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Abstract

The application of multiple-input multiple-output (MIMObechniques to non-orthogonal multiple access
(NOMA) systems is important to enhance the performancesgafiiNOMA. In this paper, a novel MIMO-NOMA
framework for downlink and uplink transmission is propod®dapplying the concept of signal alignment. By
using stochastic geometry, closed-form analytical resaife developed to facilitate the performance evaluation of
the proposed framework for randomly deployed users andfamers. The impact of different power allocation
strategies, such as fixed power allocation and cognitiveoracspired power allocation, on the performance of
MIMO-NOMA is also investigated. Computer simulation rasuare provided to demonstrate the performance of

the proposed framework and the accuracy of the developdgti@aaresults.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) has been recognased spectrally efficient multiple access
(MA) technique for the next generation of mobile networkp-[2]. For example, the use of NOMA has
been recently proposed for downlink scenarios in 3rd geioergartnership project long-term evolution
(3GPP-LTE) systems, and the considering technique waseténmultiuser superposition transmission
(MUST) [4]. In addition, NOMA has also been identified as orig¢h® key radio access technologies to
increase system capacity and reduce latency in fifth georrédG) mobile networks [5],/[6].

The key idea of NOMA is to exploit the power domain for mulé@ccess, which means multiple users
can be served concurrently at the same time, frequency,@edding code. Instead of using water-filling
power allocation strategies, NOMA allocates more powerhi Wisers with poorer channel conditions,
with the aim to facilitate a balanced tradeoff between systeroughput and user fairness. Initial system
implementations of NOMA in cellular networks have demoatgd the superior spectral efficiency of
NOMA [1], [2]. The performance of NOMA in a network with ranohdy deployed single-antenna nodes
was investigated in_[3]. User fairness in the context of NOKMa&s been addressed [d [7], where power
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allocation was optimized under different channel statermfation (CSl) assumptions. In![8], topological
interference management has been applied for single+zatgownlink NOMA transmission. Unlike the

above works,[[9] addressed the application of NOMA for upltransmission, where the problems of
power allocation and subcarrier allocation were jointltimized. The concept of NOMA is not limited

to radio frequency communication networks, and has beeamntlcapplied to visible light communication

systems in[[10].

The application of multiple-input multiple-output (MIMQGgchnologies to NOMA is important since
the use of MIMO provides additional degrees of freedom faithfer performance improvement. In
[11], the multiple-input single-output scenario, where thase station had multiple antennas and users
were equipped with a single antenna, was considered. In fLRjultiple-antenna base station used the
NOMA approach to serve two multiple-antenna users simatiasly, where the problem of throughput
maximization was formulated and two algorithms were pregos solve the optimization problem. In
many practical scenarios, it is preferable to serve as maegsiwas possible in order to reduce user latency
and improve user fairness. Following this rationale| ir][18ers were first grouped into small-size clusters,
where NOMA was implemented for the users within one clusher MIMO detection was used to cancel
inter-cluster interference. Similar to_[14], this methoded not need CSI at the base station; however,
unlike [14], it avoids the use of random beamforming whiclm cause uncertainties for the quality of
service (Qo0S) experienced by the users.

This paper considers a general MIMO-NOMA communicationwoek where a base station is
communicating with multiple users using the same time, dezgy, and spreading code resources, in

the presence of randomly deployed interferers. The carttabs of this paper are listed as follows:

« A general MIMO-NOMA framework which is applicable to bothwliolink and uplink transmission
is proposed, by applying the concept of signal alignmengijrmally developed for multi-way relaying
channels in[[15] and [16]. By exploiting this framework, tbensidered multi-user MIMO-NOMA
scenario can be decomposed into multiple separate sintggenaa NOMA channels, to which
conventional NOMA protocols can be applied straightfoiixar

« Since the choice of the power allocation coefficients is kegdhieve a favorable throughput-fairness
tradeoff in NOMA systems, two types of power allocation wgges are studied in this paper. The
fixed power allocation strategy can realize different Qo§unements in the long term, whereas the
cognitive radio inspired power allocation strategy canueaghat users’ QoS requirements are met

instantaneously.



« A sophisticated approach for the user precoding/deteetator selection is proposed and combined
with the signal alignment framework in order to efficientlypéoit the excess degrees of freedom of
the MIMO system. Compared to the existing MIMO-NOMA work B3], the framework proposed
in this paper offers two benefits. First, a larger diversigingcan be achieved, e.g., for a scenario
in which all nodes are equipped with/ antennas, a diversity order @ff is achievable, whereas
a diversity gain ofl is realized by the scheme inh_[13]. Second, the proposed frankeis more
general, and also applicable to the case where the userddwage antennas than the base station.

« Exact expressions and asymptotic performance resultses@aped in order to obtain an insightful
understanding of the proposed MIMO-NOMA framework. In partar, the outage probability is
used as the performance criterion since it not only bounedsethor probability of detection tightly,
but also can be used to calculate the outage capacity/rae.irfipact of the random locations of
the users and the interferers is captured by applying ssbichgeometry, and the diversity order is
computed to illustrate how efficiently the degrees of freedd the channels are used by the proposed

framework.

1. SYSTEM MODEL FOR THEPROPOSEDMIMO-NOMA FRAMEWORK

Consider an MIMO-NOMA downlink (uplink) communication s@&io in which a base station is
communicating with multiple users. The base station is gued with A/ antennas and each user is
equipped with/N antennas. In this paper, we consider the scenario- % in order to implement the
concept of signal alignment, an assumption more general tthe one used iri_[13]. This assumption is
applicable to various communication scenarios, such adl seis in heterogenous networks [17] and 5G
cloud radio access networks [18], in which low-cost baséasta are deployed with high density and it
is reasonable to assume that the base stations have cagsalsiinilar to those of user handsets, such as
smart phones and tablets.

The users are assumed to be uniformly deployed in a disc,telérwy D, i.e., the cell controlled
by the base station. The radius of the dise-jsand the base station is located at the centePoln
order to reduce the system load, many existing studies &OMA have proposed to pair two users for
the implementation of NOMA, and have demonstrated that itléal to pair two users whose channel
conditions are very different [1]| [19]. Based on this irgigwe assume that the disc is divided into two
regions. The first region is a smaller disc, denotedZhy with radiusr; (r; < r) and the base station
located at its origin. The second region is a ring, denotedbyconstructed fromD by removingD;.

Assume that\/ pairs of users are selected, where userandomly located irD, is paired with user/,



randomly located irD,. Hence, the users are randomly scheduled and paired togétieeuse of more
sophisticated schedulers can further improve the perfoceaf the proposed MIMO-NOMA framework
of course, but this is beyond the scope of this paper.

In addition to the messages sent by the base station, thelid@MOMA users also observe signals sent
by interference sources which are distributedidf according to a homogeneous Poisson point process
(PPP)¥; of density)\; [20]. The same assumption is made for the uplink case. Irtipeatchese interferers
can be cognitive radio transmitters, WiFi access pointsTi lin the unlicensed spectrum (LTE-U), or
transmitters from different tiers in heterogenous netwotik order to obtain tractable analytical results, it
is assumed that the interference sources are equipped wsitigl@ antenna and use identical transmission
powers, denoted by;.

