arXiv:2404.18032v1 [cs.IT] 27 Apr 2024

Study of Clustering Techniques and Scheduling Algorithms with Fairness for Cell-Free MIMO Networks

Saeed Mashdour and Rodrigo C. de Lamare

Abstract—In this work, we propose a clustering technique based on information rates for cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) networks. Unlike existing clustering approaches that rely on the large scale fading coefficients of the channels and user-centric techniques, we develop an approach that is based on the information rates of cell-free massive MIMO networks. We also devise a resource allocation technique to incorporate the proposed clustering and schedule users with fairness. An analysis of the proposed clustering approach based on information rates is carried out along with an assessment of its benefits for scheduling. Numerical results show that the proposed techniques outperform existing approaches.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, cell-free, clustering, AP selection, resource allocation, sum-rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of cell-free massive multiple-input multipleoutput (CF-mMIMO) networks, initially presented in the works of [1], [2], emerged as a promising approach to address requisites such as ubiquitous high data rates, consistent quality of service (QoS), and high reliability. In CF networks, numerous access points (APs) serve a smaller number of user equipments (UEs) using identical time-frequency resources. The CF-mMIMO concept is suitable for improving the coverage and providing a more uniform performance across UEs.

To effectively obtain the benefits of CF-mMIMO networks while ensuring manageable complexity and signaling, the literature describes several clustering strategies [3], [4], [5], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14], [15]. In order to achieve high performance and reduced complexity in comparison to CF networks, the user-centric CF (UCCF) strategy that utilizes clustering based on UEs has been advocated [3], [4], [5], [6], [7], ensuring that each UE is supported by a designated cluster of APs. In this strategy, various criteria are applied for AP clustering. In [16], AP clustering is done by defining a specific serving cluster of APs for each UE based on the large scale fading (LSF). The work of [17] determines AP clustering using the signal to noise ratio of the UE and stochastic geometry theory. The work in [18] uses multi-agent reinforcement learning (MARL) for APs to autonomously decide which UEs to serve in dynamic CF-mMIMO networks, showing improved AP clustering performance.

Another crucial aspect of CF networks is resource allocation to ensure a fair distribution of resources among UEs and optimize spectral efficiency. In [19], the study focuses on resource allocation in CF-mMIMO networks, presenting an algorithm for power reduction that maintains UEs downlink spectral efficiency needs. The work of [20] introduced a resource

R. de Lamare and S. Mashdour are with PUC-Rio, Brazil. R. de Lamare is also with the University of York, UK. The emails are smashdour@gmail.com, delamare@puc-rio.br. This work was supported by Funttel/Finep - Grant No. 01.20.0179.00.

allocation strategy for network slicing-based CF-mMIMO networks to optimize infrastructure operator revenue while preserving network service quality. In [16], resource allocation in CF-mMIMO networks have been addressed by formulating the problem as a weighted sum rate maximization, ensuring efficient utilization of network resources to enhance overall system performance. In [21], user association in scalable CFmMIMO systems was considered for uplink scenarios using the Hungarian algorithm to maximize the system’s uplink sumrate. In [11], a sequential multiuser scheduling and power allocation (SMSPA) scheme was proposed to enhance the sumrate performance of the CF and clustered CF MIMO networks.

In this work, we employ a user-centric clustering approach for downlink scenarios in CF-mMIMO networks, selecting APs for each UE based on a threshold of information rates, which ensures individualized service quality and efficiently utilizes network resources. Unique to our method is a constraint that increases the minimum number of APs dedicated to serving each UE. This approach ensures a higher service quality, as it guarantees that each UE has sufficient AP coverage. We also devise a resource allocation technique to incorporate the proposed clustering and schedule users with fairness. An analysis of the proposed clustering approach based on information rates is carried out along with an assessment of its benefits for scheduling. Numerical results show that the proposed techniques outperform existing approaches.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section II, the system model including different network structures and the related sum-rate expressions are presented. In Section III, the proposed technique for AP selection is introduced. Section IV presents the resource allocation problem that schedules multiple users with fairness. In Section V, the results are presented and discussed, and Section VI draws the conclusions.

