arxiv:1211.4372v1 [math.ST] 19 Nov 2012

A Framework for Uplink Intercell Interference
Modeling with Channel-Based Scheduling

Hina TabassumStudent Member, IEEBE-erkan Yilmaz Member, IEEE Zaher Dawy,Senior Member, IEEEand
Mohamed-Slim Alouini,Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—This paper presents a novel framework for modeling In OFDMA networks, the subcarriers are allocated adaptivel
the uplink intercell interference (ICI) in a multiuser cellular  among users per cell based on a predefined scheduling scheme.
?nfggg:kbfTCaeriglggp?:;ﬂgfrgr?;ivr\gkm%s;:? alrr: g q:tg?é'_fé’][[‘t%ege Moreover, each subcarrier is allocated to only one usergler ¢
scheduling schemes on the uplink ICI. Firstly, we derive a gui- assuming BSS arg equipped with single ant_enna and., thus, the
analytical expression for the distribution of the location of the nhumber of interfering users on each subcarrier is rathetdmn
scheduled user in a given cell considering a wide range of Therefore, the cumulative ICI on a given subcarrier may not
scheduling schemes. Based on this, we derive the distribatiand  pe modeled accurately as a Gaussian random variable (RV) by
moment generating function (MGF) of the uplink ICI considering simply invoking the central limit theorem.

a single interfering cell. Consequently, we determine the \GF . . . .
of the cumulative ICI observed from all interfering cells and Several recent studies considered the modeling of ICl in

derive explicit MGF expressions for three typical fading matels. the downlink where the location of interferers is typically
Finally, we utilize the obtained expressions to evaluate iportant ~ deterministic. A semi-analytical distribution for the sag-to-

network performance metrics such as the outage probability interference-noise ratio (SINR) has been derivedIn [1]asnd
ergodic capacity, and average fairmess numerically. Moni€arlo 41 1oss and log normal shadowing for randomly located
simulation results are provided to demonstrate the efficacyf the femtocell networks. | th licability of the G .
derived analytical expressions. emtocell Networks. nI_:ﬂ2], € applicability of the Laless
and binomial distributions for modeling the downlink ICI
is investigated. In[[3], the optimal threshold is derived fo
. INTRODUCTION fractional frequency reuse (FFR) systems assuming ICI as

Gaussian RV. In[[4], the authors derived the distribution of

Explosive growth in the demand of high quality wirelesg, o o) ynder log-normal shadowing and Rayleigh fading.
data services gompel t_he network d§3|gners o utilize sprect The distribution of ICI is shown to highly deviate from the
more aggressively which on one side enhances the spectr, Blssian distribution in OEDMA networks

efficiency, whereas on the other side it enhances the idterce In comparison to downlink, the nature of uplink ICI is

interference (ICl) which is an alarming bottleneck in theyierent in various aspects that include the following:e
telecommunication growth paradigm. The allocation of t the implicit symmetry and fixed locations of the BSs in

same fre_qurzr:cyﬁagds iprﬁlssgeightéoring ceILs prodpc;s ir} e typical grid-based downlink network models, the number
terministic which is highly dependent on the statistals significantly contributing interferers typically renmasi the
the channel characteristics and on the dynamics of the athe ame irrespective of the position of the mobile receivesoAl

Itﬂg dec;smnds. In this ctontext, IttISI of kmme?s_e mpo(;t__armetf it has been shown in[2] that the strongest interference is
e system designers to accurately characterize and igares generated by two closest interfering BSs irrespective ef th

_the_ behavior of Fh‘? ICI Wh.iCh helps in gaining more theoaitig: mobile receiver location. However, the number of signiftban
insights, quqntlfyln.g. various network pgrformanpe m“‘Str'ccontributing interferers in the uplink cannot be quantified
and developing efficient resource allocation and interfege at a given instant due to the highly varying locations of

mitigation schemes. o . he interfering mobile transmitters; (ii) Conditioned omet
Orthogonal frequency division multiple access (OFDMAy, aiion of the desired mobile receiver within a cell, the

has been recently adopted as the multiple access schemé,folet gistance of the interfering BSs can be calculated in

the state-of-the-art LTE and WiMAX cellular technologiesthe tvpical arid-based downlink network models. However
In OFDMA, a wide-band frequency-selective fading chann\&)l,!L ypica' gn i v - OWever,

is d di t orth | band owing the location of the BS receiver in the uplink does
IS decomposed Into a set of orthogonal narrow-band syfs help in determining the exact location of the interfgrin
carriers. The orthogonality among the subcarriers per cgll

Kes the i interf i i bile users; (iii) In the uplink, cell edge and cell center
makes the intra-cell Interference aimost negligible. HO8YE  1obile users are subject to the same amount of interference
with universal frequency reuse among cells (i.e., all cel

h f sub ; he ICI h sub M a given subcarrier, which is the interference receivatet
use the same set of subcarriers), the at each subcarg@y’ \yhereas the same is not true for the downlink in which

may cause severe degradation in the network performancgy eqge users experience higher interference coming from

T Part of this work has been presented at the IEEE Internat®yraposium thesnearby Bﬁﬂ:[S][[(S] h ks f h link
on Wireless Communication Systems (ISWCS 2011), Aacherrm@&wy, ome worth mentioning research works for the uplink ap-
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Interfering Cell [

analytical expression for the subcarrier collision prdligb
considering non-coordinated schedulers. [Ih [8], the awstho
modeled uplink ICI in an OFDMA network as a function of
the reuse partitioning radius and traffic load assumindrayi
scheduling. In[[DB], the authors presented a semi-analytica
method to approximate the distribution of the uplink ICI
through numerical simulations without considering the atip

of scheduling schemes.

