arXiv:2404.16152v1 [cs.IT] 24 Apr 2024

Rethinking Grant-Free Protocol in mMTC

Minhao Zhu^§, Yifei Sun^§, Lizhao You^⋆, Zhaorui Wang^§, Ya-Feng Liu^‡, and Shuguang Cui^§ §FNii and SSE, The Chinese University of Hong Kong (Shenzhen), Shenzhen, China ⋆School of Informatics, Xiamen University ‡LSEC, ICMSEC, AMSS, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, China Email: wangzhaorui@cuhk.edu.cn

Abstract—This paper revisits the identity detection problem under the current grant-free protocol in massive machine-type communications (mMTC) by asking the following question: for stable identity detection performance, is it enough to permit active devices to transmit preambles without any handshaking with the base station (BS)? Specifically, in the current grant-free protocol, the BS blindly allocates a fixed length of preamble to devices for identity detection as it lacks the prior information on the number of active devices K. However, in practice, K varies dynamically over time, resulting in degraded identity detection performance especially when K is large. Consequently, the current grant-free protocol fails to ensure stable identity detection performance. To address this issue, we propose a twostage communication protocol which consists of estimation of K in Phase I and detection of identities of active devices in Phase II. The preamble length for identity detection in Phase II is dynamically allocated based on the estimated K in Phase I through a table lookup manner such that the identity detection performance could always be better than a predefined threshold. In addition, we design an algorithm for estimating K in Phase I, and exploit the estimated K to reduce the computational complexity of the identity detector in Phase II. Numerical results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed two-stage communication protocol and algorithms.

I. INTRODUCTION Massive machine-type communications (mMTC) is envisioned as one of the candidates in 6G. mMTC provides efficient random access communications for a large number of devices, out of which only a small number of them are active. To reduce communication latency, a grant-free communication protocol is adopted where devices can transmit signals without permission from the base station (BS) [1]–[3]. Each device under the grant-free protocol is pre-assigned with a unique and nonorthogonal preamble that is served as identity of the device. A significant challenge posed by the grant-free protocol is to detect the identities of active devices through the transmission of preambles [1], [3]. The identities of active devices are useful in subsequent stages, e.g., resource allocation and channel estimation [2], [4].

This paper revisits the identity detection problem under the current grant-free protocol in mMTC by asking the following question: for stable identity detection performance, is it enough to permit the active devices to transmit preambles without any handshaking with the BS? Specifically, in the current grant-free protocol, since the BS has no prior information on the number of active devices K, it just blindly allocates a fixed length of preamble L_{II} for identity detection, no matter how large the actual value K is. However, in practice, K

Fig. 1. Identity detection performance in the scenario where the total number of devices N = 1000 and the number of BS antennas M = 15.

varies dynamically over time. Theoretical findings from [5] suggest that maintaining a fixed L_{II} at the BS significantly compromises identity detection performance when K is large. This scenario could lead to identity detection performance falling below a predefined threshold, which is undesirable in practical communication systems.

We take Fig. 1 as an example for further illustration, where a covariance-based approach in [6] is applied to detect the identities of active devices. Fig. 1 shows that for fixed L_{II} = 100, the identity detection performance decreases significantly when the number of active devices K increases from 100 to 200. If we improve the preamble length to L_{II} = 180, the identity detection performance when K = 200 approaches to that when K = 100. This phenomenon underscores the necessity of dynamically allocating the preamble length L_{II} according to the dynamic value of K, rather than blindly assigning a fixed length.

Building upon this observation, we argue that the current grant-free protocol is inadequate for ensuring stable identity detection performance. In particular, the number of active devices K is required for the allocation of preamble length L_{II}. To solve this problem, we first propose a two-stage communication protocol, which consists of estimation of K in Phase I and detection of identities of active devices in Phase II. The preamble length L_{II} for identity detection in Phase II is dynamically allocated based on the estimated K in Phase I through a table lookup manner, such that the identity detection performance could always be better than a predefined threshold. Second, in Phase I of the protocol, we propose an efficient algorithm to estimate K at a negligible cost of preamble symbols. Third, in addition to the allocation of preamble length L_{II}, we found that the estimated K can also be exploited to reduce the computational complexity of the identity detector in Phase II. We propose an efficient algorithm to achieve this goal. Numerical results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed two-stage communication protocol and algorithms.

