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Abstract

Physical layer multicasting with opportunistic user st (OUS) is examined in this work for
multicell multi-antenna wireless systems. In multicagplagations, a common message is to be sent by
the base stations to all users in a multicast group. By adgi two-layer encoding scheme, a rate-
adaptive channel code is applied in each fading block to lermlxzcessful decoding by a chosen subset
of users (which varies over different blocks) and an apfibicalayer erasure code is employed across
multiple blocks to ensure that every user is able to recdvemtessage after decoding successfully in a
sufficient number of blocks. The transmit signal and code-irmeach block determine opportunistically
the subset of users that are able to successfully decodeaanbecchosen to maximize the long-term
multicast efficiency. The employment of OUS not only helpsidvate-limitations caused by the user
with the worst channel, but also helps coordinate interfeeeamong different cells and multicast groups.
In this work, efficient algorithms are proposed for the desij the transmit covariance matrices, the
physical layer code-rates, and the target user subsetscinl@ack. In the single group scenario, the
system parameters are determined by maximizing the gratgpwhich is defined as the physical layer
code-rate times the fraction of users that can successfiglbpde in each block. In the multi-group
scenario, the system parameters are determined by congidergroup-rate balancing optimization
problem (i.e., a max-min weighted group-rate problem),alvhis solved using a successive convex
approximation (SCA) approach. To further reduce the feekilmverhead, we also consider the case
where only part of the users feed back their channel vectorsach block and propose a design
based on the balancing of the expected group-rates. Iniaddd applying SCA, a sample average
approximation technique is also introduced to handle tlobgbilistic terms that arise in this problem.
The effectiveness of the proposed schemes is demonstratadyh computer simulations.
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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Motivation and Background

Multicasting has attracted much attention in recent yeas t the increasing demand for
mass content distribution, such as software and firmwarategdfile downloads, and multimedia
streaming. In these applications, common information isg@isseminated efficiently to all users
in a multicast group. Due to its importance in mobile applaras, such service is also being
introduced into current and next-generation cellular géads, such as the global system for
mobile communications (GSM), the worldwide interoperidypilor microwave access (WiMAX),
the long term evolution (LTE) etc., in the form of the so-edlimultimedia broadcast/multicast
service (MBMS) [1]-[3]. Different from wireline networkgnulticasting in wireless systems
enjoys the so-called wireless broadcast advantage (nathelyadvantage that all users within
the transmission range can receive) and, therefore, mamareh efforts have been devoted to
the development of physical layer techniques that can eMigioit these advantages.

Most works in the literature on wireless physical layer nwalting consider the transmit signal
design at the base station (BS) or BSs for efficient delivéigoonmon information to all users in
a multicast group. Due to fading, the channels experiengedskrs in the multicast group may
vary drastically and, thus, the rate of the channel code bmgiw enough to ensure that all users
in the group can successfully decode. When multiple anteiana available at the transmitter,
beamforming and precoding techniques can be further eragltlyimprove the effective channel
quality of the worst user [4]-[6] and, thus, the multicagera/Vith no restrictions on the rank
of the signal covariance matrix, the optimal precoder (@& tansmit covariance matrix) can
be found using semi-definite programming (SDP) techniqdgsHowever, to reduce decoding
complexity at the receivers, many works, such as [4] and ¢bhsidered instead the use of
multicast beamforming (i.e., signals with ramlcovariance matrices) and proposed approximate
algorithms for the design of multicast beamformers, whiglotherwise known to be NP-hard
[4]. These works were extended to systems with multiple iwast groups in [8]-[12], where
cochannel interference between different groups’ messages taken into consideration, and
were also extended to multicell systems in [13], [14], wheoerdinated transmissions among
BSs were employed. However, even with the above signal desibe efficiency of the physical-

layer multicast transmission is still fundamentally liedt by the user with the worst channel
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Fig. 1. lllustration of the opportunistic multicast schédg (OMS) scheme.

and the rate required for all users to decode may eventually gero as the number of users

in the group increases.

B. Related Works on Opportunistic Multicasting

For delay-tolerant applications, such as file downloadssaftivare or firmware updates, the
limitations caused by the worst user in the network can becovee by dividing the transmission
into multiple blocks and by scheduling only a subset of ugerseceive in each block. This
technique was referred to apportunistic multicast scheduling (OMiB)[15]—[18]. In particular,
the OMS scheme requires a two-layer encoding scheme, agralted in Fig. 1, which consists
of a physical layer channel code (hereby referred to as therioode) whose rate is adapted to
the chosen user subset in each block and an application éageure code (referred to as the
outer code) that is performed across multiple blocks. Bg&#lg only a subset of users to serve
in each block, the rate of the inner code would be less réstisince successful decoding
needs to be guaranteed for fewer users in each block. Thalbgeoup-rate defined as the
code-rate multiplied by the fraction of users in the grougt tbuccessfully decode, can thus be
effectively increased. However, since a user may not be @bkuccessfully decode in every
block, the channel that it experiences across multiplekslas effectively an erasure channel,

and an outer erasure code should be employed to ensure lthetead in the multicast group
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can eventually recover the message after decoding ovefieisaf number of blocks. The OMS

scheme can achieve significant performance gains, but catnié® expense of delay. That is,
these gains result from using time as an additional resoorrckegree of freedom as compared
to conventional schemes that require successful and tastaous decoding in every block.

In practice, the outer code can be implemented using, €Ig.Raptor, and Fountain codes
[19], [20]. With OMS, the group-rate is known to converge toan-zero constant as the number
of users inceases [15]-[17]. This is in contrast to casebowit OMS where the group-rate is
known to diminish to zero. Most works in the literature on Odé8used on the single-cell single-
antenna scenario, as in [15]-[18]. Our work focuses insteeithe multi-antenna scenario, where
the problem is considerably more difficult due to the depandebetween the user selection
and the transmit signal design. The multi-antenna scenaai® also examined more recently
in [21]-[23], but only for single-cell scenarios. In patlar, in [21], the joint precoding and
user selection was performed using a heuristic semi-oathalgvector selection algorithm. Their
proposed scheme has low complexity but is suitable only fiogls-cell scenarios with sum
power constraints. In [22], [23], the transmit sighal deswgas restricted to beamforming and
the user selection was performed using a heuristic subsetts@lgorithm. The algorithm can

be extended to multicell scenarios, but is subject to highpmaational complexity.

C. Main Contributions

The main contribution of this work is the development of édiit algorithms for the joint
design of the transmit covariance matrix and the opportignisser selection policy in multicell
networks with multiple multicast groups. Here, group-r@tich is defined as the physical layer
code-rate in a certain block multiplied by the fraction otrssthat can successfully decode) is
utilized as the optimizing criterion. This is different fromost works in the literature on physical
layer multicasting, e.g., [4], [8], which typically do nobrsider user selection and, thus, can
utilize the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratioNB)) as the optimizing criterion. In fact, the
SINR criterion is not applicable when user selection is aered since it does not reflect the
effect of the number of users served in each block. For exanifpthe system is optimized by
maximizing the worst SINR among all selected users, they oné user (i.e., the user with the
best effective channel) in each group would be selected.adery finding the optimal transmit

covariance matrix and the opportunistic user selection§Ppblicy to maximize the group-rate
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may be difficult and is, in fact, claimed to be NP-hard in [22herefore, we propose in this
work an approximate solution based on the introduction ahaixation of a set of binary user
selection variables. This technique is similar to that mmesly adopted in [24] and [25] for
admission control problems.

In this work, we consider both single-group and multi-graaplticasting scenarios. We show
that OUS can be especially effective in the latter case, hi@rot only can help avoid limitations
by the worst user but also can help coordinate interferenoeng different cells and multicast
groups. In the single group scenario, the optimization eftiansmit covariance matrix and the
user subset selection is performed first by relaxing thegerteonstraints corresponding to the
user selection variables and then by performing a sequeiatiation technique, where users are
eliminated one-by-one from an initial set of all users td¢/ieandidate user subsets. In the multi-
group scenario, the design parameters are determined bashd group-rate balancing criterion
(also referred to as the max-min weighted group-rate ait¢rand the optimization problem
is solved using a similar relaxation technique along withuacsssive convex approximation
(SCA) approach. In the above, the channel state informd$1) of all users is first assumed
to be available at the transmitter, which may be costly ircfica. To reduce the transmission
overhead, we also consider the case where only a subset isf fesels back their CSI in each
block and propose a design based on the balancing of the texbgmup-rates. In addition to
the SCA approach mentioned above, a sample average apptaxin{(SAA) technique [26],
[27] is further introduced to handle the probabilistic terthat may arise. The effectiveness of
the proposed schemes, compared to [21]-[23], is demoedtthtough computer simulations.

