2)
d can then be simplified as

Nc∑

n=1

log2(1 + |g̃n|2) ≈
Nc∑

n=1

|g̃n|2/ ln(2). (35)

We also express g̃n in an alternate form from (11) as

g̃n = ΩΩΩH
n ḡ, where ΩΩΩn = [Ωn,1, · · · ,Ωn,K ]T, with Ωn,k =

exp
(

j2πτkn
Nc

)

. After neglecting ln(2) for simplicity, the

achievable rate can be simplified as

Nc∑

n=1

|g̃n|2 =

Nc∑

n=1

ḡHΩΩΩnΩΩΩ
H
n ḡ (36)

= ḡHΩΩΩḡ,

where ΩΩΩ =
∑Nc

n=1ΩΩΩnΩΩΩ
H
n . Before proposing our low complex-

ity approach, we first state the following lemma.

Lemma 1. For any number of sub-carriers Nc,

ΩΩΩ = NcIK . (37)

Proof. For a 6= b, {a, b} ∈ K, the (a, b)-th element of ΩΩΩ can

be derived as

Ω[a, b] =

Nc∑

n=1

exp

(
j2π(τa − τb)n

Nc

)

(38)

=

Nc∑

n=1

ωn
a,b = ωa,b

1− ωNc

a,b

1− ωa,b

= 0,

where ωa,b = exp
(

j2π(τa−τb)
Nc

)

. The a-th diagonal element

of ΩΩΩ can be derived as Nc in the same way, which finishes

the proof.

Using Lemma 1, (P3) can be expressed as

(P3.3) :max
ḡ

1

Nc ln(2)
‖ḡ‖2

s.t. (1-e).

From (P3.3), we observe that the optimal communication

strategy in the low SNR regime is to simply use all the power

of the mUEs, where their phase values are irrelevant.2 This

strategy results in a drastic reduction of complexity, adequate

for scenarios with huge numbers of sub-carriers.

IV. DISTINCT EXTRACTION-BASED CRS

A. Problem Formulation

Similar to IeCRS, we aim to maximize the minimum achiev-

able rate of the system. The overall problem is formulated as

(P4) : max
F,c,ḡ

min {R1, · · · , RK , Rd}

s.t. Cd,k + Ck ≤ Rc,k, ∀k ∈ K, (4-a)

Rd =

K∑

k=1

min
{

Cd,k, R
(2)
d,k

}

, (4-b)

(1-a), (1-d), (1-e),

where c = [C1, · · · , CK , Cd,1, · · · , Cd,K ] for DeCRS.

B. Proposed Technique

In this subsection, we solve (P4) through the WMMSE

approach. We assume that the dUE uses the equalizer wd,k

to estimate the stream ŝd,k = wd,kyd. Similar to IeCRS, we

define the MSEs of the k-th mUE as

εc,k = |wc,k|2Tc,k − 2Re
{
wc,kh

H
k fc,k

}
+ 1, (39)

εp,k = |wp,k|2Tp,k − 2Re
{
wp,kh

H
k fk
}
+ 1, (40)

where Tc,k =
∑K

i′=1 |hH
k fc,i′ |2+

∑K

i=1 |hH
k fi|2+1 and Tp,k =

Tc,k−|hH
k fc,k|2. We define the MSE of the stream for the dUE

from the k-th mUE as

εd,k = |wd,k|2Td,k − 2Re {wd,kḡk}+ 1, (41)

2In the rare occasion when the delays of multiple mUEs overlap, the optimal
strategy is derived in a similar manner. In result, the mUEs have to use all its
power, and the received signals from the mUEs with the same delays must
have equal phase values.
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Algorithm 2 Pseudo code for minimum rate maximization in

DeCRS

1: Initialization: Set ℓ = 0,w(ℓ), and µµµ(ℓ).

2: repeat

3: Set ℓ = ℓ+ 1.

4: Solve (P4.1) with fixed w and µµµ.

5: Update w(ℓ) and µµµ(ℓ).

6: until t0 decreases by a fraction below a predefined

threshold.

