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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a greedy user selection with swhl$& algorithm based on zero-forcing
beamforming (ZFBF) for the multi-user multiple-input mple-output (MIMO) downlink channels.
Since existing user selection algorithms, such as the foeoing with selection (ZFS), have ‘redundant
user’ and ‘local optimum’ flaws that compromise the achiesenh rate, GUSS adds ‘delete’ and ‘swap’
operations to the user selection procedure of ZFS to impiter@erformance by eliminating ‘redundant
user’ and escaping from ‘local optimum’, respectively. ddion, an effective channel vector based
effective-channel-gain updating scheme is presenteddoceethe complexity of GUSS. With the help
of this updating scheme, GUSS has the same order of compleix#FS with only a linear increment.
Simulation results indicate that on average GUSS achie9e3 @ercent of the sum rate upper bound
that is achieved by exhaustive search, over the range dmiarsignal-to-noise ratios considered with

only three to six times the complexity of ZFS.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-user multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) commuigation, where a multi-antenna
base station (BS) communicates with multiple users simattasly, is a key technology to
provide high throughput for future wireless communicateystems|[1]. In this scenario, the
BS is usually equipped with more antennas than that sumgosgingle user communication,
due to the equipment size, power supply and computationcggfactors. Consequently, it can
transmit different data streams to multiple users simeltarsly in the downlink to exploit the
extra spatial degrees of freedom. A fundamental problesirgyiin this scenario is how the
BS should choose a subset of users for transmissions in trdeaximize the total throughput
[2]-[5].

The choice of the best user subs$ét** depends on the precoding method adopted in the BS.
Even though dirty paper coding (DPC) [6] is the optimal sceemthe sense that DPC achieves
the capacity of MIMO broadcast channeél [7]-10], it is diffit to implement it in practical
systems due to its high computational complexity. We carsid this paper a practical low
complexity scheme termed as zero-forcing beamforming @&HB1]—-[15], which completely
removes the interference by inverting the channel matrthatransmitter. The number of users
that BS can communicate with simultaneously is equal to s tban the number of antennas
in BS when the ZFBF precoding is adopted.

Determining Sb¢* for the multi-user MIMO downlink with ZFBF requires a bruterce
exhaustive search over all possible user sets, and the egitypbf an exhaustive search is
prohibitive when the number of users is large. Thus, sevarbbptimal greedy user selection
algorithms have been designed in the past. Generally, tigseithms fall into two categories:
capacity-based algorithm and Frobenius norm-based #igoriThe capacity-based algorithm,
represented by the zero forcing with selection (ZFS) atgoriproposed by Dimiet al. [2],
chooses users greedily based on the accurate sum rateorariathooses the first user with the
highest channel capacity and then finds the next user thaid@®the maximum sum rate from
the remaining unselected users. Based on ZFS, Veaafj proposed a sequential water-filling
user selection (SWF) algorithm to improve the achieved sata performance by eliminating
users allocated with zero transmit power after ZFS usecsete[5]. The Frobenius norm-based

algorithm, represented by the semi-orthogonal user sefe¢5US) algorithm proposed by Yoo



et al. [3], chooses users greedily based on the approximate swnvaagations with respect to
channel norm related parameters. SUS adds the new userheitargest effective channel norm
nearly orthogonal to the selected users in each iteratitimgfthis line, Akhlaghiet al. proposed
a greedy algorithm based on maximizing the determinant@®fctimposite channel matrix [16],
and Jinet al. proposed a capacity-based algorithm maximizing the priodiudiagonal elements
of the upper-triangular matrix R after performing QR fa&zation to the channel matrix [17].
The Frobenius norm-based algorithms have lower complédxiteliminating the calculation of
sum rate, but pay a price in sum rate performance by not giemiag a positive sum rate
increment in the user selection process.

Two main flaws exist in previous greedy search user seledigorithms:

« Redundant users exist in selected user set;

« The selected user set might be trapped in a local optimum.

A ‘redundant user’ is defined as a user who can be deleted fremsélected user set to
yield an increase in the sum rate. Existence of redundans usean inherent flaw of greedy
incremental algorithms since the accumulated user seteptiocedure would make some former
selected users undesirable. This phenomenon has beeifigdemt [2] and [5] that redundant
users exist when some users are assigned with zero transmér @fter waterfilling power
allocation, and solved by deleting the user with zero tranpower. However, as we will prove
in Sectiong 1ll, [2] and([5] were incorrect in both identifig and handling the redundant users,
which may exist even though all users are allocated withtpespower and it may not achieve
the maximum sum rate increment by deleting users with zeveepo

Since user selection is a combinatorial optimization peohlthe achieved user set of previous
algorithms may be trapped in a local optimum where the suenganhnot be increased by adding
a new user or deleting a selected user. However, the sum aatde increased by swapping
users between the selected user set and the candidate Afserdeaving the local optimum by
a ‘swap’ operation, the ‘add’ and ‘delete’ operation can kiézed further to increase the sum
rate.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows:

1. We propose a user selection algorithm with high througlama low complexity

In this paper, we propose a new user selection algorithmedagneedy user selection with



swap (GUSS), which introduces ‘add’, ‘delete’ and ‘swap’emions in the user selection
procedure to increase the sum rate. GUSS eliminates alethendant users through the ‘delete’
operation and escapes from local optima through the ‘swpptation.

2. We present an efficient effective-channel-gain updasingtegy to reduce the complexity

of GUSS

To avoid expensive matrix inversion involved in updating dum rate, we design an efficient
effective-channel-gain updating method that replacesixiatersion with less expensive vector-
vector multiplication. Previous complexity reduction imeds, such as those proposed for ZFS
and SWF, are only suitable for incremental user set updaite wleleting or swapping users
cannot be supported. Our method provides the same low caitylfer ‘add’, ‘delete’ and
‘swap’ operations.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In 8adli, we describe the system
model and formulate the user selection problem in multrdd&MO downlink with ZFBF.
The two flaws in existing user selection algorithms are exguldn Sectiong 1ll. In Section_1V,
the effective-channel-gain updating method for ‘add’,lede’ and ‘swap’ operation is derived.
In Sectiond V, the GUSS algorithm is presented. The sum ratfomance and complexity
of GUSS are evaluated and compared with previous user gelegigorithms in Sections VI.

