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Abstract

Huge demand for wireless throughput and number of users which are connected to the
base station (BS) has been observed in the last decades. Massive multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) is a promising technique for 5G for the following reasons; 1)
high throughput; 2) serving large numbers of users at the same time; 3) energy
efficiency. However, the low throughput of cell-edge users remains a limitation in
realistic multi-cell massive MIMO systems. In cell-free massive MIMO, on the other
hand, distributed access points (APs) are connected to a central processing unit (CPU)
and jointly serve distributed users. This thesis investigates the performance of cell-free
Massive MIMO with limited-capacity fronthaul links from the APs to the CPU which
will be essential in practical 5G networks. To model the limited-capacity fronthaul links,
we exploit the optimal uniform quantization. Next, closed-form expressions for spectral
and energy efficiencies are presented. Numerical results investigate the performance gap
between limited fronthaul and perfect fronthaul cases, and demonstrate that exploiting a
relatively few quantization bits, the performance of limited-fronthaul cell-free Massive
MIMO closely approaches the perfect-fronthaul performance. Next, the energy
efficiency maximization problem and max-min fairness problems are considered with
per-user power and fronthaul capacity constraints. We propose an iterative procedure
which exploits a generalized eigen vector problem and geometric programming (GP) to
solve the max-min optimization problem. Numerical results indicate the superiority of
the proposed algorithms over the case of equal power allocation. On the other hand, the
performance of communication systems depends on the propagation channel. To
investigate the performance of MIMO systems, an accurate small scale fading channel
model is necessary.  Geometry-based stochastic channel models (GSCMs) are

mathematically tractable models to investigate the performance of MIMO systems.
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1.1 Overview and Motivation

In recent years, urban population growth has attracted multi-disciplinary research
attention. Not only are people using more mobile data per capita (2x per year), but the
population density in urban areas has also grown. As a result, the data demand density
per unit area has grown exponentially, and will continue to do so in most parts of the
world. Sustainable growth of wireless infrastructure to match this demand is crucial to
the digital economy and lifestyle. The main goal of wireless communications is to
achieve high data capacity without delay. Over the past few years, an abundance of
techniques have been proposed as a means to efficiently scale the wireless capacity. It

remains unclear which technology or set of technologies can meet the demand.
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Massive multiple input multiple output (MIMO) is one of the potential technologies
for the 5th Generation (5G) cellular networks. The conventional way to support a large
geographical area with wireless transmission is to exploit a cellular network methodology
[3], where each base station (BS) serves a set of users. Note that it is not possible to use
a single cell massive MIMO system which covers an effectively unlimited area, such as
an entire country or continent. Hence, we have to divide the large geographical area into
many cells resulting in a multi-cell massive MIMO system [3]. In the following, similar
to the methodology in [4], we consider a given large geographical area and provide a basis

for comparison between different scenarios.

A massive MIMO system can be defined by a 5-tuple (N,, N,,, R, G, W), where N,
and N, refer to the total number of service antennas and total number of users in the area
with N, > N,, G is the N, x N, channel matrix between the NN, users and the N,
antennas, W refers to the N, x N, pre-coding/de-coding matrix between the N,
antennas and the NV, message symbols for/from the NV, users, and R km? is the size of
the service area [4]. For a given area, there are different scenarios to implement massive
MIMO technology. Based on [4], some of them are listed as follows: 1) Single cell
massive MIMO: a single BS equipped with N, antennas communicates with /N, users
distributed in the cell with size R km? ii) multi cell massive MIMO: the service area of
size R km? is divided into N, cells with one BS in each cell, where N, x Nops = Na,
where N, s is the number of antennas at each BS. The BSs jointly serve distributed
users in the cells, and iii) cell-free massive MIMO: large number of access points (APs)
Nap, with few antennas N, ap at each, are randomly distributed through the coverage
area with size R km? [4]. The bottleneck in single-cell and multi-cell networks is the
poor performance of cell edge users [5]. To deal with this problem, cell-free massive
MIMO is introduced. In cell-free massive MIMO, there are no cells, and hence, no
boundaries. All users in the network are coherently served by several randomly
distributed APs via a central processing unit (CPU) [2,6]. In [7] a user-centric approach
is proposed where each user is served by a small number of APs. Cell-free massive
MIMO effectively implements a user-centric approach [8]. Cell-free massive MIMO is a
scalable versions of the network-MIMO systems, or coordinated multipoint processing
(CoMP) [9, 10]. Cell-free massive MIMO is likely a key element of next-generation
networks [8]. In [11], Marzetta characterized the performance of massive MIMO

systems in the context of time division duplexing (TDD), which has widely inspired the
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community [12], which is capable of outperforming frequency division duplexing

(FDD).

On the other hand, another promising set of technologies for 5G is reviewed in [13—
15]: the combination of large antenna arrays and short wavelength carrier waves. To
defeat the effect of path loss at millimetre-wave (mm-wave) bands necessitates highly
directional antennas, which implies that mm-wave communication systems must deploy
massive MIMO. Moreover, this combination allows for a greater bandwidth availability
and extremely high spectral efficiency by utilizing a large number of antennas, whilst
occupying a relatively small area. This technology is known as massive MIMO at the
mm-wave spectrum. Therefore, we investigate an accurate channel model in mm-wave

bands in Chapter 6 of this thesis.

The work in this thesis will consider several significant challenges with a view to

contributing to 5G. Potential challenges that will be considered for this objective involve:

e One of the main issues of cell-free massive MIMO systems which requires more
investigation is the limited-capacity fronthaul links from the APs to a CPU. The
assumption of infinite fronthaul in [2, 16] is not realistic in practice. The fronthaul
requirements for massive MIMO systems, including small-cell and macro-cell BSs
have been investigated in [17]. The fronthaul load is the main challenge in any

distributed antenna systems [17];

e A significant challenge of the SG communication networks is the huge throughput
difference among the users, which is addressed as fairness. Hence, one of the main
tasks of massive MIMO is to provide good performance for all users in the network,
which is referred to max-min fairness. This reveals the significance of max-min

fairness power control problem which maximizes the smallest of all user rates;

e In [18], the authors show that the collocated massive MIMO is energy-efficient.
On the other hand, the authors in [16] investigate the energy efficiency of cell-free
massive MIMO downlink with error-free and unlimited-capacity fronthaul links.
However, it is not yet obvious how energy efficient a cell-free massive MIMO with

limited-fronthaul capacity is;

e Another important issue in massive MIMO systems is user scheduling to maximize
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multiuser diversity gain with imperfect CSI. Recently, a range of user scheduling
schemes have been proposed for large MIMO systems. Most of these, such as
that described in [19], require accurate knowledge of the channel from all potential
users to the BS -which in the massive MIMO case is completely infeasible to obtain.
However, a simplified correlation-based user scheduling algorithm, by considering
massive MIMO simplifications and the effect of the cell geometry is still an open

problem.

e Spatially consistent channel modeling at mm-waves: Standardized MIMO channel
models such as the 3GPP channel model for new radios [20] are geometry-based
stochastic channel models (GSCMs) [21]. However, the available GSCMs at mm-
waves do not necessarily retain spatial consistency in simulated channels, which
is essential for small cells with ultra-dense users. In Chapter 6 of thesis, we work
on parameterization of the COST 2100 channel model, which ensures the spatial
consistency, using a ray-tracer which is adjusted to produce results consistent with

measurements.

1.2 Aims

The aim of this work is to overcome challenges of implementing an ultra-dense radio
access network using “cell-free” massive MIMO techniques and COST 2100 channel

model. The objectives are summarised as follows:

e Exploiting the knowledge channel statistics at the receiver (users’ side in the
downlink and CUP’s end in the uplink) to derive a closed-form expression for

spectral efficiency cell-free massive MIMO.

e To model the effect of quantization due to the limited-capacity fronthaul links from

the APs to the CPU.

e Solving the non-convex max-min fairness problem to maximize the smallest rate of

the users.

e Investigation of energy efficiency of cell-free massive MIMO assuming fronthaul

limited-capacity fronthaul links.
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e Finding a practical user assignment algorithm for cell-free massive MIMO.

e Presenting low complexity correlation-based user scheduling and beamforming
design for collocated massive MIMO under a geometry-based stochastic channel

model.

e Parameterizing COST2100 channel model at mm-wave band based on a ray-tracer

optimized with measurements.

In this thesis, we investigate the practical requirements in cell-free massive MIMO,
namely, the effect of quantization error and the problem of user assignment. Finally, in
this thesis, we aim at bridging the gap between the two groups of research, i.e. this thesis
develops a realistic and practical massive MIMO scheme with the realistic COST 2100

channel model.

1.3 Contributions

The contributions of this thesis are summarised as follows:

e We consider two cases in which: 1) the quantized versions of the channel estimates
and the received signals at the APs are available at the CPU and 1i) the quantized
versions of processed signals at the APs are available at the CPU. The
corresponding achievable rates are derived by using the Use-and-then-Forget
(UaF) bounding technique taking into account the effects of channel estimation
error and quantization error. Next, to improve the performance of the cell-free
massive MIMO system, we propose to use a novel receiver filter, operating at the

CPU, which can be designed based only on the statistics of the channel.

e The uniform quantizer is investigated. Next, we make use of the Bussgang
decomposition to model the effect of quantization and present the analytical

solution to find the optimal step size of the quantizer.
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e We propose a max-min fairness problem which maximizes the smallest of all user
rates under the per-user power and fronthaul capacity constraints. To solve this
problem, the original max-min fairness problem is decomposed into two
sub-problems and an iterative algorithm is developed to solve the max-min
optimization problem. The optimality of the proposed algorithm is proved through
establishing the uplink-downlink duality for the cell-free massive MIMO system
with limited-capacity fronthaul links. We provide the convergence and complexity

analysis of the proposed scheme.

e A novel and efficient user assignment algorithm based on the capacity of fronthaul

links is proposed which results in significant performance improvement.

e An expression for uplink energy efficiency is derived based on channel statistics
and taking into account the effects of channel estimation errors, the effect of pilot
contamination, and quantization error. A novel approach to solve the non-convex
energy efficiency maximization problem is proposed, where we propose to
decompose the original problem into two sub-problems and an iterative algorithm
is developed to determine the optimal solution. Successive convex approximation
(SCA) is used to efficiently solve the power allocation problem. Next, a heuristic
sub-optimal energy efficiency maximization problem is proposed where the
original optimization problem is transformed into a standard geometric
programme (GP). The convergence and complexity analysis of the proposed

schemes are presented.

e Exploiting the eigenvalue spectrum of the channel covariance matrix, we propose
to use the angular bins to build up an approximate eigenchannel, which can be
used for linear precoding design. Next, a new user scheduling scheme is proposed
under the assumption of no instantaneous channel at the BS, other than the channel

correlation. The complexity of the proposed scheme is presented.

e We work on channel parameterization for the COST 2100 channel model using
mobile channel simulations at 61 GHz in Helsinki Airport. We study whether

clusters exist or not. For the first time, we perform clustering of dynamic multipath
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channels, where we identify and track clusters based on the spatial coordinates of

the multi-path components (MPCs).

1.4 Thesis Outline

The thesis structure is as follows:

e Chapter 2: Background

The chapter is dedicated the introduction of the basic concepts of multi-user
MIMO, massive MIMO, and cell-free massive MIMO. Different ways to
implement massive MIMO are described. Next, the fundamental theory of channel
estimation is explained. The basic principle of uniform quantizer is reviewed. We
next present the details of finding the optimal step size of uniform quantizer. The
achievable rate is next explained for the case of unknown channel gain at the
receiver. The details and parameters of COST 2100 channel model and the optimal

uniform quantizer are next provided.

e Chapter 3: Max-Min Rate of Cell-Free Massive MIMO Uplink

In this chapter, a cell-free massive MIMO with limited-capacity fronthaul links is
considered. The optimal uniform quantizer is exploited to quantize the signals at
the APs. The max-min rate optimization problem is investigated where the
smallest rate of the users is maximized. An iterative algorithm is proposed to
tackle the non-convexity of the problem. Next, we propose an efficient AP
assignment to decreases the load of fronthaul links. The convergence and
complexity of the proposed algorithm are provided. Finally, numerical results are

provided to validate the proposed algorithms.

e Chapter 4: Energy Efficiency of the Cell-Free Massive MIMO Uplink

In this chapter, the total energy consumption in a cell-free massive MIMO uplink
is modeled, enabling us to define the energy efficiency optimization problem in

cell-free massive MIMO uplink. The problem is not convex in its initial form and a
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convex approximation is proposed to efficiently solve the original optimization
problem. Next, to reduce the complexity of the system an sub-optimal algorithm is
proposed. Numerical results confirm that the sub-optimal scheme has a very
efficient performance while decreasing the complexity of the system. Next, we
investigate the complexity and convergence of the proposed algorithms. Finally,
numerical results are provided which show the effectiveness of the proposed

algorithms compared to the scheme with equal power allocation.

e Chapter 5: Low Complexity Massive MIMO Techniques Under Realistic
Channel

In this chapter, a collocated massive MIMO system with realistic geometry-based
COST 2100 channel model is considered. The problem of joint user scheduling
and beamforming design is considered while the transmitter has access to the
knowledge of the correlation of the channel. The proposed scheme exploits the
Fourier transform of the correlation matrix at the transmitter. Numerical results
demonstrate that the proposed algorithm achieve a performance very close to the

performance of the scheme with the estimated channel available at the transmitter.
e Chapter 6: Dynamic Multipath Clustering at 61 GHz

In this chapter, we consider ray-tracing results in a large scale environment in
Helsinki airport. Using the [z, y, z] information of the MPCs, we group the MPCs
into clusters. A Kalman filter is exploited to track the cluster positions for different
snapshots. Next, we extract the distribution of cluster life time, distribution of total

number of clusters and distribution of number of MPCs per cluster.
e Chapter 7: Conclusions and Future Work

In this chapter, we present the conclusions of the thesis and the possible future

research directions.
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2.1 Introduction

Massive MIMO is a technology which is obtained by increasing the number of BS

antennas and number of users in MU-MIMO systems. In massive MIMO, a very large

12
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number of antennas (hundreds or even thousands of antennas) communicate with a large
number of users, whereas the number of users 1s much smaller than the number of BS
antennas. In this chapter we study the fundamentals of massive MIMO systems. Next,
we present the basics of the COST 2100 channel model. The spectral and energy
efficiency of the massive MIMO system depend on the geometry of area. Hence, to
investigate the performance of massive MIMO in a real and practical propagation
environment, an accurate geometry-based channel model is essential. Finally, we
provide the details of the quantization model which we have used to model the

quantization error in cell-free massive MIMO.

The chapter is organised as follows: First, an introduction to multi-user MIMO 1is
presented in Section 2.3 which is followed by interesting practical aspects of massive
MIMO in Section 2.4 and the details of channel estimation in Section 2.5, respectively.
Next, the basics of massive MIMO and different types of massive MIMO are introduced
in Sections 2.6 and 2.7, respectively. Then, we present the basic concepts of the realistic
geometry-based COST 2100 channel model in Section 2.8 and detailed analysis of
uniform quantization to find the optimal step size of the quantizer are given in Section
2.9. The details to calculate the achievable rate with unknown channel gain at the
receiver and non-Gaussian noise is discussed in Section 2.10. Finally, a summary of the

chapter is provided in Section 2.11.

2.2 Notation

The following notations are adopted in the rest of the chapter. Uppercase and lowercase
boldface letters are used for matrices and vectors, respectively. The notation E{-} denotes
expectation. | - | stands for absolute value. The conjugate transpose of vector x is x'7,
and X7 denotes the transpose of matrix X. In addition, it is assumed that z ~ CN(0, 0?)
represents a zero-mean circularly symmetric complex Gaussian RV with variance 0. The
conjugate of the variable z is presented by z*. Moreover, [x],, R(z) and Z(x) represent
the nth element of vector x, the real part and imaginary part of the complex variable x,
respectively. Next, diag[x]| refers to a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the

elements of vector x. Note that Iy refers to the NV x NN identity matrix. The notation |z|,
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IX|4er and |X|size stand for the absolute value of x, determinant of matrix X, and the size of

vector X, respectively. Finally, the Kronecker product of X and Y is presented by X ® Y.

2.3 The Basics of Multi-User MIMO

In this section, the basic concepts of multi-user MIMO are presented. Note that massive
MIMO can be regarded as multi-user MIMO with a large number of antennas at the BS.

So, it is essential to understand the basics of multi-user MIMO.

2.3.1 System Model

Consider a single cell MU-MIMO system with M antennas at the BS and K single
antenna users. For the sake of simplicity, we suppose all users and the BS work on the
same time-frequency resource. Moreover, we assume a channel that is known at the BS
and the users. The training schemes for frequency-division duplex (FDD) and

time-division duplex (TDD) are discussed at the end of this chapter.

2.3.2 Uplink Transmission

We consider uplink transmission in a single cell massive MIMO system with M antennas

at the BS and K single antenna users. The M X 1 received signal at the BS is given by

Yup = +/ pupHS + n, (21)
where s = [s1, -+, sk represents the symbol vector of K users, p,, is the average

power for each user in uplink mode. The elements of the noise n are independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random variables (RVs) with zero mean and unit
variance, and independent of the aggregate channel matrix H € C**X_ Based on the

analysis in [22], assuming knowledge of the channel at both transmitter and receiver, the
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Figure 2.1: The uplink of a MU-MIMO system with K single-antenna users in a single
cell.

Shannon sum-capacity is obtained by

Clum cap = log, det (I + p,, H'H) (2.2)

where I refers to X' x K identity matrix. Note that the sum-capacity is achieved by
successive interference cancellation (SIC), where users’ signals are successively decoded

and subtracted out of the received signal [22].

2.3.3 Downlink Transmission

Suppose x € CM*! denotes the transmitted signal from the BS in downlink mode. Then,

the received signal at the kth user is given by

Yai kg = \/p_dh;fx + 2k, (2.3)

where ,/p; denotes the average signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). It is assumed that p; denotes

the data powers, where p; = z—j, where p, is the power of noise. Moreover, z;, represents

CM><1

the Gaussian additive noise at the user k. Moreover, h;, € 1s the channel from the
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Figure 2.2: The downlink of a multi MU-MIMO system with K single-antenna users in a
single cell.

kth user to the BS. The vector of received signals at the K users is given by

ya = /paH'x + 2, (2.4)
where ya = [Yar1, Yaro, *+ » Yari) > Za = |21, 22, -+, 2k)" and H = [hy - - hg].

2.3.4 Linear Receivers in Uplink

The optimal performance in MU-MIMO is obtained by maximum-likelihood (ML)
detection. However, as linear processing is nearly-optimal in massive MIMO [11], we
consider linear processing in this thesis. The received signal y,, is multiplied by the

K x M matrix W as follows:
yup RV pupWHHS + Wn, (2.5)

Each stream of y,,, is decoded. Then, the kth stream is given by

K
gup,k = pupwfhksk + V Pup Z W]]jhk’sk’ + W]f;ln7 (26)
k'#k
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where wy, represents the kth column of W. Hence, the SNR of the kth stream is given by

Pup | Wi'hy |?
Pup D | Wil 24 || wy |2

SINRy = (2.7)

We consider three linear multi user detectors: Maximum Ratio Combining (MRC),
Zero-forcing (ZF), and Minimum mean-square error (MMSE) receiver. The details are

described below.

1) Maximum Ratio Combining (MRC): where w;, = th . Hence, the received SINR
of the kth symbol for MRC is given by

Pup || 1 ||*
- .
Pup Doy, | DBy [2 4 ||y |2

SINRy = (2.8)
In this case, as the received signal at the BS is multiplied by H¥, the signal processing of
MRC is simple.

2) Zero-forcing (ZF) receiver: In ZF receiver, the multiuser interference is completely
removed by projecting each stream onto the orthogonal complement of signal. For the

case of ZF receiver, we can write:
Y = (HIH)'"Hy,, = \/pups + (HYH) 'Hn. (2.9)

Note that to make the matrix H” H invertible, we need M > K. The kth stream of Yup 18

given by:
gup = \/DPupSk + ﬁk) (210)

where the term 7y, is the kth element of (H#H) 'H/n. The SINR of the kth user is
given by

_ Pup
SINR), = (), 2.11)

3) Minimum mean-square error (MMSE) receiver: the MMSE receiver has the best
performance among linear receiver, as it minimizes the mean-square error between the
estimated signal and the transmitted signal. The MMSE receiver is obtained by solving

the following equation

WMSE — in B {[WHH - [} (2.12)
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Based on the analysis in [23], the optimum MMSE receiver is obtained as follows:
—1
wi™ME = /b, (HHY 4+ 1)) hy, (2.13)

where wMMSE refers to the kth column of WMMSE,

2.3.5 Linear Precoding in Downlink

In the downlink, the signal transmitted from M antennas, x, is a linear combination of the
symbols of the all K users. Suppose sj, with E{|si|>} = 1 is the symbol intended for the
kth user. The precoded signal is given by

X = /cW, (2.14)

T

where x = [s1---sg]f, W € CM*E refers to the precoding matrix, and

1
T E{u(WWH)}
E{||s||*} = 1. Hence, the received signal at the kth user is given by

is a normalization constant chosen to satisfy the power constraint

K
Jark = v/CDah Wisi + /cpar Y i Wisi + ny. (2.15)
K2k

Hence, the SINR of the kth symbol for Conjugate Beamforming is given by

pup|hgwk|2
Dup Zg;ék | hilwy 2 +1

SINRy = (2.16)

Three conventional linear beamformers are conjugate beamforming, ZF, and MMSE pre-

coders. The basic concept and properties of these beamformers are the same as linear re-

ceivers. Hence, the we provide their definitions as follows:

H~, Conjugate beamforming,
1

W ={ H* (H'H") , ZF, (2.17)

H* (HTH* + pﬁdlIK> . MMSE.
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Figure 2.3: The performance of uplink sum rate for the linear receivers and the optimal
reciever. Taken from [1].

2.4 Why Is Massive MIMO Practically Interesting?

In massive MIMO, when the number of BS antennas is large, due to the law of large
numbers, the channels of users become orthogonal (please see Section 2.6.2 for the
details). As a result, linear processing is almost optimal. Fig. 2.3 demonstrates the sum
rate performance of the system versus the number of BS antennas with linear receivers.
Let us assume perfect channel knowledge at both receiver and transmitter and assuming
successive decoding, in which users’ signals are successively decoded and subtracted out

of the received signal. Hence the Shannon sum capacity is obtained by [24]

Caum cap = logy det (I + py, M1 ) . (2.18)

As the figure shows, by increasing number of antennas M, the sum rate performance with

linear processing becomes very close to the Shannon sum capacity.
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2.5 Channel Estimation

The channel needs to be estimated at the BS and users. The estimation scheme depends
on the operating modes; FDD and TTD. In this section, we review the general approach

to estimate the channel at both TDD and FDD.

2.5.1 Channel Estimation in TDD Mode

In TDD, the uplink and downlink channel are the same. Hence, the CSI can be obtained
by the following approach [1]:

e Uplink mode: The BS requires CSI for detecting the transmitted signal by the users.
At the first step, the K users transmit K orthogonal pilot sequences to the BS and
the BS estimates CSI based on the received data.

e Downlink mode: The BS requires CSI to design the precoding matrix and each
user needs the effective channel gain to detect the signal of interest. At the first step,
similar to the uplink mode, the K users transmit A orthogonal pilot sequences to the
BS and the BS estimates CSI. As the next step, the BS beamforms pilot sequences
and sends them to the K users. The users estimate the effective channel gains via

the received signal.

As a result, the training scheme in the TDD mode requires 2K symbols (/X symbols
for uplink and K symbols for downlink). Let us suppose channel is constant during 7’

symbols. Hence, the following condition should be satisfied:

2K <T. (2.19)
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2.5.2 Channel Estimation in FDD Mode

Different frequencies are used in the uplink and downlink of FDD mode. Hence, the
uplink and downlink channels in FDD systems are not the same. In this subsection, we
describe a scheme to obtain the channel in the uplink and downlink transmissions of FDD

systems.

e Downlink mode: CSI is required at the BS to design the beamforming matrix. The
BS sends M orthogonal pilots to the K users. Each user estimates the channel
based on the received signal. At the next step, the K users feed back the estimated
channel to the BS. So, M symbols for the downlink and /K symbols for the uplink

are required by this scheme [1].

e Uplink mode: The K users send K orthogonal pilots to the BS. Next, the BS
estimates the channels based on the received signal. This scheme needs KA

channels uses [1].

As aresult, one could conclude that the coherence time of the channel (in symbol) should
be large enough to transmit M + K symbols in downlink and M symbols in uplink mode.

Hence, the channel estimation scheme for FDD mode requires the following condition:

M + K, Downlink
T> (2.20)

M, Uplink .

2.6 The Basics of Massive MIMO

First, we discuss the basic concept that TDD provides better performance than FDD in
massive MIMO systems. Next, favourable propagation and channel hardening in massive

MIMO is provided.
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Figure 2.4: The possible regions for TDD and FDD modes of massive MIMO for the
coherence time 7' = 200. Taken from [1].

2.6.1 1Is TDD or FDD Best Suited to Massive MIMO Systems?

Channel estimation load in TDD mode does not depend on M, while channel estimation
load in FDD systems is a function of M. As a large number of antennas are used in
massive systems, TDD mode is more suitable for massive MIMO systems. Let us consider
an example from [1]: let us assume 7' = 200 symbols denote the coherence interval,
which corresponds to a coherence bandwidth of 200 KHz and coherence time of Ims.
Then (2.20) results in M + K < 200. However, exploiting (2.19), we have K < 100. To
compare TDD and FDD mode, we use Fig. 2.4 which is extracted from [1]. The figure
shows the regions for possible values of M and K for 7" = 200. Fig. 2.4 investigates the
operating feasible regions for different values of (M, K) in the FDD and TDD modes of
massive MIMO systems. As the figure shows, the FDD region is very small compared to
the TDD region. By having a large number of antennas in massive MIMO, we have to use
the whole channel coherence time for channel estimation, which does not leave any time

to transmit data.
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Cell-edge user

Figure 2.5: A single-cell massive MIMO system with K single-antenna users and a BS
equipped with M antennas.

2.6.2 Favourable Propagation

Massive MIMO systems benefit from favourable propagation which introduces the
desirable condition to increase sum-capacity [25]. The mutual orthogonality among the
channel vectors of the users is called favourable propagation [25]. Let us assume the
vectors hy, £k = 1,--- , K denote the size M x 1 channels. Based on [25], the channels
introduce favourable propagation if the following condition hold

0. iz
h/h; = 17 2.21)

[hifl* #0, i=j,

where in (2.21), we use the law of large numbers. Note that based on the law of large
numbers, the average of the results obtained from a large number of trials should be close

to the expected value.

2.7 Different Scenarios to Implement Massive MIMO

As mentioned earlier, a massive MIMO system is determined by the S5-tuple

(M, K,R,H, W), where M and K refer to the total number of service antennas and
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Cell-edge user

Figure 2.6: A multi-cell massive MIMO system with K single-antenna users and L cells,
with one BS at the centre of each cell. The dashed lines denote the fronthaul links from
the APs to the CPU.

total number of users in the area with M > K, and H and W are the channel and
pre-coding/de-coding matrix in the downlink/uplink modes. Note that R km? refers to
the size of the area. In this section we present a performance comparison between three
scenarios as follows: 1) Single cell massive MIMO: a single BS equipped with M
antennas communicates with K users distributed across a single cell with size R km?,
which constitutes the entire service area; ii) multi cell massive MIMO with joint
processing: the service area of size R km? is divided into NV, cells with one BS in each
cell, with total number of service antennas at all BSs is M. The BSs jointly serve
distributed users in the cells, which is combination of massive MIMO and network
MIMO or CoMP [26-28], and iii) cell-free massive MIMO: a large number M of APs,
with a small number N of antennas at each, are randomly distributed through the
coverage area with size R km? [4]. Hence the total number of service antennas in
cell-free massive MIMO 1s N M. Note that a genuine single-cell massive MIMO system
is not realistic in practice- an entire network of users in a country (or even in a city) is
never going to be served by just one cell. In the following, we explain the

above-mentioned system models.
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Figure 2.7: A cell-free massive MIMO system with K single-antenna users and M APs.
The dashed lines denote the fronthaul links from the APs to the CPU.

