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Abstract—We study the distributed optimization of transmit The considered MISO interference channel (IFC) is a well-
strategies in a multiple-input, single-output (MISO) interference  jnvestigated model (see the excellent tutorialin [4]). Hwer,
channel (IFC). Existing distributed algorithms rely on strictly 5 distributed asynchronous optimization has still been a

synchronized update steps by the individual users. They ragre a . .
global synchronization mechanism and potentially sufferfom the open problem. We now give a brief reference to work that

synchronization penalty caused by e.g., backhaul commuration ~ relates to the sum utility problem (SUP) in the MISO IFC.
delays and fixed update sequences. We establish a general
optimization framework that allows asynchronous update seps. A. Related Work
The users perform their com i i i i i i i i
time, and (5)0 not wait for in%ﬂﬁgggi ?;a?ralg:rﬁégrsltigtrslt Cfc];) Determining the Su.m utilityoptimal transmlt strategy .IS
them. Based on certain bounds on the amount of asynchronism proven to be N_P—hard in general, as ShOV_V” n [5]. Ir_ltereSUng
that is present in the execution of the algorithm, we are able for some special cases there exist distributed optimakdios
to characterize its convergence. As illustrated by our numecal form solutions. Sum-rate optimal solutions are obtained by
results, the proposed algorithm is not excessively slowedo@n the maximum ratio transmission (MRT) beamformers [6] at
by neither communication delays, nor by specific u_pdate ordes, low signal-to-noise ratios (SNR), and by the zero-forciaig)
and thus enables faster convergence to (local) optimal sdlan. - . .
beamformers at high SNRs, but only in scenarios where zero-
forcing is possible for all users. Under general conditjahs
monotonic optimization framework from [[7] provides mech-
anisms for finding are-optimal solution in a finite humber
ISTRIBUTED interference coordination in wireless netof iterations, but only if the user utility functions safisf
works [1] is of special interest, since the alternativeertain monotonicity properties. Examples of such ceiztell
of centralized control involves added infrastructureetaty algorithms are found ir [8].[9].[10]. Due to the NP-hardsies
and network vulnerability. We consider networks that can hie number of required iterations scales exponentialli wie
modeled as a set of mutually interfering multiple-inputgde- number of users; that is, attempting to find a real-time ogkim
output (MISO) links [2], each representing a user. Althougéolution for a large number of users is infeasible. Thus, the
the optimal transmit strategy requires complex signatllevframework is only suitable for computing benchmarks.
en-/decoding cooperations among the users, we assume thathere exists a multitude of distributexynchronousalgo-
each user employs single-stream beamforming with singé-urithms with guaranteed convergence to a stationary point of
detection. Our objective is the maximization of the sum bf alhe SUP. First note that the (optimal) closed-form soluion
user utilities, which is referred to as the sum utility prril  for the sum-rate maximization (SRMax) problem (i.e., MRT
The primary focus of this work is on the design an@dnd ZF) can be generalized by a minimum mean square
evaluation of a distributedsynchronousptimization frame- error beamforming structure, yielding the maximum virtual
work, in which the users update their transmission strategiignal-to-interference-plus-noise (SINR) beamformefiti].
autonomously, based on locally available channel stata-infHowever, the virtual SINR maximization always results in
mation and the (possibly delayed) exchange of optimizatiémll power for all users, which is in general not sum-rate
parameters via backhaul. In contrast to synchronous algsptimal. A closely related algorithm for the weighted SRMax
rithms, the proposed method does not rely on any centralize@blem is given in[[12]. The algorithm employs a high-SINR
control, and can cope with outdated information; that ig trapproximation in order to obtain fully decoupled subprofde
local update computations never wait for inputs but keehat is, each transmitter requires only local CSI to geresat
performing whatever information is currently available. near optimal solution.
The crucial question is whether or not asynchronism helpsorder to achieve (local) optimal solutions for a broadass
to alleviate the synchronization penalty [3] that is caubgd of utility functions, one has to resort to iterative algbnits. In
specific update orders, backhaul delays and differencdsein {13], a distributed pricing (DP) algorithm for the MISO IFC
computation intervals. has been proposed, in which each user iteratively maximizes
its own utility function plus the summation of the first-
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users perform sequential updates with current knowledge of contrast to multi-dimensional complex matrices that arise

the interference prices. An extension of the algorithm for t in the original beamforming domain.

MIMO interference channel is found in [14]. « The underlying power gain regions, which serve as the
A closely related cyclic coordinate descent (CCD) alganith constraint set, admit viewpoints from convex geometry
is found in [5]. This algorithm also requires sequential afed [2Q] for the characterization of (local) optimal operating

steps and current knowledge of the optimization parameters points.

By assuming that every user has a-priori knowledge of aljote that the feasible set of the re-parameterized probgem i
(tWiCG COﬂtinUOUSly diﬂ:erentiable) Utlllty fUnCtiOﬂS, is suffi- non-convex, when focusing on Sing|e-stream beamforming
cient for the users to announce the numerator and the dengjfity. This may appear as a disadvantage of the re-
inator of the SINR after each iteration. However, as shown b‘hrameterizaﬂon, since most of the optimization appreach
[15], the number of iterations required for convergencesis/v rely on convex constraint sets. However, we can convexify
large, especially at high SNR, because the algorithm does 8@r constraint sets by employing a rank-relaxation for the
make any assumptions on the curvature of the utility fumstio ynderlying transmit correlation matrices, and we show that
In [16], a weighted sum mean-square error (MSE) minimizghjs relaxation is tight for all stationary points of the SUP
tion is proposed, in which the weights are adaptively chosemis enables the application of the distributed scaledigrad
to mimic the behavior of arbitrary utility functions. Eachprojection (SGP) algorithm [3], which provides (local) ivpal
time the weights are updated and communicated among Hutions of the relaxed SUP. The underlying projectioroont
users, the proposed algorithm alternates between the ed@ie power gain region is formulated as a (convex) quadratic
of the receiver gains and the transmit beamformers. If th@mi-definite program[[21]. Moreover, we show how to
user Utlllty functions are convex in the MSE then the SOthiOextract the Corresponding beamforming vectors by 50|V'm'|g a
monotonically converges to a stationary point. An extemsiqnterference-constrained beamforming problem.
for the MIMO interfering broadcast channel is found inl[17]inspired by [22, Section 5.6], we formulate explicit bounds
Note that the described algorithms can not cope with outdatgn the backhaul delays and curvatures of the sum utility
information and thus rely on a synchronization mechanisfynction, in order to provide sufficient conditions that eres
which introduces idle periods. the convergence of the asynchronous SGP algorithm to
By focusing on distributedasynchronousapproaches, our g stationary point of the SUP. Finally, we investigate the
literature study identified only one algorithm for generséu convergence rate of different synchronous and asyncheonou
utility functions. In [18] an asynchronous distributedqamg algorithms by means of numerical experiments.
(ADP) algorithm is proposed for thewo-user MISO IFC,
in which the users perform their update steps at arbitraryQutline In Section I, we provide the system model
instants of time, based on pOSSibly outdated informatioand introduce the power gain region_ In Section Ill, we
By re-parameterizing the original problem, the authorsasshGormulate the sum utility problem and provide necessary
that the algorithm corresponds to best response updates igp@imality conditions. In Section IV, we describe the
supermodular game, which relies on the principle of stiatedijstributed asynchronous optimization framework and &dop
complements (i.e., the strategies of the two users mutualhe scaled gradient projection method. In Section V, we
reinforce one another). If certain beamformer initiali@as provide simulation results before we conclude in Section VI
are used and the utility functions satisfy some speciatGait
of the coefficient of relative risk aVGrSion, then the salnti Notation Vectors and matrices are written in lowercase
of the ADP algorithm converges monotonically to a statignaimnd uppercase boldface letters, respectively. The nataiio
point of the sum utility problem. However, its convergenae ¢ describes thé-th component of the vectae;,. The Euclidean

only be established for the two-user case. norm of a vectora € CV, is written as||a||. ()7 and ()"
denote the transpose and Hermitian transpose, respgctivel
B. Contributions Let \1(A) > ... > Ay (A) be the eigenvalues of the matrix

A € CV*N and&,(A),1 < k < N are the corresponding

o ! Ir(]:‘igenspaces. The dominant eigenvector of the matixs
order to formulate an asynchronous optimization algoritbm denoted byv,a.(Z). Z = 0 means thatZ is positive semi-

the general MISO IFC. We start with the re-parametrizatibn Qefinite. The rank and trace of a matri are given by
the SUP in terms of received signal powers (so-called pow&rnk(z) and tr(Z), respectivelyR(z) and 3(x) denote the

gains), which entails the following advantages: real and imaginary parts of. We useR, (resp.R,.) to

o Typically, the user utility functions (e.g., SINR, datagenote the set of nonnegative (resp. positive) real numbers
rate) are defined in terms of signal and interference

powers. Any phase rotation of the received signal is

irrelevant. Consequently, the power gain based problem

representation reflects the essential problem structute £h SysStem Model

provides a reduced parameter space. We consider a narrowband, time-invariant MISO interfer-
« By focusing on distributed optimization approaches, thence channel withX' users. Each user consists of a transmit-

coupling between the subproblems can be efficienttgr/receiver pair, where the transmitter h&santennas and

described by few real-valued scalars, which stands ftihe receiver is assumed to have a single effective anterma. A

We adopt the distributed computation model fram![19]

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND POWER GAIN REGION



j signal of the k-th transmitter with correlation matrixQ;..
<1 j X e T x! Rx 1 The received signal power at uskris given by the power
Ll Y gainzy; (Qr) = hZQkhkl. The K-tuple of simultaneously

: "“':;;m;; """" : achievable power gains from transmitéeforms the transmit

j hoo T by [f power gain vectorr, (Qx) = [zx1 (Qk),-- - Tkx (Qk)].

