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Abstract

Non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) systems have theem@l to deliver higher system
throughput, compared to contemporary orthogonal multgeess techniques. For a linearly precoded
multiple-input multiple-output (MISO) system, we studyettlownlink sum rate maximization problem,
when the NOMA principles are applied. Being a non-convex arthctable optimization problem,
we resort to approximate it with a minorization-maximinatialgorithm (MMA), which is a widely
used tool in statistics. In each step of the MMA, we solve asdeorder cone program, such that the
feasibility set in each step contains that of the previous, @md is always guaranteed to be a subset of
the feasibility set of the original problem. It should be ewthat the algorithm takes a few iterations to
converge. Furthermore, we study the conditions under wthiehachievable rates maximization can be
further simplified to a low complexity design problem, and easenpute the probability of occurrence of
this event. Numerical examples are conducted to show a aasopaof the proposed approach against
conventional multiple access systems. NOMA is reportedowige better spectral and power efficiency

with a polynomial time computational complexity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Efficient multiple access techniques in wireless systemnsddrag been a sought after desirable
feature. Several facets haven been considered, whilendeaith the design of multiple access
schemes. For example, spectral efficiency, reliability quality of service, efficient utilization of
radio resources, and recently, energy efficiency are sontteeadbjectives, that form the basis of
multiple access techniques in wireless communicatioregyst Non-orthogonal multiple access
(NOMA) has been conceived as a breakthrough technology fibr deneration §G) wireless
systems|[[1]+[B]. The main themes &G networks, namely, reduced latency, high connectivity,
and ultra-fast speeds are being attributed to devisingsystvorking on the principles of NOMA
[1]. NOMA uses power domain to multiplex additional userstle time/frequency/code, slot
already occupied by a mobile device. The enabling techsidaoe NOMA are not new and
find their roots in some old principlesuperposition codindSC) andsuccessive interference
cancellation(SIC). SC was first proposed by Cover [ [4], as an achievidalsitheme for a
degraded broadcast channel. Likewise, various versioi&©fhave been employed in the past
in systems like Vertical-Bell Laboratories Layered Spagee (V-BLAST) and Code Division
Multiple Access (CDMA) [[5], [6]. Therefore, in addition toeing a candidate for the next
generation of5G wireless networks, it is very important that NOMA has alke potential to
integrate well with existing multiple access paradigms.

In NOMA, the base station (BS) transmits a superpositioredagignal, which is a sum of all
messages of the users. The users are arranged with respbeirteffective channel gains i.e.,
the one with the lowest gain is assumed to be at the bottomeosdiguence, the one with the
highest gain at the top, while the remaining are arranged imereasing order between the two.
NOMA ensures that the weaker users receive a higher fracfidine total power budget. When
a stronger user is allowed to access the slot being occupiedwreaker one, its signal does not
adversely impact the performance of the weaker user, asalréady experiencing a channel
fade. At the same time, the stronger user can get rid of tleference due to the weaker one,
by applying a SIC operation. In traditional orthogonal nplé access schemes, once the slot has
been reserved for a user, other users are prohibited froessitg that. This, of course, has a
negative impact on the aggregate systems’s throughputmiter outcome of sharing the same

channel slot is that the sum rates are expected to improdewéh intelligent power allocation



the weaker users can also be efficiently served.

A. Literature

To the best of our knowledge, as of today, NOMA has mostly leegiored for single-input
single-output (SISO) systems. For example,[in [7] Detal. studied NOMA for the downlink
of a cellular system, and by assuming fixed powers, they e@raxpressions for the aggregate
ergodic sum rate and outage probability of a particular.uséerestingly, in that paper it was
concluded that in the absence of a judiciously chosen talget rate, a user can always be in
outage. For multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systeLanet al. [8], explored the impact
of error propagation of SIC and user velocity on the NOMA perfance. Their results showed
that even in the worst error propagation scenario, NOMA exditpms conventional orthogonal
multiple access and can yield performance gains for diffieteser mobility. Cheret al. [9],
studied NOMA for the downlink of a wireless system, when B8 esceivers are each equipped
with two antennas. Traditional minimum-mean-squaredteffMSE) precoding matrices have
been used, which do not guarantee maximum throughput fovengiser ordering. Similarly,
Timotheouet al. [10], studied the power allocation for NOMA in a SISO systewni a fairness
point of view. Finally, Dinget al, investigated MIMO-NOMA in [11], and derived outage

probabilities for fixed and more sophisticated power alimraschemes.

B. Contributions

In this paper, we focus on the downlink of a multiple-inputgde-output (MISO) system,
in which the transmit signals of each user are multiplied bgomplex precoding vector.
The goal is to design these vectors in order to maximize tked tbroughput of the system,
while simultaneously satisfying the NOMA constraints. Tave this problem we rely on the
approximation technique that has been commonly dubbedrasave-convex procedui{€CPlji or
minorization-maximization algorithgMMA){ [12]-[17]. Under the different name of sequential
convex programming a parametric approach has been projio§g8]. Recently, in the context

of weighted sum rate maximization and physical layer matimg, similar ideas were used

LIf the original problem is a minimization instead of a maxation, the procedure has been referred to as convex-gncav
procedure (CCP).

2The MMA has also been called as majorization-minimizatitgoathm if the original problem is a minimization problem.



by Hanif et al. and Tranet al. in [19], [20Q], respectively. Due to the flexible nature of MMA

approach, these ideas have also be used in image procepgitptons [21].

