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Abstract—This paper considers multi-cell Massive MIMO
(multiple-input multiple-output) systems where the channels
are spatially correlated Rician fading. The channel model
is composed of a deterministic line-of-sight (LoS) path and
a stochastic non-line-of-sight (NLoS) component describing a
practical spatially correlated multipath environment. We derive
the statistical properties of the minimum mean squared error
(MMSE), element-wise MMSE (EW-MMSE), and least-square
(LS) channel estimates for this model. Using these estimates
for maximum ratio (MR) combining and precoding, rigorous
closed-form uplink (UL) and downlink (DL) achievable spectral
efficiency (SE) expressions are derived and analyzed. The asymp-
totic SE behavior when using the different channel estimators are
also analyzed. Numerical results show that the SE is higher when
using the MMSE estimator than the other estimators, and the
performance gap increases with the number of antennas.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, spatially correlated Rician
fading, channel estimation, spectral efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive MIMO (multiple-input multiple-output) is the key
technology for increasing the spectral efficiency (SE) in future
cellular networks, by virtue of beamforming and spatial mul-
tiplexing [[1]]. A Massive MIMO base station (BS) is equipped
with a massive number (e.g., a hundred) of individually
steerable antennas, which can be effectively used to serve tens
of user equipments (UEs) simultaneously on the same time-
frequency resource. The canonical form of Massive MIMO
operates in time-division duplex (TDD) mode and acquires
channel state information (CSI) by using uplink (UL) pilot
signaling and channel reciprocity [2]]. The CSI is used for
coherent UL receive combining and downlink (DL) transmit
precoding.

The achievable SEs of Massive MIMO systems with imper-
fect CSI have been rigorously characterized and optimized for
fading channels modeled by either spatially uncorrelated [J3] or
spatially correlated [2], [4] Rayleigh fading. Communication
with fading-free (line-of-sight) LoS propagation has also be
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treated [2]], [5]]. However, practical channels can consist of
a combination of a deterministic LoS path and small-scale
fading caused by multipath propagation, which can be modeled
by the Rician fading model [6].

The performance of Massive MIMO with Rician fading
channels is much less analyzed than with Rayleigh fading. The
single-cell case was studied in [7]-[9] under the assumption
of spatially uncorrelated Rician fading channels and zero-
forcing (ZF) processing. Approximate SE expressions for the
UL and DL were provided in [7]] and [8]], [9], respectively. The
multi-cell case was studied in [10]-[12]], assuming spatially
uncorrelated Rician fading within each cell and spatially
uncorrelated Rayleigh fading across cells. Approximate SE
expressions were derived in the UL with ZF combining [[11]]
and in the DL with ZF [10]] or regularized ZF precoding [12].
Note that these are the prior works that consider imperfect CSI,
which is the practically relevant scenario, while prior works
assuming perfect CSI can be found in the reference lists of
(71-[12].

A. Main Contributions

There are three major limitations of the prior works. First,
the fading was modeled as spatially uncorrelated, although
practical channels are correlated, due the finite number of
scattering clusters [2]. Second, the inter-cell channels were
modeled by Rayleigh fading, although it may happen that a
UE has LoS paths to multiple BSs (e.g., in parks, dense small-
cell deployments, or when serving unmanned aerial vehicles
(UAVs)). The existence of an LoS path depends on environ-
mental factors. In the simulation part, we use a probabilistic
approach based on the 3GPP model [13] to achieve a realistic
scenario. Third, only approximate SE expressions were derived
in closed form in prior works, which only provide insights
into special operational regimes, such as having asymptotically
many antennas. In this paper, we address these shortcomings:

« We consider a multi-cell scenario with spatially correlated
Rician fading channels between the pairs of BSs and UEs
that are determined statistically where other pairs have
spatially correlated Rayleigh fading channels. Previously,
this channel model has only been used for single-cell
scenarios with perfect CSI [[14], [15].

« We derive the minimum mean squared error (MMSE),
element-wise MMSE (EW-MMSE) and least-square (LS)
channel estimators and characterize their statistics. Us-
ing these estimates for MR combining and precoding,
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we compute rigorous closed-form UL and DL SEs and
discuss their structure.

o We analyze asymptotic behavior of UL and DL SEs under
spatially correlated Rician fading when using the different
estimators.

o« We compare the UL and DL SEs with MMSE, EW-
MMSE and LS estimation numerically, considering both
correlated and uncorrelated Rician and Rayleigh fading.

The conference version of this paper [[16] only considered
the UL and only used the MMSE and LS estimators.

Reproducible research: All the simulation results can be
reproduced using the Matlab code and data files available at:
https://github.com/emilbjornson/rician-massive-mimo

II. CHANNEL AND SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a Massive MIMO system with L cells where
each cell consists of one base station (BS) with M; antennas
that serves K single-antenna user equipments (UEs). The
system operates in TDD mode where the channel responses
remain constant over a coherence block of 7. samples. Also,
we assume that the channel realizations are independent
between any pair of coherence blocks. The size of 7. is
determined by the carrier frequency and external factors such
as the propagation environment and UE mobility [3]]. The
samples are used for three different tasks: 7, samples for
uplink (UL) pilot signals, 7, samples for UL data transmission
and 74 samples for downlink (DL) data transmission where
To = Tp + 7, + 7¢. Both UL and DL channels are estimated
by uplink pilot signals by exploiting channel reciprocity in the
TDD protocolﬂ

The channel response between UE k in cell / and the BS
in cell j is denoted by hj), € CMi. Each element of hj,
corresponds to the propagation channel from the UE to one
of the BS’s M; antennas. The superscript of h{k indicates the
BS index and the subscript identifies the index of the cell and
the UE. While the channel responses are the same in the UL
and DL of a coherence block, for notational convenience, we
use h), for the UL channel and (h), )* for DL channel.

In this paper, we consider spatially correlated Rician fading
channels. Each channel vector h{k, Vjl € 1,...,L and
Vk € 1,...,K, is modeled as a realization of the circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian distributiorﬂ

o~ Ne () R), ), ()

where the mean h’ € CMj corresponds to the LoS component

and R{k e CM; XM/ is the positive semi-definite covariance
matrix describing the spatial correlation of the non-line-of-
sight (NLoS) components. The small-scale fading is described
by the Gaussian distribution whereas R and h model the
macroscopic propagation effects, 1nclud1ng pathloss, shadow-
fading, and the antenna gains and radiation patterns at the
transmitter and receiver. The average channel gain from one

'We assume that the hardware is fully synchronized for reciprocity; see [2
Sec. 6] for a review of calibration techniques.

2Strictly speaking, circularly symmetric random variable must have zero
mean, but we consider the common extension of this terminology to the case
when it is sufficient that the non-zero-mean part is circularly symmetric.

of the antennas at BS j to UE k in cell / is determined by the
normalized trace as

. 1 .
ﬁ;k = ﬁjtr(R;k)' (2

where ,B{k is called the large-scale fading coefficient.

III. CHANNEL ESTIMATION

Each BS requires CSI for receive processing. Therefore, 7,
samples are reserved for performing UL pilot-based channel
estimation in each coherence block, giving room for 7, mu-
tually orthogonal pilot sequences. These pilot sequences are
allocated to different UEs and the same sequences are reused
by UEs in multiple cells. The deterministic pilot sequence of
UE £ in cell j is denoted by ¢, € C™ and [|¢;|> = 7. We
define the set

P ={Li): =yl =1,...,

with indices of all UEs in the system that utilize the same
pilot sequence as UE k in cell j (including the UE itself). The
received pilot signal Y;.’ € CMi*™p at BS j is

Li=1...K}, @)

L K;

Zv—lmp,k ,M;HZZ Dbl ol +ND. ()
=1
l#j =

where N” € CMi*™» has independent and identically dis-
tributed N (0, o-2)-elements, with variance o7 To estimate the
channel hy, BS j multiplies Yj.’ with the UE’s pilot sequence
#,; to obtain

Yp¢ll ‘/[ETPh{t-’- VPl er l' i N5)¢}: )

(i) ePi\(Li)

yjll

The processed received pilot signal yﬁ.’h. € CMj is a sufficient

statistics for estimating h{i [2]. We will now consider three dif-
ferent channel estimators, which rely on different amounts of
statistical channel knowledge. The statistical distributions (the
mean vector and covariance matrices) can be estimated using
the sample mean and sample covariance matrices in practice
(2], [17]-[20]. Note that a small change in the UE location
may result in a significant phase-shift of the LoS component.
More specifically, if the UE moves half a wavelength away
from the BS, the phase of the channel response changes by
180°. This phase shift, however, will be identical for all BS
antennas, and may therefore be accurately tracked in practice.

