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Enabling Content-Centric Device-to-Device
Communication in the Millimeter-Wave Band

Niloofar Bahadori, Mahmoud Nabil, Brian Kelley, Abdollah Homaifar

Abstract—The growth in wireless traffic and mobility of devices have congested the core network significantly. This bottleneck, along
with spectrum scarcity, made the conventional cellular networks insufficient for the dissemination of large contents. The ability of
content-centric networking (CCN) and device-to-device (D2D) communication in offloading the network and huge unlicensed spectrum
at millimeter-wave (mmWave) band, make the integration of CCN with D2D communication in the mmWave band a viable solution to
improve the network’s throughput. In this paper, we propose a novel scheme that enables efficient initialization of CCN-based D2D
networks in the mmWave band through addressing decentralized D2D peer association and antenna beamwidth selection. The
proposed scheme considers mmWave characteristics such as directional communication and blockage susceptibility. We propose a
heuristic peer association algorithm to associate D2D users using context information, including link stability time and content
availability. We model the beamwidth selection problem as a potential game and propose a synchronous log-linear learning algorithm
to obtain the game’s optimal Nash equilibrium. The performance of the proposed scheme in terms of data throughput and transmission
efficiency is evaluated through extensive simulations. Simulation results show that the proposed scheme improves network
performance significantly and outperforms other methods in the literature.

Index Terms—Content-centric network, information-centric network, device-to-device, mmWave, beamwidth selection, peer
association.
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1 INTRODUCTION

THE continuous growth in the number of smart mobile
devices and multimedia services lead to unprecedented

growth of data traffic in wireless networks. The capacity
of the wireless network cannot practically cope with the
tremendous growth in mobile traffic due to the congested
core network and spectrum scarcity in the microwave band
[1]. Studies on cellular network traffic show that a significant
portion of the mobile traffic is due to duplicate downloads
of a few popular contents (e.g., popular videos) with large
sizes [2]. In light of this paradigm shift, the majority of the
next-generation communications will be content-oriented.
In other words, the flow of data through the network is
driven by the content of the data, rather than by explicit
addresses of the hosts of the data.

The shift from the connection-centric network to a more
content-centric network (CCN) [2] along with the advances
in device-to-device (D2D) communications [3] motivates
caching the popular contents in the edge devices with
relatively large storage sizes. Integrating CCN and D2D
communications thus enabling mobile users to access the
popular content over direct links from nearby users rather
than the cellular network, is envisioned to improve the spec-
trum efficiency by offloading the cellular network [4]. The
decentralized architecture of the CCN-based D2D network
makes the communication network more robust, flexible,
and efficient. For example, in emergency or military scenar-
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ios where the communication infrastructure is unavailable, a
CCN-based D2D network can be established to disseminate
and share contents among network nodes. Despite its poten-
tial advantages, the large-scale implementation of the D2D
communications in the CCN network has yet to be realized,
mainly due to severe multi-user interference (MUI) and lack
of enough bandwidth in the microwave band. Exploiting
the millimeter wave (mmWave) band for CCN-based D2D
communications is seen as an attractive solution, where
directional communication alleviates the problem of MUI,
and abundant unlicensed spectrum addresses the spectrum
scarcity issue [5].

However, before reaping the potential advantages of
CCN-based D2D communication in the mmWave band, one
needs to address several new technical challenges. Initial-
ization is crucial to establish reliable physical D2D links
between communicating nodes. Initialization is a sensitive
control layer procedure that requires careful planning as
it may impose significant delay and overhead to the net-
work, which in turn reduces the network’s throughput [6].
Initialization in the directional CCN-based D2D network
requires two main steps, namely, peer association and an-
tenna beam management. Peer association enables mobile
users to discover a corresponding peer that is cached with
their desired content, while beam management controls the
beam alignment and the width of the antenna beam. Most
of the existing mmWave D2D initialization schemes mainly
focused on either peer association [7]–[13] or beam manage-
ment problem [14]–[17]. Even the work that considers both
problems simultaneously is based on peer-to-peer protocol
rather than CCN protocol [18]. Besides, most of the existing
work oversimplify the model of either problem or both. In
particular, existing context-aware methodologies proposed
for peer association in microwave band such as [9]–[13]
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fail to consider the impact of susceptibility to blockages,
directional communication, and mobility of users on peer
association efficiency. Beam management in mmWave di-
rectional communication has also been discussed in the
literature. However, most of the existing schemes focus on
beam alignment [14], [15], while antenna beamwidth selec-
tion, despite its significant impact on the network’s data
throughput, has not been explored vastly in the literature.
Moreover, existing beam management solutions rely heavily
on a central controller [16]–[18].

In this paper, we propose a decentralized initialization
scheme for enabling the CCN-based D2D network in the
mmWave band through addressing peer association and
antenna beamwidth selection. In the CCN-based D2D net-
work, CCN protocol and D2D communication are used to
offload the cellular network and high-bandwidth mmWave
links are implemented to enhance the network’s sum-rate
capacity, particularly on the network fronthaul. We con-
sider the limitations of mmWave band propagation such as
blockage susceptibility, directional communication links and
mobility of users. D2D users in our proposed model can
be divided into two categories, namely, D2D transmitters
(DTs) and D2D requesters (DRs). The proposed scheme en-
ables users to perform peer association by utilizing context
information, including data segment availability and link
stability. The former parameter determines the amount of
the desired data that is cached in the DTs, and the latter
captures the time that the directional D2D link is stable for
data transmission. Following peer association, D2D users
are required to select the proper antenna beamwidth by
considering the size of the requested data and the trade-
off between data throughput and antenna beamwidth. Tools
from game theory are used to model the beamwidth selec-
tion problem. The existence of the game’s steady-state solu-
tion (i.e., Nash equilibrium) is established within a potential
game framework. Further, a synchronous Log-linear learn-
ing (LLL) based algorithm is proposed to enable users to
optimize their antenna beamwidth. The main contributions
of this work are summarized as follows:

• A novel decentralized scheme is proposed to enable the
initialization process in the CCN-based D2D network
at mmWave frequencies, which considers the mmWave
band propagation limitations. The proposed scheme
consists of two phases, namely, heuristic peer associa-
tion algorithm and synchronous LLL-based beamwidth
selection algorithm. Our extensive analysis shows that
the proposed scheme improves the network’s through-
put significantly.

• A heuristic peer association algorithm is proposed to
enable DRs to discover their corresponding DT us-
ing context information, including data segment avail-
ability and stability time of the directional links. Un-
like existing peer association methods [7]–[13], the
proposed algorithm considers blockage susceptibility,
users’ mobility and content availability simultaneously.
Moreover, compared to the existing methods, such as
the deferred acceptance (DAA) algorithm [10], [16], the
proposed algorithm has a low-overhead with a low-
computational load.

• The problem of D2D pair optimal beamwidth selection

is modeled using game-theoretic approaches with a
well-defined utility function. Moreover, we prove that
the beamwidth selection game is an exact potential
game to which the optimal Nash equilibrium is ob-
tained. Further, a synchronous LLL-based algorithm is
proposed to obtain the optimal Nash equilibrium of the
game. The convergence of the LLL-based beamwidth
selection algorithm has significantly accelerated, thanks
to the short-range and directional mmWave communi-
cation. Compared to the particle swarm optimization
(PSO) algorithm [16], the proposed algorithm is decen-
tralized and is guaranteed to converge to the optimal
solution.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
2 reviews the relevant related work. The system model and
assumptions are described in Section 3. The network data
throughput maximization problem is formulated in Section
4. A novel decentralized scheme for enabling CCN-based
D2D scheme in mmWave band through peer association and
beamwidth selection is proposed in Section 5. Simulation
results are presented in Section 6 and finally, conclusions
are drawn in Section 7.

