arXiv:2504.04232v1 [eess.SP] 5 Apr 2025

This paper has been accepted for publication in the proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Communications (ICC)
2025, 812 June 2025, Montreal, Canada.

© 2025 IEEE. Personal use of this material is permitted. Permission from IEEE must be obtained for all other uses, in any
current or future media, including reprinting/republishing this material for advertising or promotional purposes, creating new
collective works, for resale or redistribution to servers or lists, or reuse of any copyrighted component of this work in other
works.



Joint Optimization of Uplink and Downlink Power
in Full-Duplex Integrated Access and Backhaul

Giovanni Interdonato®, Silvia Mura', Marouan Mizmizi®, Stefano Buzzi*' and Umberto SpagnoliniT
*Dept. of Electrical and Information Engineering, University of Cassino and Southern Lazio, 03043 Cassino, Italy.
TDept. of Electronics, Information and Bioengineering, Politecnico di Milano, 20133 Milan, Italy.

{giovanni.interdonato,buzzi}@unicas.it
{silvia.mura,marouan.mizmizi, umberto.spagnolini}@polimi.it

Abstract—We examine the performance of an Integrated Access
and Backhaul (IAB) node as a range extender for beyond-
5G networks, focusing on the significant challenges of effective
power allocation and beamforming strategies, which are vital
for maximizing users’ spectral efficiency (SE). We present both
max-sum SE and max-min fairness power allocation strategies, to
assess their effects on system performance. The results underscore
the necessity of power optimization, particularly as the number
of users served by the IAB node increases, demonstrating how
efficient power allocation enhances service quality in high-load
scenarios. The results also show that the typical line-of-sight link
between the IAB donor and the IAB node has rank one, posing
a limitation on the effective SEs that the IAB node can support.

Index Terms—Integrated access and backhaul, massive MIMO,
mmWave, full-duplex, power allocation, convex optimization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrated Access and Backhaul (IAB) is a key technology
for beyond-5G systems, enhancing coverage, capacity, and flex-
ibility [[1]. Traditional cellular networks rely on fixed backhaul
infrastructure, such as fiber or microwave links, to connect cell
sites to the core network. However, deploying these solutions,
especially in dense urban or remote areas, can be costly and
logistically challenging. IAB addresses these issues by using the
same wireless spectrum and resources for both access (connect-
ing users) and backhaul (connecting base stations), eliminating
the need for separate infrastructure. Wireless backhauling is
particularly appealing in the millimeter-wave (mmWave) bands
due to the wide bandwidth available [2].

With IAB, only a few nodes, called IAB donors, require
fiber-based backhaul connections, while the remaining /AB
nodes function as relays, wirelessly forwarding backhaul traffic
for multi-hop communications [3]], [4]. IAB nodes have base-
band capabilities and perform transceiver signal processing,
including transmit precoding, receive combining, and channel
estimation. IAB saw limited deployment in Long-Term Evolu-
tion due to high spectrum costs, single-hop backhauling, and
inflexible topologies. Renewed interest in Release 16 aimed
to enable flexible, effective integration into 5G networks, and
today, Release 18 is developing enhanced New Radio back-
hauling [5]. Key improvements include simultaneous multi-
node communication via spatial division multiplexing, boosting
robustness, spectral efficiency (SE), and performance. Full-
duplex (FD) operation [6] further enhances SE and reduces
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latency, allowing concurrent transmission and reception without
time- or frequency-division multiplexing.

The main challenge in FD-IAB networks is mitigating self-
interference, which limits SE. The authors in [7] analyze in-
band-FD wideband IAB performance using stochastic geometry
and derive closed-form signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio
(SINR) coverage expressions. In [8]], a heuristic power alloca-
tion strategy enhances the downlink sum rate under backhaul
capacity constraints. A joint optimization of power, time split-
ting, user association, and beamforming was proposed in [9] to
maximize weighted sum rate in mmWave [AB networks. The
benefits of combining small cells and massive multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) in in-band wireless backhaul were
analyzed in [10], [11]], while [[12]] studied path selection and rate
allocation for multi-hop self-backhaul mmWave networks. The
sum-rate maximization problem in cell-free massive MIMO
was addressed in [13]].

