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Abstract—The main challenges in designing downlink coordi-
nated multicast beamforming in massive multiple-input multiple
output (MIMO) cellular networks are the complex computa-
tional solutions and significant fronthaul overhead for central-
ized coordination. This paper proposes a coordinated multicast
beamforming solution that is both computation and communi-
cation efficient. For joint BS coordination with individual base
station transmit power budgets, we first obtain the optimal
structure of coordinated multicast beamforming. It reveals that
the beamformer at each BS is naturally distributed and only
depends on the local channel state information (CSI) at its serving
BS. Moreover, the optimal beamformer is a weighted minimum
mean square error (MMSE) beamformer with a low-dimensional
structure of unknown weights to be optimized, independent of
the number of BS antennas. Utilizing the optimal structural
properties, we propose fast algorithms to determine the unknown
parameters for the optimal beamformer. The main iterative
algorithm decomposes the problem into small subproblems,
yielding only closed/semi-closed form updates. Furthermore, we
propose a semi-distributed computing approach for the proposed
algorithm that allows each BS to compute its beamformer based
on the local CSI without the need of global CSI sharing, resulting
in the fronthaul overhead independent of the number of BS
antennas. We further extend our results to the design under
the imperfect CSI and other coordination scenarios. Simulation
results demonstrate that our proposed methods can achieve near-
optimal performance with significantly lower computational time
for massive MIMO systems than the conventional approaches.

I. INTRODUCTION

Data distribution and sharing have become increasingly

common in the rapidly growing wireless applications and

emerging computing paradigms. Many wireless services in-

volve the distribution of shared content to mobile users.

Additionally, distributed machine learning (ML) through col-

laboration among devices over wireless networks has emerged

as a promising approach for intelligent network management

to support applications such as edge computing, the Internet

of Things (IoT), and the next generation of wireless networks

[1]. Promising techniques, such as federated learning and edge

learning [2], require frequent distribution of the global model

update to devices, which is expected to generate significant

network data traffic, particularly since ML models are often

large. For this type of data, wireless multicast can play a

critical role in efficiently reducing unnecessary data traffic and

overhead over cellular networks [3]–[6].

For data transmission at the base stations (BSs), multicast

beamforming is an efficient multi-antenna technique that en-

ables simultaneous transmission of common data to multiple
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users or devices without causing interference among them. It

is both bandwidth and power efficient, making it a valuable

physical-layer solution for data distribution. To further enhance

the efficiency of data multicasting in cellular networks, coop-

eration among BSs is crucial. However, in practical scenarios

where data cannot be shared among BSs – such as with delay-

sensitive data, limitations in fronthaul for large data transfers,

or difficulties in achieving strict synchronization among BSs

– coordinated multicast beamforming is an effective approach.

It combines multicast beamforming with BS coordination to

effectively manage inter-cell interference and improve data

multicasting efficiency. However, the improvement comes at

the cost of increased fronthaul overhead, as joint BS coordi-

nation is a centralized process that requires global channel

state information (CSI) sharing among BSs. With limited

fronthaul capacity, this requirement can become a bottleneck

in massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) networks.

Therefore, to enable effective coordination in next generation

massive MIMO cellular networks, it is critical to develop a

practical solution that not only delivers high performance but

is also scalable to the network size, with low computational

complexity and fronthaul overhead.

However, multicast beamforming design is generally a

challenging and complicated problem, even in a single-cell

scenario, due to the NP-hard nature of the core problem [7]–

[13]. Most of the existing literature on downlink multicast

beamforming has been focused on a single-cell scenario

for either a single group [7]–[9] or multiple groups [10]–

[13]. These problems are non-convex and NP-hard, and thus

computational methods for approximate solutions have been

sought. For the traditional multi-antenna systems, semi-definite

relaxation (SDR) has been the popular method to obtain a

good approximate solution [7], [10]–[12]. While it performs

well for small problems, SDR faces high computational com-

plexity and deteriorating performance as both the number of

antennas and users increase. To address this issue, successive

convex approximation (SCA) has emerged as a more appealing

approach, offering improved performance and computational

efficiency compared to SDR [8], [13]. Despite the complexity

reduction, these methods are still not scalable for massive

MIMO systems, where BSs are typically equipped with a

large number of antennas. To tacking this issue, a zero-

forcing based processing scheme [14] and fast optimization-

based computational algorithms [9], [15] have been proposed

to further reduce the computational complexity of the SCA

method. Also, low-complexity robust multicast beamforming

algorithms under the CSI uncertainty are proposed [16], [17].

Multicasting transmission aided by a reconfigurable intelli-

gent surface (RIS) has also been studied in [18] using the
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majorization-minimization approach to reduce the complex-

ity for obtaining the RIS reflection coefficients. In contrast

to these computational optimization approaches, the optimal

structure of multi-group multicast beamforming in the single-

cell case has been obtained recently in [19]. It shows that

the optimal beamformer has an inherent low-dimensional

structure, where the number of unknowns to be computed

is independent of the number of BS antennas. Based on

this structure, several first-order fast algorithms have been

developed, providing high computational efficiency that is

suitable for large-scale massive MIMO systems [20]–[24].

These efficient algorithms have been employed in downlink

and uplink beamforming for maximizing federated learning

performance [4]–[6], [25]

Despite these advancements, the previous studies have been

primarily focused on single-cell scenarios. Studies on multicast

beamforming design in multi-cell scenarios are relatively lim-

ited and mostly pertain to traditional multi-antenna systems

[26]–[28]. The works in [26] and [27] consider full data

sharing and full cooperation among BSs under a total power

budget of all BSs, which is similar to the single-cell multi-

group multicast case. In [28], coordinated multicast beamform-

ing to manage inter-cell interference is considered, where a

decentralized SDR-base method is proposed to minimize the

total power consumed by all BSs. However, this total power

constraint is often unrealistic in practice for individually oper-

ated BSs, and the proposed algorithm is not scalable for mas-

sive MIMO systems. Low-complexity coordinated multicast

beamforming design in massive MIMO cellular networks is

investigated in [29] and [30]. These studies propose weighted

maximum ratio transmission (MRT) beamforming schemes in

combination of SDR to maximize the minimum signal-to-

interference-and-noise Ratio (SINR) among users. While these

schemes aim to reduce the solution complexity by using a sub-

optimal beamforming scheme, they require fully centralized

processing for coordination. The communication overhead is

not addressed in these works. Due to the complexity associated

with the core problem of multicast beamforming, there are few

efficient coordinated multicast beamforming designs suitable

for massive MIMO cellular networks, particularly in terms

of both computational complexity and fronthaul overhead

required.

Existing designs for coordinated multicast beamforming

in the literature primarily rely on computational methods

or specific suboptimal beamforming schemes. As previously

mentioned, in the single-cell scenario, the obtained optimal

structure of multicast beamforming has led to the development

of highly efficient algorithms for massive MIMO. This raises

important questions regarding the optimal structure of coordi-

nated multicast beamforming in the multi-cell scenarios and

whether it can be leveraged to improve the design efficiency.

These questions remain largely unexplored in existing litera-

ture. Understanding the optimal beamforming structure and its

inherent relationships among the coordinating cells is crucial

not only for improving our theoretical understanding but also

for developing scalable solutions for massive MIMO networks.

Gaining this structural insight is important for tackling both

computational complexity and significant fronthaul overhead

for sharing global CSI to enable centralized coordination

among BSs. Driven by these challenges and potential op-

portunities, this paper aims to study the optimal structure

of coordinated multi-cell multicast beamforming. The goal is

to develop low-complexity multicast beamforming solutions

that also have low fronthaul overhead for BS coordination in

massive MIMO networks.

A. Contribution

To study the BS coordination for multicasting, we focus on

the quality-of-service (QoS) beamforming design formulation,

aiming to minimize each BS transmit power while meeting the

user SINR targets. We obtain the optimal structure of coordi-

nated multicast beamforming and then utilize it to develop

a fast and scalable semi-distributed algorithm to allow each

BS to compute beamformers based on the local CSI without

global CSI sharing, thereby achieving both computation and

communication efficiency. Our contribution is summarized

below.

• Our QoS problem formulation aims to minimize each BS

transmit power margin relative to its own power budget,

which is more practical than the total power consideration

in previous works. We derive the optimal coordinated

multicast beamforming structure by combining the SCA

properties and the Lagrangian duality. The optimal struc-

ture reveals two essential properties: First, the optimal

coordinated multicast beamformers are naturally dis-

tributed, relying only on the local CSI at their respective

serving BSs. Second, the optimal multicast beamformer

is a weighted minimum mean squared error (MMSE)

beamformer, with the unknown weights to be determined

based on the number of serving users, independent of the

number of BS antennas. These structural properties are

particularly valuable for developing efficient algorithmic

solutions for massive MIMO networks.

• We propose our fast algorithms based on the optimal

solution structure. In particular, we develop a first-order

fast iterative algorithm to compute the unknown weights

in each optimal beamformer based on SCA and the

alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM)

construction. Our ADMM construction decomposes the

joint optimization problem into small per-BS or per-

user subproblems, yielding closed-form or semi-closed-

form iterative updates. Furthermore, we propose a semi-

distributed computing approach to perform the algorithm

between the BSs and the central processing unit (CPU).

This approach only requires essential information to be

shared with the CPU, while each BS uses local CSI to

compute its beamformer. It eliminates the need for global

CSI sharing, resulting in the fronthaul overhead to be

independent of the number of BS antennas and increase

only quadratically with the total number of users in the

coordinating cells.

• We further consider the coordination design under the im-

perfect CSI and extend our results, including the optimal

structural properties and semi-distributed fast algorithm,

to this case. Generalization to other coordination scenar-

ios, such as BS clustering is also considered.
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• Simulation results show that our proposed algorithm

based on the optimal structure achieves near-optimal

performance with significantly lower computational com-

plexity and communication overhead than existing meth-

ods. Our proposed algorithm is scalable to the network

size, in terms of the number of BS antennas, users, and

coordinating BSs, thereby enabling broader cooperation

among BSs.

B. Organization and Notations

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II

introduces the system model and the problem formulation.

