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Abstract—The effect of beam misalignment on rate per-
formance of the downlink hybrid beamforming-based non-
orthogonal multiple access (HB-NOMA) systems is analyzed in
this paper. First, an HB-NOMA framework is introduced in the
context of multiuser millimeter wave (mmWave) communications,
a sum-rate maximization problem is formulated for that, and an
algorithm is introduced to design digital and analog precoders
and power allocation. Then, a lower bound for the achievable
rate of the perfectly aligned line-of-sight (LoS) channels is
derived. Subsequently, the impact of beam misalignment is
evaluated when the users experience misaligned LoS or non-LoS
channels. To this end, a misalignment factor is modeled and each
misaligned effective channel is described in terms of the perfectly
aligned effective channel parameters and the misalignment factor.
Furthermore, a lower bound for the achievable rate, and an
upper bound for the rate gap expression between the aligned
and misaligned HB-NOMA systems are established. The analyses
reveal that a large misalignment can remarkably degrade the
rate. Extensive numerical simulations are conducted to verify
the findings.

Index Terms— Millimeter wave, hybrid beamforming, NOMA,
beam misalignment, achievable rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

ILLIMETER wave (mmWave) communications has
M emerged as one of the key solutions for fifth-generation
(5G) wireless networks. The existence of large unused spec-
trum at mmWave band (30-300 GHz) offers the potential
for significant throughput gains. Shorter wavelengths of the
mmWave band, on the other hand, allow for the deployment
of large numbers of antenna elements at both the base sta-
tion (BS) and mobile users, which, in turn, enables mmWave
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systems to support higher degrees of multiplexing gain in
the multiple-input and multiple-output (MIMO) and multiuser
MIMO systems [2]-[5]. To this end, the BS applies some
form of beamforming. This beamforming can be done in
the baseband, radio frequency (RF), or a combination of
the two. While baseband beamforming (fully-digital) offers
better control over the entries of the precoding matrix, it is
unlikely with current semiconductor technologies due to high
hardware cost and power consumption. Analog beamforming is
an alternative to the baseband beamforming which controls the
phase of the signal transmitted at each antenna using analog
phase-shifters implemented in the RF domain. Fully-analog
beamforming which uses one RF chain, see, e.g. [6], can,
however, support only one data stream.

In order to transmit multiple streams and keep the hardware
complexity and energy consumption low, by exploiting sev-
eral RF chains, hybrid analog/digital beamforming mmWave
systems are designed [7], [8]. In [9] and [10], the concept
of beamspace MIMO is introduced where several RF chains
are connected to a lens antenna array via switches. Recently,
multi-beam lens-based reconfigurable antenna MIMO systems
have been proposed to overcome severe path loss and shad-
owing in mmWave frequencies [11], [12]. In the aforemen-
tioned systems, each beam is considered to serve only one
user. The works in [13] and [14] show that exploiting hybrid
beamforming in multiuser systems achieves a higher spec-
tral efficiency. Also, [15] enhances the spectral efficiency by
supporting several users through a multi-beam reconfigurable
antenna. Nevertheless, the number of served users are far less
than the number of users envisioned for 5G networks.

Non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) is another
enabling technique for 5G networks that augments
the number of wusers and spectral efficiency in

multiuser scenarios [16]-[23]. Unlike orthogonal multiple
access (OMA) techniques, such as time division multiple
access (TDMA), frequency division multiple access (FDMA),
and code division multiple access (CDMA) which can
support only one user per time, frequency, or code,
respectively, NOMA can support multiple users at the same
time/frequency/code/beam. NOMA can be realized in the
code, power, or other domains [24]. In the power domain,
NOMA employs superposition coding at the transmitter.
This technique exploits the channel gain difference between
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users to multiplex their signal. Subsequently, successive
interference cancellation (SIC) is applied at the receiver such
that the user with better channel first decodes the signal of
the user with the worse channel and then subtracts it from
the received signal to decode its own signal [16]-[25].

Besides not being as efficient as NOMA in terms of the
number of supported users and spectral efficiency, OMA
techniques may not be a practical option for mmWave
communications [26]. As an example, compared to the current
networks, TDMA in 5G networks, which serves users through
orthogonal time slots but the same spectrum, requires more
precise and fast timing synchronization. This is because sym-
bol rates in 5G networks can be far higher than those of the
current networks. Therefore, employing TDMA in mmWave
5G networks might be challenging. Exploiting FDMA in
mmWave 5G networks also can bring about implementation
issues. In FDMA, the available frequency band is divided into
multiple orthogonal frequency bands. FDMA is expected to
serve all users via the orthogonal bands at the same time
slot. However, due to highly directional beams, the current
mmWave systems are not able to cover all users’ locations
and only a few users will be supported. Further, frequency
band division can cause the allocated bandwidth for each user
in a dense mmWave network to become small. So, mmWave
networks may not have enough bandwidth to support the users
with high data-rate requirements. The obstacles related to
using CDMA in mmWave frequencies have been explained
in [26].

The propagation characteristics of mmWave frequencies
are another reason to incorporate the hybrid beamforming
systems and NOMA. Transmission in mmWave band suffers
from high path loss and thus users in different locations may
experience very different channel gains. This implies that
mmWave band better suits power domain NOMA which offers
a larger spectral efficiency when the channel gain difference
between the users is high. Although the large unused spectrum
in mmWave bands is envisioned a promising solution for high
data-rate transmission in 5G networks, high path loss and
outage due to shadowing and blockage make mmWave links
prone to temporary shutdowns. However, when the link exists,
increasing the spectral efficiency will lead to higher data-rate.
This would meet the required unprecedented throughput of
1000x current networks in 5G networks.

Integration of NOMA into mmWave systems, which allows
multiple users to share the same beam (the same RF chain)
has received considerable research interests [26]—[33]. In [27],
a random beamforming technique is designed for mmWave
NOMA systems where the BS randomly radiates a directional
beam toward the paired users. In [28], it is shown that the mis-
match between the users’ channel vector and finite resolution
analog beamforming' simplifies utilizing NOMA in MIMO
mmWave systems. In [29], a combination of beamspace
MIMO and NOMA is proposed to ensure that the number of
served users is not limited to the number of RF chains. In [30],
NOMA is studied for hybrid mmWave MIMO systems, where

IFinite resolution analog beamforming is due to the use of a finite number
of phase-shifters in the analog beamformer.
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a power allocation algorithm has been provided in order
to maximize energy efficiency. In all aforementioned works,
NOMA is combined with mmWave systems assuming only
baseband precoders/combiners.

