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Abstract—In this paper we propose a pair of low-complexity candidate-UEs. Both of them have been widely employed in
user selection schemes with zero-forcing precoding for mtilser practical cellular systems as welll [1].

massive MIMO downlink systems, in which the base station In the realm of MU-MIMO, the recently proposed massive

is equipped with a large-scale antenna array. First, we devie . . .
approximations of the ergodic sum rates of the systems invaikg MIMO, where the BS is equipped with a large-scale antenna

the conventional random user selection (RUS) and the locatn- array to serve multiple UEs, has been widely envisaged as one
dependant user selection (LUS). Then, the optimal number of of the major candidate technologies for the fifth generation
simultaneously served user equipments (UEs)(™, is investigated (5G) cellular networks owing to its favorable features,suc

to maximize the sum rate approximations. Upon exploitingK™, as huge spectral efficiency and energy efficiency gains [10]—

we develop two user selection schemes, naméky/*-RUS and K- . . .
LUS, where K* UEs are selected either randomly or based on [12], [14], [13]. Like in the.con_ventlongl small-sgale MU_'
their locations. Both of the proposed schemes are independe MIMO systems, user selection is also important in massive

of the instantaneous channel state information of small-sde MU-MIMO systems|[[16]-[19], though it faces new challenges.
fading, therefore enjoying the same extremely-low computéonal  More specifically, in the user selection for conventional MU
complexity as that of the conventional RUS scheme. Moreover MIMO systems, it is usually assumed that the number of

both of our proposed schemes achieve significant sum rate - .
improvement over the conventional RUS. In addition, it is wath candidate-UEs, is much larger than that of the BS antennas,

noting that like the conventional RUS, thek *-RUS achieves good M. Therefore, upon employing instantaneous channel state

fairness among UEs. information (CSl)-aided user selection methods (e.g. SUS)
Index Terms—User selection, massive MIMO, low-complexity multiuser diversity gains can be harvested to boost theatlver
system sum rate, user fairness. system performance. By contrast, in massive MIMO systems,

it is impractical to haveN > M, since M is already
very large. Moreover, the computational complexity of the
. conventional user selection methods might be too high for
The multiuser MIMO (MU-MIMO) technology plays a the massive MIMO systems. For example, the computational
key role in modern wireless communications due to its suBomplexity of SUS is roughly) (M3 N) [3], which will cause
stantial performance gains over the conventional singedi huge consumption of power and computational resourcks if
single-output (SISO) techniques! [1].][2]. Relying on MUbecomes large.
MIMO, a multi-antenna base station (BS) can simultaneously Recently, a range of user selection schemes have been pro-
serve multiple user equipments (UEs) within a cell using thgsed for massive MIMO systems. The time-division duplex
same spectrum resource, and thus the spectral efficiencyTi®D) and frequency-division duplex (FDD) based massive
improved. User selection is _Crltlcal _for optlmlzmg MIMOMIMO systems impose different requirements on user selec-
systems’ overall performance in a variety of scenarios & hion. By exploiting the instantaneous CSI of candidate-UEs
been extensively studied, such as in cellular networksfsee |_ee et al. proposed an SUS-like user selection methadin [18]
example([3] and references therein) and in multi-hop neft&/orand Xu et al. developed a greedy user selection schernelin [19]
[4]-[7]. The semi-orthogonal user selection (SUS) leverag These selection methods mainly focus on FDD scenarios, in
the degree of channel orthogonality among UEs is probaliihich the amount of downlink transmission resources con-
one of the most popular low-complexity user selection metBumed by the downlink channel estimation training for adl th
ods for improving system sum rates [3]| [€]! [9]. Additiohyal candidate-UEs does not increase with the number of caresidat
considering the fairness amongst UEs, round robin scheglulUEs N [20]. By contrast, in TDD scenarios, the downlink
[3] and random user selection (RUS) are regarded as #iannelis estimated through uplink training relying onratel
two simplest methods offering equal opportunities to aé threciprocity, and the pilot/training symbol overhead imgds
_ o , by channel estimation increases with[21]. In this scenario,
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user selection methods based on the candidate-UEs’ feledbac
of instantaneous signal-to-interference-plus-noide (&INR)

in [17]. However, these methods are not applicable for TDD
systems either. This is because in TDD scenarios, the fe&dba
signals from a large number of candidate-UEs will increase
the uplink proportion of the uplink-downlink shared freqog

band at each coherence slot, resulting in reduced resources
left for downlink data transmission. In summary, neitheg th
instantaneous-CSI estimation based nor the uplink-feddba
based user selection methods are suitable for the downfink o
TDD-based massive MIMO systems. At the time of writing,
the design of user selection for massive MIMO systems with
the TDD m_Ode remans a Igrgely open area'_ Hen_ce, the nOMBI. 1. The downlink of a TDD based massive MIMO system, whigh
user selection methods which cause no or just little deere@smposed of ari/-antenna BS and single-antenna candidate-UEs. Among
of downlink transmission resources represent a new pramisill the candidate-UESS UEs are selected to be simultaneously served, which
research subject. are regarded as the active-UEs.

