
ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

16
27

6v
1 

 [
cs

.I
T

] 
 2

9 
N

ov
 2

02
2

Hardware-Aware Pilot Decontamination Precoding
for Multi-cell mMIMO Systems With Rician Fading

Harshit Kesarwani, Dheeraj Naidu Amudala, Venkatesh Tentu and Rohit Budhiraja
Department of Electrical Engineering, Indian Institute of Technology Kanpur

{harkes, dheeraja, tentu, rohitbr}@iitk.ac.in

Abstract—We consider a hardware-impaired multi-cell Rician-
faded massive multi-input multi-output (mMIMO) system with
two-layer pilot decontamination precoding, also known as large-
scale fading precoding (LSFP). Each BS is equipped with a flex-
ible dynamic analog-to-digital converter (ADC)/digital-to-analog
converter (DAC) architecture and the user equipments (UEs) have
low-resolution ADCs. Further, both BS and UEs have hardware-
impaired radio frequency chains. The dynamic ADC/DAC archi-
tecture allows us to vary the resolution of ADC/DAC connected
to each BS antenna, and suitably choose them to maximize
the SE. We propose a distortion-aware minimum mean squared
error (DA-MMSE) precoder and investigate its usage with two-
layer LSFP and conventional single-layer precoding (SLP) for
hardware-impaired mMIMO systems. We discuss the use cases of
LSFP and SLP with DA-MMSE and distortion-unaware MMSE
(DU-MMSE) precoders, which will provide critical insights to the
system designer regarding their usage in practical systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

A massive multiple-input multiple-output (mMIMO) base

station (BS) multiplexes a large number of user equipments

(UEs) on the same spectral resource, which leads to a high

spectral efficiency (SE) [1]. In a multi-cell mMIMO sys-

tem, due to limited number of orthogonal pilots, UEs in

different cells are forced to reuse the pilots. This leads to

pilot contamination, which reduces the SE [2]. To mitigate

the detrimental effects of pilot contamination, Ashikmin et

al. in [2] proposed a two-layer large-scale fading precoding

(LSFP) scheme. In the first layer of LSFP, a central network

controller (CNC) generates a weighted combination of the

messages of pilot-sharing UEs. The LSFP weights depend

on the large-scale fading coefficients of the channels between

the BS and a UE. The BSs later locally perform the second

layer of precoding. The LSFP mitigates the effects of pilot

contamination, outperforms the single-layer precoding (SLP)

technique, which only performs local precoding. Demir et.

al. in [3] considered the downlink of a spatially-correlated

Rician-faded mMIMO system with phase-shifts, and designed

optimal LSFP coefficients. The authors in [4] and [5] designed

LSFD scheme (uplink counterpart of the LSFP scheme) for the

uplink of multi-cell and cell-free mMIMO systems by consid-

ering correlated Rayleigh and Rician fading, respectively.
For a cost-effective implementation of mMIMO systems, it

is preferable to design them using low-cost radio-frequency

(RF) chains and low-resolution analog-to-digital convert-

ers (ADCs)/digital-to-analog converters(DACs). Such compo-

nents, however, distort the transmit/receive signals [6]–[8].

This work is supported by Visvesvaraya PhD Scheme, MeitY, Govt. of
India. MEITY-PHD-2721.

Bjornson et al. in [6] investigated the impact of correlated

RF distortion in the uplink of a single-cell mMIMO system.

The authors in [7] considered low-resolution ADC and derived

an asymptotic-SE expression for uncorrelated Rician-faded

channels. Jacobsson et al. in [8] showed that the SE achieved

using infinite-resolution ADCs can be approached using few

bits of resolution. The aforementioned single-cell mMIMO

works considered either RF impairments [6] or low-resolution

ADC/DACs [7], [8]. Xu et al. in [9] explored the joint impact

of low-resolution ADCs and RF impairments.

The authors in [10]–[12] proposed a mixed-resolution ADC

architecture for single cell mMIMO systems, wherein the BS

employs a combination of low- and high-resolution ADCs.

Liang et al. in [10] showed that the mixed-resolution ADC ar-

chitecture has a significantly higher SE than its low-resolution

counterpart. Pirzadeh et al. in [11] designed a channel esti-

mator, while Zhang et al. in [12] derived closed-form uplink

SE expression for the mMIMO system with mixed-resolution

architecture. References [6]–[12] considered single-cell uncor-

related uplink mMIMO systems with Rayleigh fading, except

[12], which considered uncorrelated Rician fading.

The existing works in [6]–[12] did not study the effect of

low/mixed-resolution ADCs/DACs and low-cost RF chains on

a multi-cell mMIMO system with LSFP/LSFD. The current

work address these gaps for the downlink of a multi-cell

mMIMO LSFP system with RF impairments and dynamic

resolution architecture, which enables us to vary the resolution

of each ADC/DAC from 1 to b bits. Further, the combiners

in [7]–[12] are unaware of hardware impairments. Their per-

formance degrades in a harware-impaired mMIMO system.

