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Abstract—The aim of this paper is to develop hybrid non-
orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) assisted downlink transmis-
sion. First, for the single-input single-output (SISO) scenario,
i.e., each node is equipped with a single antenna, a novel hybrid
NOMA scheme is introduced, where NOMA is implemented as an
add-on of a legacy time division multiple access (TDMA) network.
Because of the simplicity of the SISO scenario, analytical results
can be developed to reveal important properties of downlink
hybrid NOMA. For example, in the case that the users’ channel
gains are ordered and the durations of their time slots are the
same, downlink hybrid NOMA is shown to always outperform
TDMA, which is different from the existing conclusion for
uplink hybrid NOMA. Second, the proposed downlink SISO
hybrid NOMA scheme is extended to the multiple-input single-
output (MISO) scenario, i.e., the base station has multiple
antennas. For the MISO scenario, near-field communication is
considered to illustrate how NOMA can be used as an add-on
in legacy networks based on space division multiple access and
TDMA. Simulation results verify the developed analytical results
and demonstrate the superior performance of downlink hybrid
NOMA compared to conventional orthogonal multiple access.

Index Terms—Downlink hybrid non-orthogonal multiple access
(NOMA), space division multiple access, near-field communica-
tion, resolution of near-field beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiple access techniques can be viewed as the foundation

stone of modern mobile networks, since the design of many

crucial components of mobile networks, such as scheduling,

resource allocation, channel estimation and signal detection,

depends on which multiple access technique is used [1]. In

the sixth-generation (6G) era, non-orthogonal multiple access

(NOMA) has already received considerable attention due to

its superior spectral efficiency, compared to conventional or-

thogonal multiple access (OMA) [2]–[5].

Unlike most existing works, e.g. [6]–[10], which viewed

NOMA and OMA as competing systems, this paper considers

NOMA as an add-on of OMA, which yields the following

two benefits [11]. One is to shed light on the design of a

unified framework for next-generation multiple access, and

the other is to develop a vision for how NOMA can be

integrated into existing wireless systems, which are based on

OMA. We note that there are some existing works that have

recognized the importance of allowing NOMA and OMA to

co-exist. For example, in [12]–[16], user clustering has been

carried out, where NOMA was implemented among the users

within the same cluster and OMA was used to avoid inter-

cluster interference. Similarly, in [17]–[19], various schemes

have been proposed to ensure that a user can intelligently

switch between the NOMA and OMA modes. While these

existing approaches might realize a sophisticated coexistence

between NOMA and OMA, they cannot ensure that NOMA

is used as a simple add-on of OMA, which causes major
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the key idea of hybrid NOMA transmission.

disruptions to OMA based legacy networks, i.e., these NOMA

approaches cannot be straightforwardly implemented in the

currently deployed OMA networks.

Hybrid NOMA, a concept originally developed in mobile

edge computing (MEC) networks [20]–[22], can ensure that

NOMA is implemented as an effective add-on of OMA. The

key idea of hybrid NOMA can be illustrated by the four-user

example shown in Fig. 1. In particular, with conventional time

division multiple access (TDMA), the four users, denoted by

Um, 1 ≤ m ≤ 4, are served in four time slots individually,

as shown in Fig. 1(a). By using hybrid NOMA, the four

users are still scheduled to finish their data transmission as

in OMA, i.e., Um finishes its transmission by the end of

the m-th time slot, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Unlike TDMA,

the use of hybrid NOMA ensures that a user can also use

the time slots which are allocated to other users in TDMA,

e.g., U4 can use not only its own TDMA time slot, i.e., the

fourth time slot, but also the second and third time slots which

belong exclusively to U2 and U3 in TDMA. Because the users

have more flexibility to transmit, naturally hybrid NOMA can

outperform TDMA. Time-slot allocation for hybrid NOMA

can be effectively accomplished by applying multi-time-slot

power allocation. This is beneficial from the optimization

perspective, since the optimal solution of power allocation is

less challenging to obtain compared to time-slot allocation

which is an integer programming problem. We note that

this multi-time-slot optimization feature makes hybrid NOMA

different from the existing single-time-slot non-hybrid NOMA

schemes considered in [6]–[9], [11].

Because hybrid NOMA was originally developed for MEC,

all existing works on hybrid NOMA focused on uplink trans-

mission. In particular, the use of hybrid NOMA ensures that

multiple users can cooperate with each other for offloading

(or transmiting) their computation tasks to a base station

[20]. As shown in [20]–[22], if the energy consumption of

MEC offloading is used as the performance metric, uplink

hybrid NOMA yields better performance than pure NOMA,

and for the two-user special case, hybrid NOMA is shown to

outperform OMA if one user’s task deadline is less than two

times of the other user’s task deadline. Uplink hybrid NOMA

has also been shown to outperform OMA, if energy efficiency

is used as the performance metric [23], [24]. The performance

of uplink hybrid NOMA can be further improved by applying

intelligent reflecting surfaces and deep reinforcement learning

as shown in [25], [26]. The use of uplink hybrid NOMA
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has also been shown to be beneficial to improve the secrecy

performance of MEC offloading [27].

Unlike the aforementioned uplink hybrid NOMA works, this

paper aims to design downlink hybrid NOMA transmission.

The contributions of this paper are listed as follows:

• For the single-input single-output (SISO) scenario, i.e.,

both the base station and the users are equipped with a

single antenna, a new hybrid NOMA assisted downlink

transmission scheme is proposed. In particular, it is

assumed that there exists a TDMA based legacy network,

and with hybrid NOMA, the users are encouraged to use

the time slots which they would not have access to in

TDMA. In addition, a multi-objective energy consump-

tion minimization problem is formulated, and solved by

using successive resource allocation [20].

• The properties of the obtained power allocation solutions

are analyzed to unveil the important features of hybrid

NOMA downlink transmission. For example, for the case

that the users’ channel gains are ordered and the durations

of their time slots are the same, downlink hybrid NOMA

is shown to always outperform OMA. This conclusion

is different from the one previously reported for the

uplink case [22]. In addition, the obtained analytical

results show that it is optimal for each user to use the

same transmit power across all NOMA time slots, and

the users’ accumulated transmit powers on different time

slots are the same. Furthermore, the solution obtained

from successive resource allocation is shown to be a

Pareto-optimal solution of the formulated multi-objective

energy minimization problem.

• The developed downlink SISO hybrid NOMA scheme is

then extended to the multiple-input single-output (MISO)

scenario, i.e., the base station has multiple antennas and

each user is equipped with a single antenna. Unlike the

SISO network, the legacy downlink MISO network is

based on both TDMA and space-division multiple access

(SDMA). In particular, it is assumed that there exist two

groups of users, where the users in each group are served

simultaneously via SDMA, and TDMA is used to avoid

inter-group interference. In order to ensure the compati-

bility to the legacy network, downlink hybrid NOMA is

used to realizes beam sharing, i.e., one group of users

can use the spatial beams preconfigured for the other

group of users. In order to demonstrate the feasibility

of hybrid NOMA, near-field downlink transmission is

considered as an illustrative example, as in general the

accurate beamfocusing in near-field communications can

make beam sharing difficult.

• For the MISO scenario, an energy consumption mini-

mization problem is first formulated. Compared to the

case of SISO downlink hybrid NOMA, the considered

energy minimization problem in the MISO case is more

challenging. This is due to the fact that beam sharing

leads to potential inter-beam interference, which makes

the formulated energy minimization problem non-convex.

By applying successive convex approximation (SCA), a

low-complexity sub-optimal power allocation solution is

obtained and shown to outperform the OMA solution for

various simulation setups.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In

Section II, the SISO scenario is considered, where the design

of downlink hybrid NOMA transmission is studied, and the

properties of SISO hybrid NOMA power allocation are un-

veiled. In Sections III, the MISO scenario is focused on, where

the combination of SDMA and NOMA is investigated, and

an energy consumption minimization problem is formulated

and solved. In Section IV, simulation results are presented to

demonstrate the performance of hybrid NOMA, and the paper

is concluded in Section V.

