arXiv:1907.08756v1 [cs.IT] 20 Jul 2019

Joint Fronthaul Multicast and Cooperative Beamforming for Cache-Enabled Cloud-Based Small Cell Networks: An MDS Codes-Aided Approach

Xiongwei Wu, Student Member, IEEE, Qiang Li, Victor C. M. Leung, Fellow, IEEE, and P. C. Ching, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—The performance of cloud-based small cell networks (C-SCNs) relies highly on a capacity-limited fronthaul, which degrade quality of service when it is saturated. Coded caching is a promising approach to addressing these challenges, as it provides abundant opportunities for fronthaul multicast and cooperative transmissions. This paper investigates a cache-enabled C-SCNs, in which small-cell base stations (SBSs) are connected to the central processor via fronthaul, and can prefetch popular contents by applying maximum distance separable (MDS) codes. To fully capture the benefits of fronthaul multicast and cooperative transmissions, an MDS codes-aided transmission scheme is first proposed. We formulate the problem to minimize the content delivery latency by jointly optimizing fronthaul bandwidth allocation, SBS clustering, and beamforming. To efficiently solve the resulting nonlinear integer programming problem, we propose a penalty-based design by leveraging variational reformulations of binary constraints. To improve the solution of the penalty-based design, a greedy SBS clustering design is also developed. Furthermore, closed-form characterization of the optimal solution is obtained, through which the benefits of MDS codes can be quantified. Simulation results are given to demonstrate the significant benefits of the proposed MDS codesaided transmission scheme.

Index Terms—Fronthaul multicast, Cooperative beamforming, C-SCNs, MDS codes

I. INTRODUCTION

C^{LOUD-BASED small cell networks (C-SCNs) have}

been proposed to be a promising architecture for fifthgeneration wireless networks (5G), as it offers high data rate and low power consumption [1]–[3]. By connecting multiple small-cell base stations (SBSs) to the central processor (CP) via fronthaul, C-SCNs enable cloud computing and dense deployment of small cells. Hence, these features allow centralized optimization for resource allocation and interference

Part of the work was presented at the IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech, and Signal Processing (ICASSP), Calgory, Canada, April 15 - 20, 2018.

X. Wu and P. C. Ching are with the Department of Electronic Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, Hong Kong SAR of China (e-mail: xwwu@ee.cuhk.edu.hk; pcching@ee.cuhk.edu.hk).

Q. Li is with the School of Information and Communication Engineering, University of Electronic Science and Technology of China, Chengdu 611731, China (e-mail: lq@uestc.edu.cn).

V. C. M. Leung is with the College of Computer Science and Software Engineering, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518060, China, and the Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, The University of British Columbia, Vancouver, BC, V6T 1Z4 Canada (email: vleung@ieee.org).

management across multiple SBSs [2]. However, using highspeed fronthaul links between the CP and SBSs incurs additional cost, which constitutes a problem given the rapid growth of mobile data traffic.

Recently, caching at the physical layer is widely recognized as an effective technique for alleviating traffic burden on the capacity-limited fronthaul. Mobile data traffic is dominated by popular multimedia contents. Many users may request the same popular content, and this practice is referred to as content reuse [4], [5]. Therefore, caching these frequently requested contents at SBSs in off-peak sessions can substantially alleviate fronthaul traffic load. Moreover, delivering these contents without accessing the cloud also assists to reduce delay and power consumption [5]–[7]. Hence, in cache-enabled C-SCNs, one needs to study two problems, i.e., content placement and content delivery. Specifically, the content placement phase focuses on how to cache contents so that they can be frequently used over a long period; while the content delivery phase focuses on how to deliver contents so as to satisfy users’ requests given the cached status in all SBSs [5].

In general, caching strategies can be classified into two types, i.e., uncoded caching and coded caching. In uncoded caching, each SBS can either fetch the entire files or fragments of the files from the cloud. By using file splitting, fetching the uncoded fragments can give a good content diversity of cached resources [8], because in practice the cache storage in SBSs is fairly limited compared with the content library in the cloud. Moreover, in this case, file splitting could also increase the cache hit ratio and ensure caching fairness among various kinds of content requests. Given the massive amounts of popular files in the cloud and capacity-limited fronthaul links, coded caching has received increasing research interests recently. Instead of caching entire files or uncoded fragments, the idea of using prefetching coded packets has been demonstrated to have a higher probability to reduce the fronthaul load over uncoded caching [8], [9]. Specifically, each file is encoded into multiple coded packets by using network code such as maximum distance separable (MDS) codes. Due to the correlation among coded packets, any collection of a certain number of unique coded packets is sufficient to recover the entire file. Therefore, the CP can send a few packets simultaneously to associated SBSs through shared fronthaul bandwidth without requiring a specific delivery order of packets for each SBS. Hence, the coded design provides more opportunities for fronthaul multicast and cooperative transmissions [8].

However, many existing studies on the coded design generally focused on content placement [10]–[12]. The study in [13] proposed an MDS coded caching scheme at the wireless edge to minimize backhaul cost without considering fronthaul multicast. The study in [8] investigated the advantages of utilizing MDS codes in heterogeneous networks by combining multicast and cooperative content sharing. These studies generally investigated how to store coded packets in terms of optimizing averaged network performance metrics. The physical-layer transmissions, i.e., transmission policy of delivering coded packets to satisfy users’ requests, were not well studied. Some other works also studied the benefits of coded caching from the perspective information theory [14]–[16]. Although content delivery was discussed in these studies, the important problem of beamforming and SBS collaboration in the content delivery phase were not considered. To date, from the perspective of resource allocation and signal processing, the benefits of fronthaul multicast and cooperative transmissions enabled by MDS coded caching have not been well unleashed yet.

To fill the aforementioned research gap, in this paper, under MDS coded caching, we investigate effective content delivery design for cache-enabled C-SCNs. Specifically, we study effective strategies for joint fronthaul bandwidth allocation, SBS clustering, and cooperative beamforming, with the goal of achieving low latency. In this MDS codes aided design, users requesting the same content form a multicast group and are served by a cluster of selected SBSs through cooperative beamforming in the edge link. Benefiting from the correlation among MDS coded packets, fronthaul multicast is adopted in the fetching of uncached packets. To balance the fronthaul traffic load and latency among each multicast group, the SBS cluster and fronthaul bandwidth should be judiciously scheduled according to their cached packets and channel state information (CSI). Otherwise, the capacitylimited fronthaul may be saturated and thus causes substantial latency. To this end, we aim to address two fundamental issues: i) by using MDS codes, how fronthaul multicast and cooperative transmissions can improve the efficiency of content delivery in cache-enabled wireless networks; and ii) under MDS coded caching, how efficient optimization algorithms can be developed for better resource allocation.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to investigate the potentials of employing MDS codes in physicallayer transmissions by jointly considering fronthaul multicast, beamforming and SBS collaboration. The vast majority of existing content delivery studies focused on beamformers design or SBS collaboration by separate costly unicast transmissions via expensive fronthaul links. For instance, aiming at saving cost and power consumption, the studies in [5], [6] investigated the content-centric beamforming strategy by fetching the uncached (entire) files from the CP in unicasting manner. The works in [17], [18] proposed content delivery schemes to minimize latency by fetching the uncoded fragments via fronthaul unicast. The study in [19] also investigated cooperative beamforming under the scenario where the uncached fragments were individually fetched from the CP. Although

[20] investigated MDS codes, it considered beamformer design only under two modes, namely, each user was provided service by either all SBSs or one SBS. On the other hand, the authors in [21] also discussed coded caching in terms of reducing latency. However, the focus was limited to unicast beamformer design in the edge link. Besides, this scenario was also used in [22], and only fixed connectivity was considered without using fronthaul bandwidth allocation. In contrast to these content delivery studies, the proposed MDS codes aided design have different features. One critical feature that distinguishes our work from [5], [6], [17]–[19] is that given the finite-capacity fronthaul links in C-SCNs, it is essential to investigate using the same radio resource to multicast the uncached contents from the CP. Different from [20]–[22], another feature is that our work investigates the benefits of joint fronthaul multicast and SBS collaboration. This is because the utilization of fronthaul multicast enables more SBSs to participate in the cooperative transmissions to boost the edge throughputs without incurring extra fronthaul cost. This process helps to improve spectrum efficiency and reduce network latency. Lastly, to ensure latency fairness, fronthaul allocation is performed by adapting to the fronthaul traffic loads. These features make our latency-oriented problem more challenging in designing efficient beamformers for cache-enabled C-SCNs.

Moreover, the challenge of the proposed content delivery design is twofold. Firstly, the latency objective in our problem is highly non-convex. Although the studies in [17], [21] provided a method to decouple the latency objective, it incorporated SBS transmit beamformers only. In the proposed design, the tight coupling among fronthaul bandwidth allocations, SBS beamforming and clustering makes the considered latency objective much more challenging. Secondly, owing to SBS clustering, the resultant optimization problem usually falls into mixed-integer nonlinear program (MINLP), which is NPhard in general. For solving MINLP efficiently, some recent studies have developed sparsity-based methods in wireless system designs [5], [6], [19], [23], [24], such as the reweighed l_1/l_2-minimization approach. However, our problem admits a very complicated form, i.e., the multicast data rate function, fractional form of binary variables over continuous ones and so on. Consequently, applying this method may suffer from performance loss due to a relaxation gap between the l_0-norm and l_1/l_2-norm. Another limitation of this method is that the group sparse structure of the resultant beamformers may not be preserved [6], [23]. Hence, existing methods are not readily applied to address the considered problem.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

• To exploit fronthaul multicasting and cooperative beamforming, an MDS codes aided transmission scheme is firstly proposed for cache-enabled C-SCNs. With fairness among multicast groups, fronthaul bandwidth allocation, SBS clustering, and beamforming are jointly optimized under physical layer transmission and fronthaul bandwidth constraints.

