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Multi-User (ELAA-)MIMO Systems with UW-SVD

Jiuyu Liu, Yi Ma, Jinfei Wang, and Rahim Tafazolli

Abstract—Current iterative multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) detectors suffer from slow convergence when the wire-
less channel is ill-conditioned. The ill-conditioning is mainly
caused by spatial correlation between channel columns corre-
sponding to the same user equipment, known as intra-user in-
terference. In addition, in the emerging MIMO systems using an
extremely large aperture array (ELAA), spatial non-stationarity
can make the channel even more ill-conditioned. In this paper,
user-wise singular value decomposition (UW-SVD) is proposed
to accelerate the convergence of iterative MIMO detectors. Its
basic principle is to perform SVD on each user’s sub-channel
matrix to eliminate intra-user interference. Then, the MIMO
signal model is effectively transformed into an equivalent signal
(e-signal) model, comprising an e-channel matrix and an e-
signal vector. Existing iterative algorithms can be used to recover
the e-signal vector, which undergoes post-processing to obtain
the signal vector. It is proven that the e-channel matrix is
better conditioned than the original MIMO channel for spatially
correlated (ELAA-)MIMO channels. This implies that UW-SVD
can accelerate current iterative algorithms, which is confirmed by
our simulation results. Specifically, it can speed up convergence
by up to 10 times in both uncoded and coded systems.

Index Terms—Linear MIMO detectors, extremely large aper-
ture array (ELAA), user-wise singular value decomposition (UW-
SVD), channel ill-conditioning, fast convergence.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE primary focus of this paper is low-complexity signal
detection for multi-user multiple-input multiple-output

(MIMO) systems, particularly those deployed with extremely-
large aperture arrays (ELAA). ELAA-MIMO systems can
increase spectral efficiency by more than tenfold over current
massive-MIMO systems [2]. This is because users are typically
located in the near-field of the ELAA; and the near-field
channels can provide higher spatial resolution compared to
the far-field massive-MIMO channels [3]–[5]. For instance,
under strong line-of-sight (LoS) conditions, ELAA-MIMO
can support multiple data streams from a user equipment
(UE) equipped with multiple antennas, while massive-MIMO
channels can only support a single data stream per UE [6], [7].
In massive-MIMO systems, the wireless channel can become
ill-conditioned due to high spatial correlation among channel
columns [8]. However, ELAA channels can be even more
ill-conditioned due to both channel spatial correlation and
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non-stationarity [9]. This makes the design of low-complexity
MIMO detectors challenging, particularly those iterative algo-
rithms with square-order complexity [10].

Maximum-likelihood (ML) detector, while achieving the
optimal detection performance, is computationally impractical
due to its exponentially growing complexity [11]. Linear
detectors, such as zero-forcing (ZF) and minimum mean
square error (LMMSE), offer a more computationally efficient
alternative, providing near-optimal detection performance [12].
However, they both require a Gram matrix inverse with cubic-
order complexity, which limits their applications in large-
scale MIMO systems [13]. Instead, iterative algorithms achieve
ZF/LMMSE detection performance with square-order com-
plexity, bypassing the matrix inverse. Conventional algorithms
with simple structures, such as Richardson iteration (RI) [14]
and Neumann series [15], can offer fast convergence in well-
conditioned channel matrices. Conversely, they may exhibit
divergence when applied to ill-conditioned channel matrices
[13]. This challenge motivates more advanced algorithms that
aim to achieve fast convergence in such channel matrices.

A. Relevant Prior Arts

Current iterative algorithms can be classified into three
main categories [16]–[18]: 1) gradient methods, 2) belief
propagation, and 3) matrix-splitting (MS) based methods.

Gradient methods can achieve global convergence in solving
the problem of linear MIMO detection [19]. For instances,
steepest descent (SD) method updates in the same direction as
RI, but converges faster than RI because it optimizes the step
size in each iteration [20]; conjugate gradient (CG) method
leverages the Hermitian nature of the Gram channel matrix to
determine a more efficient update direction, which further ac-
celerates convergence compared to SD [21], [22]. In addition,
quasi-Newton (QN) methods represent an important branch
of gradient methods, such as symmetric rank 1 (SR1) [23]
and Broyden-Fletcher-Goldfarb-Shanno (BFGS) [19]. Due to
the iterative approximation of the Gram matrix inversion, QN
methods typically exhibit cubic order complexity. Recently,
the application of limited-memory BFGS (L-BFGS) to lin-
ear MIMO detection has demonstrated its ability to achieve
convergence equivalent to that of BFGS while requiring only
square-order complexity [24].