2.7.1 Single-Cell Massive MIMO

A single BS equipped with large number of antennas communicates with a much smaller
number of users distributed in the cell. Fig. 2.5 represents a single-cell massive MIMO
with a BS with M antennas and K single antenna users. As the figure shows, the “cell
edge” users are far away from the BS and suffer from very high pathloss, which results in

poor service for the cell edge users.

2.7.2 Multi-Cell Massive MIMO

In multi-cell massive MIMO, the area is divided into several cells and there is one BS
at the centre of each cell. The BSs could be connected to the CPU via fronthaul links.
However, the low throughput of cell edge users remains a limitation factor in realistic
multi-cell massive MIMO systems [5]. The system model of multi-cell massive MIMO is

demonstrated in Fig. 2.6.
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Figure 2.8: The achievable rate versus total number of antennas with conjugate beam-
forming, orthogonal pilot sequences, pilot power p, = 100 mW, downlink data power
pa = 200 mW, and size of area 2 x 2 km?. For the case of cell-free massive MIMO,
there are M single-antenna APs which are uniformly distributed through the area. In case
of single-cell massive MIMO, there is one BS with M antennas at the centre of cell. In
multi-cell massive MIMO, we divide the area into 4 cells and assume one BS at the centre
of each cell. Moreover, it is assumed that each BS has % antennas. Note that this result
is a contribution of this thesis and is included here to the sake of completeness.

2.7.3 Cell-Free Massive MIMO

In this subsection, we explain the concept of cell-free massive MIMO which has gained a
lot of attention recently because of its potential to ensure uniformly good service rates for
all users [2]. Cell-free massive MIMO system is a combination of distributed MIMO and
massive MIMO systems [2]. The distributed APs are connected to a CPU via fronthaul
links [2]. The system model of cell-free massive MIMO is presented in Fig. 2.7.

In cell-free massive MIMO, many distributed APs are connected to one or several
CPUs and coherently serve many distributed users [2]. In other words, here the service
antennas can be assumed as the elements of a very large distributed antenna array in a
multiuser MIMO system. This approach provides many of the benefits of cloud radio
access network (C-RAN), enjoying lower path loss as well as distributed signal

processing. Note that in C-RAN the radio access network (RAN) over an area of
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possible tens of km? is treated as a distributed antenna system (DAS) in which AP
antennas are connected to a large central baseband processing unit (BBU). Cell-free
massive MIMO is an effectively scalable version of network MIMO, or CoMP [9, 10],
and can effectively eliminate the concept of cells. One of the main issues of cell-free
massive MIMO systems which requires more investigation is the limited-capacity
backhaul links from the APs to the CPU. Due to the combination of massive MIMO and
distributed MIMO, cell-free massive MIMO benefits from high system throughput and
energy efficiency [2,29]. Fig. 2.8 presents a performance comparision between cell-free
massive MIMO and single-cell massive MIMO versus total number of antennas M. Note
that we deploy M single-antenna APs in cell-free massive MIMO. As the figure shows
cell-free massive MIMO provides a better performance thanks to the fact that APs have a

smaller geographical distance to the users.

2.7.4 Cell-Free Massive MIMO System Model

We consider uplink transmission in a cell-free massive MIMO system with A/ APs and
K single-antenna users randomly distributed in a large area. Moreover, we assume each
AP has N antennas, as shown in Fig. 2.9. The channel coefficient vector between the kth

user and the mth AP, g,,,, € CV*!, is modeled as

gmk = V Bk, (2.22)

where (3, denotes the large-scale fading, the elements of h,,;, are i.i.d. CN(0,1) RVs,
and represent the small-scale fading [2]. Note that throughout this thesis we refer to (,,x
by the statistics of the channel. The large-scale fading 3, changes very slowly with time.
Compared to the small-scale fading, the large-scale fading changes much more slowly,
some 40 times slower according to [12,30]. Therefore, 3, can be estimated in advance.
One simple way is that the AP takes the average of the power level of the received signal
over a long time period. A similar technique for collocated massive MIMO is discussed

in Section III-D of [12].
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Figure 2.9: The uplink of a cell-free massive MIMO system with K single-antenna users
and M APs. Each AP is equipped with N antennas. The solid lines denote the uplink
channels and the dashed lines present the fronthaul links from the APs to the CPU. Sim-
ilar to [2], we assume that the simulation area is wrapped around at the edges which can
simulate an area without boundaries. Hence, the square simulation area has eight neigh-
bours.

2.7.5 Uplink Channel Estimation in Cell-Free Massive MIMO

In order to estimate channel coefficients in the uplink, the APs employ a minimum mean-
square error (MMSE) estimator. During the training phase, all K users simultaneously
transmit their pilot sequences of length 7 symbols to the APs. Let /7@, € C™*!, where
|#r||? = 1, be the pilot sequence assigned to the kth user. Then, the received signal at the

mth AP is given by

K
Y? = 70, ) gmkdh + WH, (2.23)
k=1

where vector W2 € CV*7 is the noise whose elements are i.i.d. CA/(0, 1). Moreover, p,
is the normalized transmit SNR of each pilot symbol, where p, = Z—:, where p, and p,
refer to the transmit pilot power and the noise power, respectively. Next, the APs exploit

the pilot sequence ¢, to correlate the received signal with the pilot sequence as follows

[2]:

K
Vo e = Y0t = 70,8k + /TPy D S Bridi + Wiy (2.24)

k' £k
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where w’ = W? ¢! The linear MMSE estimate of ¢, is

. E {8t i)
Emk = é yﬁl’k = Cmk
B[54/}

where that the expectations are taken over small-scale fading and noise. Next, ¢, is

K
Na a7 gmk/¢5¢k+v‘v§;k> ,(2.25)

k' #k

obtained as [2]

VTPpmi (2.26)

Cmk = 2 .
TPp Z§=1 Bk ‘¢g¢k| +1

Note that, as in [2], we assume that the large-scale fading, (,.x, is known. The estimated
channels in (2.25) are used by the APs to design the receiver filter coefficients and deter-
mine power allocations at users to maximize the minimum rate of the users. Note that the
channel g, has N i.i.d. Gaussian elements. Therefore, the power on the nth component
of g,.x 1s defined as follows:

POk

Yo = E {|[&mi]|*} = = /TPy Bk (2.27)
TPy Sy B [ S5 + 1

In this thesis, we investigate the cases of both random pilot assignment and orthogonal
pilots in cell-free massive MIMO. Here the term “orthogonal pilots” refers to the case
where unique orthogonal pilots are assigned to all users. In the case of orthogonal pilots,
the length of pilots is 7 > K. Hence, the pilots assigned to the users are orthogonal.
Moreover, for case of “random pilot assignment”, we have 7 < K. Hence, similar to the
scheme in [2,31], each user is randomly assigned a pilot sequence from a set of orthogonal

sequences of length 7 (< K).

2.8 The Basics of COST 2100 Channel Model

The propagation channel model is the basis of wireless communications. An accurate
and realistic channel model is a requirement for 5G systems. This section investigates a

geometry-based channel model in detail.
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Figure 2.10: The general description of the cluster model. The spatial spreads for cth
cluster are given.

COST 2100 Channel Model

In geometry-based stochastic channel models (GSCMs), the double directional channel

impulse response is a superposition of MPCs. The channel is given by [32]

Ne Np
h(r,0,0) = a;i;6(¢ — ¢17)6(0 — 0:;)5(7 — 71), (2.28)

j=1 i=1
where NN, denotes the number of multipath components, 7 denotes the delay, 6 denotes the
Dirac delta function, and ¢ and 6 represent the direction of arrival (DoA) and direction of
departure (DoD) respectively. Similar to [32], we group the multipath components with
similar delay and directions (depending on cluster delay spread) into clusters. Three kinds
of clusters are defined; local clusters, single clusters and twin clusters. Local clusters are
located around users and the BS while single clusters represented by one cluster and twin
clusters are characterized by two clusters related respectively to the user and the BS side
as shown in Fig. 2.10. A local cluster is a single cluster that surrounds a user: single
clusters can also occur in a different position. Twin clusters consist of a linked pair of
clusters, one of which defines the angles of departure of multipaths from the transmitter,
while the other defines the angles of arrival at the receiver [32]. There is a large number
of clusters in the area, however only some of them can contribute to the channel. The
circular visibility region (VR) determines whether the cluster is active or not for a given

user. The MPC’s gain scales by a transition function that is given by
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(2.29)

AVR<7:MS> = 5 — % arctan N
C

1 (2\/§(Lc +dysve — Rc))

where 7,5 is the centre of the VR, R denotes the VR radius, Lo represents the size of
the transition region and dygs, r refers to the distance between the mobile stations (MS)s
and the VR centre. Moreover, A denotes the wavelength (in m). For a constant expected

number of clusters N¢, the area density of VRs is given by

Ne —1
pPc =

= 2.30
T (RC — Lc)Q ( )

All clusters are ellipsoids in the environment and can be characterized by the cluster
spatial delay spread, elevation spread and azimuth spread. Once the position of the BS
and users are fixed, we need to determine the positions of the clusters in the area by
geometrical calculations. For the local clusters, we consider a circle around the users and
the BS, so that the size of the local cluster can be characterized by the cluster delay spread
(ac), elevation spread (h¢) and the position of MPCs [32]. For local clusters the cluster

delay, azimuth and elevation spreads can be given by

A
ac — ;CO, (2.31a)
bo = ac, (2.31b)
hc = dC,BS tan 935, (2310)

where ¢, denotes the speed of light, d¢ ps is the distance between the cluster and the BS,
AT refers to the delay spread and €5 is the elevation spread seen by the BS. The delay
spread, angular spreads and shadow fading are correlated RVs and for all kinds of clusters

are given by [33]

AT, = MT(%)%logT%a (2.32a)
B, = 15107975, (2.32b)
S,, = 1076, (2.32¢)

where AT, refers to the delay spread, (. denotes angular spread, and S,, is the shadow
fading of cluster c. Moreover, X, Y. and Z, denote correlated RVs with zero mean and

unit variance. Correlated random process can be simulated using Cholesky factorization
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[33]. Cholesky factorization can be used to generate a random vector with a desired
covariance matrix [34]. The MPCs’ positions can be drawn from the truncated Gaussian

distribution given by [32]

1 . T — Hro ?
fr =14 \2mod, eXp( {ﬁa]) i< e, (2.33)

0 otherwise,

where 7 denotes the truncation value. For single clusters, the cluster delay, azimuth and

elevation spreads can be given by

ac = Atcy/2, (2.34a)
bC’ = dC,BS tan ¢BS7 (234b)
hc = dC,BS tan 935. (2.340)

To get the fixed positions of the single clusters, the radial distance of the cluster from the

BS is drawn from the exponential distribution [32]

0 T < Tmin,

f(T) = 1 ( T'min
—exp —(r— -

(2.35)

)) otherwise.

To determine the fixed position of the cluster, the angle of the cluster can be drawn from
the Gaussian distribution with a standard deviation o4 . For the twin clusters, for both

the BS and user side clusters we have

A
ac ==, (2.36a)
bc = dC,BS tan CbBS' (236]3)
For the BS side cluster, the elevation spread can be given by
hC = dC,BS tan 0B87 (237)

while for the MS side cluster, we have

ho = dC,MS tan QMS- (238)
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Fig. 2.10 gives an example of the geometry of the C'th cluster. For twin clusters, the
distance between the cluster and the BS and the distance from the VR centre and the MS
is given by [32]

dchS tan (I)C',BS = dCQMS tan (I)C,MS- (239)

The delay of a cluster is represented by [32]

Tc = (de,ps + dovs + de) /co + Tc ik, (2.40)

where the geometrical distance between twin clusters is represented by dc, d¢ ars denotes
the geometrical distance between the user and the centre of the visibility region, d¢ ps
refers to the distance between the BS and the cluster, and finally 7¢ ;.. is the cluster link

delay between the twin clusters. Hence, the cluster power attenuation is given by [32]

Ac = max (exp [—k,(1¢ — 70)], exp [~ k- (T8 — T0)]) , (2.41)

where £, denotes the decay parameter, and 75 is the cut-off delay. We assume Rayleigh
fading for the MPCs within each cluster. Hence, the complex amplitude of the :th MPC
in the jth cluster in (2.28) is given by

aij = /LyAvrv AcAnpc € 72T, (2.42)

where L, is the channel path loss, A,/ p¢ is the power of each MPC which is characterized
by the Rayleigh fading distribution and 7; ; is the delay of the ith MPC in cluster j given

by [32]

(drpe,,Bs + dupc,, ms)
Tij = - o . + T Cink- (2.43)

By assuming a fixed OFDM subcarrier, we can drop the variable 7; ; from (5.6). For the
non-line-of-sight (NLoS) case of the micro-cell scenario, the path loss expression can be

given by [35]
4
L, = 26log, d + 20 1og10(77r), (2.44)
where d and again A\ denote the distance (in m) and the wavelength (in m), respectively.

Note that the basics of COST 2100 channel model presented in this section are exploited
in Chapters 5 and 6.
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2.9 The Basics of Optimal Uniform Quantization

Based on Bussgang’s theorem [36], the output of a non-linear function such as a quantizer

with Gaussian input can be represented as a linear function as follows:

Q(z) = h(z) = az + ng, Yk, (2.45)

where a is a constant value and n 4 refers to the distortion noise which is uncorrelated with

the input of the quantizer, z. The term «a is given by

_E{zn(2)} 1

- S /Z Sh(3) [ (3)d2, (2.46)

where p. = E{|z|?} = E{2?} is the power of z and we drop absolute value as z is a real
number, and f,(z) is the probability distribution function of z. Define
L _E(RG) 1

= B /Z B2 (3) 1. (2)dz. (2.47)

Then, the signal-to-distortion noise ratio (SDNR) is

2 2 2
SDNR — BA@2)}  pea”  a (2.48)

E{n2}  p.(b—a?) b—a?’

According to [36], the midrise uniform quantizer function h(z) is given by

LI zg—(%%—l)A,
h(z)=q(I+3HA IA<z<(+D)Al=-5+1,- L2 (2.49)
L=1A z > (%—1) A,

where A is the step size of the quantizer and L = 2%, where « is number of quantization
bits. Note that the lemma and the analysis provided below are novelty of this thesis, and

we include them in this chapter for the sake of completeness.
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Lemma 1. The terms a and b are obtained as follows:

2A2
2 Ly ~
= A 2 2p. 41 2.50
a - YA e + , ( a)
A%y 5-1 A
b:p—z(z—i—élzll ZQ(\/FZ)), (2.50b)

where Q) is the Q-function and is given by () = %erfc (\%), where erfc refers to the

complementary error function [37].

Proof: We exploit (2.46) and (2.49) to find a and b for uniform quantizer as follows:

a:l/ zh(2) f.(2)dz
Pz J -
—Lyg B I=—5+1 (I+1)A

_ L / NG TS / x(z+1) Af.(2)dz

22 —00 2 . I A 2

:*5+1

| o (L—1)A (L—1)°
+ /1512 5 f.(z)d ) N exp (— 5

L_9

SRR
" XL:H V2Tp;

A2 (1+1)°A?

exp 5 exp 5

L-na ( (G-1

Sl ey

2 rp. P 2

%_llA 2A2 %_2l’lA 2 A2
azzz(ﬂ) ep_lA_Z(JrQ) (A

i \21p, 2 T V2mp, 2
- 22 NS
_z Ly V2T ’ 2

3 C12A2
— 2 Zexp( ZQA)H , (2.51)




CHAPTER 2. BACKGROUND 36

,-E0RO)_ L

= E{2] . h*(2)f.(2)dz

oo

L
BEST AU (g)) 252

where the steps a; and ay, come from the property that the input of the quantizer has
the Gaussian distribution, and I’ = [ + 1, respectively.
In general, terms a and b are functions of the power of the quantizer input, p,. To remove
this dependency, we normalize the input signal by dividing the input signal, 2, by the

square root of its power, ,/p., and then multiply the quantizer output by its square root,

\/p-. Hence, by introducing a new variable z = \/;7, we have

Q(z) = /p-Q(%)
= Q\/D2Z + \/D2Tud
= Gz + /D2 Na- (2.53)

Note that (2.53) enables us to find the optimum step size of the quantizer and the

corresponding a. The optimal step size of the quantizer is obtained by solving the
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following maximization problem:

Agpe = arg max SDNR
A

CL2

= arg max
A —a

&2

2

Iy
= argmax =
A b — a2
aQ
= arg max —=
A b

) 1)
A
= arg max

. (+4Z~ 2(32))
(zﬁzfzexp( ) )

= arg max (2.54)
A Lyt

where in step /;, we have used (2.53) and step /> comes from results in Lemma 1. The
maximization problem in (2.54) can be solved through a one-dimensional search over
A for a given L in a symbolic mathematics tool such as Mathematica. For the input Z
with p; = 1, the optimal step size of the quantizer, the resulting distortion noise power,

pi, = E{|74|?} = b — @, and the resulting & are summarized in Table 2.1.

Remark 1. Interestingly, the optimal values for quantization step size, Ny, given in
Table 2.1, are exactly the same as the optimal values of quantization step size without
using Bussgang theorem in [38]. In [38], J. Max did not provide any analytical solution
to obtain the optimal quantization step size. Moreover, J. Max only calculates the optimal
step size and the resulting distortion power for o = 1, - - - |5 whereas Lemma 1 enables us
to calculate the optimal step size and the resulting distortion power for any quantization

resolution values for o up to 18 listed in Table 2.1.
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Table 2.1: The optimal step size and distortion power of a uniform quantizer with Buss-

gang decomposition.

a Aopt pa, =b—a? a

1 1.596 0.2313 0.6366

2 0.9957 0.10472 0.88115
3 0.586 0.036037 0.96256
4 0.3352 0.011409 0.98845
5 0.1881 0.003482 0.996505
6 0.1041 0.0010389 0.99896
7 0.0568 0.0003042 0.99969
8 0.0307 0.0000876 0.999912
9 0.0165 0.0000249 0.999975
10 0.0088 6.99696 x 10~  0.999993
11 0.004649 1.94441 x 10~° 0.999998
12 0.0024484 5.35536 x 10~7  0.999999
13 0.001283 1.46369 x 10~ 1

14 0.001283 3.97394 x 108 1

15 0.000349 1.0727 x 1078 1

16 0.0001812 2.88095 x 10~ 1

17 0.0000938 7.70251 x 1010 1

18 0.0000485 2.05146 x 10~10 1

2.10 Achievable Rate with Unknown Channel Gain at

the Receiver and Non-Gaussian Noise

It is a common assumption that in massive MIMO, the BS or users do not have
knowledge of the channel gain [4,24]. So, in this section, we investigate the achievable
rate without assuming knowledge of channel at the receiver. Let us assume g is a scalar

RV representing the point-to-point fading channel. Hence, the received signal is given by

Y = \/pP9T + w, (2.55)

where z is the transmitted symbol (E{|z|?}] < 1) and p is the power and w is noise.
Similar to [24, Section 2.3.4], we assume g and w are independent, and there is no
assumption considered on the statistical relationship between g and w. Based on

[24, Section 2.3.4], to calculate the achievable rate, we need to re-write the received




CHAPTER 2. BACKGROUND 39

signal as follows:

v=VPE{g}r+ilg—E{g) et uw. 2:56)

effective noise

Note that the term /p (g —E{g})x is due to the lack of the information about g.
Following the methodology in [24, Section 2.3.4], the second and third terms in (2.56)
are mutually uncorrelated, and moreover, they are uncorrelated with z. The term w is the

effective noise. Finally, the achievable rate is given by

B pIE{g} I*
R = log, (1 t Narig) 1 1) . (2.57)

Assuming C' refers to the capacity of this channel, we have [24]

C > R. (2.58)

By using (2.57) and (2.58) and the analysis in [24], one could conclude that the bound
in (2.58) is helpful if g oscillates closely around its expected value IE {g} resulting small
variance Var {g} [24]. Finally, exploiting the effect of channel hardening, although ¢ is

random, the value of g — E {¢} is small, resulting in small Var {g}.

2.11 Summary

The chapter is summarised as follows:

e A general overview of the basics related to the current thesis has been provided.
Some background knowledge which is essential for the upcoming chapters of the

thesis has been presented.

e In this chapter we have given an overview of basics of MU-MIMO systems. The
linear transmission schemes including ZFBF and MRT and the SINR of

performance of the system with linear precoding have been presented.

e Different ways of massive MIMO implementations have been discussed: single-cell

massive MIMO; multi-cell massive MIMO; cell-free massive MIMO.
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The principles of channel estimation in cell-free massive MIMO uplink have been

investigated.

The detailed parameter set of realistic geometry-based COST 2100 channel model

has been presented.

The general concept of the uniform quantizer has been introduced. Next a detailed

analysis to find the optimal step size of the uniform quantizer has been provided.

The details of calculating the achievable rate with unknown channel gain at the

receiver and non-Gaussian noise have been presented.
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3.1 Introduction

One of the main issues of cell-free massive MIMO systems which requires more

investigation is the limited-capacity fronthaul links from the APs to a CPU. The

41
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assumption of infinite fronthaul in [2, 16] is not realistic in practice. First, we consider
the case where all APs send back the quantized version of the minimum mean-square
error (MMSE) estimate of the channel from each user and the quantized version of the
received signal to the CPU. We next study the case when each AP multiplies the received
signal by the conjugate of the estimated channel from each user, and sends back a
quantized version of this weighted signal to the CPU. We derive the total number of bits
for both cases and show that given the same fronthaul capacity for both cases, the
relative performance of the aforementioned cases depends on the number of antennas at
each AP, the total number of APs and the channel coherence time. A new approach is
provided to the analysis of the effect of fronthaul quantization on the uplink of cell-free
massive MIMO. While there has been significant work in the context of network MIMO
on compression techniques such as Wyner-Ziv coding for interconnection of distributed
BSs, here for simplicity (and hence improved scalability) we assume simple uniform
quantization. We exploit the Bussgang decomposition [36] to model the effect of

quantization.

In [2, 6, 16] the authors propose that the APs design the linear receivers based on the
estimated channels, and that this is carried out locally at the APs. Hence, the CPU exploits
only the statistics of the channel for data detection. However, in this thesis, we propose to
exploit a new receiver filter at the CPU to improve the performance of cell-free massive
MIMO systems. The coefficients of the proposed receiver filter are designed based on
only the statistics of the channel, which is different from the linear receiver at the APs.
The proposed receiver filter significantly improves the performance of the uplink of cell-

free massive MIMO.

We next investigate an uplink max-min rate problem with limited fronthaul links. In
particular, the receiver filter coefficients and power allocation are optimized in the
proposed scheme whereas the work in [2] only considered user power allocations. In
particular, we propose a new approach to solve this max-min problem. A similar
max—min rate problem based on signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) known as
SINR balancing in the literature has been considered for cognitive radio networks in
[39,40]. In [41,42], the authors consider MIMO systems and study the problem of
max-min user rate to maximize the smallest user SINR. The problem of uplink-downlink

duality has been investigated in [43, 44]. Note that none of the previous works on
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uplink-downlink duality consider massive MIMO and the SINR formula in single-cell
does not include any pilot contamination, channel estimation and quantization

distortions.

To tackle the non-convexity of the original max-min rate problem, we propose to
decouple the original problem into two sub-problems, namely, receiver filter coefficient
design, and power allocation. We next show that the receiver filter coefficient design
problem may be solved through a generalized eigenvalue problem [45]. Moreover, the
user power allocation problem is solved through standard geometric programming (GP)
[46,47]. We present an iterative algorithm to alternately solve each sub-problem while
one of the design parameters is fixed. Next an uplink-downlink duality for cell-free
massive MIMO system with limited fronthaul links is established to validate the
optimality of the proposed scheme. We show that there exists an equivalent problem
related to virtual downlink SINR to realize the same user rate in the uplink with an
equivalent total power constraint and the same receiver filter coefficients. By solving this
equivalent virtual max-min SINR problem, the optimality of the proposed scheme in the
uplink is validated. We finally propose an efficient user assignment algorithm and show
that further improvement is achieved by the proposed user assignment algorithm. The

contributions of the chapter are summarized as follows:

1. We consider two cases: i) the quantized versions of the channel estimates and the
received signals at the APs are available at the CPU and ii) the quantized versions of
processed signals at the APs are available at the CPU. The corresponding achievable
rates are derived taking into account the effects of channel estimation error and

quantization distortion.

2. We make use of the Bussgang decomposition to model the effect of quantization

and present the analytical solution to find the optimal step size of the quantizer.

3. We propose a max-min fairness power control problem which maximizes the
smallest of all user rates under the per-user power and fronthaul capacity
constraints. To solve this problem, the original problem is decomposed into two
sub-problems and an iterative algorithm is developed. The optimality of the
proposed algorithm is proved through establishing the uplink-downlink duality for

the cell-free massive MIMO system with limited fronthaul link capacities.
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Figure 3.1: The uplink of a cell-free massive MIMO system with K single-antenna users
and M APs. Each AP is equipped with N antennas. The solid lines denote the uplink
channels and the dashed lines present the limited-capacity fronthaul links from the APs
to the CPU.

4. A novel and efficient user assignment algorithm based on the capacity of fronthaul

links is proposed which results in significant performance improvement.

The chapter is outlined as follows; Section II describes the system model and Section III
provides performance analysis. The proposed max-min rate scheme is presented in
Section IV and the convergence is provided in Section V. The optimality of the proposed
scheme is proved in Section VI. Section VII investigates the proposed user assignment
algorithm. Numerical results are presented in Section VIII, and finally Section IX

concludes the chapter.

3.2 System Model

We consider uplink transmission in a cell-free massive MIMO system with M APs and
K single-antenna users randomly distributed in a large area. Moreover, we assume each
AP has N antennas. The channel coefficient vector between the kth user and the mth AP,
gmi € CNVX1 is modeled as g1, = v/Bomihmi, Where 3, denotes the large-scale fading,
the elemnts of h,,,; are i.i.d. CA/(0, 1) RVs, and represent the small-scale fading [2]. Note

that the uplink channel estimation is presented in Section 2.7.5.
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Uplink Transmission

In this subsection, we consider the uplink data transmission, where all users send their
signals to the APs. The transmitted signal from the kth user is represented by z;, =
P4k Sk, Where sy, (E{|sx|*} = 1) and g;, denotes the transmitted symbol and the transmit
power from the kth user, respectively. The N x 1 received signal at the mth AP from all

users is given by
K
Ym = /P Y Smkv/GeSk + D, 3.1)
k=1

where p represents the normalized uplink signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) (see Section VIII
for more details). Moreover, each element of n,,, € CV*1, Nnm ~ CN(0,1) is the noise

at the mth AP.

3.3 Performance Analysis

In this section, the performance analysis for two cases is presented. First we consider the
case when the quantized versions of the channel estimates and the received signals are
available at the CPU. Next, it is assumed that only the quantized versions of the weighted

signals are available at the CPU.

