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Quasi-Newton FDE in One-Bit Pseudo-Randomly
Quantized Massive MIMO-OFDM Systems
Gökhan Yılmaz, Graduate Student Member, IEEE, and Ali Özgür Yılmaz, Member, IEEE

Abstract—This letter offers a new frequency-domain equaliza-
tion (FDE) scheme that can work with a pseudo-random quanti-
zation (PRQ) scheme utilizing non-zero threshold quantization
in one-bit uplink multi-user massive multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) systems to mitigate quantization distortion and
support high-order modulation schemes. The equalizer is based on
Newton’s method (NM) and applicable for orthogonal frequency
division multiplexing (OFDM) transmission under frequency-
selective fading by exploiting the properties of massive MIMO. We
develop a low-complexity FDE scheme to obtain a quasi-Newton
method. The proposed detector outperforms the benchmark
detector with comparable complexity.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, OFDM, pseudo-random quanti-
zation (PRQ), one-bit ADC, FDE.

I. INTRODUCTION

MASSIVE multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) sys-
tems are equipped with large numbers of antennas

to achieve higher data rates. However, cost and power
consumption can be significant issues since each antenna
requires a separate radio frequency (RF) chain. Low-resolution
analog-to-digital converters (ADCs) have been proposed as
a potential solution [1]–[6] since ADCs are one of the most
power consuming components in the RF chains. The power
consumption of an ADC increases exponentially with its
resolution. One-bit ADCs have additional benefits, such as
not requiring automatic gain control units and having simple
circuitry. However, communication with high-order QAM
constellations is challenging to achieve with one-bit ADCs
due to the loss of amplitude information. The achievable rate
of one-bit systems saturate at a high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
value due to the stochastic resonance (SR) phenomenon [7].

In our previous work [7], we aimed to tackle this issue by
proposing new quantization and detection schemes for one-
bit massive MIMO systems operating under frequency-flat
fading. Inspired by the idea of randomizing the quantization
operation to lower the quantization distortion in the temporal
domain for general signal processing application from [8], we
introduced a new pseudo-random quantization (PRQ) scheme
by changing the domain of dithering from temporal to spatial
using quantization thresholds, in contrast to existing works
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such as [1]–[6] where the quantization thresholds are zero for
all receiver antennas i.e., zero-threshold quantization (ZTQ)
is employed. In [7], we show that by employing the PRQ
approach, one-bit uplink massive MIMO systems can operate
with high-order QAM constellations such as 256-QAM or
1024-QAM by compensating for the SR effects.

In this letter, we extend our previous work [7] to the
frequency-selective fading scenario with orthogonal frequency
division multiplexing (OFDM) to analyze the effects of PRQ
when there is inter-symbol interference (ISI) on the received
signal. We formulate equalization in one-bit wideband massive
MIMO systems as a constrained optimization problem by
optimizing over the log-likelihood function. Unlike [1], this
approach does not require selecting suitable step sizes. After
deriving the necessary relations using Newton’s method (NM),
we utilize two approximations based on the properties of
the Hessian of the log-likelihood and massive MIMO to
decouple equalization among subcarriers and avoid matrix
inversion to reach the proposed low-complexity frequency-
domain equalization (FDE) scheme, projected quasi-Newton
detector (PQND), which is an improvement over [7]. In one-bit
massive MIMO systems, adopting second-order optimization
techniques to optimize the log-likelihood under frequency-
selective fading has not been used. The proposed detector
outperforms the benchmark detector from [1], irrespective of
the quantization scheme with comparable complexity. We also
show that communication with high-order modulation schemes
is applicable when PRQ is used in frequency-selective channels.

