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Abstract— Full duplex (FD) communication has emerged as
an attractive solution for increasing the network throughput, by
allowing downlink (DL) and uplink (UL) transmissions in the
same spectrum. However, only employing FD base stations in
heterogeneous cellular networks (HCNs) cause coverage reduc-
tion, due to the DL and UL interferences as well as the residual
loop interference. We, therefore, propose HCNs with half duplex
massive multiuser multiple-input multiple-output macrocell base
stations (MBSs) to relax the coverage reduction, and FD small cell
base stations (SBSs) to improve spectrum efficiency. A tractable
framework of the proposed system is presented, which allows
to derive exact and asymptotic expressions for the DL and the
UL rate coverage probabilities, and the DL and the UL area
spectral efficiencies (ASEs). Monte Carlo simulations confirm
the accuracy of the analytical results, and it is revealed that the
equipping massive number of antennas at MBSs enhances the
DL rate coverage probability, whereas increasing FD SBSs
increases the DL and the UL ASEs. The results also demonstrate
that by tuning the UL fractional power control, a desirable
performance in both UL and DL can be achieved.

Index Terms— Heterogeneous cellular networks, massive multi-
user MIMO, full duplex, spectral efficiency, stochastic geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE emerging fifth-generation (5G) wireless communica-
tion system targets higher data rates, roughly 1000 times

of the current fourth-generation (4G) system to support expo-
nential increase in wireless data transmissions [1]. In order to
meet this target, heterogeneous cellular networks (HCNs) are
proposed to boost the network capacity through dense deploy-
ment of small cell base stations (SBSs) [2], and multiuser
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multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) with large number
of antennas at the base station (BS) enables fine-grained
beamforming towards each mobile user (MU), which brings
ultra high throughput [3].

Recently, increasing research has been conducted on full-
duplex (FD) communication, which allows transmitting and
receiving data simultaneously, within the same frequency
band [4]. In theory, FD data transmission is capable of
doubling the spectral efficiency of half-duplex (HD) sys-
tem. However, FD has been previously regarded as hard
to be realized in practice due to its high residual self-
interference (SI) problem. Fortunately, the recent advances
on SI cancellation, such as antenna separation schemes [5],
beamforming-based techniques [6], and digital circuit domain
schemes [7], have demonstrated the feasibility of FD trans-
mission for short to medium range wireless communications.
For instance, FD transmission can be realized at the access
points through shared or separated antenna configurations [8].
In terms of antenna usage, the efficiency of the shared antenna
configuration is higher than that of the separated one [9].
Besides, the shared antenna configuration is a promising
alternative for separated antenna configuration in short range
communications, where the transmit power is low and the
antenna isolation requirement is less rigorous compared with
medium to long range communication [9]. As a promising
candidate for FD technology due to the low transmit power, the
SBSs increases network capacity and coverage [10]. As such,
leveraging the use of FD technology at the SBSs and mas-
sive multiuser MIMO at the macrocell base stations (MBSs)
provide a potential solution to improve spectral efficiency
of HCNs.

A. Related Work

1) Multiuser MIMO in HCNs: [11] presented the coverage
probability and area spectral efficiency (ASE) for the down-
link (DL) MU in HCNs with multiuser MIMO. It was shown
that for a given total number of transmit antennas, it is prefer-
able to distribute the antennas across large number of single-
antenna BSs rather than small number of multi-antenna BSs.
The work in [11] was extended to [12], which studied the load
balancing strategy, which maximizes the coverage probability.
In [13], it was shown that massive multiuser MIMO BSs and
small cells BSs operating in time division duplexing (TDD)
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mode lead to high area throughput, which can be further
improved by installing more BS antennas or deploying more
small cells. In [14], a new massive MIMO cognitive radio
system was proposed that employs two cognitive radio base
stations at the adjacent sides of each cell to realize a full-
space spectrum sharing. In [15], a unified UL/DL channel
estimation strategy for time division duplex (TDD)/frequency
division duplex (FDD) multiuser massive MIMO systems was
presented. In [16], the trade-off between the link reliability
and the ASE of HCNs with multiuser MIMO was studied.

2) FD Communication in Cellular Networks: The perfor-
mance gains brought by FD transmission in cellular networks
have been studied in [17]–[24]. Reference [17] concludes
that making different tiers operate in different duplex modes
in heterogeneous networks enhances the network throughput.
In [18], the ASE was derived for small cell networks with FD,
and the self-interference (SI) was shown to be dominant
compared to the aggregate interference. It is shown in [19]
that small cell in-band wireless backhaul has the potential to
increase the throughput of massive multiuser MIMO systems.
Li et al. [20] investigated the spectrum and energy effi-
ciency of the massive MIMO-enabled FD cellular networks.
In [21], the rate coverage probability of a massive multiuser
MIMO-enabled wireless backhaul networks was evaluated,
where each SBS can be configured with either in-band or
out-of-band FD backhaul mode. Vu et al. [22] studied the
joint in-band backhauling and interference mitigation problem
in HCNs, which consists of a massive multiuser MIMO MBS
overlaid with self-backhauled small cells. Furthermore, the
work in [23] proposed in-band α-duplex scheme in multi-
cell networks with FD operation in each cell, which allows a
partial overlap between DL and uplink (UL) frequency bands.
The results in [23] demonstrated that the overlap parameter,
α, can be optimized to achieve maximum FD gain. In [24],
the cell association problem in multi-tier in-band FD networks
was investigated. It is shown that the proposed decoupled cell
association, where MUs can be served by different BS in
the UL and DL transmission, outperforms the coupled cell
association in which MUs associate to the same BS in both
DL and UL.

3) Spectral Efficiency and Link Reliability: The two impor-
tant metrics to evaluate the performance of HCNs, spectral
efficiency and outage probability were evaluated in HCNs
with wireless power transfer in [25] and [26]. The trade-
off between the ASE and the link reliability was discussed
in wireless ad-hoc networks [27], [28]. In these networks,
increasing the density of transmitters affects both link reliabil-
ity and ASE, therefore the trade-off between them is essential
to balance both aspects. The trade-off between the ASE and
the coverage probability has been studied in massive multiuser
MIMO HCNs [16] and a mixed multi-cell system composed
of FD and HD small cells [29].

B. Motivation and Contributions

The aforementioned literature laid a solid foundation for
the feasibility of FD communication in cellular networks.
However, operating all the BSs in FD mode is likely to
erode the performance gain of the FD communication, since

simultaneous DL and UL operations on the same band brings
increased interference, and thus reduced coverage. Inspired
by the work in [17], where making different tiers operate in
different duplex modes in heterogeneous networks enhances
the network throughput, we focus on HCNs, where only small
cells operate in FD mode, and the macrocells operate in
HD mode. We consider FD deployment at the SBSs, due to low
transmit power and low mobility of the associated MUs [10].
However, we note that increasing the FD SBSs increases the
ASE of the network, they also increase the interference due to
the simultaneous DL and UL transmission on the same band
which decreases coverage [29]. In order to compensate this
cost, a simple solution is to employ massive multiuser MIMO
at the BSs. However, due to the facts that: 1) a more powerful
SI cancellation scheme is required to make FD MIMO systems
feasible, and 2) the residual interference at each receive
chain increase linearly with the number of antennas [30],
we have considered massive multiuser MIMO only at the
MBSs. For the proposed HCNs, massive antennas at MBSs
ensure coverage over large areas, while SBSs act as capacity-
drivers [13]. Furthermore, we employ distance-proportional
fractional power control in the UL, which provides coverage
improvement to the cell-edge MUs and efficient utilization
of MUs’ battery [31], [32].

The main contribution of this work can be summarized as
follows:

• We model the K -tier HCNs with multiuser MIMO MBSs
operating in HD mode and SBSs operating in FD mode.
We consider only the DL transmission for MBSs, and
both DL and UL transmissions for SBSs. We characterize
the network interference generating from the distributed
FD SBSs and UL MUs for performance evaluation.

• We derive analytical expressions for the DL rate coverage
probability, the DL ASE of the macrocells and small cells,
the UL rate coverage probability, and the UL ASE of
small cells to evaluate the link reliability and spectral
efficiency. To examine the impact of massive multiuser
MIMO antennas at the MBS, we derive easy to compute
expressions for the asymptotic DL and UL rate coverage
probabilities, and asymptotic DL and UL ASEs as the
number of antennas at the MBSs grows large.

• Numerical results demonstrate the effectiveness of mas-
sive multiuser MIMO at the MBSs and the FD SBSs in
enhancing the rate coverage probabilities and the ASEs.
Moreover, we show that the distance-proportional frac-
tional power control can be tuned to achieve a desirable
performance in both DL and UL, where decreasing the
power control factor degrades the UL rate coverage prob-
ability, but improves the DL rate coverage probability.

C. Paper Organization and Notations

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we discuss the system model of HCNs with multiuser MIMO
at the MBSs and FD operation at the SBSs. In Section III,
we present the cell association and derive the rate coverage
probability and ASE both in the DL and the UL. In Section IV,
we evaluate DL and UL rate coverage probabilities and ASEs
for the massive multiuser MIMO regime. We present the
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TABLE I

FREQUENT NOTATIONS

performance comparison of the proposed HCNs with FD SBSs
with the conventional HCNs with HD SBSs in Section V.
Finally, numerical results are discussed in Section VI before
the paper is concluded in Section VII.

