arXiv:2102.09903v1 [eess.SP] 19 Feb 2021

Fading Margins for Large-Scale Antenna Systems

Jens Abraham^∗, Torbjörn Ekman^† Department of Electronic Systems, Norwegian University of Science and Technology, Trondheim, Norway ORCID:^∗0000-0002-2640-0876,^†0000-0002-3413-191X

Abstract—Mobile phone operators have begun the roll-out of 5G networks, deploying massive MIMO base stations. Commercial product ranges start with 16 independent radio chains connected to a large-scale antenna system to exploit both channel hardening and favourable propagation in order to obtain increased spectral efficiency. In this work, the cumulative distribution function describing the gain for large-scale antenna systems considering spatial and spectral diversity is evaluated empirically in terms of a fading margin and compared to an analytical maximum diversity reference system. This allows for a simple investigation of the trade-off between deployment size and exploitation of channel hardening. For the considered sitespecific measurement data, little additional diversity is harvested with systems larger than 32 antenna elements.

Index Terms—massive MIMO, channel hardening, diversity

I. INTRODUCTION Massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) has seen a lot of development since its conceptual advent in 2010 [1]. During the last decade, both theoretical and experimental work have explored the limits of the approach. Nowadays, operators can acquire commercially available base stations that implement some version of massive MIMO.

A more contemporary view of massive MIMO including a proper definition of a massive MIMO cellular network is provided in [2]. Additionally, the authors highlight the fact that most literature has only considered spatially uncorrelated radio channels due to mathematical tractability. Unfortunately, this approach neglects important aspects of the physical reality, which can lead to misleading conclusions.

Some attempts at building and using channel sounders and testbeds have been made to measure radio channels in some specific environments, e.g. [3], [4]. This work uses datasets of a large measurement campaign from 2016 [5] for practical demonstration.

In the following manuscript, we will present the connection between a link budget fading margin and channel hardening for an increasing number of antennas. Only a single user is considered^1 to investigate the best case without complication caused by multi-user interference (MUI). This explores an additional way of determining the scaling for large-scale antenna systems in addition to the work in [6]–[8].

First, an empirical cumulative distribution function (ECDF) based fading margin is introduced, giving a measurementbased figure of merit in standard radio engineering terms. Second, a maximum diversity reference channel is formed

1A single user implies a reduction to a multiple-input single-output (MISO) / single-input-multiple-output (SIMO) system.

with an N-tap power-delay-profile (PDP) for independent base station antennas in a single user setting. The final section presents an empirical procedure to evaluate the obtained channel hardening (spatial and spectral diversity) which both shows the actual scaling and highlights the difference to the uncorrelated reference channel. Since the procedure shows the diminishing returns explicitly, it allows to assess the useful amount of antenna elements from a diversity perspective at a specific site.

II. FADING MARGIN

The fading margin describes the excess amount of power that a link budget has to provide to counteract fading events due to multipath propagation. It is in the interest of the radio engineer to reduce the required excess power to optimise a radio link. This reduction is beneficial due to energy savings and reduced system interference.

Large-scale antenna systems with phase steered beams, as used by massive MIMO systems, have multiple advantages compared to single antenna systems. The directional gain is increased due to the array factor, whereas fading is less severe due to low probability that all antenna elements experience fading at the same time (channel hardening). Moreover, intersystem interference (favourable propagation) as well as interference with other systems is reduced due to spatio-temporal focusing of power.

To study the channel hardening scaling behaviour, we use a fading margin F_M (p) in logarithmic units for probability p, defined by

F_M (p) = 10 log_{10} ( Q(0.5) Q(p) ) , (1)

where Q(p) is the quantile function or inverse cumulative distribution function (CDF) with corresponding CDF F (x) such that:

Q(F (x)) = x. (2)

Furthermore, this fading margin is invariant to the array factor, which allows for comparison between different numbers of antenna elements. The connection between this fading margin and the CDF of the gain is visualised in Fig. 1. The steeper the CDF the smaller becomes the fading margin.

