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Abstract—A feature of the Internet of Things (loT) is that some  zero-forcing based MIMO-NOMA transmission scheme was
users in the system need to be served quickly for small packet proposed without requiring the full CSI at the transmittr.
transmission. To address this requirement, a new multiplénput signal alignment based precoding scheme was developed in

multiple-output non-orthogonal multiple access (MIMO-NOMA) ; .
scheme is designed in this paper, where one user is served hwvits [13], and it requires fewer antennas at the users compared to

quality of service (QoS) requirement strictly met, and the sher the scheme proposed in]12]. A more detailed literaturesxgvi
user is served opportunistically by using the NOMA conceptThe can be found in[[14].

novelty of this new scheme is that it confronts the challengéhat In this paper, we consider a MIMO-NOMA downlink trans-
most existing MIMO-NOMA schemes rely on the assumption yission scenario with one transmitter sending data to two

that users’ channel conditions are different, a strong assmption int i ing t loT devi Th
which may not be valid in practice. The developed precoding red USers, €.g., an access point Is serving two o1 devices. e

detection strategies can effectively create a significantifference  feature of the 10T that users have diversified QoS requirésnen
between the users’ effective channel gains, and thereforehe is utilized for the design of the MIMO-NOMA transmission.

potential of NOMA can be realized even if the users’ original Particularly, we consider that useneeds to be served quickly
channel conditions are similar. Analytical and numerical results 5 small packet transmission, i.e., with a low targetedadat
are provided to demonstrate the performance of the proposed d . b ’d' h the b ff Tak
MIMO-NOMA scheme. rate, and usee is to be served with the best effort. Take
intelligent transportation as an example, where usean be
|, INTRODUCTION a vehicl_e receivir_lg the incident warning information which
. . ) o is contained within a few bytes only. Us@rcan be another
The fifth generation (5G) of mobile communications hagenicle which is to perform some background tasks, such as
been envisioned to enable the future Internet of Things)I0Tyownloading multimedia files. The use of NOMA prevents the
however, supporting the 10T functionality in 5G networks igrawback of conventional orthogonal multiple access (OMA)
challenging since connecting billions of smart 10T deviceat ysert whose targeted data rate is small is served with a
with diversified quality of service (Qo0S) requirements i NQjeqicated orthogonal channel use. With NOMA, the users are
a trivial task, given the constraint of scarce bandwidth [1§gryed at the same time/frequency/code, which means that th
Non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) provides an idegjangwidth resources which are solely occupied by dsir
solution to provide massive connectivity by efficiently nGi ine case of OMA can be released to ugén NOMA.
the ayailable b_andwidth resourcés [2], e_md has consequentl\;ost existing NOMA schemes rely on a key assumption
been included in 3GPP long term evolution (LTE) [3]. that the users’ channel conditions are very different. Take
The key idea of NOMA is to ask the users tol sharg,e MIMO-NOMA schemes proposed i [10] and [12] as
the same resources, such as frequency channels, time sitamples. Within the NOMA user pair, one user is assumed
and spreading codes, whereas the power domain is usedifphe deployed close to the base station, and the other is far
mulUpIe access. The performance o_f NQMA in scenarios Wlt:}jway from the base station. As shownlih [7], this difference i
single-antenna users has been studiedlin [4]and [5]. Atitiev ysers’ channel conditions is crucial for realizing the pdite
user fairness with different channel state informationlj@% 4t NOMA. However. in practice, it is very likely that the
NOMA systems has been addressed.in [6], and the impact fers who want to participate in NOMA have similar channel
user pairing on NOMA has been investigated|in [7]. conditions. Take our considered loT scenario as an example,
Since the use of multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)where the two users are categorized by their QoS requirement
techniques brings an extra dimension for further perfoeannot by their channel conditions. It is important to point tht
improvements, the study of the combination of MIMO anghe situation in which users have similar channel condition

NOMA has received considerable attention recently.[In [§lan make the benefits of implementing many existing NOMA
and [9], the scenario in which users have a single antenggemes very marginal.

has been considered, and various algorithmic framewornks fo The main contribution of this paper is to design two

optimizing the design of beamforming in the NOMA transmissets of system parameters, precoding and power allocation
sion system have been proposed. The sum rate has been gg@dicients, in order to ensure that the potential of NOMA ca
as an objective function in [10] and [11] to formulate vasoupe realized even if the users’ channel conditions are simila
optimization problems in MIMO-NOMA scenarios. In[12] arjrgly, the precoding matrix at the base station is designed
. . , to degrade the effective channel gains at usand improve
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therefore, a weaker channel condition could still accomaed design is to realize two goals simultaneously. One is to

this low data rateSecondly, the power allocation coefficientsmeet the QoS requirement at udestrictly and the other is

are carefully designed to ensure that ussiQoS requirements to improve user 2's experience in an opportunistic manner.

can be still met with its degraded channel conditions. Twalternatively, one can view the addressed NOMA scenario as

types of power allocation policies are developed in thisgpapa special case of cognitive ratio networks, where useés

One is to meet the user’s QoS requirements in the long teranprimary user whose QoS requirements need to be satisfied
e.g., its targeted outage probability can be satisfied. Thero strictly and user is served opportunistically [7].

is to realize the user's QoS requirements instantaneoelgly,  Assume that the QR decomposition of usks channel

the power allocation coefficients are designed to realizx usnatrix, H,, is given by

1’s targeted data rate for each channel realization. " -

Analytical results are developed to better demonstrate the Hy = Q2Ro, ®3)
performance of the proposed MIMO-NOMA scheme. With th
long term power allocation policy, the developed analytic
results show that users targeted outage probability can b
strictly guaranteed, and the diversity gains at udare the
same as in the case when ugeis served alone. With the
short term power allocation policy, us€s outage experience

is the same as in the case when all the power is given to ugﬁdnal strength at user, As can be seen from the following

1, and the diversity gain achieved at use_ns alwe_lys one. subsection, this choice of the precoding matrix also dezgad
Therefore, between the twp power "J!”OC"’?“O” POI_'CeS' _aserthe channel conditions at userwhich makes user analogous
prefers the long term one since the diversity gain it canlnbtqo a cell edge user in a conventional NOMA setup.

is larger. However, the short term power allocation poliey ¢ User2’s observation can be expressed as follows:
ensure that user's QoS requirement is met instantaneously, '

a property important to those safety-critical and realetim y2 = Ris 4+ ny, (4)
applications in the loT.