Contribution: We propose a joint uplink and downlink power
optimization framework for in-band FD mmWave IAB net-
works, aiming to maximize either the overall sum SE or
the sum of the minimum SEs. While most IAB literature
defines full duplex in the context of the IAB node’s operation,
we extend this notion to network-wide simultaneous uplink-
downlink operation, where the IAB donor and IAB node
function in opposite transceiver modes—an in-band network-
enabled distributed FD implementation [14]. Our optimization
approach addresses both backhaul capacity constraints and
cross-link interference from simultaneous uplink and downlink
transmissions. Unlike prior works, we globally solve the joint
uplink-downlink power optimization problem, considering the
achievable SE of access links at both the IAB donor and the
IAB node, while dynamically adjusting backhaul link capacity
as needed. In contrast, [|11] focuses only on downlink transmis-
sions, assuming FD operation at the IAB nodes.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Let us consider an in-band-FD IAB network with single hop,
as shown in the illustrative example of Fig. [I| We assume that
K user equipments (UEs) are served by the gNodeB (gNB),
while K UEs, which are not in the serving coverage area of the
gNB, are served by the IAB node. Hence, the gNB also serves
as IAB donor, while the IAB node acts as range extender for
the gNB. All the K+ K UEs are served on the same mmWave
time-frequency resource. We denote by K = {1,..., K} and
Z={K+1,..., K+ K} the set of the indices of the UEs
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(b) UL operation: gNB receives, IAB transmits.

Fig. 1. An example of an in-band full-duplex IAB network with Fig. [Ta] depicting the gNB DL operation and Fig. [Tb| depicting the gNB UL operation.

served by the gNB and the IAB node, respectively. The gNB,
IAB node, and UEs are equipping a fully-digital MIMO array
with NeNB N'AB ‘and NUE antennas, respectively, and as many
RF chains. It holds that NeNB > K+1 with K streams dedicated
to the served UEs and one to the backhaul link with the IAB
node. Similarly, for the IAB node, it holds N IAB > I{+1. The
system operates in time-division duplex (TDD) according to
the gNB operating condition. Specifically, we distinguish two
stages: (i) Downlink (DL) operation, wherein the gNB is in
transmitter mode while the IAB node is in receiver mode, as
shown in Fig. Hence, the gNB is serving the K UEs and
the IAB node on its DL, while the IAB node is receiving the
signals from the served K UEs. (ii) Uplink (UL) operation,
wherein the gNB is in receiver mode while the IAB node is in
transmitter mode, as shown in Fig. @ Hence, the gNB receives
the signal from the K UEs and the IAB node on its UL, while
the IAB node serves the K UEs. At each TDD stage, the roles
of gNB and TAB node are reversed, enabling simultaneous UL
and DL transmissions.

Any of the channels follow the cluster-based multipath

channel model detailed in [15]], [16]:
N. Ng

D acan (6

c=1/¢=1

where N; and Nr denote the number of antennas at the
transmitter and receiver, respectively, N, is the number of
scattering clusters, [Ny is the number of paths per cluster (herein
assumed to be equal for all the clusters), a. ¢ ~ CN (0,9 0)
is the scattering amplitude of the ¢-th path of the c-th cluster,
with power Q. (s, ay,(b.,) and ay, (0. () are the transmitter
and receiver array response vectors, function of the angles
of departure ¢, , and arrival 6., respectively. The channel
model in consists of a dominant line-of-sight (LoS) path
and N.N;—1 non-LoS (NLoS) paths due to the scattering
clusters. As for the backhaul link from the gNB to the IAB
node, we assume N.=1, Ny,=1, hence LOS scenario, due to
the antenna high altitude as gNB and IAB node are typically on
top of buildings. We assume the block-fading model to simplify
the analysis and focus on core principles without the excessive
analytical complexities of practical multicarrier schemes.
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A. gNB Downlink Operation

The DL signal transmitted by the gNB to the K served UEs
and to the IAB node is given by

