IEEE Access

Multidisciplinary : Rapid Review : Open Access Journal

Received April 14, 2022, accepted May 15, 2022, date of publication May 18, 2022, date of current version May 26, 2022.

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/ACCESS.2022.3176320

A Novel Channel Model and Optimal Power
Control Schemes for Mobile mmWave
Two-Tier Networks

JOYDEV GHOSH"“'!, HUSEYIN HACI“2, NEERAJ KUMAR 3456, (Senior Member, IEEE),
KHALED A. AL-UTAIBI“7, (Member, IEEE), SADIQ M. SAIT“8, (Senior Member, IEEE),
AND CHAKCHAI SO-IN"“?, (Senior Member, IEEE)

!School of Computer Science and Robotics, Tomsk Polytechnic University, 634050 Tomsk, Russia

2Department of Electrical and Electronics Engineering, Near East University, 1403 Nicosia, Turkey

3Department of Computer Science and Engineering, Thapar Institute of Engineering & Technology, Patiala 147004, India
“Department of Computer Science and Information Engineering, Asia University, Taichung City 413, Taiwan

5School of Computer Science, University of Petroleum and Energy Studies, Dehradun, Uttarakhand 248007, India
SDepartment of Computer Science and Information Systems, King Abdulaziz University, Jeddah 22254, Saudi Arabia
7Computer Science and Software Engineering Department, University of Ha’il, Ha'il 53962, Saudi Arabia

8Department of Computer Engineering, King Fahd University of Petroleum & Minerals, Dhahran 31261, Saudi Arabia
9Department of Computer Science, College of Computing, Khon Kaen University, Khon Kaen 40002, Thailand

Corresponding authors: Joydev Ghosh (joydev.ghosh.ece @ gmail.com) and Chakchai So-In (chakso@kku.ac.th)

This work was supported in part by Khon Kaen University.

ABSTRACT We present a unified system model and framework for the analytical performance study of
two heterogeneous and physically-distinct, but coexisting, networks that work harmoniously at the same
time, space, and frequency domains. The two-tier network model considered in this paper is an overlaying
of femtocells on a macrocell. Overlaying femtocells improves the performance by offloading traffic from
macrocells and providing spatial diversity. The mmWave channel model employed considers the number of
clusters and rays within each cluster to vary due to the end-user mobility. This is a new and different model
compared to the widely used channel models for mmWave two-tier networks. Optimal power control is
formulated as a sum-rate maximization problem for downlink and uplink transmissions at two-tier networks
and a power allocation scheme is proposed by following Shannon-Hartley theorem. A comprehensive and
interesting performance investigation is provided, where it is shown that the upper bound on the number
of admitted secondary users has a linear relationship with the outage probability threshold, logarithmic
relationship with SINR and exponential relationship with channel gain factors. Simulation results show that
the proposed scheme with sub-channel iterative Lagrange multipliers search algorithm is very effective at
managing the cross-tier interference and can outperform a competitive scheme from literature that is based
on cognitive radio technology. The computational complexity analysis of proposed algorithms are also given,
since the complexity of second algorithm can be a performance-complexity trade-off issue for systems with
limited computation power and time requirements.

INDEX TERMS Mobile mmwave channel model, optimal power control, optimal spectrum sensing,
mmwave two-tier networks.

I. INTRODUCTION communications are needed compared to the current fourth

The fifth-generation (5G) networks and the internet of
things (IoT) promise to transform our lives. They will connect
billions of devices and enable everything from driver-less
cars to smart-homes, offices, cities, and the world. In order
to enable these applications, much faster and more reliable
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generation (4G) networks. It is envisioned that a 100x
increase in area capacity compared to long-term evolu-
tion (LTE) networks will be required in 5G [1]. Multi-tier
networks that overlay each other with heterogeneous radio
technologies and physical properties are a promising tech-
nology that can minimize coverage gaps, provide spatial
diversity gain and support the ultra-high data traffic demand
of hot-spots in future mmWave Systems [2]. A popular

54445


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6000-0123
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0720-479X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3020-3947
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3965-5018
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4796-0581
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1026-191X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9278-6503

IEEE Access

J. Ghosh et al.: Novel Channel Model and Optimal Power Control Schemes

example of multi-tier networks is the two-tier Macro-
Femtocell networks [3]-[5].

It is shown that while designing such a multi-tier network,
the co-channel operation of macrocells and femtocells can
result in inter-tier interference that may worsen the perfor-
mance if appropriate interference cancellation techniques are
not employed [6], [7]. One of the basic solutions to mitigate
interference in a two-tier network is by defining one tier to
consist of macro users (MUs), also called as primary users
(PUs), and the other to consist femto users (FUs), also called
as secondary users (SUs), who have cognitive potential to
detect unoccupied channels [8], [9]. In [10], a spectrum split
up method is utilized to reduce the cross-tier interference
between macrocell and femtocell networks, named as frac-
tional frequency reuse (FFR) method. FFR can be achieved
by dividing up the entire available spectrum into multiple
sub-bands and putting a constraint on access over the femto-
cell networks to achieve interference coordination [11]-[14].

A popular technique to provide better network coverage
and data transmission reliability is to employ large-scale
antenna arrays (LSAA) to achieve strong directional beam-
forming gain that can avoid interference signals between
geographically distributed users in mobile mmWave mas-
sive MIMO [15]. Although prior channel state informa-
tion (CSI) at the transmitter is an important factor in
the implementation, the increased dimensionality of chan-
nel matrices due to LSAA at the transmitter causes
unacceptably large beam training overhead, serious pilot
contamination in massive MIMO and higher computational
complexity [16]. The authors in [17]-[22] presented the
path-loss model and MIMO channel model for line-of-sight
(LoS) and non-LoS (NLoS) case studies, and characterized
angular-spread models for intracluster (multipath component
distribution) and intercluster (cluster distribution) evolving
across a LSAA with the Laplacian and Gaussian distributions
at millimetre-length electromagnetic waves.

In [23], a full-duplexing (FD) based interference align-
ment (IA) algorithm for small cell network operation
has been proposed that can significantly improve the
spectral efficiency (SE). Minimize spectrum consump-
tion clustering (MSCC) and minimize interference leakage
clustering (MILC) schemes are employed for IA to mitigate
inter- and intra-cluster interferences. A Zadoff-Chu (ZC)
sequence based scheme that is feasible even for ultra-dense
networks (UDN) and massive MIMO settings was presented
in [24] for signal spreading in conjunction with the proposed
o — n — k — p fading model.