7: Rd = −t0.

where Td,k =
∑K

i=1|ḡi|2 + 1. The definitions of the WMSEs

and weights are neglected due to redundancy.

In result, (P4) can be transformed as

(P4.1) : min
VDeCRS

t0

s.t. Xk + (ξp,k − 1)/ ln(2) ≤ t0, ∀k ∈ K, (4.1-a)

(ξc,k − 1)/ ln(2) ≤ Xd,k +Xk, ∀k ∈ K, (4.1-b)

Xd,k ≤ tk, ∀k ∈ K, (4.1-c)

(ξd,k − 1)/ ln(2) ≤ tk, ∀k ∈ K, (4.1-d)

K∑

k=1

tk ≤ t0, (4.1-e)

(1-d), (1-e),

where the set of optimization variables is defined as VDeCRS =
{F,x,w,µµµ, t0, t}, with x = −c and t = [t1, · · · , tK ]

T
. By

introducing the slack variables {tk} for every k ∈ K, the

constraint (4-b) is expressed by the constraints (4.1-c)-(4.1-e),

where (4.1-c) limits the rate of Cd,k, (4.1-d) limits the rate of

R
(2)
d,k, and (4.1-e) sums up the rates of the mUEs. Through the

AO approach, (P4.1) is solved to reach a local optimum. The

overall algorithm for DeCRS is shown in Algorithm 2.

V. CHANNEL ESTIMATION

In the transmission framework of eCRS, the AP requires the

CSI of both the downlink and THz cooperative channels to

find the optimal beamformers for the system. In the reception

process, the k-th mUE requires the CSI of the AP-(k-th mUE)

link, and the dUE requires the CSI of every link in the

THz cooperative channel to decode the intended message. We

exploit the channel reciprocity by employing the time division

duplexing (TDD). The channel of the AP-(k-th mUE) link,

which appears in (3) and (15) can be estimated by the con-

ventional MU-MISO downlink channel estimation techniques

[31]–[33]. For example, the K mUEs transmit orthogonal pilot

signals to the AP, and the AP estimates the reciprocal channel

of the AP-(k-th mUE) link from the received pilot signal. We

omit the detailed process of the channel estimation for the

downlink channel since it is well described in other literatures.

We focus on the channel estimation for the (k-th mUE)-dUE

link, which appears in (8) and (20). Although the channel has

the form of the frequency selective channel, the conventional

estimation technique is not suitable since the AP requires not

only the channel gain but also the time delay of the specific

mUE. Hence, we propose a novel channel estimation technique

for the THz cooperative channel, which first estimates the time

delay τk and then the channel gain gk.

In prior, the k-th mUE and dUE share the information about

the length Np pilot given as

ψk = [ψk[0], · · · , ψk[Np − 1]]T , (42)

which satisfies ‖ψk‖2 = Np. Thus, the k-th mUE transmits

the signal during Np time slots given as

xd,k[m] =
√
Pψk[m], m = 0, · · · , Np − 1, (43)

where P is the transmit power of the pilot signal. The dUE

receives the pilot signals through the THz cooperative channel

duringNr time slots. The lengthNr should satisfy the inequal-

ity τmax+Np ≤ Nr so that every pilot signal is received at the

dUE, where τmax is defined as τmax = maxk τk. The received

signal at the dUE in the m-th time slot is given as

yd[m] =

K∑

k=1

gkxd,k[m− τk] + zd[m]

=
K∑

k=1

gk
√
Pψk[m− τk] + zd[m]. (44)

The received signals during Nr time slots can be reformulated

as

y =
√
PΨg + z, (45)

where y = [yd[0], · · · , yd[Nr − 1]]
T

, g = [g1, · · · , gK ]
T

, and

z = [zd[0], · · · , zd[Nr − 1]]. The matrix Ψ is defined as Ψ =[

ψ
(τ1)
1 , · · · ,ψ(τK)

K

]

where ψ
(τ)
k is a τ -shifted vector of the

ψk defined as ψ
(τ)
k =

[

0T
τ ,ψ

T
k ,0

T
(Nr−Np−τ)

]T

.