K
/ gNBegNB_gNB eN8
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k=0
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where the index k& = 0 refers to the IAB node, {kaB
zero-mean uncorrelated data symbols with E {|ngB| } =1,
and {f,f } are the precoding vectors intended for the receiver

k, with [|f8"®(2=1, k=0,..., K. Moreover, {7"°} are the
DL transmit powers subject to the power constraint

2 K eNB
E{(lx=e ") =30 nf < e, 3)
where p&\B is the maximum power at the gNB. Similarly, the
UL signal transmitted by UE i, ¢ €Z, to the IAB node is

XVE =

} are

UE
UEFUE,UE < NV,

“
where {zVE} are zero-mean uncorrelated data symbols with
E{|zY5|*} = 1, and {f’F} are the precoding vectors, with
|£YE||?=1, i €Z. Moreover, {n}'E} are the UL transmit powers
subject to the power constraint

UE UE UE
{HX H } =1 Spmaxa
where pUE is the maximum transmit power at any UE.

The DL signal received by the k-th UE, k € IC, under the

gNB coverage, is thus given by
VE—H xeNB +Z H, pxE+nyE,

icT

where the second term represents the multiuser interference
due to the simultaneous UL transmissions of the UEs under
the IAB node coverage, and ngE is the AWGN vector at UE k,
whose elements have variance 0. Let vi/E be the combining

(&)

(6)

vector 1 used by UE k, k€K, to hnearly process yoE as rYE=
H
(vUE)yVE Then, by letting AVE = (vVE)"nVE, we have
E E\H y7H, gNB E\H E
rRE= (V5 TH X4 (viF) T Y H e Eay
ieT
NB_UEgNB_gNB UE-UE UE |5 UE
—Z VT ) WV 13 )
i€L

where gk"i’j (vE) HHfP, with C = P = {UE, IAB, gNB}
referring to the node Wherem the combining, respectively, the
precoding takes place. Besides, gUE VE_ (v ,LCJE)HHWfUE.
The signal received at the IAB node sums up the signal
transmitted by the gNB on its DL and the superposition of

the signals transmitted by the IAB-node UEs on their UL as
y|AB _ HOngNB + ZHz‘XZUE +nB ¢ CN'AB , 7)

i€T

where n'B is the AWGN vector at the IAB node, whose
elements have variance of,z. The IAB node combines y'AB
IAB

to decode x%NB, by using the combining vector vy as
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y"B. By letting aj)'® = (v{*®) " n'*B, we have
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where gk” = (v{) HifjP with C = P = {UE, IAB, gNB}
referring to the node wherein the combining, respectively, the
precoding takes place. Similarly, the IAB node combines the
received signal by using vAB to obtain 2VE, i € 7, as r!AB =

(v LAB)H IAB By letting nIAB (v LAB)H 'AB, we have
IAB IAB H_gNB IAB) H UE | =IAB
Tt = (v, ) Hy x8"° + (v; Ze L Hexg™ + 1y

_ /nVEg IAB.UE UE / eNB_IAB-gNB gNB AlAB
Z L "’E: M 80k ;-
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B. gNB UL Operation
The UL signal transmitted by UE k, k€ K, to the gNB is
UE fUE gE c (CNUE’ (8)
which is subject to the constralnt in (E]) Besides, the IAB node
transmits the following signal to the gNB and its UEs

XIAB IABflAB IAB+Z IABfIAB.’I}LABE(CNIAB’ (9)
which is subject to the f0110w1ng power constraint
2
E{[x"®| "} =ate > e <phE. (10

upon the assumptions of zero-mean uncorrelated data symbols
{«!*B} with E {|2!*B|?} =1, and unit-power precoding vector,
|[£AB||2=1, i€ Z U {0}. The signal received at the gNB is

gNB _ UE UE_.UE
y _Eke)c v Hify g +

+Ho ) /nPAPa® 4 e (11)

where n&NB is the AWGN vector at the gNB, whose ele-
ments have variance O‘gNB To decode zVE, with k € K, the