• A penalty-based design is derived to solve the latency minimization problem efficiently. In particular, to convert the resulting MINLP into tractable forms, we recast the binary constraints into continuous ones by leveraging a variational reformulation of the binary constraints. Building upon the reformulation, an inexact block coordinate update (BCU) algorithm is developed with convergence guarantee. Moreover, a greedy SBS clustering design is also developed to further improve the solution of the inexact BCU algorithm.

• Although the MINLP problem is known to be difficult to find the optimal solution, the closed-form characterization of the optimal solution is developed. These closed-form expressions not only serve as a tool to reduce complexity of the proposed algorithm and analyze the impact of some system parameters, but also give insights into the performance gain of employing MDS codes over the alternative concept of uncoded fragments in physicallayer transmissions.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section II describes the system model. Section III shows the problem formulation and analysis. Section IV presents the inexact BCU-SCA design. Closed-form characterization of the optimal solution is shown in Section V. Section VI demonstrates the performance of the proposed designs through numerical experiments. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section VII.

Notations: The real part operator and conjugate operator for complex value are denoted as Re{·} and {·}^∗, respectively. The identity matrix, zero matrix, and 1 matrix are denoted as I, 0, and 1 with appropriate dimensions, respectively. The cardinality of a set is denoted as |·|. The operator ∪ denotes the union of a collection of sets. The operator vec(A) represents the column-wise vectorization of matrix A.

II. SYSTEM MODEL As shown in Fig. 1, we consider the downlink transmission of a B × K cache-enabled C-SCNs, where K users are cooperatively served by a cluster of B densely deployed SBSs on the wireless channels, referred to as the edge link. Each user is equipped with N antennas. Besides, each SBS is equipped with M antennas and connects to the CP through the wireless fronthaul link with finite capacity [25]. We assume that the CP has access to the entire library, which stores a total of F files. For simplicity, each file is assumed to be equal in size S bits. Let B = {1, . . . , B}, F = {1, . . . , F }, and K = {1, . . . , K} denote the sets of SBSs, files in the library, and users, respectively. We index the files by the order of popularity, and the probability p(f) of file f being requested by users follows the Zipf distribution p(f) = cf^{−γ} , where γ ≥ 0 is a known skewness parameter; and c is a normalization constant [5]. Each SBS has a local cache with a storage of μF S bits, where μ ∈ [0, 1] is the fractional caching capacity. A cache-aided system usually operates in two phases: the content placement phase and the content delivery phase, which will be described in subsequent subsections.

A. Content Placement and MDS Coding

According to the principle of MDS codes, in general, each file is equally split into n fragments and further coded into m packets without information loss, where m can be any

Fig. 1: An illustration of downlink cache-enabled C-SCNs.

integer satisfying m ≥ n [8], [20]. By taking advantage of the dependency among these coded packets, any n unique packets are sufficient to recover the original file. Notably, MDS codes can be achieved with only an extremely small redundancy [20].

In the cache-enabled C-SCNs, we denote a collection of all the coded packets of file f as M_f . Consider that each file f has m_{f,b} unique coded packets cached at each SBS b, where m_{f,b} ≤ n. Notably, when m_{f,b} = n, it implies that file f is entirely fetched from SBS b. Besides, we collect the cached packets of file f in SBS b as the set M_{f,b}, satisfying M_{f,b} ⊂ M_f . Correspondingly, n − m_{f,b} unique packets are needed to recover file f in SBS b. For the exploitation of multicast and reduction of traffic load in the fronthaul link, the CP is required to deliver at least max_b (n − m_{f,b}) unique packets, so that each SBS can successfully perform MDS decoding. Therefore, in the multicast-aware setting, the number of coded packets for file f should satisfy m ≥ | | ∪_{b∈B} M_{f,b} | | unique packets cached in BSs + max_{b∈B} (n − m_{f,b}) multicast packets delivered from the CP ,

(1) which ensures that the cached packets in the local SBSs and the uncached packets fetched via the fronthaul link are sufficiently different from each other [8].

As mentioned previously, MDS codes are helpful to reduce the fronthaul traffic load. To provide greater detail about this, we consider the following simple example: file 1 is split into three fragments {a_1, a_2, a_3}, i.e., n = 3, and then coded into packets M_1 = {x_i|i = 1, · · · , 4}, i.e., m = 4. In addition, there are three SBSs in total, with cached packets M_{1,1} = {x_1, x_2}, M_{1,2} = {x_2, x_3}, and M_{1,3} = {x_1, x_3}, respectively. Consequently, we have m_{1,b} = 2, ∀b ∈ B = {1, 2, 3}. According to the principle of MDS codes, any three unique packets are sufficient to recover file 1. Subsequently, we can multicast packet x_4 to all SBSs via the fronthaul link, and thus file 1 can be recovered at each SBS. Meanwhile, for the uncoded design, each SBS stores fragments directly. For instance, fragments {a_1, a_2}, {a_2, a_3}, and {a_1, a_3} are cached in each SBS. As a result, all fragments a_1, a_2, and a_3 are transferred in the fronthaul link for file reconstruction in each SBS, and this process increases traffic load.

In practice, in order to reduce complexity and implementation cost, the CP usually focuses on designing cache allocation matrix Q = [q_{f,b}], where each element q_{f,b} ≜ m_{f,b}/n indicates the fraction of file f that is randomly cached in SBS b [8], [13], [20]. In general, cache allocation Q needs to be designed by taking into account the file popularity, the finite storage in each SBS and so on. Notably, the file popularity distribution should vary much slower than the channel conditions of wireless links. For instance, a film may remain popular for several days. Hence, the cached resource is considered to be static, when we design a transmission scheme to satisfy users’ requests in a much shorter period. In our content delivery design, we consider that cache allocation matrix Q is fixed by using certain popular strategies [26], and elaborate on signal processing and resource allocation in the content delivery phase. Similar modeling assumption has been used in previous study (see, e.g., [6], [24], [27]).

B. Content Delivery

For ease of implementation, the content delivery phase is assumed to operate in a transmission-interval fashion. At the beginning of each transmission interval, each user k requests a certain file f_k. The set F_{req} ⊂ F denotes the indexes of requested files from all users, with cardinality F_{req} = |F_{req}|. Then, users requesting the same file are formed a multicast group. Specifically, the users in multicast group f are denoted as G_f , and they are only requesting file f. For this reason, we have G_{f1} ∩ G_{f2} = ∅, for ∀f_1 ≠ f_2. We define a SBS clustering matrix E = [e_{f,b}] ∈ {0, 1}^{Freq×B} , where each element e_{f,b} = 1 indicates that SBS b is selected to serve the multicast group f, otherwise 0. Besides, each file is allowed to be cooperatively served by a cluster of SBSs, i.e., ∑ b∈B e_{f,b} ≥ 1, ∀f ∈ F_{req}. (2) For the edge link, the signal transmitted from SBS b is

x_b = ∑ f ∈F_{req} vf,bxf , (3) where v_{f,b} ∈ C^M denotes the multicast beamformer for file f at SBS b, and the signal x_f ∈ C independently encodes the file f for multicast group f, with distribution x_f ∼ N (0, I).

Accordingly, the v_f = [ v^H_{f,1}, v^H_{f,2}, · · · , v^H_{f,B} ]_H denotes the aggregate beamformer from all SBSs serving the transmission of file f. In particular, if SBS b does not serve the transmission of file f, the corresponding transmit beamformer v_{f,b} should be 0. Subsequently, we have

(1 − e_{f,b})v_{f,b} = 0. (4)

User k applies the linear combiner u_k ∈ C^N to mitigate intergroup interference, which yields the received signal

y_k = u^H_k H_kv_{fk} x_{fk}

desired signal

+ u^H_k ∑ f ∈F_{req}\{f_k } H_kv_f x_f

inter-group interference

+u^H_k z_k, (5)

where aggregate channel matrix H_k = [H_{k1}, H_{k2}, · · · , H_{kB} ], and H_{kb} ∈ C^{N×M} denotes the channel matrix between SBS b and user k, for any b; and z_k denotes the additive complex Gaussian noise with distribution z_k ∼ CN (0, σ^2_kI).

For notational simplicity, we define the signal variable D_k = χ_{k,1}(u_k , v_{fk} ) and the covariance as J_k = χ_{k,2}(u_k , V), where

χ_{k,1}(u_k, v_{fk} ) = u^H_k H_kv_{fk} , (6)

χ_{k,2}(u_k, V) = u^H_k (∑ f ∈F_{req}\{f_k } Hkvf v H f H^H_k ) u_k + σ^2_k. (7) Assuming that the receiver regards the interference as noise, the achievable data rate for multicast group f is given by

R_f = min_{k∈Gf} B_0ϕ (D_k, J_k) , (8)

where function ϕ(D_k , J_k) = log ( 1 + |D_k|^2/J_k ) ; and B_0 is the bandwidth.