II. SYSTEM MODELS In this section, we describe CF-mMIMO and UCCF network models along with their sum-rates.

A. CF-mMIMO Network Model

We describe the downlink of a CF-mMIMO network with L APs arranged randomly, each equipped with N antennas uniformly spaced and K single-antenna UEs randomly distributed. It is assumed that the number of UEs greatly exceeds M = LN as the total number of AP antennas, i.e., K ≫ M. Thus, it is necessary to schedule n ≤ M out of K UEs.

The channel coefficient linking the mth AP antenna and the kth UE is given by g_{m,k} = √ β_{m,k}h_{m,k}, where β_{m,k} is the large-scale fading coefficient, and h_{m,k} ∼ CN (0, 1) is the small-scale fading coefficient defined as independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables (RVs) that are constant within a coherence interval and independent across different coherence intervals [2]. The downlink signal is expressed as y = √ ρ_f G^T Px + w, (1)

where ρ_f is the maximum transmitted power of each antenna. The channel matrix G = Ĝ + G̃ ∈ C^{LN ×n} encompasses the channel estimate Ĝ and estimation error G̃ which models CSI imperfections. The entries of Ĝ and G̃ are independent zeromean variables and the estimation error is assumed to remain sufficiently small for communication. The entries of G are denoted by [G]_{m,k} = g_{mk}. P ∈ C^{LN ×n} is the linear precoder matrix, and x = [x_1, · · · , x_n]^T is the zero-mean symbol vector with x ∼ CN (0, I_n) and w = [w_1, · · · , w_n]^T is the additive noise vector, where w ∼ CN ( 0, σ^2_wI_n ) . We note that several linear and non linear precoders [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28], [29], [30], [31], [32], [33], [34], [35], [36], [37] could be considered in this context. We assume Gaussian signaling, statistical independence among elements of x, as well as independence from all noise and channel coefficients. Consequently, the sum-rate of the CF system is computed as

SR_{cf} = log_2 (det [R_{cf} + I_n]) , (2)

where the covariance matrix R_{cf} is given by

R_{cf} = ρ_f Ĝ^T PP^HĜ^∗ ( ρ_f G̃^T PP^HG̃^∗ + σ^2_wI_n )_{−1} . (3)

B. UCCF Network Model

We utilize a UCCF massive MIMO network as illustrated in Fig. 1, where each UE is served by a subset of APs. The downlink received signal in this network is modeled as: y = √ ρ_f G^T_a P_ax + w. (4)

Similar to the CF network, the sum-rate of the UCCF system is given by R_{UC} = log_2 (det [R_{UC} + I_K ]) , (5)

where the matrix R_{UC} is

R_{UC} = ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_aP^H_a Ĝ^∗_a ( ρ_f G̃^T_a P_aP^H_a G̃^∗_a + σ^2_wI_K )_{−1} , (6)

and x and w are statistically independent.

The channel and precoder matrices in a UCCF network are considered as G_a = [g_{a1}, · · · , g_{an}] and P_a as a function of G_a, respectively, where g_{ak} ∈ C^{LN ×1}, k ∈ {1, · · · , n}. We define g_{ak} = A_kg_k where A_k = diag (a_{k1}, · · · , a_{kLN} ) are diagonal matrices with entries given by a_{kl} = { 1 if l ∈ U_k 0 if l /∈ U_k , l ∈ {1, · · · , LN} , (7) where U_k denotes the subset of APs serving kth UE, g_k ∈ C^{LN ×1}, k ∈ {1, · · · , n} is the kth column of the LN × n CF channel matrix G = [g_1, · · · , g_n].

III. PROPOSED CLUSTERING BASED ON INFORMATION RATES The selection of APs for serving UEs in wireless networks, known as clustering, can be based on various criteria. In this section, we first review standard clustering based on the Large Scale Fading (LSF) criterion. Then, we present a method based on the sum-rate (SR) criterion denoted Boosted SR (BSR) to obtain enhanced AP clustering.