In this paper, we propose a novel theoretical framework to
derive the statistics of the uplink ICI on a given subcarrier
as a function of both the channel statistics (i.e., path,loss
shadowing and fading) and scheduling decisions. The pro-
posed framework can be also extended to typical downlink
scenarios as explained in[10]. The framework is generibén t
sense that the derivations hold for generalized fading roblan
and various scheduling algorithms. We start by deriving the
distribution of the location of the scheduled user in a givecﬁg- 1. Geometrical illustration of dividing the cellulaetwork into multiple

. L . - 1ings of non-uniform widthA .
cell. We then derive the distribution and moment generating
function (MGF) of the ICI considering a single interferinglic  length smaller than the channel coherence time and, thes, th
Next, we derive the MGF expression for the cumulative 1Gthannel variation within a given time slot is negligible.
experienced from all interfering cells over generalizedirig Generally, the scheduling strategies can be broadly catego
channels, and present explicit expressions for three ipgct rized into two classes; (i) rate maximization (i.e., rate@md
fading models. Finally, we demonstrate the importance ef thation) while transmitting with constant/maximum powseir) (
derived expressions by utilizing them to evaluate impdrtapower minimization (i.e., power adaptation) while achigya
network performance metricsuch as outage probability andfixed data rate. In this workye focus on rate adaptive schemes
ergodic capacity. where users transmit with their maximum power in order to

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Semaximize their rate depending on the existing channel and
tion Il presents the system model and the main steps of tinkerference conditionsTherefore, for the scope of this paper,
proposed framework. In Section Ill, the distribution of thave assume that all users transmit with their maximum power
scheduled user location is derived for different schedutih  Pnax On a given subcarrier with rate adaptation depending on
gorithms. In Section IV, the distribution of the uplink IGlim  their channel qualities. At this point, it is however imgort to
one neighboring cell is derived. The MGF of the cumulativemphasize that this is not a limitation and the approach ean b
ICI from all interfering cells is determined in Section V andextended for uplink power control mechanisms as discussed
utilized in Section VI to evaluate three network performandn [10]. The instantaneous signal to noise ratio (SNRdf
metrics. Finally, numerical and simulation results arespreed each user can then be written as follows:
and analyzed in Section VII, and conclusions are drawn in r=Baym
Section VIII. Y = PnaxC
Notation: Exp()\) represents an exponential distribution with . p o ) )
parameter), Gamma(m,, m.) represents a Gamma distri-Where K’ = ==5=, (' is the path loss constant,is the user
bution with shape parameten, and scale parameten.. distance from its serving BSy :_;mdn denotes the shadowing
K (me, ms, Q) represents the Generalizégdistribution with a_nd small scgle fading C(_)efflc[ent between user and BS on a
fading parametern,, shadowing parameter., and average 9iven subcarrier, respgcuvelﬁ, is the _path _Ioss exponent,
power(). I'(.) represents the Gamma functiaR(A4) denotes der}otes the thermal noise at the receiver@istthe composne _
the probability of event Af(.) and F(.) denotes the proba- fading. Note that all users are assumed to be associated with
bility distribution function (PDF) and cumulative disttiion their closest BS[[5],[[11], therefore< R. _
function (CDF)’ respectivew[_a’b] denotes a discrete set of Each cell is divided intoX concentric circular regions.

elements which ranges fromto b. Finally, E[.] denotes the Since path loss decays exponentially from cell center tb cel
expectation operator. edge, therefore, we consider discretization of cellulgiar

in such a way that the path loss decay within each circular
region remains constant or uniform. The main motivation for
Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROPOSEDFRAMEWORK dividing the cell into a discrete set of circular regionsigsl
on the fact that the channel statistics of the users located i
given circular region become relatively similar espegiddr
We consider a given cell surrounded Wy interfering large values of’. More explicitly, the characterization of the
neighboring cells. For analytical convenience, the cetis acircular regions can be demonstrated as follows:
assumed to be circular with radidg Each celll is assumed K + 10Blog, 1
to haveU uniformly distributed users. The frequency reuse logq o7k = S10 kfl,
factor is assumed to be unity with each subcarrier reused in 105
all cells. The bandwidth of a subcarrier is assumed to be leshere  is the path loss decay within each circular region
than the channel coherence bandwidth, thus, each subrcafid]. Due to the exponential nature of the path loss, it \&arie
experiences flat fading. Time is divided into time slots afapidly near the cell center than at the cell edge, therefore

= Kr?, 1)

o2

A. Description of the System Model

r <R, )



(i) each of thek'™ circular region bounded by two adjacenin each ringk which possess:, users. Thus, selecting a
rings, i.e.,r; andr,_; possess non-uniform width, =, — user in a ringk is equivalent to selecting the user with
rr—1; (i) the number of circular regions are high in the celmaximum channel gain among all the users in ringi.e.,
center than at the cell edge; (iii) the average number ofsus€r. = max{¢1,¢a,- -, G, -+, Cu, }, Where; is the composite
located within k" circular region bounded by ring, and fading channel gain between usemnd its BS on a given
r,—1 are considered to be locatedrat Note that, this is an subcarrier. The CDF and PDF of the maximum channel gain
approximation which is required for deriving the analyliga ¢, can be written as follows:

tractable model of ICI and in any case it is not required for

the Mo_nte-CarIo simul_ations. The average number of users in Fro (Ck) = H Fr, (Ck) ‘: (Fe(G))™ (4)
each ringk (for analysis) can then be given as:

= QU 3) M ii.d w1
h=——p > k=12 K fe(G) ZfQ G) I Fe(Cr) =" wnfe(Ce) (Fe(Ge)™ ™,
It is important to note that;, can be a fraction; therefore, we i=Liz 5)
round off the fractional part of users. To consider path loss, we now perform a transformation of

