Chapter 3

Balanced capacity of
wireline multiuser channels

3.1 Introduction

The wireline multiaccess channel is an example of multiuser channel with
Inter-Symbol Interference (ISI). It provides simultaneous duplex connec-
tions between the cable head-end (access point to external services) and
a number of subscribers spatially distributed along the common physical
cable. Some practical applications are the outdoor powerline channel and
the CATV network. Functionally, it can be modeled as a multiple access
channel for the uplink and a broadcast channel for the downlink, and each
user channel can be modeled as a linear time-invariant frequency-selective
channel with Gaussian noise.

Some simple criteria are needed to characterize the performance of the
multiaccess channel. The maximum error-free transmission rate for a given
power budget is a commonly adopted criterion, although the minimum re-
quired power for a given target rate could also be investigated (see [38]).
The list of single user Shannon capacities vs. the position of the remote
modem along the cable gives thus a first idea of the channel potential. As
pointed out in Chapter 2, the network topology (number of cable deriva-
tions before and after the modem under consideration) plays a major role
in the determination of the multipath channel characteristics : the capac-
ity profile does not only depend on the physical distance w.r.t. the cable
head-end.

Single user capacities are sufficient to characterize the multiaccess channel



74 Balanced capacity of wireline multiuser channels

when time domain multiplexing (TDM) is used in the downlink and time
domain multiple access (TDMA) or random access methods are used in the
uplink. If more elaborate multiuser signaling techniques are used (involving
parallel transmission of the different user signals), the full characterization
of the multiacces channel requires the determination of the capacity region.
Each point of the capacity region is associated with a given power alloca-
tion, and successive decoding (with a specific decoding order) is generally
necessary to obtain the corresponding data rates. The boundary of the
capacity region can be traced out by maximizing a weighted sum of the
individual data rates with variable priority coefficients ay.

All points of the capacity region, however, are not desirable working points.
For instance, many papers focus on the maximum sum-rate, but this solu-
tion does generally not guarantee a fair (or even a minimum) data rate to
each subscriber. On the opposite, the common rate strategy (meaning that
all users transmit or receive at the same rate) is not necessarily a good idea,
especially when the attenuation levels associated with the various channels
in competition are very different. As a trade-off, the idea of balanced capac-
ity is introduced, and the set of maximum balanced user rates is proposed
to characterize the performance of the multiaccess channel.

The balanced capacity of a multiuser system is defined as the distribu-
tion of maximum simultaneously achievable bit rates that are in propor-
tion with the single-user rates. It is a specific point of the boundary of
the capacity region for which the coexistence with the other users has the
same relative cost for every user.

The computation of maximum balanced rates basically involves the com-
putation of the right priority coefficients oy, associated with these balanced
rates.

The objective of this chapter is to propose practical algorithms for the
computation of the uplink/downlink balanced capacity of a multiaccess
network with K users, where K may be much larger than two. Different
types of power constraints are investigated, which will lead to distinct ca-
pacity regions. The problem of optimal duplexing is not considered here :
the multiuser channel is supposed to be operated in uplink OR downlink
at a given time.

The capacity of multiuser networks has been extensively studied in the past
few years, but the issue of a fair rate distribution was generally ignored. In
[39], a general expression for the capacity regions of multiaccess channels
with memory was obtained. In [40], this result was used to derive the
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capacity region of a two-user Gaussian multiple access channel with ISI
and the well-known single user water-filling algorithm (that provides the
optimal power allocations) was extended to the two-user case. The authors
of [41] extended these results to channels with an arbitrary number of
users in the context of multiaccess fading channels. All these papers assume
individual power constraints at the transmitters : the K user channels need
to be scaled (concept of equivalent channel), so that the multiuser water-
filling algorithm provides K power allocations that satisfy the K power
constraints simultaneously. The K scaling coefficients have to be computed
iteratively. A general algorithm is proposed in [41], while the authors of [42]
and [43] propose practical algorithms well suited to specific situations (two-
user channel and/or maximum sum rate solution). An alternative method
for the computation of the maximum sum rate solution was proposed by
[44] and basically involves the iterative application of the single user water-
filling algorithm. A detailed analysis of this method is proposed in [45]. [46]
addresses the problem of computing the FDMA capacity region (which is
useful when successive decoding is undesired at the receiver) and proposes
suboptimal algorithms for the two-user case in the context of optimal duplex
in DSL. In the general case, the optimal user rates can be achieved through
the use of multicarrier multiple access [47] [48] with appropriate coding on
each carrier.

The multiuser water-filling process is highly simplified when the individual
power constraint is relaxed and a single constraint is put on the transmission
power sum. In that case, the uplink capacity region is known to be the same
as the downlink one [49]-[50]. The capacity of Gaussian broadcast channels
is analyzed in [51] and [52]. The issue of a fair rate allocation in the uplink
was addressed in [53] with the same constraint relaxation.

This chapter is organized as follows. In Section 3.2, the wireline multiac-
cess channel model is revisited. Section 3.3 describes the notion of capacity
region and introduces the concept of balanced capacity. In Section 3.4, the
optimal power allocation associated with a given set of relative priorities
ar is analyzed in detail, for the K-user Gaussian memoryless broadcast
and multiple access channels, respectively. A simple allocation algorithm
is given, as well as explicit expressions for the optimal allocated powers
and the associated user rates. An iterative method is derived to obtain
balanced user rates. The problem of optimal spectrum allocation in mul-
tiuser frequency-selective channels is then addressed in Section 3.5. Differ-
ent types of power constraints are introduced, and the spectrum allocation
problem is analyzed in three specific situations. Practical algorithms for
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the computation of balanced user rates are finally proposed. Section 3.6 ad-
dresses the issue of FDMA balanced capacity. Finally, Section 3.7 presents
detailed results obtained with a 20 user wireline access network.

3.2 Wireline multiaccess channels

The general multiaccess channel considered in this chapter (see Figure 2.11)
is composed of a main cable (the distribution cable) and K derivations (the
connection cables) whose terminations are connected to the K user modems.
The end of the distribution cable is connected to the cable head-end which
is supposed to provide a common access to the broadband services. Any
subset of K < K user modems are about to establish a duplex connection
with the cable head-end at a given time. Unlike the DSL access networks
(where each user has its own twisted pair), the physical medium has to be
shared by all the users who wish to establish a connection simultaneously.

The uplink (data transmission from the user modems to the cable head-end)
corresponds to a multiple access channel (MA), while the downlink (data
transmission from the cable head-end to the user modems) corresponds
to a broadcast channel (BC). The schemes of these two types of multiuser
channels are given in Figure 3.1. The additive noises at all receivers (n and
{n1, -+ ,nk}) are supposed to be Gaussian and white, with a double-sided
power spectral density Ny/2.

In a practical wireline communications system, constraints are put on the
bandwidth, on the powers, and on the power spectral densities (PSD) of the
transmitted signals. We assume in the sequel a transmission bandwidth
[0, B]. The power constraint P, and the PSD constraint 4 will be analyzed
separately. While in the downlink, the power constraint actually refers to
the sum of all the user signals (located in the unique downlink transmitter),
in the uplink, individual power constraints are generally associated with
each transmitter. In the sequel, the individual power constraint is relaxed
and a single power-sum constraint is considered both for the downlink and
the uplink. The obtained results are then extended to the (more complex)
individual power constraint scenario in the uplink.
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Figure 3.1: Multiple access and broadcast channels

3.3 Multiuser capacity region and balanced ca-
pacity

A multiuser capacity region is defined as the set of achievable rates { Ry}
at which the receiver(s) may decode information from the transmitter(s)
without error for a given set of (power) constraints. For the Gaussian K-
user channel, it is a convex region in the K-dimensional space. This region
reflects the trade-off among the individual data rates of the different users
competing for the limited resources. The boundary of the capacity region
can be traced out by means of a set of relative priority coefficients « with
> r ok = 1. Each boundary point of the capacity region maximizes the
linear combination of the user rates Ry = ) ;. a, Ry.

Let R* = [R],--- ,R,’;}T be the vector of maximum user rates associated
with a given vector of relative priorities o = [avy, - - - ,ak]T. Actually, the
coefficients oy, do not bring any information about the distribution of the
maximum user rates Rj. Even with a higher relative priority aj > 1/K,
a given user k with a poor channel quality could obtain a lower data rate
R; that the other users, or even a zero data rate. The only interpretation
that can be associated with the relative priorities ¢, is that dR* L «,
which means that the boundary of the capacity region is normal to the
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vector a in the neighbourhood of the point R*. In a two-user case, for
example, the maximum rate distribution (R}, R3) associated with equal
priorities @1 = a3 = 1/2 would have a local tangent with a slope of -45
degrees. The maximum rate distribution (R}, R3) associated with unequal
priorities a; = 1/3 and ag = 2/3 would have a local tangent with a slope
of arctan(—1/2) = —26.6 degrees.

To obtain a practical characterization of the access network capacity, it is
useful to put forward some specific points of the boundary :

e The single user rates R,l~C are the maximum achievable rates in the
single user communication scenario. They correspond to having only
one alpha different from 0.

e The mazimum sum rate corresponds to the setting a, = 1/K. It gen-
erally results in unfair situations where the users with the best chan-
nels have a much higher rate than the others, which is not desirable
in practical applications. It may even happen that some subscribers
do not have any bit rate at all.

e The maximum common rate [53] is such that Ry = -+ = Rg. When
the single user rates are very different, the common rate constraint
is generally a waste of resources as it forces the users with the best
channels to lower their rate dramatically to reach the level of the
weakest channels.

Rg

i Ry’

other words, all users transmit at a rate R; which is in the same

proportion w.r.t. the potential rate R}C offered by their own channel.

The relative cost implied by the coexistence with the other users is

the same for all the users.

e The maximum balanced rate is such that % = ... = In

Figure 3.2 gives an example of a convex capacity region and the correspond-
ing boundary points for K = 2. A and F give the single user rates. E gives
the maximum sum rate : it corresponds to the point where the tangent has
a -45° slope. B gives the maximum common rate and D gives the maximum
balanced rates.

