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_Abstract—We consider a single-cell massive MIMO full-duplex  wireless systems in both cellular and WiFi (e.g., 3GPP LTE
wireless communication system, where the base-station (B% Release 12[]2] and 802.11-dx [3]). Channel models with 64
equipped with a large number of antennas. We consider the gg antennas have already been standardized [2], with @sear

setup where the single-antenna mobile users operate in half : . . .
duplex, while each antenna at the BS is capable of full-dupie platform supporting even larger configurations; e.g. 96 BS

transmissions, i.e., it can transmit and receive simultanausly antennas [26].
using the same frequency spectrum. The fundamental challge In addition to MU-MIMO, another potential avenue to
in this system is intra-cell inter-node interference, generated achieve higher spectral efficiency is to leverage full-gupl
by the transmissions of uplink users to the receptions at the .53nsmission. where a full-duplex-capable device canstran
downlink users. The key operational challenge is estimatig and d Y t th ti . th f
aggregating inter-mobile channel estimates, which can pentially and receive a € same Ume using the same requency
overwhelm any gains from full-duplex operation. spectrum. The full-duplex mode of network operation has
In this work, we propose a scalable and distributed scheme to the potential to double the spectrum efficiency of wireless
optimally manage the inter-node interference by utilizinga “one-  networks and can bring substantial flexibility to higherday
hop information architecture”. In this architecture, the BS only design|[9]. In fact, in-band full-duplex has already becqrag

needs to know the signal-to-interference-plus-noise rati (SINR) . -
from the downlink users. Each uplink user needs its own SINR, ©f the ongoing standard both in 3GHP [1] and 802.11-ax [3].

along with a weighted signal-plus-noise metric from its onhop ~ While it can be hard to integrate the full-duplex capateti
neighboring downlink users, which are the downlink users ttatit  to client devices due to the processing and energy constrain

interferes With.. The proposed ong-hop information ar.chite:ture it is in fact feasible to design near-perfect full-duplexsea
does not require any network devices to comprehensively gaér  i5tions thanks to available freedom (bigger size, notehat

the vast inter-node interference channel knowledge, and mee . . ) . .
significantly reduces the overhead. Based on the one-hop arna-  POWered operation) in their designs (e.g., [11], [122] [

tion architecture, we design a distributed power control agorithm ~ @nd the references therein). One method to leverage full-
and implement such architecture using overheard feedback duplex infrastructure with half-duplex mobile handsetdads

information. We show that, in typical asymptotic regimes wth  havesimultaneous multi-user up- and downlink transmissions.
many users and antennas, the proposed distributed power cal  oever, the potential for simultaneous up- and downlink
schemg improves the overalll network utility and reduces the MU-MIMO at the BS leads to a new challenge — the inter-
transmission power of the uplink users. . o i )
node interferencavithin each cell, i.e intra-cell interference,
as the transmissions of uplink interfere with the recestioh
l. INTRODUCTION downlink as illustrated in Figulg 1. The inter-node inteefece
With each generation of wireless standards, the numberh#nce poses a fundamental challenge to enabling full-duple
antennas at the infrastructure nodes has continued to gramthe BS and needs to be managed efficiently.
to meet the increasing demand of mobile data. For exampleJn the presence of intra-cell interference, a centralized
both cellular and WiFi standards now support up to 8 antennscheme can be used where the infrastructure device aggre-
at infrastructure nodes. A promising and now standardizgdtes comprehensive knowledge of all the uplink, downlink
approach to use multiple antennas at the infrastructure isand inter-node channel to make jointly optimal decisions on
use Multi-User Multiple Input Multiple Output (MU-MIMO) resource allocation. The centralized scheme may be usaful f
for supporting multiple uplink or downlink data streams irsparse scenario with small number of users. It will, however
same time-slot. More recently, massive MIMO regime hadscur a significant amount of overhead as the number of users
been explored, which allows for a large number of antenngsows, with the inter-node interference beittge dominant
to reside at the infrastructure (with orders of magnitudeottieneck. For example, consider the setup wiftf full-
more antennas compared to conventional MIMO systems), ltagplex-capable antenfibat the BS, and with half-duplex
attracted large interests in both academia and industrg. Téingle antenna uplink and{; half-duplex single antenna
theoretical ([18], [[18], [[19]) and experimental result4], downlink users, henceforth denoted(dg, K ,,;, K4) massive-
[27]) have shown that massive MIMO can lead to a numb&IMO full-duplex system, in FigurEl1. The centralized catr
of desirable properties from the network design point ofwie scheme requires the full-duplex BS to aggregate knowledge
that include reduced inter-beam interference, improvedggn of K,; x Ky inter-node interference channels, in addition to
efficiency, and reduced inter-cell interference, amongi®h M x K,; uplink andM x K4 downlink channels. Note that
As a result, massive MIMO is being considered for standarthere has been recent development on uplink/downlink atlann
ization as one of the key technologies in next-generation estimation in Massive MIMO with reasonable complexity|[17]

The authors are with the Department of ECE, Rice Universiiym@ils: 1A full duplex capable antenna is capable of transmitting eswbiving at
{wenzhuo.ouyang, jingwen, asp@rice.edu). The work of all three authorsthe same time. It can be realized by either using one antesuga, [4]) or
was partially supported by NSF Grants CNS-1161596 and CBI®d22. using a pair of antennas (e.d., [11][12)).
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[31]. For example, thé// x K, uplink channels can b YYY

