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Performance Evaluation of Interference-Aware Multi-Cell
Beamforming for an Overlapping Cells Environment

Tomoki MURAKAMI†a), Riichi KUDO†, Takeo ICHIKAWA†, Naoki HONMA††,
and Masato MIZOGUCHI†, Members

SUMMARY As wireless LAN systems become more widespread, the
number of access points (APs) is increasing. A large number of APs cause
overlapping cells where nearby cells utilize the same frequency channel. In
the overlapping cells, inter-cell interference (ICI) degrades the throughput.
This paper proposes an interference-aware multi-cell beamforming (IMB)
technique to reduce the throughput degradation in the overlapping cells.
The IMB technique improves transmission performance better than con-
ventional multi-cell beamforming based on a decentralized control scheme.
The conventional technique mitigates ICI by nullifying all the interference
signal space (ISS) by beamforming, but the signal spaces to the user termi-
nal (UT) is also limited because the degree of freedom (DoF) at the AP is
limited. On the other hand, the IMB technique increases the signal space to
the UT because the DoF at the AP is increased by selecting the ISS by al-
lowing a small amount of ICI. In addition, we introduce a method of select-
ing the ISS in a decentralized control scheme. In our work, we analyze the
interference channel state information (CSI) and evaluate the transmission
performance of the IMB technique by using a measured CSI in an actual
indoor environment. As a result, we find that the IMB technique becomes
more effective as the number of UT antennas in nearby cells increases.
key words: MIMO, multi-cell beamforming, inter-cell interference (ICI),
WLAN, decentralized control scheme

1. Introduction

Due to rising demand for wireless communication such as
that over wireless LAN (WLAN) systems, the number of
wireless devices is greatly increasing. The widespread use
of WLAN systems results in many closely located access
points (APs) and consequently the number of overlapping
cells is increasing. Throughput in overlapping cells de-
grades by inter-cell interference (ICI) because the transmis-
sions must be separated in time domain by carrier sense
multiple access/collision avoidance (CSMA/CA). Further-
more, the number of available channels is decreasing be-
cause of the increased bandwidth of each channel. In the
IEEE802.11n standard, the bandwidth is extended from
20 to 40 MHz and it has been virtually agreed that the
IEEE802.11ac standard will extend the maximum band-
width from 40 to 80 or 160 MHz [1]. The large number
of wireless devices and the increased bandwidth accelerates
the shortage of frequency channels and increases ICI. These
problems are especially severe in closely spaced residences
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like apartments in Japan [2].
To improve the system throughput in overlapping cells,

references [3]–[9] focused on multi-cell beamforming tech-
niques. These techniques can be divided into two con-
trol schemes: centralized [3]–[5] and decentralized [6]–[9].
Although a centralized control scheme can achieve high
throughput, all the APs must be synchronized and share all
of the transmit data and channel state information (CSI). On
the other hand, a decentralized control scheme can also im-
prove the throughput by using the CSI between the AP and
user terminal (UT) of its own cell and between the AP and
UT of a nearby cell, so the CSI and the transmit data are not
shared. Although a decentralized control scheme offers less
throughput improvement than a centralized control scheme,
it significantly lightens the requirements on the APs. Since
the owners of the APs in WLAN systems are generally dif-
ferent, the decentralized control scheme is more suitable for
WLAN systems.

Therefore, we consider a multi-cell beamforming tech-
nique based on a decentralized control scheme for MIMO-
OFDM downlink transmission. Some papers have investi-
gated this type of multi-cell beamforming technique from
a theoretical viewpoint [6], [7]. Reference [6] considered
multi-cell beamforming based on zero forcing (ZF) un-
der limited backhaul information exchange in cellular sys-
tems. Reference [7] considered joint beamforming to miti-
gate ICI of a primary user in cognitive radio networks. Ref-
erence [8] proposed cooperative transmission on the basis
of a decentralized control scheme and this scheme attains
a high achievable bit rate in an overlapping cell environ-
ment through the assumption of a virtual wall. Although the
above conventional method improves the system through-
put, the signal power is degraded because the degree of free-
dom (DoF) at the transmitter decreases by nullifying all the
antennas at the receiver of the neighboring cell. In addi-
tion, [9] investigated the precoding design of interference
alignment (IA) which achieves the sum capacity as C(SNR)
= K/2 log(SNR) + o(log(SNR)) where SNR is the signal to
noise ratio between transmitter and receiver, K is the num-
ber of user. Each transmitter using IA transmits data by us-
ing transmitter weight based on CSI of all links, thus the
amount of CSI is larger than that of [6]–[8] which use part of
CSI. Also this precoding design requires phase synchroniza-
tion among multiple APs, which is not practical for different
owner’s APs.

In this paper, we propose an interference-aware multi-
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cell beamforming (IMB) technique. This technique pre-
vents DoF degradation by selecting interference signal space
(ISS) so as to allow a small amount of ICI. Since the DoF
at the AP increases by reducing the number of nullify-
ing beams, the total achievable rate can be increased. For
single-cell environment, [10] has proposed the generalized
approach to the block diagonalization (GBD) based on a
concept of projecting the inter-user interference to a lim-
ited vector space. This paper focuses on multi-cell environ-
ment. The proposed technique selects the ISS to prevent the
ICI from becoming more than the allowable interference to
noise power ratio P. To evaluate the transmission perfor-
mance of the proposed technique we measured a CSI in an
actual apartment environment. We used the measured CSI
in closely spaced residences to analyze the ICI conditions in
the apartment and clarify the effectiveness of the proposed
technique.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 intro-
duces the system model. Section 3 describes multi-cell
beamforming including the conventional and proposed tech-
niques. Section 4 details our measurement experiment and
interference CSI analysis. Section 5 clarifies the effective-
ness of the IMB. We conclude with a summary of key points
in Sect. 6.