The works in [26], [31]-[33] have recently studied NOMA
in hybrid beamforming systems. Specifically, [26] proposes
a beam splitting NOMA scheme for hybrid beamforming
mmWave systems. In order to increase the spectral efficiency,
some users are served with a common RF chain but the
grated beams. This technique is only proper when the angle
of the directional beams serving the users is large enough.
Also, beam grating divides the power of a strong mmWave
beam. Hence, far users cannot capture the required power.
In [31], designing beamforming vectors and allocating power
for just two users have been studied. In [32], it is demonstrated
that due to the utilization of HB, the digital precoder of
the BS is not perfectly aligned with the user’s effective
channel. Then, a power allocation algorithm that maximizes
the sum-rate has been proposed. Only two users in each
beam are considered; moreover, the work does not study
the effect of analog beamforming on the rate performance.
Newly, Zhou et al. [33] have proposed an angle-based user
pairing Strategy. The strategy repeatedly switches between
NOMA and OMA techniques. Specifically, when beamwidth
of the main lobe of the BS is not smaller than the difference of
the angles corresponding to the two users, they are considered
as NOMA users, and otherwise, they are treated as OMA users.
Regularly switching between NOMA and OMA will add more
hardware complexity to the system. Also, as it is mentioned,
OMA techniques may not be a practical choice for mmWave
systems. In mmWave systems, due to the directional nature of
beams in mmWave systems, beam misalignment between the
BS and users is inevitable [34]. Most of the reviewed works
consider neither the effect of phase-shifters employed in the
analog beamformer of an HB system nor the effect of beam
misalignment.

In this paper, we investigate the impact of exploiting NOMA
in multiuser HB systems termed HB-NOMA. It is assumed
that HB-NOMA users are paired with respect to their locations
and effective channels which is widely adopted by recent
research works [26]—[33]. The achievable rate is evaluated
when the BS and users’ beam are both aligned and misaligned.
Essentially, the perfect beam alignment is attributed to the
existence of a line-of-sight (LoS) channel aligned in the same
direction between the BS and users which allows the users to
steer their beam directly toward the BS. An imperfect beam
alignment (misalignment) occurs due to practical phenomena
such as misaligned LoS and non-LoS (NLoS) channels which
are caused by shadowing and blockage. To the best of our
knowledge, this paper is the first to study the effect of
integrating hybrid beamforming and NOMA on the achievable
rate in the presence of beam alignment and misalignment. The
contribution of this paper is summarized as follows.

1) We incorporate NOMA into the multiuser HB system
studied in [14]. Since we aim to evaluate the impact of
beam misalignment on the downlink of HB-NOMA sys-
tems, a sum-rate expression is formulated. Specifically,
we revise the sum-rate expression in [14] with regard to
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the NOMA technique. Then, an algorithm is introduced
to maximize the system sum-rate subject to a total
power constraint in three steps. In the first and second
steps, we design the analog and digital precoders only
regarding LoS channels using the well-known strong
effective channel-based precoder. The third step is a
location-based static power allocation.

2) As the maximized sum-rate directly depends on the
effective channels of users, we first study the achievable
rate for perfect beam alignment where all users exploit
LoS channels. A lower bound is derived for the achiev-
able rate of the HB-NOMA users. The bound reveals
that the interference is just due to using NOMA in
which superposition coding and SIC are exploited at the
transmitter and receiver, respectively. That is, the inter-
ference on a user is caused by NOMA users located
inside the same cluster called intra-cluster interference.
Indeed, HB slightly amplifies the noise term which is led
by analog devices used in the beamformer. The analysis
shows that for a perfect alignment, the HB-NOMA users
can achieve a rate which is close to that of NOMA with
the fully-digital beamforming systems.

3) We study maximized achievable sum-rate for misaligned
beams between the BS and users in the presence of
misaligned LoS and NLoS channels. Toward this goal,
the beam misalignment problem is modeled by a beam
misalignment factor. Considering the derived factor,
the effective channel of the users with misaligned LoS
or NLoS channel is described in terms of the aligned
effective channel parameter and the misalignment factor.

4) We extract a lower bound for the achievable rate using
the effective channel model. Three terms, i.e., intra-
cluster interference, inter-cluster interference, and noise
constrain the achievable rate. Unfortunately, these terms
are directly or indirectly associated with the misalign-
ment factor. It is concluded that in HB-NOMA with the
precoder based on the strongest effective channel the
achievable rate of a user depends on both the effective
channel gain and beam alignment factor. This is opposite
to the fully-digital NOMA systems in which only the
effective channel gain affects the rate. Then, an upper
bound for rate gap between the aligned and misaligned
HB-NOMA user is found.

To confirm the analyses and the derived expressions, numerical
simulations are done. Different HB-NOMA system parameters
are evaluated. The simulations indicate that the HB-NOMA
outperforms OMA.

The paper is organized as follows: Section II presents
the system model of HB-NOMA and formulates a sum-rate
expression. In Section III, we maximize the sum-rate for
perfect beam alignment then analyze the rate performance.
Section IV studies the rate performance for beam misaligned
HB-NOMA. In Section V, we present simulation results
investigating the rate performance of HB-NOMA. Section VI
concludes the paper.

Notations: Hereafter, j = /—1, small letters, bold letters
and bold capital letters will designate scalars, vectors, and
matrices, respectively. Superscripts (-)7, (-)*, and (-)! denote
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Fig. 1. HB-NOMA with one BS where a large number of users are grouped
into IV clusters each with M,, NOMA users. Ns, Nrp, Vs, and Ny are the
numbers of multiplexed streams, RF chains, BS antennas, and user antennas,
respectively.

the transpose, conjugate and transpose-conjugate operators,
respectively. Further, | - |, ||-||, and ||-||2 denote the absolute
value, norm-1 of (-), and norm-2 of vector (-), respectively.
Indeed, ||-|| p denotes the Frobenius norm of matrix (-). Finally,
E[-] denotes the expected value of (-).

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND RATE FORMULATION
A. System Model for HB-NOMA

We assume a narrow band mmWave downlink system
composed of a BS and multiple users as shown in Fig. 1. The
BS is equipped with Ngg chains and Ngg antennas whereas
each user has one RF chain and Ny antennas. Each RF
chain is connected to the antennas through phase-shifters.
We also assume that the BS communicates with each user
via only one stream. This will be justified later in the present
section. In traditional multiuser systems based on the hybrid
beamforming the maximum number of users that can be
simultaneously served by the BS equals the number of BS
RF chains [14].

In order to establish a better connectivity in dense areas and
further improve the sum-rate, this paper develops HB-NOMA
system. The system is practical and takes the parameters of
the promising hybrid beamforming into account. To achieve
this, we utilize NOMA in hybrid beamforming multiuser
systems where each beam is allowed to serve more than
one user. The transmitter simultaneously sends Ng streams
toward Zgzl M,, users which are grouped into N < Ngp
clusters. M,, denotes the number of users in the nth cluster.
The users in each cluster can be scheduled by using the
efficient approaches presented in [35] and [36]. Without loss
of generality, we assume Ng = N. Hence, Zﬁle M, >
Ngp; ie., an HB-NOMA system can simultaneously serve
Zgzl M,, users which is much larger than the number of
RF chains. In the following we formulate the transmit and
received signals for the HB-NOMA system.

1) Superposition Coding: In the downlink of the
HB-NOMA system, first, the transmit symbols are
superposition coded at the BS. Let s = [sy,82,...,5n]"

denote the information signal vector such that E [s,,s"] = %

Each s,, = Zf\le \/Ppn,msn,m 1s the superposition coded
signal performed by NOMA with P, , and s,, being
transmit power and transmit information signal for the mth
user in the nth cluster. The transmit power will be determined
later in the next section. Then, the hybrid beamforming is
done in two stages. In the first stage, the transmitter applies

an N x N baseband precoder Fgp using its Ngxp RF chains.
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This stage then is followed by an Ngs X N RF precoder Frp
using analog phase-shifters. Thus, the transmit signal vector
after superposition coding is given by

= FreFep[s1,52,...,sn], (D)

[$17x27"'7xN]T

where x,, denotes the transmit signal toward the nth cluster.
Hereafter, U,, ,,, denotes the mth user in the nth cluster.
Since Fgrp is implemented by using analog phase-shifters it
is assumed that all elements of Frg have an equal norm, i.e.,
|(FRF)n’m |2 = NB_Sl. Also, the total power of the hybrid
wransmitter is limited to | FreFpp |5 = N [8], [14].

