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ABSTRACT

In order to control the inter-cell interference for a multi-cell
multi-user multiple-input multiple-output network, we con-
sider the precoder design for coordinated multi-point with
downlink coherent joint transmission. To avoid costly in-
formation exchange among the cooperating base stations in
a centralized precoding scheme, we propose a decentralized
one by considering the power minimization problem. By ap-
proximating the inter-cell interference using the deterministic
equivalents, this problem is decoupled to sub-problems which
are solved in a decentralized manner at different base stations.
Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness of our pro-
posed decentralized precoding scheme, where only 2 ∼ 7%
more transmit power is needed compared with the optimal
centralized precoder.

Index Terms— Coherent joint transmission, decentral-
ized coordinated precoding, power minimization, determin-
istic equivalents.

1. INTRODUCTION

Attributed to the boost of advanced mobile applications,
global mobile data traffic is increasing dramatically, which
poses great challenges to cellular networks in providing high
throughput and seamless coverage. In order to satisfy the
demand of mobile broadband, network densification is con-
sidered as a promising solution [1]. However, the densely
deployed base stations (BSs) bring severe inter-cell interfer-
ence, which significantly affects the quality of service (QoS),
especially for the cell edge users [2]. To overcome this prob-
lem, coordinated multi-point (CoMP) with coherent joint
transmission (CJT) was proposed [3], where a user equip-
ment (UE) may be served by several BSs simultaneously to
mitigate inter-cell interference. It in turn increases the desired
signal power, and hence improves spectral efficiency. In par-
ticular, precoding is one of the most fundamental approach to
suppress interference among CoMP cells, which can control
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and even completely eliminate the inter-user and inter-cell
interference [4].

Many approaches on the precoder design for CJT have
been proposed. Specifically, non-linear dirty-paper coding
(DPC) was proposed for multi-cell multi-user multiple-input
multiple output (MIMO) in [5]. However, DPC requires com-
plicated nonlinear encoding and decoding schemes and is dif-
ficult to implement. Therefore, linear beamforming schemes
have been exploited for broadcast MIMO systems, such as
zero forcing (ZF) [6], where the inter-user interference can
be eliminated and each user perceives an interference-free
MIMO channel. Based on the ZF method, Zhang et al. [7]
further proposed a clustered base station coordination strat-
egy for the downlink of a large cellular MIMO network,
which can mitigate interference for both cluster interior and
cluster edge users while reducing the complexity and channel
state information requirements. Furthermore, considering the
power constraints of each antenna at the BS, Wu and Fei [8]
proposed a method based on the weighted minimum mean
square error (WMMSE) approach [9], which aims at max-
imizing the sum rate of all users. However, these methods
require the instantaneous channel state information (CSI)
from all BSs to calculate the precoding matrices in a central
unit, and then distribute the precoding matrices to BSs, which
results in heavy signaling overhead and latency, especially
when the number of cooperating BSs in the network becomes
large. Therefore, a distributed precoding scheme for CJT
with minimal information exchange is required for practi-
cal implementation. Although pilot sequences in the uplink
procedure were utilized to calculate the term related to the
instantaneous CSI in [10] to reduce the amount of exchanged
information for downlink precoding, the algorithm is still
based on the iterative WMMSE method and the calculated
term should be exchanged among different BSs per iteration,
which is not acceptable yet.

In this paper, we propose a decentralized precoding
scheme for CJT that allows the cooperating BSs to locally
obtain near-optimal precoders with a minimal information
exchange. In particular, our method does not require the
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instantaneous global CSI, which should be estimated and
exchanged before precoding in each transmission block. In-
stead, we only need the statistical information of global chan-
nel (i.e., covariance matrices), which substantially reduces the
signaling overhead in each transmission block. Specifically,
we formulate the power minimization beamforming problem
parameterized by the instantaneous global CSI, where pre-
coders at all BSs are coupled by the interference constraints.
To decouple the problem at individual BSs, we estimate the
interference terms using the statistical channel information
via deterministic equivalents (DE) [11]. As such, the beam-
forming optimization is decentralized and can be solved by
each BS individually.

