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Abstract—This paper studies the resource allocation algorithm

performance gain offered by multiple antennas. On the other

design for secure information and renewable green energy hand, energy harvesting based mobile communication system

transfer to mobile receivers in distributed antenna commun-
cation systems. In particular, distributed remote radio heads
(RRHs/antennas) are connected to a central processor (CP)av
capacity-limited backhaul links to facilitate joint trans mission.
The RRHs and the CP are equipped with renewable energy
harvesters and share their energies via a lossy micropowerrid
for improving the efficiency in conveying information and green
energy to mobile receivers via radio frequency (RF) signalsThe
considered resource allocation algorithm design is formwlted
as a mixed non-convex and combinatorial optimization probém
taking into account the limited backhaul capacity and the quality
of service requirements for simultaneous wireless informgon and
power transfer (SWIPT). We aim at minimizing the total network
transmit power when only imperfect channel state informaton
of the wireless energy harvesting receivers, which have toeb
powered by the wireless network, is available at the CP. In ght
of the intractability of the problem, we reformulate it as an
optimization problem with binary selection, which facilitates the
design of an iterative resource allocation algorithm to sale the
problem optimally using the generalized Bender’'s decompason
(GBD). Furthermore, a suboptimal algorithm is proposed to
strike a balance between computational complexity and sysm
performance. Simulation results illustrate that the propcsed GBD
based algorithm obtains the global optimal solution and the
suboptimal algorithm achieves a close-to-optimal perforrance.
Besides, the distributed antenna network for SWIPT with re-
newable energy sharing is shown to require a lower transmit
power compared to a traditional system with multiple co-loated
antennas.

Index Terms—Limited backhaul, physical layer security, wire-
less information and power transfer, distributed antennas green
energy sharing, non-convex optimization.

|. INTRODUCTION

EXT generation wireless communication systems a

required to provide high speed, high security, and ubi
uitous communication with guaranteed quality of servic
(QoS). These requirements have led to a tremendous en
consumption in both transmitters and receivers. Multiple=
input multiple-output (MIMO) technology has emerged as %
viable solution for reducing the system power consumpfion.

particular, multiuser MIMO, where a transmitter equippéathw

multiple antennas serves multiple single-antenna recgiv
is considered to be an effective solution for realizing th
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design facilitates self-sustainability for energy lintiteom-
munication networks. For instance, the integration of gper
harvesting devices into base stations for scavenging gnerg
from traditional renewable energy sources such as solar and
wind has been proposed for providing green communication
services [[B]-4[5]. However, theses natural energy sources a
usually location and climate dependent and may not be daitab
for portable mobile receivers.

Recently, wireless power transfer has been proposed as
an emerging alternative energy source, where the receivers
scavenge energy from the ambient radio frequency (RF)
signals [6]-[17]. The broadcast nature of wireless channel
facilitates one-to-many wireless charging, which elinisathe
need for power cords and manual recharging, and enables the
possibility of simultaneous wireless information and powe
transfer (SWIPT). The introduction of an RF energy harvesti
capability at the receivers leads to many interesting and
challenging new research problems which have to be solved
to bridge the gap between theory and practice.[In [9] and
[1Q], the fundamental trade-off between harvested enengly a
wireless channel capacity was studied for point-to-poind a
multiple-antenna wireless broadcast systems, respgctive
[17], it was shown that RF energy harvesting can improve
the energy efficiency of communication networks.[In! [12E th
authors solved the energy efficiency maximization problem
for large scale multiple-antenna SWIPT systems/[1d [133, th
optimal energy transfer dowlink duration was optimized to
maximize the uplink average information transmission .rate
The combination of physical (PHY) layer security and SWIPT
yas recently investigated in_[14]-[17] for total transmit

ower minimization, secrecy rate maximization, max-miin fa
ptimization, and multi-objective optimization, respeely.
ertheless, despite the promising results in the likeeat
—[17], the performance of wireless power/energy transf
stems is still severely limited by the distance between
the transmitter(s) and the receiver(s) due to the high signa
attenuation caused by path loss and shadowing, espeaially i
outdoor environments. Thus, an exceedingly large transmit
power is required to provide QoS in information and power
transfer. Hence, the energy consumption at the transsidter
wireless power transfer systems will become a financialdmrd
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cannot be improved and the energy cost at the transmitters
cannot be reduced.

In this context, distributed antennas are an attractivh-tec
nigue for reducing network power consumption and extending
service coveragé [18]=[22]. A promising option for the syst
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architecture of distributed antenna networks is the @pijtt optimal resource allocation scheme based on the differehce
of the functionalities of the base station between a cent@nvex functions (d.c.) programming which provides a lycal
processor (CP) and a set of low-cost remote radio heamstimal solution for the considered optimization problem.
(RRHS). In particular, the CP performs the power hungry and

computationally intensive baseband signal processindewhi Il. SYSTEM MODEL

the RRHSs are responsible for all RF operations such as anag)gNotation

filtering and power amplification. The RRHs are distributed"

across the network and connected to the CP via backhau¥Ve use boldface capital and lower case letters to denote
links. This system architecture is known as “Cloud Radi@hatrices and vectors, respectively”’, Tr(A), andRank(A.)
Access Network” (C-RAN)[[28],[124],[125]. The distributedrepresent the Hermitian transpose, the trace, and the fank o
antenna system architecture reduces the distance betw@airix A, respectively;A = 0 and A = 0 indicate that
transmitters and receivers. Furthermore, it inherentbwioles A is a positive definite and a positive semidefinite matrix,
spatial diversity for combating path loss and shadowingakt respectivelyyec(A) denotes the vectorization of matrik by
been shown in[18][]19] that distributed antenna systentls wistacking its columns from left to right to form a column vecto
full cooperation between the transmitters achieve a saperly is the N x N identity matrix; CY>** andRV** denote
performance compared to co-located antenna systems. Yeg set of allV x M matrices with complex and real entries,
transferring the information data of all users from the CRlto respectively;H" denotes the set of alN x N Hermitian
RRHSs, as is required for full cooperation, may be infeasibl@atrices;diag(x1,-- ,zx) denotes a diagonal matrix with
when the capacity of the backhaul links is limited. Hencdhe diagonal elements given by, - ,zx}; || and [|-[|,
resource allocation for distributed antenna networks ¥iftite ~ denote the absolute value of a complex scalar and,tmerm
backhaul capacity has attracted considerable attentichein Of a vector, respectively. In particuldr,|o is known as thé,-
research community [20[=[22]. Ii_[20], the authors studie@orm of a vector and denotes the number of non-zero entries
the energy efficiency of distributed antenna multicell et in the vector; the circularly symmetric complex Gaussian
with capacity constrained backhaul links. [n[21] and][22{CSCG) distribution is denoted I\ (1, o) with meany and
iterative algorithms were proposed to reduce the totalesyst variancer?; ~ stands for “distributed as’f| " = max{0, z};
backhaul capacity consumption while guaranteeing radiabl denotes a column vector with all elements equal to one.
communication to the mobile users. However, the problefm |, , returns the(a, b)-th element of the input matrixg.,
formulations in [21] and[[22] do not constrain the capacitis the n-th unit column vector, i.e.{on]t L= Lt=mn, and
consumption of individual backhaul links which may lea({OnL . = 0.Vt #n; and for a real valued continuous function

to an information overflow in some of the backhaul Iinksf(,) fo(x) represents the gradient ¢f-) with respect to
Moreover, [20]-[22] assume the availability of an ideal BOW \octorx.

