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Abstract—We leverage the Multiplicative Weight Update
(MWU) method to develop a decentralized algorithm that sig-
nificantly improves the performance of dynamic time division
duplexing (D-TDD) in small cell networks. The proposed algo-
rithm adaptively adjusts the time portion allocated to uplink
(UL) and downlink (DL) transmissions at every node during each
scheduled time slot, aligning the packet transmissions toward the
most appropriate link directions according to the feedback of
signal-to-interference ratio information. Our simulation results
reveal that compared to the (conventional) fixed configuration
of UL/DL transmission probabilities in D-TDD, incorporating
MWU into D-TDD brings about a two-fold improvement of mean
packet throughput in the DL and a three-fold improvement of
the same performance metric in the UL, resulting in the D-TDD
even outperforming Static-TDD in the UL. It also shows that the
proposed scheme maintains a consistent performance gain in the
presence of an ascending traffic load, validating its effectiveness in
boosting the network performance. This work also demonstrates
an approach that accounts for algorithmic considerations at the
forefront when solving stochastic problems.

Index Terms—Dynamic time division duplexing, small cell net-
works, multiplicative weight update algorithm, packet through-
put.

I. INTRODUCTION

Time-division duplex (TDD) is a communication protocol
under which the transmissions of network nodes take place
over non-overlapping time slots but in the same frequency
band. TDD has been widely used in 3G, 4G, and 5G systems,
enabling low complexity and scalable control over the flow of
uplink (UL) and downlink (DL) traffic at the nodes.

Typically, TDD systems accommodate the UL/DL traffic
asymmetry by adjusting the portion of time slots allocated to
UL and DL transmission [ﬁl—&]. Depending on the configura-
tion of UL/DL transmissions, TDD schemes can be broadly
categorized into two classes, i.e., static TDD (S-TDD) and dy-
namic TDD (D-TDD). S-TDD requires synchronization of all
UL and DL node activities, where during every communication
round, the transmissions across all the nodes in the network
are aligned in either UL or DL directions. In contrast, D-TDD
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allows each node to configure its subframe to accommodate
whichever link direction needs it the most [E]. Consequently,
D-TDD holds the potential for higher spectrum utilization
and reduced latency, making it particularly appealing for
network scenarios with significant traffic fluctuation. System-
level comparisons between S-TDD and D-TDD have been
conducted, assessing factors such as coverage probability [Ia],
achievable rate [Ij], and energy efficiency [E], showing the
gains attainable by D-TDD. These comparisons consistently
demonstrate the advantages offered by D-TDD. As a result,
D-TDD schemes have attracted considerable research interest
9-13].

Despite the salient advantages, D-TDD suffers additional
inter-cell interference introduced by asynchronous UL/DL
transmissions, hindering its implementation in densely de-
ployed small cell networks [|j)] As pointed out by 151,
S-TDD outperforms D-TDD in the UL, while the reverse
holds for DL operations. This phenomenon chiefly ascribes
to the asymmetric transmissions in D-TDD, which reduce
DL interference at the expense of increasing UL interference.
Furthermore, [IE] discloses that the number of scheduled
user equipments (UEs) can significantly affect network per-
formance.

The Multiplicative Weight Update (MWU) algorithm is a
well-known meta-algorithm that uses the multiplicative update
rule to change weights iteratively. The simplest use case is the
problem of prediction from expert advice, in which a decision
maker iteratively selects an expert’s advice to follow. The
method assigns initial weights to the experts (usually identical
initial weights) and updates these weights iteratively according
to the feedback of how well an expert performed: reducing it
in case of poor performance and increasing it otherwise [[16].
Albeit primarily employed to tackle constrained optimization
problems, the multiplicative weights method appears well-
suited to address the issue of allocating the time slots to
asynchronous UL and DL transmission in the D-TDD scheme.

In this paper, we showcase how to leverage the MWU
algorithm to enhance the D-TDD scheme by adaptively up-
dating the time portion allocated to DL and UL over time. We
evaluate the performance of small cell deployments under the
proposed D-TDD with MWU, comparing with D-TDD and
S-TDD. Our numerical results show that the use of MWU in
D-TDD brings about a two-fold improvement in the DL and a
three-fold improvement in the UL, which achieves comparable
or even better performance of S-TDD in the UL. We also find
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the outstanding performance of the proposed D-TDD scheme
when subject to the maximum number of served UEs per SAP.
Also, this work tries to keep algorithmic considerations at the
forefront when solving stochastic problems.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This section details the network topology, traffic model, and
radio access schemes.

