arXiv:2006.09894v1 [eess.SP] 17 Jun 2020

Power Efficient LED Placement Algorithm for Indoor Visible Light Communication

YANG YANG,^{1,*} ZHIYU ZHU,^{1,} CAILI GUO,^2 AND CHUNYAN FENG^{1,2}

1Beijing Key Laboratory of Network System Architecture and Convergence, School of Information and Communication Engineering, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China 2Beijing Laboratory of Advanced Information Networks, School of Information and Communication Engineering, Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China *young0607@bupt.edu.cn

Abstract: This paper proposes a novel power-efficient light-emitting diode (LED) placement algorithm for indoor visible light communication (VLC). In the considered model, the LEDs can be designedly placed for high power efficiency while satisfying the indoor communication and illumination requirements. This design problem is formulated as a power minimization problem under both communication and illumination level constraints. Due to the interactions among LEDs and the illumination uniformity constraint, the formulated problem is complex and non-convex. To solve the problem, we first transform the complex uniformity constraint into a series of linear constraints. Then an iterative algorithm is proposed to decouple the interactions among LEDs and transforms the original problem into a series of convex sub-problems. Then, we use Lagrange dual method to solve the sub-problem and obtain a convergent solution of the original problem. Simulation results show that the proposed LED placement algorithm can harvest 22.86% power consumption gain when compared with the baseline scheme with centrally placed LEDs.

© 2020 Optical Society of America under the terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement

1. Introduction

Artificial illumination consumes approximately 20% of the world’s electricity [1]. Under this background, light emitting diode (LED) has gained increasing market rate due to its high power efficiency and low cost. Moreover, a promising short range wireless access technology based on LEDs, termed as visible light communication (VLC), has also gained increasing attentions [2]. Compared with conventional radio-frequency based access technologies, VLC has high power efficiency due to the use of visible light. In addition, It also has the advantage of abundant bandwidth resource, inherent high security, flexibility and rapid deployment time [3].

Besides these promising advantages, VLC also has some key design issues that should be carefully tackled, and the indoor LED arrangement problem is one of them. In particular, VLC involves both communication and illumination. That means besides the communication requirement of users, the illumination requirement of users should also be considered for a VLC system. Besides, since indoor illumination typically requires a number of closely located LEDs for sufficient illuminance level, the illumination and communication interactions of LEDs need to be considered in indoor LED arrangement. Hereafter, we use the interaction of LEDs to indicate the fact that the signal from each LED can be constructively added at the receiver from the perspective of illumination while that can also be the interference of each other from the perspective of communication. In addition, the illuminance at the receiver plane should be uniform, which is preferred for indoor illumination engineering [4]. All these factors need to be considered in indoor LED arrangement designs, which make the problem a challenging design issue.

A plethora of studies on indoor LED arrangement have been proposed, which can be classified into two types [5]. One type of approach is by appropriately allocating power to LEDs [4–7]. In [5], the uniform illuminance problem was formulated as a convex problem, which was then solved by quadratic programming to optimize the power of each LED. In [6], a heuristic power allocation scheme was proposed for a random LED array to obtain uniform irradiance on the projection surface. In both [5] and [6], a quality factor that measures the illuminance performance was used to quantify the illumination performance. However, the communication performance of the system was not considered in [5] and [6]. Note that satisfactory illumination does not necessarily mean that the communication requirement of users are satisfied [8].

The other type of approach is by optimizing the placement of LEDs [8–11]. In [8], a genetic LED placement algorithm was used to maximize the coverage of illumination and communication of an indoor VLC system. In [9], the optimal LED placement for the maximum average area spectral efficiency was investigated. Due the complexity of the problem, computer simulations are used to obtain the optimal solutions [9]. The work in [10] only considered the illumination constraint, the power efficient LED placement problem was formulated as a linear program problem and was thus solved efficiently. While interesting, in [4–11], the interactions between LEDs are not considered, which can significantly affect the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) at the receiver, thus further altering the optimal indoor LED placement.

