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Abstract

Cell-free massive MIMO is emerging as a promising technology for future wireless communication

systems, which is expected to offer uniform coverage and high spectral efficiency compared to classical

cellular systems. We study in this paper how cell-free massive MIMO can support federated edge

learning. Taking advantage of the additive nature of the wireless multiple access channel, over-the-air

computation is exploited, where the clients send their local updates simultaneously over the same com-

munication resource. Such an approach, known as over-the-air federated learning (OTA-FL), is proven to

alleviate the communication overhead of federated learning over wireless networks. Considering channel

correlation and only imperfect channel state information available at the central server, we propose a

practical implementation of OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO. The convergence of the proposed

implementation is studied analytically and experimentally, confirming the benefits of cell-free massive

MIMO for OTA-FL.

Index Terms

Federated learning, over-the-air computation, cell-free massive MIMO, imperfect CSI.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the exponential growth in data collection from distributed devices and remarkable ad-

vancements in AI applications, there is a growing interest in distributed learning, which leverages

the computing capabilities of these devices. Distributed learning offers two primary benefits.

Firstly, it eliminates the need to transfer massive volumes of high-dimensional data from the

collecting devices to central servers (CSs) for further processing. Secondly, it inherently ensures

privacy since local data is not shared. This work specifically focuses on federated learning

(FL), a popular technique in distributed learning, where a CS coordinates global model training

by communicating with multiple distributed clients [1]–[3]. Instead of sharing local data, the

parameters of the machine learning (ML) model are transferred. The FL process involves multiple

ar
X

iv
:2

21
2.

06
48

2v
3 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  1

8 
Se

p 
20

23



2

training rounds, during which the global model is shared with the clients. The clients then perform

several local iterations using their respective local data and send their model updates back to

the CS. These model updates are subsequently aggregated to obtain the new global model.

In this work, we focus specifically on over-the-air FL (OTA-FL), which has been recently

proposed to alleviate the communication overhead of the FL process [4], [5]. By exploiting

the additive nature of the multiple access channel, OTA-FL allows the clients to send their

local updates simultaneously and the CS can obtain the sum directly from the received signal.

Such an approach has been extensively studied in literature and has been proven to enhance

the communication efficiency of FL over wireless networks. The main advantage of OTA-FL is

that the communication resources needed to reach convergence do not scale with the number of

clients. In contrast, the communication resources of digital transmission based FL scale with the

number of clients [6].

In this paper, we consider implementing OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO. The latter

is a promising technique for future wireless communication systems, which is expected to

bring several benefits such as ultra-high reliability, high energy efficiency, ultra-low latency,

and ubiquitous and uniform coverage [7]–[9]. The main idea of cell-free massive MIMO is

deploying a large number of distributed APs, connected to a central processing unit (CPU), that

serve all users in a wide coverage area [9]. Specifically, we consider in this work the scalable

cell-free architecture recently proposed in [10]. It is a user-centric architecture where a cluster

composed of a finite number of APs is formed around each user terminal (UT). The latter will

only communicate with the APs in its cluster. This is the main difference compared to the early

architectures proposed for cell-free massive MIMO, where each UT is served by all the APs

in the network [11], [12]. The scalable architecture [10] allows the number of UTs and APs

to be very large while keeping all the signal processing algorithms and the fronthaul signaling

practically implementable. The main objective of our work is to explore the benefits that cell-free

massive MIMO can bring for OTA-FL.

Significant efforts have been recently dedicated for the design and performance analysis of FL

over wireless networks [4]–[6], [13]–[31], referred to as federated edge earning (FEEL). Some of

the studies focused on exploring over-the-air computation to reduce the communication overhead

of the FL process [4]–[6], [15], [20]–[23], [25]. While most of the efforts considered first-order

optimization methods, namely stochastic gradient descent (SGD), some works have studied the

convergence of second-order methods such as the alternating direction method of multipliers
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(ADMM) [6], [32]. Moreover, different scheduling techniques have been proposed for FEEL

[26]–[30], where a subset of clients is selected at each communication round considering the

limited communication resources. Resource allocation has been also an active research direction

in FEEL [18], [33]–[37], with the aim of accelerating convergence and reducing the effect of the

wireless channel. Furthermore, assuming multiple antennas at the CS and designing beamforming

and receiving techniques have been considered in [4], [15], [19]. In [15] a blind FEEL scheme

was proposed assuming the CS is equipped with a large number of antennas and imperfect

channel state information (CSI) available at the CS. The settings considered in [15] are such

that the CS is connected to a base station (BS) equipped with a large number of antennas,

communicating with a finite number of clients participating in the FL process. Our work differs

from [15] in two aspects. Particularly, we consider in our work cell-free massive MIMO instead

of cellular MIMO and the more practical scenario where the number of APs (and thus the number

of antennas) and the number of clients are both large. To the best of our knowledge, our work

in this paper is the first effort to study the performance of OTA-FL in the context of cell-free

massive MIMO.

OTA-FL has been studied extensively in both point-to-point and MIMO settings. However,

these studies cannot be directly applied to cell-free massive MIMO scenarios. In Section III, we

thoroughly demonstrate the vanishing interference terms and establish the necessary conditions

specific to cell-free massive MIMO systems. These conditions differ significantly from those

studied in the context of cellular massive MIMO, as outlined in [15]. Particularly, while the

conditions for cellular massive MIMO focus on a large number of antennas and a finite number

of clients, our findings highlight the importance of both a large number of clients and a large

number of antennas for cell-free massive MIMO. Moreover, proving the interference vanishing

necessitates some practical assumptions specific to this setting. These assumptions, detailed in

(7), are essential to justify the feasibility of OTA-FL in cell-free MIMO systems. Our proposed

analysis also addresses a critical challenge often overlooked in existing literature, which is the

scalability issue. Previous studies on OTA-FL in cellular MIMO predominantly focus on single-

cell scenarios with a limited number of clients, neglecting inter-cell interference. In contrast,

our analysis considers the entire cell-free network with a substantial number of clients, pre-

senting a more scalable approach. By investigating OTA-FL within this comprehensive network

framework, we contribute to the understanding of its applicability and performance in large-

scale deployments. Finally, a strong motivation for this work is to study the advantages of
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implementing OTA-FL in terms of energy efficiency compared with cellular MIMO. This is an

important research question and our work is a first attempt to answer it. Our experiments show

clearly the advantage of cell-free massive MIMO systems in terms of energy efficiency, which

is an essential factor in FL taking into account the limited power at the clients’ devices.