In [24], [25] interference mitigation scenarios to deal
with various challenges such as doppler shift, blockage
effect, power of the scattered waves and non-linearity of
the space are studied. Doppler shifts in terms of angle
of arrivals (AoAs) and angle of departures (AoDs) of the
signal were compensated under beamforming network to
develop a quasi time-invariant mmWave MIMO channel
similar to [28]-[35]. Besides interference mitigation, radio
resource management plays a crucial role in achieving high
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performance in next generation networks [36]. [37]-[41] con-
sidered Lagrangian dual decomposition technique in orthog-
onal frequency division multiple access (OFDMA)-based
femtocell heterogeneous networks (HetNets) to design vari-
ous optimization problems on power allocation, subchannel
assignment, user association, load balancing and spectrum
sharing subject to delay-sensitive (DS) and delay-tolerant
(DT) constraints.

The work in [42] utilized mmWave FBSs to optimize the
network throughput and microwave MBSs to improve energy
efficiency (EE). Compared to the presented data-aided (DA)
estimator for multicell decoupled two-tier femtocell networks
in [43], [44] studied downlink (DL) and uplink (UL) decou-
pling (DUDe) in HetNets and presented significantly better
performance. For the data-driven decision making in two-tier
self-organizing networks (SONs), machine learning is con-
sidered in [45], where Distributed Cooperative Q-Learning
(DCQL) scheme is used for power allocation in densely
deployed femtocells and demonstrated much improved EE.

Further [46] proposed a deep reinforcement learning (RL)
based scheme to manage the DL interference and signifi-
cantly improved the system capacity. In [47], authors inves-
tigated coverage probability over Rician fading channels by
considering Marcum Q-function for unmanned aerial vehi-
cles (UAVs) assisted femtocell networks and validated its
energy-efficient solution. Licensed assisted access (LAA)
based small cell networks have been proposed in [48] to
maximize the network throughput while FBSs share licensed
and unlicensed channels with MBSs and Wi-Fi, respec-
tively, where closed form expressions are established with
the exchange of Lagrangian parameters through joint power
and channel allocations. Other interesting research work on
dragonfly, ant lion, modified firefly and ABC optimization
algorithms are provided by [49]-[51].

Despite these interesting researches, the channel model
considered in the aforementioned studies assumes the number
of clusters and rays within each cluster to be fixed [54], [55].
However, in mobile mmWave massive MIMO based commu-
nications, the number of clusters and rays within each cluster
varies due to user mobility [52]. In case the mmWave channel
is not accurately modeled and appropriate signal processing
is performed at the receiver, the received signal’s quality may
be significantly degraded, resulting in unreliable and slow
communications. To address these open issues, in this paper
we consider a novel channel model that has not been studied
for mmWave two-tier networks before and propose optimal
power control schemes for mobile mmWave massive MIMO
based two-tier networks. The contributions of this paper are
listed as follows:

¢ A closed-form mathematical expression for a novel

channel model at mmWave two-tier networks is for-
mulized, where the variable number of clusters and rays
within each cluster is modeled by well-known probabil-
ity distributions.

o An optimal power control scheme that employs a

multi-channel iterative lower-bound coefficients search
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algorithm is proposed to jointly maximize the sum-rate
of DL and UL transmissions at mobile mmWave two-tier
networks. Two lemmas are given and proved to obtain
the optimal power allocation solution. Lemma 1 is used
to transform the non-convex power allocation problem
into its convex approximation and lemma 2 is given to
prove that the transformed problem is strictly convex
over given channel pairs.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we present a system model considering co-existence scenario
with FBSs deployment at MBS cell edge area in order to
improve the network’s quality of service (QoS) and formulate
an optimization problem by following Shannon—Hartley the-
orem to maximize capacity for both UL and DL subject to the
power constraints. To solve the issue of power regulation for
the dense deployment of femtocells, new analytical deriva-
tions are provided along with a few properties in the form of
lemmas in Section III. Then, two computationally tractable
algorithms focusing on a large number of sub-channels and
the iterative water-filling method are applied along with com-
parative complexity analysis. Simulation results are presented
in Section IV. The paper is concluded with some remarks in
Section V.

TABLE 1. The notations of main network parameters.

Symbol Description

Ny Number of macro users

Nry Number of femto users

Nas Number of macro base stations (MBSs)

Np Number of femto base stations (FBSs)

om, of and Deployment intensity of MBSs, FBSs and at cell

Qe edges respectively

« Path-loss exponent

13 Path-loss gain

T The network entity that facilitates the communica-
tion service to a given user

dn ik 3D distance between k%™ BS and ‘" UE on n‘"
sub-band at ¢ time instant

S Bernoulli random variable

z Clusters associated with each transmission link re-
gardless of MBS or FBS scattering paths

Y Rays between transmitter and receiver for the num-
ber of clusters z < Z

hZy Multi-path channel fading of Rician type
Rician shape parameter

Ts Sampling period

M Number of symbols in a single data frame

fa An expected value of Doppler frequency shift due
to velocity

fe Carrier frequency

Nse Number of sub-channels in each sub-band

w Channel estimation error

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

We assume a cellular network comprising super high fre-
quency (SHF) macro base station (MBS) and mmWave femto
base stations (FBSs). The UL and DL characteristics of
a two-tier HetNet have been investigated. The MBS oper-
ates on the sub-6 GHz frequency band and the FBSs are
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deployed along the cell edge area, see Figure 1. FBS assists
in improving the system capacity and also provides secondary
network coverage service, i.e., as a backup coverage to MBSs,
by jointly sharing sub-6GHz and mmWave bands. Femto-
cells underlaid macrocell network with joint operation at
sub-6GHz and mm-wave bands play a key role to avoid
outage and open up new opportunities to enable beyond
fifth-generation (B5G) networks for the industrial internet of
things (IIoT). At the same time, this type of operation may
cause severe co- and cross-tier interferences, hence, there is
a need for well interference management [24].