In multicell systems, three cases are often consideredb@selifferent levels of BS cooper-
ation [28]-[30], namely, full BS cooperation, interferencoordination, and no BS cooperation.
Full BS cooperatiomefers to the case where all BSs have knowledge of the infaomantended
to all multicast groups and transmit cooperatively as a agtad multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) system. Interference coordinatiomefers to the case where each BS serves only one
multicast group and only has knowledge of the message iatefat that group. In this case,
cooperative transmission of common data is not possibtehleuransmit signals can be designed
to reduce cochannel interference among different multigesups.No BS cooperatiomefers to
the case where no CSI from users in other cells is availaldetlaus no cooperation is adopted.

Our system model is general enough to include all the casedioned above. Moreover, we
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Fig. 2. lllustration of a multicell network witt3 multicast groups.

would also like to mention that, in this work, we do not redtourselves to rank-transmissions,
as done in [4], [5], [8]-[10], [22], [23], in order to maintaioptimality [7] and also to avoid
distracting the readers, since a ranlconstraint on the transmit covariance matrix is already
enough to make the problem intractable [4], even withous@m®ring user selection. However, if
rank-1 transmissions are desired, our solution can be used asiiedsénite relaxation (SDR)

of the optimal beamformer design and the desired beamfgrwéctors can be extracted from
our solutions using rank-approximation techniques, e.g., the Gaussian randoraizptocedure,

as discussed in [31].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sediiowe introduce the general
multicell multicast scenario and the proposed group-ratarizing problem. In Sections 11l and
IV, the joint design of the transmit covariance matrix and tiser selection policy is examined
for the single-group and the multi-group scenarios, rebpayg. In Section V, the problem is
extended to the case where only a subset of users feeds B&ECICBI in each block. Finally,

computer simulations are provided in Section VI and the p&peoncluded in Section VII.

[I. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let us consider a downlink multicell network with BSs, each equipped with/ antennas,
and K single-antenna users. An illustration of the system undesicleration is given in Fig. 2.

The set of userdC, with cardinality |IC| = K, is divided into G multicast groups, denoted
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by K1, ..., K&, where users in the same group are interested in receivingdme multicast
message. Moreover, |, C {1,..., B} be the set of BSs that are serving grokip and let
Gy, C{1,...,G} be the set of multicast groups served by BNotice that the case of full BS
cooperation can be considered by settlfig= {1,..., B}, for all g, andG, = {1,...,G}, for
all b, whereas the case of interference coordination, where B&dhmas information intended for
only one multicast group, can be considered by setiing G, B, = {g} andg, = {b}, for all

g andb. The case of no cooperation can also be considered by sdéitingG = 1, B; = {1}
and G; = {1}, where the BS focuses on sending information to the intendests without
knowledge of other BSs’ channels or transmitted signads, (while neglecting the presence of
other BSs).

Here, we consider a delay-tolerant application where wasgtimessages can be encoded over
multiple coherence intervals (hereafter referred tblasks. Lets, ,[n| be the signal transmitted
by BSb € B, to users in grougy in block n. In this case, the received signal at usee K,
can be written as

= Z hb,k [n]HSbg —|— Z hb k: Z Sbg + Z hb/ Z Sy ¢ + nk , (1)

beBy beBy Ze#gb b'¢By LGy
l#g

whereh, [n] is the M x 1 complex channel vector between BSand userk in block n and
ng[n] is the complex additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at userith zero mean and
unit variance, i.e.n, ~ CN(0,1). The entries oh,, are assumed to be independent complex
Gaussian random variables with variances that may be eiftefior differentb and k&, due to
path loss or other large-scale fading effects. The first terifl) represents the sum of signals
intended for usek;, the second term represents the interference caused bigttadsstransmitted
by userk’s serving BSs to users in other multicast groups, and thel tierm represents the
interference caused by non-serving BSs.

By defining hy[n] = [hix[n]”,... hpi[n]?]? ands, = [s1,[n]7,... sp4[n]"]", where

spg = 0 for b ¢ B,, the received signal at usércan be rewritten as

yeln] = hy[n]"sy[n] + hy[n]" " se[n] + ngfn]. ()
l#g
Therefore, the SINR at usére G, in block n is given by
E[/hy[n]"s,[n]|*] _ tr(Qy[n]hy[n]hy[n]")

SINRy[n] = 3)

ez Bllb[nFse[n][] + 1 32, tr(Qeln]hy[njhy[n]#) + 1
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whereQ,[n] = El[s,[n]s,[n]”]. Note thatQ,[n] is an M B x M B matrix whose(b, v')-th block
entry of dimensionV/ x M is {Q,[n]}yy £ Elsp4[n]sy 4[n]*]. This block entry is zero if either
b or b’ does not belong t#,. The signals transmitted by BSmust satisfy the per BS power

constraint

> ElllsuglnllI”) =D tr({Qqln] ) < B 4)

9€Gy 9€G
By employing OUS, only a subset of users in each group, Heln| C IC,, for groupg, is
required to decode successfully in bloekIn this case, the rate of the physical layer encoding
(i.e., the inner code) of group, i.e., R,[n|, only needs to be low enough to ensure successful
decoding by users iod,[n]. More specifically, by assuming that the duration of eaclclblis
large enough to invoke Shannon’s random coding argumeit {32 rate R, [n] of the message
intended for the subset of users [n] in block n must be chosen such that

tr(Qy[n]hy [n]hy[n]™) s/Hz
D kg tr(Qz[n]hk[n]hk[n]H)+1) (bps/Hz)  (5)

Ry[n] <log (1 + SINRy[n]) =log (1+

for all k € Ay[n].

Since the codeword in each block is decoded only by a subsetest, each user effectively
experiences an erasure channel across multiple blockglars],an outer (erasure) code, such as
LT, Raptor, and Fountain codes [19], [20], is needed to ensuentual recovery of the original
multicast data at all users. By assuming that an ideal ezasale is employed so that perfect
erasure correction is performed, the average rate of kiseikC, overT' blocks can be written

as

= Z Ry[n]1(rea,n)} (6)

wherely, is the indicator function, and the achievable multicasé @it groupg is thus given
by
g min — HelllCr; T Z R 1{k’EA] [n]}- (7)
Conventional physical layer multicast problems often fsg,,, as the maximization criterion
for system design. However, maximizir'@q,min would require non-causal knowledge of the

channel realizations in the futufé fading blocks, which is not attainable in practice. In order

to implement the user selection and transmit signal desigeal-time, we propose to maximize
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the (average) group-rate defined as

T
fy= ‘/C‘Z ZR 1)Lk Agln]} ;ZRg[n], (8)
n=1

ke, n=1

for group g, where
Rg[n] |]C | Z ]—{kE.Ag[n (9)

kelCy

is the instantaneous group-rate in block The average group-rate provides a measure of the
average speed for which the users are able to acquire thécastilmessage. One can see that
the maximization of the average group-rate can be achieyeshdximizing the instantaneous
group-rate block-by-block, and hence can be implementegahtime. However, it should be
noted that maximizing the average group-r&temay not be equivalent to maximizing the actual
multicast rate}_zg,min in the general case. Thereforé_,, should only be viewed as aawuxiliary
maximization criterion that is used to allow for real-timgtionization of the system parameters.
However, it was shown in [22] (and observed similarly forgéenantenna scenarios in [15] and
[18]) that, when the channel vectors are independent anaticddly distributed (i.i.d.) across
users and over time, the multicast ratg ., is asymptotically equal to the average group-rate
R, and, thus, is maximized asymptotically by maximizing thstamtaneous group-rate,[r]
in each block. The i.i.d. assumption is reasonable in masgsand is often considered when
prior knowledge of the channel distributions or the useosations are unavailable. When the
channel vectors are non-i.i.d., normalization of the clehrooefficients can be performed to
ensure long-term fairness, as to be discussed in SectibBsdhd IV-B.

Maximizing the instantaneous group-rate for blacknvolves optimizing over the transmit

covariance matrice§Q,[n|}%_,, the user subset$A,[n|}% ;, and the physical layer code-

g=1 g=1

rates{R,[n| 5:1 subject to the power and rate constraints given in (4) andTBis problem
is examined for both the single-group and the multi-groupticasting scenarios. Since the
optimization is performed separately in each block, we Isbalit the block indexn in the
remainder of this work.

In the single-group multicasting scenario (i.e., the caser&G = 1), the optimal system
parameters can be determined by solving the following mateeous group-rate maximization
(GRM) problem.
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10

Group-Rate Maximization (GRM) Problem:

maximize iR Z Liken (10a)
‘IC| kel

subject to log,[1 +tr(Qh,hi’)] > R, for k € A, (10b)
tr({Q}es) < B, Vb, Q= 0. (10c)

variables: Q, A, R.

Notice that no cochannel interference exists in this caskethat the group indey is omitted
since only a single multicast group is considered. This lgrmoks claimed to be NP-hard in [22]
and no known solutions are available to solve this probleiiently. An approximate solution
will be studied in Section Il based on the introduction ofed sf binary user selection variables
and a convex relaxation of the problem.