2) Successive Interference Cancellation: The received sig-
nal at U, ,, is given by

'nm = Hn,mFRFFBBS + Ny m, (2)

where H,, ,,, of size Ny x Ngs denotes the mmWave channel

2
between the BS and U,, ,,, such that E {HHanF} = NpsNy.
n, ., ~ CN(0,0%I) is the additive white Gaussian noise
vector of size Ny x 1. Each component of n,, ,, has zero-
mean and o2 variance. I denotes the identity matrix of size
Ny x Ny. At U,, ,,,, the RF combiner is used to process the
received vector as

n m H,, mFRFfBB \/ mSn,m

desired signal

M
+WIL’mHn,mFRFf1;LB Z vV Pn,k'sn,k

k=1,k#m

Ynm =

intra- cluster interference

+ w nm nm Z FRFfBBZ\/Péqséq

0=10#n

inter-cluster interference
t
+ Wy, D, 3)
N—_———

noise

where w,, ., € CNux1 denotes the combiner at U, m. After
combining, each user decodes the intended signal by using
SIC. At the receiver side, U, ,,, decodes the intended signal of
Up.irs 1€, Sp i, for B =m+1,m+2,..., M, and subtracts
it from the received signal y,, ,,. However, NOMA treats the
intended signal of U,, ;, for k = 1,2, ..., m—1 as intra-cluster
interference. In this paper, SIC process is assumed to be ideal.
When SIC is non-ideal, the user cannot completely remove the
signals of some of U,, 5/ for k' = my,m +2,..., M,, which
degrades the performance of the system [37]. The effect of
non-ideal SIC on NOMA has recently been studied in [38].
The effect of non-ideal SIC on HB-NOMA will be evaluated
in the authors’ future work. To this end, the BS should send the
order of superposition coding to all users in the cluster. Usually
NOMA users are selected to have very different channel gains,
specially in mmWave frequencies in which path loss is higher
that sub-6 GHz frequencies. So, the order of decoding can be
estimated from the user’s distance to the BS or its channel
gain, correspondingly. We note that the order of encoding is
related to the channel gain as indicated in Section III-A.
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3) Channel Model: In mmWave communications,
the extended Saleh-Valenzuela model as a multi-path
channel (MPC) model has been widely adopted for hybrid
beamforming systems [8], [13], [14]. In this model, each
LoS and NLoS path is described by a channel gain and array
steering/response vector at the transmitter/receiver. Here,
the number of paths between the BS and U, ,,, is defined by
Ap,m. The channel matrix is given by

NBSNU

T,m A El
Hn,m = Z Bn m, (xaU(ﬂan a’ ﬁn m, a)

xa};S(wnma7<plrizlm a) (4)

where (,m.q = gn,m,adfum,a with ¢y, m.o 1S the complex
gain with zero-mean and unit-variance for the ath MPC,
dp,m,o is the distance between the BS and Un .m,a» and v
is the path loss factor. 977 (O}, ) and 3% . (on o)
are normalized azimuth (elevatlon) angle of arrlval (AoA) and
angle of departure (AoD), respectively. Also, ags and ay are
the antenna array steering/response vector of the BS/U,, .
In mmWave outdoor communications, to further reduce the
interference, sectorized BSs are likely employed [39]. Mostly,
each sector in azimuth domain is much wider than elevation
domain [39]. Reasonably, we assume that the BS separates
the clusters in azimuth domain and considers fixed elevation
angles. Hence, the BS implements only azimuth beamforming
and neglects elevation beamforming. In this case, the antenna
configuration is a uniform linear array (ULA) and the super-
script El is dropped. For a ULA, the steering vector is defined
as

aBS(SOn,m,a)

where ©n, ;o € [—1,1] is related to the AoD ¢ € [—F, T] as
Onm,a = M [8], [14]. Note that D denotes the antenna
spacing and \ denotes the wavelength of the propagation. The
antenna array response vector for ay (1, m,«) can be written
in a similar fashion.

It is mentioned that transmission at mmWave systems is
done through directional beams. Since the BS is equipped with
HB system, the beamforming can be conducted as follows.
When both LoS and NLoS components are available, because
LoS component is stronger than NLoS it is reasonable to steer
the beam toward LoS component. When only NLoS channels
are available, the beam would be steered toward the strongest
NLoS component. Thus, only one stream is sent for each
cluster. This will also lead to low hardware cost and power
consumption due to using one RF chain per stream. Therefore,
with a single path component, i.e., 4, ,, = 1, the MPC model
described in (4) is converted to a single path channel given by

Hn,m =V NBSNUﬁn,maU(ﬁn,m)a]Tgs(San,m)~ (6)

(N 1 T
G*Jﬂ'( BS— )<Pn,m,a . (5)

B. Rate Formulation

In (3), after applying superposition coding at the transmit-
ter, each user experiences two types of interference. Intra-
cluster interference which is due to other users within the
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cluster and inter-cluster interference which is due to users
within other clusters. Suppressing the intra-cluster interference
directly depends on efficient power allocation and deploying
SIC which is discussed in the previous section. To mitigate
the inter-cluster interference, the transmitter needs to design
a proper beamforming matrix which will be discussed in
Section III-A. Hence, the rate for U,, ,, is expressed as

2
Pn,m |WIL,mHn,mFRFf€B‘
T g s (7

intra

R, = log, (1 +

inter

n,m
where I /.

n,m m—1 $ n 12
Iimra = Zk:l P%k’ ‘Wn,mHn7771/FRFfBB| ) (8)

n,m
I inter

is given by

and denotes the intra-cluster. Also, is defined as

N M, 2
m o _ ¢
Injer = § =1.0n § =1 Prq ‘WIL,mHn:mFRFfBB| )

and denotes the inter-cluster interference.

III. PERFECT BEAM ALIGNMENT: RATE
MAXIMIZATION AND ANALYSIS

A. The Maximization Algorithm

To optimize the sum-rate performance, hybrid precoder Frp,
and Fgp, combiner w,, ,,, and transmit power P, ,, for m =
1,2,...,M, and n =1,2,..., N should be found from

N M,
p pimize, > > Rum (102)
2

subject to (FRF)n’m‘ = N];SI, (10b)
HFRFFBB%‘H: N, (10C)

[Wom|’= N1, (10d)

Ry m> Ruin, (10e)

N M,
anl Zm=1 Pym<P,  (10f)
Pn,m >0, (10g)

where P equals to the total transmit power and R, denotes
the predefined minimum rate. In the above optimization prob-
lem, the constraints (10b) and (10d) ensure that all elements of
Frr and w,, have an equal norm. Further, the constraint (10c)
ensures that the total power of the hybrid transmitter is
limited to N. The constraint (10e) ensures that the minimum
achievable rate of each user is equal or greater than R,.
Finally, the constraint (10f) guarantees that the total transmit
power is limited to P and the constraint (10g) guarantees
that the allocated power to U, ., is greater than zero. One
would add fairness constraint to the maximization problem.
Reference [38] discusses a viable solution in this case. In par-
ticular, a weighted sum-rate which considers a special priority
for each user is utilized. Also, without of loss of generality,
here, we assume that all the users satisfy R, ,;, > Rnin. In this
case, an iterative algorithm that properly allocates the power
is required [40].

