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Abstract—Femtocells are recognized effective for improving
network coverage and capacity, and reducing power consumjin
due to the reduced range of wireless transmissions. Althouny
highly appealing, a plethora of challenging problems needa be
addressed for fully harvesting its potential. In this paper we
investigate the problem of cell association and service setuling
in femtocell networks. In addition to the general goal of offbading
macro base station (MBS) traffic, we also aim to minimize the
latency of service requested by users, while considering ttoopen
and closed access strategies. We show the cell associatioolpem
is NP-hard, and propose several near-optimal solution algithms
for assigning users to base stations (BS), including a sequiel
fixing algorithm, a rounding approximation algorithm, a gre edy
approximation algorithm, and a randomized algorithm. For the
service scheduling problem, we develop an optimal algoritim to
minimize the average waiting time for the users associated it
the same BS. The proposed algorithms are analyzed with respe

to performance bounds, approximation ratios, and optimalty,  strategy, this FBS may have to serve all the users within its
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Fig. 1. lllustration of a two-tier femtocell network.

and are evaluated with simulations. coverage, leading to very high load at this FBS and high
service latency for its users. An effective cell assocratio
. INTRODUCTION scheme should be used in this case to evenly distribute #te lo

A femtocell, as shown in Figl]1, is a relatively smalpmong neighboring FBS’s and/or MBS. The cell association
cellular network with a femtocell base station (FBS), ulualproblem is particularly prominent in femtocell networksedu
deployed in places where signal reception from the maci® the unreliability of FBS’s. The operation of an FBS may be
base station (MBS) is weak due to long distance or obstaclé¥errupted by its owner (e.g., turned off after office hguits
An FBS is typically the size of a residential gateway ofay also experience power outage or any other faults. Then al
smaller and connects to the service provider's network Vviie users initially associated with this FBS should be dyick
broadband connections. FBS is designed to serve appro@égigned to other neighboring FBS’s or the MBS. It is a load
users within its coverage to offload wireless traffic from MBSalancing problem on how to effectively associate thesesuse
Due to shortened wireless transmission distance, fenitiscelwith neighboring BS’s without introducing a load burst and
shown very effective in reducing transmit power and boggtirPerformance degradation at a particular BS.
signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR), whidad to In this paper, we investigate the problem of cell assoaiatio
prolonged battery life of mobile devices, improved networknd service scheduling in a two-tier femtocell network. In
coverage, and enhanced network capacity [1]. addition to the general goal of offloading wireless traffionfr

Femtocells have gained a lot of attention from botthe MBS, we also aim to minimize the latency of service
academia and industry in the recent past. The three largkst ¢equested by users, while considering both open and closed
lular network operators in the United States (i.e., AT&TiSp access strategies. In particular, we consider one MBS and
and Verizon) have offered commercial femtocell producit amultiple FBS's serving randomly distributed mobile users.
service recently. Although highly promising, a plethora df)sers request to the BS’s for downlink transmission of data
problems with both technical and economic natures have nickets. Without loss of generality, we assume that each use
been fully addressed yet. Inl[1], a comprehensive discagsio is allowed to connect to either the MBS or an FBS. The cell
provided of the challenging technical issues in femtocett n associate problem is to assign the users to the BS’s such that
works, ranging from synchronization, cell associatiotwmek the transmission of all the data packets can be completed as
organization, to quality of service (QoS) provisioning. soon as possible. When multiple users are associated wéth on

Unlike the MBS, whose placement is planned and optBS, we also aim to develop a service scheduling scheme such
mized by operators, FBS’s are usually randomly deployed Byat the average waiting time for the users will be minimized
users. When the chaotic femtocell placement meets randomlyWe provide a general framework for the cell association
distributed mobile users, cell association (or load bafeg)c problem for both open and closed access scenarios, which
becomes a critical problem for the performance of femtocalan be reduced to the classic load balancing problem and
networks. For example, an FBS might be deployed at a plaseNP-hard [2]. Therefore, we develop effective near-optim
with high user density. With an inappropriate cell assdomt algorithms with guaranteed performance. In particular, we
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first provide a sequential fixing algorithm based on a linearovided an analytical framework for evaluating outagebpro
programming (LP) relaxation, which can achieve the beability and spectral efficiency with flexible cell assoaiatiin
performance among the proposed schemes but with a relatiieéterogeneous cellular networks. Mukherjeelin [10] aredyz
high computational complexity. To reduce the complexitg, wthe downlink SINR distribution in heterogeneous networks
propose a rounding approximation algorithm that ensures waith biased cell association.

