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ABSTRACT

We study the problem of optimal power allocation in a single-hop
ad hoc wireless network. In solving this problem, we propose a
hybrid neural architecture inspired by the algorithmic unfolding of
the iterative weighted minimum mean squared error (WMMSE)
method, that we denote as unfolded WMMSE (UWMMSE). The
learnable weights within UWMMSE are parameterized using graph
neural networks (GNNs), where the time-varying underlying graphs
are given by the fading interference coefficients in the wireless net-
work. These GNNs are trained through a gradient descent approach
based on multiple instances of the power allocation problem. Once
trained, UWMMSE achieves performance comparable to that of
WMMSE while significantly reducing the computational complex-
ity. This phenomenon is illustrated through numerical experiments
along with the robustness and generalization to wireless networks of
different densities and sizes.

Index Terms— Wireless network, power allocation, WMMSE,
graph neural network, algorithm unfolding

1. INTRODUCTION

Power and bandwidth are fundamental resources that determine the
effective capacity of a wireless channel [1]. Hence, optimal allo-
cation of these resources under randomly varying channel charac-
teristics and user demands is essential for the smooth operation of
wireless systems. In particular, power allocation in a wireless ad
hoc network is crucial to mitigate multi-user interference, one of
the main performance-limiting factors. Mathematically, power al-
location can be formulated as the problem of optimizing a certain
system-level utility function (such as sum rate or harmonic rate) sub-
ject to resource budget constraints. Despite the remarkable success
of this paradigm [2], many of the associated optimization problems
are non-convex and NP-hard [3, 4]. For the canonical case of sum-
rate maximization, the most commonly used algorithm is weighted
minimum mean squared error (WMMSE) minimization [5]. In spite
of being close to optimal in practice, it has high computational com-
plexity and slow convergence. This has led the research community
to look for faster, data-driven solutions for power allocation.

Deep learning based methods have emerged as promising al-
ternatives to classical methods for resource allocation in recent
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years [6]. In supervised settings, deep neural networks learn to
mimic established classical methods from solved instances [7]. In
contrast, some works have followed an unsupervised approach,
where one parameterizes the power allocation function using a neu-
ral network and directly employs the optimization objective as a loss
function, bypassing the need for solved problem instances [8, 9].
While such a procedure is computationally simple, no prior knowl-
edge (e.g., based on classical optimization techniques) is leveraged
to inform the algorithm’s architectural or hyper-parameter choices.

We advocate a third direction that is unsupervised as no solved
instances of the power allocation problem are needed for training,
while imitating classical methods by incorporating part of their
structure into the layered architecture of the neural network. The
goal is to leverage the theoretical models developed with expert
knowledge and achieve near-optimal performance with significantly
reduced execution time. To accomplish this, we follow the paradigm
of algorithm unfolding [10, 11]. The idea is to unfold the iterations
of a classical iterative algorithm as a cascade of layers, where each
layer has the same update structure as the original algorithm but
the parameters can be learned from data. A standard method of un-
folding is to parameterize the function of interest using multi-layer
perceptrons (MLPs) or convolutional neural networks (CNNs) [12].
However, MLPs and CNNs are not quite suitable for problems in
wireless communication. In particular, their performance degrades
dramatically when the network size becomes large since MLPs
and CNNs cannot exploit the underlying network topology. We
adopt an alternative direction [13–15], where graph neural networks
(GNNs) [16–22] are used to parameterize the power allocation func-
tion, thus leveraging the natural representation of wireless networks
as graphs. GNNs utilize the structural relationships between nodes
to locally process instantaneous channel state information. In this
context, we propose an unfolded weighted minimum mean squared
error (UWMMSE) method, which is to the best of our knowledge the
first GNN-based deep unfolded architecture based on the iterative
WMMSE algorithm. UWMMSE simultaneously achieves state-
of-the-art performance in utility maximization and computational
efficiency for power allocation in wireless networks.

Contribution. The contributions of this paper are twofold:
i) We propose an unfolded version of WMMSE for power allocation
in wireless networks, where the learnable modules are parameter-
ized through GNNs.
ii) We empirically illustrate the performance of the proposed
method, compare it with state-of-the-art alternatives, and demon-
strate its generalization to networks of unseen sizes and densities.

2. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

We consider a single-hop ad hoc interference network having M
distinct single-antenna transceiver pairs. Transmitters are denoted by
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i and the i-th transmitter is associated with a single receiver denoted
by r(i) for i ∈ {1, . . . ,M}. Further, denoting the signal transmitted
by i as xi ∈ R, the received signal yi ∈ R at r(i) is given by

yi = hiixi +

M∑
j=1 | j 6=i

hijxj + ni, (1)

where hii ∈ R is the channel between the i-th transceiver pair, hij ∈
R for i 6= j represents the interference between transmitter j and
receiver r(i), and ni ∼ N (0, σ2) represents the additive channel
noise. We consider time-varying channel states hij(t), which are
stored in a channel-state matrix H(t) ∈ RM×M where [H(t)]ij =
hij(t). We can interpret H(t) as the weighted adjacency matrix
of a directed graph with M nodes, where node i represents the i-th
transceiver pair. The instantaneous data rate ci achievable at receiver
r(i) is given by Shannon’s capacity theorem

ci(p(t),H(t)) = log2

(
1 +

h2
ii(t)pi(t)

σ2 +
∑

j 6=i h
2
ij(t)pj(t)

)
, (2)

where pi(t) ≥ 0 is the power allocated to transmitter i at time t and
p(t) = [p1(t), . . . , pM (t)]>. The objective is to determine the in-
stantaneous power allocation vector p(t) that maximizes a network
utility that is a function of data rates ci. Omitting the explicit depen-
dence on t to simplify notation, we formalize the standard sum-rate
maximization problem under power constraints as follows

max
p

M∑
i=1

ci(p,H) s.t. 0 ≤ pi ≤ pmax, for all i, (3)

where pmax denotes the maximum available power at every transmit-
ter. Though seemingly simple, this optimization problem has been
shown to be NP-hard [3, 23]. In this work, we aim to achieve an
effective and efficient solution to (3), where H is drawn from an ac-
cessible distribution H. Here, by effective we mean a solution that
achieves performance close to that of a near-optimal classical ap-
proach, while accessible distribution means that either H is known
or we can easily sample from it.

Classical approaches focus on finding approximate solutions for
a single instance of (3) for an arbitrary H, and then repeat this oper-
ation to recompute the power allocation in successive time instants.
Given that in practice we are interested in solving several instances
of (3) across time, a learning-based body of work has gained trac-
tion in the past years [7, 13]. In a nutshell, based on many channel
state instances, the idea is to learn a map (i.e., a function approxi-
mator) between the channel state matrix H and the corresponding
(approximate) optimal power allocation p. Unlike common neural-
network models whose inputs and outputs are often of fixed dimen-
sion, the dimension of H is not necessarily fixed a priori and can
indeed change as nodes enter and exit the wireless network. This
fact combined with the inherent topological structure present in H
motivates the use of graph neural networks.

Our goal is to combine the advantages of the classical and
learning-based paradigms by leveraging the approximate and inter-
pretable solution provided by the classical WMMSE [5] method
while enhancing it with the computational run-time efficiency of
trained machine learning models. We pursue this synergistic com-
bination under the paradigm of algorithm unfolding, as presented
next.

v(0) =
p

pmax 1
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the proposed UWMMSE algorithm. A
generic intermediate layer k is detailed.

3. ALGORITHM UNFOLDING FOR POWER
ALLOCATION

Algorithm unfolding [11, 24–26] refers to the general notion of
building a problem-specific neural architecture with layers inspired
by an iterative solution to the same problem. In this paper, we
develop and evaluate a way to unfold the classical WMMSE [5]
method using graph neural networks for power allocation in wire-
less networks.

We start by introducing the basics of WMMSE. Essential for this
classical algorithm is to reformulate (3) as

min
w,u,v

M∑
i=1

(wiei − logwi), (4)

s.t. ei = (1− uihiivi)
2 + σ2u2

i +
∑
i6=j

u2
ih

2
ijv

2
j , v2i ≤ pmax,

where the constraints are repeated for all i and ei computes the
mean-square error of the signal at node i under the assumption that
the transmitted signal xi is independent of the noise ni [cf. (1)].