Fig. 1. User-centric cell free network.

A. Clustering Based on Large Scale Fading

Clustering based on the LSF approach relies on large-scale propagation characteristics like path loss and shadowing to select the potential APs for the UEs. LSF focuses on the average signal reduction over large distances and does not take into account certain features of the wireless environment.

For AP clustering using this method, AP m with an average channel gain to user k above a chosen threshold α_{lsf} is considered so that β_{mk} ≥ α_{lsf} where β_{mk} stands for the large scale fading coefficient. For the users which this condition is not met by any AP, a single AP with the largest average channel gain is selected as the corresponding subset [16]. Thus, the selected AP set for user k is U_{k,lsf} = {m : β_{mk} ≥ α_{lsf} } ∪ { argmax β_{mk} m } (8) where the threshold is set as α_{lsf} = 1 LNK LN∑ m=1 K∑ k=1 β_{mk} (9)

So that the channels with large gains are considered for each user while channels with small gains are discarded [14]. The use of LSF ensures UEs are linked to APs within a close range, accommodating signal variability due to obstacles or distance, and allowing a flexible network structure. However, this method does not consider instantaneous channel conditions or specific UE requirements. While it has its merits and provides a reasonable account of the wireless environment, it might not offer the optimal AP choices in all scenarios due to its macroscopic perspective. Since it is not customized to instantaneous channel conditions or to enhancing information rates, it might result in losses of spectral efficiency.

B. Proposed Clustering Based on the Sum-Rate

In this section, we introduce AP clustering based on the SR criterion. Then an analysis of the proposed approach is presented. This approach focuses on the sum-rate that can be achieved between an AP and UEs while ensuring reliable communication. It accounts for various factors such as the actual channel gain, the channel estimation error and noise, which influence the communication quality and information rates. By using SR as a criterion, the method ensures that UEs are served by APs based on their performance and the rate they can offer. The downlink signal model from AP m to UE k is represented by y_{km} = √ ρ_f ĝ^T_{km}p_kx + √ ρ_f g̃^T_{km}p_kx + w_k , (10)

where ĝ_{km} represents the true channel gain between AP m to UE k, g̃_{km} is the estimation error of the channel gain, p_k ∈ C^{LN ×1} represents the precoder to UE k. Assuming Gaussian signaling, the rate from AP m to UE k is given by

SR_{km} = log_2 ( 1 + √ρ_f |ĝ_{km}|2 p_{Hk} p_k √ρ_f |g̃_{km}|2 p_{Hk} p_k + σ_{2w} ) . (11)

Hence, for effective AP selection, we adopt the average of the rates across all UEs and APs. To ensure efficient coverage and quality of service, every UE should ideally be served by an AP or a cluster of APs that can offer a rate greater than or equal to an average rate α_{src} defined as α_{src} = 1 KM K∑ k=1 M∑ m=1 SR_{km} (12)

Indeed, for each UE, the APs with rates exceeding α_{src} are designated as the AP cluster catering to that UE. However, there might be scenarios that no AP can offer a rate meeting this criterion for a particular UE. To address such situations, the UE will be served by the AP that yields the highest rate even if it is below the desired benchmark. Consequently, the cluster of APs chosen to serve UE k is defined as U_{k,asr} = {m : SR_{km} ≥ α_{src} } ∪ { argmax SR_{km} m } . (13)

In basic terms, this method prioritizes the information rates over traditionally used metrics ensuring that UEs are served by the APs that can provide the best information rates in any scenario. To ensure that the approach in (13) works well, we also impose a constraint that inscreases the minimum number of APs dedicated to serving each UE. The BSR algorithm uses a dynamic approach to AP clustering, prioritizing sum rates for communication quality and network efficiency. The BSR algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 1, where K and A show the sets of all UEs and all APs, respectively.

Algorithm 1: Boosted SR (BSR) Algorithm

1 Input rate matrix SR, threshold α_{src} 2 Output: Allocated AP set for each UE AP^{ASR}_k 3 For every UE k, assign an empty cluster AP^{BSR}_k 4 Step 1: SR calculation and initial AP selection 5 Step 2: Evaluation of AP coverage 6 Step 3: Identification of under-supported UEs 7 Step 4: Augmenting AP coverage 8 Calculate sum-rate

C. Analysis of the BSR Algorithm

In AP clustering based on BSR, by selecting APs that provide the highest rates, the system is directly maximizing the network’s sum-rate. This method adjusts to actual conditions of the network. This makes BSR based clustering aim for the best possible performance based on the current conditions of the network. It also has the potential to offer better spectral efficiency because BSR considers the information rates. To analyze the BSR method, we consider eq. (11) similar to

SR_{km} = log_2 ( 1 +^{‖Skm‖2} ‖IN_{km}‖^2 ) , the rate for two distinct links {j, i} to UE k is SR_{kj} = log_2 ( 1 + ‖S_{kj} ‖^2 ‖IN_{kj} ‖^2 ) (14)

SR_{ki} = log_2 ( 1 + ‖S_{ki}‖^2 ‖IN_{ki}‖^2 ) (15)

If we assume that

• ‖S_{kj} ‖^2 is slightly larger than ‖S_{ki}‖^2 (i.e., link j has a slightly better channel) • However, ‖IN_{kj} ‖^2 is significantly larger than ‖IN_{ki}‖^2, (i.e., link j has a lot more noise)

Then, we could have SR_{ki} > SR_{kj} , resulting in

• LSF would choose link j because ‖S_{kj} ‖^2 > ‖S_{ki}‖^2. • BSR would choose link i because SR_{ki} > SR_{kj} .

In scenarios where the noise variance is large, merely selecting an AP based on a large channel gain might not yield the best sum-rate performance. By considering both the channel conditions and the noise levels and consequently using SR, we are more likely to choose the AP that provides a better link for the UE, resulting in better system sum-rate performance.

We assume that LSFs from all antennas of an AP to a UE are identical. Consequently, the set { a_{k(j−1)N+1}, · · · , a_{jN} } in A_k comprises solely ones when AP j is serving UE k, and zeros otherwise. In contrast, BSR integrates small scale fading into its evaluation which varies across different antennas of APs, providing an adaptive assessment of each AP’s performance. The BSR algorithm improves network performance by optimizing AP selection for UEs, ensuring balanced and efficient network load with high-quality connections. By dynamically assigning UEs to APs based on information rates and enhancing coverage for under-supported UEs, BSR not only ensures reliability through adaptive coverage but accounts for the unique fading characteristics of each antenna. In contrast to the static nature of the LSF-based criterion, BSR leads to a network that has higher sum rates and enhanced reliability.

IV. RESOURCE ALLOCATION WITH FAIRNESS

In CF-mMIMO networks with K ≫ LN, clustering and multiuser scheduling can play an important role together. Since a key goal of CF-mMIMO networks is to provide more uniform performance across UEs, we develop a multiuser scheduling algorithm to ensure fairness across UEs. However, the order in which the clustering and multiuser scheduling are performed result in different costs. Due to its reduced costs, we perform clustering followed by multiuser scheduling.

A. Proposed Resource Allocation Problem

In each time slot i, our goal is to schedule a subset of n UEs from a total of K UEs, where n ≤ LN, to achieve a desirable sum-rate. The selected UEs are represented as S^i_n, resulting in a column-reduced channel matrix G_{cc}(S^i_n). The objective is to maximize the sum-rate of the selected UEs in a UCCF network while ensuring fairness as formulated by maximize S^i_n,d SR_{UC} (S^i_n) (16a)

