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Abstract—This paper proposes the utilization of cell-free mas-
sive MIMO (CF-M-MIMO) processing on top of the regular
micro/macrocellular deployments typically found in current 5G
networks. Towards this end, it contemplates the connection of
all base stations to a central processing unit (CPU) through
fronthaul links, thus enabling the joint processing of all serviced
user equipment (UE), yet avoiding the expensive deployment and
maintenance of dozens of randomly scattered access points (APs).
Moreover, it allows the implementation of centralized strategies
to exploit the sleep mode capabilities of current baseband/RF
hardware to (de)activate selected Base Stations (BSs) in order to
maximize the network energy efficiency and to react to changes in
UE behaviour and/or operator requirements. In line with current
cellular network deployments, it considers the use of multiple
antennas at the UE side that unavoidably introduces the need to
effectively manage the number of streams to be directed to each
UE in order to balance multiplexing gains and increased pilot
contamination.

Index Terms—Cell-free, Massive MIMO, Multicell, Energy
efficiency, UE-centric, Mutiple-antenna UE.

I. INTRODUCTION

Research on the next-generation of mobile networks —
so-called 6G— is well underway in academy, industry and
standardization bodies [1]–[3]. Despite the many unknowns
yet, a few technological trends seem bound to have a central
role to support a host of new applications such as augmented
reality or autonomous driving [4]. In particular, the exploita-
tion of new frequency bands (e.g., mmWave and THz) and
networking elements (e.g., reconfigurable intelligent surfaces),
the integration of a non-terrestrial segment, as well as the
introduction of new enhancements, which expand the capabil-
ities of current features (e.g., advanced massive multiple-input
multiple-output (M-MIMO), sleep modes), are invariably cited
as key 6G enablers. Among them, enhancements to M-MIMO
[5], whose first incarnations are already embedded in current
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5G networks, are being intensively investigated to expand
6G capabilities in terms of coverage, capacity and reliability.
One promising new flavour of M-MIMO —namely cell-free
massive MIMO (CF-M-MIMO)— combines the utilization of
a massive number of antennas with the principles underpinning
small cell networks [6]. In CF-M-MIMO, the antennas are
distributed throughout the coverage area using a multitude of
transmit/reception points (TRPs), each one of them equipped
with a modest number of antennas, and connected to a single
central processing unit (CPU) to benefit from a centralised
joint processing [7] (see [8] for an state-of-the-art survey).

A common challenge to all these new developments in
cellular networks —and particularly to CF-M-MIMO— is that
of network energy efficiency (EE) [6]. The unprecedented
number of nodes and fronthaul connections required to re-
alize a CF-M-MIMO network may significantly increase the
network energy consumption, and in turn, the operators’ CO2

emissions and electricity bills. To witness the success of CF-
M-MIMO, the research community will need to overcome this
EE challenge.

CF-M-MIMO networks have recently been examined from
an EE perspective. From an optimization standpoint, the
work in [9] (and references therein) stands out, proposing
different techniques to optimize the transmit power allocation
to maximize EE. A rather different approach is introduced
in [10], [11], in which the network EE is maximized by
taking advantage of sleep modes and selectively (de)activating
TRPs. Despite all the promised EE benefits, the vanilla CF-
M-MIMO proposed in the literature may still be hindered by
practical constraints, mostly arising from the enormous cost of
deploying and maintaining a large number of TRPs and their
corresponding connections to the CPU through fronthaul links
[12]. Coordinating sleep modes in such small cell scenario
setup is also challenging. Consequently, intermediate solutions
combining a macrocellular 5G network with small-scale CF-
M-MIMO deployments have been recently investigated from
an EE viewpoint [13].

In this paper, we take an even more cautious and practical
approach, considering the application of CF-M-MIMO princi-
ples to a state-of-the-art 5G macrocellular network taking into
account practical aspects of both, the macrocellular infrastruc-
ture and off-the-shelf user equipments (UEs). In particular,
we investigate for the first time the EE of a practical 5G
macrocellular CF-M-MIMO network, where all the macro
TRPs, each equipped with a M-MIMO array, are connected to
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a central CPU through fronthaul links (no additional randomly
scattered TRPs are required/considered) to potentially enable
the joint processing of all UEs in the coverage area. In
this setup, the TRPs act as access points (APs) in cell-free
terminology. Contrary to most of the CF-M-MIMO literature,
we also consider multi-antenna UEs, instead of single-antenna
ones, as the vast majority of off-the-shelf UEs in use today
are equipped with multiple antennas. Multiple-antennas at
the UE side in the context of downlink CF-M-MIMO to
allow single-UE stream multiplexing were considered in [14].
However, this study was conducted in the absence of pilot
contamination effects, which will be shown later on in this
paper to have a large impact on spectral efficiency (SE).
Provided this setup, in this paper, we investigate adaptive
TRP and multi-stream (de)activation to achieve a much more
flexible approach to EE and SE management, specifically
tailored to currently deployed 5G infrastructure. In more detail,
the main contributions of this paper are thus as follows:

1) The proposal and assessment of the application of CF-
M-MIMO centralized baseband processing to a regular
M-MIMO cellular topology, while taking into account
scalability issues, general propagation conditions (i.e., in-
door and outdoor UEs), the presence of multiple-antenna
at the UE side and the availability of a state-of-the-art
power consumption model. In other words, we assess
what the CF-M-MIMO processing can bring along, when
applied under conditions typically encountered nowadays
on currently deployed cellular infrastructure.

2) A heuristic technique to exploit the multiple-antenna
processing capability of UEs, while relying on statis-
tical channel knowledge, is introduced. As it will be
shown, the naive and indiscriminate activation of multiple
streams causes an abrupt increase in pilot contamination,
as each active UE antenna requires a separate pilot to
estimate the corresponding channel. Furthermore, in the
downlink, per-stream power split can potentially lead to
lower signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratios (SINRs) at
the receiving end. Both effects, if not handled properly,
severely hinder the performance of the weakest UEs in
the network. The proposed technique aims at maintaining
the rates of the worst UEs in the network, while allowing
the strongest UEs to attain higher rates by using multi-
stream transmissions.

3) Relying on the sleep mode philosophy of [6], [10],
[11], and exploiting a novel consumption model for 5G
M-MIMO infrastructure, a new and flexible algorithm
is introduced to improve the EE of the network by
selectively switching-off M-MIMO TRPs, while subject
to constraints on the UEs’ SE. These constraints can be
formulated relying on the network sumrate, average UEs’
rate or 5%-tile UEs’ rate.

4) An exhaustive numerical evaluation of the proposed tech-
niques is presented in a framework largely compliant with
industry standards [15], incorporating most traits charac-
terizing 5G networks. The effects of indoor propagation,
the presence of multi-antenna UEs or the impact of the
inter-site distance (ISD) are all assessed and discussed.

Anticipating the results to be shown, it is envisaged that,
due to the use of joint transmissions throughout the network,
coverage is significantly enhanced, thus allowing a more
aggressive shutdown of M-MIMO TRPs, unleashing EE gains
never exploited before.