In the multigroup multicasting scenario (i.e., the caseneli&€ > 1), we consider the following
group-rate balancing (GRB) optimization problem where #ystem parameters are jointly
determined to maximize the worst weighted group-rate anahmulticast groups.
Group-Rate Balancing (GRB) Problem:

L. 1 1
maximize i —R 1 1lla
st} 7y K| gk%; theds) (112)
. tr(Q,hh!)
subject to log, [ 1+ gk > R, Vk € A,, Vg, 11b
! > < D0z M(Qehihy) +1 J o 19 (110)
G
S tr({Quhos) < P WO, Qq = 0, Vg, (11c)
g=1
{Qg}b,b’ :OMxMa for b ¢ Bg or b/ ¢ Bg, (11d)

variables: {Qg}o_;, { A}, {Re Y1,

where 7, is the parameter that specifies the priority of groGp Solving the above problem
guarantees a common level of quality-of-service (QoS) fomalticast groups. In particular, if
the resulting objective value is, then the group-rate of group will be at leastr,«, for all

g. It is worthwhile to note that the GRB problem is analogoush® SINR-balancing problem
often considered for the design of multiuser downlink beaming [33] or multigroup multicast

beamforming [8] schemes. While the SINR criterion may béaslé for conventional multicast

September 12, 2018 DRAFT



11

beamforming designs, where all users are required to desackessfully in each fading block,
it is not suitable for systems employing OUS. This is becaugeen considering the SINR-
balancing (or, equivalently, the max-min SINR) criteridine optimization will result in a trivial
user selection policy where only the user with the best chlaimeach group is chosen. Even
though the physical layer code-rate can be chosen to be gfedtiin this case, the group-rate
is limited by the fact that only one user is able to decode. GRB formulation is interesting
in the sense that it allows us to take into consideration ffecteof user selection as well as
to incorporate the impact of QoS requirements, iwg,,into the problem. This problem will
be examined further in Section IV and an approximate satutidll be proposed based on a
relaxation similar to that in the single-group scenario.
REMARK 1: Most works in the literature on physical layer multicasti(egg., [4]-[6], [8]-

[10], [13], [14]) assume that all users must decode sucadbsin each block. In this case, the
outer erasure code is not needed and the instantaneous geiapvill be equal to the physical

layer code-rate in each block. The group-rate in blacknust then satisfy
R,[n] = R,y[n| <log(1+ SINRg[n]), Vke K,.

The conventional approach can be viewed as the case wherchasseA,n] = K,, for all
g and n. The proposed OUS scheme instead optimizes @\i¢t| and, thus, the achievable

group-rate can be no less than that in conventional systems.

1. GROUP-RATE MAXIMIZATION FOR SINGLE-GROUP MULTICASTING

In this section, we examine the GRM problem in (10) for thegkrgroup multicasting
scenario. Note that the joint design of all system pararadtethis problem is in general NP-
hard [22] due to the combinatorial nature of the user subsietcgon. However, as similarly
observed in [22], the problem reduces to a standard SDPeroihen the user subset is given.

In particular, for a given user subsdi the SDP problem can be formulated as follows:

max R -|A| (12a)
subject to log,[1 +tr(Qh,hi)] > R, for k € A, (12b)
tr({Q}ss) < B, Vb, Q =0, (12c)

variables: Q, R.
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Due to this observation, the authors in [22] proposed a bgarsubset search algorithm where
all users are considered initially and one user is excludeah the set in each iteration until no
further gain in the objective value is obtained. The userawsd in each iteration is the user
whose removal from the set results in the maximum increasieeimbjective value. Lej(.A) be

the optimal objective value of (12) for a given user subdeihen, the subset search algorithm

can be summarized as follows.

Algorithm 1 Subset Search Algorithm [22]
1) SetA={1,...,K}.

2) DefineA_, & A— {k}, for all k € A, and letk* = arg max; g(A_}).
3) If g(A) > g(A_x+), then stop and takel as the solution; else, set < A — {k*} and go

to Step 2.

Notice from Algorithm 1 that, in evaluating* in each iteration, the SDP problem in (12)
needs to be solved for every possible choicedof,. This requires one to solve the above SDP

problem in the order 0O (K?) times, which can be inefficient as increases.

A. Reformulation and Relaxation of the GRM Problem usingr $&dection Variables

To solve the GRM problem in (10) more efficiently, let us firatroduce a set of binary
user selection variable§s,, Vk € K}, wheres, = 1 if user k is selected (i.e., it € A) and
s = 0, otherwise. By choosing to be sufficiently small, the GRM problem can be equivalently

formulated as

max |—’1C|R;c Sk (13a)
subject to log,[1 + tr(Qhyh!)] +671(1 — s;) > R, Vk € K, (13b)
tr({Q}op) < B, Vb, Q =0, (13c)

s € 0,1}, Vi, (13d)

variables: Q, R, {sk}rex-

The equivalence of the two problems is stated in the follgnlemma. The proof is given in

Appendix A.
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LEMMA 12 For 6 < [max; logy(1+ S22, Pyl ) QR {51 heer) is an optimal
solution of the problem irf13) if and only if (Q*, R*, A*), where A* = {k € K : s} = 1}, is
an optimal solution of the GRM problem {&0).

Notice that the problem in (13) is non-convex due to the iatepnstraints or,’s in (13d). To
obtain an efficient solution, we consider a relaxation ofghablem where the integer constraints
on s;’s are replaced with the linear constrainits< s, < 1, for all k. By taking the logarithm

of the objective and by omitting the irrelevant variabldg telaxed problem can be written as

max InR+In Z Sk (14a)
kel
subject to log,[1 + tr(Qhyh/)] +671(1 — s;) > R, Vk € K, (14b)
tr({Q}op) < B, Vb, Q =0, (14c)
0< s <1,VE, (14d)

variables: Q, R, {sk}rex-

This problem is convex and can be solved efficiently usingegarpurpose solvers such as CVX
[34]. By relaxing the integer constraints on the user si&lacvariables, the terna—!(1 — s;)
can take on any value betweérandd—!, and can be viewed as a measure of rate violation, i.e.,
the difference between the code-rdteand the achievable rate of uskr Similar approaches
have also been used in studies of admission control probierf#1] and [25]. Notice that the
solution of s, in the relaxed problem may not take on the valuar 1. To convert the solution of
the relaxed problem to a feasible solution of (13), we prep@sequential deflation technique,
where theD users with theD smallest values of;, are removed in each iteration, after which
the values ofQ, R, andsy, Vk, are updated by solving (14) again. The valugotan be chosen
as1 in most cases but can be chosen to be greater than one foredtppkduction. Among
the [ K/ D| possible subsets obtained from this procedure, whefes the smallest integer not
less tham, the user subset that yields the largest group-rate is ohd$e sequential deflation
algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2.

Notice that the sequential deflation algorithm proposedrab® different from that proposed
in [25] where the algorithm is to terminate whenever the remhof a user no longer results in

an increase in group-rate. However, when applying their@ggh to our problem, the algorithm
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Algorithm 2 Opportunistic User Selection by Sequential Deflation
(i) Initialize by settingA + K, A* < (), anda* + 0.

(i) Solve (12) for given user subset and leta be the resulting objective value.

(i) If a> a*, then setn* + @ and A* + A.

(iv) Solve the relaxed problem (14) f&€ = A to yield the values o, for all k& € A.

(v) SetA «+— A — S, WhereS,,,;, is the set of users associated with thesmallest values
of s, among users iMA.

(vi) Repeat steps (ii)-(v) untid = (). Then, taked* as the desired user subset.

often terminates early in the process at a local optimum ithatlose to choosing all users
as the serving subset. Moreover, it is worthwhile to reméudt,tin Algorithm 2, two convex
optimization problems are solved in each iteration (i.eg éor computing the relaxed problem
(14) and one for solving (12) for gived) and the number of iterations is equal to the number
of usersK in the worst case, whe® = 1. This is a significant improvement over tiag K?)

worst-case complexity required in the subset search methodnarized in Algorithm 1 [22].

B. Fairness of the GRM Problem in the Non-I.I.D. Case base€bhannel Normalization

Notice that maximizing the instantaneous group-rate, aseda the previous subsection,
equivalently maximizes the average group-rate in (8). Wihenchannel vectors (i.e., the short-
term fading coefficients) are i.i.d. across users, all usalishave equal probability of being
selected in each block and, thus, the average group-ratédvewentually be the rate achieved
by all users ag" — oo [22]. However, when the channel vectors are non-identiaiitributed,
users with better average channels (namely, users clotes 8Ss) may have a higher probability
of being selected under our proposed scheme. In this casesu of fairness may arise, similar
to that observed in [15] and [18] for the single-antenna chséhis section, a heuristic channel
normalization technique is proposed to address the aforgomed fairness issue.

