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A Game-Theoretic Approach to EnergyhEient
Resource Allocation in Device-to-Device Underlay
Communications

Zhenyu Zhou, Mianxiong Dong, Kaoru Ota, Ruifeng Shi, Zhipenu, and Takuro Sato

Abstract—Despite the numerous benefits brought by Device- allocation design due to the co-channel interference chlige
to-Device (D2D) communications, the introduction of D2D ito  spectrum reuse and limited battery life of UEs. A large numbe
cellular networks poses many new challenges in the resource of works have been done on how to perform resource alloca-
allocation design due to the co-channel interference caudeby . . . .
spectrum reuse and limited battery life of User Equipments _t'on to 'ncrease_SpeCtrQIﬂE'enCy (SE) (or throughput) in an
(UEs). Most of the previous studies mainly focus on how to interference-limited environment. A Stackelberg gameebas
maximize the Spectral Hficiency (SE) and ignore the energy resource allocation scheme was proposedin [6], in which the
consumption of UEs. In this paper, we study how to maximize Base Station (BS) and D2D UEs were modeled as the game
each UE's Energy Hficiency (EE) in an interference-limited o561 and followers respectively. Another Stackelbenp@a
environment subject to its specific Quality of Service (QoS) . .
and maximum transmission power constraints. We model the based scheme was proposed [in [7], in which cellular UEs
resource allocation problem as a noncooperative game, invich ~ rather than the BS were modeled as game leaders. A two-stage
each player is self-interested and wants to maximize its own resource allocation scheme which employs both the cerddli
EE. A distributed interference-aware energy-dficient resource and distributed approaches was proposedlin [8]. A thregesta
allocation algorithm is proposed by exploiting the properies  ya55rce allocation scheme which combines admissionaontr
of the nonlinear fractional programming. We prove that the . - .
optimum solution obtained by the proposed algorithm is the Nish power allocat_'on' and !'nk sc-:‘lecuon. was proposedLin [9]. A
equilibrium of the noncooperative game. We also analyze the reverse Iterative Combinatorial Auction (ICA) based reseu

tradeoff between EE and SE and derive closed-form expressions allocation scheme was proposed In][10] for optimizing the

for EE and SE gaps. system sum rate. The resource allocation problems in relay-
Index Terms—Energy-efficient, device-to-device, resource allo- aided scenarios were studied in[11],][12], and in infeasibl
cation, interference-aware, tradedf systems where all users can not be supported simultaneously

were studied in[[13]. The throughput performance of the
D2D underlay communications withftiérent resource sharing
modes was evaluated in [14]. SE enhancement of D2D com-
Device-to-Device (D2D) communications allows two Usemunications for wireless video networks was studied_id [15]
Equipments (UEs) that are in the proximity of each other tResource allocation for D2D communications underlaying
exchange information over a direct link, and can be operateéllular networks powered by renewable energy sources was
as an underlay to cellular networks by reusing the scarstudied in[[16]. A comprehensive overview and discussion of
spectrum resources|[1]. As a result, D2D communications uresource management for D2D underlay communications is
derlaying cellular networks bring numerous benefits initigd provided in [17].
the proximity gain, the reuse gain, and the hop gain [2]. The The above mentioned works mainly focus on how to
applications and research challenges of D2D communicgtionaximize SE and ignore the energy consumption of UEs.
for current and future cellular networks were studied[ih, [3]n practical implementation, UEs are typically handheld de
[4], and the corresponding standardization activities imrd vices with limited battery life and can quickly run out of
Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) were introducég]in [battery if the energy consumption is ignored in the system
However, despite the numerous benefits brought by D2i2sign. Therefore, in this paper, we focus on how to optimize
communications,the introduction of D2D communicatiorte in the Energy Hiciency (EE) (defined as bjtdz/J) through
cellular networks poses many new challenges in the resouresource allocation in an interference-limited environine
Unfortunately, optimum EE and SE are not always achievable
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allocation algorithms for optimizing EE in the Device-to- —7L— desired signal
MultiDevice (D2MD) or D2D-cluster scenarios were studied ()  =====- > Intﬁrferecéefron
in [23] and [24] respectively. One major disadvantage of the %  erforencs fron

centralized algorithms is that the computational compyexi D2D UEs

and signaling overhead increase significantly with the nermb
of UEs. Besides, since the optimization process is carriel
out in the BS, the optimum solution needs to be deliverec
to the UEs within the channel coherence time. Instead 0b2p pair ]
maximizing EE, auction-based resource allocation schemde a ~ \[BjS----____ '
D2D cooperative relays were proposed to improve batten

UES

lifetime in [25] and [26] respectively. Fractional Freqagn \\/ UE4
Reuse (FFR) based two-stage resource allocation algorithi @
was proposed in[27]. Coalition game based resource sharir _ UEL

algorithms were proposed in [28]. [29] to jointly optimizeet

model selection and resource scheduling. The authors @&kumg. 1. System model of D2D communications with uplink chelnreuse.
that independent D2D UEs and cellular UEs can communicate

with one another and act together as one entity to improve the

EE in the game. analyses. Sectidn VIl gives the conclusion.
In this paper, firstly, we propose a distributed interfeeenc
aware energy4{@icient resource allocation algorithm to max- 1. System MODEL

imize each UE's EE subject to the QoS provisioning and

transmission power constraints. Since either cellular GEs In this paper, we consider the uplink scenario of a single
P ' . cellular network, which is composed of the base station, D2D

D2D UEs are selfish and are only interested in maximi2|rlgES and cellular UEs. Fig]1 shows the system model of

their gwn individual utility, which may be even COaniCtngZD communications with uplink resource sharing. There are
with each other. In order to solve this problem, we ado;g\}vo cellular UEs (UE and UB), and two D2D pai.rs (UE

a game-theoretic approach to model the resource allocatio b UE, and UE and UE respectively). A pair of D2D

problem as anoncooperative gamein which each player is S? gnsmitter and receiver forms a D2D link, and a cellular UE
interested and wants to maximize its own EE. Game theor

