arxiv:1408.0549v4 [cs.IT] 15 Mar 2015

Downlink Cellular Network Analysis with
Multi-slope Path Loss Models

Xinchen Zhang and Jeffrey G. Andrews

Abstract—EXxisting cellular network analyses, and even simula-
tions, typically use the standard path loss model where reded
power decays like||z|| ™ over a distance||z||. This standard path
loss model is quite idealized, and in most scenarios the patbss
exponent « is itself a function of ||z||, typically an increasing
one. Enforcing a single path loss exponent can lead to orders
of magnitude differences in average received and interferece
powers versus the true values. In this paper we studynulti-slope
path loss models, where different distance ranges are sulgeto
different path loss exponents. We focus on the dual-slope fa
loss function, which is a piece-wise power law and continueu
and accurately approximates many practical scenarios. Weetive
the distributions of SIR, SNR, and finally SINR before finding
the potential throughput scaling, which provides insight o the
observed cell-splitting rate gain. The exact mathematicatesults
show that the SIR monotonically decreases with network derity,
while the converse is true for SNR, and thus the network covexge
probability in terms of SINR is maximized at some finite densiy.
With ultra-densification (network density goes to infinity), there
exists a phase transition in the near-field path loss exponent
ao: If ag > 1 unbounded potential throughput can be achieved
asymptotically; if ap < 1, ultra-densification leads in the extreme
case to zero throughput.

|. INTRODUCTION

A fundamental property of wireless signal transmissions

can be roughly fit to the environment. In decibel terms, this
gives a form

Pr:Pt+KO_10a10g10 ||IH3 (2)

where K is a catch-all constant that gives the path loss (in
dB) at a distancdlx|| = 1. For example, in the Friis equation,
Ko = G4G,.(\./47)?. Hence the slope of the path loss (in
dB) is constant and is determined only &yin such a model,
which we will term astandard path loss model

A. The Case for Multi-Slope Path Loss Models

Although the standard path loss model has a great deal of
history, and is the basis for most existing cellular network
theory, analysis, simulation and design, it is also knowle &al
to unrealistic results in some special casés [1], [2]. Besid
the standard path loss model does not accurately capture the
dependence of the path loss exponeiwin the link distance in
many important situations. We now enumerate a few of these
as examples, along with the possible consequences to future
cellular network optimization and design.

The two-ray model. Even a very simple two-ray model
with one direct path and one ground-reflected path resuls in
pronounced dual slope path loss behavior [3]-[5]. In paldic
¥§ith transmit and receive antenna heightsipfandh,., below

that their power rapidly decays over distance. In particula critical distanceR, ~ 4h;h,/)\. the path loss exponent

in free space we know from the Friis equation that over
distancel|z|| the received signal poweR. is given in terms
of the transmit powerP; as

A 2
P, = PG/G, (-5 |
G (4w||x|)

for a wavelength\. and antenna transmit and receive gais

1)

andG,.. In terrestrial environments, propagation is much more

complex to characterize due to ground reflections, scateri

blocking/shadowing, and other physical features. Sinae tfi ) ; :
dink distances and the number of appreciable interfererd, a

number of possible realizations of propagation envirorisie
is infinite, simplified models stemming from the Friis eqoati

are typically adopted that have at least some measure

empirical support. A nearly universal characteristic o€ttsu
models is that the distance dependence is generalize

i8 a = 2, while above this distance it changes do= 4.

For a plausible valueg; = 10 m, h,. = 2 m, and a carrier
frequencyf. = ¢/\. = 1 GHz, we haveR. = 267 m as a
rough threshold. It is worth emphasizing that there is a mass
difference betweerj|z| =2 and ||z||~* for most reasonable
values of||z||, and that splitting the difference by using~ 3
results in large errors in both regimes.

Dense or clustered networks.Wireless networks are
rapidly increasing in density, and in doing so are becoming
ver more irregulaf]6]. This causes increasing variatiorise

makes a “one size fits all” path loss model ever more dubious.
For example, a cellular user equipment (UE) might connect
with its closest macrocell (or microcell) that is beyond the

dcrfgical distance, while experiencing interference frogarby

llz]| =, with the path loss exponent being a parameter thatdosed access femtocells that are within the critical distebut
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cannot be connected tol[7]. In such a case the SINR would be
greatly over-estimated with a standard path loss modeltand
gain from interference avoidance or cancellation techesqu
greatly underestimated. Or if a nearby picocell was coratect
to, while interference mostly originated from more distant
BSs, the SINR would be greatly underestimated. In general,
standard path loss models may not paint an accurate picture
of what happens as networks densify, which is a key theme
that we explore in this paper.
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Millimeter wave cellular networks. The intriguing possi-
bility of using millimeter waves A € (1,10) mm,i.e., carrier
frequencies of30 to 300 GHz — for cellular communication
makes the revisitation of propagation models particularty

gent [8], [9]. A key feature of millimeter wave systems is e

their sensitivity to blocking[[10],[T11]. One recently praged

model with considerable empirical support is to use one path

loss exponenty, ~ 2 for line of sight (LOS) links and another
ay =~ 3.5 for non line of sight (NLOS) links[[12]. Statistically,

maximizes the coverage probabilifye., the probability

of meeting a particular SINR target. These results stand
in sharp contrast to the SINR invariance observed under
the standard path loss model [20], [21].

However, the network potential throughput still (asymp-
totically) linearly scales with network density if the
near-field path loss exponenyy is larger than 2. The
scaling rate become@()\z_alo), i.e., sublinear, forl <

ap < 2.

LOS links are shorter than NLOS links, and a critical disanc « On the other hand, with ultra-densificatidre., the net-
R. can be used to approximate the two regimes [1I]! [13]. work density\ goes to infinity, the potential throughput
Here, R. is an environmentally dependent random variable, always scales unboundedlydf, > 1, despite the fact that
but it could be approximated by the mean LOS distance. the coverage probability goes to zero in the limit when
For example, in urban parts of New York City and Chicago, o < 2. A phase-transitiotappens aty = 1: if ag < 1,
this method will lead toR. ~ 70 m [13], whereas in ultra-densification X — 0) always leads ultimately to
environments with less blocking. would increase. Although zero throughput.
such approximations require considerable further ingasitin, « The above results are shown to generalize to multi-
generalizing to at least a dual-slope model appears eabenti slope path loss functions, with an arbitrary number of
for millimeter wave cellular systems. increasing path loss exponents.

