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Abstract

In this paper, coordinated beamforming based on relaxed fering (RZF) for K transmitter-
receiver pair multiple-input single-output (MISO) and tipie-input multiple-output (MIMO) interfer-
ence channels is considered. In the RZF coordinated beaninfgy conventional zero-forcing interference
leakage constraints are relaxed so that some predeternnitexterence leakage to undesired receivers
is allowed in order to increase the beam design space foeldaaes than those of the zero-forcing
(ZF) scheme or to make beam design feasible when ZF is imgessn the MISO case, it is shown
that the rate-maximizing beam vector under the RZF framkVar a given set of interference leakage
levels can be obtained by sequential orthogonal projeatmmbining (SOPC). Based on this, exact
and approximate closed-form solutions are provided in twer and three-user cases, respectively, and

an efficient beam design algorithm for RZF coordinated beamiihg is provided in general cases.
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Furthermore, the rate control problem under the RZF framkwsconsidered. A centralized approach
and a distributed heuristic approach are proposed to dothteoposition of the designed rate-tuple in
the achievable rate region. Finally, the RZF framework ieeded to MIMO interference channels by

deriving a new lower bound on the rate of each user.
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. INTRODUCTION

In current and future cellular networks, handling inteefeze in the network is one of the most critical
problems. Among the many ways of handling interference, RIBintenna techniques and base station
cooperation are considered as the key technologies to thdarence problem. Indeed, the 3GPP Long-
Term Evolution-Advanced considers the base station cabperand MIMO techniques to mitigate inter-
cell interference under the name of Coordinated Multip¢@aMP) [2], [3]. Mathematically, when each
mobile station has a single receive antenna and data is moédlamong base stations, the system is
modelled as a MISO interference channel (IC), and extemssearch has been conducted on beam design
for this MISO IC, especially under the assumption of pradtimear beamforming treating interference as
noise. First, Jorswieckt al. investigated the structure of optimal beam vectors achigPiareto boundary
points of the achievable rate region of the MISO IC with lineeamforming[[4] and showed that any
Pareto-optimal beam vector at each transmitter is a norethlconvex combination of the ZF beam
vector and matched-filtering (MF) (i.e., maximal ratio sarission) beam vector in the case of two users
and a linear combination of the channel vectors from thestratter to all receivers in the general case
of an arbitrary number of users. The result is extended intg5eneral MISO interference networks
with arbitrary utility functions having monotonic propgriMoreover, the parameterization for the Pareto-
optimal beam vector is compressed frdt{ K — 1) complex numbers [4] td{(K — 1) real numbers. In
addition to these results, other interesting works for MI€S include the consideration of imperfect CSI
[6], shared data [7], second-order cone programmiing [8], Athough these works provide significant
theoretical insights into the optimal beam structure anmdupaterization of Pareto-optimal beam vectors,
it is not easy to use these results to design an optimal beatri@ the real-world systems, and the
beam design problem in the general case still remains as -drin@h problem practically.

With a sufficient number of transmit antennas, the simplestnio design method for base station
coordination is ZF, which perfectly eliminates interfecenleakage to undesired receivers. However, it
is well known that the ZF method is not optimal in the sense wh data rate or Pareto-boundary
achievability, and there have been several ideas to entthrcF beam design method. In the case of
multi-user MISO/MIMO broadcast channels, the regularizednnel inversion (RCI) [9] and the signal-to-

leakage-plus-noise (SLNR) methad [10] were proposed fisrghrpose. In particular, the SLNR method

August 21, 2018 DRAFT



SUBMITTED TO IEEE TRANS. ON SIGNAL PROCESSIN®WGUST 21, 2018 3

maximizes the ratio of signal power (to the desired recgiteeleakage (to undesired receivers) plus noise
power, and its solution is given by solving a generalizeceriglue problem. The SLNR method can

easily be adapted to the MISO/MIMO IC. Recently, Zakhour &wesbert rediscovered this method in

the context of MISO IC under the name of the virtual signairtierference-plus-noise (SINR) method,

and have further (and more importantly) shown that this wetban achieve any point on the Pareto
boundary theoretically, but practically can achieve oneomtrolled point on the Pareto boundary of the
achievable rate region in the case of ers[[12],[[13].

Another way of generalizing ZF in MISO IC was proposed by xi&lg the ZF leakage constraints to
undesired users in [14], [15],/[1]. First, Shaegal. showed that all boundary points of the achievable rate
region of MISO IC with single-user decoding can be obtaingdirear beamforming [14], by converting
the non-convex weighted sum rate maximizing precoder degigblem into a set of separate convex
problems by taking a lower bound on the achievable rate oh emer under the relaxed ZF (RZF)
framework. This method was further investigated by Zhand @uwi [15], who showed that separate
rate optimization under the RZF framework with a set of vedlbsen interference leakage levels to
undesired users is Pareto-optimal for MISO ICs in additiorbéing sum-rate optimal. In][1], Leet
al. extended the RZF framework to the case of MIMO IC. In this R&amforming framework, each
transmitter maximizes its own rate under interferencedgakconstraints to undesired receivers. The idea
is based on the simple observation that the ZF beam desigmothetverreacts to inter-cell interference
by completely nulling out the interference. Most receiMg@is, mobile stations) that are affected by inter-
cell interference are cell-edge users, and thus, thermiaénmemains even if the inter-cell interference is
completely removed. Thus, it is unnecessary to completiglyirate the inter-cell interference and it is
sufficient to limit the inter-cell interference to a certdétvel comparable to that of the thermal noise. By
relaxing ZF interference constraints, we do not need thealition that the number of transmit antenna
is larger than or equal to that of receivers and have a laggsilble set yielding a larger rate than that of
the ZF scheme. In this paper, we explore and develop this B&& fully in several aspects to provide a
useful design paradigm for coordinated beamforming (CB)ctarent and future cellular networks. The
contributions of the paper is summarized as follows:

e In the MISO IC case, a new structural representation of agdtioeam vector for RZF coordinate

beamforming is derived.

It can be shown that the virtual SINR (or SLNR) method can tgeally achieve any Pareto-optimal point in the general
MISO IC case, too. See the appendix [ofI[11].
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¢ In the MISO IC case, based on the new structural representatiesequential orthogonal projection
combining (SOPC) methddr the RZF beam design is proposed. In the cas& 6 3, an approximate
closed-form solution is provided.

e In the RZF framework, the allowed interference leakagelfeteeundesired receivers at each transmitter
are design parameters, and the rate-tuple is controlledbiralling these interference leakage levels. A
centralized algorithm and a fully distributed heuristig@ithm are provided to control the location of the
designed rate-tuple (roughly) along the Pareto boundathie@fchievable rate region. The controllability
of rate is a desirable feature in network operation sinceeleired data rate of each transmitter-receiver
pair may be different from those of others in practice, asnre@ample that one user is a voice user and
the others are high rate data users.

e Finally, the RZF CB (RZFCB) is extended to the MIMO IC case.thie MIMO case, a new lower
bound on each user’s rate is derived to decompose the bedgngesblem into separate problems at
different transmitters, and the projected gradient metfid] is adopted to solve the MIMO RZFCB
problem.

