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Abstract—The challenge to in-band full-duplex wireless com- FD Base Station

munication is managing self-interference. Many designs he
employed spatial isolation mechanisms, such as shieldingr o
multi-antenna beamforming, to isolate the self-interferece wave R

from the receiver. Such spatial isolation methods are effeive, Q
but by confining the transmit and receive signals to a subsetfo Scatterers‘D

the available space, the full spatial resources of the chamh be . Q
under-utilized, expending a cost that may nullify the net baefit .

of operating in full-duplex mode. In this paper we leverage T R

an antenna-theory-based channel model to analyze the spati
degrees of freedom available to a full-duplex capable basé¢asion, User 1 (Uplink) User 2 (Downlink)
and observe that whether or not spatial isolation out-perfoms

time-division (i.e. half-duplex) depends heavily on the gametric Fig. 1. Three-node full-duplex model
distribution of scatterers. Unless the angular spread of tke objects
that scatter to the intended users is overlapped by the spreh
of objects that backscatter to the base station, then spatia
isolation outperforms time division, otherwise time divisSon may
be optimal.

over half duplex? More specifically, given a constraint oa th
area of the arrays at the base station and at the User 1 and
I. INTRODUCTION User 2 devices, and given a characterization of spatial

Consider the communication scenario depicted in F@Jreq'st_ribution o_f the scatterers in the en\_/ironment, what is the
User 1 wishes to transmit uplink data to a base station, afiflink/downlink degree-of-freedom region when the onll-se
User 2 wishes to receive downlink data from the same badSierference mitigation strategy is spatial isolation?
station. If the base station can operate in full-duplex mode Modeling Approach: To answer the above question we
i.e., transmits and receives at the same time in the same bdf¥erage physical channel model developed by Poon, Broder-
then it can enhance spectral efficiency by servicing bothsus€©": and Tse in [7]=[9], which we will call the “PBT” model.
simultaneously. To cancel the high-powered self-interiee, N the PBT model, instead of constraining thember of
the knowledge of the transmit signal can be used to perfoffitennas, a constraint on tteea of the array is given,
self-interference cancellation. However, experimentaties and instead of considering a channel matrix drawn from a
have shown that cancellation alone is often insufficient fyobability distribution, a channel transfer function wini
realize the ideal doubling of capacity over half-dupléx, [1jd€Pend on the geometric position of the scatterers reléive
[2]. Thus methods to create spatial isolation between tnins the arrays is considered.
and receive antennas, like multi-antenna beamforming4p], ~ Contribution We extend the PBT model to the three-
directional antenna5][5], and shielding via absorptiveemiats node full-duplex topology of Figurel 1, and derive the degree
[6], are also employed. Unlike cancellation, spatial itola Of-freedom regionDep, i.e. the set of all achievable up-
may consume channel resources that could have otherwgk/downlink degree-of-freedom tuples. By comparibgp to
been leveraged for signal-of-interest communication. Dup, the degree-of-freedom region achieved by time-division

Consider the example illustrated in Figiie 1. The direchpafluplex, we observe thabyp C Dep in the following two
from the base station transmittéf,, to its receiverR,, can SCe€narios:
be suppressed by creating a radiation pattern with a nutient 1) When the base station arrays are larger than the corre-
direction of Ry, but there will also be self-interference due to  sponding user arrays, so that the extra resources used for
reflections from the scatterers. The self-interferencesediy spatial isolation were not needs for spatial multiplexing,
scattererSy in Figure[1 could be avoided by creating a null 2) More interestingly, when the forward scattering inter-
in the direction ofS,. However losing access to that scatterer  vals and the backscattering intervals are not completely
could lead to a less rich scattering environment, dimimighi overlapped. In Figur€]l1 for example, if there are some
the spatial degrees of freedom of the uplink or downlink. directions from whichly’s radiated signal will scatter to

Question Under what scattering conditions can spatial the intended receiveR,, but not backscatter t&;, then
isolation be leveraged to provide a degree-of-freedom gain 75 can avoid interference by signaling in those directions
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without having to zero-force t@,. equipped with a linear array of leng#i.,, and each receiver,
R;, i =1,2is equipped a linear array of leng#Lp,.
1) Scattering Intervals. Let 67, € [0, 7] denote the eleva-
Here we extend the PBT channel model iri [7], whicon angle relative to thg; and letfr, denote the elevation
considers a point-to-point topology, to the three-nodé- fU'angIe relative to theR; array. As depicted in Figuig B,
duplex topology of Figuréll. denotes the angular spread subtended at transifiittey the
A. Overview of PBT Model phy;ical objects that scatter fields radia?ed frdnto R;.
_Similarly let ©f,, denote the corresponding angular spread