Previous works, including [2], [5]–[14], have primarily focused on the design of identity detector under the grantfree protocol but have overlooked the importance of ensuring stable identity detection performance, which is crucial in practical systems. In contrast to these works, we study a twostage communication protocol that estimates K before the identity detector in order to achieve stable identity detection performance. In addition, [14] has proposed an algorithm to reduce the computational complexity of the identity detector. Compared with [14], our proposed algorithm is much more efficient to reduce the computational complexity by leveraging the knowledge of the estimated K.

II. TWO-STAGE COMMUNICATION PROTOCOL We consider a narrowband uplink system which consists of a BS equipped with M antennas and N single-antenna devices. At each time slot, only K ≪ N devices are active. Denote γ_n an activity indicator of device n, i.e.,

γ_n = { 1, if device n is active, 0, otherwise, n = 1, 2, . . . , N. (1) In the traditional grant-free protocol, each device is preassigned with a unique and nonorthogonal preamble with a fixed length of L_{II} to detect the identities of active devices through the estimation of γ_n, n = 1, 2, . . . , N.

A. Problem of Existing Grant-Free Protocol

In this paper, we take the covariance-based approach as an example to show the problem of identity detection under the current grant-free protocol. Specifically, [5] studied under what conditions the identities of all K devices can be correctly detected by the BS. It has been proved in [5] that when M is sufficient large, the maximum number of active devices that can be correctly detected scales as K ∼ O ( L^2_{II} ) , (2)

where O denotes the order of approximation. Eq. (2) clearly shows that the maximum number of active devices K that can be correctly detected highly depends on the preamble length L_{II}, although the exact expression of K with respect to L_{II} is not clear far from now. On the one hand, under the current grant-free protocol, since there is no handshaking between the devices and the BS before the signal transmission, the BS has no prior information of K at each time slot. In this case, the BS can only blindly allocate a fixed length of preamble L_{II} for identity detection. On the other hand, the number of active devices K varies at different time slots. In the heavyload case where K is far larger than L^2_{II}, the identity detection performance would be much worse.

In practical scenarios, to ensure system-level performance, a practical system typically defines a threshold that delineates the minimum acceptable performance for identity detection across the entire system. Through the aforementioned analysis, it becomes evident that the current grant-free protocol may yield identity detection performance inferior to the predefined threshold, thereby degrading the overall system performance.

B. Proposed New Communication Protocol

To solve the above problem, the BS should have the prior information on the number of active devices K. In this case, the BS can allocate the preamble length L_{II} for identity detection according to the estimated K. However, the existing literature has not established an explicit relationship between K and L_{II} for a specific identity detection error rate when M is finite.

To solve the problem of allocating L_{II} according to the estimated K, we propose to create a table that specifies this relationship through simulations. Once we have the knowledge of estimated K, we can determine the preamble length L_{II} through a table lookup manner. The table lookup approach has been widely applied in wireless systems when the explicit relationship among the parameters is hard to characterize, e.g., parameter selection of channel coding and modulation in 5G [15].

The overall proposed two-stage communication protocol is summarized as follow:

1) Phase I: Estimation of the number of active devices K.

Device n is allocated L_I preamble symbols to estimate the number of active devices K at the BS, n = 1, 2, . . . , N. Then, based on the estimated K, the BS allocates L_{II} preamble symbols through a table lookup manner, in order to detect the identities of active devices.

2) Phase II: Detection of the identities of active devices.

The BS detects the identities of active devices based on the received L_{II} preamble signals from all active devices.

The overall preamble length is

L = L_I + L_{II}. (3)

There are several technical problems to be addressed in the proposed communication protocol. First, how to efficiently estimate K? That is, if we spend too many preamble symbols on the estimation of K in Phase I, the time for identity detection in Phase II would be quite limited. Second, the proposed estimation method for K in Phase I should not be sensitive to K itself; otherwise, we should also allocate L_I dynamically according to the dynamic value of K, which further complicates the design of the communication protocol. Third, although the primary goal of estimating K is to determine the length of preamble L_{II} for identity detection, it’s important to explore how to further exploit the estimated K to improve the performance of the identity detector in Phase II? We will address the above problems in the rest of this paper.

