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Abstract

In a two tier cellular network — comprised of a central maetbanderlaid with shorter range femtocell
hotspots — cross-tier interference limits overall capaeiith universal frequency reuse. To quantify near-far
effects with universal frequency reuse, this paper derivésndamental relation providing the largest feasible
cellular Signal-to-Interference-Plus-Noise Ratio (S)Ngven any set of feasible femtocell SINRs. We provide a
link budget analysis which enables simple and accurat@paence insights in a two-tier network. A distributed
utility-based SINR adaptation at femtocells is proposearder to alleviate cross-tier interference at the mactocel
from cochannel femtocells. The Foschini-Miljanic (FM) aighm is a special case of the adaptation. Each
femtocell maximizes their individual utility consistind a SINR based reward less an incurred cost (interference
to the macrocell). Numerical results show greater tBa¥ improvement in mean femtocell SINRs relative to
FM. In the event that cross-tier interference prevents llegluser from obtaining its SINR target, an algorithm
is proposed that reduces transmission powers of the stsofgyatocell interferers. The algorithm ensures that a
cellular user achieves its SINR target even witid femtocells/cell-site, and requires a worst case SINR réadiuc
of only 16% at femtocells. These results motivate design of power obstthemes requiring minimal network

overhead in two-tier networks with shared spectrum.

. INTRODUCTION

Wireless operators are in the process of augmenting theomaltmetwork with supplemental in-
frastructure such as microcells, distributed antennasrelags. An alternative with lower upfront costs
is to improve indoor coverage and capacity using the coneephd-consumemstalled femtocells or
home base stations [1]. A femtocell is a low power, short ea(i§ — 50 meters) wireless data access
point (AP) that provides in-building coverage to home usamd transports the user traffic over the

internet-based IP backhaul such as cable modem or DSL. Eelhtsers experience superior indoor
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reception and can lower their transmit power. Consequgietigtocells provide higher spatial reuse and
cause less interference to other users.

Due to cross-tier interference in a two-tier network wittaigdd spectrum, the target per-tier SINRs
among macrocell and femtocell users are coupled. The natica SINR “target” models a certain
application dependent minimum Quality of Service (QoS)urement per user. It is reasonable to
expect that femtocell users and cellular users seek diffeé3&\NRs (data rates) — typically higher data
rates using femtocells — because home users deploy fenstosetheir self interest, and because of
the proximity to their BS. However, the QoS improvementiagsrom femtocells should come at an

expense of reduced cellular coverage.

A. Managing Cross-Interference in a Two-tier Network

Contemporary wireless systems employ power control tesbasers experiencing poor channels and
to limit interference caused to neighboring cells. In a twes-network however, cross-tier interference
may significantly hinder the performance of conventionak@ocontrol schemes. For example, signal
strength based power control (channel inversion) empldyedaellular users results in unacceptable
deterioration of femtocell SINRs [2]. The reason is becausser on its cell-edge transmits with higher
power to meet its receive power target, and causes excesssg-tier interference at nearby femtocells.

Interference management in two-tier networks faces pralathallenges from the lack of coordination
between the macrocell base-station (BS) and femtocell AlRs td reasons of scalability, security
and limited availability of backhaul bandwidth [3]. From amfrastructure or spectrum availability
perspective, it may be easier to operate the macrocell antbéells in a common spectrum; at the same
time, pragmatic solutions are necessary to reduce cressiterference. An open access (OA) scheme
[4], which performs radio management by vertical handoffforeing cellular users to communicate
with nearby femtocells to load balance traffic in each ties-eme such solution. A drawback of OA is
the network overhead [1], [5] and the need for sufficient Iack capacity to avoid starving the paying
home user. Additionally, OA potentially compromises séguand QoS for home users.

This work assume€losed Acces§CA), which means only licensed home users within radio eang
can communicate with their own femtocell. With CA, cross-tinterference from interior femtocells
may significantly deteriorate the SINR at the macrocell Bise otivation behind this paper is ensuring
that the service (data rates) provided to cellular useranmemnaffected by a femtocell underlay which
operates in the same spectrum. Three main reasons are l)attreaall’s primary role of an anytime
anywhere infrastructure, especially for mobile and “isedtfi users without hotspot access, 2) the greater

number of users served by each macrocell BS, and 3) the endegeyment of femtocells in their self-



interest. The macrocell is consequently modeled as prinmrgstructure, meaning that the operator’s
foremost obligation is to ensure that an outdoor cellular @hieves its minimum SINR target at its
BS, despite cross-tier femtocell interference. Indoorsiset in their self interest to maximize their
SINRs, but incur a SINR penalty because they cause crassyteference.

Considering a macrocell BS witlh cochannel femtocells and one transmitting user per slotekr

over the uplink, the following questions are addressed is plaper:

« Given a set of feasible target SINRs inside femtocell hdtspehat is the largest cellular SINR target
for which a non-negative power allocation exists for allnss@ the system?

« How does the cellular SINR depend on the locations of matiracel femtocell users and cellular
parameters such as the channel gains between cellular arsgifemtocells?

« Given an utility-based femtocell SINR adaptation with ataer minimum QoS requirement at each
femtocell, what are the ensuing SINR equilibria and can theyachieved in a distributed fashion?

« When a cellular user cannot satisfy its SINR target due tes:tier interference, by how much should

femtocells reduce their SINR target to ensure that the leglluser’s SINR requirement is met?

Although this work exclusively focuses on the uplink in ar¢ié cellular system, we would like to
clarify that portions of our analysis (Section IllI) are algpplicable in the downlink with potentially

different conclusions. Due to space limitations, the damknextension is omitted for future work.

B. Prior Work

Prior research in cellular power control and rate assignsintiered networks mainly considered
an operator planned underlay of a macrocell with singletiplel microcells [6], [7]. In the context
of this paper, a microcell has a much larger radio range 8@Dm) than a femtocell, and generally
implies centralized deployment, i.e. by the service-pateui A microcell underlay allows the operator
to handoff and load balance users between each tier [1]. ¥ampgle, the operator can preferentially
assign high data rate users to a microcell [7]-[9] becaugtsahherently larger capacity. In contrast,
femtocells are consumer installed and the traffic requirgmat femtocells are user determined without
any operator influence. Consequently, distributed interfee management strategies may be preferred.

Our work ties in with well known power control schemes in cemttonal cellular networks and prior
work on utility optimization based on game theory. ResuitEoschiniet al. [10], Zander [11], Grandhi
et al. [12] and Bamboset al. [13] provide conditions for SINR feasibility and/or SIR bhaking in
cellular systems. Specifically, in a network witt users with target SINRE;, 1 < i < N, a feasible

power allocation for all users exists iff the spectral radaf the normalized channel gain matrix is



less than unity. Associated results on centralized/thsteid/constrained power control, link admission
control and user-BS assignment are presented in [12], [19]-and numerous other works.