We say that (4) is equivalent to (3) because it can be shown [5,
Thm. 3] that the optimal solution {w∗,u∗,v∗} of the former and
that of the latter p∗ are related as

√
p∗ = v∗, where the square root

is applied elementwise. While (4) is non-convex, it is convex in each
variable when fixing the other two; this motivates block-coordinate
descent, which provides closed-form updates rules to find a local
minimum. Our unfolding architecture is inspired by these iteratively
applied closed-form equations, which we augment with learnable
parameters.

We propose to compute the allocated power as a function of the
channel state matrix p = Φ(H; Θ) through a layered architecture Φ

with trainable weights Θ. More precisely, setting v(0) =
√
pmax 1,

we have that for layers k = 1, . . . ,K,

a(k) = Ψ(H;θ(k)
a ), b(k) = Ψ(H;θ

(k)
b ), (5)

u
(k)
i =

hiiv
(k−1)
i

σ2 +
∑

j h
2
ijv

(k−1)
j v

(k−1)
j

, for all i, (6)

w
(k)
i =

a
(k)
i

1− u(k)
i hiiv

(k−1)
i

+ b
(k)
i , for all i, (7)

v
(k)
i = α

(
u
(k)
i hiiw

(k)
i∑

j h
2
jiu

(k)
j u

(k)
j w

(k)
j

)
, for all i, (8)

and the output power is determined as p = Φ(H; Θ) = (v(K))2,
where the square is applied elementwise. The non-linear function



α(z) := [z]
√

pmax

0 in (8) simply ensures that v(k)i ∈ [0,
√
pmax] by

saturating the right-hand side of (8) at these extreme values. This
guarantees that the constraint in (3) is satisfied. The trainable pa-
rameters Θ are given by the collection of θ(k)

a and θ
(k)
b in (5) for all

K layers. Finally, the functions Ψ parametrized by Θ in (5) are cho-
sen to be graph convolutional networks (GCNs) [17]. A schematic
view of our proposed layered architecture is presented in Fig. 1.

In the proposed architecture, notice that each layer k as de-
scribed in (5)-(8) is characterized by five vectors a(k),b(k),u(k),
w(k),v(k) ∈ RM . If a(k) = 1 and b(k) = 0, expressions (6)-(8)
correspond to the closed-form expressions for block coordinate de-
scent on (4); see [5] for details. In other words, for these values of
a(k) and b(k), our proposed architecture boils down to a truncated
WMMSE with K iterations. In this setting, u(k) and v(k) represent
receiver and transmitter side variables, respectively, such that u(k)

i

depends exclusively on the channel states into receiver r(i) whereas
v
(k)
i depends exclusively on the channel states out of transmitter i.

A major drawback of WMMSE lies in its high computational
and time complexity. This complexity arises because WMMSE re-
quires many iterations of the updates (6)-(8) for convergence. Hence,
the objective of the learned variables a(k) and b(k) is to accelerate
this convergence while maintaining good performance. Intuitively,
if we learn a smarter update rule for w(k) that accelerates its con-
vergence, we can achieve good performance with only a few iter-
ations of WMMSE. Notice that additional learning parameters and
more sophisticated functional forms could be included in the up-
dates (6)-(8). However, the learned affine transformation proposed
in (7) achieves good performance in practice (see Section 4) while
being simple to implement.

Under the natural assumption that the weights a(k) and b(k)

should depend on the channel state H, we advocate a learning-based
method where this dependence is made explicit via the parametric
functions Ψ in (5). For fixed parameters Θ, the allocated power for
a channel state H is given by Φ(H; Θ) and results in a sum-rate util-
ity of

∑M
i=1 ci(Φ(H; Θ),H). Hence, we define the loss function

`(Θ) = −EH∼H

[
M∑
i=1

ci(Φ(H; Θ),H)

]
. (9)

Leveraging the facts that GCNs Ψ(· ;θ) in (5) are differentiable with
respect to θ and that we have access to samples ofH (cf. Section 2),
we seek to minimize (9) through stochastic gradient descent. No-
tice that we think of UWMMSE as an unsupervised method in the
sense that, for training, it requires access to samples of the channel
state matrices H but does not require access to the optimal power
allocations (output values) associated with those channels.