(p + 1)-approximation of the optimal solution, and a greedy There are also some interesting prior work on load balancing
approximation algorithm that ensure$2p)-approximation of in cellular networks. A theoretical framework was presdnte
the optimal solution. To further reduce the requirement dn [11] for distributed user association and cell load belag
frequently updated channel state information (CSI), wentheinder spatially heterogeneous traffic distribution. Aritisited
develop a randomized algorithm that allows a user to rangomt-optimal algorithm was proposed and it supports differ-
pick a BS to connect to from a reduced BS list. Once thent load-balancing objectives, which include rate-optima
reduced BS list is generated by the randomized algoriththyoughput-optimal, delay-optimal, and load-equaliziag «

no information exchange is required among users. An uppsrset to different values. In[[12], the authors developed
bound for the maximum expected service time achieved lp off-line optimal algorithm for load balancing to achieve
the randomized algorithm is then derived. network-wide proportional fairness in multi-cell netwerk

After the users are assigned to the BS’s, we next address They considered partial frequency reuse (PFR) jointly with
service scheduling problem for determining the transmissiload-balancing in a multi-cell network to achieve network-
order of the data packets requested by the users associat&te proportional fairness. An on-line practical algonithvas
with the same BS. We develop a simple algorithm to minimizalso proposed and the expected throughput was taken as the
the average waiting time for the users, and prove its optimalecision making metric. On-line assignments when users ar-
ity. In addition rigorous analysis of the proposed algarith rive one at a time was studied extensively in computer seienc
with respect to performance bounds, approximation ratidgerature. The competitive ratio analysis in_[13] showbett
and optimality, we also evaluate the proposed schemes wdthy deterministic on-line algorithm can achieve a comjpetit
simulations, where superior performance is observed. ratio of logn, wheren is the number of servers.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The We find most of the related research was focused on offload-
related work is discussed in Sectioh Il. We present the systéng MBS traffic and improving network capacity with FBS’s.
model in Sectior _Tll. Cell Association problem formulatiorin the following sections, we propose several cell assiriat
and solutions are presented in Sectiod 1V. The schedulingd transmission scheduling schemes with the objective of
problem is studied in V. The proposed algorithm are evathiatgninimizing service latency in femtocell networks.
in Section V). Section VIl concludes this paper.

I1l. SYSTEM MODEL
1. RELATED WORK We consider a two-tier femtocell network with/ base
stations: one MBS (indexed hy) and M — 1 FBS'’s (indexed

Femtocells have been acknowledged as an effective squtw&n 2 to M). The All the BS's are connected to the Internet
to the capacity problem of wireless networks. Ref. [1] pded via broadband wired connections. There &femobile users

comprehensive discussions of the technical issues, I1"E’[-I’y"""randomly located within the coverage of the femtocell net-

concerns, and economic incentives in femtocell networlwork We assume the MBS and FBS's are well synchronized

There are three different access control strategies incfeetit d they share the same spectrum. Assume each user requests

networks, open access, closed access and hybrid access. | &ed-length data packet from one of tig BS's. The

pros and cons of these strategies were stuqhed. in [3]. .. __problem is to assign the users to the BS’s and schedule the
Deploying femtocells also means introducing interferahcey ,nsmission of their requested data packets at each BB, suc

no appropriate mitigation strategy is incorporated. GO®ISi 5y the transmissions can be finished as earlier as passible
able research have been conducted on interference notigati

by assigning users to proper orthogonal chanrels [4]. A. Link Capacity
Apart from the studies on interference mitigation, the® ar | ot p  pe the transmit power of B$: and G, ,, the

an increasing number of papers on cell association or cgf|snnel gain between the BS and userAccording to the

selection under various scenarios [5]={10]. Dhahri andsGkit  gh5nnon Theorem. the network capacity of useonnected
in [5] proposed a learning-based cell selection method for &) gg ,,, is given b)'/

open access femtocell network. The authors_in [6] described

new paradigms of cell association in heterogeneous neswvork m.nPm

with the help of third-party backhaul connections. Theingle Cm,n = Blog, (1 T3 . n) ; (1)
and lightweight methodologies and algorithms incur vemy lo '

signaling overhead. In [7], a convex optimization probleasw Where B is network bandwidtl, > is noise power density,
formulated for cell association and a dynamic range extensiandl,, ,, is the interference from all other BS’s. We have that
algorithm was proposed to maximize the minimum rate of
users on the downlink of heterogeneous networks. However,
this paper did not directly optimize the load balancing in I = Z Ginbi = Gmnbm = In = G P, @
Heterogeneous Networks (HetNet), but rather focused on the =1

sum rate and min rate. InJ[8], a cell a.SS.OCIatlon and acce.S§t is well-known from queuing theory that a single servergénbuffer
control scheme was presented to maximize network capagjfiue has the lowest delay than splitting the service dpami multiple
while achieving fairness among users. [0 [9], the authossrvers or maintaining multiple queues.