The notations commonly used throughout the paper are
presented in Table I.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Network Model

We consider K -tier HCNs, where the MBSs and the SBSs
are spatially located in R

2, following homogeneous Poisson
point process (HPPP), �bM and �bk with intensity λbM

and λbk (k = 2, · · · , K ), respectively. We consider massive
multiuser MIMO at the MBSs, where each BS is equipped
with N antennas, serving UM MUs (1 < UM � N), and
operates in HD mode. Each SBS is equipped with single
antenna, and is transmitting and receiving at the same time in
FD mode [33]. All the MUs have single antenna and operate
in HD mode. In this work, we focus on the DL performance
of the macrocell without pilot contamination, while the SBSs
have transmissions in the DL and UL simultaneously due to
the FD operation. The performance of the UL transmission
of MBSs can be easily analyzed following our analytical
framework, where the scheduled macrocell MUs simultane-
ously transmit to their serving massive multiuser MBS per
resource block in the UL [34]. Linear receive filters are then
used for UL signal detection. In HCNs with FD small cells,
the DL and UL small cell transmissions occur simultaneously
by reusing the spectrum of the DL macrocell transmissions
due to the full frequency reuse in HCNs [35]. The network is
assumed to be fully-loaded, such that each MBS has UM active
MUs [11], [12],1 and each SBS serves one active DL MU

1Here, we limit ourselves to the ideal assumption with the fixed number
of UM in each macrocell to ensure equivalent performance at the macrocell
MU in each macrocell as in [36] and [37]. We note that in [38], the probability
mass function of the number of users served by a generic BS was derived
by approximating the area of a Voronoi cell via a gamma-distributed random
variable. However, the result in [38] cannot be applied in this paper, since the
Euclidean plane is not divided into Voronoi cells based on the considered cell
association methods. We highlight that it is an important work to study the
case of the flexible UM following a certain distribution in less-dense scenarios.

Fig. 1. Example cells of the proposed HCNs with HD multiuser
MIMO MBS and FD SBSs and the interference characterizations.

and one active UL MU in each time instant [24], as shown
in Fig. 1. Accordingly, the intensity of the active DL MUs

in HCNs is λDL
u = (

UMλbM +
K∑

k=1
λbk

)
, whereas the active

UL MUs per tier are modeled by an independent HPPP �uk

with intensity λUL
uk = λbk . The analysis will be performed at

a typical MU, which is assumed to be at the origin.

B. Channel Model

We model the channel path loss over the distance |x | as
β|x |−α , where β is the frequency dependent constant value and
α is the path loss exponent. The channels are modeled as inde-
pendent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) quasi-static Rayleigh
fading. We assume TDD mode, where channel reciprocity can
be exploited and allows a BS to estimate its DL channels
from UL pilots sent by the MUs. Therefore, the resulting
number of pilots scales linearly with the number of MUs, and
is independent of the number of antennas in contrast to FDD.
We consider time division multiple access (TDMA), where
several MUs share the same channel in different time slots,
thus the BS transmit power is independent of the density of
active MUs, and there is no intra-cell interference in each cell.
In a snap of time, each MBS can serve UM MUs and each
FD SBS serves one DL and one UL MU per channel.

C. BS and MU Transmit Power Allocation

Each MBS and SBS transmit with fixed power, PM and Pk ,
respectively. To limit the UL interference and reduce the
overall power consumption of MUs, we employ distance-
proportional fractional power control [31] in the UL, where
the MU at a distance d from the associated SBS adjusts its
transmit power with, Pu = ρkβ

−εdεα j , to compensate large-
scale fading. Note that, 0 ≤ ε ≤ 1, is the power control factor,
and ρk is the receiver sensitivity of the kth tier SBS.

D. Massive Multiuser MIMO

Each MBS transmit UM data streams using linear zero-
forcing beamforming (ZFBF) with the equal transmit power
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allocation [39], thus the uncorrelated intra-cell interference
is suppressed. We assume sophisticated channel estimation
design with sufficient training information that guarantees
perfect CSI [40]. In the training phase, each MU sends a
pre-assigned orthogonal pilot sequence to the MBS, which is
perfectly estimated by the MBS without pilot contamination,
therefore the perfect channel state information is available at
the BSs and MUs. The non-pilot contamination assumption is
valid when the pre-assigned pilot sequences used in different
macrocells are orthogonal to each other [41]. The maximum
number of MUs per MBS depends on the dimension of the
UL pilot field. Accordingly, the number of channel vectors
that can be estimated and for which the DL precoder can
be designed is determined. In our model, we consider fixed
number of MUs served by each MBS.

E. Self-Interference Cancellation for FD Small Cells

The SBS in FD mode receives self-interference from
its transmitted signal, and performs self-interference cancel-
lation (self-IC) to combat it. Since, the amount of self-
interference depends on the transmit power of the SBS, we
define residual self-interference power after self-IC cancella-
tion as [6]

PRS I (Pk) = Pk |h RS I ,k |2, (1)

where h RS I ,k is the residual self interfering channel of a kth
tier BS, and h RS I ,k is characterized according to the cancel-
lation algorithms. For instance, using digital-domain cancella-
tion algorithms, h RS I ,k can be modeled as h RS I ,k = hS,k−ĥS,k,
where hS,k and ĥS,k are the self-interfering channel and its
estimate channel, respectively [6]. In [42], h RS I ,k is regarded
as a constant value with |h RS I ,k |2 = σ 2

e for the estimation error
variance σ 2

e . However, modeling h RS I ,k is still challenging for
other cancellation techniques, such as analog-domain schemes,
propagation-domain schemes, and combined schemes of dif-
ferent domains. The parametrization of the self-IC capability
in (1) can make the analysis more generic. Therefore, in our
analysis, we consider, a constant value for h RS I ,k ,2 given as

|h RS I ,k |2 = 10Ld B,k/10, (2)

where Ld B,k is the ratio between the residual self-interference
after interference cancellation and the transmit power at the kth
tier BS as defined in [17].

F. Cell Association

To obtain the strongest received signal, we consider the
maximum received power cell association rule in the DL
transmission, where the DL MU connects to the BS, which
provides the maximum long-term average received power [43].
The average received power at a typical DL MU connected to
the MBS m (m ∈ �bM) is expressed as

Pr,M = Ga
PM

UM
β
∣
∣Xm,uM

∣
∣−αM , (3)

2The analysis can be easily extended to the case of random h RS I ,k . For
instance, once the probability density function (PDF) of h RS I ,k is available
for a certain self-IC algorithm, we can average the analytical results derived
in the paper over the distribution of h RS I ,k .

where the array gain Ga of ZFBF transmission is
N − UM + 1 [39].

The average received power at a DL MU that is connected
to the kth tier SBS bk (bk ∈ �bk ), is expressed as

Pr,bk = Pkβ
(∣∣X j,uk

∣
∣)−αk . (4)

We remind that for the UL transmission, the MUs can only
associate with the FD SBSs. Considering that the HD UL MU
associated to the nearest BS can maximize the UL SINR [24],
we consider the nearest BS cell association in the UL.

Based on the cell association model, the set of interfering
MUs and FD SBSs may correlate. However, to maintain model
tractability, we assume that the set of interfering MUs is
independent of the set of interfering FD SBSs as in [18].

G. SINR Models

1) DL SINR of a Macrocell MU: The signal-to-interference-
plus-noise ratio (SINR) for a typical DL macrocell MU
uM

0 located at the origin is given as

SINRDL
M =

PM
UM
βgo,uM

0

∣
∣
∣Xo,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
−αM

IM,uM
0

+ IS,uM
0

+ Ius
ul ,u

M
0︸ ︷︷ ︸

I
uM

0

+N0
, (5)

where go,uM
0

∼ 	 (N − UM + 1, 1) is the small-scale fading
channel power gain between the typical DL MU and its serving
MBS, and

∣∣
∣Xo,uM

0

∣∣
∣ is the distance between the typical DL MU

and its serving MBS. In (5), IM,uM
0

, IS,uM
0

, and Ius
ul ,u

M
0

are

the interferences from the other MBSs, the SBSs, and the
UL MUs of the small cells given as

IM,uM
0

=
∑

x∈�M
b \o

PM

UM
hx,uM

0
β
∣
∣
∣Xx,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
−αM

, (6)

IS,uM
0

=
K∑

j=2

∑

y∈� j
b

Pj hy,uM
o
β
∣
∣
∣X y,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
−α j

, (7)

and

Ius
ul ,u

M
0

=
K∑

j=2

∑
z∈� j

u
ρ jβ

−ε∣∣Rz,bz

∣
∣εα j hz,uM

0
β
∣∣
∣Xz,uM

0

∣∣
∣
−α j

, (8)

respectively. In (6), (7), and (8), hx,uM
0

∼ 	 (UM, 1), hy,uM
0

∼
exp (1), and hz,uM

0
∼ exp (1) denote the small-scale fading

channel power gains from the MBSs to the typical DL macro-
cell MU, from the SBSs to the typical DL macrocell MU,
and from the UL small cell MUs to the typical DL macro-
cell MU, respectively, and their corresponding distances are

denoted as
∣
∣∣Xx,uM

0

∣
∣∣,

∣
∣∣X y,uM

0

∣
∣∣, and

∣
∣∣Xz,uM

0

∣
∣∣, respectively. In (8),

ρ jβ
−ε∣∣Rz,bz

∣
∣εα j is the transmit power of the UL MU at a

distance of
∣
∣Rz,bz

∣
∣ from its serving SBS, where ρ j is the

receiver sensitivity at the SBS of the j th tier and ε is the
power control factor.
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2) DL SINR of a Small Cell MU: The SINR for a typical
DL small cell MU uk

