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Joint User Association and Interference Mitigation
for D2D-Enabled Heterogeneous Cellular Networks
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Abstract—The heterogeneous cellular networks (HCNs) with latency, and high data rate and spectral efficiency [8], [9].
delvi?e-to;devicet ([f)f?l?) fognrlﬂunicati?ns f;]avc‘f tbeenta Przmliﬂii Moreover, the D2D communications can also enhance the
solution to cost-efficient delivery of high data rates. ey ; ; ot
challenge in such D2D-enabled HCNs is how to design an physical layer Securlty.[]_O]. _Thus, _the D2D communications
effective association scheme with D2D model selection foodd have been ad_vocgted In varlo_us wireless networks. Although
balancing. Moreover, the offloaded users and D2D receivers D2D communications can achieve many advantages, the D2D
(RXs) would suffer strong interference from BSs, especialifrom  pairs may suffer severe interference from BSs, especiaiiy f
high-power BSs. Evidently, a good association scheme shdul high-power BSs. To fully exploit the potential of D2D com-
integrate with interference mitigation. Thus, we first propose munications, we need to consider some interference nittigat

an effective resource partitioning strategy that can mitigite the . Lo
interference received by offloaded users from high-power BS techniques such as power control and resource partitioning

and the one received by D2D RXs from BSs. Based on this, we [11].
then design a user association scheme for load balancing, igh Since various BSs coexist, the user association for HCNs
jointly considers user association and D2D model selectiold js a challenging topic[[12]. When the conventional signal
maximize network-wide utility. Considering that the formulated g0 q1h-hased association is applied to HCNs, the olttaine
problem is in a nonlinear and mixted-integer form and hard o . . )
to tackle, we adopt a dual decomposition method to develop an 108d distribution 'is very imbalanced since most users are
efficient distributed algorithm. Simulation results show that the ~associated with high-power BSs. Thus, some association ap-
proposed scheme provides a load balancing gain and a resoerc proaches that are well applied in traditional cellular reke
partitioning gain. may not be appropriate for HCNs. Moreover, when D2D
Index Terms—heterogeneous cellular networks; device-to- cOmmunication techniques are incorporated into HCNs, the
device communications; interference mitigation; user assciation;  user association problem becomes more complicated. To make
load balancing; distributed algorithm. full use of novel network framework, we are required to desig
an association scheme with offloading capability. Next, we
will focus on some offloading strategies for HCNs and D2D-

enabled cellular networks.
Eterogeneous cellular networks (HCNs) have been

widely regarded as a promising solution to improving
area’s spectral efficiency, alleviating traffic congessiamhot- A. Related work

spots, and thus enhancing the end-user experierice_[1]-[4lTo accommodate new characteristics of HCNs, many ef-
However, due to the limited backhaul connections betwegsyts in the literature toward load balancing for HCNs have
low-power base stations (BSs), some offloading techniqussen made. As a most frequently utilized method, the bi-
cannot fully balance the loads among different BSs. It ilyig asing method (cell range expansion) gives low-power BSs
possible that some BSs are severely congested while adjaGgi offset to attract more users for them. [n1[13], authors
BSs are very lightly loaded. To further alleviate congewio give closed-form expressions of the downlink data rate and
and increase system throughput, HCNs with device-to-e@evigignal-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) distributiunder
(D2D) communications have been a good option in recegtjasing method, but cannot achieve a closed-form expressi
years [5][7]. of an optimal offset. Since this association approach only
The D2D communication directly takes place between twgcuses on the load balancing for HCNs and doesn't consider
closely located users. As a kind of proximity communicatiorny interference mitigation measures, the offloaded usags m
it has attracted more and more attention due to its advaaceive the strong interference from high-power BSs. Ireprd
tages such as offloading traffic, low power consumption arg avoid this interference, Singh et dl. [14] propose a resou

o , . ) partitioning scheme so that the system throughput is greatl
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and develop an efficient distributed user association dhy
Considering the cross-tier interference, Shen et al. [£8]
a user association scheme with power control or beamf
based on[16], and put forward an improved algorithm.
[16], [18] studies the interplay of user association andue
partitioning, and tries to design an association alg:
with guaranteeing the upper bounds of system perfori
Recently, Cho et al[ [19] adopt repulsive cell activatiorit
interfering daughtercell network to balance cell loadg,th
method appears to be high complicated.