In Section III, we derive the optimal coordinated multicast

beamforming structure. In Section IV, based on the optimal

structure, we present our fast computational algorithms for

determine unknown parameters and propose a semi-distributed

computing approach to implement the proposed algorithm

between the BSs and the CPU. In Section V, we extend our re-

sults to the coordination design under imperfect CSI and other

coordination scenarios. The simulation results and discussion

are presented in Section VI, followed by the conclusion in

Section VII.

Notations: Hermitian, transpose, trace, and conjugate of A

are denoted by AH , AT , tr(A) and A∗ respectively. An

identity matrix is denoted by I. A semi-definite matrix A

is denoted as A < 0. The Euclidean norm of vector a is

denoted by ‖a‖. Notation x ∼ CN (a,C) means random

vector x follows a complex Gaussian distribution with mean

a and covariance matrix C. The abbreviation i.i.d. stands for

independent and identically distributed.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a downlink multicast transmission scenario in a

multi-cell massive MIMO system consisting of J cells, where

the base station (BS) in each cell provides the multicast service

to a group of K users in its cell.1 Each BS is equipped with

M antennas, and each user is equipped with a single antenna.

We assume that all BSs use the same spectrum bandwidth for

transmission.

We assume no data sharing among BSs. Coordination

among J BSs is considered for inter-cell interference man-

agement, and we study the design of coordinated multicast

beamforming among these BSs for their multicast services.

Each BS multicasts a message to the K users in its own cell,

using the beamforming vector that is jointly designed among

all the BSs. Define the cell index set J , {1, · · · , J} and the

user index set K , {1, · · · ,K}. The serving BS in cell j is

denoted by BS j. Let hj,ik denote the M × 1 channel vector

from BS j to user k in cell i, for k ∈ K, j, i ∈ J . Let wi

denote the M × 1 multicast beamforming vector at BS i. The

received signal at user k in cell i is given by

yik = wH
i hi,iksi +

J
∑

j=1
j 6=i

wH
j hj,iksj + nik, k ∈K, i ∈J . (1)

1We assume one group per cell for the ease of exposition. The results
obtained can be extended to the scenario with multiple groups per cell, see
Section V-B.

where si is the data symbol transmitted from BS i with

E[|si|
2] = 1, and nik is the receiver additive white Gaussian

noise at the user with zero mean and variance σ2. The first

term in (1) is the desired signal, and the second term is the

interference from the other BSs of the coordinated neighboring

cells. The transmit power at BS i is given by ‖wi‖2, for i ∈ J .

From (1), the received SINR at user k in cell i is given by

SINRik =
|hH

i,ikwi|2

∑J
j=1,j 6=i |h

H
j,ikwj |2 + σ2

, k ∈ K, i ∈ J . (2)

For the coordinated multicast beamforming design, we

consider the QoS problem to minimize each BS transmit power

while meeting the minimum SINR targets of all users. For

a multi-cell system, each BS may have its individual power

budget, denoted by pi, i ∈ J . Thus, one way to consider such

a QoS problem is to consider the transmit power margin (w.r.t.

its power budget) ‖wi‖
2/pi at each BS i and formulate the

problem to minimize the maximum transmit power margin of

all the BSs in the coordinated cells,2 given by

Po : min
W

max
i

1

pi
‖wi‖

2

s.t.
|hH

i,ikwi|2

∑J
j=1,j 6=i |h

H
j,ikwj |2 + σ2

> γik, k ∈ K, i ∈ J

where W , [w1, · · · ,wJ ] is the beamforming matrix con-

taining the multicast beamforming vectors of all BSs, and γik
is the minimum SINR target at user k in cell i.

Problem Po is a non-convex and NP-hard problem due to

the multicast nature. Moreover, it is a large-scale optimization

problem with the number of transmit antennas M ≫ 1
in a massive MIMO system. These characteristics impose

significant challenges in designing a solution that is not only

of good performance but also scalable and computationally-

efficient. To address these challenges, we first derive the

optimal beamforming structure for the coordinated multi-cell

multicasting. Based on this the structure, we then develop a

fast algorithm to obtain the solution that can be computed

semi-distributively.

III. OPTIMAL STRUCTURE OF COORDINATED MULTICAST

BEAMFORMING

Problem Po for multi-cell coordinated multicast beamform-

ing is a min-max optimization problem under the individual

BS transmit power budget, which is a more difficult problem

than the total BS transmit power minimization in the single-

cell case [19]. Despite of this, we will show that we can extend

the technique in [19] to the multi-cell scenario and derive the

structure of the optimal solution to Po.

Using the auxiliary variable t, we first convert Po into the

following equivalent problem for (W, t):

P1 : min
W,t

t

2Note that power budget pi at BS i is not a strict power limit, but an
estimate of the BS desired power target. Depending on the SINR target γik
and pi settings, the actual transmit power may exceed pi. The objective is to
minimize each BS power usage, such that the power consumption against its
budget is minimized.
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s.t.
|hH

i,ikwi|2

∑J

j=1,j 6=i |h
H
j,ikwj |2 + σ2

> γik, k ∈ K, i ∈ J (3)

1

pi
‖wi‖

2 − t 6 0, i ∈ J (4)

where the constraint (4) is for the per-BS transmit power. Con-

sider using the SCA method to iteratively solves a sequence of

convex approximations of P1 to obtain a stationary solution.

We will analyze the solution under the SCA method to derive

the structure of the optimal beamforming solution to P1.

A. The Optimal Solution to SCA Subproblem

By the SCA method, we introduce the M × 1 auxiliary

vector zi, i ∈ J , and have the following inequality for any

wi, zi:

wH
i hi,ikh

H
i,ikwi > 2Re{wH

i hi,ikh
H
i,ikzi} − zHi hi,ikh

H
i,ikzi,

where the equality holds if and only if wi = zi. Applying the

above inequality to the numerator of the SINR expression in

the constraint in (3), we obtain a lower bound on the SINR.

Replacing the SINR with this lower bound, and letting Z ,
[z1, . . . , zJ ], we obtain the following convex approximation of

P1 for given Z:

P1SCA(Z) : min
W,t

t

s.t. γik

J
∑

j=1,j 6=i

|hH
j,ikwj |

2 − 2Re{wH
i hi,ikh

H
i,ikzi}

+ |zHi hi,ik|
2 + γikσ

2 6 0, k ∈ K, i ∈ J (5)

1

pi
‖wi‖

2 − t 6 0, i ∈ J (6)

where the non-convex SINR constraint in (3) is replaced by

the convex constraint function in (5). Let (W⋆(Z), t⋆(Z)) be

the optimal solution to P1SCA(Z), which is also is feasible

to P1. Replacing Z with the optimal solution W⋆(Z), we

iteratively solve a sequence of such SCA subproblems until

convergence. This SCA method is guaranteed to converge to

a stationary point W⋆ of P1 [31].

Since each SCA subproblem P1SCA(Z) is a jointly convex

problem with respect to (w.r.t.) (W, t), and Slater’s condition

holds, we can obtain its optimal solution by solving its

Lagrange dual problem [32]. The Lagrangian for P1SCA(Z)
is given by

L(W, t,λ,µ;Z)

= t+

J
∑

i=1

µi

(

‖wi‖2

pi
− t

)

+

J
∑

i=1

K
∑

k=1

λik

[

γik

J
∑

j 6=i

∣

∣wH
j hj,ik

∣

∣

2

− 2Re{wH
i hi,ikh

H
i,ikzi}+ |z

H
i hi,ik|

2 + γikσ
2

]

(7)

where λik and µi are the Lagrange multipliers associated

with the QoS constraint for user k in cell i in (5) and BS

i’s transmit power constraint in (6), respectively, and we

denote λ , [λT
1 , . . . ,λ

T
J ]

T with λi , [λi1, . . . , λiK ]T and

µ , [µ1, . . . , µJ ]
T . After regrouping the terms w.r.t. t and wi

in (7), we rewrite the Lagrangian as

L(W, t,λ,µ;Z)

= (1− 1Tµ)t+

J
∑

i=1

K
∑

k=1

λik

(

σ2γik + |zHi hi,ik|
2
)

+

J
∑

i=1

wH
i

(

µi

pi
I+

J
∑

j 6=i

K
∑

k=1

λjkγjkhi,jkh
H
i,jk

)

wi

− 2

J
∑

i=1

Re

{

zHi

( K
∑

k=1

λikhi,ikh
H
i,ik

)

wi

}

= (1− 1Tµ)t+

J
∑

i=1

K
∑

k=1

λik

(

σ2γik + |zHi hi,ik|
2
)

+

J
∑

i=1

wH
i Ri,i−(λ,µ)wi − 2

J
∑

i=1

Re
{

νH
i wi

}

(8)

where

Ri,i−(λ, µi) ,
µi

pi
I+

J
∑

j=1,j 6=i

K
∑

k=1

λjkγjkhi,jkh
H
i,jk, (9)

νi ,

( K
∑

k=1

λikhi,ikh
H
i,ik

)

zi. (10)

We note that Ri,i−(λ, µi) for BS i contains the sample

covariance matrix of channels from BS i to all users in other

cells and is parameterized by both λ and µ.

The Lagrange dual function for P1SCA(Z) is given by

g(λ,µ;Z) , min
W,t
L(W, t,λ,µ;Z), (11)

and the dual problem is

D1SCA(Z) : max
λ<0,µ<0,

g(λ,µ;Z).

Solving the minimization problem in (11) under the optimal

Lagrange multipliers, we obtain the solution w⋆
i (z), i ∈ J ,

to P1SCA(Z). Let Hi , [hi,i1, . . . ,hi,iK ] denote the channel

matrix between BS i and its own K users in cell i. The solution

to P1SCA(Z) is given in closed-form as follows.

Lemma 1. The optimal solution w⋆
i (Z) to P1SCA(Z) is

w⋆
i (Z) = R−1

i,i−
(λ⋆, µ⋆

i )Hiα
⋆
i , i ∈ J (12)

where λ⋆ and µ⋆ are the optimal Lagrange multipliers to

the dual problem D1SCA(Z) satisfying 1Tµ⋆ = 1, and α⋆
i ,

[α⋆
i1, . . . , α

⋆
iK ]T with α⋆

ik , λ⋆
ikh

H
i,ikzi, k ∈ K, i ∈ J .