supply for each RRH such that a large amount of energy can
be continuously used for operation of the system whenever
needed. However, assuming availability of an ideal powgr Distributed Antenna System Model and Central Processor
supply for the RRHs may not be realistic in practice, espigcia We consider a distributed antenna multiuser downlink com-
in developing countries or remote arelas [20]+-[22]. In addjt munication network. The system consists of a CPARRHS,
the receivers in [18]=[22] were assumed to be powered by cdii- information receivers (IRs), and/ energy harvesting
stant energy sources which may also not be a valid assumptieneivers (ERs), cf. Figurg]l 1. Each RRH is equipped with
for energy-limited handheld devices. Although the trarigets Nt > 1 transmit antennas. The IRs and ERs are single antenna
can be powered by renewable green energy and the sigradsices which exploit the received signal powers in the RF
transmitted in the RF by the RRHs could be exploited der information decoding and energy harvesting, respebtiv
energy sources to the receivers for extending their lifem In practice, the ERs may be idle IRs which are scavenging
resource allocation algorithm design for utilizing greereryy energy from the RF to extend their lifetimes. On the other
in distributed antenna SWIPT systems has not been condidenand, the CP is the core unit of the network, which has
in the literature, yet. the data intended for all IRs. Besides, we assume that all
Motivated by the aforementioned observations, in this papeomputations are performed in the CP. In particular, based
we propose the use of distributed antenna communication the available CSI, the CP computes the resource allocatio
networks for transferring information and green renewale policy and broadcasts it to all RRHs. Each RRH receives the
ergy to mobile receivers wirelessly. We formulate the reseu control signals for resource allocation and the data of khe
allocation algorithm design as a non-convex optimizatioiRs from the CP via a backhaul link. The backhaul links
problem. Taking into account the limited backhaul capacitgan be implemented with different last-mile communication
the harvested renewable energy sharing between RRHSs, &xhnologies such as digital subscriber line (DSL) or dut-o
the imperfect CSI of the energy harvesting receivers, wa-miand microwave links. Thus, the backhaul capacity may be
mize the total network transmit power while ensuring the Qd#nited. Furthermore, we assume that the CP is integrated
of the wireless receivers for both secure communication andith a constant energy source (e.g., a diesel generator) for
efficient wireless power transfer. To this end, we propose aopporting its normal operation, and the distributed RRHs
optimal iterative algorithm based on the generalized Besdeare equipped with traditional energy harvesters such ag sol
decomposition. In addition, we propose a low complexity-sulpanels and wind turbines for generation of renewable energy
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Fig. 1. Distributed antenna multiuser downlink communaatsystem model with a central processor (CR)= 4 remote radio heads (RRHsk = 2
information receivers (IRs), antl/ = 2 energy harvesting receivers (ERs). The blue solid ellgsoepresent the information signals intended for the riffe
IRs. The red dotted ellipsoids illustrate the dual funaiiity of artificial noise in providing security and facilitag efficient energy transfer to the ERs.

The harvested energy can be exchanged between the CP landontrast, the ERs do not interact with the RRHs during
the RRHs over a micropower grid and the CP manages timormation transmission. Thus, the CSI of the ERs may be

energy flow in the micropower gﬂd cf. SectiorII-F. outdated during transmission and we use a deterministieimod
[14], [26] for characterizing the resulting CSI uncertgint
C. Channel Model More precisely, the CSI of the link between the RRHs and

We focus on a frequency flat fading channel and a timEeR m is given by

division duplexing (TDD) system. The wireless information g . = g, + Ag,,, m € {l,...,M}, and

and power transfer from the RRHs to the receivers is divided N NrLx1 . Hom 9

into time slots. The received signals atd== {1,..., K} and Q= {Agm €C P8 EmAgm < E’”}’ 2)
ERm € {1,..., M} in one time slot are given by where g,, € CNTLx1 is the channel estimate of ER

yit = hlfx + 0t and yER = gllx 4 nER, (1) available at the CP at the beginning of a scheduling s\gf,,

) o _ represents the unknown channel uncertainty of/eRlue to
respectively, wherec € CVr2*1 denotes the joint transmit e slowly time varying nature of the channel during trarsmi
vector of the L RRHs to the K IRs and the M ERS. gjon |n [2), we define s&t,, which contains all possible CSI
The channel between the RRHs and IRk is denoted by ncertainties of ERn. Specifically2,,, specifies an ellipsoidal

NtLx1 NrTLx1 . . .
hy € C™5*%, and we useg,, € C™"*" to denote the ,ncertainty region for the estimated CSI of BR, where
channel between thé RRHs and ERm. We note that the em >0 ands,, € CNtLxNrL = 0 represent the radius

channel vector captures the joint effects of multipathdgdi 504 the orientation of the region, respectively. For instan
and path lossni? andnER include the joint effects of thermal @) represents an Euclidean sphere wi®p — In,:. In
. -

noise, signal processing noise, and possibly presentveteip actice, the value of2, depends on the coherence time of the

multicell interference at IR: and ERm, respectively, and are ggsociated channel arm®,,, depends on the adopted channel
modeled as additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with zegtimation method.

mean and variancesy;, andogy , respectively.

E. Signal and Backhaul Models

In each scheduling time sloky” independent signal streams

1 iy; be reliablv obtained at the beainni ¢ Ere transmitted simultaneously to tié IRs. Specifically, a
{ hedul g clatnbe re 'T 'ty 0 tr?meh a Ie eginning Ohsetc edicated beamforming vectow! € CNt*1 is allocated
scheduling slot by exploiting the channel reciprocity a to IR k at RRHI! € {1,...,L} to facilitate information

pilot sequences in the handshaking signals exchanged da]'H’t"vt"?ansmission For the sake of presentation, we define a-super
the RRHs and the receivers. Besides, the estimath;ofs i P ' P

. ) . . vectorw;, € CNtEx1 for IR k as
refined at the CP during the entire scheduling slot based on W

the pilot sequences contained in acknowledgement padkets. W = vec ([w}c Wi ... w,’;“]). 3)

a result, we can assume that the CSI for the RRHs-to-desired ts the ioint b f d bvih@RH
IR links is perfect during the entire transmission periori.jere’w’? represents the joint beamtormer used by N
or serving IRk. Then, the information signal to IR, x;, can
1The proposed system can be viewed as a hybrid informationeaedyy D€ expressed as
distribution network. In particular, the green energy leated at the RRHs is
shared via the micro-grid and distributed to the ERs via RF. Xp = Widy, (4)

D. Channel State Information
We assume thahy,Vk € {1,...,K}, and g,,,Ym €
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Fig. 2. A simplified micropower grid model with point of common couplingonnecting a central processor (CP) ahé= 4 remote radio heads (RRHS).
The black solid and blue dashed lines indicate the powerdme backhaul connections, respectively.

whered,, € C is the data symbol for IR: and £{|dx|*} = degrade the channels of the ERs while having a minimal effect
1,Vk € {1,...,K}, is assumed without loss of generalityon the IRs. In fact, the covariance matrix of the artificiaiseo
The information signals intended for the desired IRs can béll be optimized under the proposed optimization framewor
overheard by the ERs that are in the range of service coveragfe note that artificial noise vecter can be generated locally
Since the ERs may be malicious, they may eavesdrop thaethe RRHs and does not have to be sent via the backhaul
information signal of the selected IRs. This has to be takdinks. On the other hand, the data of each IR is delivered from
into account for resource allocation design for providinthe CP to the RRHs via backhaul links. The backhaul capacity
secure communication services in the considered diseibutonsumption for backhaul linke {1,..., L} is given by
antenna network. Thus, to guarantee communication sgcurit
the RRHs have to employ a resource allocation algorithm that
accounts for this unfavourable scenario and treat the ERs as
potential eavesdropp8rssee alsol[T14],[T15],[127],.128]. To
this end, artificial noise is transmitted by the RBHghich where Rg, is the required backhaul data rate for conveying
can be used to degrade the channels between the RRHSs @eddata of IRk to a RRH a”deKzl ‘ ||W§c”2‘ counts the

the potential eavesdroppers and to serve as an energy soj{ggher of IRs consuming the capacity of backhiatle note
for the ERs. Hence, the transmit signal vectoat the RRHS  that the backhaul links may be capacity-constrained and the

K
ClBaCkhaul = Z Hwa,C”QHO RBka (6)
k=1

is given by CP may not be able to send the data of all IRs to all RRHs

K as required for full cooperation. Thus, to reduce the load on

x = Zxk + v , (5) the backhaul links, the CP can enable partial cooperation by
k=1 artifiaafljnoise sending the data of IR only to a subset of the RRHSs. In

particular, by settingw? = 0, RRH [ is not participating in

the joint data transmission to IR Thus, the CP is not required

wherev € CNtLx1 is the artificial noise vector generated byto send the data for IR to RRH{ via the backhaul link which

the RRHs and modeled as a complex Gaussian random vedeads to a lower information flow in the backhaul link.

i.e., v ~ CN(0,V), whereV € H¥*L V = 0, denotes the

covariance matrix of. The artificial noisev interferes the IRs

and ERs since is unknown to both types of receivers. Hencd;: RRH Power Supply Model

artificial noise transmission has to be carefully designed t The constant energy source of the CP transfers energy to
2Although the ERs are low-power devices, malicious ERs dohaoe to all RRHS via a dedicated pOW?I’ g”d (mlcropower grl-d-) fQI’

decode the eavesdropped information in real ’time. They caasainformation Squortmg. the power consumptl_on at the. RRHs and faCl.ilgatl

collectors which sample the received signals and store themfuture @ more efficient network operation, cf. Figdde 2. In parteyl

decoding by other energy unlimited and computationally gdw devices.  a bus in Figur€]2 refers to the internal power line conneaion