Where Q2 is an M x M unitary matrix, andR, is an
47 x N matrix obtained from the QR decomposition. Define
eV2 as anM x N matrix collecting theN left columns of
Q2, and Ry is an N x N upper submatrix ofR,. From
the QR decomposition, we know th&l = V,R,. The
recoding matrixP is set asP? = V5, which is to improve the

wheren, is the noise vector. SincRY is a lower triangu-
lar matrix, successive interference cancellation (SIG) ba

] ) o _carried out to cancel inter-layer interference (betwegrand
Consider a MIMO-NOMA downlink transmission scenarig,. j - j) and intra-layer interference (betweenand w;).

with one base station and two users, where the base staiificularly, suppose that, andw; from the previous layers,

is equipped with)/ antennas and each user is equipped With ; are decoded successfully, whose outage probability wil
N antennas. TheV x M channel matrices of two users argye included for the calculation of the overall probabilitythe
denoted byH, andH,, respectively. Elements of the channehey; section. Uset can decode the message intended for user

matrices are identically and independent complex Gaussifg; thej-th layer,s;, with the following signal-to-interference-
distributed with zero mean and unit variance. In this paper, pjys-noise ratio (SINR):

focus on the scenario without path loss, i.e., two users have

similar channel conditions, which is a challenging sitoati SINR, . — Oézz[Rf]zz,i

to realize the potential of NOMA. Furthermore, we assume 21 53[R5[]§,i 4 %’

M > N, ascenario in which existing MINO-NOMA schemes, o ) )

such as the ones ifi [12] and [13], cannot work properly. wherep denotes the transmit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and
Without loss of generality, we assume that usereeds to [Ali.; denotes the element at tiith row and thej-th column

be connected quickly to transmit small packets. For examp®f A Denote the targeted data rate of useat thei-th layer

this user can be an 0T device that needs to be served witR¥aftm.i- Provided thafog(1 + SINR,,;/) > R, ;, user2 can

small predefined data rate. The base station will transneit thuccessfully remove usefs messages;, from its i-th layer,
following vector: and its own message can be decoded with the following SNR:

x = Ps, 1) SNRy,i = pf; [R3]7- (6)

where P is an M x N precoding matrix. The information User1’s observation is given by
bearing vectos is constructed by using the NOMA approach
as follows:

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

()

y1 =H;Ps+n;, (7)

T

g — [O<1S1 +Biwr - ansy+ ﬁszzv] ’ @) wheren; is an/N x 1 noise vector. Analogously to the cell edge

user in a conventional NOMA network, uskfs not to decode
where s; is the i-th stream transmitted to usér «o; is the w;, which means that the use of the QR based detection will
power allocation coefficient fos,;, w; and j; are defined result in significant performance loss, as discussed ini@ect
similarly, andaj + 32 = 1. [-C] Therefore, zero forcing is applied at userParticularly,

As can be seen fron](1) anfll (2), there are two sets thie system model at usércan be written as follows:
parameters to be designed, the precoding md®iand the i i
power allocation coefficients; (3;). The aim of the proposed (HiVa)'yr =s+ (HiVz) ' ny, (8)



where (H, V)" = (V?HfH1V2)71V§IH{I. It is worth B. Power Allocation Policies
pointing out that the dimension &f; is M x N, and therefore

: o whi f_
H, Vs is anN x N square matrix, which mear#, Vs) = conditions, the power allocation coefficients (3;) needs to

-1 . .
(H,V3) . It is assumed here that the channel n_1atnces e carefully designed to ensure that userQoS requirements
full column rank. As a result, user 1 can decode its MESSAYR met, which motivates the following two power allocation
at thei-th layer with the following SINR: ' 9 P

Because the precoding matrix degrades ukssrchannel

policies.
SINR, ; = azzi 9) 1) Power allocation policy I: This approach is to meet user
’ 22 + % ’ 1's QoS requirements in the long term. Recall that the tarhete
1 data rate for usel to decode its message at théh layer (s;)
wherez; = [(virfmvL) ] is denoted byR, ;. As a result, the outage probability for user

1 to decodes; is given by

A. Impact of the Proposed Precoding Scheme

The two users’ experiences with the proposed precoding
scheme are different. According to the previous discussiorThe power allocation coefficients,; and j3;, are designed to
the reception reliability at use€ris determined by the parame-satisfy the following constraint:
ter z;, wherex; = [R{)?,. Denote anM x (M — N') complex
Gaussian matrix which is independentHf, by B. The QR P?; < P1,itarget (13)
decomposition of H  B] is given by

P(lj_’i £P (log(l + SlNRLi) < Rl,i) . (12)

where Py ; target denotes the targeted outage probability. A
[ng B] — Q,Ry — [V2 \72} { R» C]’ (10) f:los_ed-fqrm expression for the power aIIocz?ltion coeffitgen
Om-nyxn D is given in Sectiol TI-A. The advantage of this type of power
R, allocation is that there is no need to update power allogatio
coefficients frequently, but it cannot satisfy useEs QoS
requirements instantaneously.

2) Power allocation policy 1I: This approach is to meet
userl’s QoS requirements instantaneously. This type of power
allocation is quite similar to the cognitive radio inspired
power allocation policy proposed inl[7]. Particularly, fhewer
Qllocation coefficients are defined to ensure that the tadget
®ata rate of uset is met instantaneously, i.e.,

where R is an M x M upper triangular matrixV, is a
submatrix of Q,, C and D are the submatrices oRs.
According to [15], the elements dR are independent, and
the square of the-th element on its diagonal follows the chi-
square distribution witr2(A/ — ¢ + 1) degrees of freedom,
ie., fz,(z) = %e*m. Therefore, more antennas at th
base station can improve the receive signal strength at2us
which is a function of RJ']?,.