The above examples make clear that a dual (or more) slope
path loss model is highly desirable for analysis. And indeed. paper Organization
such a model is very close to many scenarios in the WINNER
Il path loss model adopted for 3GPP-LTE standardizafioh, [1
[15] and is well-supported by many measurements seé, [1

[18] and the references therein. A more detailed comparis s derived in SectiofiJIl. Sectiofi )V specializes in the
between the dual (or more) slope path loss models and |

. o Jn ferference-limited case, derives key differential pdies
models in the standardization activities can be fountﬂr[].[lgof the network performance and contrasts them with those

found under the standard path loss function. The case with
noise is analyzed in Sectidn] V. Sectibnl VI generalizes the

The overall contribution of this paper is to analyze the cofonclusions drawn in the dual-slope case to the multi-slope
erage probability (SINR distribution) and potential thgoput caS€- Concluding remarks are given in Seciod VII.
of a downlink cellular network under multi-slope path loss
models, with a focus on the dual-slope model. This can Igrgel
be viewed as a generalization 6f[20] which used the standd¥d Network and Path Loss Models
path loss model and derived fairly simple closed form sohdi  Consider a typical downlink UE located at the originWe
particularly for the case ofe = 4. One notable observationassume the BS distribution is governed by a marked Poisson
from [20] was that the coverage probability (SINR) can onlgoint process (PPRP = {(z;, h,,)} € R x R*, where the
increase with BS density, and does not depend on the Bfund proces® = {z;} ¢ R? is a homogeneous PPP with
density once it is sufficiently large (thus rendering noisg intensity A\ and h, is the (power) fading gain from the BS
ligible compared to interference). We term this propSt){R at z; to the typical useb[] For simplicity but without loss of
invariance and will see that it does not even approximatelyenerality, we assume that all BSs transmit with unit power
hold with a dual-slope model. and letl : RT — R* denote the path loss function. Then, at

Although the results for a multi-slope path loss model atie origin o, the received power from the BSis h.l(]|z|),
predictably more complicated than with the standard path lowhere ||z — y|| is the Euclidean distance betweenand y.
model, in various limiting cases several crisp statemeats cwhile some of the results in this paper hold irrespective of
be made. Below, we summarize the main contributions of thise fading distribution, we will focus on Rayleigh fadirigg.,
paper: h, are iid exponentially distributed with unit mean. With $ltg

« We derive numerically tractable integral-form expressiorabuse of notation, we may writg||z||) asi(z) for simplicity.

as well as tight closed-form estimates for the coverageln the following, we (formally) define the few path loss
probability (SINR distribution) in cellular networks with functions of interest.

multi-slope path loss functions and Poisson distributqdefinition 1 (Standard Path Loss Function). The standard

BSs. . (power-law) path loss function is
o Focusing on the dual-slope case, we prove that network
(s z) = [lzf| . ®)

SIR decreases with increasing network density. Since
SNR always increases with network densification, the, _
The PPP-based cellular network model is well accepted fdulae

spectral eﬁiCienCy iS_ a non'n:'O.nOtoniC. function .Of Nelietwork analysis, see.g.,[13], [21]-[23], and is supported both empirically
work density, rendering an (finite) optimal density thaP0] and theoretically[[23],[124].

In the rest of the paper, we will first introduce the path
ss and network models in Secti@d Il. General coverage
robability expressions under the dual-slope path losseiod

B. Contributions

Il. SYSTEM MODEL




This simple version is a suitable simplification bf (2) sincéor ||z € [Rn, Rus1),n € [N — 1] U {0}F where K = 1
K, is assumed to be the same for all links and can simpd K,, = [[}_, R, “""', Vn € [N —1],0= Ry < Ry <
be folded into the noise power. Thus, we can wififie (3) indB - < Ry =00, 0< ap < a1 < --- < ay_1, an—1 > 2.
as—10alog;, ||z|] and the standard path loss function can be
also interpreted as the@ngle-slopenodel with slope—a. The
subscriptl indicates this single-slope property.

Many efforts have been made to identify the “right” pat

Def.[3 is consistent with the piece-wise linear modellih [3,

Sect. 2.5.4]. Clearly, whetN = 2, the multi-slope path loss

function becomes dual-slope, ald = 1 gives the standard
ath loss model. More importantly, th&-slope path loss

loss exponent. Itis empirically observed that ?S generally function provides a means to study more general path loss
best approximated as a constant betw2ems which depends functions which decay faster than power law functions.

on the carrier frequency as well as the physical environmentFor notational simplicity, the path loss exponents param-
(indoor/outdoor). However, as we noted at the outset, thé !

L N ?erizing the path loss functions may be omitted when they
lmoddel h?s seve_r; Ilmltguolnsl, and set\éelral met'V?_t'ng e)Im;m)are obvious from the context,e., we may write /1 («;-),
ead us to consider a dual-slope path loss function. Ia(ao, a1: ), In ({as} Y75 ) asty (), La(-), In (), respectively.
Definition 2 (Dual-slope Path Loss Function).The dual-

slope (power-law) path loss function [25] is B. SINR-based Coverage

e |z < R The main metric of this paper is the coverage probability
77||£CH_(’71 || SR (4)  of the typical user abfd defined as the probability that the

’ “ received SIR or SINR at the user is larger than a tafet
wheren 2 R1—%0, R, > 0 is the critical distance and aq When the user is always associated with the nearesi.BS,

and a; are thenear- and far-field path loss exponentsith one with the least path loss and highest average received
0<ap<ay. power, the SINR can be written as

Clearly, the dual-slope path loss model has two slopes in a SINR, = h””*l}(fl) 5
dB scale, which we stress with the subsctpfThe constant 2yearfary yl(y) +o

1 is introduced to maintain continuity and complies with thghere the subscrigtin SINR is to emphasize that the SINR
definitions in [3], [4], [25]. is defined under any path loss functibne, £ argmax, I(z)

9 . e :
Remark 1. The dual-slope path loss function as defined ab0\"/]l(5ld 7 I_ca(;l t;e ﬁr(])nsltdered .?S the receg/ertsr:de noise p‘:_Wer
is a more general version of the standard path loss func“@ﬁ:\r:t;lzt:e g %osseat||ra|r\15—m|1 power and other propagation
with the following three important special cases. 9 L= . .

9 P _ P _ Then, the SINR coverage probability can be formalized as
o The standard path loss function can be retrieved (from the

la(cg, 013 ) —{

dual-slope path loss function) by setting = a; = « in PPNR(A, T) £ P(SINR, > T'). (7)
@)', oy where the parameter§\,7) may be omitted if they are
« Letting R. — oo, we havela(ag,a15z) = |27 = gpyious in the context. It is clear froni](7) tha@P™R(), )

1 (co; ). Analogously, whenR, — 0, la(ag, a5 x) =

2 0 L) 77 is the cedf of the SINR at the typical user.
nljz]|~** = nli(a1;2). These two special limiting in-

_ X In addition to the coverage probability, we further define th
stances of the dual-slope path loss function will become, e age density and the potential throughput as our pyimar

important in our later coverage analyses. metrics for the area spectral efficiency under network sgali
o If ag =0, a1 > 2, the dual-slope path loss model can

be rewritten as Definition 4 (Coverage Density and Potential (Single-rate)
Throughput). The coverage densityf a cellular network
12(0, r; ) = min{1, ||| ="'}, (5) under path loss functioif(-) is

4 ypSINR
wheren = R%'. Here, [b) can be interpreted as the A T) = AP T)
boundedsingle-slope path loss functione., a fixed path where \ is the network (infrastructure) density afidis the
loss up toR. and a single path loss exponent afterwardg|NR target. It has units of BSs/Area.
Indeed, this path loss function is also often used in the The potential throughputs
literature, seee.g.,[2], [26]-[28], and with experimental
support seen if [29]. n(A, T) 2 logy (14 T) (A, T),

More generally, one can consider a finite number of patlich has units of bps/Hz/tn the same as area spectral
loss exponents (and critical distances) and obtain a aootis, €fficiency.
multi-slope path loss function, which we now define. Whereas the coverage probability can be used to capture the
Definition 3 (Multi-slope (N-slope) Path Loss Model).For spectral efficiency distribution (since they have a 1:1tretg,
+ -
N e N7, the N-slope path loss model 2We use[n] to denote the sefl, 2, -+ ,n}.