Multiple-antenna

mated by lettingi(,,; uplink users send pilots to the BS, YY Y| Full-duplex BS
downlink channels can be obtained by lettiAg; dowr \Y YY)

users send pilots and estimated by utilizing channel re S/ <>O

Hence theM x (K., +Kg) up- and downlink channels SR %, ‘
obtained with(K,; + K4;) transmissions of overhead ( Lo %
However, to obtairf,; x K inter-node interference chi E] E] E] E
each of theK,; x K4 channel information needs to es

at the uplink/downlink users and sent to the infrastruc E] - E]
inter-node interference channels are two-hop away
BS. Hence acquiring all the channel knowledgeff; x ... Inter-mobile .. K
inter-node interference channels incurs overhead a Ky Interference @

the order of K,; x Ky. As an example, under the s

with K,; = 15 uplink and K5 = 20 downlink users,

can be as many a&,; x Ky = 300 inter-node interference
channels, which is significantly more thadn,; + K4 = 35.
Therefore, for centralized scheme, obtaining the intateno ~ reduce the overall amount of transmission power and
interference becomes the main bottleneck and will render th ~ hence improve the energy efficiency of mobile users.
overall centralized architecture non-scalable. Note that, there can be scenarios with dense users and hence

In this paper, we thus seek distributed methods for resou®0ng inter-node interference, where half duplex mode can
allocation that significantly reduosho needs to knowwhat be more efficient solution. The scope of this paper is not to
aboutwhich channels. We propose, to the best of our knowfPecify when and where to use full duplex mode of operation,
edge, the first scalable and distributed interference nenafut rather to explore the optimal and scalable power control
ment techniques in massive MIMO full-duplex systems witGchemes for massive MIMO when the full duplex mode is in

half-duplex clients. Our contributions are listed as fako use.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sedfidn IlI

« We create a scalable information architecture, namelye formulate the physical layer model of massive MIMO
the one-hop information architecture, that specifies the full-duplex system. We proceed to present the power control
network information needed in each cellular devices foroblem in Sectiori IV/. In Sectioh]V, we present the one-
perform optimal interference management. Specificallfiop information architecture that facilitates us to prapdis-
we consider an architecture where (i) BS knows onlyibuted interference management algorithm. An overinegari
SINR of downlink channels, much like current cellubased scheme is presented in Secfioh VI to implement the
lar systems which rely on periodically collected SINRnformation architecture. We present asymptotic analysis
information for power and rate control, and (ii) updarge number of antenna regime in Sectfon] VIl. Numerical
link transmitters know only about interference channelvaluation are provided in Sectibn VI followed by condhrs
strength, along with a weighted interference-plus-noisemarks in Sectiop IX.

(IN) metric, from the nearby downlink receivers. There-
fore, for the (M, K, K4) massive-MIMO full-duplex
system, compared to a fully centralized decision, the
proposed system requires only local, at mégf; one- There has been extensive research on resource allocation in
hop information at each uplink user from its neighboringarious interference-constrained wireless networks. iltes-
downlink receivers, thus avoiding the significant nonference in the wireless networks is often captured by theR$IN
scalable overhead for aggregating thg; x Ky inter- which in turn determines the achievable transmission rate.
ference channel information at the BS. Power control is an important mechanism to mitigate network

« Based on the one-hop information architecture, we printerference and have been well studied (see survey [7]).
pose a distributed power allocation algorithm to achiev@uch problem often requires solving nonconvex optimizatio
the optimal sum-utility in the system. By analyzingoroblem that is proven to be NP hard to solvel [16].
the structural properties of theV, K,;, K4) massive- One line of research has focused on centralized control
MIMO full-duplex system, we identify that the up- andwhere a centralized controller gathers all the information
downlink power control, which is coupled by inter-nodecross the network to perform resource allocation and in-
interference, can in fact be carefully decoupled. Suchtarference management. For instance, the authors_ih [15]
decoupled structure turns out to be an enabler for the ompgeposed centralized power control algorithm under higtFS|
hop information architecture and the optimal distributecegime using geographic programming. Signomial program-
algorithm. ming based approaches are proposed in [8] to achieve a local

« We further show that, in typical asymptotic regimes whereptimal solutions. An iterative optimal algorithm was pospd
the amount of antennas scales up with the number iof [20] to achieve global optimality for a subset of non-
users, distributed power allocation can not only improveonvex objective functions. A branch and bound algorithm
the overall system utility, it can also asymptoticallywas proposed in[29] to solve weighted sum-rate maximipatio

Fig. 1. Full-duplex multi-user network witti,,; uplink users transmitting
to the BS andK 4 downlink users receiving from BS.
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problems. Approximation algorithm was proposed[in] [28] té. Uplink

solve the NP-hard power control problem. At the BS with M/ antennas, the received uplink sigryat
Another line of research has studied distributed powgk the BS is an\/ x 1 vector given as

control algorithms for interference management. In thehhig

SINR regime, distributed power control algorithm was con- y' = GUx 4 2", 1)

e Dol S, ere G 1 an 1 K ulk chanmel mats anc”
b 9 prop a K, x 1 vector, with each element representing the

be optimal in certain scenarios. Distributed Power Contrl? o .
. : . ransmit signal of the uplink users. The vecidt represents
and scheduling based on back-pressure algorithm is prdpc;aﬂe

in [30] in high SINR regime. Recently, optimal distribute € recever ao_ld|t|ve noise, each entry is |ndeper_1dent and
. . . . Identically distributed (i.i.d.) and drawn from a circular
scheduling based on SINR model is proposed in to achieve . : S .
o . symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and
transmission rate over ower control region [5].

. . variance ofN, denoted a€\ (0, Ny).
Some recent work studied resource allocation for full du- . ’
In the uplink, we letP* = [Py, Py ... PKl ] denote

plex systems. The authors in[10] studied optimal subaarrit% tor of t i h ! s th
allocation for Full Duplex OFDMA network. A cell parti- e vector of transmit powers, where tR¢" represents the

tioning method was proposed in_[24] that allocates freq;aeng"’ms.m't pc_>w::‘r ct>f uplink usef. Eacht userals .SUbJ;ﬁ t<0 a
resources according to the partitioning of a single cell. maximum instantaneous power constraift==, 1.€., I3~ =