RVs using [1),y, = KT‘;'BQ@, where,~; is the selected user
B. Main Steps of the Proposed Framework SNR in each ringk. The CDF and PDF ofy, can then be

In order to characterize the statistics of the uplink ICI fopritten as follows:
generalized fading channels and various scheduling sc$1eme ug
the proposed framework mandates the following steps: HFCI ’W’k = (FC(VWK )) , (6)
i) Derive the distributionf,_,(r) of the distance of the
allocated user. in a given cell from its serving BS

based on the deployed scheduling scheme. Fe Z fe;( ’W"k H Fe( Vkrk ),
ii) Derive the distributionf_, (7) of the distance between k J=1 i=Li#]

the allocated user in a neighboring interfering cell and iid Uk B -1 81y )"

the BS of the cell of interest,,,. o j(rlzﬁ Felwry K77) (FC(%T’“K )) ‘
iii) Derive the distribution fx, (x) of the interference from (7)

the allocated user in nelghbormg céllto the BS of
interest, i.e., X; = K7 1X’ Wherex denotes the com-
bined shadowing and fadmg i.e., composite fading of the
interference. F|naIIy, derive the MGF of the cumulative
ICl, ie., Y = Zz ; X; from the scheduled users on agie, 2 Gelecting the user with maximum SNR amdiig
given subcarier in all interfering cells. rings): In this step, we compute the probability of selecting
the k' ring among all other rings. It is important to note that
[Il. DISTRIBUTION OF THESCHEDULED USERLOCATION this is equivalent to selecting the rifgwhich possesses the
Considering the dependence of the uplink ICI on theser with the highest SNR among all rings. Conditioning on
location of the scheduled users in the neighbor interfering, the PDF ofry can be written explicitly as follows:
cells which in turn depends on the deployed scheduling

schemes, we derive in this section the distribution of the p(, , = |y,) = H (v <) = H F,. (),
distance between the scheduled user and its serving BS in =1tk =1tk '
a given cell (i.e., the probability mass function (PMF) of (8)

rs1) considering the following five scheduling algorithmsBy averaging over the distribution ofy,, the final expression
greedy scheduling, proportional fair scheduling, roundimo for the PMF ofry is
scheduling, location based round robin scheduling, aneldyre

round robin scheduling 00 K
. P(Tscl = Tk) :/ H F 1(’}%) f’yk('yk)d'yka (9)
0 i=1,i#k

A. Greedy Scheduling Scheme ] ] o

Greedy scheduling is an opportunistic scheme that aims Ua?mg (8). [9) can be written for i.i.d. case as follows:
maximizing the network throughput by taking full advantage o0 _ w;

of multiuser diversity. However, it suffers from low fairse ~ P(rset = 7%) = / 11 (Fq(VkT?K_l)) X
among users which makes it less attractive for network O =1k (10)
operators. The procedure for determining the PMFrqf ukfg(%r]ff(fl) up—1
considering greedy scheduling is divided into two steps: Tk (Fc(”YkaK )) .
Step 1 electing the user with the highest SNR in ring "k
k): Since the path loss decay within each circular regiomherery, € [0, R]. The results in[{1I0) are generalized for
is considered to be uniform, we approximate the distaneay shadowing and fading statistics. Even though (10) is not
of all users located withink'™™ circular region by ringr, a closed form expression, the integration can be solved ac-
for analytical tractability as we already mentioned in Securately and efficiently using standard mathematical sarféw
tion Il. In this step, we select a user with maximum SNRackages such asAPLE andMATHEMATICA.



B. Proportional Fair Scheduling Scheme in calibrating the performance of other scheduling schemes

The proportional fair scheduling scheme allocates the sUfWever, the resulting network throughput is significaioly
carrier to the user with the largest normalized SNRY) [12], which makes it less attractive for pra_\ctlcal |mplemenmto
where~ and 5 denote the instantaneous SNR and the shorpe PMF of the scheduled user location can then be given as
term achieved average SNR of a given user, respectively. In Plre = i) = Uk (15)
other words, the selection criterion is based on selecting a sel F U’
user who has maximum instantaneous SNR relative to its own . . .
average SNR. The distribution ef, can be derived as: o} Locgﬂon Based Round qu"’.] Scheduling Scheme o
Step 1 Gelecting the user with maximum normalized SNRLocation based round robin is another non-opportunistic
in ring k): In this step, the performance of proportional faifcheduling scheme which do not require any channel state
scheduling scheme is independent of the path loss factorinformation, however, it requires the location informatio
users are moving relatively slowly, i.e., their path losmams ©f the users. Even though location based scheduling is not
nearly the same on a short term basis. In this case, the probfgommon in practice, the location of each mobile user can be
of selecting the maximum normalized SNR in a ringan be determined at the BS using global positioning system (GPS)

written as: or estimate based on a power measurement of pilot signals
e G ¢ from the surrounding beacons, e.g., using triangulaticseta