The key idea is to normalize the channel vectors of the usethdir long term statistics and
perform the proposed OUS based on the normalized channtrggevhich will then be i.i.d.).
More specifically, suppose that the channel vetigf[n| between BS) and userk in block n

has entries that are i.i.d N (0, d;,ff), whered, . is the distance between BSand userk and o
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is the path loss exponent. Moreover, dgt= ‘—,1q > rex doi b€ the average distance of all users

to BS b. Let us define the normalized channel vector betweerb B8d userk in block n as

hy, i [n] = hy k(0] (15)

which has entries that are i.i.d\ (0, d, *). The normalized channel vectors are then utilized to
compute the optimal user subset, denoted4yy using the algorithm proposed in the previous
subsection. The optimal transmit covariance matrix cam the computed by solving (12) for
given A* using the original channel vectols, i, Vb, k.

The normalized channel vectors are scaled by their aver&gande so that the distance
between the BSs and the users are taken into account in thal-stgnoise ratio (SNR) at the
receiver. After normalization, the channel vectors ex@wred by all users will become i.i.d.
and, by performing OUS based on the normalized channel rgecatl users will have equal
probability of being selected in each block, ensuring fés1among users. The users that are
opportunistically selected in each block will likely be usevhose instantaneous channel gains
are larger than their respective averages, exploitingdirarstages of both temporal and multiuser
diversity. It is also interesting to note that, even thoulgé tsers in the subset* are chosen
as target users and the transmit covariance m&dids chosen to maximize the rate of users
in A*, it is possible that users outside of the target subtemay also be served due to their
large average channel gains (i.e., their close distandeet®8s) or because of their coincidental
locations in the directions of the beamformed signals. Tedgopmance of the proposed fair
OUS scheme is demonstrated through simulations in Sectlon V

It is necessary to note that the proposed normalizationnsehie applicable to any case in
which the average channel gain is different for differerdgrasnot limited to that caused by path
loss. For frequency-selective fading scenarios, mulieamodulation schemes such as OFDM
can be considered and the proposed algorithm, includinghia@nel normalization technique,

can be applied to each subcarrier individually.

IV. GROUP-RATE BALANCING FOR MULTIGROUP MULTICASTING

In this section, we examine in more detail the GRB problemcdieed in (11) for the
multigroup multicasting scenario. The problem is more lgmaging than that in the single-group

scenario because of the existence of cochannel interferamong different groups.
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Notice that, similar to the single-group scenario, the claxipy of solving the GRB problem
in (11) is largely due to the combinatorial nature of the sledor the optimal user subsets
{Ay}5,. However, different from the problem in (12), the optimipatproblem does not reduce
to a convex optimization problem even when the user sul{ség$§:1 are given. Specifically,

when {A,}% | are given, we have

1
max min  —R, (16a)
ge{1,...,G} Tg
- tr(Qzhihy) )
subject tolog, ( 1 + g > R,, Vk € A, Vg, 16b
’ 5 < Dz t1(Qebyhy) +1 ) = 7 ot (166)
G
> 1({Qutus) < By, Vb, Q, =0, Vg, (16c)
g=1
{Qu}or =0npas, for b ¢ B, or ' ¢ B, (16d)
variables:{Q,}5_,, {R,} 1,

wherer, £ 7,|K,|/|A,|. We can observe that the rate variablg8,}%, are unconstrained

below and that the objective value does not become smalletebyeasingr, /7, to the value

Byfm =+ = Ra/7g

on problem (16) without loss of optimality.
By introducing the variablex = R,/7{ = --- = R¢g/7., the problem in (16) can be

equivalently expressed as

max « (17a)

subject totr(Q,hyh!/7) > (2Téa . 1) (Z tr(Qohyh!) + 1) , Yk € Ay, Vg, (17b)

l#g
G
> w({Qules) < By, Vb, Qy = 0,Vg, (17c)
g=1
{Qg}oy =0npns, for b ¢ By ort' ¢ By, (17d)
variables:{Q,}5_,, o.
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This problem is still non-convex due to the constraint inkflHowever, for a fixedn, the
constraint becomes convex and the problem becomes a coeasibifity problem. The optimal
value of « can then be found via a bisection search as described in Hogviiag.

To perform the bisection search, it is necessary to firstroete an upper bound and a lower
bound on the value of.. To do so, notice that, in (17))a = 7,a|K,|/|A,| can be viewed as
the minimum rate achievable by all users in the subgtnd, thus, is upper-bounded by the
rate achievable when all BS powers are used to beamform adlakee tbest user in groug (and
no signal is sent to other groups), i.e.,

B
74| IC4] 2
< | 1+ Byllh , 18
« A i%?ct}: 08, bE:1 b || 1 g | (18)

whereh,;, is the channel from B$ to userk. This inequality must hold for aly and, thuso

is upper-bounded by

B
a< min max A, log, <1+ZPb||hb7k||2>. (19)
b=1

T ge{L,...G) keAy Ty IC,|

Moreover, since the rate is non-negative,is trivially lower-bounded by0. The bisection
algorithm repeatedly bisects the interval between the uppd lower bounds given above until

the solution is obtained. Details are given in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Bisection Search fow
1) Initialize U as in (19) andL = 0.

2) Seta = YL and solve the feasibility problem corresponding to (17}t i$ feasible, then

set L = a. Otherwise, set/ = a.
3) Repeat Step 2 untll — L < ¢, wheree is the value specifying the convergence criteria.

The resulting{Qg};;:1 and « are the desired solution to (17).

In the above, the optimal transmit covariance matri{;Qg}tf:1 (and the corresponding rates
{R,}5_,) were found for given user subsefs4,}% . To find {4,}5_,, one can employ a
heuristic OUS policy similar to the subset search algoritteacribed in Algorithm 1. However,
as mentioned previously, this requires solving (17) in theeoof O(K?) times, with a bisection
search embedded in each computation. In the following, vepgse a more efficient method

based on the introduction of binary user selection varglade done in the single-group scenario.
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Here, an SCA approach is further adopted to cope with the coomexity caused by the

interference terms.

A. Reformulation and Relaxation of the GRB Problem using $&tection Variables

Specifically, following the technique given in Section I8t us introduce the set of binary user
selection variablegs;, VK,,Vg}, wheres, = 1 if k € A, for someg, ands;, = 0, otherwise.

Then, for a sufficiently smald, the GRB problem in (11) can be equivalently formulated as

max  min Ry s 20a
g1, ..., G}Tg|/C| Z g (202)

i tr(Qghihy’) B
subject tolog, |1+ gk +6 ' (1—sx) > R,, Vk € K, Vg, 20b
J g2< EZ#ktr<Q£hkth)+1> (1=s) = Ry g V9 (20b)

G

> r({Qutes) < B, Vb, Q, = 0,Vy, (20c)
g=1
{Qg}oy =0npa, forb ¢ By ort' ¢ By, (20d)
s € {0,1}, Vk € K, (20e)

variables: {Qg}g LR, }g 15 1Sk Jrek-

The equivalence of the problems in (11) and (20) is statethenfollowing lemma.

LEMMA 2: For

-1

B
§ < |maxmaxlog,(1 + ZPthb,k||2) ;

geG kek,
{Q;}5 1, {R: 351, {5 }rex) is an optimal solution of the problem {@0)if and only if ({Q;}5_
{R:}S, {A}S)), where A: £ {k € K, : s; =1}, forg=1,...,G, is an optimal solution of
the GRB problem irf11).
The proof is similar to that of Lemma 1 and, thus, is omittechr&bver, let us also consider
a relaxation where the integer constraints is are replaced with the linear constrairits<

s < 1, for all k. By introducing the auxiliary variable, the relaxed problem can be written in
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the epigraph form

max « (21a)

subject toR, Y _ s, > 7,[Kla”, Vg, (21b)
keKy

r({Qe}e)) + 611 — sx) > R, Vk € K,, Vg, (21c)

0<s,<1, Vk € K, (20c) and (20d) (21d)

variables:{Qg}5_ 1, { Ry} oy, {sk}rex, @,

where

G\ 2 tr(Qghihy)
Q) = o, (1 - Ze;,gg tr(éehkth) + 1) ' (22)

for £ € KC,. Notice that this problem cannot be solved using the bisecsiearch algorithm

since, even when is given, the problem does not reduce to a convex feasihiiyblem.

This is because the value &, cannot be determined explicitly and the constraint in (2%c)

non-convex. To address this issue, we employ an SCA apprasciescribed in the following.