MBSs are deployed as a homogeneous poisson point pro-
cess (HPPP) with intensity o, € RZ. The cell edges are
modeled as a PPP with intensity o, € [0, 2] X RT. The
deployment of FBSs along the cell edge side is assumed to be
a PPP with intensity oy € RT. If the distance between a user
and an accessible nearby LOS MBS is denoted by d,,;, then
this notation changes to d,,,, for the NLOS MBS located at the
closed proximity. Likewise, dp and dy, are the notations used
to denote the distance from a user to a LOS FBS or a NLOS
FBS, respectively, located at the closed proximity. Therefore,
the distributions of dyu;, dyun, dp and dy, for y as the location
of the user at the associated BS can be expressed by [53]

_ 2
S V) = 2momye ",y < 1, 1)
Fim @) = 2 Quye Oy s 2)
fan () = 20pe” 29, 3)
—207,/y2 1}
Ve 7
Jaz, V) = 2m0eFa; (y) | 207y /O —dry |, &

N

where r,, denotes macrocell LOS radius; and ry denotes
femtocell LOS radius; F, dpn (y) denotes cumulative distribution
function (CDF) and can be expressed by

y 2_.2
27Qe (y—/ ¢ UV drf)
Fg,(0) =e 0 : ©)

Let symbol x to indicate the network entity that facilitates the
communication service to a given user, where x = f if the
user is connected to a FBS and x = m if the user is connected
to a MBS. Then, path-loss between & BS and i UE on
n'" sub-band can be expressed as below,

Efu,i,k = Edftl,i,k’ (6)

where £ indicates path-loss gain at a reference distance

. 2 2
anikst = 1 dpik = /@y, + Dy, denotes the three

dimensional (3D) distance between k™ BS and i/ UE on
n™ sub-band at ¢ time instant; an,ik,: denotes the distance
between k' BS and i" UE on n™ sub-band at ¢ time instant;
bn.ik.r 1s used to denote absolute antenna height difference
between k* BS and i UE on n'* sub-band at ¢ time instant;
« is assumed for path-loss exponent which characterizes the
LOS and NLOS path-loss exponents and can be expressed as

follows: @ = Sdn.ike + [1 — cdy i k] where ¢ € {1,0} is
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a Bernoulli random variable and it is becoming 1 if there is
non-existence of NLOS components else 0; & and & are rep-
resenting LOS and NLOS path-loss exponents, respectively,
of a BS.

In this system model, suppose each transmission link con-
sists of Z clusters regardless of MBS or FBS scattering paths.
We also assume that there is Y rays between transmitter and
receiver for the number of clusters z < Z [52]. Therefore, the
channel matrix belongs to each link can be expressed as,

Z(1) Yz

nlk_ZZh FR (GR Zy)‘/r (QR zy)FT(GT Z})

z=1 y=1

<V 07 ). (D

where Z(t) ~ max{Poisson(¢), 1}, [52, refer to (6)] and
Yzey ~ D(,Z) [52, refer to (11)] such properties of
the mmWave channel are discussed in [54] and [55] and
studied in [52]; v" and v" are used to denote 3D spatial
response vector for the equlpped antennas at the transmitter
and receiver; v"x represents complex conjugate of spatial
response vector v§ ; Fg_ and F7_denote field factors that
cause antenna gain in the channel computation; % 2y and
07 . represent horizontal AoA and horizontal AoD related

Ty,2y

to each ray that associated to each of Z clusters; h)z‘y denotes

multi-path channel fading of Rician type and can be expressed

by
[ myK Mgy
Wy =\ g+ e ®)

where m;, denotes the average channel gain at n' sub-band
for the channel fading function related to baseband signal
and mgy, = E{|h (n)|*}; K indicates Rician shape parameter;
[h" ]q and [hx 1s are considered for direct- and scattered-paths
of the desired transmission link and they can be expressed as
follows:

[h);y]d = eXp(—jUﬁ’i’k) 9)
Ar,
l X

[hyls = Zexp(anme —j0), m={1,2,---, M},
Lo

(10)

where U, ; , is an arbitrary numerical value during the com-
putation and it is dependent only on the distance between i
UE and k" BS; Ar,_ denotes number of equipped transmit
antennas at the transmitter and the baseband signal is sup-
posed to be modulated with the sampling period T keeping
M symbols in a single data frame; ¢ is an arbitrary phase
shift that uniformly distributed over [0, 2], fd = E{fy} be
the expected value of Doppler frequency shift due to velocity
v in which E{.} is the statistical expectation operator and
fa= "‘TV cos ¢ where ¢ is uniformly distributed over [~ 75, F1;
fe denotes carrier frequency; c stand for velocity of light.
The contribution of beamforming gain in the received sig-
nal strength (RSS) from a BS to a UE can be estimated by

(G i 1)a = By HY (BRI, (11)
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where B)}X and (B)IQX)T denote beamforming vector at the T
and transpose of beamforming vector at the Ry.

[56] presents a heterogeneous network with a MBS posi-
tioned at the centre and and 4 FBSs positioned under the
network coverage of MBS at the cell edge area, particu-
larly located at (2, 2), (—2,2), (—2, —2), (2, —2). The total
number of MUs denoted by Nyy is randomly positioned
under the network coverage area of MBS. A co-existence
scenario where a large number of femtocells implanted at
cell edge area of macrocell network but this consideration
is not much useful to achieve the objective due to involving
of interference effect. Figure 1 deals with a network where
FBSs are deployed under the network coverage of MBS and
use the same band of frequency with macrocell. This work
exclusively focus on the analysis of UL/DL transmissions
alongside a bit discussion of UL/DL transmissions.

Here, the two-tier network based on OFDMA technique
incorporates Ny number of MBSs and Ny number of FBSs in
acell. The assigned BW at edge area of the network coverage
of MBS is divided up into three sub-bands by employing the
FFR method [57,58]. One sub-band can incorporate a number
of sub-channels denoted by Ngc and they are accessible to
facilitate the users positioned at the area near to the cell-centre
and the area belong to the cell edge by means of network
service.

Thus, SINR,! denoted by Yp.i.k» Of atypical user positioned
at the middle taking the network service from the MBSs or
FBSs can be written as:

ik [Ghila

X
Vaik = e (12)
le k +In,i,k + Un,i,k

where
! Nv o :
B, = Zl:u#k g IGr , Yle{1,2,... Ny}

s NuxNE nef  rof
I"lJ Zj:l (l nl][an]]l

Ny -

;Til = E =1 ﬁznil[G:lnil]I’ Vie(l,2,...,Nu};
Ny XNf f f

m ds

Inl] z :j 1,j£k j nl][Gnlj]

Vjief{l,2,...,Nr}

Vjief{l,2,...,Nr}

I and I, are denoted as co-tier and cross-tier interfer-
ences respectwely, where E il and [Gn’l) «la» used to define
transmit power and beamformlng gain of the desired sig-
nal respectively. }f;"l € {1,0} assumes to be 1 if n” sub-
channel is allocated to FBS j, else 0. The co-tier interference
takes place among the network elements of the same types
(e.g., between adjacent femtocells) and the cross-tier interfer-
ence occurs among network elements that belong to different

IThe probability density function (PDF) of SINR can be expressed as
below,

— (oo (- )

Teor =5 (e"p< A+ VD70
y

_ -}, y>0;

e""( (1—ﬁ)?,{;,k)>> v=

where 1 denotes channel estimation error and y ik denotes average SINR.
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Server core network
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FIGURE 1. A millimeter-wave mobile broadband (MMB) network, where MBS acts as MMB base station and FBSs co-exist within the hexagon

network coverage with densely deployed loT devices.