M



where,, is the sum of interference from all BS’s to user performance, we seek to minimize the maximum load among
It does not depend on which BS useris connected to and all the BS’s, i.e.,
is a constant for each user. Substitutinly (2) ififio (1), weehav

Gy P min T = max{T,,} = max{ Z tm_,n} . (5)
Cman = DBlogy (1 + PO Gm,an> n€Cm
1 We find the cell association problem is similar to a load
= Blog, ( - ) ; (3) balancing problem. However, our problem is more challeggin

than the classic load balancing problem, where the serviee t

the same ratio of the received powerlip at usern. associate problem, the service time is a function of the link
capacity as in[{4). Its solution depends on not only user
B. Service Time but also BSm. This cell association problem is easily seen to

be NP-hard: when all the,, ,,’'s are identical for any BSn,

We assume each user requests a fixed-length data pagkgtnroplem is reduced to the classic load balancing prablem
from one of the BS’s. For simplicity of notation, we assume hich is NP-hard .

all the packets have the same length, denoted.abhen the In the remainder of this section, we develop effective

processing/service time of B& for usern is given by algorithms to solve the cell association problem. In pattg
tyin = L/Con. 4) we present a sequential fixing algorithm, an approximation
' ' algorithm, as well as a randomized algorithm, and derive
The service time depends on the link capacity ,, as given several approximation ratios and performance bounds.
in @). Note that the service time defined here is actual S tial Fixing Alqorith
the transmission delay, i.e., the time it takes to finish the equential Fixing Algorithm _ _ o
transmission of the data packet. The propagation delay isTo solve the above problem, we first define an indicator

negligible due to the short distance and is ignored. variablez, ,, as
C. Femtocell Access Control T = 1, if usern is connected to BSn (6)
- ' 0, otherwise
The type of access control for femtocells can be classified
into two categories: closed access and open access. Then we reformulate the problem as follows:
open-access strategy allows all mobile users of an operator min T )

to connect to the FBS's; in this case, femtocells are often

deployed by an operator to enhance coverage in an area where S.t. szn =1, for all users
there is a coverage hole. With the closed access stratelyy, on m

a specific user group can get service from the FBS's [14]. ; < T for all BS's
Although closed access has been shown to decrease system Xn: m,nFm,n ’

throughput by 15%, surveys suggest that closed access is
users’ favorite option[[15]. Tm.n € {0,1}, for all n € A,

In this paper, we consider both access strategies.A,gt Ty =0, foralln ¢ Ay,
denote the set of users that can connect to/BSnd B,
the set of BS’s that usen can connect to. Both open and
closed access strategies can be easily modeled by these
sets. Specifically, for open access, we have = {1,--- , N}
andB, ={1,--- ,M}.

In the formulated probleni{7), all the indicator variablg ,,’s

re binary, whilél" is a real variable. Thus it is a mixed integer
I ar programming problenm [2], denoted by MILP, which is
usually NP-hard.

The original MILP is next relaxed to a linear programming
(LP) problem, denoted as RLP. Specifically, we allow binary
variablez,, ,,’s to take real values 0, 1]. Then, the MILP
problem can be converted into RLP as follows:

To make the complex problem tractable, we divide the

IV. CELL ASSOCIATIONPROBLEM FORMULATION AND
PROPOSEDSCHEMES

problem into two steps. First, we assign each user to one of i r 8)
the M BS'’s with the objective of minimizing the total service s.t. me,n =1, for all users
time on each BS. Second, we schedule the service order at m
each BS to minimize the average waiting time of users. Ztm,nwm,n < T, for all BS's
n

A. Problem Statement

The cell association problem can be formulated as a load
balancing problem. Given a set &f users and a set af/
BS’s. Each usen has a service time,, ,, if it is connected Since the sum ofr,, ,,’s is already upper bounded by in
to BS m. Let C,, denote the set of users assigned toBS the first constraint, we remove the upper boundscgf,’s
Then it takes a total amount of tini€,, = >° . tn.» for in the third constraint of MILP. Obviously, the solution to
BS m to transmit all the packets. For optimal network-widé¢he RLP problem is a lower bound of the original MILP

Tmn >0, foralln e A,
Tm.n =0, forall n ¢ A,,.