The contributions of our work can be summarized as follows:

• We study, for the first time, the performance of OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO and

investigate the benefits that the latter can bring for OTA-FL in terms of energy efficiency.

• We propose a practical implementation of OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO under

reasonable assumptions and a practical channel model. Specifically, we propose a receiver

based on maximum ratio combining (MRC) that is shown to mitigate the effect of the fading

channel as well as the interference.

• We provide the convergence rate of the proposed implementation and test its performance via

extensive experiments. Numerical results show that OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO

requires lower power constraints at the clients to reach convergence compared to cellular

massive MIMO.

Throughout the paper, boldface lowercase is used for denoting column vectors, x, and upper

case for matrices, X. The superscripts T , H , and ∗ denote the transpose, the conjugate transpose

and the conjugate, respectively. Ip denotes the p × p identity matrix and ∥.∥ is used to denote

the ℓ2 norm. The trace of a matrix A is denoted by trA and diag(A1, · · · ,An) stands for the

block-diagonal matrix with the square matrices A1, · · · ,An on the diagonal. NC(0,R) denotes

the multivariate circularly symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with correlation matrix R.

|S| denotes the cardinality of a set S. The expected value and the variance of the random

quantity x are denoted as E{x} and var{x}, respectively. Re x and Im x are used to denote

the real and imaginary parts of the complex number x. [n] denotes the set {1, · · · , n}. The

notations f(n) = O(g(n)) and f(n) = o(g(n)) mean that
∣∣∣f(n)g(n)

∣∣∣ is bounded or approaches zero,

respectively, as n → ∞.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In the next section, we present the system

model and introduce OTA-FL and cell-free massive MIMO. In Section III, the proposed FEEL

scheme is detailed, while in Section IV, its convergence is studied. We provide, in Section V,

extensive numerical experiments to test the performance of the proposed implementation. Finally,

concluding remarks are drawn in Section VI.
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II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we give a brief overview of OTA-FL and cell-free massive MIMO. Particularly,

we introduce the scalable user-centric architecture of cell-free massive MIMO that will be

considered in our proposed implementation.

A. Federated learning

We consider a FL system, where N clients, each with a local dataset Dn of size Dn = |Dn|,

communicate with a CS to collaboratively train a global model. The result of the FL process is

the optimal parameter vector, θ⋆ ∈ Rp, that minimizes a global loss function F (θ) given by

F (θ) =
N∑

n=1

Dn

D
Fn(θ), (1)

where D =
∑N

n=1Dn and Fn(θ) is the local empirical loss function at client k given by

Fn(θ) =
1

Dn

∑
ξ∈Dn

L(θ; ξ), (2)

where L(θ; ξ) denotes the loss function at data sample ξ, which depends on the learning task.

One of the main challenges of FL is the communication overhead. In fact, the local updates are

sent at every global training round to the CS usually over limited bandwidth wireless channels.

To reduce the communication overhead, over-the-air communication has been proposed as a

promising solution, where the model updates are sent simultaneously over the multiple access

channel [4], [20]. This approach, referred to as OTA-FL, will be introduced hereafter.

OTA-FL consists of multiple global training rounds where the CS sends the model parameter

vector, θt, to the clients at each round t. Due to the high power available at the CS, the downlink

communication is usually assumed to be perfect and the clients receive the global model without

distortion [20]. Then, client n sets its local model as θn
0 (t) = θ(t) and runs its local SGD for τ

iterations based on its local dataset

θn
i+1(t) = θn

i (t)− ηtF
′
n,ξtn,i

(θn
i (t)), for i = 0, 1, · · · , τ − 1, (3)

where ηt is the SGD step size at round t and F ′
n,ξtn,i

(θn
i (t)) denotes the stochastic gradient

computed using a local mini-batch sample ξtn,i chosen uniformly at random from the local

dataset of client n. The clients then send their model updates,

∆θn(t) = θn
τ (t)− θ(t), (4)
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simultaneously to the CS via analog OTA. The CS recovers the new global model from the

received signals. Further details will be given in Section III.

B. Cell-free massive MIMO

One of the promising technologies for 6G is cell-free massive MIMO, where distributed APs

are deployed over the coverage area [38], [39]. Each AP can serve multiple UTs and a UT can

communicate with several APs, which is different from classical cellular massive MIMO where

each UT is served by a single BS. Cell-free massive MIMO is shown to provide better spectral

efficiency than classical cellular massive MIMO [10].

We adopt in this work the scalable cell-free massive MIMO network proposed in [10]. Such

a network can support a large number of UTs while the signal processing algorithms and the

fronthaul signaling remain practically implementable. The network is composed of N single

antenna UTs and L APs, each equipped with M antennas. Each subset of APs is connected to

a CPU via high-capacity backhaul links. A user-centric network architecture is assumed where

each UT is served by a subset of the APs providing the best channel conditions as illustrated

in Fig. 1. We denote by Sℓ the subset of UTs served by AP ℓ.

