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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].
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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/DAC:s [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 ef 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:

e 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 also
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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.

e 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].
e 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 Ith cell as Uyy.
Its Rician-faded channel to the jth BS ie., h], € CM*1 is
expressed as [3], [4]: )

hj, = hj,e?l + R} hl,, . M
Here B'ljk = V ljkfgkthk and R{k = le(l - F?k)z'ljkv
with K7, = Kj,/(Kj, + 1). The scalar ¢}, in (1) is the
random LoS phase-shift, which is uniformly distributed be-
tween [, 7] [3]. The vector h/, in B{k is the deterministic
LoS component. The scalars Kj, and (3}, denote the Rician
K -factor and the large-scale fading coefficient, respectively.
The matrix ¥, € CM*M in R, represent the spatial
correlation matrix of the channel h{k. The vector h{ul ,» 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 ¢, € C™*! be the unit-power pilot signal of the kth UE
in each cell, such that ¢kH¢k/ =17 for k =k and = 0

otherwise. The UE Uy, scales its pilot signal ¢y as v/pix Pk,
with Py being its transmit power. This signal is fed to a low-
resolution DAC, which distorts it. The distorted output signal
of the UE Uy, based on Bussgang model [16], is given as:

SpACY = Qdy Pk + Bhac,, - )
Here oy, = (1 — pg,,) is the Bussgang gain, with pg,, being
the DAC distortion factor [16]. The vector npac,, is the
quantization noise, whose elements have zero mean and
variance «g,, (1 — g, )pir- This quantized signal is then
fed to the low-cost hardware impaired RF chains. They further
add a distortion noise 1’75% which, according to the error
vector magnitude (EVM) model, has zero mean and covariance
k7, E(8DAC, 8D Ac,, ) [6]. Here £y, characterizes the EVM of
the UE transmit RF chain. The effective pilot signal transmit-
ted by UE Uy is therefore (a,, /By, +05ac,, + M, )-
The signal received at the antennas of the jth BS is

L K
YJBS:Z Z b, (O‘dyk/ Vb br + ﬁgACL,k, + ﬁgl/k,) :
The sigrllallr]z:ce}ved by the BS is fed to its low-cost RF chains
whose distorted output, based on the EVM model [6], is given
as Yﬁ% P= Yé g +ﬁﬁb +7Z’. The matrices ﬁib and Z’ denote
the receive distortion and AWGN at the jth BS. The columns
of the matrix 7, are i.i.d. with zero mean and covariance
k2, WJ, where £, denotes the receive EVM of the [th BS
and W7 = diag{E[y{éSygﬂh{,k,} boforl!=1,--- L kK =
1,---, K, ! with y}, being column of the matrix Y% g- The
columns of Z’ are i.i.d with pdf CA/ (0a7,0%In). The RF
chain output Yfé r 1s 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
Yipe=Q(Yhe) = ALY + NG A3)
The matrix A = diag(af, -, a),), with ol denoting the
Bussgang gain for the ¢th antenna of jth BS. The vector Ng is
the additive ADC quantization noise whose i.i.d. columns have
zero mean and covariance BZS7. Here B], = AJ (I, — AJ),
S/ = diag(IE [yIJ%FyIJ;;‘hf,k,D and yg%F is a column of the
matrix Yg% - The pilot signal received at the jth BS is given as

L K
. o _ o B
YJ = Z Z Aflh{’k’ (adllk/ \% pl/k/(ﬁk/ + ngACl/k/ + ng;l/k/)
U=1k'=1 ‘ .
+AIR, +AIZ + N )
The jth BS estimates h{k, which is the channel of UE Uy,
by correlating its received signal (4) with the pilot signal
o as follows: yjr = Yip; = 3 aa, VprrmpAlhy, +

I'=1
L K

i1 g — — * i N
1/211«2;1 Alhg,, (H%Acl,k,+77£l,k,) Pt AL, P+ Ny @+
A{;Z‘quz. 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 hy, in the following theorem.

'We assume that I’ =1,--- ,L, k¥’ =1,--- , K throughout the paper.
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L L
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pilot contamination

non-pilot co-channel interference

Qapy Nrugy, +aalknlk + NADCy, (1
r=1 r=1 UE receive RF impairments noise ADC impairments
BS transmit RF impairments DAC impairments
The proof is provided in Appendix A. B!, = Al (I,; — Al) and D! = diag &E [xlxl |h ) The
Theorem 1. BS feeds the DAC output signal to the low-cost hardware-

The phase-unaware LMMSE_ estimate of the
uplink correlated Rician-faded channel hj, with dynamic-
resolution ADC architecture and RF 1mpa1rments is given as

hlk = ag,, \/DirAl le Jk yjk, where 5)
R, =R}, +h1k(hik) and W, :lgl O‘dlkTpﬁlkAsz?'kAgH"‘

