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Abstract

In this work, we analytically study the impact of spectrurfoehtion scheme in picocells on the
coverage probability (CP) of the Pico User (PU), when therm&ase stations (MBSs) employ either
fractional frequency reuse (FFR) or soft frequency reuseRjSAssuming a fixed size for the picocell,
the CP expression is derived for a PU present in either a FFR-8 based deployment, and when the
PU uses either the centre or the edge frequency resourcesd Ba these expressions, we propose two
possible frequency allocation schemes for the picocellnfieR is employed by the macrocell. The CP
and the average rate expressions for both these schemesraeddand it is shown that these schemes
outperform the conventional scheme where no inter-cedirfatence coordination (ICIC) is assumed.
The impact of both schemes on the macro-user performandsosnalysed. When SFR is used by the
MBS, it is shown that the CP is maximized when the PU uses thee daequency resources as used

by the centre region.

. INTRODUCTION

Picocells are low-powered operator-deployed base s&twhich are primarily used to im-
prove the coverage of hot spots and cell edge [1], [2]. Théyapoe the frequency reuse in the
system, and thereby increasing the available per-usembdtid However, picocell deployment
and planning can pose many challenges. The high cost ofskceispectrum may force the
operator to allocate the same frequency to the low-powerceit and the macrocell, leading to
significant co-channel interference in such heterogenaetwsorks. For homogeneous networks
(comprising of only macrocells), inter-cell interferenceordination (ICIC) strategies such as
FFR and SFR have been proposed to mitigate the impact of @oreh interference. Recently,
both FFR and SFR schemes have been included in fourth gemevateless standards such as
WIMAX 802.16m and 3GPP-LTE release [8 [3]. Our focus here igdeniding what frequency
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resources should be allocated to the picocell when the roaltremploys ICIC schemes (FFR
and SFR).

Spectrum allocation in such tier networks has been extelysatudied in literature. A fast
and effective power control algorithm and a suboptimal cteon algorithm are proposed in
[4] where PU and MU both share the same spectrum. A pico lmeaiptimization method is
presented in[[5] for spectrum allocation strategies. A nell selection method based on the
resource specific Signal-to-Interference-plus-noiseeR&INR) value is discussed inl[6] where
both PU and MU share the same spectrum. An ICIC scheme basedoating the primary
interfering source is described inl [7]. All these contribas relate to the spectrum allocation to
the picocell, but do not consider an ICIC scheme (FFR or SBR}He macrocell. A FFRopa
(FFR with frequency occupation ordering and power adaptatscheme for the macrocell with
various frequency allocation schemes for the picocella@psed in([8] where through simulation
it is shown that this method outperforms FFR. Spectrum atloa in the femtocell is studied
in [9]-{11]

Heterogeneous networks have been extensively studied2r{l6] and references therein
using analytically tractable models. Picocells are mosdtyloyed to improve the CP of hot
spots and/or cell edge. Hence, the network operator wilhberésted to know the improvement
in the performance for a given area which could be a hot spataall edge location. Therefore,
the model and the analysis in [16] is well suited for the patbanalysis, and we assume the
same model.

The contribution of this work is to analytically derive thePGnd rate of the PU for two
specific FFR schemes applicable for these Hetnets. In omlelotthat, we first distinguish
five different frequency resources usage scenarios in teeil, namely(a) Centre frequency
resources of FFR scheme employed in macro¢gllEdge frequency resources of FFR scheme,
(c) Neighbouring edge frequency resources of FFR schémeCentre frequency resources
of SFR scheme, an¢) Edge frequency resources of SFR scheme. These differenieiney
resources are shown in Figl. 1. We propose two frequencyaditot schemes for the picocell
when FFR is employed in the macrocell, where the PUs are gaige into categories, based
on Signal-to-Interference-Ratio (SIR) threshdlg namely: cell-centre PUs and cell-edge PUs.
The proposed schemieallocates centre frequency resources of FFR scheme to theeogére

PUs and neighbouring edge frequency resources of FFR scleertie cell-edge PUs, while



scheme2 allocates edge frequency resources to the cell-centre &\disthe neighbouring edge
frequency resources of FFR scheme to the cell-edge PUs. b gfat the CP for both the
schemes is higher than the conventional scIHemkso, depending on the SIR threshadig,, of
macrocell, either Schemieor Scheme& may be preferred to deliver a higher average rate when
compared to the conventional scheme. Further, we analgsaract of proposed schemes on
the CP of MU. We also show that in SFR deployment, the CP is miaeid when the PU uses

the frequency resources of the centre.