The utility-based non-cooperative femtocell SINR adaptaipresented here is related to existing
game theory literature on non-cooperative cellular poveertrol [20]-[25] (see [26] for a survey). The
adaptation forces stronger femtocell interferers to abtiaeir SINR equilibria closer to their minimum
SINR targets, while femtocells causing smaller crossitiggrference obtain higher SINR margins. This
is similar to Xiao and Shroff [24]'s utility-based power d¢om (UBPC) scheme, wherein users vary their
target SIRs based on the prevailing traffic conditions. kinthe sigmoidal utility in [24], our utility
function has a more meaningful interpretation because deats0l) the femtocell user’s inclination to
seek higher data-rates and 2) the primary role of the maltratéle penalizing the femtocell user
for causing cross-tier interference. Our SINR equilibgasimple to characterize unlike the feasibility
conditions presented in prior works e.g [25].

To minimize cross-tier interference, prior femtocell r@sd has proposed open access [4], varying
femtocell coverage area [27], hybrid frequency assigne@#], adjusting the maximum transmit power
of femtocell users [29] and adaptive access operation ofdeatis [30]. In contrast, this paper addresses
SINR adaptation and ensuring acceptable cellular perfocean closed access femtocells. Related works
in cognitive radio (CR) literature such as [31], [32] propdbat secondary users limit their transmission
powers for reducing interference to primary users (PUs|32), CR users regulate their transmit powers
to limit PU interference, but their work does not addressviddal rate requirements at each CR. Qian
et al. [31] propose a joint power and admission control scheme,pbotide little insight on how a
CR user’s data-rate is influenced by a PU’s rate. In contoastyesults are applicable in CR networks
for determining theexact relationshipbetween the feasible SINRs of primary and CR users; further
our SINR adaptation can enable CR users to vary their dé¢a-ra a decentralized manner based on

instantaneous interference at PU receivers.

C. Contributions

Pareto SINR Contours. Near-far effects in a cochannel two-tier network are cagmtuthrough a
theoretical analysis providing the highest cellular SINRyet—for which a non-negative power allocation
exists between all transmit-receive pairs—given any seteoftocell SINRs and vice versa. With a
common SINR target at femtocells and neglecting interfegelmetween femtocells, the per-tier Pareto
SINR pairs have an intuitive interpretation: the sum of tleeidel (dB) cellular SINR and the dB
femtocell SINR equals a constant. Design interpretatioageovided for different path loss exponents,

different numbers of femtocells and varying locations & ttellular user and hotspots.



Utility-based Femtocell SINR Adaptation. Femtocells individually maximize an objective function
consisting of a SINR dependent reward, and a penalty propaitto the interference at the macro-
cell. We obtain achannel-dependant SINR equilibrivsth each femtocell. The equilibrium discourages
strongly interfering femtocells to use large transmit pmvehis SINR equilibrium is attained using
distributed power updates [16]. For femtocell users whdgeabive is to simply equal their minimum
SINR targets, our adaptation simplifies to the Foschiniiiic (FM) update. Numerical results show
that the utility adaptation provides up 30% higher femtocell SINRs relative to FM.

Celular Link Quality Protection. To alleviate cross-tier interference when the cellularr ukmes
not achieve its SINR target, we propose a distributed algorito progressively reduce SINR targets
of strongest femtocell interferers until the cellular SIkdRget is met. Numerical simulations witl)0
femtocells/cell-site show acceptable cellular coveragi & worst-case femtocell SINR reduction of

only 16% (with typical cellular parameters).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

The system consists of a single central macroBgléerving a regior®’, providing a cellular coverage
radius R.. The macrocell is underlaid withV cochannel femtocells APB;,i > 1. Femtocell users are
located on the circumference of a disc of radfeis centered at their femtocell AP. Orthogonal uplink
signaling is assumed in each slat §cheduled active user per cell during each signaling sidtgre
a slot may refer to a time or frequency resource (the ensuiadysis leading up to Theoren 1 apply
equally well over the downlink).

AS 1: For analytical tractability, cochannel interference fromighboring cellular transmissions is
ignored.

During a given slot, let € {0, 1,--- , N} denote the scheduled user connected to itdRPesignate
useri’s transmit power to be; Watts. Leto? be the variance of Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN)
at B;. The received SINRy; of user: at B; is given as

D<= iz et (1)
HereI'; represents the minimum target SINR for useat B;. The termg; ; denotes the channel gain

between usej and BSB;. Note thatg; ; can also account for post-processing SINR gains arising,fro
but not restricted to, diversity reception or interfererszgpression (e.g. CDMA). In matrix-vector

notation, [(1) can be written as

p>I'Gp+mnandp > 0. (2)



HereT' = diag(ly,...Ty) while the vectorp = (po,p1,---pn) denotes the transmission powers of
individual users, and the normalized noise vector eqgais (o, ... nx), 7 = 0°L'i/gi;. The (N +1) x
(N + 1) matrix G > 0 is assumed to be irreducible — meaning its directed graptrasgy connected
[33, Page 362] — with elements given as

Gi; = @,z‘ # 7 and0 else 3)
SinceI'G is nonnegative, the spectral radipfl’'G) (defined as the maximum modulus eigenvalue
max{|\| : I'G — My, is singulat) is an eigenvalue of'G [33, Theorem 8.3.1]. Applying Perron-
Frobenius theory [33] t&'G, (2) has a nonnegative solutigri (or I' constitutes deasibleset of target

SINR assignmentdjf the spectral radiug(I'G) is less than unity [12], [13]. Consequently,
vn>0,I-TG)'>0< (I-TG) 'n>0«x p(G) < 1. (4)

The solutionp* = (I — I'G)~!'n guarantees that the target SINR requirements are satigfiitl BSs.
Further,p* is Pareto efficient in the sense that any other solutigatisfying [2) needs at least as much
power componentwise [13]. Whdn = ~I, then the max-min SIR solution* to (4) is given as
1
r=rI =>0"=—. 5
Ve G (5)
In an interference-limited system (neglectiny the optimizing vectop* equals the Perron-Frobenius

eigenvector of’'G [11].

[1l. PER-TIER SINR CONTOURSIN A FEMTOCELL-UNDERLAID MACROCELL

In a two-tier network, lef’. = T'y andT’; (: > 1) denote the per-tier SINR targets at the macrocell
and femtocell BSs respectively. Defilig £ diag(T';, Iy, ...,['y) andT = diag(T.,T';). Any feasible
SINR tuple ensures that the spectral radiiBEG) < 1 with a feasible power assignment given by (4).
This section derives the relationship betwderandI’; as a function of< and entries of th& matrix.