II. DOWNLINK SISO HYBRID NOMA TRANSMISSION

In this section, the application of hybrid NOMA in SISO

downlink transmission is studied. Due to the simplicity of

the SISO scenario, an insightful understanding of the key

features of hybrid NOMA assisted downlink transmission can

be obtained as will be shown in the following.

A. Description of SISO Hybrid NOMA Transmission

Consider the scenario with a legacy SISO TDMA network

with M users, denoted by Um, where the base station serves

Um in the m-th time slot, denoted by Tm. The key idea of

hybrid NOMA is to encourage spectrum sharing among the

users, where a user can have access to multiple time slots,

as shown in Fig. 1. For illustrative purposes, it is assumed

that in Ti, (M − i + 1) users, i.e., Um, i ≤ m ≤ M , are

served simultaneously. For example, in T1, all M users are

served simultaneously, whereas in TM , only UM is served 1.

Therefore, in Ti, Um receives the following signal:

ym,i = hm

M
∑

j=i

√

Pj,isj,i + nm,i, (1)

where hm, Pm,i, sm,i, and nm,i denote Um’s channel gain,

transmit power, transmit signal and received noise in Ti,

respectively. Quasi-static fading is assumed, i.e., each user’s

channel gain remains constant within one time frame consist-

ing of M time slots. Furthermore, the base station is assumed

to have access to the users’ channel state information (CSI). In

practice, this CSI assumption can be realized by asking each

user to first perform channel estimation based on the pilot

signals broadcasted by the base station, and then feed the CSI

back to the base station via a reliable feedback channel.

In Ti, Um observes the signals of (M−i+1) users, and the

following successive interference cancellation (SIC) is carried

out. In particular, in each time slot, UM ’s signal is always the

first to be decoded, then UM−1’s signal is decoded. In other

words, a descending decoding order is used, e.g., Um’s signal

is decoded before Uj’s, m > j. This descending decoding

order ensures that in Tm, Um’s signal can be decoded in

the last SIC stage without interference, i.e., as if Um solely

occupied Tm via OMA.

1How the users are scheduled depends on their quality of service require-
ments, the priority of the network traffic, and the features of the legacy
network. For example, for MEC applications, the users can be ordered
according to the urgency of their computation tasks.
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Given this SIC decoding order, in Ti, Uk can decode Um’s

signal with the following achievable data rate 2:

Rk
m,i = log

(

1 +
|hk|2Pm,i

|hk|2
∑m−1

j=i Pj,i + 1

)

, (2)

for i ≤ k ≤ m and 1 ≤ i ≤ m, where the noise power

is assumed to be normalized. As a result, by using hybrid

NOMA, the achievable data rate of Um at Ti is give by

Rm,i = min
{

Ri
m,i, · · · , Rm

m,i

}

. (3)

Remark 1: Downlink hybrid NOMA is a general framework,

of which conventional OMA is a special case. In particular,

Um can choose Pm,i = 0, i ≤ m, and Pm,m 6= 0. This

means that Um uses Tm only and hence pure OMA is adopted

since Tm is allocated to Um in OMA, as illustrated in Fig.

1(a). By adjusting the power allocation coefficients, Pm,i, the

use of downlink hybrid NOMA can ensure that each user

fully benefits from the advantages of both NOMA and OMA

transmissions.

B. Power Allocation for SISO Hybrid NOMA Transmission

The users’ energy consumption will be used as the metric

for performance evaluation, as explained in the following.

With downlink hybrid NOMA, each user can have access to

multiple time slots, but an improper use of these time slots

can lead to a surge in energy consumption, e.g., when a user’s

transmit power was mistakenly chosen to be large in a time

slot when its channel condition is poor.

The energy minimization problem considered in this paper

can be formulated as follows:

min
Pm,i≥0

E ,
[

E1 · · · EM

]T
(P1a)

s.t.

m
∑

i=1

Rm,iT ≥ Nb, 1 ≤ m ≤M, (P1b)

where it is assumed that each user needs to receive the same

amount of data nats, denoted by Nb, Em =
∑m

i=1 Pm,iT , and

T denotes the duration of each time slot.

Problem (P1) is a multi-objective optimization problem,

and hence challenging to solve. As pointed out in [20], the

successive nature of SIC can be used to carry out successive

resource allocation, as described in the following. In particular,

U1’s power allocation coefficient, P1,1, is first optimized, by

assuming that the other users’ parameters are fixed. Then,

Um’s power allocation coefficients, Pm,i, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, can be

optimized by assuming Uj ’s coefficients are fixed, j > i. The

optimality of successive resource allocation will be discussed

later after the closed-form expressions of the optimal power

allocation coefficients are obtained.

2For notational simplicity, it is assumed that
∑m−1

j=m Pj,i = 0, and the

natural logarithm is used for the data rate expressions.

By using this successive resource allocation approach, Um’s

power allocation coefficients can be obtained by solving the

following simplified optimization problem:

min
Pm,i≥0

m
∑

i=1

Pm,i (P2a)

s.t.

m
∑

i=1

Rm,i ≥ R, (P2b)

where R = Nb

T
. It is straightforward to show that problem (P2)

is a convex optimization problem, and hence can be solved by

using off-shelf optimization solvers. However, it is challenging

to obtain a closed-form expression for the optimal solution of

problem (P2), mainly due to the dynamic nature of hybrid

NOMA power allocation. For example, Um might choose to

transmit in a few non-consecutive time slots, and keep silent

in the other time slots.

C. Properties of SISO Hybrid NOMA Power Allocation

In order to obtain an insightful understanding of the prop-

erties of downlink hybrid NOMA, two power allocation solu-

tions for two special cases are provided. The first case is the

pure OMA solution, PO
m,m = eR−1

|hm|2 and PO
m,i = 0 for i < m.

We note that the OMA solution is always a feasible solution

of problem (P2), but not necessarily the optimal solution. The

solution for the second case of interest is presented in the

following lemma.

Lemma 1. Without the constraint of PH
m,i ≥ 0, an optimal

solution for the energy minimization problem shown in (P2) is

given by

PH
m,i =







eR

∏m

p=1
|h̄m|2

|h̄m|2 ∑m−1
j=p

Pj,p+1







1
m

−
m−1
∑

j=i

PH
j,i −

1

|h̄m,i|2
,

(4)

where |h̄m,i|2 = min
{

|hi|2, · · · , |hm|2
}

.

Proof. See Appendix A.

Because Lemma 1 is obtained by omitting the constraint

Pm,i ≥ 0, it is possible that PH
m,i ≤ 0, i.e., Lemma 1 cannot

be used for the general case. Instead, off-shelf optimization

solvers should be used for the general case to find the optimal

solution of problem (P2). The remainder of the section is

to show that PH
m,i > 0 holds in (4) for the special case,

when the users’ channel gains are ordered. The fact that

PH
m,i > 0 is significant since it means that Lemma 1 yields the

optimal solution of problem (P2), and downlink hybrid NOMA

outperforms OMA. To facilitate the performance analysis,

an important feature of hybrid NOMA power allocation is

established first.

Lemma 2. Consider the special case when the users are

ordered according to their channel gains (i.e., |hm|2 >
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|hm+1|2). If the downlink hybrid NOMA power allocation in

(4) is adopted by Ui, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, the following equality holds

m
∑

i=1

PH
i,1 = · · · =

m
∑

i=m−1

PH
i,m−1 = PH

m,m. (5)

Proof. See Appendix B.

