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Abstract

Visible light communication (VLC) is envisioned as a core component of future wireless communi-

cation networks due to, among others, the huge unlicensed bandwidth it offers and the fact that it does

not cause any interference to existing radio frequency (RF) communication systems. In order to take

advantage of both RF and VLC, most research on their coexistence has focused on hybrid designs where

data transmission to any user could originate from either an RF or a VLC access point (AP). However,

hybrid RF/VLC systems fail to exploit the distinct transmission characteristics (e.g., susceptibility of

VLC transmissions to blockages, limited field-of-view of VLC APs and receivers, more coverage and

better reliability of RF systems, etc.) of RF and VLC systems to fully reap the benefits they can offer.

Aggregated RF/VLC systems, in which any user can be served simultaneously by both RF and VLC

APs, have recently emerged as a more promising and robust design for the coexistence of RF and VLC

systems. To this end, this paper, for the first time, investigates AP assignment, subchannel allocation

(SA), and transmit power allocation (PA) to optimize the energy efficiency (EE) of aggregated RF/VLC

systems while considering the effects of interference and VLC line-of-sight link blockages. A novel

and challenging EE optimization problem is formulated for which an efficient joint solution based on

alternating optimization is developed. More particularly, an energy-efficient AP assignment algorithm

based on matching theory is proposed. Then, a low-complexity SA scheme that allocates subchannels to

users based on their channel conditions is developed. Finally, an effective PA algorithm is presented by

utilizing the quadratic transform approach and a multi-objective optimization framework. Extensive

simulation results reveal that: 1) the proposed joint AP assignment, SA, and PA solution obtains

significant EE, sum-rate, and outage performance gains with low complexity, and 2) the aggregated

RF/VLC system provides considerable performance improvement compared to hybrid RF/VLC systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Visible light communication (VLC) has attracted significant research interest and is expected

to be a key component of future communication systems [1]. VLC, a communication technology

that uses frequencies in the visible light spectrum, offers a vast amount of license-free bandwidth,

high security due to the poor penetration of visible light signals, and relatively lower power con-

sumption since the same power is used for the dual-purpose of illumination and communication.

VLC uses readily available light sources such as light emitting diodes (LEDs) as transmitters

and the receivers are equipped with photodetectors (PDs). Data transmission is achieved in VLC

systems via intensity modulation at the transmitter side and direct detection at the receiver side.

Like other high-frequency communication technologies (e.g., terahertz and millimeter-wave),

signal propagation at such frequencies is short-range and highly susceptible to blockages. Hence,

successful signal transmission in VLC requires a direct line-of-sight (LoS) path between the

transmitter and the receiver. The inherent characteristics of visible light signals promote a

mutually beneficial co-existence of VLC and radio frequency (RF) communication systems.

More particularly, RF communication systems cannot support the ongoing rapid increase in

demand for capacity due to the limited available radio spectrum in the sub-6 GHz band and

the rising costs of installation and maintenance of RF cell sites. Hence, the co-existence of

VLC and RF communication systems allows the combination of the former’s high-speed data

transmission and the latter’s ubiquitous connectivity. It also provides a promising solution to the

potential connectivity issues (resulting from blockages and users being in dead zones) in VLC.

The design of communication systems that allow the co-existence of VLC and RF systems

can be realized in two main ways, namely, hybrid RF/VLC systems [2]–[18] and aggregated

RF/VLC systems [19]–[26]. The former realizes signal transmission to any user via a VLC

or an RF link, while the latter utilizes both VLC and RF links simultaneously to serve any

user. However, the challenging problems of access point (AP) assignment due to the mixture

of heterogeneous APs and the efficient allocation of transmit power and bandwidth resources

arise in such communication systems [1], [3], [8]. Specifically, the APs and receivers in VLC

systems have limited field-of-view (FoV), affecting the strength of any received signal. As

a result, the closest AP might no longer provide the strongest channel gain [27]. Moreover,

network densification is expected to continue to play a vital role in the next generation of

communication networks. This dense deployment can cause severe overlapping of the coverage

areas, resulting in strong interference effects. Furthermore, the co-existence of RF/VLC systems
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will be characterized by multiple heterogeneous layers (e.g., macrocell, picocell, femtocell, and

optical attocell layers) with different coverage sizes and operating characteristics [2]. Hence,

developing highly scalable and novel AP assignment and resource management schemes that

can exploit the distinguishing characteristics of RF and VLC systems is of utmost importance.

A number of studies have been carried out to tackle the AP assignment problem and/or the

resource management issue in hybrid RF/VLC systems under various objectives such as sum-

rate [2]–[9], spectral efficiency [10]–[12], power consumption [13]–[16], and energy efficiency

(EE) [12], [17], [18]. Unlike hybrid RF/VLC systems, few papers have considered the problem

of resource allocation in aggregated RF/VLC systems and none has studied the AP assignment

problem. The authors in [25] investigated EE maximization via subchannel allocation (SA) and

power allocation (PA) for an orthogonal frequency division multiple access (OFDMA)-based

software-defined aggregated RF/VLC system with multiple RF and VLC APs. However, the

authors made the simplifying assumption that the multiple LED arrays transmit the same signal

simultaneously and, as a result, ignored any inter-cell interference (ICI) effects. In [19], the

problem of transmit power optimization to maximize the achievable rate was investigated for an

aggregated RF/VLC system with one VLC AP, one RF AP, and one user. In [20], the authors

optimized the transmit power and bandwidth allocation to maximize the EE of an aggregated

system, with a single RF AP and a single VLC AP, that serves multiple users. By leveraging the

bonding technique in the Linux operating system, the design and real-time implementation of an

aggregated system were explored in [21], [22]. The authors focused on a system with one RF AP,

one VLC AP, and multiple users and provided a theoretical analysis of the average system delay.

The authors in [23] studied the EE maximization problem by optimizing the transmit power of

an aggregated system with a single user, a single RF AP, and multiple VLC APs. In [24], the

authors investigated the joint optimization of the discrete constellation input distribution and PA

to maximize the achievable rate of an aggregated system with a single user, a single LED, and

one RF antenna. The study in [26] explored the PA optimization problem for an aggregated

RF/VLC system with a single RF AP, multiple VLC APs, and multiple users. However, the

authors made the simplifying assumption that the coverage regions of the VLC APs do not

overlap and, consequently, did not consider ICI effects.

None of the studies mentioned above on aggregated RF/VLC systems (i.e., [19]–[26]) consider

the design and optimization of such a system with multiple APs and users with ICI for both

the RF and VLC systems. Indoor environments are typically equipped with multiple LEDs
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with overlapping coverage areas to guarantee uniform illumination. Moreover, the overlapping

illumination areas ensure seamless connectivity in VLC systems. The performance of aggregated

RF/VLC systems with multiple APs (i.e., multiple RF and VLC APs) will suffer from ICI effects.

Besides, the LoS blockage problem in VLC systems needs to be considered in optimizing the

usage of any available resources and the performance analysis of aggregated RF/VLC systems.

This is important since the proposed approaches in [19]–[26] are not applicable to aggregated

RF/VLC systems with multiple APs. Moreover, none of the above-mentioned papers considered

the problems of AP assignment, SA, and transmit PA to optimize the EE of aggregated RF/VLC

systems.

This paper investigates the EE optimization of aggregated RF/VLC systems equipped with

multiple RF and VLC APs serving multiple users, taking into account ICI effects and LoS

blockages. The main contributions are summarized as follows:

• We consider an aggregated RF/VLC system composed of a single macrocell AP and multiple

VLC and picocell APs, that serves multiple users. Under the electrical transmit power

budgets for the APs and users’ minimum quality-of-service (QoS) requirements, we study

the joint optimization problem of AP assignment, SA, and transmit PA, while considering

the effects of LoS blockages in the VLC systems and ICI in both communication systems.