tiers (e.g., between a macrocell and a femtocell). They can
be used interchangeably based on whether x = f or x = m.
Additive White Gaussian noise (AWGN) is denoted for noise
power by o n ik

Problem Formulation:

Case I (For x = m): The case where a user is connected
to a MBS. By following (12), the SINR of i* MU located at
k™ MBS on n™ sub-channel can be expressed as,

Pk Gn,ik
N Im(DL)*

n,i

m(DL) __
Yni = 7mDL)

n,i,k

(13)
+ a,i ik

Likewise, the SINR at k”» MBS for i# MUs on n"* sub-
channel can be expressed as,

m(UL) _ DPn,iGn,ik

Yok = [mUL) (UL
nlk +In t+o nlk

(14)

Based on Shannon Hartley capacity formula [59], the DL
and UL capacity for x = m can be written as,

Ny Ngc
ClE =3 3w, Blog,(1 +7"PP).  (13)

i=1 n=1
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Let each MBS consists, b = %”—MU

Nmu Nsc

Cips = Y _ > WniBlogy(1 +

k=1 n=1

m(UL)) (16)

Case II (For x = f): The case where a user is connected
to a FBS. By following (12), the SINR of j# FU located at
™" FBS on n™" sub-channel can be expressed as,

(L) _ DPniGnji1 (a7
nJ f(DL) f (DL)x
Inj 1 + Il’lj 1 to n/ I

Likewise, the SINR at /" FBS for the FUs on n™ sub-
channel can be expressed as,

wL) _ PnjGnij
vl . (18)
n,l f(UL) f (UL)*

BEP+ 0 a2

Based on Shannon Hartley capacity formula, the DL and
UL capacity for x = f can be written as,

NF  Nyc

CRy = Z Z @, jBlogy(1 + Vf(DL)) (19)

j=1 n=1
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Let each FBS consists, d = NNL;/

Nry Nsc
Ciks = >3 @, Blogy(1 + v, ). (20)
I=1 n=1
Now, we formulate the capacity maximization problem for
the macro-femto heterogeneous networks as follows:

arg min {cht 1+ cYks + cRL + Pk,
{‘I’n.;,‘l’n,k,'ibn{j,‘Dn,l,PkyP[,PlyP_/}
(21)
Subject to:
J/,Ti(DL) > Vihls J/,T;EUL) = Vi1, YN € Ny,
iENM,k ENMU, (21.a)
DL (UL
V,'Zj "> Yo, Vi(l "> a2, Vn € Ny,

j €Np, 1 €Npy, 21.b)
Vya+ WYaar1 = 1, Vné&Ns,aé€ Ny, (2l.c)
Vya+W¥ya1>1, Vnée€Nsg,acNy, (2L.d)

N,
Wb+ Wnps1 <1, VneNg, be 2, (2Le)
Ny
N,
Wb+ Wp1 <1, ¥neNgbe 2 Q1)
Ny
D0+ Pyer1 =1, VneNg,ceNF, 21.9)
Dy e+ Ppe_1 =1, Vnée N, c€Np, (21.h)
N,
®pg+ Ppgs1 <1, VneNe,de 2, (2L.i)
N
N,
Opg+ Prg-1 <1, VneNy,de——, @1.))
Nr
Nye
an,a < Pmaxl, Yn € Nyc,a € Ny, (21.k)
n=1
N;c
: Nyu
D Pub <Pmarz, ¥n € Nee,be —=, 1.0
Ny
n=1
Nye
an,c < Pmax3, Yn € Ny, c € NF, (21.m)
n=1
Nye
sc NFU
an,d < Pmaxd» VN € Ny, d € N_, (21.n)
F

n=1
where pmax1, Pmax2s Pmax3 and pmaxa are maximal powers of
an MBS, an MU, an FBS and an FU, respectively.

Given the capacity optimization problem, next section pro-
vides the analytical derivations for power control and two
search algorithms for the optimal solution, along with their
complexity analysis.

Ill. POWER REGULATION ON CHANNEL PAIRS

While femtocells are operated in close proximity for
high-density deployment scenarios, co-tier interference
becomes the main concern for the network performance
although the ideal channel allocation technique can ensure
controlled interference irrespective of co-tier or cross-tier to
satisfy the QoS requirements.
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Suppose that U,, and U, be the set of links between the
FBS and the FU can perform the operation of communication
on the channel pair n1 and ny. Similarly, ¢,, and ¢, assume to
be the set of links between MBS and MU on the same channel
pair. Now, achievable sum-rate on the given channel pair can
be expressed as follows,

R(pn,lm Pn.is Pn,i» pn,j)

NM NF N.rc
=22 D log(l 4y,
i=1 j=1 n=1
+ logy(1+ ¥t ") + logy (1 + v 7))
+ logy(1+ v 7). (22)

As sum-rate maximization maximizes the capacity in the
cognitive femtocell networks, hence, sum-rate maximiza-
tion problem employing power control can be expressed as
follows:

Pl: arg min
{pn,k sPn,isPn,l »Pn.j}

{E[R(pn,kvpn,i’ pn,l:pn,j)]}, (23)

Subject to: n € {n1, na}, {i,k,j, 1} € {Gp UU,, Ug, U
¢n,} and power constraints (21k)-(21n); where E[] indicates

the expectation over the channel pair. y," l.(DL), v, ,EUL), }f E.DL)

and /""" are provided by (13),(14),(17) and (18),
respectively. The sets Up,, On,, ¢n, and ¢,, are decided
by Wi, Wy k, Ppj, Pp,i, respectively. Only the power con-
straints (21k)-(21n) parts are taken into account by assuming
the fulfilment of QoS needs with proper channel allocation.

The problem of selecting a set of cochannel users and allo-
cating power among them to maximize the weighted system
sum rate subject to a given power constraint is shown to be
anon-convex combinatorial problem [60-62]. Such problems
can be transformed into a convex problem by deriving the
tightest lower-bound of the logarithmic function of weighted
system sum rate [60-62]. Thus, the problem P1 given in (23)
is not a strictly convex problem due to the fact that (22)
is a non-concave function. Therefore, in order to achieve
universal optimum of Pl, it is the necessary condition that
P1 should be a convex optimization problem.

In the following sections, we propose flexible power con-
trol scheme to obtain the solution over the channel pair.

A. FLEXIBLE POWER CONTROL SCHEME
For the proposed flexible power control scheme, we derive
and employ the concave property, i.e., tightest lower-bound
of logo(1 + u) for u > 0, to get the optimal solu-
tion of non-convex problem P1. In this context, the below
lemma [60] is a useful lower-bound solution to transform the
P1 problem into a convex approximation.