........ 2™ ok ? For ease of notation, we introduce the power gain matrix
Txk Xy <—hy—————|h [ —> x Rxk X K .
Q ? ~~~~~ h - U X e R} that collects all power gains of the network,
- o~ I given by

j ............................ z X(Q1,...,.Qk)=[x1(Q1),...,zx (Qk)]. (2)
TXKY X X RxK Note that thel-th row of matrix X represents the receive
X % power gain vector! (Q1,...,Qx) € RV, which contains

the power gains that are experienced by Rtk receiver.

Fig. 1. K-user MISO IFC, illustrated foN = 2 transmit antennas. Required Next. we define the set of feasible transmit power gain vector
channel knowledge for thk-th user is marked black. ’ .
for the k-th transmitter.

. o ) _ Definition 1 (Power Gain Region)The power gain region
illustrated in Fig[1, thei-th receiver observes a superpositiog, RE of the k-th transmitter is defined as the set of all

of signals from all transmitters but is interested only i thachievable power gain vectoss, (Q;), and is given by
transmit signal from its associated transmitter. The xexki

symbol at receivet: is given by Qi = {xk (Qr) : Q € 9O}, (3)
K whereQ = {Q € CM*V tr(Q) < 1,Q = 0}.
T :Zh£3l+nka 1)

The power gain region was originally introduced In1[25],

o and is called channel gain region in [4]. By [25, Lemma 1],
where s; € CV denotes the transmit signal of theth the set(); is compact and convex.

transmitter:h;, € CV denotes the channel vector between the KL The definiti ¢ th . . i
I-th transmitter and thk-th receiver. Each receiverexperiencegemar_ ) € de |n|t|on_ of the power gain region Ut.' 12€S
additive noisen, with zero mean and variance?. The transmit correlation matrices of arbitrary rank. If we riest

stochastic transmit signals are modeled as zero-meanittv. v&h_e correlation matrices o be rank one (i.e., correlatmm m
signal correlation matrice@y, — {SkSkH} c CN*N |ncase trices that correspond to single-stream beamforming) then

of multi-stream beamforming, we havank(Q;) > 1; that resulting feasible set of power gain vectors is not necégsar

is, the individual data streams are assumed to be staligtic£°VeX (Se€ AppendixiA).

independent. Each transmitterhas a total power constraint,

given bytr(Qy) < 1. At receiver side, each receiver treats the  |ll. PERFORMANCEMEASURES ANDOPTIMALITY
co-channel interference as additional noise. CONDITIONS

We argue that it may not be reasonable to assume that al|n this section, we seek to characterize the performance of
the channel state information (CSI) is shared by all users. the wireless network by means of utility functions. Therefo
Assumption 1 (Local CSI Knowledge) Each usei: has only W€ s_pht thg utility measure into two parts: (1) the us_grllytll .
local CSI* that is that is achieved by each user; and (2) the system utility kwvhic
' ’ induces an order on the vectors of simultaneously achievabl

=1

« it knows perfectly the channel vectdr,; between its

transmitterk and eachreceiverl, user utilities.
« it knows perfectly the scalar channel ggit. | between
eachtransmitter/ and its receivek. A. User Utilities, Utility Region and Pareto Optimality

The local CSI of thek-th user is illustrated in Figurd 1. It We start with the definition of the user utilities and the
can be obtained by using uplink pilots (see, elg. [23])rimeti characterization qf efficient operating poin_ts. The E)er}zance
division-duplex systems or through feedback from recsiveff the k-th user is measured by the utility, : R\*® —
(see, e.g.,[[24]) in frequency-division-duplex systemsteN R;j’ which is a function of the receive power gain vector
that the channel gain informatidthy;||* is only needed for (Q1,...,Qxk).
the convergence speed-ups described in SeCfionl IV-D.  assumption 2 (User Utility Properties) The user utility func-

tion ux(z* (Q1, ..., Qx)) has the following two properties:
B. Concept of the Power Gain Region 1) wuy is strictly monotonically increasing in the power gain

By the nature of the interference channel, each transmitted Zx.x(Qx) from its associated transmittér
signal will in general affect all users. Here, we charaeteri 2) ux is strictly monotonically decreasing in the power gain
the impact of each transmitter by its power gain vector, Zuk(Q:) from transmitterl # k.
which allows an efficient description of the interactions banithout loss of generality, we assumg = 0 if and only if
tween a transmitter and all receivers. Consider a transmijt; = 0.



Typical examples on user utility functions are the sigmal-t and Q2 , = Q. N Rﬁﬂ. Consequently, the sum utility func-
interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR), the achievabl®iimfa- tion U is twice differentiable on the compact convex set
tion rate, and the bit error rate. Q1 X ... X Qg . Note thatlim, o Q. = ) SO that

Each vector|uy,...,ux]” of simultaneously achievablethis restriction becomes negligible for large
user utilities represents a feasible operating point. Tteof
all achievable operating points constitutes the utilitgioa  The beamforming optimization problem is given by

Levab
U C RY, defined as maxU(X) s.t. X € Q1 x ... x Q. (Po)

- 1 KT . . .
U:= {[“1("’ )i sur (@] Q€ Q’W}' (4)  As already mentioned, ProblefiPg) is non-convex and NP-
Note that there is no total order of the utility vectorszin hard. Due to the convexity ofl, vk, we can formulate a
However, we can find efficient operating pointsZinwhich N€cessary condition for the optimal solution to Probl&)(

are preferable because they are not dominated by any otA&fCh is also a sufficient condition when the sum utiliiyis
feasible point. These points are called Pareto optimal ane h COnvex with respect toX..

the characteristic property that it is impossible to imgréhe  proposition 1 (Optimality Condition, [28] Proposition 2.1.2)

utility of one user without simultaneously degrading thifityt | x= — [z% ... %] is a local maximum of/ over €, x
of at least one other user. ... x Qg, then we have
Definition 2 (Pareto Optimality) A point u € U is Pareto ViU (X*) (x —x}) <0,Vx € O, VE, (Co)

optimal if there is no other tuple’ € &/ such thatu’ > u, ) .
where the inequality is component-wise and strict for asieaVhere ViU denotes the gradient vector 0f with respect to

one component. The set of all Pareto optimal operating poirfs» 9iven by
constitutes thePareto boundaryPB(U). ViU (X) = [0U(X)/0zpa ..., OU(X)/0zk Kk ].

_In [28], [27] it is shown that single-stream beamforming Note that Condition () is sufficient for all stationary
(i.e. signal correlation matrice®). with rank(Qx) < 1) IS points of Problem[Pg), which are of special interest because
sufficient for achieving all Pareto optimal points. An aftgf these can be easily found with a gradient-based algoritta. T

tive proof based on the power gain region is made in [4], [28}ext theorem establishes an important property of statjona
However, the underlying proof turned out to be incomplete ag)ints,

illustrated in AppendiXxB. o _ _
Theorem 2 (Sufficiency of Single-Stream Beamforming for

Theorem 1 (Sufficiency of Single-Stream Beamforming forstationary Points)All stationary pointsX* = [z, .. ]
Pareto Optimality) All Pareto optimal points in the utility of problem(Pg) can be achieved using single-stream beam-
region/ can be achieved using single-stream beamformingorming. A set of corresponding beamforming vectors can be
Proof: The proof, completing the earlier arguments, i&und as follows: LetQ7, ..., Q) be the tuple of (possibly
provided in AppendiXB. m high rank) correlation matricésthat achieve the stationary
point X*. For eachk, a corresponding beamforming vector
wj, can be approached as follows:
1) If rank(Qj) < 1 thenw; = /A1 (Q5) - Umax(Q})-
2) If rank(Qj) > 1 thenwyj is given by the solution of the
convex optimization problem

B. Sum Utility Problem and Optimality Conditions

By introducing a system utility functio® : &/ — R, we
impose a subjective order on the elementd/inHerein, we

focus on the dependency bf(us, . . ., uk ) with respect to the
power gainsX € Q; x ... x Q. For brevity we writeU (X) min — R(h wy) (P1)
instead of the function compositiqi/ o (u1,...,ux)) (X). o 9
. . . . s. t. ’hflwk’ Ska(QZ),Vl#k
Assumption 3 (System Ultility Properties)The system utility ™ ”2 -1
k >~ .

functionU (X)) is defined as the sum of the user utilities; that
. K . .
is, U(X) = Y, ur(a*). The functionU has the following Proof: The proof is provided in AppendixIC. [

two propertlles: . . ) Remark 3. In our numerical experiments (see Sectioh V),
1) U(X) is twice differentiable ovefl; x ... x Qx the first case (i.e.rank(Q}) < 1) always occurred; that
2) U(X) is bounded from above ovél; x ... x Qx is, the second case is mainly for the sake of mathematical

Remark 2. Many typical system utility functions (e.g.,completeness. Furthermore,rifnk(Qj) > 1 then we do not
weighted proportional fairness, weighted harmonic meaRgcessarily find the exact beamforming veaigr which gen-
admit equivalent sum utility formulations that satisfy Aserates the power gain vectof(Q}), as described in the proof.
sumptiond 2 an@13. An example is given in Appendix E. Iflowever, for the resulting sum utility/ it always holds that
the corresponding utility functions are not differentat U (X (Q7,..., Q%)) < U(X (wi(wi)”,... , wi(wi)™)).
zr. = 0, then we have to restrict the optimization domaiffhe strict inequality can occur wheX™* is not a local

Q. as follows: For some: € R, we define maximum so that it may be possible
RE — { o T . cl1 00 cR,.. VI k} 1These correlation matrices can be obtained by the scaletiegtaprojec-
kp N N T DR + VL # tion algorithm as described in Sectibn] IV.
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1) to increase the useful signal powat, ; in Prob- (" Partial derivatives upd; (" Partial derivatives upd;'e
lem without violating the interference constraintg [ x, . 0u, /0, [000/0% ) 2] ou, /0 ,
xk,l(QZ),Vl # k, . . X o, /0X,, %2 Oy 0% X, 5 0u,/9%,, a(\-l)

2) |t:(>) St?ltISfy at qusr: one |r.1terferelpce constrainf(Q;) in Power gain update { e } Power gain update 2

roblem [P1) with strict inequa |'Fy. | au, /ox,, X, X5,1,0U5/ 0%, 5 ou, /0%, X,
By Assumption[2, each case will yield an increasgd for ou, /0% , T, ou,/0%,, |~
. . \ ' ¥ \ 2 2 )
somek and thus an increased sum utility.

