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Abstract—In this paper, we study power allocation for se-
cure communication in a multiuser multiple-input single-output
(MISO) downlink system with simultaneous wireless informaion
and power transfer. The receivers are able to harvest energfrom
the radio frequency when they are idle. We propose a multi-
objective optimization problem for power allocation algorithm
design which incorporates two conflicting system objective total
transmit power minimization and energy harvesting efficiercy I
maximization. The proposed problem formulation takes into . -
account a quality of service (QoS) requirement for the sysia Idle mobile receiver 2
secrecy capacity. Our designs advocate the dual use of artial (potential eavesdropper)
noise in providing secure communication and facilitating &icient ] ) ) o ) )
energy harvesting. The multi-objective optimization prodem is Fig.- 1. Downlink multiuser communication system wifd = 3 mobile
non-convex and is solved by a semidefinite programming (SDP) receivers for wireless information and power transfer. Tdwdotted ellipsoids

. . . ! : show the dual use of artificial noise for providing securitydafacilitating
relaxation approach which results in an approximate of soltion. A efficient energy harvesting.
sufficient condition for the global optimal solution is revealed and
the accuracy of the approximation is examined. To strike a biance

between computational complexity and system performancewe - S
propose two suboptimal power allocation schemes. Numerita €fficiency of secure communication systems. [Ih [7] [8l,

results not only demonstrate the excellent performance ofhe the spatial degrees of freedom offered by multiple antennas
proposed suboptimal schemes compared to baseline schemest are used to degrade the channel of eavesdroppers deliperate
also unveil an interesting trade-off between energy harveéimg via artificial noise transmission. Thereby, a large portifn
efficiency and total transmit power. the transmit power is devoted to artificial noise generatan
guaranteeing securing communication. However, the pnoble
formulations in [6]-[8] do not take into account the podipi
Energy harvesting is a promising technology to providef RF harvesting at the receivers. Besides, the resulis#g[L
self-sustainability to power-constrained communicatiemices Were obtained for a single system design objective and may no
[1-[5]. Traditionally, energy harvesting communicatimys- be applicable to multi-objective system design.
tems [1], [2] harvest energy from renewable natural energy!n this paper, we address the above issues. To this end,
sources such as geothermal, wind, and solar. However, th&$epropose a multi-objective optimization problem forntisia
conventional energy sources are usually location depend@fich jointly maximizes the energy harvesting efficiencydan
and may not be suitable for handheld mobile devices. @minimizes the total transmit power. The problem formulatio
the other hand, recent developments in simultaneous wiel€onsiders secure communication in multiuser multiplestnp
and information transfef [3]=[5] open up a new dimension fgiingle-output (MISO) systems with RF energy harvesting re-
prolonging the lifetime of battery powered mobile devicks. ceivers. An approximate solution of the optimization pesbl
particular, the transmitter can transfer energy to theivece is obtained in form of a semidefinite programming (SDP)
via electromagnetic waves in radio frequency (RF). Besittes based power allocation algorithm. Furthermore, we alse pro
integration of RF energy harvesting capabilities with camin  Pose two suboptimal schemes which provide close-to-optima
cation systems demands a paradigm shift in transceivealsigperformance.
processing design since it introduces new QoS requirements
for efficient energy harvesting. Although increasing thergy

radiated from the transmitter facilitates energy harvegtit the !N this section, we present the adopted multiuser downlink
receivers, it may also increases the probability of infdiora channel model for wireless information and power transfer.

leakage and the vulnerability to eavesdropping. A downlink multiuser communication system for simulta-