P;#az 7V’L € ICUZ'
1. SYSTEM MODEL Following the techniques iri [18][21], the BS can simply
In this section, we describe the channel model for a singl%[gc(iﬂséct;e received signal using maximum-ratio combin-

cell massive MIMO full-duplex system where the BS is full-
duplex capable while the mobile users operates in single (GUHHyul — (GuUHYHGuIx" 1 (GU)H g, (2)
antenna half-duplex mode. We assume the full-duplex BS is i i

equipped with\/ antennas to servaoth uplink and downlink where superscript{ denotes conjugate transpose. We hence
users in the same time/frequency slot. The sets of uplink af{@ve

downlink users are denoted ty,; and K, respectively, with (GuhHEGH Dl (L)AL Duly: 3

[Kui| = K and|Ky| = Kg, as shown in Figurgl 1. M (Dg) M (Dg)z, (3)

For each uplink/downlink usek, an associated utility - . )
function Uy (r) represents the utility it achieves under tranéﬂ’her_e(DZl)§ IS @Ky x Ky matrix andL" is an M x Ky _
mission rater. It reflects the level of satisfaction achievednatrix. In massive MIMO, the number of antennas at BS is
for each of the users at a given rate. Each utility function [Buch larger than that at mobiles. Thus when> K, under
assumed to be a non-decreasing, continuously differdafiafavorable propagation conditions as manifested(in [18% th
strictly concave function, wher&/ (r) is the derivative of the columns of the small-scale fading matrix are asymptocall
utility function. The concavity property captures the dimi Orthogonal, the following convergence is obtained [18],
ishing return property of the utility achieved by the users (Guh)H Gl
in the network [[28]. These utility functions are also used (T)
to capture different fairness requirement over the network M>Ku
We are interested in controlling the transmission poweerovNow substituting[(#) into[{2), we have
both uplink and downlink in the massive MIMO full-duplex wl\H yul

. e ((G )y )
system, so that the achievable transmission rate proviges t i
maximum overall sum-utility over the network. To charaizer M>Ku
the physical-layer relationship between the transmisgawer We then compute the Signal-to-Interferene-and-Noise rati
and the corresponding achievable transmission rate, we st8INR) for uplink user: as
by presenting the channel model of the massive MIMO full- APl gul
duplex system. SINRY = =1 91

The propagation channel model in our system consists of No
two parts: small-scale fading due to multipath and largdesc where\/ﬁ is theith entry in the diagonal matri)@Dgl)%.
fading due to path loss. The channels are represented by [ftge that in the above expression, we have used the asymptoti
setg = {G", G G'}, where each element if denotes result in [$). Under the domain of massive MIMO, we assume

the propagation matrix of complex-valued channel coefiitsie the SINR expression is valid for large value 8f, hence
for uplink, downlink and inter-node interference channelsgnoring the negligible error term.

— DY (4)

(Gul)qul

G

— Dglx“l +

(6)

respectively. We can expre€®, k € {ul,dl, I} as Therefore, with receiver MRC, the uplink usieachieves a
GF = L*(DF)* transmission rate
& . pul gul
where L* represents the small-scale fading matrix with a RU(PM) = log (1 + MNﬂ),z € Kuls @)
0

magnitude of one for each entry, a(‘lﬂg)% = diag(+/gF) is
a diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries constitutes aovecwhere, recall thaty!*! is the corresponding path loss coefficient
g of path loss coefficients. for i-th user.



B. Downlink conjugate beamforming, the downlink transmission ratestr u

The received signal at thé,; downlink usersy® is a J € Ka is expressed as

combination of the downlink signals and the interferingituipl dl dl
i ic Qi dl [ pdl pul M - Pl g;
signals, and is given by RAPH P =log | 1+ e . (13)
Zie/vj 9;; P + No
y& = Géxd 4 GIx" 4 50 8)

which depends on both uplink and downlink power allocation

where y?' is a Ky x 1 received signal vgctorG”” IS @ gcheme®!, P4. We henceforth denote the Interference-plus-
Kg x M downlink channel matrix anck® is an M x 1 pNpgise (IN) by IN; = 3,0\ gL, ¥+ Ny
) j )

downlink transmit signal vectorG! is a Ky x K. inter- Ea
node interference channel matriz¥ is the receiver additive
Gaussian noise which contains i.i@\ (0, Ny) entries. IV. POWER CONTROL PROBLEM

: dl _ [pdl pdl dl _ _ ,

In the downlink, we leP™ = [511 Pgt e PR denote |5 this section, we formally define the power control
the vector where the elemert/” represents the transmitproplem. The objective of power allocation is to control the
power to downlink usey. The downlink transmission POWer ransmission power® P4 to jointly manage the inter-
allocation is subject to a gonstraint on the total amount gbge interference and intelligently allocate the downtiraks-
transmission powers, i.€);;_, P = Piot- mission powers under the interference, so that the overall

Note that we assume perfect serf-interference cancdlatgjm_uti”ty in the system is maximized. Recall thay! (P
at the full-duplex-capable BS. This is inline with recerguts 5,4 RA(Pd Pul) are defined in[{7) and(13) respeétively

J ’

: L . J
that self-interference cancellation is capable of suEes The power allocation problem is defined as the following

self-interference below the noise floor [12]. optimization problem.
Similar to the uplink, in massive MIMO downlink, under
iti ul ul dl dl ul
the conditions of\/ > K, we have max, Z U; (RY(PM)) + Z Uj (RI(PM, P)
Gdl(GdZ)H ’ S en} JER
(7) — DY (9) (14)
M M>Ka dl dl
. . . . S't'a Z Pj S Ptota (15)
Following the techniques in [21], BS can perform conjugate et
beamfoming precoding, o wl - .
ap 9 0< P <P i€Ku,PM">0jeKy (16)