Algorithm 1: Sequential Fixing for Cell Association Proof: Given the optimal allocatior®;, for BS m, we

! Initialize N' = {1, , N} ; haveT™ = maxy, 3, cc: tmn- Then we have

2 Relaxz,,, to real numbers ; v N

3 while AV is not emptydo . 1 1

4 Solve the RLP problem ; " > max Z L, > 5V Z Z t, = i Zﬁn-

5 Find z,,/ ,/ that is the closest to integer ; necy, m=1neC;, n=1

6 | Zmw = milncAnoN{Zmn, 1= Tmn} The first inequality is due to the definition of. The second

! .Setm”‘""f to the closest integer ; inequality is due to the fact that the maximum value is always
8 if @/ e i Set t01 then . greater than the mean value. The last equality is because all
9 Setz,, ,» =0 forall m #m’ ;

users have to be connected to one of the BS’s affd,C;,

10 Removen’ from N ; .

u else is the set of all users. S [ |

12 | Removen’ from A, ; Intuitively, the maximum total service time is at least the
13 end " service time of any one user. We have the following lemma.
14 end Lemma 2. The optimal solution, denoted by™*, to the

MILP problem is lower bounded by* > maxt,, where
t, = mingep, tm,n-

problem because it is obtained by expanding the solutionThese lemmas will be used in analyzing the approximation
space. Unfortunately, it is usually an infeasible solutiothe ratio of the proposed approximation algorithms, which are
original MILP problem. Therefore, we develop a sequentigresented in following subsections.

fixing (SF) algorithm [[16] to find a feasible solution to the 1) Rounding Approximation Algorithnifo ensure required
MILP problem, which is presented in Algorithid 1. _ SINR for each user,, should not include all the FBS's in

Algorithm[J, we solve the RLP problem iteratively. Duringy real femtocell network. For example, some faraway FBS
each iteration, we find the,,., ,, that has the minimum value ghould not be considered by a user. Thus, we can use a
for (zy,n — 0) or (1 — x,,n) among all fractionak.,.»'s, and  thresholdp to obtain the subsetsl,, and 5B, (A,, will be

round it up or down to the nearest integer. Setting . 0 ypdated wherf3, is determined).
1 means user’ is connected to BSn’. Therefore, usen’

cannot be connected to any other BS’s and the rest,of’s B, = B, N ({m[tmn/t, < p}), A, ={nmeB,}. (9)
t to0, for all m. Thi d t til all th - . .

2re ?searg ﬁxg(rj.a m IS procedure repeats until a eUsually only a limited number of FBS'’s will be taken into
The complexity of SF depends on the specific LP algorithrﬁ‘.)ns'derat'on for a user. After we adopt this threshold, not

With Karmarkar’s algorithm, the worst-case polynomial bdu only users” SINR requirements will be satisfied, but also the
for solving LP problems isO(n,3L;), where n, is the computational complexity will be greatly reduced.

number of variables and,; is the number of bits of input OnceA;, andB,, are determined, the following relaxed LP
to the algorithm. We have the following proposition. problem can be solved by any LP solver.

Proposition 1. The computational complexity of the sequential min T (10)
fixing algorithm isO((MN)*®Ly). s.t. me,n =1, for all users
Proof: The number of binary variables in MILP is at most m
M N, so the number of loops in sequential fixing problem is Ztmmxm,n < T, for all BS's
at mostM N. In each iteration, the complexities of Steps n
5 and the rest of the steps at¥ (M N)3°L;), O(MN) and Tmn >0, forallne A,

O(1), respectively. Besides, in each iteration, the number of
variables is reduced by. Therefore, the complexity of SF is

given by SN O(MN —i+1)35L,) = SN 0(i*5L,) = We denote the solution obtained by solving this RLP program
O((MN)**Ly). Therefore, the complexity of SF is uppeby 7. Sincez-variables are allowed to take fractional values,

Tmn =0, forallné¢ A .

bounded byO((MN)*®Ly). m Wwe haveT < T*.
Without sequentially fixing these fractional values, wedo
C. Approximation Algorithm a rounding method from_[17] to obtain a feasible solution

e . for the MILP problem. In this rounding method, a bipartite
Although the sequential fixing algorithm can solve thEraph is constructed according to the RLP solution, which

MILP problem within polynomial time, its complexity may: : N ®hA
be high even for small femtocell networks. In this sectiom, W constructed as a undirected bipartite gr U B, E).

T X X .7 In the disjoint setA, each node represents a userwhile
propose an approximation aIgonthrr_\ with low complexny t?he other disjoint set3 consists of BS nodes. We create
solve the MILP problem. Before we introduce the approximg- * _ IS 2] Nodes inB for BS m and t.hese node
tion algorithm, we first give the lemma below. mo n * T

