arXiv:1812.10266v2 [cs.IT] 26 Feb 2020

Received xxx; Revised xxx; Accepted xxx

DOI: xxx/xxxx

RESEARCH ARTICLE

Exploiting non-orthogonal multiple access in downlink coordinated multipoint transmission with the presence of imperfect channel state information

Fahri Wisnu Murti^{1,3} | Rahmat Faddli Siregar^{1,3} | Muhammad Royyan^{2,3} | Soo Young Shin*^3

1Faculty of Information Technology and Electrical Engineering (ITEE), University of Oulu, Finland 2Department of Signal Processing and Acoustics, Aalto University, Finland 3Dept. of IT Convergence Engineering, Kumoh National Institute of Technology, South Korea

Correspondence *Soo Young Shin. Email: wdragon@kumoh.ac.kr

Present Address Dept. of IT Convergence Engineering, Kumoh National Institute of Technology (KIT), 39177, Gumi, South Korea.

Summary In this paper, the impact of imperfect channel state information (CSI) on a downlink coordinated multipoint (CoMP) transmission system with non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) is investigated since perfect knowledge of a channel can not be guaranteed in practice. Furthermore, the channel estimation error is applied to estimate the channel information wherein its priori of variance is assumed to be known. The impact of the number of coordinated base stations (BSs) on downlink CoMP NOMA is investigated. Users are classified into one of two groups according to their position within the cell, namely cell-center user (CCU) and cell-edge user (CEU). In this paper, ergodic capacity and sum capacity for both CCU and CEU are derived as closed form. In addition, various experiments are conducted with different parameters such as SNR, error variance, and power allocation to show their impact on the CoMP method. The results show that CoMP NOMA outperforms the CoMP orthogonal multiple access (OMA) wherein the condition of the channel impacts the performance of CoMP NOMA less. It is worth noting that a higher number of coordinated BSs enhances the total capacity of CoMP NOMA. Finally, the performance analysis is validated due to the close accordance between the analytical and simulation results.

KEYWORDS:

CoMP, NOMA, Ergodic Capacity, Perfect CSI, Imperfect CSI, Channel Estimation Error

1 INTRODUCTION

The upturn trend in multimedia applications and massive connections such as Internet of Things (IoT), require enormous data traffic, which motivates further research for the next generation wireless technology, i.e., 5G to fulfill the capacity demand. Compared to 4G, 10 to 100 data rate enhancements are demanded for 5G^1. To fulfill this requirement, researchers come together to design the framework and standardization of 5G^{2–5}. Among all of the 5G candidates, non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) has become a potential candidate due to its high spectral efficiency^{6–9}. In addition to the benefit of high spectral efficiency, NOMA has been considered as essential scheme to support massive connectivity such as IoT, that can not be effectively supported by orthogonal multiple access (OMA) scheme^{10,11}.

In NOMA, two or more users are paired/grouped together and allocated different power within the same resource, which can be of the frequency, time, or spreading code. Further, the signals are superimposed and multiplexed into the power domain. In downlink NOMA, the interference cancellation techniques such as successive interference cancellation (SIC) is performed at the high channel gain user to remove the signals from the lower channel gain users. At lowest channel gain user, the user does not perform SIC and decodes its own signal by considering the higher channel gain users as noise^{6,7}. By sharing the same resource, either each user or/and the overall system can obtain significant capacity. In NOMA, power allocation and user grouping scheme play an important role to significant capacity improvement, otherwise, an insufficient scheme can also lead to performance degradation^{6–9}.

Most of research on NOMA was focused on the single-cell NOMA, while multi-cell scenario did not get enough attention^{12}. That is due to the fact that multi-cell generate interference from each adjacent cell that could lead to performance degradation^{13}. Hence, interference management of multi-cell scenario is required to be investigated. The conventional scheme, i.e., coordinated multi-point (CoMP) transmission, has been known as the critical enhancement for LTE Advance^{14,15}. In CoMP, users that are covered by multiple base stations (BSs), are served by multiple coordinated BSs simultaneously to mitigate the inter-cell interference which lead to improving cell-edge user (CEU) performance. However, in OMA, all the involved BSs need to allocate the same resource to the CoMP users exclusively, which cannot be utilized by the other users. Consequently, when the number of CoMP users increases, the spectral efficiency becomes significantly worse^{16}.

To overcome the CoMP OMA problem, NOMA scheme is utilized in the CoMP scenario^{16–19}. Several studies have been conducted to combine CoMP with NOMA. In^{17}, the Alamouti code is applied to the two coordinated BSs for the joint transmission scenario. NOMA is also utilized by grouping two cell-center users (CCUs) and a single CEU. In this scenario, all the CCUs act as a non-CoMP user who receives the interference from the coordinated neighboring BS, while CEU act as a CoMP user. Additionally, multiple scenarios involving the coordinated two-points system are also studied in^{18} by employing the coordinated beamforming and joint transmission scheme. The authors also compared the proposed CoMP NOMA scenario with the traditional CoMP OMA. In^{16}, CoMP NOMA with the three-points system is investigated with a randomly deployed user. Distributed analog beamforming is also applied at the transmitter to meet the CEU quality of service requirements. However, the authors in^{16–18} only only focus on a specific number of BSs such as two-points or three-points system, instead of with 𝐵 number of total BSs.

Recently, the a generalized opportunistic NOMA (ONOMA) in the CoMP system has been proposed in^{19}. ONOMA was proposed to improve the capacity and reduce the complexity of CoMP NOMA. The mathematical analysis was also provided for ONOMA. User association and power allocation schemes are also proposed in^{20,21}. However, these studies^{16–21}, only include an analysis on perfect channel state information (CSI). In practical studies, the assumption of perfect CSI at the transmitter is impractical since obtaining perfect CSI requires enormous consumption of the system overhead^{22}. Moreover, in CoMP NOMA, many of users and multiple number of coordinated BSs are involved which cause a higher system overhead consumption than the general NOMA scenario; and serving high-mobility users, such as high speed trains and cars is required in the future wireless network^{1,22}. Despite some studies have considered imperfect CSI in NOMA^{22–24}; however, these works did not include the coordination between multi-cell networks in the imperfect CSI analysis. Therefore, the study on CoMP NOMA, considering that CSI cannot be obtained correctly, is also compulsory to design 5G frameworks.

