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SIG-SDP: Sparse Interference Graph-Aided
Semidefinite Programming for Large-Scale Wireless

Time-Sensitive Networking
Zhouyou Gu, Jihong Park, Branka Vucetic, Jinho Choi

Abstract—Wireless time-sensitive networking (WTSN) is essen-
tial for Industrial Internet of Things. We address the problem
of minimizing time slots needed for WTSN transmissions while
ensuring reliability subject to interference constraints—an NP-
hard task. Existing semidefinite programming (SDP) methods can
relax and solve the problem but suffer from high polynomial com-
plexity. We propose a sparse interference graph-aided SDP (SIG-
SDP) framework that exploits the interference’s sparsity arising
from attenuated signals between distant user pairs. First, the
framework utilizes the sparsity to establish the upper and lower
bounds of the minimum number of slots and uses binary search
to locate the minimum within the bounds. Here, for each searched
slot number, the framework optimizes a positive semidefinite
(PSD) matrix indicating how likely user pairs share the same
slot, and the constraint feasibility with the optimized PSD matrix
further refines the slot search range. Second, the framework
designs a matrix multiplicative weights (MMW) algorithm that
accelerates the optimization, achieved by only sparsely adjusting
interfering user pairs’ elements in the PSD matrix while skipping
the non-interfering pairs. We also design an online architecture
to deploy the framework to adjust slot assignments based on
real-time interference measurements. Simulations show that the
SIG-SDP framework converges in near-linear complexity and is
highly scalable to large networks. The framework minimizes the
number of slots with up to 10 times faster computation and up to
100 times lower packet loss rates than compared methods. The
online architecture demonstrates how the algorithm complexity
impacts dynamic networks’ performance.

Index Terms—Interference graphs, semidefinite programming,
graph sparsity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Emerging Industrial Internet of Things (IIoT) applications,
including autonomous vehicles, factory automation and tactile
internet, have driven the evolution of wireless networks [1]–
[3]. In typical IIoT scenarios, as illustrated in Fig. 1, multiple
users (e.g., sensors) periodically transmit status updates to base
stations (BSs) via the uplink of the wireless network [4]. These
status updates follow deterministic packet arrival processes
and demand stringent quality-of-service (QoS) requirements,
including low latency and high reliability. Delayed or lost sen-
sor updates can lead to inaccurate control decisions, potentially
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Fig. 1. Illustration of a WTSN system for IIoT applications.

resulting in accidents [5]. Wireless network technologies that
support such traffic are referred to as wireless time-sensitive
networking (WTSN) [6].

Existing WTSN approaches assign a separate time slot to
each transmission to ensure transmission reliability [7]–[13].
Clearly, this slot assignment scheme will cause significant
delays in large-scale networks because each user needs to
wait for many other users’ slots to end before transmitting.
To reduce the delay, multiple users can share the same time
slot, equivalently reducing the total number of slots needed.
However, slot sharing causes inter-user interference, which
decreases signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratios (SINR) and
further increases decoding failures at receiving BSs. Thus, the
challenge arises to find a slot assignment where concurrent
user transmissions can be reliably received while minimizing
the number of slots needed in WTSN.

Given that the above slot assignments in WTSN are discrete
integers, the task of finding the optimal decisions can be
formulated as an integer programming problem [14], [15].
Though the problem is NP-hard, it can be relaxed as the one
solvable within polynomial time complexity (w.r.t. the number
of users) by approximating the integer decisions as continuous
numbers [16], [17]. For example, the integer decisions can be
relaxed to a positive semidefinite (PSD) matrix whose values
represent how likely each pair of users will be assigned to
the same slot (i.e., how likely interference occurs between
them). This reformulates the interference management task as
a semidefinite programming (SDP) problem whose optimal
solution (the optimal PSD matrix) can be rounded back to
near-optimal assignments [17], [18]. However, solving SDP
remains time-consuming, especially with a large number of
users in the network, leading to delayed solutions [19]. As a
result, the solvers ignore users’ increasing interference during
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the solving time, e.g., when users move close to other users,
causing low SINRs and decoding failures. Therefore, reduc-
ing the time spent on solving the interference management
problem is crucial for ensuring the high reliability in WTSN.

A. Related Works

1) Interference-Free Time-Slot Assignment Methods: Au-
thors in [7]–[10] implement prototypes of WTSN and man-
ually assign separate periodical slots to each user’s transmis-
sions when experimenting with their prototypes. To automate
the slot assignments, machine learning algorithms are used
[11]–[13] to allocate separate slots for each user’s transmis-
sions. None of these works study how to manage interference
in WTSN when multiple users inevitably share the same
slot as the number of users increases. Works in [20]–[23]
formulate the interference in the network as an undirected
binary conflict graph, in which users are vertices and an edge
connects two users if they are interfering with each other
and cannot transmit together. Users scheduled in each slot are
heuristically selected as the independent set of the graph, i.e.,
any two users in the same slot are not connected in the graph
[20]. However, the binary conflict graph does not model the
accumulative interference power from neighboring users. Note
that interfering users can simultaneously transmit provided
that their SINRs are high enough for successful decoding,
which has better transmission efficiency than separating all
interfering users.

2) Interference-Tolerant Time-Slot Assignment Methods:
Works in [14], [15] use weighted graphs to model interference
between user pairs in the network, where undirected edges
[14] assume the interference equally impacts both users, while
directed edges [15] differentiate the interference made by two
users. Then, the graph cut divides users into a given number
of slots by maximizing the sum of edge weights disconnected
between slots. To cut the graph efficiently, the linear and the
SDP relaxation can relax the integer slot assignment decisions
into continuous variables [16], [17]. Specifically, the linear one
transforms whether each user is assigned to an available slot as
a probability, assuming that users’ decisions are independent.
Meanwhile, the SDP one transforms whether each pair of
users is assigned to the same slot as the correlation between
these two users’ decisions (i.e., as the PSD matrix), better
expressing the likelihood that interference occurs. Therefore,
the SDP relaxation returns a closer approximation and better
assignments than the linear one [16], [24]. However, the above
relaxation-based methods [16], [17] assume a fixed number
of slots and do not apply to minimizing the status update
periodicity in WTSN. Further study is needed on relaxation-
based slot assignment methods that minimize the number of
slots while ensuring reliable transmissions in WTSN.

3) SDP Solvers in Wireless Network Optimizations: Ex-
isting wireless network optimizations [19], [25] commonly
use primal-dual interior point (PDIP) [26], [27] or alternating
direction methods of multipliers (ADMM) [28] algorithms
for SDP. These solvers iteratively update primal and dual
optimization variables to satisfy Karush–Kuhn–Tucker (KKT)
conditions, certifying optimality [29]. Each iteration’s update

direction is determined by solving a linear system approxi-
mating the KKT conditions at iterated variables. Note that this
first-order approximation does not guarantee that the iterated
primal variables remain as positive semidefinite. Thus, these
solvers require a projection of the primal variables onto a
PSD matrix in every iteration. Here, solving linear systems
and projecting PSD matrices involve matrix decompositions,
e.g., LU and eigen decompositions, accounting for the major
complexity of these methods [26]–[28]. Unfortunately, their
complexity scales in polynomials of the number of constraints
and the PSD matrix size [30] (i.e., the number of users). As
a result, the above solvers cost a significant amount of time
when solving the optimization problem of large-scale wireless
networks [19]. Alternative low-complexity SDP solvers for
large-scale WTSN optimizations are needed.

B. Our Contributions

This paper studies how to manage interference in WTSN
using SDP methods that assign time slots for users’ transmis-
sions. We consider a WTSN system where users periodically
transmit a packet in one of the slots in each period. We define
interference constraints enforcing 1) each BS decodes only one
of its associated users’ transmissions in each slot and 2) that
each user’s SINR is to be higher than a certain threshold to en-
sure a low decoding error rate, where associations and SINRs
are both determined by user-to-BS path gains. The objective is
to minimize the number of slots in a period while satisfying the
above constraints. Interference graphs are constructed based on
path gains, where the binary and weighted edges between users
represent coincident user associations and interference powers,
respectively. The sparsity of these graphs is analyzed and
exploited to accelerate the proposed methods below. We design
an SDP relaxation that represents whether two users share
the same slot as a PSD matrix, relaxing the constraints. The
framework uses binary search to find the minimum number of
slots, i.e., increasing the slot number if the constraints are
feasible or decreasing it otherwise. For each searched slot
number, the framework first optimizes the PSD matrix by
solving an SDP constraint satisfaction problem (CSP) with
relaxed constraints and then rounds the solution back to integer
assignments. We format the primal and dual of the SDP
CSP and implement the matrix multiplicative weights (MMW)
algorithm [31]–[33] as its solver. Specifically, the MMW
is designed as a two-player zero-sum game: a player uses
the hedge rule to adjust dual variables (constraint weights),
maximizing the weighted constraint violations; in contrast,
the other player uses the matrix exponential of constraint
coefficient matrices to approximate the primal variables (the
PSD matrix), minimizing the weighted violations. We show
that the duality gap converges in the MMW for the interference
management task. The deployment of the proposed methods
in dynamic networks is studied as well.