A. MMSE Channel Estimator

Based on the processed received pilot signal in (3)), the
BS can apply MMSE estimation to obtain an estimate of h{l.
as shown in the following lemma. Notice that the Bayesian
MMSE estimator requires that the statistical distributions are
fully known.

Lemma 1: The MMSE estimate of channel from BS j to
UE i in cell [ is

N J <P
hy, =ty + Vpui ‘I’ (,zz_ jli)’ (©)



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMMUNICATIONS, VOL. 67, NO. 5, MAY 2019

— h/
= Z(l',i’)EP“ \/pl'i/Tphl,i, and

where yj.’ .

-1
> prtpR, o IM,) )

, -1
J— p -
¥, = 1,Cov {yﬂi} = (

(,inePy;

The estimation error fl{i =h) - ﬁfi has the covariance matrix
YN Y
C, =Ry, —putpR, ¥Ry, ®)

and the mean-squared error is MSE = E{ ||h{l.—ﬁ{l. I’} = tr(C{i).

The MMSE estimate ﬁ{i and the estimation error h{i are
independent random variables and distributed as
ﬁ{i ~ Ne (B{i’ R{i - C{i) ’ ©)
B, ~ Ne (00, C,) (10)

Proof: The proof follows from the standard MMSE
estimation of Gaussian random variables that are observed in
Gaussian noise [2]], [21]]. _ O

Note that the estimation error covariance matrix C{i does
not depend on the mean values. In other words, the estimation
error is not affected by the LoS components since these
are known and can be subtracted from the received signals.
Moreover, the channel estimates of UEs in the set P;; are
not independent, despite the assumption that the channels
are independent. This is known as pilot contamination and
happens since the UEs use the same pilot sequence. UE
(j, k) € P;; has the channel estimate

¥, (v~ 0)
jll Jli

—h +\/[T an

o, . . "] . . P .
and it is correlated with h;, in (&) since Yj;; appears in both

expressions and ‘I’{i = ‘P’:k. We will utilize the distributions
of the channel estimates and estimation errors in Sections [V]
and [V] when analyzing the UL and DL SE.

B. Element-wise MMSE Channel Estimator

If the BS does not have knowledge of the entire covariance
matrices, the EW-MMSE estimator can be implemented as an
alternative [2], [22]. In this method, only the diagonals of the
covariance matrices are needed and the correlation between the
elements are ignored by the estimator. As a result, there are
no matrix inversions and thus the computational complexity
is greatly reduced as compared to the MMSE estimator in
Lemma [l

Lemma 2: The EW-MMSE estimate of channel from BS j
to UE i in cell [ is

K —h/
by, = hy, + \/17_th Azl ( Yjii ~ ]ll)

where D;l. € CMixM;j and A‘fl.

with D}, = diag (|R}|

(12)

€ CMi*M; are diagonal matrices
m= 1,...,Mj) and A{i =

-1
M)

and the

. 2 _
diag ([Z(l/’i/)ep” plri/‘r,,Rl, L+ o IMj]mm m=1,...,
The distributions of EW-MMSE estimate ﬁ{i
estimation error fl{i are correlated and distributed as

B, ~ Ne (B, 2. (13)

B~ Ao (oM (14)

o J
D; and X, = Rj; -

where Z{i = pliTl’D{iA{i (‘I’gz) At i
putyRIALD! - pyt, D) AJR) + X
Proof: We can easily get the desired result using the same
approach as was employed to derive the MMSE estimator,
but estimating each element separately using only the signal
obtained at that antenna and then computing the resulting
statistics. _ _ O
In contrast to MMSE estimation, ﬁ;i and fl{i are correlated
with E {ﬁ{i(fl{i)H} = pliTpD;l.A{iR{i —Z{i except in the special
case when all the covariance matrices are diagonal.

C. LS Channel Estimator

If the BS has no prior information regarding R’ and h’ the
non-Bayesian LS estimator can be utilized to get an estlmate
of the propagation channel h’ The LS estimate is defined as
the value of th that minimizes ||yj " \/ph‘rphl ||, which in

this case is

N 1
W= v . (15)
li \/ETP Jli

Lemma 3: The LS estimator and estimation error are corre-
lated random variables and distributed as

o 1 iyt
1
~ . 17
N(C( i~ ,—lTp ]ll Pty ( ) ( )
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [C] O

This lemma shows that the statistics are more complicated
than when using the MMSE and EW-MMSE estimators.
For example, the estimation error has non-zero mean, which
needs to be accounted for when analyzing the communication
performance.

IV. UPLINK SPECTRAL EFFICIENCY WITH MR COMBINING
During data transmission, the received signal y; € CMj at
BS jis

L K

Y; hijJk+ZZhhSl, +Ilj,

k=1 =1 i=
1£3)

(18)

where n; ~ N (OMj, oflle) is additive noise. The UL signal
from UE k in cell / is denoted by s;z € C and has power
Pik = E{lslklz}. The first term in (I8) is the desired signal
and the latter terms denote interference and noise, respectively.
BS j selects the receive combining vector vjx € CMi based
on its CSI and multiplies it with y; to separate the desired
signal from its UE k from interference. As in [2, Th. 4.4], the
ergodic UL capacity of UE k in cell j is lower bounded by

SEl = “log, (1+%) [bit/s/Hz,  (19)
C
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with the effective SINR

P BN )2

fading Massive MIMO systems. The signal terms in the
numerator depend on the estimation quality and the LoS

ul _
yjk - L K;

DU puBAVER P} = pi BAVER, 3P + o B lvel*}
=1 i=1

(20)
where the expectations are with respect to all sources of
randomness. Since SE;‘}c is below the capacity, it is an ergodic
achievable SE. The effective SINR y;}{ can be computed
numerically for any combining scheme and channel estimator.
We will show that it can be computed in closed form when
using MR combining, based on each of the three channel
estimators derived in Section [IIl

A. Uplink Spectral Efficiency with MMSE estimator

If the MMSE estimator in (6) is used, we obtain a closed-
form expression for the SE in as in the next theorem.

Theorem 1: If MR combining with v;; = ﬁi.k is used based
on the MMSE estimator, then ’

A o
B VAW, = piryte (R WLRS ) + IR 1)
B{IVikIP} = prpte (R R ) + 1% (22)

and E{|Vﬁ(h{i|2} is given in (23), at the bottom of this page.

Plugging these expressions into the SINR in (20) yields

) J el R o
P ptr (Rjk‘ijRjk) + pjell |

ul,mmse —

Jk L K; ’

_é'_-ul + _rul o ul + 2

Plisy; Pl = PjkVjp T Oy

=1 i=1 (l,i)Eij\(j,k)
. (24)
B4
where v¥l = e &Y and TY correspond
ik > & Ii p

PikTpte(R] W RY )+, I

to LoS-related interference, non-coherent interference, and

coherent interference, respectively. The latter two are given
at the bottom of this page.

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [D] O

The rigorous closed-from SINR expression in (24) provides

important and exact insights into the behaviors of Rician

,component. The former is reduced by pilot contamination,
since sz.kTptl' (Rj.k‘l’j.k jk) = pjktr (Rj.k - Cj.k), which is the
transmit power multiplied with the trace of the covariance
matrix of the channel estimate in (9).

In the denominator, the relation between the covariance ma-
trices Ri.k and R, and the inner product of LoS components
l_lj:k and 1_1{[ determine how large the interference terms are. If
the covariance matrices span different subspaces, or one has
very small eigenvalues (e.g., due to weak large-scale fading),
there will be little interference from the NLoS propagation.
Similarly, there is little interference from the LoS propagation
when l_l‘j,.k and hy, are nearly orthogonal.

The non-coherent interference term fl“l.l does not increase
with M;, unless l_lj:k and fl{i are nearly parallel vectors. The

coherent interference term l";*l.‘ involves the pilot-contaminating
UEs, which are (/,i) € Pjx\(j, k), and it grows linearly with
M;. The term v‘?}{ grows with M; and depends on the norm of
J

desired UE’s LoS component.