Using the above notatiod,G simplifies as

0 T.q’
Liqy T'fF

TG = (6)

Here the principal submatrik consists of the normalized channel gains between each ¢ethtand its
surroundingV —1 cochannel femtocells. The vectgf. = [Go1, Goo, - - ., Gon] consists of the normalized
cross-tier channel gains between the transmitting fenitasers to the macrocell BS. Similarlg =
(G0, Gao, - .. Gno|T consists of the normalized cross-tier channel gains betwie cellular user to

surrounding femtocell BSs.



Below, we list two simple but useful properties Bf5:

Property 1: p(I'G) is a non-decreasing function &f. That is,I" > T = p(I'G) > p(I'G).

Property 2: p(T'G) > p(I'/F).
Property[l is a consequence of [33, Corollary 8.1.19] andi@sphat increasing the per-tier SINRs
in I" drives p(I'G) closer to unity. This decreases the margin for existence wbrenegative inverse
of I — I'G in (). Therefore, assuming a fixed set of femtocell SINRsgiby I';, the maximum
cellular SINR targefl’, monotonically increases with(I'G). Property[ 2 arises as a consequence of
I' /F being a principal submatrix o&, and applying [33, Corollary 8.1.20]. Intuitively, any falale
femtocell SINR in a tiered network is also feasible when teemork comprises only femtocells since
p(I'G) < 1= p(I'F) < 1. From [3), the conditiop(I';F) < 1 < (I - I';F)"! is nonnegative with
expansion given a3, (T /F).

We restate a useful lemma by Meyer [34] for obtaingi§'G) in terms of F,q;,q.,I'. andT';.

Lemma 1: [34, Meyer]Let A be am x n nonnegative irreducible matrix with spectral radipsand

let A have a k-level partition

A.ll A.12 P A.lk
Ay A ... A

A '21 '22 | l2k 7)
Ay A ... A

in which all diagonal blocks are square. For a given indégxlet A; represent the principal block
submatrix ofA by deleting theth row andith column of blocks fromA. Let A;, designate théth row
of blocks withA;; removed. Similarly, letfA,; designate theth column of blocks withA;; removed.
Then each Perron complemeRy; = A; + A (pI — A;)7tA,; is also a nonnegative matrix whose
spectral radius is again given by.

Using Lemmd 1L, we state the first result in this paper.

Theorem 1: Assume a set of feasible femtocell SINRs targgts> 1) such thatp(I';F) < 1, and
a target spectral radiup(I'G) = &, p(I'fF) < k < 1. The highest cellular SINR target maintaining a
spectral radius of« is then given as

K,2

I, = . (8)
q; I - (T'y/k)F]"'Trqy
Proof: From Lemmadl, the Perron complement of the entiy 6f I'G in (€) is a nonnegative

scalar equalingz. This implies,

K =0+Tq; [k - TF]"'Tsq;. 9)



Rearranging terms, we obtaifll (8). Note that since> p(T'/F), the inverse[I — (TI';/x)F]™! =
S o(T¢/k)*F* exists and is nonnegative.

Given a set ofN feasible femtocell SINR targets, Theorém 1 provides a forat#al relationship
describing the maximum SINR target at the macrocell ovep@aier control strategies. Givenxa(e.g.
k=1—¢, where0 < e <1— p(I'fF)), one obtains the highest. for a givenI';.

Example 1 One Femtocell): Consider a two-tier network consisting of the central meelioB, and

a single femtocell BS3;. The matrixI'G is given as

0 1—‘cGOI
rc — . (10)
FfGl() 0

SettingF = 0, q. = Go1,q5 = Gy in (), one obtains

1
p(FG) = 4/ FCG()lFfGl(] = (FC, Ff) S {(Jf,y) c Ri rxy < ﬁ} . (11)
01%-10

Intuitively, the product of the per-tier SINR targets is tied by the inverse product of the cross-tier
gains between the cellular user to the femtocell AP and versa:

Remark 1:Equation [(8) generically applies in a wireless network wikh+ 1 users for finding the
best SINR target for a particular user — by appropriatelystifig the entries iry., q; andF — for a
given set of N SINR targets. However, the subsequent analysis (Ledmae2jajzes((8) to a two-tier
cellular system and works only when the cellular user isaisal.

With T, obtained from[(B) and SINR targels = [['.,T';, T, ..., 'y]?, a centralized power allocation
is given as

0% o? o?

p* = (I-TI"G) 'n*, wheren* £ diag (—, —_ ., 7) . (12)
g1,1 92,2 gN+1,N+1

Next, assume that th& femtocellsB; ... By choose &ommonSINR targetl’; = I'f(i > 1). Although
the assumption of a common SINR target at all femtocells seeather restrictive at first glance, it
provides intuition on near-far effects in a two-tier netwaevhich will be discussed in the next section.
The following corollary derives the Pareto contours betw#dee best SINR targets for macrocell and
femtocell users respectively.

Corollary 1: Assume a common positive target femtocell StaigetI'; < 1/p(F), and a target
spectral radiusp(I'G) = , wherel';p(F) < x < 1. The Pareto contours maintaining a spectral radius

of x are given as

1 K2
LT 0.1 < Sl = o | (43)



Remark 2 Pareto optimality): Given a target spectral radius the (I'.,I';) tuples derived in[(8)
(and hencel(13)) are Pareto optimal. From Progerty 1, aebetir” Iy > I'y (component-wise) and
I¥ > T'. cannot be obtained without T'G) exceedingx.