L K - L—1 -H . -H
Z Z Qs (1_adl’k’ + K%u)pl’k’A'z]zR?’k’A'zz + 0'2A'¢71A'Zz
U=1k'=1
+x2,AIJIAI" + B ((1+ K2,) 37 + 0%1p)). 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 s, 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 Ith cell is [3] vy, = Zle AL srk. Here 4L, is the complex
LSFP weight which satisfy the transmit power constraint of
the BS ie., Sp ) 31 [vil? < pa, 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

Zwlkvlk = Z wak’%l;gsrk- (6)
k=1r=1
Here wi, € (CM X is the local precoder, whose design is
discussed later in the sequel.

Hardware-impaired BS transmit signal: The BS feeds the
precoded transmit signal x; to the dynamic-architecture DACs,
which add quantization noise. The quantized DAC output,
based on the Bussgang model, is expressed as [16]:

Xpac = Q(xi) = Agx; +np e N
The matrix A}, = diag{c}, ,---,al }, with ol being the
Bussgang gain at the ith antenna of the Ith BS. The vector
n’, .o is the additive DAC quantization noise with zero
mean and conditional covariance matrix BfiDl [16]. Here

impaired transmit RF chains which further distorts it by
adding a zero mean noise néb, with covariance E[nébné:{] =
k3 E[xh, Acxlg ac| [6]. The effective signal transmitted by the
[th BS, based on the EVM model [6] is, therefore
Xpp = A+ npac + M- @®)
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 Uy is given as [6]:
L

H
= Z hyy Xpp + Nrugy, + k- ©)]

r=1
The AWGN ny, has pdf CN(0,0%), while the hardware
distortion 7., has Zero mean and variance k2,0, with

ip = diag{E[( Z hlk Xpr) ( Zl hlk XRF) |hi;] }. The
distorted RF chain output is fed to the low-resolution ADC,
whose quantized output, based on Bussgang model [16], is
yapcy, = QWrER,) = QapYRE, +1ADCY- (10)
The scalar oy, is the Bussgang gain. The additive ADC
quantization noise napc,, has zero mean and variance

Qg (1 — Ozalk) €11 such that ¢, = diag {E |:|yRFlk|2 |h7k:| }
We now decompose the signal y4pc,, 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 Uy, in (11), depends on the precoders of all the UEs in the
network i.e., wh,, VI’ 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]:

o MR precoder: w', = wyhl,, with w2 = 1/E{||hl, ||? }
e DU-MMSE precoder: wy,, = wyVy,, where wlk =

1/E{||vix|*} and vlk being the k:th column of matrix
—1

YRFy,

V= (HHP Hl—l—z piCl+ Z Z priRy, —|—021) H/P,,
=1 1
with P; = diag (pj1, - - ,le) and Hl = [hll, e ,th].

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 1mperfect hardware is glven as
Vi—[vila L vl = V 'H,P, and wh = OVt (12)

Here @7 =1/E{|[v{2||?} and V! 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]:
L

H
yADCZk — Oéauc Z ]E{h’lrk

r=1

wieHEse+  Ze . (13)

effective noise

desired signal
The effective noise term Z;;. includes all the interfer-

ence terms in (11) plus beamforming uncertainty given
L

as Qg Z ’7lk (hlk Agwr, — E{hl: der}) sik- The de-

r=1

sired signal and the effective noise Zj;, can easily shown to be
uncorrelated. The effective noise Zj; 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:

L K
SEqum = ~——2 log, (1+SINRy), (14

. ;; 2 ( k) (14)

where SINR;;, is given in (15) at the top of next page.
In (15, v = [Voovil" € CY' and
3 = gl g T JE. The terms
bu = (bl bl Cuw = [l i it

etk cbl L €l fl are defined as

b =E{h Aiwic), e = {hi" A win wi Ajhii |
€l = Ce (Bg) andHfﬁck’ = € (AG), with &, (X) =
= {h{kXdiag (Wi Wiy )by -

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

L K N ()
P1 : Maximize log <1+ Ik ) fs
imize 33 loga |1+ 3, 77 ) = fox(D),
K L
subject to ZZHMQ < pa, Vr. (16)
k=11=1

The constraint in (16) is the transmit power budget at each
BS. The SE metric consists of fractions Ny (%)/Di(7),
with Np (%) and Dy (%) containing product of optimization
variables, which makes it non-convex. We solve it using

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

maxin}(ize f(x). The MM algorithm has minorization and
xE
maximization steps. In the former step, it constructs a sur-

rogate function g(x|x;) to lower bound the objective f(x) at
a feasible point x;. In the latter step, it finds a feasible point
by maximizing the surrogate as X;1 = argmaxg(x|X;).

