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Abstract—1In this paper, we study feedback optimization
problems that maximize the users’ signal to interference plus
noise ratio (SINR) in a two-cell multiple-input multiple-output
broadcast channel. Assuming the users learn their direct and
interfering channels perfectly, they can feed back this information
to the base stations (BSs) over the uplink channels. The BSs
then use the channel information to design their transmission
scheme. Two types of feedback are considered: 1) analog and
2) digital. In the analog feedback case, the users send their
unquantized and uncoded channel state information (CSI) over
the uplink channels. In this context, given a user’s fixed transmit
power, we investigate how he/she should optimally allocate it
to feed back the direct and interfering (or cross) CSI for two
types of BS cooperation schemes, namely, multicell processing
(MCP) and coordinated beamforming. In the digital feedback
case, the direct and cross link channel vectors of each user are
quantized separately, each using the random vector quantization
scheme, with different size codebooks. The users then send the
index of the quantization vector in the corresponding codebook
to the BSs. Similar to the feedback optimization problem for
the analog feedback, we investigate the optimal bit partitioning
for the direct and interfering link for both types of cooperation.
We focus on regularized channel inversion precoding structures
and perform our analysis in the large system limit in which
the number of users per cell (K) and the number of antennas
per BS (N) tend to infinity with their ratio § = (K/N) held
fixed. We show that for both types of cooperation, for some
values of interfering channel gain, usually at low values, no
cooperation between the BSs is preferred. This is because, for
these values of cross channel gain, the channel estimates for
the cross link are not accurate enough for their knowledge to
contribute to improving the SINR and there is no benefit in doing
BS cooperation under that condition. We also show that for the
MCP scheme, unlike in the perfect CSI case, the SINR improves
only when the interfering channel gain is above a certain
threshold.

Index Terms— Wireless communications, cellular networks,
cooperative beamforming, limited feedback, large system
analysis.
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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Background

Recently, many applications that require high data rates
such as high quality video streaming and huge volume data
transfers through wireless communication systems have
emerged. MIMO communication systems have arisen as a
promising candidate to support this requirement and have
been adopted for existing and future wireless communication
standards such as in IEEE 802.11n and 4G networks. Current
MIMO technological advancements can be considered as the
results of research work started about fifteen years ago. So
far, there has been a considerable amout of work focusing
on single user and single-cell multiuser MIMO systems. Only
recently, researchers have started to put more attention on
investigating how to maximize data rates in multi-cell MIMO
networks, particularly in the downlink [1, and references
therein].

The main challenge that limits the spectral efficiency in
the downlink of multi-cell networks, besides intra-cell inter-
ference, is the inter-cell interference (ICI). The conventional
approach to mitigate this interference is to use spatial reuse of
resources such as frequency and time [1]. The move towards
aggressive frequency or time reuse will cause the networks to
be interference limited especially for the users at the cell edge.
The current view is to mitigate ICI through base station (BS)
cooperations. Within this scheme, the BSs share the control
signal, channel state information (CSI) and data symbols for
all users via a central processing unit or wired backhaul
links [2].

It has been established in [3]-[8], to name a few, that
MIMO cooperation schemes provide a significant increase in
spectral efficiency compared to conventional cellular networks.
BS cooperation can be implemented at different levels [1].
In the Multi-Cell Processing setup, also known as Network
MIMO or Coordinated Multi-Point (CoMP) transmission, the
BSs fully cooperate and share both the channel state informa-
tion (CSI) and transmission data. This full cooperation requires
high capacity backhaul links which are sometimes not viable
in practical settings. To alleviate this requirement, only CSI
(including direct and interfering channels) is shared amongst
base stations in the interference coordination scheme [1].
Several papers have addressed coordinated beamforming and
power control schemes to improve the spectral efficiency in
interference-limited downlink multi-cell networks. Detailed
discussions regarding these topics can be found in [1] and
references therein.

In both base station cooperation schemes, the CSI at the
base stations plays an important role in maximizing the system
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performance. The base stations use this information to adapt
their transmission strategies to the channel conditions. The
benefit of having CSI at the transmitter (CSIT) with respect to
the capacity in single and multi-cell multi-antenna systems is
nicely summarized in [9] and [10]. However, these advantages
are also accompanied by the overhead cost for the CSI acqui-
sition via channel training and feedback in frequency division
duplex (FDD) systems. It needs to scale proportionally to the
number of transmit and receive antennas and the number of
users in the system in order to maintain a constant gap of the
sum-rate with respect to the full CSI case [11]. Moreover, in
practical systems, the backhaul-link capacity for CSI and user
data exchanges and feedback-link bandwidth are limited [2].
Considering the CSI signaling overhead from channel training
and CSI feedback, references [12], [13] suggested that the con-
ventional single-cell processing (SCP) without coordination
may outperform cooperative systems, even the MCP scheme.
It is because the CSI overhead severely affects the pre-log of
the sum rate (or spectral efficiency). In this paper, we ignore
the effect of CSI overhead on the pre-log of the sum rate even
though the work here can be extended to include it. We focus
on studying how to allocate feedback resources, depending on
the feedback schemes, to send the CSI for the direct channel
and interfering (cross) channel to BSs so that the users’ SINR
are maximized (see also [14]). Clearly, this allocation will
affect the CSI quality in both direct and interfering links. Two
feedback schemes are considered in our study: the analog feed-
back scheme, introduced in [15] and the limited (quantized)
feedback via random vector quantization (RVQ), introduced
in [16]. In the analog feedback scheme, each user sends its
unquantized and uncoded channel state information through
the uplink channel. Hence, we ask the question, for a given
uplink power constraint, what fraction of this uplink power
is allocated optimally to transmit the direct and interfering
channel information? For the digital feedback scheme, the
number of feedback bits determines the quality of the CSI.
Hence, we can ask, for a given total feedback bits, how many
bits are optimally needed to feedback the direct and cross CSI?

B. Contributions

The main goal of this paper is to optimize and investigate
the effect of feedback for MCP and CBf cooperation schemes
under analog and quantized feedback (via RVQ). We con-
sider a symmetric two-cell Multi-Input Single-Output (MISO)
network where the base stations have multiple antennas and
each user has a single antenna. We assume that the users
in each cell know their own channel perfectly: they feed
back this information through the uplink channel and the base
stations form the users’ channel estimates. The BSs use these
estimates to construct a regularized channel inversion (RCI)
type beamformer, also called regularized zero-forcing (RZF)
beamformer, to precode the data symbols of the users. The
precoders follow the structures proposed in [17]. Unlike
[2], [14], we assume several users are simultaneously active in
each cell so that the users experience both intra- and inter-cell
interference. To mitigate ICI through base station cooperation,
we consider both full cooperation (MCP) and interference
coordination via CBf.
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Our contributions can be summarized as follows. First,
under both feedback models and both cooperation schemes,
we derive the SINR expression in the large system limit, also
called the limiting SINR, where the number of antennas at
base stations and the number of users in each cell go to
infinity with their ratio kept fixed: As our numerical results
will show, this is indicative of the average performance for
even finite numbers of antennas. Then, we formulate a joint
optimization problem that performs the feedback optimization
for both feedback models and both cooperation schemes and
finds the optimal regularization parameter of the corresponding
RClI-structured precoder. The regularization parameter is an
important design parameter for the precoder because it controls
the amount of interference introduced to the users. Moreover,
the optimal regularization parameter, as can be seen later,
captures information concerning the channel estimation or
quantization error even though only channel estimates are
included in the RCI precoder. Therefore, it will allow the
precoder to adapt to the changes of the CSIT quality and
consequently produces a ‘robust beamformer’.

We analyze the behavior of the maximum limiting SINR as a
function of the cross channel gains and the available feedback
resources, and identify, for both the analog and quantized
feedback models, regions where SCP processing is optimal.
We also show that whereas in the perfect CSI case, MCP
performance always improves with the cross channel gain, this
only occurs after a certain threshold is crossed in both analog
and limited feedback cases.

Parts of this work appeared in [18] and [19], but without
the proofs.

C. Related Work

In the last decade, there has been a large volume of research
discussing feedback schemes in multi-antenna systems.
A summary of digital feedback (also known as limited or
finite-rate feedback) schemes in multi-antenna (also single-
antenna) and multi-user systems in the single-cell setup can be
found in [11]. Since the optimal codebook for limited feedback
is not known [16], [20], [21], the use of RVQ, which is based
on random codebooks, becomes popular for its analytical
tractability. Moreover, it has been shown in [22] and [23]
that RVQ is asymptotically optimal in single user MIMO
systems with infinite number of antennas. In MISO broadcast
channels, [20] demonstrates that the performance of RVQ
is relatively close to that of the optimal quantization. For
analog feedback, work in this area commonly refers to [15]
(sometimes [24]).

The paper by Jindal [20] sparked the use of RVQ in
analyzing broadcast channels. Considering a MISO broadcast
channel (BC) with a zero-forcing (ZF) precoder and assuming
that each user knows its own channel, the main result in the
paper is that the feedback rate should be increased linearly
with the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) to maintain the full
multiplexing gain. Caire et al. in [21] investigate achievable
ergodic sum rates of BC with ZF precoder under several
practical scenarios. The CSI acquisition involves four steps:
downlink training, CSI feedback, beamformer selection and
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dedicated training where each user will try to estimate the cou-
pling between its channel and the beamforming vectors. They
derive and compare upper and lower bounds of the achievable
ergodic sum rate for the same analog feedback scheme as
in [15] and for RVQ-based digital feedback under different
considerations, e.g., feedback transmission over AWGN and
MAC channel, feedback delay and feedback errors for the
digital feedback scheme. A subsequent work by Kobayashi
et al. in [25] studies training and feedback optimizations for
the same system setup as in [21] except without dedicated
training. The optimal periods for the training and feedback that
minimize achievable rate gap (with and without perfect CSI)
are derived under the same scenarios as in [21]. The authors
also show that digital feedback can give a significant advantage
over analog feedback. In the same spirit as [20], reference [26]
discusses the feedback scaling (as SNR increases) in order to
maintain a constant rate gap for a broadcast channel with RCI
precoder. The analysis has been done in the large system limit
since the analysis the finite-size turns out to be difficult [20].
Moreover, besides analyzing for the case K = N, as in [20],
the authors also investigate the case K < N.

While channel state feedback in the single-cell system
has received considerable attention so far, fewer works have
addressed this problem in multi-cell settings. The effect of
channel uncertainty, specifically the channel estimation error,
in the multi-cell setup is studied in [27] and [28]. In [28],
the authors conclude that when channel estimates at one base
station contain interference from the users in other cells,
also called the pilot contamination phenomenon, the inter-cell
interference increases. Thus, this phenomenon could severely
impact the performance of the systems. Huh et al. in [27]
investigate optimal user scheduling strategies to reduce the
feedback and also the effects of channel estimation error
on the ergodic sum-rate of the clustered Network MIMO
systems. They consider the ZF precoder at the base stations
and derive the optimal power allocation that maximizes the
weighted sum-rate. In deriving the results, it is assumed that
the BSs received perfectly (error-free) the CSI fed back by
the users. The overhead caused by the channel training is
also investigated and they observe that there is a trade-off
between the number of cooperating antennas and the cost of
estimating the channel. Based on the trade-off, the optimal
cooperation cluster size can be determined. By incorporating
the channel training cost, no-coordination amongst the base
stations could be preferable. The same conclusion is also
obtained in [13] and [12].

For the interference coordination scheme, [2] presents the
RVQ-based limited feedback in an infinite Wyner cellular
model using generalized eigenvector beamforming at the base
stations. The work adopts the intra-cell TDMA mechanism
where a single user is active in each cell per time slot.
Each user in each cell is also assumed to know its downlink
channel perfectly. Based on that system model, an optimal bit
partitioning strategy for direct and interfering channels that
minimizes the sum-rate gap is proposed. Explicitly, it is a
function of the received SNR from the direct and cross links.
It is observed that as the received SNR from the cross link
increases, more bits are allocated to quantize the cross channel.
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A better quality of the cross channel estimate will help to
reduce the inter-cell interference. The authors also show that
the proposed bit partitioning scheme reduces the average sum-
rate loss. Also in the interference coordination setting, [14]
takes into account both CSI training and feedback in analyzing
the system they called the inter-cell interference cancellation
(ICIC) scheme. In ICIC, the precoding vector of a user is the
projection of its channel in the null-space of the others users’
channels in other cells so that the transmission from this user
will not cause interference to the users in other cells. The work
also assumes the intra-cell TDMA and presents the training
optimization and feedback optimization for both analog and
digital feedback (RVQ). Based on that system setup, the
most interesting result is that the training optimization is
more important than the feedback optimization for the analog
feedback while the opposite holds for the digital feedback.