Finally, note that the indexing of the M transceiver pairs is ar-
bitrary. Hence, any reasonable power allocation policy should be in-
dependent of these indices, which is formally encoded in the notion
of permutation equivariance. Given a function f : RM×M → RM ,
we say that f is permutation equivariant if f(ΠHΠ>) = Πf(H)
for all H and all permutation matrices Π. Naturally, the choice of Ψ
in (5) affects the permutation equivariance of our proposed method,
as we state next.1

Proposition 1 If Ψ(· ;θ) in (5) is permutation equivariant then the
UWMMSE method Φ(· ; Θ) is also permutation equivariant.

Given that GCNs, our choice for Ψ, are known to be permutation
equivariant [17], Proposition 1 indicates that UWMMSE is permu-
tation equivariant, as desired.

1The proof, omitted due to space limitations, can be found in [27].

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We simulate a Rayleigh fading channel as a test-bed for our experi-
ments.2 To that end, we construct a random geometric graph in two
dimensions having M transceiver pairs. First, each transmitter i is
dropped uniformly at random at locations ti ∈ [−M,M ]2. Then,
its paired receiver r(i) is dropped uniformly at random at location
ri ∈ [ti − M

4
, ti + M

4
]2. Under fading conditions, the channel

between a transmitter i and any receiver r(j), at any scheduling in-
stant, is composed of two components Hij = HP

ijH
F
ij , where the

path gain is given byHP
ij = ‖ti−rj‖−2.2 and the fading coefficient

is randomly drawn HF
ij ∼ Rayleigh(1). These parameter values are

approximately representative of realistic path loss and fading in sev-
eral actual wireless environments. In Section 4.1 we assume that the
underlying topology of the network is fixed whereas in Section 4.2
we study UWMMSE’s generalization when the size or density of the
network changes.

The UWMMSE architecture used is composed of 4 unrolled
WMMSE layers with each layer k having two 2-layered GCNs mod-
eling the function Ψ in (5). The hidden layer dimension of all GCNs
is set to 5. 10000 training iterations are performed per epoch with a
maximum of 20 epochs. Batch size is fixed at 64 and learning rate is
set to 1× 10−3. We run 100 test iterations with the same batch size.
Unless otherwise specified, the network size M is fixed at 20.

4.1. Performance comparison

We compare the performance attained by UWMMSE with that of
established baselines in the challenging low-noise regime [σ =
2.6× 10−5 in (2)] where the achievable capacity is highly deter-
mined by the interference between users. We choose the following
prior-arts for comparison:

1. WMMSE [5] forms the baseline for our experiments. We set
a maximum of 100 iterations per sample.

2. Truncated WMMSE (Tr-WMMSE) provides a performance
lower bound to UWMMSE. We fix the number of iterations
to 4 to match UWMMSE unrollings.

3. MLP [7] is employed in a supervised setting to replicate
WMMSE output.

4. REGNN [13] addresses the specific problem of binary power
allocation in Rayleigh interference channels.

5. IGCNet [15] addresses the power allocation problem in Gaus-
sian interference channels.

The comparisons are shown in Fig 2(a). As channel states are
sampled randomly, there can be significant variation in the utility
value for individual samples depending on the respective interfer-
ence patterns, even under optimal power allocation. The figure re-
veals that UWMMSE matches the performance of WMMSE. It is
also interesting to note that UWMMSE bridges the gap between
WMMSE and its truncated version owing to the additional flexibility
afforded by learnable parameters. MLP, which learns a functional
mapping of the WMMSE output, beats Tr-WMMSE but still falls
short of WMMSE by a significant margin. This shows that super-
vised methods are limited by the quality of their training signals. On
the other hand, both REGNN and IGCNet – originally designed and
tested in high-noise regimes – prove to be inadequate to match the
performance of WMMSE in the more challenging low-noise setting.

2Code to replicate the numerical experiments here presented can be found
at https://github.com/archo48/unrolled-wmmse.git.

https://github.com/ArCho48/Unrolled-WMMSE.git


(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 2. Performance and generalization analysis for UWMMSE. (a) Box plots of the achieved utilities for 6400 randomly drawn channel state
matrices. (b) Mean sum-rate achieved as density factor d varies in [1.0, 5.0], generating denser networks. (c) Mean sum-rate achieved as
network size M varies in {10, . . . , 30}.