0 located at the origin can be written as

SINRDL
k =

Pk go,uk
0
β
∣
∣∣Xo,uk

0

∣
∣∣
−αk

IM,uk
0
+ IS,uk

0
+ Ius

ul ,u
k
0
+ N0

, (9)

where go,uk
0

is the small-scale fading channel power gain
between the typical DL small cell MU and its serving SBS,
and

∣
∣∣Xo,uk

0

∣
∣∣ is the distance between the typical DL MU and

its serving MBS. In (9), IM,uk
0
, IS,uk

0
, and Ius

ul ,u
k
0

are the

interference from the other MBSs, the SBSs, and the UL small
cell MU, which are given as

IM,uk
0

=
∑

x∈�M
b

PM

UM
hx,uk

0
β
∣∣
∣Xx,uk

0

∣∣
∣
−αM

, (10)

IS,uk
0

=
K∑

j=2

∑

y∈� j
b\o

Pj hy,uk
0
β
∣
∣
∣X y,uk

0

∣
∣
∣
−α j

, (11)

and

Ius
ul ,u

k
0

=
K∑

j=2

∑

z∈� j
u

ρ jβ
−ε∣∣Rz,bz

∣
∣εα j hz,uk

0
β
∣
∣
∣Xz,uk

0

∣
∣
∣
−α j

, (12)

respectively. In (10), hx,uk
0

∼ 	 (UM, 1) denotes the small-
scale fading channel power gain between the MBSs and the
typical DL small cell MU. The distances between the typical
DL small cell MU and the MBSs, the other small cell MU,
and the UL small cell MU are denoted as

∣∣
∣Xx,uk

0

∣∣
∣,

∣∣
∣X y,uk

0

∣∣
∣,

and
∣
∣
∣Xz,uk

0

∣
∣
∣, respectively.

3) UL SINR of a Small Cell MU: The UL SINR for a typical
SBS bk

0 located at the origin can be written as

SINRUL
k =

ρk go,bk
0
β
∣∣
∣Xo,bk

0

∣∣
∣
αk(ε−1)

PRS I (Pk)+ IM,bk
0
+ IS,bk

0
+ Ius

ul ,b
k
0
+ N0

, (13)

where ρk is the receiver sensitivity of the serving SBS,
go,bk

0
∼ exp (1) is the small-scale fading channel power gain

between the typical UL small cell MU and its serving SBS,∣
∣
∣Xo,bk

0

∣
∣
∣ is the corresponding distance, and PRS I (Pk) is the

residual self-interference power after performing cancellation
given in (1). In (13), IM,bk

0
, IS,bk

0
, and Ius

ul ,b
k
0

are the interfer-

ence from the MBSs, the other SBSs, and the other UL small
cell MUs given as

IM,bk
0

=
∑

x∈�M
b

PM

UM
hx,bk

0
β
∣
∣∣Xx,bk

0

∣
∣∣
−αM

, (14)

IS,bk
0

=
K∑

j=2

∑

y∈� j
b\bk

0

Pj hy,bk
0
β
∣
∣
∣X y,bk

0

∣
∣
∣
−α j

, (15)

and

Ius
ul ,b

k
0

=
K∑

j=2

∑

z∈� j
u\o

ρ jβ
−ε∣∣Rz,bz

∣
∣εα j hz,bk

0
β
∣∣
∣Xz,bk

0

∣∣
∣
−α j

, (16)

respectively. In (14), hx,bk
0

∼ 	 (UM, 1) denotes the small-
scale fading channel power gain between the typical UL small
cell MU and the MBSs. The distances between the typical SBS
and the MBSs, the other SBSs, and the other UL small cell
MUs are denoted as

∣
∣
∣Xx,bk

0

∣
∣
∣,

∣
∣
∣X y,bk

0

∣
∣
∣, and

∣
∣
∣Xz,bk

0

∣
∣
∣, respectively.

H. Interference Characterization

Characterizing the interference in proposed HCNs is the key
challenge in evaluating the system performance. The reason is
the difficulty to obtain exact characteristics of the interference
from the UL small cell MUs to the DL macrocell MU,
Ius

ul ,u
M
0

in (8), the interference from the UL small cell MUs to

the DL small cell MU, Ius
ul ,u

k
0

in (12), the interference from the

MBSs in the DL to the SBSs in the UL, IM,bk
0

in (14), and the
interference from the SBSs in the DL to the SBSs in the UL,
IS,bk

0
in (15). We characterize the interferences as shown in

Fig. 1 using similar approximation as in [17]. For instance, to
characterize Ius

ul ,u
M
0

, we consider a DL macrocell MU located
at a, its serving MBS located at b, a FD SBS located at c,
and its associated UL MU at c + N(c), where N(c) is the
relative location of small cell MU to its serving SBS at c in
the UL. Generally, the distance between DL macrocell MU a
and FD SBS c is greater than the distance between c + N(c)
and c, i.e., ‖a − c‖ � ‖N(c)‖. Therefore, we assume that the
distance between macrocell MU at a and UL small cell MU
at c + N(c) can be approximated as the distance between a
macrocell MU at a and the SBS at c. Likewise, we characterize
the interferences Ius

ul ,u
k
0
, IM,bk

0
, and IS,bk

0
.

III. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

Adjusting the number of antennas at MBSs with multiuser
MIMO and the FD SBS densities will affect both the link
reliability and ASE of the HCNs. Accordingly, we analyze the
performance of the DL and the UL transmission of the HCNs
in terms of rate coverage probability and ASE. Since a typical
MU can associate with at most one tier, the performance of
each tier as well as per tier association probability determine
the overall performance of HCNs in the DL and the UL as
per the law of total probability. To facilitate the analysis, we
first present the per tier association probability.

A. DL Cell Association

The probability that a typical MU is associated with the
MBS is given as in [43], where the transmit powers of the
MBSs and SBSs are given in (3) and (4), respectively.


M = 2πλbM

∫ ∞

0
r exp

{
− πλbMr2

−π
K∑

j=2

λbj

(
Pj

�PM

)2/α j

r2αMα j
}

dr, (17)

where

� = N − UM + 1

UM
. (18)
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Similarly, the probability that a typical MU is associated
with the kth tier SBS is given as in [43]


DL
k = 2πλbk

∫ ∞

0
r exp

{
− π

K∑

j=2

λb j

(
Pjr

αk /Pk
)2/α j

−πλbM

(
PM�

Pk

)2/αM

r2αk/αM
}

dr, (19)

where � is given in (18).

B. UL Cell Association

In the UL transmission, a typical MUs can only asso-
ciate with the nearest FD SBS. The probability that a
typical MU is associated with the kth tier SBS is given
as [43]


UL
k = 2πλbk

∫ ∞
0 rexp

{
−

K∑

j=2
πλ j r

2αk/αb j
}

dr. (20)

C. DL Rate Coverage Probability

In this section, we derive the DL rate coverage proba-
bility of a typical MU in K-tier HCNs. The DL rate cov-
erage probability of a random MU in the K-tier HCNs is
given by

CDL(RDL) = 
MCM(RDL)+
K∑

k=2


DL
k CDL

k (RDL), (21)

where 
M and 
DL
k are given in (17) and (19), respectively,

CM(RDL) is the DL rate coverage probability between a
typical MU and its serving MBS, and CDL

k (RDL) is the
DL rate coverage probability between a typical MU and its
serving SBS.

In (21), the DL rate coverage probability between a typical
MU and its serving MBS is defined as

CM(RDL) = E
∣
∣
∣∣X

o,uM
0

∣
∣
∣∣

[
Pr

[
SINRDL

M

(∣
∣
∣Xo,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
)

≥ γDL
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣Xo,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
]]
, (22)

where SINRDL
M is given in (5) and γDL is given as

γDL = eRDL − 1. (23)

In (23), RDL is the DL rate threshold. Similarly, the DL rate
coverage probability of typical MU at a distance

∣
∣
∣Xo,uk

0

∣
∣
∣ from

its associated SBS in the kth tier is defined as

CDL
k (RDL) = E

∣
∣
∣∣X

o,uk
0

∣
∣
∣∣

[
Pr

[
SINRDL

k

(∣
∣
∣Xo,uk

0

∣
∣
∣
)

≥ γDL
∣
∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣Xo,uk

0

∣
∣
∣
]]
, (24)

where SINRDL
k and γDL are given in (9) and (23),

respectively.

