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Joint transmission is a kind of cooperative transmissichrielogy, which
converts other cell interference into signal. In this letfer single-user
joint transmission, we propose that a power pool can be edeatorder
to increase the system sum-rate or lower the power consompfhen,
we investigate the sum-rate maximization problem undsrftaimework.
Since it is impossible that subchannel gains for the two lsstons
are identical, we can obtain a much more concise structullereduce
variables to the half of original problem. And that the clbderm water-
filling solution is unique and global optimum, because it isavex
optimization problem. Compared to the power allocatiorhwiitt pooling,
the performance gain is verified by simulation.
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Fig. 1. lllustration of the power pool framework for two-E8U-JT.

Introduction: The coordinated multiple point transmission and reception

(CoMP) is an effective way to improve cellular systems cager, average
spectrum efficiency and cell-edge user throughput [1]. Tdeie&CoMP,
We can jointly several base stations (BSs) provide the bignthe user,
hat is joint transmission (JT)[2]. In contrast to non-CoMtethods,
(Cthe cooperative transmission suppresses the inter-tetfénence through
(\[converting that to useful signal. Power allocation for JThwirequency-
elective channel has been investigated in single-use) (BUmulti-
ser (MU) casel[2.]3]. The optimal power allocation for peimpoint
Qt,(ansmission with frequency-selective channel is handigidg seperate
rater-filling [4]. However, without any cooperation strus in solutions,
jt
@ ptimal cooperative water-filling strategy (named jointtevéfilling) for
U-JT with separate power management. To move on, next ajeer

doesn’'t bring a decent performance in SU-JT| [3] introskican
wireless network organization including mobile cloud cartipg (MCC)

[__and cloud radio access network (CRAN) have emerged, whieh ar

—Characterized by centralized wireless resource conptr¢ats the MCC
Tesource allocation problem in the radio and computinguess pooling
ramework. To be specific, the framework of resource shaaligvs one
. erver provider to use the others’ resources. It implies tte compact
cooperation of resources brings a higher level of resoutdeation
FFf‘ficiency [5].
> In this letter, to the best of our knowledge, we firstly solve t
I\SU-JT power allocation problem under power pool. This ngeelver
management is each BS puts a part of transmission power @b |
oconsideration, as those power converge towards a virtudl por fear that
the power allocation result is impractical, we require tlze sf power pool
won't exceed the maximum transmission power of each BShEurtore,
C>The power pool accords with the ideology of MCC resource patich
F{eveals the future application potential.

iTwo-Cell Single-user Joint TransmissiollVe consider two BSs jointly
= dransmit at one user using the same bandwidth. Between tbheBSs,
“rather than separative power constraints, a central um@steesponsibility
%or the allocation of power pool restricting to a const&htAssuming the
entral unit can acquire all channel state information fwedrifrastructure
cd{s fast enough. The channel model consists of both path Ik} §nd
requency-selective fading. Due to slow time-variatione tfrequency-
selective fading can be divided into several block-fadimgpchannels,
approximately. Therefore, the total bandwidth is dividetbiN parts,

corresponding to subchannels withB bandwidth. We establish a sum-

rate maximization model written as follows. The sum-rateStf-JT is
ideally calculated byshannon-Formula
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where Ny is Additive White Gaussian Noif@WGN) spectrum density.
P; ; denotes that theth BS allocates power tgth subchanneH; ;. |-| is

the 2-norm operatoy,ax 1, Pmax 2 are the maximum transmission power

of BS 1 and BS 2.
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Closed-Form Water-filling Solutiontn order to obtain the optimal power
allocation vecto( Py, 1, P21, P12, P22+ -+ , P1 v, P2 v ), We analyze the
objection function first. Through the following theorem, wan reduce
the variables to the half of problem (1) and acquire a muchenconcise
structure.

Theorem 1: fH; ;|* # |Hz ;|2, the power allocation of two BSs to the
jth subchanne( Py ;, P> ;) must be(P; ;,0) or (0, Py ;).

Proof: Note that the size of pool is pre-defined and no larger than the

transmission ability of two BS, so constraint-2 won't affélee optimized

process. To solve the problem (1), we use Lagrange Multiptiethod.

The Lagrange dual function can be expressed as follows.
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For thejth subchannel, we assume that it is transmitted by two BSs.
Next, we can find the derivative of each variable in the Lageadual
function, respectively.
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Since the Lagrange multiplier is the same, we can derivedhenfing
equation.
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To further simplify it by multiplying the same denominator.
|Hyj|° = |Ha,j|? )

This prove that the JT of theth subchannel yield$H; ;|? = |Hz ;] is
true.

As we know, the original proposition is equivalent with theneerse-
negative proposition. In other words, [iff; ;| # |Ha,;|* (two BSsjth
subchannel gains are different), the power allocation af Bfs to the
subchannel must by 5, 0) or (0, P ;). |

Since the probability ofH; ;|? = |Ha,;|* is almost zero in practical,
theorem 1 means each subchannel is only utilized by segpaf8. We
can divide the whole subchannels into two pats,subchannels are
transmitted by BS 1 and/ subcannels are transmitted by BS 2. Besides,
the equationk + M = N is satisfied.