On the other hand, multiple-antenna techniques have figcef€OUS Wireless information and power transfer is consdiere
attracted much attention in the research community forigroy | "€T€ aré one transmitter equipped with > 1 transmit
ing physical (PHY) layer security [6]=[8]. Ir[[6], the auttso antennas and legitimate receivers, each of which is equipped

proposed a beamforming scheme for maximizing the energyh asingle antenna, cf. Figure 1. We assume that the rexeiv

fe able to either harvest energy or decode information from
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receiver, but also transfers endldy the remainings — 1 idle The channel capacity between the transmitter and idle re-
receivers for extending their lifetimes. However, the ifi@tion ceiver (potential eavesdroppér)is given by

signal of the selected receiver is overheard by fkie— 1 wh Gow
idle legitimate receivers and can be eavesdropped by themC; ; = log, (1 —|—Fk) ad l'ry=rcrr~— O
Therefore, they are treated as potential eavesdroppeishwh (G V) + o3

is taken into account for power allocation algorithm dedign wherel'; ;. is the received SINR at idle receivér Therefore,
secure communication. We assume a frequency flat slow fadihg maximum achievable secrecy capacity between the trans-
channel and the downlink channel gains of all receivers amitter and the desired receiver can be expressed as

known at the transmitter. The received signals at the disire +
receiver and thd( — 1 idle receivers are given by, respectively, Csec = {C - ke{lm_?’;{_l}clyk} ) (6)
y = hPx+z and (1) where [z]* = max{0,z}. In the literature, secrecy capacity,
yrk = ghx+z, Vk={1,...,K —1}, (2) ie., (8), is commonly adopted as a QoS requirement for syste

design to provide secure communicatibh [7], [8].
wherex € CVN7x1 and CNV*M denote the transmitted symbol

vector and the space of aN x M matrices with complex en- B. Energy ngvestmg Eff|0|enc¥ _
tries, respectivelyh” e C**N7 s the channel vector between In the considered system, the idle receivers are able tebarv
the transmitter and the desired receiver aftl € C'*N7 is energy for prolonging their lifetimes. Thus, energy hatives
the channel vector between the transmitter and idle recei@ificiency also plays an important role in the system desigh a
(potential eavesdroppek) (-)¥ denotes the conjugate transposghould_be considered in t_he pro_b_lem formulat|0n_. To this,end
of a input matrix.z, is additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)we define energy harvesting efficiency as the ratio of thd tota
with zero mean and varianee’. harvest power and the total radiated power. The total amount
To guarantee secure communication, artificial noise is ge®i-energy harvested by th& — 1 receivers is modeled as
erated at the transmitter to interfere with the channelg/den K—1
the transmitter and thé( — 1 idle receivers (potential eaves- HP(w, V) = Z r (wHka + Tr(GkV)), @)
droppers). In particular, the transmit signal vector E—1

3) wheree;, is a constantl > ¢, > 0, which denotes the RF
energy conversion efficiency of idle receivkrin converting
is adopted at the transmitter, wheres C'*! andw € CN+*!  the received radio signal to electrical energy. Indeedh bot
are the information bearing signal for the desired recearet beaming vectorw and artificial noise vectox carry energy
the corresponding beamforming vector, respectively. Samg and can act as energy supply to the idle receivers. Although
without loss of generally that{|s|?} = 1, where&{-} denotes increasing the transmit power in facilitates energy harvesting
statistical expectationv € CN+*1 is the artificial noise vector at the receivers, it may also increases the susceptibitity t
generated by the transmitter to combat the potential easpsd eavesdropping, cf({4)5(7). Therefore, the dual use ofici
pers. Specificallyy is modeled as a complex Gaussian randonpise in providing simultaneous efficient energy harveséind
vector with mearD and covariance matriv € HY:,V > 0. secure communication is proposed in this paper.
Here,H"V represents the set of al-by-N complex Hermitian ~ On the other hand, the power radiated from the transmitter
matrices andv = 0 indicates thalV is a positive semidefinite can be expressed as

matrix. TP(w, V) = ||w|* + Tr(V), 8
I1l. POWERALLOCATION ALGORITHM DESIGN where ||-|| denotes the Euclidean vector norm. Finally, the

In this section, we define different quality of service (QoS§nergy harvesting efficiency of the considered system isielfi
measures for secure communication systems with wireleXs
information and power transfer. Then, we formulate the eorr HP(w, V)
sponding power allocation problems. For the sake of natatio neff(w, V) = TP(w, V)’ ©)
simplicity, we define the following variabledl = hh”
Gk = gkgi[7k = {17...7K— 1}.