On the other hand, the reception reliability at udeis log(1 + SINRy ;) > Ry.;. (14)
degraded due to the use of the precoding matkx, as ' '
explained in the following. Note thaV, is a unitary matrix By defininge,; = 27 — 1, the above constraint yields the
obtained from the QR decomposition basedn. Because following power allocation policy:
H, andH, are independent, and also by using the fact that a »
unitary transformation of a Gaussian matrix does not atter i 9 Zi — 517'1
statistical propertiedI; P is still an N x N complex Gaussian B = max 40, zi(1+e€1) (15)
matrix, which means that the use of the proposed precoding
matrix shrinks user 1's channel matrix from anM x N The above policy is sufficient for those scenarios addressed

complex Gaussian matrix to another complex Gaussian matifix[7] and [12], where users arerdered according to their

with smaller size. Note that the probability density fupoti channel conditions. For the scenario addressed in thisrpape
(pdf) of the effective channel gain 1 s 4 < Ti does not always hold, and it is possible that the

(VfH{{Hle)fl] ' effective channel gain of user is stronger. Ifz; > z;, the
value of 3; in (I5) is a very poor choice for usé&; as it is
guaranteed that SIC at user 2 will fail. To ensure that SIC at
) (2) = e* (11) user2 can be carried out successfully, we revise the power
' allocation strategy as follows:

given by

[(VEnulHvs)~t]

14e€1,
illustrated by using the following extreme example. Coesia (16)

special case withiv = 1, where the channel matrices become

1 x M vectors, denoted by, and h,, respectively. After This is to ensure that usdrs message can be decoded by
applying P, the effective channel gain at useris |hy|?> both users with the best effort. In an extreme case wjth 0
which becomes stronger by increasiify On the other hand, and a fixedz;, 8; = 0, i.e., the cognitive radio user, usgy

the effective channel gain at useris always exponentially will not be admitted.

distributed, and the use of more antennas at the base statioNote that it is also possible to reverse the decoding order
does not improve the transmission reliability at user when z; > ;. In this case, we need to ensure that the

which is no longer a function of/. , ‘ 2 — Lt zi— Lt
The impact of the proposed precoding scheme can be cleaffy = min § max ¢ 0, 2l +en) ;max 4 0, il +e1q)’ :



following two conditions are satisfied. One is to ensure th#étan or equal tof 1 — e , we will have 3; = 0 and the
userl can decode the message intended for dses;, addressed NOMA scenario is degraded to the case in which
9 only userl is served. Therefore, in the remainder of this paper,
log (1 + iu) > Ry, (17) itis assumed that the targeted outage probability is chtsen

s be larger than(1 — e‘lp’:) when power allocation policy |
and the other is to ensure usecan decode its own messageis used, in order to avoid the trivial case ©f = 0.

As a result, uset’s outage experience becomes a function cg Power Allocation Policy I

R» ; which is user2’s targeted data rate, since useneeds

to decode uset’'s message first. When useks targeted data  while the power allocation coefficients are set to ensure

rate is varying, there is an uncertainty as to whether t'ser log(1+SINR; ;) > R, ;, outage can still occur at usérsince

QoS requirements can be met strictly. Therefore, this type s ideal choice of power allocation might not be feasihie d

reverse NOMA decoding is not considered in this paper. to deep fading, i.e., a situation with very small channehgai
can result in3; = 0. Rewrite the expression ¢f; in (18) as

[1l. OUTAGE PERFORMANCE ATUSER1 follows:
User1's outage performance will be studied in the follow-
ing two subsections with the two different power allocation (? = min {ﬂﬁz, fx}, (23)
policies.
€1,i
. . where 2 = max<{ 0, ——2 % ;32 =
A. Power Allocation Policy | Pz X{ zi(1+61,1)} R

€1,i

Recall that the outage probability for useto detects; can  1nax o,% , aip and ;. are defined similarly.
. i 1,i ’ ’
be expressed as follows: Note that whenz; > z;, 85, > Bi., otherwisegs; , < B;...
0 i With these definitions, the outage probability for udeto
P}, =P |2 < —L5— ], (19) _ :
Li o2 — B2er; detects; can be expressed as follows:
3 3 I
When power allocation policy | is adopted, the power alloca- PY. = P (log(1 + SINR, ;) < Ry.) (24)
tion coefficients are set to meet usEs QoS requirements ’ ’ -
in thg Iong term, which means tha_t neither or 5; is a —P 2> 2 log [ 14 12 i,z ) <Ry
function of instantaneous channel gains. Therefore, thageu zifi.+ 5 ’

probability in this case is the cumulative distribution ¢tion

1 T
(CDF) of vrpmY ] o
By using the pdf in[(1l1), the outage probability can be +P <Zz > z;,log <1 + ﬁ) < Ru)-
expressed as follows: e p
élp,i T>
0 a2—p2¢;
Pli=l—e mmine. (20) First consider the case of; > z. If 5;. # 0, we have
In order to ensureP?, < Pi;arges the power allocation log (1+ Zig?,zl — Ry,, which means that no outage
coefficients need to be set as follows: Zifi.t 5 ’ .
_ occurs. Therefore, the outage event when> z; is due to
9 1+ m 21 B; = 0, and therefore7; can be simplified as follows:
Bl = — (21)
Note thatl —P1 ; target < 1, which meansn(1—P1 ; targe) < 0. T, =P (xz > zi, 2 < 6171> ) (25)

Therefore, the choice of; in (1) is always smaller than
or equal to one, i.e.5; < 1. In order to ensure the choice

) - ) 1+ln(lj+ﬁo The second factof, can be expressed as follows:
of 3; in (]Z[I) positive or .eqylvalentlypT;i'“a’ge > 0,
the following constraint is imposed on the targeted outage €1
probability: Ty=P|a;<z<—5—L— (26)
€1,i Qg o — ﬂi,melyi

1> Py target>1— e . (22)
P

€1,i

We ignore the choice P ; target= 1, Since this choice does
1 — max {0, 717,51_*’”5/)11)} (1 + 6171')

not consider uset’s QoS requirements. The righthand side
of the above equation is a lower bound of the targeted outage
probability which is achieved by giving all the power to user

Or in other words, if the targeted outage probability is deral In order to explicitly show the outage events, the factor

