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Abstract

A multi-antenna transmitter that conveys independent eétsommon data to distinct groups of
users is herein considered, a model known as physical layécasting to multiple co-channel groups.
In the recently proposed context of per-antenna power cainsd multigroup multicasting, the present
work focuses on a novel system design that aims at maximth@dotal achievable throughput. Towards
increasing the system sum rate, the available power ressureed to be allocated to well conditioned
groups of users. A detailed solution to tackle the elabosate rate maximization multigroup multicast
problem under per-antenna power constraints is thereferwetl. Numerical results are presented to
quantify the gains of the proposed algorithm over heuristititions. Besides Rayleigh faded channels,
the solution is also applied to uniform linear array trartsang operating in the far field, where line-of-
sight conditions are realized. In this setting, a sensjtimhalysis with respect to the angular separation

of co-group users is included. Finally, a simple scenar@vigling important intuitions for the sum rate
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maximizing multigroup multicast solutions is elaborated.

Index Terms
Sum Rate Maximization; Multicast Multigroup beamformimiRgr Antenna Constraints; Power Allo-

cation

I. INTRODUCTION & RELATED WORK

Advanced transmit signal processing techniques are diyremployed to optimize the performance

of multi-antenna transmitters without compromising thenptexity of single antenna receivers. These
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beamforming (or equivalently precoding) techniques effily manage the co-channel interferences
to achieve the targeted service requirements (Quality o¥iG=-QoS targets). The optimal downlink
transmission strategy, in the sense of minimizing the tothsmit power under guaranteed per user
QoS constraints, was given in[1].[2]. Therein, the powerfublt@f Semi-Definite RelaxationSDR)
reduced the non-convex quadratically constrained quadgredblem QCQP) into a relaxed semi-definite
programming instance by changing the optimization vaeal@nd disregarding the unit-rank constraints
over the new variable. The relaxed solution was proven togbienal. In the same direction, the multiuser
downlink beamforming problem that aims at maximizing thaimium over all users signal to interference
plus noise ratiq SINR), was optimally solved in_[3]. The goal of the later formidext is to increase the
fairness of the system by boosting thENR of the user that is further away from a targeted performance.
Hence, the problem is commonly referred toragx—min fair

In the contributions discussed so far, power flexibility angst the transmit antennas is a fundamental
assumption. Hence, in all the above optimization problesisna power constrainP C) at the transmitter
is imposed. The more elaborate transmit beamforming probl@der per-antenna power constraints
(PACs) was formulated and solved in [4]. The motivation for iP¥eCs originates from practical system
implementation aspects. The lack of flexibility in sharintesgy resources amongst the antennas of the
transmitter is usually the case. Individual amplifiers peteana are common practice. Although flexible
amplifiers could be incorporated in multi-antenna tranrst specific communication systems cannot
afford this design. Examples of such systems can be founditellite communications, where highly
complex payloads are restrictive and in distributed ardesystems where the physical co-location of the
transmitting elements is not a requisite.

In the new generation of multi-antenna communication siash&l the adaptation of the physical layer
design to the needs of the higher network layers can signtficanhance the system capabilities. Physical
layer PHY) multicasting has the potential to efficiently address théure of traffic demand in these
systems and has become part of the evolution of communicatandards. An inherent consideration of
the hitherto presented literature is that independent idagaldressed to multiple users. When a symbol
is addressed to more than one users, however, a more eklpoodlem formulation is emanated. In this
direction, thePHY multicasting problem was proposed, proven NP-hard andratay approximated
by SDR and Gaussian randomization techniques in [5]. Followins, th unified framework for physical
layer multicasting to multiple interfering groups, whenelépendent sets of common data are transmitted
to multiple interfering groups of users by the multiple amtas, was presented inl [6]. Therein, QeS

and themax—min fairproblems were formulated, proven NP-hard and accuratgiyoxpnated for the
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SPC multicast multigroup case. Extending these works, a cassi@ld solution for the weightadax—min
fair multigroup multicast beamforming und®ACs has been derived inl[7],1[8]. To this end, the well
established tools 08DR and Gaussian randomization where combined with bisectioobtain highly
accurate and efficient solutions.