Belief propagation refers to iterative message passing (MP)
algorithms. Among these algorithms, approximate MP (AMP)
was initially proposed for compressive sensing and has been
applied for MIMO detection in recent years [25], [26]. The
complexity of AMP is comparable to that of L-BFGS, and both
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algorithms exhibit similar convergence rate in massive-MIMO
systems. However, AMP diverges in ELAA-MIMO systems
due to the channel non-stationarity [27]. AMP variants such as
orthogonal AMP (OAMP) and vector AMP (VAMP) [28], [29]
have been proposed to address this problem, and their detec-
tion performance is even slightly better than that of LMMSE
[30]. However, they both introduce computational overhead
due to the requirement for matrix inverse or singular value
decomposition (SVD), resulting in cubic-order complexity.

In MS-based methods, the Gram channel matrix is divided
into the sum of several individually invertible sub-matrices, the
inversions of which will be used to accelerate the convergence
[17]. Typically, they divide the Gram matrix into its diago-
nal part and its upper and lower triangular parts. MS-based
methods include Jacobi iteration (JI) [31], Gauss-Seidel (GS)
method [32], and successive over-relaxation (SSOR) [33].
Specifically, the inverses of the diagonal and lower triangular
matrices are used for the JI and GS methods, respectively.
Furthermore, SSOR converges faster than the JI and GS
methods because it uses the inverses of both the upper and
lower triangular matrices to further accelerate the convergence.
The triangular matrix inverse has square-order complexity,
making it scalable for large-scale MIMO systems [17].

B. Motivation of This Paper

Based on recent theoretical advancements [34]–[38] and
empirical field measurements [39]–[42], it has been observed
that intra-user interference is much stronger than inter-user
interference in ELAA-MIMO systems. This phenomenon also
holds true for conventional massive-MIMO systems when
spatial correlations are taken into account (see [8] and our
discussion in Section IV-B for more details). However, current
iterative algorithms typically use a generalized approach to
tackle the problem of channel ill-conditioning, disregarding the
distinctive features of multi-user MIMO channels. As a result,
when spatial correlation is considered, current algorithms
still require tens of iterations to converge in (ELAA-)MIMO
systems [1]. This motivates the rest of this paper.

C. Contributions of This Paper

In this paper, we propose to utilize user-wise SVD (UW-
SVD) to accelerate the convergence of current iterative al-
gorithms in multi-user (ELAA-)MIMO systems. The concept
of UW-SVD is to perform SVD on the sub-channel matrix
corresponding to each UE 1, thereby eliminating the intra-user
interference. The MIMO signal model can then be transformed
to an equivalent signal (e-signal) model containing an e-
channel matrix and a corresponding e-signal vector. The major
differences between current iterative algorithms and UW-SVD-
assisted iterative algorithms are illustrated in Fig. 1. It can be
observed that current algorithms applied to the MIMO signal
model converge directly to the estimation of the transmitted
signal. In contrast, UW-SVD-based algorithms first converge

1 The authors are aware that this option is used in some prior works, e.g.,
[43]–[45], but they all focus on optimizing power allocation strategies using
the singular value matrices. In contrast, our study focuses on the left unitary
matrices to accelerate the convergence of current iterative algorithms.

Fig. 1. Illustration of the major differences between the current iterative
algorithms and UW-SVD-assisted iterative algorithms.

to an estimation of the e-signal vector and then convert
it back to the transmitted signal through a post-processing
step. An e-signal model-based ZF detector, termed e-ZF, was
developed in our previous work [1]. It is proven that, after post-
processing, e-ZF detector can provide equivalent estimation to
ZF detector.

In addition to [1], an LMMSE detector for the e-signal
model, termed e-LMMSE, is developed in this paper. Also,
it is proven to provide equivalent detection performance to
the LMMSE detector. Furthermore, it is demonstrated that the
e-channel matrix exhibits a lower condition number compared
to the original channel matrix, particularly in ELAA-MIMO
systems. Considering an ELAA-MIMO system under LoS
conditions as an example, when the spatial correlation of
small-scale fading is not accounted for, the condition number
of the MIMO channel matrix is approximately 60, while the
condition number of the e-channel matrix is significantly lower
at approximately 5. Moreover, when the spatial correlation
is considered, the condition number of the MIMO channel
matrix increases substantially to approximately 700. However,
even in this scenario, the condition number of the e-channel
matrix remains significantly lower at approximately 7. A lower
condition number indicates that a matrix is less sensitive
to perturbations, which means that iterative algorithms can
converge to the correct solution more quickly. Therefore, the
proposed UW-SVD can significantly accelerate the conver-
gence of current iterative algorithms to achieve ZF/LMMSE
performance. This is evident in our computer simulations. For
example, the UW-SVD-assisted SSOR converges ten times
faster than SSOR in both uncoded and coded ELAA-MIMO
systems. Finally, it is worth noting that UW-SVD can also
speed up the convergence in conventional massive-MIMO
channels when the spatial correlation is taken into account.