Notation: Lowercase letters represent scalars, lowercase bold
letters represent vectors, and uppercase bold letters represent
matrices. Underline accent is used to represent the concatenated
version of a time-domain (TD) vector over all V time samples
or a frequency-domain (FD) vector over all V subcarriers
such that ā =

[
ā[0]T ā[1]T . . . ā[V − 1]T

]T
. Complex-

valued variables have an over-bar accent and their real-valued
counterparts have no accent on top such that

a =

[
ℜ{ā}
ℑ{ā}

]
and A =

[
ℜ{Ā} −ℑ{Ā}
ℑ{Ā} ℜ{Ā}

]
. (1)

F̄ is the unitary discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix of
size V × V . bdiag [.] operator creates a block diagonal matrix
by placing its argument entries on the diagonal as blocks. ⊗
is the Kronecker and ⊙ is the Hadamard product. A variation
⊙̄ of the Hadamard product is defined as ā ⊙̄ b̄ = ℜ{ā} ⊙
ℜ{b̄}+ j ℑ{ā} ⊙ ℑ{b̄}.
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Fig. 1. A block diagram that summarizes the system model. S/P is for serial-
to-parallel, and P/S is for parallel-to-serial.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an N × K uplink massive MIMO-OFDM
system with V subcarriers, where K single-antenna users are
served by a base station (BS) equipped with N antennas. A
summary of the system model is shown in Fig. 1. Constellation
symbols to be transmitted are selected independently from
an M -QAM alphabet, M̄, with equal likelihood. The FD
symbols of the users at the vth subcarrier are shown as x̄[v] =[
x̄1[v] x̄2[v] . . . x̄K [v]

]T ∈ M̄K for v = 0, 1, . . . , V −1,
where E[|x̄k[v]|2] = Es = 1. Each user transmits their
FD symbols through inverse DFT before transmission to
obtain their TD signals. We assume the BS has perfect
knowledge of the channel impulse response (CIR), and the
multipath channel has L taps. Each user adds a CP of length
LCP ≥ L − 1 to the beginning of their TD signals to help
mitigate the effects of ISI at the receiver side. The ℓth tap of
CIR between all users and BS antennas can be represented
as H̄[ℓ] ∈ CN×K , where the channel between the nth BS
antenna and the kth user can be shown as h̄n,k[ℓ] with
h̄n,k[ℓ] = 0 for ℓ ≥ L. The CP is discarded at the receiver
side. ȳ[m] =

[
ȳ1[m] ȳ2[m] . . . ȳN [m]

]T ∈ CN and
w̄[m] =

[
w̄1[m] w̄2[m] . . . w̄N [m]

]T ∈ CN represent
the unquantized version of the received signal and the noise
samples time m, respectively. w̄[m] ∼ CN (0N , N0IN ) for
m = 0, 1, . . . , V −1. We define the TD block circulant MIMO
channel matrix of size NV ×KV as

H̄b =


H̄[0] H̄[V − 1] . . . H̄[1]
H̄[1] H̄[0] . . . H̄[2]

...
. . . . . .

...
H̄[V − 1] . . . H̄[1] H̄[0]


= Q̄H

N Λ̄bQ̄K ,

(2)

where Q̄i = F̄ ⊗ Ii for i ∈ Z+. Λ̄b ∈ CNV×KV is the block
diagonal FD MIMO channel matrix [9]. It can be shown as
Λ̄b = bdiag

[
Λ̄[0], Λ̄[1], . . . , Λ̄[V − 1]

]
. The TD unquantized

representation of the received signal can be found as

ȳ = H̄b Q̄
H
K x̄+ w̄

= Ḡ x̄+ w̄,
(3)

where Ḡ = Q̄H
N Λ̄b represents the effective TD channel

matrix. w̄ ∈ CNV is the TD concatenated noise vector
with independent entries. Then, the concatenated represen-

tation r̄ of the TD one-bit quantized observations r̄[m] =[
r̄1[m] r̄2[m] . . . r̄N [m]

]T ∈ {±1± j}N is found as

r̄ = sign(ℜ{ȳ − τ̄}) + j sign(ℑ{ȳ − τ̄}), (4)

where τ̄ is the time-invariant quantization threshold vector with
components τ̄ [m1] = τ̄ [m2] = τ̄ for m1,m2 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , V −
1}. The quantization thresholds are time-invariant. Due to the
structure of the proposed detector, we need to be able to work
with real numbers only. Hence, (4) can be re-written as r =
sign (Gx− τ +w). The channel is modeled with Rayleigh
fading, i.e., h̄n,k[ℓ] ∼ CN (0, p[ℓ]), where p[ℓ] denotes the
power delay profile (PDP) of the channel and each coefficient
is independent in space and time. The power of each tap
in an exponential PDP channel can be calculated as p[ℓ] =

exp(−µℓ)∑L−1
m=0 exp(−µm)

where µ is the power decay rate. To model a
small delay spread (SDS) channel, we use exponential PDP
where L = 8 and µ = 1. To model a large delay spread
(LDS) channel, we utilize TDL-A delay profile from [10],
a tapped delay line channel model introduced by 3GPP, for
which L = 23. The sum power from all taps in both models is∑L−1