Fig. 1. Scalable cell-free massive MIMO network.

Since the model updates of a client will be received by multiple APs, we think that imple-

menting OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO will be more robust to poor channel conditions

and CSI errors. The objective of this work is to propose a practical implementation of OTA-FL

over cell-free massive MIMO, investigate its advantages, and study its convergence.
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III. OTA-FL OVER CELL-FREE MASSIVE MIMO

The UTs and the CPU1 are considered as the clients and the CS, respectively. We assume

that the number of APs and the number of UTs in the network are large, while the number of

antennas per AP is finite. These are typical assumptions in cell-free massive MIMO [10].

At each global round, the local updates with dimension d are sent over S OFDM subchannels

during K transmissions, where K = ⌈ d
2S
⌉. For transmission k over OFDM subcarrier s, two

entries of ∆θn(t) are sent as complex symbol as follows

xk,s
n (t) = xk,s

n,re(t) + jxk,s
n,im(t), k ∈ [K],

where

xk,s
n,re(t) = ∆θn

(2k−1)+2(s−1)K(t)

xk,s
n,im(t) = ∆θn

2k+2(s−1)K(t).

where ∆θn
i (t) is the i-th entry of ∆θn(t). Each client sends the following signal at the k-th

OFDM symbol on subcarrier s:

x̃k,s
n (t) = αtx

k,s
n (t),

where αt is a scaling factor to satisfy a power budget constraint at the clients, defined as

1

TK

T∑
t=1

K∑
k=1

E∥x̃k
n(t)∥2 ≤ P, ∀n (5)

where x̃k
n(t) = [x̃k,1

n (t), · · · , x̃k,S
n (t)]T ∈ CS×1 is the vector of signals transmitted on different

subcarriers at transmission k from client n. It is important to note that the total number of global

rounds is not known in practice, so the scaling factor should not be determined using the power

constraint. A more reasonable assumption is that αt is determined based on the power budgets of

the clients. Such information can be exchanged between the clients and the CS before or during

the learning process and the CS can choose αt accordingly. However, we adopt the constraint

in (5) to have an idea about the amount of power needed to reach convergence and compare

different implementation schemes of OTA-FL in terms of energy efficiency.

1In practice, several CPUs are deployed in the network connected to a master CPU. In this case, the latter will be the CS

coordinating the FL process.
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The received signal at AP ℓ during OFDM symbol transmission k is given by

yk,s
ℓ (t) = αt

N∑
n=1

hk,s
n,ℓ(t)x

k,s
n (t) + zk,sℓ (t), s ∈ [S], ℓ ∈ [L], k ∈ [K], (6)

where hk,s
n,ℓ(t) ∈ CM is the channel vector between UT n and AP ℓ for transmission k over

subcarrier s, and zk,sℓ (t) ∼ CN (0, σ2
zIM) stands for the additive noise.

A Rayleigh fading channel model is assumed, where the channel vector between UT n and

AP ℓ, at global iteration t, subcarrier s, and transmission k is distributed as [10]

hk,s
n,ℓ(t) ∼ CN (0,Rn,ℓ),

where Rn,ℓ ∈ CM×M is a correlation matrix describing the large-scale fading, including geometric

pathloss, shadowing, antenna gains, and spatial channel correlation [40]. We assume that Rn,ℓ

is available at the APs, which can be obtained by one of the existing correlation estimation

methods [41]–[43].

Since the UTs far away from AP ℓ will experience a severe large-scale fading and a few

UTs are close to a particular AP in practice, we will make the following assumption on the

correlation matrix Rn,ℓ

1

M
trRn,ℓ = O(1) for n ∈ Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ,

1

M
trRn,ℓ = o(1) for n /∈ Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ, (7)

where Sℓ is the set of UTs served by AP ℓ while S̃ℓ is a set of UTs close to AP ℓ and not

served by this AP. In a practical scenario, one can assume that the cardinalities of Sℓ and S̃ℓ

are finite while the total number of UTs is large, N → ∞. These assumptions are needed for

theoretical analysis purposes, in this section, to justify that the interference will vanish as will

be detailed later. When implementing our approach in practice, such assumptions are not used.

We note also that (7) implies

1

M
trRn,ℓRn′,ℓ = o(1) for n ∈ Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ and n′ /∈ Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ,

1

M
trRn,ℓRn′,ℓ = O(1) for n ∈ Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ and n′ ∈ Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ. (8)

The channel vector from all APs to UT n can be written as hk,s
n (t)=

[
hk,s
n,1(t)

T , · · · ,hk,s
n,L(t)

T
]T

,

which has the following correlation matrix Rn = diag(Rn,1, . . . ,Rn,L) ∈ RLM×LM . AP ℓ has



9

access to an estimate of the channels of its corresponding UTs, that is, ĥk,s
n,ℓ(t) is available at

AP ℓ for n ∈ Sℓ. The channel estimates are such that

ĥk,s
n,ℓ(t) = hk,s

n,ℓ(t) + h̃k,s
n,ℓ(t) (9)

where h̃k,s
n,ℓ(t) ∼ CN (0,Cn,ℓ) is the channel estimation error with correlation Cn,ℓ and indepen-

dent of hk,s
n,ℓ(t). The channel estimation can be done in a distributed manner where each AP

estimates the channels of its corresponding UTs or in a centralized manner where the received

pilot signals are conveyed to the CPU, which will be in charge of channel estimation. In our

experiments, we have used the MMSE channel estimation technique as in [10].

Each AP sends the received signal yk,s
ℓ (t) and the channel estimates, ĥk,s

n,ℓ(t), of its cor-

responding UTs to the CPU. The vector of all the received signals from all APs, yk,s(t) =

[yk,s
1 (t)T , · · · ,yk,s

L (t)T ]T , is combined at the CPU using the following receive vector

vk,s(t) =
1

N

N∑
n=1

Dnĥ
k,s
n (t)

tr(DnRn)
,

where Dn = diag(Dn,1, · · · ,Dn,L) and

Dn,ℓ =

IM if n ∈ Sℓ

0M otherwise.