Consider the use of a composite channel model with both eaiasc Rayleigh fading and large scale

path loss. In particular, the channel matrix from the bast¢ist to userm is H,, = f{; - where
G,, denotes anV x M matrix whose elements represent Rayleigh fading channesgg, denotes the

distance from the base station to the user, and the resuyttitigloss is modelled as follows:

L(d ) d%, if d,>rg
" ry, otherwise 7

wherea denotes the path loss exponent and paramgtavoids a singularity when the distance is small.
It is assumed that; > r in order to simplify the analytical results. For notatiosahplicity, the channel
matrix from userm to the base station is denoted B/.. Global CSl is assumed to be available at the
users and the base station. The proposed MIMO-NOMA framlefardownlink and uplink transmission

is described in the following two subsections, respedfivel

A. Downlink MIMO-NOMA Transmission

The base station sends the following x 1 information-bearing vector
o1S1 + oSy
s = : ; 1)
Sy + QoS
wheres,, is the signal intended for the-th user,,, is the power allocation coefficient, and, +a2, = 1.
The choice of the power allocation coefficients will be dissed later.
Without loss of generality, we focus on user, whose observation is give by

m

G
m = —F——=Ps+w; +n,, 2
y L(dm) I (2



whereP is the M x M precoding matrix to be defined at the end of this subsectign,denotes the overall

co-channel interference received by userandn,, denotes the noise vector. Following the classical shot

noise model in[[21], the co-channel interferenea,”, can be expressed as follows:

Wi, = 3
]g,l; \V dI] m

where 1,, denotes ann x 1 all-one vector, andi;, ,, denotes the distance from user to the j-th
interference source. Note that small scale fading has begtied in the interference model, since the
effect of path loss is more dominant for interferers locd@daway. In addition, this simplification will
facilitate the development of tractable analytical resulthe case witlp; = 0 corresponds to the scenario
without interference.

Userm applies a detection vector,, to its observation, and therefore the user’s observationbea

re-written as follows:

G
vily —vylI__—1T_ _PpPgtvl(w, +n, 4
mY m L(dm) m( Im ) ( )
= Vgipm(amsm + QS ) + Z Vgipi(aisi +apsy) +viE(wy +n,,),
L(d,) L(dy)

i#m
N

-

Vo
interference (including inter—pair interference) + noise

wherep,, denotes then-th column of P.
In order to remove inter-pair interference, the followingnstraint has to be met:
VﬁGm _
pPi = 021, Vi # m, (5)
V,IT{l/G'm’
where0,,.,, denotes then x n all zero matrix. Without loss of generality, we focus pn which needs

to satisfy the following constraint:

Glvy Glvy - Glvy G v le = 02pr—1)x1- (6)
Note that the dimension of the matrix (({ng Glvy -+ GHvy Gﬁ,vMi H, iS2(M—1)xM.
Therefore, a non-zero vectgy; satisfying [6) does not exist. In order to ensure the exesasf p;, one
straightforward approach is to serve less user pairs,redycing the number of user pairs @4 + 1).
However, this approach will reduce the overall system tghgmut.
To overcome this problem, in this paper, the concept of iatence alignment is applied, which means

the detection vectors are designed to satisfy the follovaimigstraint [22], [[28]

vilG,, = vZLG,, (7)



or equivalently

[Gg —Gﬁ,} A (8)

V!

DefineU,, as the2N x (2N — M) matrix containing th¢2N — M) right singular vectors ong —Gﬁ,]
corresponding to its zero singular values. Therefore, #tealion vectors at the users are designed as

follows:

A . . )
V!
wherex,, is a (2N — M) x 1 vector to be defined later. We normalizg, to 2, i.e., |x|* = 2, due to
the following two reasons. First, the uplink transmissi@wpr has to be constrained as shown in the
following subsection. Second, this facilitates the parfance analysis carried out in the next section. It
is straightforward to show that the choice of the detectiectars in [9) satisfie%GTHn —Gg,} U,.x,, =
Onrxt-
The effect of the signal alignment based desigriin (7) is tiogeption of the channels of the two users
in the same pair into the same direction. Defie = G/v,, as the effective channel vector shared by
the two users. As a result, the number of the rows in the mairif6) can be reduced significantly. In

particular, the constraint fop; in (@) can be rewritten as follows:

H
[gl S 8ic1 8k gM] Pi = 0@r-1)x1- (10)
H

Note that[g1 cee i1 i e gM} is an(M —1) x M matrix, which means that p; satisfying

(10) exists.
H
DefineG £ [gl e gM] . A zero forcing based precoding matrix at the base statiorbeadesigned

as follows:

P =G "D, (11)

where D is a diagonal matrix to ensure power normalization at theebagation, i.e.,D? =

diag{(G,lGl,H)n,~-~ , (G,lGEH)MM}, where (A),,., denotes then-th element on the main diagonal

of A. As a result, the transmission power at the base station easobstrained as follows:
tr {PPH} p=tr {G_HDDHG_l} p=tr {G_lG_HDZ} p=Mp, (12)

wherep denotes the transmit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).



With the design in[{[7) and_(11), the signal model for usecan now be written as follows:

H gn Z g
Vi ¥Ym = 7mpm<am3m + am’sm’) + —
L(d,,) vV L(d)

pi(is; +aysy) + VZ(W[m +n,,) (13)

_ (O{mSm + Oémrsm,) .
- V(L) (GG ), 0 + Vo (Wi, +15,).

For notational simplicity, we defing,, = vily,., h,,

1 H
= LW, =V
V)G 1G )y, M

vin,,. Therefore, the use of the signal alignment based precatidgletection matrices decomposes the

wy,,, andn,, =

multi-user MIMO-NOMA channels intal/ pairs of single-antenna NOMA channels. In particular, with

each pair, the two users receive the following scalar olagienvs
Ym = hm(amsm + am’sm’) + wr,, + Nim, (14)
and

Ym = Py (amsm + am’sm’> + wr,,,, + Ny (15)

_ 1
VL) (GG H )
and it is important to point out that,, and h,,, share the same small scale fading gain with different

wherey,,, andn,, are defined similar tg,, andn,,, respectively. Note that,,,

distances.

Recall that two users belonging to the same pair are seldmed D; and D,, respectively, which
means thatl,, < d,,». Therefore, the two users from the same pair are orderecutitany ambiguity,
which simplifies the design of the power allocation coeffits i.e.,a,, < a,,, following the NOMA
principle. Userm’ decodes its message with the following signal-to-interiee-plus-noise ratio (SINR)

p|hm"20[2 /
SINR,, — m , 16
T a2+ o P+ VI An T (16)

where the interference term is given by
PI
Iy =S 2L (17)
jG\IIIL (d1j7m/)
Userm carries out successive interference cancellation (SIChirby removing the message to usef

with SINR, STN Ry, = ol

p|hm\2043”+|vm|2+\vﬁlj\r|2lmr

, and then decoding its own message with SINR

p|hm|2a$n
INR,, = . 18
SIN B = e VT NP (18)

which becomes the SNR ji; = 0.



B. Uplink MIMO-NOMA transmission

For the NOMA uplink case, usern will send out an information bearing messagg and the signal
transmitted by this user is denoted by,v,, s,,. Because of the reciprocity between uplink and downlink
channelsy,, which was used as a downlink detection vector can be used ascading vector for the
uplink scenario. SimilarlyP will be used as the detection matrix for the uplink case. s ffaper, we

assume that the total transmission power from one user aormalized as follows:
A [Vin|? 4 iy [V [ < 2. (19)

The base station observes the following signal:

M
GH amvmsm Gﬁ,amfvm/sm/
YBs = Z ( + > +Ww; +ngs, (20)

\/ m V L(dm')

wherew; is the interference term defined as follows

w2 ZLlM’ (21)

jev /L (dr; Bs)

d; ps denotes the distance between the base station angttheterferer, and the noise term is defined
similarly as in the previous section. The base station epi detection matri¥ to its observations and

the system model at the base station can be written as follows

GH Qo Vi Sy, GH/am/Vm/Smr
PHYBS P Z ( + ) + PH(W[ + IlBs).