Proof: See Appendix A.

B. The Structure of the Optimal Solution to Po

The SCA method iteratively solve a sequence of SCA

subproblems P1SCA(Z) by replacing Z with W⋆(Z) obtained

from the same subproblem in the previous iteration, until Z

converges to a stationary point w⋆ of P1. If this stationary

point is the global optimal solution, i.e., W⋆ = Wo, then

Z→Wo. At the same time, the structure of w⋆
i (z) remains as

in (12), while w⋆
i (Z) depends on Z only through the optimal

(λ⋆,µ⋆) to D1SCA(Z) and α⋆
i . Following this, the structure of

the solution is stated in the following theorem.
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Theorem 1. The optimal solution to the QoS problem Po for

multi-cell coordinated multicast beamforming is given by

wo
i = R−1

i (λo, µo
i )Hia

o
i , i ∈ J (13)

where

Ri (λ, µi) ,
µi

pi
I+

J
∑

j=1

K
∑

k=1

λjkγjkhi,jkh
H
i,jk, (14)

and λo and µo are the optimal dual solutions to D1SCA(W
o)

with 1Tµo = 1; aoi , [aoi1, . . . , a
o
iK ]T contains the optimal

weights of the serving users of BS i, with the weight of user

k being aoik = λo
ik(1 + γik)(h

H
i,ikw

o
i ), k ∈ K, i ∈ J .

The optimal objective value of Po is given by

max
i

1

pi
‖wo

i ‖
2 = σ2λoTγ (15)

where γ is the vector containing the SINR targets of all users

of the J coordinated cells: γ , [γT
1 , . . . ,γ

T
J ]

T with γi ,
[γi1, . . . γiK ]T , i ∈ J .

Proof: See Appendix B.

Remark 1. The optimal coordinated multicast beamformer

wo
i for BS i in (13) is essentially a weighted MMSE beam-

former. The matrix Ri (λ, µi) in (14) is a noise-plus-weighted-

channel-covariance matrix for BS i. Its first term is the

normalized receiver noise power scaled by µi/pi. Since µi

is the Lagrange multiplier associated with BS i’s transmit

power constraint in (4), it can be viewed as a weight to BS

i’s power budget pi. The second term contains the channels

from BS i to all users in J cells {hi,jk, k ∈ K, j ∈ J }.
We notice that the relative weight of each user channel is

determined by λjkγjk , for user k in cell j, which is user

specific and is the same in all Ri (λ, µi)’s. The term Hia
o
i

is the weighted sum of the serving user channels in cell i. In

particular, ĥi , Hia
o
i acts as the group-channel direction of

the user group, where the optimal weight vector aoi indicates

the relative significance of each user channel in this group-

channel direction. It determines the beamformer wo
i . Thus,

the optimal structure shows that even though the dimension

of wi may be high for large M , the unknown variables are

only in ai, which is a K × 1 vector in the user dimension.

This inherent low-dimensional structure is the key for devising

a highly efficient computational method to determine wi.

Remark 2. We note that for the multi-cell scenario, the

optimal wo
i for BS i in (13) is only a function of the channels

from BS i to all users in J cells {hi,jk, , ∀k, j}, i.e., the

local CSI. Therefore, structure-wise, the optimal coordinated

multicast beamformers {wo
1, . . . ,w

o
J} are naturally distributed

beamformers: each beamformer wo
i can be computed locally at

BS i using local CSI without requiring the knowledge of global

CSI from other cells. This inherent property is highly desirable

for multi-cell coordination, as it reduces the required fronthaul

communication among the coordinating BSs. At the same

time, determining the parameters in wo
i requires information

exchange among BSs. In particular, we note that the optimal

solution wo
i in (13) is shown in a semi-closed-form, where

λo, µo
i , and aoi need to be computed, and determining their

optimal values requires considering J cells jointly.

Remark 3. We point out the differences of the optimal

structure in (13) for the coordinated BSs in the multi-cell case

from that of the multi-group multicast beamforming in the

single-cell case in [19]: First, the covariance matrix Ri (λ, µi)
in (13) contains additional parameter µi as the result of

individual BS transmit powers, and it depends on power budget

pi. Second, Ri (λ, µi) is specific to each BS i, which contains

the channels from BS i to all users in J cells {hi,jk, ∀k, j}.
This is different from the single-cell case, where a common

covariance matrix is shared among all multicast beamformers.

However, we note that although Ri (λ, µi) is different for each

BS i, λ is common for all Ri (λ, µi)’s.

IV. FAST ALGORITHMS WITH SEMI-DISTRIBUTED

COMPUTING

As discussed in Remark 2, fully determining the optimal wo
i

in (13) requires obtaining the parameters {λo, µo
i } and weight

vector aoi . However, finding the optimal λo,µo and {aoi } is

difficult, since P1 is an NP-hard problem. Thus, we need

to device effective algorithms to compute them suboptimally.

Furthermore, although optimizing λ, µ, and {ai} requires

considering J coordinating cells jointly, it is still desirable

to develop a method to compute them in a distributed manner,

which is also computationally efficient. Aiming at this goal,

below, we develop semi-distributed fast algorithms to compute

their values.

A. Computing Ri (λ, µi)

We need to determine {λ, µi} to compute Ri (λ, µi) at

each BS i. We first examine the optimal λo and µo in the

optimal solution wo
i in (13). From Theorem 1, we have

aoik , λo
ik(1 + γik)(h

H
i,ikw

o
i ), ∀k, i. Let δik , hH

i,ikw
o
i ,

k ∈ K, and δi = [δi1, . . . , δiK ]T = HH
i wo

i , i ∈ J . Also,

let Dλi
, diag(λi). Then, we can express aoik into the vector

form as aoi = Dλi

(

I+Dγi

)

δi, i ∈ J . Based on the optimal

solution in (13), we have

δi = HH
i R−1

i (λo, µo
i )Hia

o
i

= HH
i R−1

i (λo, µo
i )HiDλi

(I+Dγi
)δi, (16)

which leads to
(

HH
i R−1

i (λo, µo
i )HiDλi

(

I+Dγi

)

− I
)

δi = 0. (17)

Thus, at the optimality, the optimal (λo, µo
i ) should satisfy

(17), for any i ∈ J . However, with unknown δi, it is difficult

to find (λo, µo
i ) based on (17). One way is to consider a

sufficient condition for (17), given by

HH
i R−1

i (λo, µo
i )HiDλi

(

I+Dγi

)

= I, i ∈ J , (18)

which can be described element-wise as follows for i ∈ J :
{

λik (1 + γik)h
H
i,ikR

−1
i (λ, µi)hi,ik = 1, k ∈ K

λik (1 + γik)h
H
i,ikR

−1
i (λ, µi)hi,il = 0, l 6= k, l ∈ K.

(19)

Note that although equations in (19) are functions of µi, λ is

common for all i ∈ J . Assuming µ is given, we note that (19)
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as a sufficient condition, typically contains more equations

than variables, and thus, λik may not satisfy all the equations.

We propose to compute λ using a method similar to the one

proposed in [19]. That is, we consider the first equation in

(19) only (i.e., the diagonal elements of the matrix equation

in (18)) and solve λ using the fixed-point iterative method:

λ
(m+1)
ik =

1

(1 + γik)hH
i,ikR

−1
i

(

λ(m), µi

)

hi,ik

, ∀k, i. (20)

where m is the iteration index. The detail of the algorithm will

be described at the end of this subsection when we discuss the

semi-distributed implementation.

Remark 4. Although we only used the first equation in (19) to

compute λ, we expect that for massive MIMO with M being

large, the second equation can be approximately satisfied. To

see this, we can interpret the expression at the left-hand-side

as the channel correlation of two users k and l in serving

cell i defined by R−1
i (λ, µi). Since the two user channels

are typically independent to each other and with zero-mean

elements, we expect the channel correlation w.r.t. R−1
i (λ, µi)

goes to 0 as M →∞, and λ computed by (20) asymptotically

satisfies (18).

For determining µ, Theorem 1 shows that 1Hµo = 1.

However, it is difficult to find the values of µi’s. Note from

Remark 1 that, µi acts as a weight in Ri (λ, µi) in (14)

for the power budget pi at BS i. To avoid over-complicated

computation, we propose to uniformly set µi = 1/J , ∀i ∈ J .

In the case when all BSs have the same power budget, pi = p,

∀i, we expect all BSs are weighted equally, and each BS on

average has the similar transmit power margin over its power

budget. Thus, we set µi = 1/J in Ri (λ, µi)’s for the rest of

the computation. We will see in the simulation results that in

the case of pi = p, ∀i, our proposed approach is effective and

provides a near-optimal performance.

1) Semi-Distributed Implementation: The above proposed

method for computing λ and thus Ri (λ, µi) can be imple-

mented in a semi-distributed manner at each BS. To see this,

note from (20) that computing each element λ
(m+1)
ik in λ

(m+1)
i

only requires channels {hi,jk, ∀k, j} available at BS i and

λ(m) from previous iteration. Thus, BSs only need to exchange

λ
(m)
i ’s from the previous iteration to update Ri(λ

(m), µi),

and λ
(m+1)
i can be computed distributively at each BS i. The

required information exchange per iteration is λ(m)
with JK

real-valued elements, which is independent of M . This semi-

distributed method is shown in Algorithm 1. Since the method

only uses a closed-form update, it is computationally efficient.

B. Fast Algorithm for Weight ai

Once Ri (λ, µi) is obtained, only weight vector ai needs to

be computed to determine wi in (13). Let a , [aH1 , . . . , aHJ ]H

be the concatenated weight vector. Based on the optimal

beamforming structure in (13), we can convert the original

problem P1 w.r.t.(W, t) into a joint optimization of (a, t),
given by

P2 : min
a,t

t

Algorithm 1 Semi-Distributed Method to Compute Ri (λ, µi)

1: Initialization: Set λ(0) < 0 for all BSs; Set m = 0.