The main contribution of this paper is a power efficient LED placement algorithm that takes both the illumination and communication interactions of different LEDs into consideration. First, the system model of communication and illumination of indoor VLC is studied, based on which a power efficient LED placement optimization framework is formulated under the constrains of communication, illumination level and the indoor illumination uniformity constraint. Due to the complexity of the illumination uniformity constraint, we first transform it into a series of linear constrains. But, still, the problem after the transformation is non-convex due to the close interdependence of each optimization variables. To decouple the interdependence of the optimization variables, we then propose an iterative algorithm that transforms the original problem into a series of convex, independent sub-problems. The Lagrange dual method is used to solve the sub-problems and the solutions of each sub-problem will be iteratively plugged into the next sub-problem until a convergent solution is obtained. Simulation results show that the proposed LED placement algorithm can harvest 22.86% power consumption gain when compared with the baseline with LEDs at the center of each sub-area.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The system model is depicted in Section 2, where the problem is formulated. In Section 3, the proposed power efficient LED placement algorithm is detailed, and in Section 4 numerical results are presented and analyzed. Finally, Section 5 draws some important conclusions.

2. System Model

We consider an indoor VLC system with an equally spaced, LED array set K of K LEDs. Fig. 1 shows the top view of LEDs’ distribution in a x_l × y_l room. The LEDs provide downlink transmission and illumination for the receivers, simultaneously. A set U of U receivers is assumed to be uniformly distributed at the receiver plane so that the whole indoor illumination and communication performance can be tested by the performance of U receivers.

In the considered model, the multipath propagation resulted from reflections and refractions is neglected, and only line of sight (LOS) channel model is considered [12]. Given an LED i ∈ K and a receiver j ∈ U, the channel gain between LED i and receiver j can be represented as [13]:

h_{ij} = � � � �

(m+1)A 2πd_{ij}^2 g � ψ_{ij} � cos^m � ϕ_{ij} � cos � ψ_{ij} � , 0 ≤ ψ_{ij} ≤ Ψ_c,

0, ψ_{ij} > Ψ_c, (1)

Fig. 1. The top view of the ceiling. Without loss of generality, each LED is marked by an index.

where A is the detector area and d_{ij} is the distance between LED i and receiver j. In addition, m = − ln 2/ln � cos Φ_{1/2} � is the Lambert order with Φ_{1/2} being the transmitter semi-angle. ψ_{ij} is the angle of incidence, ϕ_{ij} is the angle of irradiance, Ψ_c is the receiver field of vision (FOV) semi-angle, and g � ψ_{ij} � is the gain of optical concentrator, which can be defined as:

g � ψ_{ij} � = � � � n_r^2 sin^2Ψ_c , 0 ≤ ψij ≤ Ψc,

0, ψ_{ij} > Ψ_c, (2)

where n_r represents the refractive index. The height difference between the ceiling and the horizontal plane is fixed to H. Then the distance between LED i and receivers j is d_{ij} = � x_i − x_j

�_2 + � y_i − y_j

�_2

+ H^2, where � x_j, y_j � , j = 1, 2, ...U denote the 2-dimension position of the receivers at the receiver plane and (x_i, y_i), i = 1, 2, ...K denote the 2-dimension position of the LEDs at the transmitter plane.

For receiver j located at � x_j, y_j � , the channel capacity c_{ij} of the VLC link between LED i and receiver j can be given by [14]:

c_{ij} = 1 2 log_2 � 1 + e 2π � ξP_i h_{ij}

�_2

σ_ω^2 +

�_{Kn=1,n�i} (ξP_n h_{nj} )^2 � , (3)

where ξ is the illumination target, P_i is the optical power of LED i, σ_ω is the standard deviation of the additive white Gaussian noise and

�_{Kn=1,n�i} (ξP_n h_{nj} )^2 is sum interferences from other LEDs. The ambient light noise is modeled as Gaussian noise [15].

The illumination is another constraint that should be considered. In particular, both the illumination level and the indoor illumination uniformity should be considered. In this work, we use illuminance to indicate the illumination level, and the illuminance at the receiver j from LED i is proportional to η_{ij} = ξP_i h_{ij} [16].

As for the indoor illumination uniformity level, we use coefficient of variation of root mean square error CV(RMSE) to evaluate [17], which is defined as:

CV(RMSE) =

RMSE η_{avg}

, (4)

where η_{avg} is the average illumination, and it is given by:

η_{avg} = 1 U K� i=1 U� j=1 ξP_i h_{ij} . (5)

The illumination root mean square error at the receiver plane can be represented as:

RMSE = � 1 U K� i=1 U� j=1 � ξP_i h_{ij} − η_{avg}

�_2 . (6)

2.1. Problem formulation

The target of this work is to find the optimal LED placement that minimizes the LED power consumption under the data rate, illumination level and illumination uniformity constraints. In the considered model, we assume that each receiver will be serviced by the LED that provides the strongest signal strength, and the signals from other LEDs will be deemed as interference. At the receiver plane, we assume that each user has a data rate constraint c_{th} and a illumination level constraint η_{th}. To satisfy the data rate constraint of receiver j, the required power of LED i can be derived from (3) as:

P_{ij} = � σ_ω^2 +

�_{Kn=1,n�i} (ξP_n h_{nj} )^2

�_{2π} e � 2^{2cth} − 1 � ξh_{ij}

. (7)

For each LED, once the receiver with the maximum power requirement is satisfied, other receivers’ constraints can be satisfied. Therefore, the minimum transmit power of LED i is given by P_{i,min} = max{P_{ij} }, ∀j ∈ U_i, where U_i represents the set of receivers associated with LED i. The received illuminance of receiver j is given by η_j =

�_{Ki=1}

ξP_i h_{ij} . To satisfy the illumination level constraint, the illuminance that the receiver j receives should not be less than η_{th}, i.e.,

�_{Ki=1} ξP_i h_{ij} ≥ η_{th}. Thus, the illuminance that the receiver j actually receives from its associated LED i should satisfy:

ξP_i h_{ij} ≥ I_{ij}, (8) where I_{ij} = η_{th} −

�_{Kn=1,n�i} ξP_n h_{nj} , and

�_{Kn=1,n�i}

ξP_n h_{nj} represents the sum illuminance that receiver j obtains from other LEDs.

Let the illumination uniformity constraint be U_{th}. Then, the optimization problem is formulated as:

min_{xi,yi} K� i=1 P_i (9)

s.t. ξP_i h_{ij} ≥ I_{ij}, ∀i ∈ K, ∀j ∈ U_i, (9a) P_i ≥ P_{i,min}, ∀i ∈ K, (9b) CV(RMSE) ≤ U_{th}, (9c) x_i = x_{n,} ∀i, n ∈ K, ⌊i/N⌋ = ⌊n/N⌋ , (9d) y_i = y_{n,} ∀i, n ∈ K, mod(i, N) = mod(n, N), (9e)

where ⌊·⌋ is the floor function and mod (a, b) denotes the remainder of dividing a by b. The goal of problem (9) is to find the optimal placement of LEDs that minimizes power consumption, where (9a) and (9b) denote the illumination level and communication constraints, respectively. (9c) denotes the illumination uniformity constraint. In addition, (9d) and (9e) indicate that the LEDs are arranged in a rectangular array.

3. Proposed LED Placement Algorithm

The problem (9) is non-convex due to the constraint (9a), (9b), and (9c). Hence its direct solution is computationally intractable. In this section, we first transform the illumination uniformity constraint (9c) into a series of linear constraints. Then, we further propose an iterative algorithm to transform the problems into a series of convex subproblems. Finally, the Lagrange dual method is used to obtain the optimal solution.

3.1. CV(RMSE) Constraint Transformation

In this subsection, we transform the constraint (9c) into linear constraints to make (9) mathematical tractable.

As shown in Fig. 1, there are M × N LEDs installed. Let the distance between adjacent LEDs along x and y coordinates be L_x and L_y, respectively. In addition, let the distance from the left/right/up/down wall to its nearest LED be L_{lx}/L_{r x} /L_{uy}/ L_{dy}. In this work, we assume that LEDs are placed symmetrically, i.e., L_{lx}=L_{r x} and L_{uy}=L_{dy}. Note that, to the best of authors’ knowledge, most of the existing studies investigated scenarios where LEDs are symmetrically placed [4, 8, 9, 18–20]. Therefore, this assumption will not impair applying this work to the typical VLC scenarios. Based on the symmetric assumption, we have:

L_{lx} = L_{r x} = x_l − (M − 1)L_x 2 , (10) and L_{uy} = L_{dy} = y_l − (N − 1)L_y 2 . (11) From (10) and (11), the position of each LED i can be expressed as:

x_i = � i − 1 N � L_x + L_{lx}, (12) and y_i = mod(i − 1, N)L_y + L_{dy}, (13)

The the expression for CV(RMSE) can be derived from (4) with respect to L_x and L_y as:

CV (RMSE)= � �_U � j=1 �_K � i=1 P_i � U � A_i L_x +B_j

�_2 + � C_i L_y +D_j

�_2

+ h^2

�_− (m+3)_2 −^U � n=1 � (A_i L_x +B_n)^2 + � C_i L_y +D_n

�_2 +h^2

�_{− (m+3)2}^{�2} √ U^K � i=1 U� j=1 P_i � (Ai Lx +Bj )^2+(Ci Ly +Dj )^2+h^{2�− (m+3)2} , (14) where A_i =