G = max{_l,_Q,... LU ,ﬂ}, (11) techniques. In this regard, there are variety of techniques
G G Gi Cuy, available in the literature which demonstrate how the locat

where & = [ ¢ife.(G)d¢ is the average of the com-Of users can be evaluated at the BS (see [13], [14] and the
posite fading channel and, is the maximum normalized feferences therein). Moreover, the users located in eiffer
composite fading channel gain in ring. For ii.d. aver- circular regions can also be classified based on the long term

age composite fading gains of the users located in king @verage SNRs, i.e., by computing SNR thresholds for differe
ie,( = ¢ = G = ---Cu, the problem of selecting distances (rmg_s)[[:?] which is a common technique in FFR
the user with maximum normalized channel gain reduc&%Stems to distinguish between cell-edge and cell cenezsus
to selecting the user with the maximum channel gain, i.e,!n this scheme, we considé#” time slots during which
Ce = max{Ci, 2, , iy, Cuy }- Thus, for any ringk, the the distance of the users from their serving BS will remain
CDF and PDF of the selected SNR, = KT;/J@ can be approxwpately the same. For s_lmpllt;lty, the number of time
written as: slots W is set equal td<. At a given time slotl’,,, we select
e any arbitrary user from a specific ring (analysis) and cacul
_ = B ie—1y idd z o B—1yyuk region (simulations) starting from the cell center. We amun
o (k) = HFCI’ S e S S to%llocgte the userg by accgessing the circular rings séiailgn
(12) from cell center to cell edge. At this point, it is importaot t
Tf il Y kil Y emphasize that all cells are considered to be time synchsono
P ) = K Z fe; (Gawrg K77) H Fe (Gyre K70, in allocating the users from particular rings, i.e., at aegitime
j=1 i=1,17] slot T;, all cells are selecting the'” ring. Thus, the PMF of

=1

. 4 o 4 o T iven time slotw d d byP (ree = 1" b
iid URT v _ rse1 fOr @ given time slotw denoted byP(re = 7,*) can be
= (Cmrf K1) fe(Cwr K1) given as:
(13) .
X - T 1, |f k =w
The short term average SNR of the selected user inkjng., P(rsa =m,") = 0. else . (16)
~r can then be computed g% = fooo Vi fy (V) dryie. Finally, ’

the normalized selected SNR in each ringan be defined as : :

& = % and performing a transformation of RVs, the CDIF' Greedy Round Robin Scheduling Scheme
and PDF of¢, can be given advy, (&) = F,, (%&x); and
few (§k) = Fi [ (T€r), respectively.

Step 2 Selecting the ringe with maximum normalized SN
from the K rings): Once we characterize the PDF and CD
of &, the probability of selecting any ring can be written

using [8) as follows:

Greedy round robin is an opportunistic scheduling scheme
which captures the multiuser diversity while maintainiogne
Rfairness among users. In this scheme, we consile K
It_ime slots during which the distance of the users from their
serving BSs remain nearly the same, however, the small scale
fading gain on the considered subcarrier may vary from one
time slot to the other. We select the user with maximum SNR

00 K in each time slofl’,,, however once a user is selected from a
P(rsel = 7k) :/ H Fe (&) | fe.(€k)déx.  (14) ring, all users located in that ring will not be scheduled for
0 i=1,i#k transmission for the nexk — 1 time slots. Note that all BSs
are considered to be time synchronized in terms of scheglulin
C. Round Robin Scheduling Scheme Clearly, the probability of allocating a rinfgat 77 can simply

be given by[(ID). However, the probability of selecting ayrin

Round robin scheduling is a non-opportunistic schemeat 7y, is a dependent event and can be derived using Bayes
where a user is selected randomly within a time slot. Ageorem as follows:

each user has equal probability of allocation, round robin i x .
a strictly fair scheduling scheme. The round robin scheme Tsel = Tk >
A i Bl =r) = 3P 5 ) Plra =17%), (A7)
provides maximum fairness among users and may serve as a — Tsel = 7511 J
lower bound in terms of network throughput which is useful j;k



where, F. Evaluating the Joint PMF of. and 6

rea = 1112 o K - w ~ Note that,P(rs = ) derived for all of the above schedul-
P( - — _Tl) Z/ H (Fc(%er‘l)) X ing schemes is the marginal PMF &f(rye; = 7,0 = 6;)
Tsel =T i#k whered denotes the angle of the allocated user with respect
i#j (18)  to the serving BS and it is uniformly distributed frorto 27
ukfc(ykrfl?*l) 7 B -1 up—1 p (see Fig. 1). Although the PDF @éfis continuous we can dis-
I_{r;ﬂ ( c(mwr )) Tk cretize it for analytical consistency and complexity retituc

_ v . S Consider discretizing the range of RVin Z uniform angular
Since the probability of allocating any ringwithin time slot intervals of desired accuracy. Thiy6 = 6;) = % whered;
T,, depends on all previous states, therefore, the principle @énotes any discrete value that the R\¢an take. Since,.,

Markov chain transition probabilities is not directly ajgable. andé are independent, their joint PMF can be written as:
For more clarity, the probability of selecting a rikgat 75 is

. . Plrsa =T
given as follows: P(reel = 11,0 = 0;) = % (22)
K K r — Ty
P(ree = 1r*) = Z Z P S;‘ — 'k — | x [V. DISTRIBUTION OF INTERCELL INTERFERENCE FROM
‘ Tsel = T2 N Tsel = Tyt ONE CELL
m#k j#m
J#k

The derivation for the distribution of the ICI from an
> P(ree = 1) interfering celll, i.e., fx,(z), depends on the distribution of
™77 the distance between the allocated user in the interferfig ¢
(19) [ and the BS of interest, i.ef,;sell (7). As mentioned earlier,
o o each interfering cell is assumed to have identical coruktia
WherevPéépsel_rzsﬂﬁffel_mﬁ) is given at the top of next a given time slot. Thereforef;_, () applies to all interfering
page in[(2D)In general, the probability of selecting any ringcells and, thus, we will drop the subscriptn the sequel to
k at a time slotTy,, i.e., P(rs = rkTw) can be written as: simplify notation. Using the cosine law (see Hig. 1), we can

— T
P(Tscl—rj 2

Tsel = I'm K

write:

S T Tsel = Ts'2 -2 2 2
Z Z e Z P(ree =1,")P — | X To) = 1o + D? — 2rge1 D cosb. (23)
n#k s#n, Jj#Es,n,.. Tsel =Tn ~ . . . . .