3 In [29], the secrecy rate achievable with regularized ckhimversion Zero impedance between two elements. The CP is connected
for large numbers of users and transmit antennas was stud@gever, the

method proposed il [29] can guarantee a strictly positiveesy rate only if tO. a point of .Common couplmgo convey energy to the_
the number of transmit antennas tends to infinity. micropower grid and has full control over the micropowedgri

desired information signal



Since each RRH is equipped with energy harvesters fbansfer. Then, the resource allocation algorithm desgn i
harvesting renewable energy, the energy harvested by fbemulated as a non-convex optimization problem.
RRHSs can also be shared in the communication system via the

micropower grid. By exploiting the spatial diversity ineet A  Achievable Data Rate and RF Energy Harvesting

to the distributed antenna network also for energy hamgsti The achievable data rate (bit/s/Hz) between Th&RRHs
we can overcome potential energy harvesting imbalances i[qd

the network for improving the system performance. In othgr IRk is given by

words, there ard. + 1 energy sources for supporting the CP Cr = logy(1+T}%), where (9)

and the L. RRHs. We denote the unit of energy transferred B i wy|?

from energy sourcex € {1,..., L + 1} to the micro-grid as Ty = — (10)

ES where the power generator at the CP is tlie+ 1)-th > Ihfw;[? + Tr(Vhghy!) + ofy,

energy source. The power loss in delivering the power from 7k

all the L + 1 energy sources to the RRH is given by[[30] is the receive signal-to-interference-plus-noise reBtNR) at
L+1L+1 IR k.

Ploss = Z Z EPB, mES, = (e5)TBe® > 0, 7 Since the computational capability of the ERs (potential

=1 m—1 eavesdroppers) is not known at the CP, we consider the

where eS = [ESES ... E%H]T, S € RLYL, B, = worst-case scenario for providing communication security

&?+1)_ Specifically, in the worst case, the ERs are able to remove

[B],... is known as the B-coefficient arfd € R(-+1)x , : - BN ,
B » 0, is the B-coefficient matri¥30] which takes into ac- all multiuser interference and multicell interference giac-
’ H ssive interference cancellation before attempting tmde

count the distance dependent power line resistance, theep PSS ¢ ) ¢ desired heref h hievable d
angles of the electrical currents, and the voltages gembrawe information of desired IR. Therefore, the achievable data

by the different energy sources. We note thatBheoefficient '2t€ betz)tween the RRHs and ER (potential eavesdroppeés)
matrix is a constant for a fixed number of loads and a fixeV€" 2

grid connection topology. We assume that Beoefficient Crr = log, (1 +Ter ) and (11)

matrix is known to the CP for energy allocation from long term " " g

measurements. Furthermore, the energy supplied by energyp_ . _ |8 Wk

sourcen is given by " > ienleiwi? + Te(Vengll) + o |

Supplied energy#?e® < E™* vn e {1,...,L+1}, (8) @ s (12)
e Tr(Vgngll) + 02’

where E™# js the maximum energy available at energy sourséherel'sr,, is the received SINR at ER: ando? is the joint
n and represents the total amount of energy generated pgwer of the signal processing noise and the thermal noise.
energy source:. In this paper, each energy source is able) reflects the aforementioned worst-case assuntptom
to adjust the amount of energy injected into the micropowépnstitutes an upper bound on the received SINR atERr

grid. decoding the information of IR:.
In practice, the coherence time of the communicationIn the considered system, the information signal,
channel is much shorter than that of the renewable energyds,Vk € {1,..., K}, serves as a dual purpose carrier

harvesting process at the RRHs. For instance, for a carrief both information and energy. Besides, the artificialseoi
center frequency of15 MHz and 1.4 m/s receiver speed, thesignal also acts as an energy source to the ERs. The total
coherence time for wireless communication is in the order 8mount of enerdy/harvested by ERn € {1,..., M} is given

100 ms. In other words, the resource allocation policy hdyy

to be updated roughly every00 ms. On the other hand, K
the renewable energy arrival rate at the energy harvesters EER :M(ﬁ(vgmgg)+2|ggwk|2), (13)
of the RRHs changes relatively slowly. For example, solar k=1

energy and wind energy change in the order of a few tens\gfiere ) < 4, < 1 denotes the efficiency of converting the
secondg[]bj. Thus, for resource allocation design, we a8sURcejved RF energy to electrical energy for storage. Werassu
that ;' in (@) is a known constant. Furthermore, Wenhat ,, is a constant and is identical for all ERs. We note
focus on the resource allocation for small cell systems, i.¢yat the contribution of the antenna thermal noise power and
the inter-site distances between the RRHSs is in the ordgg myiticell interference power to the harvested energy is
of hundreds of meters. Thus, the energy propagation delgyyjigibly small compared to the energy harvested from the

bet_wee_n two_r_enewable energy harvesters is less lf}lm_ 1 received signalTr(Vg..g?) + Z§:1|gﬁWklg, and thus is

which is negll|g|l.3Iy small compared to the coherence time ?lfeglected in[(I3).

the communication channel and can be neglected in the power
supply model. “We note that the proposed framework can be easily extendétetoase
when a single-user detector is employed at the potentiaselmoppers. This
I1l. PROBLEM FORMULATION modification does not change the structure of the problemdaes not affect
. . . . . the resource allocation algorithm design.

In this section, we define the QoS metrics for the designsy, adopt the normalized energy unit Joule-per-second is paiper.

of secure communication and power efficient wireless energyerefore, the terms “power” and “energy” are used intengeably.



B. Optimization Problem Formulation required secrecy rate, i.6Rp, = Rsec, = [10gy(1 +'req, ) —

The system objective is to minimize the total networko82(1+Tt1)]™. The right hand side of Q‘LTGS—(GS)TB_GS* _
transmit power while providing QoS for reliable Communigenotes the maximum avallablg power in the power grid taking
cation and efficient power transfer in a given time slot fdfto account the power loss in the power lines. We note
given maximum backhaul capacities. The resource allogatitnat 17¢® — (e®)"Be® > 0 always holds by the law of

algorithm design is formulated as the following optimipati conservation of energy. The left hand side of C4 accounts for
problenf: the total power consumption in the network. In @%5F and

Pc, represent the fixed circuit power consumption in the CP
and RRHI, respectively; the termy__, ||wk |2 + Tr(VR;)
denotes the output power of the power amplifier of RRH
andp > 1 is a constant accounting for the power inefficiency

K L
minimize ZZHWL”g"‘Tr(V)

NpL oS
Vel ,e° Wi P

H 2
s.t. Cli— [k w| > Tyeq,, Vk, Of the power amplifier; C5 is a constraint on the maximum
S hH w2 + Tr(VhyhiT) + o2 power supply from energy soureec {1,..., L+1}. Constant
kWi k Ry o . . .
j#k P/ m> in C6 is the maximum transmit power allowance for
lgH w2 RRH [, which can be used to limit out-of-cell interference.
C2: max Em Wk <Tio1, VM, k pPwmin jn C7 is th i ired f ER
Agm ey Tr(Vgmgh) 1 o2 = ol 11T mIn jn is the minimum required power transfer to
K m. We note that for given CSI uncertainty séts,, vm, the
c3: Z H”WLHQH R, < CBrox v, CP can guarantee the minimum. requir_ed power transfer to the
et 0 M ERs only if they use all their received power for energy

L K harvesting. C8 is the non-negativity constraint on the gyer
Ca: PSP + Z {Pcl I P(ZHWiH% + Tr(VRl))} supply optimization variables. C9 ar’d € H™VT constrain
=1 —1 matrix V to be a positive semidefinite Hermitian matrix, i.e.,
<175 — (e%)TBe®, they ensure thaV is a valid covariance matrix.
AT .S max Remark 1:We emphasize that the problem formulation
C5:0,€” < By 1’< vn el L1, considered in this paper is different from that [n][21] and

. 1|12 < pTmax [22]. In particular, we focus on the capacity consumption of
C6: Tr(VRy) + ZHW’“HQ SR individual backhaul links while[[21] and [22] studied theab

k=1 . . i .
. . E min network backhaul capacity consumption. Besides, we cainstr
cr: AgI},LneI}zm B, 2 PR, vm, the capacity consumption of the individual backhaul links
C8:e5>0, C9O:V >0, (14) Which is not possible with the problem formulation adopted i
[21] and [22]. On the other hand, although the combination of
where R; £ diag (0, <o ,0,1,---,1,0, - 70),Vl € PHY layer security and SWIPT has been recently considered
m T m in [14] and [15], the results i [14] anf[15] cannot be dihgct
{1,..., L}, is a block diagonal matrix’,.,, > 0 in constraint applied to our problem formulation due to the combinatorial