) ) s 9%¥%d the BS form a cellular link. The UEs in a D2D pair are
prov_ldes a topl _set for_ an_alyzmg thlmlzanon IorOblems*.w'tclose enough to enable D2D communications. Each cellular
multiple conflicting objective functions and has been wydel E is allocated with an orthogonal link (e.g., an orthogonal
used for resource allocation in D2D communications| [21 esource block in LTE), i.e., there is no Co-cha}mel interee
!n@[]mm[l_ﬂ[]ﬂlﬁg%rgrﬁ)g;id ;cr);:\?ecfnoopdegfﬂ\g gt]?;nzgcgggju:%?tween cellular UEs. At the same time, the two D2D pairs

’ ’ -ooperat 9 [guse the same channels allocated to cellular UEs in order to

a lower overhead for information exchange among UEs. BO|tm rove SE. As a result, the BS fsers from the interference
of the D2D UEs and cellular UEs are taken into consideration, P . R
The EE utility function of each blaver is defined as th(e:aused by the D2D transmitters (J&nd UE), and the D2D
utility: tuncti player 1 ! receivers (Ug and UE) sufer from the interference caused

SE divided by the total power consumption, which includ .
both transmission and circuit power. The formulated :Ey cellular UEs (Ug and UE) and the other D2D transmitters

maximization problem is non-convex but can be transformedat reuse the same channel gJar UE; respectively).
. . - . The set of UEs is denoted & = {N, K}, where N and
into a convex optimization problem by using the nonline

fractional programming developed iiL]32]. Then we proak denote the sets of D2D UEs and cellular UEs respectively.

that a Nash equilibrium exists in the noncooperative ar\r/jahe total numbers of D2D links and cellular links are denoted
1 €q . . P 9aMEN andK respectively. The Signal to Interference plus Noise
and the optimum solution obtained by the proposed algor|th|51

is exactly the Nash equilibrium. We also derive a spectral-altlo (SINR) of thei-th D2D pair { € N) in thek-th (k & %)

efficient algorithm and compare it with the proposed energ§:/hannel 's given by

efficient algorithm through computer simulations. Finally, we K p!‘g}‘
analyze the tradébbetween EE and SE in an interference- i = pkgk: Nk k ’
o ) . . cdci T ZJ:LJ# Pigyi + No
limited environment and derive closed-form expressionsof
and SE gaps for D2D and cellular UEs respectively. where p}‘, p&, and pX are the transmission power of the
The structure of this paper is organized as follows: Sectidh D2D transmitter, thek-th cellular UE, and thej-th D2D
[ introduces the system model of the D2D communicaransmitter in thek-th channel respectively:‘ is the channel
tion underlaying cellular networks. Sectibnl lll introdscihe gain of thei-th D2D pair, g'g,i is the interference channel
distributed iterative optimization algorithm for maxirmg gain between thé-th cellular UE and theé-th D2D receiver,
each UE's EE. Sectidn 1V introduces the distributed spéctrand g'ii is the interference channel gain between thth
efficient resource allocation algorithm for the purpose dd2D transmitter and théth D2D receiver.Ny is the noise
comparison. SectidnlV introduces the traffdetween EE and power. p'ég'g’i and 2’]-\‘:1’]-94 p'j‘g'jfi denote the interference from
SE for the energy{éicient and spectralficient algorithms. the cellular UE and the other D2D pairs that reuse kb
Section[V] introduces the simulation parameters, results achannel respectively.

1)
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The received SINR of thke-th cellular UE at the BS is given  For thei-th D2D pair, its EEUdEE depends not only op ,
by but also on the strategies taken by other UEsSiyi},
pd i» P P |EE is defined as

Pigk
ve= o No’ @ d (nd nd nC e
1 Py +No Uiee(Pis P Pl P2k
wheregX is the channel gain between tkeh cellular UE and Z loa, (1 + #
S i i i rd k=102 Pk + X0 i P +No
the BS, 4, is the interference channel gain between rthb == el i R et (7)
D2D transmitter and the BS in theth channel. 3, pfg¥, pi,total Sier 7 P+ 2Per

denotes the interference from all of the D2D pairs to the BS
in the k-th channel. Therefore, the EE maximization problem of thth D2D pair

The achievable rates of thieth D2D pair and thek-th is formulated as
cellular UE are given by

. max. USEE(pid, %, pg. P%Y)
s.t. Cl,C2. 8
= log, (1+44). 3) ©)
k=1
re = log, (1+7%). (4)
d
The total power consumption of the¢h D2D pair and thék-th Cliui> Ri({min’ ©)
cellular UE are given b K
9 y C2:0< 3 P < e (10)
k=1
pﬁtotal = Z + 2ir, (5) o . .
k Similarly, the EE of thek-th cellular UEU ¢ is defined as
oo = — P+ Peirs 6
Peioa n Dc P © re log, (1+ P SCZC +No)
(s| . . . UC ‘d’ d‘, , C - k — i=1 MiYic )
where p, ., is the total power consumption of ti¢h D2D kee (PP P2 P PZy) o o %pc * Do

pair, which is composed of the transmission power over all of
the K channels, i.e.yf 17 1pk, and the circuit power of both
the D2D transmitter and receiver, i.epq. The circuit power The corresponding EE maximization problem is formulated as
of any UE is assumed as the same and is denoteuljas;

is the Power Amplifier (PA) ficiency, i.e., 0<n < 1. pg max. U;EE(pid, p%, S, pc,)

is the total power consumption of theth cellular UE, which st C3.CA. (12)

is composed of the transmission powjernC and the circuit ’

power only at the transmitter side. The power consumption of

(11)

the BS is not taken into consideration. C3irf> Rﬁmn, (13)
C4:0<pf<pt (14)
I1l. DISTRIBUTED |NTERFERENCE-AWARE ENERGY-EFFICIENT ¢ = Tomax
RESOURCE ALLOCATION The constraints C1 and C3 specify the QoS requirements in
A. Problem Formulation terms of minimum transmission rate. C2 and C4 are the non-

ne ative constraints on the power allocation variables.
In the centralized resource allocation, the optimizatién o 9 P

the sum EE is carried out by the BS that requires the com-

plete network knowledge. The computational complexity argl Quality of Service Analysis
signaling overhead increase significantly with the numter o
UEs. Therefore, in this section, we focus on the more praktic In this paper, we have considered the QoS requirement
distributed resource allocation problem, which is modeled in terms of transmission rate (or equivalently SINR), which
a noncooperative game. is one of the most important metrics and has been widely