ℓ=0 p[ℓ] = 1. We define the SNR as the ratio of the average
received signal power per user to the average noise power at
each antenna such that ρ = Es/N0 = 1/N0.

III. PROJECTED QUASI-NEWTON DETECTOR (PQND)

In the presence of independent additive white Gaussian noise
(AWGN) on each branch of a one-bit quantized channel, as in
[1], [7], the log-likelihood can be expressed as

L(x) = 1T
2NV log

(
Φ

(√
2

N0
r ⊙ (Gx− τ )

))
, (5)

where Φ(a) =
∫ a

−∞ ϕ(τ) dτ is the cumulative distribution
function (CDF) of the standard Gaussian random variable with
probability density function (PDF) ϕ(a) = exp(−a2)√

2π
, and 1i

is the vector of size i ∈ Z+, whose elements are all set to 1.
log(.) and Φ(.) are applied element-wise on their arguments.
(5) calculates the logarithm of the probability of observing
r when x passes through the channel G and gets one-bit
quantized with the thresholds τ . For a single branch ADC with
a +1 observation, (5) is the logarithm of the probability that
the noise-free version of the received signal is greater than the
threshold, given the transmitted signal. The optimal solution
that maximizes (5) requires an exhaustive search. Subcarrier-
level maximum likelihood (ML) detection in the FD is not
applicable since conversion to the FD causes an unknown
conditional distribution for the quantized observations. We use
gradient-based optimization techniques [1], [7] by utilizing the
concavity of (5) due to the log-concavity of Φ(.). We relax
the discrete input set constraint to get

x̃ = arg max
x∈R2KV

L(x)

subject to |xi| ≤Mb, i = 1, 2, . . . , 2KV,
(6)

where Mb is the boundary of an M -QAM constellation with
unit average power on a single dimension, and it can be
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calculated as Mb =
√

3(
√
M−1)2

2(M−1) . The feasibility of relaxation
and the convergence of concave optimization problems of
similar forms is shown in [11]. While relaxing the discrete
input set constraint, we utilize a restriction. Each element of x
is inside the boundaries of the constellation, which is called the
box constraint [1]. The box constraint prevents diverging from
the constellation’s boundaries during equalization. To apply
constrained optimization, we resort to the projection method.
We start with projected NM, a second-order optimization
technique, to solve (6). The update equation can be written as

x(t) = P(t)
(
x(t−1) − α(∇2L(t−1))−1∇L(t−1)

)
, (7)

where α ∈ R is the step size, and P(t)(.) is the projection
function at iteration t, which will be addressed after the gradient
and Hessian calculations. ∇L(t) is the gradient of the log-
likelihood function L with respect to x calculated at iteration
t. Similarly, ∇2L(t) is the Hessian of L with respect to x at
iteration t. The gradient and Hessian are functions of x, and
we drop the argument for ease of notation. Also, we define
u =

√
2
N0

r ⊙ (Gx− τ ) for compactness. The gradient is

∇L =

√
2

N0
GT (r ⊙ φ (u)) , (8)

where φ(a) ≜ d
da ln(Φ(a)) = ϕ(a)/Φ(a) > 0 since both

PDF and CDF are non-negative functions, and φ(.) is applied
element-wise on its arguments. The Hessian can be found as

∇2L =
2

N0
GT diag (ψ (u))G, (9)

where ψ(a) ≜ d2

da2 ln(Φ(a)) = −aφ(a) − φ2(a) < 0 since
φ(a) > 0, and ψ(.) is applied element-wise on its arguments.
Note that ψ(a) < 0 for all a ∈ R, which shows the
log-concavity of Φ(.). The computations of these nonlinear
functions in finite precision can cause divergent behavior for
which the solution in [7, Appendix B] is also used herein.
NM can provide complexity reduction. However, it does not
allow subcarrier-level equalization and requires a large matrix
inversion. We solve these problems using approximations to
get a low-complexity equalizer. We can write the step to be
computed in (10), ∆x = (∇2L)−1∇L, as

∆x =

√
N0

2

(
GT diag (ψ (u))G

)−1 (
GT (r ⊙ φ (u))

)
.