III. ESTIMATION OF NUMBER OF ACTIVE DEVICES In this section, we show how to estimate the number of active devices K. In addition, through numerical results, we show that the parameter K can be estimated through only a few preamble symbols, and the proposed estimator is not sensitive with K, i.e., the estimator keeps roughly the same performance under different K.

A. Problem Formulation and Estimator Design

In Phase I, in order to estimate K, all devices apply a same preamble s ∈ C^{LI ×1}. In addition, we assume block-fading channels, i.e., the channels among the devices and BS remain roughly constant within each coherence block, but may vary among different coherence blocks. The channel from device n to BS is denoted by √ β_nh_n ∈ C^{M ×1} , where β_n denotes the large-scale fading component, and h_n ∼ CN (0, I) denotes the independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) Rayleigh fading coefficient. Assume active devices transmit their preambles at a predefined time slot such that the received signals are perfectly synchronized at the BS. In this case, the received signal at Phase I becomes

Ȳ =^N ∑ n=1 γn √ pns √ βnh^T_n + Z̄^{(a)}= √ βs N∑ n=1 γnh^T_n + Z̄, (4) where p_n is the transmit power of device n, and Z̄ is the additive white Gaussian noise, (a) is because we do powercontrol on each device, i.e., p_nβ_n = β, n = 1, 2, . . . , N. (5) The received signal Ȳ is then normalized by √ β, and is expressed as Y = Ȳ / √ β = [y_1, y_2, . . . , y_M ] = s N∑ n=1 γnh^T_n + Z, (6) where y_m is the received signal at the m-th antenna, Z = Z̄/√β = [z_1, z_2, . . . , z_M ] ∈ C LI ×M is the normalized additive white Gaussian noise with z_m ∼ CN ( 0, σ^2I ) , m = 1, 2, . . . , M, and σ^2 is the normalized noise power. In (6), since the channels follow the i.i.d. Rayleigh distribution, we have N∑ n=1 γ_nh^T_n^d= √ Kh^T_1 ∼ CN (0, KI), (7) where^d= denotes equal in distribution. In this case, we have

Y^d= √ Ksh^T_1 + Z. (8)

That is, the received signal Y is a function of K in terms of its distribution. Denote p(Y | K, s) the probability density function of Y given K and s, and it is expressed as p(Y |K, s)= M∏ m=1 p (y_m | K, s)= 1 |Σπ|^M M∏ m=1 exp ( −y^H_mΣ^{−1}y_m ) , (9) where

Σ = E ( y_my^H_m ) = Kss^H + σ^2I. (10)

Note that maximizing p(Y | K, s) is equivalent to minimizing − log (p(Y | K, s)). In this case, the estimation problem is

(a) Estimation performance over L_I when K = 100, where the error bar denotes the variance of the normalized estimation error.

(b) Estimation performance when L_I = 4.

Fig. 2. Estimation performance over different L_I and K when N = 1000.

thus formulated as

min_K log |Σ| + Tr(Σ^{−1}Σ̂) (11) s.t. N ≥ K ≥ 0, where

Σ̂ = 1 M M∑ m=1 y_my^H_m. (12)

By taking derivative on the objective function in (11) with respect to K, we can get the estimated K as K̂ = s^H Σ̂s ‖s‖^4_2 − σ^2 ‖s‖^2 . (13)

B. Performance of Designed Estimator

We present the performance of the proposed estimator when N = 1000. Denote E_K as the normalized estimation error, i.e.,

E_K = E (| | | K − K̂ K | | | ) , (14)

where E(x) denotes the expectation of x. The noise power spectrum density is -169 dBm/Hz, the bandwidth is 10 MHz, the transmit power of each device is set to be 23 dBm, and the large-scale fading component is modeled as 128.1 + 37.6 log_{10}(d), where d is the distance between the BS and devices in km [16]. In the simulations, we set d = 1 km.

