arXiv:2212.02811v1 [cs.IT] 6 Dec 2022

Asynchronous Cell-Free Massive MIMO With Rate-Splitting

Jiakang Zheng, Jiayi Zhang, Senior Member, IEEE, Julian Cheng, Fellow, IEEE, Victor C. M. Leung, Life Fellow, IEEE, Derrick Wing Kwan Ng, Fellow, IEEE, and Bo Ai, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract

In practical cell-free (CF) massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) networks with distributed and low-cost access points, the asynchronous arrival of signals at the user equipments increases multiuser interference that degrades the system performance. Meanwhile, rate-splitting (RS), exploiting the transmission of both common and private messages, has demonstrated to offer considerable spectral efficiency (SE) improvements and its robustness against channel state information (CSI) imperfection. The signal performance of a CF massive MIMO system is first analyzed for asynchronous reception capturing the joint effects of propagation delays and oscillator phases of transceivers. Taking into account the imperfect CSI caused by asynchronous phases and pilot contamination, we derive novel and closed-form downlink SE expressions for characterizing the performance of both the RS-assisted and conventional non-RS-based systems adopting coherent and non-coherent data transmission schemes, respectively. Moreover, we formulate the design of robust precoding for the common messages as an optimization problem that maximizes the minimum individual SE of the common message. To address the non-convexity of the design problem, a bisection method is proposed to solve the problem optimally. Simulation results show that asynchronous reception indeed destroys both the orthogonality of the pilots and the coherent data transmission resulting in poor system performance. Besides, thanks to the uniform coverage properties of CF massive MIMO systems, RS with a simple low-complexity precoding for the common message obtained by the equal ratio sum of the private precoding is able to achieve substantial downlink sum SE gains, while the application of robust precoding to the common message is shown to be useful in some extreme cases, e.g., serious oscillator mismatch and unknown delay phase.

Index Terms

Cell-free massive MIMO, asynchronous reception, rate-splitting, spectral efficiency, precoding.

J. Zheng, J. Zhang, and B. Ai are with Beijing Jiaotong University, China; J. Cheng is with the University of British Columbia, Canada; V. C. M. Leung is with Shenzhen University, China, and also with the University of British Columbia, Canada; D. W. K. Ng is with the University of New South Wales, Australia.

I. INTRODUCTION Cell-free (CF) massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) has been envisioned as a disruptive technology to provide uniform spectral efficiency (SE) improvement and ubiquitous connectivity for the sixth-generation (6G) wireless communication networks [1]. The key idea of CF massive MIMO systems is that through spatial multiplexing on the same time-frequency resources, a large number of geographically distributed access points (APs) connected to a central processing unit (CPU) are deployed to serve the user equipments (UEs) coherently [2], [3]. Thanks to the law of large numbers, two phenomena characterizing the propagation environment of CF massive MIMO systems are channel hardening and favorable propagation, which facilitate simple precoding design and interference management [4], [5]. Additionally, the user-centric paradigm prevents the UE from perceiving the cell boundary, greatly simplifying its actual implementation [6]. In addition, the rich macro-diversity gain of CF massive MIMO systems brought by the joint transmission and reception has drawn much academic research interest in this topic [7]. For instance, it was shown that CF massive MIMO systems can outperform small-cell systems in terms of 95%-likely per-user SE due to the joint interference cancellation capability of the former [8]. In addition, compared with traditional cellular networks, CF massive MIMO systems-based joint signal processing can effectively alleviate the influence of non-ideal practical factors, such as channel aging, hardware impairments, etc. [9]–[11], thanks to the large number of spatial degrees of freedom. Moreover, it was revealed in [12] that the joint power control in CF massive MIMO systems is able to enhance the wireless power transfer efficiency compared with its counterpart in conventional systems. Besides, it was proved that the error probabilities of both the centralized and distributed joint activity detection in CF massive MIMO systems approach zero when the number of APs is sufficiently large [5]. Furthermore, numerous joint optimization algorithms were proposed for CF massive MIMO systems to enhance the practicality of the system, including achieving the energy-efficient load balancing [13], reducing the complexity of channel estimation and decoding [14], and establishing a scalable framework by AP scheduling [3]. Therefore, joint coherent processing is an important and fundamental topic for the practical implementation of CF massive MIMO systems.

Despite the fruitful research in the literature, most current works on CF massive MIMO assume the availability of perfect synchronization to ensure efficient joint coherent processing. Yet, this assumption is impractical for communication networks adopting a distributed architecture

[15]. One reason is that the geographically distributed APs cause inevitable signal arrival time differences from the UEs [16]. In particular, the incurred delay phases impair the received signals creating a challenge for distributed massive MIMO systems to achieve coherent transmission. Another reason is that the transmitter and receiver hardware are not perfect and identical such that the imperfection may cause different random phase shifts on the channels [17], [18]. Besides, these oscillator phases introduce a multiplicative factor to the channel and this factor drifts gradually over time at each channel use following the Wiener process [19]. Unfortunately, the impairments hinder the acquisition of accurate channel state information (CSI) and lead to severe multi-user interference. These jeopardize the achievable signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and remain a major obstacle for the practical deployment of distributed massive MIMO systems [20]. In fact, accurate synchronization (e.g., phase, frequency) has always been an important and interesting research subject in the evolution of MIMO systems. For example, a profound study on the optimal estimator-detector receivers for the joint detection and synchronization was initiated for conventional digital communication [21]. More importantly, the results indicated that effective coherent multiuser joint processing is only possible when a sufficient level of relative timing and phase synchronization accuracy is achieved at the APs [22]. As such, three effective approaches, from centralized to distributed implementations, were proposed to achieve phase synchronization in coherent MIMO radar systems [23]. Besides, a high-accuracy frequency synchronization technique was proposed for the uplink of multiuser orthogonal-frequency-division multiplexingbased massive MIMO systems [24]. However, the computational complexity of these algorithms increase significantly with the communication network size. In addition, although inserting a time-frequency interval to a resource block is an effective method to resolve the synchronization issues, it requires significant system resources for signaling overhead that may in turn reduce the overall system rate performance [25]. Moreover, a recent performance analysis of CF massive MIMO systems for revealing the impacts of asynchronous reception was investigated [16], [20]. Yet, an effective multi-user interference management for the case of imperfect CSI incurred by asynchronous CF massive MIMO systems has not been reported in the literature.

Recently, rate-splitting (RS) has been developed to harness multiuser interference particularly in the existence of imperfect CSI [26], showing its rich potential in addressing the negative impacts caused by asynchronous signal receptions in CF massive MIMO systems. Indeed, the RS strategy divides the message for each user into two parts: a common message to be decoded by all the UEs and a private message to be decoded by the corresponding UE only [27], respectively.

Then, all the common parts are combined into a super common message and superposition coding is used to transmit these message streams simultaneously. At the UE, the common message is decoded first, with all the private messages treated as noise. Then, the disired private message is decoded after the common message has been removed via successive interference cancellation (SIC) [28]. The ability of RS to generalize two extreme existing approaches, i.e., treating interference as noise and interference for decoding, is what makes this strategy attractive for practical implementation [29]. For instance, the RS-based beamforming scheme performs strictly better than that based on non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) in both partially and fully loaded systems [30]. Besides, compared to conventional linear precoding approaches, the RS-assisted non-orthogonal unicast and multicast transmission techniques are more spectrally and energy efficient in a wide range of user deployment and network load scenarios [31]. In addition to the system performance gains, relaxed CSI quality requirements and enhanced achievable rate regions are two other benefits of RS [32]. Moreover, it was proved that the RS strategy is a robust and handy alternative to conventional methods for mitigating the detrimental effects of hardware impairments [33], mobility [34], and limited feedback [29] in massive MIMO systems. In fact, the advantages of RS in massive MIMO can be well retained in CF massive MIMO systems, e.g., mitigating the pilot contamination [35]. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, the research of RS in addressing the issues in CF massive MIMO systems is still incomplete and not thorough. Therefore, thorough analysis and insights are required to unleash the potential of RS in enhancing the performance the CF massive MIMO system.

Motivated by the aforementioned observations, we first analyze the downlink performance of CF massive MIMO systems with asynchronous reception, including both the delay and oscillator phases. To alleviate the multiuser interference caused by imperfect CSI, we implement RS based on the transmission of common and private messages. Finally, we propose a robust precoding for the common message to further reduce the impact of asynchronous reception on CF massive MIMO systems. The specific contributions of this work are listed as follows:

• Taking into account the imperfect CSI caused by asynchronous phase and pilot contamination, we first derive novel and closed-form downlink SE expressions for coherent and non-coherent data transmission schemes, respectively. Our results show that the existence of asynchronous reception destroys the orthogonality of pilots and the coherent transmission of data, leading to an unsatisfactory SE performance of CF massive MIMO systems.

• To compensate the system performance loss, we apply the RS strategy to CF massive MIMO systems by splitting the messages into common and private parts. We derive the closedfrom sum SE expression for the RS-assisted CF massive MIMO system with asynchronous reception adopting an arbitrary linear precoding of the common messages. We also develop an efficient method to determine the optimal power allocating to the two messages. It is discovered that RS can considerably enhance the performance of CF massive MIMO systems. However, RS is negatively impacted by asynchronous phase, particularly the oscillator phase of the UE and delay phase.

• We then propose a design of robust precoding for the common messages to enhance the performance of RS-assisted CF massive MIMO systems by using the bisection method to solve the optimization problem that maximize the minimum individual SE of common message. The designed robust RS-based precoding can alleviate the negative impacts of asynchronous reception to a certain extent, especially when the asynchronous issues are moderate. It is highlighted that the uniform coverage characteristics of CF massive MIMO systems allow the RS with a simple low-complexity common precoding to achieve significant performance advantages.