D. Organization and Notations

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II presents the system model, preliminaries, and problem
statement. Section III describes the principle of UW-SVD
and its application in accelerating the convergence of current
iterative algorithms. Section IV presents the convergence anal-
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ysis. Section V presents the numerical and simulation results.
Finally, the conclusion is presented in Section VI.

Notations: Regular letter, lower-case bold letter, and capital
bold letter represent scalar, vector and matrix, respectively.
The notations [·]H , [·]−1, ∥·∥, E{·} and cond(·), represent the
Hermitian, inverse, Euclidean norm, expectation, and condition
number of a matrix (a vector or a scalar if appropriate), respec-
tively. D(·) and L(·) denote a matrix formed by the diagonal
and lower-triangular part of a matrix, respectively. λmax(·)
or λmin(·) denote the maximum or minimum eigenvalue of
a matrix. diag(·) constructs the input matrices in a block
diagonal form. I and 0 denote identity and zero matrices with
compatible dimensions.

II. SYSTEM MODEL, PRELIMINARIES, AND PROBLEM
STATEMENT

This section begins by introducing the system model. Next,
it presents linear MIMO detectors and low-complexity itera-
tive algorithms. Finally, it discusses the challenges of these
algorithms in achieving ZF/LMMSE detection performance in
ill-conditioned channel matrix.

A. System Model

Let M and N denote the number of service antennas and
user antennas, respectively. For ELAA-MIMO and massive-
MIMO systems, their signal models share the same mathe-
matical form and can be expressed as follows

y = Hx+ z, (1)

where y ∈ CM×1 denotes the received signal vector, x ∈
CN×1 the transmitted signal vector, z ∼ CN (0, σ2

zI) the addi-
tive white Gaussian noise (AWGN), σ2

z the noise variance, and
I represents an identity matrix with compatible dimensions.
Each element of x is drawn from a finite alphabet-set with
equal probability and fulfills: E{x} = 0 and E{xxH} = σ2

xI.
Note that the random channel matrix H ∈ CM×N has different
distributions in massive-MIMO and ELAA-MIMO systems. In
Section V-A, we consider four random distributions of H for
computer simulations.

In ELAA-MIMO and conventional massive-MIMO systems,
the performance can be significantly degraded by spatial cor-
relation between user antennas. This spatial correlation leads
to two types of interference: 1) intra-user interference, and
2) inter-user interference. Intra-user interference occurs when
signals transmitted from different antenna elements to the same
user interfere with each other due to spatial correlation. Con-
versely, inter-user interference is caused by signals intended
for other users. Typically, intra-user interference is much
stronger than inter-user interference. The reason for this is that
the distance between antennas serving the same user is usually
less than the distance between antennas serving different users.
Section IV-B provides a mathematical justification for this
phenomenon. Consequently, the primary objective of this work
is to mitigate the intra-user interference for both ELAA-MIMO
and massive-MIMO systems.

B. Preliminaries

The two most classical linear MIMO detectors are ZF and
LMMSE, which can be expressed as follows [17]

x̂ = A−1b, (2)

where b = HHy represents the matched filter vector, x̂ the
estimation of x, and A is a Gram filter matrix. For ZF and
LMMSE detectors, A can be expressed as follows

A =

{
AZF ≜ HHH;

ALMMSE ≜ HHH+ ρ−1I,
(3)

where ρ = σ2
x/σ

2
z denotes the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR).

However, both ZF and LMMSE detectors require the inverse
calculation of A, which is computationally prohibitive for
large MIMO sizes.

A number of iterative algorithms have been proposed to
efficiently solve the problem in (2) bypassing A inverse [16]–
[18]. Their general form can be expressed as follows

xt+1 = f(xt;A,b), (4)

where xt represents the tth estimation of x and f(·) is a
linear function that varies depending on the specific algorithm
employed. Taking RI as an example, fRI(·) is given by [14]

fRI(xt;A,b) = xt + (b−Axt), (5)

which has a simple structure, but it diverges when A is ill-
conditioned [12].

To address this issue, more advanced algorithms have been
proposed to achieve faster convergence. For instance, the
iterative process of MS-based methods is given by [1]

fMS(xt;A,b) = xt +M−1(b−Axt), (6)

where M represents the preconditioning matrix, and it is
constructed based on the following matrix splitting

A = L(A) + L(A)H − D(A), (7)

where L(·) and D(·) represent matrices formed by the lower
triangular and diagonal parts of the input matrix, respectively.
Since AZF and ALMMSE are both Hermitian matrices, L(A)H

in (7) actually represents the upper triangular part of A. For
JI, GS and SSOR methods, the preconditioning matrices are
defined as follows: MJI = D(A), MGS = L(A) [32], and
MSSOR = L(A)D(A)−1L(A)H [33], respectively. MS-based
methods generally have faster convergence than RI due to the
use of M, which enables a more efficient update direction. In
addition, the inversion of triangular matrices exhibits square-
order complexity, making it computationally efficient.