Notations: We use lower-case letters, bold-face lower-
case letters, bold-face upper-case letters, and math calligra-
phy letters to denote scalars, vectors, matrices, and sets, re-
spectively. The transpose and conjugate transpose of a matrix
M are denoted as MT and MH , respectively. Besides, we
denote the complex Gaussian distribution with mean µ and
variance σ2 as CN (µ, σ2), the set A without the element i as
A \ i, and the set A without the subset Ai as A \ Ai.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

2.1. System Model

We consider the downlink of a multicell multiuser MIMO
system with NB BSs serving Nc UEs. Each BS has NT

transmit antennas and each UE is equipped with a single re-
ceive antenna. The collection of all UEs is denoted by U ≜
{1, 2, · · · , Nc} and the set of BSs is represented by T ≜
{1, 2, · · · , NB}. The subset Up ⊆ U with cardinality Up

denotes the sets of UEs associated with BS p. For signal
quality enhancement, each UE i can be served by a group
of cooperating BSs, denoted by Ti ⊆ T with cardinality Ti.
Let hip ∈ CNT be the channel vector from BS p to UE i
and wip ∈ CNT as the precoding vector of UE i at the in-
tended BS p. In particular, the channel vector from BS p

to UE i is represented as hip = Θ
1/2
ip zip where zip signi-

fies the small-scale fading and comprises i.i.d complex Gaus-
sian entries with zero mean and unit variance. The matrix
Θip ∈ CNT×NT denotes the covariance matrix of hip, and
the impact of pathloss stemming from large-scale fading is
inherently incorporated within it. The received signal at UE
i, denoted as yi ∈ C, is a composite of the desired signal,
intra-cell and inter-cell interference, which can be written as
follows:

yi =
∑
p∈Ti

hH
ipwipsi +

∑
p∈Ti

hH
ip

∑
j∈Up\i

wjpsj

+
∑

p∈T \Ti

hH
ip

∑
j∈Up

wjpsj + ni.
(1)

Note that signal si signifies the data symbol intended to UE
i with zero mean and unit variance, and ni ∼ CN (0, σ2) de-

notes the additive white Gaussian noise. We further define the
signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at UE i from
BS p as follows:

Γip =
|hH

ipwip|2∑
q∈T

∑
j∈Uq\i

|hH
iqwjq|2 + σ2

. (2)

Note that this is an approximation of the original SINR at UE
i in (3) so that the fully decentralized precoding scheme can
be realized. However, the original SINR formulation is still
used for performance evaluation for fair comparison.

Γi =

∣∣∣∑p∈Ti
hH
ipwip

∣∣∣2∑
j∈U\i

∣∣∣ ∑
q∈Tj

hH
iqwjq

∣∣∣2 + σ2
. (3)

2.2. Problem Formulation

In the CoMP downlink, the BSs design precoders to jointly
minimize the total transmit power subject to minimum SINR
requirements from each BS to its serving UEs, denoted as
γip ∀p,∀i ∈ Up. This problem can be formulated as follows:

min
{wip}

∑
p∈T

∑
i∈Up

∥wip∥22

s.t. Γip ≥ γip, ∀p ∈ T ,∀i ∈ Up.

(4)

Denote the inter-cell interference terms as τiq and ϵiq , which
represents the interference from BS q that serves UE i or not,
respectively. The optimization problem in (4) can thus be re-
formulated as follows:

min
{wip,ϵiq,τiq}

∑
p∈T

∑
i∈Up

∥wip∥22

s.t.
|hH

ipwip|2∑
j∈Up\i

|hH
ipwjp|2 +

∑
q∈Ti\p

τiq +
∑

q∈T \Ti

ϵiq + σ2
≥ γip,

∀p ∈ T ,∀i ∈ Up,∑
j∈Uq\i

|hH
iqwjq|2 ≤ τiq, ∀q,∀i ∈ Uq,

∑
j∈Uq

|hH
iqwjq|2 ≤ ϵiq, ∀q,∀i /∈ Uq.

(5)

Following the similar analysis in [12], it can be established
that (4) and (5) are equivalently at the optimal solution, where
the interference constraints in (5) are satisfied with equality.
Therefore, if {τiq}’s and {ϵiq}’s are fixed, we can decouple



Problem (5) for the p-th BS, ∀p ∈ T as follows:

min
{wip}

∑
i∈Up

∥wip∥22

s.t.
|hH

ipwip|2∑
j∈Up\i

|hH
ipwjp|2 +

∑
q∈Ti\p

τiq +
∑

q∈T \Ti

ϵiq + σ2
≥ γip,

∀i ∈ Up,∑
j∈Up\i

|hH
ipwjp|2 ≤ τip, ∀i ∈ Up,

∑
j∈Up

|hH
ipwjp|2 ≤ ϵip, ∀i /∈ Up.

(6)

The sub-problem for each BS can be easily transformed to
a convex problem [13] like second order cone programming
(SOCP) and semidefinite programming (SDP) , which can be
solved with many off-the-shelf solvers.