Theorem 1: The DL rate coverage probability of a typical
MU associated with the MBS is derived as

CM(RDL)

= 2πλbM


M

∫ ∞

0
x

N−UM∑

n=0

(xαM)n

n!(−1)n

×
∑ n!

n∏

l=1
ml(l!)ml

κ(x)
n∏

l=1

(
ψ(l)

(
xαM

))ml
dx, (25)

where

κ(x) = exp

{
− γDLUMq N0

PMβ
− ζ

(
γDLUMq

PMβ

)
− πλbM x2

− π

K∑

j=2

λbk

(
Pj

�PM

) 2
α j

x
2αM
α j

}
, (26)

∑
is over all n-tuples of non-negative integers (m1, . . . ,mn)

that satisfy the constraint
n∑

l=1
l .ml = n, � is given in (18),


M is given by (17), γDL is given in (23), and ζ(.), ψ(1)(.),
and ψ(l)(.) are given in (27), (27), and (28), respectively, at
the top of the next page. In (27), (27) and (28), λI

�UL
b j
(r)

is given in (A.8) and DM
j (x) is the distance between the

closest interferring BS of the j th tier and the typical macrocell
MU given as

DM
j (x) =

(
Pj

�PM

) 1
α j

x
αM
α j , (30)

where � is given in (18).
Proof: See Appendix A. �

Theorem 2: The DL rate coverage probability of a typical
MU associated with the kth tier SBS is derived as

CDL
k (RDL)

= 2πλbk


DL
k

∫ ∞

0
x exp

{
− γDLxαk N0

Pkβ
− �(x)− π

K∑

j=2

λb j

×
(

Pj xαk

Pk

) 2
α j − πλbM

(
PM�

Pk

) 2
αM

x
2αk
αM

}
dx, (31)

where � , 
DL
k , γDL, and �(.) are given in (18), (19),

and (23), as shown at the top of the next page, and (32),
respectively. In (32), λI

�UL
b j
(r) is given in (A.8), Dk

M(x) is the

distance between the closest interfering MBS and the typical
small cell MU, and Dk

j (x) is the distance between the closest
interfering BS in the j th tier and the typical small cell MU,
given as

Dk
M(x) =

(
�PM

Pk

) 1
αM

x
αk
αM , (33)

and

Dk
j (x) =

(
Pj

Pk

) 1
α j

x
αk
α j . (34)

In (33), � is given in (18).
Proof: The proof follows analogous steps to

Theorem 1. �
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ζ(s) = 2πλbM

UM∑

ν=1

(
UM

ν

)(
PM

UM
β

)ν
sν

(
−s PM

UM
β
)−ν+ 2

αM

αM
B(

−s PM
UM

βx−αM
)
[
ν − 2

αM
, 1 − UM

]

+
K∑

j=2

2πλb j

{
s Pjβ

DM
j (x)

2−α j

α j − 2
2 F1

[
α j − 2

α j
, 1; 2 − 2

α j
; −s Pjβ(D

M
j (x))

−α j

]

+
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

1

1 + (sρ jβ(1−ε))−1u−α j ε/2rα j

(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

λI
�UL

b j
(r)du rdr

}
. (27)

ψ(1)(q) = −γ
DLUM N0

PMβ
− 2πλbMUMγ

DL x2−αM

αM − 2
2 F1

[
αM − 2

αM
,UM + 1; 2 − 2

αM
; −γDLqx−αM

]

−
K∑

j=2

2πλb j

{
γDLUM Pj

PM

DM
j (x)

2−α j

α j − 2
2 F1

[
α j − 2

α j
, 2; 2 − 2

α j
; −γ

DLUM Pj q

PM
(DM

j (x))
−α j

]

−
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

(
PMβ

εu−α j ε/2rα j

γDLUMρ

)(
1 + PMβ

εu−α j ε/2rα j

γDLUMρ

)−2

q−2
(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

λI
�UL

b j
(r)du rdr

}
. (28)

ψ(l)(q) = 2πλbM
(UM + l − 1)!
(UM − 1)! (−γDL)

2
αM
(q)

−l+ 2
αM

αM
B(−γDLqx−αM)

[
l − 2

αM
, 1 − UM − l

]

+
K∑

j=2

2πλb j

{
l!
(

−γ
DLUM Pj

PM

) 2
αM (q)

−l+ 2
αM

αM
B(

− γDLUM Pj q
PM

(DM
j (x))

−αM
)

[
l − 2

αM
,−l

]

−
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

(
PMβ

εu−α j ε/2rα j

γDLUMρ

) l∏

i=2

(−i)

(
PMβ

εu−α j ε/2rα j

γDLUMρ
+ q

)−(l+1)(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

λI
�UL

b j
(r)du rdr

}
.

�(x) = 2πλbM

UM∑

ν=1

(
UM

ν

)(
γDLxαk PM

PkUM

)ν
(
− γDLxαk PM

PkUM

)−ν+ 2
αM

αM
B(

− γDL xαk PM
Pk UM

(
Dk

M(x)
)−αM

)
[
ν − 2

αM
, 1 − UM

]

+
K∑

j=2

2πλb j

{
γDLxαk

Pj

Pk

(
Dk

j (x)
)2−α j

(α j − 2)
2 F1

[
α j − 2

α j
, 1; 2 − 2

α j
; −γ

DL Pj

Pk
(Dk

j (x))
αk−α j

]

+
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

1

1 + ( γ
DLxαk

Pkβ
ρ jβ(1−ε))

−1
u−α j ε/2rα j

(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

λI
�UL

b j
(r)du rdr

}
. (32)

D. DL Area Spectral Efficiency

The DL ASE measures the capacity of HCNs in the
DL defined in [11] and [46]. In this section, we define the
DL ASE of the proposed model as

ASEDL = λbMUMCM(R
DL) ln(1 + γDL)

+
K∑

k=2

λbk CDL
k (RDL) ln(1 + γDL)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
ASEDL

SBS

, (35)

where CM(RDL), CDL
k (RDL), and γDL are given in (25), (31),

and (23), respectively.
In the following, we present the UL performance metrics

which reflect the effect of the self-IC, the density of SBSs,
the transmit power of SBSs, and the power control on the UL

performance in the HCN. We characterize the UL performance
in terms of the UL rate coverage probability and the UL ASE.

E. UL Rate Coverage Probability

In this section, we derive the UL rate coverage probability
using

CUL(RUL) =
K∑

k=2


UL
k CUL

k (RUL), (36)

where 
UL
k is given in (20), and CUL

k (RUL) is the UL rate
coverage probability between a typical MU and its serving
SBS defined as

CUL
k (RUL) = E

∣
∣
∣
∣X

o,bk
0

∣
∣
∣
∣

[
Pr

[
SINRUL

k

(∣
∣
∣Xo,bk

0

∣
∣
∣
)
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≥ γUL
∣∣
∣
∣

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣Xo,bk

0

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
]]
, (37)

where SINRUL
k is given in (13) and γUL is given as

γUL = eRUL − 1, (38)

and RUL is the UL rate threshold.
Theorem 3: The UL rate coverage probability of a typical

MU associated with the kth tier SBS is derived as

CUL
k (RUL)

= 2πλbk


UL
k

∫ ∞

0
x exp

{
− γULxαk (N0 + Pk |h RS I ,k |2)

(ρkβ−εdεα j )β

−ϒ(x)−
K∑

j=2

πλb j (Pj/Pk)
2/α j x2αk/α j

}
dx, (39)

where 
UL
k , γUL, and |h RS I ,k|2 are given in (20), (38) and

(2), respectively. In (39), ϒ(.) is given in (40) at the bottom
of the this page.

Proof: The proof follows analogous steps to
Theorem 1. �

F. UL Area Spectral Efficiency

In this section, we derive the UL ASE in the K-tier HCNs.
The UL ASE measures the capacity of HCNs in the UL, given
as

ASEUL =
K∑

k=2

λbk CUL
k (RUL) ln(1 + γUL), (41)

where CUL
k (RUL) and γUL are given in (39) and (38), respec-

tively.

IV. ASYMPTOTIC PERFORMANCE EVALUATION:
MASSIVE MULTIUSER MIMO REGIME

In this section, we analyze the asymptotic performance of
K -tier HCNs in which MBSs are equipped with massive multi-
user MIMO antennas. The large number of antennas focusses
energy into ever smaller regions of space to bring huge
improvements in throughput and energy efficiency. We refer
to the massive multiuser MIMO regime as the case where
1 < UM � N .

A. SINR Models

1) DL SINR of a Macrocell MU: With massive multiuser
MIMO at the MBSs, the SINR for a typical DL macrocell
MU defined in (5) can be simplified to

SINRDL
M

∣
∣
∣
mM

=
PMβ

∣
∣
∣Xo,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
−αM

IMmM,uM
0

+ IS,uM
0

+ Ius
ul ,u

M
0︸ ︷︷ ︸

I
uM

o

∣
∣

mM

+N0
, (42)

where the massive multiuser MIMO gain, N − UM + 1,
and the impact of equal power allocation per back-
haul stream (i.e., the denominator of MBS’s transmit
power PM

UM
) have already been incorporated in (45).

In (42), IMmM,uM
0

= ∑
x∈�M

b \o
PM
UM
βhx,uM

o

∣
∣
∣Xx,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
−αM (a)≈

∑
x∈�M

b \o PMβ
∣
∣
∣Xx,uM

0

∣
∣
∣
−αM

, the approximation in (a) results
due to the fact that with the large number of UM, i.e.,
(1 < UM � N), the small scale channel fading vanish by
the channel hardening effect as in [21]. In (42), IS,uM

0
and

Ius
ul ,u

M
0

are given in (7) and (8), respectively.

2) DL SINR of a Small Cell MU: For the massive multiuser
MIMO, the DL SINR for a typical small cell MU defined in (9)
can be given as

SINRDL
k

∣∣
∣
mM

=
Pk go,uk

0
β
∣∣
∣Xo,uk

0

∣∣
∣
−αk

IMmM,uk
0
+ IS,uk

0
+ Ius

ul ,u
k
0
+ N0

, (43)

where IMmM,uk
0

= ∑
x∈�M

b

PM
UM
β
∣
∣
∣Xx,uk

0

∣
∣
∣
−αM

, i.e., no short-term

fading factor due to channel hardening effect. In (43), IS,uk
0

and Ius
ul ,u

k
0

are given in (11) and (12), respectively.