As a lower bound on the balanced rates, time-domain multiplexing (TDM)

or multiple access (TDMA) can be considered, with time slots of equal
1

duration for each user. This strategy gives a set of rates Ry = % (line AGF

on Figure 3.2). Allowing simultaneous transmission of all the users, with
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Figure 3.2: Two-user capacity region and specific points of the bound-
ary

a smart power and spectrum management, offers higher balanced rates, of
course. In any case, the maximum balanced rates can be written as :

Ry
e
where g is the rate gain with respect to the TDM(A) strategy (OD/OG on
Figure 3.2). Thanks to the convexity property of the capacity region, we
know that g > 1. This gain will be referred to as the 'multiuser gain’ in
the sequel. The multiuser gain increases when the user channel frequency
responses are very different. An equivalent concept in the context of mul-
tiuser fading channels is the concept of multiuser diversity (see [54] for
example).

Rk =g (3.1)

The aim of this chapter is to propose practical algorithms allowing the
computation of the maximum balanced rates for an arbitrary
number of users, and the corresponding (downlink and uplink) power
allocations.

The derivation of these algorithms basically involves three steps :

e The computation of the maximum aggregate rate R,, for a fixed power
allocation and a fixed sequence of priority coefficients {ay}.

e The computation of the optimal power allocation (i. e. maximizing
R,) for a fixed set of priority coefficients {ay}.

e The computation of the appropriate sequence {ay} providing bal-
anced user rates.
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These three steps will firstly be analyzed in detail for the case of a mul-
tiuser memoryless channel (Section 3.4). Extensions will then be provided
for a multiuser frequency selective channel with various kinds of power
constraints (Section 3.5).

3.4 Memoryless channel

In the memoryless scenario, the channels are fully defined by the set of
attenuation factors {h%} and the AWGN variance 02 = NgB. A total
power P should be allocated among the different users. The maximum
balanced rates {R}} are here associated with a specific power allocation
{P:}, and a specific decoding order.

3.4.1 Maximum aggregate rate for a given power allocation

This section provides explicit expressions for the MA and BC maximum
aggregate rates R, associated with a fixed power allocation {Py} and a
fixed set {ay}. This allows to formulate the power allocation problem as a
constrained optimization problem.

3.4.1.1 MA channel

The capacity region for the MA channel (uplink) is known to be [41] :

{{Rk}ZRkﬁ(Z(W) \V/SC{l,"-,K}} (3.2)

keS

where C(x) £ Blog(1 + z).! This region is defined by 2% — 1 constraints,
each one corresponding to a nonempty subset S of users. It has K! vertices
in the positive quadrant. Each vertex is achievable by a successive decoding
using one of the K possible orderings of the users. In the special case K =
2, the capacity region is a pentagon whose two useful vertices correspond
to the decoding orders (1,2) and (2,1) respectively (see Figure 3.3). The
3-user capacity region is illustrated in Figure 3.4. The region is defined by
7 planes in the positive quadrant. It includes 6 useful vertices associated
with the different decoding orders. Returning to the general case K > 2,
and without loss of generality, we assume that the users are ordered in
ascending order of the priority coefficients {cy}. For the choice of priority

!The logarithm used in the analytical derivations has a natural base, but a base of 2
is used in Section 3.6 in order to obtain numerical results expressed in Mbits/s.
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coefficients {ay}, the maximum of R, is then obtained at a single vertex
that corresponds to the decoding order {1,---,K}. In other words, the
messages with the lower priorities are decoded first and subtracted from
the received signal before decoding the messages with higher priorities.
The maximum weighted rate is then given by:

K
R.MA = D ( Pl ) (3.3)

p 02 + 3 P

K
. Bh
= Z ozk—Oék 1 (Zl_§2 l l) (34)
k=1

with ag = 0.

3.4.1.2 BC channel

In the BC channel (downlink), the decoding strategy is different for each
receiver. Here the decoding order is not dictated by the user relative priori-
ties, but by the relative channel gains ([51]-[52]). A given receiver is able to
decode the messages intended for the users with lower channel gains (and
thus transmitted at a lower rate) before decoding its own message. The
remaining messages are considered as noise. For a given set of transmission
powers {Py}, the capacity region has a single vertex that maximizes the
weighted rate R, for any set {a} [52] :

Pyh?
o2+ (Shper P) 13

{(Ri}: Ry <C (3.5)

Figure 3.3 gives the capacity region (a rectangle) for the two-user case,
assuming hf > h3. Let 7 be a permutation on the set {1,---, K} such that
hw(l) h? =) for i < j. In other words, this permutation is used to sort the
users in decreasing order of their channel gains. The maximum weighted
rate is now:

R,Bc= i ()€ k(k)lhﬂ(k) : (3.6)
= o+ [21:1 Pw(l)} h2 )
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Figure 3.3: Two-user capacity regions for a fized power distribution :
multiple access channel (pentagon) and broadcast channel (rectangle)
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Figure 3.4: Three-user capacity region for a fixed power distribution
(multiple access channel)
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3.4.1.3 Formulation of the optimal power allocation problem

For a given constraint P on the total transmitted power, our objective is
now to find the optimal power distributions {P;} and {F}} that maximize
R,, for the MA and BC channels respectively:

(P} = argmax R, na ((PL)] (3.7)
(P} = argmax|R,pc ()] (38)

with constraints ), P, < P and P, > 0 Vk. In each case, the solution
satisfies the Kuhn-Tucker conditions:

(3.9)

l@Ra =u P,>0

where p is a positive Lagrange multiplier.

3.4.2 Optimal power allocation for the BC memoryless chan-
nel

(Given {ay})

The users are supposed to be sorted in decreasing order of their channel
gains through the permutation mw. Starting the allocation process with
Pr@) = 0 Vk, the marginal rate gain for each user is given by % 8‘?};&) =

Dy (1)(0) where the functions Dy (z) are defined by

aiph?/o?
D & _Fki” 3.10
S ey (3.10)
Some power Py, is firstly allocated to the user m(k1) with the maximum
2
(i) P2 )

The users with a higher hfr(k,) but a lower aw(k)hi(k) can be discarded.
Indeed, equation (3.6) ensures that, for k < k1 (i.e. for users with a higher
channel gain),

1 aRa 1 8Ra 1 9 )
Eapﬂ'(k) - E 8P7T(k1) * ; (aw(k)hﬂ(k) B aﬂ'(kl)hﬂ'(kl))
1 o
< Bom (3.11)

BOPy )’
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if
1 = 0. (3.12)
which is consistent with the Kuhn-Tucker conditions (3.9).

The marginal gain for the remaining users becomes D) (Pr(x,)) With k €
{k1,---, K}. The power P, is then increased until a second user 7(ks)
(with kg > k1) reaches a marginal gain equal to that of user 7(k1) (unless P
is reached before). As h72r(k2) < h?r(kl)’ this is only possible if o (r,) > Qr(ry)-
When this happens, the common marginal gain can be shown to be:

D) (P:(kl)) = Dr(ry) <P;(k1))

= <%<k2)h3r(k2)/ 02) Fr(er),m (k) (3.13)

where the correction factor F; ; < 1 is defined as

1—ai/aj
Fj=———17_ 3.14
1= h % (3.14)

User 7(k2) is thus selected as the one with the largest (aﬁ(k)hi(kﬂ Fre(e) (k)
on the set k € {k1 +1,---, K}. The power allocated to user m(k1) is then
fixed to

P:;(k’l) - UQGW(kl)Jr(kz) (3.15)
where , ,
A a;h; —ajhj o .
Gij = (aj — agh2h? h; (FJ - 1) : (3.16)

The users with a higher hi(k) but a lower (aﬁ(k)hi(k)> Fr(ky)x(k) can be
discarded : from (3.6), it can be checked that

1 ORy _ 1 ORy 1
BOPy) BOPry, o2

2
(arr(k) hTr(k) Fﬂ(kl)vﬂ'(k)

1 OR
2 «
_aﬂ(kz)hw(l@)Fw(kl),ﬂ(@)) < 5P " ), (3.17)
(K2

if

which is again consistent with the Kuhn-Tucker conditions (3.9).
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The rate R;"T(kl) for user w (k) is given by

2

(k)

R .y = Blog ( ! ) . (3.19)
) (ks ) P () (k)

This rate is left unaffected by the allocation of power to the other users
(with k& > k1) as those users have a lower channel gain and their signals can
be perfectly decoded and subtracted by receiver ki. If there is still some
power to allocate, then the allocation goes on with Pr,), which increases
the rate R;(,) while leaving R, ,) unchanged, until a third user m(ks)
(with a smaller hzr(k3) but a higher a,,)) reaches the same marginal gain,
and so on.

At the end of the allocation process, a subset S; = {m(k1), -+ ,7w(ks)} C
{1,--+ , K} of J < K users is obtained, who get a non-zero fraction of the
total power P. The users in this subset are sorted in decreasing order of
the channel gains hi and in increasing order of the priority coefficients .
As a consequence, the allocation algorithm can work indifferently on the
user sequence {7(1),--- ,7(K)} or on the initial sequence {1,---, K}. The
allocation rule can be stated in very simple terms : always add power to
the user with the maximum Dy(P) where P is the power already allocated.
Mathematically, we get:

J P]:l_t,_‘.._A,_PI:i
R, = BZ/ Dy, (x)dx
=17 P B

P
- B Dy (z)dz, 3.20
/0 e k(z)dx (3.20)

which provides an intuitive graphical interpretation. Figure 3.5 illustrates
the evolution of Dy and the individual powers as a function of the allocated
power P for K = 4. In this example, hf > h3 > h3 > h3 and oq < g <
a3 < ay. The optimal allocation gives J = 3 and S; = {1,2,4}. For
decreasing values of P, the subset S; can be reduced to {1,2} or {1}.
Obviously, when the power to be allocated is large enough, the last user in
the subset Sy is always the user with the highest priority ag.

Once the subset S is known, the set of optimal powers {P,;} can be
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Figure 3.5: Marginal gain and power distribution during the allocation

process (K =4)
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computed by solving the following system :

7 7
Dy, (Z P§l> = Dy, (Z P,;;) L i<J—1
=1 =1

J
b, =P (3.21)
=1

Finally, the complete allocation procedure and the corresponding user rates
are explicitly given as follows :

Algorithm 3.1 Algorithm for the selection of the user sequence receiving
a fraction of the total power P (subset Sj) :

o [nitialization (J =1) :

k1 = arg klgﬁ)}({] (akh%) . (3.22)

o While ky < K:
— Compute the next candidate :

k= h% Fioy k) - 2
arg _max  (oxhi F, 1) (3.23)

— If there is enough power :
P > 0* Gy, (3.24)

then: J=J+1, ky = k*.
— FElse: stop.

