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A Practical Cooperative Multicell MIMO-OFDMA Network Based on
Rank Coordination

Bruno Clerckx, Heunchul Lee, Young-Jun Hong and Gil Kim

Abstract—An important challenge of wireless networks is to
boost the cell edge performance and enable multi-stream tres-
missions to cell edge users. Interference mitigation tecliques
relying on multiple antennas and coordination among cells g
nowadays heavily studied in the literature. Typical strateyies in
OFDMA networks include coordinated scheduling, beamforming
and power control. In this paper, we propose a novel and pragdtal
type of coordination for OFDMA downlink networks relying
on multiple antennas at the transmitter and the receiver. The
transmission ranks, i.e. the number of transmitted streamsand
the user scheduling in all cells are jointly optimized in orcer
to maximize a network utility function accounting for fairn ess
among users. A distributed coordinated scheduler motivate by
an interference pricing mechanism and relying on a master-
slave architecture is introduced. The proposed scheme is emted
based on the user report of a recommended rank for the inter-
fering cells accounting for the receiver interference suppession
capability. It incurs a very low feedback and backhaul overread
and enables efficient link adaptation. It is moreover robustto
channel measurement errors and applicable to both open-lgn
and closed-loop MIMO operations. A 20% cell edge performane
gain over uncoordinated LTE-A system is shown through sysia
level simulations.

Index Terms—Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MIMO), Or-
thogonal Frequency Division Multiple Acces (OFDMA), coope
ative communications, resource allocation, interferencepricing,
cellular networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

I N current wireless networks, the cell edge users eXperierkﬁ?rformance.
low Signal to Interference and Noise Ratio (SINR) dug, account for imperfect CSI,
to the high Inter-Cell Ifnterference (ICI) and cannot fullyagiimates. In [1s],
benefit from Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MIMO) multi- -

stream transmission capability. Advanced interferendeyati
tion techniques relying on multi-cell cooperation havewira

[8]. Such cooperation types can be performed independently
or be combined_ [9]+[12].

Despite the potential merits of such techniques in an ideal
environment, it is shown in[[1],[18] and confirmed in this
paper that the benefits may vanish quickly in more practical
scenarios due for instance to the fast variation of the iogdr
interference and inaccurate link adaptation, the seitgitte
Channel State Information (CSI) measurement, the quahtize
CSI feedback inaccuracy at the subband level, the limited
payload size of the uplink control channels and the latency
of the feedback and the backhaul. Unfortunately all those
issues are most of the time neglected in the literature when i
comes to the design and evaluations of multi-cell cooperati
schemes. Indeed, it is assumed!(ih [B]+[12] that any local CSI
can be available at the base station (BS) with no delay, no
measurement error, no constraint on the uplink and backhaul
overhead, no dynamic interference, with perfect CSI feekiba
on every subcarrier and with perfect link adaptation. Meszp
the receiver implementation is assumed perfectly knowheat t
BS.

Unlike previous papers that targeted optimal designs under
ideal assumptions, other papers have focused on enhancing
cooperative multi-cell schemes under non-ideal assumgtio
In [13], clustering is used to decrease the feedback ovdrhea
and reduce the scheduler complexity and the number of
cooperating cells while conserving as much as possible the
In[[14], the transmit beamformer is designed
modeled as noisy channel
limited feedback is considered and the
feedback bits are allocated among cells in order to minimize
the performance degradation caused by the quantization err
In [16], an iterative algorithm is designed to optimize the

lot of attention recently in the industry![1] and academik [2qynjink beamforming and power allocation in time-divisio
Such techniques, commonly denoted as Coordinated Mulliyiex (TDD) systems under limited backhaul consumption.
Pom_t transmlss[o.n apd rgc;eptlon (CO,MP) In _3GPP LTE- This paper provides a novel and practical multi-cell coeper
A [1], are classified into joint processing (relying on datgye scheme relying on a joint user scheduling and rank co-

sharing among cells) and coordinated scheduling/beanirigrm

(requiring no data sharing among cells).

ordination such that the transmission ranks (i.e. the nurobe
transmitted streams) are coordinated among cells to magimi

This paper focuses on the second category requiring no dgt@enyork utility function. Theoretically, such a coopérat

sharing. Three kinds of multi-cell cooperation are tydical
investigated, namely coordinated beamforming [3], [4Joreo

scheme is a sub-problem of the more general problem of a
joint coordinated scheduling, beamforming and power adntr

dinated scheduling [5].[6] and coordinated power conifl [ \yhere the BSs control the transmission ranks by optimizing
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an ON/OFF power allocation on each beamforming direction.
We could therefore adopt an iterative scheduler similahto t
one used in[[11],[T12]. However, this paper aims at deriving
a much simpler and practical scheme that directly addresses
the problem of user scheduling and rank coordination withou
requiring the heavy machinery of the iterative scheduler.
Unlike the referred papers|[3]=[16] that account for at most
one specific impairment, the cooperative scheme aims to be
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practical at the system level by accounting for impairmentated scheduler motivated by an interference pricing mecha
originating from both the terminal and the network constimi nism similar to [8] and relying on a Master-Slave architeetu

At the terminal side, the rank coordination scheme relies os€lls coordinate with each other to take informed decisions
the report from the user terminal of a preferred interfeeen®n the scheduled users and the transmission ranks that would
rank, referring to the transmission rank in the interferimgj be the least detrimental to the victim users in the neiglmigori
that maximizes the victim users’ throughput, and a difféeén cells. In the iterative scheduler, multiple iterations egquired
Channel Quality Indicator (CQI): to converge (if convergence is achieved). The final scheduli
ecisions are obtained only after a very long latency asyever
; - eration requires to wait for the user report. For refesnc
incurs a very low feedback overhead. An additional 1] require(i approximately 500 iterationsr()SO iteratiorieere

bit feedback over uncoordinated LTE-A system is sho ach iteration consists of 10 sub-iterations) before cayarece

. 0 _ H . . .
fo bring 20% cell-edge performance gain. Moreover ﬂ}% coordinate power among cells. Those extensive interac-

mterf_qence rank|saW|debandmformaﬂqn r_na!qng I IeS’[?ons between the users and the BSs significantly increase
sensitive to CSI measurement error. This is in contr?}