X =WS+V

and ¢ optimization Problem Formulations

We first propose two single-objective system design formu-
A. Secrecy Capacity lations for secrecy communication. Then, we consider the tw
€meivproposed system design objectives jointly under the fraonkew
d of multi-objective optimization. The first problem formtitan
aims at energy harvesting efficiency maximization:
Problem 1 (Energy Harvesting Efficiency Maximization):

Given perfect channel state information (CSI) at the r
the system capacity (bit/s/Hz) between the transmitterthe
desired receiver is given by

C=1lo (1 + I‘) and T = ﬂ (4) maximize ngff(w, V)
82 Te(HV) + 02’ VEHN:
H
whereT is the received signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio St Cl:& > Tyeq,
(SINR) at the desired receiver afit(-) denotes the trace of a Tr(HV) + 03
trix. e
matrix cp WIGKW P, k.

e T T S
1In this paper, a normalized energy unit, i.e., Joule-peoseé, is adopted. 5 Tr(GkV) R
Therefore, the terms power and energy are used interchialygieathis paper. C3: ||w|* + Tr(V) < Ppax, C4:V 0. (20)



Constantsl',., and 'y, ,Vk € {1,...,K — 1}, are chosen A. Semidefinite Programming Relaxation

by the system operator such thiat., > I'io, > 0 and the  pEor facilitating the SDP relaxation, we define
maximum secrecy capacity of the system is lower bounded by

Csec 2 10gy(1 + I'req) —logy(1 + max{lion }) 2 0. Poax Ny — wwH W= E,V = X, £= S (14)
C3 restricts the transmit power to account for the maximum € £ Tr(W) + Tr(V)
power that can be radiated from a power amplifier. and rewrite Problems 1-3 in terms ¥ andV.
To facilitate the presentation and without loss of gensrali  Transformed Problem 1 (Energy Harvesting Efficiency Max.):
we rewrite Problem 1 in{10) as minimize — Z e Tr(Gp(W + V)
V,WeHNt ¢ —1
nimize F (w,V o
Vo Al V) o TEW)
st. Cl-C4 (11) Tr(HV) + o026 — "
=5. TI‘(GkW)

where (. V) = rgf(w. V) O Gy rore <™

The second system design objective is the minimization of

the total transmit power and can be mathematically fornedlat C3: Tr(W) + Tr(V) < Puaxé,

as C4: W, V>0, C5¢>0,
Problem 2 (Total Transmit Power Minimization): C6: Tr(W) +Tr(V) <1, C7: Rank(W) =1, (15)
whereW = 0, W € H":, and Rank(W) = 1 in ({8) are

imize Fb(w. V \ L |
r?/lerﬁg}lae 2(w, V) imposed to guarantee th&% = ¢ww?!’. Here, Rank(-) is an

s.t. Cl1-C4 (12) operator which returns the rank of an input matrix.
Transformed Problem 2 (Total Transmit Power Min.):

whereFy(w, V) = TP(w, V). The design criterion of Problem

yields the minimal total transmit power that satisfies the vm%“gﬁ}vzte z
secrecy QoS requirement of the system. We note that Problem WERTE
Y st CL-C7. (16)

does not take into account the energy harvesting abilithef
idle receivers and focuses only on the requirement of physic Transformed Problem 3 (Multi-Objective Optimization):
layer security.

In practice, the two above system design objectives are VWeHN: £.7
both desirable for the system operator but they are usually = =5
conflicting with one another. In the literature, multi-ottige st _ _Cl -C7,
optimization is proposed for studying the trade-off betwee C8:\;(F) — F}) < 7, Vj € {1,2}, 17)
conflicting system design objectives via the concept of teare - K—1 —_— == = 1 .
optimality. In the following, we adopt the weighted Tchehgéf where Fy = -5y ek Tr(Gp(W + V), 5 = ¢, 7 is
method [[9] for investigating the trade-off between Problém an auxmary optimization variable, an@ {17) is the epidrap
and Problem 2. representatiori [10] of (13).