Notations and Organization In this paper, we will make use of standard notational cotigan. Vectors
and matrices are written in boldface with matrices in cdgitall vectors are column vectors. For a matrix
A, AT ||A|, |A|lF, tr(A), and|A| indicate the Hermitian transpose, 2-norm, Frobenius ndrace,
and determinant oA, respectively, and(A) denotes the column space Af I,, stands for the identity
matrix of sizen (the subscript is omitted when unnecessaffy = A(A7A)"'A represents the
orthogonal projection ont6(A) andII; =I—IIA. For matricesA andB, A > B means thaA — B

is positive semi-definitefa;,--- ,ar] or [a;]., denotes the matrix composed of vectars--- ,ar.

x ~ CN(p,X) means thai is circular-symmetric complex Gaussian-distributed witiean vectornu
and covariance matri¥. R, R, , andC denote the sets of real numbers, non-negative real nundosis,
complex numbers, respectively. For a skt|A| represents the cardinality of the set.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Theesysinodel and the preliminaries are
provided in Sectiof]l. In Section]ll, the RZFCB in MISO ICs formulated, and its solution structure
and a fast algorithm for RZFCB are provided. In Secfioh I\& tlate-tuple control problem under the
RZFCB framework is considered and two approaches are pedptus control the designed rate-tuple.

The RZFCB problem in MIMO ICs is considered in Sectioh V, éaled by conclusions in SectidnlVI.
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[I. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, we consider a multi-user interference chlawite K transmitter-receiver pairs. In the
first part of the paper, we restrict ourselves to the casethigatransmitters are equipped with antennas
and each receiver is equipped with one receive antenna loniljis case, the received signal at receiver
1 is given by

K
y; = hilvs; + Z thij + ny, (1)

j=1,5#i
whereh;; denotes theV x 1 (conjugated) channel vector from transmitteto receiveri, andv; and

s; are theN x 1 beamforming vector and the scalar transmit symbol at trétesm, respectively. We
assume that the transmit symbols are from a Gaussian codewito unit variance, the additive noise
n; is from CN(0,02), and each transmitter has a transmit power constriint]? < P, i =1,--- , K.

The first term on the right-hand side (RHS) of (1) is the deksignal and the second term represents
the sum of interference fronkk’ — 1 undesired transmitters. Under single-user decoding dt ssgeiver
treating interference as noise, for a given set of beamfugmviectors{vy,--- ,vx} and a channel

realization{h;;}, the rate of receivef is given by

Ri(v vi)=log 1+ il vil 2
7 1,y VK) — .
o} + Zj;éi ’hg"j‘z

Then, for the given channel realization, the achievable ragion of the MISO IC with transmit beam-
forming and single-user decoding is defined as the union efréite-tuples that can be achieved by all

possible combinations of beamforming vectors under thegp@enstraints:

R = U (Ri(vi, - ,VK), -, Rk(vi,-- ,VK)). (3)
(v B e}

The outer boundary of the rate regi@his called thePareto boundaryf R and it consists of the rate-
tuples for which the rate of any one user cannot be increasthdwt decreasing the rate of at least one
other user([4].

At each transmitter, the interference to undesired receigan be eliminated completely by ZF CB
(ZFCB). Due to its simplicity and fully distributed naturéhere has been extensive research on ZFCB,
e.g., [17]-[19]. The best ZF beamforming vector at tranwmnitcan be obtained by solving the following

optimization problem:

hily, 2
v; =argmax log <1 + L&’) 4)

v;e CN Ji

subjectto |hflv;|=0, Vj#i and |lvi|* <P
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Here,

hiivi| = 0 is the ZF leakage constraint at transmittefior receiverj. If N > K, the problem
(@) has a non-trivial solution and the solution is givenf§f” = CH[JI_M,---,hi,l,i,hi+1,i,~~~,hm]hii for some
scalarc satisfying the transmit power constraint. In this papewéwer, we do not assume that > K
necessarily as in the ZF beamforming, but assume that

(A.1) In the case ofN > K, {h;;,j = 1,--- ,K} are linearly independent for eachIn the case
of N < K, the element vectors of any subset{di;;,j = 1,--- , K} with cardinality N are linearly
independent for each

Assumption(A.1) is almost surely satisfied for randomly realized channetorsc

Ill. RZF COORDINATED BEAMFORMING IN MISO INTERFERENCECHANNELS
A. Formulation

Although the ZFCB provides an effective way to handling iirttell interference, the ZFCB is not
optimal from the perspective of Pareto optimality, i.e.e ttate tuples achieved by ZFCB are in the
interior of the achievable rate region [20]. and requires tondition N > K. As mentioned before,
even with such complete interference nulling, there exise&smal noise at each receiver, and thus, a
certain level of interference leakage comparable to thegpmk thermal noise can be allowed for better
performance. In the MISO IC case, the RZF leakage cons@ainansmitter for receiver; is formulated
as follows:

Ihivi? < ajio?, Vi,j#i, (5)

wherea;; > 0 is a constaHt that controls the allowed level of interference leakagenfrimansmitter
i to receiver;j relative to the thermal noise Ieve[;? at receiverj. Whenay; = 0 for all j # i, the
RZF constraints reduce to the conventional ZF constraiMsen a;; > 0, on the other hand, the ZF
constraints are relaxed to yield a larger feasible setvfothan that associated with the ZF constraints
and due to this relaxation the conditioh > K is not necessary anymore.

Under the RZF framework, the power of interference from wwiveéel transmitters at receiveéis upper

bounded as

K
Zj:l,j;éi ‘hg"jF < Zj;ﬁi Oéijaz'2 = 52'0?- (6)

%In the RZF schemejoy;,j,i = 1,--- , K,j # 4} are system design parameters that should be designed Igrigrevptimal
performance. The practical significance of the paramettoiz in terms of the interference leakage levels will bacia Section

VB
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Therefore, a lower bound on the rate of usemder RZF is obtained by using] (6) as
log (1 + = >log (14+ ——= ). (7)
o7 + >t |hgvj|2 (1+e)o?

The lower bound on the rate at each receiver does not depetitedreamforming vectors of undesired

transmitters and thus, exploiting the RZF constraints, ae convert the intertwined coordinated beam
design problem into a set of separate problems for diffeosers based on the lower bound|[14]. The

separate problem for each transmitter based on RZF is givdallaws [14], [15]:

Problem 1: For each transmitter € {1,--- , K},
maximize 1 1+ —4— 8
Vi °8 < * (1+€)o? ®
subject to [hlvi|* < ajiod, V) #i, (9)
lvill* < P. (10)

Then, due to the monotonicity of the logarithm, Problem 1dsiealent to the following problem:

Problem 2 (The MISO RZFCB problemifor each transmitter e {1,--- , K},

maximize |h//v;|* (11)
subject to |hfiv|* < ajio}, Vi #4, (12)
[vill> < Pi. (13)

From now on, we will consider Problef 2 (the RZFCB problem) agfer to the solution to Problem 2

as the RZF beamforming vector.

