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Abstract—We consider a cell-free massive multiple-input
multiple-output (CFmMIMO) network operating in dynamic time
division duplex (DTDD). The switching point between the uplink
(UL) and downlink (DL) data transmission phases can be adapted
dynamically to the instantaneous quality-of-service (QoS) require-
ments in order to improve energy efficiency (EE). To this end, we
formulate a problem of optimizing the DTDD switching point
jointly with the UL and DL power control coefficients, and the
large-scale fading decoding (LSFD) weights for EE maximization.
Then, we propose an iterative algorithm to solve the formulated
challenging problem using successive convex approximation with
an approximate stationary solution. Simulation results show that
optimizing switching points remarkably improves EE compared
with baseline schemes that adjust switching points heuristically.

I. INTRODUCTION

To handle the ever-increasing amount of data being sent over
wireless networks, more efficient network architectures will be
required. One such architecture is cell-free massive multiple-
input multiple-output (CFmMIMO), which has emerged as
a promising technology to complement the current cellular
regime in future wireless networks [1]. CFmMIMO networks
consist of multiple distributed access points (APs) that serve
all users (UEs) coherently, providing uniform coverage by
avoiding problems with cell-edge UEs. Increasing traffic and
quality-of-service (QoS) demands together with increasing en-
ergy prices raise concerns about the energy consumption in
wireless networks [2]. Therefore, it is of importance to design
future wireless networks to not only handle the increasing data
rates, but also to consider the energy efficiency aspect.

Usually, CFmMIMO networks are assumed to operate in
static time division duplex (TDD), where the fraction of time
allocated to uplink (UL) and downlink (DL) transmission in
each coherence interval is fixed. Static TDD is less likely to
adapt to the growing diversity of applications and their wide
range of QoS rate requirements. Thus, dynamic TDD (DTDD)
has been proposed for CFmMIMO to serve UL and DL UEs
more efficiently in each coherence interval [3]], [4]. The most
basic idea of DTDD is to change the switching point between
UL and DL data transmission dynamically. For example, in
[4]], the authors consider CFmMIMO with DTDD and multiple
clusters using a heuristic switching point scheme, which makes
the fraction of time allocated to UL/DL proportional to the
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Fig. 1. TIllustration of a DTDD coherence block where the switching point
between UL and DL data can be adapted dynamically.

UL/DL traffic queues. A more advanced DTDD approach is
network-assisted full-duplex (NAFD) in which UL and DL
transmissions are served simultaneously [S]-[7]. The authors
in [S]-[7] consider methods where each AP in a CFmMIMO
network can be assigned for either UL transmission, DL
transmission, both UL and DL, or be silent, in order to improve
the spectral and energy efficiencies. However, NAFD has the
drawback of severe cross-link interference (CLI), where the DL
UEs will experience interference from the UL UEs, and the UL
APs will be interfered by the DL APs. To avoid CLI, which
significantly degrades the network performance, we instead
focus on optimizing the switching point in this paper.

Paper contribution: In this work, we aim to answer the
question: "How much EE gain can be achieved by optimizing
the switching point in a DTDD CFmMIMO network?” To the
best of our knowledge, this question has not yet been studied in
the literature. First, we formulate a problem that maximizes the
EE in a CFmMIMO network by jointly optimizing the DTDD
switching point, the UL and DL power control coefficients, and
the large-scale fading decoding (LSFD) weights. This problem
is constrained by the QoS rate requirements in UL and DL
for each UE, and the maximum transmit power at both UE and
AP sides. The problem is mixed-integer and highly non-convex
with strong coupling among variables. We then propose an
iterative algorithm to solve the formulated challenging problem
using the successive convex approximation (SCA) technique.
We show by numerical results that optimizing the switching
point improves the EE of CFmMIMO networks significantly,
compared to heuristic DTDD switching point baseline methods
including static TDD.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a CFmMIMO network with M APs and K
UEs. Each AP is equipped with /N antennas and the UEs
have a single antenna. All APs are connected to the same
central processing unit (CPU) via a backhaul network assumed
to have a sufficiently high capacity. The APs serve all users
simultaneously in the same frequency band using DTDD oper-
ation, where each coherence block of 7. samples is structured
as in Figure [Il The first 7, samples are used for UL pilot
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transmission to estimate channels. The DTDD factor 7, € N,
with 0 < 7, < 7, — 73, corresponding to the allocation of DL
transmission, can be changed adaptively to fit the instantaneous
UL and DL traffic demands in the network. The APs are
assumed to be fully synchronized to allow coherent reception
and transmission.