A. Network Topology

We consider a small cell network consisting of small cell
access points (SAPs) and UEs, whose spatial locations follow
independent Poisson point processes (PPPs) &5 and ®,,, with
spatial densities Ag and )\, respectively. All SAPs and UEs are
equipped with a single antenna and transmit with power Pj;
and Py, respectivelyﬂ We assume the channels between any
pair of nodes to be narrowband and affected by two attenuation
factors: small-scale Rayleigh fading and large-scale path loss.
In this network, the UEs associate with the nearest SAPs in
space, corresponding to the highest average received power
(in the downlink) association policy. Such an association can
result in multiple UEs connecting to one SAP, we limit the
maximum number of UEs served by each SAP (denoted by
Ng) to K, and assume that each SAP randomly selects one
of the UEs in its coverage to serve at each time slot.

B. Traffic Pattern

We model the traffic profile by a discrete-time queuing
system, where time is segmented into slots with equal duration.
We assume all temporal dynamics, i.e., packet arrivals and
departures, take place at each time slot, and the transmission
of a data packet occupies one time slot. For a generic UE,
we model its UL/DL packet arrivals as independent Bernoulli
processes with rates &y, &p € [0, 1] (packet/slot) [17]. We fur-
ther assume that each UE accumulates all incoming packets in
an infinite-size buffer. At the same time, every SAP maintains
K distinct buffers to store the packets for each intended UE
in the downlink.

At the beginning of each time slot, a scheduled transmitter
(which may be a UE or SAP) sends out the data packet, if
any, from the head of its queue. At the end of the same
time slot, if the SIR at the receiver surpasses a decoding
threshold, denoted by 6, the packet is successfully received,
upon which the receiver feeds back an acknowledge (ACK),
and the corresponding packet can be removed from the
transmitter’s buffer; otherwise, the receiver sends a negative
acknowledgment (NACK), and the packet will be retransmitted
at the next available time slot. Consequently, correlations will
be amongst the transmitters’ buffer states, commonly known
as the spatially interacting queues ].

C. Channel Access Scheme

To cope with the (asymmetric) traffic dynamic in uplink and
downlink, we employ TDD-based policies for radio channel

'Note that PPP is a widely used stochastic model to characterize the spatial
deployment of cellular networks.
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Fig. 1. Tllustration of a small cell network with random traffic arrivals. D-
TDD with Multiplicative Weight Update (MWU) algorithm is adopted in this
example, where SAPs schedule their uplink (white block) and downlink (black
block) transmissions independently at each time slot.

access. Specifically, we consider two TDD modes of operation
{ét radio access, i.e., S-TDD and D-TDD, described as follows
1.
1) S-TDD: At each time slot, all SAPs transmit either in
DL or in UL with probabilities g and 1 — 7g, respectively.
2) D-TDD: SAPs independently schedule their transmis-
sions. In a given time slot, a typical SAP located at x; € P
transmits in DL (resp. UL) with probability 7, (resp. 1 —1,,).
In the conventional setup, most of the work emphasizes
D-TDD to use a fixed configuration of UL-DL proportion,
i.e., stipulating n,, = 1np, x; € Ps. In the following section,
we will introduce an algorithm that adaptively updates the
time portion allocated to uplink and downlink based on the
dynamics of communication environments.

D. Performance Metric

In this paper, we employ the performance metric of the (net-
work) mean packet throughput, i.e., the number of successfully
transmitted packets per time slot. A formal definition is given
as follows.

Definition 1: Ler A, (t) be the number of packets arrived
at a typical transmitter x within period [0,t], and D; , be the
number of time slots between the arrival of the i-th packet and
its successful delivery. The mean packet throughput is defined
as
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where x(.y is the indicator function, and B(0, R) is a circle
centered at the origin with radius R.

Note that D; , in (@ represents the number of time slots
required to successfully deliver the i-th packet, and its value is
affected by: (i) queueing delay, caused by other accumulated
unsent packets, and (i7) transmission delay, due to link failure



and retransmission. By averaging over all nodes, (1) provides
information on the packet throughput across the network.

III. MULTIPLICATIVE WEIGHT UPDATE ALGORITHM FOR
TDD CONFIGURATION

This section presents a decentralized algorithm that lever-
ages the MWU method to adjust the UL/DL transmission
probabilities at each node upon every time slot to enhance the
network’s mean packet throughput. Since the design of the
algorithm relies on the SIR informatior] of each (scheduled)
transmission link, we start with a formal characterization of
the SIR at each node.

A. Signal-to-Interference Ratio (SIR)

Let (5 € {0,1} be an indicator showing whether a node
located at z € ® £ &, U B, is transmitting at time slot ¢
(Cz,t = 1) or not ((z,+ = 0). By Slivnyark’s theorem, we can
focus on a typical UE located at the origin with its tagged SAP
at xo, which we refer to as the typical SAP. If the typical SAP
transmits a data packet to the UE at time slot ¢, the received
DL SIR under S-TDD and D-TDD can be respectively written
as:
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where h, denotes the small scale fading from node x to the
origin, || - || represents the Euclidean norm, and « is the path
loss exponent.