Lemma 1: A lower bound inequality of the logarithmic
function is written by,

log,(1 +u) > Y log, u+ ¢, foru > 0;
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where ¢ and ¢ denote lower bound co-efficients and are
given by,

uo
V= 1+uy

¢ = logy(1 + up) — 7

o
log, ug, for up > 0.
uo

However, v log, u + ¢ is very close to log,(1 4 u) and the
lower bound is tight and equal to log,(1 +u) atu = uy. W

By Lemma 1, P1 can be extended to a new problem as
given below:

P2: arg min
{Pn,k,Pn,th,l»Pn.j}
Subject to: n € {n1, na2}, {i, k,j, 1}
€ {On; UUn, Uy, Uy},
Power constraints (21k)-(21n),

{E[Rl(pn,k» DPn,i> Pn,l» Pn,j)]}7

(24)

where R (pk, pi, pi, pj) is given by (25), as shown at the bot-
tom of the page, in which wr[ﬂ., w,[lt}( , WIEIJ], W;EI}’ q&,[j]l, ¢,[lt]k, qb%,

¢nl’ ’:nl(DL) 2 y;n(UL)[t’ }/n‘(DL) 1 nd yf(UL) ) represent

lower bound co-efficients and DL/UL SINR corresponding
to n'" sub-channel at ™ iteration.

With the assumption of p,x = logy(Pnk), Pni =
log,(Pn,i), Pnyt = logy(pu,) and pyj = logy(Pnj), Rk,
Dn,i» Pn,l> Pn,j) is re-expressed as a concave function in (26), as
shown at the bottom of the page. Then, we transform P; into
a new problem P3 as follows:

P3: arg min 27
{pn,k sPn,i>Pn,l spn,j}
Subject to:

NTL‘

an,k < Pmaxl, VYn € N5,k € Ny, (27.a)

n=1

Nc Nuw
an,i < Pmax2, Yn € Ny, i€ ——, (27.b)

Ny’

n=1

{E[RZ@n,k s f’n,i» ﬁn,la F_’n,])]}»

NS('
> Pni <Pmars, ¥n €Ny, €Np,  (27.0)
n=1
Nie

sc NFU
an,j < Pmax4» Yn € Nyc,j € —, (27.d)
n=1 Nr

Lemma 2: The problem P3 is a strictly convex over given
channel pair.
Proof: In order to describe the local curvature of a function
of multiple variables with the help of Hessian matrix, we con-
7ML m(DL)*
Slder s(x1,x2) = SPnk,Pni) = 10g2( wik T, +
O k) + log,(I ’;"I(I,{L) + Im(UL)* + 0 i - Ifall second partlal
derlvatlves of s exist and are continuous over the domain
of the function, then the Hessian matrix H; of s is a square

2 x 2 matrix and can be defined and arranged as follows:

92s 92s

3x% dx1X2 S11 812
Hs = 2 2 = .

9°s a°s 21 8§22

dxox1  9x3

By applying the Sylvesters criterion [63], the strict con-
cavity of s(x1,x;) can achieve on the space spanned by
(x1,x) for s;1 > 0 and sy1sp20 — s12821 > 0. Likewise,

S (DL) o (DL)* f (DL) f (DL)*
logZ(In]l ]njl +an]l)+]0g2([njl Injl +o, jl)

is also a strictly concave function. Hence, (26) can be said
to be a strictly concave/convex by obeying the law given
in [64] which is any non-negatively weighted sum of concave
functions remains concave. Therefore, Lemma 2 follows. W
An optimization problem P3 with constraints given in (27)
that describe the boundary of the region can solve by applying
the method of Lagrange multipliers and the Lagrangian is
given by
L(p, )\}l[t]’ )L%[t]’ )Li[l]’ )\'}[’14[t])

= ]E[R2(l_7n,ks [’n,iv ﬁn,ls pn,j)]

NSC Nxc
+ Z )‘rlz[t](pn,k — Pmax1) £ Z )Vﬁ[t](pn,i — Pmax2)
n=1 n=1

Nym Np Nsc

DL)[
Ri{(Pnk»> P,i» Pl Prj) £ Z Z Z{l/f,[,q Ing(Vy:n,( ]

i=1 j=1 n=1

)+ il + vl 1ogy () + 9l + v loga (v M

UL
+ 0+ Y lom M + 6} } (25)
NM NF sC
Rou k. Pris Pt Pu) = ZZZ{ + Y Puk +10go(G) ) — logy (1P 4 PP 4 621 )
i=1 j=1 n=1
UL)[ UL)*[t 2
+ ¢ + wylltk [pn i+ IOgZ(Gn i k) - 1Og2( r’lnz(k )t] + Irrln( " + Un [tl]k)]

2011

+¢”+w”[pnz+1og2<a L) = logy (0P 4 (B 4 52ty

+¢nt,l + W [pﬂj + logZ(Gn J» l)
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n.j,1

UL UL)x
log,(t P 4 O ﬂﬁ} (26)
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NSL' NSL'
=+ Z Ag[t](pn,l - pmax3) + Z )"i[t](pn,j - pmax4)a (28)

n=1 n=1

where p = [puk, Pn.is Pn.l [_Jn ,j] denotes approximation vec-
tor; k,ll['], )»%[t 3“ andk Vare Lagrange multipliers.’
The Lagrange functlon 1s
g()‘rlt[t]7 )\'%l[t]’ }‘2[[]’ kﬁ[t])
= argmax L(p, )\,11[’], )»ﬁm, )»,31[[], )»i,‘[[])a (29)
{ﬁn,ksﬁn,isﬁn‘lv[_’n,j}

and the Lagrange problem with fixed v! and ¢! is

P5: argmax  g(A 1l 2200 33U R4y o (30)

(13311,

Subject to: A > 03 )\ﬁ[’] > 0. 231 s o

0, Where w[’] [wn i Iﬂn 0 W,[,fj], 1/f[t]] and @l
[qbn i ¢>,[1"]k, qbn J ¢>,[lt’]l] denotes approximation vectors.
By following the 1%"-order necessary conditions of equal-
ity and inequality constrained problem, we derive the near
optimal stationary power points of (28) with respect to p, k
keeping )L,l,m fixed,

A

oL

~ 0@ Yl £ 10, 4 log, 2, 31)
8Pn,k

where (a) follows the property given in (32).

ad
8]_’n,k

(2[_771,1() = 21_7"-1( loge 2 = Pn.k loge 2, (32)

where, pp . = 10g;(Pn,k)-

2The Lagrange multiplier is a real number, so it doesn’t matter if we
use £\ for exact equality constraints but ‘+’ is the preferred sign for an
inequality constraint, r(p, p2) < 0.
3L 1[r] 1[r] ,2[1]
ower bound property: If A, > 0, then g, ", Ay, Ap
4[1 y<p
Proof If p is feasible and A,I,[t] > 0, then