References [6], [13] investigated distortion-aware combin-

ers for hardware-impaired mMIMO systems. The hardware-

impaired mMIMO works in [6]–[13] considered Rayleigh

fading channels, except [12], [13], which considered Rician

fading channels, but only with static phase-shifts in the line of

sight (LoS) component. The static LoS phase-shift incorrectly

models the mobility and phase noise [4]. To model them cor-

rectly, the authors in [3], [4] considered a uniformly-distributed

random phase-shift in the LoS component. References [3], [4],

however, assumed ideal hardware. The main contributions of

the current work are next summarized as follows:

• We consider the downlink of a multi-cell spatially-correlated

Rician-faded mMIMO system with random LoS phase-shifts,

and study the impact of dynamic-ADC/DAC architecture and

cost-effective RF chains at the BS and UE. We extend the two-

layer LSFP design from [2], [3] to mitigate the interference

due to pilot contamination and hardware impairments. We also978-1-6654-3540-6/$31.00 22 © 2022 IEEE
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propose a distortion-aware (DA) MMSE precoder and demon-

strate its gains over its distortion-unaware (DU) counterpart

and maximal ratio (MR) precoding.

• We maximize the non-convex sum-SE by optimizing the

LSFP coefficients using minorization-maximization (MM)

technique [14], which iteratively maximizes a non-concave ob-

jective using its concave surrogate lower bound function [14].

• We provide tangible insights regarding the use of DA and

DU precoders, and LSFP design in a hardware-impaired multi-

cell mMIMO systems. We show that for low-to-moderate hard-

ware impairments, the DA-MMSE with SLP, has almost same

SE as that of the DU-MMSE with LSFP. The proposed

DA-MMSE precoder can thus help in avoiding the LSFP

implementation, which requires the BS to exchange LSFP

coded symbols over backhaul. The current study, therefore,

plays a key role in helping a system designer make an informed

decision about the LSFP usage.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the downlink of an L-cell mMIMO cellular

network, with each cell consisting of an M -antenna BS and

K single-antenna UEs. The BSs are equipped with dynamic

resolution ADC/DAC architecture and low-cost RF chains,

while the UEs are equipped with low-resolution ADC/DAC

and low-cost RF chains. The dynamic resolution ADC/DAC

architecture enables each BS antenna to be connected to a

different resolution ADC. This architecture is relevant for

commercial 5G mMIMO deployment, as these systems, due

to thermal constraints, are often designed as multiple 4/8 an-

tenna subsystems which are then interfaced together [15]. The

proposed dynamic architecture allows us to choose different

resolution for each sub-system, and can achieve higher system

SE. We next explain the channel model, and then the channel

estimation and data transmission phases.

Channel Model: We denote the kth UE in the lth cell as Ulk.

Its Rician-faded channel to the jth BS i.e., h
j
lk ∈ CM×1, is

expressed as [3], [4]:

h
j
lk = h̄

j
lke

jφ
j

lk +R
j
1
2

lk hj
wlk

. (1)

Here h̄
j
lk ,

√
βj
lkK

j

lkh
j
mlk

and R
j
lk , βj

lk(1 − K
j

lk)Σ
j
lk,

with K
j

lk = Kj
lk/(K

j
lk + 1). The scalar φj

lk in (1) is the

random LoS phase-shift, which is uniformly distributed be-

tween [−π, π] [3]. The vector hj
mlk

in h̄
j
lk is the deterministic

LoS component. The scalars Kj
lk and βj

lk denote the Rician

K-factor and the large-scale fading coefficient, respectively.

The matrix Σ
j
lk ∈ CM×M in R

j
lk represent the spatial

correlation matrix of the channel h
j
lk. The vector hj

wlk
, with

CN (0, 1) elements, models small scale fading.

Channel Estimation: The BSs estimate the uplink channel

using the pilot signals transmitted by the UEs, and use

the estimated uplink channels later to design its downlink

precoders [3]. We assume that all the UEs in each cell transmit

orthogonal pilots, and UEs with same indices in different cells

share the same pilot, which causes pilot contamination [1].

Let φk ∈ Cτp×1 be the unit-power pilot signal of the kth UE

in each cell, such that φH
k φk′ = τp, for k = k′ and = 0

otherwise. The UE Ulk scales its pilot signal φk as
√
p̃lkφk,

with p̃lk being its transmit power. This signal is fed to a low-

resolution DAC, which distorts it. The distorted output signal

of the UE Ulk, based on Bussgang model [16], is given as:

s̃DAClk
= αdlk

√
p̃lkφ

T
k + n̄T

DAClk
. (2)

Here αdlk
= (1− ρdlk

) is the Bussgang gain, with ρdlk
being

the DAC distortion factor [16]. The vector n̄DAClk
is the

quantization noise, whose elements have zero mean and

variance αdlk
(1 − αdlk

)p̃lk. This quantized signal is then

fed to the low-cost hardware impaired RF chains. They further

add a distortion noise η̄T
tulk

which, according to the error

vector magnitude (EVM) model, has zero mean and covariance

κ2
tuE(s̃DAClk

s̃HDAClk
) [6]. Here κtu characterizes the EVM of

the UE transmit RF chain. The effective pilot signal transmit-

ted by UE Ulk is therefore
(
αdlk

√
p̃lkφ

T
k +n̄T

DAClk
+ η̄T

tulk

)
.

The signal received at the antennas of the jth BS is

Y
j
BS=

L∑

l′=1

K∑

k′=1

h
j
l′k′

(
αdl′k′

√
p̃l′k′φT

k′ + n̄T
DACl′k′

+ η̄T
tul′k′

)
.