Furthermore, gradient methods can also provide accelerated
convergence over RI by using adaptive optimization of the step
size, update direction, or both. To avoid redundancy within
this paper, a detailed discussion of gradient methods will be
presented in Section III-D.
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C. Problem Statement

The convergence rate of the iterative algorithms described
in (4) is significantly influenced by the condition number of A
[17]. Specifically, for a given iterative function, it converges
faster when the condition number is smaller. In this paper, the
condition number is defined as follows

cond(A) ≜
λmax(A)

λmin(A)
, (8)

where λmax(·) and λmin(·) represent the maximum and mini-
mum eigenvalues of the input matrix, respectively. In massive-
MIMO systems without spatial correlation, current algorithms
can offer fast convergence, since A is well-conditioned. How-
ever, they all demonstrate slow convergence in ELAA-MIMO
systems, particularly in scenarios dominated by LoS links [1].
The reason is that ELAA channel matrices could be very ill-
conditioned, meaning cond(A) ≫ 1 [46]. As discussed in
Section I-B, the main reason contributing to (ELAA-)MIMO
channel ill-conditioning is the strong intra-user interference.
Therefore, the objective of this paper is to efficiently eliminate
the impact of intra-user interference on the iterative process,
and the following sections are motivated.

III. UW-SVD-ASSISTED ITERATIVE ALGORITHMS

This section introduces the concept of UW-SVD and its
role in transforming the MIMO signal model into an e-signal
model. Subsequently, the derivations of e-ZF and e-LMMSE
detectors for the e-signal model are presented. Furthermore,
existing iterative algorithms are employed to estimate the e-
signal vector, which is then transformed back to the estimation
of x through the post-processing step.

A. The Concept of UW-SVD

Suppose there are K UEs deployed in the MIMO system,
and the kth UE is equipped with Nk antennas. The system
configuration satisfies:

∑K
k=1 Nk = N . Then, the complete

channel matrix can be represented in a concatenated format
as follows

H = [H1, ...,HK ], (9)

where Hk ∈ CM×Nk represents the sub-channel matrix corre-
sponding to the kth UE. To eliminate intra-user interference,
we apply the economy-size SVD 2 to each user’s sub-channel
matrix as follows

Hk = UkΣkV
H
k , (10)

where Uk ∈ CM×Nk represents the left unitary matrix, Σk ∈
RNk×Nk the diagonal matrix containing the singular values,
and Vk ∈ CNk×Nk represents the right unitary matrix. This
step is the so-called UW-SVD 1.

Substituting (10) into (9) with some tidy-up work, H can
be decomposed into the following three matrix multiplications

H = ΨΣVH , (11)

2A variant of SVD that computes only the necessary components for tall
matrices, enhancing computational efficiency [47].

where Ψ ≜ [U1, ...,UK ] represents the concatenation of
Uk. Σ ≜ diag(Σ1, . . . ,ΣK) and V ≜ diag(V1, . . . ,VK)
are block diagonal matrices containing the singular value and
right-unitary matrices, respectively. The notation diag(·) repre-
sents the construction of the input matrices in a block diagonal
manner. It is obvious that Σ is a positive-real diagonal matrix
and V is a unitary matrix, i.e.,

VHV = VVH = I. (12)

However, it is worth noting that Ψ is not a unitary matrix
in practical MIMO systems. This is because the left-unitary
matrices are tall matrices, and Uk for different UEs may not
necessarily be orthogonal to each other. Next, we will explore
the transformation from the MIMO signal model to e-signal
model using UW-SVD.

B. The e-Signal Model

According to the UW-SVD in (11), the MIMO signal model
in (1) can be transformed into an e-signal model as follows

y = Ψs+ z, (13)

where s ≜ ΣVHx represents the e-signal vector, and Ψ
represents the e-channel matrix. Therefore, Ψ and s are the
linear representations of H and x, respectively.

Remark 1: With this e-signal model, it is important to
understand the properties of s and Ψ. Taking s as an example,
its expectation and covariance can be expressed as follows

E{s} = 0; (14)
E{ssH} = σ2

xΣ
2, (15)

which can be easily obtained from E{x} = 0 and E{xxH} =
σ2
xI. This indicates that distinct e-signal data streams are or-

thogonal to each other and they exhibit different transmission
powers. Moreover, we have the following

D
(
ΨHΨ

)
= I, (16)

which indicates that the complexity of computing D
(
ΨHΨ

)
can be ignored in certain iterative algorithms, such as JI and
L-BFGS methods.

