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Abstract

An uplink—downlink two-cell cellular network is studied imhich the first base station (BS) with/; antennas
receives independent messages fronhitsserving users, while the second BS witfy antennas transmits indepen-
dent messages to if$; serving users. That is, the first and second cells operatplidk @nd downlink, respectively.
Each user is assumed to have a single antenna. Under thisk-ugdiwnlink setting, the sum degrees of freedom
(DoF) is completely characterized as the minimum(&f N2 + min(M;, N1)(N1 — Na)* + min(Maz, No)(Ng —
Np)T)/max(Ny, Na), My + Na, My + Ny, max(M;, Ms), andmax (N7, N2), wherea™ denotesmax(0,a). The
result demonstrates that, for a broad class of network aarafipns, operating one of the two cells as uplink and the
other cell as downlink can strictly improve the sum DoF comegdo the conventional uplink or downlink operation,
in which both cells operate as either uplink or downlink. TheF gain from such uplink—downlink operation is
further shown to be achievable for heterogeneous cellidanvaorks having hotspots and with delayed channel state
information.

Index Terms

Cellular networks, degrees of freedom, heterogeneousonkswinterference alignment, multiantenna techniques,
reverse TDD.

. INTRODUCTION

Characterizing the capacity of cellular networks is one haf fundamental problems in network information
theory. Unfortunately, even for the simplest setting cstirsg of two base stations (BSs) having one serving user
each, which is referred to as the two-user interference raiahC), capacity is not completely characterized for
general channel parameters [1]| [2]. Exact capacity resding notoriously difficult to obtain, many researchers
have recently studied approximate capacity charact@imin the shape of so-called “degrees of freedom (DoF)”,
which captures the behavior of capacity as the signal-teenmtio (SNR) becomes large.

The DoF metric has received a great deal of attention andbtigtly analyzed as multiantenna techniques
emerged([B],[[4], especially in cellular networks [5]-[9%dause of their potential to increase the DoF of cellular
networks. Roughly speaking, equipping multiple antenriabeBS and/or users can drastically increase the sum
DoF of single-cell cellular networks proportionally withe number of equipped antennas.

Under multicell environment, Cadambe and Jafar recentlgiav@earemarkable progress showing that the optimal
sum DoF for theK-user IC is given byK/2 [10], which corresponds to th&-cell cellular network having one
serving user in each cell. A new interference mitigationadégm called interference alignment (IA) has been
proposed to achieve the sum DdE/2 [10]. Multicell cellular networks having multiple servingsers in each
cell has been studied in_[11], T12] under both uplink and diavinoperation, each of which is called interfering
multiple access channel (IMAC) [11] and interfering broastcchannel (IBC)_[11]/]12]. It was shown in [11], [12]
that multiple users in each cell is beneficial for increagimg sum DoF of IMAC and IBC by utilizing multiple
users in each cell for IA.

As a natural extension, integrating multiantenna techeggand IA techniques has been recently studied to
boost the DoF of multicell multiantenna cellular networkbe DoF of theK-user IC havingM antennas at each
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Fig. 1. Sum DoF of the example network.

transmitter andV antennas at each receiver has been analyzed in [13]. Moeathgcthe IMAC and IBC models
have been extended to multiantenna BS and/or multianteseis usee [14]-[19] and the references therein.

A. Motivating Example

In this paper, we study a multiantenna two-cell cellulanogk in which the first and second cells operate as
uplink and downlink respectively. For better understagdam the motivation of the paper, we introduce a simple
two-cell cellular network in Figl]l. The first cell consists @ BS having two antennas and three users but the
second cell consists of a BS having three antennas and twe. s us consider how to operate or coordinate
this example network in order to maximize its sum DoF. As wd explain later, if both cells operate as the
conventional uplink or downlink, then the sum DoF is limitegl two from the DoF result of the two-user multiple
input multiple output (MIMO) IC in [20]. Hence, activatingne of the two cells can trivially achieve the optimal
sum DoF for these cases. Notice that the another option ipesate the first cell as uplink and the second cell
as downlink or vice versa. For this case, the two-user MIMQufper bound in[[20] is given by three, suggesting
that it might be possible to achieve more than two sum DoF.iBstat least impossible to achieve more than two
DoF by simply activating one of two cells. We will show that fihis case the optimal sum DoF is given 8y3,
strictly greater than that achievable by the conventiomdihld or downlink operation.

The previous work on the DoF of multiantenna cellular nekgphowever, inherently assumes either uplink or
downlink so that it cannot capture the possibility of suchFDmprovement from the uplink—downlink operation.
Therefore, the primary aim of this paper is to figure out weketbperating as either the conventional uplink or
downlink is optimal or not in terms of the DoF for multicell tiantenna cellular networks. We focus on two-cell
networks in which the first cell, consisting of a BS willl; antennas andV; users, operates as uplink and the
second cell, constisting of a BS withly antennas andV, users, operates as downlink. We completely characterize
the sum DoF and the result demonstrates that, dependingeametivork configuration, uplink—downlink operation
is beneficial for increasing the sum DoF compared to the adiweal uplink or downlink operation.

B. Previous Work

In seminal work[[10], Cadambe and Jafar showed that the aptom DoF of thek -user IC with time-varying
channel coefficients is given bg, achievable by signal space IA. The concept of this signatspalignment
has been successfully adapted to various network envirotsme.g., see [11]=[13],_[21]-[25] and the references



therein. It was shown ir [26], [27] that IA can also be attadima fixed (not time-varying) channel coefficients. A
different strategy of IA was developed in |28], [29] callediedic IA, which makes interference aligned in the finite
SNR regime and, as a result, provides significant rate imgmmant compared with the conventional time-sharing
strategy in the finite SNR regime [28], [30]. The DoF &fuser MIMO IC has been considered In [13], [31].][32].

For multisource multihop networks, interference can ndy e aligned, but it can be cancelled through multiple
paths, which is referred to as interference neutralizaf@8]. The work [34] has exploited IA to neutralize
interference at final destinations, which is referred to lagnad interference neutralization, and showed that the
optimal sum DoF two is achievable f@ruser2-hop networks with2 relays. Similar concept of ergodic IA has
been proposed for interference neutralization in [35] shgwhat ergodic interference neutralization achieves the
optimal sum DoF ofK-user K-hop isotropic fading networks witlk( relays in each layer. Recently, it has been
shown in [36] that the optimal sum DoF of tHé-user2-hop network withK relays is given byk.

The DoF of cellular networks has been first studied by Suh a&lfdr both uplink and downlink environments,
called IMAC and IBC respectively [11], [12]. It was shown théor two-cell networks havind< users in each cell,
the sum DoFﬁ—ffl is achievable for both uplink and downlink. Hence, multipkers at each cell are beneficial for
improving the DoF of cellular networks. The IMAC and IBC mdglbave been extended to have multiple antennas
at each BS and/or usér [14]-[19], [37]=[44]. For multiamanMAC and IBC, it was shown that there exists in
general a trade-off between two approaches: zero-forgingsbng multiple antennas and asymptotic IA by treating
each antenna as a separate user [18], [19], [32], [41].