2: repeat

3: At each BS i ∈ J :

4: Compute Ri(λ
(m), µi) using (14).

5: For all k ∈ K, compute

λ
(m+1)
ik =

1

(1 + γik)hH
i,ikR

−1
i

(

λ(m), µi

)

hi,ik

.

6: m← m+ 1.

7: BSs exchange λ
(m)
i ’s.

8: until convergence

s.t.
|aHi GH

i hi,ik|2
∑J

j=1,j 6=i |a
H
j GH

j hj,ik|2 + σ2
> γik, k ∈ K, i ∈ J (21)

1

pi
‖Giai‖

2 − t 6 0, i ∈ J

where Gi , R−1
i (λ, µi)Hi. Note that the dimension of a

is JK , which is independent of M . Thus, by the above

conversion,P2 has a much smaller size than P1 of size JM for

W, for K ≪M , which is particularly beneficial for massive

MIMO systems.

We consider the SCA method to solve P2 for a iteratively,

similar to P1SCA. Specifically, denote u , [uH
1 , . . . ,uH

J ]H ,

where ui is K × 1 auxiliary vector for each ai. Given u,

we apply the convex approximation to the SINR constraint

in (21) and have the following joint optimization subproblem

w.r.t. (a, t) at each SCA iteration:

P2SCA(u) :min
a,t

t

s.t.

J
∑

j=1,j 6=i

|aHj fj,ik|
2 − 2Re

{

aHi fi,ikf
H
i,ikui

}

+ |uH
i fi,ik|

2 + σ2 6 0, k ∈ K, i ∈ J

1

pi
‖Giai‖

2 − t 6 0, i ∈ J .

where fj,ik , GH
j hj,ik, for k ∈ K, j, i ∈ J .

The iterative procedure is the same as that described in

Section III-A: After obtaining the solution a⋆(u) to P2SCA(u),
we update u as u ← a⋆(u), and solve P2SCA(u) iteratively

until convergence.

Each SCA iteration needs to solve the convex subproblem

P2SCA(u), which can be computed using the interior-point

algorithm [32] by the standard convex solvers. However, it

requires to compute ai’s jointly and is a centralized method

for beamforming among coordinating BSs. Furthermore, it is

a second-order algorithm with a relatively high computational

complexity, especially when the problem size grows and

the subproblem needs to be solved repeatedly in each SCA

iteration, which is undesirable. To address these issues, we

propose a fast algorithm to compute ai in a semi-distributive

manner at each BS i efficiently.

1) ADMM Construction for P2SCA(u): We explore ADMM

technique [21] to solve P2SCA(u) at each SCA iteration.

ADMM is a robust numerical method that can provide fast
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computation to solve large-scale problems. It can be used

to break down a large problem into small subproblems to

be solved individually with lower computational complexity.

However, whether ADMM can be an efficient algorithm

depends on the specific problem structure and the ADMM

construction for that problem. In particular, since ADMM

construction is not unique, it is essential that the construction

design can lead to subproblems that yield computationally

efficient solutions or even closed-form solutions, and at the

same time, they can be distributively computed.

For our ADMM construction, we introduce the auxiliary

variables v ∈ R and dj,ik ∈ C, k ∈ K, i, j ∈ J , and transform

P2SCA(u) into the following equivalent problem:

PADMM(u) : min
a,d,t,v

t

s.t. dj,ik = aHj fj,ik, k ∈ K, i, j ∈ J , (22)

v = t, (23)

γik

J
∑

j=1,j 6=i

|dj,ik|
2 + |uH

i fi,ik|
2 + γikσ

2

− 2Re{di,ikf
H
i,ikui} 6 0, k ∈ K, i ∈ J , (24)

1

pi
‖Giai‖

2 − v 6 0, i ∈ J (25)

where d , [dH
11, . . . ,d

H
JK ]H ∈ CJ2K with dik ,

[d1,ik, . . . , dJ,ik]
T .

Denote the feasible set for d satisfying the constraint (24)

as F , and that for (a, v) satisfying the constraint (25) as C.

Define the indicator functions for F and C respectively as

IF (d),

{

0 d ∈ F

∞ o.w.
, IC(a, v),

{

0 (a, v) ∈ C

∞ o.w.
. (26)

Then, we can transform PADMM(u) into the following

equality-constrained problem:

P
′

ADMM(u) : min
a,d,t,v

t+ IF (d) + IC(a, v)

s.t. dj,ik = aHj fj,ik, k ∈ K, i, j ∈ J

v = t.

Based on the ADMM technique, the augmented Lagrangian

of P
′

ADMM(u) is given by

Lρ(a,d, t, v,q, z) = t+ IF (d) + IC(a, v) (27)

+
ρ

2

J
∑

j=1

J
∑

i=1

K
∑

k=1

|dj,ik − aHj fj,ik + qj,ik|
2 +

ρ

2
(v − t+ z)2

where ρ > 0 is the penalty parameter, and {qj,ik ∈ C, k ∈
K, i, j ∈ J } and z ∈ R are the dual variables associated

with the respective equality constraints in P
′

ADMM(u). Also, we

denote q , [qH
11, . . . ,q

H
NK ]H with qik , [q1,ik, . . . , qJ,ik]

T .

Note that our particular design of ADMM construction lies

in the auxiliary variables (d, v) and their respective equiva-

lency constraints in (22) and (23). They enable us to break

the minimize of Lρ(a,d, t, v,q, z) into smaller subproblems.

Specifically, we note that the terms in (27) for (d, v) and (a, t)
are separate. Thus, the optimization of Lρ(a,d, t, v,q, z) can

be decomposed into two subproblems for (d, v) and (a, t)
separately, which can be solved alternatingly.

The proposed ADMM-based algorithm for P2SCA(u) is

summarized below:

Initialize q(0), z(0), t(0); Set a(0) = u.

At iteration l:

1) Update the auxiliary variables d(l+1) and v(l+1)

{d(l+1),v(l+1)}=argmin
d,v

Lρ(a
(l), t(l), v(l),d,q(l), z(l)) (28)

2) Update weight vector a(l+1) and objective value t(l+1)

{a(l+1), t(l+1)}=argmin
a,t

Lρ(a, t, v
(l+1),d(l+1),q(l), z(l))

(29)

3) Update dual variables q(l+1) and z(l+1)

q
(l+1)
i,jk = q

(l)
i,jk +

(

d
(l+1)
i,jk − a

(l+1)H
i fi,jk

)

, ∀i, j, k (30)

z(l+1) = z(l) + (v(l+1) − t(l+1)). (31)

The above ADMM procedure contains three updating blocks

in each iteration. The first two ADMM blocks involve solving

two optimization subproblems w.r.t.(d, v) and (a, t) in (28)

and (29), respectively. We will show that these subproblems

yield closed-form solutions, and they can be computed semi-

distributively. As a result, our specific ADMM construction

leads to a semi-distributed fast algorithm to compute the

solution for P2SCA(u) at each SCA iteration. Finally, since

P2SCA(u) is convex, the above ADMM procedure is guaran-

teed to converge to the optimal solution of P2SCA(u) [33].

Thus, our proposed semi-distributive algorithm obtains the

optimal solution to P2SCA(u). Below, we first describe the

solution to each subproblem, and in Section IV-C, we present

the semi-distributive implementation of the algorithm.

2) Closed-Form (d, v)-Update: From the expression of

Lρ(a,d, t, v,q, z) in (27), only the second, fourth, and fifth

terms are functions of d and v. Thus, the optimization of d and

v in (28) can be separated into the following two subproblems

Pd(u) : min
d

J
∑

j=1

J
∑

i=1

K
∑

k=1

∣

∣dj,ik − a
(l)H
j fj,ik + q

(l)
j,ik

∣

∣

2

s.t. γik

J
∑

j=1,j 6=i

|dj,ik|
2 + |uH

i fi,ik|
2 + γikσ

2

− 2Re{di,ikf
H
i,ikui} 6 0, k ∈ K, i ∈ J . (32)

and

Pv : min
v

(

v − t(l) + z(l)
)2

s.t.
1

pi
‖Gia

(l)
i ‖

2 6 v, i ∈ J . (33)

Note that subproblem Pd(u) can be further decomposed

into JK subproblems, one for each dik , [d1,ik, . . . , dJ,ik]
T

for each user k in cell i, as

Pdik
(u) : min

dik

J
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣dj,ik − a
(l)H
j fj,ik + q

(l)
j,ik

∣

∣

∣

2
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s.t. γik

J
∑

j=1,j 6=i

|dj,ik|
2 + |uH

i fi,ik|
2 + γikσ

2

− 2Re{di,ikf
H
i,ikui} 6 0. (34)

Note that Pdik
(u) is a convex QCQP-1 problem, for which

a closed-form solution can be obtained via the KKT conditions

[34]. The closed-form solution for such a QCQP-1 problem

has been discussed in [21], which can be used directly. For

the sake of completeness, the optimal solution is provided in

(54) of Appendix C.

Subproblem Pv can be equivalently rewritten as

Pv : min
v

(v −t(l)+ z(l))2 s.t. v > max
1

pi
‖Gia

(l)
i ‖

2

which is a quadratic program with a linear constraint. Setting

the derivative of the objective function to 0 yields v = t(l) −
z(l). Thus, the optimal solution vo is given by

vo = max

{

max
i

1

pi
‖Gia

(l)
i ‖

2, t(l) − z(l)
}

. (35)

3) Semi-Closed-Form (a, t)-Update: From (27), the joint

optimization of a and t in (29) is equivalent to the following

problem:3

min
a,t

t+
ρ

2

J
∑

i=1

J
∑

j=1

K
∑

k=1

|d
(l+1)
i,jk − aHi fi,jk + q

(l)
i,jk|

2 (36)

+
ρ

2

(

v(l+1) − t+ z(l)
)2

s.t.
1

pi
‖Giai‖

2 − v(l+1) 6 0, i ∈ J .

Again, the above joint optimization problem can be decom-

posed into two subproblems for t and a to be solved separately.