Other definitions of a fading margin have been used in the literature. The author of [9] motivates a fading margin as the difference between a fading channel and an additive white Gaussian noise channel, whereas [10] exchanges the median

−20−15−10−50510 10^{−3} 10^{−1}Q(0.5) pQ(p)F^M (p) |h|^2 [dB]

CDF

Fig. 1. The fading margin F_M (p) is defined with help of the CDF of the channel gain. This example visualises F_M (p = 5 × 10^{−3}) = 12.1 dB covering the fading between the median effective channel gain at Q(0.5) and the target outage channel gain at Q(p = 5 × 10^{−3}).

in (1) with the expected value of the channel gain as reference to calculate the fading margin. By using the median gain as reference in (1), a fading margin F_M (p) of 0 dB leads to half of the realisations falling short of and the other half exceeding it. Furthermore, this fading margin can easily be extracted from ECDFs and does not require any channel model. In case of a symmetrical underlying fading distribution, both median and mean coincide.

III. CHANNEL HARDENING After showing the fading margin, this section uses a tapped delay line model for the channel to explore channel hardening in both the spectral and spatial domain. Time-reversal precoding [11] is applied to a maximum diversity reference channel.

Following an input-output description of a massive MIMO system in the downlink [8] and specialising it to the single user case gives: y[n] = √ β h[n] ⋆ x[n] + e[n] (3)

with symbols representing: • √ β - large-scale fading, • h[n] - effective downlink channel, • x[n] - transmitted signal, • y[n] - received signal, • e[n] - additive noise, • n - time index.

The large-scale fading coefficient can be estimated with the sample mean from raw channel measurements over a coherent block of base station antennas, channel taps and timestamps. The effective channel h[n] is constituted by the sum of contributions from each antenna:

h[n] = M∑ m=1 h_m[n] ⋆ w_m[n] (4)

convolving h_m[n] and w_m[n], being the uplink channel taps and precoding filter for antenna m, respectively. In this paper we consider the commonly used time reversal weights for precoding, normalized to enforce unit gain of the effective channel:

w_m[n] = h^∗_m[−n] √∑_M m=1 ∑_N n=1 |h_m[n]|^2 , (5) where M and N are the number of base station antennas and the number of taps of the tapped delay line model, respectively.

Under the assumption of uncorrelated effective channel taps, the instantaneous signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) is: γ[n] = |h[0]|^2 ∑_N l=−N,l≠0 |h[l]| 2 +^1_Γ (6) where Γ = βP_x/P_e is the mean signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) for transmit power P_x and noise power P_e. The interference term consists only of intersymbol interference (ISI) (derivation see appendix A). For a multiuser MIMO discussion, the MUI would need to be added to the denominator.

The instantaneous SINR is proportional with the numerator, showing the central role of the zero-delay tap h[0] of the effective channel. The ISI is captured in the off-centre taps of the effective channel in the denominator, as well as the noise influencing the mean SNR. As expected, low SNR will lead to the noise limitation of the SINR, whilst high SNR gives the interference limited regime.

It should be noted that the off-centre taps add up noncoherently, whilst h[0] results from a coherent addition. Hence, the offset between them is growing with an increasing number of independent base station antennas [12].

Solving the convolution in (4) for the zero-delay results in

h[0] = M∑ m=1 N∑ n=1 |h_m[n]|^2. (7)

Hence, both independent taps and antennas are increasing the instantaneous SINR, where the number of taps is given by the propagation environment and bandwidth, whereas the number of antennas can be adjusted to improve the link.

To explore the scaling of the fading margin with respect to the number of antennas, an artificial reference channel can be considered. The best case from a diversity perspective would be an N independent tap channel with equal mean tap power (1/N). This ensures unit gain and is in line with √ β capturing large-scale fading. For a rich scattering environment, these channel taps can be modelled by complex normal random variables with Rayleigh distributed amplitudes. Note, that N represents the spectral diversity of the radio environment.