Optimal BC allocated powers P} (with k € Sy) :

P, Gy ks 0

PkQ Gk27k3 - Gk’l,kz 0

Pl:j =0’ ijvk’jﬂ - ijflvkj + 0 . (3.25)
P/:J—1 GkJ—th - ij_g,lw_l Q

PI:J _Gk‘jfl,kz‘] P
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Optimal user rates R} (with k € Sy) :

2
ozklhk1
T
akghk2Fk1,k2
;; O‘kghi2Fkl,k2
1 =
* akShkSFk2,k3
k2
T Qe .h2 Fk k.
Rt | =Blg| —lr ot . (3.26)
J kit ki1t Rk 41
*
2
kj_1 gyl Fry_oky_y
* p)
k. akJ_thFkalka

Pn?
L+ J2J Fry i kg
Algorithm 3.1 ensures that the obtained powers and rates are positive.

3.4.3 Optimal power allocation for the M A memoryless chan-
nel

(Given {ay})

The computation of the optimal allocation is very similar in the MA and
the BC channels. These two channels are known to have the same capacity
region when the constraint is put on the transmitted power sum [49]-[50].
However, the power distributions corresponding to a given boundary point
of the capacity region are distinct. In this section, the expression of the
optimal user rates (3.26) is derived again in the MA context, allowing the
computation of an explicit expression for the optimal MA power allocation

{Pe}-
The users are now sorted in increasing order of their priority coefficients
ag. For a given power allocation {Py}, we define the sequence {z;} < 1

as :
K -1

i=k

From (3.3), the marginal rate gains can be obtained iteratively as follows :

1 R, a1h?
5B - 0213:1 (3.28)
1 R, his1 (1 0R, i



3.4 Memoryless channel 89

The initial marginal rate gain for each user (z; = 1 Vk) is again agh?.
The power is thus firstly allocated to user k1 with the maximum akhz.

The lower-indexed users (i.e. the users with a lower priority) are discarded:
P2 =0 for k < ki. From (3.28), it follows that :

Tp = Tp (3.29)
ORq aph? OR, _ OR,

= < , 3.30

(9Pk Oékl hil 8Pk1 (9Pk1 ( )

for k < k1, which is consistent with the Kuhn-Tucker conditions (3.9).

The marginal gains for the remaining users is again Dy, (P, ). Power is thus
allocated to user k; until Py, = O'QGkLkQ for a given user ko with

ky = h2F, 3.31
2 argke{kf&?f.,f(} (ak k kl’k) ( )

and G, i, is defined in (3.16). At that time, the power allocated to user
k1 is equal to Py , that is to say the optimal power that would be allocated
in a BC scenario (see Figure 3.5).

Now the allocation process becomes different. While in the BC channel,
any power increase dP would be fully allocated to user ko (which increases
Ry, and leaves Ry, unaffected), in the MA channel dP has to be shared by
users k1 and k. The fraction of power dPy, allocated to user kg directly
increases the rate Ry,. But this power is seen as noise by user ki (which
is decoded before user ky) : some power dPy, is then allocated to user k;
to compensate for the noise enhancement and leave Rj, unchanged. Some
power is thus allocated simultaneously to users k; and ko.

Users with an intermediate priority are discarded: P = 0 with k1 <k < k.
From (3.28), we obtain the system :

1 OR,

1
1 OR, h? h2
il - kK - 5 3.33
B 0P, hzllu"i_ (ak ak1) O_kaz ( )
1 8R., h, hi,
il = =2 — —2 = L. 3.34
B (9Pk2 hil M+ (akQ ak1) o2 Ly H ( )
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Solving this system, we get :

OR,  OR,
0P, OPy,

(1 — B (an — ay,) {(akhiFkhk)_l

—1 OR,
- (ak2hi2Fk1,k2) }) < apkla (335)

for k1 < k < ko, which is again consistent with the Kuhn-Tucker conditions
(3.9).

The optimal rate R for user ki is found to be the same as (3.19), and the
common marginal gain can be shown to be :

M:Dkz (Pk1 +f)ka)' (3'36)

The two-user allocation continues until a third user ks € {ko +1,--- , K}
reaches the same marginal gain. When this happens, we have Py, + Py, =
Py + Py, that is to say the total power allocated to users k1 and kg is the
same as the optimal power sum that would be allocated in a BC scenario
(see Figure 3.5). Power is then allocated simultaneously to users (k1, k2, k3),
and so on.

The relation (3.20) given for the BC scenario remains valid for the MA
channel. The allocation rule can be restated as : always increase the rate
of the user k; with the maximum Dy (P) while leaving the other rates un-
changed, where P is the power already allocated. This can be obtained
by allocating power simultaneously to all the users in the set {ki,- -, k;}.
The user subset S; and the optimal user rates are found to be the same as
in the BC channel (see algorithm 3.1 and equation (3.26)).

Once the subset S; is known, the set of optimal powers {PI;} can be
computed from (3.28) and (3.9). The sequence zy; is first computed as

-1
ag, h?
T = u( M ’ﬂ) (3.37)

Qe h2 -1
G+1 ki1 .
xkj+1 = K <0_2HF/€]',]€]'+1> VS {L 7‘]_1}

The optimal powers P,?j are then given by

J

P = a2h,;j2(x,;1—x,;1 ) jefl, -, -1}

Py, = o2 (ap) - 1) (3.38)
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Using the power constraint, the marginal rate is computed as

2 2
Oékjth/o-

=t 3.39
L+ Phj /o2 (3:39)

1

Finally, the optimal MA allocated powers Py (with k € S;) are given
explicitly as follows :

Py [0 ]

Py 0

o R (e,h)— | O (3.40)
i an, ny, ’ '

o 0

kj_1 o2

P’SJ L ]’Li‘] .

with vector IT (a, h) defined as :

-2 2 2 7
h ) (O‘k1hk1 — aththl’kz)

el (ko hf, Fry ks — ks hE, Fro k)
-2 2 2
I (Oé, h) _ hkj (ak]' hkijjflvkj - Oékj+1 hkj+1ij,]€j+1> (341)

-2 2 2
th,l (akalth_lemekJ—l - athkJFkath)

—2 2
th (akJ thFkJ—th)

Algorithm 3.1 also ensures that the obtained powers are positive.

3.4.4 Maximum balanced rates

The previous section explained how to compute the optimal power allo-
cation { Py} for a given set of priority coefficients {a} and a total power

P.

To obtain a specific boundary point of the capacity region such that the
corresponding user rates satisfy

Ry Ry 4
jd S =R 3.42
B B (342)
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for a predefined set of normalization coefficients {3}, the right set of pri-
ority coefficients {ay} has to be found iteratively. Computation of the
maximum balanced rates corresponds to (G = R,l67 but the idea is the
same to get any other point of the capacity region. Equation (3.42) im-
plies that every user gets a non-zero fraction of the power. Sorting the
users in decreasing order of their channel gain hZ, the solution of our
problem requires the computation of an appropriate set of priority coef-
ficients a1 < --- < ag, such that algorithm 3.1 selects the whole set of
users (J = K and Skg = {1,--- ,K}), and that the associated user rates
in (3.26) satisfy the constraint in (3.42).

Introducing the expression of the optimal user rates (3.26) into the balanced
rates constraints (3.42), we get :

9Pk R/B
A = 3.43
i (3.43)
with
)
h2 _hl
hy?
)
% a1
h2 7h1 ag—o]
as—a
. a3 —a2
-2 -2
hk+1 hk .
h 2—h 2 Qp—Qg—
_ k k—1 _ Dk X1
H= . A=| oo (3.44)
h=2_p=2 :
fg K:21 AK-1-OK-2
hKfl_hK 2 A —OK -1
Ph. AR —OK_1
1+ o_}g aK
—2
1
hl_{2
The components of the vector A have to satisfy the relation :
K [ K
> | ]JA] =1 (3.45)
=1 \i=j

There is a single target rate R producing a set of A, that fulfills equation
(3.45). The right value can be found by a simple binary search. The
drawback of this simple algorithm is that it can not be extended to the
case of multiuser frequency-selective channels.
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Actually, the problem of maximum balanced rates computation can be
modeled as a nonlinear system with K unknowns «y as follows :

F(a)

R R?
BoZ\ o
: 0
w o |- (3.46)
Bx ~ B :

A Newton-Raphson iterative search is proposed to find the solution:

Algorithm 3.2 Mazimum balanced rates for a Gaussian memoryless mul-

tiuser channel

o Start with o\®) = [1/R3, -

L U/R)T/ (1R, seti = 0.

o Compute the optimal power allocation with algorithm 3.1. Compute
the corresponding user rates { R} } and the normalized rates { R/}

e Compute the average normalized rate pr, and the standard deviation

ORg, defined by :

(1>

KRg

(1>

URB

o While UR/B/MRLB >e

— Update the set of priority coefficients as follows:

AW

oD

= (R ) (3.47)
k
\/ % > (Bi/Br— nry)” (348)
k
-1
a® 40 A0. (3.50)

— Update {R;}, {R}./Bk}, iRy and ogg,, seti =i+ 1.

where € is a tolerance parameter and the sequence \; < 1 is used to
ensure convergence in the first few iterations.
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The computation of the update direction A(()f ) requires the knowledge of the

Jacobian matrix %g—g. From (3.26), it is a symmetric tridiagonal matrix
T () with the following entries on the three main diagonals :

T, . = Qhjpr = Okjq
o (akj - akjfl)(aijfl - akj)
-1
Thjkjia O — o = Thj 1k (3.51)
41 j

where oy, = ag,,, £ (0. In particular, the Jacobian matrix is zero on the
rows and columns corresponding to users who are not in the subset S ;.
As this matrix should be invertible to allow the computation of the update
direction, it is important to choose a convenient starting vector a(o), and to
control the size of the updating step A; in order to keep a1 close to the
solution and keep the matrix inversion possible. The convexity property of
the capacity region guarantees that every user is included in the allocation
subset for the proposed a(©). Figure 3.2 illustrates the initial rates obtained
with a(® (point C) in a two-user problem. After some iterations, the
solution converges to the maximum balanced rates (point D).