3) UL SINR of a Small Cell MU: For the massive multiuser
MIMO case, the UL SINR for a typical SBS given in (13) can
be written as

SINRUL
k

∣
∣
∣
mM

=
ρk go,bk

0
β
∣
∣
∣Xo,bk

0

∣
∣
∣
αk(ε−1)

PRS I (Pk)+ IMmM,bk
0
+ IS,bk

0
+ Ius

ul ,b
k
0
+ N0

, (44)

where IMmM,bk
0

= ∑
x∈�M

b

PM
UM
β
∣
∣
∣Xx,bk

0

∣
∣
∣
−αM

, i.e., no short-
term fading factor due to channel hardening effect. In (44),

ϒ(x) = 2πλbM

UM∑

ν=1

(
UM

ν

) (
γULxαk PM

ρk xαkεβ−εUMαM

) 	
(
ν − 2

αM

)
	

(
UM − ν + 2

αM

)

	 (UM)

+
K∑

j=2

2πλb j

{
γUL Pj xαk

ρk xαkεβ−ε
x2−α j

(α j − 2)
2 F1

[
1, 1 − 2

α j
; 2 − 2

α j
; − γUL Pj

ρkxαkεβ−ε x (αk−α j )

]

+
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

1

1 + ( γUL x (1−ε)αk

ρk
ρ jβ

)−1
u−α j ε/2rα j

(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

du rdr

}
. (40)



4712 IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMMUNICATIONS, VOL. 65, NO. 11, NOVEMBER 2017

PRS I (Pk), IS,bk
0
, and Ius

ul ,b
k
0

are given in (1), (11) and (12),
respectively.

B. Asymptotic DL Rate Coverage Probability

In this analysis, we use the following formula for the
DL rate coverage probability of the macrocell with massive
multiuser MIMO [45]

CM(RDL)
∣∣
∣
mM

= E
∣
∣
∣
∣X

o,uM
0

∣
∣
∣
∣

[
ESINRDL

M

[
Pr

[
SINRDL

M

(∣∣
∣Xo,uM

0

∣∣
∣
)

≥ γDL
MmM

∣
∣∣
∣
∣
∣∣Xo,uM

0

∣
∣∣
]]
, (45)

where

γ DL
MmM

= γDL

�
, (46)

and γDL and � are given in (23) and (18), respectively. The
DL and UL rate coverage probabilities definitions for the small
cells in the massive multiuser MIMO case will be the same
as in the multiuser MIMO case, which are defined as (24),
and (37), respectively.

We present the asymptotic DL rate coverage probability of
a typical MU associated with the MBS and the kth tier SBS
in Theorem 4 and Theorem 5, respectively.

Theorem 4: For the massive multiuser MIMO regime, the
DL rate coverage probability of a typical MU associated with
the MBS is derived as

CM(RDL)
∣
∣
∣
mM

= 2πλbM


M

∫ ∞

0
x

[
1

2
− 1

π

∫ ∞

0
Im

[
exp

{ − χ1(x,w)

−πλbMχ2(x,w)−
K∑

j=2

2πλb j {χ3(x,w)+ χ4(x,w)} −

πλbM x2 − π

K∑

j=2

λbk

(
Pj

�PM

)2
/
α j

r2αM/α j
}]

]
dw

w
dx, (47)

where

χ1(x,w) = jw

(
PMβ

γ DL
MmM

xαM
− No

)
, (48)

χ2(x,w) =
	

(
1 − 2

αM

)
+ 2

αM
	u

(
− 2
αM
, −jwPMβ

xαM

)

(−jwPMβ)
2
αM

− x2,

(49)

χ3(x,w) =
( Pj

α j /2(−jw)β( xαM

�PM
)
2/α j−1

α j − 2

)

× 2 F1

[
1, 1 − 2

α j
; 2 − 2

α j
; jw�PM

xαM

]
, (50)

χ4(x,w) =
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

1

1 + (−jwρ jβ(1−ε))−1u−α j ε/2rα j

×
(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

λI
�UL

b j
(r)du rdr, (51)

and 
M, γDL
MmM

, � , and λI
�UL

b j
(r) are given in (17), (46), (18),

and (A.8), respectively.
Proof: See Appendix B. �

Theorem 5: For the massive multiuser MIMO regime, the
DL rate coverage probability of a typical MU associated with
the kth tier SBS is derived as

CDL
k (RDL)

∣
∣
∣
mM

= 2πλbk


DL
k

∫ ∞

0
x

[
1

2
− 1

π

∫ ∞

0
Im

[
exp

{
jwNo

−πλbM�1(x,w)−
K∑

j=2

2πλb j {�2(x,w)

+�3(x,w)} − π

K∑

j=2

λb j

(
Pj xαk

Pk

) 2
α j − πλbM

(
PM�

Pk

) 2
αM

x
2αk
αM

}(
1 + jwPkβ

γDLxαk

)−1]]
dw

w
dx, (52)

where

�1(x,w)

=
	

(
1 − 2

αM

)
+ 2

αM
	u

(
− 2
αM
, −jwPMβ

(DM
k (x))

αM

)

(−jwPMβ)
2
αM

− (DM
k (x))

2
,

(53)

�2(x,w)

=
(
(

Pj
Pk
)
2/α j

(−jw)βPk(xαk )2/α j −1

α j − 2

)

× 2 F1

[
1, 1 − 2

α j
; 2 − 2

α j
; jwβPj

xαk
(Dk

j (x))
αk−α j

]
, (54)

�3(x,w)

=
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

1

1 + (−jwρ jβ(1−ε))−1u−α j ε/2rα j

×
(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

λI
�UL

b j
(r)du rdr, (55)

and 
DL
k , γDL, � , DM

k (x), and λI
�UL

b j
(r) are given in (19),

(23), (18), (33), and (A.8), respectively.
Proof: The proof follows analogous steps to

Theorem 4. �

C. Asymptotic UL Rate Coverage Probability

We present the asymptotic UL rate coverage probabil-
ity of a typical MU associated with the kth tier SBS in
Theorem 6.

Theorem 6: For the massive multiuser MIMO regime, the
UL rate coverage probability of a typical MU associated with
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the kth tier SBS is derived as

CUL
k (RUL)

∣
∣
∣
mM

= 2πλbk


UL
k

∫ ∞

0
x

[
1

2
− 1

π

∫ ∞

0
Im

[
exp

{
jwNo − πλbMϑ1(x,w)

−
K∑

j=2

2πλb j {ϑ2(x,w)+ϑ3(x,w)}−
K∑

j=2

πλb j x
2αk
α j

×
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where

ϑ1(x,w) = (−jwPMβ)
2
αM 	

(
1 − 2

αM

)
, (57)

ϑ2(x,w) = (−jwPjβ)
x2−α j
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×2 F1

[
1, 1 − 2

α j
; 2 − 2

α j
; jwβPj

xαk
x (αk−α j )
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,

(58)

ϑ3(x,w) =
∫ ∞

0

∫ r2

0

1

1 + (−jwρ jβ1−ε)−1
u−α j ε/2rα j

×
(
π

K∑

j=2

λb j e
−π

K∑

j=2
λb j u)

du rdr, (59)

and 
UL
k and γUL are given in (20) and (38), respectively.

Proof: The proof follows analogous steps to
Theorem 4. �

Even though the asymptotic DL and UL rate coverage
probabilities’ expressions in Theorem 4, 5, and 6 are composed
of four integrals, they can be computed in less time compared
to the corresponding simulations.

V. PERFORMANCE COMPARISON WITH

THE CONVENTIONAL HD HCNs

In order to compare the performance of the proposed HCNs
with FD SBSs with that of the conventional HD HCNs with
HD SBSs, we define the total ASE of a random MU in
HCNs as

ASE = ASEDL + ASEUL, (60)

where ASEDL and ASEUL are given in (35) and (41), respec-
tively. Furthermore, we define the ASE of FD small cell
MUs as

ASESBS = ASEDL
SBS + ASEUL, (61)

where ASEDL
SBS and ASEUL are given in (35) and (41),

respectively.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we investigate the system performance in the
DL and the UL in terms of the rate coverage probability and
the ASE of HCNs with multiuser MIMO antennas at the MBSs
and FD operation at the SBSs. We compare the performance
of HCNs with multiuser MIMO at MBSs and FD at SBSs with

TABLE II

PARAMETER VALUES UNLESS SPECIFIED

that of massive multiuser MIMO at MBSs and FD at SBSs.
We plot the DL rate coverage probability, the DL ASE, the UL
rate coverage probability, and the UL ASE using (21), (35),
(36), and (41), respectively. We validate the accuracy of the
derived expressions for a two-tier HCNs with network radius
An = π(1000)2 km2 consisting of HD macrocells with density
λbM and FD small cells with density λb2 , via Monte Carlo
simulations. The interference approximations in Section II-H
are not made in the simulation. The simulation is repeated and
averaged over 10,000 iterations. The results presented in the
figures of this section validate the accuracy of our approach to
characterize the interferences and show that the assumptions
made have a minor effect on the accuracy of the proposed
analytical model. Unless specified, the parameter values used
in this section are listed in Table II.

A. Impact of Number of Multiuser MIMO/Massive Multiuser
MIMO Antennas at the MBS on the DL and UL Rate
Coverage Probability

Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(b) compare the DL and the UL rate
coverage probability with the multiuser MIMO at the MBS to
that with massive multiuser MIMO at the MBS as a function of
the number of antennas at the MBS. We see that the asymptotic
rate coverage probability of small cell MU closely matches the
exact rate coverage probability in DL and UL both for small
and large N . This observation can be attributed to the fact
that changing N at the interfering MBS does not change the
distributions of short term fading factors hx,uk

0
in (10) and

hx,bk
0

in (14), for the exact case, which are ignored in the
asymptotic case due to channel hardening effect. As expected,
the DL rate coverage probabilities of the macrocell MU and
the small cell MU in massive multiuser MIMO case is higher
than those in multiuser MIMO case due to the large antenna
array gain. However, the UL rate coverage probability of MU
remains constant with increasing N for both small and large N
due to that: 1) the UL MU can only associate with the SBSs,
and 2) the interferences from N MBS antennas do not add
coherently such that for the same total transmit power, the
interference level from a MBS to an UL MU is the same,
regardless of the number of N under i.i.d. Rayleigh fading
channels.