The signal received by the BS is fed to its low-cost RF chains

whose distorted output, based on the EVM model [6], is given

as Y
j
RF = Y

j
BS +η

j
rb+Z

j
. The matrices η

j
rb and Z

j
denote

the receive distortion and AWGN at the jth BS. The columns

of the matrix η
j
rb are i.i.d. with zero mean and covariance

κ2
rbW

j , where κrb denotes the receive EVM of the lth BS

and Wj = diag
{
E
[
y
j
BSy

jH

BS |hj
l′k′

]}
, for l′ = 1, · · · , L, k′ =

1, · · · ,K , 1 with y
j
BS being column of the matrix Y

j
BS . The

columns of Z
j

are i.i.d with pdf CN
(
0M , σ2IM

)
. The RF

chain output Y
j
RF is then quantized using dynamic-resolution

ADCs, which introduces quantization errors. Recall that this

architecture enables to vary the resolution of each ADC from

1-bit to its maximum b bits. The quantized output, based on

multi-dimensional Bussgang model [16], is given as

Y
j
ADC =Q(Yj

RF )=Aj
aY

j
RF +N

j

q. (3)

The matrix Aj
a = diag(αj

1, · · ·, αj
M ), with αj

i denoting the

Bussgang gain for the ith antenna of jth BS. The vector Nj
q is

the additive ADC quantization noise whose i.i.d. columns have

zero mean and covariance Bj
aS

j . Here Bj
a = Aj

a(IM −Aj
a),

Sj = diag
(
E
[
y
j
RFy

jH

RF

∣∣hl
l′k′

])
and y

j
RF is a column of the

matrix Y
j
RF . The pilot signal received at the jth BS is given as

Yj=

L∑

l′=1

K∑

k′=1

Aj
ah

j
l′k′

(
αdl′k′

√
p̃l′k′φT

k′ + n̄T
DACl′k′

+ η̄T
tul′k′

)

+Aj
aη̄

j
rb +Aj

aZ
j
+N

j

q. (4)

The jth BS estimates h
j
lk , which is the channel of UE Ulk,

by correlating its received signal (4) with the pilot signal

φk as follows: yjk = Yjφ∗
k =

L∑
l′=1

αdl′k

√
p̃l′kτpA

j
ah

j
l′k +

L∑
l′=1

K∑
k′=1

Aj
ah

j
l′k′

(
n̄T
DACl′k′

+η̄T
tul′k′

)
φ∗

k+Aj
aη̄

j
rbφ

∗
k+N

j

qφ
∗
k+

Aj
aZ

j
φ∗

k. In a practical system, the BS is unaware of the

phases [3], [4]. We next derive a phase-unaware linear MMSE

(LMMSE) channel estimate of h
j
lk in the following theorem.

1We assume that l′ = 1, · · · , L, k′ = 1, · · · ,K throughout the paper.



yADClk
= αalk

L∑

r=1

h
rH

lk A
r
dw

r
rkγ

r∗
lk slk

︸ ︷︷ ︸
desired signal

+αalk

L∑

r 6=l

L∑

n=1

h
rH

lk A
n
dw

n
nkγ

n∗
rk srk

︸ ︷︷ ︸
pilot contamination

+αalk

L∑

r=1

K∑

k
′
6=k

L∑

n=1

h
rH

lk A
n
d (w

n

nk
′ )γn∗

rk
′ s

rk
′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
non-pilot co-channel interference

+ αalk

L∑

r=1

h
rH

lk η
r
tb

︸ ︷︷ ︸
BS transmit RF impairments

+αalk

L∑

r=1

h
rH

lk n
r
DAC

︸ ︷︷ ︸
DAC impairments

+ αalk
ηrulk︸ ︷︷ ︸

UE receive RF impairments

+αalk
nlk︸ ︷︷ ︸

noise

+ nADClk︸ ︷︷ ︸
ADC impairments

. (11)

The proof is provided in Appendix A.

Theorem 1. The phase-unaware LMMSE estimate of the

uplink correlated Rician-faded channel ĥ
j
lk with dynamic-

resolution ADC architecture and RF impairments, is given as

ĥ
j
lk = αdlk

√
p̃lkA

j
aR

j

lkΨ
−1
jk yjk, where (5)

R
j

lk=R
j
lk+h

j

lk(h
j

lk)
H and Ψjk=

L∑
l′=1

α2
dlk

τpp̃lkA
j
aR

j

l′kA
jH

a +

L∑
l′=1

K∑
k′=1

αdl′k′
(1−αdl′k′

+κ2
tu)p̃l′k′Aj

aR
j

l′k′AjH

a +σ2Aj
aA

jH

a

+κ2
rbA

j
aJ

jAjH

a + Bj
a

((
1 + κ2

rb

)
Jj + σ2IM )

)
. Due to LoS

phase-shift, the channel estimate and the estimation error are

uncorrelated, but not independent.

Downlink Data Transmission: We adopt a two-layer precod-

ing strategy, wherein the first layer the CNC performs LSFP

based on the long-term statistics and in the second layer,

the BSs perform local precoding using the locally estimated

channels. We now explain these two steps.

Layer I – LSFP precoding at the CNC: Recall that the

CNC knows the symbols of all the UEs. It performs LSFP

by linearly combining the symbols transmitted by the pilot

sharing UEs. If srk is the zero-mean and unit-variance data

symbol of the kth UE in the rth cell, then the linearly

combined LSFP signal generated by the CNC for the kth UE of

the lth cell is [3] vlk =
∑L

r=1 γ
l∗

rksrk. Here γl
rk is the complex

LSFP weight which satisfy the transmit power constraint of

the BS i.e.,
∑K

k=1

∑L

l=1 |γr
lk|2 ≤ ρd, for r = 1, · · · , L. They

are designed later to maximize the SE.