Similarly, the UL SIR under S-TDD and D-TDD received
by a typical SAP from UE z, can be respectively expressed
as:

Pushag
U _ llzoll
’Ys’t - Z PstCz,thz ’ (4)
z€®y\zo  [|2]*
Pusheg
U _ llzoll*
FYD"t - Z PstCz,thz + Z Pstc:n,thm : (5)
€@z o]0 T 2ezed. [laf*

B. Multiplicative Weight Update Algorithm

Availed with the SIR information, we are now ready to
present the main algorithm. For every UE z; € &,, we
introduce M, ;, and M , as penalty functions associated with
the UL and/or DL transmission decision at time slot ¢, given
by
MUt =0- %[cji.,t(l - eiani(t))a (6)

x
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Ti,

2This paper concentrates on the interference-limited regime where thermal
noise is negligible, although the framework can be extended to consider a
more general SINR metric.

Algorithm 1 MWU-based D-TDD

1: initialize w} (0) = wp (0) = 1, Vz; € @,

2: for time slot t € {0,1,2,...} do

3 if x; is selected then

4: Configure the DL transmission probability as

w? ()

Li

1) = 55 - wb (1)

if transmission is in UL then
Update wy (t) as

Wl (1) = OO =) e i MY > 0
v wY (£)(1+6)"Met/?if MY, <0

AN

where § is a control parameter that determines the
learning rate of the updating algorithm, and p > 0
is a hyperparameter

7: else if transmission is in DL then

8: Update wy, (t) as
WP 141y = {ER OO =M MR >0
v wP (£)(1+6)"M=e/?if MP, <0
9: end if
10:  end if
11: end for

in which ¢ is the decoding threshold, QY (t) and QY (t)
denote the queue length of the UL and DL buffer, respectively,
and 7 calibrates the level of degrees the system controlling
the buffer length. Moreover, we consider the tagged SAP of
UE z; maintains two factors wy (t) and w} (t), respectively,
indicating the UL and DL weights, where the higher the
weight, the more possible transmission is configured in that
direction. Therefore, the algorithm shall adequately adjust
the weights associated with the UL and DL transmission
directions according to the dynamics of the communication
environment (reflected in the SIR) such that the transmission
can be configured toward the (almost) optimal direction. In that
respect, we leverage the MWU algorithm to devise a scheme
that dynamically updates the weights wy (t) and wl (¢) at
every UE. The detailed steps are summarized in Algorithm 1.

Specifically, the weight in UL (as an example) is reduced by
a factor of (1—4) if the transmission decision incurs a positive
penalty, diminishing subsequent transmissions to prefer this
direction. In contrast, the weight is amplified by a factor of
(1 + ¢) if the decision results in a negative penalty (in other
words, the action receives a reward), reinforcing future actions
to align with the current one. The parameter § controls the
level of aggressiveness on each update. Moreover, the penalty
function (&) or (@) is positive if (a) the received SIR does
not surpass the decoding threshold and/or (b) the queue length
associated with the transmission direction is too short. As such,
it adequately balances the link quality and the queue length.
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Fig. 2. Mean packet throughput per UE versus SIR threshold: (a) transmis-
sions in downlink and (b) transmissions in uplink.

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we conduct simulations to examine the effi-
cacy of the proposed method by comparing the performance
of three TDD schemes, i.e., S-TDD, D-TDD under the fixed
configuration of UL/DL transmission probabilities, and D-
TDD under the MWU method. Specifically, we consider a
square region with a side length of 1.6 km, where the locations
of SAPs and UEs are drawn via independent PPPs with spatial
densities Ag and \,, respectively. All SAPs and UEs transmit
with constant power Py and Py, respectively. The maximum
number of UEs served by each SAP is limited to K5, and
one of the served UEs of each SAP is selected randomly with
uniform distribution during each time slot. Packets arrive at
each node according to the independent Bernoulli process.
The mean packet throughput is obtained by averaging over
20000 independent realizations of the above setup. Unless
otherwise stated, we adopt the following system parameters
[171: A = 107 m™2, A\, = 107 m~2, P, = 2 dBm,
Py = 17 dBm, K, = 3, 6 = 0 dB, and o = 3.8. Moreover,
we set the UL packet arrival rate as {y = 0.05 and the DL
packet arrival rate as £&p = 0.10. We assign the same DL time
portion for both S-TDD and D-TDD fixed configuration, i.e.,
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Fig. 3. Mean packet throughput per UE versus number of UEs per SAP: (a)
transmissions in downlink and (b) transmissions in uplink.