21

user 1
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Fig. 2. Information exchange and dependencies for the two case; i.e.,
IV. DISTRIBUTED ASYNCHRONOUSOPTIMIZATION U=u(z") + uz(e?®) with @' = [21,1,221] andx? = [z1,2, 22 ,2].

The structure of Problen[Pg) admits a (spatially) dis-
tributed implementation whereby the transmitters sohaalo using the step size parametgy, the update direction
subproblems and exchange interim computation results via
a backhaul network. None of the transmitters possess all  Ax(n) =[ViU (X (n))]"
relevant |nformat|0nf and there QXISt communlcz_;\tlon _glelay B Aui(zt(n)) Our (zk (n)) T
between the transmitters. Following [3], an algorithm iglsa
to experience a substantialynchronization penaltyf the
waiting time due to communication delays as well as dwnd the diagonBIscaIing matrixMj, = diag (ﬂk 1,...,5,6_,;()
to specific computation sequences is a sizable fraction with 5,; € R, ,,VI. We use the notauor[m] to denote
the total time needed to solve the problem. In that case, the scaled projection (with respect to Euclidean norm) ef th
asynchronous implementation can often substantially aedwectorz € R¥ onto the convex se®;,, see Subsectidn IVAC.
the synchronization penalty because there is no requiremenAs illustrated in Fig[R2, the subproblems are coupled by
for waiting at predetermined points. Another advantagéas t the power gains and the partial derivatives, which are tera
a global synchronization mechanism is not necessary. tively calculated and exchanged between the transmifters.
We start with the derivation of the synchronous distributed instance, thé-th component of the vectox,(n) is computed
plementation, which serves as a reference solution. Tfterea by the /-th transmitter, which in turn requires the knowledge
we introduce the asynchronous computation model and el@$-all receive power gainsg;,;,Vj. Consequently, each pair
orate on the algorithm’s convergence and rate of convergenef transmitters(k, /) needs to exchange the two (real-valued)
For ease of notation, we omit the dependence,0bn Q. In  power gains(zy, z; ) and the two (real-valued) derivatives
order to distinguish variable values at different time amss, (du,,/dz, k., Ou;/Oxy ), to accomplish the local update (6).
we introduce the iteration index as an argument (e.g., the The synchronous SGRBIgorithm is summarized as follows:

(M

geeey

0z 1 Oz, K

value ofx;, at time instant: is denoted by (n)). 1) Initialization: Each transmittet: chooses an initial power
gain vectorz(0) € 4. Set iteration index ta = 0.
A. Synchronous Scaled Gradient Projection Algorithm 2) Gradient Update Each transmitteti: calculates the set

of current partial derivative§uy(x*(n))/0z,, Vi, and
communicates théth element to thé-th transmitter.

3) Update StepEach transmittek calculates the new power
gain vectorz, (n+1) according to[(b), and communicates
the I-th component ofc(n + 1) to thel-th transmitter.

4) Increment:, and repeat from step 2).

zp(n+1) = argmaxU(X(n)) s.t. &y € Q. (5) Ifall transmitters wait until they have acquired the mostenat
ok information and perform their update steps concurrently at

The convergence of the sequendes.(n)} , Vk, generated by the same iteration index then the algorithm is matheméyical
the nonlinear equatio(5), can not be guaranteed beddusequivalent to the centralized SGP method (El. [3, Equation
is generally non-convex (i.e[](5) can not be formulated as(8.6)]) and the corresponding convergence result is agipléc
(pseudo-) contraction |terat||)1 However, convergence to a
limit point can be established for linearized algorithmsaneh
the variable update is a linear function G/ (X). Thus, we
adopt the scaled gradient projection (SGP) method fridm
Subsection 3.3.3], where the update for #héh subproblem
is described by the equation

zi(n+1) = [@r(n) + M M) . (6)

Due to the separability of the constraint $btx ... x Qg,
we can split ProblenjHy) into K coupled subproblems, which
are iteratively solved by the individual transmitters. The
th subproblem at iteration index solves for the improved
transmit power gain vectat(n + 1), and is given by

Proposition 2 (Convergence of the SGP Algorithm] [3] Propo-
sition 3.7 (h)) If the step sizey is chosen small enough,
en any limit pointX* = [x,...,z%] of the sequence
X (n)}, generated by the centralized SGP algorithm, satisfies
the stationarity condition§Cg). If U is also convex on the set
Q1 x ... x Qg then X* is the global maximizer.

3In general, M}, is assumed to be positive definite, at least on a proper
subspace in which all update step$ (6) take place. TypjcAffy, would be
2An iterative algorithm of the forme(n + 1) = T(z(n)),n = 0,1,..., chosen to approximate the Hessian maWixU (X (n)) such as done in the
is called contraction iteration if the mapping : X — X has the property projected Jacobi method wheref;, is a diagonal matrix, with its diagonal
IT(x) — T < allz—yll,Vz,y € X with o € [0,1). Contraction entries equal to the diagonal entries\of U (X (n)). For the considered sum
iterations are of particular interest because there egisteral results on the utility problem, the Hessian is always a diagonal matrixttkermore, the use
existence and uniqueness of fixed points, 5¢e [3, Sectign 3.1 of diagonal scaling matrices facilitates the proof of Tlezo[3.



A proper condition for the step size parametersvk is Based on this definition, each udehas the following local

formulated in the next subsection by Theorgm 3. information at time index.:
Note that the computation of the projectian.(n + 1) = N
(1% is accomplished over the convex sgtof correlation X (n) =[xk (P1e(0) s 2k (PR E(N))] (8)
! o ) 7
matrices (see Subsection TV-C), and produces a correlatin our (x" (q1.5(n))) duxc (xX (grx(n)))

trix Qx(n+1). By TheoreniR2, we can extract a corresponding (n) =
beamforming vectotv, (n+ 1), which can be applied for data
transmission while the optimization process is still ingmess. )

Remark4. Similar to the proposed SGP algorithm, the DP Theasynchronous SG&ligorithm is summarized as follows:

algorithm [18] utilizes the partial derivatives 0f with respect 1) |njtialization: Each transmittek chooses an initial power
to the power gains. There, the derivatives are negated an gain vectorz;(0) € . Set time indexn = 0 and

geeey

8:%1 axk,K

called interference prices. subsequently increment in arbitrary intervals.
2) Update Steps

o If n € Y. then thek-th transmitter calculates the
set of the partial derivative8uy,/Jz; i, VI, using the
received power gain vector defined g (8), and sends
(at time indexn + 1) the [-th element to the-th
transmitter.

o If n € X}, then thek-th transmitter calculates (n+

B. Asynchronous SGP Algorithm

We now adopt the asynchronous computation model from
[19], in which each transmitter doe®t need to communicate
to each other transmitter at each time instant; also thestran
mitters may perform their updates at different intervalsl an
they may keep performing without having to wait until they
receive messages that have been transmitted to them. Thus, 1) according to[{B) and{9), and communicates the
they perform their updates with possibly outdated infoiorat I-th component ofe, (1 + 1) to thel-th transmitter.
For analysis purposes only, we consider a global evenedriv - . .
clock that indexes all events of interest (such as an upda s.shown n LB’ Sy_bsec'uon 6.3.2, Example 3.1], gradient
step, transmission or reception of a message) by a discr 1%onthms.requwe finite dela_lys to ensure the convergence.
variablen € Ny, which is called the time index. Furthermore, uch algorithms are callepartially asynchronous
we define sets of time indices at which each user updatesAtssumption 4 (Finite Communication Delays)For some
power gain vector or partial derivatives. These sets need ffinite) constant<), , and P, ;, we have for alll, k, n
be known to any of the users; that is, their knowledge is not
required to compute an update. n—Qur < qr(n) <n,

Definition 3 (Set of Update Times)Let Xi (resp. Vi) n = Pp < pug(n) < n.

be the unbounded set of time indices at whieh (féSp.  The delay bounds require a-priori knowledge of the net-
Qug /O 1, V1) is updated by the-th user. work, and can be determined e.g., during system design.