This paper will use the following mathematical nota-
tions: [·]H for Hermitian transposition, det(A) for the deter-
minant of A, ||A||F for the Frobenius norm of A, and ε{A}
for expectation of A.

2. System Model

We assume MIMO-OFDM downlink transmission in an
overlapping cell environment where two APs utilize the
same frequency channel (Fig. 1). This system model indi-
cates one specific subcarrier in all the subcarrier. It is as-
sumed that both APs are equipped with N transmit antennas
for communication with their own UTs equipped with M re-
ceive antennas (N ≥ M). H11(k) and H22(k) ∈ CM×N denote
the CSI of kth (k = 1, . . . ,K) subcarrier of a desired signal
between AP 1 and UT 1 and between AP 2 and UT 2, re-
spectively. H12(k) and H21(k) ∈ CM×N denote the interference
CSI of kth subcarrier of an interference signal between AP
1 and UT 2 and between AP 2 and UT 1, respectively. In
this paper, we assume that each AP estimates downlink CSI
using received signals in uplink transmission by the channel
reciprocity in time division duplex (TDD) systems. Thus,
each AP obtains CSI corresponding to all UTs which in-

Fig. 1 System model.

cludes the other cell’s UTs. In this system model, the re-
ceived signal vectors of kth subcarrier, y1(k) ∈ CM×1 at UT
1 and y2(k) ∈ CM×1 at UT 2, are expressed by the transmit
signal vector of kth subcarriers x1(k) ∈ CNstm1(k)×1 of AP 1 and
x2(k) ∈ CNstm2(k)×1 of AP 2 as

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

y1(k) = H11(k)W1(k)
√

P1(k)x1(k)

+H21(k)W2(k)
√

P2(k)x2(k) + n1(k)

y2(k) = H22(k)W2(k)
√

P2(k)x2(k)

+H12(k)W1(k)
√

P1(k)x1(k) + n2(k)

, (1)

where Nstm1(k) and Nstm2(k) are the number of streams at the
AP 1 and AP 2, and W1(k) and W2(k) are the transmission
weights of kth subcarrier of AP 1 and AP 2 in calculating
CSI including estimation error, respectively. n1(k) and n2(k)

are additive white Gaussian noise vectors, respectively, with
E[n1(k)nH

1(k)] = E[n2(k)nH
2(k)] = σ

2I. I is the identity matrix.
P1(k) ∈ CNstm1(k)×Nstm1(k) and P2(k) ∈ CNstm2(k)×Nstm2(k) are diago-
nal matrices with the diagonal elements of p(k)/Nstm1(k) and
p(k)/Nstm2(k) for the AP 1 and AP 2, respectively. p(k) is trans-
mit power of kth subcarrier. In this paper, since the measure-
ment environment of this paper is high SNR environment,
we assumed equal power is allocated to each data stream.
This is because the gain of power allocation technique such
as water-filling is less at high SNR environment [11].

We assume that CSI at the transmitter includes esti-
mation error due to estimation noise such as thermal noise,
quantization error, a reduced amount of feedback informa-
tion, and time variation of the channel [12]–[14]. The im-
perfect CSI including the estimation error H′i j(k) is defined
as

H′i j(k) = Hi j(k) + Δi j(k),∀i, j = 1, 2 (2)

where Δi j(k) is assumed to be as all i.i.d. zero-mean complex
Gaussian values with the variance of σ2

E .

3. Multi-Cell Beamforming Techniques

3.1 Conventional Technique

In the conventional technique [8], both APs communicate
with their own destination UT and mitigate ICI to the other
cell’s UT by ZF transmission [15], [16]. The desired sig-
nals are transmitted by using eigenvector transmission [17].
Next we explain the transmission weight of each AP and the
achievable rate of the conventional technique.

By using singular value decomposition (SVD), the es-
timated CSI including estimation error as CSI at the trans-
mitter, H′12(k) and H′21(k) are expressed as

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎩
H′12(k) = U12(k)

(
Σ12(k) 0

) (
V(s)

12(k) V(n)
12(k)

)H

H′21(k) = U21(k)
(
Σ21(k) 0

) (
V(s)

21(k) V(n)
21(k)

)H , (3)

where U12(k) and U21(k) ∈ CM×M are the left singular vec-
tors and (V(s)

12(k) V(n)
12(k)) and (V(s)

21(k) V(n)
21(k)) ∈ CN×N are the

right singular vectors. V(s)
12(k), V(s)

21(k) ∈ CN×M and V(n)
21(k),
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V(n)
12(k) ∈ CN×(N−M) correspond to signal and null space, re-

spectively. Σ12(k) and Σ21(k) ∈ CM×M are diagonal matri-
ces and the diagonal elements of Σ12(k) and Σ21(k) repre-
sent the square roots of the eigenvalues, λ12(k),1, . . . , λ12(k),M

and λ21(k),1, . . . , λ21(k),M, respectively, where λi j(k),1 ≥ . . . ≥
λi j(k),M . To calculate the transmission weight, the SVD
is performed for the null space CSI, H′11(k)V