Section_ VIl concludes the paper.

[I. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. Notation
We use uppercase boldface letters for matrices and loweroakiface for vectorsi£{-}
stands for the expectation operatbf; (h*) stands for the conjugate transpose of a maHix
(vectorh), and|S| denotes the cardinality of a user set ||h|| denotes the Euclidean vector

norm that||h|| = vvhh* whenh is a row vectorH' denotes the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse
H' = H*(HH")"'. S, \ S, denotes set difference that deletes the elements; dfom S;.

B. System Model

Consider a single cell MIMO downlink channel witlf transmit antennas at the base station

(BS) servingK single antenna users. Assume a quasi-static flat-fadingnethdetween the BS



and the users, anb, ,, represents the complex channel gain from transmit antenrta user

k. Thus, the received signg|, at userk is determined by

for k =1,--- K, wherex € CM*! is the transmitted signal vectdn;, = [hx1 - hiu] €
C™*M js the channel vector of usér andn; is the white Gaussian noise with zero mean and unit
variance. H = [hj,---  hi]* € C¥*M js the channel matrix of all users, the entriesHfare
modeled as a set of i.i.d. zero-mean circularly symmetmamex Gaussian random variables and
the BS is assumed to have full knowledgetbf The power constraint for the transmitted signal
is E{x*x} < P. Since the noise has unit variande,also means total transmit signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) [7].

The BS supports up td/ users simultaneously when using linear beamforming tréssam.
Denote the index set of served users &s= {n(1),---,7(k)}, k = |S| < M and S C
{1,---, K}. The transmit signal vectax is a linear combination of all selected users’ data

streams, constructed as

X = ZWM/ZT@S@, (2)

€S
wherew; € C**! is the beamforming weight vectay; is the transmit power scaling factor and
s; is the information symbol of user We can rewrite[(1) as
yr = (heWi/Dr) sk + Z (hewiy/Di)si + nu, . (3)
i€S itk
Finding the optimal beamforming weight vecter; is a difficult non-convex optimization
problem [3]. We utilize ZFBF, which is easy to implement aramslcomparable performance

with DPC [3], to determining the beamforming weight vectorshis paper.

C. Zero-Forcing Beamforming

ZFBF inverts the channel matrix at the transmitter in ordercteate orthogonal channels
between the BS and users. ZFBF completely removes theenteide among different users at
the BS, i.e.,

hyw; =6, 4,j€S. (4)



Therefore,w; must lies in the orthogonal complement of the subspéce span{h;|j € S,j #
i}, denoted it ag/*, whereV; is spanned by the channels of all the other selected Use}s [18
The orthogonal projector matrix ovi is

P =Ty — Hi 3 (Hs\ iy HE i) ' Hs\g3y ®)

wherel,, is the M x M identity matrix, andHg\ r;; is the row-reduced channel matrix of all

the selected users except useSupposer(l) = i, we have

Ha\ gy = [y, hygoyy by, hrgyl™ (6)

Since ZFBF is a linear precoder that maximizes the output Shifject to the constraint that

does not interfere with all other streams|[19], accordinthtoorthogonal conditiori{4) we have

[7]

w _ (PN Piby 7)
" \hPihi)  hPih
Define

Thev; can be interpreted as theffective channel vector (ECV) of useri . The ECVv; is the
component oth; orthogonal toV; and the module square of equals to effective-channel-gain
A; as we will prove later in[(11). Fid.]1 shows an example of EC¥ dser 1 and 2 when the
selected user sef = {1,2}. According the definition in[{8), we hawgh’ = 0 for all i # j ,
1,7 € S andv; changes with selected user géthat its module decreases whénbeen added
with more users. The beamforming weight vector can be rewritten as

Pih* vF
.= (S 7 ) 9
YT LRI ©)

The received signal for useris then given byy; = /p;s; +n;, and the maximum achievable

ZFBF sum rate for the user sétis the sum of individual rates

R(S) = _max Zlog 1+ p;), (10)
Pi: Z )\ PL ZES
€S
where
1
Ai = il = |lwill? (11)

Wi



is the effective-channel-gain of usef3], \;'p; is the transmit power allocated to usierand
p; is the received SNR of user By using Lagrangian method, the optimalin (I0) is found
by waterfilling power allocation

pi= (A — 1" = (vl —1)" (12)

where (r)* denotesmax{x, 0}, and is the water level satisfing
—2\ T
Y (n—lwill ) =P (13)
ies
Note that there is another simple explicit formula for thaméorming weight vectorsw . ;

is thei-th column of the Moore-Penrose pseudo-invdiqsgeof the channel matri¥ g, defined

by Hf = H;(HsHE) ™, i.e., HTS = [Wr(1), -+, Wr(w)]. According to [9) and[(11), we have
v v
gL =0 o 2y 14
S )\ﬂ—(l)’ ) )\W(k) ( )

D. Sum rate maximization with user selection

The sum rate[(10) of ZFBF can be further optimized with respedhe selected user sét

Thus, the user selection problem can be formulated as
mazimize  R(S)
subject to S C{l,--- K} . (15)

This is a fundamental question in multi-user MIMO commutiona but determining the

optimal S**! in (15) requires an exhaustive search over all possible setsr The size of the

M K!
i=1 {(K—i)!’

search space i§ which increases exponentially with/. It is prohibitive for prac-
tical implementation. Many suboptimal user selectiontegges had been proposed to approach
the upper bound set by exhaustive search. A major class ofFZidr selection method is
the incremental heuristic search method [2]-[5]./ [16].][Iépresented by the ZFS algorithm

proposed inl[[2].

[1l. FLAWS IN PREVIOUS GREEDY USER SELECTION ALGORITHMS

In this section, we study the problems in a typical greedy gs&ction algorithm represented
by ZFS. ZFS is initialized with the user with the maximum chahnorm. In each iteration one

user is added to the selected user set such that the sum eagenamt is maximized. The ‘add’



operation continues until no positive sum rate incrementlmachieved. The essential recursive

user set updating step of ZFS is

w(n) = ue%l\%ffl R(S,—1 U{u})
Sy = Sp1U{r(n)}, (16)
whereU = {1,---, K} is the index set of all users;(n) is the index of selected users in the

n-th step and5,, is the updated index set after adding the selectedtser Suppose the output
of ZFS user selection procedureds,.