�_{i−1} N � − (M − 1) /2, B_j = x_l/2 − x_j , C_i = mod(i − 1, N) − (N − 1) /2, and D_j = y_l/2 − y_j . Therefore, for fixed LED power P_i, (14) becomes a function of L_x and L_y. When one of L_x or L_y fixed, the value of the other one that satisfies (9c) can be obtained by bisection method. Note that with the feasible ranges of L_x or L_y, the feasible ranges of x_i or y_i can be obtained directly according to (12) and (13), and thus the complex illumination uniformity constraint can be transformed into a series of linear constraints. From the above analysis, we can conclude that once the LED power and the x or y coordinate are given, the illumination uniform constraint (9c) can be transformed into linear constraints. The strategy of obtaining LED power and iteratively fixing x and y coordinates of LEDs will be specified in Section 3.2.

3.2. Location optimization

In section 3.1, we analyzed the illumination uniformity constraint (9c). However, solving problem (9) should also consider the non-convex constraints of (9a) and (9b). In addition, the optimization process of each LED is also interdependent. To solve these challenges, an iterative algorithm is proposed. In the proposed iterative algorithm, (9) is decoupled into a series of interdependent subproblems. Each subproblem corresponds to the optimization of a current LED’s x-coordinate or y-coordinate, and all the former solutions (i.e., the locations and the power of LEDs that have been optimized) of the sub-problems will be plugged into the current sub-problem. Then, the optimization problem of x_i and y_i of the current LED i can be expressed as: min_{xi} P_i (15)

s.t. P_i ≥ I_{ij}Vd^{m+3}_{ij} , ∀i ∈ K, ∀j ∈ U_i (15a)

P_i ≥ C_jWd^{m+3}_{ij} , ∀i ∈ K, ∀j ∈ U_i, (15b)

x_i ∈ R_{xi} , ∀i ∈ K, (15c) x_i = x_{n,} ∀i, n ∈ K, ⌊i/N⌋ = ⌊n/N⌋ , (15d) and min_{yi} P_i (16)

s.t. P_i ≥ I_{ij}Vd^{m+3}_{ij} , ∀i ∈ K, ∀j ∈ U_i (16a)

P_i ≥ C_jWd^{m+3}_{ij} , ∀i ∈ K, ∀j ∈ U_i, (16b)

y_i ∈ R_{yi} , ∀i ∈ K, (16c) y_i = y_{n,} ∀i, n ∈ K, mod(i, N) = mod(n, N), (16d)

respectively, where V =^{2π}

ξ(m+1)Ag(ψ_{i j} )H^{m+1} , W =

(2π)^{3/2}e^{−1/2} � σ_ω^2+

�_K

n=1, n�i (ξ Pn hn j ) 2 ξ(m+1)Ag(ψ_{i j} )H^{m+1} and Cj = √ 2^{2cth, j} − 1. V and W are obtained by substituting (1) into (9a) and (9b), respectively. R_{xi} and R_{yi} 1 represent the linear ranges of x_i and y_i for illumination uniformity, respectively. Both of them may contain several subsets. We will first obtain all LEDs’ x_i by solving (15) with given y_i, and y_i can be updated from (16) with obtained x_i. Then, x_i can be updated again utilizing the obtained y_i. The iterations end until the sum power is not able to be further reduced, and after each iteration, the updated x or y coordinate and the power can be plugged into (14) to obtain the range of L_x or L_y.

As we can observe, (15) and (16) have the same form. Therefore, we first solve (15), and (16) can be solved in a similar way. According to (15d), we only need to optimize the x-coordinate of the first LED. Then, the distance L_x can be obtained by L_x = (x_l − 2x_1) /(M − 1) and the rest LEDs’ x-coordinates can be obtained according to (12). Therefore, solving (15) is equivalent to solving:

min_{xi} P_i (17)

s.t. P_i^{2m+3} ≥ M_{ij} d^2_{ij}, i = 1, ∀j ∈ U_i, (17a)

x_i ∈ R_{xi} , i = 1, (17b)

for the first LED and solving:

min P_i (18)

s.t. P_i^{2m+3} ≥ M_{ij} d^2_{ij}, ∀i ∈ K, i � 1, ∀j ∈ U_i, (18a)

for the rest LEDs, where: M_{ij} = � max � I_{ij}V, C_jW

� 2_{m+3} . (19)

1 In the first iteration, the ranges of each x_i and y_i are set to x_i ∈

� �_{i−1} N � ·^{xl}_M ,

�_i N � ·^{xl}_M � and y_i ∈ � mod (i − 1, N) ·^{yl}_N , mod (i, N) ·^{yl}_N � , respectively. After the first iteration, the range R_{xi} and R_{yi} can be obtained according to Algorithm 2.