Remark 2: The term
∑m

i=j P
H
i,j can be viewed as the

accumulated interference in the j-th time slot. Lemma 2

reveals that the use of downlink hybrid NOMA ensures that the

accumulated interference in different time slots is identical. A

conclusion similar to Lemma 2 has been previously reported

for hybrid NOMA uplink transmission [20]–[22].

With the help of Lemma 2, the optimality of the downlink

hybrid NOMA power allocation in Lemma 1 can be estab-

lished as shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 3. For the considered special case with ordered

channel gains, the solution shown in Lemma 1 is an optimal

solution of problem (P2).

Proof. See Appendix C.

We note that Lemma 3 is not sufficient to show the

superiority of downlink hybrid NOMA over OMA, since the

OMA solution could also be an optimal solution of problem

(P2).

Lemma 4. For the considered special case with ordered

channel gains, there exists a single optimal solution for

problem (P2).

Proof. See Appendix D.

Based on Lemmas 3 and 4, the following corollary can be

obtained straightforwardly.

Corollary 1. For the considered special case with ordered

channel gains, downlink hybrid NOMA always outperforms

OMA.

Remark 3: Corollary 1 shows that there is a unique dif-

ference between uplink and downlink hybrid NOMA. In

particular, for the scenario considered in Corollary 1, uplink

OMA outperforms uplink hybrid NOMA, as illustrated by

the following two-user example. Similar to problem (P1),

an energy minimization problem for hybrid NOMA uplink

transmission can be formulated as follows:

min P2,1 + P2,2 (P3a)

s.t. log

(

1 +
|h2|2P2,1

|h1|2P1,1 + 1

)

+ log
(

1 + |h2|2P2,2

)

≥ R.

(P3b)

By applying the Karush–Kuhn–Tucker (KKT) conditions, the

optimal solutions of problem (P3) are give by [28]

P2,1 =

(

eR
(

|h1|2P1,1 + 1
)

|h2|2

)
1
2

− |h1|2P1,1 + 1

|h2|2
, (6)

P2,2 =

(

eR
(

|h1|2P1,1 + 1
)

|h2|2

)
1
2

− 1

|h2|2
.

It is straightforward to show that P2,1 = 0 since

P2,1 =

(

eReR

|h2|2
)

1
2

− eR

|h2|2
= 0, (7)

i.e., U2 chooses the OMA mode, where the last step follows

from the fact that P1,1 needs to satisfy the following equality:

log
(

|h1|2P1,1 + 1
)

= R. As pointed out in [20]–[22], uplink

hybrid NOMA can achieve a significant performance gain over

OMA, if the durations of different time slots are different. This

conclusion does not contradict the one made in this paper,

since Corollary 1 is obtained by assuming that the durations

of all time slots are the same.

Lemma 3 shows that the solution provided in Lemma 1 is

the optimal solution of problem (P2). By using this conclusion

and following steps similar to those in the proof of [20, Lemma

6], the following corollary can be obtained.

Corollary 2. For the considered special case with ordered

channel gains, the downlink hybrid NOMA power allocation

solution obtained in Lemma 1 is a Pareto optimal solution of

the multi-objective optimization problem shown in (P1).

III. DOWNLINK MISO HYBRID NOMA TRANSMISSION

In this section, the downlink SISO hybrid NOMA scheme

developed in the previous section is extended to the MISO

scenario. Unlike the SISO network, the legacy MISO network

is based on both TDMA and SDMA. In particular, it is

assumed that there exist two groups of users, denoted by G1

and G2, respectively, where the users in each group are served

simultaneously via SDMA, and TDMA is used to avoid inter-

group interference, i.e., the users in G1 are scheduled to be

served earlier than those in G2. Similar to the SISO case, a

user in G2 can have access to the time slots which belong to G1.

Unlike in the SISO case, the base station also needs to decide

whether to design new beamforming vectors for the users in

G2 during the time slots which belong to the users in G1 [11].

In order to avoid any disruptions to the legacy network, beam

sharing is used, i.e., the spatial beams preconfigured for the

users in G1 are used to serve the users in G2.

The importance of near-field communications in future

wireless networks motivates the use of the near-field channel

model as an illustrative example. We note that for conven-

tional far-field beamforming, the concept of beam-sharing is

straightforward, since many users can share the same beam-

steering vector and hence can be served by a single far-field

beam [1]. However, the accurate beamfocusing in near-field

communications can make beam sharing difficult, which is

another motivation for using near-field beamforming for the

feasibility study of hybrid NOMA in downlink MISO systems.

A. Near-Field Communication System Model

Consider a near-field MISO downlink network, where a base

station is equipped with an N -antenna uniform linear array

(ULA). There are M and K single-antenna users in G1 and

and G2, respectively, which are denoted by UG1
m and UG2

k ,

respectively. The scenario studied in [29] is a special case with

K = 1. Similar to [29], the ULA is assumed to be placed
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at the center of a 2-dimensional plane. By using Cartesian

coordinates, the locations of UG1
m , UG2

k , the center of the ULA,

and the n-th element of the ULA are denoted by ψG1
m , ψG2

k ,

ψ0, and ψn, respectively.

It is assumed that UG1
k ’s distance to the base station is much

smaller than the Rayleigh distance. Therefore, the resolution

of the beamformers of the users in G1 is almost perfect, i.e.,

the users’ channel vectors are almost orthogonal to each other,

which makes the implementation of beamfocusing possible for

the users in G1 [30], [31]. On the other hand, the UG2
k could

be far-field users, or near-field users whose distances to the

base station are larger than those of the users in G1.

B. An MSIO OMA Benchmark

It is assumed that UG1
k and UG2

k cannot be simultaneously

served by SDMA, which motivates the considered OMA

benchmarking scheme based on the combination of SDMA

and TDMA3. In particular, the OMA transmission consists of

two phases. During the first phase which consists of M time

slots, the base station serves the M users in G1 simultaneously

via SDMA, and the observation at UG1
m is given by

yG1
m = hH

m

M
∑

m=1

√
PG1wG1

m sG1
m + nG1

m , (8)

where nG1
m denotes the additive white Gaussian noise

with normalized power, sG1
m denotes the symbol intended

for UG1
m , each users in G1 is assumed to have the

same transmit power, denoted by PG1, wG1
m denotes the

user’s beamforming vector, the spherical channel model

is adopted, i.e., hm =
√
NαG1

m b
(

ψG1
m

)

, b (ψ) =

1√
N

[

e−j 2π
λw

|ψ−ψ1| · · · e−j 2π
λw

|ψ−ψN |
]T

, λw denotes the

wavelength, and αG1
m = λw

4π|ψG1
m −ψ0| [32]–[35]. Similar to the

previous section, the base station is assumed to have access

to the users’ CSI. Therefore, UG1
m ’s data rate in OMA can be

expressed as:

R̄G1
m = log

(

1 +
PG1|hH

mwG1
m |2

PG1
∑M

i=1,i6=m |hH
mwG1

i |2 + 1

)

. (9)

The second phase of OMA transmission consists of K time

slots, where the users in G2, UG2
k , are served simultaneously

also via SDMA, and their data rates, denoted by R̄G2
k , are

similar to those of the users in G1, i.e.,

R̄G2
k = log

(

1 +
PG2
k,2 |gH

k wG2
k |2

∑K

i=1,i6=k P
G2
i,2 |gH

k wG2
i |2 + 1

)

, (10)

where gk and wG2
k are defined similar to their counterparts

for the users in G1, and PG2
k,2 denotes the transmit power of

UG2
k during the second phase. Because the use of downlink

hybrid NOMA does not affect the users in G1, we will focus

on optimizing the parameters for the users in G2, i.e., PG1 is

fixed and PG2
k,2 is to be optimized.

3This assumption can be justified if UG1
m and UG2

k
are near-field and far-

field users, respectively, where there will be strong co-channel interference if
the two types of users are served simultaneously. For the case that all users
are near-field users, the assumption can be still justified, if the resolution
between the channels of UG1

m and UG2

k
is not perfect, i.e., their channels are

not perfectly orthogonal to each other [30]–[32].