Note that the conference version of this paper [36] investigated the downlink performance of CF massive MIMO systems with asynchronous reception. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we describe the system model for capturing the joint effects caused by asynchronous reception and the basic principle of RS. Next, Section III presents the achievable downlink SE of the CF massive MIMO system with asynchronous reception for both coherent and non-coherent transmission schemes. Then, Section IV derives the sum SE expression for the RS-assisted CF massive MIMO system and the robust precoding for the common messages to reduce the effect of asynchronous reception. We provide numerical results and discussions in Section V. Finally, Section VI concludes this paper with a brief summary.

Notation: We use boldface lowercase letters x and boldface uppercase letters X to represent column vectors and matrices, respectively. The n × n identity matrix is I_n. Superscripts x^∗, x^T, and x^H are used to denote conjugate, transpose, and conjugate transpose, respectively. The absolute value, the Euclidean norm, the trace operator, and the definitions are denoted by |·|, ‖·‖, tr (·), and ≜, respectively. Finally, x ∼ CN (0, σ^2) represents a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random variable x with variance σ^2.

Fig. 1: Asynchronous reception in a CF massive MIMO system.

II. SYSTEM MODEL We consider a CF massive MIMO system comprising L APs and K UEs as illustrated in Fig. 1.

Besides, a single antenna and N antennas are deployed for each UE and AP, respectively. It is assumed that all the L APs simultaneously serve all the K UEs via the same time-frequency resources. Moreover, we adopt the time-division duplex protocol with a standard coherence block model consisting of τ_c time instants (channel uses) with the uplink training phase occupying τ_p time instants and the downlink transmission phase assuming τ_c − τ_p time instants. Besides, the frequency-flat channel between AP l ∈ {1, . . . , L} and UE k ∈ {1, . . . , K} at each coherence block is modeled as Rayleigh fading [8]

h_{kl} ∼ CN (0, R_{kl}) , (1)

where R_{kl} ∈ C^{N ×N} represents the spatial correlation matrix and β_{kl} ≜ tr (R_{kl}) /N denotes the large-scale fading coefficient.

A. Asynchronous Reception

The asynchronous reception of the wireless transceiver arises mainly from two factors: signal propagation delay differences and hardware oscillator errors. Specifically, these introduces a multiplicative random phase to the channel which are detailed as follows^1.

1Note that we mainly study the impact of asynchronous reception in terms of phase-asynchronization. However, performing coherent processing also requires synchronizations in time and frequency which has been widely studied in the literature [37].

1) Delay Phase: Due to the different physical positions of the APs in the CF architecture, the distances between each AP and a certain UE are different, resulting in asynchronous signal arrival to the UEs. This asynchronous reception introduces a constant phase shift as [16] θ_{kl} = e^{−j2π ΔtklT}s , (2) where Δt_{kl} = Δd_{kll}′ /c is the timing offset of the signal intending for the kth UE and transmitted by the lth AP. Besides, Δd_{kll}′ , c, and T_s are the propagation delay, speed of light, and symbol duration, respectively. Without loss of generality, we assume that the first arrived signal to UE k is from AP l^′ and its timing offset is Δt_{kl}′ = 0.

2) Oscillator Phase: Each AP and UE are assumed to be equipped with their own freerunning oscillator [18], and the phase of the transmission symbol in each channel use is altered due to the phase noise. Then, the overall oscillator phase between AP l and UE k at each time instant can be defined by ϑ_{kl} [n] ≜ exp (j (φ_k [n] + ϕ_l [n])) with the discrete-time Wiener phase model [19]

φ_k [n] = φ_k [n − 1] + δ^{ue}_k [n] , (3) ϕ_l [n] = ϕ_l [n − 1] + δ^{ap}_l [n] , (4)

where φ_k [n] and ϕ_l [n] are the oscillator phase of UE k and AP l at the nth time instant, respectively. Besides, the additive terms δ^{ue}_k [n] ∼ CN (0, σ^2_k) and δ^{ap}_l [n] ∼ CN (0, σ^2_l ) are the phase increment of AP l and UE k at the nth time instant. Note that σ^2_i = 4π^2f^2_c c_iT_s, i = k, l, denote the phase increment variance [19], where f_c is the carrier frequency and c_i is a constant dependent on the oscillator.

Remark 1. Note that we focus on the scenario which each AP and UE has its oscillator such that their oscillator phase processes are considered as mutually independent. For the case of analysis, we assume independent and identically distributed oscillator phase statistics across different APs and UEs, i.e., σ^2_k = σ^2_{ue} and σ^2_l = σ^2_{ap}, ∀k, l.

Considering the effect of both the delay and oscillator phases, the channel between the kth UE and the lth AP at the nth time instant is expressed as

g_{kl} [n] = θ_{kl}h_{kl} [n] = θ_{kl}ϑ_{kl} [n] h_{kl}, n = 1, . . . , τ_c, (5) where h_{kl} [n] ∈ C^{N×1} is the channel that combines the oscillator phase and it is random in each time instant. Besides, the parameter θ_{kl} is mainly determined by the positions of APs and UEs, and thus can be considered as a constant among multiple coherent blocks^2.

B. Channel Estimation

We assume τ_p mutually orthogonal time-multiplexed pilot sequences are employed [9], where the different sequences are temporally orthogonal since the pilot sequence t equates to transmitting a pilot signal only at time instant t [19]. This can also be seen that the pilot sequence t is a τ_p-dimensional vector with all zeros except one in the tth channel use. Besides, a large-scale network with K > τ_p is studied such that different UEs may use the same time instant for channel estimation. Moreover, the index of the time instant allocated to UE k is denoted by t_k ∈ {1, . . . , τ_p}, and the other UEs that exploit the same time instant for pilot transmission as UE k is defined by P_k = {i : t_i = t_k} ∈ {1, . . . , K}. Considering the effect of asynchronous reception, the received signal at AP l from UE k at time instant t_k is given by

z_l [t_k] = ∑ i∈P_k √ p_ig_{il} [t_i] + w_l [t_k], (6)

where p_i denotes the pilot transmit power of UE i and w_l [t_k] ∼ CN (0, σ^2I_N ) represents the receiver noise at AP l with the noise power σ^2. This received signal is exploited to estimate (or predict) the channel realization at any time instant in the block. Yet, the accuracy of the channel estimate is degraded as the temporal gap between the considered channel realization and the pilot transmission grows. Without lost of generality, we consider the estimates of the channels at time instant τ_p + 1. In addition, λ = τ_p + 1 is defined to simplify the notation and (6) can be rewritten as

z_l [t_k] = √ p_kθ_{kl}Θ^∗_{kl} [λ − t_k] h_{kl} [λ] + ∑ i∈P_k /{k} √ p_iθ_{il}h_{il} [t_i] + w_l [t_k], (7)

where Θ_{kl} [λ−t_k] denotes the phase increment from time instant t_k to time instant λ, defined as

Θ_{kl} [λ − t_k] = ϑ_{kl} [λ] ϑ^∗_{kl} [t_k] = exp ( j λ∑ s=t_k+1

(δ^{ue}_k [s] + δ^{ap}_l [s]) ) . (8)

2We assume that the delay phase can be perfectly known by positioning or other technologies. However, for the design of downlink precoding in the sequel, we will consider both the cases of with or without (used/forgotten) delay phase to quantify its impact [20].

By exploiting the characteristic function of Gaussian random variable, the mean of (8) is

E {Θ_{kl} [λ − t_k]} = e^{− λ−tk2} (^{σ2ap+σ2ue}). (9)

Then, applying the standard minimum mean square error (MMSE) estimation [2], the MMSE estimate ĥ_{kl} [λ] of the channel coefficient h_{kl} [λ] can be computed by each AP l as ĥ_{kl} [λ] = E { h_{kl} [λ] z^H_l [t_k] } (E {z_l [t_k] z^H_l [t_k]}) z_l [t_k]^{(a)}= √ p_kθ^∗_{kl}E {Θ_{kl} [λ − t_k]} E { h_{kl} [λ] h^H_{kl} [λ] } E {z_l [t_k] z^H_l [t_k]} z_l [t_k] (b) = √ p_ke^{− λ−tk2} (^{σ2ap+σ2ue})θ^*_{kl}R_{kl} ∑ i∈P_k p_iR_{il} + σ^2I_N z_l [t_k] , (10)

where (a) follows from the independence between phases and channels, and from that channels between different UEs are independent of each other. (b) follows from computing the variances of the channel (1) and the received signal (7), and from using the fact in (9). In addition, the distribution of the estimate ĥ_{kl} [λ] and the estimation error h̃_{kl} [λ] = h_{kl} [λ] − ĥ_{kl} [λ] are CN (0, Q_{kl}) and CN (0, R_{kl} − Q_{kl}), where

Q_{kl} = p_ke^{−(λ−tk)}(^{σ2ap+σ2ue})R_{kl}Ψ_{kl}R_{kl}, (11)

with

Ψ_{kl} = ( ∑ i∈P_k p_iR_{il} + σ^2I_N )_{−1} . (12)

Moreover, to simplify the notation, we define Q̄_{kil} = √p_kp_ie^{−(λ−t}k^)(^{σ2}ap^{+σ2}ue)R_{il}Ψ_{kl}R_{kl}, (13)

that represents the covariance matrix of the estimate for UE k and UE i at AP l. Note that each UE is assumed to be aware of the channel statistics and the signal detection is performed with the required channel distribution information available.

Remark 2. To compare the estimation quality under different degrees of asynchronous reception, we utilize the normalized mean square error (NMSE) given as

NMSE_{kl} = tr (R_{kl} − Q_{kl}) tr (R_{kl}) , ∀k, l, (14) which is an appropriate metric to measure the relative estimation error. Note that ĥ_{kl} [λ] and h̃_{kl} [λ] are independent due to the properties of MMSE estimation. Therefore, the values of NMSE are between 0 and 1, which denote perfect and extremely impaired estimation, respectively.