This aims to maximize the EE of the aggregated RF/VLC system. To the best of the authors’

knowledge, this is the first time that such an EE optimization problem and constraint sets

have been considered for an aggregated RF/VLC system.

• The formulated design problem turns out to be a challenging non-convex optimization

problem. To handle the non-convexity efficiently, the joint problem is decomposed into

three subproblems, for which we propose a three-stage alternating solution technique. In

the first stage, we exploit matching theory (MT) to assign users to APs while considering

any ICI and blockage effects as well as the transmit power budgets of the APs. Then, in

the second stage, each AP allocates its subchannels to the assigned users according to the

quality of the channel condition. Finally, the APs optimize the transmit PA on the allocated

subchannels such that the users’ QoS requirements and the APs’ transmit power budgets

are satisfied while reducing any impact from blockages and ICI. For the transmit power

optimization, the quadratic transform approach is first used to express the terms of the

signal-to-interference plus noise ratio (SINR) into non-fractional forms. Then with a fixed

AP assignment and SA, the formulated EE optimization problem is recast as an equivalent
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multi-objective optimization problem (MOOP). We propose a solution for the MOOP based

on the ǫ-constraint method to obtain the globally optimal solution.

• Finally, we demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed alternating solution for the joint

problem and compare it with existing schemes and a hybrid RF/VLC system. Moreover,

we also investigate the impact of LoS blockages and users’ QoS requirements on the EE

performance of the aggregated RF/VLC system.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. The considered system model as well as

the channel models for the VLC and RF communication links are introduced and described in

Section II. The proposed joint AP assignment, SA, and transmit PA optimization problem for

aggregated RF/VLC systems is formulated and discussed in Section III. The proposed energy-

efficient AP assignment and SA solutions are detailed in Section IV, and the proposed solution

for the PA subproblem is presented in Section V. Section VI presents and analyzes the simulation

results. Finally, Section VII summarizes the work.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Aggregated RF/VLC Systems

Figure 1 illustrates the three-tier network model for the considered aggregated RF/VLC system.

In this figure, the macro base station (MBS), also called a macrocell AP, provides blanket

coverage for all users in the network. The pico base stations (PBSs), also called picocell APs,

provide smaller coverages such as hotspot areas, while the VLC APs are used exclusively for

indoor data transmission. According to [2], such a network model involving the coexistence of

RF and VLC systems provides several potential benefits that include: (i) high security induced by

the poor penetration of the VLC signals; (ii) high total network capacity by employing picocell

and VLC APs; (iii) high EE by realizing illumination and data transmission simultaneously in

the VLC system; and (iv) reduced interference since the RF and VLC systems use different

spectral bands.

The set of RF and VLC APs are denoted by K = {0, . . . , k . . . , |K| − 1} and

V = {1, . . . , v . . . , |V|}, respectively, where the index k = 0 represents the macrocell AP and

|·| is the cardinality of a set. The RF and VLC APs employ the OFDMA scheme [28], [29].

The macrocell and the picocell APs use different sets of subchannels to avoid cross–tier ICI.

However, the same subchannels are reused among all picocell APs and, as a result, there is

co-tier ICI. The OFDMA subchannels for the macrocell and picocell APs are represented by

the set N = {1, . . . , n, . . . , |N |} and M = {1, . . . , m, . . . , |M|}, respectively. Each VLC AP
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Fig. 1: Network model of a three–tier heterogeneous network.

in any indoor environment consists of an array of LEDs, and all attocells reuse the same set of

subchannels. Hence, there is the occurrence of ICI in places where the illumination coverage of

the VLC APs overlap. The VLC subchannels are represented by the set Q = {1, . . . , q, . . . , |Q|}.

The network serves J users, represented by the set J = {1, . . . , j, . . . , |J |}, with multi-homing

capability that allows any user to aggregate resources from RF and VLC APs, simultaneously.

The users are uniformly and randomly distributed within the macrocell. A block diagram of

signal transmission and reception in the downlink for any user with multi-homing capability is

depicted in Fig. 2. In this figure, the message signal is transmitted simultaneously via the RF

and VLC APs assigned to the user, where the signal s1 is a real signal and s2 is a complex

signal for the VLC and RF links, respectively. The user’s receiver comprises a single PD, with

a transconductance amplifier (TCA) that converts the current output from the PD to voltage,

and a single RF antenna for receiving the independently transmitted signal over the VLC and

RF links, respectively. It is assumed in this work that the channel state information is known at

the APs, and there are backhaul links between the macrocell AP and all the other APs for the

reliable exchange of channel state information. The channel state information can be collected

in the following way. Each AP broadcasts pilot signals to all users. Then, each user estimates

the channel state information and sends it to the related AP via a feedback channel. Finally, all

the APs send the channel state information to a centralized control unit (CCU).

B. Channel Model

1) RF Channel: The channel power gain between user j and the macrocell AP on subchannel

n can be expressed as

Gn
0,j = 10−

L(d0,j)+Ψ+Γ+Xσ[dB]

10 , (1)
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Fig. 2: Block diagram of data transmission in an aggregated RF/VLC system.

where L (·) denotes the distance-dependent pathloss given by [30]:

L (d0,j) = 128.1 + 37.6log10 (d0,j) , (2)

with d0,j being the distance between user j and the macrocell AP in km, Ψ is the penetration

loss which is defined as Ψ = 0dB for outdoor users and Ψ = 20 dB+0.5d for any indoor user,

with d being a distance parameter in m that takes an independent uniform random value from

[0,min (25, d0,j)]. The parameters Γ and Xσ represent the multipath fading and the log-normal

shadowing standard deviation, respectively.

The channel power gain between user j and picocell k, k 6= 0 on subchannel m is

Gm
k,j = 10−

L(dk,j)+Ψ+Γ+Xσ[dB]

10 , (3)

where

L (dk,j) = 140.7 + 36.7log10 (dk,j) , (4)

with dk,j being the distance between user j and the AP k, and Ψ = 23 dB + 0.5d for any

indoor user served by any picocell AP with d being a distance parameter with value from

[0,min (25, dk,j)].

2) VLC Channel: Only the LoS paths are considered as, according to [20], the non-LoS signals

degrade significantly and may result in unsuccessful data transmissions. The LoS channel power

gain between user j and the VLC AP v on subchannel q can be expressed as follows:

Gq
v,j = ρqv,j

APD(m1+1)

2πd2v,j
cosm1 (φv,j)T (ψv,j)G (ψv,j) cos (ψv,j) , (5)

where ρqv,j is the probability of LoS availability (i.e., the probability that there is no obstacle

in the communication link) between AP v and user j on subchannel q, APD is the physical

area of the PD, m1 is the order of the Lambertian emission which is calculated as m1 =
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−log2
(

cos
(

φ1/2

))−1
, with φ1/2 as the LED’s semi-angle at half power, φv,j represents the AP v

irradiance angle to user j, ψv,j is the angle of incidence of AP v to user j, T (ψv,j) is the gain

of the optical filter, and G (ψv,j) = f 2/sin2ψFoV, 0 ≤ ψv,j ≤ ψFoV, represents the gain of the

non-imaging concentrator, where f and ψFoV denote the refractive index and FoV, respectively.

C. Achievable Rates

Shannon’s capacity formula for additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channels is used to

represent the achievable data rate on any RF link for mathematical tractability in this work.

