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Abstract—In this paper, the large-scale MU-MIMO system null out the MUI. Hence, the more users are served, the less
is considered where a base station (BS) with extremely large transmit dimensions for each user are left. As a result,éf th
number of antennas (V) serves relatively less number of Users yangmit power is not large enough to compensate for the loss

(K). In order to achieve largest sum rate, it is proven that L . . .
the amount of users must be limited such that the number of of transmit dimensions for each user, the sum rate is detline

antennas at the BS is preponderant over that of the antennas Hence, unlike the previous works treating the extra trahsmi
at all the users. In other words, the antennas at the BS should dimensions as an optional approach to improve the system
be excess. The extra antennas at the BS are no longer just anperformance, our contributions in this paper are that thess

optional approach to enhance the system performance but the ¢ ontennas at the BS is proven to be a prerequisite to the
prerequisite to the largest sum rate. Based on this factor,dr a
largest sum rate as well.

fixed N, the optimal K that maximizes the sum rate is further
obtained. Additionally, it is also pointed out that the sum rate can More specifically, if V is fixed, it is proven that the largest
be substantially improved by only adding a few antennas at tb  sum rate occurs at a certafd where N is greater than the

BS when the system isV = K'M with M denoting the antennas at  gmoynt of antennas at al users. Subsequently, the optimal

each user. The derivations are under the assumption oV and M . . . .
going to infinity, and being implemented on different precodrs. K that maximizes the sum rate is further obtained for a given

Numerical simulations verify the tightness and accuracy ofour V. Though similar works can be found inl[4] and [5], their

asymptotic results even for smallN and M. works are only focused on the zero-forcing (ZF) precoders fo
LS MU multiple-input single-output (LS MU-MISO) systems
|. INTRODUCTION where N is much larger thark’, which can be included as a

Large-scale multiuser multiple-input multiple-outputSL special case_of our works. Additionally, it_ is shown that mnak
MU-MIMO) systems are currently regarded as a novel corfl€ System inV = KM with M denoting the antennas at
munication architecture. By exploiting extremely largenner ©aCh user is always not the optimal strategy, the sum rate can
of antennas X) at the base bastion (BS) to serve relativel(® Substantially improved by only adding a few antennas at
less number of usersk(), several attractive advantages ard'€ BS. The derivations are under the assumption of large-
emerged, such as the increased system capacity, the red @& Systems, and being implemented on the ZF precoders,
power consumption, and the improved spectral efficiefity [1fhe regularized ZF (RZF) precoders, and the singular value
[3]. Therefore, the extra antennas at the BS are regarded agi§composition (SVD)-based precoders, respectively. Awsh
optional approach to enhance the system performance. by nume_ncal s_|mulat|ons, the our results are prqve_n_to be

However, with such large transmit dimensions (created ympt_otlcally tight and accurate for the systems withiséal
N), it is intuitional to serve the same scale of users for larg€!MenNSIONS. _ _
sum rate. But, as shown in this paper, the sum rate decredg§0ns. Throughout this paper, vectors and matrices are
instead of increasing with if the transmit power at the denoted by boldface letters:)™, o tr(-), B[], and [-]

BS is not sufficiently large after a certain number of userd€note conjugate transposition, pseudo-inversion, rége
Consequently, it is requisite to keep the transmit dimersio€XPectation, and round down operation, respectively.heut
excess for the largest sum rate as well. more, ‘a.s.” means almost surely, and) " = max (0, x). The

This fact is caused by the existence of the multiuser inte¢=dimension identity matrix is donated &s. log denotes the
ference (MUI). Since that the optimal approach to pre-cand@9arithm to the base df.
the MUI, the dirty-paper coding (DPC), is too complex to
be implemented, simple linear precoders are chosen as the II. SYSTEM MODEL
only option for LS MU-MIMO systems[[3]. While, those

linear precoders consumes the transmit dimensions whgn t&eConsmer a single-cell downlink MU-MIMO system in Fig.

which comprises of a central BS witN antennas and{
This work is financially supported by the National NaturaleBce Foun- uncooperative user_s W'W antennaSN > KMis preferred, .
dation of China (NSFC) under Grant No. 61271188. thus, user scheduling is not taken into account.The redeive
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ﬂ columns in eacﬁ\?,(go), L should satisfy the dimensionality
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Figure 1. System model for LS MU-MIMO system Therefore, withBy, (1) is rewritten as

Vi = Heg xDisg + ny, ()
signal for thek-th user is given by whereH,, , = H; B, € CM*Lx is the equivalent channel for
« k-th user. The transmission model [d (3) can be interpreted as
B an equivalent SU-MIMO system in Fifl 2, which a BS with
Y = HiFysi + Hy #Zk Fisy, +ny, @) L, antennas communicates with a receiver withantennas.