Our contributions in this work are listed as follows:
• To the best of our knowledge, this work proposes the first

sparse interference graph-aided SDP (SIG-SDP) frame-
work that exploits the sparsity of interference graphs to
reduce the SDP complexity for interference management.
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The sparsity arises from the limited number of interfering
neighbors for users due to unmeasurable, far-distanced
signals. Specifically, we derive a reduced search range
for the minimum number of slots based on the chromatic
numbers of the sparse graphs. Moreover, this sparsity
enables the exclusion of non-interfering user pairs when
solving SDP, e.g., using the MMW. Simulations demon-
strate that the framework exhibits linear computing time
w.r.t. the number of users, i.e., they are highly scalable
for large networks, and are up to 10 times faster than the
SDP methods that disregard sparsity [26]–[28].

• We design the SDP relaxation on the NP-hard problem
that minimizes the status update periodicity while sat-
isfying both association and reliability requirements in
WTSN. This relaxation differs from existing relaxation
methods [16], [17], which are applicable only to fixed
periodicity scenarios. Simulations show that solving the
proposed SDP relaxation problem provides slot assign-
ments with up to 10 times fewer packet losses compared
to heuristics [20] and up to 100 times fewer packet losses
compared to the linear relaxation [16].

• We implement the MMW algorithm to solve the interfer-
ence management SDP task, creating a new alternative
SDP solver for wireless network optimizations other than
the PDIP [26], [27] and ADMM [28] solvers. We derive
the convergence of the duality gap in the MMW, w.r.t.,
the number C of interference constraints, and the number
K of users. Specifically, the convergence error of the gap
is O(ηK) in O( 1

η2 (lnC + lnK)) iterations, where η is
the step size in the MMW. Simulations show that the
gap converges at ∼ 100 iterations in the MMW with a
properly configured η, regardless of the network sizes.

• We design an architecture that deploys the SIG-SDP
framework to adjust slot assignments in WTSN based
on online-measured path gains. The SIG-SDP framework
samples path gains and finds new slot assignments in
parallel with the network while users in the network
transmit using previous assignments. Once the frame-
work returns new assignments, the users transmit in the
newly assigned slots, and the framework restarts the
optimization process. Simulations show that the proposed
framework achieves up to 5 times lower packet error rates
than the low-complexity heuristic for slow-moving users,
while the out-performance decreases as the user speed
and interference variability increase. This demonstrates
the impact of the algorithm complexity on interference
management performance in dynamic networks.

C. Notation and Paper Organization

The i-th element of a vector, x, is denoted as xi. The j-
th element of the i-th row of a matrix, X, is denoted as
Xi,j . We write the definition of elements in a matrix X as
X ≜ [Xi,j |Xi,j = (· · · )], where (· · · ) is the expression
defining the elements in X. We denote a K × K positive
semidefinite matrix X as X ⪰ 0 (without explicit proof, all
PSD matrices in this work are symmetric). The inner product
of two vectors is denoted as ⟨x,y⟩. The inner product of
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Fig. 2. Illustration of a WTSN system.

two matrices are denoted as X • Y =
∑

i

∑
j Xi,jYi,j . We

denote the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of a matrix X
as λmax(X) and λmin(X), respectively. The ℓ1 and ℓ2 norm
of a vector x is denoted as |x| and ∥x∥, respectively. The
spectral norm of a matrix X is denoted as ∥X∥, which equals
the maximum absolute value of eigenvalues of X when X is
symmetric. IK is the K × K identity matrix. Tr(X) is the
trace of X, i.e., Tr(X) =

∑
k Xk,k. A gram matrix form of

a PSD matrix X is denoted as gram(X) ≜ [v1, . . . ,vK ]T

where X = [v1, . . . ,vK ]T[v1, . . . ,vK ].
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II

presents the WTSN system model. Section III defines the
sparse interference graphs and explains the overall concept of
the SIG-SDP framework. Sections IV, V and VI present the
implementation of the SDP relaxation, the MMW-based SDP
solver and the online architecture of the SIG-SDP framework.
Finally, Section VII shows the simulations that evaluated the
proposed methods, and Section VIII concludes this work.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

This section presents the WTSN system model and the slot
assignment problem for interference management.

A. System Model

We consider a WTSN system, e.g., based on a 5G radio
access network consisting of K users and A BSs, as illustrated
in Fig. 2. The BSs are coordinated through a centralized
controller. Here, we assume that users are sensors continuously
collecting data to monitor critical information that must be
reported to the BSs timely. Users return the data samples to
BSs in the uplink encapsulated in a specific format with a
constant length of L in bits. All users and BSs are assumed
to operate in the same channel with a bandwidth B in Hertz
(Hz). We denote the noise power spectral density as N0 in
Watts/Hz. All users and BSs are assumed to be synchronized
in time, and the time is divided into slots indexed by t, where
t = 1, 2, . . . . The duration of each slot is denoted as ∆0

seconds. User transmissions are configured by semi-persistent
scheduling [34] with the same period Z. Users are divided
into Z slots in the period, e.g., Z is a positive integer as

Z ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . . }. (1)

Users in different slots transmit their packets separately in the
period. Specifically, we denote the slots of user 1, . . . ,K as
z ≜ [z1, . . . , zK ]T, where zk is user k’s slot satisfying

zk ∈ {1, . . . , Z}, ∀k. (2)
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Users in the z-th slot are {k|zk = z}, and they transmit only
in periodical time slots t = z, z +Z, z + 2Z, . . . . As a result,
the interference only happens among users within the same
slot and is eliminated between any two slots. The periodicity
Z directly affects the freshness of status updates from users. A
higher value of Z increases delays in status updates, whereas a
lower value of Z results in more users sharing the same slots,
leading to higher interference that can degrade reliability.

We denote the path gain in decimal from the k-th user to
the a-th BS as gk,a, ∀k, a. Each user is associated with and
transmits its packets to the BS with the maximum received
signal strength of the user. Specifically, let âk be the BS that
user k ∀k is associated with, i.e., âk ≜ argmaxa gk,a. We
assume that each BS can decode only one user’s transmission
in each slot. The decoding error rate ϵ(ϕ) of each packet
transmission can be estimated based on the SINR ϕ as [35]

ϵ(ϕ) ≈ fQ

(
−L ln 2 + ∆0B ln(1 + ϕ)√

∆0B(1− 1/[1 + ϕ]2)

)
, ∀k, (3)

where fQ is the tail distribution function of the standard
normal distribution. It can be verified that the decoding error
rate is monotonically increasing and decreasing with regard to
the SINR and the interference power, respectively.

The WTSN system requires reliable transmissions such that
the decoding error rate of each user’s packets is less than a
threshold ϵmax. Due to the monotonicity of the error rate in (3),
the SINR ϕk of user k ∀k needs to be larger than a threshold
ϕ̂, where ϵ(ϕ̂) = ϵmax. To achieve this, user k’s transmission
power is configured as

Pk ≜ (1 + α)ϕ̂BN0/gk,âk
, ∀k, (4)

where the received signal power at the associated AP is
(1 + α)ϕ̂BN0 and α > 0 indicates additional transmission
power allowing small interference during transmissions while
ensuring reliability. This power configuration leads to the
SINR ϕk for user k ∀k as

ϕk ≜
Pkgk,âk∑

k′ ̸=k Pk′gk′,âk
+BN0

=
(1 + α)ϕ̂BN0∑

k′ ̸=k Pk′gk′,âk
+BN0

.

(5)
In other words, the interference power

∑
k′ ̸=k Pk′gk′,âk

needs
to be less than αϕ̂BN0 for all user k to ensure reliability.

B. Network States

We collect the binary indicators on whether any two users
are associated with the same BS in a K ×K matrix as

Q ≜ [Qi,j |Qi,j = 1{âi=âj},∀i ̸= j;Qi,i = 0,∀i] , (6)

where Qi,j = 1 if users i and j are associated with the
same BS (the closest BSs of two users are the same) or
otherwise Qi,j = 0. Further, we consider BSs to have practical
receiver sensitivity. When the receiving signal strength of
user k at BS a is weak, e.g., Pkgk,a < γBN0, the user’s
transmissions cannot be detected and received at the BS, i.e.,
this interference power value cannot be measured. Here, γ
indicates the threshold of the signal power that can be detected

and measured. The measured interference power from the k-th
user to the a-th BS is

sk,a ≜

{
Pkgk,a/(BN0), if Pkgk,a ≥ γBN0,

0, if Pkgk,a < γBN0,
∀k, a, (7)

where we normalize the interference powers against noise
power if it is measurable or otherwise set the interference pow-
ers as 0. All measured interference powers are collected and
available at the controller when deciding the slot assignments.
We collect measured interference powers from one user to
another user’s BS in a K ×K matrix as

S ≜ [Si,j |Si,j = si,âj
,∀i ̸= j;Si,i = 0,∀i]. (8)

Here, Q and S are referred to as the network states.

C. Interference Management Problem in WTSN
Two users associated with the same BS must be assigned

to two different slots to prevent simultaneous transmissions,
as each BS can decode only one user per slot, i.e.,

1{zk=zk′} ≤ 0, ∀Qk,k′ = 1, (9)

where the inequality ensures the homogeneity of the con-
straints. In addition, all packets should be reliably decoded
subject to each user’s decoding error rate being lower than the
threshold, ϵmax. Due to the monotonicity of the error rate in
SINR and interference power in (3), the error rate requirement
can be formulated as a constraint on the interference power
experienced by each user as∑

k′ ̸=k

Sk′,k1{zk=zk′} ≤ α, ∀k, (10)

where α indicates the maximum interference power of user k.
Note that the interference power values are indicated by Sk′,k

∀k′ ̸= k and have been normalized against the noise power as
(7) and (8).

