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Abstract—We consider a dense urban cellular network where  Contributions: The contribution of this letter is to exterld [2]
the base stations (BSs) are stacked vertically as well as ertling  to three dimensions. The typical 3D case corresponds tora use
infinitely in the horizontal plane, resulting in a greater than two g giciently high off the ground in a dense urban environment
dimensional (2D) deployment. Using a dual-slope path lossadel - ) . .
that is well supported empirically, we extend recent 2D covege that they see gn appreciable number Of, BS,S n E‘VGVY direction
probability and potential throughput results to 3 dimensions. We e also consider a case we tesd*, which is a special case
prove that the “critical close-in path loss exponent” ap where of 3D with BSs extending overhead in the positive direction
SINR eventually decays to zero is equal to the dimensionajitd, only, corresponding more closely to a user on the ground.
I.e. ao < 3 results in an eventual SINR of 0 in a 3D network. We \ve compute the probability of coverage (SINR distribution)
also show that the potential (i.e. best case) aggregate thrghput .
decays to zero foray < d/2. Both of these scaling results also and the pOtent'?.I throughput for both of 'Fhese cases. Then we
hold for the more realistic case that we term3D™*, where there Ccompute the critical values of the close-in path loss expbne
are no BSs below the user, as in a dense urban network with the for which SINR and throughput respectively go to zero as the

user on or near the ground. density goes to infinity for both the 3D ad™ cases.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a downlink cellular network with BSs located
Cellular networks have been continually densifying thejn a d-dimensional space according to a Poisson Point Process
base stations (BSs) since their inception, driving mosthef t(PPP)® = {z; : 2; € R?} with intensity \. The average
increased throughput over the past several decades [1]. Hignber of BSs in ai-ball of radiusr located at origin for
urban environments where spectrum is most scarce and higfeh a PPP is given by
capacity most critical are themselves continually demsify 4
particularly vertically, albeit at a slower rate. Futurdlaer A(B(r)) = Var®A

deployments, featuring small low power base stations, WWhereVdrd is the volume ofd-ball B(r) andV; is a constant
extend in the vertical direction as well as in the 2D pla”%lependenton the dimensidnNote thatl, = 7 andVs = %m
Recently, [[2] showed that for a 2D network, the coveragghiie for the3D* case, BSs are located only in a half sphere,
probability for a given SINR value decays to zero as thg, Vaps = V3/2 = %W_ With a slight abuse of notation, we
network is heavily densified if the close-in (i.e. within ayi use ¢ = 3D and3D+ to differentiate between 3D and

distanceRi.) path loss exponent, is less than 2, regardlesssp+ cases where necessary, keeping in mind that 3 for
of the other path loss exponents outsifte. The potential poih cases.

throughput, i.e. the best case aggregate throughpugsiis  \e assume a dual-slope path loss model which has two

I. INTRODUCTION

at-least sub-linearly ity > 1. N different path loss exponents, as i [2], given as
Other Related Work: The coverage probability of cellular

wireless systems has been studied in detail in recent years (r) = r—e,  forr <R,

using stochastic geometry! [3].1[4] for various 2D deploymnen g, forr >R’

scenarios. In[[5], a generdl dimensional Poisson Point Pro- ) . ) . )

cess (PPP) BS deployment is considered and an equivalent YRE® fic is the critical distanceqy is the close-in path loss
dimensional (1D) PPP is derived to compute the SINR and rftéponfnfaa”d)‘l is the long-range path loss exponent, with
coverage for highest instantaneous power based associatib= /¢’ @ constant to provide continuity. We requires
The dual-slope path loss modéll [6] is a generalization G < i, and assume Raylellg.h fadlng'for all links, therefore
standard single slope path loss model, which was analyZ5§ réceived power at the origin fror"n thié BS located atr;

in [2] and is the focus of this letter. It is well supported byS 9V€N by Pi = hil(|l;][), whereh;'s are i.i.d. exponential
many measurements] [7][8.][9] and shown to be very clos@ndom variables with mean 1.

to many scenarios of current interest including inddori [10;1ig\;/r\wlzs?sj\%?:gteh?teéZiEi/gjego(\:/S:rnzCets ;(I)otszestBE?S?rZ\r:igiggr:Qtee
LTE [11], [22] and millimeter wave[[13], [14]. : . N
8114l this BS by index0. Therefore the SINR is
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munications Group, Department of Electrical and Computegiieering at o“ + Ziecp\{o} hzé(HIzH)
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is with Qualcomm Inc. whereo? is the noise variance.
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We are interested in the following two performance metricc .9

Definition 1. The downlinkcoverage probability in d dimen- ~ — ¢ d
sions is =

Pdnr(A\, T) = P[SINR > T7,

which is equivalently the ccdf of the SINR. 0.6

o
4]
‘

Definition 2. Thepotential throughput 7/ captures the average
number of bits that can be transmitted per unit area per ur
time per unit bandwidth, assuming all BSs transmit (i.el ful
buffer model), and is

7' (A, T) = logy (1 4+ T)APE g (A, T).