Layer II – Local precoding at the BS: The CNC transmits

the LSFP-encoded symbols to the BSs, which locally perform

second layer of precoding using the estimated channels. The

local precoder is designed to mitigate the multi-UE interfer-

ence from the UEs in the same/neighboring cells. The locally-

precoded signal transmitted by the lth BS is given as

xl =

K∑

k=1

wl
lkvlk =

K∑

k=1

L∑

r=1

wl
lkγ

l∗

rksrk. (6)

Here wl
lk ∈ CM×1 is the local precoder, whose design is

discussed later in the sequel.

Hardware-impaired BS transmit signal: The BS feeds the

precoded transmit signal xl to the dynamic-architecture DACs,

which add quantization noise. The quantized DAC output,

based on the Bussgang model, is expressed as [16]:

xl
DAC = Q(xl) = Al

dxl + nl
DAC . (7)

The matrix Al
d = diag{αl

d1
, · · ·, αl

dM
}, with αl

di
being the

Bussgang gain at the ith antenna of the lth BS. The vector

nl
DAC is the additive DAC quantization noise with zero

mean and conditional covariance matrix Bl
dD

l [16]. Here

Bl
d = Al

d(IM −Al
d) and Dl = diag

(
E

[
xlx

H
l |hl

l
′
k
′

])
. The

BS feeds the DAC output signal to the low-cost hardware-

impaired transmit RF chains which further distorts it by

adding a zero mean noise ηl
tb, with covariance E[ηl

tbη
lH

tb ] =

κ2
tbE[x

l
DACx

lH

DAC ] [6]. The effective signal transmitted by the

lth BS, based on the EVM model [6] is, therefore

xl
RF = Al

dxl + nl
DAC + ηl

tb. (8)

Hardware impaired UE receive signal: Each UE receives

the signal transmitted by all the BSs. Recall that the UEs have

a hardware-impaired RF chain and a low-resolution ADC. The

RF chain output of the UE Ulk is given as [6]:

yRFlk
=

L∑

r=1

hrH

lk xr
RF + ηrulk

+ nlk. (9)

The AWGN nlk has pdf CN
(
0, σ2

)
, while the hardware

distortion ηrulk
has zero mean and variance κ2

ruδlk, with

δlk = diag
{
E
[( L∑

r=1
hrH

lk xr
RF

)( L∑
r=1

hrH

lk xr
RF

)H ∣∣hr
lk

]}
. The

distorted RF chain output is fed to the low-resolution ADC,

whose quantized output, based on Bussgang model [16], is

yADClk
= Q(yRFlk

) = αalk
yRFlk

+ nADClk
. (10)

The scalar αalk
is the Bussgang gain. The additive ADC

quantization noise nADClk
has zero mean and variance

αalk
(1− αalk

) ǫlk such that ǫlk = diag
{
E

[
|yRFlk

|2
∣∣hr

lk

]}
.

We now decompose the signal yADClk
to show various inter-

ference and noise terms as in (11) at the top of this page.

In (11), the pilot contamination interference occurs due to

sharing of pilots by UEs in different cells, while non-pilot co-

channel interference is caused by the non pilot sharing UEs

in all the cells. The remaining interference terms model the

distortions of various UE and BS hardware impairments.

Local-precoder designs: We now design various local pre-

coders to be used at the BS. Note that the receive signal of the

UE Ulk in (11), depends on the precoders of all the UEs in the

network i.e., wl′

l′k′ ∀l′, k′. This makes downlink precoder de-

sign a non-trivial task [1], [3], [4]. Existing mMIMO literature

[1], [3], [4] commonly designs downlink precoders from the

uplink combiners by leveraging the uplink-downlink duality

principle [1], [3]. Two widely popular downlink precoders in

the multi-cell mMIMO literature are [1], [13]:

• MR precoder: wl
lk = ωlkĥ

l
lk , with ω2

lk = 1/E{‖ĥl
lk‖2}.

• DU-MMSE precoder: wl
lk = ω̃lkvlk , where ω̃2

lk =
1/E{‖vlk‖2} and vlk being the kth column of matrix

Vdu
l =

(
ĤH

l PlĤl+
K∑
i=1

pliC
j
li+

L∑
l′ 6=l

K∑
i=1

pl′iR
j
l′i+σ

2I

)−1

ĤlPl,

with Pl = diag (p̃l1, · · · , p̃lK) and Ĥl = [ĥl
l1, · · · , ĥl

lK ].

The MR and DU-MMSE precoder precoders, however, cru-



cially ignore the distortion caused by non-ideal BS and UE

hardware. In a hardware-impaired mMIMO system, to realize

tangible SE gains, it is crucial to mitigate the effect of

hardware impairments along with different interferences [6].

We now propose a novel distortion-aware precoder, which

exploits the statistical knowledge about hardware impairments.

Its proof is provided in Appendix B.

Proposition 1. For a hardware-impaired multi-cell mMIMO

system, a distortion-aware MMSE precoder that mitigates the

detrimental effect of imperfect hardware is given as

Vda
l =[vda

l1, · · · ,vda
lK ] = V̂−1

l ĤlPl and wl
lk = ω̂lkv

da
lk. (12)

Here ω̂2
lk=1/E{‖vda

lk‖2} and V̂l is defined in Appendix B.

