arXiv:2308.08433v1 [cs.IT] 16 Aug 2023

Performance Analysis of Relay Selection Schemes in Multi-Hop Decode-and-Forward Networks

Shalanika Dayarathna, Member, IEEE, Rajitha Senanayake, Member, IEEE, and Jamie Evans, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract

This paper analyses the data rate achieved by various relay selection schemes in a single-user multi-hop relay network with decode-and-forward (DF) relaying. While the single-user relay selection problem is well studied in the literature, research on achievable rate maximization is limited to dual-hop networks and multi-hop networks with a single relay per hop. We fill this important gap by focusing on achievable rate maximization in multi-hop, multi-relay networks. First, we consider optimal relay selection and obtain two approximations to the achievable rate. Next, we consider three existing suboptimal relay selection strategies namely hop-by-hop, ad-hoc and block-by-block relay selection and obtain exact expressions for the achievable rate under each of these strategies. We also extend the sliding window based relay selection to the DF relay network and derive an approximation to the achievable rate. Further, we investigate the impact of window size in sliding window based relay selection and show that a window size of three is sufficient to achieve most of the possible performance gains. Finally, we extend this analysis to a noise limited multi-user network where the number of available relay nodes is large compared to the number of users and derive approximations to the achievable sum-rate.

Index Terms

Achievable rate, ad-hoc, block-by-block, decode-and-forward, hop-by-hop, multi-hop, optimal relay selection, single-user, sliding window.

I. INTRODUCTION With current 5G and upcoming 6G technologies, the number of connected devices is ever increasing. As a result, future wireless networks will need to enhance the spectral efficiency and cooperative communication has been introduced as a key strategy to achieve spatial diversity and to combat fading [1]. In cooperative networks, multiple nodes known as relay nodes are placed across the coverage area to support the communication between the transmitter and the intended receiver. For such networks, that typically arise in sensor mesh and ad hoc communications, cellular communication and vehicular communication, a proper choice of relays can improve the performance while mitigating the overhead and complexity. Therefore, the relay selection in multi-hop cooperative relay networks has resulted in a significant research interest [2]–[5].

In the relay network literature, the main focus of the single-user, multi-hop relay selection problem has been on the objective of maximizing the minimum signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) or minimizing the outage probability. In [6], the authors propose a simple hop-by-hop relay selection strategy for a single-user, multi-hop decode-and-forward (DF) relay network where the per hop relay selection is optimized based on the local hop gains. This was later extended in [7], to achieve the full-diversity where the authors proposed an ad-hoc relay selection strategy by joining the final two hops together. As the performance loss of ad-hoc routing increases with the number of hops, they also propose a block-by-block relay selection strategy by considering a block of non-overlapping hops at a time to improve the performance at the expense of complexity. Taking a different approach, in [8], a new framework for optimal route selection in single-user, multi-hop DF relay networks is proposed by mapping the relay network into a trellis diagram. It was shown that the dynamic programming based Viterbi algorithm can be used to find the optimal relay assignment by finding the most likely sequence of states in the trellis. However, an direct extension of the dynamic programming is not feasible for amplify-and-forward (AF) relay networks. As such, the Viterbi algorithm based near optimal routing scheme is proposed in [9], where the effective SNR for a specific relay path is approximated by the minimum value of SNRs across all the hops, which results in an approximation that is tight at high SNR. Following a similar approach, a dynamic programming based algorithm for route selection is proposed in [10], where the authors use a recursive computation of the outage probability. In [11], the authors derive analytical expressions for outage probability under Nakagami fading with consideration to diversity order for a DF multi-hop relay network with single relay node in each hop. A similar analysis is conducted in [12], where the authors study a multi-hop parallel relay network under Nakagami fading. As a result, the average end-to-end rate throughput is calculated either using the required per-hop-rate, the number of hops and the end-to-end outage probability [13] or using the allocated bandwidth and the spectral efficiency [14].

With the increasing demand for high data rates, the throughput maximization has gained more attention in the recent literature [15]. In terms of throughput maximization, most research has focused on the simple dual-hop relay networks where both hops can be easily combined together to compute the end-to-end achievable rate [16]–[19]. In [16], Meijer’s function is used to derive an analytical expression for the achievable rate of a dual-hop relay network with a single relay node under the Rician fading distribution. This was later extended to a multiple antenna dualhop relay network in [17] and to a relay network with multiple relay nodes in [18]. In [18], the authors use Marcum Q-function to analyze the ergodic capacity of a single-user, dual hop relay network with multiple relay nodes under the Rician fading environment. Taking a different approach, in [20]–[22], the authors analyze the capacity of a single-user, dual-hop relay network with multiple relay nodes under the Rayleigh fading distribution. In a multi-hop relay network, the relay selection in each hop determines the available relay choices in the next hop. This introduces an added complexity for a multi-hop network compared to a dual-hop network. The capacity of a multi-hop relay network with a single relay node in each hop is considered in [23], [24] where the authors analyze the capacity in terms of the energy efficiency and the spectral efficiency. In [25], the authors obtain an analytical expression for the capacity of a single-user, multi-hop DF relay network with a single relay in each hop under the Rician fading distribution. Similar analysis has been performed in [26] for a DF relay network under the Rayleigh fading channel and in [27] for an AF relay network under the adaptive transmission with Nakagamim fading distribution. However, with single relay node in each hop, there would be no relay selection involved, thus making the rate analysis in these work significantly different to the analysis considered in this paper. As a result, even though, both maximizing the minimum SNR and maximizing the overall achievable rate provide same relay assignment for the special case of single user network, the analytical expressions with respect to the achievable rate have not been analyzed for a multi-hop DF relay network consisting of multiple relay nodes in each hop. To the best of our knowledge, there exists no analytical expressions to find the achievable rate in a single-user, multi-hop, multi-relay DF relay network. We make progress towards addressing this challenge by analyzing the achievable rate of a multi-hop DF relay network with multiple relay nodes under the Rayleigh fading distribution. More recent work in the field of relay selection in single-user, multi-hop relay networks focuses on machine learning and deep reinforcement learning techniques [28]–[30]. However, these work focus on providing more practical relay selection solutions while in this paper, we focus on theoretical analysis of the achievable rate.

In this paper, we consider a single-user, multi-hop DF relay network where each hop consists of multiple relays and analyze the relay selection problem that aims to maximize the achievable rate throughput. In the following, we list the contributions of this paper.

• By considering the optimal relay selection strategy, we derive two approximations to the optimal achievable rate as presented in (4) and (6). Further, we show that the second approximation, which is derived based on dynamic programming, is more accurate than the simple approximation that can be derived using the independent path model.

• By considering three sub-optimal relay selection strategies namely, hop-by-hop relay selection, ad-hoc relay selection and block-by-block relay selection, we derive the exact expressions for the achievable rate. This contribution is presented in Theorem 1, Theorem 2 and Theorem 3, respectively.

• Next, we consider sliding window based relay selection strategy used in AF relay networks.

Extending this to the DF relay networks, we derive an approximation to the achievable rate under sliding window based relay selection. This contribution is presented in (24). Based on simulations, we further show that under this strategy, the window size of three is sufficient to achieve most of the possible performance gains compared to optimal relay selection.

• Finally, we extend this rate analysis to a noise limited multi-user network where there is a larger number of relay nodes per hop compared to the the number of users. For such network, we show that the achievable sum-rate can be approximated by the single user rate times the number of users. This contribution is presented in Section IV.

The structure of the paper is along the following lines. System model followed by the formulation of the optimization problem is provided in Section II for a single-user, multi-hop DF relay network with multiple relay nodes in each hop. Next, the optimal relay selection strategy and four sub-optimal relay selection strategies are analyzed in terms of the achievable rate in Section III with extension to multi-user network is given in Section IV. Finally, the conclusions and potential future work is outlined in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND OPTIMIZATION PROBLEM FORMULATION We consider a single-user relay network as illustrated in Fig. 1, where the source node S sends information to the destination node D. The communication between source and destination is facilitated via a wireless relay network consists of L hops where each hop contains M DF relay nodes. Please note that the more general case with different number of relay nodes in each hop can be handled by considering dummy relay nodes in each hop [31]. As such, the assumption of

Fig. 1: A single-user, multi-hop relay network.

equal number of relay nodes in each hop is made without loss of generality. With the intention of minimizing the required conditions for synchronization among relay nodes, we consider that the communication in each hop is facilitated by only a single relay node and denote the relay selected at hop l as r(l). We also assume that each relay node operates in half-duplex mode with maximum transmit power P for transmission and that transmissions are scheduled such that cross-hop interference can be neglected [6]–[9], [25]. As commonly used in the literature, we consider all links to be independent but non-identically distributed. In this work, we limit our analysis to Rayleigh fading distribution as commonly considered in the literature [20]–[22], [26]. As such, the Rayleigh fading channel coefficient of the link in hop l from transmitting node i to receiving node j can be modeled as a random variable denoted by h[i, j, l] with mean zero and variance σ^2_1 , where σ^2_1 results from the large scale fading [32].