First, notice that, sincé, is positive, the non-convex constraint in (21b) can be emiths

Z Sp — ang_lam > (. (23)
ke,

Then, by applying the Schur complement [35], this constre@m be equivalently written as the

linear matrix inequality constraint

R /T, IC

g /7o Ky ~ 0. (24)
avarinen Ekelcg Sk

Secondly, to address the non-convexity of the constrairfRirc), we adopt an SCA technique

similar to that employed in [36]. Specifically, given alﬁyf)g}le satisfying (20c) and (20d),

which together withh = 0, R, =671, s, = 0, Vg, k, is a feasible point to (21), we can rewrite
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r({Q/}5.,) and obtain its lower bound as

re({Qe}iy)
G
= log, (1—1—2 tr(thkth)> —log, <1+Ztr(Q€hkth>>

=1 t#g
B Ze;ég tr((Qe — Qé)hk:th)
[1+ 3, tr(Qhyhf)] In2

G
> log, (1 +Z tf(thkth)> —log, <1+Z tr(Qchihy)

— l#g
2 75,({QE, [ {QE)

where the inequality comes from the first-order conditiorttef concave functiotog,(-), i.e.,
log,y < logyx + —L=(y — x) for any =,y > 0. Note thatr,({Q/}5, | {Q/}.,) is concave
in {Q/}%_,. By replacingr,({Q,}%.,) in constraint (21c) with/,({Q/}5, | {Q.}%.,) and by
replacing (21b) with (24), the problem in (21) can be apprated as

max o (25a)
R IC
AL BV (25b)
avarinen Zkelcg Sk
Pe({ Qoo [{Qe}E,) + 67 (1—s) > Ry, Vk € Ky, Vg, (25¢)

0<s, <1, Vk € K, (20c) and (20d) (25d)

subject to (

variables:{Qg};;:l, {Rg};;:l, {sk}rex, o

The resulting optimization problem in (25) is convex and ba&nsolved using general purpose
solvers such as CVX [34]. Notice that this approximationasservative in the sense that solving
(25) yields a feasible approximate solution to (21). Howgthee approximation performance can
be improved by iteratively applying the same approximatmi21), with{Qg}fz1 taken as the
solution of {Q,}% , obtained in the previous iteration. The process can be tegamtil the

value of « converges. The algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 4.

Algorithm 4 Relaxed GRB via Successive Convex Approximation (SCA)
1) Initialize {Q,}%_, by any feasible point of (20c), (20d), and set= 0.
2) Solve problem (25), and denote the solutionpf as Q; and the objective value as‘.

3) If |a& — a*| < ¢, then stop; else, s&), « Q; for all ¢, & < o, and go to Step.
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The convergence of Algorithm 4 is described in the followprgposition.

PROPOSITIOND: Let {{Q}}{,, {R:}5_,, {s}}rex, "} denote the solution of25). Then,

any limit point of the iterates{{Q*}{_,, {R;}5_,, {s} }rex, "} generated by Algorithm 4 is

a stationary point of probleni21).

The proof is given in Appendix B. After obtaining the valudssp from the relaxed problem
(and the SCA approach in Algorithm 4), the sequential deitatiechnique proposed in the
previous section can then be utilized to obtain a solutioritfe user subsetsA,}5 ;. Similarly,
by employing the sequential deflation technique, the ogttion problem in (25) is solved(K)
times, which is a significant improvement over the subsatbeaith bisection. The performance

of the two algorithms will be compared in Section VI.

B. Fairness of the GRB Problem in the Non-1.I.D. Case base€loannel Normalization

Notice that, similar to the single-group scenario, the GR8bfem may also suffer fairness
issues since the average group-rate is again used as thenixation criterion in each group.
In this section, we extend the heuristic channel normatinaiechnique, previously proposed in
Section 11I-B, to the multi-group scenario.

Specifically, suppose that the channel vedigr[n] between BS and userk in block n has
entries that are i.i.OK?N(O,d;,j‘), whered,, is the distance between BfSand userk anda is
the path loss exponent. Le?t,,g = ﬁzk% dy, be the average distance between B&nd

users in group;. Then, the normalized channel vector betweeniBfid userk in groupg can

3 B dy o
hb7k[n] = hb,k[n] dTa. (26)
b,k

Here, instead of scaling the normalized channel vectordibyaverage distance associated with

be defined as

all users, as in (26), the channel vectors are scaled by temge distance of users within
its own group. Similar to Section 1lI-B, the normalized cheh vectors are then utilized to
compute the optimal user subsets, denotedfgy for all g, using the algorithm proposed in
the previous subsection. With user subs{eﬂs}le, the optimal transmit covariance matrix can
then be computed by solving (16) using the original chaneetorshy, ., Vb, k.

By performing OUS based on the normalized channel vect@essuin the same group will

have equal probability of being selected in each block. &hesers will likely be those whose
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instantaneous channels are temporarily more favorabileerein the sense that their channel
gains are large relative to their respective averages dndrsense that their channel directions
cause less interference to other groups. The performanteegbiroposed fair OUS scheme is

demonstrated through simulations in Section VI.

V. GROUP-RATE BALANCING BASED ON PARTIAL CHANNEL FEEDBACK

In previous sections, the design of the transmit covarianat&ices and the user subsets was
performed based on instantaneous knowledge of all users’I@®ractice, this may require a
large amount of feedback, especially when the number ofsusethe system is large. In this
section, we consider the case where only a subset of useafs kzek their CSI in each block.
Since the CSI of some users may be missing, the optimizatononly be performed based
on the expected group-rate, i.e., the expectation of theageegroup-rate with respect to the
statistics of the unknown channels.

Let K, n, be the set of users from group, that have chosen to feedback their channels in
the given block and lek’; ,, = K, — K, 5, be the complement set, i.e., the set of users from
group K, whose CSI is unknown. In this case, the system parameterbedound by solving
the group-rate balancing with partial feedback (GRB-Pbfam as given below:

GRB with Partial Feedback (GRB-PF) Problem:

max min TgllC | Z {re({Q}E.)2R } (273)
G

subject t0 Y _tr({Q,}ss) < P, Wb, Q, = 0,Vy, (27b)
g=1

{Qq}oy =0npar, for b ¢ By or ' ¢ By, (27¢)

variables:{Q,}5_\, {R,}5.,,

Here, we assume that a user’s decision to feedback its ché&mnaot) is independent of its

channel realizations. Otherwise, the expectation musvakeated by conditioning on the specific
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feedback stratedy|In particular, the expectation term inside the objectivaction can be written

as

tr(Q,hihiT)
Z 1{10g2 <1+ tr(Qs]hkth) >2Rg} + Z Pr <10g2 <1+ Zbﬁg tr(Qghth)—Fl) > (28)

ke g 1 Yorg tr(Qehghf)+1 kEKS g,
Notice that the probability in the second term cannot beuated in closed-form and, thus,
is difficult to handle from an optimization perspective. Tadeess this issue, we propose to
consider an approximation technique where the probabditeplaced with its sample average
approximation (SAA). Similar techniques have also beerelyiddopted in the area of stochastic
optimization, e.g., [26], [27].

More specifically, letf;,, be the density function df;, and Iet{h(” , be J vectors randomly

generated according tf,,. Then, the probability can be approxmated as

tr(Q,hyhil)
P l 1 9 k 1 J J ‘ 2
1" <Og2 < ' > 02yt1(Qehihff) +1 Z {10g2< g o >>Rg} >

ZZ;& tr(Q[h(J) (h(J))H)+1

With knowledge of the distributions of the channel vecthys for eachk € K 4, the objective

function in (27) can be approximated as

min

g
g 7|, 21 {2} T Z Z {re;4QAE =R} | (30)

kel g,fb (] fb

where

tr(Q,hy () ")
D . G) (31)
Dz r(Qehy” (b)) + 1

for k € K 5,- The channel vectorsh(J _, can be viewed as the channel vectorsJjo¥irtual

1 ({Qe}e,) £ log, (1 +

users associated with usgr The entire set of virtual users in groypis defined asC, ., =
Ko m X {1,...,J}. Moreover, letA, s C K, 0 and A, C K, be the subsets of selected

feedback and virtual users, respectively, in grgupat are intended to successfully decode, and

INote that, in cases with partial feedback (i.e., when onlgt pathe users feedback their channels), the specific fegdba
strategy may have a significant impact on the group-rateopegnce. In particular, allowing channel feedback fronrsiséth
bad channels may improve service towards these users inl#ack but may limit the achievable multiuser and temporal
diversity gains over time; and allowing feedback from useith good channels may have the opposite effect. The optimal
feedback strategy should exploit the tradeoff betweenethe® effects, especially in the non-i.i.d. case, but rexpiiiurther

studies that go beyond the scope of this work. Readers aggedfto [37] and [38] for further discussions on this topic.