1 11
x! = \/—M(Gdl)H(Dgl) "Dy s (10)  as previously discussed, the approach of centralized con-
. trol can be used to solve the problem at the infrastructure,
whereD; = diag(\/]:'m) is a K4 x K4 diagonal matrix. The where the full-duplex BS aggregates comprehensive knowl-
Kaq x 1 vectors® contains downlink messages where eadidge across the cellular network. To optimally manage the
message has unit power, i.E(|s‘jl|) =1forall j € Cy. inter-node interference imposed by the uplink users to down
We substitute[{9) and{10) int6](8) and we obtain that link receivers, the infrastructure needs the knowledgelof a
yil it Gl 7l the_ in_ter-_node ir:)tlerferer?ce cha_mndel gains. F]Eo_n} the f(_)rm of
— — (DY)2Dzs” + —— + ——. (11) optimization problem, the required amount of informatidn a
<\/M> o 08D oar v W the BS i listed in Tablg B
Because the uplink and downlink transmissions are over the

same frequency band, the uplink transmissions causeeinter Jg{%?;g&nﬁéfgsw Am”,'ét

ence to the downlink receptions, as shown in Fiddre 1. The Downlink path |os's?gdl Al je /cZi
interference channel strength between uplirdnd downlink Inter-node interferencég{ Al (i,5) pairs, i€k, jEN;
j is denoted agy];. For the uplink uset, we let\; c K% iABLEl

denote the set of downlink users that receives non-nedfigib  requirep INFORMATION FOR CENTRALIZED ALGORITHM ATBS
interference from user For downlink useyj, we let\; ¢ K
denote the set of uplink users that imposes non-negligible
interference to usey.

In the massive MIMO scenario wheid > K, the SINR
of downlink user;j can then be calculated as

As discussed in the introduction, the above centralized
solution is non-scalable primarily because of the significa
overhead to potentially colleck',; x K4 inter-node inter-

p M - Pitgdl ference channels. Therefore, our goal is to design a sealabl
SINRj" = S T pul N, (12)  distributed structure, where the network-wide informatioe
ieN; 9t 0 not aggregated at the BS. Instead, the information is Higtd
across the cellular network so that each device only acsgjuire
information at most one hop away.

where , /g4 is the jth entry in the diagonal matriXDgl)%,
and, similar to the uplink, we have ignored the negligibleer

term in [12). ) _ .
Wi ider th t h the d link . ¢ Note that in the above table, we do not include the parameitdrs
e consider the setup where the downlink receivers trégii pul “\hich are assumed to be predetermined information thas doe

tot’” max’

the inter-node interference as noise. Therefore, withstrah not need to be communicated network wide.



V. DISTRIBUTED SOLUTION USING ONE-HOP users in the neighborhood in the range of the cell. Corre-
INFORMATION spondingly, the high SINR model gives the transmission rate

In this section, we present a scalable network state inféXPression
mation architecture, denoted by one-hop information. Such
information architecture significantly reduces the overhe  =u (P, PUY — log M - Pigit
associated with centrally aggregating all the informatibthe JAa >ie N gilj P+ Ny
infrastructure. Specifically, the one-hop informationhatec- (18)
ture is described below in TaldId[[[Al1l, where the Interfece-

plus-Noise (IN) metric, i.e.; ;[t] is formally defined in(20) \yhich, similar to the uplink, is valid forP% > PY. The

, J€Ka,

in SectionV-C. parameterP) is a small value as the number of BS antennas
Information at BS Amount scales up.
Downlink SINRSINRY[¢] | All j € Ka Following the techniques in [6]. [30], we perform a change
TABLE Il of variables by lettingP"! = log(P*) and P{* = log(P{")
ONE-HOP INFORMATION ARCHITECTURE BS forall i € K andj € Kg4. With the new set of variables

and under high SINR approximatiof {17)(18), the utility
maximization problem[(14)-(16) becomes

Information at uplink user 1 Amount
Uplink SINR: SINR¥/[{] 1 max S Ui+ Y Uj(ry) (19)
IN metric: m;[t] All j eN; 1E€EKw JEKa
TABLE Ill st., 1 —log(Mg")—P" < —log Ny, i € Ku (20)
ONE-HOP INFORMATION ARCHITECTURE UPLINK USER? gy Sdl s Py
rj—log(Mg5")—P;"+log (Z 9i; exp(B} )+N0) <0,

1EN;

It can be observed from the above tables that the BS requires jela (22)
only SINR from the downlink users, which does not incur Bdl dl

. ’ P <P 22
additional overhead to current cellular systems where BE pe GXK: exp(F}7) < Por (22)

odically collects SINR from downlink users for power ancerat ! ‘“0 = .
control. The BS hence does not need to know information two leg Py < P <log Pyt € Ku (23)
hops away, e.g., inter-node interference. For each uplagk u Pj”” > 1ogPJQ,j Elq,re >0,ke Ly UKy  (24)

1, it only requires the one-hop information, i.e., the IN neetr
m;; for all usersj € ;. It does not require information morewherer = [r4)xexc,, UK, -

than one-hop away, e.gn;|t] for all usersio # i,j € K. Opservatoin 1: The high SINR provided by massive MIMO
Therefore, the multlpllcatlve overhead associated ckntc System enables us to transform the non-convex protﬂa'n (14)_

solutions disappears. In the the following sections, weashqfg) to the above convex optimization problem.
that under massive MIMO systems with high power gain and

hence high SINR, the above one-hop information architectur
enables design of optimal distributed power allocatioresoh

to manage inter-node interference. B. Leveraging Full-Duplex Architecture to

Reduce Overhead

A. High SINR Model One of the main characteristics and bottleneck of the mas-

In massive MIMO full-duplex system, as illustrated in thé&ive MIMO full-duplex system is the inter-node interferenc
rate expression$](7) and{13), large power gain is brought®t/ch interference not only can incur significant overhedten
each user owing to the large number of antennas at the BS. TFRatralized solution, but alsmuples up- and downlink power
high power gain in massive MIMO brings high SINR values &ontrol decisions. Because the uplink transmission power
each receivers. Under the high SINR, the uplink transmissigauses interference to downlink reception, the downlinkgro
rates hence can be approximated by allocation will also be affected accordingly. In this seanti

we present an interesting observation that there existsya wa
> i€ Ku, to decouple the interplay between up- and downlink power
allocations, thanks to the uni-directional uplink to doimkl
7 interference in full-duplex system. This structure helpduce
for P > P where the parametd?; is the power allocation the overhead associated with obtaining network infornmatio
constraint such that the high SINR approximation is valiel,i t0 achieve the optimal utility for the aforementioned prob-
SINRY >> 1. Under massive MIMO setup??,i € K,; are lem (19)-[24).
small values. AsM scales further up, the value é%° scales  For each uplink usef € K,;, we associate a Lagrangian
down. multiplier ¢ that corresponds to the constraiff](20). A