For different levels of cooperation, i.e., MCP, CBf and
SCP, [17] investigates an optimization problem to minimize
the total downlink transmit power while satisfying a specified
SINR target. The authors derived the optimal transmit power,
beamforming vectors, cell loading and achieved SINR for
those different cooperation schemes in a symmetric two-cell
network. The resulting optimal beamforming vectors have a
structure related to RCI.

Here, we consider a symmetric two cell setup as in [17].
This model is also similar to that with two cells used in
[29], [30], and [8]. Though this is a somewhat simplified
model of cellular networks found in practice [17], it does
have the benefit of leading to some interesting insights into
the behavior of the system that would otherwise be difficult to
obtain for more general models, for which system performance
results would require numerical simulations. Thus, we extend
the work in [17] by analyzing the optimal feedback strategies
for analog and digital feedback under MCP and CBf schemes.
This is done by performing the analysis in the large system
limit where the dimensions of the system i.e., the numbers of
users and transmit antennas tend to infinity with their ratio
being fixed. The large system analysis mainly exploits the
eigenvalue distribution of large random matrices. For example,
it has been used to derive the asymptotic performance of
linear multiuser receivers in CDMA communications in early
2000 (see [31]), single-cell broadcast channels with RCI for
various channel conditions [26], [32]-[34], base station coop-
erations in downlink multi-cell networks (see e.g., [17], [27]).
The asymptotic performance measure becomes a determinis-
tic quantity and can have closed-form/compact expressions.
Hence, it can be used to derive the optimal parameters for the
system design. Moreover, it can provide a good approximation
of, hence insights into, the performance of the finite-size
(or even small-size) systems.

Similar to [2] and [14], we perform feedback optimization
for the interference-coordination scheme (CBf). As in [14],
we also investigate the feedback optimization for the analog
and digital feedback schemes. However, different from those
works, we do not assume intra-cell TDMA in each cell,
and hence each user experiences both intra-cell and inter-cell
interference. We also consider a different type of precoder, the
RCI. Moreover, we also analyze the feedback optimization
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Cell 1

Fig. 1. System model.
for different level of cooperation between the base stations,
including the MCP setup, and try to capture how we allocate
resources available at the user side as the the interfering
channel gain varies.

D. Paper Organization and Notation

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. The system
model is described in Section II. It starts with the channel
model, and the expressions of the transmit signal, precoder
and the corresponding SINR for each MCP and CBf. At the
end of the section, the feedback schemes and true channel
model in terms of the channel estimate at the BSs and the
channel uncertainty for the analog and digital feedback are
presented. The main results for the noisy analog feedback
and digital feedback and for different types of coordination
are discussed in Section III and IV, respectively. In each
section, we begin by discussing the large system result of the
SINR for the MCP and CBf and then follow by deriving the
corresponding optimal feedback allocation; optimal (uplink)
power for the analog feedback and optimal bit partitioning for
the digital feedback. The optimal regularization parameter for
the RCI precoder is also derived for both types of feedback
and cooperation. The end of each section provides numerical
results that depict how the optimal feedback allocation and
the SINR of each user behave as the interfering channel gain
varies. In Section V, we provide some numerical simulations
that compare the performance of the system under the analog
feedback and digital feedback. The conclusions are drawn in
the Section VI and some of the proofs go to the appendices.

Throughout the paper, the following notations are used. E[-]
denotes the statistical expectation. The almost sure conver-
gence, convergence in probability, and mean-square conver-
gence are denoted by 25, i), N respectively. The partial
derivative of f with respect to (w.r.t.) x is denoted by %. The
circularly symmetric complex Gaussian (CSCG) vector with
zero mean and covariance matrix ¥ is denoted by CN (0, ).
|a] and N[a] denote the magnitude and the real part of the
complex variable a, respectively. || - || represents the Euclidean
norm and Tr(-) denotes the trace of a matrix. Iy and Oy
denote an N x N identity matrix and a 1 x N zero entries
vector, respectively. ()T and (-)" refer to the transpose and
Hermitian transpose, respectively. The angle between vector x
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Cell 2

and y is denoted by /(x,y). LHS and RHS refer to the left-
hand side and right-hand side of an equation, respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a symmetric two-cell broadcast channel, as
shown in Figure 1, where each cell has K single antenna
users and a base station equipped with N antennas. The
channel between user k in cell j and the BS in cell i is
denoted by row vector hy ;; where hy j j ~ CN(0,1Iy) and
h, ;; ~CN(@0,ely), for j =1,2and j = mod (j,2) + 1
refers to the “other” cell. We refer to the hy ; ; as direct
channels and hy ; 5 as cross or “interfering” channels. We
find it useful to group these into a single channel vector
h,j = [hyj1 by ol

We should note that, by considering distance dependent path
gains, the model represents the case where all users in a cell
have the same distance to the serving base station (BS) and
also to the interfering BS. This setup is a rough approximation
of the case where two neighboring BSs are serving cell edge
users located between those BSs.

We also consider an FDD system and assume that the users
have perfect knowledge of their downlink channels, hy ; ;
and hy ; -. Each user feeds back the channel information to
the direct BS and neighboring BS through the corresponding
uplink channels. The BSs estimate or recover these channel
states and use them to construct the precoder.

The received signal of user k in cell j can be written as

Vk,j =hijixi +hy joxo +ngj,

where x; € C¥*!1 j = 1,2 is the transmitted data from
BS i, and ng; ~ CN(O,O’L%) is the noise at the user’s
receiver. The transmitted data x; depends on the assumed
level of cooperation, and will be described in more detail
in Sections II-A and II-B. We restrict ourselves to linear
precoding schemes, more specifically variations of the RCI
precoder. We assume each BS’s transmission is subject to an
average power constraint E [||x,-||2] = P;. In the MCP case,
we relax this constraint to an average sum power constraint!
so that E [||x|*] = >? | P, = P,. In the analysis, we assume
Py = P, = P and denote y; = P/aj.

IThis assumption is made to simplify the analysis. However, it is possible
to handle the per base station average power constraint case and we can show
that the results will be the same.
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As already mentioned, in practical scenarios, perfect CSI is
difficult to obtain and the CSI at the BSs is obtained through
feedback from the users. We are particularly interested in the
channel model where we can express the downlink channel
between the user k in cell j and BS i as

by i =/, jibi i + Hk,j,i, (1)

where Ek, j,i represents the channel estimate, and Hk, j,i the
channel uncertainty or estimation error. Note that the channel
estimates are used by the BSs to construct the precoder. The
variable ¢ j; will be used mainly for the channel model of
the quantized feedback scheme. It represents the quality of
the channel estimate due to the quantization. For the analog
feedback, we can omit this variable or assume to have a
deterministic value ¢ j; = 1,Vk, j,i. Detailed explanation
of (1) for the analog and limited feedback schemes can be
found in Sections II-C and II-D, respectively.

The transmitted signal, precoder and SINR for each user for
each cooperation scheme will be presented in the following
subsections.

A. MCP

As previously mentioned, in the MCP, both BSs share
the channel information and data symbols for all users in
the network. Therefore, we may consider the network as a
broadcast channel with 2N transmit antennas and 2K single
antenna users. The BSs construct the precoding matrix by
using the users’ channel estimates. In this work, we consider
RCI precoding, for which the precoding or beamforming
vector for user & in cell j, wy;, can be written as [35]

~g -1
Wi =CcWij =¢ (HHH + aIzN) E}:j,

where ¢ is a normalizing constant to ensure that the total
power constraint is met with equality, hy ; = [hg ;1 hy 2],

— [hH. BH TH TH FH TH H :
H= [h11 R hK,1 h1,2 hz,z hK,z] and o is the
regular1zat1on parameter. The transmitted data vector can be

expressed as
2 K
=c 2.2 Wigsi,
j=1k=1

where sij ~ CN (0, 1) denotes the symbol to be transmitted to
user k in cell j. It is also assumed that the data symbols across
the users are independent, i.e, E[SSH] = Ihg, with s = [s; sz]T
ands; = [s1j s2; -~ sk;]1. Note that we can express the data
vector as X = (ﬁHﬁ + ochN)_1 Hs. From the total power
constraint |E [||x||2] = P, we can determine ¢ as follows

2= P
Tr ((AMH + aly) ~* BHA)

The received signal at user k in cell j can be written as
PP -1
Yik,j = hg jx+ngj =chg (H H+aIzN) H''s + ny ;
P ~1
= che; (A"H +aly) Bl s

~~ -1
+chy (HHH + aIQN) A s+ ni
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where hy ; follows the channel model (1) with hk o=
[hk i1 hk ,j,2]. The term Hk ,j and s; ; are obtained from H
and s by removing the row corresponding to user k in cell j
respectively. Hence, the SINR for user k in cell j can be
expressed as

2 ’hk,j (ﬁHﬁ + 06121\/)71 /H}ij ’2
‘2

SINR; j = 2)

A~ A~ 71/\
¢ |b; (AHE + o) " BY |+ 07

B. Coordinated Beamforming

In this scheme, the base stations only share the channel
information, so that, for cell j, X; can be expressed as

K
Xj =¢Cj Zwkjskj,
k=1

where as in the MCP case si; ~ CA (0, 1) denotes the symbol
to be transmitted to user k in cell j. The constant ¢; is chosen
to satisfy the per-BS power constraint, that is, E [||Xj ||2] = P;.

Hence, ¢2 = We let

DY Hwk/ 2
-1

R - = N
wij = | aly + z b i | e

(t,m)#(k, j)

which is an extension of regularized zero-forcing to the
coordinated beamforming setup [17]. Note that designing the
precoding matrix at BS j requires local CSI only (the /ﬁk,,-, j
from BS j to all users, but not the channels from the other BS
to the users). The SINR of user k in cell j can be expressed as
2 A2
SINR; ; = € |2hk” il wk’AI —, 3)
Z cj/|hk,j,j/wk/j’| + o0y
', j# k. j)

where, once again, hy ; ; and hy ; i follow (1).

C. Analog Feedback through AWGN Channel

In the analog feedback scheme, proposed in [15], each user
feeds back the CSI to the base stations using the linear analog
modulation. Since we skip quantizing and coding the channel
information, we can convey this information very rapidly [15].
We also consider a simple uplink channel model, an AWGN
channel. A more realistic multiple access (MAC) uplink chan-
nel model could be a subject for future investigation. In the
uplink, each user in cell j feeds back its CSI h_ ; orthogonally
(in time). Since each user has to transmit 2N symbols (its
channel coefficients), it needs 2x N channel uses to feed back
the CSI, where x > 1. User k in cell j sends

1

he A2, @)

where A; is a diagonal matrix such that the first N diagonal
entries are equal to A;; and the remaining diagonal entries
are equal to Z;o, with Aj; = 2vk Py, 4,5 = 2¢ (1 —v)x P,
and P, is the user’s average transmit power per channel use.
Equation (4) satisfies the uplink power constraint
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1
Ef|lhy, ;A7 I’ = 2kNP,. Thus, the power allocated to
feedback the direct and interfering channel is controlled by
v € [0, 1]. We should note that in (4), it is assumed that x is
an integer. If k N is an integer, we can modulate the signal (4)
with 2N x 2x N spreading matrix [15], [21] and the analysis
presented below still holds.