A. Time Delay Estimation

The dUE estimates the time delay τk and then regenerates

the k-th column of the matrix Ψ by exploiting the estimated

time delay τ̂k and pilot ψk. To estimate the time delay τk,

the dUE projects the τ -shifted vector ψ
(τ)
k onto the received

vector y such as

rk(τ) =
√
P







(

ψ
(τ)
k

)H

ψ
(τk)
k gk

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Signal term

+
∑

i6=k

(

ψ
(τ)
k

)H

ψ
(τi)
i gi

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Interference term







+
(

ψ
(τ)
k

)H

z
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Noise term

, (46)

where τ ranges from 0 to τmax. We propose a maximum

projection (MP) estimator given as

τ̂k = argmax
τ

|rk(τ)|, (47)

which searches for τ such that the magnitude of the projected

value is maximized. To fully utilize the MP estimator, we
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implement the pilot that has a pseudo-noise property, where

the auto-correlation is given as

Rk(τ1 − τ2) =

∣
∣
∣
∣

(

ψ
(τ1)
k

)H

ψ
(τ2)
k

∣
∣
∣
∣
≪ ‖ψk‖2, ∀τ1 6= τ2. (48)

We also assume that the pilot has the cross-correlation given

as

Rk,k′(τ1, τ2) =

∣
∣
∣
∣

(

ψ
(τ1)
k

)H

ψ
(τ2)
k′

∣
∣
∣
∣
≈ 0, ∀k 6= k′, (49)

which can suppress the interference term in (46). With the

idealistic properties of the pilot, the magnitude of the projected

value rk(τ) is given as

|rk(τ)| ≈
∣
∣
∣
∣

√
P
(

ψ
(τ)
k

)H

ψ
(τk)
k gk +

(

ψ
(τ)
k

)H

z

∣
∣
∣
∣

(50)

≪ |rk(τk)|, ∀τ 6= τk.

Hence, the MP estimator can estimate the exact time delay τk
with the idealistic properties. In this paper, we implement the

Zadoff-chu sequence in [34] for the pilot, where the idealistic

properties hold when the sequence length is sufficiently long.

B. Channel Gain Estimation

From the estimated time delay τ̂k and pilot ψk, the dUE

regenerates the matrix Ψ such as

Ψ̂ =
[

ψ
(τ̂1)
1 , · · · ,ψ(τ̂K)

K

]

. (51)

We implement the least-square (LS) estimation technique to

estimate the channel such as

ĝ =
(

Ψ̂
H
Ψ̂
)−1

Ψ̂
H
y. (52)

In our scenario of interest, the dUE cannot feedback the

CSI to the AP through the THz frequency bands since the

LoS link between the AP and dUE is blocked. In practice,

mobile devices may be able to utilize multiple frequency

bands. Hence, we assume that the dUE feeds back the CSI

of THz cooperative channel through lower frequency bands,

where only a limited amount of the message transmission is

available.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we verify the performances of the channel

estimation technique and the two cases of eCRS with one SIC

layer. For the simulations, the carrier frequency and bandwidth

are fixed as fc = 0.3 THz and B = 1 GHz, respectively,

and the noise power spectral density is fixed as N0 = −174
dBm/Hz. Unless stated otherwise, the power of the AP is

assumed as PAP = 20 dBm, and the power of the mUEs

is fixed as Pk = 0 dBm. The AP and dUE are located at

[0, 4, 1] m and [8, 4, 0] m, respectively, and the mUEs are

uniformly spread in a box with diagonal coordinates [2, 0, 0]
m and [6, 8, 0] m.

The performance of the channel estimation technique is

verified with the delay error rate (DER) of the time delay
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Fig. 4: Performances of the proposed channel estimation

technique with respect to the pilot length Np, where K = 5
and Nt = 16.

and the normalized mean square error (NMSE) of the channel

gain, which are given as

DER =
1

K

K∑

k=1

Pr (τ̂k 6= τk) , (53)

NMSE = E

[‖ĝ− g‖2
‖g‖2

]

, (54)

respectively.