Note that the condition number of Ψ is crucial for this
paper because it significantly affects the convergence of the
UW-SVD-assisted algorithms. This property will be examined
in Section IV, where we present a comprehensive convergence
analysis. Before that, we focus on the development of linear
detectors for the e-signal model in the next subsection.

C. The e-ZF and e-LMMSE Detectors

In this subsection, we develop the e-ZF and e-LMMSE de-
tectors for the e-signal model. Additionally, it is demonstrated
that they can achieve the same detection performance as the
corresponding ZF or LMMSE detector after a low-complexity
post-processing step.

Given that the e-signal model is a linear representation of
the MIMO signal model, its two linear detectors (i.e., e-ZF and
e-LMMSE) can be expressed in the following general form

ŝ = Φ−1δ, (17)
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where δ = ΨHy denotes the matched filter vector for the e-
signal model. Similar to that in (3), Φ for e-ZF and e-LMMSE
can be expressed as follows

Φ =

{
ΦZF ≜ ΨHΨ;

ΦLMMSE ≜ ΨHΨ+ ρ−1Σ−2.
(18)

It is obvious that (17) and (2) share the same mathematical
structure. Hence, any iterative algorithm designed to determine
x̂ZF or x̂LMMSE can be directly applied to determine ŝZF or
ŝLMMSE, respectively. Since the objective of MIMO signal
detection is to reconstruct the transmitted signal vector x, a
post-processing step is required to convert ŝ back to x̂.

Post-Processing Step: Consistent with the definition of s,
we propose to reconvert x̂ from ŝ as follows

x̂ = VΣ−1ŝ. (19)

where Σ is a diagonal matrix, so that computing Σ−1 requires
only linear computational complexity. Plugging (18) into (19)
with some tidy-up works, we can have the following

x̂ZF = VΣ−1ŝZF; (20)
x̂LMMSE = VΣ−1ŝLMMSE. (21)

With the post-processing step, the e-ZF and e-LMMSE detec-
tors can provide the same detection performance as the ZF and
LMMSE detectors, respectively. This implies that any iterative
algorithm that converges to ŝ can provide ZF or LMMSE
detection performance. The specific steps of the UW-SVD-
assisted algorithms are discussed in the next section.

D. UW-SVD Assisted Iterative Algorithms

As discussed in Section III-C, all the MS-based methods
and gradient methods can be directly applied to estimate s 3.
These methods share the same iterative structure as (4), except
that the specific parameters are adjusted as follows

st+1 = f(st;Φ, δ), (22)

which is the so-called UW-SVD-assisted iterative algorithms.
In the case where Φ = ΦZF, st will converge to the e-ZF
solution. Conversely, when Φ = ΦLMMSE, st will converge
to the e-LMMSE solution. It is worth noting that the con-
vergence rate of UW-SVD-assisted algorithms is dominated
by cond(Φ), rather than cond(A). The comparison between
cond(Φ) and cond(A) will be comprehensively explored in
Section V.

Similar to (6), MS-based methods assisted by UW-SVD can
be expressed as follows

fMS(st;Φ, δ) = st +M−1(δ −Φst), (23)

where the preconditioning matrix M should be constructed
based on the matrix splitting of Φ. For the case Φ = ΦZF, JI
and SSOR methods can be further simplified. Specifically, JI
and RI are equivalent to each other because MJI = D(ΦZF)

3AMP and its variants require further modifications to determine s due to
their structures; this exploration is beyond the scope of this paper. Addition-
ally, using MS-based methods and L-BFGS is sufficient to demonstrate the
advantage of the proposed UW-SVD method.

Algorithm UW-SVD assisted L-BFGS algorithm
Input:

y: received signal vector;
H: MIMO channel matrix;
ρ: SNR;
T : number of iterations;
s0 = 0: the initialization vector.

Output:
x̂: the estimation of x;

START
1: let t = 0; call (11) to compute Ψ, Σ, and V;
2: let δ = ΨHy; let Φ = ΨHΨ+ ρ−1Σ−2;
3: call (24) to compute st+1; then t← t+ 1;
4: repeat step 3 until t = T ;
5: call (19) to compute x̂;

END

is an identity matrix; and M for SSOR can be simplified to
MSSOR = L(ΦZF)L(ΦZF)

H .
Gradient methods can also be employed to address the prob-

lem in (17), such as SD, CG and L-BFGS. It is demonstrated
that L-BFGS converges faster than SD while maintaining
similar square-order complexity [24]. Moreover, it is proven
that L-BFGS and CG are equivalent when solving the convex
MIMO detection problem [48]. Therefore, we consider L-
BFGS as an example of gradient methods in this paper. Its
iterative process is given by [19]

fLBFGS(st;Φ, δ) = st + ξtdt, (24)

where ξt denotes the step size as follows

ξt = − gH
t dt

dH
t Φdt

, (25)

and dt denotes the update direction as follows

dt = Θtgt, (26)

where gt ≜ Φst − δ denotes the gradient direction. Θt

represents the approximation of Hessian matrix, and it can
be expressed as follows