s#k J#k 7sel IS the distance of the allocated user in the interfering cell

P Teal = T5 1w [ from the BS of interesty,; is the distance of the allocated

X . i i i _
<Tse1 = Tt O Tgel = 7572 N Te] = rnTl) user from its serving BS, i.e., (BS, 0 € [0,27] andD = 2R

(21) since we consider universal frequency reuse with one tier of
] o ) ] interfering cells. The approach can be extended to any numbe
Computational EfficiencyThe time complexity of the greedy of tiers in a straightforward manner. In order to determine t
round robin scheme is heavily based on the computationa\iF of 7., wherery, € [D — R, D + R, first of all we
time of theNIntegrate Operation INMATHEMATICA. The Computefi.k for given 91 and Tk using [B) as follows:
computation time of on&lIntegrate operation is denoted '

by  wherer = 0.95 sec (on Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU-X5550 77 =i+ D* = 2D cost; Vry,Vo;, (24)
@2.67 GHz with 24 GB RAM, 64 bit Operating System); this _ _ . . .

is equivalent to the computational complexity of @jeedy where, 7 qlenotes the.mterfe_rmg d|s_tance from a specified
scheme and (i) thdirst time slot of the greedy round robin_pOIar coordmate(rk,ei)_ in the mterfe_rlng cell to the BS. pf
scheme. Monte-Carlo simulation time required for 100,0dpterest located at a distande (see FigLlL). In addition, it is
trials in greedy scheme requires around 150.67 sec whiéf{orth to mention thah’.’“ are the points a't WhictP (7se1 =

is 150 times more than the computational complexity Jﬁk) can be defined using (2) as follows:

NIntegrate operation. This fact demonstrates the compu- ~ _ P(rsel = 71)

tational efficiency ofgreedyscheme in comparison to Monte- P(Fsel = Tik) = -7 (25)
Carlo simulations. However, in the second time slot, gree
round robin scheme requirds — 1 integrations whereas, for
the third time slotK” — 2 integrations are required. Therefore
the computation time at any time slat < W can be given
asT+ > ,7(K —i+1); w < W, whereWW denotes
the total number of time slots. Considering = W =15
and the number of ringg’ = W for greedy round robin,
the analytical time complexity is around 113 sec which
still lower than the Monte-CarIo.simuIation time requirext f P(Fgel = ) = Z P(fse1 = Tik),  (26)
the greedyscheme. Therefore, it can be concluded that the

numerical implementation of greedy round robin would be )
beneficial for performance assessment in cases with redué¥dterer» denotes any discrete value that the RV can take.
number of rings, e.g, when either the number of slots, tfecall X = K77, therefore the PDF oX conditioned on
path-loss exponent, or the cell radius has a small value.

%e two dimensional data set @f.;, at which P(7se1 = 7 1)

is defined, can then be grouped infd segments of any
arbitrary widthA. This can be done by dividing the distance
betweenD — R and D + R into M equal segments of width
A and mapping; ;, accordingly. Clearly, by adding all the
probabilities for whichv,,, lies in them'™ segment we get the
igrobability Of Foe] = T

i k€[Fm— 5 Fm+5]

INote thatA represents the uniform segments of interfering cell wierea
A} represents the non-uniform circular regions within a giceti.
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Tsal = T T o0 K _ u; ka((’YkaK ) FC(’WJ‘kK )
P( . >— /O [I (Fetwr?E™) ( ) dye,  (20)

T'sel = Tsz N Tsel = TmT] ik KT‘;'B
i#ji#Em
Tsel CAN be determined by RV transformation as: Note that[(3]) is a Hyper-Exponential distribution with g@ar

eter K ~1\# . Thus, using the MGF of the Hyper-Exponential

B
— M (27) distribution, My (¢) can be derived as follows:

R sel
fX|Tse1 K?’Z;{j i .
M —11\
Averaging over the PMF ofy.|, the distribution of the IClI, Mx(t) = Z %P(fsel =in) | . (32)
fx(z), from any celll can be given as: K=/, —t

M 7B -1 Special Case 2: Generalized: Composite Fading €, x ~
fx(z) = Z %P(fsa =Tm).  (28) Kg(ms,me,Q): In wireless channels, shadowing and fading
m across the channel between a user and BS can be jointly mod-
It is important to emphasize that the derivation of the iistr €led by a composite fading distribution. A closed form com-
tion of ICI is based on the scheduling decisions of intenfgri Posite fading model, namely Generalizkdalso referred to as
cells at a given time slot. Therefore, the paramétgrof the Gamma-Gamma distribution, has been recently introduced in
ICI distribution varies from one time slot to the other foeth [15] which is general enough to model well-known shadowing

location based round robin and greedy round robin schem@#d fading distributions such as log-normal, Nakagami-
Rayleigh etc. Using[(28)fx (=) in this case can be derived

as follows:

T =71

V. MGF oF THE CUMULATIVE INTERCELL INTERFERENCE
. L . . . 7 ~B fr—1\Mctms—2 Me+ms
Computing the distribution of the cumulative I€1 requires Frlz) = XM: 2wl K1)z <b> y
(33)

the convolution of the PDF of. RVs X;, VI = 1,2,---L, A~ K T(me)T(ms) \2

which is a tedious task in practice. To avoid convolutions, w e

utilize an MGF based approach to derive the expression éor th Kon. —m. (b\ /ﬁﬁj{—l) P(Fsel = Tm),
MGF of the cumulative ICIY. Considering same scheduling )

scheme deployed in each cell, the interference experienggere, K, (.) denotes the modified Bessel function of second
from each cell is i.i.d and therefore the MGF of the cumulativkind with orderv, b = 2 LT, Performing some algebraic
interference can be calculated as follows: manipulations and usin&Eq. 6.643/3], the expression f
Mx(t) can be derived as:

My (t) = [] Mx, (t) = Mx(®)" = (Ele™)".  (29)
=1

m5+mcfl)

T 2.8 [ 2B ( 5
Mx(t)z Z P(fSEIZf’;)ebSRt ( Tm) X

The derivation can be extended in a straightforward manner P AKt
to the case where different cells deploy different scheduli B p2
schemd& Looking at the structure of {28), we can write: Woisme—me me—ms (— 4’}@) ,
> L P(fael = im (34)
M) = [ e petoyin = 3 HEe=Tnl, | -
0 Kipl where,W denotes the Whittaker function. Finallity (¢) can

Tm=T1 (30) be written as follows:

| etttk I
. . . 0 . . MY(t) - Z P(fsel = fgl) (— m ) e SRt X
The derived expression is generic and applies to any com- 4Kt
posite fading distribution. Next, we will present explibiGF . (35
expressions for three typically used practical fading ni&de —b%,
Special Case 1: Rayleigh Fadingé x ~ Exp(A): In this WH%% ( ARt )
case, the small scale fading coefficient on a given subcarrie
is considered to be Rayleigh distributed whereas the effectNote that integrating the CDF and MGF of Generalized-
shadowing is not considered. The distribution of intefiee x Rv which involves Meijer-G and Whittaker functions,
considering a single interfering cell can then be derived asrespectively, iMATHEMATICA andMAPLE can be a bit more
3y time consuming. In this context, recently an approximatbn
fx(z) = Z K—lAff;e—AfiK’lwp(;scl =7n). (31) the Generalizeds RV has been proposed ifi_[15] which is
discussed below.
Special Case 3: Gamma Composite Fading (;y ~
2The only required change is that in this case, the MGF of Ieeied Gamma(ms, m.): In [15], the authors proposed an accurate
from each cell will not be i.i.d, i.eMy (t) = [T/~, Mx, (t) and the MGF  approximation of the Generalizeéd-RV by the more tractable

of each celll can be characterized with its corresponding schedulingraeh Gamma distribution using moment matching method. The
which depends oP(rge; = 7). g g ’

Tm=T1

(7n5+;ncfl )

T =71



approximation provides a simplifying model for the compesiis the characteristic function of in ring k. The outage
fading in wireless communication systems. Using (28)(xz) probability can then be computed by using the classical lamm

can be written in this case as: introduced in[[17] as follows:
YR e i L1 ™ (dz(w)
N el e (arp, KTHme! Pot==+— [ Im(22*) dw (40)
f T) = — - P fse = fm . out 2 ’
X( ) szzﬁ Kfm'gl—‘(ms)m:;ns ( l ) T Jo w

(36) Where Im(¢z(w)) denotes the imaginary part ofz(w).

Performing some algebraic manipulations and lettipg= Using [40), the outage probability can be evaluated using

x(i—t) Mz (1) can be derived as follows: any standard mathematical software packages such as
me X ' MATHEMATICA andMAPLE.

L P(Fger = P ) (K478 )me > ) _ _ .
Mx(t) = Z — T / e Yy™""dy Evaluation of Ergodic Network Capacity: Another
Fm=ry L' (M) (F?nK*1 - mct) 0 important performance evaluation parameter is the network

Far B8 m. ergodic capacityC, i.e., C = E [logQ (1 + ﬁ)}

= Z P(Fse1 = Tm) (%) . Usually, the computation af requires(L + 1)-fold numerical
K= rm —met integrations. To avoid this, we utilize the efficient lemma
(37) derived in [20] with a slight modification to take thermal

noise into account as follows:

T =T1
Finally, My (¢) can be written as follows:

e 17 e\ - [m <1 + o )
MY(t) = ( Z P(Fscl = fm) <K7£Lt) ) . Zlel X; + 02

— K17, —m 00 (41)
T =T m t) — t
1 (38) :/ My (1) tMXo,Y( ) =gt
0
VI. EVALUATION OF IMPORTANT NETWORK where, My (t) = ]E[e—tEle X1 and Mx,y(t) =
PERFORMANCEMETRICS E[eft(XoJer:le)] = E[e*t(XoJrY)]_ Note that this is the

In this section, we demonstrate the significance of traefinition of MGF as defined i [20] which is not the same as
derived MGF expressions of the cumulative ICI in quantifyinour definition. Thus, we can us&ty (t) from (32), [3%) and
important network performance metrics such as the outa@@8) directly with a sign change gfw. In addition, [41) can
probability P, ergodic capacityC and average fairnes& be solved efficiently by expressing it in terms of the weights

among users numerically. and abscissas of a Laguerre orthogonal polynonial [20] as
X E My (§e) —Mxq,v (&)
E|n (14 52%)] = Sl ac oot 4

Evaluation of Outage Probability: The outage probability Ry, where&, and o, are the sample pointsfénd the weight

is typically defined as the probability of the instantaneoyg.iors of the Laguerre polynomial, tabulated in1[16], and

interference-to-signal-ratio to exceed a certain thrieshim & is the remainder. The MGF ak,, can be calculated as
order to evaluateP,,; numerically, we use the MGF base xplained in [(3D).

technique introduced i [17] for interference limited ®86. £y 5jyation of Average Fairness:In order to quantify the

. . b
Firstly, we define a new R = ¢~ X;—Xo = ¢V —Xo, degree of fairness among different scheduling schemes, we
whereg is the outage threshold ant, is the corresponding \;se the notion developed i [21]. The average fairness of

signal power of the scheduled user in the central cel. scheduling scheme with’ users can be given as =

An outage event occurs whep(Z > 0), i.e., when the _ U p; %B10Pi \where p; is the proportion of resources
interference exceeds the corresponding signal power. Tgig;zl log1oU

decision problem is solved in[[17] by combining the;\A 0 ated to a uset or the access probability of user

characteristic function ofZ and residue theorem. The ystem is strictly fair if each user has equal probability
characteristic function o is defined asby (jw) E[eiéw] to access the channel and in such case the average fairness
A = .