To conclude this section, it should be noted that the solution proposed here
is probably not the most efficient one in the case of a multiuser memoryless
channel : however, it can be easily extended to the case of a multiuser
frequency selective channel, which is the purpose of the next section.

3.5 Frequency-selective channel

In the case of frequency-selective channels with frequency responses Hy(w),
the power allocation problem can be discretized by dividing the frequency
spectrum into a large number N of frequency bins of width df. As N
increases to infinity, a piece-wise constant channel model converges to the
actual channels. Each frequency bin n € [1, N] corresponds to a multiuser
memoryless Gaussian channel with channel gains hf, £ |Hy(wy)|? and a
bandwidth B/N. The problem is now to find the K optimal power spectra
Py, corresponding to a given boundary point of the capacity region. The
user rates Ry are computed by summing the partial rates Ry, corresponding
to the N parallel subchannels.
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3.5.1 Types of constraints

Talking about the capacity region of a multiuser channel may be confusing
as this region actually depends on the nature of the power constraints.
Various types of constraints can be considered, leading to distinct capacity
regions. The next items should be taken in consideration in the definition
of the capacity region :

e The constraints can be put on the transmitted powers or on the re-
ceived powers. The latter scenario won’t be investigated here.

e Considering a given user k, there can be one constraint on the total
transmitted power ) (Pg,) or N constraints on the power in each
frequency bin Py,. In a wired system, it is usual to impose a transmis-
sion mask on the power spectral density (PSD). This makes sense, for
example, to solve the problem of electromagnetic compatibility with
existing narrowband services (egress problem). Both constraints are
also commonly combined : in that case, a total power P has to be
distributed on the frequency axis, and the power in each frequency
bin can not go beyond a given limit ¥ with 4df > P/N. The two
types of constraints (power constraint and PSD constraint) will be
analyzed separately in the sequel.

e In a multiuser setup, the constraint can be put on the power-sum or on
the individual powers. In the uplink, the K different transmitters can
be constrained separately or considered as a single ’distributed’ entity,
with a single constraint on the power-sum or PSD-sum. This makes
sense again when the egress problem is considered, as an external
receiver gets interference from the K transmitters simultaneously. For
example, in a time-division duplex scheme, the signals are produced
alternately by the single head-end (during the downstream time slots)
and by the K user modems (during the upstream time slots). In the
downlink, the sum of the signals intended to the different receivers
will be considered as a unique power-constrained signal.

e An FDMA restriction is sometimes required to simplify the design
of the communication system and avoid the use of successive decod-
ing. In that case, each frequency bin n is exclusively allocated to a
single user. The corresponding capacity region is then reduced as an
additional constraint is added to the problem.

e A TDMA solution can also be investigated. This means that single
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user communications are established for each user in turn. The cor-
responding capacity region is a hyperplane defined by the K single
user rates vectors. The TDMA solution provides a lower bound for
the capacity region corresponding to the simultaneous transmission
of signals by the different users.

e Even in the case of simultaneous transmission, timesharing can be
used between different power allocations to reach specific points of
the capacity region. These solutions can provide useful indications
on the properties of the capacity region, but solutions corresponding
to a fixed power distribution across the users will always be considered
in the sequel.

e Finally, the upstream capacity region (MA channel) is not always
the same as the downstream capacity region (BC channel). Both are
identical in the following situations :

— When the same power (or PSD) constraint is put on the LT
transmitter (on one hand) and on the K NT transmitters con-
sidered as a single signal source (on the other hand). This was
shown in section 3.4.

— In the TDMA and FDMA scenarios, as the MA and BC channels
are then reduced to K parallel single user channels.

Let us illustrate these considerations on a qualitative example with K = 2.
Figure 3.6 gives the boundaries of various capacity regions. All these regions
are valid for both the MA and BC channels, except when the opposite is
explicitly mentioned.

PSD-constrained capacity regions :
Points A and B give the single user rates for a flat PSD : (Pln =0,P, = %)

and (Pln = %, P, = 0), respectively. The line ACB bounds the flat-PSD

TDMA capacity region : every point on this line can be obtained by time-
sharing between the single-user solutions. The line OCE is the locus of bal-
anced rates solutions. Pentagon AFGB bounds the MA capacity region for

N
Every point on the segment FG is obtained by timesharing between the

two possible decoding orders. The curve AEB gives the capacity region for
a constraint on the PSD-sum : Py, + Py, = %. Point S gives the maximum
sum rate while point E gives the maximum balanced rate. The multiuser

a flat PSD assigned to both users simultaneously : (Pln = %, P, =L
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Figure 3.6: Various capacity regions for ISI channels

gain is obtained here by the ratio % Finally, the curve ADB bounds

the MA capacity region for a constraint on the PSD-sum and a flat PSD

allocated to each user : (Pln =7, Py = % — fy). The ratio % appears

as a basic multiuser gain, which does not require channel knowledge at
the transmitters. The ratio QE gives the additional gain obtained by a
smart spectrum allocation, which requires knowledge of the channels at the

transmitters.

Power-constrained capacity regions :
Points H and I give the single user rates for (25:1 P, =P, Py, = 0) and

<P1n =0, 25:1 P, = P), respectively. These rates are of course higher

than rates A and B as the flat PSD constraint is relaxed. The line HNI
bounds the unconstrained-PSD TDMA capacity region. The locus of bal-
anced rates solutions is here given by the line ONQ. The curve HPI gives
the capacity region with a single constraint on the transmitted power sum :
>, (Pin + P2p,) = P. The multiuser gain is given here by % The curve
HLMI bounds the MA capacity region with constraints on the individual
powers : (Zivzl P, =P, Zﬁle Py, = P). Only the LM portion of the

curve is useful. The multiuser gain is here % JQVK gives the capacity
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region obtained when the total power 2P can be redistributed arbitrarily
to the users : in other words, the constraint on the power sum is here
Yon (Pin+ Pop) = 2P. This curve is tangent to the HLMI capacity curve
at some point L’ where the optimal power allocation happens to share the
available power 2P in two equal parts. On the JL’ segment, the power
allocated to user 1 is lower, while on the L'K segment it is higher. Finally,
the dashed line JVK represents the same MA capacity region, but with an
additional FDMA constraint (i.e. each frequency bin is exclusively allo-
cated to one user). Both curves have a common point V with a tangent at
45 degrees : it is well known, indeed, that the maximum sum rate solution
has the FDMA property [40]. The authors of [53] proposed a method to
compute the maximum common rate of multiple access channels with that
FDMA constraint, i.e. point W in the figure.

The object of the following sections is to provide efficient algorithms to
compute the balanced rates solutions E, P (or Q) and R, as well as the
associated power allocations, for an arbitrary number of users K. Note
that these algorithms could be used to compute other boundary points of
the capacity regions.

3.5.2 Multiuser diversity

If the constraint is put on the power-sum (or PSD-sum), the multiuser
gain g defined in (3.1) is equal to 1 in the special case where all the users
have identical channel responses (Hy(w) = Hy (w) Yk, k’). In other words,
allowing simultaneous transmission by the different users does not increase
the size of the capacity region if the channels of all users are identical. For
this reason, g can be seen as a multiuser diversity gain.

If the constraint is put on the individual power, [40] showed that the ca-
pacity region is a polytope (a pentagon for K = 2) when the channels are
identical. Some gain is thus available with respect to the balanced TDMA
rates, as the users are not only allowed to transmit simultaneously, but
also with the same power as in the single-user situation : the total power
transmitted on the channel at a given time is K times higher than in the
TDMA solution. However, the multiuser gain g increases when the channel
responses are different. The origin of the multiuser gain is thus twofold :

e The gain brought by the transmission power increase. For K identical

R} (KP) Blog(K) 1
}’g}c(p) <1+ RI(D) where R (P)
stands for the maximum single-user rate with a transmitted power P.
The last inequality corresponds to the high-snr approximation.

channels, this gain is given by
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Figure 3.7: Capacity regions for identical and different two-user chan-
nels

e The multiuser diversity.

The maximum gain g is obtained when the user channels are sufficiently
different to provide single-user optimal power allocations in K mutually ex-
clusive sets of frequency bins. In that case, the users are not in competition
for the best frequencies and they can all transmit at their SU maximum
rate: Ry = R,lﬂ Vk. An upper bound for the multiuser gain is thus : ¢ < K.

Figure 3.7 illustrates these ideas for K = 2. The bound of the capacity re-
gion for channels (1,2) is given by the curve ABCDE. The total multiuser
gain is here %. The two pentagons give the capacity regions for identical
channels (channels (1,1) or channels (2,2)). The maximum balanced rates
with different channels (R;(1,2) and R2(1,2)) are higher than the corre-
sponding balanced rates with identical channels (Ri(1,1) and R2(2,2)),
which denotes the effect of multiuser diversity.

3.5.3 Maximum aggregate rate for a given power allocation

As the total rates are simply obtained by summing the partial rates in each
frequency bin, the maximum aggregate rate R, for a given power allocation
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{Pgn} is given by :

K N
Ra == Z (677 (Z R]m> (3.52)

k=1
with
(Ryon) Le Penhi (3.53)
kn)MA — A7 .
N o2+ Zlfik+1 Pinhi,
1 Py, h?
(Re)Be =  C £ kn (3.54)

o2+ (Suzenz Pn ) B2,

3.5.4 Optimal power allocation

(Given {ay})

We wish now to compute the power allocations { P} } and {P } maximiz-
ing the aggregate rate R, for the MA and BC frequency selective channels,
respectively. The general strategy used to solve this problem is made of
two steps :

1. Find the solution along the frequency axis, i.e. compute the optimal
spectral allocation of the power sum P, =), Pyy.

2. Find the solution along the multiuser axis, i.e. allocate the power P,
to the K users separately in each frequency bin n by using the results
of Section 3.4.

Let us analyze in more details the three different scenarios.