=Plr, <z <



can be written as follows: the messages intended for usgrthe system model for the
i-th stream at uset can be rewritten as follows:

€1,i

Ty=P|zi<zi<—F—+ (27) 91,0 = [Raliicisi + [RaliiBiw; (30)
min{l, - } N
+ ) (Ralijays; + [Rali Bjws) + nus
:P(xl<zl<max{ 11,:@}) J=rt
P wherey; ; is thei-th element onf’yl andn, ; is defined

—P (xz <z < 61_1) +P (xi <z < xy, X< :vi) . similarly. Consider an ideal case in whighhas been decoded
correctly. By using this assumption, the outage probabitt
Since the second probability in the above equation is zbeo, tUserl can be lower bounded as follows:

overall outage probability can be calculated as follows: [R1]2
€1 Pri2P 2 32 Lot > a2 L1 CLi (31)
P, =P (wz > 2,2 < —) +P (:vz- <z < ’l) (28) [Ra?:67 + 35 [Ral? 67 +
’ ’ . ( [R.]? 07 )
€1,1 L > : < €1,
= . _ = — P N ) ?
P (zl < P) ) I-e ’ Zj:i—y—l[Rl]zz,jﬁjz + %

which means that the diversity gain for useto decodes; is Wwhere1 < i < N. In order to obtain some insight, we
one. focus on the case with power aIIocation policy I, and assume

Remark 1. Consider a benchmark scheme with= 0, i.e., f; = i, for i # j. Defineu; = 27 i1 [R1]7 ;. According
user2 is not served at all. By using zero forcing detection db [15], the entries ofR; are independent, an[(Rl]?_’j with
userl’s receiver, it is straightforward to show that the outage < j is exponentially distributed, which means is chi-

probability achieved by this benchmark scheme is exacty tequare dlstnbutled witl2(N — i) degrees of freedom, i.e.,
same as the one if_(28). The reason for this phenomentn(u) = %T_l),e*“ Itis stra|ghtf0rward to verify that user

is that power allocation policy Il is to ensure that the Qo%$'s outage probability becomes a non-zero constant, regssd|
requirements of user is met instantaneously, while usfis  of how large the SNR is. Sinc®{ ; is lower bounded by
served under the condition that the outage probability at usa non-zero constant, this means that, when the QR based
1 is not degraded compared to the case with useserved approach is used, the outage probability at useever goes to
alone. zero, even if the transmission power becomes infinite. Recal

Remark 2: Another interesting benchmark scheme is tthat the use of zero forcing can effectively cancel the inter
consider that the precoding matrix is designed for uséy layer interference at usér For this reason, only zero forcing
using the zero forcing approach, i.®, = (H{LIHl)f1 HII. detection is considered at uskin this paper.
It is straightforward to show that this benchmark scheme
achieves a diversity gain ofM/ — N + 1) for each stream, IV. OUTAGE PERFORMANCE ATUSER?2
by following steps similar to those in [112]. This diversitgig
loss is because the precoding matfixproposed in this paper
shrinks userl’s channel matrix from anV x M complex
Gaussian matrix to aiv x N complex Gaussian matrix. This
degradation is caused on purpose in order to ensure that the
two users’ channel conditions become very different. A. Power Allocation Policy |

Recall that SIC is carried out at useto remove both intra-

C. When User 1 Adopts the QR Based Approach layer and inter-layer interference. The outage event fer 2is

Instead of zero forcing, usdr can also use the QR based® decode its own message at thth layer can be expressed

approach for detection. In the following, we will show thaf's follows:

the performance of the QR based approach is worse than that Oy, & U (7)2,%
of the zero forcing one introduced in the previous section. me{T,- i}
Suppose that the effective channel matrix at uséas the
QR decomposition a#l;V, = Q;R;, and therefore, the where O, ,,, denotes an event that uszicannot successfully

Since user2 experiences differently with different power
allocation policies, two subsections are provided in thie fo
lowing to study the two scenarios.

observation at user can be expressed as follows: decode the messages at theth layer, s,, andw,,, while all
. " the messages in the previous layers,andw,,, for 1 <n <

Qiy:1 =Ris+Qpny. (29) 1, can be decoded correctly. Note t§.,,, N O,.,, = 0, for
Recall thatH;V, is an N x N complex Gaussian matrix. "™ 7 .
Therefore[R,)?, is chi-squared distributed with(N —i + 1) Since there are two messages at each layer, the outage event
degrees of freedom. Unlike useruser 1 needs to decode thé’2.m can be further expressed as follows:

>

i-th stream first before decoding theth stream,N > i > Oy =E, 1 UEmz,

j > 1, sinceR; is an upper triangular matrix ani%’ is a
lower triangular matrix. Since usérdoes not need to decodewhere the two events are defined as follows:



o 7m_,1: the event that use2 cannot decode,,,, but can whereP ; aget< 1 as defined in[(22).
decode all the messages from the previous laygrand By applying the pdf ofz,,, the above probability can be

wy, for 1 <n < (m—1); obtained as follows:
o E,,o: the event that use2 cannot decodev,,, but can _ Y(M —m+1,6m)
decodes,,, as well ass,, andw,, for1 <n < (m-—1) . P (Ema) = (M —m)! 37)

Note thatE,, N Ep, 2 = 0. . v ) .
By using the above definitions, the outage probability for y H L 7( —n+ ’max{gm B2 })

user?2 to decode its own message at th¢h layer can be - (M —n)! ’
expressed as follows: "=
. €l,m
. ! _ _ where{,, = ——#%—— and~(-) denotes the incomplete
Pyi= Z (P (Emi) + P (Emgz)) - gamma functiorﬂﬁg].l’

m=1

- Similarly the probability ofP (E,,2) can be calculated as
The first type of the outage probabilify (£,,1) can be follows:

expressed as follows:

_ _ m—1 Y M—n+1,max §n762_,;z

P (Em,l) = P (log (1 + SlNRQJn/) < Rim, (32) P (Emg) = H 1-— ( (= n)|{ Ph })
10g(1+S|NR2,n/) > Rl,na n=1 :
log (1 +SNRyn) > Ron, ¥ n € {1, ,m — 1}). {”y (M_m+ 1pﬂ—m) — (M —m+ 1,gm)]

Similarly the outage probability’> (£, 2) can be expressed X (M —m)! - (38

as ff)"OWS: if ;"}5? > &, otherwiseP (Ep, 2) = 0.