2 RELATED WORK

CCN-based D2D communication has attracted a consid-
erable amount of attention to bring the popular contents
closer to the end-users, and thereby, to increase network
capacity and to improve data throughput. Several schemes
have addressed communication issues in CCN-based D2D
networks, including content caching, link allocation and
forwarding strategies [4]. However, despite the significant
research on CCN-based D2D communication, very few in
the literature have attempted to utilize the huge unlicensed
mmWave bandwidth for transmitting large-size data files
[19], [20]. Among the challenges that face directional CCN-
based D2D networks is establishing an efficient initialization
procedure. Initialization is crucial in enabling D2D users to
establish physical links. Initialization comprises two phases:
peer association and beam management, each of which has
been explored in the literature separately.

Traditionally a D2D user is matched with a D2D peer
in its vicinity, either randomly or based on distance-based
algorithms with the goal to maximize the energy efficiency
and reduce interference on cellular users [7], [8]. Such
schemes are not efficient for CCN-based network band as
the mobility of users and cached content in D2D devices
are ignored. To address these challenges context-aware peer
association algorithms are proposed [9], [10], [13]. Authors
in [10] proposed a context-aware peer association algorithm
with the goal of offloading the cellular network that ex-
ploits context information about the users’ velocity and
size of their demanded data to match D2D users using
DAA algorithm. A peer propagation- and mobility-aware
D2D association algorithm is suggested in [13] based on
joint consideration of social graphs, content propagation,
and user mobility. However, most of these algorithms are
centralized and none of them considered mmWave char-
acteristics such as directional communication, mobility of
users and blockage attenuation in matching D2D users.
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Figure 1: Network schematic: DRs retrieve popular contents
through D2D links from nearby DTs. The contents are cached
in DTs. If the desired content is not found in nearby DTs, DR
retrieves the content via cellular links from BS.

Directional transmissions are used in mmWave band
to compensate for the high path-loss [5]. Therefore, beam
management must be implemented in order to establish
high-throughput physical links. Beam management com-
prises two phases, beam alignment and antenna optimal
beamwidth selection. Various approaches of beam align-
ment, which involves aligning the main-lobe of a pair of
communicating node, have been suggested in the litera-
ture [14], [15]. Despite the recent advances in beamwidth
tuning technologies [21] and significant impact of antenna
beamwidth on the network performance [17], beamwidth
selection has yet to be explored properly. The system
throughput of a relaying small-cell network is notice-
ably improved using a coordinated heuristically optimized
beamwidth selection [16], [17]. In addition, the problem
of aggravated interference is addressed through proposing
device association and beamwidth selection in [18]. All of
these works have used the particle swarm optimization
(PSO) algorithm, which requires a central controller (base
station) to optimizes the antenna beamwidth.

Existing research work focus is mainly on either peer as-
sociation problem or beamwidth selection using centralized
approaches, and most are suitable for stationary scenarios.
Even the work that considers both issues simultaneously
[18] is based on peer-to-peer protocol rather than CCN
protocol. Therefore, addressing both problems in the CNN
framework using a low-overhead decentralized approach is
lacking in the literature. To address these challenges, we pro-
pose a novel initialization scheme that aims at maximizing
the network sum data throughput, through matching users
and selecting the optimal antenna beamwidth for communi-
cation. The proposed scheme considers the mmWave band
propagation characteristics, such as blockage susceptibility,
directional antenna beams, and mobility of users. The pro-
posed scheme by considering the content availability and
utilizing context information, including users’ trajectory and
size of the requested data, enables D2D users to find a
strategy that maximizes the network’s data throughput.
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Figure 2: Example of a popular content Cp with Mp segments.

3 SYSTEM MODEL AND ASSUMPTIONS

This section elaborates on system model specifications. In
addition, some parameters are defined, such as link stability
time, beam alignment overhead, and content segment avail-
ability, that will be used later in Section 5.

3.1 Network Topology

Consider a CCN-based D2D network overlaid the cellu-
lar network. The CCN-based D2D network is composed
of two entities, namely, D2D transmitters (DTs) and D2D
requesters (DRs). Using the CCN protocol DTs are cached
with the network’s popular contents, while DRs retrieve
the popular contents from nearby DTs, as shown in Figure
1. The data packets are transmitted through establishing
D2D links in the mmWave band, operating under time
division duplexing (TDD). However, since mmWave band
signals are susceptible to blockage, the peer association is
performed in dedicated channels in the microwave band.
Let M = {1, ...,M} and N = {1, ..., N} denote the set of
DTs and DRs in the network, respectively. In this system
model, D2D communication is used to offload the cellular
network, however, if DRs cannot retrieve their desired con-
tents through D2D links, they switch to the cellular network.
The details of this process will be discussed in Section 5.1.

3.2 Content and Request Structure

In the CCN-based network, contents are identified by their
name. Popular contents are cached in DTs’ unused storage
and are returned in response to the interest message trans-
mitted by DRs. Each content is fragmented into multiple
segments and each segment is addressable. For example, as
shown in Figure 2, we denote a content object Cp cached
in DT m ∈ M as Cpm = {cp1, ..., c

p
Mp
}, where Mp is the

number of segments in the content p. Rpn = {rp1 , ..., r
p
Mp
}

DRs request the content by transmitting an interest mes-
sage which includes the name of the desired data packet
(instead of the host address). Note that the caching policy
and collaboration incentive are determined by the network
hypervisor with the goal to maximize the traffic offloaded
from the backhaul network [22]. In this work, we assume
that the popular contents have already been cached in the
DTs’ storage.

3.3 Content Segment Availability

The number of available segments of content p provided by
DT m to the DR n can be defined as

δpm,n = |Cpm ∩Rpn |, (1)

where |.| denotes the set cardinality. Cpm and Rpn represent
the set of segments of content p, cached in DT m and
requested by DR n, respectively.
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Table 1: Summary of Notations
Symbol Description Symbol Description
M, N , L Set of D2D transmitters, and D2D requesters and links. PLOSm,n Probability of LOS link.
θ, ϕ Antenna angle, antenna beamwidth. G, g Antenna Main-lobe and side-lobe.
TAm,n, TP Beam alignment time, pilot transmission time. Vm,n, µm,n Relative speed and angle of DT m, DR n.
∆µm,n, α Misalignment angle and misalignment threshold. TSm,n, ψm Link stability time, sector-level beamwidth.
TPA, TBM Peer association time, beamwidth management time. TR, TD Time for: PDB-reply, decision making.
Cpm, Rpn Content p: cached in DT m, requested by DR n. TACK Time for acknowledgment.
rm,n, ξm,n Data rate, data throughput. UPAn,m Utility DR n achieve by matching with DT m.
β Blockage parameter. Ul, ul Aggregate utility of link, individual utility.
Hl Set of neighboring D2D links of link l. IT , DT Interference threshold, coverage area.
Gb Beamwidth selection game. P (A) Set of probability distributions over Al.
πa Steady-state of the game. Ω set of selected beamwidth.
TSmax, δpmax Normalization factors. M(n) Set of feasible DTs for DR n.
f Number of trials in Algorithm 1 Tmax Maximum number of trials in Algorithm 2.
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𝐴

𝑚

𝑛

Figure 3: The blue triangle represents DR n located at point A
and the red circle represents DTm located at pointB. The green
arrow shows the relative trajectory of DR n.