III. ACHIEVABLE SE AND LSFP OPTIMIZATION

We now exploit the “hardening-bound” technique to derive

a SE lower bound. We re-express the signal in (11) as [3]:

yADClk
= αalk

L∑

r=1

E{hrH

lk Ar
dw

r
rk}γr∗

lk slk

︸ ︷︷ ︸
desired signal

+ z̃lk︸︷︷︸
effective noise

. (13)

The effective noise term z̃lk includes all the interfer-

ence terms in (11) plus beamforming uncertainty given

as αalk

L∑
r=1

γr∗

lk

(
hrH

lk Ar
dw

r
rk − E{hrH

lk Ar
dw

r
rk}

)
slk. The de-

sired signal and the effective noise z̃lk can easily shown to be

uncorrelated. The effective noise z̃lk is the sum of many terms,

which enables us to treat it as worst-case Gaussian noise [1].

This helps in proposing the following tight SE lower bound:

SEsum =
τc − τp

τc

L∑

l=1

K∑

k=1

log2
(
1 + SINRlk

)
, (14)

where SINRlk is given in (15) at the top of next page.

In (15), γlk = [γ1
lk, · · · ,γL

lk]
T ∈ CL×1 and

γ = [γT
11,· · ·,γT

1K , · · · ,γT
L1, · · · ,γT

LK ]T . The terms

blk = [b1lk, · · · , bLlk]T , Clkk′ =
[
c11lkk′ , · · · , c1Llkk′ ; c21lkk′ ,

· · · , c2Llkk′ ; · · · ; cL1
lkk′ , · · · , cLL

lkk′

]
, erlkk′ , f r

lkk′ are defined as

bjlk=E{hrH

lk Ar
dw

r
rk}, cmn

lkk′ =E

{
hmH

lk Am
d wm

mk′w
nH

nk A
n
dh

n
lk′

}
,

erlkk′ = ĕrlkk′ (Br
d) and f r

lkk′ = ĕrlkk′ (Ar
d), with ĕrlkk′ (X) =

E

{
hr
lkXdiag

(
wr

rk′wrH

rk′

)
hr
lk

}
.

In denominator of (15), the first two terms are beamforming

uncertainty plus pilot contamination power, the third term is

the non-pilot co-channel interference power, the last two terms

represent the powers of BS and UE impairments.

LSFP optimization: We now design the LSFP coefficients to

maximize the SE of a hardware-impaired multi-cell mMIMO

system. The SE maximization problem is given as

P1 : Maximize
γ

L∑

l=1

K∑

k=1

log2

(
1 +

Nlk(γ)

Dlk(γ)

)
, fSE(γ),

subject to

K∑

k=1

L∑

l=1

|γr
lk|2 ≤ ρd, ∀r. (16)

The constraint in (16) is the transmit power budget at each
BS. The SE metric consists of fractions Nlk(γ)/Dlk(γ),
with Nlk(γ) and Dlk(γ) containing product of optimization

variables, which makes it non-convex. We solve it using

MM algorithm [14], which considers the following problem:

maximize
x∈X

f(x). The MM algorithm has minorization and

maximization steps. In the former step, it constructs a sur-

rogate function g(x|x̂t) to lower bound the objective f(x) at

a feasible point xt. In the latter step, it finds a feasible point

by maximizing the surrogate as x̂t+1 = argmax
x

g(x|x̂t).

The MM algorithm, thus, iteratively generates a sequence

of feasible points (x̂t|t ∈N) which converge to a stationary

solution of the original problem. A surrogate function is valid

if it additionally satisfies the following two conditions [14]:

g(x̂t|x̂t) = f(x̂t) and ∇xg(x|x̂t)|x=x̂t
= ∇xf(x)x=x̂t

. (17)

Surrogate function construction: We will construct a valid

surrogate function for the non-concave objective of P1 i.e.,

fSE(γ). Recall that SE is sum of multiple ratios, further:
• the numerator in each ratio

√
Nlk(γ)=

√
γH
lkblkb

H
lkγlk is

a composition of square root and a convex function, which

is non-convex according to the composition rules [17].

• the denominator term Dlk(γ) consists of product of opti-

mization variables γr
nk′γr′

nk for (r′, k′) 6= (r, k) (see fifth

term in the denominator of (15)).

We now state two lemmas to handle the non-convexities, and

eventually lower-bound the SE. Their proofs are given in

Appendix C.

Lemma 1. Let Alk(x) : Rn → R+ and Blk(x) : Rn →
R++(∀l = 1, · · · , L and k = 1, ...K), be a positive function

and a non-negative function, respectively. At any feasible point

x = xt, a surrogate function that lower bounds
Alk(x)
Blk(x)

is:

Alk(x)
2

Blk(x)
≥ 2ylkAlk(x) − y2lkBlk(x) = hlk(x,xt). (18)

Here ylk is a function of xt and is calculated as ylk=
Alk(xt)
Blk(xt)

.

Lemma 2. Given a non-concave function f1(γlk) =√
γH
lkblkb

H
lkγlk and f2(γ

r′

nk, γ
r
nk) = γr′

nkγ
r
nk, we can construct

a linear surrogate function g1(γlk) and g2(γ
r′

nk, γ
r
nk) at γ

(t)
lk

and (γr(t)

lk , γr′(t)

lk ) respectively, by using Taylor’s first order

expansion as

g1(γlk) =

√
γ
(t)H

lk blkb
H
lkγ

(t)
lk +

γ
(t)H

lk blkb
H
lk(γlk − γ

(t)
lk )√

γ
(t)H

lk blkb
H
lkγ

(t)
lk

and

g2(γ
r
lkγ

r′

lk) = γr(t)

lk γr′

lk + γr′(t)

lk γr
lk − γr(t)

lk γr′(t)

lk .