subject to ‖ ‖P_a (S^i_L) ‖ ‖^2_F ≤ P, ∀i = 1, · · · , T (16b) S^i_n ∩ S^j_n = ∅, i ≠ j, ∀i, j = 1, · · · , T (16c) ∪^T_{i=1} S^i_n = K (16d) 1 |S_c| ∑ k∈S_c t_{wk} = 1 |S_p| ∑ k∈S_p t_{wk} (16e)

where SR_{UC} represents the sum-rate for UEs in the ith timeslot, with the signal covariance matrix’s upper boundary defined by Trace [C_x] ≤ P . We have T as the number of timeslots and K = {1, 2, · · · , K} indicating all the UEs. The sets S_c and S_p correspond to UEs contributing to the max sum-rate and those with poor channels, respectively, and t_{wk} is the waiting time for UE k. Constraints (16c) and (16d) ensure every UE is selected once, while (16e) ensures similar average waiting times for both sets. The problem’s complexity arises from the nature of rates and user scheduling challenges. B. Proposed F-Gr Algorithm

In order to solve the optimization problem in (16), we devise a fair greedy (F-Gr) multiuser scheduling technique based on the greedy (Gr) user scheduling technique in [38] to maximize the sum-rate considering the constraint in (16b). Unlike the approach in [38], the F-Gr technique ensures fairness among UEs.

We develop a strategy in F-Gr to enforce equal waiting time for both classes of UEs (S_c and S_p) on average, so that after excluding the previously scheduled UEs, we consider a subsequent timeslot to select the UEs with the least channel gain. This strategy is pursued in an alternating fashion until all UEs are scheduled.

In particular, we consider SR ∈ C^{K×LN} as the rate matrix, where SR_{k,m} = SR_{km} as given by (11), K as the set of all UEs, and calculate the threshold as in (12). Using the proposed BSR algorithm, APs are clustered for each UE. For the scheduling phase, spanning T timeslots, the operation of the ith timeslot varies based on whether i is even or odd. If i is odd, the system schedules the best n UEs set S^{i+12}_c to maximize the sum-rate. The procedure is such that in an odd i, considering the K_i as all the UEs in the current timeslot, a UE s_1 is identified as follows in the first iteration l = 1, s_1 = argmax k∈K_i g^H_k g_k. (17)

Denoting S_1 = {s_1}, the achieved rate SR (S_1)_{max} is computed and then in the next iteration we find a UE that maximizes the rate as s_l = argmax k∈(K_i\S_{l−1}) SR (S_{l−1} ∪ {k}) (18) This procedure continues until n UEs are scheduled as the best n UEs in an odd timeslot. However, in every even timeslot, n UEs with the poorest channel powers are scheduled as S^{i2}_p . After scheduling, the weighted sum-rate of each set is computed and the average sum-rate over all timeslots is SR_{Av} = 1 T T∑ i=1 n_i n × SR^i (19)

The proposed resource allocation framework including clustering and multi-user scheduling is summarized as Algorithm 2.

The greedy selection in the F-Gr algorithm, efficiently balances computational complexity with high performance for scalable use in large networks and ensures convergence via a finite set of UEs and deterministic scheduling steps.

Algorithm 2: Proposed F-Gr Resource Allocation

1 Input rate matrix SR, Set K_1 = K 2 Calculate threshold using eq. (12) 3 Cluster APs per UE using BSR 4 Determine n (UEs scheduled per timeslot) 5 for i = 1 to T do 6 if i mod 2 = 1 then 7 l = 1, s_1 = argmax_{k∈Ki} g^H_k g_k, S_1 = {s_1}

8 while l < n do 9 l = l + 1 10 s_l = argmax k∈(K_i \S_{l−1}) SR(S_{l−1} ∪ {k}) 11 Update S_l = S_{l−1} ∪ {s_l} 12 if SR(S_l) ≤ SR(S_{l−1}) then 13 Break, l = l − 1 14 end 15 end