The main contributions of this paper can be summarized &wsl

By incorporating decodability constraints to ensure thettdy users can perform SIC,
we provide a novel mathematical programming based appro@acéolve the sum rate
maximization problem in the downlink of a MISO system, ratyion NOMA principles.
Similarly, constraints are also included to guarantee titdesired signals of the weaker
users are strong enough to render them non-zero data rates.

Using the MMA concept, we develop an iterative algorithmttealves the NOMA sum
rate maximization problem and obtains complex precodingtors, which maximize the
aggregate throughput. Unlike traditional approaches rglgton semidefinite programming
(SDP), to deal with such optimization problems, the MMA lthakgorithm solves a second-
order cone program (SOCP) in each step.

We show that the proposed algorithm is provably convergeféw iterations. Moreover, a
complexity analysis is also carried out to show that the woase complexity of the SOCP,
which we solve in each run, is just polynomial in design disiens. Furthermore, under
plausible assumptions, the algorithm converges to the dtaKuhn-Tucker (KKT) point of
the original problem.

We present an approximation to the original optimizatioogoam, with the main goal
of complexity reduction. To provide more insight, we studynditions under which this
approximation is tight. Moreover, for the special case dhogonal precoding vectors, we
provide a probabilistic insight regarding the tightnesgha proposed approximation.
Finally, numerical examples are presented to show the itialed the proposed algorithm.
These results reveal that the NOMA transmission outpeadime conventional orthogonal
multiple access schemes, particularly when the transigitagito-noise ratio (SNR) is low,
and the number of users are greater than the number of BSnaisteWe also investigate
the scenario, where the proposed approximation exactlgheatthe original problem. In
this case, it is shown that the distance between the usershenBS plays a crucial role

and affects the system’s throughput.



C. Structure

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sedfibn #, describe the system model
and formulate the problem. In Sectignl lll, we present thdiminaries, needed to outline the
algorithm in the next section. The algorithm is developed analysed in Section_ 1V, while a
reduced complexity approximation is motivated and dewetojm Section V. Finally, numerical

results and conclusions are presented in Secfiohs V[ addr&dpectively.

D. Notations

Bold uppercase and lowercase letters are used to denoteesasind vectors, respectively.
The symbolsC",R" and R’} are used fom-dimensional complex, real, and nonnegative real
spaces, respectively. For a vectgiits ;" coordinate is denoted by. Furthermore|le||, is used
to represent, norm of a vectore € C", which is defined agle|, = >_1" | |e;|?, where|e;| is
the absolute value of;. O(.) is reserved for complexity estimates. Unless otherwiseifipd,
calligraphic symbols are used to represent sgt$.is the ceiling function, which returns the
smallest integer not less than Ve denotes gradient of a vecter min(.) gives the minimum
of the quantities passed as its argumeifc) and 3(c) denote the real and imaginary parts
of a complex number, respectively.Pr(FE) denotes the probability of everif. Any new or

unconventional notation used in the paper is defined in theepWhere it occurs.

[I. SYSTEM SETUP

We consider the downlink of a BS, equipped withantennas and servin single antenna
users. NOMA principle is used for transmission purposesags refer to Fid.11). We further
assume that the transmitted signal of each user equipmda) i@Jlinearly weighted with a
complex vector. Specifically, to alV users, the BS transmits a superposition of the individual
messagesy;s; for all i, wherew; € CT ands; are the complex weight vector and the transmitted
symbol for UE+, respectively. Therefore, under frequency flat channetitmms the received
signaly; at UE+ is

N N
yZ:hZH (ZWJSJ>—|—TLZ:ZI'IZHW]S]+TLZ, Zzl,,N, (l)
j=1 Jj=1
whereh; = /d;"g; € CT, with d; being the distance betweeéfl UE and the BSy is the path
loss exponentg; ~ CN(0,I), andn; represents circularly symmetric complex Gaussian noise
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Fig. 1. The system setup. A BS wiffi antennas serve¥ users. The user UE-receives interference from the users WE-1
to UE-N. The signals of remaining users from UBo UE-k — 1 are cancelled at UE-

with variances?. Subsequently, NOMA proposes to employ SIC at individuak|UEased on
the particular ordering. For instance, the workslih [2], {i8e the fact that for a single-input
single-output (SISO) system, once the channels are amaing particular order (increasing or
decreasing), then a UE-decodes all those UEsignals, whose index < k (increasing order)
and: > k (decreasing order). An illustration of this process is as@n in Fig.[1. However,
simple SISO ordering cannot be transformed to the MISO sefhp present work does not
focus on the optimal ordering problem, but in the design efcbmplex weighting vectorsy;,
that maximize the aggregate throughput of the system, fivemdJE ordering. Next, we assume

that the channel state information (CSI) is perfectly knatrall nodes.



A. Problem Formulation

We assume that the UEds the weakest (and hence cannot decode any interferinglsjgn
while UE-N is the strongest user, and is able to nullify all other UErifet@nce by performing
SIC. The other UEs are placed in an increasing order witheasio their index numbers. For
instance, UEm is placed before Uk if index m < n. Increasing channel strengths can be used
to order the users. But, as mentioned above, this orderingnmotbe optimal, and better rates
may be achievable for different order of users. AccordingfN@MA the achievable rate after
SIC operation at thé™ user, withk > i foralli=1,...,k — 1, is [2], [7]

ko b} wy|?
e (1 TN b o
An important observation should be noted here. For the abateeto be achievable at UE-it

), I1<E<N-1 (2)

is necessary for all Ug; with j > k, to satisfy
Erj\ri:k—i-l ‘hmeP + o2

whereR;“ is the rate of UE} to decode the message /df UE, andR,;, is some target data rate

for user R;. In addition, to allocate non-trivial data rates to the weralisers, which present a

lower decoding capability in a given order, the followingndition must also be satisfied
‘th1|2 Z Ce ‘thk_1‘2 Z ‘hkka Z \hkwk+1\2 Ce Z |thN‘2- (4)