It has units of area spectral efficiendyps/Hz/m?.
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[1l. PROBABILITY OF COVERAGE
In this section, we first derive the coverage probabilit
expression for general path loss function and present tiie
simplified expression for the dual-slope path loss model. Fig. 1. SINR coverage probability f8D+ and 3D BS deployment with
Lemma 1. The coverage probability with a general path loss  *° =~ > ' = 5,08 =1, Re =04
function is

—(S)LO -5 0 5
SINR Threshold (dB)

& 1 with o F} b being the Gauss hypergeometric function.
P\ T) =V [ et/ 2F1 (@b, ¢, 2) being Yperg

0 Proof: See AppendiXB. [
0o T Before going further, we will also compute the SIR coverage
xexp | =AVay | 1 —|—/ ————dt| |[dy. (1) probability assuming noise to be zero which mimics the inter
1 yd) ference limited case. SIR coverage probability tightly epp
U ) bounds SINR coverage probability for dense deployments and
For the 3D and3D* casesV is %’T and %” respectively. is given as
Proof: See AppendixCA. B pd (\T)

We observe that expression for 3D adld™ are the same, 1 -
except for the value o¥;. Also, the effective BS density for — \y, ¢ (/ e~ AVaRII(T,r) g, +/ eAVdec(‘i;,T)rdO
3DT is % when compared to the 3D case. Thus, from now 0 1
on, we will consider only the 3D case for analysis with the 1 4 e
understanding that such results can be trivially convetted = )\Vng/ e  AVaRIT ) gy 4
3DT. Fig.[ validates LemmBl 1 by comparing a simulation 0
of the system model with the analytic expression given in The SNR coverage probability can be found similarly by
the Lemma. It also shows that the SINR coverage 8Da  letting the interference go to zero.
deployment with density is equal to that of a 3D deployment The following Lemma establishes the relationship between
with density%, the 2D case considered inl [2] and the generdimensional
Lemmall can be further simplified for the dual-slope cas@se.

to give the following Theorem. Lemma 2. The probability of (SIR, SINRand SNR) coverage
Theorem 1. The downlink coverage probability for a general for a general d dimension PPP BS deployment with parame-
d-dimensional PPP BS deployment under the dual-slopemodel  ters aq, a1, A, R., o2 is equal to the probability of coverage

“AVaRIC(-54,T)

C3T)

is given as for a 2D system withajy, o}, N, Re, (o) if
1 o e
Pénr\T) = /\Vng/ e~ AVaRI(T;r)=To®R20rd ay = %040, ay = %al,
0
00 o d ,
—|—)\Vng/ eiAVngc(faTllvT)T*TUZR?OTTldr (2) N = R_;E : (0/)2 _ O_QR?()faO.
1 Rc ‘/2
where Proof: Proven easily by substituting the respective param-
1 . : - : :
I(T,r) =C (@’ - > LC (_ﬂ7 TrTO) eters in[(2) ford = 2 and observing the exact same expression.
d’ Tra d | ]
ap 1 Following the similarity of SINR expression to that inl [2],
—rC d°'T +r—1, it can be shown that[2, Lemma 2] and [2, Theorem 2] will
1 1 also be valid for the general dimensional case. Building on
C(b,z) = 211 (1, 7 1+ 7 —Z) ) these results and Lemria 2, we state the following Theorem.
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Fig. 2. SINR and SIR coverage scaling vs. network densiy for 3D  Fig. 3.

Potential throughputr() scaling with network density for 3D
deployment, withag = [2.5,3.5], a1 = 4, R = 0.4,0% = 1.

deployment. Hereqo = [1,1.5,2,3], a1 =4, R = 0.4,02 =1,T = 1.

Theorem 2. Under the dual-slope path-loss model, the SIR
and SINR coverage probability of a general d-dimensional
system go to 0 as A — oo for ay < d.

connected to that of 2D case by the following relation:

2
T, g, 01, Re, 02) = R—ZETZQD(/\/,T, aly, ol R, (6')°).
Proof: See AppendiX L. [ ReVa

The above Theorem is true for gener@l dimensional Using the above relation andl [2, Theorem 3], all three result
deployments and hence is valid for both #ig* and 3D cases. of the Theoreni]3 can be easily proven. kay > d, [2,
It provides the critical values of the close-in path lossagnt Theorem 3] states that potential throughput in 2D case scale
below which the coverage probability goes to zero. Theoreinearly with \’ for «f, > 2. Therefore, the potential throughput
implies that for both the 3D andD* scenario, the critical in the generati-dimensional case will scale linearly withif
value of g is 3. It is very common for the path loss exponent, = o/g > d. Similarly, the other two results fog <ap<d
of short range systems to be less than thegevalues, so andag < g can be obtained. [ ]

this is seemingly an important concern for future ultra @ens Fig.[3 shows the scaling of potential throughput with respec
networks. to A for a 3D deployment. As expected, fars5 < ay <