Regarding fronthaul transmission, to ensure that the CP can serve multiple SBSs simultaneously, we adopt frequency division multiplexing to schedule the multicast service in the fronthaul link. Notably, when the requested files are not entirely cached in the selected SBSs, the missing packets should be fetched from the CP via fronthaul.^1 For ease of discussion, we consider that the total capacity of the fronthaul link is limited by C_F bps. In addition, the fronthaul radio frequency is different from the edge link; hence no interference is observed between the fronthaul and edge links. As a result, a fraction of the fronthaul bandwidth is allocated to serve the cluster of SBSs for multicast group f,

R^{fh}_f = t_f C_F , ∑ f ∈F_{req} tf = 1, 0 ≤ tf ≤ 1, (9)

where t_f is the ratio of the fronthaul bandwidth allocated to deliver file f; and R^{fh}_f denotes the rate for multicast group f in the fronthaul link. We define vector t = [t_f ] ∈ R^{Freq} . Note that some packets have already been cached in the local SBSs, and thus the traffic load for file f to be transmitted from the CP to SBS b should be s_{f,b} = e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b}, where m^′_{f,b} = (1 − q_{f,b}) S bits. Define the traffic load matrix S = [s_{f,b}] ∈ R^{Freq ×B} . Based on the principle of MDS codes, the fronthaul load for multicast group f is given by s_f = max_{b∈B} e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b}. (10) The multicast fronthaul load vector is further defined as s = [s_f ] ∈ R^{Freq} . Note that when s_f = 0 bit, we have the t_f = 0 and R^{fh}_f = 0. By recalling (4), a proper SBS clustering matrix not only balances the fronthaul traffic load, but also increases spatial diversity in the edge links.

C. Network Latency Model

In this work, we focus on the latency caused by content delivery through the fronthaul link and edge link, and ignore the latency due to geometry propagation, requests queuing, and

1We consider the case where each SBS needs to collect the missing packets of the requested file so as to recover the entire file, similar to [7], [8], [19]. In this case, multiple SBSs are clustered on file level and use cooperative beamforming to deliver the same information to the dedicated users, which can boost the edge throughputs. If different SBSs directly transmit distinct fragments or packets to users, all SBSs are clustered on fragment/packet level. In other words, all SBSs need to dynamically form different clusters in order to complete the transmission of each fragment/packet. This process may cause excessive signaling overhead and synchronization cost in practice.

other factors. The latency in the network is further defined as the number of symbols or channel uses needed to accomplish the requested files transmission [17], [21], [28]. We assume that the messages delivery is half-duplex [15]; thus, the system operates in a serial mode. In other words, the CP first communicates with SBSs and is then followed by edge transmissions. For balancing traffic load in the network, min-max fairness is considered in our model. With SBS cooperation and multicast beamforming, edge latency is evaluated as

T_E = S min_{f ∈Freq} R_f

, (11)

where the minimization is over all multicast groups. Regarding the multicast transmission via fronthaul, when file f is fully cached in the selected BS cluster, i.e., s_f = 0 and R^{fh}_f = 0, no fronthaul latency is detected in multicast group f. To balance fronthaul traffic load, fronthaul latency is evaluated as

T_F = max

f ∈F_{req},R^{fh}_f ≠0

s_f /R^{fh}_f , (12)

under the condition of (1). Denote U = {u_k, ∀k ∈ K}, V = {v_f , ∀f ∈ F_{req}}. Therefore, by adopting fronthaul multicast and cooperative beamforming, the total latency of the network is evaluated as

T^{FM}_{total} (U, V, E, t) = α_E S min f ∈F_{req} min_{k∈Gf} B_0ϕ (D_k, J_k)

+ α_F max f ∈F_{req},b∈B e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b} t_f C_F + τ_0 , (13)

where τ_0 > 0 is a small constant that is used for preventing zero denominator, when a null load is present in the fronthaul link for certain multicast groups. Weights α_E > 0 and α_F > 0 balance the importance of the latency in the edge link and fronthaul link, respectively. Similar performance metrics have been used in previous studies [21], [28], [29].

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND ANALYSIS A. Problem Formulation for MDS Coded Design

In the considered cache-enabled C-SCNs, all CSI, the cached contents in the local SBSs, and the requested files are known at the CP. Hence the optimization problem is stated as

P^{MDS}_0 : min_{U,V,E,t} T^{FM}_{total} (U, V, E, t) (14a)

s.t. ∑ f ∈F_{req} ‖vf,b‖ 2 2 ≤ P_b, b ∈ B, (14b) ‖u_k‖_2 = 1, k ∈ K, (14c) (1 − e_{f,b}) v_{f,b} = 0, ∀b ∈ B, f ∈ F_{req}, (14d) e_{f,b} ∈ {0, 1} , ∀b ∈ B, f ∈ F_{req}, (14e) ∑ b∈B e_{f,b} ≥ 1, ∀f, (14f) ∑ f ∈F_{req} tf = 1, 0 ≤ tf ≤ 1, f ∈ Freq, (14g)

where constraint (14b) shows that the peak transmit power for the b-th SBS is limited by P_b. The receive combiner u_k has unit power, which is utilized for the mitigation of interference among different multicast groups. Constraint (14d) reflects the relation between beamformer design and SBS clustering. Constraint (14f) is used to exploit BS cooperation and prevent a standstill service. The bandwidth allocation for all multicast groups is provided by fronthaul constraint (14g).

B. Problem Reformulation and Analysis

As can be seen that the latency objective (14a) in problem P^{MDS}_0 is combinatorial in nature, which incorporates the binary variables, i.e., E, and continuous ones, i.e., U, V, t. Obtaining the optimal solution is very difficult. This is because even if we use exhaustive search on 2^{BFreq} possible BS clustering matrix E, the resulting subproblems are still highly nonconvex.

Therefore, to make the objective (14a) in P^{MDS}_0 more tractable, we introduce some slack variables t_E , t_F , and thus problem P^{MDS}_0 is equivalently expressed as min U,V,E,t,t_E ,t_F α_E t_E + α_F t_F (15a)

s.t. t_E ≥ S B_0ϕ (D_k, J_k) , ∀k, (15b) t_F ≥ e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b} t_f C_F + τ_0 , ∀f, b, (15c) (14b) − (14g), (15d)

by using the epigraph reformulation. For the nonconvex constraint (14d), it can be written as ‖v_{f,b}‖^2 ≤ e_{f,b}P_b, ∀f, b. (16) Furthermore, constraint (15b) can be decoupled by introducing another slack variables {r_k}, which yields

log(t_E ) + log(r_k ) ≥ log(S), ∀k, (17) r_k ≤ B_0ϕ (D_k, J_k) , ∀k. (18)

We denote set r = {r_k, ∀k ∈ K} and set Θ = {U, V, E, t, r, t_E, t_F }. Finally, the original problem P^{MDS}_0 is equivalent transformed as

P_1 : min_Θ α_E t_E + α_F t_F (19a)

s.t. (14b), (14c), (14e) − (14g), (15c), (16) − (18). (19b)

By now, problem P_1 is still the MINLP. The difficulties arise from the involvement of binary variables {e_{f,b}} and the noncovexity of the rate function in constraint (18). A ready approach for tackling the difficulty of binary variables is to replace each e_{f,b} by ‖‖v_{f,b}‖^2‖_0 and thus convert the MINLP to the sparse optimization problem [5], [6]. Nevertheless, such a replacement will make our problem more complex than itself due to these coupling constraints (14f), (15c), (16). Besides, when solving such a complex problem, it may suffer from performance loss due to the relaxation gap between term ‖‖v_{f,b}‖^2‖_0 and approximated term, e.g., reweighed l_1/l_2- norm in [6]. Regarding the data rate function incorporated in our problem, it was linearized by using semidefinite relaxation (SDR) technique in previous studies [17], [21]. However, this method usually incurs a high complexity because it is done at a cost of lifting the dimensions of beamformer v_f . Moreover, the probability of finding a low rank solution is fairly small as the number of users grows large [30]. This also probably leads to the solution far from optimal. Considering the challenges identified above, developing a working algorithm is necessary but obviously non-trivial.

IV. PROPOSED INEXACT BCU-SCA DESIGN In this section, we develop two efficient algorithms to handle problem P_1 by applying some of the variational reformulations of binary constraint (14e), the successive convex approximation (SCA) technique, and the inexact BCU method.

A. A Variational Method

To combat the discontinuity in problem P_1, we first introduce a variational reformulation of the binary constraints. Lemma 1: We define set Ω = { (E, Z) | |(2vec(E) − 1)^T (2vec(Z) − 1) = BF_{req}. ‖2Z − 1‖^2_F ≤ BF_{req}, 0 ≤ E ≤ 1, Z ∈ C^{B×Freq} } . If (E, Z) ∈ Ω, then we have E ∈ {0, 1}^{B×Freq} and Z = E.