Recently, reverse time division duplex (TDD), i.e., opegita subset of cells as uplink and the rest of the cells
as downlink, has been actively studied in heterogeneouslaehetworks, consisting of macro BSs with larger
number of antennas and micro BSs with smaller number of aaeef5]-[50]. Under various practical scenarios,
potential benefits of reverse TDD have been analyzed in theegbof coverage [46], area spectral efficiericyl [46],
[47], throughput[[48],[[50], and so on.

C. Paper Organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sediibwé introduce the uplink—downlink multiantenna two-
cell cellular network model and define its sum DoF. In Sedfl@nwe first state the main result of this paper, the
sum DoF of the uplink—downlink multiantenna two-cell c&lunetwork. The proof of the main result is presented
in Section V. We then discuss some related problems reggutie main result in Sectidn]V and finally conclude
in Section VI.

[I. PROBLEM FORMULATION

We will use boldface lowercase letters to denote vectors lawidface uppercase letters to denote matrices.
Throughout the papef] : n| denotes{1,2,--- ,n}, 0,, denotes the: x 1 all-zero vector, and,, denotes the: x n
identity matrix. For a real value, ™ denotesmax(0,a). For a set of vector$a; }, span({a;}) denotes the vector
space spanned by the vectors{i }. For a vectorb, b L span({a;}) means thab is orthogonal with all vectors
in span({a;}). For a matrixA, AT denotes the transpose &f. For a set of matrice$A;}, diag(Ay,---,A,)
denotes the block diagonal matrix consisting{a;}.

A. Uplink—Downlink Multiantenna Two-Cell Cellular Netwkar

Consider a multiantenna two-cell cellular network depcite Fig.[2 in which the first cell (cell) operates as
uplink and the second cell (cefl) operates as downlink. Specifically, the BS in cel(BS «) equipped with)M;
antennas wishes to receive an independent mesgagdrom the ith user in the same cell (usét,q)) for all

€ [1 : N¢]. On the other hand, the BS in céll(BS ) equipped withM, antennas wishes to send an independent
messagél/; to the jth user in the same cell (uséf, j)) for all j € [1 : Ny]. Each user is assumed to have a
single antenna.

The M; x 1 received signal vector of B& at timet is given by

Ny
Yalt] = Z hoi[t]zailt] + Ga[t]xﬁ [t] + za[t] (1)
=1



N7 users BS with M; antennas

Wal —> ~ ~
) 5y —> (I/Vala B I/V(le)

I/VO, N— >

E —>W51
(W{Sl:"%WﬁNz)_» , E

E —>VV[3NQ

BS with M, antennas N5 users

Fig. 2. Uplink—downlink multiantenna two-cell cellular taorks, where the transmitters are located in the left hadd By convention.

and the received signal of usgs, j) at timet is given by

Ny

ygilt] = hg;Exslt] + > gpjilt]vailt] + 255, 2
=1

wherej € [1 : Ny]. Hereh,,[t] € RM:*1 is the channel vector from uséw, i) to BS a, G,[t] € RM:xM: js
the channel matrix from B® to BS «, hg;[t] € R*M: is the channel vector from B8 to user(3, j), and
gp;jilt] € R is the scalar channel from usét, i) to user(f3,j). Also, z.[t] € R is the transmit signal of user
(o, i) andxg[t] € RM=x1 is the transmit signal vector of cell. The additive noise vector at cell, denoted by
z,[t] € RM1 <1 is assumed to follow\V (0, Ins,) . Similarly, the additive noise at uség, j), denoted by, [t],
is assumed to follow\/(0,1). Each user in cel and BSj should satisfy the average power constrditi.e.,
E(22,]t]) < P forall i€ [1: Ny] and E (||xg[t]||*) < P, where| - || denotes the norm of a vector.

We assume that all channel coefficients are independentantdally distributed (i.i.d.) drawn from a continuous
distribution and vary independently over each time slobl@l channel state information (CSl) is assumed to be
available at each user and BS.

B. Degrees of Freedom

Let W,; andWj; be chosen uniformly at random frofh: 27f%=:] and[1 : 2"%%] respectively, where € [1 : N;]
andj € [1: Ny]. Arate tuple(Ra1,--- , Ran,, Rp1,- -+ , Ran,) is said to be achievable if there exists a sequence
of (201 ... onfany onfai ... onfians:p) codes such thalr(Wa; # Wai) — 0 and Pr(Ws; # Wp;) — 0 as
n increases for alf € [1: N;] andj € [1 : N3]. Then the achievable sum DoF is given by

N1 N2
lim >im1 Rai + 2252 Rg;
P—oo % log P ’

®3)

For notational convenience, denote the maximum achievalmle DoF byds. In the rest of the paper, we will
characterizely, which is given by a function of\f;, M,, Ny, and N,.

[Il. MAIN RESULT
In this section, we state our main result. We completely attarizedy, in the following theorem.



—=a—2-User MIMO IC Upper Bound

% —o—dy,

5 —v— Single-Cell Lower Bound

0 4 6 8 10 12 14
M

Fig. 3. dx in Theorenfl with respect t8/ when N = 5, where M1 = Na = M and M, = N, = N.

Theorem 1:For the uplink—downlink multiantenna two-cell cellulartwerk,

. N1N2 + min(Ml, Nl)(Nl — N2)+ + min(Mg, NQ)(NQ — N1)+
dy = min )
max (N, No)

M1+N2,M2+Nl,maX(Ml,Mg),max(Nl,Ng)}. 4)

Proof: We refer to Sectiof IV for the proof. |
For better understanding of the contribution of the mainiltes/e present simple existing upper and lower bounds
on dx. Obviously,ds is upper bounded by the sum DoF of the two-user MIMO IC hauMgtransmit antennas
and M, received antennas for the first transmission pair &fidtransmit antennas andf, received antennas for
the second transmission pair. Hence, from the result ih, [20]

dy, < min{M1 + No, M5 + Nl,maX(Ml, Mg),maX(Nl,Ng)}. (5)

Note that the first DoF constraint inl(4) do not appeatin (3)icl can be interpreted as the DoF degradation due
to distributed processing at each user. On the other hamayfone of the two cells is activated, we have

dy, > max(min(Mi, N1), min(M;p, Na)). (6)

In the following, we first consider symmetric cell configuoais in which either the number of antennas at each
BS or the number of users in each cell is the same. For this dasis trivially characterized from{5) andl(6)
without using Theorern] 1.

Example 1 (Symmetric Cell Configurationgjirst consider the case where the number of antennas at éach B
is the same, i.eM; = M, := M. Then the existing upper and lower bounds[ih (5) didd (6) édenshowing that
dy. = min(M, max(N, Ny)) for this case. The same is true for the case where the numbeseo$ in each cell
is the same, i.eNy = N, := N. Thendsy, = min(max(Mj, M), N). O

For a general (asymmetric) cell configuration, however,upper and lower bounds ifl(5) and (6) is not tight
as demonstrated in the following example.