The numerical results are shown in Fig. 2. First, Fig. 2(a) shows that the estimation error decreases slowly with the preamble length L_I. In this case, we can set a small value of L_I for the estimation of K, e.g., L_I = 4. Second, Fig. 2(b) shows that the estimation error keeps roughly the constant under different K, which suggests that our estimator is robust to K. In this case, we can set a same L_I to estimate K, regardless the value of K. Third, increasing the number of antennas M at BS can reduce the estimation error significantly.

We will have a further evaluation of the estimation error of K on the two-stage protocol and the identity detector in Section V.

IV. DETECTION OF IDENTITIES OF ACTIVE DEVICES In this section, we show how to reduce the computational complexity of the identity detector in Phase II by exploiting the information K̂ obtained in Phase I.

A. Problem Formulation

In Phase II, device n is allocated a preamble s_n ∈ C^{LII ×1} to report its activity to the BS, n = 1, 2, . . . , N. The channel and noise models are the same as those in (6). The received signal at the BS is expressed as

Y =[y_1, y_2, . . . , y_M ]= N∑ n=1 γnsnh^T_n + Z^{(b)}=Sγ^{12} H + Z, (15)

where y_m is the received signal at the m-th antenna. In (15), we reuse the notations Y , y_m, and Z in this subsection in order to ease the exposition; (b) in (15) follows as we denote S = [s_1, s_2, . . . , s_N ] ∈ C^{LII ×N} the preamble sequence matrix; γ = diag (γ_1, γ_2, . . . , γ_N ) ∈ R^{N×N} ; and H = [h_1, h_2, . . . , h_N ]^T ∈ C^{N×M} .

Denote p(Y | γ, S) the PDF of Y given γ and S. Then, we get p(Y | γ, S) = 1 |Σπ|^M M∏ m=1 exp ( −y^H_mΣ^{−1}y_m )

= 1 |Σπ|^M exp ( − Tr ( Σ^{−1}Y Y^H )) , (16)

where

Σ = SγS^H + σ^2I = N∑ n=1 γ_ns_ns^H_n + σ^2I. (17)

Note that maximizing p(Y | γ, S) is equivalent to minimizing − log(p(Y | γ, S)). In this case, the detection problem is thus formulated as min γ log |Σ| + Tr ( Σ^{−1}Σ̂ ) (18)

s.t. γ_n ∈ [0, 1], n = 1, 2, . . . , N, (19)

where Σ̂ =^1_M Y Y^H is the sample covariance matrix of the received signal. In the above, we reuse the notations Σ and Σ̂ in this subsection in order to ease the exposition.

Our goal is to find a feasible point that satisfies the firstorder optimality condition of problem in (18). To this end, denote the objective function in (18) by

f(γ) = log |Σ| + Tr ( Σ^{−1}Σ̂ ) . (20)

Algorithm 1 CD Algorithm in [6] 1: Input: γ = 0, ‖V (γ) ‖_∞, Σ = σ^2I, ε > 0. 2: while ‖V (γ) ‖_∞ > ε do 3: for n = 1, 2, . . . , N do 4: Update γ_n according to (26); 5: Σ^{−1} ← Σ^{−1} − η Σ^{−1}s^ns^{Hn} Σ^{−1} 1+ηs^H_n Σ^{−1}sn ;

6: end for 7: Compute V (γ) according to (23); 8: end while 9: Output: γ.

Then, the gradient of f(γ) with respect to γ_n is given by

[∇f(γ)]_n = s^H_n Σ^{−1}s_n − s^H_n Σ^{−1}Σ̂Σ^{−1}s_n. (21)

The first-order optimality condition of problem (18) is [∇f(γ)]_n ≥ 0, if γn = 0, ≤ 0, if γn = 1, = 0, if 0 < γn < 1.