Due to the limited backhaul connections between
power BSs, most of aforementioned schemes may not
efficient load balancing. In other words, some offlo
techniques cannot fully balance the loads among differ&
To fully exploit the potential of D2D communications and
alleviate network congestions, the user association fad lo

balancing in D2D-enabled HCNs has been investigated|in [5]¢: 1 !lustration of D2D-enabled HCNs. In the HCNs, MBSe deployed
iMfo a conventional cellular network, potential D2D pair8Ss and cellular

[6]. In [5], au-thors. propose an O_n."ne. offloading scheme th@ders are uniformly and independently scattered into eaatravell.
doesn’t consider interference mitigation. Moreover, th2DD

pairs in [5] just play the role of relay and cannot supporédir
data communication. Unlike [5], the D2D receivers (RXs) imlgorithm using dual decomposition. In Section 5, we discus
[6] can directly communicate with D2D transmitters (TXs) obur simulations on a load balancing gain and a resource
other BSs. Authors in[[6] jointly consider user associagtiompartitioning gain. In Section 6, we present further distrss
D2D model selection and power control for uplink D2D-and conclusions.
enabled HCNs. Note that the D2D model selection represents
that a D2D RX selects some D2D TX or BS to connect. So far,
few existing efforts jointly consider user association &%2D
model selection for load balancing in downlink D2D-enabled In this paper, we consider a D2D-enabled HCN that is the
HCNSs. It is necessary to design an efficient user associati@nventional macrocellular network overlaid with pico BSs
algorithm, which balances the loads among BSs and fulffBSs) and potential D2D pairs. This network deployment is
utilizes D2D communications. illustrated in Fig[dl, where MBS is the macro BS, and each
D2D pair contains D2D RX and D2D TX. In general, cellular
users, D2D TXs and D2D RXs are called users, PBSs and
MBSs are called BSs. Moreover, cellular users, D2D TXs and
In this paper, we propose a load balancing scheme @2D RXs are also called receivers, PBSs, MBSs and D2D
downlink D2D-enabled HCNs, which jointly considers thdXs are also called transmitters. Note that the D2D TXs are
user association for cellular users and the D2D model setectthe receivers of BSs and they are also the transmitters of the
for potential D2D pairs. Moreover, in order to mitigate theorresponding D2D RXs.
interference received by offloaded users from high-powes BS To proceed, we need to make the following assumption.
and the one received by D2D RXs from BSs, we designAssumption 1. Each BS equally allocates power to all sub-
resource partitioning scheme. Specially, the whole fraque bands being employed.
band is cut into three subbands including subbands 1, 2 @emark: This assumption has been widely used for downlink
3, where the high-power BSs monopolize subband 1, the D28source allocation due to its implementation simplicibyda
TXs can also monopolize subband 3 and the low-power B&galytical tractability. Moreover, equal power allocatioan
can utilize subbands 1 and 2. In this way, some offloadedhieve near-optimal solutions in many cases, especially a
users can be associated with the subband 2 of low-powégh SINR regime[[20]--[22].
BSs to avoid the strong interference from high-power BSs, To reduce the interference received by offloaded users and
some D2D RXs can be associated with the subband 3 @2D RXs from MBSs, we introduce a resource partitioning
D2D TXs to avoid the interference from all BSs. At lastscheme. Specially, the whole frequency band is cut intoethre
the load balancing scheme is formulated as a network-wigdebbands including subband & & 1), subband 2 { = 2)
utility maximization problem. Considering that the forratdd and subband 3s(= 3). As illustrated in Fig[ R, MBSs just
problem is in a nonlinear and mixted-integer form and haugtilize subband 1, D2D TXs just use subband 3, and PBSs can
to tackle, we utilize a dual decomposition method to develapilize subbands 1 and 2. Note that the bandwidths of sulsband
an efficient distributed algorithm. 1, 2 and 3 arg1 — ) Wy, nW; and W, respectively, where
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section ®/; = W — W,, Wy = Wy, W is the system bandwidth and
we describe our system model including network model aMil,, represents the bandwidth of one PRB (physic resource
resource partitioning model. In Section 3, we formulate tHgock). According to the descriptions of Long Term Evolutio
user association problem. In Section 4, we design a diséiibu (LTE) [23], adjacent twelve subcarriers are grouped inte on
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but it can also be seen as the transmitter of the correspgndin
s=1 §=2 §=3 D2D RX.
2 Then, the achievable rate [in bps] received by user K
WURNY /7777 from BSn € N,,, on subband 1 can be expressed as

ik = (1 —n) Wilogy (1 4+ SINR,1%), 4)

and the achievable rate [in bps] received by userKC from

PBS BS n e N, on subband 2 can be expressed as

Tnak = NWilogy (1 + SINR,2) %)

D2D

™ and the achievable rate [in bps] received by D2D RX K,

from the corresponding D2D TXy; on subband 3 can be
1-7 n expressed as

Fig. 2. Resource partitioning.