Our work contributes to CoMP NOMA design from a new angle, offers a rigorous analysis of ergodic capacity, highlights the importance study of imperfect CSI. The overall contributions of this paper are listed as follows:

∙ Due to the utilization of the NOMA scheme, two types of pairing scenarios are considered. Firstly, CEU is paired among CCU with affected interference from the other coordinated BSs. In this case, either CCU or CEU will receive the signal from the other BSs. Otherwise, the second type of scenario, the CCU is only influenced from the main serving BS. For both scenarios, each CoMP NOMA pair/group consist of 𝐵 + 1 users that share the same resource simultaneously.

∙ The CoMP NOMA system is investigated if CSI cannot be obtained perfectly. Imperfect CSI is modeled with the presence of channel estimation error where a priori of the variance of the error estimation is known. Moreover, instead of assuming perfect SIC as in^{22}, the imperfectness of SIC process is also considered, owing to sequel effect of estimation error.

∙ The closed-form solution for the exact ergodic capacity of CoMP NOMA in the presence of channel estimation error is derived over independent Rayleigh fading channel. The closed-form solution can also be used to calculate the analytical result in case of perfect CSI can be obtained.

∙ Finally, the simulation and analytical results are presented to provide the detailed performance of CoMP NOMA, with and without the presence of imperfect CSI. The analytical and simulation results are shown simultaneously to validate the correctness of the performance analysis.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the system and channel model of CoMP NOMA including perfect CSI and channel estimation error. The closed-form solutions for the exact ergodic capacity of CCUs, CEUs, and sum capacity are presented in Section 3. Then, Section 4 provides the detailed performance evaluation of CoMP NOMA in the presence of channel estimation error. The closed-form solutions are also validated through the analytical and simulation results in this section 4. Finally, Section 5 conclude of overall this paper.

2 SYSTEM AND CHANNEL MODEL

In this section, the system model of 𝐵 coordinated BSs of CoMP NOMA with perfect and imperfect CSI is presented. For imperfect CSI, channel estimation error is modeled.

2.1 CoMP NOMA with perfect CSI

In this system, the power-based NOMA is applied to CoMP scheme. In NOMA, the users share same resource, which can be a time slot, a frequency resource, or a spreading code^{7,8}. Consider the downlink coordinated multiple cells scenario with total 𝐵 multiple BSs communicating with CCUs and CEUs simultaneously through the CoMP NOMA scenario. Let us suppose 𝐺_𝑘, 1 ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 𝐾, represents the 𝑘-th CoMP NOMA user grouping, which consists of the selected multiple CCUs and the single CEU. The selected single CEU of 𝐺_𝑘 is denoted with CEU-𝑘, 1 ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 𝐾. For simplicity, we assume that a single BS only serves a single CCU. Therefore, the 𝑖-th user of CCUs which near the coordinated BS-𝑖 is denoted with CCU-𝑖, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝐵. Hence, a single CoMP NOMA group, consists of total 𝐵 multiple CCUs and a single CEU as shown in Figure 1 . This user grouping scheme is applied to maintain the channel gain difference of the NOMA scheme. For instance, the observed CoMP user CEU- 1 of 𝐺_1 performs the CoMP NOMA scheme with coordinated BS-1, BS-2 and BS-3. The CEU-1 will share same resource with CCU-1, CCU-2, and CCU-3 within the CoMP NOMA group 𝐺_1 as shown in Figure 1 b . Consequently, the channel gain difference between each user can be maintained. Note that maintaining the channel gain difference between paired/grouped users is important factor to maximize the capacity in the NOMA scheme^{6–8}.

For each BS-𝑖, the superposition code is applied by the following NOMA scheme. Therefore, BS-𝑖 transmits the following signal information 𝑥_𝑖 = √ 𝛼_𝑖𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛼_𝑘𝑠_𝑘, (1) where 𝑠_𝑖 represents the desired signal for CCU-𝑖 from BS-𝑖, 𝑠_𝑘 represents desired signal for CEU-𝑘, and 𝛼_𝑖, 𝛼_𝑘 are the normalized power allocation to 𝑖-th and 𝑘-th user with conditions 𝛼_𝑖 + 𝛼_𝑘 = 1 and 𝛼_𝑖 ≤ 𝛼_𝑘 , respectively. For simplicity, we assume that 𝛼_𝑖 and 𝛼_𝑘 are determined to be constant to all BS as 𝛼 and 𝛽^{16}. In this system, the analysis is divided into two parts: CCU as the non-CoMP users and CEU as the CoMP users.

2.1.1 Cell-center user

In this scenario, the CCU-𝑖 is only served by BS-𝑖, which means CCU-𝑖 does not perform the CoMP scheme with the other BSs. Further, the received signal of the observed CCU-𝑗, 1 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝐵 can be expressed as follows

𝑦_𝑗 = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) + 𝑛_𝑗

= ℎ_{𝑗𝑗} (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑗 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) + 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) ⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟

interference from the other BSs

+𝑛_𝑗 , (2)

where ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} ∼ 𝐶𝑁 ( 0, 𝜎^2_{𝑖𝑗} = 𝑑^{−𝑣}_{𝑖𝑗} ) is denoted as channel coefficient from BS-𝑖 to observed CCU-𝑗 which follows independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) Rayleigh fading, 𝑑_{𝑖𝑗} is distance normalization between transmit antenna of BS-𝑖 to observed CCU-𝑗, 𝑣 is path loss exponent parameter, and 𝑛_𝑗 ∼ 𝐶𝑁(0, 1) represents noise at CCU-𝑗. Further, SIC is performed at all the selected CCUs to remove the CEU signal before decoding its own signal. In case the CEU signal is perfectly removed, the signal-to-interference noise ratio (SINR) of CCU-𝑗 can be calculated as follows

𝛾_𝑗 = 𝛼|ℎ_{𝑗𝑗} |^2 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 𝛼|ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 +^1_𝜌

, (3)

where 𝜌 represents the transmit signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

2.1.2 Cell-edge user

The received signal for the observed CEU-𝑘 is given as follows

𝑦_𝑘 = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ℎ_{𝑖𝑘} (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) + 𝑛_𝑘, (4)

where ℎ_{𝑖𝑘} ∼ 𝐶𝑁 ( 0, 𝜎^2_{𝑖𝑘} = ́𝑑^{−𝑣}_{𝑖𝑘} ) is denoted as the channel coefficient from BS-𝑖 to the observed CEU-𝑘, ́𝑑_{𝑖𝑘} represents distance normalization between transmit antenna of BS-𝑖 to observed CEU-𝑘, and 𝑛_𝑘 ∼ (0, 1) represents noise at CEU-𝑘. By implementing the joint transmission CoMP scheme^{18}, compared to (3), the SINR value of 𝑘-th user is different shown below