Lemma 2: With a set of feasible femtocell SINRs thresholds> 1) and p(I'/F) < 1, a necessary
condition for any cellular SINR targdt. to be feasible is given as
1
" q'Tray
Consequently, assuming a common positive SINR tadrget 1/p(F) at femtocells {/p(F) being the

(14)

max-min target), any feasible SINR pdir.,I';) satisfies the following inequality

I.l'r < . 15
T qlqy (19)
Proof: Computing the Perron complement BfF in (6) and applying Lemmal 1:
()
k= p(TsF + Traleqg /x) > p(TrasTeq, /x) (16)

where step (b) in[(16) follows by applying [33, Corollary 89]. Upper bounding:? by unity and
applying p(q;q’) = g’ q; to (18) yields [(I4). Alternatively, one can expahe- (I';/x)F and replace
q’[I - (I'y/k)F]'q; by the lower boundy’q;. |
Intuitively, (I5) restates that/q’ q; is an upper bound on the product of the per-tier SINRs, aekiev
whenF = 0 in (8), i.e. the interference between neighboring femisdslvanishingly small. Ignorind’
is justifiable because 1) the propagation between femtosaffers at least a double wall partition losses
(from inside a femtocell to outdoor and from outdoor onto tieéghboring femtocell), and 2) there is
only one partition loss term while considering the propegaloss between a cellular user to femtocells.
Thus, a simple relationship between the highest per-tisiRSlis expressed as:

For small F, the sum of the per-tier decibel SINRs equals a channel digpe¢rconstantLgs =

1
al'ay

—101log,o(a’qy). We denote this constart = as theLink Budget Choosing a cellular SINR
target ofz dB necessitates any feasible femtocell SINR target to be i@ rtihanLqs — « dB. To keep
L large, it is desirable that the normalized interference grevare decorrelated (@. and q; do not
peak simultaneously). In a certain sense, the link budgetiges an “efficiency index” of closed access
femtocell operation, since open (or public) femtocell ascpotentially allows users to minimize their
interference by handoffs.

Example 2 V Femtocells): Assume a path loss based model wherein the channel gajrs D; *
(D;,; represents the distance between usey BS B,. The terma is the path loss exponent (assumed

equal indoors and outdoors for convenience). Femtocell ugelocated at distanceB; from its AP
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B; and D, from B,. The cellular user is located at distande@drom its macrocell BSB, and D, from
each femtocell AP (See Figl 1 fa¥ = 2 femtocells).

In this setupg! = [(%)_a, <%>_a N <%>_1 . The vectory; = {(g—;)_a7 (}%-)_a . <g_;)‘“r.

The decibel link budgeL g varies witha as a straight line and given as

1 1 (D;D\" DyD.
L £ @ = N ( DfR ) = Legg = —101og10N+ 101og10 (ﬁ) . (17)
¢ ! intercept ~ 2
slope

Define@ £ %flgc as theinterference distance product normalized by the signatligjance product

Then, Lgg monotonically increases withx whenever the slop&)qzs > 0 and decreases otherwise.

Consequently, the conditio = 1 determines the sensitivity of link budgets to the path-kegsonent.

A. Design Interpretations

This subsection studies how the per-tier SINRs and link btglgary with user and femtocell locations
in practical path loss scenarios. Assume that the cellidar (uis located at a distancB,, = D from
the macrocelB,. At a distanceD, from B, (see Fig[R),V surrounding cochannel femtocell®;},: =
1--- N are arranged in a square grid — e.g. residential neighbdrhaxd areaDgrid = 0.25 sqg. km. with
VN femtocells per dimension. Each femtocell has a radio ramgeling R; meters. LetD, ; denote
the distance between transmitting mobjland BSB;.

For simplicity, neither Rayleigh fading nor lognormal sbadhg are modeled. Assuming a reference
distanceD,s = 1 meter [35] for all users, the channel gains are represented using the simplified

path loss model in the IMT-2000 specification [36], given as

4

K, min (D~ 1) 1 =7 =0,
KR’ i=j>1,
9ij = § Kfopmin (Dy 7, 1)  i=0,j>0, (18)

K.¢min (D;%, 1)  i>0,j=0,

Zhy ’

Kyo¢? min (D, ;1) i # j,i,j >0

In @8), o, 8, oy, respectively denote the cellular, indoor and indoor to oatdfemtocell path loss
exponents. Defining. wn, as the carrier frequency in MHZ{. g = 30log,,(f.mnz) — 71 dB equals
the fixed decibel propagation loss during cellular transiorss toB,. The termK/; is the fixed loss
between femtocell userto their BS B;. Finally, K, denotes the fixed loss between femtocell user
to a different BSB;, and assumed equal t&.. The termWW explicitty models partition loss during

indoor-to-outdoor propagation (see numerical values flosystem parameters in Table I).
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AS 2: Assume equal outdoor path loss exponents from a cellular arsg a femtocell user to the
macrocell By. That is,a. = ay, = .

Following AS2, substitutind (18) i (15) and assuming thsens are at leadt meter away from BSs
(or D; i+ < 1V1, j), the link budgetL is given as

-1
KfZR;B —Q = —an—a
L=g, D (; DD (19)

Fig.[3 shows the SINR contours usirg (8), considering a comfamtocell SINR target and different

normalizedD and D, values. The target spectral radius= p(I'G) was chosen equal tmax{l —
107%, p(F) + (1 = 107%)(1 — p(F))} (ensuring thap(T';F) < p(I'G) < 1). For comparison, the upper
bound in [15) was also plotted. Three different positionsormmalized w.r.tR. — of the cellular user
and the femtocell grid are considered namely/a)= Dr = 0.1, b) D = 0.1 and Dr = 0.5 and
c) D =Dr =0.9.In case (a), note that the macrocell BS is located initerior of the femtocell
grid.

We observe that employing_(15) is a good approximation fer éxact result given in_(13). The
highest per-tier SINRs occurs in configuration (b) suggesé low level of normalized interferencq.(
andqy). Interestingly, when both users and hotspots are closkeariacrocell BS [configuration (a)],
the per-tier SINRs arevorse compared to the cell-edge configuration (c). This counteitive result
suggests that unlike a conventional cellular system wheredgular placement of BSs causes the worst-
case SINRs typically at cell-edge, tlsymmetric locations of interfering transmissions in a -tveo
network potentially diminishes link budgets in the cetenor as well. The reason is because power
control “warfare” due to cross-tier interference from fetlls near the macrocell BS necessitates both
tiers to lower their SINR targets.

AssumingD = Dy in Fig.[2, the following lemma provides a necessary conditimder which the
link budget in [(19) increases with.

Proposition 1: Under assumptidnd 2 and assuming fixed looatiof all users w.r.t their BSs, the link
budget monotonically increases withwhenever

SN (Do;iDio)~*In(Dy;D; )

>ty (DoiDig)~®
Proof: Taking the first derivative of the link budget ih (19) with pest toa yields (20). [ |

Fig.[4(a) plots the Link Budget in (19) far = 3.5,4 and N = 4, 16, 64 femtocells with the cellular
user colocated at the grid centeb (= Dy). The link budgets withe = 4 are higher relative to

> In(D). (20)

those obtained when = 3.5 indicating link budgets tend to increase with higher patslexponents

in practical scenarios. Fig. 4(b) plots the cumulative ribstion function (CDF) of Lqg considering
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randomly distributed femtocells inside a circular regidnradius Dyq/+/7 centered at distanc®
from By. With N = 64 femtocells, both the regular and random configurations gs . (a)f-4(d) show
diminishing L in the cell-interior suggesting significant levels of crtigs interference.