ER@)] = L@ a3 gy = argmax gz LG, g™, 251,
3[t] A4[t])
Hence, maxnmlzmg over all feasible p implies g(k]m Azlt] A3[t]
l ]
)<p |

3[t]

Based on the expressions in (31), the following equations of
the near optimal stationary power points at iteration (¢ + 1)
hold,

[r]
[t+1] _ W
mk A,l,[t] log, 2
[7]
[t+11 ’»”n,k
i kf,[t] log, 2
i (33)
1) Ynj
ml Af’,[t] log, 2
[7]
[r+11 _ wn,l
" 4[[ log, 2

We propose multi-channel iterative lower-bound coeffi-
cients search (MC-ILBCS) algorithm in order to determine
the optimum lower-bound coefficients with the initialization
M = 1 and ¢! = 0 to perform in high-SINR approxima-
tion, where ¥l and ¢!"] denote the " estimation for ¥ and
¢, respectively.

p(l ,max) p(H ,max)

p(ll,max)

pUWhn) b-----

p(l,max) P

FIGURE 2. The power plane illustration for two-users.

For a pair of users, (26) can be reformulated as in
(34), as shown at the bottom of the page where p/ =
[ﬁjz,k’ﬁ;z,i’ﬁ;,l’p;z,j] and ﬁ/ [pn k> pn l’pn I pl’lj] denote
approximation vectors; w = {w/, w”} indicates set of weights
for data rates of the users; )L/m = {)L,ll,[’], A%/m, x?ﬂ”, kil[’]}
and A;[’] {Al o 2 g )L;o’,”[[],)ni”[t]} represent set of
assigned Lagrange multlphers in the context of user-pair.

arg max[E[w’R’z([)’)] +EMW' RPN+ Z )»1 t](p

( maxl)) + Z )\2 [t n ; p( max2))

{13/’13//} n=1
Nye
+ Z)\'fl [t](p;l’l _ max3)) + Z)”4 t](p ( max4)) + Z;\ // ( maxl)) + Z)LZ t](p// ( maxZ))
n=1 n=1 n=1
+ Z)‘3 t](p// ( max3)) + Z )»4 [t](p max4)):|’ (34)
n=1 n=1
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Algorithm 1 Multi-Channel Iterative Lower-Bound Coeffi-
cients Search

1. Initialize r = 1, ! = 1 and ¢! = 0

2. Compute p as the solution to the concave problem (28)

3. Update pgf,:l], pgjl], p,[fjrl] and p,[f;“l] according to

(33)

4. Compute y " according to (13), (14), (17) and (18)

5. Update R(pp k> Pn.i» Pn.i» Pn,j) according to (22)

6. Update y**11 and ¢+ according to Lemmal

7.if pU+1 — 1] < § then

8. Exit

9. else

10. t <= ¢t + 1 and repeat step 2

11. end if

If (p(,'W"), Rg’w”), p(”'“’"), R(ZH’W”)) denote optimum solution
for total powers and data rates corresponding to a particu-
lar A, and w, then optimum solution of the problem with
Lagrange Multipliers (A),, /)»;1’) and weigl/l/ts (w1, wp) implies
that A/ p" + )\l;:p” < apt ;/w’)”") + AppCan) and wiR, +
waR) < w1R(2‘W’A”) + WzR; Wikn),

We need to adjust A, and w in order to satisfy the
following constraints: p(/*w’)‘”) = p(/””“x), p(//’W'A") =

p(”*m‘”‘),Rg’W’x”) > Rg’th) and R(ZH’W’X") > Rg/’lh), so that
weighted power sum and weighted data rate sum become
higher than any other tentative set of consideration either in
the colored triangle or rectangle region.

In the consideration of two optimum solutions such

/ a " owa, MG % a " Wa, A ’ b
as (p(,wa,)»n)’R(z a ”),p( ,Wa,)nn)’R(z a n)) and (p(*wb*)‘n)’

4 )Lb 7" b . .)Lb
R(z,Wb, n)’p( ,Wb,)nn)’R; »Wh, n)) for (Waa )\,Z) and ()’Vh, )\12)
. K . 72 a N a,)na
respectlvely,” thexa optimum solution (p¢We-tn), R(z Vel
p( ,Wa,/\fi),R; Wa> ")) for (w4, AY) turns into the following
expression,
(/7Wb,)\g) (”»Wb)hz) /’ /, ’)Lb
R e e
" " w ’)\b (/,Wg,)»;i) (”,Walﬁ)
_ )Lﬁ’l a)p( Wi Ay) < W;RZ =+ WZRZ

_ )»g’“)p(/’w"’kz) _ kg’,a)p(”,wa,?»ﬂ)’ (35)

As the part of (35) is on the right certainly uti-
lize the condition that optimizes the Lagrangian for

W, AL wl, 259, no other conditions corresponding to
Ty pCwe Al by o('owah) . .
(pU o n),R2 " ,p.( Wb, n),R2 ") turn into a higher
value for the Lagrangian.
Based on the same statement, the optimum solution
, b / .)Lh y b //’ ulb
(p(,wb,)»n),R(zbe, n)7p(/)w;,,)»n)’R(2 Wh n)) for (Wb7 )\Z) can
lead into the following expression,

W;]Rg,wa,)\n) + WZR(z Waky) )\S:,b)p(’,wa,kﬁ)
("wprb)
2
7 ’ b " 1" b
_)‘;(fb)P( Wohohy) )\}(1 ’b)p( Whody) (36)

1" " a 4 b
_)\51 ,b)p( Wa, A% < W;R(Z’Wb’)m) + WZR

VOLUME 10, 2022

By adding (35) and (36), we get

(wp,AL) ( Wa, %)
—(Wh, — W RY™ — Ry
" b " a
_ (WZ _ W//)(R(z Whihn) R(2 ,Wa,)\,,))

a
/ / / b ! a
+ ()\"(1»17) _ )Ll(/l’a))(p( vav)\n) _ p( !W{C!A'n))
" " "o b "o a
+()‘51 b) )‘51 ’a))(p( Wp,Ay) _p( ,Wa,)»,,)) <0. 37)

Further, (37) for a pair of users can be re-expressed for

N -user as
AR
T T
[—(awm)T  (Ax)T] |:Api| =<0, (38)

where Aw = [AwW, Aw” --- AWNTT, Ak, = [AM,, AX -
AT AR = [AR,AR’---ARV]T, and Ap =
[Ap', Ap”--- ApN1T denote vectors for the corresponding
weights, Lagrange multipliers, data rates and powers.