1) Channel Estimation: Let g, € C denote the channel
between UE k and AP m. We assume uncorrelated Rayleigh-
fading channels g;,, = +/Bkm hgm, where the small-scale
fading is represented by hg,;, ~ CN (0,Iy) and By € Ry
is the deterministic large-scale fading coefficient. The channel
takes a new independent realization in each coherence block. In
this paper, the channels are estimated in each coherence block
by transmitting UL pilots from the UEs. We assume K < 7,
such that mutually orthogonal pilots can be assigned to all K
UEs. At each AP m, the channels to all UEs k are estimated
using the minimum mean-squared error (MMSE) technique.
The channel estimates g;,,, of g, are based on the received
pilot sequences. These estimates have diSQtributions Crm ~
CN (0, vemIn) [8l, where vim = ToPpBim Vk, m. Here,

. ToPpOhm +1° .
pp denotes the transmission power of the pilots, normalized by

the noise power.

2) Uplink Data Transmission: UE k transmits the signal
i = v/ pulrSk, where p, is the maximal normalized transmit
power from each UE, (; with 0 < (; < 1 is the UL power
control coefficient for UE k, and s, € C with E{|s;|*} =1 is
the information symbol from UE k. AP m receives the signal
Yon = o8 /PuCh Em Sk + N, Where 1, ~ CN (0,1y)
is the additive receiver noise at the mth AP. To detect the
transmitted symbols from the individual UEs, we first use
maximum ratio combining (MRC) locally at the APs. That
is, for each UE k we calculate ngm Y., at each AP m. This
is followed by central LSFD to combine the estimates from
each AP. For each UE £k, the locally detected symbols are
transferred from all APs to the CPU where they are weighted
together to get the final estimate y, = Zf\le wkmngm Yoo
where wg,, € R, with 0 < wg,, < 1,Vk, m, are the LSFD
weights. Finally, s; is detected from y;. An achievable UL
spectral efficiency (SE) for UE k is found by using the use-
and-then-forget (UatF) capacity bound [8]:

sEt = e T2 T 00, (14 STNRYY) bits/s/Hz,
where SINR}! is ,
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3) Downlink Data Transmission: The mth AP transmits
the signal x,, = Zszl V/PdO%km Viem qr, Where g € C with
E{|qx|?} = 1 is the information symbol intended for UE k, p4
is the normalized maximal DL transmit power, and v, € cN
and 0y, > 0 is the precoding vector and the power control
coefficient for UE k from AP m, respectively. The power
control coefficients 6y, must fulfil
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to ensure the per-AP power constraint E{|| x,, ||*} < pa. Here,
we only consider maximum ratio (MR) precoding, i.e., Vi, =
&rm, Vk,m. Since all APs transmit coherently to all UEs,
the kth UE receives the signal r, = an\{:l gfm Xm Nk =
Yoot k1 POk m Bl B + Mk, where ng o~
CN (0,1) is the normalized receiver noise at UE k. Again,
we use the UatF capacity bounding technique to derive the
following achievable DL SE for UE k [8]:

SES! = :—ZlogQ (1+ SINRY) bits/s/Hz,
where
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4) Power consumption: We define the total power consump-

tion P*°* [W] as [8]]
K
Eu + Z Cu,ka‘|
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where we have defined =, = Ziil Py + Z%Zl NP1 m
and Z; = M NPeym + Sor, Poi. Here, Pyy and
Pp ; denote the power consumption required to run circuits
for transmission and reception at UE £k, respectively, while
Peo1,m and Peqy ., denote the power consumption of circuit
components at each antenna of AP m for transmission and
reception, respectively. Further, let o2 be the noise power.
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We use ¢, = and ¢4 = , where x, 1 and

Xu,k Xd,m

Xd,m are the power amplifier efficiencies at UE k£ and AP
m. In this work, we choose to combine UE and AP power
consumption with equal weights. In the case when the UE
power consumption is considered to be more important than the
network energy consumption, the power consumption model
can easily be extended with scaling weights representing the
relative importance given to the UE and network power con-
sumption, respectively, according to some policy.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND SOLUTION

1) Problem formulation: We aim to maximize the EE, i.e.,
the fraction between the sum SE SES™ = S"%  (SE! + SEL),
and the power consumption P*°* by jointly optimizing the
dynamic TDD factor 7,, the UL power control coefficients { =
{Ck}, Vk, the DL power control coefficients @ = {0y, }, Vk, m,
and the LSFD weights w = {wgm, }, Yk, m. We formulate the
following optimization problem:

max EE = SE®'" /p*°* (5a)
s.t.
0<1,<1c—1p (5b)
0 < wgm < 1,Vk,m (5¢)
0<¢ <1,Vk (5d)
Om > 0,Yk, m (5e)
SEXl > SE;L, Vk (56)
SEQl > SE;, Vk. (52)



Here, SE; and SE; are pre-determined minimal per-UE UL
and DL SE QoS rate requirements, respectively.