The above results motivate adapting femtocell SINRs with fillowing objectives namely 1) to

maximize their own SINRs, and 2) limit their cross-tier ifiégence.

IV. UTILITY-BASED DISTRIBUTED SINR ADAPTATION

Due to the absence of coordination between tiers, implemgieentralized power contrgd* = (I —
'*G)~'n* will likely be prohibitively difficult. In this section, we gesent a utility-based SINR adaptation
scheme. Using microeconomic concepts, we shall assume¢hatar and femtocell users participate
in a N + 1 player non-cooperative power control gafe= [NV, {F;}, {U:(.)}]. HereN = {0,1,... N}
refers to the player index set atitlis the strategy set describing the domain of transmissiavepofor
user:. Useri maximizes its individual utility; (or payoff) in a distributed fashion. Consequently, their
actions — selecting their transmission power — are the lesgionse to the actions of other participants.
For notational convenience, define]* = max{z,0}. Given useri, designatep_; as the vector of
transmit powers of all users other thaand definel;(p_;) = Z#i p;gi;+o* as the interference power
experienced af3;.

Formally, for all user®) < i < N, this power control game is expressed as

max U;(p;, vi|p—;) for each user inV. (21)

0<pi <pmax
We are interested in computing the equilibrium point (a @ecf NV + 1 transmit powers) wherein each
user in individually maximizes its utility in[(2Il) giventhe transmit powers of other users. Such an
equilibrium operating point(s) in optimization problei8j2is denoted as thBlash equilibrium[37].
Denotep* = (pg, pi, ..., pl) as the transmission powers of all users under the Nash leguiti. At

the Nash equilibrium, no user can unilaterally improve idividual utility. Mathematically,
Ui(pi, i 1pZs) = Ui i IPLy)  Vpi # pf,pi € By, Vi€ N, (22)

We shall make the following assumptions for the rest of thekwo

AS 3. All mobiles have a maximum transmission power constraj, consequently the strategy
set for usetr: is given asP; = [0, pmax-

AS 4. Assume alosed-loop feedback power controk BS B; periodically provides status feedback

to useri € N if its current SINR~v; = p;g:;/I;(p_;) is above/below its minimum SINR targét.
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A. Cellular Utility Function

Given a current cellular SINR, and a minimum SINR targdf, > 0 at By, we model the cellular

user(’s objective as

max Uo(po, 70|P—0) = —(70 - F0)2~ (23)

0<po<pmax
The intuition behind the strictly concave utility in (23)tlsat use desires to achieve its minimum SINR
targetl'y — assuming feasibility — while expending no more than theimmim required transmission
power belowpmax. Alternatively, given a cellular SINR, > Ty for a given interferencé,(p_o) at By,

user0 could improve its utility by decreasing, until vo = T'y.

B. Femtocell Utility Function

Given interfering powerg_; and current SINRy;, useri in femtocell B; obtains an individual utility
Ui(pi,vi|p—:). Having installed the femtocell AR3; in their self-interest, usei seeks to maximize
its individual SINR while meeting its minimum SINR requirent. At the same time, transmitting
with too much power will create unacceptable cross-tiegrfietence at the primary infrastructufg).
Consequently, it is natural to discourage femtocells framating large cross-tier interference. We
therefore model the utility function for femtocell useas consisting of two parts.
C(pi, p-i)

Li(p-i)

Reward function. The reward functionR(v;,I';) denotes the payoff to uséras a function of its

individual SINR~; and minimum SINR targel; < 22,

C(pi,p—i)
v Ii(p—i)

macrocell BSB,. The penaltyC' reduces the net utility obtained byor creating cross-tier interference

Ui(pi, vilp=i) = R(7:, T'i) + b, (24)

Penalty function. The penalty functionb is related to the interference experienced at the
at B, by virtue of transmitting at power;. Hereb; is a constant which reflects the relative importance of
the penalty w.r.t the reward of uséerScaling the penalty by;(p_;) ensures that femtocells experiencing
higher interference are penalized less.

Using the framework of [20], we make the following assumpsidor femtocell usei € '\ {0}.

AS 5: For theith user, given fixeg;, its utility U;(p;, v:|p—:) iSs amonotonically increasing concave
upward function of its SINR~;.

AS 6: For theith user, given fixedy;, the utility U;(p;, v:|p—:) is amonotonically decreasing concave
downwardfunction of its transmit powep;.
Assumptiori.b models declining satisfaction (marginalitydilobtained by uset, once its current SINR

~; exceedd’;. Assumptiori b models increased penalty incurred by uger causing more interference.
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Under assumptiorid 5 amd 6:

oU; dR oU; dC
1 (2 . 2
8%>0:>d%>0 8pi<02>dpi<0 (25)
0*U; d’R 0*U; d2C
- — - — <0.
8%.2<0:>d%2<0 8p§<0:>dp3—0 (26)
Taking the second-order total derivative @f w.r.t p; and applying[(26),
U, 4R ( i )2 b, d2C
= < 0. 27
dpzz d%'z Ii(p-s) Ii(p-s) dp? (@7)

This suggests that given interferer powers, the femtocell utility functionU; at B; is strictly concave
with respect to the usefs transmission powep;.
Assume that each femtocell individually maximizes itsitytil/ (p;, v:|p—;) as a best response to the

cellular user and neighboring femtocell users’ transmiw@s p_,. The problem statement is given as

max  U;(p;,vilp—i) = max R(vi,Fi)ij-M : (28)

i
0<p; <pmax 0<p; <pmax I; (p—z)

C. Existence of Nash Equilibrium

Observe that for all € N, U; is continuous inp andU; is strictly concave w.r.p; from (27) over a
convex, compact seb, pmay. We now employ the following theorem from Glicksberg [38h9en [39]
and Debreu [40]:

Theorem 2: A Nash equilibrium exists in gafie= [V, {P;}, {U;(.)}] if, forall i =0,1,..., N,

1) P, is a nonempty, convex and compact subset of some Euclidear Rp *.

2) U;(p) is continuous inp and quasi-concave ip;.

Following Theorenl R, the optimization problems [n1(23) a@)(have a Nash Equilibrium. The
following theorem derives the SINR equilibria at each fecelb
Theorem 3: A SINR Nash equilibrium at femtocell BSi € N\ {0} satisfiesy’ = plg¢..:/Li(p*,),
wherep; is given as
2 ()] i [255] o
Proof: Since femtocell user individually optimizes its utility as a best response toesthsers,

we first fix interfering powerg _;. Becausd/;(p;, v:|p—:) is a strictly concave function qf;, its partial
derivative U/ (p;, vi|p—;) — assuming differentiability — monotonically decreaseshwincreasingp;. A
necessary condition for the existence of local optima i$ tiie derivative ofU; in the interval(0, p,,a.]

equals zero. Therefore, if there is no local optima in therial [0, pmay, the useri chooses its
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equilibrium transmit powemp; depending on the sign of the derivativg(p;,~;) — transmit at full
power (if U!(p;, ;) > 0 in [0, pmax]) OF zero power otherwise.