B. The Optimality and Solution Structure of RZFCB in MISCetfarence Channels

In this subsection, we will investigate the optimality anidusture of the solution to Problef 2. We
start with the optimality of the RZFCB scheme. Without irtell interference, it is optimal for the
transmitter to use the MF beam vector with full transmit powéowever, with inter-cell interference,
such a selfish strategy leads to poor performance due to angeal interference [20]. Thus, to enhance
the overall rate performance in the network, the beamfognviector should be designed to be as close
as possible to the MF beam vector without giving too muchrfatence to undesired receivers, and this
strategy is the RZFCB in Problelnh 2 (or Probleim 1 equivalgéniie optimality of the RZFCB is given
in the following theorem of Shanet al. [14] or Zhang and Cuil[15].
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Theorem 1: [15] Any rate-tuple(Ry,--- , Rx) on the Pareto boundary of the achievable rate region
defined in[(B) can be achieved by the RZFCB if the leVelsio?, Vi, j # i} of interference leakage are
properly chosen.

Proof: See Proposition 3.2 in [15]. [ |
Surprisingly, the separate beam design based on the rat&r lbwund in Problemh]2 can achieve any
Pareto-optimal point of the achievable rate region if thterierence relaxation parameters are well
choserH It was also shown that Problem 2 and the approachlin [5] aredifferent approaches to the
same multi-objective optimization probleim [21]. Due to dhem[1, in the MISO IC case, the remaining
problems for the RZFCB ar to construct an efficient algorithm to solve the RZFCB peaib for given
{aijo?, Yi,j # i} andii) to devise a method to desighv;;02, Vi,j # i} for controlling the location
of the rate-tuple along the Pareto boundary of the achiezahte region.We will consider Probleri]2
for given {a,j0?, Vi, j # i} here and will consider the rate control problem in the nextisa.

First, we will derive an efficient algorithm for obtaining aad approximate solution to Probldr 2 for
given{a;;02, Vi, j # i}. To do this, we need to investigate the solution structuth@RZFCB problem.
Instead of solving Problef 1 as in [15] (this becomes corafdid due to the logarithm), we here solve
Probleni2, which is equivalent to Problérn 1. Note that Protifeis not a convex optimization problem
since it maximizes a convex cost function under convex caimtsets instead of minimizing the cost.
However, Probleni]2 can be made an equivalent convex probieexploiting the phase ambiguity of
the solution to Problerdi 2 and makiig!v; real and nonnegative without affecting the valuelof v;|
as follows [22]:

Problem 3: For each transmitter € {1,--- , K},
maximize hilv; (14)
subject to [hlvi|* < ajiol, V) #i, (15)
Ivill* < P, (16)
hilv; > 0. 17)

Here, the constrainf(17) implies im@gf!v;) = 0 and due to this constraint, maximizing?v;|? is

equivalent to maximizinghv;.

3The beamforming vectors from Problémh 2 are necessary t@aehiny point on the Pareto boundary but not sufficient. Not

any choice of parametersy;; } leads to a point on the Pareto boundary.
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Lemma 1:Let v?” be a solution of the RZFCB problem (i.e., Problgm 2) for traitter i. Then, v/
is represented as follows:
v = cihyi + Y cjihy; (18)
jETS
for some{c;; € C: j € T; U{i}}, wherel; := {j : |nlv 2 = o072},

A% v |? = Py for N > K, and
VP> < P, for N < K.

Proof: Proof is based on the equivalent formulation in Probldm Bc&iProbleni]3 is a convex
optimization problem, the optimal solution can be obtaihgdhe Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions.

The Lagrangian of Problefd 3 for transmitteis given by
E(VhAaN? V) = _hz];[vi (19)
K
+ > N(hivil? = ajio?) + p(lvill? = P) — vhilvi,
j=1j#i
wherel :={\; >0:5=1,---,i—1,i+1,--- ,K} andp,v > 0 are real dual variables. With optimal

dual variables\*, u*, andv*, the (complex) gradient of the Lagrangian should be zem?%ﬁ ie.,

0= erﬁ(Vi,A*,M*,V*)‘ (20)

vi=viP
K
= —h;; + Z )\;hﬂhﬁvﬁpt + ,u*ViOpt — I/*hii
J=Lj#i
= —h;; + Z )\;hﬂhﬁvﬁpt + ;L*V?pt — I/*hii,
Jjeli
whereT; := {j : A7 > 0} and Vy: is the conjugate Wirtinger gradient. From the complementar
slackness condition&; > 0 only when|hﬁvi|2 = ajio—f. Also, from the complementary slackness, we
haver* = 0. Otherwise,h/v{"" = 0 and thus no rate is provided to userThus, the gradient of the

Lagrangian becomes zero if and only if

hii = (14 jep, Ahyihll) vi7". (21)
If Q := (WI+ Y ,cp, Aihyhll) is singular, therw?" exists if and only ifh; € C(Q). However, the
condition h;; € C(Q) does not occur almost surely for randomly realized chaneetors, which is
assumed here. Therefor@, should have full rank for the existence of** and the corresponding’
has two different forms according to the optimal dual vagal.

i) u* > 0: This corresponds to the case in which the transmitter usépdwer, i.e.,\|viof”t||2 =P,

In this case, the optimal solution is given by
-1
v = (T4 e, Ahyibll) b (22)
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opt
%

By applying the matrix inversion lemma recursively, it cam $hown thatv:”" is a linear combination
of {hj; : jeTI%:=T;U{i}}. Thus, the solution is represented las| (18).

i1) p* = 0: This case corresponds to the case in which full power is setlwat transmittet. In this
case,Q = > cr, )\;hjihg. The matrixQ in this case is non-singular if and only |f';| > N (i.e.,

K > N) under the assumptioffA.1), and the corresponding solution is given by
-1
v = (Sjer, Ahyiblt)  hs (23)

In this casef{h;;,j € I';} alone sparC¥ fully and it is therefore clear that the solution is represen
as [I8). Indeed, any subset fif;;,j = 1,--- , K} with cardinality N forms a full basis forC" under
the assumptiorfA.1) in this case.

Furthermore, wheiV > K, v#!" is feasible and thus, we can always increase power and rétewi
causing interference to the undesired receivers. Theretbe optimal solution uses full power, i.e.,
[v||> = P, whenN > K. On the other hand, whel < K, we can have either* > 0 (/|[v?||? = P;)
or p* =0 (|[v{"|* < P). u

The solution to RZFCB for a given set of interference relexatevels is a linear combination of the
desired channel and a subset of interference channels fohwe RZF constrainf(12) is satisfied with
equality. Furthermore, it was shown that the interferemedage levels should be designed to make the
RZF interference leakage constraints be satisfied tighttyrder to achieve a point on the Pareto boundary
[15]. In this casel’; = {1,--- , K}\{i} and thus, the RZF beam structure in Lenimha 1 coincides with the
Pareto-optimal beam structure derived by Jorswietchl. in [4]. Now, based on Lemmid 1, we present a
new useful representation mf”t that provides a clear insight into the RZFCB solution and sior
fast algorithm construction.