For notation convenience, we define cn ≜ tr(DnRn) =
∑

ℓ∈Kn
tr(Rn,ℓ), where Kn denotes the

set of indexes of APs serving UT n. Combining the received signal vector yk,s(t) using vk,s(t),

the CS obtains,

yk,s(t) = vk,s(t)Hyk,s(t)

=
αt

N

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1

ĥk,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n′ (t)

cn
xk,s
n′ (t) +

1

N

N∑
n=1

ĥk,s
n (t)HDnz

k,s(t)

cn

=
αt

N

N∑
n=1

hk,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n (t)

cn
xk,s
n (t)︸ ︷︷ ︸

signal term

+
αt

N

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1
n′ ̸=n

hk,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n′ (t)

cn
xk,s
n′ (t)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
interf 1

+
αt

N

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1

h̃k,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n′ (t)

cn
xk,s
n′ (t)︸ ︷︷ ︸

interf 2

+
1

N

N∑
n=1

(
hk,s
n (t) + h̃k,s

n (t)
)H

Dnz
k,s(t)

cn︸ ︷︷ ︸
noise term

. (10)

The combined signal is composed of a signal term, two interference terms, and a noise term. In

what follows, we will show that the signal term converges to the average of the model updates
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and the two interference terms vanish as the number of clients grows large, N → ∞. The signal

term in (10) can be rewritten as

yk,ssig(t) =
αt

N

N∑
n=1

1

cn
xk,s
n (t)

∑
ℓ∈Kn

hk,s
n,l (t)

Hhk,s
n,l (t).

Using the law of large numbers, when N → ∞, the signal term approaches

ȳk,ssig(t) =
αt

N

N∑
n=1

1

cn
xn

∑
ℓ∈Kn

Ehk,s
n,l (t)

Hhk,s
n,l (t) =

αt

N

N∑
n=1

xk,s
n (t).

Let us now analyze the interference terms. The expectation and the variance of hH
n Dnhn′ are

given by

Ehk,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n′ (t) = 0, (11)

varhk,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n′ (t) = tr(RnDnRn′Dn) =

L∑
ℓ∈Kn

tr(Rn,ℓRn′,ℓ). (12)

Thus, the expectation of the first interference term is zero and its variance with respect to the

randomness of the channel is given by

var(interf 1) = var
αt

N

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1
n′ ̸=n

hk,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n′ (t)

cn
xk,s
n′ (t) (13)

=
α2
t

N2

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1
n′ ̸=n

∑
ℓ∈Kn

tr(Rn,ℓRn′,ℓ)

c2n
|xk,s

n′ (t)|2 (14)

=
α2
t

N2

N∑
n=1

∑
ℓ∈Kn

N∑
n′ ̸=n

n′∈Sℓ∪S̃ℓ

tr(Rn,ℓRn′,ℓ)

c2n
|xk,s

n′ (t)|2 +
α2
t

N2

N∑
n=1

∑
ℓ∈Kn

N∑
n′ ̸=n

n′ /∈Sℓ∪S̃ℓ

tr(Rn,ℓRn′,ℓ)

c2n
|xk,s

n′ (t)|2

(15)

Using the assumptions in (7) and (8), the first term of (15) is the sum of N |Kn||Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ| terms

of order O(1) normalized by N2, and since |Kn||Sℓ∪ S̃ℓ| is finite compared to N , this first term

is o(1) when N → ∞. For the second term, it is a sum of N |Kn|(N − |Sℓ ∪ S̃ℓ|) terms of order

o(1) normalized by N2, it is thus o(1). Based on the above analysis, the variance of the first

interference term satisfies

var(interf 1) = o(1), as N → ∞. (16)
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Similarly, the expectation of the second interference term is zero and its variance with respect

to the randomness of the channel can be obtained as

var(interf 2) = var
αt

N

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1

h̃k,s
n (t)HDnh

k,s
n′ (t)

cn
xk,s
n′ (t) (17)

=
α2
t

N2

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1

tr(Rn′DnCnDn)

c2n
|xk,s

n′ (t)|2. (18)

Using similar arguments as in the analysis of the first interference term, one can easily show

var(interf 2) = o(1), as N → ∞. (19)

The above analysis justifies the estimation of the global model update entries as

∆θ̂(2k−1)+2(s−1)K(t) =
Re
{
yk,s(t)

}
αt

(20)

∆θ̂2k+2(s−1)K(t) =
Im
{
yk,s(t)

}
αt

. (21)

Remark 1. We have shown in this section that the interference terms vanish and determined

the required conditions for that. These conditions turn out to be completely different than the

case of cellular massive MIMO studied in [15]. Specifically, both the number of clients and the

total number of antennas should be large while the conditions in the case of a cellular massive

MIMO are such that the number of antennas is large while the number of clients is finite.

IV. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we study the convergence of the proposed FEEL scheme. We assume without

loss of generality that d = 2S, which implies K = 1 and thus we drop the dependency on k of

all variables for ease of the notations.

A. Preliminaries

Let θ∗ be the optimal parameter vector that minimizes F (θ) and define F ∗ = F (θ∗). We define

also Γ = F ∗ −
∑N

n=1
Dn

D
F ∗
n , which measures the amount of bias in the data distribution. Larger

Γ indicates higher data heterogeneity among clients. In the sequel, we consider the following

assumptions, which are classical when it comes to studying the convergence of FL [15], [21].