S o Proposition 1: The above transformed problenis](16)3(17)
Problem 3 (Multi-Objective Optimization): are equivalent to the original problems in11)3(13), respe
tively. Specifically, we can recover the solution of the oraj
minimize max {)\j(Fj (W, V) — Ff)} problems based ofi {114). .
: i ) o1 ca (13) Proof: Please refer to Appendix |. _ L
o ’ By relaxing constraint C7Rank(W) = 1, i.e., removing it
, , . ) from each problem formulation, the considered problems are
where/”" is the optimal objective value with respect to problemgn,ex SDP and can be solved efficiently by numerical solvers

formulationj. \; > 0'is a weight imposed on objective functiong,,cp, a5 SeDuMil[[11]. Besides, if the obtained solution for a
J subject to) . \; = 1. In practice, variable\; reflects the W

{ N relaxed SDP problem is rank-one matrix, iBank(W) = 1,
preference of the system operator for jhth objective over the o jt s the optimal solution of the original problem. Gaily,
others. In fact, by varying the values bf, ProbleniB yields the yore js no guarantee that the relaxed problems yield rank-
complete Pareto optimal set| [9], despite the non-conveofity

. ; k one solutions and the results of the relaxed problems sexve a
the set. In the extreme case, Prqu 3 is equivalent to Mblperformance upper bounds for the original problems.
jwhen); =1and)\; =0,Vi# j.

Remark 1: F is defined as the optimal objective with re-
spect to problem formulatiop in {I7). Whenever we consider

IV. SOLUTION OF THE OPTIMIZATION PROBLEMS an upper/(a lower) bound of problem then F* is referring

to the corresponding upper/(lower) bound value of the nabi

The optimization problems if (A1), (12), arld (13) are nomroblem;. As a result, if a bound of problemis considered
convex with respect to the optimization variables. In ortter in Problem 3, then by varying;, the relaxed SDP of Problem
obtain a tractable solution for the problems, we recastlero® 3 provides an approximation for the trade-off of the origina

1, 2, and 3 as convex optimization problems by semidefinipeoblems.

programming (SDP) relaxation and study the correspondingin the following, we reveal different conditions that ersur

optimality conditions. that Rank(W) = 1 holds for the relaxed problems and

minimize T



. " . . TABLE |
exploit theses conditions for the design of two suboptimal SUBOPTIMAL POWERALLOCATION SCHEME.

power allocation schemes. Since transformed Problem 3 is_a _ :
generalization of transformed Problems 1 and 2, we focus &wboptimal Power Allocation Scheme 2
the optimality conditions for SDP relaxation of transfone 1. Solve the relaxed SDP version of probldml(17) and problem

Problem 3. (20) in parallel
2: if the solution of the relaxed SDP version of the problem in
B. Optimality Conditions for SDP Relaxation (17) is rank-one, i.e.Rank(W) =1, then

3:  Global o_ptimal sglytion:true
In this subsection, we study the tightness of the proposed return W, ¢* V' = solution of the relaxed version of
SDP relaxation of transformed Problem 3. The Lagrangian problem [I7)

function of [IT) is given by 5: else
L 6: Suboptimal solutior= true
LW, V,7,6,a,8,0,u,k,1,Y,Z) 7. return W, ¢,V = solution of problem[{20)
2 8: end if
=7 —Te(YW) = To(ZV) + Y #; (N (Fj — F;*) = 7)
j=1

(@32) can be written as:

K-1
+ 3 00 (TH(GRW) = Tor, TG V) T, 0%¢) — v Mmoo
k=1 V,\WcHNt & 7
+ (@ + ) ( Te(W) + Tr(V) ) = A€ Prnax — 1 st C1-T6
K-1
+B(Freq Tr(HV) 4 Tyegéo? — TY(HW)), (18) C8: \ ( =) e Te(GLV) - Fl*) <7,
k=1
where 3, o, v, 1 > 0 are the Lagrange multipliers associated Xo(1/6—F5) <. (20)
with constraintsC1, C3, C5 and C6, respectively.d, with L
elementd,, > 0,k = {1,..., K—1}, is the Lagrange multiplier We note that the contribution of beamforming mat¥¥ in

vector associated with the maximum tolerable SINRs of ti@8, i.e., Tr(GZ'W), is neglected in[{20); a smaller feasible
idle users (potential eavesdroppers)@2. k, with elements solution set is considered. Besides, the solution of proi{i&0)
k; > 0,7 = {1, 2}, is the Lagrange multiplier vector associatetias always rank-one, i.eRank(W) = 1, since the sufficient
with constraint C8. MatricesY,Z > 0 are the Lagrange condition stated in Proposition 2 is always satisfied. Tioees
multipliers for the semidefinite constraints on matrid&sand the solution of problem[{20) serves as a performance lower
V in C4, respectively. Thus, the dual problem for the relaxdebund for the original optimization probler {13).
SDP transformed Problem 3 is given by 2) Suboptimal Power Allocation Scheme &:hybrid power
L allocation scheme is proposed and is summarized in Table I.
max ___min LW, V1.6 0,6,0,u,k,1,Y,7Z) In particular, we compute the solutions for the relaxed SDP
0BGl 20 WV EHN: 7. version of Problem 3 in[{17) and suboptimal scheme 1 in
St Z“’ -1 (19) parallel and select one of the solutions. When the solution
o — ’ for the SDP relaxation is rank-one, i.Rank(W) = 1, we
J select the solution given by the SDP relaxation since thbajlo
ptimal is achieved. Otherwise, we will adopt the solutioreg

where} . r; = 1 is imposed to enforce a solution of the du y the proposed suboptimal scheme 1.

problem that is bounded from below.
Now, we reveal different optimality conditions for ranken
matrix solutions for the relaxed SDP version of the transied V. RESULTS

problems in the following proposition. We evaluate the system performance for the proposed power
Proposition 2: Consider the relaxed SDP version of all trans- Y P prop P

formed problems foT',., > 0. Then, for the relaxed SDP allocation schemes using simulations. The system banbwidt

. . is 200 kHz with a carrier center frequency a0 MHz [12].
version of transformed Problems 1 andég,> &1 > 0,k is We adopt the TGn path loss modEel[13] for indoor communi-

a sufficient condition foRRank(W) = 1. We note that; = 1 cations with a reference distance for the path loss model of 2
holds for transforming Problem 3 back to Problem 1. For thé P

relaxed SDP version of transformed ProblenRauk(W) — 1 mhetersf. Thereda_lré( recelv(ejrshunlformly distributed z_etween f
always hold. the reference distance and the maximum service distance o

i . 10 meters. The transmitter is equipped with = 6 antennas
Proof: Please r_efer_ to Appendix ”_‘ . ~ and we assume a transmit and receive antenna gain of 10 dB.
In the following, inspired by Propositidll 2, two suboptimairhe myitipath fading coefficients are generated as indegrend
power allocation schemes are proposed. o and identically distributed Rician random variables witisi&n

1) Suboptimal Power Allocation Scheme IE: [y is inde- factor 3 dB. The noise power and the RF energy conversion
pendent of optimization variabl&, the sufficient condition in efficiency at the receivers are23 dBm ande, = 0.5,Vk,
Proposition 2, i.e.fy > k1 2 0,Vk, always holds. As a result, respectively. On the other hand, we assumg, = 10 dB and
we replacef; = — Zk;ll ex Tr(Gx(W + V)) in constraint T, = —10 dB, Vk, such that the minimum required secrecy
C8 by — ZkK:’ll e, Tr(G, V) and the relaxed SDP version ofcapacity of the system i€.. > 3.32 bit/s/Hz.
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Fig. 2. Average energy harvesting efficiency (percentagebus average Fig. 3. Average energy harvesting efficiency (percentagejus the average

transmit power, TPW, V), for K = 3 receivers, different power allocation transmit power, TOW, V), for Prax = 20 dBm, different power allocation
schemes, an®,,.. = 20 dBm. schemes, and different numbers of receivéfs,