Example 2 (Asymmetric Cell Configurationgjonsider the asymmetric cell configuration in whikh = Ny :=
M and Ms = N := N. Then Theorer]1 shows that

MENM) i M <N,

== veu-w) GM-N) i pf > N 0

Figurel3 plots[(I7) with respect o/ when N = 5. For comparison, we also plot the two-user MIMO IC upper ibun
(5 and the single-cell lower bound] (6), each of which is gi®y min{2M, 2N, max(M, N)} and min(M, N)
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respectively. Note thaf{7) is not trivially achievable amdoreover, the two-user MIMO IC upper bound is not
tight for all M and N satisfyingM # N. O

The above two examples have led to a fundamental questitiich class of cell configurations can uplink—
downlink operation improve the sum DoF of cellular netwocksnpared to the conventional uplink or downlink
operation (including the single-cell operationJhat is, the question is about tlvell coordination problenwhen
a network is able to choose the operation mode of each cellagimize its sum DoF. For a broad class of
heterogeneous cell configurations, uplink—downlink opemnastrictly improves the sum DoF compared to the case
where the entire cells operate either uplink or downlink. bvefly address this question in the following remark
based on the cell configuration assumed in Exarhple 1. The Zaf fgom uplink—downlink operation will be
discussed in more details over a general four-parameteespé,, M,, N1, N,) in Sectior V-A. We further address
the above question for cellular networks having hotspotSeantion V-B, which is a certain type of heterogeneous
cellular networks.

Remark 1 (Dof Gain From Uplink—Downlink OperationyheorenT]l demonstrates that, depending on the net-
work configuration, operating one cell as unlink and the ottedl as downlink improves the sum DoF compared
to the conventional operation in which the entire cells apeis either uplink or downlink. For instance, consider
the cell coordination problem for the two-cell heterogamseacellular network in which its configuration is given
as in Fig.[2. That is, the operation mode of each cell can bedawated to maximize the sum DoF. As shown
in Fig.[4, if we operate both cells either uplink or downlirtken the sum DoF is upper bounded by the single-
cell lower bound, i.e.min(M, N). On the other hand, uplink—downlink operation achievés @hich is strictly
larger thanmin(M, N) for all M and N satisfyingM # N. Furthermore, the DoF gain from uplink—downlink
operation becomes significant as the difference betwdeand N increases. Specificallyly, — 2M as N — oo
in (7). Whereas the sum DoF achievable by the conventionalkupr downlink operation is limited byl\/ even
asN — oo. O

The following remark states an interesting observatiorturad by Theoremill. It is about the impact of user
cooperation on the two-cell IMAC or IBC, which correspondstiie model assuming the conventional uplink or
downlink and, thus, is not related to uplink—downlink opiEna.

Remark 2 (User Cooperation)Consider the two-cell IMAC in Figl]5 in whichV users in each cell wish to
transmit independent messages to their BS. Suh and Tse dhibatethe sum DoFﬁ% is achievable in this case,
which converges to the interference-free sum DoR2 @fs N increases. Obviously, if the users within each cell
can cooperate with each other, then the interference-free BoF is achievable ifV > 2. Hence the number of
users in each cell does not have to go to infinity. Now suppbatthe users in the second cell can cooperate.
From Theorenilldy, = %1‘1 when M, = 2 and M; = Ny, = 1, which showsds; — 2 as N; — oo. Hence this
result shows that, even though user cooperation is allowgdfor the second cell, cooperation between two users
is enough to achievés, — 2 if the number of users in the first cell tends to infinity. Instiiense, one-side user
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cooperation is still powerful for boosting DoF. The sameuangnt holds for the two-cell IBC. O

IV. PROOF OFTHEOREM[I]

In this section, we prove Therordm 1. We first provide the eos® proof in Section TV-A and then provide the
achievability proof in Sections TVAB tb TVJE. For better ummdtanding of the achievability idea, we first establish
it based on a simple example network in Secfion 1V-B. We th@roduce two proposed schemes for a general
network and analyze their achievable sum DoF in Secfion§] t¢{TV-E.

A. Converse

In this subsection, we prove the converse of Theorém 1. If dabperation is allowed within thévV; users
in cell & and within the Ny users in cell3, then the network becomes the two-user MIMO IC. Henge,<
min{M; + Ng, My + Ny, max(My, M), max(Ny, N2)} from the result in[[2D]. Then the remaining part is to prove
the firstdy, constraint in[(%).

Denoted,;, ¢ € [1: N1] by an achievable DoF of usétv, i) anddg;, j € [1 : No], by an achievable DoF of user
(8,7). Let us then remove all the users in cellexcept usef«, i) and all the users in celf except usefg, j).
Obviously, removing other users cannot degrdgde+ dg;. Therefore, again froni{4),

dai +dgj < 1. (8)
Then, summing[(8) for ali € [1: N;] andj € [1 : Ny] provides
Ny N,
No Y dai+ N1 Y _dgj < NiN. )
i=1 Jj=1
Obviously,
Ny
(N1 = No)* > " dai < (N1 — Np) T min(My, V). (10)
z];21
(N2 — NP “dgj < (N2 — N1)t min(My, Ny), (11)

j=1
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Finally summing[(P) to[(111) yields

(12)

Al A Na dos < N1N2—|-IH1H(M1,N1)(N1 —N2)++miH(M2,N2)(N2 —N1)+
; m"‘; P = max(Ny, No) )

Thereforedy, is upper bounded by 4), which completes the converse proof.

B. Main Idea for Achievability

We briefly explain the achievability idea here assuming that= 2, M; = N, = 1. Figure[® illustrates how
to achievedy, = %1‘1 for this case. Communication takes place via transmit beamhg over a block oflV;
time slots. Denotdl,; = diag(hai[1], - ,hai[N1]) € RV XM Hg = diag(hg[1], -, hg[Vi]) € RN X2
G, = diag(Ga[l], -+ , Go[N1]) € RY>2M "and Ggy; = diag(gpii[l],- -+, gp1:[N1]) € RV >N wherei € [1 :
Nq]. As shown in the figure, usdry, i) transmits a single stream via thé, x 1 beamforming vector,;, where
i € [1: N1]. On the other hand, B8 transmitsN; — 1 streams to its serving user via tB&/; x 1 beamforming
vectors{vg; }je(i:n,—1)- )

Then, we can set linearly independgrt,; };c(1.n,] satisfying the uplink 1A condition, i.eGi1;Va; is the same
for all i € [1 : Ny]. In particular, for a fixedv,;, setvy; = Gglli(_}gu\‘ral, wherei € [2 : N;]. We can also set
linearly independentvs; };c(1.v, —1) Satisfying the downlink interference nulling (IN) conditi, i.e.,Govgj = Op,
for all j € [1 : Ny — 1]. This is possible since the null space for the vector spaearsgdl by the row vectors
of G, occupiesN; dimensional subspace iV, dimensional space. Therefore $8ts;}jenn,—1) as Ny — 1
linearly independent vectors in the null sp@ddence, BSa is able to decode it$V; intended streams achieving
one DoF each since there is no inter-cell interference{&_mglﬁai}ie[l:Nﬂ are linearly independent almost surely.
Similarly, user(3,1) is able to decode itsv; — 1 intended streams achieving one DoF each since all intér-cel
interference vectors are aligned into one dimension{@d;vs;} e, —1]U{Gp11Va1} are linearly independent
almost surely. Finally, from the fact that totalv; — 1 streams are delivered ové¥; time slots,ds, = %1‘1 is
achievable.