Remarks. The convergence analysis of the asynchronous SGFSince the partial derivatives are subject to delays, we tave
algorithm relies on the un-boundedness of the sétsand quantify their rate of change with respect 30, which yields
Vy; that is, theoretically the algorithm never stops updatirifje following assumption with respect to the curvaturd/of
its variables. In practice, a stopping criterion is reqdife.g.,
on the number of iterations). Moreover, an alternative ® t
unbounded set assumption is to bound the inter-updatevaite
by a constant, as proposed if [3, Chapter 7]. ‘ 0%U (X)

There is no explicit notion of a processing period for the
update computations. Without loss of generality, we index t
time instant when an update computation startsnbhyand
assume that it is completed at index+ 1 (i.e., there occurs
no indexed event in between). Moreover, we assume that
indexn + 1 a message with the updated value is sent to th
othgr USErs. Any effective processing period can be ac_edun he subproblems. An example is given in Apperidix E.
for in the difference between time index+ 1 and the time . L " .

ext, we give sufficient conditions for the step size param-

index of a received message which contains the updated.vallgjlteerS% which ensure, that the asynchronous SGP algorithm

Definition 4 (Communication Delays)Let gi ;(n) € Np,0 < converges to a stationary point of ProbleRy).
qr,1(n) < n (resp.pxi(n) € No,0 < pg(n) < n) be the time
index of a message with a value 6, /Jz; 5 (resp.zy;)
that was sent from transmittérto transmitter/, and this was
th_e last such message recelved not later than at time index Y < miny 2841/ D (10)
Without loss of generality, we assunag ;(n) = pr.r(n) =

n, Vk; that is, each user modifies it; (local) data exclusively,sgy gefinition of 17 we have 92U /8y 0s. (X) = 0 for I # t. So,
so that no communication delays arise. there is no need for a fourth subindexsuch asKy; ..

Assumption 5 (Curvature Bounds) For the second-order
artial derivatives, there exist bouﬁdKM_,S such that

< Kigs, VR, € Qi, VE, 1, s

axk,lax&l

By Assumption[B these bounds always exist. Note that
instead of using the Lipschitz constants YU, Vk as an
upper bound (as proposed in [3, Subsection 7.5.1]), thedsun
x1,s can be explicitly determined with moderate effort and
flow a more detailed description of the interactions betwe

Theorem 3 (Step Size Bounds)Suppose that for each trans-
mitter k£ we have



with Dy, ; = 25:1 Ky s(14+Ps 1+ Qi)+ Ksi ik (Peg + Q1s), D. Improving the Convergence Rate
then any limit pointX™ of the sequencgX (n)}, generated |, e following, we describe two mechanisms that improve

by tg.e. asynchronous SGP algorithm, satisfies the stationgfy, conyvergence rate of the asynchronous SGP algorithm, and
conditions(Co). which preserve its convergence to a stationary poinfgj.(

Proof: The proof is provided in AppendixID. [ | 1) Speed-upS; (Normalized Power Gains):The first
As remarked in[[22, Subsection 5.6], the step size bounggeed-up mechanism tightens the bounds for the step size
are sufficient for convergence but they are not tight, n@arametersy,, vk, by exploiting the fine structure of the
necessary. Since the convergence rate is governed by Beblem (i.e., the channel coupling strength between the
smallest and largest eigenvalues of the transformed Hessigers). Therefore, the SGP algorithm is formulated in the

Mk_%viUMk_E ([28, Section 2.3.1]), one should try toliné&rly transformed optimization domaift] x ... x Q%

i " " L . o o _1 .
choose the scaling matridZ;, as close as possible to theVith % = {”;2 = T, Tp i Tk € Q}, vk and
Hessian matrixv2U. This is achieved by settingy.; = Dy, T, = dlag(”hkl”_ s 1Pk []7) Consequently, each curva-
for which we obtain a common upper bound on the step sizé4/€ l.)ound{(klys is scaled by the corresponding channel gains,
that is, v, < 2,Vk. Then, each elemens,; of the scaling Yielding K3, . = Al [hall” Kii,s, Vk, 1, s. One should
matrix M, acts as a step size parameter foritie component Note that small channel gains scale down the curvature tsound
of the gradient vectol,. Further mechanisms for improving@nd thus yield a tighter lower bound in{26) for the quadratic

the convergence rate are discussed in the Subsdction [v-pterm of the second-order Taylor expansioribfThe resulting
convergence speed-up is illustrated in Secfion V.

o . . 2) Speed-upS, (Adaptive Curvature Bounds)The basic
C. Scaled Projection onto the Power Gain Region idea of the second speed-up mechanism is to adapt the curva-

Next, we show how to accomplish the projection stefiIn (6t)L_Jre bounds during the optimization process. One should not
By [3, Proposition 3.7 ()] the projectiamy (n + 1) = [2]3%  thatthe global curvature boundsy, s, ., k, s, as formulated

is unique and given by Mk in Assumptior5, reflect thevorst casecurvature of the sum
utility function U. For the majority of operating points, these
[z]ﬁk =argmin ||z — :1:||§V[k (P;) bounds are too stringent and cause a slow convergence speed.
s.t.x € Q. The proposed speed-up mechanism relies on the following

assumption, which is satisfied by e.g., the sum rate and
By rewriting z;; (Q) = tr(Qhihil), the weighted inner proportional fair rate utility.

product can be formulated as Assumption 6 (Monotonicity of the Curvature Bounds}-or

|z — ‘B”?wk = (z -z (Q))T M, (z — z1, (Q)) a_lll k, 12,5, the absolute_ value of the _second_-orde_r partial deriva-
1 ) tive 0 U/axlykaxsyk is a monotonic function with respect to
Str (p(Q)Q) +tr (CQ) + 2[5y, (11)  the power gaing: ., V.

2
with the self-adjoint positive semi-definite linear opera- L€t 2k be the unbounded set of time indices when tki
tor o(Q) = 23X B HwQHy,, and matricesC = transmitter updates its curvature bourds ;, v/, s. A suitable
9 Zf; BrizHy and Hy = hyh!l. Thus, the mini- choice for the setZ; is given by the set of time indices, at

which userk receives power gain messages from the other

users. By doing so, every change in the operating point is

tracked immediately (but subject to communication delays)
The asynchronous SGP algorithm is extended as follows:

mization over the power gain regidn, can be equivalently
accomplished over the convex 38t The resulting (convex)
guadratic semi-definite program (QSDP) is given by

min %tr (©(Q)Q) + tr (CQ) (P3) 1) Initializ::;ttion: Each transmitterk maintains an upper
bound z;;, and a lower bound:; ; for every received
s.t.tr(Q) <1, @ = 0. power gainz; ;, VI. These bounds are initialized with the

smallest and largest feasible value; that is,#hg(0) = 0

(ZF beamforming) andi; x(0) = ||hu|* (MRT beam-
forming). Based on these bounds and the monotonicity
propertie@ of the second-order partial derivatives (i.e.,

The global optimal solutio* can be found efficiently by a
QSDP solver, e.g. the MLAB software QSDP-0[21]. The
solution of Problem[) is obtained by

z(n+1) = [Z]SX/,’;,C =z,(Q). (12) increasing or decreasing), transmittercalculates the
initial upper bounddsy;, (0), VI, s, which are then com-

Remark6 (Solution by Gradient Projection Methodlter- municated to the corresponding transmitteend s.
natively, Problem [P3) can be solved iteratively with the 2) Update Steps
gradient projection method_[28, Section 2.3]. Therefore, w « If n € 2, then transmitterk updates the upper
minimize [11) over the convex cone of positive semi-definite and lower bounds for the power gains according
matrices, subject to the linear inequality constraii)) < 1. to &x(n + 1) = max(2(n),z1.(n)),vl and
The projection onto the constraint set is accomplished by an jlyk(n’ +1) = min(jlyk(n)’il_’k(n))"w_ Based on

appropriate scaling of the eigenvalues@f(see [29, Section
8.1.1], [30, Section IV-C]). 5A monotonic function attains its maximum at the boundarytefdomain.



Kii,s(n+1),Vl,s, which are then communicated to
transmitterd and s. a)
o The power gain update step at theh transmitter
follows (@) but with the adapted step size parameter @ O 3) Q
X ; 0 Tx 3 Tx 1
~vr(n) and scaling matrixMy(n). Both have been @ @ 9 I NN X
updated based on the (received) curvature boung{lg

these updated bounds, it adapts the curvature bounds @v@ b) @ @ @ @

I 3. lllustration of a) mesh backhaul network, b) daiswiohbackhaul
Kii,s(q,6(n)), V1, s. network and c¢) permuted daisy chain backhaul network.

Basically, the extended SGP algorithm can be understood
as a second-order algorithm; that is, an algorithm which uti
lizes a second-order Taylor approximation for every ojegat our simulation clock), which is in contrast to the eventvdri
point. The next proposition establishes the convergentkeof clock in Sectiorl IV-B. This assumption implies a sufficigntl
extended SGP algorithm. large processing power at the transmitters.