The assumption that the users in G1 are very close to the

base station makes beamfocusing possible to these users. In

particular, the direction vector of a user’s spherical channel

vector can be used as the user’s beamforming vector, i.e.,

wG1
m = b

(

ψG1
m

)

, and |hH
i wG1

m |2 ≈ 0, for i 6= m, since

the resolution for the near-field users very close to the base

station is almost perfect, i.e., |b
(

ψG1
i

)H
b
(

ψG1
m

)

|2 ≈ 0 [31].

Alternatively, zero-forcing beamforming vector can also be

used by the users in G1, which can ensure that |hH
i wG1

m |2,

i 6= m, is strictly zero, i.e., there is no inter-beam interference.

For the users in G2, conventional zero-forcing beamforming is

used, since beamfocusing cannot be applied due to their large

distances to the base station.

C. Downlink MISO Hybrid NOMA Transmission

By using downlink hybrid NOMA, the UG2
k can have access

to the time slots in the first phase, i.e., the base station

broadcasts the following signals during the first M time slots:

xNOMA =
M
∑

m=1

wG1
m

(

√
PG1sG1

m +
K
∑

k=1

sm,k

√

P̃G2
m,ks

G2
m,k

)

,

(11)

where sG2
m,k denotes the signal sent to UG2

k on wG1
m , sm,k is an

indicator, i.e., sm,k = 1 if UG2
k uses wG1

m , otherwise sm,k = 0,

and P̃G2
m,k is a power allocation coefficient to be optimized.

For illustration purposes, it is assumed that M > K , and

each user in G2 selects a single beam. Denote the index of

the beam used by UG2
k by ik, e.g., ik = 2 means that on

beam wG1
2 , UG2

k is active. Recall that during the first phase,

UG1
ik

is scheduled to be served exclusively on wG1
ik

in TDMA.

Therefore, similar to the previous section, UG1
ik

carries out SIC

by first decoding the signal for UG2
k with the following data

rate:

RG1
ik→k = log

(

1 +
|hH

ik
wG1

ik
|2PG2

k,1

IG1
ik

+ 1

)

, (12)

where PG2
k,1 = P̃G2

ik,k
, and

IG1
ik = PG1

M
∑

m=1

|hH
ikw

G1
m |2 +

∑

j 6=k

|hH
ikw

G1
ij |2PG2

j,1 . (13)

We note that in the considered MISO context, this SIC

decoding order can also be justified by the fact that the

effective channel gain of UG1
ik

, |hH
ik
wG1

ik
|2, is strong since wG1

ik

is tailored to the channel vector of UG1
ik

.

Assume that all the users in G2 have the same target data

rate, denoted by R. We note that if RG1
ik→k

≥ R, UG1
ik

can

successfully remove its partner’s signal and decode its own

signal in the same manner as in OMA, i.e., the data rates for

the users in G1 in NOMA and OMA are the same.

On the other hand, during the first phase, UG2
k decodes its

signal directly with the following data rate:

RG2
k = log

(

1 +
|gH

k wG1
ik

|2PG2
k,1

IG2
k + 1

)

, (14)
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where

IG2
k =PG1

M
∑

m=1

∣

∣gH
k wG1

m

∣

∣

2
+
∑

j 6=k

|gH
k wG1

ij |2PG2
j,1 . (15)

Therefore, in downlink MISO hybrid NOMA, the achievable

data rate for UG2
k is given by

RG2
k,1 =min

{

RG2
k , RG1

ik→k

}

. (16)

During the second phase which consists of K time slots,

SDMA can be employed again to support the K users in G2,

which means that, during the second phase, the data rate of

UG2
k in downlink hybrid NOMA, denoted by RG2

k,2, is the same

as that for OMA, i.e., RG2
k,2 = R̄G2

k shown in (10).

Recall that during the first phase, the users in G2 can use the

beams preconfigured to the users in G1. Hence, beam selection,

i.e., how to choose beam wG1
ik

for UG2
k , is crucial for the

performance of hybrid NOMA. If beamfocusing is used for

beamforming, a user’s beamforming vector is aligned to its

channel vector. According to [30], [31], the resolution of near-

field beamforming can be almost perfect in the angle domain,

but not necessarily in the distance domain. Given the fact

that UG1
m is close to the base station and UG2

k is far away,

UG2
k can select the legacy beam whose angle of departure

is closest to its own one, i.e., ik = arg
m

min |θG2
k − θG1

m |,
where

(

θG2
k , rG2

k

)

denotes the polar coordinates of UG2
k , and

(

θG1
m , rG1

m

)

denotes the polar coordinates of UG1
m . If zero-

forcing based beamforming is used, UG2
k can select the beam

on which the user’s effective channel gain is the largest, i.e.,

ik = arg
m

max |gH
k wG1

m |2.

D. Downlink MISO Hybrid NOMA Power Allocation

Similar to the previous section, an energy minimization

problem can be formulated as follows:

min
PG2

k,i
≥0

K
∑

k=1

(

MTPG2
k,1 +KTPG2

k,2

)

(P4a)

s.t. MTRG2
k,1 +KTRG2

k,2 ≥ TKR, 1 ≤ k ≤ K, (P4b)

where K is used on the right-hand side of (P4b) to highlight

that K time slots are used during the second phase. Similarly

to the SISO scenario, the perfect knowledge of the users’ CSI

is assumed to be available at the base station. In order to gain

a better understanding to the properties of problem (P4), the

users’ data rate expressions need to be simplified as follows.

First, RG2
k can be written as the following explicit function

of the power allocation coefficients:

RG2
k = log

(

1 +
gk,kP

G2
k,1

∑

j 6=k gk,jP
G2
j,1 + bk

)

, (17)

where gk,j =
∣

∣gH
k wG1

ij

∣

∣

2
, and bk = PG1

∑M
m=1

∣

∣gH
k wG1

m

∣

∣

2
+

1. Similarly, both RG1
ik→k

and RG2
k,2 can be expressed as the

following explicit functions of PG2
k,1 and PG2

k,2 :

RG1
ik→k = log

(

1 +
hk,kP

G2
k,1

∑

j 6=k hk,jP
G2
j,1 + dk

)

, (18)

RG2
k,2 = log

(

1 +
ck,kP

G2
k,2

∑K
i=1,i6=k ck,iP

G2
i,2 + 1

)

,

where hk,j = |hH
ik
wG1

ij
|2, dk = PG1

∑M

m=1 |hH
ik
wG1

m |2 + 1,

and ck,i =
∣

∣gH
k wG2

i

∣

∣

2
.

1) OMA Power Allocation: By assuming that UG2
k does

not use the time slots in the first phase, i.e., PG2
k,1 = 0, the

considered hybrid NOMA optimization problem is degraded

to a simple OMA case, as follows:

min
PG2

k,2
≥0

K
∑

k=1

PG2
k,2 (P5a)

s.t. KRG2
k,2 ≥ KR, 1 ≤ k ≤ K, (P5b)

which can be recast by using the simplified expressions of

RG2
k,2 as follows:

min
PG2

k,2
≥0

K
∑

k=1

PG2
k,2 (P6a)

s.t.
ck,kP

G2
k,2

∑K

i=1,i6=k ck,iP
G2
i,2 + 1

≥ eR − 1, 1 ≤ k ≤ K.

(P6b)

It is straightforward to show that problem (P6) is a convex

optimization problem, and hence can be solved efficiently by

applying off-shelf optimization solvers.