B. Impact of Number of SBSs Density on the
DL and UL ASE

Fig. 3 compares the DL and the UL rate coverage probabil-
ity with massive multiuser MIMO at the MBS as a function
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Fig. 2. Rate coverage probability versus the number of MBS antennas.

of the ratio between the SBSs density to the MBSs density
(μ = λb2/λbM). The increase in λb2 improves the DL rate
coverage probabilities of macrocell MU and small cell MU.
This is according to the the fact that increasing λb2 decreases
the distance between the typical small cell MU and the serving
SBS. Thus, the MUs transmit with less power due to distance-
proportional fractional power control, which in turn reduces
the UL interference for the macrocell MU and the small
cell MU. However, increasing λb2 decreases the UL rate
coverage probability due to the increased interference from
larger number of SBSs.

C. Performance Comparison of the Proposed HCNs
With the Conventional HCNs

Fig. 4 compares the ASE of the proposed HCNs with FD
SBSs to that of the conventional HCNs with HD SBSs. We plot
the ASE of a random MU in the proposed HCNs using (60),
and that in the conventional HCNs using ASEDL in (35) with

Fig. 3. Rate coverage probability versus the ratio between SBSs density to
MBSs density.

Fig. 4. ASE versus the number of MBS antennas.

no UL interference from the MUs, i.e., Ius
ul ,u

M
0

= 0 in (5) and

Ius
ul ,u

k
0

= 0 in (9). We plot the ASE of a small cell MU of the
proposed HCNs using (61), and that of conventional HCNs
using ASEDL

SBS in (35) with no UL interference from the MUs,
i.e., Ius

ul ,u
k
0

= 0 in (9). The ASE of the proposed HCNs is
observed to be higher than that of the conventional HCNs.
This suggests the ASE improvement brought by simultaneous
transmission in DL and UL due to FD SBSs which dominates
the resulting additional interferences. With the increase in the
number of antennas at the MBSs, the ASE of the HCNs
increases due to the increase in the rate coverage probability
with larger N as shown in Fig. 2b. Moreover, similar trends
are observed for the small cell tier with improved ASE than
that of the HCNs.

D. Impact of SBS Density With Different Number of
MBS Antennas on the DL Performance

Fig. 5(a) and Fig. 5(b) examine the trade-off between the
DL ASE and the DL rate coverage probability versus the ratio
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Fig. 5. The tradeoff between the ASE and the rate coverage probability for
various number of MBS antennas.

between density of SBSs to density of MBS (μ = λb2/λbM )
and the number of MBS antennas both for multiuser MIMO
and massive multiuser MIMO at the MBSs. In Fig. 5(a) and
Fig. 5(b), we consider ε = 0 and the transmit power at the
MU Pu is taken as 23 dBm. Clearly, the DL ASE and rate
coverage probability with massive multiuser MIMO at the
MBS are higher as compared to those with multiuser MIMO
at the MBSs due to sharp beamforming. The massive number
of antennas at MBSs brings the higher DL rate coverage
probability and ASE.

The DL ASE and the rate coverage probability of macro-
cell MU decreases with increasing the SBSs density due to
the increased interference from SBSs. However, increasing
the SBSs density λbk increases the DL ASE, but decreases
the DL rate coverage probability of small cell MU. With the
increase in the SBSs density, the number of DL small cell
transmissions and the aggregate interference from small cells
increase, which results in a trade-off between DL ASE and

Fig. 6. The tradeoff between the ASE and the rate coverage probability for
various MBS and SBS transmit powers.

rate coverage probability for the small cell MUs. We have
shown that the UL interference can be reduced by employing
UL power control in the UL, which improves the DL rate
coverage probability in Fig. 3.

E. Impact of SBS Density With Different MBS and SBS
Transmit Powers on the DL and UL Performance

Fig. 6 plots the DL and UL ASE and rate coverage prob-
ability as a function of the transmit powers at the MBSs and
SBSs. In Fig. 6, we consider ε = 0 and the transmit power at
the MU Pu is taken as 23 dBm. Increasing the MBS transmit
power increases the DL ASE and the rate coverage probability
of all tiers, which is due to the increase of SINRDL

M in (5), and
the reduced distance between the typical small cell MU and the
associated SBS. Moreover, we observe the decrease in the UL
ASE and the UL rate coverage probability with the increase
in PM and Pk , which is due to the increased cross-tier and co-
tier interferences as can be seen from (13). Furthermore, we
observe that the increase in the SBS density increases the UL
rate coverage probability in contrast to the decreased DL rate
coverage probability for small cell MU as shown in Fig. 5a
and Fig. 5b, which is due to the decreased distance between
the UL small cell MU and the serving SBS. It can thus be
concluded that the SBS density and the BS transmit power of
each tier can be tuned to achieve joint DL and UL performance
gains with FD SBSs.

F. Impact of SI Cancellation Capability With Different SBS
Transmit Power on the DL and UL Performance

Fig. 7 examines the impact of the SI cancellation capa-
bility Ld B on the DL and UL rate coverage probabilities.
As expected, increasing Ld B decreases the UL rate coverage
probability of the small cell MU. Moreover, increasing the
SBS transmit power decreases the UL rate coverage probabil-
ity of the small cell MU, due to the increased self interference.
However, increasing the SBS transmit power increases the
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Fig. 7. Rate coverage probability versus SI cancellation capability for various
SBSs transmit powers.

Fig. 8. Rate coverage probability versus SBSs receivers sensitivity for various
SBSs power control factors.

DL rate coverage probability of a random MU, due to the
increase of SINRDL

k in (44).

G. Impact of Receiver Sensitivity at the SBS With
Different Power Control Factors

Fig. 8 plots the DL and the UL rate coverage probability
versus the receiver’s sensitivity at SBSs ρ2 for various power
control factors ε. Increasing ρ2 increases the UL rate coverage
probability, and degrades the DL rate coverage probability.
This is due to the reason that decreasing the the SBS receiver
sensitivity (i.e., an increase in ρ2) increases the transmit power
required at each MU to perform channel inversion towards
serving SBS, which in turn increases the useful signal power
at the its associated SBS and the interference at the other BSs
and MUs. Similarly, higher power control factor ε improves
the UL performance, but degrades the DL performance. These
results demonstrate that ρ2 and ε can be optimized for joint
DL and UL performance gain. We also compare the DL and

UL performance of HCNs with UL power control to that
without UL power control when the MUs transmit power is
Pu = 23 dBm. The UL rate coverage probability in HCNs
without UL power control is shown to be very small due to
the increased inter-cell interference from the UL MUs.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have presented a tractable model for
massive multiuser MIMO-enabled HCNs with FD small cells.
Relying on stochastic geometry, we have derived the analytical
expressions for DL rate coverage probability and ASE for
macrocell and small cells, and UL rate coverage probabil-
ity and ASE for small cells. We have also presented the
asymptotic expressions as the number of antennas at MBS
goes to infinity. Numerical results demonstrated the benefits
brought by massive multiuser MIMO in achieving high rate
coverage probability and the benefits brought by of FD SBSs
in achieving high ASE. It is shown that the SBSs density
and the number of antennas at the MBSs can be used as
design parameters to target optimal DL ASE and DL rate
coverage probability. The results also demonstrate that, to
achieve similar performance in the DL and the UL, UL power
control should be employed. With the advancements of mas-
sive multiuser MIMO and SI cancellation in FD, the proposed
HCNs will prove to be a promising candidate for 5G systems.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

From (22), the rate coverage probability of the macrocell
tier is given by deconditioning over

∣
∣
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(A.1)

where f|Xo,M| (x) is the PDF of the distance between a typical
MU and its serving MBS given by [43] as follows

f|Xo,M| (x) = 2πλbM


M
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M (x) from (5) into (A.1) and simplifying
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where (a) follows from go,uM
0

∼ 	 (N − UM + 1, 1) and
(b) follows from some some mathematical manipulations.
In (A.3), LI

uM
0

is the Laplace transform of the PDF of IuM
0

given as

LI
uM

0
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0
(s)LI
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0
(s)LI

uS
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M
0
(s), (A.4)
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transform of the PDF of IM,uM
0

, IS,uM
0

, and IuS
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, respectively.
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where (a) is obtained by using generating functional of
PPP [46], hm,uM

0
∼ 	 (UM, 1) , and using Binomial expansion.

Likewise, LI
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0
(s) is evaluated as
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where DM
j (x) is the distance between a typical MU and the

closest interfering BS in the j th tier given in (30). In (A.4),
LI

uS
ul ,u

M
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(s) is evaluated as
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where (a) follows from the probability generating functional
of a PPP and the fact that the UL interference field is a non-
homogeneous PPP with distance dependent density function
given as

λI
�UL

b j
(r) = λb j (1 − exp(−π λb j

AU L
j

r2)) (A.8)

where (AU L
j = λb j /

K∑

i=2
λbi ) is the repulsion parameter as

in [47]. In (A.8), the integral has a lower limit of zero as
the nearest UL MU of FD SBS can be arbitrarily close
to the typical macrocell MU. Using the PDF of serving
link distances given in (C.1), we derive LI

us
ul ,u

M
0
(s). Plugging

(A.5), (A.6) and (A.7) into (A.4), after some manipulations,
LI

uM
0
(s) is derived as

LI
uM

0
(s) = e−ζ(s), (A.9)

where ζ(s) is given by (27). Substituting (A.9) into (A.3),
simplifying using the Faa di Bruno’s formula, and finally
plugging into (A.1), we obtain (25).