Case 1. Quantized Estimate of the Channel and Quantized Signal Available at the
CPU: The mth AP quantizes the terms g,,, V£, and y,,, and forwards the quantized CSI
and the quantized signals in each symbol duration to the CPU. The quantized signal can

be obtained as:

[Ymln = @[ymln + [€0]n = [Cnln + J[Vmln, Ym,n, (3.2)

where [e? ], refers to the quantization distortion, and [(,,], and [v,,], are the real and
imaginary parts of [¥,,],, respectively. The analog-to-digital converter (ADC) quantizes
the real and imaginary parts of [y,,], with « bits each, which introduces quantization

distortions [€Y ],, to the received signals [48]. In addition, the ADC quantizes the MMSE
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estimate of CSI as:

where [@,,x], and [K,,x], denote the real and imaginary parts of [g,,x]., respectively. For
simplicity, we assume all APs use the same number of bits to quantize the received signal,
Y, and the estimated channel, &,,;. Therefore, E {|[&%],|"} = E {Héfnk]n\Q} = 02,

where E {|[é§§1]n|2} and E {|[égm]n|2} are quantization distortions of a quantizer with

[}’m}n [gmk]n
and
VE{|lymlnl?} E{|[&mr]n|?}

due to power normalization, p;,, @, b, and optimal A for (3.2) and (3.3) are the same and

normalized input , respectively, and 0? = p;,. Note that

provided in Table 2.1. The received signal for the kth user after using the MRC detector
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at the CPU is given by

M M R H

m=1 m=1
M \H K
m=1 k=1
M
=a%\/pE {Z Umkéﬁkgmk\/q_k} Sk
N m=1
DS,
M
+ d2 Z umkggknm
m=1
TNy
M M
=1 m=1
BU,,
K M
F @Y DY Uk Bk T Sk
Kk m=1
IUTZk/
K M
+ VP tmi(€)) "Bnie /e
k'=1 N m=1
TQBkk/
M
Y u(e],) M
m=1 .
Tagz
M
+ azumkggke%
m=1
TQDY
M \H
+ Zumk (ei,k> e G-4)
=l y
T(;];Zy

where DS;, and BU;, denote the desired signal (DS) and beamforming uncertainty (BU)
for the kth user, respectively, and IUI, represents the inter-user-interference (IUI) caused
by the £’th user. In addition, TN}, accounts for the total noise (TN) following the MRC
detection, and finally the terms TQD), TQD}, TQD} and TQD,, refer to the total

quantization distortion (TQD) at the kth user due to the quantization distortions at the
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channel and signal. Moreover, by collecting all the coefficients w,,;, ¥Ym, corresponding
to the kth user, we define w;, = [, uop, - -+ , upk]” and without loss of generality, it is

assumed that ||ug|| = 1. The optimal values of w,, are investigated in Section IV.

Proposition 1. Terms DSy, BUy, IUly, TON,,,, TONY], TON}], TON}’ are mutually un-

correlated.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix 3.A. |

To obtain an achievable rate, we use the analysis in [2]. This techniques is commonly
used in massive MIMO [23,49] since it yields a simple and tight achievable rate which
enables us to further design the systems. The tightness of this bound for cell-free
massive MIMO is presented in [2]. Using Proposition 1 and the lower bound technique
in [2], we can obtain an achievable rate as R$™°! = log,(1 4+ SINR{™®!), where
SINR{™¢! is given by

SINRG™¢ = (3.5)

d4|Dsk|2

tefn o ot 5 o 0 i 2 e o

The closed-form expression for the achievable uplink rate of the kth user is given in the

following theorem.

Theorem 1. Having the quantized CSI and the quantized signal at the CPU and employ-
ing MRC detection at the CPU, the closed-form expression for the achievable rate of the
kth user is given by RS®¢! = log,(1 + SINRS“*!), where the SINR“* ! is given by

SINRgase 1: (3 6)
N3¢ (ZM U ) ’
k m=1 mkYmk

Cro
+N( tr ) Z umkakZ % mk’+ (

k'=1

)

Cro
o + 1) Z Umk’ymk

N2 Qk'(mz Umk’)’mkﬁﬂ ) ‘¢k bk

k'#k

_ _ 952 2 4
where Vi = \/TpPpBmkCmk and Cyyy = 2a°0% + 0.

Proof: The power of quantization distortions can be obtained as

E {|[ef]n|"} =E {|[&%]n]"} (p > qkfﬁmkfﬂ) : (3.7a)

k'=1

E {lfefyilol’} =E {I185,clal’} 2o (3.7b)
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Since E {|[&2],]} = E {|[éi1k]n|2} = 02, we have:

e

K
E{|le}]a"} = o2 (p > B + 1> , (3.82)

k'=1

E {Hefnk]nl2} = 0% Y- (3.8b)

Using (3.7) and the fact that quantization distortion is indepnedent with the input of the

quantizer, after some mathematical manipulations, we have:

K
@K {|TQD}*} +@E {|TQD}[* } +a*>_E {|TQD,%)

k'=1
M K
+E{ITQDY [} = NCiot 3ttt (p S B + 1) . (39)
m=1 k'=1

Note that the terms |DSy,|*, E{|BUy,|*}, and E{[IUL4/|"} are derived in (3.45), (3.46) and
(3.51), respectively. Finally substituting (3.9), (3.45), (3.46) and (3.51) into (3.5) results
in (3.6), which completes the proof of Theorem 1. |

Case 2. Quantized Weighted Signal Available at the CPU: The mth AP quantizes the
terms z,, . = g, y,,, Vk, and forwards the quantized signals in each symbol duration to
the CPU as

Emk = ggkym = Tmk T jsmku Vk, (310)

where 7, and s, represent the real and imaginary parts of z,,,. An ADC quantizes the
real and imaginary parts of z,,; with a bits each, which introduces quantization
distortions to the received signals [48]. Let us consider the term e ;. as the quantization
distortion of the mth AP. Hence, using the Bussgang decomposition, the relation

between z,,; and its quantized version, Z,,, can be written as

ok = Ak + € (3.11)

Remark 2. Note that we assume that only the statistics of the channel are known, and
the variance at the quantization input is defined on average over the channels. Although

the input of the quantizer is not precisely Gaussian, since it is the sum of many random
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Figure 3.2: Cumulative distribution of the input of the quantizer with K = 40, N = 10

and 7, = K.
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Figure 3.3: Cumulative distribution of the input of the quantizer with K = 40, N =1

and 7, = K.

variates, from the central limit theorem, it has a near Gaussian distribution. Therefore, we

use the Bussgang decomposition, making the approximation that the input of the quantizer

is Gaussian distributed. The Gaussian approximation can be verified numerically, for

typical parameter values, as shown in Figs. 3.2-3.4, we can see that the cumulative

distribution of the empirical distribution matches very well with that of the Gaussian

distribution.
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Figure 3.4: Cumulative distribution of the input of the quantizer with K = 40, N =1
and 7, = 30.

The aggregated received signal at the CPU can be written as

M
~ ~H z
T = E Umk| @ Y m +emk
m=1 v

Zmk

K M M M
= &\/ﬁz Zumkggkgmk/\/ qi’' Sk’ +& Z umkggknm + Z umkefnk
k'=1m=1 m=1 m=1

M
=a+/pE {Z Umkgﬁkgmk\/q_k} Sk
m=1

(. J
v~

DSy,

M M
=1 m=1

J

-~
BUy

K M
+ Z a/p Z Ukt Gk /T Sk
m=1

K #k

~~
1UI,,,./
M
~ 2 ~H
+a Umk8miNm

m=1

TNy,

M
m=1
———
TQD,

where TQD,, refers to the total quantization distortion (TQD) at the kth user. Note that
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in cell-free massive MIMO with M — oo, due to the channel hardening property (please
refer to Section 2.10 for more details), detection using only the channel statistics is nearly
optimal. This is shown in [2] (see Fig. 2 of reference [2] and its discussion). Moreover,
in [2] the authors show that in cell-free massive MIMO with M — oo, the received
signal includes only the desired signal plus interference from the pilot sequence non-
orthogonality. Finally, using the analysis in [2], the corresponding SINR of the received
signal in (3.12) can be defined by considering the worst-case of the uncorrelated Gaussian
noise is given by

2
SINRgase 2 — |DS]€‘

. (3.13)
K 1
E{BU} + 3 E{|IUL|*} +E {|TNk|2}+§E {|TQD,*}

k' #k

Based on the SINR definition in (3.13), the achievable uplink rate of the kth user is given

in the following theorem.

Theorem 2. Having the quantized weighted signal at the CPU and employing MRC
detection at the CPU, the achievable uplink rate of the kth user in the cell-free massive
MIMO system is R = log,(1 4 SINR*?), where SINR“**? is given by

SINRS"¢? = (3.14)
9 M 2

N gk (Zm—l unLk7mk)

( (Qﬁmk ’Ymk)

N{o? '
ﬂmk) Z qk! Bmk’ ;(0- +1) Z UmkYmk

k'=1 m=1

K
NQZ Qk:’C"Z umk’)/mk )

k'#k m=1

Proof: Please refer to Appendix 3.B. |

Required Fronthaul Capacity

Let 7 be the length of the uplink payload data transmission for each coherence interval,
ie., 7y = 7. — T, Where 7. denotes the number of samples for each coherence interval
and 7, represents the length of pilot sequence. Defining the number of quantization bits as
O i, Tor ¢ = 1, 2, corresponding to Cases 1 and 2, and m refers to the mth AP. For Case
1, the required number of bits for each AP during each coherence interval is 2a,, ; X
(NK + Nt¢) whereas Case 2 requires 2a,,» X (K7¢) bits for each AP during each

coherence interval (note that the factor 2 indicates that we separately quantize the real
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and imaginary parts of the signals). Hence, the total fronthaul capacity required between

the mth AP and the CPU for all schemes is defined as

2(NK + NT7¢) a1

T , Casel,
Cn= ¢ (3.15)
m 2(K m
%7 Case 2,

where 7T, (in sec.) refers to coherence time. In the following, we present a comparison
between two cases of uplink transmission. To make a fair comparison between Case 1
and Case 2, we use the same total number of fronthaul bits for both cases, that is 2( N K +

NTp)oma = 2(KTf)m 2.

3.4 Proposed Max-Min Rate Scheme

In this section, we formulate the max-min rate problem for Case 2 of uplink transmission
in cell-free massive MIMO system, where the minimum uplink rate of all users is
maximized while satisfying the transmit power constraint at each user and the fronthaul
capacity constraint. Note that the same approach can be used to investigate the max-min
rate problem for Case 1. The achievable user SINR for the system model considered in
the previous section is obtained by following a similar approach to that in [2]. Note that
the main difference between the proposed approach and the scheme in [2] is the new set
of receiver coefficients which are introduced at the CPU to improve the achievable user
rates. The benefits of the proposed approach in terms of the achieved user uplink rate is
demonstrated through numerical simulation results in Section V. In deriving the
achievable rates of each user, it is assumed that the CPU exploits only the knowledge of
channel statistics between the users and APs to detect data from the received signal in

(3.12). Using the SINR given in (3.14), the achievable rate is obtained
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RY? = log, (1 + SINR{**?). Defining

u, = [Umu%, T >UM1<]T, (3.16a)
Ty = [Yiks Y2l (3.16b)
) 02 (281, — o2 (2 —
Y= diag {511« <(ﬁd+%k)+’hk>f ~ Buw ( ( ﬁj\é’; 7Mk)+FYMk>:| , (3.16c¢)
YikBik YorBow 7MkﬁMk’:|T
A = ) Ty T o ’ (316(1)
o { Bk Bak Bk
o2 o2
Ry = diag {(7; + 1) Viks (~—§ + 1) ka] ) (3.16e)
a a

The achievable uplink rate of the kth user is given by

ull (N?q, I, TH) u W
RY—log, |1+ F ¢ (VL)) - - . G17)

ukH<N2 > awlof o P A AL, + N Y Qk’Tkk/+_qu>ul)

Kk k=1 P
Next, the max-min rate problem can be formulated as follows:
P max min REP (3.18a)
gk, UL ,02 k=1,“',K

subject to |[ug|| =1, Vk, 0<q < pl) . VE, (3.18b)
Cn < C, Vm, (3.18¢)

where pr(fa)x and Cf, refer to the maximum transmit power available at user k and the

capacity of fronthaul link between the mth AP and the CPU, respectively. Note that

%, Vm. Throughout the rest of the chapter,

using (3.15), C,, is given as (), =
the index m is dropped from «,,;, ¢ = 1,2, as we consider the same number of bits
to quantize the signal at all APs. Problem P, is a discrete optimization with integer
decision variables (i.e., quantization bits) and it is obvious that the achievable user rates
monotonically increase with the capacity of the fronthaul link between the mth AP and
the CPU. Hence, the optimal solution is achieved when C,,, = Cy,, Vm, which leads to

fixed values for the number of quantization bits. As a result, the max-min rate problem
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can be re-formulated as follows:

: - UP
b 22,?1),5 k:r{unK Ry (3.19a)
subjectto  ||ug|| =1, VE, (3.19b)

0 < gr < pl, V. (3.19¢)

Problem P, is not jointly convex in terms of u; and power allocation g, Vk. Therefore,
it cannot be directly solved through existing convex optimization software. To tackle this
non-convexity issue, we decouple Problem P, into two sub-problems: receiver coefficient
design (i.e. ui) and the power allocation problem. The optimal solution for Problem P,
is obtained through alternately solving these sub-problems, as explained in the following

subsections.

3.4.1 Receiver Filter Coefficient Design

In this subsection, the problem of designing the receiver coefficients is considered. We
solve the max-min rate problem for a given set of allocated powers at all users, g, Vk,
and fixed values for the number of quantization bits. These coefficients (i.e., uy, Vk) are
obtained by independently maximizing the uplink SINR of each user. Therefore, the
optimal receiver filter coefficients can be determined by solving the following

optimization problem:

N211kH (qukaHZ) Uz

(3.20a)

P; : max
uy

K K N
ukH <N2 Z qk/|¢kH¢k" ’2Ak:k’A][:]€/ +N z Qk/Tkk’ + —Rk> Uz
WAk ] p
subjectto  ||ug|| =1, Vk. (3.20b)

Problem P; is a generalized eigenvalue problem [45], where the optimal solutions can be
obtained by determining the generalized eigenvector of the matrix pair A;, = N2q, ', 7
and B, = N? Z§¢ka’|¢kH¢k’|QAkk’AZ« +N Zgzl G X + %Rk corresponding to the

maximum generalized eigenvalue.
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Algorithm 1 Proposed algorithm to solve Problem P,

1. Initialize q© = [¢\”, ¢, -+ ¢, i =1
SINRY") — SINRY0
2. Repeat steps 3-5 until k Op (._l)k <eVk
SINRVP
3. Determine the optimal receiver coefficients U = [u!” u{, ... ug?] through solving

the generalized eigenvalue Problem P in (3.20) for a given g1,
4. Compute g through solving Problem P; in (3.22) for a given U®
5.i=i+1

3.4.2 Power Allocation

In this subsection, we solve the power allocation problem for a given set of fixed receiver
filter coefficients, uy, Vk, and fixed values of quantization bits. The optimal transmit

power can be determined by solving the following max-min problem:

P;:max min  SINR}” (3.21a)
a k=1, K
subjectto 0 < ¢ < pl¥) . (3.21b)

Without loss of generality, Problem P, can be rewritten by introducing a new slack vari-

able as
P max ¢ (3.22a)
1,qk
subjectto 0 < g < p¥) | Vk,SINRYY > ¢, Vk. (3.22b)

Proposition 2. Problem P; can be formulated into a standard GP.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix 3.C. |

Therefore, Problem P; is efficiently solved through existing convex optimization
software. Based on these two sub-problems, an iterative algorithm has been developed
by alternately solving both sub-problems at each iteration. The proposed algorithm is
summarized in Algorithm 1. Note that € in Step 2 of Algorithm 1 refers to a small

predetermined value.
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3.5 Convergence

In this section, we present the convergence of the proposed Algorithm 1. We propose to
alternatively solve two sub-problems to find the solution of the original Problem P,
where at each iteration, one of the design parameters is determined by solving the
corresponding sub-problem while other design variable is fixed. We showed that each
sub-problem provides an optimal solution for the other given design variable. Let us
assume at the ¢ — 1th iteration, that the receiver filter coefficients u,(j_l), Vk are obtained
for a given power allocation q“~ 1 and similarly, the power allocation q* is determined
for a fixed set of receiver filter coefficients u,(ffl), Vk. Note that, the optimal power
allocation g determined for a given u,(f_l) achieves an uplink rate greater than or equal
to that of the previous iteration. In addition, the power allocation q“~! is a feasible
solution to find q as the receiver filter coefficients u,(f), Vk are determined for a given
q~Y. Note that the uplink rate of the system monotonically increases with the power.
As a result, the achievable uplink rate of the system monotonically increases at each
iteration. Note that the achievable uplink max-min rate is bounded from above for a
given set of per-user power constraints and fronthaul link capacity constraint. Hence the
proposed algorithm converges to a specific solution. Note that to the best of our
knowledge and referring to [16,40] this is a common way to show the convergence. In
the next section, we prove the optimality of the proposed Algorithm 1 through the

principle of uplink-downlink duality.

3.6 Optimality of the Proposed Max-Min Rate
Algorithm

In this section, we present a method to prove the optimality of the proposed Algorithm 1.
The proof is based on two main observations: we first demonstrate that the original max-
min Problem P, with per-user power constraint is equivalent to an uplink problem with an
equivalent total power constraint. We next prove that the same SINRs can be achieved in
both the uplink and the downlink with an equivalent total power constraint, which enables

us to establish an uplink-downlink duality. The concept of the virtual downlink max-min




CHAPTER 3. MAX-MIN RATE OF CELL-FREE MASSIVE MIMO UPLINK 58

SINR problem is explained in Section 3.6.2. Finally, we show that the virtual downlink
max-min SINR problem is quasi-convex and can be optimally solved through a bisection
search [50]. Note that the uplink Problem P, and the equivalent virtual downlink max-min
SINR problem achieve the same SINRs and the solution of the virtual downlink max-min
SINR problem is optimal. As a result, the optimality of the proposed Algorithm 1 is
guaranteed. The details of the proof are provided in the following subsections. The key

steps of the optimality of proposed scheme to solve Problem P, are explained in Fig. 3.5.

3.6.1 Equivalent Max-Min Uplink Problem

We aim to show the equivalence of Problem P, with a per-user power constraint and the
uplink max-min rate problem with a total power constraint. Note that in the total power
constraint, the maximum available transmit power is defined as the sum of all users’

transmit powers from the solution of Problem F,, which is formulated as:

: : UP
B - 52,%1}: k:r{nnK Ry (3.23a)
subjectto  ||ug|| =1, V&, (3.23b)

K
> g < P (3.23c)
k=1

Problem Fj is not convex in terms of receiver filter coefficients u; and power allocation
qx, Vk. To deal with this non-convexity, similar to the proposed method to solve problem
P5, we propose to modify Algorithm 1 to incorporate the total power constraint in Problem
Fs. Hence, we decompose Problem F; into receiver filter coefficient design and power
allocation sub-problems. The same generalized eigenvalue problem in Problem P; is
solved to determine the receiver filter coefficients whereas the GP formulation in B is
modified to incorporate the total power constraint (3.23c). Note that, the total power
constraint is a convex constraint (posynomial function in terms of power allocation) and

GP with the equivalent total power constraint can be used to find the optimum solution.

Lemma 2. The original Problem P, (with per-user power constraint) and the equivalent

Problem Fy (with the equivalent total power constraint) have the same optimal solution.
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SINRP(U, p) =

N2 Eg;ﬁk uﬁpk/‘qﬁgq)kPAk/kAgkuk/ —+ N 25:1 ugpk/Fk/kuk/ -+ %

SINR;"(U, q) =
ukH (NquI‘kI‘kH) Uy

(3.25)
N
uy! (N2 > oo Qe | OF ba [P A AfSy + N D0y ao Y + ?Rk) o

Proof: Please refer to Appendix 3.D. [

3.6.2 Uplink-Downlink Duality for Cell-Free Massive MIMO

This subsection demonstrates an uplink-downlink duality for cell-free massive MIMO
systems. In particular, it is shown that the same SINRs (or rate regions) can be realized
for all users in the uplink and the downlink with the equivalent total power constraints
[44,51], respectively. In other words, based on the principle of uplink-downlink duality,
the same set of filter coefficients can be utilized in the uplink and the downlink to achieve
the same SINRs for all users with different user power allocations. The following theorem

defines the achievable virtual downlink rate for cell-free massive MIMO systems:

Theorem 3. By employing conjugate beamforming at the APs, the achievable virtual
downlink rate of the kth user in the cell-free massive MIMO system with K randomly
distributed single-antenna users, M APs where each AP is equipped with N antennas

and limited-capacity fronthaul links is given by (3.24) (defined at the top of this page).

Proof: This can be derived by following the same approach as for uplink transmission

in Theorem 2. |

Note that in (3.24), pi, Vk denotes the downlink power allocation for the kth user and
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the following equalities hold:

Fk = [’Ylk: Yok, 77Mk]T7 (3263)
w2(251k' _'71k’) wz(QBMk' - 7Mk')

F = diag Bk ( +y1k), -, Bk ( +’YMk/)] , (3.26b)

3Q3 3Q%,
Ay = [’Ylk'51k7 ’sz/@%) . ’Yle’ﬂJvnc]T7 (3.26¢)
Bk Bas Bk

The following Theorem provides the required condition to establish the uplink-downlink

duality for cell-free massive MIMO systems with limited-capacity fronthaul links:

Theorem 4. By employing MRC detection in the uplink and conjugate beamforming in
the downlink, to realize the same SINR tuples in both the uplink and the downlink of a
cell-free massive MIMO system, with the same fronthaul loads, the same filter coefficients

and different transmit power allocations, the following condition should be satisfied:
M K oo K
NY N (; + 1) Youre [ =Y = Py, (3.27)

m=1 k=1 k=1

where g, Yk refer to the optimal solution of Algorithm 1, and w,,, denotes the (m, k)-th

entry of matrix W which is defined as follows:

W = [\/]?_1111,\/19_2112,"' JMUK] (328)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix 3.E. |

Let us again consider the uplink and downlink SINR formulas in (3.24) and (3.25),
respectively. Considering the downlink SINR in (3.24), it is possible to define the
precoding matrix W = [\/p_lul, VD22, -+ /P k], which let us solve the downlink
max-min SINR problem jointly in terms of ,/pis and uzs. However, it is not possible to
define such a W matrix for the uplink SINR in (3.25). In other words, in the downlink, it
is not required to define the separate variables ,/pys and uys as both the power and
transmitter filter are designed in a centralized manner at the CPU whereas in the uplink,
the power elements g;s are used in a distributed manner at the users’ ends to transmit the
uplink data, while the receiver filters uys are designed at the CPU. Hence, the equivalent

downlink SINR defined with ,/p;s and uys is called virtual downlink SINR.
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3.6.3 Equivalent Max-Min Downlink Problem

Note that the uplink Problems P, and F; are not convex in terms of receiver filter
coefficients U and power allocation ¢x,Vk, and hence they are iteratively solved.
However, it can be shown that the downlink problem it can be solved using bisection
method as both receiver filter coefficients and power allocation can be combined into a
singe variable. In particular, it is shown that the same SINRs (or rate regions) can be
realized for all users in the uplink and the downlink with the equivalent total power
constraints [44, 51], respectively. Next, let us consider the following virfual downlink

max-min SINR problem:

P, max mln R],?L (3.29a)
Pr,ug k=1, K
subject to ||uk\| =1, Vk, (3.29b)
K
> i < P, (3.29¢)
k=1

where RDL is the downlink SINR of user £, where py. is the downlink power allocated for
user k, and using the analysis in Theorem 4, we have ¢} = fozl <Z—§ + 1) Yok [t |-
It is easy to show that Problem P; can be re-formulated as a quasi-concave and a bisection
search can be used to obtain the optimal solution. This is why the virtual downlink max-
min SINR problem is interesting to us (because the optimal solution can be determined
through a bisection search as explained in Problem Py as explained below). Therefore,
Problem P is difficult to jointly solve in terms of transmit filter coefficients u;’s and

power allocations p;’s. However, it can be represented by introducing a new variable W

to decouple the variables U and q as follows:

Py : max min REL (3.30a)
W k=1, K
M K /o
subject to N 2_1; (573“) Vol Wil ? < P, (3.30b)

It is easy to show that Problem P is quasi-convex. Hence, a bisection [50] approach can

be used to obtain the optimal solution for the original Problem Py by sequentially solving
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the following power minimization problem for a given target SINR ¢ at all users:

M K
Py : min SO Akl wmi]® (3.31a)
m=1 k=1
wi (N?T,, TH) w
subject to ¢ (N'TiT) - >t (3.31b)
N2 3" wi o du? A Al wiy + N > wiFewy + %
K £k k=1
M K oo
N 4 1) Y| wme* < PE, 3.31
33 (% 1) st < 25 @310

where wy, represents the kth column of the matrix W defined in (3.28). Problem Fy can
be reformulated by exploiting a second order cone programming (SOCP). Note that the
objective function in (3.31) refers to the total transmit power. As a result, the optimal
solution for Problem P; can be obtained by extracting the normalized transmit filter

coefficients uy’s and power allocations p;’s as

*

A%
pp = ||wil]?, Vk, & uf=—*

, Vk, (3.32)

[will

where the w;’s refer to the optimal solution of Problem Fs. Note that constraint (3.31c)
is an equivalent total power constraint to the per-user power constraint in the original

Problem P, which is a more relaxed constraint than (3.19¢).

3.6.4 Proof of Optimality of the Proposed Algorithm to Solve
Problem P:

In Lemma 2, we prove that Problems P, and F; are equivalent, and have the same solution.
Next, in Proposition 1, using uplink-downlink duality, we prove that Problem Fj and the
virtual downlink max-min SINR Problem F; are equivalent. Note that the SINR achieved
by solving Problem P; are optimal (the optimal solution is obtained by a bisection search
approach). This confirms that the proposed algorithm to solve Problem P, is optimal. The

steps of this proof are presented in Fig. 3.5.
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Problem P can be re-formulated

Problem Py is

Problem P, : to be optimally solved by a
S not convex bisection Sea‘rzﬁ‘i}ﬂj
Formulate Formulate Formulate
uplink Use Algorithm equinaIent Use UP-DL . equivalent.
Problem P, |2 to derive the uplink ualiby te deriv Virtual downlink
with equivalent Problfem Pg the equivalent _Problem P,
per-user problem with problem with equivalent
power equivalent total power
constraints total power constraints
constraints —

Solution to Re-formulate
Problem P, Problem P; as

) ) Problem Pg
is optimal as is optimal as < Hence Problem Pg
Problem P, which is

) i Problem Pg )
is equivalent to is equivalent to optimally solved

Problem Pg Problem P, by a bi::c;ion
metho

Solution to

Figure 3.5: The key steps of the optimality of proposed scheme to solve Problem P;.

3.7 User Assignment

Exploiting (3.15), it is obvious that the total fronthaul capacity required between the mth
AP and the CPU increases linearly with the total number of users served by the mth AP.
This motivates the need to pick a proper set of active users for each AP. Using (3.15), we

have
CaT.

