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Interference-Managed Local Service Insertion for
5G Broadcast

M. V. Abhay Mohan , and K. Giridhar

Abstract—Broadcast of localized TV content enables tailored
content delivery catering to the requirements of regional user
base. 5G multicast-broadcast service (MBS) requires a spectrally
efficient broadcast solution that enables the change of content
from one local service area (LSA) to another. A frequency reuse
factor of unity between two adjacent LSAs causes their boundary
region to become saturated with co-channel interference (CCI).
Increasing the reuse factor will reduce the CCI at the cost
of degrading the spectral efficiency. This paper addresses the
frequency and transmit power planning which manages the CCI
at the LSA boundary to achieve a satisfactory trade-off between
spectral efficiency and broadcast coverage.

Index Terms—Cellular broadcast, interference management,
local service insertion, power control.

I. INTRODUCTION

CELLULAR broadcast enables resource-efficient
multimedia content delivery to mobile users. The

broadcasting service in 5G-NR is required to support “local,
regional and national broadcast areas” [1]. Content that is of
interest to a wide area, like an entire nation, is called global
content. Content that is broadcast to a smaller region is called
local content. Broadcast uses single frequency networks
(SFNs) which yields diversity advantages from synchronized
transmissions of the same content from neighboring towers.
However, co-channel interference significantly limits reception
when two distinct local content transmissions in adjacent
local service areas (LSAs) use the same time-frequency
resources (reuse-1) [2], [3].

Conventional terrestrial broadcast systems such as the ad-
vanced television systems committee (ATSC) and digital video
broadcasting-terrestrial (DVB-T) cover large geographical ar-
eas of the order of hundreds of kilometers using high-power,
high-tower (HPHT) transmitters. Local service insertion is
achieved using layer division multiplexing (LDM) [4] in ATSC
3.0 systems. This scheme transmits a highly robust core layer
(CL) signal with a higher power over a less robust low-power
enhanced layer (EL) signal. Both CL and EL occupy the same
bandwidth and can be sequentially decoded with the help of
successive interference cancellation. However, local content
served with the EL can reach the cell edge only with the help
of a rooftop directional antenna [3]. Moreover, local content
will not receive the diversity advantage of SFN that is typical
in broadcasting systems, as its transmission barely reaches the
cell edge.
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The DVB-next generation handheld (NGH) standard uses
hierarchical local service insertion (H-LSI) to transmit a
low-priority local service on top of the high-priority global
service. In this scheme, local content can be received only
in areas surrounding the transmitters [5]. Alternately, this
standard also supports orthogonal local service insertion (O-
LSI). Nearby LSAs that transmit distinct content are allotted
non-overlapping orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
(OFDM) subcarriers in O-LSI. Other ways of achieving or-
thogonality, such as placing interfering contents in distinct
carriers or subframes, are described in [2].

For cellular broadcast, techniques such as LDM and H-
LSI cannot give good local content coverage as they perform
best with a fixed rooftop receiver. The cellular receiver may
be indoors, inside a vehicle, or somewhere without a direct
line-of-sight path. In such situations, the signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) reduces considerably, and the local content transmission
using LDM or H-LSI would be almost impossible to decode.
Orthogonality-based approaches such as non-overlapping sub-
carrier sets as in O-LSI, using distinct carriers or subframes
as in [2], etc., will enable the local content to reach the cell
edge. In addition, nearby towers that transmit the same local
content can be synchronized to provide an SFN diversity gain.