The subproblem for t is given by

Pt : min
t

t+
ρ

2

(

v(l+1) − t+ z(l)
)2

, (37)

which is an unconstrained convex quadratic optimization prob-

lem, whose optimal solution can be easily obtained as

to = v(l+1) + z(l) −
1

ρ
. (38)

The subproblem for a can be further decomposed into J
subproblems, one for each ai as

Pai
(u) : min

aj

J
∑

j=1

K
∑

k=1

|d
(l+1)
i,jk − aHi fi,jk + q

(l)
i,jk|

2

s.t.
1

pi
‖Giai‖

2 6 v(l+1). (39)

The above problem is again a convex QCQP-1 problem,

which can be solved by the KKT conditions. The Lagrangian

of Pai
(u) is given by

L(ai, λ̃i) =

J
∑

j=1

K
∑

k=1

|d
(l+1)
i,jk − aHi fi,jk + q

(l)
i,jk|

2

3In (36), we switch the indexes i and j in the objective function for a more
consistent presentation using ai, which does not affect the original objective
function.

+ λ̃i

(

1

pi
‖Giai‖

2 − v(l+1)

)

(40)

where λ̃i is the Lagrangian multiplier associated with the

constraint in (39). Setting ∇ai
L(ai, λ̃i) = 0, we obtain the

optimal ai as

ai =





λ̃i

pi
GH

i Gi +

J
∑

j=1

K
∑

k=1

fi,jkf
H
i,jk





−1

·
J
∑

j=1

K
∑

k=1

(

d
(l+1)
i,jk + q

(l)
i,jk

)∗

fi,jk. (41)

The optimal λ̃o
j can be determined using the following two

steps: i) If aj in (41) under λ̃j = 0 satisfies the constraint in

(39), then it is the optimal solution, and λ̃o
j = 0; ii) otherwise,

λ̃o
j is such that (39) holds with equality. We can use the bi-

section search for λ̃o
j such that 1

pi
‖Giai‖2 = v.

4) Algorithm Convergence: In summary, our proposed fast

algorithm for computing ai in P2 is a two-layer iterative

algorithm. It consists of the outer-layer SCA iterations and the

inner-layer ADMM iterations for solving each SCA subprob-

lem P2SCA(u) (see Fig. 1 for the flow diagram). The updates

in (28) – (31) at each ADMM iteration are all computed in

closed-form as in (54), (35) and (38), or semi-closed-form as

in (41), respectively.

As mentioned earlier, since P2SCA(u) is convex, our inner-

layer ADMM-based algorithm in (28) – (31) is guaranteed to

converge to the optimal solution of P2SCA(u) [33]. Following

this, the outer-layer SCA iteration is guaranteed to converge

to the stationary point of P2 [31].

C. Semi-Distributed Computing Approach for wi

Note that ai’s are jointly optimized in P2 for the coordi-

nating BSs, which requires centralized processing. Typically,

a centralized method requires the global CSI, i.e., all M × 1
user channel vectors {hi,jk} from all J BSs, and the data

exchange overhead in terms of the number of complex scalars

is MKJ2, which is substantial especially for massive MIMO

with M ≫ 1. For the network architecture such as Cloud-

Radio Access Network (C-RAN), such data exchange between

the centralized processing unit (CPU) and the BSs requires

high-bandwidth and low-latency fronthaul communication and

imposes challenges for real-time coordination.

We show that our proposed algorithm does not require the

global CSI exchange. Below, we present a semi-distributed

computing approach to carry out the algorithm between the

CPU and the BSs efficiently using the local CSI at each BS:

• Computation at the CPU: The CPU uses the proposed

ADMM-based algorithm to compute {ai} centrally using

the iterative updates in (28) – (31). Examining the expres-

sions for these updates, i.e., do
ik for Pdik

(u) in (54), vo

in (35), to in (38), and ai in (41), we notice that the CPU

only needs GH
i Gi and {fi,jk, k ∈ K, j ∈ J } from each

BS i to compute the updates. They are K ×K matrix and

K × 1 vectors. These quantities can be computed locally

at each BS i based on the local CSI {hi,jk, k ∈ K, j ∈ J }
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Fig. 1. The flow diagram of computing {ai} at the CPU in Stage II of
Algorithm 2.

(see below). Therefore, instead of obtaining the global CSI

{hi,jk} from all BSs, the CPU only obtain these necessary

quantities from each BS i and then compute ai’s using the

proposed algorithm.

• Computation at each BS: At BS i, once Ri(λ, µi) is

obtained locally as discussed in Section IV-A1, the BS

compute Gi = R−1
i (λ, µi)Hi, and then GH

i G and fi,jk =
GH

i hi,jk , based on the local CSI {hi,jk , k ∈ K, j ∈ J }.
Then, each BS sends GH

i Gi and {fi,jk, k ∈ K, j ∈ J } to

the CPU. Once the CPU obtains ai’s, it sends ai to each

BS i. Then, BS i generates wi using (13).

We summarize our proposed fast algorithm utilizing the

semi-distributed computing approach for coordinated multicast

beamforming in Algorithm 2. This approach explores the

essential information required from each BS and integrates

the computational capability of both the BSs and the CPU.

As a result, it significantly reduces the amount of information

exchanged through fronthaul communication to generate the

beamformers wi’s.4

Furthermore, for the main computation at the CPU in

Algorithm 2, a flow diagram of the two-layered iterative

algorithm is shown in Fig. 1. In particular, we point out that

the updates of dik’s can be computed in parallel for each k and

i, since each is the solution of a separate subproblem Pdik
(u).

The same applies to ai’s, which can all be computed in parallel

using (41). This feature in our proposed algorithm provides a

4Note that we can implement a fully distributed algorithm by moving
the computation of dik’s and ai’s to each BS without the need for BS
sending G

H
i Gi and {fi,jk}. This would require some limited information

exchange between each BS and the CPU for the updates. However, since these
quantities need to be updated iteratively, this approach could cause fronthaul
delay, which is undesirable. Therefore we prefer conducting the main iterative
algorithm at the CPU using a semi-distributed approach.

Algorithm 2 The Fast Algorithm with Semi-Distributed Com-

puting for Coordinated Multicast Beamforming Problem Po

I) At each BS i:
Compute Ri (λ, µi) by Algorithm 1.

Compute GH
i Gi and fi,jk , ∀k ∈ K, j ∈ J .

Send GH
i Gi and {fi,jk, ∀k ∈ K, j ∈ J } to the CPU.

II) At the CPU:

Initialization: Generate initial point u. Set ρ.

repeat // Outer-layer

Initialization: Set a(0)= u. Set q(0), z(0), t(0). Set l = 0.

repeat // Inner-layer for solving P2SCA(u)

1) Update d
(l+1)
ik via (54), ∀k ∈ K, i ∈ J .

2) Update v(l+1) via (35).

3) Update a
(l+1)
i via (41), ∀i ∈ J .

4) Update t(l+1) via (38).

5) Update q(l+1) via (30) and z(l+1) via (31).

6) Set l ← l + 1.

until convergence.

Set u = a(l+1).

until convergence.

Send a
(l)
i to BS i, for i ∈ J .

III) At each BS i:
Compute wi via (13).

further computational advantage for practical implementation,

where the computational time for these two main updates

{dik}, {ai} will not increase with J if parallel computing is

employed.

In summary, Algorithm 2 is efficient in both computation

and communication. Its computational complexity and fron-

thaul communication overhead are analyzed below.

1) Computational Complexity Analysis: The main com-

putation in Algorithm 2 is the two-layer iterative algorithm

carried out at the CPU. Each inner-layer iteration involves

five updates: (1) Updating each d
(l+1)
ik using (54) requires

2JK+const ·J flops5. Note that all d
(l+1)
ik ’s can be computed

in parallel, where the time complexity can be similar to that of

computing each d
(l+1)
ik . (2) Updating v(l+1) in (35) requires

J(K2+K)+J flops. The computation mainly is from calcu-

lating a
(l+1)H
i (GH

i Gi)a
(l+1)
i , for each i ∈ J , where GH

i Gi

is provided at the CPU. Thus, the leading complexity in this

update is JK2 flops. (3) Updating a
(l+1)
i in (41) depends on

λ̃i value. If λ̃i = 0, then the leading complexity is JK2 flops.

Note that the matrix inversion in this case involves fixed values

and only needs to be performed once at the beginning of the

algorithm. If λ̃i > 0, we need to perform matrix inversion

with complexity Ia(O(K3)+K2)+JK(K+1) flops, where

Ia is the number of bi-section searches required. Thus, the

leading complexity for computing each a
(l+1)
i is either JK2

flops or O(K3) in the worst case. Again, note that all a
(l+1)
i ’s

can be computed in parallel with the time complexity being

similar to that of computing each a
(l+1)
i . (4) Updating t(l+1)

and q(l+1) are straightforward and requires about J2K flops.

5In (54), we only need to compute e
(l+1)
1,j,ik , j ∈ J . The rest of values are

fixed and can be computed at the beginning of each SCA iteration.
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Thus, for each inner-layer iteration, the main computation

occurs at updating ai’s in (41). The overall leading time

complexity per iteration, assuming parallel computing can be

implemented, is similar to that of the equivalent computational

complexity of const · [JK2 + JK] flops in the best case or

O(K3) + const · JK2 flops in the worst case.

From the above analysis, the computational complexity of

the main algorithm at the CPU is independent of the number

of BS antennas M and grows linearly with J coordinating

BSs. This is attractive for massive MIMO systems with a

large value of M , and further increasing M will not affect

the algorithm complexity. At the same time, the algorithm

allows more BSs to participate in coordination with only a

mild growth of complexity.

2) Fronthaul Communication Overhead Analysis: In Algo-

rithm 2, the information exchange between the BSs and the

CPU occurs in three stages:

i) Computing Ri(λ, µi) by Algorithm 1 at BS i;
ii) BS i sends GH

i Gi and {fi,jk , k ∈ K, j ∈ J } to the

CPU;

iii) The CPU sends a
(l)
i to each BS i.