3.4 Channel Model
To model the mmWave channel, the distance-dependent
path-loss model for peer-to-peer communication proposed
in [23] is adopted. Under this model the path-loss is defined
as PL(dm,n) = C d−αm,n, where C symbolizes the path-loss
intercept, α is the path-loss exponent, and dm,n represents
the distance between DT m and DR n. Each communi-
cation link experiences i.i.d small-scale Nakagami fading
with parameter Nh. Hence, the received signal power can
be modeled as gamma random variable with parameter,
hm,n ∼ Γ(Nh, 1/Nh).

3.5 Antenna Pattern
All D2D devices are enabled to perform adaptive directional
beamforming in the mmWave band. Beamforming enables
users to steer their antenna main-lobe toward the desired
direction, as well as adjusting the antenna main-lobe width.
Each D2D user can pick a beamwidth from the set of its
available beamwidths, Φi = {1, ..., ϕi} for i ∈ M∪N . The
directional antenna pattern is modeled using the Gaussian
model [24] as

G(θ)=

{
Ge−ρ θ

2

, |θ| ≤ ϕ,
g, otherwise,

(2)

where ρ = 2.028 ln(10)
ϕ2 and 2ϕ is the antenna half-

power beamwidth. θ denotes the antenna angle relative
to the antenna’s bore-sight direction. G = π102.028

42.64ϕ + π and
g = 10−2.028G are the maximum main-lobe gain and the
side-lobe gain, respectively [24].

3.6 Link Stability Time
A D2D link is stable and proper for data transmission as
long as its D2D transmitter and receiver stay aligned. Mis-
alignment in directional communication, due to the users’

mobility, occurs when the received power cause drops less
than a certain ratio, denoted by α ∈ [0, 1].

Consider a given D2D link whose receiver and transmit-
ter are located at point A and B, respectively, as shown in
Figure 3. Assume that the transceivers’ antenna beams are
aligned. Also, the receiver is moving with relative velocity
Vm,n in the direction of the relative angle of µm,n (with
respect to its antenna bore-sight direction). Since the bore-
sight angle of D2D transceivers is fixed, the movement will
cause beam misalignment. The pointing error of the D2D
receiver toward its transmitter ∆t seconds later, denoted by
∆µm,n, can be obtained using the law of sines in triangle
ABA′ as

sin(∆µm,n)

Vm,n∆t
=

sin(µm,n)

dm,n
,

where dm,n denotes the D2D links distance. Note that
although mobility changes dm,n, the impact of distance
difference is neglected and only the impact of movement
on the angular difference is considered. Also, we assume
that Vm,n∆t � dm,n. For small ∆µm,n, we estimate
sin(∆µm,n) as sin(∆µm,n) ' ∆µm,n, therefore,

∆µm,n '
Vm,n ∆t sin(µm,n)

dm,n
. (3)

Based on the definition, the link is stable if the relative
antenna gain is above a certain ratio, α ∈ [0, 1].

α =
G(θ = ∆µm,n)

G(θ = 0)
= e−ρ ∆µ2

m,n , (4)

Using (3) and (4) the link stability time, denoted by TSm,n,
can be written as

TSm,n =
dm,nϕn

Vm,n sin(µm,n)

√
ln( 1

α )

2.028 ln(10)
. (5)

It can be seen that higher antenna beamwidth and lower
gain threshold increase the link stability. Moreover, lower
relative speed guarantees D2D links to be stable for longer.

3.7 Beam Alignment Overhead

Beam alignment between DT-DR requires sending and re-
ceiving multiple pilot signals. In this work, the hierarchical
beam alignment method is used, where first the best wide-
beam pair is found through an exhaustive search, and then
the search is refined using a narrower beam level within
the subspace of the wide-beam pair [25]. Assuming the
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antenna wide-beam pairs are already aligned, the narrow-
beam alignment time [26] can be written as

TAm,n =

⌈
ψm
ϕm

⌉ ⌈
ψn
ϕn

⌉
TP , (6)

in which ψi and ϕi denote the wide- and narrow- level
beamwidth of D2D user i, respectively. TP represents the
pilot signal transmission time. Note that although narrower
antenna beamwidth provides higher antenna gain based on
(2), it increases beam alignment overhead based on (6). Since
beam alignment time must be less than the link stability
time, TSm,n, the lower bound on feasible beamwidths can be
derived as

ϕmϕn ≥ ψmψn
TP
TSm,n

. (7)

On the other hand, the antenna beamwidth cannot be
higher than wide-level beamwidth. Therefore, the upper
bound of antenna beamwidth can be written as ϕm ≤ ψm
and ϕn ≤ ψn.

3.8 Timing and Signaling Structure
Due to the lack of central controller D2D users are required
to initialize the communication through signaling. It is
worth noting that initialization is performed through the
common control channel (CCC) in microwave bands. As
shown in Figure 4, initialization includes peer association
and beam management with a duration of TPA and TBM ,
and must be performed prior to data transmission.

Peer association with duration of TPA starts with a DR
broadcasting the peer discovery beacon (PDB). It consists
of three phases, a) PDB-reply with the duration of TR,
where DTs reply back to the PDB signal with their context
information, b) decision making with duration TD, when
DRs decide on their fittest DT, and c) acknowledgment with
duration TACK. The details of the peer association algorithm
will be discussed further in Section 5.1.

Following the peer association, a given matched DT-
DR (m,n) has a time duration of TSm,n to perform the
beam management and transmit data. Beam management
is implemented for aligning antenna beam and selecting
the antenna beamwidth for data transmission. The beam
management time TBM which consists of TAm,n and TBWS

depends mainly on the selected antenna beamwidth as per
(6). The beamwidth selection algorithm and the trade-off
between antenna beamwidth and data throughput will be
discussed in-depth in Section 5.2.

4 PROBLEM FORMULATION

Establishing directional D2D links in the mmWave band
requires two crucial steps, i.e., peer associations and
beamwidth selection. In this section, we elaborate on for-
mulating the sum data throughput maximization problem
in the CCN-based D2D network with respect to peer associ-
ation and antenna beamwidth selection.

Let A = {am,n : m ∈ M, n ∈ N} denotes the set of all
possible DT-DR associations in the network, where am,n as
the association parameter can be defined as

am,n =

{
1, if link between m and n exists,
0, otherwise.

Peer Association Beam Management Data Transmission

PBD 

Broadcast

Decision 

Making
Acknowledgment

�� �� ����

��� ���

Beam 

Alignment

Beamwidth 

Selection

��	
��,
�

��,



PBD 

Reply

��

Figure 4: CCN-based D2D communication frame structure con-
sists of peer association, beam management and data trans-
mission slots. Peer association duration is fixed, while beam
management duration and data transmission time depend on
the antenna beamwidth.

We future define M(n) ⊆ M as the subsets of feasible
DTs for DR n, and the feasibility conditions are defined as

M(n) =
{
m ∈M

∣∣ dm,n ≤ dT , σm,n = 1
}
,

where dm,n and dT represent the Euclidean distance be-
tween DT m and DR n, and the coverage distance of
DR n, respectively. Since mmWave band communication
undergoes severe attenuation in non-line-of-sight (NLOS)
links [5], we assume that a D2D link can be established
only when the LOS link exists. Parameter σm,n captures the
impact of blockage and is modeled as a Bernoulli random
variable

σm,n =

{
1, if LOS exists,
0, otherwise.