(22)

To quantify the degree to which the coordinate γ_n violates the optimality condition in (22), in this paper, we define a nonnegative metric as follows:

V (γn) =

| | |P^{+∞}_0 ( − [∇f(γ)]_n )| |, if γn = 0, | |P 1_{−∞}(1 − [∇f(γ)]_n ) − 1 | |, if γ_n = 1, | | |[∇f(γ)]n | | |, if 0 < γn < 1, (23)

where

P^b_a (x) = a, if x < a, b, if x > b, x, if a ≤ x ≤ b. (24)

Note that the first-order optimality is equivalent to

V (γ_n) = 0, n = 1, 2, . . . , N, (25)

where a larger V (γ_n) indicates a larger violation of the firstorder optimality.

B. Review of Coordinate Descent (CD) Algorithm in [6]

The activity detection problem in (18) has been popularly solved by the CD algorithm. In this subsection, we first review an existing CD algorithm in [6] since our proposed algorithm by exploiting K̂ is building on that CD algorithm.

In the CD algorithm, at the i-th iteration, the CD algorithm updates each coordinate as follows: γ_n ← γ_n + η, n = 1, 2, . . . , N, (26) where

η = min { max { s^H_n Σ^{−1}Σ̂Σ^{−1}sn − s^H_n Σ^{−1}sn ( s^H_n Σ^{−1}sn )_2 , −γn } , 1−γn } . (27)

The algorithm is terminated when ‖V (γ) ‖_∞ ≤ ε, (28) where V (γ) = [V (γ_1), V (γ_2), . . . , V (γ_N )]^T , ‖V (γ) ‖_∞ denotes the infinity norm of V (γ), and ε denotes the error tolerance. The CD algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 1.

C. Proposed K-Coordinate Descent Algorithm

A potential problem in the CD algorithm is its high complexity of updating all coordinates at each iteration (i.e., Lines 3–6 in Algorithm 1). Specifically, the complexity of updating one coordinate is in the order of O(L^2_{II}). Therefore, the total per-iteration complexity of updating N coordinates is in the order of O(NL^2_{II}). In particular, when N is large, the CD algorithm will suffer from a huge complexity.

In the following, we exploit the information K̂ obtained in Phase I to reduce the per-iteration computational complexity in CD. Specifically, through the estimation of K in Phase I, we have high confidence in believing that there are K̂ active devices, and updating the coordinates in γ corresponding to these K̂ active devices can mostly reduce the objective function value of problem (20). In this case, we only need to update at most K̂ coordinates in the CD algorithm at each iteration. As a result, the per-iteration complexity of our proposed CD algorithm is in the order of O(K̂L^2_{II}), which is significantly smaller than that in [6] when K̂ is far smaller than N (a very common scenario in mMTC). Below we show the details of our proposed CD algorithm by judiciously exploiting the information K̂ obtained in Phase I.

Selecting only K̂ coordinates to update: We propose a criterion based on the first-order optimality metric in (23) to update at most K̂ coordinates among the total N coordinates at each iteration. Specifically, as introduced before, a larger V (γ_n) in (23) indicates a larger violation of the first-order optimality condition, n = 1, 2, . . . , N. In this case, at the i-th iteration of Algorithm 1, we first sort the components in V (γ) in the descending order as follows:

V (γ_{i1} ) ≥ V (γ_{i2} ) ≥ · · · ≥ V (γ_{iN} ); (29)

Then, we define an importance index set A^{(i)} that contains the indices of the K̂ largest V (γ_n) as follows:

A^{(i)} = {i_1, i_2, . . . , i_{K̂} }; (30)

Finally, we only update the coordinates with n ∈ A^{(i)}. Thus, the per-iteration complexity of Algorithm 1 can be reduced significantly.

Reducing the complexity in computing V (γ): In order to get the importance set A^{(i)} in (30), we need to compute V (γ_n) in (23) and [∇f(γ)]_n in (22), n = 1, 2, . . . , N. The computation of [∇f(γ)]_n will cause additional complexity, which is actually in the same order of the complexity when updating a coordinate in CD. The motivation here is to spend less computational cost while achieving the coordinate selection as in A^{(i)}. In this way, we can further reduce the per-iteration computational complexity of the CD algorithm.