Notational remark: Vectors and matrices are denoted by
lower- and upper-case bold characters, respectively. The matrix
operator, vec(A), stacks the columns of matrix A into a
column vector. The Kronecker product of two matrices is
denoted by operator ⊗, whereas ∥A∥F serves to represent the
Frobenius norm of matrix A. The identity matrix of dimension
L is denoted by IL, and an M ×N matrix of zeros is repre-
sented by 0M×N . The operator, D(x), results in an squared
diagonal matrix having x at its main diagonal. Similarly, when
applied to a set of matrices, D(X1, . . . ,Xn) results in a
block-diagonal matrix with matrices X1, . . . ,Xn at its main
diagonal. The expectation of a random scalar/vector/matrix
variable is denoted by operator E{·}.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This paper considers a wireless network such as the one
depicted in Fig. 1, whereby L base station (BS) sites are
deployed in a regular fashion in accordance to the enhanced
mobile broadband (eMBB) dense urban scenario introduced
in [15]. Every BS site is assumed to be composed of S = 3
TRPs, each of them providing a 120 degree sectorial coverage
towards a certain direction by means of a M-MIMO antenna
array with NTRP antenna elements, thus resulting in a total
of LSNTRP antennas servicing the overall target area. For
convenience, we denote by MT = LS the total number of
TRPs in the network. Building on the cloud radio access
network (C-RAN) concept [16] —or in the more recent cell-
free concept [8]—, we consider that all TRPs are connected to
a CPU (or group of CPUs) by means of ideal fronthaul links.
Note that the well-planned placement of this macrocellular
TRPs throughout the coverage area is in sharp contrast to the
vast majority of the cell-free literature that tends to consider
a random deployment of TRPs according to the small cell
philosophy. The rationale behind the usage of the regular
macrocellular deployment considered here has to be sought
on the fact that, at least for the first cell-free incarnations,
operators are more likely to heavily rely on the reuse of the
existing well-planned site infrastructure to alleviate costs.

In this work, owing to its superior performance, centralized
processing will be embraced. However, for scalability pur-
poses, each TRP will only serve a maximum of KTRP UEs.
This restriction ensures that, regardless of the total number
of UEs in the network, the TRPs hardware and fronthaul
requirements remain bounded [17].

This network exploits a bandwidth B, operating at a carrier
frequency fc, which in the context of this paper, is assumed
to be below 6 GHz. This infrastructure provides service to
a set of UEs K, with |K| = K, arbitrarily distributed in
the coverage area. Each UE is equipped with NUE antenna
elements and expects the reception of Nk

UE independent data
streams, with Nk

UE ≤ NUE
1. We stress at this point that

1Note that this implicitly implies that the kth UE activates Nk
UE ≤ NUE

antennas.
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Fig. 1: Dense Urban scenario according to [15] with BS sites
coordinated through a CPU.

determining adequate values for Nk
UE constitutes one of the

main contributions of this paper, and it is treated in Section
V.A in detail. To simplify forthcoming notation, we define
Nstr =

∑K
k=1 N

k
UE as the total number of independent data

streams throughout the network. Note that under the traditional
M-MIMO regime, it holds that LSNTRP ≫ Nstr. As also
usually assumed in M-MIMO contexts, the network relies on
a time division duplex (TDD) transmission protocol, whereby
every TDD frame matches the channel coherence interval (of
size τc, measured in samples or channel uses), and it is divided
into a UE-to-TRP pilot transmission phase, of size τp, an
uplink data transmission phase, of size τu, and a downlink data
transmission phase, of size τd, satisfying τc = τp+τu+τd. For
conciseness, in this paper, we will solely focus on the downlink
performance, notwithstanding the fact that most insights also
apply to the uplink segment.

A. Channel Model

The propagation and antenna models adopted follow the
recommendations of the third generation partnership project
(3GPP) Urban Macrocell model described in [15]. For sim-
plicity, we assume that all UEs experience non-line-of-sight
(NLOS) conditions. We will denote by βmk the large-scale
gain between the mth TRP and the kth UE, which is
conformed by the product of three components, βmk =
ιmkχmkΓmk, detailed next. The path loss ιmk between the
mth TRP and the kth UE is chosen in accordance to [18], but
has been modified to consider the presence of indoor UEs by
adding a fixed wall penetration attenuation, i.e.,

ιmk =

{
ι0 + 10α log10(dmk) outdoor UEs

ι0 + 10α log10(dmk) + ∆indoor indoor UEs,
(1)

where ι0 is the path loss at the reference distance, α is the
path loss exponent, ∆indoor is the wall penetration loss, and
dmk is the distance between the mth TRP and the kth UE.
For completeness, we also define Pind as the probability for
an arbitrary UE to be located indoors. The shadowing χmk

is modeled as a correlated log-normal random variable with
variance σ2

χ. The model describing its spatial correlation can
be found in [7]. The radiating patterns of the antenna elements
forming the antenna array installed at each TRP follow the

specifications in [15, Table 9]. In the sequel, we will use
ϑmk to denote the nominal angle-of-arrival (AoA) of the link
between the mth TRP and the kth UE, seen from the TRP,
and Γmk to represent the directional gain of the antenna array
in the direction of the mth TRP towards the kth UE.

It is assumed that the multi-path is characterized by spatially
correlated Rayleigh fading, where the resulting channel matrix
can be defined as Gmk =

[
gmk1 . . . gmkNk

UE

]
∈ CNTRP×Nk

UE ,
with gmkn denoting the channel vector from the mth TRP to
the nth antenna on the kth UE (including both large-scale and
small-scale fading). Spatial correlation matrices at both the
transmit and receive antenna arrays are considered to conform
to the popular Kronecker model, thus holding

Gmk = (RTRP
mk )

1/2Giid
mk(R

UE
mk)

T/2,

with Giid
mk representing an NTRP ×Nk

UE matrix of independent
and identically distributed (iid) zero-mean circularly symmet-
ric complex Gaussian random variables, and RUE

mk and RTRP
mk

representing the spatial correlation matrices characterizing the
scattering in the proximity of the UE and TRP antenna arrays,
respectively. Following the model in [19, Chapter 2], RTRP

mk

and RUE
mk can be calculated assuming an AoA that follows

a Gaussian distribution around the nominal angles ϑTRP
mk and

ϑUE
mk, respectively. Defining gmk = vec(Gmk), it is easy to

check that
gmk ∼ CN (0,Rmk),

with Rmk = RUE
mk ⊗RTRP

mk and βmk = 1
NTRPNk

UE
Tr(Rmk).

Considering scenarios where UEs move slowly, it is reason-
able to assume that the scattering covariance matrices RTRP

mk

and RUE
mk change slowly, and can be perfectly known at the

CPU and at the TRPs [7]. For later use, we define now the
MNTRP × NUE composite channel between the kth UE and

all the TRPs as Gk =
[
GT

1k . . .G
T
Mk

]T
, and its vectorized

version as gk = vec(Gk). The collective covariance matrix
for the channel between the kth UE and all the TRPs can thus
be defined as Rk = E{gkg

H
k } = D(R1k, . . . ,RMk).

B. Uplink training and channel estimation

In order to enable the estimation of the channel over each
coherence time at the TRPs, each UE transmits a set of pilots,
here referred to as pilot matrix Φk of dimension τp × Nk

UE,
that is, Φk = [φk1 . . .φkNk

UE
], with φkn denoting the τp × 1

pilot sequence allocated to the nth antenna of the kth UE.
Interference among the antennas of UEs —or a given UE—

during the channel estimation process is avoided by using
a matrix of orthogonal pilot sequences, thus allowing the
estimation of each individual channel gmkn. This implies
that each pilot matrix Φk fulfills ΦH

k Φk = INk
UE

. Whenever
Nstr ≤ τp, each UE can be allocated a pilot matrix orthogonal
to the ones assigned to other UEs, i.e., ΦH

k Φk′ = 0Nk
UE×Nk′

UE

for any k, k′. On the contrary, when Nstr > τp, some or all pilot
matrices may need to be reused. In this work, the fingerprinting
training introduced in [20] is applied, whereby pilot sequences
are reused only by UEs which are located far apart from each
other, aiming at reducing the pilot contamination effects. Note
that a desirable side effect of guaranteeing the orthogonality
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among the pilot sequences transmitted from the different
antennas of a UE is that channel estimation can be conducted
independently for each antenna.

Denoting by PUE
p the available transit power per pilot at

the UE, the received training samples at the mth TRP can be
collected in an NTRP × τp matrix defined by

Y pm =

K∑
k=1

√
τpPUE

p /Nk
UEGmkΦ

T
k +Npm, (2)

where Npm ∈ CNTRP×τp is a matrix of iid zero-mean cir-
cularly symmetric Gaussian random variables with standard
deviation σu.