' are denoted byYb,, 1,bm.2,** ,bm.ks s bm k., }- The edges
Lemma 1. The optimal solution, denoted iy, to the MILP are determined in the following way. For BS, we sort the

problem is lower bounded by* > L ZN t, wheret, = Users in the order of non-increasing service timg, and the

n=1=n

ming,es, tmn- users are renamefhi, us,--- }. Let X, o, = T T,



For each BS, we divide the users associated to it #f0  Algorithm 2: Greedy Approximation Algorithm for Cell
groups, asGi,Gs, - ,Gk,,. Useru; will be included in  Association
groupk (1 < k < kyp) if k=1 < X, < k O " pitialize Th, = 0 andCo f¢>for all BS's ;
k—1< X, , <k. Ifausery; is included in two groups, , Set the user set/ = {1,--- , N} ;
the assomatlonr variables need to be adjusted, such that while A/ is not emptydo
Ty oy = Xmu; —k+landzy o =Zmu,—x;, .. 4 | Findthe BSm' that has the minimunf,,:
Then we insert edges between BS nogde, and all the user m' = argmin,, ey, _5,) Im ;
nodes in group:. Now the bipartite graph is created and wes Find the usem’ that has the minimum,,/ ,,:
next find a maximum matching! from each user to nodes in n' = argming,c s oy tmsin
the other disjoint set. This maximum matchifng indicates a 4 SetC,,, = Cyyr U {Z;/} :
feasible solution for MILP problem: for each edge, b,, x) - SetT,, = Ty 4+t mr
in M, we associate user to BS m. Setp. ), = tmlml .
LetT, ,) denote the total service time at ndldg ;. before Pm! . L
the matching operation arfel, . the total service time at ° Removen’ from A/ ;

nodeb,, , obtained by the above rounding method. We have
the foIIowmg lemma.

o end

;emma 3;;5 each nodér, ., wherekn, > k > 1, we have edges, respectively. Since we only need to run the matching
(b k=1) = & (b k)" algorithm once to obtain the association relationship téial

Proof: First, observe that the minimum service time ifomputational complexity of this algorithmds((M N)*° Ly ),
group(k 1) will be a|WayS no less than the maximum Ser\/ic@lthh is better than that of the Sequentlal flxmg algorlthm

time in groupk, because we sort the users according to the#,nqsition 2. The computational complexity of the rounding

service time in the non-increasing order. 3.5
roximation algorithm i<O((M N)°-°L
According the above blpartlte graph construction, for an)P P g (( ) 0)-

k <k, we havey_, ., z; . .. =1 fork =k, wehave  2) Greedy Approximation Algorithmi/e next present a low
D ica, ’m . complexity approximation algorithm, where the BS with the
will be no greater than the maximum serlowest load is greedily chosen and the user whose completion
time at this BS is the smallest is assigned to this BS.

By abuse of notation, we defing,,,, = tmn/t, and

p = Mmaxg, »1 Pm.n, Which will be used in the optimality

less than,ZZeGk ! & b= s P Since T, k1) analysis. {The}greedy approximation algorithm is preseimted
22461 Tby oy ,utmus» CONSEQUENtlY, we have the conclupqqrithm 2, In Stepd, we find the candidate BS for users
sion thatT(,,, k—1) = 17, - B that has the minimunf},. Then we pick the user who has

Now we show that the solution produced by this roundingre minimum@,, ,, at the chosen BS in Step Obviously, the
approximation algorithm is at moép + 1) times greater than computational complexity of the approximation algorithsn i
the optimal solution. O(MN), which is much lower than that of sequential fixing.

TI

(b k)
vice time in group k and will thus be no greater than
the minimum serwce time in grougk — 1), which is

Theorem 1. The approximation algorithm based on lineaProposition 3. The computational complexity of the greedy
programming and the rounding method ensuregpat- 1)- approximation algorithm iO(M N).

approximation of the optimal solution. .
PP P We have the following lemma for the performance of the

Proof: For each BSm, we createk,, nodes for it and greedy approximation algorithm.

there arek,,, corresponding groups of user nodes adjacent to
oy Lemma 4. The greedy apprOX|mat|on algorithm solution,
them. Thus the total service time Ek:l TG, k)

According to Lemmdl3, we havé, ;1) > T}, , for denoted byr’, is upper bounded by oy + pT™.

k,, > k > 1. It follows that Proof: We first consider the open access strategy where
each user can connect to any of the BS's. In ithle iteration

km—1 . . . .. .
in Algorithm[2, we choose the BS with the minimui, in
ZT b k) S Z Lo ) < ZT bk S T Step4. Thus we have

nln

In the flrst group, the maximum load will be the maxi-T( ) < T _ M
mum service time of users associated with According to ~m' = M Z W Z Z

Lemmal2 and the definition of in (@), we haveT|, . < m=lnec Y

maxty,, < pmaxt, < pT*. Then, Fhe_ total se_rvice ti_me 1 p(l M

on any BS computed by our association algorithm will be = Z Z Pty < Z Z ts
Z’,jle(’bm_’k) < pT*+ T < (p+ 1)T*. The last inequality m=1,ccl-1 m=1,ccl-

was due toT' < T*, sinceT is the solution of the relaxed

problem [I0). Our proof is complete. m Wwherep(~! = =max,, o=y Pmn. NOtE thatc', ") is set

The complexity to compute a maximum matching isf users that have been assigned to BSn the ( — 1)-th
O(VE), where V and E are the number of nodes andteration.