Algorithm 2 Proposed K-CD Algorithm 1: Input: γ = 0, ‖V (γ) ‖_∞, Σ = σ^2I, ε, α, i = 0, D. 2: while ‖V (γ)‖_∞ > ε do 3: i ← i + 1;

4: Update C^{(i)} according to (32); 5: Update A^{(i)} according to (35);

6: Run Lines 4 and 5 in Algorithm 1 for n ∈ A^{(i)}; 7: Compute V (γ_n) for n ∈ C^{(i)}; 8: end while 9: Output: γ.

Observe that, if V (γ_n) is below a threshold for several iterations, the coordinate γ_n has likely converged. In this case, there is no need to update γ_n in subsequent iterations. To leverage the above observation, we define a quantity b_n for coordinate γ_n, which indicates how many times the violation V ( γ^{(i)}n ) of the coordinate is below a predefined threshold α, i.e.,

b_n = { b_n + 1, if V ( γ^{(i)}_n ) < α, b_n, otherwise, n = 1, 2, . . . , N, (31) where γ^{(i)}n denotes the value of γ_n at the i-th iteration. The initial value of b_n is set to be zero. Then, the candidate coordinate set to be updated at the i-th iteration is defined as C^{(i)} = {n | b_n ≤ D}, (32) where D is an integer that controls how many times that V (γ_n) falls below the threshold α is allowed. If n /∈ C^{(i)}, in the subsequent iterations, we no longer compute the gradient [∇f(γ)]_n and V (γ_n).

Refining set A^{(i)} in (30): Through the design of coordinate set C^{(i)} in (32), the coordinates n /∈ C^{(i)} will not be updated anymore in the rest of the iterations. Accordingly, we only need to compute and sort V (γ_n) for n ∈ C^{(i)}, i.e.,

V (γ_{i1} ) ≥ V (γ_{i2} ) ≥ · · · ≥ V (γ_{iE} ), (33)

where E = min{|C^{(i)}|, K̂}, (34) and |C^{(i)}| denote the cardinality of C^{(i)}. Then, A^{(i)} in (30) is refined as follows:

A^{(i)} = {i_1, i_2, . . . , i_E }. (35)

Based on the above discussion, we can see that only at most K̂ coordinates are updated at each iteration, we name this algorithm as K-coordinate descent (K-CD). The K-CD algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 2.

D. A Related Work in [14]

Prior to our work, the idea of reducing the per-iteration computational complexity by updating a selected subset of coordinates at each iteration of CD was developed in [14],

Fig. 3. Activity detection performance when K = 100, L_I = 4, L_{II} = 100, and M = 15.

Fig. 4. Number of total coordinate updates and gradient component computation when algorithms meet the termination condition.

Fig. 5. Performance of the proposed two-stage protocol when M = 32.

where the algorithm is referred to as Active Set CD. In Active Set CD, the importance index set is

A^{(i)} = { n | V ( γ^{(i)}_n ) ≥ ω } , (36)

where ω is a pre-selected constant, and the coordinate set is C^{(i)} = {1, 2, . . . , N}. There are two key differences between our proposed K-CD algorithm and the Active Set CD algorithm in [14]. First, the criterion for selecting which coordinate to update in Active Set CD is through the preset parameter ω. In sharp contrast, our K-CD algorithm selects coordinates based on an estimation of K. Numerical results in Section V will demonstrate that K-CD significantly reduces the number of coordinate updates compared with Active Set CD. Second, unlike Active Set CD which needs to compute the full gradient at each iteration, K- CD only needs to compute a partial gradient at each iteration, whose cardinality is generally significantly less than the problem’s dimension N. This reduction plays a significant role in reducing the computational complexity, as the computation of the gradient itself is a major source of complexity.

E. Complexity Analysis

We compare the per-iteration complexity of the proposed K- CD algorithm with that of CD and Active Set CD algorithms in terms of floating point operations (FLOPs). The per-iteration complexity of the proposed K-CD algorithm is

5L^2_{II}E + 4L^2_{II}|C^{(i)}|, (37)

where 5L^2_{II} is the complexity of one coordinate update, and 4L^2_{II} is the complexity of one gradient component computation (i.e., the complexity of computing [∇f(γ)]_n in (21)), E is given in (34) and C^{(i)} is given in (32); the per-iteration complexity of the CD algorithm is 5L^2_{II}N; the per-iteration complexity of the Active Set CD algorithm is 5L^2_{II}|A^{(i)}| + 4L^2_{II}N, where A^{(i)} is given in (36).