In Fig. 4 (a), we measure the auto-correlation and cross-

correlation of the Zadoff-chu sequence with respect to the

pilot length. The auto-correlation value is averaged out for the

cases of τ1 6= τ2. The auto-correlation and cross-correlation

are normalized with Np so that the auto-correlation for the

case of τ1 = τ2 is 1. We observe that the auto-correlation and

cross-correlation decrease as the pilot length increases. Hence,

we implement the Zadoff-chu sequence with sufficiently long

pilot lengths, which approximates to the idealistic properties

given in (48) and (49). In Fig. 4 (b), the DER and NMSE

are measured with respect to the pilot length to verify the

performance of the proposed channel estimation technique.

The DER decreases as the pilot length increases and eventually

saturates to zero. This is because the DER performance

strongly depends on the idealistic properties in (48) and (49).

The NMSE of the channel gain also decreases as the pilot

length increases since the matrix Ψ̂ for the LS estimation is

highly related to the DER performance.

In Fig. 5, we investigate the DER and NMSE of the

proposed channel estimation technique with respect to the
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(b) The NMSE performance with respect to the power of the mUEs.

Fig. 5: Performances of the proposed channel estimation

technique with respect to the power of the mUEs, where

Nt = 16.

transmit power of the mUEs. We set the transmit power of

every mUE to be equal and the pilot length as 100. We also

investigate three different cases by changing the number of

mUEs as 5, 10, and 15. In Fig. 5 (a), the DER decreases as the

transmit power increases for all three cases due to the increas-

ing signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR). However, in

the high transmit power regime, the DER tends to saturate

since the SINR saturates as the transmit power increases. As

the number of mUEs increases, the DER increases because

the interference term in (46) increases due to the degradation

of the cross-correlation property. For the NMSE in Fig. 5 (b),

all three cases decrease as the transmit power increases. In the

high power regime, the cases with the number of mUEs of 10
and 15 saturate because the DER directly affects the channel

gain estimation through the estimated delays {τ̂1, · · · , τ̂K}.

The cases of eCRS with one SIC layer are denoted as

IeCRS, DeCRS, and LOW, where IeCRS and DeCRS adopt

the convex optimization approach in IeCRS and DeCRS cases,

respectively, and LOW adopts the low complexity approach for

IeCRS. To compare the results of our proposed framework, we

propose three types of benchmarks, namely, identical cooper-

ative NOMA (IC-NOMA), distinct cooperative NOMA (DC-

NOMA), and single tap (ST). IC-NOMA and DC-NOMA are

IeCRS and DeCRS without using common messages, similar

to NOMA, respectively. ST is the ideal case where the signals

from the mUEs arrive simultaneously while using IeCRS. The

precoders for the first phase of IeCRS, LOW, IC-NOMA, and

ST are initialized by using maximum ratio transmission (MRT)

combined with singular value decomposition (SVD) as in [23].

The precoders for the first phase of DeCRS and DC-NOMA
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Fig. 6: The achievable rate with respect to the number of mUEs

K , where Nt = 32.

are initialized by using MRT for both the private and common

streams. The second phase for all cases is initialized by the

mUEs using all their power. Although these benchmarks are

valid, they are all special cases of our proposed framework.

To the best of our knowledge, we could not find any adequate

benchmark that could adapt to our scenario of interest. Thus,

we verify our framework with the benchmarks stated above.

In Fig. 6, we plot the achievable rate with respect to

the number of mUEs. Unlike conventional transmission tech-

niques, where the rate decreases as the number of mUEs

increases, we observe that there exists a certain performance

peak for our proposed framework. This peak is due to the two-

phase nature of eCRS. For the first phase, the transmission

is similar to the conventional MU-MISO downlink channel,

where the achievable rate decreases as the number of mUEs

increases. For the second phase, as the number of mUEs

increases, the achievable rate of the dUE naturally increases.