When node i is transmitting in hop l, we can write the received signal at node j as, y[j, l] = √ P h[i, j, l] s[i, l − 1] + n[j, l] (1) where s[i, l −1] and n[j, l] denote the transmitted data symbol by the transmitting node i and the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at the receiving node j in hop l, respectively. The average energy of the data symbols are normalized to one and the AWGN distribution is with mean zero and variance σ^2. Noting that the corresponding end-to-end received SNR is determined by the minimum SNR value across all L hops, we write this as, γ^{min} = P σ^2 min l∈{1,...,L} { |h[r(l − 1), r(l), l]|^2 } , (2) where r(0)=r(L)=1 since the signal is transmitted from S in hop 0 and received at D in hop L. Therefore, we write the achievable rate maximization problem based on relay selection as, max r(1),...,r(L−1) log_2(1 + γ^{min}) s.t r(l) ∈ {1, 2, ..., M} ∀l, (3) where l ∈ {1, 2, .., L − 1}. Due to the availability of multiple hops and the dependency of relay selection in adjacent hops, the challenge here is selecting the best relay combination such that the end-to-end achievable rate is maximized. We note that due to the monotonically increasing nature of the logarithmic function, the objective function in (3) can be maximized by maximizing γ^{min}. As such, we consider a number of relay selection strategies used in the literature to maximize the end-to-end received SNR with the objective of minimizing the outage probability.

III. RELAY SELECTION STRATEGIES In this section, we consider the optimal relay selection and four sub-optimal relay selection strategies namely, hop-by-hop relay selection [6], ad-hoc relay selection [7], block-by-block relay selection [7] and sliding window based relay selection [9] and derive novel analytical expressions for the achievable rate under each of these relay selection strategies. Please note that the work in [6], [7] and [9] is limited to outage probability analysis. As such, the similarity between those work with current analysis is limited to the definitions of the sub-optimal relay selection strategies and the analytical expressions derived in this section is significantly different to existing work.

A. Optimal Relay Selection

In a relay network consisting of L hops and M relays at each hop, there are M^{L−1} possible paths where each path can be viewed as a sequence of L − 1 integers, corresponding to the relay indices, that take value between 1 and M. Therefore, a path represents a sequence of relay nodes that facilitates the communication between source and destination nodes over L hops. As such, optimal relay selection would involve selecting a path such that the end-to-end received SNR is maximized. When two paths retain the relay nodes in l hops while allowing the relay nodes in remaining L − l hops to be different, those two paths undergo same channels in l hops. This makes them not independent to each other. Therefore, all the paths are not independent and as a result, obtaining an exact expression for the achievable rate is challenging. Thus, we take a more tractable approach by considering an approximate relay network with independent paths.

Independent Path Model: In the following, we consider an approximated model based on the assumption that all M^{L−1} paths are independent. Next, we derive an exact expression for the optimal achievable rate under this independent path model as presented in Lemma 1.

Lemma 1. Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network with L hops and M relay nodes per hop. Under the independent path assumption described above, the optimal achievable rate can be expressed as,

R^{opt}_{ind} = 1 log 2 Q∑ q=1 ( Q q ) (−1)^q e^{Lq/σ2a} Ei ( − Lq σ^2_a ) , where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} , Q = M^{L−1}, (_Q q ) is the binomial coefficient and Ei(.) denotes the exponential integral function [33].

Proof. Please refer to Appendix A.

As such, we can approximate the optimal achievable rate using Lemma 1 as,

R^{opt} ≈ 1 log 2 Q∑ q=1 ( Q q ) (−1)^q e^{Lq/σ2a} Ei ( − Lq σ^2_a ) . (4)

In the following example, we analyze the accuracy of the approximation given in (4). Example 1: Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network where M = 2, L = 3, 6. Assuming constant distance in all hops resulted from the uniform placement of nodes [13], we normalize the variance of the channel fading coefficient, σ^2_1 , to unity. For such a network, the analytical and the simulated achievable rate against the received SNR are plotted in Fig. 2 under the optimal relay selection strategy. From the figure, we observe that the approximate analytical rate achieved with (4) is accurate at small L. However, with increasing L, the approximation given in (4) becomes loose. In addition, we can observe that the achievable rate decreases with increasing L. Since, it is assumed that the large scale fading is constant for each link, the fading of the end-to-end received SNR increases with L, thereby decreasing the achievable rate.

Out of M^{L−1} total paths there can be only M paths that are independent in all L hops and M^{L−l−1} paths that are independent in at most l hops with l < L − 2. As such, number of dependent paths increases with L. This reduces the feasibility of independent paths assumption, thus making the approximation given in (4) not accurate with larger L as illustrated in Example 1. Therefore, taking a different approach, we derive a much tighter approximation on the optimal achievable rate considering the dynamic programming based implementation proposed in [8]. We

Fig. 2: The achievable rate against the received SNR under optimal relay assignment note that the optimal relay path can also be obtained following a dynamic programming approach where a central controller can be used to select the path that has the largest bottleneck-link SNR with a linear complexity of L. By modeling the multi-hop relay network as a trellis diagram, the optimal relay path can be obtained via the one that results in the maximum value of the minimum branch weight across the stages. As a result, at state i in stage l we can write the Bellman equation relating to the cost function as, V (i, l) = max j∈{1,...,M} ( min { P σ^2 |h[j, i, l]|^2, V (j, l − 1) }) , (5) where each stage is mapped to each hop in the network and each state is mapped to each relay node in a given hop. For further details on how to apply dynamic programming please refer to [8]. We note that the initialization value in the first hop, V (i, 1), takes the value of the received SNR of the source-relay link for a given relay node i. For any other hop, V (i, l) can be computed using (5), and V (1, L) represents the optimal end-to-end received SNR. As such, each V (i, l) depends on the minimum SNR up to that point and they are not independent of each other. This makes obtaining an exact expression for the achievable rate challenging. Therefore, we assume that V (i, l) for a given l is independent of every other V (ī, l), ∀i ≠ ī and derive a second approximation on the optimal achievable rate as follows.

R^{opt} ≈ 1 log 2 Q̃∑ q=1 a_q e^{bq /σ2a} Ei ( − b_q σ^2_a ) , (6) where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} , Q̃ = 2M^{L−1} + ∑_{L−2} l=1 M^l, ∀L > 1 and the coefficients a_q and b_q can be numerically computed for a given M and L by solving the recursive function Q̃∑ q=0 a_q e^{−bq x/σ2a} = F_{V (1,L)}(x) = ( 1 − e^{−x/σ2a} ( 1 − F_{V (1,L−1)}(x) ))_M , with F_{V (1,1)}(x) = 1 − e^{−x/σ2a} .

In the following example, we compare the two approximations given in (4) and (6). Example 2: Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network similar to Example 1. For such a network, the analytical and the simulated achievable rate against the received SNR are plotted in Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b under the optimal relay selection strategy. From the Fig. 3a, we observe that the approximate analytical rate achieved with (6) is more accurate than (4). We can also observe that with increasing M both approximations become tight. On the other hand, from the Fig. 3b, we observe that with increasing L, both approximations become loose while the analytical approximation achieved with (6) is much more accurate than that of (4) when L is large. The computation of (4) involves summation Q numbers and computing (_Q q ) with a time complexity O(Q) where Q = M^{L−1}. As such, the approximation in (4) has a time complexity O(M^{L−1}). The computation of (6) involves summation of Q̄ numbers, finding Q̄ + 1 coefficients by comparing two polynomials and computing a recursive function of time complexity O(M) for L times where Q̄ = 2M L−1. As such, the approximation in (6) has a time complexity O(M L−1) + O(ML). Therefore, for smaller L values, the approximation in (4) has a less computational complexity while providing similar result to (6). On the other hand, for larger L values, the complexity of both approximations become closer with the approximation in (6) providing more accurate results.

Even though the optimal relay assignment that maximizes the achievable rate can be obtained with a linear complexity in respect to L and M, it requires the global channel state information of all the links in the network. As a result, we next consider, four sub-optimal relay selection strategies that can be implemented in a distributed environment.