Let U,, denote the index set that maximizes the sum rate among alsatewith cardinality:,
R(S). The essential idea behind {16) is trying to obt&inbased on

U,_1 by adding a new user. However, sincg may not be the superset of,_, i.e.,U,_1 ¢ U,,

i.e., U, =argmax,_, o,
as we will see later in Fid.12, thg, selected by ZFS may not be identical iy except when
n = 1. Furthermore, thes,,

exhaustive search should satisf{**' = arg max
of ZFS S

may not beS*** because the optimur®*! in (I5) achieved by
R(U,). The typical flaws in the output

1<n<M

include following two aspects.

ZFS

A. Redundant user

Because the greedy incremental user selection considgrsheninfluence of selected users,
but not including the influence of user yet to be selectedesipusly selected user might become
a redundant user when new users are added. This phenomenbedra partially discovered in
[2] and [5], where they found the existence of redundantuugdren some usersc S been
assigned with zero transmit power, i.g.= 0, after waterfilling power allocation. The redundant
user situation is handled by deleting users with= 0, and the obtained result is viewed as
‘optimal beamforming vector’ in [5]. However, as we will pr@in the following, there are more
to be discovered in both identifying and handling the redumdisers.

1. Redundant users might exist everpif> 0 for each selected user

The conditionp; = 0 is sufficient but not necessary for the uger S to be redundant. Its
sufficiency had been proved in both [2] and [5] that the sure raill increase after deleting
users withp; = 0. It is, however, not a necessary condition, which will be destrated in the

following.



Let

1 065 0
H=104 1 046 | , (17)
0 065 1

be a channel matrix instant between a three-antenna BS aed fingle-antenna users. The
sum rates for user sef2}, {1,2},{1,3} and{1, 2,3} under different sum transmit SNR are
shown in Fig[2.

The user set found by exhaustive seargts;?, varies with transmit SNR that 5! = {1, 3}
for 0dB < P < 34.85dB and Sb*! = {1,2, 3} for P > 34.85dB. The user selection procedure
of ZFS algorithm ands®** at different transmit SNRs are listed in TABLE I.

According to TABLEL, the initially selected us€r} is a redundant user fd¥, .. when the

2FS
transmit SNR i7.13 < P < 34.85. However, the transmit power of the user 2 is not zero. Taking
P = 27.14dB as an example, the transmit power distributionjSp, = \; 'ps = 22.42dB and

Ay 'pe = 22.26 dB, indicating that a redundant user exists evep, if- 0 for each selected user.
In fact, as we will show in Sectidn VIiB, the case of redundasers withp, = 0 does not exist

when the ZFS algorithm is utilized to determine the user set.
2. Deleting users withy; = 0 cannot guarantee the maximum sum rate increment

Which user should be deleted when redundant users exist iseflected user set? An intuitive
method is to delete the user with the smallest effectiverobbhgain);, which corresponds to the
user withp; = 0 when a non-positive power allocation exists. However, tma sate is affected
by transmit SNR, channel norm, and channel correlation l&csed users while the effective-
channel-gain\; only represents partial influence of channel norm and cHasoreelation. We
have the following lemma.

Lemma 1. When a redundant user exists in the selected user setingeleé user withp, = 0
increases the sum rate but cannot guarantee the maximumagenmncrement.

Proof: See the Appendix. O

B. Local optimum S,, # U,

Define the neighborhood of,, as the set obtained by adding or deleting one user ffgm

The output of ZFS may fall into a local optimum, i.e., the swaterofS,, . cannot be increased

ZFS

by adding or deleting one user but is still not the global mpitn. As shown in Figl]2 and
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TABLE [] when 10.48dB < P < 27.13dB we haveS

ZFS

= {1,2} and S**** = {1, 3}. The sum

rate of S,,., = {1,2} cannot increase by adding a new user 3 or by deleting thetsdleser
1 or 2, butS,,, # S**. We noticed, however, that the global optimuiffs can be achieved
from S, .. by swapping user 2 with user 3.

We can leave the local optimum through ‘swap’ operation @user set However, there

ZFs"
is a tradeoff between complexity and performance on theseteof ‘swap’ operation. When all
possible ‘swap’s are allowed (one-for-one, one-for-mang enany-for-one), the complexity is
the same as exhaustive search. In this work, for the sinyldiimplementation we considered
only the one-for-one swap. Although it cannot guaranteegiiobal optimum, the complexity
will be greatly reduced. And we will show later that in mossea the sum rate optimum can
be achieved by using one-for-one swapping.

According to the above analysis, to solve the flaws of traddl incremental greedy user
selection algorithm we need ‘delete’ and ‘swap’ operationghe selected user set. Determining
the best user to ‘delete’ or the best user pair to ‘swap’ regusum rate comparison among all
possible deleted or swapped user sets. According_fo [))-¢alculating the sum rate involves
a Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse which brings significarduamof complexity. In order to
reduce the algorithm complexity, the recursive @ sHj)~! was used in[[2] and the LQ
decomposition ofHgs was used in[[5] to calculate the effective-channel-gaiand the sum
rate without calculating Moore-Penrose pseudo-inversavever, the iteration methods inl[2]
and [5] only support adding a new user to the selected usethsst cannot be expanded to
calculate the new sum rate when ‘delete’ or ‘swap’ operaisoutilized. So, we need a new
updating method which can be used to calculate new sum rede ‘afld’, ‘delete’ and ‘swap’
operation while maintaining the same level of complexitynéw user selection algorithm will

be constructed by using the newupdating method in Sectidnl V.