Both independent taps and independent antennas contribute in the same manner to h[0]. The power gain |h[0]|^2 of the zero-delay effective channel tap is a sum over independent squared Rayleigh variables. Squared Rayleigh distributed random variables are exponentially distributed and their sum is Gamma distributed [13] with shape MN (as each tap per antenna contributes) and scale 1/N:

|h[0]|^2 ∼ Γ(MN, 1/N). (8)

It follows that the squared zero-delay tap of the effective channel has mean M and variance M/N: E { |h[0]|^2 } = M (9) V { |h[0]|^2 } = M N . (10)

−15−10−5051015 10^{−3} 10^{−1}

|h|^2 [dB]

CDF

M = 1 M = 4 M = 16 N = 1 N = 4 N = 16

Fig. 2. Analytical CDFs for a few configurations of the N-tap reference channel and an uncorrelated M element antenna array. The colour indicates the number of antennas and the line style the number of channel taps. Both spectral and spatial aspects contribute to the steepness of the curve (diversity), but only antenna elements improve the array gain. E.g. the M = 4, N = 1 configuration shows the same outage probability as the M = 1, N = 4 configuration offset by the array gain.

We can show that the Gamma distribution fulfils the condition for channel hardening by inserting it into [7, Eqn. (2.17)]. Evaluation of this squared coefficient of variation: V { |h[0]|^2 } (E {|h[0]|^2})^2 = 1 NM (11)

shows convergence towards zero for a growing number of antennas or channel taps. The authors of [7] state that a squared coefficient of variation order of 10^{−2} or smaller is enough to obtain hardening in an uncorrelated setting. Hence, the effective channel can exhibit channel hardening with 4 taps and 32 antenna elements at the base station. Unfortunately, (11) is not offering an easily interpretable quantification of channel hardening. This gap can be filled with the fading margin approach, as shown in the rest of the manuscript.

Fig. 2 shows a few CDFs demonstrating the increasing steepness, giving a reduced fading margin, for growing number of antennas and taps. The two lines corresponding to MN = 4 exhibit the same steepness and diversity.

Returning to the question how additional antennas in a large-scale antenna system can improve the fading margin, Fig. 3 shows the fading margin (1) versus degrees of freedom (MN) for different probabilities. Taking a two tap channel for a single antenna system as a reference, gives a fading margin of about 30.7 dB to achieve an ultra-reliable outage probability of 10^{−6}. Exploitation of channel hardening with 10 and 30 independent antennas would reduce the required fading margin ideally to 5.6 dB and 3.0 dB, respectively. For later comparison to measurement data, fading margins for 10^{−3} are tabulated in Table I. It is obvious that the addition of more antennas has diminishing effects on the fading margin, whilst the array gain grows linearly. The latter comes at the price of increased complexity for broadcast applications and user synchronisation, as we recently discussed in [14]. The presented improvement of the fading margin is the best case result, since the model is based on independent antennas

14164256 0.113 10 Degrees of Freedom

Fading Margin [dB] p = 10^{−2} p = 10^{−4} p = 10^{−6}

Fig. 3. Analytical fading margins for three different probabilities for the rectangular N-tap Rayleigh channel and M independent antenna elements with MN degrees of freedom. Qualitatively, the first few degrees of freedom improve the fading margin massively while additional ones have a reduced impact.

TABLE I ANALYTICAL FADING MARGINS AT A PROBABILITY OF 10^{−3} FOR THE

RECTANGULAR INDEPENDENT N -TAP RAYLEIGH CHANNEL AND M INDEPENDENT ANTENNA ELEMENTS. INCREASING THE DEGREES OF FREEDOM HAS DIMINISHING RETURNS.

F_M (10^{−3} ) M = 1 M = 2 M = 4 M = 8

N = 1 28.41 dB 15.68 dB 9.33 dB 5.9 dB N = 2 15.68 dB 9.33 dB 5.9 dB 3.88 dB N = 3 11.47 dB 7.09 dB 4.6 dB 3.08 dB N = 4 9.33 dB 5.9 dB 3.88 dB 2.62 dB

and uncorrelated channel taps for each antenna. Real world systems would not see those improvements to the full extent. Nonetheless, the qualitative behaviour helps to assess how many antennas are needed to improve the fading margin at a specific site.