September 12, 2018 DRAFT



24

let the index pair(k, j) denote thej-th virtual user associated with (non-feedback) usefrhe

GRB-PF problem in (27) can then be approximated as follows:

max B ] ('Agﬂ’| T |A9’Vir|> (322)
subject tor ({Qe}i1) > Ry, Yk € Ay, Vg, (32b)
e ({Qe}s1) > Ry, Y(k,j) € Aguir, Yy, (32c)

(27b) and (27c) (32d)

Val’lab|eS {Qg g= 17{R }g 17{‘/49 fb}g 17{A97Vir gG_l

Notice that the above problem is difficult to solve due to tbenbinatorial nature of the search
over the user subsefs4,, fb}G L and{A, Vlr} . However, when{ A, fb}G L and{A, Vlr} ', are
given, the problem becomes the same as (16) with: 7, [ICy| /(| Agm|+ 5| Agie|) @nd, thus,
can be solved using the bisection search algorithm destcrib@lgorithm 3.

To determine the user selection (i.e., the choicéA;,fb}le and {Ag,vir}le), we introduce,
for each feedback usére K, g, a user selection variablg, and, for each virtual useik, j) €
Kqvir, @ user selection variablg ;. Then, similar to the previous sections, the approximated

GRB-PF problem can be reformulated as

max mln— ( Zsk+— Z tk,j) (33a)

i ke, m (k,3)EK g vir
subject tor, ({Q}5,) + 071 (1 — s) > Ry, Vk € Ky, Vg, (33b)
i ({Qe}ii)) + 671 (1 —try) > Ry, V(k,j) € Kyir, V9, (33c)
si € (0,1}, Vk € K, ¥, (27b) (27¢) (33d)
tr; € {0,1}, V(k,j) € Kgir, Vg, (33¢)

variables: {Qg}g 1,{Rg}g 1 {8k, VE EICgfb}g 1Atk V(k, 7) EICgm}g 1

wherer! £ 7,|IC,|.
By relaxing the integer constraints and by applying prapsrof the Schur complement, we
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can obtain a similar relaxed problem in its epigraph form,, i.

max o (34a)

_ R, /T
subject to N \/TT;' k§95k+% Z(k’j)e@’m% =0, Vg, (34b)
re({Qe},) + 07 (1—s) >Ry, Yk € Ky, Vg, (34c)
g ({QeHey) +07 (1=try) = Ry, V(k, j) € Kgir, V9, (34d)
0<s, <1, Yk € Kym, (27b) (27c), (34e)
0<ty; <1, Y(k,j) € Kyuir, Vg, (34f)

variables:{ Qg }_\, { Ry} oy, {51, Yk € Ko}y, {th, V(K. ) € Kguirtory, .

g=1 g=1 g=1

The above problem is still non-convex due to the constramt34c) and (34d). Therefore,
we adopt an SCA approach, similar to that in the previousi@gctvhere the left-hand-side
of the inequalities in (34c) and (34d) are approximated ksirtboncave lower bounds. More

specifically, the problem in (34) is approximated as

max (35a)

_ R, /T,
subject to o %E,Cgsﬁ% E(M)%Wtk’j =0, Vg, (35b)
P({Qe} e [ {QE) + 67 (1—sk) > Ry, VK € Kyny V9, (35¢)
T ({QeHE QL) +07 (1=ty) = Ry, Y(k,j) € Kguir, Vg, (35d)
0<sp <1, Vk €Ky, (27b)(27c) (35€)
0<tr; <1, V(k,j) € Kyvirs Vg, (35f)

variables:{Qu}5_ 1, { Ry}, {51, Yk € Ko}y, {thy, V(k, ) € Kguictomy, v,

g=1 g=1

where {Qg}g’;l can be any point satisfying constraints (27b) and (27c), and{Q/}%, |
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{Q/}%.,) is defined as
G
P ({Q T [ {QeE) £ logy (HZU(Qgh%)(h(,f))H)) —log, <1+Z tr(Qgh%>hg>H))
=1 t#g
- Ze;agtf((Qe—Qz)hf)hf)H)
[1 +Zé¢gtr(th(kj)h(kj)H)] m2

The resulting optimization problem (35) is convex and carsbled using general purpose

solvers such as CVX [34]. Similarly, refined approximateutiohs can be obtained by solving
a series of convex optimization problems where, in eactatim, {Q,}5_, are taken as the
solutions of {Q,}%_, obtained in the previous iteration. The process can be tegeaamtil the

objective valuen converges. The algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 5.

Algorithm 5 Relaxed GRB-PF via SAA and SCA
1) Randomly generate channel vect@kéf) jzl,Vk € Ky V9.

2) Initialize {Q,}%_, by any feasible point of (27b), (27c), and set= 0.
3) Solve problem (35), and denote the solutiondfas Q; , and the objective value as".

4) If |& — o*| <, then stop; else, s, Q;, & < a*, and go to Step 2.

PROPOSITION2: Let ({Q;}5_, { R}, o, {s;,Vk € Ko}y, {t;;, V(. J) € Kguvir}5-1)
denote the solution o35). Then, any limit point of the iterates generated by Algamth is a

stationary point of problen(34).

The proof of Proposition 2 is similar to that of Propositionathd, thus, is omitted. After
obtaining the values of, andt;; from the relaxed problem, a sequential deflation technique,
similar to that in Algorithm 2, is again applied to obtain dugimn for the feedback and virtual
user subsets, i.e{A’;}5, and {A; , }5,, respectively. The sequential deflation algorithm
used for the GRB-PF problem is formally described in Algunt6. Notice that, in this problem,
SAA introduces a large number of virtual users which may ease the complexity of the
sequential deflation approach. To reduce complexity, weoshdo eliminate more than one
virtual user at once in each iteration. Specifically, if tmeaflest user selection variable is asso-
ciated with a virtual user (i.e., hing, jyeca, ., tr; < min{mingey, 4, o Sk MiNGjyeu, A, v thij})s

then D, > 1 (e.g., D; = 5) virtual users with theD, smallest user selection variables are
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eliminated from the potential virtual user subséf.;,. On the other hand, ifninge 4, ,, sx <
min{mingey, 4, o Sk, Mk j)eu,4, .. tr,j )} then Dy = 1 feedback user is eliminated from the
potential feedback user subsé} ,. The removal of virtual users can be viewed as the removal

of channel realizations that are not able to jointly suppohigh transmission rate.

Algorithm 6 OUS by Sequential Deflation for the GRB-PF Problem
(i) Initialize by settingA, s, < Ky s Agvir < Kgirs As g, < 0, A i 0, forg=1,..., G,

g,vir

ando* < 0.

(i) Solve (32) for given user subse{sztg,fb}g’:1 and { A, vir 521, and leta be the resulting
objective value.

(i) If a>a”, then setn” < &, A 5 < Ay, and Aj i, < Ay i, V9.

(iv) Solve the relaxed GRB-PF problem in (35) (using Algamit 5) for I, 5, = A, and
Ky vir = Agvirs Vg, to yield the values ok, Vk € A, n, andty ;, V(k, j) € Ay, V9.

(V) If minkeAgyfb s < min {minkeUgAgyfb Sk, min(w)eugAg_yvir th}, then set .Agfb —
Agip — Sminm, Where S,inm IS the set of feedback users associated with the
D, smallest values ofs, among users inA,q; else, if mingjea, . tr; <
min {mingeu, 4, o, Sk, WD )eu, A, o thy o then setAg v < Aguir — Swinvie, Where
Sminvir 1S the set of virtual users associated with thesmallest values of;, ; in A, ;..

(vi) Repeat steps (ii)-(v) untild, 5, = 0 for someg. Then, take{A? ;15 and{A;  }5, as

the desired set of feedback and virtual users.

It is worthwhile to note that, in the proposed scheme, theialrusers are generated at random
and, thus, the solution obtained under certain realizat@frthe virtual users’ channels may be
worse than the case without virtual users (i.e., solving @®B problem assuming only the
existence of the feedback users). This is especially the wden the number of virtual users,
i.e., J, is small. Hence, in practice, one can take the better ofwtloesthemes (i.e., the scheme
considering only feedback users’ channels and the prop@&&}PF scheme) in each realization
to guarantee that no loss occurs due to such randomnessalldvis us to reduce the required
number of virtual users in practice. Moreover, when the sisgrannels are i.i.d., the same set

of virtual users can be used for all users, which further ceduhe complexity.
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Fig. 3. For the single-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, anl = 30 users, we show the
average group-rates of single-group multicasting usimgpitoposed sequential deflation, the subset search, thddasiaand

Low’s algorithms.

VI. SIMULATIONS RESULTS

In this section, the effectiveness of the proposed schemdsmonstrated through computer
simulations. In the experiments, we consider a multiceivoek with B = 3 BSs, each equipped
with M = 2 transmit antennas, and set the power constraints of the 88sa P, = P; = P.

The SNR is defined a®/s?, whereos? = 1 is the noise variance at each receiver (as chosen
in Section 1), and the entries of the channel vectors arerasd to be i.i.dCA(0,1) unless

mentioned otherwise. The results are obtained by averamieg600 channel realizations.