(n)
12(k) and

H′22(k)V
(n)
21(k), as

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

H′11(k)V
(n)
12(k)

=
(
Ū(s)

11(k) Ū(n)
11(k)

) ( Σ̄11(k) 0
0 0

) (
V̄(s)

11(k) V̄(n)
11(k)

)H

H′22(k)V
(n)
21(k)

=
(
Ū(s)

22(k) Ū(n)
22(k)

) ( Σ̄22(k) 0
0 0

) (
V̄(s)

22(k) V̄(n)
22(k)

)H

, (4)

where
(
Ū(s)

11(k) Ū(n)
11(k)

)
and

(
Ū(s)

22(k) Ū(n)
22(k)

)
∈ CM×M are the

left singular vectors and
(
V̄(s)

11(k) V̄(n)
11(k)

)
and

(
V̄(s)

22(k) V̄(n)
22(k)

)
∈ C(N−M)×(N−M) are the right singular vectors. V̄(s)

11(k), V̄(s)
22(k)

∈ CN×Nstm(k) and V̄(n)
11(k), V̄(n)

22(k) ∈ CN×(N−M−Nstm(k)) correspond to
signal and null spaces, respectively. Hereafter, the number
of data streams, Nstm(k) is defined as min(M,N − M). Thus,
conventional multi-cell beamforming cannot be used when
the receive antenna number is equal to the transmit antenna
number, N = M. Σ̄11(k) and Σ̄22(k) are diagonal matrices
and the diagonal elements of Σ̄11(k) and Σ̄22(k) represent the
square roots of the eigenvalues, λ11(k),1, . . . , λ11(k),Nstm(k) and
λ22(k),1, . . . , λ22(k),Nstm(k) , respectively, where λii(k),1 ≥ . . . ≥
λii(k),Nstm(k) . Thus, the transmission weights of AP 1 and AP
2, Wa,1(k), and Wa,2(k), are expressed as

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
Wa,1(k) = V(n)

12(k)V̄
(s)
11(k)

Wa,2(k) = V(n)
21(k)V̄

(s)
22(k)

. (5)

We next explain the achievable rate of the conventional tech-
nique using the transmission weights of AP 1 and AP 2 as
expressed in (5). The achievable rates of each cell, Ca,1(k)

and Ca,2(k), are expressed by

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

Ca,1(k) = log2 det

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝INstm(k)

+
H11(k)Wa,1(k)P1(k)WH

a,1(k)H
H
11(k)

σ2INstm(k) +H21(k)Wa,2(k)P2(k)WH
a,2(k)H

H
21(k)

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠
Ca,2(k) = log2 det

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝INstm(k)

+
H22(k)Wa,2(k)P2(k)WH

a,2(k)H
H
22(k)

σ2INstm(k) +H12(k)Wa,1(k)P1(k)WH
a,1(k)H

H
12(k)

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠

.

(6)

Moreover, the total achievable rate Ca(k) is taken to be the
summation of Ca,1(k) and Ca,2(k). In the conventional tech-
nique, ICI is mitigated by nullifying all the ISS by beam-
forming, but the signal space to the UT is also limited be-
cause the DoF at the AP is limited.

3.2 Interference-Aware Multi-Cell Beamforming (IMB)

In this subsection, we introduce an interference-aware
multi-cell beamforming (IMB) technique including a
method of selecting the ISS. The IMB technique is able to
increase the signal space by increasing the number of col-
umn vectors of V(n)

12(k) and V(n)
21(k), respectively. To increase

the signal space, both APs set a common allowable inter-
ference to noise power ratio P in all of the subcarriers and
add S 1(k) column vectors of V(s)

12(k) and S 2(k) column vectors

of V(s)
21(k) in each subcarrier, respectively. Here, P is deter-

mined by Scheme I in last of this section. Provided that it
is necessary that the initial value of P is set as low value
in order to maximize the total achievable rate. The added
S 1(k) and S 2(k) are selected to ensure that the corresponding
eigenvalues are less than P. This is expressed as

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

S 1(k) = arg max
s

M∑
i=M−s+1

λ12(k),i

σ2

subject to
M∑

i=M−s+1

λ12(k),i

σ2
< P

S 2(k) = arg max
s

M∑
i=M−s+1

λ21(k),i

σ2

subject to
M∑

i=M−s+1

λ12(k),i

σ2
< P

, (7)

where λ12(k),i and λ21(k),i are the eigenvalues of HH
12(k)H12(k)

and HH
21(k)H21(k), respectively. The extended null matrices,

V(n)
12(k),S ∈ CN×(N−M+S 1(k)) and V(n)

21(k),S ∈ CN×(N−M+S 2(k)), are
expressed as

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

V(n)
12(k),S =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
α(s)

(M−S 1(k)+1)1(k) · · · α(s)
M1(k)

...
. . .

...

α(s)
(M−S 1(k)+1)N(k) · · · α(s)

MN(k)

α(n)
11(k) · · · α(n)

(N−M)1(k)
...
. . .

...

α(n)
1N(k) · · · α(n)

(N−M)N(k)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

V(n)
21(k),S =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
β(s)

(M−S 2(k)+1)1(k) · · · β(s)
M1(k)

...
. . .

...

β(s)
(M−S 2(k)+1)N(k) · · · β(s)

MN(k)

β(n)
11(k) · · · β(n)

(N−M)1(k)
...
. . .

...

