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Abstract—Characterizing user to Remote Radio Head (RRH) capacity performances when utilizing different RRH associ

association strategies in cloud radio access networks (CANs) tion strategies for multiple antenna C-RANs are analyzed in
is critical for performance optimization. In this letter, t he single this letter.

nearest and N—-nearest RRH association strategies are presented, | icul h . f this | . dv diff
and the corresponding impact on the ergodic capacity of c- _ IN particular, the aim of this letter Is to study different
RANSs is analyzed, where RRHs are distributed according to a RRH association strategies for a user accessing the CRANs

stationary point process. Closed-form expressions for thergodic ~ with good reliability with constraints on implementatiooro-
capacity of the proposed RRH association strategies are deed. plexity and radio resource consumption. The contributires

Simulation results demonstrate that the derived uplink clsed- two-fold. Firstly, the outage probability and the closeirh
form capacity expressions are accurate. Furthermore, therzalysis

and simulation results show that the ergodic capacity gaing not  €rgodic capacity achieved by both the single nearest/dnd
linear with either the RRH density or the number of antenna pg  Nearest RRH association strategies for C-RANs are charac-

RRH. The ergodic capacity gain from the RRH density is larger terized, where multiple antennas are used in the RRH, and
than that from the number of antennas per RRH, which indicates  the path loss exponent is 4. Secondly, based on the proposed
that the association number of the RRH should_ not be blgger outage probability and ergodic capacity performance wetri
than 4 to balance the performance gain and the implementatio . .
cost. the impact of the number of antennas and the RRH density
is characterized. Closed-form expressions for the ergoalic
pacity are derived for special cases in this letter thougly th
are too complex to be analyzed mathematically. According to
the analysis and simulation results, the association nuwibe
I. INTRODUCTION the RRH should not be larger than 4 to balance performance

Cloud radio access networks (C-RANs) are by now re8&ins and implementation complexity.
ognized to curtail both capital and operating expenditures
as well as to provide high energy-efficiency transmissidn bi Il. SYSTEM MODEL
rates. The Remote Radio Heads (RRHs) in C-RANs operate
as soft relays by compressing and forwarding the signalsConsider C-RAN uplink systems, in which a group of
received from mobile users to a centralized Base Band URRHS, each havind. antennas, help the signals of a single-
(BBU) through the backhaul link§][1]. The outage probagpilitantenna user to be decoded in the BBU. The locations of
for distributed beamforming and best base station selectith® RRHs are assumed to be the atoms of a two-dimensional
schemes in C-RANs are presented|ih [2] when the user aR@isson Point Process (PP®)having intensity) in a disc
base stations are each configured with a single antenna &d Whose radius isk. Without any loss of generality, we
the path loss exponent is 2, and the minimal number of RRI@gsume the desired user ( denotedlby is located at the
for the desired user to meet a predefined quality of servieggin of D*. Let ((U) € & signify that U is associated
is analyzed as well. I 3], it is demonstrated that the larg® an RRH. The numbelNy of RRHs in D? is random
scale fading exponent has a significant impact on the capadiith probability distributionP(Ng) = (up™*/(Ng)!)e ">,
of large C-RAN systems. As an extension 6f [2] and [3pvhereup = 7R?X. The large-scale fading is represented by
considering that the RRHs often employ multiple antennds, ' Wherea is the path loss exponent, andis the distance
the path loss exponent can vary, and the ergodic capacity iskgtweenJ and thei-th RRH. When maximal ratio combining

critical performance metric, the outage probability angbelic (MRC) is used for achieving full-diversity gains, the small
scale fading betweeb and thei-th RRH is given by
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as Based on[(b), the outage probability that the received SNR
_xtTen” ~ to access the nearest is smaller than thre n
fu (@) = t @ h RRH ller than thresHooa
Hi (L—-1)!" be written as

_ Pow_ir = Pr[y < T] =E [Pr [pHr™* <T]|r]
We let Py denote the transmit power df. Two RRH o

association strategies are investigated in this letter. /°° € (L, o ) “Amro 3 g
. .. . = ———— € rar.
1) Single nearest RRH association: The desired wser o (L=1)! i

_assomates_ V_V'th the nearest RRH, which hgs the MaX-rpe ergodic capacity for the proposed single nearest RRH
Imum receiving power when the shadow fadmg rémaiflgsociation strategy is specified in the following proposit
gonstant. The aisasomated RRHfor userU is thus Proposition 1: For high SNR, the uplink ergodic capacity
¢ = argmax Pyr; " H;. (bps/H2Z) for the single nearest RRH association strategy in
2) N-nearest RRH association: The desired Udeasso- C-RAN system approximates
ciates with theN nearest RRHs amongst the tofsl;
RRHs (Vv < Ng). To avoid the calculation of distances Lz_:l 14 90n(r\)+C]—C+1n (P/Uz)
from U to the total N RRHSs, theN RRHs with the =

(6)

(@)

maximum average received power during the observed R In (2) ’
interval will be selected when the transmit powers of au/here C is Euler’'s constant.
RRHs are the same.

