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QoS-based Beamforming and Compression Design
for Cooperative Cellular Networks via Lagrangian

Duality
Xilai Fan, Ya-Feng Liu, Liang Liu, and Tsung-Hui Chang

Abstract—This paper considers the quality-of-service (QoS)-
based joint beamforming and compression design problem in the
downlink cooperative cellular network, where multiple relay-like
base stations (BSs), connected to the central processor via rate-
limited fronthaul links, cooperatively transmit messages to the
users. The problem of interest is formulated as the minimization
of the total transmit power of the BSs, subject to all users’
signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraints and all
BSs’ fronthaul rate constraints. In this paper, we first show that
there is no duality gap between the considered joint optimization
problem and its Lagrangian dual by showing the tightness of
its semidefinite relaxation (SDR). Then, we propose an efficient
algorithm based on the above duality result for solving the
considered problem. The proposed algorithm judiciously exploits
the special structure of an enhanced Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT)
conditions of the considered problem and finds the solution
that satisfies the enhanced KKT conditions via two fixed point
iterations. Two key features of the proposed algorithm are: (1)
it is able to detect whether the considered problem is feasible or
not and find its globally optimal solution when it is feasible; (2) it
is highly efficient because both of the fixed point iterations in the
proposed algorithm are linearly convergent and evaluating the
functions in the fixed point iterations are computationally cheap.
Numerical results show the global optimality and efficiency of
the proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Cooperative cellular network, enhanced Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions, fixed point iteration, Lagrangian
duality, tightness of semidefinite relaxation (SDR).

I. INTRODUCTION

LAGRANGIAN duality [2], a principle that (convex) opti-
mization problems can be viewed from either the primal

or the dual perspective, is a powerful and vital tool in revealing
the intrinsic structures of the optimization problems arising
from engineering and further better solving the problems. In
practical engineering design, one is often interested in not
only the numerical solution to the corresponding problems but
also the specific structure of their optimal solutions. When
a problem is formulated as a convex optimization problem,
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exploring its Lagrangian dual often reveals such structure.
Knowing these solution structures in turn often leads to a better
algorithm for solving the corresponding problem.

The celebrated uplink-downlink duality [3]–[7] in the power
control and beamforming design literature can be comprehen-
sively understood and interpreted by Lagrangian duality [8],
[9]. The uplink-downlink duality refers to the fact that the
minimum sum power required to achieve a set of signal-to-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) targets in the downlink
channel is equal to that to achieve the same set of SINR
targets in a virtual dual uplink channel, when the uplink and
downlink channels are the conjugate transpose of each other.
Usually, the virtual uplink beamforming problems, e.g., the
sum transmission power minimization problems subject to
users’ SINR constraints, can be derived from some equiva-
lent transformation of the Lagrangian dual of the downlink
problem [8] and solved globally and efficiently via the fixed
point iteration algorithm [3], [6], [10], [11]. The uplink-
downlink duality thus enables efficient algorithms for solving
the downlink problem via solving the relatively easy uplink
(essentially dual) counterpart. This line of algorithms enjoys
two key features: one is its high computational efficiency as the
algorithm often only involves very cheap fixed point iterations,
and the other is its global optimality. Indeed, the Lagrangian
duality and in particular the uplink-downlink duality based
algorithms have been widely studied for solving power control
and beamforming design problems in various communication
networks; see [3]–[18] and the references therein.

Different from the above works where the degree of the
cooperation between the base stations (BSs) is limited, this
paper considers the cooperative cellular network where the
users’ data information are shared among the BSs via the fron-
thaul links and the joint processing is performed at the central
processor (CP), which can effectively mitigate the inter-cell in-
terference. Such network includes coordinated multipoint [19],
distributed antenna system [20], cloud radio access network
(C-RAN) [21], and cell-free massive multi-input multi-output
[22] as special cases. Despite the attractive advantages of full
cooperation between the BSs, the cooperative cellular network
puts heavy burden on the required fronthaul links. To tackle
the above issue, transmission strategies of the BSs should be
jointly designed along with the utilization of the fronthaul
links [23]. Along this direction, a variety of solutions have
been proposed under different design objectives and system
settings; see [24]–[38] and the references therein.

However, very few of the above works have exploited
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the Lagrangian duality or uplink-downlink duality in the
cooperative cellular network (possibly due to the reason that
the optimization problem therein seems to be nonconvex).
The goal of this paper is to fill this gap, i.e., exploiting the
Lagrangian duality in the joint beamforming and compression
design problem in the cooperative cellular network to reveal its
special solution structure and utilize them to develop efficient
algorithms.

A. Prior Works

Duality-based algorithms for the downlink beamforming
problem in the conventional cellular network have been studied
extensively in [5], [6], [15]–[17]. Assuming single-antenna
users, a multi-antenna BS, and linear encoding and decoding
strategies employed at the BS, the works in [3]–[8] showed
that any downlink achievable SINR tuple can be achieved in
the uplink under the same sum power constraint, and vice
versa. Such uplink-downlink duality results enable efficient
algorithms for solving the downlink beamforming problem.
More specifically, the work [5] proposed an alternating op-
timization algorithm for solving the downlink beamforming
problem and showed the global optimality of the algorithm.
Instead of exactly solving the power allocation subproblem as
in [5], [6] proposed efficient fixed point algorithms for solv-
ing the downlink beamforming problem. Using the nonlinear
Perron-Frobenius theory [39], the work [15] proved that the
fixed point iteration algorithm proposed in [6] is guaranteed
to find the global solution. In addition, there have been works
that exploit the uplink-downlink duality for downlink beam-
forming problems under various practical constraints, such
as per-antenna power constraints [16] and indefinite shaping
constraints [17].

In the cooperative cellular networks, the joint beamform-
ing and compression problem, i.e., the joint design of the
wireless transmission and the compression-based utilization
of the fronthaul links, has been widely studied under various
designing criteria and system settings [26]–[29], [31], [33]–
[38]. To fully utilize fronthaul links of finite capacities, an
information-theoretically optimal compression strategy called
multivariate compression was proposed in [26]. Refs. [26]
and [27] studied the joint design of the beamformer and the
covariance of the quantization noise under the assumption that
the CP adopts the linear encoding strategy and the multi-
variate compression strategy to compress the signals before
transmitting them to the relay-like BSs. More specifically, Ref.
[26] considered the weighted sum rate maximization problem
with the total transmission power constraint at the CP and the
fronthaul rate constraints of all relay-like BSs and proposed a
successive convex approximation (SCA) algorithm for solving
the considered problem. Ref. [27] further extended the above
joint beamforming and compression design problem to the
multi-cluster C-RAN case (with multiple CPs).

In contrast to beamforming problems in conventional cellu-
lar networks, there is a scarcity of duality results and duality-
based algorithms for the design of joint beamforming and
compression in cooperative cellular networks. Indeed, most
of the existing works use non-convex optimization techniques

(e.g., SCA) to tackle the joint beamforming and compression
design problems in the cooperative cellular network. Recently,
Refs. [40] and [41] generalized the uplink-downlink duality
result from the conventional cellular network to the cooper-
ative cellular network. Additionally, [41] formulated a QoS-
based joint beamforming and compression design problem and
proposed an algorithm for solving it based on the established
duality result. The algorithm in [41] first obtains the optimal
downlink beamformers by solving the uplink problem via
fixed point iterations and then solves the downlink joint power
control and compression problem with fixed beamformers.

B. Our Contributions

In this paper, we consider the same QoS-based joint beam-
forming and compression design problem (see problem (2) fur-
ther ahead) as in [41] but make further progress in developing
the duality result and designing the duality-based algorithm.
The main contributions of this paper are twofold.

• New Lagrangian Duality Result. We establish the tight-
ness of the semidefinite relaxation (SDR) of the con-
sidered problem and thus the equivalence of the two
problems. This result further implies that the dual prob-
lem of the considered problem and its SDR are the
same. This Lagrangian duality result significantly facil-
itates the algorithmic design and plays a central role
in the proposed algorithm for solving the problem. Our
duality result is sharply different from the established
duality result in [41], where the problem (2) with fixed
beamformers is considered. The problem (2) with fixed
beamformers is already in a convex form (after some
algebraic manipulation), while the problem (2) itself is
not, and whether it admits a convex reformulation is an
open question in [41, Section IX-B]. This makes our
Lagrangian duality result nontrivial.