In the following three subsections, we introduce two |IA—-Ibhemes for generall;, Ms, N1, and Ny, and then
derive their achievable sum DoF. We prove that the maximuniezable sum DoF by the two proposed schemes
coincides withdy, in Theorenl. As shown in Fig] 6, the first key ingredient faouplink 1A from the users in
cell a to the users in celB. Unlike the simple case in Fif] 6, asymptotic IA using an tagbily large number
of time slots is generally needed for simultaneously atigninterference from multiple transmitters at multiple
receivers([10]. The second key ingredient follows downliNkusing M> antennas from B$ to BS o« and the
users in the same cell.

1Although N, linearly independent vectors can satisfy the downlink IMdition, the number of possible streams for successfuldiago
at user(, 1) is given by N1 — 1 because one dimension is occupied by the inter-cell imemfee vectors as seen in Hig. 6.



C. Achievable Sum DoF

We propose two IA-IN schemes generalizing the main idea icti@e[IV-Bl The first IA-IN scheme applies
uplink inter-cell 1A and downlink inter-cell and intra-¢éN. Specifically, the users in cedl align their interferences
at the users in celb. On the other hand, B8 nulls out its inter-cell and intra-cell interferences wpit/; antennas,
each of which is the interference to BSand the users in celf. DefineA\;, A2 € (0, 1], which are the parameters
related to the number of streams for the users in eeldsd 3, respectively. Then the first IA—IN scheme achieves
the sum DoF represented by the following optimization peofl

AlI}_l)E\l;XSl {Nl/\l + NQ/\Q}. (13)
N1 A <M,
NiAi+Na Ao <My
Here the first constrainty; + A, < 1, and the second constraii¥; \; < M, are needed for successful decoding
at the users in celp and BSq, respectively. The last constraint; A\; + NoXo < Ms is needed for establishing
beamforming vectors for downlink inter-cell and intrald® at BS 3. The detailed description of the first IA-IN
scheme and the derivation of its achievable sum DoF_ih (18)garen in Sectiof TV-D.

Note that the above scheme is not enough to provide the opsinma DoF for all M7, Ms, N1, and Ns. If BS
« has a large enough number of antennas (large enduéighthen it is able to decode all intended streams even
without downlink inter-cell IN. Therefore, for the secomdHIN scheme, downlink beamforming vectors at BS
are set only for intra-cell IN, but not for inter-cell IN. Tlx®cond IA-IN scheme achieves the sum DoF represented
by the following optimization problem:

max {Nl/\l + NQ/\Q}. (14)
A+Aa<1
NiAi+NaA <M,
NaAo <M,
Again, the first two constraints are needed for successfiddiag at each user in cefl and BS«a respectively and
the last constraint is needed for establishing beamforméajors at BS5. The detailed description of the second
IA-IN scheme and the derivation of its achievable sum DoHld) @re given in Section I\VAE.

As shown in [(1B) and (14), there exists a trade-off betweertio proposed IA-IN schemes. The first scheme
requires a smaller number of antennas atdSince the inter-cell interference from BBis zero-forced, which
can be verified from the second constraints[in| (13) (14).dB the same time it requires a larger number of
antennas at B® since BSS have to null out both the inter-cell and intra-cell intedeces, which can be verified
from the third constraints if_(13) and_(14). As a result, thstflIA—IN scheme provides a better sum DoF than
the second IA—IN scheme 1, < M>, but the second IA—IN scheme provides a better sum DoF foopip®site
case, see Tablel Il in the Appendix. More importantly, thdofeing lemma shows that one of the two proposed
IA—IN schemes with optimally choosing;, and A, achievesiy, for generalMy, M5, N1, and No.

Lemma 1:Letds;; andds » denote the solutions of the two linear programdin (13) adk), (Bspectively. Then

ds 1 =dy if My < Mo,
ds o = dy if My < My, (15)

wheredsy, is given by [4).
Proof: We refer to the Appendix for the proof. [ |

Therefore, Lemmall completes the achievability proof ofdrben[1. In the next two subsections, we state in
details how to achievé (13) and (14).

Remark 3 (Optimal Scheme for Cell Coordinatiofor the cell coordination problem, e.g., stated in Remark 1
and Sectiori_ V-A, only one of the two proposed IA-IN schemesnisugh to maximize the sum DoF achievable
by uplink—downlink operation. In particular, we can att#ie maximum sum DoF achievable by uplink—downlink
operation using the first IA—IN scheme by operating the callilg more BS antennas as downlink (and the other
cell as uplink). O
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D. Uplink Inter-Cell IA and Downlink Inter-Cell and Intra-l IN

To prove that[(IB) is achievable, we state the first IA—IN sebewhich applies uplink inter-cell IA and downlink
inter-cell and intra-cell IN.
From now on\;, A2 € (0, 1] are assumed to be set such that they satisfy the three datsina(13). DefineSy =

[0:T — 1]NMN2 We first divideW,;, i € [1: Ny], into TNz submessage%Wéj)}ses Let [c &), [n]]

denote a length- codeword of Gaussian codebook generated i.i.d. frigifd, P), that is associated withéj’.

Similarly, divide Wg;, j € [L : No], into {27 submessageéwﬁ(l;)}ke[lngNlNz] Let [c(ﬁy)[l] ,cg;.)[n]]

denote a lengt- codeword of Gaussian codebook generated i.i.d. /90, P), that is associated WitWéI;).
Let d = - (T + 1)™*2. Communication will take place over a block ofl time slots. Each of the codewords

defined above will be transmitted via a lengthime-extended beamforming vector. For easy explanatienpti
the lengthd time-extended inputs and outputs as

Xai[m] = [zag[(m — 1)d + 1], -, 2ai[md]]" € R,
xgm] = [xgl(m — )d +1],--- ,xp[md]]" € RM1,
Yalm] = [yal(m —1)d + 1], - 7ya[md]]* S
Yailml = lygil(m — D + 1], yg;[md]]" € R, (16)
wherem € [1: n|. Then from [1) and(2)
N,
Ya[m| = Z Hi[m]Xai[m] + Ga[m]iﬁ [m] + Za[m],
1=1 .
Y5l = Hgjlml=g[m] + > Ggjilm|Xai[m] + zs;[ml, (17)
=1
where
H,;[m] = diag(hai[(m — 1)d + 1], -+, hy,[md]) € RM x4,
Hp;[m] = diag(hg;[(m — 1)d + 1], - hﬁj [md]) € R*M:4,
Go[m] = diag(Ga[(m — 1)d + 1], -+, Go[md]) € RMdxMad)
Ggjilm] = diag(gg;i[(m — 1)d +1],--- ,gﬁjz’[md]) e R™¢ (18)
and
Zo[m] = [Za[(m — 1)d + 1], -,z [md]]T € RM @,
2g;[m] = [zg;[(m — 1)d + 1], -+, z5;[md]]" € R*". (19)
1) Transmit beamforming for 1A and INFor m € [1 : n] ands € Sr, E”) [m] is transmitted via a length-
time-extended beamforming vectef® [m] € R<1. Similarly, for m € [1 : n] andk € [1 : TN, (’j) [m] is
transmitted via a length-time-extended beamformlng vectog ] € RM:=4x1 That is, usef«, i) transmits
Xailm] =~ Z VM M 1, (20)
s€Sr

and BSg transmits

A2 NNy
No X

’YZ Z VBJ Cﬁy ml, (21)
j=1 k=1

wherey > 0 is chosen to satisfy the average power Figure[T illustrates how to construct these lendgth-
time-extended beamforming vectors for uplink inter-cé&lldnd downlink inter-cell and intra-cell IN. The detailed
construction of such beamforming vectors is explained enftllowing. Since the overall construction is identical
for all m € [1 : n], we assumen = 1 and omit the indexn from now on.
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I (T + 1)NN2

{‘7&51)}5657‘ L-:JI ->
R => 77150 . 13

—(s) = Lo
{V02 }SES'I woy ->

{nysz)vl }sesr I;__:! -> Residual interference after

TNIN: downlink inter-cell IN

Residual interference after

downlink intra-cell IN
95 heen arrane) 0 _>
95 hhen 227 >

_(K) : . 1 N1 N.
{vﬁﬁh}ke[l:i—f’f[\(lNZ] b (T+ 1) 14V2

%TNINZ Uplink inter-cell IA |:|

1 ]

> E

-:-f

%TNl Ny

Fig. 7. Uplink inter-cell 1A and downlink inter-cell and irat-cell IN, where for convenience we assuthe< . in the figure.

