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Abstract—In this paper, we investigate the worst-case ro-
bust beamforming design and resource block (RB) assignment
problem for total transmit power minimization of the central
controller while guaranteeing each robot’s transmission with
target number of data bits and within required ultra-low la-
tency and extremely high reliability. By using the property
of the independence of each robot’s beamformer design, we
can obtain the equivalent power control design form of the
original beamforming design. The binary RB mapping indicators
are transformed into continuous ones with additional ¢y-norm
constraints to promote sparsity on each RB. A novel non-
convex penalty (NCP) approach is applied to solve such ¢o-
norm constraints. Numerical results demonstrate the superiority
of the NCP approach to the well-known reweighted ¢/; method in
terms of the optimized power consumption, convergence rate and
robustness to channel realizations. Also, the impacts of latency,
reliability, number of transmit antennas and channel uncertainty
on the system performance are revealed.

Index Terms—URLLC, beamforming design, resource block
assignment, imperfect channel state information, non-convex
penalty.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the evolution into beyond 5G or 6G wireless networks,
there is a paradigm shift in the primary service objects of
networks from mobile phone users to massive low-power and
low-cost machines. Such machine-to-machine (M2M) com-
munication, popular in the Internet of things (IoT) network,
can be divided into two types: massive IoT applications and
critical IoT applications. As compared to massive connections
and maximum throughput oriented massive IoT applications,
critical IoT applications aim at ultra-reliable and low-latency
communication (URLLC) [1]]. More specifically, URLLC is
required to transmit short packets (e.g. 32 bytes) successfully
within ultra-low latency (e.g. user-plane latency 1 ms) and
with no less than 99.999% reliability (i.e. 10~° packet error
probability) [2].

In URLLC scenarios, the coding blocklength is short and
the decoding error probability becomes no longer negligible
even if the transmission rate is below the Shannon limit. In
this case, conventional resource allocation based on Shannon
capacity achieved with infinite blocklength codes is not opti-
mal, which necessitates the research on the resource allocation
and transmission scheme design under the finite blocklength
regime [3]. Meanwhile, the coupling of high-reliability and
low-latency renders such design very challenging. In addition,
most of the existing works consider such problems generally

assuming that the channel state information (CSI) can be
perfectly known at the transmitter. For example, [4] inves-
tigated the energy-efficient packet transmission problem for a
two-user non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) downlink
with heterogeneous latency constraints under the ideal CSI
assumption. In [5], the resource allocation problem for a secure
mission-critical IoT communication system with URLLC was
studied under strict assumption that all links’ CSI is available
at the transmitter. Actually, such solutions under ideal CSI
assumption can serve as a performance benchmark, but it is
not practical especially for URLLC scenarios.

Flexible new radio (NR) frame structure is proposed to
support the ultra-low latency requirement [6]. There comes
a critical challenge on resource and latency efficient schedul-
ing in URLLC-orthogonal frequency division multiple access
(OFDMA) systems. For example, a global optimal resource
allocation scheme for URLLC service was proposed in [7] by
jointly optimizing uplink and downlink. However, the global
optimal solution was based on the assumption that the channel
gain is the same even for different sub-channels. Resource
block (RB) assignment and power allocation problem of
single-cell multiple URLLC users with perfect and imperfect
CSI were examined in [8] and [9]], respectively. However, the
above works did not take the multiple antennas into account,
which plays a key role in improving the link quality and
reliability.

In this paper, we consider a smart factory scenario where a
central controller has to send critical control commands to its
serving robots with strict latency and reliability requirements.
Multiple-antenna technique is used in the central controller to
enhance the communication reliability. We investigate the total
transmit power minimization problem by jointly optimizing
RB assignment and power control design in the finite block-
length regime under the imperfect CSI assumption. The main
contributions of this paper are summarized as follows.

o A robust transmission scheme is proposed. By capturing
the property of the independence of each robot’s beam-
former design, we equivalently transform the original
beamforming design into a power control problem. In
view of the binary and sparse constraints on each RB,
we relax them into continuous variables and add £p-norm
constraints to guarantee the sparsity.