Assumption 1. We assume the following regularities for the loss functions:
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(i) The loss functions F1, · · · , FN are µ-strongly convex, that is, for all x,y ∈ Rd,

Fn(x)− Fn(y) ≥ ⟨F ′
n(y),x− y⟩+ µ

2
∥x− y∥2.

(ii) The loss functions F1, · · · , FN are all L-smooth, that is, for all x,y ∈ Rd,

Fn(x)− Fn(y) ≤ ⟨F ′
n(y),x− y⟩+ L

2
∥x− y∥2.

(iii) The stochastic gradient F ′
n,xitn,i

(x) satisfies

E∥F ′
n,ξtn,i

(x)∥2 ≤ G2, for all x ∈ Rd.

B. Convergence results

In this section, we establish the convergence rate of the proposed OTA-FL scheme. The proof

is provided in Appendix A.

Theorem 1. Under Assumption 1, when the step size ηt verifies 0 < ηt ≤ min
{
1, 1

µτ

}
, we have

∥θ(T )− θ∗∥2 ≤

(
T−1∏
t=0

A(t)

)
∥θ(0)− θ∗∥2 +

T−1∑
t=0

B(t)
T−1∏
i=t+1

A(i), (22)

where

A(t) = (1− µηt(τ − ηt(τ − 1))), (23)

B(t) = 2ηt(τ − 1)Γ + (1 + µ(1− ηt))η
2
tG

2 τ(τ − 1)(2τ − 1)

6
+ η2t (τ

2 + τ − 1)G2

+

(
2

N
+

(γ̃ + γ)

2N
− γ

2N2

)
η2t τ

2G2 +
d

2Nα2
t

(κ+ κ̃)σ2
z , (24)

with

γ = max
n,n′

1

c2n
tr(RnDnRn′Dn)

γ̃ = max
n,n′

1

c2n
tr(CnDnRn′Dn)

κ =
1

N

N∑
n=1

1

cn

κ̃ =
1

N

N∑
n=1

1

c2n
tr(CnDn).

The term
∏T−1

t=0 A(t) in the bound in (22) measures the decay of the distance to the opti-

mal solution after T rounds with respect to the initial distance. On the other hand, the term
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∑T−1
t=0 B(t)

∏T−1
i=t+1 A(i) measures the residual distance to the optimal solution at round T with

respect to that of the initial model to the optimal solution. Reducing A(t) may lead to faster

convergence but it may result in increasing the value of B(t) and thus higher residual distance.

For instance, increasing τ will result in a lower value of A(t) and a higher value of B(t), thus

higher values of τ provide faster convergence but increased residual error. Moreover, the effect

of the wireless channel appears in the last two terms of B(t) via the noise variance σ2
z and the

channel statistics captured by the parameters κ, κ̃, γ, and γ̃.

We highlight that the effect of the channel estimation error appears in the parameters γ̃ and

κ̃. Specifically, these parameters vanish when perfect CSI is available at the APs since Cn = 0

in this case. Moreover, the parameters γ and κ are directly related to the quality of the wireless

channels between the clients and their corresponding APs. For instance, κ which can be rewritten

as

κ =
1

N

N∑
n=1

1

tr(DnRn)
=

1

N

N∑
n=1

1∑
ℓ∈Sn

tr(Rn,ℓ)
, (25)

increases when the quality of channel conditions of the clients decreases. We note also that the

effect of the AP-UT association scheme is reflected in the parameters γ, γ̃, κ and κ̃ through the

association matrices Dn.

Corollary 1. • When the step size ηt verifies 0 < ηt ≤ min
{
1, 1

µτ

}
, we have

E [F (θ(T ))]− F (θ∗) ≤ L
2

(
T−1∏
t=0

A(t)

)
∥θ(0)− θ∗∥2 + L

2

T−1∑
t=0

B(t)
T−1∏
i=t+1

A(i).

• When ηt = η, ∀t and τ = 1, we have for 0 < η ≤ min
{
1, 1

µτ

}
,

E [F (θ(T ))]− F (θ∗) ≤ L
2
(1− µη)T

(
∥θ(0)− θ∗∥2 − A1

)
+

L
2
A1,

where

A1 =
1

µη

(
η2G2 +

(
2

N
+

(γ̃ + γ)

2N
− γ

2N2

)
η2G2 +

d(κ+ κ̃)

2Nα2
0

σ2
z

)
.

Corollary 1 states that the proposed implementation converges at a linear rate towards a

neighborhood of the optimal solution with an asymptotic learning error, A1, that depends on

the noise variance, the UTs channel conditions, and the AP-UT association scheme. The latter

is reflected in the parameters γ, γ̃, κ and κ̃. The above result can be leveraged to reduce the
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learning error of the FL process, also known as the optimality gap, by optimizing the AP-UT

association scheme. Reducing the values of γ+ γ̃ and κ+ κ̃ will result in a lower learning error.

Remark 2. Various techniques, including user scheduling [44], partial device participation [45],

and gradient sparsification or compression [46], among others, can be employed in the context

of cell-free massive MIMO for optimizing the FL process. The convergence analysis can be

adapted depending on the specific technique but this is out of the scope of this work.

V. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we study the convergence of the proposed OTA-FL scheme experimentally and

compare the performance of OTA-FL over cell-free and cellular massive MIMO. We consider

two popular classification datasets, MNIST and CIFAR10. For both datasets, convolutional neural

network models are deployed as detailed in Table I. The performance is measured in terms of

the test accuracy computed using the test dataset.

Table I

CNN MODELS FOR CLASSIFICATION ON MNIST AND CIFAR10.