Based on this equation, the achievable downlink rate on subchannel n of the macrocell AP for

user j is calculated as

Rn
0,j = BRF log2

(

1 +
pn0,j
∣

∣Gm
0,j

∣

∣

2

NRFBRF

)

, (6)

where BRF is the subchannel bandwidth, pn0,j is the transmit power allocated to user j on

subchannel n, and NRF is the power spectral density of AWGN at the RF receiver. Similarly,

the downlink rate on subchannel m of picocell AP k for user j is given by

Rm
k,j = BRF log2






1 +

pmk,j
∣

∣Gm
k,j

∣

∣

2

∑

j′ 6=j

∑

k′ 6=k

pmk′,j′
∣

∣Gm
k′,j

∣

∣

2
+NRFBRF






, k 6= 0, (7)

where pmk,j is the transmit power from picocell AP k to user j on the subchannel m, and j′ and

k′ denote other users and picocell APs that reuse the same subchannel m, respectively.

In optical wireless communication systems in general, and VLC systems in particular, there

is no suitable closed-form channel capacity formula. Thus, the following tight lower bound on

the achievable data rate for user j on subchannel q of the VLC AP v is used [9], [31]

Rq
v,j = ρqv,jBVLC log2






1 +

exp(1)

2π

pqv,j
(

RPDG
q
v,j

)2

∑

j′ 6=j

∑

v′ 6=v

pqv′,j′
(

RPDG
q
v′,j

)2
+NVLCBVLC






, (8)

where BVLC is the subchannel bandwidth, pqv,j is the electrical transmit power from VLC AP v

to user j on the VLC subchannel q, v′ ranges over other VLC APs that reuse subchannel q to

serve other users, denoted as j′, and NVLC is the power spectral density of AWGN at the PD.

According to the block diagram in Fig. 2 for data transmission in aggregated RF/VLC system,

the achievable data rate of user j is given as

Rj =
∑

∀v

∑

∀q

Rq
v,j +

∑

∀k,k 6=0

∑

∀m

Rm
k,j +

∑

∀n

Rn
0,j , (9)

DRAFT June 6, 2022



9

and the sum of the achievable rates in the three-tier heterogeneous network is calculated as

RT =
∑

∀j

Rj . The total transmit power allocated to user j is given by

Pj =
∑

∀v

∑

∀q

pqv,j +
∑

∀k,k 6=0

∑

∀m

pmk,j +
∑

∀n

pn0,j, (10)

where the first, second, and third summation terms represent the total power consumed by the

VLC, the picocell, and the macrocell APs, respectively. The total transmit power used to serve

all users in the entire network is calculated as

PT = PPBS (|K| − 1) + PMBS + PVLC (|V|) +
∑

∀j

Pj , (11)

where PPBS, PMBS, and PVLC denote the circuit power consumption for any picocell, macrocell,

and VLC AP, respectively.

III. ENERGY EFFICIENCY (EE) MAXIMIZATION PROBLEM

The efficiency of any system is a measurable quantity determined by the ratio of its output

to input. In the system model presented in Fig. 1, efficiency can be seen as the extent to which

the RF and VLC APs are assigned among the users, the available subchannels are allocated

to the users, and the available transmit power to the RF and VLC APs are utilized to provide

users with at least their required data rates. To that end, the EE [in bit/Joule] can be defined as

the ratio of the amount of data transmitted to the amount of power consumed in the network.

The considered EE maximization problem via the joint optimization of AP assignment, SA, and

transmit PA can be formulated as in (12). Under this formulation, the variables to be optimized

are the AP assignment vector x, the SA vector s, the transmit PA vector p, and the outage

vector a, where user j is said to be in an outage (i.e., aj = 0) if that user is not assigned any

subchannel and aj = 1 means otherwise. Specifically, the AP assignment variables xk,j and xv,j

denote the assignment of RF AP k to user j and that of VLC AP v to user j, respectively. The

SA variables smk,j , s
n
0,j , and sqv,j indicate the assignment of subchannel m of picocell AP k to

user j, subchannel n of the macrocell AP to user j, and subchannel q of VLC AP v to user j,

respectively. Similarly, pmk,j, p
n
0,j , and pqv,j represent the transmit power allocated by picocell AP

k to user j on subchannel m, by the macrocell to user j on subchannel n, and by VLC AP v

to user j on subchannel q, respectively.
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max
x,p,s,a

η = RT

PT

s.t.

C1 : smk,j ≤ xk,j, ∀k, j,m, k 6= 0, C6 :
∑

∀k

xk,j = 1, ∀j,

sn0,j ≤ x0,j , ∀j, n, C7 :
∑

∀v

xv,j ≤ 1, ∀j,

sqv,j ≤ xv,j , ∀v, j, q, C8 : Rj ≥ Rminaj , ∀j,

C2 : pmk,j ≤ smk,jPk, ∀k, j,m, k 6= 0, C9 : pmk,j ≥ 0, ∀k, j,m, k 6= 0,

pn0,j ≤ sn0,jP0, ∀j, n, pn0,j ≥ 0, ∀j, n,

pqv,j ≤ sv,jPv, ∀v, j, q, pqv,j ≥ 0, ∀v, j, q,

C3 :
∑

∀j

∑

∀m

pmk,j ≤ Pk, ∀k, k 6= 0, C10 : smk,j ∈ {0, 1}, ∀k, j,m, k 6= 0,

∑

∀j

∑

∀n

pn0,j ≤ P0, sn0,j ∈ {0, 1}, ∀j, n,

∑

∀j

∑

∀q

pqv,j ≤ Pv, ∀v, sqv,j ∈ {0, 1}, ∀v, j, q,

C4 :
∑

∀j

smk,j ≤ 1, ∀k,m, k 6= 0, C11 : xk,j ∈ {0, 1}, xv,j ∈ {0, 1}, ∀k, v, j,

∑

∀j

sn0,j ≤ 1, ∀n, C12 : aj ∈ {0, 1}, ∀j.

∑

∀j

sqv,j ≤ 1, ∀v, q,

C5 : aj (|N |+ |M|+ |Q|) ≥
∑

∀k,k 6=0

∑

∀m

smk,j +
∑

∀n

sn0,j +
∑

∀v

∑

∀q

sqv,j , ∀j,

(12)

The physical meaning of the constraints in (12) is explained as follows. Constraint C1 ensures

that any subchannel of an AP can only be allocated to a user if that user is assigned to that AP.

For example, considering the picocell AP k and user j, the variable smk,j can take the value of 0

or 1 when xk,j = 1, and can only take the value of 0 when xk,j = 0. Constraint C2 implies that

the transmit power on each subchannel should not exceed the maximum value specified by Pk,

P0, and Pv, for picocell AP k, the macrocell AP, and VLC AP v, respectively. Moreover, C2

ensures that no power is allocated to any user on any subchannel if that particular subchannel is

not assigned to that user. Constraint C3 is the transmit power budget for the APs. Constraint C4

guarantees that any subchannel of an AP is allocated to at most one user. Constraint C5 ensures

that no more subchannels than available are allocated to user j. Constraints C6 and C7 ensure

that each user is assigned to one RF AP and at most to one VLC AP, respectively. Constraint

C8 guarantees the minimum QoS requirement, Rmin. It requires that the aggregate data rate of

user j not in an outage is constrained to be equal to or higher than Rmin. Constraints C9, C10,
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C11, and C12 are imposed to guarantee that the transmit power variables are non-negative, the

SA variables are binary, the AP assignment variables are binary, and the outage variables are

binary, respectively.

Problem (12) is unique for aggregated RF/VLC systems and has not been studied before.