However, the orthogonal broadcast techniques have low
spectral efficiency as parts of the spectrum must be globally
reserved for different local contents. The local content will
have a frequency reuse factor of 2 or more, while the global
content will have a reuse factor of 1. This avoids co-channel
interference (CCI) at the boundary between different LSAs.
This paper discusses two schemes that can be used at the LSA
boundary to improve the overall spectral efficiency compared
to techniques like O-LSI. While one of the proposed schemes
scales down the power of the local content near the LSA
boundary, the other scheme restricts O-LSI-based local content
broadcast to the boundary cells alone. As both techniques
advocate interference management rather than avoidance, we
call them interference-managed local service insertion (IM-
LSI) in this paper. The proposed approaches have higher
spectral efficiency and enable SFN diversity gain for the local
contents. An earlier draft of this work is available as a preprint
in [6], however it does not include the proposed restricted O-
LSI approach mentioned above.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Fig. 1 shows a cellular broadcast system consisting of 𝐾
LSAs within a global service area (GSA). Each tower in the
figure is representative of all the transmitters required for the
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Fig. 1. System model for 𝐾 LSAs within a global service area

SFN in that particular service area. Although the figure shows
a specific LSA overlapping with two other LSAs, all K LSAs
can overlap with each other in general.

Fig. 2 shows the constituent cells in two adjacent LSAs.
Each cell is assumed to have an omnidirectional transmitter.
The cell grid consists of 8 rows and 10 columns of cells. The
cells are divided evenly, with 40 cells in LSA1 and 40 in
LSA2. The boundary region between the LSAs shall be called
the buffer region in this work. The buffer region consists of the
left buffer (marked LB) which belongs to LSA1, and the right
buffer (RB) which belongs to LSA2. The LSAs serve distinct
local contents in the same set of subcarriers. This causes
CCI for the local contents at the buffer zone. The simulation
studies presented in this work consider either area A1 which
exclusively considers LSA1, or area A2 which covers both
LSAs.

The broadcast information from each tower is OFDM
modulated before transmission. If a broadcast system with 𝑀
contents is assumed, the signal powers of contents in LSA1 are
denoted as 𝑆1, 𝑆2, ...𝑆𝑀 , with the index 1 always indicating the
global content. For LSA2, the signal powers are 𝑆1, 𝑆

′
2, ...𝑆

′
𝑀

.
The global content occupies the subcarriers in set S1. The local
contents in LSA1 occupy non-intersecting sets of subcarriers
S2, ...S𝑀 while those in LSA2 occupy S′

2, ...S
′
𝑀

. The cells
that transmit a particular content are indexed by 𝑙 ∈ ΓS𝑚

,
where ΓS𝑚

is the set of all cell indices which transmit the
𝑚𝑡ℎ content of LSA1 that lies outside the buffer zone. Here,
ΓS′

𝑚
is the set of all cell indices which transmit the 𝑚𝑡ℎ content

of LSA2 which lie outside the buffer zone. The sets of cells
in these LSAs that lie in the buffer zone, LB and RB, are
denoted by ΓS̃𝑚

and ΓS̃′
𝑚

, respectively. Since all the towers
transmit the global content 𝑚 = 1, ΓS1∪S̃1

is the index set of
all cells in LSA1.

Fig. 2. Two LSAs and the buffer region at their boundary

III. SINR AND SPECTRAL EFFICIENCY

A. Orthogonal Local Service Insertion

(A1) SINR of O-LSI: We consider the scenario where
there is sufficient spectrum availability to broadcast 𝑀 − 1
local contents in non-intersecting sets of subcarriers. Assume
that invariably only two LSAs are expected to interfere with
each other in a particular geographical region. In the O-LSI
model, one local service area may be given b𝑀−1

2 c local
services while the other may be allotted d𝑀−1

2 e local services.
This design avoids CCI, and the signal-to-interference-plus-
noise ratio (SINR) reduces to SNR. However, the number of
local contents available per LSA is halved. We denote the
SINR for the 𝑚𝑡ℎ local content at coordinates (𝑥0, 𝑦0) as
𝑆𝐼𝑁𝑅(𝑚, 𝑥0, 𝑦0) as 𝛾𝑚, given by

𝛾𝑚 =

∑
𝑙∈Γ

S(𝑂)
𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝑂)

𝑚

𝑆𝑚

𝑑
𝜂

𝑙, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0)

𝑁0𝐵𝑚
(1)

The notation (𝑂) makes it explicit that the O-LSI scheme is
used. Here, 𝑑𝑙, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0) is the Euclidean distance from the tower
in cell 𝑙 to point (𝑥0, 𝑦0), 𝜂 is the path loss exponent, 𝑁0 is
the noise spectral density, and 𝐵𝑚 is the bandwidth of the 𝑚𝑡ℎ

content. This SINR expression assumes that the guard interval
is long enough to accommodate the multipath components
from the various towers in the SFN. If this is not the case,
a weighing function similar to the one proposed in [7] should
be employed. The effect of fading and shadowing can also be
modeled into (1), but it is assumed here that these effects have
been averaged out. The assumptions for the SINR expression
used in this work are similar to that used in [8].