As a further insight,[(3) ensures that the signal-to-imtenhce-plus-noise ratio (SINR) of UE-
j to decode the message of Uf-wherej > k, is higher compared to the SINR of UEto
decode its own message. Once this condition is satisfiedsatls, which are assumed to be at a
‘higher’ level in the given ordering, are able to perform SiQerefore, we propose to maximize
the minimum of these ‘direct’ and ‘cross-user’ decoding B8\ To further exemplify, consider
a three user system with UEthe lowest and the UEB-the highest in the ordering. Now, assume
that SINR > Ty, and SINF;}J < Ty, w = 2,3, whereTy, is some threshold rate. In this scenario,
both user and3 are unable to decode the message of IS the SINR is at least as large as
T, and therefore, SIC cannot be applied. Motivated by thisaineat obtaining such precoders
that ensure, we havé;,;, < SINR., w = 1,2, 3. Moreover, the sequence of inequalities [ih (4)
helps to boost up the desired signal level of the ‘lower’ laygers, and in the absence of this

guarantee it is likely that most, if not all, radio resourees allocated to the users that receive



very low or no interference. The sum raie,,,,, therefore, is given by

N—-1
_ hilwy|?
Roum =Y _log, (1 4 min (SINR;, ..., SINRK)) + log, (1 + %) 7 (5)
k=1
where
hw,|?
SINRF = — [y w | . i=1,....N. (6)
Em:k-i—l |hf{Wm|2 + o?
Now, the optimization problem can be formulated as
maXimiZe Rsum (7a)

w, €CT Vi

s. t. ‘th1|2 Z e ‘thk_1|2 Z |thk|2 Z |thk+1|2 e Z ‘thN|27 1 S k S N (7b)

N
Z [will3 < P, (7¢)
i=1

where the constraint if_(I7c) represents that the total powkich is upper bounded t&,,. It
is important to mention here that in the original NOMA [1]],[2s concept was applied only
to two users, but it can be extended to a multiuser settingh S extension requires optimal

grouping [22] and hence it is left open for future investigat

[Il. PREREQUISITES

In order to solve the optimization problem il (7), we will exeally present an iterative
algorithm. However, first it is necessary to transform thigioal problem and then to apply

approximations that render it tractability.

A. Equivalent Transformations

The problem in[(I7) is non-convex, and it seems that it is naisfide to directly approximate
it, since the only convex constraint is the power constrdihierefore, several steps need to be
invoked before we can present an algorithm, which solves ghoblem approximately. To this

end, we first introduce the vectore RY and we observe thaf](7) can be equivalently written



as

N N
ngdmize, (H ) &)
s. t. rp,—1<min (SINR},...,SINRY), k=1,...,N—1 (8b)
ry—1< w (8c)
g
(7B) & (Zd) (8d)
wherer;;i = 1,...,N are the components af, and the objective has been obtained by

considering thatog(-) is a non-decreasing function, and the geometric mean of ¢céowr,
ie., (Hff:l rk)l/N, is concave and increasH1gt is well known that the geometric mean can
be readily expressible as a system of second-order cone)(8@6traints[[23]. So this step has
no negative impact on the tractability of the objective fiime. However, the overall problem
still remains intractable. Nonetheless, the original folation isfactoredinto several different
constraints, and so, these factors can be processed indilyidWe first focus on the constraints
in B0), and then move to the remaining intractable constisaiWithout loss of generality, it
holds that

SINR;
re — 1< min (SINR}, ..., SINRY) < r, — 1 < ‘ (9)

min (SINR} ;. ..., SINRY,) ,
for k =1,..., N — 1. The constraint in((8b) has been purposely written as th@@)insince the
first term SINR is different from the remaining ones. Hence, it is necessargieal with the
first term and the remainingy — &k terms passed as argument of the(-) function.

By introducing,w € RY ", it holds that

|hiw, |? wyry — Wy, < [hilwy|?
Ty — 1 S N hH 5 5 (10)
ik Dy WP 40 S s hiwi? + 02 < wy,

wherew, is the k™ component of the vectok, and the expression of SINRs used. Likewise,
for an arbitrary SINF}, k+1 < j < N, belonging to the remaining terms in thén(-) function,

we introduce the new variable, € R(}f(NQ_N), and write the corresponding constraint as the

3It is not necessary to explicitly constrain the vectoto be positive, since for non-zero data rates this conditiokals.
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following system of inequalities
N
rrv; — v; < [l wy |, Z b w,,|* + 0% < v, (11)
m=k+1
whereu; is the ™ element ofv. Note, that even if the constraints [0 {8b) have been tramsfd,

the problem remains intractable.
From the inequalities in_(Tb), it holds that

|th1‘2 Z Ce |thk_1|2 Z |thk‘2 Z ‘hkwk+1‘2 Ce Z |thN‘2 (12)

)
‘hewn|? < mingep,y-1) hpwi, |

= |thk+1|2 S minme[l,k] |thm|2 é T<k> N) (13)

\|th2|2 S |th1|2.
Similarly, equivalent transformationg;(1, N) and 7 (N, N) for k = 1, N can be obtained. We

conclude this subsection by presenting the equivalentdtation of (1) as

N ~
maximize r 14a
wiG(CT,Vi,reRf,v’veRffl, g k> ( )
veR‘f‘(NQ*N)
(
Wk — Wy, < |hFwy|?
5. t. ke O < [y wid k=1,... ,N—1 (14b)
| 3 WP+ 0 <y
N
rev; — v; < [ wy |, Z hi'w,|*+0*<v; j=k+1,...,N
m=k+1
(14c)
hH 2
ry —1< @ (14d)
o
TA,N),....,T(k,N),..., T(N,N) & (c). (14e)

B. Approximation of the non-convex constraints

Next, we approximate the equivalent formulation[inl (14).tA® end, note that, excluding the
power constraint, the first set of constraints[in (14b), f14nd the constraints i (14d) ard (lL4e)
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are all non-convex. The rest of the constraints are convekjmafact admit SOC representation.