In the downlink, the SINR expression given [n12) is higlhagrangian multiplierqfl is associated with downlink user

thanks to the large value aff compared to the number of; € K4 that corresponds to constraiff21). The following

M- PHgt

R (Pr)=1log(SINR}")=log <
Ny



dual function is then obtained C. Power Control using one-hop Information

~ We formally present the distributed power control and
ul dly wl dl ul ul dl
D(a".q )_m?XB(r’q d )+H§35(V“I(P a”,a”) interference management algorithm next, where the naotatio

Sl dly Z ul [x]s stands for projecting the value onto setS, and the IN
+Hi:1>%lXle(P el ) o q; IOgNO' (25) metric is
T ul
dl I
qj [t]glj
ijlt] = 29
Where m J[ ] |N7 [t] ( )

B ul dly_ Ui (ri)—q™r; U.(r:)—ag%.r. _ — - -
(r,a",q%) Zez’; ( (ri)—g; T)Jr_ez’; ( i) =4 T])’ Algorithm  Distributed Algorithm for Massive MIMO Full-
ut IRl (26) duplex Systems based on One-Hop Information

S  Initialization phase. At ¢ = 0, setg}"[0] = 0, ¢{'[0] =
Vu :Pul7 ul7 ul -lo M ulPul 1 . ’ i
(L atal) = 3 atlosMa)+ D a Pr[0] = log P, Pi(0] = log(Peh /Ka), IN;{0] = »
u v s ) ! for all i € Ky, j € Kai- GO to step 5.
- Z qj '1Og( Z 9i exp(F") + NO)’ 2: Downlink power update at the BS.The BS updates the
JELa iEN; transmission power to the downlink users according to the
Va(P™ q™) = " g log(M- gy + Y gl P gradient [28),
Jjea JERa ﬁ;ﬂ[t]
with vectorsq* = [¢"ickc.,, q¥ = [¢%icxc,, PY = :{Adl _ dlfy H
~ul 4 [ql ]EKM 4 [qJ ]JEKdl PJ [t 1]+7 K [t 1] 1-Pil[t— 1]<Ptdolt,Pdl[t—1]2PJO’

[Pl ]1€/Cu1' Pdl [Pdl]JG/Cdz . .
Hence, givery, qf” the dual problem is decomposed into ~ Wherey is the step size. _
three sub-problems, which leads to the following immediate® UPlink power update at the users.The uplink users
observation. update the transmission power to the BS according to the
Observation 2. The uplink power control sub-problem gradient [21),
ul i -~ =
mMaxp.. Vuz(P ,q, q?), dalnddlthe downlink power control Bul[t]:{Piul[t_1]+7. [q;”[t—l]
sub-problemmaxg.; le(P ) are completely decoupled

as separate problems. — E mi;[t—1] exp (]31“’ [t—l]) H o .
i . . . : log P <Py [t—1]<log Pa®
Remark: The Lagrangian approach uses a similar technique  jeN; : :
compared with other works that considers power control prob (30)

lems in general networks (e.d.] [6]). However, the full-xp
capability at the BS provides a unique decoupling strusture
for up- and downlink power control. In the full-duplex sysig
that we have considered, inter-node interference limitsesy '] = {q}-ﬂ [t — 1]+ y[r;[t — 1] — log (SINR; [t — 1])]} e
performance, and up- and downlink power controls are caliple (31§j [t}20
because of inter-node interference. The decoupling strect

however, interestingly reveals that these two power contro wherer;[t] = (U’) ( 'lt]). The uplink useri € K,
schemes can actually be performed separately, given some update its price by

pricing information. Such separation structure enablegous

significantly reduce the information passing overhead sigpte g [t= [Q?l [t — 1]+ [ri[t—1]—log (SINR; [t—l])”

4: Price update. The pricesq{'[t],j € K4 are updated as
follows,

the optimal power control policies. q?(%]zz)o
For the uplink and downlink sub-problems, we obtain the i
gradient expressions as, wherer;[t] = (U;) " (¢;"[t]).

5 t—t+ 1. Go to step 2.

=q; (27)

8‘/ul (f)ul ) qul ) qdl) ul qdl gzlj exp(‘PiUl)
= E TV )
opy JHEN] IN;

In the algorithm, the up- and downlink power is updated
R according to the gradient [(RI)(28) in item 2 and 3. The
WVaP™ q”) _ 4 (28) Price update in item 4 is along the direction of gradient of
aﬁ;_il —4 dual function D(q", q™). Also note that in uplink control
algorithm [30) in item 3, the term
The sub-problemmax, B(r,q%, q?) is the primal rate R ol P [t—1]
adaptatlon which can be solved with = (U’)~!(¢*), r} = mi;[t — 1] exp (Pi“l [t—l]) =q'[t - e
(U~ (q;“) wherei € K.;,j € Kq. Hence the Lagranglan IN; [t —1]
multipliers can be considered as ‘price’ for achieving at undenotes the contribution of inter-node interference frautink
of up- and downlink transmission rate. user i to the overall interference experienced at downlink
We next design a distributed power control algorithm baseder j, weighted by the price of user. Therefore if user
on the aforementioned intuitions. contributes significant interference to downlink ugewhose