« A novel non-convex penalty (NCP) approach is applied to
tackle the /p-norm constraints. Further, a low-complexity



penalized successive convex approximation (SCA) based
iterative algorithm is proposed to efficiently solve the for-
mulated joint RB assignment and power control problem.

o Simulation results show the performance superiority of
NCP-based resource allocation to the reweighted ¢;
method and analyze the impacts of key factors like
latency, reliability, number of transmit antennas and chan-
nel uncertainty on the system performance.

II. SYSTEM AND CHANNEL UNCERTAINTY MODELS

A. System Model

Consider a smart factory scenario, where a central controller
equipped with NV, antennas has to send critical control com-
mands to K single-antenna robots indexed by k& € {1,..., K},
as shown in Fig. [I] The command packet with By, data bits
for the k-th robot has to be successfully transmitted within Dy,
OFDM symbols and with packet error probability €5, Vk. We
assume the requirements {Bk,Dk,sk}szl are known at the
central controller. The fundamental scheduling resource unit
is a RB, which is composed of 12 subcarriers in the frequency
domain and 1 OFDM symbol in the time domain [8]]. Denote
the number of RBs and OFDM symbols for scheduling by M
and N, respectively. Since one packet can be transmitted over
multiple RBs, we define a binary variable ¢,,,x € {0,1} to
indicate the RB mapping. If the RB m in OFDM symbol n is
allocated to robot k, we have ¢,,,,;; = 1, otherwise ¢pnr = 0,
where m € {1,...,M}, n € {1,...,N}. We assume that
each RB can be allocated to at most one robot, which can be
characterized by
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Fig. 1. Multi-robot downlink URLLC transmission in a smart factory scenario.

B. Channel Uncertainty Modeling

Under the quasi-static block fading channel assumption, the
received signal of user k in the RB m and OFDM symbol n
can be expressed as

Ymnk = ¢mnkh£nkwmnkdmnk + Zmnk; (2)

where h,,,,,, € CM is the channel realization, Wi, € CVt
is the transmit beamforming vector, d,,,; denotes the inde-
pendent complex data symbol with power normalized to be
unit, and 2,,,% is the zero mean circular symmetric complex
Gaussian noise with variance 2.

However, owing to practical limitations such as channel
mismatch and quantization error, perfect CSI is not available
at the central controller. This is true especially for the mission-
critical scenarios where the transmission time interval (TTI) is
very short and the time for channel training is highly restricted.
In such situation, the channel realization h,,,,,. can be modeled
as [10]]

hmnk = hmnk + €mnk, Vm, n, ka (3)
where flmnk € CNt denotes the channel estimate, €, €
C™+ is the channel estimation error which lies in a bounded
set gmnk = {emnk : ||emnk||% < 572nnk}

Under this bounded CSI error model, if the packet towards
robot k is transmitted in RB m and OFDM symbol n, the
worst-case received signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the k-th
robot is given by

. H 2

2

min
emnkEEmnk g

Pmnk= avmana k. (4)

III. POWER EFFICIENT SCHEDULING AND BEAMFORMING

The typical characteristics of URLLC traffic are short-
packet transmission, ultra-low latency and ultra-high relia-
bility. The famous Polyanskiy-Poor-Verdu bound is a tight
normal approximation to characterize the maximum achievable
rate of short packets under AWGN channel conditions in the
finite blocklength regime [11]. Then it has been extended to
fading channels [12]. Based on the Polyanskiy-Poor-Verdu
bound and the joint channel coding scheme where one packet
is encoded over all scheduled RBs, we characterize the worst-
case maximum number of received data bits R of the k-th
robot by