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we show the performance of the identity detector for active devices, and the overall performance of the proposed two-stage communication protocol in terms of the identity detection error rate, which is the error rate when the missed detection probability (MDP) equals the false alarm probability (FAP). The MDP is the probability that an active device is detected to be inactive; and the FAP is the probability that an inactive device is detected to be active. In the simulations, we set N = 1000 and ε = 10^{−3}. The channel setup is the same as that in Section III-B.

A. Performance of K-CD Algorithm

We have two benchmarks to evaluate the identity detection performance of the proposed K-CD algorithm, which are CD algorithm [6] and Active Set CD algorithm [14].

In Figs. 3 and 4, we show the performance of the proposed K-CD identity detector designed in Phase II when K = 100 and M = 15. In the simulations, we first allocate L_I = 4 symbols to estimate K by applying the designed estimator in Phase I. The output K̂ is then fed to the detector in Phase II, where we allocate L_{II} = 100 symbols to detect the identities of active devices. In addition, to have a fair comparison, we do not count the CPU runtime when computing V (γ) in the CD algorithm while we do count the CPU runtime when computing V (γ) in the K-CD and Active Set CD algorithms. Fig. 4 shows the average total number of coordinate updates and gradient component computation when the algorithms meet the termination condition in (28).

First, as shown in Fig. 3, with a sufficient runtime, K-CD with D = 2 and α = 0.01, alongside CD and Active Set CD all achieve the same detection performance. This shows that although K-CD reduces the computational complexity, K- CD does not compromise the detection performance. Second, compared with the CD algorithm, our K-CD algorithm notably reduces the convergence time by a factor of three. The reason behind is shown in Fig. 4. Specifically, K-CD reduces the total number of updated coordinates significantly compared with CD. Although K-CD needs to compute some partial gradients additionally, the overall complexity is reduced in the end. Third, the computational complexity of the K-CD algorithm is significantly less than that of Active Set CD. This is due to the fact that, as shown in Fig. 4, K-CD can reduce the number of coordinate updates and gradient component computation significantly at the same time, while Active Set CD only reduces the number of coordinate updates. Last, if we

TABLE I RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN K AND L_{II} WHEN THE THRESHOLD IS 10^{−2} , M = 32, AND N = 1000

K L_{II} 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 76 90 77 100 78

K L_{II} 110 80 120 90 130 100 140 110 150 120 160 130 170 140 180 150 190 160 200 170

K L_{II} 210 180 220 190 230 200 240 210 250 220 260 230 270 240 280 250 290 260 300 270

fix the runtime to be 0.02s, the detection performance of K- CD outperforms CD and Active Set CD by nearly two orders of magnitude.

B. Performance of Two-Stage Communication Protocol We compare the proposed two-stage communication protocol with the existing grant-free protocol, which applies the CD algorithm (Algorithm 1) for activity detection.

In the two-stage protocol, we apply Table I to determine L_{II} based on K̂. The table is constructed according to a predefined performance threshold, i.e., the maximum identity detection error rate of the two-stage protocol, which is set as 10^{−2}. Even though K̂ is only an estimate value of K, we proceed as if it were accurate when referring Table I. The table covers a range of K from 10 to 300 with increments of 10. If K̂ does not exactly match a table boundary but falls within an interval, L_{II} is assigned based on the higher boundary of that interval. For example, when K̂ = 10, L_{II} = 15, and when 10 < K̂ < 20, L_{II} = 25. In addition, since the two-stage protocol allocates L_{II} dynamically, in Fig. 5, we still use L_{II} to denote the average allocated preamble length in Phase II.