For i), Algorithm 1 needs to exchange K× 1 vector λ
(m)
i ’s

among J BSs in each iteration. As discussed in Section IV-A1,

this requires exchanging JK real values per iteration. Our

simulation study shows the number of iterations is typically

about 5 ∼ 15 for M ranging from 100 to 200. For ii) and iii),

note that GH
i Gi is a K×K matrix, and both fi,jk and ai are

K × 1 vectors. The total information exchange between the

CPU and all BSs in terms of the number of complex scalars

is K2J(J + 1)+KJ , which does not depend on the number

of BS antennas M .

Thus, the entire information exchange required via fronthaul

by Algorithm 2 in terms of complex scalars is K2J(J +1)+
const · JK , which is independent of M . This is particularly

beneficial for massive MIMO, as the communication overhead

is significantly lower than MKJ2 for the conventional central-

ized processing, and the communication saving becomes more

significant as M becomes larger. Since the total information

exchange does not grow with M , increasing the number of

antennas at the BSs will not impact the fronthaul requirement

in terms of both capacity and delay. Overall, the significant

reduction of communication overhead further allows more BSs

to participate in coordination.

From the analysis in Sections IV-C1 and IV-C2, it is

apparent that the proposed algorithm is highly efficient in

both computation and communication: both computational

complexity and amount of information sharing will remain

unchanged when the number of BS antennas further increases,

as expected in the future systems with ultra-massive MIMO.

These efficiencies encourage more BSs to participate in coor-

dination to further reduce interference and improve the overall

system performance.

3) Initialization: : For the initial point u in the SCA

method to solve P2SCA(u) iteratively, different conventional

initialization methods can be used. In particular, since the

converted problem P2 has a much smaller problem size with

the original P1, we can apply the conventional SDR along with

the Gaussian randomization method to find a feasible point for

P2 to be used as the initial point. We note that following our

method above, the CPU has all the information obtained from

BSs to compute the initial point.

V. OTHER COORDINATION CONDITIONS OR SCENARIOS

A. Coordinated Multicasting under Imperfect CSI

So far, we have assumed perfect CSI in deriving the optimal

beamforming structure and proposing the fast semi-distributed

algorithm to generate wi at each BS i. In practice, each BS

only has the estimated local CSI available. Below, we show

how our results and proposed approach can be extended to

incorporate the imperfect CSI.

Consider each channel hi,jk follows a general Rayleigh

fading distribution as hi,jk ∼ CN (0,Ci,jk), where Ci,jk

is the channel covariance matrix. Let ĥi,jk be the MMSE

estimate of hi,jk . The estimation error h̃i,jk = hi,jk − ĥi,jk

is independent to ĥi,jk and has the following distribution

h̃i,jk ∼ CN (0,Ei,jk), where Ei,jk is the covariance matrix

for the estimation error. For the downlink massive MIMO,

using the capacity lower bound, an achievable rate at user k
in cell i is given by log(1 + SINReff

ik), where SINReff

ik is the

effective SINR given by [35]

SINReff

ik =
|E(wH

i hi,ik)|
2

∑J

j=1 E(|w
H
j hj,ik|2)− |E(wH

i hi,ik)|2 + σ2
(42)

Consider the BS evaluates the above effective SINR given

all the MMSE estimates {ĥi,jk}, which we refer to as the

instantaneous effective SINR at each user that is perceived by

the BSs. It is given by

SINRest
ik =

|wH
i ĥi,ik|2

∑J

j=1,j 6=i|w
H
j ĥj,ik|2 +

∑J

j=1 w
H
j Ej,ikwj + σ2

.

(43)

Then, the original coordinated multicast beamforming problem

Po is modified to the following

Pest
o : min

W

max
i

1

pi
‖wi‖

2

s.t. SINRest
ik > γik, k ∈ K, i ∈ J

where SINR in the constraints is replaced with the perceived

instantaneous effective SINR in (43) for the BSs to jointly

optimize wi’s.

Compared with (2), the SINR expression in (43) has an

additional second term in the denominator (also, each channel

is replaced by its estimate), which reflects the uncertainty

due to the estimation errors of channels from all BSs to a

user. Nonetheless, the structure in SINR expression w.r.t. {wi}
still maintains the same, and all our previous derivations in

Section III leading to Theorem 1 can be straightforwardly

adapted to the new SINR expression. Following this, the

optimal coordinated multicast beamforming solution for Pest
o

is given by the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Based on the MMSE channel estimates at all

the BSs, the optimal solution to the QoS problem Pest
o for

coordinated multicast beamforming is given by

wi = R̂−1
i (λ, µi)Ĥiai, i ∈ J (44)
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where

R̂i (λ, µi) ,
µi

pi
I+

J
∑

j=1

K
∑

k=1

λjkγjk
(

ĥi,jkĥ
H
i,jk +Ei,jk

)

, (45)

and each weight in ai is aik = λik(1 + γik)(ĥ
H
i,ikwi).

Note that the beamforming structure in (44) is the same as

that in (13) of the perfect CSI case, except that compared with

Ri(λ, µi) in (14), the summation term in R̂i (λ, µi) for each

ĥi,jk contains an additional covariance term Ei,jk that cap-

tures the estimation error. Thus, the discussions in Remarks 1-

3 on the optimal beamforming structure also apply here to

the imperfect CSI case. In particular, since each BS i has

the local channel estimates and the corresponding estimation

error covariance matrices, {ĥi,jk,Ei,jk, ∀k, j}, the optimal

beamformer wi in (44) is still a distributed beamformer that

can be computed locally at BS i.
Furthermore, our proposed Algorithms 1 and 2, including

the fast algorithm for weights {ai} and the semi-distributed

computing approach to generate wi at each BS i, can be

directly extended to the estimated CSI case. Specifically, in

these algorithms, all the computations using channel hi,jk can

be replaced with estimate ĥi,jk, and Ri (λ, µi) is replaced

with R̂i (λ, µi). The details of the algorithms under the

estimated CSI are omitted to avoid repetition.

B. Extension to Other Coordination Scenarios

1) Multiple Groups per Cell: Our system model assumes

one group per cell to keep the exposition simple. The results

can be extended directly to the general case that includes Gi

multiple groups in each cell i, with Kg users in group g.

In this case, the total transmit power at BS i is given by
∑Gi

g=1 ‖wig‖2, where wig is the multicast beamformer for

group g in cell i. It is essentially an instance of the single-

cell multi-group scenario considered in [19] if only BS i is

considered. For coordination among BSs, the transmit power

constraint in (4) is changed to 1
pi

∑Gi

g=1‖wig‖2−t 6 0 for each

BS i. In this case, the SINR expression in (2) also contains

intra-cell inter-group interference at the denominator. All the

derivations in Section III leading to Theorem 1 can still be

straightforwardly adapted to this SINR expression, and the

optimal multicast beamformer for group g in cell i is

wig = R−1
i (λ, µi)Higaig (46)

where Hig is the channel matrix between BS i and user group

g in cell i, and aig is the weight vector for this group. Also,

λ now has the dimension of the total number of users in the

system,
∑J

i=1

∑Gi

g=1 Kg, with element λigk associated with

each SINR constraint for user k in group g in cell i. Again,

our proposed Algorithms 1 and 2 can be straightforwardly

extended to this case to compute {aig} at the CPU, and

each BS i distributively generates the multicast beamformers

{wi1, . . . ,wiGi
} for Gi groups based on the local CSI.

2) Coordination among BS Clusters: So far, we have as-

sumed that each BS serves its own users and coordinates with

other BSs. To further improve the performance, BS clustering

may be considered, where a subset of BSs fully cooperate

to jointly serve their users. For full cooperation, data sharing

among BSs in a cluster is required for the BSs to form joint

multicast beamforming to serve their users, and coordinated

beamforming among BS clusters is performed for managing

inter-cluster interference. When the BS clusters are disjoint,

i.e., each BS only participate in one cluster, each BS cluster

can be effectively viewed as a “super” BS with distributed

antennas as in our system model. It is easy to see that our

results and proposed algorithms can be directly applied to

this case for coordinated multicast beamforming among BS

clusters, where each BS cluster can generate its respective

beamformers distributively without global CSI sharing among

different BS clusters.6

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

We consider a coordinated multi-cell multicast beamforming

scenario with J = 3 BSs and one group per cell. Each cell has

a unit cell radius, and users in the cell are randomly located

with a uniform distribution. All user channels are generated

independently, each follows a complex Gaussian distribution

hi,jk ∼ CN (0, βi,jkI), ∀k, i, j. The channel variance βi,jk is

modeled by the path loss model: βi,jk = ξ0d
−κ
i,jk , where di,jk

is the distance between BS i and user k in cell j, the pathloss

exponent is κ = 3.5, and ξ0 is the path loss constant. The value

of ξ0 is determined by setting the nominal average received

SNR under a unit transmit power at the cell boundary to be

−5 dB, i.e.,
ξ0
σ2 = −5 dB. We set the power budget target of

each BS as pi = 10 dBW, i ∈ J . The performance results are

averaged over 100 channel realizations and 10 realizations of

user locations.

A. Convergence Behavior

We first show the convergence behaviour of our proposed

fast algorithm for solving Po. It is based on the optimal

beamforming structure in (13) and solving P2 via Algorithm 2.

The main algorithm carried out at the CCU consists of the

outer-layer SCA iteration over u, and the inner-layer ADMM-

based iteratively updates for solving P2SCA(u) in each SCA

iteration. We set the penalty parameter ρ = 0.01.7

We first study the convergence behaviour of Algorithm 1

for computing λik’s. Fig. 2 shows the convergence behaviour

in terms of the maximum difference maxi,k |λ
(l+1)
ik − λ

(l)
ik |

over iterations l for M = 50, 100, 200. We set K = 5. We

see that the maximum difference of λik’s drops below 0.5×
10−3 in less than 30 iterations for M = 50. As M increases,

the convergence rate becomes faster, and only less than 10
iterations are needed for M = 200. To show the statistical

information on the convergence rate, in Fig. 3, we plot the

empirical cumulative density function (CDF) of the number of

iterations required for the maximum different maxi,k |λ
(l+1)
ik −

λ
(l)
ik | 6 0.5×10−3 generated over 100 channel realizations. We

see that Algorithm 1 typically converges within 30 iterations to

6Within a BS cluster, CSI sharing among the BSs in the cluster may be
required for joint beamforming to maximize the full cooperation gain.