MNIST CIFAR10

5× 5 conv layer, 32 channels,

ReLU activation, same padding

3× 3 conv layer, 32 channels, ReLU activation, same padding

3× 3 conv layer, 32 channels, ReLU activation, same padding

2× 2 max pooling

2× 2 max pooling
dropout with probability 0.2

3× 3 conv layer, 64 channels, ReLU activation, same padding

5× 5 conv layer, 64 channels,

ReLU activation, same padding

3× 3 conv layer, 64 channels, ReLU activation, same padding

2× 2 max pooling

dropout with probability 0.3

2× 2 max pooling
3× 3 conv layer, 128 channels, ReLU activation, same padding

3× 3 conv layer, 128 channels, ReLU activation, same padding

fully connected layer with 128 units,

ReLU activation

2× 2 max pooling

dropout with probability 0.4

10 units softmax output layer 10 units softmax output layer

We consider both i.i.d. and non-i.i.d. data distribution scenarios. For the i.i.d. data distribution,

the training set is randomly splitted into N disjoint datasets, and each of them is assigned to

one client. As for the non-i.i.d. data distribution, the samples from the same class are splitted
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into N/10 disjoint groups (assuming N ≥ 10 is divisible by 10) and each group is assigned to

a client. Thus, each client has samples from one class only.

In all experiments, we assume that the number of OFDM subcarriers is S = d/2, and thus K =

1 transmission time slot is needed at every global training round. We note that this assumption

has no effect on the learning performance since changing the values of S and K will only change

the value of the average power constraint P . We adopt the cell-free massive MIMO architecture

proposed in [10], including the algorithms proposed for pilot assignment, UT-AP association,

and channel estimation. The values of the channel parameters are summarized in Table II.

In all experiments, the convergence is reported for T = 300 global iterations. For the MNIST

dataset, the learning rate is fixed to ηt = 0.01 and the batch size to |ξtn,i| = 50 while the learning

rate is set to ηt = 0.005 and the batch size to |ξtn,i| = 500 for the CIFAR10 dataset. For the

sake of comparison, we plot the performance of the FL process when perfect communication

links between the clients and the CS are available. In such a scenario, the CS receives ∆θ(t) =

1
N

∑N
n=1 ∆θn(t) without distortions. This will serve as a benchmark to assess the proposed OTA-

FL scheme. Moreover, in all experiments, we assume that the clients use single-antenna wireless

devices.

Table II

CHANNEL PARAMETERS.

Noise figure 7dB

Subcarrier bandwidth B 15kHz

Noise spectral density -174 dBm/Hz

Pathloss exponent 3.76

Standard deviation of shadowing 10

A. Performance on MNIST dataset

In Fig. 2, we plot the performance of the proposed implementation based on the MNIST

i.i.d. dataset for different values of N . In this experiment, the number of APs is L = 100 each

equipped with M = 4 antennas and randomly distributed in a square area of size 2 × 2 km.

The performance of both perfect and imperfect CSI scenarios is reported. We note that the

performance of the OTA-FL scheme approaches the performance of error-free links for small
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0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

Global rounds

Te
st

A
cc

ur
ac

y

Perfect links
αt = 1.0, P = 9.86 dBm
αt = 0.5, P = 6.81 dBm
αt = 0.1, P = 3.62 dBm

(d) Imperfect CSI, N = 50

Fig. 2. Test accuracy vs. the number of global iterations using i.i.d. MNIST dataset with L = 100, M = 4, and τ = 12.

values of the power constraint P , such as P = 10 dBm. This illustrates the success of the

proposed OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO and highlights the advantages that the latter

can bring in terms of energy efficiency. We remark also that the choice of αt is very important

to ensure convergence as sufficiently small values of αt lead to poor performance.

Considering the same settings as in Fig. 2, we report in Fig. 3 the performance of the proposed

OTA-FL scheme on the non-i.i.d. MNIST dataset. As expected, the convergence is guaranteed

for sufficient values of the power constraint and approaches that of error-free links. The gap in

performance compared to Fig. 2 is due to the non-i.i.d. data distributions at the clients. This was

predicted by the theoretical analysis where the learning error depends on the heterogeneity of
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Fig. 3. Test accuracy vs. the number of global iterations using non-i.i.d. MNIST dataset with τ = 12.

the data.

B. Comparison with cellular massive MIMO

In the third experiment, we compare the performance of OTA-FL on cell-free massive MIMO

and cellular massive MIMO. We consider N = 25 clients uniformly distributed in a 500×500m

square coverage area. For cell-free massive MIMO, we consider L = 25 APs, each equipped

with M = 4 antennas, and randomly distributed in the coverage area. As for the cellular massive

MIMO, the clients communicate with a single BS placed in the center of the square coverage area

and equipped with M̃ = 100 antennas. We note that for both systems, the number of antennas is

the same to ensure a fair comparison. We plot in Fig. 4 the performance of both systems based on

i.i.d. MNIST dataset for the same value of the power scaling parameter αt. From the figure, the

performance of cell-free massive MIMO-based OTA-FL is better for a lower value of the power

constraint. For example, with P = 4.47 dBm, cell-free massive MIMO-based OTA-FL provides

better performance than cellular OTA-FL with P = 13.6 dBm. This highlights the benefits of

cell-free massive MIMO in terms of energy efficiency. We note also from Fig. 4.b, that for the

same value of the power scaling factor, cellular massive MIMO fails to reach convergence while

cell-free massive MIMO guarantees an acceptable performance.

Since the number of global training rounds does not necessarily reflect the time needed till

convergence, we added a simulation where we compare the performance of OTA-FL over cellular
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Fig. 4. Test accuracy vs. the number of global iterations using i.i.d. MNIST dataset with τ = 12. Comparison between cellular

and cell-free massive MIMO.

and cell-free architectures as a function of the training time. In particular, we report in Fig. 5 the

test accuracy versus the training time using the same setting as in Fig. 4. Similar convergence

behavior as in Fig. 4 is observed and this is due to the fact that a global round takes approximately

the same time over both cellular and cell-free massive MIMO as we have remarked in our

experiments.
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Fig. 5. Test accuracy vs. training time using i.i.d. MNIST dataset for N = 25 and τ = 12. Comparison between cellular and

cell-free massive MIMO.