IAB IAB, IAB
no Hofy "~ zg

gNB combines ygNB by using the combining vector kaB as

NB NB
re = (vE'") " y&NB_ Then, we have
pNE _ UEGENB-UE UE | /1nB GENB-IAB. Iag
ZJE,C 5" 8k.5.5 M0 8k00 To
IAB ~ gNB-IAB IAB gNB
+§ et 8r.,0,i +n; -, (12)

where fiV® = (v iNB) n&NEB. Similarly, to decode x'AB the gNB

combines y&NB by using the combining vector vO B to obtain
H
rgNB (v ENB) y&NB as in (T2) upon setting k=0.
The DL signal received by UE i, 1€Z, of the IAB node is

UE:HfIXIAB—f—E :kEK: fUE UE ;JE

—HqH IAB{IAB, IAB
=H; Z Uig Vgl +Z
¢€TU{0} keK
Then, UE 4, i € Z, linearly combines yYF to decode x'*B as
H .
rYE=(vPE)" yYE and obtain
UE _ IABgUE-IAB  1AB /nVEg UE-UE  UE | {UE
Ti - Z 77@ gzz +Z nk z 9
LeTU{0} ke
VE_ (v UE)H UE.

UETTH ¢UE UE | __UE
npH 8 T x4+

where n;

III. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS
A. Achievable SE at the gNB

The UL SE at the gNB over the access link, with respect
to the UE k transmitted data symbol zLE, k € K, and under
the assumption of perfect channel state information (CSI)
knowledge at the gNB, is given by

SEUENE — E {log2(1 + SINR:’gNB)} [bit/s/Hz],  (13)
where the effective SINR is
UE g%NkBkUE‘
SINR}E"® = =,
|NTZ,gNB+%AB g%NOBOIAB‘ +0§NB HV%NBH
(14)

and with the multiuser interference being equal to
INTz,gNB:ZnlAB’giNOBLIAB‘ 1 Z 77UE ggNB UE’ (15)

i J k5,3

i€ JER\{k}
The UL SE at the gNB over the backhaul link, with respect to
the IAB data symbol z{*B, and under the assumption of perfect

CSI knowledge at the gNB, is given by

SEUENE — E {log2(1 n SINRS’gNB)} . Dbit/s/Hz],  (16)
where the effective SINR is
IAB | ~gNB-IAB 2
u,gNB _ o |80,0,0
SINRy —NEB NE a7
INTy® +UgNB||Vg H

and with the interference contribution being equal to

INTu,gNB ZnIAB Agl\(l)BllAB‘ +ZnUE Agl\leJUE‘ (18)

B. Achievable SE at the UE

The achievable DL SE at UE k, k€ C, served by the gNB,
under the assumption of perfect CSI knowledge at the UE, is

SEGSNE _ {log2(1 + SINRz’gNB)} , [bits/Hz],  (19)
where the effective SINR is
ngNB’ UE-gNB‘z
k Kk K
SINREY = — (20)
INTLE + o [[viE|
and with the interference contribution being equal to
INTESNE— 57 8 |gUE e Ty 5 Ve gUE Ve a1
jeKu{o} i€l
i#k

The achievable DL SE at UE ¢, ¢ €Z, served by the IAB node,
under the assumption of perfect CSI knowledge at the UE, is

SESME — E {log2(1 + SINR?"AB)} , [bits/Hzl,  (22)
where the effective SINR is
s IVAB‘gUE-vIAB 2
SINRY T 7, (23)
INTERS B glE e g o2 Ve
and with the multiuser interference being equal to
INTd IAB Z nUE|gUE UE’ i Z IAB’g UE- IAB‘ (24)

kek e\ {i}

Remark 1: SES"AB, obtained from (22) upon setting i = 0,
gives the achievable DL SE at the gNB with respect to the
data symbol z!f*B transmitted by the IAB node, namely the



achievable SE over the UL backhaul link. Indeed, the gNB can
be thought as an IAB node’s UE in the UL operation. Hence,
it holds that SES"® coincides with SEJEN® given by (T6).

