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Abstract

Spectral Efficiency Maximization of a Massive Multiuser MIMO System

via Appropriate Power Allocation

Omid Saatlou, Ph.D.
Concordia University, 2019

Massive multiuser multiple-input multiple-output (MU-MIMO) systems are being con-
sidered for the next generation wireless networks in view of their ability to increase both
the spectral and energy efficiencies. For such systems, linear detectors such as zero-forcing
(ZF) and maximum-ratio combining (MRC) detectors on the uplink (UL) transmission
have been shown to provide near optimal performance. As well, linear precoders such as
ZF and maximum-ratio transmission (MRT) precoders on the downlink (DL) transmission
offer lower complexity along with a near optimal performance in these systems.

One of the most challenging problems in massive MU-MIMO systems is obtaining
the channel state information (CSI) at the transmitter as well as the receiver. In such
systems, the base station (BS) obtains CSI using pilot sequences, which are transmitted
by the users. Due to the channel reciprocity between the UL and DL channels in the
time-division duplex (TDD) mode, BS employs CSI obtained to precode the data symbols
in DL transmission. To accurately decode the received symbols in the DL transmission,
the users also need to acquire CSI. In view of this, a beamforming training (BT) scheme
has been proposed in the literature to obtain the estimates of CSI at each user. In this
scheme, BS transmits a short pilot sequence to the users in a way such that each user
estimates the effective channel gain.

Conventionally, the power of the pilot symbols has been considered equal to the power
of data symbols for all the users. In this thesis, we pose and answer a basic question about
the operation of a base station: How much the spectral efficiency could be improved if

the transmit power allocated to the pilot and data symbols of each user are chosen in
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some optimal fashion? In answering this question and in order to maximize the spectral
efficiency for a given total energy budget, some methods of power allocation are proposed.

First, we derive a closed-form approximate expression for the achievable downlink
rate for the maximum ratio transmission precoder based on small-scale fading in order
to evaluate the spectral efficiency in the BT scheme. Then, we propose three methods
of power allocation in order to maximize the spectral efficiency for a given total power
budget among the users. In the first proposed method, we allocate equal pilot power as
well as equal data power for all users in order to maximize the spectral efficiency. In the
second proposed method, we allow for the allocation of different data powers among the
users, whereas the pilot power for each user is kept the same and is specified. In the third
method, we optimally allocate equal pilot power and a different data power for each user
in such a way that the spectral efficiency is maximized. Numerical results are obtained
showing that all the three proposed methods are superior to the existing methods in terms
of spectral efficiency. In addition, they also show that the third proposed method of power
allocation outperforms the other two proposed methods in terms of the spectral efficiency.

Next, we derive a closed-form approximate expression for the achievable downlink
rate for the maximum ratio transmission precoder based on large-scale fading in order
to evaluate the spectral efficiency in the BT scheme. Then, we propose four methods
of power allocation in order to maximize the spectral efficiency for a given total power
budget among the users. In the first method, power is allocated among the pilot and
data symbols in such a way that the pilot power as well as the data power for each user
is the same. In the second method, power is allocated among the data symbols of the
various users, whereas the pilot power for each user is the same and is specified. In this
method, the data power for each user is optimally determined to maximize the spectral
efficiency. In the third method, power is allocated among the pilot and data symbols
of the various users, whereas the pilot power for each user is the same but determined.
In this method, the same pilot power along with the various data powers is optimized
to maximize the spectral efficiency. Finally, in the fourth method, power is allocated
optimally among each of the pilot and data symbols of the various users so as to maximize

the spectral efficiency. Numerical results are obtained showing that the performance of
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the first proposed method is approximately the same as that of the conventional approach.
In addition, they also show that the second, third and fourth methods of power allocation
yield similar performance in terms of spectral efficiency, and that the spectral efficiency of
these methods is much superior to that of the first method or of the conventional method.

Finally, we investigate the spectral efficiency of massive MU-MIMO systems on an
UL transmission with a very large number of antennas at the base station serving single-
antenna users. A practical physical channel model is proposed by dividing the angular
domain into a finite number of distinct directions. A lower bound on the achievable rate of
the uplink data transmission is derived using a linear detector for each user and employed
in defining the spectral efficiency. The lower bound obtained is further modified for the
maximum-ratio combining and zero-forcing receivers. A power control scheme based on
the large-scale fading is also proposed to maximize the spectral efficiency under the peak
power constraint. Experiments are conducted to evaluate the lower bounds obtained and
the performance of the proposed method. The numerical results show that the proposed
power control method provides a spectral efficiency which is the same as that of the
maximum power criterion using the ZF receiver. Further, the proposed method provides
a spectral efficiency that is higher than that provided by the maximum power criterion

using the MRC receiver.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

1.1 General

Massive Multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology is being incorporated into
emerging wireless broadband standards like long-term evolution (LTE) and 5G cellular
networks which has been widely studied during the last decade. This technology can sig-
nificantly improve the capacity and reliability of wireless systems by increasing the number
of antennas at the receiver and transmitter [1,2]. However, these are at the expense of
the complexity of the hardware, the energy consumption of the signal processing at the
receiver and the physical space needed to accommodate the antennas [3]. Initial researches
focused on point-to-point MIMO links, where two devices with multiple antennas com-
municate with each other. However, in recent years, focus has shifted to more practical
multi-user MIMO (MU-MIMO) systems where a base station (BS) serves multi users with
single terminal antenna. In this technology, each BS is equipped with very large number
of antennas, for e.g., 100 or more [4-6]. Massive MIMO requires a huge number of an-
tennas simultaneously serving a much smaller number of terminals. Larger numbers of
terminals can always be accommodated by combining very large MIMO technology with
conventional time and frequency-division multiplexing via orthogonal frequency-division

multiplexing (OFDM).
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Figure 1.1: A massive MU-MIMO system.

Due to the multi-user diversity, the performance of the massive MU-MIMO systems is
generally less sensitive to the propagation environment than in the point-to-point MIMO
case. As a result, massive MU-MIMO has become an important part of communications
standards, such as 802.11 (WiFi), 802.16 (WiMAX) and LTE. In addition, massive MU-
MIMO is progressively being deployed throughout the world.

Fig. 1 shows a massive MU-MIMO system. In [1], it has been shown that the effects of
the uncorrelated noise and small-scale fading are eliminated when the number of antennas
at BS is very large. The number of the users per cell are independent of the size of the
cell, and the required transmitted energy per bit decreases as the number of antennas in a
massive MU-MIMO cell increases. Moreover, the performance of simple linear processing
such as maximum-ratio combining (MRC) and zero-forcing (ZF) detections on the uplink
(UL) channel, and maximum-ratio transmission (MRT) and zero-forcing (ZF) precoding
on the downlink (DL) channel becomes near optimal in a massive MU-MIMO transmission.

systems [7].



In [1], it has been shown that non-cooperative massive MIMO systems can achieve a
data rate of 17 Mb/s for each of 40 users in a 20MHz channel in both the UL and DL
transmissions with an overall spectral efficiency of 26.5 bps/Hz considering the realistic

propagation assumptions.

1.2 Literature Review

The use of massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems, where a number of
users communicate with the base station (BS) with a very large number of antennas, is vi-
able approach for achieving significant improvement in spectral efficiency (SE) [3,5,7-10].
It has been shown that by employing a very large number of antennas at BS, the inter-
ference among the users is canceled, the uncorrelated noise is eliminated and small-scale
fading effects are averaged out [1]. In addition, linear detectors such as zero-forcing (ZF)
and maximum-ratio combining (MRC) detectors on the uplink (UL) transmission have a
near optimal performance along with an acceptable complexity in massive multiuser MIMO
(MU-MIMO) systems. In these systems, linear precoders such as ZF and maximum-ratio
transmission (MRT) precoders on the downlink (DL) transmission also offer lower com-
plexity along with a near optimal performance [11]. Due to the aforementioned advantages,
massive MIMO systems are studied for next generation of cellular networks [4,6,7,12-18].

In the cellular networks such as 5G, all users occupy full time-frequency resources both
in UL and DL transmissions. In a DL transmission, BS needs to ensure that each user
receives only the data intended for it. In a UL transmission, BS requires to recover the
individual signals transmitted by the users. In view of this, BS has to perform the huge
amount of multiplexing and de-multiplexing signal processing, which is feasible using a
massive number of antennas and having the channel state information (CSI) at BS [8], [4].

For DL transmission in a massive MIMO system, acquiring the channel state infor-
mation (CSI) is one of the most challenging topics. BS requires CSI to transmit the

precoded signal and the users also require CSI to decode the transmitted signal in DL



transmission [19]. This CSI can be estimated by received pilot signals or can be obtained
through the feedback from the receiver to the transmitter. In frequency-division duplexing
(FDD) operation, the users estimate CSI from DL pilots sent by BS and communicate the
estimated CSI back to BS over a feedback channel [20]. This feedback is very costly in
massive MU-MIMO, since the number of DL pilots is determined with the massive number
of antennas at BS. On the other hand, in time-division duplexing (TDD) operation, BS
estimates CSI from UL pilots sent by the users. Due to the channel reciprocity between
UL and DL channels in TDD systems, once BS estimates the UL channel, it automatically
has a valid estimate of the DL channel. Therefore, the pilot transmission is determined
with the number of the users in TDD operation. Typically, the users are smaller than the
antennas at BS in massive MIMO systems. As a result, CSI acquisition under TDD mode
is more economical and preferable than FDD mode [8,9].

In DL transmission under TDD operation, the users also need to obtain CSI to decode
the received data symbols. To this end, one simple method is that BS transmits pilot
sequences to the users so that each user estimates the DL channel based on the received
pilot sequences. This overhead of channel estimation is not effective, since this method
depends on the number of antennas at BS. In view of this, it is commonly assumed that
the users are aware merely of the statistical properties of the channels and the perfect CSI
is not available [21-23].

To solve this problem, in [24], the beamforming training (BT) scheme has been pro-
posed to efficiently obtain estimates of CSI at each user in DL transmission for massive
MU-MIMO systems. In the BT scheme, BS beamforms a pilot sequence such that each
user is able to estimate the efficient channel gain using the minimum mean-square error
(MMSE) channel estimation method. This channel estimation method depends only on
the number of users. Thus, the BT scheme is preferable in DL transmission for massive
MIMO systems. In [25], the BT scheme has been employed in association with the pilot

contamination precoding (PCP) scheme to improve the spectral efficiency in a massive



MU-MIMO DL transmission.

One of the typical problems in wireless MIMO networks is to study as to how much
training is required to estimate CSI. The effect of training sequences on the achievable
rate has been investigated in [26] and [27]. In case of multiuser TDD MIMO systems, an
attempt has been made in [28] to deal with the problem as to how much time should be
spent in training for a given number of transmit antennas, number of receive antennas,
and length of the channel coherence time. In addition, it has been shown in [29] that, by
varying the transmit powers for the pilot and data sequences, the optimal number of pilot
symbols is equal to the number of transmit antennas. In [30] and [31], the performance
of channel estimation has been studied for different pilot symbol designs, where a lower
bound on the achievable rate has been expressed as a function of the Cramer-Rao bound
(CRB).

To improve the spectral efficiency of massive MU-MIMO systems, power control among
the pilot sequences and payload signals is essential [32]. This power control strategy is
employed in UL transmission for different purposes [32-37]. For instance, in [32], based
on the large-scale fading coefficients, a power management method has been proposed by
considering the channel hardening effect in massive MIMO systems. An optimal power
control method that jointly optimizes the data and training signal power has been proposed
in [33], in which the spectral efficiency is maximized for a given total power budget. In [34],
a power control scheme based on the channel quality of each user has been proposed in
order to maximize the minimum achievable rate of each user, where a MRC detector is
used at BS. In [35], an optimal power control scheme over pilot and data power based
on large-scale fading has been proposed to maximize the spectral efficiency, where a ZF
receiver is employed. In [36], the data power among the users has been allocated in such a
way that the sum rate is maximized in multi-cell massive MIMO systems. In [37], a power
control strategy among the users has been proposed to maximize the spectral efficiency in

a single cell massive MIMO system.



In DL transmission, power is allocated among the users by BS in order to improve
the spectral efficiency of massive MU-MIMO systems [38-44]. For instance, a power
allocation scheme among the users has been proposed in [42] in order to maximize the
spectral efficiency under the total power constraint at BS. A power allocation among the
various users with a regularized zero forcing (RZF) precoding has been studied in [3§]
to maximize the spectral efficiency. A method of power allocation among various users
in conjunction with the BT scheme has been proposed in [39] based on the water-filling
approach to maximize the spectral efficiency. In [40], a power allocation scheme between
the pilot and data sequences has been proposed in order to improve the spectral efficiency,
where the BT scheme is employed. In [41], a method of power allocation among each of
the pilot and data symbols of all the users is proposed to maximize the spectral efficiency,
where the total power budget per coherence interval for all users is given.

It is known that in practice, in UL transmission, the propagation environment and the
geometry of the antenna arrays at BS have significant effect on the performance of massive
MIMO systems [45,46]. Most of the studies assume that the channel vectors for different
users are independent or asymptotically orthogonal [8], [9], [23], [47]. However, in prac-
tice, the channel vectors for different users are generally correlated, or not asymptotically
orthogonal, and are modeled by L-dimensional vectors, where L is the number of angular
bins [48]. The reason for this is that the antennas are not sufficiently well separated or
the propagation environment does not offer rich enough scattering. It has been shown
in [48] that by increasing the number of antennas at BS, the system performance under
a finite-dimensional channel model with L angular bins is the same as the performance

under infinite-dimensional channel model with L antennas.

1.3 Motivation

Even though future wireless systems are likely to use an ever-increasing number of access

points and new spectral bands, the need for maximizing the spectral efficiency in a given



band is never going to vanish. As mentioned in the above discussion, there exist a number
of works on the spectral efficiency maximization in massive MIMO systems. However, none
of them has considered a resource allocation scheme that jointly optimizes the pilot power,
data power and duration of training in the BT scheme for a DL transmission. Since it is
known that the joint optimization of the pilot power, data power and duration of training
offers results in terms of the spectral efficiency maximization better than that offered by
the optimization of just one of them [9], we are motivated to propose an optimal resource
allocation that jointly optimizes the training duration in UL transmission, the training
signal power in UL and DL transmissions, and the data signal power in DL transmission
for a given total power budget in a coherence interval, where the BT scheme is employed.

In view of the discussion in the previous section, in this thesis, we employ the finite-
dimensional channel model for the uplink transmission. Conventionally, it is assumed that
the users transmit equal power in the uplink transmission. However, it should be noted
that the spectral efficiency is not necessarily maximized in the conventional approach.
Thus, an optimal transmit power of each user needs to be determined to maximize the

spectral efficiency.

1.4 Objective

The objective of this thesis is to investigate the spectral efficiency of massive MU-MIMO
systems in both UL and DL transmissions. The main focus of this study is on improving
the spectral efficiency in massive MU-MIMO systems by allocating the power to the pilot
and data transmitted symbols, given the total power budget per each coherence interval.
Since the spectral efficiency is the main concern of this thesis, and its calculation using
the lower bound on the achievable rate is computationally very intensive, in this thesis,
we derive approximate expressions for the lower bound of achievable downlink rate, for
both small scale and large scale fading.

In the first part of the thesis, we first derive a closed-form approximate expression for



the achievable DL rate for the maximum ratio transmission precoder based on small-scale
fading in order to evaluate the spectral efficiency in the BT scheme. Then, we propose
three methods of power allocation in order to maximize the spectral efficiency for a given
total power budget among the users.

In the second part of the thesis, we first derive a closed-form approximate expression for
the achievable DL rate for the maximum ratio transmission precoder based on large-scale
fading in order to evaluate the spectral efficiency in the BT scheme. Then, we propose
four methods of power allocation in order to maximize the spectral efficiency given the
total power budget among the users.

The third part of the thesis deals with the spectral efficiency of massive MU-MIMO
systems in an UL transmission with a very large number of antennas at the base sta-
tion serving single-antenna users. A power control scheme based on large-scale fading is

proposed to maximize the spectral efficiency under the peak power constraint.

1.5 Organization of the thesis

The thesis is organized as follows:

Chapter 2 provides the fundamental concepts of a massive MU-MIMO system. In
addition, various channel estimation and precoding techniques are introduced for massive
MU-MIMO systems.

Chapter 3 presents various power allocation schemes in order to maximize the spectral
efficiency in DL channel employing small-scale fading. First, a closed-form approximate
expression for the achievable DL rate for the MRT precoder is derived in order to evaluate
the spectral efficiency. Then, three methods of power allocation are proposed in order to
maximize the spectral efficiency given the total power budget among the users. Experi-
ments are conducted to evaluate the performance of the proposed methods in terms of the
spectral efficiency, and to determine as to which of the three methods provides the best

performance.



Chapter 4 investigates the spectral efficiency in DL transmission employing large-scale
fading. First, a closed-form approximate expression for the achievable DL rate for the
MRT precoder is derived in order to evaluate the spectral efficiency. Then, four methods
of power allocation are proposed in order to maximize the spectral efficiency given the
total power budget for the users. Experiments are conducted to evaluate the performance
of the proposed methods in terms of the spectral efficiency and to determine as to which
of the four methods provides the best performance.

Chapter 5 presents a power control scheme based on large-scale fading in order to
maximize the spectral efficiency in UL channel under the peak power constraint. First,
an expression for the lower bound on the achievable rate of the uplink data transmission
is derived using a linear detector for each user. This lower bound is further modified for
the maximum-ratio combining and zero-forcing receivers. Then, a power control scheme
based on large-scale fading is proposed to maximize the spectral efficiency under the peak
power constraint. Experiments are conducted to evaluate the lower bounds obtained and
the performance of the proposed method.

Chapter 6 concludes the thesis by summarizing and highlighting the work undertaken
in the thesis. Some topics that could be undertaken following the ideas developed in this

thesis are also briefly discussed in this chapter.



Chapter 2

Background

In this chapter, a brief introduction to point-to-point and massive MIMO systems is given.
Then, the achievable rate of each user in UL and DL transmissions is described. Since
our presented work relies on precoding techniques in DL transmission, the conventional

precoding is described in detail.