Moreover, since some subbands of some transmitters cannot

PRB with 180KHz, which is the smallest unit that can bbe utilized by receivers, the achievable rates can be setrto 0

allocated to each user. Considering that one D2D TX jus ese cases. In order to meet the demand of algorithm design,

serves one user (the corresponding D2D RX), one PRB may'tbee" avoid the caséog (0), we add a very small constaut

sufficient for D2D TX. In this way, some offloaded users Cao_thle i\g(tuevable rate. Thus, we haygy = rns + 0, €.g.,

be associated with the subband 1 of PBSs to avoid the stronq__ ' _ . N

interference from MBSs, some D2D RXs can be associated f)lproceed, we “ee‘?' to give the follow_mg definitions.

with the subband 3 of D2D TXs to avoid the interference froft€finition 1. The effective load of transmitter on subband

all BSs. Under the resource partitioning scheme, all userg nv* 'S ¥ns = _ZkEIC Tnsk, Wherez, q; represents the association

be associated with the subband 1 of MBSs or some subbaR@icator, i.e..z,s, = 1 when receiverk is associated with

of PBSs. Moreover, any D2D RX may also be associated wigoPands of transmittern, 0 otherwise.

the subband 3 of its corresponding D2D TX. Definition 2. If the load of transmittem on the subband
Now, we let the set of MBSs b4/, let the set of PBSs is yns, the effective rate of receivér who is associated with

be \V,, let the set of cellular users W€, let the set of D2D subbands of transmittern is given by R, = rnsk/Yns-

TXs be K; and denote the set of D2D RXs &$., where

N = Ny N, UK, Ny = N N, andK = K. UK UK,

Meanwhile, we write the set of subbands$s- {1,2, 3}, and Ill. PROBLEM FORMULATION

write the cardinalities of setd/, N,,,, N;, N, S andK as . . . .

N = V], Noup = Nonpls Now = [Ninls N, = [N, ], S = [S] In this sect|0n,_ we formulate the Jom_t user assomatl_on

and K — |K| respectively. Then, the SINR received by usea}nd resource partitioning problem to maximize networkewid

ke K from BSn € A, on subband 1 can be expressed asutility. Specially, this problem is formulated as

SINR,1; = Pr1gnik . @ max F(x) = > 37 > @nstUnsk (Rust)
2lieNp\(n}Pi19itk + (1 — 1) WiNg neN ses kek
and the SINR received by usére K from BS n e A, on st ), Dk =1, VkeKk, @)

neN seS

subband 2 can be expressed as
ZTnsk €{0,1}, Vne N,Vse §,Vk e K,

Pn29n2k
SINRy2x, = ) (2)
ZjeNp\{n}Pﬂgj?k + nWiNo wherex = {z,sx,neN,s€ S, keK}; Uy denotes the

and the SINR received by D2D R% e K, from the utility received by receivek from transmittem on subbandg;

corresponding D2D TXu;, on subband 3 can be expresseHﬁe first constrf':unt means that a receiver can be only coedect
as to one transmitter on some subband.

_ Pny39ni3k Proposition 1. Under resource partitioning, the equivalent
SINR;, 3 = ; 3 oo
2lieN\(n)Pi3g53k + NW2No form of the problem[{7) is given by
wherep,; represents the transmit power of transmitteon max G ()
subbands; g, denotes the channel gain between recelver x
and transmitten on subband; Ny is the noise power spectral s.t. Z Z Tnsk = 1, Vk e IC, (8)
density. Since the D2D TXs also need to be associated BSs, neN seS

the D2D TX k € K; can be regarded as the receiver of BSs, ZTnsk € {0,1}, Vne N,Vse §,Vk e K,



wherec, s, = logr,sx and IV. ASSOCIATION ALGORITHM

G(x) = 2 Z Tk | ik — log Z T To find the global optimal solutions of the probleml(11),
NEN mp keK jek global network information should be collected. That means

centralized controller is required to perform user assmia

) (9) and coordination. Considering this case, we design a dis-
tributed algorithm for the proposed user association gmbl
to achieve suboptimal solutions, which doesn’t require any
coordination among BSs.

As a general method to solve an optimization problem, the

Proof: According to the definition of achievable rate, we ual decomposition has attracted increasing attentiorhén t
know that the achievable rates of MBSs on subband 1, tﬁe P 9

ones of PBSs on subbands 1 and 2, and the ones receiveajtgralture since it can simplify a highly complex and large-
any D2D RX k € K, from the corre’sponding D2D TX% schle problem. Specially, this method breaks the origipét o
on subband 3 are Iarrger than In other cases, the f;lchiev];;\blemization problem up into smaller subproblems and separatel
rates equal t). When the ac.hievable rates a'?ethese terms Solves these smaller ones in a distributed manner. So far, th
in the objectivé functionF (z) of the problem[(7) don’t need dual decomposition method has been widely used in user asso-

to be considered. In fact, the achievable rates witimean ciation [16], [17], simultaneous routing and resourcedition

: . [24], sum capacity maximization [25] and distributed cohtr
that some subbands of transmitters are unavailable. Thais, [5’6]. In this section, we design a highly efficient distriedt