In this paper, we consider the downlink of a TDD based

massive MIMO system where pilot-based channel estimatigﬂategy was proposed for TDD based massive MIMO systems
and zero-forcing (ZF) precoding are invoked for serving @ [22]. Our work differs from [22] in several respects.
number of UEs. First, with the aid of the random matriRandom locations of UEs are assumed in this paper, whereas
theory (RMT)-based large system analysis, we derive appray [22] the UEs were assumed to be placed at fixed points.
imations of the ergodic sum rates of the systems invoking th®erefore, the optimal number of active-UEs in our paper is
conventional RUS and the location-dependent user sefectiadependent of specific channel realizations, whilé in 223
(LUS). The optimal number of simultaneously served UEgumber has to be re-calculated whenever any candidate-UE’s
denoted asK™, is solved offline for maximizing the sum|arge-scale-fading (LSF) CSI changes. Moreover, we cemsid
rate approximations. Then, aiming for improving the systegpatial correlation in the channel model, which is ignoned i
sum rates, a pair of{*-based low-complexity user selection].
methods are proposed, namely tiAe"-based random user The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The
selection (*-RUS) and theK™*-based location-dependanisystem model is presented in Section II. In Section IIl, we
user selectionf *-LUS). For K *-RUS, K™ UEs are randomly analyze the asymptotic sum rates of the system invoking the
selected for simultaneous data transmissions at each tigdventional RUS and LUS, and then further develop two low-
slot. The system sum rates are improved with an approprigémplexity user selection schemes. Our numerical resuits a
configuration of K*. Meanwhile, the fairness among UEs igyrovided in Section IV. Finally, the conclusions are drawn i
guaranteed as a result of the random selection. Forithe section V.
LUS scheme/&™ UEs nearest to the BS are selected for data Notations:We use uppercase and lowercase boldface letters
transmission, which may achieve higher sum rate performang denote matrices and vectors, respectivély??, (-)f and
than K*-RUS. tr(-) denote the conjugate transpose, the pseudo-inverse, and
Notably, our schemes exhibit two fundamental differencege trace operations, respectively.f represents the expected
as compared with the conventional user selection schemggue with respect tor. CA/(m, ®) denotes the circularly
First, unlike the conventional SUS that requires the instagymmetric complex Gaussian distribution with mean vector

taneous CSI of small-scale fading (SSF), our schemes omlyand covariance matri®. Finally, = denotes thelmost
need long-term CSI. Second, rather than emphasizing whigliye convergence.

UEs should be selected for improving system performance,
the proposed user selection schemes mainly focus on how 1. SYSTEM MODEL

many UEs should be selected for simultaneous transmissionspfe consider the downlink of a TDD based massive MIMO
Thanks to these differences, we bypass the complicatedeonlsystem consisting of ait/-antenna BS andV single-antenna
computations regarding the sum rates and the selectioncmetgandidate-UEs > M). We assume thaV andM are of the
which are often inevitable in the conventional SChemesré:hesame orderK UEs (K < M) are selected for simultaneous
fore, the online computational complexity of the proposed t data transmissions at each coherence slot. The composite
schemes is on the same order as that of the conventional R¢annel matrixa € CX*M from the BS to thek active-UEs

scheme. Furthermore, since our user selection schemes @igracterizes LSF, SSF and transmit correl3tiamd can be
independent of the SSF CSI of candidate-UEs, we no longstpressed as

have to carry out channel estimation of all the candidats-UE G = D'/?HR'/?, 1)

for user selection. Instead, only the active-UEs need ta sen KX M o
pilots at each coherence slot. As a beneficial result, we dfgére H € C is the SSF matrix with independent

capable of saving the cost of channel training significantf"d identically distributed (i.i.d.YA(0,1) entries, and the

and -attalnlng more resources for d"f‘ta tran5m|55'0n- o 1The distance between UEs is supposed to be sufficiently kogepared
It is worth pointing out that a location-adaptive transnuies to the signal wavelength, so the receive correlation is alatn into account.




diagonal matrixD € RX>X contains the LSF coefficients
along its main diagonal. We model the LSF of th¢h active-
UE a8l Br =cd,” k=1,..., K, in whichd, is the distance

It should be noted that we employ the equal power allocation
among active-UEs for the sake of low computational com-
plexity. Relying on[(b), theX x 1 dimensional received signall

from the k-th active-UE to the BSq is the pathloss exponentvector at theK active-UEs is expressed as
and ¢ is the pathloss at the reference distance. The transmit

correlation matrix at the BS is modeled by the widely used y=Gx+n )
d-Kac-Murdock-Szeg? matriR, in which § is the antenna =8 +vGGls +n,
correlation coefficient [23]. ) N .