Now, let by, € =1,2,...,2N, be the £th element of hy ;,
Ae be the corresponding element on the diagonal of A, and
€ = E[bgb’;]. When this channel coefficient is transmitted,
the signal received by the coordinating BSs is

1
YK=\/E[\/EIINi|b€+nu=\/EPb€+Hu,

where n, € C2V*1 ~ CN(0, auzlzN) is the noise vector at the
coordinating BSs and 1y is a column vector of length N with
all 1 entries. Using the fact that the path-gain from the users
in cell j to BS j is €, the MMSE estimate of b; becomes

-1
=V cep” [MGZPPT + 0',,,212N] ye,

and its MMSE is ab = e — Acelp" [Aeeepp’ + 02bn] 1p.
We should note that {b;} are mutually independent. By using
the property of MMSE estimation, we can express hy_;; as

by jio = hiji +he i (5)

where Ek, j,i represents the channel estimate, and Hk, j,i the
channel uncertainty or estimation error. Note that the entries of
each vector Ek,j,,- ~ CN(0, w;;Iy) and Hk,j,i ~ CN(0,5;;In)
are independent, where

1 . . Vi . .
j=i j=i

dji = [ 1+w“ ., Wi = [ le-?ll)yuv)yu ., . (©
g | 7 e JF

and 7, = 2y,k(l + ¢) with y, = NPu/auz. The channel
estimates are used by the BSs to construct the precoder. Since
each J;; and wj; are identical for all users then we denote
g = 0jj,0 = (5 wg = wjj and o, = w;3 . From (6),
it follows that w; = 1 — 04 and w, = € — O,.

D. Quantized Feedback via RVQ

In the digital feedback case, user k in cell j uses By j ;
and By ; 5 bits to quantize/feedback the direct and interfering
channels, respectively. The total number of feedback bits is
assumed to be fixed. It is also assumed that each user has
different codebooks: Uy, ;,; with size 2B%7j and Uy ;5 with

size 2Brij , to quantize the direct and interfering channel,
respectively. Moreover, these codebooks are different for each
user. In this work, By ; ; is the same for all users and By j ; =
By,Vk,j = 1,2. Similarly, Bk = B, Yk, j = 1,2.
The total number of feedback blts is denoted by By, where
B, = B; + B..

Since the optimal codebook design for the quantized feed-
back is not known yet, we consider the well known RVQ
scheme for analytical tractability. As suggested by its name,
RVQ uses a random vector quantization codebook where the
quantization vectors in the codebook are independently chosen
from the isotropic distribution on the N-dimensional unit
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sphere [16], [20]. The codebook is known by the base station
and the user. The user quantizes its channel by finding the
quantization vector in the codebook which is closest to its
channel vector and feedbacks the index of the quantization
vector to the BSs. We should note that only the channel
direction is quantized, as is done in most of the work employ-
ing RVQ for the feedback model. As mentioned in [20], the
channel norm information can also be used for some problems
that need channel quality information (CQI) such as power
allocation across the channel and users scheduling [36].

The user k in cell j finds its quantization vector for the
channel hy ;; according to

H
” |hk,j,iuk,j,,'|
Uy, j,i = arg max _—
weji€ Ueji il
The quantization error or distortion rkz i is defined as
2
hy ;0
2 H otk g ) N
Tk, ji = 1— YT = sin (Z (hk,j,i/Hhk,j,i||,uk,j,i)) .
|| k,],l”

It is a random variable whose distribution is equivalent to
the minimum of 28+ beta random variables with parameters
N — 1 and 1 (see [20], [37]). Each realization of 7y j; is
different for each user even though the users have the same
amount of feedback bits.

Having obtained 1 ;;, each user then sends its
By ji-bits quantization index from the codebook [21]
and also the channel magnitude |hy ; ;|| (see also [36]).
By assuming that the BSs can receive the information
perfectly, the channel estimate at the BS can be written as

by o= il i 7

Note that hk ,j,i has the same statistical distribution as hy ; ;
ie., hk,i ~ CN(0,€j;Iy), where €;; = 1 when i = j and
otherwise, €j; = €.

From [20], [38], we can model hy_;; as follows

hy ji=/1- Tkz,j,ihkaj:i + vk, jillhk jillZx, ji s (8)

where z; ;; is isotropically distributed in the null-space of
0 ;; and is independent of 7y ;. Moreover, z ;; can be
rewritten as

e
Vk,J,tHﬁk’j’,.
Z,ji = —————7
”Vk,j,z Hﬁk’j”_ I
where Iy, i is the projection matrix in the column space of
’ by
k. i .
hkj,, HA =1Iy - Th”T and vi j; ~ CN(0,Iy) is
j 1

mdependent of hk ,j,i- It is clear that the channel model (8)
has the same structure as (1) with ¢ ;; = 1 — rkzjl. and
h =1 jillbg jillzk,j,i-

E. Achievable and Limiting Sum-Rate

Besides SINR; ;, another relevant performance measure is
the achievable rate. For the user k at cell j, it is defined as

Ry j = log, (1 + SINRk,j). )
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It is obtained by treating the interference as noise or equiva-
lently performing single-user decoding at the receiver. Observ-
ing (9), it is obvious that there is a one-to-one continuous
mapping between the SINR and the achievable rate (see
also [39]). The total sum-rate, or just the sum-rate, can then
be defined as follows

2 K

Raum = ZZ Rkjo

j=1k=1

As shown later in the following sections, as K, N — o0,
we have

SINR;; — SINR® — 0, (10)

where SINR®, also called the limiting SINR, is a determin-
istic quantity and the above convergence holds either almost
surely or in probability (see Section III and IV for detailed
discussions). It is also shown that the limiting SINR is the
same for all users. By using the result (10) and based on the
continuous mapping theorem [40], the following
%E[Rsum] — RS, —0

holds (see also [26]) where the limiting achievable sum rate per
antenna” can be expressed as RS, = plog, (14 SINR™). For
the numerical simulations, we also introduce the normalized
sum-rate difference, defined as

o E [Reum] — RS

ARgm = um (11)
o o E [ Ryum]

that quantifies the sum-rate difference, ﬁE[Rsum] — RS

compared to the (actual) finite-size system average sum-rate.

III. MCP AND CBF WITH NOISY ANALOG FEEDBACK

In this section, we will discuss the large system results and
feedback optimization for the MCP and CBf by using the
analog feedback model discussed in Section II-C. First, the
large system limit expression for the SINR is derived. Then,
the corresponding optimal regularization parameter that maxi-
mizes the limiting SINR is investigated. Finally, the optimal v
that maximizes the limiting SINR that already incorporates the
optimal regularization parameter will be discussed.

A. MCP

We start with the theorem that states the large system limit
of the SINR (2).
Theorem 1: Let py = (wd—l—wc)’lal/N and g(f, p) be the

solution of g(f, p) = (p + %) . In the large system
limit, the SINR of MCP given in (2) converges in probability
to a deterministic quantity given by

L+ 250 (14 g(By puar))?

SINR®® 3
Ve + (a+ g(IB» pM,AF))

MCPAF = yeg(ﬁ, pM,AF)

, (12)

2For the rest of the paper, we refer this term as the limiting sum-rate.
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where the effective SNR 7y, is expressed as

wg + e 1 —04+¢€—6
ye = 5 5 1 = 5 5 1 . (13)
d + o + 7a d + Oc + 74
Proof: See Appendix II-A [ |

It is obvious from above that the limiting SINR is the same
for all users in both cells. This is due to the assumption that
the channel statistics of all users in both cells are the same.
The channel uncertainty, captured by w, and dJ,, affects the
system performance (limiting SINR) via the effective SNR
and regularization parameter py ap.

As discussed previously, the (effective) regularization para-
meter py.r controls the amount of interference introduced to
the users and provides the trade-off between suppressing the
inter-user interference and increasing desired signal energy.
The optimal choice of py . that maximizes (12) is given in
the following.

Corollary 1: The optimal p,, . that maximizes SINRS?, . is
p
p/:/k}AF = (14)
e
and the corresponding limiting SINR is
SINRY 2 = &(Bs pyyar)- (15)

Proof: The proof follows easily from [41]. [ ]
It is interesting to see that the limiting SINR expression with
Py = Decomes simpler and depends only the cell-loading (f)
and the effective SNR (y,). Clearly from (13), y. is a function
of the total MSE, 6; = 4 + J., which can be thought of as a
reasonable measure of the CSIT quality. Thus, p . adjusts its
value as J; changes. Also, from (13), it is obvious that y, is a
decreasing function of J;. As a result, pj,_ is increasing with
0. In other words, if the total quality of CSIT improves then
the regularization parameter becomes smaller. In the perfect
CSIT case, i.e., when J; = 0, and in the high SNR regime,
Pu = goes to zero and we obtain a ZF precoder.

Now, we will investigate how to allocate v to maximize the
limiting SINR (15), or equivalently g(f, p¥ .). v is captured
by y. (or p;;,.) via dq. It can be shown that g is decreasing
(increasing) in pyar (7). Then, for a fixed £ the limiting SINR
is maximized by solving the following optimization problem

€—0.+1—-9;
Ve =———" T
G+

As mentioned earlier, y, is a decreasing function of J;. Thus,
the optimization problem above can be rewritten as

max
vel0,1]

€
Vfu‘i‘l (1—1))];,44-1.
From the above, it is very interesting to note that the optimal v
that maximizes SINR}:5° is the same as the one that minimizes
the total MSE, o;.

It is easy to check that the optimization problem above is
a convex program and the optimal v, denoted by v*, can be
expressed as follows

min
vel0,1]

Oy =04+ 0 =

0, Ve +1
1
v =11 Vesgm (16)
1+L (1-/6) )
—__~  otherwise.

I+/e
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As aresult, for /e < #, the BSs should not waste resources
trying to learn about the “interfering” channel states. In this
situation, the coordination breaks down and the base stations
perform SCP. The completely opposite scenario, in which
the BSs should not learn the “direct” channels, occurs when
€ > 7, + 1. Clearly, this can only happen if € > 1. When
€ > y,+1, the BSs also perform SCP but each BS transmits
to the users in the neighboring cell.

We end this subsection by characterizing the behavior of y,
(equivalently SINR}-2°), after optimal feedback power alloca-
tion, as the cross channel gain € varies. This also implicitly
shows how the total MSE, ¢, affects the limiting SINR. Let
Vu = (1 T 6) We analyze the different cases in (16) separately.

1) Je < = +1 : This is the case when the BSs perform SCP
for the users in their own cell. For fixed y,, this inequality
is equivalent to € < €37 , where €7, > 0 satlsﬁes e =

max?> max
m Now, by taking the first derlvatlve = and setting

it to zero, the (unique) stationary point is given by
1

7= —— 1.

" VydVu
If /T € [0, /€T ], it is easy to check that the limiting
SINR is increasing until € = € and then decreasing.
If \/yay. > 1 then €< < 0, or equivalently, % < 0.
Consequently, for this case, the limiting SINR is decreasing
in €. Moreover, /e > ,/eXT " if the following condition
holds

VYaV%u@2 = 2ya — Yu) = Qya¥u — yd — Vu)s

in which case % > 0, which implies that the limiting SINR
always increases over € for this case.

This behavior of y, as a function of € can be intuitively
explained as follows. When v = 1, the total MSE is 6; =
m + ¢, where the first and second terms are d; and J,
respectively. As € increases, d; decreases whereas J, increases.
This shows that there is a trade-off between the quality of the
direct channel and the strength of the interference. The trade-
off is also influenced by parameters y4 and y,. As shown in the
analysis, when /y47, > 1, the effect of cross channel to the
limiting SINR dominates. In contrast, if the condition in (17)
is satisfied, the effect of the quality of the direct channel (J;)
becomes dominant. If the aforementioned conditions do not
hold, J; causes the SINR to increase until €}* and after that the
interference from the cross channel takes over as the dominant
factor, thereby reducing the limiting SINR.

2) Ju + 1 > e > ﬁ Here, the BSs perform MCP.

By takmg ° in that interval of €, it can be shown that we have
a unique statlonary point which we denote as ,/e}l. We can
also show that y, is a convex function for ¢ € [0, 1] and is
increasing for € > 1. Thus, if ﬁ < ﬂ < yu + 1, the
limiting SINR will decrease for /€ € T + 1 J€¥] and
increase after that; Otherw1se the llmltlng SINR increases in
the region. Here, for /€ € [ o +1 , 1], we still can see the effect
of the trade-off within J; to the limiting SINR as € changes.
In that interval, the quality of the direct channel becomes better
as € increases; However, that of the cross channel decreases
and this affects the SINR badly until €}}.. After this point, the

A7)
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improvement in the quality of the direct channel will outweigh
the deterioration of that of the cross channel, causing the SINR
to increase.