+ 2 Z Tn2k (Can —log 2 Tn2j

neN, kek jex

+ Z xnkSk (an3k - log xnk3k)7
ke,

have algorithm by dual decomposition. Then, users and BSs can
F(z) =G (z) separately solve their two subproblems into which the dual
= Z Z Tn1kUnik (Rnik) problem is decoupled.
NENmp keK Considering the coupling constraints in the problém (11),
+ Z Z T2k Unzi (Rnok) (10) i.e., the second constraint and the third constraint, weduice

the Lagrange multipliers to relax them. For any BS N,
we introducepu,; for the corresponding (second) constraint;
T 2 T3k Uniat (B sk)- For any BSn € N, we introducey,» for the corresponding
Rk (third) constraint. Thus, the Lagrange function with regge
To guarantee the user fairness, we introduce a logarithniiese constraints is
function as the mentioned utility function of problel (7).

neN, kek

Then, we have the expressidn (9). L(x,y,u) = Z Z Tn1kCnik — Z Yn1 108 Yn1
Seen from the objective function](9), the receiver needs neENmp kek ne€Nmp
to trade off the load and achievable rate when it selects the
+ Z Z Tn2kCn2k — Z Yn2 108 Yn2

subband 1 of transmitter (BS) € N,,,, or the subband 2 of
BS n € N,. In other words, the proposed scheme is not the
maximal rate (Max-Rate) association but the associatiah th T 2 i3k (Cni3k — 108 Tnysn)

neN, kek neN,

owns an offloading capability. kekr (13)
According to the definition of effective load, we can further n Z _ Z
convert problem[{8) into Hnl | Yn1 Tn1k
neNmp kek
max H (z,y)
x,y
+ Hn2 | Yn2 — Tn2k |-
st Y Dl anek =1, VkeK, ,% < zgc )

neN seS

2 Tnik = Yn1, VN € Nipp, (11) Then, the dual function can be written as

ke

2 Tn2k = Yn2, VTLENZ), Hmla,X ‘C(mvyay’)

kek Y

Tnsk € {0,1}, Vne N,Vse S,Vke K, I(p) =1 st ZNZ:C"S’CZL Vk e K, (14)

neN seS
wherey = {y,,, VneN,Vse S} and Tnsk € {0,1}, Yne N, Vse S, Vk e K,
H(z,y) = Tn1kCnlk — Yn1 log yn1 o
ne%:mp ,;C ne;mp and the dual problem of(11) is given by
+ 2 Z Tn2kCn2k — 2 Yn2 1Og Yn2 (12) min I (H) ) (15)
neN, kek neN, m

+ Z xnkSk (an3k - log xnkSk)

rek, Considering the probleri {IL5) is not coupling with respect to

x andy, we can separately obtain the primal optimal solutions.



Thus, the problen(15) can be decomposed into Moreover, the equatio (R0) is equivalent to

Ly (z,
mwax ' (m u) £1 (X, U—) = Z 2 Tnlk (lOg Tnik — Mnl)

I () = s.t. Z,:\/ stnsk =1, Vke K, (16) keKe | neNmp
ne. SE

Tnsk € {0,1}, Yne N,Vse S,Vk e K, + 2 Tk (108 Tnok — fin2)

neN,
and
+ Tnlk (log Tnlk — /Lnl)
I (n) = max L2 (y, u), (17) k;C ne;mp
+ Tp,ak (log rn, sk — log o, 3k) (21)
where
+ 2 Tn2k (1Og Tn2k — ,unQ)
El (.’13, u) = Z Z Tnlk (Cnlk - /Lnl) neNy,
nENmp keK
+ Z Z Tn2k (Cn2k — Hn2) (18) + Z 2 Tn1k (log Tk — Hn1)
neN, kek kek: | neNmp
+ > Tngak (Crgak — 108 Tny3k),
kelCr. + Z Tn2k (1Og Tn2k — ,un2)
neN,
and
According the form of the subproblerih {16), we can easily
Lo (y,u) = Z Ynt (fin1 — 10g Y1) _develop_its algorithm whpse detgiled procedure can be found
NENmp in Algorithm 1. Since this algorithm is performed by users

(19) including cellular users, D2D RXs and D2D TXs, it can be
regarded as the algorithm on user’s side. In the steps 6-10
of Algorithm 1, cellular userk € K. selects the subband

. . ) ) 1 of some BS or the subband 2 of some PBS to maximize
When the dual optimal* is given, the optimal solutions s ytility, i.e., achieve the maximal Utility, « g — i ok -

of (11) can be obtained by separately solving its two subprop, other words, uset: selects the subbang®* of BS n*

lems. if cpxsxr — Hnxe+ IS the maximal value among possible
Now, we solve the outer problern (15) by a gradient projeassociations. As mentioned in previous section, the D2D RX
tion method[[27]. For any BS € N,,,,,, we search the optimal ;. ¢ K, can be associated with the subband 1 of some
pn1 in the direction of negative gradient, i.eVG (1n1). BS or the subband 2 of some PBS or the corresponding
Similarly, for any BSn € N, we search the optimal,.2 in  D2D TX n;. When the D2D TX is not utilized by the
the direction of negative gradient, i.eVG (u,2). To obtain  corresponding D2D RX, the term,,, sx (cn, 31 — 10g n, 31)
these gradients, we need to solve subproblerh (16)[add (1. the association object can be neglected. However, when
According the condition of resource utilization, we canegivthe D2D TX is selected by the corresponding D2D RX, the
the expanded form of the expressiénl(18). Then, we have term x,, s (cn, 31 — log zn,3:) can be simplified inta,, 3.
Thus, in the steps 11-18 of Algorithm 1, the D2D RX K,