B. Uplink Spectral Efficiency with EW-MMSE Estimator

If the EW-MMSE estimator in @]) is used, we obtain
a closed-form expression for the SE in (I9) as in the next
theorem. )

Theorem 2: If MR combining with v;; = ﬁ‘;k is used based
on the EW-MMSE estimator, then

B{vin ) = purpur (D) AL D7 ) + IR D)
B{IvjelP} = (%, ) + IR, 1P, (28)

and E{|Vﬁ(h{i|2} is given in (29), at the top of next page.

Plugging these expressions into the SINR in 20) gives y}’,lc’ew
in (30).
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [E] O

This SINR expression in Theorem [2| is more complicated
than when using the MMSE estimator, but can be interpreted
in an analogous way.

2 o) Wi
E Hvﬁ(hfi| } = PjkTplrt (R;iRj'k‘Pj'kRj'k

) +pjkTp(l_1{l.)HR]: v R/ R

N S
PjkPIT, |tr (R{i‘l‘ijj.k)| + 24/PjrpiitpRe {tr (R;i‘l’j.kRj.k) (h;i)th,k} (1,i) € Pjx

. .. . .12
Fi NHppd EiNHJ
VR g+ () Rlihjk+|(hjk) hli|

) 23)
J RJ J J h J J J ) J w/ WO O\Hh/

G (RIRS, LR, ) + pyury (B]) R W, R R+ (B )RR, +|(B) )R o)

i = ——— — ,

pixtptr (R, W RS, ) + IR, |2
P N _\H_.
Py |t (R R )+ 2y, Re {tr (R R () hj.k}

= (26)

J
DjkTplr (Rjk

J Rt o2
‘I’ijjk) + IR
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.12 . . _ . _ _ -
E{|vﬂh;i) }: it = (REET) + ()P RIRS, + (W), B+ 1R )R P
L pput (i (DA, ,k)) + 2\ rpmpt (DAL D ) Re {()MBL} (L) € Py 29)
- pit (preote (D1, AL D) + B, 1)
yjk = L K (30)

S puxi = oy (parytr (D, AL DL )+ B, )+

=1 i=1

o2 (or (2],) + 1B, 1)

C. Uplink Spectral Efficiency with LS Estimator

If the LS estimator in (T3) is used, we obtain a closed-form
expression for the SE in (T9) as in the next theorem.

Theorem 3: If MR combining with vj; = p_;myfjk is used
J D
based on the LS estimator, then

HyJ j VPl oj \HEj
{ Wl=u®)+ > YL@)PR,. G

jk ]k} jk - li k

(iyep; VPik !
B{IVAIR = ——u (¥ ) + kG2

ik Tp

and E{|VH hj 1} is glven in (33), at the top of next page where
Xjk = ]]k = \putph 11 and (ij) : (\Iljk) : —Pl;TpR

Plugging these into (20) gives yul " in (34) where Xlul Is 5
defined in (33).

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [F O
Note that the Rayleigh fading counterpart of (34) can be easily
obtained by setting all the mean vectors to zero. In this case,
the difference in SE between the MMSE and LS/EW-MMSE
estimators can be rather small [2]. However, the loss in SE
incurred by using the LS estimator under Rician fading can
be quite large depending on the dominance of LoS paths.

Since the mean values are not utilized as prior information,
the interference terms are larger than when using the MMSE
estimator. The LS estimates of the pilot-contaminating UEs are
equal up to a scaling factor. Compared to the SE with MMSE
estimator, the inner product of y’.’ " and ﬁ{i determines how
large the corresponding interference terms are instead of the
inner product of h’, and hy..

D. Uplink Spectral Efficiency with Mean Only Estimator

If the BS only knows the mean values of the UEs’ channels
but not the covariance matrices, we can use this information as
a channel estimate, without the need for sending pilots. The
mean values vary much slower compared to the small-scale
fading coefficients. Thus, using the MO estimator may greatly
reduce the computational complexity since the channels are
not estimated for each coherence block. However, it is only
meaningful when the UEs have dominant LoS paths since it

ignores the NLoS paths. If MR combining with v;; = ﬁj:k is
used based on such a Mean Only (MO) estimator, then

B {viw b =B {IVEIR) = 1P, (35)
E {|vﬁ(h{i|2} = (ﬁ‘j’:k)HRflhjk + |(l_1j:k)Hﬁ{i|2. (36)
ul,mo

Plugging these expressions into the SINR in (20) gives Vi
as

Pkl |

Dii
IIh’kII2

=1 i=1

()RR + ()R ) = el I + o
(37)

Note that if UE (j, k) does not have an LoS component then
we have no information regarding its channel and the SINR
in becomes zero. Thus, the MO estimator is only useful

for UEs that have an LoS path.

V. DOWNLINK SPECTRAL EFFICIENCY WITH MR
PRECODING

Each coherence block contains 7; DL data transmissions,
where the transmitted signal from BS [/ is

K;
X = Z Wik Sk,
k=1

where ¢;x ~ Nc (0, pi) is the DL data signal intended for
UE £k in the cell and pj is the signal power. The transmit
precoding vector wy; determines the spatial directivity of the
transmission. The precoding vector satisfies E {||w1k||2} =1,
such that E {||Wlk§‘1k||2} = pix is the transmit power allocated
to this UE. The received signal y;r € C at UE & in cell j is

(38)

K;

y/k—(hjk) W;ikSjk + Z( k) W;iSji
i=1
i#k
L K;

+ Z Z(h k) WiiSli + Nk,

=1 i=
1£3)

(39)

where nj;r ~ N (0 0'2) is i.i.d. additive receiver noise with

variance 0' . The first term in the above equation denotes the

2

ul



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMMUNICATIONS, VOL. 67, NO. 5, MAY 2019 6
pTRB VWP = paria™ = wte (R (W)™ + 190,07 B, P
P VHRJ P h \H(p/ -1/ ;
(yjjkz) Rz;;yjjz'k +;11J(hjli) (\I’jk)_jhl;{ o (LD ¢ Pik
+ pliTp|tr(Rli)| + Xijl_[)'(jk + fp(hli) (ij)_. 1111 o (33)
+2piiTyRe {(yj.’jk)H B ir (R;l.) + (57 DURIBS + iﬁ(h{inh;inz} (Li)e Pi.
. 2
L Pijk ‘tr(Rj.k) + 2(LieP;y \/,I;_{;(hfi thk‘
s = 4 > , (34)
J ;
L K A N tr ((‘I"’.k)‘l) 157 112
i xS = pile(RY)) + ﬂ(h’.)HhJ. +02 d + ik
li J jk - li jk ul T 2
I=1 i=1 wiep; VPik Piktp PjkTp
N Hyl [* I plwyl i f Vol pl B coHEL |
E {lIh;;I*}E {|wli hjk| } = puTplt (Rijli\IlliRli) +PLTp (hjk) R, ¥Ry + |(hjk) hli| (43)
2 H
I wl Rl Pwlpl (i) w :
. (ﬁ;.)HRl.kl_1§<+ Py |t (RO LR )+ 2 ypeiim, Re {tr (R Wi () hjk} (Li) € Py
i 'j i
(l, l) ¢ pjks
desired signal, the second term is the intra-cell interference, the DL SINR in @]) gives
and the third term is the inter-cell interference. The ergodic
DL capacity of UE k in cell j is lower bounded by [2, Th. 4.6] i w) o) =i
pacity j y wome PPt (REELRY )+ oyl
Td dl . Jjk T L K ’
SESL = < log, (1+7%)  [bit/s/Hz (40)
i =, 1oz {1+ Y] [bit/s/He] DU it + Pl = pjviy + o
) =1 i=1 Li)ePr\(rk) "
witl (44)
. where vl = [|B,[|*/ (pjk‘rptr (Rj.k‘l’;kRi.k) + ||ﬁj.k||2), gl
d Pjk ‘E {Wﬁ(hij and l"fl.l correspond to non-coherent interference in @3], co-
Yik T T K 2 ) , herent interference in ({@6) respectively.
Z Z onE {‘Wﬁ hj, k| } - pjk |E {wﬁ(hij +al Proof: The proof is similar to the uplink case in Appendix
=1 o and is omitted. O
(41)

where the expectations are with respect to all sources of
randomness. In the following subsections, the effective SINR
y% is computed for MR precoding when using the different
c{lannel estimators.

