arXiv:2401.00166v1 [cs.IT] 30 Dec 2023

Block-Level MU-MISO Interference Exploitation Precoding: Optimal Structure and Explicit Duality

Junwen Yang, Graduate Student Member, IEEE, Ang Li, Senior Member, IEEE, Xuewen Liao, Member, IEEE, Christos Masouros, Fellow, IEEE, and A. L. Swindlehurst, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—This paper investigates block-level interference exploitation (IE) precoding for multi-user multiple-input singleoutput (MU-MISO) downlink systems. To overcome the need for symbol-level IE precoding to frequently update the precoding matrix, we propose to jointly optimize all the precoders or transmit signals within a transmission block. The resultant precoders only need to be updated once per block, and while not necessarily constant over all the symbol slots, we refer to the technique as block-level slot-variant IE precoding. Through a careful examination of the optimal structure and the explicit duality inherent in block-level power minimization (PM) and signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) balancing (SB) problems, we discover that the joint optimization can be decomposed into subproblems with smaller variable sizes. As a step further, we propose block-level slot-invariant IE precoding by adding a structural constraint on the slot-variant IE precoding to maintain a constant precoder throughout the block. A novel linear precoder for IE is further presented, and we prove that the proposed slot-variant and slotinvariant IE precoding share an identical solution when the number of symbol slots does not exceed the number of users. Numerical simulations demonstrate that the proposed precoders achieve a significant complexity reduction compared against benchmark schemes, without sacrificing performance.

Index Terms—MU-MISO, block-level precoding, symbol-level precoding, power minimization, SINR balancing, interference exploitation.

I. INTRODUCTION

W^{ITH the ever-growing demand for high data rates and}

massive access in wireless communications, independent data streams need to be spatially multiplexed in the same resource block via multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) or multi-user multiple-input single-output (MU-MISO) systems [1]–[3]. Transmit precoding/beamforming is a predominant interference management technology for MIMO communications [4], [5]. Linear precoding methods leverage only

Manuscript received XXXX; revised XXXX. (Corresponding authors: Xuewen Liao; Ang Li.)

J. Yang and A. Li are with the School of Information and Communications Engineering, Faculty of Electronic and Information Engineering, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an, Shaanxi 710049, China (e-mail: jwyang@stu.xjtu.edu.cn; ang.li.2020@xjtu.edu.cn).

X. Liao is with the School of Information and Communications Engineering, Faculty of Electronic and Information Engineering, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an, Shaanxi 710049, China, and also with the National Mobile Communications Research Laboratory, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China (e-mail: yeplos@mail.xjtu.edu.cn).

C. Masouros is with the Department of Electronic and Electrical Engineering, University College London, London WC1E 7JE, U.K. (e-mail: c.masouros@ucl.ac.uk).

A. L. Swindlehurst is with the Center for Pervasive Communications and Computing, University of California, Irvine, CA 92697, USA (e-mail: swindle@uci.edu).

the channel state information (CSI) to design the precoder, assuming the data symbols across different symbol slots are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random variables. For example, zero forcing (ZF) [6] and regularized ZF (RZF) precoding [7] use (regularized) channel inversion to eliminate interference, but the inversion operation results in limited communication performance. There are also nonlinear precoding methods such as dirty-paper precoding (DPC) [8], Tomlinson-Harashima precoding (THP) [5], and vector perturbation (VP) precoding [9], where the precoded signal is a nonlinear combination of the data symbols. The complexity of the above nonlinear precoding methods limit however their practical implementation [5], [8], [9].

To improve interference management, optimal linear precoding has been proposed, which models the precoding task as an optimization problem. A variety of optimization techniques have been investigated to seek solutions under different optimality criteria. Power minimization (PM) linear precoding can minimize the transmit power while guaranteeing given quality of service (QoS) conditions, which is commonly expressed in terms of signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) constraints [10], [11]. SINR balancing (SB) linear precoding aims to provide fairness among users by maximizing the minimum SINR of all the users in the system, usually subject to a transmit power constraint [12], [13].

The aforementioned interference management methods treat the interference as a harmful component that should be eliminated. However, recent studies on IE have provided the novel insight that the multiuser interference is beneficial when it is constructive, and can be exploited to improve detection performance. This technique is also referred to as constructive interference (CI) precoding [14]–[19]. IE precoding is data symbol dependent, and the precoder is commonly updated on a symbol-by-symbol basis, so it is often referred to as symbollevel precoding (SLP) [17], [19]–[25]. Recently, the idea of IE via SLP has been studied in various emerging wireless communication fields, such as reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) [26], [27], low-resolution digital-to-analog converters (DACs) [28], [29], and integrated sensing and communications (ISAC) [30], [31].

As promising as the symbol-level IE precoding is, its need to update the precoder in each symbol slot imposes implementation challenges that originate from the SLP design criteria. Based on this observation, a block-level transmit power constrained SB IE precoding algorithm was proposed in [32], where a constant IE precoder is designed for an entire transmission block/frame.

Given that the precoded symbol-level IE signal can be viewed as a nonlinear combination of data symbols on the block level, SLP is commonly classified as nonlinear precoding [33]. The CI-BLP proposed in [32] offers a potential linear method for IE precoding, since it designs a unified constant precoder for a collection of data symbols over a transmission block. However, the work of [32] primarily concentrates on the SB problem and specifically addresses the scenario where the number of symbol slots exceeds the number of users. It thus does not provide proofs for the generic existence of linear precoding for IE.

To further exploit the potential of block-level optimizations for IE, in this paper we propose block-level slot-variant and slot-invariant IE precoding for both PM and SB problems. Here, ”block-level” refers to the fact that the precoding optimization is solved once per block, while ”slot-variant” indicates that the precoding solution can be considered as a time-varying linear transformation of the data symbols. The main contributions of this paper are summarized below:

• Block-Level Slot-Variant IE Precoding: We propose block-level PM and weighted SB slot-variant IE precoders. In a single transmission block/frame, multiple precoders or equivalently transmit signals are optimized with block-level performance metrics. The optimal structure of the precoders is derived for both PM and (weighted) SB problems. We further prove that the blocklevel PM slot-variant IE precoding and the PM-SLP share the same optimal solution, and the relationship between SB slot-variant IE precoding and SB-SLP is also derived.

• Block-Level Slot-Invariant IE Precoding: By introducing a structural constraint on the slot-invariant IE precoding matrix, we obtain PM and weighted SB IE precoders that are invariant across the symbol slots within a transmission block/frame, and hence become block-level slot-invariant IE precoders. Their optimal structure is revealed by deriving the Lagrangian dual problems, while a novel explicit duality is revealed in the proof of the solutions to the two slot-invariant IE precoding problems.

• Existence of Linear Precoding for IE: On the premise that the number of symbol slots does not exceed the number of users, we prove the existence of a constant precoder over different symbol slots for arbitrary precoding, and reveal that the IE gain can be achieved by a linear precoder. This is contrary to the common assumption that IE precoders must be calculated in each symbol slot to fully exploit the multiuser interference.

Extensive numerical simulations are conducted to demonstrate the superiority of the proposed block-level slot-variant and slot-invariant IE precoding. The simulations also validate our derivations of the optimality of the linear precoder.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the system model and preliminaries. Section III presents the block-level PM/SB slot-variant IE precoding. Section IV investigates the block-level PM and weighted SB slot-invariant IE precoding. Section V proposes the novel linear precoder for IE. Section VI presents the numerical results, and Section VII concludes the paper.