The system operates in the TDD mode and the BS obtai§eren = [ni,--- ,ni]" € C**!is the additive white Gaus-

the SSF CSI relying on the training-based channel estimati§ian noise (AWGN) vector at the UEs, ang ~ CN/(0,07)

The estimationd of the SSF CSI matri is modeled as

H=H+H, 2)
where theK x M dimensional estimated channel matE:R:
[hi, .-, hi]" and theK x M dimensional error matrifl =
[hT ... 'hZ]T can be expressed as

H=\/1-pZ,, H=\pZ, 0<p<1l. (3)

h, € C*M andhy, € C'*M are thek-th rows of H and
H, respectively. BothZ, € CKX*M and Z, € CK*M are

represents the noise at theth active-UE. Additionally, the
received signal received at theth active-UE is given by

(8)

Then, we can write the SINR recorded at thé¢h active-UE
as

Yk = VS + Y cd;o‘flle/QGTs + ng.

2

composed of i.i.dCA(0,1) entries, and the two matrices are

independent with each otffemve assume that the LSF CSI of

each UE and the transmit correlation matRxare perfectly

known at the BS. According td}(2) and](3), the downlink

channel matrix defined ifil1) can be rewritte as
G=G+G A
:Dl/QI:IRl/2+D1/21:IR1/2. ( )

Upon invoking the estimated channel matfx and the ZF
precoding, the transmitted vectarc CM*! is written as

X = ’}/GTS )
=1GH(GGH) s,
where~ is the power controlling factos = [s1,--- ,sx|7 is

the K x 1 information-bearing symbol vector arg represents
the symbol intended to thé&-th active-UE. Denoting the
available total transmit power at the BS Bs the long-term
power constraint is given by

E[tr(xx)] < P.

Thus,~ can be calculated as

- P
T\ w@EGH)

2|n this paper, we use a simplified LSF model in which the shafimling
is excluded. Nevertheless, it should be noted that algosttand schemes
developed in this paper can be directly extended to the mipaéliding
shadow fading.

SNote that the imperfect CSI model invoked here is similarhiat tof [10]
and different from that employed by [24] and [25]. In_[24] a{b], the
authors assumeHl = H + H, whereH and H are mutually independent.

“4In fact, as shown in[]26], the explicit forms @& and G is related to
the channel estimation approach, the power and the lengtheotraining
pilots, as well as the statistical information of the estiedachannel. Here, we
adopt a simplified model for tractability. Some tailored uselection schemes
relying on a specific channel estimation algorithm (e.g., MMSE) will be
postponed for our future work.

(6)

— v
SINR;, = _ _ _ .
02 + cd;, “v2h R1/2GTssH (G1)H (RL/2)Hh [
©)
Then, the sum rat® is given by
K
K
R-(1-2) LR
e (10)

K K
= <1 - T) ;10g2(1 + SINRy),

where R, is the rate of thek-th active-UE, andl’ denotes
the number of symbols over which the channel is constant.
As a percentage, the pre-log factdr — K/7T') implies that
the downlink data transmission only occupies a fraction of
the coherence slot. In particular, we assume thiatUEs are
simultaneously served. Since each of tkieUEs is assigned
one of the K orthogonal pilot sequences, the length of the
pilot sequence should not be shorter thEnsymbols [11].
For simplicity, in this paper we adopt the shortest avadabl
pilot sequence of{-symbol length. Because the BS does not
transmit data during the uplink pilot transmission for cheln
estimation, there exigf"— K') symbols left for downlink data
transmission at each coherence slot consisting’ afymbols.
Therefore, the sum rate for downlink data transmission may
be evaluated usindg _(IL0). Note that in order to guarantee the
feasibility of data transmission, we assurhe < 7' in this
paper. Otherwise, the pilot transmission would occupy the
entire coherence sldf.

IIl. ASYMPTOTIC SUM RATE ANALYSES-BASED
Low-COMPLEXITY USERSELECTION

In this section, the proposed user selection schemes are
presented. First, relying on the RMT-based large systerfs ana
ysis, we derive a deterministic approximation of the ergodi
sum rate of the ZF precoder aided massive MIMO system.
This result brings new insights into the question of how to
enhance the system sum rate performance. Then, a pair of
low-complexity user selection schemes are proposed based o
the attained approximation of the sum rate.



A. Sum Rate Approximation in the Large-System Regime Remark1l. The results obtained above are invalid for the

We first evaluate the value of SINFor the scenario where Scenario of K = M due to mathematical intractability.
M and K go to infinity with a finite ratioM /K > 0. Then Fortunately, as shown by our simulation results that arergiv
the approximation of the ergodic sum rate is derived. in Sectior V-4, K* = M is rarely beneficial for enhancing the

Applying RMT-based large-system analysis, we reveal thagrformance of the considered massive MIMO system. This
SINR,. may be characterized by (please see Appendix for tRB&€nomenon was also observed byl [16] &nd [24]. Therefore,

detailed derivation) in this section we focus on the sum rate approximation for
) K< M.
SINR;, =% — . (11)

i1 d¥ (A(K, M) 4+ B(K, M)d; )

B. K*-Based Random User SelectioR {-RUS)

where ) In this subsection, we develop a novel RUS scheme, namely
A(K, M) = 1oy K*-RUS, for the sake of improving the system sum rate
’ 1 —p PcopM’ (12) and ensuring the fairness among candidate-UEs. Spegificall
B(K, M) = 14 Y compared with the co_nventional RUS scheme_in_whj\dh
’ 1—pM¢p?2— Ko UEs are selected for simultaneous data transmissions At eac

coherence slot, we modify the number of active-UEs to a
more appropriate valug™, which is decided according to the
1 <R ( K1 )1> system parameters (e.g., the transmit powesf the BS) and