It is worth noting that using a random Boolean scheme of
rectangles to model the blockages, a link of length dm,n is
LOS with probability P LoS

m,n = exp(−β dm,n), where param-
eter β depends on the average size and density of blockages
[27]. Users can estimate the location of neighboring users
[28], and determine whether the link is LOS [15] using

angle of arrival (AoA) spectrum method.
Let the set of selected beamwidths of associated DT-DR

pairs for data transmission denotes as

Ω =
{

(ϕm, ϕn)
∣∣ n ∈ N , m ∈M(n), am,n = 1

}
.

The achievable data-rate on a given D2D link between
DT m and DR n, which depends on the set of paired D2D
users A, as well as their antenna beamwidth Ω can be
defined as

rm,n (A,Ω) = γ B log2 (1 + SINRn(A,Ω)) ,

where γ =

(
1− TAm,n

TSm,n

)
captures the impact of beam align-

ment overhead, andB denotes the available bandwidth. The
achieved signal-to-noise-plus-interference-ratio (SINR) on
DR n is denoted by SINRn. Moreover, The data throughput
of a given D2D link which is defined as the amount of the
data that is transmitted on the link during the link stability
time TSm,n, can be written as

ξm,n (A,Ω) =
rm,n (A,Ω)× TSm,n

δpm,n
. (8)

The problem addressed in this work can be formulated
as designing a peer association and antenna beamwidth
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selection algorithms such that they maximize the network
sum-throughput as

Maximize
A,Ω

∑
m∈M

∑
n∈N

am,n ξm,n (9a)

subject to:
∑
n∈N

am,n = 1, ∀m ∈M, (9b)∑
m∈M

am,n = 1, ∀n ∈ N , (9c)

am,n∈{0, 1}, ∀m,n ∈M×N , (9d)

ϕm ϕn≥ψmψn
TP
TSm,n

, ∀m,n ∈M×N , (9e)

ϕm ≤ ψm, ∀m ∈M, (9f)
ϕn ≤ ψn, ∀n ∈ N (9g)

where constraints (9b)-(9d) show that the matching among
DTs and DRs must be one to one. Constraints (9e)-(9g)
represent the antenna beamwidth upper and lower bound
according to (7). The optimization problem (9) is an NP-hard
combinatorial optimization problem, which can be solved
using centralized exhaustive search algorithms. However,
utilizing the assistance of the central controller (base station)
is against the main purpose of implementing D2D com-
munication for offloading the network. Restricted access to
global information in our application motivates us to seek
for low-complexity and low-overhead algorithms that en-
able D2D users to pick strategies that maximize the network
data throughput.

5 PROPOSED SCHEME

For analytical tractability, the optimization problem in (9) is
decomposed into two separate problems, namely, peer asso-
ciation and beamwidth selection. The optimization problem
(9) with constraints (9b)-(9d) denotes as a peer associa-
tion problem. A classic approach to solve this problem is
modeling it as a matching game with a well-defined utility
function [10], [16], to which deferred acceptance algorithm
(DAA) provides a polynomial-time converging solution
[29]. DAA obtains the stable mapping among two sets of
D2D links with size n (DTs and DRs), given an ordering of
preferences for each D2D link. However, the DAA’s conver-
gence is time-consuming. To reduce the signaling overhead
and initialization delay, we propose a heuristic algorithm
for pairing D2D user, which saves D2D users computational
time resources to select the optimal antenna beamwidth.

The optimization problem (9) with constraints (9e)-(9g)
denotes as the antenna beamwidth selection problem. The
problem of antenna beamwidth selection is modeled as a
strategic game, which is proved to be an exact potential
game. Further, we show in Section 5.2 that this problem is
guaranteed to have at least one Nash equilibrium. A syn-
chronous Log-linear learning (LLL) based algorithm is pro-
posed to obtain the optimal Nash equilibrium of the game.
Thanks to the short-range and directional communication in
the mmWave band [5], only neighboring users are required
to exchange information, which accelerates the convergence
of the algorithm significantly. Note that the dependency
between these two problems is relaxed as its exact identifica-
tion depends highly on network technology. The extensive
simulation results in Section 6 shows that despite relaxing

the interdependency of these problems, implementing the
proposed scheme still improves network data throughput
significantly compared to existing approaches. Therefore,
the interdependency can be relaxed for tractability.

5.1 Decentralized Heuristic Algorithm for Peer Associ-
ation

We propose a decentralized, high-speed peer association al-
gorithm with a low computational load that enables DRs to
retrieve their desired content from neighboring DTs through
stable D2D links. Implementing such an algorithm reduces
the initialization overhead considerably. We assume that a)
all DTs are willing to share content within their storage
unconditionally, and b) the peer association is initiated and
decided by DRs. In our CCN-based D2D network, peer
association starts with a DR broadcasting a peer discovery
beacons (PDB) over the common control channel (CCC) that
includes Rpn to indicate its interest in a specific content.

To select the proper DT, DRs must be able to determine
the utility that is gained by matching with the neighboring
DTs. The utility function of the DR n through matching with
DT m ∈M(n) can be defined as

UPAn,m =
TSm,n
TSmax

+
δpm,n
δpmax

, (10)

where TSmax and δpmax are normalization factors, which can
be predefined by the users or network. The first term in the
utility function captures the stability of the communication
link, while the second term indicates the content segment
availability. Under the same link stability time, DR n is
encouraged to select the DT that provides a higher number
of segments of its desires content. It is worth noting that to
calculate the TSm,n, all users assume the narrowest antenna
beamwidth is implemented. This assumption will be later
adjusted in Section 5.2. The details of the D2D peer associ-
ation in the CCN-based D2D network in mmWave band is
given in Algorithm 1.
• Each DR broadcasts a PDB signal over CCC in the

microwave band including the name of the data packet
and the desired data segments,Rpn. DR waits for the du-
ration of TR to receive a response from their neighbor-
ing DTs. Neighboring DTs that received PDB calculate
the content segment availability δpm,n as per (1), and
packet it along with its context information including
geographical position, velocity, and moving direction
into PDB-reply and send it back to the DR (lines 4-5).

• During TD , the DRs that received PDB-reply, calculate
the utility that is achieved from matching with each
responding DT using (10), select the fittest DT, and
broadcast its decision to its neighbors. DR waits for
TACK to receive an acknowledgment (ACK) signal from
the corresponding DT. In case DR receives ACK signal,
the matching is announced by sending back another an
ACK signal (lines 6-10).

• In case DR has not received any response during TR
or TACK, failure counter tn is incremented. If DR fails
to retrieve its content from its neighboring DTs for f
consecutive times, it will attempt to retrieve its desired
content from the cellular network (lines 12-15).
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Algorithm 1: Heuristic D2D peer association
Result: L: matching N andM(n), ∀n ∈ N

1 Initialize: (tn, TB , TR, TD , TACK) to zero
2 foreach n ∈ N do
3 if tn ≤ f then

Phase I: Content discovery
4 - n broadcasts PDB, count down TR and wait to

receive PDB-reply(s).
5 - m ∈M(n) computes δpm,n as per (1) and

packet it along with its context information
into PDB-reply.