Notation: Scalars, vectors, and matrices are denoted by plain lower-case, bold lower-case, and bold capital letters, respectively. (·)^T , (·)^H , and (·)^{−1} denote transpose, conjugate transpose, and inverse operators, respectively. C^{M ×N} and R^{M×N} denote the sets of M × N matrices with complex and real entries, respectively. |·| represents the absolute value of a real scalar or the modulus of a complex scalar. ‖·‖ denotes the Euclidean norm of a vector or spectral norm of a matrix. ℜ{·} and ℑ{·} respectively denote the real part and imaginary part of a complex input. ⪰ denotes element-wise inequality. 0, 1, and I represent respectively, the all-zeros vector, the all-ones vector, and the identity matrix. ⊘ denotes the element-wise division. diag{·} returns a diagonal matrix with the entries of the input vector on the main diagonal.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

A. System Model

We consider a time-division duplex (TDD) MU-MISO downlink system with N_t transmit antennas and N_r singleantenna users. Assume the channel is constant over a transmission block/frame, which consists of N_s symbol slots. The received signal ỹ_{k,i} at the k-th user in the i-th symbol slot can be represented as

ỹ_{k,i} = h̃^T_k w̃^k_i s̃_{k,i}

desired signal + N_r∑

g=1,g≠k h̃^T_k w̃^g_i s̃_{g,i}

interference + z̃_{k,i} noise

= h̃^T_k W̃_is̃_{:,i} + z̃_{k,i} = h̃^T_k x̃_i + z̃_{k,i}, (1)

where h̃_k ∈ C^{Nt} represents the channel between the transmitter and the k-th user; s̃_{k,i} and z̃_{k,i} ∼ CN (0, σ^2) denote the modulated data symbol and the additive white Gaussian noise of the k-th user in the i-th symbol slot; W̃_i ≜ [ w̃^1_i · · · w̃^{Nr}_i ] ∈ C^{Nt ×Nr} , s̃_{:,i} ≜ [s̃_{k,i}, · · · , s̃_{Nr ,i}]^T , and x̃_i ≜ W̃_is̃_{:,i} denote the precoder, the data symbol vector, and the precoded transmit signal in the i-th symbol slot, respectively. We assume phase-shift keying (PSK) signaling in this paper, but the IE design can be readily extended to quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM) [32], [34]. The term ‘precoding technique’ or ‘precoder design’ refers to the computation of the precoder W̃_i, and it can also mean the direct computation of the transmit signal vector x̃_i. Given the transmit signal vector x̃_i and any data symbol vector s̃_{:,i}, the precoder W̃_i can be obtained by the following expression [34]:

W̃_i = x̃_i s̃^{H:,i} s̃^H_{:,i}s̃_{:,i}

. (2)

The precoding matrix varies with the symbol slots when slot-variant BLP or SLP is adopted. When slot-invariant BLP is employed at the transmitter, a constant precoding matrix will be used to precode all the N_r × N_s data symbols transmitted in one transmission block/frame. In such cases, we omit the subscript of the block-level slot-invariant precoder, i.e., W̃_i = W̃_{j≠i} = W̃.

Fig. 1. Geometric interpretation of IE for a generic M-PSK constellation.

B. Interference Exploitation

The interference term ∑_{Nr} g=1,g≠k h̃ T k W̃_is̃_{g,i} in (1) is often treated as noise to be eliminated or suppressed. On the contrary, with the aid of CSI and knowledge of the data symbols, IE precoding manages to convert the interference part of the received signal into CI by optimizing the noiseless received signal [18]. To measure the quality of service (QoS) of a specific IE precoding technique, we introduce the instantaneous SINR of the k-th user in the i-th symbol slot as SINR_{k,i} ≜ |^{h̃Tk x̃i}| 2 σ^2 [18], which can also be viewed as an

indirect indicator of the degree of IE.

It should be noted that the instantaneous SINR is effective only when the interference is exploited and the noiseless received signal is pushed deeper into the detection region. Fig. 1 gives a geometric interpretation of the idea of IE for a generic M-PSK constellation, where −→ OS = s̃_{k,i}, −→ OA = √γ_{k,i}σs̃_{k,i}, and −−→OB = h̃_{Tk} x̃_i denote the data symbol, the

nominal received data symbol with instantaneous SINR threshold SINR_{k,i} ≥ γ_{k,i} |s̃_{k,i}|^2, and the noiseless received signal, respectively. We can observe that as long as the noiseless received signal −−→ OB lies in the CI region, IE is achieved with a certain SINR threshold. Leveraging the method proposed in [34], we orthogonally decompose −−→ OB along the direction of −→ OS, then we have −−→ OB = −−→ OC + −−→ CB, where −−→ CB intersects with the nearest CI region boundary at point D. In this way, we can readily formulate the condition for the received signal to be located in the CI region as | | | −−→ CD | | | ≥ | | | −−→ CB | | |. After some transformations, the CI constraints for the IE system can be written in terms of the instantaneous SINR threshold as [18]

ℜ { ĥ^T_k x̃_i } − | | |ℑ { ĥT_k x̃_i }| | tan^π_M ≥ √ γ_{k,i}σ, ∀k, (3) where ĥ^T_k ≜^{h̃Tk}_{s̃k,i} . Since the instantaneous SINR thresholds are incorporated into the CI constraints, we use the terms SINR constraints and CI constraints interchangeably in this paper.

III. BLOCK-LEVEL SLOT-VARIANT INTERFERENCE-EXPLOITATION PRECODER In this section, we propose a slot-variant IE precoder that only needs to compute the precoders or transmit signal vectors once per transmission block/frame while coherently considering the communication performance for all the symbol slots. Moreover, the proposed block-level optimizations can achieve long-term operation, instead of focusing only on the short-term symbol-level design metrics.

A. PM Slot-Variant IE Precoder

To design a slot-variant IE precoder for the PM problem, the transmitter aims to minimize the block-level transmit power while satisfying the prescribed SINR constraints for the noiseless received signal of all the N_r users over each symbol slot. Therefore, the symbol-level transmit power objective function in the PM-SLP problem mentioned in [18] is relaxed to blocklevel transmit power. This allows for a joint optimization of the precoder over a collection of symbol slots within a transmission block. It can be formulated in each transmission block as

min_{{x̃i}} N_s∑

i=1 ‖x̃_i‖^2

s.t. ℜ { ĥ^T_k x̃_i } − | | |ℑ { ĥT_k x̃_i }| | tan^π_M ≥ √ γ_{k,i}σ, ∀k, ∀i. (4) The formulation in (4) is a linearly constrained quadratic programming problem, and thus is convex. Although it can be solved using standard optimization tools like CVX, efficiently addressing it with customized algorithms poses challenges. The first and foremost obstacle is the complex-valued optimization variables and sophisticated constraint structure. Therefore we reformulate problem (4) into a real-valued equivalent form with explicit linear constraints: min_{{xi}} N_s∑

i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 s.t. TŜ_iHx_i ⪰ b_i, ∀i, (5)

where

x_i ≜ [ ℜ {x̃_i} ℑ {x̃_i} ] ∈ R^{2Nt} , ∀i, (6a) T ≜ [ I −^1_{tan} π_M I 1 tan^π_M I I ] ∈ R^{2Nr ×2Nr} , (6b)

Ŝ_i ≜ ℜ { S̃_i } −ℑ { S̃_i } ℑ { S̃_i } ℜ { S̃_i } ∈ R^{2N}r^{×2N}r , ∀i, (6c) S̃_i ≜diag {1 ⊘ s̃_{:,i}} ∈ R^Nr^{×N}r , ∀i, (6d) H ≜ ℜ { H̃ } −ℑ { H̃ } ℑ { H̃ } ℜ { H̃ } ∈ R^{2N}r^{×2N}t , (6e) H̃ ≜ [h̃_1 · · · h̃_{Ns} ]^T ∈ R^Nr^{×N}t , (6f)

b_i ≜ [~ b^T_i b̃^T_i ]_T ∈ R^{2Nr} , ∀i, (6g) b̃_i ≜ [√γ_{1,i}σ · · · √γ_{Nr ,i}σ]^T ∈ R^Nr , ∀i. (6h)

The real-valued PM problem for the slot-variant IE precoder has a simplified structure compared with the complex-valued one. It is however still not trivial to obtain the optimal solution due to the irregular polyhedral feasible region in (5). Since its convexity guarantees that the duality gap is zero, we can derive the optimal solution structure of (5) by further formulating its dual problem and leveraging Lagrangian duality.