B. Hop-by-Hop Relay Selection

As the first sub-optimal relay selection strategy, we consider the simple hop-by-hop relay selection. Under this strategy, the relay selection in each hop is performed independently such that the achievable rate of the current hop is maximized when the signal is transmitted from the

(a) M = {2, 6}, L = 3 (b) M = 2, L = {3, 6}

Fig. 3: The achievable rate against the received SNR

relay selected in the previous hop. Therefore, with this strategy, there is no rate optimization involved in the last hop where the destination node is fixed.

Theorem 1. Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network with L hops and M relay nodes per hop. For such a network, the achievable rate under hop-by-hop relay selection is given by

R^{hop} = − 1 log 2 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−1 A^{L−1}_{l1...lM} e^{βL−1l1...l}M^{/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{L−1}_{l1 ...lM} σ^2_a ) ,

where A^{L−1}_{l1...lM} = (_{L−1} l_1,...,l_M ) ( ∏_M j=1 (_M j )_{lj} ) (−1)^{∑Mj=1(j−1)lj} , β^{L−1}_{l1...lM} = 1 + ∑_M j=1 jl_j, σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} , with l_1, .., l_M denote the multinomial expansion exponents, (_{L−1} l_1,...,l_M ) and (_M j ) denote the multinomial and the binomial coefficients, respectively, and Ei(.) is the exponential integral function.

Proof. The CDF of γ^{min} under hop-by-hop relay selection can be expressed as, F^{hop}_{γmin} (x) =1−e^{(−x/σ2a)} ( 1− ( 1−e^{(−x/σ2a)} )_M )_{L−1} . (7)

Please refer to Appendix B for a detailed derivation of (7). Next, we use the multinomial expansion [34] and re-write (7) as,

F^{hop}_{γmin} (x) = 1 − ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−1 [( L − 1 l_1, ..., l_M )(_M∏ j=1 ( M j )_{lj} ) (−1)^{∑Mj=1(j−1)lj} e^{−(1+∑Mj=1 jlj )x/σ2a} ] . (8)

Taking the derivative with respect to x, we can derive the PDF of γ^{min} as,

f^{hop}_{γmin} (x) = ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−1 A^{L−1}_{l1...lM} ( β^{L−1}_{l1...lM} σ^2_a ) e^{−βL−1l1...l}M^{x/σ2a} . (9)

As such the achievable rate can be derived using the variable transformation t = 1 + x and [33, eq. (4.331.2)] as,

R^{hop} = −1 log 2 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−1 A^{L−1}_{l1...lM} e^{βL−1l1...l}M^{/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{L−1}_{l1...lM} σ^2_a ) , (10)

where Ei(.) denotes the exponential integral function. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

C. Ad-hoc Relay Selection

Since, hop-by-hop relay selection does not involve rate optimization in the last hop, it cannot achieve full-diversity. As such, we next consider ad-hoc relay selection. Under this strategy, hop-by-hop relay selection is extended to achieve full-diversity by jointly combining the final two hops. Therefore, while the first L − 2 relays are selected similar to the hop-by-hop relay selection, the last relay is selected such that the achievable rate of the last two hops is maximized.

Theorem 2. Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network with L hops and M relay nodes per hop. For such a network, the achievable rate under ad-hoc relay selection is given by

R^{ad-hoc} = − 1 log 2 M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−2 [ A^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) e^{βL−2l1...l}M^{(i)/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) σ^2_a )] ,

where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} , A^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) = (_M i )(_{L−2} l_1,...,l_M ) ( ∏_M j=1 (_M j )_{lj} ) (−1)^{i−1+∑Mj=1(j−1)lj} , β^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) = 2i + ∑_M j=1 jl_j with l_1, .., l_M denote the multinomial expansion exponents, (_{L−2} l_1,...,l_M ) and (_M j ) denote the multinomial and the binomial coefficients, respectively, and Ei(.) is the exponential integral function.

Proof. The CDF of γ^{min} under ad-hoc relay selection can be expressed as,

F^{ad-hoc}_γmin (x) =1 − ( 1 − ( 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M )( 1 − ( 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} )_M )_{L−2} . (11)

Please refer to Appendix C for a detailed derivation of (11). Next, we use the multinomial expansion [34] and re-write (11) as,

F^{ad-hoc}_γmin (x) =1− M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−2 [( M i )( L − 2 l_1, ..., l_M )(_M∏ j=1 ( M j )_{lj}) (−1)^{i−1+∑Mj=1(j−1)lj} e^{−(2i+∑Mj=1 jlj )x/σ2a} ] .

(12)

Fig. 4: Multi-hop relay network separated into non-overlapping blocks of w = 2 hops Taking the derivative with respect to x, we can derive the PDF of γ^{min} as,

f^{ad-hoc}_γmin (x) = M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−2 [ A^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) ( β^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) σ^2_a ) e^{−βL−2l1...l}M^{(i)x/σ2a} ] . (13)

As such the achievable rate can be derived using the variable transformation t = 1 + x and [33, eq. (4.331.2)] as,

R^{ad-hoc} = − 1 log 2 M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−2 [ A^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) e^{βL−2l1...l}M^{(i)/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) σ^2_a )] , (14)

where Ei(.) denotes the exponential integral function. This completes the proof of Theorem 2.

D. Block-by-Block Relay Selection

Next, we consider block-by-block relay selection to improve the performance further. Under this strategy, L hops are divided into non-overlapping blocks of w hops and the relays are selected such that the achievable rate of each block is maximized. An example of such a network, where the block size w = 2 is illustrated in Fig. 4. With this strategy, it is important to ensure that the block size is selected such that the last block would be greater than one. Otherwise, there will be no rate optimization involved with the last hop where the destination node is fixed. We note that analyzing the achievable rate under block-by-block relay selection is difficult for w > 2 due to the larger number of dependent links available within a given block that increases with w. However, w = 2 is tractable and as such, we select the block size of two for analytical insights and derive the achievable rate in the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network with L hops and M relay nodes per hop. For such a network, the achievable rate under block-by-block relay selection with w = 2 can be expressed as,

R^{block} = 1 log 2 M∑ i=1 {_{T −1}∑ t ∑ l_0+···+l_M =Mt [ A^{Mt}_{l0...lM}(i, t)e^{βMtl0...l}M^{(i)/σ2a} Ei ( −β^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i) σ^2_a )] + ( M i ) (−1)^ie^{2i/σ2a} Ei ( −2i σ^2_a )} , where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} , T = ⌈_L w ⌉ , A^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i, t) = (_M i )(_{T −1} t ) (_{Mt} l_0,...,l_M )(∏_M j=1 (_M j )_{lj} ) (−1)^{i+t+∑Mj=1 jlj} , β^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i) = 2i + ∑_M j=1(j + 1)l_j with l_0, .., l_M denote the multinomial expansion exponents, (_{Mt} l_0,...,l_M ) and (_M j ) denote the multinomial and the binomial coefficients, respectively, and Ei(.)

is the exponential integral function. .

Proof. The CDF of γ^{min} under block-by-block relay selection with w = 2 can be expressed as

F^{block}_γmin (x) = 1− ( 1− ( 1− e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M )( 1− ( 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} ( 1 − (1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)})^M ))_M )_{T−1} . (15) Please refer to Appendix D for a detailed derivation of (15). Next, we use the multinomial expansion [34] and re-write the CDF as,

F^{block}_γmin (x) = M∑ i=1 ( M i ) (−1)^ie^{−2ix/σ2a} + M∑ i=1

T −1∑

t=1 ∑ l_0+...+l_M =Mt [( M i )( T − 1 t )( Mt l_0, ..., l_M )(_M∏ j=1 ( M j )_{lj} )

(−1)^{i+t+∑Mj=1 jlj} e^{−(2i+∑Mj=1(j+1)lj )x/σ2a} ] + 1. (16)

Taking the derivative with respect to x, we can derive the PDF of γ^{min} as,

f^{block}_γmin (x) = − M∑ i=1 ( M i ) (−1)^i ( 2i σ^2_a ) e^{−2ix/σ2a} − M∑ i=1

T −1∑

t=1 ∑ l_0+...+l_M =Mt A^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i, t) ( β^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i) σ^2_a ) e^{−βMtl0...l}M^{(i)x/σ2a} . (17) As such the achievable rate can be derived using the variable transformation t = 1 + x and [33, eq. (4.331.2)] as,

R^{block} = 1 log 2 M∑ i=1 {_{T −1}∑ t ∑ l_0+···+l_M =Mt A^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i, t)e^{βMtl0...l}M^{(i)/σ2a} Ei ( −β^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i) σ^2_a ) + ( M i ) (−1)^ie^{2i/σ2a} Ei ( −2i σ^2_a )} . (18)

where Ei(.) denotes the exponential integral function. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.

