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Abstract—This paper studies the coordinated beamforming
(CoBF) design for the multiple-input single-output interference
channel, provided that only channel distribution information is
known to the transmitters. The problem under consideration
is a probabilistically constrained optimization problem which
maximizes a predefined system utility subject to constrairg on
rate outage probability and power budget of each transmitte
Our recent analysis has shown that the outage-constrained
CoBF problem is intricately difficult, e.g., NP-hard. Therefore,
the focus of this paper is on suboptimal but computationally
efficient algorithms. Specifically, by leveraging on the blok
successive upper bound minimization (BSUM) method in
optimization, we propose a Gauss-Seidel type algorithm, dad
distributed BSUM algorithm, which can handle differentiable,
monotone and concave system utilities. By exploiting a weiged
minimum mean-square error (WMMSE) reformulation, we
further propose a Jocobi-type algorithm, called distributed
WMMSE algorithm, which can optimize the weighted sum rate
utility in a fully parallel manner. To provide a performance
benchmark, a relaxed approximation method based on polyblck
outer approximation is also proposed. Simulation results lsow
that the proposed algorithms are significantly superior to
the existing successive convex approximation method in bwot
performance and computational efficiency, and can yield
promising approximation performance.

Index terms— Interference channel, coordinated beamforming,
outage probability, convex optimization.

|. INTRODUCTION

to jointly design, e.g., power allocation and beamforming
strategies, to mitigate the inter-cell interference. Cared
with MIMO cooperation, the interference coodination regai

a relatively modest amount of backhaul communication [4],
and therefore is still viable when the backhaul capacity is
limited. To study the interference coordination scheme, we
consider the commonly used interference channel (IFC) inode
[5], where multiple transmitters simultaneously commatec
with their respective receivers over a common frequencylpan
and hence interfere with each other.

This paper focuses on the multiple-input single-output
(MISO) IFC, wherein the transmitters are equipped with
multiple antennas while the receivers are equipped withlsin
antenna. Our interest lies in theoordinated beamforming
(CoBF) design where the transmitters cooperate to optimize
their beamforming vectors in order to maximize a network-
wide utility function, e.g., the sum rate, proportionalrfegss
rate, harmonic mean rate, or the max-min-fairness (MMF. rat
Most of the works in the literature have assumed that the
transmitters have the perfect CSI. Under this assumption, t
MMF CoBF problem has been shown to be polynomial-time
solvable [6] and efficient algorithms have been proposed [6]
[7]. However, for the sum rate, proportional fairness ratd a
harmonic mean rate, the utility maximization CoBF problem
is difficult and has been shown NP-hard in general [6]. As
a result, most of the research efforts have been made in

Coc_)rdinated multipoir_lt (CoMP) has been recogn_ized_ as §Uboptima| but efficient approximation algorithms; seg,.,.e.
effective approach for interference management in WISG|€E‘B], [8]-[14] and also [15]—[17] for game theoretic apprhes.

cellular networks [2]. There are two main types of cooperati
namely MIMO cooperation and interference coordination

Global optimization algorithms are also available in [12B],
but they are efficient only when the number of users is small.

which offer a trade-off between performance gain and induce In practical wireless environments, acquiring accuragsls

overhead on the backhaul network [3]. Via high-capacitég is difficult, especially in a mobile network. By contrast

delay-free backhau_l, the coordinated base stations (BSS)_ the channel distribution information (CDI) remains unched
the MIMO cooperation share all the channel state mfornnahqor a relatively long period of time, and thus is easier to

(CSI) and users’ data, so they perform as a virtual multipl
antenna BS and high spectrum efficiency can be achieved. B35
interference coordination, the BSs only share CSI in Ordﬁﬂity ie
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Bbtain. However, given only CDI at the transmitters, theadat

smission would suffer from outage with a nonzero proba-
reliable data transmission cannot be guaredtall

the time, due to channel fading. In view of this, the outage-
aware CoBF design, which concerns the probability of rate
outage, has attracted extensive attention recently. Fonple,

the outage balancing CoBF problem was studied in [21]-
[23], the outage-constrained power minimization probleasw
considered in [21], [24], and the outage-constrained tytili
maximization problem was studied in [25]—-[27]. It turns out
that the outage probability constrained CoBF problem is a
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very difficult optimization problem. Specifically, it hasd® norm. A = 0 (A = 0) anda = 0 (a = 0) mean that the
shown in [28] that the outage balancing problem in [23] is imatrix A is positive semidefinite (definite) and the veciois
fact NP-hard. Besides, the outage-constrained CoBF probleomponentwise nonnegative (positive). We use the exmessi
[25]-[27] is NP-hard in general with not only the sum rate ~ CA (u, Q) if x is circularly symmetric complex Gaussian
but also the MMF rate (under the MISO setting) [28]. Thislistributed with mean: and covariance matri€). We denote
implies that efficient algorithms for high-quality approate exp(-) (or simplye()) as the exponential function, while(-)
solutions are indispensable. In [27], a successive congex andPr{-} represent the natural log function and the probability
proximation (SCA) algorithm and a distributed SCA (DSCAjunction, respectively. The principal eigenvalue of a rixatr
algorithm were proposed to handle the outage-constrainAdis denoted by\,,..(A). {a;x} denotes the set of all;;
CoBF problem. However, the computational complexity of theith subscriptsi, & covering all the admissible integers that
two algorithms is high, hence preventing them from practticare defined in the context, arfd. }, denotes the set of all
scenarios with a moderate to large number of users. a;r With the first subscript equal to. The set{a;; }x-; is

In this paper, we propose two efficient distributed CoBHefined by the sefa;i}+ excludinga;;.
algorithms for the outage-constrained utility maximigati
problem, one referred to as the distributebck successive Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT
upper bound minimizatiofDBSUM) algorithm and the other ~ Consider ai-user MISO IFC wherés transmitter-receiver
referred to as the distributesleighted minimum mean-squarepairs share a common spectral band. Each transmitter is
error (DWMMSE) algorithm. The DBSUM algorithm is a equipped withN; antennas, and all the receivers have single
Gauss-Seidel type algorithm, derived based on a judicieus antenna. Assume that transmit beamforming is used for data
formulation of the outage-constrained problem and apftina transmission. Specifically, let; = w;s; denote the signal
of the BSUM method in [29]. The DBSUM algorithm canintended for use, wherew; € C"* ands; € C are the
handle a general class of monotonic, differentiable comcalfeamforming vector and the information signal, respelyive
utilities. On the other hand, the DWMMSE algorithm isThe received signal at receiveiis thus given by

custom-devised for the weighted sum rate utility, and is a K
Jocobi-type algorithm so that all the transmitters can tgda z; = hlx; + Z hflx,+n;, i=1,....K, (1)
their respective beamformers in a fully parallel manner. A k=1,k#i

common merit of the Fwo qlgorithms is_ th_at the SprrOblemﬁherehM c CN+ denotes the MISO channel from transmitter
to be solved at each iteration are easily implementabléy Wit 1, receiver; and n; € C is the additive noise at receiver

problem dimension independent of the number of users. $Q,hich has zero mean and varianeg > 0. The channels

the two algorithms are computationally efficient and sd@laby,, - 4re assumed to be complex Gaussian distributed with zero
with the size of the network. To provide a benchmark for pefiaan and covariance mat@; = 0, i.e.,hy ~ CA(0, Qi)
formance evaluation of the proposed DBSUM and DWMMSE, 17 1 — 1. k. Assume Gaussian ;ignaling ’e_g_zw

algorithms, we further presentaconstraint relaxatiohrnegue _CN(0,1), and that each receivérdecodes the informatios
for the outage-constrained CoBF problem. The constraiffam the received signal with other users’ interferencatie
relaxed problem is solved byplyblock outer approximation ¢ noise (i.e., single user detection). Then, the instanta