+ D7 Yn2 (1n2 — 108 Yn2).
neN,

first selects the subband 1 of some BS or the subband 2 of
L r,u) = n n - Mn . . -
1 ) ne; k;C Tn1k (Cn1k = Hm1) some PBS to achieve the maximal utility,s 5, — fy%e%,
. then selects the subband 3 of the corresponding D2Dnf X
+ Z Z a1k (Cnik = fin1) if Chxgtn — Mnksx < Cny3k. Similar to the cellular users, the
nENmp kEK, D2D TX k € K; perform user association in the steps 19-23
+ >0 D Tk (enak — i) of Algorithm 1.
neNmp kK, In the subprobleni(17), the optimal loggh of BSn € N,
+ 2 Z Tnok (Cnok — tin2) (20) on subband 1 can be calculated according to Karush-Kuhn-
neN, keke Tucker (KKT) [27] conditions and given by
+ Tn2k (Cn2k — Hn2 1
B T e it = exp ot 1) @
+ 2 Z Tn2k (Cn2k — Hn2) Similarly, the optimal loady,> of BS n € A}, on subband
neNyp kek,. 2 can be given by

+ Z xnkSk (anSk - 1Og Ink3k)-
Ker, yh' = exp (uby —1). (23)



Algorithm 1 at User Terminal k

Algorithm 2 at Base Station n

L If t=0 1if neNm
2: Estimatec using pilots signals from all transmitters. 2. If t=0
3. Else 3 Initialize stepsizet® and pif; .
4: Receive the informatiom,,1 broadcasted by all BSs. 4: Else
5. Receive the informatiop,2 broadcasted by all PBSs. 5: Receive the information? ;, = 1 from any userk € K.
6: If ke 6: Calculatey! | using [22) and update!™* using [23).
7 Select the s_ubband 1 of_some _B_S or the s_ubband 2 of some . Broadcast informatiomffll to all users.
8: PBS to achieve the maximal utility:,, s sz, — £, % g% - 8 Endif

: 10:If ne N,
11 If ke, 11: For s Z S
12: Select the subband 1 of some BS or the subband 2 of some 15. If +=0
13: PBS to achieve the maximal utility; s« s, — Ly, % o - 13: Initialize stepsizet and ..
145 If Cotsth ks < Cny3k 14: Else
15: n* =nyg; s* = 3. 15: If s=1
i?; Endif -1 16: Receive the informatiom;”C = 1 from any userk € K.
18 Enéﬂl?*s*k o 17: Calculatey? ; using [22) and update’** using [23).
19 If keky 18: Broadcast informatiop’ ! to all users.
20: Select the subband 1 of some BS or the subband 2 of some 12 Else _ .
21: PBS to achieve the maximal utility;, s ., — f1,,% % - 20: Receive thte |nfqrmat|omn2k =1 fror:]ﬁny L_Jserk e K.
22 Tyt = L. 21: Calculatey! , using [23) and update;}," using [Z5).
23:  EndIf 22: Broadcast informatiop’ %" to all users.
24: Feedback association informatiaf) « ;x;, = 1 to the BSn*. 23: Endif
25: EndIf 24: EndIf

25:  EndFor
26: EndIf

After getting the optimal load at time slof we can update

the multiplier .., of BS n € Ay, on subband 1 using n € Ny, on subband 1, which should be dependent on the

load distribution. Wher}, .- .1, andy,; are deemed to be
it =t — ¢t (yfll - Z xfﬂk> , the serving demand and available service of BS A\, on
keK subband 1 respectively, the cqst; can tradeoff supply and
Similarly, the multiplierj.,> of BS n € \V,, on subband 2 can demand. Consequently, the cast will go up if the demand
be updated by D kex Tnik €Xceeds the supply,; and vice versa. Similarly,
the multiplier uu,,o represents a message between any kser
pttl = gt gt (yt _ Z 2t ) K and BSn € N, on subband 2, and meanwhile it can be also
n2 n2 n2 n2k | . .
s interpreted as the service cost of BSe N, on subband 2.
Wheny, . zn2r andy,, are denoted as the serving demand
and available service of B& € N/, on subband 2 respectively,
e costu,s can tradeoff supply and demand. Thus, the cost
n2 Will go up if the demand}, . z,2r €xceeds the supply
B2 and vice versa. In the whole association procedure, some

approaches ensure a faster convergence rate for the w b iated with loaded BS wh
algorithm, but it may occupy a higher calculation compl;axitusers may not be a'_ssouate_z Wlt. some overioade when
! the latter increases its service price, but may be conneoted