Obviously, the higher diversity gains can be achieved by o
selecting thelV best RRHs (i.e., thé&V RRHs with maximum Cig = / Foin () logy (1 4 7)dy, (8)
instantaneous received power taking all kinds of fading int 0
account) thanV nearest RRHs. However, to access thie wheref,, . (7) is the pdf of the SNR+). Using the definition
best RRHs, the instantaneous channel state informatiol) (Cé pdf and the outage probability ifl(6), we have
is necessary and the backhaul signalling overhead incgease N )
with Ny, which challenges the implementation complexity. 0 (fooo Pr {H < %]6_’\”” 27T/\7°1d7°1) )
Consequently, this letter focuses on the practicdplaearest Jor (V) = aT .

RRH association strategy that selects fieRRHs with the . . . .
largest received power at the BBU. Since H ~ T' (L, 1) described in[{(R),[{9) can be written as

Proof: The ergodic capacity can be calculated as

> aL(,y)L—le—a —Anr?
Ill. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS Jryin (V) = AT 2rArdr,  (10)

The received signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) fdrat a distance

. . wherea = r%/p.
r; from thei-th RRH is

In the high SNR regimelog, (1 4+ ) ~ log, (). Substi-
tuting (20) into [8), the ergodic capacity expression can be

Vi = 172', (3) approximated as
g
9 .. ) oo oo aL(,y)L—le_am 5
whereo” is the additive thermal noise power. Cip ~ / / =T e~ 9 Ardrlog, () dy
0 0 -
_ oo [L-1 o
A. Single nearest RRH association _ 1 / [Z 1 O (7’_> T IR
For this scheme, the associated with the nearest RRH and @) Jo [Z7 P
the subscripti can dropped in[{3). An outage occurs when L-1 )
the received SNR at the associated RRH is smaller than a =~ 2« 7 2 [n(7A) + C] = C +1n (P/0?)
predefined threshold'. = — n(2) .
Lemma 1: The outage probability achieved by the single (11)

nearest RRH association strategy in C-RAN uplink systemsis ~ The derived closed-form capacity expression[inl (11) indi-
o cates that the ergodic capacity from the single nearest RRH
p o [>E (L’ Iz ) Ao\ nd 4 association strategy is non-linearly increasing with theber
outR T (L= 1) © ArArs ) of antennas per RRH, the spatially intensity of RRH% and
the user’s transmit powef,;. Furthermore, the impact on the

_p i i i . \ )
where p = 75, and e (a, b) in the numerator is the lower in- grgodic capacity o\ is larger than that of..

i i _ (b oa—1,-u
complete. gamma functlpn given b){ e (a,b) = fO. u'"e d_u. B. N-nearest RRH association
Proof: The lemma is proved in two steps: first obtain the o _
pdf of the distance- betweenU and the serving RRH, and When associating with théV' nearest RRHs amongstr

then find the outage probability. RRHSs, the received SNR with the MRC can be written as
Following [5], the pdf ofr is given by . i PHir® .
fr(r) = g~ 2xAr,r > 0 (5) o o

=1



For simplicity of description, the cas& =2 will be pre- In the special case af = 4, (I8) can be simplified to
sented first, followed by thé&v > 2 case.