Fig. [2 shows the behavior of SINR and SIR coveraggthe potential throughput scales only sub-linearly. Theore
probability (PR and PEf) for a 3D BS deployment as[3 provides a theoretical basis for understanding the gain in
the network density varies. It can be observed that for @l pahroughput vs. the cost of densification.
loss exponentsPiRy, first increases as increases. After 2 we conclude by noting that the SINR throughput and SINR
critical limit of A, PRy starts decreasing. For, less than 3, scaling results can be easily extended to more than two path
P¢Rr goes to zero while fory < 3, PRy asymptotically |oss exponents. Owing to the equivalency between the 2D case
becomes a nonzero constantas- co. For lower )\, P& discussed in[2] and the generatimensional case, Theorem

corresponds to coverage probability for single slope pashs | [ and Theorerfil3 can be shown to be true for the multi-slope
model witha; and for higher\, P35, corresponds to that with path loss model also.

ao. We can observe thdt3h, goes to zero foryy < 3 as A
goes to infinity.

APPENDIXA
V. POTENTIAL THROUGHPUT ProOF OFLEr A ll
We now turn to the potential throughput scaling with Let us denote the sum interference at origin/byNow the
density. SINR coverage probability can be written as

Theorem 3. Under the dual-slope model, as A — oo, the
potential throughput 7

1) grows linearly with X if ag > d, _ /°° T4 £ (T 10 Nde (3
2) grows sublinearly with rate AC=a0) i % <a<d, 0 14 oo () )
3) decays to zero if ap < 4.

hot
Péxp =P[SINR>T]| =P [% S T}

where f.,(x) is the probability distribution of the dis-
Proof: Using LemmdR, we can prove that the potentidhnce |zo| of the closest (sezving) BS from origin given
throughout in a generall dimensional BS deployment isas f|,,(z) = Vad xd=te=*Va=" and £;(s) is the Laplace



transform of interference which can be derived as

SIR coverage probability as followingd; (A, T')

@ [a—sI] _ 5T sea 2> hzauzm] o0 ma (1,52 )
Li(s)=E [e } E {e c®, |z > < )\Vd/ oo | vy |1 +/ T( . o | |y
® sl(z) i 0 1 T4 )
= - ———Vid dz | . ) T)
exp ( /w T+ s0(2) adz 2 y

Substituting the values ofj ., (z) and £;(s) in @), we get
Péing = VadA /OO e~ T /4(@) gd=1=AVaz*
0

)T/l (x)
P (‘A/z T+ ()T /0(@)

@ 1 /Oo o~ T2 /() yd—1 ,~AVaz®
0

Vydz4—1 dz> dx

T

oo d
AVodad d-1q, ) d fn(x) = Ay exp (—/\anRcy <1 +
P ( AVadw /1 U(x)/(uz) + T " ”> v

It is clear thatf,,(x) — 0 pointwise for each: in (0,1). Also,

where (a) is due to the substitutiaffz — u. Now using the
substitutionsz? — y andu® — ¢, we get[[1).

APPENDIXB
PROOF OFTHEOREM[I]

Using the substitution; = /R4 in (@), we get

o0 1
PgINR(/\,T) = )\Vng/O e~ To*/t(Rerd) 0

T [2]
0(Rord)

O(Ro(tr)®)

[ee]
x exp | —AVyR%r 1+/ dr.
1

(3]

Outer integration from = 0 to oo in (@) can be divided

into integration over the following two intervals: [4]
1) Ininterval [0,1): the inner integral can be written as

(5]

1
v T i T
1 T+t 1T+t
[6]
1 (7)) 1 (7)) 1
=1+-C(=2, —)-Cc(=2, =
+7° (d’TTTO) <d T) o]
1 a1 aj-a 1 7
+—C(—ﬂ,—Tr%r— E “)——. )
r d T

, . . . [l
2) Ininterval [1,00): the inner integral can be written as

[ (-2

Using [8) and[(b) in[(k), we gell(2).

T

T+t ©)

,T) 1. [9]

[10]
[11]
APPENDIXC

PROOF OFTHEOREMI[Z [12]

This proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 1 inl[2].[23]
As the SINR coverage probability is always less than SIR,
coverage probability, it suffices to show the proof for SIRyon
Using Lemma 1 and taking? = 0, we can upper bound the

1
= A\VyR? / exp <—AVngy <1 +
0

+ e~ AVaR{

Rd
+ /\Vd/ ef)‘dedy
0

[t
1 T+ta

The second term goes to zero)as» 0. To prove the same for
first term, consider an increasing sequetigg}, and define

/yL%dt .
1 T+t

1

fulw) < g(a) = .
Vnge (1 + fly

T
[+
Tt d

dt) |

g(x) is integrable on(0,1) for 0 < ay < d. So by the
dominance convergence theorem, first term, and hence the sum
also goes to zero which proves the Theorem.
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