Fig. 5: Multi-hop relay network with sliding window of w = 2 hops E. Sliding Window based Relay Selection

Finally, we consider sliding window based relay selection to remove the dependency of block size on the number of hops and to improve the performance further. Under this strategy, we consider a sliding window of w hops to determine the relay selection in the first hop of the window. For example, we start by considering the first w hops and find the relay selection such that the achievable rate in those w hops is maximized. However, we only fix the relay selected in the first hop. Next, we consider w hops from the second hop to w + 1 and fix the relay selected for the second hop. We continue this until relay selection is fixed for first L − w hops. Then we consider the last w hops and fix the relays selected for all of them. Similar to block-by-block relay selection, we consider the window size of two to obtain analytical insights under sliding window based relay selection. However, it is important to note that, under this relay selection strategy, one window of w hops is not independent of the next window as they consist of at least one common hop, as illustrated in Fig. 5. Therefore, it is difficult to obtain an exact expression for the achievable rate. Thus, we take a more tractable approach by considering an approximate relay network with independent windows.

Independent Window Model: In this section we consider an approximated model for sliding window based relay selection such that each window is independent to every other window. Under this model, there are L − w + 1 independent windows. As such, we can derive the achievable rate under the independent window assumption as follows.

Lemma 2. Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network with L hops and M relay nodes per hop. Under the independent window assumption described above, the achievable rate with sliding window based relay selection and w = 2 can be expressed as,

R^{sliding}_{ind} = 1 log 2 M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+···+l¯_Q =T −1 A^{T −1}_{l1...lQ̄} (i) e^{βT −1l1...lQ̄ (i)/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{T −1}_{l1...lQ̄} (i) σ^2_a ) ,

where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} , T = L − w + 1, Q̄ = M^2(M^2−1), A^{T −1}_{l1...lQ̄} (i)= (_M i )(_{T −1} l_1,...,l¯_Q ) ( ∏¯_Q q=1(a_q)^{lq} ) (−1)^i, β^{T −1}_{l1...lQ̄} (i) = 2i+ ∑¯_Q q=1 b_ql_q with l_1, .., l¯_Q denote the multinomial expansion exponents, (_{T −1} l_1,...,l¯_Q ) and (_M j ) denote the multinomial and the binomial coefficients, respectively, Ei(.) is the exponential integral function and the coefficients a_q and b_q can be numerically computed for a given M by solving the integral Q̄∑ q=1 a_q e^{−bq x/σ2a} = 1−(1−e^{−x/σ2a} )^M − M−1∑ N=1 P^M_N e^{−(M−N)x/σ2a} [ ∫_x γ^t_{11}=0 e^{−γt11} ∫_x γ^t_{12} =γ^t_{11} e^{−γt12} . . . ∫_x γ^t_{1N} =γ^t_{1,N−1} e^{−γt1N} N∑ k=1 (M − N) ( (1−e^{−γt1k/σ2a} )^{M(M−k)} M −k − (1−e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k+1)} M −k+1 ) dγ^t_{11} . . . dγ^t_{1N} ] , with P^M_N denoting the number of possible permutations when N units are selected from M.

Proof. The CDF of γ^{min} under sliding window based relay selection with w = 2 and independent window assumption can be expressed as,

F^{sliding}_{γmin} (x) = 1 − ( 1 − ( 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M )( 1 − (1 − e^{−x/σ2a} )^M − M−1∑ N=1 P^M_N e^{−(M−N)x/σ2a} ( ∫_x γ^t_{11}=0 ∫_x γ^t_{12} =γ^t_{11} ... ∫_x γ^t_{1N} =γ^t_{1,N−1} N∑ k=1 P (γ^{(t)}_{max} = γ^t_{1k}) e^{−γt11} ...e^{−γt1N} dγ^t_{11}...dγ^t_{1N} ))_{T−1} , (19)

where ∑_N k=1 P (γ^{(t)}max = γ^t_{1k}) for the region γ^t_{11} < γ^t_{12} < ... < γ^t_{1N} ≤ x is given by N∑ k=1 P (γ^{(t)}_{max} = γ^t_{1k}) = N∑ k=1 ( M −N M −k ) (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k)} − ( M −N M −k+1 ) (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k+1)}. (20) Please refer to Appendix E for a detailed derivation of (19). Due to the complexity of the above integration, it is not possible to obtain an analytical expression for the CDF of γ^{min} in general. However, for a given M this can be solved and the CDF will take the form of

F^{sliding}_{γmin} (x) =1− ( 1− ( 1−e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M )(¯_Q∑ q=1 a_qe^{−bq x/σ2a} )_{T−1} , (21) where the coefficients a_q and b_q can be numerically computed for a given M by solving the integration given in (19). Next, we use the multinomial expansion [34] and take the derivative with respect to x to derive the PDF of γ^{min} as,

f^{sliding}_{γmin} (x) = − M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+···+l¯_Q =T −1 A^{T −1}_{l1...lQ̄} (i) (βT −1_{l1...lQ̄} (i) σ^2_a ) e^{−βT −1l1...lQ̄ (i)x/σ2a} . (22)

As log_2(1 + x) is an increasing function of x, the achievable rate can be derived using the variable transformation t = 1 + x and [33, eq. (4.331.2)] as,

R^{sliding}_{ind} = 1 log 2 M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+···+l¯_Q =T −1 A^{T −1}_{l1...lQ̄} (i) e^{βT −1l1...lQ̄ (i)/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{T −1}_{l1...lQ̄} (i) σ^2_a ) , (23)

where Ei(.) denotes the exponential integral function. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.

As such, we can write an approximation on the achievable rate under the sliding window based relay selection using Lemma 2 as, R^{sliding} ≈ R^{sliding}_{ind} . (24) In the following example, we analyze the accuracy of the above approximation. Example 3: Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network where M = 2, L = 3, 5. Assuming constant distance in all hops, we normalize the variance of the channel fading coefficient, σ^2_1 , to unity [13]. For such a network, the analytical and the simulated achievable rate against the received SNR are plotted in Fig. 6 under the sliding window based relay selection strategy with w = 2. From the figure, it can be observed that the analytical rate expression achieved with (24) is accurate when L is small. While, the approximation becomes lose as we increase L, most of the existing relay networks consist of few hops [14], [35]. As such, (24) can be used to accurately approximate the achievable rate under the sliding window based relay selection.

We note that increasing w improves the performance of sliding window based relay selection. However, for a given M the complexity of sliding window based relay selection exponentially increases proportional to w. As such, in the following example, we proceed to analyze the impact of w on the performance of sliding window based relay selection such that we can achieve the best performance with a considerable amount of complexity.

Example 4: Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network where the channels between nodes follow a Rayleigh distribution with zero mean and unit variance. For such a network, the percentage of the achievable rate obtained based on sliding window based relay selection compared

Fig. 6: The achievable rate against received SNR under the sliding window based relay selection when M = 2, w = 2

Table I: Effectiveness of w for a given M when L = 6

M w=1 w=2 w=3 w=4 w=5 w=6 2 80.50 96.24 99.17 99.80 99.97 100 3 76.83 94.45 98.34 99.59 99.94 100 4 73.89 92.95 97.82 99.30 99.78 100 5 72.98 92.87 97.79 99.25 99.81 100 6 71.58 92.44 97.78 99.20 99.80 100 7 68.16 92.00 97.29 99.04 99.75 100

to that of optimal relay selection, which we define as the effectiveness of w, is given in Table I and Table II. Results are obtained by averaging over 5000 simulations. From Table I, we observe that as M increases, the percentage of the achievable rate compared to the optimal rate decreases for a given w. However, even for a multi-relay network of M = 7 relays in each hop, w = 3 manages to result in more than 97% of the optimal achievable rate. Similarly, from Table II, we observe that as L increases, it is better to increase the window size w as the effectiveness of a given w decreases. However, even for a multi-hop network of L = 12 hops, w = 3 manages to result in more than 98% of the optimal achievable rate. As such, w = 2 provides closer to 90% of accuracy where as w = 3 provides closer to 97% of accuracy compared to the optimal solution.

Table II: Effectiveness of w for a given L when M = 2

L w=1 w=2 w=3 w=4 w=5 w=6 w=7 w=8 w=9 w=10 w=11 w=12 3 85.81 98.20 100 4 85.08 96.93 99.49 100 5 83.52 96.75 99.64 99.93 100 6 81.64 95.84 99.26 99.90 99.98 100 7 79.05 94.97 98.84 99.86 99.92 99.98 100 8 79.33 94.65 98.75 99.65 99.84 99.99 100 100 9 76.92 94.82 99.11 99.69 99.98 99.99 100 100 100 10 76.06 94.07 98.75 99.67 99.90 99.94 100 100 100 100 11 75.51 93.65 98.48 99.74 99.98 99.99 100 100 100 100 100 12 73.79 93.52 98.43 99.67 99.97 99.99 100 100 100 100 100 100

Further, the drop of accuracy with increasing L and M is considerably lower for w = 3 compared to w = 2. Therefore, we can conclude that the window size w = 3 provides an acceptable level of accuracy compared to the optimal solution with a considerable level of complexity. In the following example, we further analyze the achievable rate obtained by the five relay selection strategies and their derived analytical expressions.