V/L(dm) v/ L{dm)

As a result, the symbols from the-th user pair can be detected based on

pH pH <GZOémeSm 4 GyHn/Oém/Vm/Sm/> Z (G Oészsz GI;IO[Z/VZ/Sl ) + pH( +n )
mYBS = P, /— m\ W1 BS)-
V L(dm) V L(dm/) i#m \%

interference(including inter—pair interference) + noise

In order to avoid inter-pair interference, the followingnstraint needs to be met

G Q;V;S; fooz-ers-
L L =0, Vm # 1. (22)

Applying again the concept of signal alignment, the comstrthat GZv,, = G,v,, is imposed on

the precoding vectors,,. Therefore, the same design of, as shown in[{9) can be used. The total

transmission power within one pair is given by
pa, [Vin|® + pad, |V | < pmax(ag,, al)([Vi|* + [vir[?) < 2p. (23)

Therefore, the use of the precoding vector[ih (9) ensuresthigatotal transmission power of one user

pair is constrained.



Applying the detection matrix defined ih_(11), the system siddr the base station to decode the

messages from thei-th pair can be written as follows:
YBSm = hmamsm + hm’am’ Sy + WRBSm + NBSm; (24)

whereyps ., = plygs, wpsm = piiwr, andnps,, = pfnps. Therefore, using the proposed precoding
and detection matrices, we can decompose the multi-uset®ANNDMA uplink channel intd\/ orthogonal
single-antenna NOMA channels. Note that the variance ofntiiee is normalized as illustrated in the
following:

(GG 1),
(GG ) m

5{PZnBsngst} - ngm = (PHP)m,m = (DHG_lG_HD)m,m = =1 (25)

The SIC strategy can be applied to decode the users’ mesdali@sing steps similar to those used in

the downlink scenario.

[1l. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS FOR DOWNLINK MIMO-NOMA T RANSMISSION

Two types of power allocation policies are considered is gection. One is fixed power allocation
and the other is inspired by the cognitive ratio concept,llastrated in the following two subsections,
respectively. Recall that the precoding vectorsandv,, are determined by,, as shown in[{9). In this
section, a random choice &f,, is considered first. How to find a more sophisticated choicexfp is
investigated in Section IMT-C.

A. Fixed Power Allocation

In this case, the power allocation coefficients, and «,,, are constant and not related to the
instantaneous realizations of the fading channels. Wefirsll focus on the outage performance of user

m'. The outage probability of user’ to decode its information is given by

Po, —P (log [ 1+ Al 0 <R (26)
m =BT o P2, + Ve P+ VAN ) )

where P(x < a) denotes the probability for the evemt < a. The correlation between,,, and h,,
makes the evaluation of the above outage probability veaji@hging. Hence, we focus on the following

modified expression for the outage probability

~ p|hm/|2a2/
P =P (log (1 m <R ).
< °8 < T T P02, + 2 + 200y
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Since |[v, [ + |v.|? = 2, we have|v,,|> < 2 and|v,,[> < 2. In addition, becausé+ S°N | z,)? <

LS a2, [vE1y[? < N|v,|? Therefore, we have

Po, <P, 27)

for & > N, which means thaP,, provides an upper bound dh,, if 6 > N. Note that wheny = 1, the
difference betweei®,, and P, is very small as can be observed from Hij. 1, i.e., a choicg-efl is
sufficient to ensure thdt,, provides a very tight approximation ,,. In addition, the use oP,, will

be sufficient to identify the achievable diversity order lo¢ fproposed MIMO-NOMA scheme.

Solid lines: Actual probabilities
Dash-dotted lines: Approximations

Outage Probabilities

[
o

—a— Outage Probability of User m’, plzlodBm
—o— Outage Probability of User m’, pI:pllo
—— Outage Probability of User m, p|:10dBm

—o— Outage Probability of User m’, pI:pllo
-3

10 . .
0 5 10 5 20 25 30 35 40
Transmission Power in dBm

Fig. 1.  Comparison betweeR; and P%, i € {m,m'}. R, = R, = 1.5 bit per channel use (BPCU)\; = 10~*. » = 20m and

r1 = 10m. ro = Im anda,,, = i M = N = 2. The path loss exponent is = 3, and the noise power is30dBm.

Given a random choice aof,,, the following lemma provides an exact expressionPgy as well as

its high SNR approximation.

Lemma 1. If o2, < o2 e,,, the probabilityP,,, = 1, wheree,, = 2% — 1. Otherwise the probability

P, can be expressed as follows:

. 2 [ .
P,=1——"— “2ome dr, 28
— / pr{@)ads (28)
2 B, 1(x)
€ 1 —7A 677/ x))« é7 ”,rL.a
where g, = ——=t—, oi(e) = (#57) By () = 26,8p1 L (%), and~(-) denotes

the incomplete Gamma function.
If p; is fixed and transmit SNR approaches infinity, the outage probability can be apprated as
follows:

b 20m(2+ Opr) (rot? — p12)
T e r? a+2

: (29)
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whered,, = 2mA;pr 2. For the special case qf; =0, P, simplifies to

. 1 o o 2, )" = 2 2
P =1 = gy (20— e outd) - BOL L (5 (2] < (24 0.20,8) ) (20

2 —ri r2 —r3
Proof: Please refer to Appendix A. [ |
By using the high SNR approximation obtained in Lemha 1 asd #he fact that bothkp,,, and 6,

are at the order of), the achievable diversity gain is obtained in the followoagollary.

Corollary 1. If o2, > o2 ¢,,, the diversity order achieved by the proposed MIMO-NOMAea/ork

for userm’ is one.

On the other hand, user first decodes the message for usérbefore decoding its own message via

SIC. Therefore, the outage probability at users given by

plhm|*az,
Pe =P (1 1 m < R, 31
m (g( T o2, + Va2 + VLN, D)
plhm|*ai plhm|?ad,
P(log(1 m < Ry, log (1 m > Ry ).
- (g( TN+ VAN, O\ T DT PoR + [VuP + VAN,

Again, we focus on a modified expression for the outage piitityaas follows:

5 plhm|?ary
P,=P[]1 1 ’” / 2

plhm|*ai plhm[*a,
P(log (142 %) kg (1 m > Ry ),
* <0g< 5T 21, %6\ DlhlPa2, + 2 1 201,

which is an upper bound fof > N as explained in the proof for Lemnia 2. FIg. 1 demonstrates tha
P,, with a choice of5 = 1 yields a tight upper approximation dh,,. The following lemma provides an

exact expression for this probability as well as its high SifFproximation.