In the noncooperative game, each UE is self-interested amged in [9], [17], [19], [28], [29]. Other important QoS

wants to maximize its own EE. The strategy set of itb requirements such as delay, or interference threshold lsan a

D2D transmitter is denoted eﬁ‘ k | 0 < Z||<<=1 p:‘ < Dbe expressed as functions of the transmission rate. In this
p; max,k € K}, Vi € N. The strategy set of thk-th cellular subsection, we investigate relationships amorfteént QoS
UE is denoted apf = {p§ | 0 < p < PE el YK € K. pI requirements. Due to the space limitation, multi-QoS based

and p ., are the maximum transmission power constraintesource allocation schemes are out of the scope of this pape
for D2D UEs and cellular UEs respectively. The strategy sand will be studied in future works.

of the other D2D transmitters i\ {i} is denoted agp? P = If we deflneTldmln as the delay tolerance, and there are a
{pk | 0< Zk 1 p <P rnax,k eK,jeN,j+#1i}, Vi e N. The total of Bd , bits needed to be transmitted I]Sﬁ . Assuming
strategy set of the other cellular UEs \{k} is denoted as the channel is static during the optimization per|od thes ne

PC =P 1 0 < P < Phymaxs M€ K, m# K}, Yk € K. EE maximization problem with the QoS requirement in terms
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of delay is given by where pid* is the best response of thegh D2D transmitter
4 d d e c given the other UEs’ strategigs’;, p¢, pc,. The following
max.  Uige(Pi’, P5i. P PZi) (15) theorem can be proved:
I Bﬂr:n i a6 Theorem 1: The maximum EEg® is achieved if and only
I
I
o < o max. r(pf) - o e (%) = 19(P) — 0 Pl (P =
. ¥ X . tot tot -
C2:0< Z pi < Pl max- (17) i \Mj i Mito i i itol i (25)
By rearranging the constrai@l’, we have Proof: The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Appendi} A.
|
gd
ord g Bldmn imin —'d"ﬂ o Theorem 1 shows that the transformed problem with an
M Timin 2 Bipin = f 2 =g =" = Rfmin- equivalent objective function in subtractive form is egl@nt
i,min 18 to the non-convex problem, i.e., they lead to the same optimu
18)  solution pd.
3 B,dmn Similarly, for the maximum EE of th&-th cellular UEq",
Hence, by deﬂmngﬂdmn = T, Ve can show that(15) is we will have similar theorem asheorem 1:

equivalent to[(B).
Another important QoS requirement is interference thresn-
old, which is particularly important for ensuring propereoa-

Theorem 2: The maximum EEg” is achieved if and only

tion of cellular UEs. If we defing;, ., as the maximum tolera- max. ré(pe) — 4 P .y (p%) = re(PS) — @ P,y () = O
ble interference for th&-th ceIIuIarUE the EE maximization K Ko AT ko (26)
problem with the QoS requirement in terms of interference
threshold is given by py" is the best response of theth cellular UE given the other
max. USo(p. pb.. oF. pf.) 19) UEs’ strategiep®,, p?, p?,. o and qﬁ* are not u.nique[[EZ]..
: kEE i F-iv Mo Pk Lemma 1: The transformed objective function in subtractive
form is a concave function.
st C3: Z p, g,c lmese (20) Proof: The proof of Lemma 1 is given in Appendix B.
[ |
C4: 0< PE < PR max: (21)

Lemma 2: max(pl (p qI p; total(p) is monotonically
Rearranging[{2),[{4), the interference pait, pig¥, can be decreasing as’ increases.

written as a function of¢, which is given by Proof: The proof of Lemma 2 is given in Appendix C.
[ ]
N
Z plgk = F:'ég'é ~ No. 22) Theorem 3: F(qf) = maXpe) f d(p%) — o P totaj(pl) =0 has a
R | unique solutiong®.
) o Proof: The proof of Theorem 3 is given in AppendiX D.
By rearranging the constrai@3, we have -
d(nd
m pkgk Lemma 3: For any feasible p , max( d)r (I
Cc cJC Cc
Zp.g.c<| = 1~ No = licmax AP (P > 0.
K K Proof: The proof of Lemma 3 is given in AppendiX E.
=y > log, (1+ chgc) (23) u
Ikmax NO

Defining R¢ ., = log, |1+ lcpcgEN , C3 can be rewritten as D. The Iterative Optimization Algorithm

rg > R iy Which is exactly the same 3. Hence, for the The proposed algorithm is summarized in Algorithhmis
(cth cellular UE, we can show thdt (19) is equivalent(tol (12),4 iteration indexlw, is the maximum number of iterations,
and A is the maximum tolerance. At each iteration, for any
C. The Objective Function Transformation givenq or g;, the resource allocation strategy for the D2D UE
o)y the cellular UE can be obtained by solving the following

The objective functions in[18) and_(12) are non-conve
) [18) ) rHansformed optimization problems respectively:

due to the fractional form. In order to derive a closed-for
solution, we transform the fractional objective functiand

d
AR . ) . ) max.
convex optimization function by using the nonlinear frantl (p )- q, p, total (p )

programming developed in [82]. We define the maximum EE s.t. C1,C2. (27)
of thei-th D2D pair asqid*, which is given by
rid(pi ") max. r(pg) — qﬁpﬁ,total (PR)

g = max. UdEE(p. .p%.pE %) = (i (24) s.t. C3,C4. (28)
|total(p )
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Taking the D2D UEs as an examp|e’ the Lagrangian asﬁigorithm 1 Iterative Resource Allocation Algorlthm

ciated with the problen{{27) is given by
Lee (P!, ai.5) = () ~ o' Pl (P) .