D, € CE+*M s therefore the precoder for such system. To
wherey,, € CMx1 g e CMxL H, ¢ CM*N F, e CVN*M  ensure the existence &¥;, L, > M needs to be satisfied too.
andn; € CM*! are the received signal, information-bearing Obviously, [3) does not suffer the MUI, but it is worth
signal, channel matrix, precoder matrix, and Gaussiamthkr noticing that the transmit dimensions for each user have bee
noise vector for thek-th user, respectively. Since a LS-declined fromN in (@) to L; in @@). The loss of transmit
MIMO system is assumed, the entriesH, can be modeled dimensions will definitely decrease the rate for the current
as the identically independently distributed (i.i.d) ciarly- user. However, due to the cancellation of the MUI, the entire
symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean ah@ MU-MIMO system achieves the full degrees of freedom
variances2, namely,CA (0,02). For frequency selective fad- (DoFs) promised by the DPC precoding. If the transmit power
ing channels, this model can be extended by using orthogoA&the BS can enhance unlimitedly to compensate for the loss
frequency division multiplexing modulation (OFDM)![4]. €h of transmit dimensions, the sum rate will increase with
channel side information at transmitter (CSIT) is assumed. While, for the case of limited transmit power, there is traifie

Clearly, the transmit dimensions for tleth user isN, but between the number of users and the transmit dimensions.
the current user suffers the MUI, namely, the second termDefine the sum rate of the MU-MIMO system using BD
of the right hand side (RHS) of](1). Hence, the precodiri§chnique as
techniques are required to be utilized at the BS to pre-¢ance
the MUIL. Resum ZRk

The linear precoder are designed for single-user (SU)
MIMO (SU-MIMO) systems, which can be extended to MUWith
MIMO systems by block diagonalization (BD) techniqué [6]. 1
The precoder for BD technique is a cascade of two precoding /<% = ¥ {IOg det <1Mk + U_%Heqkaeq,ng,k) } ;
matrices, namelyF', = ByD;, whereB; removes the MUI
and Dy, can be further designed under the different criteriavhere Q. , = E [DkDH} denotes the input covariance
To do so,Bj should be chosen from the null space8f matrix and theo? is the variance of the noise. Since the
(VI # k), e, HiB, = 0 for any ! # k. In particulalrL} ifHx  transmit power is always limited, the following works in ghi

is defined adl, = {H{i’ LHP = H%} _then Paper is to quantify the impact of the tradeoff ®,.».

(4)

By can be obtained by the SVD df, namely, [1l. ASYMPTOTIC SUM RATE OF DIFFERENT PRECODERS
- . ra 1) ~(0)1H In this section, the asymptotic sum rate performance okthre
H,=U; (%, 0| |V, V ; i i -
k= Yk |k ko Yk ’ different precoders is derived, as a groundwork of analiysis

the next section. Before further introducing current setta
whereU,, and ;. are the left singular vector matrix and theoaSIC theorem is given at first.

matrix of ordered singular values ®f;,, respectively. Matrices Theorem: Consider two random matrices € CM*VN and
¢Y)

V,C ande denote the right singular matrices, each of themy ¢ CVxZ where the entries irA follow i.i.d CN (0,1) and
consists of the singular vectors corresponding to non-zeg’ B — 1, . If A is independent oB, the entries i = AB
singular values and zero singular valuesHf, respectively. share the same distributions as thosein

Note thatHlVi =0 (VI # k), By, is obtained by choosing Proof: See in [[6], also in[[7]. [ ]



A. Sngular Value Decomposition-based Precoder Since the right hand side (RHS) il (8) is a monotonically

The principle of SVD-based precoder is to decompose thiereasing function of’ in the region{0.25, oc), the solution
system channel into several parallel sub-channels, thpteim iS unique for every positive value gf.. SubsequentlyL{6) can
menting the power allocation using water-filling algoritien D€ calculated using numerical integral technique.
make all the exploited sub-channels have the same gains. Similarly to the definition in[(#), the asymptotic sum rate

Let Dy, = Vkleq/Q- whereV,, is the right singular matrix ©f SVD-based precodeR?Y D can be obtained vid}(5) and
of H.,r and My, is the diagonal power allocation matrix.@) for different values off..