It is mentioned that transmission in mmWave bands happens
through LoS and NLoS channels. In particular, the users which
are located far from the BS will mostly be supported via
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NLoS channels [5]. Let first focus on only LoS channels.
We assume that all channels are LoS and the effective channels
are perfectly aligned as shown in Fig. 1. By perfect alignment
we mean that ags(pn, ) is identical for all users in the nth
cluster, i.e., aps(@n.1) = aps(pn.2) = -+ = aps(pn,n,) for
n=12,...,N.

In general, there are two extreme cases to design
baseband precoder for mmWave-NOMA systems, strong
effective channel-based and singular value decomposition
(SVD)-based precoder methods [29]. The strong effective
channel-based is designed for only LoS channels and the
SVD-based precoder is designed for only NLoS channels.
Further, to the best of authors’ knowledge, it is not shown how
to design the SVD-based RF precoder for hybrid beamforming
system. Here, in order to understand the behavior of beam
misalignment in HB-NOMA systems we choose the strong
effective channel-based precoder which is widely used in the
literature [29], [30], [32].

The maximization problem in (10) is non-convex and find-
ing the optimal solution is not trivial. To ease, we present
an efficient and simple algorithm in three steps as described
below.

In the first step, the BS and U, ,, solve the following
problem

maximize |w}  H, ,fa"
n,m )

n,m

subject to (10b) and (10d).
(11)

Since the channel H,, ,,, has only one path, and given the
continuous beamsteering capability assumption, in view of (4),
Wo.m = ay(Un,m) and fzp" = aps(¢n,m), are the optimal
solutions [14]. We design the RF (analog) and baseband (digi-
tal) precoders using the adopted strong effective channel-based
method. Hence, in order to design the RF precoder, the BS
selects the first user of each cluster. The RF precoder of the
first user of the nth cluster makes the nth column of the RF
precoding matrix, i.e., fgz'. This gives the RF precoding matrix
as

Wi, m, fjp

el 21 N1
Frr = [fRF,fRF,...,fRF }

Notice that the first user is determined based on the locations
of the user as follows:

|/8n1|2|/8n2|22|/8nM71|7 forn:172a"'aNa

where [3,, ,, is the gain factor defined in (4). To determine the
first user, the BS does not need to know the channel gain of the
users. Recall that the channel gain (3, ,,,, defined in (4), mainly
depends on the distance between the BS and U,, ,, (d) and
the path loss factor (). Since the path loss factor is identical
for all users, the first user of each cluster can be determined
as the closest user to the BS such that its channel gain has
the highest amplitude among the users in the same cluster.
While the purpose of ordering in (13) is to define the first
user, to realize NOMA, another ordering method based on the
effective channel gain is presented in the third step. It should
be stressed that the main reason to design the digital precoder
with respect to the strongest channel is that the strongest user
must decode the other users’ signal before its signal. So, the

12)

13)
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power of this user’s signal is not affected by other clusters’
signal. More details will be provided in Section IV.

In the second step, the effective channel for U, ,, is
expressed as

BIL,TYL = WI},7mHn,7r1,FRF =V NBSNUBn,ma]Tgs(Sﬁn,m)FRF-
(14)

Regarding the strongest channel-based method, we write the
effective channel matrix as

H= [}_1171,}_1271,...,}_1]\/'71]T7 (15)

where Hml denotes the effective channel vector of U, ;.
Designing a proper digital precoder Fgg can reduce the

inter-cluster interference. In brief, designing the baseband
precoder becomes equivalent to solving

minimize I

{fiptezn
where L7" is defined in (8). We notice that so far we
have designed the analog beamformer and combiner. The
only unknown parameter is the digital beamformer. In this
paper, we adopt zero-forcing beamforming (ZFBF) which
makes a balance between implementation complexity and
performance [41], [42]. Based on ZFBF, the solution for (16)
is obtained as [14]

subject to (10c). (16)

Fss — H (HAT) ' T, (17)
where the diagonal elements of I' are given by [14]
NpsN
Ty = | oo ® ||, forn=1,2,...,N. (I8)
(F )n,n

where F = F]];FFRF. The determined precoder in (17) indi-
cates that inter-cluster interference on first users is zero, i.e.,
h! £l =0 forn =1,2,...,N and £ # n. That is, inter-
cluster interference is perfectly eliminated on the first users.
This completes our justification about the orienting the beams
toward the first users and choosing their effective channel
vector in designing Fpg.

In the third step, the BS first reorders the users then allocates
the power. The reordering process is done based on the
effective channel vectors as

, form=1,2,...,N.
(19)

[Bat]| = B =+ = [[B,

Notice that in (13) we aimed to find the first users based
on the large-scale gain. However, in HB-NOMA the power
allocation is conducted based on order of the effective channel
gains. It is not irrational to assume that the BS knows the
effective channels. This can be done through the channel
quality indicator (CQI) messages [43]. Each user feeds the
effective channel back to the BS then it sorts the users.

The optimal power allocation in (10) can be done by solving
the following problem.

N My,
maximize Z . Z . R, subject to (10f) and (10g).
(20)
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To solve the problem, we propose a two-stage solution. First
the BS divides the power between the clusters considering
their users’ channel gain as follows.

Dy ) o
SRR [k

Then a fixed power allocation is utilized for the users in
each cluster respecting the constraint 2%21 P,m = P,
To determine P, ,,,, one solution is to allocate a certain amount
of power for each U,, ,,,, except the first one, that only satisfies
R, = Rmin, then the remaining is assigned to the first user
(U,,,1). This power allocation process is in consistent with
the concept of NOMA in which, to achieve higher sum-rate,
the stronger user should receive more power [16]-[19]. On the
other hand, recall that mmWave channels are vulnerable to
blockage and shadowing. Especially, for the weak users which
are located far from the BS, this issue becomes worse. So, the
weak users may not be able to achieve the required minimum
rate. Another solution is to give priority to the fairness issue.
To this, we need to allocate less power to the strong users
and more power to the weak users. It turns out, fairness
works against achieving a maximum rate. Thus, our solution
to achieve maximum rate and compensate for the mmWave
propagation issues is to assign the same amount of power for
all the users, i.e.,

= P, forn=1,2,...,N. (21)

Pnl

1= Poo=-=Po,. (22)

B. The Achievable Rate Analysis

In this section, the achievable rate of U, ,, is evaluated with
respect to the designed parameters. We derive a lower bound
which characterizes insightful results on the achievable rate of
HB-NOMA.