• Efficient Fixed Point Iteration Algorithm. Based on the
established duality result, we propose an efficient algo-
rithm for solving the SDR of the considered problem.
The basic idea of the proposed algorithm is to solve the
enhanced Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions, which
incorporate the special structures of the problem into
the classical KKT conditions. In particular, the proposed
algorithm first solves the enhanced KKT conditions in-
volving the dual variables via a fixed point iteration and
then solves the enhanced KKT conditions involving the
primal variables via another fixed point iteration. Two
key features of the proposed algorithm are as follows:
(1) it is guaranteed to find the global solution of the
problem when it is feasible and is able to detect the
infeasibility of the problem when it is not; (2) it is
highly efficient because both fixed point iterations in the
proposed algorithm enjoy linear convergence rates, and
each update of the variables in fixed point iterations is
computationally cheap. The proposed algorithm leverages
more Lagrangian duality relationship as compared with
that in [41]. In particular, after obtaining the dual vari-
ables, our algorithm recovers the primal variables (e.g.,
power control vector and compression covariance matrix)
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via the fixed point iteration. This is different from the
algorithm in [41], which requires solving the downlink
joint power control and compression problem with fixed
beamformers from scratch. This key difference is due to
the new Lagrangian duality result and makes our pro-
posed algorithm significantly outperform the algorithm
in [41] in terms of the computational efficiency.

In our prior work [1], we presented an efficient fixed point
iteration algorithm for solving the QoS-based joint beam-
forming and compression design problem. The present paper,
however, is a significant extension of [1]. First, we provide
crucial details on the convergence proof of the fixed point
iterations, which were missing in our prior work. Second, we
show the linear convergence rate of the proposed fixed point
iteration algorithm and study the behaviors of the proposed
algorithm when the considered problem is infeasible. These
theoretical results are completely new compared with our
prior work. Third, we conduct detailed numerical experiments
that compare the proposed algorithm with the state-of-the-art
(SOTA) benchmarks.

C. Organization

We adopt the following notations in this paper. We use Sn
++

to denote the set of all n×n positive definite matrices, Sn
+ to

denote the set of all n×n positive semidefinite matrices, Rn
++

to denote the n-dimensional positive orthant, and Rn
+ to denote

the n-dimensional non-negative orthant. The order relationship
between two vectors shall be understood component-wise. For
any matrix A, A† and AT denote the conjugate transpose
and transpose of A, respectively; A(m,n) denotes the entry on
the m-th row and the n-th column of A; and A(m1:m2,n1:n2)

denotes a submatrix of A defined by
A(m1,n1) A(m1,n1+1) · · · A(m1,n2)

A(m1+1,n1) A(m1+1,n1+1) · · · A(m1+1,n2)

...
...

. . .
...

A(m2,n1) A(m2,n1+1) · · · A(m2,n2)

 .

For any Hermitian matrix A partitioned as
[
A11 A†

12

A12 A22

]
with square submatrices A11 and A22, A/A22 denotes the
generalized Schur complement of the block A22 of A, i.e.,
A11 −A†

12A
−1
22 A12, where A−1

22 denotes the pseudo-inverse
of A22. For two matrices A1 and A2 of appropriate sizes,
A1 ⪰ A2 and A1 ≻ A2 denote that A1 − A2 ∈ Sn

+

and A1 − A2 ∈ Sn
++, respectively. We use CN (0,Q) to

denote the complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and
covariance Q. Finally, we use I to denote the identity matrix
of an appropriate size, 0 to denote an all-zero matrix of an
appropriate size, em to denote the m-th column vector of I,
and Em to denote eme†m.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

Consider the cooperative cellular network consisting of one
CP and M single-antenna relay-like BSs (which will be called

relays for short later), which cooperatively serve K single-
antenna users. In such network, the users and the relays are
connected by noisy wireless channels, and the relays and
the CP are connected by noiseless fronthaul links of finite
capacities. Let M = {1, 2, . . . ,M} and K = {1, 2, . . . ,K}
denote the sets of the relays and the users, respectively.

We first introduce the compression model from the CP to the
relays. The beamformed signal at the CP is x̃ =

∑
k∈K vksk,

where vk = [vk,1, vk,2, . . . , vk,M ]T is the M×1 beamforming
vector and sk ∼ CN (0, 1) is the information signal for
user k. Because of the limited capacities of the fronthaul
links, the signal from the CP to the relays need to be first
compressed before transmitted. Let the compression error
be e = [e1, e2, . . . , em]T ∼ CN (0,Q), where em denotes
the error for compressing signals to relay m, and Q is the
covariance matrix of the compression noise. The transmitted
signal of relay m is

xm =
∑
k∈K

vk,msk + em, ∀ m ∈ M. (1)

Then the received signal of user k is

yk =
∑

m∈M
hk,mxm + zk, ∀ k ∈ K,

where hk,m is the channel coefficient from relay m to user
k, and {z1, z2, . . . , zK} are independent and identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) additive complex Gaussian noise distributed as
CN (0, σ2

k).
Under the above model, the received signal at user k is

yk = h†
k

(∑
i∈K

visi

)
+ h†

ke+ zk, ∀ k ∈ K,

where hk = [hk,1, hk,2, . . . , hk,M ]† is the channel vector of
user k. Then, the total transmit power of all the relays is∑

k∈K

∥vk∥2 + tr(Q).

The SINR of user k is

γk =
|h†

kvk|2∑
j ̸=k |h

†
kvj |2 + h†

kQhk + σ2
k

, ∀ k ∈ K.

In order to fully utilize fronthaul links of finite capacities,
we adopt the information-theoretically optimal multivariate
compression strategy [26] to compress the signals from the
CP to the relays. Without loss of generality, we assume that
the compression order is from relay M to relay 1. Then the
compression rate of relay m is given by

Cm = log2

( ∑
k∈K |vk,m|2 +Q(m,m)

Q(m:M,m:M)/Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)

)
, ∀ m ∈ M.

B. Problem Formulation
Given a set of SINR targets for the users {γ̄k} and a set of

fronthaul capacities for the relays
{
C̄m

}
, we aim to minimize

the total transmit power of all the users, as shown in (2):

min
{vk},Q⪰0

∑
k∈K

∥vk∥2 + tr(Q)

s.t. γk ≥ γ̄k, ∀ k ∈ K,

Cm ≤ C̄m, ∀ m ∈ M.

(2)
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Throughout the paper, we assume that the optimal covari-
ance matrix Q of problem (2) is positive definite. Otherwise,
with a singular optimal Q, Q(m̄:M,m̄:M)/Q(m̄+1:M,m̄+1:M)

will be zero for some m̄, and hence vk,m̄ for all k ∈ K and
Q(m̄,m̄) must be zero in order to satisfy the m̄-th fronthaul rate
constraint. In this case, xm̄ in (1) will be zero, which means
that relay m̄ does not play any role in the whole transmission
process, and we can instead consider a problem in the same
form of (2) with a reduced set of relays excluding relay m̄. In
fact, this degenerate case rarely happens in practice.

Let Hk = hkh
†
k for all k ∈ K and η̄m = 2C̄m > 0 for

all m ∈ M. By [41, Proposition 4], problem (2) is equivalent
to the problem (P) at the top of the next page. The problem
(P) with fixed beamformers, which is a semidefinite program
(SDP), is studied in [41] to derive their uplink downlink
duality results. Due to its SDP nature, the problem (P) with
fixed beamformers naturally enjoys strong duality. However,
the problem (P) itself is not in a convex form, and the existence
of its convex reformulation is an unanswered question [41].
Notice that the convex reformulation technique proposed in
[6], which turns the SINR constraints into a set of second
order cone constraints via performing the square root operation
on both sides of the SINR constraints, cannot be applied to
the problem (P) because the additional variable Q makes the
resulting constraints non-convex.

In the following section, we will give a convex reformula-
tion of the problem (P) by deriving the SDR of problem (P)
and showing its tightness. Then, we will design an efficient
algorithm for globally solving problem (P) by solving the
enhanced KKT condition of its SDR.

III. SDR OF (P) AND ITS TIGHTNESS

Problem (P) is a quadratically constrained quadratic pro-
gram. A well-known technique to tackle such problem is the
SDR [42]. Applying the SDR technique to (P), we obtain

min
{Vk},Q⪰0

∑
k∈K

tr(Vk) + tr(Q)

s.t. ak({Vk} ,Q) ≥ 0, ∀ k ∈ K,

Bm({Vk} ,Q) ⪰ 0, ∀ m ∈ M,

Vk ⪰ 0, ∀ k ∈ K,

(3)

where

ak({Vk} ,Q) = −

∑
j ̸=k

tr(VkHk) + tr(QHk) + σ2
k


+

1

γ̄k
tr(VkHk),

Bm({Vk} ,Q) = η̄m

[
0 0

0 Q(m:M,m:M)

]
− E†

m

(∑
k∈K

vkv
†
k +Q

)
Em.