To summarise, the behaviour of the fading margin caused by channel hardening for a changing number of base station antennas can be modelled for a tapped delay line massive MIMO channel. Applying time-reversal precoding and relating the effective zero-delay channel coefficient to the instantaneous SINR in the low average SNR regime under consideration of a rectangular reference channel, gives the best case for the evolution of the fading margin. The actual fading margin in real world systems needs to be higher than the best case, due to spatial correlation, ISI and the reduced frequency diversity of non-rectangular non-Rayleigh channels. Still, the system designer gets valuable insight into the scaling behaviour for base station antennas with respect to channel hardening.

IV. CASE STUDY

Considering that a large-scale antenna system at a specific site is supposed to be optimised, how to analyse the potential impact on the fading margin based on single antenna element measurements? Ultimately, how many independent radio chains should the system support before the advantages are diminishing? The general procedure for uncorrelated antennas is the following:

TABLE II EMPIRICAL FADING MARGINS FOR FOUR DIFFERENT DATASETS [5] AND DIFFERENT ARRAY CONFIGURATIONS. THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE FADING

MARGIN, DUE TO USAGE OF SPECTRAL DIVERSITY, IS DIMINISHING FOR A GROWING ANTENNA ARRAY.

Fading Margin F_M (10^{−3})

Single Element Array (8 elements) Array (32 elements) Array (93 elements)

Dataset narrowband wideband narrowband wideband narrowband wideband narrowband wideband

RICE A 28.75 dB 9.97 dB 7.77 dB 5.21 dB 5.58 dB 4.67 dB 4.99 dB 4.4 dB RICE B 29.27 dB 13.39 dB 10.39 dB 7.91 dB 8.84 dB 7.66 dB 7.54 dB 5.84 dB RICE C 28.88 dB 10.46 dB 7.81 dB 5.17 dB 5.29 dB 4.05 dB 4.42 dB 3.61 dB RICE D 28.97 dB 12.71 dB 8.85 dB 7.07 dB 6.20 dB 5.25 dB 5.79 dB 4.84 dB

1) Take single antenna multi carrier measurements over the array, spanning the largest deployable system on that site.

2) Estimate a large-scale fading coefficient √ β for the base station and normalise the measurement data accordingly.

3) Form an effective channel zero-delay tap h[0] for each antenna position to determine the single element reference ECDF.

4) Form the effective channel for the array configurations in question.

5) Evaluate the different fading margins for the sub-arrays to get an indication how large the optimised antenna array needs to be for a certain reliability requirement.

Four datasets from [5] are used to showcase the outlined investigation in both line-of-sight (LOS) and non line-of-sight (NLOS) indoor environments, namely:

• RICE A^2 - 2.4 GHz - LOS environment, • RICE B^3 - 2.4 GHz - NLOS environment, • RICE C^4 - 5 GHz - LOS environment, • RICE D^5 - 5 GHz - NLOS environment.

For each dataset, a channel trace for user one is extracted, considering 14000 timestamps and 52 subcarriers over 20 MHz bandwidth. A maximum of 93 antenna elements is used, since antennas 17, 33 and 68 were providing much lower average signals in some datasets.

Fig. 4 shows the ECDFs for the RICE A dataset. Considering single antenna elements on single subcarriers, shows that the ECDF has the same slope and diversity as a single Rayleigh tap channel (Γ(1, 1)). The small offset in amplitude for the lower tail might arise from the assumption that all timestamps for each antenna and subcarrier belong to the same large-scale fading region.

Considering the wideband channel over single elements improves the fading margin and shows a steeper slope for the lower tail of the distribution. Here, only spectral diversity is exploited and the offset between narrow- and wideband shows a large improvement of 18.78 dB at a probability of 10^{−3}. The wideband channel behaves similar to a reference channel with 4 taps (Γ(4, 1/4)) with a slightly larger offset.