« Such a report is of an implicit feedback type [19] an

ith th licit feedback of full and ideall e complexity and the overhead of the network as well as
wi € explicit teedback ot Iull and ideally measureq, synchronization and backhaul requirements, making it

tcr:18! (ie. _the Ch(fr?”te' fmz_:\trlces”between al ussrs andt practical. The Master-Slave coordinated schedulethen t
eir serving and interfering cells) on every su cam&iner hand operates in a more distributed manner and relies

commonly assumed in the aforementioned approachgﬁiy on some low-overhead inter-cell message exchangs. It i

e.g. [3}-{13], [16]. The performance of multicell cOOp+, 1oy er less sensitive to convergence problems.

eration schemes designed under- |deaI_ condmon; (ideal he last few paragraphs highlight a fundamental difference
CSl meas_urgment and fee(_jbgc_k, ideal link adaptat'on'fﬁosystem design between the referred coordination schemes
fjelay, unlimited backhaul, infinite oyerh(_ead, ho dy”‘?m' elying on explicit feedback) and the proposed rank cowdi
interference, ful knowledgg of receiver |mplementat|o.r} on: while the former puts all the coordination burden oa th
degrgdes severelly once §|mu[ated under more rea“sf'(gtwork side, the later decreases the coordination burtlen a
conditions, as evidenced in this paper andlih [Ll [18 he network side by bringing the contribution of the recesve

In particular, t_he proposed rank coordination is shown fito the multi-cell coordination. Thereby, the rank cootion
outperform, with a much smaller feedback overhead (on heme balances the overall effort of multi-cell coordorat

two extra feedback bits) and lower scheduler complexityey,een the receivers and the network. To do so, the reseiver

the iFerative goprdinated _schedul!ng and beamforming e not supposed to simply report CSI but act smartly by
[12] in a realistic setup with non-ideal feedback and lin aking appropriate recommendation (in the form of a report
adaptation. . . .. of a preferred interference rank computed accounting for
» The reported mformaﬂon accounts for the receiver "he receiver interference rejection capability) to thewek.
terfere_nce suppression capability and the _effect of Cnile the later approach may not be helpful in ideal situsio
operation while deriving the CQI, the serving and thBecause the network possesses all necessary information to

mterfgrence rank.. This helps.the BS to select t_he 4iake accurate decisions, it becomes particularly helphdmw
propriate modulation and coding level and benefit frorme aim is to design multi-cell coordination schemes for

link adaptation. Moreover the coordinated scheduler CAn-ideal setup (when the network does not have enough
be designed and operated accounting for the fact t ormation to make accurate decisions).

the reported i_nforr_n.atio.n accounts for t.he contributioq of The paper is organized as follows. Sectlgh I details the
the receiver In mitigating the IC.I' This contrasts Wm‘?;stem model and sectién]lll formulates the resource alloca
the afrcl)rem?ntloned schemes relying on explicit feedbaq n problem and derives the guidelines for the coordinated
€.g. [3]-{16], where the BSs have to compute _th_e C%Icheduler design. The principles and implementation detai
based on the (full) C.SI feedb_ack. T(_) do_so, LIS 8% the rank recommendation-based coordinated scheduling
sumed that the BSs involved in the iterative schedulgt, jascribed in sections]IV afd V, respectively. Sedfign VI

"”F’.W the charactgrlstlcs Of. user terminals (€.9. reCeiVg sy ates the achievable gains of the proposed schenetbas
ability to cancel inter-cell interference). However sucly system level evaluations

characteristics are specific to the terminal implememtatio
and are not shared with the BSs in any practical system, Il. SYSTEM MODEL

therefore making the link adaptation challenging with the We assume a downlink multi-cell MIMO-OEDMA network

iterative scheduler. As discussed in the evaluation smzctiwth a total number ofi” users distributed im.. cells. with
of this paper, this issue is especially true in the presenge ° ’

. o users in every cell, T' subcarriers N; transmit antennas
of non-ideal feedback where the computed transmissig| i y N

. . . every BS,N, receive antenna at every mobile terminal.
rank and CQlIs at th_e BS easily mismatch with the actua Assume that the MIMO channel between ceind usery
supportable transmission rank and SINR.

Th L licable to closed.| d on subcarrier: writes aSOé;/fHkyqyi whereHy, ,; € CNrxNe
¢ 'he user report 1S applicablé 1o Closed-loop and Opel, a5 the small scale fading process of the MIMO channel
loop MIMO operations, i.e. irrespectively of whether th

) . . Gnda ; refers to the large-scale fadin ath loss and shadow-
Precoder Matrix Indicator (PMI) is reported or nbt [17]'ing). lq\iote that the Iargg—scale fadinggis(ﬁypically inded

At the network side, with the use of an appropriate coordi-of the subcarrier.



The serving cell is defined as the cell transmitting theserving celli. Hence to operate multi-cell cooperation, a user
downlink control information. We define theerved user set  feeds back its serving cell CSI and the CoMP measurement
of cell 4, denoted adC; with cardinality {/C; = K;, as the set CSI. We denote by a CoMP user, a user whose CoMP
set of users who have cellas serving cell. We also definemeasurement set is not empty. TBeMP users set of cell
the scheduled user set of cell i on subcarrierk, denoted as is defined asP; = {q € K; | M, # 0}.

Ky C K, as the subset of userss K; who are actually = The CoMP-requested user set of cell i is defined as the set
scheduled on subcarriérat a certain time instant. of users that have cellin their CoOMP measurement set, i.e.

In this paper, for the sake of readability, we assume singl®; = {I|i € M, Vi}. Note that the CoMP-requested user set
user transmissions (i.e. a single user is allocated on angivaan also be viewed as the victim user set of ¢elk it is the
time and frequency resource). Therefore, the cardinality set of users who could be impacted by deihterference.