Example 5: Consider a single-user, multi-hop relay network where M = 2, L = 4. Assuming constant distance in all hops, we normalize the variance of the channel fading coefficient, σ^2_1 , to unity [13]. For such a network, the analytical and the simulated achievable rate against the received SNR are plotted in Fig. 7 under optimal relay selection, hop-by-hop relay selection, ad-hoc relay selection, block-by-block relay selection with block size of two and sliding window based relay selection with window size of two. From the figure, we observe that sliding window based relay selection results in the highest achievable rate compared to other sub-optimal relay selection strategies. We also, observe that the approximate analytical rate in (6) is higher than the simulated optimal rate while approximate analytical rate in (24) is less than the simulated rate under sliding window based relay selection. As expected, the analytical rate expressions achieved with Theorem 1, Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 are similar to the simulated rates under hop-by-hop, ad-hoc and block-by-bloc relay selection strategies, respectively. We also note that the computation time of analytical rates are independent of the received SNR. As such, the average computational time of analytical rates are 0.2492, 0.3896, 0.2302, 0.0944 and 0.0616 for optimal relay selection in (6), sliding window based relay selection in (24), block-by-block relay selection in Theorem 3, ad-hoc relay selection in Theorem 2 and hop-by-hop relay selection in

Fig. 7: The achievable rate against received SNR under different relay selection strategies Theorem 1, respectively. As such, we can observe that the analytical approximation for sliding window based relay selection has the highest complexity while analytical rate for hop-by-hop relay selection has the lowest complexity when L = 4. However, we note that for larger L values, the complexity of analytical approximation in (6) would increase significantly due to consideration of all hops compared to the increment in computation time for other sub-optimal relay selection strategies.

IV. MULTI-USER RELAY NETWORK In this section we extend the achievable rate analysis of the five relay selection strategies adopted in this paper to a multi-user multi-hop relay network and derive approximate expressions for the achievable sum-rate. Due to use of orthogonal transmission among different users and sufficient interference cancellation, we can reasonably assume that the interference caused by other transmitting nodes is negligible compared to the noise power at any receiver node [36], [37]. As such, we consider a noise limited multi-user network where the relay selection only depends on the received SNR. Furthermore, when the number of available relays is significantly large compared to the number of users, the probability of two users selecting the same relay node in a given hop is small. Therefore, we can consider that the impact of other users on the relay selection of a given user is negligible. As such, for a noise limited multi-hop relay network

Fig. 8: The achievable sum-rate against the received SNR when N = 2, M = 10, L = 6

with N users, the achievable sum-rate can be approximated as,

R^{opt} ≈ N log 2 Q∑ q=1 a_q e^{bq /σ2a} Ei ( − b_q σ^2_a ) , (25)

R^{hop} ≈ − N log 2 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−1 A^{L−1}_{l1...lM} e^{βL−1l1...l}M^{/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{L−1}_{l1 ...lM} σ^2_a ) , (26)

R^{ad-hoc} ≈ − N log 2 M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+...+l_M =L−2 A^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i)e^{βL−2l1...l}M^{(i)/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{L−2}_{l1...lM} (i) σ^2_a ) , (27)

R^{block} ≈ N log 2 M∑ i=1 {_{T −1}∑ t ∑ l_0+···+l_M =Mt A^{Mt}_{l0...lM} (i, t)e^{βMtl0...l}M^{(i)/σ2a} Ei ( −β^{Mt}_{l0 ...lM} (i) σ^2_a ) + ( M i ) (−1)^ie^{2i/σ2a} Ei ( −2i σ^2_a )} , (28)

R^{sliding} ≈ N log 2 M∑ i=1 ∑ l_1+...+l_Q=T −1 A^{T −1}_{l1...lQ} (i)e^{βT −1l1...lQ (i)/σ2a} Ei ( − β^{T −1}_{l1 ...lQ} (i) σ^2_a ) . (29)

by multiplying the single user achievable rate with the number of users. In the following example, we have further illustrated the accuracy of the above approximations.

Example 6: Consider a noise limited multi-hop relay network where N = 2, M = 10, L = 6. Assuming constant distance in all hops, we normalize the variance of the channel fading coefficient, σ^2_1 , to unity [13]. For such a network, the analytical and the simulated achievable sum-rate against the received SNR are plotted in Fig. 8 under hop-by-hop and ad-hoc relay selection strategies. From the figure, it can be observed that the analytical sum-rates given in (26) and (27) are similar to the simulated achievable sum-rate under hop-by-hop and ad-hoc relay selection strategies, respectively. Even though, not shown here due to computational complexity of the multinomial expansion exponents, similar observation can also be expected for block-by-block relay selection strategy.

V. CONCLUSION The achievable rate optimization problem is analyzed for a single-user, multi-hop relay network consisting of multiple relay nodes. We consider five relay selection strategies including optimal relay selection which in general has an exponential complexity in respect to the number of hops. We analyzed optimal relay selection using the dynamic programming based Viterbi algorithm and derived an approximation on the optimal achievable rate which is more accurate than the simple approximation based on the independent path assumption. Next, we considered four sub-optimal relay selection strategies, namely hop-by-hop, ad-hoc, block-by-block and sliding window based relay selection. We obtained exact analytical expressions for the achievable rate under the first three relay selection strategies and extended sliding window based relay selection to DF relay network to derive an approximation on the achievable rate with the window size of two. Further, we showed that sliding window based relay selection with a window size of three is sufficient to achieve more than 97% of the optimal achievable rate. Finally, we extended this analysis to a noise limited multi-user network and showed that when there is a larger number of relay nodes per hop compared to the the number of users, the achievable sum-rate can be approximated by the single user rate times the number of users.

In the analytical results presented in this paper we assumed that each link in the network follows a Rayleigh fading distribution and same large scale fading. A desirable future extension would be to consider different fading channel distributions such as Nakagami-m, alpha-mu and channels with non-identical large scale fading resulted from various source-relay-destination distances. It would also be interesting to generalize these results to an interference limited multi-user network.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Let us define γ_{ij} =^P_{σ2} |h[j, i, l]|^2 as the received SNR of the relay link between the transmitting node i and the receiving node j. Since, each link in the network follows a Rayleigh distribution with zero mean and variance σ^2_1 , we write the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of γ_{ij} as, F_{γij} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)}, ∀i, j, (30) where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} . Let Y_q be the end-to-end received SNR of path q, which is taken as the minimum SNR over all the hops in path q. Therefore, the CDF of Y_q can be written as, F_{Yq} (x) = 1 − e^{(−L x/σ2a)}. (31) Therefore, γ^{min} can be computed as the maximum end-to-end received SNR over all the paths. Under this approximated model, all Q = M^{L−1} paths are independent. As such, we can derive the CDF of γ^{min} as,

F^{opt}_{γmin} (x) = ( 1 − e^{(−L x/σ2a)} )_Q . (32)

Next, we use the binomial expansion and re-write

F^{opt}_{γmin} (x) = Q∑ q=0 ( Q q ) (−1)^qe^{−L q x/σ2a} , (33) where (_Q q ) denotes the binomial coefficient. Taking the derivative with respect to x, we can derive the PDF of γ^{min} as,

f^{opt}_{γmin} (x) = Q∑ q=1 ( Q q ) (−1)^q ( −Lq σ^2_a ) e^{−L q x/σ2a} . (34) As log_2(1 + x) is an increasing function of x, the achievable rate can be derived using the variable transformation t = 1 + x and [33, eq. (4.331.2)] as,

R^{opt}_{ind} = ∫_∞ 0 log_2(1 + x)f^{opt}_{γmin} (x)dx m= Q∑ q=1 ( Q q ) (−1)^q ( −Lq σ^2_a ) 1 log 2 e^{Lq/σ2a} ∫_∞ 1 log(t)e^{−Lqt/σ2a} dt

n= Q∑ q=1 ( Q q ) (−1)^q ( −Lq σ^2_a ) 1 log 2 e^{L q/σ2a} [ − σ^2_a Lq Ei ( − Lq σ^2_a )]

= 1 log 2 Q∑ q=1 ( Q q ) (−1)^q e^{L q/σ2a} Ei ( − Lq σ^2_a ) , (35) where in step m, we have substituted (34) and used variable transformation t = 1 + x and in step n, we use the exponential integral function Ei(.) to solve the integral as presented in [33]. This completes the proof of Lemma 1.