Consider the second set of constraints[in {14b) i.e.,

h;IjWkH
N :
0 1
> hiwiP+0® <wp e ||| hifwy < w’“; , k=1,...,N—-1.  (15)
j=k+1
(2
wg—1
2 2
Similarly,
hJHWkJrl
al ' v; +1
> mfwal+ot <ve || hiwy ||| S5 j=k+lo N (16)
m=k+1
g
vj—1
2 2

Now, in order to tackle the non-convex constraints, the dledaCCP is used. The CCP has
been widely used in neural computing [15], and has recemynd applications in wireless

signal processing [19][ [20]. The CCP has also been refaoeas minorization-maximization

algorithm (MMA) [12], [14].
First, the procedure of handling the first set of non-convanxstraints in[(14b) is considered.

The approximation of the other non-convex constraints etjo$ollows the same technique.

Consider thek™ constraint
This is non-convex because of the bilinear term on the le sind the quadratic term on the
right side of the inequality. An equivalent transformatiointhe above inequality is
Wrre — e < (O 1)* + 05 0)7 = [10kll3. r =R (b wi) .6, = S (b wy) (18)
where®, . = [0; .0, ,]" and f(0,x) = [hw,|*. Since the function in the right side df {18) is
a convex one, it follows that [24]
F(Okr) = [10kkll3 > 16} 1115 + 2(8},1) (B — 0)4) = 9(Ork, 0 1), (19)

where the right side of the inequality ib_(19) is the first ardaylor approximation of the

function [|0x[|3 around®; . Clearly, this formulation is linear in the variabé, ., and will be
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used instead of the original norm-squared function. Thnggortant properties follow here

f(ek7k) > g(ek7k, szk), for all Gk (208.)
f(GZk) = g(ei,k, Gi,k), (20b)
V(®rler, = V9(Ork: 0ir)ler, (20c)

where the notatior-)| , is used to represent the value of the functiord@f. The basic idea

t
Ok k

of the approximation algorithm presented below is to maxérthe minorant (6, ., 6}, ) over

the variable®, ;, in order to obtain the next iterate term;fkl, i.e.,

O = maxg(Br, 0 1). (21)
Using these considerations, it can be easily concluded that
F(03%) = f(8%5) — 9(Oh1: O3 ) + 9(O54, 01%) (22)
Q t t+1 ® t t y (© t
> g(ek,kv ek,kz) > g<ek,k7 ek,k) = f(ek,k)u (23)

where (a) follows from f(0yx) > g(0s 4, e;k), (b) is due to [(211), and the final equality) is
due to [(20b).

Now, to deal with the bilinear product on the left side bf](1¥ijst we observe that for
nonnegativeu,, r it holds that

WETE = i [(U_Jk + Tk)2 — (U_Jk — Tk)ﬂ . (24)

The quadratic term being subtracted in the above inequeditybe well approximated by a first

order Taylor series around!, ri. Thus, the overall constraint i (17) reads as

0.25(wy 4 r)* — Wy — 0.25 [(wf, — r},)* + 2(w), — rp){wp — @y, — 71 + 71} < 9(Okk, Ok),
(25)
which is convex in the variables of interest.
Following similar procedure the remaining non-convex ¢aists in [14¢t), [(14d) and_(14e)

can be approximated as follows. Theh constraint in[(14c) and that ib (14d) can be written as
0.25(rg +v;)* —v; — 0.25 [(r,i — U§)2 +2(rf — vﬁ»){rk —rp — v+ vﬁ}} (26)
<3

< (0, 9;7;3)02(7’N —1) < g(Onn, el;V,N)a (27)
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where
GM = [ ;Jc» 9;'7k]T> eN,N = [9§V,N7 ej\f,N]Tv g(ej,k> e;,k) = ||9§,k||§ + 2(e;7k)T(eij - e;,k)a
9(On N, Oy n) = (18 x5 +2(8% ) (Onn — Oy x)

andry, v§, e;k, eﬁw represent the points around which the quadratic terms hese linearized.

Finally, the last set of non-convex constraints[in {14e) lwanackled similarly. To demonstrate

it, we linearize the first set of constraints [n{13), i.e.,

‘thN|2 S min .é(q)k,ma (bz,m)? (28)

me[l,N—1]
where

q)k,m = [ 2,m7 gb?c,m]-r? .é(q)k,m? q)z,m) = ||¢2,m”§ + Q(qﬁc,m)T(q)k,m - q)z,m)
and cbff,m is the linearization point. The notatigh(k!, N*) is used to represent the approximation

of the remaining inequalities using this procedure.

IV. THE PROPOSEDSOLUTION

Having set up the stage as above, in this section the proeethat provides a tractable

approximation to the sum rate maximization problem is oetl.