6 - n calculates Un,m as per (10), selects the fittest
DT and announces its decision to its neighbors.

Phase II: Link establishment
7 - m ∈M(n) counts down TD and wait for n’s

decision.
8 - Selected DT replies with decision ACK.
9 - n counts down timer TACK and wait to receive

ACK signal.
10 - n sends back an ACK signal and announces

the matching.
11 if (TR or TACK) = 0 and no response is received

then
12 tn = tn + 1, and go to step 3.
13 end
14 else
15 DR n switch to cellular mode and retrieve the

content from cellular network.
16 end
17 -Update Rp

n and tn = 0.
18 if Rp

n 6= ∅ then
19 go to step 1.
20 end
21 end

• At the end of each time frame, Rpn is updated, and in
the case the desired content is not fully received, DR
attempts to request for the remaining segments (lines
17-20).

Note that number is trials f can be defined by the D2D
users according to the application. The proposed algorithm
enables DRs to make the association decision with constant
computation load. The outcome of the proposed algorithm
is the set of established DT-DR links, denoted by L.

5.2 Decentralized Algorithm for Optimal Beamwidth
Selection

Following the peer association phase, our goal is to en-
able the associated DR-DT pairs l ∈ L to select the
proper antenna beamwidth for communication such that the
beamwidth strategy profile of all users in the network max-
imizes the network’s sum-data throughput. As mentioned
before, there exists a trade-off between antenna beamwidth
and the achievable throughput. Picking a narrower antenna
beam, although it leads to higher antenna gain based on (2),
it incurs longer beam alignment overhead based on (6). Con-
sequently, data transmission time and data throughput is re-
duced as per (8). In addition, narrower antenna beamwidth
leads to lower link stability time, according to (3). Therefore,
one needs to optimize the antenna beamwidth prior to data
transmission according to network conditions and context
information.

The beamwidth selection strategy of a D2D link impacts
not only its achievable data throughput but other links’ in

𝑔𝑔𝑔 𝐺

𝐺𝐺

Figure 5: Directional interference: red circles and the blue
triangle show the DTs and DR, respectively. G and g denote
the main-lobe gain and side-lobe gain of the antenna.

the network based on (8). Thus, a selfish strategy selection
that solely maximizes each link’s data throughput cannot
guarantee to obtain global optimization. This motivates us
to model the beamwidth selection problem as a strategic
game to consider the interaction among users and to obtain
the optimal beamwidth strategy for all D2D links. Recently,
game theory has been used to model the interaction among
users in wireless networks, for example, for beam-pair
selection [30], and channel selection [31]. Information ex-
change among users is crucial in such games to reach global
optimization. In our decentralized system model, this may
lead to significant signaling overhead and delay in commu-
nication. However, directional transmission and the short
range of communication in the mmWave band reduces the
information exchange only to neighboring (i.e., interacting)
links instead of the whole network, which in turn reduces
the overhead significantly. For a given established D2D link
l ∈ L, between DR n and DT m, the set of interacting D2D
links are those whose DTs are a) in the coverage area of the
DR n, and b) causes interference on DR n that is higher than
a predefined threshold IT . The set of interacting D2D links
of a given D2D link l, denoted by Hl can be defined as

Hl = {i ∈M
∣∣ dn,i ≤ dT , Ii ≥ IT } (11)

where dn,i and dT represent the Euclidean distance be-
tween DR n and DT i and the coverage distance of DR n,
respectively. Ii is the directional LOS interference caused
by DT i on DR n. The received interference power is
related to the transmission power, the channel gain, and
the transmission/reception antenna gain. We assume the
same transmission power for all DTs, and also equal channel
gains for all D2D links within the same transmission range.
Therefore, the received interference is mainly determined by
transmission/reception antenna gains which depend on the
antenna beamwidth and bore-sight direction, based on (2).
Note that the impact of NLOS interference is negligible thus
only LOS interference is considered [32].

As shown in Figure 5, the effective antenna gain of
interference can be determined using the antenna boresight
direction of the DR and its neighboring DTs. The interfer-
ence gain, denoted by gI , can be a) GG when both DR and
DT have their main-lobes directed towards each other, b)
Gg when DR has its main-lobe directed to side-lobe of DT
or vice versa, and c) gg when both DT and DR have their
side-lobes aligned. Therefore, if DR n knows the location,
bore-sight direction and beamwidth of a DT i, it can simply
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calculate the amount of the received directional interference
using Ii = Phi,ngIPL(di,n).

5.2.1 Game Model
The beamwidth selection game is denoted as Gb =[
L, {Al}l∈L, {Ul}l∈L

]
, where L is the set of players (DT-

DR links that are established using Algorithm 1), al ∈ Al
denotes the strategy of player l (beamwidth), whereAl is the
set of available actions for player l (Φl), and Ul represents
the utility of player l. For simplicity and without loss of
generality, we assume that DTs and their corresponding DRs
adopt the same beamwidth strategy. This can be extended to
the case that users implement different strategies. a−l ∈ A−l
denotes the beamwidth selection profile of all the players
excluding player l, andA−l = ×i∈L\lAi is the joint strategy
space of all the players excluding player l, and × denotes
the Cartesian product.

The utility function of D2D link1 l which depends on the
utility of itself and the utility of its neighboring links can be
defined as

Ul(al,a−l) = ul(al,aHl) +
∑
i∈Hl

ui(ai,aHi) (12)

with

ul(al,aHl) = rl(al,aHl) + C ε Λ
(
T δl , T

′
)

(13)

where aHl ∈ AHl = ×i∈HlAi is the set of joint beamwidth
selection strategy of neighboring D2D links of D2D link
l, Λ(x, y) is a binary function that is −1 if x > y and 0

otherwise. T δl =
δpl
rl

represents the time required to transmit
data segments δpl , and T ′ = TSl − TAl denotes the time
remained to transmit the data after beam alignment. Finally,
C and ε = |1− T ′

T δl
| represents the penalty scalar and penalty

coefficient, respectively. The first term in (12) captures the
individual utility of D2D link l, while the second term is the
utility of all l’s interacting D2D links. Further, the individual
utility of each D2D link depends on its data throughput. To
capture this, the leftmost term in (13) denotes the link’s data
rate, and the rightmost term captures the trade-off between
data throughput and antenna beamwidth in (6).

It can be seen that the defined utility function in (12)
is in line with the optimization problem in (9) with con-
straints (9e)-(9g). Therefore, our objective is to find a joint
beamwidth selection profile that maximizes the utility of all
active D2D links l ∈ L. The beamwidth selection game can
be defined as

Gb : max
al∈Al

Ul(al,a−l), ∀l ∈ L. (14)

The Nash equilibrium is the stable solution of the strate-
gic games such as Gb and can be defined as follows.

Definition 1. Nash equilibrium (NE): A beamwidth selection
profile a∗ = (a∗1, a

∗
2, ..., a

∗
L) is a pure strategy NE point if

and only if no D2D link can improve its utility by deviating
unilaterally, i.e.,

Ul(a
∗
l ,a−l) ≥ Ul(al,a−l) ∀l ∈ L, a∗l 6= al (15)

1. Hereafter, we refer to the matched D2D pairs through Algorithm 1
as ”D2D links” and use subscript l instead of m,n.

Although NE is the steady-state of strategic games, an
important question is whether the beamwidth selection
game will reach a steady-state (NE) eventually. A given
utility function may have multiple Nash equilibria or may
not have any. Therefore, it is crucial to verify that at least one
NE exits for Gb. The properties of NE of beamwidth selection
game Gb are characterized by the following theorems.