As we mentioned in the previous section, various techniques can be employed to enhance
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the performance of the FL process in both cell-free and cellular massive MIMO such as client

scheduling and partial device participation. In order to provide illustrative examples, we have

conducted additional simulations incorporating different user scheduling techniques. In Fig. 6,

we present a performance comparison of two distinct scheduling approaches with partial client

participation, considering both cellular and cell-free scenarios.

In the case of partial client participation, only a subset of clients is selected to upload their local

updates during each global round. For our simulations, we assume a total of N = 25 clients, out

of which r = 10 clients are chosen to send their local updates at each global round. We investigate

two widely adopted scheduling schemes: random selection (RS) and update significance (US).

In the RS scheme, r clients are chosen randomly from the available pool. On the other hand,

the US scheme selects the clients with the highest norm of the model updates.

We conclude from the figure that the performance of the two scheduling techniques is almost

the same for i.i.d. data distribution for both cell-free and cellular architectures. On the other hand,

US scheduling outperforms RS scheduling in the case of non-i.i.d. data over cellular massive

MIMO. We remark also that the cell-free architecture provides better performance than cellular

MIMO under different scheduling techniques for the same power scaling factor αt.
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(a) i.i.d. MNIST, αt = 0.5
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Fig. 6. Test accuracy vs. the number of global iterations using MNIST dataset for N = 25, r = 10, L = 25 and τ = 12.

C. Effect of the AP-UT association scheme

It is important to note that the AP-UT association scheme influences the performance of cell-

free MIMO in general and the FL process in particular. Our theoretical convergence analysis
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remains valid for any AP-UT association scheme, as long as the user-centric cell-free massive

MIMO architecture is considered. The influence of the AP-UT association scheme is reflected in

the constants γ, γ̃, κ, and κ̃ through the association matrices Dn. For the sake of illustration, we

conducted additional simulations to explore the effect of different AP-UT association techniques

on the FL process. Specifically, we compare the performance of our proposed implementation

using two distinct AP-UT association schemes in Fig. 7. The first scheme, used in all our previous

experiments and proposed in [10], assigns APs and pilots jointly to UTs based on large-scale

fading coefficients and pilot contamination levels. The second scheme, developed in [47], is

an interference-aware massive access scheme that achieves joint AP-UT association and pilot

assignment by leveraging large-scale interference characteristics.

From the figure, it is clear that the AP-UT-2 scheme ( [47]) outperforms the AP-UT-1 scheme

( [10]) for smaller values of the power scaling factor αt. However, for relatively high values of

αt, the performance of both schemes becomes indistinguishable.
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Fig. 7. Test accuracy vs. the number of global iterations using i.i.d. MNIST dataset for N = 50, L = 100 and τ = 12.

”AP-UT-1” stands for the AP-UT association scheme proposed in [10] while ”AP-UT-2” refers to the scheme developed in [47].

D. Performance on CIFAR10 dataset

In Fig. 8, we consider the more challenging CIFAR10 dataset. We report the performance

of the proposed OTA-FL scheme for different values of the power scaling factor αt. Similarly

to the MNIST experiment, the proposed implementation guarantees near-optimal performance

while requiring low transmit power at the clients.
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Fig. 8. Test accuracy vs. the number of global iterations using i.i.d. CIFAR10 dataset for N = 20 and τ = 5.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the performance of OTA-FL over scalable cell-free massive

MIMO. Specifically, we have proposed a practical implementation that is shown to be convergent.

The performance of the proposed implementation is studied analytically and experimentally,

showing the advantages that cell-free massive MIMO can bring for OTA-FL. We have also

compared the proposed scheme with cellular massive MIMO-based OTA-FL, where we have

shown that the proposed implementation requires significantly lower energy to reach convergence.

Future related research directions include studying different receiving techniques, such as the

MMSE receiver, and investigating the convergence of second-order FL techniques, such as

ADMM FL, in this context. Fine-tuning the proposed OTA-FL over cell-free massive MIMO in

terms of client scheduling and uplink power optimization is also an interesting future direction.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM 1

As mentioned in Section IV, we assume without loss of generality that d = 2S, which implies

K = 1 and thus we drop the dependency on k for ease of notations. The received signal in (10)

can be rewritten as follows

ys(t) =
4∑

p=1

ysp(t), (26)
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where

ys1(t) =
αt

N

N∑
n=1

hs
n(t)

HDnh
s
n(t)

cn

(
∆θn,s(t) + j∆θn,s+ d

2
(t)
)

(27a)

ys2(t) =
αt

N

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1
n′ ̸=n

hs
n(t)

HDnh
s
n′(t)

cn

(
∆θn′,s(t) + j∆θn′,s+ d

2
(t)
)

(27b)

ys3(t) =
αt

N

N∑
n=1

N∑
n′=1

h̃s
n(t)

HDnh
s
n′(t)

cn

(
∆θn′,s(t) + j∆θn′,s+ d

2
(t)
)

(27c)

ys4(t) =
1

N

N∑
n=1

(
hs
n(t) + h̃s

n(t)
)H

Dnz
s(t)

cn
. (27d)

Accordingly, we define for p ∈ [4]

∆θ̂p,i(t) =


Re(yip(t))

αt
, if 1 ≤ i ≤ d/2,

Im(y
i−d/2
p (t))

αt
, if d/2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ d,

(28)

and the estimate of the i-the entry of the global model update can be written as

∆θ̂i(t) =
4∑

p=1

∆θ̂p,i(t).