The system objective is to reduce the number Z of slots
in each period, i.e., the interval of users’ transmissions while
ensuring reliability, which is mathematically formulated as

(z∗, Z∗) ≜ argmin
z,Z

Z, s.t. (1), (2), (9), (10). (11)

Z∗ in (11) denotes the minimum number of slots where feasi-
ble slot assignment decisions z∗ exist such that all constraints
are satisfied. The above problem is an integer programming
problem that is NP-Hard [16]. Additionally, note that we
assume that users’ locations are static in the above formulation
(11), where user-BS associations and interference powers do
not change over time. Under this assumption, we will present
our methods in Sections III, IV and V, where z and Z are
decided at the initialization of the static network and remains
the same over time. Meanwhile, we will study applying these
methods to constantly update z and Z in dynamic networks
where user-BS associations and interference powers change
over time, e.g., due to user mobility, in Section VI.

III. SPARSE INTERFERENCE GRAPH-AIDED SDP
This section first constructs graphs representing the inter-

ference and then shows the graphs’ sparsity exploitation for
interference management in the SIG-SDP framework.
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Fig. 3. A graphical illustration of WTSN: a) an interference network topology
with 4 users and 2 BSs, and b) the association graph Gasso, and c) the
interference-power graph Gintp.

A. Definitions of Interference Graphs

We define two graphs representing the interference in the
network. Specifically, the first graph, Gasso ≜ (Vasso, Easso),
is a binary undirected graph indicating where a user pair is
associated with the same BS, i.e., Vasso ≜ {1, . . . ,K} and
Easso ≜ {{k, k′}|Qk,k′ = 1}. The second graph is a directed
weighted graph that collects the measured interference powers
as Gintp ≜ (V intp, E intp), and its vertices and edges are
V intp ≜ {1, . . . ,K} and E intp ≜ {(k, k′)|Sk,k′ > 0, k ̸= k′},
where vertices are all users and an edge with a weight Sk,k′

connects two users if the interference power from user k to
the associated BS of user k′ is non-zero as (7). The adjacency
matrices of Gasso and Gintp correspond to Q in (6) and S in
(8), respectively. In other words, each non-zero element in Q
and S corresponds to an edge in Gasso and Gintp, respectively.
By defining the maximum number of neighbors of a user in
Gintp, including in and out neighbors, as

Ω = max
k
|{k′|(k, k′) or (k′, k) ∈ E intp}|, (12)

these two graphs’ numbers of edges can be bounded based on
the maximum number of neighbors in Gintp, Ω, as

|Easso| ≤ |E intp| ≤ KΩ, (13)

which is because when two users k and k′ are associated with
the same BS, they interfere with each other’s BS when sharing
the same slot. Thus, they are both in and out neighbor of each
other in Gintp. Fig. 3a shows a WTSN system with 4 users and
2 BSs, where users 1 and 2 are associated with the first BS, and
users 3 and 4 are associated with the second one. Here, user
4’s signal is also measurable at the first BS, and user 2’s signal
is measurable at the second BS. This means that user 4 will
interfere with users 1 and 2, and user 2 will interfere with users
3 and 4 if they are assigned to the same slot. Consequently,
the association graph and the interference-power graph are
constructed in Fig. 3b and Fig. 3c, respectively.

B. SIG-SDP Framework for Interference Management

The sparsity in the graphs Gasso and Gintp arises from the
attenuation of the wireless signals. Specifically, user pairs that
are far apart and associated with different BSs do not have
an edge in Gasso, while pairs whose interference power falls
below the measurable threshold do not have edges in Gintp.
We establish the SIG-SDP framework that exploits the sparsity
of these graphs for interference management as follows.

1) Bounding Minimum Number of Slots in SDP: We can
provide the upper and the lower bounds on the minimum
number Z∗ of slots based on the graphs Gasso and Gintp as

Theorem 1. The minimum number of slots, Z∗, in the inter-
ference management problem (11) follows

1− λmax(Q)

λmin(Q)
≤ χ(Gasso) ≤ Z∗ ≤ χ(Gintp) ≤ Ω+ 1, (14)

where Q is the adjacency matrix of Gasso and Ω is the max-
imum number of neighbors in Gintp. χ(Gasso) and χ(Gintp)
are chromatic numbers of Gasso and Gintp, respectively.

Proof. The proof uses chromatic numbers’ bounds [36], [37]
in Gintp and Gasso and is in the appendix.

The bound in (14) shows a range of possible values of the
minimum number of slots, Z∗, other than an unbounded range
in (1). This allows (11) to be solved by iteratively check-
ing whether there exists feasible z satisfying the remaining
constraints (2), (9), and (10) for given values of Z within
the bound in (14), e.g., increasing Z if no feasible z else
decreasing Z until Z∗ is found. As a result, (11) is reduced to a
sequence of CSPs, where each CSP has optimization variables
z as

find z, s.t. (2), (9), (10), (15)

for given Z in the bounds in (14). However, (15) is still
NP-hard to find the integer slot assignments z satisfying the
constraints, while it has fewer optimization variables compared
to (11), e.g., Z is given. We will explain the SDP relaxation
that transforms the integer variables z to continuous ones and
the search on the minimum number Z∗ of slots in Section IV.

2) Accelerating Computational Routines in SDP: Given
the SDP-relaxed problem, the solver needs to optimize the
PSD matrix, X, representing user pairs’ assignment indicators
1{zk=zk′} ∀k ̸= k′. Specifically, X’s elements, Xi,j ∀k ̸= k′,
indicate the likelihood that the user pair (i, j) should be
assigned to the same slot, i.e., how likely 1{zk=zk′} = 1.
Denote the complexity of finding the optimal X in SDP as
Γ(K) for the given number of users, K. Directly applying
widely-used SDP solvers, such as PDIP and ADMM, poses
scalability challenges due to their high polynomial complexity,
approximated as Γ(K) ≈ Kω , where ω ≫ 2 [28], [38]. As
a result, these solvers fail to return the optimized matrix in
a timely manner as K increases, making them unsuitable for
scaling in large networks [39].

To address the issue described above, we can leverage the
sparsity of the constraint coefficients. Specifically, each con-
straint coefficient, Qi,j or Si,j , in (9) and (10) corresponds to
an edge (i, j) in one of the graphs Gasso or Gintp. The sparsity
of these graphs implies that only a small subset of user pairs’
assignments are constrained by (9) and (10). Consequently,
we can focus on optimizing only the elements Xi,j that
correspond to edges (i, j) in either graph. This significantly
reduces the complexity and enhances the scalability of the SDP
solver. To achieve this, we will design an accelerated SDP
solver using the MMW algorithm, as explained in Section V.
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IV. RELAXATION AND SPARSITY-AWARE BINARY SEARCH
IN SIG-SDP

This section first presents the SDP relaxation of the slot as-
signment problem in (15) for the given number of slots, Z. We
then design a binary search iterating Z to find the minimum
number of slots within the bounds derived in Theorem 1.

A. SDP Relaxation of Slot Assignment Task

First, for the given Z, we represent all possible slot choices
{1, . . . , Z} as vectors {u1, . . . ,uZ}, where each slot z corre-
sponds to a vector uz , z = 1, . . . , Z. As shown in Fig. 4, uz

∀z is the unit radial vector from the centroid of the regular
(Z − 1)-simplex to the z-th vertex (for simplicity, we assume
they have been normalized, i.e., ∥uz∥ = 1 ∀z). The inner
product of any two vectors in {u1, . . . ,uZ} [40] is

⟨uz,uz′⟩ =

{
1 , if z = z′,

− 1
Z−1 , otherwise.

(16)

For user k, deciding which slot in {1, . . . , Z} is assigned as
zk is equivalent to deciding which vector in {u1, . . . ,uZ} is
assigned to user k, i.e., the constraint in (2) is rewritten as

vk ∈ {u1, . . . ,uZ},∀k, (17)

where vk is the vector choice of user k. Using the property of
vector choices in (16), we can express the indicator function
on whether two users k and k′ are in the same slot or not as

1{zk=zk′} = 1{vk=vk′} =
1

Z
(1 + (Z − 1)⟨vk,vk′⟩), (18)

which is a function on the inner product between vector
choices, ⟨vk,vk′⟩. We use a K × K matrix X to represent
inner products between all user pairs’ vector choices (or the
slot assignment decisions) as

X ≜ [v1, . . . ,vK ]T[v1, . . . ,vK ], (19)

where Xk,k′ represents the inner product between vk and vk′ ,
⟨vk,vk′⟩ ∀k, k′, and Xk,k = 1 ∀k (as all vector choices are
normalized). X is a symmetric positive semidefinite matrix.
Elements of X replace the inner product and rewrite the
indication function in (18) and the constraint in (9) as

1

Z

(
1 + (Z − 1)Xk,k′

)
≤ 0, ∀Qk,k′ = 1. (20)

Also, the interference power constraint (10) is recast as∑
k′ ̸=k

Sk′,k ·
1

Z

(
1 + (Z − 1)Xk′,k

)
≤ α, ∀k. (21)

The relaxation of (15) is made by removing the constraints
(17) and (19) on X being the inner products of the simplex’s

unit radial vectors and by allowing X to be any PSD matrix
with all-1 on its diagonal, e.g.,

X ⪰ 0, Xk,k = 1, ∀k. (22)

In other words, the CSP in (15) is relaxed to

find X, s.t. (20), (21), (22). (23)

Here, the integer slot (or vector) choices in (15) are relaxed
to the continuous variables in a PSD matrix in (23), i.e., the
integer CSP (15) is relaxed into the SDP CSP (23).