In (I2), ¢ is the unique solution of the equation

¢= U Ly + —-R the statistical information of the channel (e.g., the plolits

M M ¢
distributions of SSF CSI and LSF CSlI).
andv is defined as

1 ) K1_\"?
¢—Mtr <R (IM‘FMER) )

Exploiting (I0) and[(Il1), the ergodic sum ratg& in large-
system regime can be formulated as

K
E[R] = (1 - %) Edy . dx [Z log, (1 +SINRk)1

k=1
>R,

in which R is defined as

K
R = (1 — T) kzl Eq, {logg(l + SlNR;C)] ) (13) Fig. 2. The diagram of UE locations.

In order to obtainKpj,s, we need to consider the user
distribution, which facilitates characterizing the effeof LSF.
1 1 As shown in Fig[R, in this paper we employ the common
E |l 14+ — || >1 14+ —=—1. , i X
{Ogr" ( + x)] = 082 < + E[ ]) circular cell model[[27], where all th& candidate-UEs are
independently uniformly distributed (i.u.d.) in a circuleell
having an inner radius oR,,;;, and outer radius of,,.x,

and “>" is obtained by applying Jensen’s inequality

Additionally, S/IN/Rk is given by

—— 1 while the BS is located at the center point. We denote the
SINR, = TydS + Tod, * + T’ locations in polar coordinates, i.€s;,6}) is the location for
the k-th candidate-UE and0,0) for the BS. Therefore, the
where probability density functions (PDFs) of, and 6, are given
T = A(K, M), by (the subscripk is omitted below for ease of notation)
K
T2 = B(Ka M) Z Edi [d?], fR(T) = ﬁ’ Rmin <r< Rmaxa (15)
i=1,itk (14) max min
K and
Ty = A(K,M) Y Eqld?]+ B(K,M). fol0) = -,
i=1,i#k 2

In this paper, we employ the lower bouri defined by ;esgr?gtévegéTvCﬁtt(;L:lm;slatlve distribution functions (GDfef
a k

(13) as an approximation of the system sum rate. It shoul
be emphasized tha& is independent of the SSF CSI of UEs, r? — R%.

which constitute the basis for our designs. Fr(r) = g [win ST Bmax (16)

max min



and C. K*-Based Location-Dependant User Selectidfi*{LUS)

Fo(d) = i7 In order to enhance the sum rate performance further, a
2 K*-based location-dependant user selection scheme, namely
respectively. the K*-LUS is developed in this subsection. l*-LUS, we
As a result, fork*-RUS, the PDF of the distance from theselect an appropriate number of UEs in descending order of
k-th active-UE to the BS, IefRUS( ), is given by the LSF coefficients (i.e., in ascending order of the BS-UE
distances) for simultaneous data transmissions.
fRUS( )= fr(r), Ruin <7< Ruaxs k=1,...,K. Inspired by K*-RUS, let us first investigate the optimal
number of active-UEs in LUS, which is denoted By 5. We
Then, it is easy to obtain assume thatX UEs are selected and the distances between

the selected UEs and the BS satigy< d; < --- < dg. Let

K Rinax (rr, 0) represent thé-th active-UE according to the distance
Z Eq [dY] = (K — 1)/ r® fr(r)dr in ascending order. According tb (16), we can get the PDF of
i=1,i#k (17) the order statistiel,,k=1,...,K in LUS as
o 2(K )(R%-;% R;ﬁf) LU 1 (k—1) N—k
(a+2)(R2,. — R%.) fdks(rk):—B(k N k+1)FR (Tk)[l—FR(Tk)] fr(re)

2rk(Rr2ndx_Tk)N k( R2 ) B

Thus, R in can be rewritten as min
) B(k,N —k+1)(R2

R2

)
max mm)

. (21)
RRUS = (1 — 5) K
T in which B(z, y) represents the Beta function with parameters

R
max 1 x andy. Then, we have
| 1 RUS Y 1

X/ Og2<+TT°‘+T2T°‘+T)f (r)dr

2
(18) Eq. [dY] = RS2 Fh <k, 5 N +1;1— Zm‘*x> (22)

min

min

Substituting [(IP) and[(17) into[(114), and then substnug

ing (I3) and [(Ip) into [(18),Rrus can be reformulated

as [19) which is given on the next page. We can seeg, {10g2(1+5/|ﬁﬁk)]

that [19) is only related to the system parameters of R

T, M, K, Ruin, Rmax, P, ¢, 02, p, o and. :/ " og, (1+ 1 >fLUS(Tk)di7
Given these system parameters, the optimal nunitgys Rumin Tury + Tor,* + T

in the sense ofRrus Maximization can be obtained effi- (23)

?ently with an o}ne -dimensional search over the candideite §vhere2F1
1,2,...,M — 1}, i.e,

(-) is the ordinary hypergeometric function [30].
Therefore;R us can be formulated with the aid df {12), {14),
(23), (22) and[(23), as shown ih_{24) on the next page.