Since the problem (3) is convex, we consider its Lagrangian
dual problem, which is given by

max
β≥0,{Λm}

∑
k∈K

βkσ
2
k

s.t. I+Ck(β, {Λm})− 1

γ̄k
βkHk ⪰ 0, ∀ k ∈ K,

D(β, {Λm}) ⪰ 0,

Λm ⪰ 0, ∀ m ∈ M,
(4)

where β = [β1, β2, . . . , βK ]T with βk being the dual variable
associated with the k-th SINR constraint in problem (3), Λm

is the dual variable associated with the m-th fronthaul rate
constraint in problem (3), and

Ck(β, {Λm}) =
∑

m∈M
E†

mΛmEm +
∑
j ̸=k

βjHj ,

D(β, {Λm}) = I−
∑

m∈M
η̄m

[
0 0

0 Λ(m:M,m:M)
m

]
+
∑
k∈K

βkHk +
∑

m∈M
E†

mΛmEm.

An important line of research on the SDR is to study its
tightness [42]–[44]. In the following theorem, we show that
the SDR in (3) is tight (if it is feasible), i.e., it always has
a rank-one solution. This reveals the hidden convexity in the
seemingly non-convex problem (P) and shows that the problem
admits a convex reformulation, which answers a question in
[41, Section IX-B].

Theorem 1: Suppose that problem (3) is (strongly) feasible,
and let ({Vk},Q) be its solution. Then Vk is of rank one for
all k ∈ K.

Proof: Since ({Vk},Q) is a solution of problem (3),
there must exist dual multipliers β and {Λm} such that the
Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions of problem (3) hold.
In particular, the complementary slackness conditions

tr

(
Vk

(
I+Ck(β, {Λm})− 1

γ̄k
βkHk

))
= 0, ∀ k ∈ K

hold. Since I + Ck(β, {Λm}) is positive definite and Hk is
rank-one and positive semidefinite, it follows that

rank

(
I+Ck(β, {Λm})− 1

γ̄k
βkHk

)
≥ M − 1, ∀ k ∈ K,

which, together with the complementary slackness condition
and the rank inequality, implies that rank(Vk) ≤ 1 for all k ∈
K. If Vk = 0, i.e., user k is assigned with a zero beamformer,
then its corresponding SINR constraint will be violated. There-
fore, all optimal Vk are rank-one. The proof is complete. □

Two remarks on Theorem 1 are as follows. First, Theorem 1
offers a way of globally solving problem (P) via solving its
SDR (3), which provides an important benchmark for perfor-
mance evaluation of other algorithms for solving problem (P).
Second, it is well known that the KKT conditions are sufficient
and necessary for the global solution of problem (3). It will
become more clear that the KKT conditions play a central role
in solving problem (3). In the following, we shall design an
efficient fixed point algorithm for solving the KKT conditions
of problem (3).
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min
{vk},Q⪰0

∑
k∈K

∥vk∥2 + tr(Q)

s.t.
1

γ̄k
v†
kHkvk −

∑
j ̸=k

v†
jHkvj + tr(QHk) + σ2

k

 ≥ 0, ∀ k ∈ K,

η̄m

[
0 0

0 Q(m:M,m:M)

]
−E†

m

(∑
k∈K

vkv
†
k +Q

)
Em ⪰ 0, ∀ m ∈ M.

(P)

IV. PROPOSED FIXED POINT ITERATION ALGORITHM

In this section, we first combine the special structures of the
solution of the problem (3) with its KKT conditions to derive
a new set of conditions, which is referred to as the enhanced
KKT conditions. Then, we present an efficient way of solving
the enhanced KKT conditions via two fixed point iterations
and thus an efficient algorithm for solving the problem (3).

First, recall that the KKT conditions of an SDP con-
sists of the dual feasibility conditions, the primal feasibil-
ity conditions, and the complementary slackness conditions.
Specifically, supposing {Vk} and Q are the primal solutions,
and β and {Λm} are the dual solutions, the complementary
conditions of problem (3) are given by

tr(QD(β, {Λm})) = 0, (5)

tr

(
Vk

(
I+Ck(β, {Λm})− 1

γ̄k
βkHk

))
= 0, ∀ k ∈ K,

(6)
and

tr (ΛmBm({Vk} ,Q)) = 0, ∀ m ∈ M. (7)

Now, we combine the KKT conditions with the specific
structures of the problem (3) to derive the enhanced KKT
conditions. Specifically, the dual feasibility conditions are
enhanced into the following conditions:

D(β, {Λm}) = 0, (8)
rank(Λm) ≤ 1, Λm ⪰ 0, ∀ m ∈ M,

Λ(1:m−1,1:m)
m = 0, Λ(m:M,1:m−1)

m = 0, ∀ m ∈ M,

}
(9)

β ≥ 0, (10)

rank

(
I+Ck(β, {Λm})− 1

γ̄k
βkHk

)
= M − 1, ∀ m ∈ M,

I+Ck(β, {Λm})− βkHk ⪰ 0, ∀ m ∈ M,

 (11)

where (8) is a result of replacing the inequality in the dual
feasibility condition D(β, {Λm}) ⪰ 0 with equality, which
is justified by the complementary slackness condition (5) and
Q ≻ 0; (9) is shown in Appendix A; and (11) has already
been shown in the proof of Theorem 1. Furthermore, the
primal feasibility conditions are enhanced into the following
conditions:

Vk ⪰ 0, rank(Vk) = 1, ∀ k ∈ K, (12)
ak({Vk} ,Q) = 0, ∀ k ∈ K, (13)
Bm({Vk} ,Q) ⪰ 0, ∀ m ∈ M, (14)
Q ⪰ 0, (15)

Primal

Dual

Eqs. (8) and (9)

Eqs. (10) and (11)

Provide optimal downlink beamformers 
and reduce the primal problem into a 
problem of optimizing
by Eqs. (6) and (12)

Eq. (13)

Eqs. (7), (14), and (15)

Fig. 1. The flow chart of the proposed algorithm for solving the enhanced
KKT conditions.

where (12) is shown by Theorem 1, and (13) is shown in
Appendix A. The enhanced KKT conditions, i.e., Eqs. (6)–
(15), defines a subset of KKT points. The important thing
here is that this subset is not empty and contains a solution to
the problem (3).

Next, we shall design an algorithm for solving the enhanced
KKT conditions. The basic idea is to first solve the enhanced
dual feasibility conditions, i.e., Eqs. (8)–(11), for the dual
variables β and {Λm}; and then plug them into the rest of
the enhanced KKT conditions to solve for the primal variables
{Vk} and Q. The flow chart of the proposed algorithm for
solving the enhanced KKT conditions is illustrated in Fig. 1.

A. Solving for the Dual Variables

1) Solving Eqs. (8) and (9) for {Λm}: Suppose that β is
given, we first find {Λm} that satisfy Eqs. (8) and (9). Define

Γ(β) = I+
∑
k∈K

βkHk. (16)

Then Eq. (8) is equivalent to

M∑
m=1

ηm

[
0 0

0 Λ(m:M,m:M)
m

]
−

M∑
m=1

E†
mΛmEm = Γ(β). (17)
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We know from the special properties of {Λm} in Eq. (9) that
only Λ1 affects the first row and column of matrix Γ(β).
Therefore, the entries in the first row of Λ1 should be[

1
η1−1Γ(β)

(1,1), 1
η1
Γ(β)(1,2:M)

]
.

Since Λ1 is of rank one, we can further obtain all entries of
Λ1 based on its entries in the first row, which is

Λ1 =

[
1

η1−1Γ(β)
(1,1) 1

η1
Γ(β)(1,2:M)

1
η1
Γ(β)(2:M,1) η1−1

η2
1

Γ(β)(2:M,1)Γ(β)(1,2:M)

Γ(β)(1,1)

]
. (18)

After Λ1 is obtained, we can subtract all terms related to Λ1

from both sides of (17) and denote the known right-hand side
as Γ2(β). Then, after the subtraction, (17) becomes

M∑
m=2

ηm

[
0 0

0 Λ(m:M,m:M)
m

]
−

M∑
m=2

E†
mΛmEm = Γ2(β).