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

The rate coverage probability of a typical MU associated
with the kth tier SBS is evaluated following the similar steps
as of Theorem 1 with the PDF of the distance between a
typical DL MU and its serving SBS is given by [43]

f|Xo,k| (x) |DL = 2πλbk r exp
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where � is given in (18).

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 3

The UL rate coverage probability of a typical MU associated
with the kth tier SBS is evaluated following the similar steps as
of Theorem 1 with the PDF of the distance between a typical
UL MU and its serving SBS is given by [43]

f|Xo,k | (x) |U L = 2πλbk rexp
{

−
K∑

j=2

πλb j r2αk/α j
}
. (C.1)

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM 4

Based on (42), the DL rate coverage probability of the
macrocell with massive multiuser MIMO at the BSs, can be
given as
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where we resort to apply the Gil-Pelaez inversion theorem [48]
and the CDF of the interference F
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where Im(.) represents the imaginary part of the argument.
In (D.2), the Laplace transform of IMmM,uk

0
can be derived as
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where (a) follows from the probability generating functional
of PPP. Solving the integral in (D.3) we derive LI

MmM ,uk
0
(−jw).

In (D.2), the Laplace transforms of IS,uM
0

and Ius
ul ,u

M
0

can be
evaluated as (A.6) and (A.7), respectively. Finally substituting
LIMmM ,u

M
0
(−jw), LI

S,uM
0
(−jw), and LI

us
ul ,u

M
0
(−jw) into (D.2),

and plugging (D.2) into (D.1), we obtain Theorem 4.

REFERENCES

[1] J. G. Andrews et al., “What will 5G be?” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun.,
vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 1065–1082, Jun. 2014.

[2] S. Parkvall, A. Furuskar, and E. Dahlman, “Evolution of LTE toward
IMT-advanced,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 49, no. 2, pp. 84–91,
Feb. 2011.

[3] H. Q. Ngo, E. G. Larsson, and T. L. Marzetta, “Energy and spectral effi-
ciency of very large multiuser MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun.,
vol. 61, no. 4, pp. 1436–1449, Apr. 2013.

[4] A. Sabharwal, P. Schniter, D. Guo, D. W. Bliss, S. Rangarajan, and
R. Wichman, “In-band full-duplex wireless: Challenges and opportu-
nities,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 32, no. 9, pp. 1637–1652,
Sep. 2014.

[5] T. Snow, C. Fulton, and W. J. Chappell, “Transmit–receive duplex-
ing using digital beamforming system to cancel self-interference,”
IEEE Trans. Microw. Theory Techn., vol. 59, no. 12, pp. 3494–3503,
Dec. 2011.

[6] T. Riihonen, S. Werner, and R. Wichman, “Mitigation of loopback self-
interference in full-duplex MIMO relays,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process.,
vol. 59, no. 12, pp. 5983–5993, Dec. 2011.

[7] T. Riihonen, S. Werner, and R. Wichman, “Hybrid full-duplex/half-
duplex relaying with transmit power adaptation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun., vol. 10, no. 9, pp. 3074–3085, Sep. 2011.

[8] G. Liu, F. R. Yu, H. Ji, V. C. M. Leung, and X. Li, “In-band full-duplex
relaying: A survey, research issues and challenges,” IEEE Commun.
Surveys Tuts., vol. 17, no. 2, pp. 500–524, 2nd Quart., 2015.

[9] H. Ju, E. Oh, and D. Hong, “Improving efficiency of resource usage
in two-hop full duplex relay systems based on resource sharing and
interference cancellation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 8, no. 8,
pp. 3933–3938, Aug. 2009.

[10] D. Nguyen, L.-N. Tran, P. Pirinen, and M. Latva-Aho, “On the spectral
efficiency of full-duplex small cell wireless systems,” IEEE Trans.
Wireless Commun., vol. 13, no. 9, pp. 4896–4910, Sep. 2014.

[11] H. S. Dhillon, M. Kountouris, and J. G. Andrews, “Downlink MIMO
HetNets: Modeling, ordering results and performance analysis,” IEEE
Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 12, no. 10, pp. 5208–5222, Oct. 2013.

[12] A. K. Gupta, H. S. Dhillon, S. Vishwanath, and J. G. Andrews,
“Downlink multi-antenna heterogeneous cellular network with load
balancing,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 62, no. 11, pp. 4052–4067,
Nov. 2014.

[13] J. Hoydis, K. Hosseini, S. ten Brink, and M. Debbah, “Making smart
use of excess antennas: Massive MIMO, small cells, and TDD,” Bell
Labs Tech. J., vol. 18, no. 2, pp. 5–21, Sep. 2013.

[14] H. Xie, B. Wang, F. Gao, and S. Jin, “A full-space spectrum-sharing
strategy for massive MIMO cognitive radio systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas
Commun., vol. 34, no. 10, pp. 2537–2549, Oct. 2016.

[15] H. Xie, F. Gao, S. Zhang, and S. Jin, “A unified transmission strategy for
TDD/FDD massive MIMO systems with spatial basis expansion model,”
IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 66, no. 4, pp. 3170–3184, Apr. 2017.

[16] C. Li, J. Zhang, J. G. Andrews, and K. B. Letaief, “Success probability
and area spectral efficiency in multiuser MIMO HetNets,” IEEE Trans.
Commun., vol. 64, no. 4, pp. 1544–1556, Apr. 2016.

[17] J. Lee and T. Q. S. Quek, “Hybrid full-/half-duplex system analysis
in heterogeneous wireless networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun.,
vol. 14, no. 5, pp. 2883–2895, May 2015.

[18] H. Alves, C. H. M. de Lima, P. H. J. Nardelli, R. D. Souza, and
M. Latva-Aho, “On the average spectral efficiency of interference-
limited full-duplex networks,” in Proc. CROWNCOM, Jun. 2014,
pp. 550–554.

[19] B. Li, D. Zhu, and P. Liang, “Small cell in-band wireless backhaul in
massive MIMO systems: A cooperation of next-generation techniques,”
IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 14, no. 12, pp. 7057–7069,
Dec. 2015.

[20] Y. Li, P. Fan, A. Leukhin, and L. Liu, “On the spectral and energy effi-
ciency of full-duplex small-cell wireless systems with massive MIMO,”
IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 66, no. 3, pp. 2339–2353, Mar. 2017.

[21] H. Tabassum, A. H. Sakr, and E. Hossain, “Analysis of massive MIMO-
enabled downlink wireless backhauling for full-duplex small cells,”
IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 64, no. 6, pp. 2354–2369, Jun. 2016.

[22] T. K. Vu, M. Bennis, S. Samarakoon, M. Debbah, and
M. Latva-Aho, “Joint in-band backhauling and interference mitigation
in 5G heterogeneous networks,” in Proc. 22nd Eur. Wireless Conf.,
May 2016, pp. 1–6.

[23] A. AlAmmouri, H. ElSawy, O. Amin, and M.-S. Alouini, “In-band
α-duplex scheme for cellular networks: A stochastic geometry
approach,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 15, no. 10,
pp. 6797–6812, Oct. 2016.

[24] A. H. Sakr and E. Hossain, “On user association in multi-tier
full-duplex cellular networks,” CoRR, Jul. 2016. [Online]. Available:
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.01119

[25] Y. Deng, L. Wang, M. Elkashlan, M. Di Renzo, and J. Yuan, “Model-
ing and analysis of wireless power transfer in heterogeneous cellular
networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 64, no. 12, pp. 5290–5303,
Dec. 2016.

[26] S. Akbar, Y. Deng, A. Nallanathan, M. Elkashlan, and A.-H. Aghvami,
“Simultaneous wireless information and power transfer in K -tier het-
erogeneous cellular networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 15,
no. 8, pp. 5804–5818, Aug. 2016.

[27] A. M. Hunter, J. G. Andrews, and S. Weber, “Transmission capacity of
ad hoc networks with spatial diversity,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun.,
vol. 7, no. 12, pp. 5058–5071, Dec. 2008.

[28] M. Kountouris and J. G. Andrews, “Downlink SDMA with limited feed-
back in interference-limited wireless networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless
Commun., vol. 11, no. 8, pp. 2730–2741, Aug. 2012.

[29] S. Goyal, C. Galiotto, N. Marchetti, and S. Panwar, “Throughput and
coverage for a mixed full and half duplex small cell network,” in Proc.
IEEE ICC, May 2016, pp. 1–7.

[30] D. Bharadia and S. Katti, “Full duplex MIMO radios,” in Proc. 11th
USENIX Symp. NSDI, 2014, pp. 359–372.

[31] T. D. Novlan, H. S. Dhillon, and J. G. Andrews, “Analytical modeling
of uplink cellular networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 12,
no. 6, pp. 2669–2679, Jun. 2013.

[32] H. ElSawy and E. Hossain, “On stochastic geometry modeling of
cellular uplink transmission with truncated channel inversion power
control,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 13, no. 8, pp. 4454–4469,
Aug. 2014.

[33] C. Cox and E. Ackerman, “Demonstration of a single-aperture, full-
duplex communication system,” in Proc. IEEE Radio Wireless Symp.,
Jan. 2013, pp. 148–150.