FFR SFR

MBS Neighbouring Edge frequency rescoﬁpégrs frequency resources

age frequency resources

ge’frequency resources
Reference Cell

Fig. 1: Frequency resources allocation in macrocell in FRR 8FR

[I. DOWNLINK SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a hybrid model similar to the one proposed_ in, [Mfre a picocell with a fixed
network area, i.e., a circle with radius, is considered. The locations of MBSs and other pico
base-stations (PBSs) outside of the fixed network area adelhed according to a Poison Point
Process (PPP) [16]. Similar to [16], a guard region of radiysrom the cell-edge is imposed
around the fixed cell so that no interfering base-statioi@sjBre assumed to be inside this guard
region. Since we are primarily interested in the perforneaoica typical PU, the following model

for spatial location of nodes is considered. A fixed picoelthe origin is assumed, and the

! In the conventional scheme, no ICIC is assumed, and the mweltend picocell use the same spectrum simultaneously, i.e

unity frequency reuse is used in both the regions.



locations of the MBSs are modelled by a spatial PPPBg¢n, R + R,) = R?\ B(o, R + R,)
of density \,,, and is denoted by. The PBSs are modelled by another PPP of densjtgpn
B(o, R+ R,)° and is denoted by. We also assume thatis independent of).

A standard path loss model~ with o > 2 is used. Channel fading power between any
two nodes is assumed to be exponential, and is independerssatodes. The MBSs and PBSs
transmit at a fixed power af,, and P,, respectively. The network is assumed to be interference
limited, and hence noise power is taken to be zero. We assua®Us will be associated with
a PBS, if they are within the network area of the desired PBIBth& users outside the PBS
network area are assumed to be MUs and they associate toaresnh®BS. Hence, the network
area of the macrocell consist of Voronoi regions. The SIRhefRU, which is at distancefrom

the associated PBS may be written as:

P,r=g
np(T) =L £

=—"" 1= Pd;,"%h; and I = Pyri=%g; 1
Iy+ Ipp, ¢ Z and Ly\p, Z pTj 9j 1)
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where ¢ denotes the set of all MBS, and\ P, denotes the set of all PBS except the serving
PBS (7). The distance from thg'" interfering PBS and*" interfering MBS to the typical PU
are denoted by, andd;, respectively. The channel fading power from tfie interfering PBS
and the:" interfering MBS are denoted by; and h;, respectively, and;, denotes the fading
gain from the typical PU to PBS. Note thaf, ¢; and i, are all independent and identically
exponentially distributed with unit mean, i.esp(1). Similarly, the SIR of the MU, which is at
distancer from the associated MBS may be written as:

Por=%gm

N (T) (2)

T T+ 1
whereg,, denotes the fading gain from the typical MU to MBS, which ipenentially distributed
with unit mean. Herd, ,;, denotes the interfering power from all the MBSs except tharest
MBS, and/, denotes the interfering power from all the PBSs.

Both FFR and SFR classify users into cell-centre MUs andeddle MUs, based on a SIR
threshold denoted by,,,. Users having SIH?higher thans,,, are classified as cell-centre MUSs,

and otherwise they are denoted as cell-edge users. FFRragegificy reus% for the cell-edge

2Here, the SIR in the context of an OFDM system would typichkythe wideband SIR averaged over all sub carriers, in the
current frame. Overtime, as the channel and the pathlossneders change, it is possible that a cell-edge user gd&sséied

as a cell-centre user, or vice-versa.



MUs to boost up the SIR while providing unity frequency rets¢he cell-centre MUs. In other
words, FFR need a total af + 1 sub-bands. One sub-band is used for the cell-centre users
and one amond1,---,d} is chosen with equal probability which is used for the celye
users. However, SFR employs a reuse factoié oh the cell-edge, and utilizes the neighbouring
frequency resources at the cell-centre as shown in[Fig. R &B6o usess > 1 times higher
transmit power for cell-edge MUs when compared to cellH@hUs to enhance the performance

of cell edge users.