An estimate of Gmk that minimizes the minimum mean
square error (MMSE) can be derived by first projecting the
received pilot matrix Y pm onto the UE-specific pilot matrix
[14]

Y̆ p,mk =

(
K∑

k′=1

√
τpPUE

p /Nk′
UEGmk′ΦT

k′

)
Φ∗

k

+NpmΦ∗
k.

(3)

Using gmk —the vectorized form of the channel matrix,
linking the kth UE and the mth TRP—, it can be shown that
the corresponding MMSE channel estimate follows [7], [14],
[21]

ĝmk =

√
τpPUE

p

Nk
UE

RmkΨ
−1
mky̆p,mk, (4)

where y̆p,mk = vec(Y̆ p,mk) and

Ψmk =

K∑
k′=1

τpP
UE
p

Nk′
UE

(ΦH
k Φk′ ⊗ INTRP)Rmk′(ΦH

k′Φk ⊗ INTRP)

+ σ2
υINTRPNk

UE
.

(5)

Moreover, the distribution of the MMSE channel estimate
can be shown to be

ĝmk ∼ CN

(
0,

PUE
p τp

Nk
UE

RmkΨ
−1
mkRmk

)
,

whereas the distribution of the channel estimation error g̃mk =
gmk − ĝmk conforms to g̃mk ∼ CN (0,Amk), with

Amk = Rmk −
PUE
p τp

Nk
UE

RmkΨ
−1
mkRmk.

Relying on the orthogonality of Φk, it is easy to check that the
error covariance matrix possesses a block-diagonal structure,
i.e.

Amk = D(Amk1, . . . ,AmkNk
UE
).

For convenience, we implicitly define Ĝmk, Ĝk and ĝk

as the MMSE-estimated counterparts of Gmk, Gk and gk,
respectively. It is worth pointing out at this stage that if a
UE k′ only activates Nk′

UE < NUE antennas (i.e., it plans the
reception of Nk′

UE data streams), its corresponding matrix pilot
ϕk′ only has dimensions τp ×Nk′

UE with ΦH
k′Φk′ = INk′

UE
.

III. BASEBAND PROCESSING

In this section, we introduce the baseband protocols used in
this paper.

A. UE association and TRP (de)activation

In the pursue of EE, we embrace that a number of TRPs
can be shut down, and thus consider that only M ≤ MT

TRPs are active at any given instant. Following a UE-centric
paradigm (see [8] for details), where each UE is served only
by a subset of the active TRPs, we denote by C(τ) the M×K
connectivity matrix indicating which TRPs serve each UE over
a specific large-scale propagation interval τ . Its entries cmk(τ)
are configured as

cmk(τ) =

{
1 UE k served by TRP m over interval τ
0 otherwise.

(6)
For convenience, and since results in the following sub-

sections are derived for a single arbitrary large-scale interval,
the index τ will be dropped from the connectivity matrix,
i.e., C and cmk will be used instead of C(τ) and cmk(τ),
respectively. We also define at this point the 1 × K vector
c[m] as the mth row of C, which represents the connectivity
of the mth TRP, and the M × 1 vector c[k] as the kth
column of C, which corresponds to the connectivity of the
kth UE. We also denote sets MT =

{
m1

T , · · · ,m
MT

T

}
and

M =
{
m1, · · · ,mM

}
as the collections of all TRPs in the

network and the active ones, respectively, holding M ⊆ MT .
Section V-B discusses our new method to devise the TRPs to
shut down, filling in the entries of (6).

B. Transmitter processing

The samples received by the kth UE can be expressed as

yk = GT
k W̃s+ υk, (7)

where s =
[
sT1 . . . sTK

]T
is the Nstr × 1 vector of transmitted

symbols, with E{sHs} = INstr and sk = [sk1 . . . skNk
UE
]T ,

with skn representing the information symbol for the kth
UE on the nth stream, W̃ is the MNTRP × Nstr precod-
ing matrix (including transmit power allocation), and υk ∼
CN (0, σ2

υINk
UE
) is a vector of additive white Gaussian noise

(AWGN) samples.
For convenience, we note that the global precoding ma-

trix W̃ can be defined on the basis of the TRP-specific

blocks, that is, W̃ =
[
W̃

1
. . . W̃

M
]T

, where W̃
m

is the
NTRP × Nstr precoding matrix applied at the mth TRP. It
fulfils the transmit power constraint, ∥W̃m∥2F ≤ PTRP ∀m.
Alternatively, the precoder can be examined from a UE
perspective by partitioning W̃ as W̃ =

[
W̃ 1 . . . W̃K

]
,

where W̃ k is the MNTRP ×Nk
UE block affecting the symbols

sk transmitted towards the kth UE. In turn, W̃ k can be
decomposed into its constituent stream-oriented precoders as
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W̃ k =
[
w̃k1 . . . w̃kNk

UE

]
, allowing the received samples in (7)

to be rewritten as

yk = GT
k

K∑
k′=1

W̃ ksk + υk

= GT
k

K∑
k′=1

Nk′
UE∑

n=1

w̃k′nsk′n + υk.

(8)

In this paper, and without loss of generality, we use the
centralized partial-MMSE (CP-MMSE) precoder design intro-
duced in [22]. This precoder strives at a compromise between
the strength of the desired signal transmitted at each UE and
the interference it generates among the different UEs, wile
preserving the scalability of the network. As a result, the
MNTRP × 1 precoding vector targeting the nth stream of the
kth UE can be expressed as

w̃kn =

√
pDL
k

Nk
UE

wkn√
E{∥wkn∥2}

, (9)

where the downlink transmit power pDL
k allocated to the kth

UE is equally divided among its data streams, and

wkn =
pUL
k

Nk
UE

Ω−1
k C [k]ĝkn, (10)

with

Ωk =
∑

i\c[k]T c[i]>0

pUL
i

Nk
UE

(
C [k](ĜiĜ

H

i )C [k] +C [k]AiC
[k]
)

+ σ2
υIMNTRPNk

UE
,

(11)

where C [k] = D([

NTRPN
k
UE︷ ︸︸ ︷

c[k],T . . . c[k],T ])T and Ai =
D(A1i · · ·AMi). Note that the normalization step in
(9) ensures that E{∥w̃kn∥2} = pDL

k /Nk
UE.

For the sake of preserving scalability principles, fractional
power allocation is adopted [8], i.e.,

pDL
k =

PTRP(
∑M

m=1 cmkβmk)
υ

maxl∈{1,...,M} clk
∑K

i=1 cli(
∑M

m=1 cmiβmi)υ
, (12)

with υ ∈ [−1, 1] denoting a parameter used to approximate the
power allocation to different performance targets (e.g., sum-
rate, max-min). Also note that the precoder depends on the
uplink power allocation policy, which is set here in accordance
to the uplink fractional power allocation described in [8, eq.
(7.34)].

C. Receiver processing

Having defined the processing done at the transmitter side,
let us now consider the processing carried out at the UE.

Towards this end, let us define Ξkk′ = GT
k W̃ k′ , thus leading

to yet another reformulation of the received samples, i.e.,

yk =

K∑
k′=1

Ξkk′sk′ + υk

= Ξkksk︸ ︷︷ ︸
Useful signal

+

K∑
k′=1,k′ ̸=k

Ξkk′sk′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Interference

+ υk︸︷︷︸
Noise

.
(13)

Under the assumption of statistical channel state information
(CSI) at the receiver (i.e., no pilots are transmitted on the
downlink), only the mean of the equivalent channel affecting
the useful term is available at the UE. Therefore it holds

yk = Ξ̄ksk + ek, (14)

with Ξ̄k = E{Ξkk} representing the average equivalent
channel affecting the kth UE, and

ek =

K∑
k′=1

Ξkk′sk′ − Ξ̄ksk + υk (15)

collecting the inter-UE interference, the self-interference (due
to reliance on statistical CSI) and the AWGN noise.