A. Downlink Spectral Efficiency with MMSE Estimator

If the MMSE estimator in @) is used, we obtain a closed-
form expression for the DL SE in (#0) as in the next theorem.

b’
Theorem 4: If MR precoding with wj; = 1 k is used
B{ IR, 12}
based on the MMSE estimator, then
B{wih, | = \/pjk‘rptr (R, W R )+ B 12 2)

2
and B {|wllf hj. k) } is given in (@3), at the top of this page where

E {||f1§[.||2} = pLTptr (R;i‘l’iiRgi) + ||k ||, Inserting these into

This SINR expression resembles the UL counterpart in
Theorem |I| to a large extent. The transmit power and noise
variance are denoted differently and some of the indices are
switched in the interference terms, as expected from the UL-
DL duality [2}, Sec. 4.3]. Hence, the interpretation of the SINR
is qualitatively the same as in the uplink.

B. Downlink Spectral Efficiency with EW-MMSE Estimator

If the EW-MMSE estimator in (I2) is used, we obtain a
closed-form expression for the DL SE in @0) as in the next
theorem.

h
Theorem 5: If MR precoding with w = £ s used
={ I, 12}
based on the EW-MMSE estimator, then
Tt (D’IkAfﬁkD’Ik) + (IR, |12
B {wiih, | = . @)

J b2
r (zjk) + IR
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T tr(Rl RLW! Rl)+ T (ﬁl )HRI w! RL i +(ﬁl )HR’ il +|(ﬁl VL (2
£ PLTpt Ry By iRy ) * PliTp M 1 * 1 ik li ki i) Mg 4s)
i = - ’
PLTptt (RgilP;iRgi) + [[hy, |12
2 Ll [ AT AR
Py |t (RO LR )+ 2 yFepiim, Re {tr (R Wi () hjk}
Il = - (46)
putytr (RYWLRY,) + (151
2
L2 Hyl _ o dl_ I i FINHRl B, il \Hyl i FINHEL 2
E {IIh;,|I*}E {|W1i hjk) } =x; =0 (Rjkzli) + ()" Ry by, + (00 )7 Xy ey + | (hy )7 he, |
2 I Alnl ) I Al Pl \HE :
o oo (i (DL ALDL) ) + 2yt (D ALDY ) Re {(R)) R L (i) € P )
0 (,i) & Pjk.
A D A% j o2
dew pi (Pt (D ALDY ) + IR, ) f (i (=),) + IR, 17)
Yik = . _ 2 (49)
l A (pjk‘rptr (ijAj.kn;k) + ||hj.k||2) .
ZZPli ; - — Pjk ; PR + 0y
S (z“) + IR r (zjk) + IR
Huwl 2 . . . _ H _ _ H _ 2 _
and E |Wli hjk| is given in (@g), at the top of next page E{|Wghjk|2} - (héi) Rj’khéi + (hfi) hj’k /||h§i||2-
where E {||hl |} = tr (E;i) + ||l |17, Inserting these expres- (54)
: : : : dlew . Inserting th i into the DL SINR i i
sions into the DL SINR in @) gives ;™" in (@9). niertng these expressions into the in (@I) gives
Proof: The proof is similar to the uplink case in Appendix Yjx 38
and is omitted. O o
pjilh |l
. . . . L :
C. Downlink Spectral Efficiency with LS Estimator Z z’: Oli ((ﬁl.)HRl' By |(ﬁl,)Hﬁl, |2) ~ p~k||l_1j ”2 o2
If the LS estimator in (T3)) is used, we obtain a closed-form £ L bl |2 1w kT 1 Tjk Tk di

expression for the DL SE in (@0) as in the next theorem.
i

Theorem 6: If MR precoding with wj; = ——Z— is used
VE{ IR )
based on the LS estimator, then
HpJ J VPU (i \H
]E{ H E{ijhjk} w(R) + Zaery o ()",
W. . = =
Jjk ]k}
E{|lvil? 1 J \-1 P2
VE{Ivill?} \/wﬁ (zpte (C#01) + 197, 12)
50
, (50)
and E{|wfll hﬁ.k’ } is given in (51)), at the top of next page

where E {||f1§i||2} = pul‘r,z, (Tptr ((‘I’ﬁi)_l) + ||y;’li||2). Inserting

these expressions into the DL SINR in @I)) gives y}j}'{’ls in (32)
where the interference term )(ld[.]’ls is defined in (51).

Proof: The proof is similar to the uplink case in Appendix
[Fl and is omitted. O

D. Downlink Spectral Efficiency with Mean Only Estimator

n, .
If MR precoding with wj; = hj—k is used based on the MO
J

%]

estimator, then
b= 1,1,

E {wﬁ(hj.k (53)

(55)

VI. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS

In this section, we will analyze the asymptotic behavior
of Rician fading channels when using MR based on the
different channel estimators. We make the following technical
assumptions:

Assumption 1: For I,j = 1,...,L and i = 1,...,K], the
spatial covariance matrix R} satisfies lim sup [|R/ || < co and

g
linﬂl/linf Mthr (R{i) > 0.
Assumption 2: For ,j=1,...,Landi =1,..., K], the LoS
b : ; L ks 112
component hy, satisfies 11n;4§up Vj”hli” < oo,

J

Assumption 3: For I, j = 1,...,L, _z 1,.._.., K; and
k l,...,K;, the LoS components hj.k and h{l. satisfy
-1 i \HFJ e .

lim |(hjk) hli| — 0 if (j, k) # (1,i).

The first assumption is standard in the asymptotic analysis
for Massive MIMO [4] and implies that array gathers an
amount of signal energy that is proportional to the number

of antennas and this energy originates from many spatial di-
rections. The other assumptions are discussed in Section |VI-E|
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B {128 {IwiTbly P} = purixi™ = mpte (RE (1)) + 155, 1B P
(yj.’,,.)”Rjkyj?,i; (R )" (¥]) 'R, (i) & P
+{ppt? ’tr(Rj.k)’ +RIR S + 7, (B )M (@) 'R (51)
+2\FT,Re {(yjﬁ)Hﬁj.ktr (Rj.k) + )RR 45 ﬁj.k||ﬁj.k||2} (i) € Pir.
. ) : )
PikPITE 1R + B iyer,, 2 (B R / (zpte (2071} + 192, 12)
;lllélb = . VP o 2 ’ (52)
2 | Rl Pl (] \HTJ
L& PliT,%deil’ls PjkTp |tr(Rjk) + ZLiepn ik (hy;) hjk) 2
Z Z Pli ; —p — Pjk ; —p + 0y
SE o ((‘I’li)—l) 1571 Htr ((‘I’jk)—l) 1571
We recall the definition of spatially orthogonal matrices from as M| = --- = M; — oo, it follows that
[2].
Definition 1: For I = 1,...,L and i = 1,..., K}, two spatial o (Rj v R/ ) (12
covariance matrices R, and R;.k dl,mmse _ PikpikTptr (R Wy Ry ) + oyl 0
. L . Jjk 2 .
are asymptotically spatially orthogonal if Dik pm-; |tr (Rj . T;iRii)‘
Pri
, , Iyl Rl B2
o etk ptpte (REWLRY ) + B
e (RIRT ) =0 as M; - w. (56) 58)
j =
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix O

Definition 1 implies that both covariance matrices are
strongly rank-deficient. In spatially correlated fading, it holds
if the BS is equipped with a ULA and the channels from
two UEs have non-overlapping supports of their multipath
angular distributions [23| Theorem 1]. However, such angular
separations are unlikely to occur in practice, at least in sub-6
GHz cellular networks.

A. Asymptotic Analysis of Spectral Efficiency with MMSE
Estimator
ul,mmse

Theorem 7: Under Assumptions 1-3, it follows that Yk

grows without bound as M; — oo if Rj:k is asymptotically

spatially orthogonal to R{i for all (I,i) € Pj\(j, k). If this
is not the case, then under Assumption 1-3, as M; — oo, it
follows that

pjz'kTptr(Rj-ij-kRjk) + Djk ”l_ljk ”2

ul,mmse _
7K 2 (Riw R\
o Py | (R W, R, )|
Pii - R —
L)eP\Gk)  PjkTptr (Rj-k‘l’j-kRj-k) + [, 112

(57
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix O
Theorem 8: Under Assumptions 1-3, it follows that y}%mmse

grows without bound as M; = --- = M; — oo if Rj.k
is asymptotically spatially orthogonal to Rﬁi for all (/,i) €

Pix\(j, k). If this is not the case, then under Assumption 1-3,

These theorems show that the SINRs are generally upper
bounded by simplified asymptotic SINR expressions, which
depend on the covariance matrices and mean values. It is
only in the special case of asymptotically spatially orthogonal
matrices that the SE grows without limit with rate log,(M),
which is consistent with the results for correlated Rayleigh
fading in [2], [23].