The fundamental consideration of multicasting, that is raylei transmission addressing a group of
users, constrains the system performance according todhs wser. Therefore, the maximization of the
minimum SINR is the most relevant problem and the fairness criterion igeirative. When advancing
to multigroup multicast systems, however, the serviceléebetween different groups can be adjusted
towards achieving some other optimization goal. The caratibn to maximize the total system sum
rate in a multigroup multicast context was initially coresied in [9] underSPCs. Therein, a heuristic
iterative algorithm was developed based on the principldemfoupling the beamforming design and the
power allocation problem. In the present contribution, fih®is is set on maximizing the total throughput
of the multigroup multicast system undeACs. To this end, thenax sum rat€SR) multigroup multicast
problem undePACs is formulated and solved.

Notation In the remainder of this paper, bold face lower case anduggee characters denote column

vectors and matrices, respectively. The operaters (-)', | - | and|| - ||3 correspond to the transpose,

the conjugate transpose, the absolute value and the Frusbeaorm of matrices and vectors, whilé;;
denotes the, j-th element of a matrixIr(-) denotes the trace operator over square matriceslang-)
denotes a square diagonal matrix with elements that of thet imector. Calligraphic indexed characters

denote sets.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Herein, the focus is on a multi-useM{) multiple input single outputNIISO) multicast system.
Assuming a single transmitter, 16Y; denote the number of transmitting elements awg the total
number of users served. The input-output analytical eswaswill read asy; = hZTx + ny, Whereh} is
a1l x IV, vector composed of the channel coefficients (i.e. channelsgand phases) between th¢h
user and theV; antennas of the transmittet,is the N; x 1 vector of the transmitted symbols angl is
the independent complex circular symmetric (c.c.s.) ietelent identically distributed (i.i.d) zero mean
Additive White Gaussian Nois?AfWGN), measured at théth user’s receive antenna.

Focusing in a multigroup multicasting scenario, let theeeabtotal ofl < G' < N,, multicast groups
with Z = {G1,Gs,...Gs} the collection of index sets ang, the set of users that belong to thketh
multicast groupk € {1...G}. Each user belongs to only one group, tiis1G; =@vi,j € {1---G}.
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Let w, € CN*1 denote the precoding weight vector applied to the transmiérmas to beamform
towards thek-th group. By collecting all user channels in one channelrimathe general linear signal
model in vector form reads ag = Hx + n = HWSs + n, wherey andn € CM, x ¢ C™ and

H c CV«*Nt, The multigroup multicast scenario imposes a precodingim®V € CV+*¢ that includes

as many precoding vectors (i.e columns) as the number ofpgrolihis is the number of independent
symbols transmitted, i.es € C“. The assumption of independent information transmitteditferent
groups implies that the symbol strear{@},le are mutually uncorrelated and the total power radiated
from the antenna array is equal to

G
P = Zwkwl = Trace (WWT>, (2)
k=1

whereW = [wy, ws,... wg]. The power radiated by each antenna element is a linear catigyinof
all precoders and reads as [4]

P, =

nn

ZG:wkwL] - {WWT} , )
k=1

nn

wheren € {1... N,} is the antenna index. The fundamental difference betweeSRIC of [6] and the
proposedPAC is clear in [2), where instead of on&}; constraints are realized, each one involving all

the precoding vectors.

1. SUM RATE MAXIMIZATION

In a multicast scenario, the performance of all the recsilistening to the same multicast is dictated
by the worst rate in the group. A multigroup multicasting remeo, however, entails the flexibility to
maximize the total system rate by providing different segvievels amongst groups. The multigroup
multicastmax SR optimization aims at maximizing the minimuSINR. only within each group while
in parallel maximize the sum of the rates of all groups. lintaly, this can be achieved by reducing
the power of the users that achieve highéNR than the minimum achieved in the group they belong.
Additionally, groups that contain compromised users areetd off and their users driven to service
unavailability. Subsequently, power is not consumed ineortd mitigate the channel conditions. Any
remaining power budget is then reallocated to well cond@sband balanced in term of channel conditions
groups. In[[9], thesPC max sum rate problem was solved using a two step heuristatiite optimization
algorithm based on the methods (of [6] ahd|[10]. Therein, A€ multicast beamforming problem ofl[6]
is iteratively solved with inpuf)oS targets defined by the worst user per group of the previoustios.