. . 2) Channel Model:We consider a MISO IFC with{ =4
Proposition 3 (Asymptotic Convergence of the SGP AI'users, where each transmitter hds = 2 antennas. The

gorithm with Speed-UpSy). If the sum utility functionl'  \3ance of the additive white Gaussian noiseris= 10-2,

sqtisfies A_ssumptidﬁ 6, then the asynchronous SGP_ algorit@f@lding 20dB SNR at transmitter side. The elements of each
with adaptive curvature bounds converges asymptotical§( t ¢y anne| vectoh,, are independent circularly symmetric com-

stationary point of Problen(ly). plex Gaussian random variables with zero mean and variance
Proof: For eachl, k,s, the curvature bound sequenc@;%,l- The variance is used to model a 1-dimensional local

{Kx.s(n)} converges to a limit pointim,, .. Kz s(n) = coupling of neighboring users, and depends on the useresdic
K} » because it is upper bounded (cf. Assumpfion 5) ar&$ follows:

never decreased by an update step. At the joint limit point ) 1 Jif k=1,

of all sequenceg K, s(n)}, Vi, k, s, Assumptior b ensur@]s Okt = { 101 21k=U i k£ ] (13)

that the curvature bounds are valid for the sequenXén)},
generated by the SGP algorithm. (If not, the joint limit gioin_One should note that the edge usérand 3 have only one

has not been reached.) Thus, the sequédéén)} converges interferer above noise level, while the inner useend?2 have

L . . - . ) . two interferers above noise level.
to a limit point which satisfies the stationarity conditig@glj e .
(The oremp[ZB)) y i 3) Network Obijective: We assume theachievable rate

_ utility for each userk, given bywy, (") = log, (1 + I'x(z¥))
Remark7 (Non-Monotonic Convergencepflthough the con- ) Th(zF) = x4 k/(z#k 215 + 02). The system utility

vergence to a stationary point is guaranteed, we do not hq{fiction is the proportional fair rate, which is defined as
monotonicconvergence in terms of tHé. Every change (i.e.,

increase) in the curvature bounds implies a preceding power UPH(X) = Huf (). (14)
gain update step that has been based on incorrect curvature k
bounds, and which possibly decreased the sum utility.  Ag shown in AppendiXE, this system utility function admits
an equivalent sum utility problem formulation.
V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS 4) Backhaul Network: The transmitters are able to ex-

To demonstrate the relative performance of different beagange information via the backhaul network. Depending on
forming algorithms, we present numerical simulations for %€ network topology, diverse communication delays arse.
small MISO IFC with different backhaul network topologiesShown in Figuré B, we evaluate three network topologies:

Our interest lies on the overall processing time needed fay NW1 - Mesh Network: Every pair of transmitters has
convergence by an algorithm, which primarily depends on the a direct communication link. We assume that each link
number of iterations, update cycles, communication dedags introduces a communication delay 6f clock cycles.
synchronization periods. The following subsection pregid b) NW2 - Linear Daisy Chain Network: Only neighboring
detailed description of these factors. transmitters (i.e., transmitters whose indices differ bg)o
possess a backhaul link with a delay@fclock cycles. We
assume that messages are forwarded so that every pair of
) ] ) ) transmitters is able to exchange information. The overall

1_) Slmglatlon CIpck:For simulation purposes, We_employ delay between transmittetsand! is given by|k — I| D.

a c_zhmensmnless discrete cl_oek_e Np with clo_ck pe_rlodl. ((:j) NW3 - Permuted Daisy Chain Network: This network
This clock is used as a timeline for our simulations, and gicture serves as a reference case, and is derived from

to quantify update cycles and communication delays. Our gynw2 by permuting the transmitter indices but keeping
special focus is on the communication bottleneck of differe  he channel coupling (13).

backhaul networks. Therefore, we assume that the durafion o
the update computations is negligible (i.e., zero with eespo

A. Simulation Model

5) Algorithm Configuration: Next, we describe the eval-

uated algorithms in terms of their possible parametrizatio
8Assumption[® ensures that there are no local maxima of theature and the user’s timing behaVilor’ which is agsgmed to b_e equal

function, which can be overlooked by the algorithm. for all users. Following Section TViB, the timing behavidfr o



| [[NWI [NW2 |

async. SGP X =Yk ={Tn:ne€Ng}

with T € N n—pri(n) =n—qri(n) = L%J n—pri(n) =n—qri(n) = {w

synC.SGP Xk:{TTL:TLGNo},yk:{Tn-i-D:nENo} Xk:{T’n:’H,GNo},yk:{TTL+(K—1)D:TL€N0}

with 7= 2D with T'=2D(K — 1)

n—prin)=n—q,n)=0

sync. DP Xk:{Tn—I—gok ZTlENo}, yk:Ule, Xk:{T’rL—O—kaZ’ILGNo}, yk:Ule

with M € Ny | with T = (D + M)K and gy, = (D + M)k with 7 = [22}§2J(K—1)+LgJ]D+KM.(Kmod 2),

or =kM + D [Zf;ol(l{ —1—1) + max(0,2k — K — 1)

n—pri(n) =n—qpi(n) =0

TABLE |
ALGORITHM CONFIGURATIONS FOR USERs € {0,..., K — 1}, WITH BACKHAUL DELAY D, UPDATE PERIODT’, "MEASUREMENT AND REPORTING
PERIODM . THE CONFIGURATIONS FORNW3 ARE OBTAINED BY PERMUTING THE USER INDICES IN THENW2 CASE.

the k-th user is characterized by the sets of update tiiegs Moreover, we use the constant step size parametgrs-

Vi and theeffectivecommunication delays. — py;(n) and 1.99,Vk for the SGP algorithm. The scaling matrick$;,, Vi

n — qr1(n),Vn,l. Here, the elements ok}, ) represent are chosen as described in Sectlon IV-B, and require the
time instants of our simulation clock. We assume that evekpowledge about the curvature bounllg; s, Vk, [, s. In Ap-
variable update is sent immediately to the other users. , Thpendix[E, we illustrate their computation for the propantbd

the effective communication delays reflect the number @dir rate utility. Due to the singularity of the transformed
update computations by which a received message is outdatedity functionslog(uy) atxy i, = 0, we employ the restricted
Table[] summarizes the sets of update times and effectivptimization domain$; ,,, Vk (see Remarkl]2) Wiﬁm =0.1.
communication delays for the evaluated algorithms. No#¢: thFor the SGP algorithm speed-ug,, we assume that the

« For thesynchronous SGRIgorithm, the update equation'®duired sets of update times are given&y = Y, vk. The
(©) requires current gradient information. Therefore, efRrojection problems within the SGP update steps are GSOIVEd
ery power gain update is sent to the other transmitteMith the QSDP-0 solvef [21] and the accuracy toleratize’.

which in turn feed back their updated partial derivatives.
We assume that the derivatives are updated immediat8y Simulation Results

after the reception of a power gain message. Thus, they) comparison of different Speed-up Optiokde start with
shortest feasible power gain update cyLles determined the synchronous SGP algorithm and illustrate the effechef t
by the largest round trip dglay between the_ transmittersyoposed speed-up methasis and S, (see Subsectidn 1VAD).

« Theasynchronous SG&Igorithm can cope with outdated\ye assume a mesh backhaul network with communication
gradient information. Thus, its power gain update cyCle ge|ay p = 1. For this setup, the synchronous SGP algorithm
can be chosen arbitrarily. Here, we assume that all powg{icylates a power gain update every second clock cycle. As
gains and patrtial der|vat|ves_ are updated concurrgntly.an upper performance bound, we compute the optimal utility

« As a reference case, we s-|mulate’ the synchror®ss 51y by using the branch-reduce-and-bound (BRB) algorith
tributed pricing (DP) algorithm [18], which requires from [9] with the accuracy parameter= 10—2.
sequential power gain updates based on current gradigffyre[2 shows the system utility?f as a function of the
information. The exchange of the power gains is acCofime index for an exemplary channel realization. The ‘plain
plished via radio transmission. Based on the receivegsp ajgorithm converges very slowly due to the conservative
signals, receiverk calculates its partial derivative andg,rvature bounds and thus loose step size b(ﬁ,m using
reportst the vaIue_ to transmittér Then, every transr_mtter normalized power gains (speed-Gp), which result in tighter
sends its value via backhaul to the certain transmitter “"Eﬂap size bounds, the time needed for convergence can be
will perform the next update step. We assume a roungsqyced by approximately one order of magnitude. However,
robin update sequence for the transmitters. The signalifigs aigorithm is still rather slow. A significant convergenc
of the power gains is not sub!ect to any ascertamabi?eed_up is achieved by combining the speed-up options
communication delays, but the 'measurement and repo - and S,. By adapting the curvature bounds to the most
ing’ task requiresM clock cycles. recent operating point, the SGP algorithm becomes a second-

« As a second reference case, we simulate the (S¥flyer algorithm which accomplishes reasonably large wpdat
chronousyyclic coordinate desceff€CD) algorithm [[5],

which has the same timing behavior as the DP algorithm.A smaller parameter: would yield very conservative curvature bounds,
. . . e ... which significantly slow down the SGP algorithm. Howevemryvemall direct
At time instantn = 0, the algorithms are initialized with jink gains z1., < 0.1 are unlikely to occur because such operating points
power gain vectors that correspond to the MRT beamformease repulsive for the proportional fair rate utility.