(A2) Spectral efficiency of O-LSI: The theoretical peak
spectral efficiency of O-LSI can be calculated as follows. The
product of the number of subcarriers allotted to a particular
content and the number of bits per subcarrier is divided by
OFDM symbol duration to obtain the theoretical bit rate. In
O-LSI, half of the local contents are not transmitted in a
particular LSA. This has to be accounted for in the expression.
The theoretical bit rate is thus weighed by the fraction of cells
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in the LSA that transmit the 𝑚𝑡ℎ content. This fraction is either
0 or 1 for O-LSI. The weighed theoretical bit rate is summed
over all contents and divided by the total bandwidth allotted to
broadcast transmission to obtain the overall spectral efficiency.

𝜉𝑂−𝐿𝑆𝐼 =

∑𝑀
𝑚=1

( |Γ
S(𝑂)
𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝑂)

𝑚
|

|Γ
S(𝑂)

1 ∪S̃ (𝑂)
1

|
|S𝑚 |×𝑙𝑜𝑔2𝜇𝑚

𝑇𝑠𝑦𝑚

)
∑𝑀
𝑚=1 𝐵𝑚

bits/s/Hz (2)

Here 𝜇𝑚 is the modulation order of the 𝑚𝑡ℎ content. |S𝑚 |, the
cardinality of the set S𝑚, denotes the number of subcarriers
allotted to the 𝑚𝑡ℎ local content. 𝑇𝑠𝑦𝑚 is the OFDM symbol
duration. The total number of cells in LSA1 that transmit the
𝑚𝑡ℎ content is given by |ΓS (𝑂)

𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝑂)
𝑚

|, while the total number
of cells in LSA1 is given by |ΓS (𝑂)

1 ∪S̃ (𝑂)
1

|.

B. IM-LSI through power scaling

Our proposed IM-LSI method allows reuse-1 of local con-
tents by either power or frequency allotment adjustments in
the buffer zone. IM-LSI through power scaling improves local
content coverage by taking advantage of the fact that for
fixed signal power, the SINR improves with a reduction of
interference power.

(B1) SINR for power scaling approach: In Fig. 2, the set of
cells in RB are the closest interferers to LSA1. Thus, scaling
down the transmission powers of these local contents reduces
the dominant CCI to LSA1. The converse is also true for the
transmission powers in LB and the CCI to LSA2. The ratio of
the transmit power of a cell in the buffer zone to that in the
SFN zone is denoted by 𝛽. The SINR expression for a local
content (𝑚 > 1) is given by,

𝛾𝑚 =

∑
𝑙∈Γ

S(𝑃𝑆)
𝑚

𝑆𝑚
𝑑𝑙, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )

𝜂 + ∑
𝑙∈Γ

S̃ (𝑃𝑆)
𝑚

𝛽𝑆𝑚
𝑑𝑙, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )

𝜂∑
𝑙′∈Γ

S′ (𝑃𝑆)
𝑚

𝑆′𝑚
𝑑𝑙′, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )

𝜂 + ∑
𝑙′∈Γ

S̃ (′𝑃𝑆)
𝑚

𝛽𝑆′𝑚
𝑑𝑙′, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )

𝜂 + 𝑁0𝐵𝑚
(3)

For a user situated well within LSA1, the first term of the
numerator contributes to the dominant signal power. However,
the dominant interference term in the denominator is always
the second term (the term with 𝑙 ′ ∈ ΓS̃ (′𝑃𝑆)

𝑚
) because it will be

the closest interfering cell to the LSA. This ensures that the
power scaling method improves the SINR of the local contents
by reducing 𝛽 for 0 ≤ 𝛽 ≤ 1.