If the system parameters are fixed, we are capable of solving
for the optimal numbef ' 5 maximizingR.us offline relying
(20) ©On standard line search algorithms, i.e.,

KI;US
= argmax Fl(T,M,K7Rmin,RmaX,P,C,O'Z,p,Oé,é).
Ke{l,..,.M-1}

Obviously, Kp,s is independent of any instantaneous CSI,KLUS )

which makes it possible to finé s offline. T cpemex Iy(T, M, K, Rinin, Bmax, P, ¢, 03, p, @, 0).
After obtaining K, the only online operation in the o (25)

proposedK *-RUS scheme is to randomly selekt; s UEs

for simultaneous data transmissions. Therefore, littieraex As long as we findk' 5, we just need to sort UEs in ascending

computational complexity is imposed on the propogétt order of their distances from the BS and select the fifgts

RUS compared to the conventional RUS. UEs for data transmission.

Remark2. The authors of[[24],[128] and [29] also discussefRemark3. With respect to the number of active-UHS,

the optimal number of UEs for the ZF precoding, but theye determinek’ = Kg,s and K = K5 according to the
treated the LSF coefficients of UEs as deterministic valuediyen system parameters in the propoget-RUS and K-
which limit the generality ofK*. In other words,K* has to LUS schemes, respectively. By contrast, there usuallytexis
be updated whenever any LSF CSI of the system changé® scenario ofs’ = M, where the full-spatial-multiplexing
By contrast, we take random UE locations into account féfansmission may be performed in the conventional RUS and
obtaining a more general and practidal*. As long as the LUS schemes. In SUS, the value &f* depends on specific
statistical properties of the system remain unchangedfour channel realizations and will not be obtained until the citde

keeps its current value for arbitrary LSF and SSF chanr@locedure is completed (please see Section IV-B and Section
realizations. VI-A in [8] for more details).



ﬁRUS
= Fl(Ta Ma K7 Rmina RmaX7 P7 C, 0'721? P, &, 6)

()

R
max 2 1-— P
></ ————log, | 1+ dr.
2 _R2. 2 2 2(K—1)(R&I2—RoT2 2(K—1)(R&12—RoF2

Rumin Rmax len -Pgd?l\l (To‘ + Ea+2))((R2 —Rzmm )) + I\lqbpw ( ( )( min )7’70‘ +1

max min) 27K1,ZJ (a+2)(R%nax_R?nin)
(19)
kLUS
= FQ(Ta Ma K7 Rmina Rmaxa Pa C, 0727,1 P, &, 6)
K R 2 2\N—k(,.2 2 \k—1
K max% 21k (Riax — — RZ,
(12 Z/ ’f‘k( max Tk) (rk r‘gln) 1Og2 1+
T k=1 min B(kv N —Fk+ 1)(R12nax - Rmin)N
1—
2 P )d?"k
Ihn a oY a. . R2 ax Py — Do a. . R2 ax
b (i + R Py (k=3 N+ 151 = J ) )+ ol (i RiaFi (B =35 N + 11— s ) 1)
(24)
D. Computational Complexity Analysis Here, a new method, which is different from those adopted

For a system having/ BS antennas andV candidate- " SectiorlI-B and SectioR III-C, is developed for finding a
UEs, although the user selection relying on exhaustifUch simpler expression of the ergodic sum rate approxima-
search achieves the best sum rate performance, approkimaf@n in this special case. In what follows we apply Jensen’s
Ziw:l (Jz\c[)k5M complex-valued operations are required tgjequallty in a shgh_tly dlfferent_ manner for the sake of
complete one selectio [31], which may be unaffordable {{"ding a more concise expression of the system sum rate
practice. For SUS, the computational complexity is roughPProximation. More specifically, we have

O(M3N) [3], which is high for larged/ systems. In stark K K
contrast to these conventional schemes, the online computaE[R] = (1 - T) Ed,,...dx Zlog2(1 + SINRk)]
tional complexity of the proposed&™-RUS andK*-LUS is k=1

independent ofA/ and N, and the instantaneous CSl-based > (1- K K1 ] SI:\\JI\H?
complicated online computations are avoided. As a reat, t = 0g(1 + ),
computational complexity is approximate®(1), which is just h

the same as that of the conventional RUS scheme. where e Pce(M - K)

SINR = ——% -
0121 Zk:l Ea, [dg]

E. Performance Analysis for the Special Cas@ef 0,6 =0 ~
;r(jge approximate sum ratg for K*-RUS is then given by

All the above investigations are subject to the general,ca

i.e., in the context of the systems with imperfect CSI and 5, ] Kius K
transmit antenna correlation. In this subsection, we carsa RUS ™ S RUS
special case in which there exists neither channel estimati Pe(M — Kiye)(a + 2)(R2,, — B2,
error nor transmit antenna correlation, i.e.= 0,6 = 0. In x log, (1 + 2 ) s min ) )
: . N . 202 K(Rwhx — R2T7)
this context, because we can obtain clearer insights into ho " min (26)
the system performance is affected by different user sefect
schemes. For K*-LUS, the sum rate is approximated as
Forp =0, = 0, we have - K
r Rivs = (1- 752 ) Ko
AK,M) = ———1"——
( ) ) PC(M _ K) ? .
Pe(M — Kiys)
B(K,M)=0. x logy |1+