𝛾_𝑘 = 𝛽 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 𝛼 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 +^1_𝜌

. (5)

2.2 CoMP NOMA with Imperfect CSI

In this system, the imperfect CSI is modeled by using channel estimation. Note that channel estimation error model is widely used to represent the imperfectness of CSI^{22,25,26}. Let us suppose that the estimated channel between BS-𝑖 to CCU-𝑗 and CEU-𝑘 are represented as ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} and ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}, respectively. The channel estimation error can be modeled as

𝜖_{𝑖𝑗} = ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} − ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} , (6)

𝜖_{𝑖𝑘} = ℎ_{𝑖𝑘} − ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}, (7)

where 𝜖_{𝑖𝑗} ∼ 𝐶𝑁 ( 0, 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} ) and 𝜖_{𝑖𝑘} ∼ 𝐶𝑁 ( 0, 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} ) are channel estimation error from BS-𝑖 at CCU-𝑗 and CEU-𝑘, respectively.

In this system, we consider ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} and 𝜖_{𝑖𝑗} as well as ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘} and 𝜖_{𝑖𝑘} are independently distributed. Therefore, the distribution of ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} and ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘} can be expressed as 𝐶𝑁 ( 0, ̂𝜎^2_{𝑖𝑗} = 𝑑^{−𝑣}_{𝑖𝑗} − 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} ) and 𝐶𝑁 ( 0, ̂𝜎^2_{𝑖𝑘} = ́𝑑^{−𝑣}_{𝑖𝑘} − 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘}

)_{22,25,26} . For each user, the received signal and SINR calculation becomes different due to the channel estimation error phenomenon which can be represent as follows:

2.2.1 Cell-center user

The total received signals from BS-𝑖 at the observed CCU-𝑗 with channel estimation error is given as

𝑟_𝑗 = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 (̂ ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} + 𝜖_{𝑖𝑗}

) (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) + 𝑛_𝑗

= ̂ℎ_{𝑗𝑗} (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑗 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) + 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) ⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟

interference from the other BSs

+𝜖_{𝑖𝑗} (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) + 𝑛_𝑗 . (8)

Note that even though CCU-𝑗 does not perform CoMP scheme with the other BSs, CCU-𝑗 still needs to estimate 𝐵 number of incoming signals, owing to the necessity of knowing channel information for decoding its own signal and SIC process. Similar with perfect CSI case, SIC is also applied at each CCU-𝑗. Therefore, the CCU-𝑗 needs to decode and remove the grouped CEU-𝑘

(a) The system model of CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 coordinated BSs within a single group 𝐺_𝑘 with same frequency resource

(b) The observed CoMP NOMA group 𝐺_1 with 𝐵 = 3

FIGURE 1 System model of CoMP NOMA within a single group

signal before decoding its own signal with

𝜁_{𝑗,𝑘} = 𝛽 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ( 𝛼|̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 + 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} ) +^1_𝜌

, (9)

where 𝜁_{𝑗,𝑘} is denoted as received SINR to decode the CEU-𝑘 signal at CCU-𝑗 in the presence of channel estimation error. Finally, SINR at CCU-𝑗 to decode its own message with the presence of channel estimation error can be written as

𝜁_𝑗 = 𝛼|̂ℎ_{𝑗𝑗} |^2 𝛼 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 + 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} + Υ +^1_𝜌

, (10)

where Υ is denoted as the residual interference due to CEU-𝑘 signal may not be canceled perfectly at CEU-𝑖, owing to impact of estimation error in (9) during SIC process. The imperfect SIC may be occurred due to channel estimation error, bad pairing, and/or imperfections in the SIC process.

2.2.2 Cell-edge user

For the observed CEU-𝑘, the total received signal in the presence of channel estimation error is given as

𝑟_𝑘 = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 (̂ ℎ_{𝑖𝑘} + 𝜖_{𝑖𝑘}

) (√ 𝛼𝑠_𝑖 + √ 𝛽𝑠_𝑘 ) + 𝑛_𝑘. (11)

At CEU, the multiple desired signals from all coordinated BSs are required to be detected. Consequently, the CEU also needs

to estimate the incoming signal from all the coordinated BSs. Therefore, in the presence of channel estimation error, the SINR

of CEU-𝑘 is given as

𝜁_𝑘 = 𝛽 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ( 𝛼|̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 + 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} ) +^1_𝜌

. (12)

where 𝜁_𝑘 is denoted as SINR of CEU-𝑘 to decode its own signal by considering all the grouped CCUs signal as noise.

3 ERGODIC CAPACITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we derive the closed-form solutions for the exact ergodic capacity of the proposed CoMP NOMA in the presence

of imperfect CSI over independent Rayleigh flat fading channel. For perfect CSI, the closed-forms can be obtained by setting up

channel estimation error variance to zero. For each observed 𝐺_𝑘 CoMP NOMA group, the allocated bandwidth is set with 𝐵𝑊

= 1 Hz. For CCU, the closed-form is derived for two conditions, CCU with and without interference from the other BSs.

3.1 Ergodic capacity of CCU

Given instantaneous of received SINR in (10), the achievable capacity of the observed CCU-𝑗 is expressed as follows

𝐶_{𝑗,CCU} = log_2(1 + 𝜁_𝑗 )

= log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 1 + 𝛼𝜌|̂ℎ_{𝑗𝑗} |^2 𝛼𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} + 𝜌Υ + 1

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠

= log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝛼𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} + 𝜌Υ + 1 𝛼𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} + 𝜌Υ + 1

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

(13)

Using log_𝑛(𝑥∕𝑦) = log_𝑛(𝑥) − log_𝑛(𝑦), (13) can be derived as

𝐶_{𝑗,CCU} = log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝛼𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} + 𝜌Υ + 1

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟ 𝑎

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ − log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝛼𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} + 𝜌Υ + 1

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟ 𝑎

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (14)

Then, by using (14), the ergodic capacity for CCU-𝑗 is given

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} = 𝐸{𝐶_{𝑗,CCU}} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑥 + 𝑎) 𝑓_{𝑋𝑗} (𝑥)𝑑𝑥 − ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑦 + 𝑎) 𝑓_{𝑌𝑗} (𝑦)𝑑𝑦,

(15) where 𝐸 is denoted as the expectation operator, and 𝑎 = 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} + 𝜌Υ + 1. Using the probability density function of 𝑓_{𝑋𝑗} (𝑥) and