Assum.ing_ the transit power allocated to theh user ist,_ B. Zero-forcing Precoder
The principle of SVD-based precoder can be mathematically

expressed as Unlike the SVD-based precoder decomposing the entire

u channel into several sub-channels, the ZF precoder ‘sraebth
: the channel by inversion operation, hence, the receivethbig
SVD _ s
Ry " =E {Z [log (MvAi)] } is just a scaled version of information-bearing signal.@pe
=1 ically, by definingDy, = xH_,, the rate ofk-th UT, RZ",

with the power level obtained from is revised as
M +
1 1 Ry = ME {log (1+ x°/02) }
I My — — — k g n 9
W (av-5) =
. . . H . .
where )\; denotes thé-th eigenvalue oﬂ\/[‘lHeqkaf;k and in-which r = \/ P /tr (Dka) is the power constraint
pr = Py /o2 factor. Clearlyx dominants the performance &Z". To have
Clearly, R7VP depends on\; (i = 1,...,M). Since the a friendly expression, th&®Z*" is rewritten as
distributions of eigenvalues for a matrix with regular dime 4
sions are too complex to be further analyzed, the asymptoR¢” = ME {log (1 + pi/tr [(Heqﬁkﬂik) ])} ,
behavior of); is mainly focused. s
Based on the Theorem above, the entriedin, ;. follow — ME{log (1 + px (Br — 1))}, 9
rﬁu;"dwferr?'meir' Ga“SS";m d'Str'bl;é?QDW';T;g;y :Src: where the “*3' abides by the asymptotic behavior of
' Pk = (/B )(Be1) vk Y M-'H.HE, [

converges to a deterministic value ds, M — o~ with Obvious]y, @) does not hold Wheﬁk approaches one.
Ly/M — g [, namely, That is because that th&,;, will converge to zero with

s, probability one in the case gf;, = 1, the first order moment
REVP 225 M| log (1 + p (B — 1)) + B log B

—1
of (Heq,ka;,k) is no longer converged.

— Brlog (B — 1) — log e}, (%) In order to evaluate the asymptotic performanceRyf”

JF .
where the derivation is directly based an [8] and the cohﬁtra\évgriglik equals one, the upper bound &, is derived,
a L

on pi ensures all the sub-channels are exploited for dat
transmission.

@) only holds in the case of, > 1. For 8, = 1, the RZF
minimum eigenvalue oM*lHeqkaH denoted by\ iy,

-1

M
ME{log [ 1+ pi <M12)\1> ,
1=1

eq,k’
converges to zero under large-scale system assumptiom[9]. M
this case, only part of the the sub-channels will be usedetnd < E {Z log (1 + pk/\i)} : (10)
the circumstanceR;V? shows almost sure convergence to i=1

svp as. [t B where <’ follows from Jensen’s inequality. The RHS ¢f {10)
Ry — /771 log, (V) f1 (z) dz (6) converges to the following integral with probability one as

L, M ith L, /M ,i.e.,
with 7 = Mv calculated from k) =+ 0O WI kM= B
M

4
/ ( - 3) fi (@) dz = py. (7 E {Zlog(l " pm} 2501 [ tog 1+ pua) i, (0)
p—1 X i—1

where f, (z) is the probability density of M&enko-Pastur i, which f,, (x) is the probability density of Méenko-Pastur
distribution with parameter one [10]. Solving the integil gjstribution with parameteg;,. The integral yields a closed-

(@) yields form solution, which is
1 B 1-2v —
Pk =5 {(1 +20) m"b( ; > —3vir - 1] - ® R M[Blog (14 pi — F (o, 1)

1°gk Flowbe)], @1

L It should be noticed thalV is scaling up correspondingly to hold the -+ log (1 + prBx — F (pk, Bk)) —
dimension constraint i, 12).