Theorem 2:For transmitteri, the RZFCB solution can also be expressed as

L
h ITL hy; IT, _ hy
V.Opt:CO i +Cl Ay _|_..._|_C~ $’ (24)
! (] | [T hg| Il Hi‘i‘hii”
wherec; € C, j =0,1,--- ,\f,-] and A is constructed recursively as
Aj = [Aj—la hfl(J),Z]’ j = 1, e ,‘PZ‘ (25)

Here for convenience we lek, be anN x 0 'matrix’. I; is a set made by permuting the elements of
I'; according to an arbitrary order, alfd(j) denotes thg-th element offi.
Proof: From LemméL, we know that”" € C([h;;] cr:). Proof of the theorem is given by showing

the equivalence of the two subspackh;i]jer;) andC([hy;, ITx hi;,- -, TIx _ hy)).

1T
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Case (i).|Ti|(= [Ti[) < N — 1: In this casefh;;, T hy;,-- ,Hﬁmhu‘} are linearly independent.
This is easily shown by replacirﬂ},ﬁ with I-II,, and by using the linear independence{bf; } jcr: .
Thus, the dimension of ([hy;, I h;, - -, Hﬂgmhn]) is (ITy] + 1), which is the same as that of
C([hjiljer:). Now, consider the projection of any vector df{[h;;, IIx hy;, - -- Hi‘ ‘hu‘]) onto the
orthogonal complement a@([h;};er):

1 1
H[hﬂ] ey (Cohii + Cll—IA] h,; +---+ C\F ‘HA‘f ‘hi )

= H[hﬂber, (cohyi + c1(I— A, )hy +o+op (T-TIa o hy i)

= H[h'i]jer/ (Cthz + Cl I - 1_Ihr e )hu + -+ C\fz|(I - H[hr ol 1:: )hii)

- [h iljers ( CthF ). B — - - C\fi\n[hfim,i]gl‘hii)

= 0 (26)

By (Z8) the orthogonal complement@f [h;;, ITx hy;, - - HL‘ ‘h@]) is included in that o€ ([hj;]jer),
butC([hii,Hihii, e Hj‘f”hii]) andC([hj;];er:) have the same dimensions. Thus, the two orthogo-
nal complements are the same, and hence, the two subspaoesetiies are the same. Consequently, for
any c;;h;; + Zjepi cjihj; with arbitrary {¢;; € C : j € '}, there exists soméc; € C: 0 < j < |fi|}

s.t. |
1
v;?pt = ¢;ihy; + Z ciihji = co HEMH + Z ]7]EL E“”
Jer;

Case (ii).|I';| > N: In this case, botHhj;, j € I'}} and{hii,HAth, e 7Hi‘fi‘hn} span the whole
CN. Thus, the claim is trivially satisfied. [ |
Theoren 2 states that the RZF solution is a linear combinaifosectors that are obtained by projecting
the desired channel vector onto the orthogonal complenags series of subspaces spanned by the
channels from the transmitter to the undesired receiversh&€rmore, the series of subspaces are obtained
by sequentially including one additional interferenceruiel vector at a time, as shown [0{25). Soon, it
will be shown that, to obtain the RZF solution to Probleim 2 drder of interference channel inclusion
for constructingA ;s in Theorenfi 2 is determined by the set of allowed interfezdecels and the channel

realization.

C. The Sequential Orthogonal Projection Combining Methad &losed-Form Solutions

In this subsection, we propose an efficient beam design mdtrdRZFCB that successively allocates

the transmit power to certain vectors obtained by sequemtiaogonal projection of the desired channel
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vector onto monotonically decreasing subspaces. Furttrersnwve provide the closed-form solution to the
RZFCB problem in the two-user case and an approximate cifuged solution in the three-user case.
To obtain the RZF beamforming vector under given interfeeerelaxation constraints for a given
channel realization, Problefd 2 should be solved. One canausemerical method [23], as in_[15].
However, such a method requires a numerical search forrdieieg the Lagrange dual variables sat-
isfying the RZF constraints and the transmit power constraio circumvent such difficulty and to
increase the practicality of the RZFCB, we exploit Theofét 2onstruct an efficient method to find the
RZFCB solution. Theorerl 2 provides us with a very convenveay of obtaining the RZFCB solution
for given interference leakage levels for a given chanralization; we only need to find; and complex
coefficients{c;} in (24) for each transmitter. The idea is based on the fadtttt® RZF beamforming
vector should be designed to be as close as possible to the @d lvector under the interference
leakage constraints for the maximum rate under RZF, as itbescin Probleni2. Hereafter, we will
explain how the coefficientéc;} and the matricegA;} in TheorenR can be obtained to maximize the
rate under the RZF interference and power constraints. i@@ngansmitter; without loss of generality.
For the given transmit power constraift;||3 < P, it may not be possible to allocate all of the transmit
power to the MF directiorh;; because this allocation may violate the RZF constrainte. rEte greedy
approach under the RZF constraints for a given channelzegeln is explained as follows. First, we
should start to allocate the transmit power to the directbrh;; by increasingey with some phase
until this allocation hits one of the RZF constraints withuelity, i.e., the interference level to one of
the undesired receivers reaches the allowed maximum gxéatlthe case that the allowed interference
levels to all undesired receivers are the same, this recswle receiver whose channel vector has the
maximum inner product witth;;.) The index of this receiver iEZ—(l). At this point, transmitteé cannot
allocate the transmit power to the directibay anymore since this would violate the RZF constraint for
receiverl’;(1). Since the RZF constraints for other undesired receiverstit met with strict inequality,
transmitteri can still cause interference to the remaining receiversisTfor the maximum rate under
the RZF constraints, transmittérshould now start to allocate the remaining power to the dorcof
Hjlh“-, whereA; = [hﬂ(l),z’]' until this allocation hits another RZF constraint with afity. The index
of this receiver isfi(2). (Note thaﬂ'[},ﬂ h;; is the direction of maximizing the data rate without causing
additional interference to receivér(1).) Now, transmitteri cannot cause interference to receiVe(2)
in addition to receiveil’;(1) anymore. Therefore, at this point, transmitteshould start to allocate its
remaining power to the next greedy directmzhii, whereA, = [hﬂu),w hﬂ@),z]
allocation without violating the RZF constraints should d@ne until either all the transmit power is

. This greedy power
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used up £* > 0 in Lemmall) or we cannot find a new direction that does not caiseference to
the users that are already in the $et(x* = 0 in Lemmal[1). WhenN > K and transmit power still
remains even after hitting all th& — 1 interference leakage constraints with equality, from tlo@n
all the remaining power should be allocated to the ZF dioectiThis coincides with our intuition that
ZF is optimal at a high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in theeca$ N > K. On the other hand, when
all the transmit power is used up before reaching the remgimterference constraints with equality,
the corresponding remaining interference channel veatoraot appear in the solution. The final RZF
solution is the sum of these component vectors and has tme iior(24). In this way, the RZFCB
solution can be obtained by combining the sequential ptiojee of the desired channel vecthy; onto
the orthogonal complements of the subspaCeA;) ¢ --- C C(A‘m). Thus, we refer to this beam
design method as theequential orthogonal projection combining (SOPC) meHmIay Theorent L the
SOPC strategy with a well chosen set of interference relardévels is Pareto-optimal for MIS®& -pair
interference channels with single-user decoding.