𝑓_{𝑌𝑗} (𝑦) which are derived in Appendix A, if more than two BSs are involved in the CoMP scheme (𝐵 ≥ 3), (15) can be written as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑥 + 𝑎) ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑗} (𝑥) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑘_{ℎ𝑗}

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ 𝑑𝑥 − ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑦 + 𝑎) ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑗} (𝑦) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 ℎ≠𝑗

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗}

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ 𝑑𝑦. (16)

Substituting (29) and (30) to 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑗} (𝑥) and 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑗} (𝑦) in (16), the 𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} can be written as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑥 + 𝑎) × ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} exp(−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑥) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑘_{ℎ𝑗}

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ 𝑑𝑥

− ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑦 + 𝑎) × ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} exp(−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑦) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 ℎ≠𝑗

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗}

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ 𝑑𝑦. (17)

Then, by using equation ∫^∞_0 exp(−𝜇𝑥) ln (𝛽 + 𝑥)𝑑𝑥 =^1_𝜇 [ ln(𝛽) − exp(𝛽𝜇)Ei(−𝛽𝜇)

]_{27, eq.(4.337.1)} and log_2(𝑥) =^{ln(𝑥)}_{ln(2)} , the final

expression of 𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} with 𝐵 ≥ 3 can be written

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} = 1 ln(2) 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ( ln(𝑎) − exp(𝑎𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} )Ei(−𝑎𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} ) ) × 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑘_{ℎ𝑗}

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗}

− 1 ln(2) 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 ( ln(𝑎) − exp(𝑎𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} )Ei(−𝑎𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} ) ) × 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 ℎ≠𝑗

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗}

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗}

, 𝐵 ≥ 3.

(18)

In case only two BSs are involved in the CoMP scheme, the 𝑓_{𝑌𝑗} (𝑦) follows (34) in Appendix A. Therefore, (15) is derived as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑥 + 𝑎) ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 2∑ 𝑖=1 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑗} (𝑥) 2∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑘_{ℎ𝑗}

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} ⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ 𝑑𝑥

− ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑦 + 𝑎) 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} exp(−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑦)𝑑𝑦, 𝐵 = 2.

(19)

Let 𝑊_𝑗 ≜^{𝜌𝛼|̂ℎ𝑗𝑗 |2} 1+𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} +𝜌Υ

, if the CEU is paired with CCU without interference from the other BSs, 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑗

|̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 = 0, the capacity

of CCU can be written

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑤 + 1) 𝑓_{𝑊𝑗𝑗} (𝑤)𝑑𝑤

= ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑤 + 1) 𝑛_{𝑗𝑗} exp(−𝑛_{𝑗𝑗} 𝑤)𝑑𝑤,

(20)

where 𝑛_{𝑗𝑗} = 1+𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} +𝜌Υ

𝜌𝛼 ̂𝜆_{𝑗𝑗} , and

̂𝜆_{𝑗𝑗} represents the mean of the 𝑗-th exponential random variable (RV) of 𝑊_𝑗 . Then, the exact

ergodic capacity of CCU if the interference from the other BSs is not available, can be written as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU} = −

Ei(−𝑛_{𝑗𝑗} ) exp(𝑛_{𝑗𝑗} )

ln(2)

𝐵 ≥ 2, (21) where Ei(.) represents the exponential integral function.

3.2 Ergodic capacity of CEU

The CEU applies the CoMP scheme which involve 𝐵 number of BSs to improve the spectral efficiency. To accomplish, CEU

also needs to estimate 𝐵 number of the incoming signals, which be able to increase the error estimation possibility. Given the

instantaneous received SNR in (12), the instantaneous capacity of CEU-𝑘 can be written

𝐶_{𝑗,CEU} = log_2(1 + 𝜁_𝑘)

= log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 1 + 𝛽 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ( 𝛼|̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 + 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} ) +^1_𝜌

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠

= log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} + 1 𝛼𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} + 1

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ .

(22)

Then, by using log_𝑛(^𝑥_𝑦 ) = log_𝑛(𝑥) − log_𝑛(𝑦), (22) can be expressed as

𝐶_{𝑗,CEU} = log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} + 1

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟ 𝑏

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ − log_2 ⎛ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎜ ⎝ 𝛼𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 + 𝜌 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} + 1

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟ 𝑏

⎞ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎟ ⎠ . (23)

Using (23), the ergodic capacity of observed CEU-𝑘 can be obtained as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑘,CEU} = 𝐸{𝐶_𝑘} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑥 + 𝑏) 𝑓_{𝑋𝑘} (𝑥)𝑑𝑥 − ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑦 + 𝑏) 𝑓_{𝑌𝑘} (𝑦)𝑑𝑦,

(24)

where 𝑏 = 𝜌

∑_𝐵 𝑖=1 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} + 1. By substituting 𝑓_{𝑋𝑘} (𝑥) and 𝑓_{𝑌𝑘} (𝑦) with (39) and (40) in Appendix A, (24) is given as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑘,CEU} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑥 + 𝑏) 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑘} (𝑥) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑙_{ℎ𝑘}

𝑙_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑙_{𝑖𝑘} 𝑑𝑥

− ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑦 + 𝑏) 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑘} (𝑦) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑚_{ℎ𝑘}

𝑚_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑚_{𝑖𝑘} 𝑑𝑦. (25)

Note that 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑘} (𝑥) and 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑘} (𝑦) can be obtained from (35) and (36). Therefore, (25) is written as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑘,CEU} = ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑥 + 𝑏) × 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑙_{𝑖𝑘} exp(−𝑙_{𝑖𝑘}𝑥) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑙_{ℎ𝑘}

𝑙_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑙_{𝑖𝑘} 𝑑𝑥

− ∞ ∫_0 log_2 (𝑦 + 𝑏) × 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑚_{𝑖𝑘} exp(−𝑚_{𝑖𝑘}𝑦) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑚_{ℎ𝑘}

𝑚_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑚_{𝑖𝑘} 𝑑𝑦, (26)

FIGURE 2 Distance representation of CoMP NOMA with study case 𝐵 = 2. 𝑟_{11} = 0.45, 𝑟_{22} = 0.5, and ́𝑟_{11} = 0.9.

FIGURE 3 2D distance representation of CoMP NOMA with study case 𝐵 = 3 within a group G-1. 𝑟_{11} = 0.45, 𝑟_{22} = 0.5, 𝑟_{33} = 0.55, ́𝑟_{11} = 0.9, ́𝑟_{21} = 2𝑟 − ́𝑟_{11}, and ́𝑟_{31} = √ (2𝑟)^2 + ́𝑟^2_{11} − 2(2𝑟) ́𝑟_{11} cos(^𝜋_3 ).