2.1 Point-to-point MIMO

In order to investigate the capacity of massive MU-MIMO systems, first, we consider a
point-to-point MIMO transmission, where the transmitter and receiver are equipped with
n; and n, antennas, respectively. It is assumed that the MIMO channel is a narrow-band
time-invariant and deterministic channel denoted by H € C™ ™. It is known that the
OFDM schemes can convert a frequency-selective wide-band channel into multiple paral-
lel flat-fading narrow-band channels [1]. A point-to-point MIMO link has the following
mathematical description such that for each use of the channel, the received signals is
given by

y=+/pHr+w, (2.1)

where y is n, components vector of the transmitted signals, x is n, components vector of

the received signals, w is n, components vector of the receiver noise, and p is signal to
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noise ratio (SNR) of the link. To make sure that the expected total transmit power is

unity we have

E{|*|}=1, (2.2)

where E(.) denotes the expected value. The components of the additive noise vector
are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) zero mean and unit variance complex-

Gaussian random variables.

2.1.1 Achievable rate

Access to the channel state information (CSI) at the transmitter and the receiver has a
substantial effect on the achievable rate of MIMO systems. Under the perfect knowledge
of the channel matrix H at the transmitter, the mutual information or capacity is derived

in bits-per-symbol as [49]

C = I(z; ) = log,(det (I, + L HH), (2.3)

Ny

where [(z;s) indicates the mutual information operator, I, denotes the n, x n; iden-
tity matrix, and (.)" denotes the Hermitian transpose of the associated matrix [11]. We
can rewrite (2.3) in form of singular values of the propagation matrix. To this end, we

decompose the channel matrix H as
H =y D, 9, (2.4)

where ¢ and ¢ are unitary matrices of dimension n, X n, and n; X n;, respectively. In
addition, D, denotes diagonal matrix with dimension of n, X n; which comprises the

singular values of matrix H denoted. In this case, the capacity given by (2.3) is expressed
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as

min(ng,nr) 2

C= Z log, (1 + P ) (2.5)

n
=1 t

where v; is i singular value of matrix H. From (2.5), the capacity of the total system is
2

equivalent to the combined achievable rate of parallel links when the [** link has % SNR.

The capacity is maximum when the singular values are equal and is minimum when all

the singular values except one are zero. Thus, (2.5) can be bounded as

p Tr(GG)

{ M) (2.6)

ny min(ngn,)

log, (1 + ) < C < min(mn,.) x logy (1 +

We assume that the propagation coefficient magnitude is equal to one, i.e., Tr(GGH) ~

nsn,.. Thus, we have

log, (1 4+ p ny) < C < min(nyn,.) X log, <1 + %(nmr)) (2.7)
t

The minimum capacity happens under the extreme keyhole propagation conditions while
the maximum happens when the entries of the propagation matrix are i.i.d. random

variables.

2.1.2 Limiting cases

In this subsection, we intend to deal with the effect of increasing the n;, and n, on the

achievable rate. It is known that at low SNRs, (2.3) becomes

p Tr(GGT) _pn,

C = ~
=0 ngIn 2 In2

(2.8)

In (2.7), capacity is dependent on only n,. In other words, at low SNRs, the multiple
transmit antennas have no value. In addition, if the number of transmitter antennas

increases while keeping the number of receiver antennas constant, the capacity matches
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the upper bound in (2.7), i.e., we have
Cry>> n. = nlogy(1+ p) (2.9)
In favorite propagation condition, we have [3]

T
(GG ) ~ 1, (2.10)
) py>>n.

In (2.10), it is assumed that the row-vectors of the propagation matrix are asymptotically

orthogonal. On the other hand, if the number of receiver antennas increases while the

number of transmitter antennas are constant, we have

)
(GG ) ~ 1, (2.11)
oy Ny >>Ng

Under this condition the capacity of the MIMO channel given by (4.8) is simplified to

p Ny
Tt )

Chyssny = 1y logy (1 + (2.12)

where the capacity again matches the upper bound (2.7). It should be noted that a very
large number of transmitter or receiver antennas, combined with favorite propagation
condition, constitutes a highly desirable scenario [7]. The results in (2.11) and (2.12)
show the advantages of equipping the arrays in a MIMO link with a large number of

antennas.

2.2 Multi-user MIMO

Multi user MIMO systems are considered as a cellular network, where the base station is
equipped by M antennas that serves K single-terminal users in each cell. It is assumed

that there are L cells. Therefore, the coefficient propagation of each user to each antenna
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of the base station in L cells is denoted by g; 1., which is defined as the channel coefficient
from the kth user in the [th cell to the nth antenna of the ¢th BS. This coefficient consists
of two parts, small-scale fading factor and large-scale fading (geometric attenuation). In

this case, it can be written as

Gikin = Nigkin/ dik, (2-13)

where h; i, and d; ;; denote complex small-scale fading and large-scale fading coefficients,
respectively. In this system model, it is assumed that small-scale fading coefficients are
different for the different users for different antennas at each BS, but the large-scale fading
coefficients are the same for different antennas at each BS and it depends on the distance
of each user. In view of this, the channel matrix from all K users in the [th cell to the ith

BS can be expressed as
Gy = Hi,lD%i,l (2.14)

where D;; is a K x K diagonal matrix that consists d; 1, ...,d; x,; elements. Typically,

when the single-cell systems are considered, the cell and BS indices are dropped.

2.2.1 Uplink

In the uplink channel, when the perfect CSI is available at BS, the users only transmit
their signal, but when CSI is not available at BS, the users send pilot signals along with
transmitted data for estimating the channel at BS. In this section, we consider that BS is

aware of CSI. In this case, the received signal vector at a single BS is given by [7]

Yu = V/PuGTy + 1y (2.15)
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where z, € C%*! is the transmitted signal vector from all the K users, G € CM*xK
is the uplink channel, n, € CM*! is a zero-mean noise vector with complex Gaussian
distribution and identity covariance matrix, and p, denotes the uplink transmit power.
The transmitted symbol from kth user is the kth element of x, = [xlu, To', ...,k K“] with
El|lz;[*]=1. It is shown in [1] that the column channel vectors from different users are
asymptotically orthogonal when the number of antennas at BS, M, grows to infinity. Thus,

we have
G'G =D:H'HD? ~ MD . (2.16)

This result is discussed in [50]. According to this result, the capacity of the MU-MIMO

link becomes [7]

K bits
= N log, (1 4+ M pydy,)—— . 2.17
C Kzl ogy(1+ M pudy) 5 (2.17)

The achievable rate of each user depends on the detectors that are employed. For example,
(2.17) is derived when BS employs the simple matched filter (MF) detector. In this case,

BS multiplies the received signal vector by HT, as

H'ty, = Hf (VPuHzy +1y) . (2.18)

This technic does not color the noise since the channel vectors are asymptotically orthog-

onal when the number of antenna at BS grows to infinity [1].

2.2.2 Downlink

In TDD systems, the DL channel matrix is the conjugate transpose of the UL channel
matrix [8]. The users are not aware of CSI while BS usually knows CSI based on the

uplink pilot transmission. In this case, each user detects the corresponding signal data.
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Let yq € C%*! be the received signal vector at K users. Then, the received signal vector

can be written as

Ya = v/Pa H x4+ nq, (2.19)

where z; € CV*! is the signal vector transmitted by BS, ng; € C%*! is additive noise
vector and pg denotes the transmit power. To make sure that the transmitted symbol
power is equal to one, we have F {||13d||2} = 1. In DL transmission, it is possible for BS to
perform power allocation in order to maximize the sum rate [49]. With power allocation,

the sum capacity for the system becomes

bits

C = max log, det (Ix + pa M Q D) Iy (2.20)

where () is a positive diagonal matrix associated with the power allocation coefficients for
K
each user, i.e., (q1, ..., qx), where the power allocation coefficients satisfies > g, = 1.

It is shown in [3] that the simple MF detector can achieve the capacity of a m;s:slive MU-
MIMO system when the number of antennas at BS, M, is much larger than the number
of users, K, and grows to infinity, i.e., M >> K and M — oc.

The CSI is not typically available at BS. Hence, the users transmit pilot symbols along
with their uplink data symbols to BS to estimate the CSI. In this case, all users allocate T

symbols to pilot symbols per a coherence interval and BS receives the pilots and estimates

the channel using minimum mean square error (MMSE) estimation.

2.3 Massive MIMO

Massive MIMO systems are a useful and scalable version of multi user MIMO systems [8].
There are three fundamental distictions between massive MIMO and conventional multi

user MIMO. First, only base station learns G. Second, M is typically much larger than K,
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although this does not have to be the case. Third, simple linear signal processing is used
both on the uplink and on the downlink. These features render massive MIMO scalable

with respect to the number of base station, M.

2.4 Channel estimation

As discussed in the previous subsection, BS needs to estimate CSI. Having CSI can be
used in multi-user precoding in the DL transmission and multi-user detecting in the UL
transmission. The resource, time or frequency required for channel estimation in a MU-
MIMO system is proportional to the number of the transmit antennas and is independent
of the number of the receive antennas [7]. When a massive MIMO system works in the
frequency-division duplexing (FDD) mode, the frequency band of UL and DL channel are
different. Hence, BS can not use the same CSI for both channels. Channel estimation for
the UL channel is done at BS using different pilot sequences which are transmitted by the
users. In the TDD mode, the time required for UL pilot transmission is independent of
the number of antennas at BS. However, to get CSI for the DL channel in the FDD mode,
a two-stage procedure is required. BS first transmits pilot symbols to all users, and then
all users feed back estimated CSI (partial or complete) for the DL transmission to BS. The
time required to transmit the DL pilot symbols is proportional to the number of antennas
at BS [24], which is very large in massive MU-MIMO systems. For this reason, massive
MU-MIMO systems are typically considered in TDD mode. Based on the assumption of
channel reciprocity between UL and DL channel in the TDD mode, CSI is required to be
estimated only in the UL channel [47].

According to the TTD protocol that is depicted in Fig.2, first, all the users in all the
cells synchronously send UL data signals. Then, the users send pilot sequences. Base
stations use these pilot sequences to estimate CSI for detecting the UL data. Also, base
stations generate beamforming vectors for DL data transmission with the aid of CSI. One

of the famous problems in this field is the pilot contamination. Due to limited channel
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Figure 2.1: Multi-User MIMO TDD protocol.

BN

coherence time, all the users in all the cells employ the same sequences of orthogonal
pilot signals, which brings about the interference at the base stations [51-58]. Typically,
the base stations employ the linear MMSE estimator in order to obtain CSI, but other
methods, such as compressive sensing-based channel estimation approach which is a sub-
optimal approach, are also used [59]. In addition, obtaining CSI at the receiver is a
supportive method to improve the spectral efficiency in a massive MU-MIMO system. In

this respect, a time-frequency training sequence design is developed in [60].

2.5 Precoding

As discussed in the previous subsection, precoding the DL data symbols has an important
role on the capacity of the DL channels. In fact, precoding the DL data symbols for
MIMO systems is done by linear and non-linear precoding techniques, such as dirty-
paper-coding (DPC) [61-63], vector perturbation (VP) [64] and lattice-aided methods [65].
These schemes have better performance rather than linear precoding, but there are many
complexity issues for implementation. On the other hand, with an increase in the number
of antennas at the BS, linear precoders, such as MF and ZF, are shown to be near-
optimal [3,7]. Thus, it is more practical to use low-complexity linear precoding techniques

in massive MIMO systems. Therefore, we mainly focus on linear precoding techniques.
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2.5.1 Basic Precoding

In massive MU-MIMO systems, basic linear precoding methods are employed at BS [1].
The difference between the performance of MF and ZF precoders is discussed in [66].

When BS employs MF precoder, the transmitted signal from BS can be expressed as [66]

1 1
2 = —— (HT) sy = — H* 34, (2.21)
«

Va

where « is a power normalization factor and s, is the data symbol [66]. When ZF is

employed at BS, the transmitted signal from BS can be expressed as [66]

1 N 1 -1
ZF T s« 17T 1+
= —(H = —H'(H H 2.22
Ld \/a ( ) Sd \/a ( ) Sd ( )
where ¥ denotes the pseudo-inverse operator. The performance of ZF precoder outper-
forms the performance of MF precoder in the high SNR region, while the performance
of MF precoder is better in the low SNR region [22]. The computational complexity of
these precoders is discussed in [22]. This complexity is dependent of the number of the

users. By decreasing the number of the users per each cell, the computational complexity

of these precoders can be decreased.

2.6 Summary

In this chapter, we have presented the point to point MIMO, multi-user MIMO and mas-
sive MIMO systems in detail. In addition, we have introduced channel estimation and

precoding techniques for MIMO systems.
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Chapter 3

Spectral efficiency in downlink

transmission for small-scale fading

In this chapter, we first investigate a massive MU-MIMO system in the TDD mode, where
a base station is equipped with a very large number of antennas and serves single-antenna
users simultaneously in the same frequency band. To accurately decode the data signal on
the DL channel, BS and the users require the channel state information, which is obtained
by the BT scheme employing the small-scale fading. Then, we propose various power

allocation schemes in order to maximize SE.

3.1 System Model

The DL transmission is studied in a single-cell massive MU-MIMO system, where a BS
with M antenna elements simultaneously communicates with K single antenna users as
shown in Fig. 1. It is assumed that M > K and BS employs the linear precoding technique
before the DL transmission to all the users. In order to precode the data, BS requires
CSI, which is obtained through the UL training. Due to the channel reciprocity between
UL and DL channels in TDD operation, BS uses this CSI to precode the data in DL

transmission.
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3.1.1 Uplink channel estimation

The orthogonal pilot sequences of length 7, symbols per coherence interval are simulta-
neously transmitted by all users in the cell. Since the pilot sequences are orthogonal,
7, > K. The pilot matrix of K users is denoted by ¥ = [¢y, o, ..., o] € C™*X with the
orthogonality property W = Iy, where ¢; denotes the pilot sequence of kth user and
()T denotes the Hermitian operation of the associated matrix.

Let H € CM*K be the channel matrix, where the elements of H are assumed to be
independent Gaussian distributed with zero mean and unit variance. Thus, the M x 7,

pilot matrix received at BS can be written as

Yu = vV TuDu H \IIT + Nu; (31)

where p, and N, € CM*7 denote respectively, the average pilot transmission power of
each user and the received noise matrix at BS. We assume that the elements of N, are
independent Gaussian distributed with zero mean and unit variance. Using the received
pilot matrix given by (3.1), the minimum mean-square error (MMSE) estimate of H can

be written as [67]

& T TR & | VTuPu_ & (3.2)

= + s
TuPu + 1 TuPu + 1

where Nu = N,V has the same distribution as N. In this case, H is decomposed as
H=H +¢, (3.3)

where ¢ denotes the channel estimation error. Since MMSE estimation is employed, &

) and CN (0, -2 )

? Tuputl

and H are independent. In addition, ¢ and H have i.i.d CA/ (0,

1
Tupu+1

elements, respectively [24].
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3.1.2 Downlink Transmission

BS first uses the channel estimate H obtained in the previous subsection to precode the
symbols, and then BS transmits the precoded symbols to the users in DL transmission.
In view of this, let s;, be the symbol that BS transmits to the kth user, with E{|s|?} =1
and W € CM*K be the linear precoding matrix. In this case, the M x 1 transmit signal

vector can be written as
x = WS, (3.4)

where s £ [\ /Da, 51, /P52, -, /D Sk|T and pg, denotes the average transmit power al-

located to the k' user. It is assumed that the power of precoding signal is unity, i.e., we

have

E[tr(WWT)] =1, (3.5)
The received vector in the DL transmission is given by

y = H'Ws +n, (3.6)

where n is a vector whose k" element is additive noise at the k' user that is denoted by

ny ~ CN(0,1). In view of this, the received signal at the k' user is given by

K
Yk = \/Paj, OkkSk + Z V/Pd; OkiSi + M. (3.7)

i=1,ik

For accurately detecting the transmitted signal in DL transmission, each user needs to
obtain CSI. A conventional method of channel estimation is that BS transmits pilot sym-
bols in such a way that the users estimate the channel using minimum mean-square error

(MMSE) estimation. This method is inefficient since the overhead on the aforementioned
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channel estimation is proportional to M, which tends to infinity in a massive MU-MIMO
system. To solve this problem, the BT scheme is employed to estimate ay;, for each
user [24]. In the BT scheme, the channel estimation is proportional to K, which is much

smaller than M. In the next subsection, we explain as to how to estimate agy.

3.1.3 Beamforming Training

In the BT scheme, BS beamforms the pilot sequences in DL transmission after channel
estimation in the UL training. Then, the effective channel gain ay; is estimated at each
user by the received pilot sequences. We define S, € C¥*™ to be a pilot matrix in the DL
channel, where 7; denotes the number of symbols for pilot sequences. Using this definition,

the pilot matrix is given by

Sp = \/TdPp P. (38)

where p, and ® denote the power of each pilot symbol and the pilot sequence matrix in DL
transmission, respectively. Since the pilot sequences are orthogonal, we have ®® = I
which requires that 7; > K. In the BT method, using the precoding matrix W, BS
beamforms the pilot sequence for the users. In other words, the transmitted pilot matrix

is WS,,. Thus, the received pilot matrix in DL transmission can be expressed as
Y! = /7ap, HHW® + N, (3.9)

where NI" denotes the noise matrix in the received signal with i.i.d. CA(0,1) entries. To
estimate the channel, we use the orthogonality of pilot sequences. In view of this, let

?g = Y;@T. In this case, we have

\?g = /Tapy H'W + Ng, (3.10)
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where N7 2 NZ®T has i.i.d CA(0,1) elements. By decomposing Y given by (4.12), we

have

ygk = /Tapp hi W + ﬁ,{k = /TaPp &} + ﬁ,{k, (3.11)

where y, ; and ﬁ;k represent the kth columns of \?p and Ng, respectively and a; =

[aklakg...akK]T.