P (Ep2) =P (log (14 SNRy,;,) < Rom, (33)  Hence, the outage probability for us2ito decode its own
log (1 + SINRy /) > Ry, message at théth layer can be expressed as follows:
log (14 SINRy,/) > Ry, i 'y(M—m—l—l max{&,,, Zm )

o 9 9 pﬁm
log(14+SNRy,,) > Ro .,V ne{l,--- ,m—1}). P2,i:Z (M —m)! (39)
m=1 ’

Note that for the case ofm = 1, the above _— o

outage probabilites can be simplified a8 (E;) = <TT |1 - " (M —n+tlmax {5”’ pT%})

P (lOg (1 + S|NR2,1/) < R171) and P (El,g) = it (M — n)'

P (lOg (1 =+ SNRQ,l) < Rg,l,log (1 + SlNRgJ/) > R171) .
By using the SINR expression if](5) and the above defint high SNR, i.e.,p approaches infinity, for a fixeB1 ; target

tions, P (E,,1) can be expressed as follows: which is constrained as in_(22) and not a function gfit
) is straightforward to show that botf, and ;’g? approach
P (Eya) =P (log [ 1+ QO T =] < Rim, (34) zero. Therefore, the outage probability can be approxithate
’ R ’ as follows:
Oz%xn A M—m j
m=1 7=0 ’
2
log (1+[3nxn) > Ron,Vne{l,-,m—1}). i Men
Provided that power allocation policy | is used, the power X H e 7—7
coefficients are not a function of instantaneous channeisgai n=1 =0
which yields the following: i A M-m1 M=t
_ L ~ _ T K
P (Ema) =P (:cm < #) (35) = (M —m+ 1! (M —i+1)!
ot — €1.m 6 . L
X S b wherey,, = max{,, 2 }. By using this high SNR approx-
» “ﬁ P - % S fn imation, one can ready find that the diversity gain for user
et o a2 — ﬁgelm’“’" pB2 )" to decodew; is (M — i+ 1).

) ) . . - Remark 3: In Sectior[ ¥, we will also use another choice of
_for a7 > e, Vie{l,---,m}, otherwise the probability the targeted outage probability, i€ ; rarget = 1 — ¢~ ;*,
is one. Note that(35) follows from the fact that the elemen{S;are . is not a function ofp and > > 1. This targeted
on the diagonal oRs, z,,, are independent. It can be verified, ;1596 probability becomes a function pf First note that

H H 2 2
that the choice of3; in (2I) can always ensure? > S7€1i  this choice OfP1 i targer Still fits the range defined i (22).

since Although this choice ofP; ; 1qrger IS @ function of p, the
of —Bleri=1-B21+ers) (36) approximation developed i (#0) is still applicgléally(?, as ex-
> €1, >0 plained in the following. WithPy ; 14rget = 1 — e 7, the
- = 9 . .. _1
pIn(l — Py i targey power allocation coefficiens; becomess? = 11+Ef _. When



T€L,q

p approaches infinity§,, = - is approaching zero, andIn the following, we first focus on the development of an upper

the same conclusion can be made . As a result, the bound on the outage probability. The probabiliB/(E,, 1),
diversity order shown mI]ZO) is also appllcable to the cas@n be upper bounded as follows:
With Py i parger = 1— ¢~ 0 P (Ep1) <P (log (14 SINRy ) < Rim) . (45)
B. Power Allocation Policy II Similarly we can upper bount (E,, 2) as follows:

With this type of power allocation, the power allocation P (Em_Q) <P (log(1+SNR,,,) < Ropm, (46)
coefficients become functions of the instantaneous channel ’ ) SINR | '
gains, and this fact makes the evaluation of the outage prob- og (1+ 2.m’) > Rim) .

ability very challenging, as eﬁ)lained in the following rsii By using the SINR expression ifil (5), the upper bound on
definey;; = [(Véqﬂfiﬂlvz) L As a result, the power p (£, ;) can be expressed as follows:
allocation coefficient for use? can be expressed as follows:

: o
; wi (= %) - P (Em) <P (Zm e m) 0
B; = max < 0, min i+ L . (42) ’
€1,i

P
i) xi(ltey)’

Q1
Even if we can reduce the expression gfto 32 = L
(] _61,1‘) P 8 Bi +P<zm>xm,xm<7p2 )
max < 0, (f?l)’) , a policy conventionally used in][7], — Brerm
the power allocation coefficient; is still a function ofy;;, Q2
which means that the outage probability for useto detect The reason to have the two probabiliti€s, and@s, is that the
w; can be written as follows: power allocation coefficiens; has different forms depending
M-m _; on the relationship between,, and z,,.
P, / / Z 1 e m "Y_m By substituting the expression fgt; when z,, < z,,, the
= J! factor ; can be expressed as follows:
Y11, 7"}11 Ny | im
= —Yn ~' 7731 Ql =P Zm < T < p (48)
XH e 27 < 1= 821+ €1,m)
n=1 j=0
X fyinyeoyes (115 Vi )dyan - dyi,  (42) -
. . . = P Zm < Lm < 6l m
where the outage probapll|ty expression [n1(40) is used, 1 — max {O, E n(l ))} (1 +e1m)
and fy,, ..y, (Y11, -+, i) is the joint pdf of (yi1, -+, yii). ’

Rgcall thaty;; js thei-th element on the dlaqonal of the inversegy simplify the outage probability, the max function needs t
WIShaI‘t ma.t“XW_l S (VHHHH1V2) Note that the be removed and we have the f0||0W|ng

joint pdf can be obtained by calculating the marginal pdf of
W1 as follows: [17] €1m