(19)
For general 2 ≤ m ≤ M , denote the right-hand side of

(17) after Λ1,Λ2, . . . ,Λm−1 are solved and subtracted from
both sides as Γm(β). By comparing the m-th row of the
obtained equation and using the rank-one property of Λm,
we can obtain Λm, whose non-zero part Λ(m:M,m:M)

m is[
1

η̄m−1Γm(β)(m,m) 1
η̄m

Γm(β)(m,m+1:M)

1
η̄m

Γm(β)(m+1:M,m) η̄m−1
η̄2
m

Γm(β)(m+1:M,m)Γm(β)(m,m+1:M)

Γm(β)(m,m)

]
.

(20)
We can repeat the above procedure until all {Λm} are ob-
tained. These solutions, depending on the given β, are denoted
as {Λm(β)}. Please refer to Appendix C in the Supplementary
Material for the details of the above procedure.

2) Solving Eqs. (10) and (11) for β: Now suppose that
{Λm} are given, we would like to find β that satisfies Eqs.
(10) and (11). Since I + Ck(β, {Λm}) ≻ 0 and Hk ⪰ 0 is
rank-one, there exists a unique βk such that one and only one
eigenvalue of I +Ck(β, {Λm}) − 1

γ̄k
βkHk is equal to zero.

Such βk admits the following closed-form solution:

βk ({Λm} ,β) = γ̄k

h†
k (I+Ck(β, {Λm}))−1

hk

, ∀ k ∈ K.

(21)
3) Dual fixed point iteration: From the above discussion,

we know that if β is known, one can get {Λm(β)} such that
Eqs. (8) and (9) hold. Plug this solution {Λm(β)} into (21).
Then, if one can find β that satisfy

βk = Ik (β) ≜ βk ({Λm(β)} ,β) , ∀ k ∈ K, (22)

all Eqs. (8)–(11) are satisfied. If we define I(β) =
[I1(β), I2(β), . . . , IK(β)]

T
, then solving (22) is to find the

fixed point of the function I(·), namely solving

β = I(β). (23)

It is worth highlighting that the computational cost of eval-
uating the function I(·) in (23) is quite cheap. The dominant
computation is to compute C−1

k hk for k ∈ K, where Ck

is an M × M positive definite matrix, and the arithmetic
complexity is O(KM3). Furthermore, as will be shown later

...

Fig. 2. An illustration of solving (26) for Q.

in Theorem 2, Eq. (23) can be easily solved via the dual fixed
point iteration

β(i+1) = I(β(i)) (24)

with a linear convergence rate. This fact, together with the
cheap evaluation of the function I(·) at each iteration, shows
that the above fixed point iteration in (24) provides an efficient
way of solving the enhanced dual feasibility conditions, i.e,
Eqs. (8)–(11).

B. Solving for the Primal Variables

Suppose that we already have β and {Λm} that satisfy
the enhanced dual feasibility conditions. We still need to
find {Vk} and Q that satisfy the rest of the enhanced KKT
conditions. By Eq. (12), let Vk = pkvkv

†
k with ∥vk∥ = 1.

Then Eq. (6) becomes v†
k (Ck − βkHk)vk = 0. Combining

this with Eq. (11) gives

(Ck − βkHk)vk = Ckvk − βkhk

(
h†
kvk

)
= 0.

Hence, vk can be solved explicitly as follows:

vk =
C−1

k hk∥∥C−1
k hk

∥∥ .
Define p = [p1, p2, . . . , pK ]T. We still need to find Q and p
such that Eqs. (7) and (13)–(15) hold.

1) Solving Eq. (13) for p: Substituting V̂k = vkv
†
k into

(13), one has

1

γ̄k
pktr

(
V̂kHk

)
−

∑
j ̸=k

pjtr
(
V̂jHk

)
+ tr (QHk) + σ2

k

 = 0.

Then one can solve for pk as follows:

pk (Q,p) =
γ̄k

(∑
j ̸=k pjtr

(
V̂jHk

)
+ tr (QHk) + σ2

k

)
tr
(
V̂kHk

) .

(25)
2) Solving Eqs. (7), (14), and (15) for Q: Next, given p, we

shall obtain Q such that Eqs. (7), (14), and (15) hold. By Eq.
(9), one can decompose Λm into Λm = λmλ†

m, where λm =[
0,λ(m)

m ,λ(m+1)
m , . . . ,λ(M)

m

]T
. This decomposition, together

with Eqs. (14) and (7), implies

Bm

({
pkV̂k

}
,Q
)
λm = 0, ∀ m ∈ M. (26)
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We shall solve (26) from m = M to m = 1 and obtain the
desired Q in the order shown in the left-hand side of Fig. 2.
More specifically, when m = M , it follows that

Q(M,M) =

∑
k∈K pkV̂

(M,M)

k

η̄m − 1
. (27)

When m < M , we can substitute the known Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)

into the m-th equation in Eq. (26), which gives a linear equa-
tion with variables Q(m,m),Q(m,m+1:M), and Q(m+1:M,m).
This linear equation is illustrated in the right-hand side of
Fig. 2, where the known variables are marked in blue and
the unknown variables are marked in red. We first solve
Q(m+1:M,m) by using the last M − m + 1 equations in the
right-hand side of Fig. 2. The solution is given by

Q(m+1:M,m) = −Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)λ(m+1:M)
m

λ(m)
m

. (28)

Then, by Eq. (15), Q(m,m+1:M) is given by the Hermitian
transpose of Q(m+1:M,m). Finally, we can further obtain
Q(m,m) by using the first equation in the right-hand side of
Fig. 2, which is given by

Q(m,m) =
η̄m

η̄m − 1

λ(m+1:M)†
m Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)λ(m+1:M)

m

|λ(m)
m |2

+
1

η̄m − 1

∑
k∈K

pkV̂
(m,m)

k . (29)

Using the above tricks, we can obtain the solution Q of
Eq. (26). We denote the solution as Q(p), because the solution
depends on the given p.

3) Primal fixed point iteration: Based on the above discus-
sion, we know that if p is known, one can get Q(p) such that
Eqs. (7), (14), and (15) hold. Plugging this solution into (25)
gives

pk = Jk(p) ≜ pk (Q(p),p) , ∀ k ∈ K. (30)

Define J(p) = [J1(p), J2(p), . . . , JK(p)]
T. Then Eq. (30)

becomes the problem of finding the fixed point of the function
J(·), i.e.,

p = J(p). (31)

If one can find p such that (31) holds, then p and Q(p) will
satisfy Eqs. (7) and (13)–(15), and further

{
pkV̂k

}
and Q(p)

will solve the enhanced KKT conditions.
We shall show in Theorem 2 that Eq. (31) can be efficiently

solved via the fixed point iteration

p(i+1) = J(p(i)), (32)

and the convergence rate of the fixed point iteration is linear.
Moreover, each evaluation of J(·) is computationally cheap.
More specifically, the computation mainly consists of two
parts: first, the total complexity of the procedure described
by (27)–(29) is O(M3); second, after tr

(
V̂jHk

)
for all j

and k are computed, the complexity of computing pk(Q,p)
in (25) is O(KM2). As a result, the total complexity of each
evaluation of J(·) is O((K + M)M2). Due to the low per-
iteration complexity and the linear convergence rate, the above
fixed point iteration in (32) provides an efficient way of solving
the enhanced KKT conditions after solving the dual problem.

C. Proposed Fixed Point Iteration (FPI) Algorithm

Now, we present the algorithm for solving problem (3)
(which is equivalent to problem (P)). The algorithm first
finds β and {Λm} that satisfy the enhanced dual feasibility
conditions; with found β and {Λm} fixed, the algorithm then
finds {Vk} and Q that satisfy the rest of the enhanced KKT
conditions. Hence, {Vk}, Q, β, and {Λm} together satisfy
the enhanced KKT conditions and thus is a KKT point of
problem (3). Since rank (Vk) = 1 for all k, we can recover
the optimal solution for problem (P). The pseudocodes of the
proposed FPI algorithm are given in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Proposed FPI Algorithm for Solving Problem
(P)

1: Find β and {Λm} that satisfy the enhanced dual feasibility
conditions by performing the fixed point iteration in (23)
on β until the desired error bound is met.

2: Find {Vk} and Q that satisfy the rest of the enhanced
KKT conditions by performing the fixed point iteration in
(31) on p until the desired error bound is met.

3: Find vk such that Vk = vkv
†
k, ∀ k ∈ K.

4: Output: {vk} and Q.

D. Theoretical Guarantees

1) Convergence and convergence rate of FPI: We have the
following convergence and convergence rate guarantee of the
proposed FPI algorithm.

Theorem 2: If problem (3) is (strongly) feasible, both the
dual fixed point iteration (24) and the primal fixed point
iteration (32) in the proposed FPI algorithm converge linearly.