Theorem 1. Beamwidth selection game Gb is an exact potential
game with potential function Θ(al,a−l) =

∑
l∈L ul(al,a−l),

which has at least one pure NE, and optimal solution of the
network data throughput maximization problem constitutes a pure
strategy NE of Gb.

Proof. See Appendix ??.

All potential games share the finite improvement prop-
erty (FIP). According to FIP, letting a player deviate to a
better strategy using the best response dynamics, terminates
to a NE in a finite number of iterations [33]. As Nash
equilibria are the maximizers of the potential function, and
the potential function Θ, represents the sum of the network’s
data throughput, therefore, the optimal beamwidth selection
profile that maximizes the network data throughput can be
achieved by finding the optimal NE points of the game Gb.
However, in case that multiple Nash equilibria exist, an
efficient learning algorithm is required to achieve optimal
NE.

5.2.2 Decentralized Algorithm to obtain the optimal NE
As it is already mentioned, applying the best response
dynamics eventually leads to a pure NE. However, the best
response algorithm does not guarantee to converge to the
optimal pure NE in case potential function Θ has multiple
optimums. Log-linear learning (LLL) is a classical algorithm
that guarantees the convergence to a set of optimal pure
NEs of an exact potential game [34]. The algorithm follows
the same procedure as the best response algorithm [33],
however, it allows the possibility of exploration by devi-
ations from the best response with a small probability. In
LLL, at each time step (k) one randomly chosen player l, is
allowed to alter its strategy according to a mixed strategy
pall ∈ P (Al), where P (Al) is the the set of probability
distributions over Al. Meanwhile, the actions of all other
players remain fixed, i.e., a−l(k + 1) = a−l(k). D2D link l’s
mixed strategy is updated based on Boltzmann rule and is
given by

pall (k + 1) =
exp

(
1
τUl(al,a−l(k))

)∑
āl∈Al exp

(
1
τUl(āl,a−l(k))

) (16)

where τ is the learning parameter. For very large τ , the
strategy of each D2D link is chosen approximately based
on a uniform distribution over its set of actions. While, for
small τ , the selected strategy is a uniform distribution over
best responses against a−l. It can be seen in (16) that if
taking an action leads to gaining higher utility compare to
other actions, this action has higher chance of being selected
in future. Thus, the algorithm will converge to a network
optimum eventually.

LLL requires asynchrony, which refers to the fact that
D2D links are allowed to update their strategies one at a
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Algorithm 2: Synchronous LLL-based beamwidth
selection
1 Initialization: k = 0, Tmax, set the strategy profile of all

users randomly, a(0) = {a1(0), a2(0), ..., aL(0)}.
2 repeat
3 foreach D2D links l ∈ L do
4 Find the set of neighboring users, Hl, using (11).
5 Exchange information with neighboring links.
6 end
7 A set of non-interacting D2D links are selected

randomly denoted by L̃ ⊂ L.
8 foreach D2D link l ∈ L̃ do
9 Calculate the utility over its all available actions,

Ul(k), ∀al ∈ Al using the information received
from its neighbors while a−l(k + 1) = a−l(k).

10 Select an action according to the mixed strategy
vector P (Al).

11 Update the mixed strategy vector P (Al) using
(16).

12 end
13 k = k + 1
14 until
15

∣∣Ul(k + Tmax)− Ul(k)
∣∣ ' 0 or,

16 There exist a component of P (Al) which is sufficiently
close to 1.

time. However, it has been shown that this assumption can
be relaxed by allowing a group of non-interacting players
to update their strategies simultaneously [34]. The short-
range and directional communication in the mmWave band
allows a group of non-interaction D2D links to update
their strategies simultaneously, which in turn expedites the
convergence of the algorithm. Further, each D2D link only
needs to exchange information with its neighboring D2D
linksHl, which reduces the signaling overhead significantly.
The details of the synchronous LLL-based beamwidth selec-
tion algorithm is given in Algorithm 2.

• Each D2D link selects an initial beamwidth based on
a uniform distribution over its available beamwidth
set Φl. Then determines its neighboring links Hl using
(11) and exchange information including position, bore-
sight direction, selected beamwidth and gained utility
with neighboring links (lines 1-6).

• A set of non-interacting D2D links are selected ran-
domly denoted by L̃ ⊂ L. Since there is no central
controller in the network, the users are chosen using
contention mechanisms over CCC [31] (line 7).

• Each of selected D2D links calculates its gained utility
Ul(k) using (13) over all its possible actions. Then
selects a strategy randomly based its mixed strategy
distribution P (Al) and updates its mixed strategy us-
ing (16) (lines 9-12).

• This will continue until the utility of a D2D link has
not been changed through Tmax iterations or one of its
mixed strategy elements pall is sufficiently close to 1
(lines 15-16).

The asymptotic behavior of the synchronous LLL-based
algorithm, as the iteration number goes sufficiently large,
can be defined using the following theorem.

Theorem 2. For the beamwidth selection game Gb, if all D2D
links l ∈ L adhere to the synchronous LLL-based beamwidth
selection algorithm, the stationary distribution πa ∈ P (A) of

the joint action profile for ∀τ > 0 converges to

πa =
exp

(
1
τΘ(a)

)∑
ā∈A exp

(
1
τΘ(ā)

) (17)

where A = ×i∈LAi and Θ(.) denotes the potential function.

Proof. See Appendix ??

It can be seen in (17) that as τ → 0, πa → 1, LLL
converges to the potential function maximizer with high
probability. In case multiple maximizers exist, LLL con-
verges to one of the maximizers with a uniform distribution.
Therefore, the LLL-based beamwidth selection algorithm
converges to the optimal solution of the Gb with high proba-
bility. It is worth noting that parameter τ captures the trade-
off between the exploration of the beamwidth strategies and
the speed of convergence. In practice, it is advised to start
with a large τ and keep decreasing as the process iterates.
In Section 6, we choose τ = 1

k , where k is the algorithm
iteration number.

The decentralized LLL-based beamwidth selection algo-
rithm enables D2D users to select the antenna beamwidth
considering context information through limited informa-
tion exchange with neighboring users, which makes it suit-
able for large-scale D2D networks.

5.3 Content Sharing Scenario
One of the main applications of the proposed initializa-
tion scheme is content sharing in the cellular network via
D2D links in the mmWave band. Our proposed algorithm
implements the CCN protocol for content sharing. In this
framework, the popular contents are cached in DTs’ un-
used memory and will be shared/transmitted to nearby
DRs on demand. Equation (10) guarantees that a DR is
associated with a DT that is cached with its desired content
segments (first term), and also DT can provide the content
via a stable D2D link (second term). Moreover, Algorithm
2) optimizes the users’ antenna beamwidth to maximize
the D2D network data throughput and assure successful
content delivery/sharing.

However, it is worth noting that content sharing has
other important virtues such as optimizing content caching
[35], incentivizing transmitters [36] and routing [37], [38].
We assumed that the popular contents are already identified
and cached in the DTs by the network and DTs share the
content within their storage unconditionally. To address the
content popularity evaluation, optimizing content caching,
and motivating DTs, the following scenarios can be consid-
ered.