[Il. COVERAGE PROBABILITY

We consider a fixed picocell at the origin and compute the glodity that a user within its
cell is in coverage, i.e., the SIR of the user is greater tham other words, CP for the PU is
defined asP. = P[SIR > T'. To find out the CP for the PU, we need to know the probability
density function (pdf) ofr, wherer is the distance between typical PU to the tagged PBS.
Assuming that the user distribution is uniform, the probgbthat a PU will be at distance,

given a radiusk of the picocell is given byé—’;. Therefore, the pdf of is,

Zr<R
fr(r) = f (3)
0,7 > R.

The distance between the considered PU (which is a distafioen the PBS) and the interfering

Fig. 2: Network coverage area of the PBS that is considerethfolower bound. The circle

centred around the PBS with radidsis the original network area.



base stations can vary frof+ R, —r to R+ R, + r. Deriving the exact expression is difficult
since the user is not exactly centred at the origin [16]. €fuee, similar to[[16], we consider
a picocell region of radius? + R, — r, i.e., a ball of radiusk + R, — r around a PU, that
gives an upper bound on the interference power as shown if@FiBhe suitable length for the
guard region is discussed in |16] where it is shown that guagibn radius corresponding to the
picocell should ber{” = R and that corresponding to the macrocell BE” = ({22)= R. It has
been assumed in [16] that interference has two componengsirterferer at the boundary of
the guard region, and another interferers outside the gugidn. We assume a sparse density
for the picocell, and also the coverage radius of the pi¢aseonsidered to be smgllln other
words, we assume thaf, < \, < ﬁ. Intuitively, in such condition, there is very little chanc
that a dominant interferer to be located at the boundary @fgtlard region. Hence, we do not
consider any interferer at the boundary of the guard edgeneyVe also observed that without
considering an interferer at the boundary of the guard redlee analytical result matches better
with the simulation results.

We now derive the CP of a typical PU when the macrocell emplelyR for the above

deployment model.

Lemma 1. The CP of a typical PU, using the centre frequency resources band F; of the FFR

in an interference limited scenario is given by

R
P (T) :/ exp(—m“?Tz/o‘K(r))Q—Zdr, (4)
7 r>0 R
where
Pm 2/
K(r)= <?) C(Ly (1), a) A + C(Lp(r), @) Ap. (5)
p
Fy(1,2=2 2 -2 ([, (r)}* ®) _ )
C(LP(T),Oé) _ 2 1( Yoo ? a_a2’ { p(r)} ){LP(T)}z_a and Lp(’f’) — W(]U_E'
Proof: The proof is provided in the Appendix. [ |

Here, the first term ink(r) is due the macrocell and second term is due to the interfering

picocell. The expression derived in Lemrhas equivalent to the CP of PU in a conventional

®In heterogeneous network, considered for 3GPP-LTE, pltoas use a range extension factor (bias in cell associi®)
which can greatly increase the coverage radius of the PBSulrwork we do not assume any such range expansion scheme
at the PBS.



scheme in which reuse one PBS and reuse one MBS both use tbdregmency resource. Now,
we consider the case when edge frequency resources of rel@ce used by PU. The CP of a
typical PU, using the edge frequency resources kigndf the FFR follows from Lemma with

a slight modification in the interference due to macrocahc8 FFR uses frequency reu§éor
the cell edge users (i.e., it reuses a frequency sub-bamnd fre- - , 6 with equal probability),
the MBS interferers density will be “thinned version” of tleeiginal MBS interferers density
seen by the PU_[17]. In other words, the MBSs interferer dgnsill be ATm instead of)\,,.
Hence, the CP of a typical PU, using the edge frequency ressurandF; of the FFR in an

interference limited scenario is given by

R
Pso(T) = / >Oexp(—wr2T2/“K(r))%dr, (6)
where
) 2/
K= (F) Ca). )2 + (Ll @)

Now we will derive the CP of PU when MBS uses FFR and PUs use tlye drequency
resources of neighbouring cells. Here we assume that picom@nects to the nearest MBS via
the back-haul. The distance between PU to the nearest nadiciog. Using null probability,
the pdf ofq can be written ag [17]

£4(Q) = 2mAge @ RN ywhere ¢ > ROV 4+ R — 8)