2) Downlink Hybrid NOMA Power Allocation: While the

power allocation problem can be easily solved for the OMA

case, it is more challenging to solve the general downlink

hybrid NOMA problem which can be rewritten as follows:

min
PG2

k,i
≥0

K
∑

k=1

(

MPG2
k,1 +KPG2

k,2

)

(P7a)

s.t.
M

K
log

(

1 +
hk,kP

G2
k,1

∑

j 6=k hk,jP
G2
j,1 + dk

)

+ (P7b)

log

(

1 +
ck,kP

G2
k,2

∑K

i=1,i6=k ck,iP
G2
i,2 + 1

)

≥ R, 1 ≤ k ≤ K

M

K
log

(

1 +
gk,kP

G2
k,1

∑

j 6=k gk,jP
G2
j,1 + bk

)

+ (P7c)

log

(

1 +
ck,kP

G2
k,2

∑K

i=1,i6=k ck,iP
G2
i,2 + 1

)

≥ R, 1 ≤ k ≤ K.

Unlike the OMA problem in (P6), problem (P7) is non-convex,

mainly due to the fact that the optimization variables appear

in both the numerators and the denominators of the fractions

in (P7b) and (P7c).

In the literature, SCA has been shown to be effective

for tackling the non-convex constraints shown in (P7b) and

(P7c) [36]. To facilitate the implementation of SCA, the

following vectors are defined: p =
[

PG2
1,1 · · · PG2

K,1

]T
and

e =
[

PG2
1,2 · · · PG2

K,2

]T
, which means that constraint (P7c)

can be rewritten as follows:

M log
(

ḡT
k p+ bk

)

−M log
(

g̃T
k p+ bk

)

+K log
(

cTk e+ 1
)

−K log
(

c̃Tk e+ 1
)

≥ KR, (19)

where ḡk =
[

gk,1 · · · gk,K
]T

, the k-th element of g̃k is

zero, the other elements of g̃k are the same as those of ḡk,
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ck =
[

ck,1 · · · ck,K
]T

, and c̃k is constructed in a similar

manner as g̃k by using the elements of ck.
Therefore, at the i-th iteration of SCA, constraint (P7c) can

be approximated as follows:

M

K
log

(

ḡ
T
k p+ bk

)

−
M

K
log

(

g̃
T
k pi−1 + bk

)

+
M

K

g̃T
k (p− pi−1)

g̃T
k p+ bk

+ log
(

c
T
k e+ 1

)

− log
(

c̃
T
k ei−1 + 1

)

+
c̃Tk (e− ei−1)

c̃Tk ei−1 + 1
≥ R,

(20)

where pi−1 and ei−1 are obtained from the (i−1)-th iteration.

Similarly, constraint (P7b) can be first recast as follows:

M log
(

h̄T
k p+ dk

)

−M log
(

h̃T
k p+ dk

)

+K log
(

cTk e+ 1
)

−K log
(

c̃Tk e+ 1
)

≥ KR, (21)

where h̄k =
[

hk,1 · · · hk,K
]T

, and h̃k is the same as h̄k

except its k-th element being zero. Again, at the i-th iteration
of SCA, constraint (P7b) can be approximated as follows:

M

K
log

(

h̄
T
k p+ dk

)

−
M

K
log

(

h̃
T
k pi−1 + dk

)

+
M

K

h̃T
k (p− pi−1)

h̃T
k p+ dk

+ log
(

c
T
k e+ 1

)

− log
(

c̃
T
k ei−1 + 1

)

+
c̃Tk (e− ei−1)

c̃Tk ei−1 + 1
≥ R.

(22)

SCA can be carried out iteratively to obtain a suboptimal

solution of problem (P7), where the i-th stage of the SCA

algorithm requires solving the following convex optimization

problem:

min
p,e≥0

M1T
Kp+K1T

Ke (P8a)

s.t.
M

K
log
(

h̄T
k p+ dk

)

− M

K
log
(

h̃T
k pi−1 + dk

)

(P8b)

+
M

K

h̃T
k (p− pi−1)

h̃T
k p+ dk

+ log
(

cTk e+ 1
)

− log
(

c̃Tk ei−1 + 1
)

+
c̃Tk (e− ei−1)

c̃Tk ei−1 + 1
≥ R, 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

M

K
log
(

ḡT
k p+ bk

)

− M

K
log
(

g̃T
k pi−1 + bk

)

(P8c)

+
M

K

g̃T
k (p− pi−1)

g̃T
k p+ bk

+ log
(

cTk e+ 1
)

− log
(

c̃Tk ei−1 + 1
)

+
c̃Tk (e− ei−1)

c̃Tk ei−1 + 1
≥ R, 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

where 1K is a K × 1 all-one vector.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

The performance of downlink hybrid NOMA transmission

for SISO and MISO systems is evaluated in the following two

subsections, respectively.

A. Downlink SISO Hybrid NOMA Transmission

In Fig. 2, the total energy consumption realized by the

proposed downlink hybrid NOMA scheme is shown as a

function of R, where the performance of OMA is also shown

as a benchmark. For Fig. 2, the users’ channels are assumed

1 2 3 4 5
0

200

400

600

800

(a) Special case with ordered channel gains

1 2 3 4 5
0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

800

900

(b) General case with unordered channel gains

Fig. 2. The total energy consumption realized by the considered transmission
schemes in the SISO case.

to be independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) complex

Gaussian random variables with zero mean and unit variance4.

Fig. 2(a) focused on the special case that the users’ channel

gains are ordered, and Fig. 2(b) focuses on the general case

that the users’ channel gains are not ordered. For the case

with the ordered channel gains, the simulation results are

obtained by applying optimization solvers to solve problem

(P2), and the analytical results are obtained by applying

the hybrid NOMA solution provided in Lemma 1. For the

general case with unordered channel gains, only simulation

results are presented. The two figures in Fig. 2 show that the

use of downlink hybrid NOMA can reduce the total energy

consumption significantly, compared to OMA, particularly

for large R. Fig. 2(a) also shows that the analytical results

perfectly match the simulation results, which verifies Corollary

1, i.e., for the special case with ordered channel gains, hybrid

NOMA power allocation is the optimal solution of problem

(P2) and outperforms OMA.

In Figs. 3 and 4, the properties of hybrid NOMA power

allocation are studied by focusing on a deterministic case

with hm = m, 1 ≤ m ≤ M . In particular, Fig. 3(a)

shows that the accumulated interference from the first m

users at different time slots is identical, i.e.,
∑m

j=1 Pj,1 =

4With complex-Gaussian fading, the average energy consumption can be
infinite, as explained in the following. Take OMA as an example, where

the average energy consumption of UG1
m is E

{

eR−1

|hm|2

}

, which is infinite

since E
{

1

x

}

→ ∞ for exponentially distributed x, where E {·} denotes the

expectation. Therefore, in the simulation, a constraint of |hm|2 ≥ 0.01 is
imposed to avoid this singularity issue.
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TS1 TS2 TS3 TS4 TS5

U1

U5

U2

U3

U4

I
m

,i

(a) Accumulated interference from the first m users in Ti -
Im,i =

∑m
j=i Pj,i

TS1 TS2 TS3 TS4 TS5

U1

U5

U2

U3

U4

P
m

,i

(b) Um’s power allocation in Ti - Pm,i

Fig. 3. An illustration of the properties of hybrid NOMA power allocation.
hm = m, 1 ≤ m ≤ M , and R = 2 nats per channel use (NPCU).

Fig. 4. Verification for the optimality of the hybrid NOMA solution shown
in Lemma 1, where hm = m, 1 ≤ m ≤ M , and R = 2 NPCU.

· · · = ∑m
j=m−1 Pj,m−1 = Pm,m, which confirms Lemma 2.