The derived precoders push all the users of the group clogketworst user thus saving power. Following
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that, a power redistribution takes place via the sub-gradieethod [10] towards maximising the total

system rate.

A. Per-antenna Power Constrained Optimization

The present work focuses on the per-antenna power corstra&iom rate maximization problem,

formally defined as

SR :

subject to:y; = min )
MG Y (Wb |? 4 o,

Nu
max ZlogQ (1+v)

{Wk}qul i=1

‘WlthmP

Vi € G, k,l € {1...G},

G
and to: [Z wkwq < P,
k=1 nn

VnE{th},

()

(4)

ProblemSTR receives as input the per-antenna power constraint vegter= [P, P, ... Py,]. Following

the common in the literature notation for ease of referetfoe,optimal objective value ofR will be

denoted as* = SR(pant) and the associated optimal point &&¢* }& . The novelty of theSR

lies in the PACs, i.e. (4) instead of the conventional SPCs proposed]in [8]thE end of solving this

problem, a heuristic algorithm is proposed. By utilizingeat results([7], the new algorithm calculates

the per-antenna power constrained precoders. More s@lyifimstead of solving th&oS sum power

minimization problem of[[6], the proposed algorithm ca#tels thePAC precoding vectors by solving

the per-antenna power minimization problem [7]:

Q:

min r
Tv {Wk }gzl

subject to

t1..12
w, h;
G’ chil = Yis

ik Iwihi |2 + 07

Vi € G, k,l € {1...G},

G
1
andto - [Z kaL] <,
nn
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wherer € R*. ProblemQ receives as inpuSINR the target vectog = [y1,72,...7n,], that is the
individual QoS constraints of each user, as well as the per-antenna powstramt vectorp,,;. Let
the optimal objective value 0o® be denoted as* = Q(g, pan:) and the associated optimal point as
{wg }¢_,. This problem is solved using the well established methé&®d& and Gaussian randomisation
[11]. A more detailed description of the solution @f can be found in[[7],[I8] and is herein omitted for
shortness.

Let us rewrite the precoding vectors calculated fr@ras {w,?},f:1 = {Prvi o, with |[ug]|3 =
1 andp = [p1...px]. By this normalization, the beamforming problem can be deted into two
problems. The calculation of the beamforming directions, the normalizedv,}$_,, and the power
allocation over the existing groups, i.e. the calculatidnpg. Since the exact solution a$R is not
straightforwardly obtained, this decoupling allows forveotstep optimization. Under general unicast-
ing assumptions, th8R maximizing power allocation under fixed beamforming dil@ttis a convex
optimization problem[[10]. However, when multigroup meétsting is considered, the cost function
F, = Z,f:l log (1 4+ min;eg, {SINR;}) is no longer differentiable due to thein,cg, operation and
one has to adhere to sub-gradient solutions [9].

In the present contribution, the calculation of the beamfog directions is based o@. Following
this, the power reallocation is achieved via the sub-gradigethod[[10] under specific modifications that
are hereafter described. The proposed algorithm, pregsént®lg. (1, is an iterative two step algorithm. In
each step of the process, tQeS targetsg are calculated as the minimum target per group of the previou
iteration, i.e.y; = min;eg, {SINR;},Vi € Gy, k € {1... G}. Therefore, the new precoders require equal
or less power to achieve the same system sum rate. Any rerggioiwer is then redistributed amongst
the groups to the end of maximizing the total system throughga the sub-gradient method [10].

Focusing of the latter method, let us denete= {s;}¢_, = {logpx}$_,, as the logarithmic power
vector, the sub-gradient search method reads as

sl +1) = [T ls() = 6() - x(0)], ()

Pa
where[ [ [x] denotes the projection operation of point R¢ onto the se®,.The parameters(l) and

r(l) are the step of the search and the sub-gradient affReost function at the poird(/), respectively.
The analytic calculation of(l) is given in [9], [10] and is omitted herein for shortness.