APPENDIX B PROOF OF CDF UNDER HOP-BY-HOP RELAY SELECTION Let us define γ_{ij} =^P_{σ2} |h[j, i, l]|^2 as the received SNR of the relay link between the transmitting node i and the receiving node j. Since, each link in the network follows a Rayleigh fading distribution with mean zero and variance σ^2_1 , we can write the CDF of γ_{ij} as, F_{γij} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)}, ∀i, j, (36) where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} . Next, we proceed to analyze the maximum SNR in hop l denoted by γ^{(l)}max under hop-by-hop relay selection strategy. If we consider any hop other than the last hop, the forwarding link is selected as the link with the maximum received SNR in that hop. Since, all M links in a given hop are independent from each other, the CDF of the maximum SNR in a given hop l where l ∈ {1, .., L − 1} can be derived as,

F_γ(l)_{max} (x) = ( 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} )_M . (37)

However, in the last hop there is no choice to make as the destination is fixed. As such,

F_γ(L)_{max} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)}. (38)

The end-to-end SNR is taken as the minimum SNR over all L hops. Since all these maximum SNRs are independent of each other, the CDF of γ^{min} can be expressed as, F^{hop}_{γmin} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} ( 1 − ( 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} )_M )_{L−1} . (39)

APPENDIX C PROOF OF CDF UNDER AD-HOC RELAY SELECTION Let us define γ_{ij} =^P_{σ2} |h[j, i, l]|^2 as the received SNR of the relay link between the transmitting node i and the receiving node j. Since, each link in the network follows a Rayleigh fading distribution with mean zero and variance σ^2_1 , we can write the CDF of γ_{ij} as, F_{γij} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)}, ∀i, j, (40) where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} . Next, we proceed to analyze the end-to-end SNR under ad-hoc relay selection strategy. Under this relay selection strategy, the forwarding link is selected as the link with the maximum received SNR in hop l where l ∈ {1, 2, ..., L − 2}. Since each of M links are independent from each other, the CDF of the maximum SNR in a given hop can be derived as,

F_γ(l)_{max} (x) = ( 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} )_M , (41)

where γ^{(l)}max denotes the maximum SNR in hop l. However, the last two hops are combined such that the new effective SNR for a given link j in hop L − 1 is the minimum of two links. Therefore, the CDF of this new effective SNR in hop L − 1 can be expressed as,

F_γL−1_{j1} (x) = 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)}. (42)

Since, the relay in hop L − 1 is selected such that this new effective SNR is maximized, we can write the CDF of the maximum SNR in hop L − 1 as, F_γ(L−1)_{max} (x) = ( 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M . (43)

The end-to-end SNR is taken as the minimum SNR over all L hops. Since all these maximum SNRs are independent of each other, the CDF of γ^{min} can be expressed as,

F^{ad-hoc}_γmin (x) = 1 − ( 1 − ( 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M )( 1 − ( 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} )_M )_{L−2} . (44)

APPENDIX D PROOF OF CDF UNDER BLOCK-BY-BLOCK RELAY SELECTION Let us define γ_{ij} =^P_{σ2} |h[j, i, l]|^2 as the received SNR of the relay link between the transmitting node i and the receiving node j. Since, each link in the network follows a Rayleigh fading distribution with mean zero and variance σ^2_1 , we can write the CDF of γ_{ij} as, F_{γij} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)}, ∀i, j, (45) where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} . Next, we proceed to analyze the effective SNR of each block under blockby-block relay selection strategy. Let us divide L hops into blocks of w hops where the total number of blocks are given by T = ⌈_L w ⌉ . Since we consider the block size w = 2, the forwarding link is selected as the link with the maximum received SNR in two consecutive hops such that the signal can end up in any node at the end of the second hop for a given block t where t ∈ {1, 2, ..., T − 1}. As such, the maximum minimum SNR across relay i in the first hop of the block can be written as, γ^{(t)}_i = min{γ^{2t−1}_{1,i} , X^t_i }, (46) where γ^{2t−1}_{1,i} denotes the SNR between transmitter 1 and receiver i in hop 2t − 1 and X^t_i denotes the maximum possible SNR in the second hop given relay i in first hop and can be expressed as, X^t_i = max j∈{1,...,M} {γ^{2t}_{i,j}}. (47) Since each of these links are independent from each other, the CDF of the maximum minimum SNR across relay i in the first hop of block t can be derived as, F_γ(t)_{i,max} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} ( 1 − (1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)})^M ) . (48) Then we have M independent paths across M relays in the first hop of the block and as such the effective SNR of a given block t where t ∈ {1, 2, ..., T − 1} can be written as,

F_γ(t)_{max} (x) = ( 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)} ( 1 − (1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)})^M ))_M . (49) For the final block, the effective SNR is computed similar to the ad-hoc relay selection approach given in (43) as,

F_γ(T )_{max} (x) = ( 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M . (50) Then, the end-to-end SNR can be derived as the minimum of these effective SNRs over all the blocks. Since, all T blocks are independent of each other, the CDF of γ^{min} can be expressed as,

F^{block}_γmin (x) =1− ( 1− ( 1−e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M )( 1− ( 1−e^{(−x/σ2a)} ( 1−(1−e^{(−x/σ2a)})^M ))_M )_{T−1} . (51)

APPENDIX E PROOF OF CDF UNDER SLIDING WINDOW BASED RELAY SELECTION Let us define γ_{ij} =^P_{σ2} |h[j, i, l]|^2 as the received SNR of the relay link between the transmitting node i and the receiving node j. Since, each link in the network follows a Rayleigh fading distribution with mean zero and variance σ^2_1 , we can write the CDF of γ_{ij} as, F_{γij} (x) = 1 − e^{(−x/σ2a)}, ∀i, j, (52) where σ^2_a =^{P σ21}_{σ2} . Next, we proceed to analyze the end-to-end SNR under sliding window based relay selection strategy. For a window size of w, we have T = L − w + 1 windows when the window slides by one hop at a time. Therefore, for a given window t where t ∈ {1, ..., T − 1}, we select the best path similar to block-by-block relay selection with w = 2. Let us define X^t_i to represent the maximum possible SNR across relay i in the first hop within the window t as,

X^t_i = max j∈{1,...,M} {γ^{t+1}_{i,j} }, (53) where γ^{t+1}_{i,j} denotes the SNR between transmitter i and receiver j in hop t + 1. Since, all M links in the second hop are independent with respect to each other, the CDF and the PDF of the random variable X^t_i can be expressed as,

F_Xt_i (x) = (1 − e^{−x/σ2a} )^M , (54)

f_Xt_i (x) = M ( 1 σ^2_a ) e^{−x/σ2a} (1 − e^{−x/σ2a} )^{M−1}, (55) respectively. Next, let us define the variable γ^{(t)}max to represent the SNR between the transmitter and the selected relay of the first hop such that the effective SNR is maximized for the window t. Therefore, the conditional CDF of γ^{(t)}max can be written as,

F_γ(t)_{max} (x) = M∑ k=1 I(γ^t_{1k} ≤ x)P (γ^{(t)}_{max} = γ^t_{1k}) = 1 γ^t_{1k} ≤ x, ∀k ∑_N k=1 P (γ^{(t)}max =γ^t_{1k}) n[γ^t_{1k} ≤ x]=N, n[x < γ^t_{1k}]=M −N 0 x < γ^t_{1k}, ∀k, (56) where n[γ^t_{1k} ≤ x] represents the number of links which has γ^t_{1k} ≤ x. If we consider the scenario n[γ^t_{1k} ≤ x] = N, n[x < γ^t_{1k}] = M − N, then there are P^M_N possible sub-regions that satisfies this as we are only interested in the P (γ^{(t)}max = γ^t_{1k}) for γ^t_{1k} ≤ x, when P^M_N denotes the number of possible permutations when N units are selected from M. Therefore, the unconditional CDF of γ^{(t)}max can be derived as,

F_γ(t)_{max} (x) = ∫_∞ γ^t_{11} =0 . . . ∫_∞ γ^t_{1M} =0

P (γ^{(t)}_{max} ≤ x)f_γt_{11} (γ^t_{11}) . . . f_γt_{1M} (γ^t_{1M} ) dγ^t_{11} . . . dγ^t_{1M}