Fig. 3(b) shows the users’ power allocation coefficients in

different time slots, and demonstrates that Um will use the

same transmit power during the first (m − 1) time slots, i.e,

the NOMA time slots. As discussed in the proof of Lemma 3,

the observation from Fig. 3(a) is the reason for the observation

from Fig. 3(b). Take U5 as an example. Fig. 3(a) shows that

the interferences experienced by U5 in the first 4 time slots,

i.e., the yellow bars, are same. Furthermore, we note that U5’s

channel gains in these time slots are assumed to be the same,

which means that U5 naturally uses the same transmit powers

during the first 4 time slots. In Fig. 4, the hybrid NOMA power

allocation solution in Lemma 1 is shown to perfectly match

the solution obtained by an exhaustive search, which verifies

the closed-form expression of the optimal power allocation

solution shown in Lemma 1.

20 40 60 80 100
5

10

15

20

25

30

(a) R = 5 NPCU

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0

20

40

60

80

100

120

(b) N = 257

Fig. 5. The total energy consumption realized by the considered transmission
schemes in the MISO case. The users in G1, UG1

m , are uniformly located in
the half-ring with radius 10 m and 50 m. The users in G2, UG2

k
, are at fixed

locations 200 m away from the base station, and their angles are equally
spaced between −π

3
and π

3
. K = 3 and PG1

= 10 dBm.

B. Downlink MISO Hybrid NOMA Transmission

In this subsection, the performance of downlink MISO

hybrid NOMA transmission is focused on, where the carrier

frequency is set to 28 GHz, and the antenna spacing is half

of the wavelength. In Fig. 5, the total energy consumption

realized by the considered transmission schemes is illustrated,

by assuming that the users in G1 are randomly located in the

half-ring with radius 10 m and 50 m. The users in G2, UG2
k ,

are at fixed locations 200 m away from the base station, and

their angles are equally spaced between −π
3 and π

3 . The two

sub-figures of Fig. 5 demonstrate that the use of downlink

hybrid NOMA can realize a significant performance gain over

OMA, particularly if the size of G1 and the target data rate

are large. Fig. 5(a) shows that the use of more antennas can

reduce the energy consumption for both OMA and hybrid

NOMA, where the performance gap between the two schemes

is increased if there are more users in G1. Fig. 5(b) shows

that when the target data rate is small, the performance gain

of downlink hybrid NOMA over OMA is small. This is due

to the fact that for small target data rates, the time slots

available in the second phase are sufficient to serve UG2
k , and

there is no need to employ NOMA and have access to the

time slots in the first phase. In addition, Fig. 5 shows that

beamfocusing outperforms zero-forcing based beamforming,

which is consistent with the conclusion made in [29].

In Fig. 6 and Table I, a deterministic scenario is considered

in order to reveal a few interesting properties of downlink
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TABLE I
TOTAL ENERGY CONSUMPTION FOR THE CONSIDERED DETERMINISTIC SCENARIO OF rG1 = 50 M.

R 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

OMA, BF 0.1692 0.6665 2.4081 22.5109 ∞ ∞ ∞
H-NOMA, BF 0.1569 0.3684 0.6103 0.8871 1.2043 1.5678 1.9849

OMA, ZF 0.1678 0.6240 1.864 5.234 14.397 39.3052 107.0106

H-NOMA, ZF 0.1568 0.3675 0.6075 0.8810 1.1926 1.5476 1.9521

2 4 6 8
0

2

4

6

8

10

(a) rG1 = 50 m

2 4 6 8
0

2

4

6

8

10

(b) rG1 = 100 m

Fig. 6. A deterministic study of the total energy consumption realized by
the considered transmission schemes. The users in G1, UG1

m , are at fixed
locations rG1 m away from the base station, and their angles are equally
spaced by π

2M
. The users in G2, UG2

k
, are 200 m away from the base station,

where θG1

k
= θG2

k
,
(

θG2

k
, rG2

k

)

denotes the polar coordinates of UG1
m , and

(

θG1
m , rG1

k

)

denotes the polar coordinates of UG1

M
. M = 20, K = 3, and

PG1
= 10 dBm.

hybrid NOMA for near-field communications. In particular,

the users in G1, UG1
m , are at fixed locations rG1 m away from

the base station, and their angles are equally spaced by π
2M .

The users in G2, UG2
k , are 200 m away from the base station,

where θG1
k = θG2

k . Fig. 6 is based on the use of beamfocusing,

and demonstrates that the use of hybrid NOMA can reduce the

energy consumption of OMA significantly, which is consistent

to the observations made in Fig. 5. Comparing the two sub-

figures of Fig. 6, an interesting observation is that for the case

of rG1 = 50 m, the use of more antennas at the base station

degrades the performance of downlink hybrid NOMA. This

is due to the fact that the users in G1 are very close to the

base station, and hence for large numbers of antennas, the

resolution of near-field beamforming is almost perfect, i.e.,

the orthogonality among the users’ channel vectors is almost

perfect, and one user’s beamfocusing based beam covers a

small area centered at the user. As a result, it is challenging

for a user in G2 to find a suitable legacy beam, which

leads to the performance loss of downlink hybrid NOMA.

However, when rG1 is increased from 50 m to 100 m, the

resolution of near-field beamforming becomes poor, which

introduces the opportunity for beam sharing among the users.

In Table I, it is shown that for rG1 = 50 m, beamfocusing

and zero-forcing beamforming achieve practically the same

performance, which is again due to the fact that the users in

G1 are very close to the base station, and hence their channel

vectors are almost orthogonal. An interesting observation from

the table is that for OMA, the use of beamfocusing can lead

to infinite energy consumption, as explained in the following.

Recall that in OMA, UG2
k has to rely on the time slots in

the second phase, and its achievable data rate is given by

RG2
k,2 = log

(

1 +
ck,kP

G2
k,2∑

K
i=1,i6=k

ck,iP
G2
i,2

+1

)

. With beamfocusing,

the inter-beam terms, ck,i, are not zero, which means that there

exists an upper bound on RG2
k,2. When the target data rate is

larger than this upper bound, there is no feasible solution for

PG2
k,2 to realize the large target dada rate. However, by using

hybrid NOMA, the user can have access to those time slots in

the first phase as well, which avoids the singularity suffered by

OMA and reveals an important advantage of downlink hybrid

NOMA.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, hybrid NOMA assisted downlink transmission

schemes have been developed for SISO and MISO systems,

respectively. For downlink SISO systems, analytical results

were derived to reveal several important properties of hybrid

NOMA power allocation. For example, in the case that users’

channel gains are ordered and the durations of all time slots

are the same, downlink hybrid NOMA was shown to always

outperform OMA, which is different from the conclusions

obtained for uplink hybrid NOMA transmission. For downlink

MISO systems, near-field communication was considered to

illustrate how NOMA can be used as an add-on in legacy

networks based on SDMA and TDMA. Simulation results

were presented to verify the developed analytical results and

demonstrate the superior performance of downlink hybrid

NOMA over conventional OMA. In this paper, MISO hybrid

NOMA was implemented between two groups of users, where

an important direction for future research is to study how

MISO hybrid NOMA can be extended to the case with

more than two groups of users. In addition, MISO hybrid

NOMA was considered for an ideal near-field system. Thus, an

important direction for future research is the consideration of

the impact of practical issues, such as non-line-of-sight paths

and hybrid beamforming, on the design of downlink hybrid

NOMA.

APPENDIX A

PROOF FOR LEMMA 1

It is straightforward to show that U1’s power allocation is

the same as that for OMA, i.e., P1,1 = POMA
1 . Therefore, the

case of m > 1 is focused on in this proof.



10

Recall that Rm,i = min
{

Ri
m,i, · · · , Rm

m,i

}

. We note that

f(x) , ax
bx+1 is a monotonically increasing function of x, for

positive a, b and x. By using this observation and the fact that

|h̄m,i|2 = min
{

|hi|2, · · · , |hm|2
}

, the expression for Rm,i

can be simplified, and problem (P2) can be recast as follows:

min
Pm,i

m
∑

i=1

Pm,i (P9a)

s.t.

m
∑

i=1

log
(

1 + bm,i|h̄m,i|2Pm,i

)

≥ R, (P9b)

where the constraints Pm,i ≥ 0 are omitted, and bm,i =
1

|h̄m,i|2
∑m−1

j=i
Pj,i+1

.