— P
Fyr oy (1, 73/1) (43) Q=P | zn <am < . { Lm } (49)
min

1, -2
detW _ 1 Fm
/ / e W dyy - dyn(N-1) .
Yij,ViF£] =P (Zm < Ty < Mmax {—p ,zm})

wherel’ =7 3 1>H (TN =5 +1). —P(Zm<xm<—>+P<€1—m<zm<xm<2m).
Because of the correlatlon amopng shown in [48) and the P P

complicated form of the power allocation coefficients[in)(41 Note that the second probability in the above equation is.zer

a closed-form expression for the outage probability for @se Since an upper bound is of interest, we have

to decodew; cannot be found. In the following, we will focus 1, 1

on the development of upper and lower bounds on the outage Q1 <P (zm < —m) ~ = (50)

probability, which will be used for the analysis of the disiéy P P

gain achieved by the proposed MIMO-NOMA scheme at user The factor@, can be calculated as follows:

N

2 - Q2 =P (2 > m, (51)
1) Upper and lower bounds on the outage probability:

By using the definitions provided in Sectibn TV-A, the outage €1m

probability for user2 to decode its own message at thth T < pq —

layer can be expressed as follows: 1 — max {07 %} (14 €1.m)

P8 =2 (P (Ema) +P (Emz)). (44) -p (Zm > Ty T < max{qu,xm}) .

m=1



By using the two possible choices.of,, the above probability Furthermore, the facta), can be calculated as follows:
can be further upper bounded as follows:

where the first equation follows from the fact that
max{

€1,m €1,m
_”_’>Im

Q=P <zm > Ty T < (52)

)

El,m 1
<P <xm < P ) Y M=

€1,m
p

€1,m

p

T, ¢ = Ty, TOr < Tm, a Situation in which

user?2 can decods,,, for sure, i.e.,

for

On the other hand? (E,, 2) can be calculated as follows:

P

+P (zm > T,

€1,m
y Tm

P (zm > Ty Ty < Inax{

-

€1,m
— Tm,-
0 < Tm

€1,m

e
af, — Breim

€2.m
2
mP

(Emg) <P <zm < T, < Ty <

)

(53)

2 _
Qi

The factor@; can be written as follows:

€1,m

P
o )
 zm (14€1,m)

=P

< T <

l—max{

ba+an)

(54)

€2.m
Tom yZ2m < Tm
(2"

= < T <
P Gm==)
Zm (e P

€2.m
€1,
(27"7 pm )
Zm(te,m) P

Zm <

It is interesting to observe that the second probabilityhia t
above equation can be rewritten as follows:

€2.m

L,m
Am T T,

zm(1+€1,m)p
€ + € + € €
-PpP <Zm < 1,m 2,m 1,mE2m
P

P (55)

Zm

).

Therefore, the facto€)s; can be upper bounded as follows:

Qs

€1,m + €2.m + €1,m€2,m
P

§P<zm<€1—’m)+P<zm<
P

)

~ (56)

p

€1,m

Q4 =P ( b =) < (57)
l‘m7+
1 — max {O, 7mm(l+€im) } (14 €1,m)
€
Ty < (2’m qm) y Zm > Ty
Ty — —2
max < 0, 717“(1“;@) } P
=P (:Cm < 61_,777,’61_,#7, < Ty Zm > :vm)
(a) P P
€ €
+P $m>ﬂaxm< (m _QQTm) yZm > Tm
zm(1+ef,m)p
gp(xm< El_m) +P e < e |
P (zm =)

wm(1+61,m)p

where the step (a) is due to the fact that, whepn > EIT’“
and z,, > z,,, user2 can always decode,,, sincelog(l +
SINRg, 1) = Ry .-

According to [55), the facto€), can be upper bounded as
follows:
Q4SP<xm<—61’m>+P<xm< >

p

(58)

€1,m + €2.m + €1,m€2,m
P

1
prerl :

By combining [4%),[(5D),[(52)[(36) and_(568), we can conclude

that a lower bound on the diversity gain at uQerobtained
from the upper bound on the outage probability] is

A lower bound on the outage probability can obtained as
follows:

~

PS, >P (E12) > Qs, (59)

by focusing the case of. = 1. Following (54), the factor);
with m = 1 can be calculated as follows:

Qszp(zl <G s <:c1) (60)
PP
=P<z1<61—’1) —P(zl<61—l,xl<61—’l>
p p p
1
_P<2’1< 61’1) (1—P( 1<€1—71)> ~ =,
p p p
since z; is independent ofr;, P (z1 < 5171) L1 and

P gl‘l < 6171) ~ pLM

ince both upper and lower bounds converge, we can
conclude that the diversity gain for userto decodew; is
one, when power allocation policy Il is used.

Remark 4: Note that the diversity gain obtained above is the
same as that at usérwhen power allocation policy Il is used.
This is consistent with the conclusion madelin [7], where the
diversity gain at the user with stronger channel conditisns
determined by the channel conditions of its partner, when th
cognitive radio inspired power allocation policy is apglie



V. NUMERICAL STUDIES provided that user2 can decode its parter's message, it

In this section, the performance of the proposed MIMd:an decode its own with the following SNR: SNR; =

. . . . . pB2 o _
NOMA scheme is evaluated by using simulation results. W SH) LU (et ], SNRzr;. Therefore, the two

will first compare the proposed scheme with some existingnemes achieve the same outage performance in the adtresse
MIMO-NOMA and MIMO-OMA schemes. Then, additional gcenario withi/ = N.

simulation results are provided to demonstrate the impact o |, Fig.[D, the performance of these MIMO-NOMA schemes
different choices of the system parameters, where analyti¢s shown as a function of the transmit SNR. As can be seen

results developed in the paper will also be verified. from the figure, for all MIMO-NOMA schemes considered,
the outage performance at thiéh layer is better than that
A. Comparison to Benchmark Schemes at the j-th layer, fori < j, which can be explained as

To simplify the simulation comparison, power allocatiofiollows. For the proposed scheme, the effective channel gai
policy | is used in this subsection. The targeted data rates fit the i-th layer, [RY']?, is statistically stronger than that
two users are set aB;; = 1 bit per channel user (BPCU)at thej-th layer, sinceR{']?; is chi-square distributed with
and Ry; = 4 BPCU, for all 1 < i < N, respectively. 2(M —i+1) degrees of freedom. For the two existing MIMO-

The targeted outage probabilities for the two users are $PMA schemes, we have ordered the effective channel gains