Table 1. Performance and time comparisons of all methods

Algorithm Train Mean Test
time (min) sum-rate time (ms)

WMMSE [5] - 82.94 16.0
Tr-WMMSE - 76.49 1.0
MLP [7] 0.5 78.17 3.2
REGNN [13] 15 57.92 2.5
IGCNet [15] 5 55.30 3.0
UWMMSE 15 83.21 2.0

In addition to achieving a sum-rate that is close to optimal, it
is essential to minimize the time taken for power allocation as the
channel states tend to change rapidly. To that end, we provide a
computation time comparison3 in Table 1. UWMMSE, which takes
close to 2 milliseconds (ms) per sample, is significantly faster than
WMMSE which takes around 16 ms per sample. All the other
learning-based methods [7,13,15] have a processing time similar to
that of UWMMSE, however, none of them achieves the same per-
formance, which is the main advantage of our method over existing
algorithms.

4.2. Generalization to variations in network density and size

We consider two scenarios in which a wireless network undergoes
variations in terms of the density and size of the underlying topology.
We simulate a dynamic topology by varying the spatial density of the
static network from the previous experiment. A density factor d is
used as a control parameter for this experiment. More precisely, for
each value of d, a transmitter is dropped at location tdi = ti/d. Its
paired receiver r(i), however, is still dropped uniformly at random at
location rdi ∈ [tdi − M

4
, tdi + M

4
]2. Effectively, the spatial density is

varied according to relative positions of the transmitters while main-
taining a degree of stochasticity in the receiver positions. We focus
on networks that are denser than the original one (1.0 ≤ d ≤ 5.0)
to analyze the challenging case of increasing interference due to ge-
ographical proximity; see Fig. 2(b).

In this experimental setup, we compare UWMMSE trained on
the static network against WMMSE and Tr-WMMSE as baselines.
Clearly, there is an approximately constant but moderate gap in per-
formance between WMMSE and UWMMSE for all density values

3All computations were performed on an Nvidia Quadro T2000 GPU.

except d = 1.0, as UWMMSE achieves limited generalization to un-
seen network topologies. As an improvement, we introduce a robust
version of UWMMSE (Ro-UWMMSE), that is trained on multiple
network topologies with varying spatial density d ∈ [0.5, 5.0]. As
evident in Fig. 2(b), Ro-UWMMSE follows WMMSE performance
closely and, importantly, improves upon Tr-WMMSE demonstrating
the value of learning even for varying densities.

We now consider a variable-size setup that involves random in-
sertion or deletion of nodes in a wireless network. To that end,
a set of transceivers is either removed from the network or a new
set of transceivers are added to the network at every scheduling in-
stant. Note that new transceivers are still added in the interval ti ∈
[−M,M ]2 for all i > M , where M is the original network size, to
avoid any expansion or contraction of the overall area of the multi-
sized topology. Corresponding receivers are dropped ri ∈ [ti −
M
4
, ti + M

4
]2. Fading coefficients are sampled independently for

each individual topology. We evaluate model performance on net-
works of size N ∈ {10, . . . , 30} by either removing nodes from
the original network (N < M ) or adding new unseen nodes to it
(N > M ), as shown in Fig. 2(c).

Similar to the previous experiment, we compare our method
against WMMSE and Tr-WMMSE as baselines and, as expected,
UWMMSE performs best on networks that are of the same size as
the training samples. To make UWMMSE robust against these vari-
ations, we train a robust version Ro-UWMMSE on networks of mul-
tiple sizes by randomly generating a batch of networks of size M ∈
{10, . . . , 30} at each training step. As evident in Fig. 2(c), Ro-
UWMMSE is able to maintain performance that is close to WMMSE
and, thus, illustrates the generalization capacity of our methodology.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed UWMMSE, a novel neural network based approach
to solve the problem of power allocation in wireless networks. The
layered architecture of the presented method was derived from the
algorithmic unfolding of the classical WMMSE algorithm, thus,
UWMMSE naturally incorporates domain-specific elements aug-
mented by trainable components. These components are parameter-
ized by GNNs to account for and leverage the inherent graph repre-
sentation of communication networks. We have demonstrated that
UWMMSE achieves performance comparable to that of WMMSE
while being significantly faster than it. Current efforts include an-
alyzing – theoretically and empirically – the model performance
under missing, noisy, or even adversarial channel information.
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