The functions hlk(x), g1(γlk) and g2(γ
r
lkγ

r′

lk), can be easily

shown to satisfy the aforementioned necessary conditions in

(17), and are therefore valid surrogate functions. We now use

Lemma 1 to decouple the multiple fractions and Lemma 2 for

the non-convex terms in the numerator and denominators of

the sum SE metric. The equivalent lower bound, at a feasible

point γ = γ(t), is given as fSE(γ) ≥ f̆SE(γ;γ
(t)), where

f̆SE(γ;γ
(t))=

L∑

l=1

K∑

k=1

log2

(
1+2zlk

√
Ñlk(γ)−z2lkD̃lk(γ)

)
. (19)

The scalar zlk, using Lemma 1, is given as zlk =√
Nlk(γ

(t))/Dlk(γ
(t)). Here Ñlk(γ) (resp. D̃lk(γ)) is linear

surrogate function over Nlk(γ) (resp. Dlk(γ)) obtained using

Lemma 2. The problem P1, by using (19), is recast as



SINRlk =
α2
alk

∣∣γH
lkblk

∣∣2




α2
alk

L∑
r=1

γH
rkClkkγrk− α2

alk

∣∣γH
lkblk

∣∣2+α2
alk

L∑
r=1

K∑

k
′

6=k

γH
rk′Clkk

′γ
rk

′ + αalk
σ2

+
L∑

n=1

L∑
r=1

K∑
k′=1

αalk

[
L∑

r′=1

(1 + κ2
ru − αalk

)γr∗

nk′γ
r′∗

nk′c
rr′

lkk′+(1 + κ2
ru)|γr

nk
′ |2

[
erlkk′ + κ2

tbf
r
lkk′

]]





,
Nlk(γ)

Dlk(γ)
. (15)

P2 : Maximize
γ

f̆SE(γ;γ
(t)), s.t.

K∑

k=1

L∑

l=1

|γr
lk|2 ≤ ρd, ∀r. (20)

Problem P2 is now concave in γ, which can be solved using

MM algorithm given in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: MM Algorithm for SE optimization

1 Input: Choose a suitable tolerance ǫ > 0 and initialize γ(0) such
that it satisfies the per BS power constraint in (20).

2 Output: γ∗

3 for t← 1 to I do

4 Minorization: For a given feasible point γ(t−1), construct a

surrogate function f̆SE(γ, γ
(t−1)) as given in (19).

5 Maximization: Compute γ(t) by solving problem P2.

6 Repeat steps 4 and 5 until ‖γ(t) − γ(t−1)‖ ≤ ǫ.

IV. SIMULATIONS RESULTS

We now numerically analyze the performance of LSFP

design, by considering a four-cell mMIMO network which is

deployed in a geographical area of 1Km × 1Km. We assume

that each BS is located at the cell center, and that each UE

is randomly deployed at a distance greater than 35m from the

BS. We consider a communication bandwidth of B = 20 MHz

and a receiver noise floor of σ2 = −96 dBm. The large-scale

fading coefficients and the Rician K factors are modelled as

in [1, Eq. (68)]. The BS is equipped with a uniform linear

array (ULA) with a half-wavelength spacing. The correla-

tion matrices {Σj
lk}∀l,k,j are modelled using Gaussian local

scattering model with angular standard deviation of 30◦ [1].

The BSs use dynamic-DAC architecture with 1, 2, 4 and 6 bit

resolution in equal proportion while transmitting data, and the

UE ADC/DAC has b = 4 bit resolution. The corresponding

distortion factors are chosen from Table 1 in [12]. We fix i)

K = 5 UEs per cell; ii) M = 100 BS antennas; and iii)

pilot power p̃lk = 23 dBm. The optimal LSFP coefficients are

obtained using Algorithm 1. We present extensive numerical

results for the following designs:

• Single-layer precoding (SLP) scheme: BS performs MR,

DU-MMSE and DA-MMSE precoding. They are denoted as

MR-SLP, DU-SLP, DA-SLP, respectively. The SE for SLP

scheme can be obtained by setting the LSFP coefficients as

γr
lk = 0 for r 6= l and γl

lk =
√
plk in (14).

• LSFP scheme: CNC peforms LSFP and the BS performs

MR, DU-MMSE and DA-MMSE precoding. They are de-

noted as MR-LSFP, DU-LSFP, DA-LSFP, respectively.

1) Comparison of LSFP and SLP: We first investigate

in Fig. 1a, the percentage SE gains provided by the LSFP

over SLP. We perform this study when the BS employs

MR and DA-MMSE precoders. We consider the following

configurations i) ideal hardware:- κrb = κtb = κbs = 0, κru =
κtu = κue = 0 and b = ∞ at both BS and UE; ii) low

hardware impairments:- κbs = 0.01, κue = 0.01, b = 5 bits

at UE, and b = (3, 4, 5, 6) bits at BS in equal proportions;