Lemma 2. The CP of a typical PU, using the edge frequency resources band F, and F; of the
FFR (edge frequency resources band of the neighbouring macrocell) in an interference limited

scenario is given by

Pro(T) = [2 exp{—ar2(T)2*C(Ly(r), a)A\ ) E, {exp{—ﬂrz (%n)?/ " C(Ln(r,q), )22 }} 2 dr
(9)

Proof: The proof is similar to that outlined for Lemma except for the fact that there will

be no interference from the nearest MBSs, and the densityBMnterference will be thinned

by 4. The Laplace transform of interference due to MBS when P tise neighbouring edge



frequency resourcescgab\Mo(s)) needs to be derived, and is given by

Lipay(8) = Bonlexp(=s : %w hid; )]
1€ 0

A [ sz™@

The lower limit of the integration in_(10) ig due to the fact that all the interfering MBSs are

at least a distance greater thanUsing a change of variable= sTax, £f¢\M (s) can now be
0

A 2 [ t
£f¢\kfo(s) = [exp (—2#75a /Lm(w) 1+tadt)}

where L, (q,7) = 1 <TI;—’;>_ . Again, £;  (s) can be further simplified as (see Appendix),

T

simplified as

Q=

(s) = exp{—ﬂs2/aC(Lc(q,r),a)%} (1)

2F1(17ﬁ72_37_l’0(q7r)a) 22—«
oo L.(q,7)*~. [ |

We now start with a discussion on the impact of FFR scheme ernCi of the PU where
we considerP,, = 46dBm, P, = 30dBm, \,, = 0.385/Km?, A\, = 1.155/Km? § = 3, a = 4,
and R = 200 meters. Fig[ 13 shows the CP of PU when MBS uses FFR deployméren the

centre frequency resources of FFR are used in the picotedl & the conventional scheme)

T\

whereC(L.(q,7), o) =

then it gives the lowest CP due to the fact that PU experiemtegerence from all the MBSs.
Using the edge frequency resources give a higher coveragethie centre frequency resource
because of frequency reu%e However, using the neighbouring edge frequency resouras g
the maximum CP although it uses frequency re§1$tue to the fact that there is no interference
coming from the geographically nearest MBS. We would nove ltk analyse the impact of
various FR allocation schemes in the picocell. In the negtice, we propose two scheme for
FR allocation and show their impact on the CP of PU and MU.

V. PROPOSEDFREQUENCY ALLOCATION SCHEMES FORPU

We divide the PUs into two parts: cell-centre PUs and cedleddUs based on the SIR threshold
(Sip)- The user seeing a SIR Sy, is considered as cell-centre PU; else, the user is as admdi-e
PUs.
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Fig. 3: CP of pico user for FFR deployment in macrocell.

A. Proposed Scheme 1 for FFR

In the proposed scheme 1 (PS1), considering the referericef d&~R deployment in Figll
we allocate frequencyy to the cell-centre PUs and frequenky and F3 to the cell-edge PUs. In
other words, the centre frequency of macrocell will be useddil-centre PUs, and neighbouring
macro cell-edge frequencies would be used by cell-edge Row, we derive the CP of PUs

when P3 is used in the picocell. The CP of a typical PU, when PU usesiBgiven by

Py = f(P[%(T) > T|77p(r) > Stp]P[np(T> > St:n] + P[US(T) > T|77P<T> < Stp]P[np(T> < Stp]) %dT

(12)
wheren;(r) denotes the SIR experienced by PU when PU uses neighbowglirgdge frequen-
cies. Here, the first term denotes the CP due to cell-cent Bhd the second term denotes
the CP due to cell-edge PUs. Note that

Pliy(r) > Tlny(r) > S Pl (r) > Si] 2 Plyy(r) > max{Sy,, T}] (13)

Here (g) follows from the Bayes’ rule. Since fading power is assunmedéd independent across

the sub-bands, one obtains,

Plng(r) > Tlnp(r) < Sp] = Plu,(r) > T] (14)



10

Using (13) and[(14)Pp,; can be simplified as
R

P = [ (Plnr) > max(Sy TH + Plr(r) > TIPlay(r) < Syl gt (29)
0
Pln,(r) > T| has been derived in Lemmig and is given by
Pn,(r) > T) = exp(—mr?T**K(r)) (16)

where K (r) is defined in[(b). Also,P[n;(r) > T is derived in Lemma& and is given by

Pl > T = exp{=mr (1L (). )y By [exp{-mr? (%)™ €Lt )]
17)
Using (15), [(16) and (17)P,,; can be evaluated.