Theorem 1: With perfect beam alignment, a lower bound
on the achievable rate of U,, ., is given by

Po e NesNu | Brm | + 02 (F)
(23)

R Py NesNU |Bn.m|?
R, m>log, <1—|— — n,m-VBSLVU |ﬁ z,ml ) ,
k=1

Kmin(F') denotes the minimum eigenvalue of F.
Proof: Please see Appendix A. 0
Remark 1: Theorem 1 indicates that when the alignment
between the users in each cluster is perfect, still two terms
degrade the sum-rate performance of every HB-NOMA user.
The first term 22”1_11 Pn,kNBSNU|Bn,m|2 is due to using
NOMA scheme which leads to inevitable intra-cluster inter-
ference. The second term r_!(F) is due to realizing the
beamforming with digital and analog components, i.e., hybrid
beamforming instead of fully-digital components. It is worth
mentioning that in the fully-digital beamforming the first term
exists but the second term is always one. Therefore, even
under perfect beam alignment assumption the hybrid beam-
forming intrinsically imposes a small loss on the achievable
rate.
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Cluster1

Cluster n

Fig. 2. Beam misalignment in mmWave communications due to the NLoS
channels. The NLoS channels are caused by blockages B1 and B2.

IV. BEAM MISALIGNMENT: MODELING,
RATE ANALYSIS, AND RATE GAP

In the previous section, we designed the precoders when
only LoS channels exist and the users are perfectly aligned.
The precoders are found based on the strongest effective
channel. Perfect alignment is an ideal assumption. In fact,
AoDs/AoAs are random variable and with almost surely the
probability of occurring different AoDs/AoAs even in LoS
channels is one which leads to aps(¢n,1) # aps(nz2) #
.-+ % aps(¢n,m, ) for n = 1,2,...,N. On the other hand,
recall that in mmWave frequencies, due to shadowing and
blockage, NLoS channels are inevitable [5]. These channels
force the users to indirectly steer their beam toward the BS as
illustrated by Fig. 2. So, the misalignment between the effec-
tive channel of the first user and the users with misaligned LoS
and NLoS channel in each cluster causes the digital baseband
precoder cannot eliminate the inter-cluster interference. As a
result, the achievable rate is degraded. In this section, first,
the misalignment is modeled. Second, using the derived model,
a lower bound is found for the rate. Finally, an upper bound is
extracted for the rate gap between the perfect alignment and
misalignment.

Remark 2: While our findings in this section are general
and hold for misaligned LoS and NLoS channels, we only
concentrate on NLoS channels. Thus, by LoS channel we
mean a perfectly aligned channel. Also, it is assumed that
all users expect the first ones in all clusters to have NLoS
channels. In order to distinguish effective channel of the users
with aligned LoS channels from NLoS channels, hereafter,
we denote Emm as an effective channel of the user with
perfect beam alignment and ﬁn,m as an effective channel
of the user with imperfect beam alignment. Also, }_%m,,, and
Rmm denote the rate of U, ,, with LoS and NLoS channel,
respectively.

A. Beam Misalignment Modeling

In what follows, we study the impact of imperfect
beam alignment on the rate. Before that, we calcu-
late the norm of the effective channel defined in (14).
Defining

2
‘al];s(<p7l,m)aBS(50€,1)‘ = KNBS (@K,l - Son,m)7 24)

where K, is Fejér kernel of order Ngg [44], we get

N
||BH,TYL"2 = NBSNU |ﬁn,m|2 Z KNBS (90571 - <Pn,m)- (25)
£=1
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Now, we model the correlation between the effective channels
for Uy, , and Uy, ; and between U,, ,,, and Uy ; with £ # n by
defining them as intra-cluster misalignment factor and inter-
cluster misalignment factor, respectively. Notice that we con-
sider the worst scenario. That is, Uy, ,, for m = 2,3,..., M,
receives the signal through NLoS channel, while only U, {
forn =1,2,..., N receives through LoS channel. Assuming
LoS channel for the first users is reasonable, since in mmWave
communications the users close to the BS experience LoS
channels with high probability [5].

Lemma I: The misalignment effective channel of U, ,,, and
U,,,1 can be modeled as

fln,m = pn,mfln,l + \/ 1- p%ﬂrx,gl;Sn’

where flmm denotes the normalized imperfect effective chan-
nel, p,.m denotes the misalignment factor obtained as

(26)

Pn,m

N PR
S wi(F) [als(on,m)viviTans (o)

\/Eévzl KNBS (302,1 — @n,m)\/zé\[:1 KNBS (302,1 —<Pn,1)
(27

Y

where ,(F) is the ith eigenvalue of F. g5¢" is a normalized
vector located in the subspace generated by a linear combina-

tion of ags(pe,1) for £ # n, such that gg' = ﬂ_ﬂggs" where
? gB—S‘Il ?

gad' = VNesNuFLe 300 1, Benams(001).
Proof: Please see Appendix B. 0

B. Rate Analysis

Now we are ready to find a lower bound for the achievable
rate of Uy, .

Theorem 2: With imperfect beam alignment, a lower bound
on the achievable rate of U,, ,,, is given by

Pn,mp?z,mNBSNU |6n,m|2> (28)

Gintra. T Ginter T+ Cooise
where (. =

i "oy Pl NosNU | Brm|* and
G = (1= p2 ) NesNU B Kmax (S) Fpmn (F) X K 1
in  which  Kmpax (Svg is the maximum eigenvalue of
S = FgVFL"T Fp" denotes the weighted Fyp
after eliminating the nth column where the columns are
scaled by P, Y/ # n. Also, for some m we define

Rn,m > log, (1 +

n,m

N
K Nys,m = ZKNBS (504,1 - @n,m)a (29)
=1

denotes the Fejér kernel

expressed as (0 =

where KNBS (<P€,1 - Son,m)
in (24). Finally, (oo is e

02 bipin (F) K Nys 1 Ky Where K g is defined in (29).
Proof: Please see Appendix C. 0
Remark 3: Since for U,, ; the factor p, ; is one, we have

h,, 1 = h,, 1. Thus, Theorem 1 is still valid for these users.
Remark 4: Theorem 2 states that the achievable rate of
each user depends on the intra-cluster and inter-cluster mis-

alignment factors, and a weak alignment reduces the power
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of the effective channel of that user. Intra-cluster and inter-
cluster power allocation are other parameters that affect the
achievable rate as seen in (28). Further, the bound shows
that the maximum eigenvalue of the baseband precoder is
important in maximizing the achievable rate. That is to say,
the effective channel matrix should be designed in a way
that the eigenvalues of the baseband precoder are as close
as possible to each other. This is because if eigenvalues are
far from each other, the maximum eigenvalue will be large.
This increases the value of ¢/,."" which causes less achievable
rate.

To gain some insight into the effect of beam misalignment,
we extract a lower bound for the rate gap when U, ,,, receives
the signal via LoS and NLoS channel.

Theorem 3: The rate gap between the perfectly aligned and
misaligned U, ,,, is given by (30), shown at the bottom of this
page.

Proof: Please see Appendix D. U

The upper bound in Theorem 3 explicitly shows the effect of
the parameters of HB-NOMA system on the rate performance.
A low misalignment factor can substantially increase the rate
gap.