B. Optimal Structure for PM Slot-Variant IE Precoder To derive the optimal precoder structure, we first write the Lagrangian function of (5): L ({x_i} , {λ_i}) ≜ N_s∑

i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 + λ^T_i ( b_i − TŜ_iHx_i ) , (7)

where λ_i is the Lagrangian dual variable associated with the CI constraints in the i-th symbol slot. The Karush-Kuhn- Tucker (KKT) optimal conditions are given by

TŜ_iHx_i ⪰b_i, ∀i, (8) λ_i ⪰0, ∀i, (9) λ_{i,k} ( b_i − TŜ_iHx_i ) k =0, ∀k, ∀i, (10) ∂L ({x_i} , {λ_i}) ∂x_i =0, ∀i, (11) where λ_{i,k} and ( b_i − TŜ_iHx_i ) k denote the k-th entry of λ_i

and b_i − TŜ_iHx_i, respectively. From (11) we have

2x_i − H^T T^T Ŝ^T_i λ_i = 0, ∀i. (12)

Therefore, the optimal solution of (5) is given by

x_i = 1 2 H^T T^T Ŝ^T_i λ_i, ∀i. (13)

The dual problem of (5) is to maximize the dual function, i.e., g ({λ_i}) ≜ min_{{xi}} L ({x_i} , {λ_i}), subjected to nonnegative constraints. It can be written as:

max_{{λi}} min_{{xi}} L ({x_i} , {λ_i}) s.t. λ_i ⪰ 0, ∀i. (14)

By substituting the optimal solution structure (13) into the above dual problem, we can reformulate it in the following form: min_{{λi}} N_s∑

i=1 1 4 λ^T_i Ŝ_iTHH^T T^T Ŝ^T_i λ_i − λ^T_i b_i

s.t. λ_i ⪰ 0, ∀i. (15)

This problem is much simpler than the original problem in (5). Since the polyhedral constraints are transferred to simple nonnegative constraints.

C. SB Slot-Variant IE Precoder

In designing a block-level slot-variant IE precoder for the SB problem, we aim to attain fairness among all the users over a transmission block by balancing the instantaneous received SINR. It can be seen from Fig. 1 that the aforementioned rationale can be interpreted as maximizing the minimum amplitude of −→ OA over N_s symbol slots, which is formulated as an optimization problem on the precoding matrix in (16) at the top of the next page.

Since handling such a max-min problem is difficult, we recast it as a maximization problem by introducing an auxiliary variable t. The new problem can be formulated as: max {x̃_i}, t t

s.t. ℜ { ĥ^T_k x̃_i } − | |ℑ { ĥT_k x̃_i }| | tan^π_M ≥ t √ γ_{k,i}σ, ∀k, ∀i, N_s∑

i=1 ‖x̃_i‖^2 ≤ N_s∑

i=1 p_i, (17)

where p_i denotes the transmit power budget for the i-th symbol slot, and ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i denotes the block-level transmit power budget. With a slight abuse of notation, we will let 1 √γ_{k,i} denote the square root of the weight applied to SINRk,i

in the context of the weighted SB problem. Similar to our manipulations on the PM problem, we again reformulate the above problem into a real-valued form: min {x_i},t − t s.t. TŜ_iHx_i ⪰ tb_i, ∀i, N_s∑

i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 ≤ N_s∑

i=1 p_i, (18)

where the definitions follow those in (6). This is a quadratically constrained linear programming problem, and thus is convex.

Proposition 1: The block level transmit power constraint in (18) is active when optimality is achieved, i.e., N_s∑

i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 = N_s∑

i=1 p_i. (19)

Proof: Assume the above proposition does not hold, then the optimal solution satisfies ∑_{Ns} i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 ≤ ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i. We can always find a feasible solution {ẋ_i} = α {x_i} , α ≥ 1, such that TŜ_iHẋ_i ⪰ αtb_i, ∀i, which contradicts the optimality of t. In the next subsection, we will derive the optimal solution structure and formulate the Lagrangian dual problem.

D. Optimal Structure for SB Slot-Variant IE Precoder

The Lagrangian function of (18) is defined by L ({x_i} , {λ_i} , μ) ≜ − t + N_s∑

i=1 λ^T_i ( tb_i − TŜ_iHx_i )

+ μ (_{Ns} ∑ i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 − N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) , (20)

where λ_i is the Lagrangian dual variable associated with the CI constraints in the i-th symbol slot, and μ is the Lagrangian dual variable associated with the block-level transmit power constraint.

max_{{x̃i}} min_{k,i} arg min 1 √γ_{k,i}σ ℜ { ĥ^T_k x̃_i } − ℑ { ĥT_k x̃_i } tan^π_M , 1√ γ_{k,i}σ ℜ { ĥ^T_k x̃_i } + ℑ { ĥT_k x̃_i } tan^π_M

s.t. N_s∑

i=1 ‖x̃_i‖^2 ≤ N_s∑

i=1 p_i (16)

To derive the Lagrangian dual problem, we write the KKT optimal conditions below:

TŜ_iHx_i ⪰tb_i, ∀i, (21) N_s∑

i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 ≤ N_s∑

i=1 p_i, (22) λ_i ⪰0, ∀i, (23) μ ≥0, (24) λ_{i,k} ( tb_i − TŜ_iHx_i ) k =0, ∀k, ∀i, (25) μ (_{Ns} ∑ i=1 ‖x_i‖^2 − N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) =0, (26) ∂L ({x_i} , {λ_i} , μ) ∂x_i =0, ∀i, (27) ∂L ({x_i} , {λ_i} , μ) ∂t =0, (28)

where λ_{i,k} and ( tb_i − TŜ_iHx_i ) k denote the k-th entry of

λ_i and t1 − TŜ_iHx_i, respectively. From Proposition 1, we see that the block-level transmit power constraint cannot be ignored, therefore μ ≠ 0. Then based on the stationarity condition in (27), we can directly write the optimal solution structure for the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder as:

x_i = 1 2μ H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_i, ∀i. (29)

We can subsequently write the dual function as: g ({λ_i} , μ) ≜ min_{{xi}} L ({x_i} , t, {λ_i} , μ) = − 1 4μ N_s∑

i=1 λ^T_i TŜ_iHH^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_i − μ N_s∑

i=1 p_i. (30)

Substituting the optimal solution structure (29) into (19), we can write μ in terms of {λ_i} as:

μ = ∑_{Ns} i=1 λ^T_i TŜ_iHH^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_i 4 ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i . (31)

Therefore, the optimal solution structure for the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder in (29) turns out to be:

x_i = ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ∑_{Ns} i=1 λ^T_i TŜ_iHH^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_i

H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_i, ∀i. (32)

By substituting (31) into (30), the dual variable μ therein can be eliminated. Thus the dual function can be reformulated as: g ({λ_i}) ≜ min_{{xi}} L ({x_i} , t, {λ_i} , μ)

= − N^s ∑ j=1 p_j N_s∑

i=1 λ^T_i TŜ_iHH^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_i. (33)

Since the square root function is monotonic, the dual problem of (18) can be expressed as: min_{{λi}} N_s∑

i=1 λ^T_i TŜ_iHH^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_i

s.t. λ_i ⪰ 0, ∀i, N_s∑

i=1 b^T_i λ_i − 1 = 0. (34)

E. Relationship to Traditional PM/SB-SLP

In this subsection, we begin by proving that the block-level PM slot-variant IE precoding and PM-SLP share an identical optimal solution, then present the explicit duality between block-level PM and SB slot-variant IE precoders, based on which we investigate the connections between block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder and the conventional SB-SLP in [18].