(POA) algorithm [30] to obtain an upper bound for the optimal ey aple rate (in bits/sec/Hz) of thith user is given by
utility value of the original outage-constrained CoBF desb,

in splte_ of tre_mendous computation time. We shoyv b_y com ri ({hi b {wor}) =log, [ 1+ ’ i ‘ _ 7
puter simulations that the proposed algorithms signifigant |pH 2
) ) Zk;ﬁl’ kzwk’ +Ul
outperform the DSCA algorithm [27] in both performance . . .
We assume that only CDI is available at the transmitters;

and computational efficiency, and exhibit better scalgbili tis. the t itters K v the ch I :
with respect to (w.r.t.) the number of users. Moreover, b iatis, the transmitters know only the channel covarianae m

comparing with the performance upper bound obtained '.CeSQ““ b= 1""’K' pnder such cwcu_n_wstances, users
the POA algorithm, it can be corroborated that the propos ght suffer fro_m 'Fransm|SS|on qutage. Specifically,fist> 0
algorithms achieve high approximation accuracy in general ¢ the translT|SS|on r;’;lte of thieh USer. The_ outage event
Synopsis:In Section I, we present the system model anfpat 7i({Auxi by, {wi i) < Ri will occur with a nonzero
problem formulations. The proposed DBSUM algorithm anarOb"j‘b.IIIty due to channel}f{admg. Our goal is tq optimize th
DWMMSE algorithm are presented in Section Ill and Sectiofjansmit beamformergw; };_, so that a predefined system

IV, respectively. In Section V, we present the POA aIgorithrHt'l'ty’ which concemns the system throughput or user i)

which serves as a benchmark performance upper bound for %econ&ders a proper tradeoff between the two, is maximized

two proposed algorithms. Simulation results are then plexi under both transmission outage probability and transmigo

in Section VI to demonstrate the efficacy of the prc)pos%c&)nstraints. Mathematically, this can be formulated as the
algorithms. Finally, the conclusions are drawn in Sectidh V ollowing outage-constrained CoBF problem:

Notations: The set ofn-dimensional real vectors and com- max U(Ry,...,Rk) (3a)
plex vectors are denoted bg" and C", respectively. The wi€C R 20,
non-negative real vectors is denotedRy. The superscripts '

) . s.t. Pr{r;({hy;}r, < R;} <e¢, 3b

‘T’ and ‘H’ represent the matrix transpose and conjugate r{z({ ]”},k {wi}) it < (3b)
transpose, respectively. We dengte| as the vector Euclidean lwil <P, i=1,..., K, (3¢)
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whereU (R, ..., Rx) denotes the system utility of interestand{;({wx}r:) > 0 is a continuously differentiable function
P, > 0 is the power constraint of usérande; € (0,1) is the of {wy}rx; and is a unique solution to the equation
maximal tolerable rate outage probability for= 1,..., K. N

The outage probability constraint (3b) guarantees thatdte ©i(&i {widrzi) =

outage probability is no larger than a specified threskgld Inp; + o2& + Zln(l + (wf Quwy)-&) =0,  (7)
which is usually small, e.ge; = 0.1. According to [21], [27], ki

the outage probability in (3b) has a closed-form expressidor i =1,..., K.

and constraint (3b) can be explicitly expressed as N N
Proposition 1 can be proved by exploiting the fact that tlfie le

R; 2 R; H . )

In p; + (2]1_71%'1' + Zln (1+ 2 _Qw’“ Q’”wk) <0, hand side function in (4) is monotorimn u(ﬁf’g The idea
wi Qiwi = w;' Qiiw; is the same as the one reported in [28, Lemma 1] and interested

. _ (4)  readers may refer to [28, Appendix A] for the detailed proof.

wherep; =1 —¢ fori=1,..., K. _ By comparing problem (5) with problem (3), one can
As seen from (4), the outage-constrained CoBF problem (§)serve that the rate outage constraints in (3) [and (4)g hav

is in general nonconvex _and appears_difficult to deal with. Keen judiciously incorporated with the objective functiamd
fact, our recent complexity ar_lalyses_m [28] have shown thatis the function & ({wr}ryzi) that implicitly characterizes
problem (3) can be computationally intractable. In paficu the impact of cross-link interference plus noise on regeive
it has been shown in [28] that prob]gm (3) is NP-hard in |ndeed, as seen from (6):({wy}) is analogous to the
gelr}eral for the weighted sum-rate utility(R1,..., Rx) = achievable rate of a channel with channel ma@@y; and
2limy @il where a; > 0 for i = 1,...,K are the interference-plus-noise poweys; ({wy}rr). The key advan-
priority weights of users. Moreover, for the weighted min,_-age of reformulation (5) is that the constraint set is saiplar
rate (also known as the max-min-fairness (MMF) rate) wtilityyith respect to theK beamforming vectorsw, ..., wg,
U(Ry, ..., Rg) = minieq,.. k} Ri/ai, problem (3) is also though the objective functiol (R ({w;}),. .., Rx({w;}))
NP-hard in general ifV; > 2. Since maximizing the MMF s inyolved with all w;, coupled together. Nevertheless, this
rate is known polynomial-time solvable under perfect C§{pe of problems can be conveniently handled by the BSUM
[6], this implies that the outage-constrained CoBF problefiethod [29] in a distributed and low-complexity manner,

(3) is indeed more challenging. In view of the computationgie|ding an efficient algorithm for solving the the outage-
intractability of (3), in the subsequent Section Ill and 8Bt  onstrained CoBF problem (5).

IV, we propose two algorithms that can efficiently achieve
high-quality approximate solutions to problem (3). B. Brief Reiview of BSUM

In this subsection, using problem (5) as an example, we

IIl. OUTAGE-CONSTRAINED COBF BY DISTRIBUTED . ) . .
BSUM ALGORITHM Igrlefly review the BSUM method in [29]. For ease of exposi-
tion, let us define

Let us make the following assumptions on the system
utility U(-). Firstly, U(-) is nondecreasing with respect to U{wi}) 2 U(R({wg}), ..., Rx({wi})).

5118’ .tr.éﬁfgi’s;ﬁjsnp?acttglggylgr? u;serif izlwggitﬂgsgiégﬂzgea?ﬁe BSUM method [29] is a block-coordinate-decent-type
9 P X ' (BCD) method [32] where the block variables are updated in

e e e qunoin fshion, . flowing th Gauss Seideap
‘ P gensie. For problem (5)w, ..., wg are theK block variables.

enough to include some commonly adopted system ut|I|t|cF‘nsthemh iteration, variablap;, wherei := (n—1mod K)+1,

such as the weighted sum-rate utility, proportional fae'smeis undated by solving the problem
utility, harmonic mean utility, and the min-rate (MMF rate) P y 9 P

utility [6]. Under these assumptions, we show in this sectio wE"J =arg max U@ (w; | {wLnfll}) (8a)
how the outage-constrained problem (3) can be efficiently w; €CNe
handled in a distributed manner by the block successiveruppe st lwi|* < P, (8b)

bound minimization (BSUM) method reported in [29].