A. The Procedure

Using the above equivalent transformations and approiomst in thet™" iteration of the

algorithm outlined in Tablél I, the following optimizatiorrgblem is solved

N N
maximize . (H rk> (29a)

w;eCT Vi,reRY ,we el

veRSN M)y
(Pb,) 5. . @@ &@5), k=1,....N—-1 (29b)
@8 & @8 j=k+1,....,N, @) (29c)
T NY, TN, ..., T(N', N*) & (Zc), (29d)

. _ 2_ 2_
where for all j,k,m, A £ {6, € R*"20,, € RVN 0yy € R% P, € R 2N}
represents the collection of all auxiliary variables. Hoe sake of notational convenience, all

parameters about which the quadratic terms are linearizégratet are defined as

t At t t t t t t t
A= [wkv Ty Tgs Uy ek,kz’ eij eN,N> (bk:,m] (30)
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TABLE |
NOMA/MISO Sum RATE MAXIMIZATION

given randomly generated feasible to[(7).
t:=0.
repeat
1- Solve(29) labelled ag Pb;).
2- SetA" = AL
3- Updatet :=t + 1.
until convergence or required number of iterations.

The MMA (CCP) algorithm used to solvé_(29) has been summdrizeTable[]. Note, that
the convergence criteria can vary. For NOMA sum rate mayxation, this algorithm terminates
when the difference between two successive values of suenigdess than a threshold. This

aspect is discussed in more detail in secfioh VI.

B. Properties of the Proposed Algorithm

Before describing various characteristics of the algarithresented above, let us define the

feasible set, the objective and the set of optimizationakmes in thet™ iteration, respectively,

as
F: = |[w; for all i,r, w, v, A|constraints in(Pb;) are satsified (31)
N
O, =max | > | {w; for all i,r,w,v, A} € F, (32)
k=1
V, = [w; for all i,r,w, v, A]. (33)

1) Convergence:
Proposition 1: The sequence of variabld3’; },~, is feasible i.e., it belongs t&;,, whereF,
is the feasibility set of the original probler_(14).
Proof: Please, refer to Appendix]A. [ |
Proposition 2: The algorithm in Tablél | returns a non-decreasing sequehabjective values
i.e., O, > O, and hence it converges.

Proof: Please, refer to Appendix] B. [ |
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In Proposition[ 2 the property (P1) is used. It is importanintate that the outcome of this
proposition remains valid as long as the surrogate is isangaand does not rely on explicit
maximization. The increasing behaviour of 8lf's can be shown by following arguments similar
to those outlined in([18]/[19]. As a remark, we point out thdten the feasibility set is convex
and compact, the algorithm converges to a finite value.

2) KKT Conditions:Under a couple of technical assumptions the accumulatiamt pb the
algorithm satisfies the KKT conditions, as summarized inghegosition given below.

Proposition 3: As the iteration numbet tends to infinity, the algorithm in Tablé | converges
to the KKT point of [14).

Proof: Please, refer to Appendix C. [

V. A REDUCED COMPLEXITY APPROXIMATION

In the original sum rate function given ial(5), it has beenuged that users with high SNRs
are able to decode the messages of the weaker ones in thegasipen coded signal, and
hence apply SIC to remove interference from them. Optimedeng of users depends upon
physical parameters like, transmit antennas, precodintprg&etc. However, in certain situations
the channel ordering alone may be sufficient to support tteeger users to decode the weaker
ones. In scenarios, this is true, only the first term in thie(-) function for a userk needs to
be retained and the objective becomes

R, = Nilog (1+ SINR}) + log (1 + w) (34)
sum 2 k 2 o2 :

k=1
From (34) it can be seen that(N —1)/2 SINR terms do not appear in the simplified sum rates.

In turn, this means that in the formulation 6f114), there mo¢ N> — N inequality constraints,
and clearly, a complexity improvement is expected. Befoowing on to the complexity analysis
section, for completeness, the updated optimization prolsolved in the™ run of the algorithm
in Table[l, can be written as
N ¥
maximize (H rk> (35a)

w;eCT VireRY weRY ', Pl
Ap

(PV,) s. t. @@ & @8, k=1,....N—1, @D (35h)
T(LNY, T, NY, ..., T(N', N & (Zd), (35c)



16

T T T T T —__—8: =B
0.95 | oo a-_~8= 97 )
0.0 v J LT e
~, 0.85f e A
h \'o
Z o08f 0 ‘ i L
(//\) a1 o® = 0.8 (Analysis)
A B A S ¢ o%=08 (Simulation) | |
A N : : '
(% 0.7 . R - - = =0°=2.0 (Analysis) | ]
£ o065t LS _ O ¢%=2.0 (Simulation) |-
‘ ‘ ) _
ogb "/ |7 0" =4.0 (Analysis) | |
O ¢® = 4.0 (Simulation)

Distance of UE-1

Fig. 2. Variation of Pr(SINR} > SINR}) with the distance of UE-1T = 6, N = 4,y = 2.0 and distance of UE-2= 1 is
fixed.

where nowA, £ {04, On.x, ®,.,,} has a reduced cardinality compared to the original set of
the variable set4.

In order to provide more insight into the approximation usdmzbve let us consider the
following lemma.

Lemma 1:Suppose thah,,; = cx1hg, k= 1,..., N — 1, so thath, = c,c,_1...cxi1hy,
wherek +1 < n < N and the magnitudes of the complex constants,_; ...c,.; = ! is

greater than one. Under this assumption, when (5) reduc&jp then
[hafl2 < [[heflz. .. < [[hy2. (36)

Proof: Please, refer to Appendix]D. [ ]

From Lemmadll it can be expected that, at least approximatélgn that channels are clearly
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ordered, i.e., the magnitudes of successive channel edtffer significantly and the channel
ratio inequalities as given above are satisfied, the problien{33) and[(29) are equivalent. To
further highlight, we evaluate below the probability of areet of interest.