A. Average Energy Harvesting Efficiency o o _ )
and facilitating efficient energy harvesting. As a resudisddine

Figure[2 depicts the trade-off region for the average systeffheme 1 performs worse than the other schemes. On the other
energy harvesting efficiency and the total transmit power fRand, baseline scheme 2 is not effective in minimizing the
K = 3 receivers. It is obtained from Problem 3 by varyingota| transmit power compared to the other schemes. However
the values of\; > 0 for P = 20 dBm. It can be observed gyrprisingly, it is an effective approach in maximizing the
that the average energy harvesting efficiency is a monatiyic energy harvesting efficiency as it is able to approach thdetra
increasing function with respect to the total transmit powegtf region achieved by SDP relaxation, at least in the high
Besides, the two p_roposeq suboptimal scheme_s performl_yclos&ansmit power regime. Roughly speaking, the performaage g
as expected, the system performance of suboptimal algofith 1 paseline schemes 1 and 2 are mainly due to the joint
is worse than that of the proposed suboptimal algorithm 2 aBBtimization of V and W.
the SDP relaxation, i.e., it achieves a smaller trade-affore.  Figure3 illustrates the trade-off region for the averaggeay
This is because the contribution of beamforming maW¥xto  energy harvesting efficiency and the total transmit power fo
energy harvesting is neglected in the design of the proposptgax — 20 dBm and different numbers of receivers, We
scheme 1. On the other hand, the proposed scheme 2 explgiigpare the system performance of the proposed scheme 2 with
the possibility of achieving the global optimal solutionavi the haseline power allocation schemes. It can be obseragd th
a superior performance compared to the proposed scheme dpift in the upper-right direction. In other words, the eper

For comparison, we also plot the average system enelgatvesting efficiency in the system increases with the numbe
harvesting efficiency of two baseline power allocation s688 of receivers but at the expense of a higher total transmitepow
for Problem 3 in Figur€l2. For baseline scheme 1, the artificihis is because there are more idle receivers in the system
noise covariance matri¥ is chosen to lie in the null space ofharvesting the power radiated by the transmitter which oves
H such that the artificial noise does not degrad_e the Chanﬂ% energy har\/esting eﬂ‘iciency_ However, having addition
quality of the desired receiver. Then, we optimi¥é and the idle receivers also means that there are additional pafenti
power of V' for Problem 3. In baseline scheme 2, maximursavesdroppers. Thus, a higher power level for artificiak@oi
ratio transmission (MRT) with respect to the desired re@eis  generation is required for guaranteing secure communpitati
adopted for the information beamforming mati¥W&. In other which leads to a higher total transmit power. We note that
words, the beamforming direction of matr is fixed. Then, in all the considered scenarios, the proposed power aitotat
we optimize the artificial noise covariance mati¥k and the schemes are able to guarantee the minimum secrecy data rate
power of W. It can be observed that the two baseline SChemQﬁ]uirement 0, > 3.32 bit/s/Hz.
achieve a significantly smaller trade-off region compared t
the two proposed suboptimal schemes. As a matter of fact, VI. CONCLUSIONS
both artificial noise and beamforming matrW are jointly In this paper, we introduced a multi-objective optimizatio
optimized for performing power allocation in our propose@roblem formulation for the power allocation algorithm idgs
suboptimal schemes via utilizing the CSI of all receivens.te in secure MISO communication systems with RF energy har-
contrary, the artificial noise is restricted to be injectetbithe vesting receivers. The problem formulation enables thé uk&a
null space of the desired receiver in baseline scheme llgss. of artificial noise for guaranteing secure communicatiod an
degrees of freedom are available for power allocation.dltfh facilitating power transfer to idle receivers. We have joegd
the artificial noise does not harm the desired receiver ia tha SDP based power allocation algorithm to obtain an approx-
case, it is less effective in jamming the potential eavasoleos imated solution for the multi-objective optimization ptein.