K ; Vj is always equal to 1. On subcarrigr cell i serves

the user belonging tdK;.; with L ; data streamsl( < |||, COORDINATED MULTI-CELL RESOURCE ALLOCATION

Lk, < Ny). The transmit symbol vectat; ; € Cl+i made
of Ly,; symbols is power controlled b, ; € REwixLri
and precoded by the transmit precodgr,; € CNe*Lk:

Contrary to a non-cooperative network, a cooperative
scheme relying on rank coordination coordinates dynatgical
such that the transmit precoded symbol vector writes £ users in all cells ano_l frequency resources such that the
% —TF,..SY%%, . F, . is made ofL. . columns denoted as ransmission rank of a given cell and frequency resource is

kot = Pk iDkg Theis T ki favorable to the performance of that cell's users and of the

frim, m=1,.., Ly, Fp,; can refer to either a closed-loop_ . L
precoder designed based on the CSI feedback or an Op%wgcent cells’ victim users scheduled on the same frequenc

loop precoder pre-defined per transmission rdnk, (e.g. resource. In this section, the resource allocation problem

. . {.elated to rank coordination is discussed and some sctredule
space-time/frequency code or open-loop Single-User apati

multiplexing). Note that, while we assume SU-MIMO transz_irchltecture motivated by an interference pricing mecrani

o . o is introduced.
mission for the sake of readability, the rank coordinatian ¢ We make the followina assumption in this section
be extended to a multi-user MIMO set-up. 9 P '

For the usery € K, ; scheduled in celf on subcarrier, Assumption 1. The transmission rar.lkk’j vj. s a real vare
the received signal., € C™- is shaped byGy,, € CLe XN able and the throughp(i, , ; of userg in cell i on subcarrier

and the filtered received signgl, , € CLri writes as k. IS a contlnuous_functlon O{L’W}\ﬁ' The beamform_mg_
' directionsF, ; are fixed and predefined for every transmission

~ e 12 12 rank Ly, j, V3.
Yha = GraTha = Y g5 GroHig jFr;Sy %k + kg As it will apear clearer in the sequel, this assumption isduse
j=1 to relax the optimization problem (by dealing with real eth

1) than integer transmission ranks). Under assumpfibn 1, we
wheren,,, = Gy, 0, and iy, a complex Gaussian noiseMmotivate the ggidel_ines of the S(_:heduler architecture ciice .
@N(O,JiquNr)_ The receive filteiG . , is made ofL;, ; rows []Y] T_he practical mplgmentatlon of the lscheduler dealmg
denoted é%k,q,m, m = 1,..., Ly,;. The strategy to computeW'th integer transmission ranks and variable beamforming
Gy, is assumed to be only known by the receiver and not l§jections is addressed in Sectioh V.
the transmitter (similarly to practical systems). Exarsptd
strategies include MMSE with ideal or simplified ICI rejexti A problem Statement
capabilities (as used in the evaluations in Sedfigh VI).his t
paper, similarly to practical systems as LTE-A, we will assu

uniform power allocation among streams, Bg,; = Es ;/Ly.; :
WhereEp- is the total transmitgpower at Bsg’l s/ Lk w, account for fairness among users (and may be related for
S,1 H .
The variableK collects the user assignments for all Sub|_nstance to the QoS of_each gser) Ay, _refers to t_he
. . ne rate of scheduled user in cell i< on subcarrierk. At this
carriers and all cells and writes 38 = {K;},-, where stage, we viewl} ,; and T} ,; as abstract functions of the
K; = {Ky.;},,. Similarly, we defineL = {L;}", where >93¢ W€ koq,0 ki .
sz (L } vk =1 transmission rank in each cell. Hence we sometimes denote
= Wk Sy ici ) . ) .
In order to ease explanations, we define the CoMP meastFXPICHY Thgi( {Lej}y; ) andThi({Ln}y, )-
ment set in analogy with 3GPP terminology [1]. TBeMP The problem is to maximize the network weighted sum-rate
) t st of userg € K;, whose serVing c.:eII is is accounting for fairness among users and cells and design a
defined as the set of cells abollzlt which channel state/i,itatistCoordin"’lted scheduler that decides which frequency resour

information related to their link to the user is reported le t to allocate to which user in every cell with the appropriate

BS and is expressed based on long term channel propertieg%gsmlssmn rank. We write

We denote and define the weighted rate of celbn
subcarrierk asTy, ; = wqeTk,q.; Whereq € Ky ;. The weights

Ne

T-1
M, = {j’% < 6,¥j # 2} @) {K*,L*} = arg KnclaK%LZ Z WeTkq5- (3)

Qg j=1k=0,¢€K ;

for some thresholds. The largerd, the larger the CoMP Given the uniform power allocation and the assumpfibn 1 on
measurement set and the higher the feedback overhead.ttfes fixed beamformers, the problefd (3) is to be maximized
defined, the CoMP measurement set does not include theer transmission ranks and user schedule only.



At a first glance, problenmi{3) could be viewed as a sula predefined set of transmission rarlkg; in all cells j # ¢
problem of the more general problem of a joint coordinated
scheduling, beamforming and power contrbl1[12]. As ex- If s =ag, 1A, Thsm (Lk,ia{Lk,j}#i)-
plained in the introduction, we resort to an alternative way s (8)
of solving [3) in order to make the multi-cell cooperatiomote that if the network decides to configukg,, ; = 0, all
practical. Given that the maximization is performed oves thusers will choose their preferred interference rank asgein
transmission ranks (being integer in a realistic setup)taed equal to 0, so as not to experience any interference.
user schedule[3) is a combinatorial problem. Unfortugiate Interestingly, the conditio {6) can be viewed as the KKT
solving such problem would require a centralized architect condition of the problem where each celiries to maximize
that is not desirable [6]. [7]. [21]. By relaxing the transsion on subcarriek the following surplus function
ranks being integer to real, we can motivate the use of a

distributed and practical scheduler architecture. Fatigwas- Tii = Thyi — g ©)
sumptiorfl, we therefore assume in the maximization problegin

(3) that the transmission ranls are real and subject to the

constraintsLy ; > Luin, and Ly ; < Limaz.j- Lmin; and i = Z Z (Liyi = Ti 5,i) WsTh 5,m000 (10)
Lyyax,; refer to the minimum and maximum transmission rank m7i s€K,m

in cell j, respectively and could be configured by the networkssuming fixedLy ; with j # i, Ii o and 7y, s . With

(typically, Linin,; =1 and Lyqz,5 = Ny). (s,m) # (q,1).