Lemma 2:Consider a random unitary precoding matrix, i8%,"W = I where W =

[wy,...,wy| and W is independent of the channel matrices. For j
Pr (SINR' > SINR)) (37)
is given by
Pr (SINRF > SINRY) = 1 — e +W)7 N0y (A + \j)o?, 2(N — k) (38)

— XN (N — k) (A + A)o® 2N — k) + 1) |

where

[\

m—1gi/__ m— —1)IN
(N, m) = (—1)’”%'(1)!)‘)+e”; (m_l)(...l()ﬂi\_1—l) (39)

and E{x) is the exponential integral [25].
Proof: Please, refer to AppendiX E. [ |

When )\; >> \;, (38) can be approximated as

Pr (SINRF > SINRY) ~ 1 — eV N0y (Xj02, 2(N — k) (40)
— NN = k) (A\o? 2(N — k) +1).

It can be seen froni (40) that whé@pdecreases (and thus decreasespr (SINRQC > SINR;?)
increases as well. Hence, the stronger the channel of tiinpared to UE; the higher the
probability Pr (SINRf > SINR;?). In order to further investigate the probability under ddns
eration, in Fig.[R2, the variation oPr(SINR; > SINR}) is depicted in terms of the distance
of UE-1. With a decrease in the channel strength of UER(SINR, > SINR;) increases,
thereby justifying the use of SINRinstead of SINR. The probabilityPr(SINR, > SINR;)
varies inversely with the noise variance for a given UE-Xatise. It can also be seen that for
higher values of noise variance, the interference term dates and the probability that SINR
remains below SINRis increased. In addition, this figure also validates theydical results

derived above.

“Extending this lemma without the orthogonality constrairnains an open problem.
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Complexity Estimate
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N
T
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Fig. 3. Variation of the per iteration complexity of the ekand approximate NOMA formulations with the number of users
N for given values ofl" and ¢ = 10.

A. Complexity

In each iteration of the procedure presented in Teble I, ikwwsan SOCP. The total number of
iterations are fixed and only variables are updated in eatlotthe algorithm. Hence, the worst
case regarding the complexity is determined by the SOCPah step. Therefore, to provide a
complexity estimate, the worst case complexity of the SO@Engby (29) or[(3b) is estimated.
It is well known that for general interior-point methods tbemplexity of the SOCP depends
upon the number of constraints, variables and the dimersfi@ach SOC constraint [23]. The
total number of constraints in the formulations [of](29) dB8)(are0.5N? +0.5N2 +2N + ¢ and
0.5N3 —0.5N2 + 3N + ¢, respectively, where the non-negative integer constamgfers to the
SOC constraints with differen¥. This happens because of the equivalent SOC representdtion

the geometric mean, given in the objective function, als®[88]. Therefore, for both problems
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the number of iterations needed to reduce the duality gagstoal constant is upper bounded by
O(v/0.5N3 +0.5N2 + 2N + ¢) andO(+v/0.5N3 — 0.5N2 + 3N + ¢), respectively[[28]. In order
to calculate the dimension of all SOCs n29) we provide apemgbound because the sums

of the dimensions for some constraints have been bounded &toove by definite integrals
of increasing functions. This estimate is found to [e’833N3 + 3N? + 8N + NT + 3c —
5.83333] for (29). The interior-point method’s per iteration worstse complexity estimate of
@9) is O ((3.5N2+ 15N +2NT + ¢ — 1)%([1.833N3 + 3N2 + 8N + NT + 3¢ — 5.83333])),
where3.5N2 + 1.5N +2NT + ¢ — 1 is the number of optimization variables in {29). Likewise,
the interior-point method’s per iteration complexity toh& the SOCP in[(35) is given by
O((2N?4+3N+2NT+c—1)*(1.5N3*~N2410.5N+ NT+3c—4)), where2N?>+3N +2NT+c—1
and1.5N? — N2 +10.5N + NT + 3c — 4 are the optimization variables and the total dimension
of the SOC constraints i (B5).

To provide further insight, we plot the per iteration conxite estimates of the SOCPs in Fig.
3. The SOCP in[(29) is called complete NOMA (C-NOMA), whileetbne in [[(3b) is dubbed
as approximate NOMA (A-NOMA). The figure quantifies the irage in the complexity as a
function of both/NV andT.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we investigate the performance of the prega®lution to the NOMA sum rate
maximization problem. For a given set of antenfiaand usersV, the channels ak; = \/Egi
are generated, whegg ~ CN(0,1), and the distances of all users are fixed, such that they are
equally spaced between distanceslocnd D, from the BS. It should be noted here that in
simulations the user distances are fixed and the averagkeis tver the fast fading component
of the channel vectors. For each set of results the valuesasfd D, are mentioned, while it
is assumed that = 1 for all users. Similarly, the transmit power is normalizedharespect to
noise, whose variance is taken to be unity. For the simulatthe CVX package [26] is used.