β(n)
1N(k) · · · β(n)

(N−M)N(k)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

,

(8)

where α(s)
i j(k) and α(n)

i j(k) are elements in the i-th row and j-th

column of V(s)
12(k) and V(n)

12(k), β
(s)
i j(k) and β(n)

i j(k) are elements in

the i-th row and j-th column of V(s)
21(k) and V(n)

21(k). The SVD

is carried out for H′11(k)V
(n)
12(k),S and H′22(k)V

(n)
21(k),S as

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

H′11(k)V
(n)
12(k),S

=
(
Ū(s)

11(k),S Ū(n)
11(k),S

) ( Σ̄11(k),S 0
0 0

) (
V̄(s)

11(k),S V̄(n)
11(k),S

)H

H′22(k)V
(n)
21(k),S

=
(
Ū(s)

22(k),S Ū(n)
22(k),S

) ( Σ̄22(k),S 0
0 0

) (
V̄(s)

22(k),S V̄(n)
22(k),S

)H

. (9)
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where
(
Ū(s)

11(k),S Ū(n)
11(k),S

)
and

(
Ū(s)

22(k),S Ū(n)
22(k),S

)
∈ CM×M

are the left singular vectors and
(
V̄(s)

11(k),S V̄(n)
11(k),S

)
∈

C
(N−M+S 1(k))×(N−M+S 1(k)) and

(
V̄(s)

22(k),S V̄(n)
22(k),S

)
∈

C
(N−M+S 2(k))×(N−M+S 2(k)) are the right singular vectors.

V̄(s)
11(k),S ∈ CN×Nstm1(k) , V̄(s)

22(k),S ∈ CN×Nstm2(k) and V̄(n)
11(k),S ∈

C
N×(N−M+S 1(k)−Nstm1(k)), V̄(n)

22(k),S ∈ CN×(N−M+S 2(k)−Nstm2(k)) corre-
spond to signal and null space, respectively. The numbers of
data streams for UT 1 and UT 2, Nstm1(k) and Nstm2(k), are ex-
pressed as min(M, N−M+S 1(k)) and min(M,N−M+S 2(k)),
respectively. Since the number of each AP’s streams in the
IMB technique is adaptively determined by P, the number
of nullified interference signal spaces (ISS), S 1(k) and S 2(k)

are optimized for each subcarrier in OFDM systems. Thus,
the transmission weights of AP 1 and AP 2, Wb,1, and Wb,2,
are expressed as⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

Wb,1(k) = V(n)
12(k),S V̄(s)

11(k),S

Wb,2(k) = V(n)
21(k),S V̄(s)

22(k),S

, (10)

Next, we explain the achievable rate of the IMB tech-
nique using transmission weights of AP 1 and AP 2 as ex-
pressed in (10). The achievable rates between AP 1 and UT
1 and between AP 2 and UT 2, Cb,1(k) and Cb,2(k), are calcu-
lated by

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

Cb,1(k) = log2 det

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝INstm1(k)

+
H11(k)Wb,1(k)P1(k)WH

b,1(k)H
H
11(k)

σ2INstm1(k) +H21(k)Wb,2(k)P2(k)WH
b,2(k)H

H
21(k)

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠
Cb,2(k) = log2 det

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝INstm2(k)

+
H22(k)Wb,2(k)P2(k)WH

b,2(k)H
H
22(k)

σ2INstm2(k) +H12(k)Wb,1(k)P1(k)WH
b,1(k)H

H
12(k)

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠

(11)

Moreover, the total achievable rate of the optimal selection
method for the IMB technique, Cb(k), is expressed by the
summation of Cb,1(k) and Cb,2(k).

We next describe the transmission scheme of each AP
including the setting method of an allowable interference to
noise power ratio P in Scheme I. In this scheme, P0 [dB]
is the initial value of P and is set up a low value such as
the noise power. ΔP [dB] is the value for updating of P and
is set up several decibels. Cm [bit/s/Hz] is the rate-update
margin against the rate deviation caused by noise and is set
up several bits/s/Hz.

Scheme I: The transmission scheme for the IMB technique

1): Initialization: P = P0, Cb,0 = 0
2): Repeat

2a): Select S 1(k) or S 2(k) by (7)
2b): Transmit data using transmission weight in

(10)

2c): Calculate Cb,1(k) and Cb,2(k) in (11) for all sub-
carriers at UT 1 and UT 2, respectively

2d): Feed the information of the averaged achiev-
able rate for all the subcarriers,

∑K
k=1 Cb,1(k)/K

and
∑K

k=1 Cb,2(k)/K, back to both APs and
calculate the total achievable rate C′b that
is the summation of

∑K
k=1 Cb,1(k)/K and∑K

k=1 Cb,2(k)/K
2e): if C′b − Cb,0 ≥ −Cm

UpdateP = P+ΔP, Cb,0 = C′b
else

End

4. CSI Measurement Experiment

4.1 Experiment Setup

To evaluate the effectiveness of the IMB technique, we mea-
sured the CSI for OFDM systems in an actual apartment
using a MIMO-OFDM testbed. Figure 2 shows an apart-
ment in Japan. The height, width and depth of the room
are 3, 3, and 4.4 m, respectively. We conducted the ex-
periments in rooms 1-5. The configuration of our MIMO-
OFDM transceivers [18] is shown in Fig. 3. Its main pa-
rameters per room are given in Table 1. The MIMO-OFDM
transceivers transmit the pilot signal based on short and long

Fig. 2 Photograph of measured apartment.

Fig. 3 Configuration of MIMO-OFDM measurement testbed.
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Table 1 Measurement parameters per room.