2) Solution: We introduce the new variables ¢, u, z%% =

{z*} ,Vk, and z%* = {z'} ,Vk, to reformulate problem (3]
as follows:

max 6a
B q (6a)
s.t. @), (5b) — (e
K
ug < Z (2t + 23) (6b)
k=1
U > Ptot (6C)
SER > 2}t Vk (6d)
2% > SE Yk (6e)
SEST > 23t Vk (61)
& > SE,,Vk. (62)

Note that this is a mixed-integer problem, with the integer

variable 7,. We relax it by introducing a continuous variable
T, Ta

ta, With 0 < t, < 1 — £, which approximates —, and solve

problem (6) with this variable. This relaxation is t(fght because

the value of 7. is normally large, e.g., 7. > 200 [8]]. The relaxed

problem is
. Crgggcqu q (72)
s.t. @), @—@) @),@),@
0<t, <1—-—+ (7b)
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m=1

(1 - ta> log, (1 + SINRY) > 23, Vk
Te
(7d)

talogy (1 + SINRY') > 2¢t, Vk. (7e)

After finding the optimal value ¢}, of ¢,, we approximate the
optimal DTDD factor 7.7 by rounding 7.t% to its closest integer.
However, it is not guaranteed that (6d), (&d) and (&I) will be
fulfilled after the rounding step. To handle this, we replace (Zd),

(Zd) and (e, respectively, with
S + Z Cy ka]

+ ta

u> <1 T B )
Te 27,
1 -
S NZCd,mezm%m] ®
¢ m=1 k=1

T, 1
1— 2 ¢, —— )1 1+ SINRM) > 2Pt Vk 9
( Te 2TC> 082 ( + k ) Zk ( )

ta — log, (1 + SINRYY) > 2ft, Vk.

1
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This will ensure a margin that is equal to the maximal rounding
error such that (6d), (&d) and (&I) are fulfilled with certainty.

1

To see why, we note that the rounding step implies 7.t} — 3 <
1 *
75 < T.tx + = or equivalently ¢} — < Ta <tr+
2 e T, 2ch
T, T
Thus,l——p—“>1———t*——and >t - —,
27 Y27

meaning that if the solution’ t* satisfies (9) and “(0), then 7*
will always satisfy (6d) and (&f). Similarly, one can show that
the corresponding property holds for (8) and (6d).
To transform problem (7)) into a more tractable form, we now
introduce variables u = {u}, o = {fix}, Vk, such that
pi < G, Vk (11)
pz > G, Vk, (12)
as well as r*t = {r}*}, r® = {r{*},Vk, and ¢, 9. Using these
variables, the problem can be written as follows:

i,uldufﬁ -
s.t. @), G — (o), @D, @), (6g), (70, (D), (12)
T, 1
>(1—-2L2—t,+—) (2.
u_( Te +27'c)( +9)
1
ta = 13b
+ (1t 5 ) Gt o) (13b)
K
> ZCu,ka (13c¢)
) > Z Nch O Ve (13d)
m=1
log, (1+ SINR‘,;l) > it Vk (13e)
1
<1—T—c— a—%)rk > 2 vk (13f)
log, (1 + SINREY) > 78 vk (13g)
1
<ta — > > 23 vk (13h)
27,
pr >0, i > 0,73 > 0,78 >0,Vk,m.  (13i)

This problem is still difficult to solve due to constraints (6B),
(12), (I3b) and (I3€)-(13H). To handle this difficulty, we use the
SCA approach. Specifically, we find convex approximations of
these constraints and solve the convex approximated problem
iteratively.

First, we introduce variables a = {agm}, b = {brmg}>
Vk,m,and q € {1,..., K}, with

0 < apm < pUEWhm, Yk, m (14)

ﬂqwkm < bkmq7Vk7m7q- (15)
Together with (3d), (1), and (I2) these constraints imply
0 < apm <V CQWim, Yk, m

quim S bimq? Vku m,q.