In the i-th symbol slot, the PM-SLP approach designs the transmit signal x̃_i using [18]:

min_{x̃i} ‖x̃_i‖^2

s.t. ℜ { ĥ^T_k x̃_i } − | | |ℑ { ĥT_k x̃_i }| | tan^π_M ≥ √ γ_{k,i}σ, ∀k. (35) We summarize the connections between the proposed blocklevel PM slot-variant IE precoder and the existing PM-SLP in the following theorem.

Theorem 1: The block-level PM slot-variant IE precoder (4) and the PM-SLP precoder (35) have identical optimal solutions and precoding matrices in each symbol slot.

Proof: Note that in (4), the constraints on x̃_i are independent of the choice of other x̃_j , ∀j ≠ i, and the contributions of each x̃_i to the criterion function do not dependent on the other x̃_j , ∀j ≠ i. Therefore, we can decompose the block-level PM slot-variant IE precoding problem (4) into N_s subproblems over the symbol slots and solve them independently, which means that the optimal solutions to the problem for blocklevel PM slot-variant IE precoder and PM-SLP problem are identical.

The weighted SB-SLP problem in the i-th symbol slot can be formulated as [18], [34] max_{x̃i,ti} t_i

s.t. ℜ { ĥ^T_k x̃_i } − | | |ℑ { ĥT_k x̃_i }| | tan^π_M ≥ t_i √ γ_{k,i}σ, ∀k, ‖x̃_i‖^2 ≤ p_i. (36)

Before investigating the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder’s relationship to SB-SLP, let us review the explicit duality for PM/SB-SLP.

Lemma 1 (Duality for Symbol-Level IE Precoding [34]): The PM-SLP problem (35) and the SB-SLP problem (36) are dual problems. Let x^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) and p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) ≜ ‖x^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) ‖^2 denote the optimal solution and the optimal value of the PM-SLP problem (35) given {γ_{k,i}}, respectively. Then the counterparts for the SB-SLP problem (36), x^{SB}_i ({γ_{k,i}} , p_i) and μ^{SB}_i ({γ_{k,i}} , p_i), are given by

x̃^{SB}_i ({γ_{k,i}} , p_i) = √ p_i p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) x̃^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) , (37) t^{SB}_i ({γ_{k,i}} , p_i) = √ p_i p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) . (38)

and vice versa as x̃^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) = 1 t^{SB}_i ({γ_{k,i}} , p_i) x̃^{SB}_i ({γ_{k,i}} , p_i) , (39) p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) = p_i ( t^{SB}_i ({γ_{k,i}} , p_i) )_2 . (40)

Proof: A detailed proof can be found in [34]. A useful explicit duality for the block-level slot-variant IE precoders can be subsequently demonstrated below.

Theorem 2 (Duality for Block-Level Slot-Variant IE Precoding): The block-level PM slot-variant IE precoder in (4) and the SB slot-variant IE precoder in (17) are dual problems. Let { x̃^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) } and ∑_{Ns} i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) ≜ ∑_{Ns} i=1 ‖x̃^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) ‖^2 denote the optimal solution and the optimal value of the block-level PM slot-variant IE precoding problem (4) given {γ_{k,i}}, respectively. Then the counterparts for the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoding problem (17), { x̃^{SB}_i ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i )} and t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ) , are determined as

x̃^{SB}_i ( {γ_{k,i}} , N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) = ∑^{Ns}_{i=1} p_i ∑_{Ns} i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) × x̃^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) , ∀i, (41) t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) = ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ∑_{Ns} i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) . (42) and vice versa as x̃^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) = 1 t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ) ×

x̃^{SB}_i ( {γ_{k,i}} , N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) , ∀i, (43) N_s∑

i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) = ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ( t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ))_2 . (44)

Proof: The proof is similar to that of Lemma 1 and is therefore omitted.

Theorem 3: The optimal solutions to the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder in (17) and the SB-SLP problem (36) are symbol-level scaled versions of each other. Let x̃^{BL}_i and x̃^{SL}_i be the solutions in the i-th symbol slot to the blocklevel SB slot-variant IE precoding problem (17) and the SB- SLP problem (36), respectively. These solutions are related as follows:

x̃^{BL}_i = 1 t_i ∑_{Ns} j=1 p_j ∑_{Ns} j=1 p_j t^2_j

x̃^{SL}_i , ∀i, (45)

x̃^{SL}_i = √ p_i ‖ ‖x̃BL_i ‖ ‖^2 x̃^{BL}_i , ∀i. (46)

Proof: From Theorem 2, we see that the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder in (17) is a scaled version of the block-level PM slot-variant IE precoder in (4). Together with Theorem 1, it follows that the block-level SB slotvariant IE precoder in (17) is a power scaled version of the optimal solution to the PM-SLP problem (35). From Lemma 1, we further conclude that the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder in (17) is a symbol-level scaled version of the optimal solution to the SB-SLP problem (36), and vice versa. The rest of this proof addresses (45) and (46).

Based on Lemma 1, the optimal transmit power of the PM- SLP problem is p^{P M}_i = p_i, and the optimal auxiliary variable of the SB-SLP problem is t^{SB}_i = 1. Therefore the minimum instantaneous received SINRs in each symbol slot { t^{SB}_i } are identical and equal to 1 in this case.

Given an arbitrary block-level transmit power budget, the optimal solution to the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoding problem (17) can be derived from the optimal solution to the SB-SLP problem (36) by normalizing the minimum instantaneous received SINRs to the same level, i.e., multiplying by 1 t_i , and subsequently rescaling the transmit power to satisfy

the block-level transmit power constraint by multiplying by √_{∑Ns} j=1 p_j ∑_{Ns} j=1 pj t2j . Conversely, the optimal solution to the SB-SLP

problem (36) can be obtained by rescaling the block-level SB slot-variant IE precoder such that it satisfies the symbol-level transmit power constraint.

IV. BLOCK-LEVEL SLOT-INVARIANT INTERFERENCE-EXPLOITATION PRECODER To find a further compromise between performance and complexity, we design block-level PM and SB slot-invariant

IE precoders in this section.

A. PM Slot-Invariant IE Precoder

The goal of the PM slot-invariant IE precoder is to minimize the block-level transmit power while adhering to CI constraints. In comparison to the PM slot-variant IE precoder design, this approach involves shifting the optimization variable from slot-variant IE precoders to a unified slot-invariant IE precoder. The optimization problem for the PM slot-invariant IE precoder is given by

min_{W̃} N_s∑

i=1 ‖ ‖W̃s̃:,i ‖ ‖^2

s.t. ℜ { ĥ^T_k W̃s̃_{:,i} } − | | |ℑ { ĥT_k W̃s̃_{:,i} }| | tan^π_M ≥ √ γ_{k,i}σ, ∀k, ∀i, (47)

This problem is a linear constrained quadratic programming, and thus can be solved by off-the-shelf convex optimizers.

To rewrite the complex-valued problem in (47), we introduce the following set of real-valued matrices: W ≜ ℜ { W̃ } −ℑ { W̃ } ℑ { W̃ } ℜ { W̃ } ∈ R^{2N}t^{×2N}r , (48a)

W ≜ [ ℜ { W̃ } −ℑ { W̃ }] ∈ R^{Nt ×2Nr} , (48b) P_1 ≜ [ I 0 ] ∈ R^{2Nt ×Nt} , (48c) P_2 ≜ [ 0 I ] ∈ R^{2Nt ×Nt} , (48d) P_3 ≜ [ 0 I −I 0 ] ∈ R^{2Nr ×2Nr} . (48e) It is easy to verify that

W =P_1W + P_2WP_3, (49) P^T_1 P_1 =P^T_2 P_2 = I, (50) P^T_1 P_2 =P^T_2 P_1 = 0. (51)

We are now prepared to formulate the real-valued problem that corresponds to the complex-valued problem for the PM slot-invariant IE precoder (47): min W,W N_s∑

i=1 ‖Ws_{:,i}‖^2

s.t. TŜ_iHWs_{:,i} ⪰ b_i, ∀i, W = P_1W + P_2WP_3. (52)

The matrix constraint W = P_1W +P_2WP_3 is introduced to ensure that the optimal real-valued precoder W arranges the real and imaginary parts of the complex-valued precoder W̃ as defined in (48). This problem can be simplified by eliminating the variable matrix W:

min_W N_s∑

i=1 ‖ ‖(P_1W + P_2WP_3) s_{:,i} ‖ ‖^2

s.t. TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 ) s_{:,i} ⪰ b_i, ∀i. (53)

It can be seen that the above problem preserves the quadratic objective function and linear constraints of (47). However, directly handling this problem is complicated due to the highdimensional optimization variable W and the underlying matrix structure constraint. To address this, we will examine the problem from a Lagrangian dual perspective in the following subsections.