Proof: See Appendix B. □
The following convergence rate results have been shown for

the dual/primal fixed point iteration in Appendix B. Let γ =
[γ1, γ2, . . . , γK ]T. Define the metric µ : RK

++ × RK
++ → RK

+

as
µ(β,γ) = max

k∈K

∣∣∣∣loge(βk

γk

)∣∣∣∣ , (33)

which is proposed in [45]. Under this metric, the asymptotic
linear convergence rate of the dual fixed point iteration (24)
is given by

lim sup
i→∞

µ(β(i+1),β∗)

µ(β(i),β∗)
≤ λ(β∗)

1 + λ(β∗)
, (34)

where β∗ is the fixed point of I(·) and

λ(β) = max
k∈K

{∥Ck(β, {Λm(β)})∥2} . (35)

Besides, the linear convergence rate of the primal fixed point
iteration (32) is governed by the spectral radius of G in J(·),
where the entries of G are given by

Gkj =



γ̄k(tr(Q (ek)Hk))

tr(V̂kHk)
, if j = k,

γ̄k

(
tr
(
V̂jHk

)
+ tr (Q (ek)Hk)

)
tr
(
V̂kHk

) , otherwise.

(36)
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The above convergence rate results shed useful insights into
the convergence behavior of the proposed FPI algorithm, and
in particular the efficiency of the proposed FPI algorithm
is determined by the given problem instance. In general,
the proposed FPI algorithm will converge slower when the
considered problem approaches the singular boundary1. To be
specific, as we increase the SINR targets {γ̄k} in problem
(3) (with all the other parameters being unchanged), the
corresponding problem will approach the singular boundary.
In the dual fixed point iteration (24), as {γ̄k} increases, β∗,
which depends on {γ̄k}, will increase. Combining this with the
fact that λ(β) in (35) is an increasing function of β, we have
that λ(β∗) will increase, and hence the right-hand side of (34)
will increase as well. This clearly shows that the convergence
rate of the dual fixed point iteration (24) will become slower
as the problem approaches the singular boundary. The same
happens for the primal fixed point iteration (32). When the
SINR targets {γ̄k} in problem (3) increase, the spectral radius
of G in (36) increases, and the convergence rate of the primal
fixed point iteration (31) becomes slower. This shows that the
primal fixed point iteration (32) will become slower as the
problem approaches the singular boundary.

2) Global optimality of FPI and infeasibility detection:
First, we have the following global optimality guarantee of
the proposed FPI algorithm.

Theorem 3: If problem (3) is (strongly) feasible, then the
FPI algorithm returns the optimal solution of problem (P).

Proof: Let p be the converged solution of the primal fixed
point iteration (32), and β be the converged solution of the
dual fixed point iteration (24) in the FPI algorithm. First, for
given p, Q(p) in the FPI algorithm is obtained such that Eqs.
(14)–(15) hold; for given β, {Λm(β)} in the FPI algorithm
are obtained such that Eqs. (8) and (9) hold. Second, {V̂k}
are solved such that Eqs. (6) and (12) hold. Furthermore, the
convergence of β and p shows that Eqs. (11), (10), and (13)
hold. In all, the primal variables {pkV̂k} and Q(p), together
with the dual variables β and {Λm(β)}, satisfy all conditions
(8)–(15) in the enhanced KKT system, and hence is a global
solution of problem (3) (which is equivalent to (P)). □

In Theorem 3, we assume that problem (3) is feasible.
A natural question is how the FPI algorithm behaves when
problem (3) is infeasible. According to the weak duality, any
dual feasible solution provides a lower bound on the optimal
value of problem (3). By the monotonicity of I(·) shown in
Appendix B, if we initialize the dual fixed point iteration (24)
with β(0) satisfying β(0) ≤ I(β(0)) and β(0) ̸= I(β(0)), e.g.,
β(0) = 0, we have

I(β(i)) = β(i+1) ≥ β(i) and β(i+1) ̸= β(i), for all i.

This shows that (β(i), {Λm(β(i))}) is a dual feasible solution,
and hence the corresponding strictly increasing dual objective
value serves as a lower bound on the optimal value of problem
(3). If we observe that this dual objective value is greater
than a preset upper bound in practice (e.g., the system power

1The singular boundary here means the boundary of the achievable SINR
region by problem (3) with given channel conditions and compression
capacities.

Fig. 3. The convergence rate of the dual fixed point iteration (24) with γ =
0.07.

limit), then we claim that problem (3) is infeasible. In this
sense, our proposed FPI algorithm can automatically detect the
infeasibility of problem (3) when the problem is infeasible.

In summary, two key features of our proposed FPI algorithm
are as follows: (1) it is guaranteed to find the global solution
of problem (3) when the problem is feasible and is able to
detect its infeasibility when the problem is infeasible (with an
appropriate initialization); (2) it enjoys a linear convergence
rate, and it converges faster when the problem instance is far
away from the singular boundary (compared with the problem
instance close to the singular boundary).

V. NUMERCIAL RESULTS

In this section, the performance of the proposed FPI algo-
rithm is evaluated and compared with existing SOTA algo-
rithms. The default scenario that we consider is a cooperative
network with M = 8 single-antenna relays serving K = 10
single-antenna users. The channel between the relays and
users is generated by i.i.d complex Gaussian distribution with
zero mean and unit variance. In the following numerical
experiments, the users’ SINR targets are considered identical,
i.e., γ = γ̄1 = γ̄2 = · · · = γ̄K , and all the relays’ fronthaul
capacities are set to log2(1.1). Furthermore, we initialize the
dual fixed point iteration (24) and the primal fixed point
iteration (32) with zero power vectors in the proposed FPI
algorithm.

A. Behaviors of Proposed FPI Algorithm

In this subsection, we first study the practical behaviors
of the proposed FPI algorithm. We are interested in the
convergence rate of the proposed FPI algorithm and how it
behaves when the corresponding problem instances are close
to the singular boundary.

Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 show the linear convergence rate of the
proposed FPI algorithm. In particular, Fig. 3 shows the linear
convergence rate of the dual fixed point iteration (24). In
Fig. 3, the error reduction rate µ(β(i+1),β∗)

µ(β(i),β∗)
is plotted against

the iteration number i and compared with the theoretical upper
bound λ(β∗)

1+λ(β∗) given in (34) for a given SINR target γ = 0.07.
We can observe from the figure that the convergence rate of the
dual fixed point iteration (24) is indeed linear, albeit the upper
bound in (34) is conservative and does not match the practical
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Fig. 4. The convergence rate of the primal fixed point iteration (32).

TABLE I
THEORETICAL AND PRACTICAL CONVERGENCE RATE COMPARISON FOR

DIFFERENT SINR TARGETS γ

SINR target γ 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.075
Theoretical 0.9278 0.9585 0.9809 0.9964 0.9994
Practical 0.1440 0.4122 0.6668 0.9210 0.9861

convergence rate. Fig. 4 verifies the linear convergence rate
of the primal fixed point iteration, and the theoretical and
practical convergence rates are well-matched.

Table. I shows the practical asymptotic linear convergence
rate and the theoretical upper bound λ(β∗)

1+λ(β∗) given in (34) for
different SINR targets γ. As is shown in the table, when the
SINR target γ increases (i.e. the feasible problem approaches
the singular boundary), the theoretical and practical asymptotic
convergence rates become close to each other, and both of
them increase to one. This verifies the convergence behavior
analysis below (36) and shows that the theoretical upper bound
λ(β∗)

1+λ(β∗) is useful in characterizing the (intrinsic) difficulty of
the problem.

Now we look at the behaviors of the proposed FPI algorithm
when the problem instances are close to the singular boundary.
Fig. 5 shows the behavior of the FPI algorithm in both
feasible and infeasible cases. In both Figs. 5 (a) and 5 (b),
three problem instances with different SINR targets γ are
plotted. Figs. 5 (a) plots the dual/primal objective values versus
the iteration number when the problems are feasible. The
optimal values of the three problem instances are plotted in
the gray dotted line, respectively in Fig. 5 (a). As expected
(and observed from Fig. 5 (a)), both the dual and primal
objective values monotonically increase and finally converge
to the optimal value. Fig. 5 (b) plots the dual objective values
versus the iteration number when the problems are infeasible.
In this case, as analyzed below Theorem 3 and observed in
Fig. 5 (b), the dual objective values monotonically increase to
infinity. It can be seen clearly from Fig. 5 that the proposed
FPI algorithm converges/diverges slower when the problem
instances are close to the singular boundary in both feasible
and infeasible cases.

In the following numerical experiments, the problems con-
sidered are feasible and relatively far from the singular bound-
ary.