From (4.15), kth user estimates a;. Although the elements of a; are
correlated and should be jointly estimated, it has been shown in [24] that the performance
loss due to independent estimation is negligible. As a result, ag,...,arx are estimated

independently. In view of this, the ith element of y,  is employed to estimate ay; using

MMSE channel estimation. In this case, the estimation of ax; can be expressed as [67]

L /TaDp Var(ag;)

Tapp Var(ag;) + 1

(Gpki — v/TaDp Elari]) (3.12)

aki = E[aki]

where @, x; denotes the ith entry of ¥, and Var(a,;) represents the variance of ay;. This
expression looks similar to (10) in [24]. However, in [24] the transmit power for pilot and
data symbols are assumed to be the same in DL transmission. It is to be emphasized
that in the present work, we distinguish between the pilot transmit power p, and the data
transmit power py in DL transmission.

We define €;; to be the channel estimation error. Since MMSE estimation is employed,
the estimate a,; and the estimation error €;; are uncorrelated. In view of this, the effective

channel gain ay; is given by
Qi = Qgi + €xi - (3.13)

Substituting (3.13) into (3.7), we have

K K
b =v/Par kSt > /Pd; kiSit Y \/Da,€riSiH (3.14)
i=1

i=1,i#k
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3.1.4 Achievable Downlink Rate

Employing an approach similar to that used in [48], it can be shown that the achievable

DL rate (ADR) for kth user is lower bounded as

Ri=E

(3.15)

o Y
2 N
Sy pa B lewi Y g pa il 2+1

Even though this expression is similar to that obtained in [24], it is noted that the value of
ay; in the former expression is different from that in the latter in view of our distinguishing
the pilot transmit power from the data transmit power.

It has been shown in [24] that the BT method with MRT precoding is more efficient
than the BT method with ZF precoding. This is due to the fact that, with ZF, the
randomness of the effective channel gain at each user is smaller than the one with MRT
(with ZF, the channel gain becomes deterministic when the BS has perfect CSI) and hence,
MRC has a higher advantage of using the channel estimate for the signal detection. In

view of this, we have employed the MRT precoding in this thesis.

3.1.4.1 MRT precoder

When BS uses the MRT precoder in the DL transmission, the precoding matrix is defined
by

W = QN RT I:I*, (316)

where (.)* denotes the conjugate operation of the associated matrix and /gy is a constant

which is employed to satisfy the power constraint given by (3.5). Thus, we have [24]

[ Tupu + 1
OANMRT — ]\4_];(—7_1) (317)
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Proposition 3.1 : Using MRT precoding technique, ax; and E{|ex|?} are given by

/TdPp ~ .
pop-‘rKyp’ki t ?é k

~ _ \/TdbPp ~ K TuPuM ) — 1
Akk = Tt Kk T 70 TR Rupat D 1T k (3.18)

E{|exi|*}= —1 1V k

pop+K

Qi =

The proof of this proposition is given in Appendix A.

Substituting E{|e|>} = polerK into (3.15), we obtain the lower bound of ADR for kth
user as
~2
RMET — | log, (1 + pdkm’}’;‘ — ) . (3.19)
D it mp i T 2k Pas | Qi+ 1

3.1.5 Spectral Efficiency

The spectral efficiency S is defined by [24]

T — 7 — Ty
u d
.2
S = = ;;1 Ry, (3.20)

where Ry is the lower bound on ADR for the kth user given by (3.19) for the MRT
precoder, and 7T is the length of the coherence interval in DL transmission. The estimate
for ay; and ag, depend on the precoder used. These estimates are given by (3.18) for the
MRT precoder.

In the following section, we present various methods of power allocation and maximize
the spectral efficiency. These are given below.

1. BS does not transmit any pilot symbols to the users and the data power of each
user is the same, i.e.,

7 = 0 and pg, = pa, = ... = Dax = Pd-

2. Pilot power as well as the data power for each user is the same, i.e.,

pp1 = ... :ppK =DPd; = --- :de = Dd-
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3. Pilot power for each user is the same, with a similar statement holding true for the
data power, i.e.,

DPp1 = Dpp = - = Ppyc = Dp-

Pday = Pdy = --- = Pdg = DPd-

4. Pilot power is the same for each user and is specified, while the data power for each
user is determined to maximize SE; i.e.,

DPpy = Ppy = --- = Dpy = Dp 15 specified.

5. Pilot power is the same for each user, i.e.,

DPpy = Pp1 = -+ = Ppx = Pp>

and we determine py, pq,, ..., Pa, Such that SE is maximized.

3.2 Maximization of spectral efficiency

3.2.1 No pilot power and equal data power for all users

We assume that BS does not transmit any pilot symbols to the users and the data power
for each user is the same, i.e., 7y = 0 and pg, = pa, = ... = P4, = pa- Hence, from (3.19)

we see that the lower bound of ADR is [22]

M TuDu Pd
RMRET | (1 + = ) 3.21
e =l I e o D (e 1 D) (3.21)

In this method of power allocation, SE is obtained by substituting (3.21) in (3.20).

3.2.2 Equal pilot and data powers for each user

We now assume that the data power of each user is the same, i.e., p,, = ... = pp, =Dp =
Pd, = ... = Pax = pa- Hence, from (3.19) the lower bound of ADR is obtained as [24]
k - 2 K N . .
o HPa Yoy i+ 1
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Again, in this method of power allocation, SE is obtained by substituting (3.22) in (3.20).

3.2.3 Equal pilot power and equal data power for all users

We assume that not only the pilot power for each user is the same, but also the data power
for each user is the same, i.e.,p,, = pp, = ... = Pp = Pp a0d D4, = D4y, = ... = Pdy = Da-

Substituting these in (3.19), the lower bound of ADR in this case is given by

RYRT _ |

~ 2
log, (1+ = Pald| ) (3.23)

K |~
Tt K TPd Zi¢k lag:|?+ 1

We allocate the power among the pilot and data symbols in DL transmission given the
energy budget in a coherence time in such a way that SE is maximized [68]. We also find
the optimal value of 7, in order to maximize SE. In view of this, first, we obtain a close
approximation of the achievable rate given by (3.23) and then, we present our optimal

power allocation method.

3.2.3.1 Approximation for the lower bound of achievable downlink rate

In order to obtain a close approximation of the achievable rate given by (3.23) for the

MRT precoder, we use the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.1 : When X and Y are independent positive random variables, we have [69]

log, (1 + ;—() ~ log, (1 + w) (3.24)

E
E{Y}
In [69], it has been shown that the right side expression of Lemma 3.1 lies between the lower

and upper bounds of the left side expression, and hence, can be used as an approximation
to the left side expression. In addition, it has been shown in [69] that as M becomes very
large, this approximation becomes particularly accurate.

Employing Lemma 3.1, a tractable expression for the lower bound of the achievable
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DL rate for the MRT precoder, given by (3.19), can be approximated as

E{la 2
RMET ~ Jog, <1 + %5 b {K|akk| }A 5 )7 (3.25)
pop+dK + Ppa Zi;&k E{fari*} + 1

Proposition 3.2 : Substituting (3.18) into the lower bound of the achievable DL rate

given by (3.25), it can be shown that

R~ log, (1 + SINR%RT) = R, (3.26)
where
a T2p2 + b 1, + C
SINRMRT— " @ 74P, b Tapp + ] , (3.27)
7iPA(d pa + 1)+rapy(e pa + fHg(pa + 1)
and
2 TuPu, 2 2 TuPu
= — )V M(M+1 S R

a aMRT(Tupu + 1) ( + ) + A RT (Tupu + 1)2 5

2 TupuM
b = L + 1’

(rupu + 1)
. _ K typuM

(rupu + 1)

K—-1
d = ———

K )

e = 2K —1,
[ = 2K,
g = K% (3.28)

The proof of this proposition is given in Appendix B.
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3.2.3.2 Optimal power allocation

We now present the proposed resource allocation scheme in order to maximize SE. It
has been shown in [32] that allocating optimal powers for the training symbols and data

symbols increases SE, where SE is a function of the energy per bit (EPB) defined as

2 Epp + By + (1 — )

" g

Pd

(3.29)

It can be observed from (3.29) that when p, = p, = pg and 74 = 7,, we have n = .
Moreover, it can be observed from (3.20) that when the transmit power is reduced below a
certain threshold, the bit energy increases. Hence, the minimum bit energy is obtained at
a non-zero SE [33]. Operating below this SE is evidently inefficient. However, this regime
can be operated by increasing the transmit power for training and reducing the transmit
power for data. Motivated by these observations, we propose an optimal resource allocation
to jointly select the training duration on UL transmission (7,), the training duration on
DL transmission (74), the training signal power on DL transmission (p,), the training
signal power on UL transmission (p,), and the data signal power on DL transmission (pg)
in order to maximize SE for a given total energy budget spent in a coherence interval. In
view of this, let the total transmit energy constraint at BS and each user be E;; and Fy,,

respectively. Thus, we have

Tapp + (T =14 —1)pa < Eu (3.30)

and

TuPu, S Etu‘ (331)

From (3.30), the channel estimate is degraded when 7,4p, decreases, but the energy for the

data transmission phase (T'—7;—7,)pq is increased under the total energy constraint at BS.
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Hence, SE may improve. Moreover, the accuracy of the channel estimate is improved by
allocating more energy to the training transmission phase. However, less energy should be
allocated to the data transmission phase to satisfy (3.30). Hence, SE may again improve.
In addition, from (3.31), it is straightforward that total energy constraint at each user is
allocated to the UL training transmission phase in order to improve SE. In view of this,
there are optimal values of 7,, 74, pp, pu, and p; which maximize SE for given E4, F,,

and T'. Mathematically speaking, we have the following problem.

max S
DPusPdsPpsTu,Td

Tapp + (T — 74 — 7y)pa < Eq
Tupu S Etu
.t Pp > 0,ps > 0,p, >0 (3.32)

TUZKquZK

Tu + 10 <T

Lemma 3.2 : The energy constraint given by (3.30) is satisfied with equality at the

optimal solution.

Proof : Since the expressions for SINR given by (3.27) is monotonically increasing with
p, for a given p; and vice versa, it can be observed from (3.20) that S is an increasing
function of p, when p,; is given. In addition, S is an increasing function of p; when p,
is given. Hence, S is maximized when BS uses all the energy budget in one coherence
interval, i.e., Tapp + (T — 74 — Ta)pa = Erg. M

Lemma 3.3 : The energy constraint given by (3.31) is satisfied with equality at the

optimal solution.

Proof : Since SINRs given by (3.27) is monotonically increasing with p,, it can be

observed from (3.20) that S is an increasing function of p,. Hence, S is maximized when
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each user employs all energy budget in one coherence interval, i.e., 7,p, = Ey,. B

Remark 3.1 : It has been shown in [29] that when the transmit powers for pilot and
data sequences are allowed to vary, the optimal number of training symbols is equal to
the number of transmit antennas M. On the other hand, if the training and data powers
are to be made equal, the optimal number of training symbols can be larger than the
number of transmit antennas M. In massive MIMO systems, M is very large. Thus,
it is ineffective that we optimally choose 7, = M. On the other hand, the BT scheme
is employed to efficiently estimate the channel gain for each user in order to reduce the
number of training symbols in DL transmission. In view of this. in this thesis, following
the work in [24], we relax 7, in the optimization problem given by (3.32) in such a way
that the complexity of channel estimation is acceptable.

According to Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2, and Remark 3.1, the optimization problem given

by (3.32) can be rewritten as

max S
PdPpsPusTu

Tapp + (T — 74 — Tu)Pa = Eta
TyPu = Etu

5.t. (3.33)
Pp Z O7pd Z Oapu 2 0

L KSTUST_TCZ

There are optimal values of 7, p,, pp, and pg which maximize SE. In the next subsec-
tions, we intend to find the optimal values of 7, and p,, and simplify the optimization

problem given by (3.33). To this end, we first introduce the following theorem.
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Theorem 3.1 : The function

_ B

is a strictly increasing function in z € (0, 00), where £ > 0, ¢, > 0, and uy > 0.

Proof : When fy, ¢, and py are positive, we have

/ ___1 Br i B B
AT <(<k+ukx)66k+<k+ukx) 1n(1+§k+ M))’ (3.35)
and
g//@):L — Btz (B + 251) — 2Brsitir (Br + i) <0, (3.36)

In 2 (S )% (Br 4 it 1)

where ¢'(z) and ¢”(x) are first and second derivatives of g(z), respectively. From (3.36),
we conclude that ¢'(x) is a strictly deceasing function in z since ¢”(z) < 0. As a result,

g'(z) > ¢'(00) = 0 which implies that g(x) is a strictly increasing function in z € (0,00). B

To satisfy the first constraint of the optimization problem given by (3.33), we have

_ Eia—Tapp
ba = T—7qg—Tu

(3.26) into (3.20), we have

. Using MRT precoder and substituting py = 2= into (3.26) and then,

T—Tq—Tu

K
S(pu,Tu,pp,Pd) - ng(puaTuappapd) (337)
k=1
where
T+H7, 5
wsTusPp,Pd )= \1— lo 14 P , 3.38
9k (PusTusPpspa) ( T > gz( <k+uk(1—%)) (3.38)
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and

B = M{a(mmﬁ + b(pop)—i-c} ,
e = M {d (Tapp)” + € (Tapp) + g} :
e = ((rapp)? + f(Tapp) + 9) - (3.39)

Proposition 3.3 : The optimal value of 7, given by the optimization problem (3.33)

is equal to K.

Eiq—Tap} : :
Proof : Let us assume that 7%, pf = b;t;“, P}, and pjj = %ﬁj; are the optimal solution

of the optimization problem given by (3.33) satisfying the constraints where 7" > K. Then,

we choose 7, = K, D, = 7,p5/ K, p,=pj, and pg= ?f;—;_d? satisfying the constraints of the

optimization problem given by (3.33). Note that with this choice, we have 7,p, = 7,p} =

E},. Substituting p,, 7,,Dbp, and pg into (3.38) yields

uy Tus 9 =\ ]-O 1 I 340

where

— Et — M
By = %{a(mp;f + b(po;)—i—c} ,
Eyg—T1aps
& = w [d (1ap})* + e (Tapy) + g] :
i = ((mp;)2 + f(7ap;) +g) ) (3.41)

Knowing 7,p, = 7,p;, and using Theorem 1 and the fact 7 > K, we have

S Ta+T, B
gk(plu Ty, P 7pd) >(1_ )lOg (1 I _ _ T T )
’ T )N G -
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Thus, from (3.37) and (3.42), we have

S(Dus T, Pp» Pa) > S0 ot 0 1) (3.43)

This contradicts the assumption and so, 7;; < K . On the other hand, due to the orthog-

onality of the pilot sequences, we have 77 > K. As aresult, 7., = K. B

At this stage, we find the optimal value of p, with help of the following lemma.
Lemma 3.4 : The optimal value of p, in the optimization problem given by (3.33) is
P = Eun /K.

Proof : To satisfy the second constraint of the optimization problem given by (3.33),
we have 7p¥ = Ey,. Since 7' = K, thus, p} = E, /K. R
According to Lemma 3.4 and Proposition 3.3, the optimization problem given by (3.33)

can be rewritten as [40]

I
such that { 0<pa< 7 Eia = (3.44)
SPd S 7 s

Lemma 3.5 : The objective function of the optimization problem given by (3.44) is

concave with respect to py.

Proof : First, we substitute p, = ET—Zd — (%) pq into (3.26) which yields a concave
Eiq
T—Td—K :

concave function, we conclude that log,(1+SINRA#T) is also concave. Moreover, since the

function with respect to p; in the range 0 < py <

Knowing that log,(1 + ) is a
summation of concave functions is also concave, the proof of Lemma 3.5 is concluded. W

As a result of Lemma 3.5, there is a global maximum point for the objective function

given by (3.44). To obtain a globally optimal solution, any convex optimization scheme
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can be employed. We employ the FMINCON function in MATLAB’s optimization toolbox
to derive the optimal solution of the optimization problem given by (3.44). It can be seen
from (3.29) that when SE is maximized, EPB is minimized for a given E;;. As a result,

this solution also provides the minimum value of EPB.

3.2.4 Experimental Results

We utilize the expressions presented in Sections 3.2.1, 3.2.2, and 3.2.3 to study the SE
performance of the proposed optimal power allocation scheme. In all the experiments
conducted, we define SNR £ % Since Ej; is the total transmit energy spent in a
coherence interval T" and the noise variance is 1, SN R has the interpretation of average
transmit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). Thus, SN R is dimensionless. We also choose 7, =

7, = K, and T' = 200 (corresponding to a coherence bandwidth of 200 KHz and a coherence

time of 1 ms) in all examples.

3.2.4.1 Validation of the approximation for SE

In order to obtain SE for the MRT precoder, we first substitute the estimates of ay; given
by (3.18) in the expression for Ry given by (3.19). Then, we substitute (3.19) in the
expression for SE given by (3.20). In order to obtain ag;, 1000 Monte-Carlo simulations
are carried out, where in the channel and noise matrices are generated for each snapshot.
This process needs a large amount of calculation for a given SNR (for example, the run
time for obtaining the SE for a given SNR is 21.76 seconds, using MATLAB software
and a PC with Intel(R) Core(TM) i5 @ 2.7 GHz processor and 4 GB installed memory
(RAM)). In order to validate the approximate expressions for SE for the MRT precoder,
we substitute the lower bound of ADR given by (3.26) in the expression for SE given by
(3.20). In this case, a small amount of calculation without any Monte-Carlo simulation is
required (for example, the run time for obtaining the SE for a given SN R is 0.01 seconds,

using MATLAB software and a PC with Intel(R) Core(TM) i5 @ 2.7 GHz processor and
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Figure 3.1: The spectral efficiency versus SNR

4 GB installed memory (RAM)).

Fig 3.1 shows SE versus SN R when M = 10 and M = 50 employing the MRT precoder.
It can be seen from Fig 3.1 that SE obtained using the approximate expressions for R%RT
is very close to that obtained using the actual one, for equal power allocation as well as for
optimal power allocation when the MRT precoder is used. Hence, we can simply employ

the approximated expressions ékMRT given by (3.26) in order to obtain SE for the MRT

precoder rather than using (3.19) that has a high complexity.