Finally, by using similar approach in (16)-(18), the closed-form for exact ergodic capacity of CEU-𝑘 is given as

𝐶^{exact}_{𝑘,CEU} = 1 ln(2) 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ( ln(𝑏) − exp(𝑏𝑙_{𝑖𝑘})Ei(−𝑏𝑙_{𝑖𝑘}) ) × 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑙_{ℎ𝑘} 𝑙_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑙_{𝑖𝑘}

− 1 ln(2) 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 ( ln(𝑏 − exp(𝑏𝑚_{𝑖𝑘})Ei(−𝑏𝑚_{𝑖𝑘}) ) × 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑚_{ℎ𝑘} 𝑚_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑚_{𝑖𝑘}

, 𝐵 ≥ 2.

(27)

3.3 Sum capacity

The 𝑘-th group of CoMP NOMA, 𝐺_𝑘, has total 𝐵 + 1 users consisting of CEU-𝑘 and CCU-𝑗 users. Therefore, the total capacity for each observed CoMP NOMA group, 𝐺_𝑘, can be expressed by:

𝐶^{exact}_{𝐺𝑘,sum} = 𝐶^{exact}_{𝑘,CEU} + 𝐵∑ 𝑗=1 𝐶^{exact}_{𝑗,CCU}. (28)

The conventional CoMP OMA scheme is considered for comparison. However, in the OMA scheme, the available resource is divided exclusively and equally to the involved user. Therefore, the interference from the other BSs is not considered in each user for this scheme.

FIGURE 4 Ergodic sum capacity comparison between CoMP OMA and CoMP NOMA (Case I and Case II) with perfect and imperfect CSI. 𝛽 = 0.95 and Υ = −25 dB.

4 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, the detailed results of CoMP NOMA, with perfect and imperfect CSI, is presented and discussed. Both numerical and analytical results are provided to evaluate the performance of the proposed model. The same results between the simulation and analytical results prove the correctness of the performance analysis. The pairing scheme is conducted following two cases. Firstly, Case I, CEU-𝑘 is paired among CCU-𝑗, which also receives the signal from the other BSs. In this case, CCU-𝑗 will consider incoming signal aside from its serving BS as interference. Otherwise, for Case II, CEU has a good pairing, so that only CEU receives the signal from the other BSs. For general parameters, we set the maximum radius model cell with distance normalization as 𝑟 = 1, the imperfectness of SIC as Υ = −25 dB, and the height of BS as ℎ = 0.05. In the study case with 𝐵 = 2, we assume that BSs, CCU, and CEU in each cell are located in a parallel line as modeled in Figure 2 . In case 𝐵 = 3, the distance model is represented in Figure 3 , where all BSs is connected and create equilateral triangle line between them. The distance between BS-𝑖 to its served CCU-𝑗 location is represented as 𝑟_{𝑗𝑗} and to CEU-𝑘 is represented as ́𝑟_{𝑖𝑘}, respectively. Then, the distance normalization between transmit antenna of BS and each user can be calculated by using the trigonometry and cosines laws, following Figs 2 and 3 . Note that the number of BSs can be further extended (𝐵 ≥ 2), as long as the distance normalization between transmit antenna of BS and each user is obtained. Then, the value of path loss exponent 𝑣 is set as 4. We also consider the power allocation factor for CCU and CEU are 𝛼 = 0.05 and 𝛽 = 0.95, respectively, excluding for Figure 8 . For all the variance of the error estimation parameters 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑗} and 𝜎^2_{𝜖𝑖𝑘} , we set with same value as 𝜎^2_𝜖 . Moreover, the single CoMP NOMA group is assumed for sum ergodic capacity analysis. For multi-grouping scheme, it can be extended based on user pairing or grouping scheme in^{7,8,28}.

In Figure 4 , we present the ergodic sum capacity comparison between CoMP OMA and CoMP NOMA with both perfect and imperfect CSI with channel estimation error. We also evaluate ergodic sum capacity in case the number of coordinated BSs increase for CoMP NOMA. In CoMP NOMA, the allocated bandwidth is shared to all the involved users within the CoMP NOMA group while the allocated bandwidth in CoMP OMA is divided equally to each user for maintaining the orthogonality. Figure 4 shows that CoMP NOMA can improve more than CoMP OMA for both perfect and imperfect CSI conditions, even though CoMP NOMA also suffers from other BSs interference. The interference can be occurred at CCU in case the other BSs signals are received by CCU, owing to the NOMA scheme exploitation in the CoMP system, which allows multiple users to utilize the same frequency resource. Furthermore, if interference from the other BSs to all grouped CCUs is neglected or not occurred, further considerable capacity gain can be obtained. This condition can be achieved by employing a suitable user grouping scheme between CCU and CEU, thus, the interference can be avoided.

Even though CoMP NOMA with two BSs can improve capacity, further capacity improvement can be obtained by increasing the number of coordinated BSs. As shown in Figure 4 , by adding the number of coordinated BSs from 2 to 3, the ergodic sum capacity improves considerably for both perfect CSI and channel estimation error cases. In CoMP NOMA with all the grouped CCUs with interference from the other BSs, it is proven that CoMP NOMA (𝐵 = 3) still outperforms CoMP NOMA (𝐵 = 2)

FIGURE 5 Ergodic sum capacity comparison between CoMP NOMA in the study case of 𝐵 = 2 and 𝐵 = 3 (Case I), with imperfect CSI. 𝛽 = 0.95 and Υ = −25 dB.

FIGURE 6 Ergodic sum capacity of CCUs comparison between CoMP OMA and CoMP NOMA (Case I) with imperfect CSI. 𝛽 = 0.95, Υ = −25 dB, and 𝜌 = 20 dB.

around 4 bits/Hz/s and 2.6 bits/Hz/s for perfect CSI and channel estimation error (𝜎^2_𝜖 = 0.001) at 𝜌 = 25 dB. A similar trend also occurs for all CCUs without interference from the other BSs. It means that the sum capacity still can be improved by increasing the number of coordinated BSs in CoMP NOMA, even though CCU and CEU also experience 𝐵 numbers of channel estimation error.