Two different reception strategies are considered —namely,
a linear one (MMSE) and a non-linear one (MMSE-successive
interference cancellation (SIC))—, which are based on the
availability of statistical CSI. These are now described in
detail:

1) MMSE: A linear combiner is applied to the received
samples to estimate the payload data symbols

ŝk = UH
k yk = UH

k Ξ̄ksk +UH
k ek, (16)

where re-expressing Uk = [uk1 . . .ukNk
UE
] and Ξ̄k =

[ξ̄k1 . . . ξ̄kNk
UE
] allows the estimate of the nth symbol for

the kth UE to be written as

ŝkn = uH
knξ̄knskn + uH

knbkn, (17)

with bkn =
∑Nk

UE
n′=1,n′ ̸=n ξ̄kn′skn′ + ek. An achievable

downlink SE in bit/s/Hz for the kth UE can now be
obtained as [8]

Rk =
1− τp/τc

2

Nk
UE∑

n=1

log2(1 + SINRkn), (18)

noting that the 1/2 factor is due to the assumption of
an equal UL-DL split, and on the basis of (17), the
instantaneous effective SINR for the nth stream of the
kth UE follows

SINRkn =
|uH

knξ̄kn|2

uH
knBknukn

, (19)

where

Bkn = E
{
bknb

H
kn

}
=

Nk
UE∑

n′=1,n′ ̸=n

ξ̄kn′ ξ̄
H
kn′ +Ek, (20)
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with

Ek = E
{
eke

H
k

}
=E

{
GT

k W̃W̃
H
G∗

k

}
− Ξ̄kΞ̄

H
k + σ2

υINk
UE
.

(21)

Since (19) has the form of a generalized Rayleigh quo-
tient, this can be maximized by resorting to the MMSE
combiner defined by [8]

ukn = B−1
kn ξ̄kn, (22)

thus resulting in a maximum achievable SE

RMMSE
k =

1− τp
τc

2

Nk
UE∑

n=1

log2(1 + ξ̄
H
knB

−1
kn ξ̄kn), (23)

2) MMSE-SIC: SIC has been successfully adapted to the
downlink of a cell-free network under the assumption of
statistical CSI at the receiver [14] resulting in a SE

RMMSE-SIC
k =

1− τp
τc

2
log2

∣∣∣INk
UE
+ Ξ̄

H
k E−1

k Ξ̄k

∣∣∣ . (24)

IV. POWER CONSUMPTION MODEL

To model the network power consumption, we use the
realistic 4G/5G M-MIMO active antenna units (AAUs) model
presented in [23]. In particular, and restricting to the case
where each AAU operates a single carrier/cell, the power
consumed by the AAU of the mth TRP when actively serving
UEs is given by

P̃AAU
m = PAAU,fix + PAAU,BB + PTRX + PPA︸ ︷︷ ︸

PBline

+
1

η
PTX
m︸ ︷︷ ︸

Pout

(25)

where PAAU,fix accounts for part of the AAU circuitry that
is always active (e.g., circuitry used to control the AAU
activation/deactivation), PAAU,BB is the power required for
the baseband processing performed at the AAU, PTRX =∑T

t=1 Mav,tDTRX,t is the power consumed by the T
transceivers in the AAU (which can be calculated as the
product of the number, Mav,t, of available RF chains and
the power, DTRX,t, consumed by each RF chain), PPA is
the static power consumed by the power amplifiers (PAs), and
Pout is the power consumed by the transmit power (which is
equal to the ratio of the transmit power, PTX

m = E{∥W̃m∥2F },
to the efficiency of the PAs and antennas η). Note that the
transmit power usually increases linearly with the number of
resources utilized, and also depends on the specific baseband
precoder implemented by each TRP. The first four terms are
referred to as the baseline power consumption, denoted by
PBline, and represent the overall power that an AAU requires
to operate when there is no load.

As pointed out in [6], the ultra-lean signalling design, first
proposed in 3GPP new radio (NR), paves the way for a
more energy efficient operation of the TRPs. In particular,
symbol shutdown mechanisms are enabled that can be operated
over short timescales (i.e., from orthogonal frequency division
multiplexing (OFDM) symbol level to 160 ms), and that can be
combined with carrier shutdown and deep dormancy strategies,
which progressively switch off more AAU hardware but can

Fig. 2: Power consumption model for AAU [23].

only react over coarser time scales (i.e., from seconds to
minutes the former, and minutes and hours the latter).

Considering these shutdown methods, formally, the power
consumption of the mth TRP can now be rewritten as

PAAU
m =

{
P̃AAU
m if m ∈ M

(1−ϖ)PBline if m ∈ MT \M,
(26)

where ϖ is the fraction of the baseline power saved when
a TRP is in a shutdown mode. Recent studies have shown
that, statistically, ϖ takes average values of 0.3, 0.47 and 0.7
when using symbol shutdown, carrier shutdown and dormancy,
respectively [23].

Aside from the AAU power consumption, and unlike clas-
sical cellular topologies, the CF-M-MIMO scheme must also
consider the power consumption related to the extra infras-
tructure it requires, namely, the fronthaul links and the CPU.
Following the results in [24], the power consumption of the
fronthaul linking the mth TRP to the CPU over the downlink
transmission phase can be expressed as

P FH
m =

{
P FH,fix
m + τd

τc
KTRPP

FH,var
m if m ∈ M

P FH,fix
m if m ∈ MT \M,

(27)
where P FH,fix

m and P FH,var
m are the fixed and rate-dependent

power consumption of the mth fronthaul, respectively. The
power consumption of the CPU can be modelled as [24]

PCPU = PCPU,fix +B

K∑
k=1

RkP
CPU,pre, (28)

where PCPU,fix and PCPU,pre are the fixed and precoding-
dependent power consumption of the CPU, respectively —the
latter one being expressed in W/Gbps.

Having established the different terms, the total power
consumption for the whole network when considering the full
set MT of TRPs is given by

P TOT =

MT∑
m=1

(
PAAU
m + P FH

m

)
+ PCPU. (29)

Relying on (18) and (29), we can now define the energy
efficiency, EE, of the whole network over an arbitrary large-
scale time interval as

EE =
B
∑K

k=1 Rk

P TOT [bits/J ]. (30)
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V. SLEEP MODE AND STREAM MANAGEMENT

Having established the main processing steps and energy
consumption requirements of a CF-M-MIMO network, and
before delving into adaptive strategies, it is important to recap
and clarify the time scales that apply to the different opera-
tions. In particular, three different time scales are considered
here:

1) Short-scale: It is basically defined by the coherence time
of the wireless channel. Pilot transmission (eq. (2)),
channel estimation (eq. (4)) and precoder design (eq. (9))
are all processing steps that are conducted over a short-
time scale. Power adaptation at this time scale is related
to symbol shutdown mechanisms.

2) Large-scale: This is characterized by the changes ex-
perimented by large-scale propagation conditions (e.g.,
path loss, shadowing loss) and it is usually considered
to span 40 to 100 channel coherence times. Pilot and
power allocation (eq. (12)) are most often conducted on
large-scale time basis as well as the combiner design
at the receiver when relying only on statistical channel
information. Power adaptation at this time scale is related
to carrier shutdown mechanisms.

3) UE dynamics scale: This time scale is related to UE
dynamics whose mobility patterns can span from minutes
to hours or even days and weeks. It serves to define
UE spatial probabilities that govern the UEs distribution
across the coverage area. Power adaptation at this time
scale is exploited using the TRP dormancy state.

In the coming subsections, we focus on adaptive mechanisms
that are typically conducted at a large-scale (carrier shutdown),
basically, because they exploit the large-scale propagation
parameters (e.g., large-scale channel gains, correlation matri-
ces). Particularly, in the two mechanisms covered next, UE
stream management and TRP selective (de)activation, they
are executed whenever significant changes in the large-scale
propagation conditions take place with the decisions taken
being effective over many coherence times. Nonetheless, some
results are provided to hint what benefits bring the different
power shutdown modes.