2Dataset: ArgosCSI-96x8-2016-11-04-04-18-58_2.4GHz_continuous_mob_LOS

3Dataset: ArgosCSI-96x8-2016-11-04-05-57-41_2.4GHz_continuous_mob_NLOS

4Dataset: ArgosCSI-96x8-2016-11-03-06-10-35_5GHz_continuous_mobile_LOS

5Dataset: ArgosCSI-96x8-2016-11-03-04-36-53_5GHz_continuous_mob

−40−30−20−1001020 10^{−3} 10^{−1}

|h[0]|^2[dB]

ECDF

Γ(1, 1) Γ(4, 1/4) Γ(93, 1) Element NB Element WB Array NB Array WB

Fig. 4. The ECDFs for the ’RICE A’ dataset (2.4 GHz, continuous mobility of user 1, 14000 timestamps) show the probabilities of the coherent channel gain for four different configurations. The single antenna narrowband configuration follows the behaviour of a single tap Rayleigh channel very closely, whilst both full array configurations with 93 antennas fall even short of the single tap 93 antenna element model. This can be caused by spatial correlation reducing the harvested spatial diversity.

Investigation of the full array for both cases shows that the spectral degrees of freedom play a reduced role as the spatial degrees of freedom kick in. The full array wideband and narrowband cases exhibit almost equally steep ECDFs. Hence, the spectral diversity is consumed by the usage of spatial diversity. The ECDFs fall short of the fading margin behaviour for a 93 degrees of freedom reference channel and are closer to 12 degrees of freedom. The loss in fading margin at probability 10^{−3} of 2.9 dB could be due to correlated antennas.

Table II tabulates the fading margins for the named cases and intermediate array sizes. For the RICE A dataset, there is almost no improvement between 32 element antenna arrays and the full 93 antenna array. (NB, the larger arrays provide fewer realisations for the ECDFs and should be interpreted carefully.)

None of the four datasets are achieving the theoretical fading margin of 1.47 dB at 10^{−3} probability for 93 independent antenna elements and a single tap reference channel. This indicates that the employed array is subject to non-diminishing spatial correlation. The 5 GHz traces show slightly better fading margins, most likely due to the increased antenna element distance of about one wavelength and lower antenna correlation.

E { |y[n]|^2 } = E {| | | √ β h[n] ⋆ x[n] + e[n] | | |^2 } = β |h[0]|^2 P_x + β N∑ l=−N,l≠0 |h[l]|^2 P_x + P_e (12)

γ[n] = β |h[0]|^2 P_x β ∑_N l=−N,l≠0 |h[l]| 2 P_x + P_e = Γ |h[0]|^2 Γ ∑_N l=−N,l≠0 |h[l]| 2 + 1 = |h[0]|^2 ∑_N l=−N,l≠0 |h[l]| 2 +^1_Γ

. (13)

The system improvements for a 93 element array over the 32 element arrays are mainly due to an increased array gain and less due to increased channel hardening. The trade-off between base station complexity and performance should take this observation into account. For the particularly highlighted measurements, distributing 32 antenna elements over the available array size appears to be a good compromise between the number of radio chains and the exploitation of channel hardening. A potential extension to the current work is the analysis of permutations over the available antenna elements to give better performance than the usage of smaller and dense sub-arrays.

V. CONCLUSION This paper has provided a definition of an alternative fading margin and used it to evaluate channel hardening in large-scale antenna systems. A reference channel based on a rectangular N-tap Rayleigh PDP demonstrates the ideal scaling behaviour for independent antenna elements under the most diverse channel conditions. Measured channels of arrays can be easily used to evaluate site-specific diversity in both the spatial and spectral domain. This gives system designers a tool to trade available diversity with system complexity by accounting for the number of independent radio chains.

The 20 MHz indoor channel measurements at 2.4 GHz and 5 GHz show little difference in the fading margin between narrow- and wideband channels for large-scale antenna arrays. An analysis of channel hardening in a system with 32 (correlated) antenna elements shows almost the same performance as that of a 93 element array. The fading margin shows diminishing returns with increasing number of antennas.

The investigation highlights that the diversity gains, measured using the fading margin at specific sites, can be evaluated with a relatively simple protocol.

APPENDIX A. Instantaneous Effective Channel SINR

The instantaneous SINR for the effective channel γ[n] with respect to the average SNR Γ = β^{Px}_{Pe} for powers P_x = V {x[n]} and P_e = V {e[n]} as variance of the transmit signal and noise signal, respectively, can be derived from (3) by taking the expectation over both signals as in (12). Here, intended signal, ISI and noise have been isolated for uncorrelated effective channel taps allowing to define the SINR as in (13).