Fig. 4 Room layout, measurement locations.

preambles of the IEEE802.11n standard. Thus, the CSI for
the 52 subcarriers were estimated in 20 MHz bandwidth.
Noise power per subcarrier was −113.26 dBm.

In the experiment, we measured 8 × 8 MIMO-OFDM
CSI between the AP and UTs in a single room and between
different rooms by using our MIMO-OFDM transceivers
[18]. In this paper, since we assume that the proposed tech-
nique applies to WLAN systems, we use eight transmitter
and eight receiver antennas. This is because the maximum
antenna number in IEEE802.11ac [2] is eight. Figure 4 in-
dicates the room layout and the locations of the AP and
UTs. UTs are set four locations in order to evaluate dif-
ference environments such as multipath and fading. The AP
and UT antennas had uniform linear array (ULA) with eight
element dipole antennas and element spacing of 0.5 wave-
lengths. Figures 5(a) and 5(b) show the AP and UT antennas
we used. Both antennas are 0.9 m high. The total transmis-
sion power of each AP is 9 dBm.

4.2 Interference CSI Analysis

In this subsection, we analyze the amount of ICI and the
eigenvalue distribution of interference CSI, H12(k), which
correspond to the CSI between the AP in Room 1 and UTs
in Room 2, 3, 4, and 5, and H21(k), which correspond to the
CSI between APs in Room 2/3/4/5 and UTs in Room 1.

Figure 6 plots the ratio of the signal power from AP in
Room 1 to the interference power from AP in other rooms
at UTs in Room1. Plots of the signal to interference ratio

Fig. 5 Photographs of AP antenna (a) and UT antenna (b).

Fig. 6 Ratio of the signal power from AP in Room 1 to the interference
power from AP in other rooms at UTs in Room1.

(SIR) is calculated by,

S IR =
ε
{
P1(k)

∥∥∥H11(k,l)

∥∥∥2

F

}

ε
{
P2(k)

∥∥∥H21(k,l)

∥∥∥2

F

} ,
{

k = 1, · · · 52
l = 1, · · · 4 , (12)

where H21(k,l) is the CSI between AP in other rooms and lth
UT in Room 1. The SIRs calculated by (12) are plotted at
the distance of each AP position and the center of Room 1.
This figure also shows the theoretical line according to the
indoor propagation model described in IEEE802.11n [19].
In this theoretical line, we assumed that wall loss value is
0 dB and signal power is received power when distance AP
and UT is 1 m. In this apartment, the walls were made of
plaster board that had low propagation loss because of low
permittivity [20]. We found that SIR is about −30 dB when
the AP and UT are set in Rooms 1 and 5. Therefore, we can
see that the AP incurs severe ICI in this environment.

Figure 7(a) shows the cumulative distribution functions
(CDFs) of eigenvalues for i.i.d. channel matrices when the
total power is 0 dBm. It was found that the ratio of the high-
est eigenvalue, λ1, to the lowest eigenvalue, λ8, on median
value is 25 dB. Figures 7(b)–(e) show the CDFs of eigenval-
ues for the measured interference CSI, H12(k,l) and H21(k,l),
of the four points of the UT and the 52 subcarriers. To en-
sure that the fading among subcarriers would not affect the
distributions of eigenvalues, the Frobenius norm of the CSI
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Fig. 7 CDF of eigenvalues of interference CSI. (a) is eigenvalues of i.i.d.
channel, (b) is eigenvalues of interference CSI when the UTs are set in
Room 2, (c) for Room 3, (d) for Room 4, and (e) for Room 5.

at each subcarrier was normalized to be 0 dB. We found that
the ratios between λ1 and λ8 medium values were about 38,
25, 26, and 27 dB. The ratio between λ1 and λ8 in Room
2 was larger than that of the i.i.d. channel. This is because
the effect of the direct path is larger than that of other paths
when the distance between the AP and the UT is short.

5. Performance Evaluation

In this section, we evaluate the effectiveness of the IMB
technique using measured CSI. We assumed that AP 1 and
AP 2 were located in two different rooms, i.e., Rooms 1
and 2, 1 and 3, 1 and 4, and 1 and 5 (hereafter Rooms 1-
2, Rooms 1-3, Rooms 1-4, and Rooms 1-5, respectively).
Moreover, we also assume that both of APs transmit data
UTs in own room.

Fig. 8 M = 2 total achievable rate vs. allowable interference to noise
power ratio P.

Fig. 9 M = 4 total achievable rate vs. allowable interference to noise
power ratio P.

5.1 Allowable Interference to Noise Power Ratio P Anal-
ysis

In this subsection, we show a study of allowable interference
to noise power ratio P when the number of UT antennas M
is 2, 4, 6, and 8. Figures 8, 9, 10, and 11 show the total
achievable rate that averages the four points of UT and all
subcarriers versus the allowable interference to noise power
ratio P when the number of UT antennas M is 2, 4, 6, and
8, respectively. In Fig. 8 (M = 2), we found that the to-
tal achievable rates of all the room combinations degrades
when P becomes larger. Since the number of UT antennas
is small, the gain obtained by increasing the DoF at the AP
using the extended null matrix is negligible. Furthermore,
the total achievable rate maximizes when S 1(k) and S 2(k) are
set to 0 in almost all subcarriers since the smallest eigen-
value is very large.