Where{w}f—”} denote the beamforming vectors obtained in
A. Equivalent Reformulation the (n — 1)th iteration, and/") (w; | {wL"_l]}) is a surrogate
The key ingredient of the proposed method lies in thiginction of/({wy}) QiVen{wLnil]}- The introduction of the
following equivalent reformulation of (3): surrogate functiord/® (w; | {w,[g”’”}) provides extra flexi-

. ) ) _bility in the algorithm design. In particular, rather thasing
Proposition 1 Problem (3) is equivalent to the following he original functior/({wy}), one may choose an advisable
problem UD (w; | {w,&"‘”}) that can either make problem (8) easily

Jnax URi({wi}), ..., Rx({wi}))  (53)
wi€CTe, =L, K INote that ®;(&;, {wy }ry;) is strictly increasing w.r.t&;. Moreover,
st jw|?°<P;, i=1,..., K, (5b)  since ®;(0, {wy }rri) = Inp; < 0 and ®;(0; 2Inp; L, {wytuss) =
where Sheiln (1 + (wfQuwi)(o; *Inp; ")) > 0, the solution of

@i (&, {witnzi) = 0 must be positive, i.e.&({wilrzi) > 0,
R;({wy}) £ logy(1 + fi({wk}k#)'waiiwi), (6) V{wy}xri, and can be efficiently obtained by bisection search.
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solvable or further lead to a closed-form solution. Henceherec > 0 is a penalty parameter and

the BSUM method is particularly useful when the ongmaﬁ(z (w; | {wy}) 2 (11)
objective function is intricate and difficult to optimize hich - o e o
is the case in problem (5) sincg({wy}rx;) are implicit 10%2(”51'({“’16}1#{)(2%{"”1' Qiwit —w] Quwi)), j=i,
functions without closed-form expression. It has been show| R; ({ws}) + %M(wf@jwi - @fIQijwi), Jj# i,

in [29] that the BSUM method performs very well in severa\;vhere% (z) denot;zs t]he real part of € C. Sincew” Q;;w;

practical signal processing and communication applicatio is convex inw;, its first-order approximation W.r.tw; = 1;
Theoretically, the BSUM method has the following conver, satisfies

gence property. _ _ _ _

w Qiw; > wHQu'wi + wH Quiw; — w! Quiw;,

Theorem 1 {29 Proposition2, Theorem 2(b)]:The iterates \hich implies thatR (wi | {w;}) in (11) satisfies

(w["], . ,w”]) converge to the set of stationary points of -
pr01b|em(5) ;S |Ong as Rz( (wl | {wk}) < Rl(wla {wk}k;éi)v \V/'Ll)i, (123)
P n | [z — D (L
U({wy)}) is differentiable infw; }; (9a) Ry (w; | {w}) = sz(){wk}). (12b)
UD (w; | {1} < Ulw;, {w ): op) Moreover, it is clef';\r thaf?,"” (w; | {wy}) is concave imw;.
) (tf | {tfk}) - (w_ {W0e}irs) (96) For j # 14, since R;(w;,{wy}rzi) IS convex w.r.t.
U (i | {wi}) = U({wr}); (9¢) w1 Q;;w; according to Lemma 1, its first-order approxima-
U (w; | {wy}) is continuous in(w;, {w;}); (9d) tion w.rt. wf Q;w; = wH Q;w;, i.e., Ry) (w; | {wy}) in
problem(8) has a unique solution, (9e) (11) f0j(j) # i, satisfies
for all ||w; |2 < P, |ws|? < Py, ik =1,...,K,andn > 1. Ry (wi | {wx}) < Rj(wi, {0 }ii), Vi, (138)
R (w; | {wi}) = B ({wi}). (13b)

Condition (9a) requires that the system utility function B
U(Ry,...,Rk) is differentiable, e.g., the weighted sum-raté closed-form expression of the partial denvatlgg%
utility, the proportional fairness utility and the harmomhean i (11) is given on the top of the next page, whef@ej N
utility®. Conditions (9b) and (9¢) imply that™ (w; | {w;}) u’;,?iju’)k for all j, k, and the second equality is obtained by
is a universal lower bound @f (w;, {wy}xxi) and it is tight applying the implicit function theorem [33] (for computing

locally whenw; = w;. 7%( wiikz1)) - Since 781%1;,({@}) is non-positive (see (14)),
If all the K beamforming vectors are treated as one bIocK%’ Qijw Ow; Qigw;
variable(w, . .., wg ), then the BSUM method reduces to thd?;’ (wszk}) in (11) forj # 7 is concave inw,. Besides, by

successive upper bound minimization (SUM) method [29]. e fact thatg;(-) |s a continuously differentiable function (see
Section 1V, we will use this SUM method to devise anothd?roposition 1)R '(w; | {w}) is continuous in(w;, {wy}),

algorithm for problem (5) with the weighted sum rate utilityfor all j =1,. K.
The surrogate functiod/() (w; | {wy}) in (10) thereby

C. DBSUM for Problen(5) has the followmg properties. First, from (12), (13), con-

As seen, to apply the BSUM method to our problem (5), orféuity of R Yw; | {w}) Vi, a_nd the monotonicity of
of the key steps is to construct appropriate surrogate iomst U (R, .. RK) we conclude that{") (w; | {wx}) in (10)
UD (w; | {w}),i=1,..., K, that satisfy conditions in (9b)- satlsfles the conditions (9b)- (9d) Second, from the con-
(9e). It turns out that this is not a trivial task since these cavity of R w; | {@x}), j = 1,...,K, monotonicity
no explicit expression fof; ({wy} ;). To overcome this, we and ConcaVIty ofU(Ry,...,Rk) and the quadratic penalty
notice that, in (6),R;({wy}) has some nice monotonicity and—5|lw; — w[|?, the surrogate functiot/”)(w; | {w;}) in
concavity (resp. convexity) with respect 0/ Q;;w; (resp. (10) is strongly concave, which infers that (9e) holds true.
w Qpwy), as stated in the following lemma. Therefore, we conclude that the BSUM method in (8) and

) (10) has the following convergence property:
Lemma 1 For eachi € {1,..., K}, the functionR;({ws})

in (6) is strictly increasing and strictly concave with respect t(l):> rog(;fsmon 2b|Suppose-| that the system lét"le’ N d  Rx)
wH Q;;w;, while it is nonincreasing and convex with resped? ifferentiable, jointly concave and is nondecreasing

to eachw” Qwy, wherek € {1,.... K " w.r.t. each R;, z' = ,K. Then, the sequence
Wi Qi { I {U{w}), u({wi), ... }generated by the BSUM method

The proof is given in Appendix A. Based on Lemma 1, wén (8) and (10) conver es monotonlcally, and every limit point
propose the following surrogate function for updatiwg. of the sequencé w1 . is a stationary point

U@ (w; | {wi}) 2 of problem(5).

(i _ (i _ c _ Proof: Let i := (n — 1 mod K) + 1. Then we have
V(B i@, . Bwil{@)) — 5w~ (20) ' ﬁ‘ mﬂ}>[ﬂ
u({wk }) :U( {wy, }k;&i)

n=1

2We should mention that the BSUM method [29] can also handle

y 1
non-differentiable problems, but it requires additionagularity assump- > u(z)( z[ | {w[n ]})
tion on the objective function. The non-differentiable MMfate utility > 7700 [n—1] n—1]
U(R1,...,Rk) = min;eqy . gy Ri/a; unfortunately does not satisfy U ( | {w })

the regularity assumption. Alternative approach to hawydlihe MMF rate o —1]
utility problem will be discussed in Section IlI-D. - u({wk }) (15)
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OR;({wi}) _ Ology(1+¢; - wi'Qyw;)
ow Qijwi % &= (i biry)

_ L o &G Umegy) 1
2 (L+ & wntezi) i) 14 L& ({Wnbrrs) 05 + 305 Lo (1 + Loj&G ({wr}rz))

_ L& (W) ettt o2 Iy -
T e (O ) (ﬂ+;1+f¢j@<{wk}k#>ﬂ <0

o 95 (wntrz))

owl Qijw;

where the first inequality comes from (9b), the second inequavhere~ can be any positive real value. The inequalities in
ity comes from the optimality 0&11["] to problem (8), and the (16) show that—% log, (22;1 2774~ ) can be used as an
last equality results from (9c). Equation (15) implies tif& approximation ofmin,c(; nyan, and the approximation

.....

system utility is nondecreasing from one iteration to aeoth o1or is no larger thari222Y By (16), we approximate the
On the other hand, due to the transmit power constraints (SR)vE rate utility as v

the sequenc@/ ({w,;"'})} _, is bounded. Hence, the system K

utility converges monotonically. As previously mentionée min R; ~ 1 log Z o—Ri/e 20(R, Rio)
surrogate functions/(”) (w; | {w;}) satisfies the conditions ic{1,...x} o; 2 A :

in (9). Therefore, we obtain from Theorem 1 that every limit . . — L . -
point of the sequenc{e(w[lo], o ’wg% (w&”, o ’wg% ! It is readily to see thal/ (R, ..., Rk) is differentiable, jointly

is a stationary point of problem (5). concave in(Ry, ..., Rx), and is strictly increasing w.r.t. each

