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Abstract—In this paper, we propose low complexity oppor- for the general case ok -transmitter MIMO IC. Further, in
tunistic methods for interference alignment in K-transmitter  grder to better exploit the available user diversity, wesider
MIMO interference channels by exploiting multiuser diversity.  1ha hroblem of user pairing for achieving opportunistic Ve
We do not assume availability of channel state information CSl) L . . .
at the transmitters. Receivers are required to feed back arlag YS€ @ geomet_rlc |nterpret§\tlon of the_ signal space to dd_ime t
values indicating the extent to which the received interfeence Measure of alignment which quantifies the extent to which the
subspaces are aligned. The proposed opportunistic intenfence interference subspaces are aligned. Each transmitted ¢aets
alignment (OIA) achieves sum-rate comparable to conventital g reference signal and receivers calculate their correpgn
CO;ﬁqugQignes but with a significantly reduced computational meagyre of alignment and feed it back. Depending on the

Index Terms—Interference alignment, user selection, user pair- received value_s for the measure of alignment, t_he transraitt
ing, sum-rate, multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO), in terfer- ~can select their user independently (user selection) greae
ence channel be paired with the users by a central node (user pairing).

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
SectiorL]l, we describe the system model. Sedfidn 1l deseri

Interference alignment (IA) is a promising interferencéhe proposed choice for measure of alignment. Sedfidn IV
management technique for future wireless networks whieliscusses about OIA in the user selection framework while
are interference limited, such as, MIMO interference cledgn Section[¥ discusses OIA in the user pairing framework.
(IC), MIMO iinterfering broadcast channels (IFBC), etc. lasv Performance comparison is presented in Sedfidn VI. Finally
demonstrated in[[1] that IA can achieve a sum degree-&ection VIl concludes the paper.
freedom (DoF) of% in a K-user SISO interference channel.
IA utilizes multiple signaling dimensions (due to multie-
tennas or time/frequency extensions) to suppress thevestei

interference into a reduced dimensional subspace of te@ec  \We consider a network witl transmitters andV receivers.

space. Each transmitter is equipped withV; antennas and each

Conventional methods for interference alignmént [1]-[@] d receiver is equipped wittlN; antennas. In aK-transmitter
pend on one or more of global channel state information,chaniMO IC, each user receivedk — 1) interfering signals and
nel state information at transmitters, reciprocity of démkr  one desired signal, each of dimensidh. We let Ny = M
uplink channels, transmitter cooperation or iterativehoes. and N = 2M so thatM dimensions can be designated for
If these assumptions are relaxed, it is not possible to @ehighe desired data streams and the remaidifiglimensions for
interference alignment by employing transmit precoding ifterference alignment, at each user. We consider twordifte
order to align the interferences received at the receiveds asystem models, namely, user selection model and user gairin
thus we rely on opportunistic methods to select users fociwhimodel.
the interferences are naturally aligned.

Low overhead feed back based OIA has been proposlgd
in [B]-[7]. A 2 x 2 MIMO IC with 3-transmitters has been" "
considered in[[5], while[[6],[[7] extend it to the case of In the user selection framework, we assume that there are
M x2M MIMO IC, again with3-transmitters. In these works, K cells, each with a single transmitter (base station). The
it is assumed each transmitter has a separate user grouprebeivers (users) are arbitrarily divided inkd groups of size
each group, a single user is selected by the correspondkig= N/K, where N is the total number of users in the
transmitter for opportunistic IA. In this paper, we extenthO network. The signaly® € CV#x! received by thenth user

|I. INTRODUCTION

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

User Selection
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Fig. 1. User Selection Model : Each transmitter selects @ndes a single Fig. 2. User Pairing : Each transmitter is paired with oner bgethe center
user in each group

We define theN x K pairing matrix P with P; ; as the

in the kth cell is given by : entry on itsith row andjth column which is given by :
yn= Hyxi + Z H) x; + w, (1) o 1, if receiveri and transmittej form a pair
desired signal 7k I 0, otherwise

interference signals
where}’, P;; = 1 and}_; P ; < 1 to ensure that each

k N N~ ; H H .
whereH; , € C™#*77 is the channel gain matrix betweengs js connected to exactly one user and that each ‘connected’