B. Sparsity-Aware Binary Search Using Derived Bounds

The binary search initializes the range on the minimum
number of slots with the lower and the upper bounds as
Za = ⌈1−λmax(Q)/λmin(Q)⌉ and Zb = Ω+1, respectively,
as stated in Theorem 1. In each binary search iteration, the
searched Z is set to the average of the upper and the lower
bounds, i.e., Z = ⌊(Za+Zb)/2⌋ and the relaxed CSP in (23)
is solved with the given Z using the SDP solver as sdpslv(·).
The solver takes the users’ interference powers S, associations
Q and the number of slots Z as its input and returns a gram
matrix form of the optimal PSD matrix of (23), X′, i.e.,

gram(X′) ≜ [v′
1, . . . ,v

′
K ]T = sdpslv(S,Q, Z), (24)

where X′ = [v′
1, . . . ,v

′
K ]T[v′

1, . . . ,v
′
K ]. Note that v′

k ∀k
are D-dimensional vectors, where D depends on the solver’s
implementation and is a constant at a value of O(Z), which
we shall discuss in detail later in Section V.

Here, gram(X′) are relaxed vector choices, of which the
inner products indicate how closer any two user’s vector
choices are and how likely two users should be in the same slot
[18], [40]. We round gram(X′) to the integer slot assignments
in each binary search iteration. Let Vz be initialized as
an empty set for each iteration to collect users in slot z,
z = 1, . . . , Z. We generate Z random unit vector, δ1, . . . , δZ ,
with the same dimension as v′

k ∀k and sort the slot indices,
z = 1, . . . , Z, based on the inner product between δz and v′

k

in descending order for each user k = 1, . . . ,K as

zk1 , z
k
2 , . . . , z

k
Z , where ⟨δz

k
i ,v′

k⟩ ≥ ⟨δz
k
j ,v′

k⟩, i < j. (25)

Then, Vz is updated for each slot z = zk1 , z
k
2 , . . . , z

k
Z in the

above list for the given user k by testing the satisfaction of in-
teger constraints (9)(10) (before relaxation) for all neighboring
users’ and user k itself as

Vz ←


Vz ∪ {k}, ∀k′ ∈ Vz, Qk,k′ = 0,

and ∀k′ ∈ Vz ∪ {k},∑
k′′∈(Vz∪{k}) Sk′′,k′ ≤ α,

Vz, otherwise,

(26)

where if all constraints are satisfied then we add k in Vz and
move to the next user k + 1; or otherwise Vz remains the
same and we test the next slot in (25) for user k. Here, if two
users’ vector choices are close, they will be close to the same
random vector, and the corresponding slot choices are ranked
at the front of the list in (25). Consequently, these two users
are more likely to be allocated in the same slot [40].
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Algorithm 1 Sparsity-Aware Binary Search of SIG-SDP
1: procedure SdpBinarySearch(S,Q)
2: Initialize Za = ⌈1− λmax(Q)/λmin(Q)⌉.
3: Initialize Zb = Ω+ 1.
4: for m = 1, . . . , do
5: Z ← ⌊(Za + Zb)/2⌋.
6: Call gram(X′) = sdpslv(S,Q, Z) to solve (23).
7: Round gram(X′) to V1, . . . ,VZ as (25) and (26).
8: if | ∪z Vz| = K then Set Zb = Z.
9: else Set Za = Z + 1.

10: if Za = Zb then Set zk as (27), and break.
11: end for
12: return X′, Z and z.
13: end procedure

After all users’ slot choices are tested, if all users are
assigned to a slot, i.e., | ∪z Vz| = K, then Z is feasible,
and we set the upper bound Zb to Z to search for a smaller
slot number. Otherwise, when some users are not assigned, we
then adjust the lower bound Za to Z+1 to search for a larger
slot number. The binary search repeats the above process in
the next iteration for Z = ⌊(Za + Zb)/2⌋ and stops until Za

and Zb are equal, which implies that the minimum number
of slots is found as Za (or Zb). The final slot assignment is
configured as the one in the last iteration as

zk = z, ∀k ∈ Vz, ∀z = 1, . . . , Z. (27)

The binary search of SIG-SDP for the aforementioned WTSN
interference management is summarized in Algorithm 1.

C. Complexity of Binary Search of SIG-SDP in Algorithm 1

The initialization of the slot bounds requires the maximum
and minimum eigenvalues of Q, of which the computation
is approximately at the complexity of the number of non-
zero elements in Q, i.e., O(ΩK), using iterative eigenvalue
algorithms [41]. The rounding is repeated for K users, and
rounding for each user requires computing the inner products
between the random vector and the user’s vector choices (with
O(ZD) ≈ O(Ω2) complexity), sorting of the inner products
(with O(Z logZ) ≈ O(Ω logΩ) complexity) and checking the
interference constraints (with O(ZΩ) ≈ O(Ω2) complexity
as only neighboring users’ interference requires processing).
Here, Z and D is approximately at O(Ω). Moreover, the
number of iterations in the binary search is upper bounded by
O(log Ω), considering the search range. The major complexity
of the framework is at the SDP solver, and we will reduce it
by exploiting the interference graphs’ sparsity in the next.

V. ACCELERATED SOLVER USING MMW IN SIG-SDP

In this section, we design the MMW-based SDP solver to
solve the SDP CSP in (23). We first format the SDP CSP
in (23) in a canonical form and then provide an overview of
how the MMW solves the formatted problem, followed by the
detailed implementation exploiting the graph sparsity and the
complexity analysis.

Solution Player 
min∑𝑛𝑛 𝐋𝐋[𝑛𝑛] ∘ 𝐗𝐗[𝑛𝑛]

Adversary Player 
max∑𝑛𝑛 𝐋𝐋[𝑛𝑛] ∘ 𝐗𝐗[𝑛𝑛]

𝐗𝐗[𝑛𝑛]

𝐋𝐋[𝑛𝑛]

Fig. 5. Illustration of the matrix multiplicative weights algorithm as a turn-
based zero-sum game of two players for turns n = 1, . . . , N .

A. Formatting the Canonical Form of the SDP CSP

The SDP CSP (23) is formatted in the canonical form as

Definition 1 (Canonical Form of SDP CSPs). Let X ⊆
RK×K , X ≜ {X|X ⪰ 0,Tr(X) = K}. The primal SDP
CSP is defined as

find X ∈ X , s.t. A(c) •X ≤ 0, c = 1, . . . , C, (28)

where C is the number of constraints and A(c) is the co-
efficient matrix of the c-th constraint. Here, all coefficient
matrices are symmetric and normalized in spectral norm as

A(c) = (A(c))T, ∥A(c)∥ = 1, ∀c. (29)

Let Y ⊆ RC×1 and Y ≜ {y|y ≥ 0, |y| = 1}. Then, the
corresponding dual problem of (28) is

find y ∈ Y, s.t.
C∑

c=1

yc ·A(c) ⪰ 0. (30)

The detailed definition of the coefficient matrices for the
canonical form of problem (23) is explained in the appendix.
Note that the total number of constraints, C, in the canonical
form of problem (23) follows

C ≜ 2K + |Easso| ≤ 2K +KΩ ≈ O(KΩ), (31)

where Ω is the upper bound of a user’s maximum number of
neighbors in interference graphs, as defined in Section III. The
duality in the above canonical form can be stated as

Theorem 2. The duality of the primal and dual SDP CSP
problems can be described as follows. Define an indicator,

J ≜ min
X∈X

max
y∈Y

∑
c

yc ·A(c) •X; (32)

Define the duality gap between primal and dual variables as

gap(y,X) ≜ max
c

A(c) •X− λmin(
∑
c

yc ·A(c))K. (33)

Then, gap(y,X) ≥ 0 for all y ∈ Y and X ∈ X . Furthermore,
there exist y∗ ∈ Y and X∗ ∈ X such that gap(y∗,X∗) = 0,
i.e., the strong duality holds between (28) and (30). When the
duality gap is 0, λmin(

∑
c y

∗
c ·A(c))K = maxc A

(c)•X∗ = J .

Proof. The proof is in the appendix.

B. Overview of MMW for Interference Management

A MMW algorithm can be viewed as a turn-based zero-sum
game of two players [31], as shown in Fig. 5. Specifically, in
the n-th turn, n = 1, . . . , N , an adversary player first generates
a symmetric loss matrix L[n] that has a bounded spectral norm
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(without loss of generality, we assume that the upper bound
on the loss matrix’s norm is 1) as

L[n] = (L[n])T, ∥L[n]∥ ≤ 1, ∀n. (34)

On the other hand, the solution player generates a PSD
solution matrix with its trace equal to K as

X[n] ⪰ 0, Tr(X[n]) = K, ∀n. (35)

The adversary or solution player aims to maximize or
minimize the loss (i.e., the solution player’s loss is the
adversary player’s reward), respectively, where the loss is∑N

n=1 L
[n] • X[n] in all played turns. This structure can be

used to solve the interference management SDP CSP by
setting the loss as the constraint violations of given PSD
matrices, i.e., minimizing/maximizing the loss is equivalent
to minimizing/maximizing the constraint violations. For ex-
ample, in each turn, the adversary player generates the loss
matrix L[n] as a weighted combination of the constraint
coefficient matrices as

∑
c y

[n]
c A(c), where y

[n]
c is the weight

of the c-th constraint in the n-th turn. To maximize the loss∑
n L

[n] • X[n] =
∑

n

∑
c y

[n]
c A(c) • X[n], the adversary

player sets y
[n]
c ∀c to a larger value if the c-th constraint

has a higher violation for the PSD matrices generated by
the solution player. On the other hand, the solution player
uses matrix exponential to approximate the PSD matrix X[n]

that minimizes total constraint violations for given weights of
constraints,

∑
n

∑
c y

[n]
c A(c)•X[n]. In this structure, X[n] and

y
[n]
c ∀c correspond to the iterated primal and dual variables,

respectively, in the canonical form of the SDP CSP. The
detailed implementation of the MMW is explained in the next.