For simplicity, we just consider a constant stepsize (smecgome underloaded BS with decreasing price.

ggzﬁ foar Blerttsheekrisiitztiﬁzlziorul)es).egzr O(:rﬁ;hrir ;unlgséﬁlﬁ ¢ . The aforementioned two algorithms are listed in the pattern
y apply prop 9 ' V['ZQ], which can give us a clear insight on exchanged informa-

will no longer take them into account. tion and overhead. The whole association procedure should

Evidently, the updating procedure @f,, and u,, takes . . , : ; ;
place on BS’s side, which is listed in Algorithm 2. When th|enteract|vely execute user's algorithm (Algorithm 1) an8's

BSn is MBS, it updates the loagl,, andu’** using equations :ﬂgg:ﬁ?ﬂm (Algorithm 2). To this end, we give the following
(22) and[(2}) respectively, and this procedure performgepss Theorem 1. If there exists, > 0 and I* > —co, then

1-9 of Algorithm 2; When the B% is PBS and adopts subband
1, it updates the loag’,; andu‘%* using equationd(22) and

(24) respectively, and this procedure performs in step48.6-

of Algorithm 2; When the BS» iSI PBS and adopts subbandyhere I* denotes the optimal value of problef¥15).
2, it updates the loag,, and ' using equationg(23) and  Proof: The derivative of functionl (x1) is calculated by
(28) respectively, and this procedure performs in step&20- oI

(24)

(25)

where ¢t is a small enough stepsize for updatipg, at at
time slott. To this end, we can adopt Bertsekas'’s stepsi
rule, i.e., equation (6.60) in_[28]. Moreover, Shen et alf][1
propose a dual coordinate method to find optimalThese

: t *
inf 1 (B") < G* + o, (26)

of Algorithm 2. —— (1) = Y1 (1) = . w1k (), (27)
In the equations[(24) and(25), there are some interesting OHn1 kek
meanings. Specially, the multiplier,,; can be regarded as agnd -
o
message between any uget K and BSn € N,,,,, on subband (1) = yna (1) — Z Tnon (). (28)

1. Furthermore, it can be also seen as the service cost of BS Olin2

kel



Since the number of users scattered in network is lim 20
real life, >, Tnik, Z_ke,c Tnaks Ynl an_d yno are bound =a§g:$:er
Thus, the functiondl is bounded. Evidently, our prok 25l d
meets the necessary conditions of proposition 6.3.6_ii

and the theorem can be proved by applying this propo

Next, we will give some analyses for the algorithm
Max-Rate Max-SINR SINR Bias Rate Bias Max-Utility

20

plexity. As shown in Algorithm 1, any user has a compu
complexity of O (N,,, + Np). In the Algorithm 2, any Ml
has a computation complexity @ (K), and any PBS
the one ofO (SK). Thus, we can easily know that all
have the computation complexity @ (N,,,K + N K), ¢
BSs has the one af (N,,,,SK). Thus, when a centrali
algorithm is adopted, the computation complexity mi
O (NmpK + N, K) at each iteration. Evidently, a centra
algorithm for solving the proposed problem should be more
complicated than the advocated algorithm. Fig. 3.  The average numbers of users served by per tier féereiift
Moreover, the equation§_(24) arld(25) show that BSs on?)S/SOC'atlon schemes.
require very little local information to adjust the muliigd 1

in a completely distributed manner. Specially, each BS #oag available bandwidth, but the Max-SINR association and
casts its service cost that only contains very little infation  SINR Bias are not. The detailed descriptions for them are
to all users, and each user should send its service demangd@d as follows.

the BS to which it expects to connect. Evidently, the amount \jaximal Rate (Max-Rate) Association: In the Max-Rate

of exchanged information of the proposed algorithm shoulgisociation, we replace the utilitys ;s  —t,% s in Algorithm

be N, + NpS + K at each iteration. Unlike the proposed| py the achievable rate,s .+, and meanwhile replace, , s
algorithm, a centralized algorithm may have the amount gf, Tn, 3%, then perform the steps 6-23 of Algorithm 1.
exchanged information that is proportional 19,,,5K at Maximal SINR (Max-SINR) Association: In the Max-
each iteration. Thus, the proposed algorithm should be ma&sg\R association, we replace the utilitys sy — s i
practical and favored for some cases, especially for langde  A|gorithm 1 by the achievable rate SINR.«;, and meanwhile
problems. replacec,,, sx by SINR,,3x, then perform the steps 6-23 of
Algorithm 1.