27’f

as X K, < : (3.33)

where K, denotes the size of the set of active users for the mth AP. From (3.33), it can
be seen that decreasing the size of the set of active users allows for a larger number of
quantization bits. Motivated by this fact, and to exploit the capacity of fronthaul links
more efficiently, we investigate all possible combinations of as and K,,. First, for a fixed
value of ap, we find an upper bound on the size of the set of active users for each AP.
In the next step, we propose for all APs that the users are sorted according to (3., Vk,
and find the K, users which have the highest values of 3,,, among all users. If a user
is not selected by any AP, we propose to find the AP which has the best link to this user
(in Algorithm 6, 7(j) = argmax 3,,; determines best link to the jth user, i.e., the index

of the AP which is closest to the jth user). Note that to only consider the users that have
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Algorithm 2 User Assignment

1. Using (3.33), find the maximum possible integer value for K,,, Vm
2. Sort users according to the ascending channel gain: 5,1 > B2 > <+ > Bk, VM
3. Assign K, users with the highest values of [5,.x,Vm to each AP, ie., 7, <+
{k(l),k@),--- ,k(Km)},Vm
4. Find set of active APs for each user; Sy, < {m®) m® ... mM} vk
S.forj=1: K
if size {S;} =0
m(j) = argnriaaxﬁmj, ij) = arg;ninﬁw(j)kak“skﬂj # D, Tay & Txn\0 (),

Tr) < Tey U J
end
end
6. If m € Sy, then 7,1 < Yk, otherwise ¥, = 0 and solve the max-min rate problem
Py

links to other APs, we use k|S,m; # @, where & refers to the empty set. Then we drop
the user which has the lowest (,,,, Vk, among the set of active users for that AP, which
has links to other APs as well. Finally, we add the user which is not selected by any AP
to the set of active users for this AP. We next solve the virtual downlink max-min SINR

problem to maximize the minimum uplink rate of the users as follows

P : max k:r{nnK R () (3.34a)
M K o
. e ~ 2 C
subjectto N Y > (§+1> At Wil < P, (3.34b)
m=1k=1
where

~ Ymk m € Sk

Tmk = _ (3.35)
0, otherwise

where Sj, refers to the set of active APs for the kth user. The proposed algorithm is

summarized in Algorithm 6.

3.8 Numerical Results and Discussion

In this section, we provide numerical simulation results to validate the performance of

the proposed max-min rate scheme with different parameters. A cell-free massive
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MIMO system with M APs and K single-antenna users is considered in a D x D
simulation area, where both APs and users are uniformly distributed at random. In the
following subsections, we define the simulation parameters and then present the

corresponding simulation results. The channel coefficients between users and APs are
Osh Zmk

modeled in Section 2.7.4 where the coefficient 3, is given by 3,,x = PL,,x10 10 |
where PL,,. is the path loss from the kth user to the mth AP and the second

9sh®*mk

terml10~ ™ , denotes the shadow fading with standard deviation oy = 8 dB, and

Zmk ~ N(0,1) [2]. In the simulation, an uncorrelated shadowing model is considered
and a three-slope model for the path loss similar to [2]. The noise power is given by
pn = BW X kg x Ty x W, where BW = 20 MHz denotes the bandwidth,
kp = 1.381 x 10723 represents the Boltzmann constant, and T, = 290 (Kelvin) denotes
the noise temperature. Moreover, W = 9dB, and denotes the noise figure. It is assumed
that p, and p denote the power of pilot sequence and the uplink data powers,
respectively, where p, = f—: and p = p%. In simulations, we set p, = 200 mW and
p = 200 mW. Similar to [2], we assume that the simulation area is wrapped around at the
edges which can simulate an area without boundaries. Hence, the square simulation area
has eight neighbours. We evaluate the average rate of the system over 300 random
realizations of the locations of APs, users and shadow fading. Similar to the model in
[52], the fronthaul links establish communications through wireless microwave links
with limited capacity. Hence, we use Cf, = 100 Mbits/s [52], unless otherwise is
indicated. In this chapter, the term “orthogonal pilots™ refers to the case where unique
orthogonal pilots are assigned to all users, while in “random pilot assignment” each user
is randomly assigned a pilot sequence from a set of 7, orthogonal sequences of length 7,

(< K), following the approach of [2] (for more details refer to Section 2.7.5).

Performance of Different Cases of Uplink Transmission

Fig. 3.6 presents the average per-user uplink rate is obtained by solving Problem P, given
by (3.21) for Cases 1 and 2. The values of ov; = 9 and a, = 2 correspond to a total number
of 14,400 bits for each AP during each coherence time (or frame). In addition, similar to
[48] we use a uniform quantizer with fixed step size. As Fig 3.6 shows the performance
of Case 1 is slightly better than Case 2 for K = 20. Next, the performance of the cell-

free massive MIMO system is evaluated for a system with K = 40 in which each AP is
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Figure 3.6: Average per-user uplink rate for cases 1 and 2, with (N = 4, K = 20, 7, = 20,
ap =9, ay = 2),and (N = 20, K = 40, 7, = 40, a; = 8, ap = 5) with D = 1 km and
7. = 200. Note that here 7 = 7. — 7, = 160.
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Figure 3.7: Average per-user uplink rate for cases 1 and 2, for M = 20, K = 20, 7, = 20,
7, = 10, D = 1 km and 7, = 200 versus number of antennas per AP. Note that we
consider (o = 18, = 5), (a1 = 18, a9 = 10), (ay = 18, a5 = 15) for the cases of
N =5, N =10, N = 15, respectively. This results in total number of 18, 000 bits for all
values of N.

equipped with N = 20 antennas. Fig. 3.6 shows the average rate of the cell-free massive
MIMO system, where for Case 1 and Case 2, we set a; = 8 and o, = 5, respectively
which leads to a total number of 64,000 fronthaul bits per AP per frame. Fig. 3.6 shows
that the performances of Case 1 and Case 2 depend on the values of N, K and 7;. Next,
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Figure 3.8: The cumulative distribution of the per-user uplink rate, for {M = 70, N =
4, K =40}, {M =50,N =8, K =50},and 7, = 30, ¢y = 1 and D = 1 km.

we investigate the effect of number of antennas per AP and 7, for K' = 20. Fig. 3.7 shows
the average per-user uplink rate of cell-free massive MIMO versus number of antennas per
AP and two cases of 7, = 20 (7 = 180) and 7, = 10 (74 = 190). Moreover, we consider
(an = 18,0 = 5), (g = 18,9 = 10), (a; = 18,9 = 15) for the cases of N = 5,
N = 10, N = 15, respectively, resulting 18,000 bits for all values of N. As the figure
shows the difference between Case 1 and Case 2 decreases as /V increases. Moreover, for
the case of orthogonal pilots and N = 15, the performance of Case 2 is better than the
performance of Case 1. Since in case 1, the CPU knows the quantized channel estimates,
other signal processing techniques (e.g., ZF processing) can be implemented to improve

the system performance and can be considered in future work.

Performance of the Proposed User Max-Min Rate Algorithm

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of the proposed uplink max-min rate
scheme. To assess the performance, a cell-free massive MIMO system is considered
with 70 APs (M = 70) where each AP is equipped with N = 4 antennas and 40 users
(K = 40) which are randomly distributed over the simulation area of size 1 x 1 km
meters. Moreover, we consider the case {M = 50, N = 8, K = 50}. Fig. 3.8 presents

the cumulative distribution of the achievable uplink rates for the proposed Algorithm 1
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Figure 3.10: The convergence of the proposed max-min SINR approach (Algorithm 1)
for M =30, N =8, K =50, 7, =50,a; = 1and D = 1 km.

in the case similar to [2], without defining the coefficients ug, (i.e., U, = 1 Vm, k)
and solving Problem P,, with random pilot sequences with length 7, = 30. As seen
in Fig. 3.8, the performance (i.e. the 10%-outage rate, R, refers to the case when
Pow = Pr(Ry < Roy) = 0.1, where Pr refers to the probability function) of the proposed
scheme is almost three times than that of the case with w,,, = 1 Vm, k. Note that the
authors in [2] do not consider any receiver filter U, which is equivalent to u,,,, = 1 Vm, k.

Moreover, the authors in [2] consider the error-free and unlimited-capacity fronthaul links.
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Convergence

Next, we provide simulation results to validate the convergence of the proposed
algorithm for a set of different random realizations of the locations of APs, users and
shadow fading. These results are generated over the simulation area of size 1 x 1 km?
with random and orthogonal pilot sequences. Fig. 3.9 investigates the convergence of the
proposed Algorithm 1 with 70 APs (M = 70) and 40 users (K=40) and random pilot
sequences with length 7, = 30, whereas Fig. 3.10 demonstrates the convergence of the
proposed Algorithm 1 for the case of M = 30 APs and K = 50 with orthogonal pilot
sequences. The figures confirm that the proposed algorithm converges after a few

iterations, while the minimum rate of the users increases with the iteration number.

Uplink-Downlink Duality in Cell-Free Massive MIMO System

Here, the simulation results are provided to support the theoretical derivations of the
uplink-downlink duality and the optimality of Algorithm 1. It is assumed that users are
randomly distributed through the simulation area of size 1 x 1 km. Figs. 3.11 compares
the cumulative distribution of the achievable uplink rates between the original uplink
max-min problem (Problem P;), the equivalent uplink problem (Problem F%) and the
equivalent downlink problem (Problem F;). In Fig. 3.11, the minimum uplink rate is
obtained for a system with 30 APs (M = 30) where each is equipped with N = 8
antennas and has 50 users (K = 50) for two cases of orthogonal pilot sequences and
random pilot sequences with length 7,, = 30. Moreover, Fig. 3.11 demonstrates the same
results for 70 APs (M = 70), N = 4, 40 users (K = 40), and 7, = 30. The simulation
results provided in Fig. 3.11 validate our result that the problem formulations P;, Fs and
P are equivalent and achieve the same minimum user rate. In addition, these results
support our result on the uplink-downlink duality for cell-free massive MIMO in Section

VI and the proof of optimality of Algorithm 1.
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Figure 3.11: The cumulative distribution of the per-user uplink rate for the original prob-
lem with per-user power constraint (Problem P;), the equivalent uplink problem with total
power constraint (Problem F;), and the equivalent downlink problem (Problem F;), with
a;=1land D =1 km.

Performance of the Proposed User Assignment Algorithm 6

This subsection investigates the performance of the proposed user assignment Algorithm
6. In Fig. 3.12, the average per-user uplink rate is presented with M = 120, N = 2,
K = 50, orthogonal pilot sequences and random pilot assignment with D = 1 km,
versus the total number of active users per AP. Here, we used inequality (3.33) and set
ag X K, = 100 for all curves in Fig. 3.12. The optimum value of K,,, (K "), depends
on the system parameters and as Fig. 3.12 shows for both cases of 7, = 50 and 7, = 30,
the optimum value is achieved by K" = 20. As a result, the proposed user assignment
scheme can efficiently improve the performance of cell-free massive MIMO systems with
limited fronthaul capacity. For instance, using the proposed user assignment scheme for
the case of 7, = 50 in Fig. 3.12, one can achieve per-user uplink rate of 2.442 bits/s/Hz
by setting K°P* = 20, instead of quantizing the signals of all X' = 40 users and achieving
per-user uplink rate of 2.3 bits/s/Hz, which indicates more than 5.2% in the performance

of cell-free massive MIMO systems with limited fronthaul capacity.
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Figure 3.12: Average per-user uplink rate versus K, (the total number of active users for
each AP) with M = 120, N = 2, K = 50 and o x K, = 100.
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limited and perfect fronthaul links and M = 120, K = 50, N = 2, D = 1km, 7, = 30
and 7, = 50.
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Effect of the Capacity of Fronthaul Links

What is the optimal capacity of fronthaul links in cell-free massive MIMO systems to
approach the performance of the system with perfect and error-free fronthaul links? The
aim of this subsection is to answer this fundamental question. In this subsection, we
evaluate the performance of the cell-free massive MIMO system with two cases of
perfect and limited fronthaul links. To assess the performance, a cell-free massive
MIMO system is considered with M = 120, K = 50, N = 2, D = 1km, 7, = 30 and
7, = 50. To improve the performance of the system, we exploit the proposed user
assignment algorithm. Fig. 3.13 presents average per-user uplink rate with the proposed
max-min rate algorithm versus number of quantization bits, o; with the use of proposed
user assignment algorithm. As Fig. 3.13 shows, for both cases of random and orthogonal
pilots to closely approach the performance of perfect fronthaul links, we need to set

06128.

3.9 Summary

We have studied the uplink max-min rate problem in cell-free massive MIMO with the
realistic assumption of limited-capacity fronthaul links, and have proposed an optimal
solution to maximize the minimum user rate. The original max-min problem was divided
into two sub-problems which were iteratively solved by formulating them into generalized
eigenvalue problem and GP. The optimality of the proposed solution has been validated
through establishing an uplink-downlink duality. Numerical results have been provided
to demonstrate the optimality of the proposed scheme in comparison with the existing
schemes. In addition, these results confirmed that the proposed max-min rate algorithm
can increase the median of the CDF of the minimum uplink rate of the users by more than
two times, compared to existing algorithms. We finally showed that further improvement

in average rate of the users can be achieved by the proposed user assignment algorithm.
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3.10 Appendix

Appendix 3.A: Proof of Proposition 1

Terms e, and eilk have i.i.d. RVs with zero mean [48]. The value of the quantization

distortion is uncorrelated with the input of the quantizer.

This can be achieved by

exploiting the Bussgang decomposition [36]. In this chapter, we do not address the

details of Bussgang decomposition and it can be considered an an interesting future

direction. As a result, we have

5 g, ) =0,
E {ygefnk} =0,
E{ymen} =0,
E {ggke%@} =

In addition, based on [16], we have

Emk = gmk + 8k,

where g1 has i.i.d. CN(0, 1) elements. Hence,

E {gﬁkeijn} = 07
E {ggkegnk} = 0.

(3.36a)
(3.36b)

(3.36¢)
(3.36d)
(3.36¢)

(3.36f)
(3.362)

(3.37)

(3.38a)
(3.38b)
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These result in

E {TQN,, } = 0, (3.392)
E{TQNY} = 0, (3.39b)
E{TQNY} =0, (3.39¢)
E {TQN%} = 0. (3.39d)

Moreover, note that as the term DS, is a constant, we have

E {DS;/TQNY} = DS/E {TQN}} = 0, (3.40)
and similarly
E {DS;/TQN{} =0, (3.41a)
E {DS;TQN{"} =0, (3.41b)
E {DS;/TQN;;, } = 0. (341¢)
In addition, we have
E {BU/TQN,, }
M M Hpyr )
(Zumkéﬁlgmk\/q_k—E{Z Umkggkgmk @}) Z Umk (egn,k)Hgmk’ vV qk
m=1 m=1 m=1
A
M H /v )
(Z Umkgﬁkgmk\/_k> (Z Umk(egwk)Hgmk’\/ %/)
=1 m=1

{Al (Z Ui (€5,1) gmk\/q7>} (3.42)

For the first term of (3.42), we have

M H /o )
<Z Uk Gk Bmk / Qk:) (Z Unnie(€)1)" Gk v/ Qk’)
m=1

m=1
M M )
= VK QkE{ZZ Umkumkngnkgmk(eik)Hgnk’} =0, (3.43)
m=1ln=1

where the last equality is due to E {g/] ¥ } =0, E {ggkefnk} =0,and E {gﬂkefnk} =

0. For the second term of (3.42), as A; is a constant, and using E {gmkemk} =0, we
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have

M
E {Af <Z umk(eﬁnk)Hgmk,\/@> } = 0. (3.44)

m=1

Finally, using (3.43) and (3.44), we have E {BUkH TQNW} = 0. Using the same
approach, it is easy to show that the terms DS, BUy, IUI., TQN,,,, TQN?, TQNY, and

TQN3Y are mutually uncorrelated, which completes the proof of Proposition 1. |

Appendix 3.B: Proof of Theorem 2

The desired signal for the user k is given by

M
DS, - m{zumkgﬁkgmk@}
m=1

M
=N \/kaZUmk’Ymk- (3.45)
m=1

Hence,

2
DSi* = pa (N SM umwmk) . Moreover, the term E{|[BU,|’} can be

obtained as

2
E {[BU,*} = pE

M M
Z Umkggkgmk\/q_k — pE {Z Umkggkgmk\/q_k}
m=1 m=1
M )
=p Y Qe (E {Iéﬁkgmk —E{&! gm}| })
m=1

M
= PN Y Qi Yok Bk (3.46)

m=1
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where the last equality comes from the analysis in [2, Appendix A], and using v, =

/oD BmiCmi- The term E{[TUI |} is obtained as

M 2

Z Umkggkgmk/ vV 4k

m=1

M 2

H ~
E CrnkUmk8mik Wmk

m=1

= pqrE

A
2
M

K H
+ P TpppE qr’ Z CmkUmk <Z gmz¢kH¢z) Emk’ ) (347)
i=1

m=1
A

-~

where the third equality in (3.47) is due to the fact that for two independent RVs X and
Y and E{X} = 0, we have E{|X + Y|’} = E{|X|’} + E{|Y|’} [2]. Since W, =

kH Wy m is independent from the term g,,,; similar to [2], Appendix A, the term A in
(3.47) immediately is given by A = Nqw S| 2,42, Bmi- The term B in (3.47) can
be obtained as

M 2
B = Tppp(_Ik’E Z ka’umngmk’ | |2¢II<;{¢I€/
m=1

N J/

C
2

M K H
+ TP @B Q1D ok (Z gmi¢£¢i> Bmk| ¢ - (3.48)
ik

~
D

m=1
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The first term in (3.48) is given by

2

M
C = TpPka’E Z kaumk| |gmk” | |2¢kH¢k’
m=1
2 M 2
= TpDPpQr’ ¢£I¢k’| E {Z kaumk||gmk"|4} + ‘¢kH¢k/|
m=1

M M
TPpPQk/E { Z Z kacnkumkunk‘ |gmk’ ’ ‘2 | ’gnk’ ’ ‘2}

m=1n#m

M
2
= NT,ppawr |61 P Z Cote Ui B
m=1
M 3 2
2 k!
+ N2 |62, (Z Ut Y ’Z ) : (3.49)
m=1 m

where the last equality is derived based on the fact: v, = \/7pPpBmiCmi- The second

term in (3.48) can be obtained as

2

M K H
D = TpPka”]E CmkUmk ( Z gmz¢kH¢l> Emk’
m=1 _
r M K
= NTppqu’ Z Cznkugnkﬁmk’ (Z 5mz ‘¢kH¢z‘2)]
:li z;[é(k
= N7pptir | > Cogti Bk (Z Boni |6804|" — Bu | 1 |2>]
m=1 =1
M

= N\/ TpPp4k’ Z ufnkcmkﬁmk’ﬁmk
m=1

M
E 2 2

m=1
M 2
— NTopplie > o Broie |88 b1 (3.50)
m=1

Finally by substituting (3.49) and (3.50) into (3.48), and substituting (3.48) into (3.47),
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we obtain

M
E{|IUL|*} = N pgy <Z u%nkﬁmk”%nk)

m=1

M 2
2 mk’
+ Npai |67 b | (Z umwmk@—o . (351)
m=1 m

The total noise for the user k£ is given by

2

M
E {|TNk|2} =E Z umkgﬁknm
m=1
M
= N>l mks (3.52)
m=1

where the last equality is due to the fact that the terms g, and n,,, are uncorrelated. The

power of the quantization distortion for user k is given by

2

E{|TQD,’} =E

M
4
m=1

M
= > urBA{leal’} (3.53)
m=1

where in the last equality, we used the fact that using the Bussgang decomposition, with
the correlated inputs, the covariance matrix of the quantization distortion is
approximated with a diagonal matrix [53-57]. Finally, the power of the quantization
distortion is obtained as the following:

E{|ezu It = E{|&:]} 02 = o202 (3.54)

€7 Zmk’

where we used the fact that all APs use the same number of bits to quantize the weighted
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signal 2, in (3.12). Next, the term crzmk is obtained as
2 _mrl(eH H ~H
Ozmk - (gmkym) (gmkym)

K H
= E{ (\/ﬁ Z Uk &b /Uit Skr + Umkggknm)

k'=1

K
(ﬁ Z umkggkgmk’ V' Sk + umkggknm> }

k'=1
2

K
~H
E Um k8 k8mk’ \/ Ak’ Sk’

k'=1

+ E{Jumsiinn|*}

where the last inequality in (3.47) is due to the fact that for two independent RVs X and
Y and E{X} = 0, we have E{|X 4+ Y|’} = E{|X|*} + E{|Y|*}. For the second term of
(4.69), we have E { ‘ ggknmf} = N%mk. The first term in (4.69) can be obtained as

K 2
E { > Uk Gk /G Sk }

k'=1

2
K
} - { Z Uk (8mk — Gmk)Hgmk/ \ 4k’ Sk’

k'=1

K 2
=E { D Uk & Bk /G Sk }

k'=1
I
K 2
+ B kel @mi A sk | ¢ (3.55)
k'=1

II

where each element of € is given by €, = CN(0, Bk — Ymi). The terms I and II in

(3.55) are given as following:

K
[= NBmk Z @ B (3.56)
k=1
and
K
L= N (Bt = Youk) Y Qi Bt (3.57)

k'=1
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Finally, we have

M K
E {|ITQD*} = No2 > " w2 [0 (2Bunk = Youk) D G Bk + Yonte | (3.58)
m=1

k'=1

By substituting (3.45), (3.46), (3.51) and (3.52) into (3.13), the corersponding SINR of
the kth user is obtained by (3.17), which completes the proof of Theorem 2. |

Appendix 3.C: Proof of Proposition 2

The standard form of GP is defined as follows [50]:

P12 . min fo(X), (3593)
subjectto  fi(x) <1, i=1,--- ,m,g;(x)=1, i =1,---,p, (3.59b)

where fy and f; are posynomial and ¢; are monomial functions. = Moreover,
x = {1, -+ ,x,} represent the optimization variables. The SINR constraint in (3.59) is

not a posynomial function in this form, however it can be rewritten as the following

posynomial function:

K N
uy! <N2 S qu|df dw PAww Al + N Yoy qu Yo + ;Rk> U
K £k

ukH (NQQkI‘kI‘kH) Uz

1
< .Yk, (3.60)

By applying a simple transformation, (3.60) is equivalent to the following inequality:

K K
1
a' (Z awaw + Y by + ck> < (3.61)

k' #k k=1

where

o (bt Pt
uHTkk/uk
by = — 8 3.62b
H
o = — i Rl (3.62¢)

ol (DT uy
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The transformation in (3.61) shows that the left-hand side of (3.60) is a posynomial
function. Hence, the power allocation Problem P, is a GP (convex problem), where the
objective function and constraints are monomial and posynomial, respectively, which

completes the proof of Proposition 2. |

Appendix 3.D: Proof of Lemma 2

This lemma is proven by exploiting the unique optimal solution of the uplink max-min
SINR problem with total power limitation through an eigensystem [43]. This problem is
iteratively solved and the optimal receiver filter coefficients U are determined by solving
Problem P;5 of submitted manuscript. Next, we scale the power allocation at each user
such that the per-user power constraints are satisfied. Let us consider the following

optimization problem for a given receiver filter coefficients U:

. UP (71~ _ : UP (T
P:C (U,Ptot)—rr;itx Jnin SINR;" (U, q) (3.63a)
K
subjectto Y g < P (3.63b)
k=1

3.D.1 Optimal Solution of Problem P;; Exploiting an Eigensystem

The optimal solution of Problem F;; can be determined by finding the unique

eigenvector associated with unique positive eigenvalue of an eigensystem and the power

allocation ( that satisfies the following condition [43]:

K
> Gk = Pt (3.64)
k=1

The SINRs of all users can be collectively written as

1 . 8
———=——— =DV (U)q+Do (U 3.65
o (. p) ~ P VAP (U), 26
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. N /(o2 M .
where o (U) € CK*!, gy (u;) = o (a_§+1) >~ Uk Ymi and D and ¥ (U) are defined

m=1
as
_ 1 1 § ﬁkHﬁkkﬁka k=F,
D = diag | M‘I’(Uﬂkk,: e Rt SR
u; b U gl u; Rkk/llk + u; Rkk/llk, k 7& k s
(3.66)
where Dy, Ry, and R, are defined as
Dy,
——
goul’ ( N2T, T >uk
SINR}" = .(3.67)
ukH ( Z@k dr \]\72 ‘¢kH¢k’ |2Akkz’Aka// + Zﬁzl Qe N X ppr +?Rk> u
Ry f{kk’
Having both sides of (3.65) multiplied by 17 = [1,--- , 1], we obtain
1 Lypy (U)q+ L "D (0) (3.68)
C}gp (U, Ptot) Ptot Ptot 7
which can be combined with (3.65) to define the following eigensystem:
A (€ 1 N DY’ (U) Do (U)
U, Pot) Qext = =57 Qexes U, P) = . e
(U Por) e CU (U, Py (0. Fio) PilTD\IIT (0) - 17De (0)
tot tot
(3.69)

The optimal power allocation q is obtained by determining the eigenvector corresponding
to the maximum eigenvalue of A (ﬁ, Ptot) and scaling the last element to one as follows:

.= |1, (3.70a)
1

A (U, Pot) Gt = Amax (A (U, Pot) ) Q- (3.70b)

Note that to find the optimal power allocation (, the elements of eigenvector of
A (fJ, Ptot) should be scaled such that the last element is one to satisfy the total power
constraint. In particular, the element of the eigenvector that needs to be scaled depends
on the type of power constraint in the problem. For example, to meet the total power

constraint, the last element is scaled to one. Similarly, to meet the other types of power
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constraints (for example, per-user power constraint), the components of this eigenvector

can be scaled by any positive value to satisfy a given condition as follows:

A (ij Rot) 5consqext == )\max (A (Ivja Ptot)) 5consqext; (371)

where J.o,s 18 a positive constant. This is the key fact that exploited to show that both

Problems P, and P provide the same optimal solution.

In the next subsection, we propose to scale the elements of q such that the per-user

power constraints are satisfied at each iteration.