K .
RGN INE DO B O
k=1

whereq;, gi are the Lagrange multipliers associated with thes'
constraints C1 and C2 respectively. Since the transformest
problem is in a standard concave form withffeientiable

objective and constraint functions, the Karush-Kuhn-Tarck "
(KKT) condition are used to find the optimum solutions. The®
equivalent dual problem can be decomposed into two subprols:
lems: the maximization problem solves the power allocation_
problem to find the best strategy and the minimization prmblelo:

1: g0 0,08 « 0, Lyax < 10,n e 1, A « 103
2: for n=1 to Lyax dO

if D2D link then
solve [27) for a giveng! and obtain the set of
strategie9?
if rA(p?) — ol (PY) < A, then
ré(p)
pd = pd, andg® = — 1~
| I I pgtotal(pi )
break
else
d ri(p?)
i =5 gandn=n+1
Pl (PD)
end if

else

solves the master dual problem to find the correspondirﬂlléj

. . .
Lagrange multipliers, which is given by solve [2B) for a giveng; and obtain the set of

strategiegy,

. d .
min . max. 30) 13 fré(ps) — qeps °)Y < A, th

(@ > O,I,Bi - 0) (p.d;( Lee(pi's @i, Bi) (30) if re(PR) — Gk P total (PR) re( C*)en
' 14: PC* = pe, andqy = << Pi -
For any giveng?, the solution is given by . break Pk total (P

«[n@+a)loge  Prgki+ )y PGk + No | ay T e
e g ’ 17: o= =, andn=n+1

 Peroar (PR)
where K]* = max0,x}. Equation [(3ll) indicates a water- 18 end if

filling algorithm for transmission power allocation, andeth 19: end if
interference from the other UEs decreases the water legel. R0: end for
solving the minimization problem, the Lagrange multipdier
can be updated by using the gradient method [33], [34] as

Proof: The proof of Theorem 4 is given in Appendik F.
ai(t+1) = [ai (7) — pia(7) (rid(r) - Rfmin)r , (32) P g PP d'-lz

K - Theorem 5: The proposed iterative optimization algorithm
Bi(r+1)= [ﬁi(‘f) + i p(7) [Z () - D.dm]} . (33) converges to the optimum EE.
k=1 Proof: The proof of Theorem 5 is given in AppendiX G.
wheret is the iteration indexui ., uig are the positive step [ |
sizes. The solution of problern (30) converges to the optimum
solution in [27) if the step sizes are chosen to satisfy t
diminishing step size rules[34]. Since the Lagrange miigtip ) ) o ) )

The proposed iterative optimization algorithm is based on

updating techniques are beyond the scope of this paper,

interested readers may refer f0[33],]34] and referencaeih the nonlinear fractional programming developed[inl [32]eTh
for details. iterative algorithm solves the convex problem 6f1(27) (or

Similarly, for any givenct, the solution is given by ))d at each iteration, a}nd produces an increasing sequenc
. of g° (or gy) values which are proved to converge to the

« |m@+dW)log,e Zi'il p!‘g!fc + No optimum EE (Theorem 5) at a superlinear convergence rate
Pc = o +n0 gk ’ (34) [35]. Taking thei-th D2D pair as an example, in each iteration,

X C ) ] ] (27) is solved by using the Lagrange dual decomposition. The
wheredy, 6 are the Lagrange multipliers associated with thgyorithmic complexity of this method is dominated by the

rEPT Complexity Analysis

constraints C3 and C4 respectively.

A Nash equilibrium is a set of power allocation strategieé(lq

calculations given by[{31), which leads to a total compiexit

pK) whenK is large, wherd4 o 1S the number of

|d
i,dual "i,lo0 i,du

that none UE (neither D2D UE nor cellular UE) can unilatefzarations required for reaching convergence, li@ua < Linax,

ally improve its EE by choosing a fiierent power allocation 4pqd

strategy, i.e.¥i € N,Vk e K,

Ufee @, p%. PR, p%) = Ufee (B, % PR, PO
Cee(P™, p%. pg, p%) = Ug e (0%, p%. PE, pC).

iloop is the required number of iterations for solving the
dual problem.

In particular, the dual probleri (BO) is decomposed into two
subproblems: the inner maximization problem solves the the
power allocation problem to find the best strategy and the

Theorem 4: A Nash equilibrium exists in the noncooperaiveuter minimization problem solves the master dual problem t

game. Furthermore, the strategy mﬁ*pﬁ* lieN,ke XK}
obtained by using Algorithrfil1 is the Nash equilibrium.

find the corresponding Lagrange multipliers. In the innekma

imization problem, a total of%; 11}, K(N+3) real additions,
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|fduajlﬂoopK(N + 5) real multiplications, andfduajlﬂoopK real The Uge defined in [3B) is not a concave function fpf, pk

comparisons are required. In the outer minimization proigle (p!‘ € Pq, Pk € Pe), and it is intractable to find the global

d d it d i
a total of Ii,dualli,loop(K + 3) real additions, g,jdualli,loop real maximum EE of the overall network. However, we can get

multiplications, and Qdduaj'idmop real comparisons are requiredsome insights about energyfieient power allocation design
In conclusion, a total ofid, |d (KN + 4K + 3) real ad- by considering some special cases. The price of anarchy for

i,dual "i,loop . . .
ditions, Iidduallidloop(KN + 5K + 2) real multiplications, and the gent_aral case is analyz.ed through computer simulations.
18! Coop(K + 2) real comparisons are required for then 1) Noise Domlnatelij kCase Jhe noise domlnate(Nj case rep-
D2D pair. resents thalNo >> pcgg; + Xy i+ Pigji No >> Xy Pigie

Vi € N,Vk € K. Thus, the EE maximization problem in
o ) the noise dominated case is decomposed into independent
F. Distributed Implementation N + K subproblems, which is equivalent to the solution of
In the formulated EE maximization problem, the best rehe distributed algorithm. Therefore, in the noise donedat
sponse of théth D2D transmittepid depends on the strategiesase, the price of anarchy is 1.
of all other UEs, i.e.pﬂi,pﬁ, pS,. In order to obtain this knowl-  2) Cellular UE Dominated Case: The cellular UE dom-
edge, each UE has to broadcast its transmission strategyintted case arises in scenarios where a cellular UE is far
other UEs. However, we observe that théisient information from the BS but close to the D2D pair, and the transmission
of p%, p¢, ch\I‘ are contained in the form of interference, i.e power of cellular UEs is much stronger than the transmission
Pk andX L, i Pg;. In this way, each D2D pair has only topower of the D2D transmitter, i.epk >> p, pkgk; >> pkgk,
estimate the interference on all available channels tahéte Vi € N, Vk € K. The D2D UEs are forced to stop transmission
the power optimization rather than knowing the specifictstra due to the severe interference caused by cellular UEs, which
gies of other UEs. For thk-th cellular UE, the BS estimatessolely occupy all of the available channels. Thus, the EE
the interference from D2D pairs on theth channel and then maximization problem can be decomposed into independent
feeds back this information to the cellular UE. If UEs updat& subproblems, which is equivalent to the solution of the
their strategies sequentially, player strategies willn¢velly distributed algorithm. Therefore, in the cellular UE doatied
converge to a Nash equilibrium, which is proved to exist ipase, the price of anarchy is 1.
Theorem 4. The D2D peer discovery techniques and the design

of strategy U_pda“r‘g meChan_ism are out of the scope of thiS D srripUTED INTERFERENCE-AWARE SPECTRAL-EFFICIENT
paper and will be discussed in future works. RESOURCE ALLOCATION