IV. A\ UPDATING METHOD BASED ONECV

According to [(10){(1B), the effective-channel-gainis the key parameter in calculating the
sum rate of selected user setAll the previous complexity reduction methods in ZFS andiSW
update\ through iteratively updatingHg and are only applicable when a new user is added
to S. To construct a method suitable for ‘add’, ‘delete’ and ‘pivaperation, we designed an

efficient A updating strategy that is based on iteratively updating ECdéfined in [(8) instead
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of HY, to reduce the complexity.
Let U = {1,---, K} be the index set of all users atlbe the index set of the selected user
set. The proposed updating strategy involves two classes of parameters,hwtiecrespond to

the users inS and U \ S respectively, as follows:
« The ECVy; of thq,lsglqgitgﬂ]vpse}% égi}mggm&%g}sy}qg%@)‘ we have (18)

. The orthogonal component of channel vectgyrsof the remain usey € U \ S, which is

orthogonal to the subs%r;lc_e ﬁ?%ﬂ&}eﬂ j;%gﬁ%ﬂfasqﬁrﬁ@)qf teexblusers, where  (19)

We need to update these two classes of parameters afteraghth'tdelete’ and ‘swap’ operation
to get the new effective-channel-gain= ||v||” for the new user set. The updating strategies of
v; andg; under three operations are illustrated from both algebdcagometry perspectives in

the following.

A. Add a new user

Suppose a new usdr € U \ S is added into the selected user $gtand denote the new
user set as™ whereSt = S U {k}. The ECVy; of the selected userisc S and theg; of the
remaining userg € U \ S are known. We need to calculate the updatgdof usersi € ST and
g of usersj e U\ S™.

1) Updatev;

Since ST\ {k} = (SU{k}) \ {k} = S, the ECV of the new added uskrcan be calculated

according to[(118)(19) as

1/;6F = h, (IM — H*s+\{k}(HS+\{k}Hg+\{k})_1HS+\{k})
= hy, (I — H5(HsHj) 'Hg) (20)
= 8k -
As for the other users € S*\ {k}, ori € S, we have

Hg\ (i}

Hgn iy = Ha\fpugey = )
k
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After some algebraic manipulation, we obtain

y;r = h; (IM - H§+\{,-}(Hs+\{z}H§+\{i})_1HS+\{2‘})
-1

] (21)
thS\ o b hy

= b [Ty - | Hy, b

_ ( hivi (ST {i}) )
=V; I-— - 3
[ (ST A\ {2}l
wherev (ST\ {i}) = hy <IM H, (o (Hs\ oy Hy ()™ 1HS\{i}) is the ECV of usek when the
selected user set i \ {i}. Since

gL = hk (I]\/[ — H*S(Hng)_lHS)

-1

Hgq i H Hg\ (i h! Hgs g
—h, (1, - [ H*S\{i} h? } RUSEN! \{i} \{é} (22)
hHY, () h;h? h;
, h,v!
=v(ST\ {i}) — 5w,
3]
according to[(22) we have
. h,v!
vi(ST\{i}) = e+ —5 e (23)
Plugging [(28) into[(211), we get
vt — v, _ ||m||
kV *
(g’f T Vi ) by, (24)
V; v;hj
vl el (v 20)
vl Nl + by [r=A
Sinceg; L v;, the effective-channel-gaik; is
4 2
2 V; g
TS 7 -1 5)

Ill* Nl l* + [lvibg |
As shown in Fig[B, the derivation of" from (21) to [25) can also be explained from geometry
perspective. Since; is the component oh; orthogonal to the subspadé" = span{h,|j €
S*,j # i}, andy; andv; are orthogonal to the subspate= span{h;|j € S,j # i}, v] can
be calculated by the component »f orthogonal tov,(S* \ {i}), which is the projection of
h;. on the subspacepan{v;,v; } as shown in Figl13. Note thapan{v;,v}} is the subspace
orthogonal toV; = span{h;|j € S,j # i}; v; andv,(S* \ {i}) are the orthogonal components
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of h;, andh; projected onto the subspate Supposing the angle betweepandv; is 0, we

have
el Iill® Nl
cosf = k (26)
[k ( 5+\{2 )l \/IIVZII llgell” + [lvihg |

AT = |wil|? cos® 8 = A cos? 6 (27)
h*

vi = (l/i ||V Hzgk) cos> 6. (28)
gk

2) Updateg;

According to [19), we can calculate the updaggdwith the same method as in_{21)-{24) for
the usersj € U \ ST. However, sinceg;;.r is the component oh; orthogonal to the subspace
V* = span{h;|i € ST} andg; is orthogonal to the subspa&e= span{h;|i € S}, we can find
g;? via Gram-Schmidt orthogonal procedure by projectgygonto orthogonal complement of
the vectoru, whereu L V andV™* = span{V,u}. According to former analysis; = v} = g,

SO

+ g8k
g =8~
T gl

gk - (29)

for the usersi e U \ S™.

In summary, the updated™ of usersi € ST andg] of usersj € U\ S* are listed as follows:

Aillg 2 vih -
del” <,,Z, vibi gk> icS
7 1 e

llgkll

(30)

<.

ks i =k

gf = g— ”ggﬁ“g jeUNS\{k}. (31)
lc

B. Delete a selected user

Suppose the usér € S is deleted from the selected user sgtand denote the new user set
asS~ whereS— = 5\ {k}. We need to calculate the updated for usersi € S~ and updated
g, forusersj e U\ S™.

1) Updater;

The ECVv; is the component oh; that is orthogonal to the subspatg = span{h;|j €
S=,j #i}. Sincev; L V; andv;, L V,~ , whereV; = span{h;|j € S,j # i} = span{V,",v;},
the ECV v, can be expressed as the projectionhgfon the subspacepan{v;,v;}. This is
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equivalent to solving/; when knowingv;" andv; in Fig.[3, wherey; is the projection oh; on

the subspacepan{v; ,v; }. Thus, we have [18]
-1

ViV, ViV V;
u;:hi[u;* 1/};} ZZ* Zi Z
Vv, VgV, Vi
SV — AR A
1Yy 2 2 2
’ Wil llwell” = llvaill™ | —vw; v Vi

Il (,,,_ v; yk)
_ Z |
il el = il P\

The second equality holds becaugel V, whereV, = span{h,;|j € S, j # k}, thus,hv; = 0.
The third equality holds becaugev; = h;(P;)*h; = h,P;*(P})*h; = |v;||", whereP;t =
Ly — HE, 1y (He\ iy HE, () "' He\(s) is an idempotent Hermitian matrix théP+)” = P+ and
(P)) =P}

According to [32), the effective-channel-galn for usersi is

2 2
@]l [l

(33)

)"_:HV'_HQZ)‘Z' 2 2 2"
Z Z vl vell™ — llvvil]