S . becomes one. The other extreme occurs when the channel
Considering interferenc&” and signal powerX, to be

ind dent. th ion f 4 be di access is dominated by a single user; in such case, the averag
independent, the expres§|o.n a1z (jw) can be gIVen as, frimess reduces to zero. The average fairness can be easily
¢z (jw) = oy (jqw)¢x, (—jw); wheregy (gjw) can be given

by (32), [3%), and(38) for different fading models. In gealer computed using our derived results as
the characteristic function aky can be calculated a5 [18]:

b, () = E(e570) = / &40 fy (o) diy

K logqoP(Tsel = 71) — logyouk
F=- P Tsel = Tk) 10 = 10 ) (42)
; ( log, U

(39) whereu;, denotes the number of users in a rikg

o0
:]w/ e‘jmeFXO (Io)dIQ,
0 VII. NUMERICAL AND SIMULATION RESULTS
where the detailed expressionsiof, (x¢) for all opportunistic  In this section, we first define the system parameters and
scheduling schemes are provided [n1[10]. Compact closdibcuss the Monte-Carlo simulation setup which is requiced
form expressions obx, (jw) are available in the literature for demonstrate the accuracy of the derived expressions. We the
e.g. [19, Eq. 19]. For non-opportunistic scheduling schemaddress some important insights and study the performance
bxo(Jw) = D05, D¢l (W) P(rsel = 7), Whereg,, (jw) trends of the different scheduling schemes.

TE=T1



A. Parameter Settings and Simulation Setup: 02 _Proportional Fair Scheduling

The radiusR of the cell is set to 500m and the cell is . _D._E‘:;@%f:;;’&f‘m”'a“f’”s
decomposed into non-uniform circular regions of widky. 01t 1 "ok A
The path loss variation within each circular region is set 1 ! W W‘ = W- -- W N
KR = 2dB ) ) 0 —— i i i |

For each Monte-Carlo trial, we generaté uniformly 0 100 200 300 400 500

. Gregdy thedulipq

\
\
\

o
o

distributed users in a circular cell of radiu3. Each user
has instantaneous SNR given by (1) asttbrt term average
selected SNR based on its ring locatify,). We allocate a
user with maximum instantaneous SNR in the greedy scher
a user with maximum normalized SNR in the proportion:
fair scheme and a user arbitrarily for the round robin schen
For location based round robin we select a user randon
from the w'® ring in a time slotw whereas we select a
user with maximum SNR without considering the users of tt
previously allocatedv — 1 rings for the greedy round robin
scheme. Next, we calculate the distances of the selectes, us 0
i.e., rse1, from their serving BS and compute the distances 5 100 150 200 250 300 = 350 400 450 500
the BS of interest, i.eis, for all scheduling schemes. The Distance of the allocated users from the BS [m]

process repeats for large number of Monte-Carlo simulatioftig 2. pMmF of the distance of the allocated users in a givéin(ice., PMF
The distance data is then analyzed by creating a histogram,.,) for proportional fair, greedy, and round robin schedulchemes

of non-uniform and uniform bin widttin Fig.[2 and Fig[B, Wwith path loss exponent = 2.6, U = 50, C=60 dB, Pmax=1W, 0°=-174
respectively dBm/Hz, and Number of Monte-Carlo simulations =100,000.
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B. Results and Discussions: opportunistic scheduling schemes will get more skewed tdwa

Fig. @ depicts the PMF of the location of the scheduleif® Cell center which is due to the fact that the higher the
user in a given cell based on the proportional fair, gree(ﬂ”mber o_f users in the_cel_l center, the higher is the prothabil
and round robin scheduling schemes. Since the proportiof&@llocating a subcarrier in the cell center.
fair scheme exhibits some fairness among users in a cell, thdn Fig.[3, the PMF of the distance between the allocated user
PMF of the allocated user locations is expected to be mdreinterfering celll and the BS of interest, i.eF(Fsel = 7).
flat compared to the greedy scheme. Since the cell edge KaBresented. Numerical results are found to be in closeeagre
more users due to the large area and each user has efigiit with the Monte-Carlo simulation resutasd M = 20,
probability to be allocated on a given subcarrier, themfol-€., A=50 m For the opportunistic scheduling schemes, it is
the round robin scheme exhibits high probability at the-cellikely that a user close to its serving BS can get a subcarrier
edge. In order to get an integer number of users withint@us, the PMF of the distance of allocated interfering users
ring, we perform rounding in the analysis, i.e., we considés €xpected to have high density in the middle. However, the
zero active users in the rings whetg < 0.5. In Monte- slight descend in the central region in Higy. 3 is due to igmmpri
Carlo simulations, we consider the probability of allongti uUsers that lie within the rings where the average number of
a user in these rings to be zero which can also be verifiggers is less than half. Moreover, we can observe that tielrou
from Fig.[2. The impact of rounding can be observed mofébin scheduler is highly vulnerable to interference coraga
in the cell center than at the cell-edge, due to narrow carculto the other schemes as high interference is expected to come
regions and in turn low number of users in each ring in tHéom the cell edge users in the interfering cells. On the othe
cell center. This rounding effect is therefore more visile hand, the greedy scheduler is expected to have allocations
the PMF of the greedy scheme which exist mainly in the célear the cell center and, thus, leads to less interference fr
center as observed in Fig. 2(b). However, as this mismat@fighboring cells. The proportional fair scheme lies imtein
lies near the cell center, it does not have much impact on e two extremesNote that asM increases the analytical
derived performance results which include distributiorttag accuracy is expected to increase even further with a tréfde-o
ICI, ergodic capacity and outage probability. in terms of computational complexity. An acceptable ranfye o