The MM algorithm, thus, iteratively gen)érates a sequence
of feasible points (%]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]:
9(xe[%e) = f(%i) and Vg (x[Xe) =g, = VS (X)x=s,- (17)
Surrogate function construction: We will construct a valid
surrogate function for the non-concave objective of P1 ie.,

fse(¥). Recall that SE is sum Of]{frll:%tlp)le ra ’yfgblkblk’m N

« the numerator in each ratio
a composition of square root and a convex function, which
is non-convex according to the composition rules [17].

o the denominator term Dy (F) consists of product of opti-
mization variables 'yflk,'yfl/k for (', k") # (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 Aj(x) : R® — Ry and Bj(x) : R" —

Ry;(WMl=1,---,Land k = 1,...K), be a positive function

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

X = X¢, a surrogate function that lower bounds ”“gg is:

A (0)® 2 =
> 2y Ak (X) — yi Bie(x) = hie(x, %), (18)
Blk (X)
Here y;;. is a function of x; and is calculated as y;, = Aue(x1)

Bk (xt) "
Lemma 2. Given a non-concave function fi(y;x) =

\/YEbubH A and fo(yL, vEL) = Yh ., We can construct

a linear surrogate function gi (=) and gg(ﬂyf;k,ﬂy;k) at 71(1?

and (7[:),7[];“)) respectively, by using Taylor’s first order
expansion as
) t
’Yl(k) bubi (i — ’Yl(k))
t)H t
VZ(k) blkbf/ﬁ%(k)
’ (t) ’ 7(t) (t) /(t)
92(Vik V) =Yk Vik T Yk Ve — Vik ik
The functions hyx(x), g1(7;;) and go (V5. )» 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 7 = 7() is glven as fse(%) > fSE('y 7)), where

fse@7 ") Zzlogz(l-i-?zlk\/le() kaﬁlkﬁ))- (19)

=1 k=1
The scalar 2z, using Lemma 1, is given as Zk

/N D) /Dy (7). Here Ny () (resp. Dy (7)) is linear
surrogate function over Ny (%) (resp. Dy (7)) obtained using
Lemma 2. The problem P1, by using (19), is recast as

'yl(k) b kak'Yl(k)+ and

g(vw) =



2 H 2
Qg ’7lkb”€’

s Nu(%)

SINR;, =

L L K
2 H 2 H 2, 2 H 2
Oéalk Z FY'rkclkkFY'rk_ Oéalk |7lkblk| +Oéalk Z Z FY'rk/clkk/ FY’,«k/ + OéalkO'
1

FY Ty

n=1r=1Fk’

L

r=

r’=1

“Du P

=1y 2k

’ ’
aalk|: Z (1+ “Eu - O‘am)%rz;/’yzzj/clrlgk/ +(1+ “3u)|’72k’ |2 [6lrkk/ + “?bflrkk/]
1

K L
P2 : Maximize foe(F:7"), s.t. D> [iil* < pa, ¥r. (20)
~
k=1 i=1
Problem P2 is now concave in %, which can be solved using

MM algorithm given in Algorithm 1.
Algorithm 1: MM Algorithm for SE optimization

1 Input: Choose a suitable tolerance € > 0 and initialize 7(0) such
that it satisfies the per BS power constraint in (20).

2 Output: ¥*

3 fort< 1t I do

4 Minorization: For a given feasible point F(=1) construct a

surrogate function fsg (3,71 as given in (19).
5 Maximization: Compute () by solving problem P2.
6 Repeat steps 4 and 5 until ||[F(0) — 5| < .

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 x 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 02 = —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 {37, }vi r,; 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 1)
K = 5 UEs per cell; ii) M = 100 BS antennas; and iii)
pilot power p;;, = 23 dBm. The optimal LSFP coefficients are
obtained using Algorithm 1. We present extensive numerical
results for the following designs:

o 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
V5, = 0 for r # 1 and 7}, = \/pix; in (14).

o 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. la, 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:- K, = Ky, = Kps = 0, Ky, =
Kty = Kuye = 0 and b = oo at both BS and UE; ii) low
hardware impairments:- ks = 0.01, kye = 0.01, b = 5 bits

at UE, and b = (3,4,5,6) bits at BS in equal proportions;
iii) moderate hardware impairments:- ks = 0.1, Kye = 0.05,
b = 4 bits at UE and b = (2,3,4,6) bits at BS in equal
proportions; and iv) high hardware impairments:- x5 = 0.175,
Kye = 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
Jjustify 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, k = 0.05; ii) moderate: b = 3 bits, x = 0.1; iii)
high: b = 2 bits, k = 0.1; and iv) severe: (k,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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designer should, therefore, prefer DA-SLP for high hardware
impairments, when compared with DU-LSFP precoding.