Lemma 2. If o2, < a2, the probabilityP,, = 1, otherwise the probabilit,., can be expressed as

follows:
~ 2 ro _2(27 ro 2 Tl _2(27 o
P,=1- = e o pr(rg)rdr — — e T pr(x)rdr, (33)
1 Jo T Jrg

whereg,, = max{ ¢, o} and ¢, = <5 If p; is fixed and the transmit SNRapproaches infinity, the

2 .
Py,

outage probability can be approximated as follows:

- ~ ggm(2 + ém') a+2 a+2
P,, ~ 201 2) (aro + 2r] ) , (34)

whered,, was defined in Lemnig 1.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B. [ |
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B. Cognitive Radio Power Allocation

In this section, a cognitive radio inspired power allocatitrategy is studied. In particular, assume
that userm’ is viewed as a primary user in a cognitive ratio network. Witthogonal multiple access,
the bandwidth resource occupied by use€rcannot be reused by other users, despite its poor channel
conditions. In contrast, with NOMA, one additional useg, iusenm, can be served simultaneously, under
the condition that the QoS requirements of ugércan still be met.

In particular, assume that user needs to achieve a target data rate/f,, which means that the
power allocation coefficients of NOMA need to satisfy thedwaling constraint

plh [Pz,
plhm 205, 4 Vo 2+ [V A [P L

> €y, (35)

which leads to the following choice far,,

2 —max (0 Pl |* = € (Vi [ + [VEL AN P T ) (36)
" ’ (1 +€m’)p|hm’|2 ‘

=t (Vo PHIVE AN P10
(Ite)pl s 2

An outage at usem’ means here that all power is allocated to usér but outage still occurs. As

o

It is straightforward to show theftm

is always less than one.

a result, the outage probability of user is exactly the same as that in conventional orthogonal MA
systems. Therefore, in this section, we only focus on thegwritprobability of usern which can be

expressed as follows:
Py, =P (|hm|2 < max {¢m’(|vm|2 + |VZ1N|2]m)v ¢m(|vm|2 + |Vg1N|2]m)}) ) (37)

if a2, > a2 e, otherwise outage always occurs. It can be verified tffat < o2 ¢, is equivalent to
a,, = 0, In the context of cognitive radio power allocation.

Analyzing this outage probability is very difficult due toetHollowing two reasons. Firstp,, and
v,, are correlated, and second, the users experience diffeveérorrelated co-channel interference, i.e.,
I, # I,,. Therefore, in this subsection, we only focus on the caskowitco-channel interference, i.e.,

pr = 0. In particular, we focus on the following outage probaiilit

13m =P (|hm|2 < 2max{g5m/, Cgm}) ) (38)
_9 plhm|* = 265 )

a; =max | 0, ) 39
(0 F )

Similarly to the case with fixed power allocation, the outggebability P,, tightly boundsP?,. The

following lemma provides the expression for the outage abilliy P,,.
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Lemma 3. Whenp; = 0, the outage probability can be expressed as follows:

P,=1-17, (26"“) T, (M) ’ (40)
p p

where

1 —yre, .2 —yr{,.2 y_% 2 ot 2 «a
Ti(y) = 5— s (e7vr —eylrl)er ol E—l—l,yr — a+1,yr1 . (4

U1 - T

and

2 —zrd 2
o€ 0 1 « a Z « 2 2
Yo = D5 4 et i)+ 20 (5 (2 nan) o (2 ).

U1 1 U1

At high SNR, the outage probability can be approximated #swis:

~ 4é€ o o 22t (1 + € dep (1 +€r) , o o
e e (0 ) ¢ O AU ) () a2)
p(2+a)(r? —ri) pri p(2+a)ri
Proof: Please refer to Appendix C. [ ]

Remark 1 By using the above lemma, it is straightforward to show thaliversity gain of one is still
achievable at usem (i.e., there is no error floor), and it is important to point diat this is achieved
when userm’ experiences the same outage performance as if it solelytheeshannel. Therefore, by
using the proposed cognitive radio NOMA, one additionalrusserm, is introduced into the system to
share the spectrum with the primary user, usérwithout causing any performance degradation at user
m'.

Remark 2 For the above cognitive radio NOMA scheme, it was assumatlttte message for user’
is decoded first at both receivers. Nevertheless, diffeg#@t decoding strategies can be used, and their
impact can be obtained in a straightforward manner from tredyais in the next section, where more
complicated uplink transmission schemes are studied.woith pointing out thaty?, in (36) is always
smaller thans, for R, > 1. For example, when, = 0, the inequalitya?, — 2+ < 0 holds obviously.
Whena?Z, > 0,

ol — 1 Ll [* = € (Vi + [V AN * L) 1 _ Ll P(1 =€) = 260 ([Vin* + [V 1n[* o)

"2 (1 + €m) ol |2 2 2(1 + env ) pl haw[?

Soa

(43)
if Ry > 1.
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Algorithm 1 The selection of the detection vectors, andv,,
1. for i =1to (2N — M) do

H
2: Setxm,i = [le(i—l) 1 le(M—i)} , Vm € {17 T >M}

H
3:  Choose the detection vector %e{i . v Z] = U,,x,,; and determine vectag,,; = Gv,, ;.

4. Construct the effective small scale fading matrix, denobgdG;, by using g,.;, i.e., G; =

H
[gl,i gM,i]
5. Find the effective small scale fading gain for each user, pair, = m
6: Find the smallest fading gaifi,; = min{yy;, -, Vari}-
7: end for
8: Find the index; which maximizes the smallest fading gain,= arg MaxX Ymin,i -

ie{l, 2N—M}

C. Selection of the User Detection Vectors

Previously, a random choice of,, andv,,, has been used and analyzed. In the caseNof M > 1,
there is more than one possible choice based on the null spagedefined in [(®). In this section, we
study how to utilize these additional degrees of freedomaaradyze their impact on the outage probability.

Finding the optimal choice fov,, andv,, is challenging, since the choice of the detection vectors fo
one user pair has an impact on those of the other user pairexample, the choice of,, andv,, will
affect them-th column of the effective fading matriée. Recall that the data rates of the users from the

i-th pair is a function of(G 1 . Therefore, the detection vector chosen by theh user pair will

71G7H)m.
also affect the data rates of the users in il pair, m # i.
In order to avoid this tangled effect, a simple algorithm @®tection vector selection is proposed in

Table[1. The following lemma shows the diversity gain aceeby the proposed selection algorithm.
Lemma 4. Consider the use of a fixed set of power allocation coeffisidhit?, < o? e, , the probability

P, = 1, otherwise the use of the algorithm proposed in Table 1 esstirat a diversity gain q2N — M)

is achieved.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix D. [ |
As can be seen from Lemni& 4, the use of the proposed seledgoritiam can increase the diversity
gain from1 to (2N — M), which is a significant improvment compared to the schem&3j. [Consider a
scenario withV = M as an example. The proposed scheme can achieve a diversitgfgs/, whereas
the one in[[13] can only achieve a diversity gain Igffor an unordered user. Note, however, that the

scheme in[[133] does not require CSI at the transmitter.
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IV. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS OF MIMO-NOMA U PLINK TRANSMISSION

Because of the symmetry between the uplink and downlinkesyshodels of Sectidnlll, in this section,
we only focus on the difference between two scenarios. Ommitant observation for uplink NOMA is
that the sum rate is always the same, no matter which decaudldey is used. Therefore, in this section,
we first analyze the outage probability with respect to thm sate for a fixed power allocation. The use

of a randomly selectest,,, is considered in order to obtain tractable analytical tssul

A. Fixed Power Allocation

Recall that, if the message from user is decoded first, the base station can correctly decode the

message with rate

plhm|*as,
R, =log |1+ z , 44
BS.I & ( p|hm/|20é72n/ + ]BS,m +1 ( )
where the interference power is given by
Hl 2
Ipsm = Zﬂﬂp M‘ . (45)
jew,; I BS

After subtracting the message from user the base station can decode the message fromruser

correctly with the following rate

p|hm"20[2 /
R, =1 14+ —"). 46
,BS,I 0g ( IBS,m 1 (46)
Therefore, the sum rate achieved by NOMA in tireth sub-channel is given by
hls.az, + plhla, a2,
Rs = Ry, Bs.1 + Ry ps,;r = log (1 + PPl + PIR L O ) . (47)
IBS,m +1

It is straightforward to verify that the exactly same sunerest achieved if the message from useris

decoded first. Therefore, the outage probability for the sate can be expressed as follows:
P, =P (Rs < R, + Ry) . (48)

Note that the term for the interference power contajis1,,|> which makes the calculation very difficult.