On the contrary, if the Nash equilibriupy is a local optima in0, pmay],

[M} :Oﬁ{dRmri) 9i b dC
dp; pi=p} dv; Iz‘(P—z’) Ii<p—i) dp; pi=p?

Sincel;(p_;) > o2 > 0, one may cancel;(p_;) on both sides of(30). The conditiods{25)4(26) ensure

that dR(v;,I';)/d~; [resp. —dC'/dp;] are monotone decreasing [resp. monotone non-decreasing)

—0VieN,i>1. (30)

The solution to[(30) corresponds to the intersection of astmme decreasing function,;dR(v;, I';)/dv;
and a monotone increasing functiet;dC'/dp; w.r.t the transmitter power;. Givenp* ., this intersection
is unique [20, Section 3] and corresponds to the Nash equiibat p, = p!. Using the notation
fi(z) & [%ﬂ} evaluated at;; = z yields (29). This completes the proof. n

1) Femtocell Utility Selection/Assume theR(~;,I';) andC(p;, p_;) in (24) as shown below.
R(7;,Ti) =1 — e %0710 4, >0, C(pi, p-i) = —pigo,- (31)

The exponential reward intuitively models femtocell uselssire for higher SINRs relative to their
minimum SINR target. The linear co8t(p;, p_;) = —p;go; discourages femtocell useéfrom decreasing
the cellular SINR by transmitting at high power. Assumingb; # 0, it can be verified that the above
choice of R(~;, I';) and C(p;, p_;) satisfies the conditions outlined in_{25) and|(26).

AR b dC bigo.i
— . 0«7.(77, Fz) ’ = — ¢ 32
dv; e >0 Ii(p-:) dp; Ii(p-i) <Y 2
2 i 2
PR oater) h 4y (33)

dyz Li(p—) dp?
Lemma 3: With the utility-based cellular SINR adaptatioesjp. femtocell SINR adaptation] {3)
[resp. (28) with reward-cost functions if31)], the unique SINR equilibria at B®;,7 € N are given

P Gii

Li(p-4)

as~y; = wherep? is given as

L;(pZ, 1 iJii *
Femtocell User p; = min M {Fi +—1In (a i, )} , Pmax (- (34)
9iyi a; bigo,i

I *
O(I)_o) Lo, pmax} . (35)
90,0

Proof: The cellular user’s utility functiorlUy(po, 70|p—o) IS strictly concave w.r.p, given p_.

Cellular User : p, = min{

Consequently, the argument maximizer [inl(23) occurs eithéne interior atp) = I =0) or at the

goo

boundary poinp = pmax if Uj(po, Y0|P-0) = 2#‘%0)@0 —polo(gggo)) > 0in [0, pmay. At femtocell AP

B;, the equilibrium SINR in Equatiori_(34) follows immediatddy applying [29) in Theorernl 3 to the
utility functions given in [(31).
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To show unigueness of the Nash equilibria, we rewrite Equati{34){(35) as an iterative power
control updatep**+1) = f(p*)) — wherein the component(p;) represents the power update for user

— with individual power updates given as

(k) 1 a1t
Femtocell User p{*™ = min {pl(k) {Fi +—1In (a’g“)} ,pmax} . (36)
v, ai  \bigo,
k+1 p(k)
Cellular User :p{*™ = min o Lo Pmax ¢ - (37)

Yates [15] has shown that, provided a power control iteratid the formp+1) = f(p*)) has
a fixed point and whenevef(p) satisfies the following properties namely a) positivifyp) > 0,
b) monotonicityp; > p» = f(p1) > f(p2) and c) scalabilitynf(p) > f(ap) Ya > 1, then the power
control iteration converges to the fixed point, which is wagln such a casd, is called astandard
interference functionSince the RHSs in_(36)-(87) form a standard interferencetfan, its fixed point
(or the Nash equilibrium given by (84)-(35)) ismigueand the iterates are guaranteed to converge to
the equilibrium transmit powers. This completes the proof. [ |
In a practical tiered cellular deployment, [36) can be immated in a distributed fashion since each
femtocell useri only needs to know its own target SINR and its channel gain t®, and B; given
as go; and g;; respectively. Estimating,; at femtocell B; may require site specific knowledge [41].
Possibly, femtocells would infer their locations usingaond GPS, or even estimate the path losses from
the macrocell downlink signal in a TDD system (assumingmexdity).

Remark 3:Given equal minimum SINR targets at all femtocells and assgndentical coefficients
in the utility functions ¢; = a,b; = b Vi € N'\ {0}), femtocell users with highey; ; /g0 (or a higher
received signal strength relative to cross-tier macron&drference) obtain a higher relative improvement
in their SINR equilibria.

The choice of the coefficients, and b; entails careful consideration of the trade-offs betweean th
femtocell users’ desire to maximize their own data rates thedrelative importance of satisfying the
cellular users’ QoS requirement. The Nash equilibrium @efim (34) has the following properties.

1) For largea; (a; — o), the equilibriay; — T'; (assumingl’; is feasibleVi, that is, [(4) is satisfied).
This corresponds to hotspot users witkle inclination to exceed their minimum rate requirement
(e.g. voice users). In such a case] (36) is equivalent to dseHi-Miljanic (FM) algorithmpgkﬂ) =
min {55 s} 1201, 121

2) If a; is chosen such that;g;; < b;g0;, the hotspot users’ SINR equilibria are lesser than their

minimum targetl’;, because they pay a greater penalty for causing cross-éieracell interference.
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3) Choosinga; < 1 and 3+ > 1 increases the importance provided to the reward functitative to

the cost function at each femtocell. Indeed, taking theveévie of - In <%> W.r.t a; yields

Sn (SN = (1 (22 ) 5o v o = 271828 (38)
da; |a; bigo,i a; bigo,i bigo,i

Therefore, the highest gains over the minimum SINR tafgedre obtained when,g;; = eb;go ;.

Such a choice is not necessarily preferable since the paflgnarge cross-tier interference from

femtocells may result ing < I'y.