C1 indicates the required minimum receive SINR atdRor constraints on the limited backhaul capacity and the exghan
information decoding. Constraint C2 is imposed such thaafo of harvested power between RRHs

given CSI uncertainty sd?,,, the maximum received SINR at Remark 2:The proposed framework can be extended to
ER m is less than the maximum tolerable received SINR. the case of dynamic energy harvesting with energy storage
In practice, the CP sefS,cq, > T'to1 > 0,Vk € {1,..., K}, in the RRHs by following similar approaches as in [4] and
to ensure secure communication. Specifically, the adopt&@]. However, in this paper, we assume that when the
problem formulation guarantees that the achievable sgcreenewable energy harvested by the RRHs exceeds the total
rate for IRk is Rec,, = [10g5 (14T req, ) —l0gy (14T 01)] T > 0. energy consumption of the communication system, the ssirplu
We note that althougl'..;, andT, in C1 and C2, respec- harvested renewable energy at the RRHs is transferred to the
tively, are not optimization variables in this paper, a baka external power grid, which is possible in a smart grid setup
between secrecy capacity and system capacity can be striifk

by varying their values. In fact, when constraint C2 is regwv

from the optimization problem, PHY layer security is not |V. RESOURCEALLOCATION ALGORITHM DESIGN

considered in the system. In other words, the adopted prob-the gptimization problem if{14) is a non-convex problem.
lem formulation is a generalized framework which provideg, the following, we first develop an iterative resource ado
flexibility in controlling the level of communication sedyt  tjon algorithm for obtaining the global optimal solutionsel
In C3, the backhaul capacity consumption for backhaul linkop, the generalized Bender's decomposition. Then, we pepos
is constrained to be less than the maximum available capacitiow computational complexity suboptimal algorithm i

. . Bmax .
per backhaul link use for IR: is set to the same as the
7 We note that the proposed optimization framework can benei to
6 For resource allocation algorithm design, we assume thatptbblem include additional passive eavesdroppers, for which itiateeous CSl is not
in (I4) is feasible. In practice, the probability thhi}(14)feasible can be available at the CP, by introducing probabilistic maximuotetable SINR
improved by a suitable scheduling of the IRs and ERs in theianadcess constraints for the passive eavesdroppers following alaimpproach as in
control layer. [14] and [31].



A. Problem Reformulation optimal value of[(Ib). The master problem is a mixed-integer

In this section, we reformulate the considered optimizatidinéar programming (MILP) with binary optimization varials
problem to facilitate the development of resource allarati 5.+ for a fixed value of{W), V., e°}. The solution of the
algorithms. First, we defin®;, = wyw#, H; = h;h!, and master problem provides a lower bound for the optimal value
G, = gmg! for notational simplicity. Besides, we introduce®’ (15). We solve the primal and master problems iteratively
an auxiliary optimization variables, , for simplifying the until the solutions converge. In the following, we first pose

problem. Then, we recast the optimization problem as fatowdlgorithms for solving the primal and master problems in the
i-th iteration, respectively. Then, we describe the iteeafiro-

K .
minimize ZTI'(Wk) +TE(V) cedure between the master problem and the primal problem.
Wi, VEHNTE e85 1 1] 1) Solution of the primal problem in thieth iteration: For
Te(H, W) K given and fixed input parameters (i) obtained from the
st. Cl: Tk YVE) >Tr (Hk(ZWj + V)) —i-aka,Vk, master problem in the-th iteration, we solve the following
redr j#k primal optimization problem:
Tr(Wir G,
C2: max L(WrGm) Te(Gn V) + 02,¥m, k,
AgmE€Qm ]-—‘tol K
K minimize Tr(Wg) + Tr(V)
C3: Z Sl,kRBk < Cl]?’max’vl’ W, VEHNTL S I;
k=1 s.t. C1, C2, C4 - C9, C11 - C13. (16)

C4: PgP+ZL: {Pcl +e( i TI"(Wle)—FTr(VRl))}
k=1

= We note that constraints C3 and C10[inl(15) will be handled

<17e’ — (e5)TBe®, by the master problem since they involve only the binary
K optimization variables; ;. Besides,s; ;, is treated as a given

C6: Tr(VR,) + Z’I‘r (RiW}) < Plmax v, constant in[(16) and we minimize the objective function with
1 respect to variable§W, V,e%}. The first step in solving

K the primal problem in[(16) is to handle the infinitely many
C7: min M{Tr ((ZW;C—i—V)Gm)} > pmin v, constraints in C2 and C7 due to the imperfect CSI. To facil-
k=1

AgmE — itate the resource allocation algorithm design, we tramsfo
C5 C8 (9 constraints C2 and C7 into linear matrix inequalities (LMIs
C10: s, € {0,1},Vk, 1, via the S-Procedurd [86]. Exploiting [36] it can be shown

, that the original constraint C2 holds if and only if theresxi
. < Trmasx

CLL Tr(WiRy) < s16 5y vk, Omi > 0m e {1,....M},k € {1,...,K}, such that the
Cl12:W, = 0, Vk,  C13: Rank(Wj) <1, Vk, (15) following LMI constraints hold:

Constraints C12, C13, anw, € HVr Vk, are imposed to

guarantee thaW, = w,wi holds after optimization. On .

the other hand, C10 and ‘c11 are auxiliary constraints. In C2:8c,,, (W’“’V’(Sm’k) (17)
particular, constraints C10 and C11 restrict the optinmrat | 0mkEn +V Vg

problem such that; , = 1 must hold when the data of IR - { ghv —Om k€2, + 02 +gﬁng]

k is conveyed to RRH for information transmission, i.e., Ul W, U,

Tr(WiR;) > 0. In other words, wherilr(W;R;) > 0, - ”FT > 0,Vk,

the data of IRk consumesRg, bit/s/Hz of the capacity of
backhaul linki, cf. C3 in [I%). On the other hand, it can
be verified that the optimization problems in¥15) abdl (14yhereU,, = [Ty, . gm}_ Similarly, constraint C7 can be
are equivalent in the sense that they share the same Optiglﬂljivalently written as

solution {W;, V. e5 s, ;,}. As a result, we focus on the

design of an algorithm for solving the non-convex optinmizat

problem in [I5). C7:Sc.,. (Wk,V, um) (18)
B. lterative Resource Allocation Algorithm = Um?;’; +v ) I}f_gm o Hxr A
ng —VUmé&p, — % + nggm

In the following, we adopt the generalized Bender’'s de-
composition (GBD) to handle the constraints involving yjna "
optimization variables[[33]=[35], i.e., C3, C10, and C11. + ZUngkUgm = 0,Vm,

In particular, we decompose the problem [n](15) into two k=1

problems, aprimal problem and a master problem The

primal problem is a non-convex optimization problem whefor v,, > 0,m € {1,..., M}. Now, constraints C2 and C7
optimization variables; ;. is fixed and solving this problem involve only a finite number of constraints which facilitate
with respect to{W,,V,e°} yields an upper bound for thethe resource allocation algorithm design. As a result, we ca

K



. . . L K
rewrite the primal problem as: +Q(ng n Z {Pcl n 8( Z Te(WeRY) + Tr(VRl))}

K _ _
minimize Z Tr(Wy) + Tr(V) = Kk_i{ M
wk;\S(fENTL P 1TeS o (eS)TBeS) _ Z Z Ok Am ke — Z VinOm

s.t.C1, C4, C5, C6, C8, C9, C12, i e m=1

C2:Sc,, , (Wi, V,0m) = 0,¥m, k, +3 ( Te(VR) + > Tr (RiW}) — Pleax), and(22)

C7:Sc, . (Wk,V, um) =0, Vm, =1 _ k=1

F2(Wy, s1.,(), @)

C11: Tr(WRy) < s (i) P ™, Vi, 1, K L

C13: Rank(Wj) < 1, Vk, =33 ﬂk,z(Tr(WkRz) - sl,k(i)PlT““"), (23)

C14: 6y iy U = 0, Y, k, (19) =L

respectively. Here® = {Dc,  .Dc,, .Y, Zk, ok, 0,Tn,
where § and v are auxiliary optimization variable VeC- v, 71, Bt Amok, Om} IS @ collection of dual variables;
tors, whose elements,,; > 0,m € {l,....,M}, k € D¢, , Dc, , Y, andZ; are the dual variable matrices
{1,...,K}, andw,, > 0,m € {1,..., M}, were introduced for constraints C2, C7, C9, and C12, respectively; o, 7,
in (17) and [(IB), respectively. Then, we relax constraint,, ~,, 8., and A, x, 0 are the scalar dual variables for
C13: Rank(W,) < 1 by removing it from the problem for- constraints C1, C4, C5, C6, C8, C11, and C14, respectively.
mulation, such that the considered problem becomes a conggiction fo(W, V) in @) is the objective function of the
semidefinite program (SDP). We note that the relaxed problespp relaxed version of TL9)f; (W, V., 5,8, v, ®) in 22)
of (19) can be solved efficiently by convex programming a function involving only continuous optimization varles
numerical solvers such as CVX_[37]. If the matric88; and dual variablesfa (W, s;..(i), ®) in 23) is a function
obtained from the relaxed problefn {19) are rank-one maric@volving continuous optimization variables, dual vatesh
forall IRs, k € {1,..., K}, then the problem in((19) and itsand binary optimization variable, ;(i). These functions are
relaxed version share the same optimal solution and the sagileéined here for notational simplicity and will be exploited
optimal objective value. Otherwise, the optimal objectiatue for facilitating the presentation of the solutions for batte
of the relaxed version of (19) serves as a lower bound for thgimal problem and the master problem.
objective value of[(19) since a larger feasible solutioniset The dual problem of the relaxed SDP optimization problem
considered. in @J) is given by