iii) moderate hardware impairments:- κbs = 0.1, κue = 0.05,

b = 4 bits at UE and b = (2, 3, 4, 6) bits at BS in equal

proportions; and iv) high hardware impairments:- κbs = 0.175,

κue = 0.1, b = 3 bits at UE and b = (1, 2, 3, 4) bits at BS

in equal proportions. We crucially observe from Fig. 1a that

for ideal hardware, the SE gain provided by LSFP over SLP

for i) DA-MMSE precoder is 9.35%; and ii) MR precoder is

3.75%. These numbers show that with ideal hardware, LSFP

provides reasonable gain for the DA-MMSE precoder, and

only moderate gain for the MR precoder. For high hardware

impairments, LSFP provides 2.76% gain for the DA-MMSE

precoder, and 0.23% gain for the MR precoder. The LFSP

gain is now considerably reduced for both precoders. This is

because the interference due to hardware impairments domi-

nate the interference due to pilot contamination. We, however,

crucially note that the LSFP is still able to provide marginal

gain for the DA-MMSE precoder, but only a cosmetic gain for

the MR precoder. The better performance of LSFP-DA-MMSE

combination is because LSFP coefficients are designed using

long-term channel statistics. They are unable to effectively

mitigate the interference due to hardware impairments. The

proposed DA-MMSE precoder can mitigate that, but MR

cannot. With the reduced hardware impairment interference,

the LSFP is able to perform better. This study crucially in-

forms a system designer that for practical hardware-impaired

mMIMO systems, it is better to combine LSFP with DA-

MMSE precoding rather with MR precoding. The cosmetic

gain provided by LSFP with MR precoding is too little to

justify the LSFP complexity.

2) Comparison of DA-SLP versus DU-LSFP: We now

compare in Fig. 1b the SE ratio of DA-MMSE when it is

used with SLP, and when DU-MMSE is used with LSFP. This

study will help in investigating the use cases for LSFP. For this

study, we consider following hardware impairments i) low:

b = 5 bits, κ = 0.05; ii) moderate: b = 3 bits, κ = 0.1; iii)

high: b = 2 bits, κ = 0.1; and iv) severe: (κ, b) = (0.15, 1bit).
We see that for low impairment, the SE ratio is slightly

lesser than unity. For this use case, the DU-MMSE-LSFP

combination has a marginally higher SE than DA-MMSE-

SLP combination. The LSFP usage is, therefore, suggested in

this case. For low-to-high impairment values, the SE ratio is

close to unity. For severe hardware impairments, the SE ratio

is 1.51. The increased gain of DA-MMSE-SLP combination

for severe hardware impairments is due to the ability of DA-

MMSE precoder to mitigate hardware impairments, which

the DU-MMSE precoder is unable to. The LSFP gains for

high hardware impairments with DU-MMSE precoder are

relatively lower than the DA-MMSE precoder. A system
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Fig. 1: a) LSFP over SLP percentage SE gain and b) DA-SLP over DU-LSFP SE ratio; for different hardware impairments. c) κ− b region
depicting the regions where DA-SLP dominates over DU-LSFP and vice-versa; and d) Percentage SE gain in DA-LSFP over DU-LSFP;

designer should, therefore, prefer DA-SLP for high hardware

impairments, when compared with DU-LSFP precoding.

We present in Fig. 1c the regions where DA-SLP design

outperforms DU-LSFP design and vice-versa, for different

hardware impairment values κ, and bit resolution b. In the

orange region, the DU-LSFP outperform DA-SLP, while in the

yellow region, it is the other way round. This study provides

critical insights to the system designer regarding the use cases

of DA-SLP and DU-LSFP in practical mMIMO systems.

3) Comparison of DA-MMSE and DU-MMSE precoders:

We next plot in Fig. 1d the SE gain provided by the DA-

MMSE precoder over the DU-MMSE precoder, when both of

them are used with LSFP. This will help us in motivating the

use of DA-MMSE precoder. For this study, we assume equal

RF impairments and equal bit resolution at the BS and UE i.e.,

κbs = κue = κ and bBS = bUE = b. These assumptions are

made only for the sake of brevity, but the observations remain

same for different impairments/resolutions. We first observe

that the SE of DA-MMSE and DU-MMSE precoders match

for zero RF impairments and a reasonably high ADC/DAC

resolution i.e., (κ, b) = (0, 6) (i.e., point A in Fig. 1d). This

shows that DA-MMSE reduces to DU-MMSE precoder for

close-to-ideal hardware, which validates its correctness. The

DA-MMSE precoder gain, however, increases with κ. For

κ = 0.15 and b = 1 bit (i.e., point B in Fig. 1d), the DA-

MMSE precoder has 20% gain over the DU-MMSE one, which

strongly motivates its use.

V. CONCLUSION

We considered a multi-cell spatially-correlated Rician-faded

mMIMO system with two-layer LSFP, dynamic-resolution

ADC/DAC architecture and RF impairments at the BS and

UEs. We practically modeled the Rician fading channel by

including a random phase-shift in its LoS component. We de-

rived a closed-form SE expression and proposed an algorithm

to optimize the LSFP vectors to maximize the non-convex

sum-SE metric. We showed that the proposed DA-MMSE

precoder with single-layer processing outperforms the DU-

MMSE with LSFP. However, if we need even higher gains,

then LSFP with DA-MMSE is the choice.

APPENDIX A

We first tabulate in Table I, the mean and covariance ma-

trices of hardware impairments during the channel estimation

phase. We recall that the received pilot signal is given as

yjk =

L∑

l=1

αdlk

√
p̃lkτpA

j
ah

j
lk

︸ ︷︷ ︸
f1
jk

+

L∑

l=1

K∑

k=1

Aj
ah

j
lk(n̂DAClk

+η̂tulk
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
f2
jk

+Aj
aη̂

j
rb+Aj

az
j+n

j
ADC︸ ︷︷ ︸

f3
jk

. (A1)

The phase unaware LMMSE channel estimate is given as [4]:

ĥ
j
lk = C

h
j

lk
yjk

C−1
yjkyjk

yjk (A2)

where C
h

j

lk
yjk

= E{yjkh
jH

lk } and Cyjkyjk
= E{yjky

H
jk}.