Besides, two suboptimal power allocation schemes progidi
rank-one solution were designed. Simulation results Uedei

Thus, matrixIy, (u* + o*) + ZkK:’ll G (0; — K7) is a positive
definite matrix with rankV;. From [25), we have

the benefits of the dual use of artificial noise and showed the

excellent performance of the proposed suboptimal schemes.

APPENDIX | - PROOF OFPROPOSITION1
The proof is based on the Charnes-Cooper transformat

[8], [14]. By applying the change of variables in{14) fo](11)

Problem 1 in[(Il) can be equivalently transformed to

0 e Tr(Gi (W + V)

minimize — —
W, VeHN: ¢ Tr(W) + Tr(V)
s.t. C1,C2,C3 C4,C5:¢>0,C7. (21)

Now, we show that[{21) is equivalent to

K-1
minimize — Z er Tr(Gr(W +V))
W, VcHNt ¢ 1
s.t. C1,C2,C3 C4,C7,
C5:¢>0, C6:Tr(W)+Tr(V)<1. (22

Denote the optimal solution df{R2) 88V , V", ¢*). If ¢* = 0,
then W =V = 0 according toC3. Yet, such solution cannot
satisfy C1 forI',.., > 0. As a result, without loss of generality,
the constraint > 0 can be replaced by > 0. Besides, it can
be deduced thaC6 is satisfied with equality for the optimal
solution, i.e.,

Tt(W) +Tr(V') = 1. (23)
We prove the above by contradiction. Suppose @&t is
satisfied with strict inequality for the optimal solutiong.i

Te(W') + Tr(V') < 1. Then, we construct a new feasible

solution (A,B,c) = (0W ,0V",8¢*) whered > 1 such
that Te(W') + Tr(V') = 1. It can be verified that the

point (A, B, c) achieves a lower objective value i {22) thant

(W", V", ¢%). Thus, (W', V", ¢*) cannot be the optimal so-
lution. As a result,[(T5) and(22) are equivalent.

The equivalence between transformed Problems 2 and 3 and

their original problem formulations can be proved by follog/
a similar approach as above.

APPENDIX Il - PROOF OFPROPOSITION2

The relaxed version of transformed Problem 3 is jointly

convex with respect to the optimization variables and asis
Slater’s constraint qualification. As a result, the KKT citioths
are necessary and sufficient conditions| [10] for the satutb
the relaxed problem. In the following, we focus on the KK
conditions related to the optimav :

Y20, o, B 000k >0, YW =0, (24)
K—-1

Y =Iy,(1+¢")+ Y Gt —x}) — 87H,
k=1

(25)

Here, Y*W' = 0 is the complemﬂt*ary slackness conditio
and is satisfied When_tbe columns'¥ lay in the null space
of Y*. Therefore, ifW  # 0 andRank(Y*) = N, — 1, then

fo

Rank(Y™) + Rank(8"H) > Rank(Y™* 4+ 5"H)

K-—1
Rank (INt (" +a%) + 3 Gul6] — ,5;)) — N,
ion k=1

= Rank(Y*) >N, — 1. (26)

FurthermoreW  + 0 is required to satisfy the minimum SINR
requirement of the desired receiver@L whenT',.., > 0. As
a result,Rank(Y*) = N; — 1 andRank(W ") = 1.

Now, we focus on the relaxed SDP version of transformed
Problem 2. By putting\ = 1 and A; = 0 in the relaxed
SDP version of transformed Problem 3, it is equivalent to the
relaxed SDP version of transformed Problem 2. Besideshit ca
be shown thats; = 0 and thusd; — x7 > 0 always holds.
Therefore, the relaxed SDP version of transformed Problem 2
has always a rank-one solution.

Next, we consider the relaxed SDP version of transformed
Problem 1. By setting\; = 1 and A2 = 0 in the relaxed SDP
version of transformed Problem 3, it is equivalent to thexet
SDP version of transformed Problem 1 and the result follows
immediately. We note thak, 1 holds for transforming
Problem 3 back to Problem 1.
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