In Step5, we pick usem’ and let user’ connectto BSn’.  Since a BS with a smalléy,, ,, should have higher preference,
Sincep® will always be greater thap’~» and according to we setp,, , proportional tol/t,, ,. Since each user has to
Lemmal2, we have choose a BS to connect to, we ha@negn Pm,n = 1 for all

n. It follows that

o M
=1 P Dy 1
Lo " tmen < 77 > DtV Hy,=——" foralln. (13)
m=1 nGCT(ylL) ZmeBn l/tm7n
The algorithm stops aftefV iterations. SinceT(+D) = The expected load on B, denoted byl',,,, is
o @ o, (0) _ _
max{T", T+t »} andT 0, we conclude that Tyh = E[T)n] = Z b Do = Z o, for allm. (14)
T = TWH) = max {T(N), T 4t n’} neAm neAm
v N Since users are randomly connected to the BS’s, our obgectiv
P «_ P * is to minimize the maximum value of the expected |G3g.,...
< 2 D tatoTt =10t 4T s | -
m=1neC n=1 min  Tipep = min{max T, }. (15)

With the closed access stragegy, wesgl, = oo, for BSm = .
that usem cannot connect to, for ath, n. The proof follows It can be seen froni(14) that minimizirig,, is equivalent to
the same procedure and we have the same conclusiorm reducing the number of users j,,.
Combining Lemmai]1 arid 4, we have the following theorem The randomized algorithm consists of two phases. In Phase
regarding the performance of Algorithh 2. I, we use a threshold to obtain the subsetd,,, and,,.

Theorem 2. The greedy approximation algorithm in Algo-5,, = Bn N ({mltmn < A} U{1}), A7, = {n|m € B,,}. (16)

rithm [2 ensures 42p)-approximation of optimal solution. Note that the subsetsl/, and B/, are different from those

Proof: The proof is straightforward. We have defined in [(I11):A is the upper bound of service tintg, ,,,
while T" is the upper bound on the service time ratios. Thus
we have allt,,, , < A for all n andn € A},,. Then we derive

N
* p * *
m=Ts M Z:lin +pT" < 2T, the upper bounds foH,,, T',, andT ... as

whereT™ is the optimal solution and’ is the greedy approxi- Hy, = zmegsl/tm,n < Zme;;@ /R \é\;\
mation algorithm solution. Note that unlike in Sectlon T},C T =3 H o< Al ) (17)
we haveT™* < T since there is no relaxation here. [ o neAy, T = min, “T%, |

From Theoreni]2p is an important parameter to the perfor- Traz = max, Ty < %A.

mance of the greedy approximation algorithm. The smaller th , , o

p, the smaller the optimality gap. In order to make the gree%}ﬂere|v4m| and|B,,| are the cardinalities of subsets,, and

approximation algorithm solution more competitive, weyonlBy. respectively. _

allow users to choose from a sub#t of the original BS set. _In Phase II, we aim to further reduce the sizes4jf and

Then we have the new subsé#s and A/, as B;,. From [13), we find thaf{, gets increased when B%’
is removed from seB), and usem’ is removed from se#! ,

- ’ . : e
B —B,0 <{m| ¢ F} g {1}> A~ {nlme B, simultaneously. The increase, denoted/y, .., is given by

- (1) Apvw = ! !
wherel is a predefined threshold ard} is the index of the ~ 2omepy L/tmn—1/tmr s 3 L/tmn
MBS.T can also be used to indicate the SINR requirement of 1/t e
users. The setd,, is replaced byA’  accordingly. This way, T Utma—1/t . B V) (18)
the greedy approximation algorithm solution will be meB;, T/ Tmn mhn meB;, S/ Tman

n’

become larger when B&/’ is removed from seB;, and user

D. Randomized Algorithm n’ is removed from setl! ,. On the other hand],,,, is reduced
Both the rounding and greedy approximation algorithms aly ./, according to[(T4).

centralized algorithms that require frequent CSI updates. The randomized algorithm is presented in Algorithm 3. In
this section, we introduce a randomized algorithm for the cé&tep2, we find the users that each has more than one BS on
association problem. With the randomized algorithm, eae u their BS list3;,. Then from Stefb to Step18, we find the BS
n randomly chooses a subset Bf to connect to. Once the m’ with the largestr’,,, and compute the possible maximum
subsets are determined, no information exchange is retuitead 7', on BS's for all users that might be connected to
among the users. We assume usetonnects to BSn with  BS py/, assuming usen is removed from4” .. In Step19, we
probability p.,,.» and the expected service time for useon ;o seny’ with the minimum™«", value. If the value is less

each BS is identical (i.e., by tuning t 's), i.e., o
( y 9 t&...S) than the originall’,,,,, we remove the BS-user pajim’,n'}
DPmntm,n = Hy, for allm e B,. from setsA!’ , andB!!,. Otherwise, the algorithm is terminated.