For instance, the problem requires that each user should be assigned to an RF AP and a VLC

AP if that will impact the EE performance positively. However, a user assigned to an AP does

not necessarily guarantee that any subchannel(s) will be allocated to that user from the AP as

specified in constraint C1. Note that subchannels are scarce resources that should be utilized

efficiently. Allocating them to any user when the channel condition is bad would require the AP

to transmit at a higher transmit power to guarantee Rmin. This could result in high interference

for users sharing the same subchannel. Moreover, the joint problem in (12) is difficult to solve

directly due to the existence of both binary and continuous variables, the non-convex SINR

structure in the objective function, the coupling of the decision variables, the QoS requirement

constraint, as well as the fractional form of the objective function. This joint problem belongs

to the class of mixed-integer nonlinear programming problems. To obtain the global optimal

solution, a direct approach would involve an exhaustive search of all the possible AP assignment,

SA, and PA combinations to find the solution that yields the highest EE performance. However,

the computational complexity associated with the exhaustive search method is exponential and,

as a result, infeasible in practice, even for small network sizes. Moreover, by decoupling this joint

problem into three subproblems, each subproblem remains challenging to solve with conventional

convex and quasi-convex optimization techniques. Specifically, the AP assignment and SA sub-

problems are combinatorial optimization problems, while the PA subproblem is challenging due

to its non-convex structure.

The proposed approach involves separately optimizing the AP assignment, the SA, and the

transmit PA subproblems in order to reduce the associated computational complexity and solve

the EE optimization problem in (12) faster [8], [25], [32]. The joint solution to (12) can therefore

be obtained by either alternating among the three subproblems until convergence or by just

solving the three subproblems once but in a successive fashion, as illustrated in Fig. 3. Simulation

results will be used to compare these two approaches.

IV. ENERGY-EFFICIENT AP ASSIGNMENT AND SUBCHANNEL ALLOCATION (SA)

In this section, the AP assignment and the SA optimization subproblems are investigated, and

practical solution approaches are proposed. More particularly, the AP assignment subproblem
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Fig. 3: Framework to obtain the joint solution: (a) alternating optimization; (b) non-alternating.

is considered first, and a matching algorithm based on MT [33], [34], is proposed to assign

APs to users such that the EE performance is maximized. Then, each AP allocates the available

subchannels to users according to the quality of the channel conditions.

A. Energy-efficient Access Point (AP) Assignment

The proposed matching algorithm for the AP assignment subproblem is described in this

subsection for any given transmit PA. The main idea of this matching algorithm is explained as

follows. Firstly, the potential EE performance for user j within the coverage range of the RF

AP k and the VLC AP v is calculated as in (13) and (14), respectively.

EEk,j =











































BRF log2



1+
Pk|Gk,j|

2

NRFBRF





PMBS+Pk
, if k = 0,

BRF log2









1+
Pk|Gk,j|

2

∑

k′ 6=k

P
k′|Gk′,j|

2
+NRFBRF









PPBS+Pk
, otherwise.

(13)

EEv,j =

ρv,jBVLC log2



1 + exp(1)
2π

Pv(RPDGv,j)
2

∑

v′ 6=v

Pv′(RPDGv′,j)
2
+NVLCBVLC





PVLC + Pv

. (14)

In (13), P k, which is obtained by dividing the total power by the number of subchannels, is

a predetermined transmit power that each user is allocated when assigned to RF AP k and

Gk,j =

(

∑

∀m

Gm
k,j

)

/ |M| is the average channel power gain between AP k and user j over all

the AP’s subchannels. In (14), P v is the predetermined transmit power that is allocated to any

DRAFT June 6, 2022



13

user that is assigned to VLC AP v, ρv,j =

(

∑

∀q

ρqv,j

)

/ |Q| is the average of the probability

of LoS availability between AP v and user j, and Gv,j =

(

∑

∀m

Gq
v,j

)

/ |Q| is the average

channel power gain between AP v and user j. Note that the EE definitions in (13) and (14)

accurately capture the LoS blockages for the VLC links as well as ICI effects in the VLC and

RF communication systems. Secondly, each of RF AP k and VLC AP v constructs a preference

list (PL) by sorting EEk,j and EEv,j in decreasing order of j, respectively. Similarly, user j

builds a PL of the RF APs and VLC APs by sorting EEk,j and EEv,j in decreasing order

of k and v, respectively. For the RF system, the PL of APs and users is denoted by the set

LRF =
{

lUT
RF0

, . . . , lUT
RFk

. . . , lUT
RF|K|−1

, lRF
1 , . . . , lRF

j , . . . , lRF
|J |

}

, where lUT
RFk

denotes the preference

relation of RF AP k over the set of user terminals (UTs), while lRF
j represents the preference

relation of user j over the set of the available RF APs. Thus, the first user in lUT
RFk

corresponds to

j∗ = argmaxj EEk,j, j ∈ J . Given RF AP k and users j1, j2 ∈ J , it can be concluded that AP

k prefers j1 to j2 if j1 precedes j2 on AP k’s PL. For the VLC system, the PL of APs and users

is denoted by the set LVLC =
{

lUT
VLC1

, . . . , lUT
VLCv

. . . , lUT
VLC|V|

, lVLC
1 , . . . , lVLC

j , . . . , lVLC
|J |

}

, where

lUT
VLCv

and lVLC
j represent the preference relation of VLC AP v over the set of UTs and user j over

the available VLC APs, respectively. Finally, the energy-efficient AP assignment can therefore be

formulated as a 4-tuple (K,J ,PRF,LRF) and (V,J ,PVLC,LVLC), for the RF and VLC systems,

respectively, with PRF = {P0, . . . , Pk, . . . , PK−1} and PVLC = {P1, . . . , Pv, . . . , PV} being the

quotas for the RF and VLC APs, respectively, that indicate the available transmit power budget

of each AP. It is desired to match the elements in the disjoint sets K and J for the RF system

and V and J for the VLC system using the preference relations defined in LRF and LVLC,

respectively. Note that the AP assignment matching games for the RF and VLC systems can be

implemented simultaneously and in parallel since our formulated matching game only considers

the transmit power budgets. A formal definition of this bilateral matching1 game is given as

follows.

A one-to-many matching µRF (µV LC) is defined as a mapping from the set K ∪ J (V ∪ J )

into the set of all subsets of K ∪ J (V ∪ J ) such that for each k ∈ K, v ∈ V and j ∈ J :

(a) |µRF (j)| = 1 for every user j, where µRF (j) = k denotes that user j is assigned to RF AP

k at the matching µRF, and |µVLC (j)| ≤ 1 for every user j, where µVLC (j) = v indicates

1The matching is bilateral because a user is associated with a given AP if and only if that AP is assigned to that user.
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that user j is assigned to VLC AP v at the matching µVLC.

(b) |µRF (k)|P k ≤ Pk for every RF AP k and |µVLC (v)|P v ≤ Pv for every VLC AP v.

(c) µRF (j) = k if and only if µRF (k) = j, and µVLC (j) = v if and only if µVLC (v) = j.

Condition (a) ensures that each user is matched to only one RF AP and at most to one VLC

AP. Condition (b) guarantees that the total power allocated to the matched users by any RF and

VLC APs does not exceed the available power budget (i.e., quota). Condition (c) states that if a

user j is matched to the RF AP k, this AP k is also matched to the same user j, and the same

can be said about the VLC APs. The QoS requirement defined in constraint C8 of (12) is not

included in the AP matching game since the existence of Rmin will severely restrict the matching

of users and APs and, as a result, affect the quality of the solution obtained from the matching

game. The QoS requirement is considered in the PA subproblem, where the users’ Rmin can be

satisfied by adjusting the PA coefficients.