3.5.4.1 PSD-sum constraint
The constraints are : ), v (w) = J(w).

The spectrum allocation is trivially given by P, = >, Pen = ¥(wy)df. The
Kuhn-Tucker conditions are :

gaRa = pn Prp >0

(3.55)

The power allocation algorithm is then applied separately in the N fre-
quency bins. A constraint on the PSD-sum actually generates independent
constraints on the power-sum inside every frequency bin.
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3.5.4.2 Power-sum constraint
The constraint is : Y. >, Pen = P.
The Kuhn-Tucker conditions are now :

EaRO& =p Prpn>0

(3.56)

Using (3.20), the partial derivative for each frequency bin is maxj, { Din(Pn) }
(the KN functions Dy, (x) are defined in the same way as equation (3.10)),
which provides the solution :

= _ 1 .
o= (- [l o)), o)

where (z); denotes max(x,0). The spectral allocation is the multiuser
extension of the well-known water-filling algorithm ([52]-[40]). The solution
can be represented in a single water-filling diagram with a common water
level fixed to 1 and K containers po?/ hzn modified by the correction terms
(1—ay) reflecting the effect of the user relative priorities. The bottom of the
resulting multiuser container is the minimum of the K modified individual
containers. A simple binary search must be performed to find the right
coefficient p that satisfies the total power constraint. The power allocation
algorithm is then applied separately for the N frequency bins.

3.5.4.3 Individual power constraint (MA channel only)

The K power constraints are : ) Py, = P..

The Kuhn-Tucker conditions are :

N ORq { =k Prn >0

v 3.58
B P | <k Pon=0 (3:58)

which is not directly compatible with (3.9) as the marginal gain for each

user is now different. The solution lies in the observation that R, =
2

f (P;mh%n) =f (MkPk:n %:), i.e. transmitting a signal with power Py, in

a channel with gain hin is equivalent to transmitting a signal with power
i Prrn in a channel with gain }f—: as far as the resulting capacity is con-
cerned. The product ux Py, appears as an ’equivalent power’ allocated to
user k for transmission on the ’equivalent channel’ ’Lik" If the equivalent

power sum P} = Y i Mk Prn to be allocated on a given frequency bin n is
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known, then the optimal equivalent power allocation to the users {ux P, }
verifies (3.9) with ¢ = 1 and algorithm 3.1 can be used on the set of equiv-
2

alent channels }Z“—: Using equation (3.39), we get :
akh%n
N OR = 1 = maxy T P, >0
B0 (uri) R )T 429
n o
<1 P]m =0

For a given set {j}, the distribution of the equivalent power sum P}’ along
the frequency axis is finally obtained as follows :

7 P
H — 1— | ——— 1— . 3.60
v (1 [ a-e]) o 6o

The power allocation algorithm is then applied separately in the N fre-
quency bins.

Equation (3.60) can be associated with a multiuser water-filling diagram as
in [40]. Figure 3.8 is an example of a three-user water-filling diagram. The
common water level is 1. The three containers (bold curves) are associated
with the equivalent channels k7, /juy, and are modified by (1—ay) to reflect
the different user relative priorities. The total area defined by the water
level and the bottom of the composite container represents the equivalent
power sum ju1 Py + o Pa+ 13 P3. After the application of the power allocation
algorithm in each equivalent subchannel, the water area can be subdivided
in three parts (represented with three different patterns in Figure 3.8). The
area of each part should be equivalent to the individual equivalent power

There is a single set of coefficients {uy} satisfying the K power constraints
simultaneously. These coefficients have to be computed iteratively. [41]
proposed a simple algorithm to compute the optimum puy, : at iteration i+1,

each /A,(CHI) is computed separately to satisfy the ith power constraint while

the K — 1 other uj’s remain fixed at ,u,(;). We propose here an algorithm
updating the K coefficients i simultaneously, based on a careful analysis
of the optimal power allocation in each frequency bin. Rewriting equation
(3.40) with the equivalent powers pux; Py, and channels hij n/ Hk;» and using
(3.60), the vector of optimal powers allocated to the users in the subset

Sy(n) in the nth frequency bin, and the corresponding optimal user rates
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are given explicitly as :

hI;Q “ 2 041;2—0%1 2
1m 'uklhkln u’k2hk2n_u‘klhk1n
ko h—2 Oy — Ay — kg
n k =2 _ -2 — =2 _ =2
o 2n 'u'than uklhkln Mthk:;n Mthan
kan .
P -2 Ok ~hkj 1 Akjp1 Yk
kn = ks —z =2 - ~2 =2
J in r“k]'hk]-n “kj—1hk]-_1n “kj+1hkj+1n l’l‘kjhkjn
o]
kj_ _ _
J-1n -2 Qhg_1~ kg _ Qg kg1
kj_ —2 _ —2 -2 _ —2
kEgn N R L e L F Ny [ SR s
-2 kg Ty _ o2
k 3 =2 n
L N R J
(3.61)
and
B Ay Qg — Oy N
=2 =2 =2
‘u'klhkln quthn_‘u‘klhkln
R;:’ln 06132—0%1 2 0623—Oék2 2
R* nghk2n_.uk1hk1n “kShk3n_“k2hk2n
kon
" 1 02"“3'_0"“1‘—1 ; O"“1‘2+1_0"“j ;
kjn N 08 “kjhkjn_“kj—lhkj_ln “kj+1hkj+1n_“kjhkjn
* — —
ks in Qky_1 %y kg "%y
=2 =2 =2 =2
R;:. n NkJ,lth_ln—lvkathn 'u’thkJn_'ukJ—lth_ln
J o, — 0
J J—1 2
h 2 — hi 2 /on
| Fk g kjn Hhy_q kj_1n J
(3.62)

Starting from an initial set of coefficients p(9) the proposed updating strat-

egy is given by :

(3.63)

(3.64)

N/ ope . N
s - [0, (S
i ) n
n=1 au M:N“) n=1
Gy pu + )\iAff)-
From (3.61), each Jacobian matrix 861;" can be computed explicitly : the

J(n) x J(n) submatrix corresponding to indexes in S;(n) is a tridiagonal
matrix, and the remaining entries are all zero. The main difficulty with
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this algorithm is to find a starting point ©(%) such that the Jacobian matrix
sum is invertible, and to keep this matrix invertible at each iteration. In
particular, the total power allocated to each user has to be non-zero for
each ). The size of the updating step (coefficient );) should be adapted
accordingly.

3.5.5 Maximum balanced rates

Algorithm 3.2 can be extended to compute the maximum balanced rates of
frequency selective multiuser channels. Let us analyze in more details the
three different scenarios.

3.5.5.1 PSD-sum constraint

The Jacobian matrix % is now the sum of Jacobian matrices correspond-
ing to each frequency bin. For each term, the J(n) x J(n) submatrix
corresponding to the users active on the frequency bin n is a symmetric

tridiagonal matrix T, (c) with non-zero entries defined in (3.51) :

N
NOR
B = > Th(a). (3.65)
n=1
The resulting Jacobian matrix is generally not tridiagonal. The sum should

be invertible to allow the computation of the update direction, which re-
quires that each user gets some power in at least one frequency bin.

3.5.5.2 Power-sum constraint

The total power to be allocated in each frequency bin P, is now dependent

on the user relative priorities. From (3.26), it follows that a correction term
oR

Q. () should be included in the expression of G&- :
N
NOR
Boa nZ::l [T (o) + Qn ()] (3.66)

Let us define Ny as the number of frequency bins n such that k;(n) = k
(i.e. the last user in the allocation process (algorithm 3.1) is user k), with
> & N = N. Combining the water-filling solution (3.57) with the power-
sum constraint, the marginal rate p and the total power allocation P, can
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be expressed as :

K
a N,
4 = D ke 1Nk k_ (3.67)
P+o23 0 b k()
5 %) 2 —2
B, = P+o®S hy o (368)
SE Ny ( Z k (l)) k5 )

Using (3.26) and (3.68), the correction term Q,, () has the following entries
on its k:c, row :

ol OP,
Qn (@), = <1+;nhk n/UQ) o (3.69)

- kj(n),k — .
Ak (n) e lei1 N

The K — 1 other rows of Q, () are all zero. The algorithm for the com-
putation of the maximum balanced rates is then identical to the original
algorithm, except that a new water level y and a new spectral allocation

{Pn} have to be computed by (3.57) for each new set of priority coefficients
(i+1)
«a .

3.5.5.3 Individual power constraint (MA channel only)

The computation of maximum balanced rates is much more complex in
this case as the optimal vectors a and p have to be found, that satisfy
simultaneously the K balanced rates equations and the K individual power
constraints :

am:immm::@ﬁﬂ (3.70)

N
am) =3 P (ap) =
n=1

where the non-zero elements of P, and R, are given by equations (3.61)
and (3.62).

o]

(3.71)

We propose the following algorithm, that updates alternately the ay’s (to
obtain balanced rates) and the p’s (to obtain balanced powers) until both
sets of constraints are satisfied.
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Algorithm 3.3 Mazimum balanced rates with individual power constraints
(exact solution)

o Seti=0, p@ =10, 1) and @ =[1,--- ,1]T /K

o While both sets of constraints (3.70) and (3.71) are not satisfied si-
multaneously :

— Rates balancing step

x Consider the problem of allocating an equivalent power-sum
P = Zszl uz(l)Pk to the K wusers with equivalent channels

x Compute the set {R}ﬁ} of SU rates for the current equivalent
power P* and the current equivalent channels.

« Use algorithm 3.2 to compute o*(*V) that satisfies the bal-
anced rates constraints (3.70).

x Start with o® = [1/R},--- [ 1/RE]T /S, (1/R}).

« Compute the scalar parameter () from the multiuser water-
filling equation (3.57) for the vector a*"t1) obtained at con-
vergence.

x The pair [ 1HD O] now satisfies the balanced
rates constraints. But the individual power constraints are
generally not satisfied : the power allocation is unbalanced.

— Powers balancing step

« Compute the vector pw*UtY) that satisfies the power con-
straints (3.71) with the updating equations (3.63) and (3.64).

« Start with p©@ = @D p*@  The corresponding optimal
power allocation is known to provide balanced rates : each
user gets some power and the sum of Jacobian matrices in
(3.63) should be invertible.

x The pair [a*(”l), u*(”l)] now satisfies the individual power
constraints, but the updated rates are generally unbalanced.