As 1) (w; | {wy}) in (10) is (strongly) concave, problemfi’ |Zie§ 1,..., K. Therefore, the DBSUM algorithm can be
(8) is a convex problem which is efficiently solvable. More pplied.

importantly, the BSUM method can be implemented in @emark 1 The DSCA algorithm proposed in [27] handles
distributed manner, as only one user is involved at eagly oytage-constrained problem (3) in a similar fashion as
iteration. Information required for solving (8) can be obtal . proposed DBSUM algorithm, but the former solves a

through message exchange between users. This leads tod¢e jnyolved subproblem [27, Eqn. (36)] than the latter at
proposed DBSUM algorithm as detailed in Algorithm 1. gach jteration. Specifically, the problem size, i.e., numbe

of variables and number of constraints, of [27, Eqn. (36)]
is in the order of K. By contrast, the problem size of the
1: Given a set of beamforme@ul[ol} satisfying (5b), and set subproblem (8) in Algorithm 1 is independentigf Moreover,

n := 0; Transmitteri sends the quantityw.”)# Q,;w!”  problem (8) has a simple 2-norm constraint, which makes it

i=1

Algorithm 1 DBSUM algorithm for handling problem (5)

to transmitterj, Vj #i,i=1,..., K. easily implementable by using, e.g., the gradient prajecti
2: repeat method [32, Section 2.3.1]. We will show by simulations that
3 n:i=n+l, Algorithm 1 is indeed computationally more efficient thae th
4 i:=(n—1mod K)+1; DSCA algorithm.

5. For all j#i, transmitter; computest({w,[C"_”}) and
(w1 .
OR; {w," '} by (6) and (14), respectively, and senddV- DISTRIBUTED WMMSE ALGORITHM FORWEIGHTED

6’wqui,j’wi )
them to transmittet: SUM RATE MAXIMIZATION

6:  Transmitteri solves (8) using (10) and ?11) to obtain In the previous section, the DBSUM algorithm for problem
w!™, and sends the quantitys!)7 Q,;w\" to trans- (5) updates the beamforming vectors in the Gauss-Seidel

%

mitter 7, vlj # i manner, though it can handle a general utility function. In
7w = wl Y vk £ this section, we focus on the weighted sum rate (WSR) utility
8: until the predefined stopping criterion is met. U(Ry,...,Rx) = ),_, a;R; and further propose a Jacobi-

9: Output {wz[”]} as an approximate solution of problem (5)type distributed algorithm where the beamforming vectors
are updated in parallel at each iteration. The idea behind

is a judicious combination of the SUM method (i.e., the

D. MMF Rate Utility Maximization BSUM method with only one block) [29] and the WMMSE
Unfortunately, the MMF rate utilityU(Ry,..., Ryx) = reformulation [11]. To proceed, let us rewrite (5) with the

min;e ¢y, xy Ri/a; is not differentiable, and thus the DB-WSR utility here

SUM algolrlt.hm (Algorithm _1) cannot directly be ap_plleq. To max Uy ({w1e}) (17a)

resolve this issue, we consider tlog-sum-exmpproximation w; €CNt, i=1,... K

of the min function [34]; specifically, it is known that st |jw||?<P;, i=1,...,K, (17b)

ne{l,..,N} “ne{l,.,N} 0 We aim to handle (17) by the SUM method [29], using

1 - 102N wherelys, ({wi )2 aslog, (146 ({wp besdw! Quw;)
min GnZ__IOgQ ZQ—WM > min Gy — wsT kf)=21i—1Xil089 % kS k#)W; it Wy ).
v n=1
(16) a properly designed surrogate function that is amenable to
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parallel implementation. To the end, let us recall the fiorct following function
D, (¢, {wr tri) In (7). Given any feasible poinfw,} satis- i B N
fying (17b), ®;(¢;, {wy }x+i) has an upper bound as follows w:({wk} | {we}) =

(G, {witirs) =Inpit o7+ > (14w Quwil;) > ailogy(1+ G({w ks {wr i) - wf Quws). (22)
k#i i=1
<Inp; +02G + In(1+wHQ W, C; serves as a locally tight lower bound of the WSR utility
= ‘ ; ( E Qi) Upsr({wr}) in (17a). By defining
n Z WHQkwk(; — W Qrwk(; Qi ({W}iri) =i ({wr b eti) - Qs (23a)
~H Ty (- = _ _ _ _ —1
o 14w, Qriwi(; Qji({w}iri) = (14wl Qjiw;& ({wi ki) Qi (23b)
_ U_’HQk"leE‘ — .
=Inpi+Y In(1+wlQpwil)—) —h—rr ot fori,j =1,...,K,j #1,and by (19), one can further express
P ; ( K QriwiGi) ; 1+ wHQy, wy(; Upsr(- | ) as
H ~ _
(e ) (1) | 1) =
oz LT W QuitiG K w Qiw;
B Zai log, (1—!— — ), (24)
= Wi(Gi, {wr bz | {n ) (18) Pt 0F + 32w Qjiw;
where (; = & ({wk}rzi), and the inequality is due towhere Q;;({w},;) are denoted byQ; for all i,j =
the first-order approximation of the concave logarithm fund, ..., K, for notational simplicity. It is interesting to note

tion, i.e., In(y) < In(z) + == Vx,y > 0. Note that that Upsr({wy} | {wy}) in (24) is virtually the WSR of
Ui (G, {wr ez | {wr}rz) is a locally tight upper bound an IFC, and the ratio idog,(-) is the associategignal-to-
of ®;((;, {wk}ri); moreover, similar to®;(&;, {wy}rzi), interference-plus-noise-rati¢SINR). It is known that SINR is
U, (G, {wr ez | {wr}rxi) is continuously differentiable closely related to the minimum mean-square error (MMSE)
W.r.t. (G, {wi}r+i), and is strictly increasing w.r.t(;. As of estimated symbols, and this relation has been exploited
a result, there exists a unique continuously differengéiablor developing efficient precoder optimization algorithreee,

function, denoted by; ({wr }x2i | {Wk }r£:), Such that e.g., the iterative WMMSE method in [11]. Here, we adopt an
B B idea similar to the one in [11] to further obtain a lower bound
Wi (Gi({w ril{wn brpi), {wi bz | {0r}rzi) =0, of Uy (- | -) that is separable overwy,}.
for all {wi}rx. In particular, it follows from (18) that CO_”?'S'er anN; x NN, MIMO channel with channel ma-

trix Q./%, where (Q/*)7Q}/? = Qu, and additive noise

i i | {w ;) has a closed-form expression as 7 :
< ({wk}/ﬁé | {wk}lﬁé ) p n; ~ CN(O’ (0‘12 -+ Z];ﬁz ijszw_]) . INt), WhereINt is the

G{wr brzi | {wr}isi) = N; x N, identity matrix. Suppose that the transmitter sends the
wiQ ;w; -1 information signals; to the receiver via transmit beamforming
%({wk}k#)(af—kzl — 3 Zh T ) (19) w;, and the receiver estimatas by linear decodey;. Then,
7 1w Qiw; & ({ Wi i) the MMSE of the estimation is given by
_ 2 _
where min, |1 - v Q) wi| + (02 + > wl Quw;)yly,
(D) 23 W Qjiw; - & ({ Wk} rri) np e i
1 kik#i) — — — — - 7 M
” pwr 1+ wf! Qjiw; - & ({wr } i) —1_ w' Qiiw;
_ _ _ o2 + 8wl Qw,
= (1 + @/ Qiw; - &({wi i) ' EJ*;I_J Qjites .
Ul i - (1 by Quiti, ) . (25)
_Z w; Qjiw; - & ({ Wk F i) o+ 20wy Qjiw;
= > T meﬁ’lI)j & ({wp }roti) The optimaly; to (25) can be shown to be
JF#i : ~1/2
+ 026 ({wr ) (by (7)) yi= Qi wi (26)
2 K HQ . ap.
>0, V{wy }rri- (20) 0; + 2 5o wi Qjiw;