[34] L. Wang, K.-K. Wong, M. Elkashlan, A. Nallanathan, and
S. Lambotharan, “Secrecy and energy efficiency in massive MIMO
aided heterogeneous C-RAN: A new look at interference,” IEEE J. Sel.
Topics Signal Process., vol. 10, no. 8, pp. 1375–1389, Dec. 2016.

[35] A. Ghosh et al., “Heterogeneous cellular networks: From theory to
practice,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 50, no. 6, pp. 54–64, Jun. 2012.

[36] A. He, L. Wang, M. Elkashlan, Y. Chen, and K.-K. Wong, “Spectrum
and energy efficiency in massive MIMO enabled HetNets: A sto-
chastic geometry approach,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 19, no. 12,
pp. 2294–2297, Dec. 2015.

[37] A. Shojaeifard, K.-K. Wong, M. Di Renzo, G. Zheng, K. A. Hamdi, and
J. Tang, “Massive MIMO-enabled full-duplex cellular networks,” CoRR,
vol. 1, Nov. 2016. [Online]. Available: http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.03854

[38] S. M. Yu and S.-L. Kim, “Downlink capacity and base station density
in cellular networks,” in Proc. 11th Int. Symp. Modeling Optim. Mobile,
Ad Hoc Wireless Netw. (WiOpt), May 2013, pp. 119–124.

[39] K. Hosseini, W. Yu, and R. S. Adve, “Large-scale MIMO versus network
MIMO for multicell interference mitigation,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal
Process., vol. 8, no. 5, pp. 930–941, Oct. 2014.

[40] E. Björnson, J. Hoydis, M. Kountouris, and M. Debbah, “Massive
MIMO systems with non-ideal hardware: Energy efficiency, estima-
tion, and capacity limits,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 60, no. 11,
pp. 7112–7139, Nov. 2014.

[41] T. L. Marzetta, “How much training is required for multiuser MIMO?”
in Proc. 40th Asilomar Conf. Signals, Syst. Comput., Pacific Grove, CA,
USA, Oct./Nov. 2006, pp. 359–363.

[42] A. C. Cirik, Y. Rong, and Y. Hua, “Achievable rates of full-duplex
MIMO radios in fast fading channels with imperfect channel estimation,”
IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 62, no. 15, pp. 3874–3886, Aug. 2014.

[43] H.-S. Jo, Y. J. Sang, P. Xia, and J. G. Andrews, “Heterogeneous cellular
networks with flexible cell association: A comprehensive downlink
SINR analysis,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 11, no. 10,
pp. 3484–3495, Oct. 2012.



AKBAR et al.: MASSIVE MULTIUSER MIMO IN HCNs WITH FD SMALL CELLS 4719

[44] W. C. Cheung, T. Q. S. Quek, and M. Kountouris, “Throughput opti-
mization, spectrum allocation, and access control in two-tier femtocell
networks,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 30, no. 3, pp. 561–574,
Apr. 2012.

[45] D. Bethanabhotla, O. Y. Bursalioglu, H. C. Papadopoulos, and G. Caire,
“User association and load balancing for cellular massive MIMO,” in
Proc. Inf. Theory Appl. Workshop (ITA), Feb. 2014, pp. 1–10.

[46] M. Haenggi, Stochastic Geometry for Wireless Networks. Cambridge,
U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2012.

[47] S. Singh, X. Zhang, and J. G. Andrews, “Joint rate and SINR
coverage analysis for decoupled uplink-downlink biased cell associa-
tions in HetNets,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 14, no. 10,
pp. 5360–5373, Oct. 2015.

[48] J. G. Wendel, “The non-absolute convergence of Gil–Pelaez’ inversion
integral,” Ann. Math. Statist., vol. 32, no. 1, pp. 338–339, Mar. 1961.

Sunila Akbar (S’15) received the B.E. degree in
electrical engineering and the M.Eng. degree in
telecommunications engineering from the NED Uni-
versity of Engineering and Technology (NEDUET),
Karachi, Pakistan, in 1998 and 2007, respectively.
She is currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree with the
Department of Informatics, King’s College London,
U.K. She was a Projects Coordinator with the Elec-
trical Division in a Contracting Company, Dubai,
United Arab Emirates, for five years, before joining
NEDUET as a Lecturer in 2004. She was appointed

as an Assistant Professor with NEDUET in 2008. Her current research
interests include the statistical modeling of wireless networks, heterogeneous
cellular networks, massive MIMO, and energy efficient communications. She
has been a reviewer in several IEEE transactions, letters, and conferences.

Yansha Deng (S’13–M’17) received the Ph.D.
degree in electrical engineering from the Queen
Mary University of London, U.K., 2015. From 2015
to 2017, she was the Post-Doctoral Research Fellow
with the Department of Informatics, King’s Col-
lege London, U.K. She is currently the Lecturer
with the Department of Informatics, King’s College
London. Her research interests include massive
MIMO, HetNets, molecular communication, cogni-
tive radio, cooperative networks, and physical layer
security. She received the Best Paper Award in ICC

2016. She is currently an Editor of the IEEE COMMUNICATIONS LETTERS.
She has also served as a TPC member for many IEEE conferences, such as
the IEEE GLOBECOM and the ICC.

Arumugam Nallanathan (S’97–M’00–SM’05–
F’17) was with the Department of Informatics,
King’s College London, from 2007 to 2017, where
he was a Professor of wireless communications
from 2013 to 2017. He was an Assistant Professor
with the Department of Electrical and Computer
Engineering, National University of Singapore, from
2000 to 2007. He has been a Professor of wire-
less communications with the School of Electronic
Engineering and Computer Science, Queen Mary
University of London, since 2017. He has authored

over 350 technical papers in scientific journals and international conferences.
His research interests include 5G wireless networks, Internet of Things, and
molecular communications. He was a co-recipient of the Best Paper Award
presented at the IEEE International Conference on Communications 2016 and
the IEEE International Conference on Ultra-Wideband 2007. He is an IEEE
Distinguished Lecturer. He has been selected as a Web of Science Highly
Cited Researcher in 2016. He received the IEEE Communications Society
SPCE Outstanding Service Award in 2012 and the IEEE Communications
Society RCC Outstanding Service Award in 2014. He served as the Chair of
the Signal Processing and Communication Electronics Technical Committee
of the IEEE Communications Society, and the Technical Program Chair and a
member of technical program committees in numerous IEEE conferences. He
is an Editor of the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMMUNICATIONS and the
IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON VEHICULAR TECHNOLOGY. He was an Editor
of the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS from 2006
to 2011. He was an Editor of the IEEE WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS

LETTERS and the IEEE SIGNAL PROCESSING LETTERS.

Maged Elkashlan (M’06) received the Ph.D. degree
in electrical engineering from The University of
British Columbia, Canada, in 2006. From 2007 to
2011, he was with the Commonwealth Scientific and
Industrial Research Organization, Australia. Dur-
ing this time, he held visiting appointments with
the University of New South Wales and Univer-
sity of Technology Sydney. In 2011, he joined the
School of Electronic Engineering and Computer
Science, Queen Mary University of London, U.K.
His research interests include the broad areas of

communication theory and statistical signal processing.
Dr. Elkashlan received the Best Paper Award at the IEEE International Con-

ference on Communications in 2016 and 2014, the International Conference on
Communications and Networking in China in 2014, and the IEEE Vehicular
Technology Conference (VTC-Spring) in 2013. He currently serves as an
Editor of the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS and
the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON VEHICULAR TECHNOLOGY.

George K. Karagiannidis (M’96–SM’03–F’14)
was born in Pithagorion, Greece. He received the
University Diploma (five years) and Ph.D. degrees
in electrical and computer engineering from the
University of Patras, in 1987 and 1999, respectively.
From 2000 to 2004, he was a Senior Researcher
with the Institute for Space Applications and Remote
Sensing, National Observatory of Athens, Greece. In
2004, he joined the Faculty of Aristotle University
of Thessaloniki, Greece, where he is currently a Pro-
fessor with the Electrical & Computer Engineering

Department and the Director of the Digital Telecommunications Systems and
Networks Laboratory. He is also an Honorary Professor with South West
Jiaotong University, Chengdu, China. He has authored or co-authored over 400
technical papers published in scientific journals and presented at international
conferences. He is also author of the Greek edition of a book on Telecommuni-
cations Systems and co-author of the book Advanced Optical Wireless Commu-
nications Systems (Cambridge, 2012). His research interests include the broad
area of digital communications systems and signal processing, with emphasis
on wireless communications, optical wireless communications, wireless power
transfer and applications, molecular and nanoscale communications, stochastic
processes in biology, and wireless security. He has been involved as the
general chair, the technical program chair, and a member of technical program
committees in several IEEE and non-IEEE conferences. In the past, he was
an Editor of the IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMMUNICATIONS, a Senior
Editor of the IEEE COMMUNICATIONS LETTERS, an Editor of the EURASIP
Journal of Wireless Communications & Networks, and several times the
Guest Editor of the IEEE SELECTED AREAS IN COMMUNICATIONS. From
2012 to 2015, he was the Editor-in Chief of the IEEE COMMUNICATIONS

LETTERS. He is one of the highly cited authors across all areas of electrical
engineering, recognized as the 2015 and 2016 Thomson Reuters highly cited
researcher.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Gautami
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /Impact
    /Kartika
    /Latha
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Mangal-Regular
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MVBoli
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Raavi
    /Shruti
    /Sylfaen
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDFs that match the "Required"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