The proposed architecture relies on a Master-Slave dis-Equation[(D) has an interference pricing interpretatioith w
tributed architecture and interference rank recommeodatisome similarities with the interference pricing mechanism
motivated by the derivations of the next section. Perforteanintroduced for power control in [8],]11]. Here, we show that
evaluations in Sectiop_ VI will demonstrate the benefits @f thsimilar pricing mechanism can be used to proceed with anothe
rank recommendation compared to the heavy machinery tgpe of coordination, namely rank coordination rather than
the iterative coordinated scheduling, beamforming andgvowpower control. Indeed, giveri](8), we can safely write that,
control in a realistic setup. in the vicinity of I},  ,, the throughpuf, s ., of users in cell

m writes as a concave function diy, ;, i.e. BBTZ—km >0 if
B. Motivations for the scheduler architecture Ly < Ij,; and %Tz—k” <0if Ly; > Iy , ;- Under such an
For a fixed user schedule, the optimal rank allocation proBSSUMPON{ Lyi — I . ;) s.m.i andll;; are non-negative.
lem must satisfy the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditionsy i IS the weighted sum-rate in celminus the paymeri;

The Lagrangian of the optimization problem dualized witﬁ'ue to the interference created to the victim users scheédule

respect to the rank constraint writes as in the neighboring cells. .
The paymentll; ; accounts for the weighted sum of all

ne T—1 pricesmy, s m,; over all scheduled useksin the network. The
LK, L v, p) = Z Z (Tk,; + vi,j (Lmaz,; — Lk,j) weight of a given user is proportional to its QoS and the
j=1 k=0 deviation of the actual transmission rank in cellith respect

ki (Lkj — Liminj)] (4) tO the transmission rank in cell that would maximize the

victim users throughput in celim. If such a deviation is null

wherev = {vy ;}, ; andp = {uy,;}, ; are the sets of non- for a certain uses, cell i is not fined for the interference
negative Lagrange multipliers associated with the trassion created to uses. The pricery s ; refers to how much the

rank constraints in each cell and each subcarrier. throughput of uses in cell m is sensitive to any change of the
For anyi = 1,...,n. andk = 0,...,T — 1, the solution transmission rank of cell. The quantityy. s ; = Wk s m.i
should satisfy can be thought of as the overall sensitivity of userto
oL -0 5) any deviation of the transmission rank in céllfrom its

OLk,i ’ optimal I;; . ; and we can equivalently write the payment as

i =D zis (Liyi — If ;) Whsyi-
. R ) = . R ) = S>> 52 m7#i, €Kk, m s k,s,1 )8, .
Vii (Limaz,i — Lki) = 0, pg,i (Lii — Liming) = 0, vg; >0 Equation [[9) sukggests that the cetian decide upon the set

and i ; > 0. o .
Hie,i = . of co-scheduled users and the transmission rank on subicarri
We can proceed witH{5) as & as follows
0Ty, ;
= E WsTh,s,m,i = Vk,i — Mk,i (6) {Kp, Ly} =arg_max T, (11)
OLy . Kp,i,Lk,i
’ m#i1,s€EKy m
where we define IV. RANK RECOMMENDATION-BASED COORDINATED
SCHEDULING
8jjk,s.,m . . .. . .
Thsimi =~ g7 = (7) Motivated by the interference pricing mechanism, we derive
52

in this section some guidelines for the rank recommendation
Let us first defind;  ; as the transmission rank in célhat based coordinated scheduler that coordinates transmissio
maximizes the throughpt; , ,, of users in cell m assuming ranks and scheduled users in the network and compute the



locally (hopefully) optimumL* and K* based on the recom- V. PRACTICAL IMPLEMENTATION
mendations made by the terminals. Frdm (9), we make they yhis section, we exploit the observations made in preiou

following first observation. section and come up with some practical implementation of
Observation 1: The coordinated scheduler in céllhas to the rank recommendation-based coordinated scheduling. In

rely on the report of some local CSI from terminaisC; particular, we drop the assumptioh 1 and discuss the effect

to perform single-cell processing at the BS and compute taévariable beam directions.

termTy, ; = wyTk q,i, g € Ki ;. It also relies on some message

exchanges between cells, namely the reception byi @lthe o \nideband rank recommendation

price informationwmy, s.m,; andI; , , for all s € R; and the

transfer from celli of the price ihi‘ormatioanwk,q,i,j and Practical systems rely on rank indicator (RI), CQI and

It forall ¢ € P, andj € M. Precoding Matrix Indicator _(PMI) reports [_17]_. RI commonl_y
@ refers to the preferred serving cell transmission rank ana i

In a classical explicit feedback approach (as used in thgédeband and potentially long term information as it change
multi-cell coordination techniques of [11], [12]), quaids relatively slowly in the frequency and time domains. RI ngpo
like Tk,q,is g siv L5.q50 Thos,m,i @nd g ; would be com- therefore incurs a very small feedback overhead. As for now,
puted at the BS based on the CSI feedback and assuming #rf reported rank information in the proposed scheme will be
the receiver implementation is known to the BS. Howevefideband, while CQI and PMI are subband information.
as explained in the introduction, the accurate computat@dn ~ For a CoMP userg associated with the serving cell
those quantities are very challenging at the BS side as thgye k;) and victim of a cellj € My, this terminal reports
are a function of many parameters specific to the receies preferred serving cell wideband R, i.e. the user makes
implementation and are highly sensitive to the accuracy @fe hypothesis thak; ; = R} VE at the time of report and
the channel measurement and feedback. In order to bring that R} maximizes user throughput [I7]. The same user
contribution of the receiver in the design of the coordidate; also transmits to the serving cellthe transmission rank
scheduler, it is preferable that the user termin@nd similarly of the interfering cellj e M,, denoted as the preferred
for terminal s) estimates, computes and repdfts, i, I, ; interference RI; ;, that maximizes its performance. The user
and m; 4,i,; by accounting for the transmission ranks in theecommends the interfering cejl to transmit a number of
interfering cells, its receiver interference rejectiorpahility streams correspondingﬂd; i.e. Ly;= ];7]_ VE.