3.2.4.2 Results and Comparison

Fig 3.2 shows SE versus SNR when M = 10 and M = 50 employing the MRT precoder.
It can be seen from this figure that the proposed method significantly improves SE with
respect to the method provided in [22] and offers a slightly better SE than that provided
by the method in [24]. This superiority in the performance is attributed to the optimal
transmitted power pj; and p;, which have been obtained in order to maximize SE.
Furthermore, Fig. 3.3 shows the variation of the ratio of the optimal pilot power p, to
the optimal transmitted data power p; for the MRT precoder. We can see that in order to

maximize SE, more power should be allocated to the data symbols at high SN R and less
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Figure 3.2: The spectral efficiency versus SNR of the proposed method and that of the
methods using BT [24], without BT [22], and optimal power allocation for BT [40] with
the number of BS antennas M=10 and M=50, where E;, = 6.9dB and K =5

power at low SNR. It is also seen that the approximately half of the total energy budget
is employed for DL training and the other half is employed for DL data transmission at
low SNR.

As mentioned above, the proposed method of power allocation improves SE only
slightly with that offered by the method in [24]. This motivated us to propose another
method of power allocation in the following section in such a way that the power is allo-

cated among all the data symbols of the users.

3.2.5 Equal pilot power for each user is same and is specified

We assume that the pilot power for each user is the same and is specified, i.e., p,, =
DPp, = ... = Dpx = Pp is specified and the data power for each user, i.e., p4,, Da, ..., Paj 1S
optimally selected to maximize SE. In order to maximize SE, a new method for power
allocation among users is proposed based on the water-filling approach. Since maximizing
SE is an NP-hard problem, an effective algorithm is also proposed to find local maximum

points. The performance of the proposed power allocation method is verified by conducting
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Figure 3.3: Ratio of the optimal pilot power to the optimal data power when E,;, = 6.9dB
and K = 5.

simulations and shown to be superior to other existing methods in terms of SE.

In this method, inspired by the water-filling power allocation method, larger power is
allocated to the users with greater channel gains [70]. This strategy substantially increases
the spectral efficiency compared to the case of allocating equal power. In view of this, let
E; be the total transmit power for BS per each channel use. Hence, the summation of
the data transmit powers of the users is allowed not to exceed E; and the data transmit
power of each user can not be negative. Noting the above, the optimum power allocation

strategy at BS can be formulated as the following optimization problem:

max S
PdqPdy 7""de

K
_ < Ey.
such that 2= P t (3.45)

Pad,, >0 ) Vk.
For a given Zf;k Dd,» R is an increasing function of p,, as given by (3.19). As a result,
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S is an increasing function of pg, as given by (3.20). Thus, S is maximized when the

inequality of the total transmit power in (3.45) becomes the equality. Hence, the lower

bound in (3.19) changes to
Ry, = E|log, (1 + SINRy) |,

where

2

}\/7 [ MTypu

Pdy }po +Kyp ki TdPp +K VE (rupu+1)

SINRy, =

Ey
Tapp+K + Zz#k Pa; Tapp+K

and the optimization problem given by (3.45) changes to

max S
pdl 7pd2 7777 de
K
_1 Da, = Ei.
such that Zk Lo
a, > 0, VEk.

_\/TdPp gpkz‘ +1 )

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

Even under perfect CSI, power control problem to maximize the spectral efficiency is

known to be an NP-hard problem [71]. As a result, we intend to find a local optimal

solution for problem given by (3.48) along with an acceptable computational complexity.

To this end, by using the epigraph form, let us equivalently reformulate the problem given

by (3.48) as
a A

Zk{{:l pdk - Et = 0 9
such that 1+ SINRy > A\, Vk
d, 2 0 ) vk
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To obtain a valid Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) point (local maximum point) of the prob-
lem given by (3.52), we employ the general inner approximation algorithm [72]. In the
problem of (3.52), only the constraints involving SIN Rs are non-convex functions. Thus,
we approximate f(py) = 1 + SINR), by constructing a family of functions f;(py) in
each iteration i, where py = (pay, ..., Pag, Me)- This approximation is employed for every

user k. Moreover, the approximated functions need to satisfy the following conditions [72]:

—
=
o
N
IA
pe ¥

:(Pr), Vpy in the feasible set,

2. f (p,(f_l)) < fi(p,(f_l)), where p,(f_l) denotes the solution from the previous iteration and

3. Vi ") = Vi)

We replace f(py) with ﬁ(pk) in the i*" iteration, and solve the optimization problem given
by (3.52). This algorithm converges to a KKT point of the problem given by (3.48).

The first condition ensures that the solution in each iteration is feasible for the problem
(3.52). The second condition guarantees that the solution from the previous iteration
is feasible for the current iteration. Thus, in each iteration, the objective value of the
problem of (3.52) increases, since the solution from the previous iteration is a feasible
point for the problem of (3.52) in the current iteration. The third condition ensures that
the KKT conditions for problem of (3.52) are satisfied at the convergence. The objective
value is monotonically increasing and bounded from the above. Hence, convergence of the
algorithm is guaranteed.

To construct the approximated functions ﬁ»(pk), we employ the following Lemma

Lemma 3.6 : Let g(x) = Y, m;(z) be a posynomial. Then, for any «;, we have [73]

g(@) > 32) =] (mi(f”))ai (3.50)
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In (3.52), the SINR constraints are not valid posynomial constraints since they are in
the form h(z)/g(x). In view of this, applying the above lemma on the denominator of
SINR to replace g(z) with g(x) and leaving the numerator of SINR as a valid posynomial,
we can make a valid posynomial constraint. In addition, by selecting «; = m;(x¢)/g(x0),
the aforementioned three conditions are satisfied. Employing this method for every SINR
constraint in problem of (3.52) leads to a convex approximation of problem, which can be
solved by convex optimization methods [74]. This procedure is repeated until convergence.
To summarize the aforementioned procedure, we present Algorithm 3.1 to obtain a KKT

point of the problem given by (3.52).

Algorithm 3.1 Successive convex optimization method for obtaining a KK'T point of the
optimization problem given by (3.52)

1: Initialize ¢ = 1 and choose P,SO) as the solution of the optimization problem (3.52) so

that the constraints are satisfied.

2: Repeat.

3: Construct the 4" approximated optimization problem of (3.52) by employing
Lemma 3.6 for every SINR constraint. A

4: Solve the i* approximated problem, which is a convex problem and obtain Pk(z) for
every user k.

5: 1< 1+ 1.

6: Until convergence.

7: Return all P,EZ).

3.2.6 Experimental Results

The spectral efficiency of the proposed method in Section 3.2.5 is demonstrated through
extensive experiments and is compared with that of the method provided in Section 3.2.3.
For a fair comparison, we choose 7, = 7y = K = 5 and p, = 0dB in all the aforementioned
schemes. We define SNR = F;/K. Since E; is the total transmit power for each channel
use by K users and the noise variance is unity, SNR has the interpretation of average
transmit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and is dimensionless.

Fig. 3.4 shows the spectral efficiency versus SNR when 7' = 200 (for example 1ms x

200kHz) for M = 10 and M = 50. It is seen from this figure that the method proposed in
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Figure 3.4: The spectral efficiency of the proposed methods and that of provided in
Section 3.2.3 versus SNR, with the number of BS antennas M=10 and M=50, where
E,, =69dB and K =5

Section 3.2.5 outperforms the scheme of Section 3.2.3 at all SNR values. The reason for this
is that the optimal transmitted power among the users has been derived to maximize the
spectral efficiency. It is also seen that the advantage of the proposed method become even
more prominent at high SNR, since the channel estimate for each user is more accurate
at high SNR [24]. In view of this, the spectral efficiency of the proposed method slightly
improve at low SNR in comparison with that of Section 3.2.3.

Fig. 3.5 shows the optimal power allocated to the users versus SNR using the proposed
method (note that for the y-axis in this figure a logarithmic scale has been plotted). It is
also seen from this figure that approximately equal power has been allocated to the users
at low SNR. As a result, at low SNR, the spectral efficiency of the proposed method is
not as good as that of [24] where the power is equally allocated. However, it is seen from
Fig. 3.4 that the proposed method outperforms that of [24] at high SNR.

By using this method of allocating power to the different users, SE is significantly
improved as shown in Fig 3.4. This motivated us to present another method of power
allocation in the following section in which the power is allocated not only to the data

symbols but also to the pilot symbols.
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3.2.7 Equal pilot power for each user

We optimally allocate equal pilot power and different data power for each user in such a
way that SE is maximized, i.e., py, = pp, = ... = Ppx = Pp a0d Py, , P, .., P, are optimally

selected. In this case, the optimization problem is given by

max S
Pp 7pd1 7pd2 7"'7de

K
o Tapp+ (T — 7g — Tu)pa, = Ey.
such that 2= Tabr ! P ' (3.51)

pp207pdk207Vk'

Using the epigraph form, let us equivalently reformulate the problem given by (3.51) as
max A
pP7pdk7>\k g F

ZkK=1 TaPp+ (T — g — Tu)pa,, = B
such that 1+ SINR; > A, , Vk (3.52)

Pp >0 ,pg, >0, VE

44



20 =4 1) Without BT method
=v=2)With BT method
18 k- 3) Equal pilot power and equal data power are optimized| .. ;_;-__ e J‘__ -
- i i fied | e DGR S Sl
4) Equal pilot power for each user is same & specified | ., L & - -
* ¥+ 5) Equal pilot power for each user is same & optimized . L G DO e ST e Jeereer .‘; ..... ‘:, ..... ,3 .....

Spectral Efficiency (bits/s/Hz)

SNR(dB)

Figure 3.6: The spectral efficiency versus SNR of the proposed methods and that of the
methods using BT [24] and without BT [22], with the number of BS antennas M=10 and
M=50, where F;, = 6.9dB and K =5

With the same approach employed in the previous section, this optimization problem is

solved using Algorithm 3.1 in which 1+ SINRy, = f(px) and pr = (Pays ---s D> Pp » M-

3.2.8 Experimental Results

In Fig. 3.4, the spectral efficiency of the method proposed in Section 3.2.7 is demonstrated
through extensive experiments and is compared with that of provided in Section 3.2.5 and
Section 3.2.2. It can be seen from this figure that the method proposed in Section 3.2.7
outperforms the other methods.

Finally, Fig. 3.6 shows the spectral efficiency versus SNR for all the aforementioned

schemes.

3.2.9 Summary

We have investigated the downlink transmission in a single multi-user massive MIMO
system under time-division duplexing operation via a beamforming training method. We

have proposed three methods of power allocation in order to maximize spectral efficiency.
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The performance of the proposed methods have been demonstrated by conducting simu-
lations and shown to be superior to that of the other two existing methods provided in
Sections 3.2.1 and 3.2.2 in terms of spectral efficiency.

Conventionally, the transmit powers of the pilot and data symbols are considered to
be equal in the beamforming training scheme. In the first proposed method, we have
allocated equal pilot power and equal data power for all users in order to maximize the
spectral efficiency.

Conventionally, the transmitted power at BS has been considered to be equal among
the data symbols of the various users in the downlink transmission. In the second proposed
method, inspired by the water-filling power allocation scheme, we have posed and answered
a basic question about the operation of BS in downlink massive MU-MIMO systems as to
how much is the improvement in the spectral efficiency if the power allocated to the data
symbols of the various users are chosen optimally? In answering this question, we have
found that the spectral efficiency can be significantly increased at high SNR, by optimally
allocating the total transmit power to the users.

These two aforementioned methods motivated us to present a third method of power
allocation in which the power is allocated not only to the data symbols but also to the pilot
symbols of all the users (assuming all the pilot powers to be equal) in order to maximize
the spectral efficiency. We have shown that this method of power allocation outperforms

the two aforementioned methods in terms of spectral efficiency.
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Chapter 4

Spectral efficiency for downlink

transmission with large scale fading

In the previous chapter, three methods of power allocation between the data symbols and
pilot symbols have been proposed to maximize the SE in the BT scheme for a given total
power budget in a coherence interval for each user, assuming the channel between the users
and the base station to have small scale fading. However, due to the channel hardening
effect in massive MU-MIMO, allocating the power based on large-scale fading is more
realistic rather than that based on small-scale fading. This case has been investigated
for UL transmission in [32]. However, to the best of the author’s knowledge, the power
allocation problem that jointly determines the data power and pilot power allocation
among the various users based on large-scale fading for the BT scheme for the downlink
transmission has not yet been studied in the literature. This motivated the author to
optimize the pilot power as well as the data power for each user to maximize SE, where a
total power budget is given per coherence interval for all users. Intuitively, the SE obtained
by this method should be superior to that of the methods provided in the previous chapter.

In view of this, in this chapter, first, we derive a lower bound on the achievable rate
of each user based on large-scale fading in a single cell massive MU-MIMO DL system.

Then, we propose various power allocation schemes among the pilot and data symbols of
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the various users in order to maximize SE, where the total energy budget per coherence
interval is given for all users. Since maximizing SE via jointly optimal pilot and data
power allocation is an NP-hard optimization problem, we propose algorithms based on

the general inner approximation algorithm to find the local maximum points.

4.1 System Model

Consider a single-cell massive MU-MIMO system for the DL transmission, where a BS
with M multiple antennas serves K single antenna users in the same frequency band.
In this system model, BS uses MRT precoding before the DL transmission. In view of
this, BS needs to acquire CSI which is obtained through the UL training. Since there is
a channel reciprocity between UL and DL channels in TDD operation, BS employs the

obtained CSI to precode the data symbols in DL transmission.

4.1.1 Uplink Training

Let G be the M x K channel matrix between the users and BS, where the elements
of each column of G are identical and independent distribution (i.i.d) with a Gaussian
distribution having zero mean and [ variance, where [ represents the large-scale fading
including path loss and shadowing for the kth user, i.e., g ~ CN(0,5). To estimate
G, the users simultaneously transmit orthogonal pilot sequences with length 7, symbols
per coherence interval to BS, where 7, > K. The pilot matrix of the users is denoted
by ¥ = [¢1, ¢, ..., px] € C™*K with the orthogonality property WTW = Ik, where ¢,
denotes the pilot sequence of the kth user and (.)" denotes the Hermitian operation of the
associated matrix. In view of this, the M x 7, pilot matrix received at BS can be written

as [32]

Yo = 7upa G ¥+ Ny, (4.1)
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where p, and N, € CM*™ denote, respectively, the transmit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of
each pilot symbol and the received noise matrix at BS. Using the received pilot sequences

and minimum mean-square error (MMSE) estimation, BS estimates g, is given by [67]

~ Tupuﬁkz + V Tupuﬂk ~

= ny, 4.2
Sk 1+ Tupuﬁkz Sk I+ Tupuﬁk: g ( )

where N, ~ CN(0,1;;) is independent of gy. In this case, g can be decomposed as
8k = 8k T €k, (4.3)

where ¢, is the channel estimation error. Since MMSE channel estimation is employed,

2
g and ¢, are independent. Moreover, g, and €, have i.i.d elements CN(0, — uB ) and

> 14+ TupuPi
CN(0 ), respectively.

B
> 14+TupuBr

4.1.2 Downlink Transmission

After the estimation of the channel, BS employs g to linearly precode the data symbols.
Let s, be the symbol that is transmitted to the kth user with E{|s¢[?} = 1 and let

W € CM*K he the linear precoding matrix. In this case, the M x 1 transmit signal vector

can be written as x = Ws, where s = [, /Da, 51, \/Ddy52, ---» v/Dac5k] ", ()T denoting the
transpose operator and py, is the transmit SNR of each data symbol for the kth user. To

satisfy the power constraint at BS, we have
E[tr(WWT)] =1. (4.4)

Since it is shown in [24] that the MRT precoding is more efficient than the ZF precoding

in the BT scheme, we employ the MRT precoding in this thesis. In view of this, W is
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given by
W = aG", (4.5)

where (.)* denotes the conjugate operator and « denotes a normalization constant for satis-
fying the transmit power constraint given by (4.4) which is obtained as E [tr (aQG*GT)]:l.

Equivalently, in this system model, using (4.2), a is obtained as

1
- ‘ 4.6
e \/Mru Pu S0 B2/ (1 + Tupu3:) (4.6)

In this case, the received vector in DL transmission at the users is given by
y = GTWs +n, (4.7)

where n is a vector whose kth element is additive noise at the kth user that is denoted by
n;, ~ CN(0,1). Let us define az; = gf'w;, where w; is the ith column of W. In view of

this definition, the received signal at the kth user is given by

K
Yk = \/Pdy OkkSk + Z V/Pd; ki Si + M. (4.8)

i=1,i#k

Since each user requires CSI to accurately detect the transmitted signal, we employ the

BT scheme to estimate the effective channel gain ay, at each user [24].

4.1.3 Beamforming Training

In the BT scheme, short pilot sequences are transmitted by BS in DL transmission [24].
Then, each user estimates the effective channel gain a;; using the received pilot sequences
and the MMSE channel estimation. Let S, € C¥*™ be a pilot matrix in the DL transmis-

sion, where 74 is the number of symbols for pilot sequences. In view of this, kth column of
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the pilot matrix can be written as Sy, x = | /7ap,, Px, where p,, and ®;, denote SNR of each
pilot symbol for kth user and kth column of pilot sequence matrix in DL transmission,
respectively. Due to the orthogonality of the pilot sequences, we require that 75, > K.
BS transmits the pilot matrix WS, to the users. Hence, the received pilot matrix in DL

transmission can be expressed as
Y,=G'"WS, + N, (4.9)

where N, denotes the AWGN noise matrix whose elements are i.i.d. CN(0,1). To estimate
arr at each user, we use the orthogonality of the pilot sequences. To this end, let Yp =

Y, ®". Thus, we have
Y, =G"WP +N,, (4.10)

where N, £ N,®! has the same distribution as N, and P = [ , /74p,, ] denotes the K x K
diagonal matrix of the power allocation coefficients. Decomposing ?p given by (4.9), we

have

S’p,k = \/TdPp; ggw + ﬁp,k = \/TdPpy a{ + ﬁp,ka (411>

where y,, , and n, ;, denote the kth columns of X?p and Np, respectively and a; = [ariars...apk] .
Using (4.10) and MMSE channel estimation, kth user estimates a,. In the BT scheme,
ag1,...,arx are independently estimated by the kth user [24]. As a result, the estimation

of ay; can be written as [67]

cov(Qks, Yp ki)

ari=Elaxi] + ——
COV(yp,kw yp,kz)

(ki — ElJp1i]) (4.12)

where g, 1, denotes the ith element of y,,. Let e be the channel estimation error.