Uplink inter-cell 1A:
To align inter-cell interference fronV; users in cellv to N, users in cell3, asymptotic signal space alignment is
needed, originally proposed ih_[10]. In this paper, we adopecent framework developed in [36] for asymptotic

signal space alignment. Fer= [s11, $12,- - , Sn,N,| € St, define
v® [ = I1 gsjilt]™ (22)
1<i<Ny,1<5< N,
fort € [1:d] andv® = [v®)[1],--- v [d]]f. Set
v — 3 (23)

Q’Z

for all i € [1: N7] ands € Sp. The following lemma shows that the beamforming vectorsneefiin (22) and[(23)
guarantee asymptotic uplink inter-cell 1A at the users ilh Ge
Lemma 2:The signal space spanned W_;B]'NS)}ze[1:N1],je[1:N2},sesT occupies at least*V: dimensional
subspace and at mogf’ + 1)"**> dimensional subspace i (T + 1)™ " dimensional space almost surely.
Proof: From the fact that{v(®},cs, is a set of 7V1"2 linearly independent vectors almost surely![36],
span ({Gﬁjivési)}ie[lle],je[lzNg},seST) occupies at least™ "2 dimensional subspace almost surely.
Now consider the upper bound. For &k [1: N], j € [1: NoJ, ands € Sr,

G le.{,(s) e {{,(s’)}s, €Srin (24)

showing thatspan ({Gﬁﬂvm Yie[1:N],5 zbl Na, sesT) occupies at mostT’ + 1)V"V2 dimensional subspace since the
cardinality of Sy is given by( T + 1)M1Nz Therefore, Lemmél2 holds. |
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Downlink inter-cell and intra-cell IN:

From [17), [20), and_(21).

k _
Yo = ’YZ D Hav el 4930 Y Gavyley) 4z
i=1 s€Sr Jj=1 k=1

A2 N1 Ny
Na X

VZ Z HBJ B] Cﬁ] +VZ Z Gﬁﬂvaz ai + Zﬁj (25)
j=1 k=1

i=1 s€Sr

Hence, in order to null out inter-cell interference by zéwceing at BSc,
=~ (k S
Gav(gj) 1 span ({Hai’v((;)/ }i’e[l:Nﬂ,SGST> (26)
for all j € [1: No] andk € [1: 2TN2],
In order to null out intra-cell interference, we first defige7:"> dimensional subspace ig- (T + 1)

dimensional space represented dpan <{Wk,}k,€[1:QTN]N2}>, which will be used for the signal space of the

intended submessages at the users ingeirom LemmaPRgpan ({ng,i,vfi),}i,e[lle]J,e[l:NstesT) occupies at

most(7+1)V:2 dimensions almost surely, which means the null spasgf ({Gﬁj/i,vfg}i,6[1:N1]7j,€[1:N2]7s€5T)

occupies at leasg- (T + 1)z — (T 4 1)M¥2 dimensions almost surely. Hence we $t } .22 v, @S @
1 W

subset ofﬁ—jTNlN2 basis consisting of the null space @fan ({Gﬁj,i,vgj),},-/E[LNJ,j/e[lzNstesT). This is possible
because

A
)\1 (T+ 1)N1N2 _ (T + 1)N1N2 > )\—?TNIN2, (27)

where the inequality follows sincg; + Ay < 1. Therefore, for the intra-cell IN by zero-forcing at the tsen cell

B,
f{ﬁi\‘rg;) 1 span <{Wk/}k,€[1:i?TNlN2]> (28)

should be satisfied for ail j € [1: No, i # j, andk € [1: 2TN Vo],
As a consequence, frorn_(26) ar@(zeg? should be orthogonal with the following vectors:

{Glﬁai/‘_’g‘)’ }z"e[lle],seSw

i
{Hﬁi’wk/}i’e[liNg},i';ﬁj,k/E[l:%TNlNﬂ' (29)

Since there are totdlV, + 32 (N, — 1))T™"' N2 vectors in [2D) and’z(ﬁ) has&(T + 1)M "2 elements, we can set
linearly independen{\‘rg;)}ke[l:QTNlNﬂ orthogonal with the vectors nh:GZg) for alle [1: Ny if

Ms Ao A
2T+ )M (N 22N — 1)) TN N > 2N (30)
A1 A1 A1
which is satisfied from the assumption that
N1 + Nodo < M. (32)
In conclusion,{vg‘z }je[1 Na] k€]l A2TN]N2] can be set to satisfy the downlink inter-cell and intra-¢dliconditions

almost surely.
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2) Zero-forcing decodingEach submessage will be decoded by zero-forcing. we firgtdote the following
properties:

(A) asl is a function of {G ;i 1. v, (S€€ [2R) and(23))

(B) 513- is a function of {Haw }iepiny] {Hgj }ie:n) iz Gar @nd{Ggjitvenngjen:n, (See [(28) and
Property (A)),

Based on the above properties, we prove that one DoF is atiiefor each submessage.

Decoding at BS a
Since{‘_’ﬁ?}jeu;NQ},keu;i—fTNlNz] is set to satisfy the inter-cell IN condition ih_(26), intestl interference will dis-

appear after zero-forcing at B& Hence, in order to achieve one DoF for each submes$&heg; \‘rasl bire1:N) seSr
should be a set of linearly independent vectors. Note{thgﬁ}se& is a set of linearly independent vectors almost
surely [36]. Furthermore, from Property (Al)lm,v( *) is a random projection oi"z( *) into M, d dimensional space

(vm/ is set independent df,;). Therefore,{Hm/vm,}Z 'e[1:Ny] seSy 1S @ set of Ilnearly independent vectors almost
surely if

M
Ny TN N2 < 2 ™ (T + 1), (32)

which is satisfied from the assumption that
NiA < M. (33)

In conclusion, each submessage intended tooB&n be decoded by achieving one DoF almost surely.

Decoding at the usersin cell 5:

Consider the decoding at usés, j), wherej € [1 : Ny]. Since{\‘rgz)} E[1:Nal ke[1:22 71 ] is set to satisfy the
intra-cell IN condition in [(28), intra- ceII interferenceillwdisappear after zero- forcmg Hence, in order to achiev
one DoF for each submessa@ﬂgjvﬁj . [1:2278 s should be a set of linearly independent vectors and

ﬂﬁj‘_’g;) ¢ span <{Gﬁji/‘_’$‘)f}i'e[lle],sesT) (34)

should be satisfied for alt € [1 : 427 N2].