An interesting interpretation of the SOPC strategy is in aalegy with the water-filling strategy.
The water-filling strategy distributes power to resourcaskaccording to the effectiveness of each bin,
and the power fills into the bin with the lowest noise level oe most effective bin) first. Similarly,
the SOPC strategy allocates power to the most effectivectibre first and then the next most effective
direction when the first direction cannot accommodate paavgmmore. This procedure continues until
either the procedure uses up the power or it cannot find a nasie direction. So, the SOPC strategy
can be viewed graphically as pouring water on top of a migdtetl fountain, as illustrated in Figl 1.
The relationship of the RZFCB/SOPC design and the two-ussilr by Jorswieclet al. [4] is explained
in Fig. 2. In the two user case, Jorswieek al. have shown that a Pareto-optimal beam vector is a

convex combination of the MF beam? and the ZF beanvZ!" satisfying the power constraint, i.e.,

= VP Hi ﬁj?i 1 i; 7 where0 < )\; < 1. Thus, the feasible set of optimal beam vectors is the

arc denoted byF in Fig.[2. All the points on this arc can be represented by tha sf the two vectors

in red, and the size of the component vector in the MF diracisodetermined by its projection onto

“The rate optimality of the SOPC strategy under the RZF caims is straightforward to see. Suppose that we are given an
beam vector that is a linear combination {i,; }, satisfies the RZF interference and power constraints bobithe SOPC
solution. Then, the vector can still be represented in tesfrihe SOPC basis in Theordnh 2 and some of the basis component
vectors with larger inner product with the MF direction da satisfy the RZF constraints with equality. Thus, the raa be
increased by allocating power from the basis componentovegith smaller inner product with the MF direction to the isas

component vector with larger inner product with the MF dii@e until the RZF constraints are satisfied with equality.
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~

e
U=
h;; Oy hy | - % h;
MF ZF

Fig. 1. The SOPC strategy in the caseNf> K: Water-pouring on a multi-tiered fountain.

C(Hﬁm hll)

C hll)

C(hay)

Fig. 2. SOPC interpretation of the two-user result.

C(hsy), i.e., the allowed interference level to the other receinethe RZF context. Thus, the two-user
result by Jorswieclet al. can be viewed as a special case of the SOPC strategy when ithigenof
users is two. The key difference is the parameterization; and ay; are the parameters in the RZF
framework whereas the linear combining coefficiehtsand \, are the parameters inl[4].

Now consider the detailed implementation of the SOPC metBedfbre considering the general case
of an arbitrary numbeK of users, we consider simple two-user and three-user ceses, we restrict
the combining coefficient§c; } to the set of real numbers. It will shortly be shown that thefgrenance
loss caused by restrictinf; } to real numbers is negligible. Furthermore, it is the optis@ution of

the RZFCB whenK = 2. For simplicity, we only provide the solution for transmeittl. The solutions
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VPvME if PeW,:={P cR": /P <p},
I, hy, .
50V1 +51m, if Pl (- \112 = {Pl c Rt : \/Pl > 50,
I hy |2
vy = ‘hﬁ (50V{V[F+51H1{1371h11”>‘ Sa210’§}7

MEF 8 h’i ! 3 Vv Z1 I F] G L:[)g = 1 G E@
BO V IIHL h H 2 bl I : { :
II h]l

2
‘h5{1< 0V1 +/81H1-[}flhu||>‘ > a210’%$'
’ (27

for other transmitters can be obtained in a similar way.

Proposition 1: The closed-form SOPC solution in the two-pair MISO IC casgii@n by
Vplvina If Plé‘hgi%’
v 4 &viF | otherwise

h I hyy 2
wherevi{!"" = i, v = i & = [ Essin, andé = —péo + /P — &5(1 — p?). Here,

hay

p=(Vi)IVEE = T holl/|ho | € Ry

V] =

Proof: Proof of Propositioi]1 can be found inJ11]. |
Now, we consider the case &f = 3. This case is particularly important when the hexagonalstelcture
is used and three cells are coordinating their beam vedtotise case of{ = 3, the solution can have six
different forms depending on the transmit power and chareaization. We will provide the closed-form
solution under the real coefficient restriction for transeni 1 in the case that the interference leakage
to receiver3 reaches the allowed level before the interference leakageceiver2 reaches the allowed
level. (For this, we should first take inner produ¢ts;, h;;) and (hs;, hy;) and compare the ratio of
their magnitudes with some threshold. The solutions of tinerocase and of other users can be derived

in the same manner.)

Proposition 2: For K = 3 and 2710 > 9972 the closed-form SOPC solution with the restriction to
real coefficients at transmittéris given in [27). In[(2lV) 80, 51, 8] and 3, are given byp, = ‘h\/Han;;l
Bi = —afo+ V/Pr— (1 —a?)B3, B) = L(—dfo + /d?>83 — c(b3 — a103)), and o = —(fBo +

ef) +/(fBo +eB})? — (2aP 8] + B3 + PP ) wherea := Re{(v{’" IIj hyy/|[IIg;, hyl])} =
H I—Ih,ﬂhu H J\/[F thlhll _ |hfhy,
Hthl"l \h21V1 % c= ho) T [TIE, T d Re{ (hy;vy ( 214||Hh31h11||>} €= |||h21|\2‘ '

and f = (V{VIF)Hvle.
Proof: Proof of Propositio ]2 can be found inJ11]. [

In the case ofK > 3, it is cumbersome to distinguish all possible scenariosdieniving an explicit
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< Exact Solution
16 —+— SOPC Algorithm

“SNR: 5dB

Average sum rate [nats / channel use]

6r SNR: 0dB

A

2:,

02 3 4 5 6

Number of users

Fig. 3. Average sum rates of the exact RZFCB solution and thpgsed SOPC algorithm with real coefficients. (Héve= K
and the average sum rate is obtained du@i.i.d. channel realizations.)

SOPC solution. Thus, we propose an algorithm implementieg3OPC strategy with real combining
coefficients in Tabl€ll. In the general casekf> 3, the implementation of the SOPC algorithm can be
simplified by the known result in the Kalman filtering theopypvided in the following lemma.

Lemma 2 (Sequential orthogonal projection [24Det # be a Hilbert space with norrh- || and inner
product(-,-). Considerx € H and a closed linear subspadg of 7. For somey € H buty ¢ A, the

following equality holds

HAj+1X = H[Aj,y]x (28)

(x —IIa,x, y —Ia)y)
|y — IIa,yl?

=TIa,x+ (y —Ia,y).