V- NUMERICAL RESU.LTS Rate Bias Association:In the Rate Bias association, we
In D2D-enabled HCNs, the transmit power of MBSs, PBSgplace the utilityc s+ — fnxex in Algorithm 1 by the

and D2D TXs is 46 dBm, 30 dBm and 20 dBm respectivelﬁchievatﬂe raten*s*ke*#n*s* and meanwhile rep'ac@%glC

In the D2D-enabled HCNs, MBSs are deployed into a CoRy ., ., then perform the steps 6-23 of Algorithm 1. Note
ventional cellular network, potential D2D pairs, PBSs anghat p*, is the optimal solution obtained by the proposed
cellular users are uniformly and independently scattenéd i gigorithm. Evidently, we can easily find that this assooiati
each macrocell. We assume that the distance between MBggeme should be equivalent to the proposed one (Max3utilit
is 1000 m, and the distance between D2D RX and D2D TX issociation) according to the association rule of Alganith.
greater than 10 m and less than 50 m. As for the propagations|NR Bias Association: In the SINR Bias association,
environment, we regar@L (d) = 128.1 + 37.61log10 (d) dB e replace the utilityc, sgx — pn#s in Algorithm 1 by

as the pathloss model of MBS, and sBé (d) = 140.7 + the achievable rate SINR,«x/pn+s+ and meanwhile replace
36710g 10 (d) dB as the one of PBS and D2D paiI'S [30]an3k by SINRnk3k/pnk3a then perform the Steps 6-23 of
In these pathloss models, parameteepresents the distancea|gorithm 1. Note thap,, is the transmit power of transmitter
between the receiver and transmitter in kilometers. Mogeov,, on subbands;, and the subband will be not considered in
MBSs and PBSs own log-normal shadowing with standagfe association procedure whep, = 0 mW.

deviation 10 dB, and D2D pairs have log-normal shadowing s for association performance, we mainly focus on the load
with standard deviation 12 dB. In the D2D-enabled HCNs, th&yjancing level, the cumulative distribution function (E)Dof

noise power spectral density equals to -174dBm/Hz. effective rates, the coverage probability of effectiveesaand
Considering that the proposed association scheme Maxnyvergence of proposed algorithm.

mizes the network-wide utility, we can simply call it Max-

Utility association. To highlight the effectiveness ofgtas- _

sociation scheme, we introduce other association schemesA- L0ad Balancing Level

comparison, which mainly include two types of association Fig.[d shows the load distributions for different assooiati
schemes, i.e., conventional association and load balgrasin schemes. The associations Max-SINR and Max-Rate result in
sociation. Specially, the former refers to Max-Rate asg@r very unbalanced load distributions: most users are asedcia
and Max-SINR association, and the latter includes Rate Biagth the macrotier consisting of MBSs, and very few users can
association and SINR Bias association. Evidently, the Make served by the picotier consisting of PBSs. That's because
Rate association and Rate Bias association are closelgdeldhe MBS has higher transmit power than PBS, and thus

10-
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Fig. 4. The load balancing indices for different associatchemes. Fig. 5. The numbers of D2D RXs served by BSs or D2D TXs for déffe:
association schemes.

users associated with MBSs often have higher SINRs/rates

than them associated with PBSs. The SINR Bias associatfgqD Pairs than the associations Max-Rate and SINR Bias.
achieves a relatively high balancing level: more usersdavo/Vhen the number of D2D pairs is relatively small, the D2D

picotier since they may achieve higher SINRs on subband?®XS can receive the weaker interference from D2D TXs

of PBSs than the ones on subband 1 of MBSs. As illustrat}n from BSs. Thus, more D2D RXs can be served by
in Fig. @, the associations Max-Utility and Rate Bias caf'e corresponding D2D TXs. However, due to the limited

balance the loads among different network tiers and achigv@ndwidth, the achievable rates of D2D TXs may have not
almost the same effect. These schemes can offload the IGROUGh superiority, which leads to more fewer D2D pairs are
rate (achievable rate) users associated with overloadegsmgsupported. It is noteworthy that the numbers of D2D pairs
in the associations Max-SINR and Max-Rate to the adjaceHtPPorted by Max-Rate and by Max-SINR will be decrease
underloaded BS. with the number of D2D pairs due to the stronger and stronger

To measure the status of the system load balancing levelfyerference. In the SINR Bias association, more D2D RXs
a more refined metric, we introduce the Jain’s fairness indéglect the corresponding D2D TXs because of large shadowing

[31], which is given by fading. Unlike other schemes, the associations Max-ytlitd
) Rate Bias trade off load and achievable rate, i.e., reduee th
(Zne./\f yn> achievable rate by offloading. Thus, this operation will be
J =15, (29) beneficial to the utilization of D2D pairs. Significantly,eth
Nomp ZneNmp Yn capabilities of supporting D2D pairs represents their affiog

where Y, . 3. s Tnsk = yn represents the load of BS. capabilities. As we know, more balanced load distributien i
S