First consider the linearly mdependent condition. Froroperty (B), Hﬁj gk ) is a random projection ofz(k)
into (7" + 1)M"> dimensional spacevg is set independent dfig;). Hence {Hﬁj B },Ce 227N N is a set
of Imearly independent vectors almost surely snﬁeéﬂNlN2 < (T4 1),

Now consider the condition il (84). Lemnla 2 shows thain ({Gﬁji/vf},}WE[LMLSE‘ST) occupies at most
(T +1)MN2 dimensions due to the uplink inter-cell IA. From Property,(ﬁgj\‘/(ﬁ? is a random projection ofrg;)
into d dimensional space Q‘(B’;) is set independent dfiz;) andspan ({Gﬁjivfl) }ie[l:Nl],SEST) is independent of
Hg;. Therefore[(3K) is satisfied almost surely if

iZT]\th 4 (T+ 1)N1N2 < — 3 (T+ 1)N1N2 (35)
1

which is satisfied from the assumption that
A1+ Ay < 1. (36)

In conclusion, each submessage intended to the users iretoma cell can be decoded by achieving one DoF
almost surely.
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3) Achievable Sum DoFFrom the facts that each submessage is delivered via a lengtiieword and total
(N1 + 32N2)TN N> submessages are delivered during= n+- (7" + 1)M - time slots, the sum DoF
(N1 + 32 Ng) TN N
3 (T + 1)Mie

is achievable under the three constraintsin (31)] (33),@@)l Finally, since[(37) converges f§;\; + N2y as
T increases, the sum DoF in_(13) is achievable.

(37)

E. Uplink Inter-Cell 1A and Downlink Intra-Cell IN

In this subsection, we prove thdt {14) is achievable. Asstimae\;, \» € (0, 1] are set such that they satisfy
the three constraints if_(L14). The second IA-IN scheme pretplained in Sectioh IV-C is a simple modification
of the first IA—IN scheme. The overall transmission basedhenléngthd time-extended transmit beamforming is
the same as in Sectign IVID. The uplink inter-cell IA is thengaas in Sectioh IV-D. For downlink beamforming
at BS 3, on the other hand{‘_’(ﬁ?}keu;j—wmw} is set only for the intra-cell IN, but not for inter-cell IN.h&t is,

(28) should be satisfied for all j € [1: Ny], i # j, andk € [1: 2TV 2], Where{"_"k’}kfe[1;§—fTN1Nz} is defined

in Section 1V-D. Thereforevg;) should be orthogonal with the following vectors:
{ﬁEi/V_"k’}i'e[LNg},z';éj,k/eu;;—fTNlNz}- (38)

Since there are tota (N, — 1)T"*V= vectors in [3B) and’zgj.) has 4% (T + 1)M": elements, we can set linearly
independenl{\‘/(ﬁ?}ke[LQTNlNz] orthogonal with the vectors i _(B8) for glle [1: Ny if

(T + 1) — ﬁ(NQ — )TN > 22NN, (39)
A1 A1 A1
which is satisfied from the assumption thsit s < M.
Now consider the decoding procedure. Even though intériarference from BS3 is not zero-forced, BSy
is able to decode all the intended submessages by zeradaifcdihe number of dimensions occupied by all signal
and interference vectors is less than or equal#gi, i.e.,

N TN N2 QN2TN1N2 < %(T + 1)z (40)
A1 A1
which is satisfied from the assumption thatV; + A2 Ny < M;. Lastly, the condition for successful decoding at
each user in celB is the same as il _(85), which is satisfied from the assumptian\; + X\, < 1. Therefore, the

second IA-IN scheme achieves the sum DoFd (14).

V. DISCUSSION

In this section, we discuss about the cell coordination lembfiguring out the DoF gain achievable by uplink—
downlink operation in more details in Sections V-A and V-Bdaaiso propose a simple IA scheme exploiting
delayed CSI at transmitters (CSIT) in Section V-C.

A. DoF Gain From Uplink—Downlink Operation

In Remark 1 of Sectiof_lll, we have briefly explained the Dofngachievable by uplink—downlink operation
compared to the conventional uplink or downlink operatibmthis subsection, we consider tieell coordination
problemin more details for a general four-parameter spade, Ms, N1, N2). Specifically, the first cell consists of
the BS with M; antennas andV; users and the second cell consists of the BS With antennas andVy users.
The operation mode of each cell can be chosen to maximizeutineDF.

Unfortunately, the sum DoF of the two-cell multiantenna IBEZ IMAC) is not completely characterized for a
general(My, Ms, N1, Ny). It was shown in[[41] that, fomax(M;, M3) > min(Ny, N3), the sum DoF is given by

min { N7 + Na, max(Mj, No), max(Msy, N1)}, (41)
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TABLE |
A FRACTION OF THE FOURPARAMETER SPACE SHOWING THEDOF GAIN FROM UPLINK—DOWNLINK OPERATION.