A. Adaptive UE stream management

As described in Sec. II, it is assumed that all UEs are
equipped with NUE antennas, thus allowing the reception of
up to NUE data streams. However, as it will be shown next,
it is not always advisable to allow the maximum degree of
multiplexing to all UEs. The UEs adaptive stream management
(ASM) described here refers to how to select the number of
data streams (Nk

UE) per UE to optimize network performance.
To this end, it is critical to recognize that allowing UEs to
receive more than one data stream does not necessarily lead
to enhanced performance due to two fundamental reasons:

1) Power split: All practical transmit power allocation strate-
gies are rooted on large scale parameters (i.e., covariance
matrices). Hence, the power devoted to a given UE on a
per-coherence time basis (i.e., instantaneously) can only
be uniformly split among the transmitted streams. This
power division can cause that UEs experiencing bad

Fig. 3: CF-M-MIMO sum-rate under different network con-
figurations (M = 21 TRPs, τp = 30 samples, NTRP = 64
antennas, NUE = 1 antenna).

propagation conditions have their SINR further degraded
[14].

2) Increased pilot contamination: Antennas on any given UE
must be assigned orthogonal pilots in order for their chan-
nels to be separated upon estimation, thus the constraint
ΦH

k Φk = INk
UE

. Given a pilot length τp, the pilot reuse
factor, which in turn defines the number of interferers
affecting the estimation of each channel, will be given by2

τp
E{Nstr} , which reduces to τp/K when all UEs just receive
one single data stream and to τp/(KNUE) when all UEs
aim at receiving as many data streams as antennas they
have [25]. Logically, the more antennas the UEs activate,
the larger the pilot contamination effect becomes.

Before delving into strategies on how to manage the UEs’
multiple antennas, it is worth assessing the performance of
a CF-M-MIMO network when increasing the load for the
specific case of single-antenna UEs. In particular, we fo-
cus on the total network rate (sum-rate) given by R =∑K

k=1 Rk, where Rk follows from (23), given a specific
network configuration defined by the main setup parameters,
Ω = {M,dISD, NTRP, τp}, where dISD denotes the inter-site
distance among neighbouring BSs. Figure 3 depicts the sum-
rate when considering a network following the topology in
Fig. 1, and when increasing the number of UEs per cell one UE
per cell at a time (i.e., K = 21, 42, 63, . . .). It can be observed
how the overall network sum-rate first increases3 as more UEs
are admitted into the system, up to a point where it starts
to decline, thus revealing that the pilot contamination effects
outweigh the multi-UE diversity plus multiplexing gains. For
the situation at hand, Ω = {21, 200, 64, 30}, the optimum
number of UEs seems to be approximately Kopt

Ω ⋍ 150
(roughly 7 single-antenna UEs per hexagon in Fig. 1).

2Since pilot allocation is based on large-scale parameters, this expectation
operator is used to average across many realizations of random UE placements.

3Results should be generated for any arbitrary system configuration Ω′.
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In the following, we propose a heuristic strategy to decide
on the number of data streams per UE that, in alignment with
the general cell-free philosophy, aims at protecting the worst-
performing UEs in the network at the cost of sacrificing some
of the potential improvements in rate for the UEs that are
better off. Nonetheless, this strategy is generic enough to be
adapted to other objectives.

The scheme starts by determining the maximum number of
streams for a specific network layout Nstr, and then fixing the
groups of UEs with a prescribed number of streams, denoted
as K(1), . . . ,K(NUE), with K(i) representing the set of UEs
receiving i data streams, whose cardinality is K(i). Note that
Nstr ≤ Kopt

Ω and that
∑NUE

i=1 K
(i) = K. Towards this end, each

UE k is then assessed on the basis of two metrics:
1) Conditioning: ξk = λmax

k /λmin
k , with λmax

k and λmin
k de-

noting the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of Rk.
This metric measures the suitability of the corresponding
channels to be favourably inverted by the MMSE filter
design in (10).

2) Strength: βk = Trace(Rk). This metric relates to the
overall propagation gain a given UE is subject to.

For simplicity let us assume that UEs are split into two groups:
Good UEs are those experiencing good conditioning and large
strength, that is, those UEs with ξk < θgood

ξ and βk > θgood
β ,

with θgood
ξ and θgood

β representing adequate thresholds that
must be determined by simulation. In the numerical results
section, specific numerology is given, but it has been found
that overall network performance is not overly sensitive to
these values. These UEs are the ones that can safely support
multi-stream transmission, and thus potentially conform sets
K(2), . . . ,K(NUE). In contrast, bad UEs are those subject to
bad conditioning and large propagation losses, and thus must
be limited to single-stream transmissions, and assigned to
K(1). In general setups, UEs will need to be classified into
NUE groups, thus the quantitative evaluation of goodness
should be done by fixing NUE − 1 thresholds on both metrics
(θgood,1

ξ , . . . , θgood,NUE−1
ξ , θgood,1

β , . . . , θgood,NUE−1
β ). To this end,

the following recursive strategy is proposed here: We start by
aiming at a first split of UEs into two groups, K(1) and K(1)

rest ,
formed by those UEs that are assigned one and more than one
data streams, respectively. The objective now is to guarantee
that UEs in K(1) achieve virtually the same performance as
if K(1) = K (all UEs were assigned one data stream). As a
result, the set of all available pilot sequences, P , is split into
two groups P1 and P(1)

rest , where it should be guaranteed that

K(1)

|P1|
=

K

τp
,

hence

|P1| = round
{
K(1)τp
K

}
and |P(1)

rest | = τp − |P1|. (31)

The split of pilots according to (31) aims at guaranteeing
that the worst UEs are not affected by the increased pi-
lot contamination due to multi-stream transmission. In fact,
note that (31) ensures that that UEs in K(1) have available
(approximately), the same number of pilots they had in the

initial setup when all UEs had only one stream assigned.
This procedure is generalized to as many groups as potential
number of data streams by successively applying the same
technique on the UE and pilot sets, K(1)

rest and Prest, respectively,
that is, splitting K(1)

rest into K(2) and K(2)
rest , and P(1)

rest into P2

and P(2)
rest . The general procedure to generate the UE and pilot

groups is detailed in Algorithm 1. As shown in the algorithmic
description, and after suitably initializing all variables in use,
the aim is to create up to a maximum of NUE groups of UEs
each characterized by the number of streams each group is
able to handle (from 1 up to NUE). Towards this end, it first
tries to determine whether there are UEs with good enough
propagation conditions (as determined by θgood,g

ξ and θgood,g
β )

and subsequently evaluates whether there are enough pilot
symbols to guarantee the contention of pilot contamination
effects affecting the UEs with worst channels. When both
conditions are fulfilled, a new group K(g) is born with a
prescribed group-specific pilot allocation Pg . If at any point
in the loop the number of allocated streams L exceeds Nstr,
the algorithm stops leaving other groups are left empty.

Algorithm 1 UE stream selection based on large-scale prop-
agation parameters.