. . . 2!
and the measured channels as perceived at the receiver sides

Focusing on celf, the terminalsy € K ; ands € R; and B. Computation of the preferred interference rank

cell  scheduler cooperate with the aim of maximizitig,; in In Sectiorll, fixed beamforming directions and real trans-

@ and decreasingly,; in (10). mission ranks are assumed. However, the yser K; does
Observation 2: In order to help celli scheduler, any user not know the precoder in the interfering cellat the time

q € K; served by celli reports an estimate df},; and of CQI, Ry and I ..., reports. In order to cope with such

any users € R; belonging to a cellm, victim of cell 7 issue, similarly to the channel information partitioniricategy

interference, recommends cétio choosel.;. ; = I} , ;. Users in [21], the terminal computes the required information by

reports targeting ceflcontain!;: _ ; and an estimate of the useraveraging the throughput over the possible realizationthef

throughput l0SsAT}, . ; achievable if the recommendation istransmit precodeF, ; in the interfering cellsj € M,, given

not accounted for in cefl decisions on the transmission ranksthe current realization of the channel matrices (measuted a

. the terminal). Those precoders can be assumed to be selected
The report of the user throughp*ut loss, definedds . = the limited feedback codeboak(defined for each rank and

T is,m (.L"“" {Lrg} i) *T’“-rsvm(Ikyf;-,i’ (L} ) for SOME ~ assumed the same in all cells) and the throughput average can

predeflned{Lkﬂj}j#, enables celli to compute the price be computed for each set of serving cell rabk;, precoder

ATy s, ; .

as follows my,s,m,; ~ —g =y The quantity (Lri = ¥y, and interference rankLy ;} ;e .
I,jys_’i)wk,&m,i expresses the variation in usethroughput due
to the transmission rank, ; rather than; _ . Th,q,i (Fk,h Ly, {Lk,j}jqu) ~ EFyeC) o, 1 Thail

On the network side, the scheduler in cedtrives to respect ; (12)
as much as possible the recommendation of the CoMP usersre L

e : -

and guaranteéy, ; Ik.,s,_i =0on subcarriers _vvhgre the victim Thoqi = Z 108 (14 pr.gm) (13)
users € Ky ,, of cell 7 is scheduled, as highlighted by the 1
following observation. with

Observation 3: Whenever the scheduler of a given cell
accepts the request of a recommended interferencelfank  py,q,m = 5 -
at time instant and over frequency resourgéethe victim user > jem, ¥ l18kgmHrq i Frjll” Esi/Li; + 0,
s in the neighboring celin who reported the recommended (14)
'nterfer_ence_ rank[l:,s,i to cell i has to be scheduled at the INote that we refer tal* . rather thanl; . as in previous sections to
same time instant and on the same frequency resoukCe  syress the fact that the préferred interference Rl is a veidebnformation.

i |8k.qmHig,ifhim|” EBsi/Lni




The computation oka,q,i accounts for the receive filter deployments)[2],[[13]. Tablg | illustrates the operatidrtiee
Gy, and therefore the interference rejection capability of trecheduler for such a 3-cells cluster. For a given time irstan
receiver. there are one Master BS (denoted as M) and two slave BSs

Following (8), the userg in cell ¢ can jointly compute (denoted as Sand 3).
the best set of preferred serving cell R, and preferred 1) Master BS decision on the transmission rank: The
recommended interference R} ;, as follows Master BS, upon reception of all informatﬂ)n[lfM and

all the effective QoSwy ;s of victim usersi, with | €

R 1* .1 }: ar max £ { max T, } {Ks,,Ks,}, sorts those interference rahks by order of pri-

{ o q’j}jqu ng,i={Lk,j}jqu F\Frsee M ority. In a given celli, the vector\” 18 187, 1) de-

(15) notes the prlorlty of the mterference ranks. For instance,
where the averaging is performed over all subcarriers due tpl) I(l (1) I(l 1=[2,1,3,4] indicates that a recommended

the wideband report of the RIs and the maximization is dor\@terference rank equal to 2 is the most prioritized in cell
over a restricted set of integers; ; € {Lmin,j > Lmarj} 1. Master BS M decides upon the transmission rank

Vj. For a given set of transmission rank$ ;, {Lﬁc if em) and allocates one transmission rank for each subframe where
the best precoder (for closed-loop operations) for gdarcéll  the BS acts as a Master BS. By doing so the each Master

i on subcarriek is selected as BS defines a cycling pattern of the transmission ranks with
the objective of guaranteeing some time-domain fairness. T
iy ( i {0 )2 M, ) priority and allocation of the transmission ranks accouats
’ J

the relative number of rank recommendation requests p&r ran

= arg max, The.q.i (Fk,u L. {L;c,j}jqu) . (16) for the QoSw; and the delta CQI (or equivalently the effective
QOS Wy, 1, 0) Of victim CoMP userd in S; and $ and for

Once Ry and Ij ..., are selected, the estimate ofhe QoS of cell M users. In its simplest version used in the
user g throughput to be reported to the network is giveavaluation sectiofi VI, the priority is exclusively detend

by Tif = Thy, i(Fr o (Ry {1 j} M, ), Ry {1 @ ]}JeM ) based on the relative number of rank recommendation regjuest
while the estlmate of the throughput loss “writes aser rank.
AT;WN = Tkw (F,“ (L,m, {Ly, ]}]eM ) Ly i, { Lk, ]}#Z) Let us illustrate the operation through the example on Table

i _ _ ; [ The value ofLy in a given celli changes as time (subframe)
Ty g0 V{Lk-“{Lkai#r a {R { qj}je/\/l } Given goes by following the cycling patterm(i),lz(i),Ifi),léi),léi),

the user reports of;, { ]}]EM » T g0 {AT’““} and indicating that whenever cell 1 is the Master BS, BS 1
F;l( R: A1 ]} oM, ) (for closed-loop operations), the coortransmits with rankLy = ]1(1> — 9 Ly = IV = 1,
dlnated scheduler can estimate the surplus funcfibn (9) wit,, = ]1(1> =2, Ly = ]2(1> =1 and finally Ly = ?1 =3in

the objective of performind{11). In a practical systefif,, ; subframe 1,4,7,10,13 respectively (note that onIy subbsain
and AT}, 4, would be reported using a CQIl and a differentiaio 9 are displayed in Tab[é 1). BS 2 and 3 operate in a similar
(also called delta) CQI, respectively. We will without lossnanner.

of generality and for simplicity denote them as CQI and 2) Master BS scheduler operations. In cell M, we divide

differential CQI in the sequel. users into two subgroups:

Note that the selection of the preferred interference rank1) vy, = {q € Km | R} = Ly}, i.e. the set of users in
highly depends on the receiver architecture. While an-io¢dir cell M whose preferred rank indicator is equal to the
interference rejection combiner would favor lower inteefece transmission rani,,.
rank, it is not so necessarily the same for other types of2) iy, = Kyu\Uu1 = {qg € Km | ¢ ¢ Un 1}, i.e. the other
receivers. users.