Define ν(t) as

ν(t+ 1) = θ(t) + ∆θ(t),

where

∆θ(t) =
1

N

N∑
n=1

∆θn(t).

Recall that

θ(t+ 1) = θ(t) + ∆θ̂(t).

The objective is to bound E ∥θ(t+ 1)− θ∗∥2, where the expectation is taken over all randomness,

namely the channels, the channel estimation error, the noise, and the stochastic gradients. We

start by rewriting ∥θ(t+ 1)− θ∗∥2 as

∥θ(t+ 1)− θ∗∥2 = ∥θ(t+ 1)− ν(t+ 1) + ν(t+ 1)− θ∗∥2

= ∥θ(t+ 1)− ν(t+ 1)∥2 + ∥ν(t+ 1)− θ∗∥2 (29)

+ 2 ⟨θ(t+ 1)− ν(t+ 1),ν(t+ 1)− θ∗⟩ .
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It takes no effort to verify that

E ⟨θ(t+ 1)− ν(t+ 1),ν(t+ 1)− θ∗⟩ = E
〈
∆θ̂(t)−∆θ(t),θ(t) + ∆θ(t)− θ∗

〉
= 0,

where the last result is obtained by noting that the local model updates at global round t are

independent of the channels and noise during the same global round, and the expectation over

hs
n(t), h̃

s
n(t), and zs(t) of ∆θ̂(t) is E∆θ̂(t) = ∆θ(t).

It remains to bound the first two terms of the RHS of (29), which is the objective of the

following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.

E ∥θ(t+ 1)− ν(t+ 1)∥2 ≤
(

2

N
+

(γ + γ̃)

2N
− γ

2N2

)
η2t τ

2G2 +
d

2Nα2
t

(κ+ κ̃)σ2
z . (30)

Proof. See Appendix B.

Lemma 3.

E ∥ν(t+ 1)− θ∗∥2 ≤(1− µηt(τ − ηt(τ − 1)))E ∥θ(t)− θ∗∥2 + 2ηt(τ − 1)Γ (31)

+ (1 + µ(1− ηt))η
2
tG

2 τ(τ − 1)(2τ − 1)

6
+ η2t (τ

2 + τ − 1)G2. (32)

Proof. The proof is classical in the convergence analysis of FL since the terms involved do not

depend on the transmission scheme and can be found in several papers in literature such as [15],

[30].

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 2

First, we have

E ∥θ(t+ 1)− ν(t+ 1)∥2 = E
∥∥∥∆θ̂(t)−∆θ(t)

∥∥∥2 = d∑
i=1

E
(
∆θ̂i(t)−∆θi(t)

)2
,

where ∆θi(t) is the i-th entry of ∆θ(t). Note that

∆θ̂i(t) =
4∑

p=1

∆θ̂i,p(t),
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where ∆θ̂i,p(t), p ∈ [4], are defined in (27). Given that the channels and the noise are independent

of the model updates at the global round t, it can be easily seen that

E
(
∆θ̂i(t)−∆θi(t)

)2
= E

(
∆θ̂i,1(t)−∆θi(t)

)2
+

4∑
p=2

E
(
∆θ̂i,p(t)

)2
.

Lemma 4.
d∑

i=1

E
(
∆θ̂i,1(t)−∆θi(t)

)2
≤ γ

N2

N∑
n=1

E∥∆θn(t)∥2, (33)

with γ = maxn,n′
1
c2n
tr(RnDnRn′Dn).

Proof. First, substituting ∆θ̂i,1(t) by its expression, we have for 1 ≤ i ≤ d/2

E
[(

∆θ̂i,1(t)−∆θi(t)
)2]

= E

( 1

N

N∑
n=1

(
1

cn
hi
n(t)

HDnh
i
n(t)− 1

)
∆θn,i(t)

)2


(a)
=

1

N2

N∑
n=1

E

[(
1

cn
hi
n(t)

HDnh
i
n(t)− 1

)2

(∆θn,i(t) )
2

]
(b)
=

1

N2

N∑
n=1

tr (RnDnRnDn)

c2n
E (∆θn,i(t) )

2

(c)

≤ γ

N2

N∑
n=1

E (∆θn,i(t))
2 , (34)

where (a) follows from the independence of channel vectors hi
n(t) from each other and from

the model updates at global round t, and by noting that 1
cn
Ehi

n(t)
HDnh

i
n(t) = 1, ∀n. (b) is

obtained by computing the expectations over the channels as follows

E
(

1

cn
hi
n(t)

HDnh
i
n(t)− 1

)2

= E
(

1

cn
hi
n(t)

HDnh
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tr(RnDnRnDn) + (tr(RnDn))

2

c2n
− 2 tr(RnDn)

cn
+ 1

=
tr(RnDnRnDn)

c2n
.

And (c) follows from the definition of γ. Similarly, we obtain for d/2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ d,
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Lemma 4 follows readily from (34) and (35).

Lemma 5.
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with γ = maxn,n′
1
c2n
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Proof. For 1 ≤ i ≤ d/2, replacing ∆θ̂i,2(t) by its expression given in (28), we have
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where (a) follows from the independence of the channels hi

n(t), ∀n, i, and (b) is obtained by

taking the expectation over the channels. Similarly, for d/2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ d, following the same

steps, we get
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Summing over all i ∈ [d], it follows that
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where the last inequality follows from the definition γ.
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where γ̃ = maxn,n′
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Proof. Applying the same techniques as in the proof of the previous lemma, we have for 1 ≤

i ≤ d/2,
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Similarly, for d/2 + 1 ≤ i ≤ d,
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Summing over i ∈ [d], we get
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≤ γ̃

N

N∑
n=1

E∥∆θn(t)∥2.
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Combining the results of Lemmas 4-7, it follows that
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