achievable rate is already very ‘pricey’, uses power will e From the embedded pilot symbols in the feedback mes-
tend to decrease. sagefb;[t], the BS estimates the downlink path qué. The
Note that the above power control algorithm is implementeBiS then usesb,[t] to calculateSINR‘jl[t] at the downlink
distributively at the uplink and downlink users. The distiied receiver; at timet, i.e.,
nature of the algorithm is facilitated by the decouplingpero
erty between up- and downlinks previously discussed, wisich SINR® [f] =
captured by the one-hop information. Specifically, becafse J
the decoupling, given the priocg”, downlink power control . . _ )
is implemented independently from uplink users. Hence BS® The uplink users in the neighborhoad of downlink user
does not require uplink power information. Uplink user powe/ Overhear the feedback message. From the embedded pilot
control is implemented autonomously without awareness $fMPOIs in the feedback messetye[], the uplink transmitter
the downlink power control policy. Note that the the one-hop€ /V; estimates the interference channel gafpassociated

information takes advantage of such structure so that ell tHith downlink receiver; € Ky. The uplink transmitters <
network devices has sufficient information to perform optim#Vs then, from [2B) and((33), use the decoded feediiagk]
power control. to calculate the metrien;;[t] = fb; [t] P*/[t]g/; and update the

The following theorem establishes the convergence of tR@Wer allocation according t6_(B0).
algorithm. The proof follows the similar lines a8l [6] and is | nerefore, with the overhearing-based feedback scherae, th
hence neglected. BS obtains the required SINR information in Table 1, and

PR each uplink user obtains the IN metric in Table 2. Note that
Theorem 1. Let ¢* be the set of (P*/,P%) that optimally in Table 2, uplink SINR can be obtained frofd (6) where the
solves the problem (I9)-(24). For small enough v, we have yplink power is known to the user and path loss coefficient
limg o0 (P [t], PY[t]) € ¢*. can be estimated via BS broadcasting pilots at initialiwatb
Al users.

fb; [t] M P [t] g

) .

It also follows from [6] that the algorithm converges t
optimum geometrically, given in the following theorem, wée
(Pubx, Pd>) € ¢* and VII. ASYMPTOTIC PERFORMANCE OF

~ ~ PowER CONTROL
e[k]:’ > URMPMRD)+ Y Ui RS (P (K], P [K])) _ .
P ek Massive MIMO full-duplex system brings a large amount of
ul pul,x Bl pdlr pul possible degree of freedoms, hence facilitates the catyatioil
n Z Ui(BE(B7))+ Z Ui(R5 (P77, P )| simultaneously serve a large number of uplink and downlink
i€k jeka users. In this section, we study the performance gain assaki

Theorem 2. There exist constants ¢ and 3 such that for all  with power control, as well as the asymptotic scaling of the

k, e[k] < cB*. optimal power allocation in massive MIMO full-duplex syste
when both the number of antennas and the number of users
V1. POWER CONTROL IMPLEMENTATION scale up.

We hence consider a sequence of scenarios with expanding
. ) _number of users and antennas, indexedibyith | € ZT.

We have previously seen how the one-hop informatiqfy the f-th scenario, the set of uplink users, downlink users,
archltegtur_e faC|I|tates_ design of distributed algorittfor 54 the number of BS antennas are denotellas %, Mj,
managing inter-node interference. Next, we present how tﬂ.fspectively.
architecture can be implemented using an overhearingdbase, study the system behavior when more and more users

scheme. are added to the system, we study the monotonic scenario

At the end of each slat, a feedback message is transmittefi\ere 17, < A7, ,, and the uplink and downlink set of users
from each downlink usey € Ka to the BS. The feedback monotonically expand across scenarios, ilel, € K2, C
messagefb;[t] from the j-th downlink user contains the ;3 ~ . gndkl C K2 C K3 C ... Wg hence. have
following value, ul = d = Na = Nar =

USING OVERHEARINGBASED SCHEME

KL, — oo, [KY] — 0o and M; — oo asl — oo.

g™t gt - SINR;”[t] We assumes _the_int_er-n_ode i_nterfere@é_g,_z’ € IICul,j €

=N -[t]: MPT[gd (33) ICd_l follow certam o!stnb_uﬂon ywth expec_tanqﬁ[gm_-] =¢£
J J J uniformly across(s, j) pairs. This assumption is valid for the

wherelIN;[t] is the interference-plus-noise measured atjthe typical scenarios where users randomly appear in geogralphi
th downlink user. Note also that downlink usgihas all the locations of a cell, or where inter-node interference asivia
knowledge to keep a copy of prieg'[t] according to[(32). random paths.

The feedback messadb; [t] is received at the BS and is We assume the following conditions hold true for the utility
overheard by all the uplink users in the neighborhagdf j-  functions of the users in the network:
th downlink user. We assume these feedback packets are sefl) For each usek, lim, .., U} (r) =0, k € Ky U K.
with low rate and can be received collision-free at BS and (A2) The utility functionU; of i-th user satisfied/; € U,
users via orthogonal frequency/time resources. The BS amtlerel/ = {U'(r),U?(r),--- ,UM(r)} is a finite collection
the uplink users then process the packets as follows. of utility functions.

o 1




(b)

Assumption (Al) is motivated by the diminishing return

idea of the utility functions, and holds true for the wellgam 5 5 02
. 3
a-fairness, e.g, £a 28015
B85 Sc
-« 2% 22
r ® -2 < o 0.1
Ui(r):wi—7a>01a7é17wi>07 £5 %E
l—« S.r_fu S E 0.05
which includes many well-known fairness criteria such as .
pI’OpOI’tlonal falrneSS, minimum pOtentlal delay falrnem a Ir:é?fno_d‘:eolnte;fcieorenc:ezghan}lg Strer?gth Ir;t%or—nozizleolnte_rf3e0renc_ezghan_nleol Strer?gth
max-min fairness as special cases that corresponds toettiffe © , (d)
. .. 5 -
values of a. Assumption (A2) states that there are finite :
choices of utility functions for each user. These choice:, o .
correspond to, for instance, different types of data traffic =
. . . g £
quality of service requirement, etc. @ [“wmiroweromel | 3 -t/ v Urpore oo
For ease of exposition, we henceforth use the followin¢ -°|--- with Maximum UL Power — With Maximum UL Power
notations: s .
-50 -40 -30 -20 -10 0 —%O -40 -30 -20 -10 0
Inter-node Interference Channel Strength Inter-node Interference Channel Strength

e VectorPuhb* and P41+ respectively denote the optimal
uplink and down“nk power alloca_tlon that maxw_mzes th%a) Optimal power scaling with weighted proportional faiility; (b) Optimal
network sum-utility (i.e.,[(T9)E(24)) in théth scenario. power scaling with weighted minimum potential delay ugiit) Comparison