Since we need to compulé[jijhn- = (I —II4,)hy; in the SOPC algorithm, Lemnid 2 can be applied
recursively by exploiting the facA; = [Aj_l,hf(j)vi]. Thus, we only need to compuﬁAjflhf(j)vi

for eachj € {1,2,--- , K'}. The proposed algorithm in Tahble | computes the directiod size of the
component vector for SOPC directly in each step.

The proposed SOPC solution based on real coefficients is-airhal solution to the RZFCB problem
in the case ofK > 3. However, the performance loss between the optimal RZFGBexact SOPC)
beamforming vector and the proposed SOPC solution base@alncoefficients is insignificant for a
wide range of meaningful SNR values, as seen in [Hig. 3. Thagtipally, the proposed SOPC solution
can be used with negligible performance loss. Note that #eessary computations for the proposed

SOPC solution are a few inner product and square root opesatind the complexity of the SOPC
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TABLE |

THE SEQUENTIAL ORTHOGONAL PROJECTION COMBINING ALGORITHM

Given channel realizatioqh,;,i,57 = 1,---, K}, pre-determined interference levels
{ajiaf 24,5 =1,---,K,j # i}, and maximum transmit poweP; : i = 1,--- , K},
perform the following procedure at each transmitter {1,--- , K'}.
Initialization: v, =0, A=0, ®; ={1,--- ;i —1,i+1,--- K}, andk = 1.
While k& < min(N, K),

1. Letu:= %
2. up is a positive solution of|v; + pyul|3 = P, i.e.,

pp = —pp + 1/ pp — (I[Vill3 — )

wherep, = Re(uv;).

3. p1; is a positive solution ofh’ (v; + p;u)|* = ajio?

for eachy € @,, i.e.,

=i/ =B ul? (b2 —aji02)
My = a2
a

wherep; = Re(vi hj;hfiu).
4. Obtaing; = min{p;} andj* = arg min{; }.
JEP; je®,;
5. If p > /J,;, Vi =V; +u;u, A= [A7l’1j*i], o, = (I:'Z\{j*},
k =k + 1, and go to step 1.
If pp < pi, vi = vi+ ppu. Terminate iteration.
end

method is simplyO(N), where N is the number of transmit antennas at the transmitter. Thpgsed
SOPC method reduces computational complexity to obtain 2 $blution by order of hundreds when
compared to the ellipsoid method for the RZFCB solution uisefll5], as shown in Figl]4, and the

solution procedure can easily be programmed in a real haedwa

IV. RATE-TUPLE CONTROL

In the previous section, we provided @t/ )-complexity algorithm to solve the RZFCB problem for a
given set{ca;;} of interference relaxation parameters. Now, we consider tnodesign these parameters.
We first provide a centralized approach to determfng;} with the aim of controlling the rate-tuple
along the Pareto boundary of the achievable rate region faevd & fully-distributed heuristic approach
that exploits the parameterization in terms of interfeeenelaxation levels in RZFCB and is able to

control the rate-tuple location roughly along the Paretarfatary of the achievable rate region.
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Number of users, K

Fig. 4. Computational complexity for RZFCB beam designifBlbid method[[15],[[23] versus SOP®/(= K and SNR=5
dB)

A. A Centralized Approach

By Theorentl, with a set of well chosen allowed interferereakage levels, the RZFCB can achieve
any Pareto-optimal point of the rate region. However, tht@bfgm of designing the interference leakage
levels{ca;;} in the network remains. Under the RZFCB framework/inl [15hezessary condition for the
interference relaxation parameters at each receiver tewah Pareto-optimal point was derived. Based
on the necessary condition, the authors proposed an veratgorithm that updates the interference
relaxation parameters. Although the algorithml[in|[15] iplagable to generaK -user MISO interference
channels, it cannot control the rate-tuple location on te® boundary to which the algorithm converges.
To control the rate-tuple to an arbitrary point along theeRaboundary of the achievable rate region, we
here apply the utility function based approach’inl [25] to R~ parameterization in terms of interference
leakage levels. Exploiting the fact that the RZFCB can aghi@ny Pareto-boundary point by adjusting
{aj;}, we convert the problem of finding a desired point on the Bapeundary of the achievable rate
region into that of finding an optimal point of the followingtimization problem:

me uw(Ri({vi?" ({azi))}), -+ Re (v (i HY)),
subjectto  |hllvi|* < ajio?, Vi, j#1, (29)
[vill* < P, Vi,
whereu(Ry,- - , Rx) is the desired utility function and several examples ineltite weighted sum rate

u(Ry, -+ ,Rrg) = >  w;R;, wherew; > 0 and>_ w; = 1, the Nash bargaining point(R;, - , Rx) =
[T (Ri— RYP), whereR)® — logy (1+ 2L

;
25 DGV

), and the egalitarian point( R+, - - - , Rx) =
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min(Ry,--- , Rx) [25]. The optimization[(29) can be solved by an alternatipgroization technique.
That is, we fix all othera;;’s except one interference relaxation parameter and upitateunfixed
parameter so that the utility function is maximized. Afthistupdate, the next;; is picked for update.
This procedure continues until converges. The proposeatitig is described in detail in Tablg Il. For
a given utility functionu(Ry,--- , Rx), the RZF beam vectorsv*'} can be obtained as functions of
{ai} by the SOPC method, the rate-tuple can be computed as adoraft{ vZ4#} by (2), and finally
the utility function value can be computed as a function Bf, - - - , Rx ). Thus, the utility value as a
function of {«;;} can be computed very efficiently by the SOPC method for thepgsed centralized
algorithm, and this fact makes it easy to apply a numerictiropation method such as the interior point

method to the per-iteration optimization in Table Il.

3.5

w

N
3]

N

=
ol

Weighted sum rate
[bits / channel use]

A

N

OO

2 4 6 8 10
Number of iterations

Fig. 5. Convergence of the proposed centralized approBck-(N = 2, P, = 0; = 1 for ¢ = 1, 2).

Due to the non-convexity of utility functions w.r{o;;}, the convergence of the proposed algorithm
to the global optimum is not guaranteed, but the proposedritthgn converges to a locally optimal
point by the monotone convergence theorem since the uiilitgtion is upper bounded and the proposed
algorithm yields a monotonically increasing sequence itifjufunction values. Furthermore, the proposed
algorithm is also stable by the monotone convergence thedrey.[3 shows the convergence behavior
of the proposed utility function based algorithm for 10 eiffnt channel realizations whéti = N = 2,

P, =0, =10 = 1,2), andu(Ry,R2) = 2R; + Rs. It is seen in the figure that the algorithm
converges in a few iterations in most cases. Elg. 6 shows dhgecgence behavior of several known

rate control algorithms for the same setting as in Eilg. 5 foe ehannel realization. The considered
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TABLE Il

A CENTRALIZED ALGORITHM FOR DETERMINING{cj; }.

For given channel realizatiofh;;,i,5 = 1,--- , K}, noise powet{c?,i = 1,--- , K},
and a utility functionu({ R; }), perform the following procedure to determine interfeenc

leakage levelda;;}.