C. Implementation of MMW

First, the solver formats the canonical form of (23) accord-
ing to network states S and Q and the given slot number Z.
Then, we initialize a constant step size η, η < 1, to control the
update rate of variables and a constant D, D > 1, to control
the accuracy when computing matrix exponential. In the n-
th turn, n = 1, . . . , N , the adversary player configures the
weights of constraints (or the dual variables) using the hedge
rule [42] as

y[n] ≜ [y
[n]
1 , . . . , y

[n]
C ] =

Softmax([η

n∑
n′=1

A(1) •X[n′], . . . , η

n∑
n′=1

A(C) •X[n′]]),

(36)
where Softmax(·) is the softmax function that outputs y[n] ∈
Y . Here, X[1] = IK as the PSD matrix in the first turn. In (36),
y
[n]
c is larger if the c-th constraint’s accumulated violation is

relatively higher than other constraints. The loss matrix in each
iteration is generated as

L[n] =

C∑
c=1

y[n]c ·A(c), ∀n, (37)

as mentioned before. Note that the constraint coefficient ma-
trices A(c) ∀c have been normalized with a spectrum norm 1
in the canonical form. Thus, the loss matrix in the above has

a spectrum norm less than 1 due to the triangle inequality (as∑
c y

[n]
c = 1). Also, the loss matrix is symmetric because the

constraint coefficient matrices are symmetric. Therefore, the
condition in (34) is satisfied.

The solution player in MMW methods [31] specifies a
matrix exponential on the sum of played loss matrices to
generate the solution matrix in each turn as

X[n+1] =
K exp(−η

∑n
n′=1 L

[n′])

Tr
(
exp(−η

∑n
n′=1 L

[n′])
) , ∀n, (38)

which satisfies the condition in (35) and is a validate solution
in X . We use randomized sketching [33] that approximates
the matrix exponential in (38). In detail, let

[
v
[n]
1 , . . . ,v

[n]
K

]T
≜ exp(−η

2

n∑
n′=1

L[n′])V[n], (39)

where V[n] is a random K × D matrix with each row
normalized and the larger D is, the closer the approximation
of the matrix exponential will be. Then, the matrix exponential
in the numerator of (38) can be approximated as [33]

exp(−η
n∑

n′=1

L[n′])
(a)
= exp(−η

2

n∑
n′=1

L[n′]) exp(−η

2

n∑
n′=1

L[n′])

= exp(−η

2

n∑
n′=1

L[n′])IK exp(−η

2

n∑
n′=1

L[n′])

(b)
≈ exp(−η

2

n∑
n′=1

L[n′])V[n](V[n])T exp(−η

2

n∑
n′=1

L[n′])

=
[
v
[n]
1 , . . . ,v

[n]
K

]T[
v
[n]
1 , . . . ,v

[n]
K

]
,

(40)
where (a) is because all loss matrices are symmetric [31] and
(b) is because the expected value of V[n](V[n])T is the identity
matrix. The matrix trace in the denominator of (38) can be
approximated as

Tr
(
exp(−η

n∑
n′=1

L[n′])
)
≈

K∑
k=1

∥v[n]
k ∥. (41)

Thus, the PSD matrix in (38) in the n+1-th turn is computed
based on (39)(40)(41) as

X[n+1] ≈ K∑K
k=1 ∥v

[n]
k ∥

[
v
[n]
1 , . . . ,v

[n]
K

]T[
v
[n]
1 , . . . ,v

[n]
K

]
.

(42)
The above processes are repeated for N times. We average
the iterated primal and dual variables as

X̄ ≜
1

N

N∑
n=1

X[n], ȳ ≜
1

N

N∑
n=1

y[n]. (43)

We use truncated singular value decomposition (TSVD) [30]
to approximate X̄ using its D most significant components as

UΣUT = tsvd(X̄, D), (44)

where U and Σ is a K ×D and D×D matrix, respectively,
and Σ is a diagonal matrix with the largest D eigenvalues of X̄
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Algorithm 2 MMW for Interference Management
1: procedure mmwsdpslv(S,Q, Z)
2: Format the canonical form (23) as Section V-A.
3: Initialize η, D.
4: for n = 1, . . . , N do
5: Compute y[n] as (36).
6: Compute L[n] as (37).
7: Compute X[n+1] in (38) as (39)-(42).
8: end for
9: Compute the TSVD of X̄ as (44).

10: return gram(X̄) as (45).
11: end procedure

on its diagonal and U collects the corresponding eigenvectors
[30]. The gram form of X̄ is approximated as

gram(X̄) ≈ U(Σ)
1
2 . (45)

Finally, U(Σ)
1
2 is returned from the solver to the SDP

framework. The MMW for interference management is listed
in Algorithm 2 and is interfaced with the binary search of
SIG-SDP in line 6 of Algorithm 1 as mmwsdpslv(S,Q, Z).

D. Convergence of MMW

Assuming randomized sketching of the matrix exponential
(38) in (39)-(42) is exact, the convergence of the primal and
dual variables iterated in MMW for interference management
in Algorithm 2 can be stated as follows.

Theorem 3. Let the number of iterations in the MMW, N =
1
η2 (lnK + lnC). Then, the duality gap for the average of
iterated primal and dual variables, gap(ȳ, X̄), in MMW of
Algorithm 2 is less than O(ηK).

Proof. The proof is in the appendix.

Theorem 3 shows the duality gap converges to 0 as we
set η to a smaller value. Based on Theorem 2, Theorem 3
implies the maximum constraint violation converges to the
minimum value J . Meanwhile, note that Theorem 3 is based
on the assumption that the randomized sketching in (42)
approximates the matrix exponential exactly. In practice, the
approximation error of the randomized sketching will increase
the duality gap in iterations [33]. To reduce this error, we
can set D larger so that V[n](V[n])T is closer to the identity
matrix and the approximation in (39)-(42) is more accurate.
Nevertheless, the error only scales the gap in Theorem 3 up
to a constant factor (greater than 1), as shown in [33], which
remains the same as O(ηK) in big-O notation. On the other
hand, for a given Z, the PSD matrix (before relaxation) is
the inner product of vector choices from the (Z− 1)-simplex,
as discussed in Section IV-A, which means the matrix has a
low rank at most Z − 1. Ideally, we want the solver to find
the optimal PSD matrix that has a rank lower than Z − 1 or
a rank around Z − 1 in the relaxed problem. Note that the
PSD matrix optimized by the MMW has a rank D due to the
random sketching in (39)-(42). Based on the above facts, we
set D ≈ O(Z), e.g., ⌈β(Z − 1)⌉, where β(Z − 1) ≪ K and

β ≥ 1 for a constant β, leading to low-rank PSD matrices
while keeping a low random approximation error that can be
ignored in practice.

E. MMW’s Routines and Complexity Exploiting Sparsity

We then discuss the computational routines of the MMW
in Algorithm 2 and their complexity. First, formatting the
canonical form requires computing the norm of the constraint
coefficient matrices in (58), which is O(KΩ) complexity by
processing only the non-zero elements in A(c) ∀c (since A(c)

∀c have total O(KΩ) non-zero elements as defined in Section
VIII). Then, in each iteration of MMW, constraint weights y[n]

in (36) is constructed by computing A(c) •X[n] ∀c in the cur-
rent iteration and added to the accumulated values in previous
iterations,

∑
n′<n A

(c) •X[n′]. When computing A(c) •X[n]

∀c, we first evaluate the non-zero off-diagonal elements in
all constraints,

∑
i,j A

(c)
i,jX

[n]
i,j , ∀A(c)

i,j ̸= 0 and i ̸= j, which
costs O(KΩ) complexity. For diagonal elements in constraints
c = 1 . . .K, A(c)

k,k are the same for all k except A(c)
c,c . Further,

due to
∑

k X
[n]
k,k = K, the diagonal elements

∑
k A

(c)
k,kX

[n]
k,k,

c = 1 . . .K, can be computed in O(K) using the distributive
law that combines sums. For diagonal elements in constraints
c = K + 1, . . . , C, the computation has O(C) ≈ O(KΩ)
complexity since they are scaled identity matrices as defined in
Section VIII. Similarly, Computing the loss matrix in (37) has
O(KΩ) using distributive law that combines the computation
of the identical elements. When approximating the matrix
exponential in (38), we first add the loss matrix in the current
iteration to the sum of those in the previous iteration as∑

n′<n L
[n′] + L[n], which is O(KΩ) complexity by adding

only non-zero elements. (39) is computed based on Taylor’s
expansion on the matrix exponential [43] that is approximately
D times the complexity at the number of non-zero elements in∑n

n′=1 L
[n′], i.e., O(D ·KΩ). The inner products ⟨v[n]

i ,v
[n]
j ⟩

in (40), (41) and (42) are only computed for i, j where ∃c
A

(c)
i,j ̸= 0, i.e., with a complexity at O(D ·KΩ). The average

of the PSD matrices and constraint weights are computed by
first adding their current iteration’s values to ones in previous
iterations and then averaging them when iterations finish. It
requires O(KΩ) for both adding the PSD matrix, i.e., adding
only elements computed in the inner products, and adding
constraint weights. Finally, the TSVD in (44) and (45) has
O(D ·KΩ) complexity using iterative eigenvalue algorithms
[41], where O(KΩ) is the number of computed elements in
X̄ in above steps, while other elements in X̄ are set to 0.