Employing MMSE channel estimation, the estimate ag; and the estimation error e; are
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uncorrelated. Hence, ag; can be written as
Api = Qg + €k (4.13)

Substituting (4.13) into (4.8), we have

K K
Yr=+/Ddy Ak Sk‘i‘Z\/pdi&kiSi‘i‘ \/Pd; €kiSi T+ 1. (4.14)
=1

i=1,i#k

4.1.4 Achievable Downlink Rate

Following the work in [24] and using (4.14), a lower bound on the achievable DL rate for

the kth user is obtained as

R,=E

Day |Gk |? >

1H - : (4.15)
< ZfilpdzE{ |Eki |2} +Zi[;k;pdilaki|2+ 1

log,

To calculate the achievable DL rate for the kth user given by (4.15), we should generate
the channel and compute ax; several times. Then, we average over all realizations. To
simplify these calculations, we obtain a close approximation of the achievable DL rate for
the kth user employing Lemma 3.1.

Using Lemma 3.1, the achievable DL rate given by (4.15) can be approximated as

. E{ |aig |2
szlog2<1' - 7 (T > (4.16)
i1 Pa E{E{ exi PP paBf|ari 21

Proposition 4.1 : Using MRT precoding, the achievable DL rate given by (4.16) can

be written as

Ry, = log,(1 + SINRy,), (4.17)
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where

MTupupa,, o Pdy, Vi
2 kk 1
(aﬂk) ’Ykk—‘rM"'uPquPpk

SINR;= (4.18)

) Pd; ki )
1 ZK Pdi '7]“' | ZK Af"'upu‘f'dppi

|
2 i 1 2 _i=1~ 1
M’upu l7ék7k’;+1\/17'upu7'dppi v l’y’a—i_]VITupuTry)pi

2 BBk

and v = o7

The proof of Proposition 4.1 is given in Appendix C.

4.2 Spectral efficiency in two simple cases

The spectral efficiency, as defined in (3.20), is reproduced below for convenience
K
T—7T,— Ty R
S=——7-—7— R 4.19

where T is the length of the coherence interval in DL transmission. We now consider the

spectral efficiency for the following two cases.

4.2.1 No pilot power and equal data power for all users

We assume that BS does not transmit any pilot symbols to the users and the data power

for each of the users is the same, ie., 7 = 0 and pg, = p4, = ... = pa, = pa- Hence,

from (4.17) and (4.18) we see that the lower bound for ADR is
Ry, = log,(1 4 SINRy,), (4.20)

where
MTupupd -2
(@B)?  Tkk

SINR;, = ;
o+ Dbk

(4.21)

In this method of power allocation, SE is obtained by substituting (4.20) in (4.19).
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4.2.2 Equal pilot and data powers for each user

We assume that the pilot power as well as the data power for each user is the same, i.e.,
Ppy = oo = Ppye = Pdy = -.. = Pay = pa- Hence, from (4.17) and (4.18) the lower bound for
ADR is obtained as

Ry = log,(1 + SINRy,) (4.22)
where
MTuPu ,y L’Cl
2
SINR,= R T e , (4.23)
1 | K NI‘rupqup
Mrypupg 'Z’Héki'ykﬁ-MTupm_ IZZ 17“"’%

Again, in this method of power allocation, SE is obtained by substituting (4.22) in (4.19).

4.3 Maximization of spectral efficiency

In the following section, we present a method of power allocation in such a way that SE is
maximized. In this method, pilot power as well as data power for each user is optimized

to maximize SE, i.e., we optimize py,, ..., Pp., as well as pq,, ..., P4, in order to maximize

SE.

4.3.1 Joint pilot and data powers for each user

Conventionally, power is equally allocated among the pilot and data symbols in DL trans-
mission, but in this thesis, we allow BS to allocate power among each of the pilot and

data symbols of the various users in a given total power budget per coherence interval for
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all users in order to maximize SE. Mathematically speaking, we have

K
T—7T,— T4
nax —7 Z log,(1 4+ SINRy,)
RER k=1
K
1 T +(T' =714 — T =h
- Zkfl dPpy, ( d )pdk t <4.24)

Ppp = 0,pa, > 0,VE.

where P; is the total power budget spent in a coherence interval for all users. The op-
timization problem given by (4.24) is an NP-hard problem. Hence, using general inner
approximation algorithm, we find a local optimal solution for the optimization problem
given by (4.24). In view of this, with the aid of epigraph form, let us equivalently rewrite

the optimization problem given by (4.24) as

Pdy, »Ppy, 7>\k

max H Ak
k

Z£(=1 Tapp, + (T — Tq — Tu)pa, = P
8.t Do > 0,p4, > 0,Vk (4.25)

where )\, is a variable of the optimization problem for the kth user. In this optimization
problem, only the constraints for SINR; are not convex, which can be written as A\ —
SINR,< 1 ,Vk. After simplification, it can be shown that this constraint can be rewritten
as w(qg)=z(qg)/h(qr) < 1 ,Vk, where z(qx) and h(qy) are posynomial functions and
Q= (Pa; Pp: M)y Pa = {ParsPays -5 Parc b, and Py = {pp,, Ppys -, Ppyc }- Employing the
general inner approximation algorithm [72], we intend to find an appropriate Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) point (local maximum point) for the optimization problem given
by (4.25). In view of this, we approximate w(qy) expressions in the ith iteration of the
general inner approximation algorithm as w;(qy) in such a way that w;(qg) is a posynomial

function.
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Theorem 4.1 : To construct a posynomial function for the general inner approxima-

tion algorithm, it is required to satisfy the three following conditions [72].

1) w(ax) < wi(ar), Yax,

2) w(q,(ffl)) = ﬁ)i(q,(ffl)), where q,(ffl) is the solution obtained from the previous
iteration, and

3) Vu(ay ") = Vii(ay ).

Since the objective value of the optimization problem given by (4.25) is bounded from
above and increases monotonically in each iteration, convergence of the general inner
algorithm is guaranteed.

Theorem 4.2 : Let h(x) = >, n;(x) be a posynomial function, where n;(x) and x are
a monomial function and a set of variables, respectively. For any constant «;, with the
aid of the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, we have [73]

h(x) > h(x) =[] (¥ <X>)°”. (4.26)

@

J

Moreover, for any fixed positive x and a; = 1;(%0)/h(xo), h(x) is the best local monomial
approximation to h(xg) near xq in the sense of first order Taylor approximation [73].
In addition, the three conditions given by Theorem 4.1 are satisfied by choosing «o; =
nj(xo)/h(x0) in Theorem 4.2 [13].

Lemma 4.1 : Replacing the denominator h(qy) of the constraint for w(qy) by h(qy)
and leaving the numerator, z(qy), unchanged, the posynomial constraint @ (qy) = 2(qe)/h(qx)
is constructed in each iteration of the general inner approximation algorithm [73].

Employing Lemma 4.1 leads to constructing a valid posynomial for every SINR con-
straint in the optimization problem given by (4.25). This results in a geometric program-
ming (GP) optimization problem at each iteration of the general inner approximation
algorithm since the objective function is a monomial and the constraints are posyno-

mial [73]. This GP problem can be efficiently solved with any GP solver. In this thesis, we

employ the ConVeX (CVX) package to solve this GP problem [75]. It is worth mentioning
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that the GP optimization problem can be converted to a convex optimization problem
by change of variable [73]. We repeat this procedure in the general inner approximation

algorithm until convergence which is described in Algorithm 4.1.

Algorithm 4.1 Finding a KKT point of problem (4.25)

Initialize ¢ = 0 and choose q,go) as the solution of the optimization problem (4.25).

while q,(f) not converged do
141+ 1.
Setting o = nj(qgfl))/h(q,(f*l)) and using Lemma 4.1 for every SINR constraint,
construct the ith approximated optimization problem given by (4.25)
5: The 7th approximated optimization problem is a GP problem. Solve this GP
problem using the ConVeX (CVX) package to obtain q,(;) for each k.
6: end while

7: Return all q](:).

Employing Algorithm 4.1, we obtain the optimal values for p,,, Ppy;s s Dpsc> Pys Pdgs -5
and pg,.. Then, we substitute these optimal values into (4.19) in order to maximize the
spectral efficiency.

In the following sections, we present three special cases of the proposed power allocation
methods. These cases lead to various power allocation methods as discussed below.

1. Pilot power for each user is the same, with a similar statement holding true for the
data power, i.e.,

Dpr = Dpy = - = Dpyc = Dp-

Pdy = Pdy = -+ = Pdg = Pd-

2. Pilot power is the same for each user and is specified, while the data power for each
user is determined to maximize SE, i.e.,

Pp1 = Dpp = --. = Ppx = Dp is specified.

3. Pilot power is the same for each user, i.e.,

Ppy = Ppy = -+ = Ppx = Pps
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4.3.2 Equal pilot power and equal data power for all users

We assume that the pilot power for each user is the same as well as that for the data power
for each user is the same, i.e.,p,, = pp, = ... = Pp = Pp a0d Dg, = D4, = ... = Py = Pd-

Substituting these in (4.18), the lower bound of ADR in this case is given by

Ry, = log,(1 + SINRy,), (4.27)
where
](\/[Tu§q£ ,Yl%k ’YZk .
af VikF T
SINR,= ’ T Mgy (4.28)
1 |ZK Wlﬂ |ZK MTuPquPp
Mupupd I Z#k’yki ]WTquuTCWp I lzl’ykz' MTuplqupp

In this method of power allocation, we allocate the power among the pilot and data
symbols in DL transmission given the energy budget in a coherence time in such a way

that SE is maximized. Mathematically speaking, we have the following problem.

K
T—71,— 74

max ; log,(1 + SINRy,)
K(mgp,+ (T — 174 — 7)pa) =P,

5.t (rapy+(T' = 73 = muJpa)=P (4.29)
Pp = 0,p4 2 0.

where P, is the total power budget spent in a coherence interval for all users. Following
the same procedure presented for solving the optimization problem given by (4.24), we
obtain the optimal values p, and p, in the optimization problem given by (4.29). Then,

we substitute these optimal values into (4.19) in order to maximize the spectral efficiency.

4.3.3 Equal pilot power for each user is same and is specified

We assume that the pilot power for each user is specified, i.e., pp, = pp, = ... = Dp = Dp

is specified and the data power for each user, i.e., p4,,Da,..., Paj iS optimally selected to
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maximize SE. Substituting these in (4.18), the lower bound of ADR in this case is given

by
Ry, = log,(1 4 SINRy,), (4.30)
where
MTupupa, o Pa Vi
SINR;, = e, (4.31)
1 |EK Pdﬂzi |ZK MTu;uTCK)p
i Rt e o

In this method, we allocate the power among the data symbols in DL transmission for
a given energy budget in a coherence time interval in such a way that SE is maximized.

Mathematically speaking, we have the following problem.

K
T—71,— T4
max  ——p— ]; log, (1 + SINRy)
K
(T — 75— 10)pa,=F;, — KT,
ot > kil d )pa,=PF% dPp (4.32)
DPa, Z O,Vk}

where P, is the total power budget spent in a coherence interval for all users. Following
the same procedure presented for solving the optimization problem given by (4.24), we
obtain the optimal values pg,,...,pa, in the optimization problem given by (4.32). Then,

we substitute these optimal values into (4.19) in order to maximize the spectral efficiency.

4.3.4 Equal pilot power for each user

We now assume that the pilot power for each user is the same, i.e., p,, = pp, = ... = Dpx =

Pp- Substituting these in (4.18), the lower bound of ADR in this case is given by

Ry, = log,(1 4 SINRy,), (4.33)
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where

MTuPuI;dk %%k Pdy, ’Yif
(apr) Yokt o
_ uPuTqPp
SINRk — 5 pdi Yki Y (434)
1 IZK Pd; ’Ykli IZK IVITupufldpp
Mrupu #kvm—MmW T =yt D

We now optimally allocate the equal pilot power p, and the different data powers, i.e.,
Ddy» Pds---, Py for each user in such a way that SE is maximized. Mathematically speaking,

we have the following problem.

K
T—7—
max "4 log,(1 + SINRy)

PpiPd T
P k=1

Krip,+ KT -, — Tw)pa, =P,
st dFp Zk;fl( d ) dg t (435)

pp = 0,pa, = 0,VE.
where P, is the total power budget spent in a coherence interval for all users. Following the
same procedure presented for solving the optimization problem given by (4.24), we obtain
the optimal values py, pa,,....pa, in the optimization problem given by (4.35). Then, we

substitute these optimal values into (4.19) in order to maximize the spectral efficiency.

4.4 Numerical Results

We now study the relative performance of the various methods discussed in Sections 4.2
and 4.3 by conducting a number of experiments. In all the experiments, we set T' = 200,
Tw = T4 = K, p, = 0 dB, and the power per symbol to be 10dB on an average. Thus, the
total available power for DL transmission is P, = 10 x (' — 7,) x K = 10(200 — K)K.
Moreover, we assume that no user is closer to BS than r, = 100 meters and the radius of
the cell is R = 1000 meters. We also assume that the path loss exponent is v = 3.8 and

2y, is the log-normal random variable with standard deviation 04,4400 = 8 dB. In view of
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Figure 4.1: CDF of the spectral efficiency (K = 5).

this, the large-scale fading coefficient for the kth user given by By = 2z /(dx/71)", where dy,
is the distance between BS and the kth user. All methods are run for 1000 Monte-Carlo
simulations, using MATLAB software and a PC with Intel(R) Core(TM) i5 @ 2.7 GHz
processor and 4 GB installed memory (RAM). In each snapshot, the users are randomly
located in the cell so that the large-scale fading coefficient for each user changes.

Fig. 4.1 shows the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of SE when M = 10 and
M = 100 for the following three methods. 1) The method discussed in Section 4.2.1, where
BS does not transmit any pilot symbols to the users and the data power for each of the
users is the same, i.e., 7, = 0 and pg, = pg, = ... = Pax = Pa- 2) The method described in
Section 4.2.2, where the pilot power as well as the data power for each user is the same,
ie, pp, = .. = Ppy = Day = -« = Pdye = Pa- 3) The method proposed in Section 4.3.2,
where the pilot power for each user is the same as well as that for the data power for each
user is the same, i.e.,p,, = p,, = ... = Pp = Pp a0d Py, = Pa, = ... = Pa, = pa- It can be
seen from this figure that the method proposed in Section 4.3.2 improves SE very slightly

over that offered by those of sections 4.2.1 and 4.2.2, where no optimization is required.
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Fig. 4.2 shows the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of SE when M = 10 and
M = 100 for following four methods. 1) The method proposed in 4.3.2, where the pilot
power for each user is the same as well as that for the data power for each user is the
same, i.€.,.pp, = Pp, = .. = Dp = Dp a0d D4y = Pa; = ... = Pax = Pa- 2) The method
proposed in Section 4.3.3, where the pilot power for each user is specified, i.e., p,, = pp, =
... = Dpx = Dp is specified and the data power for each user, i.e., p4,, Pd,---, Pd, 1s optimally
selected to maximize SE. 3) The method proposed in Section 4.3.4, where the pilot power
for each user is the same, i.e., p,, = pp, = ... = Pp, = Pp and p, along with the data power
for each user, i.e., p4,,Pdy--.» Pay is optimally selected to maximize SE. 4) The method
proposed in Section 4.3.1, where the pilot power as well as the data power for each user
is optimized to maximize SE, i.e., pp,, ..., Pp, as well as pq,, ..., pa,, are optimized in order
to maximize SE. It can be seen from this figure that SEs of the methods proposed in
Sections 4.3.1, 4.3.3, and 4.3.4 are approximately the same, and very much superior to
that of the method proposed in Section 4.3.2. This superiority in the performance can be
attributed to the optimal power allocation to the data symbols for each of the users at BS
in DL transmission, where a total power budget P; is given for the users. As expected,
it can be seen from this figure that when the number of antennas at BS increases, the
performance of the proposed power allocation methods proposed in Sections 4.3.1, 4.3.3,
and 4.3.4 significantly improves in terms of SE. This indicates that these power allocation
methods are particularly suitable for massive MU-MIMO systems, where the number of
antennas at BS is very large.

Next, we increase K to study the performance of the proposed methods in terms
of SE. Fig. 4.3 shows CDF of SE for the power allocation methods proposed in Sec-
tions 4.3.1, 4.3.3, and 4.3.4 as well as for the equal power allocation method proposed in
Section 4.2.2 when K = 5 and K = 10. It can be seen from this figure that when K
increases, SE decreases irrespective of the method used.

In the optimization problem given by (4.25), the average run time for obtaining the
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Figure 4.2: CDF of the spectral efficiency (K = 5).

solution is 1.086548 seconds averaged over all the 1000 snapshots when K = 5. The
corresponding run times to obtain solutions for the problems given by (4.29), (4.32),
and (4.35) are 0.546985, 0.731824, and 0.785823 seconds, respectively. These are shown
in Tables 4.1 and 4.2 for K = 5. The corresponding run times to obtain solutions for
the problems given by (4.25), (4.29), (4.32), and (4.35) when K = 10 are 2.3903, 0.7548,
1.0977 and 1.3359, respectively. These are shown in Tables 4.3 and 4.4.

Tables 4.1 and 4.2 show a comparison among the power allocation methods proposed
in Sections 4.3.1, 4.3.3, 4.3.4 and 4.3.2, when K = 5; the values of the power are presented
in Watts and dB, respectively. Tables 4.3 and 4.4 give the corresponding results when
K =10. It can be seen from these tables that optimizing the power of the data symbols is
much more important than optimizing the power of the pilot symbols in order to maximize

SE.
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Figure 4.3: CDF of the spectral efficiency (M = 100).

4.5 Summary

In this chapter, we have investigated spectral efficiency of a massive MU-MIMO downlink
system based on large-scale fading. In order to maximize the spectral efficiency for a given
total power budget, we have proposed the four following methods of power allocation.

1) Power is allocated among the pilot and data symbols in such a way that the pilot
power as well as the data power for each user is the same. The pilot power and the data
power are optimally selected in order to maximize the spectral efficiency. 2) Power is
allocated among the data symbols of the various users, where the pilot power for each
user is same and is specified. In this method, the data power for each user is optimally
selected to maximize the spectral efficiency. 3) Power is allocated among the pilot and
data symbols of the various users, where the pilot power for each user is the same. In
this method, the same pilot power along with the various data powers is optimized to
maximize the spectral efficiency. 4) Power is allocated among each of the pilot and data
symbols of the various users. In this method, the pilot power as well as the data power
for each user is optimized to maximize SE.