Fig. 2: The NMSE of MMSE and LS channel estimation with different oscillator phase variances at SNR = 30 dB (L = 100, N = 2, σ^2_{ap} = σ^2_{ue} = σ^2).

Following the similar steps as in [38, Section III], we derive the NMSE of the least-squares (LS) estimator for comparison as

NMSE^{ls}_{kl} = e^{(λ−tk )}(^{σ2ap+σ2ue})tr ( Ψ^{−1}_{kl} ) p_ktr (R_{kl}) − 1, ∀k, l. (15) Note that since the estimate and the estimation error of LS are correlated, the value of NMSE can be higher than one.

As illustrated in Fig. 2, we compare the NMSE of MMSE and LS channel estimations with different degrees of oscillator phase as the SNR = 30 dB for all the links. It is clear that the MMSE estimation quality gets worse with the increasing of the oscillator phase variance. The reason is that the random oscillator phase destroys the orthogonality of the received pilot signal. We also find that the NMSE is sensitive to the oscillator phase when the number of pilots are sufficient. In some extreme asynchronous cases, exploiting non-orthogonal pilots can achieve a more accurate estimation. This result can be explained by (11) and (14) as that pilot contamination makes the value of NMSE worse and change slowly. It is also found that the estimation accuracy of LS is generally lower than that of MMSE and the LS estimator performs very poorly when the oscillator phase variances are large.

C. Rate-Splitting Strategy

Since imperfect CSI is inevitable in the considered CF system due to asynchronous issues, we propose the use of RS for the downlink to compensate the possible performance degradation.

Fig. 3: A RS-assisted CF massive MIMO system [26].

The rationale behind the RS strategy for multi-user downlink is to first split the message for each UE into a private message and a common message, then combine all the common sub-messages into a super common message, and finally all the messages are simultaneously transmitted by means of superposition coding [26]. The principle of RS is shown in Fig. 3, specifically, the message W_k ∈ C intended for UE k at the transmitter is split into a private part W_{p,k} ∈ C and a common part W_{c,k} ∈ C . The private parts W_{p,1}, . . . , W_{p,K} are independently encoded into the private streams s_1, . . . , s_K , respectively, and the common parts of all the users, W_{c,1}, . . . , W_{c,K} , are combined into a common message W_c, which is encoded into a common stream s_c using a public codebook. Then, these K + 1 streams are transmitted after linear precoding. At the receivers, each UE firstly decodes the common stream by treating all the private streams as noise. Then, SIC is adopted to remove the decoded common stream from the received signal under the assumption of error-free decoding^3 [29]. Each user then decodes its private stream by treating other private streams as noise.

Utilizing the common precoding vector v_{c,l} ∈ C^{N×1} and the private precoding vector v_{kl} ∈ C^{N×1} in asynchronous CF massive MIMO systems with RS, the transmitted signal from AP l at the nth time instant is given by

x_l [n] = √ p_{dc}η_lv_{c,l}s_c [n] + √ p_{dp}μ_l K∑ i=1 v_{il}s_i [n], (16)

where s_c ∈ C is the common message and s_i ∈ C is the private message of UE i. Besides, p_{dc} and p_{dp} are the powers allocated to the common and private message, respectively. Moreover, η_l and

3It is tolerable to assume error-free decoding to obtain preliminary analytical results because the considered one-layer RS scheme requires each UE executes SIC only once [27].

μ_l are the power normalization parameters for the common and private precoding, respectively, and are respectively denoted by η_l ≜ 1 E { ‖v_{c,l}‖^2

}, (17) μ_l ≜ 1 K∑ i=1 E { ‖v_{il}‖^2 }. (18)

We assume that the downlink maximum transmission power of each AP is the same represented by p_d [2]. Besides, the power splitting factor ρ (0 ⩽ ρ ⩽ 1) is defined to adjust the fraction of the power allocated to the transmission of the common messages at each AP^4. Hence, we have p_{dc} = ρp_d and p_{dp} = (1 − ρ) p_d. In Section IV, we will introduce the binary search method to determine the optimal power splitting factor. When the power splitting factor ρ = 0, RS-assisted CF massive MIMO systems degenerate into the conventional CF massive MIMO.

Remark 3. The RS strategy is promising in multi-user transmission with imperfect CSI [33]. In contrast to the conventional strategy that treats any multi-user interference originating from the imperfect CSI as noise, the RS strategy has the ability to treat the interference as noise and perform interference decoding through the presence of a common message. This ability of the decoding part of the interference is the key for boosting the sum SE performance.

III. DOWNLINK ASYNCHRONOUS TRANSMISSION In this part, we first focus on the effect of asynchronous reception on CF massive MIMO systems. Therefore, we assume the power splitting factor ρ = 0 for a conventional approach^5, which makes p_{dc} = 0 and p_{dp} = p_d. Then, considering both the coherent and non-coherent downlink transmission, we adopt both the delay phase used (DU) and delay phase forgotten (DF) maximum-ratio (MR) private precoding to derive the closed-form SE performance expressions.

4Due to the small channel differences in CF massive MIMO networks, we assume that the power splitting factors are identical at all APs to arrive at a preliminary conclusion. In the future work, we will design the optimal power splitting factor for each AP to further improve the system performance.

5Note that the obtained results for ρ = 0 will serve as a building block for the study of RS-assisted CF massive MIMO systems in Section IV.

A. Coherent Downlink Transmission

We assume that the CF massive MIMO applies the coherent joint transmission for the downlink

transmission, which means that each AP sends the same data symbol to each UE as the other

APs [39]. When the power splitting factor ρ = 0 (without RS), the transmitted signal in (16)

reduces to

x_l [n] = √ p_{dp}μ_l K∑ i=1 v_{il}s_i [n]. (19)

Then, the received signal of the kth UE at the nth time instant is

y^{p,co}_k [n] = √ p_{dp} L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lv_{kl}s_k [n] + √ p_{dp} K∑ i≠k L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lv_{il}s_i [n] + w_k [n] , (20)

where w_k [n] ∼ CN (0, σ^2_d ) denotes the receiver noise at UE k. For minimizing the MSE,

MSE_{kl} = E { |s_k [n] − y^{p,co}_k [n] (v_{kl})|^2 | |ĥil [λ] } , we derive the local DU-MMSE private precoding

vector as

v_{kl} = θ_{kl}p_{dp} (_K ∑ i=1 p_{dp} ( ĥ_{il} [λ] ĥ^H_{il} [λ] + C_{il} ) + σ^2I_N )_{−1} ĥ_{kl} [λ] , (21)

where C_{il} = R_{il} − Q_{il} is the variance of the estimation error. Moreover, low-complexity MR

private precoding is exploited to obtain analytical results, which does not affect the validity of

our conclusions. In the following, we introduce a theorem to study the system performance.

Theorem 1. With the help of the channel estimate (10) and the received signal (20), using

the DU-MR private precoding v_{kl} = θ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ], the downlink achievable rate of UE k is lower

bounded as

SE^{p,co,du} k = 1 τ_c τ_c∑

n=λ log_2 ( 1 + SINR^{p,co,du}_k [n] ) , (22)

with

SINR^{p,co,du}_k [n] = η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n p_{dp} | | | L∑ l=1 √ μ_ltr (Q_{kl}) | | | 2

p_{dp}Ξ^{p,co,du} k [n] − η^{ap}n η^{ue}_n p_{dp} | | | L∑ l=1 √ μ_ltr (Q_{kl}) | | | 2 + σ^2_d

, (23)

where

Ξ^{p,co,du} k [n] = K∑ i=1 L∑ l=1 μ_ltr (Q_{il}R_{kl})

+ (1 − η^{ap}_n ) K∑ i∈P_k L∑ l=1 μ_l | |tr (Q̄_{kil}) | |^2 + η^{ap}_n K∑ i∈P_k | | | | L∑ l=1 √ μ_ltr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2 . (24)

Note that we have η^{ap}_n ≜ e^{−(n−λ)σ2ap} and η^{ue}_n ≜ e^{−(n−λ)σ2ue} .

Proof: See Appendix A.

Corollary 1. Only keeping the oscillator phase parameters, the approximate SINR expression

of (23) under which the number of antennas tends to infinity (LN → ∞) can be derived

as 1/ (1/ (Lη^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n ) + (L − 1) / (Lη^{ue}_n ) + a), where a is a constant. It is clear that the SINR

decreases as σ^2_{ap} and σ^2_{ue} increase, and σ^2_{ue} has a larger effect on the SINR compared with

σ^2_{ap}. Moreover, increasing the number of APs can only significantly reduce the influence of the

oscillator phase at the APs.

From (23), we can find that the delay phase has no impact on the SINR expression when

the DU-MR private precoding is adopted. To study and characterize the influence of the delay

phase on the system, we investigate the SE performance using DF-MR private precoding with

v_{kl} = ĥ_{kl} [λ]. Following the similar steps as in Theorem 1, we obtain

SINR^{p,co,df}_k [n] = η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n p_{dp} | | | L∑ l=1 θ^∗_{kl} √ μ_ltr (Q_{kl}) | | | 2

p_{dp}Ξ^{p,co,df}_k [n] − η^{ap}n η^{ue}_n p_{dp} | | | L∑ l=1 θ^∗_{kl} √ μ_ltr (Q_{kl}) | | | 2 + σ^2_d

, (25)

where

Ξ^{p,co,df}_k [n] = K∑ i=1 L∑ l=1 μ_ltr (Q_{il}R_{kl})

+ (1 − η^{ap}_n ) K∑ i∈P_k L∑ l=1 μ_l | |tr (Q̄_{kil}) | |^2 + η^{ap}_n K∑ i∈P_k | | | | L∑ l=1 θ^∗_{il} √ μ_ltr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2 . (26)

Comparing (23) and (25), it is clear that the propagation delay caused by different physical

positions of the APs introduces random phases to the desired signal, which will reduce the SE

performance of systems.