In summary, each iteration of Algorithm 2 can be imple-
mented at O(D ·KΩ) ≈ O(KΩ2) and the whole algorithm is
at complexity O(NKΩ2), where K, Ω and N are the number
of users, the maximum number of neighbors in interference
graphs and the number of MMW iterations, respectively. By
substituting the MMW complexity into the complexity derived
in Section IV-C, the SIG-SDP framework has complexity
O(NKΩ2 log Ω) when using the MMW as the SDP solver.
Later, in simulations, we will show that N can be set to a
constant while ensuring convergence performance regardless
of network sizes. Moreover, simulations will show that Ω
converges to a constant in large networks. In other words,
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Fig. 6. Interaction between the solver and the network in time.

the framework’s complexity is approximated at a near-linear
complexity w.r.t. the number of users, i.e., O(K).

VI. ONLINE ARCHITECTURE OF SIG-SDP

In this section, we explain the online architecture that uses
the proposed SIG-SDP framework to continuously adjust the
slot number Z and the slot assignment z for dynamic networks,
e.g., due to users’ mobility. The framework computes slot
assignments according to online measured path gains and runs
in parallel with the network, as shown in Fig. 6. Without
explicit notation, the PSD matrix X returned from the SDP
solver is stored in its gram form gram(X) in this section.

At the initialization of the network, i.e., at t = 1, the
network measures the states, including the interference powers
S(t) and the user associations Q(t) and sends them to the
solver. The solver runs the framework in Algorithm 1 based
on these states to compute the relaxed slot assignments X(t)
and the slot number Z(t) based on given S(t) and Q(t).
The network waits until the solver finishes at slot t′. We
assume that the network makes no transmissions during the
first computation of the solver in the initialization, i.e., from
t = 1 to t′. Once slot t′ is reached, the initialization completes,
and we update slot indices as

t′′ ← t, t← t′, (46)

where t′′ denotes the slot when the previous solver computa-
tion started. Next, at current slot t, the network re-measures
S(t) and Q(t) and the solver recomputes X(t) and Z(t) as

X(t), Z(t)← SdpBinarySearch(S(t),Q(t)), (47)

where we only take the PSD matrix and the slot number from
the solver’s returned values in Algorithm 1. When the solver
is computing X(t) and Z(t), the network repeatedly rounds
the slot assignments based on the previous returned X(t′′) and
Z(t′′) and the latest network states S(i) and Q(i) as

V1, . . . ,VZ ← Round gram(X(t′′)) as (25),(26),
zk(i)← z, ∀k ∈ Vz, ∀z,
zk(i)← z ∼ U{1, Z(t′′)}, ∀k /∈ ∪zVz,

(48)

where slot i is the starting slot of each transmission period dur-
ing the solver’s current computation, i.e., i = t, t+Z(t′′), t+
2Z(t′′), . . . . Here, we assign a random slot in U{1, Z(t′′)}
to users without a slot assigned (i.e., they have unsatisfied
interference constraints due to the variation of the network).
The network schedules users’ transmissions according to the
slot assignments in (48), i.e., user k transmits in the slot
i + zk(i) in the period [i, i + Z(t′′)). The slot assignment
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Fig. 7. The number of users and constraints in simulated networks.

process in (48) repeats until the solver finishes computing X(t)
and Z(t), i.e., until slot t′ where

t′ ← t+ ⌈τ(t)/(∆0Z(t′′))⌉ · Z(t′′). (49)

Here, τ(t) is the duration of the solver’s computation started at
t. Then, the processes (46)-(49) are repeated to continuously
adjust slot assignments until the network terminates.

Overall, the proposed architecture updates the relaxed slot
assignment X(t) and the slot number Z(t) for each time
the solver returns while updating the integer slot assignments
z(i) ≜ [z1(i), . . . , zK(i)] every transmission period in parallel.
The shorter the solver’s computation time, the more timely the
relaxed slot assignment and the slot number are.

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section presents simulations evaluating our methods.

A. Simulation Setups

We assume that the WTSN system [44] is deployed in a
lm × lm cellular network centered at (l/2, l/2) meters. Each
cell is a 20m × 20m square with one BS located at the center,
i.e., there are A = l2/202 cells (or BSs). The (ax, ay)-th cell
is centered at (20ax−10, 20ay−10), where ax and ay are both
equal to 1, . . . , l/20. Unless specifically stated, we assume that
users are static, and we set the number of users K based on
the user density ρ (users per square meter) as K = ρl2. Each
user is randomly distributed in the simulated area, where each
coordinate is randomly selected from the uniform distribution
with an interval [0, l] meters. The slot duration of the devices
is configured as ∆0 = 0.125 millisecond. The bandwidth B
is set as 5 MHz at a 4 GHz carrier frequency. The packet size
L is 800 bits, and the maximum decoding error rate ϵmax for
each user is 10−5 when no interference exists. The additional
transmission power offset is set as α = 1, and the noise
power N0B is set as −94 dBm in decibel scale. The path
gains between a user and a BS follow a log-distance path loss
model [45] as −28 log10(d+1)−20 log10(f/(1MHz))+12 in
decibel scale, where f is the carrier frequency in MHz and d is
the user-to-BS distance in meters. We assume the interference
power between a user and a BS is not measurable if the signal
strength of the user at the BS is 10dB lower than the noise
power, i.e., γ = 0.1. Note that all interference, including
unmeasurable interference, is considered when evaluating the
actual packet loss ϵk for each user k. When multiple users
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Fig. 8. Sparsity patterns of non-zero elements in constraint coefficient
matrices in a random realization of the network for different network sizes
l = 100, 200 and 300m when ρ = 0.0075, i.e., K = 75, 300 and 675,
respectively. Here, users are permuted using reverse Cuthill McKee ordering
[47] to cluster non-zero elements around the diagonal.

associated with the same BS are assigned to the same slot,
the BS decodes the user with the highest SINR, and the other
users’ packets will be discarded, i.e., their packet error rates
are 1. We set D = ⌈β(Z− 1)⌉ where β = 2 for each given Z
in the MMW, and the configuration of the update rate η and
the number of iterations N will be discussed later. The MMW
algorithm is implemented with SciPy sparse matrix library [46]
and runs in a virtual machine that is equipped with 6 central
processing unit cores at a 3GHz clock rate.

B. Evaluation of Sparsity of Graphs

Fig. 7 illustrates the number of users and constraints in
simulated networks with different user densities. It shows that
the number of users, K, and the number of constraints, C,
grow at a close rate as the network size increases, validating
the linearity between them in (31). The maximum number
of neighbors for users, Ω, grows at a decreased rate as the
network size increases. This indicates the maximum number
of neighbors for users converges due to the limited receiver
sensitivity, i.e., the neighbors of a user are all located in a
bounded area centered at each user’s associated BS [48]. The
higher user density will lead to an increasing number of users
and an increasing number of constraints as more neighboring
users will associate with the same BS and interfere with the
detection range of the BSs. In the rest of the evaluations, we fix
user density as ρ = 7.5×10−3 users per square meter and vary
the network size l from 100 to 300 meters, i.e., the number
of users K varies from 75 to 675. Fig. 8 shows the sparsity
patterns of the non-zero elements in the constraint coefficient
matrices, i.e., the non-zero elements in interference graphs’
adjacency matrices. It implies that most of the elements in
these matrices are zero, and we can ignore the processing of
those elements and the corresponding PSD matrix’s elements
to accelerate the solver.

C. Baseline Methods

We then explain the implementation of the baseline methods
different than the proposed methods, including other SDP
solvers, heuristics, and linear relaxation.

1) SDP Solvers (ADMM, RAND): We compare the PDIP
and the ADMM solvers with the MMW solver in the frame-
work. Note that we observe that the PDIP solver [26], [27] has
longer computing time than the ADMM one and fails to scale
to the problem with ≥ 100 users (this fact is also observed in
[19]). Therefore, we only compare the ADMM solver [28],

referred to as the “ADMM” scheme. Further, we compare
the case where the SDP solver simply returns a random PSD
matrix, referred to as the “RAND” scheme, to illustrate that
the returned PSD matrices from the MMW and ADMM SDP
solvers are meaningful.

2) Heuristic Algorithms (MINTP, MASSO): We compare
our methods with heuristics based on greedy max-weight
scheduling policies [20]. Specifically, users are first sorted
based on a weight wk for each user k, k = 1, . . . ,K, as
k1, . . . , kK , where wk1

≥ wk2
≥ · · · ≥ wkK

. We then try to
assign users from k1 to kK to the same slot. If adding the user
to the slot does not cause a violation of interference constraints
for the previous users and the user itself, the user is assigned to
the slot and is marked as assigned; otherwise, the user remains
unassigned, and we move to the next user. After the slot is
tested with all users, we add a new slot and try to assign users
to it in the same order as above, while those users assigned
with a slot before are removed. The process is repeated until all
users are assigned. We test the following weighting schemes:
1) weighting based on interference power to the user, i.e.,
wk =

∑
k′ ̸=k Sk′,k, referred to as the “MINTP” scheme and

2) based on the number of users associated with the same BS,
wk =

∑
k′ ̸=k Qk′,k, referred to as the “MASSO” scheme.