B. Asymptotic Analysis of Spectral Efficiency with EW-MMSE
Estimator

ul,ew

Theorem 9: Under Assumptions 1-3, it follows that Yk

grows without bound as M; — oo if D;.k is asymptotically

spatially orthogonal to D;l. for all (I,i) € Pjx\(j, k). If this
is not the case, then under Assumption 1-3, as M; — oo, it
follows that

2 AT L2
Pt (D) AL DL ) + pialfe |

PikPIT) (tr (DgiAj:kD;k))z

ulew _
Jk

Dii - -
LDEP\GLk)  PjkTplr (D;kA;kD;.k) + ||h-j’,k||2
(59)
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [H O
dlew

Theorem 10: Under Assumptions 1-3, it follows that Vi
grows without bound as M; = --- = My — oo if D}
is asymptotically spatially orthogonal to Dﬁ.k for all (i) €

Pk \(j, k). If this is not the case, then under Assumption 1-3,
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as M| = --- = M — oo, it follows that
o (pyxrpte(D, AL D ) B )
(=4 )+ IR |2
T AN 0. @)
DjkPliTy (tr (Dl A] Dl ))
Pli ; _
(LDEP;\GK) tr (El,») + b, |12
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [H] O

The implications from these theorems are similar to the
MMSE estimation case, except that it is the diagonals of the
covariance matrices that need to be asymptotically spatially
orthogonal to achieve an asymptotically unbounded SE. This
is a more restrictive condition.

C. Asymptotic Analysis of Spectral Efficiency with LS Estima-
tor

Theorem 11: Under Assumptions 1-3, as M; — oo, it
follows that

Pt (R, ) + I, 1)

ul,ls
v = -0
7 . P33 (] )+ 18, 1)
Li)ePx\(j.k
(L,i) Jk\(] ) (Rjk)*'Z(l e \/\; (hj )Hh |
(61)
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix O
Theorem 12: Under Assumptions 1-3,as M| = --- = M —
0o, it follows that
Py (R, )+ I, IR)
i Tptr( (#1757 1P
,y?]l{,]s _ P ( jk ) Jjik . 0. (62)
puipkh (wRL )+ IR 1)
Z(l,i)e?jk\(j,k) Tplr((‘l’ 1)+||y1’ 2
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [I} O

In contrast to the case with the MMSE and EW-MMSE
estimators, we notice that the SE does not grow without bound
when using the LS estimator.

D. Asymptotic Analysis of Spectral Efficiency with Mean Only
Estimator

Under Assumptions 1-3, if UE (j, k) has an LoS path, it
follows that yul ™ grows without bound as M; — co. In the
DL, under Assumptions 1-3, if UE (j, k) has an LoS path, it

ul,mo

follows that y; K grows without bound as My, ..., M; — oo.
i 2
Pus (ﬁ;k) B,
Proof: In the UL, the LoS related term ”h, B in (37)

goes to zero as M; — oo for (I,i) # (j, k) due to Assumption

— H

( B ) Rlthk
IR 112

oo due to Assumptlon 1 completes the proof. In the DL, the

expressions for yjk ° contains the same matrix expressions as

2 and 3. Noting the < ||R].||2 is finite as M; —

ul,mo

YK » except that indices (/,i) and (j, k) are swapped in the
1nterference terms.

Note that we assume that the mean vectors are perfectly
known, however small phase-shifts may effect the performance
severely as discussed in Section III.

E. Discussion on the Asymptotic Behaviors of Rician Fading
Channels

To describe the intuition behind Assumptions 2-3 and Defi-
nition 1, we consider a uniform linear array (ULA) with omni-
directional antennas, where the LoS component is modeled as
(2, Sec. 1.3]

B ,,8’ LoS [1 jardy sin(ely)  imdu(M-DsinGel) |
(63)

where B{;LOS is the large-scale fading coefficient, dy < 0.5 is
the antenna spacing parameter (in fractions of the wavelength),
and ‘1‘7;1' is the angle of arrival (AoA) to the UE seen from the
s 11% = 1M, which
ssumption 2 holds.

BS. Utilizing this model, we have
is a finite value for any M;. Hence,

The magnitude of the inner product of the LoS components
of two different UEs is

i—1

((Bf )Hﬁj): l6 g/ Z (eﬂﬂdH(Sin(sﬂj:k)fsin(w{,»)))m
ik li kPl
0

m=

=y Jkﬂ,,gl( e o), (64)
where
sin(7td g M (sin(g, )-sin(¢],)) . .
]. . sm(ﬂ 1 M (sin f]k sin ‘fu ) if Sin(gﬁj-k) * Sil’l(gﬂfl.),
g1(Plgp) = 1 sinfrdntsinte],)-sin(e] ) J _
M; if sin(zpj.k) = sin(g),).
(65)

Hence, if the LoS components hj and l_lj do not have

same AoA (more precisely, if sm(goj ) # sm(gal )) then,
hm M |(h]k)Hh’| — 0 holds [2, Sec. 1.3]. This implies that

Assumptlon 3 holds, except in the extreme case when AoAs
are exactly the same.

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, the closed-form SE expressions derived in
the previous sections are validated and evaluated by simulat-
ing a Massive MIMO cellular network. We have a 16-cell
setup where each cell covers a square of 250 x 250 m. The
network has a wrap-around topology. This layout is selected
to guarantee that all BSs receive equally much interference
from all directions. There are K = 10 UEs per cell and these
are uniformly and independently distributed in each cell, at
distances larger than 35 m from the BS. Each UE is assigned
to the BS that provides largest channel gain considering all the
combinations of the UE and BSs in the system. The location
of each UE is used when computing the large-scale fading and
nominal angle between the UE and BSs.

Each BS is equipped with a ULA with half-wavelength
antenna spacing [2, Sec. 1]. Thus, the LoS component from UE
i in cell / to BS j is given by (63). For the covariance matrices,
we consider N = 6 scattering clusters and the covariance
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matrix of each cluster is modeled by the (approximat
Gaussian local scattering model [2, Sec. 2.6], such that
Jj.NLoS N ) o2 )

[Rj ] — ﬁli Z eﬂr(s—m) sin(‘p{i’n)e*%(ﬂ(sfm) COS(<P{,«’”))2

li N s

(66)
where ,B{ITNLOS is the large-scale fading coefficient and ¢, , ~
Ulg], — 40°, @], + 40°] is the nominal AoA for the n
cluster. The multipath components of a cluster have Gaussian
distributed AoAs, distributed around the nominal AoA with
the angular standard deviation (ASD) o, = 5°. We consider
communication over a 20 MHz channel and the total receiver
noise power is —94 dBm. Each coherence block consists of
7. = 200 samples and the same 7, = 10 pilots are allocated
in each cell. The pilots are randomly assigned to the UEs in
every cell in the sense that the kth UE in two cells, that belong
to the same pilot group, uses the same pilot.

Based on the 3GPP model in [13]], the existence of an LoS
path depends on the distance. The probability of LoS for the
channel between UE (L, i) and BS j is

300~d], ;
Pr(LoS) = {TO“, 0 < dl’l. < 300m,

(67)
0, dl; > 300m.

If the LoS path exists then the corresponding large-scale fading
coefficient is modeled (in dB) as

Bl = =30.18 = 26 log,, (d ) + F}; (68)

i =
where Fl’l ~ N(0, o-szf) is the shadow fading with of = 4. The
Rician factor is calculated as &, = 13 — 0.034/, [dB] and is
used to compute the large-scale fading parameters for the LoS

. J .
and NLoS paths in (63) and (66) as 5/;"*° = %ﬁi and

{;NLOS = ﬁ ,B{i (in linear scale). If the LoS path does not
exist then the large-scale fading parameter is modeled (in dB)
as

Bl = ~34.53 = 38log,, () + F}; (69)

i~ i
where F) ~ N(0,0%) is the shadow fading with o = 10. In
this case, ,B{Q.LOS =0 and ﬁ;;NLOS = 8/, (in linear scale).