3) /€ > 7, + 1: In this case, each BS performs SCP, but
serves the other cell’s users. We can establish that % > 0.
Hence, for this case, the limiting SINR is increasing in €.

B. Coordinated Beamforming
%, and let T 4 satisfy

1

_Boc Boa *
Pcar + 1+wc T4 + 14wqT 4

Theorem 2: Let pc =

I'a=

In the large system limit, the SINR of the coordinated beam-
forming given in (3) converges almost surely to a deterministic
quantity given by

o4 ) ﬁwc ﬁwd
SINR® - P ta [p“* t GFada T (1+wdrA)2]

CBfAF
(5 + 00 +0 + (i + )
Proof: See Appendix III-A [ |
Similar to the MCP case, the limiting SINR expression (18)
is the same for all users. The optimal p. .- that maximizes the
limiting SINR (18) is given in the following.

Corollary 2: The limiting SINR (18) is maximized by

choosing the regularization parameter according to

. (18)

1
Vd
and the corresponding limiting SINR is
SINRZ; . = 041y, (20)
where T7 is T g with peu = pk,,-
Proof: Let yperr = p ( s+ 6 ) and ¥ =
Bwq B
TTagl)? + Tro. T o It is easy to show that
6SINRCB!AF _ Yeff — Pcar OF
OPc.ar [Veff + T]z OPc.ar ’
where —2B= ols + o > 0 with
ppCAF - Opc.AF (l+wd1"A)3 (14w, F )3
6‘25; < 0 s given by (54). Thus, it follows that p,, = y.rs is
the unique stationary point and the global optimizer. Plugging

back pc.r into (18) yields (20). |

Similar to the MCP case, the corollary above shows that
the optimal regularization parameter adapts to the changes of
CSIT quality and it is a decreasing function of J;. By compar-
ing (14) and (19), it is also interesting to see that pcar = Puar
for a given a.

Finding v that maximizes the limiting SINR of the CBf is
more complicated than in the MCP case. It is equivalent to
maximizing wyI', such that v € [0, 1]: this is a non-convex
program. However, the maximizer v* is one of following: the
boundaries of the feasible set (v = {0, 1}) or the stationary
point, denoted by v°, which is the solution of

*
Ve = —*F—A. 21
+V°%y)
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Fig. 2. The normalized sum-rate difference for different system dimensions
with # =06, x =1,€¢ =0.5 y4 =10 dB and y, = 0 dB.

The point v = 0 can be eliminated from the feasible set since
the derivative of the limiting SINR with respect to v at this
point is always positive.

C. Numerical Results

Since propagation channels fluctuate, the SINR expressions
in (2) and (3) are random quantities. Consequently, the average
sum-rates are also random. Figure 2 illustrates how the random
average sum-rates approach the limiting sum-rates as the
dimensions of the system increase. This is quantified by
the normalized sum-rate difference which is defined in (11).
The average sum-rate is obtained by averaging the sum-rates
over 1000 channel realizations. The optimal regularization
parameter and power splitting obtained in the large system
analysis are used in computing the limiting and average sum-
rates. We can see that as the system size increases, the
normalized sum-rate difference becomes smaller and this hints
that the approximation of the average sum-rate by the limiting
sum-rate becomes more accurate. The difference is already
about 1.3% and 0.5% for the MCP and CBf respectively for
N =60, K = 36.

Figure 3 describes the applicability of the large system
results into finite-size systems. We choose a reasonable
system-size in practice, i.e., N = 10,K = 6. Then,
250 channel realizations are generated. For each channel real-
ization, with a fixed regularization parameter of the precoder,
the optimal v, denoted by v, is computed. Then the resulting
average sum-rate is compared to the average sum-rate that
using v* from the large system analysis, i.e., (16) and (21), for
different values of €. We can see that the normalized average
sum-rate difference, i.e.,

AR — E[|Rsum(U:s

sum

- Rsum(U*)I]
Rsum(‘);ks)
for CBf has a peak around 4% that can be considered as a

reasonable value for the chosen system size. For MCP, it is
less than 0.47%. To this end, our simulation results indicate

(22)
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Fig. 3. The normalized average sum-rate difference of the finite-size system
by using the vgs and v* with N = 10,8 = 0.6, k = 1, y4 = 10 dB and
yu =0 dB.

that the large system results discussed earlier approximate the
finite-system quite well.

In the following, we present some numerical simulations
that visualize the characteristics of the optimal v* (in the
large system limit) and the corresponding limiting SINR for
each cooperation scheme. We are primarily interested in their
characteristics when the interfering channel gain € varies, as
depicted in Figure 4. In general, we can see that for the same
system parameters, the CBf scheme allocates more power to
feed back the direct channel compared to the MCP. From
Figure 4(a), we can see that for values of ¢ ranging from 0 up
to a certain threshold (denoted by €} = €57 and €' for MCP
and CBf respectively), the optimal v is 1: in other words, it is
optimal in this range for the BSs not to try to get information
about the cross channels and to construct the precoder based
on the direct channel information only. Effectively, the two
schemes reduce to the SCP scheme when v* = 1: as a result,
the same limiting SINR is achieved by both schemes.

In Figure 4(b), we can observe a peculiar behavior of the
limiting SINR of the MCP which we already highlighted in
the analysis of Section III-A. When /e < = i.e. when
v* = 1, the SINR is decreasing as € increases. After that the
limiting SINR is still decreasing until € reaches €}, and then
increasing: this reflects the trade-off between . and J,. For
the CBf scheme, the limiting SINR is decreasing in € when
v* = 1 (SCP) and remains decreasing when both BSs perform
CBf.

Figure 5(a) and 5(b) depict the limiting SINRs for the MCP
and the CBf as y, increases. As illustrated in Figure 5(a),
the initial decrease of the limiting SINR of the MCP is still
present. It occurs at a smaller value of €}, when the feedback
quality improves i.e., by increasing y,. For, y, = 20 dB, at a
glance, we can not notice it but by zooming in on a smaller
interval of ¢, it shows up. The plot also shows that it does
not occur in the perfect CSI case where the SINR is strictly
increasing in €. The gap between the limiting SINR obtained
from the perfect CSI and that obtained from y, = 5 dB is less
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Fig. 4. (a) The optimal v* and (b) the limiting SINR for the MCP and CBf scheme as € varies in [0, 1] with # = 0.6, x = 1, y4 = 10 dB, y, = 0 dB.
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than 6 dB. Increasing the feedback quality will reduce this
gap. It become less than 0.5 dB when y,, = 20 dB. For the
CBf, as shown in Figure 5(b), the gap is less than 4 dB when
yy, = 5 dB and becomes less than 0.2 dB when y, = 20 dB.
In the figure, we also include the limiting SINR’s for the SCP.
In Figure 4(b), we already observed that there is almost no
advantage of doing the CBf instead of the SCP. However, as
the quality of the feedback improves, as shown in Figure 5(b),
we can see clearly the advantage. For y, = 5 dB, the CBf
outperforms the SCP for ¢ > 0.25. For y,, = 10 dB, it occurs
when € > 0.1.

IV. QUANTIZED FEEDBACK VIA RANDOM
VECTOR QUANTIZATION (RVQ)

In this section, we will derive the approximations of the
SINR for the MCP (2) and CBf (3) by analyzing them in
the large system limit. We use these approximations to opti-
mize the feedback bit allocation, and regularization parameter.

| | |
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
€

(b)
Fig. 5. (a) SINR;op Vs. € and (b) SINRE’;C,?'?\F vs. €, for different values of y,. Simulation parameters: f = 0.6,k = 1, y5 = 10 dB.

This joint optimization problem can be split into two steps.
First, we derive the optimal bit allocation, i.e., the optimal
By = 54 and B, = %¢. Plugging the optimal bit allocation
back into the limiting SINR expression, we can then proceed
to the second step where we obtain the optimal regularization
parameter. At the end of the section, some comparisons of the
limiting SINR and bit allocation values for the two schemes
are illustrated.

A. MCP
Theorem 3: Let py, = (1 + €)~'a/N and g(B, p) be the

-1
solution of g(B, p) = (p + ﬁﬂp)) . In the large system
limit, the SINR converges in probability to a deterministic
quantity given by

1+ 222(1 + g(B, puo))?
e+ (1+g(B, puo))?

SINRy?,, = 7e8(B, Puo) (23)
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where
dZ

Vo= ——"—T— (24)
1—d*+ g

is defined as the effective SNR and

1 —2-Ba 1—

d— \/ + E\/ 25)
1+€

Proof: Refer to Appendix II-B. O

Theorem 3 shows that the limiting SINR is the same for all
users in both cells. This is not surprising given the symmetry
in their channel statistics and feedback mechanisms. Moreover,
the only dependence of the limiting SINR on the bit allocation
is via y., which itself is a function of d: d can be interpreted as
a measure of the total quality of the channel estimates; In fact,
given that By and B, are constrained to sum up to B,,d in (25)
highlights a trade-off between increasing feedback bits for
direct channel and cross channel. Comparing (12) and (23),
we can immediately recognize an identical structure between
them. The effective SNR expressions (13) and (24) also share
a similar construction, where (14 €)d? in (25) can be thought
to be equivalent to wy + ..

Now, we move to the first step of the joint optimization

e., determining the optimal bit allocation that maximizes
(23). It is clear from (23) that By and B. contributes to
the limiting SINR through d. It is easy to check that the
limiting SINR is an increasing and a convex function of d.
Thus, maximizing SINRFE,  is equivalent to maximizing d,
i.e. solving (cf. Eq. (25))

X
max \/l—xd—i—e 1——1

xq€[X;,1 Xd

(26)

where X, =278 B, = % and x; = 2~ 8¢. The solution of
(26) is presented in the following theorem.
Theorem 4: SINRJ,, is maximized by allocating By =
—log, (x ) bits to Jeed back the direct channel information,
and B. = B; — Bd to feed back the interfering channel

information, where x}; is the unique positive solution of

— Xix3 + (€X)?(xa — 1) = 0. (27)

Proof: The first derivative of the objective function over
X4 is given by

oE [d] 1 1 1 eX;
1+e€ ==\|- + — 28
troz = l-rm=te x| ®
\% Xd
and lim,,_ x, 6?){;’] = oo, limy, agEx[j] = —o00. Moreover,

the objective function is concave since

’Eld] 1 1 _ 2 X,
(1 +6)T§ =3 —5(1 —xa) " - gj
Xd
_LleXs (1 . z)/)
2 x3 X4
<0, xqe€lX:1].
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The global optimum occurs at the stationary point, xj, which
is obtained by setting the first derivative (28) equal to 0. It is
the positive solution of

— Xyx3 4 (€X)?(xg — 1) = 0.

The (positive) solution always exists and is unique. This can
be shown as follows. Let £(xz) = xd thd—i- (€X)?(xg—1).
Recall that x; € [X;, 1] and X; < 1. Thus, €(X;) < 0 and
£(1) > 0. Moreover, agg{;;d) = xd(4xd —3X) 4+ (€X)* >0
showing that £(x,4) is monotonically increasing in x4 € [X;, 1].
Therefore, £(x4) crosses zero at a unique point x;. [ ]

Now, let us discuss how the optimal bit allocation varies
with €. Since x4 = x] satisfies (27), then by taking the
(implicit) derivative of (27) w.r.t. €, we have

26X,2(1 — Xq)
o€ 4x3 —3X,x2 + (eX;)>

*
8xd .

>0, for X, <x); <1l

This implies that as € increases, x (B;,‘) increases (decreases).
This is consistent with the intuition that for higher €, more
resources would be allocated to quantize the cross channel
information. At one of the extremes, i.e., ¢ = 0, x;; = X,
or By = B;. If ¢ =0, x; = X;, so that when there is no
interference from the neighboring BS, all feedback bits are
used to convey the direct channel states, as expected. At the
other extreme, when € — oo, x — 1 or By — 0. This can
be shown by setting the derivative (28) equal to zero and we

have
I XT3
€ 2 X,
xg V=37

As € — 00, the left hand side goes to zero and the stationarity
is achieved by setting x4 = 1.

It is also interesting to see how d, after optimal bit
allocation, behaves as the cross channel gain varies. Let d* is d
evaluated at x4 = x). By taking %, we can show the
following property.