3) Linear Relaxation Method (LP):: Additionally, we com-
pare our SDP relaxation approach with the linear relaxation
one [16]. We relax the binary slot assignments to values
xk,z ∈ [0, 1] indicates how likely user k, k = 1, . . . ,K, is
assigned to slot z, z = 1, . . . , Z for the given slot number Z.
As a user is only assigned with one slot, i.e.,

∑
z xk,z = 1.

Users associated with the same BS should be assigned to
different slots, i.e., xk,z + xk′,z ≤ 1 ∀z, ∀Qk,k′ = 1. The
interference of a user should be less than the threshold in each
slot, i.e.,

∑
k′ ̸=k Sk′,kxk′,z ≤ (1− xk,z)

∑
k′ ̸=k Sk′,k + xk,zα

∀k, z. Here, if user k is less likely assigned to slot z (i.e., when
xk,z is lower), the interference threshold of user k is higher,
e.g., to

∑
k′ ̸=k Sk′,k when xk,z = 0 and all interference can

be tolerant in the slot, since it is not likely transmitting in this
slot z; otherwise, the threshold is lower, e.g., to the maximum
allowed interference α as (10) when xk,z = 1. We solve the
above linear relaxation using ADMM [28], which is referred
to as the “LP” scheme.

D. Convergence Analysis of MMW

We evaluate the convergence of the MMW algorithm in
Algorithm 2 for the given minimum number of slots. Specif-
ically, we first run the framework with the MMW to find
the minimum number of slots. Then, for the given minimum
number of slots, we record the values of the dual gap in (33)
for averaged primal and dual variables at different numbers
of MMW iterations, i.e., gap(ȳ, X̄). We vary the step size
of optimization variables, η, from 0.02 to 0.1 and set the
number of iterations, N , as 1/η2 (ignoring the logarithm term
in Theorem 3 for simplicity). Fig. 9a shows the normalized
values of the duality gap under different network sizes. Results
indicate that when η is low, e.g., 0.02 ∼ 0.05, the gap
converges when the number of iterations is around 100 ∼ 200
for all tested network sizes. This implies the designed MMW
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Fig. 9. The convergence of the duality gap in the MMW, gap(ȳ, X̄), in (33) when i) l = 100m, ii) l = 200m and iii) l = 300m.

can converge in a close number of iterations for different
network sizes when η is small, and we can set the same number
of iterations for tested network sizes to solve the SDP. Results
also show that the gap fails to converge for high η in large
networks with more users.

To better illustrate the convergence of the gap, Fig. 9b shows
the primal side of the gap, maxc A

(c) • X̄, that indicates
the maximum constraint violations. Results indicate that the
maximum violations converge approximately at 100 iterations.
By comparing Fig. 9a and Fig. 9b, we can identify that the
dual side of the gap, λmin(

∑
c ȳc·A(c))K, fails to converge for

high η in large networks (for a concise presentation, the values
of the dual side are not plotted). This is because Softmax(·)’s
outputs (i.e., the dual variables) in (36) can hardly converge
when it has a high dimension in large networks (due to a large
number of constraints) and simultaneously has high update
rates in its input (due to high η). Nevertheless, we set η = 0.04
and N = 150 in the remaining simulations since these values
lead to the convergence of the gap in all tested network sizes,
as shown in Fig. 9.

E. Performance of Proposed SIG-SDP Framework

Fig. 10a shows the cumulative distribution functions (CDF)
of the minimum number of slots and the packet error rates
when using the proposed framework and the MMW algorithm
as the SDP solver. We measure the CDFs in three network
sizes, e.g., when l = 100m, 200m and 300m. Results show that
the minimum number of slots increases as the network size
increases due to growing numbers of neighboring users (as
shown in Section VII-A). Results also show that a proportion
of users, approximately 5% ∼ 10%, has a packet error rate
violating the required threshold 10−5. This is because the
algorithms cannot sense unmeasurable interference due to the
limited receiver sensitivity, and the accumulation of unmea-
surable interference causes lower SINRs than the required
threshold. Furthermore, as the network size increases, the
proportion of users with violated packet error rates becomes
larger due to more users generating unmeasurable interference
in larger networks. Fig. 10b compares the CDFs when using
the framework with the proposed MMW solver (with legend
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(a) The SIG-SDP framework with different l.
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Fig. 10. CDFs of the minimum number of slots and the error rates when
using the SIG-SDP framework.

“Proposed”) to the cases with ADMM and RAND solvers
when l = 200m. Comparing the ADMM and the proposed
MMW solvers, the proposed one uses slightly fewer slots
(∼ 2%) and fewer users with violated packet error rates
(∼ 3%). This is because the proposed MMW solver iterates the
primal variables (the PSD matrix) in low ranks as (42), which
is a closer approximation to the integer slot assignment than
the ones in ADMM without the rank restriction. Further, the
RAND solver returning the random PSD matrix leads to 10%
more slots than the proposed one. This implies that the PSD
matrix returned from the MMW contains the user correlation
that can guide the efficient slot assignments when rounding.
Meanwhile, the RAND solver has ∼ 4% fewer users with
violated error rates than the proposed one, as unmeasurable
interference becomes less in each slot when using more slots.

Fig. 11 compares the user packet error rates of different
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Fig. 11. User packet error rates when using different schemes.

schemes when the slot numbers in each scheme are the same,
where we vary the network size from l = 100m to 300m.
We first use the SIG-SDP framework to find the minimum
number of slots and measure the error rates for the given slot
number in different schemes. Fig. 11a compares the proposed
MMW solver with the random SDP solver and the linear
relaxation schemes, i.e., the RAND and LP schemes. Results
show that the proposed solver achieves approximately 100
times lower packet error rates when the network size is small.
This is because the correlation between each pair of users’ slot
assignments is not optimized in the RAND and LP schemes,
while our scheme optimizes the PSD matrix guiding the slot
assignments when rounding. Results also show the difference
between the proposed solver and the compared ones is smaller
when the network sizes increase. This is due to the large
unmeasurable interference that increases the error rates. Fig.
11b shows that the proposed MMW solver achieves 10 times
lower error rate than heuristics since heuristics do not exploit
the correlation between users’ slot assignments.

F. Performance of Proposed Online Architecture

Next, we evaluate the proposed online architecture.
1) Computing Time of Algorithms: We measure the com-

puting time of the algorithms that affect the performance of
the online architecture in Fig. 12. Specifically, Fig. 12a shows
the computing time of each MMW iteration when updating the
dual variables in (36) (with legend “DUAL”), updating the loss
matrix in (37) (with legend “LOSS”) and approximating the
matrix exponential (38) in (39)-(42) (with legend “EXPM”).
Results show that the above components cost computing time
linearly scaling with the number of users, validating the
complexity analysis of the MMW in Section V-E. Fig. 12b
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Fig. 12. Computing time of the MMW solver and the SIG-SDP framework.

shows the SIG-SDP framework’s computing time when using
the MMW algorithm as the solver, both within the derived slot
bounds from Theorem 1 (with legend “Proposed”) and without
bounds by simply searching in [1,K] (with legend “MMW-
NB”). Furthermore, it compares the ADMM-based framework
using the derived bounds (with legend “ADMM”). Results
show that the MMW solver reduces the computing time of
the framework by up to 10 times in large networks compared
to the classic ADMM solver. The MMW-based framework
shows near-linear growth in computing time w.r.t. the number
of users due to its near-linear complexity, leveraging the
sparsity of interference graphs by ignoring non-interfering
user pairs. In contrast, ADMM has polynomial complexity,
resulting in significant computing time in large-scale networks.
Additionally, using bounds on interference graphs’ chromatic
numbers reduces computing time by up to 50% by limiting
the search range closer to the minimum.

2) Evaluation in Dynamic Networks: We use the online
architecture to apply the SIG-SDP framework (with legend
“Proposed”) in dynamic networks with mobile users and
compare the performance with the MINTP heuristic scheme
(with legend “Heuristic”) that has a very low computing time
(∼ 40 milliseconds). We also simulate an ideal case where
the framework costs no computing time (with legend “Ideal”).
The network size is set as l = 200m, and users are moving
in a random direction, where the speed varies from 0.2 to 1
meters per second, e.g., at approximately the walking speeds
of humans or robots. Note that when a user reaches the
boundary of the simulated network, it will move in another
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Fig. 13. Average packet error rates when using the proposed SIG-SDP
framework and the heuristic MINTP scheme in the online architecture.

random direction towards the inside of the network. Results
in Fig. 13 show that the proposed scheme achieves lower
packet error rates than the heuristic scheme when users move
slowly. However, its performance advantage diminishes as
user speed increases. This is because the proposed scheme
requires more time to determine the slot assignments than the
heuristic scheme. Consequently, in high mobility networks,
user interference states have changed substantially by the time
the proposed scheme returns the assignments. The difference
between the realistic and the ideal cases shows that the frame-
work’s performance can be improved by further accelerating
its computation.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed the SIG-SDP framework for slot
assignments to manage interference in large-scale WTSN to
reduce the number of slots used while ensuring high reliability.
We have shown how to exploit the sparsity of interference
graphs to reduce the complexity of solving the problem, e.g.,
using the chromatic numbers of sparse graphs to bound the
minimum number of slots, and using sparse random sketching
to approximate the optimal PSD matrix. Consequently, the
framework operates at a near-linear complexity as the number
of users increases, which is more scalable than the exist-
ing polynomial-complexity SDP methods. However, we have
shown that the framework still requires a larger computing
time than simple heuristic methods when returning the slot
assignments. Consequently, compared to the heuristic ones, the
out-performance of the proposed methods, e.g., the reliability
improvement, vanishes when the interference in the network
varies fast. This implied that further reducing computing time
is needed in future studies. For example, research could be
conducted on machine learning methods that perform one-shot
mapping from the graphs directly to the minimum number
of slots and the optimal PSD matrix. Additionally, this work
considered a channel model without fading, and path gains
can be deterministically measured. When considering fading
channels, the edges of graphs could be stochastic and hardly be
measured explicitly. In this case, how to construct stochastic
graphs and exploit their sparsity will be a challenge.