Initialization: {a}; =0, 4,5 =1,--- ,K,j #i}, {R) =0, i=1,--- ,K}, e > 0, and
[=1.

while |u({a};}) — u({aé;l )| > e

l=1+1
for i=1,--- K,
foor j=1,---,i—1,i+1,--- K,
ofi = argmax  u({RL{VEZT ({al:h)})

0<aj; <Pi|hHEvMF|2,

end

end

end

three algorithms converge to the same value eventuallyisncise. It is also seen in Fids. 7 (a) and (b)
that the proposed centralized algorithm yields desireditpadn the Pareto boundary although it is not

theoretically guaranteed.

=
a1
1

Weighted sum rate
[bits / channel use]
=

—— Proposed algorithm !
-+ Utschick and Brehmer [12-SP]| !
————— Qiu et al [11-SP] :

10 10" 10
Number of iterations

o
o

Fig. 6. Convergence of several known algorithmd§ £ N =2, P, =0, =1 fori =1,2)
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B. A Distributed Heuristic Approach and Practical Considgons

The proposed centralized algorithm in the previous sulisecequires central processing with the
knowledge of all{h;; : i, = 1,2,--- ,K} and {0]2. : 7 =1,2,--- |K}. This reduces the practicality
of the centralized approach when communication among tfse Iséations is limited or experiences
large delay as in real systems. Note that the RZFCB framewmworRroblem[2 itself is distributed.
Transmitteri only needs to know{h;;,; = 1,2,--- ,K} and {aj?,j = 1,2,--- ,K} and needs to
control {ay;,- -+, i—1,i, ait14, @i }. In the RZF framework, heuristic rate control is possibléhvithe
knowledge of{h;;,j =1,2,--- , K} and {ajz-,j =1,2,---, K} at transmitter. For fully distributed CB
operation with limited inter-base station communicatimstantaneous information such as the channel
vectors should not be exchanged since inter-base statimmoaication delay is typically larger than
the channel coherence time for mobile users. One possibjetaveoughly control the rate-tuple in the
network is to design a table composed of sets of interferegleation parameters, as in the right side
of Fig.[d, based on the channel statistics. When the tratemiiform a coordinating cluster, they can
negotiate their rates based on the requests from theiversdor a communication session. In this phase,
one set of interference relaxation levels from the tableiékau, shared among the base stations, and
used during the communication session.

Heuristic guidelines to design the parameter table arecbasghe RZF parameterization itself. Note
thate; = Z#i ai; in (@) is the additional interference power relative to thal noise power? at
receiver; ande; = 1 means that the SINR of receivéris lower than the SNR of the same receiver
by 3dB. Thus, the designed interference level should notobehigh compared to the thermal noise
level. Furthermore, to (roughly) obtain corner points o fPareto boundary of the rate region, another
heuristic idea works. One transmitter should use a nearlybktm vector, and the rest of the transmitters
should use nearly ZF beam vectors. More systematic waysdb@ase/ast computer simulation can be
considered to design the parameter table. One possible svag follows. We first generate a set of
channel vectors randomly according to the channel stiskor this realized channel set, we obtain
graphs of interference relaxation parameters on the Pamindary. The process is repeated over many
different channel realizations and the best fitting grapfes abtained from the graphs of interference
relaxation parameters of different channel realizatiopssbme regression model. Finally, the table is
constructed by selecting some points in the best fitting ygaphe parameter table in the right side of
Fig.[q is obtained in this manner f&f = N = 2 when each element of channel vector is i.i.d. zero-mean

complex Gaussian distributed with unit variance and the 8NIRdB. Figure§]7 (a) and (b) show the rate
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Fig. 7. Performance of RZFCB with the proposed rate confgmrithms: The centralized rate control, marked wittsearches
for the weighted sum rate maximizing point. (The weight vest is shown in the figure.) The distributed rate control scheme,
marked with-+, sets the interference leakage levels as shown in the tableigs.[7 (a) and (b), virtual SINR’ denotes the
rate-tuple obtained by the virtual SINR (or SLNR) beamfarghimethod in[[12].

control performance of the parameter table designed imtlaisner for two different channel realizations.
It is seen that the heuristic method performs well; the fite @oints are all near the Pareto boundary
for each figure.

Several advantages in the RZFCB are summarized below.
e Real-time fully distributed operation is possible basedtib@ proposed heuristic control approach.
Transmitteri only needs to knowh;; : j =1,2,--- , K} and {af cj=12--- K}
e Once transmitted knows {cv;, - -+, i—14, aiy1,i, i}, there exists a very fast algorithm, the SOPC
algorithm, to design the RZFCB beam vector. Furthermoréhéncase of’ = 3, there is an approximate
closed-form solution.
e Transmitteri knows its SINR and achievable rate exactly, and its achievadie is given byR; =

[hifv|?

log [ 1+ (Tte)o? ) So, transmission based on this rate will be successful gh probability. This is

true even wherf{«;;} are designed suboptimally, i.e., away from the Pareto bawyndf the rate region.
Thus, the RZFCB scheme is robust.
e On the contrary to the ZF scheme, RZFCB does not reghire K.

V. RZFCB FORMIMO I NTERFERENCECHANNELS

In this section, we consider the case that both transmittedsreceivers are equipped with multiple

antennas i.e., MIMO interference channels. In the MIMO cage consider the weighted sum rate
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maximization under the RZF framework and then propose aisalto the MIMO RZFCB based on the
projected gradient method [16]. The rate control idea in Mi8O case can be applied to the MIMO

case too.

A. Problem Formulation

We assume that each receiver Hdsreceive antennas and each transmitter Nagsansmit antennas.

In this case, the received signal at receivés given by

yi = H;;Vis; + Z H;;V;s; +n,, (30)

J#i

whereH;; is the M x N channel matrix from transmitter to receiveri, V; is the N x d; beamforming
matrix, s; is the d; x 1 transmit symbol vector at transmittérfrom a Gaussian codebook wit) ~
CN(0,14,), andn; ~ CN(0,021) is the additive noise. As in the MISO case, we have a transoviep
constraint,|V;||% < P;, for transmitterj. The proposed RZF constraint in the MIMO case is given by

an inequality with the Frobenius norm as

j’

for some constant.;; > 0. As in the MISO case, the RZF constraints reduce to ZF cangdravhen
aj;; = 0 for all i,5 # . With the MIMO RZF constraints, a cooperative beam desigobl@m that

maximizes the weighted sum rate is formulated as follows:

Problem 4 (RZF cooperative beamforming problem):

K
max w; log
P

SUbjeCt to (Cl) ”H]ZVZH% < OéjiO'JQ', vz7] 7& i,

Iy + (021 + By) 'H,; V,VIHY

i |

(C2) |Vilz <P Vi (32)

wherew; > 0, >3, w; = 1, andB; = ., HijVijHg is the interference covariance matrix at
receiver;.