The proposed algorithm to solve this bilateral matching game and obtain the global optimal

solution to the EE AP assignment subproblem is summarized in Algorithm 1. This matching

procedure is assumed to be performed by a CCU located at the macrocell AP or in the cloud and

provided with any required input data. In this algorithm, the CCU takes as input data the initial

transmit power values, the average channel gain information, the LoS availability information,

the PLs of both users and APs, and the quota of the APs, and delivers a final matching relation

µ∗. In the initialization stage, the CCU denotes the preference index of user j as tj with tj = 1, ∀j

and also represents the waitlist of RF AP k as Wk = ∅ and VLC AP v as Wv = ∅. At the tj-th

iteration of the matching game, user j proposes to match with its top-ranked AP and removes

this AP from its PL (thus, this is done in parallel for the RF and VLC system). RF AP k

(VLC AP v) places on its waitlist Wk (Wv) the top-ranked users such that the sum of their

allocated transmit powers do not exceed RF AP k’s (VLC AP v’s) quota Pk (Pv). Thus, the

PL’s size of any user reduces by one at the end of each iteration, and the second-ranked AP

at the tj-th iteration becomes the first ranked one at the start of the tj + 1-th iteration. During

the tj + 1-th iteration, each user submits a proposal to its most preferred RF and VLC APs on

their respective updated PLs. Once again, each AP selects the top-ranked user among the new

applicants and those on its waitlist, then places the selected user on an updated waitlist while

rejecting the rest. This matching procedure terminates when every user is either on a waitlist

(i.e., Wk 6= ∅, k ∈ K and Wv 6= ∅, v ∈ V) or has been rejected by every AP on its RF and VLC

PLs (i.e., lRF
j = ∅, lVLC

j = ∅, j ∈ J ). At this point, each AP accepts the users on its waitlist,
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and a final stable matching µ∗ has been obtained. The AP for all users can be computed from

the final matching according to

x∗k,j =







1, if µ∗ (j) = k, ∀k ∈ K

0, otherwise,
and x∗v,j =







1, if µ∗ (j) = v, ∀v ∈ V

0, otherwise,
(15)

for RF AP k and VLC AP v, respectively.

Algorithm 1 Energy-efficient MT-based AP Assignment.

Input: P k, Gk,j , ρv,j , P v, Gv,j , LRF, LVLC, PRF, and PVLC, with k ∈ K, j ∈ J , and v ∈ V .

Initialization: Set iteration counter for user j as tj = 1, and let the waitlists for the APs be

denoted by Wk = ∅ for RF AP k and Wv = ∅ for VLC AP v, with k ∈ K, j ∈ J , and v ∈ V .

while lRF
j 6= ∅, ∀j ∈ J and Wk = ∅, ∀k ∈ K do

(i) At the tj-th iteration, user j sends a proposal request to the tj-th preferred RF AP in its

PL (i.e., lRF
j ) and clears that AP from the PL.

(ii) For each of the RF APs, AP k considers all the proposal requests from the users and

places on the waitlist Wk the highest-ranked users in its PL and rejects proposals when the

quota Pk is reached.

(iii) Set tj = tj + 1.

end while

while lVLC
j 6= ∅, ∀j ∈ J and Wv = ∅, ∀v ∈ V do

(i) At the tj-th iteration, user j sends a proposal request to the tj-th preferred VLC AP in

its PL (i.e., lVLC
j ) and clears that AP from the PL.

(ii) For each of the VLC APs, AP v considers all the proposal requests from the users and

places on the waitlist Wv the highest-ranked users in its PL and rejects proposals when the

quota Pv is reached.

(iii) Set tj = tj + 1.

end while

Output: The APs accept all users on the waitlists to form the stable matching µ∗ and the AP

assignment solution x∗ can be computed from (15).

B. Analysis of Stability, Optimality, and Convergence

In this subsection, the properties of the proposed matching algorithm for the energy-efficient

AP assignment subproblem are analyzed. Before discussing the stability property, the definition
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of a blocking pair is provided.

Definition 1: Any pair of user j ∈ J and RF AP k ∈ K or user j ∈ J and VLC AP v ∈ V

is said to be a blocking pair if user j and the RF AP k or user j and the VLC AP v prefer each

other over their partners in the current matching.

Definition 2: A matching is stable if there is no blocking pair.

The above definition of stability implies that there is no pair of user and AP or an unhappy

user or an unhappy AP that prefers being matched to each other or to another AP or to another

user instead of being matched to their current partner.

The proposed matching algorithm in Algorithm 1 is guaranteed to converge to a stable

matching µ∗
RF and µ∗

VLC for the RF and VLC systems, respectively, for any stated preferences.

The reason is that, at the end of Algorithm 1, user j∗ is matched with the top-ranked (i.e., most

preferred) RF AP k∗ on its final updated PL, lRF
j∗ , under the matching µRF (j

∗). For the VLC

system, user j∗ is matched with the top-ranked AP v∗ on its final updated PL, lVLC
j∗ , under the

matching µVLC (j∗). This matching is stable since RF AP k (VLC AP v) that user j∗ originally

ranked higher than k∗ (v∗) was deleted from the PL lRF
j∗

(

lRF
j∗

)

after user j∗ sent a proposal

request and got rejected. Therefore, the final matching gives RF AP k and VLC AP v a user that

it ranked higher than j∗. It can be concluded that Algorithm 1 produces the stable matching µ∗
RF

and µ∗
VLC which is not blocked by RF AP k-user j pair and VLC AP v-user j pair, respectively.

Algorithm 1 is guaranteed to produce a matching that gives each user j∗ its highest ranked

VLC AP v∗ and/or its highest ranked RF AP k∗ and, as a result, obtains the globally optimal

AP assignment solution. This follows from the fact that the output of Algorithm 1 is a stable

matching. Thus, the proposed algorithm guarantees that the final matching gives users the APs

that contribute to the highest network EE and only rejects the proposals of users that cannot be

accepted by APs in any stable matching.

Finally, Algorithm 1 is guaranteed to converge in a finite number of iterations, which is upper

bounded by the number of APs, since no user sends more than one proposal request to any AP.

C. Subchannel Allocation (SA) Scheme

Having obtained the AP assignment solution from Algorithm 1, a low-complexity sub-optimal

SA is proposed in this subsection. This scheme assigns any subchannel of an AP to a user based

on the quality of the channel condition. A sub-optimal scheme is motivated because the optimal

SA scheme, i.e., the exhaustive search, needs to search all possible combinations of users and

subchannels for all APs and select the solution that maximizes the EE of the aggregated system.
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However, the task of enumerating all the candidate SA solutions dramatically increases the

associated complexity of the exhaustive search. In comparison, the proposed SA scheme is more

straightforward and can tackle the SA subproblem faster.

The main idea of the SA scheme is that the macrocell AP, any picocell AP k ∈ K, k 6= 0, and

any VLC AP v ∈ V should allocate any subchannel n ∈ N , m ∈ M, and q ∈ Q, respectively, to

the user with the highest channel power gain. For instance, the macrocell AP assigns subchannel

n to user j∗ (i.e., sn0,j∗ = 1) if j∗ = argmaxj G
n
0,j . Similarly, picocell k and VLC AP v

perform SA according to smk,j∗ = 1 if j∗ = argmaxj G
m
k,j and sqv,j∗ = 1 if j∗ = argmaxj G

q
v,j ,

respectively. Based on the SA solution s∗, any user j ∈ J can be said to be in outage (i.e.,

aj = 0) if
∑

n∈N

sn0,j +
∑

m∈M

smk,j +
∑

q∈Q

sqv,j = 0. Such user can later try to access the network via

the network’s admission control scheme.

V. ENERGY-EFFICIENT PA SCHEME: ǫ-CONSTRAINT APPROACH

Given the AP assignment and SA solutions, the transmit PA is optimized in this section

to maximize the EE of the aggregated RF/VLC system. Specifically, the energy-efficient PA

subproblem can be formulated as

max
p

η = RT

PT

s.t.

C2, C3, C8, and C9.