It is straightforward to show that problem (P9) is a convex

optimization problem, and its optimal solution can be found

by applying the KKT conditions. In particular, the Lagrangian

of problem (P9) is given by

L =

m
∑

i=1

Pm,i + λ

(

R−
m
∑

i=1

log
(

1 + bm,i|h̄m,i|2Pm,i

)

)

,

(23)

where λ is the Lagrangian multiplier. The derivative of the

Lagrange is given by

∂L

∂Pm,i

= 1− λ
bm,i|h̄m,i|2

1 + bm,i|h̄m,i|2Pm,i

= 0, (24)

which means that Pi,m can be expressed as follows:

Pm,i = λ−
|h̄m,i|2

∑m−1
j=i Pj,i + 1

|h̄m,i|2
. (25)

The expression for λ can be found by using the following

equality:
∑m

i=1 log
(

1 + bm,i|h̄m,i|2Pm,i

)

= R, which yields

λ =

(

eR
∏m

i=1 bm,i|h̄m,i|2
)

1
m

. (26)

By substituting (26) into (25), the optimal power allocation

solution is given by

Pm,i =

(

eR
∏m

p=1 bm,p|h̄m,i|2

)
1
m

−
|h̄m,i|2

∑m−1
j=i Pj,i + 1

|h̄m,i|2
.

(27)

The proof of the lemma is complete.

APPENDIX B

PROOF FOR LEMMA 2

By using the assumption that the users are ordered according

to their channel gains, i.e., |hm|2 > |hm+1|2, |h̄m,i|2 can be

simplified as follows:

|h̄m,i|2 , min
{

|hi|2, · · · , |hm|2
}

= |hm|2 , γm, (28)

which means that the expression of PH
m,i can be simplified as

follows:

PH
m,i =





eR
∏m

p=1
γm

γm

∑m−1

j=p
PH

j,p
+1





1
m

−
γm
∑m−1

j=i PH
j,i + 1

γm
.

(29)

The lemma can be proved by mathematical induction.

A. The Base Case m = 2

For the special case of m = 2, by using (29), U2’s transmit

power during the first two time slots are given by

PH
2,1 =





eR

γ2
2

γ2P
H
1,1+1





1
2

−
γ2P

H
1,1 + 1

γ2
, (30)

PH
2,2 =





eR

γ2
2

γ2P
H
1,1+1





1
2

− 1

γ2
.

In addition, PH
1,1 = eR−1

γ1
in order to ensure

log
(

1 + γ1P
H
1,1

)

= R.

Therefore, PH
2,1 + PH

1,1 is given by

PH
2,1 + PH

1,1 =





eR

γ2
2

γ2P
H
1,1+1





1
2

−
γ2P

H
1,1 + 1

γ2
+
eR − 1

γ1
(31)

=





eR

γ2
2

γ2P
H
1,1+1





1
2

− 1

γ2
= PH

2,2,

which means that the lemma holds for the base case.

B. Inductive Step

Assume that the lemma holds for the case of m, which

means that
m
∑

i=1

PH
i,1 = · · · =

m
∑

i=m−1

PH
i,m−1 = PH

m,m. (32)

The aim of this section is to show that the lemma also holds

for the case of m+ 1, i.e.,

m+1
∑

i=1

PH
i,1 = · · · =

m+1
∑

i=m

PH
i,m = PH

m+1,m+1. (33)

Recall that Um+1’s transmit power in the first (m+1) time

slots can be written as follows:

PH
m+1,i =





eR
∏m+1

p=1
γm+1

γm+1

∑
m
j=p

PH
j,p

+1





1
m+1

(34)

−
γm+1

∑m

j=i P
H
j,i + 1

γm+1
,

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m+ 1.

We note that PH
m+1,i = PH

m+1,p, for 1 ≤ i, p ≤ m, by using

the assumption made in (32), as explained in the following.

The key observation is that the first term on the right-hand side

of (34) is the same for all PH
m+1,i. Therefore, the conclusion

that PH
m+1,i = PH

m+1,p, for 1 ≤ i, p ≤ m, can be established

if the following equality holds

γm+1

∑m

j=i P
H
j,i + 1

γm+1
=
γm+1

∑m

j=p P
H
j,p + 1

γm+1
, (35)



11

which is true given the assumption made in (32). Because

PH
m+1,i = PH

m+1,p, for 1 ≤ i, p ≤ m, the use of (32) leads to

the following conclusion:

m+1
∑

i=1

PH
i,1 = · · · =

m+1
∑

i=m

PH
i,m, (36)

which proves a part of (33). Therefore, the proof of the lemma

can be completed by showing that
∑m+1

i=1 PH
i,1 = PH

m+1,m+1,

which is challenging to prove directly. We note that Um+1’s

achievable data rates in the first m time slots are identical,

i.e.,

log

(

1 +
γm+1P

H
m+1,i

γm+1

∑m

j=i P
H
j,i

)

= log

(

1 +
γm+1P

H
m+1,p

γm+1

∑m

j=p P
H
j,p

)

,

(37)

since
∑m

j=i P
H
j,i =

∑m

j=p P
H
j,p as shown in (32) and PH

m+1,i =

PH
m+1,p, for 1 ≤ i, p ≤ m. Therefore, the PH

m+1,i, 1 ≤
i ≤ m + 1, are also the optimal solution of the following

optimization problem:

min
Pm+1,1,Pm+1,m+1

mPm+1,1 + Pm+1,m+1 (P10a)

s.t. m log

(

1 +
γm+1Pm+1,1

γm+1

∑m
j=1 Pj,1 + 1

)

+ log (1 + γm+1Pm+1,m+1) ≥ R. (P10b)

The difference between problems (P10) and (P9) is that in

problems (P10), the first m time slots are merged together to

become a single time slot with duration mT . In other words,

problem (P10) can be viewed as a simple two-user case. By

following steps similar to those for solving problem (P9),

the alternative expressions for PH
m+1,1 and PH

m+1,m+1 can be

obtained as follows:

PH
m+1,1 =

(

eR

ψmγm+1

)
1

m+1

− Imγm+1 + 1

γm+1
, (38)

PH
m+1,m+1 =

(

eR

ψmγm+1

)

1
m+1

− 1

γm+1
,

where Im =
∑m

j=1 P
H
j,1 and ψ = γm+1

Imγm+1+1 .

Proving
∑m+1

i=1 PH
i,1 = PH

m+1,m+1 is equivalent to showing

PH
m+1,1 + Im = PH

m+1,m+1, which holds since

PH
m+1,1 + Im =

(

eR

ψmγm+1

)

1
m+1

− Imγm+1 + 1

γm+1
+ Im

(39)

=

(

eR

ψmγm+1

)

1
m+1

− 1

γm+1
= PH

m+1,m+1.

Therefore, the proof of the lemma is complete.