Necessary condition: K < Nstr
Inputs: K, P , NUE, Nstr, βmk,Rk ∀m, k,

θgood,1
ξ , . . . , θgood,NUE−1

ξ , θgood,1
β , . . . , θgood,NUE−1

β .
∀k Compute strength and UE conditioning:

βk = Trace(Rk) and ξk = λmax
k /λmin

k , where

λmax
k = max{eigs(Rk)}, λmin

k = min{eigs(Rk)},

L = K (Total umber of streams allocated. At least 1 per UE).
K(1) = . . . = K(NUE) = ∅
K(0)

rest = K
P1 = . . . = PNUE = ∅
P(0)

rest = P
g = 1
while (g < NUE) and (L < Nstr) do

K̂ =
{
k ∈ K(g−1)

rest : βk > θgood,g
β and ξk < θgood,g

ξ

}
if |K̂| < (Nstr − L) then

K(g)
rest = K̂

K(g) = K(g−1)
rest − K̂

else
K̂tmp = {k ∈ K̂ with (Nstr − L)− |K̂| largest βk}
K(g)

rest = K̂tmp

K(g) = K(g−1)
rest − K̂tmp

end
L = L+ |K(g)

rest |
|Pg| = round

{
|K(g)||Pg−1|

|K(g−1)|

}
Pg = {|Pg| columns of P(g−1)

rest }
if Pg = ∅ (Not enough pilot symbols)

K(g) = ∅
K(g)

rest = ∅
break from while loop

end
g = g + 1

end
Output: UE groups K(1), . . . ,K(NUE)

Pilot groups P1, . . . ,PNUE .
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B. Adaptive TRP (de)activation

The adaptive TRP (de)activation proposed in this paper
targets the maximization of the overall network EE subject to a
constraint on the achieved SE. Given the baseband processing
introduced in Section III, the only degree of freedom left to
tune the network performance is the setting of the connectivity
matrix C, which is initially subject to constraints, if scalability
needs to be guaranteed. Formally, fixing a prescribed number
of active TRPs, the design of C is governed by the following
optimization problem

argmax
C

EE

subject to
∥c[m]∥1 ≤ KTRP ∀m ∈ M
∥c[k]∥1 ≥ 1 ∀k
f({Rk}) ≥ R0 ∀k,

(32)

where the first restriction ensures the scalability of the net-
work, the second ensures that no UE is left without connection,
and the third establishes a general rate restriction, with f(·)
denoting an arbitrary function of the achievable SE experi-
enced by all UEs. Popular choices for this function could be
the average, the minimum or a certain percentile of the UEs’
rates. Note that this optimization problem implicitly involves
determining how many TRPs are active (M ), and which ones.
Some remarks are in place:

1) The minimum rate constraint unavoidably implies that
problem (32) may not be feasible, in which case, an
outage occurs.

2) Any TRP m, for which ∥c[m]∥1 = 0, belongs to MT \
M, and thus the TRP power consumption is reduced in
accordance to (26).

3) The CF-M-MIMO scheme can be turned into a conven-
tional co-located (cellular) M-MIMO by activating all
TRPs, i.e. M = MT , and setting the K columns of
C as

c[k] = [0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
mk−1

1 0 . . . 0︸ ︷︷ ︸
M−mk+1

]T , (33)

where mk = argmaxm βmk, in which case every TRP
solely serves the UEs within its cell (here it is assumed
that UE-association is conducted on the basis of minimum
propagation losses, or equivalently, maximum received
signal strength).

4) We note the absence of a per-TRP maximum power
constraint in problem (32). The reason is that by adhering
to the fractional power allocation in (12), such restriction
is guaranteed to be fulfilled.

Problem (32) is a constrained binary optimization problem,
whose solution requires an exhaustive search over all candidate
C matrices. Since this approach quickly becomes computa-
tionally impractical, even for moderate values of MT ,M or
K, alternative solutions need to be sought.

We first propose an heuristic to approach the solution of
(32) that relies on the dynamic cluster formation (DCF) from
[8], while ensuring:

1) M = MT .

2) Each TRP m ∈ M serves the KTRP UEs experiencing
the largest large-scale gains. That is, the connectivity
vector of the mth TRP c[m] is defined as

cmk =

{
1 if βmk ∈ SKTRP

m

0 otherwise , (34)

where SKTRP
m is the set formed by the largest KTRP

entries of all large-scale gains involving the mth TRP.
3) For any UE k′, for which ∥c[k′]∥1 = 0 (orphan UE), its

strongest TRP is identified by mk′ = argmaxm βmk′ ,
and the connectivity of TRP mk′ is modified by setting:

cmk′k′ = 1 and cmk′ i = 0, (35)

where i = argmini S
KTRP
mk′ . This step trades the weakest

UE selected by TRP mk′ by the orphan UE.
This heuristic proceeds in a greedy fashion switching off at
each step the TRP that maximizes the EE, while satisfying
the constraints in (32). This method, however, is still compu-
tationally intensive as it involves repeatedly calculating (10).

Striving for a simpler solution to Problem (32), we introduce
here a lower-complexity greedy alternative that determines the
TRP to be switched off by only relying on the large-scale
propagation losses rather than on the achievable rates. The
algorithm proposed builds on previous proposals [10], [26],
but noting that, unlike in classical (non-regular) CF-M-MIMO
deployments, here K ≫ M . The algorithm proceeds in a
greedy fashion aiming at switching off at each step (indexed by
l) the TRP whose large-scale losses has the least performance
degradation for the overall UE population.

In order to formalize this strategy, summarized in Alg. 2,
let us define set βK = [β1 . . .βK ] with βk = [β1k . . . βMk]
representing the vector containing all the large-scale propaga-
tion gains from the kth UE to all active TRPs. At each step l
of the algorithm, the goal is to reduce the set of active TRPs
from M(l−1) to M(l) by removing the TRP m′ that has less
performance impact on the UEs. Further refining the notation,
when beginning step l of the algorithm, the UE-specific
signature vector is defined by β

(l)
k = [β1k . . . βM(l−1)k], which

comprises the gains to the set of active TRPs M(l−1). In order
to identify the TRP m′ to switch off, UEs are clusterized into
M (l)−1 disjoint sets on the basis of their signature-vector β(l)

k .
Popular clustering techniques, such as k-means, can be used to
partition at each step the set of all UE into clusters K(l), i.e.,
K(l) = {K1, . . . ,KM(l)}. This clustering step will naturally
tend to group together those UEs that lie geographically close
[27]. Aside from a cluster index, k-means also returns the
centroid of each cluster c, i.e., β̄K(l)(c), with c ∈ (1,M (l)).

At the lth step, the algorithm proceeds to first select
(in an ordered manner) the TRPs exhibiting the minimum
propagation losses to each of the M (l) centroids. In a second
step, after removing the already selected TRPs from the set
of selectable ones, the procedure is repeated. That is, the
algorithm again orderly selects the TRPs, out of the remaining
ones, whose propagation losses to each of the M (l) centroids
is minimum. This procedure is repeated until the number of
selected TRPs is equal to M (l) = M (l−1)−1 . Finally, the EE
of the network with such configuration is estimated using (30).
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This procedure is repeated until the maximum EE is identified,
while satisfying the constraints in (32), or there are no more
TRPs to be turned off.

Algorithm 2 Greedy-efficient adaptive algorithm based on
large-scale propagation losses.

Inputs: R0,MT ,KTRP, βmk ∀m, k ∈ MT .
Initialization: Apply DCF calculating M = MT and setting c[m]
for all m using (34) and (35).
Estimate UEs’ rates Rk ∀k, using (18).
Estimate baseline energy efficiency, EE(0), using (30).
M(0) = MT , M (0) = MT , β(0)

K = βK. l = 1. m′ = ∅
While (f({Rk}) ≥ R0) and (l < M )

if K > M (l−1) then
M (l) = M (l−1) − 1,
Use k-means to construct M (l−1) UE clusters
K(l) = {K1, . . . ,KM(l−1)} with centroids

β̄K(l) = {β̄K1
, . . . , β̄K

M(l−1)
}.

J =Orderly collect from set β̄K(l) the M(l) TRPs
with largest virtual propagation gains.

m′ = M(l−1) \ J
else

J =Orderly collect from set βK(0) the M(l) TRPs
with largest large-scale gains.

m′ = M(l−1) \ J
end if
Update energy efficiency, EE(l).
if (EE(l) <EE(l−1)) then

Break from while loop
else

l = l + 1.
Update connectivity matrix C by removing the m′th row.
Update active TRPs: M(l) = M(l−1) \m′.

end if
end while .
Output: Connectivity matrix C.

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

As discussed in Section II, the scenario considered is
inspired by the eMBB dense urban scenario test environment
in [15], depicted in Fig. 1, where in this case, L = 7, S = 3
and thus MT = 21. The inter-site distance is set to 200 m.
Wrap-around is applied to the target coverage area to eliminate
boundary effects from the simulation results. Every TRP is
equipped with a full digital array of NTRP = 64 antenna
elements, configured as an 16 × 4 uniform rectangular array
(URA), with each antenna element connected to a transceiver
chain. The third constraint in Problem (32) has been imposed
on the average rate as per the IMT-2020 requirements, i.e., the
EE maximization should fulfill E{R1, . . . , RK} ≥ R0 with
R0 = 100 Mbps. Table I presents the rest of parameters used.