Then, we can further obtain a lower boundmsr({wk} |
By (19) and (20), one can see th@t{wy}rxi | {Wk}tezi) >  {w),}) as presented in (27) on the top of the next page, where
0 for all feasible{wy }x.2; and{wy }x.;. Moreover, from (18) 4. is defined as

Emd 51191,5%%{11);3};@#3 | {wi}rzi) is a locally tight lower 5 2 Q2w o 5 o9
ound or§;(yw i)y L., T = = ) =L, . R,
kik# 0'1-2 + Zj(zl wj‘quiwj
Gi{wr i | {wr i) < &({wn i), (21a) and the second inequality is obtained by the fact that
Gi({wi i | {wrtrri) = & {0k Feti), (21b) —In(y) > —In(z) — == Va,y > 0. Moreover, by (25), (26)

and (28), one can show that the lower bouig, ({wy} |
for all [|wg||? < Py, |[wkl|®* < Py, k # i. Therefore, the {wy}) is actually locally tight tolfy,s, ({ws} | {wy}) when
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uwsr({wk} | {’lIJk})

K ’l.UH Q oy —1
=S il ((1+ Qi ) ) (by (24))
; ° U?*‘Z#i ’wag‘i’wj
K B 2 _
> > —alog, (] 1= Q;/*wi| + (07+ Y wl'Qiw;) gl y) (by (25))
i=1 J#i

K 2 0 =gH QY w2 (024 L, wh Qiw;) g g
g A1/2 _ _HA N _H — Q; Y, i Wi g; i W Qﬂw])yz Yi
> g —Oéilogz(’l—yzHQii/ w; +(Ui2+§ :wajiwj)yzHyi)+1 2<1_ AL 5 - _'jq— N A~
i i n I1-9{Q;f wi|2+(ai+2j;ﬁiwg’ jSwj)yi Yi

£ 7wsr({wk} | {wx}), (27)

wp = wy Yk = 1,... K, ie, Upsy ({wy} | {wp}) = Algorithm 2 DWMMSE algorithm for problem (17)
Uy sr({wy} | {wy}). Combining this result with the fact that
Uwsr({wsi} | {ws}) is alocally tight lower bound of the orig-

1: Input a set of beamformer&uz[o]} satisfying (17b);

= 2: Setn = 0;
inal WSRU,... ({w}), we conclude thall,.., ({wi} | {wx}) rep:at
is also a locally tight lower bound @f,,s-({wy}), satisfying 4: no—mn i1
Upsr({wr} | {wp}) < Upsr ({wyp}), (29a) 5  Each transmitter obtainswl[."] by solving (31), and
Unpsr ({1} [ {10k }) = Unpsr ({101}), (29b) sends(w;")" Q;jw;" to transmitter; for all j#i,
_ . F s NINH ey, 0,7 . .
Uor ({wy ) | {w)}) is continuous in({wy}, {@r}), (29¢) 6:  After receiving the quantitiesw; ") qu}g@. Vi # j,
B each transmittey sendst;; = ——mrg—artt——
for all [|wy|? < Py, |wp|? < Pe, k=1,..., K. o 9 TR Quw b )
Therefore, we can apply the SUM method [29] (i.e., BSUM to transmitter; f?lrié}” i#j, wherewy, = w,.", Vk, and
with one block variablgws, ..., wg)) to problem (17), by 0:jQi; = 1;Qi;y5 5 (cf. (23b)),Vi, 7, i # j;

using Uy ({wi} | {wi}) in (27) as the surrogate function. 7: until the prﬁ]defined stopping criterion i§ met.
Specifically, according to SUM, the beamforming vectors are8: Output {w, "} as an approximate solution of (17).
iteratively updated as

(w[ln],...,w[K”]):arg max Zflwsr({wk}|{w,[€"_”}) (30) V. OUTER APPROXIMATION BY POLYBLOCK
lows 2 <P, OPTIMIZATION
By (29) and by [29, Theorem 1], the sequence generated byrhe DBSUM algorithm and the DWMMSE algorithm (that
(30) is guaranteed to converge are based on BSUM and SUM methods [29], respectively)
presented in the previous two sections are so called “inner”
Proposition 3 Every limit point of {(w[ln], e ,w&?])};’f:l approximation methods [35] since, at each iteration, the ap
generated by30) is a stationary point of problenil7). proximate beamforming solutions are restrictively feksdnd

provide lower bounds to problem (3). In this section, we

) ) consider an “outer” approximation method that instead elv
tation of (30) can be completely parallel with only %n constraint-relaxed version of problem (3), thus prawgdi
Sma" amount. .Of messages exchanged among the tr%] per bounds to the optimal value of problem (3). The motive
mitters. Specifically, because bth the surrogate funct|9 that the proposed DBSUM and WMMSE algorithms can
Uw”({wkﬂ{w.’“}) and the constraint set are separable OVEk benchmarked against such a method, as the approximation
the beamformlng vectoray,, ..., wx, problem (30) can be errors of the proposed algorithms are no larger than the gap
decomposed intd¢ parallel subproblems as (see (27)) between the outer and inner approximation methods. Com-

Unlike the DBSUM algorithm (Algorithm 1), implemen-

wl[,”] =arg min 7|1 — QZHQL/QUJ”? pared with the exhaustive search method which is not feasibl
llwi[* <P when the number of users is large, the outer approximation
+> ni(wf Qyw;)ygfy; (31) method is computationally more efficient.
i ' Our approach is based on the polyblock outer approximation

. o o A1/2 (POA) algorithm [18]-[20], [30], [36], which is used for
for i :_11;1' S ff W_hsr_e"j lé ,ﬁﬂl a y}HQa’J/ w; |,2,+ (0.72' + solving themonotonic optimization problenj80]. To be self-
Yokp; Wi Qijwi )y y;] 7Y G =1, K. Inaddition, prob- oo ained, a review of the POA algorithm is given in Appendix
lem (31) can be solved very efficiently, e.g., using the gmdi g R ghly speaking, the POA algorithm systematically con-
projection method [32, Section 2.3.1] or the Lagrange dugl,cts 5 sequence of optimization problems which has a
method [34]. Finally, we summarize the proposed DWMMSEyyctyred feasible set (called polyblock; see Definitiom 1
algorithm for problem (17) in Algorithm 2. Appendix B) that contains the feasible set of the original

3For the SUM method, convergence is guaranteed without tleel s Problem. The structured feasible set shrinks at everytitera
unique solution to problem (30); see [29, Theorem 1]. and converges to the true feasible set of the original pmble
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R; _ Heo .
Thereby, the objective values of the constructed problemsd% Yk # i are non-negative, we can further
converge to the true optimal value from above asymptoticalobtain

Recall the outage-constrained problem (3). By (4) and (7), Ri_ 1142 R voHey.
In { ;- <1+w) H< (2 Dw;, ka’wkﬂ

problem (3) can be compactly written as

w/Qiw; )3 wl Qiw;
]I%ngx U(R17 ) RK) (32a) v 9 kit @
L0 > 1n {p_ , <1+(2Ri_1)af iy (2Ri_1)wakiwk)]
= ‘ 7O w0, 7O w0,
st[Ri,....Ri]"€eR2 | R({wi}), (32b) wQiwi = wQiw
iIP<Pi, 01-2 + Tr(w i w
i Hiu;1”,...,K —In |:Pi' (1+ _ Zk;éjl ( kHQk k))} (36)
where (2 — 1)~ Tr(w]” Qijw;)
R({wy}) £ for i = 1,..., K. By using the lower bound in (36), we
Ri _ obtain the following problem which has a relaxed constraint
. 2R _ 1
{[Rl, . Rg]"=0®; < TQ,w {wk}k;éz) <0, VZ} set comparing to problem (3)
(33) | Cljlvlta);>0 U(Ry,...,RK) (37a)
By the fact that®; ( —2- é L {wy}rei ) is increasing w.r.t. SR
R;, one can easily vern‘y thaR({wk} is a normal set; o7+ e Tr(wrwfiQri)  1—p;
thus R C R, which is the union of normal sets, is also a LR ) o Q) = (37b)

normal set [30, Proposition 3]. As a result, problem (32) is a .
monotonic optimization problem. However, directly applyi Tr(ww <P, i=1.... K. (37¢)
the POA algorithm (Algorithm 4 in Appendix B) to problemFurthermore, we consider theemidefinite relaxatiofSDR)
(32) results in prohibitively high computational complgxin ~ technique [37], by which we relax the rank-omgw,” to a
particular, both step 3 and step 7 of Algorithm 4 for problel@SD matrixW; = 0, for all i = 1,..., K. The resultant

(32) corresponds to solving a problem of the form problem can be expressed as
max U(Boy, ..., Rvk) Ir%n%(K U(Ri,...,RK) (38a)

st [Buf, ..., pui]" € R.