— Seti=i+1

The complexity of the last algorithm is very high as two levels of iterations
are involved. Its main utility lies in the fact that it provides the exact solu-
tion, which is helpful in the evaluation of alternative algorithms providing
suboptimal solutions.
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Figure 3.9: Two-user capacity region and IMWF algorithm

The alternative method we propose is based on the Iterative Multiuser
Water-Filling algorithm (IMWF)[44]. The IMWEF algorithm is used to
compute the maximum sum-rate of a multiuser frequency selective channel,
with individual power constraints. It is based on the observation that each
power allocation Py, from the set of optimal power allocations [Py, - , Px]|
maximizing the rate-sum is obtained by single-user water-filling (SUWF)
with an equivalent noise 0/2 = o2 + Zk,?ék Pyrphi, . In other words, the
set of K optimal power allocations should satisfy the simultaneous water-
filling condition. The IMWF starts from arbitrary power allocations Py
and updates them successively by applying the SUWF algorithm with the
K — 1 other allocations fixed. The obtained solution can be shown to

converge quickly to the simultaneous WF solution.

Figure 3.9 gives a two-user capacity region with individual power con-
straints (curve ABCDE). Line d is the locus of balanced rates pairs. The
IMWF algorithm can be used to obtain the power allocation corresponding
to point C (a1 = ap = 3). As this allocation is FDMA, the associated ca-
pacity region is the FCG rectangle. The rates obtained with this solution
are unbalanced : a higher priority should be given to user 2 (as > «1),
which involves that the decoding order would be (1,2). When the highest
priority is given to user 2 (a1 = 0,y = 1), the solution consists of succes-
siwe water-filling : P is first computed with the SUWF algorithm ignoring
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the presence of user 2, Ps is then computed with the same algorithm and
an equivalent noise including the effect of user 1 signal. The capacity region
associated with the successive WF algorithm is the ABHI pentagon, and
B represents the useful rate pair. Obviously, the maximum balanced rates
pair (BC N d) results from a compromise between the simultaneous WF
solution and the successive WF solution. A lower bound for the BC curve
can be found by considering the allocation P;(z) = 2PP + (1 — 2)P{ for
user 1, and the SUWF allocation Py(z) for user 2, with noise including
the effect of Pq(x). The rate pairs obtained with this allocation policy
are given by the dotted line BC. For some z in the range [0, 1], balanced
rates are obtained that are very close to the maximum balanced rates. A
comparison with the rates obtained by algorithm 3.3 confirmed that the
proposed solution is a tight lower bound for the optimal solution. Simple
and useful lower and upper bounds (g—, g+) on the multiuser gain g can
also be obtained as follows. The ALCME pentagon is obviously an upper
bound for the convex capacity region. The corresponding balanced rates
pair (LC Nd) is %(R%, R}). The AJKE pentagon is the capacity region
obtained when the SUWF algorithm is applied separately for every user.
This pentagon appears to be a lower bound for the true capacity region.
The corresponding balanced rates pair (JK Nd) is % (R}, R}).

Generalizing these ideas to multiuser channels with an arbitrary number of
users K is not easy as the optimal decoding order (K'! different combina-
tions) is a priori unknown. The next algorithm is based on the idea that a
higher priority should be given to the users to whom the IMWEF algorithm
is unfair.

Algorithm 3.4 Mazimum balanced rates with individual power constraints
(approximate solution)

o Apply the SUWF and IMWF algorithms on the set Sg = {1,--- , K}.
Compute the corresponding power allocations, denoted by {P,lg} and

{P‘,fK}, respectively. Compute the associated user rates, denoted by
{R}C} and {R‘IjK}, respectively.

o Compute initial bounds for the multiuser gain g— and g4 :

K > B '
RK
9 _ 2y (3.73)

K > By
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o Set kg = argminges, R‘EK/R}€ : the highest priority is given to the
user whose normalized rate would be the lowest if the same priority
was given to all users.

o While the balanced rates constraints are not satisfied :

— Seti=K and g* = 3 (9- + g+).
— Set Py, (xk) = xKPlch + (1 - xK)P}f}f. Compute xx such

that :
Pk n(xK)h2 n *
R, =Y. C <’<02’“K = 2R}, (3.74)

xg can be found by a simple binary search in the interval [0, 1].
— Fori=K —1 down to 2 :
x Set SZ = Si+1 \ {k‘i+1}

x Compute the equivalent noise I; including the additive noise
o? and the interference from higher-priority users : I; =
2 K 772
o+ i1 Prhi,-
x Apply the IMWEF algorithm on the set of remaining users S;,
with an equivalent noise power I;. The obtained power allo-

cations and the associated user rates are denoted {P‘g’ (Il)}]C s
€04

and {R‘Ig’ (Ii)}kes-' The last IMWF allocation {P;?“ (Ii+1)}

can be updated to make the computation faster.

keS;

* Set k; = arg mingeg, R‘,fi (I;)/R; : the next higher priority
is given to the user in S; whose normalized rate would be the
lowest if the same priority was given to all users in S;.

x Apply the SUWF algorithm on user k;, with an equivalent
noise power I;. The obtained power allocation is P,il_(Ii)
and the associated rate is Riz(IZ)

* IfR;jZ(Ii) > %R}ﬂ, set g— = g*, return to i = K.
x FElse, if R,lcl_(Ii) < %R}W set g1 = g*, return toi = K.
* FElse, set Py, (z;) = miP}ﬂ (I;)+ (1 — l‘l)P%(Il) Compute

x; such that :

Pen(x)hi, \ g
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x; can be found by a simple binary search in the interval
[0, 1].

- Set kl = SQ \ {]{12}

— Compute the equivalent noise I = o + Z]KZQ P{j hij

Compute Py, by applying the SUWF algorithm on user ki, with
an equivalent noise power I1. The associated rate is Ry, .

— If Ry, > %R}ﬂ rset g = g*; else set g+ = g*

In Section 3.7, the power allocation obtained with this suboptimal algo-
rithm, and the corresponding balanced rates, are compared to the optimal
solution provided by algorithm 3.3.

3.6 FDM(A) capacity

The purpose of this section is to investigate methods for the computation of
maximum balanced rates with an FDM(A) constraint. The key to solving
this class of problems is to find the optimal partition of the frequency spec-
trum among the different users. Once the frequency band assignment is
fixed, the optimal spectra for each user are determined separately, depend-
ing on the type of power constraint. The three types of power constraints
are considered again in the sequel. In the FDM(A) scenario, the uplink
and downlink capacity regions are identical as successive decoding is not
necessary any more. The results presented in this section are thus valid as
well for the broadcast channel and for the multiple access channel.

3.6.1 PSD-sum constraint

With a constraint 4 on the transmitted PSD, the powers Py, assigned to
the different users in every subchannel n can be written as :

_ - . Pkn = Oor1l
Pyp = prn -y df w1th{ ponprn = 0 k£ K (3.76)
The aggregate rate R, is then given by
ShS ydf
Ro=>_Y pkn (wRin), with Ry, £C <02> . (3.77)

n=1k=1
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The maximization of the aggregate rate R, for a given set of relative pri-
orities {ay } is trivial :

Pn = 1, K = arg max (o, Ryn) (3.78)
prn = 0, Vk#£k (3.79)

The balanced rate constraint requires the computation of allocation coef-
ficients {pkn } providing identical normalized rates é > Pkn Ry for every
user, with 8, =) Rp,. A balanced rate solution generally does not exist
as it is highly probable that none of the KV possible allocations strictly
satisfies the balanced rate constraint. The balanced rate constraint can
be relaxed, according to a given tolerance. The computation of maximum
quasi-balanced rates, however, is quite complex. This problem actually be-
longs to the class of integer programming problems, which usually require
an exhaustive search.

One possible simplification is to approximate the problem by its continuous
relaxation. The difficulty in solving an integer programming problem lies
in the fact that the constraint set is a set of isolated points (pg, = 0 or 1).
The idea of continuous relaxation is to enlarge the constraint set to include
all convex combinations of the original points, thus generating a convex
constraint set. Instead of forcing the assignment variables px, to be either
0 or 1, the constraint can be relaxed to :

M=

0 < prn <1, Prn = 1. (3.80)

k=1

The interpretation of equation (3.80) is that each subchannel n of width
df can be subdivided arbitrarily into K narrower subchannels. For this
reason, the continuous coefficients py, are called ’sharing coefficients’ in
the sequel. As the optimum frequency allocation usually involves only a
few frequency bands, most of the sharing coefficients corresponding to the
solution are 0 or 1. Only the few subchannels including the boundaries
of those frequency bands have to be shared by two or more users. With
the proposed relaxation, the subchannel allocation rule for a given set of
relative priorities becomes :

Algorithm 3.5 Subchannel allocation rule for a given set {cy}
e Vn €{l,--- ,N}, do :

— Compute the mazimum weighted rate t, = maxy, (agRyy)
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— Separate the users in two disjoint sets V,, and V,, :
Vo ={k | axRin =t} Vo ={k | axRin < tn}
— Set the sharing coefficients pgy, as follows :
pen =0 YVkeV,, Zpknzl
kEVn

o [f some of the subsets V,, contain more than one element, a number
of positive coefficients pr, are still undetermined. They are fized by
the introduction of the following additional relations :

Ry, _ Ry,
By Bra

Y kiky €U, Ry = phnRin

where UT is a well-chosen subset of users.

The derivation of maximum balanced rates requires the computation of an
appropriate set of coefficients {ay} such that the allocation rule given by
algorithm 3.5 provides only positive sharing coefficients py,, with U+ =
{1,--- | K}. Let U~ and U™ be two user sets with low and high normalized
rates %, respectively. Starting from initial priorities OJI(CO), the relative pri-
orities of the users in U/~ are progressively increased, allowing the transfer
of selected subchannels from U™ to &~ until the balanced rates constraints
are all satisfied. The next algorithm specifies how these transfers should be
handled to reach the final solution after a finite number of steps.