We apply the heuristic UL power control policy from [2}
Sec. 7.3], where the transmit power UE k in the cell j is

J

Pumlax’ A> Bjjk >

=g e (70)
ul A jvgnin’ A < Jk ,
Pmax ﬁ;k ﬁj,min

; ; 1 _ J —
where the maximum power is pp,, = 10dBm and ,Bj’mm =

min(ﬁj.l,...,Bjk,...,ﬁ‘j’.K). This policy allows the UE with
the weakest channel to transmit at full power and require the
remaining UEs to reduce their power so their uplink SNRs are
at most A = 10dB higher. For simplicity, the same transmit
power is used in the DL and as in the UL: p;; = p;x for each
UE.

3This expression gives accurate results when each cluster has a small ASD,
as is the case here.
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Fig. 1: Average UL sum SE for K = 10 as a function of the
number of BS antennas for different channel estimators.

Fig. |1| shows the sum UL SE averaged over different UE
locations and shadow fading realizations, when using MR
combining based on either the MMSE, LS or EW-MMSE
estimators. As a reference, we also provide curves for Rayleigh
fading with the same covariance matrices, representing the
case when all the LoS components are blocked but the small-
scale fading remains (i.e., the average channel gain ]E{||h{i||2}
is smaller, as it would be the case in practice). The curves
are generated using the closed-form expressions from Sec-
tion [[V] and the “0” markers are generated by Monte Carlo
simulations. The fact that the markers overlap with the curves
confirms the validity of our analytical results. As expected,
the highest UL SE is obtained when the MMSE estimator is
employed, since the LoS component and spatial correlation
are known and utilized. For Rician fading, the performance
of MMSE and EW-MMSE are very close and EW-MMSE
performs better than LS since it utilizes knowledge of the
channels’ mean values. In the case of Rayleigh fading, MMSE
estimation is still the better choice, while the sum SE with LS
and EW-MMSE are identical since the estimates are the same
up to a scaling factor.

Fig. E] shows cumulative distribution function (CDF) curves
for the SE per UE. The randomness is due to random UE
locations and shadow fading realizations. For UEs with good
channels, the MMSE and EW-MMSE estimators give the same
SE since the estimation errors are anyway small. On the other
hand, there is a noticeable difference between MMSE and EW-
MMSE for the UEs with the weakest channel conditions.

Fig. [3] shows the average sum DL SE over different UE
locations and shadow fading realizations, with MR precoding
based on the MMSE, LS or EW-MMSE estimators. The same
behaviors are observed as in the UL. Fig. ] shows the average
UL SE with uncorrelated fading as a function the number of
antennas. In this case, EW-MMSE and MMSE coincide since
the spatial covariance matrices are diagonal. These estimators
are better than LS when having Rician fading since the mean
vectors are utilized to improve the estimates. In contrast, all
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Fig. 2: CDF of the UL SE per UE with M = 100 for different
channel
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Fig. 3: Average DL sum SE for K = 10 as a function of the
number of BS antennas for different channel estimators.

the vectors give the same performance in the case of Rayleigh
fading, since the estimates are equal up to a deterministic
scaling factor, which cancel out in the SINR expressions.

In Fig. 5] we consider a scenario with spatially correlated
Rician fading channels between every pair of BSs and UEs
which may not be possible in practice. Compared the case
where only some UEs have LoS (e.g. Fig. 1), the average UL
sum SEs are higher since the existence of an LoS component
improves the SE. Note that if the MO estimator is used and
some UEs in the cell have Rayleigh fading channels then their
SEs would become zero with the MO estimator, which is why
we do not consider this case in the other simulations.

Fig. [6] shows the effect of three different ways to reuse
pilot sequences across the cells on the average sum UL SEs
for different estimators. The integer f denotes the pilot reuse
factor where 7, = fK. This means that there are f times more
pilots than UEs per cell and the same subset of pilots is reused

Average sum SE [bit/s/Hz/cell]

48 —+— MMSE/EW-MMSE with Rician fading i
—— LS with Rician fading
+ - MMSE/EW-MMSE/LS with Rayleigh fading
2 I I I I | | | |
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Number of antennas (M)

Fig. 4: Average UL SE with spatially uncorrelated Rician and

Rayleigh fading with R{i - ﬁ{;’NLoSIM'

30
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— n
a 53

Average sum SE [bit/s/Hz/cell]
>

0 | | | | | | | |
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Number of antennas (M)

Fig. 5: Average UL sum SE for K=10 as a function of BS
antennas for different channel estimators where all UE-BS
pairs have an LoS path.

in a fraction 1/f of the cells. The increased number of pilots
reduces the pre-log factor in (T9) since 7, = 7. — 7, but it also
increases the instantaneous SINR in (]2;0[) There is a trade-off,
in that a larger reuse factor implies less pilot contamination but
larger pre-log penalty. The LS estimator is more sensitive to
pilot contamination since it cannot suppress pilot interference
by using spatial processing, while the MMSE estimators can
suppress this interference and therefore function even with a
tighter reuse, and that this explains why the optimal reuse
factor is different for the different estimators.

VIII. CONCLUSION
This paper studied the UL and DL SE of a multi-cell
Massive MIMO system with spatially correlated Rician fading
channels. We derived rigorous closed-form achievable SE
expressions when using either MMSE, EW-MMSE, or LS
estimation. The expressions provide exact insights into the
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Fig. 6: Average UL sum SE for different pilot reuse factors
and different estimators.

operation and interference behavior when having Rician fading
channels. These expressions can be utilized for more efficient
user scheduling, pilot allocation, power control, and other
resource allocation in practical systems. We observed that the
spatial correlation plays an important role and the existence
of an LoS component improves the achievable SE in Massive
MIMO. In addition, the MMSE estimator performs better than
the other estimators for both spatially correlated Rayleigh and
Rician fading, while the LS estimator gives the lowest SE. In
practice, the covariance matrices and the mean vectors might
not be known perfectly. Hence, the practical performance lies
between the MMSE/EW-MMSE and LS estimators since it is
highly probable that the mean is known up to a random phase-
shift and covariance matrices are known with some error.

APPENDIX A
USEFUL RESULTS

Lemma 4: Consider the vectors X ~ N¢ (X, Ry), with mean
vector X € CN and covariance matrix R, € CV*VN_ and y ~
Nc (¥, Ry) with mean vector § € CV and covariance matrix
R, € CNXN  Also, B € CNXN ig a deterministic matrix and x
and y are independent vectors. It holds that

E {|x"By|?} = tr (BRyBHRx) + x7BR,B %

+7"BYR,By + | By|*. (71)
Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [B]

Lemma 5: Consider the vectors x ~ N¢ (X, Ry), with mean
vector X € CN and covariance matrix R, € CNXN  and y ~
Nc (¥, Ry) with mean vector § € CV and covariance matrix
R, € CVN*N_ Also, B € CV*V is a deterministic matrix. The
VCCtOI‘? x and y are colrrelated and they are constructed as

x=Riw+xand y = R;w+§ where w ~ N (0,Iy). It holds

that

2
E {|XHBy|2} =

tr ((R{j )5BR$)

+ir (BRyBHRx) + KBy

1
+2Re {tr ((R{j )%BR;) yHBH x} +x"BR,B"% + ¥ B R,By.
(72)

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [B] O
Lemma 6: [2, Lemmas B.7-8] Consider the positive semi-
definite matrices A € CV*N and B € CV*V_ Tt holds that

tr (AB) < ||A[lxtr (B), (73)
1
.
r (A B) > A8 (74)

where ||.||> denotes the spectral norm which gives the largest
eigenvalue of A.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA [4 AND LEMMA

1
For the proof of Lemma note that x = R;w, + X and
1

y = Ry wy +§ where wy ~ Nc (0,Iy) and wy ~ Nc (0,1y) are
independent vectors. Hence,

E {|xHBy|2} =
2

1 1
EJ [K7BR;w, + w? (RY)7BR:w, + X" By + w! (RY)?By
—_— Y T
d b ¢ f
(75)

We compute each term as cc* = [x7By|? and
1
E{dd"} = E{iHBR;wwa(Rf)éBHx} = x"BR,B"x (76)
1
Ewm:ﬂwmewwwkamem>
2}