Ith base station (BS) and userin cell & and with each entry ser js connected to exactly one BS. The received signal at
assumed to be independently and identically distributed.li tne nth user,y,, can now be decomposed as :

circular symmetric complex GaukssianN(CSICG) random vari- « «

able with unit varianc€ N (0, 1), wk € CN¥r*1 denotes an ad-

ditive white Gaussian noi(se (?AW&N) Wit ~ CA(0 Ty, ) Yn = 2 kGt ) (1= Pop) G+ (3)
andx; € CN7*! is the signal vector transmitted by transmitter =l —"
I, encoded by a Gaussian codebook. desired signal interference signals

Fig. 1 depicts the user selection model. In each cell, out of aFig. 2 depicts the user pairing model. The pairing is enabled
total of S users, only one user is selected by the correspondipg the presence of a central system connecting each BS
BS for data transmission. This selection is carried out $hah through backhaul links. The exact procedure for finding the
opportunistic IA can be achieved and the exact procedute wilansmitter-receiver pairing configuration or equivalerP
be discussed in Sectign]lV. such that opportunistic IA can be achieved, will be discdsse

. Sectior Y. After the pairing configuration is found, the @ant
B. User Pairing can redirect the users’ data to their corresponding BSs.

In the user pairing framework, we assume that each of the both the frameworks, since the transmitters do not have
K BSs can connect to any user in the network. In othehannel state information, an equal power allocation among
words, BSs and users are not divided into distinct cellg/, data streams is assumed such that- CN(0, NL;INT)’

For differentiating from the user selection model, we leihere P is the transmit power constraint, assumed common,
G, € CNr*N7 to be the channel gain matrix between BSt all the BSs. Note that, if transmittewants to conveyl data
k and usem. The received signa},, € CV=*! at receivem  streams wherel < Ny it can employ an arbitrary precoding
is given by matrix V; € CN7*4 such thatV]’ V; = I, so that the system
K model remains statistically identical.
Yn = Z Gn,kxk + wp (2)
k=1 I1l. M EASURE OFALIGNMENT

with each entry ofG,, 1 being i.i.d. CSCG random variable Recall that in aK-transmitter MIMO IC, each user will
CN(0,1) andw,, € CVr*! ijs AWGN at usern with w,, ~ receive(K — 1) interference signals and one desired signal,
CN(0,In,) each of dimensioriVr. In order to quantify the suitability of




a user for data transmission in the interference channel, weLet 7 € Gy /(C) be the plane corresponding Fa Thus,
need to define a measure of alignment which quantifies tifecan be considered as the mean of subspées” ;. Quite
extent to which the received interference signals are atignnaturally, we can define the spread of these subspaces as
at each user. To that end, we will briefly review Grassmann .
manifold. . 2w T

| F= o min ;dc(F v H)) ©)
A. Grassmann Manifold

The Grassmann manifold x ;(C) has been defined asThe problem in(B) can be simplified as follows :

the set of allM-dimensional subspaces of complex Euclidean L

N-dimensional spaceC™ [8]. It is a widely used geometric F = argmin ZdE(F/,ﬁz)

concept in wireless communications and helps in the design FrstFHF =Ly 1=

and analysis of different methodologies. L&te G 1 (C) be L o

a M-dimensional subspaces. X x M matrix A is defined = argmin Z (M — Tr(F'"HHF))

. gy ’ 'THER/—
as generator matrix for A if its columns span the subspace FrstERF=In ey

corresponding ta4d and forms an orthonormal bases for the L p——
same, i.e.ATA =1I,,. Note that there can be infinitely many = o oremax > TrEPHHF)
generator matrices for a given subspatevhich can be ob- N M =1 ;
tained by the transformations — AU whereU € CM*M is o e
an arbitrary unitary matrix. For subspacdsB € Gy (C), e sing,I,?l?f(:IM Tr(F | Y H,HY ) F
the M orderedprincipal angles, 61,0s,...0y € [0,7/2] B B B 1?31 10
between the subspaces are obtained sequentially as = [Vi(Bn) va(Bn) ... v (Bn)] (10)
K
cog0,,) = gne%|aHb| = |a} by| whereB = Y H;H/ andv;(H) denotes the left singular

beB
s.t. [[al| =|b][ =1
a’la, =bfb, =0Vne M, (4)