N1 3 By the stationarity ofb, the result will not change if aarbitrary location
In{ai}tiiq s x) = Kyllef| = (6) (independent ofb) is chosen instead of.



the potential throughput gives an indication of the (maximu for general path loss functions. For the dual-slope path los

cell splitting gain, which would occur if all BSs remain full function, [8) can be further simplified as in the following

loaded as the network densifies. To see this, consider tlee céeorem.

pf simultaneous densification.e., the densities of network Theorem 1. The coverage probability under the dual-siope

infrastructure (BSs) and users scale at the same rate. Asgum T
i . . I path loss function is

the user process is stationary and independent,af is not

difficult to observe that under simultaneous densificattbe, 1 , , e

scaling of the area spectral efficiency (ASE), defined as thePi, (A, T) = /\WRg/ e ATl G0, 0n i) =T 2R gy

number of bits received per unit time, frequency and area, is 70 o

the sameas the scaling of the potential througtfuwvhich by + )ng/ e MmRLeC5) (I)=To%a 2 RI0 gy (Q)

the Def.[4 also equals that of the coverage density. 1

For example, using the standard path loss function, [26herel(dg,d1,T;2) =

shows that the network density does not change the SINR 1 ) 1
(1) coamaty o (1-ca (1)) -1
Tz T

distribution in the interference-limited case, which lsao Cs,
density with simultaneous densification and implies a line&'s(z) = 2F4(1,5;1 + 3; —x), where QFﬁ(a,b;C;Z) is the

the potential throughput growing linearly with the network

scaling for the cellular network area spectral efficiency. Gauss hypergeometric functiofy = 2/aod 61 = 2/ ;.
Proof: The proof follows directly from Lemma&all and
I1l. THE GENERAL COVERAGE PROBABILITY changes of variables. m
EXPRESSIONS The first term in [[(P) represents the coverage probability

The stochastic geometry framework provides a tractabihen the distance to the serving BS is less than the critical
way to characterize the coverage probability for cellulat-n distanceR., and the second term is the coverage probability
works. Generally speaking, an integral form of the coveragéen it is farther thanz.. The intervals of integral0, 1) and
probability can be derived under arbitrary fading regassllef (1, 0c) result from a change of variables.
the path loss functior [30]/[31]. However, Rayleigh fading In most reasonably dense (e.g. urban) existing cellular
(having an exponential power pdf) is nearly always used diigtworks, interference dominates the noise power, making
to its outstanding tractability, and as seen [in] [20], it ¢l the signal-to-interference ratio (SIR), SIRE SINR[,2_o,
similar results to other fading/shadowing distributioas [ong an accurate approximation to SINR. Such an approximation
as they have the same mean) due to the spatial averadidg been adopted in many cellular network analysese spe
inherent to stochastic geometry. Admittedly, the stangatth [22]. If we define the SIR coverage probabil®f'?(), T) £
loss function does give some extra tractability which cannB(SIR, > T') as the probability that the received SIR at the
be duplicated with more general path loss functions. typical user is above the threshdld Theoren(l yields the

In this section, we give an explicit expression for the cevefollowing important observation.

age probability for general path loss function and dematstr ¢ 1 (Near-field-BS Invariance). For two dual-slope path

that it can be simplified in terms of Gauss hypergeometiiGeg fnction,(-) andi,(-) with the same path loss exponents
functions under the dual-slope power law path loss function + yifferent critical distances, and R., the effect of density
Lemma 1. The coverage probability under a nearest BS a@nd the critical distance on the SIR coverage probability is
sociation and general path loss function) is PSNR(A,7) =  equivalentin the sense thalj%(\,T) = PFR(X,T) as long
as AR? = )N(R.)?, i.e., the mean numbers of the near-field
BSs are the same.

o0 o0 T
/\W/O P /\Wy(l + /1 T+ ll(\/@ dt) Remark 2 (Loss of SIR-invariance). Under the standard path
(vie) ) loss model, the SIR coverage probability is independerhef t
x e T /My, (8)  network density[[20], i.e. SIR-invariance holds. Fakt 1Ko
similar but is much weaker than the SIR-invariance property
Under the dual-slope path loss functid®,?(\, R.) is held
The proof of Lemmall is analogous to that[of|[20, Theoregbnstant only ifR. scales withl /v/X as the network densifies.
1]. Itis a result of the probability generating functionBZFL) Since empirically R, o f., the ambition of maintaining
and the nearest neighbor distribution of the PPP, and clsangf: same spectral efficiency with higher network density is
of variables. We omit the proof for brevity. Note that thequivalent to asking for more bandwidth at the lower end of
tractability exposed in[[20] hinges on the fact th%@ iS the spectrum, an unrealistic request.
independent of; under the standard path loss function whic(%

mark 3 (Requirements for Finite Interference). Unlike
r the standard path loss function, where> 2 is typically
required to guarantee (almost surely) bounded interferenc
4This argument could be made rigorous by introducing furtissumptions Theorem[lL and[{9) only requires; > 2. Intuitively, the

on the scheduling procedure and traffic statistics but i®héyhe content of
this paper. 51f ap = 0, we interpretdy = oo.

does not apply for general path loss functions. HoweYér,
does allow numerical computation for the coverage prokigbil



interfering region undedy, is always finite and thus does notholds for arbitrary0 < oy < a;:

contribute infinite interference (at finite network denjitnd

a1 > 2 guarantees the interference from beyond the critical Plsll(Ra];.)('vT) = Pls;'(qao,al;.)(/\vT) > Plsl'(Rao;.)('vT)-
distance is bounded.

L , _ The proof of Theoreni]2 follows directly from Lemnia 2
Remark 4 (Simplifying Special Cases).For some particular and is omitted from the paper.

choices ofag anday, the need for hypergeometric functions In addition to being an important characterization of the

ISg(@;an be eliminated. In particular, we hag?ct(i)\/; dual-slope path loss function, TheorEm 2 leads to the fatigw

= Ooi(@) = 1+ Vrarctan /o, Oy (z) = =727, interesting fact that has been observed in many speciascase
Oy(x) = 2198049 and Oy () = . Consequently,
many important special cases can be expressed withougsp

functions including(cg 1] = [2 4], [1 4], [0 4].

e%prollary 2. For random wireless networks modeled by arbi-

trary point process and fading, under the nearest BS associ-

ation policy, theSIR coverage probability is a monotonically
Among these several special cases, the most interesting figeasing function of the path loss exponent for the stathda

is probably[cy a1] = [2 4] which coincides with the well- path loss function.

known two-ray model. We thus conclude this section with a

corollary highlighting this case. Cor. 2 follows directly from the observation that

pSIR 26T) > PSIR (-, T) is true for all0 < ap < oy

Corollary 1. The SINR coverage probability under a dual- (i,l«{éﬁjd,ng the Calsléa‘s’él < 2). Although given Rayleigh
slope path loss function withg = 2, oy =4 is fading and the PPP model, the fact that SIR coverage mono-
1 tonically increases with is known beforee.g.,easily inferred
PSINR(X, T) = /\WRE/ e~ ATRZI (80,61, T52)=Tow RY o from the expressions il [20]. Theorel 2 shows that such
0 monotonicity is a nature of the (standard) path loss fumctio

+ \TR? /OO e—)\erim(l-Q—\/Tarctan\/T)—TUQm2R§dx7 (10) and is independent of any network and fading statistics.
1 Furthermore, the theorem includes the case< 2, which

where was often excluded in conventional analyses.
1 Since the coverage probability under the standard path loss
I(60,61,T;z) = 2T log (1 + _) function is well-known fora. > 2 [20], Theorem[R leads
a7 to computable bounds on the SIR coverage probability with
1 the dual-slope path loss function. A natural question fedio
+vaTarctanVal +x |1 -Tlog(1+ =) | . . X . .
T areanve x( Og( T)) what if the dual-slope model is applied but withy < 2?