From (17) and (18), we can see that the value of the power is exactly determined by M_{ij} which is related to V, W, and the data rate and illumination level constraints of the receivers. In each sub-problem (17) and (18), M_{ij} can be regraded as a constant since the former solutions that optimize the locations of the former LEDs have been updated.

It is easy to prove that both of objective function and constraint in (17) are convex. Therefore, Lagrangian dual method can be used to solve the problem. We use λ = [λ_1, λ_2, ..., λ_U ]^T, λ_j > 0, j = 1, ...U to denote the dual variable associated with each constraint j in (17a). We represent the dual problem (17) as:

max_{λ≥0} g(λ), (20)

where g(λ) = min_{xi} L(x_i, P_i, λ), (21)

s.t. x_i ∈ R_{xi} , i = 1. (21a) The Lagrange function in (21) can be expressed as: L = P_i + � j ∈U_i λj (Mij ((xi − xj )

2 + (y_i − y_j )^2 + H^2) − P_i^{2m+3} ). (22) Based on Karush Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions, by taking the first derivative of (22) with respect to P_i and x_i , we will have: ∂L ∂P_i

= 1 − 2 m + 3 � j ∈U_i λj Pi

−^{m+1}_{m+3} = 0, (23) ∂L ∂x_i = 2 � j ∈U_i λj Mij (xi − xj ) = 0, (24)

By solving (23) and (24), we have:

P_i = � 2 m + 3 � j ∈U_i λj

� m+3_{m+1}

, (25)

x_i =

�_{j ∈U}

i λ_j M_{ij} x_j �_{j ∈U}

i λ_j M_{ij}

. (26)

The Lagrange function in (21) is a quadratic function with respect to x_i. Therefore, the optimal x_i that minimizes L can be obtained as:

x^∗_i = � � � � arg min_{xi ∈A} L(x_i, y_i, P_i, λ), if x̂_i � R_{xi}

x̂_i, if x̂_i ∈ R_{xi}

(27)

where x̂_i =

�_{j∈U} i λ_j M_{i j} x_j �_{j∈U} i λ_j M_{i j} and A consists of all endpoints of Rx^i . For instance, if Rx^i consists

of set [1, 3] and set [5, 8], we have A = {1, 3, 5, 8}, and we set the optimal x_i only be equal to 1, 3, 5, or 8 if x̂_i � R_{xi} .

Given P_i and x_i, we use a subgradient method [21] to update the value of λ_j . The updating procedure of λ_j is given by:

λ^{(l+1)}_j = λ^{(l)}_j + γ(M_{ij} ((x_i − x_j )^2 + (y_i − y_j )^2 + H^2) − P_i^{2m+3} ), (28) where γ is a dynamic step-size of iteration l (l ∈ 1, 2, ..., L_i) and L_i is the maximum number of iterations for optimizing the LED i. When optimizing the LED other than the first one, the position of the LED can be easily obtained with (12), and the optimal power of the LED can be obtained by using (25) and (28) only. The iterative algorithm for LEDs’ x-coordinate optimization (LXO) is summarized in Algorithm 1.

The subproblem (16) is similar to (15). Hence, we use the same algorithm to optimize the y-coordinates of LEDs, which is omitted for simplification here. We define the algorithm of solving (16) as LEDs’ y-coordinate Optimization (LYO) Algorithm. The obtained x_i and y_i in

Algorithm 1 LEDs’ x-coordinate Optimization (LXO) Algorithm Initialize: Lagrange multipliers λ_j and all LEDs’ y-coordinates y_i, ∀i ∈ K. 1: repeat 2: for i = 1 to K do 3: Update M_{ij} according to (19). 4: Update power P_i based on (25).

5: Update x_i according to (26)-(27) if i = 1, and x_i =

�_i N � L_x +^{xl −(M−1)Lx}_2 if i � 1.

6: Update Lagrange multipliers λ_j, j ∈ U_i, i ∈ K according to (28). 7: end for 8: until

�_{i∈K} P_i converges.

Output: Power P_i and location of each LED.