=1
vector ofH which corresponds to thi¢gh largest singular value
[9]. Thus, f in @) is given by

L
where M., = {1,2,...,m — 1}, while {a,,}}_, and f= ZdE(F,ﬁl)
{b,}M_, are theprincipal vectors for .4 and 3, respectively. =1
The chordal distance betweehand B is defined as H Lo H
= f=LM-Tr(F" (> H,H |F
=1
de(A, B) (5) M Lo
= f=LM-> A\n ( HlHlH>
Alternatively, chordal distance between the two subspaces oM m L =
and 5 can be represented in terms of their generator matrices = f @) Z b, (Z HleI> (11)
as m=M+1 =1

de(A,B) = d.(A,B) = i||AAH —-BBf||p (6) where),(H) denotes thenth largest singular value df
V2 and (i) holds because

= /M —u(AHBBHA) (7)

2M L L
T aH | — 1. aH
Chordal distance is known to be proportional to the degree Z Am <Z HH; ) =T (Z H.H, )

of orthogonality between the subspaces. Note that, thedahor I
distance is invariant to the choice of generator matrices. _ ZTr (AEA) = LM (12)

B. Spread of Subspaces
Let {H,}-, be L matrices of sizeN x M. Thus, Smaller valu_es off |mpl_y that the interfering sub§paces
each of these matrices would correspond to planes/sutspaarg closely. aligned .an.d in the case of perfect alignment,
]p: 0. In view of this, if the matricesH,}~ , correspond

L H T 1L N XM H
, with {H as their . . .
{Hutiz, € Gywm(C) {Hi}j, € C to the channels between a user and interfering base stations
generator matrices. In order to define the spread of these , .
. . can be defined as a measure of alignment for the user.
subspaces, consider the following : :
The computation of the meaR and measure of alignment
L ~ f involve singular value decomposition (SVD) and hence
F=  argmin E d2(F', H)) (8) are expensive to compute. In what follows, we will explore

F/sUFHF =In =y approximations for the measure of alignment functjon



1) 3-Transmitter Case: In the case of3-transmitter in- thatH’ and H), become[[8]

terference channels, each user Rasterference subspaces
2M o _ 1, — | (14)
and f has the form > \,(H;H¥ + H,HE). In the 1 Oarx
m=M-+1 - -
following Lemma, we will find closed form expression for cog(61) 0 0
the eigenvalues o, H + H,HZ. 0 cogfsy) - 0

Lemma 1. If Hy,H, € C***M are the generator matrix of 5 : E :
the subspaceH 1, Ha € Ganr,(C), eigenvalues ofl; HY + i, — 0 0 - cogfm) (15)

H,HI can be represented in descending order as sin0y) 0 0
0 sin(fz) - -- 0

1+ cos(61),...,14cos(frr),1 — cos(0nr),...,1 —cos(b1) : : . :
M M L O 0 <o+ sin(fa) |

(13)  ThusHE{H/" + HLH, has the structure as i {16). The
) o eigenvalues of the matrix ifi_(L6) can be trivially found to be
whered,,, is themth smallest principal angle betweéfy and - 1 | ¢o5(6,), 1 + cos(6y), ..., 1+ cos(0), 1 — cos(Bar),
Ha. 1—cos(Opr—1), ..., 1 —cos(#). This completes the prooi
L It follows from Lemma_l that
Proof: We will first show that eigenvalues of, H,H” oM M
i=1 s T
are invariant under a common rotation transformation on the f = > An(HH{ + HHY) = ) 1 - cog,)
corresponding subspacg${;}, € Gy u(C), i, H — m=M+1 m=1

OH where O € C**2M is an arbitrary member of the Since coéf,,) > co(6,,)V b, € [0,7/2], we have that

orthogonal grougD(2M) [8]. o o

L _
Let <Z Hlel’) v = \v and consider Z 1 —cogb,) < Z 1 —cos'(0,,)
i=1 m=1 m=1
= f < d2(Hy, Hy)
L _ _
- - We can redefinef such thatf = d2(H;, Hs), which
OH,)(OH,)" | v/ = X'V o 2 | e\l T2
(;( A ) )V M is intuitive asd?(H;,H,) is proportional to the degree of
I orthogonality between the corresponding subspaces arsd thu
-0 ZEHH Oy = \v' has the property that its value decreases as the interfering
o ’ subspaces get closer or more aligned.