M N
n=1

m=1

M N _1
- Z Z ¢mnkvmnkQ17(€k)7 (5)
m=1n=1 n2

where Ve = 1 — (1 + ppni) 2 is the channel dis-
persion, Q@ !(g) is the inverse of Q-fucntion Q(ex) =
f: \/%e*tz/ 2dt. In this paper, we adopt the approximation
'mnk ~ 1 based on the following two considerations: 1) the
approximation is accurate enough when the received SNR is
high enough, e.g. 3 dB, as adopted in the current research
works [3 [13]]; 2) this approximation actually serves as a lower
bound of Ry, which results in a more stringent requirement.
In this paper, we are interested in the worst-case robust
beamforming design and RB assignment problem under the
finite blocklength regime. The objective is to minimize the to-
tal transmit power of the central controller while guarantee the



specified QoS requirements { By, Dy, ex}i_, with imperfect
CSI, which is given by

K M N
P1: mln Ptot = Z Z Z ¢mnk||Wmnk||2 (6a)
k=1m=1n=1
s.t. Rp > By, VEk, (6b)
¢mnk € {O,l},Vm,n,k, (6C)
K
> Gk < 1,¥m,n, (6d)
Omnk = 0,Yn > Dy, Vm, k, (6e)
||Wmnk||§§¢mnkpmaxavmanak; (6f)

where ® = {@nk, Vm,n, k} is the set of binary scheduling
variables and W = {w i, Vm, n, k} is the set of beamform-
ing vectors. The constraint (6b) means that for any robot k, the
received number of data bits Ry, has to reach the target payload
demand of Bj, information bits under all possible CSI errors.
Towards this end, we have to implement the worst-cast design.
Constraints and (6d) require that each RB is allocated
to at most one robot. The delay requirement that the packet
towards robot k£ has to be successfully transmitted within Dy,
OFDM symbols is given by (6e). The constraint (6f) is the
maximum transmit power constraint and guarantees that the
corresponding power of beamformer is zero if ¢pnr = 0.

The problem P1 is a mixed-integer non-convex problem.
Its main challenges lie in the binary scheduling variables, the
coupling structure of optimization variables, and the infinite
number of strictly non-convex constraints due to the channel
uncertainty in (6b). In general, this problem is NP-hard and
seeking for the globally optimal solution by exhaustive search
method will lead to extremely high computational complexity.
Hence, it is necessary to develop a low-complexity algorithm
to approximately solve the problem P1 such that the robust
beamforming design and RB assignment can be efficiently
performed.

IV. ROBUST TRANSMISSION DESIGN

In this section, we propose a robust transmission scheme
to obtain an at least sub-optimal solution for the problem
P1. First, by virtue of the binary nature of scheduling vari-
ables, we introduce a slack variable to replace the coupled
term QpynkWmnk. Furthermore, based on the independence
of each robot’s beamformer design, we present Lemma [I]
to equivalently transform the original beamforming design
problem into a power control problem. Eventually, ¢y-norm
constraints are added to guarantee the sparsity scheduling
when binary scheduling variables are relaxed into continuous
ones. A novel NCP approach is applied to deal with such ;-
norm constraints.

Now, let us proceed to the details. In view of the coupled
nature of variables ¢, and Wy,, in the problem P1, we
introduce a slack variable s,,,,,x to replace @,k Wmnk- Thus,

from (B)), the maximum number of received data bits can be
equivalently expressed as

B3T3 b o, (1+222) - VR E )
m=1n=1
where Iy = M SN 6,,., and
~ H 2
‘ (hmnk + emnk> Smnk
min . 3

emnk EEmnk 0'2

Pmnk =
Accordingly, the total transmit power of the central controller

can be alternatively given by

K M

ptot - Z Z Z ||smnk||2 (9)

k=1m=1n=1

Based on the above transformations, the problem P1 can be
reformulated as

pP2: Iggl Dtot (10a)
s.t. Ry > By, Vk, (10b)
Smnklls < Gmnk Puax, Ym, n, k, (10¢)

— (69, (10d)

where S = {Smnk, Y, n, k}.

Now, the key challenge of the problem P2 is to tackle the
infinite number of strictly non-convex constraints in and
binary variable constraints in (6c).