In the first scenario, to consider DTs incentive to share
the content, the optimization problem (9) must be modified
to include the costs associated with involving DTs in content
sharing. To motivate DTs, DRs can pay a small monetary fee
that covers the fee charged by the DTs’ network services
provider and energy consumption. Also, the network can
motivate the DT to share its cached content by getting
some monthly service fee discount in return for assisting
the network in disseminating data.

In the second scenario, to consider content popularity
distribution, network can use data from DTs’ social media
to identify the popular contents and evaluate the desire of
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Table 2: Simulation parameters
Parameter Value

Carrier frequency 28 GHz
Communication bandwidth(B) 100 MHz

Thermal noise density -174 dBm/Hz
Transmission power 15 dBm
Free space path-loss -61.7 dB

LOS path-loss exponent 2
Antenna beamwidth(Φl) [15:10:45]
Distance threshold (DT ) 50 m
D2D pairs distance(dl) ∼ U(30, 80)
penalty parameter (η) max(rl)

Pilot transmission time (Tp) 10 µs
LoS link prob. (β) 0.0027

Number of contents (Nc) 5
Velocity of users (V ) ∼ U(1, 3) mph
Moving direction (θ) ∼ U(−π, π)

DTs in sharing contents [35], [36]. In addition, the network
can use this information to locate/identify DTs at the hot
spot area to cache the popular content in those users. Also,
the network can cache the contents in DTs according to
their location [39]. For example, network prioritizes edge
DTs as candidates for content caching since DRs closer
to BS has better channel condition. However, it would be
more efficient for the DRs on the cell edge to retrieve their
desired content from nearby DTs rather than the BS. In
these cases, Algorithm 1 should include popular content
discovery and content caching prior to content discovery
and link establishment.

6 NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
scheme through extensive simulations. Moreover, to empha-
size the importance of designing the proposed scheme in
enabling the CCN-based D2D network, its performance is
compared with other methods proposed in the literature.

6.1 Simulation Outline

We built our simulator in MATLAB® consist-
ing of the D2D interaction environment in
an area of the size 10 km × 10 km, which is
-–given the transmit power of D2D users-– large enough to
avoid the boundary effect. In the simulation environment,
D2D users are located uniformly and move according to
the random walk model. D2D users’ trajectories (speed and
direction of movement) are drawn based on i.i.d. uniform
random variables. D2D transceivers are equipped with a
directional antenna for data transmission in the mmWave
band. Also, we assume that all the DTs transmit at the same
power. Simulation parameters shown in Table 2 are used,
unless otherwise specified. To thwart the effect of noisy
data, simulation results are obtained using the Monte Carlo
simulation by averaging over 10, 000 network topologies.
We have outlined evaluation performance using three cases.
• First we evaluate the performance of the proposed

heuristic peer association (HPA) algorithm, in terms
of the data throughput, link stability time of D2D
links, and the amount of traffic offloaded from the
cellular network. Moreover, the performance of the
HPA algorithm is compared with minimum-distance
peer association (MDA) [7], where DRs are paired with
the closest DT, and random peer association (RPA) [8]

through which DRs are associated randomly to a DT in
its coverage area. We also compare HPA’s performance
with the differed acceptance algorithm (DAA), which is
a classic approach to solving the peer association prob-
lems that are modeled as a matching game [10], [16].

• Second, the performance of the LLL-based beamwidth
selection (LLL-BWS) algorithm in enabling established
D2D links to optimize their antenna beamwidth is
evaluated. The number of iterations it takes for the
algorithm to converge to the optimal solution, and the
sum of the network’s data throughput are chosen as the
performance measures. In addition, the performance of
the LLL-BWS is compared with constant beamwidth
selection (CBS) [32], and random beamwidth selection
(RBWS) [40]. In CBWS, all users implement constant
and identical antenna beamwidth, while in RBWS, each
user randomly selects a beamwidth.

• Finally, to demonstrate the overall impact of our pro-
posed initialization scheme in improving the network
performance, we combine the HPA and LLL-BWS al-
gorithms for peer association and beamwidth selection
and compare their performance with other methods
used in the literature.

6.2 Impact of Peer Association Algorithm

Simulation setup I- A given DR, known as ”test” DR lo-
cated at the origin (0, 0) is surrounded by DTs with a density
of M = 10 km−2. The DR’s desired data packet is cached in
DTs with a probability of pD . The size of the data packet
is 300 MB. The test DR is paired with a DT in its set of
feasible DTs using HPA, DAA, MDA, and RPA algorithms.
In case the selected DT in RDA and MDA does not contain
the desired data packet, the transmission fails. Note that the
probability of LOS link is relatively high due to the small
value of blockage parameter β = 0.0027.

Figure 6a demonstrates the data throughput of the test
DR, as a function of the probability of desired data packet
availability with antenna beamwidth of 30◦. It is shown that
in general, higher pD leads to higher data throughput, as
the number of successful transmissions is higher. Also, it
can be seen that HPA provides significantly higher data
throughput compared to DAA, MDA and RPA, due to
considering data segment availability, D2D users’ velocity
and directionality of the links simultaneously. Although
DAA uses the same utility function as HPA, its convergence
is time-consuming. The time complexity of DAA is O(n2)
(n is the number of users) to obtain the stable matching
for a canonical matching game [16]. However, HPA’s time
complexity is constant and independent of the number of
users, i.e., O(f) (f is the number of trials). Hence, the time
overhead complexity of DAA is significantly high compared
to HPA. Consequently, DAA has a lower data rate than HPA,
which leads to significantly lower data throughput as per
(8).

Figure 6b shows the data throughput of the test DR
as a function of data packet size with antenna beamwidth
of φ = 30◦ and data packet availability pD = 1. It can
be seen that as the size of the packet increases the data
throughput decreases, however, HPA manages to main-
tain the data throughput very high and transmit the data
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Figure 6: Performance comparison of the heuristic peer association algorithm with DAA, MDA, RPA: (a) data throughput as a
function of data segment availability with antenna beamwidth φ = 30◦, (b) data throughput as a function of data packet size with
pD = 1, (c) data throughput as a function of blockage parameter β, and (d) link stability time of D2D links with pD = 1.

packet completely when the data packet size is smaller than
δm,n < 320 Mb. However, since DAA, RPA and MDA could
not verify whether the link is LOS or stable for the duration
of data transmission, thus failing to transmit the data packet
when the size of the data is greater than 200 MB.

Figure 6c compares the data throughput of the test
DR as a function of blockage parameter β with antenna
beamwidth of φ = 30◦ and data packet availability pD = 1.
It can be seen that a higher blockage parameter deteriorates
the link data throughput. This is in accordance with the
fact that higher blockage parameter increases the probability
of blocked D2D links and NLOS signal at mmWave band
frequencies undergoes severe attenuation [27]. However,
since HPA verifies if the link is LoS before establishing the
D2D links, it maintains higher data throughput compared
to existing approaches.

Figure 6d shows the link stability time of a given D2D
link as a function of antenna beamwidth with different
D2D users’ velocities. In order to solely analyze the impact
of users’ velocity on link stability, it is assumed in this
scenario that the test DR’s desired data packet is cached in
all DTs, i.e., pD = 1. Figure 6d shows that narrower antenna
beams are more prone to misalignment, thus providing less
stable D2D links. Also, it can be seen that as D2D users
move faster, the D2D link stability time decreases, which
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Figure 7: Offload data from cellular network with 5 different
data packet with size 1 Gb.

is in accordance with (5). However, the proposed HPA
algorithm provides D2D users with higher link stability
time compared to MDA and RPA, thus guaranteeing higher
data throughput. Although DAA provides a slightly better
link stability time due to its semi-exhaustive search nature,
DAA’s high overhead in matching D2D users, results in
significantly lower throughput.