2) General Case: Unlike the 3-transmitter case, it is diffi-

On right multiplyingO* on both sides and using the fact thafult to obtain closed-form expressions for eigenvalueshin t
OHO = Iy, we have general case where the network hastransmitters. In ak’

transmitter network, there af& —1) interference subspaces at
2M K—-1
each user and thyShas the form >~ A, [ > HlHF).

m=M+1 =1
In the following Lemma, we extend the bound for the general
case ofK -transmitter interference channels.

L
T T H H H
$<2H1H1>(0 V):/\/(O v') Lemma 2. For K-transmitter interference channels,
' the measure of alignmentf is bounded above by

K—-1 o
_ Jmin > d2(H;, H))
Comparing with HleI) v = \v, we have that\ = IsjsK=1 =

=1
N andv = Ofv/,
Thus, it follows that

Proof: B
Let F be the mean of H;}X ,. SinceF is the minimizer

K—-1
of > d?(F',H,), it follows for any arbitraryl < j < K —1

=1
A (1:111:1{1 + ﬁgﬁ?) = )\m((OIjll)(Oﬁl H that
_ — \H K-1 -1
+HOH,)(OH,)) Y REH) < Y R, )
= =
Let columns ofH; andH, be the corresponding principal K-1
vectors, {a;}}4, and {b;}}1,, respectively. Definefl; = = f< ) di(H; H) 17)

OH,; and H, = OH). We can choos® € O(2M) such I=1



[1+cos(fy) --- 0 sin(26,)/2 --- 0 T
, : g : : R
— 0 0 1+ CO§(91\,{) 0 ce Sln(291\4)/2
/ H __
D S = e 0 Sl - 0 (16)
i 0 . sin(20a)/2) 0 o sinf(O) |
Since [1¥) holds for any arbitrary, it must hold for all follows
je{l,...,K —1} and thus K
Uf. =argmin Tr ([ UY [ > HL (HE )7 | U
2 k U E ko k>
< min Z d*(H,,H)) (18) I=1 1k
_ = [VMH (Buz)» vars2 (Buz), -+, Vau (Bﬁk)}
This completes the proof. ] 22)
K—1 N
From [11), we havef = Z d*(F,H;), where F cor- «
responds to the mean of the subspaces correspondingwitere Bk = Z Hn Z(H’“* ). The achievable sum-
K—1 Lk
{Hz}l 1 - Since computing the medh or evenf (directly) rate [7] for the network is given by
is computauonally proh|b|t|ve we can approximate the mea
F by an element in{H WhICh is nearest to it. Indeed
y n{ l} - K ‘IM + 2 Z UH (HZ;,Z)HUnZ
Where] = <Jné11r(1 argmin Z d?(H;,H,) is closest to Rioum = ZIOgQ K
the mearF and we can redefine the measure of alignment as k=1 ‘IM +4 > ULHE (HE )HU,-
follows =11k " "
(23)
= min ZdQ H; H)) (19) V. OPPORTUNISTICINTERFERENCEALIGNMENT
1<j<K-1

THROUGH USERPAIRING

Note that this approximation to the actual measure of |, this section, we consider the problem of finding

alignment is cheaper to compute. Also, fir= 3, the above yansmitter-receiver pairing configuration (refer Sec{l6E)
expression reduces to the one obtained for 3fteansmitter , order to achieve IA opportunistically. For OIA in the user
interference channel. pairing framework, the receivers feed back the measure of
alignment to a central node, which in turn decides the pairin
configuration.