(16)

The PA subproblem above is non-convex since (i) the objective function is in a fractional form

with respect to p and (ii) there are ICI terms in the rate function of the objective function and

the QoS requirement in C8. Moreover, problem (16) can be classified as a MOOP and is hard

to solve in general since it involves two conflicting objectives, namely, maximizing the sum-rate

while minimizing the total power consumption. Typically, there is no single global solution;

rather, there is a set of acceptable trade-off optimal solutions called the Pareto optimal set and

corresponding objective function values called the Pareto optimal frontier. A solution belongs

to this set if no other solution can improve one of the objective functions without reducing

the other objective function values. Although the MOOP in (16) can be converted into a single

objective function (i.e., by rewriting the objective function into a parametric subtractive form)

and then tackled by the well known Dinkelbach algorithm [35], such an approach has several

limitations including [36]: 1) the objective function in a parametric subtractive form leads to

only one solution and system engineers may desire to know all possible optimization solutions;
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2) trade-offs between the objectives (i.e., sum-rate and total power) cannot be easily evaluated;

and 3) the solution may not be attainable unless the search space is convex.

In this section, a low-complexity solution, based on the framework of the ǫ-constraint method

for MOOPs [37], is proposed to discover the entire Pareto optimal frontier of (16) that also

contain the global optimal solution. The concept of Pareto dominance is first introduced.

Definition 3 (Pareto dominance): Given two solution vectors p(1) and p(2), p(1) is said to

Pareto dominate p(2), if and only if (i) solution p(1) is no worse than p(2) in all objectives,

and (ii) solution p(1) is strictly better than p(2) in at least one objective. Thus, solution p(1) is

non-dominated by p(2).

According to the ǫ-constraint method, the EE optimization problem in (16) can be cast as

min
p

PT

s.t.

C2, C3, C8, C9,

C13 : RT ≥ ǫ,

(17)

where ǫ = λ× Rmax with λ ∈ (0, 1] and Rmax determined from

Rmax = max
p

RT

s.t.

C2, C3, C8, andC9.

(18)

In (17), the numerator function (i.e., the sum-rate) of the original EE problem in (16) has been

transformed into the constraint C13 that requires that the sum-rate of the aggregated RF/VLC

system, RT , should be greater than or equal to ǫ. Thus, ǫ represents a lower bound of the value of

RT . The motivation for moving the sum-rate term to the constraint set is because the achievable

rate is a function of the transmit power and, as a result, the impact of the total power consumed

on the EE is much more significant than that of the sum-rate. By choosing different values for λ

and repeatedly solving (17), we can generate its complete Pareto optimal set [37]. Specifically,

for any value of λ (and ǫ), the resulting problem with C13 divides the original feasible objective

space into two portions, RT ≥ ǫ and RT < ǫ. The right portion becomes the feasible solution

of the resulting problem stated in (17). In this way, intermediate Pareto optimal solutions can

be obtained for nonconvex objective space problems as the unique solution of the ǫ-constraint

problem stated in (17) is Pareto optimal for any given lower bound ǫ. To solve (17), the value

of Rmax must be determined first by solving (18), which is a sum-rate optimization problem.

An approach for solving the non-convex problem in (18) is proposed below.
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A. Determining Rmax

Problem (18) is highly intractable and non-convex because of the SINR terms in both the

objective function and the constraint C8. To overcome this difficulty, the quadratic transform

approach, originally proposed in [38], is used to transform the fractional SINR terms into an

equivalent non-fractional form. According to the quadratic transform technique, any SINR term

in the RF system can be equivalently represented as

SINRm
k,j = 2ymk,j

√

pmk,j
∣

∣Gm
k,j

∣

∣

2
− ymk,j

(

∑

j′ 6=j

∑

k′ 6=k

pmk′,j′
∣

∣Gm
k′,j

∣

∣

2
+NRFBRF

)

, (19)

where ymk,j is an auxiliary variable for the SINR term introduced by the application of the

quadratic transform technique. For the VLC system, a similar transformation can be carried out

according to

SINRq
v,j = 2yqv,j

√

pqv,j
(

RPDG
q
v,j

)2
− yqv,j

(

∑

j′ 6=j

∑

v′ 6=v

pqv′,j′
(

RPDG
q
v′,j

)2
+NVLCBVLC

)

. (20)

By utilizing the SINR terms in (19) and (20) to calculate the achievable rate of any user as well

as the sum-rate RT , problem (18) can be equivalently reformulated as

Rmax = max
p,y

RT

s.t.

C2, C3, C8, andC9.

(21)

Although, (21) remains non-convex in p and y, it becomes a convex optimization problem

when y is fixed and the optimal solution can be obtained using the CVX toolbox [39]. For a

fixed p, the optimal solution for y, denoted by ŷ can be obtained in closed form by solving

∂SINRm
k,j/∂y

m
k,j = 0 for the RF system and ∂SINRq

v,j/∂y
q
v,j = 0 for the VLC system. Specifically,

ŷnk,j =

√

pmk,j|Gm
k,j|

2

∑

j′ 6=j

∑

k′ 6=k

pm
k′,j′

(

∣

∣

∣
Gm

k′,j

∣

∣

∣

2
)

+NRFBRF

, ŷqv,j =

√

pqv,j(RPDGq
v,j)

2

∑

j′ 6=j

∑

v′ 6=v

pq
v′,j′

(

RPDGq

v′,j

)2
+NVLCBVLC

. (22)

Then, the optimal p for any fixed y can be obtained by solving the resulting convex problem in

(21). The proposed algorithm to determine the value for Rmax is summarized in Algorithm 2.

B. Determining the EE Solution

Given the value of Rmax and any value for λ, the transmit power minimization problem in

(17) can be formulated as in (23) after replacing the SINR terms with their equivalent quadratic

forms given in (19) and (20).

June 6, 2022 DRAFT



20

Algorithm 2 Proposed Algorithm to Determine Rmax

Set the iteration counter c = 1, maximum error tolerance ε > 0, R
(c)
max > ε, R

(0)
max = 0, and

initialize p(c) using the equal power assignment (EPA) scheme, where pn0,j =
P0

|N | ,

pmk,j =
Pk

|M|
, ∀k, k 6= 0, and pqv,j =

Pv

|Q|
, ∀v;

while R
(c)
max − R

(c−1)
max > ε do

c = c + 1;

Calculate y(c) using p(c−1) and (22);

Solve the convex problem (21) given y(c) to obtain R
(c)
max and p(c);

end while

Output: Rmax.

min
p,y

PT

s.t.

C2, C3, C8, C9, andC13.

(23)

In (23), the decision variables are the transmit power vector p and the auxiliary variable y. It

is non-convex in both p and y due to the constraints in C8 and C13. However, for a fixed y,

(23) becomes a convex optimization problem. On the other hand, the optimal solution for y

can be determined using the closed form expressions in (22). Thus, for any given value of λ

(and its corresponding ǫ value), problem (23) is solved by optimizing p and y in an alternating

fashion until convergence. The proposed algorithm for solving (23) and obtaining the optimal

EE solution, denoted by η∗, is summarized in Algorithm 3.

In this algorithm, problem (23) is solved repeatedly for the different values of the ǫ vector.

Specifically, by initially setting λ = 0 and increasing it by a small step size µ such that λ always

has a positive value in the range of (0, 1], different values of ǫ can be generated according to

ǫ = λ×Rmax. The values of λ must be in the range of (0, 1] because:

1) If λ = 0, ǫ = 0 and, as a result, (23) becomes a transmit power minimization problem

without any constraint on the sum-rate (i.e., C13 becomes inactive). Since EE seeks to

balance the total power consumed and the achievable rate simultaneously, it becomes

imperative to consider the sum rate. Since this is not the case when λ = 0, λ must always

have a value greater than 0.