The matrices C
h

j

lk
yjk

and Cyjkyjk
can be simplified by

substituting yjk from (A1), and by using the statistics of

distortion/quantization noises from Table I. Their final expres-

sions are given as:

C
h

j

lk
yjk

= αdlk
τp
√
p̃lkA

j
aR

j

lk with R
j

lk =
(
R

j
lk + h̄

j
lkh̄

jH

lk

)
,

Cyjkyjk
=

L∑
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α2
dlk

τ2p p̃lkA
j
aR

j

l′kA
jH

a + τpκ
2
bsA

j
aJ

jAjH

a

+

L∑
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K∑

k′=1

τpαdl′k′
(1− αdl′k′

+ κ2
tu)p̃l′k′Aj

aR
j

l′k′A
jH

a

+ σ2τpA
j2

a + τpB
j
a

((
1 + κ2

bs

)
Jj + σ2IM )

)
, (A4)

with Jj = E
{
W

j}
. Substituting (A4) in (A2), we obtain the

final expression for ĥ
j
lk as in (5) of the paper.

APPENDIX B
We similar to [3], [4], first design the uplink distortion-

aware combiner and later use it to obtain the downlink

precoder. We now use (A1) to write the uplink received signal

as in (B1) shown at the top of next page

We obtain this expression by i) considering the mth

column of the receive pilot signal yj
m , Yj(:,m) in

(A1); ii) replacing pilot symbol φkm
with data symbol

slk and; iii) combining the resultant signal with vlk as

ylk = vH
lky

j
m. The SINR in uplink transmission using (B1)

is written as in (B2) shown at the top of the page. Here

ãlk = αdlk

√
p̃lkA

l
aĥ

l
lk and B̃lk =

∑K

k′=1 α̃dlk′
p̃lk′Al

a

(
Cl

lk′+

ĥl
lk′ ĥlH

lk′

)
AlH

a +
∑L

l′ 6=l
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k′=1 α̃dl′k′

p̃l′k′Al
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l
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aĥ

l
lkĥ
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lk A
lH

a + κ2
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aŴ

lAlH

a + Bl
aŜ

l

+σ2Al
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lH

a , with α̃dlk
= αdlk

(1 + κ2
tu). Here

Ŵl =
∑K

k′=1 α̃dlk′
p̃lk′diag(ĥj

lk′ ĥ
jH

lk′ + C
j
lk′ ) +∑L

l′ 6=l

∑K

k′=1 α̃dl′k′
p̃l′k′diag(R
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l′k′) and Ŝl = (1 + κ2
rb)Ŵ

l +

σ2IM . The matrix Cl
lk is the error covariance matrix, given

as Cl
lk = R

l

lk − τpp̃lkα
2
dlk

Ar
aR

l

lkΨ
−1
lk R

l

lkA
rH

a .



Table I: Statistical parameters of different distortion/quantization noise .

Noise Mean Covariance Noise Mean Covariance
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Equality (a) in (B2) is valid because each BS uses only

the channel estimates of UEs in its cell and long-term channel

statistics of UEs in other cells. We, therefore, replace the terms(
ĥlH

l′k′ +Cl
l′k′

)
for l′ 6= l, with its statistics R

l

l′k′ . We note that

SINRUL
lk is in generalized Rayleigh quotient form. The optimal

combiner vlk is, therefore, given as:

vda
lk=B̃−1

lk ãlk
(a)
=

(
1+ãHlkB̃

−1
lk ãlk

)(
B̃lk+ãlkã

H
lk

)−1

ãlk. (B3)

Equality (a) is due to the matrix identity (A+ xxH)−1x =
1

(1+xHA−1x)
A−1x. The optimal distortion-aware precoder is

obtained using vDA-MMSE
lk , and by writing it in compact form as

wl
lk=ωlkv

da
lk, where Vda

l =[vda
l1 , · · · ,vda

lK ]=V̂−1
l ĤlPl

Here Ĥl = [ĥl
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lK ], Pl = diag(p̃l1, · · · , p̃lK) and
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APPENDIX C
We first rewrite the fractional term Alk(x)/Blk(x)

as
Nlk(x,yk)

2

Dlk(x,yk)
,

y2
lk

√
Alk(x)

2

y2
lk
Blk(x)

. Using the arith-

metic mean-harmonic mean inequality over the

functions Nlk(x, ylk), Dlk(x, ylk), we have

[Nlk(x, ylk) +Dlk(x, ylk)] /2 ≥ 2/
[

1
Nlk(x,ylk)

+ 1
Dlk(x,ylk)

]

(a)⇒ Nlk(x,ylk)
2

Dlk(x,ylk)
≥ 2Nlk(x, ylk)−Dlk(x, ylk)

(b)⇒ Alk(x)
Blk(x)

≥ 2ylk
√
Alk(x)− y2lkBlk(x) , hlk(x, ylk).

Implication (a) is obtained by rearranging the terms,

and implication (b) is obtained by substituting

Nlk(x, ylk) = ylk
√
Alk(x) and Dlk(x, ylk) = y2lk

√
Blk(x).

The scalar ylk is designed such that it satisfies the conditions

in (17). As per the first condition in (17), hlk(x, ylk)
∣∣
x=xt

=
Alk(xt)
Blk(xt)

⇒ 2ylk
√
Alk(xt)− y2lkBlk(xt) =

Alk(xt)
Blk(xt)

.

On arranging these terms, we obtain ylk =

√
Alk(xt)

Blk(xt)
.
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