At a given time instant, the scheduling in cell M is based
C. A Master-Save scheduler architecture on proportional fairness (PF) in the frequency domain till a

. . frequency resources are occupied:
The coordinated scheduler relies on an asynchronousoI y P

Master-Slave architecture motivated by Observdiion 3.a&he 1) it u"" 1 # 0. BS M schedules only users belonging to
time instant, only one BS acts as the Master (denoted as M)
and the other BSs are the slave (denoted as S). The Master B
based on the reports of the preferred interference ranijeec M2 , )

a certain transmission rarlk, v constantrk, i.e. Ly = L, 3) Slave BS scheduler operations: In cell S, i = 1,2, we
and schedules its users such that the transmission rankis of/§fine three subgroups:

scheduled users are as much as possible equaltoThe 1) The set of CoMP userss S; who recommend
Slave BSs, knowing that the Master BS will accept some cell M and whose preferred interference rank is
recommended interference rank, will schedule with highest €dual to the transmission rank,, as Us,: =
priority their CoMP users who requested rank coordination {q €Ps IMeMqg, Iy = LM}-

to the Master BS.
A f i tati d without | f 2Using the same notation as in previous section, the in@mter ranks
Ssume 1or ease or presentation and without 10SS 0T 9€Rzommended to interfering cell M by usdrsn S; and $ are denoted as

erality that a cluster is made of 3 cells (e.g. as in intre-sit},, with I € {Ks,, s, }.

§) if L{M 1 = 0, BS M schedules only users belonging to



TABLE |
EXAMPLE OF THE MASTER-SLAVE SCHEDULER ARCHITECTURE

[ time | 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 | 5 | 6 | 7 | 8 | 9 |
BS, || M, Ly=2 S S M, Lp=1 S S M, La=2 S S
BS, S M, Lp=1 S S M, Lp=2 S S M, Lp=1 S
BS; S S M, Lp=3 S S M, Lp=1 S S M, Lp=3
2) The set of all other COMP useesS;, i.e. who either do  [uepincez | [z ] [ctr ] [vEaincens |
not recommend cell M or recommend cell M but whos P T Ry e T g
preferred interference rank is not equal to the transmi Srersol ol oy celmiig - | | | Sharng opretered | [ o e e
sion rank, is defined ads, » = {g € Ps, [M ¢ M,} U I ,
{a€Ps M€ Mg, Iiy # Lu ). e
3) The set of non-CoMP users in & defined asfs, 3 = [*Lsrering of ceing potens 1]
ICSi \7)81, : ‘—‘ data transmission : 5‘3":3 : S A : MEIStEr : 1 data b—»
. . . laster inal I Slave
Scheduling in cell Sis performed as follows: T e i

1) If Uw1 # 0, S; schedules users in the following ordel
of priority: Us, 1, Us, 3 andlUs, ».

2) If Uw1 =0, S; schedules all users without any priority
(i.e. only based on PF constraint).

D. Feedback and Message Passing Requirements

Following Observat|0|-E]3., the Master-Slave scheduler gu ib. 1. Overview of the architecture of the rank recommeindabased
antees that the transmission rank of cell My, equals the cqorginated scheduling.
preferred recommended interference rafl, of usersgq

belonging to either Sor S, and therefore7guarantees that

Lgm — I, = 0 in (I0) on subcarriers where user cooperation and receiver implementation and incurs a very
is scheduled. An overview of the architecture of the rankma|l feedback overhead. Moreover, thanks to the reporteof t
recommendation-based coordinated scheduling is provitedrecommended interference rank, a cell edge yssrheduled
Figure[1. We have to note the following important issues. on resourcek can experience higher transmission rank. The
« The serving cell rank, the preferred recommended iappropriate selection of the preferred interference rank
terference rank, the CQI, PMI and the delta CQI arenables the user to increase its preferred serving cell rank
reported by the users. While the serving cell rankndicator R;. Moreover, the wideband RI report is in general
CQI and PMI stay at the serving cells, the preferrembust to the feedback and backhaul delays and to channel
recommended interference rank and the effective Q&Stimation errors.
(accounting for the delta CQI) are shared among cells. All
the rank recommendation requests addressed to a given
cell should be collected by that cell. We note however

that the Master-Slave scheduler mainly relies on the e compare the performance of closed-loop SU-MIMO
recommended interference rank report. By guaranteeigth rank adaptation without multi-cell coordination (deed
Li,v =1If g m = 0, the tax to be paid by cell M due to theas SU) and the Master-Slave coordinated scheduler based on
interference created to; &nd $ decreases significantly rank recommendation (denoted as RR SU). The simulation
(and equals zero in the best case). The report of a defi&umptions (aligned with 3GPP LTE4A [1]) are listed in Eabl
CQl'is mainly useful to adjust (with more faimess) thg[ we assume a single wideband preferred serving cell rank
allocation and the priority of the transmission ranks. fhgicator and a single wideband recommended interference
could be skipped to save the feedback overhead.  yank indicator reported every 5ms. The same value of the
« The values ofL, need to be shared among cells iBecommended interference rank for all cells in the CoMP
the cluster in a periodic manner, i.e; 8nd S need 10 measurement set is used in order to reduce the feedback
be informed about the pattern of transmission ranks e@erhead and simplify the scheduler. This implies that the

VI. PERFORMANCE EVALUATIONS

10,157,101 15 i . . rank coordination only requires an additional 2 bit feedbac
« S; and S need to be informed dynamically about thgyerhead (to report the recommended interference rank) com
binary stateu,1 # 0 or Uv 1 = 0. pared to the baseline system without coordination (SU). The

Thanks to the user recommendation, the Master-Sla@®l is computed assuming SU-MIMO transmission as in
scheduler architecture does not experience the convexgeBGPP LTE-A for the baseline system and is based on the
and complexity issues of the iterative scheduler! [14]] [12int selection[(Ib) of the preferred serving cell rank oator
It benefits from link adaptation thanks to the computatioand the recommended interference rank indicator in the rank
of a CQI at the user terminal that accounts for multi-cetlecommendation scheme. Unless explicitly mentioned, the
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RR SU) rank coordination over single-cell SU-MIMO inmia x n,, =4 x4  cell SU-MIMO (SU) in ant x n, =4 x 4 ULA (4,15).
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. o ; Indeed, rather than requesting the CoMP users to report the

cycling pattern over the transmission rank used in the Maste . . .