First, for a given set of CSI estimation errors
{€mnk,Ym,n, k}, the constraint is highly intractable.
Note that Ry, is strictly increasing in p,,,%. Thus, a standard
routine [14]] is to introduce an auxiliary variable as the lower
bound of p,,,k, and then apply S-procedure to equivalently
convert this constraint into a linear matrix inequality (LMI)
constraint. Through some optimization techniques such as
SCA and semidefinite relaxation (SDR), we can eventually
transform the original problem into a semidefinite program
(SDP). However, it is well-known that the complexity of
SDP is relatively high. Hence, in this work, by exploiting
the property of the independence of each robot’s beamformer
design, we simplify the original beamforming design into
a power control design. More specifically, it is depicted in
Lemma Il

Lemma 1. The worst-case pmni of P2 is given by
A 2
Pmnk (Hhmnk||2 - 6mnk>

Pmnk = o2 ’

(11

with

h
* mnk
mnk — VPmnk = ;

||h7rmk||2

s 12)

where pmnr > 0 is the power of the beamformer

Smnk, VM, n, k.

Proof. From (7), one can readily observe that Ry, is strictly



increasing in py,n%, wWhich clearly indicates that for any fixed-
power beamformer, say, ||Synk||3 = Pmnk, the optimal beam-
former to P2 should be designed to maximize the achievable
worst-case SNR, namely,

Smnk = argmax  pPmnk

Smnk (13)
2 _
s.t. ||Smnk||2 = Pmnk,
for all m,n, k.
Based on the max-min property, we have
. ~ H 2
max min (hm,nk + em,nk) Smnk
Smnk €mnk
S énin gnax ’(hmnk + emnk)Hsmnk (14&)
mnk Smnk
= eHllIl pmnk” mnk + emnk”z (14b)
2
= Pmnk (HhmnkHQ - 5mnk) 5 (140)

where holds with Synk = 8% 0 2 /Drank (Rynnk +

Cont)/ IRk + €mnill2, while (T3B) holds with e, =
ek = —Omnihmnk/|Nmnkl|2. And we can easily show that
the equality in (I3)) holds true with S, = sZ,.., and €, =

This completes the proof. O

mnk

Therefore, let us consider the following equivalent problem
of P2:

K M N
. o~ A
P3: %1’171)1 DPtot = Z Z menk (15a)
k=1m=1n=1
Z Z (bmnk 10g2 (]_ + gmnkpmnk>
m=1n=1 d)mnk
—1
) o s
In2
0 S Pmnk S (bmnkpmax,vwl, n, ]{;7 (150)
B (15d)

where P = {pmnk, Vm n, k} is the set of powers and gmnk =

(I s
Note that the constraint (I5b) is in the form of difference-
of-concave function. By the first-order Taylor approximation

of the concave functlon Vi, we can obtain a locally tight

k+l

upper bound s where l,(c is the value of [ in the ith
fIG

k
iteration. Based on this approximation, the constraint (I3b)
can be approximated by a convex one as

Z Z Dmnk 1Og2 (1 + gmnkpmnk)

m=1n=1 ¢mnk

e +1) Q (ew)
Q) In2
k

> By, Vk. (16)

Next, let us deal with the binary variables ¢,,,%, Vm, n, k.
We first relax them into continuous ones, i.e., Qpnk €

[0,1],Vm,n, k. Considering the requirement that each RB is
allocated to at most one robot, we have the constraints

H¢mn”0 < lavman7 (17)

to guarantee this sparsity requirement on each RB, where
¢mn € Rf is defined as ¢mn = [d)mnla t 7¢mnK]T- For
the £y-norm constraint, reweighted ¢; is a well-known method
by converting this £y3-norm constraint into a weighted ¢;-norm
constraint in each iteration [15]. Here, we adopt a novel NCP
approach to get the sparse scheduling solutions [[16]. To be
more specific, the principle of the NCP approach is as follows.
For any vector x € R", it has at most one non-zero entry if
and only if

Ixlle = Ixll6, 1 <a<b, (18)

where || - ||, and | - || represent {,-norm and {-norm,
respectively. Moreover, we have

Ix[la = lIxll5, 1 <a<b, (19)

by adding a power exponent v > 0. So the constraint can
be expressed in the following equivalent form

bmnlla =
mnllq —

In general, ||@nn |2 — ||@mnll; > 0 always holds for some a, b
with 1 < a < b. In this paper, we consider a smooth penalty
by choosing a = 1,b = 2,v = 2.