Since|pf1,,*> < M|pZ|> = M, we focus on the following modified expression of the outagebability

. h|? o? h|? a2,

ol +1
wherel,, = > ﬁ. Similarly to the downlink casé, provides an upper bound d@h for § > M. In
jew; 1;,BS

the simulation section, we will demonstrate ti?atwith a choice ofs = 1 provides a tight approximation

to P..
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Define the small scale fading gain as= m The sum rate outage probability can be
expressed as follows
T 2 T 2
~ Priay%m + PTa H%m 5Im 1
P,=P L{dm) Lid) <e|=Plax< —6( i 2) , (50)
5Im _'_ 1 pagn + pa'm’
L(dm) L(d,,)

wheree = 2f=+8w 1. Following the same steps as in the proof of Lenitha 1, the aposeability can

be expressed as follows:
- (o1 5c(za)) 2 L p18¢(@.y)
P.—1_ / / oS, 1(pr6¢(z,y)) ( o >xdxydy, (51)
— i)

where((d,,, d,,) =

2
p gn P!

L) T T(d,)
In order to obtain some insights regarding the above prdibahie again consider the case thatends

to infinity and p; is fixed. Since bothil,, andd,, are bounded;(d,,, d,.,/) approaches zero at high SNR.

Therefore the above probability can be approximated aevisti

1
_ 4 rom — A (pro¢(zy)) & o 1@ w) )
Poml=ora / / S wdrydy (52)
1

T1
4 T 1 _ iz TATQ
- // e 7y)( i0014“1>xalxyciy.
7’1<7’ _7"1) r J0

With some algebraic manipulations, the above probabilitly be simplified as follows:

N 4 T 1
Poal— ﬁ/ / (1 — ((z,y) <M + 1)) edzydy (53)
ri(r?2 —ry) o
4 7r)\[5ap1 + 1
~ 5 / / ((x,y)xdrydy.
7“1 r?2 —rf)

Therefore, the outage probability can be approximated kbenfs:

dge(Puoepn)
P, ~ ~ (54)
pri(r? —r?) p

where¢ = f f = d:cdy is a constant and not related to the SNR. Hence, a diversityajal is

achievable for the sum rate.

B. Cognitive Radio Power Allocation

The design of cognitive radio NOMA for uplink transmissi@amore complicated, as explained in the
following. To simplify the illustration, we omit the intezfence term in this section, i.en; = 0. For
downlink transmissiony?, < + was sufficient to decide the SIC decoding order. Howevergethee more

uncertainties in the uplink case, sinag,|h,.|* is not necessarily larger tharf,|h,,|* even if a2, > 1.
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Therefore, the base station can apply two types of decodiategies, i.e., it may decode the message
from userm/’ first, or that of usern first. These strategies will yield different tradeoffs beém the outage
performance of the two users, as explained in the followmngssctions, respectively.

1) Case I: When the message from user is decoded first, in order to guarantee the QoS at user

we impose the following power constraint for the power aloan coefficients

p|hm"2a2/
log 14+ Dol mm ,
og ( + ool 1 > Ry, (55)

which leads to the following choice fax,,,

a?, :min{l

m

€mt + PEmt [P |?
" plhi [P+ e plhm|? ]

Following the same steps as in the proof of Lenita 2, the oytagjeability P{n,,BS can be evaluated

(56)

as follows:

m/ m’hm2
& Pem|fim >1) (57)

P!, e =P
s <p|hm"2+€m’p‘hm|2

—Pp <|hm,\2 < Eﬂ) —1-7 (6’”) ,
p p

and following the same steps as in the proof of Leniina 3, thageuprobabilityP, ;5 can be evaluated

as follows:

m/ m’hm2
e + pem |fim| >1) (58)

P! .. =P
mBs (p|hm’|2+€m’p|hm|2

em + Pl | |? 2 Pl | — €
p <1,log [ 1+ plhn, <R,
+P (e < Lo (1 plhalt A

Em!

m/ m’L dm’ m
—p (|hm,|2 < E—) +P <x S o ) Py L L)
p p p p

o () )

2) Case II: When the message from useris decoded first, in order to guarantee the QoS at uger

Lten) (69

we impose the following power constraint for the power aloan coefficients
log (14 plhw|*a2,) > Ry, (60)
which leads to the following choice fax,,,

. Em/
O{?n/ :mln{l,m}. (61)

With this choice, we can ensure that the outage probalsilifeboth users are identical, i.&;! ;5 =
P!l 55 as explained in the following. The outage events that oetwiserm’ can be divided into the

following three events
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« E;: All the power is allocated to user/, i.e., a,, = 1, but the user is still in outage. The NOMA
system is degraded to a scenario in which only usérs served.

« Fy: When a?, < 1, outage occurs at uset, and SIC is stopped.

« E3: When a?, < 1, no outage occurs at uset, but outage occurs at user'.
It is straightforward to show thats will not happen, i.e.P(Es) = 0. ThereforeP,, ps = P(E;) +P(E,).
On the other hand, there are only two outage events for degdte message from user, which areE;
and E,, respectively. Therefore, the outage probabilities oftthe users are the same,! ;o = Pl 4.

Therefore, we only need to study the outage probability er message from uset. With the choice

shown in [(61), the outage probability can be rewritten akfes:

pir P( - 1) p Al (1_/)‘;,//'2) 62)
I — >1) + <1, <em |-
25 = P\ Sl P e e

Therefore, the outage probability can be expressed asmsillo

L(dm/)em/) L p (L(dm/)em/ P L(dy ) €my L Em (€ + 1) L(dm)) ‘ (63)
P P P p
By applying the same steps as in the proof of Lerfiina 3 for fin#if¥g, ) andP(E;), the outage probability

) TQ <€m(1 +€m’)) . (64)
p P

Remark 3:The two considered cases strike different tradeoffs baiwke outage performance of the

Pl g =P (x <

can be obtained as follows:

Prvps =Pups=1-"T (

two users. Case | can ensure that the QoS atmséeés strictly met, and therefore user’ will experience

a lower outage probability in Case I, which can be confirmedHeyfact thatP!, 5o < Pl ;¢, due to

Ty <L:fm)> < 1. On the other hand, Case Il does not require that the mesdageeion’ arrives at
the base station with a stronger signal strength since the st@tion will decode the message from user
m first. This is important to avoid the problem of using too myawer for compensating the huge path
loss of the channel of user’. As a result, more power is allcoated to usercompared to Case I, and
hence, usem experiences better outage performance in Case Il Hjezs > P! 5. This can be shown

by comparing[(59) with[(83) and by considering
L(dy)em + € (€ + 1) L(dyy) < L(dp )€y + € (€ + 1) L(d,,). (65)

V. NUMERICAL STUDIES

In this section, the performance of the proposed NOMA frapr&ws investigated by using computer

simulations. The performance of three benchmark scheneesied MIMO-OMA without precoding
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MIMO-OMA with precodingandMIMO-NOMA without precodingis shown in Fig[R, in order to better
illustrate the performance gain of the proposed framewdithe design for the two schemes without
precoding can be found in [13]. The MIMO-OMA scheme with meing serves\/ users during each
orthogonal channel use, e.g., one time slot, whe?ddsusers are served simultaneously by the proposed
scheme. For MIMO-OMA with precoding, the design of the datecvectors was obtained by following
the algorithm proposed in Tallé 1, where the users will catryantenna selection in each iteration. The
framework proposed in this paper is term84-MIMO-NOMA The path loss exponent is set @as= 3.