_ . In this section, for the purpose of comparison, we derive
G. Efficiency Analysis the distributed interference-aware spectfiilegnt resource
One useful solution for evaluating thdéfieiency of a Nash allocation by employing the noncooperative game model de-
equilibrium is the price of anarchy. The price of anarchyeloped in Sectiofilll. Each UE is self-interested and wants
is defined as the ratio of the maximum social welfare, i.ee maximize its own SE rather than EE, and the power con-
sum EE of the overall network, achieved by a centralizeshmption is completely ignored in the optimization process
resource allocation scheme to the EE achieved at the woisdr thei-th D2D pair, its SE utility functionUi‘fSE depends
case equilibrium([36]. not only onpd, but also on the strategies taken by other UEs
The EE of the overall network is a function of the powei S\{i}, i.e., [ P, P, Ud. is defined as
allocation strategies, which is given by § dod e e ’
N pd Koore Ui'se(Pi ’Kp—i’pk’ P%) »
|
Veele 70 ; Plow &1 Plooa e == ZlOQZ L+ == NpI K K K :
’ k=1 Pedei + 2j-1j+i Pjg; + No

wherePy andP. are the sets of power allocation strategies for R
D2D UEs and cellular UEs respectively, i.€4 = {pk | 0 < Therefore, the SE maximization problem of théh D2D

oKL Pk < pﬂmx’i e N,keK), Pc={pt10<pf< P e K € pair is formulated as

(39)

%}. This definition of [37) is not based on the ratio of sum U (pC, p, pS, pC,)
network throughput to sum network power consumption as in ' LSBT > Ft> Fle Pk
[27], [28], because transmission power and achievables rate S.t. Clc2 (40)
can not be shared among UESI[37]. Similarly, the SE of theék-th cellular UEUC_ is defined as
Taking (1), (2), [3), [W), [(5), and (6) intd(B7), the EE of ’
the overall network is rewritten as pkgk
kK IE,SE(pid’ P, PP = g = log, [ 1+ ﬁ ’
N, Yicslog, (1 + %) Ziz1 Pigic+ No
= PCdei+ 2= j4i pjgjviJrNO (41)
Uee (P, Pc) = Z

i=1 lele % pr + 2pcir
lo 1 pkot

gz( " p:(gECJrNO)_ (38) max. Ugse(Pf. p%, PR PCY)
k=1 %p‘é + Peir s.t. C3,CA4. (42)

The corresponding SE maximization problem is formulated as
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It is noted that the objective functions ih_{40) afd](42) arare derived in Sectiof_lll and Sectidn]IV respectively, is
concave and closed-form solution can be derived by explpitidefined as

the properties of convex optimization. Taking the D2D UEs as U
an example, given the other UEs’ strategids, p, p°,, the Glep = U — d'i
Lagrangian associated with the probldm](40) is given by ’ ’ (P iota)SE
K Pieedt )
LSE(pid’ a'i’ﬂi) _ Zk:l I092 (1 * p‘éfEEgléiJrZE\‘:Lj#i plj(jiEEg‘J'(Ti*’NO
K = K 1k
Zk:l o + 2pcir
= () + o1 (r(pf) = Rlun) = (Z i - pﬁm), (43) ) T
=t k1108, (1 - plé*SEgléiJrZ?‘:‘Lj#i pligEgT,i+N0) 49
whereq;, pi are the Lagrange multipliers associated with the B le<<_1 1ok 4 2pg ’ (49)
constraints C1 and C2 respectively. The equivalent Lagrang =t nTSE
dual problem: where U, and U, are the maximum EE and SE which
) g are obtained by solving the problems [d (8) ahd (40) respec-
min . max. Lse(p;,ai,pi) (44) tively. pKee and pke are the optimum energyficient power

(@ 20420 (pf) allocation solution given by Algorithm 1 (using(31) afd}34
The dual problem in[{44) can be decomposed into tv\;gspectwely)p}ng andp'éj‘SE are the optimum spectrafigient
subproblems: the maximization problem solves the powBPWer allocation solution given by (45) arid [46) respedyive
allocation problem to find the best strategy and the minl"€ SE gap between the spectréilaent algorithm and the
mization problem solves the master dual problem to find tfR9€rgy-éicient algorithm is defined as
corresponding Lagrange multipliers. For any givang;, the

SPETE Glse = U — (p%oa)ee U
solution is given by LSE = MILSE A total LEE

K ks k
Pi sedi
. =z:|092[1+ = i,SEZi ]
k=1

K N ok
Pesedei + 2j-1jx Pjsed)i + No

g _ [+ adlog2e P + )it ja PGk + No

. (45)
' B gt K Pieed
. L - . . _Zl()gZ 1+ ke K N ke K :
Equation [(4b) indicates a water-filling algorithm for tramis- Py Peeedei + 2Zj-1j+ Pjeed)i + No
sion power allocation, and the interference from the othies U (50)

decreases the water level. The Lagrange multipliers can be

updated by using the gradient method introduced in Secti%H““arly' forthek—th cellular UE, the EE _and SE 9aps between
M the energy-fiicient and the spectraliecient algorithms are

Similarly, the optimum solution opf* is given by given by
Cx
L+ 5)logre  Zhypg + No|' GF e = Ubye — KEE
i ] , (46) ’ NG
K 9c