Since total transmit power of 𝑃𝑡 =
∑𝑀
𝑚=1 𝑆𝑚 is available,

the power freed up by scaling down 𝑆𝑚 to 𝛽𝑆𝑚 can be used
to boost the global content (𝑚 = 1). Thus, the global content
power within the buffer zone becomes 𝑆0 = 𝑃𝑡 −

∑𝑀
𝑚=1 𝛽𝑆𝑚.

Thus, for 𝑚 = 1, the SINR expression for the global content,
𝛾1, is given by,

𝛾1 =

∑
𝑙∈Γ

S(𝑃𝑆)
1

𝑆1
𝑑

𝜂

𝑙, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )
+ ∑
𝑙∈Γ

S̃ (𝑃𝑆)
1

𝑃𝑡−
𝑀∑
𝑚=1

𝛽𝑆𝑚

𝑑
𝜂

𝑙, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )

𝑁0𝐵1
(4)

As the global content has no interference, the SINR and SNR
expressions are equivalent. It is evident from (4) that as 𝛽

reduces, the SINR of the global content increases and so does

its coverage. Thus, the power scaling method increases the
SINR (and hence the coverage area) of both the local and the
global contents.

(B2) Spectral efficiency of IM-LSI through power scaling:
Since IM-LSI through power scaling follows reuse-1 for all
contents, the spectral efficiency expression reduces to

𝜉𝐼𝑀−𝐿𝑆𝐼 ,𝑃𝑆 =

∑𝑀
𝑚=1

(
|S𝑚 |×𝑙𝑜𝑔2𝜇𝑚

𝑇𝑠𝑦𝑚

)
∑𝑀
𝑚=1 𝐵𝑚

bits/s/Hz (5)

Note that power scaling does not affect spectral efficiency.
However, simulation results show that it reduces local content
coverage in the buffer zone.

C. IM-LSI through orthogonality

The O-LSI design for Fig. 2 employed a frequency reuse
factor of 2 for the local content throughout the service area.
This higher reuse factor can be limited to the buffer zone. That
is, the LSA excluding the buffer zone will employ reuse-1 for
all contents while the buffer zone will use reuse-2.

(C1) SINR for IM-LSI through orthogonality: The SINR
expression should account for the left and right buffer zones
transmitting local contents in mutually exclusive sets of sub-
carriers.

𝛾𝑚 =

∑
𝑙∈Γ

S(𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚

∪Γ
S̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚

𝑆𝑚
𝑑𝑙, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )

𝜂∑
𝑙′∈Γ

S′ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚

∪Γ
S̃
′ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚

𝑆′𝑚
𝑑𝑙′, (𝑥0 ,𝑦0 )

𝜂 + 𝑁0𝐵𝑚
(6)

Observe that ΓS̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚

= ∅, which is the null set, when the
𝑚𝑡ℎ content is not transmitted in the LB. Similarly, ΓS̃

′ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚

=

∅ when the 𝑚𝑡ℎ content is not transmitted in the RB. This
design ensures that ΓS̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)

𝑚
= ∅ =⇒ ΓS̃

′ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚

≠ ∅ and vice
versa.

(C2) Spectral efficiency of IM-LSI through orthogonality:
The theoretical bit rate for local contents should be scaled by
the fraction of cells that transmit that content in a particular
local service area. Thus, the spectral efficiency expression
becomes

𝜉𝐼𝑀−𝐿𝑆𝐼 ,𝑂 =

∑𝑀
𝑚=1

( |Γ
S(𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)

𝑚
|

|Γ
S(𝐼𝑀𝑂)

1 ∪S̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
1

|
|S𝑚 |×𝑙𝑜𝑔2𝜇𝑚

𝑇𝑠𝑦𝑚

)
∑𝑀
𝑚=1𝐵𝑚

(7)