2e7 4 2e9 ; 1 1 T
= =t as————— > ... > —— — Furthermore, it
as Pl,i,target =1l-e £y and P2,i,target =1l-e Py {(Hng) 1}] . - - {(Hng) ! N

respectively. Using these targeted outage probabilitiestae s important to observe that at all layers, the proposedraehe
step in[21), the power allocation coefficients can be okthin gutperforms the existing MIMO-NOMA schemes. Particularly
Note that these chosely ; tqrge¢ are still within the range the figure demonstrates that for the proposed scheme, the slo
defined in [(2R). Since the use of power allocation policy df the outage probability curves is changing, which means
guarantees the QoS requirements at Usewe will focus on change of the diversity gains. On the other hand, all the
the outage performance at usem this subsection. outage probability curves for the existing schemes have the

We first compare the proposed scheme to those MIM@ame slope, which is mainly due to the correlation among the
NOMA schemes developed in [12] arid [13], which are termegifective channel gains; 1 ___
ZF-NOMA and SA-NOMA, respectively. Since both schemes {(H§H2) }
were proposed for scenarios with different system paramsiete
they need be tailored to the scenario addressed in this paper 10’
explained in the following. Recall that ZF-NOMA proposed
in [12] requiresN > M, and SA-NOMA proposed in_[13]
requiresN > % In order to ensure that both schemes are 10
applicable, we focus on a scenario witi = M, but it is
important to point out that the scheme proposed in this pape:

is applicable to a scenario with a small.

obabilities

=
o

For ZF-NOMA, the precoding matrix is set as an identity & - IMONOMA PP
. . . —o— Propose - "
matrix, i.e., P = I/, and both users use zero forcing for % P 21
detection. The SINR for userto decode the message intended 3 , = ™ Proposed MIMO-NOMA, P , i
. 0
to user1 at thei-th layer can be written as SINR; = —*— Proposed MIMO-NOMA, P ;
o ef -0 ZF-NOMA(SA-NOMA), PS
[(H§H2)71]v ) . , N
52—1 If user2 can decode its partner's message -« ™ ZF-NOMA(SA-NOMA). P,
[(HgH;)fl]i . T —%--ZF-NOMA(SA-NOMA), ng3 |
successively, it can decode its own with the following SNR: 0 5 10 SNRl_s . 20 25 30
2 . . in
SNRzp,; = [(HHI’;ﬁf),l . In order to have a fair comparison,
2 12 - . . -
for ZF-NOMA, the effective channel gains are ordered, i.ef/9- 1- Comparison o the existing MIMO-NOMA schemed = &V = 3.
%—1 > 000> 1 — . Pl,i,tar'get =1- eiTr and P2,i,ta,7‘get =1l—e 7 . Rl,i =1
(Hfm) T T [(afR) BPCU andR»,; = 4 BPCU,V 1 < i < N.

. . . . M
S Alt-l\llsoll&t,irgiﬂineg\]/;g 3}2”;;#:; tp?(frtf;?r:];?\ieczssezgl\l_ OJI\\/IZA asOMA is another important benchmark scheme. Recall that
shown in the following. For SA-NOMA, signal alignment i this papet, “S?fl IS V|_ewed as a prmary user in a
used, where the two users’ detection matrids, and Us conventional cognitive radio network. If OMA is used, the
are o’btained from the equatighl? —HY| [U ,U }H ' bandwidth resource allocated to udecannot be reused. The
1 —H3 1 2 . .
0.7 % m, Where both detection matrices akex N. As a result, use of NOMA means that use which can be viewed as a

the users’ effective channel matrices become the same, i.see.condary user, is admitted into the bandwidth occupied by

U,H, — U,H,. Therefore, the SINR for userto decode the user1. Because,the proposgd power allocation policies can
. , . ensure that usel’s QoS requirements are met, whatever can
message intended for useat thei-th layer can be written as : B .
o2 be transmitted to use¥, such asks ;(1 — P35 ;), will be a net
SINRs4,; = B2+ 1[(UsH2) 1 U, UL (UH,)~H ] = SINRzF,, performance gain over OMA. Or in other words, the benefit

i

where bothH; andU; are assumed to be invertible. Similarlyof the proposed MIMO-NOMA scheme over OMA is clear if




10

we ask useR, a user with stronger channel conditions, to be 10’

admitted into the bandwidth allocated to ugder

In the following, we consider a comparison which is . '
more difficult for NOMA. Particularly, consider that thereea 10 !
two time slots (or frequency-channels/ spreading-codes). o y
OMA, time slot ¢ is allocated to usei. For NOMA, the %10-27
two users are served at the same time. Comparing NOM; & v
to this type of OMA is challenging, since usér a user £ - S MIMO-NOMA. PO N
with weaker channel conditions, is admitted into the tina sl %10* O Propose L2
allocated to use® and user2 cannot enjoy interference free 3 =~ Proposed MIMO-NOMA, Piz
communications experienced in the OMA case. As a result, th —*— Proposed MIMO-NOMA, P, ,
performance gain of NOMA over OMA becomes less obvious 10| -0-'MIMO-OMA, P2,

In Fig.[d, the performance of the proposed MIMO-NOMA -0~ MIMO-OMA, P 7,
scheme is compared to the MIMO-OMA scheme describer |+ MiMO-OMA P 5,
above. Precoding for the considered MIMO-OMA scheme is 0 g 5 10 15 20 2 30
designed by using the same QR approach as discussed ... SNRin dB
Section[l. Particularly, during the second time slot, uger @M=N=3

is served and the precoding matrix is designed according t
the QR decomposition oH,, which means that the data
rate for user2 to decode its message at thi¢h layer is

3 log(1 4 p[RE]?,), where the factor, is due to the use of )
OMA. As can be seen from the two sub-figures in Hig.2, the 10
proposed MIMO-NOMA scheme can achieve better outage.
performance compared to MIMO-OMA, and the performance:g
gap between the two schemes can be increased by introduci g ;2
more antennas at the base station, i.e., increasingAn in-
teresting observation is that the slope of the outage pitityab
curves for MIMO-NOMA is the same as that for MIMO-
OMA, which means that the diversity gains achieved by the 10
two schemes are the same. This phenomenon is expected sir

for both schemes, the outage probabilities are determiged b

10°

lities

—e—Proposed MIMO-NOMA, P) |
—a— Proposed MIMO-NOMA, Pg )