- L . ! . . with Naive scheme withP*! = Pul_~under weighted proportional fair

e The utility U;”, i € K, UK, respectively representsity: (d) Comparison with Naive scheme wi*! = PL . under weighted
the up- and downlink utility under optimal power allocatiorminimum potential delay utility.
Publx andP4b* in the I-th scenario.

e The utility U!(P,,), ik, and Uyl-(Pﬁllax)ajGKfu rep- di_n_1inishi_ng decay prope_rty of th_e utility function, the rgaral _
resent the utility when each uplink user transmits at maximuUtility gain due to the increasing number of antennas will
powerP_ and when the downlink users transmits at optim&gduce. Therefore, decreasing the uplink transmissionepow
power that maximizes the sum downlink utility undey!, . (€.9., decrease power ky will not bring significant loss in

the uplink utility, it does, however, bring significant dolimk

The next theorem states that when the numidgof the BS  utility gain. This is because, as the number of uplink users
antennas scales at the same order of the multiplicatigklgf increases, the aggregated interference can be lareglaiof
and|Kl,|, and when the number of downlink users scales #te downlink users.
the same order or faster than the number of uplink users, then
asymptotically the optimal uplink transmission power ssal VIII. N UMERICAL EVALUATIONS

down.

ig. 2. Performance evaluation of power control algoritlontfvo-user case.

We examine the power control algorithm performance for

% = C for some the massive MIMO full-duplex with one uplink user and one
congant ¢ >> 1, and limsup,._, 1K<, < oo. For any downllnk user. We consider the scenario wlltkﬁ antennas at
the BS, i.e.,M = 128. The uplink and downlink path loss pa-

rameters arg"! = —60 dB, g% = —70 dB respectively. The

Theorem 3. Suppose lim;_, o,

1KY |
0<p<1, welet® C K be the subset of uplink users

l
with Pi“l’l’* < pP . Then lim;_, % =1. power control is subject to the maximum power constraints
Procf: See Appendix A “ P = 23 dBm, P = 45 dBm. The noise power is
root: >ee Appendix A. u Ny = —30 dBW. These parameters are set in accordance

Remark:
(1) Theorem[B studies the asymptotic regime wh
limy o0 = (C, where the BS antennak/; scales

with practical values in existing LTE standards. Hif. 2(a)l a
M, elgllg.IZ(c) correspond to weighted proportional fair utilftync-
SIS tion, with U (r) = log(r), U%(r) = 2log(r). Figurd2(b) and
at the same order of the multiplication df;, and Kj. Figure[2(d) correspond to weighted minimum potential delay
Intuitively this means the amount of antennas grows suftility function, i.e, U (r) = —1/r,U%(r) = —2/r. For this
ficiently fast to combatsimultaneously the growing inter- scenario, it is optimal for the downlink user to always traits
node interference (from the growing number of uplink userg} the maximum power since there is only one downlink user.
and also to provide sufficient degrees of freedom to theFigureD(a)-(b) plot the variation of the optimal uplinknsa
downlink users to guarantee a non-trivial SINR gain at thgjission power with the gaig! of the inter-node interference
downlink users expressed ih{12). Theorem 3 also assung@annel. FigurEl2(c)-(d) compare the sum-utility undeiropt
thatlim sup;_, % < o0, i.e., in the asymptotic regime, thepower control and wherP* = P% . As observed in the
number of downlink users scales at the same order or fadigures, when the inter-node interference channel is wdak, i
than the number of uplink users is valid in typical scenarias optimal to transmit at the maximum uplink power since
where the network is often dominated by the downlink traffithe impact on downlink transmission is insignificant. Hence
(2) Theorem[B states that in the considered asymptotit this regime the uplink transmits power at the maximum
regime, the optimal transmission power asymptoticallyiesca power and there is a negligible loss at the downlink as eviden
down. This is intuitive because the uplink SINR grows linin Figure [2(c)-(d). As the inter-node interference channel
early with the number of antennas. However, because of thain grows stronger, for both cases of utility functionsg th
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IX. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study a massive MIMO full-duplex system
where the BS contains a large number of full-duplex-capable
antennas serving multiple single-antenna half-duplexng-a
downlink users. In such system, inter-node inference besom
the main design challenge, where transmission of uplinksuse
creates interference to the reception of downlink users. Be
cause of the vast amount of inter-node interference channel
centralized control by aggregating all network informatio
at the BS will incur significant overhead in the network.
We develop an efficient and scalable one-hop information
architecture that leverages the unique structure of thesineas
MIMO full-duplex system. Based on the one-hop informa-
tion architecture, we propose a distributed power allocati
algorithm to optimally manage the inter-node interferezcel
show how the information can be obtained via a overhearing-
based scheme. We characterize the performance of the dptima

power control algorithm in the asymptotic regimes where the

number of users and the number of antennas at the BS all
>-15 —Sum Utility scale up. We show that power control in large number of
5 ~-Uplink User 1 Uity || BS antennas regime can not only bring utility gains, it also

- - Uplink User 2 Utility
‘Downlink User 1 Utility
Downlink User 2 Utility

—Downlink User 3 Utility

-3 - Downlink User 4 Utility
_3'50 100 200 300 400 (1]
Iteration [2]

3
Fig. 3. Convergence of power control algorithm. (a) Prapasl fair utility; [3]
(b) Minimum potential delay utility. 4]

optimal uplink transmission power decays. This is becaugél
under strong interference channel, transmission of uplsgcs
imposes significant interference to the downlink transioiss
Because of the diminishing return property of utility fuiocis,  [6]
reducing the uplink transmission power can alleviate davinl
utility loss and bring higher overall sum utility in the naivk.  [7]