16 S^{i+12}_c = S_l

17 Update UEs: K_i = K_i \ S^{i+12}_c 18 end 19 else 20 Schedule n UEs with poorest channels S^{i2}_p 21 Update UEs: K_i = K_i \ S^{i2}_p 22 end 23 end 24 Calculate sum-rate for scheduled UEs 25 Compute average sum-rate using eq. (19)

V. SIMULATION RESULTS In this section, we assess the sum-rate performance of the clustering techniques. We consider a CF network in a square area with side length of 400 m, L = 16 APs each equipped with N = 4 antennas, imperfect CSI and K = 128 randomly distributed single-antenna UEs. For the analysis of both sumrate and BER performances, our results are averaged over 1000 channel realizations, ensuring the statistical reliability and robustness of the results. Fig. 2 (a) depicts a comparison of UCCF networks using the LSF and BSR criteria with the CF network where no user scheduling is performed. BSR greatly outperforms LSF and approaches the CF network. For the same network without scheduling, Fig. 2 (b) presents the bit error rate (BER) curves, illustrating a substantial BER improvement of BSR over LSF.

We evaluated the F-Gr resource allocation algorithm by examining its performance in both CF and UCCF networks, the latter utilizing BSR and LSF criteria for AP clustering. Accordingly, Fig. 3 (a) shows the performance comparison of F-Gr in CF, the UCCF network with BSR clustering and the UCCF network with LSF clustering for configurations M = 64 APs and K = 128 UEs, and scheduling n = 20 UEs per timeslot. It is shown that using the proposed F-Gr

Fig. 2. Performance of networks: (a) Sum-rate for UCCF with different clustering criteria and CF network with no user scheduling, L = 16, N = 4, K = 128, (b): BER of UCCF networks with different clustering criteria and the CF network with no user scheduling, L = 16, N = 4, K = 128.

Fig. 3. Performance and complexity of F-Gr resource allocation: (a) F-Gr resource allocation sum-rate in CF and UCCF networks, L = 16, N = 4, K = 128 and n = 20, (b) Complexity of the proposed resource allocation for CF and UCCF networks when n = LN UEs are scheduled.

algorithm notably outperforms the LSF UCCF network and approaches the performance of the CF network. In Fig. 3 (b) the computational cost in terms of flops is shown for CF, BSR UCCF and LSF UCCF networks for scheduling n = LN UEs per network. It shows that UCCF network has a much less complexity compared to the CF network, and reveals the scalability and efficiency of BSR and F- Gr, even with up to 100 APs, ensuring high performance in a dense network. It also shows that LSF with UCCF networks is less complex than BSR with UCCF networks. This is because BSR with UCCF networks uses both large scale and small scale fading information, which results in significant performance improvement. Accordingly, Table. I shows the calculated computational cost in terms of flops and the signaling load for these networks which shows that using LSF results in less signaling load compared to BSR.

TABLE I COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY AND SIGNALING LOAD OF THE PROPOSED

RESOURCE ALLOCATION ALGORITHM

Network NO of FLOPs SignalingLoad

CF, Gr 4(LN)^3 + LN (2K + 6) LSF UCCF, Gr^{9128} (LN)^3 + LN

(_3 8 K + 7 ) + K + 1 2N^2L^2 + NL^2 + NL BSR UCCF, Gr^{2764} (LN)^3 +^{2732} (LN)^2 +^{1179256} LN +^{198} LNK

4N^2L^2 + 2NL

Fig. 4. Scheduling times for each UE in CF network using Gr and F-Gr scheduling methods for K = 128, n = 20 and 100 channel realizations.

Fig. 4 considers 100 channel realizations and the number of scheduling times of each user in the CF network. In the standard Gr technique, there are some users which are not supported well in several channel realizations while in the F- Gr technique, all the users are supported in different time slots.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have presented BSR clustering based on information rates and the F-Gr multiuser scheduling algorithm with fairness for UCCF networks. The results reveal that BSR obtains up to 35% higher rates than the existing LSF, and that F-Gr can ensure fairness across UEs.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Q. Ngo, A. Ashikhmin, H. Yang, E. G. Larsson, and T. L. Marzetta, “Cell-free massive mimo: Uniformly great service for everyone,” presented at the IEEE 16th international workshop on SPAWC, Stockholm, Sweden, 2015, pp. 201–205.