(15) and (16) can be further iteratively optimized, until the power and the locations of all LEDs converge.

The complete LED placement optimization algorithm (LXYU) that iteratively conducts LXO and LYO with the illumination uniformity constraint is summarized in Algorithm 2. We first use LXO and LYO to obtain x-coordinate and y-coordinate of LEDs, respectively. Then, we use bisection method to calculate the boundaries of each LED’s coordinate from the function CV(RMSE). By iterating LXO and LYO with CV(RMSE) function respectively, we can obtain the solution of x_i or y_i. The power and the locations of all LEDs will finally converge to the optimal solutions.

Algorithm 2 Complete Algorithm for LED Placement Optimization (LXYU) Input: Locations, data rate constraint c_{th} and illumination level constraint η_{th} of receivers in U. The height H and y-coordinate of LEDs.

1: Initialize: Cell-association. Ranges of each LED’ coordinate. 2: repeat 3: repeat 4: Update P_i, ∀i ∈ K and x_i, i = 1 calculated by LXO Algorithm. 5: Calculate ranges of L_x with U_{th} and P_i, i ∈ K according to (4) and (9c). 6: Calculate the ranges R_{xi} of LEDs’ x-coordinates with the range of L_x. 7: until CV(RMSE) ≤ U_{th}. 8: repeat 9: Update P_i, ∀i ∈ K and y_i, i = 1 calculated by LYO Algorithm. 10: Calculate ranges of L_y with U_{th} and P_i, i ∈ K according to (4) and (9c). 11: Calculate the ranges R_{yi} of LEDs’ y-coordinates with the range of L_y. 12: until CV(RMSE) ≤ U_{th}. 13: until

�_{i∈K} P_i converges.

Output: P=

�_{i∈K} P_i.

3.3. Complexity Analysis

We assume that the maximum number of the iterations for sub-problems (15) and (16) is S_1. Moreover, S_2 is the maximum number of the iterations for LXO and CV(RMSE) function, while S_3 is the maximum number of the iterations for LYO and CV(RMSE) function. The complexity of LXO algorithm is O(max {L_1, L_2, ..., L_K }

�_{Ki=1} |U_i |) and that of LYO algorithm is O(max � L^′_1, L^′_2, ..., L^′_K

� �_K i=1 |U_i |), where L_i and L^′_i denote the maximum number of iterations for updating the power of LED i in LXO and LYO algorithms, respectively. |U_i | is the number of receivers associated with LED i. In addition, when solving L_x and L_y in CV(RMSE) function, the complexity is O(log_2^{xl}_{(M−1)ε} ) and O(log_2^{yl}_{(N−1)ε} ) [22], respectively, where ε represent the tolerance in bisection method. Thus, the complexity of Algorithm 2 can be calculated as O(S_1 max {Q_1, Q_2}

�_{Ki=1} |U_i |), where Q_1 = S_2 max � L_1, L_2, ..., L_K, log_2^{xl}_{(M−1)ε} � and Q_2 = S_3 max � L^′_1, L^′_2, ..., L^′_K, log_2^{yl}_{(N−1)ε} � . On the other hand, the complexity of exhaustive search is O(T^K ), where T is the total number of LEDs’ possible positions on the ceil. If an accurate LED placement is conducted, the value of T can be extremely large. For instance, for a 7.5 m × 5 m × 3 m room with 4 LEDs, T = 3750 when using 0.1 m search step, and the search complexity is O(1.9775 ∗ 10^{14}). Thus, the complexity of exhaustive search is prohibitive in this case.

4. Numerical Results

We consider a rectangular 7.5 m × 5 m × 3 m room, which is further equally divided into K sub-areas. In each sub-area, an LED is deployed to provide communication and illumination service. We set 160 receivers at the receiver plane, which are uniformly distributed. The system parameters are listed in Table 1.

Table 1. System parameters

Parameters Values

Semi-angle at half power Φ_{1/2} 60^∘

Receiver FOVs’ semi-angle Ψ_c 60^∘

Detect area of photodiodes A 1 cm^2

Refractive index n_r 1.5

Dynamic step-size γ_j 0.01

SNR 20 dB

For comparison, we consider two baseline schemes in which the illumination uniformity is not considered. First, LED-centered algorithm (LCA) is implemented, in which each LED is at the center of each sub-area. We also simulate the placement that is optimized by LXO and LYO Algorithm only (LXYO).

(a) Illumination distribution of LCA. (b) Illumination distribution of LXYU.