Lemma 1 is a generalized form of Lemma 1 in [31], which can be proved by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Accordingly, by using an auxiliary matrix Z, problem P_1 can be rewritten as

min_{Θ,Z} α_E t_E + α_F t_F (20a) s.t. 0 ≤ e_{f,b} ≤ 1, ∀b, f, (20b) (2vec(E) − 1)^T (2vec(Z) − 1) = BF_{req}, (20c) ‖2Z − 1‖^2_F ≤ BF_{req}, (20d) (14b), (14c), (14f), (14g), (15c), (16) − (18). (20e)

Although problem (20) turns to be continuous, the resulting equilibrium constraint (20c) still makes the problem difficult to handle. Hence, we construct the following penalty function

h_1(E, Z) = BF_{req} − (2vec(E) − 1)^T (2vec(Z) − 1), (21)

which is always non-negative, for any feasible (E, Z) satisfying constraints (20b) and (20d). Taking advantage of this property, the proposed design can be reformulated as

R_1 : min_{Θ,Z} α_E t_E + α_F t_F + λh_1(E, Z) (22a)

s.t. (20b), (20d), (20e), (22b)

where λ > 0 serves as a penalty parameter. Notably, an optimal solution (E^∗, Z^∗) meets the condition h_1(E^∗, Z^∗) = 0; for any other (E, Z) feasible to constraints (20b) and (20d), we have h_1(E^∗, Z^∗) > 0. Hence, we tackle problem R_1 by iteratively increasing λ to penalize the violation of the equilibrium constraint (20c), resulting in binary values of SBS clustering matrix E.

B. Inexact BCU-SCA Design

In this subsection, we decompose the sophisticated problem R_1 into two subproblems: the first one is used to update variables {V, E} without any increase in dimensions of beamformers while the other one is used to update other variables {U, t, Z} with closed-form expressions.

First, we solve the original problem P_1 by addressing problem R_1 with a fixed penalty parameter λ. When the block {U, t, Z} is fixed, problem R_1 can be simplified as the following subproblem

R_2(U, t, Z) : min V,E,t_E ,t_F ,r α_E t_E + α_F t_F + λh_1(E, Z)

s.t. t_F ≥ e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b} t_f C_F + τ_0 , ∀f, b, (23a) r_k ≤ B_0ϕ ( D^′_k, J^′_k|U ) , ∀k, (23b) (14b), (14f), (16), (17), (20b), (23c)

where {U, t, Z} denotes the solution in the last iteration, D^′_k = χ_{k,1}(u_k, v_{fk} ), and J^′_k = χ_{k,2}(u_k, V). The main challenge of the subproblem R_2 is the non-convexity in constraint (23b).

Subsequently, we seek an inner approximation of the constraint (23b). To get rid of the relaxation gap introduced by the SDR technique, we consider the following quadratic minorant function of the rate function ϕ(D^′_k, J^′_k|U),

~ϕ_k(V|U, V) = q_0 + 2Re{D^′_kq^∗_1 } − (|D^′_k|^2 + J^′_k)q_2, (24)

for ∀k ∈ K, at any local point {U, V}, where constants q_0 = ϕ(D_k, J_k) − |D_k|^2/J_k, q_1 = D_k/J_k, q_2 = 1/J_k − 1/(J_k + |D_k|^2) ≥ 0, D_k = χ_{k,1}(u_{fk} , V), and J_k = χ_{k,2}(u_{fk} , V).

Equation (24) is provided by the theorem 1 in [32]. It holds true that ϕ(D^′_k, J^′_k|U) is always lower bounded by the quadratic minorant ~ϕ_k (V|U, V), and the equality holds at the local point {U, V}, i.e., ϕ(D_k, J_k|U) = ~ϕ_k (V|U, V). Accordingly, problem R_2 can be inner approximated by the following convex program

~R_2(U, V, t, Z) : min_{V,E,tE ,tF ,r}α_E t_E + α_F t_F + λh_1(E, Z)

(25a) s.t. r_k ≤ B_0 ~ϕ_k (V|U, V), ∀k, (25b) (23a), (23c), (25c)

which can be efficiently solved by interior point methods using standard solvers, such as CVX [33]. Now we turn to the other subproblem of updating the block {U, t, Z}. In particular, when {V, E} are fixed, the resulting subproblem is given by

R_3(V, E) : min U,t,Z,t_E ,t_F ,r α_E t_E + α_F t_F + λh_1(E, Z) (26a)

s.t. t_F ≥ e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b} t_f C_F + τ_0 , ∀f, b, (26b) r_k ≤ B_0ϕ ( D^′_k, J^′_k|V ) , ∀k, (26c) (14c), (14g), (17), (20d), (26d)

where the point {V, E} denotes the solution in the last iteration, D^′_k = χ_{k,1}(u_k , v_{fk} ), and J^′_k = χ_{k,2}(u_k , V). We claim that subproblem R_3 has a closed-form solution. Proposition 1: Define the multicast traffic load vector s = [s_f ], where the f-th element s_f = max_b e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b}, ∀f ∈ F_{req}. Consider the case where constant τ_0 approaches 0 and s ≠ 0.

An optimal solution (U^∗, t^∗, Z^∗) to problem R_3(V, E) is given as u^∗_k = (J_k)^{−1}H_kv_{fk} /‖ (J_k)^{−1}H_kv_{fk} ‖ ‖_2, ∀k, (27)

t^∗_f = max_b e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b} ‖s‖_1 , ∀f ∈ F_{req}, (28)

Z^∗ = any feasible value, if each e_{f,b} =^1_2 , ∀f, b, √_{BFreq (2E−1)}

2‖2E−1‖_F + 1 2 , otherwise,

(29)

where J_k = ∑ f ∈F_{req} \{f_k } Hkvf v H f H^H_k + σ^2_k I, for ∀k.

Proof. See Appendix A.

Clearly, these closed-form solutions can greatly reduce the computational complexity of the proposed algorithm. Moreover, it is worth pointing out that the three variables (U^∗, t^∗, Z^∗) are decoupled in (27)-(29). Hence, they can be updated in parallel. Finally, we adopt the inexact BCU method to update both block variables, and the whole procedure for this design is shown in Algorithm 1. Although we can start with any feasible point, the penalty parameter λ > 0 is generally initialized as a small value for a proper starting point.

Algorithm 1 Inexact BCU-SCA Design for Problem (14)

1: Initialize i = 0 , U^{(0)}, V^{(0)}, Z^{(0)}, t^{(0)}, λ > 0, η > 1, I 2: Repeat 3: Solve problem ~R_2(U^{(i)}, V^{(i)}, t^{(i)}, Z^{(i)}) to obtain an optimal solution V^{(i+1)}, E^{(i+1)} 4: Solve problem R_3(V^{(i+1)}, E^{(i+1)}) to obtain an optimal solution t^{(i+1)}, U^{(i+1)}, Z^{(i+1)} by (27), (28), and (29) 5: Update λ ← λ × η every I iterations 6: i ← i + 1 7: Until some stopping criterion is satisfied 8: Output U^∗, V^∗, E^∗, t^∗

Obviously, any feasible solution for ~R_2 is also feasible for problem R_1, but the reverse claim does not necessarily hold. Therefore, the optimal value of ~R_2 normally serves as an upper bound of that of problem R_1. For any fixed penalty parameter λ > 0, i.e., η = 1, Algorithm 1 generates a sequence {U^{(i)}, V^{(i)}, E^{(i)}, t^{(i)}, Z^{(i)}}, which gives a monotonically nonincreasing objective value of problem R_1. When η > 1, λ will be lifted gradually to enforce the satisfaction of h_1(E, Z) = 0. Therefore, the sequence {E^{(i)}} generated by Algorithm 1 eventually converges to binary values. Regarding complexity, it is dominated by solving the convex problem ~R_2 in step 3. Accordingly, it can be solved in polynomial time with regard to the size of the problem, i.e., the dimension of involved variables {V, E, t_E, t_F , r}, which is in the order O((M + 1)BF_{req} + 2 + K).

C. Greedy SBS clustering Design

Although the proposed Inexact BCU-SCA design can generally guarantee that each element of beamformer v_{f,b} converges to 0, when e_{f,b} = 0, the global optimal solution for P^{MDS}_0 is still hard to obtain. To further improve the performance of the proposed design, we develop a greedy SBS clustering

(GBSC) design, which is built upon the solution generated by Algorithm 1. In cache-enabled wireless networks, the transmit beamformers at SBSs usually admit a group sparse structure [6], [23], which indicates a sparse connectivity in the edge network. Besides, a group sparse structure of the transmit beamformers is likely to bring along benefits such as reduction in power consumption and signaling overhead. Motivated by these facts, the crucial idea of GBSC design is as follows: starting with the SBS clustering matrix E^∗ = [e^∗_{f,b}] provided by the inexact BCU-SCA design, we iteratively remove one redundant edge link in each step, and thus the problem is re-optimized. This procedure is terminated until the objective value cannot be improved; the detailed implementation of GBSC is given in Algorithm 2. For notational convenience,

Algorithm 2 Greedy SBS clustering Design for Problem (14) 1: Initialize E_0 = {(f, b)|e^∗_{f,b} = 1}, T_{min} = +∞, r = 0 2: Iterate 3: E ← E_r 4: If select any (f̄, b̄) ∈ E, and E(E\{(f̄, b̄)}) is infeasible to problem R_1, go to step 6 5: Set E ← E\{(f̄, b̄)}, and obtain objective value T (f̄, b̄) of problem R_1 by inexact BCU-SCA with fixed E = E(E_r\{(f̄, b̄)}) and Z = E. Go to step 4 6: (f_r, b_r) = arg min_{(f,b)∈Er} T (f, b) 7: If T_{min} > T (f_r, b_r) 8: T_{min} ← T (f_r, b_r), E_r ← E_r\{(f_r, b_r)}, and r ← r + 1 9: Else terminate 10: Output E(E_r)

matrix E(E) denotes that each element e_{f,b} = 1, when (f, b) ∈ E, otherwise 0. In the worst case, the complexity is approximately O(B^2F^2_{req}) of the complexity of the inexact BCU-SCA design.