3.D.2 Modified Eigensystem to Satisfy the Per-User Power Constraints

vspace.S5cm We further scale the power allocation q to satisfy the per-user power

constraints which is performed through carrying out the following two steps:

(3.72)

N-Y
I

dK
—
_pr(na)z i

Next we find the maximum value among the elements of q, i.e., max(q), and divide all

elements of q by it. Hence the power allocation q is defined as follows:

q1
max(q)
— : . (3.73)

4K
max(q)’

N2

In the next iteration, the same max-min problem is solved with a new total power

constraint obtained by summing up the allocated power to all users in the previous
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iteration:

Li: O (0,PxY) = max  min SINR;" (U, q), (3.74a)
K
subjectto Y g < P, (3.74b)
k=1
K
where  Pa =) " G (3.74c¢)
k=1

At the convergence of the algorithm, the per-user power constraints are satisfied with
achieving the same uplink SINR for each user. Interestingly, if this max-min problem is
solved with the corresponding total power constraint, then it will converge to the same
optimal solution of max-min problem with per-user power constraints. This is due to
the property that the eigensystem exploited to obtain the power allocation in (3.69) has
a unique positive eigenvalue and a corresponding unique eigenvector. Furthermore, in
both Problems P, and F, different elements of the same eigenvector are scaled to meet
the corresponding constraints on the power allocation. In other words, the last element
is scaled to meet the total power constraint in Fs whereas the element with the highest
ratio as in (3.71) is scaled to meet the per-user power constraint. As the equivalent total
power Py, for Problem Fs chosen from the solution of the original P, both of them
will converge to the same solution whose optimality is proven later by considering an
equivalent problem related to the virtual downlink SINR. Therefore, Problems P, and Fy
of the revised manuscript are equivalent and have the same optimal solution. The steps of
proof involved in solving both Problems Fs and P; are provided in Algorithm 3. Step 5 in
Algorithm 3 is the key step in which the different elements of the eigen vector (i.e., power
allocations) are scaled to meet the constraints on transmit power. This completes the proof

of Lemma 2. ]

Appendix 3.E: Proof of Theorem 4

To achieve the same SINR tuples in both the uplink and the downlink, we need:

SINR" (U, p) = SINR}* (U, q) , V. (3.75)
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Algorithm 3 Proposed algorithm to solve Problems P; and Fg

1.1D Inltlahzc}D Pev© = pe for Py, and PRVO = pefor P, 40 = q© =
tot tot .
L |
SINRYP(+D) _ gINRVP()
2. Repeat steps 3-5 until k —k <eVk
SINR} "
k

3. Determine the optimal receiver coefficients 0" for Ps, and U for Fs, by solving the
generalized eigenvalue Problem P, for a given ¢~V for P, and (Y for P;
4. Compute q®? for P,, and q for P, through solving Problem P;; in (3.63) for a given

[VJ(I) for P, and U for B

5. Scale the last element to 1, i.e., [qext| 4 = 1 as given in (3.70) for P, and Scale the
elements of q based on (3.72) and (3 73) for Fs

6. B = K 49 for Py, and prev() =K 4 for Ps,andi =i+ 1

By substituting uplink and downlink SINRs, in (3.25) and (3.24), respectively, in equation

(3.75) and summing all equations by both sides, we have

M 2 M ) .
nN) (5 + 1) ot + -+ NS (? + 1) o tmic = Y 4 (3.76)
m=1 — o’

Therefore, this condition between the total transmit power on the uplink and the equivalent
total transmit power on the downlink should be satisfied to realize the same SINRs for all

set of users, which completes the proof of Theorem 4. |
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4.1 Introduction

For a given fronthaul capacity, we show that the total power consumption in the cell-free
massive MIMO system depends on the length of uplink pilot vectors, channel coherence

time and the total number of quantization bits. The uplink energy efficiency of the

86
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cell-free massive MIMO system is investigated in this chapter. In particular, optimal
power allocation strategies which maximize the uplink energy efficiency are investigated
for a system in which the quantized version of the weighted signals obtained from MRC
weighting at APs are available at the CPU. The contributions of this chapter are

summarized as follows:

1. An expression for uplink energy efficiency is derived based on channel statistics
and taking into account the effects of channel estimation errors, the effect of pilot

contamination, and quantization distortion.

2. A novel approach to solve the non-convex energy efficiency maximization problem
is proposed, where we propose to decompose the original problem into two sub-
problems and an iterative algorithm is developed to determine the optimal solution.
A successive convex approximation (SCA) is used to efficiently solve the power
allocation problem. Next, a heuristic sub-optimal energy efficiency maximization
problem is proposed where the original optimization problem is transformed into a

standard GP.
3. The convergence and complexity analysis of the proposed schemes are presented.

4. Numerical results demonstrate that the proposed scheme substantially outperforms
the case with equal power allocation. Finally, numerical results demonstrate that
although the proposed sub-optimal scheme has a lower complexity, it provides a

performance fairly close to that of the SCA scheme.

4.2 System Model

In this chapter, the system model is the same as the one used in Chapter 3. However, as a
reminder, we briefly review the system model. We consider uplink transmission in a cell-
free massive MIMO system with M APs and K single-antenna users randomly distributed
in a large area, as shown in Fig. 4.1. Moreover, we assume each AP has N antennas. The
channel coefficient vector between the kth user and the mth AP, g, € CN*1_ is modeled

as k. = V/ Bmkhunk, Where 3, denotes the large-scale fading and h,,,;, ~ CN(0,In)
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Figure 4.1: The uplink of a cell-free massive MIMO system with K single-antenna users
and M APs. Each AP is equipped with N antennas. The solid lines denote the uplink
channels and the dashed lines present the limited capacity fronthaul links between the
APs and the CPU.

represents the small-scale fading [2]. Note that the uplink channel estimation is presented

in Section 2.7.5.

4.2.1 Uplink Transmission

In the uplink data transmission, where all users send their signals to the AP, the transmitted
signal from the kth user is represented by z;, = /qrSk, where s (E{|s;|*’} = 1) and
qr denotes the transmitted symbol and the transmit power coefficient from the kth user,

respectively. The IV x 1 received signal at the mth AP from all users is given by

K
=P Y Gk TSk + D, (4.1)
k=1

where n,,, € CV*! is the noise at the mth AP and p is the normalized uplink SNR. We
assume that elements of n,, are i.i.d. CA/(0, 1) RVs.

4.2.2 Received Signal

The mth AP quantizes the terms 2, , = 2y, Vk, and forwards the quantized signals

in each symbol duration to the CPU as z,,;, = gf,{kym = Tmk + JSmk, Vk, where r,,;, and
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Smi represent the real and imaginary parts of z,,,. An ADC quantizes the real and
imaginary parts of z,, , with « bits each, which introduces quantization distortions to the
received signals [48]. In order to improve the performance, the forwarded signal is
further multiplied by the receiver filter coefficients at the CPU. Finally, using the
Bussgang decomposition and the receiver filter coefficients wu,,, Vm, k at the CPU, the

aggregate received signal at the CPU can be written as

M
e = unkQ (&hxym)
m=1

M
= Z Uk (a g Ym + nd,mk)

m=1
M
~ ~H ~
= E Umk | O 8mpYm + 0gl y Ndmk | (4.2)
m=1 D e
Nd,mk

where the terms a and a are defined in Section 2.9. Collecting all the receiver filter
coefficients w,,, Ym, corresponding to the kth user, we define uy = [uyg, ugg, - -+, u Mk]T,

without loss of generality, it is assumed that ||u|| = 1.

4.3 Performance Analysis

In this section, we derive the spectral efficiency for the considered system model by
following a similar approach in [2]. Note that the main difference between the proposed
approach and the scheme in [2] is the new set of receiver coefficients which are
introduced at the CPU to improve the spectral efficiency. The benefits of the proposed
approach in terms of the spectral efficiency is demonstrated through numerical results. In
deriving the spectral efficiency of each user, it is assumed that the CPU exploits only the

knowledge of channel statistics between the users and APs in detecting data from the
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received signal in (4.2). The aggregated received signal in (4.2) can be written as

M
e = a/pE {Z Umkggkgmk\/Qk} Sk
m=1

-~

DSy,

M M
+a/p Z Uk Gk Bmk /T — E {Z Uk G Gk v/ Qk}) Sk
=1 m=1

J/

~
BUg

K M
+a Z N{ Z Uk & L &mir /T Sk

k'#k m=1

/

-~
UL,/

M M
+a Z umkggknm + Z UmkNd,mk, (43)

m=1 m=1

J/

Vv Vv
TN TQD,,

J/

where DS, BU; and IUI,; denote the desired signal (DS), beamforming uncertainty
(BU) for the kth user, and the inter-user-interference (IUI) caused by the k’th user,
respectively. In addition, TNj accounts for the total noise (TN) following the MRC
detection, and finally TQD,, refers to the total quantization distortion (TQD) at the kth
user. The elements of quantization distortion are i.i.d. RVs [48]. Moreover, if the
probability density function of the input of the quantizer is even and we use a
symmetrical quantizer, the quantization noise has zero mean [56, 58, 59]. In addition,
note that using Bussgang decomposition the elements of the quantization distortion are

uncorrelated with the input of the quantizer [36], i.e.,
~H H
E{(&ym)" nami} = 0. (4.4)
Exploiting (4.4), we have

Hence, exploiting the analysis in [2], it can be shown that terms DSy.s;, BUy.sp,

[UIx .55, TN and TQD,, are mutually uncorrelated. Using the analysis in Section 2.10,
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the corresponding spectral efficiency (in bit/s/Hz) is obtained as follows:

Sk = (1 - E) log, (1 + SINRy,) = ( — @)

C TC

DSy?
logy | 1+ p 1 (4.6)
E {[BUL?} + > E{|TULw [} + E{|TN[?} + ?E{!TQDW}

where SINR;, refers to the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) of the kth user

and its closed-form expression is provided in the following theorem.

Theorem 5. By employing MRC detection at the APs, the achievable uplink SINR of
the kth user in the cell-free massive MIMO system with K randomly distributed single-

antenna users and M APs, each is equipped with N antennas, is given by

SINR, = (4.7)
NQUkH (ku‘kI‘f) Uz

I

K K K N
uy! (NQ%;;]M O Dr |2 A AP AN 2klz_:1Qk' |67 D ‘2Ak’+Nklz_:1Qk’Dkk’+? Rk) uy

where

Fk - [’ylka Yok, 7’YM]€]T7 (483)
T
A= [7%511«’ Yok Daks L 'VMk/BMk’} ’ (4.8)
Bk Bar Bk
oz . 2 2
Ak/ — ? dlag f}/lk/,' * ’,'yMk/ 9 (480)
o2
Dy = diag (EL_; + 1) Bk Yk Bk Ymk| » (4.8d)
and where Y, = \/TpDpBmkCmik-
Proof: Please refer to Appendix 4.A. |
Finally, the sum spectral efficiency is given by
K
S (qr, ug, ) = Z Sk (qr, Uk, @) - (4.9)
k=1
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4.4 Total Energy Efficiency Model

4.4.1 Power Consumption Model

The total power consumption can be defined as follows [60]:

Pow = Prx + Fep, (4.10)

where Prx is the uplink power amplifiers (PAs) due to transmit power at the users and
PA dissipation [60], and Fcp refers to the circuit power (CP) consumption. The power

consumption Prx is given by [2]

K
1
Prx = prn E 4k, (4.11)
k=1

where ( is the PA efficiency at each user, and p,, is the noise power. The power consump-

tion Pcp is obtained as [2]

M
Pep = MPi+ KPy+ Y Prm, (4.12)

m=1
where Pjy 1s a fixed power consumption (including control signals and fronthaul) at each
AP, P denotes the required power to run circuit components at each user and finally,

fronthaul power consumption from the mth AP to the CPU is obtained as follows [52,61—

63]:
Rf‘h,m
th,m’

P = Prr 4.13)

where Frr is the total power required for fronthaul traffic at full capacity, Cy, ,, is the
capacity of the fronthaul link between the mth AP and the CPU, and finally Ry, ,, is the
actual fronthaul rate between the mth AP and the CPU and is given by [52,61-63]

_QKTfO./m

th,m Tc

, (4.14)

where «,, denotes the number of quantization bits at each AP and for simplicity we

consider the same number of bits at all APs, drop the index m and use « as the number
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of quantization bits. Moreover, 7; introduces the length of the uplink data (in symbols)
and is given by 7y = 7. — 7, where 7, denotes the number of samples for each coherence
interval, 7, represents the length of pilot sequence, and finally 7. refers to coherence
time in seconds. Note that in (4.14) « is related to the total uplink spectral efficiency,

since it will affect the TQD term and hence the total spectral efficiency in (4.6).

4.4.2 Total Energy Efficiency

In this section, we formulate the total energy efficiency of cell-free massive MIMO uplink.
The total energy efficiency is obtained by dividing the sum throughput (bit/s) by the total

consumed power (Watt) which is given by

B S (qx,ug, ) ( bit
E. (qx,ug, ) = , 4.15
(qr, ug, @) P Toule (4.15)

where B is the frequency bandwidth.

4.5 Total Energy Efficiency Maximization

In this section, we propose a total energy efficiency maximization problem in cell-free
massive MIMO, where we design the number of quantization bits «, the receiver filter
coefficients u; and the power coefficients g, to maximize the total energy efficiency
under per-user power and per-user spectral efficiency constraints. Hence, the total energy

efficiency maximization can be modeled as follows:

P : max FE.(qx, ug, ) (4.16a)
qi,ug,x

st Silgeur) > S0, VE, (4.16b)

[Jug|| = 1, VE, (4.16¢)

0 < g <pll, Yk, (4.16d)

Rnm < Cm, Y, (4.16e)
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where S ,(cr) is the required spectral efficiency of the kth user, pl(llfa)x and Ch, ,,, refer to the

maximum transmit power available at user k£ and the capacity of fronthaul link between
the mth AP and the CPU, respectively. Assuming the same amount of fronthaul capacity
between all APs and the CPU, we drop the index m, and use Cf, for simplicity. Problem

P, can be written as

Pimax ——— Slawune) — (4.17a)
W0 2 pp Y opy Qi+ M P+ KPy + Prr—p =T

st Splqeug,a)> S0, VE, (4.17b)

|[ug|| = 1, V&, (4.17¢)

0 < gi < plak, VE, (4.17d)

Ry, < Cp, Vm. (4.17¢)

Problem P, contains one discrete variable (the number of quantization bits). Hence, we
can formulate the problem for fixed values of the number of quantization bits «, and we
investigate the optimal values of o numerically. As a result, for a given «, the total energy

efficiency maximization problem can be re-formulated as follows:

B.S
Pyimax ——— @nuno) — (4.18a)
Wk 2Py Yy Gk + M Pay + K Py + Per =7 22
st Sk(qeupa) >S9V, (4.18b)
Jugl| =1, VE, (4.18¢)
0< g <pll, V. (4.18d)
We then reformulate Problem P; into the following problem:
B.S
Py:max - P L1 R (4.19)
ks o prnl/ Zk:l Pmax ‘I’ MPﬁx + KPU + PFTTJ[CL;
st Sk(geug,a)> S VE, (4.19b)
|[ukl[ =1, V&, (4.19¢)
0 < g < Pk, VE, (4.19d)
K K
g <vd pll, (4.19%)
k=1 k=1

v <rv<l, (4.19f)
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where v is an auxiliary variable and v* and is obtained through the following remark.

Remark 3. Based on the analysis in [64,65], the slack variable v* is obtained by solving
a power minimization problem subject to the same per-user power constraints in (4.19d)
and throughput requirement constraints in (4.19b). For details, please refer to Appendix

4.B. |

Theorem 6. The optimal solution of Problem P3 and problem Py are equal.

Proof: The proof of Theorem 6 follows the same approach in the proof of
[64, Theorem 1]. Let us assume {U°" q°"'} and {U*', ¢°", } are the optimal solution
of Problems Ps5 and Py, respectively. It is easy to show that Zszl G = z)szzl pr(fgx.
Moreover, based on [64], it is clear that Ut and q°" provide a feasible solution to
Problem P;. Exploiting the per-user power constraints, using v = m SF  qr and
0 < v <1, and by considering the throughput requirement constraints, one can conclude
that { U, q°?'} provide a feasible solution to Problem P;. Through these two facts, it is
not difficult to show that the optimal solutions of Problems P; and P, are equal, which

completes the proof of Theorem 6. |

Hence, we can convert the original total energy efficiency maximization problem into a
total energy efficiency maximization problem with per-user power constraints,
throughput requirement constraints and the new total power constraint. Next, Problem
Py is iteratively solved by performing a one-dimensional search over the variable
v* < v < 1[64]. Therefore, for a given v, the denominator of the objective function of
Problem P, is a constant, which enables us to define the following equivalent

optimization problem:

Ps :max S (qx, ug, «) (4.20a)
qk,U
st Sp(qeupa) > S0, (4.20b)
[ug]| = 1, Vk, (4.20c)
0 < qx < plik, Vk, (4.20d)
K K
g <) Pl (4.20¢)
k=1 k=1

Problem P; is not convex in terms of u; and power allocation g, Vk. Therefore, it
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cannot be directly solved through existing convex optimization software. To tackle this
non-convexity issue, we decouple Problem P into two sub-problems: receiver coefficient
design (i.e. ui) and the power allocation problem. The optimal solution for Problem P,
is obtained through alternately solving these sub-problems, as explained in the following

subsections.

4.5.1 Receiver Filter Coefficient Design

In this subsection, the problem of designing the receiver filter coefficient vector is
considered. We solve the total energy efficiency maximization problem for a given set of
power allocations at all users, ¢, Vk, and fixed values for the number of quantization
bits, «,,, Vm. These coefficients (i.e., ug, V k) are obtained by independently
maximizing the total uplink energy efficiency of the system. Note that the spectral
efficiency of the kth user, i.e., Sy (qx, ug, @), is a function of only uy, (it does not depend
on uy, where k' # k), and hence, the optimal receiver filter coefficients can be

determined by solving the following optimization problem:

Ps :max Sk (g, ug, ) (4.21a)
uy

st Sk(qeup,a) >S9, Vi, (4.21b)

[ug|| = 1, Vk. (4.21c)

Note that the satisfaction of constraints in (4.21b) will be ensured in the power allocation

problem. Hence, we drop constraint (4.21b) and Problem Fj can be reformulated as:

P; : max (4.22a)

Ug

N2uf! (g LT wy

K'#k k'=1 k=1

K K K NR,
ull N2> qur |@8 i [P A gy AL ANZS " qror |9 i |2 Apr+N ZQk’Dkk""T uy,
st |jugl] = 1, Vk. (4.22b)

Problem P is a generalized eigenvalue problem [45], where the optimal solutions can be
obtained by determining the generalized eigen vector of the matrix pair A;, = N2q, ', T2

and Bk:NQZE#C]k' |4 D ’2Akk’Ag§/‘|’N2Z§:1Qk’ |4 D ’2Ak'+NZ§:1Qk/DkkH%7Rk
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corresponding to the maximum generalized eigenvalue.

4.5.2 Power Allocation

In this subsection, we solve the power allocation problem for a given set of fixed receiver
filter coefficients, uy, V k, and fixed values of quantization bits. The optimal transmit

power can be determined by solving the following total spectral efficiency maximization

problem:
Py :max S (qx, ug, a) (4.23a)
dk

st Sy (qe,up, @) > SV, VE, (4.23b)
0<aqr<pll, Vk, (4.23¢)

K K
S <vd pll. (4.23d)

k=1 k=1

Problem Fs can be reformulated as follows:

K
-1
Py:min ] (1 + SINR}, (g1, up, a)) (4.242)
qdk el
st Se(grup ) > SY) VE, (4.24b)
0<q <p¥ VEk, (4.24¢)
K K
S <vd pll (4.24d)
k=1 k=1

Problem P, is generally a non-convex problem, however, it can be reformulated as a

standard GP problem [46]. We first rewrite Problem F; as follows:

K
Pyo : min ;[l (1+t)"" (4.252)
st Sk (e up, @) > SY VE, (4.25b)
0 < g < ik, Vk, (4.25¢)
SINR;, > t;,, Vk, (4.25d)

K K
da<v> pl, (4.25¢)
k=1 k=1
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where t;, Vk refers to the slack variables. Problem (4.25) is a non-convex signomial
problem. However, in Appendix 4.B, we will show that all constraints in (4.25) can be
reformulated into posynomial functions. Hence, if the objective function in (4.25) can
be reformulated into a posynomial function, problem (4.25) is a standard GP and has an
optimal solution [46]. This motivates us to propose two schemes to transform Problem

(4.25) into a standard GP.

Efficient Power Allocation Scheme

We use the SCA scheme proposed in [66] to convert Problem (4.25) into a standard GP.
This scheme is referred to as the “inner approximation algorithm for non-convex
problems” in [66], and introduces an efficient solution for the original problem [64, 66].
Based on the analysis in [66], it is possible to search for a local optimum through solving
a sequence of GPs which locally approximate the original optimization problem. This
scheme is called the “inner approximation algorithm for non-convex problems” in [66].
This scheme provides an efficient solution for the original problem [64, 66]. Next, the

following lemma using SCA is required [64, Lemma 1]:

Lemma 3. Function O(z) = kt* can be used to approximate function 1l(z) = 1 + t,

near the point t. The best monomial local approximation is obtained by the following

parameters.‘
i
=, (4.262)
o
K — t—t (4.26b)

where O(t) < II(t), Vt > 0.

Using the local approximation in Lemma 3, we can tackle the non-convexity of Prob-
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lem P,;q, which enables us to reformulate Problem P, as follows:

~

7%
K - <
Pyomin [T 0T (4.27a)
qr st
k=1
st S (qeup ) > SY. VE, (4.27b)
0 < g < P, Yk, (4.27¢)
SINR;, > t;, Vk, (4.27d)
K K
Sa<v> pl, (4.27¢)
k=1 k=1
(1 =0)ix) <tx < ((1—0)ki),Vk, (4.27f)

where 0 is a constant value to control the approximation accuracy [64].

Proposition 3. Problem Py, can be formulated into a standard GP.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix 4.C. |

Therefore, Problem P, is efficiently solved through existing convex optimization
software. Based on these two sub-problems (P; and P;;), an iterative algorithm has been
developed by alternately solving both sub-problems at each iteration. The proposed
algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 4, where €; and e, are small values, and we set

€] — €9 = 0.01.

Sub-Optimal Power Allocation Scheme

In this section, we present a heuristic solution to tackle the non-convexity issue of Problem

Pyy. Exploiting the analysis in [67], we propose to reformulate the energy efficiency
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Algorithm 4 Proposed algorithm to solve Problem F;

1. Initialize q®, U®. Calculate the uplink SINR'”, #” and S using q(® and U®),
and set the initial SINR guess and initial auxiliary variables as ¢, = SINR,&O),V/@, and
t,(go) = SINRI(CO),V]{?, respectively.

2.Setq® = 0,4” =", U® = UO, and BV} = 0, k.

3. Calculate the constants £ and « using (4.26), and solve problem P;; with t,(:) and U™,
and find q**) and calculate té**) and t,(:*).

4. If ‘t,(:*) — )
t;:) _ t,(:*)

< ¢, then set t,(:*) = tgg*) and q(**) = q(*) and go to step 8, otherwise,

and go to step 3.

5. Solve the generalized eigenvalue Problem P; using q*) and calculate U. Next, let
U = U.

6. Compute the objective value of Problem P;; with U**) and g and call it £, Vk.
7. 1f ‘ngg) — B e
3.

8. If the stop criteria is satisfied stop, otherwise, go to step 3.

< €9, Vk, then U® = U™ and go to step 8, otherwise, go to step

Algorithm 5 Proposed sub-optimal algorithm to solve Problem P;

1. Initialize (9, i = 1. ) . )

2. Repeat steps 3-5 until Eéz,j b_ Eéz,l < €3, Vk, where E}jk is the objective value of
Problem P;.

.i=1+1.

4. Set q©) = g~V and determine the optimal receiver coefficients U through solving
the generalized eigenvalue Problem Fx.

5. Compute q“*Y through solving Problem P,.

maximization Problem Fs as follows:

K
Py :mi 1 .
1z i 1% (4.28a)
k=1
st S (qeup ) > SY. VE, (4.28b)
0 < g < plE), Vk, (4.28¢)
SINR;, > t;, Vk, (4.28d)
K K
Sa<vd pl. (4.28¢)
k=1 k=1

Proposition 4. Problem P, can be formulated into a standard GP.
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Proof: The objective function in (4.25a) and the power constraint in (4.25¢) are
posynomial functions. The spectral efficiency constraint in (4.25b) and the SINR
constraint in (4.25d) can be rewritten into the posynomial functions similar to (4.85) and

(4.88), which completes the proof. |

Hence, existing convex optimization software can be used to solve problem Pj;. As in
the previous section, here we propose an iterative algorithm to iteratively solve

sub-problems P; and Pj». Finally, Algorithm 5 summarizes the proposed scheme.

4.5.3 Convergence

In this section, the convergence analysis of the proposed Algorithms 4 and 5 are provided.
Two sub-problems are alternately solved to determine the solution to Problem F,. At
each iteration, one of the design parameters is determined by solving the corresponding
sub-problem while other design variables are kept fixed. Note that each sub-problem
provides an optimal solution for the other given design variables. At the nth iteration,
the receiver filter coefficients ugfn), Vk are determined for a given power allocation g™
and similarly, the power allocation q™*!) is updated for a given set of receiver filter
coefficients u;"), Vk. The optimal power allocation q™*") obtained for a given u,§”>
achieves an uplink spectral efficiency greater than or equal to that of the previous iteration.
In addition, the power allocation q(™ is also a feasible solution in determining q("*" as
the receiver filter coefficients u,(cnﬂ), Vk are determined for a given q(™). This reveals that
the achieved uplink spectral efficiency monotonically increases with each iteration, which
can also be observed from the numerical results presented in Figs. 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4. As
the achievable uplink energy efficiency is upper bounded by a certain value for a given set
of per-user power and spectral efficiency constraints, the proposed algorithms converges
to a particular solution. Note that to the best of our knowledge and referring to [16,40]

this 1s a common way to show the convergence.
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Table 4.1: Computational Complexity of Different Problems

Problem Required arithmetic operations

Problem P HKM?

Problem P,; 1y ><(9<(4K— 1)2 Q4K —20K2+ 8K — 1))

Problem P, O ((4}(— 1)7 Q4K3—20K?+8K — 1))

4.5.4 Complexity analysis

Here, we provide the computational complexity analysis for the proposed Algorithms,
which solve a generalized eigenvalue problem FP; and a GP (convex optimization
problem) given by P;; and Pj,, respectively, at each iteration. For the receiver filter
coefficient design in P, an eigenvalue solver requires %K M3 flops for K users using

the QR algorithm [68].

Proposition 5. Problem Py,, can be solved with complexity equivalent to
Niter X O <(4K — 1)% (24K3 — 20K? + 8K — 1)) where nj,, refers to the number of
iterations in Py, which depends on 0 in (4.27f). Note that the term O means there is

an unknown factor. Moreover, it can be shown that Problem Py5 can be solved with a

complexity of O ((4}( —1)7 (24K3 — 20K? + 8K — 1)).

The number of arithmetic operations required for Algorithms are provided in Table

4.1.
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Proof: Let us consider the following GP problem:

PS® :min fy(x) = Z cioexp{al x} (4.29a)
i€Zp
s.t. fi(x) = Zcij exp{alx} <dj,j=1,--+,ns, (4.29b)
i€Z;
where x = {x1,---,x,, } represents the optimization variables, Z; are subset of the
index set Z = 1,--- ,ny, and all coefficients c;; are positive, j = 1,--- ,n3 [69, Chapter

10]. Based on the analysis in [69, Chapter 10], the complexity of solving the GP problem
given in (4.29) is given by C = O ((ng +n3)? (ngnd + nd + n‘rf)) Therefore, exploiting
Pi1 defined in (4.27) and the transformation in (4.84)-(4.88), we have n; = K,
ne = 2K — 1 and ng = 2K. Note that ny = 2K — 1 is obtained using the transformation
in (4.88) for the constraint in (4.27b), and also the transformation in (4.85) for constraint
(4.27d). Hence, Problem PF;;, can be solved with a complexity equivalent to
e X O ((QK —1+2K)% ((2K) (2K — 1)* + (2K — 1)° + (2K)3)), where i
refers to the number of iterations to solve P;; which depends on ¢ in (4.27f). Moreover,
it can be shown that Problem PF;» can be solved with a complexity of
0((2K—1+2K)% ((2K) (2K — 1)2+(2K—1)3+(2K)3)). After some manipulations,
we end up with the values given in Table 4.1, which completes the proof of Proposition

3. |

4.6 User Assignment

Let 7 be the length of the uplink payload data transmission for each coherence interval,
i.e., 7y = 7. — T, Where 7. denotes the number of samples for each coherence interval and
7, represents the length of pilot sequence. Note that we need 2a,, x (K7y) bits for each
AP during each coherence interval. Hence, the total fronthaul capacity required between
the mth AP and the CPU for all schemes is defined as

= M(;ﬂ 430)

where 7, (in sec.) refers to coherence time. Exploiting (4.30), it is obvious that the total

fronthaul capacity required between the mth AP and the CPU increases linearly with the
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Algorithm 6 User Assignment

1. Using (4.31), find the maximum possible integer value for K,,, Vm
2. Sort users according to the ascending channel gain: 3,1 > B2 > -+ > Bk, VM
3. Assign K, users with the highest values of f3,,,,Vm to each AP, i.e., 7,, <+
{]{;(1)’ K@ ... k:(Km)},Vm
4. Find set of active APs for each user; Sy, < {m®) m® ... mM} vk
S.forj=1:K
if size {S;} =0
m(j) = afgwfflaxﬁmj, 6(j) = arg}ininﬁw(j)kak‘skﬂ'j # D, Taip) < Te(p)\0()s Tai)
TeiyUJ
end
end

6. If m € Sy, then ¥,,x < Yk, otherwise 7, = 0 and solve the max-min rate problem
Py

total number of users served by the mth AP. This motivates the need to pick a proper set

of active users for each AP. Using (4.30), we have

th Tc

oy, X K, <
27’f

, (4.31)

where K, denotes the size of the set of active users for the mth AP. From (4.31), it can
be seen that decreasing the size of the set of active users allows for a larger number of
quantization bits. Motivated by this fact, and to exploit the capacity of fronthaul links
more efficiently, we investigate all possible combinations of «,, and k. First, for a fixed
value of «,,, we find an upper bound on the size of the set of active users for each AP.
In the next step, we propose for all APs that the users are sorted according to (3., Vk,
and find the K, users which have the highest values of (,,, among all users. If a user
is not selected by any AP, we propose to find the AP which has the best link to this user
(7(j) = argmax [3,,; determines best link to the jth user, i.e., the index of the AP which
is closest towéhe jth user). Note that to consider only the users that have links to other
APs, we use k|S;m; # @, where @ refers to empty set. Then we drop the user which has
the lowest [3,,,, Vk, among the set of active users for that AP, which has links to other
APs as well. Finally, we add the user which is not selected by any AP to the set of active
users for this AP. The proposed algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 6. We next solve

the uplink energy efficiency maximization problem as follows
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puserassignment . max B, (qr, Uk, @, k) (4.32a)
qk,u,x
S.t. Sk (qk, ug, imk) S > (432b)
llugl| =1, VE, 0 <g¢q pmax, Vk, (4.32¢)
Rypm < Cym, Y, (4.32d)
where

~ f}/mkv m e Sk

Vmk = (4.33)

0, otherwise

where Sy, refers to the set of active APs for the kth user. Finally, note that this reduces
the complexity of the optimization problem, as some entries of 7,,; are zero. Finally,
note that we turn off the mth AP, if the set of active users for the mth AP is empty, after
performing the user assignment scheme. Hence, we put the number of active APs instead

of M.