B. Optimal Structure for PM Slot-Invariant IE Precoder To formulate the Lagrangian dual problem, we begin by writing the Lagrangian function associated with (53) as follows: L ( W, { λ_i }) ≜ N_s∑

i=1 ‖ ‖(P_1W + P_2WP_3) s_{:,i} ‖ ‖^2 +λ^T_i [ b_i − TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 ) s_{:,i} ] , (54)

where λ_i is the non-negative Lagrange dual variable vector or Lagrange multiplier associated with the CI constraints TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 ) s_{:,i} ⪰ b_i in the i-th symbol slot.

From the convexity of (53), the duality gap is zero. When the primal variable W and dual variable {λ_i} achieve optimality, the following KKT conditions must be satisfied:

TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 ) s_{:,i} ⪰b_i, ∀i, (55) λ_i ⪰0, ∀i, (56) λ_{i,k} [ TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 )] k,: s_{:,i} =λ_{i,k}b_{i,k}, ∀k, ∀i, (57) ∂L ( W, { λ_i }) ∂W =0, (58)

where λ_{i,k} and [ TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 )] k,: respectively denote the k-th component of λ_i and the k-th row of TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 ) . The stationarity condition in (58) can be attained by setting the partial derivative of L ( W, { λ_i }) with respect to the primal variable W to zero: N_s∑

i=1 2W ( s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} + P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 ) − P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_is^T_{:,i}

−P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_is^T_{:,i}P^T_3 = 0. (59)

When N_s ≥ N_r, the rank of matrix ∑_{Ns} i=1 s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} + P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 is 2N_r, indicating that it is non-singular. With this information, the optimal solution of the real-valued PM problem (53) is given by W = ∑_{Ns} i=1 P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_is^T_{:,i} + P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_is^T_{:,i}P^T_3 2 ∑_{Ns} i=1 s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} + P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 . (60)

The KKT conditions indicate that the optimal primal variable can optimize the Lagrangian function L ( W, { λ_i }) at the zero derivative point. Having obtained the optimal solution in (60), we can substitute it into the Lagrangian function to eliminate the primal variable W. This process allows us to obtain the dual function, as given by Proposition 2 below.

Proposition 2: Assuming that N_s ≥ N_r, the dual function of the problem for the PM slot-invariant IE precoder (53) is given by g (λ) ≜ − 1 4 λ^T Uλ + λ^T b. (61)

Proof: See Appendix A.

As a result, we obtain the dual problem for the PM slotinvariant IE precoder (53) as follows:

min_λ 1 4 λ^T Uλ − b^T λ s.t. λ ⪰ 0. (62)

Compared with the primal problem in (53), the structure of the dual problem in (62) is much simpler. First, the two problems have different optimization variables. By deriving the dual problem, we reduce the dimension of the optimization variable from 2N_sN_t × 2N_sN_r to 2N_sN_r. Second, although both problems are linearly constrained quadratic programming problems, the non-negative constraints in the dual problem are easier to handle compared to the polyhedral constraints in the primal problem.

In the scenario where N_s < N_r, the rank of matrix ∑_{Ns} i=1 s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} + P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 is 2N_s and thus it is singular. A unique Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse can be used to replace the matrix inverse of ∑_{Ns} i=1 s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} + P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 in the above optimal structure and dual problem.

C. SB Slot-Invariant IE Precoder

Following the previous designs for block-level slot-variant and slot-invariant IE precoders, the slot-invariant IE precoder proposed in this section can also be applied to the weighted SB problem. As a result, the complex-valued optimization problem for the weighted SB slot-invariant IE precoder can be represented as

max_{W̃,t} t

s.t. ℜ { ĥ^T_k W̃s̃_{:,i} } − | | |ℑ { ĥT_k W̃s̃_{:,i} }| | tan^π_M ≥ t √ γ_{k,i}σ, ∀k, ∀i, N_s∑

i=1 ‖ ‖W̃s̃_{:,i} ‖ ‖^2 ≤^{Ns}∑ i=1 p_i. (63)

The real-valued form of (63) can be written as

max_{W,t} t

s.t. TŜ_iH ( P_1W + P_2WP_3 ) s_{:,i} ≥ tb_i, ∀i, N_s∑

i=1 ‖ ‖(P_1W + P_2WP_3) s_{:,i} ‖ ‖^2 ≤ N_s∑

i=1 p_i. (64)

Similar to Proposition 1, the above block-level transmit power constraint is also active as long as optimality is achieved.

When {√ γ_{k,i}σ } equals 1, this problem is equivalent to the optimization problem proposed in [32], referred to as CI- BLP, in which the symbol-scaling CI metric was employed to formulate the problem that maximizes the minimum CI effect of an entire transmission block and subject to a block-level power constraint.

D. Optimal Structure for SB Slot-Invariant IE Precoder For the sake of completeness, we give the optimal solution of the real-valued problem for SB slot-invariant IE precoder below and omit the derivations: W = ∑_{Ns} i=1 P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_is^T_{:,i} + P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_i T^T λ_is^T_{:,i}P^T_3 2μ ∑_{Ns} i=1 s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} + P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 , (65) where μ =^1_2 √_{λT Uλ} ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i . Following a procedure similar to that in Section III-D and Section IV-B, the dual problem of (64) can be shown to be

min_λ λ^T Uλ s.t. λ ⪰ 0, b^T λ − 1 = 0. (66)

E. Duality Between PM and SB Slot-Invariant IE Precoders In this subsection, we investigate the properties of the PM and SB slot-invariant IE precoding problems, and extend the explicit duality for block-level slot-variant IE precoding proposed in Section III-E to slot-invariant IE precoding.

Let W̃^{P M} ({γ_{k,i}}) and ∑_{Ns} i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) ≜ ∑_{Ns} i=1 ‖ ‖W̃_{P M} ({γ_{k,i}}) s̃_{:,i} ‖ ‖^2 denote the optimal solution

and objective value of the block-level PM slotinvariant IE precoding problem (47) given {γ_{k,i}}. W̃SB ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ) and t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ) are the optimal counterparts for the block-level SB slot-invariant IE precoding problem (63) given {γ_{k,i}} and ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i.

Theorem 4 (Duality for Block-Level Slot-Invariant IE Precoding): The block-level PM slot-invariant IE precoder in (47) and SB slot-invariant IE precoder in (63) are dual problems. The explicit duality between them can be expressed as W̃^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) = ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ∑_{Ns} i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) × W̃^{P M} ({γ_{k,i}}) , ∀i, (67) t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) = ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ∑_{Ns} i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) . (68)

and vice versa as

W̃^{P M} ({γ_{k,i}}) = 1 t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ) ×

W̃^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , N_s∑

i=1 p_i ) , ∀i, (69) N_s∑

i=1 p^{P M}_i ({γ_{k,i}}) = ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ( t^{SB} ( {γ_{k,i}} , ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i ))_2 . (70)

Proof: Verbatim to the proof of Theorem 1 in [34].

V. LINEAR PRECODER FOR INTERFERENCE EXPLOITATION In this section, we present an in-depth investigation on the existence of a linear precoder for IE. Additionally, we demonstrate the intrinsic connections between the block-level precoders proposed in this paper and the conventional linear precoder. Furthermore, we propose a novel linear precoder under the assumption that the number of symbol slots does not exceed the number of users. Under this assumption, we can equivalently decompose the slot-invariant IE precoding problem into subproblems over each symbol slot.