B. Proposed Scheme 2 for FFR

In the second scheme (PS2), again with reference to the FERpasted in FiglIl, we allocate
frequencyF; to the cell-centre PUs and frequenéy and F3 to the cell-edge PUs. Thus, the
edge frequency of macrocell will be used by cell-centre Pd #he neighbouring cell-edge
frequencies would be used by cell-edge PUs. The CP afi®8irectly follows from the CP of
PSl derived in the previous section except for the fact thaiagtof & (r) in (I8), K (r) (given
in (7)) will be used since the edge frequency of FFR is usedhbyckll-centre PU.

Now, our focus will be on the CP of cell-edge MUs when2HS used in picocell. First we
derive the CP of cell-edge MUs when macrocell uses FFR arné ikeno picocell. Although it
is already been derived in [18, Theorem 2], it will be seer tha derived expression is simpler
to evaluate, and matches with the simulation result. The Céelbedge MUs at a distance
from the BS is given by

Pea(r) = Pi(r) > Tn(r) < Sun]- (18)

Heren(r) denote the SIR experienced by MU when it uses centre frequand(r) denotes
the SIR experienced by MU when it uses cell-edge frequendytlaa picocell is absent. Since

fading power is assumed to be independent across the suls;ban

Plij(r) > Tn(r) < Sun] = Plij(r) > T] (19)
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The CP of a typical cell-edge MU is then given by

70 Pli(r) > T|n(r) < Sum]P[n(r) < Spm]fr(r)dr
Ped = 0

B3 (20)
J Pln(r) < Spm] fr(r)dr
0
where fr(r) is the pdf ofr (which is the distance between user and the nearest MBS)isand
given by [17]
fr(R) = 2mAre ™™ 1 >0 (21)

Using (19),P,.; in (20) can be simplified as

[ Plir) > TIPIn(r) < Sl falr)dr
Peg = 0 = (22)
Of Pln(r) < Sy fr(r)dr

In [17], it has been shown that

Pln(r)>T] = e~ ™ (1) gnd Plr(r)>T] = e~ ™ p(T,9) (23)
where
2 o
p(T,0) = T; f H_u‘;aﬂdu = 5(2—{2)2171(1, QT_2>2 - %7 —T)
T72/a

Thus, P.; can be further simplified to

27T)\m j‘o,re—w)\mr2€—7r)\mr2p(T,5)<1 _ e—w)\mTQp(Stm,l)>d,r
e — (24)
27T)\m f rr-e—ﬂ)\mr2(1 — e_7r)\m7”2p(5’tm,l)>d,r
0

Solving the integralspP., can be rewritten as

1

1
- 1 Stm, 1
P, = Hp(T0)  14p(T0)+p(Stm,1) + p(S ) (25)

L= D (1+p(T,0) (L + p(T,6) + p(Sim, 1))
Now, we derive the CP of cell-edge MUs when2RS used in the picocell, and the macrocell

employs FFR. The CP of cell-edge MUs at a distandeom the BS is given by
Peaps2(r) = Plim(r) > T|nm(r) < Sem] (26)

andn,,(r) denotes the SIR experienced by MU when it uses,RRd the picocell uses the S
Since fading power is assumed to be independent, we have

Plij(r) > T|ijm(r) < Sim] = Plijm(r) > T] (27)
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The CP of a typical cell-edge MU is then given by

;f Pliin(r) > TIPlin(r) < Sum] fi(r)r

Ped,psZ = oo (28)
fp[nm(r) < Stmlfr(r)dr
0
Note that
Plin(r)>T] =P |—9""__ S 7|,
m Lot + 221y ,
a7 Pil’ o Pp e
=Plg,>Tr LZ)\J\/IO + P—m]w = £f¢\Mo (T’f’ )‘CL/; P—mT’l“ , (29)