The PBT channel model considers a wireless COMMUNIG&ihtended atR: by scatterers illuminated b§r;. Thus, we
. . . . . . . T . 1
tion link between a transmitter equipped with a unipolatizeyee i Figurgl that from the point-of-view of the base-stafi
c_on_tlmuous Imefalr a"‘?z/ of IenhgthLT hand abrecelverhwm;] a transmitter,T,, O, is the angular interval over which it can
simiiar array 0 efﬁgt_ Lg. The authors observe that therg,yiaie signals that will couple to its intended receivenjlev
are two k_ey.dor.nalns. therray domain, which descrlbes_the Or,, is the interval in which the radiated signal will bounce
cur_rent d'Str,'bUt'on O'f' the arrays, and thavevector dc_)maln . back to the base station receivé,, as self-interference. We
which describes the field patterns. Assume the phys'C""tt’SbJeassume that the user devices are hidden from each other such
that scatter the fields radiated from the transmit array & t'fhatG)T — Op, = 0. In Figure2, the six scattering intervals

21 21 — P ’

receive array subtend an angtr at the transmit array an 5o grawn as being circular and angularly contiguous, kit th
angle©r, at the receive array. Because a linear array aligngd purely for the sake of making the figure uncluttered, and

to the z-axis array can pnly resolve thecomponent, i.e. the need not be the case. Because linear arrays can only resolve
cos) component, consider the selsy = {cosf : § € O} he cosine of the elevation angle, lgt= cosfr, € [-1,1],

andW¥p = {cost : 6 € Or}. In [7], itis shown from the first 5. iewiser; = cosfp, € [~1,1]. Denote the “effective”
principles of Maxwell's equations that an array of lengthy scattering interval as ’

has a resolution ofl /(2L1) over the interval¥;, so that

the dimension of the transmit signal space of radiated field U, = {t; : arccos(t;) € Or,, } C [—1,1].

patterns is2Lr|¥7|. Likewise the dimension of the receive _ _ .

Signa| space |§LR|\IJR|1 so that the degrees of freedom Of_lkeW|Se for the receiver side we denote the effective scatt
the communication link is ing intervals as

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

dpap = min {2L7|¥7|,2LR|VR|} . 1) Ug,, = {m : arccos(i) € O, } C [-1,1].

Define the width of the transmit and receive scattering uatisr
QEDLES?EOH as|VUr, | = f%ifltj and|¥g,, | = f‘l‘m?n’ respectively.

R, <M N 2) Hilbert space channel model: Let 7; be the Hilbert
space of all square integrable transmit field distributigfs:
Ur, U¥r,, — Cthat transmittef;’s array of lengthLz, can
radiate in the direction of the available scattering clisst&he
inner product between two member functiobs, V; € 7;, is
the usual inner produgl;, V;) = f\ijjWTij U;(t)V(t) dt.
Likewise letR; the Hilbert space of all received field distri-
butionsY; : Ug,, U ¥g,, — C incident on receiver; and
resolved by an array of lengthg,. From [7], we know that
the dimension of these transmit and receive signal spaegs ar
respectively,

T1 R2
User 1 (Uplink) User 2 (Downlink)

Fig. 2: Clustered scattering. Only one cluster for eachsimn dim 7j = 2L | W, U W, (2)

receive pair is shown to prevent clutter. dimR; = 2Lg, VR, U VR, ®3)
Define the channel scattering operakbs : 7; — R; by
B. I.Extensior.1 of PBT Model to Thr.eeNode Full-Duplex (Hyy X)) () = / Hiy (7. 0)X, () dt, 7 € Up, UWp.
Figure[2 illustrates our extension of the PBT channel model Yo, U,
to the three-node full-duplex topology of Figlrk 1. [Rbw; (4)

denote the uplink flow from User 1 to the base station, andWith the above definitions, we write the channel input-
Flow, denote the downlink flow from the base station to Uséutput relationship

2. LetT; andR; denote the transmitter and receiver Fdsw, .

respectively, andl: and R, denote the the transmitter and Yi=HuXi+HiXo + 21, (5)
receiver forFlow,. Each of the two transmittef§;, j = 1,2 is Yo = Hao X + 2o, (6)



where X; € 7; is the wavevector signal transmitted By, A. Achievability

Y; E Ri is_ .the wellvevector.signal received qnd Zl < We establish achievability dPgp by way of two lemmas.
R; is additive noise. The impact of the scattering intervalgne first lemma shows the achievability of two specific degree

is captured in the t_)ehavior of the s_cattering resppnsg eyt freedom pairs, and the second lemma remarks that these
kernel H;;(r,t), which we endow with the properties: pairs are the corner points Gip.