(10)
The matrix to be inverted in (10) is a 2KV ×2KV matrix. To

simplify the relations, we first aim to approximate diag(ψ(u))
to a multiple of the identity matrix γI2NV such that γ =

1
2NV

∑2NV
n=1 ψ(un). This approximation is valid for the low

SNR regime when N0 is large so that the elements of ū are
very close to zero. For the high SNR regime, it is very likely
that all elements of ū are positive and large values. Since the
rate of change of ψ(.) is very low for large positive arguments,
this approximation is also helpful for high SNR. Note that with
this approximation, decoupling between the real and imaginary
parts due to second-order derivative calculation can also be

avoided. We can now go back to the notation with complex
numbers. The complex counterpart of (7) can be obtained as
x̄(t) = P(t)

(
x̄(t−1) − α∆x̄(t−1)

)
, where ∆x̄ is found as

∆x̄ ∼=
1

γ

√
N0

2

(
Λ̄

H
b Λ̄b

)−1

Λ̄
H
b Q̄N (r̄ ⊙̄ φ̄ (ū)) , (11)

by defining φ̄(ā) = φ(ℜ{ā}) + j φ(ℑ{ā}). Note that ū from
its each component {ū[m]}V−1

m=0 can now be found as

ū[m] =

√
2

N0
r̄[m] ⊙̄

(
F−1

m {Λ̄[v]x̄[v]} − τ̄
)
, (12)

where F−1
m (.) =

∑V−1
v=0 (.) exp

(
j2πmv

V

)
. Since Λ̄b is a block

diagonal matrix, subcarrier-level processing is now applicable.
(11) can be written for each subcarrier v = 0, 1, . . . , V − 1 as

∆x̄[v] ∼=
1

γ

√
N0

2
Λ̄[v]†Fv {r̄[m] ⊙̄ φ̄ (ū[m])} . (13)

where Fv(.) =
∑V−1

m=0(.) exp
(
−j2πmv

V

)
and Λ̄[v]† =(

Λ̄[v]HΛ̄[v]
)−1

Λ̄[v]H . To avoid matrix inversion, we intro-
duce one last approximation using the channel hardening prop-
erty of massive MIMO systems. Notice that Λ̄[v]† from (13) is
the zero-forcing (ZF) filter. By exploiting the large N , we as-
sume Λ̄[v]HΛ̄[v] is diagonally-dominant, and

(
Λ̄[v]HΛ̄[v]

)−1

can be approximated by only its diagonal part as λ[v] such
that λk[v] = 1/

∑N
n=1 |[Λ̄[v]](n,k)|2 for k = 1, 2, . . . ,K and

v = 0, 1, . . . , V − 1 due to the channel hardening property of
massive MIMO using the LLN. Hence, we replace the ZF filter
expression during the step calculations with the maximum ratio
combining (MRC) filter by relying on the channel hardening
property to obtain the final form

∆x̄[v] ∼=
1

γ

√
N0

2
λ[v]⊙

(
Λ̄[v]HFv {r̄[m] ⊙̄ φ̄ (ū[m])}

)
.