Based on the condition of w and A, (38) can be classified
into the following cases:

Atfixed w, (Ar)TAp <0 , (39)

Aw=0

At fixed A,, (AwW)TAR >0 (40)

Arp=0

(38) is a useful expression for establishing a operation to
determine w and X, that carry out the constraints. Due to
negative product of AA, and Ap, AA, for the required Ap
should be somewhere around the colored triangle plane on
the opposite side of the Ap vector. With the regulation of
An by varying the AX, vector, (39) promises with certainty
to achieve very near to (p/’m‘”‘ , pﬁ”"‘” ) provided that AA,, is
not very high. It is illustrated in Figure 2 that the AA,, drives
(p/ ¥, p" W) to the next point on the inner side of the
circle.

Hence, the Lagrange multipliers’ solutions can then iter-
atively express by applying the gradient descent method as
below,

B Nse *
)\‘}l[t-‘rl] — )\}l[f] + w[[](zpn’k —pmaxl)] ’

L n=1
r Ny 1+

)\’l%[t] + wm(zpn,i _pmax2) s

L n=1

A%[FH] —

L
+
~
n
—_
~

NSC
K = |30 w[’](an,z —Pmax3) |
L n=1 -
- Nye 1"

)\ﬁ[l‘] + ZDM(ZPW‘ — Pmax4) s

L n=1 .

pd+1

where w!’l stands for a sequence of scalar step size at
" jteration and [Z]T = max(0, Z)*.

Since MC-ILBCS algorithm can only achieve a lower-
bound solution that is suboptimal, we propose another algo-
rithm based on sub-channel iterative Lagrange multipliers

4For a real number Z,[Z]” = max(—Z,0) = —min(0, Z)
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Algorithm 2 Sub-Channel Iterative Lagrange Multipliers
Search

1. Initialize t = 1 Wy, = 0, wpax = 1, )»n(mm) = 0,
1 _ — —
)‘g(max) - 1 )”n(mm) O )“n(max) - ] )‘n(mm) - 0’

)‘n(max) L, )‘n(mzn) 0, )‘n(max) =lLo=1

2. for all sub-channels n do
3. while y, — R > ¢ do
4 W= WinintWmax

5. while Zn 1Pk =
6. )L}l _ )‘n(mm);)‘u(mux)

7. Pn,k < AgMAX(G By ivBntsPnj) L
3, A} 1[z] )\2[’] k3[’] )L4[t])

8. lfzn lpnk > Pmax1 then

9. )“rlz(mm) A
10. else
1L 2y =
12. end if

13. end whlle
14.while Z _1Pnt Pmax2 > § do

)» +22
2 n(min) 7 " n(max)
16. Dn.i <~

(ﬁ,)\' 1[¢] )\.2[1‘] )\‘ 3[t] )L4[t)
17. len 1pn1 > Pmax2 then

Pmax1 = § do

1
)‘n

ATEMAX (5, Do i\Pn,Dnj}

18. An(mm) A
19. else

20. Amary = Mn
21. end if

22. end whlle

23. while 2”_1 Prg = Pmax3 > ¢ do

+23
4. A3 = w
24. A, 5

25. pn | < arg maX{Pnk pnl Pn.ls pn/}

@, 1 )\2“ Al ey
2. 7f Zn 1P > Prax3 then
27. )»n(mm) k
28. else
29. 23 =3
*Pn(max) T 'n
30. end if

31. end while
32. while ZNYC ZNfl Dnj—
33. A= M

Pmax4 = § do

34. Py < arg max{i)n,k,ﬁn,,-,ﬁn,,,m,j} L
7 )\n [1] )\2[t a3 3[¢] )\4[t )
35. lf Zn lpn/ > Pmax4 then

36. )»n(mm) k
37. else

38. )"i(max) = )‘ﬁ
39. end if

40. end while

search. This algorithm achieves an optimal solution, but it
comes with additional computational complexity.
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Algorithm 2 (Continued.) Sub-Channel Iterative Lagrange
Multipliers Search

41. if yn > R then
42, Wypax =W

43, else

44, Wmin = W

45. end if

46. end while

47. while A >deviation do

48. Ap=optimum A,

49. while distance < preceding A do
50. (preceding A) =

5l = x2

52. Ay = — T (Prnax _pk,,)

53. Compute (31) by exhaustive search.
54. A = ||pmax — Pary+ai,ll

55. end while

56. end while

57. end for

TABLE 2. Complexity analysis.

. Complexity | Operations in | Run time
Algorithm (Order) each cycle (Sec) Performance
Algorithm I | O(NscN) | 79.8Nsc N 15 Suboptimal
Algorithm 2 | O(Ns¢N) | NscN(bn(maz)+| 47 Optimal
1) (39.9)2N

B. COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS
The operation of algorithm 1 includes an outer cycle that
iterates through computation and update of (28), (33), (13),
(14), (17), (22) and Lemma 1, and an inner loop that regulates
the RSS associated to a user until the set data rate is reached.
The complexity associated with inner loop due to optimal
water level search and bitloading is 2N,.. Including log,( );7)
iterations for bisection search, the iterations for all the users,
and the iteration of the entire process, the overall complexity
of algorithm 1 is becoming: 2NN logz(%)-

Algorithm 2 starts by searching upper and lower bounds on

AL, 22,23, A%, that can be stored to An(max), Aﬁ(max), kz(max),
4 2 3 4 :
Ay n(max) and )‘n(mm)’ )‘n(mm)’ )\n(mm), )»n(mm), respectively. The

leading complexity takes place in the outer loops of the algo-
rithm 2, where bisection is performed on A,ll, A,%, A?l, )»2 subject
to power constraints on the users should satisfy.

We assume that the precision of 7, is the minimum require-
ment to achieve the target data rate. Therefore, this needs
logz(,,%) iterations to optimize each Lagrange multiplier,
which results in logz(n%)4 iterations during bisection search.
In order to have accuracy of about less than 1% on both w
and A,, we require total of logz(nl—k)8 iterations with n; =
107'2. In the discrete bit loading with Ny. sub-channels for
N users, optimization function requires Ng.N (bymax) + ny
evaluations where b, £ [b}l, e ,bf;’]T, N = Nry + Nyy.
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The total complexity associated with algorithm 2 is then:
NgeN (bymax) + I)N 10g2(,;7)2N-

0.95f 1
0.9} 1

0.85f 4

Traffic offload ratio
o
(0]

0.75¢ 4

0.7} 1

0.65 1
&

50 100 150 200 250
Number of FBSs

FIGURE 3. Macrocell traffic offload ratio vs. number of FBS in the system.

TABLE 3. Simulation setup.