To promote the sparsity that ¢,,, has at most one non-zero
entry, we add a penalty term to the objective function, which
is given by

[émnlly, 1 <a<b. (20)

Z Z Bl —

m=1n=1

2y

where A > 0 is a penalty factor. Note that the penalty term
is in the form of difference-of-convex function. To render
the objective function convex, we apply the first-order Taylor
approximation to the convex function ||@,,,||3, which is given
by

mn — 65,113, (22)

6l ~2 (850) &

where ¢ is the value of ¢,,,, in the ith iteration. Hence, the
penalty term can be correspondingly approximated by

ZZ(%nl 2 (60) b +16015).

m=1n=1
(23)

Based on this NCP approach, we have the following penal-
ized convex problem

F(Pmn) =

P4 : %1179 ﬁtot + ‘T'.(¢mn) (24&)
s.t. 0 < G < 1,Vm,n, k, (24b)
@ - a a@' (24C)

According to the preceding analysis, now we propose a
penalized SCA based iterative algorithm to solve the problem
P1. The algorithm is summarized in Algorithm |1} Note that



Algorithm 1 : Penalized SCA based Algorithm for Solving P1

1: Initialize iteration index ¢ = 0, feasible ¢>52)nk,

penalty factor 2O >0, n > 1, tolerance € > 0.

Vm,n, k, initial

: Caleulate IV = M SN 6O v,
: repeat
Sett =1+ 1.

Obtain {@mnk, Pmnk } by solving P4 and restore ﬁéf})t

Update ¢\ = ¢k, Vm, n, k.
Update ll(ci) = Zrl\le 27]:7:1 ¢'(rril)nk7Vk'
Update A = pAG—D),

9: umtil [, — 57| < € and F(pmn) < €.
10: Output ¢,y and po,n for all m,n, k.

S A

a sequence of the penalized problem P4 can be efficiently
solved, which can yield a stationary-point solution of the prob-
lem P1 after convergence [16]]. Based on the solutions @, P,
we can easily recover the beamformer w,,;, of the original
problem P1 by /pronsBimnk/|[Bmnkl|2 for all m,n, k.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present some numerical results to eval-
vate the performance of the proposed robust transmission
scheme.

In the simulation, d; in meter denotes the distance from the
controller to the robot k. We set di = 100,dy = 240,d3 =
180, d4 = 300. The small-scale fading components of all chan-
nel estimates are assumed to be independent and identically
distributed circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random
variables with zero mean and unit variance. We generate 100
channel realizations and take their average as the simulation
result. Other parameters are listed in Table[I] unless otherwise
specified.

TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

Symbol Parameter Value

K Number of robots 4

M Number of RBs 10

N Number of OFDM symbols 6

Ny Number of transmit antennas 2

Prax Maximum transmit power 30 dBm

w Each RB bandwidth 180 kHz

ex=¢,Vk Packet error probability 10-6

By, =B,Vk Number of data bits 40

52 CSI error bound 0.01

Dy, Vk Delay of robots D1=D2=2, D3=3, D4=4
Ny Noise power spectral density —173 dBm/Hz

PLy Path loss model (dB) 35.3 4 37.6log(dk)
@) Initial penalty factor 0.001

n Scaling factor 1.8

I3 Parameter in reweighted ¢;  0.01

Fig. 2] compares the performance of NCP and reweighted
{1 in terms of power consumption and convergence rate. As
can be seen from Fig. |Zka), under 100 channel realizations,
the performance of NCP-based robust resource allocation is
always the same or superior to the reweighted ¢; method.
Moreover, in Fig. |Zkb), the convergence rate of NCP is
significantly faster than that of reweighted ¢;, which is an
extremely important factor for the delay-sensitive applications