(14)
Before starting the iterative updates, an initial solution should

be found, preferably close to the optimum. The low-complexity
MRC estimate [7] is a suitable choice, which can be found as

x̄(0)[v] =

√
πσ2

y

4
λ[v]⊙

(
Λ̄[v]HFv {r̄[m]}

)
(15)

for v = 0, 1, . . . , V − 1, where σ2
y = K + N0 + σ2

τ and σ2
τ

is the variance of the quantization thresholds. The projection
function P(t)(.) can be expressed as

P(t) (x̄) =

{
Pbox (x̄) , 1 ≤ t < T
Pnorm (x̄) , t = T,

(16)

where T denotes the total number of iterations. Pbox(x̄) =
PI
box (ℜ{x̄}) + jPQ

box (ℑ{x̄}), where PI
box(.) = P

Q
box(.) and

it is defined as PI
box(.) = sign(.) ⊙ min{|.|,Mb}, and each

function is applied element-wise on its arguments. We define
the norm projection function as Pnorm(x̄) =

√
KV
∥x̄∥ x̄ for which

we utilize the practical values of KV being large with the law
of large numbers (LLN) at the final iteration to scale the output.
At high SNR, to avoid singular Hessian matrices, we define a
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Algorithm 1 Projected Quasi-Newton Detector (PQND)

Input: {r̄[m]}V−1
m=0, {Λ̄[v]}V−1

v=0 , τ̄ , α, T,N0, ζ
Output: {x̄[v]}V−1

v=0

1: Set the initial solution {x̄[v]← x̄0[v]}V−1
v=0 (15)

2: Apply the damping factor N0 ← ζN0

3: for t = 1 to T do
4: Calculate {ū[m]}V−1

m=0 using (12)
5: Calculate the step {∆x̄[v]}V−1

v=0 (14)
6: Update {x̄[v]← P(t) (x̄[v]− α∆x̄[v])}V−1

v=0 (16)
7: end for
8: return {x̄[v]}V−1

v=0

damping factor as in [7] such that ζ = max{1, ρ/ρd}, where
ρd is the damping SNR, and the actual N0 is multiplied with
ζ. After the iterative updates, symbol-by-symbol minimum
distance mapping is applied to the estimate for an uncoded
scenario. A summary of PQND is given in Algorithm 1.

IV. PSEUDO-RANDOM QUANTIZATION (PRQ) SCHEME

Each pair of ADCs in the BS RF chains has a complex-
valued threshold that separately represents the I/Q parts. The
thresholds are generated from the Gaussian distribution, i.e.,
τ̄ ∼ CN (0N , σ

2
τIN ) as in the conventional dithering scenario.

In [7], we parameterize the variance of the thresholds using
empirical observations for flat-fading channels, which depend
on the system parameters. Like [7], the threshold SNR value
above which PRQ is utilized is determined as

ρt = 0.15K2 + Ls − 2.50 log2(N) + 14 dB (17)

where Ls is the number of strong, i.e., high-power channel
taps, which is determined by checking the numbers of taps
with an average power stronger than that of a uniform PDP
channel with the same delay spread. Ls = 3 for the SDS
and Ls = 7 for the LDS channel models. As in [7], the
variance of the quantization thresholds is found accordingly
using σ2

τ = R(Es/ρt −N0) = R (1/ρt −N0), where R(x) =
max{0, x} is the unit ramp function. Hence, the threshold
variance is gradually increased above the threshold SNR value.
The thresholds do not need updating since the distribution of
the thresholds matters rather than their different realizations due
to the large values of N . The channel capacity can be achieved
by optimizing over x and τ . However, jointly designing the
threshold values and a codebook would not be practical in a
wireless system for different channel realizations and large N .

V. COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS

Since N ≫ K for massive MIMO, the complexity-dominant
parts of the algorithm are computations of ū and ∆x̄ both with
complexity O(TV N log2(V ))+O(TV NK). The complexities
of the proposed detector and the existing works from the
literature are shown in Table I. The generalized expectation
consistent signal recovery (GEC-SR) method [2] requires a
quadratic complexity increase in the number of BS antennas.
EM and GAMP methods, explained in detail in [4], require
a quadratic complexity increase in the data block length.