Numerical results have shown that methods 2, 3,and 4 offer similar performance in
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Table 4.1: Comparison among the proposed power allocation methods (K = 5)

Proposed Method of Method of Method of Method of

methods Section 4.3.1 Section 4.3.4 Section 4.3.3 Section 4.3.2
Users B Py Pd, Ppi Pa, | Pps P, Ppi P,
User 1 | 0.001 1.2425 | 10.3347 | 0.7813 | 10.2270 | 10 9.6453 0.2925 | 10.2555
User 2 | 0.006 | 1.0361 | 10.5380 | 0.7813 | 10.4152 | 10 10.8772 0.2925 | 10.2555
User 3| 0.188 | 0.7456 | 10.2383 | 0.7813 | 10.2763 | 10 10.3342 0.2925 | 10.2555
User 4 | 0.307 | 0.3927 | 10.0992 | 0.7813 | 10.2089 | 10 9.2512 0.2925 | 10.2555
User 5 | 1.049 | 0.4895 | 10.0027 | 0.7813 | 10.0739 | 10 9.9426 0.2925 | 10.2555
Total pilot power

3.90x5=19.53 3.90x5=19.54 50x5=250 1.46x5=7.31

in watts

Total data power

51.21x190=9730.5

51.2x190=9728.2

50.05x190=9509.5

01.27x190= 9742.7

in watts

Total power P;

] 9750 9750 9750 9750
I watts

Run time (Secs) 1.0865 0.7858 0.7318 0.5469

terms of SE with approximately the same run time. However, the SE of these methods is

much better than that of method 1, even though the run time for the former methods are

slightly more than that of latter method. This indicates that in a downlink transmission,

where the total power budget is given, optimizing the power of data symbols is much more

important than optimizing the power of pilot symbols in order to maximize the spectral

efficiency.
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Table 4.2: Comparison among the proposed power allocation methods (K = 5)

Proposed Method of Method of Method of Method of

methods Section 4.3.1 Section 4.3.4 Section 4.3.3 Section 4.3.2
Users Br Ppy, Pay, Ppy, Pa Ppy, Pay Ppy, Ddy,
User 1 | 0.001 | 0.94dB | 10.14dB | -1.07dB | 10.09dB | 10dB | 9.84dB | -5.33dB | 10.10dB
User 2 | 0.006 | 0.15dB | 10.22dB | -1.07dB | 10.17dB | 10dB | 10.36dB | -5.33dB | 10.10dB
User 3 | 0.188 |-1.27dB | 10.10dB | -1.07dB | 10.11dB | 10dB | 10.14dB | -5.33dB | 10.10dB
User 4 | 0.307 | -4.05dB | 10.04dB | -1.07dB | 10.07dB | 10dB | 9.66dB | -5.33dB | 10.10dB
User 5 | 1.049 |-3.10dB | 10.00dB | -1.07dB | 10.03dB | 10dB | 9.97dB | -5.33dB | 10.10dB
Total power P, 39.89dB 39.89dB 39.89dB 39.89dB
Run time (Secs) 1.0865 0.7858 0.7318 0.5469

Table 4.3: Comparison among the proposed power allocation methods (K = 10)

Proposed Method of Method of Method of Method of

methods Section 4.3.1 Section 4.3.4 Section 4.3.3 Section 4.3.2
Users B Ppy Pa DPpy Day Ppy Ddy Ppy P,
User 1 | 0.0001 | 4.3785 | 10.4238 | 1.0368 | 10.658 10 10.3872 | 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 2 | 0.0020 | 1.1421 | 10.5427 | 1.0368 | 10.268 10 10.1376 | 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 3 | 0.0145 | 4.1520 | 10.0812 | 1.0368 | 10.523 10 9.6635 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 4 | 0.0321 | 3.1922 | 10.5082 | 1.0368 | 10.414 10 9.7715 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 5 | 0.0455 | 0.8523 | 10.3123 | 1.0368 | 10.522 10 9.8624 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 6 | 0.0566 | 2.3715 | 10.3867 | 1.0368 | 10.474 10 10.2285 | 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 7 | 0.1228 | 0.8020 | 10.6219 | 1.0368 | 10.338 10 10.3365 | 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 8 | 0.3230 | 3.0381 | 10.5210 | 1.0368 | 10.582 10 9.6128 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 9 | 0.4847 | 0.6244 | 10.5110 | 1.0368 | 10.728 10 9.7427 0.7662 | 10.5130
User 10 | 0.8733 | 0.2314 | 10.4921 | 1.0368 | 10.473 10 9.2573 0.7662 | 10.5130
Total pilot power

20.78x10=207.845 | 10.368x10=103.68 100x10=10% 7.662x10="76.620

in watts
Total data power
‘ 104.40x180=18792 | 104.98x180=18896 | 100x180=18x10? | 105.13x180=18923
In watts
Total power P,
_ 19000 19000 19000 19000
In watts
Run time (Secs) 2.3903 1.3359 1.0977 0.7548
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Table 4.4: Comparison among the proposed power allocation methods (K = 10)

Proposed Method of Method of Method of Method of

methods Section 4.3.1 Section 4.3.4 Section 4.3.3 Section 4.3.2
Users Br Ppy, Pa Ppy, Pa Ppy, Pa, Ppy, Dy,
User 1 | 0.0001 | 6.41dB | 10.18dB | 0.15dB | 10.27dB | 10dB | 10.16dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 2 | 0.0020 | 0.57dB | 10.22dB | 0.15dB | 10.11dB | 10dB | 10.05dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 3 | 0.0145 | 6.18dB | 10.03dB | 0.15dB | 10.22dB | 10dB | 9.85dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 4 | 0.0321 | 5.04dB | 10.21dB | 0.15dB | 10.17dB | 10dB | 9.89dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 5 | 0.0455 | -0.69dB | 10.13dB | 0.15dB | 10.22dB | 10dB | 9.93dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 6 | 0.0566 | 3.75dB | 10.16dB | 0.15dB | 10.20dB | 10dB | 10.09dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 7 | 0.1228 | -0.95dB | 10.26dB | 0.15dB | 10.14dB | 10dB | 10.14dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 8 | 0.3230 | 4.82dB | 10.22dB | 0.15dB | 10.24dB | 10dB | 9.82dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 9 | 0.4847 | -2.04dB | 10.21dB | 0.15dB | 10.30dB | 10dB | 9.88dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
User 10 | 0.8733 | -6.35dB | 10.20dB | 0.15dB | 10.20dB | 10dB | 9.66dB | -1.15dB | 10.21dB
Total power P; 42.78dB 42.78dB 42.78dB 42.78dB
Run time (Secs) 2.3903 1.3359 1.0977 0.7548
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Chapter 5

Uplink Transmission

In this chapter, we investigate the spectral efficiency of massive MU-MIMO systems with
a very large number of antennas at a base station serving single antenna users in a uplink
transmission. A practical physical channel model is proposed by dividing the angular
domain into a finite number of distinct directions. A lower bound on the achievable
rate of uplink data transmission is derived using a linear detector for each user. The
obtained lower bound is further modified for the maximum-ratio combining and zero-
forcing receivers. A power control scheme based on large-scale fading is also proposed
to maximize the spectral efficiency under peak power constraint, where the MRC or ZF

receiver is employed at BS.

5.1 Power Allocation with Finite-Dimensional Chan-
nel

It is known that in practical applications, complexity of the propagation environment and
properties of the antenna arrays at BS have significant effect on the performance of massive
MIMO systems. In addition, the channel vectors for different users are not asymptotically
orthogonal and have been modeled by an L-dimensional vector, where L is the number of

angular bins. It has been shown in [48] that by increasing the number of antennas at BS
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under a finite-dimensional model with L angular bins, the performance of massive MIMO
systems is almost the same as its performance under uncorrelated channel model with L
antennas. Another important practical consideration is that the dimension of the physical
channel should be finite [45,46].

In view of this, in this section, we propose a finite-dimensional channel model and derive
the achievable rate of a multi-user massive MIMO system on the uplink channel. A lower
bound on the achievable rate is derived and employed in defining the SE. It should be noted
that due to employing a finite-dimensional uplink channel and consequently increasing the
multiuser interferences, conventional approaches for equal power control among the users
may not be used and thus, an optimal transmit power of each user needs to be determined

and used to maximize the SE based on the large-scale fading coefficient [10].

5.1.1 Channel Model

A BS in a multi-user massive MIMO network is assumed to be equipped with M antennas
and serves K single-antenna users as shown in Fig 5.1. Since the propagation environment
and properties of the antenna arrays have significant impact on the performance of massive
MIMO systems [48], we assume that the dimension of the physical channel L is finite and
the angular bin is divided into a number of directions such that L < M. Moreover,
since the distance between BS and each user is much larger than the distance among the
antennas, the angles of arrival at the M antennas of BS, ¢, € [—7/2,7/2],l = 1,..., L,
are considered to be equal for each user. In this case, each direction is associated with an

M x 1 array as

[e /100 g=if2d0) e=ifm(@0]T (5.1)

a(¢r) =

Sl

where (.)T denotes the transpose operator and f,,,(¢) is a function of ¢. The channel vector
from the kth user to BS is combination of L steering vectors, i.e., ZZL:I gria(¢y), where gy

is the propagation coefficient from the kth user to BS associated with the [th direction
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of arrival [48]. To normalize the channel, a \/LE factor is used in (5.1). We now define

our channel model G = [g;, g2, ..., gx] as a L x K matrix having gr = [gx1, gr2, -, grr]”
columns. Each column represents the propagation coefficients from the kth user to BS.

The channel matrix between the K users and BS is then expressed as
T=AG, (5.2)

where A 2 [a(¢1),...,a(¢r)] is a full rank M x L known matrix and G represents the

propagation channel matrix, whose gg;th element is given by

gkl:hkl \/ﬁk l:1727"'7L7 (53)

where hy, is the fast fading coefficient associated with the [th direction from the kth user to
BS, having zero-mean and unit variance Gaussian distribution, and /f}, is the large-scale
fading coefficient. This coefficient models the geometrical attenuation (path loss) and
shadow fading that is constant over [. In view of the fact that the distances between the
users and BS are much larger than the those between the antennas, v/3; will be constant

over time intervals. The propagation channel matrix is then written as
G = HD'?, (5.4)

where H = [hy] denotes the L x K matrix of fast fading coefficients between BS and the
K users and D = ;] denotes the K x K diagonal matrix of large-scale coefficients.
In the uplink transmission, the users transmit data in the same time-frequency resource.

Thus, the M x 1 received vector at the BS can be written as
y= Tx + n, (5.5)

where x denotes the data transmitted by K users and n ~ CN(0, 1) is an additive white
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Figure 5.1: System model along with the proposed method diagram.

Gaussian noise. The kth element of x is /px xx, where p, and z; are the average trans-

mitted power of the kth user and the kth transmitted symbol, respectively. It is worth

mentioning that wideband channels handled by orthogonal frequency division multiplexing

(OFDM) over restricted intervals can be applied to the signal model (5.5).
5.1.2 Problem Formulation

In this subsection, we present the proposed power control method to maximize the SE in
the cell. First, the lower bound of achievable rates on the uplink channel is derived, where

uniform linear array is considered at BS. For such a uniform linear array, f,,(¢;) is given
by fu(ér) = Msm@ ; mo=

1,2,..., M [48]. In this case, the response vector in (5.1)
can be rewritten as [48]

a(¢r) =

o d -
—j27 < sin ¢y
[1,e775™x .

-

e—j27r@ sinqﬁl]T

: (5.6)
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where d and A\ are the antenna spacing and the carrier wavelength, respectively. In this

respect, we have

M-1
1 1 o d e .
ot — E 27 £ (sin ¢y —sin gg)m
Afawmw”_mmmﬂé e ’ (5.7)

where () denotes the Hermitian operator. When the number of antennas at BS (M) is

very large and [ # ¢, we have

1 1 1 — ej27r%(sin¢l—sin¢>q)M

= 4t — ~
M2 (¢1)a(d,) ML 1 _ gi2n§(singi—singg) 0 (5:8)

If | = q, 1;al(¢)a(d,) = % As a result, for large M, we have

1 1
—ATA ~ 21, . .
i 7l (5.9)

5.1.2.1 Achievable Uplink Rate

We now derive the lower bounds on the achievable uplink rate for each user when BS is
aware of their channel coefficients (gy;). To this end, BS needs a linear detector depending
on the channel matrix to separate the received signal into streams. Letting V be an M x K

linear detector matrix, beamforming of the received signal is defined as [11]
r=Vly. (5.10)
Substituting (5.5) in (5.10), the received vector can be written as

r=V Tx + Vin. (5.11)
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To separate the transmitted signal of kth user and obtain its achievable rate, (5.11) can

be expressed as

K
ry, = /D V};thk + Z N V]];tixi + V,Tcn, (5.12)
i=1,i£k

where v, and t; represent the kth columns of the matrices V and T, respectively. The last
two terms on the right hand side of (5.12) are the interference and noise terms, respectively.

Spectral Efficiency for a single-cell multiuser MIMO system is given by [11]
K ~
S=)Y R, (5.13)

where R;, is the lower bound of the ergodic achievable uplink rate of the kth user, Ry,

which is given by [11]

T4 12
t
Rk:E{log2 (1+ - D[Vt )} (5.14)

> Vit v P
i=1,i#k

At this stage, two linear detectors, namely, ZF and MRC, are employed to derive Ry.
Lemma 5.1 : Using ZF detector, the interference term cancels out and Ry, is obtained

as
~ o f M
Ry =log, (1 + py X f(L — K)By) - (5.15)

Proof : See Appendix D. N

Lemma 5.2 : Using MRC detector, Ry, is obtained as

BL=Upe

}?Z’Tc = log, (1 + =%
Zi:l,i;ﬁk Bi pi + ﬁ

(5.16)

Proof : See Appendix E. N
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Using MRC detector, the lower bound of achievable rate of each user depends on the
transmit power of the other users due to the interference term. Hence, when users consume
their peak power for transmission, the interference term may be increased and the spectral
efficiency given by (5.13) may be diminished. Although the interference has an impact
on the achievable rate of each user in MRC receiver, this receiver is still being employed
in multi-user massive MIMO systems. This is due to the fact that MRC detector is used
in a distributed fashion, independently at each antenna unit and offers less per-symbol

complexity [4].

5.1.2.2 Optimal Power Control

We now present a power control scheme for the users to maximize the SE given in (5.13).
To this end, we find the optimal transmitted power for each user. Let p™** be the peak
power that each user can transmit in one symbol. Then, the optimal power control strategy

for each user can be formulated as

K
max R¢ 5.17
P1,p2,--,PK kz:; k ( )
st 0 <pp < p™* k=1,2,.. K.

where C' € {mrc, zf} corresponds to MRC or ZF detectors. The given constraints guar-
antee that the power control function is positive and do not exceed p™**.

Theorem 5.1. Using ZF receiver, (5.17) can be maximized when all users transmit
their maximum powers, i.e., p; = p'**.
Proof : Since there is no interference in ZF receiver obtained in (5.15), the proof is

straightforward. W
Theorem 5.2. Using MRC receiver, (5.17) is NP-hard [71], and can be reformulated
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as

K
1
— 5.18
ph?}?’i(pl( I}_[l (M +7k(p17p27 7pK)) ( )
s.t. 0 <pr < pme* k=1,2,.. K.
Bi(L=1)pi

where i (p1,p2, ..., PK) = MY R, L BipitL

This optimization problem is still an NP-hard problem. We solve (5.18) using an

alternative optimization approach as

K
max Hﬁ)/k(pbp%'“apf() (519)
P1,P2;5-.-, PK k1
s.t. 0 <ppr < pm*; k=12 .. K.

For large M, the optimal solutions of (5.19) and (5.18) are the same.
Proof : Let y* and y,,: be the optimal solution of (5.19) and (5.18), respectively. As a

-----

with 0 <p, < p™**. we have

e — pmaxﬁk[(/L — 1) (520)

Thus, for any given indices of v;,, ¢ = 1, ..., K, we have

7.71 (p17p2? "'7pK>""yji(p17p27 -"7pK) S UrUg... Uk - (521)

Expanding (5.18) and using (5.21), we have

y* S yopt S y* + Q(M)7 (522)
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where

K-1

QM) £ % +> Mi_i (lj) JHlu] (5.23)

=1

When M is very large, Q(M) in (5.23) approaches zero, and hence, y* =~ yo,r. W

The optimization problem given by (5.19) is a standard geometric programming (GP)
problem, since the objective and subject functions are posynomials [73]. This GP problem
can be easily solved by using standard numerical optimization packages. In this thesis, we
employ ConVeX (CVX) package to solve the optimization problem given by (5.19) [75].
It is worth mentioning that the optimization problem given by (5.19) can be converted to
a convex optimization problem by change of variable [73].

It should also be mentioned that by increasing M when using MRC receiver, the
interference may not be negligible compared to the noise, i.e., Zfil Bipi > % As a
result, the maximum transmitted power is no longer a valid solution for (5.17). In view of
this, the proposed power control method at BS is indispensable to inform the amount of

transmit power to the users.