Now, we study the tightness of the adopted SDP relaxation. o S ]

As the SDP relaxed optimization problem i1¥19) satisfiesma;flg{}lzeanglgllﬂl,%&E(Wkavae ,0,V, Sl,k(l)aq’)- (24)
Slater's constraint qualification and is jointly convex hvit 5,60
respect to the optimization variables, strong duality badd \y,e define@(i) = {W, V*,e5, 6%, v*} and ®(i) = {®*}
thus solving the dual problem is equivalent to solvind (F8 55 the optimal primal solution and the optimal dual solution
formulating the dual problem, we first define the Lagrangiafy ine SDP relaxed problem ifi{lL9) in thieh iteration.
of the relaxed version of (19) which can be expressed as | the following, we introduce a theorem inspired ByJ[15]

E(Wk, V.5 6. sinli), @) (20) revealing the tlghtnessﬂ?f the SDDPczeIaxatlon adoptiﬂjbl. (29
5 Let C. = INTL + Zm:l Ugm( mok Dc7m)Ugm +
— fO(Wk7V)+fl(Wk7V7e 767’/7@)

Freqk
+  fa(Wg,sik(i),®), where

Zﬁék Hjo;+ Zlel R;(0c + v + f1,1) andRank(Cy) = ry.
In addition, we denote the orthonormal basis of the null spac

K of C, as X), € CNrLx(Nrl-r) and ¢, € CNrLx,
fo(Wi, V) =" Te(Wy) + Tr(V), (21) 1 <, < NyL -1y, denotes thes-th column of ;.. Hence,
k=1 C.Yr=0 andRank(Tk) = NpL — 1.

Theorem 1:ForT'cq, > 0andl'y, > 0, the optimal primal

K
s _
[ilWe, V.2, 0,v,8) = -Ti(YV) — Z T(Ze W) and dual solutions of the SDP relaxed versior{of (19), dehote

b
Il
—

k=1 * * * * * * * * *
. by ®° = {W},V*, &%, 6", v} and®* = {D¢,,, D&,
i Tn(OZeS — Emex) Y*,Zz,az,g*,_rg,x;*l,'yf_, Biis Ak O}, respectively, sat-
ot isfy the following conditions:
M K 1) The optimal beamforming matri¥V; can be expressed
_ Z ZTI‘ (SC%NC (Wk,V,zimyk)Dc%yk) as
m=1k=1 NTLZ—T;c
M L1 Wi = Vi b, b0, + frusul,  (25)
- Z Tr (SC7m (Wka V7 I/m) DC7m) - Z(Ozes)Xn wr=1 rank-one
m=1 n=1
K Te(H W K where variablegp,,, > 0,Vwi, € {1,...,NpL — r},
+Zak { _ Dr(He W) +Tr (Hk(z W, + V)) + ngk] and f, > 0 are positive scalars and, € CNtLx1,
Dreq.k oy |ug|| = 1, such thau/ Y, = 0.



2) At the optimal solution, the null space of matry, 2) Solution of the master problem in theth iteration:
denoted asr';, satisfies the following equality: For notational simplicity, we definé andZ as the sets of
* _ all iteration indices at which the primal problem is feasibl
_ and infeasible, respectively. Then, we formulate the nnaste
3) If 3k : Rank(Wj) > 1, ie, ¢, > 0, then we problem which utilizes the solutions of {19) arid](28). The

can construct another solution of (18), denoted bwaster problem in théth iteration is given as follows:
{W,V,&% 8,7}, which not only achieves the same

objective value as®”, but also admits a rank-one mg}iglljzeﬂ (29a)
beamforming matrix, i.e.Rank(W}) = 1,Vk. The st. > E(R(t), sik),t€{L,....i} NF, (29b)

new optimal solution for the primal problem in the

th iteration is given by 0> &(@(t),sk)t €{1,...,1} NI, (29¢c)

K
Nt L—ry B
JR— - < max .
Wy = fagull = Wi — S g, 68, C3: 3 suulp, <GP ¥, Cl0:si € {01}, (290
wr=1 o
NeL—r, ’ where s; ;, and p are optimization variables for the master
V=Vt 3 el e =c¥,  problemand
wk:1 .o . .
B(1), - { Wy, V
=06 v=uv @) (@), sux) = minimize, | fo(Wy, V)

eS . 5,v
with Rank(Wy) = 1,Vk € {1,...,K}, where f; and s
1., can be easily found by applying abogeconditions to +A(Wi, V. e, 0, v, 8(1)) + f2(WkaSlak’q>(t))}’ (30)
the relaxed version of(19) and solving the resulting convexg(&t), s, ;) = minimize {fl(Wk,V,eS,é,u,;I;(t))

optimization problem forf;, and),, . wk,\S/eHNTL
Proof: The proof of Theorem 1 closely follows the - o
proof of [15, Proposition 4.1] and is omitted here due to page + fo(Wp, si.k, <I>(t))}. (31)

limitation. | ) . , .

In other words, by applying Theordrh 1, the optimal solutiofduations [(30) and (B1) represent two different inner min-
of the primal problem is obtained in each iteration. Besidedlization problems inside the master problem. In partic-
from the numerical solver, the dual variables correspamtiin ular, p > g(Q(t)’Slak)_’t € {l,....i4nFand0 >
the constraints in{19), i.e®, are obtained together with the&(®(t):s.x) ¢ € {1,...,i}NZ, denote the sets of hyperplanes
primal solution®. This information is used as an input to the?Panned by theptimality cutandfeasibility cutfrom the first
master problem. to the i-th iteration, respectively. The two dlfferent types of

If problem [I9) is infeasible for a given binary variableUts are exp_I0|ted to reduce the search region for the global
si.x(i), then we formulate arl;-minimization problem and OPtimal solution. Besides, botf{(®(t), si.x) and{(®(t), si.x)
use the corresponding dual variables and the optimal prinfdf lS0 functions of; . which is the optimization variable of
variables as the input to the master problem for the ndfte outer minimization in[(29).

iteration [34]. Thel;-minimization problem is given as: ~ Now, we introduce the following proposition for the solu-
P tions of the inner minimization progems. -
o Proposition 1: The solutions of [(30) an 1) for index
wnifglgu%& ;;al’k t € {1,...,i} are the solutions of {19) an@([28) in theh
%o iteration, respectively.
s.t. C1, C2, C4 - C9, C11, C12, C14, Proof: Please refer to the Appendix for a proof of
C11: Tr(WRy) < sp5(3) P ™ + oy, Vi, 1, Propositior L. N
C15:au . > 0,1, k. (28) By substituting®(t) and ©(¢) into (30) and [(31L), respec-

L . o tively, the master problem is a standard MILP which can be
The /;-minimization problem is a convex optimization probyqeq by using standard numerical solvers for MILPs such as
lem and can be solved by standard convex programmifg,sek [38] and Gurobi[39]. We note that the objective value
solvers. The optimal value of thh-minimization problem of 3), i.e., [298), is a monotonically non-decreasingfion
measures the aggregated violations of the constraints foy, g, respect to the number of iterations as an additional

given s, ,(i). We adopt a similar notation as ii_{19) t0.qngfraint is imposed to the master problem in each addition
denote the dual variables with respect to constraints C1, Cﬂ%ration.

C4 — C9, C11, C12, and C14 il {28). In particular, these 3) oyerall algorithm: The overall iterative resource allo-
variables are defined ase(i) = {Dc,, ,.Dc, Zr, Y, cation algorithm is summarized in Talile I. The algorithm is
QL 0, Trs Xns Y Bty Amk» Om . AlSO, the solution for the implemented by a repeated loop. We first set the iteratioexnd
l1-minimization problem in [(28) is denoted a®(i) = 1 to zero and initialize the binary variables(i). In thei-th
{W},V,e5 §,v}. The primal and dual solutions of tHg- iteration, we solve the problem ifi{19) by Theorem 1. If the
minimization problem are used to generatdeasibility cut problem is feasible (lines 6 — 7), then we obtain an interme-
which separates the current infeasible solution from tlaecte diate resource allocation policg (i), the corresponding La-
space in the master problem. grange multiplier sed (i), and an intermediate objective value



TABLE |

OPTIMAL ITERATIVE RESOURCEALLOCATION ALGORITHM BASED ON

GBD.