The above deduction far; can also be explained from the geometry perspective as simown
Fig.[4. Thev; is in the subspacepan{v;,v,;} and orthogonal te;,. Suppose the angle between

v, andy; is 0, we have

)
cos = +/1—sin? :\/1—M (34)

il vl
A7 = |will?cosT26 = \;cos 26 (35)
v, = (V,— — ﬁuk) cos26. (36)
k

2) Updateg;
The deleted usek is now moved from the previously selected user Seb the remaining
user set/ \ S—. SinceS~ = S\ {k}, g, can be calculated according {0 [18)(19) as

g]; = hk (IM — Hgf (Hsngf)_ngf)
= hy, Ty — H, g (Ho\ oy He, 117) " Ha\a)) (37)

=V .
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As for the other userg € (U \ S7)\ {k}, orj € U\ S, we can update thg; according to
Gram-Schmidt orthogonal procedure. Simgeis the component df; orthogonal to the subspace
V= =span{h;li € S7}, g L V andy, L V—, whereV = span{h;|j € S} = span{V ™, v},
the updatedz; can be expressed as the combinatiorgoénd the projection oh; on v, i.e.,

B h.v
g =8+ j—kng: (38)
[Vl
for the usersi € U \ S.
In summary, the updated; of usersi € S~ andg; of usersj € U\ S~ are listed as

following:

_ Ai Ak vy, ) .
v, = v, — vil|, ieS\{k 39

g, = (40)

_ gj+h§:21/k, jeUNS
Vg, ]:k

C. Swap users one-for-one

Suppose a new usék U\ S is swapped with a selected ugee S, and denote the new user
set asS” where S® = (SU{i}) \ {k}. We need to calculate the updatefifor usersi ¢ S°
and updategs; for users;j € U \ S°,

Since the one-for-one user swap is a combination of addireyauser and deleting a selected
user, the corresponding andg; updating algorithm can be obtained by sequentially appglyin
the ‘add’ and ‘delete’ updating algorithm, as defined[inl (3@) and [(39)(40). Assume adding
user! first and then deleting usér. Denoting the intermediate resultsas andg,, , we have

2 2 "
v, = 2‘ vl QHV‘”H 3 (14+ - yi+yk2uk+> . iesS (41)
[ 0 e (L% (o
4 2
P v vl ic g 42)
(2 2 9 . PR
‘VH ‘ Hyk+H Y+ Vs
L i e U\ S\ {k
g; _ g+t ||.,k+||2yk+’ jeUNS)\{k} . 43)
Vk+7 j: k
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where
i 2 v;hy .
— Alledl® (ui — —”l2 gl> , 1€S8

v, = { Ml le: (44)
g1, 1= l
88 .
g]’+ = gj J lzglu J € (U \ S) \ {l} . (45)

el
Note: we can also get the samgandg; by first deleting uset and then adding usér The

expressions are similar tb_(41)-(45) with the same compleand thus omitted for the sake of

space.

V. GUSS ALGORITHM

A new greedy user selection algorithm, which utilizes thevlEased)\ updating strategy in
Section 1V, is proposed in this section. The algorithm idethigreedy user selection with swap
(GUSS) algorithm as it includes ‘add’, ‘delete’ and ‘swagperations.

The GUSS algorithm works as follows: it initializes with ZRSe., adding one user with the
maximal AR in each step consecutively until the maximaR < 0; it then deletes one user
at a time, each deletion produces maximéak, until no sum rate increment is possible. GUSS
oscillates between ‘sequential add’ and ‘sequential delettil AR < 0 for both operation. One
‘swap’ operation is then invoked to boost the sum rate. Afiher ‘swap’, GUSS goes back to
the oscillation of ‘add’ and ‘delete’, attempting to furthecrease the sum rate. LR < 0 for
any user choice, the user selection procedure finishes. dieraction and complexity analysis

of GUSS algorithm are outlined next.

A. Construction of GUSS algorithm

Let U = {1,---, K} be the index set of all users arftl be the index set of the selected
user set. They, and \; are the ECV and effective-channel-gain of selected userS, and
g; for j € U\ S is the component of remaining channel vectors orthogonah¢osubspace
span{h;|i € S}.

Step 1) Initialization:

S=10

g; =h; for all userj e U.
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Step 2) Add a new user:

2wl icS

A (w) = illgel*+llvibi |27 (46)
[ i=w

k = arg wrggics R(S U {w}). (47)

Let AR = R(SU{k}) — R(5). If AR >0, S+ SU{k}, updatey;, g; and corresponding,
according to[(30)(31) and then go to step 2)AiR < 0 for one iteration, go to step 3); else if
AR < 0 for two consecutive iterations, go to step 4).

Step 3) Delete a selected user:

o ANy ,
W)= e e S\ () 8)
k = arg max R(S\ {w}). (49)

Let AR = R(S\ {k}) — R(S). If AR >0, S < S\ {k}, updatev;, g; and corresponding;
according to[(39)(40) and then go to step 3)AiR < 0 for one iteration, go to step 2); else if
AR <0 for two consecutive iterations, go to step 4).

Step 4) Swap users one-for-one:

4 2
Vz'+,lH Hyk+,lH

A (k1) = |

L s ESU\Y (60)
‘ Vi, H Hykﬂ H - Vi+,lV:+,z
Aillg ] v, — vih; ) ieS
v, =3 Xlsl+]van] ( T elP®) (51)
g, 1=1
{k, 1} = arg, max. R(SU{l}\ {k}). (52)

Let AR = R(S U {l} \ {k}) — R(S). If AR > 0, S «+ SU/{l}\ {k}, updatev,, g; and
corresponding\; according to[(411)E(43) and then go to step 2)Aifz < 0, go to step 5).
Step 5) Precoding matrix:

[ VPO Ve T L Ve T (53)
A ’ A ) b
& @ @) @ () )

wheren = |S

, v, and )\, are the ECV and effective-channel-gain of thth user inS, and
=P+ ,csA ") /n is the water level for power allocation.
GUSS initializes with empty user sgt= (). The first selected user is the one with the maximal

effective-channel-gaing; (w) which is equivalent to the maximal square channel ndinj|”
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for S = (). GUSS repeats the add operation in step 2) sequentiallytrangdrocedure before it
goes to step 3) for the first time constitutes the user seleaf ZFS algorithm.