5.1.3 Numerical Results

Experiments are conducted to evaluate the performance of the proposed power control
method and verify the expressions obtained for lower achievable bounds. We first describe

mar gand the dimension of the

a scenario corresponding to the impact of peak power p
physical channel L on the performance of the system when using MRC receiver with fixed
Br. Moreover, we evaluate the lower bounds obtained for MRC and ZF receivers in this
scenario. We then compare the SE of a massive MIMO system with proposed and peak
power control scheme for MRC and ZF receivers in a scenario where (5 changes. In both
the scenarios, we consider the number of users K = 10 in a hexagonal single-cell massive

MIMO system with a radius of R = 500 meters. We also consider that the users are not

closer to BS than d;, = 100 meters and the path loss exponent is v = 3.8. In this case,

76



the large-scale fading (fx) follows the log-normal distribution with standard deviation
Oshadow = 8 dB, i.e., By = z/(dy/dy)", where z is the log-normal random variable and
dy is the distance between the kth user and BS. Since the noise variance is 1, we define

max

signal-to-noise ratios (SNR) to be equal to peak power, i.e., SNR = p

5.1.3.1 Scenario [

In this scenario, we investigate the effect of SNR on the performance of the system.
Following (B = z/(dx/dp)", the large-scale fading coefficients are generated as 3;=0.0006,
B2=0.0033, £35=0.0063, 34=0.0074, $5=0.0105, 3c=0.0204, 5;=0.0270, 5s=0.0413, By=0.0584
and [319=0.0908. Fig. 5.2 shows numerically evaluated values (NEV) of SE using (5.14)
versus SNR for both ZF and MRC receivers, where the peak power is allocated to each
of the users. Fig. 5.2 also shows SE obtained using (5.15) and (5.16) for different values
of SNR, employing ZF and MRC receivers, respectively. It is seen from this figure that
the lower bounds obtained in Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 in terms of SE are pretty accurate
for ZF and MRC receivers, respectively. Fig. 5.3 shows SE obtained using the proposed
method in terms of SNR employing MRC receiver. It is seen from this figure that the
performance of the method using the proposed power control scheme is superior to that of
the conventional peak power criterion, in terms of providing a higher SE. In addition, it
is also seen that by increasing L, the performance of the proposed power control scheme
can be significantly increased. Fig. 5.4 shows SE obtained using the proposed method in
terms of SNR employing ZF receiver, where the proposed power control is equal to the
peak power control. It can be seen from this figure that by increasing SNR and L, SE also
increases.

In order to illustrate the superiority of the proposed power control method, we present
the achievable rate of each user obtained by using this method and compare it with that
provided by the maximum power control strategy, when M =300 and L=200. Employing
the MRC receiver and assuming SNR=10dB, the optimal power and the optimal rate of
the users are obtained as p;=10dB, p;=10dB, p5=10dB, p;=10dB, pi=10dB, p;=10dB5,
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pi=8.8084dB, p;=6.9626dB, p;=>5.4580dB, p’,=3.5412dB, and R!=0.6845, R;=2.1329,
R:=2.9194, R;=3.1304, R:=3.6075, R:=4.5822, R:=4.5914, R:=4.5914, R}=4.5914,

R3},=4.5914, respectively. Thus, SE obtained is $*=35.4225. However, using maximum

max max max max max max max max

=DPo T =P3 =Py =Py T =Pe =P7 T =Dg
Pi*=10dB, and R}**=0.4431, Ry**=1.5820, R}**=2.2754, R}**=2.4666, R**=2.9042,

max

power control strategy, we have pj =pj
R =3.8074, R7™**=4.2155, Rg"™ =4.8683, Ry =5.4387, R =6.2424, resulting in
SE given by 5™**=34.2436. This clearly shows that the proposed power control method
provides a higher SE when the MRC receiver is employed.

Employing the ZF receiver, the optimal power that is the same as peak power and the
optimal rate of the users are obtained as pj=p"** =10dB, p5=p5*** =10d B, p5=p5'** =10dB,
pi=pi™* =10dB, pi=ps™* =10dB, pj=pg™* =10dB, pi=py** =10dB, pi=ps™* =10dB,
Pe=pg™* =10d B, piy=pit™* =10dB, and R;=R"*= 1.4383, Ri=Ry"** =3.3792, Ri=R5* =
4.2445, R;=Ry™ =4.4653, Ri=Ry™ =4.9507, Ri=Rg™ =5.8861, R;=Ry* =6.2845,
R =Ry™ =6.8912, R5=Ry™ =8.0211, Rj,=Riy™* =14.2640, respectively. Thus, SE
obtained is S*=59.8250.

Table 5.1 shows a comparison between the proposed power control method and max-
imum power control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 10dB,
and K = 10. It can be seen from this table that the proposed power control method
provides a higher SE when the MRC receiver is employed. However, the performance of
the proposed power allocation method is the same as maximum power control when the
ZF receiver is employed. In addition, it can be seen from this table that the performance
of the ZF receiver outperforms that of the MRC receiver in terms of SE.

Next, the performance of the proposed power allocation method is studied with respect
to the variation of SNR. Tables 5.1, 5.3, 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6 give the corresponding results
when M = 300, L = 200, K = 10 and SNR is —5dB, 5dB, 10dB, 20dB and 30dB,
respectively. It can be seen from these tables that with increasing SN R, SE significantly

improves using the proposed power control method when the MRC receiver is employed. In
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Figure 5.2: Numerically evaluated values of SE along with those obtained using (5.15) and
(5.16) for different values of SNR when ZF and MRC receivers are employed and peak
power is allocated to each user with M = 300.

addition, it can be seen that the performance of the ZF receiver significantly outperforms
that of the MRC receiver in terms of SE.

Then, the performance of the proposed power allocation method is studied with respect
to the variation of K. Tables 5.7, 5.8, 5.9 and 5.10 give the corresponding results when
M =300, L =200, SNR = 10dB and K is 5, 10, 15 and 20, respectively. It can be seen
from these tables that with increasing K, SE significantly improves. It can be also seen
that the advantage of using the proposed power control method becomes more evident as

K increases when the MRC or ZF receiver is employed.

5.1.3.2 Scenario 11

We now compare the SE of a massive MIMO system with proposed and peak power control
scheme for both receivers. To this end, we set up B = 2;/(dx/dp)" and set SNR = 0dB.
We run 1000 Monte-Carlo simulations for which the users are randomly located in the
cell so that the large-scale fading [ changes. Fig. 5.5 shows the cumulative distribution
function values of the SE, with using the proposed and peak power control schemes. It

is seen from this figure that using the ZF detector results in the highest value for SE, as
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Figure 5.3: SE obtained using the proposed method as well as the peak power criterion
for each user, when MRC receiver is employed and M = 300.
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Figure 5.4: SE obtained using the proposed method (peak power criterion) for each user,
when ZF receiver is employed and M = 300.
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Table 5.1: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 10dB, and K = 10

Fading MRC ZF
B i R [op | Ry | mi=vp> | Bi= Rg™
User 1 | 0.0006 | 10.0000dB | 3.9719 | 10dB | 0.0238 10dB 1.4383
User 2 | 0.0033 | 10.0000dB | 4.0838 | 10dB | 0.1264 10dB 3.3792
User 3 | 0.0063 || 10.0000dB | 4.1970 | 10dB | 0.2325 10dB 4.2445
User 4 | 0.0074 | 10.0000dB | 4.3115 | 10dB | 0.2695 10dB 4.4653
User 5 | 0.0105 | 10.0000dB | 4.4272 | 10dB | 0.3691 10dB 4.9507
User 6 | 0.0204 | 10.0000dB | 4.5444 | 10dB | 0.6482 10dB 5.8861
User 7 | 0.0270 || 8.8084dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 0.8086 10dB 6.2845
User 8 | 0.0413 || 6.9626dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 1.1055 10dB 6.8912
User 9 | 0.0908 | 3.5412dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 1.8278 10dB 8.0211
User 10 | 6.9028 | -15.2682dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 12.2904 10dB 14.2640
Total Power 18.7425dB 20dB 20dB
SE 35.4225 17.7018 59.8250

expected. It is also seen that by increasing L, SE significantly improves with proposed and
peak power control schemes for both ZF and MRC receivers. It is also seen that the use
of MRC detector with the proposed power control scheme provides a substantially higher
SE as compared to that with the peak power criterion. Fig. 5.6 shows the probability
density function (pdf) of the optimally allocated power to each user when MRC detector
is employed. It can be seen from this figure that the various users have approximately the

same pdf.

5.1.4 Summary

In this chapter, we have investigated the spectral efficiency of a single-cell massive MIMO
system where a channel model is considered by dividing the angular domain into a finite
number of distinct directions. First, we have derived the achievable rate of each user with

ZF and MRC receivers. Then, we have proposed a power control strategy among the
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Table 5.2: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = —5dB, and K = 10

Fading MRC ZF
By v Ry | ppee | Rpe | pp = ppee | Ry = Ry
User 1 | 0.0006 || -5.0000dB | 0.0647 | -5dB | 0.0186 -5dB 0.0760
User 2 | 0.0033 || -5.0000dB | 0.3250 | -5dB | 0.0993 -5dB 0.3756
User 3 | 0.0063 || -5.0000dB | 0.5684 | -5dB | 0.1841 -5dB 0.6487
User 4 | 0.0074 || -5.0000dB | 0.6485 | -5dB | 0.2140 -5dB 0.7372
User 5 | 0.0105 || -5.0000dB | 0.8529 | -5dB | 0.2950 -5dB 0.9607
User 6 | 0.0204 || -5.0000dB | 1.3631 | -5dB | 0.5274 -5dB 1.5052
User 7 | 0.0270 || -5.0000dB | 1.6259 | -5dB | 0.6641 -5dB 1.7796
User 8 | 0.0413 || -5.0000dB | 2.0735 | -5dB | 0.9226 -5dB 2.2394
User 9 | 0.0908 || -5.0000dB | 3.0347 | -5dB | 1.5751 -5dB 3.1990
User 10 | 6.9028 || -18.8182dB | 4.6794 | -5dB | 9.2147 -5dB 9.2834
Total Power 4.5624dB 5dB 5dB
SE 15.2361 13.7149 20.8049

users to maximize the spectral efficiency. Experiments have been conducted to assess the

performance of the proposed method in terms of the spectral efficiency. The numerical

results show that the proposed power control method provides a spectral efficiency which

is the same as that of the conventional maximum power criterion using the ZF receiver.

Further, the proposed method provides a spectral efficiency which is higher than that

of the conventional maximum power criterion using the MRC receiver. In addition, it

has been shown that the ZF receiver outperforms the MRC receiver in terms of spectral

efficiency. In spite of this fact, the MRC receiver is still being employed in multi-user

massive MIMO systems, due to the fact that the MRC receiver is used in a distributed

fashion, independently at each antenna unit and offers less per-symbol complexity.
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Table 5.3: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 5dB, and K = 10

Fading MRC ZF
B i By e | Ry | pp=ppe | Ry = By
User 1 | 0.0006 || 5.0000dB | 0.3645 | 5dB | 0.0233 5dB 0.6236
User 2 | 0.0033 || 5.0000dB | 1.3738 | 5dB | 0.1240 5dB 1.9906
User 3 | 0.0063 || 5.0000dB | 2.0217 | 5dB | 0.2282 5dB 2.7394
User 4 | 0.0074 || 5.0000dB | 2.2031 | 5dB | 0.2647 5dB 2.9391
User 5 | 0.0105 || 5.0000dB | 2.6214 | 5dB | 0.3627 5dB 3.3872
User 6 | 0.0204 || 5.0000dB | 3.4936 | 5dB | 0.6379 5dB 4.2769
User 7 | 0.0270 || 5.0000dB | 3.8889 | 5dB | 0.7963 5dB 4.6630
User 8 | 0.0413 || 5.0000dB | 4.5196 | 5dB | 1.0901 5dB 5.2563
User 9 | 0.0908 1.8695dB | 4.6228 | 5dB | 1.8070 5dB 6.3721
User 10 | 6.9028 | -16.9399dB | 4.6228 | 5dB | 11.6812 5dB 12.6032
Total Power 14.2905dB 15dB 15dB
SE 29.7322 17.0154 44.8515

Table 5.4: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 10dB, and K = 10

Fading MRC ZF
B i By g | Ry | pp=ppe | B =Ry
User 1 | 0.0006 || 10.0000dB | 3.9719 | 10dB | 0.0238 10dB 1.4383
User 2 | 0.0033 | 10.0000dB | 4.0838 | 10dB | 0.1264 10dB 3.3792
User 3 | 0.0063 | 10.0000dB | 4.1970 | 10dB | 0.2325 10dB 4.2445
User 4 | 0.0074 || 10.0000dB | 4.3115 | 10dB | 0.2695 10dB 4.4653
User 5 | 0.0105 || 10.0000dB | 4.4272 | 10dB | 0.3691 10dB 4.9507
User 6 | 0.0204 | 10.0000dB | 4.5444 | 10dB | 0.6482 10dB 5.8861
User 7 | 0.0270 | 8.8084dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 0.8086 10dB 6.2845
User 8 | 0.0413 | 6.9626dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 1.1055 10dB 6.8912
User 9 | 0.0908 || 3.5412dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 1.8278 10dB 8.0211
User 10 | 6.9028 | -15.2682dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 12.2904 10dB 14.2640
Total Power 18.7425dB 20dB 20dB
SE 35.4225 17.7018 59.8250
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Table 5.5: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 20dB, and K = 10

Fading MRC ZF
By v} Ry | e | Ry | pp=pper | Rp= Ry
User 1 | 0.0006 || 20.0000dB | 1.6589 | 20dB | 0.0240 20dB 4.1779
User 2 | 0.0033 || 20.0000dB | 3.7524 | 20dB | 0.1274 20dB 6.5706
User 3 | 0.0063 | 19.5431dB | 4.5516 | 20dB | 0.2343 20dB 7.4963
User 4 | 0.0074 | 18.8442dB | 4.5516 | 20dB | 0.2716 20dB 7.7272
User 5 | 0.0105 | 17.3247dB | 4.5516 | 20dB | 0.3719 20dB 8.2300
User 6 | 0.0204 | 14.4403dB | 4.5516 | 20dB | 0.6526 20dB 9.1859
User 7 | 0.0270 | 13.2229dB | 4.5516 | 20dB | 0.8138 20dB 9.5897
User 8 | 0.0413 11.3771B | 4.5516 | 20dB | 1.1121 20dB 10.2022
User 9 | 0.0908 | 7.9557dB | 4.5516 | 20dB | 1.8366 20dB 11.3381
User 10 | 6.9028 | -10.8537dB | 4.5516 | 20dB | 12.6466 20dB 17.5859
Total Power 26.8977dB 30dB 30dB
SE 41.8245 18.0907 92.1037

Table 5.6: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 30dB, and K = 10

Fading MRC ZF
By v Ry | oo | Rpe | pp=pper | Ry = Ry
User 1 | 0.0006 | 30.0000dB | 3.3712 | 30dB | 0.0240 30dB 7.4263
User 2 | 0.0033 || 26.1027dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 0.1275 30dB 9.8788
User 3 | 0.0063 | 23.2944dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 0.2345 30dB 10.8110
User 4 | 0.0074 | 22.5955dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 0.2718 30dB 11.0430
User 5 | 0.0105 || 21.0759dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 0.3721 30dB 11.5476
User 6 | 0.0204 | 18.1915dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 0.6531 30dB 12.5056
User 7 | 0.0270 || 16.9742dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 0.8143 30dB 12.9099
User 8 | 0.0413 || 15.1283dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 1.1127 30dB 13.5230
User 9 | 0.0908 | 11.7070dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 1.8375 30dB 14.6595
User 10 | 6.9028 || -7.1024dB | 4.5395 | 30dB | 12.6875 30dB 20.9078
Total Power 33.2106dB 40dB 40dB
SE 44.2267 18.1350 125.2124
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Table 5.7: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 10dB and K =5

Fading MRC ZF
B v ry | o | Ry | pp=ppe [ Rp=Rpe
User 1 | 0.0004 || 10.0000dB | 0.6847 10dB 0.3901 10dB 1.1177
User 2 | 0.0009 || 10.0000dB | 1.2460 10dB 0.7655 10dB 1.8610
User 3 | 0.0028 || 10.0000dB | 2.4143 10dB 1.6754 10dB 3.2001
User 4 | 0.0380 || 9.0234dB | 5.9243 10dB 5.1524 10dB 6.8093
User 5 | 0.1480 || 3.1187dB | 5.9243 10dB 8.0863 10dB 8.7612
Total Power 16.0246dB 16.9897dB 16.9897dB
SE 16.1935 16.0697 21.7492

Table 5.8: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 10dB, and K = 10

Fading MRC ZF
By Vi Ry | e | By | pp=ppe | Ry = Ry
User 1 | 0.0006 || 10.0000dB | 3.9719 | 10dB | 0.0238 10dB 1.4383
User 2 | 0.0033 || 10.0000dB | 4.0838 | 10dB | 0.1264 10dB 3.3792
User 3 | 0.0063 || 10.0000dB | 4.1970 | 10dB | 0.2325 10dB 4.2445
User 4 | 0.0074 || 10.0000dB | 4.3115 | 10dB | 0.2695 10dB 4.4653
User 5 | 0.0105 || 10.0000dB | 4.4272 | 10dB | 0.3691 10dB 4.9507
User 6 | 0.0204 | 10.0000dB | 4.5444 | 10dB | 0.6482 10dB 5.8861
User 7 | 0.0270 || 8.8084dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 0.8086 10dB 6.2845
User 8 | 0.0413 || 6.9626dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 1.1055 10dB 6.8912
User 9 | 0.0908 || 3.5412dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 1.8278 10dB 8.0211
User 10 | 6.9028 | -15.2682dB | 4.5477 | 10dB | 12.2904 10dB 14.2640
Total Power 18.7425dB 20dB 20dB
SE 35.4225 17.7018 59.8250
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Table 5.9: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 10dB, and K = 15

Fading MRC ZF
B i By | o | Ry | mi=s | Bi= Ry
User 1 | 0.0001 || 10.0000dB | 0.1547 10dB 0.0042 10dB 0.3533
User 2 | 0.0002 | 10.0000dB | 0.2945 10dB 0.0084 10dB 0.6369
User 3 | 0.0009 | 10.0000dB | 1.0166 10dB 0.0375 10dB 1.8063
User 4 | 0.0015 | 10.0000dB | 1.4389 10dB 0.0619 10dB 2.3681
User 5 | 0.0018 | 10.0000dB | 1.6121 10dB 0.0740 10dB 2.5838
User 6 | 0.0040 | 10.0000dB | 2.4930 10dB 0.1596 10dB 3.5969
User 7 | 0.0043 | 10.0000dB | 2.5814 10dB 0.1709 10dB 3.6929
User 8 | 0.0189 | 8.0488dB | 3.9675 10dB 0.6360 10dB 5.7401
User 9 | 0.0385 | 4.9588dB | 3.9675 10dB 1.0920 10dB 6.7527
User 10 | 0.0482 3.9829dB | 3.9675 10dB 1.2744 10dB 7.0742
User 11 | 0.1814 | -1.7730dB | 3.9675 10dB 2.6887 10dB 8.9784
User 12 | 0.7618 | -8.0050dB | 3.9675 10dB 4.7045 10dB 11.0464
User 13 | 1.3224 | -10.4002dB | 3.9675 10dB 5.6139 10dB 11.8418
User 14 | 1.3394 | -10.4557dB | 3.9675 10dB 5.6363 10dB 11.8602
User 15 | 3.0180 | -13.9838dB | 3.9675 10dB 7.3171 10dB 13.0320
Total Power 19.1939dB 21.7609dB 21.7609dB
SE 41.3313 29.4794 91.3641