A. Single-Group Multicasting Scenario

First, we consider the single-group multicasting scenaiith B = 3 BSs serving collabora-
tively K = 30 users. We would like to emphasize that the scenario undeidemation is different
from having a single BS witlé antennas since each BS here is subject to their own individua
power constraint”. In Fig. 3, we compare the average group-rate of singlefgraulticasting
using the proposed sequential deflation technique (destiibAlgorithm 2) with that of single-
group multicasting using the subset search algorithm (dest in Algorithm 1), the broadcast
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Fig. 4. For the single-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, anl = 30 users, we show the

average group-rate improvements obtained with the prapesguential deflation algorithm and the subset searchitdgor

scheme (where all users are served in each block), and Légdsitam [21] (which is based on
a heuristic semi-orthogonal user selection algorithm}elHeow’s algorithm is performed with
power allocation that takes into consider the individualvpo constraints at different BSs. We
can see that, in the single group scenario, the proposecarsiibset-search based OUS policies
perform better than the broadcast scheme and, in fact,ggovore advantages in the low SNR
regime than in the high SNR regime. This is because, in thB Bi§R regime, a significant
rate loss may be experienced when a user is eliminated amsl, ithis preferable to serve all
users simultaneously (as done in the broadcast schemeasts avith OUS, the subset search
algorithm performs slightly better than the proposed sdahdmt the difference is not significant
and comes at the cost of much higher complexity. Low’s atgoriperforms the worst among
all scehems since the precoder is not shaped in accordatitéheiindividual power constraints,
but chosen to maintain orthogonality among different siglictions [21]. In Fig. 4, we show
the group-rate improvement of the proposed and the subaethsalgorithms. The group-rate
improvement is defined as the difference in group-rate batvike compared algorithm and the

broadcast scheme, normalized by the group-rate of the letteeme. We can see that, at low
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Fig. 5. For the single-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, anl = 30 users, we show the

average number of selected users obtained with the propespeential deflation, the subset search, and Low’s algosith

SNR, the group-rate improvement can be o@f for both the proposed and the subset search
algorithms.

In Fig. 5, we show the average number of users that are seélectach block in the proposed
sequential deflation, the subset search, and Low’s algositiVe can see that the number of
selected users increases with SNR in all schemes. The ssdxmeh algorithm eliminates fewer
users because it terminates whenever no further improveis@btained after removing a user
whereas the proposed scheme first removes users seqyeantidllno user remains to yield
|IC| candidate user subsets and then chooses the solution éids yine best group-rate. Even
though the subset search algorithm is able to choose theappstpriate user to eliminate in each
iteration (since it performs an exhaustive search amongeaikining users in each iteration), it
may have terminated prematurely because of the existenoeany locally optimum solutions.

It is worthwhile to note that the number of users selectedaoheblock does not reflect the
long-term fairness of the scheme. It only shows how eachrselexploits the tradeoff between
multiuser diversity and multicast gains. When the usersanaoels are i.i.d., each user has equal

opportunity of being selected in each block and thus, withiticorporation of the outer code,
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Fig. 6. For the single-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, and SNR*5dB, we show the

average group-rate of the proposed, the subset searchharmdadcast schemes as the number of usemscreases.

the average rate achieved by all users is asymptoticallypainee.

In Fig. 6, we show the average group-rate of the proposeduhset search, and the broadcast
schemes with respect to the number of users, Ke.The receive SNR is fixed as15dB. Due
to the high computational complexity of the subset seartierse, its performance is averaged
only over300 channel realizations fok < 125 and 30 channel realizations foK > 125. We
can see that the OUS schemes (i.e., the proposed and the sebseh algorithms) perform
better than the broadcast scheme, especially as the nurhbisers increases. This is because,
in the broadcast scheme, the group-rate is limited by thetwer in the group and the channel
conditions of the worst user will degrade continuously a&rthmber of users increases. However,
in the OUS schemes, the rate limitations caused by the wgestsiare alleviated by selecting
users with sufficiently reliable channels in each block. lBoge K, the subset search algorithm
performs better than the proposed scheme in the singleagroenario, but requires significantly
higher computational complexity and rapidly becomes tiahle ask increases.

Next, we consider the single-group multicasting scenanih 8 = 3 BSs serving collab-

oratively K = 30 users with non-identically distributed channel vectore ¥ésume that the
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Fig. 7. For the single-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, anff = 30 non-i.i.d.
users, we show the average group-rates of single-groupcasting using the proposed OUS scheme with and withoutdag
considerations, and the broadcast scheme. The minimund@iidrates of the proposed fair OUS scheme is also shown for

comparison.

users are uniformly distributed in @, 800]mx [0, 733]m region and the coordinates of ti3e
BSs are(150, 150), (650, 150), and (400, 583), respectively. The BS locations are chosen such
that they are distanced equally 690 meters. The channel vectdy, ;[»| is assumed to have
entries that are i.i.dCA(0,d, ;) with path loss exponent = 2.5. Here,6 sets of random user
locations are considered, each averaged @vérchannel realizations. In Fig. 7, we show the
average group-rates versus the transmit SNR of the promisgte-group multicasting scheme
with and without fairness considerations as well as thahefliroadcast scheme. The minimum
rate among all users (i.e., (7)) as well as the rate achieyefi0f% of users (called th&0%
rate) are also shown for comparison. The transmit SNR isngbyethe transmit poweP since

the noise variance is set as The proposed scheme with fairness considerations redetiset
scheme that utilizes normalized channel vectors to comjpeteser subsets whereas the scheme
without fairness refers to the scheme that utilizes theimasigchannel vectors to compute the
user subsets. We can see that the proposed fair OUS schergtlicachieve average group-rate

that is higher than the broadcast scheme even though a lesgpéienced compared to the
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Fig. 8. For the single-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, an = 30 non-i.i.d. users,
we show the average number of selected and served usersambtaith the proposed OUS scheme with and without fairness

considerations.

case without fairness. The minimum rate, however, can beddtan the rate achieved by the
broadcast scheme if the message is not transmitted ovefieientfy large number of channel
realizations. By averaging ovéf0 channel realization in this figure, the minimum rate is digh
lower than the broadcast scheme due to the diversity of tles Eanong users. However, at least
90% of users experience rates higher than that of the broaddastree, even though our scheme
is derived using the average group-rate (instead of thennuimi rate in (7)) as the optimization
criterion. This demonstrates the effectiveness of the gge@d normalization. The minimum rate
will become closer to the average rate as the transmissiocur®over larger number of channel
realizations.

In Fig. 8, we show the average number of users that are seélattthe schemes with and
without fairness. We can see that, in the case without fagrensiderations, less users are
selected, and the selected users almost always corresposdrts close to the BSs. As mentioned
in Section 1lI-B, in the proposed fair OUS scheme, the udeas are selected as target users are

not the only users that may actually be served. In fact, bingethe rate to satisfy the worst
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Fig. 9. For the multi-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, andC;| = |K2| = |K3| = 10,
we show the average group-rates of multi-group multicgstising the proposed, the subset search, the broadcastesciibm

results of both full BS cooperation and interference comtion scenarios are shown.

user in the target user subset, users that are close to thblB®\tside of the target subset)
may also have the opportunity to successfully decode. Hatheenumber of users served is
often greater than the number of users selected. Howevesewdrom Fig. 8 that there is not a
significant difference between the two because of the dmeality of the signal (i.e., the choice
of the transmit covariance matrix). Interestingly, thisli§erent from the single-antenna scenario
where the two numbers may have a significant difference swibout spatial directionality,
users close to the BS will have a high probability of beingredrwhen the target user subset
includes a cell-edge user.