1) Hij(r,t) #0only if (1,t) € Ug,, x ¥, Lemma 1: The degree-of-freedom pairgd;,d,) and
2) [||Hj(m,t)||dt #0V 7€ Vg, , (dy,dy) are achievable, where
3) f ||Hij(7',t)||d7' 75 0OvVte quij’

!/ .
4) The point spectrum off;; (-, -) is infinite. dy =min {207, [V, [, 2L R, [V R [} (13)

. 5 =mi >
Let R(H,;) C R; denote the range of scattering operatoy, ¢, =min .{dTZ’ 2L [ W R |} 1 (L [V, | 2 Lo, ¥ s ])
and let R(H;;)* C R; denote the orthogonal complement ~ + min {07, 2L, [V ro [} 1(L7y U7y, | < LR,y [y, ),
of R(H;;). Let N(H;;) C T; denote the nullspace df;, (14)
and N (H;;)* its orthogonal space (i.e. the coimagettf). di =min {2Lp, |Vr,,|,dr, } 1(LR,|¥Ry,| > L7, [P, )
The results ofl[7] can be combined with standard theorems of | 1in {211 Uy |, 65, } 1(LR, ¥R, | < Loy [¥rs, |),

functional analysis to show the following properties: (15)
dy =min {2L7,|¥ 2LR, |V 16
dim R(H”) = dim N(Hij)J' 2 mm{ T2| T22 |’ R2| Rao |} ’ ( )
= 2min{Lz, |V, |, Lr, |V g, |}, (7) Wwith d.Tz,éTz, dg,, anddg, given in [I7E2D) at the top of the
dim N(Hys) = 2L7, |y, \ ¥, | following page.

n Sketch of Proof: The proof is inspired by the zero-
+ 2Ly [V | = Ly [Vria )™ (8) forcing scheme of([10] for the MIMO interference channel,
dim R(Hy1)t = 2LR, | ¥R, \ Ur,,| except that processing is performed in continuous Hilbert
+2(Lg,|Yr,,| — Ly, |V, )T,  (9) Spaces rather than discrete vector spaces, and the fact that
scattering intervals are not perfectly overlapped regus@me
extra treatment. The full proof is omitted for brevity, biesch
the achievability of(d},d,) when Lr, |[¥r,,| > Lg,|YR, |

Theorem 1: Let d; and d» be the degrees of freedom ofd7: < 2L1J%r2|\IJR22|: Ly Wy, 0 Ury,| = 2(Lry [V, —
Flow; andFlow, respectively. The degrees-of-freedom regior’ERlN’RmD + _2LR1|‘I’R12 \ Yril, a_nd _LT2|‘I’T12| Z
Drp, of the three-node full-duplex channel is the convex huftz: [Y &, |- In this case[(T13) and_(114) simplify to

I1l. DEGREESOF-FREEDOMANALYSIS

of the degrees-of-freedom pairsl;, dz), satisfying & = 205 Vi, |, 21)
dy < drlnax _ 2min(LT1 |‘IJT11 |7 LR1|\I}R11|)a (10) d12 = 2(LT2|\I/T22 \ ‘IJT12| + (LT2|\I/T12| - LR1|\IJR12|)
dy < A = 2min(Ly, | Ur,, | L, Vi), (10) LR A Frs]) (22)
dy +do < dox =2L7, |V, \ Ury,| + 205, | VR, \ URysl We give Flow; its maximum  point-to-point
+ 2max(Ly, |V, |, Lr, [V r,|)- (12) degrees of freedom, which is shown il [7] to be
mln{?LT1|\I/T11,2LR]|\I/R]]|} = 2LR1|\IJR11| = dll

The degrees-of-freedom regioPro, is depicted in Figurgl3. The wavevector received dt; from T3, Hy; X1, necessarily