87



Table 5.10: Comparison between the proposed power control method and maximum power
control for MRC and ZF receivers when M = 300, L = 200, SNR = 10dB, and K = 20

Fading MRC ZF
i ni re | oo [ Rpe | mp=ppe [ Ri= Ry
User 1 | 0.0001 || 10.0000dB | 0.1355 10dB 0.0042 10dB 0.3448
User 2 | 0.0015 || 10.0000dB | 1.3146 10dB 0.0084 10dB 2.3363
User 3 | 0.0026 || 10.0000dB | 1.8449 10dB 0.0375 10dB 3.0036
User 4 | 0.0027 || 10.0000dB | 1.8850 10dB 0.0619 10dB 3.0514
User 5 | 0.0030 || 10.0000dB | 1.9990 10dB 0.0740 10dB 3.1859
User 6 | 0.0034 || 10.0000dB | 2.1387 10dB 0.1596 10dB 3.3477
User 7 | 0.0042 || 10.0000dB | 2.3845 10dB 0.1709 10dB 3.6253
User 8 | 0.0052 || 8.0488dB | 2.6446 10dB 0.6360 10dB 3.9107
User 9 | 0.0055 || 4.9588dB | 2.7147 10dB 1.0920 10dB 3.9864
User 10 | 0.0072 || 3.9829dB | 3.0615 10dB 1.2744 10dB 4.3533
User 11 | 0.0075 || -1.7730dB | 3.1154 10dB 2.6887 10dB 4.4094
User 12 | 0.0156 || -8.0050dB | 3.5450 10dB 4.7045 10dB 5.4303
User 13 | 0.0226 || -10.4002dB | 3.5450 10dB 5.6139 10dB 5.9547
User 14 | 0.0291 || -10.4557dB | 3.5450 10dB 5.6363 10dB 6.3142
User 15 | 0.1052 || -13.9838dB | 3.5450 10dB 7.3171 10dB 8.1550
User 16 | 0.1253 || -13.9838dB | 3.5450 10dB 7.3171 10dB 8.4065
User 17 | 0.1709 || -13.9838dB | 3.5450 10dB 7.3171 10dB 8.8531
User 18 | 0.1716 || -13.9838dB | 3.5450 10dB 7.3171 10dB 8.8590
User 19 | 0.7282 || -13.9838dB | 3.5450 10dB 7.3171 10dB 10.9419
User 20 | 1.7121 || -13.9838dB | 3.5450 10dB 7.3171 10dB 12.1748
Total Power 19.2043dB 23.0103dB 23.0103dB
SE 55.1432 34.2744 110.6441
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Chapter 6

Conclusion and Scope for Further

Work

This chapter concludes the thesis by summarizing and highlighting the work undertaken
therein. We also briefly discuss some topics that could be undertaken following the ideas

developed in this thesis.

6.1 Conclusion

In this dissertation, we have investigated the spectral efficiency of multi-user massive
MIMO systems in downlink and uplink transmissions. In order to maximize the spectral
efficiency, we have proposed a number of methods for power allocation given the total
power budget.

In downlink transmission, we have investigated the spectral efficiency under time-
division duplexing operation via a beamforming training method. Conventionally, in the
beamforming training method, the power of the pilot symbols is assumed to be equal to
that of the data symbols for all the users. In this dissertation, we have proposed several
methods of allocating power so that, in each case, the spectral efficiency is maximized

under the assumption of both small scale and large scale fading.
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In uplink transmission, we have investigated the spectral efficiency of a single-cell mas-
sive MIMO system where the channel vectors for different users are generally correlated,
or not asymptotically orthogonal and can be modelled as a finite number of distinct di-
rections.

The investigation concerning the spectral efficiency in the downlink transmission has
been considered in the first two parts of the thesis, where as the investigation in the uplink
transmission has been carried out in the third part.

In the first part of the dissertation, we have derived a closed-form approximate ex-
pression for the achievable downlink rate using the maximum ratio transmission precoder
based on small-scale fading in order to evaluate the spectral efficiency. Then, we have
proposed three methods of power allocation in order to maximize the spectral efficiency.
In the first method, we have posed and answered a fundamental question about the op-
eration of BS in a downlink transmission: how much is the improvement in the spectral
efficiency if the average transmit power allocated to the pilot and data symbols are chosen
optimally? In answering this question, we have demonstrated that in order to maximize
the spectral efficiency for a given total power budget, the spectral efficiency is remarkably
improved at high signal to noise ratio by allocating the optimal power to the pilot and
data symbols in downlink transmission. In the second method, inspired by the water-
filling power allocation scheme, we have posed and answered a basic question about the
operation of BS in downlink massive MU-MIMO systems as to how much is the improve-
ment in the spectral efficiency if the power allocated to the data symbols of the various
users are chosen optimally? In answering this question, we have found that the spectral
efficiency can be significantly increased at high signal to noise ratio by optimally allocating
the total transmit power to data symbols of the various users. In the third method, we
have allocated power not only to the data symbols but also to the pilot symbols of all the
users, where all the pilot powers for the various users are equal. We have shown that all

these three proposed methods are superior to other existing methods in terms of spectral
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efficiency. In addition, we have shown that the third proposed method of power allocation
outperforms the first two aforementioned methods in terms of spectral efficiency.

In the second part of the dissertation, we have derived a closed-form approximate
expression for the achievable downlink rate using the maximum ratio transmission precoder
based on large-scale fading in order to evaluate the spectral efficiency. Then, we have
proposed four schemes of power allocation in order to maximize the spectral efficiency.
In the first scheme, we have allocated power among the pilot and data symbols in such
a way that the pilot power as well as the data power for each user is the same. The
pilot power and the data power are optimally selected in order to maximize the spectral
efficiency. In the second scheme, we have allocated power among the data symbols of
the various users, whereas the pilot power for each user is the same and is specified.
In this scheme, the data power for each user is optimally determined to maximize the
spectral efficiency. In the third scheme, we have allocated power among the pilot and
data symbols of the various users, whereas the pilot power for each user is the same but
determined. In this scheme, the same pilot power along with the various data powers is
optimized to maximize the spectral efficiency. In the forth scheme, we have optimally
allocated power among each of the pilot and data symbols of the various users so as to
maximize the spectral efficiency. We have shown that the second, third and forth schemes
offer similar performance in terms of spectral efficiency with approximately the same run
time. However, the spectral efficiency of these schemes is much superior to that of the first
scheme or that of the existing schemes, even though the run times for the second, third and
fourth proposed methods are slightly more than that of the first method. This indicates
that in a downlink transmission, where the total power budget is given, optimizing the
power of data symbols is much more important than optimizing the power of the pilot
symbols in order to maximize the spectral efficiency.

In the third part of the dissertation, first we have derived the achievable uplink rate

using zero-forcing and maximum ratio combining receivers based on large-scale fading in
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order to evaluate the spectral efficiency. Then, we have proposed a power control strategy
among the users to maximize the spectral efficiency. We have shown that the proposed
power control method provides a spectral efficiency which is the same as that of the
maximum power criterion using the zero-forcing receiver. Further, the proposed method
provides a spectral efficiency that is higher than that provided by the maximum power
criterion using the maximum ratio combining receiver. In addition, it has been shown
that the zero-forcing receiver outperforms the maximum ratio combining receiver in terms
of spectral efficiency. In spite of this fact, the maximum ratio combining receiver is still
being employed in multi-user massive MIMO systems, due to the fact that the maximum
ratio combining receiver is used in a distributed fashion independently at each antenna

unit and offers less per-symbol complexity.

6.2 Scope for Further Work

While the research work undertaken in this dissertation has focused on maximizing the
spectral efficiency in a massive multi-user MIMO system, there are a number of additional
studies that can be undertaken along the lines developed in this dissertation. Some of the

possible studies are as follows:

6.2.1 Multi-Cell Systems

We have investigated the spectral efficiency maximization of single-cell massive MIMO
systems in this dissertation. However, massive MIMO systems can be employed in multi-
cell scenarios, where the activities in the various cells occur synchronously and there is
no cell-to-cell cooperation [8]. In multi-cell scenarios, the system model should first be
refined to take into account the inter-cell interference. Then, the proposed method can be

further investigated to maximize the spectral efficiency by using this refined model.
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6.2.2 Multiple-Antenna Terminals

Massive MIMO systems, in contrast to point-to-point MIMO systems, work very well
with only single-antenna users. However, massive MIMO systems can employ multiple-
antenna users as well. A multiple-antenna user could enjoy throughput in proportion to
the number of antennas that the user possesses without requiring exponentially growing
signal to interference noise ratios. In addition, the users and the base station could identify
the subspace in which the interference is contained, and then operate in the orthogonal
interference-free subspace [8]. It would be interesting to investigate the possibility of
maximizing the spectral efficiency of such systems, just as has been done in this thesis for

the case of single-antenna user.

6.2.3 Massive MIMO with FDD Operation

We have explained in Chapter 3 that a massive MIMO system with time-division duplex-
ing (TDD) mode is superior to frequency-division duplexing (FDD) mode. However, for
systems with symmetric traffic and delay-sensitive applications, a massive MIMO system
with FDD mode is generally considered to be more effective. Thus, there is a substantial
interest in the study of a massive MIMO system with FDD mode [76-79]. In view of
this, the possibility of maximizing the spectral efficiency of such systems could also be

investigated.

6.2.4 Cell-Free Massive MIMO

Cell-Free (CF) massive MIMO is an alternative topology for massive MIMO networks,
where a large number of single-antenna access points (APs) are distributed over the cov-
erage area. There are no cells, but all users are jointly served by the APs using net-
work MIMO methods. It has been shown in [80-88] that CF massive MIMO inherits

the basic properties of cellular massive MIMO, namely, channel hardening and favorable
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propagation. Maximizing the spectral efficiency in CF massive MIMO systems using the

approaches presented in this dissertation would be worth exploring.
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Appendix A

Proof of Proposition 3.1

Using the MRT precoder, we have ay; = aprrhlh? [24]. Thus, E{ay;} and Var(a;) are

given by [24]
E{a,} =0 i Fk
Var(ay) =+ iV k

Substituting (A.1) in (3.12), we can obtain day; and agx given by (3.18). To prove Propo-
sition 3.1, we also need to calculate E{|eg;|*}.

For i=Fk, using (3.12) and (3.18), E{|ex|*} can be written as

K \/pop ~
E N | ———— -
{lexr|”} { Taby + Kakk Taby + K”p,kk

K TuPuM 2
Tapp + K \| K(1,pu + 1)
TdPp

K 2
=—)'E R QT A—
(pop+K) {|akk‘ } (pop+K>2

(A.2)
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We also know that E{|ax|*} :a?WRT(TZ;fil)QM(M +1) + aypr i M [24). Substi-

tuting E{|ax|?} into (A.2), we have

1

Bllew™} = - =5
p

(A.3)

For i # k, using (3.13) and (3.18), E{|ex|*} can be written as

(e} = B{— 2 ap— Y0 52y

Qfeq Ny ki
Tapp + K k Tapp + K Pk

K 2 Tap:
— ) E{|an]*} +—FE—.. A4
(pop+K) {‘ak| } (pop+K)2 ( )

We also know that E{|ay;|*} = + [24]. Substituting E{|as;|*} into (A.4), we have

1

Bl = o R
p

(A.5)

Substituting (A.1) in (3.13) and having (A.3) and (A.5), we conclude the proof of Propo-

sition 1.
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Appendix B

Proof of Proposition 3.2

To prove Proposition 3.2, first, we calculate E{|ax;|?} for MRT precoding.
E{]aw*}:
For i=k, from (3.18) and using the fact that E{|am|?} = o, pp (2L )2M(M +1) +

TuPu+1

ARy Tor M and E{aw} = % [24], we have

B g |* =

~ 2
B [’popakﬁ popngkk—l—K]E{akk}‘}

+K>
1 2 2
:W[E{mk, Yrap)”+ 2K (E{au}) (rapy)

—l—(KE{akk})2} —m[ (aﬁmﬁM

TuPu 2
+a?\4RT(—1) M(M + 1)) (pop>2 +
2TupuM

Tu u
TuPuM K
+(T +1
upu

Fupet 1) (B

+1)74p, +

For i # k, from (3.18) and using the fact that E{|a|*} = & and E{ax;} = 0 [24], we have

TaPp TdPp
E W= 1 B.2
(anf? = s (4041 (32

Then, by substituting (B.1) and (B.2) into (3.23), the proof of Proposition 3 is completed.
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Appendix C

Proof of Proposition 4.1

Before proving Proposition 4.1, we first calculate ag;. Using the definition ay;, we have
ar = g = a(gr 8] + €. &) (C.1)

Using this definition and (4.11), for ¢ # k, we have E{ay;} = 0 and E{§,,;} = 0. For

1 = k, we also have

o MT,p.S?
E —
{akk} 1+ Tupuﬁk
~ ma MTupuﬁlz
E ) C.2
{Gp,wrc} T (C.2)
Using (4.11) and (C.2), for i = k and ¢ # k, we respectively have
. O TuPuBE N2, o a*1.pu M B}
E = (—) M“4+M) + ——————,
{akk yp,kk} I+ Tupuﬂk ( - ) - (1 + Tupuﬁk)Z
MQQTupuBkﬁ‘z
{ak yZLk } 1 + Tupu/Bz' ( )

The first equation is obtained by employing the fact that o®’E{|| gz ||*} = o? (%) “M(M+

1) (please see Lemma 2.9 in [89]). Knowing the fact that cov(ak, Jpri) = E{arpri} —
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E{ayi }E{pr} and employing (C.2), for i = k and i # k, we have

COV{aki ?)p,kz} = MTupu\/popk Vi, (C‘4)

Moreover, we know that cov(%p ki, Upki) = E{Upkilpki} — E{Upi E{Gpri} or equivalently,

for ¢ # k and ¢ = k, we have

cov{Tpki Upi} = B{|\/Tabpgni + op i’} — [E{Gpri }|?

= MTypur\/TaPp, Vki + 1 (C.5)

Substituting (C.2), (C.4) and (C.5) into (4.12), for i # k and ¢ = k, we respectively have

s = MTupu\/ popk Vki (?j )
ki — ki)
MTupquppk Vki +1 b
A aMr,p.f; MTypur/TaPp, ek [ -
Qg = + (yp,k,k
1+ Tupuﬁk MTupquppk Vkk +1
. MazTupu\/popkB]3> (C 6)

To prove Proposition 4.1, we calculate E{|ax;|*} and E{|ex;|?}. Using (C.6), for ¢ # k and

1 = k, we respectively have

A M,p, 21'
E{|aul?} = Pulli
Vi + MTuputapp,
R M?a?(1upu)? By MT1,pu 7}
E{|akk‘2} — ( ) k ’Ykk (07)

(14 TupuBr)? Yk +

1
MTupuTapp,

Knowing the fact that eg; = ag; — ag; and using (C.6), for i # k and ¢ = k, we have

Eflew|’t = Eflar — awl*}

= . (C.8)
+ TaDp; Vi
MTypy Pi ?
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Substituting (C.7) and (C.8) into (4.15), we conclude the proof of Proposition 4.1.
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Appendix D

Proof of Lemma 5.1

Using ZF detector, i.e., V.= T(T'T)™!, (5.14) becomes

Ryy = E{ log, (1 + [(T+§‘lm) } (D.1)

Since log, (1 + %) is a convex function, by using the Jensen’s inequality Ef(z) < f(E(z)),

we obtain the following lower bound

Ry, = log, (1 + E{ [(TTZ“)I]%} ) (D.2)
By using (5.2) and (5.9), we have
E{ [(TTT)‘I}kk} = %E{ (G G)—l}kk} -
7 = gl 03

since the elements of H are i.i.d with zero mean and unit variance gaussian distribu-

tion. In this case, H'H is a Wishart matrix with L degrees of freedom. To calculate
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E{ar[(HTH)I]}, we use the properties of Wishart matrices [89] as

B{a(W )} =m0 - m). (D.4)

where W ~ w,,(n,1,) is a central complex Wishart matrix with n(n > m) degrees of

freedom. In view of this, we obtain
E{tr(HTH)—l} =K/(L - K), (D.5)

with L > K + 1. By substituting (D.5) into (D.3) and then, (D.3) into (D.2), the proof is

completed.
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Appendix E

Proof of Lemma 5.2

When BS employes MRC detector, i.e., V.= T, then (5.14) becomes

t 4
R,k = ]E{logQ(ll Pr HT i H2 2) } (E.1)
Zi:l,i;ékpi | .6 2+ || t ||

Using the Jensen’s inequality Ef(x) < f(E(z)), we have

> et ik Pi | t 211\ 7!
21 _ Jog (1+ (E{ i=Li }) ) £.2)
2 e (

where t; £ \tl‘lzkll' Conditioned on tj, t; is a Gaussian random variable (RV) with zero

mean (see Appendix of [11]). Using (5.2) and (5.9), the variance of t; is obtained as
E{EI’EZ} = 2 3, which is independent of t;. Hence, t; is Gaussian distributed and does not

depend on ty, i.e., t; ~ CA(0, %B,) As a result, we have

itk Pilts P41
E{T} (E.3)
- (Z PiE{| t; |}+1>E{ e H2}
i=1,i#k
M
- —DpiBi + 1>E
(%=1zz;k L {Pk I tk H2}
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Using (D.4), we have

Lo L
Pe || tr |2 peMBR(L — 1)

E{ (E.4)

By substituting (E.4) into (E.3) and then, (E.3) into (E.2), the proof is completed.
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