The size ofD; and D, is determined by = 20m, andr; = 10m. The parameter for the bounded path

loss model is set ag) = 1.

55 » 10° -
&
A 5 g
| ol
4.5 o] 1L
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Fig. 2.
r=20m andr; = 10m. M = N = 3. rp = Im. a,,,y = %. The path loss exponent is = 3. The noise power is-30dBm and the

Performance comparison with the three benchmarkmsebl for downlink transmissio?,, = 5 BPCU andR,,,, = 0.5 BPCU.

interference power ig; = 0.
Since the benchmark schemes were proposed for the intectefece scenario, Fid.] 2 shows the
performance comparison of the four schemes fpr= 0. In Fig.[2(a), the downlink outage sum rate,
defined as?,,, (1-P,,v)+R,.(1—P,,), is shown as a function of transmission power, and the qooreding
outage probabilities are studied in Fig. 2(b). As can be $smm the figures, the two NOMA schemes
can achieve larger outage sum rates compared to the two Olrezs, which demonstrates the superior
spectral efficiency of NOMA. In Fig. 2(b), the two schemeshmirecoding can achieve better outage
performance than the two schemes without precoding, dugetefficient use of the degrees of freedom at
the base station. Comparing SA-MIMO-NOMA with the MIMO-NGWscheme proposed ih [13], one can
observe that their outage sum rate performances are siliasA-MIMO-NOMA can offer much better

reception reliability, particularly with high transmissi power. In terms of individual outage probability,
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SA-MIMO-NOMA can ensure a lower outage probability at useri.e., a smalle®,,, compared to the
MIMO-OMA scheme with precoding, but results in performamiegradation for the outage probability at
userm/, i.e., an increase dp,,,. This is consistent with the finding i [19] which shows thia¢ NOMA
user with poorer channel conditions will suffer some parfance loss due to the co-channel interference

from its partner.
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Fig. 3. Outage probabilitie®,,, and P, for downlink transmissionA; = 1074, § = 1, 7 = 20m, 71 = 10m, M = N = 2, 5 = 1m,

anda,, = %. The path loss exponent is = 3 and the noise power is30dBm. The analytical results are based on Lemidas 1Cand 2.
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Fig. 4. Outage probabilitj?’m for cognitive radio downlink transmission.= 20m, 11 = 10m,ro = 1m,§ =1, py =0, andM = N = 2.
The noise power is-30dBm. The analytical results and the approximations arechaseLemmdB.

In Fig.[3, the accuracy of the analytical results developeldémmas Il andl2 for downlink transmission
is verified. As can be seen from F[g. 3(a), the exact expresidveloped in Lemmi 1 perfectly matches
the computer simulations, and the asymptotic results dpeel in Lemmad ]l are also accurate at high

SNR, as shown in Fig. 3(b). The accuracy of Lenitha 2 can be cosdirsimilarly. Note that error floors
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appear when increasing in Fig.[3(a), which is expected due to the strong co-chamietfierence caused
by the randomly deployed interferers.

In Fig.[4, the performance of the cognitive radio power allamn scheme proposed in Section TlI-B
is studied. In particular, given the target data rate at wserthe power allocation coefficients can be
calculated opportunistically according 1o {36). As can bersfrom the figure, the probability for this
NOMA system to support the secondary user, i.e., wsewith a target data rate aR,, approaches one
at high SNR. Note that with OMA, user cannot be admitted into the channel occupied by wsernd
with cognitive radio NOMA, one additional user, user, can be served without degrading the outage
performance of the primary user, i.e., use.

In Fig.[3, the impact of the number of user antennas on thegeutaobability is studied. As can be
seen from the figure, by increasing the number of the usenaasg the outage probability is decreased,
since the dimension of the null spadé,,, defined in[(9), is increased and there are more possibleehoi
for the detection vectors. Furthermore, the slope of thegritcurves is also increased, which indicates

an increase of the achieved diversity order and hence canfinm findings of Lemmal 4.
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Fig. 5. Impact of the number of the user antennas on the dolvilitage probabilitie®,, andP,, . R,, = 4 BPCU, R,,» = 1.9 BPCU,

amr = 2, pr =0, 7 =20m, r; = 10m, andro = 1m. The noise power is-30dBm.

The performance of the proposed NOMA framework for uplirkngmission is demonstrated in Figs.
and[T. In particular, in Fid.]6, the outage probability foetsum rate is investigated, and in Hig. 7
the performance of the proposed cognitive radio uplink segeis studied. As can be observed from
both figures, the developed analytical results perfectifcmahe computer simulation results, which
demonstrates the accuracy of the developed analyticakfranmk. It is worth pointing out that the modified
probability P, with § = 1 provides an accurate approximation . An interesting observation from

Fig.[7 is that Cases | and Il offer different performance adages. In terms oP,,,, Case | can offer
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a lower outage probability compared to Case Il, howeverstits in a loss in outage performance for
userm. In practice, if the QoS requirement at uset is strict, Case | should be used, since the outage
probability realized by Case | is exactly the same as whenretitege bandwidth is solely occupied by
userm’. Otherwise, the use of Case Il is more preferable since tt@geuperformance for usern can

be improved and the system will not spend exceedingly highepe to compensate the user with poorer
channel conditions. One can also observe that, for Casehl &jt = R,,, the outage performance for
userm is worse than that of usenr’, although userm is closer to the base station. The reason for this is
because in Case |, the power is allocated to wsefirst, and usern is served only if there is any power
left. Therefore, the outage probability of userwill be at least the same as that of use’, as discussed

in Section1V.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have proposed a signal alignment basece¥vark which is applicable to both MIMO-
NOMA downlink and uplink transmission. By applying tool®in stochastic geometry, the impact of the
random locations of the users and interferers has beenredptand closed-form expressions for the
outage probability achieved by the proposed framework Hmeen developed to facilitate performance
evaluation. In addition to fixed power allocation, a more appnistic power allocation strategy inspired
by cognitive ratio networks has also been investigated. g2oed to the existing MIMO-NOMA work, the
proposed framework is not only more general, i.e., applea both uplink and downlink transmissions,
but also offers a significant performance gain in terms oép#on reliability. In this paper, it has been
assumed that global CSI is available, which may introducig@ifcant training overhead in practice. An
important future direction is to study how MIMO-NOMA trangsion can be realized with limited CSI
feedback.