Although o < 2 is not particularly interesting under the
IV. THE INTERFERENCELIMITED CASE standard path loss function since it is both intractable and
Theorem[Jl gives an exact expression of the coveraget empirically supported, a smakl(2) near-field path loss
probability in the cellular network modeled by a PPP. In thigxponent is relevant under the dual-slope model since both
section, we refine our understanding about the dual-slogie p&arly reports in the traditional cellular frequency bandg [
loss function by comparing against the standard path loasd recent measurements at the millimeter wave b&nds [32]
function, and highlighting the differences. suggest that small near-field path loss exponents are @dyinit
. . . . plausible. Intuitively, a smalkyy < 2 simply means that for
Lemma?- For ar12 arb|tlary ma.rked pq|nt pattern (including short distances, the path loss effects are fairly negkgilrsus
fading) &(w) C R* x R™ associated with sample € £ and for example the positive impact of reflections or directidga
anyT >0, S The following proposition highlights an interesting fesgwof
o SIR (ag;)(w) > T impliesSIRy, (a4,0,;) (W) = T, this smalla, case.
o SIR;, (ag,a1:) (W) > T impliesSIR, (4, (w) > T,
whereSIR;(w) is the SIR at the typical user under path loss
functioni(-) for a samplew.

Proposition 1. Under the dual-slope pathloss model, when
ap < 2, the SIR and SINR coverage probabilitie? and
PZNR go to zero as\ — oo.

Proof: See AppendiXCA.
) . Proof: See AppendixB. [ |
Remark 5 (Generality of SIR Bounds). Lemmal2 is stated  pg st important implication from Profpl 1 is that ultra-
for an arbitrary realization of the network topology andifegl e nsification could eventually lead to near-universal geiti
and does not depend on any statistical assumptions. Ités’.ypura0 < 2. It is worth stressing that this asymptotically zero
based on the nature of the path loss functions in question.cove_rage probability happens if and onlydf, < 2 and for

An immediate consequence of Lemflla 2 is the SIR coveragy ao > 2, (still) PPIR (X, T) > 0 for all T, A > 0.
ordering of cellular networks with general fading and BS Combining Prop[Jl with Theorefd 2 leads to the following
location statistics. corollary.

Theorem 2. For random wireless networks modeled by arbi€orollary 3. Under the standard path loss model, the typical
trary point process and fading, under the nearest BS assouier has an SINR and SIR coverage probability of zero almost
ation policy, the followingSIR coverage probability ordering surely if the path loss exponent is no larger than



The following lemma strengthens Theoréin 2 by showin
that the upper and lower bounds B 2”(10 ) A€ achievable 0.9 1
by varying the network density. '

0.8f 1
Lemma 3. The following is true for anyl’ > 0: o7l |
o limysoo PR, L (NT) = o4 1
limyyoo PPRR L JAT) = PR, (). i
: SIR _ pSIR S 05- ]
o Mmoo PGy oy O T) = PR, (5 T) x 00
@ 04r .

Proof: First, we realize that bottPP (), T) and
PPty (A, T) are independent from. This fact is most well 03 7

l1(anse

known for the casevg,a; > 2, see,e.g., [20], but Cor.[B 0.2 |
confirms that it is true for allhg,«; > 0. By Theorem[2,

SIR SIR SIR 0.1F E
we havePh(Oél;')(.’T) = Plz(ao,al;')()\’T) = Pll(ao;' ("T) T =-10,-5,0,5,10 dB
for all A > 0. To show the convergence, we make use ¢ 0 ‘

Fact[d. Instead of lettingh — oo (and A — 0 resp.), we 10 10° 10°

consider equivalently?. — oo (R. — 0 resp.). But by the _ _)‘ _
definition of the dual-slope path loss function, such scglirfig- 1: SIR coverage scaling with network density when = 3,

results inly (av; -) (nl1(a1;-) resp.). The lemma is completed™' — 4 Re=1.
by observing thaP}'R — PPINR as A — oo. [ ]
Theorem[2 and Lemm@l 3 point to the perhaps counte !
intuitive conclusion that SIR coverage probability decayth 0.9 T=210-50.5 10 dB 1
network densification. This is formalized in the following .| o
lemma. '
0.7
Lemma 4 (SIR monotonicity). Under the dual-slope path _
loss function and arbitrary fading distributio®?R(x,, 7)) > g 06
PIS;R()\Q,T),fOI' all A < Ao, TZOandOgaogal. 0:550.5
Proof: See AppendiX . B 2704

Fig. [ plots the SIR coverage probability as a function ¢
A for T'= —10,-5,0,5,10 dB (top to bottom). Consistent
with Lemmd4, we see SIR coverage decreases with increas 0.2
density. The convergence Bf\R()\,T') as\ — oo andA — 0
is also verified in the figure. In Fig] 1, we usg = 3 > 2
and thus positive coverage probability is expected\as» 0 5
oo. In contrast, Figll2 demonstrates the coverage probabil 1§ 10
scaling predicted by Prof] 1 and Lemiai4,, P2R(), T)
keeps decreasing (to zero) regardles$'afs \ increases. The o
sharp visual difference between Fi@. 1 &fd 2 highlights the
phase transitioron « with 2 being the critical exponent.

Intuitively, one can understand this result by considetirey like the standard path loss case, where the interference-
best-case scenario for SIR which would occur at a low densiﬁfnited assumption is often justifiable ,in the coverage psial

Fig. 2: SIR coverage scaling with network density when = 2,
=4, R. = 1.

n

where the UE is connected to the nearest BS which is in the L .

: : : ; e dual-slope path loss function increases the importahce
near-field and all the interfering BSs are located in the f%cluding noise
field and thus more rapidly attenuate. Increasing the densit ’
in such a case could only reduce SIR, since interfering BSs
would soon be added in the near-field. This density regime V. SINR COVERAGE AND THROUGHPUTSCALING
is where we observe the the transition from higher to lower .
SIR in Figs.l andd2. Asymptotically, an im‘inittgJ number of - The Tension between SIR and SNR
BSs will be present in the near-field, and we are back to SIR-As shown in Secti_IV, BS densification generally reduces
invariance as observed for the standard path loss moded sitfee SIR coverage under the dual-slope path loss model. Yet,
we have only a single relevant path loss exponent, bringing the BSs closer to the users clearly increases SNR.