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

The simulation study considers one global content and two
local contents (𝑀 = 3) that occupy equal bandwidths. Fig. 2
shows two co-channel LSAs deployed next to each other. The
simulation parameters are based on the system-level simulation
assumptions described in [9] and [10] for a carrier frequency
of 700 MHz. The Hata pathloss model, popular for pathloss
predictions in the ultra-high frequency (UHF) band, is used
here. Shadowing and small-scale fading are not modelled as
their effects are assumed to be averaged out over the service
area and over the bandwidth, respectively.
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Fig. 3. User coverage plot for IM-LSI through power scaling

(i) User coverage

The first set of simulations shall show the percentage of
users covered by a particular scheme within area A1 (see
Fig. 2), assuming that the users are uniformly distributed in
the service area. A user is assumed to receive a signal of
adequate quality if the SINR experienced by that user is greater
than a threshold value 𝑆𝐼𝑁𝑅0. This threshold is dependent
on the modulation and code rate used. Fig. 3 shows this
plot for IM-LSI through power scaling. A lower value of 𝛽
gives a coverage improvement of 11% at a threshold SINR of
20dB. Thus, higher modulation orders are likely to see higher
coverage with this scheme. As the O-LSI scheme is spectrally
inefficient and since it allows only half as many local contents
as the proposed scheme, it is not considered for this simulation.

Fig. 4 shows this plot for IM-LSI through orthogonality. A
combination of orthogonality and scaled power (𝛽 = 0.5) at the
buffer zone is also tested. Scaling down power degrades this
scheme’s performance, so 𝛽 = 1 is recommended. We see a
19% coverage improvement at an SINR threshold of 15dB and
a 24% improvement at an SINR threshold of 20dB. However,
as the buffer uses an O-LSI-like deployment, half of the local
contents do not receive this improvement. Fig. 5 compares
the coverage of content 2 and 3 in LSA1. As the buffer zone
uses reuse-2 for local contents, the coverage of content 3 is
significantly lower than content 2. However, power scaling
approach provides equal coverage for all local contents.

Table I compares the coverage of IM-LSI schemes as
discussed in the previous paragraphs. Since IM-LSI by orthog-
onality has differing coverage for local contents, its average
shall be taken as the representative value. Both approaches
have a similar advantage over the ‘no buffer’ case for an SINR
threshold of 20dB, but IM-LSI through orthogonality has an
advantage at an SINR threshold of 15dB.

(ii) Content coverage

Next, we look at the number of contents seen by a receiver
at different locations of area A2 (see Fig. 2), assuming that
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Fig. 5. User coverage plot for IM-LSI through orthogonality (Content 2 vs. 3)

signals with SINR above the threshold can be decoded with
satisfactory performance. Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 show this with the
help of a color map. Irrespective of the scheme, the receivers
see all the local contents outside the buffer zone with IM-
LSI schemes. O-LSI, however, only allows half of the local
contents in either LSA. The same plots for O-LSI would show
two contents (one global and one local) throughout the area
A2. The power scaling approach allows three contents near
the transmitters at the buffer zone and only the global content
in the remaining area of the buffer. The orthogonal approach
allows at least one local content in most of the buffer zone
and the global content alone at the immediate LSA boundary.

We now quantify the plots in Fig. 6 and Fig. 7. For an
SINR threshold of 15dB, the orthogonal buffer allows all three
contents at 65.5% of the area A2. At least two contents can be
received over 94.2% of the area, and the global content can be
received everywhere. The power-scaled buffer allows all three
contents over 74.9% of the area. No region receives just two
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TABLE I
COMPARISON OF COVERAGE PERCENTAGE FOR IM-LSI SCHEMES

𝑆𝐼𝑁𝑅0
15 𝑑𝐵

𝑆𝐼𝑁𝑅0
20 𝑑𝐵

Content 2, IM-LSI-O 93.5 60.1
Content 3, IM-LSI-O 64.8 32.4
Average IM-LSI-O 79.2 46.3
IM-LSI-PS (𝛽 = 1

4 ) 74.5 46.6
Pure reuse-1 74.3 35.7

PS: Power Scaling O: Orthogonality
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0
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Fig. 6. Number of contents seen by users for IM-LSI through power scaling

contents, and the global content can be received everywhere
as earlier.