2 KI?US a o . Rt2nax

o2 K g R (k,——,N—i—l,l— —“)

Substituting them into[{19) and_(24), the approximate sum 2 2 2 Ry 27
rates can be calculated. Nevertheless, the integrals afitbg

mic functions in[(I®) and (24) degrade the intelligibilitithe Compared to[(19) and(R4), there is no integral calculatibn o

results. logarithmic functions in[(26) and_(27), which simplifies the



system sum rate expression. Furthermore, as shown ifFig. 3, 8
(28) and [[2V) are capable of providing tight approximatiions
the case o = 0,6 = 0.

According to [26) and(27), it is clear that both of the sum
ratesRy,s and R} s increase wherP and M become larger.
Additionally, when N increases, the sum rate @f*-LUS
increases, while the sum rate Af*-RUS remains unchanged.

As far as SUS is concerned in the TDD scenario, as proved
in [3], the ergodic sum rate is upper boundedM®yys, which
is given by

—LUS, Sim.
—e— LUS, (20). |
—+— LUS, (27).
- = =RUS, Sim. | |
- © —RUS, (19).
- + —RUS, (26).

Sum rate (bps/Hz)

_ N1t
Revs= 1= 7| Mloglog, V), (@

I+ i + _ i
where[]" is defined agz]" = max{z,0}. Due to the pilot . . o o oiusanarLus. P — 30 dBm, M = 32, N — 64.
overhead imposed by the channel estimation, the system sum

rate is scaled by the factét — N/T|". More specifically, in

this case the instantaneous CSI of all tNecandidate-UEs e - - 2
are required for select ingactive-UEs at each coherente slo © 0 40 % > \2&
Comparing the pre-log partd — N/T]* in @28), (1 — § s 0 s by
Ki,s/T) in @6) and (1 — Kys/T) in (24), we can see o 16 e B 2
that the advantages ok*-RUS and K*-LUS are obvious * 1 30;& Y
for the systems relying on pilot-based channel estimation. oo 150 oo 150
particular, whenT" is not significantly larger tharnV, with () Reys (OPHz) D Ruys GpsiH)
regard to SUS, a large portion of the coherence slot would be L - I 5;’3 \:::Sﬁgg
dedicated to channel estimation, which reduces the ressurc £ 0 5352’; ¥ Zag]
for the downlink data delivery. By contrast, with the propds ) w—-—-| & [B s 12
user selection schemes, we only have to estimate the CSI of R %0—--- 30%\:}\\ o0 109
the K s or K5 active-UEs for precoding. Botlk'; 5 and 50 0 w0 50 00150

K} are usually much smaller thal', hence our schemes

are superior to SUS by exploiting more data transmission , )

eSOUrces. Fig. 4. Contour figures of(} o, K',s, Rfys and Rf_us aga_lnstP and N.
p=0,6 =0,M = 32. Kj,gand K 5 are shown in (a) (i.e., the top-left

Remark4. The result of©(log, log, N) in (28) is obtained sub figure) and (b) (i.e., the top-right sub figure) with sdilies, respectively.
Rf s and Rf g are shown in (c) (i.e., the bottom-left sub figure) and (d.(i.

When we haveV — oo and a fixed\/ [3J Moreove.r' ajc‘ shown thgug’ottom-right sub figure) with dash lines, respectively.
in [32], when the number of candidate-UB$ is linearly
related to the number of BS antennis(i.e. the case we have

discussed in this paper), only marginal multiuser divgrgéin - there existk s and K/, which maximize the system sum

might be achieved by SUS. rate for K-RUS andK-LUS, respectively. Moreover, we have
Kiys < M and K'yg < M for the simulation parameters
V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS considered. In Fid.]3 we also show the approximate sum rates

In this section we present simulation results to show tiAven by [19) and[(24), which are very tight. Therefore, it is
benefits of the proposed user selection schemes. The celli2sonable to design user selection schemes based on them.
model employed is based on that 6f[16] and] [33]. Likel [10], N order to provide intuitive insights into hou},5 and
we assume the number of symbols in a coherence siigs /Lus are affected by> and N, we evaluatedirys and Kys
over which the channel is constant, i.é.,= 196. The cell with no transmit correlation and perfect CSI estimatioe. (i.
radius iSRumax = 250 m and the minimum distance By, = » = 0,0 = 0) in Fig.[4 (a) and (b), respectively. It is observed
35 m. The pathloss exponent is = 3.76 and the reference that both Kgys and K{ys increase with the transmit power
LSF factor isc = 10~333. The total noise power is assumed - On the other hand, when we increa¥e ks increases
aso? = —96 dBm. and K} ,s remains unchanged. This can be easily explained
from the perspective of multiuser diversity gain. In partar,
K}s is related tolV because we select UEs according to LSF
in K*-LUS. By contrast,Kf g is independent ofV because

In Fig. [3, the sum rate performance &f-RUS and K- random selection is adopted ii*-RUS. Moreover, Fig.}4 (c)
LUS as a function ofi is evaluated in the case @ = 30 and Fig.[4 (d) provide the sum rates &*-RUS and K *-
dBm, M = 32 and N = 64. The simulated ergodic sum rated. US. As expected, we can see that b&} s andR{ g are
(marked as 'Sim.” in the figure) are obtained by averaging ovenhanced by the increase Bf WhenV increasesR; s rises
10000 independent channel realizations (both SSF and LBR Rgg remains unchanged.