Algorithm 3.6 Optimal subchannel assignment with balanced rates con-
straints

e Set i =0, start with an arbitrary set of priority coefficients {a,(ﬂo)}

e Compute the initial sharing coefficients { p,(gl)} according to algorithm

3.5, with U™ = 0. The initial sharing coefficients are all 0 or 1. The

mazimum weighted rates for each subchannel are { S))}.

e Compute the total user rates {RI(CO)} and the maximum normalized
—-(0)

user rate Ry qq :

(0)
0 0 —(0 R
()= n (1)
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o Separate the users in two disjoint sets UT and U™ :

(0) (0)
R —(0 _ R —(0
ut= {k | ﬁkk = (m)ax} u- = {k | ﬁkk < R(m)ax}

o WhileUt #{1,--- ,K}, do :

Subdivide the user set UT in two disjoint subsets U and Uy
where :

* Z/{1+ is the larger subset of U™ whose members share only
subchannels with other members on/{f.

x The members of Uy share one or more subchannels with a
member of U™ or with other members of L{;.

Define U = U~ JUy and S as the set of subchannels allocated

to the users in Z/{fr, and compute 7 as :

(@)
a® = min - |>1
(neS), (keld) a’(ﬁ R

where the minimum is found for user k™ and subchannel n*.

Update the priority coefficients as follows :
agﬂ) = 700 a,(:) (kel) a,(:H) = ozg) (k euh)

Increase pg+p+ as much as possible, while adapting the sharing
coefficients pryn of the other subchannels to maintain the equality
of the normalized user rates in U™, until one of the following
events happen :

case 1 pg+p+ = 1. In that case, subchanneln™ can be fully trans-

ferred to user k*. The remaining sharing coefficients just
need to be updated to maintain equal normalized rates %
for the users in U™ .

case 2 One of the other non-zero sharing coefficients pg, is de-

creased down to zero. A further increase of prxn+ would then
break the equality of the normalized rates % for the users

inUT. The members of U™ sharing subchannel n* with user

k* are placed in the subset Z/l;'.
Rk*

case 3 The normalized rate reaches the same value as that

of the users in U™ . User k* is then incorporated into the set
ut.
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— Update {p,(;;rl)}, {tgﬂ)}, {R,(jﬂ)}, 7%2132«, and set 1 =1+ 1.

An example is illustrated in Figure 3.10 to clarify the mechanisms associ-
ated with algorithm 3.6. A set of N = 8 subchannels should be allocated
to K = 4 users. The rates Ry, are given in the first matrix. The nor-
malization coefficients 5 are all set to 1, which corresponds to a common
rate constraint. The initial priority coefficients a,(co) are chosen arbitrar-
ily. With these priority coefficients, the allocation rule (algorithm 3.5)

assigns each subchannel to a single user : the sharing coefficients p,(ﬁl) are

all 0 or 1. The total rates R,(CO) are all different, with a maximum for user
2. The user subsets are thus Ut = U" = {2} and U~ = {1,3,4}. In
step 1, the coefficients a1, a3 and a4 are increased simultaneously until
agl)ng) = aéO)R25. The allocation rule allows then the transfer of subchan-
nel 5 from user 2 to user 1. The transfer is full here (’case 1’ in algorithm

3.6), i.e. pos goes from 1 to 0 and p;5 goes from 0 to 1. The new total

1 . . . .
rates 1)’ are again all different, with a maximum for user 2. The user
subsets are unchanged. In step 2, the same coefficients a1, ag and a4 are

increased together until a§2)R17 = aél)Rm. Now the transfer of subchannel

7 from user 2 to user 1 is partial : with sharing coefficients p§27) = 0.13 and

pg%) = (.87, the updated total rates Rgz) and R§2) are found to be equal
('case 3’ in algorithm 3.6). The user subsets are now U+ = U] = {1,2}
and U~ = {3,4}. In step 3, coefficients a3 and a4 are increased until
af’)RAA = a§2)R14. Subchannel 4 is then partially transferred from user
1 to user 4 while the sharing coefficients associated with subchannel 7 are
updated to maintain equal total rates for users 1 and 2. The user subsets
are then Ut = U = {1,2,4} and U~ = {3}. In step 4, the coefficient
a3 is increased until 04:(34)R31 = a§3)R21. Subchannel 1 is then partially
transferred from user 2 to user 3. The sharing coefficients associated with
subchannels 4 and 7 are updated to maintain equal total rates for users
1, 2 and 4. For p3; = 0.6, the coefficient p;7 is reduced to 0 and can not
be reduced further (’case 2’ in algorithm 3.6). Higher values of p3; would
compromise the equality of the total rates R for users 1, 2 and 4. The user
subsets become U;" = {1,4} and U;” = {2}. In step 5, coefficients as and

a3 are increased until a§5)R33 = a§2)R13. Subchannel 3 is then partially
transferred from user 1 to user 3, until subchannel 4, that was previously
shared by users 1 and 4, is fully transferred to user 1 in order to maintain
the equality of the total rates for users 1, 2 and 4 (’case 2’ again). The
subsets become U;" = {4} and U;” = {1,2}. Finally, in step 6, coefficients



116 Balanced capacity of wireline multiuser channels

=073 1 0520719]>a"=]077 1 054 083

USERS (k)

(1) _

Rkn = Prn =

== = R e e B e i e

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

—_—0 00 o o0

0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

SUBCHANNELS (n)

—a? =109 1 077 117 =P =[ 100 1 081 124|>a® =] 109 1 1 124]

@ k

0
0
0
4
0
1
0
1
RP =] 454 454 0 36 | RY=|419419 0 419] R =[307539.75 7253975
—a = 109 109 109 124> = [ 124 124 124 1.24]
(‘Yk = ! . ! . [lk = .. . . .
15 0 74 223 223 87
1 0 62 210 210 74
0 0 173 124 173 37
¢ _ 0 0 | ®p _| 210 0 49185
Phn = 0 o | % =l 161 124 74 136
0 76 87 62 223223
1 0 13.6 148 136 3.7
0 | 136 0 148223
RP=[36 36 19 36| RY=|317317 317 317
END

Figure 3.10: Derivation of the optimal assignment of 8 subchannels to
4 users, with an equal rate constraint (B = 1V k), using algorithm 3.6
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a1, as and ag are increased until aéG) Rss = af)R%. Subchannel 6 is then
partially transferred to user 3. With well-chosen sharing coefficients for
subchannels 1, 3 and 6, all total rates R,(f) are now equal (‘case 3’). User
3 is added to the set U* and the algorithm is terminated. The last matrix
gives the weighted rates 04126) Ry, associated with the final solution.

The algorithm proposed here is actually a special case of the well-known
stmplex algorithm used in linear optimization. Its convergence properties
are thus identical to those of the simplex algorithm. The simplex algorithm
moves along the edges of the polyhedron defined by the constraints, from
one vertex to another, while decreasing the value of the objective func-
tion at each step. The exact solution is obtained after a finite number of
steps. The implementation proposed here is much more efficient than a
general-purpose simplex algorithm as the specific structure of the problem
(objective function and constraints) has been taken into account.

The number of iterations required to reach the exact solution can be pro-
hibitive, however, if the total number of subchannels is very high (N > 1)
and if the initial priority coefficients a(®) are far from the solution. For
this reason, it may be desirable to use an alternative method to obtain
an approximate solution & that will serve as initial step for algorithm 3.6.
Actually, for a large N, the total rates Ry can be considered on a large
scale as approximately continuous functions of the priority coefficients ay.
For each vector a¥, a Jacobian matrix % can be computed, that approx-
imates the behavior of the total rate functions Ry in the neighbourhood
of a”. A Newton-Raphson updating algorithm, similar to algorithm 3.2,
can then be used to obtain a new vector a1 that should be closer to the
desired solution. After a few iterations of the Newton-Raphson updating
strategy, the obtained priority coefficients a(¥ are close to the solution,
but can not get closer because of the discontinuity of the allocation rule.
Further updates of the priority coefficients are then generated by algorithm
3.6, which provides the exact solution with a small number of iterations.
The complete procedure for the computation of maximum balanced rates

is finally given as follows :
1. Initialization : set @(®) = [1/R}, -+, 1/RL]T/ >, (1/R}).

2. Rough solution : update the relative priorities according to

-1
a—a o () R(af) sy
)

da o=t
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where the vector function F («) is defined in (3.46). Continue while
convergence is observed. Set & = a1,

3. Final solution : apply algorithm 3.6 with a(?) = &.

The Jacobian matrix % can be obtained as follows. Let Sy be the set

of subchannels allocated to user £ by algorithm 3.5 and let nj s be the
subchannel index defined by :

Rn
Xk kn (3.82)

Nk = arg min .
’ neSy ap Ry,

In other words, increasing the relative priority of user k' with respect to

that of user k will firstly prompt the transfer of subchannel ny, ;s from user

k to user k’. With this definition, the entries of the Jacobian matrix %

can be shown to be :

aRk ~ 1 Z Rknk,k’ + Rknk’,k (3 83)
ao{k ~ 2 k;;ék/ a Rk/nk,k/ Rklnk/,k ’
k Rknk,k’ Rknk/,k

OR 1 Rpn,,, + Brny,

Mon 2 Pk il VK # k (3.84)
80% 2 Rk,nk,k’ Rk/nk’,k

O[k/ Rkn ’ o Rkn/
k& Bk

3.6.2 Power-sum constraint

The authors of [53] propose an original method to compute the maximum
common rate in multiple access channels with a constraint on the power
sum P. Individual power budgets {P,go)} with Y, P, = P are fixed arbi-
trarily. The IMUWEF algorithm [45] is then used to maximize the sum-rate
>« Ry with the selected individual power constraints. The obtained power
allocation is known to be of the FDMA type, i.e. power is allocated to
the different users in separate frequency bands. The obtained user rates,
however, can be very different. The total power P is then redistributed in
parts {PSH)} so as to enforce the same rate to all users, and the IMUWF
algorithm is run again with the new set of individual power budgets. With
an appropriate individual power updating strategy, the algorithm provides
identical rates to all users after a few iterations. The extension of this
method to the derivation of maximum balanced rates is trivial.
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3.6.3 Individual power constraint

This problem can be solved easily once the optimal partition of the fre-
quency spectrum among the different users is known : the optimal spectrum
for each user is just the water-filling spectrum within the assigned band.
Unfortunately, the derivation of the optimal frequency bands is extremely
complex : KV different partitions are possible and should be tested in turn.
In [46], the maximization of the aggregate data rate R, with both individ-
ual power constraints and an FDMA constraint is formulated as follows :

Z a Z pien 1og ( ’“”%”)] (3.85)

{Pkn, prn} = arg ~ max

PanOaPanO pk g,

subject to
> Pin=D Yk > =1 Vn (3.86)
n k

This formulation corresponds again to the continuous relaxation of the ini-
tial integer programming problem. As demonstrated in [46], the objective
function in (3.85) is a concave function in (P, pgn). As the constraints in
(3.86) are linear, this optimization problem is a standard convex program-
ming problem and the global optimum can be obtained with a standard
convex programming algorithm.