TABLE I
COMPLEXITY COMPARISON OF PQND WITH EXISTING METHODS

Detector Number of Flops
GEC-SR [2] O(TNV log2(NV )) +O(TN2V )

EM and GAMP [4] O(TNKV 2)
PQND, 1BOX [1], and IEM [5] O(TV N log2(V )) +O(TV NK)

NM O(TV NK2V 3)

Inexact EM (IEM) [5] and 1BOX [1] methods have comparable
complexity with the proposed PQND method. However, the
performance of the IEM method is very similar to 1BOX,
and the number of iterations for the algorithm to converge is
very large [5]. The benchmark algorithm to compare with the
proposed PQND is the 1BOX detector from [1], which utilizes
FDE tools with first-order optimization.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, the error performance of the proposed detector
is investigated. PQND’s step size is α = 0.7, and T = 6
iterations are considered for all scenarios. The damping SNR
for PQND is determined as ρd = 20− 150K

N dB. The number
of subcarriers is chosen as V = 256 unless otherwise stated. An
empirical convergence analysis is shown in Fig. 2a and 2b. The
initial solution is the MRC estimate, and the same projection
functions are used for all methods. The PQND method performs
very closely to the one-step approximated method, which
is a rational trade-off to avoid matrix inversion. Even after
careful adjustments of the step size for the 1BOX method,
it fails to converge within 10 iterations. Unconstrained NM
converges quickly in the log-likelihood sense. However, it does
not converge to the optimal solution since the input comes from
a discrete alphabet. Even though NM with box constraints can
yield better performance for up to 3 iterations, its complexity
is O(TV NK2V 3). On the other hand, the proposed method
has complexity O(TV NK) +O(TV Nlog2(V )) since it does
not require matrix inversion and can utilize the fast Fourier
transform (FFT) algorithm. The BER performances of different
detectors from the literature are compared in Fig. 2c. The

ZF estimate can be found as ˜̄x[v] =

√
πσ2

y

4 Λ̄[v]†Fv {r̄[m]}.
ρd = 15 dB, T = 6, and 0.007 step size are selected for
1BOX. MRC and ZF perform poorly compared to the nonlinear
methods. The proposed PQND outperforms 1BOX as expected
since second-order techniques converge faster.

In Fig. 3a, the performance is investigated when ZTQ and
PRQ schemes are utilized with high-order modulations using
PQND and 1BOX. The high SNR performance generally starts
to saturate with ZTQ after some point. The spatial degrees
of freedom are exploited much better with PRQ, and high
SNR error floors are decreased to much lower levels. Existing
methods for one-bit massive MIMO focus on QPSK and
16-QAM constellations. According to the results, high-order
modulation schemes can also be applicable in one-bit massive
MIMO-OFDM systems with the PRQ scheme. PQND and
1BOX perform similarly with PRQ for 16-QAM, yet PQND
is significantly better at higher M . In Fig. 3b, the PQND
performances with respect to K are plotted using ZTQ and PRQ.
Since the high SNR performance is the limiting factor, ρ = 30
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channels. (c) The BER performance against log2(N) when K = 1 at ρ = 30 dB with ZTQ and PRQ in the SDS and LDS channels.

dB is selected. As in [7], starting with the single-user scenario,
increasing K results in better performance at the beginning,
which are implications of the SR phenomenon and multi-user
interference serving as a source of dither. The performance gain
obtained with PRQ is more significant for small K values. The
LDS channel exhibits a higher ISI level than the SDS channel,
which leads to better performance. These results suggest that at
high SNR, up to a certain point of sum interference composed
of MUI and ISI, massive MIMO systems can benefit from
PRQ to achieve higher rates per user by employing higher M .
In Fig. 3c, we obtain the PQND performances when K = 1
with respect to log2(N) at ρ = 30 dB. The SDS channel does
not allow the usage of these high-order modulation schemes
with the conventional ZTQ, even when N is very large. Hence,
ISI helps lower the amplitude distortion as suggested in [3].
However, even in the LDS channel, utilizing PRQ is necessary
to work with 256-QAM and 1024-QAM.

VII. CONCLUSION

This letter proposes a new detection method called PQND
that operates with PRQ for one-bit massive MIMO-OFDM
systems. PQND is derived based on NM with additional
approximations to obtain a quasi-Newton method by operating
at the subcarrier level in the FD. By utilizing PQND and
PRQ, one-bit massive MIMO-OFDM systems can support
high-order modulation schemes and benefit from higher rates
per user at high SNR, especially for less dispersive channels,
e.g., mmWave channel. The proposed detector outperforms the
benchmark method 1BOX with comparable complexity.
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