Θt =

(
(st − st−1)(gt − gt−1)

H

(st − st−1)H(gt − gt−1)
− I

)
Θ0, (27)

where Θ0 represents the initial approximation. Typically, Θ0

is set as D(Φ)−1. For e-ZF detector, the term Θ0 in (27) can
be omitted, since D(ΦZF)

−1 = I.
Pseudocode: The UW-SVD assisted L-BFGS algorithm

is presented in the Algorithm. It can provide the LMMSE
detection performance, since the filter matrix Φ is set to be
ΦLMMSE. By setting Φ = ΨHΨ in step 2, the algorithm
will provide ZF detection performance. In step 3, (24) is the
iterative function of L-BFGS. Therefore, if it is replaced by
(23), the Algorithm would become UW-SVD assisted MS-
based methods. Step 5 is the post-processing step. It aims
to reconvert x̂ from ŝ. Additionally, UW-SVD can accelerate
the convergence of numerous other iterative algorithms, such
as SD and CG. The proposed UW-SVD method leverages
sample structure to facilitate their application in accelerating
the convergence of various existing algorithms.
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TABLE I
COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS OF UW-SVD AND VARIOUS ITERATIVE MIMO DETECTORS

Algorithms Calculation of A or Φ Matrix Inverse Per Iteration UW-SVD

ZF/LMMSE MN2 N3 0

NUEMN +NUEN + 2N

RI 0 0 2MN

JI 0 0 2MN +N

GS MN2 N2 1.5N2

SSOR MN2 N2 2N2 +N

L-BFGS 0 0 4MN +N2 + 5N

E. Complexity Analysis

The objective of this section is to demonstrate that the pro-
posed UW-SVD method has low computational-complexity.
To simplify and clarify the complexity analysis, we adopt a
common assumption in multi-user MIMO systems with K
users, where each user has NUE antennas, i.e., KNUE = N .
The computational complexity of UW-SVD assisted iterative
algorithms can be divided into three main parts: UW-SVD,
post-processing, and iterative process. We start the complexity
analysis from the UW-SVD and post-processing steps.

Performing SVD on Hk has a complexity of MN2
UE [49], re-

sulting in a total complexity of KMN2
UE for all the users. Also,

the complexity of UW-SVD can also be expressed as NUEMN ,
since KNUE = N . In the post-processing step, computing Σ−1

has a complexity of N , while the computation of [Σ−1s] has
the same complexity of N . Moreover, given that V is a block
diagonal matrix, the complexity of calculating V[Σ−1st] is
KN2

UE = NUEN . Therefore, the overall complexity of the
post-processing step is NUEN + 2N . Furthermore, the total
complexity of UW-SVD together with the post-processing step
is NUEMN + NUEN + 2N . In MIMO systems, the number
of antennas per UE is usually small, typically NUE = 2 or
4. Hence, the complexity of UW-SVD method stays at the
quadratic order.

It is worth noting that not all the iterative algorithms require
the computation of A or Φ, including RI, JI, and L-BFGS
methods. Taking RI as an example, if we replace ΦZF = ΨHΨ
in (23), its iterative process can be expressed as follows

fRI(st;Φ, δ) = st + (δ −ΨHΨst), (28)

where we can first compute [Ψst] with a complexity of MN ,
and then compute ΨH [Ψst] with another complexity of MN .
In this successive manner, the calculation of Φ can be avoided.
This can also be applied to all the other iterative methods, such
as the calculation of ξt in (25) in L-BFGS method. In addition,
a similar complexity can be obtained by replacing ΦZF with
ΦLMMSE in (28). The complexity of computing Σ−1 is only
N , since it is a diagonal matrix. Furthermore, the calculation
of D(ΨHΨ)−1 in JI and L-BFGS methods can be ignored
because it is an identity matrix according to (16).

The authors are aware that certain iterative algorithms
require the calculation of A or Φ, such as the GS and SSOR
methods. This is because they need to compute L(A)−1 or
L(Φ)−1. Furthermore, the complexity of computing L(A)−1

or L(Φ)−1 is N2 due to the triangular structure. The complex-
ity of these iterative algorithms, in short, remains essentially

the same whether UW-SVD is applied or not. Moreover, ZF
and LMMSE detectors require the computation of A with
a cubic-order complexity of MN2. They also necessitate
the calculation of A−1 with cubic-order complexity of N3.
TABLE I summarizes the complexity of UW-SVD and various
MIMO detectors. The matrix inverse operation is the primary
reason why ZF/LMMSE is impractical for real-time signal
processing due to its serially computational complexity of
cubic order [17]. This motivates traditional iterative methods
to (partially) circumvent the need for matrix inversion.