Proposition 1: For € < 1, d* is decreasing in € and
increasing for € > 1. Consequently, d* is minimum at € = 1.

As mentioned previously, xj increases and consequently
1 — xj decreases as € increases. On the other side,
€/1 — X;/x} is getting larger. So, from the calculation we
can conclude that d* is mostly affected by /1 — x; fore <1,
while for the other values of ¢, the other term takes over.

We now proceed to find the optimal p,, that maximizes
SINRGE,,- The result is summarized below.

Theorem 5: Let y} be y, evaluated at d = d*. The optimal

w that maximizes SINR?,(d*) is
4

Pig= 1o (29)
Ve

The corresponding limiting SINR is given by

SINRS® = g (B, pug) -
Proof: The equation (23) has the same structure as (12)
and thus, (29) follows. |
From Theorem 5, d* affects the regularization parameter
and the limiting SINR via effective SNR y .. The latter grows
with d* (cf. (24)). Thus, p} , declines as the CSIT quality, d*,
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increases and this behavior is also observed for the cooperation
schemes with analog feedback.

In Proposition 1, we established how d* changes with €.
We can show that y has a similar behavior but reaches its
minimum at a different value of € due to the last term in the
denominator in (24). For SINR}:2°, it attains its minimum at
€ = ¢y, as described in the next proposition.
Proposition 2: Suppose that € = €] satisfies

_ ya(l+¢)—3
eXi[ral+e)+1+5]

x)*

Then, SINR;‘,(?D‘;
for e > €]

The characterlzatlon of SINRJ;:2° above reminds us a similar
behavior of SINR}:>  after optimal power allocation. We can
conclude that the limiting SINR of MCP under both feedback

schemes has a common behavior as € varies.

. M ; .
decreasing for € < ¢, and increasing

B. Coordinated Beamforming
Theorem 6: Let p., = a/N and T ¢ satisfy

1
FQ:

B4 pe
Peot T T Therg

Also let g = 1 —27B4 ¢ =1 278 ¢y = 2784 and
O = €27 B¢ In the large system limit, the SINR (3) for the
quantized feedback via RVQ converges in probability to a
deterministic quantity given by

2
SINR® = $al'g
cere T 1 bd Pce F) F) olp
Y (Td t irg? T lgergy T+ ) 2
(30)
where
ol'g _ o

- pe B
OPco peot (Ferg) T 3Ty

Proof: See Appendix III-B ]
As in Theorem 3, Theorem 6 shows that that the limiting
SINR is the same for all users. The quantization error variance
of estimating the direct channel, Jy, affects both the signal
strength (via ¢;) and the interference energy, in which it
captures the effect of the intra-cell interference. J., on
the other hand, only contributes to the interference term:
It represents the quality of the cross channel and determines
the strength of the inter-cell interference. Since B; is fixed,
increasing By, or equivalently reducing B, will strengthen the
desired signal and reduce the intra-cell interference: it does so,
however, at the expense of strengthening the inter-cell inter-
ference. Thus, feedback bits’ allocation is important in order
to improve the performance of the system.
To solve the joint optimization problem, it is useful to write
(30) as follows

1
SINRZ,, = G1(1 —xq) (y_d +1+e+(1-x)(G2—1)

-1
e (1—ﬁ)(63—1)) ,
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where x; and X; are defined as in the previous subsection

-1
and for brevity, we denote: G| = —FZQ (ﬂ%) ,Gy =

(1 +FQ)_2 and Gz = (1 +6FQ)_2. The optimal bit allocation
can be found by solving the following optimization problem

SINRZY

max. B0 (31)

Xa€[X;,1]

The solution of (31) is summarized in the following theorem.
Theorem 7: For a fixed B;, the optimal bit allocation,

in term of xqg =2~ B“’ that maximizes SINRZ, , is given by
¥ o Xy L)
o= Xe €= ToKeay = (32)
X4, otherwise.

where X, is the positive (unique) solution of the quadratic
equation —xﬁ(yid +1+€G3)+e(Gs— 1DH2Xixqg — X;) =0.
Proof: Differentiating the objective function (31), we get
OSINRZ® z

— =G

e _ G, 2
0x4 v

where Z = —xd( +14€G3)+e(G3—1)2Xxg—X;), ¥ =

x2 (Viﬁ(l — x2) (G2 — 1)+e(1 - —) (G3 — 1)+1+e)
The stationary point x; can be obtained by solving Z = 0

for x4. It can be verified that the sign of Z is the same as the
dSINRZ
sign of % Thus, X4 = xj will be the unique positive

solution of the quadratic equation Z = 0.

It can be also checked that (Z = —2xd( L1+ €G3) +
e(G3 — 1)(2X;) < 0 and thus Z is decreasmg in x4. Since
at x4 = 1, Z < 0, we should never allocate xj = 1. We will
allocate x4 = X; if Z < 0 at x4 = X, (this condition is
satisfied whenever € < €g,). |

Unlike the MCP case where xj = X; only when ¢ = 0,
in the CBf, it is optimal for a user to allocate all B; to the
direct channel when 0 < ¢ < ¢y. Note that x; = X; does
not imply that the cooperation breaks down or that both BSs
perform single-cell processing. It is easy to check that ey,
increases when B; or y, is decreased. This suggests that when
the resource for the feedback bits is scarce or the received
SNR is low then it is preferable for the user to allocate all
the feedback bits to quantize the direct channel. So, in this
situation, quantizing the cross channel does more harm to the
performance the system. However, as € increases beyond e,
quantizing the cross channel will improve the SINR. We can
show that x}, particularly X4, is increasing in €. In doing
that, we need to take the derivative of X, over €. It is easy to
show that I'g is decreasing in €. Then, it follows that G3 is
decreasing in €. Using this fact, we can then show % > 0.
So, as in the case of MCP, this suggests that more resources
are allocated to feedback the cross-channel when € increases.

Once we have the optimal bit allocation, we can find the
optimal pc q, as we did for the MCP. For that purpose, we can
rewrite (32) w.r.t pco as follows

x; — [Xfa Pco = .pth
X4, otherwise,
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where for given X;, e and y4, the threshold py, satisfies
€ = en. So, we have SINRZ, (X4) for pco < pm and
SINRS® (X;) for other values of pcq.

CBEQ
Now, let us investigate the optimal p., when x); = Xg.
OSINRZ, o (X4)

9pcQ
stationary point, which is given by

By evaluating = 0, we can determine the

Bl = Xa)S — X,(G2+ €G3)ye]
Xype+ (1= Xa) (1= X)Gy +¢ (1- 4£) 64)

o]

de =

where
X
S = (G2+EG3)[ + X4 +e—i|
d

+€(G2G5 — G3GY) [

— 1 _ _2X X, r _ 090Gy
Ye = yd+1+6+6(G3 1)(1 X, +_Xﬁ)’G2_ e
r _ 0G3
and G5 = ey

We can show that the derivative is positive for pc, €
[0, p%,,) and negative for pcq € (pxd, 00). Since SINRZ, (X 4)
is deﬁned for pco < pw, if px < pw then SINRZ (X4)
is increasing for p., € [0, pxd] and decreasing for p., €
[pxd,pth) If pX > pm then SINRZ. (X,) is increasing for
Pea € [0, pn).

Then, we move to the case when x; = X;. By setting
OSINRZS . (X/)

opcq

CBf,Q

= 0, the stationary point is then given by

. PG+ eGHXi+ 1yt e)  Pe(GaGly —

G3Gz)
Xi (1—-X,)G’ G/
’) 2

We can also show that the derivative is positive for p., €
[0, pk,) and negative for pcq € (pX , 00). Since SINRZ, (X;)
is defined for pco, > pm, if px > pp then SINRCB‘Q(X,)
is increasing for pco € [ph, pX] and decreasing for p., €
[p,00). If py = pm then SINRZ (X,) is decreasing for
Peq € [pth, 00).

In what follows, by knowing the stationary point in both
regions of p, we will investigate how to obtain the opti-
mal pc,, denoted by pZ, for pco, € [0,00). By inspecting
OSINRE;, ,(X4)/0pcq and OSINRE, (X;)/0pcq We can see that
that SINRZY, ,(x) is continuously differentiable for the region,
peo € [0, pm) and pco, € [pm, 00), respectively. To show

CBf.Q

CBf,Q
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Algorithm 1 Calculate p7, and x}

1: Compute p

2: if pgm < 0 then
3: xj = X;.

4 ply =py,

5: else

6: Compute p§(1

7. if p% = pn then
8
9

x;=X;
P = PX,
10: else
11: x; = Xy4
122 piy = Px,
13:  end if
14: end if

Pco = Pth, OF equivalently

i OSINR, ,(X4) OSINRE, (X))
m —k = X
pea= P Opea pea=pin OPea
_ OSINRY, ,(X/) 33)
6p cQ PCcQ=Pth

When pcq — py,» Xa — X; and therefore the denominator of
OSINRE;, (X4)/0pcq and OSINRE;, ((X)/0pc, are equal. Let
N (f) denote the numerator of f. As X; — X,, we have (34),
shown in the bottom of the page, where X/, = 0X4/0pco. We

: l 1 r_1-X; .
should note that hmpc,q—wﬂj Xy = —5€Gy T e # 0. This

shows that x is not continuously dlfferentlable over peg. It
can be verified that the following holds

lim vy,
PCQ—> Py

1 1
—+1+e+e(G3 — 1)(—1+—)
Vd X

t

1 1

= — |:(—+l) X +eX; — 1) —eG3(X, — 1)i|
X; Vd

=0,

because as pcq — py, from the (equivalent) condition
€ = €, the term in the bracket becomes 0. This concludes
(33) and therefore SINRZ, ,(x) is continuously differentiable
for pc, € [0, 00).

By using the property above and the facts that
the SINRZ ,(Xg) and SINREZ (X;) are quasi-concave
(unimodal), we can determine the optimal p, and x7 jointly as

CBr Q

SINRZ, ,(x) is continuously differentiable for pc, € [0,00) described in Algorithm 1. We can verify the steps 6-13 in the
we need to establish dSINRZ ,(x)/dpc, to be continuous at  algorithm by using the following arguments: If p§ > p, then
lim N (8SINRY, (Xa)/0pcq) = [B(Gh +€G3)(1/ya+ 1+ € — (1 — X)) + Be(l — X,)(G2G; — G3GY)

PCQ™ P

—pin(1 = X)Gy|To(l = X;) — lim X, (BG2+ BeG3+ p)ye

PcQ™ P
OSINR® (X
:N(%(t) )— lim X, (BGa+ eG3+ p)ye, (34)
Pca PcQ=pth PcQ— P
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Fig. 6. The total sum-rate difference for different system dimensions with

B =06,e=05y;=10dB and B; = 4.

the derivate of SINRZ, (X;) is positive at p., = pm because
SINRE;, ,(X;) is quasi-concave. Since the SINRZ, (x)) is con-
tinuously differentiable, then the derivative of SINRZ, (X4)
is also positive when pcq — pm. Since SINRE, (Xy) is also
quasi-concave, consequently SINRZ (Xg) is increasing for
peq € 10, pm). This implies that p7, = p;’(l. Similar types of
arguments can be also used to verify that if p% < pm then

x o
pC‘Q_de'

C. Numerical Results

The first two figures in this section are obtained by using a
similar procedure to that followed in the analog feedback case.
Figure 6 shows how well the limiting sum-rate (equivalently
the limiting SINR) approximates the finite-size system sum-
rate. The optimal regularization parameter and bit allocation
are applied in computing the limiting and average sum-rates.
As N grows, the normalized sum-rate difference become
smaller. For N = 60, K = 36, it is arleady about 3.1%
and 1.6% for MCP and CBf, respectively. Figure 7 shows
the normalized average sum-rate difference (ARZ,)°, with a
fixed regularization parameter, between the system that uses
B:;,FS and B;" to feed back the direct channel states. B:;,FS
denotes the optimal bit allocation of the finite-size system.
For each channel realization, it is obtained by a grid search.
With N = 10, K = 6, the maximum normalized average sum-
rate difference reaches 0.22% for MCP. It is about four-times
bigger for CBf, which is approximately 0.86%. Thus, from
those simulations, similar to the analog feedback case, the
conclusions we can reach for the limiting regime are actually
useful for the finite system case.