4.7 Numerical Results and Discussion

In this section, we provide numerical results to validate the performance of the proposed
scheme. A cell-free massive MIMO system with M/ APs and K single-antenna users is
considered in a D x D coverage area, where both APs and users are randomly distributed.
In the following subsections, we define the numerical parameters and then present the

corresponding numerical results.

4.7.1 Simulation Parameters

The channel coefficients between users and APs are modeled in Section 2.7.4, where the

coefficient (3,,,;, is given by [2]

Osh Zmk
Bk = PL,,,10 10 (4.34)
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where PL,,; is the path loss from the kth user to the mth AP and the second term in

9sh®*mk

(4.34), 10~ 1 , denotes the shadow fading with standard deviation oy, = 8 dB, and

Zmk ~ N(0,1). In the simulation, an uncorrelated shadowing model is considered and a

three-slope model for the path loss is given by [2]

—L — 351og;o(dmt), dypg > da,
PL,.;, =< —L —15log (d1) —2010g10(dmi),  do < dpmi <di, (4.35)
—-L—15 loglo(dl) —20 loglo(do), dmk < dOv

and L = 46.3 + 33.9log,,(f) — 13.82logyq(hap) — (1.1logo(f) —0.7) hy +
(1.56 logyo(f) — 0.8), where f denotes the carrier frequency (in MHz), hap and hy
represent the AP antenna height (in m) and user height (in m), respectively. The noise
power is given by p, = BW X kg x Ty x W, where BW = 20 MHz denotes the
bandwidth, kg = 1.381 x 10723 represents the Boltzmann constant, and 7, = 290
(Kelvin) denotes the noise temperature. Moreover, W = 9 dB, and denotes the noise
figure. It is assumed that that p, and p denote the power of the pilot sequence and the
uplink data powers, respectively, where p, = If—z and p = p%. In simulations, we set
Dp = 200 mW and p = 1 Watt. Similar to [2], we assume that the simulation area is
wrapped around at the edges which can simulate an area without boundaries. Hence, the
square simulation area has eight neighbours. Moreover, we set ¢ = 0.3, Py = 0.1 Watt,
Psx = .825 Watt [52,60-63]. Moreover, hereafter the term “orthogonal pilots” refers to
the case where unique orthogonal pilots are assigned to all users, while in “random pilot

assignment” each user is randomly assigned a pilot sequence from a set of orthogonal

sequences of length 7, (< K), following the approach of [2,31].

4.7.2 Numerical Results
Convergence of the Proposed Schemes

In this section, the convergence of the proposed Algorithms 4 and 5 is investigated. Figs.
4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 present the convergence of the proposed Algorithms 4 and 5 with M =
100 and M = 200 APs, and K = 20 and K = 40 users with the length of pilot 7, = 20.

Note that in the figures, the term “Channel” means a random realization of positions of




CHAPTER 4. ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF THE CELL-FREE MASSIVE MIMO UPLINK 107

@®
>

[o2)

X
1
+

Total energy efficiency (bit/Joule)

1 2 3 4 5 & 7 8
Number of iterations
Figure 4.2: The total energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 4 (solid curves) and pro-
posed Algorithm 5 (dashed curves) versus number of iterations with K = 20, M = 100,
N=1,a=2,7,=20,and D = 1 km.
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Figure 4.3: The total energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 4 (solid curves) and pro-
posed Algorithm 5 (dashed curves) versus number of iterations with K = 40, M = 100,
N=1,a=2,7,=20,and D = 1 km.

users and APs and small-scale fading. Note that we choose different values of K, M and

« to show that the proposed algorithm converges very fast for different parameters.

Note that in Figs. 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, the solid and dashed curves represent the
performance of proposed Algorithm 4 and Algorithm 5, respectively. The figures
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Figure 4.4: The total energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 4 (solid curves) and pro-
posed Algorithm 5 (dashed curves) versus number of iterations with iK' = 40, M = 200,
N=1,a=2,7,=20,and D = 1 km.
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Figure 4.5: The total energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 4 and proposed Algorithm
5 versus v for one channel realization with K = 20, M = 100, N = 1, o = 2, 7, = 20,
and D = 1 km.

confirm that the proposed Algorithms 4 and 5 converge in a few iterations.

Figs. 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 demonstrate that the proposed sub-optimal scheme has a perfor-
mance fairly close to the performance of the proposed Algorithm 4. As Algorithm 5 has

a lower complexity and good performance, in the rest of numerical results, we investigate
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Figure 4.6: The average total energy efficiency versus number of APs with proposed
Algorithm 4 and equal power allocation with N =1, a = 2, 7, = 20, and D = 1 km.

the performance using only the proposed Algorithm 5.

The Optimal Value of v

To study the effect of v in Problem F;, we solve Problem FP; with different values of v
and plot the total energy efficiency versus v in Fig. 4.5. For this channel realization, for
both proposed Algorithms 4 and 5, the optimal value of v has a range from 0.25 — 0.35,

and we set the optimal value to v°?* = 0.3.

Performance Comparison

Fig. 4.6 presents the total energy efficiency of the proposed Algorithm 5 and the scheme
with the equal power allocation with M = 100, N =1, a = 2, 7, = 20, and D = 1
km. As seen in Fig. 4.6, the proposed scheme significantly improves the total energy
efficiency of cell-free massive MIMO compared to equal power allocation scheme (i.e.,
qar = 1,Vk,u, = [1,--- 1], VEk).
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Figure 4.7: The average total energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 5 versus number
of quantization bits with K = 20, N =1, 7, = 20, and D = 1 km.

Effect of the Number of Quantization Bits

This section investigates the optimum values of number of quantization bits to maximize
the energy efficiency of cell-free massive MIMO. Increasing the number of quantization
bits introduces spectral efficiency improvement whereas it increases the fronthaul power
consumption from the APs to the CPU. Therefore, there is an optimum value in terms
of number of quantization bits to maximize the total energy efficiency of the cell-free
massive MIMO system. The average energy efficiency versus the number of quantization
bits is shown in Fig. 4.7 for the system with {K = 40, N = 5, Per = 1 Watt, p = 3
Watt, 7. = 2ms, D = 2 Km}, {K = 20, N = 1, Ber = 1 Watt, p = 1 Watt, T, = 1 ms,
D =1Km}, {K =40, N =5, Per = 10 Watt, p = 3 Watt, 7, = 1 ms, D = 1 Km} with
orthogonal pilots. Optimally, we need only 2-4 bits to quantize the data. Again, note that
p 1s defined in Section 4.7.1.

Effect of the Number of Antennas Per AP

In this section, the performance of cell-free massive MIMO is studied with different
numbers of antennas per AP. Similar to the methodolgy in [16], we set M N = 256 as the

total number of service antennas. The average energy efficiency of the system is shown
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Figure 4.8: The average total energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 5 versus the num-
ber of antennas per AP with K = 40, M'N = 256, Prr = 10 Watt, Cy, = 100 Mbps,
and o = 4 bits.

in Fig. 4.8, for K = 40, a = 4 bits, and Prr = 10 Watt. Moreover, we provide numerical
results for two cases of orthogonal and random pilot assignment. It can be seen for a
fixed total number of service antennas, by reducing the total number of APs, M (which
is equivalent to increasing number of antennas per APs, N), the total power consumption
will decrease. On the other hand, reducing M results in throughput reduction. As a
result, one can find a trade off between M and N. Fig. 4.8 reveals the optimum values of

M and N to have the largest total energy efficiency.

Effect of Power of Fronthaul Links

Fig. 4.9 shows the average energy efficiency of the cell-free massive MIMO system versus
the total fronthaul traffic power, Per, for K = 20, N = 1,7, = 20, D = 1 km, Cyj, =
102.4 Mbps, and two cases of M = 60 and M = 120. As the figure demonstrates, the

average energy efficiency decreases as the total power for fronthaul traffic increases.
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Figure 4.9: The average total energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 5 versus number
of quantization bits with K = 20, N =1, 7, = 20, D = 1 km, Cy;, = 102.4 Mbps, and
two cases of M = 60 and M = 120.

Energy Efficiency vs Relative Loss in Max-Min Spectral Efficiency

It is interesting to evaluate how much we can gain with the proposed energy efficiency
power control by sacrificing the required spectral efficiency. To investigate this, we
consider the max-min spectral efficiency problem with a given fronthaul rate, which is

defined as follows:

pramin . ax min Ry, (4.36a)
qk,UuL k=1,---,K

st |jugl| =1, Vk, (4.36b)

0< g <pl, Vk. (4.36¢)

where Ry, refers to the rate of the kth user. Next, we define the following optimization

problem:
P g%l): E. (qr,ux) , (4.37a)
St S (geue) > (the x STV, (4.37b)
[lugl| = 1, VE, (4.37¢)
0 < q <pl¥), Vk, (4.37d)
where S™™ — (1 — ) Rp=mn, where Rp™™" is the optimal solution of Problem

pmax-min Fioure 4,10 presents the average energy efficiency performance of the cell-free
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Figure 4.10: The average energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 5 versus the sacrifice
in max-min spectral efficiency for K = 15, M =80, N =1,7, =15, D = 1 km, o = 2,
Per = 1 Watt and C'yj, = 100 Mbps.

massive MIMO with M = 80, K = 15, N = 1, o« = 2 and orthogonal pilots, obtained by
solving Problems P™>™in and P Note that we use the sub-optimal power allocation
scheme presented in Subsection 4.5.2 to solve Problem P**. The figure shows that by
sacrificing 6% of the max-min spectral efficiency (i.e., 1 — thg,. = 0.06), one could gain

W = 26.8% improvement in the average energy efficiency of the system.

Performance of the Proposed User Assignment Scheme

This subsection investigates the performance of the proposed user assignment scheme. In
Fig. 4.11, the average energy efficiency proposed using Algorithm 5 is presented with
M = 40, N = 4, K = 50, and 7, = 30 versus the total number of active users per
AP. Here, we used inequality (4.31) and set «,,, X K,,, = 100. As Fig. 4.11 shows, the
optimum value of K,,, (K2) is achieved by K = 33. As a result, the proposed user
assignment scheme can effectively improve the energy efficiency performance of cell-free

massive MIMO systems with limited fronthaul capacity.
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Figure 4.11: The average energy efficiency of proposed Algorithm 5 versus the total
number of active users for each AP with M = 40, N = 4, K = 50, 7, = 30 and
QX K, = 100.

4.8 Summary

We have considered cell-free massive MIMO when the quantized version of the weighted
signals are available at the CPU. Bussgang decomposition has been used to model the
quantization effects. A closed-form expression for spectral efficiency has been derived.
We have then studied the problem of the energy efficiency maximization with per-user
power constraints, fronthaul capacity constraints and throughput requirements. We have
developed an SCA to efficiently solve this non-convex problem. Next a low-complexity
sub-optimal scheme is proposed. In addition, complexity and convergence of the proposed
schemes have been investigated. Numerical results confirmed that the limited-fronthaul
cell-free massive MIMO system with the proposed algorithm can reach almost twice the
uplink total energy efficiency compared to the case of equal power allocation. In addition,
a trade-off between the total number of APs and the number of antennas at the APs has
been shown. Moreover, we investigated the optimal number of AP antennas along with
the optimal number of quantization bits to maximize the uplink total energy efficiency of
cell-free massive MIMO. Finally, we have presented the energy efficiency performance
as a function of relative loss in the max-min spectral efficiency and evaluated the energy

efficiency improvement achieved by sacrificing some of the max-min spectral efficiency.
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4.9 Appendix

Appendix 4.A: Proof of Theorem 5

The desired signal for the user £ is given by

M
m=1

M
= NVPGk Y Uk V- (4.38)
m=1

2
Hence, [DS.|” = pgi (N M umkfymk) . Moreover, the term E{[BU;|’} can be
2}

where the last equality comes from the analysis in [2, Appendix A], and using 7,z =

ToPpBmkCmi- The term E{|TUI,, %1 is obtained as
prp

obtained as

M M
E {\BUMQ} = PE{ Z Uk G Bmk v/ Tk — PE{ Z Umkggkgmk\/q_k}
m=1 m=1

M

m=1

M 2

E{[IUL |*} = pgwE Z Conk Uk & 1 Wk

m=1
A
M K " 2
+ PTpppE qr Zcmkumk( gmz¢kH¢z> Smk’ ) (4.39)
m=1 i=1
B

where the third equality in (4.39) is due to the fact that for two independent RVs X and
Y and E{X} = 0, we have E{|X + YV|*} = E{| X[’} + E{|Y|*} [2]. Since W,,; =

kH Wo.m is independent of the term g, similar to [2, Appendix A], the term A in (4.39)
immediately is given by A = Nqu ZM 2 u?, Bmi. The term B in (4.39) can be

m=1
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obtained as

2

M
B = mpppqr I Z CrnUmik || 8ot || BF D (4.40)
m=1
c
M K " 2
+ TpprIC’E Z CmkUmk ( Z gmz¢kH¢z> Smk’
m=1 i#k!
D
The first term in (4.40) is given by
, M
C' = N7pppw b1 By Z Cor Uik B
m=1
M 3 2
2 mk’
+ Ngy ¢sz¢k’| (Z Uk Ymk B—’;> ; (4.41)
m=1 m

where the last equality is derived based on the fact that 7,,,;, = \/7,DpBmiCmi. The second

term in (4.40) can be obtained as

M M
D =N\/TPypi Y _iCon Bt Bk — Nir Y 4 Con Bni
m=1 m=1

M
H 2
— NTpygir Y UGB | D4 b1 |

m=1

(4.42)

Finally by substituting (4.41) and (4.42) into (4.40), and substituting (4.40) into (4.39),

we obtain

M
E{|IUIkk/|2} = NPQk’ (Z ufmkﬁmk"Ymk)

m=1

+ N2 pgi

M 2
¢l |’ (Z Unn Yk BL’“) . (4.43)
m=1 Bmk:

The total noise for the user k£ is given by

2

M
E{|TN*} =E Z Ui
m=1

M
= N>ty Yok (4.44)
m=1
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where the last equality is due to the fact that the terms g, and n,,, are uncorrelated. Next,
we calculate the power of the quantization distortion. Let us assume z,,,; is the input of
the quantizer at the mth AP, where z,,;, = gﬁkym. Using the Bussgang decomposition
and the receiver filter coefficients u,,x, Vm, k, at the CPU, the aggregate received signal

at the CPU can be written as

M M M M
re= Q(zm) =Y Q&Mym) =D aghym+ Y iy (449
m=1 m=1 m=1 m=1
TQD,,

where TQD,, refers to the total quantization distortion (TQD) at the £th user. The power

of the quantization distortion for user k is given by

M 2

D

m=1

: Kﬁ )(m @*}

M

= ;] }+ZZE{d }

m=1 mln;él

[Caza:] + Z Z [Caza:] (4.46)

E{|TQD,*} =E

g

m=1 m=1n#m
where Cq:q: = E {dz (dz)H} and it is the covariance matrix of the quantization
k- k
distortion, where d; = [dZ, ---d3,,]" is the quantization distortion vector. Note that

[Cdzdz} is the mnth element of Cg4:4:. To calculate Cg4z4:, we first re-write the
k- kdmn k—k k- k

aggregate received signal at the CPU as follows:

where rp = [ryg-- -er]T and zp = [z1p- - sz]T. Moreover, using the analysis in
Appendix 4.A, it can be shown that the matrix A is diagonal. A is determined by the
linear minimum mean square (MMSE) estimation of r; from x;, as follows [55]:

A =E{rzf} E{zz}" = Cp,Cy! (4.48)

TrZp ~ XX
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and the error has the following covariance matrix [55]

Cdidi =K {(I‘k - AZk) (I‘k - AZk)H} E {ZkaH}_l

= Cpr, — Coy AT — AC,,,, + AC,,, A"
= Curyr, — Cr2, Cr, Copry- (4.49)
Remark 4. The covariance matrices C,,,, Cr,z,, and C,, ., are obtained using the

Price Theorem.

Proof: To characterize the cross-correlation and auto-correlation properties of
Gaussian input signals, we exploit “the Price Theorem” [70]. Based on the Price
theorem, the correlation coefficient at the output of nonlinear functions fi(x;) and
fa(z2) with correlated inputs x; and x5 having zero-mean and the variances oy and o5,

E{:ple}

respectively, and the correlation coefficient p,,,, = , has the following
2

Oz 0x

derivatives [70]

I'E {fl(i”1)f2(=’f2)} (4.50)
pwle
JC1 fz T2) _ 1 ﬁ j%_prmflfz} L.
/ / 271'0102 pzlw exp( 2(1-p2.,) |:O'% + o3 o109 di1ds.
T 4.51)
Next, for the special case fi(z1) = 1, then we have [55]
OE 1 72
EAnflnlt ., = f3(F2) exp (x—?> s, (4.52)
apxlxg (P 2T g5
resulting in
1 L~ f% -
E {21 fo(22)} = 01020214, —=fa(T2) exp | = | da. (4.53)
O\ 2T o5

Next, we use

Zz@ — 1) —u (z — ') 11+Z — 1 u(x =1 . (4.54)
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Using the fact ["P = [1%+1 we have

Zﬁ — 1) =5 (z — 1")) 11+Z — 171 6 (= 1), (4.55)

where ¢ is the Dirac Delta function. Therefore

E{%Q(%) = 01Pz22 Z \/— (exp ( UOZ) > — €xp <—%)> .(4.56)

Next, we find the covariance at the output of the quantizer as follows [55]

Pzryzg

lbj 2 pmk 2 1710, 710,k
TN (N

1-p2) | of o3 0102

D dp'. (4.57)

K K
EAQ(z1)Q(z2)} =) Y A
=2

= 2m\/1 — p'?

0

Note that in cell-free massive MIMO, we have p,,2, = Pmnk. Where pp,,i 1s defined in

Appendix 4.B. Finally, C,,,,, C and C,, ,, are determined using (4.56) and (4.57)

TrZg

and the following equalities:

Crir, = E{riri} = E{Q(z4)Q(21)} (4.58a)
Coir, = E{zirr} = E{2:Q(z1)}, (4.58b)
Crz, = E{rizi} = E{Q(zx)zs} . (4.58¢)

Based on the above derivations, [Cdzdi] .. is a function of the number of quantization
bits «, the step size of the quantizer A, and the correlation coefficient between the inputs
of the quantizer at the mth and nth APs, i.e., pyn (Which is given in the following
proposition).

Proposition 6. The correlation coefficient between the inputs of the quantizers at the mth
and the nth APs is obtained as follows:

K
2
N2cmkcnkTppp Z dek’Bmk’ﬁnk’ |¢5¢k‘
k'=1
X 2
<A72 Z Vmk
k'=1

) K K 5 K
SE k| padik+NVmk Y Bk padir+NVimk) (N2 372 | 0E k| padiNvnk D Bk padi+N Yok
k=1 k=1 k=1
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Proof: To remind, note that the input of the quantizer at the mth AP, z,,, is given by

Zmk = Gk Ym: (4.60)

where the MMSE estimate of the channel coefficient between the kth user and the mth

AP, i.e., g1, 1S given by

K
gmk =Cmk (\/ 7_pppgmk“_\/ TpPp Z gmk’¢g¢k+wp,m¢k>a (461)

Kk

and the received signal at the mth AP from all users is given by

K
= VP D Gk /Tsk + . (4.62)
k=1

We aim to calculate the correlation coefficient between the mth and nth APs, which is

given by

E {zm
oo B {2z} (4.63)

O—ka: Uznk

where 07 and E {22, } and we have 07 = E{|zmk|2} Next, using (4.60)-(4.62),

we have

E {(zmk)" xznk} E{(&nym) (&myn)}

{ gmk; \/_ Z gmk’msk/ + nm> ) (gql—jk; <\/ﬁ Z gnk/msk’ + nn>)

k'=1 k'=1

H K
\/_ Z gmk’\/Qk’Sk’> Sk &, <\/ﬁ Z gnk’\/Qk’Sk’>

k'=1 k'=1
= E 3 (VP8miv/Trsk)" gmlcgnk<\/_gnk\/_5k)}
A

+ ZE{ VP8 Tsi)” il (VP T5w) | (4.64)

K/ £k

B
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where in the last equality we used the fact that E{s} s, } = 0. Next, we have

K
A = pgrcmicniE {(gmksk)H (\/Tpppgmk+\/7 pPp Z gmk”¢g/¢k+wp,m¢k>

E'+£k

K H
(\/Tpppgnk+\/7ppp Z gnk”¢g’¢k+wp,n¢k) (gnk3k>

k'"+£k

= PQkCrmkCnkTpPpk {gﬁkgmkgfkgnk} E {‘SkF}
——

1

= NQkackankTppp/Bmkﬁnka (465)
and
B=paw E{g! gm&t g } E{|sw|*}, VK # k, (4.66)
h Y Y

where for k&’ # k, we have
K
I=E {kaggk’ <V TpPp Z gmld’{{qbk + Wp7m¢k)
=1
X H
H
Cnk (\/ TpPp Z gnl¢l ¢k + A% 7n¢k’) Snk!
=1

= kacnkTpppE {ggk/gmk/gfk/ gnk’} ’¢g¢k ‘2

2
= NQkaanTpppﬁmk’/Bnk’ ¢5¢k’| (467)
Finally, we have
E {(2mr)" X 2uk} = N2 pQiConkCorTpPpBimik Bk
K
2
+ N2CokCok TpPpp Z Bk Brkr Qe ¢5¢k\
k' £k
s 2
= Nzcmkcnk:Tpppp Z qk’ﬁmk/ﬂnk’ ¢]Ij¢k| (468)

k'=1

Next, we calculate the power of the input signal of the quantizer, i.e., E {|zmk|2} as
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follows
E {Jomil*} = E{ (&fym) " (&) |

K H K
=E <§7Zk (\//5 Z 8mk/\/ k' Sk + Ilm> ) (gﬁk <\/ﬁ Z 8mk/\/ Qi Sk + nm) )

k=1 k=1
K H K
=pE (gﬁk (Z 8mk'/ C]Wk/) ) (éﬁ;’k <Z 8mk’'V/ Qk’sk’>)
k=1 k=1
A
n E{ ggknmf}. (4.69)
For the second term of (4.69), we have
]E{ éfiknm}z} = Nk, (4.70)
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and the first term in (4.69) can be obtained as

K H K
A=E ik (Z 8mk’\/ Qkak;'>) (éﬁk <Z 8mk/\/ C]Mk/))

k'=1 k'=1

K H K
=E Z gmk'\/ Qk'Sk/> EmkEim (Z mk'\/ Qk’sk’)

k'=1 k'=1

K H K
=K Z Emk’ vV Qk’sk’> <ka <\/ Tpppgmk+\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢5’¢k+wp,m¢k) >

k=1 k" #k

K LIV ¢
(ka (\/ Tpppgmk+\/ TpPp Z gmk“¢g’¢k+wp,m¢k> ) <Z gmk'\/ Qk/sk’>

k" £k k=1

K K
C%%k: Z Qk’E {(gmk’sk’)H <\/ Tpppgmk+\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢g’¢k+wp,m¢k)

k=1 k! £k

K H
(\/Tpppgmk+\/7ppp Z gmk”¢5’¢k+wp,m¢k> (gmk’sk’)

k//#k

K
= chilkE {(gmkSk)H <\/ TpPp8mkT+/TpPp Z gmk”¢g/¢k+wp,m¢l;

k/.ll?ék.

K H
(\/Tpppgmk+\/7ppp Z gmk”¢g/¢k+wp,m¢k> (gmk3k>

kll#k:

K K
+ ank Z Qk’E {(gmk/sk’>H (\/ Tpppgmk+\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢g/¢k+wp,m¢k>

k'#k k" #k

K H
(\/Tpppgmk+\/7ppp Z gmk”¢g’¢k+wp,m¢k> (gmk’sk/) . (471)

k//#k
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For the first bracket in last term in (4.71), we have:

K
‘[1 - C?’nkE {(gmksk)H <\/ Tpppgmk+\/ Tppp Z gmk//¢g’¢k+wp7m¢k>

k.//?ék

K H
<\/ Tpppgmk+\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢5’¢k+wp,m¢k> (gmksk)

k.//?ék.