Fig. 2. Received illumination distribution of LCA and LXYU with 6 LEDs.

In Fig. 2, we compare the received illumination distribution of LCA and LXYU with 6 LEDs. We set the uniformity tolerance, data rate constraint, and the illumination level constraint as

0.1, 0.8, and 0.4, respectively. From Fig. 2, we can see that LXYU can achieve more uniform illumination distribution, and the CV(RMSE) is reduced from 0.22 to 0.1.

Fig. 3. Sum power consumption of LEDs versus the data rate constraint.

Figure 3 shows how the sum power consumption changes as the data rate constraint of the receivers varies when 4 and 6 LEDs are placed. The illumination uniformity constraint and the illumination level constraint are set to 0.16 and 0.4, respectively. From Fig. 3, the sum power increases with the data rate constraints. It can also be observed that the proposed algorithm LXYU is efficient. For instance, when there are 4 LEDs and the data rate constraint is 1.05, LXYU can reduce 22.86% power consumption compared to LCA. However, LXYU consumes more power than LXYO, since it takes the illumination uniformity constraint into consideration. In addition, when the data rate constraint is less than 1.5 bit/transmission, the sum power of LCA is a constant. The reason is that in this circumstance, the power required for illumination is more than that required for communication, and thus the power is determined by illumination level constraint.

Fig. 4. Sum power consumption of LEDs versus the illumination level constraint.

Figure 4 shows the sum power consumption as a function of the illumination level constraints of the receivers. Two cases with 4 and 6 LEDs are considered. The data rate constraint is set to 0.8 and the illumination uniformity constraint is set to 0.16. From Fig. 4, we can observe that LXYU can achieve less power consumption, and compared to LCA, the reduced power of LXYU increases as illumination level constraint increases. When there are 6 LEDs and the illumination level constraint is 0.45, LXYU can reduce 47.48% power consumption compared to LCA. It can also be observed that the power consumptions of LXYO and LXYU are the same when the illumination level constraint is more than 0.45. This is because in the considered configuration,

Fig. 5. The illumination uniformity versus the illumination level constraint.

Fig. 6. Sum power consumption of LEDs versus the illumination uniformity constraint.

the illumination uniformity increases with the illumination level constraint, as will be verified in Fig. 5. Therefore, when the illumination level constraint is high enough, LXYO can naturally satisfy the illumination uniformity constraint even though it is not considered in LXYO. In this way, LXYU and LXYO have the same power consumption when the illumination level is higher than 0.45.

Figure 5 shows the illumination uniformity of LCA and LXYO with the increase of illumination level constraints. The data rate constraint is set to 0.8 and the illumination uniformity constraint is set to 0.16. The illumination uniformity constraint is quantified by CV(RMSE). In particular, the higher the illumination uniformity constraint is, the worse the illumination uniformity performance is. Fig. 5 further confirms that the illumination uniformity of LXYO gets better as the illumination level constraint increases. That indicates that when the illumination level constraint reaches a certain value, the CV(RMSE) of LXYO is already less than the set illumination uniformity constraint. That is why the power consumptions of LXYO and LXYU are the same when the illumination level constraint is more than 0.45 in Fig. 4.

In Fig. 6, we analyze the required sum power for different illumination uniformity constraints. The data rate constraint and the illumination level constraint are set as 0.8 and 0.4, respectively. From Fig. 6, it can be observed that when compared with LCA, LXYO can reduce the power consumption by 43.32% when placing 4 LEDs, and 44.92% when placing 6 LEDs. We can also observe that the sum power of LXYU decreases as the constraint of illumination uniformity increases. When the illumination uniformity threshold U_{th} is large enough, LXYU has the same power consumption with LXYO. This is because in such cases LXYO can naturally satisfy the illumination uniformity constraint even without considering it. In this way, LXYO and LXYU have the same performance.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we have studied the problem of optimal LED placement that takes both the illumination and communication interactions of LEDs into consideration. We have formulated the problem as a power minimization problem under both communication and illumination level constraints. Since the formulated problem is non-convex and the optimization variables are interdependent, we have transformed the illumination uniformity constraint into a series of linear constraints, and then proposed an iterative algorithm to solve the problem. The proposed iterative algorithm transformed the original problem into a series of convex sub-problem which were efficiently solved by Lagrange dual method. Numerical results show that the proposed approach can yield more than 22.86% improvements in power efficiency.

Funding

This work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (61871047), National Natural Science Foundation of China (61901047),Beijing Natural Science Foundation (4204106) and China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (2018M641278).