C. Achievable SE at the IAB

The UL SE at the IAB node over the backhaul link, with
respect to the symbol x%NB transmitted by the gNB, and under
the assumption of perfect CSI knowledge at the IAB node, is

SEUAB _ E {log2(1 n SINR;"AB)} | [bits/Hzl,  (25)
where the effective SINR is
gNB‘ IAB-gNB‘z
SINRy'™® = o _[Bo00 (26)
IN-I—u JAB IAB|12
+0iag ||V
and with the interference contribution being equal to
2
INTYIAR 5 g i e .5 e ge e o)

ke s
The UL SE at the IAB node over the access link, with respect
to the UE i transmitted data symbol, 2V'E, i €Z, and under the
assumption of perfect CSI knowledge at the IAB node, is

SEUMB _ E {10g2(1 + SINR;’"AB)} [bit/s/Hz],  (28)
where the effective SINR is
77 5AB- UE |2
SINRAB — . (29)

u,lAB IAB|[2’
INT +a—,ABHvi |
and with the interference contribution being equal to

INTu JAB _ Z s B UE’ + Z ngNB’giAOBngB‘ (30)
LeT\{i} keKu{o}

Remark 2: SEg’gNB, obtained from (T9) upon setting k =
0, gives the achievable DL SE at the IAB node with respect
to the data symbol x%NB transmitted by the gNB, namely the
achievable SE over the DL backhaul link. Indeed, the IAB node
can be thought as a gNB’s UE in the DL operation. It holds
that SESEVE coincides with SE5"® given by (23).

IV. POWER ALLOCATION AND BEAMFORMING

In this section, we propose and globally solve an opti-
mization problem to properly determine the transmit powers
at the gNB, TAB node, and UEs, in a centralized fashion.
Hence, this optimization problem couples UL and DL op-
erations and is carried out at the gNB, after collecting CSI
from the TAB node and the UEs. Let us define the collec-
tive transmlt ower vectors for gNB, IAB node and UEs as

NB NB
neNB — [ ,77% oenni T, pVE = [ﬁijEw--ﬂ?KH}]T,
and n'A = B, niRe, ... ,n'}?EK]T, respectively. Then, the

optimization problem for power allocation is generalized as

. u,gNB | ,d,gNB u,lAB | Ld,IAB
ngﬁ%?)i,llgél,zsw iy + i +i7 7 (31a)
s.t. ZZ_GISE‘;JAB < SEg'AB, (31b)
Zve SEL_.,lAB < SEd,IAB’ Glo)
WY TSP, (1)
IAB IAB |IAB
+ Z M S Gle)
WE<pUE k=1,....K+K, (3lf)

where the objective consists of maximizing a utility involving
either the SE or the SINR. Specifically, we consider two power
allocation (PA) strategies (/) Max-min fairness PA where
ty =mingexy SINRYY, and (i4) Max-sum SE PA where ty’ =
> kex SERY. with x={d, u}, y={gNB, IAB}, X = {K, I}.
The peculiarity of Problem (3I)) lies in the coupling between
UL and DL operation set by the objective and in the SE
constraints enforced by the gNB-to-IAB node backhaul link—
the sum SE the TAB delivers to its UEs is constrained by
the DL SE of the backhaul link (i.e., (31b)), as well as the
sum SE of the IAB uplink is constrained by the UL SE of
the backhaul link (i.e., (3Ic)). Problem (1) is generally non-
convex due to the non-convexity of the objective function and
the SE constraints (3Ib)-(31c) by the SINR structures. Next,
we present an approach to convexify the problem, enabling
to achieve a global optimum for (3I) under the assumption
of combining and precoding vectors that are independent of
the transmit powers. In this regard, we assume maximum-ratio
combining (MRC) and singular value decomposition (SVD)-
based precoding. We let the SVD of an arbitrary channel matrix

H;, € C™*", k=0,...,K+K, be Hy, = U, A, W, where
U, = [ugk),. ugi)] and Wi =[w (k),. W%k)] are m X 1y

and n X 7y, respectively, unitary matrices that contain the left
and right singular vectors, with r, = rank(Hy). Besides, Ay
is a r; X ri diagonal matrix with the singular values on the
diagonal in a descending order. The precoding vectors are then
set as V% —ul® keru{o}, fE=w LeKuUT,
fIAB = Wgo), and fiAB = u(k) k € Z, where u(lk) (ng)) is
the left (right) singular vector corresponding to the largest
singular value of Hj. This choice meets the unitary norm
requirements for the precoders set in Section [l While, the
MRC vectors are given by vii'B = HHngB IAB — H,fVE,
i€, vINB _ B, UE 1k, vENE _ Hgihe, Ve _ pyrrpshe;
kek, and vVE= HHfIAB ZEI