First, Fig. 5 shows that with a sufficient runtime the proposed two-stage protocol achieves a stable identity detection performance as K increases from 100 to 200, keeping the detection error rate below the predefined threshold 10^{−2}. This is in sharp contrast to the grant-free protocol, where increasing K from 100 to 200 significantly degrades the detection performance. Second, for K = 200, when the grantfree protocol is allocated L = L_{II} = 177 preamble symbols which is equal to the total average preamble symbols L = 177 in the two-stage protocol, Fig. 5 shows that the performance of the proposed two-stage protocol is much better than that of the grant-free protocol when the runtime is smaller than 0.15s. The performance gain comes from the exploitation of K̂ in Phase II to reduce complexity.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Bockelmann, N. Pratas, H. Nikopour, K. Au, T. Svensson, C. Stefanovic, P. Popovski, and A. Dekorsy, “Massive machine-type communications in 5G: Physical and MAC-layer solutions,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 54, no. 9, pp. 59–65, Sept. 2016.

[2] K. Senel and E. G. Larsson, “Grant-free massive MTC-enabled massive MIMO: A compressive sensing approach,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 66, no. 12, pp. 6164–6175, Dec. 2018.

[3] Y.-F. Liu, W. Yu, Z. Wang, Z. Chen, and F. Sohrabi, “Grant-free random access via covariance-based approach,” in Next Generation Multiple Access. (Editors: Yuanwei Liu, Liang Liu, Zhiguo Ding, and Xuemin (Sherman) Shen), Wiley, 2023.

[4] Z. Wang, Y.-F. Liu, Z. Wang, L. Liu, H. Pan, and S. Cui, “Device activity detection in mMTC with low-resolution ADCs: A new protocol,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., 2023.

[5] Z. Chen, F. Sohrabi, Y.-F. Liu, and W. Yu, “Phase transition analysis for covariance-based massive random access with massive MIMO,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 68, no. 3, pp. 1696–1715, Dec. 2021.

[6] S. Haghighatshoar, P. Jung, and G. Caire, “Improved scaling law for activity detection in massive MIMO systems,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), June 2018, pp. 381–385.

[7] Z. Sun, Z. Wei, L. Yang, J. Yuan, X. Cheng, and L. Wan, “Exploiting transmission control for joint user identification and channel estimation in massive connectivity,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 67, no. 9, pp. 6311–6326, Sept. 2019.

[8] T. Jiang, Y. Shi, J. Zhang, and K. B. Letaief, “Joint activity detection and channel estimation for IoT networks: Phase transition and computationestimation tradeoff,” IEEE Internet of Things J., vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 6212– 6225, Aug. 2018.

[9] M. Ke, Z. Gao, Y. Wu, X. Gao, and R. Schober, “Compressive sensingbased adaptive active user detection and channel estimation: Massive access meets massive MIMO,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 68, pp. 764–779, Jan. 2020.

[10] Y. Mei, Z. Gao, Y. Wu, W. Chen, J. Zhang, D. W. K. Ng, and M. Di Renzo, “Compressive sensing based joint activity and data detection for grant-free massive IoT access,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 1851–1869, Sept. 2021.

[11] Z. Wang, Y.-F. Liu, and L. Liu, “Covariance-based joint device activity and delay detection in asynchronous mMTC,” IEEE Signal Process. Lett., vol. 29, pp. 538–542, Jan. 2022.

[12] U. K. Ganesan, E. Björnson, and E. G. Larsson, “An algorithm for grant-free random access in cell-free massive MIMO,” in Proc. IEEE Workshop Signal Process. Adv. Wireless Commun. (SPAWC), May 2020, pp. 1–5.

[13] Q. Lin, Y. Li, and Y.-C. Wu, “Sparsity constrained joint activity and data detection for massive access: A difference-of-norms penalty framework,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 22, no. 3, pp. 1480–1494, Mar. 2023.

[14] Z. Wang, Y.-F. Liu, Z. Wang, and W. Yu, “Covariance-based activity detection in cooperative multi-cell massive MIMO: Scaling law and efficient algorithms.” [Online] Available: https://arxiv.org/pdf/2311.15299. pdf.

[15] 3GPP, “Adaptive modulation and coding (AMC),” TR 25.848. [16] ——, “Evolved universal terrestrial radio access (E-UTRA); radio frequency (RF) system scenarios,” Technical Specification (TS) 36.942.