In Fig. 9 (M = 4), the results obtained for Rooms 1-2
and 1-3 are similar to those in Fig. 8. This is also because
the gain obtained by increasing the DoF at the AP is less
than the loss incurred by increasing the ICI. However, the
results obtained for Room 1-4 and 1-5 show local maxima.
The local maximum values of P of Rooms 1-4 and 1-5 are
10 and 8 dB, respectively. These local maxima show that
the proposed technique increases the total achievable rate
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Fig. 10 M = 6 total achievable rate vs. allowable interference to noise
power ratio P.

Fig. 11 M = 8 total achievable rate vs. allowable interference to noise
power ratio P.

by increasing the number of column vectors of V(n)
i j(k).

In Fig. 10 (M = 6), we find that a local maximum exists
in all the results. Since the lower eigenvalues decrease due
to the increased number of eigenvalues of the interference
CSI, the effectiveness of the IMB technique improves. The
local maximum value of P is 24 dB for Rooms 1-2, 20 dB
for Rooms 1-3, 18 dB for Rooms 1-4, and 16 dB for Rooms
1-5. Moreover, we confirmed that the local maximum peak
shifts as the distance between cells becomes longer. This is
because the gain obtained using an extended null matrix be-
comes larger as the distance between cells becomes greater.

In Fig. 11 (M = 8), a local maximum also exists in all
cases. The local maximum value of P is 28 dB for Rooms 1-
2, 24 dB for Rooms 1-3, 20 dB for Rooms 1-4, and 18 dB for
Rooms 1-5. We found that the peak of the results in Fig. 10
and Fig. 11 are different. This means that the peak also
changes according to the number of UT antennas a nearby
cell uses. Note that none of the total achievable rates have
local minimum values. Thus, P can be determined by us-
ing the transmission scheme shown in Scheme I since the
scheme gradually increases P so as not to decrease the total
achievable rate.

Table 2 shows the allowable interference to noise
power ratio, P [dB], calculated by Scheme I and the max-
imum value, Pmax [dB] of P estimated from Fig. 8 ∼ Fig. 11.
Pmax means the value of P which maximizes total achiev-

Table 2 Allowable interference to noise power ratio, P [dB], calculated
by Scheme I and maximum value, Pmax [dB], of P estimated from Fig. 8 ∼
Fig. 11.

Fig. 12 CDF of M = 2 total achievable rate.

able rate. In this result, we assume that P0, ΔP0, and Cm

are −20 dB, 2 dB, and 0.5 bit/s/Hz, respectively. From this
result of P and Pmax in Table 2, we found that P is able to be
calculated in the accuracy of less than 2 dB by using Scheme
I.

5.2 Total Achievable Rate Analysis

In this subsection, to evaluate the transmission scheme in
Scheme I, we calculate the total achievable rate of the IMB
technique where S 1(k) and S 2(k) are optimized by a greedy
algorithm [21] for purposes of comparison. The IMB tech-
nique based on the greedy algorithm is expressed as IMB-
G. The calculation complexity of IMB-G is extremely large
since the achievable rates must be calculated for all combi-
nations of S 1(k) and S 2(k). Figures 12, 13, 14, and 15 show
the CDFs with the four points of UT and all subcarriers of
total achievable rates of the IMB technique, IMB-G, and the
conventional technique when the number of UT antennas M
is 2, 4, 6, and 8, respectively.

In Fig. 12, allowable interference to noise ratio P of
Room 1-2, Room 1-3, Room 1-4, and Room 1-5 are set 26,
18, 14, and 10 [dB], respectively. The total achievable rates
of all the results are the same for all room combinations.
This indicates that the IMB technique’s effectiveness is neg-
ligible when the number of UT antennas is small.

In Fig. 13, allowable interference to noise ratio P of
Room 1-2, Room 1-3, Room 1-4, and Room 1-5 are set 16,
6, 12, and 10 [dB], respectively. The total achievable rates
of all the results are almost the same in Rooms 1-2 and 1-3.
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Fig. 13 CDF of M = 4 total achievable rate.

Fig. 14 CDF of M = 6 total achievable rate.

However, in Room 1-4 and 1-5, the median total achievable
rates of the IMB technique are about 0.6 and 2.3 bit/s/Hz
higher than those of the conventional technique, respec-
tively. Moreover, the IMB technique almost matches the
performance of IMB-G. The median total achievable rates
of the IMB technique in Rooms 1-4 and 1-5 are about 0.7
and 0.5 bit/s/Hz lower than those of IMB-G, respectively.

In Fig. 14, allowable interference to noise ratio P of
Room 1-2, Room 1-3, Room 1-4, and Room 1-5 are set 24,
20, 18, and 16 [dB], respectively. The IMB technique’s total
achievable rate increases greatly compared with the conven-
tional technique in all the room combinations. In the con-
ventional technique, since a large number of DoFs at the AP
is used to nullify the ISS, the total achievable rate is low.
The median total achievable rates of the IMB technique in
each room combination increases about 23.1, 27.1, 33.6, and
39.8 bit/s/Hz higher than that of the conventional technique,
respectively. Moreover, the median total achievable rates of
the IMB technique in each room combination is about 2.6,
2.4, 1.7, and 1.3 bit/s/Hz lower than those of IMB-G, respec-
tively.

In Fig. 15, allowable interference to noise ratio P of
Room 1-2, Room 1-3, Room 1-4, and Room 1-5 are set 28,
24, 20, and 18 [dB], respectively. The IMB technique’s to-
tal achievable rate also increases greatly compared with the
conventional technique in all the room combinations. In the
conventional technique, the total achievable rate is zero be-
cause all the DoFs at the AP are used to nullify the ISS. The
IMB technique’s median total achievable rate in each room

Fig. 15 CDF of M = 8 total achievable rate.