T D A D

= max 15} (34) St.[Ry,...,Rk]" €R= R({Wx}), (38b)

B3>0, wleCNt Tr(W,)<P;,

1=1,..., W, >0, Vi

ol 1 where
s.t. (IJZ-( TQuw {wk}k;&z) <0, R{W,}) £
i W; 2+ T W . o
|wi|*<P;, i=1,...,K, {[Rla---,RK]Tto U;Rzl’“’iﬁff VJQk)Sl Pi i
where v* = [vf,...,v%]T = 0 is a given point, and the (2%=1) (WiQui) pi

equality is due to the fact that the utility(-) is nondecreasing. (39)

As seen, problem (34) is equivalent to problem (3) with thiote thatR C R C RX, ie., problem (38) is a relaxed
MMF rate utility, which, however, is NP-hard in general (whe problem of problem (32). Problem (38) is a monotonic opti-
N, > 2) as proved in [28, Theorem 3]. Hence, it is inefficientization problem a& can be verified to be normal. Moreover,
to use the POA algorithm to solve problem (32). compared to (32), problem (38) can be handled by the POA
To overcome this issue, we instead consider a relaxafyjorithm in a more efficient manner. Specifically, step 3 and
convex aEproxmatlon problem. Let us consider a lower boustep 7 of Algorithm 4, which is in Appendix B, for problem

of ®; (m {wi}rzi) (cf. (7)) as follows (38) now correspond to solving
oRi _q maXN,th 153 (40)
®; < TQuw {wk}k;éz) p=0 X’f?x
1 W5 . , T W . N
N AU Vs st Gl_tZk#z r(WiQri) _ 1 pi.
ZMmpi+in {1+ wH Qw; (2P0 — 1) Te(WiQu) —  pi
(2R1 _1)w]€Ikawk TI‘(WZ)SPZ, Wl - O,Z: 1,,K,
+ Z n <1 + wl Qiw; ) which can be shown efficiently solvable by a bisection method
ket R ) [34]. In Algorithm 3, we summarize the POA algorithm for
—In {p_ % <1 + (27 —1)o; > solving problem (38) to obtain an upper bound of the optimal
K2 H .
w;” Qi w; utility value of problem (3).
2" — Dw{ Qriwy
X H <1 + wH Quiw; ’ (35) VI. SIMULATION RESULTS
i In this section, we evaluate the performance of Algorithm
for i = , K, where the inequality is owmg ta >

1 and Algorithm 2 by simulations. The noise powers at all

In(1 + CC) W > 0. Moreover, since the termém receivers are assumed to be the same, ié.,= --- =



SUBMITTED TO IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING, MAY 2@ 9

Algorithm 3 POA algorithm for solving problem (38)

_ —~35 ‘ ,
1: Initialization: Set the solution accuracy as> 0, and set g % . ——POA, n=0.2 K=2
n = 0. £ 8[|~y DBSUM.n=02
2 Set V(0] = v*[0] 2 [f[0],...,05[0]7, where £ .4 _‘%‘_ng\’*ﬁj;%z
vr[0] = 1_og2(1 + ln(l/pi)Pi./\max(.Qii)/af), is the maxi- a i 7 ~/- DBSUM, ri=1.0
mal achievable rate of usérfori=1,..., K; BE 2[|-A-DsCA n=10 M
3: Solve problem (40) withy* = v*[0] by bisection to obtain 52 15 X
53*[0], and sets[0] = £*[0]v*[0]; 28 =
4: while U(vi[n],...,vik[n])=U(01[n],..., 0k [n]) > ¢ do %% 1r i
5 n:i=n+1; géos Z . —:ié:::?ﬁ:: XX
6:  SetVin] = {V[n — 1I\{v*[n — 1]}} Hv*[n — 1] — Z3 A - - X K3
(vf[n—1]—;[n—1))e; } £ |, wheree; is theith column L oo ‘ : ‘ :
of the K x K identity matrix; 0 5 10 " §5dB 20 2 30
7. Find v*[n] = arg mg[X]U(vl,...,vK) followed by 0" (dB)
vevVn
solving problem (40) withv* = v*[n] by bisection to @
obtaino[n] = *[n]v*[n]; 35 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
8: end while ——POA, n=0.2 K=2
9: Output U(vi[n],...,v}[n]) as the approximation of the 3| =7~ DBSUM, n=0.2

—A—DSCA, n=0.2
25/ - - -poA, n=1.0

|| - -DBSUM, n=1.0
-A-DSCA, n=1.0

optimal value of (38).

L

o2, and all the power constraints are set to one, i.e.,
= ... = Px = 1. The channel covariance matricé®;; }
are randomly generated with full column rank, and with the
maximal eigenvalues ofQ;x} normalized to\,,.x(Q:;) = 1,

2
Ok
Py

Average Weighted Harmonic
Mean Rate Utility (bits/sec/Hz)

Amax(Qix) = n for all k # 4,4 = 1,..., K. The parameter 05 o
€ (0,1], thereby, represents the relative cross-link interfer- oY
ence level. The tolerable outage probabilities are set0tg 0 > 10 %5 20 25 30
for all receivers, i.e.¢e; = .-+ = ex = 0.1. The stopping Lo® (dB)
conditions of Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2 are (b)

[n)] [n—K] _3 In—KJ\\| . Fig. 1: Performance comparison for the proposed DBSUM
‘Z/{({wk B —U{wy })‘ <10 ‘Z/{({wk })‘ + (413) algorithm (Algorithm 1) and the DSCA algorithm, féf = 2,
41b) (c1,a2) = (3,3), Ny = 4, and for K = 3, (o1, az,03) =
_ _ ~(3#.4.1), N; = 4; (a) average proportional fairness utility and
respectively. Note that the DSCA and SCA algorithms in [21b) average harmonic mean utility versligr2.
are also subject to the same stopping conditions as in (d1), r
spectively. The four algorithms (DBSUM, DWMMSE, DSCAboth = 0.2 (the weak interference scenario) and= 1.0
and SCA) are all initialized by randomly generated unitmor (the strong interference scenario). It can also be observed
complex vectors, i_e_le[OJ” — 1, forall i = 1,..., K. that for the case ok = 2, the DBSUM algorithm and
Besides, we also run the POA algorithm (Algorithm 3) afie DSCA algorithm almost achieve the performance upper
it can yield an upper bound to problem (3). The subprobleRpund obtained by the POA algorithm, implying that both
involved in step 3 and the one in step 7 are handled by tREthem can achieve near optimal performance. For the case
convex solvercvx [38], and Algorithm 3 is stopped if it either Of K = 3, a non-negligible performance gap between the

has spenR00 iterations or has reached the solution accurady@A upper bound and the DBSUM and DSCA algorithms
of § = 10-3. All simulation results are averaged over 50§an be observéd Nevertheless, both the DBSUM and the

realizations of CDI{Q, }. DSCA algorithms can achieve at lea’9% of the upper

Example 1: We demonstrate the efficacy of Algorithm 1bound, indicating that the performance loss must be within
i.e., the DBSUM algorithm, by comparing it with the DSCA20% compared with the global optimum to problem (3).