CSl are regenerated at each realization). It is observed thaln Fig.[d the impacts of channel estimation accuragnd

A. Sum Rate Performance
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Fig. 5. Contour figures oy s, K'ys, Raus and Rf g againstp andd.  Fig. 6. Sum rateR vs. transmit powet”. M = 32 and N = 64.
P =30 dBm, M = 32, N = 64. K§,5 and K ,5 are shown in (a) and (b)
with solid lines, respectivelyRy ;s and R} 5 are shown in (c) and (d) with

. . a). p=0,0 = b). p=0,6=0.5
dash lines, respectively. @ p=0.5=0 () p=0.5=05

120 120
§ 100 —8—K'-RUS|_o—"] § 100
g gof O K-LUs 2 30//
. S 6 RUS S 0
channel correlation factof on the system performance are E 40: —+—sus )
characterized, where we sBt= 30 dBm, M =32 and N = 3 20 1 3 zo"='<k5:"
64. In sub-figures (a) and (b), the optimal number of active- "o 100 150 "% 100 150
. Number of didate-UEs, N Number of didate-UEs, N
UEs for K*-RUS andK*-LUS are shown, respectively. We O P20 . o 0L6205
50 50

can see that botk'} ;5 and K 5 attain their maximum values
atp = 0,9 = 0. This observation indicates that the BS should
serve more UEs under uncorrelated channel scenarios with
perfect CSI estimation than those under correlated channel
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Sum rate (bps/Hz)
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scenarios with imperfect CSI estimation. The sum rates of o= - — — — —
K*-RUS andK*-LUS are Shown in the Sub—figures (C) and Number of candidate-UEs, N Number of candidate-UEs, N

(d), respectively. It is clear that the sum rates decrease as

and p increase. Fig. 7. Sum rateR vs. the number of candidate-UE&. P =

The sum rate performance of various user selectiof 4Bm andM = 32.

schemes, includingk*-LUS, K*-RUS, SUS and RUS, is

gvall_Jatd against the transmit powewith M = 32, N = 64 performance than the proposdd*-RUS, even though the
in Fig. [8. Four scenarios are investigated, i.e., uncaedla onjine computational complexity of SUS is much higher than
channel with perfect CSI estimatiop & 0,9 = 0), correlated hat of K*-RUS.

channel with perfect CSI estimatiop € 0,6 = 0.5), uncorré-  gyrthermore, in Fig[d7, we investigate the sum rates of

lated channel with imperfect CSI estimation= 0.1,0 =0)  the four schemes for different numbers of candidate-UEs,
and correlated channel with imperfect CSI estimatiopn={ nr \when P = 30 dBm and M = 32. It is clear that

0.1,6 = 0.5). Note that for the conventional RUS, Weyth the increase ofV, the sum rates of¢*-RUS and RUS
randomly select/ UEs for simultaneous data transmission$emain unchanged. In contrask*-LUS obtains sum rate
For SUS, in order to ensure fair comparisons among all t&,r5vements a8/ increases because more multiuser diversity
four schemes, we adopt the equal power allocation instead,@jzted to LSF can be exploited with largéf. For SUS
the water filling allocation. Furthermore, the optimal v@lof 1o sum rate decreases wiffi. because the pilot overhead

asys, Which is an important parameter in SUS (described §8:omes serious for larg¥, which overwhelms the increase
o in [3]), is used for the SUS scheme in our simulatfbrss of the multiuser diversity gain.

expected,K*-LUS achieves the best sum rate performance

among the four schemes, and compared with RES;RUS .

also achieves a significant sum rate improvement. In adgiti®- Fairness Performance

due to the non-negligible channel estimation pilot ovechea In this subsection, we evaluate the system performance in

and the lack of multiuser diversity gain, the conventionatrms of long-term fairness among UEs. The Jain’s Fairness

SUS scheme achieves similar [e.g., in sub-figures (a) ammdiex (JFI) [34].F, defined as

(b)] or even worse [e.g., in sub-figures (c) and (d)] sum rate 2

(£, wr,)

5The sum rate performance of the SUS scheme is highly sengiithe = N

choice ofasys. The optimal value ofxgys varies with the changes dff, N N anl (wan)2

and P. By means of searching over the intenvdl, 1], we obtain optimal . | di . L h is th fth
values ofasys maximizing the sum rates of the SUS scheme for differert® €Mployed In our investigation, whefe, is the rate of the

configurations ofM, N and P. n-th candidate-UE defined in_(]L0) and, is the probability

)
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of the n-th candidate-UE being selected to be served at ea]gl
coherence slot.