We also highlight that the linear precoder can be used to estimate the data symbols in a variety of practical multi-antenna systems. A notable example is the QR-maximum likelihood detector (QR-MLD), which estimates the data symbols at the receiver side by performing QR decomposition of the product of the channel matrix and the linear precoder [35], [36].

When SLP or BLP is adopted to design the transmit signal, all the N_r ×N_s received signals within one transmission block can be compactly aggregated in one matrix, which can be written as

Ỹ = H̃W̃S̃ + Ñ = H̃X̃ + Ñ, (71)

where

Ỹ ≜ ỹ_{1,1} · · · ỹ_{1,Ns} . . .. . . . ỹ_{Nr,1} · · · ỹ_{Nr ,Ns} ∈ C^{Nr ×Ns} , (72a) H̃ ≜ [h̃_1 · · · h̃_{Nr} ] ∈ C^Nr^{×N}t , (72b) S̃ ≜ [s̃_{:,1} · · · s̃_{:,Ns} ] ∈ C^Nr^{×N}s , (72c)

Ñ ≜ ñ_{1,1} · · · ñ_{1,Ns} . . .. . . . ñ_{Nr ,1} · · · ñ_{Nr ,Ns} ∈ C^{Nr ×Ns} , (72d) X̃ ≜ [x̃_1 · · · x̃_{Ns} ] ∈ C^Nt^{×N}s . (72e)

When N_s ≤ N_r, we can represent the optimal transmit signal matrix as a linear transformation of the data symbols:

X̃ = W̃S̃, (73)

where W̃ = X̃S̃^†. (74)

If S̃ has full column rank, we have

S̃^† = ( S̃^HS̃ )_{−1} S̃^H . (75)

On the other hand, if S̃ is rank-deficient, we can replace S̃^† by the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse matrix of S̃, which can be readily computed using the singular value decomposition of S̃.

The precoder in (74) can be regarded as a unified linear transformation matrix applied to the data symbol vectors {s̃_{:,i}} over the N_s symbol slots. In each symbol slot, the precoded signal or transmit signal can be expressed as

x̃_i = W̃s̃_{:,i}, ∀i. (76)

This linear precoder holds as a general solution, regardless of the construction of the transmit signal matrix X̃. By extending the above linear precoder structure to IE precoding, we establish the following theorem.

Theorem 5: Let N_s ≤ N_r, then there exists a linear precoder for IE precoding, given by

W̃ = X̃S̃^† = [W̃_1s̃_{:,1} · · · W̃_{Ns}s̃_{:,Ns} ] S̃^†, (77)

which guarantees a constant precoder for each symbol slot within one transmission block.

Accordingly, for symbol-level IE precoding, we can first solve the N_s ≤ N_r SLP problems and acquire the N_s optimal symbol-level precoders { W̃_i } or equivalently the N_s optimal symbol-level transmit signal vectors {x̃_i}, then construct the linear precoder based on Theorem 5.

Remark 1: When the number of symbol slots does not exceed the number of users, i.e., N_s ≤ N_r, the block-level slot-variant IE precoding and slot-invariant IE precoding have an identical precoder or transmit signal in each symbol slot, which means that the matrix structure constraint in (52) is redundant and can be discarded. Based on Section III and Section IV, the slot-variant IE precoding can be decomposed into N_s smaller subproblems over N_s symbol slots, whereas the slot-invariant IE precoding cannot due to the extra structural constraint in (52). Therefore, Theorem 5 indicates that under the assumption of N_s ≤ N_r, we can address the simpler slotvariant IE precoding problem rather than the slot-invariant IE precoding problem to obtain a linear or slot-invariant IE precoder.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS In this section, numerical results based on Monte Carlo simulations are presented to evaluate the proposed block-level slot-variant and slot-invariant IE precoders, as well as the linear precoder for IE. For the simulations of the PM problem, we assume each user has an identical SINR threshold and unit noise variance, i.e., γ_{k,i} = γ, ∀k, ∀i, and σ^2 = 1. For the SB problem, the weights of the users’ SINR are assumed to be γ_{k,i} = γ = 1, ∀k, ∀i. In each symbol slot, the SNR is determined as SNR =^{pi}_{σ2} =^1_{σ2} , ∀i. The block-level transmit power budget is set to ∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i = N_s. The system setting N_r × N_t is indicated in the legend of each figure.

For clarity, we list the abbreviations of the considered algorithms below.

In simulations for PM problems:

1) ‘ZF’: Linear ZF precoding with power re-scaling to satisfy the SINR thresholds. The ZF precoding matrix over a transmission block is given by

W̃_{ZF} = √γσH̃^H ( H̃H̃^H )_{−1} . (78)

2) ‘BLP’: Traditional block-level PM interference mitigation precoding in [12], which is solved by the fixed-point method.

3) ‘SV-CVX’: Block-level PM slot-variant IE precoding, which is decomposed into N_s PM-SLP subproblems based on Section III-E. The subproblems are solved using CVX [37].

4) ‘SV-QP’: The above subproblems are converted into their Lagrangian dual problems, then solved by the ‘quadprog’ function in MATLAB.

Fig. 2. Average transmit power per frame versus SINR threshold, N_c = 100, N_s = 20, QPSK.

5) ‘SI-CVX’: Block-level PM slot-invariant IE precoding, which is solved using CVX [37].

6) ‘SI-QP’: The above problem is converted into its Lagrangian dual problem, which is solved by the ‘quadprog’ function in MATLAB.

In simulations for SB problems:

1) ‘RZF’: Linear RZF precoding with block-level power normalization to satisfy the block-level transmit power budget. The RZF precoding matrix over a transmission block is given by

W̃_{RZF} = 1 f_{RZF} H̃^H ( H̃H̃^H + σ^2I )_{−1} , (79)

where f_{RZF} is a power scaling factor defined by

f_{RZF} = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ H̃H ( H̃H̃H + σ2I )_{−1} S̃ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_F √∑_{Ns} i=1 p_i . (80)

2) ‘BLP’: Traditional block-level SB interference mitigation precoding in [12], which is solved by the fixed-point method and the inverse property.

3) ‘SV-CVX’: Block-level SB slot-variant IE precoding, which is decomposed into N_s SB-SLP subproblems based on Section III-E. The subproblems are solved using CVX [37]. Theorem 3 is subsequently applied to compute the optimal solution to the original problem.

4) ‘SV-QP’: The above SB-SLP subproblems are converted into PM-SLP subproblems, whose Lagrangian dual problems are solved by the ‘quadprog’ function in MATLAB.

5) ‘SI-CVX’: Block-level SB slot-invariant IE precoding, which is solved using CVX [37].

6) ‘SI-QP’: The block-level SB slot-invariant IE precoding problem is converted to its PM counterpart based on Section IV-E. The Lagrangian dual problem of the blocklevel PM slot-invariant IE precoding problem is solved by the ‘quadprog’ function in MATLAB.

Fig. 3. Average transmit power per frame versus subblock length, γ = 12 dB, Nc = 2000, N_s = 30, QPSK.

Fig. 2 compares the average block-level transmit power of various precoding schemes amongst different SINR thresholds for PM problems. The transmit power of the QP scheme is demonstrated to be consistent with its original problem solved by CVX, thus highlighting the effectiveness of the proposed optimal structure. It can be seen that, when the number of symbol slots is larger than the number of users, the PM slotvariant IE precoding always has the lowest block-level transmit power. The power gain comes from the joint optimization without the matrix structure constraint over a transmission block.