A. Max-Min Fairness Power Allocation

In the max-min fairness PA problem ¢y’ =mingey SINR}Y.
T NXx1
N]' ER AR

Let us define the auxiliary vector z={z1 22, ..., 2
with N =4, and the vector SINR; € RY*! as

SINR;, = [SINR}5®, SINRLE®, SINR}'2®, SINRi"éB}T,
where SINRyY,, =SINR,Y, with k€ X = {K, T}, x={d, u},
and y={gNB, IAB}, such that

z < SINRy, Vk, k € {K, T}, (32)

with < denoting the element-wise inequality. Problem (31)) can
be reformulated as

. N 1/N
r:)lgﬁ)sur:’l%e ( anl zn) (33a)
UE z
st (@TH), @319, (G1d), GTe), BTN,
z X SINRy, Vk, k € {K, I}, (33b)

which follows from the inequality of arithmetic and geometric
means, with {z, })_ 1 being non-negative real numbers,

*z%- (I ="

(34



Hence, Problem @ involves the maximization of the mono-
mial in (33a), constrained to the power budgets in (31d),
and (3T1). The SE constraints (31b)-(31c) need a mathematical
manipulation in order to recast the optimization problem into
a generalized geometric program. First, by exploiting the log-
arithm property, (31b) and are rewritten, respectively, as

[T;cz(1+ SINR'A®)

<1, (35)
1+ SINRy™A®
[Liez (14 SINRS™)
d,]/AB = (36)
1+ SINRY:
Second, we define the auxiliary variables
o = |:Q);(+1a Q);(+27--~7Q>;(+f<:| REXT, (37)
and zj, with x={d, u}, such that
0 > SINRP™B i e T, x={d, u}, (38)
25 < SINRS™B x={d, u}, (39)

Hence, the SINR lower bound constraints (39) are cast as
geometric programming by taking the inverse of both sides
[17]). In contrast, the constraints (38) can be written as
X 1 )
nunf%"AB > Z% “den Vi e I, x={d, u},
x,1AB

x,1AB (40)
,m

where the term num} is the monomial at the numerator of
SINRSMB, with x = {d u}, in 26) or 23), while den;’,’ B s
the m-th monomial at the denominator, and M = K +K +1.

By using (34), (@0) can be relaxed (and convexified) to

M ,IAB
M Q? (Hm—l den?m

)1/M
>1,VieZ x={d, u}. 4l

*JAB
num;
Combining all the above results, constraints (33)-(36) read as
dy < u
I a+eh<t+s, (42)
Uy < d
I1._, (et <1+zg, (43)

respectively, and are cast as geometric constraints. Finally,
problem (33) is reformulated as
n

1/N
z, Qd Q 20720

st (@1d), @1, 3TH), (32),

which constitutes a geometric program. It admits global opti-
mum and can be efficiently solved via interior-point methods
by using common solvers.

maximize (44a)

gNB IAB UE

B. Max-Sum SE Power Allocation

The sum-SE maximization entails solving Problem (31)
with £ = >, . SE.”. Compared to the approach detailed
in Section we need to reformulate (32)) as z<'s, where

T
ugNB d,gNB
S= E:S E, Sk Sk

d,IAB
kT )
keIC kex kez keT
and sk being a set of auxiliary variables with x = {d, u},
y= {gNB IAB} and X = {KC, Z} necessary to handle the SE

s IAB (45)

TABLE I
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

[ Simulation Parameter [ Value |

30 GHz
3GPP TR 38.901 (UMI) [16]
-173 dBm/Hz

Carrier Frequency
Channel Model
Noise power density

No. of antennas: NeNB NIAB NUE 16x4, 8x4, 4x2
gNB |AB , UE

Max pOWET: Prax > Prmax> Pmax 43 dBm, 43 dBm, 23 dBm
No. of gNB’s UEs, K 12
Coverage radius: gNB, IAB 100 m, 50 m
UE distribution Uniform
Antenna type 120-degree sector antenna

expressions and subject to the following constraints:

szyX <log,(1+ SINRZ’Y) Vk e X. (46)
The latter can be rewritten as
exp{ln( )SM} <1+SINRY VkeX,  (47)

which, by using the approximation in [[17]] for the left-hand side,
can be cast to the following geometric programming form