Simulation setup II- D2D users are distributed
uniformly in the network area with a density of
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Figure 8: Number of iterations required for the synchronous
LLL to converge, for L = 10 km−2, L = 40 km−2, |L̃| = 1, and
|L̃| = 8.

M = N = 40 km−2. D2D users are assigned to be DT or
DR with equal probability. DTs are cached randomly with
5 different popular data packets with a size of 1 Gb. DRs
attempt 3 times to retrieve the desired data packet from a
DT in their coverage area before switching to the cellular
network, i.e., f = 3.

Figure 7 shows the amount of data transmitted by the
cellular network as a function of antenna beamwidth. It can
be seen that utilizing the proposed HPA algorithm signifi-
cantly offloads the cellular network compared to MDA and
RPA algorithms. This is in accordance with the fact that
HPA not only guarantees the stability of the D2D link by
considering the user-specific context information, but also
confirms the availability of the desired data packet prior
to establishing a D2D link for data transmission. Therefore,
HPA has a higher ability to offload the cellular network
compared to its contemporary rivals.

6.3 Impact of Beamwidth Selection Algorithm

Simulation setup III- In this simulation, L D2D links are
established between D2D transceivers that are located uni-
formly in the network environment. DTs are cached with
various data packet sizes. The size of the data packets is
distributed uniformly as δl ∼ U(0−300)MB. DTs are ready
to transmit the data packets to their corresponding DRs.
Also, corresponding D2D transceivers’ wide-level beams are
aligned.

Figure 8 shows the number of iterations required for
the convergence of the synchronous LLL-BWS algorithm
with two different D2D link densities, i.e., L = 10 km−2,
and L = 40 km−2. It can be seen that a higher number
of D2D links requires a higher number of iterations to
find the optimal solution. However, this figure shows that
increasing the number of simultaneously updating links
from |L̃| = 1 to |L̃| = 8 increases the convergence speed of
the algorithm significantly. This observation is in agreement
with the fact that as more non-interacting D2D links have
the opportunity to update their strategies simultaneously,
the algorithm converges to the optimal NE faster.

Figure 9a and 9b show the sum of global utility and sum
of delivered data segments for a D2D network with D2D
link density L = 20 km−2, respectively. These two figures
verify that the utility of the bandwidth selection game Gb

in (14) is completely aligned with the network optimization
problem in (9) with constraints (9e)-(9g). In other words,
maximizing utility function in (12) for all D2D links l ∈ L
leads to maximizing the network’s sum data throughput.
In addition, it can be seen that the proposed algorithm
converges to the global optimum which is derived using the
exhaustive search algorithm. The exhaustive search takes
O(
∏L
l=1 |Φl|) to find the optimal solution, while as it can be

seen in 9a. the proposed algorithm converges considerably
faster. For example, in this case, with |Φl| = 4, 420 ∼ 1012

iterations are required to obtain the optimal solution with
exhaustive search, while the proposed algorithm found it
in only 110 iterations. Figure 9c depicts a snapshot of the
network topology where the D2D links have selected their
beamwidth strategy using the proposed LLL-BWS algo-
rithm. It can be seen that D2D users have selected different
beamwidths based on the size of the demanded data δl, and
their geographical position in the network. While without
considering these two factors, all D2D users prefer to select
the narrowest beamwidth to maximize their antenna gain
and thus their achievable data rate.

Figure 10 plots the sum of the transmitted data segments
for different D2D link density from L = 5 km−2 to L = 40
km−2. The performance of the proposed LLL-BWS algo-
rithm is compared with CBWS and RBWS. For the case of
CBWS, the narrowest and the widest beamwidth has been
implemented, respectively. It can be seen that the proposed
algorithm outperforms CBWS and RBWS algorithms. For
example, in the case of L = 30 km−2 the proposed LLL-
BWS algorithm improves the performance of the network
by 3 times compared to the case that all D2D users adopt
their narrowest beamwidth. In addition, it can be seen that
when the network becomes congested (here for L > 30
km−2), the performance of the CBWS and RBWS methods
deteriorates notably, while the proposed algorithm manages
to keep the network performance at a desirable level. In
particular, picking the widest beamwidth in the hot spots
(congested areas) leads to a significant drop in the amount
of transferred data. This is in accordance with the fact that
the wider antenna beamwidth increases the interference on
nearby users, and eventually decreases the achievable data
rate of most of the D2D links.

6.4 Impact of the Proposed Initialization Scheme

Simulation setup IV- D2D users are located uniformly in
the network area with a density ofM = N = 40 km−2. D2D
users are assigned to be DT or DR with equal probability.
DTs are cached randomly with 5 different popular data
packets with a size of 300 MB. D2D users implement
the proposed initialization scheme. First, D2D users are
matched using HPA (Algorithm 1), MDA and RPA. Then,
D2D users’ antenna beamwidth are selected using the pro-
posed LLL-BWS algorithm (Algorithm 2) and CBWS with a
beamwidth of φ = 15◦.

Figure 11 compares the performance of the proposed
initialization scheme against other methods used in the liter-
ature. The performance metric is the network’s average data
throughput which is defined as 1

L

∑L
l=1 ξl. This figure shows

the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of networks’
average data throughput. It can be seen that the proposed
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Figure 10: Performance comparison of the proposed beamwidth
selection algorithm with constant and random beamwidth se-
lection algorithm, for the network size of L = 5 km−2 to L = 40
km−2.

scheme comprising the HPA and LLL-BWS outperforms the
other methods noticeably, since HPA considers the users’
trajectory and content availability in user assignment based
on (10). In addition, LLL-BWS enables users to optimize
their beamwidth based on the data size and link stability
time. The utility function in (12) is designed in a way that
enables D2D users to maximize the network throughput
instead maximizing individual’s throughput.

7 CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

A novel decentralized scheme is proposed to enable D2D
users to perform the initialization process in a CCN-based
mmWave D2D network. The proposed scheme comprises
of two phases, namely, heuristic peer association algo-
rithm and synchronous beamwidth selection algorithm. The
context-aware peer association algorithm is low-overhead
with a low computational load and enables peer associ-
ation in a decentralized manner. Following the peer as-
sociation, antenna beamwidth optimization is performed
considering the trade-off between antenna beamwidth and
data throughput in directional communication. A syn-
chronous LLL-based algorithm is proposed to obtain the
joint beamwidth selection strategy of all users to maximize
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Figure 11: Performance comparison of the proposed initializa-
tion scheme: impact of combining heuristic peer association and
LLL-based beamwidth selection.

the network data throughput. the performance of the pro-
posed scheme is evaluated through extensive Monte Carlo
simulations. Simulation results show that the proposed
initialization scheme significantly improves the network
performance compared to other methods in the literature.

Future research includes assessing the performance of
the initialization scheme in real scenarios, in particular
indoor applications. In such scenarios, D2D links are more
susceptible to misalignment and have shorter link stability
time. The proposed beamwidth selection algorithm in this
work will manage to compensate for the stability time by
selecting the proper antenna beamwidth and render higher
performance gains.
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