Case 1: Associated With 2 RRHS ¥ = 2) 2 N_9
When associating with 2 RRHSs in terms of the distances qfo + Nr~Pr z:pHiri“1 + pL(?T)\)QN 1 <T
r1 andrq (assuming) < r; < ro) and the fading gains aff; i=1 —_—
and Hy, we have S
Lemma 2: The outage probability for the 2-nearest RRHs o0 L R
association strategy is :/ 202Ny |12 [P | N gy,
(2257 (T —S)ry —pL
Pout_2r = Pr [pTl_aHl +pry “Hy < T} (19)
(a) [ 2 4?2 —xiE g Based on[(19), the uplink ergodic capacity for the> 2
- /(E{pH1+pH2}) /( B{oH, 1rg )g T ATIT2E 7472 RRH association strategy can be derived@s (20).
Ty oEleH) , Since a closed-form pdf expression for the SNR exists in
@) /oo o, [T% B ( ;;Lrg )31 N dry, the special case oV — oo, a = 4 [4] as follows
(%)= Try —pL 7T/\\/_ Lpm3)\*
(13) foo () = 5372 OXP (— AT ) ; (21)

where (a) follows from the fact that the two shortest dis- . / )
tances from the desired usér are governed by the joint We can write an upper bound on the ergodic capacity as

pdf f (ri,m2) = AT N2y poe— ™A (Proof: See Appendix A). CUmer _ /oo WIp <_ Lo\t
0

Based on the expectation d&f; (i.e., L) in (b), the double o732 X AT

) log, (14 T)dT
integral in (a) can be changed to be a single integral.

According to the derived single integral ii {13), the SNR C— Y G + i LP’T A

pdf for the 2-nearest RRH association strategry can be appro ~ i=0

imated as In2 (22)
fry2r(Y) The derived expression in (22) shows that the upper capacity

2
o

0 272X2(Lp) =221y, bound is related to the parametets Py, and A, with A
= /sz N f(T— (Lp)t~%) = "e"™'dt.  entering quadratically. Hence, compared withand Py, A
(*7°) (14) is the primary factor impacting on the ergodic capacity.

Thus, the uplink ergodic capacity can be characterized by
(I9) located on the top of the next page. Note that this foamul IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS
applies for arbitrarya > 2, which is an extension of [2]. In this section, the accuracy of the above closed-form
Furthermore, for the case af = 4, a simple closed-form expressions and the impact of L and Py on capacity
ergodic capacity expression can be derived[@3 (16), whiearformance are evaluated. The number of antennas per RRH
shows that the number of antennashas the same impactL is set 4, and the expected value if is utilized. The path
on the capacity as the RRH density. loss exponenty is set 4, the radiuR of the disc is set at
Case 2: Associated withV RRHs (V > 2) 600m, and the intensity of RRHS3, is assumed to b&0—*,
To extend to the arbitraryv case, the main challenge is that.e., up = mR*X = 11.304. The power spectral density is
an exact pdf expression fozl ,r; @ is difficult to derive. -174dBm/Hz, and the spectral bandwidth is 100MHz.
Consider the stochastic geometry property that the poihts o Fig. [ shows the ergodic capacity performance under dif-
the two-dimensional PPP of intensify can be mapped to aferent numbers of association RRHE with the varying
one-dimensional PPP. The pdf of the random variable? transmit powerP;, where the capacity grows monotonically
can be expressed gq(z) = I(’—l), Hence, the expectationas the transmit power increases because the interferendeeca
of r— can be written in avoided due the cooperative processing inherited from the C
! - Cw RAN architecture. The Monte Carlo simulation results match
E{r;} = (mA) 2 / 7% f(z)dz = (7\) 2 L _ $) 7 well with those indicated by the presented closed-form éigo
’ 0 I (i) capacity expressions. Whén= 4 and\ = 10~4, the capacity
A e g . (17) gain from the single nearest RRH association to the 2-neares
wherel (i —5) is f|_n|te only fo_r _the case < O‘,/2’ and there- RRH association is significant. However, the capacity gaps
fore, we S.hOUId derive the_add|t|0nal part wheh LO‘_/_2J +1, among the 4 and 8 and even infinite RRH associations are not
where || is the floor function. The outage probability can b?arge which indicates that no more than 4 RRHs should be

expressed as associated for each user when considering the balance eretwe

la/2] N the performance gains and implementation cost.
Pout_Nr = Pr Z pHr; " + Z pH;r;* <T The impact of the number of antennas per RRHon
i=1 i=lo/2]+1 the uplink C-RAN ergodic capacity performance is shown in
Le/2] N ( Fig.[d, whereP; = 10mw and A = 10~%. Similarly to the

Z pHir;% + pL Z (W)\)QL__E) < T| . influence of the transmission pow&}; shown in Fig[l, the
; i=la/2]+1 I' (@) uplink ergodic capacity increases with an increasing nurabe
(I8) antennas per RRH, and the performance gain is significant