3. DECENTRALIZED CJT PRECODING

As mentioned in the previous section, once the inter-cell in-
terference terms are fixed, the centralized precoding problem
can be solved in a decentralized form. There remains a ques-
tion: How can we accurately estimate the interference with
minimal information exchange? In this section, we propose
to utilize DE, a powerful tool that can calculate the values
of certain functions of large random matrices, to estimate the
interference.

3.1. Centralized Calculation of Interference Terms

First of all, without considering the cost of information ex-
change, we provide a computation method for the interference
terms via the uplink-downlink duality-based centralized opti-
mal precoding approach [14], which was originally proposed
for multi-cell non-CJT systems. Following the Lagrangian
analysis similar to [15], the inter-cell interference terms are
expressed respectively as

τiq =
∑

j∈Uq\i

1

NT
δjq|hH

iqŵjq|2, ∀q,∀i ∈ Uq, (7)

ϵiq =
∑
j∈Uq

1

NT
δjq|hH

iqŵjq|2, ∀q,∀i /∈ Uq, (8)

where δip is the scaling factor that connects wip with ŵip.

Therefore, the optimal precoding vector is wip =
√

δip
NT

ŵip,
where

ŵip = (NT I+
∑

j∈U\i

∑
q∈Tj

λ∗
jqhjph

H
jp)

−1hip (9)

with λip being the unique fixed point solution of

λip =
γip

hH
ip(NT I+

∑
j∈U\i

∑
q∈Tj

λjqhjphH
jp)

−1hip
, (10)

and the scaling factors {δip}’s are determined by δ =
NTσ

2F−11 with the definitions δp = {δip}i∈Up and δ =
[δ1, δ2, · · · , δp]T . Here, 1 is the (

∑
p∈T Up)-dimensional all

ones-vector and the shape of F is as follows:

F =


F11 F12 . . . F1NB

F21 F22 . . . F2NB

·
·
·

FNB1 FNB2 . . . FNBNB

 , (11)

where the (i, j)th element of the so-called coupling matrix
Fpq is

F pq
ij =


1

γip

∣∣ŵH
iphip

∣∣2 , if q = p and j = i,

−
∣∣ŵH

jqhiq

∣∣2 , if q ∈ T and j ∈ Uq \ i,
0, else (q ∈ T \ p, j = i).

(12)
However, such a method for computing {ϵiq}’s and

{τiq}’s necessitates inter-base station communication for
exchange of channel vectors, which incurs substantial costs
of communication and storage. With the DE techniques from
random matrix theories, we can characterize the asymptotic
behavior of interference terms by leveraging the statisti-
cal channel information without knowing every entries of
channel vector exactly. Then we can proffer a set of good
approximations for the interference terms by utilizing only
the covariance matrices of global CSI.

3.2. Approximation of Interference Terms

To utilize the DE theory, it is essential to establish the follow-
ing judicious assumptions concerning system dimensions,

Assumption 1 0 < lim
NT→∞

inf Nc

NT
≤ lim

NT→∞
sup Nc

NT
< ∞.

Assumption 2 The spectrum norm of Θip is uniformly
bounded, i.e. lim

NT→∞
supmax∀i,p {∥Θip∥} < ∞.

Firstly, we derive the DE of Lagrangian multipliers {λip}.
By employing the analogous analysis involving the rank-1
perturbation lemma [16] and the trace lemma [17], we obtain
the following results.

Theorem 1 Let Assumptions (1) and (2) hold. We have
maxi,p |λ∗

ip − λip| → 0 almost surely where

λip =
γip
mip

∀p ∈ T , i ∈ Up. (13)



The value of mip is determined as the unique non-negative
solution to the following system of equations, computed for
p ∈ T , i ∈ U ,

m̄ip = Tr(Θip(
∑
j∈U

(
∑

q∈Tj
λjq)Θjp

1 + (
∑

q∈Tj
λjq)m̄jp

+NT I)
−1). (14)

Theorem 1 establishes that in the large system limitation, the
asymptotic value of λip can be decoupled from the specific at-
tributes of channel vectors. Specifically, it can be exclusively
computed by leveraging the covariance matrix.

Then, we need to obtain the DE of entries in coupling
matrix F and the scaling factor δ. Therefore, the deter-
ministic approximations of {λ∗

ip}’s in Theorem 1 are ap-
plied to calculate ŵip asymptotically as ŵip = (NT I +∑

j∈U\i
∑

q∈Tj
λjqhjph

H
jp)

−1hip in the dual problem. Tak-
ing {ŵip} to the coupling matrix, we have the following
result.