To further demonstrate the proposed precoders, we divided each transmission block/frame into several subblocks. For the PM problem, we denote ‘SI-QP-x’ to represent that ‘SI-QP’ adopted with a subblock of length ‘x’. Fig. 3 plots the average transmit power per frame as a function of the subblock length. It can be observed that when the subblock length does not exceed the number of users, ‘SI-QP-x’ exhibits the same transmit power performance as ‘SV-QP’. However, when the subblock length exceeds the number of users, a larger subblock results in higher transmit power for ‘SI-QP-x’.

Fig. 4 demonstrates the performance-complexity tradeoff in terms of average transmit power and average execution time per block. The 7 data pairs for each scheme are obtained by evenly varying the block length from N_s = 6 to N_s = 42. We observe that the proposed block-level PM slot-variant and slotinvariant IE precoding schemes achieve lower transmit power compared to ZF and traditional BLP, although they generally require more execution time. When the block length is less than 12, the algorithms computed by the QP solver consume less execution time than traditional BLP.

Fig. 5 compares the BER performance of the considered SB precoding schemes for different SNR. It shows that when the number of symbol slots exceeds the number of users, the proposed SB slot-variant IE precoding has the best BER performance due to its joint optimization without the matrix structure constraint over a transmission block/frame.

Fig. 6 depicts the BER performance as a function of the subframe length. For each subframe in the ‘SI-QP-x’ approach,

Fig. 4. Average transmit power versus average execution time per block, N_c = 2000, γ = 12 dB, N_s = {6, 12, 18, 24, 30, 36, 42}, QPSK.

Fig. 5. BER versus SNR, N_c = 500, N_s = 20, QPSK.

Fig. 6. BER versus subblock length, N_c = 10000, SNR = 20 dB, QPSK.

we apply the SB slot-invariant IE precoding and the power allocation scheme described in Theorem 3. In comparison, we also include the BER performance of the ‘SI-QP-x’ method without power allocation, denoted as ‘SI-QP-x-noPA’. Fig. 6

Fig. 7. BER versus average execution time per block, N_c = 20000, SNR = 20 dB, N_s = {6, 12, 18, 24, 30, 36, 42}, QPSK.

Fig. 8. BER versus number of users/transmit antennas, N_c = 1000, N_s = 20, SNR = 20 dB, QPSK.

demonstrates that when the subblock length does not exceed the number of users, ‘SI-QP-x’ exhibits the same BER performance as ‘SV-QP’ due to the presence of an intrinsic linear precoding structure for IE. As the subblock length increases, there is a tradeoff between BER performance and subblock length. Furthermore, this figure illustrates that power allocation within subblocks indeed enhances the BER performance. For ‘SI-QP-x-noPA’, a valley point is observed when the subblock length equals the number of users.

Fig. 7 depicts the BER performance of the considered precoding algorithms in relation to the per block average execution time over a range of block lengths from N_s = 6 to N_s = 42, demonstrating a direct performance-complexity tradeoff. The block lengths are set to {6, 12, 18, 24, 30, 36, 42}. It is observed that the execution time of the proposed slotinvariant and slot-variant IE precoding schemes generally increases with block length, as it requires more calculations to solve optimization problems with larger dimensions. Furthermore, the results show that the QP solver, aided by the proposed optimal structure and explicit duality, can solve the problems more efficiently thane CVX.

Fig. 9. Average execution time versus number of users/transmit antennas, N_c = 1000, N_s = 20, SNR = 20 dB, QPSK.

Fig. 8 presents the BER performance of various SB precoding schemes as a function of the number of users in fully loaded MU-MISO systems. The figure shows that when the number of symbol slots in each transmission block exceeds the number of users, the slot-variant IE precoder demonstrates better BER performance compared to the slot-invariant IE precoder. The performance gap between them is almost proportional to the difference in the number of symbol slots and users. This performance gap disappears when the number of symbol slots equals or is less than the number of users. In scenarios where we divide a transmission block into several subframes, it is observed that when the subframe length does not exceed the number of users, ‘SI-QP-x’ can achieve the same BER performance as the slot-variant IE precoding, thanks to the power allocation scheme.

Fig. 9 illustrates the average execution time per frame of the SB precoding schemes presented in Fig. 8. By employing the proposed optimal structure and explicit duality, the QP approach exhibits superior efficiency compared to the original problem solved by CVX, for both slot-invariant and slotvariant IE precoders. Furthermore, the slot-variant IE precoder requires far less processing time than the slot-invariant IE precoder because of its less-constrained formulation enabling us to decompose the problem into several subproblems with smaller variable sizes, which suggests that we prefer the slot-variant IE precoder in the scenario where the number of symbol slots does not exceed the number of users. This validates our idea of the linear precoder for IE in Section V. When dividing a transmission block into several subframes, with each subframe utilizing a constant precoder, the execution time of ‘SI-QP-x’ is generally shorter than that of ‘SI- QP’. This observation can be interpreted as a performancecomplexity tradeoff and indicates that by compromising the frame length, we can enhance the efficiency of the slotinvariant IE precoding scheme.

VII. CONCLUSION In this paper, we have presented block-level slot-variant and slot-invariant IE precoding. Both PM and weighted SB problems have been investigated, leveraging explicit duality. A linear precoder for IE has been further proposed, which can provide uncompromised SLP performance gain. Simulation results have been conducted to validate the effectiveness of the proposed slot-variant and slot-invariant IE precoding.Future works could involve devising practical numerical algorithms for the derived dual problems.

APPENDIX A PROOF FOR PROPOSITION 2

For notational simplicity, define Σ ≜ ∑_{Ns} i=1 s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} + P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 . Substituting the optimal solution structure in (60) into ∑_{Ns} i=1 s^T_{:,i}W^T Ws_{:,i} and ∑_{Ns} i=1 s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 W^T WP_3s_{:,i}, we have the following two equations: N_s∑

i=1 s^T_{:,i}W^T Ws_{:,i}

= 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k} 1 Σ s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} 1 Σ s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_1P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k + 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k}P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} 1 Σ s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_1P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k + 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k} 1 Σ s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_2P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k + 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k}P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_2P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k, (81) N_s∑

i=1 s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 W^T WP_3s_{:,i}

= 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_1P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k + 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k}P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_1P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k + 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_2P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k + 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k}P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i}s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_2P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k. (82)

To simplify the above expressions, we can rearrange components and utilize the definition of Σ, resulting in N_s∑

i=1 s^T_{:,i}W^T Ws_{:,i} + N_s∑

i=1 s^T_{:,i}P^T_3 W^T WP_3s_{:,i}

= 1 4 N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k} 1 Σ s_{:,j} ) λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_1P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k

+ 1 4 N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k}P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,j} ) λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_1P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k

+ 1 4 N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,j} ) λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_2P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k

+ 1 4 N_s∑

j=1

N_s∑

k=1 ( s^T_{:,k}P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,j} ) × λ^T_j TŜ_j HP_2P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_k T^T λ_k. (83)

Subsequently, we use the optimal solution structure to rewrite the remaining terms of the Lagrangian, yielding N_s∑

i=1 λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_1Ws_{:,i} + λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_2WP_3s_{:,i}

= 1 2 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} 1 Σ s_{:,i} ) λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_1P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j

+ 1 2 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,i} ) λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_1P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j

+ 1 2 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i} ) λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_2P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j

+ 1 2 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i} ) × λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_2P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j . (84)

After the above manipulations, the dual function is given by

g ({λ_i}) ≜ min_W L ( W, { λ_i }) = − 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} 1 Σ s_{:,i} ) λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_1P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j

− 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,i} ) λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_1P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j

− 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i} ) λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_2P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j

− 1 4 N_s∑

i=1

N_s∑

j=1 ( s^T_{:,j} P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i} ) ×

λ^T_i TŜ_iHP_2P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T λ_j + N_s∑

i=1 λ^T_i b_i = − 1 4 λ^T Uλ + λ^T b, (85)

where λ ≜ [ λ^T_1 , · · · , λ^T_{Ns} ]_T ∈ R^{2Ns Nr} , (86a) U ≜ U_{1,1} · · · U_{1,Ns} . . .. . . . U_{Ns,1} · · · U_{Ns,Ns} ∈ R^{2Ns Nr ×2NsNr} , (86b)

U_{i,j} ≜ ( s^T_{:,j} 1 Σ s_{:,i} ) TŜ_iHP_1P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T + ( s^T_{:,j} P^T_3 1 Σ s_{:,i} ) TŜ_iHP_1P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T + ( s^T_{:,j} 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i} ) TŜ_iHP_2P^T_1 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T + ( s^T_{:,j} P^T_3 1 Σ P_3s_{:,i} ) TŜ_iHP_2P^T_2 H^T Ŝ^T_j T^T . (86c)

REFERENCES

[1] E. G. Larsson, O. Edfors, F. Tufvesson, and T. L. Marzetta, “Massive MIMO for next generation wireless systems,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 186–195, Feb. 2014.