7We have conducted extensive experiments to study the effect of different
values of ρ on the performance and selected this value, which provides the
best trade-off of performance and convergence speed.
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Fig. 2. The convergence of λ̃ by using Algorithm 1 (J = 3, K = 5).
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Fig. 3. The empirical CDF of the iterations need for λ convergence under
different M (J = 3, K = 5).

5 iterations for M ranges from 50 to 200, which is consistent

with Fig. 2. The convergence tends to be come faster as M
increases. This could be that the expression at the right hand

side of (20) converges to an asymptotic value, which expedites

the fixed-point convergence.

We now study the convergence behavior of the inner-

layer iterations in Algorithm 2. We define the maximum

relative difference of a(l) between two consecutive iterations

as ∆a(l) , maxi∈J
‖a

(l+1)
i

−a
(l)
i

‖

‖a
(l)
i

‖
. Fig. 4 left shows the

convergence behaviour of ∆a(l) over iterations in the first

outer-layer SCA iteration, for M = 50, 100, 200. We set

K = 5 users per group. We see that the value of ∆a(l)

drops fast, especially when M becomes large. Typically, it

drops below 1× 10−3 in less than 10 iterations for M > 100
and ∼ 20 iterations for M = 50. For further reducing the

value of ∆a(l), more iterations may be required for M = 50,

while much fewer iterations are used for M > 100.8 Note

that as the outer-layer SCA iteration increases, u converges

to a, and as a result, the inner-layer convergence becomes

even faster for computing the solution to P2SCA(u). Fig. 4

shows the convergence behavior using some random channel

realizations. To see the statistical convergence behavior, we

8We observe that these convergence curves decrease slowly then have a
big drop. Our explanation for this is that the algorithm searches for different

directions in a
(l)
i to reduce the objective value, and the sudden drop indicates

an effective direction is found, which leads to a large reduction in the objective
value.
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Fig. 4. Convergence behaviour of the inner-layer algorithm at the CCU in
Algorithm 2: the maximum relative difference ∆a(l) over iteration l (In the
first outer-layer SCA iteration. K = 5).
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Fig. 5. The empirical CDF of the number of inner-layer iterations required
for ∆a(l) 6 10−3 (K = 5).
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Fig. 6. Convergence behaviour of the outer-layer algorithm at the CCU in
Algorithm 2: the objective maxi

1
pi

‖wi‖2 over the SCA iterations (K = 5).

plot the empirical CDF of the number of iterations needed

for ∆a(l) to drop below 1 × 10−3 in the first outer-layer

SCA iteration, as shown in Fig. 5. We see that the average

convergence rate becomes slightly faster as M increases. Over

90% channel realizations can converge less than 10 iterations,

and over 95% channel realizations can converge less than 100
iterations.

In Fig. 6, we show the trajectory of the objective value of

P2 over the outer-layer SCA iterations computed at the CPU

in Algorithm 2, for M = 50, 100, and 200. We see that in all

cases, the outer layer converges quickly in just a few iterations.
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Based on these convergence studies, for the rest of simulations,

we set the inner-layer threshold to be 10−3 and that for the

outer-layer SCA to be 10−3.

B. Performance Comparison

We now evaluate the performance of Algorithm 2. For

comparison, we also consider the following methods:

• OptSDR: Use the optimal beamforming structure ob-

tained in (13); Then, apply the conventional SDR method

with Gaussian randomization to solve P2.

• OptSCA-IPM: Use the optimal beamforming structure in

(13); Then, apply the SCA method to iteratively solve

P2SCA(u) via the standard convex solver CVX, which

implement the interior-point method (IPM).

• DirectSDR: Apply the SDR approach to Po along with

the Gaussian randomization method to compute {wi}
directly.

• DirectSCA: Apply the SCA method to Po by iteratively

solving P1SCA(Z) via the convex solver CVX to compute

{wi} directly.

• Lower Bound for Po: Solve the relaxed problem of Po

via the SDR method directly. This is a benchmark for all

the above methods.

Note that we let OptSDR and OptSCA-IPM take the advan-

tage of the optimal beamforming structure obtained in (13) as

well, but instead of our proposed fast algorithm, we apply

the conventional optimization techniques to compute {ai}, in

order to compare the computational complexity of different

optimization approaches. DirectSDR and DirectSCA are the

conventional common methods in the literature to compute

the beamforming vectors {wi} directly, which require fully

centralized processing. We consider these methods to evaluate

the benefit of using the optimal structure.

Fig. 7 shows the average maximum transmit power margin

maxi ‖wi‖2/pi vs. the number of antennas M . We set K = 5
and γik = 10 dB, ∀i, k. Note that both DirectSDR and the

lower bound incur very high computational complexity as M
becomes large, and their performance are only shown up to

M = 200. We see that the performance of Algorithm 2 is

very close to the lower bound, suggesting that it achieves a

nearly-optimal performance. This indicates the effectiveness

of our proposed approximate approach for computing λ and

the heuristic setting for µ in Section IV-A, and the computed

solution based on the optimal beamforming structure is nearly

optimal. The other methods also perform close to the lower

bound, except for DirectSDR, which has a slight performance

gap compared to the lower bound.

Even though their performances are close, the average com-

putation times of these algorithms are substantially different,

as shown in Table I.9 The computation time of Algorithm 2,

OptSCA-IPM, and OptSDR remains roughly unchanged as

M increases. This is because they are all based on the

optimal beamforming structure in (13) and only need to

compute weight vectors ai’s with the total dimension JK ,

9Note that in all our experiments, we did not use parallel computing for
Algorithm 2 in computing dik’s and ai’s. These quantities are computed
sequentially instead.
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Fig. 7. Average transmit power margin maxi
1
pi

‖wi‖2 vs. the number of

antenna M (K = 5, J = 3).

TABLE I
AVERAGE COMPUTATION TIME (SEC.) (K = 5).

M 100 200 300 400 500

Algorithm 2 0.039 0.032 0.058 0.047 0.043

OptSCA-IPM 3.74 3.64 3.48 3.42 3.89

OptSDR 0.61 0.61 0.65 0.60 0.70

DirectSDR 33.9 239 – – –

TABLE II
COMMUNICATION OVERHEAD OF PROPOSED OVER FULLY CENTRALIZED

(K = 5).

M 100 200 300 400 500

Semi-distributed
(Algorithm 2)

9.7% 4.8% 2.9% 2.2% 1.7%

which is independent of M . This is in contrast to DirectSDR,

whose computation time increases with M significantly as

it computes wi’s directly, making it impractical for massive

MIMO systems. Furthermore, the computational time of our

proposed algorithm is several orders of magnitude lower than

those of OptSCA-SDR and OptSCA-IPM. This demonstrates

the computational advantage of our proposed fast algorithm

in Algorithm 2 based on the closed-form or semi-closed-form

updates, as compared with the conventional convex solver. The

communication overhead saving between BSs and the CPU

by our semi-distributed computing approach in Algorithm 2

is shown in Table II, where the amount of data exchange

by Algorithm 2 is shown as a percentage of that of the

conventional fully centralized processing using the full channel

state information for different M values. We see that our

approach can substantially reduce the amount of data exchange

over the fronthaul, especially when M becomes large.

To study the effect of the number of users on the perfor-

mance, in Fig. 8, we show maxi ‖wi‖2/pi vs. K users per

group for M = 50, 100, 200. We see that Algorithm 2 and

OptSCA-IPM can nearly attain the lower bound for all values

of K and M . However, OptSDR deteriorates substantially as

K increases, with a noticeable ∼ 2 dB gap to the lower bound

for K = 10. This is expected for the SDR-based method,

because it is an approximation method and is known to be

more inaccurate as the problem size, especially the number of

constraints, grows.

Table III shows the average computation time of these
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Fig. 8. Average transmit power margin maxi
1
pi

‖wi‖2 vs. K users per

cell. (M = 100, J = 3).

TABLE III
AVERAGE COMPUTATION TIME (SEC.) (M = 100).

K 3 5 7 10

Algorithm 2 0.0057 0.041 0.17 0.44

OptSCA-IPM 1.24 3.80 4.71 9.52

OptSDR 0.52 0.56 0.72 1.02

DirectSDR 45.8 217 375 1056

TABLE IV
COMMUNICATION OVERHEAD OF PROPOSED OVER FULLY CENTRALIZED

(M = 100).

K 3 5 7 10

Semi-distributed
(Algorithm 2)

7% 9.7% 12.3% 16.3%

methods as K increases. We see that the computation time of

Algorithm 2 increases only mildly as K grows and is several

orders of magnitude lower than other methods. This again

demonstrates the computational advantage of Algorithm 2 over

other methods. Its scalability is highly desirable for massive

MIMO systems. Table IV shows the amount of data exchange

by Algorithm 2 as a percentage of that of the conventional

fully centralized processing for different K values. We again

see that the required data exchange in our approach is only a

small fraction of that needed for fully centralized processing.

Finally, we examine the effect of varying the number of

coordinating BSs J . We consider a two-tier cell setup con-

sisting of 19 cells and vary the number of coordinating cells

as J = 1, 3, 7, 19. We consider a practical cellular network

configuration, where the cell radius is 500 m. The channel

path loss is modeled as 139.1 + 35 log 10(dijk), where dijk
is the distance of BS i to user k in cell j in km. The system

bandwidth is 10 MHz, and the receiver noise is −94 dBm. We

set the power budget for each BS to pi = 45 dBm, and SINR

target γik = 15 dB. The performances of Algorithm 2 and

OptSCA-IPM are shown in Fig. 9, for M = 100 and K = 5.

We see that the two algorithms perform nearly identically.

The BS transmit power decreases as J increases, due to

improved interference management with more coordinating

BSs. The computation times for both algorithms are shown

in Table V. Note that the parallel computing approach for

Algorithm 2, which is discussed in Section IV-C1, was not

utilized in these simulation results; instead, all updates were
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Fig. 9. Average transmit power margin maxi
1
pi

‖wi‖2 vs. the number of

coordinating cells J (K = 5, M = 100).