< e 2N (Lp)®
OQR_/O /(qu)% f(Z—(Lp)t 2) e log (14 Z)dtdZ. (15)
_ * 2m2\2(Lp)'/2e~ ™M InZ = Z—@pi2||”
O§§4 = / TN (Lp) e 2 |- n—2 + arctan ( p)2 dt
0 41n2 Z= (Lo}t | 2y V(TR)E (Lp)t~ (24e)
_ In(2pL) +7/2—-2+2C+2In (7))
N In 2 '
! (16)
o 2
CO‘:4:/ N2 ™ /Lot |In (2Lp + St?) — In (#?) + ————— arctan Lp+ St2) | dt. 20
v VIt I 2Lp + §7) = n () + e arctan (/I ¥ SF) (20)
V. CONCLUSION
osf , 4 In this paper, closed-form ergodic capacity expressions fo
both single nearest and-nearest RRH association strategies
or when the pathloss exponent is 4 have been presented. Both

analytical and simulation results have shown that the RRH
association number should not be larger than 4 in order to
balance the performance gain and implementation costfend t

Capacity (bps/Hz)

J o 1w s RRH densityA has a greater impact on performance gain than
—— 2RRHs, Simulation
2o 7 4RRHs Simdaton | the number of antennas per RRHdoes. However, when
—=A— 8RRHSs, Simulation . . . .
e IRRH, Al is fixed, more antennas are preferred because this can provid
2RRHs, Analysis . . . . . .
7 o omrrie | higher gains than increasing RRH association can.
—— 2RRHSs, Analysis
— = = Upper Bound
R A S T T TR TR VI. APPENDIX A
Transmit Power (mW) L. A . ) . )
We need the joint distribution probability there is not more
Fig. 1. Ergodic capacity versus transmit powesy than one RRH within a ring from the radius to ro, that is

. . P , =P Il e ,onl € Oryr
when no more than 4 RRHs are associated. Specially, when r(rir) F(nu Oy, only one € rir,)

fixing L = 4 and increasing the RRH association number UPr (null € Ory,null € éryr,)
from 1 to 2 and from 4 to infinite, the capacity performanc&herer, denotes the circle centered at the origin of radius
improves about 0.58bps/Hz and 0.28bps/Hz, respectivélg. Tr,, and¢,,,., denotes the ring centered at the origin of radius
ergodic capacity for the case df = 8, N = 2 is about from r; to r,. Since RRHs are distributed according to the
9.21bps/Hz, while it is about 8.06 bps/Hz for the case efvo-dimensional Poisson process distribution, thus thet jo
L =2, N = 8. This result demonstrates that more antennas gsgbability can be written as

preferred to increase capacity when the RRH density remainl§r (r1,72)

static. s L ,
_ (67)‘71-(7’277‘1) + ()\71' (T% _ 7’%)) 67)\77(7"277“1)) 67)‘71-(7’1).
w0 (24)

(23)

10r

REFERENCES

[1] S. Park, O. Simeone, O. Sahin, and S. Shamai, “Robust Hiuicet
distributed compression for cloud radio access netwotllEEEE Trans-
actions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 62, no. 2, pp. 692-703, Feb. 2013.

[2] Zz. Ding, and H. V. Poor, “The use of spatially random bataisns in
cloud radio access networkdEEE Sgnal Processing Letters, vol. 20,
no. 11, pp. 1138-1141, Nov. 2013.

[3] A. Liu, and V. Lau, “Joint power and antenna selection immation

95

Capacity (bps/Hz)

o 1RRA, Simulation in large cloud radio access networkdEEE Transactions on Sgnal
—6— 2RRHs, Simulation Processing, vol. 62, no. 5, pp. 1319-1328, Mar. 2014,
o —%— 4RRHs, Simulation | - [4] M. Haenggi, and R. K. Ganti, “Interference in large we&s$ networks,”
+§§§:5§:;5‘:'0" %L(J)gdaﬂons and Trends in Networking, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 127-248, Feb.
75 A AN 1 [5] J. Andrews, F. Baccell, and R. Ganti, “A Tractable Apach to
BRRHe. Analyas Coverage and Rate in Cellular Network&ZEE Transactions on Com-
, — - — Upper Bound ] munications, vol. 59, no. 11, pp. 3122-3134, Nov. 2011.

I I I I I I I
5 6 7 8 9 10
Number of RRH Antennas L

Fig. 2. Ergodic capacity versus antenna number
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