(a)

(b)
Fig. 5. (a) The dual/primal objective values versus the iteration number
for feasible problem instances with different SINR targets γ; (b) The dual
objective values versus the iteration number for infeasible problem instances
with different SINR targets γ.

(a)

(b)
Fig. 6. (a) The objective values versus the number of users K with γ = 0.01
and M = 8; (b) The objective values versus the SINR target γ with K = 10
and M = 8.

B. Comparison with SOTA Algorithms

In this subsection, to illustrate the efficiency of the proposed
FPI algorithm, we compare it with the following three SOTA
benchmarks:
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(a)

(b)
Fig. 7. (a) The average CPU time versus the number of users K with γ =
0.01 and M = 8; (b) The average CPU time versus the SINR target γ with
K = 10 and M = 8.

• SDR: We call CVX [46] to directly solve the SDR in (3).
This benchmark is helpful in verifying the tightness of
the corresponding SDR (i.e., Theorem 1) as well as the
global optimality (i.e., Theorem 3).

• UD [41]: The UD algorithm first uses a fixed point itera-
tion to solve the dual uplink problem (which is obtained
by transforming the Lagrangian dual problem of problem
(P) with fixed beamformers); then calls CVX to solve
the reduced downlink problem with fixed beamformers
(which is convex). The UD algorithm is also guaranteed
to find the global solution of problem (P).

• SCA: The SCA algorithm solves problem (P) by it-
eratively solving a sequence of convex approximation
subproblems, and each convex approximation subproblem
is obtained by linearizing the SINR constraints in problem
(P) at the current point. This benchmark shows the per-
formance when no structure of the problem is exploited.
Therefore, it is useful to compare the performance gain
by utilizing the special structure of the problem.

Figs. 6 and 7 show the performance comparison of the
proposed FPI algorithm and the three benchmarks. In this
numerical experiment, each data point is obtained by aver-
aging over 100 channel realizations. Fig. 6 plots the average
objective values of the solutions obtained by four different
algorithms, where the number of users K ranges from 2 to 15
in Fig. 6(a) and the SINR target γ ranges from 0.01 to 0.07 in
Fig. 6(b). We can see from Fig. 6 that all the four algorithms
return the same solution. This verifies the tightness result of
the SDR (i.e., Theorem 1) and the global optimality of the
solution returned by the proposed algorithm (i.e., Theorem 3).

Fig. 7 plots the average CPU time taken by different

algorithms. From Fig. 7, we observe that the SCA algorithm
performs the worst (even though they are initialized with a
point that is close to the optimal solution). The SDR algorithm
generally performs better than the SCA algorithm in terms of
the CPU time. However, the CPU time of the SDR algorithm
increases quickly as the number of users increases, as shown in
Fig. 7(a). This is due to the fact that the SDR algorithm lifts the
vector variables of the original problem to the matrix variables.
On the contrary, the CPU time of the UD and FPI algorithms
does not change much as the number of users increases, and
both of them perform much better than the SDR algorithm.
Finally, the proposed FPI algorithm significantly outperforms
the UD algorithm (and the other two algorithms) in terms
of the CPU time. Figs. 6 and 7 together show the global
optimality and high efficiency of our proposed FPI algorithm.

The numerical results in Figs. 6 and 7 also show the
importance of exploiting the problem structure in improving
the solution efficiency. We make two remarks on this aspect.
First, by exploiting the problem structure, we have shown
the tightness of the SDR in (3), which enables us to solve
the original seemingly non-convex problem (3) by solving a
single convex SDR in (3). In sharp contrast, the SCA algorithm
needs to solve a series of convex approximation problems to
solve the original problem, which makes it less efficient than
the SDR algorithm. Second, one key difference between the
UD and FPI algorithms is that the proposed FPI algorithm
uses the fixed point iteration in (32) to solve the primal
problem while UD needs to call the solver to solve a reduced
primal downlink problem (after solving the dual problem).
The proposed FPI algorithm judiciously utilizes the relations
between the primal and dual variables (i.e., Eqs. (6) and (12))
and hence significantly improves the computational efficiency
of solving the primal problem when compared with the UD
algorithm (which does not leverage the special structure of the
primal problem).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider the QoS-based joint beamforming
and compression design problem in the cooperative cellular
network. A major design challenge is to find the global
beamforming and compression strategy to minimize the total
network transmit power. We first show in this paper, that
the seemingly non-convex design problem admits a convex
SDP reformulation by proving that its SDR is tight. Based
on the above result, we further propose an efficient algorithm
for globally solving the considered problem. The basic idea
of the proposed algorithm is to solve an enhanced KKT
conditions of the SDR of the considered problem via two fixed
point iterations. Two key features of the proposed algorithm
are: (1) it is guaranteed to find the global solution of the
problem when the problem is feasible and is able to detect its
infeasibility when the problem is not feasible; (2) it is highly
efficient because both of fixed point iterations in the proposed
algorithm are linearly convergent and each evaluation of the
functions in the fixed point iterations are computationally
cheap. Numerical results show that the proposed algorithm
significantly outperforms the SOTA benchmarks in terms of
the computational efficiency.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF EQS. (9) AND (13)

We first prove that Eq. (9) holds at the optimal solu-
tion of the dual problem (4). Note that Λ(1:m−1,1:M)

m and
Λ(m:M,1:m−1)

m do not affect the objective value or any con-
straints in problem (4). Hence, one can choose {Λm} such
that Λ(1:m−1,1:M)

m and Λ(m:M,1:m−1)
m are all zero. Combining

the complementary slackness of Bm and Λm with the fact that
Bm is of rank M −m+ 1 or M −m yields rank(Λm) ≤ 1.

Now we prove that Eq. (13) is true. To show this, it
suffices to show that the optimal dual solution βk > 0 for all
k ∈ K (due to the complementary slackness). Next, we use the
following contradiction argument to show that the optimal dual
solution βk > 0 for all k ∈ K. Suppose that (β, {Λm}) is an
optimal dual solution, but there exists some k0 such that βk0

=

0. Then let β̃k0
= γ̄k0

(
h†
k0

(I+Ck (β, {Λm}))−1
hk0

)−1

and β̃k = βk for all k ̸= k0. Define β̃ = [β̃1, β̃2, . . . , β̃K ]T.
Then (β̃, {Λm}) is a feasible dual solution with a larger ob-
jective value, which contradicts the optimality of the solution
(β, {Λm}).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

In this part, we shall first show the convergence of the dual
fixed point iteration (24) and the primal fixed point iteration
(32) by showing that both mappings I(·) in (23) and J(·)
in (31) are standard interference functions [47]. Then we
shall show the linear convergence rate of the dual fixed point
iteration (24) and the primal fixed point iteration (32).

A. Convergence of Fixed Point Iterations (24) and (32)

From Theorem 2 in [47], to show the convergence of fixed
point iterations (24) and (32), it suffices to show that both
mappings I(·) in (23) and J(·) in (31) are standard interference
functions [47]. The mapping f : Rn

+ → Rn
+ is said to be a

standard interference function if it satisfies the following three
properties.

Positivity: For any x ∈ Rn
+, f(x) ≥ 0.

Strict sub-homogeneity: For any α > 1 and x ∈ Rn
+\ {0},

f(αx) < αf(x).
Monotonicity: For any x1,x2 ∈ Rn

+ with x1 ≥ x2,
f(x1) ≥ f(x2).

Notice that a mapping f = [f1, f2, . . . , fn]
T is a standard

interference function if and only if all of its components fi
satisfy the above three properties.

1) I(·) in (23) is a standard interference function: We show
that I(·) in (23) is a standard interference function by showing
that Ik(·) in (22) for all k ∈ K satisfy the positivity, the strict
sub-homogeneity, and the monotonicity one by one. From (22),
for any k ∈ K, we have

Ik(β) =
γ̄k

h†
k (I+Ck(β))

−1
hk

, (37)

where we use Ck(β) to denote

Ck(β, {Λm(β)}) =
∑

m∈M
Λ(m,m)

m (β)Em +
∑
j ̸=k

βjHj (38)

to simplify the notations. In the following, we shall show
the desired properties of Ik(·) based on the properties of
Λ(m,m)

m (·) in Lemma 5 given in Appendix D-A of the Sup-
plementary Material.

Proof of the positivity of Ik(·): For any m ∈ M, Λ(m,m)
m (·)

is positive by Lemma 5, which implies that I + Ck(β) is
positive definite for any β ∈ RK

+ . Hence, by (37), Ik(·) is
positive.