A. Benefits of cell-free processing

The first question that must be answered is whether cell-
free processing offers a significant throughput advantage over
classical cellular-based M-MIMO processing when applied
over a regular topology. Towards this end, Fig. 4 depicts the
cumulative distribution functions (CDFs) of the UE’s rates
when K = 84 UEs. Two distinct situations are considered:

TABLE I: Summary of default simulation parameters

Parameter (symbol) Value
Carrier frequency (fc): 2 GHz
Bandwidth (B) 100 MHz
Fixed TRP power (Pfix) 500 W
Maximum radiated TRP power (Pout) 240 W
CPU power consumption (PCPU,fix, PCPU,pre) 5 W, 0.1 W/Gbps
Fronhtaul power consumption (P FH,fix

m , P FH,var
m ) 0.825 W, 0.01 W

Fractional power allocation factor (υ) -0.5
TRP / UE antenna height (hTRP /hUE ) 25 m / 1.65 m
Coherence interval length (τc) 200 samples
Training phase length (τp) 20 samples
Pathloss parameters (ι0, α, σχ) 30, 3.67, 4
Shadow fading decorrelation distance (ddcorr) 9 m
Shadow fading correlation among TRPs 0.5
Distribution of the AoA deviation ζ ∼ N (0, σ2

ζ )

Azimuth Angular standard deviations (σA
ζ ) 15◦

Elevation Angular standard deviations (σE
ζ ) 10◦

Fig. 4: CF-M-MIMO vs Cellular UE rate CDF comparison
when K = 84 single-antenna UEs (NUE = 1).

One where all UEs are outdoors (Pind = 0.0) and another
one where half of the UEs are indoors (Pind = 0.5). In
both cases, we follow the guidelines in [15] that presume that
UEs are evenly distributed among the 21 hexagonal cells, and
uniformly distributed within each cell. For the case of all-
outdoor UEs, results show how CF-M-MIMO processing of-
fers a considerable advantage. For the 10%-tile of worst UEs,
the CF-M-MIMO reaches 175 Mbps, whereas the cellular M-
MIMO network falls below 70 Mbps, a 2.5× increase. When
considering that some of the UEs are indoors, CF-M-MIMO
keeps offering a substantial advantage for the best performing
UEs. However, this benefit reduces. When considering the
10%-tile of worst UEs, which invariably corresponds to indoor
UEs suffering the extra 20 dB loss due to wall propagation,
CF-M-MIMO still offers a 1.6× gain w.r.t. cellular M-MIMO
(from 15 Mbps to 9 Mbps). The change in the silhouette of the
CF-M-MIMO curve when Pind = 0.5 is due to its different
ability to serve indoors and outdoors UEs.

Turning now our attention to the case of a more heavily
loaded network, shown in Fig. 5 (8 UEs per hexagon), it is
clear that the sharing of the TRPs available transmit power
among more UEs together with the larger amount of inter-
ference causes the per-UE rates to drastically fall. In fact,
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Fig. 5: CF-M-MIMO vs Cellular UE rate CDF comparison
when K = 168 single-antenna UEs (NUE = 1).

note that K = 168 UEs is beyond the optimum load point,
as shown in Fig. 3. Nonetheless, most of the insights drawn
when K = 84 UEs still hold with the CF-M-MIMO approach
doubling the rate achieved by the worse 10% of UEs in the
fully-outdoor scenario. Unfortunately, note how both cellular
and CF-M-MIMO architectures have difficulties in handling
indoor UEs, as evidenced by the dashed lines in Fig. 5,
thus reinforcing the importance of properly dimensioning the
network to the traffic needs.

B. Benefits of adaptive UE stream management

As mentioned in the introduction, most CF-M-MIMO liter-
ature focuses on single-antenna UEs, thus obviating the fact
that currently deployed fifth generation (5G) networks must
deal with UEs equipped with a larger number of antennas.
In order to assess this condition, Fig. 6 shows the rate
performance of a CF-M-MIMO network with K = 42 UEs
equipped with either 1, 2 or 4 antennas, and receiving as
many data streams as receive antennas. This figure depicts the
rate CDF attained when UEs rely on either of the detection
schemes introduced in Section III (i.e., MMSE or MMSE-
SIC). First point to notice is that increasing the number of
received streams per UE favours the use of the more advanced
MMSE-SIC detector over MMSE. In particular, there is no
difference between the two detectors for NUE = 1, a very
marginal improvement for NUE = 2 and a clear gain for
NUE = 4. An even more remarkable observation is the relative
performance attained for the different values of NUE. Whereas
the configuration for NUE = 2 clearly outperforms single-
antenna setups (NUE = 1), increasing to NUE = 4 is a rather
compromising option: For the worst UEs, actually allowing
them to receive 4 streams (NUE = 4) degrades their rate
performance below the one that can be achieved when only one
stream is received. Furthermore, only a very limited number
of UEs (those with extremely favourable channel conditions)
are able to actually gain some rate over that achieved when
only activating the reception of two data streams. Note that,

Fig. 6: CDF of UE rate for CF-M-MIMO when K = 42 UEs
and varying number of the UE antennas.

in this case, Nstr = KNUE = 42 × 4 = 168, which
significantly exceeds the predicted maximum multiplexing
gain Kopt

Ω = 150, hence explaining the degraded performance
observed for NUE = 4. These results illustrate the need to
apply the ASM scheme introduced in Section V-A.

To this end, we now consider the case of an scenario with
K = 84 active UEs with multi-antenna capabilities defined by
NUE = 2. Since each UE can process up to two streams, the
ASM mechanism introduced in Section V.A must configure
thresholds θgood,1

ξ and θgood,1
β , which in the results shown next

have been fixed to θgood,1
β = 0.5 and θgood,1

ξ = 0.9. These
values provide a good balance, combining an increase in the
multiplexing capabilities of the best UEs, while preserving the
rates of the weakest UEs. We note that these parameters are
not overly sensitive and work well on a relatively wide range
on numbers.

Figure 7 compares the SINR performance when having
one or two antennas at the UEs for both, cellular and cell-
free topologies. All results assume the use of the MMSE-SIC
detector. Also note that SINR depicted for the two-antenna
case actually corresponds to the average SINR experienced
by the UEs on both receive antennas. From the figure, it can
be seen that activating the reception of multiple streams (i.e.,
using two antennas at the UE) always results in an SINR
degradation mainly due the split of the available transmit
power that impinges each data stream. Moreover, Figure 7 also
shows how CF-M-MIMO attains larger SINR values than the
corresponding cellular deployments —a fact that could already
be foreseen from the rate results shown in Fig.4. Importantly,
these results also indicate the better SINR performance when
using the ASM scheme introduced in Section V-A.

Clearly, the adaptive scheme improves the SINR perfor-
mance over the two-stream counterpart. In particular, this
improvement is especially clear in the lower SINR range.

Despite the hint provided by the SINR results, it is upon
the examination of the rate results in Fig. 8 that most insights
can be gathered. Noticeably, for both cellular and CF-M-
MIMO, it can be observed how, for the lowest rate region,
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Fig. 7: CDF of per-stream SINR for CF-M-MIMO and Cellular
when K = 84 UEs.

the single-stream configuration substantially improves the rate
results obtained when using two-stream UEs. As forecasted
in Section V-A, the increase in pilot sequence re-use (that in
turns increases pilot contamination) together the power split
cause the two-stream configurations to be severely harmed
for the UEs that are worse-off. In contrast, it can be seen
that in the highest rate range, characterized by those UEs
experiencing a strong channel gain and good conditioning,
the two-stream configuration is superior to the single-stream
counterpart. It is in this figure where the benefits of the ASM
technique become most apparent. In this specific case, the
maximum number of data streams has been conservatively set
to Nstr = 135(< Kopt

Ω ). Note in Fig. 8 how for the lowest
rate range, the ASM mechanisms basically assigns a single
data stream to those UEs that are worse off, while it assigns
two data streams to those UEs that are experiencing good
propagation conditions. In particular, the 10% of the worst UEs
only suffer from a degradation of around 3-4% with respect
to that achieved when using a single data stream (from 197 to
188 Mbps), rather than the 15% degradation experienced when
all UEs are allowed to use two data streams (from 197 Mbps
to 163 Mbps). Complementing these results, note how that for
the best UEs, the ASM approach manages to reap off most of
the benefits brought by multiple receive antennas at the UE
side by allowing those UEs to receive two data streams.