We know from [2B) thatC;  (s) = P[i(r) > T] = e-™"*(T9) and

T\
exp (—s Z gﬂ{“) ]
S

w exp (—27r)\p/ Lxdx) (30)

r 1+sr@

o t
= exp <—27r)\ps% / dt)
Lo (r) 1 + te

= exp{—ms*C (L (r), a)\} (31)

‘Clw (8) = vagj

whereL,,(r) = E(T)—i. The lower limit of the integral inh) is R because of the fact that all
the interfering PBS are at least a distance greater fhamhus, the CP of a typical cell-edge
MU is given by

2\ [ e~ Amr? =T Amr?p(T,0) exp{—w(%)irzC(Lm(r),a))\p}(l — e‘”’\m7"2p(sfm’1))dr
0

Ped,ps2 = 1— 1
1+p(Stm,1)

(32)
We now derive the CP of cell-centre MU. The CP of cell-centrd Mithout picocell is given

in [18, Theorem 3]. The CP of cell-centre MU when1PS used in the picocell is given by

:fOP[nm(r) > max{ Sy, T f(r)

(33)

Pcen,psl -

Plm(r) > T1fr(r)

Note that

GmT ¢ Pp
— =L (Tr*) Lz, (==Tr"),
Ipo + 21y P Y

>T
P,

Pnp(r)>T]| =P [
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We know from (31), Lz, (2Tr%) = exp{—7 () ar?C(L,(r),a)),} and Ly, ,, (I7%) =
Pln(r) > T] = e=™=°/(T1) from (23), and hence CP of cell-centre MU can be derived. The
CP of cell-centre MU does not change whereRPSused in the picocell, since P8oes not use

centre frequency resources.

C. Average Rate

In this subsection, we derive average rate for both the sekeithe average rate can be
written as
R = E[In(1+ SIR)] = / P[In(1 + SIR) > t|dt.
t>0

Using the fact thain(1 + SIR) is a monotonic increasing function for SIR, one obtains,

R= / P[SIR> ¢! — 1]dt. (34)
t>0

This is equivalent to computing CP fa@r = ¢! — 1 and integrating it ovet. The CP for the P8

is given in [15), and thus the average rate of PU il RSgiven by
R

Roa = [ | [ (Plntr) > max{Sy e = 1))+ Plip(r) > ¢ = 1Play(r) < Sy g | o

(35)
where P[n,(r) > T| and P[n,(r) > T] are given in[(1B) and_(17), respectively. Similarly, the
average rate of PU in PScan be derived. In order to choosg,, we define the sub-bands
allocation to the MU and PU. Here, based on the SIR threshaldbsinds allocation can be
done [22] [18]. In other words,

Nt_Nc
3

where N, = Iy + ) + F» + F5, N, = Fy, and N, = F;, = I, = F3, denote the total sub-bands,

Nc = P[T]m > Stm]Nt and Ne = (36)

centre sub-bands, and the edge sub-bands, respectivedg B8 allocates the centre frequency

band of the macrocell to the cell-centre PJs, for the PS can be chosen such that

N,
P =_° 7
f7C(Stp) N, (3 )
Here, Py .(S;,) is derived in Lemmal, Similarly, the S;, for the PE can be chosen such that
N,

Pf,e(Stp) = (38)

E)
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where P .(Sy,) is given by [6). To compare the average rate for both the sebeme define
a normalized average rate which is average rate times th&dmnaof the total sub-bands used

in that particular scheme. In other words, the normalizestaye rate of PSis %@

and similarly the normalized average rate oﬂﬁsw.

D. Analysis and Comparison of PS1 and P for FFR

In this subsection, we analyse the performance of B8d PR and compare both these
schemes. Fid.|4 shows the CP of PU when picocell uses eitheor ™2, and it also plots the CP
of the conventional scheme. Here again we t&ke= 46dBm, P, = 30dBm, \,,, = 0.385/ Km?,
A, = 1.155/Km? § = 3, and R = 200 meters It can be seen that PBrovides better CP than

PSl, and both have a significantly better performance when comada the conventional scheme.

0.95f

0.9¢

0.857

PU Coerage Probability

0.8}

——PS2

—>PS1
— Conventional Scheme

0.75; 0
Target SIR (dB)

Fig. 4: CP of pico user for the proposed schemes. Hgye= 3dB anda = 4.