Proof of the strict sub-homogeneity of Ik(·): For any
α > 1 and β ∈ RK

+ \ {0}, it follows from the strict sub-
homogeneity of Λ(m,m)

m (·) in Lemma 5 and (38) that

Ck (αβ) =
∑

m∈M
Λ(m,m)

m (αβ)Em +
∑
j ̸=k

αβjHj

≺ α

 ∑
m∈M

Λ(m,m)
m (β)Em +

∑
j ̸=k

βjHj


= αCk (β) .

(39)

As such, by (37), we get

Ik(αβ) = γ̄k

(
h†
k (I+Ck(αβ))

−1
hk

)−1

< γ̄k

(
h†
k (αI+ αCk(αβ))

−1
hk

)−1

= αIk(β).

Proof of the monotonicity of Ik(·): For any β1,β2 ∈ RK
+

with βℓ = [βℓ,1, βℓ,2, . . . , βℓ,K ]T for ℓ = 1, 2 and β1 ≥ β2,
the monotonicity of Λ(m,m)

m (·) in Lemma 5 and (38) gives

Ck(β2) =
∑

m∈M
Λ(m,m)

m (β2)Em +
∑
j ̸=k

β2,jHj

⪯
∑

m∈M
Λ(m,m)

m (β1)Em +
∑
j ̸=k

β1,jHj

= Ck(β1).

Combining this with (37) yields

Ik(β2) = γ̄k

(
h†
k (I+Ck(β2))

−1
hk

)−1

≤ γ̄k

(
h†
k (I+Ck(β1))

−1
hk

)−1

= Ik(β1).

2) J(·) in (31) is a standard interference function: We
show the positivity, the strict sub-homogeneity, and the mono-
tonicity of Jk(·) one by one, where Jk(·) in (30) can be
explicitly written as

Jk(p) =
γ̄k

(∑
j ̸=k pjtr

(
V̂jHk

)
+ tr(Q(p)Hk) + σ2

k

)
tr
(
V̂kHk

) .

(40)
In the following, we shall show the desired properties of Jk(·)
based on the properties of Q(·) in Lemma 6 given in Appendix
D-B of the Supplementary Material.

Proof of the positivity of Jk(·): For any p ∈ RK
+ , the

non-negativity of Q(·) in Lemma 6 and (40) yields

Jk(p) ≥
γ̄kσ

2
k

tr
(
V̂kHk

) > 0.
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Proof of the strict sub-homogeneity of Jk(·): For any
α > 1 and p ∈ RK

+ \ {0}, the linearity of Q(·) in Lemma 6
together with (40) gives

Jk(αp) =
γ̄k

(
α
∑

j ̸=k pjtr
(
V̂jHk

)
+ αtr (Q(p)Hk) + σ2

k

)
tr
(
V̂kHk

)
<

γ̄k

(
α
∑

j ̸=k pjtr
(
V̂jHk

)
+ αtr (Q(p)Hk) + ασ2

k

)
tr
(
V̂kHk

)
= αJk(p).

Proof of the monotonicity of Jk(·): For any p1,p2 ∈ RK
+

with p1 ≥ p2, combining the monotonicity of Q(·) in Lemma
6 and (40) shows that

Jk(p2) =
γ̄k

(∑
j ̸=k p1,jtr

(
V̂jHk

)
+ tr (Q(p2)Hk) + σ2

k

)
tr
(
V̂kHk

)
≤

γ̄k

(∑
j ̸=k p2,jtr

(
V̂jHk

)
+ tr (Q(p1)Hk) + σ2

k

)
tr
(
V̂kHk

)
= Jk(p1).

B. Linear Convergence Rates of Fixed Point Iterations (24)
and (32)

In this part, we show the linear convergence rate of both
iterations. First, combining the linearity of Q(·) in Lemma 6
and (40) gives that J(·) is an affine function. Hence, the con-
vergence of the primal fixed point iteration (32) immediately
implies its linear convergence rate (and the rate depends on
the spectral radius of matrix G whose entries are given in
(36)). Next, we shall focus on showing the linear convergence
rate of the dual fixed point iteration (24). To this end, we need
the following two lemmas. Recall the metric µ(·, ·) defined in
(33).

Lemma 1: For any β,γ ∈ RK
++, we have

µ (I(β), I(γ))

µ (β,γ)
≤ max

k

{
logα

(
Ik(αγ)

Ik(γ)

)
, logα

(
Ik(αβ)

Ik(β)

)}
,

(41)
where α = eµ(β,γ).

Proof: By the definition of µ(·, ·) in (33), we get β ≤ αγ
and γ ≤ αβ. Combining this with the monotonicity of Ik(·)
gives

Ik (β) ≤ Ik(αγ) and Ik (γ) ≤ Ik(αβ).

As a result,

µ(I(β), I(γ)) = max
k

∣∣∣∣log(Ik(β)

Ik(γ)

)∣∣∣∣
≤ max

k

{
log

(
Ik(αγ)

Ik(γ)

)
, log

(
Ik(αβ)

Ik(β)

)}
.

Dividing both sides of the above inequality by µ (β,γ) yields
the desired result (41). □

Lemma 2: For any α > 1 and β ∈ RK
++, we have

logα

(
Ik(αβ)

Ik(β)

)
< logα

(
1 + αλk

1(β)

1 + λk
1(β)

)
, (42)

where we use λk
1(β) to denote ∥Ck(β)∥2.

Proof: For any α > 1 and β ∈ RK
++, it follows from (37)

and (39) that

Ik (αβ)

Ik(β)
=

h†
k(I+Ck(β))

−1hk

h†
k(I+Ck(αβ))−1hk

<
h†
k(I+Ck(β))

−1hk

h†
k(I+ αCk(β))−1hk

.

(43)

In the rest part of the proof, we drop the dependence of
all variables on β and k for notational simplicity. Suppose
UΛU† is the spectral decomposition of C, where Λ =
diag(λ1, λ2, . . . , λM ) with decreasing λm. Let v = U†h =
[v1, v2, . . . , vM ]T. Then, we get

h†(I+C)−1h

h†(I+ αC)−1h
=

v†(I+Λ)−1v

v†(I+ αΛ)−1v

=

∑
m∈M

1
1+λm

|vm|2∑
m∈M

1
1+αλm

|vm|2

≤
∑

m∈M
1

1+λ1
|vm|2∑

m∈M
1

1+αλ1
|vm|2

=
1 + αλ1

1 + λ1
.

(44)

Finally, combining (43) and (44) and taking the α-logarithm
from both sides yield the desired result (42). □

Define κ (α, λ) = logα

(
1+αλ
1+λ

)
. Then it is simple to verify

that the function has the following properties:

(i) κ(α, λ) is an increasing function of both α and λ;
(ii) κ (α, λ) ∈ (0, 1) for any α > 1 and λ > 0; and

(iii) limα→∞ κ (α, λ) = λ
1+λ for any λ > 0.

Now, we are ready to show the linear convergence rate of
the dual fixed point iteration (24). First, substituting β and γ
with β(i) and β∗ in Lemma 1 and using Lemma 2 gives

µ(β(i+1),β∗)

µ(β(i),β∗)
< max

k

{
κ(αi, λ

k
1(β

(i))), κ(αi, λ
k
1(β

∗))
}
,

where αi = eµ(β
(i),β∗). Since κ(α, ·) is an increasing function,

it follows from the fact λ(β) = maxk
{
λk
1(β)

}
that

µ(β(i+1),β∗)

µ(β(i),β∗)
< max

{
κ(αi, λ(β

(i))), κ(αi, λ(β
∗))
}
.

(45)
Taking the limit superior on both sides of (45) and using the
properties of κ(·, ·), we obtain

lim sup
i→∞

µ(β(i+1),β∗)

µ(β(i),β∗)

≤ max
{
lim
i→∞

κ
(
αi, λ(β

(i))
)
, lim
i→∞

κ (αi, λ(β
∗))
}

=
λ(β∗)

1 + λ(β∗)
.

This shows the (asymptotic) linear convergence rate of the
dual fixed point iteration (24) given in (34).
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Supplementary Material
In this supplementary material, for the convenience of the

presentation, we sometimes denote Γm(β) by Γm, denote
Λm(β) by Λm, and denote Q(β) by Q. Besides, consider the
cone C, which can either be the non-negative orthant Rn

+ or the
positive semidefinite matrix cone Sn

+. The order relationship
⪰C (≻C) denotes ≥ (>) if C = Rn

++ and denotes ⪰ (≻) if
C = Sn

+. Given two cones C1 and C2, a mapping f : C1 → C2
is called

(i) concave if f(λA1 + (1 − λ)A2) ⪰C2
λf(A1) + (1 −

λ)f(A2) for all A1,A2 ≻C1
0 and λ ∈ [0, 1];

(ii) homogeneous if f(λA) = λf(A) for all A ≻C1
0 and

λ > 0;
(iii) non-negative if f(A) ⪰C2 0 for all A ⪰C1 0;
(iv) strictly non-negative if f(A) ≻C2

0 for all A ≻C1
0;

(v) monotonic if f(A1) ⪰C2
f(A2) for all A1,A2 ⪰C1

0
with A1 ⪰C1

A2; and
(vi) strictly monotonic if f(A1) ≻C2 f(A2) for all

A1,A2 ≻C1 0 with A1 ≻C1 A2.