Furthermore. we assume that every transmitter diagent 80ne should note that the actual step size parameters aretfixggd =
' 1.99, Vk. However, for each usek, the elements of the diagonal scaling

knOWIedge of the system state (i'e_" p_artial derivati_veg" C matrix M, play the role of step size parameters, one for each compafent
vature bounds, etc.), and performs its first power gain gdate gradient vectoi,,.
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Fig. 4. Comparison of different speed-up methods for thecs@GP. The Fig. 6. Comparison of synchronous and asynchronous atgasitfor NW2
plot shows the system utility/Pf as a function of the time index for a meshwith D = 3. The plot shows the system uitilifyP! as a function of the time

backhaul network with communication deldy = 1. index. The results are averaged over 100 channel realizatio
5.2 T T 5.2
BRB alg., upper and lower bound | BRE alg., upper and lower bound
I
o (.. o | o 0 ,
o) ¢ @
549 1 548 Max-VSINR 1
> 4 Max-VSINR = s
E 4.6;#—' 3 é 4.6M =
5 5
€ 4.4f , g 4.4+
2 sync. SGP 9 sync. SGP
" 4.2F —%— async. SGP with T=3 9 4.2F —%— async. SGP with T=3
[ : 1 () .
2 —— async. SGP with T=1 g 4 ——async. SGP with T=1
g 4 DP alg. with M=1 g - DP algi with ::A:l
© MRT i = CCD alg. with M=1
38 / CCD alg. with M=1 3.8- /
3 6 i i i 36 L i i
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Fig. 5. Comparison of synchronous and asynchronous digasitor N\w1 ~Fig. 7. Comparison of synchronous and _E}SYT}CWO”OUS digositfor NW3
with D = 3. The plot shows the system utili/Pf as a function of the time With D = 3. The plot shows the system utility®" as a function of the time
index. The results are averaged over 100 channel reafizatio index. The results are averaged over 100 channel realizatio

steps. This comes at the cost of the additional calculation cycle for the ‘'measurement and reporting’ task.

and exchange of the curvature bounds. Moreover, it shoyld reference cases we plot the upper and lower bound for
be noted that this speed-up may cause the convergencehi® optimal utility value, obtained by the BRB algorithm it
a different limit point because the basin of attraction of a— 10-!, and the utility obtained by the maximum virtual
local maximum can potentially be left. Due to its superiog|NR (Max-VSINR) beamforming algorithm from [11].
performance, we subsequently focus on the SGP algoritiryures[H-F illustrate the average utilify®’ as a function
with both speed-up optionsS; &S,. of the processing time. The results are averaged over 100
2) Comparison of Synchronous and Asynchronous Algghannel realizations. Numerical results are given in Table
rithms: Next, we compare the convergence rates of asyfi} which provides the mean and standard deviation of the
chronous and synchronous algorithms for different backhasumber of (simulation) clock cycles needed for the alganih
topologies. One should note that the parameter space cehvergence. For each channel realization, the algoritmas
feasible algorithm and network configurations is very largeun for a maximum number ofi,. = 10000 clock cycles.
In the following, we concentrate on a set of parameters thpe time instant of convergence is determined when the
best illustrates the principle behavior of the algorithms:  algorithm achieves 99% of the utilit}' (X (nyax)).

« For each backhaul link, we assume the delay- 3. Figure[® shows the simulation results for the mesh backhaul
o The asynchronous SGP algorithm is evaluated for twwetwork. First note that on average, all iterative algonish
different update cycle§ =1 andT = 3. converge to the same fixed point, which is close to the

o The DP (resp. CCD) algorithm required = 1 clock optimal solution as indicated by the lower bound of the
BRB algorithm. By focusing on the convergence time, the
9The DP and CCD algorithm do not calculate and exchange argndec synchronous SGP algorithm outperforms the asynchronous
order derivatives. However, convergence of the DP alguoritélies on specific SGP al ith . Th is the | b di
properties of the second-order derivatives. For the CChlorihgn, it is algorithm variants. e reason Is the loose bounding

assumed that all utility functions are known to the users. procedure for the gradient errors within the asynchrondsiB S
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sync. SGP| async. SGP with | DP with | CCD with

T—3 [T=1 M1 M1 VI. CONCLUSION

NWZI | 33.16 56.26 44.86 48.68 ]1.72 The sum utility problem for the MISO IFC is re-
+37.12 +64.78 | £50.17 | £36.13 | +33.20 parameterized in terms of power gains, which allows a con-
NW2 | 84.52 56.80 45.44 102.30 | 172.68 densed description of the user interactions. By adoptireg th

+61.90 +£66.56 | £51.95 | £76.07 | £71.00 | gcaled gradient projection (SGP) method, the users amwedio

84.52 95.86 71.96 102.00 172.38 .
NW3 | 161.90 18379 | 44458 | 7558 | 47011 tq perform linear updatg steps gutonomou_sly, based on pos-
ABLE I sibly outdated gradient information. Assuming upper baund

on the objective’s curvature as well as on the communication
MEAN AND STANDARD DEVIATION OF THE NUMBER OF REQUIRED CLOCK . .. .
CYCLES UNTIL CONVERGENCE delays, we provide sufficient conditions for the asynchrmno
SGP algorithm that ensure the convergence to a stationary
point. As illustrated by our numerical experiments, thedt
step size bounds are not tight and thus yield slow convemenc
However, we identify a class of utility functions (includin

algorithm. However, as indicated in Figure S, decreasing t e sum rate and proportional fair rate), for which the curva

tJhpdate interval oftt.he asg/)nchronous SGlPdaIgtct:rltthm riducﬁare bounds can be adjusted during the optimization process
€ convergence tme. une can conclude that periormigyq o algorithm’s convergence behavior is preservag. O

more frt_aq_uent computations based on outdated 'nformat'_gl?nulations indicate a significant convergence speed-up fo
is beneficial. Moreover, the asynchronous SGP algorithrh Wik e resulting second-order algorithm. Finally, the cogeeice

Th': hl ogtperll‘orm?f th? Seqtl;]entlal ?\P a.ndt.CCD algl(t)r|thm§ate of different synchronous and asynchronous algorithms
which pnimartly sufier from the synchronization penatly. = ¢ compared. The main insight is that frequent asynchronous

:jn .F|gurr]e§[6 atnt[]7k, the S'?UIat'%n trr(]asultts fokr thedtwo (:;e%romputations provide a convergence speed-up if the batkhau
aisy chain NEtworks are shown. Both NEtworks INAUCe AVeIg,, oy e (in terms of communication delays) is matchedi¢o t

communication delays between the USErs. In NW2, theé upling strength of the subproblems. This should normally
delays are matched to the channel gains, so that stron

. the case for mobile networks. However, the convergence
coupled users are faced with small backhaul delays. In N g

: eed-up comes at the cost of an increased number of update
the backhaul links are permuted so that strongly coupl% mputations and exchanged messages.
users observe large backhaul delays. For the matched NW2,
one can observe a clear benefit for the asynchronous SGP
algorithm, which is able to exploit the fast backhaul links f APPENDIXA
exchanging substantial problem data. Here, the asynchsono PRELIMINARIES: CONVEX GEOMETRY AND THE JOINT
SGP variants outperform all synchronous algorithms; that i NUMERICAL RANGE
the convergence time is reduced by performing more frequentn this section, we review some basic concepts from convex
computations based on outdated information. Note that tgeometry [[20] that are utilized in Appendide$ B dnd C. We
relationship between the significance of problem data aad #focus on the description of compact convex sets as the eters
corresponding communication delays is critical. The NW8ons of half-spaces, yielding an outer description of ¢hests.
possesses the same number of fast backhaul links, but Ten, we apply these concepts to fleét numerical range
benefit of asynchronous computations is not present beca[&H, which plays an essential role in our analysis becatse i
the fast links carry insignificant data. is the generating set for the power gain region.
We begin with nonempty compact subséisin R¥. The

3) Characterization of the SGP Algorithm’s Limit Points: outer boundary ofC is denoted bygyC, and is defined as
Finally, we check whether the limit points of the SGP althe boundary betweefC and the unbounded component of
gorithm are (local) maxima. Theoretically, each limit poinR*\K. By co(K) we denote the convex hull of the skt
can be a s_addle p"if‘t or a (local) m‘””.“‘%m' although tnsefinition 5 (Partial Order on Vectors)Let ¢,y € RX. A
latter case is very unlikely because the minima are repailsiy dominatesa vectorz in direction e € {—1 +1}K
We evaluate 100 channel realizations. The SGP algorithvr%f:tory Om'ﬁa . , e
) . . . Written asy >°¢ x, if ye; > x1¢;, VI, and the inequality has
is run until convergence or a maximum number of iteray, | oast one strict inequality
tions nmax = 10000 is reached. The convergence criterion '
is ||zx(n) —xp(n—1)| < 1076 Vk. After convergence, Definition 6 (Outer Boundary Parts)A point y € RY is
we use MATLAB function fmincon in order to maximize called anouter boundary poinbf a nonempty compact subset
UPt(wy,. .., wk), s.t. |wg| < 1,Vk, starting from the limit K c RX in directione € {—1,+1}* if y € K while the set
point achieved by the SGP algorithm. The mean (resp. stdnddy’ € RY : 3y’ >¢ y} c RE\K. The set of all outer boundary
deviation) of the utility improvement i$.231-10~5[bits] (resp. points in directione is called theouter boundary parof K
5.141 - 10~°[bits]), which indicates for our simulations thatin direction e, and is denoted bygx.
the SGP algorithm always converges to a (local) maximum.
Moreover, the corresponding correlation matrices are -ran(l)<
one in all cases, which is shown by the mean and standard
deviation of the smallest eigenvalues of the 2 correlation Definition 7 (Support Function, Supporting Hyperplane /

matrices, given by.3596-10~7 and6.2396-10~%, respectively. Halfspace) Let K be a nonempty compact subsetRf and

Next, we introduce some basic concepts from convex ge-
etry, that will help us to characterize convex sets.
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n € RE n # 0. The functionsi(n) = maxyexn’y is the X,

support functiorof K if it is convex and positive homogeneous

(i.e., s(am) = asx(n) for a € Ry). ST
The supporting hyperplanéesp.halfspacé of X in direction 4 /
n is given by H (n,sc(n) = {y e RX :nTy =sc(n)} d:[ﬂ}
(resp.H™ (n,sc(n)) = {y € R" : 0"y < sc(n)}).