As usual, the derivation of maximum balanced rates requires the computa-
tion of relative priorities o, such that the optimal power allocation in (3.85)
offers balanced rates to the different users. This problem is extremely dif-
ficult and is not further developed in this work.

3.7 Applications to the powerline channel

3.7.1 Regular-pattern network with matched terminations

The case of a regular-pattern wireline access network with matched termi-
nations is firstly considered. The basic network structure is given in Figure
2.11. The example considered here includes K = 20 derivations, identical
cable segments of length dj, = dj, = 15 m, and ideal matched terminations.
The lossy cables parameters are k = 2.3, §; = 0.02 and .1 = 85vHz (see
Chapter 2). The top of Figure 3.11 gives the channel frequency responses
| Hy,(w)|? in the bandwidth [0, B] with B = 10 MHz. Through the combined
effect of cable losses and multiple reflections on the cable derivations, the
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Table 3.1: Mazimum balanced rates (in Mbits/s) for Cy =
(5,10, 15,20}

Constraint | User 5 User 10 User 15 User 20 %

Flat SU | 127.41 59.82 13.12 4.05 | 100
PSD-sum | 71.52 33.58 7.36 2.27 | 56

Flat FDMA | 55.77 26.19 5.74 1.77 | 44
Flat TDMA | 31.85 14.96 3.28 1.01 | 25

SU | 12741 59.85 16.04 7.06 | 100

Power-sum (4P) | 84.47 39.68 10.63 4.68 | 66

Individual power | 77.94 36.61 9.81 4.32 | 61
Power-sum (P) | 65.99 31.00 8.31 3.66 | 52
TDMA | 31.85 14.96 4.01 177 | 25

channel gains for the remote users can go below -100 dB at some frequen-
cies. The noise level is chosen as -120 dBm/Hz.

Two kinds of power constraints are put on the SU transmission power :
a maximum transmission PSD of 7 = —60 dBm/Hz (’flat PSD’), or a
maximum transmission power of P =% B = 10 mW ('water-filling PSD").
Figure 3.13 gives the evolution of the SU capacities R}, for the two kinds of
power constraints. The SU capacity decreases rapidly for the remote users.
As expected, the water-filling solution provides a higher rate with respect
to the flat PSD solution only for the users with a low received SNR, i.e. the
most remote users. The SU water-filling PSD’s (normalized with respect
to 7) are illustrated on the top of Figure 3.12 for users 5, 10, 15 and 20.

In a multiuser scenario, a subset Cx C {1, K } of K < K active users
transmit their signals simultaneously. Table 3.1 gives the maximum bal-
anced rates for C4 = {5,10, 15,20} and different types of constraints, and
compares them with the SU and TDMA rates. Figure 3.14 gives the mul-
tiuser gain g vs. K for various sets of active users Cx. The main curves
correspond to Cx = {1,2,--- K}, i.e. the K < K closest modems are
supposed to be active. The multiuser gain increases with K, and is much
larger when the user channels in Cx are very different. Comparing these
different curves, we get some insight in the respective gains that can be
expected from :

e The simultaneous transmission by all users (with the same total power
P) instead of transmission in separate time slots.
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Figure 3.11:

Channel frequency responses (figure 1), MA and BC

power allocations for C4 = {5,10,15,20}: power-sum constraint (fig-
ures 2-8), PSD-sum constraint (figures 4-5), and flat-FDMA power

allocation (figure 6).
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power constraints
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e The allocation of K P to the users (P for each) instead of P.
e The redistribution of the total power K P in unequal parts.

The dashed lines give the lower and upper bounds g_ and g4 obtained by
equations (3.72) and (3.73).

Figure 3.11 also gives the results of the optimal MA and BC power allo-
cations (normalized with respect to 7) for C4 = {5,10,15,20}, and three
kinds of constraints (power-sum, PSD-sum, and flat-FDMA). The normal-
ized optimal PSD-sum is also given (upper lines). As expected, the users
with the weakest channels concentrate their transmission power in the best
parts of the frequency spectrum while the users with the best channels (and
lowest priorities) can make use of the remaining frequencies. The remote
users require more power in the BC channel (where they are decoded first)
than in the MA channel (where they are decoded last).

The lower part of Figure 3.12 gives the optimal MA power allocation for
the same user set, but with constraints on the individual powers. As the
remote users tend to concentrate their power P in a small fraction of the
available bandwidth, a logarithmic scale was chosen for the vertical axis.
This power allocation was obtained by algorithm 3.3. The suboptimal
power allocation obtained by algorithm 3.4 is given in the third graph. It
appears as a compromise between the SUWF power allocation (first graph)
and the IMWE allocation (second graph). The rate loss associated with
the suboptimal power allocation is negligible (less than 0.1 %). A smart
redistribution of the total power 4P between the 4 users would allocate less
power and more bandwidth to the remote users (who benefit from the best
frequencies), leading to improved balanced rates as illustrated in Table 3.1.
Forcing each user to transmit with the same power P actually decreases
the 'power price’ associated with the remote users, and the excess power
that needs to be allocated to these remote users is accumulated in a narrow
frequency band, giving rise to very concentrated power allocations.

3.7.2 Complex network with open terminations

Similar results are now given for the case of the example powerline access
network presented in Figure 2.12. This network has the same total length
(300 meter) and the same number of derivations (K = 20) as in the previous
example, but the lengths of the different cable segments are not uniform,
and the unused terminations are assumed to be open. The K = 5 active
users are in positions 2, 5,10, 15 and 20. The 5 end-to-end channel transfer
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Figure 3.15: Channel frequency responses (figure 1), MA and BC
power allocations for C4 = {5,10,15,20}: power-sum constraint (fig-
ures 2-8), PSD-sum constraint (figures 4-5), and flat-FDMA power
allocation (figure 6).
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Table 3.2:  Mazimum balanced rates (in Mbits/s) for C; =
{2,5,10,15,20}

Constraint | User 2 User 5 User 10 User 15 User 20 %

Flat SU | 175.09 149.36  107.03 73.33 49.63 | 100
PSD-sum | 54.76  46.71 33.47 22.93 15.52 | 31

Flat FDMA | 47.56  40.57 29.07 19.92 13.48 | 27
Flat TDMA | 35.02  29.87 21.41 14.67 9.93 | 20

SU | 175.09 149.36  107.13 74.29 52.64 | 100

Power-sum (5P) | 61.94  52.84 37.90 26.28 18.62 | 35
Individual power | 58.77  50.14 35.96 24.94 17.67 | 34
Power-sum (P) 54.33  46.34 33.24 23.05 16.33 | 31
TDMA | 35.02 29.87 21.43 14.86 10.53 | 20

functions (see Figure 2.23) are reported on the top of Figure 3.15, in the
bandwidth [0, B] with B = 10 MHz. The noise level is again assumed to
be -120 dBm/Hz in the whole bandwidth.

Table 3.2 gives the maximum balanced rates associated with the different
types of power constraints. Figure 3.15 (to be compared with Figure 3.11)
gives the optimal MA and BC power allocations (normalized with respect
to 7) for three kinds of constraints (power-sum, PSD-sum, and flat-FDMA).
Finally, Figure 3.16 gives the optimal SUWF and IMWF power allocations,
and the MA balanced power allocations with individual power constraints
as given by Algorithms 3.3 and 3.4.

3.8 Conclusion

This chapter introduces the concept of balanced capacity to characterize
the performance of multiuser channels. This concept appears as a smart
compromise between the global system efficiency and fairness requirements
among the users. The balanced capacity of a multiuser channel is actually
a specific point on the boundary of the capacity region, corresponding to
a specific (but a priori unknown) set of user relative priorities . The up-
link (multiple access channel) and downlink (broadcast channel) balanced
capacities of wireline multiaccess networks are computed and compared for
an arbitrary number of users.

A detailed analysis of the optimal power allocation (for a given set of rela-
tive priorities) in a memoryless multiuser channel is first given. The power
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allocation algorithm is shown to be extremely simple, and an explicit ex-
pression of the corresponding powers and rates is available, as a function
of the priorities a. These maximum rates are identical for the uplink and
the downlink, but the respective power allocations are distinct. An iter-
ative algorithm for the computation of the maximum balanced rates has
been proposed : the user relative priorities a are updated at each itera-
tion, which moves the rate distribution along the boundary of the capacity
region until the balanced rate constraints are satisfied. The balanced ca-
pacity of the memoryless multiuser channel is found to be obtained within
a few iterations.

This algorithm is then extended to the case of frequency selective multiuser
channels. Three kinds of power constraints (with increasing complexity)
are considered : a constraint on the total transmitted power spectral den-
sity, a constraint on the total transmitted power, and individual constraints
on the transmitted powers. In the first scenario, the extension of the ini-
tial algorithm is trivial. The second scenario requires an additional step
(multiuser water-filling) at each iteration, in order to specify the optimal
distribution of the total allocated power along the frequency axis. In the
third scenario, the extension of the initial algorithm is still possible by us-
ing the concept of equivalent channel, but the obtained method appeared to
converge very slowly. An alternative algorithm, based on the iterative mul-
tiuser water-filling algorithm, has been proposed to compute a suboptimal
power allocation, and the rate loss was found to be negligible.

Finally, the specific problem of FDMA balanced capacity computation with
a PSD-sum constraint was analyzed separately and found to be equivalent
to an optimal subchannel assignment problem. A fast (but tricky) algo-
rithm was given, that is able to find the solution after a finite number of
steps.

Results have been provided for a powerline access network with K = 20
users. A significant rate gain was found with respect to the trivial TDMA
solution, which definitely proves the importance of a smart power allocation
in a multiuser frequency selective channel.