We will now study the impact of the proposed schemes on the fGReoMUs. Fig.[8 shows
the CP of cell-edge MUs for three casés: when there is no picocel(zi) when picocell uses
PSl, and(i7i) when picocell use PS5 Here, the CP of cell-edge MU when picocell used S
plotted using simulation. It can be observed that the CP Ibfeckge MU is lowest when PSis
used in the picocell. The CP of cell-edge MU when there is mogll is highest followed by
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Fig. 5: CP of cell-edge MUs where picocell are using difféneroposed schemes. Here
Sim = 0dB anda = 3.2.

when PS is used in the picocell. Figl 6 show the impact of propose@ss on the centre CP.
The CP of cell-centre degrades when picocell usek PiBwever, there is no impact of B®n

the CP of the cell-centre MU, since P8oes not use cell-centre resources at the picocells|_Fig. 7
plots the normalized average rate with respect to SIR tlotdstf macrocell. It can be seen that
assS;,, increases, centre frequency of macrocall)(decreases, i.e., the sub-bands of picocell for
PSI decreases and the sub-bands of picocell fa P8reases. Hence, the normalized average
rate of PS decreases and the normalized average rate dfiRSeases.

Based on the above results, we see that in FFR deploymertts, A& and P8 have an
advantage over the conventional scheme, but neither of themiformly better than the other.
Then, the question arises which of these two schemes shioeldgerator use in the picocell?
We provide following guidelines that could help this choice

1) Depending on the SIR threshold chosen for the macroc8ll,d? P can be selected.

2) The proposed schemes allocation could also depend on W dabund the picocell. If

cell-edge MUs around one particular picocell are highenttiat picocell should use the
P2 rather P$ and vice versa.
3) It could also depend on the location of picocell with redp® nearest macrocell. It is
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Fig. 6: CP of cell-centre MUs where picocell uses differerdpgmsed schemes. Here
Sim = 0dB anda = 3.2.

seen by simulation that as picocell location moves towandsetlge of nearest macrocell,
the gap between the CP of PU corresponding té RS P increases. In other words,
the CP of PU corresponding to P& much higher than the CP of PU corresponding to
PSI when picocell location is at the edge of macrocell. Hencegedding on the location

of picocell, proposed scheme selection can be made.

V. FREQUENCY ALLOCATION FOR PU WHEN MBS EmMPLOY SFR

In this section, we first derive the CP for PU when MBS employrRSH order to calculate
the CP of PU when MBS uses SFR, we divide the interference alUdBSs into two parts:
interference due to the nearest MBS, and the interfereneet@all the remaining MBSs. The

effective interference power due to all remaining MBSs iaated bynP,,, where as in[[18],

5—1
n= 5+B'

Lemma 3. The CP of a typical PU, using the centre frequency resources band F; or F; of the
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Fig. 7: Normalized average rate of PU. Here= 4.

SFR for an interference limited scenario is given by

nT Pm 2/ ).«
PoeD) = [1 3o e {omr (TP CLy(r), )y} By [optmeel ™ () 00000 g

Pp+Tr*Ppq—©

(39)
Proof: CP of PU can be written as,
R
Pro= [ Bln() > Tl e
r>0
R 2r q r-e
B ik - > T|r| dr,
/T>O is n%l¢\M0 + Ipvp, + I;D_fq_o‘ho
R 27’ o Pm a aPm o
= /7«>o ﬁﬁftp\Mo (T'r n?p)ﬁfw\po (Tr®) exp{—Tr qu ho }dr. (40)

Here the first termC,, , (Tr“n%:) is due to interference from all the MBS except the nearest
MBS, and the second teri;,, , (7r*) is due to interference from all the picocell except the
serving picocell, and third termxp{—Tr“’;—’:q‘aho} is due to interference from the nearest

MBS. Where,h, is the fading power gain from the nearest MBS dnd~ exp(1) hence one

obtains,
P P
E —Tro g %ho}] = d 41
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Ef«»\Mo(S) is given in [11) andCMAP0 (T'r*) has been derived in the Appendix (please see Eq.
(44)). Hence usind_(11) and_(44), EG. (40) can be simplifiedktain [39). [ |

Now, the case when PU uses the edge frequency resource$bahthe SFR will be analysed.
The CP of PU in this case directly follows from an applicatidh.emma3 except for the fact that
the edge frequency useéstimes higher power than the centre frequency. Therefoterference
due to the nearest MBS will b + ﬁTra%:q‘a)‘l instead of(1 +T7“a%’:q_a)_1. Hence, the
CP of a typical PU, using the edge frequency resources barad the SFR for an interference
limited scenario is given by an expression identicaltd (B@) with (1 + TTO‘};—:q_O‘)_l within
the expectation replaced Ky + ﬁTra%:q—a)—l.