B. Multi-Group Multicasting Scenario

In this section, we consider the multi-group multicastimgrsario with B = 3 BSs serving
collaborativelyG = 3 multicast groups, each with0 users (i.e.|IC;| = |Kq| = |Ks] = 10). In
Fig. 9, we show the average group-rate of the relaxed GRB @& Scheme proposed in Algo-
rithm 4 (c.f. Section 1V), and compare it with the subset sbaalgorithm (averaged over only

300 channel realizations) and the broadcast scheme, whersaall are served simultaneously in
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Fig. 10. For the multi-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, ané,| = |K2| = |K3| = 10,
we show the average number of selected users per group irrdpesed and the subset search algorithms. The results lof bot

full BS cooperation and interference coordination scasaare shown.

each slot. Both cases with full BS cooperation and intenfegecoordination are considered. In
the latter case, we assume that each BS serves only one grangl, BSh serves group, for
b=yge€{1,2,3}) and, thus{Q,}»»r = Orrxs, for all b # b' and for allb # g. Different from
the single-group scenario, we can see that user selectigimeimulti-group scenario is more
advantageous in the high SNR regime and the gain is much nigmdicant than that in the
single-group case. This is because, in the multi-groupaso@nthe performance is interference
limited at high SNR and, thus, user selection not only camp labid rate limitations by the
user with the worst channel but can also help reduce inerter between signals intended for
different groups. More interestingly, the proposed scheise outperforms the subset search
algorithm in the multigroup scenario since the latter schesnmore likely to converge towards
a locally optimal solution in this scenario. These advaesagan be observed in both full BS
cooperation and interference coordination scenariogréstingly, the group-rate improvement
is more significant for the case with only interference camation. This is because, when BSs

are not able to fully cooperate, the spatial degrees of éeedre not sufficient to effectively
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Fig. 11. For the multi-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, and’,| = |Kz| = |[K3| = 10
non-i.i.d. users, we show the average group-rates of mgudtip multicasting using the proposed fair OUS scheme aad th
broadcast scheme. The results of both full BS cooperati@hiaterference coordination scenarios are shown. The noimm

and 90% rates of the proposed fair OUS scheme is also shown for casopar

reduce interference solely through the design of the transowariance matrix. Therefore, the
benefit of reducing interference through user selectionasenpronounced in this case.

In Fig. 10, we show the average number of selected users pep gvhen using the proposed
algorithm under full BS cooperation and interference cowtion. Interestingly, we can see that,
different from the single-group scenario, the number oéateld users is less at high SNR instead
of at low SNR. This is due to the fact that, at high SNR, the grenfance is interference limited
and, thus, the system would benefit more from eliminatingsuaad reducing interference. This
effect is more evident in the case of full BS cooperation &haore spatial degrees of freedom
are available for signal enhancement and interferencedaxoe.

In Fig. 11, we consider the multi-group multicasting scémaith users whose channel vectors
are non-identically distributed. Again, we have = 3 BSs serving collaborativelyz = 3
multicast groups, each with0 users (i.e.|K,| = |Ky| = |K3| = 10). The users are deployed in
the same way as that in Figs. 7 and 8. Agdirsets of random user locations are considered,

each averaged ovéf0 channel realizations. Each BS serves a group consistingeatlosest 0
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Fig. 12. For the multi-group multicasting scenario with= 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, and’,| = |Kz| = |[K3| = 10
non-i.i.d. users, we show the average number of selectedsaned users per group obtained with the proposed fair OUS

scheme and the broadcast scheme. The results of both fulbBferation and interference coordination scenarios arersh

users. In the figure, we show the average group-rates of thpoped OUS scheme (c.f. Section
IV-B) and the broadcast scheme. The minimum rate among atsuand the)0% rate are also

shown for comparison. Both cases with full BS cooperatiod smerference coordination are
considered. Similar to the i.i.d. case, we can see that thenaaiges of OUS increase with SNR
and the gains are much more significant than the single-gsoapario. Moreover, a significant
advantage can still be observed in the case of interferenoedination. This is because the
normalized channel vectors used in the proposed OUS scheeserpes the direction of the
channel vectors and, thus, is still able to successfullyoper interference coordination among
different BSs. Similar to the single-group scenario, th@imum rate may be smaller than the
rate achieved in the broadcast scheme if the transmissies iat occur over a large number of
time slots, which is the case in the full BS cooperation sgen&lowever, the majority of users

(in fact, over90% of users) achieve rates that are higher than that of the basadcheme. In

Fig. 12, we show the average number of selected and servesl alsined using the proposed
fair OUS scheme under both full BS cooperation and intenieeecoordination. We can see that

the number of served users is again more than that of seleiget users. However, this effect
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Fig. 13. Multi-group multicasting scenario with = 3 BSs, M = 2 antennas per BS, ani:| = || = |K3| = 20, among
which only 5 per group feedback their channel vectors. We plot the aeegagup-rate of the cases with and without virtual

users.

is less pronounced under full BS cooperation since the kigrtais case contains directionality.
Finally, let us consider the GRB-PF problem as discussecati@ V. Here, we assume that
there are20 users per group (i.e]/C;| = |Ks| = |K3] = 20), but only 5 per group feedback
their channel vectors in each block. Notice that, in additio the proposed scheme, it is also
possible to compute the input covariance matrix, the ratd,the user selection assuming that
only the users who feedback their CSI exist in the networle Hiter is referred to as the case
without virtual users. In the experiments, the proposecesehis implemented witly = 100
virtual users. In Fig. 13, we show the average group-ratéeaet when the system parameters
are derived using the above two approaches. We can see yhabnbidering virtual users, the
group-rate can be significantly improved, especially aht$§R where user selection is critical.
The performance of the broadcast scheme where the systemmgt@rs are designed by serving
all feedback users in each block is also plotted for compari¥Ve can see that, at high SNR,
where the performance is interference limited, user seleateven without consideration of

virtual users) can provide significant group-rate improeain

September 12, 2018 DRAFT



39

VIlI. CONCLUSION

In this work, the OUS scheme was examined for both singleqgend multi-group multicas-
ting scenarios in the physical layer of a multicell multit@mna wireless system. User selection
along with application layer erasure coding was proposexvéscome rate limitations caused by
the worst user in the multicast group. The proposed usectsabepolicies were derived based
on the optimization and relaxation of a set of user selectianables. For the single group
scenario, we formulated the problem as a group-rate maatioiz problem, and proposed an
efficient user selection policy by performing a convex ral&on and by employing a sequential
deflation algorithm. For the multi-group scenario, we folated the problem as a group-rate
balancing problem and proposed an efficient user selectidicypby performing SCA along
with the sequential deflation algorithm. When only part & tisers feedback their instantaneous
CSI, we further introduced the concept of virtual users ke tato consideration the probability
that non-feedback users are served in each block. The ieéfeess of the proposed schemes
was shown via computer simulations. Interestingly, we olese that user selection is more
advantageous in the low SNR regime for the single-groupasagrbut is more beneficial in the

high SNR regime for the multi-group scenario.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OFLEMMA 1

We first show that, fop < [maxk logy (14327 Pthb,kH?)] _1, (Q., R, {sr}rex) is a feasible
point of (13) if and only if (Q, R, A), where A = {k € K : s, = 1}, is a feasible point of
(10). Specifically, let{Q, R, {sx}rex) be a feasible point of (13) and let = {k € K : s, = 1}.
We can see that, for anly € A, the constraint in (10b) is equivalent to the constraintliih)
when s, = 1. Therefore, if(Q, R, {s,}rex) is a feasible point of (13), thefQ, R,.4) must be
a feasible point of (10b) as well. On the other hand,(@®t R, .4) be a feasible point of (10b)
and lets, = 1if k € A, ands, = 0, if & ¢ A. Similarly, the constraints in (13b) are the
same as those in (10b), fdr € A (i.e., for k such thats, = 1). However, fork’ ¢ A (i.e.,
for k' such thats,, = 0), the constraints in (13b) are redundant siheg,[1 + tr(Qh;/hf)] +
0Nl — sp) > logy[l + tr(Qhihf)] > R, for all & € A. Therefore,(Q, R, {si.}rex) iS @

feasible point of (13) if(Q, R,.A) is a feasible point of (10b). Moreover, one can also see that
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(Q, R, A) and (Q, R, {sk}rex) achieve the same objective values in their respective gnabl

since & R Y ek Sk = 1 2rex Likeay- The lemma follows.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OFPROPOSITION1

We basically show that Algorithm 4 is a special case of thecassive upper-bound mini-
mization (SUM) method in [39].
First, notice that problem (21) is the epigraph form of thikofeing problem:

max min{z’“ i i [y ((Qu} )5 <—sk>}} (362)

g 7ol Kyl keKy
subject to 0<s, <1, Vk € K, (20c) and (20d) (36b)
variables:{Qg}_;, { sk }rex- (36¢)

Since R, and o are auxiliary variables, we can focus on showing that anyitlipoint of
{{Q;}5.,, {s;}/_,} is a stationary point of problem (36). Similar to problem )2frroblem
(25) is the epigraph form of

max mln{zkeK min [m({Qg}g QNG ) 46 (1-@]} (37a)

T,y kEK,
subject to 0<s; < 1, Vk € K, (20c), and (20d) (37b)
variables:{Q,}_,, { sk brex- (37¢)

The approximation;,({Q/}7,) =~ m({Qc )L, | {Q}e,) satisfiesr({Q},) = 7 ({Qe}E |
{QaE), ({QAE) > m({QaE, | {Q3E), and
Ors({Qe}iiy) _ on({Qa % [{QaE )
9Q, Q=Q, V¢ 9Qq Q=0 V¢ ’
for all g. Therefore, Algorithm 4 is essentially the SUM method [3®3cording to [39, Theorem
1], any limit point of {{Q; }

Proposition 1 is thus proved.

{s;}X_,} generated by Algorithm 4 is a stationary point of (36).

g=1
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