2) If λ > 1, ǫ > Rmax and, problem (23) becomes infeasible since, with the given transmit

power budgets of the APs and according to (21), the maximum attainable sum-rate in the
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Algorithm 3 Proposed Algorithm to Solve (16)

Input: Rmax;

Set λ = 0, step size µ = 0.1, outer iteration counter t = 1, maximum error tolerance ε > 0,

and γ(0) = 0;

Create an empty non-dominated set G and Pareto optimal front η;

while λ ≤ 1 do

Set inner iteration counter c = 1, the convergence parameter γ(c) > ε, and initialize p(c)

using the EPA scheme;

Set λ = λ+ µ;

Calculate ǫ = λRmax;

while γ(c) − γ(c−1) > ε do

c = c+ 1;

Calculate y(c) using p(c−1) and (22);

Solve the convex problem (23) given ǫ and y(c) to update p(c);

Set γ(c) to the objective function value of (23);

end while

Calculate ηt =
RT (p(c),y(c))
PT (p(c),y(c))

;

Set Gt =
(

p(c),y(c)
)

;

Update t = t + 1;

end while

Output: η, G.

aggregated RF/VLC system is Rmax. Hence, values of λ greater than one are not considered.

3) If λ = 1, ǫ = Rmax, and problem (23) becomes a sum-rate maximization problem.

4) If 0 < λ < 1, 0 < ǫ < Rmax and (23) turns out to be a MOOP.

Based on the above discussions, values for λ in 3) and 4) are used in the proposed algorithm.

At the t-th iteration of the algorithm, problem (23) is solved for the given values of λ and ǫ to

obtain the optimal solution, which is stored as the vector Gt and the corresponding EE solution is

denoted as ηt. Note that G is the non-dominated set of solutions for the problem in (16). For any

solution outside this set, we can always find a solution in G that will dominate the former. Thus,

G has the property of dominating all other solutions that do not belong to this set. At the end

of the algorithm, the different solutions in G form the Pareto optimal set. Since it is desired to
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obtain the best EE performance (i.e., most appropriate trade-off between sum-rate and total power

consumption), the Pareto optimal solutions are ranked based on their corresponding objective

function values, and the best is selected as the solution for the EE optimization problem in (16).

This solution is the global optimum since it is determined by solving the convex problems in

(21) and (23).

C. Complexity of the EE Optimization Solution

The overall complexity of the proposed joint solution for the energy-efficient AP assignment,

SA, and transmit PA involves the computations involved in solving each subproblem. For a given

SA and PA, the worst-case complexity of the energy-efficient AP assignment algorithm in Algo-

rithm 1 can be given as O (|J | × SAP × logSAP)+O (|J | × SAP) ≈ O (|J | × SAP × logSAP),

where SAP is the number of subchannels for each AP, the term O (|J | × SAP × logSAP) is the

complexity for all users constructing their PLs using off-the-shelf sorting algorithms such as

merge sort and quick sort, and the term O (|J | × SAP) is the complexity of all users proposing

to the subchannels of the APs assigned to them. For any given AP assignment and PA, the

worst-case complexity of the proposed SA procedure for each AP is O (|K ∪ V| × |J | × SAP).

In comparison to the optimal SA procedure (i.e., exhaustive search) which has a computational

complexity of O
(

(|K ∪ V|)SAP!× 2J
)

, the proposed SA scheme has significantly lower com-

plexity. With regards to the PA subproblem for any given AP assignment and SA, the associated

computational complexity comes from solving (21) and (23). Since (21) and (23) are convex

problems for any given y, and by following the standard convex analysis in [40], Algorithms 2

and 3 have a polynomial time complexity in terms of the number of variables (i.e., |J | × SAP )

and constraints (i.e., |J | (SAP + 1)+|K ∪ V|). From the above complexity analysis, the proposed

resource allocation scheme, including AP assignment, SA, and transmit PA, has a polynomial-

time worst-case complexity.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, the performance of the proposed AP assignment, SA, and PA optimization

algorithm is investigated in terms of the EE, the sum-rate, and the outage performances of the

aggregated RF/VLC system. The macrocell AP is located at the center of the macrocell and has

a cell radius of 500 m. The picocell and the VLC APs are randomly and uniformly deployed

overlaying the macrocell. Each picocell has a coverage radius of 100 m, and each VLC indoor

environment is a room with an area of 5×5 m2. Each VLC environment has two APs, deployed
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TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

RF system VLC system

Parameter Value Parameter Value

Noise power spectral density, NRF -174 dBm/Hz Physical area of PD, APD 1 cm2

Log-normal shadowing standard deviation, Xσ 10 dB LED semi-angle at half-power, φ1/2 60◦

Multipath fading type Rayleigh fading Gain of the optical filter, T (ψv,j) 1

Circuit power consumption, PPBS 6.8 W [41] Refractive index, f 1.5

Circuit power consumption, PMBS 130 W [41]

PD responsivity, RPD 0.53 A/W

FOV of a PD, ψFoV 70◦

Circuit power consumption, PVLC 4 W

Noise power spectral density, NVLC 10−21 A2/Hz

at the height of 2.15 m, with overlapping coverage to guarantee uniform illumination across the

room. The total transmit power for the macrocell AP, each picocell AP, and each VLC AP is

46 dBm, 30 dBm, and 30 dBm, respectively. Each AP has 50 subchannels, with a subchannel

bandwidth of 20 MHz and 10 MHz for the VLC and RF systems, respectively. The minimum

rate requirement of each user is set as 50 Mbps. The remaining system model parameters are

summarized in Table I. The following benchmark schemes and configuration are considered for

comparison:

• SCG-SCG-EPA scheme: This scheme assigns APs to users based on the strongest channel

power gain (SCG) rule. The available subchannels and power are allocated according to the

SCG rule and the EPA policy, respectively, for the users assigned to an AP.

• Baseline scheme: This scheme has been adopted from [25], in which the authors proposed

an SA and PA procedure for an aggregated RF/VLC system under the assumption that users

are assigned to the AP with the SCG. Specifically, the AP assignment scheme is according

to the SCG rule, the SA scheme is according to Algorithm 2 of [25], and the PA scheme

is per our proposed energy-efficient PA scheme.

• Hybrid RF/VLC: In this configuration, each user is only assigned a macrocell AP or a

picocell AP or a VLC AP (i.e.,
∑

∀k

xk,j +
∑

∀v

xv,j = 1, ∀j). The proposed iterative solution

for the joint problem is adopted for this configuration.

Figure 4 shows the convergence of the proposed joint solution as demonstrated in Fig. 3(a).

It can be seen that the proposed approach converges to a stationary point after 6 iterations.

Figure 5 illustrates the EE performance gap between the proposed scheme and the globally

optimal solution obtained via exhaustive search. As can be seen, the average gap between the
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Fig. 4: Convergence of the proposed iterative

joint solution.

Fig. 5: EE comparison of the proposed and the

global optimal scheme.

proposed and the exhaustive scheme is around 5%. This indicates that the proposed sub-optimal

scheme approaches the globally optimal solution while offering a practical solution to the joint

optimization problem of AP assignment, SA, and transmit PA.

Figure 6 illustrates the average EE performance of the proposed iterative and non-iterative

energy-efficient resource allocation schemes, the considered benchmarks, and the hybrid system

for varying numbers of users. It can be seen that the proposed schemes outperform the two

benchmarks and the hybrid RF/VLC system, and the EE performance improves as the number

of users increases for all schemes. This is because the proposed approaches make use of the EE’s

definition and consider ICI effects when assigning APs to users and during the optimization of the

transmit APs’ transmit power to users. The energy-efficient MT-based AP assignment scheme in

Algorithm 1 can assign APs to users under a given PA, such that the overall best EE performance

is achieved through the use of preference relations among users and APs. Once the users have

been associated with the APs that guarantee the highest EE, the low-complexity SCG rule-based

SA procedure efficiently allocates any subchannel of an AP to the user with the best channel

condition. After the SA step, the proposed energy-efficient PA scheme is used to update the

transmit power to the users. Thus, both the AP assignment and PA schemes of our proposed

solution to the EE optimization problem consider the objective function definition and the ICI

effects in their decision-making processes. In contrast, the baseline approach does not consider

users’ EE performance when assigning APs since it uses the SCG rule to assign APs to users.