For each ‘add’, ‘delete’ and ‘swap’ operations in step2) teps4), the updated effective-
channel-gains is calculated first and then used to evalbatagdated sum rate with waterfilling
power allocation. To further reduce the complexity, we cimieate the iterative waterfilling
procedure that is involved in_(#7)(4B)(52) by restrictilge tcandidate user or user pair to the
ones that provide positive transmit power for all users i dpdated user set. Take (47) in step
2) as an example, from the properties of waterfilling, thitdhaf [2]

Sl g > (54)

miniesu{w} )‘z ( ZESU{W}

If (B4) is satisfied, the corresponding water level can beuated directly through

ESU{w}
Similar inequality can be achieved for step 3) and 4). Actwydo our simulations, this search

space pruning operation does not compromise sum rate at all.

non-positive sum rate increment if the last added or delassdt is involved in the one-for-one
swap. The calculation of alk;(k,[) in (&0) involvesK — |S| partialv_, ;s updates as i (51) if
it adds usel first. If we calculate the\!(k, ) by first deleting usek, the corresponding; (%, [)

updating involveg S| partialv,_,s andg, ,s updates as

| 2

4
Vif,kH ||gl—,k

2 2 2 ’Le S ]{f
)\f(/{?,l) = Vif.,kH ‘ng,kH + Vi*»khL*H \{ } (56)
2 .
Hglka ) 1 = l
Ai Ak 1/2.1/: »

SOV k 57

v, , A — Ak (”Z e ”k)7 i€ S\ {k} (57)

th* ]
g_, = & T )\kuk, jeU\S. (58)
k

In step 5), the precoding matrix ih_(53) is the result of ZFBId avaterfilling power allocation.

According to [2), the precoding matrix can be written in toent

[ w(l) p(l)’ T w(n) p(n) ] : (59)
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The transmit power scaling factor is
Puy = KA, —1>0. (60)

for all users because all the selected users of GUSS will lneaded with positive transmit
power. If not, the sum rate can be increased by ‘delete’ djperawhich is contradictory to the
fact that the user set outp#if, ., of GUSS cannot be increased by ‘add’, ‘delete’ or ‘one-foeo
swap’ operation. By pluggind (9) anf_(60) info [59), we gat girecoding matrix((83).

By construction, GUSS provides a sum rate higher than orlefgutghe one achieved by
ZFS because the selected userSé$ improved by allowing ‘delete’ and ‘swap’ operations on
the basis of ZFS. To distinguish the source of performangarorement, we constructed here
another user selection algorithm that only allows ‘add’ &helete’ operations, named greedy
user selection without swap (GUS-nS) algorithm. GUS-nSonea the swap operation in step 4)
of GUSS; therefore, the user selection process finishadiif< 0 for two consecutive iterations
in step 2) or step 3). So, GUS-nS improves ZFS by only by elatng the redundant users

without handling the local optimum flaws.

B. Complexity analysis

The computational complexity of the proposed algorithimudes two parts: 1) user search;
and 2)v;, g; and \; update. We focused on the complexity of user searchr;ag; and \;
updating stage has fixed complexity and is negligible whempared with user search. Let

n = |S| denote the cardinality of. The complexity of each step is calculated as follows.

. For a givenS in step 2), the GUSS algorithm evaluat&s— n rates R(S U {w}). The
evaluation of R(S U {w}) is split into the evaluation o\ (w) followed by evaluation
of 1 according to[(Z0). The evaluation of all" (w) for i € S U {w} requiresn vector-
vector multiplications ana + 1 vector 2-norms (vectors arex M), and thus has/(2n +
1) multiplications. Repeating this ovek — n remain users, we obtain the user search
complexity in step 2) as3/(K — n)(2n + 1) multiplications.

. For a givenS in step 3), the GUSS algorithm evaluatesatesR(S \ {w}). Similar to step
2), the evaluation of; (w) for i € S\ {w} involves M (2n — 1) multiplications. Repeating
this overn selected users, we obtain the user search complexity in3tapMn(2n — 1)

multiplications.
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« For a givensS in step 4), the GUSS algorithm evaluat&s: — n? ratesR(S U {1} \ {k}).
Suppose\:(k,[)s are calculated according tb {50)(51), i.e., ‘add’ preesedielete’ in a
‘swap’. The user search involvéd/n?*+3Mn-+ M multiplications for each group:(k,)s
with k € S, and (2Mn? + 3Mn + M)(K — n) complex multiplications for all. The user
search involve@ M Kn? — 2Mn? + 3Mn? — 3Mn complex multiplications if\;(k, [)s are
calculated according td_(56)-(58), i.e., ‘delete’ precetidd’ in a ‘swap’. However, they
all have the same level of complexiy (2Mn?*(K — n)).

The total complexity of GUSS in step 2) is approximat§51f:1 M(K —n)(2n + 1), which
is O(KM?3 — §M4). Suppose the number of iterations in step 3) and 4)asda respectively,
which will be shown to be small numbers in next section. Thelteomplexity of GUSS
in step 3) and 4) are)(2bM3) and O (2aK M? — 2aM*). So, the complexity of GUSS is
O ((2a + 1)K M? — (2a + 2)M*), and the complexity of GUS-nS 8(K M?*—2M*). When the
number of user& > M, the complexity of GUSS and GUS-nS is simplifieda§(2a + 1) K M?)
andO (K M?), respectively. Since the complexity of both ZFS and SWP (g M?), the GUS-
nS has the same complexity with ZFS and SWF, and GUSS2has 1 linear complexity
increment. However, as it will be shown in next section, bGIHSS and GUS-nS outperform

ZFS and SWF in terms of achieved sum rate.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTES

In this section, we present the numerical performance cosgaamong GUSS, GUS-nS,
ZFS, SWF, SUS and exhaustive search. The achieved sunk{ateand the number of selected
users|.S| of those algorithms under differe@ and P, averaged over channel distribution , are

compared in the following.

A. Number of users

The simulated multi-user system ha$ = 10 transmit antennas at BS, transmit SNR=
15dB, and the number of users ranges from 8 to 20. All curves are obtained by averaging
over 10* independent complex-valued channels, drawn from i.i.dylégh distribution with
unit-variance for each channel entry.

Fig.[3 shows that the throughput of all algorithms grows wite number of selected users.