A 2 4 8 16 32 64
0gain(A) | 0.1250| 0.2031 | 0.2598 | 0.2942 | 0.3131 | 0.3231

Macro BS

~
———————

~~~~~~

Hotspots

Micro BSs

Fig. 8. Heterogeneous cellular networks having hotspotatiith the users in each hotspot are served from the micro Biersame
hotspot.

which corresponds to the regime that zero-forcing is ogtirRar max(M;, M) < min(Ny, Na2), on the other
hand, zero-forcing is not optimal in general and the sum Da$§ lbeen characterized only for the symmetric case
where M, = M, := M and N; = N, := N. Specifically, the sum DoF is given b if M < N [19], which
is achievable by treating each BS antenna as a separatengsérem applying asymptotic IA proposed in [22].

To figure out the DoF gain from uplink—downlink operation peefour-parameter spadé/,, M2, N1, N3), for
A € Z,, we define

Zl7j7k7l€[1A] 1d2 (7;7j7k7l)>dUPPer(i7j7kvl)

5gain(A) = A s (42)
where
dZ(i7j7 k7l)
. . _ + . . _ +
— uin kl + min(i, k)(k — 1) + min(j,1)( — k) i1+ kmax(i, ), max(k, 1) b (43)
max(k, 1)
dupper (i, J, k,1) = min{i + j, k + [, max(i, 1), max(j, k) }, (44)

and 1,y denotes the indicator function. Note that (i, j, k,1) is given from Theorem 1, which is the sum DoF
obtained by uplink—downlink operation, amfl,per (i, j, k,1) is an upper bound on the sum DoF obtained by the
conventional uplink or downlink operation [20]. Hence rfréhe definition 0z, (A), uplink—downlink operation is
beneficial for improving the sum DoF at ledst;, (A) fraction of the entire four-parameter spaadé,; , Mo, N1, Na).
Table[l statesiz.in(A) with respect toA. As the space siza increases, the fraction of subspace showing the DoF
gain from uplink—downlink operation increases. For insgruplink—downlink operation can improve the sum DoF
more than 30 percent of the entire space whes 32.

From Tabledl, which will be explained in the Appendix, we csee that except the regimes 5, 6, 9, 10, 15,
16, 19, and 20, single-cell operation achievikes Hence the same sum DoF is also achievable by either uplink
or downlink operation (with single-cell operation), maagithat uplink—downlink operation cannot improve the
sum DoF except for the regimes 5, 6, 9, 10, 15, 16, 19, and 2@.nlimerical result in Tablé | demonstrates that
uplink—downlink operation strictly improves the sum Dok foost of the cases in regimes 5, 6, 9, 10, 15, 16, 19,
and 20, which i3 regimes out o4 regimes.
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B. DoF of Heterogeneous Cellular Networks

Recently, heterogeneous cellular networks called “HetNleave been actively studied, in which overall cellular
systems consist of different types of cells with differemfpabilities and configurations [45]-[49]. One crucial
potential for heterogeneous cellular networks is to buddcalled “hotspot” in the most congested areas within
each cell depicted in Fid.] 8, which is beneficial for load walag, capacity boosting, coverage, and solon [47],
[48], [51]. Although there exist various reasons for coesidg heterogeneous cellular networks, let us focus on
the DoF of heterogeneous cellular networks having hotspothis subsection. As shown in Figl 8, consider a
canonical hotspot model in which the users outside hotspretserved from a macro BS and, on the other hand,
the users in each hotspot are served from the micro BS in time $@tspot. Assume that there drehotspots in
the cell. Denote the number of antennas at each micro B3/byand the number of antennas at the macro BS
by M. Also denote the number of users inside each hotspot anduttmver of users outside hotspots by and
N> respectively. Each user is assumed to have a single anteahas focus on the regime that; < M, and
N7 < N,, which is reasonable in practice.

Now again consider theell coordination problemi.e., how to operate or coordinate this special type of
heterogeneous cellular networks in order to maximize ita €.oF. Recall the results in Theordh 1 and Section
V-A] suggesting that uplink—downlink operation can impedie DoF of heterogeneous cellular networks. We will
demonstrate that the same argument holds for the abovedtatsfwork.

First of all, if both micro and macro cells operate as eith@ink or downlink, then the sum DoF of the considered
hotspot network is upper bounded by

min{LM; + My, LNy + No, max (LM, No), max(LNy, M)}, (45)

where we again use the two-user MIMO IC bound_in| [20], whichresponds to the model allowing full cooperation

between the users in all micro cells and between the micro &fslsalso allowing full cooperation between the
users in the macro cell. It might be possible to obtain a éghbund by considering different types of cooperation,
but the above bound is enough to establish an example neterionstrating the DoF gain from uplink—down

operation in the following.

Now operate all micro cells as uplink and the macro cell asrdiolk depicted in Fig B. The first IA-IN scheme
in Section[IV-D can be modified for this case. Specificallycreaser in hotspots transmifg 7'(1 — €) streams
over T time-extended beamforming vectors and the marco BS trasswil’(1 — ¢) streams to each of the users
outside hotspots ovéf time-extended beamforming vectors, whare\s € (0, 1] ande > 0 is an arbitrarily small
constant. Then, uplink beamforming vectors are set to dliggr-cell interference to the users in the macro cell
and downlink beamforming vectors are set to null out botericell interference to the micro BSs and intra-cell
interference to its serving users. As seen in Elg. 9, eachonBS is able to decode its intended streams almost
surely achieving one DoF for each stream by zero-forcinmil&ily, each user in the macro cell is able to decode
its intended streams almost surely achieving one DoF foh steam by zero-forcing. Therefore, @sincreases,
the following sum DoF is achievable:

AlIil}E\if(gl {LNl)\l + NQ)\Q}. (46)

LN A<M,
LN1>\1+N2)\2SJ\/[2

Notice that the above optimization is the same form a$ inh €@ept thatL. N, appears in the object function
and the constraints instead df . Hence we can find the solution ¢f {46) frodg, ; in Table[Il by substitutingV;
with LNy.

Remark 4 (Cooperation Between Micro BSH):we assume full cooperation betwedn micro BSs, [(46) is
immediately obtained froni_(13). The IA-IN scheme in Fifj. @8k that the same sum DoF in{46) is achievable
without joint process sharing their received signals betwe micro BSs. O

We can easily find an example that(46) is strictly greaten {@&). For instance, consider the case whete 2,

M; =2, My =6, Ny = 3, and N, = 4. Then, the sum DoFs ifi_(45) and {46) are givendbgnd 3! respectively.
That is, if we operate this example hotspot network as thevexttional downlink, the sum DoF is limited by
4, which is achievable by only activating the marco cell (Tlaens argument holds for the conventional uplink).
Whereas, if we change the micro cells as uplink, then the soif iB improved to%. This example suggests that
introducing hotspots can improve the sum DoF of cellulamoeks, but we have to be careful on how to operate
or coordinate these heterogeneous cells.
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Fig. 9. IA-IN scheme when all micro cells operate as uplink #me macro cell operates as downlink.

h

Fig. 10. Uplink—downlink multiantenna two-cell cellulaetworks whenM; = N, = 1 and M, = N; = 2.

C. Uplink—Downlink IA With Delayed CSIT

One of the main barriers for implementing IA is for acquiringtantaneous CSI at each transmitter, which is in
practice hard to acquire due to the channel feedback detagv@&rcome such limitation of IA using instantaneous
CSl, IA using delayed or outdated CSI has been recently estidi the literaturel [52]=[54]. It was originally shown
in [52] that completely outdated CSI is still useful for inoping DoF of the multiantenna broadcast channel.