B. Non-Coherent Downlink Transmission

For alleviating the phase-synchronization requirements of the APs imposed by coherent trans-

mission, we apply a non-coherent joint transmission in the downlink CF massive MIMO such that each AP sends the different data symbol to each UE than the other APs [39]. Therefore, the transmitted signal from AP l at time instant n is expressed as

x_l [n] = √ p_{dp}μ_l K∑ i=1 v_{il}s_{il} [n], (27)

where s_{il} [n] ∈ C is the symbol sent to UE i which is different for all the APs. Then, the received signal of the kth UE at the nth time instant is

y^{p,nc}_k [n] = √ p_{dp} L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lv_{kl}s_{kl} [n] + √ p_{dp} K∑ i≠k L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lv_{il}s_{il} [n] + w_k [n] . (28)

Note that the kth UE needs to employ SIC after receiving the signals from all the L APs in order to detect the signals sent by the different APs [39]. Specifically, the UE first detects the signal received from the first AP and the remaining signal is treated as interference. By that analogy, the UE detects the signal transmitted by the lth AP and considers the signal sent from the (l + 1)th AP to the Lth AP as interference, thereby detecting the signal s_{kl} [n]. Keep in mind that the SE is not affected by the APs’ relative order of decoding. However, a specific decoding order must be chosen before the individual signals may be encoded [9], [39].

Theorem 2. Based on the received signal (28) and using the DU-MR private precoding v_{kl} = θ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ], the downlink achievable rate of UE k is lower bounded as

SE^{p,nc,du} k = 1 τ_c τ_c∑

n=λ log_2 ( 1 + SINR^{p,nc,du}_k [n] ) , (29)

with

SINR^{p,nc,du}_k [n] = η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n p_{dp}^L ∑ l=1 μ_l|tr (Q_{kl})|^2

p_{dp}Ξ^{p,nc,du} k [n] − η^{ap}n η^{ue}_n p_{dp}^L ∑ l=1 μ_l|tr (Q_{kl})|^2 + σ^2_d

, (30)

where

Ξ^{p,nc,du} k [n] = K∑ i=1 L∑ l=1 μ_ltr (Q_{il}R_{kl}) + K∑ i∈P_k L∑ l=1 μ_l | |tr (Q̄_{kil}) | |^2. (31)

Proof: Follow the SIC operation for non-coherent transmission in [9, Appendix C] and the similar steps for proving Theorem 1.

Remark 4. Note that if the DF-MR private precoding is used, we can also derive SINR^{p,nc,df}_k [n] having the same SINR expression as (30). Therefore, we conclude that the non-coherent transmission can effectively overcome the influence of asynchronous reception, and even eliminate the influence of delay phase, at the expense of poor SE. In future CF networks, a trade-off between high performance and strong robustness may be achieved by a hybrid scheme that includes both coherent and non-coherent transmission schemes.

C. Power Control for Private Messages

Moreover, various power control methods can be adopted in our systems to further improve the system performance. To this end, we rewrite (19) as

x_l [n] = √ p_{dp} K∑ i=1 √ μ_{il}v_{il}s_i [n], (32)

where μ_{il} ⩾ 0 is the power control coefficients chosen to satisfy the downlink power constraint as E { |x_l [n]|^2 } ⩽ p_{dp}. With the help of the statistical channel cooperation power control in our previous work [9], we derive μ_{kl} = β̄α_k ∑_K i=1 tr (Q_{il}) β̄^α_i , k = 1, . . . K, l = 1, . . . L, (33) where the channel inversion rate α = −1 is chosen to enhance the SE performance of poor UEs and β̄_k denotes the global statistical channel given as β̄_k = ∑_L l=1 β_{kl} L . (34)

Note that max-min and max-sum SE power control methods can also be applied to the case, which has been investigated in [38], [40]. However, the sum SE gain of power control schemes on the high-density CF massive MIMO system is limited, because the global statistical channel difference of each UE is significantly reduced with the increase of the number of APs [40].

IV. RATE-SPLITTING ASSISTED CF MASSIVE MIMO In this section, we focus on the performance of the RS-assisted CF massive MIMO systems with asynchronous reception. By treating the private messages as noise, we first derive the closed-form SE performance expressions for the common messages. After decoding the common messages, the remaining private messages are decoded by following the same steps as in Section III. Besides, we propose a binary search-based method to find the optimal power splitting factor to maximize the downlink sum SE performance. Moreover, we design the robust precoding for the common message to mitigate the impact caused by asynchronization.

A. Coherent Downlink Transmission

Adopting the coherent joint transmission in RS-assisted CF massive MIMO systems, the

transmitted signal can be divided into the common and the private parts as (16). Then, the

received signal by UE k at the nth time instant is expressed as

y^{c,co}_k [n] = L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl} [n] x_l [n] + w_k [n]

= √ p_{dc} L∑ l=1 √ η_lg^H_{kl} [n] v_{c,l}s_c [n] + √ p_{dp} K∑ i=1 L∑ l=1 √ μ_lg^H_{kl} [n] v_{il}s_i [n] + w_k [n] , (35)

where w_k [n] is the receiver noise. Having in mind that the channels of each UE in the high

antenna density regime tend to be asymptotically orthogonal [4], [29], we assume that v_{c,l} can

be written as a linear sum of the private precoding as v_{c,l} = ∑_K i=1 a_{il}v_{il}. It is worth noting that

one simple low-complexity common precoding is given by a_{il} = 1, ∀i, l, which is applied in our

analysis as a benchmark scheme.

Theorem 3. For the DU-MR private precoding v_{kl} = θ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ] and the simple common precoding

v_{c,l} = ∑_K i=1 v_{il}, a lower bound on the achievable rate of common message of UE k is

SE^{c,co,du} k = 1 τ_c τ_c∑

n=λ log_2 ( 1 + SINR^{c,co,du}_k [n] ) , (36)

with

SINR^{c,co,du}_k [n] = p_{dc}η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n | | | | L∑ l=1 √ η_l^K ∑ i∈P_k a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2

p_{dc}Γ^{c,co,du}_k [n] + p_{dp}Ξ^{p,co,du}_k [n] + σ^2_d

, (37)

where

Γ^{c,co,du} k [n] = (1 − η^{ap}_n ) L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i∈P_k K∑ j∈P_i a^∗_{il}a_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) tr (¯ Q_{kjl} )

+ L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i=1 K∑ j∈P_i a^∗_{il}a_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{ijl}R_{kl} ) + η^{ap}_n (1 − η^{ue}_n ) | | | | L∑ l=1 √ η_l K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2 . (38)

Proof: See Appendix B.

Corollary 2. The same operation as in Theorem 1 for (37), its approximate SINR expression

with LN → ∞ is obtained as 1/ (1/ (Lη^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n ) + (L − 1) / (Lη^{ue}_n ) + b), where b is a constant. It

is obvious that the decoding of common messages is weakened by the oscillator phase especially

the aspect of UE, which leads to a negative impact on the SE performance of RS.

Furthermore, we investigate the SE performance of the common message by adopting the DF-

MR private precoding v_{kl} = ĥ_{kl} [λ] and the simple common precoding. Following the similar

steps as in Theorem 3, we obtain

SINR^{c,co,df}_k [n] = p_{dc}η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n | | | | L∑ l=1 √ η_l^K ∑ i∈P_k a_{il}θ^∗_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2

p_{dc}Γ^{c,co,df}_k [n] + p_{dp}Ξ^{p,co,df}_k [n] + σ^2_d

, (39)

where

Γ^{c,co,df}_k [n] = (1 − η^{ap}_n ) L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i∈P_k K∑ j∈P_i a^∗_{il}a_{jl}θ_{il}θ^*_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) tr (¯ Q_{kjl} )

+ L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i=1 K∑ j∈P_i a^∗_{il}a_{jl}θ_{il}θ^*_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{ijl}R_{kl} ) + η^{ap}_n (1 − η^{ue}_n ) | | | | | L∑ l=1 √ η_l K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}θ^∗_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | | 2 . (40)

From (39), we obtain that the delay phase effect on common messages is related to both AP

and UE, specifically different physical positions of APs and sharing pilots among partial UEs.

B. Non-Coherent Downlink Transmission

When applying the non-coherent joint transmission in RS-assisted CF massive MIMO systems,

each AP can send different common and private data symbols than the other APs. Therefore,

the transmit signal from AP l at time instant n is expressed as

x_l [n] = √ p_{dc}η_lv_{c,l}s_{c,l} [n] + √ p_{dp}μ_l K∑ i=1 v_{il}s_{il} [n]. (41)

Compared with (16), each AP no longer cooperates with each other in (41), which greatly reduces

the requirement for synchronization. Then, the received signal by UE k at the nth time instant

is given by

y^{c,nc}_k [n] = L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl} [n] x_l [n] + w_k [n]

= √ p_{dc} L∑ l=1 √ η_lg^H_{kl} [n] v_{c,l}s_{c,l} [n] + √ p_{dp} K∑ i=1 L∑ l=1 √ μ_lg^H_{kl} [n] v_{il}s_{il} [n] + w_k [n] . (42)

Theorem 4. For the DU-MR precoding v_{kl} = θ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ] and the simple common precoding, then

the achievable rate of common message of UE k is lower bounded by

SE^{c,nc,du} k = 1 τ_c τ_c∑

n=λ log_2 ( 1 + SINR^{c,nc,du}_k [n] ) , (43) with

SINR^{c,nc,du}_k [n] = p_{dc}η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n^L ∑ l=1 η_l | | | | K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2

p_{dc}Γ^{c,nc,du}_k [n] + p_{dp}Ξ^{p,nc,du}_k [n] + σ^2_d

, (44)

where

Γ^{c,nc,du} k [n] = L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i=1 K∑ j∈P_i a^∗_{il}a_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{ijl}R_{kl} ) + (1 − η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n ) L∑ l=1 η_l | | | | K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2 . (45)

Proof: Follow the similar steps as those for proving Theorems 2 and 3, but treating the

private messages as interference.