[2] L. Lu, G. Y. Li, A. L. Swindlehurst, A. Ashikhmin, and R. Zhang, “An overview of massive MIMO: Benefits and challenges,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 742–758, Oct. 2014.

[3] L. Zheng and D. Tse, “Diversity and multiplexing: A fundamental tradeoff in multiple-antenna channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 49, no. 5, pp. 1073–1096, May 2003.

[4] N. Sidiropoulos, T. Davidson, and Z.-Q. Luo, “Transmit beamforming for physical-layer multicasting,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 54, no. 6, pp. 2239–2251, Jun. 2006.

[5] C. Windpassinger, R. Fischer, T. Vencel, and J. Huber, “Precoding in multiantenna and multiuser communications,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 3, no. 4, pp. 1305–1316, Jul. 2004.

[6] G. Caire and S. Shamai, “On the achievable throughput of a multiantenna Gaussian broadcast channel,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 49, no. 7, pp. 1691–1706, Jul. 2003.

[7] C. Peel, B. Hochwald, and A. Swindlehurst, “A vector-perturbation technique for near-capacity multiantenna multiuser communication-part I: Channel inversion and regularization,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 195–202, Jan. 2005.

[8] M. Costa, “Writing on dirty paper,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 29, no. 3, pp. 439–441, May 1983.

[9] B. Hochwald, C. Peel, and A. Swindlehurst, “A vector-perturbation technique for near-capacity multiantenna multiuser communication-part II: Perturbation,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 53, no. 3, pp. 537–544, Mar. 2005.

[10] M. Bengtsson and B. Ottersten, “Optimal downlink beamforming using semidefinite optimization,” in Proc. 37th Annu. Allerton Conf. Commun., Control Comput., Sep. 1999, pp. 987–996.

[11] ——, “Optimum and suboptimum transmit beamforming,” in Handbook of Antennas in Wireless Communications. Boca Raton, FL, USA: CRC Press, 2002, pp. 18–1.

[12] A. Wiesel, Y. Eldar, and S. Shamai, “Linear precoding via conic optimization for fixed MIMO receivers,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 54, no. 1, pp. 161–176, Jan. 2006.

[13] 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.

[14] C. Masouros and E. Alsusa, “A novel transmitter-based selectiveprecoding technique for DS/CDMA systems,” IEEE Signal Process. Lett., vol. 14, no. 9, pp. 637–640, Sep. 2007.

[15] ——, “Dynamic linear precoding for the exploitation of known interference in MIMO broadcast systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 1396–1404, Mar. 2009.

[16] C. Masouros, “Correlation rotation linear precoding for MIMO broadcast communications,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 59, no. 1, pp. 252– 262, Jan. 2011.

[17] M. Alodeh, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Constructive multiuser interference in symbol level precoding for the MISO downlink channel,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 63, no. 9, pp. 2239–2252, May 2015.

[18] C. Masouros and G. Zheng, “Exploiting known interference as green signal power for downlink beamforming optimization,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 63, no. 14, pp. 3628–3640, Jul. 2015.

[19] A. Li, D. Spano, J. Krivochiza, S. Domouchtsidis, C. G. Tsinos, C. Masouros, S. Chatzinotas, Y. Li, B. Vucetic, and B. Ottersten, “A tutorial on interference exploitation via symbol-level precoding: Overview, stateof-the-art and future directions,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 796–839, 2nd Quart. 2020.

[20] M. Alodeh, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Energy-efficient symbollevel precoding in multiuser MISO based on relaxed detection region,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 15, no. 5, pp. 3755–3767, May 2016.

[21] ——, “Symbol-level multiuser MISO precoding for multi-level adaptive modulation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 8, pp. 5511– 5524, Aug. 2017.

[22] A. Haqiqatnejad, F. Kayhan, and B. Ottersten, “Symbol-level precoding design based on distance preserving constructive interference regions,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 66, no. 22, pp. 5817–5832, Nov. 2018.

[23] S. Domouchtsidis, C. G. Tsinos, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Symbol-level precoding for low complexity transmitter architectures in large-scale antenna array systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 852–863, Feb. 2019.

[24] D. Spano, M. Alodeh, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Symbol-level precoding for the nonlinear multiuser MISO downlink channel,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 66, no. 5, pp. 1331–1345, Mar. 2018.

[25] M. Alodeh, D. Spano, A. Kalantari, C. G. Tsinos, D. Christopoulos, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “Symbol-level and multicast precoding for multiuser multiantenna downlink: A state-of-the-art, classification, and challenges,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 1733– 1757, 3rd Quart. 2018.

[26] R. Liu, M. Li, Q. Liu, A. L. Swindlehurst, and Q. Wu, “Intelligent reflecting surface based passive information transmission: A symbollevel precoding approach,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 70, no. 7, pp. 6735–6749, Jul. 2021.

[27] R. Liu, M. Li, Q. Liu, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “Joint symbol-level precoding and reflecting designs for IRS-enhanced MU-MISO systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 798–811, Feb. 2021.

[28] A. Li, F. Liu, C. Masouros, Y. Li, and B. Vucetic, “Interference exploitation 1-bit massive MIMO precoding: A partial branch-and-bound solution with near-optimal performance,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 5, pp. 3474–3489, May 2020.

[29] A. Li, C. Masouros, A. L. Swindlehurst, and W. Yu, “1-bit massive MIMO transmission: Embracing interference with symbol-level precoding,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 59, no. 5, pp. 121–127, May 2021.

[30] F. Liu, C. Masouros, A. Li, T. Ratnarajah, and J. Zhou, “MIMO radar and cellular coexistence: A power-efficient approach enabled by interference exploitation,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 66, no. 14, pp. 3681– 3695, Jul. 2018.

[31] R. Liu, M. Li, Q. Liu, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “Dual-functional radarcommunication waveform design: A symbol-level precoding approach,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 15, no. 6, pp. 1316–1331, Nov. 2021.

[32] A. Li, C. Shen, X. Liao, C. Masouros, and A. L. Swindlehurst, “Practical interference exploitation precoding without symbol-by-symbol optimization: A block-level approach,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 22, no. 6, pp. 3982–3996, Jun. 2023.

[33] Y. Liu, M. Shao, W.-K. Ma, and Q. Li, “Symbol-level precoding through the lens of zero forcing and vector perturbation,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 70, pp. 1687–1703, Feb. 2022.

[34] J. Yang, A. Li, X. Liao, and C. Masouros, “Speeding-up symbollevel precoding using separable and dual optimizations,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 71, no. 12, pp. 7056–7071, Aug. 2023.

[35] M. Damen, H. El Gamal, and G. Caire, “On maximum-likelihood detection and the search for the closest lattice point,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 49, no. 10, pp. 2389–2402, Oct. 2003.

[36] S. Yang and L. Hanzo, “Fifty years of MIMO detection: The road to large-scale MIMOs,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 1941–1988, 4th Quart. 2015.

[37] M. Grant and S. Boyd, CVX: MATLAB software for disciplined convex programming, Version 2.1, Mar. 2014. [Online]. Available: http://cvxr.com/cvx