APPENDIX A

PROOF FORLEMMA [I]

First, we rewrite the considered probabiliy, as follows:

pocfn,
~ L(dm/)(GilGiH)rn,'m

P, =P -
L(dm,)(prlné*H)m,m + 24 20 Ly

< €y |- (66)

In order to calculate®,,, the density functions for the three parametets,, 1,,, and W

have to be found. Recall that the fact@',lc;{m can be written as follows [24]:
1

(GG ),

where®,, = G,,(GZG,,) G andG,, is obtained fromG by removing itsm-th row. If g,,, is complex

= gz (IJ\/[ - ®m> m, (67)

Gaussian distributed, the density function(ﬁth{m will be exponentially distributed. This can be
shown as follows. First, note that the projection matilx, — ©,,) is an idempotent matrix and has
eigenvalues which are either zero or one. Second, recalette row ofG is generated from an/ x 2N

complex Gaussian matri{cg Gﬁ,}, ie.,

m

1 7 1
— _ H H H H - _ H H
&m = 5 [Gm Gm,] [vm v } 5 [Gm Gm,} UpnXm. (68)
Hence, provided that,, is a randomly generated and normalized vector, the apjicaf Proposition 1

in [23] yields the following

gn ~ CON(0,Iy), (69)
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i.e., g, is still an M x 1 complex Gaussian (CN) vector. Therefom is indeed exponentially

distributed, and the outage probability can be expressddllasvs:

].Sm/ — glm/,dm/ 1— 6—2¢m/L(dm/)6—2(5¢m/L(dm/)Im/ ; (70)

- -

Q1

which is conditioned om?, > a2 €, . Otherwise,P,, is always one.

Since the homogenous PRP; is stationary, the statistics of the interference seen ley w8 is the
same as that seen by any other receiver, according to Skisgtaeorem [[25]. Thereforel[,,, can be
equivalently evaluated by focusing on the interferenceepon seen at a node located at the origin,

— LI
denoted bylo = >~ -~

JEVY (Ij)
source. As a result, the expectation@f with respect tol,,, can be expressed as follows: [20], [26]

, Whered;, denotes the distance between the origin andjtkie interference

25¢ ’L(d'm) Z (ZII )
J

51m, {Ql} = 5Im, { §ET, L(dr, } = exp <—)\1/ (1 e =200, prL(d,, ) L(p) ) dp) (71)
teR?

wherep denotes the coordinate of the interference sourcedatehotes the distance. Note that distadce
is determined by the node locatipnAfter changing to polar coordinates, the facfpr, can be calculated

as follows:

A > B (dor)
Er Q1) = exp <—7T)\I7’g (1 —e 0 )) exp (—27T>\1/ (1 — e " ) xdx)

0

— exp (—ww o (1 P )) , (72)
ro

where 3,/ (d,») is denoted bys,, for notational simplicity. Therefore, the outage probiypican be

expressed as follows:
P =1—E&, {e 2 &0g {Q)}}. (73)

Recall that usem’ is uniformly distributed in the rin@.. Therefore, the above expectation with respect
to d,, can be calculated as follows:

~ d
P=1- / e 2om L) L1} 7292, (74)
pED2

i
where distancel,,; is determined by the user locatignh Changing again to polar coordinates, this
probability can be expressed as follows:

. 2
Py=1-—

2 / gL A} ade. (75)

2 _
T ry

Hence, the first part of the lemma is proved.
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In the case thap approaches infinity and; is fixed, it is easy to verify thab,,., as well asg,,/, go

to zero. Hence, the incomplete Gamma function[id (72) canppecximated as follows:

Nt .
(L)) o

a’ ry el (L+n) 78
Therefore, the factof; , can be approximated as follows:
5 1
2 7\ @ o
g[m, {Ql ~ exp <—7T)\[5;;‘L,Oé < n; ) ) S e_dm/tgm/’ (77
To

wheref,,, = 27N 10 pr - Using this approximation the outage probability can bepdiied at high

SNR as follows:

~ 2 T @ (a3
P~ 1—— 2/ e~ 20m e o= 0t gy (78)
T - Tl r1
2 r 220 + Op) (rt2 =1 t?)
~1l—-— 1_2m’ Hm/ ) rdr = .
7“2—7’%/7"1( (20m + O )2%) 2 r? —r} a+2
For the special cause without co-channel interfere, pe= 0, the probability in[(7b) can be simplified
as follows:
. 2 r o 1 "
Ppw=1-— 2/ e 20m  pdy = 1 — 5 2/ e~ 20m Yy (79)
T - Tl 1 T - Tl T,(lx
6_2¢m, —r® 2 —r® 2 (2¢m’)_% 2 « 2 «
=1- T (e r“—e 17‘1) — 2,7 > <7 <a + 1,201 ) — <a +1,2¢m/7"1)) ,
and the lemma is proved.
APPENDIX B

PROOF FORLEMMA

Whena?, > o?e,,, the outage probability,, can be written as follows:

Py =P (|hn|* < 200 (1 4+ 61,)) + P (|hn|* < 26m(1 + 61,), |hn|* > 2¢,0(1 +61,))  (80)

P (|hn|* < 2max{dm, ¢n }(1 + 01)) ,

The reason why,, is an upper bound oR?, for § > N can be explained as follows. Recall that the orig-
inal outage probability>, can be expressed &5, = P (|1, |* < max{¢m, G }(|vin|* + [VE1N[*L,)).
Since|vZ1y|? < N|v,|> and |v,,|> < 2, we haveP?, < P,, if § > N. It is worth pointing out that a
choice of§ = 1 is sufficient to yield a tight approximation dp¢,, as shown in Figl]1.

Recall thath,,, = L . Comparingh,, to h,,, we find that the only difference between

o \/L(dm)(GflGiH)m,m
the two is the distancé,, which is less tham,. In addition, the statistics af,, can be studied by using
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as explained in the proof of Lemrha 1. Therefore, followingpst similar to those in the proof of Lemma

[, the outage probability can be expressed as follows:

Ism — g[ d 1 _ 6_2¢mL(dm)6_2¢mL(dm)1m . (81)
myYm N "
Q2

It is straightforward to show that the expectation(f can be obtained in the same way as thafef by

replacinge,, with ¢,.. In addition, recall that user. is uniformly distributed in the dis®;. Therefore,

the outage probability can be calculated as follows:

g d
P o1 / e=20mLdm) , (1(d,))) P
p€Dy

mry
where distancel,,, is again determined by the user locatienResorting to polar coordinates, the outage

probability can be expressed as follows:
~ 2 To s 2 r1 -
Pn=1-— e 2 S o (L(z)zdr — = e 2m o (L(x))ada. (83)
/rl 0 rl 0
If p approaches infinity ang is fixed, both3,, andé,, go to zero. With this approximation, the incomplete
Gamma function in[{72) can be approximatedéas {Q,} ~ e~ whered,, = 27r)\1g5mp1%. Hence,

the outage probability can be simplified at high SNR as fadliow

~ 2 TO 7 « (e 2 rl 7 «@ «@
P,~1-— e 20mT TG Om g — — e 2ome® o= 0m 0 e (84)
r r
1J0 1 Jro
e ~ 2 (M ~
~1— 3 (1 — 201y — 7’8‘9,”) - ﬁ/ (1 — (2¢m + 9m)$a> wdx
1 1 Jro
20m + O

r?(a+2)

and the lemma is proved.