1 1 1
=E {]E {wf RZ)ZBRZw,w! (R} )"B” (R?)w,

1
wH(RY)IBRZ w,

E{bb*}:E{

w ]

1
-E {w)’j (RH):BR, B (R )wx} —tr (BRyBH Rx) (78)

The remaining terms are zero due to the circular symmetry
properties and independence of w, and wy. This completes
the proof of Lemma [4]

For the proof of Lemma note that x =
1
y = Ryw+y, where w ~ Nc (0,Iy) same. Hence,

1
Riw + X and

E {|x"By|*} =
2
1 1
EJ [X"BR; w+w" (RY)?BR; w+ %" By + w" (RY)?By
—_— Y T
d b C f
(79)
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Similar to the proof of Lemma [ we compute
E{dd"} = IIXHBRzII2 E{ff*} = IS BHRE |2, B {be'} =

tr (Rf)iBRy2 yiBHx, E{cb*} = tr((Rf)ZBHR)%)XHBy,
cc* = |XHBy|? and
1 1 2
E{bb*} =E ‘WH(Rf)ZBRyzw
1 1 2
_ tr((Rfj)zBR;) +tr(BRyBHRx). (80)

The other terms are zero due to the circular symmetry property
of w. This finishes the proof of Lemma 3]

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 3]

The LS estimate is clearly Gaussian distributed. Its
mean value and covariance matrix can be calculated as

nol — 1 r _ 1P R/l —
E {hli} = E { N yjli} = e, Y and Cov {hli} =
-.)’]. Similarly,

H
! po_<p \ (P _ <P _ 1 oy
Pty B {(yjli jli) (yjli jli) ey (s

the mean and covariance of the estimation error can be
computed as

B{R),| =B {0, - b} =R, - \/_T JORNCIY
Cov {B,} =B {7} — & {b! &7)"} - B (B 0] )7}
B k)] - e {2 {B])7} s2)
where
2 {f )" = {y] )"}
= \/]TliTpE . ;Pl, VPriTphy,, ( i)H+N§')¢7i(h{i)H
pri
“Rat (l';ﬁ \/PI_ o) )

and E {h’ (hy )H } = R{i + h] () )H Inserting all terms into
(B2) gives the covariance matrlx of the estimation error as
shown in Lemma

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM]]

. HyJ 2
We need to characterize the terms E {ijhjk}’ E{llvjcll*}

2
and E Hvﬁ‘h;‘| } in (20). We begin with calculating

.y P e P
B{vin, | =B @), =B {d )R, | e { )R )

(34)
The second term E{(ﬁ;k)Hﬁ;k} is zero due to the inde-

pendence of estimate and estimation error when using the

13
MMSE estimator. The first term is identical with E {||vjk ||2} =
E {(ﬁjﬁk)y ﬁjﬁk}. Then,
L \H
E{ Jh’[‘hjk} E{llval} = u (E {ﬁj'k (ﬁj'k) })
= PirTptr (R \ijR;k) AT (85)

The last term in (20) can be written as
Bllvin [} =2 \(# th2
M k) i
NH )P \H |
- V)R WA
=E '(hjk) b, C+ES|(R) R E s6)

since hj and the pair (hj o I ) of estimates are independent
and estlmatlon error has zero mean.

For (I,i) € Pji, h ]k and h{i are not independent. The

o A W ) —nJ W/ (P _ P

channel estimates are hj K = hjk + \Pjk Rjk‘I’jk(y”k y

> )
and ﬁj = vy - y ) where y? "
i Tk jjk Jk Jik

iJ -RJ
by, + iRy,

-1
Nec ( YT (‘I‘j k) ) We reformulate these estimates using

\1)2
a matrix Q1/2 = = ‘I’j.k) that gives Q’”Z(yfjk - fjk) =
w ~ Nc (0,Iy). Then, the channel estimates are written as
paR. W Q2Q 1 2(y” P/
pj R lP Q (yﬂk ij) +h
172 .
- ,/—p,-kf,,Rj.k (‘I’j.k) w i, (87)
i (i VP L
B, = VTR, (¥),)  w B, (88)

172 .
Using Lemmafor R2 =.p JkTpR]k (‘l’j.k) ,X = hj.k and
1

1 N2
R} = VPt R), (‘I’j-k) ,¥= hh. gives (89) at the top of this

page by using the fact that pliTPR{iTj:kR{i =R/, -Cy. To

2
CNH .
f‘] i/ . .
(hjk) h), } in (86), we use Lemma H since
ﬁj:k and ﬁ{i are independent. Noting that the estimation error

h/. has distribution Az (0, C;;), we obtain
N j i\~
E ’(hjk) B = purpte (ChR W R ) (B ) €,
(90)

Substituting (§9) and (O0) back into (86) gives the final result
for (1,i) € Pjx as in 23).

For the case of (1,i) ¢ Pjk, h’ and h’ are independent.
Using Lemma [4] we get

. \H .|]? .
=) i} < (1)

\NH .. . v
J J J ) J ' W VA1
+pjkTptr(RllR]k‘l’]kR]k)+(hjk) R,l.hjk+|(h,k) h,i‘ .

calculate E {

R’ v R i

JkTjk L (91)

This finishes the proof of Theorem [I}
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2\ [ 2 (Riw v\ j J i R iyHE [
B ‘(hjk) ) = piepiis o (REWLRE )+ et (R, - Ci) R W0 R ) +| B )R
iw v (W) i Y R W R () (R P
+ 2\ppiTyRe {tr (R ¥/, R, ) (B, h}.k}+ pixty () R W, REB + () (R), - € W, (89)
HyJ _ JNHR (R VHR/ J\H1.J J WOVH AJ J
]Eijkhh. }_E{(hli) W, (0, hli}+\/_pjk\/_pl,-TpE<(hli) B (W), ~ /) Ajij.khh.}
A ) o e
+ picE (W) D A, (0= %) (0 = %)™ A DI |+ VBB, E {(0]) D7, AL, B, — B (@), |
2 J \H J J h/ J h/ J J
+ PjkpuTyE {(hli) Dj‘kAjk(hli_hli)(hli_hli) AjkD;'khli}' ©3)
. . . . _ . . . . . _ . _ . _ 12
g PamplR] (R, W) + a1 IR W, R, o + IR IR I + [ (B ) o
S ——— —
j Pty Mjte (R PR, ) + My [, 12
pipity | (piwi mi \[F iy ) (i VHR
r}.lil jT,I tr (Rli‘I’ijjk)‘ 21/pl,»pije {tl’ (Rli‘I’ijjk) V,(h/k) hli}
Lli _ ; . (102)

o e
i iyt (R WL R ) + (12

J oyl R/ h/
pixtptr (R, W) RY, ) + IR |2

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF THEOREM

We need to characterize the terms E {vg{hjk}, E {||ij||2}
2 ,
and E vﬁ(h{i’ } in 0). Calculations of E{Vﬁ(hj.k} and

E{|lvjcll*} are rather straightforward. For the third term

) N .
E {|vﬁ(h{i) , if (1,i) ¢ Pjx then hj.k and h). are independent

vectors. Directly applying Lemma [4] gives

b vHL [ i\ + (i VHR B
]E{|(hjk) by ;ztr(Rh.Ejk)+(hjk) R/B,
_ PR _ _ 12
+ ()12 B+ | (B

o ©2)

If (I,i) € Pji then ﬁjk and h{i are not independent vectors.
Decomposing yjijusing Xjk = Yjjk = Vputphy, as (yfjk -
yj.’.k) = (xjx —Xjx) + Putp(hy, —h)) gives (O3) at the top
of] previous page. Computing each term in (93) and noticing

that tr (R}, A%, D7, | = tr (D, A7, DY, ) Teads to (9.

APPENDIX F
PROOF OF THEOREM 3]
. HyJ 2
We need to characterize the terms E {vjkhjk}, E{llvjcll*}

2
and E{‘Vﬁ(hﬂ } in (20). The first two terms are given in

Appendix [C} The last term that is needed to calculate in ([20)
is

2 1 i |?
E{|v’."h’.‘ }: E{|(y’-’- Y'h| } 4
Gk ijTI% Jik li
2
1 | \Hp « VHp
= —E Z \/pl'i'Tp(h],i,)thi +(N5’J¢jk)Hh;i )
PjkTp |w.inepi

where the noise term has distribution N? ¢;‘.k ~

Nc (0, O'EITPIM) and ||¢jk”2 =Tp.