Fig. 16 Total achievable rate vs. number of UT antennas M.

combination increases by about 77.4, 86.0, 94.4, and 102.2
bit/s/Hz, respectively, compared with the conventional tech-
nique. Moreover, the IMB technique’s median achievable
rate in Rooms 1-2, 1-3, 1-4 and 1-5 is about 2.8, 1.9, 2.9 and
2.8 bit/s/Hz lower than those of IMB-G, respectively.

Figure 16 shows the median total achievable rate in-
cluding the four points of UT and all subcarriers in the
IMB technique, the IMB-G, the conventional technique, and
TDMA versus the number of UT antennas for the cell re-
lation for Rooms 1-5 only. And allowable interference to
noise ratio P is 8, 8, 16, and 18, respectively when M is
2, 4, 6, and 8. In TDMA, the transmissions of AP 1 and
AP 2 are divided by time slots and each AP uses eigenvec-
tor transmission. In the TDMA results, total achievable rate
increases as the number of UT antennas increases. The me-
dian total achievable rate of the IMB technique is similar to
that of the conventional technique when the number of UT
antennas is four or less. However, the median total achiev-
able rate of the IMB technique is larger than that of the
conventional technique when the number of UT antennas is
more than four. This demonstrates that the IMB technique’s
effectiveness increases when there are a large number of UT
antennas.

6. Conclusion and Future Work

We proposed an interference-aware multi-cell beamforming
(IMB) technique on a decentralized control scheme for an
overlapping cell environment. Although the conventional
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technique based on a decentralized control scheme degrades
the signal power at the UT by nullifying all the interference
signal spaces (ISS), the IMB technique increases the signal
power at the UT by selecting the ISS by allowing a small
amount of inter-cell interference (ICI). The proposed tech-
nique selects the ISS so as to prevent the ICI from becoming
higher than the allowable interference to noise power ratio
P at each AP. We analyzed the interference CSI conditions
and evaluated the transmission performance of the proposed
technique by using a measured CSI in an actual indoor envi-
ronment. The results demonstrated that the IMB technique
becomes more effective as the number of UT antennas in
nearby cells increases.

Although the IMB technique is proposed for two APs
in overlapping cell, it is applicable for more than two APs by
selecting a pair of APs. The effectiveness of IMB technique
for more than two APs scenario needs to be evaluated in
future work.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank Mr. Kazuyasu Okada of NTT Network In-
novation Laboratories for his constant encouragement. They
also thank Mr. Yoshinobu Makise, Mr. Masaaki Ida, and
Mr. Makoto Yoshikawa of NTT Advanced Technology Cor-
poration for their support.

References

[1] Y. Takatori, K. Nishimori, and S. Kitawaza, “OBSS issue in
802.11ac,” IEEE802.11-09/0536r0, May 2009.

[2] R. Stacey, et al., “Specification Framework for TGac,” IEEE802.11-
09/0992r18, Sept. 2010.

[3] Z. Shen, J.G. Andrews, and B.L. Evans, “Adaptive resource alloca-
tion in multiuser OFDM systems with proportional rate constraints,”
IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol.4, no.6, pp.2726–2737, Nov.
2005.

[4] H. Zhang and H. Dai, “Cochannel interference mitigation and co-
operative processing in downlink multicell multiuser MIMO net-
works,” EURASIP Journal on Wireless Communications Network-
ing, vol.2004, no.2, pp.222–235, Dec. 2004.

[5] Y. Takatori, K. Cho, and T. Hori, “New beam-forming algorithm
controlling pattern of multiple smart antenna for cellular systems,”
Proc. IEEE-APS Conference on Antenna and Propagation for Wire-
less Communications, pp.175–178, Nov. 2000.

[6] A. Tolli, H. Pennanen, and P. Komulainen, “Distributed implemen-
tation of coordinated multi-cell beamforming,” Proc. IEEE 20th In-
ternational Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Com-
munications, pp.818–822, Sept. 2009.

[7] K. Hamdi, W. Zhang, and K.B. Letaief, “Joint beamforming
and scheduling in cognitive radio networks,” Proc. IEEE Global
Telecommunications Conference, pp.2977–2981, Nov. 2007.

[8] R. Kudo, Y. Takatori, K. Nishimori, T. Ichikawa, T. Murakami,
M. Mizoguchi, and M. Morikura, “Spatial domain resource sharing
for overlapping cells in indoor environment,” International Journal
of Digital Multimedia Broadcasting, vol.2010, Article ID 642542,
2010.

[9] Hui Shen, Bin Li, and Yi Luo, “Precoding design using interfer-
ence alignment for the network MIMO,” Proc. IEEE 20th Interna-
tional Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Commu-
nications, pp.2519–2523, Sept. 2009.

[10] T. Sada, J. Webber, T. Nishimura, T. Ohane, and Y. Ogawa, “A

generalized approach to block diagonalization for multiuser MIMO
downlink,” Proc. IEEE 20th International Symposium on Personal,
Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications, pp.503–508, Sept. 2010.

[11] Z. Shen, R.W. Heath, Jr., J.G. Andrews, and B.L. Evans, “Compar-
ison of space-time water-filling and spatial water-filling for MIMO
fading channels,” Proc. IEEE Global Telecommunications Confer-
ence, pp.431–435, Dec. 2004.