=(1 − e^{−x/σ2a} )^M + M−1∑ N=1 P^M_N e^{−(M−N)x} ( ∫_x γ^t_{11}=0 ∫_x γ^t_{12}=γ^t_{11} . . . ∫_x γ^t_{1N} =γ^t_{1,N−1} N∑ k=1 P (γ^{(t)}_{max} =γ^t_{1k}) e^{−γt11} . . . e^{−γt1N} dγ^t_{11} . . . dγ^t_{1N} ) , (57)

where ∑_N k=1 P (γ^{(t)}max = γ^t_{1k}) is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 3. For a network with M independent links and the CDF of any link given as F_γt_{1k} (x) = 1 − e^{−x/σ2a} , the probability ∑_N k=1 P (γ^{(t)}max = γ^t_{1k}) for the region γ^t_{11} < γ^t_{12} < ... < γ^t_{1N} ≤ x < γ^t_{1,N+1}, ..., γ^t_{1M} is given by N∑ k=1 P (γ^{(t)}_{max}=γ^t_{1k})= N∑ k=1 ( M −N M −k ) (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k)} − ( M −N M −k+1 ) (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k+1)}. Proof. We start the proof by noting that the following equality can be easily proved with the method of induction k−1∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,K−1} k−1∏ i∈S [1−(1−e^{−γt1i/σ2a} )^M ] k−1∏ l∉S (1−e^{−γt1l/σ2a} )^M=1. (58)

Next, we define two new probabilities P^t_{1k}, P^t_{2k} and write P (γ^{(t)}_{max} =γ^t_{1k})=P (min{γ^t_{1k}, X^t_k}≥ min{γ^t_{1i}, X^t_i }, ∀i ≠ k)

= P^t_{1k} if X^t_k ≥ γ^t_{1k}, X^t_i ≥ γ^t_{1i}, X^t_l < γ^t_{1l}, γ^t_{1k} ≥ γ^t_{1i}, X^t_l , ∀i ∈ S, l ∉ S ∪ k

P^t_{2k} if X^t_k < γ^t_{1k}, X^t_i ≥ γ^t_{1i}, X^t_l < γ^t_{1l}, X^t_k > γ^t_{1i}, X^t_l , ∀i ∈ S, l ∉ S ∪ k We have γ^t_{1i} > γ^t_{1k}, ∀i > k in the region γ^t_{11} < ... < γ^t_{1N} ≤ x < γ^t_{1,N+1}, ..., γ^t_{1M} . Therefore, if there exists i ∈ S such that i > k then we have I(γ^t_{1k} ≥ γ^t_{1i}) = 0 and P (γ^t_{1k} > X^t_k ≥ γ^t_{1i}) = 0 which makes P^t_{1k}, P^t_{2k} = 0. Therefore, S ⊂ {1, ..., k − 1} and the cardinality of set S given by n[S] ≤ k − 1. Based on that we write P^t_{1k} as,

P^t_{1k} = k−1∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,K−1} P (X^t_k ≥ γ^t_{1k}) k−1∏ i∈S I(γ^t_{1k} ≥ γ^t_{1i})P (X^t_i ≥ γ^t_{1i}) M∏ l∉S∪{k} P (X^t_l < min{γ^t_{1k}, γ^t_{1l}})

= k−1∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,K−1} [1−(1−e^{−γt1k/σ2a} )^M ] k−1∏ i∈S [1−(1−e^{−γt1i/σ2a} )^M ] k−1∏ l∉S (1−e^{−γt1l/σ2a} )^M M∏ l=k+1 (1−e^{−γt1k/σ2a} )^M

=[1−(1−e^{−γt1k/σ2a} )^M ](1−e^{−γt1k/σ2a} )^{M(M−k)} k−1∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,K−1} k−1∏ i∈S [1−(1−e^{−γt1i/σ2a} )^M ] k−1∏ l∉S (1−e^{−γt1l/σ2a} )^M

= [1 − (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^M ](1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k)}. (59) where the last line follows from (58).

Similarly, we can write P^t_{2k} as,

P^t_{2k} = k−1∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,K−1} k−1∏ i∈S P (γ^t_{1i} ≤ X^t_k < γ^t_{1k})P (X^t_i ≥ γ^t_{1i}) M∏ l∉S∪{k} P (X^t_l <min{X^t_k, γ^t_{1l}}, X^t_k <γ^t_{1k}).

(60) Let us define x where x ∈ X^t_k such that x ≤ γ^t_{1k} and write the conditional probability as, P^t_{2k}|x = k−1∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,K−1} k−1∏ i∈S I(γ^t_{1i} ≤ x)P (X^t_i ≥ γ^t_{1i}) M∏ l∉S∪{k} P (X^t_l < min{x, γ^t_{1l}}). (61)

Then we integrate P^t_{2k}|x with respect to x to get the unconditional probability given in

P^t_{2k} = ∫_γt_{1k} 0 P^t_{2k}|x f_Xt_k (x)dx = ∫_γt_{11} 0 P^t_{2k}|x f_Xt_k (x)dx + k∑ j=2 ∫_γt_{1j} γ^t_{1,j−1} P^t_{2k}|x f_Xt_k (x)dx

= ∫_γt_{11} 0 M∏ l≠k P (X^t_l < x)f_Xt_k (x) dx + k∑ j=2 ∫_γt_{1j} γ^t_{1,j−1} [_{k−1}∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,K−1} k−1∏ i∈S I(γ^t_{1i} ≤ x)P (X^t_i ≥ γ^t_{1i})

j−1∏ l∉S P (X^t_l < γ^t_{1l}) M∏ l=j,l∉S∪{k} P (X^t_l < x) ] f_Xt_k (x)dx. (62) Note that when γ^t_{1,j−1} ≤ x ≤ γ^t_{1j}, if there exist i ∈ S such that i ≥ j then I(γ^t_{1i} < x) = 0 thus the term relevant for that realization of S becomes zero. Therefore, we can consider S ⊂ {1, ..., j−1} with n[S] ≤ j − 1 instead of S ⊂ {1, ..., k − 1} with n[S] ≤ k − 1 and simplify P^t_{2k} ,

P^t_{2k} =

∫_γt_{11} 0 M σ^2_a e^{−x/σ2a} (1 − e^{−x/σ2a} )^{M 2−1} dx + k∑ j=2 ∫_γt_{1j} γ^t_{1,j−1} M σ^2_a e^{−x/σ2a} (1 − e^{−x/σ2a} )^{M(M−j+1)−1} dx (_{j−1}∑ n_s=0 ∑ n[S]=n_s S⊂{1,...,j−1} j−1∏ i∈S [1 − (1 − e^{−γt1i /σ2a} )^M ] j−1∏ l∉S (1 − e^{−γt1l/σ2a} )^M )

= ∫_γt_{11} 0 M σ^2_a e^{−x/σ2a} (1−e^{−x/σ2a} )^{M 2−1} dx+ k∑ j=2 ∫_γt_{1j} γ^t_{1,j−1} M σ^2_a e^{−x/σ2a} (1−e^{−x/σ2a} )^{M(M−j+1)−1} dx

= 1 M (1−e^{−γt11/σ2a} )^{M 2} + k∑ j=2 1 M −j+1 [ (1−e^{−γt1j /σ2a} )^{M(M−j+1)} − (1 − e^{−γt1,j−1 /σ2a} )^{M(M−j+1)} ] , (63) where the second last line follows from (58). Next, using the method of induction we write N∑ k=1 P (γ^{(t)}_{max} = γ^t_{1k}) = N∑ k=1 P^t_{1k} + P^t_{2k}

= N∑ k=1 [( M − k M − k (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k)} − M − k M − k + 1 (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k+1)} )

+ k−1∑ j=1 1 M − j + 1 (1 − e^{−γt1j /σ2a} )^{M(M−j+1)} − 1 M − j (1 − e^{−γt1j /σ2a} )^{M(M−j)} ]

= N∑ k=1 ( M −N M −k ) (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k)} − ( M −N M −k+1 ) (1 − e^{−γt1k /σ2a} )^{M(M−k+1)}. (64) which completes the proof of Lemma 3.

For the final window that consists of the last two hops, the relay selection will be fixed for both hops and the effective SNR is computed similar to (43) as,

F_γ(T )_{max} (x) = ( 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M . (65)

Then the end-to-end SNR can be derived as the minimum of these effective SNRs over all T windows. Under the independent window model, those effective SNRs are independent of each other. Therefore, we have T independent windows. As such, we derive the CDF of γ^{min} as ,

F^{sliding}_{γmin} (x) = 1 − ( 1 − ( 1 − e^{(−2x/σ2a)} )_M )( 1 − (1 − e^{−x/σ2a} )^M − M−1∑ N=1 P^M_N e^{−(M−N)x/σ2a} ( ∫_x γ^t_{11} =0 ∫_x γ^t_{12}=γ^t_{11} ... ∫_x γ^t_{1N} =γ^t_{1,N−1} N∑ k=1 P (γ^{(t)}_{max} = γ^t_{1k}) e^{−γt11} ...e^{−γt1N} dγ^t_{11}...dγ^t_{1N} ))_{T−1} . (66) where ∑_N k=1 P (γ^{(t)}max = γ^t_{1k}) for the region γ^t_{11} < γ^t_{12} < ... < γ^t_{1N} ≤ x is given by Lemma 3.