Moreover, the SA policy of the baseline approach focuses more on ensuring that the required

minimum rate is guaranteed for all users since it first allocates subchannels to users to guarantee
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Fig. 6: Average EE versus the total number of

users.

Fig. 7: Average sum-rate versus the total num-

ber of users.

their QoS requirements. Note that this results in a trade-off between assigning subchannels to

users with the best channel condition and assigning subchannels to improve fairness among

users. Specifically, the baseline scheme can assign a subchannel to a user with a relatively worse

channel condition to meet the QoS requirement. This can cause the AP to transmit at a higher

power level on that subchannel and thus generate significant interference to nearby users being

served on that same subchannel. The SCG-SCG-EPA scheme performs worst since it does not

consider the definition of EE and ICI effects when assigning APs to users, allocating subchannels,

and allocating transmit power. Between the two joint solution approaches, it can be observed

that alternating among the AP assignment, SA, and PA subproblems (i.e., the iterative approach)

results in a superior EE performance when compared with the non-iterative approach. However,

this performance improvement is obtained at the expense of an additional number of iterations.

Moreover, the rate of increase in the EE decreases for all schemes with an increasing number of

users due to the resulting stronger impact of ICI. The hybrid RF/VLC system performs worse

than the aggregated system (except with the SCG-SCG-EPA scheme). This is because there are

more available options for the aggregated system (i.e., there is better exploitation of the available

resources) as the users can receive data transmission from both RF and VLC APs.

Figure 7 shows the average sum-rate performance of the proposed schemes, the two bench-

marks, and the hybrid RF/VLC system for a varying number of users. Clearly, the proposed

schemes outperform the two benchmarks in terms of the average sum-rate, revealing the benefit

of jointly optimizing the AP assignment, SA, and PA. Moreover, the sum-rate performance

improves with increasing number of users for all four schemes. This is because increasing the
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Fig. 8: Average EE versus the required mini-

mum rate.

Fig. 9: Average EE for different values of the

probability of LoS communication.

number of users for a fixed number of subchannels and transmit power budget expands the

feasible region of the considered optimization problem. However, the rate of increase for the

baseline scheme decreases after a total of 140 users. This behavior is due to the SA policy used

by the baseline scheme. More precisely, this policy fails to exploit all users’ channel power

gain differences, especially for a more significant number of users, since it always focuses on

satisfying the QoS requirements of all users first. The performance of the aggregated system

(with the proposed schemes) is significantly better than the hybrid system because of the multi-

homing capability of the users’ receiving devices. Specifically, any user served simultaneously

by an RF AP and a VLC AP can have communication links with better channel conditions with

at least one AP. This can lead to an improvement in the achieved data rate. Since the proposed

iterative approach outperforms the non-iterative approach and the hybrid RF/VLC system, the

proposed iterative approach is considered in this paper’s remaining EE performance analyses.

Figure 8 depicts the average EE of the aggregated RF/VLC system versus the required

minimum rate, which is varied from 50 Mbps to 1 Gbps. It can be observed that the average EE

decreases as the required minimum rate value increases for both the proposed and the baseline

schemes. This can be explained by the fact that increasing the value of Rmin restricts the feasible

region of the EE optimization problem. However, the trend grows much slower (especially

between 50 to 125 Mbps) for the proposed solution compared to the baseline approach. This

indicates the ability of our proposed approach to cope very well with higher users’ rate require-

ments. On the contrary, increasing the minimum rate requirements of users does not affect the

EE curve for the SCG-SCG-EPA scheme since the value of Rmin is never used in the assignment
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Fig. 10: Average number of users in outage

versus the total number of users.

Fig. 11: Average EE versus the circuit power

consumption.

of APs or the allocation of power and subchannel resources by this naive scheme.

Figure 9 demonstrates how the existence of LoS communication links between VLC APs and

users influences the EE performance of the proposed solution and the two benchmarks. The labels

on the x-axis of this figure are defined as follows: “Very low” indicates that the probability of an

LoS path is between 0 and 0.3; “Low” means the probability is between 0.3 and 0.5; “Medium”

means the probability is between 0.5 and 0.8; “High” means the probability is between 0.8 and

1. Note that such labels allow the probability of an LoS scenario to vary among the various users

and the access points, which depicts the fact that the VLC channel changes with changing the

location of the receivers. The figure reveals that LoS path blockage affects the EE performance of

all the considered schemes as it considerably impacts the propagation environment. Specifically,

when the probability of having an LoS path is low, users are less likely to be served by the AP

that can provide the highest EE. This would lead to a reduction in the overall EE. The proposed

scheme has the best EE performance for the different scenarios considered.

Figure 10 shows the average number of users whose QoS requirements cannot be guaranteed

by the three schemes versus the total number of users. The SCG-SCG-EPA scheme has the

highest number of users in outage since this scheme does not take into consideration users’

minimum rate requirements when allocating the available resources. The hybrid system performs

worst compared with the proposed and baseline schemes since users with relatively bad channel

conditions and assigned to an AP may not be allocated any subchannel. As a result, their QoS

requirements cannot be guaranteed. However, this is not the case in the aggregated system since

users can receive from both RF and VLC APs to realize additional data rates to meet their
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QoS requirements. The baseline scheme outperforms the proposed approach since it prioritizes

satisfying the minimum rate requirement of all users first by allocating subchannel resources to

them such that the Rmin value is achieved for most or all users. Moreover, the outage increases

with increasing users for all schemes due to increased competition for the limited resources.

Figure 11 indicates the average EE performance of the proposed scheme, the baseline scheme,

and the SCG-SCG-EPA scheme when the values of the circuit power consumption for the

macrocell, picocell, and VLC APs are varied. Note that the range of the considered circuit power

values lies within the typical practical ranges for MBSs [41], PBSs [41], and VLC APs [20].

It can be observed that the EE decreases for all the schemes as the circuit power consumption

increases for the macrocell, picocell, and VLC APs. This observation is in line with the definition

of the system EE. Hence, future designs should focus on hardware components with lower circuit

power consumption.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper has investigated EE optimization for aggregated RF/VLC systems by jointly op-

timizing AP assignment, SA, and PA. More specifically, the original EE optimization problem,

which belongs to the class of mixed-integer nonlinear programming problems and is generally

intractable, has been decoupled into AP assignment, SA, and transmit PA subproblems. A

solution technique has been proposed for each, and two frameworks to obtain the joint solution

have been introduced. A novel energy-efficient AP assignment scheme has been developed by

invoking MT. Additionally, a simple yet efficient SA scheme has been designed based on the

AP assignment result. Given the AP assignment and SA solutions, a PA algorithm based on the

quadratic transform approach and from the viewpoint of multi-objective optimization has been

proposed. Simulation results have demonstrated the effectiveness of the proposed algorithms.

They have revealed the superior EE and sum-rate performances of aggregated RF/VLC systems

compared with hybrid systems and existing schemes. Moreover, the impact of critical system

parameters, such as the circuit power consumption, users’ QoS requirements, and LoS availability

for the VLC links, on the performance of the aggregated RF/VLC system has been examined.

This paper has revealed that the considered aggregated system and the proposed algorithms

can effectively combine resources from both RF and VLC APs to enhance the EE, sum-rate,

and outage performances while offering ubiquitous connectivity solution to users. Interesting

problems for future work in this area include developing techniques for supporting mobile users

and for VLC LoS blockage-aware resource allocation in aggregated systems.
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