] —+—NCP
34l —a—reweighted £,

(watt)

Ptot

0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Channel realization index

(a) Ptot under 100 channel realizations

——NCP
—a—reweighted /;

120

Number of iterations

0O 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Channel realization index

(b) Number of iterations under 100 channel
realizations

Fig. 2. Performance comparison between NCP and reweighted ¢;.
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|
\

—o- A0 =0.0001,7 =18

2.66
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Fig. 3. Convergence performance of the NCP-based algorithm under different
values of A(9) and 7.

especially for URLLC scenarios. In addition, the convergence
performance of the NCP-based algorithm is more robust to
channel realizations than that of the reweighted ¢; method.

Fig. 3] presents the convergence performance of the NCP ap-
proach under different values of the initial penalty factor A(®)
and scaling factor 7. Note that the power initially decreases
then increases and finally remains constant. The reason is that
in the first few iterations, the penalty factor is small ({y-norm
constraints do not work), so the total transmit power po Will
be reduced; as the number of iterations increases, the penalty
factor becomes larger, and ¢p-norm constraints begin to work,
forcing the variable ® to be sparse, so piot Starts to increase,
and eventually becomes stable. In addition, the initial values
of A\(9) and 7 result in different convergence performance, but
they can all converge quickly.

In Fig. @ we plot the required total transmit power Dot
versus packet error probability ¢ for different values of Ny, §2



| N, =2,6°=0.05
45 Ny=2 N, =2,6=0.01| ]
A N, =4, =0.05| |
- %N, = 4,02 =0.01

05 . .
10 108 107 10® 10° 10 10°

€

(a) Effect of Ny and 62 with fixed D1 = 2

—o—D; =2,0°=0.05

15F

1
10 10 107 10 10° 10 10°

(b) Effect of D1 and 62 with fixed Ny = 2

Fig. 4. Prot, versus e for different values of Ny, 62 and Dj.

and D;. As expected, piot monotonically decreases with the
increase of allowable packet error probability €. Also, the
increase of the number of transmit antennas, the improvement
of channel estimation accuracy and the relaxation of the
delay requirement can reduce the total power consumption.
Among them, the number of transmit antennas dominates the
impact on power consumption. In Fig. ff(a), we note that as
Ny increases, the impact of the channel estimation error 52
on Pyot becomes significantly small. This is due to the fact
that more diversity gain provided by multiple antennas can
compensate the effect of the imperfect channel estimation.
This demonstrates that multiple antennas play a critical role for
communication reliability, thereby reducing power consump-
tion. In Fig. f[b), there is an interesting finding that the solid
line labeled with Dy = 2,62 = 0.01 nearly coincides with the
dashed line labeled with D; = 4,62 = 0.05. This indicates
that the impact of shortening the delay to half can be offset
by increasing the accuracy of channel estimation to 5 times
the original, which provides some interesting insights for the
future URLLC research.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose a robust power-efficient RB assign-
ment scheme to guarantee each robot’s URLLC requirements
in a MISO-OFDMA system. The formulated mixed-integer
robust design problem is resolved in two steps. For the worst-
case SNR caused by the channel uncertainty, we leverage
the property of the independence of each robot’s beamformer
design, and thereby obtain an equivalent joint design problem
of power control and RB assignment. For the binary RB
indicator constraints, we propose a novel NCP approach to

guarantee the sparsity on each RB. The proposed penalized
SCA based algorithm can yield a stationary-point solution.
Numerical results show that the performance of NCP-based
resource scheduling is always the same or superior to the well-
known reweighted ¢; method. Also, NCP performs much faster
than reweighted ¢; and is more robust to channel realizations.
We also investigate the impacts of latency, reliability, number
of transmit antennas and channel uncertainty on the system
performance, which shed some light on the zero-delay URLLC
under 6G. The cases of robust MIMO-URLLC transmission
and efficient prediction of channels and traffic for near-zero
latency by machine learning will be studied in the future work.
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