In the following, we present numerical simulations that
show the behavior of the limiting SINR and optimal bit
allocation for MCP and CBf as e varies. The optimal bit
allocation is illustrated in Figure 8(a). As shown in Section IV,

3We use the same notation for the normalized average sum-rate difference
as in (22).

3633

—e— MCP
b —a— CBf

10—2

10-3

sum
TTTTT

*

AR
=
It

T T

-

| |
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
€

Fig. 7. The (normalized) average sum-rate difference of the finite-size system
by using the B} g and B} with N = 10, # = 0.6, yg = 10 dB and B; = 4.

the optimal B; for MCP is decreasing in € and B] = B,
when € = 0. For CBf, B] = B; when € < 0.19, and after
that decreases as € grows. Overall, for given €, B; for CBf is
larger than for MCP, implying the quality of the direct channel
information is more important for CBf.

In Figure 8(b), the optimal values for the regularization
parameter and bit allocation are used. From that figure, it is
obvious that SINRZ; , decreases as ¢ increases. In the case
of MCP, as predicted by the analysis, the limiting SINR is
decreasing until €., ~ 0.72 and is increasing after that
point. By comparing the limiting SINR for both cooperation
schemes, it is also interesting to see that for some values
of ¢, i.e., in the interval when CBf has B: = 0, the CBf
slightly outperforms MCP. We should note that within the
current scheme, when B;‘ = (0, CBf and MCP are not the
same as single-cell processing (SCP): under RVQ, there is still
a quantization vector in the codebook that is used to represent
the cross channel (although it is uncorrelated with the actual
channel vector being quantized).

Motivated by the above facts, we investigate whether SCP
provides some advantages over MCP and CBf for some (low)
values of €. In SCP, we use By, j, ; = B, bits (Vk, j) to quantize
the direct channel. The cross channels in the precoder are
represented by vectors with zero entries. By following the
steps in deriving Theorem 3 and 6, we can show that the
limiting SINR is given by

L+ 51+ 8B, po))?

SINR® ,
Ye + (14 g(B, ps))?

SCPQ = yeg(ﬁ’ pS)

1—2- B

where ps = N~ 'a and y, = her L It follows that
vd

the optimal ps maximizing SINRE, is pf = % and the

corresponding the limiting SINR is SINR:?° = g (8, pJ).
From Figure 8(b), it is obvious that the SCP outperforms
MCP and CBf for some values of €, that is, € < 0.13.

Surprisingly, the CBf is still beaten by SCP until ¢ ~ 0.82.
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Fig. 9. (a) SINR;’CO,SQ vs. € and (b) SINRE‘;;?% vs. €, for different values of B;. Simulation parameters: f = 0.6, y4 = 10 dB.

This means that the SCP still gives advantages over the CBf
even in a quite strong interference regime with this level of
feedback.

Figures 9(a) and 9(b) portray respectively the limiting SINR
of the MCP and the CBf for different values of the total bit
allocation, as well as for the perfect CSI case. As in the analog
feedback case, the initial decrease of the limiting SINR of the
MCP is still observed, even for B, = 14. The gap between the
limiting SINR with B; = 8 and that with the perfect CSI is
less than 3.5 dB. By increasing B, to 14 bits/antenna, the gap
becomes less than 0.65 dB. In Figure 9(b), we also include
the limiting SINR for the SCP. Our numerical simulations
hint that the limiting SINR’s for B; larger than 8 almost
coincide. Hence, we only show the limiting SINR for B, = 14.
Previously in Figure 8(b), the SCP outperformed the CBf for

€ € [0, 1] and B, = 4. However, as shown in Figure 9(b), if
we double B, to 8 bits/antenna, the opposite situation occurs.
The CBf beats the SCP starting from € 2 0.1. For larger B;’s,
this occurs at smaller €. Comparing the limiting SINR from
the perfect CSI case and that from B, = 8, the gap is less
than 1.6 dB. Increasing B, to 14 bits/antenna will make the
gap less than 0.3 dB.

V. ANALOG VERSUS DIGITAL FEEDBACK

In this section we will compare the performance of
the analog and quantized feedback for each cooperation
scheme. For the quantized feedback, we follow the approach
in [14], [21], [25], and [42] that translates feedback bits to
symbols for a fair comparison with the analog feedback. In this
regard, there are two approaches [14]:
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yu =0dB. (a) By = 2logy(1+ (1 +€)yy). (b) By = 2.

1) By assuming that the feedback channel is error free
and transmitted at the uplink rate (even though this
assumption could be unrealistic in practice), we can
write

_ B
B = ﬁt =2k log, (1 + (1 +€)yu). 35)

This approach is introduced in [21] and [25]. (35) is
obtained by assuming that each feedback bit is received
by both base stations in different cells where the path-
gains from a user to its own BS and other BS are
different i.e, 1 and € respectively. We can think of
the feedback transmission from a user to both BSs as
a Single-Input Multi-Output (SIMO) system. The BSs
linearly combine the feedback signal from the user and
the corresponding maximum SNR is (14€)y, (see [43]).
The pre-log factor 2k N for B; in (35) represents the
channel uses (symbols) required for transmitting the
feedback bits which are the same as those for the analog
feedback. x follows the discussion in Section II-C. Our
approach is different from the approach in [14] in which
the user k in cell j sends the feedback only to its own
BS ;. In that case, (35) becomes B; = 2« log, (1 + ,).

2) Following [42], the second approach translates the feed-
back bits to symbols based on the modulation scheme
used in the feedback transmission. In the analog feed-
back, the feedback takes 2x N channel uses per user.
Let # be a conversion factor that links the bits and
symbols and it depends on the modulation scheme. As an
example, for the binary phase shift keying (BPSK),
n = 1. Thus, we can write (see also [14])

We should note that using this approach, for a fixed x
there is no link between B; and vy, as we can see in (35).
Let us assume that x = 1. Thus, with the first approach,

we have X, = 278 = m The comparison of the
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Comparison of the limiting SINR of the analog and quantized feedback for different cooperation schemes. Parameters: f = 0.6, y4 = 10 dB,

limiting SINR based on the analog and quantized feedback
for MCP and CBf can be seen in Figure 10(a). It shows
that the quantized feedback beats the analog feedback in
both MCP and CBf for all values of ¢ € [0, 2]. For the
MCP scheme, the limiting SINRs obtained from employing
analog and digital feedback schemes are almost identical for
€ in the interval [0.6, 1.6]. For the CBf, the two curves overlap
for € approximately larger than 1.5. The comparison of the
analog and quantized feedback with the second approach, also
with « = 1, is illustrated in Figure 10(b). In contrast to
the first approach, one can see that the quantized feedback
outperforms the analog one if € is below a certain threshold.
Otherwise, the analog feedback gives better performance. Note
that since we use the same x for both plots, the limiting SINRs
for the analog feedback do not change. However, for a fixed
yu = 0 dB, B, in the left plot is larger than that in the right and
thus results in a higher limiting SINR. This explains why the
quantized feedback outperforms the analog one with the first
approach. This also confirms that more feedback resources will
increase the system performance. We conclude this discussion
by verifying that the feedback scheme that provides better
CSIT will, as may be expected, give a better performance. This
is easier to check by looking at the MCP scheme because from
our discussions in Section III and IV, its performance can be
measured by the total CSIT quality, i.e., w. + @y in the analog
feedback and (1 + €)d? in the digital feedback. Plotting those
over €, not shown here, will give the same behaviors for the
MCP as we observed in Figure 10.

Figure 11 depicts the limiting SINR of the analog and
quantized feedback for different values of feedback rate. For
the analog feedback, the values of feedback rate/bit is con-

. . . _ Bt
verted by using the previous approaches: ¥ = sjc—qrq7e3 IR (E(Em

and ¥ = B,/2 respectively. The limiting SINR behaviors in
Figure 11(a) are the same as in Figure 10(a). For both coop-
eration schemes, the quantized feedback gives higher limiting
SINRs. In Figure 11(b), we can also see for both cooperation
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strategies that the analog feedback performs better for B, less
than a certain threshold and the opposite occurs for other
values of B;. The explanations for those phenomena follow the
discussions for Figure 10. We should note that in generating
the figures, the values for B, are already determined. So,
the limiting SINRs for the digital feedback are the same in
both sub-figures. For the analog feedback, since x with the
approach (36) is larger (with y, = 0 dB) than that with the
approach (35), then the training period in the former is longer
and will result in a better CSIT. Thus, the limiting SINRs for
the analog feedback in Figure 11(b) are larger compared to
those in 11(a).

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we performed feedback optimization for
the analog and quantized feedback schemes in a symmetric
two-cell network with different levels of cooperation between
base stations. In both cooperation schemes, it was shown
that more resources are allocated to feeding back the inter-
fering channel information as the interfering channel gain
increases. Moreover, if the latter is below a certain threshold,
the conventional network with no cooperation between base
stations (SCP) is preferable. For the MCP scheme under
analog and limited feedbacks, and for a certain condition of
the cross channel gain, our analysis and numerical results
show a peculiar behavior of the limiting SINR as the cross
channel gain increases, initially decreasing then increasing
once a certain threshold is reached. For the CBf scheme under
both considered feedback schemes, our observations suggest
that the limiting SINR goes down as the cross channel gain
gets higher. When comparing the limiting SINR obtained
from analog and quantized feedbacks, we observe that the
latter always outperforms the former when we assume the
feedback bits are transmitted at the uplink rate. By using an
alternative approach, whereby the feedback bits are translated
to symbols based on the modulation scheme used in the

feedback transmissions, the opposite occurs for low feedback
rates (B;) or when cross channel gains are larger than a certain
threshold. We should also note that although our analysis is
performed in the asymptotic regime, our numerical results hint
to their validity in the finite-size system cases. Future work
could consider a more general channel model such as analog
feedback through MAC channels. It may also be interesting
to explore feedback reduction problems in which the users or
groups of users have different path-loss gains.

APPENDIX I
SOME RESULTS IN RANDOM MATRIX THEORY

For clarity in presentation, in this section we list some
results in random matrix theory that have been used to derive
the large system results in this work.

Theorem 8 ( [44, Lemma 1]): Let A be a deterministic
N X N complex matrix with uniformly bounded spectral radius
for all N. Let q = ﬁ[ql,qz, ... ,qN]T where the q;’s are
i.i.d with zero mean, unit variance and finite eighth moment.
Let r be a similar vector independent of q. Then, we have

1
qAq" — =Tr (A) £5 0, and gAr™ £5 0.
In the following corollaries, A is defined as in Theorem 8.

Corollary 3: For the analog feedback, let Hk,j,,- and Hk,j,,-
follow the channel model (5). Then, the following holds:

(@) whejARY = SETr(A) <50,

N
.. 17 . ATH a.s.
(i) Nh’@fﬂAhk,jj —(; 0,
g | i a.s.
(iii) Fhg, ;i Ahf! i~ WA =0,
. = iag a.s.
(iv) why, j,iAh,':j,i 2500,

_ Proof: From (5), we can write Hk,j,,- = JOjigk,j.i and
hy ji = ./jid j i, where g ;; and dy_j; are independent and
distributed according to CA(0, 1y). Hence, Ek, j,iAEZ ji=
w ,-,-’gk, L,-A’gﬂ i and (i) follows directly from Theorem 8. The
same arguments can be used to show (ii)-(iv). O
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Corollary 4: For the limited feedback, let Ek,j,i and Hk,j,i
follow the channel model (8). Then, the following holds:

(i) thy, ,Ahk oy — LT (A) 250,

.. 1 a. s

(ii) Nhk:j:iAhk,jj — 0,

- ~ i.p.
(iii) %hkjj iAh}jji — 0.

. ~ i.p. i
Qv)-%hhj,AhE]l “ ZV(A)

where Bj; = Bd,eﬂ = lfor j=1iand Bj; = Bc,eji =€
otherwise.

Proof: Following (7), we can write ﬁkjj,i = J€ji&k.j.i>
where g j; ~ CN(0,1y). Thus, (i) and (ii) follow immedi-
ately. To show (iii), we can express

lﬁk ARH
N DTk

B %rk,j,iﬁﬂhk,j,i” (

I, iHi_’_’i [

Tk, j,i/€ji e, j i |
:m(Ngk]lAvkjl
25 hy
(%gk,j,iVEj,i)gk,j,iAglEj,i
I, .i 112 )

CATIE VH
gk,],lAHhk!j’ivk,j,i)

Since v, ;,; and g,': ;i are independent, we have
1
N
It is also straightforward to show that

H a.s. 1 H a.s.
8k.j,iVi,ji — 0, and ﬁgk,j,iAVk,j,i — 0.