The reason encompasses two parts: first, the lgkgprovides the higher multiuser diversity gain
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as there is more likeliness to select a user set with stroagredl normi| and effective-channel-
gain )\; second, the largeK provides the higher multiplexing gain because the cariiynaf
selected user set increases withas shown in FigL16.

The exhaustive search achieves the highest throughput v$e&l selection algorithms, which
is followed sequentially by GUSS, GUS-nS, ZFS and SUS. Th8 &simulated with carefully
chosen threshold: = 0.44, which is optimum choice fo¥i = 13, while the optimumx ranges
between 0.41 and 0.52 whdki changes from 20 to 8. ZFS achieves considerable higher sum
rate than SUS as it guarantees sum rate increment in eaclofsteser selection.

To reveal more details on the performance of GUSS and GUSIg&ithm, the ratio of
eliminating redundant user and escaping from local optinainthese two algorithms, which
corresponds to the ratio of user selection instant withcéffe ‘delete’ and ‘swap’ operation
that increases sum rate, is presented in Hig. 7. GUS-nSvashlégher throughput than ZFS,
0.04 bps/Hz increment over ZFS fé¢ = 14, by eliminating redundant users 8, . that the

cardinality of selected user sgf_,, .| < |S,.s| @ shown in Fig.J6. In average,0% of S

ZFS ZFS

contains redundant users according to Elg. 7.
GUSS achieves further throughput increment over ZFS, Op$3Hz increment over ZFS for

K = 14, by eliminating redundant users and escaping from locaihaph in S,,. simulta-

ZFS
neously. It selects a user set with larger cardinality,, .| > |S,.<|, as shown in Figll6. It
indicates that more effective ‘add’ operation with? > 0 is conducted after ‘swap’ operation,
because only ‘add’ enlarges user set and ‘swap’ operaties dot. According to Fid.] 740.1%
of S

eliminating redundant user i51% in GUSS, which is higher than that in GUS-nS because the

,rs 1S trapped in local optimum in average and the ratio increasgh K. The ratio of
add operation after swap in GUSS will introduce more redahdaers. GUSS achieves a higher
sum rate and cardinality of user set than ZFS but still lowamt exhaustive search as only
one-for-one swap is used in GUSS.

B. Transmit S\R

The achieved throughput and the cardinality of selected siseare both increased with the
transmit SNRP, with the same trend as witR" in Fig.[3 and Fig[ B, for all algorithms except
SUS. The SUS algorithm selects the same user set underedifferbecause its user selection

procedure does not take into consideration. However, SUS achieves higher sum tal@rger
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P as the sum rate increases withfor the same user set.

Fig.[8 shows the throughputs of GUSS, GUS-nS, SWF and ZFSitilges as a fraction of
the throughput of exhaustive search algorithm at diffetesmtsmit SNRsP. Fig.[9 shows the
ratio of channel instants that has redundant user and Iqoahom encountered in the user
selection process of GUSS, GUS-nS and SWF algorithms. Thelaied multi-user system has
M =10, K = 15 and P ranges fron0 dB to 30 dB. All curves are obtained by averaging over
10° independent channels.

The throughput ratios rank from high to low sequentially &dSS, GUS-nS, and SWF and
ZFS. The fraction of the GUSS throughput to the throughpuéxdfaustive search approaches
1 when P approaches zero or infinity, and it exhibits a valley in theldhe. The same trend
exists for GUS-nS, SWF and ZFS but it requires higRefor those algorithms to recover from
the valley.

SWF has exactly the same sum rate performance with ZFS andatiwe of ‘eliminating
redundant user’ for SWF equals to zero for the whole rangesidered in Fig[ B. There is
no redundant user witlh; = 0 ever happened in one million simulations, which proofs the
conclusion in Sectiof Ill. GUS-nS achieve8.2% of sum rate upper bound in average, which
corresponds td.1% throughput increment over ZFS, by eliminatin@% redundant users in
S
to 15dB and then decreases, because the redundant user existedPmvselow will not be

,rs IN average as shown in Figl 9. The ratio of redundant usee&sers with” from 0dB
redundant user any more whéhbecomes large enough. Such as the example inFig. 2, user 2
is a redundant user wheld = 30 dB but is not whenP increases tal0 dB.

GUSS achieves.7% higher sum rate than ZFS @ = 30dB since there is at lea$t3.8%
of S,
handled by GUSS as shown in Fig. 9. The gap between GUSS andgfgses withP in the
range shown in Fig.]8 because the possibility of fie, trapped in local optimum increases

trapped in local optimum and.2% of S,,.. contains redundant user and they are all

ZFS

with P. At the same time, GUSS eliminates% more redundant user than GUS-nS in average
because more effective ‘add’ operation with? > 0 is conducted after the ‘swap’ operation
in GUSS, which turns more users to redundant user. In avethgee is6.9% channel instants
involve redundant user ant$.1% channel instants are trapped local optimum in the process of
GUSS. According to Fid.18, GUSS achievé®3% of sum rate upper bound averaged over the
SNR range considered.
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C. Complexity of GUSS

GUSS provides considerable throughput increment over ZF&Iding the ‘delete’ and ‘swap’
operations which introduce 2u + 1 linear complexity raise. The number of swap operation
is influenced byK, M, P and H. Fig.[10 shows the averagedfor different number of users
K ranging from 10 to 40 at® = 15dB and M = 5, 10. Fig.[11 shows the averagedfor
10 < K <40, 0dB < P < 30dB at M = 10. All curves are obtained by averaging ovix*
independent channels.

For all M and K considered in Fig. 10y stays between 1.4 and 1.85 which implies that GUSS
has four to five times complexity of ZFS. GUSS has more swapatipas at)/ = 10 than at
M =5 for each specifick’ when K > M. The fact that system with large¥/ selects more
users implies that the larger possibiliy, .. been trapped in local optimum. Thedecreases
with K when K > 30 for M = 10, and K > 25 for M = 5. Because the selected users
are almost orthogonal with high probability whén is large enough, it requires smalléf to
achieve near-orthogonal user set for smallérantennas in BS.