< k K K
Ny o 00, (1+ i) 10u(1+ g
whereéy, 6 are the Lagrange multipliers associated with the = o SLLEETIC - — SLSETe
constraints C3 and C4 respectively. 7 Pcee + Peir 7Pcse + Peir
A Nash equilibrium is a set of power allocation strategies (51)
that none UE (neither D2D UE nor cellular UE) can unilater-
ally improve its SE by choosing a fiéeérent power allocation

strategy, i.e.v¥i € N,Vk e K,

El

C _ Cx C Cx
kse = Yi'se — (Pkrota)EEUk e

= log [1 + plgSEglé ]
= log, -
i Pisedtc + No

pléTEEglé
. . . . Z.N p!‘* g!‘ + N ’
Theorem 6: A Nash equilibrium exists in the noncooperaive i=1 PiEeTic ™ 10

game. Furthermore, the strategy $e",p" | i € N.k € k) whereUZ. and UZ, are the maximum EE and SE which
obtained by[(45),[{46) is the Nash equilibrium. are obtained by solving{1.2) and{42) respectively.
Proof: The proof of Theorem 6 is given in Appendid H.  Ajthough the EE and SE gaps can be calculated by using
B @9, [B0), [51), [(BR), the numerical results depends on the
specific channel realization in each simulation and a large
number of simulations are required to obtain the average
result. In order to facilitate analysis and get some insight
In this section, we investigate the tradiebetween EE and we consider a special case that all the signal channels have
SE. For thei-th D2D pair, the EE gap between the energythe same power gaip, and all the interference channels have
efficient algorithm and the spectraffieient algorithm, which the same power gaig. The interference level of the overall

Ulse (0™, p%. pi', p%) > Ulse (0%, p pE P, (47)
Ugse™. p%. pE" p%) > Ugoe(pf. p%. P pS).  (48)

—log, (1 + (52)

V. ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND SPECTRAL EFFICIENCY TRADEOFF
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TABLE |

network is defined a$ = % The EE and SE gaps defined in SIMULATION PARAMETERS.
@9), (50), [B1),[(5R) can be rewritten as
pe Parameter Value
K |ng 1 + WEEMINO Cell radius 500 m
gl - Poee ! +(N-DPe 1+ Maximum D2D transmission distance 25 m
i,EE %pE(TEE + 2Pcir Maximum t‘ran‘smission powquﬁmx, pimax 200 mW (23 dBm)
’ ; Constant circuit powepgr 10 mW (10 dBm)
Pise Thermal noise poweN 107w
Klog, |1+ ——=—+ poweto
% Poe NPl +2 Number of D2D pairsN 5
- K s (53) Number of cellular UEK 3
2 Pise T 2cir PA efficiency 7 35%
QoS of cellular UER; i, 0.1 bifs/Hz
ok QoS of D2D UESR™ . 0.5 bifsHz
i.SE
Gl =Klog, |1+ L
i,.SE 2 ks ks No
Pose! + (N - 1)pse! + >
pk* 500 T T T T T T T T T
i,.EE
- Klog, |1+ : ) (54) 400} é 7
Pl + Npleg | + Mo
c,EE ILEE g 300l * |
P P 200} ® 1
log, [1+ —F+ log, 1+ —/=+ -
c % Nplge !+ 2 % Nplgel+2 E 100} ® .
kEE = 1k - 1k _ <
EpcjﬁEE + Peir EpcjﬁSE + Peir g o D g
(65)  § i %
8 -100- * i
'}
e -200- g
pc SE ¥ Cellular UEs
GE,SE = logZ 1+ P : No -300- ‘ * D2D transmitters | |
Npi,SEI + 9 X D2D receivers
ke -400t B ss |
—lo 1+ L (56) ~50 I I I I I | | | |
% Npks |+ No |° -500 -400 -300 -200 -100 O 100 200 300 400 500
pi,EE + g Location in x (m)

The relationships among the EE and SE trdtjethe EE
and SE gap, and the interference level are analyzed throdfgh 2.  The locations of D2D UEs and cellular UEs generatecbrie

; ; ; ; ; imulation N = 5, K = 3, the cell radius is 500 m, and maximum D2D
simulations by using the above the equations derived abo iStance is 25 m ). A total of 1000 simulations are performed.

VI. SmmuLATiON RESULTS

In this section, the proposed algorithm is verified througl is clear that the proposed energffigient algorithm sig-
computer simulations. The values of simulation parametexs nificantly outperforms the spectrafigient algorithm and the
inspired by [7], [10], [21] , and are summarized in Tafle Irandom algorithm in terms of EE in an interference-limited
We compare the proposed EE maximization algorithm (labelegvironment. The spectrafiient algorithm has the worst EE
as “energy-#icient”) with the SE maximization algorithm (la- performance among the three because power consumption is
beled as “spectralficient” ), and the random power allocationcompletely ignored in the optimization process.
algorithm (labeled as “random”). The results are averagedFig.[4 shows the normalized average EE of cellular links
through a total number of 1000 simulations and normalizesrresponding to the number of game iterations. The simula-
by the maximum value. For each simulation, the locations tbn results demonstrate that the proposed algorithm aekhie
the cellular UEs and D2D UEs are generated randomly withihe best performance again. Comparing . 4 with Elg. 3,
a cell with a radius of 500 m. Fidl] 2 shows the locations afe find that the D2D links can achieve a much better EE
D2D UEs and cellular UEs generated in one simulation. Thiean the cellular links due to the proximity gain and the
maximum distance between any two D2D UEs that form @hannel reuse gain. The proximity gain is achieved by shorte
D2D pair is 25 m. The channel gain between the transmitteansmission distance, while the channel reuse gain ieeeti
i and the receivejj is calculated a$1ij?|hi,,-|2 [7], [27], [25], by proper interference management. The proposed energy-
whered ; is the distance between the transmittesind the efficient algorithm and the conventional SE algorithm converge
receiver j, hij is the complex Gaussian channel flmgent to the equilibrium within 3~ 4 game iterations, while the
that satisfiedy ; ~ CN(0, 1). random algorithm fluctuates around the equilibrium since

Fig. @ shows the normalized average EE of D2D linkthat the transmission power strategy is randomly selected.
corresponding to the number of game iterations. The normalthough power consumption is also ignored in the random
ized average EE of the proposed enerficent algorithm algorithm, the random algorithm performs better than the
converge to 129, while the random algorithm converge tepectral-icient algorithm. The reason is explained in Fig.
0.124 and the spectralicient algorithm converge to.064. [H.
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Fig. 4. The normalized average enerdgiyatency of ceIIuIar links correspond- Fig. 6. The energyféciency and spectralféciency gaps of the cellular UE
ing to the number of game iterationdl = 5, K = 3, p . = pf ., = 200 with regards to the interference levelg = 1,N = 1K = 1, P rex = Phmex =
mw, Rﬁmm = 0.1 bit/s/Hz, Rdmn = 0.5 bit/s/Hz, 1000 simulations). 200 mW).