REFERENCES

[1] F. Gomez-Cuba, R. A. Cacheda, and F. G. Castano, “A survey on cooperative diversity for wireless networks,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 822 – 835, September 2011.

[2] M. S. S. G. Dayarathna, “Sum-rate optimization in wireless networks,” Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. Elect. Electron. Eng., Univ. Melbourne, Parkville, Victoria, Australia, 2021.

[3] X. Zhong, Y. Guo, N. Li, and Y. Chen, “Joint optimization of relay deployment, channel allocation, and relay assignment for UAVs-aided D2D networks,” IvEEE/ACM Trans. Netw., vol. 28, no. 2, pp. 804 – 817, April 2020.

[4] S. Laurindo, R. Moraes, R. Nassiffe, C. Montez, and F. Vasques, “An optimized relay selection technique to improve the communication reliability in wireless sensor networks,” Sensors, vol. 18, no. 10, 2018.

[5] S. Dayarathna, R. Senanayake, and J. S. Evans, “Optimal routing for multi-user multi-hop relay networks via dynamic programming,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 11, no. 8, pp. 1713 – 1717, May 2022.

[6] L. Zhang and L. J. C. Jr., “Hop-by-hop routing strategy for multihop decode-and-forward cooperative networks,” in IEEE Wireless Commun. Netw. Conf., Las Vegas, NV, USA, April 2008.

[7] B. Gui, L. Dai, and L. J. Cimini, “Routing strategies in multihop cooperative networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 843 – 855, February 2009.

[8] B. Amiri, H. R. Sadjadpour, and J. Garcia-Luna-Aceves, “Outage optimum routing for wireless networks,” in Int. Wireless Commun. Mobile Comput. Conf., Istanbul, Turkey, July 2011.

[9] Q. You, Y. Li, M. S. Rahman, and Z. Chen, “A near optimal routing scheme for multi-hop relay networks based on Viterbi algorithm,” in IEEE Int. Conf. Commun. (ICC), Ottawa, ON, Canada, June 2012.

[10] Y. Wang, M. Z. Bocus, and J. P. Coon, “Dynamic programming for route selection in multihop fixed gain amplify-and-forward relay networks,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 932 – 935, May 2013.

[11] S. Ghofrani-Jahromi, A. Zolghadrasli, and M. Neinavaie, “Performance analysis of multihop decode-and-forward relay networks with diversity in Nakagami fading channels,” AEU - Int. J. Electron. Commun, vol. 113, p. 152973, January 2020.

[12] I.-H. Lee and H. Jung, “Energy-efficient path selection using SNR correlation for wireless multi-hop cooperative communications,” Energies, vol. 11, no. 11, p. 3004, November 2018.

[13] H. Sun, M. Naraghi-Pour, W. Sheng, and R. Zhang, “A hop-by-hop relay selection strategy in multi-hop cognitive relay networks,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 21 117 – 21 126, January 2020.

[14] A. BenMimoune, F. A. Khasawneh, B. Rong, and M. Kadoch, “Dynamic joint resource allocation and relay selection for 5G multi-hop relay systems,” Telecommunication Systems, vol. 66, no. 2, p. 283–294, February 2017.

[15] C. Xu, M. Zheng, W. Liang, H. Yu, and Y.-C. Liang, “End-to-end throughput maximization for underlay multi-hop cognitive radio networks with RF energy harvesting,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 6, pp. 3561 – 3572, June 2017.

[16] M. R. Bhatnagar, “On the capacity of decode-and-forward relaying over Rician fading channels,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 17, no. 6, pp. 1100 – 1103, May 2013.

[17] N. Varshney, A. V. Krishna, and A. K. Jagannatham, “Capacity analysis for path selection based DF MIMO-OSTBC cooperative wireless systems,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 1971 – 1974, November 2014.

[18] B. Modi, O. Olabiyi, A. Annamalai, and D. Vaman, “On ergodic capacity of cooperative non-regenerative relay networks in Rice fading environments,” in IEEE GLOBECOM Workshops (GC Wkshps), Houston, TX, USA, December 2011.

[19] S. Dayarathna, R. Senanayake, and J. Evans, “Sum-rate optimal relay selection and power control in dual-hop networks,” in IEEE Wireless Commun. Netw. Conf. (WCNC), Austin, TX, USA, April 2022.

[20] T. Nechiporenko, K. T. Phan, C. Tellambura, and H. H. Nguyen, “On the capacity of Rayleigh fading cooperative systems under adaptive transmission,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 1626 – 1631, April 2009.

[21] M. R. Bhatnagar, “On the capacity of full and partial CSI based transmission link selection in decode-and-forward cooperative system,” in National Conf. Commun. (NCC), Kanpur, India, March 2014.

[22] S. Kim, H. Kim, and D. Hong, “Capacity comparison of opportunistic relaying system with outdated channel information,” in IEEE Int. Conf. Commun. (ICC), London, UK, September 2015.

[23] M. Sikora, J. Laneman, M. Haenggi, D. Costello, and T. Fuja, “Bandwidth- and power-efficient routing in linear wireless networks,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 6, pp. 2624 – 2633, June 2006.

[24] O. Oyman and S. Sandhu, “Non-ergodic power-bandwidth tradeoff in linear multi-hop networks,” in IEEE Int. Symp. Inf.

Theory, Seattle, WA, USA, December 2006.

[25] T. L. Thanh, V. N. Q. Bao, and T. T. Duy, “Capacity analysis of multi-hop decode-and-forward over Rician fading channels,” in Int. Conf. Comput. Manag. Telecommun. (ComManTel), Da Nang, Vietnam, April 2014.

[26] G. Farhadi and N. C. Beaulieu, “On the ergodic capacity of multi-hop wireless relaying systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 2286 – 2291, May 2009.

[27] G. Farhadi and N. C. Beaulieu, “Capacity of amplify-and-forward multi-hop relaying systems under adaptive transmission,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 58, no. 3, pp. 758 – 763, March 2010.

[28] T.-T. Nguyen, J.-H. Lee, M.-T. Nguyen, and Y.-H. Kim, “Machine learning-based relay selection for secure transmission in multi-hop DF relay networks,” Electronics, vol. 8, no. 9, 2019.

[29] X. Wang and X. Wang, “Reinforcement learning-based multihop relaying: A decentralized Q-learning approach,” Entropy, vol. 23, no. 10, 2021.

[30] A. A. A. El-Banna, B. M. ElHalawany, A. B. Zaky, J. Z. Huang, and K. Wu, “Machine learning-based multi-layer multi-hop transmission scheme for dense networks,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 23, no. 12, pp. 2238 – 2242, December 2019.

[31] S. Dayarathna, R. Senanayake, and J. Evans, “Optimal routing for multi-user multi-hop relay networks via dynamic programming,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 11, no. 8, pp. 1713–1717, May 2022.

[32] X. Liu and X. Wang, “Outage probability and capacity analysis of the collaborative NOMA assisted relaying system in 5G,” in IEEE/CIC Int. Conf. Commun. in China (ICCC), Chengdu, China, July 2016.

[33] “4 - Definite integrals of elementary functions,” in Table of Integrals, Series, and Products (Eighth Edition), 8th ed., D. Zwillinger, V. Moll, I. Gradshteyn, and I. Ryzhik, Eds. Boston: Academic Press, 2014, pp. 520–622. [Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780123849335000047 [34] N. Ma, “Complete multinomial expansions,” Applied Mathematics and Computation, vol. 124, no. 3, pp. 365 – 370, 2001. [35] V. Namboodiri, M. Agarwal, and L. Gao, “A study on the feasibility of mobile gateways for vehicular ad-hoc networks,” in Proc. 1st ACM Int. Workshop Veh. Ad Hoc Netw., Philadelphia, PA, USA, October 2004.

[36] R. Senanayake, S. Atapattu, J. Evans, and P. Smith, “Decentralized relay selection in multi-user multihop decode-and-forward relay networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun, vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 3313 – 3326, May 2018.

[37] L. Huang, M. Rong, L. Wang, Y. Xue, and E. Schulz, “Resource allocation for OFDMA based relay enhanced cellular networks,” in IEEE Veh. Technol. Conf. (VTC2007-Spring), Dublin, Ireland, April 2007.