Slave scheduler is based d:ﬁi) 10 160 10 1D v and is preferred interference rank and dynamically update thénxyc
42 vt 2 43

O OR{O NI ORIO) ;
determined only based on the number of rank recommendat; Har;[tern asin,”,L, I 7 L7 I5 7, we can smply_ assume that
requests e preferred interference rank of CoMP users is equal tail an

operate the coordinated scheduler by pre-defining therxycli
The performance is measured in terms of the average Eﬁ y P gy

- y . 0 tern. To that end, we also evaluate in Figure 2 the case
spectral efficiency (*Average throughput’) and the 5% ce here the same cycling pattern 1,2,1,2,3 is fixed in all cells

edge spectral efficiency (‘cell-edge throughput’). _(denoted as stat. RR SU). The predefined cycling still esable
Figure[2 provides the performance achievable for a min; get g significant cell edge improvement of 18%. Only a
mum mean square error (MMSE) receiver with ideal lintegjignt |oss is observed compared to the case where the inter-
ference Rejection Capability (IRC) that relies on an estimaserence rank is reported and the cycling pattern is dynaiyica
of the interfering cell .user-s.pecmc demodulat|_on refmq updated based on that report, as thiﬁ)J(i) Jl(i)JQ(i)Jéi _
signals (DM-RS) to build the interference covariance matri giatistical rank recommendation has the advantage that-mul
We investigate the gain of coordination for varige|l coordination can achieve a cell edge performance gain
ous C,§/C||U9 patterns. With the dynamic cycling patterfithout increasing the feedback compared to a baselinersyst
1?1, 1, 15", denoted as (A) in Figurél 2, we ob-requiring no coordination. It still relies on messages exges
serve that a gain of 20.7% is achieved at the cell edgetween cells to achieve the coordination. Note that the pre
by the proposed rank recommendation-based Master-Slaxgined cycling pattern is receiver implementation specific
coordinated Scheduling scheme over the baseline (Witthﬂntrary to the dynamic Cyc"ng patterns (A) and (B)
coordination) system with only 2 extra feedback bits! The Figure[3 evaluates the performance of a state-of-the-art

slight _IOSS at the cell average can be feCOYefed _by Sl'ghﬂ}érative coordinated scheduling and beamforming (iteeat
tweaking the PF Eo_arameter. A second dynamic cycling patte(%CB) scheme relying on the signal to leakage and noise
0", 1.1, 1", denoted as (B) in Figurél 2, is alsOratio (SLNR) criterion [20] and the architecture introddda
investigated where more stress is given to ceI_I edge USP{5], as a function of the subband size. The power on each
as the last entry of the pattern has been switched1t0 heam is assumed binary (ON-OFF) controlled. Coordinagion i
Contrary to the first pattern, the second pattern has(? NY&rformed at the whole network level with 57 cells (in costra
negligible cell average throughput loss becaﬂgé andly”  with the 3-cells clustering assumed for rank coordinatimg
are most of the time equal to 1 and/2, and, therefore, userSyne maximum number of inter-cell iterations before actual
in the Master cell with the preferred Rl equal to 3 and gcheduling is fixed to 8. The feedback for the iterative CSCB
have few chance to be scheduled..RecaII thatiif, # 0, (with a triggering threshold of 10dB) assumes unquantized
BS M schedules only users belongingZiy... It helps cell explicit feedback (contrary to the quantized implicit feed
edge users because they have more chance to be schedyg assumed in rank coordination) with the average channel
and benefit from the rank recommendation. The cycling pafatrices reported per 1RB, 3RB and 6RB subband. The
tern 1.9, 187 19 189 18 outperformsr(?, 187 119 17 1 in i in of CSCB wi -
1 4 7y Tidg Tl 1 4o Ty Tadg ey performance gain o with accurate feedback (1RB) pro
terms of cell average throughput becatisg; is often empty yjdes significant gain (31%) over uncoordinated SU-MIMO.
in the subframe whose transmission rank is fixedI{, However, even with unquantized feedback and a large number
therefore allowing Master BS to schedule rank 3 and 4 usefScooperating cells, the performance of the iterative CSCB
frequently. drops significantly as the subband size increases. The BS has
When an MMSE receiver with ideal IRC is used, théo compute the CQI, beamformers and transmission rank at
preferred interference rank is most of time equal to 1. Suelvery iteration after performing interference suppressiad
statistical information can be used to reduce the feedbackilti-cell coordination. However, given the high frequgnc
overhead and simplify the cycling mechanism in the schedulselectivity of the spatially uncorrelated channel and edf



TABLE Il
SYSTEM-LEVEL SIMULATION ASSUMPTIONS.
| Parameter | Explanation/Assumption
2-tier cellular system with wrap-around
Hexagonal grid, 3-sector site (19 sites)
Bore-sight points toward flat side
10 users dropped per sector

Macro cell layout

Carrier frequency 2 GHz
System bandwidth FDD: 10 MHz (downlink only)
Inter-site distance 500 m
Antenna configuration 4 x 4 uniform linear array with 4\ spacing at BS and 0.5 spacing at user terminal
Spatial channel model
Channel model Urban macro based on 3GPP case 1 with 3km/h mobility
15° down-tilting and15° angle spread
Subband size 6 RB (subband)
Scheduling Proportional fair in time/frequency domains
Resource allocation RB-level indication
Single-user MIMO with and without rank coordination
Transmission mode Triggering thresholds in @): 10dB
Inter-site clustering: 3 cells (sectors) per cluster
Modulation and coding MCS based on LTE transport formats
Link abstraction Mutual Information Effective SINR Mapping MIESM (Receiveit Mutual Information Rate RBIR)
Hybrid ARQ Chase combining, non-adaptive/asynchronous

Maximum 3 retransmissions
RI (wideband): 2 bit
Recommended interference rank (wideband): 2 bit
PMI (wideband/subband): 4 bit LTE codebook
CQI (wideband/subband): 4 bit CQI
5 ms (period), 6 ms (delay)
No feedback errors
Channel estimation ideal and non-ideal (mean-square error obtained from Ewkll curves)
Target block error rate: 10 %
(ACK: +0.5/9 dB, NACK: -0.5 dB)
Traffic model Full buffer
Synchronized