Parameter Value
Outer radius of macrocell 3000 m
Interference protection radius of macrocell | 600 m
Interference protection radius of femto | 240 m
transmitter
Ambient temperature 250 kelvins
Channel coherence 64 blocks
Channel type Rician fading
Channel Bandwidth 100 MHz
No of sub-channels per sub-band 10
Achievable symbol error probability 10~ 12
Noise margin 4 dB
Optimum bit loading 32 bits
User’s velocity 20 m/s
Data rate 133 Mbps
Wavelength 0.15m
Doppler frequency 133 Mbps
Normalized doppler frequency 106

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, numerical results are provided for the pro-
posed power control schemes. Since the channel model stud-
ied is novel, only a limited performance comparison with
state of the art research can be done, where the CDF of SE
for the scheme by [57] and this paper’s proposed schemes:
algorithms 1 and 2 are compared. However, a comprehensive
performance evaluation of proposed schemes with state of the
art is an interesting study topic for a future paper.

System performance has been evaluated based on the
derivations in sections II and III. The channel characteristics
based upon the corresponding transmission distance have
been computed according to the following assumptions. The
path-loss in dB corresponding to dj, ; x is calculated as [65]:
L(dy,; ) = [44.9 — 6.5510og;o(hps)]10g;o(dn,i k) + 34.46 +
5.83log¢(hps) + 23 loglo(fgf) + €n,i kPn.i k, Where hpg is the
BS height that is selected as 30 m and 10 m for MBS and FBS,

VOLUME 10, 2022

respectively; carrier frequency f, = 2.5 GHz; additionally,
en,ix indicates the number of walls and ¢, ; x indicates the
wall penetration loss. It is assumed that ¢, ;=5 dB for
enik=1and @, ;=12 dB for e, ; y=2.

Figure 3 shows the macrocell traffic offload ratio versus
number of FBS deployed in the system. It can be seen that
as the number of FBS increases the offload ratio increases
and with a very dense deployment of FBS it is possible
to completely offload macrocell traffic to FBSs. This can
be used for ultra-high speed and reliable communications
in future wireless networks. When the number of FBSs is
between 1 to 100, the increase at offload ratio is very high
and this increase slows down when number of FBSs are more
than 100. This shows that the addition of even small number
of FBSs initially provides significant gain.

Figure 4(a)-(c) shows the upper bound on the number
of admitted secondary users versus the outage probability
threshold, SINR and channel gain for different values of spec-
tral efficiency. Figure 4(a) shows that there is a linear rela-
tionship between the upper bound on the number of admitted
secondary users and the outage probability threshold. Also,
as the spectral efficiency increases, the number of admitted
secondary users increases. In figure 4(b), the relationship
between the upper bound on the number of admitted sec-
ondary users and SINR is shown to be logarithmic, where for
a given spectral efficiency, most of the increase is obtained
at the low SINR regime, between 1-5 dB. Figure 4(c) shows
that there is an exponential relationship between channel gain
and the upper bound on the number of admitted secondary
users. Also the number of admitted secondary users increases
as the spectral efficiency increases. It is evident from above
discussion that channel gain has the most effect on increasing
the number of admitted secondary users, accordingly engi-
neers that aim to increase this value shall focus on improving
channel gain.

Figure 5 shows the CDF of SE for various FFR values,
where UL T, power per user = {0.1, 0.5} W and the number
of FBSs = 16. It can be seen from the figure that for both
UL T, power scenarios the performance increases as the
FFR value increases from 1 to 3 and then it degrades as
the FFR = 4. Thus, the optimal reuse factor is shown to
be 3; this is in accordance with the literature. Performance
improvement due to varying the FFR value demonstrates the
effectiveness of FFR technique for interference management
for cell-edge users. Further, the increase of UL Ty power
per user significantly improves the performance where the
performance gain stays constant for considered FFR values.

Figure 6 shows the CDF of SE for the scheme by [57]
and this paper’s proposed schemes: algorithms 1 and 2.
The scheme by [57] is based on cognitive radio technol-
ogy and comprised of two steps that are channel sensing
with fractional frequency reuse and resource scheduling to
manage heterogeneous interference problem. Proposed algo-
rithm 1 uses multi-channel iterative lower-bound coeffi-
cients search and algorithm 2 employs sub-channel iterative
Lagrange multipliers search, where the details are given in
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FIGURE 4. The upper bound on the number of admitted secondary users versus (a) outage probability, (b) SINR and (c) channel gain.
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FIGURE 5. CDF of SE for various FRFs, where UL Ty power per
user = 0.1 and 0.5 W and the number of FBSs = 16.
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FIGURE 6. CDF of SE for optimal FRF, where UL Ty power per
user = 0.5 W and the number of FBSs = 16.

section III-A. It can be seen from the figure that the scheme
by [57] is very effective at mitigating severe interference
since it achieves the lowest percentage of users achieving
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SE between 0 to 0.5 bits/s/Hz compared to algorithms 1 and
2. However, for the rest of the SE region considered in the
simulations, the proposed scheme with algorithm 2 outper-
forms the other scheme by [57] and the algorithm 1. Thus,
algorithm 2 is a good candidate for next generation ultra-high
speed communications where high SE regions are interested.
Further, it should be noted from table 2 that algorithm 2
has a higher computational complexity compared to algo-
rithm 1. For systems with limited computation power and
time requirements, there can be a performance-complexity
trade-off.

Figure 7 shows the cross-channel gain estimation versus
number of FUs. It can be seen from the figure that as the
number of FUs decreases, the cross-channel gain decreases.
This is due to a smaller number of users distributed over
the geographical area and accordingly a reduced multi-user
gain. Cross-channel gain is especially important for mobile
applications that may require frequent vertical handovers.
Having high cross-channel gain improves reliability for these
applications and thus high user-density systems are favorable
for their deployment.
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V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes a channel model for mobile mmWave
massive MIMO based two-tier networks. The user mobility
introduces a variable number of clusters and rays within
each cluster at the mmWave channel. These properties of
the mmWave channel have not been studied for two-tier
networks. Studying this new channel model and power con-
trol schemes have been proposed. A flexible power control
scheme is given that maximizes the total system capacity.
It uses a multi-channel iterative lower-bound coefficients
search algorithm to find the optimum solution. Number of
SUs admitted to the system, SE, cross-channel gain estima-
tion and macrocell traffic offload ratio metrics are investi-
gated and discussed.

Finally, it should be noted that the proposed channel model
and schemes can be extended to multi-tier networks where
the number of tiers is larger than two. As the first study
of the channel model and proposed schemes in a multi-tier
network architecture, this paper considers a two-tier case for
the algorithms and mathematical derivations to be easy to fol-
low. Lack of available data and priori research studies on the
proposed channel model are limitations of this study. Authors
encourage researchers to use this model at their studies to
increase the availability of data and provide opportunity for
performance comparison between different proposals.
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