Algorithm Generalized Bender’s Decomposition

10

complexity since it needs to solve an MILP master problem
in each iteration. In this section, we propose a suboptimal
resource allocation algorithm which has a polynomial time
computational complexity. We start the suboptimal reseurc

; allocation algorithm design by focusing on the reformudate

1: Initialize the maximum number of iteratiodSmax and a small constan e .
k=0 optimization problem in[(15).
gi Set 't‘fr{aﬁlon iﬂdex = 0 and start with random values (i), vk, | 1) Problem reformulation via difference of convex funcsion
. repeat {Loop N . . . .
4 Solve [IB) according to Theorem 1 for a given sesof. (i) progrgmmmg.The major obstacle in s_olvmm5) is tp handle
5. if (I9) is feasiblethen the binary constraint. In fact, constraint C10 is equivalen
6: Obtain an intermediate resource allocation poli®(i) = ]
{W’,,V’,esl,é’, v'}, the corresponding Lagrange multiplier set Clo0a: O0<sp<1 and
®(4), and an intermediate objective valyfg L K L K
7: Update the upper boun@B(i) = min{UB(i — 1), fj}. If . _ 2
UB(i) = f}, set the current optimal polic®currens = ©(4), C10b: Z Z 5Lk Z Z Sie <0, (32)
— o (i =1 k=1 =1 k=1
Scurrent sl,k(l)
8. else o ) ) o where optimization variablg, ; in C10a is a continuous value
9: Solve the feasibility problem i (28) and ob/tam an intediate between zero and one an’d C10b is the difference of two
resource allocation polic® (i) = {W/,V’,eS  § v/} and the W z ) . ! _I W
corresponding Lagrange multiplier s(i) convex fu_nctlons. By using the_ SDP re_laxatlon approach_as
10:  end if in the optimal resource allocation algorithm, we can reavrit
11: Solve the master problem ih{29) fer , saves; (i + 1) = sk, the optimization problem as
and obtain the-th lower bound, i.e.LB(%)
12 if |LB(:) — UB(i)| < = then K
13: Global optimal =true, return {Wj, V=, e%*, 8%, v*, s;,} = minimize ZTI"(Wk) + Tr(V)
{(")currcnty Scurrcnt} Wi 7VGHNTL 1
14.  else s eS80 =
ig o st. Cl-C9, Cl0a, C10b, C11, C12, C14 (33)

17: until § = Lmax On the other hand, for a large constant valuepof> 1, we

can follow a similar approach as in_[41] to show that the
optimization problem in[{33) is equivalent to the following

o problem:
f{- Both®(i) and®(7) are used to generate aptimality cut K

K
in the master problem. Besides, we update the performance. . . 2
upper boundJB(7) and the current optimal resource a”OcatiOWVH,Eilllé%lfésL pt Tr(w’“)JrTf(V)Jrqs( ; ;(Sl”“ B Slv’“))
policy when the current objective value is the lowest coragar  *1.x¢%:2» " T
to those in all previous iterations. If the problem is inibées
(lines 9 — 10), then we solve thk-minimization problem

in (28) and obtain an intermediate resource aIIocauoncpoIlobjective function for anys; , that is not equal td) or 1.

©(i) and the corresponding Lagrange multiplier €&t). This  \ye note that the constraints ii{34) span a convex set which
information will be used to generate arfeasibility cutin the 505 the development of an efficient resource allocation

master problem. Then, we solve the master problem bascﬂgorithm. The problem in[(34) is known as difference of

on ©(t) and ©(i), t € {1,...,4}, using a standard MILP oo ey functions (d.c.) programming due to the convexity of
numerical solver. The objective value of the master problem, L) = ZL ZK s, Here, we can apply the successive
k) = 2u1=1 k:& K ;

in each iteration serves as a system performance lower bo% vex approximatidhto obtain a locally optimal solution of

to the original optimization problem if_(1L9) [34]._[40]. In @G2) [22]

the i-th iteration, when the difference between thh lower 2) lterative suboptimal algorithm:The first step is to

bound and thei-th upper bound is less than a predeﬁneﬁhearize the convex functiop(s.,). Sinceg(s.x) is a dif-

threshold (lines 12 — 14), the algorithm stops. We N0 rentiable convex function, then the following ine
that the convergence of the proposed iterative algoriththéo @ ' 9 inequalBo]
| (35)

global optimal solution offl(29) in a finite number of iterat® g(s1k) = 9(s; ) + Vslwkg(sl(f,z)(sm - Sl(z,z)
is ensured even it = 0, provided that the master and primal ) i) )
problems can be solved in each iteratibnl [34, Theorem 6.3.ﬁiways holds for any feasible poist; . As a result, for a given
We note that the optimal resource allocation algorithm hd§|uesl(f;)€, the optimal value of the optimization problem,
a non-polynomial time computational complexity. Pleaderre K

to the simulation section for the illustration of the coryemce Z Tr(Wy,) +Tr(V)+¢A®

of the proposed optimal algorithm. 1

s.t. Cl-C9, Cl0a, C11, C12,C14 (34)

where ¢ acts as a large penalty factor for penalizing the

minimize
Wy, VeEHNTL
Sl,k’esvav"

s.t. Cl1 - C9, Cl0a, C11, C12, C14 (36)

C. Suboptimal Resource Allocation Algorithm Design

The iterative resource allocation algorithm proposed @ th 8 This method is also known as majorization minimization. fEhare
infinitely many of d.c. representations f@r{33) leading iffedent successive

last section leads to the opt|mal system performance. Hol%'nvex programs. Please refer [fol[41] for a more detailedudison for d.c.

ever, the algorithm has a non-polynomial time computationgogramming.
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Z\ : Information receiver

— \x : Energy harvesting receiver
/ X \\\ t N~ -
Algorithm  Successive Convex Approximation / 'ZRH a\
1. Initialize the maximum number of iteratiodsnax, penalty factorp > 1, / \ \
iteration indexi = 0, and sl“i
2: repeat {Loop} _ ( / }
3:  Solve [[36) for a givensl“li and obtain the intermediate resource
allocation policy{W/,V’,e5' s/, } \ RRH 24 x RRH3 /
. (i+1) _ .
4: _SEtsl,/c —szyk,z'—z-‘rl \ A
5: until Convergence 0f = Lmax . -
S~ A__ _—
Fig. 3. Adopted two-tier distributed antenna network siatioh topology.

There areL. = 3 cooperative RRHs servingg = 5 IRs andM = 2 ERs in
the first tier network (shaded area). RRH- RRH 12 are non-cooperative

; L K L K ]

where A®) (Zl:l Dokt SLk — 2l Zk:l(sl(,zl)c>2 -

2D DD S sl(i,)c(sm—sl(i,z)), leads to an upper bound @F{34).
Then, an iterative algorithm is used to tighten the uppemnilou
as summarized in Tabld II. We first initialize the valuesﬁﬁ
and the iteration index = 0. Then, we solve[(36) for a given , )
value ofs® cf. line 3 Subsequently, we updangl) with In this section, we evaluate the network performance of the
the interrraﬂgtyjiate solutios] ... The mair’1 idea of thg proposedpmposed resource a_lloc_:ation algorithms via simulati(_We.
iterative method is to genérate a sequence of feasibleizotut focus on a two-tier distributed antenna network, cf. Fiddre

552 by successively solving the convex upper bound problevrrv1h'Ch includes the impact of multicell interference on thie-p

). The procedure is repeated iteratively until conveoge posed algorithm desgn. We assume that RRH, a_nd3 are
gonnected to the CP, i.eL, = 3, to form a cooperative cluster

RRHs which serve only the IRs in the second tier (unshadeal).are

V. RESULTS

or the maximum number of iterations is reached. We noje : . . .
. . or serving aheavily loaded are@n a multicell system (shaded
that the proposed suboptimal algorithm converges to alioca

optimal solution of [34) with polynomial time computatidnaarea n Flgu_reEIS). There arg =9 .IRS _andM — 2 ERsin
complexity as shown ir([22]. Besides, by exploiting Theorerwe cooperative cluster. The inter-site distance betwagveo
' ' operative RRHs id450 meters which is a typical distance

1, Rank(Wy) = 1 is guaranteed despite the adopted SD, . .
relaxation. On the contrary, although the optimal resourd & micro-cellular setup. The three cooperative RRHs form

allocation algorithm achieves the optimal svstem perf an equilateral triangle while the IRs and ERs are uniformly
) 9 S plmai sy perk distributed inside a disc with radius50 meters centered at
it has a non-polynomial time computational complexity.