algorithm in [27] and the benchmark POA algorithm. We first Figure 1(b) displays some simulation results for the
consider the cases df = 2 and K = 3, and the number of weighted harmonic mean rate utility. One can observe that,
transmit antennas is set f§, = 4. The priority weights are for the case ofK' = 2, the DBSUM and the DSCA almost
set as(ay, o) = (%, %) and (o, oo, a3) = (%’ %7 %) for the achieve the optimal performance; while for the casé&of 3,
K =2andK = 3 cases, respectively. Figure 1(a) shows sonige DSCA algorithm performs slightly better than the DBSUM
simulation results for the weighted proportional fairneste
utility. One can observe from Figure 1(a) that the DBSUM 4We found in simulations that under this setting the POA aigor in

. . . eneral cannot reach the preset solution accuracy withthi@®ations. So
algorlthlm and.the DSCA algorlthm almost y'eld the sa e performance gap might be reduced if one allows moretibeia for the
proportional fairness rate for boti = 2 and K = 3, and for POA algorithm.

el ~u(wl | <1072 ful )

)
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Fig. 2: Simulation results of average achievable weighted mFig. 3: Performance and complexity comparison for
rate utility versusl /o2, for (@) n = 0.5, (b) » = 1.0, where DWMMSE, DBSUM, and DSCA algorithms, wherg/c? =
K=4,a1=-=as=1 N, =2,4,8. 10dB,n = 0.5, a; = --- = ax = 1, rank(Qu;) = N; for
all k,. (a) Average sum rate versus number of uséf} @nd

algorithm, thOUgh both algorithms achieve at legsk of the (b) average time Consumption versus number of us&'$ (
optimal harmonic mean rate.

Example 2: In Figure 2, we demonstrate the efficacy ofequirement; however, it can be improved as the number of
the DBSUM algorithm for handling the MMF rate utility. transmit antennas increases.
Since the log-sum-exp approximation is used, we denote it byExample 3: In this example, we consider the sum rate
DBSUM-LSE in Figure 2. We consider 4user MISO IFC utility, and compare the performance and complexity of the
under a medium interference level= 0.5 [Figure 2(a)] and DBSUM algorithm, the DWMMSE algorithm (Algorithm 2)
a strong interference level = 1.0 [Figure 2(b)], respectively. and the DSCA algorithm. To demonstrate the scalability ef th
The user priority weights are settobbg = --- = a4 = i, DBSUM algorithm and the DWMMSE algorithm, we consider
andy = 5 is used in the log-sum-exp approximation (segcenarios for multiple usersk( = 2,3,...,6) and multiple
(16)). Note that the DSCA algorithm is not able to handl&ansmit antennas\; = 2,4,8). The SNR and relative cross-
the MMF rate function, so we instead compare DBSUMink interference level are respectively fixed tgs? = 10 dB
LSE with the centralized SCA algorithm [27]. It is alscandn = 0.5.
worthwhile to note that, for the MMF formulation, the POA In Figure 3(a), it can be observed that the DBSUM algo-
algorithm reduces to solving problem (40) only once, witithm and the DWMMSE algorithm yield nearly the same sys-
[vf, ..., v%]T = [oa,...,ak]|T. From both Figure 2(a) and tem throughput, which increases with the number of users and
Figure 2(b), one can see that the SCA algorithm perforrttse number of transmit antennas. However, the performahce o
slightly better than the DBSUM-LSE algorithm at low SNRthe DSCA algorithm drastically degrades wh&h> 4. The
whereas the two algorithms perform comparably at high SNReason for this might be that the DSCA algorithm are rel&tive
By comparing with the POA algorithm, both DBSUM-LSEeasier to get trapped in some local maximum whén> 4.
and SCA algorithms achieve at lea89% of the optimal In Figure 3(a), the curve denoted by TDMA represents the
MMF rate. It can also be observed that the achievable MMathieved system throughput by time-division multiple asce
rate saturates at high SNR due to the strict user fairng8se can see from this figure that allowing all the users to
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access the spectrum simultaneously leads to higher spectraSinceé({Im}k#) = & ({witiezi) > 0 for any {wy ez,
efficiency than TDMA even when only CDI is available aft can be directly inferred from the strict monotoninicitpca
the transmitters. As also observed, the performance gainstrict concavity oflog,(-) that R;({Ix;}1) is strictly increasing
the spectrum sharing policy over the TDMA policy increaseand strictly concave w.r.tl;;. To prove the monotonicity
with the number of users. and convexity ofRi({Iki}k#) w.r.t. I;, k#i, we need the

In Figure 3(b), we compare the computation load of th®llowing lemma:
three algorithms under test in terms of the average coniputat -
time per realization (in seconds). In our simulations, theemma 2 For all I,; > 0, (#i, §({Iri}rzi) IS strictly
convex subproblems involved in the DSCA algorithm (i.e7,[2 decreasing whilely; - §; ({x; }xi) is strictly increasing w.r.t.
Eqn. (36)]) and the DBSUM algorithm (i.e., (8)) are handled, fori=1,..., K.
by cvx and the gradient projection method, respectively; while
the subproblem (31) in the DWMMSE algorithm is solved
by the Lagrange dual method [34] (see [11, Problem (14)1®:(&({1ritrzi), {Initusi) =
for the details). It can be observed that the average com- o, 27 ) ) z _ N
putation time of the DBSUM algorithm and the DWMMSE tpito; gz({IkZ}k#)+g:iln(1 LU bis)) =0,
algorithm increase at a slower rate than that of the DSCA , ,
algorithm w.rt. the number of users, demonstrating that tioF @ll /ki = 0, k#i. Suppose thaf,; < I;;. Then,
DBSUM and DWMMSE algorithms have better scalability. o —1np; + /o2 + In(1 + £1},) + Z In(1 + €1y
Apart from tha2t, we 3see from Figure 3(b) that the DBSUM Iy
algorithm is10“ ~ 10° faster than the DSCA algorithm, and ~ ~ ~
thg DWMMSE algorithm is about ten times fzgster than the — P +&ot +In(1+ & 1) + Z In(1 4 & 1x)
DBSUM algorithn?. ~ ~ ki k7t R

VII. CONCLUSIONS ki kAt

We have presented two efficient distributed algorithms fayhere we denote; ({1 }rzi) and&; ({Lyi brzi ke, ;) BY &
handling the NP-hard rate outage constrained CoBF desigid &; for notational simplicity. Since®;(&;, {Ixi}ri) is @
problem in (3), namely, the DBSUM algorithm (Algorithmstrictly increasing function of;, the above inequality implies
1) and the DWMMSE algorithm (Algorithm 2). The former&: > &;. Hence,&;({Ix; }rxi) is strictly decreasing w.r.ty;
is a Gauss-Seidel type algorithm, which can handle probldar all £ # 4. Furthermore, by the fact tha > &, we can
(3) with general utility functions, while the latter is a &dw- obtain
type_al_gori_thm specifically designed forthe_weighted sutara ) _ In p; + 51'01-2 +1n(1 +€~i1li) T Z In(1 +§i1ki)
maximization. For the performance evaluation of the prepos oy
two algorithms, we have also presented a POA algorithm 5 . : -,
(Algorithm 3) to obtain an upper bound to the optimal utility = nPi + &0 + In(1+ &) + Z In(1 +&lxi)

Proof: By definition, we know that

value of problem (3). The presented simulation results have ) ) ki k7l )
shown that the proposed DBSUM and DWMMSE algorithms < In p; + &02 4+ In(1 + £1};) + Z In(1+ & 1),
outperform the existing DSCA algorithm in both efficacy and ki, kL

computational efficiency, and yield promising approxiroati hich implies &/ =
ich impliesI) & > I,;&; and completes the proof. W
performance as the performance gap from the benchmark PBABy LerF'r)wma Zégland étﬁe monotoﬁicity of tﬁe logarithmic

algorithm is small (less thap0%). function, it can be seen tha%i({lki}k#) is nonincreasing
w.r.t. Iy; for all k#i. We prove the convexity of; ({x;}r)