5. 1
— i l* 25 €, and —||Vk,j,in" ||2 50
N N

From Lemma 1, we have that rkz,j,l. ﬂ) 2-Bji . Since
convergence in mean square implies convergence in probabil-
ity, rkz, i by 2—Bji . Moreover, since almost sure convergence
also implies convergence in probability and by combining the
results above, we have ﬁ’ﬁk,] ,Ah}jj ; 2P,
To show (iv), we can write (37) as shown at the top of
the page. Since v ;; and g ;; are independent, the second
and third terms in the bracket converge to 0. The first term
converges almost surely to %Tr (A). By using the same
arguments as those in deriving (iii), we have (iv). O
Lemma 1: As N — oo, the following holds

s ip [1—27B
kji | — 2B

Bji

j=i

Prji=1—1 .
! otherwise.

(38)

Proof: By using the same lines as those in [16] we have
(38) with the convergence in mean square sense. Since it also
implies the convergence in probability, (38) holds. O

Theorem 9 ([45]): LetH be a |cN | x|dN | random matrix
whose independent entries [H];; are zero mean and variance
E[|[H]ij|2] = Nle’ij, such that P;; are uniformly bounded
from above. For each N, let

on(x,y):[0,c] x[0,d] > R

be the variance profile function given by

i i+1 Jj j+1
UN(X,)’):Pij, fof N —SyST.

Suppose that on(x,y) converges uniformly to a limiting
bounded function v(x, y). Then, for each a,b € [0,c],a < b,

=z

and z € Ct
[bN] . b
1 H -1 Lp.
v E (HH —zI) —>/ u(x,z) dx
i=|aN| i a

where u(x, z) satisfies
1

_ d o(x,y)dy
Z+ fo 1+ [5 u(w,z)v (w,y)dw

u(x,z) =

for every x € [0, c]. The solution always exists and is unique
in the class of functions u(x,z) > 0, analytic on 7 € CT
and continuous on x € [0, c]. Moreover, almost surely, the
empirical eigenvalue distribution of HHY converges weakly
to a limiting distribution whose Stieltjes transform is given by
fol u(x,z) dx.

In the theorem above, x-axis and y-axis refer to the rows and
columns of the matrix H, respectively.

Corollary 5: Let

H= [«/—Hll @le} C2Nx2K
ViHa ZaHx

where (¢, {4 are some positive constants and the entries of

H;; € CN*K gre i.i.d. with zero mean and variance ~. Then
| N ! LT
— HHM 4+ I) P (b — ayu®
N z [( g :|ii ( )u
i=|laN]
where u° satisfies
° ! (39
= ——.
B(La+ie)
P TR

Proof: The proof follows immediately from Theorem 9.
We replace ¢ and d in Theorem 9 with 2 and 24, respectively.
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The asymptotic variance profile is given by v(x, y) = ¢4 for
0<x<1l,0<y<fandl <x <2, <y <28
Otherwise, it is equal to ¢¢. Applying Theorem 9, we have

1

u(x, —p) =ur = P 72

p 1+u1la+urle + 1+uiletualy

for 0 <x < 1, and

1
u(x, —P) =uz = Ble Bla
p+ Ituilatuale = 1uiletuzla
for 1 < x < 2. It is easy to show that u; = up = u°® where
u°® is given by (39). O

APPENDIX II
LARGE SYSTEM RESULTS FOR NETWORK MIMO

First, we will expand the SINR expression in (2). Let
Dy, ; = diag{ex, 1, ¢k, j,2}. Based on (1), we can write hy ; =
—~ 1 ~ ~ _
he;®7 ; + by ;. The term (AMH +aly) ™' in (2) can be

~ o~ — -1
written as (HkHij,j +Ethkjj + alpn and by applying
the matrix inversion lemma (MIL), we obtain

“~He -1 ~H o —1
(A" + aloy) = (B B +aly)

o~ ey~ —1
(H;':ij,j + aIzN) ﬁ,':jhk,j (H;':ij,j + aIzN)

—1 _

1+hy (ﬁ]tl’jﬁk,j + aIzN) h!!

2
(40)
o~ -1
Let p = % and Oy, ; = (%H;:ij’j —i—pIzN) . Then, we
can write (40) as %Zk, j» where
IH 1
, —o Ok, (ﬁhk,,-hk,j) Ok,
k,j = Ok,j — = .
1+ %hk’jok’jil\}:j
Thus, (2) can be written as
o 2
5 | Ak,j + Fi,j
S Lt A 41
INR,; = , (4D
72 (B + 2% [Dij] + Exj) + o2
where
o 1~ 1 “~H
Akj = 37 O Or by

1~
Ay, j = Nhkjjokjjil\}:j

- 1
Frj = 3hej @ Ok by

PO 1y o Loy

By, = NhkijD,?,jZk,j (NHk’ij’j) Zk:j(DI?,jhk,j
1~ 3 lap = =H

Dr.j = Wi Pp 2k \ Wi jHej ) Zi iy j
1= Loy & TH

Ep ;= Nhk,jzk,j NHk’ij’j Zk,jhk’]w
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For brevity, let Qi = Oy ; (LHHy ;) O ;. We also use
the following presentation where for a 2N x 2N matrix X, we
can partition the matrix as follows

Xll X12
Xk] - |:X21 X22,j|

where X;{]] = [Xg,jlim with I = (i — DN +1,(i — )N +

L@—DN+Nandm= (G —-1DON+1,(j — )N +
2,...,(j = DN + N. In what follows, we write Hk,j,,- =
0;igk,j,i» where g j; ~ CN(0,1y), 0ji = 04 for j =i and
0ji = 6. otherwise. In other words, §; and &, represent the
common scaling factors of direct and cross channel estimates,
respectively. Their actual values depend on the feedback
scheme used.

In the following, we will analyze the limiting result for each
term in (41) based on the above presentations. We should note
that when the type of the convergence is not mentioned in the
analysis then it depends on the employed feedback scheme

and will be elaborated in Appendices II-A and II-B.
1) Ay, j: We can write it as

2 2
1 1 )
_ 2 Ho. .0 wH
Ay =2 b0 2 i O e -
i=1 =1

By Lemma 8, ;,Hk i, ,Ofc’j ‘.

and hk 7 are independent. Furthermore by the same lemma,

i AH 9/! ii
Nhlﬁj lO k NE W (Ok,j) =5 0.

2) Ak,j. ThlS term is Ak,j with @y ; = In. Thus, we have
o, j,i = 1,Vi in (42).
3) Fy,j: We expand the term as follows

2 2
1~ it TH

i=1 (=1

(42)

a.s. . . N
—.—>O i = 1,2 since h ;;

From Corollaries 3 and 4, Fy ; converges to 0. For the analog
feedback, the convergence is almost sure while for the limited
feedback, it is in probability.

4) By, j: It can be rewritten as

. Ak jI? (%hk,ij,jﬁ?,j)
B — — D2 . .
k,j N k,j k,ij,] (1 +Ak,j)2

. -1
20 [A,f’ ; (%hk, i ij,jﬁ,'jj)}

1+ Agj
e 2 A (3)
|Ak,j|2315’])_ B 20 [A,f’jBkjj]
(1 —‘,—Ak’j)z 1 +Ak,j

1
2 KH
Cp e +

(1)

Similar to (42), we can express B( ) as follows

(1) z¢kj i z hkj lejhkj ¢ (43)
and for i = 1,2, we have _hk./lej Y £ 0, and
hk]lQ” AkHjl — —Tr (Q ) 2500, It can be shown
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that Qg,j = O, + p%ijj. Correspondingly, Tr (Qf{’;j) =

y ) S
Tr (0} ;) + e (04 ).
The large system analysis for B(zj). and B(l). can be done

along the same lines as those for B() For B( ) ' we have
@, ; = Iy and therefore ¢ j; = 1,\7’1 in (43). For B(z)

1
will have ¢¢ ; ; instead of ¢y ;i in (43).
5) Dy j: It can be written as

Ag,j (%hk,ij,jh;':j)

1~ 1 ~
Dk,j = Nhk,jq)sz:jh;:j —

I+ Ag,j
I 1 TH ¥ ™ N
Fry (B @ QB ) A Fy ) (B Q)
1+ Ag (14 A, j)?
(0] (3) X )
a_ AwDi  FGDG  AwiFG DG 4
kg 1+Ak,, T+ Ax;  (I+Ag)?
For D,EI;, we can write

1

DY = quk”z —he QY (45)

From Corollaries 3 and 4, Nhk j, le s 0 where the
convergence is almost sure for the analog feedback and in
probability for the limited feedback. Using the same steps,
we can show D! 3 — 0. The asymptotic results for D( ). and
D(4) follow those for B(g). and B(]) respectively. As shown
prev1ously, Fr,;j — 0. Therefore the third and the last terms
of (44) converge to 0.
6) Ex j: Expanding this term gives

Fy,j (%ﬁk,ij,jH,':j)

1~ ~
Erj = Nhk,ij,jh,':j —2% A
sJ
2 o~
|Fij|” b Qi bl
(1 + Ag,j)?
@ (3)
FyjE; | F, \ E;
(1 " 2 J
=E;" —2N + . 46
kg [1 + Ak,, } (1+ Ak,,)2 (40

The large system limits for E; (2). and E} (3) follows those for
D(z) and D( ), respectively. Slnce Fij — 0, the last two

terms of (46) converge to 0. For E Q) j» we can write it as

2 2 1
.. nit wH
2.2 e Qg

i=1 (=1

ED = (47)

a.s.

Applying Theorem 8, %Ekin” ht ; — 0 and from

k,j "k, j
Corollaries 3 and 4, Nhk i lQ” thj P = %Tr (Q;{’j) 3_0,

where yj; = dj; for the analog feedback and yj; = ¢;;27 B
for the limited feedback.
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7) ¢%: The denominator of ¢ can be written as follows

Lr( (Lot o) Lara
JR— r JEN— JEN—
N N pPL2N N

A

1 1

0
—2 = dF | (2
/i+p+papi+p ().

where F1guf is the empirical eigenvalue distribution of
N

%ﬁHﬁ From Theorem 9, F'1 gng; converges almost surely to

a limiting distribution G* whose Stieltjes transform m(z) =
I %_Z dG*(A) = fol u(x, z) dx. Thus, the above converges

P 1
almost surely to m(—p) + pa—m(—p) = / u(x,—p) +
P 0

pa—u(x, —p) dx. Note that u(x, —p) = u° where u° is given
by (39) in Corollary 5. So,
1
5P,
AL 27 (48)
u° + pa(—;)uO

Now, we will derive the limiting SINR for the analog and
limited feedback schemes. Note that the limiting results for
each term in the SINR need the following result, which is
based on Corollary 5,

ii 1
T (0f,) = 5

A. Proof of Theorem 1: Analog Feedback Case

First, let us consider (49). From the channel model er
this scheme (see (5)) and by applying Corollary 5 for ——H,

LiN]

2

I=(i—1)N+1]

[0,] 5w @9

N
we have ¢y = wy and ¢ = w,. Thus,
o 1
W =———.
Blwg+twe)
p+ 1+u°(dwd+wc)

-1
Let g(B, p) be the solution of g(B, p) = (p + %ﬁ,p))
Then, we can express u° as

p

o 1 =
u®=———g(B, p), P= it o
C

wyq + @
Also from (5) we have 9]'1' = wji, Yji = 5ji and ¢k,j,i =1.

So, %Hk,j ,O” ht

ki , where

a.s. ™ a.s. ~
— wj;u° and Ay ; — A%

= (wj1 + wj2)u® = g(B, p).

In the above we use the fact that w1 + wj2 = wg + wc, Vj.
Note that the limit for Ay, j is the same for all users.

As for A, j, it has the same asymptotic limit as Ay, j
because Ay ; = Ak ,j in the current feedback scheme. For
Fy,j, as shown previously, it converges almost surely to 0.