First, we briefly analyze the long-term fairness perforngan
of K*-RUS and K*-LUS without considering the channel
estimation error and transmit correlation. Then the sitiuta
results are shown in Fi§] 8 and Fid. 9.

In the case ofp = 0,§ = 0, for the n-th candidate-UE in
K*-RUS, we havew,, = K{,o/N and R, = Riys/Khus
Therefore, the JFI of{*-RUS is given by

gte that we also give the simulation results concerning the
éairness performance with imperfect channel estimatioihis
context, the JFI of{*-RUS decreases d3 increases. This is
because the SINRs of active-UEs are different from eactrothe
due to the existence of the second part of the denominator
of @) (i.e., the part related to the channel estimation r¢rro
Moreover, the SINR difference increases whemises. As a
result, the fairness performance decreases.

Finally, the fairness performance againdt for M =

(Zg_l %%)2 32, P = 30 dBm is shown in Fig[9. It can be observed that
Frus = — 2L = 1. (29) K*-RUS is capable of achieving good fairness performance,
NZf:[_l (K%USELUS) whereasK*-LUS has poor fairness performance. Moreover,
- RUS

) ) . ) ~ the increasing ofV degrades the fairness performancdof
Itis clear thatK™-RUS is capable of offering the optimal fair-| ys  pecause the proportion of active-UEs in candidate-UEs

ness among candidate-UEs. Hof-LUS, the K[ candidate- geclines althouglk s increases asv becomes larger.
UEs near to the BS are always active, whereas the other

UEs far from the BS have little chance to be served. Thus,
for the candidate-UE which is théth nearest to the BS, V. CONCLUSIONS
wi =0,R; = 0,K[ys <i < N.The JFI of K*-LUS is then  Considering the requirements of high energy efficiency and

calculated as massive device connectivity in the future 5G communication
Klus Ris )2 systems, we have proposed a pair of low-complexity user

Fius = (Zn:l m) s = Kfus. (30) se_lection methpds for downlink massive MIMO systems in_

NZKEUS (M) N this paper. Taking the randomness of both the channel matrix

n=1 \ Kivs and UE locations into consideration, we have obtained the

Usually, we haveF ys < 1 because ofs[,s < N. Moreover, approximations of the ergodic sum rates for the multiuser

we can see thaF ys increases wheik ", becomes higher. massive MIMO systems. By exploiting these approximations,
In Fig.[8 we show the fairness among UEs agaifsh the K*-RUS andK*-LUS are developed, which are capable of

context of various schemes with/ = 32, N = 64. In this significantly enhancing the system sum rate performance.

simulation, we assume that the LSF CSI of each candidafsince no online operations related to SSF CSI are required

UE remains unchanged fdio07" and the SSF CSI changesn the proposed user selection algorithms, the computaition

for eachT. The window length evaluated for JFI is alsccomplexity of the proposed schemes is extremely low. Baside

assumed to b&00T for creating the worst scenario in termghe sum rate improvements, we also investigated the farnes

of fairness. We can see thaf*-RUS provides good fairnessamong UEs and showed the remarkable fairness performance

among UEs, and(*-LUS exhibits poor fairness performanceadvantages of the proposéd*-RUS scheme. In the future,

With perfect channel estimation, the JFI&f-RUS maintains we will investigate low-complexity user selection methanls

1 for various P, which is consistent with[(29). Furthermoremulti-cell scenarios.

for K*-LUS, the JFI increases d3increases. This is because

with the increase of?, more UEs can be served at the same

time while N keeps unchanged, which coincides with](30). APPENDIX



DETAILED DERIVATION OF (1)
with @) and [6), we have

2 _ (1-p)P
tr(D/2Z,RZIDY/2)-1"

According to the results ir_[24, Appendix IIl], we obtain

(8]

[9]
(31)

5
[10]

R )

tr(D'/2Z,RZIDY/?)~1 22, i

[11]
where¢ is the unique solution of

1 K1 \! [12]
¢ = Mtr R<IM+MER) (32)
Hence, the deterministic value of satisfies [13]
a.s. (1 —p)PcoM
2 ( f{) ¢ . (33)
k=1 4]

Then, we evaluate the second part of the denominatdr]in (9).
Since the entries diy, is independent o€, according to[[2b,
Theorem 3.4], we have

h,RY2Glss® (GHH(RY/2)HphH

[15]

a.s A 2 A 2 34 16

st (RGH(GGH)*QG) . (34) e

Applying [25, Theorem 14.3], we can obtain [17]

A A A A 1
tr (RGH(GGH)2G ) &2 —ML—tr(D—l),

( ) l—p?¢2—¢K [18]
where ¢ is given by [32) and) is defined as
1 ) K1_\7"

S —- [19]

v=1;r (R (IM + M¢R)
Thus, for [34), we obtain [20]
B RY2Glss” (G (RV2)H R o
LN 14 P Zszl dg (35)
l—pge*—¢ oK [22]

Therefore, substituting (33) and {35) infd (9), we obtaifi)(1
[23]
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