The impact of SFR on the CP of PU is plotted in Hi§. 4. Here agartakes = 3, a = 3.2,
and R = 200 meters. This result shows that the edge frequency resogieeshe lowest CP
among all the frequency resources in the SFR scheme. Cartyaehcy resources provide a
higher coverage than the edge frequency resources bechtsefact that they usg times less
power for the nearest MBS. Now, as we incregs¢he power on the centre frequency resources
decreases with respect to edge frequency resources, anmeshits in a higher coverage. Hence,

centre frequency resources in SFR should only be used byitbegil.

- Centre freq. =10
——Centre freq. f =5
---Centre freq. =2
|—Edge freq. B =5

Coverage Probability

©
~
:

o

o)

a
‘

0.6

0.55

0
Target SIR (dB)

Fig. 8: CP of pico user for SFR deployment in macrocell.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

This work considered FFR and SFR deployments for the maltracel provided the CP and
rate of a PU by assuming a fixed size picocell. We proposed tiverses for the picocell when
the macrocell employs FFR. The CP and rate of proposed scheere derived, and it was shown
that the proposed schemes outperforms the conventionahsehThe impact of the proposed
schemes on the CP of MU was also discussed. Finally, therspectllocation in picocell was
briefly discussed when the macrocell employed SFR. Futumk would consider the effect of
range expansion (or picocell strength bias)l [19], on théoperance of the proposed schemes.
Further extension of this work could include the effect ofretation among the interferers [20].
Another important extension of this work is to analyse thggrenance of the proposed schemes

in an uplink cellular network [21].

APPENDIX
PROOF OFLEMMA 1

Given that the typical PU is at distancefrom the PBS, the CP averaged over the picocell

area is given by

Pyo(T) = E,[P[SIR > Tr]] = / Bl (r) > TJrf, (r)dr,

r>0
R
2
— / _ZP
7">0R

R
2r o Pm
_ / Bl > T+ L) o

gpr~“

S dr,
Pedo + Lpvp,

>Tlr

R
(a) 2r P,
= — L1, (Tr*—)L Tr)d 42
| T T L, (T 42)
wherel, = > d;""h;, Ipnp, = >, 1 “g;. Here(a) follows from the fact thag,, ~ exp(1).
i€ J€(W\FPo)

Lz,(s) andLy, , (s) are the Laplace transforms of the random variatbjeand I, respectively,
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evaluated at. Thus,

‘szp\PO(S) = E¢\P079j [exp(—s Z gjrj_a)]

JEY\Po
(b) *° sx®
= —27TA —d 43
P ( i p/RJrRém_T JE— x) (43)
(c) 2 [ t
= exp | —27)\,s@ / dt
( "o e Lt
D exp{—msC(Ly(r), a)\,} (44)
R+R(p) -T -1 2F1<17QT_272_ %7_{[/ (T)}a> —a
L) = "R 2T (T), and C(L,(r), a) = e T (e

(45)
Here, (b) follows from the fact thayy; ~ exp(1) and probability generating functional (PGFL)
[23] of the PPP andFi(a, b, c, z) represents the Gauss hypergeometric function. The lowetr i
of the integral in(b) is R+R§p) —r because of the fact that all the interfering base statioas ar
at least a distance greater th&n- RE,”) — r. Using a change of variable= s~az, (c) can be

followed and(d) follows after some algebraic manipulation. In a similarhias,

Lr,(s) = exp{ =15/ 2C(Lp(r), ) A} (46)

Q=

T

whereL,,(r) = R+RJD = (T’;—’:)_ . Using [43) and[{d6) and simplifying (42), one obtains

R 2r
Pfﬁ(T):/ exp(—7rr2T2/°‘K(r))—d7‘,

0 R?
P 2/
where K (r) = (Fm) C(Lp (1), @) A + C(Ly(7), ) Ap.
p
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