In Figure 5 , the ergodic sum capacity comparison for CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 2 and 𝐵 = 3 is analyzed including impact of the presence of channel estimation error over various transmit SNR values. Overall, CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 3 outperforms CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 2 over all channel estimation error and transmit SNR condition even though increasing more coordinated BS can lead to additional interference and channel estimation error. As discussed in (13) and (22), by adding the number of coordinated BS, the additional interference also affects CCU and CEU. Moreover, CCU and CEU must estimate the additional incoming signal that can increase error estimation effect. Figure 5 shows that channel estimation error provides considerable capacity degradation at high SNR compared to low SNR. For 𝐵 = 2, the ergodic sum capacity is degraded to around 3.4 bits/Hz/s at 𝜌 = 30 and only 1.33 bits/Hz/s at 𝜌 = 10 from 𝜎^2_𝜖 = 0.01 to 𝜎^2_𝜖 = 0.05. However, by exploiting the non-orthogonal channel of NOMA scheme, further sum capacity improvement still can be achieved with an increase of coordinated BSs throughout all channel estimation error parameters and 𝜌.

FIGURE 7 Ergodic capacity comparison CCU-1 and CEU-1 CoMP NOMA (𝐵 = 2 and 𝐵 = 3) with imperfect CSI (Case I). 𝛽 = 0.95, Υ = −25 dB, and 𝜌 = 20 dB.

FIGURE 8 Impact of power allocation factor to CCU-1 and CEU-1 CoMP NOMA with imperfect CSI (Case I). Υ = −25 dB and 𝜌 = 20 dB.

In Figure 6 , the ergodic sum capacity of CCUs is evaluated in the presence of channel estimation error. In CoMP OMA, CEU is exclusively allocated frequency resource that can not be used by the other users. Otherwise, CoMP NOMA allows CEU to share its resource with CCU. Therefore, as shown in Figure 6 , CCUs CoMP NOMA has higher sum capacity than CCUs CoMP OMA. Moreover, by adding coordinated BS to the system, the ergodic sum capacity of CCUs also increase significantly. At 𝜎^2_𝜖 = 0.04, CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 3 obtain the capacity gain around 1.5 bits/Hz/s, and 4.2 bits/Hz/s from CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 2 and CoMP OMA with 𝐵 = 3.

In Figure 7 , the ergodic capacity of a single CCU and CEU are compared and analyzed along with the impact of channel estimation error and increasing the number of coordinated BSs. In this result, we only consider CCU-1 and CEU-1 as analysis representation of CCU and CEU, which means sum ergodic capacity of CCUs or CEUs is not considered. This representation is also used for Figure 8 . As shown in Figure 7 , the CCU-1 CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 3 outperforms CCU-1 CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 2 at whole channel estimation error condition, even though CCU-1 with 𝐵 = 3 requires estimating more incoming signals. As discussed in (12), by increasing the number of coordinated BS, CEU needs to share the available resource with all paired CCUs, causing the increase of intra-pair interference which lead to capacity degradation. Conversely, CEU-1 with 𝐵 = 2 has higher capacity than 𝐵 = 3 because CEU with 𝐵 = 2 receives less intra-pair interference than CEU with 𝐵 = 3. Figure 7 also shows that CCU-1 experiences higher capacity degradation (𝜎^2_𝜖 = 0 to 𝜎^2_𝜖 = 0.05) due to channel estimation error compared to CEU-1 for both CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 2 and 𝐵 = 3. The main reason of this phenomenon is that CCU acts as non-CoMP users, while CEU acts as CoMP user. Therefore, CEU can obtain benefit from all incoming signal, whereas CCU suffers from interference from all incoming signals from the other BSs.

Finally, the impact of power allocation factor toward CCU and CEU CoMP NOMA with the presence of channel estimation error, is evaluated in Figure 8 . For 𝜎^2_𝜖 = 0.05, CCU-1 has higher capacity than CEU-1, if the CEU-1 power allocation 𝛽 is lower than 0.93. Otherwise, the ergodic capacity overwhelms CCU-1. It is clearly shown that CEU needs to be allocated with much higher power than CCU (𝛽 >> 𝛼) in to maintain their capacity simultaneously.

5 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have evaluated the proposed CoMP NOMA with perfect and imperfect CSI. Further, CCU and CEU have been analyzed in two types of scenarios, respect to consideration of the interference from the other BSs. The closed-form solutions for the exact ergodic capacity of CCU, CEU, and their sum have been derived as well. The result shows that CoMP NOMA outperforms the CoMP OMA especially if CEU are grouped among CCUs without any interference from the other BSs. It is also shown that the error estimation can lead to capacity degradation for both CCU and CEU of CoMP NOMA and CoMP OMA. In CoMP NOMA, the impact of channel estimation error is less significant at CEU compared to CCU due to utilization of incoming signals from all coordinated BSs. In addition, the capacity of CoMP NOMA can be further enhanced by increasing the number of coordinated BSs for both perfect and imperfect CSI conditions. It is confirmed that CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 3 considerably improves capacity compared with CoMP NOMA with 𝐵 = 2. Power allocation factor also plays an important role to CoMP NOMA. The interference analysis of proposed system shows that CEU requires higher allocated power than CCU to maintain the capacity performance.

In future, developing an optimization framework that jointly optimize power allocation and user grouping scheme of CoMP NOMA with imperfect CSI will also be essential issues to further maximize the capacity.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This work was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIP; Ministry of Science, ICT & Future Planning) (2015R1D1A1A01061075).

APPENDIX A

Derivation of 𝑓_{𝑋𝑗} (𝑥) and 𝑓_{𝑌𝑗} (𝑦) for ergodic capacity of CCU

Let us suppose 𝑋_𝑗 ≜ 𝛼𝜌

∑_𝐵 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} |^2 and 𝑌_𝑗 ≜ 𝛼𝜌

∑_𝐵

𝑖=1,𝑖≠𝑗 |̂ℎ𝑖𝑗 |

2 . Then, the PDF of 𝑋_𝑗 can be calculated by using sum of total 𝐵 i.i.d exponential RVs with different parameters and 𝑌_𝑗 can be also calculated by using sum of total 𝐵 − 1 i.i.d exponential RVs with different parameters. The parameters of exponential RVs are assumed to be different due to the distance for each BS-𝑖 with CCU-𝑗 is different, which cause the channel gain variance is also different for each ̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑗} . For each exponential RV, the PDF can be expressed as

𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑗} (𝑥) = 𝑑(𝐹_{𝑋𝑖𝑗} (𝑥)) 𝑑𝑥 = 𝑑(1 − exp(−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑥)) 𝑑𝑥 = 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} exp(−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑥),

(29)

𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑗} (𝑦) = 𝑑(𝐹_{𝑌𝑖𝑗} (𝑦)) 𝑑𝑦 = 𝑑(1 − exp(−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑦)) 𝑑𝑦 = 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} exp(−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑦),

(30)

where 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} represents each parameter of exponential RVs, which is written as

𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} = 1 𝛼𝜌𝜆_{𝑖𝑗}

, (31) and 𝜆_{𝑖𝑗} represents the mean of the 𝑖-th exponential RVs of 𝑋_𝑗 and 𝑌_𝑗. Then, by using sum exponential random variable with different variable concept in^{29, eq. 7}, the PDF of 𝑋_𝑗 and 𝑌_𝑗 can be derived as 𝑓_{𝑋𝑗} (𝑥) = 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑗 +𝑋(𝑖+1)𝑗 +...+𝑋𝐵𝑗} (𝑥) = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑗} (𝑥) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} 𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗}

, 𝐵 ≥ 2. (32)

𝑓_{𝑌𝑗} (𝑦) = 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑗 +𝑌(𝑖+1)𝑗 +...+𝑌𝐵𝑗} (𝑦), 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗 = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑖≠𝑗 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑗} (𝑦) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 ℎ≠𝑗

𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} 𝑘_{ℎ𝑗} − 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗}

, 𝐵 ≥ 3. (33)

However, if 𝐵 = 2, the PDF of 𝑓_{𝑌𝑗} only consists with a single exponential RV. Therefore, the PDF is given as

𝑓_{𝑌𝑗} (𝑦) = 𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} exp (−𝑘_{𝑖𝑗} 𝑦), 𝐵 = 2 and 𝑖 ≠ 𝑗. (34)

Derivation of 𝑓_{𝑋𝑘} (𝑥) and 𝑓_{𝑌𝑘} (𝑦) for ergodic capacity of CEU

Let us suppose 𝑋_𝑘 ≜ 𝜌

∑_𝐵 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2 and 𝑌_𝑘 ≜ 𝛼𝜌

∑_𝐵 𝑖=1 |̂ℎ_{𝑖𝑘}|^2. 𝑋_𝑘 and 𝑌_𝑘 are sum of total 𝐵 i.i.d exponential RVs with different mean parameter. Using similar approach in (29) and (30), the PDF of each element 𝑋_𝑘 and 𝑌_𝑘 is given

𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑘} (𝑥) = 𝑑(𝐹_{𝑋𝑖𝑘} (𝑥)) 𝑑𝑥 = 𝑑(1 − exp(−𝑙_{𝑖𝑘}𝑥)) 𝑑𝑥 = 𝑙_{𝑖𝑘} exp(−𝑙_{𝑖𝑘}𝑥),

(35)

𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑘} (𝑦) = 𝑑(𝐹_{𝑌𝑖𝑗} (𝑦)) 𝑑𝑦 = 𝑑(1 − exp(−𝑚_{𝑖𝑘}𝑦)) 𝑑𝑦 = 𝑚_{𝑖𝑘} exp(−𝑚_{𝑖𝑘}𝑦),

(36)

where 𝑙_{𝑖𝑘} and 𝑚_{𝑖𝑘} represent each parameter of element exponential RVs of 𝑋_𝑘 and 𝑌_𝑘, which are given by

𝑙_{𝑖𝑘} = 1 𝜌𝜆_{𝑖𝑘}

, (37)

𝑚_{𝑖𝑘} = 1 𝛼𝜌𝜆_{𝑖𝑘}

, (38)

where 𝜆_{𝑖𝑘} represents the mean of the 𝑖-th exponential RVs of 𝑋_𝑘 and 𝑌_𝑘. Then, following equation in^{29, eq. 7}, the PDF of 𝑋_𝑘 and 𝑌_𝑘 can be written by 𝑓_{𝑋𝑘} (𝑥) = 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑘+𝑋(𝑖+1)𝑘+...+𝑋𝐵𝑘} (𝑥) = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑓_{𝑋𝑖𝑘} (𝑥) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑙_{ℎ𝑘} 𝑙_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑙_{𝑖𝑘}

, 𝐵 ≥ 2 (39)

𝑓_{𝑌𝑘} (𝑦) = 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑘+𝑌(𝑖+1)𝑘+...+𝑌𝐵𝑘} (𝑦) = 𝐵∑ 𝑖=1 𝑓_{𝑌𝑖𝑘} (𝑦) 𝐵∏ ℎ=1 ℎ≠𝑖 𝑚_{ℎ𝑘} 𝑚_{ℎ𝑘} − 𝑚_{𝑖𝑘}

, 𝐵 ≥ 2. (40)

References

1. 3GPPService requirements for next generation new services and markets2017. Rev. 15.1.0.

2. Li Q. C., Niu H., Papathanassiou A. T., Wu G.. 5G Network Capacity: Key Elements and Technologies. IEEE Vehicular Technology Magazine. 2014;9(1):71-78.

3. 5G radio access: Requirements, concept and technologies. : NTT Docomo; 2014.

4. Nakamura Takehiro, Benjebbour Anass, Kishiyama Yoshihisa, Suyama Satoshi, Imai Tetsuro. 5G Radio Access: Requirements, Concept and Experimental Trials. IEICE Transactions. 2015;98-B:1397-1406.

5. Shafi M., Molisch A. F., Smith P. J., et al. 5G: A Tutorial Overview of Standards, Trials, Challenges, Deployment, and Practice. IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications. 2017;35(6):1201-1221.

6. Ding Z., Fan P., Poor H. V.. Impact of User Pairing on 5G Nonorthogonal Multiple-Access Downlink Transmissions. IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology. 2016;65(8):6010-6023.

7. Shahab Muhammad Basit, Irfan Mohammad, Kader Md Fazlul, YoungÂăShin Soo. User pairing schemes for capacity maximization in nonâĂŘorthogonal multiple access systems. Wireless Communications and Mobile Computing. ;16(17):2884-2894.

8. Murti F. W., Shin S. Y.. User pairing schemes based on channel quality indicator for uplink non-orthogonal multiple access.

In: :225-230; 2017.

9. Murti Fahri Wisnu, Siregar Rahmat Faddli, Shin Soo Young. SU-MIMO based uplink non-orthogonal multiple access for 5G. Journal of Network and Computer Applications. 2018;110:87 - 96.

10. Shirvanimoghaddam M., Dohler M., Johnson S. J.. Massive Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access for Cellular IoT: Potentials and Limitations. IEEE Communications Magazine. 2017;55(9):55-61.