Moreover, we study the SE performance of the common message by using DF-MR private

precoding v_{kl} = ĥ_{kl} [λ] and the simple common precoding v_{c,l} = ∑_K i=1 v_{il}. Following the similar

steps in Theorem 4, the SINR of the common message is derived as

SINR^{c,nc,df}_k [n] = p_{dc}η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n^L ∑ l=1 η_l | | | | | K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}θ^∗_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | | 2

p_{dc}Γ^{c,nc,df}_k [n] + p_{dp}Ξ^{p,nc,df}_k [n] + σ^2_d

, (46)

where

Γ^{c,nc,df}_k [n] = L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i=1 K∑ j∈P_i a^∗_{il}a_{jl}θ_{il}θ^*_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{ijl}R_{kl} ) +(1−η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n ) L∑ l=1 η_l | | | | K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}θ^∗_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2 . (47)

Remark 5. It is worth noting that the common messages are decoded by all the UEs, which

is different from the private messages only decoded by the corresponding UE. Therefore, when

adopting the non-coherent transmission and the delay phase is unknown, the SE of the private

message is not affected by the delay phase as stated in Remark 4. However, the SE of the common

message is still affected by the delay phase as shown in (47).

C. Power Splitting Factor to Maximize the Downlink Sum SE

After the common messages have been removed from the received signal using SIC, the

private messages can be decoded from the remained signal as shown in Section III. Finally, we

can obtain the downlink sum SE as

SSE = SE^c + K∑ k=1 SE^p_k. (48)

Remark 6. It is clear that with the increasing of the power split factor ρ, the SE of the common

and private messages increases and decreases, respectively. Therefore, the downlink sum SE is

Algorithm 1 The Proposed Binary Search for Optimal Power Allocation Initialization: Choose the initial values ρ_{min} = 0 and ρ_{max} = 1; Chose a tolerance ε > 0 and an increase 0 < Δρ ≪ ε;

Output: the power splitting factor ρ;

1: SSE_{max} = SSE (ρ^∗) = max {[SSE (ρ_{min}) , SSE (ρ_{max})]} and ρ = ρ^∗; 2: while ρ_{max} − ρ_{min} > ε do 3: Set ρ_{next} = (ρ_{max} + ρ_{min}) /2;

4: SSE_{next} = SSE (ρ_{next}) and SSE_Δ = SSE (ρ_{next} + Δρ); 5: If SSE_Δ > SSE_{next}, then set ρ_{min} = ρ_{next}, else set ρ_{max} = ρ_{next}; 6: If SSE_{next} > SSE_{max}, then set SSE_{max} = SSE_{next} and ρ ≜ ρ_{next}; 7: end while

a monotonic function and there is an optimal ρ to maximize it^6. The optimal ρ can be found via a simple binary search method as Algorithm 1.

D. Robust Precoding Design for Common Message

In the downlink, given realizations of the large-scale fading, we design the precoding weights for the common messages^7 a_{il}, i = 1, . . . , K, l = 1, . . . , L, that maximize the minimum of the downlink common SE of all the UEs, under the power constraint. At the optimum point, all the users should achieve the same SE, then we have following max-min optimization problem: max_{{akl}} min_{k=1,...,K} SE^c_k [n] s.t. E { ‖v_{c,l}‖^2 } ⩽ 1, ∀l, a_{kl} ⩾ 0, ∀k, l, (49)

6The optimal power splitting factor maximizing the sum SE varies with the simulation parameters, e.g., the SNR, the number of APs and UEs [26]. Therefore, it is significant to adjust the power splitting factor for unleashing the potential of RS technology.

7Here, we focus on the precoding of the common message, since the precoding technology for the private message in CF massive MIMO is already well established, including MR, zero-forcing, and MMSE [2], [8].

where SE^c_k [n] is given by (37). After some straight-forward transformation of (37), the problem

in (49) is equivalent to^8

max_{{a}} min k=1,...,K p_{dc}η^{ap}_n η^{ue}_n | |aHb_k | |^2

p_{dc} (1−η^{ap}n ) a^HH_ka+p_{dc}a^HM_ka+p_{dc}η^{ap}n (1−η^{ue}_n ) |a^Hb_k|^2 +p_{dp}Ξ^{co,du}_k [n]+σ^2_d s.t. ‖ ‖Θ^{12}_l al ‖ ‖ ⩽ 1, ∀l, a_{kl}, ⩾ 0, ∀k, l, (50)

with

a = [a^T_1 , . . . , a^T_L]^T ∈ C^{KL} , (51) b_k = [b_{k11}, . . . , b_{kK1}, . . . , b_{k1L}, . . . , b_{kKL}]^T ∈ C^{KL} , (52) H_k = diag (H_{k1}, . . . , H_{kL}) ∈ C^{KL×KL} , (53)

M_k = diag (M_{k1}, . . . , M_{kL}) ∈ C^{KL×KL} , (54)

Θ_l = b_{11l} · · · b_{1Kl} . . ... . . b_{K1l} · · · b_{KKl} ∈ C^{K×K} , (55)

where

a_l = [a_{1l}, . . . , a_{K1}]^T ∈ C^K , (56) b_{kil} = tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) , i ∈ P_k 0, i /∈ P_k , (57)

H_{kl} = h_{k11} · · · h_{k1K} . . ... . . h_{kK1} · · · h_{kKK} with h_{kij} = tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) tr (¯ Q_{kjl} ) , i, j ∈ P_k 0, i /∈ P_k/j /∈ P_k , (58)

M_{kl} = m_{k11} · · · m_{k1K} . . ... . . m_{kK1} · · · m_{kKK} with m_{kij} = tr (¯ Q_{ijl}R_{kl} ) , j ∈ P_i 0, j /∈ P_i . (59)

With the help of [2, Proposition 1], it can be shown that the problem in (50) is quasi-concave.

Therefore, the problem in (50) can be efficiently solved by using the bisection method, which

8Compared with [41], although the same motivation is adopted to design the precoding for the common messages, our design

takes into account the residual interference for the common message precoder while the former did not.

Algorithm 2 Bisection Algorithm for Solving (50) Initialization: Initialize t_{min} and t_{max}, where t_{min} and t_{max} define a range of relevant values of the objective function in (50). Choose a tolerance ε > 0.

Output: The percoding weight matrix a; 1: while t_{max} − t_{min} > ε do 2: Set t = (t_{max} + t_{min}) /2. Solve the following convex feasibility program: √ p_{dc}η^{ap}n η^{ue}_n a^Hb_k ⩾ √ t ‖u_{n,k}‖ , ∀k, ‖ ‖Θ^1_{2l} a_l ‖ ‖ ⩽ 1, ∀l, a_{kl} ⩾ 0, ∀k, l. (60)

3: Besides, u_{n,k} is defined as [(√ p_{dc} (1−η^{ap}n )H^{12}_k a

)_T , (√ p_{dc}M^{12}_k a

)_T , √ p_{dc}η^{ap}n (1−η^{ue}_n )a^Hb_k, √ p_{dp}Ξ^{co,du}_k [n]+σ^2_d

]_T

4: If problem (60) is feasible, then set t_{min} ≜ t, else set t_{max} ≜ t. 5: end while

solving a sequence of convex feasibility problems in each step. The detailed scheme is presented in Algorithm 2. The outer while-loop in Algorithm 2 performs a bisection search for the optimal SINR value, which halves the search space for the max-min SINR value in every iteration. Therefore, the overall algorithm converge, rapidly.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION We adopt the three-slope propagation model in a simulation setup in which L APs and K UEs are uniformly and independently distributed within a square of size 100 m × 100 m^9 [2]. It is assumed that the carrier frequency is f_c = 2 GHz, the bandwidth is B = 20 MHz, and the noise power is σ^2 = −96 dBm. In addition, the pilot and data transmission power are p = 20 dBm and p_d = 23 dBm, respectively [2]. Besides, the length of a coherence block is T = 2 ms consisting of τ_c = 200 channel uses [8]. Moreover, the symbol duration T_s = 10 μs and the oscillator coefficients for all the APs and the UEs are c_i = 1 × 10^{−18}, i = k, l [19].

9Deploying high-density APs in a small area facilitates the establishment of channel hardening and favorable propagation to ensure the accuracy of our results [4].

Fig. 4: CDF of the downlink sum SE for CF massive MIMO systems under coherent transmission (L = 40, K = 8, N = 2, τ_p = 4). (a) DU-MMSE; (b) DU-MR.

Fig. 5: CDF of the downlink per-user SE for synchronous CF massive MIMO systems with DU-MR combining under coherent transmission (L = 40, K = 8, N = 2, τ_p = 4).

Taking into account the oscillator and delay phase respectively, Fig. 4 shows the CDF of the downlink sum SE for the considered CF massive MIMO under the coherent transmission with DU-MMSE and DU-MR precoding. It is clear that the DU-MMSE precoding outperforms the DU-MR precoding, due to its excellent interference cancellation capability. Moreover, the oscillator phase has a deteriorated effect on the SE performance, as the coherent data transmission gain of CF massive MIMO systems is destroyed by the asynchronous reception. Besides, since the delay phase is perfectly known and is adopted for DU-MR precoding, the coherent transmission and the SE performance is uneffected, as accurately predicted by (23). We also find that the application of the RS can increase the downlink sum SE by 2.2 bit/s/Hz under DU-MR precoding, due to part of the interference is broadcasted such that it is decoded and cancelled by all the UEs. Moreover, our simulation results have also confirmed the accuracy of our derived closed-form SE expressions.

Considering different capacity-bound techniques, including UatF bound [38], estimation bound [4], and achievable rate (UEs have perfect CSI [42]), Fig. 5 shows the CDF of the downlink peruser SE for synchronous CF massive MIMO systems with DU-MR combining under coherent transmission. It is found that the difference in median SE performance between the UatF bound and the achievable rate is 0.3 bit/s/Hz, but the estimation bound and the achievable rate have a median SE performance difference of 0.8 bit/s/Hz. The reason is that the high antenna density

Fig. 6: Downlink sum SE for CF massive MIMO systems with different oscillator phase variances (L = 40, K = 8, N = 2, τ_p = 4, σ^2_{ap} = σ^2_{ue} = σ^2). (a) Coherent transmission; (b) Non-coherent transmission

Fig. 7: Downlink sum SE for CF massive MIMO systems with different oscillator phase variances under coherent transmission (L = 40, K = 8, N = 2, τ_p = K, σ^2_{ap} = σ^2_{ue} = σ^2).

(4000 APs/km^2)^{10} enhances the channel hardening such that the UatF rate becomes a tight bound and the varying oscillator phase limits the use of long coherent block length. Moreover, we also find that the statistical channel cooperation power control can achieve a good SE performance gain for UEs with poor channel conditions.

Fig. 6 compares the downlink sum SE of the CF massive MIMO system against the oscillator phase variance under the coherent and non-coherent transmissions. It is clear that the performance of the coherent transmission and DU-MR drops rapidly with the oscillator phase variance increases. The reason is that coherent transmission requires highly accurate synchronization. For example, in the case with DF-MR, the existence of the delay phase degrades the efficiency of coherent transmission. Note that the delay phase caused by the offset of heterogeneous propagation distances is often several hundred times compared to the wavelength (λ) that affects the system much more severer than the oscillator phase. Therefore, for the precoding design of the distributed architecture, it is necessary to obtain the accurate delay phase by some advanced methods such as positioning technology [15], [23]. In addition, we also find that when the

10The CF massive MIMO system allows the high-density deployment of APs, e.g., via radio strips, which is highly practical for deploying to some hot spots, like railway stations, museums and factories [43].

oscillator phase variance varies from −50 dB to −20 dB, the sum SE gain of RS in the case with DU-MR precoding decreases from 2.2 bit/s/Hz to 0.5 bit/s/Hz. Even worse, for the case with DF-MR precoding, the sum SE gain of having RS is less more 0.1 bit/s/Hz. This is because accurate synchronization is the key to realize the gains of RS. For the non-coherent case in Fig. 6 (b) that there is no cooperation among APs, the delay phase has no impact on the CF massive MIMO with non-coherent transmission when the RS technology is not adopted. In fact, as a certain accuracy in the delay synchronization is needed for RS, the sum SE gain of RS with DU- MR precoding outperforms the case with DF-MR precoding under non-coherent transmission. Besides, by comparing Fig. 6 (a) and Fig. 6 (b), we also find that the sum SE performance of non-coherent transmission case is better than that of the coherent transmission when the delay phase is unknown. In particular, the random phase shift not only hinders effective cooperation among the APs, but also increases the multiuser interference.

Taking the user-centric concept into consideration and achieving it through dynamic cooperation clustering [40], [42], [44], Fig. 7 presents the downlink sum SE of CF massive MIMO systems against the oscillator phase variance under coherent transmission. In order to verify whether the dynamic cooperation clustering has an impact on the asynchronous reception error, we do not consider pilot contamination by setting τ_p = K to ensure a relatively fair comparison. It can be found that dynamic cooperation clustering does have a certain positive effect on CF massive MIMO systems when the delay phase is unaware, but it is not obvious. This is due to the fact that a small cluster size aids in overcoming the issue of geographically distributed APs introducing differences in the signal arrival time. However, when compared with the wavelength, the offset of heterogeneous propagation distances within the same cluster is still considerably large. Therefore, dynamic cooperation clustering cannot fundamentally eliminate the asynchronous reception error but can be adopted to assist existing synchronization schemes to achieve low-complexity and high-speed calibration in CF massive MIMO systems [22].

The downlink sum SE for the CF massive MIMO system with the DU-MR precoding and coherent transmission is shown in Fig. 8, as a decreasing function of the oscillator phase variances at AP and UE. We notice that the oscillator phase of the UE has a more significant negative impact on the SE performance than that of the APs. For instance, for the case LN = 80, increasing σ^2_{ap} from −50 dB to −20 dB will result in 6.4 bit/s/Hz sum SE loss, but the same amount of increment on σ^2_{ue} would cause 11.3 bit/s/Hz sum SE loss. It is worthy noting that the negative influence becomes more pronounced as the number of antennas increases, which also

Fig. 8: Downlink sum SE for CF massive MIMO systems against different oscillator phase variances at AP and UE (K = 8, τ_p = 4).

Fig. 9: Downlink sum SE for CF massive MIMO systems against different transmit power per AP (L = 20, K = 4, N = 2, τ_p = 4).

can be obtained by Remark 1. Moreover, it is shown that varying the number of antennas from LN = 80 to LN = 400 introduces a sum SE gain of 1.4 bit/s/Hz for the case σ^2_{ap} = −50 dB, σ^2_{ue} = −20 dB, and leads to 8.1 bit/s/Hz sum SE gain for the case σ^2_{ap} = −20 dB, σ^2_{ue} = −50 dB. The reason is that the more antennas promise higher antenna array gains offering more degrees of freedom to compensate the negative impact caused by the oscillator phase at the AP. Besides, due to the common messages are decoded by all the UEs, the performance gain of the RS is also more sensitive to the oscillator phase of the UEs rather than that of the APs. For example, the sum SE gain of RS for the case σ^2_{ap} = −20 dB, σ^2_{ue} = −50 dB is 2.2 bit/s/Hz, but the sum SE gain of it for the case σ^2_{ap} = −50 dB, σ^2_{ue} = −20 dB is only 0.8 bit/s/Hz.

Taking into account the impacts of perfect and imperfect CSI, Fig. 9 shows the downlink sum SE for CF massive MIMO systems against the data transmit power under coherent transmission and DU-MR private precoding. It is clear that the downlink sum SE of conventional CF massive MIMO systems (UatF bound without RS) gradually saturates as the data transmit power increases. The reason is that although the power of the desired signal increases, the power of inter-user interference due to imperfect CSI also increases. Besides, it can be observed that RS can enhance the system performance in such cases, but with diminishing returns in the high transmit power regime. In fact, the residual interference caused by the beamforming gain uncertainty term of the UatF bound always leads to the downlink sum SE performance saturation, even after the

Fig. 10: Downlink sum SE for asynchronous CF massive MIMO systems with three signal processing schemes under different AP settings (L = 40, K = 8, N = 2, τ_p = 4).

Fig. 11: Downlink sum SE for asynchronous CF massive MIMO systems with square setting for APs under coherent transmission (L = 40, K = 8, N = 2, τ_p = 4).

application of RS. From Fig. 9, it is observed that the achievable rate in perfect CSI without RS also saturates due to the strong inter-user interference caused by asynchronous issues. Remarkably, RS has shown its robustness in this case, since the downlink sum SE does not saturate due to the introduction of the common message. Due to the power splitting factors for each AP are assumed to be the same, the sum achievable rate of the RS-assisted CF massive MIMO system grows slowly with the increase of the transmit power when the RS starts to work.

Fig. 10 presents the downlink sum SE of asynchronous CF massive MIMO with our proposed robust precoding for the common message under the coherent transmission and DU-MR private precoding. In addition, the case without RS and the case with simple common precoding are considered for comparison. We first assume that the APs are randomly deployed in the square simulation area. It is found that the downlink sum SE of RS with the simple common precoding is increased by 1.5 bit/s/Hz compared to that without RS. Yet, the downlink sum SE of RS with robust common precoding is only increased by 0.2 bit/s/Hz compared to that with simple common precoding. The reason is that the SE of the common messages in RS is limited by the channel condition of the worst UE for ensuring common messages are successfully decoded by all the UEs. Fortunately, uniform coverage properties of CF massive MIMO systems make RS suitable for deployment with simple common precoding to obtain large performance gains. Besides, we consider an extreme scenario with a non-uniform coverage where the APs are deployed in a radio strip on the one side of the square simulation area. It is clear that the sum SE gain of the simple common precoding is less than half of the sum SE gain of the robust common precoding. Actually, the oscillator phase of different UEs is different, which also increases performance differences among UEs. From Fig. 10, it can be observed that when the oscillator of each UEs is different, the sum SE gain of the simple common precoding is only 0.1 bit/s/Hz, whereas the sum SE gain of the robust common precoding can reach 1 bit/s/Hz. Therefore, it is necessary to adopt robust common precoding in the case of serious oscillator mismatch.

The downlink sum SE of asynchronous CF massive MIMO with our proposed robust common precoding under coherent transmission and DF-MR private precoding is illustrated in Fig. 11. Due to the strict delay synchronization requirements imposed by the RS, the sum SE gain of the simple precoding for the common messages is not more than 0.1 bit/s/Hz. However, the RS with the robust common precoding can effectively overcome the influence of delay asynchronous and obtain 1.6 bit/s/Hz sum SE gain. Therefore, when the RS is deployed in CF massive MIMO systems with un-awared delay phase, robust precoding for the common messages is necessary.

VI. CONCLUSION We investigated the performance of CF massive MIMO systems with asynchronous reception, including both the delay and oscillator phases. Besides, the RS strategy relying on the transmission of common and private messages was adopted to reduce the multiuser interference caused by imperfect CSI. Moreover, a robust precoding for the common message was designed to mitigate the effect of asynchronous reception on CF massive MIMO systems. Specifically, taking into account the coherent and non-coherent transmission, we first derived novel closedform SE expressions for RS-assisted CF massive MIMO systems with channel estimation errors caused by phase-asynchronization and pilot contamination. It was shown that asynchronous reception destroys the pilot orthogonality and coherent data transmission resulting in poor system performance. In particular, obtaining an accurate delay phase is important for CF massive MIMO systems to realize coherent transmission. Moreover, it is interesting that the oscillator phase of UEs has a dominated effect on the SE performance than that of the APs while increasing the number of antennas can only significantly reduce the influence of the oscillator phase at the APs. Furthermore, it was proved that RS significantly improves the performance of CF massive MIMO systems, but it is seriously affected by the asynchronous phases, especially the delay phase and the oscillator phase of the UEs. Also, we designed a robust precoding to maximize the minimum individual SE of the common message. It was found that the proposed robust precoding for the

common messages performs well in some extreme scenarios, e.g., serious oscillator mismatch

and unknown delay phase. In our future work, we will investigate how the RS realizes scalable

applications in user/cell-centric CF networks [44]. Besides, the impacts of imperfect SIC in RS

systems should also be considered [45].

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

We can derive the use-and-then-forget (UatF) capacity bound with SINR^p_k [n] is given by [9]

pdp | | | | | | L∑ l=1 E { g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lv_{kl} } DS^p_{kl}[n]

| | | | | |

2 / p_{dp} K∑ i=1 E | | | | L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lv_{il} | | | | 2

INT^p_i [n] −p_{dp} | | | | L∑ l=1 DS^p_{kl} [n] | | | | 2 +σ^2_d ,

where DS^p_{kl} [n] denotes the desired signal and INT^p_i [n] is the interference from other UEs^{11}. It

is assumed the DU-MR precoding v_{kl} = θ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ] is used. Then, the normalization parameter

regarding the precoding in (18) can be written as μ_l = 1/^K ∑ i=1 tr (Q_{il}). Substituting (5) into DS^p_{kl} [n],

and using the definition and property of Θ_{kl} in (8) and (9), we can derive

DS^p_{kl} [n] = E { h^H_{kl} [λ] Θ^∗_{kl} [n − λ] θ^∗_{kl} √ μ_lθ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ] }

= E {Θ^∗_{kl} [n − λ]} √ μ_l E { h^H_{kl} [λ] ĥ_{kl} [λ] } = e^{− n−λ2} (^{σ2ap+σ2ue}) √ μ_ltr (Q_{kl}) . (61)

Moreover, with the help of [9, Eq. (69)], we have

INT^p_i [n] = L∑ l=1 E {| | |g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lθ_{il}ĥ_{il} [λ] | | |^2 }

Υ_1 + L∑ l=1 L∑ m≠l E {( g^H_{kl} [n] √ μ_lθ_{il}ĥ_{il} [λ] )_∗ ( g^H_{km} [n] √ μ_mθ_{im}ĥ_{im} [λ] )} Υ_2

. (62)

Besides, using (5), (8) and the property that |exp (jx)| = 1 for any real number x and j being

the imaginary unit, we derive

Υ_1 = E {| | |h^H_{kl} [λ] Θ^∗_{kl} [n − λ] θ^∗_{kl} √ μ_lθ_{il}ĥ_{il} [λ] | | |^2 } = μ_lE {| | |h^H_{kl} [λ] ĥil [λ] | | |^2 } . (63)

11Note that DS_k is a part of INT_k, which is subtracted by DS_k to obtain the beamforming gain uncertainty as the part of

residual interference part.

Following the similar steps of [9, Eq. (62)], we can write (63) as

Υ_1 = μ_ltr (Q_{il}R_{kl}) + μ_l | |tr (Q̄_{kil}) | |^2, i ∈ P_k 0, i /∈ P. (64)

By using (5) and (8), we obtain Υ_2 = θ_{kl}θ^∗_{il}θ^∗_{km}θ_{im} √ μ_lμ_m E {Θ_{kl} [n − λ] Θ^∗_{km} [n − λ]} Υ_3 × E { h^H_{kl} [λ] ĥ_{il} [λ] } Υ_4

∗ E { h^H_{km} [λ] ĥ_{im} [λ] } . (65)

By utilizing the definition and property of Θ_{kl} in (8) and (9), we derive

Υ_3 = E { e^j n∑ s=λ+1 (

δ^{ue}_k [s]+δ^{ap}_l [s]) e^{−j} n∑ s=λ+1 (

δ^{ue}_k [s]+δ^{ap}_m[s]) } = E { e^j n∑ s=λ+1 (

δ^{ap}_l [s]−δ^{ap}_m[s]) }

= E { e^j n∑ s=λ+1 δ^{ap}_l [s] } E { e^{−j} n∑ s=λ+1 δ^{ap}_m[s] } = e^{− n−λ2 σ2ap} e^{− n−λ2 σ2ap} = e^{−(n−λ)σ2ap} . (66)

Based on the properties of MMSE estimation with ĥ_{kl} [λ] and h̃_{kl} [λ] are independent, we have

Υ_4 = E { ĥ^H_{kl} [λ] ĥ_{il} [λ] } = tr ( E { ĥ_{il} [λ] ĥ^H_{kl} [λ] }) . (67)

Substituting (10) into (67), we then obtain

Υ_4 = θ_{kl}θ^*_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) , i ∈ P_k 0, i /∈ P_k. (68)

Finally, with the help of (66) and (68) and plugging (64) and (65) into (62), we derive

INT^p_i [n] = L∑ l=1 μ_ltr (Q_{il}R_{kl})

+ ( 1 − e^{−(n−λ)}(^{σ2ap}) )_L∑ l=1 μ_l | |tr (Q̄_{kil}) | |^2 + e^{−(n−λ)}(^{σ2}ap) | | | | L∑ l=1 √ μ_ltr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2 , i ∈ P_k, 0, i /∈ P_k, (69)

and this completes the proof.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Using the UatF bound [9], we can derive the SINR^c_k [n] of the common messages as

pdc | | | | | L∑ l=1 E { g^H_{kl}[n] √ η_lv_{c,l} } DS^c_{kl}[n]

| | | | | 2 / p_{dc}E | | | | L∑ l=1 g^H_{kl}[n] √ η_lv_{c,l} | | | | 2

INT^c_k [n] −p_{dc} | | | | L∑ l=1 DS^c_{kl}[n] | | | | 2 +p_{dp} K∑ i=1 INT^p_i [n]+σ^2_d ,

where DS^c_{kl} [n] is the desired common signal. Besides, INT^c_k [n] is subtracted by DS^c_{kl} [n] to

obtain the residual interference caused by beamforming gain uncertainty [9]. Note that INT^p_i [n]

is the interference from the private signal, which is given by (69). It is assumed that the DU-

MR private precoding v_{kl} = θ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ] and linear common precoding v_{c,l} = ∑_K i=1 a_{il}v_{il} is used.

Substituting (5) into DS^c_{kl} [n] and with the help of (8), (9), and (68), we have

DS^c_{kl} [n] = K∑ i=1 a_{il}θ^∗_{kl}θ_{il}E { h^H_{kl} [λ] ĥ_{il} [λ] } E {Θ^∗_{kl} [n]} = e^{− n−λ2} (^{σ2ap+σ2ue}) K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) . (70)

Moreover, we also can obtain the normalization parameter regarding the precoding in (17) as η_l = 1/E ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ K∑ k=1 a_{kl}θ_{kl}ĥ_{kl} [λ] ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 = 1/ K∑ k=1 K∑ i∈P_k a^∗_{kl}a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) . (71)

For deriving INT^c_k [n], we first expand it into

INT^c_k [n] = L∑ l=1 η_l E {| |g^H_{kl} [n] v_{c,l}|^2 } Υ_5 + L∑ l=1 L∑ m≠l √ η_lη_m E {( g^H_{kl} [n] v_{c,l} )_∗ ( g^H_{km} [n] v_{c,m} )} Υ_6

. (72)

Substituting (5) and v_{c,l} = ∑_K i=1 a_{il}θ_{il}ĥ_{il} [λ] into Υ_5, we have

Υ_5 = K∑ i=1 a_{il}a_{il} E {| | |h^H_{kl} [λ] ĥil [λ] | | |^2 }

Υ_7 + K∑ i=1 K∑ j≠i a_{il}a_{jl}θ^∗_{il}θ_{jl} E {( h^H_{kl} [λ] ĥ_{il} [λ] )_∗ ( h^H_{kl} [λ] ĥ_{jl} [λ] )} Υ_8 .

With the help of (66) and (70), we obtain

Υ_6 = e^{−(n−λ)σ2ap} (_K ∑ i∈P_k a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) ) (_K ∑ j∈P_k a_{jm}tr (¯ Q_{kjm} ) ) . (73)

Besides, Υ_7 can be derived by (64). Following the similar steps, we can obtain Υ_8 as

Υ_8 = θ_{il}θ^∗_{jl}tr ( R_{kl}Q̄_{ijl} ) + θ_{il}θ^∗_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) tr (¯ Q_{kjl} ) , i ∈ P_k 0, i /∈ P_k , j ∈ P_i. (74)

Finally, we have

INT^c_k [n] = ( 1 − e^{−(n−λ)σ2ap} )^L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i∈P_k K∑ j∈P_i a_{il}a_{jl}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) tr (¯ Q_{kjl} )

+ L∑ l=1 η_l K∑ i=1 K∑ j∈P_i a_{il}a_{jl}tr ( R_{kl}Q̄_{ijl} ) + e^{−(n−λ)σ2ap} | | | | L∑ l=1 √ η_l K∑ i∈P_k a_{il}tr (¯ Q_{kil} ) | | | | 2 , (75)

and the result follows immediately.

REFERENCES

[1] X. Chen, D. W. K. Ng, W. Yu, E. G. Larsson, N. Al-Dhahir, and R. Schober, “Massive access for 5G and beyond,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 39, no. 3, pp. 615–637, Mar. 2021.

[2] H. Q. Ngo, A. Ashikhmin, Y. Hong, E. G. Larsson, and T. L. Marzetta, “Cell-free massive MIMO versus small cells,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 1834–1850, Mar. 2017.

[3] M. Guenach, A. A. Gorji, and A. Bourdoux, “Joint power control and access point scheduling in fronthaul-constrained uplink cell-free massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 4, pp. 2709–2722, Apr. 2021.

[4] Z. Chen and E. Björnson, “Channel hardening and favorable propagation in cell-free massive MIMO with stochastic geometry,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 66, no. 11, pp. 5205–5219, Nov. 2018.

[5] M. Guo and M. C. Gursoy, “Joint activity detection and channel estimation in cell-free massive MIMO networks with massive connectivity,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 70, no. 1, pp. 317–331, Jan. 2022.

[6] E. Björnson and L. Sanguinetti, “Scalable cell-free massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 7, pp.

4247–4261, Jul. 2020.

[7] J. Zhang, E. Björnson, M. Matthaiou, D. W. K. Ng, H. Yang, and D. J. Love, “Prospective multiple antenna technologies for beyond 5G,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 38, no. 8, pp. 1637–1660, Aug. 2020.

[8] E. Björnson and L. Sanguinetti, “Making cell-free massive MIMO competitive with MMSE processing and centralized implementation,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 77–90, Jan. 2020.

[9] J. Zheng, J. Zhang, E. Björnson, and B. Ai, “Impact of channel aging on cell-free massive MIMO over spatially correlated channels,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 10, pp. 6451–6466, Oct. 2021.

[10] J. Zheng, J. Zhang, and B. Ai, “UAV communications with WPT-aided cell-free massive MIMO systems,” IEEE J. Sel.

Areas Commun., vol. 39, no. 10, pp. 3114–3128, Oct. 2021.

[11] E. Shi, J. Zhang, S. Chen, J. Zheng, Y. Zhang, D. W. Kwan Ng, and B. Ai, “Wireless energy transfer in RIS-aided cell-free massive MIMO systems: Opportunities and challenges,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 60, no. 3, pp. 26–32, Mar. 2022.

[12] Ö. T. Demir and E. Björnson, “Joint power control and LSFD for wireless-powered cell-free massive MIMO,” IEEE Trans.

Wireless Commun., vol. 20, no. 3, pp. 1756–1769, Mar. 2021.

[13] T. Van Chien, E. Björnson, and E. G. Larsson, “Joint power allocation and load balancing optimization for energy-efficient cell-free massive MIMO networks,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 10, pp. 6798–6812, Oct. 2020.

[14] F. Guo, H. Lu, and Z. Gu, “Joint power and user grouping optimization in cell-free massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans.

Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 991–1006, Feb. 2022.

[15] H. A. Ammar, R. Adve, S. Shahbazpanahi, G. Boudreau, and K. V. Srinivas, “User-centric cell-free massive MIMO networks: A survey of opportunities, challenges and solutions,” IEEE Commun. Surveys Tuts., vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 611–652, Dec. 2022.

[16] H. Yan and I.-T. Lu, “Asynchronous reception effects on distributed massive MIMO-OFDM system,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 67, no. 7, pp. 4782–4794, Jul. 2019.

[17] A. Pitarokoilis, S. K. Mohammed, and E. G. Larsson, “Uplink performance of time-reversal MRC in massive MIMO systems subject to phase noise,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 711–723, Feb. 2015.

[18] Y. Fang, L. Qiu, X. Liang, and C. Ren, “Cell-free massive MIMO systems with oscillator phase noise: Performance analysis and power control,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 70, no. 10, pp. 10 048–10 064, Oct. 2021.

[19] E. Björnson, M. Matthaiou, and M. Debbah, “Massive MIMO with non-ideal arbitrary arrays: Hardware scaling laws and circuit-aware design,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 14, no. 8, pp. 4353–4368, Aug. 2015.

[20] J. Li, M. Liu, P. Zhu, D. Wang, and X. You, “Impacts of asynchronous reception on cell-free distributed massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 70, no. 10, pp. 11 106–11 110, Oct. 2021.

[21] H. Meyr, M. Moeneclaey, and S. A. Fechtel, Digital communication receivers: Synchronization, channel estimation, and signal processing. Wiley Online Library, 1998, vol. 444.

[22] R. Rogalin, O. Y. Bursalioglu, H. Papadopoulos, G. Caire, A. F. Molisch, A. Michaloliakos, V. Balan, and K. Psounis, “Scalable synchronization and reciprocity calibration for distributed multiuser MIMO,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 13, no. 4, pp. 1815–1831, Apr. 2014.

[23] Y. Yang and R. S. Blum, “Phase synchronization for coherent MIMO radar: Algorithms and their analysis,” IEEE Trans.

Signal Process., vol. 59, no. 11, pp. 5538–5557, Nov. 2011.

[24] P. Sabeti, A. Farhang, N. Marchetti, and L. Doyle, “Frequency synchronization for OFDM-based massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 67, no. 11, pp. 2973–2986, Jun. 2019.

[25] L. You, X. Gao, G. Y. Li, X.-G. Xia, and N. Ma, “BDMA for millimeter-wave/terahertz massive MIMO transmission with per-beam synchronization,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 35, no. 7, pp. 1550–1563, Jul. 2017.

[26] B. Clerckx, H. Joudeh, C. Hao, M. Dai, and B. Rassouli, “Rate splitting for MIMO wireless networks: A promising PHY-layer strategy for LTE evolution,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 54, no. 5, pp. 98–105, May 2016.

[27] Y. Mao, B. Clerckx, and V. O. Li, “Rate-splitting multiple access for downlink communication systems: Bridging, generalizing, and outperforming SDMA and NOMA,” EURASIP journal on wireless communications and networking, vol. 2018, no. 1, pp. 1–54, Jan. 2018.

[28] H. Joudeh and B. Clerckx, “Robust transmission in downlink multiuser MISO systems: A rate-splitting approach,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 64, no. 23, pp. 6227–6242, Dec. 2016.

[29] M. Dai, B. Clerckx, D. Gesbert, and G. Caire, “A rate splitting strategy for massive MIMO with imperfect CSIT,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 15, no. 7, pp. 4611–4624, Jul. 2016.

[30] H. Joudeh and B. Clerckx, “Rate-splitting for max-min fair multigroup multicast beamforming in overloaded systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 16, no. 11, pp. 7276–7289, Nov. 2017.

[31] Y. Mao, B. Clerckx, and V. O. K. Li, “Rate-splitting for multi-antenna non-orthogonal unicast and multicast transmission:

Spectral and energy efficiency analysis,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 67, no. 12, pp. 8754–8770, Dec. 2019. [32] H. Joudeh and B. Clerckx, “Sum-rate maximization for linearly precoded downlink multiuser MISO systems with partial CSIT: A rate-splitting approach,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 64, no. 11, pp. 4847–4861, Nov. 2016.

[33] A. Papazafeiropoulos, B. Clerckx, and T. Ratnarajah, “Rate-splitting to mitigate residual transceiver hardware impairments in massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 66, no. 9, pp. 8196–8211, Sep. 2017.

[34] O. Dizdar, Y. Mao, and B. Clerckx, “Rate-splitting multiple access to mitigate the curse of mobility in (massive) MIMO networks,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 10, pp. 6765–6780, Oct. 2021.

[35] A. Mishra, Y. Mao, C. K. Thomas, L. Sanguinetti, and B. Clerckx, “Mitigating intra-cell pilot contamination in massive MIMO: A rate splitting approach,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., to appear, 2022.

[36] J. Zheng, Z. Zhao, J. Zhang, J. Cheng, and V. C. M. Leung, “Performance analysis of cell-free massive MIMO systems with asynchronous reception,” in Proc. IEEE GLOBECOM Workshops, to appear, 2022.

[37] B. Etzlinger, H. Wymeersch et al., “Synchronization and localization in wireless networks,” Foundations and Trends® in Signal Processing, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 1–106, 2018.

[38] 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.

[39] Ö. Özdogan, E. Björnson, and J. Zhang, “Performance of cell-free massive MIMO with Rician fading and phase shifts,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 11, pp. 5299–5315, Nov. 2019.

[40] J. Zheng, J. Zhang, E. Björnson, Z. Li, and B. Ai, “Cell-free massive MIMO-OFDM for high-speed train communications,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 40, no. 10, pp. 2823–2839, Oct. 2022.

[41] A. Mishra, Y. Mao, L. Sanguinetti, and B. Clerckx, “Rate-splitting assisted massive machine-type communications in cell-free massive MIMO,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 26, no. 6, pp. 1358–1362, Jun. 2022.

[42] Ö. T. Demir, E. Björnson, L. Sanguinetti et al., “Foundations of user-centric cell-free massive MIMO,” Foundations and Trends® in Signal Processing, vol. 14, no. 3-4, pp. 162–472, Jan. 2021.

[43] Z. H. Shaik, E. Björnson, and E. G. Larsson, “MMSE-optimal sequential processing for cell-free massive MIMO with radio stripes,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 69, no. 11, pp. 7775–7789, Nov. 2021.

[44] G. Interdonato, P. Frenger, and E. G. Larsson, “Scalability aspects of cell-free massive MIMO,” in Proc. IEEE ICC, May 2019, pp. 1–6.

[45] A. S. De Sena, P. H. Nardelli, D. B. Da Costa, P. Popovski, C. B. Papadias, and M. Debbah, “Dual-polarized massive MIMO-RSMA networks: Tackling imperfect SIC,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., to appear 2022.