Figure [2(c)-(d) also highlight the importance of power
control in moderate to high interference regime. As the gain [g]
the inter-node interference channel becomes strongerempow
control is increasingly more important to manage the ieterf
ence created by the uplink users to the downlink receivers to
maintain the overall system-level utility, as illustrated the
increasing utility gains in Figurgl 2(c)(d). [10]

Fig [2(a)-(b) plot convergence performance of the pro-
posed algorithm. We consider the scenario with8 an-
tennas at the BS, witl2 uplink users and4 downlink 173
users. The uplink and downlink path loss parameters are
gt = —50dB,gy! = —45dB, and ¢ = —56dB,gd =
—61dB, g3' = —65dB, gi' = —58dB. The inter-node inter- 1]
ference channel gain ig | = —59dB, g{ , = —60dB, g3 , =
—62dB, g%, = —55dB. Fig [2(a) plots the evolution of
the utility function for proportional fairness utilities,e., [13]
Ui(r) = logr,k € K, UK. Fig [A(b) plots the evolution
of the utility function for minimum potential delay utility.e.,
Up(r) = —=1/rk € Ky UKg. It can be observed that the
algorithm converges at arourd0 iterations.

[14]

improves the energy efficiency of mobile users.
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APPENDIXA PElg;;]
PROOF OFTHEOREM 2 . .
y whereC,, = E[g/;]g{; < o] with a being such thal(g/; <
We let !, = K!, \ ©L. Hence for alli € ®, /""" > o) = k. Next consider the difference in utility. Fromai(37) and
pPY . We also letU’(r) = max,, {(U™)'(r),U™ € U}. concavity of utility, we have for downlink user,

We prove this lemma by contradiction. Suppose there exist I A a1 il y
a subsequenck,,m = 1,2,---, and0 < & < 1 such that ~ Uj(Rj (P, PUimne)) — Uy (RS (P PUHim))

limy, o0 [B5[/Kuw = k. We let Publmmew be the power >Ul(R™ lm, (P‘” mox pullmonewyy oo (], (38)
ul,lpy, new __ ul I I g\rm -
allocation vector where?; = poPpaz, i € pm with

po<p, and pybtmnew P“l tm* i € @b, For uplmk users  We let Pdilm:news denote the optimal downlink power
i€ tI)lm andm being Iarge the achlevable transmission ratdlocation to maximize the sum-downlink-utility given i
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power allocationP“i=:new The difference in overall sum- According to the above lemma, we let, and s be such

2]

utility is thatlimsup,, . iy = ¢ Therefore
[ lm,new L, new,*| Im Ly
DU U } {Z Ut U } lim inf [|c1>l T (RU(PS ™ Ay 1Y) log po
ekl jexky ieklm jexky m—00
mnew I ,new I Lo, % + U Rdl Pt_il,lm,*,Pul,lm,new -lo (L, s
SN DL i 2, v o)
zeicijf JEK ieKlm jexim g€
_ Z Uilm.,new _ Uzlm,*:|+[ Z U;m,new _ U;m,*:| >hm1nf |:|(I)l |U’(Rul( ul Lo s neuJ’Mlm)) logpo
ickchm jektm Cw og
l / l ul,lp, ,new N T |\Ij (77) . log f](lm):|7
> Y UHRI(EM " My,,)) - log gi(lm) " CaElgijleo
icatm =Kl lim inf {KU'(R;” (Pebbmme A1) log po
Al % wl,ly ,new m—
D0 USRI (B P e) log fi(In). Kl | Cung?
jexkm + wo Uj( ) log f—(lm)],
o "Ity CaElghlne 8
where the last inequality holds from {36){38). We then have~(
hminf[ Z U!/(RY (P! prbtmnew ypoy) og g(lm) where the last equality holds because the first term in the
mTee L laim limit decays to0 with ,,, of @3), U’(r), U’(r) monotonically
£ Y URA((P prttnen) logf-(lm)} decrease withr, the path losg/¢'<1, and because from the
joxim ER ’ ! theorem statementm inf,,_, o 'Kf“ L~ 0.
Therefore choosingPuhbmew sz,z,new*) asymptotically
lm ul ul Jom ynew y
2 lim inf [@ U (Y (P; , My, )) log po achieves utility higher than the optimal power allocation

+ Z U (RAL((PIm® pullinew)) log £ (] )} (Publbx Pdblx) “which contradicts tqP“H!* P9bl*) being
AN J ) j\tm)|>

- the optimal power allocation. We hence proved the Theorem.
]E’C m

where recall thal/’(r) = max; U!(r). Note that

lim sup R‘?I(ijﬂ’lm’*, P”l’lm’”ew)
m—00
M - Pdl’lm’*gd,l
=limsup log J /
m—0o0

( Uyl ,* )
S icatn 915P0Pihe + Xicorn P gl + No
M - Pdl Ly dl
<limsuplog (

m—r o0

Llm * )
zeqﬂm gz]pOP#Llax + Zze()lm ‘qu g’Lj + No
Pdl L o dl/|IC |
7,eq>lm gz_]pOP’r%laI + NO)/VC |)
Pdl [— l/|’clm
CkElg};] poP“l )’

max

<limsup log

m—r o0

=lim sup log
m—r o0

(39)

where recall thatC' was defined in the statement of the
theorem, andC,, was previously defined in this proof. We
proceed with the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Let ¥, = {j € K, : P <w|/C'{"}f0rw>0
||

There exists w > 0 such that lim sup;_, ., K > 0.
dl

Proof: Suppose the statement is not true. Then for any
w > 1 we havelim;_, ., ||1<l “ = 0. Therefore
. il di, 1% 1 !
Jim > pittr > Jim > P > wp > Py
jexh, J¢wl,
Hence the total downlink transmission power exceeds the
power constraint, thus establishing a contradiction. [ |
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