By substituting ag,, into the numerator and g,

into the denominator of (), we get the2 lower
A

bound log,(1 + SINR}!) > log, (1+B—k) vk,
k

where we define A = VN pu Zm 1 @kmYkm
Bk:pqu lzm 1 kmq'}/kmﬂqm‘FZ lwkm’ykm

Also, note that we can write log,(1 + SINR{') =



2
log, (1 + %2 Vk, where C, = N,/pa Z%:l OrmYem and
k

Dy, = Npa) ., Z 102, YqmBrm + 1. Then, we follow [9,
Eq. (40)] to appr0x1mate (@) and (13g) with the following
convex constraints;

A(m)y2 A(m)y2

o (1 AP

log 2 B](C”) B](C”)

A(")A A(n) 2 AQ B
rotk st )<r(z> o B

B, B, V((A7)* + B
(n)y2 (”) 2

U (a1 @) @)
log 2 D,(c") DI(C”)

G0 (CMACEAD) N om g,
W 0 ) ON L
D D7 ((Cy7)? + D7)

We still ne%d to handle constraints (I@I) ({12, (3o, (@30,
({13h), as well as the new constraints (I4), (I3). For this
purpose, we follow [10, Eq. (39)] to get the following convex
approximations of (6b), (1I2), (131, (13h), @4, and (13,
respectively:
0.25 ((u +q)?—

2(u") — ™) (u = q) + (u") —g)?)

K
Z zk —|—zk <0 (18)
k=1

G — 20\ i, + ()2 < 0 (19)

1 _ —
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 (ta + )2 = 2(t00 = ) (ta = ) + (00 = $)?) <0
(20)
2 (=T L) a5 ((ta + )2 —2(t(M
k e 21.) % k e
—(r) )t — 1) + (10 = () WP) 0¥k @)
1
A 4025 ((ta — )220t + () (ta + 1Y)
(P + () )?) < 0,k 22)
amn+025(@k—wmﬂ —2(p"” +w i) (e + W)
() +wn)?) <0,k m 23)
0.25 ((ﬂq + wkm)2 - 2(/11(;71) - w;ﬂ)(ﬂq — Wkm)
() = w()?) = bemq < 0, Yk, m,g. (24)

Now, we can formulate a convex approximation of problem

13:

max ¢ (25)
X
s.t. x € F,
where x = {ta7C707W7Q7u7zuluzdl u17 7“ IJ’7¢ w7a b}

is the set of all optimization variables, and F = {@), 3d) —

(Seb, (e, (6g), (70D, (L1, (13, (13d), (131, (16) — @4}, is a
convex feasible set. The bounds in (I6)-(24) are calculated

around some fixed point x("). To solve problem (I3), we use an

Algorithm 1 Solution to problem (13)
1: Initialize: Set n = 0 and draw a random feasible point
xOeF.

2: repeat

33 Letn=n+1.

4:  Solve the convex problem around x("~1) to obtain

its optimal solution x*.
5. Set x(™) = x*,
6: until convergence

iterative algorithm that starts at an arbitrary point x(9) in the
convex feasible set F. Then, we iteratively solve the convex
problem (23), where the non-convex constraints are approx-
imated around the solution from the previous iteration, see
Algorithm [l The algorithm converges to a Fritz-John solution
to problem (I3). The proof of this convergence follows [10] and
is omitted due to lack of space. Finally, 7 is calculated from

t*. This solution is close to a stationary point of the original
problem (@) due to the tight relaxation of ¢, as discussed in

Section [L1I-2]

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

The simulations consider a CFmMIMO network where APs
and UEs are randomly distributed in a square of 0.5 x 0.5 km?,
whose edges are wrapped around to avoid boundary effects. The
distances between adjacent APs are at least 50 m. The large-
scale fading coefficients [, are computed using the outdoor
3GPP Urban Microcell model [11} Egs. (37), (38)]. We set the
bandwidth B = 20 MHz and noise figure F' = 9 dB. Thus, the
noise power is 02 = kgToBF, where kg = 1.381 x 10723
Joules/°K is the Boltzmann constant, while T, = 290°K is
the noise temperature. We let the maximum UE power be 0.1
W both for pilot and data transmission, while the maximal
power from the APs in the DL is 1 W. The normalized transmit
powers are found by dividing the maximum powers by the noise
power 2. Each coherence block consists of 7, = 200 samples,
whereof 7, = K = 5 samples are assigned to pilot transmis-
sion. We choose M = 40,N =1, Pcai,;m = Peur,m = 0.2
W, Py = Ppr =01 W, xur = 0.3, xa,m = 0.4 [8], [12].
The following simulation results are averaged over 200 channel
realizations. In each channel realization, if the optimization
problem of a scheme is infeasible, we set the EE achieved
by that scheme to zero.