Note that, in Probleni]4, the interference from other traitens is incorporated in the rate formula
through the interference covariance matky capturing the residual inter-cell interference under the
RZF constraints. As in the MISO case, we will derive a lowewud on the rate of each user by

exploiting the RZF constraints to convert the joint desigobtem into a set of separate design problems.
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Note that, under the RZF constraints, the total power ofrfi@atence from undesired transmitters is upper

bounded as
tr(By) = Y I[Hy V|5 <of > ayy =: €07, (33)
j#i i
which impliesB; < ¢;021.
Hassibi and Hochwald derived a lower bound on the ergodegaa MIMO channel with interference
[26]. However, their result is not directly applicable henece the rate here is for an instantaneous channel
realization. Thus, we present a new lower bound under the iRtéFference constraints in the following

Lemma.

Lemma 3: A lower bound on the rate of receivéemunder the RZF constraints is given by

log I + (071 + B;) " 'H; V,VIH
> log |Tas + mﬂvvff H|, (34)
where t(B;) = >, [[H;; V|7 < ¢;07 for all i.
Proof: The rate at receiveris given by
M
log [T+ ®;'A;| =log [[(1 + A(®; ' Ay)) (35)

k=1
where ®; = 021+ B;, A; = H;V,VIH! and),(X) denotes the:-th largest eigenvalue dX. By

[

the Rayleigh-Ritz theorem [27, p.176], we have

vz

HA- HtI’,_%A‘@z_
Ap(®71A) < o P T i

p -1
J:Hq)ix pHp 1( ? ) ( )

for any non-zero vectox € C* andp := &/ x. From the Courant-Fischer theorem][27, p.179], the

k-th largest generalized eigenvaluedaflAi, k=1,---,M is given by

H

pH(I)Z‘_EAi(I)Z‘_ 2 p

Me(® LA, = max 37
H( A p#0, peC, pip (57
PLlpi,,Pr-1
_1 _H
where p; is the eigenvector associated with tih largest eigenvalue o, *A;®, *. Let A; =

U,-Z],-UgH be the eigen-decomposition &;, where¥; = diagA1(A;), -, A (A;)). Then, for all
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1 H
1 AP, ¢
Ak(¢;1Az) _ max p 7 - ek’ p
p#0, peC™, p’p
pPLlpi,.Pr—1

1 H
H&g 2 He 2
B A p°®, *U;X; U ®, *p
- )
p#0, peCM, pHp
PLlpi,,Pr—1

7223z
= max —_
z#0, zeCM, ZHUfl@iUiZ
<I>f/2Uile1v“ Prk—1

(z:=Ul®, ¥p),

(@) zHY, 2

> max e,
270, ||z]|=1, zec™, 27U ®;U;z
Zk41=2k42=""=2Mm =0,

"/?U,zlp1, - pr-1,
(z=[21,22, -+, 2m]")

k
Zj:l Aj(A)|z

= max ,
220, ||al|=1, zec¥, zHUH®;U;z
Zk+1:Zk+2:”':ZIWZO7
q’f{/2UiZJ-pla"' Ph—1,
A1(®;)°

where (a) is satisfied since the feasible set#ds reduced and (b) is satisfied singe||? = |z|? +
ot |z? =1 M(A) > - > Ak(Ay), andzH U @, U,z < A (®;) by Rayleigh-Ritz theorem. Based

on (38), a lower bound on the rate is given by

log [T+ ®;'A;| > (1 + iTEgD . (39)

Since®; = o1+ >, H;; V; VIH]T, we have); (®;) = o7 + A (Z#i HijVijHg.), where the
maximum eigenvalue of the interference covariance mairirpper bounded by, ( Z#i HijVijHg) <

tr(Z#i H,-jVijHg) =i aijo? = ¢;02. Thus, a lower bound of rate at receiveis given by

T+ & 1A; > Ty + Al

[ |
Note that in [[3#) the inter-user dependency is removed aadé&am design can be performed at each
transmitter in a distributed manner. Based on the lower 8¢84), the RZFCB problem is now formulated

as a distributed problem:
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Fig. 8. Sum rate of RZFCB: (a) (K,M,N)=(3, 2, 6), (b) (K,M,N)3; 2, 8), and (c) (K,M,N)=(4, 2, 6).

Problem 5 (The MIMO RZFCB problem):

H,V,VIH|

max i(V;) =1 I S5~
subject to (C.1) [[H;;Vil[3 < ajio?, Vi #14,

(C2) |[Vi|F <P, (40)

for each transmittef = 1,2,--- , K.

Note that Problerl5 is now fully distributed. One of severad\n algorithms for constrained optimization
can be used to solve Probld 5 for givem;;}. In particular, we choose to use the projected gradient
method (PGM) by Goldsteiri [16]. The proposed PGM-based béesign algorithm for MIMO ICs is
provided in TabléTll. Detailed explanation of the beam daswith PGM algorithm is provided iri [11].

TABLE 11l
BEAM DESIGN ALGORITHM FORMIMO IC USING PGM.

For each transmitter € {1,--- , K},

0. Initialize V; as the ZF beamforming matrix.

1. Compute gradient oH (V).

2. Perform a steepest descent shift\éf.

3. Perform successive metric projections¥f onto constraint sets.
4. Go to Step 1 and repeat until the relative differencesdiV;) is

less than a pre-determined threshold.
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B. Numerical Results

In this section, we provide some numerical results for théopmance of RZFCB in the MIMO case.
We consider three MIMO interference channels with systerampaters K, M, N) = (3,2,6), (3,2,8),
and(4,2,6). In each case, we setj; = 0.01,0.1 and0.2 for all : andj. The step size parameter for the
PGM is chosen to b6.01 for all iterations. FigureEl8 (a), (b), and (c) show the suite @erformance
of the ZFCB and RZFCB averaged over 30 independent chanal&atons. In Fig[B (a) it is seen that
the RZFCB outperforms the ZFCB at all SNR and the gain of th&®& over the ZFCB at low SNR
is large whenN = K M. This large gain at low SNR is especially important becausstrsell-edge
receivers operate in the low SNR regime. In Eig. 8 (b) it isnstat the ZF scheme performs well when
the number of TX antenna is more than enough and the dimemgidf beams is large, as expected.

In the case ofN < KM as in Fig. (c), the ZFCB is infeasible but the RZFCB still wenkell.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have considered coordinated beamforming for MISO and ®lliviterference channels under the
RZF framework. In the MISO case, we have shown that the SOR(egly with a set of well chosen
interference relaxation levels is Pareto-optimal. We hanavided (approximate) closed-form solutions
for the SOPC strategy in the cases of two and three users ar8lQRC algorithm in the general case for
a given set of interference relaxation levels. In the MIMQ@e&ave have formulated the RZFCB problem
as a distributed optimization problem based on a newly ddriate lower bound and have provided an
algorithm based on the PGM to solve the MIMO RZFCB beam degighlem. We have also considered
the rate control problem under the RZFCB framework and hawgiged a centralized approach and a
fully-distributed heuristic approach to control the ratple location roughly along the Pareto boundary

of the achievable rate region. Numerical results validaeeRZFCB paradigm.
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