[12] A. Pascual-Iserte, D.P. Palomar, A.I. Perez-Neira, and M.A.
Lagunas, “A robust maximin approach for MIMO communications
with imperfect channel state information based on convex optimiza-
tion,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol.54, no.1, pp.346–360, Jan.
2006.

[13] A. Kuhne and A. Klein, “Adaptive subcarrier allocation with im-
perfect channel knowledge versus diversity techniques in a multi-
user OFDM system,” Proc. IEEE 20th International Symposium on
Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications, pp.1–5, Sept.
2007.

[14] Y. Chen and C. Tellambura, “Performance analysis of maximum ra-
tio transmission with imperfect channel estimation,” IEEE Commun.
Lett., vol.9, no.4, pp.322–324, April 2005.

[15] T. Yoo and A. Goldsmith, “On the optimal of multiantenna broad-
cast scheduling using zero-forcing beamforming,” IEEE J. Sel. Ar-
eas Commun., vol.24, no.3, pp.528–541, March 2006.

[16] Q.H. Spencer, A.L. Swindlehurst, and M. Haardt, “Zero-forcing
methods for downlink spatial multiplexing in multi-user MIMO
channels,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol.52, no.2, pp.461–471,
Feb. 2004.

[17] A. Paulraj, R. Nabar, and D. Gore, Introduction to Space-Time Wire-
less Communications, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
UK, 2003.

[18] K. Nishimori, R. Kudo, N. Honma, Y. Takatori, and M. Mizoguchi,
“16×16 Multiuser MIMO testbed employing simple adaptive modu-
lation scheme,” Proc. IEEE 69th Vehicular Technology Conference,
pp.1–5, April 2009.

[19] G. Smith, “Overlapping BSS analysis of channel requirements,”
IEEE802.11-08/1470-04-00aa, May 2009.

[20] Y. Pinhasai, A. Yahalom, and S. Petnev, “Propagation of ultra wide-
band signals in lossy dispersive media,” Proc. IEEE International
Conference on Microwaves, Communications, Antennas, and Elec-
tronics Systems, pp.1–10, May 2008.

[21] G. Dimic and N.D. Sidiropoulos, “On downlink beamforming with
greedy user selection: Performance analysis and a simple new algo-
rithm,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol.53, no.10, pp.3857–3868,
Oct. 2005.

Tomoki Murakami received B.E. and M.E.
degrees from Waseda University, Japan in 2006
and 2008, respectively. In 2008, he joined
Nippon Telegraph and Telephone Corporation
(NTT) Network Innovation Laboratories, Yoko-
suka, Japan. His current research interests in-
clude multiuser MIMO systems and resource al-
location. He received the Young Researcher’s
Award from IEICE in 2010. He is a member of
IEEE.



MURAKAMI et al.: PERFORMANCE EVALUATION OF INTERFERENCE-AWARE MULTI-CELL BEAMFORMING
1501

Riichi Kudo received the B.S. and M.S.
degree in geophysics from Tohoku University,
Japan, in 2001 and 2003, respectively. He re-
ceived the Ph.D. degree in informatics from
Kyoto university in 2010. In 2003, he joined
NTT Network Innovation Laboratories, Yoko-
suka, Japan. He has been engaged in the MIMO
communication systems and the beamforming
method. He received the Young Engineer Award
from IEICE in 2006, IEEE AP-S Japan Chap-
ter Young Engineer Award in 2010, and the Best

Paper Award from IEICE in 2011. His current research interest is multiuser
MIMO techniques for wireless LAN systems. He is a member of IEEE.

Takeo Ichikawa received the M.E. degree
from Waseda University, Tokyo, Japan, in 1993.
Since joining Nippon Telegraph and Telephone
(NTT) Corporation in 1993, he has participated
in the research and development of PHS-based
packet systems and high-speed wireless LAN
systems. He received the Young Researcher’s
Award from IEICE in 1999. Currently, he is
a senior research engineer, supervisor at NTT
Network Innovation Laboratories, NTT Corpo-
ration. He is a member of IEEE.

Naoki Honma received the B.E., M.E., and
Ph.D. degrees in electrical engineering from To-
hoku University, Sendai, Japan in 1996, 1998,
and 2005, respectively. In 1998, he joined the
NTT Radio Communication Systems Laborato-
ries, Nippon Telegraph and Telephone Corpora-
tion (NTT), in Japan. He is now working for
Iwate University. He received the Young Engi-
neers Award from the IEICE of Japan in 2003,
the APMC Best Paper Award in 2003, and the
Best Paper Award of IEICE Communication So-

ciety in 2006, respectively. His current research interest is planar antennas
for high-speed wireless communication systems. He is a member of IEEE.

Masato Mizoguchi received the B.E. and
M.E. degrees in electrical engineering from To-
kyo University of Science, Japan in 1989 and
1991, respectively. In 1991, he joined Nippon
Telegraph and Telephone Corporation (NTT)
and was mainly engaged in research and de-
velopment of personal communication systems
and high data rate wireless LANs including the
IEEE 802.11a systems. He is currently a Se-
nior Research Engineer, Supervisor in the de-
partment of Wireless Systems Innovation Lab-

oratory of NTT Network Innovation Laboratories, and is working on re-
search and development of next generation wireless home network. He
received the Young Researcher’s Award in 1998, the Best Paper Award in
2000 and the Achievement Award in 2006 from IEICE. He is a member of
IEEE.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