Discussion of complexity reduction: Our simulation results
demonstrate that the proposed UW-SVD method can reduce
the computational complexity of SSOR and L-BFGS methods
by up to 90% and 67%, respectively (see Figs. 5(d) and 7).
This substantial reduction in complexity is primarily achieved
by decreasing the number of iterations required, despite the
additional complexity introduced by UW-SVD. As shown in
TABLE I, the extra computational burden imposed by UW-
SVD is equivalent to 16 SSOR iterations or a single L-BFGS
iteration. However, the advantages of UW-SVD far outweigh
its cost. For instance, the result in Fig. 5(d) shows that UW-
SVD can accelerate SSOR by up to approximately 240 itera-
tions. Moreover, our simulation results in Fig. 7 demonstrate
that UW-SVD can accelerate L-BFGS method by up to 13
iterations. This significant acceleration in convergence of UW-
SVD more than offsets its additional processing cost, thus
significantly reducing the overall computational complexity.

IV. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In this section, the objective is to compare cond(A) and
cond(Φ) in both massive-MIMO and ELAA-MIMO systems.
The next two subsections provide detailed results of the
comparison in each system, respectively.

A. Massive-MIMO with i.i.d. Rayleigh Fading Channels

To better understand the relationship between cond(A) and
cond(Φ), we first introduce the following concept of favorable
propagation in massive-MIMO systems.

Property 1 (Favorable Propagation [50]): Suppose that el-
ements of H to follow independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) Rayleigh fading as (40), given Nk,∀k, as M tends to
infinity, we have the following

lim
M→∞

HH
k Hk = I, ∀k. (29)
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Theorem 1: Suppose that every element of H obeys an i.i.d.
Rayleigh distribution in (40), given Nk,∀k, as M tends to
infinity, we have the following

lim
M→∞

cond(ΦZF) = cond(AZF); (30)

lim
M→∞

cond(ΦLMMSE) = cond(ALMMSE). (31)

Proof: See APPENDIX A
Theorem 1 implies that the UW-SVD-assisted algorithm has

a comparable convergence rate comparable to the existing
algorithm. The reason is that the intra-user interference in
i.i.d. Rayleigh fading channels is very weak, which could
limit the gain of UW-SVD. This theoretical finding is verified
in the numerical results of Experiment 1 in Section V-C.
On the contrary, intra-user interference is strong in spatially
correlated (ELAA-)MIMO systems, especially in the presence
of LoS links. In the next subsection, we will show that
cond(Φ) < cond(A) in such channels.

B. Spatially Correlated (ELAA-)MIMO Channels
Given that UW-SVD aims to address intra-user interference,

our focus lies primarily on understanding the user-side spatial
correlation 4, which is defined as follows [8]

RUE ≜ E{HHH}, (32)

where RUE is usually described by an exponential correlation
matrix in conventional massive-MIMO systems. For example,
if two user antennas are situated at a distance of d, the
correlation between these two antennas can be expressed as
follows [8]

r(d) = exp(−d/µ), (33)

where µ ≥ 0 represents the scaling factor. In multi-user MIMO
systems, the distance between different users is typically much
greater than the distance between antennas belonging to the
same UE. Therefore, we have the following assumption:

A1): Rk,j
UE = 0, ∀k ̸= j, (34)

where Rk,j
UE ∈ RNk×Nj denotes a block of RUE representing

the correlation between user k and user j.
Let us take an example to validate this assumption. Suppose

we have a UE equipped with two antennas spaced apart by
half the carrier wavelength. Assuming the carrier frequency
is 3.5 GHz and the parameter µ equals 0.2, the correlation
between the two intra-user antennas is r(0.0429) ≈ 0.8. This
suggests a significant spatial correlation between the two intra-
user antennas. In contrast, when considering two distinct users
separated by one meter, their correlation r(1) ≈ 4.5 × 10−5

implies nearly orthogonal behavior. In real-world scenarios,
user distances typically exceed one meter. Therefore, the as-
sumption A1) in (34) is validated for practical MIMO systems.

Lemma 1: Given A1, suppose the MIMO channel is H =
Ω
√
RUE, where each element of Ω follows an i.i.d. Rayleigh

distribution, we have the following

lim
M→∞

HH
k Hj = 0, ∀k ̸= j, (35)

4In this section, we focus on the user-side spatial correlation to facilitate
the theoretical analysis. However, in our simulations, we adopt the Kronecker
model in (44), which considers both user-side and BS-side spatial correlations.

where Rk,k
UE ∈ RNk×Nk is a block of RUE representing the

correlation between the antenna elements of user k.
Proof: See APPENDIX B.