D. Reducing Femtocell SINR Targets : Cellular Link Qualitptection

Whenever the cellular SINR targg, is infeasible, useb transmits with maximum power according
to (37). Assume, after thé/th iterate (assuming largk/), user0’s SINR véM) < (1 —¢e)T'g wheree is

a pre-specified SINR tolerance for the cellular user.

(1— )Ty > ’Y(()M) = = Pmaxfo,0 _ (39)
> PEM)QOJ + o2
i=1

For guaranteeing that userachieves its SINR target within its tolerance, thaty(ig” > (1 —¢€)ly,
we propose that a femtocell subdétC {B;, Bs, ..., By} reduce their SINR equilibria if(34) by a

factort > 1. A centralized selection of ensures

Pmaxdo,0
(1—€lo < : (40)
LS oM+ 2 pMgoy + 02
i:Biell j:B,€NIC

whereII¢ denotes the set complement laf Combining [39) & [4D), a sufficient condition to obtain
v > Ty at By is that there exists > 1 andIl C {By, Bs, ..., By} such that

1 1 1
(M)
1—- E : i > - . 41

i:B; €Il

In (41), whenevedl; C T, C {By,... By}, thenty, > ty,. That is, choosing an expanding set of
femtocell BSs to reduce their SINR targets requires a mamncatly decreasing SINR reduction factor
for each femtocell. Further, if reducing SINR targets iesafemtocell seil; does not achievé, at
By, then a bigger femtocell sél, O II; should be chosen. Centralized selectiort @nd II may be
practically hard especially in two-tier networks emplayi@FDMA because the macrocell BS may need
to communicate the's andI1 sets for each frequency sub band. A simpler strategy is tolaisively
adapt the femtocell SINR targets based on periodic feedfrack the macrocell BS.

AS 7: Following everyMth update in[(36), an SINR status feedback occurs figto B;’s whether
WSM) < (1 —=¢)ly.
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Given M iterative updates, define the st [resp. its complemeanM)] as thedominant [resp.
non-dominant] interfererset, consisting of femtocells whose interferenceBatindividually exceeds

[resp. below] a thresholg > 0. Mathematically,[T(,(y) £ {B; : p{*"

(2

9o > y}. Whenever femtocell
user: determines thaB; € Il(y), it scales down its SINR target’ in (34) by ¢ > 1. Denoting the set
cardinality by|.X|, the above selection chooses tfi§y)| strongest femtocell interferers for reducing
their transmit powers. Periodically decreasingy a factordy after everyM iterations increasel$l(y)|.
Specifically, for allj > ¢, choosingy;; < ya; ensures thakl,;; O II,,;. Given a tolerance, the SINR
reduction procedure is repeated after evéfyupdates until the cellular user's SINR is greater than
(1—¢€)Ty. See Algorithm 1L for the pseudocode. Table Il shows the d@lgarperformance in a practical
scenario of a macrocell overlaid witté femtocells.

Provided the SINR aB, equals(1—¢)I', themean femtocell dB SINRy;z), theaverage percentage
of degraded femtocellsN) and theaverage percentage dB SINR degradatian(~*)) at femtocells

(assuming zero SINR degradation at femtocells with> I';) can be calculated as:

N
* 1 *
(vée) = N Z 101ogy07; -
i=1

1
() = 5 |{Bi e ™ <13}
1 101og,, T'; — 101og,, 7™
A = | = . 42
BON=15 Tog, T, (42)

BiEH:’y,-(M)

1

<D

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results based on twerarents with the system parameters
in Table[] and the setup in Sectién IIIFA. The AWGN powet in (1) was determined after assuming
a cell-edge user obtains a cellular SNR equaliaglB at By, while employing maximum transmission
power. Results are reported fo000 different SINR trials in each experiment. The minimum feosib
SINR targets were randomly selected (uniform distribytionthe interval[L ¢ min, ['fmax] dB. In any
given trial, if the generated set of minimum SINR targBtsresulted inp(I';F) > 1 in (€), then our
experiments scalell; by a factorp(I';F)(1 + 10~?) for ensuring feasible femtocell SINR targets.

The first experiment obtains the improvements in femtocIRS relative to their minimum SINR
targets with our proposed SINR adaptation. A cell-edgetionaof the cellular userp = 0.9) and the
femtocell grid O = 0.9) is considered. To maximize the chance of obtaining a féasit of (V 4 1)

SINRs, the cellular SINR targdt, is equal to either its minimum targét. ni, = 3 dB, or scaling its
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highest obtainable target inl(8) ky.qs = 5 dB (which ever is larger) and given as

1 K?
Ty = Lemin: 3~ ' 4
0 max{ ¢,miny A, QZ[I_ (I‘f/m)F]—lI‘qu} (43)

Assuminga; = a andb; = b Vi > 1 in (34), Fig.[% plots the mean decibel femtocell SINRs

(D = Dy =0.9) in (42) for differenta andb values. Selecting < 1 models femtocell users seeking a
greater SINR reward relative to their minimum SINR targeitid = 0.1,6 = 1 and N = 64 femtocells,
there is a nearly30 % improvement in mean femtocell SINRs relative to their agerminimum SINR
target. With a higher interference penalty at femtocdlls=(1), our utility adaptation yields a nearly
2 dB improvement in mean femtocell SINRs above their mean St&get. Wheru >> 1, femtocell
users have little inclination to exceed their minimum SIN#Rgets. In fact, withV > 64 femtocells,
the mean equilibrium femtocell SINRs abelow the mean SINR targbecause femtocell users turn
down their transmit powers to improve the cellular link dtyal

The second experiment considers randomly selected demtialar SINR targets chosen uniformly
in the interval[I'. min, I’ max] dB. All femtocells selected identical coefficients= b; = 1 in in (34).
Femtocells scaled down their SINR targets[in] (36) until tebuéar user0 approached withi95% of
its minimum SINR target.

Figs.[6 shows the average femtocell decibel SINRg) using the distributed power control in_(36)-
(37) and cellular link quality protection. The black dotties plot the average minimum femtocell
SINR target101og;(/T rminl f,max)- Fig.[B shows that withV = 64 femtocells, a nearly3% SINR
improvement is obtained when the user and femtocells amgddoon the cell-edge.

Figs.[7(a)-7(B) plot the mean percentage reduction in feeltSINRs (A(y*)) and the mean per-
centage of “degraded” femtocellsIl|) in (42). With N = 100 femtocells and a cell-edge location
(D = 0.9,Dr = 0.9), although Fig[ 7(B) shows that nearyy% of femtocells operate below their
minimum SINR target, the worst-case femtocell SINR reductat femtocells is only 6% [Fig. [7(a)].

In all other cases, the mean percentage SINR reduction ssthes6%. This shows that our cellular
link quality protection algorithm guarantees reliableldalr coverage without significantly affecting

femtocell SINR targets.