Without loss of optimality, the problem reformulation cae with a
more concise structure, with half of original number of ahtes.
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Theorem 2: The maximization problem (6) is a convex optitoiza
problem.
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Proof: We denoteNoB/|H; ;|* asf;,;, in order to derive the Hessian
Matrix of objective function concisely. The Hessian Matigxdiagonal.
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Note that all the odd-order principal leading minors andneweder
principal leading minors are negative and positive sepalgit so the
Hessian Matrix is the negative definite, namely the objecfunction

is strictly concave. ThedomR is also a convex set. Because of

domR ={P|P ¢ R\ *(K+M) 1Tp = p, P > 0} and arbitraryd € [0, 1],
we have

1T(OP1 + (1 — 0)P2) =01TP1 + (1 — 0)17 P,

—9P+(1—-0)P=P ®)

and

0= 0P + (1 — 8)Py € R (K+M) 9)

This shows that the convex combinatié®; + (1 — )P also belongs to
domR. Therefore, the problem (6) is a convex optimization proble ®

Based on the problem (6), we can derive Lagrange dual fumto

follows.
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Inspect the derivative of variablg, ; and P, ;.
L L
o o= (11)
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Now, we can obtain the closed-form water-filling solutiohelcommon
water-level is written as

K L M L
1 <P+NOAB <J§1 [H41° +J§1 Hz,j|2>>
X N (12)
and each BS transmits at
Pl =X e P =X e (13)

The closed-form water-filling solution is with separativeower
allocation for each BS and cooperative feature in commommtavel. In
addition, due to this is a convex problem, the solution igjuaiand global
optimum for the problem (6).

Optimal Power Allocation:Based on the above analysis, the optimal 1

power allocation vectaP; for eachith BS can be written as
! 7P2*,]M) (14)

The Pr. =max {0, P; ;} is calculated by the water-filling solution.
Our algorithm can be briefly described as follows.

At first, we compare the aligned subchannel gains for two BB,
select the best one as candidates. Based on above solutiers|culate
the water-level for all candidate subchannels and the pallecation
for each one. If there exist any subchannels power are betww, ave
cancel those subchannels and re-execute power allocdticemaining
subchannels again with a new water-level. Finally, the rilgm is
terminated when the power allocation vectors are obtaingldowt any
negatives therein.
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Fig. 2. Sum-rate versus size of power pool.

of moving from non-cooperation to cooperation. Our proploseategy
outperforms the joint water-filling due to joint consideéoat of power,
which is a more cooperative framework. Moreover, the gaioufstrategy
increases with the growth of size of power pool for the sarasae.

Conclusion: We address the optimal allocation of power pool in two-
cell SU-JT problem for sum-rate maximization. The closeadr water-
filling solution can be derived by a series of theoreticalivdgion. In
addition, we prove the solution is unique and global optimdue to
the convexity. Finally, simulation conforms the advantageer separate
water-filling and joint water-filling. In the future, we canviestigate other
CoMP transmission strategies like coordinated beamfaynaind so on
under power pool.

AcknowledgmentThis work is supported by the National High
Technology Research, the Development Program of China
(2014AA01A701) and the Key National Science Foundation of
China (61231009).

Tong Zhang, Xiaodong Xu, Xiaofeng Tao, and Qimei C#eijing
University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing, RésfRepublic
of Ching

E-mail: bennytongzhang@gmail.com
References

Xiaofeng T., Xiaodong X., and Qimei C.: “An overview of captive
communications, [EEE Commun. Magazin€012,50, (6), p.65-71

2 Jingya L., Eriksson T., Svensson T., and Botella C.: “Paallecation for
two-cell two-user joint transmission|EEE Commun. Letter£012,16,
(9), p. 1474-1477

Bing L., Qimei C., Hui W., and Xiaofeng T.: “Optimal joint wex-filling
for coordinated transmission over frequency-selectiv@infa channels,
"IEEE Commun. Letter£011,15, (2), p. 190-192

4 Thomas M. C., and Jay A. T.: “Elements of Information Thedwiley,
1991.
5 Kaewpuang R., Niyato D., Ping W., Hossain E.: “A Framewook f

Cooperative Resource Management in Mobile Cloud CompytifdE E
J. Sel. Areas Commur2013,31, (12), p. 2685 - 2700

Simulation Resultsin this section, we compare our power pool water-

filling with separate water-filling [4] and joint water-filg [3]. The user
locations are on the cell edge with the same distance to b8 fBm
450m to 550m. The PL can be calculatedily = 137.74 + 35.221g (d) in
dB [2]. The shadowing standard deviation is 3.65dB. The tmadwidth
is IMHz and divided into 20 block-fading subchannels. The GW
spectrum density is -174dBm/Hz.

The power per BS for joint water-filling and separative wdiling is
half of the size of pool. Fig. 2 depicts that the joint watdidfy exhibits
a advantage over separative water-filling. This shows thpoitance



	Introduction
	Two-Cell Single-user Joint Transmission
	Closed-Form Water-filling Solution
	Optimal Power Allocation
	Simulation Results
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgment

