arXiv:2310.20038v1 [cs.IT] 30 Oct 2023

Analytical Nonlinear Distortion Characterization for Frequency-Selective Massive MIMO Channels

Murat Babek Salman^†, Emil Björnson*, Gökhan Muzaffer Güvensen^†,Tolga Çiloğlu^† †Dept. of Electrical and Electronics Eng., METU, Ankara, Türkiye *School of Electrical Engineering and Computer Science, KTH Royal Institute of Technology, Kista, Sweden mbsalman@metu.edu.tr, emilbjo@kth.se, guvensen@metu.edu.tr, ciltolga@metu.edu.tr

Abstract—Nonlinear distortion stemming from low-cost power amplifiers may severely affect wireless communication performance through out-of-band (OOB) radiation and in-band distortion. The distortion is correlated between different transmit antennas in an antenna array, which results in a beamforming gain at the receiver side that grows with the number of antennas. In this paper, we investigate how the strength of the distortion is affected by the frequency selectivity of the channel. A closedform expression for the received distortion power is derived as a function of the number of multipath components (MPCs) and the delay spread, which highlight their impact. The performed analysis, which is verified via numerical simulations, reveals that as the number of MPCs increases, distortion exhibits distinct characteristics for in-band and OOB frequencies. It is shown that the received in-band and OOB distortion power is inversely proportional to the number of MPCs, and it is reported that as the delay spread gets narrower, the in-band distortion power is beamformed towards the intended user, which yields higher received in-band distortion compared to the OOB distortion.

Index Terms—Frequency selectivity, Massive MIMO, nonlinear distortion.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems play a crucial role in increasing the spectral efficiency of modern communication systems [1]. However, the cost-efficient employment of massive array structures restricts the quality of the hardware components equipped at the base station (BS). To reduce the hardware cost, reduced-quality components are preferred to be used in the BS [2]. Consequently, low-quality hardware yields nonlinear distortion on the transmitted signal, which generates both out-of-band (OOB) and in-band distortion. The OOB radiation power is a measure of the additional interference power in adjacent frequency bands, which is limited by regulations and standards [3]. In-band distortion, on the other hand, deteriorate the signal quality at the intended receiver, which reduces the detection performance.

The nonlinear distortion radiated from an antenna array is studied in [4]–[9]. In [4] and [5], the impact of the distortion on the received signal quality are investigated. Analytical biterror-rate (BER) expressions are derived in [4]–[6] to quantify the effect of in-band distortion. In these studies, the nonlinear distortion is accurately characterized for per antenna, but approximated as uncorrelated between the antennas, which makes it radiated isotropically. However, as the input signals of each transmit antenna is correlated when performing beamforming, there is correlation also between the distortion signals and is particularly visible in massive MIMO. It is experimentally shown in [10] that the nonlinear distortion is also (partially) coherently beamformed towards the users due to its correlated nature. Therefore, per-antenna distortion analysis is not sufficient to fully capture the spatial distortion characteristics.

The spatial distribution of OOB radiation is investigated by including the distortion correlation in [7], where it is shown numerically that the distortion power is also beamformed towards the intended user; however, its beamforming gain is smaller than the desired signal. In [8], a mathematical analysis on OOB radiation pattern is performed to analyze the spatial distribution by using Itô-Hermite polynomials. Multi-user and frequency selective fading scenarios are investigated through a semi-analytical approach. It is shown that for a single user with a frequency flat channel, the distortion becomes almost fully correlated, and the distortion power is coherently beamformed to the intended user. However, as the number of users or multipath components (MPCs) increases, distortion spreads over the spatial domain; hence, the received distortion power gets weakened. By using the analytical framework from [8], a semi-analytical BER expression is derived in [9] by using the in-band distortion statistics.

This paper analyzes the effects of frequency-selective channels on the OOB and in-band distortion characteristics in a single-user scenario. By exploiting the assumption of a rich scattering environment and optimal maximum ratio transmission (MRT), we derive a closed-form expression for the OOB and in-band distortion received at the user. The analytical distortion power expression includes channel characteristics such as the number of MPCs, the delay spread of the channel, and the number of transmit antennas. To the authors’ knowledge, this paper provides the first closed-form expression for the received distortion power, which includes the MPC distribution as a variable. It is discovered that depending on the number of MPCs and the delay spread, the distortion varies differently for in-band and OOB frequencies. This kind of distortion behavior is not reported in previous literature. The derived expressions are verified via Monte-Carlo simulations by showing that the analytical power spectral density (PSD) of the received signal and error vector magnitude estimates are well in line with the numerical results. Estimated received distortion power expression is useful for determining the system parameters and evaluating the system performance.

II. SYSTEM MODEL This paper considers a cellular system where a BS with M antennas is serving a single user in a rich scattering environment. A frequency-selective block fading channel is assumed such that channel realization within each block is stationary. In this paper, we denote signals in the discrete domain; however, to approximate the continuous-time operations, we consider oversampled signals with oversampling factor μ. According to these assumptions, the transmitted orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) modulated signal can be expressed as in time domain as

x[n] = N_s/2∑

k=−N_s/2+1 w_ka_ke^{j 2πμN}s^{kn}, (1) where w_k ∈ C^{M×1} is the precoding vector at the k^{th} subcarrier, {a_k}’s are the quadrature amplitude modulated (QAM) digital information signals, which are non-zero for k = −N_s/2 + 1, . . . , N_s/2, and N = μN_s is the symbol duration. Before radiating through the air, the modulated signal is amplified via PAs to increase the signal power to a sufficient level. However, the nonideality of the PA hardware causes nonlinear distortion. For the sake of generality, we represent the nonlinearity for m^{th} antenna element as x̃^{(m)}[n] = Ψ(x^{(m)}[n]). The transmitted signal from the antenna array becomes x̃[n] = [x̃^{(1)}[n], . . . , x̃^{(M)}[n]]^T . Then the received signal at the single-antenna user terminal can be expressed as y[n] = L−1∑ l=0 h^T [τ_l]x̃[n − τ_l], (2)

where h[l] ∈ C^{M ×1} is the Rayleigh fading communication channel whose m^{th} element is h^{(m)}[l] ∼ N_C (0, 1), and L is the number of significant taps. The channel vector can be equivalently represented in the frequency domain as

h_k = L−1∑ l=0 h[τ_l]e^{−j 2πμN}s^{kτl} , (3) for k = −N/2+1, . . . , N/2. Then we can define the precoding vector for MRT as w_k = h^∗_k/ √ L, which is optimal for singleuser transmission.

III. DISTORTION CHARACTERIZATION UNDER FREQUENCY-SELECTIVE CHANNELS A. Spectral characterization of the nonlinear distortion It is known that if the number of subcarriers is high enough, the distribution of OFDM modulated signals can be approximated by the circularly symmetric complex Gaussian distribution thanks to the central limit theorem. By exploiting this fact, we can adopt a complex Itô-Hermite polynomial representation to acquire the second-order statistics of the nonlinear distortion in the frequency domain [8]. Consequently, the nonlinearly transmitted signal is rewritten by focusing on only the third-order nonlinearity as

x̃^{(m)}[n] = α_{1m}x^{(m)}[n]

Desired signal : u^{(m)} [n]

+ α_{3m}σ^3_{x(m)} H_3 ( x^{(m)}[n] σ_x(m) )

Distortion signal : d^{(m)}[n] ,

(4) where H_3(·) is the third-order Hermite basis function

H_3(x) ≜ 1∑ i=0 (−1)^ii! ( 2 i ) ( 1 i ) x|x|^{2−2i}, (5) and σ_x(m) is the standard deviation of x^{(m)}.

This representation has the following useful property, which enables spectral analysis. The desired and the distortion signals are uncorrelated E [ u^{(m)}[n](d^{(m′ )}[n − n^′])^∗ ] = 0 ∀n^′, m, m^′, so that we can write the cross-spectral density as the summation of two uncorrelated signal terms as

S_{x̃}(m)_{x̃}(m′) [k] = α_{1m}α^∗_{1m}′ S_x(m)_x(m′ ) [k] + S_d(m)_d(m′) [k], (6)

where S_x(m)_x(m′ ) [k] = F {R_x(m)_x(m′ ) [n − n^′]} is the crossspectral density for the desired term, which is defined by the Fourier transform of cross-correlation function R_x(m)_x(m′) [n− n^′] = E [ x^{(m)}[n]x^{(m′ )}[n^′] ] . Similarly, S_d(m)_d(m′ ) [k] is the Fourier transform of the cross-correlation function of the distortion term, which can be expressed by exploiting the Gaussianity of the PA input signals as

R_d(m)_d(m′) [n − n^′]

= 2α_{3m}α^∗_{3m}′ R_x(m)_x(m′ ) [n − n^′] |R_x(m)_x(m′) [n − n^′]|^2 . (7) By using the expression in (7), cross-spectral density S_d(m)_d(m′ ) [k] can be obtained as

S_d(m)_d(m′ ) [k] = 2α_{3m}α^∗_{3m}′ ( S_x(m)_x(m′ ) [k] ∗ S_x(m)_x(m′) [k] ∗ S^∗_{x(m)x(m}′_) [−k] ) , (8) where ∗ denotes the convolution operation. Besides, S_x(m)_x(m′ ) [k] can be written by using the precoding vector for a given channel as

S_x(m)_x(m′ ) [k] = ( h^{(m)}_k )_∗ ( h^{(m′)}_k ) L , |k| ≤ N_s/2. (9) By using (8) and (9), we can express the cross-spectrum of the transmitted distortion signal as

S_d(m)_d(m′ ) [k] = 2 N^2_s α_{3m}α^∗_{3m}′ L^3 N/2∑ k^′ =−N/2+1 N/2∑ k^{′′} =−N/2+1 [ ( h^{(m)}_k′ )_∗ ( h^{(m)}_k′′ )_∗ h^{(m)}_k′_{+k}′′_{−k}h^{(m′)}_k′ h^{(m′)}_k′′ ( h^{(m′)}_k′_{+k}′′_{−k} )_∗ ] , (10) for |k^′| ≤ N_S/2, |k^{′′}| ≤ N_S /2 and |k^′ + k^{′′} − k| ≤ N_S /2.

B. Spectral analysis of the received distortion

In this section, we will derive the spectral characteristics of the received distortion signal. The received power by the intended user at the subcarrier k is S_{yy}[k] = M∑ m=1 M∑ m^′=1

h^{(m)}_k S_{x̃}(m)_{x̃}(m′) [k] ( h^{(m′)}_k )_∗ . (11)

By utilizing the decomposition of S_{x̃}(m)_{x̃}(m′ ) [k] in (6), we can rewrite the PSD of the received signal as

S_{yy}[k] = S_{uu}[k] + S_{dd}[k], (12)

where S_{uu}[k] is the PSD of the desired term, which is expressed as

S_{uu}[k] = |S_u[k]|^2 (13)

where S_u[k] = (∑_M m=1 α_{1m}√ L h^{(m)}_k ( h^{(m)}_k )_∗) and S_{dd}[k] is the PSD of the uncorrelated distortion term, which is obtained as S_{dd}[k] = 2 N^2_s N/2∑ k^′ =−N/2+1 N/2∑ k^{′′} =−N/2+1 |S_d[k, k^′, k^{′′}]|^2 (14)

where S_d[k, k^′, k^{′′}] = M∑ m=1 α_{3m} L √ L h^{(m)}_k (h^{(m)}_k′ )^∗(h^{(m)}_k′′ )^∗h^{(m)}_k′_{+k}′′_{−k}

(15) for |k^′| ≤ N_S /2, |k^{′′}| ≤ N_S /2 and |k^′ +k^{′′} −k| ≤ N_S /2. Note that the received PSD expression depends on the instantaneous channel realizations. However, we can exploit the massive spatial diversity achieved when having a large number of antennas to obtain a deterministic closed-form expression for the received signal and distortion power.

As the first step, we will obtain the expression for the power of the desired signal term. Consider the term

S_u[k] = M∑ m=1 α_{1m} √ L h^{(m)}_k ( h^{(m)}_k )_∗ , (16)

which is the summation of many independent random variables; hence, the law of large numbers (LLN) implies that S_u[k] M → E[α_{1m} |h^{(m)}_k |^2/ √ L] when M → ∞. For a large but finite number of antennas, we can use the LLN to approximate the random variable S_u[k] by a single deterministic scalar as S_u[k] ≈ ME [ α_{1m} | | |h^{(m)}_k | | |^2/ √ L ] . (17)

By using the uncorrelated Rayleigh fading channel assumption, we can simplify this expression as

S_u[k] ≈ α_1M √ L, (18)

where α_1 = E [α_{1m}] and E[|h^{(m)}_k |^2] = L by using Parseval’s theorem. By using (18), we can find the power of the desired term in the received signal S_{uu}[k] as

S_{uu}[k] ≈ |α_1|^2M^2L. (19)

Having obtained the power of the desired signal, we can focus on the power of the distortion term. In order to follow the same approach as in the desired term, consider the expression S_d[k, k^′, k^{′′}] = M∑ m=1 α_{3m} L √ L h^{(m)}_k ( h^{(m)}_k′ )_∗ ( h^{(m)}_k′′ )_∗ h^{(m)}_k′_{+k}′′_{−k} S^{(m)}_d [k,k^′ ,k^{′′} ] ,

(20) which can be similarly approximated by using the LLN property^{Sd[k,k′ ,k′′ ]}_M → E [ S^{(m)}_d [k, k^′, k^{′′}] ] as S_d[k, k^′, k^{′′}] ≈ Mα_3 L √ L E [ h^{(m)}_k ( h^{(m)}_k′ )_∗ ( h^{(m)}_k′′ )_∗ h^{(m)}_k′_{+k}′′_{−k} ] . (21) Calculation of this expectation is not straightforward and depends on the channel’s frequency selectivity. To find the correlation between the subcarriers’ channels in (21), consider the equivalent representation of the expectation as E_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ = E [ h^{(m)}_k ( h^{(m)}_k′ )_∗ ( h^{(m)}_k′′ )_∗ h^{(m)}_k′_{+k}′′_{−k} ]

= ∑ τ_l,τ_l′ , τ̂_l,τ̂_l′ ∈L E [ h^{(m)}[τ_l] ( h^{(m)}[τ_l′ ] )_∗ ( h^{(m)}[τ̂_l] )_∗ h^{(m)}[τ̂_l′ ] ]

· e^{−j 2πN kτl} e^{j 2πN k′ τl′} e^{j 2πN k′′τ̂l} e^{−j 2πN (k′ +k′′ −k)τ̂l′} , (22)

where L ⊂ Z^L is the set of MPC indices, [L]_l ∈ [0, τ_{max}]. Note that the different multipath taps are uncorrelated; therefore, only a subset of the terms in (22) are non-zero, which can be expressed as in (23) on the top of the next page.

From (23), it can be seen that the expectation depends on the difference between the subcarriers k − k^′. Therefore, one can interpret E_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ as a correlation between the subcarriers. Furthermore, the expression of E_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ can be simplified as E_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ = ∑ τ_l∈L e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τl} ∑ τ_l′ ∈L e^{−j 2πN (k′ −k)τl′} L^2f [k−k^′ ,L] + ∑ τ_l∈L e^{−j 2πN (k−k′′ )τl} ∑ τ_l′ ∈L e^{−j 2πN (k′′ −k)τl′} L^2f [k−k^{′′} ,L] , (24)

which yields E_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ = L^2f[k − k^′, L] + L^2f[k − k^{′′}, L]. (25) Note that f[k − k^′, L] is a positive real number since it is the result of multiplication of a conjugate pair. It can be seen that f[k − k^′, L] is a function of the temporal distribution of multipaths, which causes f[k −k^′, L] to be a random variable. However, as can be observed from (19), the power of the desired term S_{uu}[k] is independent of the MPC distribution. By using (25), the distortion power for a given MPC realization can be calculated as

E_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ = ∑ τ_l∈L E [| | |h^{(m)}[τl] | | |^4 ] + ∑ τ_l∈L ∑ τ_l′ ∈L l≠l^′

( E [| | |h^{(m)}[τl] | | |^2 ] e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τl} ) ( E [| | |h^{(m)}[τl′ ] | | |^2 ] e^{−j 2πN (k′ −k)τl′} )

+ ∑ τ_l ∑ τ_l′ ∈L l≠l^′

( E [| | |h^{(m)}[τl] | | |^2 ] e^{−j 2πN (k−k′′ )τl} ) ( E [| | |h^{(m)}[τl′ ] | | |^2 ] e^{−j 2πN (k′′ −k)τl′} ) (23)

S_{dd}[k, L] ≈ 2M^2|α_3|^2

N^2_s L^3 ∑ k^′ ,k^{′′} (L^2f[k−k^′, L]+L^2f[k−k^{′′}, L])^2, (26) for |k^′| ≤ N_S /2, |k^{′′}| ≤ N_S/2 and |k^′ + k^{′′} − k| ≤ N_S /2. As mentioned above, we can treat the MPC distribution as a random variable; hence, We can find the average distortion power by taking the expectation with respect to the MPC distribution as S_{dd}[k] ≈ E_L [S_{dd}[k, L]] ≈ 2M^2

|α_3|^2 N^2_s L^3 ∑ k^′ ,k^{′′} ϵ^{f 2}_{k,k}′ + 2ϵ^{f f}_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ + ϵ^{f 2}_{k,k}′′ (27) for |k^′| ≤ N_S /2, |k^{′′}| ≤ N_S /2 and |k^′ + k^{′′} − k| ≤ N_S /2, where ϵ^{f 2}_{k,k}′ = L^4E_L [ f^2[k − k^′, L] ] , and ϵ^{f f}_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ = L^4E_L [f[k − k^′, L]f[k − k^{′′}, L]]. We can evaluate ϵ^{f f}_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ analytically assuming that the time delays τ_l have a particular random distribution. We obtain the expression (28), on the top of the next page, when assuming that the time delays are uniformly distributed independent random variables U[0, τ_{max}], where τ_{max} is the maximum delay spread.

Note that for l = l^′ = l̂ = l̂^′, the term in the expectation in (28) becomes 1; hence, we can rewrite this expectation by only focusing on the dominant terms, which results in (29) We also note that E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τl} ] E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k′ −k)τl′} ] is the multiplication of two complex conjugate numbers, so we can simplify (29) as ϵ^{f f}_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ ≈ L^2 + L−1∑ l,l^′, l̂,l̂^′

| | | | E^L [ e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τ} ] ξ_{k−k}′

| | | | 2| | | | E^L [ e^{−j 2πN (k−k′′ )τ} ] ξ_{k−k}′′

| | | | 2 ,

≈ L^2 + (L^4 − L^2) |ξ_{k−k}′ |^2 |ξ_{k−k}′′ |^2 . (30)

Then the expectation for ξ_{k−k}′ can be evaluated as E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τl} ] = τ_{max}−1 ∑ τ =0 1 τ_{max} e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τ}

= 1 τ_{max} e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ ) τmax2} e^{−j 2π}N^{(k−k′ ) 1}2 sin (_{2π} N (k − k^′)^{τmax}_2 ) sin (_{2π} N (k − k^′)^1_2 ) . (31)

Consequently ϵ^f_{k,k}′ ≜ E_L [ L^2f[k − k^′, L] ] becomes ϵ^f_{k,k}′ = L + L^2 − L τ^2_{max} sin^2 (_{2π} N (k − k^′)^{τmax}_2 ) sin^2 (_{2π} N (k − k^′)^1_2

) . (32)

Similarly, we can approximate ϵ^{f 2}_k′ = L^4E_L [ f^2[k − k^′, L] ] as ϵ^{f 2}_{k,k}′ ≈ L^2 +

L^4 − L^2 τ^4_{max} sin^4 (_{2π} N (k − k^′)^{τmax}_2 ) sin^4 (_{2π} N (k − k^′)^1_2

) . (33)

In addition, by using the uncorrelatedness of the desired and the distortion signal terms, signal-to-distortion power ratio (SDR) for each data subcarrier k, |k| < N_S /2 can be given as SDR[k] ≈

|α_1|^2M^2L 2M^{2 |α3 |2}_{N 2s L3} ∑ k^′ ,k^{′′} ϵ f 2 k,k^′ + 2ϵ f f k,k^′ ,k^{′′} + ϵ f 2 k,k^{′′} . (34)

It is observed from (34) that both the numerator and the first term of the denominator are proportional with M^2. Consequently, the received distortion does not vanish as the number of transmit antennas increases, and it can be stated that the SDR becomes independent of M when the number of antennas is large. However, as can be interpreted from (34), the distortion power depends on the frequency selectivity via ϵ^{f 2}_{k,k}′ and ϵ^f_{k,k}′ terms, which have the form of sin(τ_{max}x)/ sin(x) (sinc-type behavior). The terms in (27) are larger for the main lobe of the sinc-type function, which makes τ_{max} another factor that impacts the received distortion. If τ_{max} is large, then the distortion power is dominated by the constant term L^2/L^3 in (27) since the main lobe is narrow. Consequently, as L increases, the received distortion power reduces. On the other hand, if τ_{max} is small (the main lobe is wide), then the in-band distortion power, where |k − k^′| is small, is roughly proportional to L^4/L^3, which corresponds to the case that the received distortion gets stronger.

To sum up, the analytical framework provides insights into the received distortion power in massive MIMO systems in the presence of frequency-selective channels. The derived distortion power expression introduces the dependency of the distortion power to the number of MPCs and the maximum delay spread, which can be taken into account in communication system design. Firstly, the received SDR does not depend on the number of antennas. Secondly, as the number of MPCs increases, the beamforming gain of the nonlinear distortion is inversely proportional to the number of MPCs. Finally, it is also observed that as the maximum delay spread decreases, subcarrier channels decorrelate slowly, which yields different tendencies for in-band and OOB distortion powers.

IV. NUMERICAL EVALUATIONS In this section, the derived distortion power expression in (27) is verified, and the effects of frequency selectivity ϵ^{f f}_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ = L−1∑ l=0 L−1∑ l^′ =0 L−1∑ l̂=0 L−1∑ l̂′=0 E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τl} e^{−j 2πN (k′ −k)τl′} e^{−j 2πN (k−k′′ )τl̂} e^{−j 2πN (k′′ −k)τl̂′} ] (28)

ϵ^{f f}_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ ≈ L^2 + L−1∑ l≠l^′ ≠l̂≠l̂^′ E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k−k′ )τl} ] E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k′ −k)τl′} ] E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k−k′′ )τl̂} ] E_L [ e^{−j 2πN (k′′ −k)τl̂′} ] , (29)

Fig. 1. PSD of the received signal for different (a) number of MPCs for τ_{max}/μ = 25 and (b) delay spread for L = 20.

on both in-band and OOB distortion at the user location are investigated for different scenarios. To verify the derived distortion power expression, its proximity to the distortion power obtained by the Monte Carlo (MC) trials, which simulate a link-level communication system, is evaluated. In the simulations, a massive MIMO system with either M = 100 or M = 1000 antennas is investigated, and OFDM symbols having N_s = 1024 subcarriers with oversampling factor μ = 4 is used to generate the time domain signals. The Rapp model is used to model the memoryless nonlinearity [11]. For the given input x[n] = |x[n]|e^{jϕ[n]}, the output of the model is described as x̃[n] = A(x[n])e^{jϕ[n]}, where A(x[n]) = ν|x[n]| ( 1 + ( ν|x[n]| r_o )_{2μ})^1_{2μ} . (35)

The Hermite polynomial coefficients in (35) is extracted via linear regression to represent the nonlinearity as in (4).

In Fig. 1, normalized PSDs of the received signals, for which the received signal power is scaled to be 1, are shown to examine the effects of both the number of MPCs and the delay spread. It can be observed from Fig. 1(a) that the received distortion power tends to decrease as the number of MPCs increases; however, different behaviors are observed for the inband and OOB distortion characteristics. The decay rate of the OOB distortion power is higher compared to that of in-band distortion, which is also verified by the analytical expression in (27) since (27) can indicate the distinctive characteristics for the in-band and OOB distortion as can be seen from In Fig. 1, and the obtained analytical distortion curves overlap with the numerical ones. The difference between the decay characteristics stems from the variation of the correlation between the subcarriers contained in ϵ^{f 2}_{k,k}′ and ϵ^{f f}_{k,k}′_{,k}′′ terms, which are described by the sinc-type behavior. The reason is that terms in the summation (27) are only non-zero for larger k − k^′, k − k^{′′} terms, which correspond to sidelobes of the sinc-type function. However, in the case of in-band distortion, the terms are also non-negative for the neighborhood of k, which corresponds to the main lobe of the sinc function. Eventually, the received distortion power is larger for the in-band distortion than for the OOB distortion. As the number of MPCs increases, the significance of the sinc-related term becomes dominant over the constant term (L or L^2). This yields a substantial difference between the in-band and OOB distortion powers. Fig. 1(a) also shows the PSD of the received signal for M = 1000 to examine the nearly asymptotic case. It can be seen that as M increases, the numerically PSD converges to the analytical PSD for higher MPC numbers since the approximations in (21) are tighter. Therefore, it can be concluded that the obtained analytical received distortion expression provides an accurate asymptotic deterministic approximation. In addition, the analytical received distortion expression is a good approximation for many practical scenarios. It provides close approximations in practical parameter ranges, which can be observed from error vector magnitude (EVM) performance results in Fig. 2.

The impact of the maximum delay spread is demonstrated in Fig. 1(b). It can be observed that as the delay spread increases, the in-band distortion power converges to the OOB distortion power since the main lobe of the sinc-type function gets narrower. A narrower main lobe reduces the number

Fig. 2. EVM performances for different (a) number of MPCs for τ_{max}/μ = 25 (b) delay spread for L = 20.

of significant terms in the summation (27), which yields a reduction in the received distortion power.

The effects of nonlinear distortion on the received signal quality are assessed via the EVM metric by using 64-QAM symbols for the case of M = 100. We compute the theoretical EVM metric as the distortion-over-signal power ratio 1/SDR[k]. In Fig. 2, the impacts of the number of MPCs and delay spread on the EVM are shown. Besides, a hypothetical case for the isotropic distortion radiation is included to emphasize the significance of the coherent beamforming of the distortion. From both Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b), it is clear that neglecting coherent distortion beamforming yields a significant mismatch between the approximated and the exact EVM values. Therefore, a comprehensive received distortion power expression as in (27) is required to evaluate the system performance accurately. It can be observed from Fig. 2(a) that the EVM performance improves with an increasing number of MPCs, which is consistent with what we observed for the PSD of the distortion. Lastly, from Fig. 2(b), it is also concluded that the EVM improves as the delay spread enlarges, which is compliant with the in-band distortion tendency shown in Fig. 1(b).

V. CONCLUSION

This paper constructed a theoretical framework to analyze the impact of nonlinear distortion on downlink massive MIMO systems where the channel exhibits frequency-selective fading. A fully analytical received distortion power expression was derived and verified via Monte Carlo simulations. It is observed that as the number of MPCs increases, the level of nonlinear distortion that is coherently beamformed towards the intended receiver decreases. Hence, the total received distortion power reduces, which dilutes the effects of nonlinear distortion. Through the analysis, different tendencies are observed for the in-band and OOB distortion depending on how the correlation between subcarriers varies with the channel characteristics and number of antennas. Developed framework can be extended to multi-users scenarios and it can be employed to design system parameters to enhance spectral efficiency.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT M. B. Salman was supported by Scientific and Technical Research Council of Türkiye during his visit to the KTH Royal Institute of Technology, Stockholm, Sweden. E. Björnson was supported by the Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation.

REFERENCES

[1] E. Björnson, E. G. Larsson, and T. L. Marzetta, “Massive MIMO: ten myths and one critical question,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 54, no. 2, pp. 114–123, 2016.

[2] E. Björnson, J. Hoydis, M. Kountouris, and M. Debbah, “Massive MIMO Systems With Non-Ideal Hardware: Energy Efficiency, Estimation, and Capacity Limits,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 60, no. 11, pp. 7112–7139, 2014.

[3] “3GPP TS36.141 3rd Generation Partnership Project; Technical Specification Group Radio Access Network; Evolved Universal Terrestrial Radio Access (E-UTRA); Base Station (BS) Conformance Testing (Release 15),” 3GPP Std., Rev. V15.3.0, Tech. Rep., 2018.

[4] J. Guerreiro, R. Dinis, and P. Montezuma, “Analytical Performance Evaluation of Precoding Techniques for Nonlinear Massive MIMO Systems With Channel Estimation Errors,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 66, no. 4, pp. 1440–1451, 2018.

[5] P. Aggarwal, A. Pradhan, and V. A. Bohara, “A Downlink Multiuser MIMO–OFDM System With Nonideal Oscillators and Amplifiers: Characterization and Performance Analysis,” IEEE Syst. J., vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 715–726, 2021.

[6] I. Iofedov and D. Wulich, “MIMO–OFDM With Nonlinear Power Amplifiers,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 63, no. 12, pp. 4894–4904, 2015.

[7] C. Mollén, U. Gustavsson, T. Eriksson, and E. G. Larsson, “Out-of-band radiation measure for MIMO arrays with beamformed transmission,” in IEEE International Conf. on Commun. (ICC), 2016, pp. 1–6.

[8] C. Mollén, U. Gustavsson, T. Eriksson, and E. G. Larsson, “Spatial Characteristics of Distortion Radiated From Antenna Arrays With Transceiver Nonlinearities,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 17, no. 10, pp. 6663–6679, 2018.

[9] S. Teodoro, A. Silva, R. Dinis, F. M. Barradas, P. M. Cabral, and A. Gameiro, “Theoretical Analysis of Nonlinear Amplification Effects in Massive MIMO Systems,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 172 277–172 289, 2019.

[10] Y. Zou, O. Raeesi, L. Antilla, A. Hakkarainen, J. Vieira, F. Tufvesson, Q. Cui, and M. Valkama, “Impact of Power Amplifier Nonlinearities in Multi-User Massive MIMO Downlink,” in IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC Wkshps), 2015, pp. 1–7.

[11] D. Castanheira, R. Magueta, P. Pedrosa, A. Silva, R. Dinis, and A. Gameiro, “Hybrid Multiuser Equalizer with Nonlinearity Compensation for Wideband mmWave Massive MIMO Uplink Systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., pp. 1–1, 2022.