Note that the above definition of the monotonicity coincides
with the definition given in Appendix B when f maps RK

+ to
RK

+ .

APPENDIX C
DETAILS ON SOLVING EQS. (8) AND (9) FOR {Λm}

In this part, we shall provide more details on solving
Eqs. (8) and (9) for {Λm}. For any positive integer n and
any η > 1, define the mapping Sη : Sn

++ → Sn−1
++ by

Sη(Γ) = Γ(2:n,2:n) − Γ(2:n,1)Γ(1,2:n)

η
η−1Γ

(1,1)
. (46)

Let Γ1 = Γ(β), where Γ(·) is defined in (16). Then by the
described procedure in Section IV-A1, Γm+1 is given by

Γm+1 =

[
0 0

0 Sη̄m

(
Γ(m:M,m:M)
m

)]
. (47)

Once {Γm} are computed, we can obtain {Λm} based on
(20), and in particular,

Λ(m,m)
m =

1

η̄m − 1
Γ(m,m)
m . (48)

Based on the recursive formula (47) and (48), we have that,
for any m ∈ M,

Λ(m,m)
m (β) =

1

η̄m − 1
((Tm ◦ Γ) (β))(1,1) , (49)

where we define

Tm =

{
Sη̄m−1

◦ · · · ◦ Sη1
, if m = 2, 3, . . . ,M,

identity mapping, if m = 1.
(50)

As will be seen later, (49) is useful for the analysis of the
properties of

{
Λ(m,m)

m (·)
}

in Appendix D-A.

APPENDIX D
USEFUL PROPERTIES OF

{
Λ(m,m)

m (·)
}

AND Q(·)

In this part, we shall derive some useful properties of{
Λ(m,m)

m (·)
}

and Q(·), which play central roles in showing
that I(·) in (23) and J(·) in (31) are standard interference
functions [47], respectively.

A. Useful Properties of
{
Λ(m,m)

m (·)
}

We shall first study the properties of the obtained compo-
nents

{
Λ(m,m)

m (·)
}

in (49). As shown in (49), Λ(m,m)
m (·) is a

composition of {Sη̄m
(·)} and Γ(·) in (16). Hence, to study the

properties of Λ(m,m)
m (·), we need to first study the properties

of Sη(·) in (46).
For any η > 1, Sη(·) in (46) can be equivalently rewritten

as

Sη(Γ) =
η − 1

η
Γ(1:n,1:n)/Γ(1,1) +

1

η
Γ(2:n,2:n),

which is a convex combination of a Schur complement and
a linear part of Γ. The concavity and homogeneity of Sη(·)
come from the concavity and homogeneity of the Schur
complement [2, Exercise 3.58]. Moreover, Sη(·) is also strictly
non-negative. Finally, we have the following lemma on the
monotonicity of Sη(·).

Lemma 3: For a concave and homogeneous mapping f :
C1 → C2, the following holds.
(i) If f is non-negative, then it is monotonic. In particular,

this conclusion holds when f is linear and non-negative.
(ii) If f is strictly non-negative, then it is strictly monotonic.

Proof: For any A1,A2 ⪰C1 0 such that A1 ⪰C1 A2, we
have

f(A1) ⪰C2 f(A2) + f(A1 −A2) ⪰C2 f(A2),

where the first inequality follows from the concavity and
homogeneity of f , and the second inequality follows from the
non-negativity of f . When f is strictly non-negative, the proof
can be done analogously by replacing ⪰ in the conditions and
the second inequality with ≻. □

Next, we shall study the properties of the composite map-
ping Tm in (50).

Lemma 4: If f and g are two concave, homogeneous, and
strictly non-negative mappings, so does their composition f◦g.

Proof: From Lemma 3, we know that f is monotonically
increasing. Since g is concave, and f is concave and non-
decreasing, their composition f ◦ g is concave [2, Chapter
3]. Besides, the homogeneity and strict non-negativity of the
composition f ◦ g is obvious. □

The concavity, the homogeneity, and the strict non-
negativity of Tm in (50) come from the following induction
argument. First, T2 = Sη1

is concave, homogeneous, and
strictly non-negative. Lemma 4 shows that if Tm−1 and Sη̄m−1

have these properties, then Tm = Sη̄m−1 ◦ Tm−1 also has
these properties. Hence, for any m ∈ M, Tm is concave, ho-
mogeneous, and strictly non-negative. Furthermore, the strict
monotonicity of Tm(·) follows from Lemma 3.
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Now, we present the nice properties of
{
Λ(m,m)

m (·)
}

in the
following Lemma 5.

Lemma 5: For any m ∈ M, Λ(m,m)
m (·) in (49) is positive,

strictly sub-homogeneous, and monotonic.
Proof: We prove these properties of Λ(m,m)

m (·) one by one.
Positivity: For any β ∈ RK

+ , we have Γ(β) ⪰ I ≻ 0 by
(16). Therefore, the strict non-negativity of Tm(·) and (49)
yields

Λ(m,m)
m (β) =

1

η̄m − 1

(
Tm

(
Γ(β)

))(1,1)
> 0.

Strict sub-homogeneity: For any α > 1 and β ∈ R+\ {0},
it is obvious from (16) that Γ (αβ) ≺ αΓ(β). The strict
monotonicity and homogeneity of Tm(·) together with (49)
give

Λ(m,m)
m (αβ) =

1

η̄m − 1

(
Tm

(
Γ(αβ)

))(1,1)
<

1

η̄m − 1

(
Tm

(
αΓ(β)

))(1,1)
=

α

η̄m − 1

(
Tm

(
Γ(β)

))(1,1)
= αΛ(m,m)

m (β) .

Monotonicity: For any β1,β2 ∈ RK
+ with β1 ≥ β2, we

have Γ (β1) ⪰ Γ (β2) by (16). By the monotonicity of Tm(·)
and (49), we have

Λ(m,m)
m (β2) =

1

η̄m − 1

(
Tm

(
Γ(β2)

))(1,1)
≤ 1

η̄m − 1

(
Tm

(
Γ(β1)

))(1,1)
= Λ(m,m)

m (β1) .

□

B. Useful Properties of Q(·)

We have the following lemma about the useful properties
of Q(·) given by (27)–(29).

Lemma 6: The mapping Q(·) given by (27)–(29) is non-
negative, linear, and monotonic.

Proof: It suffices to show the linearity and non-negativity
of Q(·) since the monotonicity of Q(·) automatically follows
from these two properties using Lemma 3. In the following,
we show these two properties of Q(·) by induction.

It is obvious that Q(M,M) given in (27) is non-negative
and linear. Suppose Q(m+1:M,m+1:M) is non-negative and
linear. First, by (28) and (29), Q(m+1:M,m) and Q(m,m) is
linear. Combining this with the assumption shows the linearity
of Q(m:M,m:M). Next, by the elementary properties of the
Schur complements [48, Theorem 1.20], to show the non-
negativity of Q(m:M,m:M), it suffices to check the following
two conditions.

(i) Q(m:M,m:M)/Q(m+1:M,m+1:M) is non-negative; and
(ii) for any x ∈ CM−m−2 with Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)x = 0, we

have Q(m,m+1:M)x = 0.

Plugging (28) and (29) into expressions in the above (i) and
(ii), we have

Q(m:M,m:M)/Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)

=
1

η̄m − 1

(
λ(m+1:M)†
m Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)λ(m+1:M)

m

|λ(m)
m |2

+
∑
k∈K

pkV̂
(m,m)

k

)
≥ 0;

(51)

and for any x ∈ CM−m−2 with Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)x = 0, we
have

Q(m,m+1:M)x =
λ(m+1:M)†
m Q(m+1:M,m+1:M)x

λ(m)†
m

= 0. (52)

Hence, we get the non-negativity of Q(m:M,m:M). It follows
by induction that Q(m:M,m:M) is non-negative and linear for
any m ∈ M. Taking m = 1, we obtain the desired result. □
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