REFERENCES

[1] T. L. Marzetta, “Noncooperative Cellular Wireless with Unlimited Numbers of Base Station Antennas,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 9, no. 11, pp. 3590–3600, Nov. 2010. doi: 10.1109/TWC.2010.092810.091092 [2] L. Sanguinetti, E. Björnson, and J. Hoydis, “Toward Massive MIMO 2.0:

Understanding Spatial Correlation, Interference Suppression, and Pilot Contamination,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 1, pp. 232–257, Jan. 2020. doi: 10.1109/TCOMM.2019.2945792 arXiv: 1904.03406.

[3] C.-M. Chen, V. Volskiy, A. Chiumento, L. Van der Perre, G. A. E. Vandenbosch, and S. Pollin, “Exploration of User Separation Capabilities by Distributed Large Antenna Arrays,” in 2016 IEEE Globecom Workshops, Dec. 2016. doi: 10.1109/GLOCOMW.2016.7848903 pp. 1–6.

[4] P. Harris et al., “Performance Characterization of a Real-Time Massive MIMO System With LOS Mobile Channels,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 35, no. 6, pp. 1244–1253, Jun. 2017. doi: 10.1109/JSAC.2017.2686678 [5] C. Shepard, J. Ding, R. E. Guerra, and L. Zhong, “Understanding real many-antenna MU-MIMO channels,” in 2016 50th Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems and Computers, Nov. 2016. doi: 10.1109/ACSSC.2016.7869082 pp. 461–467.

[6] S. Gunnarsson, J. Flordelis, L. Van Der Perre, and F. Tufvesson, “Channel Hardening in Massive MIMO: Model Parameters and Experimental Assessment,” IEEE Open Journal of the Communications Society, vol. 1, pp. 501–512, 2020. doi: 10.1109/OJCOMS.2020.2987704 arXiv:2004.06772.

[7] E. Björnson, J. Hoydis, and L. Sanguinetti, “Massive MIMO Networks: Spectral, Energy, and Hardware Efficiency,” Foundations and Trends® in Signal Processing, vol. 11, no. 3-4, pp. 154–655, 2017. doi: 10.1561/2000000093 [8] J. Abraham and T. Ekman, “Power Inversion of the Massive MIMO Channel,” in Proceedings of the 2019 Symposium on Information Theory and Signal Processing in the Benelux. Gent, Belgium: Werkgemeenschap Informatie- en Communicatietheorie (WIC) & IEEE Benelux Signal Processing Chapter, May 2019. ISBN 978-94-91857-03-4 pp. 3– 7, arXiv:1905.07555.

[9] F. Ramirez-Mireles, “On the performance of ultra-wide-band signals in Gaussian noise and dense multipath,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 50, no. 1, pp. 244–249, Jan. 2001. doi: 10.1109/25.917932 [10] G. Llano, J. Reig, and L. Rubio, “Analytical Approach to Model the Fade Depth and the Fade Margin in UWB Channels,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 59, no. 9, pp. 4214–4221, Nov. 2010. doi: 10.1109/TVT.2010.2070815 [11] C. Oestges, A. D. Kim, G. Papanicolaou, and A. J. Paulraj, “Characterization of space-time focusing in time-reversed random fields,” IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag., vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 283–293, Jan. 2005. doi: 10.1109/TAP.2004.836399 [12] G. Ghiaasi, J. Abraham, E. Eide, and T. Ekman, “Effective Channel Hardening in an Indoor Multiband Scenario,” International Journal of Wireless Information Networks, Jul. 2019. doi: 10.1007/s10776-019-00438-7 [13] A. M. Mathai, “Storage capacity of a dam with gamma type inputs,” Annals of the Institute of Statistical Mathematics, vol. 34, no. 1, pp. 591–597, Dec. 1982. doi: 10.1007/BF02481056 [14] J. Abraham and T. Ekman, “Achievable Synchronisation Gain In Uncalibrated Large Scale Antenna Systems,” in 2020 14th European Conference on Antennas and Propagation (EuCAP), Mar. 2020. doi: 10.23919/EuCAP48036.2020.9136063 pp. 1–5.