Due to the positive homogeneity, the support function is
completely determined by its value on the unit sphgfe!. a1 A
Consequently, for € SK—1, s (n) is the signed distance of Q(H) el{_ } X
H (n, sx(n)) from the origin. ¢
A fundamental concept in convex geometry is the outer 0 R 2
description of convex sets. Every nonempty compact convex
setC = co(K) is given by the intersection of its supportingFig. 8.

lllustration of a two-dimensional joint numericainge7 (H) (dotted

halfspaces ([20, Theorem 2.2.2]; that is, gray curve) and the corresponding power gain re§igi#d ) (solid curve) with
_ its outer boundary parts (e.g., red cur&@Q(H)). Since K = 2, we have
C= ﬂ H™ (n,sc(n)) (15) F(H)=W(H), that is, the joint numerical range is convex.
neSkK-1
:{yERK|77Ty§s;<(77):77€SK_1}. (16)

By rewriting w Hyw = tr(ww! Hy),Vk, the difference
Note that the support function determines thecsahiquely. It betweenF(H) and W(H) can be easily observed: The JNR
can be used to describe certain geometric properties oesonys generated by Hermitian rank-one matrices only, while the
sets analytically. JFV is obtained by using Hermitian matrices of arbitrarykian

Next, we describe specific parts of the (outer) boundary of Finally, the setbV(H) can be used to define a generaliza-
KC, which are determined by the surface normal veetor tion of the power gain regio), for K-tuples of arbitrary

Definition 8 (Exposed Face)The exposed facef & with the Hermitian matrices, which yields

surface normah € SX—! is given by the support set Q(H) =co (0 UW(H)) (21)

Pr(n) =KNH(n, sc(n))- (17) = {(tr(QHl), L tr(QHE) Qe Q} (22)
By [31, Proposition 3.1] we havéco(K) = 9K if and

only if ®x(n) is convex for anyp € K1 where @ = {Q € CY*¥,tr(Q) <1,Q = 0}. By setting

H = (hiahf, ... hpxhih ), we obtain thek-th power
in regionQ), = Q(H). The relationship betweeft;, and
H) is illustrated in Fig[B for the power gain region of

We now present a few general results pertaining to the joiﬁ?(
userl in the two-user case.

numerical range and its convex hull. Moreover, we illugtra
its connection to the power gain region defined[ih (3).

Definion 9 (Joint Numerical Range)Let H — Proposition 4 (Properties of the JNR/JFV/Power Gain Re-

(H,,...,Hr)" be a K-tuple of Hermitian matrices with gign). The following clqims hold: o

H, € CN*N v The joint numerical range(JNR) of the (i) The support fun;:non for the sef(H) is given b

matricesH, ..., Hy is defined as _sran(m) = i(n” H). . o
T (i) The subset of outer boundary points B{H) in direc-
F(H) :{(wHle7---7wHHKw) : tion n is given by® ) (n) = F (H;&(n" H)). If

weC, w|=1}. (18) dim (&1(n" H)) = 1 then® z(¢1)(n) is a singleton.

’ (i) The setsF(H) and W(H) share the same support
This set is compact but faK" > 2 not necessarily convex. function; that is,syy (e (1) = s7 () ().

For K < 3, the outer boundary ofF (H ) is convex. For recent (iv) We haved,y g (1) = co (D z(zr)(n)).

studies and developments concerning the (lack of) convexft,, the last two claims, we further assumél =—
for the joint numerical range see, e.q../[31]I[32]. (hiih ... hycht )H:

If V ¢ CV is a subspace then the joint numerical range of th kLo K

I : For all SE=1 we have =
restriction of H to V is denoted by ) mo< W ve so()(n)

max (0, \1(n"H)) >0 .
F(H;V) = { (w"Hyw, ... 7wHHKw)T : (Vi) For sq(a)(n) > 0, we havedqo gy (n) = Py (e (n).

weV, |w|=1}. Proof: The claims (i) and (ii) are given by [381, Proposi-
: . tion 3.5]. The third claim follows from relatiof (19). Clai(iv)
p 'II('jhefcoqvex ?E{l/ ofst?e Seﬁ(.H).'s reLerred to as thipint follows from [31, Proposition 3.1] and relation_(19). TheaHif
leld of valueJFV) [3], and is given by claim is immediate from claim (iii) and relatiof (21); that, i
W(H) =co (F(H)) (19)  sqm)(n) = max(0, syy(m)(n)) = max (0,/\1(77TH)) > 0.
_ {(tr(QHl), o ,tr(QHK))T : Claim (vi) follows from claim (v). ]

10 T . , . .
NxN B Note thatn* H represents the 'inner product’ of/-dimensional vector
QeC Jr(Q)—l,QiO}. (20) n with the K-tuple H = (H1,...,Hg)™; ie,nTH =YK nH,.
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APPENDIXB However, in order to prove the sufficiency of single-stream
PROOF OFTHEOREMI[]] beamforming for Pareto optimality, it suffices to consider
] o o only the outer boundary pati;*<;. As illustrated in Fig.
The proof that single-stream beamforming is sufficient 1§ this boundary part corresponds to the set of exposed faces
achieve all Pareto optimal points is accomplished in twpste dg, () with the normal vectorsy € 7i, where T, =
The first part is identical td [25, Theorem 2]] [4, Lemma 1.5 neSK—1.n >0, <0,V # k} The idea behind our
There, itis shown that the Pareto bound®#(/) is achieved o0 is to distinguish between exposed faces on the conical
by transmit correlation matrice®., ..., Qx that, for each boundary part of2, (i.e., all setsbq, (1) with sq, (1) = 0),

k, also achieve the outer boundary part of the power gaiiig exposed faces witho, (7) > 0. For the latter set we

region{2; in the directione; = [-1... —14+1—1... = 1]",  ghow that ify € 7; then &, (1) is always a singleton and
where only thek-th component is positive. The proof worksihys convex. We then complete the proof by showing that the
by contradiction. Assume th&},, ..., @k achieve a point on exnosed faces on the conical boundary part with 7; can

the Pareto boundaryB(1/) but there is a usek whose power pe reached by scaled versions of the exposed faces that are

gain vectorz (Qy) is not on the outer boundary palf*$..  gjngletons. The formal proof is given by Propositdn 5 with
Then, it is possible to increase tketh component ofcy, (Q5) Q, = Q(H).

without changing the other components. By Assumpgiion 2 on N o
the monotonicity ofu;, the modified power gain vector leads”roposition 5. If i € 7 then all points in®q ) (n) can be
to an improved utility of use and unchanged utilities for achieved by correlation matrices withink(Qy,) < 1.

all other users. This is a contradiction to the assumptiat th  pyoof: By Propositioi# (v) the support function 6 H )
Q1, ..., Qx achieved the Pareto bounda®y5(l/). is always non-negative; that isg ) (n) > 0, Vi € SK-1.
In the second part of the proof, we show tladitboundary e distinguish between the two cases:

points indg*Q; can be achieved by correlation matrices with) |f so(ey(m) > 0 then by Propositiori14 (claims (i),
rank(Qx) < 1. By symmetry, it suffices to consider the (i), (vi)) we have Do) (M) = co (}‘(H;sl(nTH)). By

th user only. For our analysis, we adopt the methods froshowing that the setF(H;& (nT H)) is a singleton, we
convex geometry introduced in Appendi¥ A. We begin witlensure that the exposed fade, ) (n) is achieved by a

a review of the solution approach from [25, Lemma 3] anghnk-one correlation matrix. Thus, we only have to prove
[4, Lemma 1.7], in which the problem is examined for somgat the eigenspacé;(n” H) has dimension one; that is,
arbitrary outer boundary part; that ig, € {—1,+1}". Based the geometric multiplicity of the largest eigenvalig(n” H )

on the Supporting Hyperplane Theoreém![34, Theorem 1.5], teguals one. This is accomplished by showing that the first and
authors in [[25]][4] characterize every exposed fd&g, () second eigenvalue of the matrix' H are strictly separated.
of Q, (with normal vectorn € S*~') by the following Therefore, we rewritey” H = A + B with A = n,h,hi

optimization problem andB =, ; mhih{ . 1f g € T and sq(ery(n) > 0, then
. we haven, > 0, < 0,Vl # k and A > 0, rank(A) < 1,
Snax n zi(Qr) st tr(Qr) < 1. (P1) B < 0. Applying Weyl's eigenvalue inequality [35, Section
1.3] yields

They show that ProblemP{) has always solutions with T T T
. . . — > _ _
rank(Qy,) < 1; that is, there always exists a powte g, (17) A" H) = do(n H) = Al(nTH) A2(A) = Mi(B)
that is achieved by correlation matrix withink(Qy) < 1. =XM(n" H) + [\ (B)]
Unfortunately, the sefq, (1) is not necessarily a singleton > 0. (23)

(i.e., Problem[P4) may have several solutions), which is thu?_|ence dim (5 (nTH)) — 1 that is. the sefb (n) =
case when there exist multiple points on the outer boundaﬁ(H.él(nTHl)) is a singlet,on ' Q(H)

0092 with the same normal vectay. In order to complete the 2) For the caseq s (7) = 0, we consider a certain poigte

proof of [28, Lemma 3] and [4, Lemma 1.7], it must be show . :
that all elements ofdq, () can be achieved by correlation&“(m (n) with n € 7. We show that every neighborhood of
y contains a point that is achieved by a correlation matrixiwit

matrlcebs ,Wfllthrilnk(Qk) Shl' gifficul ¢ thi bl rank(Q) < 1; that is,y is a limit point of a (scaled) joint
We briefly illustrate the difficulty of this problem. By e jca) range. Since a closed set contains its limit gpint

P_roposition[h (v), the opt?mal value of Proble@_ is the pointy is likewise achieved by a correlation matrix with
given by the support functiosq, () > 0. Now, consider rank(Qy,) < 1

an exposed facebq, (n) of O with so.(n) > 0. By o <9 '1) be the smallest scaling factor such thate
Propositior % (vi) and (iv), the exposed face can be Wr!tuen ?l(pH). The boundary of2(pH) can be divided into two
o (n) = Po)(n) = Py (M) = co (Pra)(n)) with (possibly overlapping) setd and 3, with 9Q(pH) = AU B.