V. CLOSED-FORM CHARACTERIZATION FOR OPTIMAL SOLUTION AND ANALYSIS A. Closed-Form Characterization for Optimal Solution Different from most existing studies on beamformer design in cache-enabled wireless networks, although the proposed content delivery design P^{MDS}_0 is an MINLP problem, the optimal solution can be characterized by the following Proposition. Proposition 2: For MDS coded design, let { V^∗, E^∗, t^∗ } be an optimal solution to P^{MDS}_0 . It holds true that

t^∗_f = max_b ‖ ‖‖v∗_{f,b}‖_2 ‖ ‖_0m′_{f,b} ‖s^∗‖_1

, ∀f ∈ F_{req}, (30)

where the multicast traffic load vector s^∗ = [s^∗_f ] and s^∗_f = max_b e^∗_{f,b}m^′_{f,b}. Proposition 2 is a direct deduction of Propositions 1. This Proposition implies that the optimal scheduling of the fronthaul bandwidth allocation, the patterns of SBS collaboration, and the multicast beamformers design are tightly coupled in practice. From the perspective of engineering implementation, this closed-form characterization can help us build the algorithm and reduce computational complexity (e.g., step 4 in

Algorithm 1). Proposition 2 can also serve as a tool to study the impact of the caching strategy on the optimal delivery policy and network latency. To provide the insight in greater detail, we analyze two caching strategies, i.e., the Fractional Cache Distinct (FCD) (see, e.g., [26]), and the Probabilistic Caching (ProbC) (see, e.g., [5], [6]), under MDS coding.

Example 1: (FCD Scheme) This caching scheme aims to boost the cache-hit ratio and provide caching fairness for each requested file. Specifically, each SBS randomly and uniformly stores the same fraction q of each file. That is, a total of ⌊qn⌋ coded packets of file f is randomly cached in SBS b. Consider full SBS cooperation, i.e., each user is served by all SBSs simultaneously. By using Proposition 2, we obtain that 1/F_{req} of the fronthaul bandwidth should be allocated for each file in the fetching of uncached packets. Moreover, due to the finite storage in SBSs, q ≤ μ should hold. In this case, the lower bound of the fronthaul latency is^{(1−μ)SFreq}_{CF} .

Example 2: (ProbC Scheme) This caching scheme is popularity-aware, i.e., each SBS randomly fetches certain fraction of each file by following the file popularity distribution. Specifically, we generate one file index f^′ by the Zipf distribution at each time; and then randomly cache one coded packet of that file f^′; and we iterate this process until it reaches the storage limit, i.e., ∑ f ∈F mf,b = ⌊μF n⌋, ∀b ∈ B. Notably, to avoid overlapping and enhance caching efficiency, each SBS can only store unique packets of each file and m_{f,b} ≤ n should hold. Clearly, the more popular the file is, the larger fraction of this file is likely to be cached in the SBSs. Recall that the probability of file f being requested is p_f = cf^{−γ} . Thus, for file f, the expected fraction q_{f,b} can be estimated by min{^{⌊μF n⌋cf −γ}_n , 1}. When μF n is an integer, the cache allocation matrix is generally independent of the number of fragments n. Moreover, when the popularity order f becomes smaller and the skewness parameter γ becomes larger, by using Proposition 2, the required fronthaul bandwidth for delivering file f tends to be narrower.

B. Performance Gain Over Fronthaul Unicast

As aforementioned, many previous content delivery studies investigate cooperative beamforming by adopting separate costly unicast transmissions to fetch the entire contents (e.g., [5], [6]) or uncoded fragments (e.g., [17]). These unicasting transmissions incur higher fronthaul burden which may hinder the collaboration among SBSs from being effective. To investigate the the performance gain of joint design of fronthaul multicast and cooperative beamforming, we consider the following uncoded design where any cache miss is dealt by unicast transmissions.

For the fairness of comparison, we also use fronthaul bandwidth allocation to balance the fronthaul latency for each requested file. Specifically, a fraction 0 ≤ t_{f,b} ≤ 1 of fronthaul bandwidth should be allocated for each SBS b to fetch the missing contents of file f. We define the fronthaul bandwidth allocation matrix as T = [t_{f,b}] ∈ R^{Freq ×B} . Moreover, we also consider SBS clustering and multicast beamforming in the edge link. Accordingly, by adopting fronthaul unicast and cooperative beamforming, the network latency for this uncoded design is given by

T^{FU}_{total} (U, V, E, T) = α_E S min f ∈F_{req} min_{k∈Gf} B_0ϕ (D_k, J_k)

+ α_F max f ∈F_{req},b∈B e_{f,b}m^′_{f,b} t_{f,b}C_F + τ_0 . (31)

As can be observed, the utilization of fronthaul unicast may lead to a low spectrum efficiency in the fronthaul links in contrast with the latency (13) in MDS coded design (i.e., using the same spectrum t_f C_F to send uncached contents). Hence, the optimization problem of uncoded design is given as

P^{FU}_0 : min_{U,V,E,T} T^{FU}_{total} (U, V, E, T) (32a)

s.t. ∑ f ∈F_{req},b∈B t_{f,b} = 1, 0 ≤ t_{f,b} ≤ 1, ∀f, b, (32b) (14b) − (14f). (32c)

Since problem P^{FU}_0 takes the similar mathematical form to problem P^{MDS}_0 , it can also be handled by using the idea of the proposed inexact BCU-SCA design (see Algorithm 1). Moreover, by the principles of Propositions 1 and 2, the following proposition can also be easily obtained. Proposition 3: Let { V^∗, E^∗, T^∗ } be an optimal solution to problem P^{FU}_0 . It holds true that t^∗_{f,b} = ‖ ‖‖v^∗_{f,b}‖_2 ‖ ‖_0m^′_{f,b} ‖vec(S^∗)‖_1 , ∀f ∈ F_{req}, b ∈ B, (33) where the load matrix S^∗ = [s^∗_{f,b}], and s^∗_{f,b} = e^∗_{f,b}m^′_{f,b}.

According to Propositions 2 and 3, we have the following Corollary.

Corollary 1: Given that a fixed SBS clustering matrix E^∗ and capacity-limited fronthaul, the proposed MDS coded design P^{MDS}_0 , i.e., multicast the missing packets to SBSs for file reconstruction, can achieve a gain of ‖vec(S^∗)‖_1/‖s^∗‖_1 for fronthaul latency, in contrast to such an uncoded design P^{FU}_0 , i.e., send the uncoded fragments to SBSs individually for file reconstruction. In particular, for full BS cooperation and homogeneous caching, i.e., using FCD scheme and m_{f,b} = m, ∀f, b, the fronthaul latency arising from fetching the MDS coded packets can be only as much as 1/B of that of fetching the uncoded fragments.

Moreover, we also analyze another case, where popular files are entirely cached in SBSs, i.e., m_{f,b} ∈ {0, n}. When the uncached files are handled by costly fronthaul unicast (e.g., [5], [6]), Proposition 3 shows that the fronthaul latency is n_1S/C_F , where n_1 is the total number of files that all SBSs need to fetch from the CP and 0 ≤ n_1 ≤ BF_{req} holds. Consider the multicast scenario, where the uncached files are fetched by multicast transmissions via fronthaul; by using Proposition 2, the fronthaul latency is n_2S/C_F , where n_2 is the number of files that should be fetched from the CP and 0 ≤ n_2 ≤ F_{req} hold. Notably, different patterns of SBS collaboration, i.e., E^∗, may also give rise to different n_1 and n_2.

VI. PERFORMANCE EVALUATIONS

In this section, we provide numerical simulations to examine the performance of the proposed designs. Similar to [23], we consider a network covering a square area [−1km, 1km] × [−1km, 1km], where B SBSs and K users are randomly and uniformly placed in this area. Furthermore, no user is present in each SBS within a radius of 10 m. The wireless channel between SBS b and user k is modeled as H_{k,b} = 10^{−L(dk,b)/20} √ κχG_{k,b}, where L(d_{k,b}) denotes the path-loss w.r.t. distance d_{k,b}; κ is the log-normal shadowing parameter; χ is the antenna power gain, and G_{k,b} is the smallscale fading coefficient. In our simulation, we consider the following default parameters: for each user, L(d_{k,b}) = 36.8 + 36.7log(d_{k,b}); κ = 7 dB and χ = 5 dBi; g_{k,b} follows CN (0, I); bandwidth for edge link B_0 is 10 MHz and noise power is -102 dBm; transmit power in each SBS P_b is limited by 1 W; the total number of files in library is 100; all SBSs are assumed to be equipped with the same fractional caching capacity μ. Users’ requests from the library follow the Zipf distribution. For content placement phase, we adopt the FCD and ProbC strategies. The detailed implementation of each caching strategy could be referred to Sec. V. Without loss of generality, we consider that each file is split into the same number of fragments, i.e., n = 5, ∀f ∈ F, and coded into m_f packets with size of 100 MB, which is specified by (1). Moreover, from the perspective of mobile users, fronthaul latency and edge latency are considered to have the same importance in our experiments, i.e., α_E = α_F = 1. All of the experimental results were obtained by averaging 100 trials.