TABLE V
AVERAGE COMPUTATION TIME (SEC.) (M = 100, K = 5).

J 1 3 7 19

Algorithm 2 0.0019 0.039 0.30 2.78

OptSCA-IPM 0.32 3.4 9.0 122.3

computed sequentially. Despite this, Table V demonstrates that

the average computation time of Algorithm 2 remains low as

J increases to 19 cells. In contrast, the computation time for

OptSCA-IPM significantly increases when J reaches 19.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper considers BSs coordination for multicast beam-

forming and provides a computation-communication efficient

solution for massive MIMO cellular networks. Considering the

QoS problem for individual BS transmit power minimization,

we first obtain the optimal coordinated multicast beamforming

structure. It shows that the optimal beamformers are naturally

distributed beamformers, each being a function of the local

CSI at its BS only. Furthermore, the beamforming solution

has an inherent low-dimensional structure, where the essential

unknown weights to be determined are in the dimension of

the serving users at each BS, which are independent of the

number of BS antennas. We judiciously explore this optimal

structure and propose a scalable and fast algorithm with a

semi-distributed computing approach for BSs to determine

their beamformers based on the local CSI and limited essential

information sharing, thus significantly reducing the fronthaul

communication load for coordination in massive MIMO net-

works. We further show that the beamforming structural results

and our algorithm can be extended to imperfect CSI case

and the scenario involves BS clustering for full cooperation.

Simulation results show that our proposed algorithm built upon

the optimal structure achieves a near-optimal performance

and is scalable to the network size with substantially lower

computational complexity and communication overhead than

other alternatives.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

Proof: Under the optimal Lagrange multipliers (λ⋆,µ⋆)
for the dual problem D1SCA(Z), we have the following KKT
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condition for the minimization of L(W, t,λ⋆,µ⋆;Z) in (11),

∂L(W, t,λ⋆,µ⋆;Z)

∂wH
i

= Ri−(λ
⋆,µ⋆)wi(Z)− νi= 0. (47)

∂L(W, t,λ⋆,µ⋆;Z)

∂t
= 1− 1Tµ⋆ = 0. (48)

From (48), 1Tµ⋆ = 1. For (47), we now show that

Ri−(λ
⋆,µ⋆) in (9) is invertible.

We discuss this in two cases. i) M > (J − 1)K: We

first consider the typical case of system setup where the

number of BS antennas is more than the number of users in

other coordinating cells10. We employ proof by contradiction.

Assume µ⋆
i = 0 for some i. Then, Ri−(λ

⋆,µ⋆) in (9)

is rank deficient. Notice that the range of Ri−(λ
⋆,µ⋆) is

spanned by channels from BS i to all users in other cells,

{hi,jk, k ∈ K, j ∈ J , j 6= i}, while νi from (10) is a

linear combination of channels from BS i to its own users

in cell i: {hi,ik, k ∈ K}. Note that all user channels are

random realizations following certain channel distributions,

and the channels of out-of-cell users are independent of in-

cell users. Thus, with probability 1 (w.p.1.) that νi does not

lie in the range of Ri−(λ
⋆,µ⋆). Then, there is no solution to

the linear equation in (47) for wi(z). This means that the

partial derivative in (47) will not be 0 at optimality. This

contradict with the KKT condition of the optimal solution to

P1SCA(z). Thus, the optimal µ⋆
i > 0, i ∈ J , and Ri−(λ

⋆,µ⋆)
is invertible. ii) M 6 (J − 1)K: In this less likely scenario

with insufficient number of antennas available, as mentioned

earlier, all user channels are random channel realizations, and

thus, the second term of Ri−(λ
⋆,µ⋆) in (9) has a full rank

(w.p.1), and we can directly conclude that Ri−(λ
⋆,µ⋆) is

invertible in this case.

Following the above, from (47) we have

w⋆
i (Z) = R−1

i,i−
(λ⋆,µ⋆)

( K
∑

k=1

λ⋆
ikhi,ikh

H
i,ik

)

zi

= R−1
i,i−

(λ⋆,µ⋆)

K
∑

k=1

(

λ⋆
ikh

H
i,ikz

)

hi,ik,

which leads to (12).

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof: The proof follows the technique used in the proof

of [19, Theorem 1]. Specifically, following the optimal w⋆
i (Z)

for P1SCA(Z) in (12), we have

Ri,i−(λ
⋆,µ⋆)w⋆

i (Z) =

K
∑

k=1

λ⋆
ikhi,ikh

H
i,ikzi. (49)

From Ri(λ
⋆,µ⋆) in (14), we have

Ri(λ
⋆,µ⋆)w⋆

i (Z)

=

(

Ri,i−(λ
⋆,µ⋆) +

K
∑

k=1

λikγikhi,ikh
H
i,ik

)

w⋆
i (z)

10In the typical system operation, there are more BS antennas than the
available active users for interference management.

(a)
=

K
∑

k=1

λ⋆
ikhi,ikh

H
i,ikzi +

K
∑

k=1

λ⋆
ikγikhi,ikh

H
i,ikw

⋆
i (z)

=

K
∑

k=1

λ⋆
ik(1 + γik)

(

hi,ikh
H
i,ikzi + hi,ikh

H
i,ikw

⋆
i (z)

)

(50)

where (a) follows the equation in (49). Assume the initial Z(0)

in the SCA procedure is close to the global optimal solution,

and the SCA iteration converges to the global optimal solution,

i.e., Z→Wo. Then, we have w⋆
i (Z)→ wo

i . Following this,

we have hH
i,ikzi → hH

i,ikw
o
i , and hH

i,ikw
⋆
i (Z) → hH

i,ikw
o
i .

Also, as w⋆
i (Z) → wo

i , the optimal (λ⋆,µ⋆) for the dual

problem D1SCA(Z) also converges to the optimal (λo,µo) of

D1SCA(W
o), which is the dual problem of P1. Thus, at the

limit of zi → wo
i , (50) becomes

Ri(λ
o,µo)wo

i =
K
∑

k=1

λo
ik(1 + γik)(h

H
i,ikw

o
i )hi,ik = Hia

o
i

where aoik = λo
ik(1 + γik)(h

H
i,ikw

o
i ). Following the argument

in Appendix A, we can similarly show that Ri(λ
o,µo) is full

rank and invertible. Thus, we obtain the optimal solution wo
i

in (13).

The optimal objective value of Po is the optimal to in P1. In

each SCA iteration, the optimal solution w⋆
i (Z) to P1SCA(Z) is

given in (12). We can rewrite it in a compact form as follows:

w⋆
i (Z) = R−1

i,i−
(λ⋆,µ⋆)HiDλi

HH
i zi. (51)

where Dλi
, diag(λi). Substituting the expression of w⋆

i (Z)
in (51) into (8), the dual function in (11) can be written as

g(λ,µ;Z)

=
(

1−
J
∑

i=1

µi

)

t⋆ + σ2
J
∑

i=1

λT
i γi +

J
∑

i=1

zHi HiDλi
HH

i zi

−
J
∑

i=1

zHi HiDλi
HH

i R−1
i,i−

(λ⋆,µ⋆)HiDλi
HH

i zi

=

J
∑

i=1

zHi HiDλi
HH

i

(

I−R−1
i,i−

(λ⋆,µ⋆)HiDλi
HH

i

)

zi

+
(

1−
J
∑

i=1

µi

)

t⋆ + σ2
J
∑

i=1

λT
i γi. (52)

where γi is defined below (15). Since the optimal solution wo
i

is a stationary solution, it can also be rewritten as (12)

wo
i = R−1

i−
(λo,µo)Hiα

o
i .

If the SCA iteration converges the optimum zi → wo
i , we

have hH
i,ikzi → hH

i,ikw
o
i , λ⋆

ik → λo
ik , and α⋆

ik → αo
ik =

λo
ikh

H
i,ikw

o. Thus, αo
i = Dλo

i
HH

i wo. Substituting it into the

above expression, we have wo
i = R−1

i−
(λo,µo)HiDλoHH

i wo
i ,

which leads to
(

I−R−1
i,i−

(λo,µo)HiDλo
i
HH

i

)

wo
i = 0.

Following this equation and since zi → wo
i , the first term

in (52) will be 0 at optimality. Also, since 1Tµ⋆ = 1 in (12).

We have 1Tµo = 1 as well. Thus, the second term in (52)

will be 0 at optimality. It follows that as z→ wo, we have

max
λ,µ

g(λ,µ;Wo) = σ2
J
∑

i=1

λoT
i γi = σ2λoTγ. (53)
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Also, we have P1SCA(Z) → P1 (Po). Thus, the minimum

objective value of Po is given by (53).

APPENDIX C

THE SOLUTION TO PdSUB(u) IN (34)

Define e
(l)
1,j,ik , a

(l)H
j fj,ik − q

(l)
j,ik , e2,ik , |uH

i fi,ik|2 +

γikσ
2, e3,ik , uH

i fi,ik . Then, the optimal solution do
ik for

Pdsub(u) is given by

doj,ik =







e
(l)
1,i,ik + νoike3,ik, j = i,
e
(l)
1,j,ik

1+νo
ik

γik
, j 6= i

(54)

where νoik > 0 is the optimal Lagrange multiplier associated

with the constraint in (34). Substituting doj,ik in (54) into the

constraint in (34) leads to

f(νoik) , e2,ik + γik

∑J
j 6=i |e

(l)
1,j,ik|

2

(1 + νoikγik)
2
− 2Re{e

(l)
1,i,ike

∗
3,ik}

− 2νoik|e3,ik|
2 6 0, (55)

which is strictly decreasing for νoik > 0. The solution νoik
is obtained as νoik = 0 if e2,ik + γik

∑J

j 6=i |e
(l)
1,j,ik|

2 −

2Re{e
(l)
1,i,ike

∗
3,ik} 6 0; otherwise, it is the unique positive root

of f(νoik) = 0, which has a closed-form cubic formula.
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