In result, the performance increases for a small number of

mUEs, where the performance bottleneck is from the second

phase, and the performance decreases for a large number of

mUEs due to the bottleneck of the first phase. We observe

that IeCRS and LOW have similar performances for small and

large numbers of mUEs. This is expected, as our derivation

was from a low SNR assumption, thus, the performance gap

for a small number of mUEs is expected to be tight. The

performance gap steadily increases as the number of mUEs in-

creases and becomes tight again since the first phase becomes

the bottleneck. DeCRS seems to have lower performance

compared to IeCRS and LOW. This is due to two factors.

First, the achievable rate that we consider is already a lower

bound. Similar to IeCRS, different signals from the mUEs

arrive in different instances in general. Since we neglected

this factor, the performance is degraded. Also, DeCRS adopts

more streams for both the first and second phases. Since the

mUEs and dUE are all equipped with a single antenna, the

interference is crucial. We expect that with multiple antenna

mUEs and dUEs, the performance of DeCRS will increase
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Fig. 7: The achievable rate with respect to the number of mUEs

K , where Nt = 16, PAP = −10 dBm, and Pk = −10 dBm.

drastically, which is left for future work. Finding the balance

of the interference and noise through the common message

of the mUEs, we observe that IeCRS outperforms IC-NOMA.

However, as expected, DeCRS has the same performance as

DC-NOMA since the common messages do not control the

interference between the mUEs. We observe that due to the

signals arriving in different taps, the performance of IeCRS is

upper bounded with ST, showing that there is an inevitable

performance loss to consider fast-sampling communication

systems. Note that, the signals arriving in different taps is

beneficial for DeCRS, since the interference will decrease.

However, this will be detrimental for IeCRS, since this would

decrease the strength of the overall signal.

In Fig. 7, we plot the achievable rate with respect to

the number of mUEs, where the AP and mUEs have low

transmit power. Similar to Fig. 6, all cases have performance

peaks, where the peaks are shifted to the left due to the

low transmit power of the AP. Another result to note is

that DeCRS outperforms IeCRS. For DeCRS, the AP can

concentrate the power to specific mUEs by selecting a few

mUEs for cooperation. We also observe that there is no

significant performance improvement of IeCRS compared to

IC-NOMA, since the benefit of the common message that finds

the balance between the interference and noise is limited due

to the dominant AWGN.

In Fig. 8, we compare the performances of eCRS for perfect

CSI and imperfect CSI cases with respect to the number of

mUEs. Similar to Fig. 6, the achievable rate seems to have

a peak for eCRS, where the performance bottleneck shifts

from the second phase to the first phase as the number of

mUEs increases. For all cases, the imperfect CSI cases show

performance gaps between the perfect CSI cases as the number

of mUEs increases. This is related to the performance of

channel estimation, where the estimation error increases as

the number of mUEs increases.
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K , where Nt = 16 and Np = 500.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a novel message transmission

framework to increase the coverage for a THz MU-MISO

downlink system through cooperative communication using

RSMA. For message transmissions, we proposed eCRS, and

explored two specific cases, which are IeCRS and DeCRS.

Based on the novel THz cooperative channel model, we

derived local optimal solutions of IeCRS and DeCRS through

convex optimization techniques as well as a closed form

solution for IeCRS in the low SNR regime. Finally, to

successfully use our framework in practice, we proposed a

channel estimation technique to detect the channel gains and

time delays of the THz cooperative channel model. Through

simulation results, we confirmed that our proposed message

transmission framework has considerable performance, and

that our estimation technique successfully captures the full

capabilities of the THz cooperative channel model.

REFERENCES

[1] F. Boccardi, R. W. Heath, A. Lozano, T. L. Marzetta, and P. Popovski,
“Five Disruptive Technology Directions for 5G,” IEEE Communications

Magazine, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 74–80, Feb. 2014.