Theorem 2 Let Assumptions (1) and (2) hold. Then given the
set of λip and mip, ∀p ∈ T ,∀i ∈ Up in Theorem 1, we have
|F pq

ij − F
pq

ij | → 0 almost surely with

F
pq

ij =


1

γip
m̄2

ip, if q = p and j = i,

− 1
NT

m̄′
j,i,q

(1+(
∑

r∈Ti
λ̄ir)m̄iq)2

, if q ∈ T and j ∈ Uq\i,
0, else (q ∈ T \p, j = i),

(15)
where we have [m̄′

1,i,q, m̄
′
2,i,q, · · · , m̄′

Nc,i,q
]T = (INc

−
Lq)

−1uiq , ∀p ∈ T ,∀i ∈ Up, with entries of Lq being

[Lq]hl =
1

N2

Tr(ΘhqTq(
∑

r∈Tl
λrl)

2ΘlqTq)

[1 + (
∑

r∈Tl
λrl)m̄lq]2

. (16)

Besides,

uiq =
[ 1

N
Tr(Θ1qTqΘiqTq),

1

N
Tr(Θ2qTqΘiqTq), · · · ,

1

N
Tr(ΘNcqTqΘiqTq)

]T
(17)

with Tq = ( 1
N

∑
k∈U

(
∑

r∈Tk
λkr)Θkq

1+(
∑

r∈Tk
λkr)mkq

+ I)−1. The DE of

{F pq

ij } can be employed to compute the asymptotically opti-

mal scaling factors as δ = NTσ
2F

−1
1.

Based on these theorems, we get all DE of all scalar param-
eters related to the interference terms. Then, by plugging the
DE of δ and F pq

ij into (7) and (8), we get the approximation
of interference terms as τ̄iq = − 1

N

∑
j∈Uq\i δjqF̄

qq
ij ,∀q,∀i ∈

Uq and ϵ̄iq = − 1
N

∑
j∈Uq

δjqF̄
qq
ij ,∀q,∀i /∈ Uq . It is no-

table that the approximation necessitates solely the exchange
of channel covariance matrices {Θip}’s, which are slow vari-
ables and can be exchanged only once for a long time.

4. SIMULATION RESULTS

We simulate a multi-cell downlink celluar network with
NB = 3 BSs and Nc = 20 UEs in total, and the UEs are uni-
formly distributed in the coverage area of BSs. In particular,
BS1, BS2, and BS3 serve the UE1-10, UE6-15, and UE11-20,
respectively, which means that UE6-15 are served by two BSs
simutaneously. The channel vectors {hip} are generated from
Quasi Deterministic Radio Channel Generator (QuaDRiGa)
[18], which is calibrated against 3rd Generation Partnership
Project (3GPP) channel models. The noise variance is given
by σ2 = 10

1
Up

∑
p∈T

∑
i∈Up

log10∥hip∥2
2 × 10−

SNR
10 , where

SNR = 20 dB is the average receive SNR for all users when
no precoding is applied. To solve the sub-problem at each
BS, we use the SOCP solver from the CVX toolbox [19]. Our
simulation results are averaged over 100 randomly generated
channel realizations.

We evaluate the transmit power used of all BSs versus the
number of antennas at each BS in Fig. 1. The centralized
ZF precoder is considered as a baseline, where the instan-
taneous CSI from all BSs are collected in a central unit to
perform the ZF operation. Besides, a lower bound with the
uplink-downlink duality-based optimal centralized precoder,
i.e., {wip} in Section 3.1, is also exhibited. In particular, for
fair comparison, the ZF precoder is normalized to 10 Watt in
total power, and the SINR constraints used for our proposed
decentralized and the uplink-downlink duality-based central-
ized precoders are generated from the normalized ZF pre-
coder, so that the sum rate of all schemes are the same. Com-
pared with the ZF precoder, the proposed decentralized one
achieves much lower power consumption, and is extremely
close to the lower bound, which only consumes 2 ∼ 7% more
power. This demonstrates the accuracy of DE for approxi-
mating the true interference from the optimal centralized pre-
coding scheme using the covariance matrices of global CSI
and also shows the effectiveness of our proposed decentral-
ized precoding scheme for CJT with only a little exchanged
information.

5. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we proposed a decentralized framework for
power minimization in coherent joint transmission. The key
idea is to provide robust approximations for the interference
terms by deterministic equivalents, solely based on statistical
channel information. Subsequently, we obtain the precoding
vectors by independently solving BS-based sub-problems.
The power consumption of the proposed distributed precoder
is close to that of the optimal centralized precoder. In the
future work, we will extend the precoding scheme to the
multi-stream scenario and investigate more low-complexity
solvers for solving BS-based sub-problems.
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Fig. 1. Total power consumption versus the number of anten-
nas at each BS.
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