11. Ding Z., Lei X., Karagiannidis G. K., Schober R., Yuan J., Bhargava V. K.. A Survey on Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access for 5G Networks: Research Challenges and Future Trends. IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications. 2017;35(10):2181-2195.

12. Shin W., Vaezi M., Lee B., Love D. J., Lee J., Poor H. V.. Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access in Multi-Cell Networks: Theory, Performance, and Practical Challenges. IEEE Communications Magazine. 2017;55(10):176-183.

13. Ali K. S., Elsawy H., Chaaban A., Alouini M. S.. Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access for Large-Scale 5G Networks:

Interference Aware Design. IEEE Access. 2017;5:21204-21216.

14. Sawahashi M., Kishiyama Y., Morimoto A., Nishikawa D., Tanno M.. Coordinated multipoint transmission/reception techniques for LTE-advanced [Coordinated and Distributed MIMO]. IEEE Wireless Communications. 2010;17(3):26-34.

15. Irmer R., Droste H., Marsch P., et al. Coordinated multipoint: Concepts, performance, and field trial results. IEEE Communications Magazine. 2011;49(2):102-111.

16. Sun Y., Ding Z., Dai X., Karagiannidis G. K.. A Feasibility Study on Network NOMA. IEEE Transactions on Communications. 2018;66(9):4303-4317.

17. Choi J.. Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access in Downlink Coordinated Two-Point Systems. IEEE Communications Letters.

2014;18(2):313-316.

18. Ali M. S., Hossain E., Kim D. I.. Coordinated Multipoint Transmission in Downlink Multi-Cell NOMA Systems: Models and Spectral Efficiency Performance. IEEE Wireless Communications. 2018;25(2):24-31.

19. Tian Y., Nix A. R., Beach M.. On the Performance of Opportunistic NOMA in Downlink CoMP Networks. IEEE Communications Letters. 2016;20(5):998-1001.

20. Wang K., Liu Y., Ding Z., Nallanathan A., Peng M.. User Association and Power Allocation for Multi-Cell Non-Orthogonal Multiple Access Networks. IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications. 2019;18(11):5284-5298.

21. Ali M. S., Hossain E., Al-Dweik A., Kim D. I.. Downlink Power Allocation for CoMP-NOMA in Multi-Cell Networks.

IEEE Transactions on Communications. 2018;66(9):3982-3998.

22. Yang Z., Ding Z., Fan P., Karagiannidis G. K.. On the Performance of Non-orthogonal Multiple Access Systems With Partial Channel Information. IEEE Transactions on Communications. 2016;64(2):654-667.

23. Fang F., Zhang H., Cheng J., Roy S., Leung V. C. M.. Joint User Scheduling and Power Allocation Optimization for Energy- Efficient NOMA Systems With Imperfect CSI. IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications. 2017;35(12):2874- 2885.

24. Gao Y., Xia B., Liu Y., Yao Y., Xiao K., Lu G.. Analysis of the Dynamic Ordered Decoding for Uplink NOMA Systems With Imperfect CSI. IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology. 2018;67(7):6647-6651.

25. Wang C., Liu T. C. K., Dong X.. Impact of Channel Estimation Error on the Performance of Amplify-and-Forward Two-Way Relaying. IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology. 2012;61(3):1197-1207.

26. Ikki S. S., Aissa S.. Two-Way Amplify-and-Forward Relaying with Gaussian Imperfect Channel Estimations. IEEE Communications Letters. 2012;16(7):956-959.

27. Jeffrey Alan, Zwillinger Daniel. Table of integrals, series, and products,7th edition. Academic press; 2007.

28. Shahab Muhammad Basit, Shin Soo Young. On the performance of a virtual user pairing scheme to efficiently utilize the spectrum of unpaired users in NOMA. Physical Communication. 2017;25(Part 2):492 - 501.

29. Bibinger Markus. Notes on the sum and maximum of independent exponentially distributed random variables with different scale parameters. arXiv preprint arXiv:1307.3945. 2013;.

AUTHOR BIOGRAPHY

Fahri Wisnu Murti received his B.S. from Telkom University, Bandung, Indonesia (2010-2014) and completed his M.S. at WENS Lab, Department of IT Convergence Eng., Kumoh National Institute of Technology, South Korea (2016-2018). He was a student internship at Huawei Technologies, Shenzhen & Beijing, PR China (2013); and network engineer at Nokia Networks, Jakarta, Indonesia (2014-2016). He was a research assistant in the School of Computer Science and Statistics, Trinity College Dublin, Ireland (2019). Currently, He is pursuing a Ph.D. degree in the Faculty of Information Technology and Electrical Engineering (ITEE) in the University of Oulu, Finland. His major research interests include optimization and learning techniques for intelligent wireless networks.

Rahmat Faddli Siregar received his B.S. degree in telecommunication engineering from Telkom University, Bandung, Indonesia, in 2016. He further accomplished his M.S degree in Kumoh National Institute of Technology (KIT), Gumi, South Korea, in 2018. During his M.S study, he also joined and involved several projects in Wireless and Emerging Network System (WENS) laboratory. Currently, he is pursuing Ph.D degree in Faculty of Information Technology and Electrical Engineering (ITEE) in University of Oulu, Finland and involves in 6G flagship project under Centre for Wireless Communication. His major research interests include information theory, wireless communication optimization, multiple input multiple output (MIMO), millimeter wave, non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA), index modulation, etc.

Muhammad Royyan received his M.E. from Kumoh National Institute of Technology, South Korea, in 2018 and received his B.E from Telkom University, Indonesia, in 2015. He worked as Junior System Engineer from 2014 until 2015 at Indonesian Aerospace. He is currently a Doctoral Candidate in the Department of Signal Processing and Acoustics at Aalto University, Finland. His research interests are in networked control systems, distributed systems, and large-scale data analysis.

Soo Young Shin received his Ph.D. degrees in electrical engineering and computer science from Seoul National University on 2006. He was with WiMAX Design Lab, Samsung Electronics, Suwon, South Korea from 2007 to 2010. He joined as full-time professor to School of Electronics, Kumoh National Institute of Technology, Gumi, South Korea. He is currently an Associate Professor. He was a post Doc. researcher at University of Washington, Seattle, WA, USA from 2006 to 2007. In addition, he was a visiting scholar to University of the British Columbia at 2017. His research interests include wireless communications, next generation mobile wireless broadband networks, signal processing, Internet of things, etc.