In order to account for the more complicatedCs, a the following consideration is substantiated. The
projection operation, i./[5 [], constrains each iteration of the sub-gradient to the tiélgiset of the

SR problem. The present investigation necessitates the gtimjeover a per-antenna power constrained
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set rather than a conventionslPC set proposed in_[9]. Formally, the herein considered s&tAf's is

defined as

P, = {p € RY|

G
> vkdiag(p)VL] < Pn} : ®)
k=1 nn

where the element of the power vectpr= exp(s) with p,s € Rg, represent the power allocated
to the corresponding group. It should be stressed that thigepis inherently different that the power
transmitted by each antenpg,,; € Ry,. The connection betwegm,,,; andp is given by the normalized

beamforming vectors as easily observedin (8). The pemaateonstrained projection is formally defined

as

P :min||p — x||%
p

G

subject to [Z deiag(p)v/,t] < P, 9)
k=1 nn

VTLE{th}7

wherep € R® andx = exp (s(I) — 6(1) - r(1)). ProblemP is a convex optimization problem and can
thus be solved to arbitrary accuracy using standard nualemethods[[12].

Subsequently, the solution &fi (7) is givensgs+ 1) = log (p*), wherep* = P (pant, x) is the optimal
point of convex problenP. To summarize the solution process, the per-antenna powestrained sum

rate maximizing algorithm is presented in Alg. 1.

B. Complexity & Convergence Analysis

An important discussion involves the complexity of the megd algorithm. The complexity of the
techniqgues employed to approximate a solution of the higlosnplex, NP-hard multigroup multicast
problem undePACs is presented in_[7][[8]. Therein, the computational border an accurate ap-
proximate solution of the per-antenna power minimizatioobfem Q has been calculated. In summary,
the relaxed power minimization is &DP instance withG matrix variables ofN; x N; dimensions
and N, + N, linear constraints. The present work relies on the CVX tdd][which calls numerical
solvers such as SeDuMi to solve semi-definite programs. fitegior point methods employed to solve
this SDP require at mosiO(v/GN;log(1/e) iterations, where: is the desired numerical accuracy of
the solver. Moreover, in each iteration not more ti(G3 N + GN? + N,GN?) arithmetic operations
will be performed. The solver used [12] also exploits thec#fiestructure of matrices hence the actual

running time is reduced. Next, a fixed number of iterationgh&f Gaussian randomization method is
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Input: (see TaBl{w\"}¢ | = \/Pui /(G- N,) - 1y,
Output: {wSR}¢
begin

while SR does not convergdo
1 =1+ 1;

Step 1: Solver* = Q(g(;), p) to calculate{w,(j)},?:l. The inputSINR targetsg;) are given
by the minimumSINR per group, i.ery; = min;eg, {SINR;},Vi € Gy, k € {1...G}.

Step 2: Initialize the sub-gradient search algorithm a&) = {p;}¢_, = {||w\”|[2}¢_,,

s = {5} = (logpi} Ly, (ViYL = (wi Y-

Step 3: Calculate one iteration of the sub-gradient power contigbrgthm

s(i+l) — [1p, [S(i) -6 r(z)] wheres = log(p),

P, = {p € Rg] [Zszl vkdiag(p)vﬂnn < Pn}

Step 4: Calculate the current throughput: = SR (pant) With

7+1 7 7+1
(wERY = {wi T = (v exp(sy TN,

end

end
Algorithm 1: Sum-rate maximizing multigroup multicasting under peteama power constraints.

TABLE |

INPUT PARAMETERS

Parameter Symbol | Value
Sub-gradient Iterations | lpax 1

Sub-gradient step 0 0.4

Gaussian Randomizations Nyqnd 100

Total Power at thel’, Piot [—20 : 20] dBW
Per-antenna constraints | pant Piot /Ny

User Noise variance o? 1, Vie {1...Nu}

performed[[11]. In each randomization, a linear probldR®)(is solved with a worst case complexity of
O(G*%1og(1/¢)) for an e—optimal solution. The accuracy of the solution increase Wie number of
randomizations([5],[16],[[11].

Focusing on the proposed algorithm, the main complexitydénroriginates from the solution of a

SDP. The remaining three steps of Alg. 1 involve a closed form-gtaglient calculation as given in [10]
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and the projection operation, which is a real valued leastusg problem undelN; quadratic inequality
PACs. Consequently, the asymptotic complexity of the derivigdrééhm is polynomial, dominated by
the complexity of theQoS multigroup multicast problem unddé?ACs. The convergence of Alg. 1 is

guaranteed given that the chosen step size satisfies thé&icoadjiven in [9], [10].