The achievability part of Theorel 1 is given in SectﬁE_[]l—A“eS in R(Hqy1). If T» can construct its transmitted wavevector

and a sketch of the converse is given in Secfion 11I-B. signal, Xz, such thatHio X5 € R(Hu)* then we will have
Hi1 X7 L Hi2 X5 and thusTy will not impede R;'s recovery

of the d} symbols fromT. Let P12 = Hi2 7 (R(H11)4) € T2

(@, db) . denote the preimage @f(H11)* underH;,. Then constructing
T ditdy = dgm | X, such thatX, € Pio ensuresH;; X; L HisXs. Since

we are considering the case whete,|Vr,,| > Lg, |Vg,,]|,

max
d3

g R(H11)* € R(Hy2) and thus
dgim — A3 oo it (di,dy) |
i ! dim Py2 = dim N(Hy2) + dim R(Hyp )" (23)
| i = 2(LT2 |\I/T22 \ \IJT12| + (LT2 |\I/T12| —Lpg, |\IJR12|)
die — d7™ drlnax + LRI |\IJR12 \ \Ilel |) (24)
dy = d/Qa (25)
Fig. 3: degrees-of-freedom regioPgp where in [2%) we have leveraged propertigs (8) and (9) from

Sectionl. Therforel; can transmit the required, symbols
along each basis function of any orthonormal basisPef,



+
de :2LT2 |\I/T22 \ \IJT12| + 2min {LTz |\I/T22 N \IJTm |a (LT2|\IJT12| - LRI |\IJR12|)+ + LRI |\I/R12 \ \I/Ru |} (17)

5T2 :2LT2 |\I/T22 \ \IJle | + 2 min {LTz [Ury NV, |, L1y | Py, |7[LT1 [y, ‘7(LR1 [WR \¥Rys |+ (LRy YRy =Ly [V, ‘)+)]+} (18)

. +
de :2LR1 |\I/R11 \ \I/R12| + 2 min {LRI |\I/R11 N \I/R12 |7 (LRI |\I/R12| - LT2|\IJT12 |)+ + LT2|\IJT12 \ \I/T22 |} (19)
6R1 :2LR1 |\IJR11 \ \IJR12| + 2min {LRl QR MRy, |, LRy ‘\I’RlzI_[LRz‘\I’Rzz‘_(LTzI‘DT22\‘I’T12|+(LT2|‘I’T12I_LRl I‘I’R12|)+)]+}
(20)

thus avoiding interferind?; . And since in the case we are con-The Hilbert space analog to the bounding techniques emgloye
sideringd), is no larger thamin {2L1,|Vr,,|,2Lg,|¥r,.|}, in [10], [11] that show the sum degrees of freedom of the
which is the number of degrees of freedfitaw, can support, MIMO z-channel is bound bynax(M», N;) can be leveraged
Ry can recover the, of the symbols transmitted froff,, as to show [12) as desired.

desired.
] u IV. IMPACT ON FULL-DUPLEX DESIGN
Lemma 2: The degree-of-freedom pairgd},d,) and
(dy,ds), are the corner points dPep. Let Dyp be the region of degree-of-freedom pairs achiev-
Sketch of Proof: One can check that able via half-duplex mode, i.e. by time-division-duplex- be
(d,, d}) = (d™, dzum — gmax) (26) tween transmission &} and 7,, so that there is no self-
1272 1 »TFD 1 interference in this case. It is easy to see that the halfestup
(d,dy) = (dip" — d3™*, d3"™). (27)  achievable region is characterized by

by exhausting computing the left and right and sides of )

(28) and [(2F) in all cases and observing equality. We omit dy < amin {2Lm, Wy, |, 2L, [Yr, [} (28)

the computations for brevity. N d2 < (1 —a)min{2L7, |V, [,2LR, VR, [}, (29)
Lemmas[ll and]2 show that the corner points p, _ _ . .