In Fig.[4, we plot the average sum rates versus the transmiepéor a three user system
and a BS equipped with three antennas. We take 2, D, = 50, and therefore, the three
users are placed at 25.5 and50 meters from the BS, respectively. Unless specifically maint
out, v and D, retain the same value. It is noted that for transmit poweraupstdB, the sum
rates of the complete NOMA (C-NOMA) formulation and the ifgpeoximation (A-NOMA)
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Fig. 4. Achievable sum rates vs. normalized transmit powaéied TX-SNR. We takd’ = N = 3, Dy = 50,y = 2 ando = 2.

are equal. This observation is because of the distancetetfee ordering of the channels
|hylls < ||hsll2 < ||hsl|z is valid for all realizations ofg;. As a consequence, SINR<
min (SINR}, SINR;) , and SINR < SINR;. Therefore, the objective function ifil(5) matches
with that in [34). Because of the wide range of multiplicatidistance factor, this observation
can be attributed as a result of the Lenitha 1. Once the trapsmwitr crosses a certain valuzb (
dB in our case), the ordering of users need not to be the optineand hence the two curves
deviate from each other. The A-NOMA approach produces bedtes because the interference
free rates of the last user are boosted more compared to tNONA. This comes with a
degradation in the sum rates of thé— 1 users (excluding UEY) as we will see in the next
experiment. Interestingly, the competing zero-forcing-Y&olution performs very poorly for

lower SNRs, and only produces significant sum rates, whertrémsmit power is sufficiently
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Fig. 5. Variation of average sum rates with TX-SNR for diffiet Dy. N =T = 4,0 =1 andy = 2.0.

high. This poor performance of the ZF scheme can be attdbtdehe distance effect, which
makes the channel matrix poorly-conditioned![27]. At higtransmit SNRs this poor condition
of the channel matrix is partially circumvented and henceotalnle increase in ZF rates is
observed.

The next set of results presented in Kify. 5 depict the avesagerates of all users excluding
UE-N as a function of transmit power, withi = 7" = 4. Basically, Fig.Lb can be seen as
complementing the observations made in [Elg. 4, where alddght transmit SNR A-NOMA
has better total sum rates, compared to C-NOMA. It is seeh ftirtalow SNRs the curves
for A-NOMA and C-NOMA overlap. As the the transmit power isther boosted, C-NOMA
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Fig. 6. The achievable sum rates as a fucntion of TX-SNR fierdint values ofD,. The parameters taken aré = T =
4,0 =1 and~y = 2.0.

outperforms A-NOMA. The reason for the equality of the rates®oth techniques is the same
as mentioned above. However, at higher transmit SNR the @A @rovides better data rates,
because of lack of optimality in the users’ ordering, therbamers of A-NOMA will not
necessarily produce optimulggljglN(SlN%) for all k. In addition, we have also included curves,
when D, is decreased from 50 to 10 meters. It is evident that becalufgeshorter distance
the net effect of distance attenuation, which orders theméls, is diminished. Hence, the gap
between the graphs of C-NOMA and A-NOMA is enlarged. Nonkes& overall higher data
rates are reported in this case because of better channditioas for the users.

It can be concluded from the previous discussions, thatwigt plays an important role in

determining the aggregate data rates of the NOMA systemreidnre, to further explore its
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Sum Rates

Iteration Number

Fig. 7. lIterations required for convergence in C-NOMA apmte We takél’ = N = 5,0 = 1, Do = 10 andy = 2.

impact we setV = T = 4 and plot the curves for the sum rates of C-NOMA and ZF, with
~ = 2. The sum rates of the ZF scheme are shown in[Eig. 6 as the clistanis decreased from
50 m to 10 m. As the distance is decreased, the effect of pathisominimized and we have
better conditioned channel matrices. Therefore, the sues raf ZF are considerably enhanced
at Dy =10 m.

In order to investigate the convergence of the proposedrittign, we consider a downlink
system withT = 5 antennas, servingy = 5 users. As a stopping criteria, we use successive
values of the sum rate returned by the algorithm. The algariéxits from the main sequential
iteration loop, when the difference between two conseeuidues of the sum rate is less than
or equal to10~2. With this criterion, as shown in Fid] 7, the algorithm comes within 25

iterations for the three values of transit SNR shown in tharéig Moreover, as expected, with
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Fig. 8. The effect of TX-SNR on achievable average sum ratesnwV > 7'. The parameters used afe= 3,0 = 1,v =
2.0 and Dy = 50.

higher transmit power, we obtain better sum rate.

As a multiuser system is considered, the proposed apprsaekpected to deliver acceptable
spectral efficiency wherv > T. The results reported in Figl 8 show the performance of C-
NOMA, when the number of userd is greater than the number of transmit antenihas 3.

For comparison we have also included the sum rates achigvdtelC-NOMA and ZF solutions
with N = 3 users only. To obtain these two curves, we randomly picketlugers to be served
with C-NOMA and ZF precoders. It is evident that with feweers C-NOMA underperforms.

Since, in this case, users are randomly chosen, it is likedy the effective multiuser diversity
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[28] is lost and we see a downward trend in achievable daéss.rat

VIlI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the sum rate maximizationlgnolof a MISO downlink system
based on NOMA. Specifically, we approximate the originalbyn+convex optimization problem
with a MM method. For the proposed algorithm, we have solviedS®CP with polynomial
computational complexity in each step. For the scenariasidered, the algorithm is numerically
shown to converge within a few iterations. Furthermore, weetbped a reduced complexity
approximation and explore the conditions under which iightt Finally, we provide an insight
into the tightness of the proposed approximation. Our expetal results reveal that the NOMA
has a superior performance compared to conventional astredgnultiple access schemes. High
data rates are obtained with small transmit power. The mtistattenuation has a very low impact
on NOMA performance. NOMA particularly outperforms ZF whiéxe number of users is higher
than the transmit antennas, thus making it an ideal carelidatenabling multiple access in the

next generatior’sG networks.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OFPROPOSITION]

Without loss of generality, we focus on the functigt®, .), its approximationy(6.x, 0} ;)
and the constraint in which it appears. The same argumefitbevapplicable to all non-convex

functions, their convex minorants and the respective caimgs. Therefore, it holds that