Remark 5: In Section III-A the users are assumed to have
LoS channels and to be perfectly aligned in a same direction.
Particularly, Eq. (19) orders the users with respect to their
effective channel. Actually, these effective channels are the
strongest path between the BS and users. However, when
the users are not aligned in the same direction, the effective
channels are not necessarily the strongest. This is because
the users have to orient their antenna array response vector
toward the beam direction of the first user rather than the
best direction. Hence, to properly perform SIC, we revise the
ordering considering the misalignment effective channel, i.e.,

||B7L,1" > ||fln,2" > 2 Hfln,Mn

, form=1,2,...,N.
(3D

Further, in (21) the aligned effective channel should be
replaced by the misaligned effective channel.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we simulate the HB-NOMA system regard-
ing the various design parameters to confirm the analytical
derivations in Theorems 1-3. For simulations, since large
scaling fading and path loss put more restriction on mmWave
systems, the small scale fading is negligible. Default number
of antennas Ngs Nyu for the BS and all users are assumed 32
and 8, respectively, unless it is mentioned. The misalignment
is described as a random variable uniformly distributed by
parameter b, i.e., ©n1 — ©n.m € [—b,b]. We first present the
results of the HB-NOMA with perfect alignment. Then, the
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Fig. 3. Evaluation of rate performance of the strong channel-based precoder
in HB-NOMA with perfect alignment (LoS channels) in terms of (a) SNR
and (b) NBS-

effect of misalignment on the rate performance is shown.
Finally, the sum-rate of HB-NOMA with OMA is illustrated.

A. Perfect Beam Alignment

Figure 3 studies the performance of the derived bound in
Theorem 1 for aligned users. The users are not affected by
the inter-cluster interference from other clusters. It is supposed
that the number of users is two and channel gain of the strong
and weak user is 0 and -2 dB, respectively. Fig. 3(a) reveals
that the HB-NOMA approximately achieves the rate the same
as that of fully-digital beamforming (FD beamforming) for a
wide range of SNR. In particular, a small gap between the
exact value of HB-NOMA and the lower bound is observed
for the strong user (Uy ;). This is because the complicated
expression of the noise term in (23) is replaced by a simple
but greater term. For the weak user (U; 2) the bound is very
tight due to two reasons. First, in the SINR of the weak
user, the noise term is dominated by the interference term.
Therefore, the effect of the noise term is neglected. Second,
the interference term is modeled very accurately.

Fig. 3(b) studies the achievable rate for various Nps. For
small Npgs, the fully-digital outperforms the HB-NOMA.
When Ngg is small, the RF precoder is not able to steer a
highly directional beam toward the users. By increasing Npg,
the beam becomes narrow and the users capture much more
power. Again, for the weak user, the lower bound is accurate
at all Npg regions. For the strong user, the bound does not
approach to the exact value but, for Ngg > 60, the bound is
approximately the same as to the exact HB-NOMA.

B. Beam Misalignment

The beam misalignment effect is depicted by Fig. 4.
We consider five clusters in which @11 = 10°, @21 = 30°,
3,1 = 50°, @41 = 65°, and 51 = 80°. All simulations have
been done for the middle cluster (third cluster) which is likely
imposed the same interference from all the other clusters. Also,

- —1p7— —2
(1 - P%m) Kmax (S) + J2KN1;15,mNB51NU ! |Bn,ml )
p%,m,K]?/'Blg,lein(F)

— (30)
m—1
k=1 Pn.k
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Fig. 4. Evaluation of the misalignment on the rate performance of
HB-NOMA versus (a) SNR, (b) user index, and (c) number of users per cluster
(Mpy). Also, (d) demonstrates the rate gap among the different misaligned
users.

the channel gain of the strongest user is 0 dB and the next
user’s gain drops 1 dB. For instance, the channel gain of U,, ,,,
is —(m — 1) dB. Fig. 4(a), (b), and (d) the number of users
in the third cluster is 10.

In Fig. 4(a) the achievable rate of two misaligned users
Uz (the strong user) and Us o (the weak user) versus
SNR is shown where the channel gains are —1 and —9 dB,
respectively. The misalignment parameter is assumed b = 3.
The number of users in all the other clusters is equal to five.
Two different observations are obtained. Increasing the SNR
leads to a larger rate gap between perfectly aligned and the
misaligned HB-NOMA for the strong user, whereas for the
weak users both HB-NOMAs achieve almost the same rate for
all SNRs. This demonstrates that the effect of misalignment
on the strong users is greater than the weak users. In other
words, the weak users should deal with the intra-cluster
interference while the strong users should deal with the inter-
cluster interference. The other observation is that the lower
bound is loose for the strong users but tight for the weak user.
The observation indicates that our derived normalized effective
channel model in Lemma 1 is precise for those users which
are intra-cluster interference limited. That is, our finding is
able to exactly model the intra-cluster interference. However,
the loose lower bound for the strong user indicates that the
inter-cluster interference is a little inaccurate which is due
to approximating an N — 1 dimensional subspace with one
dimensional space provided in Appendix B.

To gain more details, we have simulated the achievable rate
of all the misaligned users for SNR = 15 dB in Fig. 4(b).
Also, the number of users in the other clusters is set to
15. The mentioned two observations can be seen from this
figure, too. However, for the strong user, the rate gap between
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Fig. 5. Sum-rate comparison of the three different systems. The fully-digital
and hybrid beamforming systems serve the users using NOMA. The analog
system supports the users by exploiting OMA.

the perfect HB-NOMA and misaligned HB-NOMA is smaller
than that of Fig. 4(a). Another important observation gained
from Fig. 4(b) is the impact of the power allocation among
the clusters. Based on the proposed power allocation scheme
in (21), to achieve a higher rate, more power is assigned to
the other clusters than the third cluster which causes Us
to achieve the rate 0.91 bits/s/Hz. Whereas, for the previous
scenario more power is allocated to the third cluster which has
more users. Therefore, the rate of Us o is 0.88 bits/s/Hz. This
shows that due to the misalignment the strong clusters leads
to higher inter-cluster interference.

Fig. 4(c) compares the sum-rate performance of all the
misaligned users with the perfectly aligned HB-NOMA users.
Likewise Fig. 4(b), we set SNR = 15 dB and 15 users for
all the clusters except the third. The number of users in the
third cluster varies from 5 to 35. Notice that the sum-rate
is shown only for the misaligned users, e.g., the rate of the
first user is neglected. By increasing the number of users,
the allocated power to the cluster increases. In consequence,
the total rate increases. However, the difference between the
aligned and misaligned HB-NOMA becomes worse. Although
more users in a cluster implies that more power is allocated
to, the number of users which have a limited inter-cluster
interference increases as well. As a result, it brings about
higher rate loss. Indeed, by making the misalignment para-
meter worse (b = 6), the rate lost becomes bigger. It can be
concluded that to avoid inuring higher rate losses, HB-NOMA
needs to schedule an equal number of users per cluster to
serve.