It is important to note that the numerical results for thé with negligible complexity varies from 1 to 100.m
derived PMF in Fig[R nearly coincide with the exhaustive Fig.[4 illustrates the CDF of the ICI considering different
Monte-Carlo simulation results with a small number of ringgumber of interfering cells and path loss exponehter the
K = 10 and x = 2dB. Moreover, it can also be noticedgreedy scheduling scheme. With the increase in the number
that the width of the circular regions tend to increase frowf interferers, the interference level increases. Morgoas
cell center to cell edge which is due to the exponentially increases, the signal degrades rapidly and thus intederen
decaying path loss as mentioned in Section Il. The numbevel is reduced considerably. At this point, it is impottém
of required rings is expected to decrease by redugirapnd mention that in this paper we derive and utilize the MGF of
increasing the amount of power decay within each circult#tie cumulative ICI rather than the CDF of the cumulative ICI
region and vice versa. Another important point to explaiim order to evaluate important network performance metrics
with reference to Fig[]2 is that with the increase in th&herefore, the analytical part of the provided figure of tha-C
number of competing users on a given subcarrier, the PMFaffthe cumulative ICI is plotted using a technique mentioned
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Fig. 3. PMF of the distance at which the users in the intaregells are Fig. 4. Impact of different number of interfereds and various path loss
allocated (i.e., PMF offs,) for proportional fair, greedy and round robin exponents(3) on the CDF of cumulative ICI considering greedy scheduling
scheduling schemes with path loss exponént 2.6, U = 50, Z = 180, schemelU = 50, Z = 180, x ~ Gamma(3/2,2/3), C=60 dB, Pmax=1W,

x ~ Gamma(3/2,2/3), C=60 dB, Pmax=1W, 02=-174 dBm/Hz,A=50 o2=-174 dBm/Hz, and Number of Monte-Carlo simulations =100,0

m, and Number of Monte-Carlo simulations =100,000.

6.5

in [22] to convert MGF into CDF numerically. |
Fig. @ investigates the effect of increasing the numb
of competing users on a given sub-carrier considering
scheduling schemes. It can be observed that the increalse in
number of users enhances the performance of the opportuni
scheduling schemes due to additional multiuser diversitygy
The greedy scheme achieves the best performance whei
the round robin scheme achieves the worst performance.
expected, the proportional fair scheme lies in betweenwioe t
extremes. The average capacity of location based round ro
over W = K time slots has been shown to be better the
the conventional round robin scheme. The average capar
results of the greedy round robin scheme is presented
W = 3 and W = 6. Clearly, for W = 1, the scheme is
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equivalent to the greedy scheme; however, with the incree : 4 4
of time slots, performance degradation takes place dueeto %o 100 150 200 250
reduction of multiuser diversity caused by ignoring thersse Number of users

from previously allocated rings.

Fig. @ quantifies the average resource fairness of all Pig. 5. Network ergodic capacity for different number of igseonsidering
sented scheduling schemes. As expected, round robin iglifigrent scheduling schemes with= 2.6, x ~ Gamma(3/2,2/3), C=60
strictly fair scheme. The proportional fair scheme possetise 98: Pmax=1W, ando?=-174 dBm/Hz.
ability to enhance the network throughput compared to round
robin scheduling while providing a high degree of fairneshigher the outage threshold for a given signal and interfer-
The greedy scheme is observed to be the most unfair scheer@e power, the greater outage is expected. Moreover, for
ConsideringK time slots, the average fairness of the locatiolarger number of users the outage probability is observed to
based round robin scheme is investigated and found to be vezguce for all opportunistic scheduling schemes except the
close to the round robin scheme, however, with degradatiosund robin scheme. Since increasing the number of users
in performance as can be observed in Fig. 5. For the greemly a given subcarrier in non-opportunistic schemes does not
round robin scheme, we plotted the fairness metric conisiger directly affect the access probability of a ririg therefore
W =3 and W = 6; it is shown that as the number of timeits impact on the ICI is almost negligible. This fact can also
slots increases, the fairness improves with a trade-offegn  be verified from Fig[b. Finally, in Fig 18, we evaluate the
terms of ergodic capacity. network ergodic capacity as a function of the fading seyerit

In Fig. [d, we evaluate the network outage probability gsarameter and average power of Gamma fading interference
a function of the outage threshold; = (7 + X,)/Y for channels for different scheduling schemes. Firstly, it ban
(i) U = 50 users; (i) U = 100 users. The numerical andobserved that increasing the average power of the interdere
simulation results are nearly identical for most cases. Tlehannel which is given b2 = m.m, for a given fading
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a function of different parameters of the interference istas x ~
Gamma(ms, m.) with U = 50 users,3=2.6, ando?=-174 dBm/Hz.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We proposed a novel approach to model the uplink ICI
considering various scheduling schemes and compositegadi
channel models. The proposed approach is not dependent on
a particular shadowing and fading statistics, hence, sides
to different models is possible. The providedmerical results
help in gaining insights into the behavior of ICI considerin
different scheduling schemes and composite fading models.
Moreover, they provide quantitative assessment of thdivela
performance of various scheduling schemes which is impbrta
network design and assessment. The proposed approach
can be extended to typical power control schemes and down-
link scenarios as discussed [n [10].
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