A hasty conclusion from this discussion is that to optimiz€hus, the optimal density of the network introduces a trédeo

the SIR coverage probability, one can simply let the densibetween SIR and SNR. While a closed-form expression of the
of the network go to zero. While this statement is trueSINR coverage does not exist in general, there are multiple
it is not of much practical relevance since as the netwovkays to characterize the coverage probabilty as a function o
density goes to zero the received signal power goes to zeralasnetwork density in addition to directly applying theeigtal
well, and the network is no longer interference-limitedush expression in Theorefd 1.



1) SNR Coverage Analysisio complement the SIR cov-

=
\
1
1
!
1
1
1l

erage analysis in Secf_lV, it is natural to focus on th ‘ ‘ - LT o

SNR coverage probability, defined as the probability th: (O - T — 7’—/1/0 dB

SNR £ h,-l(z*)/c? > T. Such analysis has not attractec 0.8l = SINR Cov. Prob. &L 1
|| - --SIR Cov. Prob. g ! ,

much attention under the standard path loss model due . g

the SINR monotonicity under the standard path loss functis M SNR Cov. Prob. ) - s : ‘ i
(i.e., SINR increases monotonically with network density)
but becomes relevant for the dual-slope path loss model. T
analysis is also important for noise-limited systems idgig

SNR
<)
~

l2

X Max Cov. Prob. ’ ; ’

o
)

SIR

1 Pl2 1 P
o
[¢)]

the emerging mmWave networks [10]. g o4
7.2

Lemma 5 (The SNR Coverage Probability). The SNR a- 03

coverage probability under the dual-slope path loss moslel 0.2

0.1

l2

1 T
PSNR(A,T) _ )\ﬂ'Rg/ e*)\ﬂRiyngzRCUy 2 dy
0

+ A\t R? /OO e*AﬂRiy*TUZRS‘Oy%dy. (11)
1 Fig. 3: SINR, SIR, and SNR coverage scaling vs. network dgnsi

The proof of Lemmdl5 is strightforward, using the wellWith a0 =2, a1 =4, Re = 1, 0 = 1.

known distance distribution in Poisson networks]|[33] and so

is omitted from the paper. The first term {n_[11) correspont

to the case where the serving BS station is within distaRce ‘ ‘ T

to the typical user and the second term to the case where

o
©
T

N
U
N
,

serving BS is farther tha®,. away from the user. - Zc 0.8/| —SINR Cov. Prob. » ’ . 1
In general, the SNR coverage probabilily](11) cannot t Z= ||~ ~~SIR Cov. Prob. gl N
i i ; Q- 0.7 - SNR Cov. Prob. / B N T =—10 dB]
written in closed-form. But for the special casg = 2 and - X Max Cov. Prob. | 7 ; ;
a1 = 4, it can be simplified as in the following corollary. 206 /
3
Corollary 4. For a9 = 2, ay = 4, the SNR coverage 805
probability is 2% 04
AT 2\ p2 ::0.3
SNR _ _ —(A\m+To*)R: o
3 2, 2p2 2 ZS
N A2 RC€A4TU§~C </\7T +2To RC) 12 G%os
VTo? V2T o2 o
whereQ(z) = \/%7 [ e /24t 10

Naturally, bothP?NR(X, T) andPPR(X, T') are upper bounds Fig. 4: SINR, SIR, and SNR coverage scaling vs. network dgnsi
on PPINR(X, T') and the former is asymptotically tight for—  With a0 =3, a1 =4, Re =1, o =1.
0 and the latter for\ — oo. Taking the minimum of them
could result in an informative characterization of the iiptay
between interference and noise as the network densifies. ccdf of SINR as an alternative to the numerical integral in
Fig.[d and Fig[¥ compare the coverage probability for theheorent1L.

caseag = 2,3 anday; = 4. As expected, we observe thatProposition 2. For ap = 2 and a; = 4, we have the

the SINR coverage probability is maximized for some ﬁ”itf’closed-form) lower bound i{I3) (at the top of the next

A which effectively strikes a balance between_ SIR coverageqe) where> denotes larger than and asymptotically equal
and SNR coverage. The former decreases witithe latter (with respect to bothh\ — 0 and T — 0), C_1(z) =

increases with); both of them are upper bounds on th 2 2 2
- ) o + Vzarctany/z, po(\, T, o = M(1+4+T)+To?,
SINR coverage probability. Fid.] 3 also verifies Prgp. 1 apsl()\’ﬂ 0?) — ArR.JVTo?, e ~ 0577 is the Euler-

)
. . . E
the coverage probability goes to zero as— co. Fig.[4 is . . _ oo ety
consistent with Lemm&]3 and shows that uItra-densificatic|>vr|f”lscheronl constanli(x) = ~(0,z) = [~ <-dt is the

. . S exponential integral function.
will lead to constant positive coverage probabilitycif > 2. P g

The numerical example also suggests that in this case, the Proof: See AppendiXD. [ ]
decay of coverage probability with densification is smaliter Prop.[2 does not involve numerical integral and is instead
low and high SINR but larger for medium SINR. based on two well-known special functions: the Q-function

2) SINR Distribution for the Two-ray Model: For the and the exponential integral function. Fig. 5 compares the
special case ofyy = 2 anda; = 4, it is possible to derive lower bound in Profd.]2 with simulation results and the ina&gr
a tight lower bound on the coverage probability and thus tlexpression in Theoref 1. The figure numerically verifies the



o ~e+log(po (A T.02) ) +Bipg (A, T.02))
PSINR ()\ T) > Am (1 _ e—Po()\,T,UQ)Ri) ePO(*’T’”% 1—exp(pp(X,T,02)R2)
12(2,4;- ’
2( ) ~ po(/\,T, 0'2)

T o (G @maT) <%p1<m 02>0_;<T>+V2TU2RC) (13)

While Lemmal[® is encouraging, it is only for the case

Y "+ Simulation ap > 2. On the other hand, Projpl 1 shows thatif < 2, the
0.9 — Integral Expr.|j coverage probability decays to zero as the network densifies
08 - - ~Lower Bound This may lead to the pessimistic conjecture that the patenti
throughput would decrease with the network density. Fortu-
0.7 nately, this is not necessarily true. A complete charaza¢ion
206 of the potential throughput scaling is given in the follogyin
N Z: 05 theorem.
%_5 0.4 Theorem 3 (Throughput Scaling under the Dual-slope
Model). Under the dual-slope path loss model, as— oo,
03 the potential throughputy, a.a,:-) (A, 1)
02 1) grows linearly with\ if ag > 2,
0.1 2) scales sublinearly with rate® %0 if 1 < ap < 2,
: 3) decays to zero ify < 1.
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10
T Proof: See AppendikE. [
Fig. 5: SINR ccdf from simulation, Theoreld 1 and Prbp. 2. Here Due to the technical subtlety, Theoréin 3 does not include
a=201=4 R =10"=1 the cases ohyy = 1,2 (a slightly different proof technique

needs to be tailored exclusively for these points). Yet, by

continuity, we conjecture that the potential throughpw@les
asymptotic tightness of the bound fér — 0 and/orA — 0. linearly at «g = 2 and converges to some finite value at
With the A = 1 curve on top, Figld5 also confirms that SINRy, = 1.
does not increase with network denBjtas expected. TheoreniB provides theoretical justification to the potnti
of cell densification despite the slightly pessimistic tesu
given in Prop[dL. Under the dual slope model, evenf< 2
and the coverage probability goes to zero as the network

The coverage probability analysis alone does not providedansifies, the cell splitting gain can still scale up the ptiéé

complete characterization of the network performancersgal throughput of the network as long ag > 1 which practically
under densification. To understand how the area spectral effblds in most of the cases of interest.
ciency scales, we further study the potential throughpfihde Fig.[d verifies the scaling results given in Theorgim 3. As
in Sect.[T-B. By the definition of the potential throughpukxpected, we observephase transitiorat og = 1: if ag < 1,
(Def. [4) and Theoreni]l2, we immediately obtain followinghe asymptotic potential throughput goes to zerayjf> 1,
lemma. it goes to infinity. Foray = 1, numerical results suggest that
&symptotic potential throughput converge tasitive finite
value.