Table |

where EXPLICIT FORMS OF ARRAY GAIN FOR DIFFERENT PRECODERS
2
Fen) = (Ve vl 1= e - var +1) - T 7) |
SVD (6—K+1)10g<1+ﬁ>+10ge
and '’ denotes asymptotically equal or less than. RZF | log (1 + \/1 + <<ﬁ'+)+1>2> _1
Consequently, the asymptotic sum rate of ZF precoder, 7F 0
RZF | can be derived froni{9) and(11) for iyl (4) for different
values ofy.

IV. RESULTS ANDNUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In this section, the main results in this paper are presented

The RZF precoder is proposed to improve the performanggy peing verified by numerical simulations. There is tréideo
of ZF precoder in the case of, = 1 by adding a mulUp}{e of hetween transmit dimensions and the number of users is given
the identify matrix before inversion, nameB;, = kWH,, ;. at first, followed by the optimalk that maximizes theR su,m.

with W = (Hgﬂkﬂeqyk + Mp,jllLk)_l. Throughout this section, @V, M, K) system is referred as

Unlike the previous precoders, the received signal suffeddt USers system witV transmit antennas at the BS and
the inter-stream interference. Recalling the transmissiodel '€C€ive antennas at each usgy. and P, are assumed to be

in @), thei-th stream for thek-th user is given as L =N — (K —1)M andP for all the users. The assumption
is logical, because the large transmit dimensions maxinize

H M H the rate per user, and it is unnecessary to implement power
yi = £hiWh;"s; + “hiZWha‘ 8§+ i, allocation among statistically identical users. Addititip,
el ‘ZF’, ‘RZF’, and ‘SVD’ are abbreviations for the MU-MIMO
whereh; y;, s;, andn; denote thei-th row of H., s, thei- systems using BD technique with ZF precoder, RZF precoder,
th elements iny,, s;, and ny, respectively. HenceR*#?¥ and SVD-based precoder, respectively.
is redefined as a function of received signal-to-noise-plus Based on the configurations aboy®, is further rewritten

C. Regularized Zero-forcing Precoder

interference-ratio (SINR) for each stream, i.e., as
M Be=08—-K+1, (13)
RiT =E {Zlog (1+ %‘)} where3 = N/M is the normalized the transmit dimensions.
i=1 And py, is set top for all the user withp = P/o2. Clearly,
with the SINR for thei-th stream the normalized transmit dimensions per usgey)(is declined
9 with K.
h;Wh, To quantify the impact of the tradeoff on the sum rate,
Vi = o > 2\’ the asymptotic sum rates of above three different precdders
(hiWH[iJH[ﬂWhi +on/k ) summarized into an unified form, donated Ry...,,, hamely,
whereHy; is the H., ; with i-th row removed. Rsum (K,p) = KM [T, (K, p) + T, (K, p)], for K < 3
Before introducing the asymptotic behaviorBf4F, it is (14)

pointed out that the largest eigenvalue M—lHeq,kaqyk, whereZ; (K, p) = log(1+p (8 — K)), andZ;, (K, p) varies

Amax, Shows the almost sure convergence to a deterministiem different precoders whose explicit forms can be found i

value asLj, M — oo with Ly /M — S, namely [9], Table[l. For the case ok = 3, Rsum (K, p) can be derived
s 2 from (4), (6), [11) and[(12) for different precoders.
Amax —— (1 + v/ Bk) . From [I3), it is observed th& ..., (K, p) can be decom-

posed into three terms, which are promised by the number
Therefore,M ~*H,, s H ; has uniformly bounded spectralof users /), the excess of transmit dimensions per user
norm on M with probability one. Based on this fack;“" (7, (K, p)), and array gainZ (K, p)), respectivel§. Those
converges to the following equation with the large-scalg- sythree terms impact on the sum rate differently. The number of

tem assumption, i.e., users dominants the DoFs, which is ratio”®f,,,,, increasing
with p. While the last two terms determine the ‘starting point’

RRZF @, arly 1 1 from which Rsum increases withp. _ N
k 082 | 1+ ok (Br ) When K increases, on one hand, the DoFs is definitely

increased. On the other hand, the transmit dimensions are

+ \/Pﬁ (Br — 1)2 +20 B+ 1) +1) —1], (12 declined, which leads to an ill-conditioned equivalentrofea
matrix for each user. Therefore, the second term is dealease

when K increases. But since the array gain is benefited

which is based on [SCorollary 2].