APPENDIXA W.r.t. Ip;, k#i by showing thatdR;({I;}x)/01Ix; is nonde-
PROOF OFLEMMA 1 creasing W.r.tzy; for all k#i, i.e., 9*R;({Ii}x)/0Ix:> > 0
For ease of exposition, let us defidg, = w Qyw; for for all k#i. Let ¢ € {1,...,i — 1,i+1,...,K}. By (14),
i,k=1,...,K, and set we can explicitly expresIR;({Ix;}x)/0Ix; as (A.1) on
- - - the top of the next page. By Lemma 2, we can see that
({)i(&’ Ukirzi) = D& {wk i), (see (7)) Li&i({Tni Yrzs) /(1 + L& ({Iri }rzi)) > 0 is nonincreasing
E{Ini bei) = & ({wp Frta)s w.r.t. Ip; while (1 + 1;;&,({Iri}x:)) " is nondecreasing and
Ri({Ti}x) = Ri({wi}), (L4 Loi&i ({ Lki Y eti)) i_s strictly increasing w.r.tl,;. Therefore,
OR; ({Iri}r+:)/0Is is nondecreasing w.r.tly;, and hence
for all i,k = 1,..., K. Hence, our goal is to show thatRi({]ki}k#) is convex W.r.t.J,;, Vk#i. ]
R;({Ixr}r) is strictly increasing and strictly concave w.if;
while is nonincreasing and convex w.rk,;, k#i, for each APPENDIXB
i=1,..., K. MONOTONIC OPTIMIZATION BY POLYBLOCK OUTER

APPROXIMATION ALGORITHM
5Since the DWMMSE algorithm can only be implemented seqatiptin M . L f L d
the computer, the actual computation time of the DWMMSE ®lgm in a onotonic optimization refers to maximizing a nondecreas-

parallel system would be even shorter. ing function over an intersection of so calladrmal set430].



12 SUBMITTED TO IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON SIGNAL PROCESSING, MAY 2@

OR; ({Ixi}x)
0ly;

-1
_ —Lii&s ({ ki b i) TR I
2 (U G ({ T baa) Tir) i Uh) ( - ; 1+ Lji&i({Tui biri) ) ]

—1
_ —Iiigi({{ki}k;zéi) TR i - "

By definition, a nonnegative s& C R, is called normal if Problem (A.5) can be solved by bisecting oewhich entails
for any two pointsd; = ds = 0, d; € D impliesds, € D. checking the feasibility oBv*[n — 1] € D iteratively. Thirdly,
Let f : RN — R be a nondecreasing function a®dC RY  usingv*[n— 1] ando[n — 1], we generateV new vertices by
be a compact normal set. Then, the monotonic optimization

problem can be formulated as v[n,i] = v*[n—1] = (vf[n— 1] —¥[n —1])e;, i = 1,. ( ; NS
A.6
max f(@). (A.2) wherev}[n—1] andd;[n — 1] are theith element ofv*[n — 1]

and o[n — 1], respectively, anc; is the ith column of the
According to [30], this class of problems can be optimallyy x N identity matrix. Then, a new vertex sgfn] is obtained
solved by a POA algorithm which is briefly reviewed in thiss

section. Before presenting the POA algorithm, some esdenti
definitions are given as follows. Vin]=V[n—1] U{v[n, 1],...,v[n, N]}\{v*[n—1]}, (A7)

hich leads to a new polyblock for theth iteration
Definition 1 A set is called a polyblock if it is the union of aW I W poly ! I

finite number of boxes, where a box associated with a vertex Pln] = U B(v). (A.8)
v € RY is referred to the hyperrectanglB(v) = {x € RY | vEV[n]
0 <z <v}.

Notice thatP[n] C P[n — 1] since v*[n — 1] *= w[n,i]

Definition 2 A vertexv € P is called a proper vertex of the for @ll i = 1,..., N. Besides, by (A.5) and by the fact that

polyblockP if there is no vertex’ € P such thatw’ = v and D is normal, one can infer that the intersection ®f and
v 4. N P[n — 1]\P[n] must be empt; implying thatD € P[n]. As

a result, the polyblock$P[0], P[1],...,P[n],...} generated
The main effort of the POA algorithm lies in constructingn this manner indeed satisfy (A.3a). In addition, it has

a sequence of polyblocksP[0], P[1],...} such that been shown in [30, Theorem 1] that (A.3b) also holds true.
Thus, by (A.4), the sequencgf(v*[n])}52, monotonically
PO 2P[]2---2P[n]2--- 2D, (A.3a) converges to the optimal value of problem (A.2) from above.
i = On the other hand, leé[n| = , Where
i, max (@) = mex f(@). (A-3b) ] = are, o oty T )

o[n] € D for all n > 0. Then the sequencgf(v[n])}°,
In general, the initial polyblock can simply be a single bowiill also monotonically converge to the optimal value of
associated with a vertex[0], i.e., P[0] = B(v*[0]), such that proplem (A.2) from below [30, Theorem 1]. Therefore, the
D C B(v*[0]). Given the polyblockP[n — 1] at the(n — 1)th  gap betweery (v*[n]) and f(s[n]) can be used as an estimate
iteration, the polyblockP[n] for iterationn can be constructed of the difference betweerf(s[n]) and the optimal value of
as follows. LetV[n — 1] denote the set of proper verticega 2), serving as a stopping criterion for the POA algorithm
of P[n — 1]. Firstly, we find a pointv*[n — 1] € P[n — 1]  Finally, the POA algorithm for problem (A.2) is summarized
that maximizesf(x) over V[n — 1], and hence maximizesin Algorithm 4.
f(x) over P[n — 1] according to the monotonicity of ().

Specifically, we findv*[n — 1] such that
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
*n — C . (A . . .
vin-1]e argverml}ﬁfiu fv) < argmerg[&}iu f(@). (A4) The authors would like to thank Prof. Che Lin of National

Tsing Hua University, Hsinchu, Taiwan, for valuable discus

Problem (A.4) can be solved by enumerating all the vertaxesdi < in preparing this manuscript

V[n —1]. Secondly, we search for the intersection of the right-
. N
upper boundary ob and the ray from the origin to*[n —1], 6A brief proof is as follows. From (A.7), we see th@[n — 1]\P[n] =
l.e., {z | 9[n—1] < & < v*[n—1]}. If the intersection oD andP[n—1]\'P[n]
is not empty. Then there must exist a painsuch thate € D ando[n—1] <
f;[n_ 1] =p* [n— l]v*[n— 1], 8* [n— 1] =arg max (3. @ =X wv*[n—1]. Thisimplies that there exist8 € (5*[n — 1], 1] such that
Bv*[n—1]€D & = Bv*[n—1] X & and& € D (since D is normal), which however
(A.5) contradicts with the optimality 0B*[n — 1] to problem (A.5).
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Algorithm 4 POA algorithm for solving problem (A.2)

[15]

1:

10:

Initialization: Set the solution accuracy as> 0, and set

n:=0. [16]

: SetV[0] := {v*[0]}, wherev*[0] can be any vector such

thatD C B(v*[0]);

: Computev[0] by (A.5), and setw[0] := v[0]; (]
: while f(v*[n]) — f(@[n]) > 6 do
n:=n-4+1; (18]
SetV[n| = V[n — 1] U{v[n,1],...,v[n, N]}\{v*[n —
1]}, wherev[n,i], i = 1,..., N, are given by (A.6);
Computev*[n] and #[n] by (A.4) and (A.5), respec- [1°]
tively;
Setfvﬁn] = argve{ﬁﬁ?_aﬁ,ﬁ[n” f(v); [20]
: end while
Output f(v*[n]) as the approximation of the optimal

value of (A.2). [21]
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