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

[3] 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 Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 611–652, 2021.

[4] A. P. Guevara, C. M. Chen, A. Chiumento, and S. Pollin, “Partial interference suppression in massive mimo systems: Taxonomy and experimental analysis,” IEEE Access, vol. 9, pp. 128925–128937, 2021.

[5] E. Björnson and L. Sanguinetti, “Scalable cell-free massive mimo systems,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 68, no. 7, July 2020.

[6] V. Tentu, E. Sharma, D. N. Amudala, and R. Budhiraja, “Uav-enabled hardware-impaired spatially correlated cell-free massive mimo systems: Analysis and energy efficiency optimization,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 70, no. 4, pp. 2722–2741, April 2022.

[7] C. Wei, K. Xu, X. Xia, Q. Su, M. Shen, W. Xie, and C. Li, “Usercentric access point selection in cell-free massive mimo systems: a gametheoretic approach,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 26, no. 9, pp. 2225–2229, Sept. 2022, doi: 10.1109/LCOMM.2022.3186350.

[8] P. Clarke and R. C. de Lamare, “Transmit diversity and relay selection algorithms for multirelay cooperative mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 1084–1098, 2012.

[9] V. M.T. Palhares, R. C. de Lamare, A. R. Flores, and L. T.N. Landau, “Iterative ap selection, mmse precoding and power allocation in cellfree massive mimo systems,” IET Communications, vol. 14, no. 22, pp. 3996–4006, 2020.

[10] V. M. T. Palhares, A. R. Flores, and R. C. de Lamare, “Robust mmse precoding and power allocation for cell-free massive mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 70, no. 5, pp. 5115– 5120, 2021.

[11] S. Mashdour, R. C. de Lamare, A. Schmeink, and J. P. S. H. Lima, “MMSE-based resource allocation for clustered cell-free massive MIMO networks,” presented at the IEEE 13th SCC, Braunschweig, Germany, February. 27- March. 3, 2023, pp. 149–154.

[12] S. Mashdour, R. C de Lamare, and J. P. S. H. Lima, “Enhanced subset greedy multiuser scheduling in clustered cell-free massive mimo systems,” IEEE Comm. Letters, vol. 27, no. 2, pp. 610–614, 2022.

[13] S. Mashdour, R. C. De Lamare, and João PSH Lima, “Multiuser scheduling with enhanced greedy techniques for multicell and cell-free massive mimo systems,” in 2022 IEEE 95th Vehicular Technology Conference:(VTC2022-Spring). IEEE, 2022, pp. 1–5.

[14] A. R. Flores, R. C. de Lamare, and K. V. Mishra, “Clustered cell-free multi-user multiple-antenna systems with rate-splitting: Precoder design and power allocation,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, 2023.

[15] S. Mashdour, S. Salehi, R. C. de Lamare, A. Schmeink, and J. P. S. H.

Lima, “Clustering and scheduling with fairness based on information rates for cell-free mimo networks,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, pp. 1–1, 2024.

[16] H. A. Ammar, R. Adve, S. Shahbazpanahi, G. Boudreau, and K. V. Srinivas, “Downlink resource allocation in multiuser cell-free mimo networks with user-centric clustering,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 1482–1497, March 2022, doi: 10.1109/TWC.2021.3104456.

[17] X. Zhou, H. Xia, and S. Wu, “A successful transmission probability based ap clustering scheme in user-centric cell-free networks,” China Communications, vol. 19, no. 12, pp. 118–128, 2022.

[18] B. Banerjee, R. C. Elliott, W. A Krzyrnień, and H. Farmanbar, “Access point clustering in cell-free massive mimo using multi-agent reinforcement learning,” in 2022 IEEE 33rd Annual International Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications (PIMRC). IEEE, 2022, pp. 1086–1092.