T* < T < oI'T*. (12) For those BS's in the sem|m € B,,,,m # m'}, their 7',,,'s



TABLE |

Algorithm 3: Randomized Algorithm for Cell Association SIMULATION PARAMETERS
1 Initialize A, = A, Bl =B, ; Paramter Value
2 Set the user seV = {n||B,| > 1} ; Number of BS's 6
ol ; . Total network bandwidth 10 MHz
3 C(;_T\px;e_Tm according to[(TH) ; Transmit power of the MBS 43 dBm
4 while A s not errllptijo ) _ Transmit power of the FBS| 31.5 dBm
5 Find the BSm' with m’ = arg max,,, T ; Path loss model for MBS | 28 + 35log;(d)
6 for usern in (A, NN) do Path loss model for FBS 38.5 + 20 log;((d)
7 ComputeA,,./ ,, according to[(IB) ; Shadowing effect 6 dB
8 for m =1to M do _Prﬁrc:;tulledngth é KBytes
9 if m =m’ then P
10 | SetT:n/ = Tm/ —H, ;
H H /! . .
1 else ifm in {m|m & By} then Consider a tagged BS to whidk users are connected. The
12 | SetT,, =Tm + Apn user service times arét, ts,--- ,tx}. If the service order
13 else o follows the user index, the average waiting time is given by
14 | SetT,, =Tm ;
15 end _ 1 &>
16 end Twait = E Z Zti- (20)
17 SetT o/ = maxm, T, ; nehE
18 end _ We have the following theorem to minimize the average
19 Find usern’ with n’ = arg min,, T:Zflf; : waiting timeT yait.
20 if T, > Tonr then . . . .
o Removen’ from B!, andn’ from A", ; Theorem 4. Given K users Wlth. service times
o {t1,t2,--- ,tx}, the average waiting time is minimized
22 Update allT,,’s ; . . : .
” it B, = 1 then when the users are served in the increasing order of their
o | Removen' from A’ service times.
25 end Proof: First we sort the users according to their service
26 else . . . times in the increasing order. The ordered service times are
27 | The algorithm is terminated ; denoted by{t},--- ,t,.}. Consider two ordered useisand
28 de“d J» wherel < i < j < K. We havet; < t’. If the positions
29 en

of i andj are swapped, it is obvious that the waiting times
of users froml to ¢ — 1 and the users fronj to K are not
affected and remain the same values. However, the awaiting

; , ) S P
When the algorithm is executed, seté , andB”, are subsets fime for each user from to j — 1 is increased by; — ;.
of A’ , andB’,, respectively. Since the complexity from Ster}l’herefore, we conclude that the average waiting time is the

5 to Stepl8 is O(MN) in the worst case, the complexity ofleast when the users are served in the increasing orderiof the
the entire randomized algorithm @&(M x N?). service times. u

Proposition 4. The computational complexity of the random- VI. PERFORMANCEEVALUATION

ized algorithm isO(M x N?). In this section, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
Finally, we have the following theorem on the performancgell association and service scheduling algorithms usi#g-V
of the randomized algorithm. LAB simulations. The channel models from [18] are adopted

) o ) in our simulations. The channel gain (@#B) from the BS's
Theorem 3. The maximum expected service time achieved Ryusers can be expressed188og(Gom.) = —P Lo (dm.n ) —

the randomized algorithm is upper bounded by U, Whered,, ,, is the distance from B%: to usern, andu,y,
" is the shadowing effect, which is normally distributed with
= max,, |AJ, ; . ;
Tar < ——————"— X max max . n. (19) a zero mean and variandg,. The simulation parameters are
min,, | B! n meBy

presented in TableVI. In the figures, each point in the awverag
Proof: The proof is similar to the derivation of {1L7), butof 10 simulation runs; we included5% confidence intervals
the new upper bound of service timeax, max,,cz: tm.n, &S EITor bars to make the simulation results credible.

is used, instead of the service time bouhd n We present simulation results for the following two scenar-
ios: (i) open access femtocells; (ii) closed access ferlitoce
V. SERVICE SCHEDULING For comparison purpose, we also developed and simulated a