) ) the centroid of the triangle. The second tier ikghtly loaded

Remark 3:The proposed algorithm reqwreé_k t0 be a 5req served by RRH4 — RRH 12 (unshaded area in Figure
feasible point for the initialization, i.ei,= 0. This point can B). These RRHs are non-cooperative RRHs each serving the
be obtained by e.g. solving (B4) for= 0. IRs in one of the9 cells in the second tier. The distance

Remark 4:The computational complexity of the proposegetween two neighboring non-cooperative RRH$56 meters
suboptimal algorithm with respect to the number of IRsthe  and each non-cooperative RRH is located at the center of a
number of ERsM/, and the total number of transmit antennasecond tier cell with cell radiugs meters. In each second tier
NrL is given by [43] cell, one IR is uniformly and randomly distributed requiin
a minimum SINR of6 dB and no communication security.
Besides, each non-cooperative RRH is powered by a non-
renewable energy source and equipped Wiff® = 5 transmit
antennas. Furthermore, the non-cooperative RRHs do not
require the backhaul for downlink transmission. The olject
of each non-cooperative RRH is to minimize its own transmit
power subject to the minimum required SINR constraint.
The performance of the proposed algorithms is compared
with the performances of a fully cooperative transmission

solver, whereO(-) is the big-O notation andiie, is the schem@d (cooperative transmission and energy cooperation),

number of iterations required for the proposed suboptim%lfu”y cooperative transmission scheme with perfect CSI bu

algorithm. We note that the proposed suboptimal algoritis hWIthOUt (w/o) energy cooperation, and a traditional system

a polynomial time computational complexity which is c:onsidWlth co-located tra_nsm_|t anter_mas. For th? fully cooperati
heme, the solution is obtained by setti@g™ — oo,

ered to be low, cf.[[44, Chapter 34], and is desirable for redf . i .
time implementation. Besides, the computational comtyexiand solving [(TH) by SDP relaxation. For the fully coopermtiv
of the proposed suboptimal algorithm can be further reduced,

by adopting a tailor made interior point method|[45],1[46].

o (((K+MK+2L+M+KL)(2NTL)3 (37)
+2NtL)*(K+MK+2L+ M+ KL)?

HK+MK+H+M+KmﬂnﬂQ&NMbg%D>

for a given solution accuracsk > 0 of the adopted numerical

Throughout this section, “full cooperation” refers to falboperation in
the first tier of the network.
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TABLE Ill
SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Carrier center frequency and path loss exponent 915 MHz and 2.7

Multipath fading distribution Rayleigh fading

Thermal and signal processing noise powet, —23 dBm

Circuit power consumption at the CP and thth cooperative RRH 40 dBm and30 dBm

Power amplifier efficiency 1/p =0.38

Max. transmit power aIIowance,DleaX, and min. required power transfer 48 dBm and—10 dBm

RF to electrical energy conversion efficiengy, and penalty term¢ 0.5 and 1OPZTmax

B-coefficient matrix Obtained from example 4D in_[30

scheme with perfect CSI but w/o energy cooperation, we ¢
CPm — oo and P> = oo, but restrict the cooperative
RRHs to not share the harvested energy, and sélve (14)
SDP relaxation. For the co-located transmit antenna syste
we assume that there is only one cooperative RRH locat
at the center of the cooperative cluster, which is equipp
with the same number of antennas as all first tier cooperat
RRHs combined in the distributed stetting, i.&8y L. Besides,

for the co-located transmit antenna system, the CP is at 1
same location as the RRH and the backhaul is not need
Furthermore, we seP, ™ = oo and assume an unlimited
energy supply for the co-located transmit antenna system
study its power consumption. Unless specified otherwise, \
assume that the maximum SINR tolerance of each ER is :
to 'y, = 0 dB. We adopt an Euclidean sphere for the C¢
uncertainty region, i.e =, = In.r. Furthermore, we define
the normalized maximum channel estimation error of &R Fig. 4.

-
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Normalized renewable energy harvesting profile
[=} o
N o
T

Normalized renewable energy harvesting profile ther ¢considered

as ooy, = —H;ZLHQ = 0.05, whereVm € {1,...,M}. The distributed antenna network.
parameters adopted in the simulations are summarized ie Tab
[m

Moreover, we adopt the normalized renewable energy hi
vesting profile specified in FigurEl 4, for which the dat
was obtained at Augustl, 2014, in Belgiunt]. The data is
averaged over5 minutes, i.e., there ar86 sample points
per 24 hours. We denote the normalized renewable ener
harvesting profile data points for wind energy and sol:
energy asgw = [§W,17 s 75\2\1,96] and és = [65717 s 755,96]’
respectively. We follow a similar approach aslin [5] to gexter
the amount of harvested energy at each cooperative RI
for simulation. We assume that the CP has only enou
energy to support its circuit power consumption and dor
not contribute energy to the energy cooperation between 1 01
cooperative RRHs. The three cooperative RRHs are equipy
with both solar panels and wind turbines with different gyyer
harvesting capabilities. The harvested energy over tintbeat
three cooperative RRHSs is given gy = E(0.5¢,, + 0.5€,),
€, = E(0.9¢, + 0.1€,), and &; = E(0.1€, + 0.9€,),
respectively, as shown in Figufé 5, whefe = 500 Joules
is a given constant indicating the maximum available energy 15.5818 bit/s/Hz which is the aggregated secrecy rate of all
from the solar panels and wind turbines. Thus, the maximums, i.e., >, (logy (1 + Tyeq, ) — 1ogs(1 + Tior)).
harvested energy for cooperative RRH e {1,...,L} at

sample timer € {1,...,96} is given by E® = [¢ ] L A. Convergence of the Proposed lterative Algorithms
The minimum required received SINRs for the five IRs are Figure[® illustrates the convergence of the proposed optima

;resttttci)el;rfgﬁ c:oo[67e£r)z:1ti1§r’1 1t?1’e1389] fglz’”;zsfjcji\: :Z' tlor][aclzas_e of and suboptimal algorithms for different total numbers of
P ' q ey transmit antennas in the netwotky L. The backhaul capacity

11please refer to hitp://www.elia.be/en/grid-data/pogeneration/ for de- PET _”nk is 10 bits/s/Hz. It can be_seen fror_n the upper half
tails regarding the energy harvesting data. of Figure[® that the proposed optimal algorithm converges to
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o
o
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w >
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o
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T

Normalized renewable energy harvestingprofile

Fig. 5. Normalized renewable energy harvesting profile fierthree RRHSs.


http://www.elia.be/en/grid-data/power-generation/

13

c x 10 Optimal resource allocation algorithm
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Number of iterations Normalized maximum channel estimation error
Fig. 6. Convergence of the proposed iterative algorithms. Fig. 8. Average total transmit power (dBm) versus the noizedl channel

estimation error for different resource allocation scheme

60( i o Full cooperation, perfect CSI, . . i
e transmission and thus reduces the total transmit power.-How
ptimal scheme, 10 bits/s/Hz i .
- @ - Suboptimal scheme, 10 bits/s/Hz ever, the transmit power of all considered schemes/systems
55+ = % - Optimal scheme, 15 bits/s/Hz - . .
A Suboptimal scheme, 15 bits/s/Hz decreases gradually with the total number of transmit araten
i in the network. In fact, extra degrees of freedom can be

exploited for resource allocation when more antennas are
available for the cooperation between the RRHs. Furthezmor
the performance gap between the proposed optimal algorithm
and fully cooperative transmission is expected to decreithe
increasingN—, L. For sufficiently large numbers of antennas at
the cooperative RRHs, conveying the data of each IR to a
subset of cooperative RRHs via the backhaul links may be
sufficient for guaranteeing the QoS requirements for ridiab
10 15 2 s 0 communication and efficient power transfer. The lower ayera
Total number of transmit antennas in the network (Ny L) total transmit power of fully cooperative transmission twit
energy cooperation comes at the expense of an exceedingly
Fig. 7. Average total transmit power (dBm) versus the totaiber of high backhaul capacity consumption. On the other hand, the
transmit antennas in the networky L. proposed suboptimal algorithm achieves an excellent syste
performance even for the case of orly iterations.
eCompared to the two proposed schemes, it is expected
Hﬂat the co-located antenna scheme requires a higher titansm
power since the co-located antenna system does not offer

Average total transmit power (dBm)

IN
<)