APPENDIX C

PROOF FOR LEMMA 3

Recall that the following observations:

1) The power allocation solution shown in Lemma 1 is an

optimal solution of problem (P9);

2) The feasible set of problem (P9) is larger than that of

problem (P2), which means that the optimal value of

problem (P9) is no larger than that of problem (P2);

By using these facts, the lemma that the power allocation

solution shown in Lemma 1 is the optimal solution of problem

(P2) can be proved, by showing that this solution is feasible

to problem (P2), i.e., PH
m,i > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

We first note that Um always uses the m-th time slot (the

OMA time slot), i.e., PH
m,m > 0, which can be straightfor-

wardly established, as shown in the following. Recall from

(29) that PH
m,m can be expressed as follows:

PH
m,m =





eR
∏m

p=1
γm

γm

∑m−1

j=p
PH

j,p
+1





1
m

− 1

γm
. (40)

If PH
m,m ≤ 0, the following inequality needs to hold





eR
∏m

p=1
γm

γm

∑m−1
j=p

PH
j,p

+1





1
m

≤ 1

γm
. (41)

The above inequality is equivalent to the following:

eR ≤
m
∏

p=1

1

γm
∑m−1

j=p PH
j,p + 1

. (42)

We note that eR > 1, since R > 0. However,
∏m

p=1
1

γm

∑m−1
j=p PH

j,p+1
≤ 1, which means the inequality in (42)

cannot hold, and hence PH
m,m is strictly positive.

Therefore, the lemma can be proved showing that Um’s

hybrid NOMA power allocations for the first m− 1 time slots

need to be also strictly positive, i.e., PH
m,i > 0, for 1 ≤ i ≤

m− 1, which can be proved by mathematical induction.

A. The Base Case m = 2

For the special case of m = 2, by using (29), U2’s transmit

power during the first time slot is given by

PH
2,1 =





eR

γ2
2

γ2P
H
1,1+1





1
2

−
γ2P

H
1,1 + 1

γ2
. (43)

Therefore, the OMA mode is used if PH
2,1 ≤ 0, i.e.,





eR

γ2
2

γ2P
H
1,1+1





1
2

≤
γ2P

H
1,1 + 1

γ2
, (44)

which can be simplified as follows:

R ≤ log
(

1 + γ2P
H
1,1

)

< log
(

1 + γ1P
H
1,1

)

, (45)

where the last inequality follows by the fact that γ1 > γ2. By

using the fact that PH
1,1 is chosen to ensure log

(

1 + γ1P
H
1,1

)

=
R, the following contradiction can be established:

R < log
(

1 + γ1P
H
1,1

)

= R, (46)

which means that P2,1 > 0, and hence for the special case of

m = 2, the lemma holds.



12

B. Inductive Step

Assume that the lemma holds for the case of m, i.e., PH
j,i >

0, i ≤ m− 1 and j ≤ m, which makes Lemma 2 applicable

and leads to the following equality:

m
∑

j=1

PH
j,1 = · · · =

m
∑

j=m−1

PH
j,m−1 = PH

m,m , Im. (47)

The aim of this section is to prove that the lemma also holds

for the case of m+ 1, i.e., PH
m+1,i > 0, i ≤ m, which is also

challenging to prove directly. Recall that Um+1’s achievable

data rates during the first m time slots are given by

Rm+1,i = log

(

1 +
γm+1P

H
m+1,i

γm+1

∑m

j=i P
H
j,i + 1

)

, (48)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. The use of (47) indicates that Um+1 suffers the

same amount of interference (Im) during each of the first m

time slots. In addition, the user’s channel gains during the first

m time slots are also the same. Therefore, Um+1’s transmit

powers during the first m time slots, i.e., PH
m+1,i, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

must be the same, i.e., PH
m+1,1 = · · · = PH

m+1,m. In this case,

Um+1’s transmit powers can be alternatively obtained from

the following optimization problem:

min
Pm+1,1,Pm+1,m+1

mPm+1,1 + Pm+1,m+1 (P11a)

s.t. m log

(

1 +
γm+1Pm+1,1

γm+1Im + 1

)

+ log (1 + γm+1Pm+1,m+1) ≥ R, (P11b)

which is identical to problem (P10). Therefore, PH
m+1,1 can

be expressed as follows:

PH
m+1,1 =

(

eR

ψmγm+1

)

1
m+1

− Imγm+1 + 1

γm+1
. (49)

To ensure PH
m+1,1 > 0, the following inequality needs to hold:

(

eR

ψmγm+1

)
1

m+1

>
Imγm+1 + 1

γm+1
, (50)

which can be rewritten as follows

R > log

(

ψm (Imγm+1 + 1)
m+1

hmm+1

)

. (51)

Recall that ψ = γm+1

Imγm+1+1 , and hence the inequality in (51)

can be expressed as follows:

R > log





hm
m+1

(Imγm+1+1)m (Imγm+1 + 1)m+1

hmm+1





= log (Imγm+1 + 1) . (52)

In order to show that R > log (Imγm+1 + 1), the fact that

the users’ channel gains are ordered can be used to show the

following inequality:

log (Imγm+1 + 1) < log (Imγm + 1) = log
(

PH
m,mγm + 1

)

,

(53)

where the last step follows from the equality in (47).

The stationarity of the KKT conditions for problem (P9)

leads to the following conclusion:

m−1
∑

i=1

log

(

1 +
γmP

H
m,i

γm
∑m−1

j=i PH
j,i + 1

)

(54)

+ log
(

PH
m,mγm + 1

)

= R.

By using (54) and also the assumption that PH
m,i > 0 for

1 ≤ i ≤ m− 1, the following inequality can be established:

log
(

PH
m,mγm + 1

)

< R. (55)

By combining (53) with (55), R > log (Imγm+1 + 1) is

proved, which means that PH
m+1,i > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Therefore,

the proof of the lemma is complete.

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF LEMMA 4

The lemma can be again proved by mathematical induction.

For the base case m = 1, it is straightforward to show that

there is a single optimal solution for problem (P2).

For the inductive step, assume that for the case m− 1, the

lemma holds, i.e., Ui, 1 ≤ i ≤ m−1, chooses hybrid NOMA,

which makes Lemma 2 applicable. The aim of the proof is to

show that the lemma holds for the case of m.

Since problem (P2) is convex, its optimal solution needs to

satisfy the KKT conditions. By analyzing the KKT conditions,

it is straightforward to show that if there exists another optimal

solution for problem (P2), one or multiple Pm,i need to be

zero. Without loss of generality, denote S as the subset that

collects the indices of Pm,i, which are zero, i.e., Pm,i = 0,

for i ∈ S. Define Sc as the complementary set of S. We note

that m must be included in Sc since Pm,m cannot be zero,

as discussed in the proof of Lemma 3. Therefore, the use

of the KKT condition shown in (24) leads to the following

conclusion:

1− λbm,iγm = 0, i ∈ S, (56)

which can be rewritten as follows:

0 = 1− λγm

γm
∑m−1

j=i Pj,i + 1
= 1− λγm

γmPm−1,m−1 + 1
, (57)

where the first step follows by bm,i = 1
γm

∑m−1

j=i
Pj,i+1

, and

the last step follows by Lemma 2. Therefore, the fact that

Pm,i = 0, i ∈ S, leads to the following expression of λ:

λ = Pm−1,m−1 +
1

γm
. (58)

On the other hand, (24) can be used to obtain the following

expression for Pm,j , j ∈ Sc:

Pm,j = λ− 1

bm,iγm
, j ∈ Sc. (59)

Because of the complementary slackness condition, the Pm,j ,

j ∈ Sc, need to satisfy the following condition:
∑

j∈Sc

log (1 + bm,jγmPm,j) = R, (60)
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which can be rewritten as follows:
∏

j∈Sc

λbm,jγm = eR. (61)

By using the expressions of bm,j and λ in (58), the above

equality can be expressed as follows:

(γmPm−1,m−1 + 1)
|Sc| ∏

j∈Sc

1

γm
∑m−1

j=i Pj,i + 1
= eR. (62)

By applying Lemma 2, (62) can be simplified as follows:

γmPm−1,m−1 + 1 = eR. (63)

Recall that Pm−1,m−1 is a function of γm−1 and not related

to γm. Therefore, the probability for the equality in (63) to

hold is zero since the users’ channel gains are independent

fading. Therefore, the solution shown in Lemma 1 is the only

optimal solution of problem (P2), which completes the proof

of Lemma 4.
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