The upper bound evaluation for gap rate between the perfect
alignment and misalignment is demonstrated by Fig. 4(d). The
number of users in other clusters is 5 or 15. For SNR = 30 dB
and b = 3, the gap is not substantial and the bound is close to
the actual value. When b becomes larger, the gap between the
strong and weak users is bigger. When number of the users
of the other cluster increases and simultaneously the SNR is
reduced, only the stronger users’ gap increases. To clarify, for
Uz to Us 5, the gap becomes larger, while for the remaining
users it is unchanged. The bounds for b = 6 are not very close
to the exact rate gap curves. The main reason is that in the
deriving process of the bound in the second line of (46), in
Appendix D, the effect of the inter-cluster interference term
is skipped. However, for high values of misalignment the
interference is considerable. This causes the extracted bound
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to be less accurate for higher misalignment. Our HB-NOMA
is compared with the traditional OMA technique in Fig. 5.
We choose TDMA for OMA. To gain some insights, three
different mmWave systems is evaluated. These systems are
fully-digital beamforming, hybrid beamforming and analog
beamforming. For fully-digital we assume Nps = Ngrp = 32
which serve 8 clusters. Likewise, for hybrid beamforming we
have Nps = 32 but Nrp = 8. Both fully-digital and hybrid
systems support 8 clusters of users. The first cluster has AoD
of 10° and AoD of the next clusters increases by 10°. Further,
the users inside each cluster are distributed in a way that
the maximum channel gain difference between the strongest
and weakest user is 18 dB. Indeed, the channel gain of the
strongest user is 0 dB. The first cluster contains 4 users and
each next cluster serves two users more than the previous
cluster. Totally, thanks to NOMA technique, both systems
support 88 users in each time slot. For OMA, we assume the
analog beamforming system equipped with only one RF chain
is able to serve one user per time slot. For U, ,,,, the achievable
rate of OMA is log, (1+ P|wy, i Hp mfre|?/0?). As expected
fully-digital NOMA system achieves the highest sum-rate
performance. The HB-NOMA with perfect alignment achieves
approximately the same rate as the full-digital. For b = 2,
the misaligned HB-NOMA shows a very close performance
to the perfect HB-NOMA. By increasing b, the performance
slightly decreases. There is a huge rate difference between HB-
NOMA and OMA. We conclude that, even in the presence of
misalignment, HB-NOMA outperforms OMA.

VI. CONCLUSION

A hybrid beamforming-based NOMA has been designed for
the downlink of a single-cell mmWave communication system.
To study the achievable rate of an HB-NOMA user, first an
optimization problem for the sum-rate of all users in the cell
was formulated and then an algorithm to solve it in three steps
based on the strongest user precoder design was proposed.
In order to evaluate the sum-rate, a lower bound for the
achievable rate of each user under perfect and imperfect beam
alignment between the effective channel of the users in each
cluster was found. The lower bound analysis demonstrates
that perfect HB-NOMA achieves a sum-rate close to that
with fully-digital precoder. For the imperfect correlation, the
relationship between the effective channels of the first user
and other users inside a cluster was modeled. The bound for
the misalignment shows that it is highly a function of the
misaligned angle. Such that, a large misalignment angle can
cause a significant reduction in the achievable rate. Further,
for each user, the rate gap between the perfect and imperfect
alignment was bounded. The simulation results confirm the
findings.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Proof: Given the perfect alignment assumption and (14),
the effective channel vector for U, ,, becomes

l_l;fz,m =V NBSNUﬁn,ma]ES(wn,m)FRF:ﬁn,mﬁrzllﬁil’l. (32)
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On the other hand, we have

— r,,. forn/f=12,...,N,
b, fgs =9 " (33)
’ 0, for £ # n.

Therefore, using (32) and (33) the numerator in (7) becomes

Pn,m |Bn,m|2 |Bn,1|_2 1—‘721n (34)

Also, the intra-cluster interference in (8) becomes I ™"

mtra
mo1 2 2 . "

oy Pk |Bnm|” |Bnal” " T3, and the inter-cluster inter-
ference term becomes zero, i.e., I,"7" = 0.

Now, substituting (34), and the determined I, and I..."
in (7) gives

Rn,m

= log, (1 +
@ log, (1 +

Q
> log, | 1+

e e T )
o Pk Bl 1Baa| 212, + 02
Prm NesNG Byl )
) Pk NesNy |Bnml* + 02 (F-1),,
Py . NsNy |5n,m|2

Z;l Py, NgsNy |ﬁn,m|2 + 02k (F) )7
(35)

(a) follows by plugging (18) into the expression in the first line
of (35) and using simple manipulations. To get (b), we note
that Frr is a full-rank matrix which means F = FRFF]TQF is
positive definite. Then, we have (F*I)n_n < Kmax (F’l) =
kil (F) in which Kmay(-) and kpin(-) denote the maximum
and minimum eigenvalues of (). O

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

Proof: Suppose that the effective channel vectors are fed
back by using infinite-resolution codebooks. Also, let hy, ,,
denote the normalized effective channel vector for U,, ,,, i.e.,

i = S (36)

(Do
_ The angle between two complex-valued vectors
h,.,, and h,; € V¢, Adengted by &c, is obtained as
cos®c 2 Prmelenm = flihlfln’m, where  (pp,m <1) s
equal to p,, m = cos<I>H(I:1n717 ﬁmn) = }ﬁljuﬁmn , in which

(I)H(hn’l,fln’m), 0 < &y < F, is the Hermitian angle
between two complex-valued vectors 1~1n11 and fln’m and
Wnom, —T < wWpm < m, is called their pseudo-angle [45].
The factor p,, ., describes the angle between the two lines in
the complex-valued vector space V¢ [45].

To ease the analysis, the angle w, ,, is neglected [45].
Hence, we find the Aangle bet\jveen two lines which are defined

by the two vectors flml and ljlmm. Considering these two vec-
tors as two lines in the space V= would be optimistic. However,
the simulation results reveal that the derived misalignment
model is still effective. Such that, the extracted lower bound
for the sum-rate using the misalignment model is close to the
exact value of the sum-rate.
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For ¢ = n, the misalignment factor p,, ,,, can be calculated
as

Pn,m

n71hn,m‘

NgsNy Bn,m,ﬁn,lalgs (Son,m)FRFF}T(FaBS (@n,l )}
B 11
ﬂn,mﬁn,la}gs(@n,m)VIAIVJ{aBS (@n,l)‘

[

(@)

als(Pn,m)Vivi aps(@n,1) ‘

N
(o) Zi:l Ki

VIR K (01— 0nm)\ X0y Knvs (060 —0n1)
(37

To get (a), the expression in (14) is used. To get (b), we apply
SVD to the Hermitian matrix FRFFl];F which gives FRFF;QF =
VAVT where V of size Ngs x Nps is a unitary matrix and
A of size Ngs x Ngs is a diagonal matrix of singular values
ordered in decreasing order. We then partition two matrices V
and A as

0 0 (38)

V:[Vl V2}7 A= |:A1 O:|a
where V1 is of size Ngs X N and A; and is of size
N x N. We note that rank(Frg) = N. Term (¢) follows
from the fact that A; is a diagonal matrix with elements
ki for 7 = 1,2,...,N. Notice that vi represents the ith

column.