[19] 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 Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19, no. 10, pp. 6798–6812, 2020.

[20] S. Wu, L. Liu, W. Zhang, W. Meng, Q. Ye, and Y. Ma, “Revenuemaximizing resource allocation for multitenant cell-free massive mimo networks,” IEEE Systems Journal, vol. 16, no. 2, June 2022.

[21] C. D’Andrea and E. G. Larsson, “User association in scalable cell-free massive mimo systems,” in 2020 54th Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems, and Computers. IEEE, 2020, pp. 826–830.

[22] R. C. de Lamare, “Massive mimo systems: Signal processing challenges and future trends,” URSI Radio Science Bulletin, vol. 2013, no. 347, pp. 8–20, 2013.

[23] W. Zhang, H. Ren, C. Pan, M. Chen, R. C. de Lamare, B. Du, and J. Dai, “Large-scale antenna systems with ul/dl hardware mismatch: Achievable rates analysis and calibration,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 63, no. 4, pp. 1216–1229, 2015.

[24] M. Joham, W. Utschick, and J.A. Nossek, “Linear transmit processing in mimo communications systems,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 53, no. 8, pp. 2700–2712, 2005.

[25] K. Zu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Generalized design of low-complexity block diagonalization type precoding algorithms for multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 61, no. 10, pp. 4232–4242, 2013.

[26] W. Zhang, R. C. de Lamare, C. Pan, M. Chen, J. Dai, B. Wu, and X. Bao, “Widely linear precoding for large-scale mimo with iqi: Algorithms and performance analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 3298–3312, 2017.

[27] S. F. B. Pinto and R. C. de Lamare, “Block diagonalization precoding and power allocation for multiple-antenna systems with coarsely quantized signals,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 10, pp. 6793–6807, 2021.

[28] K. Zu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Multi-branch tomlinsonharashima precoding design for mu-mimo systems: Theory and algorithms,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 62, no. 3, pp. 939–951, 2014.

[29] L. Zhang, Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Zhao, “Robust multibranch tomlinson–harashima precoding design in amplify-and-forward mimo relay systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 62, no. 10, pp. 3476–3490, 2014.

[30] Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, and R. Fa, “Switched interleaving techniques with limited feedback for interference mitigation in ds-cdma systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 59, no. 7, pp. 1946–1956, 2011.

[31] Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, L.-L. Yang, and M. Zhao, “Robust mmse precoding based on switched relaying and side information for multiuser mimo relay systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 64, no. 12, pp. 5677–5687, 2015.

[32] A. R. Flores, R. C. de Lamare, and B. Clerckx, “Linear precoding and stream combining for rate splitting in multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 890–894, 2020.

[33] A. R. Flores, R. C. De Lamare, and B. Clerckx, “Tomlinson-harashima precoded rate-splitting with stream combiners for mu-mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 6, pp. 3833–3845, 2021.

[34] A. R. Flores and R. C. de Lamare, “Robust and adaptive power allocation techniques for rate splitting based mu-mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 70, no. 7, pp. 4656–4670, 2022.

[35] H. Ruan and R. C. de Lamare, “Distributed robust beamforming based on low-rank and cross-correlation techniques: Design and analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 67, no. 24, pp. 6411– 6423, 2019.

[36] L. T. N. Landau and R. C. de Lamare, “Branch-and-bound precoding for multiuser mimo systems with 1-bit quantization,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 770–773, 2017.

[37] D. M. V. Melo, L. T. N. Landau, R. C. de Lamare, P. F. Neuhaus, and G. P. Fettweis, “Zero-crossing precoding techniques for channels with 1-bit temporal oversampling adcs,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 22, no. 8, pp. 5321–5336, 2023.

[38] G. Dimic and N. D. Sidiropoulos, “On downlink beamforming with greedy user selection: performance analysis and a simple new algorithm,” IEEE Trans. Sig. Proc., vol. 53, no. 10, pp. 3857–3868, Oct. 2005.