In(2 c
<1+rli>3;’yx> <14+SINRY VEe X,  (48)

with € being a sufficiently large positive even constant. Hence,
the max-sum SE PA problem is formulated as (@4)), but replac-
ing (32) with the element-wise constraint z <'s, and adding the
set of constraints (48).

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section provides a detailed analysis of system perfor-
mance by comparing various power allocation strategies. We
focus on the sum SE by aggregating UL and DL SE of all
the UEs located in the IAB node and the gNB area. Unless
otherwise specified, the simulation parameters outlined in Table
[ serve as the basis for our evaluations. The results depicted
in Figs. Pl Bl and [] offer a comparative analysis of three
power allocation schemes: uniform power allocation (serving as
a benchmark), max-sum SE, and max-min fairness. Figs. E] and
El, show the empirical cumulative distribution function (ECDF)
of the sum SE, differentiating UEs in the gNB area and those
within the IAB node area for two scenarios: K=1 (Fig. [2 I
and K =10 (Fig. 3), where K represents the number of UEs
served by the IAB node. As illustrated in Figs.[2]and 3] uniform
power allocation consistently underperforms, highlighting the
necessity for power optimization in IAB networks. The max-
sum SE approach achieves the highest overall sum rate, which
is particularly advantageous for UEs in the gNB area. Inter-
estingly, when the number of UEs served by the IAB node
is small, the max-min fairness scheme demonstrates superior
performance for UEs within the IAB node area. However, as
the number of UEs K grows, interference increases, reducing
the performance gap between the max-sum SE and the max-
min fairness approaches, ultimately leading to similar results.

A critical observation from these figures is that the IAB
backhaul link operates as a rank-1 channel, imposing significant
performance limitations. This restriction is primarily due to the
geometrical configuration of the scenario, where both the IAB
node and the gNB are positioned in elevated locations, such
as on buildings or dedicated towers. This clear line of sight
minimizes the likelihood of multipath propagation, eventually
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IAB node are, comparing different power allocation schemes.

restricting the backhaul capacity to a single spatial stream.
Consequently, this bottleneck hinders the effectiveness of the
IAB node in spatially multiplexing UEs. _

Fig. 4] shows the average sum SE that varies with K. The
results show a decrease in the sum SE achieved by the max-sum
SE approach as K grows due to increased interference from
UEs in the IAB node service area. The observations in Figs.
P] and [3] apply consistently here, reinforcing that the limited
backhaul capacity fundamentally constrains performance.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We examined the performance of an IAB node as a range ex-
tender for beyond-5G networks, focusing on the key challenges
of effective power allocation and beamforming strategies, which
are vital for maximizing UEs’ sum SE. We globally solved two
power allocation optimization problems: max-sum SE and max-
min fairness, to assess their effects on system performance.
The results highlight the necessity of power optimization,
particularly as the number of UEs served by the IAB node
increases, showing how efficient power allocation enhances
service quality in high-load scenarios.

Our findings revealed that while the max-sum SE consistently
yields the best performance, max-min fairness is beneficial with
fewer UEs in the IAB node service area, effectively managing
interference. However, as UE numbers rise, these strategies’
performance tends to converge. A limitation of the IAB node
as a range extender stems from the bottleneck created by the
rank-1 channel, arising from the high elevation of IAB nodes.
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Fig. 4. Average Sum SE versus K assuming K = 12 UEs in gNB area,
comparing different power allocation scheme.

This positioning reduces multipath opportunities and restricts
backhaul capacity to a single spatial stream.

Future research could explore advanced beamforming tech-
niques for improved interference mitigation, multi-hop IAB
architectures, and multi-rank channel strategies to overcome
rank-1 limitations, thereby enhancing multipath diversity and
backhaul capacity.
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