K
= CoiTPpE { 8ni 8k Bmi&mi } + ok E {gﬁk (\/Tppp > gmkff¢5/¢k+Wp,m¢k>
k'+£k

K H
<\/ Tppp Z gmk”¢llj/¢k+wp,m¢k> Emk

k'+£k

K
= o TpPpN (N + 1) 85 + Nep B (Tppp Z Bk
k//#k

o]’ + 1)

K
= C?nkTpppNZ/B?nk + C?nkTpppN/Byznk + Ncgnkﬁmk <Tppp Z B
k//#k

K
2
= N2772nk + Ncgnkﬁmk (Tppp Z Bmk” }¢g/¢k| + 1)
k'"=1
TpD, ﬁmk
= Nz%an +Nc7z;lk5mk—\/pcp

mk

= N2 + N Bk Yomk- (4.72)

oo’ + 1)
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Next, for the second bracket in last term in (4.71), we have

K
Iy =c;,E {(gmk’Sk’)H (\/ Tpppgmk’¢5¢k+\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢§/¢k+wp,m¢k>

k//?ék:/

K H
(v Tpppgmk’¢g¢k+\/ TpPp Z gmk”d’g'qﬁk‘l‘wp,m@c) (& Si)

k.//;ék./

2
=Cnk

K
TpppE{ggk/gmk’ggk/gmk/} ‘¢g¢k ‘Q‘HE {ggk/ (\/ 7—ppp Z gmk”¢g/¢k+wp,m¢9

k/l#k/

K H
(\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢g/¢k+wp,m¢k> gmk’

k;l/#k;l

= ank [TpppN(N +1) gzk;'

K
2
5¢k‘ + E {ggk’ (\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢g’¢k+wp,m¢k)

k//;ék/

K H
(\/ TpPp Z gmk”¢g’¢k+wp7m¢k) Emk’
k//?ék/

2 | Topp N(N + 1)82

K
¢g¢k’2 + Nﬁmk’ (Tppp Z Bmk”

k.//?ék./

ool + 1)

_ 2 2 02
= Chnk TpppN ﬁmk’

2
= C?nkTpppNQ 'ran’ }¢g¢k| + Nc?nkﬁmk/

2
= N2 |8 ée|” + N Bt Y 4.73)

K
¢Ilj¢k‘2 + Nﬂmk’ (Tppp Z ﬁmk”

k=1

RV4 Tpppﬁmk
Cmk

¢g’¢k‘2 + 1)

Hence, using (4.72) and (4.73), the term A in (4.69) is obtained as

K K
A=N2>" 20 686k av + Ny > Brawr i (4.74)

k=1 k=1

Finally, using (4.69), (4.70), and (4.74), we have

K K
E {2’} = N2 220 |086k]” ot + Ny S Buwpae + N (475)
k=1 k=1
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As aresult, using (4.75) and (4.68) we have:

K 9 K
E{lenil*} =N? 3 2 |8n]” pae N 32 Sroeptiot- N, (4762

K
2
E {(ka)H X an} - NQkacnkTppp Z qu’ﬁmk’ﬂnk’ |
k'=1

oo (4.76b)

Next, fo; simplicigty, let us consider the case of orthogonal pilots, where

mk__ — Zmk Therefore, we have

Ymk = 1
Bmk: + E Amk
2 2
5mk’ﬁnk
2 K 2 K K K ’
2 2 ﬁmk Amk nk | _an AmkOnk ank B2 dFame B2, | OmkGnk
ﬁmkﬁnk"i'ank< N +N2pd>kzlﬁnk’+amk(]v +N2pd)kzlﬂmk’+ N2 klzzjlﬁmk;cglﬁnk + Npa + sz(gi

Exploiting the definition of p,,,x in (4.77), one can conclude that under the conditions
listed below, the correlation coefficient p,,,,; between APs n and m is small enough, based

on the results in Fig. 4.12, that the quantization distortions are approximately uncorrelated

1. As we have the term 32, 32, in both numerator and denominator of p,,,,x, we need

to have large path loss differences at APs n and m to avoid large p,,,.x,

2. As there are terms 25:1 Bk’ Zf,:l By and 25:1 Bonkr 25:1 Bni in the

denominator of p,,,x, having a large number of users results in smaller p,,x,

3. Having small N results in small p,,.

The Actual Value of Correlation Between the Quantization Distortions Versus the

Correlation Between the Inputs of the Quantizers

Fig. 4.12 demonstrates [Cdidi} o VETSUS D for different number of quantization bits
«, where the diagonal elements of the covariance matrix are obtained by setting p,,nx =
1. There are two important observations based on the results in Fig. 4.12, which are

summarized as follows:

i) the elements of [Cdzdi}mn ,¥m # n,o > 3 are very small. Hence Cq:q: can be
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o] ,, . |
Pmni = 1 isrelated to the diagonal
L= a/:; elements of Cazaz (i. By [Cdﬁdﬁ] ) E

0.20- |~ = mme g

[ ]= a=3 ET'..'

[ = a=4 -:
0- 1 5 L (1/:5 :":' .
0 10: ................ pmnk<]_1sre]atedt0the0ﬂ-d1ag0nal ................................. ;

elements of Cyz 4z (i. By [Cdidﬁ] N F m)
mn
0.05

0.4

— %,
0.6 0.8 1.0 mnk

Figure 4.12: Figure presents the mnth element of the covariance matrix of the quantiza-

tion distortion (i.e., [Casa: | _in (4.46)) versus ., for different number of quantization
bits for a given user k. To remind, p,,,, refers to the correlation coefficient between the
input of the quantizers at APs m and n. Note that the diagonal elements of the covariance
matrix are obtained by setting p,,,, = 1.

approximated by a diagonal matrix for number of quantization bits & > 3 (note that this

verifies the assumption of a diagonal matrix for quantization distortions in [53-57]),

ii) Fig. 4.12 shows that the off-diagonal elements of the matrix Cq:q: are small

Caza:
small we mean that ’“—’“]

[Caza;]

compared to the diagonal elements of Cdidz,Va for pmrn < 0.75. Here, by the term

M > 10,Vm, n, a and with p,x, < 0.75.

mn

Below, we provide numerical results and discussion to address the effect of correlation
between the inputs of the quantizers at different APs.

in Cell-Free Massive MIMQO?

How Large is the Correlation Between the Input of the Quantizers at Different APs

The CDF of p,,,, in cell-free massive MIMO with different system parameters is plotted

in Figs. 4.13-4.15. The figure shows that with the practical parameters used in Figs.
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1
50.5
S
O I I
0 0.2 04 0.6
pmnk

Figure 4.13: CDF of p,,,k, given in (4.60), in the cell-free massive MIMO system with
different system parameters with M = 60, N = 4, K = 20, and 7, = 20.

1
ad
A0.5
0 ‘ ‘
0 0.2 04
pmnk

Figure 4.14: CDF of p,,,k, given in (4.60), in the cell-free massive MIMO system with
different system parameters with M = 80, N = 4, K = 30, and 7, = 30.




CHAPTER 4. ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF THE CELL-FREE MASSIVE MIMO UPLINK 129

0 0.2 04
pmnk

Figure 4.15: CDF of p,,,k, given in (4.60), in the cell-free massive MIMO system with
different system parameters with M/ = 60, N = 6, K = 40, and 7, = 30..

4.13-4.15, and with probability of 95%, the correlation between the inputs of the
quantizers at different APs is p,,,, < 0.4. Next, based on Figs. 4.12, we can observe that
with p,.r < 0.4, the off-diagonal elements of the covariance matrix of the quantization

distortion [Cdidi} Y m # n, are negligible compared to the diagonal elements, i.e.,

[Cdidi} mm’

The Performance Gap Between the Exact Uplink Per-User Rate and the Uplink Per-

User Rate While Ignoring the Correlation Between the Inputs of the Quantizers:

In this section, we present the uplink per-user rate with different system parameters for
two different scenarios. To remind, the correlation between the quantization distortions at

different APs is given by

M M M
E{ITQD{} = > [Caarl,,,, + D D [Caial,, (478)
m=1 m=1n#m

The SINR obtained by the exact value of E {|TQDk\2} in (4.79) is referred to as
“Exact” in Fig. 4.16-4.18. Next, we exploit the results in Fig. 4.12 and Fig. 4.13-4.15,

the covariance matrix of the quantization distortion is approximated with a diagonal
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/ .......... AppI‘OXimate
0 —Exact

2 4
Upl?nk per-user rate (bits/s/Hz)

Figure 4.16: Uplink per-user rate of cell-free massive MIMO with. Here, the term “Exact”
refers to the case where we include the correlation between the quantization distortions
at different APs whereas the term “Approximate” refers to the case when we ignore the
correlations between the error at different APs. In all figures, we set & = 2 quantization
bits, and use equal power allocation with M = 60, N = 4, K = 20, and 7, = 20.

.......... ApprOXimate
—Exact

0 2 4,
Uplink per-user rate (bits/s/Hz)

Figure 4.17: Uplink per-user rate of cell-free massive MIMO with. Here, the term “Exact”
refers to the case where we include the correlation between the quantization distortions
at different APs whereas the term “Approximate” refers to the case when we ignore the
correlations between the error at different APs. In all figures, we set & = 2 quantization
bits, and use equal power allocation with M = 80, N = 4, K = 30, and 7, = 30.
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.......... Approximate
—Exact

0 2 - 6
Uplink per-user rate (bits/s/Hz)

Figure 4.18: Uplink per-user rate of cell-free massive MIMO with. Here, the term “Exact”
refers to the case where we include the correlation between the quantization distortions
at different APs whereas the term “Approximate” refers to the case when we ignore the
correlations between the error at different APs. In all figures, we set & = 2 quantization
bits, and use equal power allocation with M = 60, N = 6, K = 40, and 7, = 30.

matrix as follows:

M M M M
E {’TQDIJQ} = Z [Cdzddmm + Z Z CdZdz Z CdZdz - (479)
m=1 m=1

m=1n#m

This scenario is given as “Approximate” in Fig. 4.16-4.18. As Fig. 4.16-4.18 shows,
there is a negligible performance gap between the exact SINR and the approximate
SINR. Note that exploiting the exact definition for SINR, the optimization problem
cannot be approximated with a convex problem. Hence, here we consider the
uncorrelated quantization distortions at different APs, and the total quantization

distortion is obtained as follows:

M 2

Z UmkNd,mk
M

~ > B {|namil’}
m:

:(E a ) Zumk [NQ Z’ymk’ ¢k’¢/€| P4k +Nrymk Zﬁmk’qu’_}_*]\f’y’mk

m=1 k'=1 k'=1

E{|TQD/*} =E (4.80)

l

By substituting (4.38), (4.39), (4.43), (4.44) and (4.81) into (4.6), the corresponding SINR
of the kth user is obtained by (4.8), which completes the proof of Theorem 5. |
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Appendix 4.B: Details of Finding ~* in Remark 3

Assuming a total transmit power of Zszl qr, the power minimization problem can be

defined as follows:

K
Py3 :mi 4.81
13 * 1IN ;(Jk (4.81a)
st Se(grup, @) > S0 VE, (4.81b)
0 < q < pik), VE. (4.81c)

Problem P35 is a GP and can be efficiently solved. After solving Problem P35 and finding

the optimal solution g/, Vk, the slack variable v* is obtained as follows:

K (k)
= Do P (4.82)
ZkK—1 @ ’
which completes the definition for Remark 3. |

Appendix 4.C: Proof of Proposition 3

The standard form of GP is defined as follows [46, 50]:

Py min  fy(x), (4.83a)

subjectto  fi(x) <1, i=1,--- ,m, (4.83b)

gi(x)=1, i=1,---p, (4.83¢)

where f, and f; are posynomial and ¢; are monomial functions. @ Moreover,
x = {x1,- -+, x,} represents the optimization variables. The SINR constraint in (4.83) is

not a posynomial function in its initial form, however it can be rewritten into the

following posynomial function:

N
uy! (NQZ:g# G |0 b |2 Ay AL + NS gD+ FRk) W
<2 VEk (4.84)
ukH(NquI‘kI‘kH)uk t
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By applying a simple transformation, (4.84) is equivalent to the following inequality:

K K
1
" (Zakk’Qk’+Z bir i + Ck) < e (4.85)

k' #k k=1
where
2
arr. = 5 . a
kk ukH(FkaH) Uz
uHDkk,/uk
by = k , (4.86b)
W (NT.DH ) uy,
H
o = e Batte (4.86¢)

u (pNT ') v,
The transformation in (4.85) shows that the left-hand side of (4.84) is a posynomial func-
tion. Moreover, the spectral efficiency constraint in (4.24b) is not a posynomial function
in its original form, however, through some mathematical manipulation, it can be written

as:

N
uy! (N 23 O B O P A AP+ NG gD + ;Rk) uy,
< ~( )

vk, (4.87)

TcS (1)
where S ,(;) — 97 — 1. By applying a simple transformation, (4.87) is equivalent to the

following inequality:

K K
_ 1
a "' (Z akk’Qk’+Z bk g + Ck) S 2o (4.88)

k' £k k'=1

where ayi/, brrr, and ¢ are given in (4.86a)-(4.86c). Therefore, the power allocation
problem Fy is a standard GP (convex problem), where the objective function and
constraints are monomial and posynomial, respectively, which completes the proof of

Proposition 3. u
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5.1 Introduction

To investigate the performance of massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
systems, an accurate multi-user channel model is necessary. Most standardized MIMO
channel models such as IEEE 802.11, the 3GPP spatial model, and the COST 273 model
rely on clustering [71]. The GSCMs consider the physical reality of channels to

134
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investigate the performance of MIMO systems using the concept of clusters [21]. The

COST 2100 model is a well known GSCM [21].

The problem of correlation-based user scheduling and beamforming (CUSBF) in
cluster-based channel models and its effect on the system performance of massive
MIMO has not been well studied in the literature. In this chapter, we investigate the
problem of joint user scheduling and beamforming design when only knowledge of the
statistics of the channel is available at the BS. The second order statistics of the channel
depend on the position of the users and the geometry of the system, including the relative
position of clusters in the area with respect to the BS and users. The fixed positions of
the users and clusters mean that channel variation is stationary. In the other words, if the
geometry of the system is fixed, the channel covariance matrix remains constant over
time. Moreover, changing the position of the users by a few meters will not affect the

statistics of the channel [72]. In [72], the authors quantize the given interval for the angle

L

of departure (AoD) of paths into M angular bins of size 7

; while exploiting the concept
of bins, the current chapter uses an approximated version of the channel matrix for
beamforming design. In general, multi-path components (MPCs) from common clusters
cause correlation which reduces the rank of the channel. We therefore work in this

chapter on the effect of common bins on the system performance.

Given the second order statistics of the channel, we perform low-complex user
scheduling and precoding based only on the covariance matrix of the users. The
behaviour of the eigenvalues of the channel covariance matrix for a large number of
antennas at the BS is studied. When the number of antennas tends to infinity, based on
Szego’s theorem for large Toeplitz matrices [72, 73], the eigenvalue spectrum of the
channel covariance matrix can be obtained by the discrete-time Fourier transform of the
antenna correlation function. Assume M denotes the number of antennas in a ﬁ at the
BS (where A and d refer to the wavelength and spaced linear array, respectively), % isa
rough estimate of the angular resolution. Although the BS does not require the
instantaneous channel information of the users but only their second-order statistics,
analysis and numerical results for the proposed user scheduling and beamforming
scheme show throughput superiority over others. The proposed user selection scheme
relies on a trade off between the number of occupied spectral bins for each user and the

spectral overlap among the selected users. This trade off is shown by introducing the
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variable € to quantify the correlation between clusters.

We exploit the COST 2100 channel model, which is a more realistic multi-user
channel model than that assumed in [74], as the parameters of the COST model are
based on real-world measurements. In this chapter, we assume that the frequency is 2
GHz. Note that clustered channels are much sparser in the millimetre-wave range
considered in [74] compared to 2 GHz. In the proposed scheme, we first build up the
approximate eigenchannel matrix for the channels of users based on the channel
covariance matrix.  Next, we propose that the BS generates the approximate
eigenchannel matrix. Note that this is the first work which employs this approximate
eigenchannel matrix. Moreover, this is a low-complexity practical scheme to implement

a massive MIMO system. Our results and contributions are summarized as follows:

1. Exploiting the eigenvalue spectrum of the channel covariance matrix, we propose
to use the angular bins to build up an approximate eigenchannel, which can be used
for linear precoding design. Next, a new user scheduling scheme is proposed under
the assumption that no instantaneous channel information is available at the BS,

other than the channel correlation.
2. The complexity of the proposed scheme is presented.

3. Numerical results show significant sum rate performance improvement of the
massive MIMO system compared to the joint spatial division and multiplexing
(JSDM)-based scheduling scheme presented in [72]. Moreover, in [75], the BS
exploits knowledge of the estimated channel to design the beamformer. Hence it is
very difficult to achieve the performance of the greedy weight clique (GWC)
scheme [75] knowing only the correlation matrix. The numerical results confirm
that there is only a small gap between the performance of the proposed
correlation-based scheme and the GWC scheme (which relies on the availability of

the estimated channel at the BS).
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5.2 System Model

Consider downlink transmission in a single cell with M/ antennas at the BS and K single
antenna user terminals on the same time-frequency resource. Here, we assume time divi-

sion duplexing (TDD) mode where the uplink and downlink channels are the same.

5.2.1 Downlink Transmission

The transmitted signal when K (K, < M) users have been selected from the pool of
K users, is given by x = Ef:sl /PrWiSk, where s denotes the data symbol of user £,
w, denotes the precoding vector of size M and p, denotes the power assigned to user k.

Then the received signal at user k is given by

K,
ue = Vo wise + > /Db ws; + g, (5.1)
j=1,j#k
where the vector hy, of size M denotes the downlink channel of the kth (k = 1,--- |, K})

user and n;, € C(0, 1) is the complex additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN).

5.2.2 Uplink Channel Estimation in Single-Cell Massive MIMO with
Correlated Channel

In this section, we investigate the problem of estimating the channel in the TDD mode.
Suppose H” € CM*X represents the uplink aggregate channel matrix between the users

and the BS. The channel covariance matrix R € CME*MK ig given by
R:E{ﬁﬁH}, (5.2)

where h = vec(H”). For MMSE estimation of the channel, we use a pilot sequence [76],

[77]. Let us assume ®, € CK*™ denotes pilot matrix, where 7, is the length of pilot
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sequence for each user. The received pilot signal Y € CM*™ is given by

Y=H"®,+N, (5.3)

where vec(N) ~ CN(0,021,,,) denotes circularly symmetric complex Gaussian noise
and I € CM»>*M7 denotes the identity matrix. The Bayesian MMSE estimator of the

channel is given by [76]
~ ~ H ~ ~ H 9 —1 5
huse = R®," (,RS," +020) 3. (5.4)

where <I;p = ‘IJ;F ® I, where ® is the Kronecker product, and y = vec(Y).

5.3 Eigenvalue Spectrum of the Antenna Correlation

Function

In the COST 2100 channel model, each entry of the channel matrix can be written as

N,
him = Z (49°7 5(¢ - ¢ki)5(9 - eki)(S(T - Tki)7 (5.5)
i=1

where N; = N¢ X N, and it denotes the total number of paths and ¢;; and 8y, represent
the DoD and DoA respectively of path i to the kth user. The complex amplitude of the ¢th
MPC in (5.5) is given by

Qs = Lp AVR RV AC X AMPC :aii X CLZ}CZ (56)

geometry-based attenuation ~small-scale fading

Note that the power of each path in (5.6) is scaled with respect to the small-scale fading
and the attenuation due to the geometry of the system which we call geometry-based

attenuation. Hence, assuming a linear array response at the BS side the K x M aggregate
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channel of all K users is given by

N N, jasin ¢y, N ja(M—1)sin ¢y, T
Dm0 Yoy avie Co i ane l
N, N, v sin dos N, i 1) sin o
Doty g Doty agied e ST ;@ @M 1) sin G2
H= , (5.7)
Nl Nl ) i . Nl 1ao(M—1) si .
Dot an Yoty a@ SOk 5T arie’! )qusm_
where o = —277%, d is the spacing between two antenna elements and A denotes the

wavelength (in m). The M x M channel spatial covariance of the kth user channel vector is
given by Ry, = E{h;h'}. Assuming that the positions of users and clusters are fixed, the
expectation is taken over the power of MPCs which have the Rayleigh fading distribution.
Assuming a linear array response for the AoD ¢ and wide sense stationary (WSS) over
the array (¢ is the same for all antenna elements confirming that you have planar wave),

each (m, n)-th entry of the channel covariance matrix for the kth user, Ry, is given by

N

RiJmn = _(af)” elonmmsindns, (5.8)

i=1

at)2. 11

where the second equality comes from the fact that E {|as;|?} = (af

5.3.1 Eigenvalue Spectrum with M/ — oo

In [74], the authors exploit Szego’s theory for large Toeplitz matrices [73], and show that
for massive MIMO systems, the eigenvalue spectrum of the antenna correlation function
converges to the discrete-time Fourier transform of the antenna correlation function. In
other words, in the limit of a large number of antennas, the empirical eigenvalue
cumulative CDF of the empirical eigenvalues from the channel correlation matrix can be
approximated by the samples of the discrete-time Fourier transform of the antenna
correlation function [74]. The eigenvalue spectrum, Si(f), is obtained by the
discrete-time Fourier transform of1 the autocorrelation function. Hence, we consider the
272

1
spectrum over the range f € { } (the eigenvalue spectrum is wrapped around the

I INote that the measurement results in [78] show that at the frequency of 2 GHz, to calculate the
channel covariance matrix, the BS needs to average the channel samples over around 300-400 samples and
100-200 samples for the case of urban and rural environments, respectively.
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interval f € [ by the periodicity of the discrete-time Fourier transform.). As the

272

eigenvalue spectrum can take any positive real value, similar to [74], we write
-1 1

Su(f); f € [7’5] — R*, where Rt = {x € R|x > 0} refers to the positive real

values. Each entry of the channel correlation matrix for the Ath user is given by
Th(mn) = [Rilmn, which with a change of notation, we rewrite as 7., = [R]ii—m-
Hence, the general expression for the discrete-time Fourier transform of the antenna

correlation function is given by the following Lemma.

Lemma 4. The discrete-time Fourier transform of the antenna correlation for COST 2100

channel model with large number of antennas at the BS is obtained as:

[e.9]

Sk(f) = Z Tr(mye 2™

m=—0Q0

o) N;

2 s é . . _

_ § E (ail:) e J2m 5 (m) sin ¢ e 327 fm
m=—00 i=1

[e.e]

Ny
=S (@ Y e s
i=1

m=—0Q

N; o0
@Z (a§)? Z 6( — <—sm¢;ﬂ+f))
i=1

m=—00

N,

> (ag)’s (f + % sin %) : (5.9)

i=1

where the step (a) we have

red Z ei2mfm(S sin iitS) Z 5( — (ﬁsmqbkﬁr f)) (5.10)

m=—0oQ m=—0o0

which is the property of sum of complex exponentials [79].

Equation (5.9) shows that the DoD of paths can be estimated perfectly from the eigen-
value spectrum in the case of M — oo. In the next section, we show that the eigenvalue
spectrum of Ry can be used to build up an approximate eigenchannel matrix for precod-

ing and user scheduling.
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5.3.2 Eigenvalue Spectrum with Finite )/

For the case of finite M, this chapter follows the methodology in [72]. In [72] Adhikari

et al proposed quantizing the interval [— into M disjoint intervals of size ;7. Using

2’2]

analysis in [72], each interval introduces an angular bin, where bin By, is centred at M — %
with b € {0,1,--- , M — 1}. Hence, based on [72], the kth user “occupies” bin B, if the

following condition holds:

d . b 1 1 d . b 1 1
_X81n¢kp€BbEM_§_m<_X81n¢kpgﬁ_i+m (511)

Let us assume, similar to [72], that 7(4) denotes the index of the bin occupied by the MPC
i. Then, based on [72], Sk(f) for the case of finite M can be written as

£ o (fms)

m=—00

N;
Su(f) = D_(ai;
z;ll
= (a§)* x 1L{f € Bxiy)} - (5.12)
i=1

As (5.12) shows, the discrete-time Fourier transform at a particular B,, is summation of
the paths with DoDs in the same bin, i.e. —% sin ¢y, € By,. Hence, the estimated DoD
based on the channel eigenvalue spectrum is not accurate for the case of finite M.
However, as we show in the next section, (5.12) can still be used to build up
an‘“‘approximate eigenchannels” matrix which can be used for beamforming and user

scheduling.

5.4 Proposed User Scheduling and Beamforming

In this chapter, we aim to solve the problem of joint user scheduling and beamforming
design assuming that only the second order statistics of the channel are available at the BS.
The proposed user selection scheme relies on a trade off between the number of occupied
spectral bins for each user and the spectral overlap among the selected users. For this
case, the performance analysis are found in the next subsection. Once the set of active

users has been determined, the BS exploits the covariance matrix of the selected users for
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beamforming design and transmits data to the users.

5.4.1 Correlation-based User Scheduling

By using the discrete-time Fourier transform of the antenna correlation given in (5.12),

we generate the X' X B matrix U as follows:

Zi,*%Sin(]ﬁh‘EBl (a%j)2 Zi,*%sind)uEBg (a§3)2
ga ga

Zi,—i sin¢2ieB1(a2i>2 Zi,—gsinqueBz(aQi)z

A

ga\2
i,— < sin g1, €8 (a5;)

ga\2
i,— < sin ;€ B (a5;)

2
2 (5.13)

Zi,—%sin¢Ki€B1(a%?i)2 Zi,—%sin(bKiGBg(agKai)Q Zi,—%sin¢Ki€BM(a%?i)2

where each (k, b)-th entry of the matrix U denotes the discrete-time Fourier transform of
the antenna correlation function of the kth user at the bth bin, i.e. 37 4, ep, (@1:)*
The BS uses the functions fi(uy) and fo(uy) to perform user scheduling, where uy, is the
kth row of matrix U and we define the functions f;(u) and f5(u) in the following. As
described in step 4.1 in Algorithm 7, the algorithm starts by calculating the summation
over all area in terms of eigenvalue spectrum for all users, i.e. fi(|| ux || |) =|| w ||, V &,
and selects the user which has the largest value among the users. Then in the next step,

the proposed algorithm finds a set of e-orthogonal users to the selected users. Here, e-
lupuj|
g [[Tuy ]
Note that if the user k£ and the user j do not have spectral overlap, which means they

*
|uku]'|

orthogonality among the user k and the user j means that fy(ug, u;) = < €

do not have any shared bins, we have = 0. Hence, increasing the value of ¢

allows the users to have a bigger spectrall ];)\Uerjllap area. If the value of € is too small, the
area of spectral overlap between the selected users decreases and Algorithm 7 selects a
small number of users. If the value of ¢ is too big, Algorithm 7 selects users with a large
spectral overlap which can reduce the throughput due to interference. It is well known
that in GSCMs, MPCs from shared clusters cause high correlation which reduces the
rank of the channel [80, 81]. However, selecting users with no spectral overlap does not
necessarily result in a higher throughput. So, to find the optimum value of €, we draw the

sum rate versus € and set the optimum value as € in Algorithm 7. Note that, Sy contains

K¢ = |Sp| indices of the selected users.
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Algorithm 7 Correlation-based user scheduling and beamforming (CUSBF):

Step 1) Initialization: Yo =[1,--- , K], Sy =0, =1,

Step 2) Calculate the eigenvalue spectrum of Ry by means of the discrete-time Fourier
transform of the antenna correlation function,

Step 3) Generate matrix U given by (5.13),

Step 4) Greedy Algorithm:

o4.1 7(i) = arg maxycy, fi(I| u [|)
= argmaXey, || W ||, So < So U{k}, up) = Uy,

211 Yo| < Koo Yo = {k € Tior ki # 7(i) | folup, ug) = il ¢,

[l lug

4.3 1If |Yy| < K, and Y; # (), then i < i + 1, and go to step 4.1, else, go to step 5,

Step 5) Generate matrix G given by (5.16). BS does not require the instantaneous chan-
nels of the users and uses matrix G for beamforming design.