0.25(wy, + 71)* — Wy, — g(Wg, g, Why 1) < G(Ok ks 927,6), (42)
whereg(wy, ry,, wh, rt) £ 0.25 [(wh — rt)? + 2(wk — ri){wp — wh — rp, + 7t} is the approxima-
tion of the original function(w, — r;). Note, that this constraint is a convex approximation
of that in [IT). Now, let us assume that the tupi€,, i, e;,k) is feasible to[(1]7). Clearly, the
same point also satisfies {41) as a consequende of (20bk &ing, ry., w!,rt) < (W — ry)?
and f(0rx) > g(Or, 0}), it follows that

025(U_)k + rk)2—u7k — 025(’U_Jk — ’/’k)z — f(GM) (42)

< 0.25(wg + r)* — Wy, — g(Wk, iy W, 7k) — 9Oy O, 1) (43)
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Hence, (], ', 1)) should satisfy[(T7) because
0.25(wy " +rth)? — wptt — 0.25(wy — )2 — f(05) (44)
<0250+ rf)E — gttt ) - g(8,8L,) 0. (45)

The above conclusion holds for &lland{}, },>¢, as the algorithm was initialized with© e 7.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OFPROPOSITIONEZ

In order to prove this proposition, we note that,; O F;. From [23) it is clear that the
surrogate functions used in place of non-convex terms anedecreasing with iteration number
i.e.,SF*L > SFt whereSF is a generic representation of these functions used in ther@gand
is valid for all of them. ThereforeF, . ; O F;, is an immediate consequence, and the statement
in Proportion[2 follows. Hence{O,};~( is hon-decreasing, and possibly converges to positive

infinity.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OFPROPOSITIONS

The following assumptions are made before outlining theiraents.

Assumption 1:We assume that as— oo, the sequence of variabl€d’;},~, generated by
the algorithm in Tabléll converges to a valué.

Assumption 2:The constraints in the approximate probldm] (29)[ad (35) aralified at the
accumulation point.
Without explicitly mentioning the constraints, we use abst notation to prove the claim made
in PropositionB. First let us give a generic representatmall convex constraints if_(29) as
Ca(V), < 0,a=1,..., Ly, where(V), denotes the subset 0f, containing the corresponding
variables that appear in these constraints. Similarlydetefine aéflf(V)p <0,b=Li+1,..., Lo
the constraints obtained by approximating the non-conuextions with convex minorants in

(29), and(V), C V,. Letn;,7; € R, for all a,b, denote the dual variables at convergence. The
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KKT conditions of the problem in((29) a0"),, (V*), then read as

Ll L2

Vet VeV, + Y VeV, =0 (46)
a=1 b=L1+1

mCa(V),=0,a=1,.... L, #§C(V),=0,b=Li+1,..., L. (47)

Since all convex minorants satisfy the properties[in (20)s ieasy to conclude that the KKT

conditions given above will reduce to those of the problerf@B). Similar conclusion also holds

for the simplified problem in[(35).

APPENDIX D

PROOF OFLEMMA [I]

For (34) to be valid for alll < k < N — 1, it holds that

SINR; < ie{glﬂlﬂ]smﬂ (48)
For an arbitraryk € [1, N — 1] andi = n, let us consider the following inequality,
b} wy [? [ wy|? (49)
er\ri:k—i-l [hfw,,|? + o2 Zan:k+1 |thWm‘2 + 0137

where we have assumed that the noise variances at'thend thei™ nodes ares? and o2,
respectively. By substituting the assumptions made in émema,h, = c,c,_1...c1hy 2

c*t1h,, wherek + 1 < n < N. After some simple manipulations
N N
S w4 oi > S w0 /[P e ekt > 2 (50)
m=k+1 m=k+1 Tk
Now, if o,, = oy, using the condition onct*!|, we obtain|h, ||, > ||h||» for all n. Repeating

the same argument for all, the required proof follows.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OFLEMMA

The SINR, i > k, can be written as

B, ?
D omekrr B Wi |? + 07

If a random unitary matrix is used for precodinb/w;|? is still complex Gaussian distributed,

since a unitary transformation of Gaussian vectors is stlnplex Gaussian distributed. In

(51)

addition, |h’w,|?> and |hw,|?, k& # [ are independent. Defing;, = |hw;|> and y;, =
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ZZ:kH |hf'w,,|%. Thereforex,, is an exponentially distributed random variable, with® d7,

i.e., fr, (r) = Nie™®. Similarly, y,;;. follows the Chi-square distribution, i.e.,

ANk (N—k-1)
Sy ) = m€ i, (52)

Consequently the cumulative distribution function of SINfan be calculated from the following

Pr (SINRE < ¢) = Pr (yiﬁa? < 9) (53)
= [ (=) iy (54)
g / 10N\ YR gy (55)
(N—k—1)J, i i
Applying [25, Eq. (3.351.3)], the pdf of SINRcan be obtained as follows:
Pt (2) = 1- (56)

Again, following the unitary transformation of Gaussiarrigbles, the desired probability can

be evaluated as

9] e—)\j02z
Pr (SINR' > SINRY) = /0 (1 — W) fonre(2)dz (57)
(3] )\Z'O'Ze_()\i+>\j)a2z (N _ k)e—()\i—l—)\j)azz
=1 /O ( (1 T Z)Q(N—k) + (1 T Z)Q(N—k)—i—l dz. (58)
Applying [25, Eq. (3.351.4)], the above probability can bgpressed as
Pr (SINRF > SINRY) = 1 — e+ W)7° \0%0 (A + \j)0?, 2(N — k) (59)

— BTN — k) (A + Ao, 2N — k) + 1),

and the proof is completed.
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