Each user receivek’, M -dimensional signals among which

In this section, we consider the user selection problene(retmost one can be the desired signal. Unlike the OIA with
Section1I-8) in which one user is selected in each cell suakser selection case, the desired signal is not predefined and
that opportunistic IA is achieved. Theth user in cellk will depend on the channel conditions for all the users in the
calculates the measure of alignment functjtinas follows  network. The measure of alignment at userhen it is paired

with the kth BS can be defined as

IV. OPPORTUNISTICINTERFERENCEALIGNMENT
THROUGH USERSELECTION

f¥'= min Z d*(H nj, ) (20) K - -
S =11k Jnk = Em Z d2(Gnj, Gnt) (24)
T2k =114k

where H* 1 Is an arbitrary generator matrix fat” ,. Fol-
lowing thls each user feeds the measure of ahgnment back tavhere G,,; is an arbitrary generator matrix foG,, ;.
its corresponding transmitter. After receiving this infation Each user thus computdé measure of alignment functions,
from their users, transmitter selects the usen}, with the {f. .}, corresponding to each BS.

minimum value of measure of alignment Let us define the vector of measure of alignment at user
: in en "%
n; = argmin
i 1§gn§K " o= [fa1s fo2s ooy fo)t (25)

The selected user;; in cell k employs the post-processingeach user feedbacks its corresponding measure of alignment
matrix U’“ which minimizes the interference leakage [2] asectors{f,,})_, to a central node. The center aggregates the
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Fig. 3. 3-transmitter MIMO IC withA/ = 3 and N = 30 ) ] ] ]
Fig. 4. Complexity for3-transmitter MIMO IC withM = 3

data from all the users and forms thex K feedback matrix,

F defined as Section Y. In what follows, US and UP denote user selection

F=[ff, ..., " (26) and user pairing, respectively.

Each entry in the matriF corresponds to a pair in the” Complexity Analysis
original network. The smaller the value of the entry, the enor In this section, we will discuss the computational complex-
likely it is for the corresponding link to have the interfaoes ity of the algorithms using flop counts. The complexity of an
aligned and thus more likely to be chosen in the final useperation is counted as total number of flops required wisch i
pairing solution. Having obtained the matiik the center can defined as a real floating point operation and we denote it by
chooseK non-conflicting pairs which constitute the minimumy. The flop counts for some typical operations for a complex
sum for the measure of alignment. Therefore, the optinimati matrix A € C™*" with m > n are
problem can be formulated as

Y(A+ A)=2mn (28a)
N K
i Y([|Allr) = 4mn (28b)
P jfij 27
" ;; il 272) Y(GSQA)) = 8mn? — 2mn (28c)
subjectto Y P <1Vi (27b) $(SVD(A)) = 24mn® + 48mn” + 54n’ (28d)

P(MUL(A)) = »(AAT) = 8mn? — 2mn (28e)

J
Z Py =1Vj (27¢) where GSO stands for Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization, SVD
i o stands for singular value decomposition and MWL denotes
P €{0,1} Vi, j (27d)  the operationAA* .

This optimization can be solved efficiently by the rectamgul 1 ne Proposed OIA in the user selection framework requires
Hungarian algorithm[10]. After the optimal pairing conﬁgu(lfg_l_ 1) GSO operations{K" — 1) MUL operations and
ration P* has been found, each user which is connected to a2 ) matrix subtractions as well d||» operations at each
BS can employ a post-processing matrix which minimizes tiy$er in every cell. At the selected user, MUL operation for
interference leakage similar t0 {22). Le} be the user paired (K — 1) times, (K — 2) matrix additions and a single SVD
with BS k, i.e, P*., = 1. The expression for achievablelS required. Thus the total complexity for OIA in the user

sum-rate will be same aE (23). selection framework is given by

VI. PERFORMANCE COMPARISON Yoiaus = K(S (NZ(AK —4) + N3(3K* — 11K +8))

In this section, we compare the performance in terms
of sum-rate and computational complexity of the proposed
OIA algorithm with the conventional MAX-SNR and MIN- OIA in the user pairing framework requireds GSO op-
INR schemesl]6],[ [7]. MAX-SNR and MIN-INR have beenerations,K MUL operations am{f) matrix subtractions as
proposed for the user selection framework fin [6], [7]. Wevell as||.||r operations at each user. At tté selected users,
extend them for the user pairing framework as done for OIA MUL operation for(K — 1) times, (K — 2) matrix additions