We first demonstrate the performance of the proposed algorithms for our MDS coded design. If the system parameters are not particularly specified, we consider a cache-enabled C- SCNs with the following default scenario: 3 SBSs and 5 active users, which are equipped with M = 5 and N = 3 antennas, respectively. The ProbC is adopted in the considered scenario, where the fractional caching capacity μ is 20%, and content popularity parameter γ = 1. The capacity of the fronthaul link is set to 10 Mbps. As a comparison, the following algorithms are also implemented to solve problem P^{MDS}_0 :

• SB-SCA: As in [6], binary variable e_{f,b} is replaced by the sparsity of beamforming (SB) vector w_{f,b}, and further approximated by the reweighed-l_1/l_2 norm. Similar to the inexact BCU-SCA, the SCA technique is adopted to tackle the non-convexity of the rate function.

• NA-SCA: This algorithm is derived according to [21], [22], in which a joint scheme is investigated under given user association strategies, i.e., each e_{f,b} is prefixed. Here, we consider the nearest association (NA), where users access their nearest SBSs, regardless of the local caches. By applying the SCA technique, NA-SCA is used for the evaluation of the upper bound of problem P^{MDS}_0 .

Firstly, we illustrate the convergence behavior of the inexact BCU-SCA design in Fig. 2. In particular, the initial penalty parameter λ = 0.1 and then is increased by factor η, after every 5 iterations. Herein, we study the impact of factor η on the algorithm. Each e_{f,b} is given by random initialization, i.e. uniformly generated within [0, 1], but remains fixed for each trial. As depicted in Fig. 2(a), the objective value in each trial first monotonically decreases within five iterations (for fixed λ), and is then lifted due to the increase in the penalty parameter λ. Furthermore, a larger η may lead to a faster convergence speed but is more likely to give a suboptimal solution; while a smaller one could give a more accurate solution but slow down the convergence speed. To obtain a better result, we empirically set η = 5 in all other cases. We also compare the results between full cooperation initialization, i.e., each e_{f,b} = 1, and random initialization. As can be seen in Fig. 2(b), each curve converges to the same value regardless of the initialization. This finding indicates that the proposed design is not sensitive to the initial setting.

(a) (b) Fig. 2: Convergence behavior of inexact BCU-SCA design

In Fig. 3, we compare the performance of different algorithms with the number of SBSs. It can be seen that the latencies achieved by the two proposed algorithms are lower than those of the existing SB-SCA and NA-SCA. This observation demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed variational reformulation of binary constraints and the penaltybased methods. When the number of SBSs increases, the average latency reduces consistently. This is because more SBSs produce more opportunities for BS cooperation and higher spatial degrees of freedom. More importantly, compared with the GBSC design, the inexact BCU-SCA design achieves almost comparable results with significantly lower complexity.

In Fig. 4, we demonstrate the performance of the proposed algorithms with different numbers of active users. The proposed algorithms are observed to achieve lower latency compared with SB-SCA and NA-SCA again. In particular, when there are more users making requests, the size of the gaps between the two proposed designs and SB-SCA increases. Therefore, this implies that the proposed algorithms provide a greater advantage over existing algorithms in a large system. Moreover, the inexact BCU-SCA design also obtains results that are very close to that of the GBSC, which confirms the effectiveness of the penalty-based method.

Based on the above comparisons, we conclude that the proposed algorithms exhibit superior performance over existing schemes. Note that the inexact BCU-SCA design can provide comparable results with significant lower complexity in contrast to GBSC design. Hence, in the following simulation, we only consider adopting the inexact BCU-SCA design.

In particular, we consider a large system with 10 SBSs an 15 active users, which in turn, have M of 8 and N of 3. Furthermore, we set the default capacity of the fronthaul link to

Fig. 3: Average network latency versus the number of BSs.

30 Mbps, the fractional capacity to 20% and the content popularity parameter as 1, if not specified otherwise. To evaluate the benefits of the proposed MDS coded transmission scheme over the alternative case where any uncached fragments are dealt by adopting separate costly unicast transmissions, we consider the following uncoded designs:

• Uncoded Design I (Uncoded I): This design can be completed by solving P^{FU}_0 . In the edge link, we also consider SBS clustering and multicast beamforming. Different from the MDS coded scheme, the CP adopts unicast to deliver uncoded fragments in the fronthaul link. This design aims at evaluating the potentials of performing cooperative beamforming under fronthaul multicast. The reader is referred to Sec. V for greater detail.

• Uncoded Design II (Uncoded II): To further evaluate the potentials of effective SBS clustering, all SBSs are allowed to fully cooperate. Accordingly, we solve P^{FU}_0 , with fixed e_{f,b} = 1, for ∀f, b.

1) Impact of Cache Storage: In Fig. 5, we compare the proposed designs with the uncoded designs under different cache storages. Under both caching strategies FCD and ProbC, the MDS coded designs achieve lower latency than the other uncoded designs, especially in the low cache storage region. In particular, in the absence of caching capability at SBSs, i.e., μ = 0, the MDS coded design obtains only approximately 10.66% latency of the uncoded design II, under two caching strategies. This observation indicates the superior benefits of fronthaul multicast and SBS clustering. In contrast to the FCD, the ProbC is popularity-aware. Hence, when μ ≥ 0.2, it tends to provide rich opportunities for storing the requested contents, and thus achieves low latency. Moreover, uncoded design II obtains the poorest result in general, because all SBSs are enabled for cooperative transmissions without carefully clustering, and this situation may lead to a significant increase in the fronthaul load. Note that when the cache storage increases, the advantages of the proposed designs tend to fade gradually, because the number of requested contents that can be accessed from the SBSs increases without experiencing fronthaul latency.

2) Impact of Fronthaul Capacity: Fig. 6 demonstrates the effects of the fronthaul capacity under different schemes. The proposed design outperforms uncoded designs in the entire curves under each caching strategy. Specifically, when the fronthaul capacity is 5 Mbps, the latency achieved by the ProbC-MDS is reduced by 89.91% compared with the ProbC- Uncoded II. This demonstrates that the fronthaul multicast improves bandwidth efficiency compared with the unicast transmission. Moreover, the notable gap between ProbC- Uncoded I and ProbC-Uncoded II confirms the effectiveness of SBS clustering, especially at limited fronthaul capacity. Moreover, when the fronthaul capacity is larger than 45 Mbps, no significant decrease in latency is observed in each scheme. Hence, edge latency starts to dominate content delivery.

3) Impact of Content Popularity: Fig. 7 illustrates the performance of all schemes under the variation of the popularity parameter γ. Clearly, when the content popularity parameter γ increases, the average latency reduces gradually, because users make requests following an increasingly centered popularity distribution, and thus few multicast groups are formed. Hence, edge latency is substantially reduced. Interestingly, when γ ≥ 1, the performance of the ProbC strategy degrades dramatically, while the FCD strategy only witnesses a relatively flat decrease. The reason is for this that the requested contents from users are available in the SBSs with higher opportunity compared with the FCD under the ProbC strategy. Obviously, this fact gives a reduction for both fronthaul and edge latency, which makes curves degrade faster than FCD. When γ ≥ 2, the MDS coded design performs nearly the same as uncoded design I, but still better than uncoded design II. This finding indicates that all requests are almost available in SBSs already, and total latency is dominated by edge transmission. Therefore, the gap between ProbC-MDS and ProbC-Uncoded II reveals the potentials of proper SBS clustering.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have developed an MDS codes-aided transmission scheme in cache-enabled C-SCNs, by exploiting fronthaul multicast and cooperative beamforming. We have formulated the problem to minimize latency of both fronthaul and edge links under physical layer transmission and fronthaul bandwidth constraints. To solve the resulting mixed-integer nonlinear program, a penalty-based design has been derived with low complexity and convergence guarantee. Building upon the solution of the inexact BCU-SCA design, the greedy SBS clustering design has been further developed to improve the solution of BCU-SCA, yet at the cost of computational complexity. Finally, closed-form characterization of the optimal solution has been investigated, from which the performance gain of MDS codes has been corroborated. Simulation results have been presented to demonstrate the superior performance of the proposed designs.

Moreover, it is worth pointing out that the derived closedform characterization of the optimal solution reveals that the caching strategy impacts the collaborative patterns of SBSs, beamformer design, and fronthaul bandwidth allocation. Indeed, it is promising to study the mixed timescale problem by jointly optimizing cache updating and content delivery so

Fig. 4: Effects of the number of active users.

Fig. 5: Effects of the caching capacity of each BS.

Fig. 6: Effects of the total fronthaul capacity.