To show the effectiveness of our dynamical switching point
scheme (OPT), we compare its performance with those of the
following heuristic switching point baseline schemes: Static
TDD (BL1) where the switching point is set such that the sam-
ples for data transmission are divided equally between UL and
DL,ie., 7, = TC_—p, and QoS-based DTDD (BL2) where the
switching point is set proportionally to the sums of the UL and
DL SE QoS requirements, i.e., the number of DL samples 7, is
the integer closest to (7. — 7p) ;. ﬁil/ >k (ﬁzl + ﬁ:l)
Given the chosen switching points, the power control coeffi-
cients and LSFD weights of BL1 and BL2 are optimized using
a slightly modified version of Algorithm [1} which is omitted
due to the lack of space.
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Fig. 2. Comparisons among the considered schemes.

Fig. 2l compares the EE of all the considered schemes. Three
cases of QoS rate requirements of UL in comparison with
those of DL transmissions are considered: (Case 1) averagely
smaller as in Fig. 2{a), (Case 2) equal as in Fig. 2(b), and
(Case 3) larger as in Fig. Bic). Specifically, in Case 1, the QoS
rate requirements of each UL and DL UE (in bits/s/Hz) are
uniformly chosen as SE;. ~ U[0.3,0.9] and SE;- ~ U[1.2,1.8].
In Case 2, SE; ~ U[0.5,1.5] and SE. ~ U[0.5,1.5]. In
Case 3, SE; ~ U[1.2,1.8] and SE;~ ~ U[0.3,0.9]. New sets
of UL and DL QoS rate requirements are generated for each
channel realization. As seen, BL1 and BL2 are infeasible for
around 50% of all channel realizations in Cases 1 and 2. BL1
is infeasible up to 38% of all channel realizations in Case 3.
Meanwhile, OPT is infeasible for up to only 12% in Case 2.
This is reasonable because OPT can adjust the switching point
dynamically such that the QoS rate requirements are satisfied.
Since the baseline schemes have fixed switching points, they
are less likely to adapt to the varying QoS rate requirements
of UEs in all channel realizations of the considered cases.

Fig. [2l also shows the significant advantage of the optimized
switching point scheme to improve the EE of DTDD CFm-
MIMO systems. The median EE of OPT is at least 4.4 times
larger than those of BL1 and BL2 in Case 1, while being up
to 1.3 times larger than those of BL1 and BL2 in Cases 2 and
3. More specifically, in Case 1, the median sum SE of OPT is
at least 4.6 times larger than those of BL1 and BL2, while the
median total power consumption of OPT is at least 3.7 times
smaller than those of BL1 and BL2. In Cases 2 and 3, the
median sum SE of OPT is up to 1.8 times larger than those
of BL1 and BL2, while the median total power consumption
of OPT is similar as those of BL1 and BL2. These results
are reasonable because optimizing the switching point together
with power control and LSFD weights achieves the best trade-
off between maximizing the sum rate and minimizing the power
consumption in both UL and DL transmission. In Cases 2 and
3, since the UL QoS rate requirements are likely much higher
than those of Case 1, the UL transmission and power are likely
more prioritized. However, since the transmit power of UEs is
much smaller than those of APs, the joint optimization of the
switching point and power control offers smaller benefits. Thus,
the EE gains of OPT over BL1 and BL2 in Cases 2 and 3 are
not as high as that in Case 1.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the effectiveness of optimizing switch-
ing points in terms of EE in DTDD cell-free massive MIMO.
We proposed to maximize EE by jointly optimizing the switch-
ing point with the power control coefficients and LSFD weights.
Numerical results show that optimizing the switching point
is a promising method to improve EE. It offers remarkably
higher EE than heuristic switching point baseline schemes.
Moreover, it is more likely to give a feasible solution since
it is more flexible in adapting to the QoS rate requirements of
all UEs. Future research could include, e.g., developing lower
complexity algorithms for choosing the switching point.
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