[2] T. S. Rappaport, S. Sun, R. Mayzus, H. Zhao, Y. Azar, K. Wang, G. N.
Wong, J. K. Schulz, M. Samimi, and F. Gutierrez, “Millimeter Wave
Mobile Communications for 5G Cellular: It Will Work!” IEEE Access,
vol. 1, pp. 335–349, May 2013.

[3] W. Roh, J. Seol, J. Park, B. Lee, J. Lee, Y. Kim, J. Cho, K. Cheun, and
F. Aryanfar, “Millimeter-wave Beamforming as an Enabling Technology
for 5G Cellular Communications: Theoretical Feasibility and Prototype
Results,” IEEE Communications Magazine, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 106–113,
Feb. 2014.

[4] Samsung, “6G: The Next Hyper Connected
Experience for All,” 2021. [Online]. Available:
https://cdn.codeground.org/nsr/downloads/researchareas/20201201 6G Vision web.pdf

[5] Z. Chen, X. Ma, B. Zhang, Y. Zhang, Z. Niu, N. Kuang, W. Chen,
L. Li, and S. Li, “A Survey on Terahertz Communications,” China

Communications, vol. 16, no. 2, pp. 1–35, Mar. 2019.

[6] K. M. S. Huq, S. A. Busari, J. Rodriguez, V. Frascolla, W. Bazzi, and
D. C. Sicker, “Terahertz-Enabled Wireless System for Beyond-5G Ultra-
Fast Networks: A Brief Survey,” IEEE Network, vol. 33, no. 4, pp. 89–
95, Jul. 2019.

https://cdn.codeground.org/nsr/downloads/researchareas/20201201_6G_Vision_web.pdf


13

[7] T. Kürner and S. Priebe, “Towards THz Communications - Status in Re-
search, Standardization and Regulation,” Journal of Infrared, Millimeter,
and Terahertz Waves, vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 53–62, Jan. 2014.

[8] S. Koenig, D. Lopez-Diaz, J. Antes, F. Boes, R. Henneberger, A. Leuther,
A. Tessmann, R. Schmogrow, D. Hillerkuss, R. Palmer, T. Zwick,
C. Koos, W. Freude, O. Ambacher, J. Leuthold, and I. Kallfass, “Wire-
less Sub-THz Communication System with High Data Rate,” Nature

Photonics, vol. 7, no. 12, pp. 977–981, Dec. 2013.

[9] J. M. Jornet and I. F. Akyildiz, “Channel Modeling and Capacity
Analysis for Electromagnetic Wireless Nanonetworks in the Terahertz
Band,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 10, no. 10,
pp. 3211–3221, Aug. 2011.

[10] C. Han, A. O. Bicen, and I. F. Akyildiz, “Multi-Ray Channel Mod-
eling and Wideband Characterization for Wireless Communications in
the Terahertz Band,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications,
vol. 14, no. 5, pp. 2402–2412, May 2015.

[11] H. Hamada, T. Fujimura, I. Abdo, K. Okada, H.-J. Song, H. Sugiyama,
H. Matsuzaki, and H. Nosaka, “300-GHz. 100-Gb/s InP-HEMT Wireless
Transceiver Using a 300-GHz Fundamental Mixer,” in 2018 IEEE/MTT-
S International Microwave Symposium - IMS, Aug. 2018, pp. 1480–
1483.

[12] P. Sen and J. M. Jornet, “Experimental Demonstration of Ultra-
broadband Wireless Communications at True Terahertz Frequencies,” in
2019 IEEE 20th International Workshop on Signal Processing Advances

in Wireless Communications (SPAWC), Aug. 2019, pp. 1–5.

[13] H. Do, S. Cho, J. Park, H.-J. Song, N. Lee, and A. Lozano, “Tera-
hertz Line-of-Sight MIMO Communication: Theory and Practical Chal-
lenges,” IEEE Communications Magazine, vol. 59, no. 3, pp. 104–109,
Mar. 2021.

[14] T. Mir, M. Waqas, U. Mir, S. M. Hussain, A. M. Elbir, and S. Tu, “Hy-
brid Precoding Design for Two-Way Relay-Assisted Terahertz Massive
MIMO Systems,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 222 660–222 671, Dec. 2020.