Feedback

Link adaptation

Network Fast backhaul
back inaccuracy at the subband level, it is very complicated 05— ‘ : :
to accurately predict those quantities while accounting fo 0.45 ™ P i R su
cooperation (and explains for the big loss incurred by going 04 1
from 1RB to 3 RB and to 6RB). The inaccurate CQI prediction 035 I
hampers the appropriate selection of the user, the trasgmis g %°
ranks and the beamformers at every iteration of the schedule _‘50'022
and ultimately the whole link adaptation and convergence of oas
the scheduler. Similar observations were madé in [19] for SU o1
and MU-MIMO but the effect is more pronounced for multi- 005
cell cooperation. Most of the theoretical performance gaim oW L L —_—
therefore be lost because of the inaccurate link adaptaltion number of ransmitted streams

is worth noting that the receiver implementation (MMSE with n o , _
deal IRC) was assumed known at the BS and the fecdbdf . St e ans sooiiaion s ik cosounmion
is unquantized in the iterative CSCB evaluations. The teSulsingle-cell SU-MIMO) in an¢ x n, = 4 x 4 ULA (4,15).

presented here are therefore upper bound on the throughput

achievable by the iterative CSCB in a more practical setup.

Recalling that performance in Figuré 2 assumes 6RB suhg when the dynamic cycling pattern(i),léi),ll(i) ,Ig(i),lg(f)
band size, by comparing Figurek 2 ddd 3, it is observed thatd an MMSE receiver with ideal IRC are used. A large por-
the rank coordination shows very competitive performant@n of users who used to be scheduled in rank 1 transmission
compared to the iterative CSCB, with a lower feedback oveir the baseline system benefit from rank 2 transmission in the
head and scheduler complexity. In rank coordination, tte# usank recommendation-based coordinated scheduling scheme
computes the CQI accounting for the effect of coordinatidh confirms that the joint selection of the preferred serving
and the scheduler satisfies the user requests, therefdskingna cell rank indicator and the preferred interference rankciaibr
a more accurate and simpler link adaptation than with thembined with the Master-Slave scheduler enables higinér ra
iterative CSCB. transmissions even to cell edge users.

Figure[4 shows the distribution of the actual transmission Figure[% has a double objective: 1) illustrate the sengjtivi
rank after scheduling for the baseline system without coard of the algorithm to a mismatch between the assumptions
tion and the rank recommendation-based coordinated sthedun transmit precoding and base station coordination made
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Fig. 5. Performance of the single-cell scheduler with baseSU-MIMO  Fig. 7.  Performance gain of the rank recommendation oveglesicell
report and rank recommendation-based report ;& n, = 4 x 4 ULA  SU-MIMO with ideal and simplified MMSE IRC (interference eetion
(4,15). combining) receiver.

B e R feal CSI-RS Figure[6, we note that multi-cell coordination is affected b
88 ] the CSI-RS measurement errors even though the recommended
rank is a wideband information. Despite this sensitivity, a
12.5% gain at the cell edge is still achievable compared to
a network not relying on multi-cell coordination. In order t
recover the loss generated by CSI-RS measurement errors,
we perform resource muting (as standardized in LTE-A) in
the adjacent cell and evaluate the performance of the rank
coordination in the presence of CSI-RS measurement errors.
wlo RE muting W/ RE muting The resource muting coordination between cells allows for a

better reception of CSI-RS of the other cells and at the same
Fig. 6. Performance gain of the rank recommendation oveylesicell SU-  time better channel measurement accuracy for the CSI-RS of
MIMO with and without RE muting in the presence of CSI-RS aten the serving cell. With resource muting, the rank coordiorati
estimation errors. . . . .

is shown to recover most of the gain achievable with perfect

channel estimation.

by the UE at the time of CSI computation and the actual Figure[T illustrates that the coordination scheme provides
decisions of the scheduler, 2) illustrate the importance 8fgnificant gains also with other types of receivers, namely
combining the joint selection of the preferred serving catik @ MMSE receiver with a simplified ICI rejection capability
indicator and the preferred interference rank with the Mast (not relying on the DM-RS measurement of the interfering
Slave coordinated scheduler to harvest cell-edge perfoceacells). It computes the receiver filter using an estimate of
gains. The dynamic cycling pattedff),IQ(i),Il(i),IQ(i),Iéi) and the covariance matrix of the interference by assuming the
an MMSE receiver with ideal ICI rejection capability ardorecoder in the interference cells is the identity matrixe W
used. Intuitively, if the user reports the rank recommeiodat IS0 observe a significant gain of roughly 17% at the cell edge
based feedback information but the scheduler relies onWih the proposed rank recommendation-based Master-Slave
baseline (without coordination) scheduler, performanag e coordinated scheduling scheme over the baseline (without
impacted as the reported preferred serving cell rafikcan be coordination) system.
over-estimated and the assumptions made about coordinatio
by the UE are not followed by the base stations. To assess VII. CONCLUSIONS
that impact, we investigate the performance of a single-cel We introduce a novel and practical interference mitigation
(denoted as baseline) scheduler when two different feddbaechnique relying on a dynamic coordination of the trans-
information are reported: the reported preferred servieldy cmission ranks among cells in order to help cell edge users
rank and CQI as the ones computed in the baseline systimbenefit from higher rank transmissions. The coordination
and as the ones computed assuming rank recommendatiequires the report from the users of a recommended rank
As we can see from Figufé 5, no gain (or even a slight losstatthe interfering cells. Upon reception of those inforroati
the cell edge) is observed because of the lack of approprittie interfering cells coordinate with each other to take in-
coordination. formed decisions on the transmission ranks that would be
Figure[® evaluates the performance of rank coordinatitine most beneficial to the victim users in neighboring cells
in the presence of estimation errors on the reference signahd maximize a network utility function. Such method is
used for channel measurement (denoted as CSI-RS in LTdeown to provide significant cell-edge performance gairr ove
A). The mean square channel estimation error as a functioncoordinated LTE-A system under a very limited feedback
of the wideband SINR is first computed based on a link levahd backhaul overhead. It enables efficient link adaptatiah
simulator and is applied to the system level simulator. Frois robust to channel measurement errors.

cell average throughput
[bits/s/Hz/cell]

[bits/s/Hz/user]

cell edge throughput
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