APPENDIX: THE PROOF OF THEOREMS 1
We first prove the upper bound. We consider the greedy

coloring algorithm [36] that colors the interference-power

graph Gintp. The algorithm lists the users in an arbitrary order
and assigns each user to a color that exists in the graph but
is not occupied by its neighbors (either in or out neighbor).
When the existing colors in the graph are all occupied by
a user’s neighbors, the algorithm adds a new color. Greedy
coloring leads to a color scheme with at most Ω + 1 colors
on Gintp [36]. Furthermore, this color scheme leads to the
fact that all neighbors in the association graph Gasso have
different colors. This is because each neighbor of a user in
Gasso is also a neighbor in Gintp. By setting the number of
used colors and the color assignments in the greedy coloring
algorithm as the slot number and the slot assignments, we
obtain an interference-free slot assignment scheme that is a
feasible solution to the problem in (11). As the minimum
number of slots Z∗ are less than or equal to any feasible Z
and Z ≤ Ω+1, Ω+1 is an upper bound of Z∗. We then prove
the lower bound in Theorem 1. To achieve this, we consider
the graph coloring of Gasso. Because of the constraint in (9)
(i.e., users associated with the same BS should be assigned
to different slots.), feasible slot assignments in (11) can be
mapped to a graph coloring scheme of Gasso that all neighbors
have different colors. Using the Hoffman bound [37], the
minimum number of colors (or slots) needed is lower bounded
by 1− λmax(Q)/λmin(Q), proving the lower bound.

APPENDIX: THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Since X and Y are compact and convex and
∑

c yc ·
A(c) • X is linear in y and X, the minmax theorem states
J = maxy∈Y minX∈X

∑
c yc · A(c) • X. Thus, 1) J =

minX∈X maxc A
(c) • X due to the fact that |y| = 1; 2)

J = maxy∈Y λmin(
∑

c yc · A(c))K due to the minimum
eigenvalue problem. From 1) and 2), we have λmin(

∑
c yc ·

A(c))K ≤ J ≤ maxc A
(c) • X, for all X ∈ X and

y ∈ Y , i.e., the duality gap in (33) is always non-negative.
Additionally, let X∗ = argminX∈X maxc A

(c) •X and y∗ =
argmaxy∈Y λmin(

∑
c yc ·A(c))K. Then, maxc A

(c) •X∗ =
λmin(

∑
c y

∗
c ·A(c))K = J , which proves Theorem 2.

APPENDIX: CANONICAL FORM OF THE SDP CSP

Formatting the canonical form of the SDP CSP in (23) has
two steps: 1) we construct the symmetric coefficient matrices,
and 2) the matrices are normalized to a spectral norm 1.

1) Constructing Coefficient Matrices: We first rewrite the
constraint in (22) as

X ⪰ 0, Xk,k = 1, ∀k ⇔ X ∈ X , Xk,k ≤ 1, ∀k. (50)

Thus, we obtain the domain of X, X , as (28). Here, we need
to rewrite the inequalities further, Xk,k ≤ 1, ∀k, in a form of
A′ •X ≤ b. By defining the following symmetric matrix,

D(k) ≜ [D
(k)
i,j

∣∣D(k)
k,k = 1;D

(k)
i,j = 0, ∀(i, j) ̸= (k, k)], ∀k,

(51)
Xk,k ≤ 1 can be rewritten using this matrix as

D(k) •X ≤ 1, ∀k. (52)

Next, note that Xk,k′ and Xk,k′ ∀k ̸= k′ both describe how
likely users k and k′ should be assigned in the same slot. Thus,
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the component aXk,k′ in the constraints can be rewritten into
two components as a

2Xk,k′ + a
2Xk′,k, where a is a coefficient

on Xk,k′ in a constraint. Based on this fact, we rewrite the
coefficients in the constraint (20) using a symmetric matrix as

F(e) ≜ [F
(e)
i,j |F

(e)
ke,k′

e
= F

(e)
k′
e,ke

=
1

2
;

F
(e)
i,j = 0,∀{i, j} ≠ {k′e, ke}],∀e, {k′e, ke} ∈ Easso,

(53)

where {k′e, ke} is the e-th edge in Easso, i.e., Qk′
e,ke

= 1.
Then, (20) is rewritten as

F(e) •X ≤ − 1

Z − 1
, ∀{k′e, ke} ∈ Easso. (54)

Similarly, for the constraint (21), we define the symmetric
matrix that rewrites the coefficients as

H(k) ≜ [H
(k)
i,j |H

(k)
k′,k = H

(k)
k,k′ =

Z − 1

2Z
Sk′,k,∀k′ ̸= k;

H
(k)
k,k = 0;H

(k)
i,j = 0,∀(i, j), i ̸= k ∨ j ̸= k],∀k,

(55)

which further rewrites the constraint as

H(k) •X ≤ α− 1

Z

∑
k′ ̸=k

Sk′,k, ∀k. (56)

2) Normalizing Coefficient Matrices: The above constraints
in (52), (54) and (56) are formatted in a form A′ •X ≤ b for
a matrix A′ and a constant b. Note that we aim to format the
constraints in the canonical form as A •X ≤ 0, where A has
norm 1 and the right-hand side is 0. To achieve this, we can
rewrite b as b = b/K · IK •X since the trace of X ∈ X is
K. Then, we move b/K · IK •X to the left-hand side of the
constraint and format it as (A′ − b/K · IK) •X ≤ 0, where
(A′ − b/K · IK) is the coefficient matrices [32]. Finally, by
normalizing the matrices to set their spectral norm as 1, we
obtain the constraints in the canonical form. Specifically, the
canonical form of the relaxed SDP CSP in (23) has coefficient
matrices as

A(k) = nsl(D(k) − 1

K
IK), k = 1, . . . ,K,

A(K+e) = nsl(F(e) +
1

K(Z − 1)
IK), e = 1, . . . , |Easso|,

A(K+|Easso|+k) = nsl(H(k) − (
1

K
α− 1

KZ

∑
k′ ̸=k

Sk′,k)IK),

k = 1, . . . ,K,
(57)

where nsl(·) is the normalization function to divide the input
matrix with its spectral norm, i.e., nsl(A′) = A′/∥A∥. The
norms of the above matrices in the inputs of nsl(·) are

∥D(k) − 1

K
IK∥ = 1− 1

K
, ∀k,

∥F(e) +
1

K(Z − 1)
IK∥ = 1

K(Z − 1)
+

1

2
, ∀e,

∥H(k) − (
1

K
α− 1

KZ

∑
k′ ̸=k

Sk′,k)IK∥

= | 1
K

α− 1

KZ

∑
k′ ̸=k

Sk′,k|+
Z − 1

2Z

( ∑
k′ ̸=k

(Sk′,k)
2
) 1

2 ,∀k.

(58)

These expressions are derived by a symbolic mathematics tool
[49] that computes the eigenvalues of the matrices. The dual
problem is directly formatted using the above matrices in (57).

APPENDIX: THE PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Using the regret bound of the general matrix multiplicative
weights [31], we have the upper bound of the losses as

N∑
n=1

L[n] •X[n] ≤ λmin(

N∑
n=1

L[n])K + ηNK +
lnK

η
K.

(59)
On the other hand, each constraint’s violation, Ac • X[n],
∀c, n, is bounded in [−K,K] since the norm of Ac is 1 and
X[n] ∈ X . Thus, we can have the lower bound of the losses
by applying the hedge rule’s regret bound [42] as

N∑
n=1

L[n] •X[n] ≥ max
c

N∑
n=1

A(c) •X[n] − ηNK − lnC

η
K,

(60)
where each constraint’s violation in each turn is the loss of an
expert in the hedge rule. By combining the lower and upper
bounds, we have

max
c

N∑
n=1

A(c) •X[n] − ηNK − lnC

η
K

≤ λmin(

N∑
n=1

L[n])K + ηNK +
lnK

η
K.

(61)

Note that
∑N

n=1 L
[n]/N =

∑
c ȳcA

(c) and maxc
∑N

n=1 A
(c)•

X[n]/N = maxc A
(c) • X̄. By setting N = 1

η2 (lnK + lnC)
and substituting the duality gap in the above, we have

gap(ȳ, X̄) ≤ 2ηK +
lnK + lnC

Nη
K = 3ηK, (62)

which proves the statement.
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