Thea stays between 1 and 2.5 for ti&and P range considered in Fig. 111, which implies that
GUSS has only three to six times complexity of ZFS. Thimcreases withk before saturated
for given P, and it needs smallek” to achieve the maximum at largerP. a also increases with
P before saturated and then decrease withbecause the number of selected users increases
with P and saturated wheR is large enough. The equals to 2.04 aP = 30dB, K = 15 and
M = 10, which corresponds to about five times complexity of ZFS ft/S5.

VIlI. CONCLUSION

We have discovered two flaws in traditional greedy user selein multi-user MIMO down-
link with ZFBF: ‘redundant user’ and ‘local optimum’. Whileaditional greedy user selection
methods only use ‘add’ operation during the update of thecsedl user set, the proposed GUSS
algorithm allows ‘delete’ and ‘swap’ operations to elimi@aedundant users and helps escaping
from the local optimums. An ECV based effective-channehga updating method for ‘add’,
‘delete’ and ‘swap’ user operation is designed to reducectiraplexity of GUSS. The GUSS
provides considerable throughput increment with ahly-1 linear complexity increase, whee

is the number of swap operations for specific realizationibsthys between 1 and 2.5 according
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to our simulation results. Simulation results verify thepnoved throughput performance and
low complexity.

The GUSS algorithm proposed in this paper achied8% of the upper bound throughput
performance; it is significant for multi-user MIMO downlirtkansmission. And the novel ECV
based efficient channel gaik updating method is a useful component to build more delicate
user selection algorithms, such as the decremental usatisel algorithm proposed for massive
multi-antenna system in [20]. The work in this paper can lergded in several ways, including
considering per-antenna transmit power constraint, ramtenna users, partial CSIT, and user

fairness among users.

APPENDIX

Proof of Lemma 1: Suppose the selected user set with redundan isS = {1,2,--- ,n},
the ECV and effective-channel-gain of the user S is v; and \;, respectively. Let\; > )\, >

--- > )\, and only the usen is allocated with zero transmit power that

1 <, < 1
)\n—l_lu_)\n‘

n—1

wherep = - <P + Zf:‘f %) is the water level forS. Suppose deleting usérachieves the
maximum sum rate amon§ \ {j}, i.e., kK = argmax;cs R(S\{j}). The conclusion of Lemma
1 equals to

R(S\ {n}) = R(S) (61)

and
R(S\ {k}) > R(S\{n}). (62)
Denote the updated effective-channel-gain of usafter deleting usej € S as ), ;_ and the

corresponding water level as_, according to[(48) we have

2y .
A i S\ ()

= sl

and \;;_ > X for all i € S\ {j} since\;\; > |lviv}||>. According to [ID), the[{81) holds

ivj_
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because

RS\ () = S tog (14 (= )i )

i£n
> ;bg (1 +(p - %@,m) (63)
= R(5),
where the first inequality holds &\ {n} achieves equal or larger sum rate than distributing
power the same as that # and the second inequality holds sintg,_ > ;.
Suppose the transmit power scaling factor of usir S \ {j} is p; ;_ after waterfilling. The
(62) holds on the condition

M= Hn—Ai
H sin? 0; ~ H sin?6; ,, (64)
i#k,p; >0 ik i#n,pi n—>0 b
12
whered, ; is the angle between; andv; that is independent of; and \;, cos®6; ; = |”ij
iNj

The (64) is achievable when the ugehas stronger channel correlation with the other users than
that of the usenm, i.e., sin? O < sin? 6;, and deleting usek provides larger ECV increment
for useri € S\ {k,n} that \;x.— > X;,—. The throughput increment in useiss S\ {k,n}
could compensate the throughput loss in deleing the kiser
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TABLE I: Comparison between ZFS user selection and exhaustarch

Transmit SNR Procedure of ZFS S,rg Gbest
0< P <1048 Sy ={2} {2} {13}
10.48 < P < 27.13 S1=1{2}, 8, ={1,2} {1,2} {1,3}

2713 < P <3485 | Sy ={2},5 ={1,2},8s ={1,2,3} | {1,2,3} | {1,3}

P> 34.85 Sy ={2},8 ={1,2},5s = {1,2,3} | {1,2,3} | {1,2,3}
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Fig. 2: Sum rate versus transmit SNR for different selectsel gets
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Fig. 6: Cardinality of selected user set comparison of GUB3S-nS, ZFS, SUS and exhaustive
search algorithms witld/ = 10 and P = 15dB



30

o
o

©

IS

¢
T

o
~
T

0.35F

o
w
T

—+&— "Local Optimum" GUSS
0.25 —<&— "Redundant User" GUSS
—6— "Redundant User" GUS-nS

Ratio of "Redundant User" and "Local Optimum*

0.2[, i
0.15} - - : .
01t .
% & 5
0.0 © © © © & )
O Il Il Il Il Il
8 10 12 14 16 18 20

K: Number of Users

Fig. 7: Ratio of GUSS and GUS-nS algorithms ‘eliminate redhmt user’ and ‘escape from
local optimum’ with M =10 and P = 15dB

0995[1\8\9\_ 7

Throughput Fraction over Exhaustive Search

—8—GUss
09781 o Gus-ns 3
-6 -7Fs
-+ — SWF
0.97 Il Il Il Il Il
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

P: Transmit SNR (dB)

Fig. 8: Throughput fractions of GUSS, GUS-nS, ZFS and SWirélyns over the throughput

of exhaustive search with/ = 10 and K = 15



31

0.7 T T

—&— "Local Optimum" GUSS
—6— "Redundant User" GUSS 4
— & — "Redundant User" GUS-nS 1

o
(o))
T

— + — "Redundant User" SWF

o
o1

o
~

o
w

o
)

=

Ratio of "Redundant User" and “"Local Optimum"
o
=

P: Transmit SNR (dB)

Fig. 9: Ratio of GUSS, GUS-nS and SWF algorithm ‘eliminatregundant user’ and ‘escaping

from local optimum’ withM = 10 and K = 15

1.85

1.8

1.75

=
]

1.65

a: Number of Swap
=
o

1.55
1.5
1.45
q
1.4[ —8— M=10 |
—6— M=5
135 Il Il Il Il Il
10 15 20 25 30 35 40

K: Number of users

Fig. 10: Number of swaps in GUSS for different number of ugémst P = 15dB andM = 5, 10.



32

K: Number of users

10 15 20
P: Transmit SNR
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