+ (N3(124 + 2K) + N2(K — 3)) ) (29)
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and a single SVD is required. Thus the total complexity fc ¥ MININR (UP)
OIA in the user pairing framework is given by a0l 8 o e Py
= % = MIN-INR (US) -

Yoaup = N x (N%(ZLK) + NA(3K? — 5K)) + 28] :8: T R - A
K x (N}(124 +2K) + NA(K — 3))  (30)

26

The complexity for MAX-SNR and MIN-INR in the user ¥ z|
selection framework denoted byyax-snr-us andy¥minnr-us, £

respectively, is given in[[7]. MIN-INR in the user pairing § | o
framework requires’ MUL operations,2 K matrix additions ¢
and a single SVD at every user. The total complexity for MIN”

INR is given by g

20

PMIN-INR-UP = N X (N%(128K) + NI%(?)K)) (31)

The MAX-SNR scheme requires GSO operations anfl’
SVD at every user in the user pairing framework. Thus, tt 12, s m 5 2 P o
total complexity for MAX-SNR is given by SNR (dE)

Umaxsnrup = N x (N}%(IZSK) _ N}%(K)) (32) Fig. 5. 4-transmitter MIMO IC withM = 6 and N = 40

Note that we have ignored the complexity of solving th gx1©° ‘
optimization prpbl_em in[(27) which arises in_ the user parin ﬁg;ﬁﬁgj LR
framework. This is because the computatlon happens ol 7,_—gjmx_-|§g"$g;’>
once at the center and not at the mobile users. :8: oA 0

Fig. 4 and Fig.6 show the plot of computational complexity s}
vs. total number of userv for a 3-transmitter MIMO IC
with M = 3 and a4-transmitter MIMO IC with M = 6, 5-
respectively. It can be observed that the complexity of Ol
is only a small fraction of the complexity of MIN-INR and § 4+
MAX-SNR schemes. Moreover, user pairing when compar<§
to user selection has roughly the same complexity in case 3|
proposed OIA, but the same is not true for both, MIN-INF

Flops

and MAX-SNR. . ====_==4!

B. Sum-Rate RN TE o 1
Fig. 3 and Fig.5 show the sum-rate vs. signal-to-noisc gg--~~"" : &0

ratio (SNR) plot for the proposed OIA and the conventioni 1 20 30 0 umber ofusers () I 80 %0

schemes for a3-transmitter MIMO IC with M = 3 and

a 4-transmitter MIMO IC with M = 6, respectively. It Fig. 6. Complexity for4-transmitter MIMO IC with M = 6

can be observed that the proposed OIA achieves sum-rates
close to MIN-INR but at a significantly lower computational
complexity. Moreover, with the same number of total users in VII. CONCLUSION

the network, user pairing outperforms user selection. In this paper, we have considered two different system mod-
Fig. 7 shows the plot of sum-rate vs. the total numbel|s namely, user selection and user pairing Kotransmitter

of users for ad-transmitter MIMO IC with M = 6 and MO interference channels. By exploiting multiuser diver

SNRs of 10 dB and 25 dB. As expected, the performanceiy, we propose low complexity opportunistic interferenc

of all the algorithms improve as the number of users igignment (OIA) algorithms for both the models. The progbse

increased. Also, user pairing provides more thad-®old oA algorithms are compared with conventional schemes,

gain over user selection in terms of total number of usegBN-INR and MAX-SNR. and found to achieve comparable
required to achieve similar sum-rate performance. Withees g,m-rates but at a significantly reduced computational com-
to the number of users, the gaps in sum-rate performance fﬂ’éxity.

different algorithms is almost constant. Figyshows the plot
of sum-rate vs. the number of antennésfor a 4-transmitter REFERENCES
MIMO IC with N = 100 and SNRs ofl0 dB and25 dB. . ,

b b d that the sum-rate increases aImostI}jneaP] V. R. Cadambe and S. A. Jafar, “Interference alignmemnt degrees of
It .Can € opserve ’ u ! ) freedom of the K-user interference channéhformation Theory, |IEEE
with the number of transmit antennas for all the algorithms.  Transactions on, vol. 54, no. 8, pp. 3425-3441, 2008.
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