Fig. 7: Effects of file popularity parameter.

as to further shorten latency and enhance users’ quality of service. Nevertheless, to solve such a complex problem, it is very challenging but necessary to develop low-complexity algorithms for engineering implementation in wireless networks. This problem is beyond the scope of this paper and worthy of an independent work. A preliminary design has been studied in [34]. In our future work, we shall explore more efficient strategies for the joint consideration of cache updating and content delivery.

APPENDIX A PROOF FOR PROPOSITION 1

Note that problem R_3 can be decomposed into three subproblems, which are given as follows min U,t_E ,r t_E s.t. {(14c), (17), (26c)}, (34)

min_Z − 2(vec(E) − 1)^T (2vec(Z) − 1) s.t. (20d), (35)

min_{t,tF} t_F s.t. {(14g), (26b)}. (36)

For problem (34), the optimal solution can be achieved when the rate of each user is maximized. Hence, problem (34) can be solved by optimizing a group of rate maximization problems

r_k = max_{uk} log(D_k + J_k) − log(J_k) s.t. ‖u_k‖_2 = 1,

(37)

for all k ∈ K, D_k = u^H_k H_kW_{fk} H^H_k u_k, and J_k = χ_{k,3}(u_k, W). By now, we observe that an optimal u^∗ for problem (37) can be obtained by maximizing the signal-to-interference-plus-noise-ratio (SINR) [35]. By the (31) in [35], we have the closed-form expression (27). Then, we elaborate on the deduction for (29). The auxiliary variable Z is updated by solving problem (35), where the equality in the constraint of problem (35) should be active when the optimal solution is achieved. By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we can obtain (29). Regarding problem (36), it can be rewritten as

min_{t,tF} t_F (38a)

s.t. t_F ≥ s_f t_f C_F + τ_0

, ∀f ∈ F_{req}, (38b)

0 ≤ t_f ≤ 1, ∀f ∈ F_{req}, (38c) ∑ f ∈F_{req} tf = 1, (38d)

which is a convex problem. We have the following observations: when s_f = 0, it indicates the absence of a fronthaul traffic load for file f. Thus, zero bandwidth is assigned for multicast group f. For problem (38), as τ approaches 0, an optimal solution is given by t^∗_f = 0, when s_f = 0. Moreover, when s = 0, we have the optimal value t^∗_F = 0, for any feasible solution. In the following, we discuss the case with s_f > 0, ∀f ∈ F_{req}. Consider that τ approaches 0. Hence, t^∗_f > 0, ∀f ∈ F_{req}, otherwise, the positive infinity objective value will be achieved. By constraint (38b), we have the optimal value T^∗_F > 0. The Lagrangian function of problem (38) is given by

L =t_F + ∑ f ∈F_{req} [ μ_f (^{sf}_{tf CF} − t_F ) + σ_{f,1}(t_f − 1) − σ_{f,2}t_f ] + γ( ∑ f ∈F_{req} tf − 1) (39)

where the non-negative Lagrange multipliers μ_f , σ_{f,1}, σ_{f,2} are associated with constraints (38b), (38c), respectively; and the Lagrange multiplier γ is associated with constraint (38d). According to the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions, we differentiate (39) w.r.t t_F and t_f and set these partial derivatives to zero, resulting in the following equations ∑ f ∈F_{req} μf = 1, − s_f μ_f t^{∗2}_f C_F + σf,1 − σf,2 + γ = 0, ∀f, (40) for the optimal solution t^∗ and t^∗_F . By complementary slackness, we also have

s_f μ_f /(t^∗_f C_F ) = t^∗_F μ_f , σ_{f,1}(t^∗_f − 1) = 0, σ_{f,2}t^∗_f = 0, ∀f. (41)

Subsequently, we consider two cases. Case 1: when 0 < t^∗_f < 1 for all f ∈ F_{req}, it obtains that σ_{f,1} = σ_{f,2} = 0, for all f ∈ F_{req}. Substituting (41) into (40), it follows that

t^∗_f γ = t^∗_F μ_f , ∀f. (42)

Recalling (40) and (38d), equation (42) further shows the following results: γ = t^∗_F , and t^∗_f = μ_f > 0, ∀f. As a consequence, based on (41), we obtain t^∗_F =^{sf}_t∗_{f CF} , ∀f ∈ F_{req}. Furthermore, by (38d), we obtain t^∗_f = s_f /‖s‖_1. Case 2: when there exists one t^∗_f ′ = 1 for multicast group f^′, it shows that only file f^′ is transferred via fronthaul. By combining all cases discussed above, we conclude that Proposition 1 holds true.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Zhang, Y. Dong, J. Cheng, M. J. Hossain, and V. C. Leung, “Fronthauling for 5G LTE-U ultra dense cloud small cell networks,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 23, no. 6, pp. 48–53, Dec. 2016.

[2] W. Hardjawana, N. I. A. Apandi, and B. Vucetic, “Parallel optimization framework for cloud-based small cell networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 15, no. 11, pp. 7286–7298, Nov. 2016.

[3] M. Chen, Y. Zhang, L. Hu, T. Taleb, and Z. Sheng, “Cloud-based wireless network: Virtualized, reconfigurable, smart wireless network to enable 5G technologies,” Mobile Networks and Applications, vol. 20, no. 6, pp. 704–712, Feb. 2015.

[4] N. Golrezaei, K. Shanmugam, A. G. Dimakis, A. F. Molisch, and G. Caire, “Femtocaching: Wireless video content delivery through distributed caching helpers,” in INFOCOM, 2012 Proceedings IEEE. IEEE, Sept. 2012, pp. 1107–1115.

[5] M. Tao, E. Chen, H. Zhou, and W. Yu, “Content-centric sparse multicast beamforming for cache-enabled cloud RAN,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 15, no. 9, pp. 6118–6131, Sept. 2016.

[6] X. Peng, Y. Shi, J. Zhang, and K. B. Letaief, “Layered group sparse beamforming for cache-enabled green wireless networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 65, no. 12, pp. 5589–5603, Aug. 2017.

[7] X. Li, X. Wang, P.-J. Wan, Z. Han, and V. C. Leung, “Hierarchical edge caching in device-to-device aided mobile networks: Modeling, optimization, and design,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., June 2018.

[8] J. Liao, K.-K. Wong, Y. Zhang, Z. Zheng, and K. Yang, “Coding, multicast, and cooperation for cache-enabled heterogeneous small cell networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 10, pp. 6838– 6853, Oct. 2017.

[9] J. Pedersen, A. G. i Amat, I. Andriyanova, and F. Brännström, “Optimizing MDS coded caching in wireless networks with device-to-device communication,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 1, pp. 286–295, Jan. 2019.

[10] F. Gabry, V. Bioglio, and I. Land, “On energy-efficient edge caching in heterogeneous networks,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 34, no. 12, pp. 3288–3298, Dec. 2016.

[11] M. Ji, A. M. Tulino, J. Llorca, and G. Caire, “Caching and coded multicasting: Multiple groupcast index coding,” in Proc. IEEE GlobalSIP, Dec. 2014, pp. 881–885.

[12] J. Liao, K.-K. Wong, M. R. Khandaker, and Z. Zheng, “Optimizing cache placement for heterogeneous small cell networks,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 120–123, Jan. 2017.

[13] V. Bioglio, F. Gabry, and I. Land, “Optimizing MDS codes for caching at the edge,” in Proc. IEEE GLOBECOM. IEEE, Dec. 2015, pp. 1–6.

[14] M. A. Maddah-Ali and U. Niesen, “Fundamental limits of caching,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 60, no. 5, pp. 2856–2867, May 2014.

[15] A. Sengupta, R. Tandon, and O. Simeone, “Fog-aided wireless networks for content delivery: Fundamental latency tradeoffs,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 63, no. 10, pp. 6650–6678, Oct. 2017.

[16] J. Kakar, A. Alameer, A. Chaaban, A. Sezgin, and A. Paulraj, “Delivery time minimization in edge caching: Synergistic benefits of subspace alignment and zero forcing,” in Proc. IEEE ICC, May 2018, pp. 1–6.

[17] S.-H. Park, O. Simeone, and S. Shamai, “Joint cloud and edge processing for latency minimization in Fog radio access networks,” in Proc. IEEE SPAWC. IEEE, July 2016, pp. 1–5.

[18] X. Wu and P. Ching, “Content delivery design for cache-aided cloud radio access network to achieve low latency,” in Proc. IEEE ICASSP, Apr. 2018, pp. 3749–3753.

[19] T. T. Vu, D. T. Ngo, L. Ong, S. Durrani, and R. H. Middleton, “Joint optimization of user association, data delivery rate and precoding for cache-enabled F-RANs,” in Proc. IEEE GLOBECOM, Dec. 2017, pp. 1–6.

[20] A. Liu and V. K. Lau, “Mixed-timescale precoding and cache control in cached MIMO interference network,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 61, no. 24, pp. 6320–6332, Dec. 2013.

[21] S.-H. Park, O. Simeone, W. Lee, and S. Shamai, “Coded multicast fronthauling and edge caching for multi-connectivity transmission in Fog radio access networks,” in Proc. IEEE SPAWC, 2017, pp. 1–5.

[22] Y. Ugur, Z. H. Awan, and A. Sezgin, “Cloud radio access networks with coded caching,” in WSA 2016; 20th International ITG Workshop on Smart Antennas. VDE, Mar. 2016, pp. 1–5.