C. Benefits of adaptive TRP (de)activation

Having established the benefits CF-M-MIMO processing
can bring to a regular topology, we address now the maxi-
mization of the network glsEE through the application of the
selective TRP activation algorithm introduced in Section V-B.
To fully appreciate the benefits of the greedy TRP switch-off,
we assume the presence of two hotspots in the coverage area
serving K = 84 UEs. In particular, and fixing the central tower
in Figure 1 to be situated at (0, 0) m, the two hostspots centres
are (arbitrarily) located at (−100, 57.75) m and (200,−57.75)
m (solid stars in Fig. 1), and following the guidelines in [28],

Fig. 8: CDF of UE rate for CF-M-MIMO and Cellular when
K = 84 UEs for different number of antennas/streams.

Fig. 9: CF-M-MIMO vs Cellular adaptive switch-off EE
performance when K = 84 UEs with hotspots.

2/3 of the UEs are thrown at either one of the two hotspot
areas (within a 40 m radius of the hotspot central location),
while the remaining third is uniformly deployed throughout the
coverage area. In terms of energy consumption, we consider
the most conservative fixed-power reduction factor, ξ = 0.3,
corresponding to symbol shutdown operation [23], presaging
that more aggressive sleep modes will result in even larger
energy savings. In order to benchmark the effectiveness of the
proposed approach, and as done in the literature, the reference
used is the random switch-off of TRPs [10].

Figures 9 and 10 respectively depict the average EE and
SE achieved by the cellular M-MIMO and CF-M-MIMO
setups when executing either random or greedy switch-off.
The most apparent observation is the clear superiority that
the CF-M-MIMO exhibits over cellular in terms of both
EE and SE. Figure 9 depicts the EE performance, and
reveals two important facts: 1) the CF-M-MIMO processing
significantly outperforms the cellular M-MIMO counterpart;
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Fig. 10: CF-M-MIMO vs Cellular adaptive switch-off rate
performance when K = 84 with hotspots.

2) the greedy switch-off technique provides a clear advantage
over the random operation, with this gain being most visible
in the CF-M-MIMO case. This is because carefully selecting
the TRP to be switched-off allows some of the inherent rate
loss associated to the switch-off to be compensated through the
cooperation of nearby TRPs. In more details, when considering
the CF-M-MIMO case, Alg. 2 achieves an EE of 1.5 Mbps/J
with just M = 11 active TRPs, whereas the random technique
requires the full network (M = 21) to only reach 1.25 Mbps/J.

Looking now at the rate performance when considering TRP
shutdown in Figure 10, it is evident that CF-M-MIMO offers
a clear advantage over cellular processing. From this figure,
it can also be seen that Algorithm 2’s implementation of the
greedy switch-off technique leads to a significant improvement
in performance compared to using the random switch-off
method. Cellular M-MIMO is not able to meet the UE rate
constraint R0 = 100 Mbps, also depicted in Fig. 10, while
CF-M-MIMO can comfortably fulfill it by letting on M ≥ 10
TRPs when using Algorithm 2 and M ≥ 14 TRPs when
using random switch-off. Also note that the switch-off of any
TRP, independently of the technique in use, always results in
a rate loss. However, when using Algorithm 2, this loss takes
place more gracefully thanks to the cooperation between TRPs
and the intelligent TRP switch-off. Remarkably, operating the
network with M = 11 TRPs results in a power consumption
reduction of roughly 40% (from 10.1 kW to 6.1 kW) when
compared to a network operating with all TRPs active.

Figure 11 assesses the performance of the proposed adaptive
switch-off under different levels of power consumption while
the TRPs is in shutdown for the specific case of K = 42 UEs
in the network and for different UE deployment conditions
(i.e., Pind = 0 or 0.5). In particular, and in accordance to
[23], the power reduction coefficient is set to ϖ = 0.3, 0.47
and 0.7, corresponding to symbol shutdown, carrier shutdown
and dormancy, respectively. When focusing on the results for
Pind = 0 —all UEs are outdoor—, increasing the power
savings during shutdown increases the EE and reduces the
optimum number of active TRPs. Note that to maximize EE,

Fig. 11: CF-M-MIMO EE for different fixed-power consump-
tion factors when K = 42.

the optimum M drops from 11 to 8 when transiting from
symbol shutdown to dormancy savings. Although qualitatively
the same can be said when Pind = 0.5, clearly the fact of
having many indoor UEs causes both a drop in EE with respect
to the all-outdoor UE case and the need for a larger number
of active TRPs to maximize it.

D. Impact of inter-site distance

Finally, and in order to illustrate some of the of subtleties
to be aware when implementing cell-free schemes, Fig. 12
re-evaluates the results in Fig. 10, but now considering an
ISD of 500 meters. Note that this change implies more than
quadrupling the coverage area while keeping the same number
of TRPs and transmit power. The first important point to note
is the clear degradation in terms of per-UE rate mainly caused
by the larger propagation losses, which in turn renders the
network unable to fulfill the R0 = 100 Mbps target. It is
remarkable that the difference between the greedy and random
approaches become relatively much larger as the ISD becomes
larger. This is because the switch-off of a TRPs makes its UEs
to be served by other TRP that is farther away. Consequently,
as the greedy technique is more effective in selecting the TRP
to deactive than the random one, it causes less harm to the
network performance. One more peculiar effect to be observed
is that, for the random case, the purely cellular topology
outperforms the CF-M-MIMO architecture when the number
of active TRPs falls below 14 TRPs. The explanation for this
effect has to be sought on the condition imposed on the CF-M-
MIMO scheme that each TRP has to serve KTRP UEs. When
only a few TRPs are active, certain UEs are served by TRPs
that are extremely far away and barely provide any gain yet
still induce strict power restrictions as shown in (12).

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper has quantified for the first time the energy
and rate benefits of applying CF-M-MIMO processing to
a state-of-the-art 5G macrocellular M-MIMO network, with
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Fig. 12: CF-M-MIMO vs Cellular adaptive switch-off rate
performance when K = 84 with hotspots and ISD=500 m.

large inter-site distances. It has been shown that the cell-
free principle, even when applied to a regular topology,
brings along large benefits in terms of increased SE when
compared to conventional multicell M-MIMO architectures.
This improvement is most substantial when serving outdoor
UEs, whereas it is more modest when targeting indoor ones.
Building on a recent and realistic 5G power consumption
model, a novel mechanism has been proposed to selectively
(and partially) switch on/off TRPs that provides major EE
gains, often more than doubling that attained under classical
cellular processing. It has been shown how multi-antenna UEs
bring in new challenges due to the exacerbation of the pilot
contamination phenomenon. In response, a novel strategy has
been proposed that only allows those UEs with good propaga-
tion conditions to actually enjoy multi-stream transmission,
while guaranteeing at the same time that UEs with poor
channel conditions do not have their performance degraded
due to an indiscriminate exploitation of the UE multi-antenna
capabilities. Results show that the inherent performance loss
associated to a TRP shutdown can be compensated by allowing
nearby TRPs to cooperate using CF-M-MIMO processing.
Future work will concentrate on the assessment of mixed
topologies that combine arbitrarily placed TRPs equipped with
few antennas with a single M-MIMO-equipped BS in an
attempt to capitalize on the benefits of both architectures.
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