_ H H \H H
H = (hpihii, ... hixchig ). This means that we have torpe ¢onical boundary part d@(pH) is given by the closed
show that the se® r(z)(n) is convex. By Propositiohl4 (ii), set

this set is given byl r (g (n) = F (H; & (n" H)); that is, .

the exposed face is itself a joint numerical range. Sinceenon A = {y € Pom (M) :n €S, sqm(n) = 0} 5

of the known conditions for convexity of the joint numericajyhjle the remaining boundary part is included in the set
range (see, e.gl, [32]) applies for the general case wiitramp K1

N and K, the problem as treated in [25],[4] remaimssolved B={y € Popmm) :n €S sqpmn) >0}.
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By definition of p, the pointy must lie on the boundary of the interference-constrained beamforming problem
the subset4d. Consequently, every open neighborhoodyof
contains at least one poigt € B with corresponding;’ and
sam) (M) > 0. Note thatn’ € T becausedQ(pH) is a .2 .
(céﬁti%gjoas) convex curve arif), is an open set.( : 5.5 ’h“wj’ < (@), VU # K
By applying case 1), we havg’ € F(pH). If p > 0 then [we]” < 1.

every such poiny’ can be achieved by a rank-one correlation
matrix. Since every neighborhood gf contains such a point
y’, the pointy is a limit point of the (closed) sef(pH ) and
thus must be itself an element of this setplf= 0, then we

min — At wy |’ (Pe)
Wi

This problem is still nhon-convex due to the concave
objective. Similar to[[36], we note that any solution of
Problem is invariant with respect to a phase rotation.
Thus, the optimal solution can be found by assuming

simply haverank(Qx) = 0. u that b2 w), is real and nonnegative, yielding the convex
optimization problem in[lf;). Note that[Ps), (Pg),
are always feasible because the first part of Thedrem 2
APPENDIXC proves the existence of a non-zero beamforming vector
PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z] w’ with ‘hgw;f = 2.1(Q7), VL.
The proof that all stationary points dPg) can be achieved APPENDIXD
with single-stream beamforming is based on the convex PROOF OFTHEOREM[3

geometry of the power gain region, see Appendix A. By
symmetry, it suffices to consider theth user only. SefHl =
(hihf, ... hpxhi)H, then we have, = Q(H). The
Condition can be reformulated a8; € o) (n*), Vk
wheren* = VU (X*)/||ViU (X*)||. By AssumptioiP, we zp(n+1) = [zi(n) + ykM,;l)\k(n)]Mk
have oU (X*)/0zk,; < 0,Vl # k and U (X™*)/0zk i > 0. _

Consequ(entlz/{ the normal vectey* must(be )a/n element of = k() + ywsi(n) (24)
the setT, = {n € SX~':ny > 0,1 < 0,1 # k}. Now, we  with s (n) = 1/ ([zr(n) + M, Ae(n)]s, — @i(n)).
can invoke Proposition] 5 which shows that all outer boundalr_3(/a
points x € ®qg)(n) with n € T, can be achieved by di
correlation matrice€);, with rank(Qy) < 1. !
Next, we show how to find the corresponding beamforming K )
vectorw?. By applying the scaled gradient projection algo- sk(n)" Ak(n) > si(n)" Mysk(n) = > Brilski(n)[*.
rithm (Section[1Y), we obtain a correlation matr@; that 1=1

achieves thé-th componeniz;, of the stationary solutioX *. (25)
Depending on the rank of this matrix, we distinguish between Proof: By the Scaled Projection Theoref [3, Proposition

Before proving Theorei 3, we first establish a block-ascent
property (cf.[3, Lemma 5.1]) for the scaled gradient profc
algorithm. Therefore, we rewrit€](6) as

Qp

mma 1 (Block Ascent Property) Let M; =
ag (Bk.,1,- - -, P,k ), then we have for each andn

the following two cases: 3.7 (b)] we have
1) If rank(Q;) < 1 then we haveQ; = wj(w;)H. [r(n+ 1) — @p(n)]" My, [or(n+1)—
The vectorw; is given by the dominant eigenvector M-I\ <0
Umax(Q7%), scaled by the square root of the largest eigen- (mk(n) M k(n))] -
value A\ (Q53)- Equivalently, we can write

2) If rank(Qj) > 1 then we have to find a beamforming

. : T — ~1 <
vector that achieves the power gain vectgr= z;(Q7). Tesn(n)” My [%Sk(n) WM )"“(n)] =0

which yields the feasibility problem from which inequality [(2b) follows. ]
The first part of the proof for Theoreld 3 closely follows
find wy, (P5) the proof in [22, Theorem 5.6.1]. Therefore, we only present

2 the basic idea and the parts which differ from the original
st |hiws]” = 2k, (QF), VI L .

e ITRTRL T R proof. Starting with the second-order Taylor expansio/of
wi | < 1. we derivB] a lower of bound for/(X (n + 1)) as

K
This problem is non-convex due to the quadratic equality UX(n+1))>U(X(n)+ Z ViU (X (n))sg(n)
constraints. However, we can transform ProbldPa])( 1

into a convex optimization problem by searching for K K K
beamforming vectors that yield a sum utility which is - Zz'y,f |5k,l(n)|QZKkl,s- (26)
at least as good as the original one. By the monotonicity k=1 1=1 s=1
AssumpFion[B, we can replace the equality COnStraintS“Let f : RN — R be a continuously differentiable function. Based on
for the interference powersQM(Q;;)’W # k, by the Taylor's rehainder theorem, we haver,s ¢ RV 3y € [z, = +.s] such
inequality constraint$h5wk\ < 2k1(Q5), VI # k. By thatf(z+s) = f(z) +sTVf(z)+ 557 V2f(y)s. Further, the quadratic

.. . 2 . . 2
maximizing the useful signal powgh/? wy |*, we obtain term is lower bounded bg” V2 f(y)s > — ¥, |sil” 2, | 5-102

N~




By the Block Ascent Property (Lemnid 1) we have

ViU (X (n))sk(n) = A (n)" sk (n)+
[ViU(X (1)) = Xx(n)"]sx(n)

K
> Z Bre,t |5k,1(n)
=1

[ViU(X (1)) = Ae(n)"]sk(n). (27)

After some algebraic manipulations and summing for diffiére DTk kOTLE

values ofn, we obtain

UX(n+1)>UX

n

*2

(0))
K K 4
2257 |50 (P)|* (2Bk,0 — Ve Diyt)

0k=11=1

(28)

with Dy, ; = Zﬁ; K, s(1+Ps 1+ Qi)+ Ka o (Pey + Qus)-
Let G, = min; 28k,/Dy,; and assume that; € (0,Gy).
Then we have somé€; > 0 with

0 < Cy <28k — YuDry, Yk, 1
for which it holds

533 o) "< 5

k=1 1=1 p=0

[U(X(n+1)) - UX(0))].

(29)

SinceU is bounded from above ard > 0, we have a finite
Cy > U(X(n+ 1)) —U(X(0)) such that for every:,! and

p=0,
- 2C:
Z lska(p)® < —= < o0, (30)
o 71C1

which implies lim, o |sx:(p)]> = 0. By (24) we have
lim, oo zx(p + 1) — xx(p) = O; that is, for everyk the
sequence of power gain vectofs(p)} converges to a limit
point ;.

15

The constantgy, Vk can be chosen such that Assumptign 2
is satisfied. However, they do not depend Xnand thus can
be omitted.

Next, let U = 3, loguy, and PP* = S 2, + o2 The
second-order partial derivatives of are given by

02U 1 1 1
== =+ = 32
o, P ) 42
2 2
0°U 0°U _ 1 F_,; 1 ’ (33)
8:017;@(%;@_,;@ (PEX)Q A Uk
U U 1 I T2 RS
ax%k o (9.%‘171@((“).1'571C k (Plzx)z Fk Uk )
(34)

A set of valid (global) curvature bounds;; s, VI, s can be
determined by theé-th user solely on the basis of its local
CSI knowledge; that is, thé-th user needs to determine for

eachl, s

02U
max —_—

,mK,k)eLx... 8:17[_’]68:175_’]6

K s =

(T1,k,---

(35)

XIK

with the intervalsZ, [0, |h]?],1 # k and Zy
L, ), o € Ry

Finally, we show that the transformed problem formulation
satisfies Assumptidn 6. First note that the second-orddiapar
derivatives in[(3R),[(33)[134) do not change their Eigfior all
xh e Rff with z , > 0. Thus, we can neglect the absolute
value operator for their monotonicity analysis. By insjregt
the partial derivatives of the expressiohs](3B)] (33) (Bith

respect tar; i, VI, we observe the following relationships:
« (32) is monotonically decreasing with respectfgs, and
monotonically increasing with respect 19, VI # k.
« ([@3) and [[3#) are monotonically decreasing with respect
to Tl ks vi.

Thus, the utilityU = 3", log u;, satisfies Assumptionl 6.
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