(d},d,) and(d/, d}) are achievable. And thus all other pointvhere o € [0,1] is the time sharing parameter. Obviously

within Dep are achievable via time sharing between thE+p S Drp, but we are interested in contrasting the scenarios

schemes that achieve the corner points. for whichDyp C Dep, and full-duplex spatial isolation strictly
outperforms half-duplex time division, and the scenarios f
B. Converse which Dyp = Dgp and half-duplex can achieve the same

The full converse is omitted, for brevity, but here we giv@erformance as full-duplex. We will consider two partiaifa
a sketch of the procedure for showing the converse part iBferesting cases: the fully spread environment, and the- sy
Theorem[dl. We would like to show that if the degree-ofhetric spread environment.
freedom pair(d;,ds) is achievable, therid;,ds) € Dep. It
is easy to see that ifd,, d>) is achievable, then constraintsA. Fully Spread
(10) and [[I1l) must be satisfied as these are the point-td-poin
bounds given in[[7]. It remains to show that the sum degree-
of-freedom constrain[{12) must hold for every achievable
(d1,ds). Our process for showing (1L2) is twofold. W | = VR | = W] = [VRe| = [Vrs| = [Vrw| = 2.

First, a genie expands the scattering intervdils,, and For simplicity al hat the b ) i
Ury,, t0 W), = W) = Wy, Uy, and also expands or simplicity also assume that the base station transndait an

Wp,, and Wy, to Wl =W, =Wp, Ulp,. The genie receive arrays are of lengihg, = L7, = Lgs, and user arrays

v v are of lengthL+, = L, = Lys. In this case the full-duplex

also lengthens the; array toL'r, = L, + Lr, W degree—of—%reedlom regziorDFD, simplifies to P
and theR,; array to lengthL'r, = Lg, + LTQ%,
which one can show ensures that any added interference due; < 4min{Lgs, Lus:},i =1,2; di +dy <4Lgs (30)
to the expansion oflr,, and ¥p,, is compensated by the
larger arrays sizes so that the net manipulation of the getigile the half-duplex achievable regioByp simplifies to
can only enlargéDgp.

One can check that after above genie manipulation is per- di + dp < 4min{Lgs, Lys}- (31)
formed, the maximum of th&, and R; signaling dimensions
are equal tad™x in constraint[(IP), and since the scattering

intervals are overlapped, the channel model becomes thdemark: In the fully-scattered cas@up C Drp if Lgs >
Hilbert space equivalent of the well-studied MIM@channel. Lusr, €ls€Dup = Drp.

Consider case where the environment is fully spread,



B. Symmetric Spread zero to one. Figure 4 plots the half-duplex regi®pp, and the

We will consider a special case that illustrates the impalt!l-duplex regionDrp, for several different values of overlap,
of the overlap of the scattering intervals on full-duplexfpe  |VFwd N Veack|. We see that whenlr,q = Wgack SO that
mance. Assume all the arrays in the network, the two arrays Bffwd'Wsack| = 1, bothDup andDrp are the same triangular
the base station as well as the array on each of the user devif@gion. When|Wr.q N Ugaa| = 0.75, we get a rectangular
are of the same length, that isLy, = L, = Ly, = L, = "€910N. ONCEWrug N Upack| < 0.5, [Ppack \ Yrwa| becomes
L. Assume also the size of the scattering interval to/frogfeater than 0.5, such that condition BfJ(35) is satisfied and
the intended receiver/transmitter is the same for all arralf’® degree-of-freedom region becomes rectangular.
|\IJT11| = |\IJR11| = |\IJT22| = |\IJR22| = |\I}Fwd|- Finally assume

that |U7,| = |¥r,,| = |¥sak|, and that the amount of = Dhp
overlap with the intended-signal scattering interval i $ame Drp: [Wrwd N Ypack| = 1
so that|¥r,, N Ur,| = e, NVYr,| = [Vewd N Ygack| = | === Drp: |¥rwg N Vgack| = 0.75 |
IUewd| — |VFwd \ ¥Back|- === Drp! [Yrug N Ypack| < 0.5
We call U, the backscatter interval since it is the angle 2L Saiaiainiaiaial. B
subtended at the base station by the back-scattering iduste sp | "“.;‘Q h
2 e,

while we call U4 the forward interval, since it is the angle
subtended by the clusters that scatter towards the intended
transmitter/receiver. In this symmetric case, the fulpleéx
degree-of-freedom regioMep simplifies to

di §2L|\IJFWd|a 121,2 (32)
dl + d2 S 2L(2|\IJFWd \ \IJBack| + |\IJBack|) (33)

™
=

NI
T

NSRS

while the half-duplex achievable regiobyp is . . . .
Fig. 4: Symmetric-spread degree-of-freedom regions fér di

dy + dy < 2L| Vgl (34) ferent amounts of scattering overlap

Remark: ComparingDrp and Dyp above we see that in

the case of SEmmetric scatterinByp = Dep if and only if
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