Fig. [ shows the trad@b between EE and SE for bitssHz and 5426 bitgs/J respectively. In comparison, for
the cellular UE under dierent interference scenarios, i.e.the case of = —15 dB, the maximum achievable SE and EE
| = -20,-15,-10dB. We consider the special case discussede 5 bitgsHz and 2821 bitgs/J respectively. By increasing
in Section[. The SE of the cellular UE is increased frornthe interference level froma20 dB to —15 dB, the maximum
0 bityg/Hz to 7 bitggyHz with a step of @, and the corre- achievable SE and EE are reduced by nearly 24% and 48%
sponding transmission powef is calculated by usindg{2) and respectively. We conclude that as interference level aszs,
(4). We assume that the D2D transmitter is selfish and alway® EE decreases more rapidly than the SE. Furthermore, if
use the maximum transmission power. For each step of Skg further increase the transmission power, the EE degrades
the corresponding EE is obtained through simulations. i& thseverely while the SE only improves slightly. For example,
special case, the channel gains are fixed and the maximwmen| = —20 dB, if we increase the SE from.2 bitysHz
achievable SE is limited by the transmission power constraito 4 bitgs/Hz, the corresponding EE is reduced from.Zs!
For example, wherl = —-15 dB, the maximum achievablebitss/J to 3783 bitgs/J. As a result, the SE is only increased
UE,SE is only 50728 bit¢gyHz. Simulation results are infeasibleby 1.8 bitgysHz, but the EE is reduced by ¥8 bitgHz/J.
whenUg e > 6 bitys/Hz. Hence, increasing transmission power beyond the power for
For the case of = —-20 dB, the maximum achievable SEoptimum EE brings little SE improvement but significant EE
and EE subject to the transmission power constraint @e @oss. However, in the severe interference case|i-e+10dB,
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performance degradation of the distributed algorithm.

1.2235

/
1.223f . VII. ConcLusioN

, In this paper, we proposed a distributed interference-awar

1.2225¢ e energy-dicient resource allocation algorithm for D2D com-
B 2 munications by exploiting the properties of the nonlinear
5§ L1222 / 1 fractional programming. Simulation results have demanstt
5 J/ that the proposed energyheient algorithm significantly out-
g 1.2215¢ 7 1 performs the spectralfigcient algorithm in terms of EE for
pe both cellular and D2D links. We have analyzed the trdfleo
12211 ; 1 between EE and SE and derived closed-form expressions for
_ o EE and SE gaps. Through simulation results we found that in

12205 — -0~ '~ 6o o= o- =6 an interference-limited environment, increasing trarssion
power beyond the power for optimum EE brings little SE
1.22 L L L L . . .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 improvement but significant EE loss. Therefore, the progose
Quality of Service Requirement of D2D UEs R(, . (biusiH2) energy-dicient algorithm can bring significant EE improve-

ment subject to little SE loss.

Fig. 7. The price of anarchy with regards to the QoS requimrﬂaﬁ’min =
Rin/5N=1K=1pd  =pf  =200mWw, 1000 simulations). APPENDIX A
ProOF OF THE THEOREM 1
_ _ The proof of the Theorem 1 is similar to the proof of the
the EE loss is not so large due to the fact that the maximumheorem (page 494 iri [82]). Firstly, we prove the necessity

achievable EE is limited by the interference. proof. For any feasible strategy sgt, Vi € N, we have
Fig. [ also explains why the random algorithm performs o 4/
better than the spectraffeient algorithm. Taking the case of de _ i ) S ri (py) (57)
I

Pl (P Piora (P)
By rearranging[(57), we obtain

| = —-15 dB as an example, the spectréia@ent algorithm

always select the point with maximum EE, (i.e., SB

bitssHz, EE= 8.618 bitgHz/J). Among the 26 points on

the curve, there is only one point (SE bitygHz, EE=0 r(p™) - o plow (™) = O, (58)

blts/Hz/J), whose EE performgnce is worse. In othe_r words, rid(pid) _qi*pgmaj(pid) <0. (59)

if we randomly select one point out of these 26 points, the

probability of having a higher EE than the spectrfileient Hence, the maximum value of (p?) — o pf, ., (p) is 0, and

algorithm is 2426 ~ 92%. For the case df = —20 dB and can only be achieved by, which is obtained by solving the

| = —10 dB, the probability is approximately 91% and 89%E maximization problem defined ial(8). This completes the

respectively. Therefore, this shows that the random alyori necessity proof.

performs better than the spectrdiigient algorithm. Now we turn to the sfliciency proof. Assume thg’ is the
Fig.[d shows the EE and SE gaps of the cellular UE (definegtimal solution which satisfies that

in (B5) and [(Bb) respectively) with regards to the intenfiee . ~ N ~

level I. From Fig[®, it is clear that both the EE and SE gaps r(pf) = o Plora (PF) < 1) — A" Pliora (Bf) = 0. (60)

(G;":EE and G;":SE) decrease as the interference levéhcreas- By rearranging[{60), we have

ing. In particular, the EE gap decreases much more rapidly dred drod

than the SE gap, which verifies again that in an interference- d« _ rr(p5) > r'(pd) (61)

limited environment, increasing transmission power belyon ' thota](f)id) - picjtotaj(pid).

th f ti EE bri little SE i t but o . o
1€ power Tor opfimum rihgs fitie 'mprovemen uHence,pid is also the solution of the EE maximization problem
significant EE loss. Therefore, the proposed eneiffigient defined in [B), i.e.pd = p&. This completes the iency
, e.pl = p. Sliic

algorithm can bring significant EE improvement subject to

little SE loss. proof.
Fig. [@ shows the price of anarchy with regards to the

QoS requirement&’ . and R . . R . is increased from

0 to 1 bifsHz with a step of 0.1, and¥ . = R4 . /5.