(iii) Quantitative comparison of spectral efficiency

We assume the same modulation order and bandwidth
allocation for all contents. The ratio of equations (2) and (5)
reveals that O-LSI spectral efficiency is poorer by a factor

of 1
𝑀

∑𝑀
𝑚=1

|Γ
S(𝑂)
𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝑂)

𝑚
|

|Γ
S(𝑂)

1 ∪S̃ (𝑂)
1

| =
2
3 for 𝑀 = 3 compared to IM-LSI

through power scaling. This follows from the fact that a
third of the subcarriers are nulled in each LSA to ensure
orthogonality while no such nulling happens in the power
scaling approach. For one global and 𝑀 − 1 local contents,
O-LSI would be poorer by a factor of 1+(𝑀−1)/2

𝑀
.

The ratio of equations (2) and (7) shows a spectral efficiency

degradation of
∑𝑀
𝑚=1

|Γ
S(𝑂)
𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝑂)

𝑚
|

|Γ
S(𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)

𝑚
| for O-LSI, since ΓS1∪S̃1

is equal to the total cells in the LSA irrespective of the scheme
used. For the system shown in Fig. 2, 8 cells of LSA1 out of
40 lies in the buffer zone. Thus, O-LSI spectral efficiency will
be 40+40+0

40+40+32 = 0.71 times that of IM-LSI with orthogonality.

Finally, the ratio of (5) and (7) is 𝑀 ÷∑𝑀
𝑚=1

|Γ
S(𝐼𝑀𝑂)
𝑚 ∪S̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)

𝑚
|

|Γ
S(𝐼𝑀𝑂)

1 ∪S̃ (𝐼𝑀𝑂)
1

| =

1.07, which shows that the power scaling scheme has a
marginally higher spectral efficiency than IM-LSI based on

Number of global (G) and local (L) contents seen by users for SINR
0
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Fig. 7. Number of contents seen by users for IM-LSI through orthogonality

orthogonality. The exact numbers depend on the number of
cells in the LSA and the buffer zone.

V. CONCLUSION

The proposed IM-LSI approaches have significant spectral
efficiency gains compared to the O-LSI scheme [5]. The
number of local contents that can be served doubles for IM-
LSI schemes although the coverage marginally degrades near
the LSA boundary. Also, IM-LSI coverage area is higher by
as much as 24% as compared to a pure reuse-1 deployment
with no loss in spectral efficiency.
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Barquero, “Technical solutions for local service insertion in DVB-NGH
single frequency networks,” IEEE Trans. Broadcast., vol. 60, no. 2, pp.
293–301, 2014.

[6] M. V. Abhay Mohan and K. Giridhar, “A novel spectrally efficient local
service insertion scheme with universal frequency reuse,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2210.06950, 2022.

[7] L. Rong, O. B. Haddada, and S.-E. Elayoubi, “Analytical analysis of the
coverage of a MBSFN OFDMA network,” in Proc. IEEE GLOBECOM,
2008, pp. 1–5.

[8] H.-H. Liu and H.-Y. Wei, “Towards NR MBMS: A flexible partitioning
method for SFN areas,” IEEE Trans. Broadcast., vol. 66, no. 2, pp.
416–427, 2020.

[9] Ericsson, Assumptions for Performance Evaluations of NR-MBS, 3GPP
TSG-RAN WG1 Meeting 102-e: R1- 2009308, Nov. 2020.

[10] A. Ibanez, E. Garro, D. Gomez-Barquero, H. Jung, S.-I. Park, and
N. Hur, “5G multicast broadcast services performance evaluation,” in
2021 IEEE International Symposium on Broadband Multimedia Systems
and Broadcasting (BMSB), 2021, pp. 1–6.


	I Introduction
	II System Model
	III SINR and Spectral Efficiency
	III-A Orthogonal Local Service Insertion
	III-B IM-LSI through power scaling
	III-C IM-LSI through orthogonality

	IV Simulation Results
	V Conclusion
	References