We present in Fig. lc the regions where DA-SLP design
outperforms DU-LSFP design and vice-versa, for different
hardware impairment values x, 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.,
Kps = Kye = k and bpg = byg = 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., (x,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 x. For
k = 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

Yik = Zadlk V DikTp AL hlk+ZZA hlk D ACy, +Newy, )

1=1 k=1
£l £2,
+Ajnrb+A]z +T p (AD)
£,
The phase unaware LMMSE channel estimate is given as [4]:
h, = ch] vie Oy ey Yik (A2)
where Chj = E{yakh n } and Cy v, = E{yjkyﬁc}

The matrlces Ch] v, and Cy vy, can be simplified by
substituting y from (Al), and by using the statistics of
distortion/quantization noises from Table I. Their final expres-
sions are given as:

= e . o i g g
Chiy, = adzchp\/I_?lkAszlk with Ry, = (Rj, +hjhj, ),
y]kyﬂc Z adlk plkAiRg/kAé + TpﬂgsAfz']J A‘(]l
'=1
L K
25 ATRY, AT
+ Z Z Tpadl,k, (1 - adl,k, + Kltu)pl/k/AaRl/k/Aa

U=1k'=1
+ 027';DAZ;2 +7,BI ((1+ Ags) J+ 0’211\/[)) , (A4)
with J7 = E{WJ }. Substituting (A4) in (A2), we obtain the
final expression for hy, 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, = Y7(:,m) in
(Al); ii) replacing pilot symbol ¢, = with data symbol
S, and; iii) combining the resultant signal with vy, as
Yl = vf,gyfn. The SINR in uplink transmission using (B1)
is written as in (B2) shown at the top of the page. Here
~ o = 111 = ~ ~
ajr = Oédlk\/p[;gAahlk and Blk = Zk’ 1 O‘dlk/plk’A (Clk’
~ ~ 1 H H
h%kl;hfk’)Afz + . ;z/ﬂ Sl 10<dl,k,psz/A Rl/k/
Al — a2 ppALRL R AL+ k2 ALWIAL 4 BLS!
+02AL ALY adlk(l + k2,). Here
—~ -H
w! = T 1O‘dzxc/plk’dlag(hlk/hlk/ + Clk/) +
Zl/#z Zk’ 1 adz/k/pl’k’dlag(lekf) and 8! = (1+k b)Wl
oI The matrlx Cl, is the error covarlance matrix, given
as C Ik — le - TpplkaikA le‘I’lk le

with ddlk =



Table I: Statistical parameters of different distortion/quantization noise .
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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
(b, +CL,.) for I' # I, with its statistics R,,. We note that
SINREQL is in generalized Rayleigh quotient form. The optimal
combiner vy is, therefore, given as:

~ -1
Vlk_Blk alk(_) (1+alkBlk alk) (Blk-i-élké{_]g) élk- (B3)

1

Equality (a) is due to the matrix identity (A + xx)~1x =
1

A~'x. The optimal distortion-aware precoder is

(1+xHA-T )
obtained usmg vDAMMSE “and by writing it in compact form as
. e e =
Wlk:wui;vlk, where Vl [Vlf7 T 7Vl;<]:Vl H[Pl

Here Hz = [b,,--- b, ], P, = diag(pn, - . pix) and
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APPENDIX C
We first rewrite the fractiona£ term Ay (x)/Big(x)
2 2/ A (x . .
as 7]}7;;((’;?’;2) = 7@’”;12,6 Bzick((x))' Using the arith-
metic  mean-harmonic  mean inequality over the
functions Nk (%, yik), Dk (%, yix), we have

[N“f(x’y“f) + le(x’ ylk)] /2 Z 2/|:le(?1(;?”1€) + le()l(7ylk):|
(:‘I}) Nk (%,y16)°

® Dty = 2N (%, yie) — Dk (%, yik)
b x
ngkgxg > 2yu/ A (%) — Y7, Bu(x) £ hue(x, yur)-

Implication (a) is obtained by rearranging the terms,
and implication (b) is obtained by substituting
Ni (%, yik) = Y/ Ak (x) and Dy (x, i) = yix/ Buk(x).
The scalar y;;, is designed such that it satisfies the conditions
in (17). As per the first condition in (17), hyx(x, ylk)‘

X=X¢

" A
Biigxt) = 2y A (xe) — Y Buk (x1) = Bi:gig
On arranging these terms, we obtain vy, = #,(:;)
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