_ Consgquen-tly, the asymptqtic_sum ratg of RZF preCOderzThe analysis for the case d¢f = (3 is omitted, because that the number
REZF "is achievable by substituting{[12) intal (4). of users of that case is fixed.

sum
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—e—SVD

from the coherent combining of channel gains, the larger thé —e—R7F
condition number of each equivalent channel is, the moayarr = 2/ ‘ : ——7F |

gain each user is obtained in the presence of ES{]EII]. im— |
Hence, same to the first term, the third term increases with;
K. However, because of the propertieslog (1 + ), the
decrement ofZ; (K, p) exceeds the increment @& (K, p).
As a result, the ‘starting point' oR,,,, increasing withp
is declined whenK gets large. In conclusion, the tradeoff
between K and the transmit dimensions per user can be:
interpreted as the tradeoff between the ratio and ‘stapoigt’
of Rum iNcreasing withp .

According to above analysis, it is intuitional that the regh O > 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48 50
sum rate is achieved by serving users as many as possible when Number of transmit antennas (N)
the transmit power is unlimited. But, when the transmit i$ no_
sufficient large, the sum rate of a system with more users mag-" >
be lower than that of a system with relatively less userss It i
because that the sum rate with higher increasing ratio hias n

. o . ) ; . 88ncluded into an explicit form. However, sin®,.,, (p, K)
;?tt(;]r:aegi\l/'l:np”th those rising from a higher ‘starting poirety is an unary offline function of{ for a givenp, implementing

Before further finding th timal ber of th 1 — D searching ovelC is also a low-complexity solution.
elore turther inding the optimal nuMber of USErS, e ac- 11,4 yapavior ofc* whenp increases is evaluated in Fig. 4.

curacy .a”d.“ghF“ess Rsum (K, p) are verified via numerlca! Since RZF develops into ZF at high SNR regime, its behavior
simulation in Fig.[8, where,.,, denotes the total transmit, . ited in the FiglK. It is observed that* increases

S.NR fqr all users. ‘Sim. _and Aysmp.’ are _abbrewatlon_s fo(/vith p, which is corresponding to the previous analysis. The
simulation and asymptotic results, respectively. As shawn mismatches of ZF aftep — 90dB is likely caused by

Fig3, outr. a;]stympto?c suman?tesdaNnd:pdp?hr boundmtffm ¢ the usage of upper bound. It is obvious that serving users as
g.rf? ver;g '9 edven or sm af% f .tI nb tdesum ra esfto large as possible guarantees the highest sum rate when the
erent precoders increase withh Tirstly but decreases attery o ngmit power is unlimited. However, it also can be seeh tha

a certain Yalue o as analyz.ed above. * being the maximumi only happens at very highs,m,
Thf qptlmaIK where the highest sum rate occurs, denot? learly should be greater tha®0dB), which indicates that
by K*, is . _ making the system fully loadi = () is not the best strategy
K" =arg ?gféRsum (15)  when the transmit power is limited.

i , ) ) ) Specifically, AR ;... the increment ofR,.,,, brought by
for a fixed p, where K is the set including all candidates Ofonly adding one antenna at the BS compared to previous
K,ie,Ke{l,...,|8]}. The exactk* involves solving the

; _ _ systems, is plotted in Fid.]5. For example, if the original
equations with the form of = log, (1 + ), which can not be system is a(N, M, K) system,AR,... donates the incre-
B . . o ment of Ry, from (N +1,M,K) to (N, M, K), or from
Notice that ZF omits the channel gains by the inversion dfmrahence,

it can not obtain the array gain. Besides, RZF develops ift@Zhigh SNR (N + 2, M, K) to (N+ 1, M’ K) and so 0'?- _In FigDS, the
regime, it explains why the array gain vanishespas> co. original system configuration i$20,2,10), it is clear that

(N,2,10), paum = 15dB

Increment of sum rate (A

Increment of asymptotic sum rate brought by addimg antenna
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