Specifically, delayed CSI was used to align interferencerotenoto exploit received interfering signals as side
information. The same approach can be applied for uplinksdiok multiantenna two-cell cellular networks.
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Consider an example network depicted in Figl 10, which epwoeds to the case wheld; = N, = 1 and
M, = Ny = 2 in Fig[2. For notational simplicity, we redefine channel ¢ioénts as in Fig[_T0. Let us assume
that the users in cetk and BSj only knows delayed CSI, i.e., CSI up to time- 1 for the transmission at time
t. We will show that the sum Dol% is achievable using delayed CSI. Communication takes maiee a block of
4 time slots. During the transmission block, uget 1) transmits two streams; andas, user(«,2) transmits one
streamb;, and BSS transmits two steams, andcsy as follows:

« At the first time, usef«, 1) transmitsa; and user«, 2) transmitsb; .

« At the second time, us€r, 1) transmitsa, and usen«a, 2) transmitsb; .

« At the third time, BSA transmits[cy, 2.

Then the received signals of BSat time 1, 2, and3 are given by

hl[l]al + hg[l]bl = Ll(al,bl),
h1[2]a2 + h2[2]b1 = Lg(ag, bl),
gl3ller, el = Ly(er, c2), (47)

respectively, where we omit additive noises in the inputpoturelation. Similarly, the received signals of the user
in cell 5 at time1, 2, and3 are given by

gi[l]ar + g2[1]b1 := La(az, br),
g1[2]a2 + 92[2]b1 = L5(a2, bl),
h[3][01702]T = LG(Cl,Cg). (48)

Then, BSa can decodeu, a2, andb, if it obtains a linear combination ofa;, as, as), linearly independent of
Li(a1,b1) and Ly(az, b1), and the user in ceff can decode; andc; if it obtains a linear combination df, c2),
linearly independent oLg(c1,c2). This is possible by transmitting at the fourth time as foto
« Atthe fourth time, usefc, 1? transmitsL; (a1, az) and BSB transmits{L3(c1, ¢2), L3(c1, c2)]T, whereL; (ay, as)
is given byg[1]a; — %ag.
Note that usefa, 1) can constructL(a;,a2) and BSj can constructLs(c, c2) using delayed CSI.
The received signal of B& at time4 is given by

hi[4] L7 (a1, a2) + g[4][1, 1] Ls(c1, c2). (49)

Therefore, by subtracting the effect 6f(c1, c2) from (49), which was received at tins BS « is able to obtain
L7(a1,a2) and, as a result, decodeg, as, as from L;(a1,b1), Lo(asz,b1), and Ly (a1, as). The received signal of
the user in cells at time 4 is given by

h[4][1,1] Ls(c1, c2) + g1[4]L7 (a1, az). (50)

Hence the user in celf first constructsl; (a1, a2) = L4(ai,b1) — ZEE} Ls(ag,by) from Ly(aq,b1) and Ls(ag, by),
each of which was received at time and 2. Then it subtracts the effect af7(a;,a2) from (50) and, as a
result, decode:; and ¢ from Ls(cy1,c2) and Lg(ci, c2). In conclusion, the sum Do% is achievable and this
example demonstrates that delayed CSIT is still useful piink—downlink multiantenna two-cell cellular networks.
Furthermore, if we operate the above example network asaheeational uplink or downlink, then the sum DoF is
limited by one even with instantaneous CSIT from the resu|R0]. Therefore, it also shows that uplink—downlink

operation can improve the sum DoF than the conventionahkimi downlink under the delayed CSIT model.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, the sum DoF of uplink—downlink multiantenme-cell cellular networks has been characterized.
The result demonstrates that, for a broad class of netwonkigtoations, uplink—downlink operation can strictly
enlarge the sum DoF of multiantenna two-cell cellular neksacompared to the conventional uplink or downlink
operation. This DoF improvement basically comes from logteneous network environment, especially when the
number of antennas at each BS is different from each otheerRly, for various reasons such as capacity, coverage,
load valancing, and so on, heterogeneous cellular netwoaiked “HetNet” have been actively studied both in
academia and industry. Therefore we should be more carefuvderating such heterogeneous cellular networks
consisting of macro BSs with a larger number of antennas aotbr8Ss with a smaller number of antennas.
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TABLE I
FOR GIVEN M1, Mz, N1, AND N2, ds.1, ds,2, AND max(ds,1, ds,2).

Case | ds,1 | ds,2 | max(dx,1,ds,2)
1: My <My < Ni < Na Mo M Mo
2: My <My <N < N Mo M Mo
3: My < N1 < Mz < N» Mo M, Mo,
4: My < N1 < Na < My N» M, Ny
5: My < No < Mp < Ni | min(M,, D2 I-T0)) M, min(Mp, FLE2 AL =T
6: M1 < No < Ny < M, N1N2+1\/11](N17N2) M, N1N2+A21(N1—N2)
7. My < My < Ni < N Mo M, M,
8 Mz <My < N2 < Vg Mo M, M
9: My < N1 < My < Ny M, min(My, TR N00) T yin (0, TNt (e W)
10: M2 < N1 < N2 < My Mo %j%w %jwm
LMy S NoSMi SNy Mo M, M
12: Mz < N2 < N1 < My Mo N, N
13: N1 < M; £ M2 < N; Mo M Mo
14: N1 < My < N < M, Ny Na Ny
15: N1 < M2 < M; < Na Mo, min(Mi, %;M*N”) min (M, %;MW)
16: N. < Mo < No < M, A N\ NN =) WG, -]
17: N1 < N < My < M, Ny Na Ny
18 Ny < N2 < Mo < M, N, N, N,
19: N> < My < My < N1 | min(M,, T2 R0 N—T02)) M, min(My, DTN NL)
20: No < My < N1 < M> %M M, %M
2T No < Mo < Mh < M, s 7, A
22: No < My < N1 < M, Mo N1 Ny
23: N2 < N1 < My < Mo N N, N
24: No < N1 < Mz < My N N N
APPENDIX

OPTIMAL (A1, A2) AND max(ds 1, ds 2)
In this appendix, we prove Lemnia 1. Recall that

dn1 = max NiA1 + No)g 51
’ A1+A2<1 { } ( )
N1 <M,
Nidi+No A<M,

and

dz’g = max {Nl/\l + Ng/\g}. (52)
Al—‘r)\ggl
NiAi+NoXdo <M,
Nodo< M,

Depending on the relationship betweéfy, M, Ny, and N,, the solutions of the above two linear programs
are represented as in different forms. Hence we first divigeentire four-parameter spac&/;, M, N1, N2) into
24 regimes as shown in Tallef.

« Ildentify a feasible region of)\;, \2) for (51), i.e., the region ofA1, ;) satisfying three constraints ih_(51).
Find (A1, A2) maximizing the objective functiotv; \; + No A\, among the corner points in the feasible region,
which providesdy, ;

« Repeat the above two steps fori(52), which provides.

o Find max(dy; 1, ds 2).

For instance, consider the first regime whég < M, < N; < N, in Table[l. Figure[1ll plots the feasible
(A1, A2) regions in [(Bll) and[(52) for this regime. Far51), the firshstoaintA\; + A2 < 1 becomes inactive
and thus at least one of the three corner points yields thamuax of N1 A1 + NaXa, which givesds 1 = M»

2For simplicity, we allow some overlap between regimes.
30ne of the corner points is the solution of a linear program.
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Ao )\QA

1 1
My Mo—M, ) Mo
N2 N2
M,
No

2 \\\ N

) M. '1 L

%[11 Tf 1 )\1 % 1 Al
Feasible (A1, A2) for ds 1 Feasible (A1, A2) for ds o

Fig. 11. Feasible regions @1, A\2) and the corresponding corner points whefi < M < N1 < Ns.

when (A1, \p) = (JJVV—[;,M%;VA). For (52), on the other hand, only the second constraipk; + NoXa < M;
becomes active and at least one of the two corner pointssyidld maximum, which givedy » = M; when
(A1, A2) = (%11,0) or (A1, A2) = (0, Ml) Hencemax(dy, 1,ds 2) = My whenM; < My < Nj < Ns. In the same
manner, we can derivéy, ; anddsy o, andmax(dgl,dzg) for the rest of the regimes in Tallé II.

From Tab'd],max(d;;,l,dzg) = d271 if My < My and max(dg,l,dg,g) = d272 if My < M. Furthermore,
max(dy 1, dy 2) in Table[Il coincides with[(4) in Theoref 1 for all the regimé&sr the regime wheréd/; < M, <

Ny < N», for instance,[{l) is given by
i = mi {N1N2+M2(N2_N1)
y = min

, My + No, Mo +N17M2,N2}

No
N _
:min{ 1N + My (Ny N1)7M2}
No
= M27 (53)

where the second equality follows smNéNz”]%(NZ_N]) My + M 82=2) > A, - In a similar manner, we can
prove thatmax(dy, 1,ds 2) = dx. for the rest of the regimes. In conclusion,

max(ds, 1,ds2) = ds 1 = ds if My < Mo,
max(ds1,ds 2) = dso = dx it My < My, (54)

which completes the proof.
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