B. Throughput Scaling

Lemma 6. Under the dual-slope path loss model and full-loa
assumption, the potential network throughput grdingarly
with BS density\ (as A\ — o) if ag > 2.

Proof: If oy > 2, P?'R and stllRao-.) are positive and VI. MULTI-SLOPEPATH LOSSMODEL

invariant with network lcié%ls’izcy\ for any 7" > 0 [20]. Under The previous sections have focused on the dual-slope path
the full load assumption, the coverage densﬁt?f;'?ao;v) < loss function. Since Lemnid 1 applies for arbitrary path loss
B (g o) < )\PlsllRal'-)' Consequentlyy;, (A, T) = ©()\) and functions (whenever the integral exists), explicit (irrey

in interference-limited network. By the definition of poteh  €xpression for the coverage probability of the multi-sipagh
throughput in Def[4, we further have,(\,T) = O()). loss function (DeflB) can be derived analogous to Theddem 1.

Vr\]/hen/?1—> °o |r|1_terf(ra1reigc§ dom_lnates n0|ske and thus the samfeqrem 4. The coverage probability under thé-slope path
t roug put Scaling nolds In noisy networks. | loss modeIN > 3) is in m)’ Whel’e[i({ozl},{Rl},T;I) is
6More precisely, the SINR first increases with the networksitgn(in the given In m) (bOth equations are at the top of the next page),

noise-limited regime) and then decreases with the netwessiy (in the 0i = 2/, i € [N —1] U {0} and Cg(x) = 2F1(1,8;1 +
interference-limited regime). B8; —x).



N-2 R12 a; QN —
PlSINR()\, T) —\r Z / 41 e*)\ﬁli({al}7{Rl}7T§1)e*T02IT/Ki dr + /OO ef)\rrzCL(stl (T)eng%g% /KN—ldx
" =0 R? R?\J—l
(14)
1 2 R
L} AR} Tio) = o (1= Co, () ) + B2, 205k
T Tax=
N-2 o (%] 2]
K; Ry K; R}’ Ky_1 Tax=z
+ R\ Cs, | ==L | — R3Cs, | ——= + R3_,C_ —— | -R%_, (15
_Z ( J+1 4 KJ T{L‘TT 9 0; KJ T:CT’L N—-1 ON-—1 K,L R?\tf]\iEl N—-1 ( )
J=i+1
w0’ ool : e , T , match between analysis and simulation is observed in the
oo : i ; IR ’; figure. Despite the more refined model, similar trends can be
- _azzm e St observed as in the case with the dual slope model [Fig. 5).
NI a =3 ,\" ’¢'
10" H 0 '\f ’v' 3 :
Py \/‘ St -+ Simulation
H i et : : 0.9+ — Integral Expr.H
/(
= 0.8 ' A=107510"7,10"3 ]
:% 0.71 )
\E 067 4
} x
o> 0.5 b
[a
0.4F 1
. 0.3F ]
10 10 10° 1)0\1 10° 10° 0.2- |
)_
Fig. 6: Potential throughput scaling with network denditgre,ao = 0.1r )
0.9,1,1.8,3, 01 =4, Re =1,0 =0, T = 1. 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ; r
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10

T
While Def.[3 requires the path loss exponents for the mulfiig. 7: SINR ccdf from simulation and Theoréth 4. Here, the bem
slope path loss function to be increasing, the proof of The@f slopesN' = 3, [ao a1 az] = [0 2 4] and [R: Re] = [1 267],
rem[2 does not depend on the ordering. Thus, Thelem 4%is= 10
true even wherd«, } are arbitrarily ordered (so is Theorémn 1). ) )
In the practically important case of ordered path loss egpt _ Similarly, following the same proof techniques of those of
(Def.[), all conclusions drawn in SeEEIIV extend to the fiault Theorent, it is straightforward to generalize the throughp

slope case. In the following theorem, we summarize theS€2/ing results from the dual-slope path loss model to the
main conclusions. multi-slope path loss model, resulting in the following the

orem.
Theorem 5. The coverage probability with the multi-slope

path loss function given by Def] 3 satisfies the following€0rem 6 (Throughput Scaling under Multi-slope Path
LCoss Model). Under the multi-slope path loss model, as-

properties: th tential th hput; . (A, T

o PER (.T) S limasn PR T) (as A — o). °°*1) e ot ,rou-?hf-fl”( ) 2)

R T e " T) (a5 ) 0). grows linearly with\ if ag > 2,
im0 PRSI T) S P Gy 5y (5 T) (€ ) 2) scales sublinearly with rate® =0 if 1 < ag < 2,

o PPR(X,T) > PPIR(X,,T), forall Ay < Xy andT >0
where < denotes less than equal to and asymptotically equal
to, I;(||z||) = K;l|z|| =%, fori € {0,1,2,--- ,N}. TheorenT B shows that there (still) exists a phase transition
. : L . for the asymptotic scaling of network throughput under the
bill?e lt:r:?e.gélvseicvfml/l (c)zla:’;e -I;r?gggaéVgltahoilrr:juelgtlzrtlﬁ.lri (r:r?gqgvlti-slope path loss model, and the phase transition happe
10 create a 3-slope a¥h loss model with P _ 024 {t'the same critical values of. Intuitively, in the ultra-dense
and 7 Bl — 1p262 [ The noise ;\'r{'angé {?]se_t [@_8] regime @ — oo), infinitely number of BSs are in the nearest

[ é]. -~ t[ |8(]) dB SNRI i v L dist ! A ' tﬁeld (subject to path loss exponeng), making the scaling
corresponding to a at unit distance. An exac independent ofv,,, n > 1. Nevertheless, the values of,, n >
7Here, we use standard units ais = 267 m comes from the two-ray | @S Well asR,, ne N - 1] affect the SINR distribution in
example mentioned in Seft. I. the non-asymptotic regime.