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the present section, numerical results are presenteattotify the performance gains of the proposed
SR maximization problem under various channel assumptiossheénchmark, the origin&PC solutions
are re-scaled to respect tRCs, if and only if a constraint is over satisfied. Re-scalingdhieved by
multiplying each line of the precoding matrix with the sguaoot of the inverse level of power over

satisfaction of the corresponding antenna, i.e.

a= \/mgx{pant}/ [WWT]M (10)

A. Multigroup multicasting over Rayleigh Channels

The performance ofR in terms of SR is compared to the performance of the solutions of [9] in a
per-antenna constrained transmitter operating over Reylehannels in this paragraph. A system with
N; = 4 transmit antennas an¥,, = 8 users uniformly allocated t6: = 4 groups is assumed, while
the channels are generated as Gaussian complex variatd@das with unit variance and zero mean.
For every channel instance, the solutions of #%C [9] and the propose®AC max SR are evaluated
and compared to the weighted fair solutions [of [7], [8]. Thea input parameters employed for the
algorithmic solution are presented in Tab. I. For fair congmmn, the total power constraid,; [Watts]
is equally distributed amongst the transmit antennas wih&€@'s are considered, hence each antenna
can radiate at moskP,,;/N; [Watts]. The results are averaged over one hundred chaeaétations,
while the noise variance is normalized to one for all reasiv&he achievabl&R is plotted in Fig[l
with respect to the total transmit powé¥,; in dBW. Clearly, in a practicaPAC scenario, the proposed
optimization problem outperforms existing solutions otlex wholeSNR range. More significantly, the
gains of the derived solution are more apparent in the higtepoegion. In the low power noise limited
region, interferences are not the issue and the fair solsigeerform close to the throughput maximizing
solution. On the contrary, in the high power regime, therfetence limited fairness solutions saturate
in terms of SR performance. Fo’,; = 20 dBW, themax SR solutions attain gains of more th&0%
in terms of SR over the fair approaches. Interestingly, for the same abksl transmit power, th®AC

optimization proposed herein, attaig®% gains over re-scaled to respect the per-antenna constraint
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max SR solutions. Finally, it clearly noted in Fif] 1 that the refgal gains increase with respect to the

transmit power.

Y S S EETEREERETRREERREEE
—8— Max SR, SPC re-scaled
—o6— Max SR, PAC
—+—Fair, SPC re-scaled
30 —*- Fair, PAC |
25+
N’
T
~
B, 20|
=,
g
<
S 15f
g
=
»n
10~
5 —
-20 -10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Power [dBW]|

Fig. 1. System sum rate witiPC and PAC versus increasing total powét,,; [dBW].

A significant issue for the multicast applications is thelisgaof the solution versus an increasing
number of receivers per multicast. The increasing numbersefs per group degrades the performance
for the weighted fair problems, as shown iin [7]] [8]. For these tackled herein, th@aax SR solutions
are compared to the fairness solutions as depicted in(Figtt2 respect to an increasing ratio of users
per groupp = N, /G. According to these curves, th&R solution is exhibiting a higher resilience to
the increasing number of users per group, compared to thedhitions. The re-scaled solutions remain

suboptimal in terms of sum rate when compared to proposedicolfor any user per group ratio.
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—a— Max SR, SPC re-scaled

| | | -—0— Max SR, PAC

\ —4— Fair, SPC re-scaled
S N ol —%— Fair, PAC

Per user rate [bps/Hz]

O | | | | | |

2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Users/group p = N, /G

Fig. 2. Sum rate wittSPC and PAC versus an increasing ratio of users per group N, /G.