-1
If (1,i) ¢ Pjk, note that y;.’jk ~ Nc (}_’f,vk’ Tp (\P.J/'k) ) and

p j . . S
Yk and hy; are independent random vectors. Directly utilizing

Lemma [4] gives

.12 . N .
H _ < H <
e onommif | = oo (R (#,) ) + 650 R 57,
i H (wi i+l R
+7p(hy,) ( jk) it (yjjk) li

95)

If (1,i) € Pji, then yj.’jk and .h{l. are not independent random
vectors since yfjk contains h;i. We decompose the terms in
(94) by using X;x =y — \/pll-‘rph{i. Then we obtain

2 . .12
}+ p,irgE“(h;l,)Hh;i }

+ NPT X0 (0] )0 |+ i, B { )R b))

Hpi i [P
E{‘Xjkhli + Vpitp(hy;) hli) } = 96)

Hy,J
E {|Xjkhli
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Further, we compute each term beginning with
2 S
H -1
E{|xjkh;i| }: rptr (RE(Q,)71) + KAR] %56

. . . 2
+ 1, ()1 (@, )R, + IR 97)

where (Qj:k)‘l = (‘I’J: y - pl[TpRj . The other terms are
2
H(h )h, ; (R}, +tr((R;I.> )
+ 2l | tr( f)+2(hf) ROB + W% (98)
1 il L'
E{ A )Hh{i}zn{xf} { () }
= %t (R]) + XERLR, + OB (BDPR, 99)
B { )b 0] ) x| = ()R
e (R ) () + () ) ) (100)

Combining the results for (I,i) € Pjx and (1,i) ¢ P give
2
Hp/ |7\ s
the final result of E ijkhli| ; in (33).

APPENDIX G
PROOF OF THEOREM [/IAND THEOREM [§]

The proof begins with dividing the numerator and denom-

inator of 7“1 " in (24) by M;. The numerator becomes
2

P2Tp

’A’j[ i (R] ‘I’]kRjk) L2 ||h]k||2 This term is strictly positive

and finite as M; — oo due to the Assumptions 1 and 2. The
non-coherent 1nterference in 29) satisfies (IOI) at the top of
next page.

If (I,i) # (j,k) then the upper bound in (TOI) goes to
zero as M; — oo due to Assumptions 1-3. The LoS-related

Vul ”hl ”4
jk jk . . .
term - = — —— s strictly finite as
i pjk‘rpthr(Rjk‘I'ijjk)+Mj||hjk||

M; — oo due to Assumption 2. This term cancels out the non-
coherent interference term fll /M; for (1,i) = (j, k) in (IOT).

2
The noise term -+ M L also goes to zero as M; — oo. Con51der1ng
the coherent interference in 26), we obtam (102) at the top
of this page.

The second term in (I02) goes to zero due to Assump-
tions 1-3. The first term is bounded, since the expression
PikTplr (R ‘I’]kRjk) + ||l_1j.k||2 in the denominator scales with
M; and the traces in the numerator can not grow faster than
M i due to Assumption 1. We note that

A; |tr (RJ v R/ )| (103)

7 1i ¥ kN jk ”\I’j'kHZ tr (R{iRj‘k) :
It goes to zero if —tr (R’ R’ ) — 0 for all (1i) €
Pix\(j, k), which happens under asymptotlc spatial orthogo-

nality. In this case, the SINR grows without bound as specified

in the theorem. Otherwise, the SINR will asymptotically only
contain these terms in the denominator. This finishes the
proof for the UL SE with MMSE estimator. In the DL, the

expressions for ydl fmmse

ul,mmse

as y , except that indices (/,i) and (j, k) are swapped in
the 1nterference terms. The proofs follows analogously.

contains the same matrix expressions

APPENDIX H
PROOF OF THEOREM [Q] AND THEOREM

The proof begins with dividing the numerator and denom-

inator of y“,](ew in by M; and pjitptr (D’ A’kD;k)

||hj.k||2. Then, the numerator is strictly positive and finite as
M; — oo due to Assumptions 1 and 2. The interference
term becomes !/ M;(pjxTptr (D’ A]ijk) + ||h’k||2) and
the same procedure is applied as in the proof of Theo-
rem The non-coherent interference goes asymptotically
zero due to Assumptions 1-3. For the noise term, note that
tr( )+||hf
p_,-kr,,rr(w,kAjijk)+nhjik P
sions can not grow faster than M; due to Assumption 1.
auzl(tr(z-" )+||h’k|| )
My (pjicepte(D, A7, D )+, 1)
as M; — oo due to Assumptions 1 and 2. The coherent
interference term

i

is bounded since the trace expres-

Then the noise term

goes to zero

Papih (i (o) a0, )

Li” " jk™ jk

PjkTplr (D’ A D

Jk jk

(104)
0112
) + IR
is bounded since the expression
pj.k‘rptr (D;kAjkD;k) + ||'l_1j.k||2 in the denominator scales
with M; and the traces in the numerator can not grow faster
than M; due to Assumption 1. For this term, we note that
. 1 .
L (Df A D ) < —HAJ. H r (D’D’ ) (105)
M i " jk™ jk Mj jk li jk
It goes to zero if —tr (D’ D’ ) — 0 for all (l,i) €
Pix\(j, k), which happens under asymptotlc spatial orthogo-
nality. In this case, the whole denominator vanishes and the
SINR goes asymptotically to infinity. Otherwise, it is only
these terms that remain asymptotically in the denominator.
This completes the proof of the UL part. In the DL, we
divide the numerator and denominator of ’ydl “in @9) by
PikTplr (D’ Ai ijk) + ||hi.k ||?>. The numerator becomes strictly
positive and finite due to Assumptions 1 and 2. The inter-

ference term is - X1 - By
(emh )+ 18, 1) (D], A D7 1, )
applying similar process as in the proof of Theorem (8] we
can complete the proof of Theorem
APPENDIX |
PROOF OF THEOREM [T1]

The proof begins with dividing the numerator
and denominator of yul 5 in @% by M, and
|tr(R§k) + X “p’k - (h )Hh] The numerator
becomes |p”tr(RJk)+Z(, P Mjlz/’;_l(h )th Note

that 27 i k tr(R] k) > 0 due to Assumptlon 1 and the only non-

Jo2
Zero term in the second part is M_,» ||hjk |* due to Assumption
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IR ot ((¥7,)7) IR} (Saner, PutoB) + ou) o6
My (6(R)) + Sep, TEBRPIR ) 0R) + Do, = BHR,
2ypit,Re {(y IR i (Rf ) + (3, )R] R } 2By IR |2t (R{i)
- — 0, 107)

M; (tr(Rj:k) + L(LieP; m( )Hh] )

\pii

M; (tf(Rj-k) + 2(LieP;y

VPIE (b7 \H
()i, )

Pli

2 T tr((‘l"’: )_1)+||5’?~ II?
. o P c k
3. The noise term > TulM Jjk J
- —
jkTp M (R’ k)+2(l,)e e \/ﬁ i)Hh_j,»k'

goes asymptotically to zero since the ﬁrst factor goes
to zero and the second factor is bounded due to
Assumptions 1-3. For the interference term, by using
tr(Rj.(‘I‘j:k)’l) < R

(¥ < qu%‘lﬂk) '), the upper bound of
the interference term is at the top of previous page
and it goes asymptotically to zero due to Assumptions 1
and 2. Another term is (I07) at the top of previous page
asymptotically due to Assumption 1-3. The inequalities

(97,) RIS, < IRLILISE, 1P (108)
()™ (@ )R], < (@)™ LI, 17 (109)
()™ () B, < 1IC¥) ™ (IR 1P (110)

Hhy () )iy, < [[B] X0 (12|, |1 (111)

are also useful. Using these inequalities, Assumptions 1 and
2, and noting that

pue? (D)) + prr2ll 1

VPjk HiJ )
o () B
has a positive finite limit as M; — oo, we obtain (6I). This
finishes the proof for the UL.

In the DL, we divide the numerator and denominator of

yd,'('* in (32) by M;. The numerator is positive and finite as
2
M; — oo due to Assumptions 1 and 2. The noise term %
. . . J

goes to zero as M; goes to infinity. For interference term,

we
follow the approach from the UL part to obtain (62).

. (112)
M;pjith (tr(Rj.k) + 2(LieP;i
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