Once the cell associate problem is solved as in SeEfion 18€lfish scheme and compared it with the proposed schemes.
we then study how to schedule the transmissions of multipiéith the selfish scheme, every user simply chooses the BS
users connecting to the same BS. Since we assume ‘it the best channel condition to connect to.
bandwidth B is fully utilized for transmitting a user’s data
packet (see[3)), the packets are transmitted consegutivél OPen Access Strategy
We need to determine the service order of the users that arén the first scenario, there afel = 6 BS's, i.e., one MBS
associated with the same BS. and five FBS’s. The number of users ranges frainto 80
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Fig. 2. Performance evaluation of the open access strategy.
TABLE I . . . .
EXECUTION TIMES OF THEPROPOSEDALGORITHMS UNDER THEOPEN DY the greedy approximation algorithm is very close to that
ACCESSSTRATEGY (S) by the sequential fixing algorithm, while without appropeia
NG users[ 30 | 40 [ 50 | 60 | 70 | 80 ISChEdt"mg',t'the rtpundln%aﬁp.rom:natl(?[ntallgorlthml achsdabe "
Greedy| 0.024 | 0.034 | 0.024 | 0.030 | 0.026 | 0.038 argest waiting time, wnich Is almost twice as large as the

Approx. waiting time achieved by greedy approximation algorithm.
Sequential| 16.532 | 24.020] 30.809 | 48.713| 47.842| 50.654 To evaluate the fairness performance, we adopt Raj Jain’s

Fixing : : ; o _ S, o)
Randomized| 0,030 | 0048 | 0077 | 0136 | 0132 [ 0151 [aimess index given by/ (C1, Cy, -+, On) = 3555
Algorithm where(,, is the network throughput for user[8]. The value

Selfish User| 0.035 | 0.035 | 0.035 | 0.035 | 0.036 | 0.026 of the index ranges from /N (worst case) tal (best case).

Scheme . . .
Rounding| 0133 | 0.148 | 0160 | 0168 | 0.176 | 0.213 It can be seen from Fig. 2(c) that fairness indexes decrease
Approx. when the number of users is increased. We notice that, the

selfish scheme and the randomized algorithm achieve better
fairness than the other three schemes. 2(d) and 2{a) sh
with step sizel0. They are randomly located in network areathat from operator’s viewpoint, the selfish and the randeghiz
Each user can connect to one of the BS's. schemes are not preferred since they produce less balanced
We first examine the impact of the number of users daad on BS’s. From users’s viewpoint, these two schemes may
total service time. In Figl 2(), we plot the maximum totabe appealing due to their fairness performance.
service time for the five algorithms along with the lower We list the execution times of the five schemes in Ta-
bound found by solving the relaxed LP. As expected, the mdpte[VI-Al We find the execution time increases as the number
users, the more total service time on BS’s. Except for the Io9f users is increased. The selfish scheme always has the
bound, the sequential fixing algorithm achieves the sntallegnallest execution time, while sequential fixing has thgdat
total service time. The rounding approximation algorithas h execution time. Although the rounding approximation algo-
a slightly better performance than the greedy approximatigithm can achieve smaller load on the BS's, its executiomtim
algorithm and the result justifies the approximation ratiis greater than that of the greedy approximation algorithm.
proven in Sectiof IV=C. Both approximation algorithms aywa This result also justifies the complexity analysis for the-pr
achieve lower load than both the randomized algorithm ap@sed schemes. The running time of the greedy approximation
the selfish scheme. We also observe that beysthdisers, algorithm and the selfish scheme is always much smaller
all the proposed algorithms have lower service times than tihan other schemes and does not increase obviously with the
simple selfish scheme. When number of users becomes largember of users. For the closed access simulations shown in
the simple selfish scheme becomes less competitive and $eetio VI-B, the execution times of the proposed algorghm
rounding approximation algorithm achieves almégt; less are all much smaller than that shown in Table VI-A, since
total service time in the case 80 users. the user list include fewer users in the closed access case. W
After cell association, users should be properly scheduleghit these results for brevity.
to get service in BS’s to minimize average waiting time. In
Fig.[2(B), we investigate the impact of the number of users &h Closed Access Strategy
average waiting time. In the scheme of greedy approximation We next investigate the second scenario with closed access
randomized algorithm and sequential fixing, we use the servifemtocells. Now each FBS maintains a user list and only serve
scheduling policy in Sectiof ]V to schedule users in BSthe listed users. Note that the MBS will always serve all the
and obtain the corresponding waiting time. For comparisousers inside its coverage.
we randomly schedule users in BS's in the selfish schemeln Fig. [3(a), we evaluate the impact of the number of
and rounding approximation scheme. Intuitively, the lathe users on total service time. Intuitively, the total servitee
number of users, the larger the average waiting time. We cacreases as the number of users. However, we find that it
see from the figure that, the average waiting time obtainatbo depends on the user list at each FBS. In the simulation,
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