B. Uniform Linear Arrays

To the end of investigating the sensitivity of the proposégbdthm with respect to the angular
separation of co-group users, a uniform linear arrBy.4) transmitter is considered. Assuming far-
field, line-of-sight conditions, the user channels can balehd using Vandermonde matrices. Let us
consider aULA with N; = 4 antennas, serving users allocated t@ distinct groups. The co-group
angular separation &, = 5° andfy = 45° for G; and G, respectively. In Figl13, the user positions and
the optimized radiation pattern for this is transmittertigdd. The symmetry due to the inherent ambiguity
of the ULA is apparent. Clearly, the fair beamforming design optimithe lobes to provide equal service

levels to all users. The three upper users (close t®theangle) receive higher power but also receive
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180

Users in G,
Users in G

270

Fig. 3. User positions and optimized antenna radiatiorepatbf UL A transmitter, under fomax SR and fairness optimization

criteria.

adjacent group interference. The fourth user, despitegbigira more favorable in terms of interference
position, is not allocated much power since its performaisceonstrained by the performance of the

almost orthogonal, compromised user. Remembering thahdiee level is equal to one and that the
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beam pattern is plotted in linear scale, all users achie¥EN& equal t00.6, thus leading to a totéiR

of 1.2 [bps/Hz]. On the contrary, theiax SR optimization, shuts down the compromised group @€.
and allocates the saved power to the well conditioned udegs.oThis way, the system is interference
free and each active user attains a higher service level.atheevableSNR is equal to4 assuming
normalized noise, (but only for the two active userd@) and leads to &R of more than4.6 [bps/Hz].
Consequently, the proposed solution attain33% of increase in sum rate for the specific scenario, at
the expense of sacrificing service availability to the ilhd@ioned users.

In Fig.[4, the performance in terms of tB& optimization is investigated versus an increasing angular
separation. When co-group users are collocatedfi-e.0°, the highest performance is attained. As the
separation increases, the performance is reduced reattt@mginimum when users from different groups
are placed in the same position, ie= 45°. The proposed solution outperforms a re-scaled to respect
the per-antenna constraintsPC solution, over the span of the angular separations. Alsapnthx SR
solution performs equivalently to the fair solution undeod channel conditions. However, when the
angular separation of co-group users increasesStheptimization exploits the deteriorating channel

conditions and gleans gains of more th#i% over all other solutions.

C. Sum Rate Maximization Paradigm

Towards exhibiting the differences between the weightedfad themax SR designs in the multigroup
multicasting context, a small scale paradigm is preseritetithere be aULA transmitter that serves
eight users allocated into four groups, as depicted in[Eighg attributes of the specific channel instance
depict one possible instance of the system where one graupely Gs, has users with large angular
separation whilegs has users with similar channels. The rate of each user iseglan Fig.[5 for the
case of a weighted fair optimization (equal weights are mgsl) and for the case of $R maximizing
optimization. Considering that each user is constrainedhleyminimum group rate, the sum rates are
given in the legend of the figure. In the weighted fair case, tbmmon rate at which all users will
receive data i9).83 [bps/Hz] leading to a sum rate 664 [bps/Hz]. The minimumSINRs and hence
the minimum rates are balanced between the groups sincaitheptimization considers equal weights.
The SR maximizing optimization, however, reduces the group thaitains the compromised users in
order to reallocate this power to the well conditioned grang therefore increase the system throughput
to 9.9 [bps/Hz]. Consequently, a gain of almost 40% is realizeceims of total system rate. This gain

is traded-off by driving users g5 to the unavailability region.
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Fig. 4. Achievable sum rates fafLA transmitter with respect to increasing co-group user amgsgparation.

V. CONCLUSIONS& FUTURE WORK

In the present work, optimum linear precoding vectors amvelé when independent sets of common

information are transmitted by a per-antenna power congttaarray to distinct co-channel sets of users.
In this context, a novel sum rate maximization multigroupltroast problem undePACs is formulated.
A detailed solution for this elaborate problem is presertiaded on the well established methods of
semidefinite relaxation, Gaussian randomization and sabdignt power optimization. The performance
of the SR maximizing multigroup multicast optimization is examinedder various system parameters
and important insights on the system design are gainedllsima application paradigm of the new

system design is examined. Consequently, an importantigahconstraint towards the implementation
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I Max Min Fair, SR = 6.6bps/Hz |- © © © 0 oo 0o : o

3l x Sum Rate, SR = 9.9bps/Hz |-+ irooivi o P

G e

by =0% =) ||

Per user Rate [bps/Hz|

User \ Group

Fig. 5. Achievable per user rates of multigroup multicasgtrssunder weighted fair and max sum rate optimization.

of throughput maximizing physical layer multigroup mudtsting is alleviated. Robust beamforming as

well as availability constrained solutions for multigroopulticast systems are part of future work.
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