Nz, =Ns = Np, VT; € ®g, while D-TDD with MWU updates
the value of 7)., at each time slot according the algorithm given
in Section III-B.

Fig. 2| depicts the mean packet throughput per UE as a
function of the SIR decoding threshold, under various TDD
operation modes. Fig. 2la) demonstrates that although the
conventional D-TDD (under fixed configuration) outperforms
S-TDD in the DL transmission, integrating MWU into D-TDD
brings about more than two-fold improvement in terms of the
mean packet throughput. Such a gain is primarily attributed to
the capability of the MWU algorithm to adaptively update the
time portion allocated to UL and DL based on the feedback
of SIR information. A more striking observation comes from
Fig. BIb), which compares the uplink performance among
the three TDD schemes. This figure shows that (z) S-TDD
achieves a higher mean packet throughput than the conven-
tional D-TDD in UL, which is in line with the conclusions in
[IE] because UL UEs under D-TDD normally encounter more
severe interference conditions due to the concurrent UL/DL
transmissions; nonetheless, (i7) adopting MWU to D-TDD
results in an even better UL packet throughput than that under
S-TDD. This experiment indicates that by adequately aligning
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Fig. 4. Mean time delay per UE versus number of UEs per SAP: (a)
transmissions in downlink and (b) transmissions in uplink.

the UL/DL transmissions in accordance with the SIR, D-TDD
can outperform S-TDD in both transmission directions.

Fig. 3] investigates the performance of the proposed TDD
scheme with an increase in the traffic load (which is reflected
by increasing the number of UEs per SAP, K). Fig.[Bl(a) shows
that regardless of the employed channel access policy, the
mean packet throughput decreases drastically with the increase
of K. This is because increasing the number of participating
UEs in the network not only leads to more incoming pack-
ets per cell but, more critically, exacerbates the interference
condition. Consequently, the UEs’ (and also SAPs’) activated
periods are prolonged, giving rise to deteriorated SIR and
extended queue length at every transmitter. Nevertheless, D-
TDD with MWU presents a consistent (as well as remark-
able) improvement compared to the S-TDD and conventional
D-TDD protocols in DL packet throughput, demonstrating
its effectiveness in boosting network performance. Fig. B(b)
demonstrates the gain of D-TDD with MWU in the uplink,
showing that applying MWU algorithms in D-TDD achieves
an enhancement over S-TDD and conventional D-TDD as
well. To this end, we confirm that (z) as the value of K
increases, the probability for each UE to be selected by its
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Fig. 5. Pr(Q = 0) at each time slot per UE versus the number of UEs per
SAP: (a) transmissions in downlink and (b) transmissions in the uplink.

associated SAP at each time slot decreases, leading to a worse
throughput performance; (i7) the proposed D-TDD with MWU
is able to maintain good performance under the influence of
K.

Fig.@plots the average transmission delay per UE as a func-
tion of UE number per SAP under different schemes. Fig. d{(a)
shows that for DL transmissions, integrating MWU into D-
TDD substantially reduces transmission delay, demonstrating
its effectiveness in boosting network performance. Fig. d(b)
shows the instability of D-TDD with MWU compared with
the other two schemes in the UL. Nevertheless, the adaptive
update of the time portion allocated to UL and DL benefits the
adaptation of the traffic load, resulting in a noticeable decline
in mean transmission delay.

Fig. I3l explores the effects of the proposed algorithm on
the queueing dynamics. Specifically, this figure displays the
probability of having empty UL and DL buffers at a typical
UE, i.e., Pr(Q.,(t) = 0), at each time slot. Note that the
higher this probability, the more frequently the UE stays in
the idle stage, indicating its data packets have been depleted
in time. Fig. [B(a) shows that as the traffic load increases, while
the Pr(Q = 0) under the conventional D-TDD and S-TDD



suffer a drastic decrease, the Pr(Q = 0) under D-TDD with
MWU increases and then decreases. According to the feedback
of SIR information, the DL transmission probability 7, (t)
under D-TDD with MWU increases as the number of UEs
per SAP increases, mitigating queues in the buffer. Fig. [BIb)
demonstrates that D-TDD with MWU enjoys more time in
the empty queue, leading to the enhancement over S-TDD
and conventional D-TDD.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we devised a decentralized algorithm to update
the UL/DL transmission probabilities for D-TDD in small cell
networks. The proposed method collects the SIR information
at each node, which is subsequently input to an MWU-based
algorithm to update the time portion allocated to UL and DL
at each time slot, aligning the packet transmissions toward the
high-quality link directions. Our simulation results confirm
that integrating MWU into D-TDD significantly improves
UL and DL mean packet throughput, offering a promising
approach for D-TDD transmission protocol designs.
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