3) decays to zero ifyy < 1.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS First, we focus on the first part (first bullet) of the
ma and assume SIR,.)(w) > T. The proof
roceeds in two cases separatelyz*| < R, and
\HE*H > R.. For ||z*|| < R., we havels(ag,as;z*) =
ap;x*). Since ly(ag,ar;2) < l(agz), Vo #
we obtain hw*lg(ao,al;x*) = hm*ll(ao;w*) >

This paper analyzes cellular network coverage probabililt
and potential throughput under the dual-slope path losseino
We show that despite being a seemingly minor generalizati
the dual-slope path loss model produces many surprisi é
observations that stand in sharp contrast to results deriv
under standard path loss models. In particular, we show year (o} Pyl (@0iy) = T30 cqn (ony hyl2(ao, 013 y),
monotonic decrease of SIR with infrastructure density dred t"-€- SIRL (agiy (W) > T implies SIR, (o) 041 (w) > T For
existence of a coverage-maximizing density. Both resuiks A‘x I > Re, given SIR, (q,;(w) > T, we have
consistent with recent findings based on other non-standardh.,ls (g, a1;2*) = hy=nljz”]| =

path loss functions [11][[34]=[36]. oo ]|

By studying the potential throughput, we show that there = haenl|2™|| 7% [z ]|
exists a phase transition on the asymptotic potential tjinput lyll>lz* |
of the network. If the near-field path loss exponaptis less @ TnH«’C*HO‘“ Z hyli (0o y)
than one, the potential throughput goes to zero as the nletwor [ || = Y 0
densifies. Ifeg > 1, the potential throughput grows (unbound- .

. llyll> 1] Ao
edly) with denser network deployment, but the growth rate —T S byl Iyl
may be sublinear depending on the path loss exponent. Since N < vy [l ||
in most practical cases, we hamg > 1, this implies network ®) Ve
scalability even without intelligent scheduling. >T Z hynlly|| =

We believe this paper should lead to further scrutiny of the yed\{z*}
idealized standard path loss model. The dual-slope and-mult . )
. . . . =T Z hyla (o, a1;y),
slope path loss functions are important potential suliegtu e o)

with much more precision and seemingly adequate tractabili _
As the cellular network densifies and new technologies aferen = R:%, A o = a1 —ay, (@) is due to SIR (4, (w) >
introduced, existing knowledge need to be refined in vie @nd (b) comes from the fact thgt:™|| < [y, vy € @\

of these models. For example, (i) local cell coordinatiod an®"}- . _

coordinated multipoint processing (CoMP) may be much more T"€ same idea applies to the proof of the second part of
powerful than previously predicted since near-field irgeefs € lemma. To make the proof more strightforward, we first
can produce much stronger interference than far-field on@&0Ve that SIR (ag a,:)(w) > T implies SIRy, (a,:)(w) >

(ii) successive interference cancellation (SIC) may bes led @s follows: If [lz*[[ > R, lz(ag, ax;z) = nli(as; x) for
useful or more dependent on power control since near-BY %i € ® N (z7,00) and thus SIR (ag,a,;) (W) > T <=
transmitters may produce less differentiable receivedgusw Rty (aziy (@) = T If [la*]| < Re, given, SIR, (. a,5) (W) >

(iii) in HetNets, closed subscriber groups may be more harmfl » We have

to nearby users, and the benefit of load balancing may be less.nl; (a1; 2*) = hy«n|la*||~*
than expected due to higher received power from nearby small lyll<R.

lyll>Re
i _ © N _ _
c_ells anq lower re(_:elved power from fgr away macrocellst an % Tl|z*|| 2 Z hyllyl = + Z hynlly]
(iv) device-to-device (D2D) communication may be (even) yed (o) hr
more power-efficient than foreseen due to smaller near-field ‘ ‘
. : e vl <Re Ao
path loss, but demanding more careful scheduling to méigat T b oy (Yl
near-field interference. o Z vy [l ||
yEP\{z*}
>R.
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Realizing that SIR (4, ;.)(w) = SIRy, (a,;)(w) for all k& >

APPENDIXA
PROOF OFLEMMA 0, we complete the proof for the second part of the lemma.
Proof: Since the lemma states for arbitrary realization APPENDIXB
w, the statistics of the marked point process is not relevant. PROOF OFPROR[I]
Instead of carrying for the rest of the proof, we will usk,, Proof: The following proof is to shovxPlsz'R —0asA—

z € ® to denoteh, (w), z(w) € ®(w) for simplicity. co. Since PPINR < PPIR the same result for SINR coverage
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follows naturally. we havePPR(\, T) = IEd[xT,z (fi)()\))]. where we useb(\)
We will first focus on the case ef, < 2. The result olx =  to emphasize that the density of the ground process is
2 then follows from the Continuity of the coverage probabilit The key of the proof then comes from the observation

expression[(9). Using Lemmal 1 and settiig= 0, we can ¢ XT,lg(é) < X1, (f(é)) for all marked point pattern

upper bound the coverage probability as folloﬂi?%,R b = {(zn.hs)} C B2 x RY anda > 1. More specifically

@ [ v it a*]| > Re, then xry,(6) = 1 implies fy- |2~ >
< /\W/O exp | —Amy 1+/1 Wdt dy T3, ch (o) Pallzl7**. Multiplying both sides of the in-

1> (v/Ty) equality by a=*, a > 1 leads to the conclusion that

R? RTz T XT,1 (f(é)) = 1. If ||l=*|| < R., we need to separate two

= /\W/ exp —/\Wy(1+/ mdt) dy casesuallz*|| < R. anda||z*| > R.. In the former case,
0 1 n

. la(az®) = a=*ly(x*), thusxr,,(¢) = 1 implies
+/\7T/ e_MRidy

R2 hala(ax™) = hyra™ly(x™)
(b) —\rR? llo) < fe lelle(fe Re]
= A\ Re, a0, T) + e e (16) a a
( o T) >T hya=“ly(x) + Z hya™“ly(x)
wherea vV b = max{a, b}, A\, R., a0, T) £ se\{z*} ved

1

, [ ) T =]>Re
)\wRC/O exp —/\ﬂ'uRc(l—i—/l mdt) du, + Z haa~“ly(z) | |

TEP

(b) is based on the change of variable «R?, and (a) is R
based on truncating the interval of integration in the exgman Where for||z|| € ([lz*[|, ], we havea™l;(x) 312(3@)? for
with the intuition of ignoring the interference coming from|z|| (%,Rc], we havea=*ly(x) = (RL/a) lo(ax) >
BSs farther tharfz... Io(ax), where A o = a3 — ag; for ||z|| > R., we have

Since the second term of (16) converges to zero ngfm%(x) = =%z~ > p(az)~ = ly(az) sincea > 1
A = oo, to prove the lemma we only need to show thalng \ , > (. These observations lead to the conclusion that
A\ R, a0, T) goes to zero. For an increasing sequence Ql;*lz(ax*) > szed)\{m*} hola(az), .., Y1, (f(@) -1

A, let . -
" In the latter case where||z*|| > R., if x7r.,(¢) = 1, we

fn(z) = AR exp <—)\an(2:1: <1 + /I 2 =5 dt) . have
1

Tt . e na—"
17) hyxla(ax™) = hpen(az™) ™ = hyelo(v) T
It is clear thatf, (z) — 0 almost everywhere ofD, 1). Also, ol - el
z||<R. z||>Re
1 @, na~ =
0< fule) < gla) 2 : Tl | 2 heb@+ D hala(@)
xe (1 + /i L0<odt) wed\{a*} zE€P
Tt IlI”SRC ||IH Ac
and it is straightforward to check thg{z) is integrable on =T Z han||lax|| = < . >
(0,1) for 0 < ap < 2. By the dominated convergence theorem, zeP\{a*} =l
we havelimy_, A(\, R, 2o, T) = 0 and thus complete the 2] > R re
R
proof. [ ] + Z hanl|az| = < : )
< o]
APPENDIXC
llzl[ <Re ll<][>Re
b
. PRO(.)F OFLEMMIA@ ()T Z hanl|az]| = + Z henl|az]| o
Proof: Consider a linear mapping : R? — R? such that veo e o
f(z) = ax for a > 1. By the mapping theorem [37], it is easy
to show that for any homogeneous PPR- R? with intensity =T Z halz(az) (18)