VI. CONCLUSION

Cellular operators will obtain better spectral usage artheced costs by deploying macrocell and
femtocell users in a shared region of spectrum. Our work llaseased three related questions. The
first is that of determining the radio link quality for a cdHdu user, given a set ofV transmitting

femtocells with different SINR targets. The takeaway it thehieving higher SINR targets in one tier
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fundamentally constricts the highest SINRs obtainablenendther tier. The reason is because of near-
far effects caused by the asymmetric positions of intertetisers w.r.t nearby BSs. The second and
third questions seek to determine femtocell data rates Wimene users perform utility-based SINR
adaptation; providing link quality protection to an actigellular user may necessitate femtocells to
deliberately lower their SINR targets. We provide a link lifygorotection algorithm for progressively
reducing the SINR targets at strong femtocell interferengnva cellular user is unable to meet its SINR
target. Simulation results confirm the efficacy of the praubalgorithm and its minimal impact (worst
case femtocell SINR reduction of only%) on femtocell SINRs. Being distributed, the power control

algorithm ensures minimal network overhead in a practiwattier deployment.
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Fig. 1. Simple example withV = 2 femtocells for determining how link budgets vary with thermalized interference distance
D¢D./R¢D.
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Macrocell BS

A
\

D Cellular user distance to its macrocell BS
Dr Distance from femtocell grid center to macrocell BS
B Femtocell user B Cellular user

Fig. 2. Single transmitting cellular user transmitting amee spectrum with an underlaid grid of femtocells.
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SYSTEM PARAMETERS

Variable Par ameter Sim. Value
R. Macrocell Radius 1000 m
Ry Femtocell Radius 30 m
Dyid Grid size 500 m
f Carrier Frequencyfunz 2000 MHz
Pmax Max. Transmission Power per Mobile| 1 Watt

T'c,min, I'c,max Max. and Min. Cellular SINR target 3,10 dB
¢ min, [f,max | Max. and Min. Femtocell SINR target| 5,25 dB

Ky Indoor Loss 37 dB
w Partition Loss 5,10 dB
a, B Outdoor and Indoor path loss exponents 4,3
tae Femtocell SINR target reduction 0.8 dB
oy Interference threshold reduction 3dB

Square Femtocell Grid (N = 64 Femtocells)
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Solid : Upper Bound (Lemma 2)
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Fig. 3. Per-Tier SINR contours for different cellular useddemtocell locations.



Link Budget Vs. Distance to Macrocell
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(a) Link budget for a square femtocell grid configuration.
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Cumulative Distribution Function
© o o © o o o o
N w SN [6)] ()] ~ 0] [(e] [

o
[
T

40 60 80

%o 20
Link Budget (dB)
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Fig. 4. Link budgetl0log,,(1/qlq;) considering a square femtocell grid and randomly placeddeefis.
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Average Femtocell
SINR Improvement = 30 %
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Fig. 5. Mean femtocell SINR targets (grid center at cell@dipr different reward and cost coefficients.
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Mean Femtocell SINR Reduction to reach 95 % Macrocell SINR Target
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Fig. 7. Femtocell SINR reduction when cellular SINR targeuniformly distributed in[3, 10] dB, and initial femtocell SINR targets
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Algorithm 1 Maintain cellular link quality at macrocell B®,
repeat

Initialize k < 1, p < pmax // Initialize iteration count and TX powers.

while £ < MAXITER do

Cellular user) adapts transmission power accordingpg'&“) = min{ F(Q)pg ),pmax}

For all i = 1,2,...,N, femtocell useri adapts transmit power according {g**" =
min{ i:%apmax} Where% [F +1In (%)r
k<=k+1

end while

Macrocell B, broadcasts status indicatariag = 1[y; > (1 — ¢)I'y] to all femtocells where
e € [0,1] is a pre-specified tolerance.
if flag == 0 then
Il go; is channel gain fronB; to B,
Form status indicator at femtocell;: £lag; = 1(pfgo; > y), Wwherey > 0
if flag; == 1 then
I/l Reduce reduce; since femtocell usei causes excessive cross-tier Interference.
SINR Target Updatey; 4g < 7/ 4g — tas, Wheret > 1
end if
y < y/dy Il Induce more femtocell users to lower SINR Target.
end if// Check if cellular usef’’s SINR is within (1 — ¢)I'y
until flag==1




TABLE Il

EXAMPLE: LINK QUALITY PROTECTION FOR A CELLULAR USER(ROW 2) WITH N = 16 FEMTOCELLS

User i | Doi/R | dB Target T' | T'y, (dB) | I'sp (dB) | T'isp (dB) | Tigns (dB) | pions (dBM)
0 0.1000 21.0034 7.8979 9.3358 15.4235 20.1932 30.0000
1 0.2915 25.3945 25.5374 25.5374 25.5374 23.9538 0.4138
2 0.1716 27.8943 27.9605 27.9605 26.3769 21.6260 3.1487
3 0.1716 22.6351 22.8535 22.8535 22.8535 18.1027 —0.2808
4 0.2915 27.1217 27.2182 27.2182 27.2182 24.8428 1.4084
5 0.2506 14.0872 15.6355 15.6355 15.6355 14.8437 —3.6491
6 0.0850 14.4560 15.3847 15.3847 10.6339 5.8830 1.3216
7 0.0850 28.3470 28.3891 26.8054 20.4709 15.7201 11.1628
8 0.2506 25.7148 25.8408 25.8408 25.8408 21.8818 3.5317
9 0.3100 17.9488 18.7032 18.7032 18.7032 17.9114 —0.5868
10 0.2014 8.4026 12.3111 12.3111 12.3111 7.5602 3.0034
11 0.2014 28.3375 28.4014 28.4014 24.4423 19.6914 15.1274
12 0.3100 12.3944 14.6515 14.6515 14.6515 14.6515 —3.5588
13 0.4301 8.6965 13.1272 13.1272 13.1272 13.1272 —10.4070
14 0.3598 19.4412 20.0152 20.0152 20.0152 19.2234 0.7828
15 0.3598 20.3513 20.8225 20.8225 20.8225 20.0306 1.7930
16 0.4301 26.7008 26.8211 26.8211 26.8211 26.8211 3.4629

User 0 designates cellular user, while Usdrshrough 16 represent femtocell users.

Bold faced entries represent either uesr femtocell users unable to meet their SINR target.

The spectral radiup(I'G) = 4.4391, implying that initial SINR targets are infeasible.

Following updatel9 (M=1000 iterations/update), the spectral radjp@ 795, G) = 0.9999 < 1
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