35

the optimal solution, i.e., the upper bound value meets t
lower bound value after less tha&0 iterations. On the other

hand, the suboptimal algorithm converges to a locally oatim o ;
value after less than( iterations. We note that if a brutenetwOrk type spatial diversity to combat the path loss. lrerrt

force approach is adopted to obtain a global optimal satutid 0" Figure[l? revgals that the performance of fully coopera
without exploiting the structure of the problem, f&f — 5 tive transmission with perfect CSI and w/o energy coopenati

IRs and L — 3 cooperative RRHs2'® of SDPs need to be is significantly worse than 'ghat of .aII other schemes. Specifi
solved which may not be computational feasible in practicec.a”y’ cooperau_ve RRF mainly relu_as on the solar pan_el for
energy harvesting and thus the available energy for cotipera
RRH 3 is very limited during the night time. Therefore, despite

B. Average Total Transmit Power the availability of perfect CSl and a large number of disttéal

In Figure[7, we study the average total transmit power versastennas in the system, the cooperative RRHs having more
the total numbers of transmit antennas in the netwdfkL, harvested renewable energy available are required tontians
for different resource allocation schemes. The perforrmanavith comparatively large powers for assisting the coopesat
of the proposed optimal and suboptimal iterative algorghniRRHs with smaller harvested renewable energy. In fact, the
are shown for80 and 10 iterations, respectively. It can becooperative RRHs have to cooperate wirelessly which is less
seen that the transmit power for the proposed optimal apdwer efficient than the cooperation via the micro-grid.
suboptimal schemes decreases when the backhaul capacitn Figure[8, we show the average total transmit power
per backhaul link increases froi) bits/s/Hz to15 bits/s/Hz. (dBm) versus the normalized channel estimation error fer th
This is because the increased backhaul capacity factlijailet proposed schemes witNtL = 18 and 10 bits/s/Hz capacity



14

& resource allocation. In particular, the direction of beamrfing

ol Full cooperation | matrix W, can be more accurately steered towards the IRs
O Optimal sch , 10 bits/s/H i 1
D oo cherto, 10 stz which reduces the power allocatl(_)an and the leakage of
6 ~F-Co-located amtemnas | . power to the ERs. This also explains the lower harvested powe
ull cooperation, perfeci y . . . . .
~©~ wio enegry cooperation for fully cooperative transmission with energy coopenatio
4+ —6— Minimum required total harvested power |

which can exploit all transmit antennas in the network for

] joint transmission. Besides, for the fully cooperative estle

w/o energy cooperation, the ERs harvest the highest amount
of power on average at the expense of the highest average
total transmit power. Furthermore, although the systenm wit
co-located antennas consumes a higher transmit poweres do
not always lead to the largest harvested power at the ERs in

Proposed schemes

Average total harvested RF power (dBm)
O N

Minimum required all considered scenarios. Indeed, a large portion of rediat
-6 total harvested power . .
< 44—« - 1 power in the co-located antenna system is used to combat the
e ot ramsmenras in 12 netork o, i} path loss which emphasizes the benefits of the inherenespati

diversity in distributed antenna systems for power efficien
Fig. 9. Average total harvested RF power (dBm) versus theatiaé number transmission. We also ShO\_N |n_F|gLIEie 9 the minimum r_eqUIred
of transmit antennas in the network/r L, for different resource allocation total harvested power which is computed by assuming that
schemes. constraint C7 is satisfied with equality for all ERs. Despite
the imperfection of the CSI, because of the adopted robust
optimization framework, the proposed optimal and subogtim

‘FuII cooperati‘on 5 ni
o Optimal seheme 10 bitsisiHz resource allocation scheme_s are able to guarantee the mini-
o 4r | 5 Suboptimal scheme, 10 bis/s/Hz mum harvested energy required by constraint C7 in every time
5 —Q— Co-located antennas . R .
3 p— Full cooperation, perfect CS, instant. On the other hand, Figurel 10 depicts the averagk tot
o w/o enegry cooperation . . .
2 2f | = inimum requied total harvested power harvested power versus the normalized channel estimation
L > > > error for the proposed schemes wiflirL = 18 and 10
o . . . .
s of . bits/s/Hz backhaul capacity per backhaul link. For impetrfe
¢ CSl, the harvested power increases with the channel egtimat
L s o . error. In fact, to fulfill the QoS requirements on power tif@ns
[ - . . . . .
s :Z & and commLQJmcatlon secrecy, more transmit power is r.eqwred
§-47 14 . for larger o, ~which .Ieads to a higher energy level in the
z L e 015 o1 RF for energy harvesting.
-6f 8 Remark 5:We note that for all scenarios considered in this
v <z < <z 7 7 <7 section, the proposed resource allocation schemes areaable
0¥s 01 0¥s 072 0%5 03 )
Normalized maximum channel estimation error guarantee the reqUIred secrecy rate for all IRs, Eeck =

logy (1 4+ T'req, ) —logy (14 To1), despite the imperfectness of

Fig. 10. Average total harvested RF power (dBm) versus thenalized the CSI of the ERSs.
channel estimation error for different resource allocatichemes.

VI. CONCLUSIONS
per backhaul link. As can be observed, the average transmlfn this paper, we studied the resource allocation algorithm

power increases with the normalized channel estimatiomrer[iesi n for the wireless delivery of both secure information
except for the case of perfect CSI. The reason behind this 9 Y

is twofold. First, a higher transmit power for the artificial"jlnd renewable green energy to mobile receivers in disgbut

. . . . ) antenna communication systems. The algorithm design was
noise,v, is required to satisfy constraints C2 and C7 due to_a Y 9 9

larger uncertainty set for the CSI, i.&,,,. Second, a higher for_mul_ated as a non-convex optimization proplem with the

. .objective to minimize the total network transmit power. The

amount of power also has to be allocated to the information . . -

. o : proposed problem formulation took into account the limited
signalwy sy, Vk, cf. wi sk, Vk, for neutralizing the interference

o . . backhaul capacity, the sharing of harvested renewablengree
caused by the artificial noise at the desired IRs. energy between RRHSs, the imperfect CSI of the ERs, and QoS
requirements for secure communication and efficient power
C. Average Total Harvested Power transfer. An optimal iterative resource allocation algori

In Figure[®, we study the average total harvested RF poweas proposed for obtaining a global optimal solution based o
versus the total number of transmit antennas for differetite generalized Bender's decomposition. To strike a balanc
resource allocation schemes. It can be observed that between computational complexity and optimality, we also
total harvested power of the proposed schemes decregm@posed a low complexity suboptimal algorithm. Simulatio
monotonically with increasing number of transmit antennasesults showed that the proposed suboptimal iterativeureso
This is because the extra degrees of freedom offered &jocation scheme performs close to the optimal scheme.
the increasing number of antennas improve the efficiency Bésides, our results unveiled the potential power savings
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J. Xu and R. Zhang, “CoMP Meets Smart Grid: A New Commutiica

and renewable green energy sharing compared to centralized and Energy Cooperation Paradigmg appear in IEEE Trans. Veh.

systems with multiple co-located antennas. [6]

APPENDIX-PROOF OFPROPOSITIONT]

We start the proof by studying the solution of the dual’]
problem in [2%). For a given optimal dual varial®(:), we

have® (i) 8]

min
Wy, VEHNTL &5 5,1

arg

£(W, V.65, 8,0, 51(0), (1))
)

—arg min  fo(Wg, V)+f1(Wi, V,e5 8, v, ®(i))
Wk7\;€HNTL
e>,5,v
K L (101
- Zzﬂw (Tr(Wle) - sz,k(i)Pleax)
k=1l=1 1]
=arg  min fo(Wi, V)+ f1(W, V,e5,8,v, 8(i))
Wy, VEHNT L
eS.8,v [12]
K L
+ D B THWiRy), )
k=11l=1 [13]

where the first equality is due to the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker
(KKT) conditions of the SDP relaxed problem ih_{19). On

the other hand, we can rewrite functigii® (), s;;),t € 14
{1,...,i} as
E(2(1), s1,k) [15]
— minimize {fo(Wk,V) + (W, V,e5,0,v, 8(t))
Wi, VEHNTE [16]
eS . 5,v
+ (Wi, s ®(0) } CON
= minimize fo(Wp, V)+ f1(Wy, V,e5, 8, v, ®(t))
wk,VEHNTL
eS.5,v [18]
K L
+ ZZBM Tr(WiRy)
k=11=1 [19]
K L
- ZZBk,lSl,kPlea"- (40)
k=1 1l=1 [20]

As a result, the primal solution in theth iteration,®(¢), is

also the solution for the minimization in the master problem
in (40) for thet-th constraint in[(29b). Similarly, we can usg21]
the same approach to prove that the solution[of (28) is also

the solution of [(31). oy
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