The exhaustive optimum sum EE is used for comparison.Taking ri(pf) — ¢’ pf,.., (?) as an example, which is the

The simulation result indicates that the proposed disteithu transformed objective function in subtractive form copesd-

algorithm provides high systentfgiency (the price of anarchy ing to thei-th D2D pair. The first part?(pf) can be rewritten

is close to 1). Moreover, the price of anarchy is stable belo#s

1.23, and only increases slightly as QoS requirement isesea K

The reason is that as QoS requirement increases, bothazellul  ré(p?) = Z log, |1+

UEs and D2D UEs become aggressive, which leads to the k=1 P

AppPENDIX B
Proor orF THE LEMMA 1

pkgk

Kk N kK
cdei T Lj=1j+i P}9ji + No

. (62)
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which is the sum ofK concave functions. The second parNash equilibriurrfJid (ﬁid # pid*) to obtain the maximum EEE*.

—0f o (PT) is given by However, by Theorem I can only be achieved by choosing
‘ pd. Then, we must havp! = p®, which contradicts with the
1 tion. Therefor@d is part of the Nash equilibrium. A
—gdpd dy = —g@| S Zpk 4+ 2pg g3) assump ISP a
APt (P = =G [; e pc"]’ ©3)  Gimilar proof holds fopg*. It is proved that the sefp*, p¢* |

which is the sum ofK affine functions. Since the sum of aI € N,k € %} obtained by using Algorithri]1 is the Nash

: S “equilibrium.
concave function and anffme function is also concave, this

completes the proof of Lemma 1. ArPENDIX G

PrOOF OF THE THEOREM 5
Firstly, we prove that the EE for theth D2D pair qid

increases in each iteration. We denote tlﬁﬁ(n) as the
optimum resource allocation policies in theh iteration, and

AppPeEnDIX C
Proor oF THE LEMMA 2

Defineq®™ < g, and defing™ andp®™ as the correspond-

ing optimum solutions respectively. We have q as the optimum EE. We denoté(n) andqf(n+ 1) as the
m?xrf’(pf’) — o7 Pl (OF) = r (™) - o Pl (PT) EE in then-th iteration anddm + 1)-t£1 iteration dresp()jectively,
(Cp) and we assume thaf(n) # g%, andg?(n+ 1) # g*. g?(n+1)
> 13(p®) - ¢ Pl () > ri(p%) — o o (P) IS updated di?d'zhsn-th iteration of the proposed Algorithm 1
= maxr(pd) — 6 pfoya (PF _ o)
= haxTi (P) = G Piotar (PF)- (64) astha = oy We have
T e r(p{ (M) - o () pfora (P ()
Pr T 3 A N
OOF OFTHE THEOREM = rl(® () - () P (BT (M)

We have the following fact: Iirgiiaﬁ,m F(qid = +oo, and

=g’n+2)p% __(p%n)) - g?(n)pd __(pd
|imqid—>+oo F(q:—j) - oo, SInCEF(qu) is monotonically decreas- q (n + )p|,t0tal(p| (n)) 4 (n)p|,total(p| (n))

Th lemmas3
ing asq’ increases and continuous faf, F(q!) = 0 has a = pﬁtotaj(ﬁid(n))(qid(n+ 1) - g?(n)) coremilefmaziemma
unigue solutiong®. Otherwise, if we assume thaf*"+ q*, o (30
and F(@™) = 0, according to Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, we = gi(n+1)> () (66)

must either haveF(q®) = 0 > F(@®) (if g > q¥), or
F(@™) = 0 < F@) if (8™ < g®). This contradicts with
the assumption tha®* # g, and F(§) = 0.

Secondly, by combiningf(n + 1) > gf(n), Lemma 2, and
Lemma 3, we can prove that

m:;:erid(pid) - q'(n) pic,itotal ()

APrPENDIX E P
Prooror e Lo 3 » maxtd(p) - (0 + Do)
Define an feasible solutiop such thatg? = pd‘(pégd), we P
have o > maxr{(pf) = o Pliar(PY) = 1 (P") = 0 Pliora (PF) = 0.
Pi
Tgl)xrf‘(p?) = o Pl (P1) = r(B) — 0 P (B) = . (67)

(65) Therefore,qid(n) is increased in each iteration and will even-
tually approachemid* as long asLax is large enough, and
ApPENDIX F max ) rd(pd) - qidpﬁmta](pid) will approach zero and satisfy
ProOF OF THE THEOREM 4 the optimality conditions proved in Theorem 1.

According to [30], a Nash equilibrium exists if the util-
ity function is continuous and quasiconcave, and the set
of strategies is a nonempty compact convex subset of a
Euclidean space. Taking the EE objection function definedAccording to [30], a Nash equilibrium exists if the utility
in (@) as an example, the numeramﬁ‘r defined in [[(B) is a function is continuous and quasiconcave, and the set déstra
concave function ofp}‘, Vi € N,k € K. The denominator gies is a nonempty compact convex subset of a Euclidean
defined in [(b) is an fiine function ofp}‘. Therefore,UidEE is space. Taking the SE objection function defined[in] (39) as
quasiconcave (Problem 4.7 in [38]). The set of the strasegian examplerid defined in [B) is a concave function cpf
pd = {pk10< T, Pk < pd ke K]}, Vie N, is anonempty Vi € N,k € K. Therefore,U%. is quasiconcave since any
compact convex subset of the Euclidean spafe Similarly, concave function is quasiconcae][38]. The set of the gliege
it is easily proved that the above conditions also hold f@? = {pf|0< ¥, pf < p? . k € K}, ¥i € N, is a nonempty
the cellular UE. Therefore, a Nash equilibrium exists in theompact convex subset of the Euclidean spate Similarly,
noncooperaive game. it is easily proved that the above conditions also hold for

If the strategy sepid* obtained by using Algorithrl1 is not the cellular UE. Therefore, a Nash equilibrium exists in the
the Nash equilibrium, theth D2D transmitter can choose thenoncooperaive game.

AppPENDIX H
ProoF oF THE THEOREM 6
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If the strategy sep®™ obtained by [[4b) is not the Nash[15] N.Golrezaei, P. Mansourifard, A. F. Molisch, and A. Gnfakis, “Base-
equilibrium, thei-th D2D transmitter can choose the Nash

equilibrium p? (p¢ # p) to obtain the maximum SE defined

in (0). Hencep! is also the solution of the SE maximizatior(16]
problem defined in[{40), i.e,f)id = p{*. This completes the
proof.
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