5.4.2 Correlation-based Beamforming

Once the set of users is fixed, the BS can design the precoding matrix based on the
knowledge of Ry, Vk. If Ry, Vk, is available at the BS, it is possible to find an
approximated version for the channel matrix G. So, at step 5 of Algorithm 7, we propose
to build up the approximate eigenchannel matrix for the channels of users based on the

channel covariance matrix given by eq. (5.12) as follows:

M N 2 ' .
gkmzz Z (ad?)? ei2m(m=1)(3r=3) (5.14)

b=1 \j,— ¢ sin ¢y;€B,,

where the approximate eigenchannel gy, is a superposition of B approximated paths,

where B = M (denotes the total number of angular bins) and the bth approximated
1

path is centred at % 5 We propose that the BS uses equation (5.14) to build up the

approximate eigenchannel matrix G defined as follows:

Finite M : (5.15)
[ M N 1 M N 1 (L 1y ]
Zb:l(zi,£%sin¢1i€Bb (a’i’l)2>2 te Zb:l(zi,i%sinqblieBb (a%?)Q)er%r(M Dz —2)
M N 1 M N 1 1) (L1
| DT fpen, @D o DL e, (0 0D
M N ga \2\1 M N ga\2\1 som(M—1)(L 1
_Zb:l(zi,l—%sin¢K¢eBb<aKi) )2 Zb:l(zi,l—§sin¢K¢eBb(aKi) )2@] ( (37 2)_
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Table 5.1: Computational Complexity of Different Schemes

Schemes Channel estimation Scheduling Beamforming
[75] O(K3M?3) O(K) O(M?3)
[72] O(K3M?3) O(K) K,O(M*+M log® M logb)
Algorithm1  — O(K) O(M?3)

The approximate eigenchannel matrix G can be used for user scheduling and precoding
design. Note that only for the case of M — oo, the DoD of each single MPC is resolvable

and are available at the BS.

5.5 Complexity Analysis

Without loss of generality the complexity, computation of the MMSE estimator is given
by O(T3M?3), where 7 = K is sufficient to remove the effect of pilot contamination [76].
Hence, the complexity of the MMSE estimator scales as O(K SM 3), which indicates the
complexity of inverting of matrix size KM x KM to estimate the channel in equation
(5.16). The proposed Algorithm 1 and the scheme in [72] do not exploit the knowledge
of channel for user scheduling and beamforming design. For a given M x M matrix, the
required operations to determine the eigenvectors is given by O [M 34 (M log® M) log b} ,
where b is the relative error bound [82]. Moreover, the complexity to search the user for
the scheme in [75] is linear with the number of users [83]. Note that the complexity of
user scheduling in the proposed Algorithm 1 and the scheme in [72] is linear in terms of
the number of users. The number of arithmetic operations required for Algorithm 7 is

shown in Table 5.1. The authors in [78] define the spatial WSS quality which is given by

)
Qwss = % (5.16)

[

where 77 refers to the long-term time, where the statistics of the channel may be consid-
ered constant within this interval whereas 7. is the channel coherence time. The measure-

ment results for the outdoor scenario at a center frequency of 2 GHz shows that Qwss =
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Figure 5.1: Average sum rate versus €,p; = 10 dBm and R = 500 meters.

120. As aresult, every 120 x 7, the correlation based schemes (the proposed Algorithm
1 and the scheme in [72]) need to be run, while the scheme in [75] need to be run at the

beginning of each coherence time.

5.6 Numerical Results and Discussion

A square cell with a side length of 2 x R has been considered; we call R the cell size and
also assume users are uniformly distributed in the cell. As in [84], we assume that there
is no user closer than R;;, = 0.1 x R to the BS. We simulate a micro-cell environment for
the NLoS case and set the operating frequency f- = 2 GHz. The external parameters and
stochastic parameters are extracted from chapter 3 of [32]. The BS and user heights are
assumed to be hps = 5 m and hy;s = 1.5 m, respectively. The noise power is given by
P, = BW kg Ty W, where BW = 20 MHz denotes the bandwidth, kg = 1.381 x 10723
represents the Boltzmann constant, 7 = 290 (Kelvin) denotes the noise temperature, and
W = 9 dB is the noise figure. For this network setup, the average sum rate is evaluated
for the three scenarios. First, we evaluate the average throughput of the proposed CUSBF
scheme, given by Algorithm 1. In Fig. 5.1, the sum rate of users under the proposed
scheme is plotted as a function of € in Algorithm 1. If € is too large, the spectral overlap
(number of shared bins) is big, while if is too small, the multiuser diversity gain decreases

and users with shared bins cannot be selected. As a result, there should be a trade off
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Figure 5.2: Average sum rate versus total number of users with K, = 10, p = 10 dBm
and R = 500 meters.
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pr = 10 dBm and R = 500 meters.




CHAPTER 5. EVALUATION OF LOW COMPLEXITY MASSIVE MIMO TECHNIQUES UNDER
REALISTIC CHANNEL CONDITIONS 147

N
T
@
Q.
2
[}
®
S
B
(]
& sor .
5 ——Proposed Algorithm (CUSBF)
Z 20 = JSDM-based scheduling
o2 g . .- i
40

10 20 0
Total transmit power (chm)

Figure 5.4: The average sum rate vs. transmit power. Solid (blue), dashed (red) and dotted
(black) lines refer to { M = 300, K = 70, K; = 20}, {M = 300, K = 50, Ky = 10} and
{M = 200, K = 50, K; = 10}, respectively.

between total number of shared bins and summation over all area in terms of eigenvalue
spectrum, which is explained in Subsection 5.4.1. The optimal value of € is shown in Fig.
5.1. Next, we plot the average sum rate versus the total number of users in the system in
Fig. 5.2. As the figure shows, by increasing the total number of users, the average sum
rate increases, as a result of multi-user diversity gain. Fig. 5.3 demonstrates the average
per-user rate versus the total number of users in the system. Note that the analysis in [85]
demonstrate that in the limit of massive MIMO (M, K, — oo and o = KMS), by increasing

K the average per-user rate decreases.

Finally, we evaluate the average throughput of the proposed CUSBF scheme, given
by Algorithm 1, and GWC [75, 86] with an MMSE estimate of the channel. For the
case of GWC, similar to [86], we set the optimal channel direction constraint to achieve
the best performance for GWC. Moreover, the comparison with the scheme proposed in
[72] is provided. In [72], Adhikari et al propose to select users which occupy a larger
number of bins and find users having a smaller spectral overlap with the selected users.
This scheme is referred to JSDM-based scheduling. Fig. 5.4 depicts the average sum
rate versus the total transmit power for three cases of {M = 300, K = 70, K, = 20},
{M = 300, K = 50,K,; =10} and {M = 200, K = 50, K, = 10}, while adopting the
currently proposed scheme with ZFBF. As expected, since GWC exploits the estimated

instantaneous CSI, it has the best throughput. As the figures show, the performance of the
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proposed Algorithm 1 is slightly poorer than the case in which the BS has the knowledge
of the estimated instantaneous channel to perform user scheduling and beamforming as in
[75], 1i.e., GWC. Interestingly, for a larger number of antennas at the BS, the superiority
of the proposed scheme is more obvious in terms of achieving performance close to that
of the GWC scheme. Moreover, the performance of the proposed algorithm is several
times higher than for the scheme in [72], i.e., JSDM-based scheduling. In addition, the
figure demonstrate that the performance of the scheme in [72] is quite poor for the case
of the COST 2100 channel model. This is because of the large number of clusters in the
area, which means that the performance of eigen-beamforming is not as good as ZFBF.
Note that the JSDM in [72] is designed to work well with the angularly-sparse multipath

channels typically observed at mm-waves.

5.7 Summary

We proposed to use the angular bins of the eigenvalue spectrum of the channel covariance
matrix to build up an approximate eigenchannel for the users. Using the discrete-time
Fourier transform of the antenna correlation function, a novel user scheduling scheme
and linear precoding design has been proposed and tested with the COST 2100 channel
model. The results show that while the average throughput slightly decreases due to
absence of instantaneous channel, the computational complexity of the system reduces
significantly. As a result, the proposed scheme can be considered as a superior practical

approach for massive MIMO systems.
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6.1 Introduction

Most standardized MIMO channel models such as IEEE 802.11 [21] and the most recent
3GPP channel model [87] rely on clustering [21]. The same applies to the recent COST
channel models, e.g., the COST 2100 model [88]. These models are geometry-based
stochastic channel models (GSCMs) that are mathematically tractable, though to a limited
extent, to investigate the performance of MIMO systems [89]. The concept of clustering
is an essential basis of GSCMs to characterize scatterers in the cell environments. In
[90-94], the authors use clusters to characterize measured multipath channels for a GSCM

in mmWave bands. The available GSCMs at mmWave do not necessarily retain the spatial

149
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consistency of simulated channels due to lack of cluster dynamics, which is essential for
small cells with ultra-dense users. In this chapter, we work on cluster parameterization
to investigate the spatial consistency life-time of clusters, using a ray-tracer which is

adjusted to produce results consistent with measurements.

Unlike previously available clustering algorithms in [95, 96] (which are done based
on the angle and delay), in this chapter the coordinates are exploited for which the
multipath components (MPCs) interact with surrounding objects for a fixed position of
mobile station (MS) and BS. To the best of our knowledge, previously clustering has
been performed in a double-directional setting, i.e., considering both angle of arrival
(AoA) and angle of departure (AoD). A consistent scheme to identify and track clusters
based on the spatial coordinates of the MPCs (the [z, y, z]-coordinates of the MPCs) is
presented. To investigate the performance of the proposed clustering scheme we exploit
a set of ray-tracer results in Helsinki’s airport described in [97], which is very accurate to
present the propagation properties such as specular reflections, diffraction, diffuse

scattering [98]. The contributions of the chapter are summarized as follows:

1. We study whether clusters exist or not.
2. For the first time, we perform clustering of dynamic multipath channels.

3. [z, vy, 2] coordinate-based clustering.

6.1.1 Outline

The chapter is organized as follows; Section II describes the ray-tracer and simulation
area, and Section III provides the MPC clustering-and-tracking framework. The
simulation results and discussion are presented in Section IV while Section V concludes

the chapter.
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6.2 The Ray-Tracer and Simulation Area

The ray-tracer simulates multipath channels for a large number of links between BS and
MS [97]. Note that the ray-tracer works with accurate descriptions of the environment
in the form of point clouds, obtained by laser scanning, and has the ability of simulating
relevant propagation properties such as specular reflections, diffraction, diffuse scattering
and shadowing [98]. For more details on the ray-tracer refer to [97,98]. A check-in hall of
Helsinki airport as a representative small-cell scenario is considered as shown in Fig. 6.1.
Exploiting the ray-tracer parameters in Fig. 6.1, we obtain the MPCs for links defined
by BS and MS locations as in Fig. 6.1. The BS is located 1 m from a wall at a height
of 5.7 m whereas the MS is placed at a height of 1.5 m at every 5 cm over a route. In
total, 2639 links including 1816 LOS and 823 obstructed LOS (OLOS) are simulated. As
the ray-tracer calculates interactions of MPC with physical objects in the environment,
we save the first and last MPC interacting coordinates [z, y, z| (in case of multi-bounce
clusters, which is explained in Chapter 2) instead of the angle of departure and arrival
of each MPC. We assume downlink where BS transmits and MS receives radio signals.
The first and last interacting coordinates are the same for a single-bounce path ,related to
single-bounce cluster (please refer to the definition of clusters given in Chapter 2), and
are different for a multiple-bounce path. The ray-tracer also derives a complex gain for

each MPC.

6.3 Clustering-and-Tracking Framework

Similar to standard clustering algorithms [95,96], we independently perform clustering at
each snapshot and thereafter the clusters are tracked. Note that the snapshot refers to the
position of MS. Consider n = 1,--- , N data windows, where at each data window we
have L™ MPCs. Next, we define for each MPC Vgnl) = [xg\% y y](\% s 2 MS, z] (the position
of MPCs from MS side) and ngl) = [xg; I ygs) I 2 BS, l} (the position of MPCs from BS

side), and finally we have

& = [o0] = [l ). 6
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Figure 6.1: Floor plan of the small-cell site in Helsinki airport. For this simulation set-up
fe = 61 GHz, BW = 2 GHz refer to the carrier frequency and bandwidth, respectively.
Moreover, the position of BS is fixed (the green triangle), while we investigate 2639
positions for MS (the yellow and red points demonstrate the LOS and OLOS, respectively.
The total MS route is 132 m, and channels simulated at every 5 cm.

The same equality hold for the BS-side components. This enables us after visualising

clusters to plot clusters separately for vﬁ;) and vg’? in physical three-dimensional space

as well as defining the matrix x(™ = [X§”>, SRR X(L")] Moreover, the [th MPC in window

)

n has a power represented by pl(" which enables us to define the power vector p(™ =

[pgn)’ T 7p2n)]'

6.3.1 Cluster Parameters

In next step, we define the following parameters for each cluster:

1. Cluster ID c.

2. Cluster power at time n: wén) = Zz <(m pr'> where 1™ denotes the set of MPCs

belonging to cluster c at time n.

3. Total number of MPCs in cluster ¢ at time n: L") = |LE") |size-
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4. Cluster centroid position:

(n) _ [ n . m (0 }T

ke TarS,er YMS,cr ZMS,e
T
1
= —5 | 2 Pl D piuiiss 2 piEs| (6.2)
¢ Liert™ 1erl™ lert™
5. Combined cluster centroid position and speed:
T
ogn) = [xg\r/;?g,c’ Axg\r/;?g,c’ yJ(\:IL?S',N Ayg\z?g,c’ ZJ(\Z?SV,C’ AZE\Z?QC} ’ (63)

6. Cluster spread matrix:
S Pt O = 1) Ot — )"

~m

cW = (6.4)

Next, similar to terminology in [95], a Kalman filter [77] is used to both track and
predict the cluster positions over time. Moreover, an initial-guess process introduces an
appropriate initial guess for cluster centroids, and finally the clustering algorithm

determines the clusters in the ray-tracer results exploiting the initial guess.

6.3.2 Kalman Filter to Track and Predict Cluster Positions

We exploit the cluster centroid positions and cluster centroid speeds for the Kalman

tracking [77]. The following state equations are used:

( ggn) — Agén—l) + B, (6.5a)
11

A=L® (6.5b)
0 1

M —pe™ + EM), (6.5¢)

D=L [1 0} , (6.5d)

where B(™ and E(™ refer to the state-noise with covariance matrix Q and the observation-

noise with covariance matrix R, respectively. Note that ,u,S“ introduces the observed
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cluster centroid position. The prediction and update equations are given by

9£n|n71) _ Aegnfl\nfl)’ (6.6a)
Prediction
M1 — AMgw—lln—l) +Q, (6.6b)
and update
—1
Kl = mln-DpT (DMwn—l)DT n R) : (6.7a)
glrin) — grln=1) L gl (Mc _ Dgénlwl)), (6.7b)
M) — (1 _ K(nln)D) M(n=1) (6.7¢)

6.3.3 Association of Clusters

Association of predicted targets to identified targets is a substantial challenge in any
multi-target tracking [95]. Based on [95], the distance between a cluster with parameters

(e, C..) and a cluster with centroid i is called the closeness function and is given by

o (1o €)= — - exp (—1 (o) C (- uc)) 68
(27)? Celi ’
First, the closeness function between the old clusters (with the old covariance matrix)
and new centroids and the closeness function between the new clusters (with the old
covariance matrix) and old centroids are calculated. Next, for each new cluster the closest
old cluster and for each old cluster the closest new cluster is determined. Note that the
closest cluster is determined by finding the maximum value of the closeness function.
If the closeness function from both directions are exactly the same, these two clusters
are associated and assumed to be one cluster. The clusters which are not associated are

assumed to be new ones.
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6.3.4 Initial Guess for Clusters

The initial guess of the cluster centroids is a challenging task in clustering algorithms. In
[95], the authors propose a novel initial guess to maximize the distances between the
cluster centroids. If there is no cluster prediction available, the path having the strongest
power is selected as the first centroid f1; whereas for the case of available cluster
prediction, the initial-guess centroid from the prediction is to be as the current initial
guess. Note that the multipath component distance (MCD) in this chapter is different

from the one used in [95,99]. The distance measure between MPCs 7 and 7 is given by

MCD;; = ,/|[MCD,,,,. ;|12 + | MCD

[*IIMCDy, 5.5

YMS,iJ

Note that in (6.9) we have

o \CUMS,i - xMS,j’
TMSL)

MCD

6.9
AxMS,max ’ ( )

where A% g max = max {|Tars; — Tars,j|}, and the other terms in (6.9) are evaluated is a
the similar way to (6.9). Next, the weighted distance matrix X € C'*¢ between all paths

and all initial-guess centroids is evaluated as follows:

T (X — 1) = logyy (pf") MCD (x = 1) (6.10)

Following the terminology in [95], we select the path with the maximum minimum

distance to any centroid as follows:
le = mlax{min{'r}} ) (6.11)

We then assign all MPCs to their closest centroid and cluster power is evaluated. If we do
not achieve the maximum number of clusters, and centroid powers are larger than 0.01%
of the total snapshot power, we repeat the calculation of the weighted distance matrix

Y € C*¢in (6.10). Otherwise, the last centroid is ignored and the algorithm is stopped.
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Figure 6.2: Tracked Rx-side clusters in Helsinki airport in snapshot 3.

6.3.5 Clustering Algorithm

The KPowerMeans clustering algorithm is investigated in [100], and it performs as
follows: the initial-guess algorithm is applied, and the KPowerMeans clustering
algorithm is run only once as the initial guess as are constant. For more details on the
KPowerMeans clustering algorithm refer to [100]. Note that if any cluster occupies less
than 1% of total cluster power, we re-start the clustering algorithm with the initial guess,
with the number of clusters is reduced by one. Therefore, it is possible that the algorithm

ends with a single cluster.

6.4 Results and Discussion

The joint clustering-and-tracking algorithm is applied to the ray-tracer results at Helsinki
airport, explained in Section 6.2, where we have 2639 links. Figs. 6.2- and 6.6 present the
exemplary plots for different snapshots. The MPCs are shown by dots, where their power
is shown by light blue (weak power) and violet (strong power). The clusters are shown

by ellipsoids and always 99% of the total power is carried by the MPCs within clusters.
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Figure 6.4: Tracked Rx-side clusters in Helsinki airport in snapshot 5.

We use different colors for ellipsoids just to make the cluster recognition easier. Each
cluster is identified by a cluster ID which is written on each cluster. As these exemplary
figures show for snapshots 2,3 and 4, cluster 2 is always tracked while the other clusters

are determined as new clusters.
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Figure 6.5: Tracked Tx-side clusters in Helsinki airport in snapshot 12.

Figure 6.6: Tracked Tx-side clusters in Helsinki airport in snapshot 13.

Next, the lifetime of clusters for the available sets of ray-tracer results is investigated,
for Tx-side clusters and Rx-side clusters separately. Figs. 6.7 and 6.8 show the
histograms of cluster lifetimes for Rx-side (BS-side) and Tx-side (MS-side) scenarios,

respectively. The figures show that in most cases clusters are active only for a few
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Figure 6.7: Histogram of Rx-side clusters cluster lifetimes (snapshots).
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Figure 6.8: Histogram of Tx-side cluster lifetimes (snapshots).

snapshots for this set of ray-tracer results. This requires more investigation. Moreover,
the number of clusters per snapshot is presented in Figs. 6.9 and 6.10 for Rx-side and

Tx-side clusters, respectively.

The other interesting phenomenon is the movement of the tracked cluster centroids,
which is shown in Fig. 6.11. Based on these figures the cluster centroid moves rapidly
in the x or y direction while its speed is very low in other direction. Moreover, the figure

shows for these clusters that the centroid’s speed is very low in the z direction. Finally,




CHAPTER 6. CLUSTER PARAMETRIZATION AT 60 GHZ IN A LARGE INDOOR
ENVIRONMENT 160

1400

1200 -

=

Q

(=]

o
T

800 -

600 -

400 -

Number of Occurences

200

3 32 34 36 38 4
Number of clusters per snapshot

Figure 6.9: Histogram of total number of Rx-side clusters.
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Figure 6.10: Histogram of total number of Tx-side clusters.

Figs. 6.12 and 6.13 investigate the distribution of the percentage of power in Tx-side and

Rx-side clusters.
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Figure 6.11: Tracked centroid of exemplary moving cluster.
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Figure 6.12: Histogram of percentage of occupied power by each Tx-side cluster.
6.5 Summary
In this chapter, we have worked on parameterization for the COST 2100 channel model

at 60 GHz band. We have worked on a ray-tracer, which has been optimized to match

measurements, to get double-directional channels at mmWaves. We have combined
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Figure 6.13: Histogram of percentage of occupied power by each Rx-side cluster.

clustering and tracking to improve the performance of consistent clustering. The results
showed that the joint clustering-and-tracking allows for cluster identification and
tracking for the ray-tracer results. Cluster lifetime and number of clusters per snapshot

have been investigated.
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7.1 Summary of the Work

The conclusions of the thesis can be itemized as follows:

e In Chapter 1, a introduction to the research area has been presented, followed by

outline of thesis and the publication list.

e A literature review was presented in Chapter 2, and the required and general basics
of thesis were presented. These includes: the basics of multi-user multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO), channel estimation, the basics of massive MIMO, and
alternative ways to perform massive MIMO. Next, the basics of COST 2100
channel model and general basics of optimum uniform quantization have been
discussed.  Finally, achievable rate with unknown gain at the receiver was

reviewed.

163
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e In Chapter 3, we have studied the uplink max-min rate problem in cell-free
massive MIMO with the realistic assumption of limited-capacity fronthaul links.
Next, we have proposed an optimal solution to maximize the smallest user rate.
The max-min problem was divided into two sub-problems which were iteratively
solved by formulating them into generalized eigenvalue problem and GP. We have
validated the optimality of the proposed solution through presenting an
uplink-downlink duality. Numerical results have been provided to demonstrate the
optimality of the proposed scheme. In addition, these results confirmed that the
proposed max-min rate algorithm can increase the median of the CDF of the
minimum uplink rate of the users by more than two times, compared to existing
algorithms.  Finally, we presented a user assignment algorithm to further

improvement in minimum rate of the users.

e In Chapter 4, we have considered cell-free massive MIMO when the quantized
version of the weighted signals are available at the CPU. Bussgang decomposition
has been used to model the quantization effects. A closed-form expression for
spectral efficiency has been derived. We have then studied the problem of the
energy efficiency maximization with per-user power constraints, fronthaul capacity
constraints and throughput requirements. We have developed an SCA to efficiently
solve this non-convex problem. Next a low-complexity sub-optimal scheme is
proposed. In addition, complexity and convergence of the proposed schemes have
been investigated. Numerical results confirmed that the limited-fronthaul cell-free
massive MIMO system with the proposed algorithm can reach almost twice the
uplink total energy efficiency compared to the case of equal power allocation. In
addition, a trade-off between the total number of APs and the number of antennas
at the APs has been shown. Moreover, we investigated the optimal number of AP
antennas along with the optimal number of quantization bits to maximize the

uplink total energy efficiency of cell-free massive MIMO.

e In Chapter 5, a collocated single-cell massive MIMO was considered with realistic
geometry-based COST 2100 channel model. Exploiting the eigenvalue spectrum
of the correlation of the channel at the BS, a correlation-based user scheduling and
beamforming scheme has been proposed. Complexity of the proposed scheme has

been investigated and finally we presented the numerical results.

e In Chapter 6, we assumed ray-tracer results in Helsinki airport at 61 GHz. A
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clustering-and-tracking framework was used to find the cluster parameters, and a

Kalman filter has been exploited to track and predict cluster positions.

7.2 General Conclusion

The thesis investigates mainly massive MIMO and COST 2100 channel model. The
benefits and challenges of different schemes to implement a massive MIMO system have
been presented. Thanks to the distributed APs, cell-free massive MIMO has the ability to
provide a great performance to all users. In practice the links from the APs to the CPU
cannot have infinite capacity. Therefore, a cell-free massive MIMO with
limited-capacity fronthaul links have been investigated. The problem of max-min
signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) has been considered which provides all
users with the same throughput. A user assignment technique was proposed. Next,

energy efficiency optimization problem has been considered.

In this thesis, we provided the basics of real geometry-based COST channel model
and draw an elegant connection between collocated massive MIMO and COST 2100
channel model. A correlation-based user scheduling and beamforming technique has

been presented.

Finally, a channel parameterization scheme at 61 GHz was proposed which exploits

Kalman filter to find the cluster parameters.

7.3 Future Work

Exploiting the proposed schemes, algorithms, performance analysis, and the presented

results, the future direction of related research are summarized as follows:

e In Chapters 3 and 4, the performance of cell-free massive MIMO with uncorrelated

Rayleigh fading channel were provided. However, note that this is not a realistic
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channel model and in practice the channel between different APs and different users
could be correlated. A proper investigation on the performance of cell-free massive

with correlated channel model could be an interesting research direction.

e In Chapter 3, a user assignment scheme was proposed to improve the max-min
throughput of the system. Although the proposed user assignment scheme improves
the performance, however, this is not the optimal assignment scheme. Future work
is needed to investigate the optimal user assignment scheme with different linear

receivers.

Further investigation to find the optimal user assignment scheme is required.

e In Chapter 5, a correlation-based user scheduling and beamforming design has been
proposed. The extension of the proposed scheme to distributed massive MIMO is a

future research direction.

e In Chapter 6, we found the cluster parameters. However, the other channel param-
eters like path loss and cluster delay spreads have not been investigated. This pro-

vides a future research direction.

e Deep learning can be used to decrease the effect of pilot contamination in cell-free
massive MIMO. Pilot contamination is one of the difficult challenges in cell-free
massive MIMO. Investigating optimal pilot assignment schemes is an interesting

future direction.

e In this thesis, we provided the performance analysis of cell-free massive MIMO
with MRC. However, other signal processing techniques (e.g., zero-forcing
processing) can be implemented to improve the system performance and can be

considered in future work.

e The original idea of additive quantization noise model (AQNM) comes from
[101], where the authors exploit a scalar non-uniform MMSE quantizer at each
ADC and compute the variance quantization distortion using Llyod-Max
algorithm [58]. However, in this thesis, we consider the uniform quantizer which

has low complexity. This can be regarded as future work.

e The performance with Ricean channels and the effect of LoS have not been consid-

ered in this thesis. The case of Ricean channels is kept for future work.




Glossary

5G

4G

AP
AWGN
ADC
BS

BU
CpPU
Ccp
CUSBF
Scheduling and Beamforming
CoMP
CDF
DS
DoA
DoD
eCOST
FDD
FT
GWC
GP
GSCMs
IUI
ii.d.

Sth Generation

4th Generation

Access Point

Additive White Gaussian Noise
Analog-to-Digital Converter
Base Station

Beamforming Uncertainty
Central Processing Unit
Circuit Power

Correlation-Based User

Coordinated Multipoint Processing
Cumulative Distribution Function

Desired Signal

Direction of Arrival

Direction of Departure

European Cooperation in Science and Technology
Frequency Division Duplexing

Fronthaul Traffic

Greedy Weight Clique

Geometric Programming

Geometry-based Stochastic Channel Models
Inter-User-Interference

Independent and Identically Distributed
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JSDM
LOS
ML
MRC
MRT
MIMO
Output
MM-Wave
MMSE
MS
MPC
MCD
NLoS
OLOS
PA

RV
SCA
SDNR
SIC
SNR
SINR
SOCP
TDD
TN
TQD
UaF
VR
WSS
ZF
ZFBF

Joint Spatial Division and Multiplexing
Line-of-Sight

Maximum-Likelihood

Maximum Ratio Combining
Maximum Ratio Transmission

Multiple Input Multiple

Millimetre-Wave

Minimum Mean-Square Error
Mobile Stations

Multi-Path Component
Multi-Path Component Distance
Non-Line-of-Sight

Obstructed Line-of-Sight

Power Amplifier

Random Variable

Successive Convex Approximation
Signal-to-Distortion Noise Ratio
Successive-to-Interference Cancellation
Signal-to-Noise Ratio
Signal-to-Interference plus Noise Ratio
Second Order Cone Programming
Time Division Duplexing

Total Noise

Total Quantization Distortion
Use-and-Then-Forget

Visibility Region

Wide Sense Stationary
Zero-Forcing

Zero-Forcing Beamforming
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