For ¢ # n, it is reasonable to assume that /1 —p2 .

percentage of the amplitude of flmm leakages into the sub-
space generated by the other first users. To determine the
subspace, we start with considering the impact of the mis-
alignment imposed t;y the other first users on U, ,,, i.e,
Zévzu 4n ‘flzlfln’m‘ . Using the definition of vector norm,
we rewrite this expression as follows:

N ~r o~

T
ZZ:I,Z#n hévlh"’m‘
R ~ ~ R . 2
= ‘ hlb,m hi1 - hy_11 hyyiq - hy H

@ NpsNu

hf, . Fhe[A1188s (91.1) - Buo1188s (9n-1,1)

2
Bry11ass (eny1,1) - Onaass (on1)] |

( = _
hIL,mFlT{FABSn

) NpsNu

(39)

To get (a), we replace flm by (14). Since aps (¢n,1)s are
independent vectors, Ggs' = \/MFE;FAES" determines
an N —1 dimensional subspace. We represent the weighted lin-
ear combination of flzl by a new vector gg¢" which is located
in the subspace Ggg'. So, we get ggd’ = NpsNuFrr X
Zé\;u#n VPifr1aps(pe1). To get (26), we only need to
normalize ggg". O
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APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Proof: Using (26), we obtain the following expressions.
First,

X 2
n
hn,m, fBB

= 2| B ] (1= 20) [
- pn,m n,m BB + (1 Pn,m) n,m
2
X ‘ggs’”ng

(a) = 22 2

= Pi,m hn,m hT fBB

b ~ 2 ~ —2

(:) i,m hn,m ‘hn,lH i’m (40)
in which (a) follows since g];S"ngB = 0 and (b) follows
from (33). Second,
~ 2 2
hL,mféB‘ = (1 - pi,m } an }gBSn fBB 5 for /¢ 75 n.

(41)

Next, using (18), (33), (25), (36), and (40), (8) becomes

m—1 v —1
L = Zk:l Pr P2 o NesNu [Brml? (F Dm

X KNBSJVLKNBls 1 (42)

where K1 and Kpg,,m are defined in (29). Likewise,
using (33), (25), (36), and (41), (9) becomes

I;lbtgl = (1

- pim) NpsNy |ﬁn,m|2
N
X Z@sn Py

Further, after substituting (40), (42) and (43) into (7), we get

2
7anl§B‘ KNBan (43)

v
an —10g2(1+1—nm Inm+o.2)

ntra nter

(a) N
> 1 1 44
() @
~1
where P mP%mNBSNU |5n,m|2 (Fil)n,n KNBs,m
K;fsls,l’ and gmter = (1 - pgmn) NgsNuy |ﬂn,m|2
Fmax (S) K Nys,m- To get (a), we have the following lemma.

2
Lemma 2: An upper bound of Zévzu;én Af"TféB‘ is

the maximum eigenvalue of S, i.e., Kmax(S).

2
Proof: We rewrite Ze M?ﬁn P, ‘gB fBB} -
||g§S”TF_" WHQ. Maximizing el W”2 given
||ng || = 1 is similar to maximizing a beamforming

vector for maximum ratio transmission systems [46], [47].
Hence, the maximum value of gg¢' is the dominant right
singular vector of F];};“W [46], [47]. Thus, the maximum
TFBQ ' ||§ is equal to the maximum eigenvalue
of S. O
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G After

Lemma 2 indicates that [;/7" < ¢

inter —
lations, we obtain

some manipu-

Rn,m
2 2
N 10g 1+ Pn mpn mNBSNU|ﬁn m|
N ° C]::;]ZL + ( Sinter o+ 02) (F )n n KNBIS mKNBs,l

Pn mpn mNBSNU |ﬁn m|
Cmtra +<1mer +o Hmm(F)KNBls m‘K’NBs,1 7

(a)
> log, [ 1+

(45)
where1 in the first , line, Cimea, =
vt Prrpp i NesNU [ Brml and in  the  sec-
ond line, CGier = (1= 02 ,,) X NesNy 1B |? %
/@max(S)mmln(F)K Ngs,1-  To get (a), we note that
(F1),, 0 < e (F): O
APPENDIX D

PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Proof: We start with (7) to define the achiev-

for the perfect correlation and the
ie, R, and R,,,, respectively.

able rate of U, .,
imperfect correlation,
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This gives (46),
where ¥ = ||1:~1n,mH22;cn:711P

n,k n
N
ZZ:I,Z;én Py

. N -
quantity Zezu?ﬁn Py hL’mféB‘
we exchange the denominator of the first term with the
numerator of the second one. (b) follows from the fact that for

u > v, it gives log (%) > log (Ziz) (¢ > 0), and applying

the normalized vector hn,m defined in (36) for both perfect
and imperfect effective channel vectors.

Noting that Hnyl En,m and using (40),
it yields (47), shown at the bottom of this page,
in which (a) follows by rewriting the first term as

tog, (pr2[Bam]|”) = togy ([ ]*). Then, we sum
up the expression log, (p;?mHlTln,mHQ) with the second

shown at the bottom of this page,

migs| + HBmmHQX

2 2
hL’mféB‘ + 02, To get (a) we remove positive

2
from the second term. Then,

term and the expression —log, (Hflm,,,HQ) with the third
term. To get (b), we again sum up the first term with
the second term. We then use Lemma 2 to get Kmax(S)
and (33) and (18) to get KK,; ,,- To obtain (c), first

_1\—1
s,1 (F 1)n71

A}zn,m é Rn,m - Rn,m
~ 2
Pov [0 £ | T .
= log, [ 1+ - — 5 —log, | 1+ - - 5 . ~ 3
bt Prk hjumfﬁlB’ +0? S hlwnfﬁlB‘ +Z€:1,€;ﬁn Py hlwnféB‘ +o0?
2 2
— ~ " N ~
Z;l Pn,k ‘hjlmng‘Q + 0'2 Z?:l Pn,k hIL,meB‘ + Zézl,é;én PE ‘hIL,TYLféB‘ + 02
= log, - —T, 5 — log, - — 5 . . 5
P hn,mng‘ + o2 P hn,mng‘ + N P hn,mng‘ + o2
m = 2 m— — 2
(a) > he1 Pk |hIz mf]?B‘ +0? k=1 Pnk |h11 mf]?B‘ +0?
é 10g2 m *T’ 2 B 10g2 m—1 T 2 ];/' " 2
k%l Pn,k hn,mfﬁ’g’ + 02 k%l Pn,k' hn,mng‘ + 24217475” Py hn,mféB‘ + 02
2 2
— 2 |& al
PR T A B 525 Pt 1
<1 1 46
=~ Og2 5 21— N 2 Og2 fr ’ ( )
|| n,mH hn,TYI,fBB‘
™ 2 m—1
h m = 2 n 2
s vy () g, (i )
P [ B =
m—1 5 92 2 ~ 9 N 2
+ log, ( Z Pn,kpi,mHhmmH hiz,lfl?B +(1 - P?L,m)thmLH Z fBB‘ + 02>
k=1 l=1#n
(@) m—1 X 2 m—1 N 0_2
= —log, Z Pn,kpi,m hiz,lfl?B +log, Z Pn,kpi,m hjz,lfl?B (1- an Z Frlg fBB‘ RETEE—)
k=1 k=1 0=14#n ||h”vm||
- -2
? og (1 o () s (9) £ 2 )
= 2 — 1\ —1 m—1
p%,m KNBIS,I (F l)nn k=1 Pnk

(1 - p% m) Kmax (S) 2KN315 m BSIN

(c)
< log, <1 + 7 —

2 1 ‘ m—1
pn,m, Ngg,lﬁmm(F) k=1 P’ﬂ’k

(47)

Bom] 2 )
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we use HflanQ = K Nys,mNps Nu|Bn.m|?. Next we use the
inequality (F~1) <k (F). 0
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