[15] A. A. A. Boulogeorgos and A. Alexiou, “Outage Probability Analysis
of THz Relaying Systems,” in 2020 IEEE 31st Annual International

Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications,
Aug. 2020, pp. 1–7.

[16] A. Nosratinia, T. Hunter, and A. Hedayat, “Cooperative Communication
in Wireless Networks,” IEEE Communications Magazine, vol. 42, no. 10,
pp. 74–80, Oct. 2004.

[17] G. Kramer, M. Gastpar, and P. Gupta, “Cooperative Strategies and
Capacity Theorems for Relay Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Infor-

mation Theory, vol. 51, no. 9, pp. 3037–3063, Sep. 2005.

[18] G. A. Akpakwu, B. J. Silva, G. P. Hancke, and A. M. Abu-Mahfouz,
“A Survey on 5G Networks for the Internet of Things: Communication
Technologies and Challenges,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 3619–3647, Dec.
2017.

[19] L. Dai, B. Wang, Y. Yuan, S. Han, I. Chih-lin, and Z. Wang, “Non-
orthogonal Multiple Access for 5G: Solutions, Challenges, Opportuni-
ties, and Future Research Trends,” IEEE Communications Magazine,
vol. 53, no. 9, pp. 74–81, Sep. 2015.

[20] Q. Spencer, A. Swindlehurst, and M. Haardt, “Zero-forcing Methods for
Downlink Spatial Multiplexing in Multiuser MIMO Channels,” IEEE

Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 461–471, Jan.
2004.

[21] Y. Mao, O. Dizdar, B. Clerckx, R. Schober, P. Popovski, and H. V. Poor,
“Rate-Splitting Multiple Access: Fundamentals, Survey, and Future
Research Trends,” arXiv:2201.03192, Jan. 2022.

[22] Y. Mao, B. Clerckx, and V. O. Li, “Rate-splitting Multiple Access
for Downlink Communication Systems: Bridging, Generalizing, and
Outperforming SDMA and NOMA,” EURASIP Journal on Wireless

Communications and Networking, vol. 133, no. 1, May 2018.

[23] Y. Mao, B. Clerckx, J. Zhang, V. O. K. Li, and M. A. Arafah,
“Max-Min Fairness of K-User Cooperative Rate-Splitting in MISO
Broadcast Channel With User Relaying,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless

Communications, vol. 19, no. 10, pp. 6362–6376, Oct. 2020.

[24] J. Zhang, B. Clerckx, J. Ge, and Y. Mao, “Cooperative Rate Splitting
for MISO Broadcast Channel With User Relaying, and Performance
Benefits Over Cooperative NOMA,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters,
vol. 26, no. 11, pp. 1678–1682, Nov. 2019.

[25] J. Zhang and J. Ge, “Cooperative Rate-Splitting for Downlink Multiuser
MISO Systems With Partial CSIT,” IEEE Transactions on Communica-

tions, vol. 69, no. 11, pp. 7504–7519, Nov. 2021.

[26] Y. Mao, B. Clerckx, and V. O. K. Li, “Rate-Splitting for Multi-Antenna
Non-Orthogonal Unicast and Multicast Transmission: Spectral and
Energy Efficiency Analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Communications,
vol. 67, no. 12, pp. 8754–8770, Dec. 2019.

[27] B. Clerckx, H. Joudeh, C. Hao, M. Dai, and B. Rassouli, “Rate Splitting
for MIMO Wireless Networks: a Promising PHY-layer Strategy for LTE
Evolution,” IEEE Communications Magazine, vol. 54, no. 5, pp. 98–105,
May 2016.

[28] H. Joudeh and B. Clerckx, “Sum-Rate Maximization for Linearly Pre-
coded Downlink Multiuser MISO Systems With Partial CSIT: A Rate-
Splitting Approach,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 64,
no. 11, pp. 4847–4861, Nov. 2016.

[29] A. Ligeti, Single Frequency Network Planning. Stockholm.: Kungliga
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