Outage P

5| —*—Proposed MIMO-NOMA, P}
-0--MIMO-OMA, P Zl
-o- MIMO-OMA, P2,

. MIMO-OMA, P © Q Ny
the same effective channel gajiR’]7 .. ! 23 ‘ N |
’ 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
SNR in dB
B. Impact of Different System Parameters on Users Outage (b) M =6andN =3

Performance )
_2
In Figs.[3 and 4, usei’s outage performance achievedig- 2. Comparison to MIMO-OMAP1 ; targer = 1 —e 7, and

by the proposed MIMO-NOMA scheme is shown with difPs; target = 1 — 3*26#. Ri,; = 1BPCU andR,,; = 4 BPCU,V 1 <
ferent choices of the targeted data rates. Particularlygnwvhi = V-

power allocation policy | is used, Fidl 3 shows that the

outage probability curves achieved by the proposed MIMO-

NOMA transmission scheme match perfectly with those fenatch the simulation curves only at high SNR, which is due to
the targeted outage probability, which demonstrates that the fact that this approximation is obtained with the highRSN
proposed transmission scheme can strictly guarantee ti§e @gsumption. Another important observation from this figare
requirements at userin the long term. When power allocationthat the slope of the outage probability curve Ry, is larger
policy Il is used, Figi# demonstrates that the simulatisults than that ofP? ;, fori < j. This is because a larger diversity
match perfectly with the analytical results developedii)(2 gain can be obtained at thieth layer, compared to that at the
Therefore, the use of power allocation policX 1-” guarantegsth layer, as discussed in Rematkn Section TV-A.

that the outage probability at useris (1 —e » ), which  Fig.[8 demonstrates the outage performance at 2igéren
is equivalent to the outage performance for the case in whipbwer allocation policy Il is used. As shown in the figure, the
all the power is allocated to usér outage performance of us@rcan be improved by increasing

In Fig.[8, the outage probabilities at userare shown as the number of antennas at the base station or decreasing the
functions of the transmit SNR, when power allocation polictargeted data rates. An important observation from thisréigu
| is used. As can be observed from the figure, the curves fsrthat at high SNR, the slope of all the curves is the same,
the simulation results match perfectly with the ones for thehich means that the same diversity gain is achieved at all
analytical result developed ih ([39), which demonstrates thayers, regardless of the choice of the number of antennas at
accuracy of this exact expression for the outage probgbilithe base station. This confirms the analytical results dgesl
The curves for the approximation results developedid (40) Section[1V-B1, in which it is shown that the diversity



gain is one for all layers. In Fig7, the outage performance 10’
experienced by use&r with different power allocation policies
is compared. Particularly, this figure shows that the use ¢
power allocation policy | is preferable for usr since better
outage performance can be achieved. However, it is importa
to point out that the use of power allocation policy Il can
meet the QoS requirement of useinstantaneously as shown
in (I4), whereas power allocation policy | can only meet the

long term QoS requirement.

10

—e—P(1)1 - simulation

—a— P‘l’ , — simulation

Outage Probabilities

—m—Pg3 - simulation

P
O 1 target

P
B 71 2 target

_3 —* P1,3,target

Pl,i‘targetzpl

10 :
0 5 10 15

SNR in dB

Fig. 3. Outage perforz(nance at udewith powe

€1,i

N:3.P1:1—87 P ,andP2:1—37

R1,2 = 1.5 BPCU, ande_,g = 2 BPCU.

20 25 30

gUaIIocation policy IM =
€24
. Ry =1BPCU,

Outage Probabilities
2
o

R11:3 BPCU

R1'2 =3.5BPCU

R1,3 =4 BPCU|

—o— P‘; , - simulation
—a— P‘l’ , — simulation
o ) )
0 —— P1,3 - simulation Rl,l =0.5BPCU
o P‘; , — analytical R2=1 BPCU
, R13 =1.5BPCU
-o- P‘l’ , — analytical '
o _ !
- —0- P1,3 analytical ‘ ‘ ‘
0 5 10 15 20 2 30
SNR in dB

Fig. 4. Outage performance at usewith power allocation policy 1M =

N = 3. The analytical results are based pn](28).
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4 o .
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—&—Pj _, simulation

o ) . .
% O P2,1‘ analtyical results in (39) \/"/,
Pg ,» analtyical results in (39)

Outage Probabilities

.

Y Pgs, analtyical results in (39)

10| o Pg’l, approximation results in (40)
e

Pg > approximation results in (40)

ol Pg 4 approximation results in (40)

10 y
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

SNRin dB

Fig. 5. Outage perforgnance at uskewith p?ower allocation policy M =
€2,i

€14
, Ri,; = 1 BPCU, and
Ry ; = 2 BPCU. The analytical results are based [od (39) (40).

N=3Pi=1—-¢e 7 ,Py=1—¢ r

0 — — = =
—e—Pj),, M=6,N=3, R, =R, =1 BPCU,

0 — — = -
—&—P), M=6,N=3, R, =R, =1 BPCU,

0 — — - =
—*—P) , M=6,N=3, R, =R, =1 BPCU,

Outage Probabilities
=
o

10
0 — —_ — —
-0- P, M=3,N=3,R =R, =2 BPCU,
-o- P),, M=3,N=3, R, =R, =2 BPCU,
(0] o — —_ —
- -%- P}, M=3,N=3, R, =R, =2 BPCU, ‘ ‘

0 5 10 20 25 30

15
SNR in dB

Fig. 6. Outage performance at usewith power allocation policy Il.M =
N =3.

conditions are similar. Particularly, the precoding matras
been designed to degrade usereffective channel gains while
improving the signal strength at usr Two types of power
allocation policies have been developed to meet UseQo0S
requirement in a long and short term, respectively. Anadyti
and numerical results have also been provided to demoastrat
the advantages and disadvantages of the two power allacatio
policies. The outage performance at u8dras been analyzed
by using some bounding techniques, whereas an important
future direction is to find a closed-form expression for this
outage probability by applying the order statistics of the
diagonal elements of an inverse Wishart matrix.
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