The larger./ that belongs to the intervdll/N,,,, 1] means pften b_eneficial to the_full utilization of network resouscand
more balanced load distribution among the given cells. Thd81Proving user experience.
the Jain’s fairness index in this paper can be also nameckas th
load balancing index (LBI). Significantly, we just considiee
load balancing level of all BSs, which doesn't refer to D2
TXs. Since any D2D TX just has one or zero served user (itsThe load balancing gain represents that the association
corresponding D2D RX), the load balancing level of D2D TX@cheme improves user experience by balancing loads among
doesn’'t need to be considered. different BSs.
Fig.[4 shows the load balancing indices for different associ Fig.[d plots the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of
tion schemes. Since the SINR Bias association doesn’t depeffective rates for different association schemes. Astithted
on transmit power of BSs and performs user association inraFig. [@, the associations Max-Utility and Rate Bias own
very random manner, it achieves the highest LBI among dlfie fewest low-rate (effective rate) users among all sclseme
schemes. Unlike the SINR Bias association, the assocgtiavhile the SINR Bias association has the most low-rate users
Max-Rate and Max-SINR should achieve the lowest LBI. Aamong all schemes. Although the SINR Bias association has
shown in this figure, the associations Max-Utility and Raten offloading ability, it cannot guarantee that the offlogdin
Bias achieve a higher LBI than associations Max-Rate aogeration can improve user experience because of highly
Max-SINR because of their offloading capabilities. random association. Unlike the SINR Bias association, the
Fig.[8 shows the numbers of D2D RXs served by BSs associations Max-Utility and Rate Bias can offload the low-
D2D TXs for different association schemes. The Max-SINRate (achievable rate) users associated with overloade§sviB
association supports the most D2D pairs among all schemiasthe associations Max-SINR and Max-Rate to the adjacent
and the associations Max-Utility and Rate Bias support mou@derloaded BS, which can improve user experience.

@. Load Balancing Gain
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Fig.[2 plots the CDF of effective rates of macrotier for difyyerage probability initially increases with increasingind

ferent association schemes. As mentioned in previoussectithen decreases with it. That's because the offloaded users ma
the associations Max-Utility and Rate Bias can offload the 10 (oceive weaker and weaker interference from MBSs as this
rate (achievable rate) users associated with overloade8sMBaction increases, but then their effective rates shoatdease
in the associations Max-SINR and Max-Rate to the adjacepf, increasing fraction due to fewer available bandwidth.
underloaded BS. Evidently, this operation can improve Usgfough a direct observation, we can easily find the resource
experience and thus the associations Ma>_<-L_JtiIity and R&s Bpartitioning gain, i.e., the association scheme with reseu
have fewer Iqw-rate users than the assqmgtlons MaX'SlNR_%:rtitioning provides a higher coverage probability thae t
Max-Rate. Since the Max-SINR association doesn't considgge ithout resource partitioning. Moreover, the coverage
available bandwidth but the Max-Rate association doegét, tprobability should be higher and higher as the target rate
latter has more low-rate users. becomes lower and lower.

Evidently, the associations Max-Utility and Rate Bias
achieve more higher load balancing gain than other schemes.

D. Convergence

C. Resource Partitioning Gain Fig. [@ plots the convergent sum-utility of the Max-Utility

The resource partitioning gain represents that the adsmtia association algorithm, where parametes ¢-th iteration. To
scheme improves user experience by partitioning resourceachieve optimal solutions and implementation simplicityg

Fig.[8 shows the coverage probability of effective rates famly consider a constant stepsize for updating multiglien
different target rates. Note that the rate coverage reptegiee the proposed algorithm. As illustrated in Fig. 9, the pragbs
proportion of the users whose effective rates are greaser thalgorithm can converge in just a few iterations, which means
target ratep in all users. Seen from Fifj] 8, we can find that thi& can be well applied in reality, especially in large-scedese.
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[15] H.Jo, Y. Sang, P. Xia, and J. Andrews, “Heterogeneollalaenetworks
with flexible cell association: a comprehensive downlinkiBlanalysis,”

For the D2D-enabled HCNs, we propose an offloading |eee Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 11, no. 10, pp.3484-

scheme with maximizing network-wide utility, and then dgsi
a highly effective distributed algorithm by dual decompiosi.

3495, October 2012.
[16] Q. Ye, B. Rong, Y. Chen, M. Al-Shalash, C. Caramanis, &néindrews,
“User association for load balancing in heterogeneousileelhetworks,”

Numerical results show that the proposed association sEhem |Egg Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 12, no. 6, pp. 2706-
can provide a load balancing gain, and meanwhile reveals 2716, June 2013. o - N
the offloading capacity of D2D pairs. Moreover, the proposéﬂﬂ K. Shen and W. Yu, “Distributed pricing-based user agasion for

resource partitioning scheme can also provide its gairureut

downlink heterogeneous cellular networks/EEE Journal on Selected
Areas in Communications, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 1100-1113, June 2014.
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