APPENDIX C
PROOF FORLEMMA
There are three types of outage events at useas illustrated in the following:
« a2 =0, i.e., all the power is consumed by usef and no power is allocated to user. This event

is denoted byF;.
« Whena? > 0, userm cannot decode the message to usérThis event is denoted b¥,.

« Whena?, > 0, userm can decode the message to uséy but fails to decode its own message. This

event is denoted bys.
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The probability of £; can be expressed as follows:
P(E1) = P (plhw|* — 26,0 <0). (85)

This probability can be straightforwardly obtained frone throof of Lemmdll by replacing,,, with

gEm, 2 2w Therefore P(E;) can be expressed as follows:
26,
P(El)zl—T1< ‘ ) (86)
p
Whena,, > 0, P(E;) =0, since
P‘hm|2(1 - @$n> 22
P(E,) =P ( T PaL 32 <€ | =P (plhm|*(1 = a2,) < e (plhm|*@z, + 2)) (87)

=P (plhm|® < &2,plhm|*(1 + €mr) + 2€m)

=P (p|hm|2|hm’|2 < p|hm’|2|hm|2 - 2|hm|2€m’ + 2|hm’|2€m’) =P (|hm|2 < |hm’|2) =

The probability for eventZ; can be calculated as follows:

P 2 2 - o Pl |* — 2 _ 26w
P(E :P<l (1 Pin,, ) an, ) hy 2> )
(E3) 0g +2| "onn ) < R, Gy >0 | i (1+€m)|hm|2<€ s | > P
(88)
An important observation is that both channel gailns and h,,, share the same small scale fading.

Defining z = W the outage probability can be expressed as follows:

x Pﬁ — 2€ny x 26
P(E;) =P o — < 26, > (89)
(L(dm> (1+ €m’)m L(dn) P
26 L(dp 26 L(dp 26 (1 + € ) L(dy,
:p<€ () _ , _ 26w Lldw) | 2en(1+ ) L( >)_
p p p
The above probability can be calculated as follows
2ep,r L(dy,r) L(dm/) _2e,, L(dm/) 26m(1+6m/)L(dm
P(E3) = / e 7 dpp — // ’ AP dppy (90)
P/ €D> pm€D1 P! €D

wherep,, denotes the location of uset. Since the users are uniformly distributed, the above oitiba

can be expressed as follows:

2 " 2¢ m 4 ™ 2€m(1+€m’) T _QEm’L(z)
P(E3) = m/ e wTydy — 72)/0 e Py ydy/ e - xdr (91
r1 -

U1 (7’2 -7

_ <2€m') -, (26’”') T, (M) _
p p p




28

Combining [86), [(87), and_(91), the first part of the lemma t&nproved. To obtain the high SNR

approximation, we have

« « Yy a2 +1 ay2+1
Y ~1+ +2 2y 4 < ath - a ) 92
1<y> 7"2 1 (yrl —yr ) (% + 1)(T2 —r ) (yT ) (y,r1> ( )
2y
=1— a+2  a+2
(2+a)(r?2—r?) (T " ) ’
wheny approaches zero, and
24« _2
rot %z 1 2 @ 2 2
T ~1_ .0 _ ot2 ot2y 4 2% ( a2+l o g+1)
5(2) 2 r% (zrl —2rf ) (% )7 (2r]) (2r§)
24«
ritTYz 2z
2 2+ a)r? (7’1 To )v (93)

when z approaches zero. By substituting the above approximatiinsg{4d), the lemma is proved.

APPENDIX D

PROOF FORLEMMA [

We focus on the outage performance of usérfirst. Given the detection vector,, ;- chosen from

Table[1, the outage probability can be upper bounded asasilo

L(dm,)(c‘;;lnéf — + 24201,
=P (Vmir < 20m L(dpy )(1 4 01)) < P (Yminix < 20 L(dp ) (1 4+ 61p0)) - (94)
According to the algorithm proposed in Talble 1,
Vmin,i* = maX{Vmin,l, ce ,Vmin,zN—M}- (95)

Therefore, the outage probability can be bounded as follows
P i < (P (Yamini < 20m L{dr) (14 61,0))) ",
where the inequality follows from the fact that,,, and~.,i, ; are independent, singg,,; andg,, ; are
independent (Proposition 1 ih [23]). The above outage pitibacan be further bounded as follows:
Prie < (MP (i < 20 L(dy ) (1 + 61,0)))* N M (96)
Following the same steps as in the proof of Lenirha 1, the uppend on the outage probability can
be calculated as follows:

P, . < MN-Mg, ,{(1 -~ 6—2¢m/L(dm/)6—2é¢m/L(dm/)Im,)2N—M} (97)

2N—-M
M2N M Z (2N M) 1)2'5[ e {e—2i¢m/L(dm/)6—2i6¢m/L(dm/)Im/}’
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which is conditioned om?, > a2 €, .

After the expectation with respect 1Q,/, the outage probability can be bounded as follows:

2N—-M . By
2N - M : : —mAr (2 & 1 a
Py i < N2N-M 2: ( . )(—1)25%, {e—me/L(dm/)e 1(@Bpr) e 'y( 0 )} (98)
i=0

]

For the case op approaching infinity and a fixegd;, the upper bound on the outage probability can

be approximated as follows:

2N—-M . s % B
P < MV <2N , M)(—niedm, a1 () (99)
]
=0
2N—-M

< N2N-M Z (2N M) 1)igd /{6—(i€m/+2i¢ )dgn}‘
Using polar coordinates, the upper bound can be calculaddllaws:

2N—-M ‘ Jejo
P,y i < M2N-M Z <2N M) )i Z / (i +2Z¢m)x vdz (100)

1 7"2—7"2

2N— M2N M o jat2 _ jat2
_2M <2N M) Z (16, +22¢ )7 (7’ 7 (101)

o2 —y? Jo+2

1=0 =0

By exchanging the two sums in the above equatlon, the uppandoan be rewritten as follows:

2P (1) B+ 2 (0772 i) P (v

P l'*< .
T 2 g2 pard j! jo+ 2 i

(102)

=0

CAMPNTM (1) (B A 20 )7 (170H2 = 1{0F) 2N2M N — M
o2 - J! Ja+2

22 )
J=2N-M

)(—1)%7', (103)

=0

where the last step follows from the following fact

b ()i =0

=0
for 0 < j < (2N —M —1) [27]. Furthermore, note that both,, andd,,, approach zero for the considered

scenario, and_-", M (PN M) (=1)4N-M = (—1)?N-M (2N — M)!. Therefore, the upper bound on the

2

outage probability can be approximated as follows:

2M2N_M <—1)2N_M<¢9m/ + 2¢m/)2N_M (T(QN—M)OH-Z o T§2N_M)a+2>

P i < (—=1)2N-"MON — M)!

o (2N = M)! (2N — M)a+ 2
(104)
2[M (6 + 26 )|2N M (T(2N—J\/[)a+2 _ r§2N—M)a+2) 1
- (r2 —r})((2N — M)a + 2) ~ NI

The result for usefmn can be proved using steps similar to the ones above.



30

The result for a random detection vector can be obtained jpiacing (2N — M) with 1 in the above

expression, and the corresponding upper bound becomes

2M [0y + 26y ] (rot? — 1§ F2)

Pm’ i* S
’ (r2 —r?)(a+2)

(105)

which is exactly the same result as the one shown in Lemmmackpexor the extra termd/ which was

introduced by upper bounding the outage probability(id ($6nce, the proof is completed.
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