References

1. “World on the edge by the numbersâĂŤshining a light on energy efficiency,” http://www.earthpolicy.org/data_highlights/2011/highlights15 (2020). [Online; accessed 31-Jan.-2019].

2. Y. Yang, Z. Zeng, J. Cheng, and C. Guo, “An enhanced DCO-OFDM scheme for dimming control in visible light communication systems,” IEEE Photon. J. 8 (2016 Art. ID 7904813).

3. D. Wang, W. Xu, X. Fan, and J. Cheng, “Privacy preserving with adaptive link selection for hybrid radio-frequency and free space optical networks,” Opt. Exp. 27, 3121–3135 (2019).

4. Z. Wang, et al., “Performance of a novel LED lamp arrangement to reduce SNR fluctuation for multi-user visible light communication systems,” Opt. Exp. 20, 4564–4573 (2012).

5. G. P. Varma, “Optimum power allocation for uniform illuminance in indoor visible light communication,” Opt. Exp.

26, 8679–8689 (2018).

6. G. P. Varma, R. Sushma, V. Sharma, A. Kumar, and G. Sharma, “Power allocation for uniform illumination with stochastic LED arrays,” Opt. Exp. 25, 8659–8669 (2017).

7. S. I. Mushfique, A. Alsharoa, and M. Yuksel, “Optimization of SINR and illumination uniformity in multi-LED multi-datastream VLC networks,” IEEE Transactions on Cogn. Commun. Netw. (2020).

8. J.-H. Liu, Q. Li, and X.-Y. Zhang, “Cellular coverage optimization for indoor visible light communication and illumination networks,” J. Commun 9, 891–898 (2014).

9. I. Stefan and H. Haas, “Analysis of optimal placement of LED arrays for visible light communication,” in 2013 IEEE 77th Vehicular Technology Conference (VTC Spring), (IEEE, 2013), pp. 1–5.

10. R. E. Ali and H. Elgala, “Energy efficient LED layout optimization for near-uniform illumination,” in Fifteenth International Conference on Solid State Lighting and LED-based Illumination Systems, vol. 9954 (International Society for Optics and Photonics, 2016), p. 995406.

11. H. Liu, X. Wang, Y. Chen, D. Kong, and P. Xia, “Optimization lighting layout based on gene density improved genetic algorithm for indoor visible light communications,” Opt. Commun. 390, 76–81 (2017).

12. I. Moreno and C.-C. Sun, “Modeling the radiation pattern of LEDs,” Opt. Exp. 16, 1808–1819 (2008). 13. Y. Yang, Z. Zeng, J. Cheng, C. Guo, and C. Feng, “A relay-assisted OFDM system for VLC uplink transmission,” IEEE Trans. Commun. 67, 6268–6281 (2019).

14. J.-B. Wang, Q.-S. Hu, J. Wang, M. Chen, and J.-Y. Wang, “Tight bounds on channel capacity for dimmable visible light communications,” IEEE/OSA J. Light. Technol. 31, 3771–3779 (2013).

15. T. Komine and M. Nakagawa, “Fundamental analysis for visible-light communication system using LED lights,” IEEE Trans. Consum. Electron. 50, 100–107 (2004).

16. I. Din and H. Kim, “Energy-efficient brightness control and data transmission for visible light communication,” IEEE Photon. Technol. Lett. 26, 781–784 (2014).

17. Z. Su, D. Xue, and Z. Ji, “Designing LED array for uniform illumination distribution by simulated annealing algorithm,” Opt. Exp. 20, A843–A855 (2012).

18. A. T. Hussein and J. M. Elmirghani, “Mobile multi-gigabit visible light communication system in realistic indoor environment,” J. Light. Technol. 33, 3293–3307 (2015).

19. M. T. Niaz, F. Imdad, S. Kim, and H. S. Kim, “Deployment methods of visible light communication lights for energy efficient buildings,” Opt. Eng. 55, 106113 (2016).

20. H. Yang, J. W. Bergmans, T. C. Schenk, J.-P. M. Linnartz, and R. Rietman, “Uniform illumination rendering using an array of LEDs: a signal processing perspective,” IEEE transactions on signal processing 57, 1044–1057 (2008).

21. S. Boyd and L. Vandenberghe, Convex optimization (Cambridge University press, 2004). 22. C. T. Kelley, Iterative methods for linear and nonlinear equations, vol. 16 (Siam, 1995).