[23] B. Hu, C. Hua, J. Zhang, C. Chen, and X. Guan, “Joint fronthaul multicast beamforming and user-centric clustering in downlink C-RANs,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 8, pp. 5395–5409, Aug. 2017.

[24] R. Sun, Y. Wang, N. Cheng, H. Zhou, and X. Shen, “QoE driven BS clustering and multicast beamforming in cache-enabled C-RANs,” in Proc. IEEE ICC, May 2018, pp. 1–6.

[25] B. Hu, C. Hua, C. Chen, and X. Guan, “Joint beamformer design for wireless fronthaul and access links in C-RANs,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 2869–2881, 2018.

[26] S.-H. Park, O. Simeone, and S. S. Shitz, “Joint optimization of cloud and edge processing for Fog radio access networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 15, no. 11, pp. 7621–7632, Sept. 2016.

[27] H. Nguyen, H. Tuan, T. Duong, H. Poor, and W. Hwang, “Collaborative multicast beamforming for content delivery by cache-enabled ultra dense networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., Jan. 2019.

[28] J. Koh, O. Simeone, R. Tandon, and J. Kang, “Cloud-aided edge caching with wireless multicast fronthauling in Fog radio access networks,” in Proc. IEEE WCNC, Mar. 2017, pp. 1–6.

[29] J. Li, Y. Chen, Z. Lin, W. Chen, B. Vucetic, and L. Hanzo, “Distributed caching for data dissemination in the downlink of heterogeneous networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 63, no. 10, pp. 3553–3568, Oct. 2015.

[30] E. Karipidis, N. D. Sidiropoulos, and Z.-Q. Luo, “Quality of service and max-min fair transmit beamforming to multiple cochannel multicast groups,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 56, no. 3, pp. 1268–1279, Mar. 2008.

[31] G. Yuan and B. Ghanem, “Binary optimization via mathematical programming with equilibrium constraints,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1608.04425, 2016.

[32] H. H. M. Tam, H. D. Tuan, and D. T. Ngo, “Successive convex quadratic programming for quality-of-service management in full-duplex MU- MIMO multicell networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 64, no. 6, pp. 2340–2353, June 2016.

[33] M. Grant, S. Boyd, and Y. Ye, “CVX: Matlab software for disciplined convex programming,” 2008.

[34] X. Wu, Q. Li, X. Li, V. C. Leung, and P. Ching, “Joint long-term cache allocation and short-term content delivery in green cloud small cell networks,” in Proc. IEEE ICC, May, 2019, pp. 1–6.

[35] K. Gomadam, V. R. Cadambe, and S. A. Jafar, “A distributed numerical approach to interference alignment and applications to wireless interference networks,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 6, pp. 3309–3322, Jane 2011.

Xiongwei Wu (S’18) received the B.Eng. in Electronic Information Engineering from University of Electronic Science and Technology of China (UESTC), Chengdu, China, in 2016. He is currently working toward the Ph.D. degree with the Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHK), Shatin, Hong Kong SAR, China. From August 2018 to December 2018, he was a Visiting International Research Student with the University of British Columbia (UBC), Vancouver, BC, Canada. He is currently a Visiting Student Research Collaborator with Princeton University, Princeton, NJ, USA. His research interests include signal processing and resource allocation in wireless networks, decentralized optimization, and machine learning.

Qiang Li received the B.Eng. and M.Phil. degrees in Communication and Information Engineering from University of Electronic Science and Technology of China (UESTC), Chengdu, China, and the Ph.D. degree in Electronic Engineering from the Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHK), Hong Kong, in 2005, 2008, and 2012, respectively. From August 2011 to January 2012, he was a Visiting Scholar with the University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, MN, USA. From February 2012 to October 2013, he was a Research Associate with the Department of Electronic Engineering and the Department of Systems Engineering and Engineering Management, CUHK. Since November 2013, he has been with the School of Information and Communication Engineering, UESTC, where he is currently an Associate Professor. His research interests include efficient optimization algorithm design for wireless communications and machine learning.

He received the First Prize Paper Award in the IEEE Signal Processing Society Postgraduate Forum Hong Kong Chapter in 2010, a Best Paper Award of IEEE PIMRC 2016, and the Best Paper Award of the IEEE Signal Processing Letters 2016.

Victor C. M. Leung [S’75-M’89-SM’97-F’03] received the B.A.Sc. (Hons.) degree in electrical engineering from the University of British Columbia (UBC) in 1977, and was awarded the APEBC Gold Medal as the head of the graduating class in the Faculty of Applied Science. He attended graduate school at UBC on a Canadian Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council Postgraduate Scholarship and received the Ph.D. degree in electrical engineering in 1982.

From 1981 to 1987, Dr. Leung was a Senior Member of Technical Staff and satellite system specialist at MPR Teltech Ltd., Canada. In 1988, he was a Lecturer in the Department of Electronics at the Chinese University of Hong Kong. He returned to UBC as a faculty member in 1989, and held the positions of Professor and TELUS Mobility Research Chair in Advanced Telecommunications Engineering in the Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering when he retired at the end of 2018 and became a Professor Emeritus. Since Mar. 2019, he has been appointed as a Distinguished Professor in the College of Computer Science and Software Engineering at Shenzhen University, China. Dr. Leung has co-authored more than 1200 journal articles and conference papers, 43 book chapters, and coedited 14 book titles. Several of his papers had been selected for best paper awards. His research interests are in the broad areas of wireless networks and mobile systems.

Dr. Leung is a registered Professional Engineer in the Province of British Columbia, Canada. He is a Fellow of the Royal Society of Canada, the Engineering Institute of Canada, and the Canadian Academy of Engineering. He was a Distinguished Lecturer of the IEEE Communications Society. He is serving on the editorial boards of the IEEE Transactions on Green Communications and Networking, IEEE Transactions on Cloud Computing, IEEE Access, IEEE Network, Computer Communications, and several other journals, and has previously served on the editorial boards of the IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications - Wireless Communications Series and Series on Green Communications and Networking, IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, IEEE Transactions on Computers, IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, and Journal of Communications and Networks. He has guest-edited many journal special issues, and provided leadership to the organizing committees and technical program committees of numerous conferences and workshops. He received the IEEE Vancouver Section Centennial Award, the 2011 UBC Killam Research Prize, the 2017 Canadian Award for Telecommunications Research, the 2018 IEEE TCGCC Distinguished Technical Achievement Recognition Award, and the 2018 ACM MSWiM Reginald Fessenden Award. He co-authored papers that won the 2017 IEEE ComSoc Fred W. Ellersick Prize, the 2017 IEEE Systems Journal Best Paper Award, the 2018 IEEE CSIM Best Journal Paper Award and the 2019 IEEE TCGCC Best Journal Paper Award. He is named in the current Clarivate Analytics list of "Highly Cited Researchers".

Pak-chung Ching received the B. Eng. (1st Class Honors) and Ph.D. degrees from the University of Liverpool, UK, in 1977 and 1981 respectively. From 1981 to 1982, he was Research Officer at the University of Bath, UK. In 1982, Prof. Ching returned to Hong Kong and joined the then Hong Kong Polytechnic as a lecturer. Since 1984, he has been with the Department of Electronic Engineering of the Chinese University of Hong Kong (CUHK), where he is currently Choh-Ming Li Professor of Electronic Engineering. He was Department Chairman from 1995 to 1997, Dean of Engineering from 1997 to 2003 and Head of Shaw College from 2004 to 2008. He became Director of the Shun Hing Institute of Advanced Engineering in 2004. From 2006 till end of 2014, Prof Ching was appointed as Pro-Vice-Chancellor/Vice-President of CUHK. Between 2013 to 2014, Prof. Ching also took up the Directorship of the CUHK Shenzhen Research Institute. Prof. Ching is very active in promoting professional activities, both in Hong Kong and overseas. He was a council member of the Institution of Electrical Engineers (IEE), past chairman of the IEEE Hong Kong Section, an associate editor of the IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing from 1997 to 2000 and IEEE Signal Processing Letters from 2001 to 2003. He was also a member of the Technical Committee of the IEEE Signal Processing Society from 1996 to 2004. He was appointed Editor-in-Chief of the HKIE Transactions between 2001 and 2004. He has been an Honorary Member of the editorial committee for Journal of Data Acquisition and Processing since 2000. Prof. Ching has been instrumental in organizing many international conferences in Hong Kong including the 1997 IEEE International Symposium on Circuits and Systems where he was the Vice-Chairman. He also served as Technical Program Co-Chair of the 2003 and 2016 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing. Prof Ching was awarded the IEEE Third Millennium Award in 2000 and the HKIE Hall of Fame in 2010. In addition, Prof. Ching also plays an active role in community services. He was awarded the Silver Bauhinia Star (SBS) and the Bronze Bauhinia Star (BBS) by the HKSAR Government in 2017 and 2010, respectively, in recognition of his long and distinguished public and community services. He is presently Chairman of the Board of Directors of the Nano and Advanced Materials Institute Limited, Council Member of the Shaw Prize Foundation, as well as a Member of the Museum Advisory Committee (MAC) and the Chairperson of its Science Sub-committee. He is elected as President of the Hong Kong Academy of Engineering Sciences (HKAES) in 2018.