A, f(®) is also a homogeneous PPPRAwith intensity \ /a. e€p\{z"}
With slight abuse of notation, we let the same mapping operat -

on the space of the marked PPP (but take effect only on %ere_ (?) Is the dtutehto the asstgmgtu@ﬁéz(gb)d: L aln(i]%))
ground process),e., () = F({(zs,ha)}) = {(azs, ha)}. akes into account the assumptien” > R. anda > 1. )

By the same argumenf(®) is a marked PPP with intensity 29@in leads tocr, (f(¢)) =1

A/a and marked by the same iid fading marks. Therefore,
If we define the indicator functiogz,; : R? x R* — {0, 1} R
as follows: PSR\, T) = E [XT,ZQ ((I)(/\))}

X1 (®) = { (1): I(];tf]:;rvl\ﬁz;) > TZm€<1>\{m*} hel(x) <E [X:r,l2 (f(‘i’()\)))} O [XT,lg ((i)(/\/a))} ;
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where (c) comes from the fact thq‘t(i)(/\)) is a marked following observation which essentially generalizes Ea¢o
homogeneous PPP with intensitya and with the same iid the noisy case: lettingg — 0 (but keepingR. and o2 fixed)

mark distribution as that ob()\). m  produces the same effect df>"R as letting R, — 0 but
keepingo? R and \ fixed. Due to the physical meaning of
APPENDIX D A and B, this impliesB dominates4 in (I9) as\ — 0. Since
PROOF OFPROPR[Z B is exact in the lower bound (ifiLi{(1L9), we only lower bounded
Proof: We start from Lemmd]l. The SINR coveragé4')’ the bound '? “th as — 0. _
probability can be written angI(N2R4")(/\7T) _ . _The asymptotic tlg_htness_dé — O is pbserved py exam-
2% ining the (only) two inequality applied in the derivatiora)(
R? . - ) in 20) and the Jensen’s inequality in{22). Both are tight as
,\7T/ ef)‘”y<1+f1 Ty 1/15(2, 4 v/ dt) -7 Tydy T — 0. ]
0
A
APPENDIXE
ST oo T o272/ R2
+/\7r/ e g y(Hfl T+R%v*]/lz<2v4:\/ﬁ>dt> v /Rcdy, PROOF OFTHEOREM[3
R?
e Proof: Since as network density goes to infinity the

(19) network becomes interference limited, it suffices to coesid

. . . only the case wher&/ = 0 and the result holds even with
where A (B, resp.) is the probability that the user being,,ica

covered by an BS closer (farther, resp.) thdn B can be
simplified (with the change of variable— xR?, as in Thm[1)
into

[I) comes directly from Lemmial 6. To shdw 3), one could
use the same techinques in the proof of Pfdp. 1 thanks to the
simple relation between coverage probability and the giaten
throughput. Basically multiplying both sides 6f{16) hyives
an upper bound on the coverage densify,, 1, (\,T) <

) MA(X, Re, a0, T) + Xexp(—AnR?), where the second term
Vapi(\ T, 02)61 <C*% goes to zero a3 — oo. The first term can also be shown to
1 converge to zero by the dominated convergence theorem. In
X Q (—pl()\, T, 02)0,%(T) + \/2T02Rc) . particular, using similar construction 8 {17), f,.(-) goes to
V2 zero almost everywhere and is upperbounded by
Thus, to prove the proposition, it is just to lower bouAdf

ATR? / exp (—/\WRE:CC_%(T)) e To s Regy —
1

2
<T>p1<A.,T.,a?>)

We first focus on the exponent inside the integral and J () =4/ | nR22* <1+/ ﬁdt> )
observe that 1 T+t

o T S .
dt which is integrable or{0,1) if «g < 1.
-1 .

/1 ny /12(2, 45 v/ty) To prove[2), we focus on showing th&2R(\,T) =
- T dt + > T & Q()\l’%o) as A — oo givenl < ap < 2. We start from
i T+t 52 T+ t%y/R? Lemmall. By truncating the (outer) infinite integral to only

2 ! (0, R?), we have a lower bound on the coverage probability

TC [eS) SIR
(%)T/ lo|t+TR?1/ L P T) 2

1t ‘y Jrz t?

Rz [eS) T

_ Y AT exp | — AT 1+/ - dt >d
~Tlog (25 ) +T. 2o e (s [ ) o

Applying (20) and a change of variables— xR, we obtain which is essentially the probability that the typical useiriy
1 covered by a BS within distanc®.. Further,
A > /\WRE/ e)\eriTac log(m)e—pl(k,T,a2)R§zdx’ (21)

0 /°° T
_ 20
which can be viewed ag(;E[e*™ReTX logix)l for random 1 T2+y 2 [l(Vy)
variable X with pdf fx(z) = Kee Pt To) R (K K, € oo oo T
Rt are normalization factors). Sine& is convex, we apply = —ydt+ [ | TETErTE
. ) 1 T+t R T 4+t= =/
Jensen’s inequality . v Yy N
RC
T R2 o TR2? o v a a]—a o0 a
KlE[eA RITX 1 g(X)] > Kle)\ RITE[X log(X)] (22) ST/ t_TOdt—i-TT]y_ 12 0 [# t_Tldt
and obtain the desired bound. ' 2 K
To see the asymptotic tightness &s+ 0, we can examine — 2T 2T R (1 — ) F-1

the alternative representation df{19) @l (9) and make the  2-a0  (2—ao)(os —2)
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This leads to a simplification of the lower bound[in](23). Afte[10] S. Rangan, T. Rappaport, and E. Erkip, “Milimeter-wacellular

a change of variablg — =R?, we obtainP?'R(\, T) >

2 ! — A R? (1 -
AR, e ©
0

which can be lower bounded f@t € (0,1 —%2) and7 € [1—
&0, 00) separately. Ifl" € (0,1 — <), we havel — 23”20 >0

and
)m

@ L
PPR(A,T) Z/\TFRE/ AR (1
0

2T

20
2—aq 2

dz

x

_ 2 2T (a3 —aq)
)me AR, (2—ag)(a1—2)

3

20
2T 5

aq]—2

dx

o] —2

wheredy = 2/ay, (@) is due to the fact that < z*/2 for
0<z<landag < 2andy(t,z) = [jz'te "dz is the

lower incomplete gamma function. [’ € [1 — 5, 00), we
have
1 oo g
PERLT) 2 anR? [ o TR g,
0
()\WR2)1_50 ( 9 2T(O¢1 — ao) )
=0 = 8o, MR —) .
0 ( 2T (a1 — ) )607 0 ((2 - Oz())(Oél - 2)
(270{0)(0{172)
Since
2T
: 2
Jim (60,)\7TRC(1 t o 2))
2T(O¢1 — 040)

i (3 G ) =00, @9

we havePPR(X,T) = Q(A'~%) for all T > 0, and thus
Ty ()‘v T) = Q()‘Qiéo) = Hiy (/\7T) u
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