For B(l) i = 1,2,3, since ¢ j,; = 1, B(l) = Bkjj =

Nhk, ij, jhy ;- It converges almost surely to T”Tr (Qi1 j) +
2Ly (Q22.). Recall that Tr (Q;‘j j) - T (0;’;’ j) +

ip.
I 2Ty (O;{’j) and Tr (O,({”j))

—> u°. Since the almost
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sure convergence also implies the convergence in probability,
thus,

_ .. . auo
By, j i’ (g + wc) (’40 +p ) .
op
It is easy to show that (wg + wc)p% = p_a%g(ﬁ, p). Hence,
Bij =5 (B, p) + pZ=2(B, ) and it follows that

ip.
By j —

1
) (g(ﬁ p)+p _g(ﬁ p))

For Dy, j, we have D(l; 2% 0. For the second term in the

RHS of (44) , we have D(Q; 2% 0. However, Ak jand Ay ;
converge in probability to A®. Therefore, that second term
converges in probability to 0. For the last two terms of (44)

,9; and D 43 have the same limit as By j and Fp ; 2500.

Thus, both terms converge to 0 in probablhty Combining the
limiting results, we obtain Dy ; 2P0,

For Ey j, by using the same arguments as those for Dy ;,
we can show that the last two terms of (46) converge in prob-
ability to 0. By substituting y;; with d;;, it is straightforward
to establish that £}, . ). converges in probability to

5d + 50
wq +we

(0a+9c) (u°+p%u°) = (g(ﬁ,ﬁ)er'a—ﬁg(ﬁ,ﬁ)) :

Since other terms have asymptotic limit equal to 0, the above
is also the asymptotic limit for Ey ;.
For ¢2, it also straightforward to show

2 (wa + wc) P a.s.
c” — — — — — 0
8B, p) + paz8(B.p)

To simplify the expression for the limiting SINRy ;, we need
the following result (see [41])

Bg (B, p)
B+p+gB, p)*
By combining the large system results and also by denoting
Puar = P, we can express the limiting SINR as in (12). This
completes the proof.

¢(8. 5) +p‘a%.g(ﬂ,/3) -

B. Proof of Theorem 3: Quantized Feedback (via RVQ) Case

For this feedback scheme, from (7) and Corollary 5 applied

to ﬁH we have ¢y =1 and (. = €. Hence,

1

_pd+e)
p + Tetro

o

u

Recall from Lemma 1 that ¢ ;; converges in probability to
1 — 2-Ba for j =i and to 1 — 27 8¢ otherwise. From (8),
we obtain 0;; =1 and 0, = e.

The steps in obtaining the large system limit for each term
are the same as those for the analog feedback. We will thus
only be summarizing the limiting result of each term.

For Ay, j» it follows easily that

(\/1 —2-Ba 4 e\/l - 2—11:) u

V1 —=2-Bi 4 ¢/1 —2-B
1+e

v .p
Akj —

g(B,p)
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where, as in the analog feedback, we can show that g(f, p) =
(1+¢€)u® and p = 1+€
For Ay j, its limiting result follows directly from Ay ;’s

because it is Akj with ¢ j; = 1. Thus, Ay ; by g(,b’ /3)
For Fj j, it has been mention previously that Fy ; 2.

For B,ﬁ j), we have

o 1 d
L1 (o) g5, )
i Q —>u+ppu Tre g(p p)+paﬁg(ﬂ p)
Thus,

1 —27Biye(1 —27B)
1+€

ip. 0
B 1%, (g(ﬂ, Pr+is(h /3)) .

Along similar lines, we can show that

2 = _0 _. L.p.
B]E]) —g(B,p) + pa—p_g(ﬂ, p) — 0,

V1—2"Bd 4 ey/1 — 2B

1+ €
x [g(ﬂ,/s) +/56%g(ﬂ,/3)} g

(3)
Bk,j —

Combining the results together, we obtain

1 —2Biqe1 -
Brj = 14+e€

2-Be)

_ 42 Q+g(8.5)g(B. p)
(1+g(B, p))?

‘ [g(ﬁ,ﬁ)Jrﬁa%g(ﬂ,ﬁ)] g,

where

V1

—Z_Bd-‘rf\/l—
1+e€

d:

For Dy j, by using the same arguments as those in the

analog feedback, we can show Dy ; 1Py 0.

For Ej j, it follows easily that the last two terms of
(46) converge to 0 in probability. From (47), by applying
Corollary 4, we can show

(1) lp 2~ +62ié"

. _0 )
KT T 1xe (g(b’,p) +pa—ﬁg(/3,p))

which is also the asymptotic limit for Ey ;.

For ¢, it is easy to show from (48) that

P(l+e)
— — — —.
8B, p)+pz;8(.p)

Since ~% implies P then ¢? also converges in probability
to the same quantity as above.
Combining the results, (23) follows immediately with

Prq = P-
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APPENDIX III
LARGE SYSTEM RESULTS FOR THE
COORDINATED BEAMFORMING

For brevity in the proofs, we define the following

(see also [17])

2 K
1 ~ ~
Aj = (PIN + N E 2 ;-,Im,jhl,”hj)

Ay = | pIn + = Z il\}-}m’jil\l,m,j
(,m)#(k, j)
-1
1 —~ —~
Ajwjj = | rPIv + = z h}-’lm’jhl,m,j

m)#k, j),(kK',j")
From above, we can write the numerator of the SINRy ; (3)
excluding c;, as follows

2 _ ’\/gbk”

hy, j, Wi | hi j jAghy

1~ 2
+ ‘Nhk,j,jAkjﬁkH,j,j

1 — o~
20 [—(hk j. Ak j)(hk,j,jAijI':j,j)}
= Pr.j.j ’Sm} 157+ 85

In the denominator, let us consider the term [hy ; /Wy j/|2
which can be expanded as follows

—~ 2

1

2

e j.j Wi |” = 27 Peii
~ 2

75 B ARy

|:\/¢k11

hk s ]’Ak’ /hk/ /hk’ N j/Ak/ /hk s ]:|

1

TNk
Now, we are going to derive the large system limit for
1Tr (A) since it will be used frequently in this section.

LCtH _[h11]' hKlthZJ‘
1
CN @51, Then, A, = (ply + 4AHA;) " and

1 1
~Tr(A)) =/—i+p dFgp,

where FﬁHH is the empirical eigenvalue distribution of HH H;.

1
1,0

1
S 1,0

(1)
1 k//+ N kjk//

1
=57 (50)

hkzj] andhkl]'v

From Theorem 9, this distribution converges almost surely to

a limiting distribution F with Stieltjes transform mg(z). Thus,
1 :

NTr (Aj) == me(=p) = | ulx,—p) dx
0

where
1

u(x, —p) = u(=p) For,

P+ TFonup

1
= (51
B Box
p+ 1+wdcsléfp) + 1+wcC:(fp)

Pon;
I+wzju(—p)
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for 0 < x < 1. Based on Theorem 9, the solution
for (51), denoted by I', always exists and is unique. Thus,
LTr(A;) &5 T

A. Analog Feedback

Based on the channel model (1), we have ¢ j,; =¢x ;i =1.
The definitions for other terms such as w, and d, can be seen
in Section II-C. Now, let us first derive the large system limit
for the numerator of the SINRy;. We start with the term S,ijl.).
From Lemma 8, we can show that

©) (0%} a.s.
Skj — WTr (Akj) — 0.

By applying the rank-1 perturbation lemma (see e.g.,
[17, Lemma 3], [46, Lemma 14.3]), we have

g 8.
st — ~Tr(a)) =50 (52)
where Tr (A;) =5 T

Smce hk .j.j» Akj and hk ,j,j are independent then it follows
that
g =H a.s.
by j jAkhy; ; — 0.

s -

Consequently, S,E ) 2% 0 and 25 0. In summary,

2
|hk”wk]| —cudF 250,

Now, let us move to analyzing the interference term.
By using the MIL, we can rewrite Ik(;)k,j, as

2

Lo lhe s Ao R
(1 NPrj. |, ’Ak’J’,kJ,J’hk/,j/,j’

= -
(1 + Nhk] A K, J’hk,,)

kikj =
By applying Lemma 8, [47, Lemma 5.1] and the rank-1
perturbation lemma twice, we can show that

N T.H
max —h ; '/A e -/h ..
Sl = 2k K <Kk )y | N TR R
——L1r (Aj)] 25 0.
N
Similarly,
7[R 2
’ 75! /h ’
Jo =12k Ko )y | NI KTk g
®jjr0g .
_ 2% g (A’%,) 45500,
N J
Since %Tr (Aj) - T and %Tr (A?,) — —% we have
1
max k()k/ -/
o' =Lk K <Kk, )£, ) 1R
;i oI’ 5.
o (_%_) as g,
(I4+wj;T)* op
By using the same steps as above, we obtain
or 5.
max Ik('z)k’ L, — (—5jj/wd—) 2)
Joi =2k <K (k2K | op
and
max Ilc@)k/ y 2500,
Joi'=12.kk <K, (kAW jH TR
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Combining the results, we have the large system limit for Z
in (50)

max
B J'=12,kk <K, (k, ) #K,j")
@jj’

5 or
o —— 5. ) =
i ¢! +a)jj/l")2 M op
Using (53), the large system result for the interference term
can be written as follows

>

(53)

2
thyj, j Wi ji|

', j"#k, j)
K K
2 2
= 2 w2 Iy pwl
I=1,I%k I=1
a.s. w4 e or’
— —fw, ~+ dq + Oc
pe ((1 Fod P (tody ) 3
Now, we just need tolderrve the large system limit for
3 =P (Zk 1 1w |l ) , where we can express ||wkj||2 =
%E AL EEJ j+ We can show that
max '4 h A h dTr (Az) 2% 0
i=lodk<k | N2 Kl kid N J ‘
Thus,
L
J o or
_ﬁwd op
where
or r’ r (54)
TS5, - T poc foa -
o P+ Trery? T Traar?

To sum up, from the analysis above, we can express the
1 [0)
—PwgT (p L

limiting signal energy as
n Bwa )
B I+ wI)? (14 w4T)?

and the limiting interference energy as

wq We
P 0d + o
((1 Foal)? T (g 4T C)
Finally, the limiting SINR can be expressed as (18), with
I'a =T and pcar = p.

B. Proof of Theorem 6: Quantized Feedback via RVQ

In the derivation of the limiting SINR in this section, we use
some of the results presented in the previous section. Here,
we have a)” = a)d =1 and w;; =0 = €. From (1), we have
brji =172,

First, let us consider the numerator of the SINR. By using
the same steps as in obtaining (52), we have

i
st — %Tr (A) <50

where LTr (A;) =% T and T satisfies
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As stated in [16], we have,
b~ 1 —2 B

Since almost sure convergence and convergence in mean
square imply convergence in probability, it follows that

B ISP -5 (1 =27

From Corollary 4, we have

Bd)l"z‘

s& 250, and 53 5 0.
Thus, for the numerator, we obtain

i.p. _B
Iy ;. jwii 1> == (1 —27Br2,

Now, let us consider the interference terms. Following a
similar approach to that used in the analog feedback case,
we can show

(1

max ’I A
Ji =120k <K ()£ K, 7y | KK T
| (1- Z_Bff/)a)jj/ g i.p.

1+ a)jj/l")z op ’

max 1(2) ., — 6_,,2—B]]/£ i> 0

Ji =Lk <K U EK ) | KT ’

and )
max | ]((3)](, | b 0,
Jod'=L2.kK <K (k) #EK Y

where Bjj = By when j = j' and otherwise B = B..
Combining the results, we have

1278w,
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Using (55), the large system result for the interference term
can be written as follows

2
> I wieyl
®, )k, )
K K
_ w2 o
= D Igwyl+ D Iy 5wl
I=1,1#k I=1

(1 —275)
(1+€D)?2

+2 By GZB") or

.p. 1 —2Ba
P p >+ :
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system results for each term together we can show that the
limiting signal strength is

1 Pe B
—Ppql’ 56
pror (o4 e ) O
and the limiting interference energy becomes
Pa €pe
P 04 + Oc 57
((1+F)2+(1+ 1“)2+ a + (57)

Let pcq = p and I'g = I'. Then, we can obtain the limiting
SINR from (56) and (57).
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