In massive-MIMO systems, the number of service-antennas
can be in the hundreds or even thousands. Consequently, the
condition in (35) can be approximated as follows

A2): HH
k Hj = 0, ∀k ̸= j (36)

Moreover, as discussed in section I-B, in ELAA-MIMO
systems, intra-user interference is much stronger than inter-
user interference. This is because the dominant power of
different users can be received by different service antennas.
This phenomenon is known as spatial orthogonality [6], [51].
Therefore, it can be assumed that A2 also holds in ELAA-
MIMO systems. With assumption A2, our focus shifts to
the comparison between cond(A) and cond(Φ) for ZF and
LMMSE detectors, respectively.

Theorem 2: Given A2, it can be obtained that the condition
number of AZF is larger than that of ΦZF, i.e.,

cond(ΦZF) < cond(AZF). (37)

Proof: See APPENDIX C
Theorem 3: Given A2, suppose that the transmitted power

is normalized to 1, i.e., σ2
x = 1, we have the following

cond(ΦLMMSE) < cond(ALMMSE), (38)

when √
cond(AZF)λmin(AZF) > σ2

z . (39)

Proof: See APPENDIX D
Remark 2: Theorem 2 implies that UW-SVD-assisted algo-

rithms can provide faster convergence to ZF detection perfor-
mance compared to current algorithms. Theorem 3 suggests
the similar conclusion for LMMSE detectors but with the
constraint that the SNR should be greater than a threshold.
Note that in any MIMO system for multiplexing transmission,
it is typically necessary for the minimum eigenvalue of the
channel gain to exceed the noise power, i.e., λmin(AZF) > σ2

z .
Also, the condition number should be greater than 1 based on
its definition. Therefore, the inequality in (39) will always be
satisfied in practical MIMO systems if we aim for acceptable
detection performance using multiplexing techniques.

Remark 3: Theorem 2 and Theorem 3 imply that M is much
greater than N or approaches infinity. However, deploying
such a large number of service antennas is economically
impractical in real-world scenarios. This necessitates the de-
termination of specific, implementable ranges for M and N .
However, the stochastic nature of (ELAA-)MIMO channels
poses a significant challenge. It is impossible to mathemat-
ically derive an exact formula for the M/N ratio at which
UW-SVD outperforms conventional methods. To address this,
we turn to experimental results for insights into practical M/N
ratios. Our experiments, detailed in Section V, reveal that UW-
SVD achieves significant gains when the M/N ratio is 4 or
8. These ratios are not only feasible but also commonly found
in MIMO systems. This alignment between our findings and
real-world parameters ensures the applicability of our methods
to practical implementations.
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V. NUMERICAL AND SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, the objectives are 1) to compare cond(Φ)
and cond(A) in various types of (ELAA-)MIMO channels; 2)
to demonstrate that UW-SVD accelerates the convergence of
current algorithms; and 3) to establish that the advantages ob-
served in uncoded MIMO systems also apply to coded MIMO
systems. This motivates the following three subsections.

A. Channel Models

Model 1: In massive-MIMO systems, each element of H
is usually assumed to obey i.i.d. Rayleigh fading as follows

Hm,n = ωm,n ∼ CN (0, 1/M), (40)

where 1/M denotes the normalized variance of each channel
element. This indicates that the propagation environment is in
non-LoS (NLoS) state 5.

Model 2: Spherical wavefront should be taken into account
for ELAA channel modeling. In NLoS state, (40) should be
extended to i.n.d. (n. for non-identical) Rayleigh fading as
follows [52]

Hm,n = H(0)
m,n ≜

(
β(0)

dγ
(0)

m,n

)
ωm,n, (41)

where dm,n denotes the distance between the mth service-
antenna and the nth user antenna; β(0) and γ(0) represent the
NLoS path-loss coefficient and exponent, respectively.

Model 3: Similarly, the ELAA channel in LoS state is
described to obey i.n.d. Rician fading as follows [35]

Hm,n = H(1)
m,n ≜

β(1)

dγ
(1)

m,n

(√
κ

κ+ 1
φm,n +

√
1

κ+ 1
ωm,n

)
.

(42)
where β(1) and γ(1) represent the LoS path-loss coefficient and
exponent, respectively, κ denotes the Rician K-factor, φm,n =
exp(−j 2π

ϑ dm,n) the phase of direct LoS link, and ϑ denotes
the wavelength of the carrier wave.

Model 4: ELAA channel could allow a mixed of LoS and
NLoS links due to the large aperture [36]. Each element of H
in this case can be expressed as follows

Hm,n = ϵ(ηm,n)
m,n H(ηm,n)

m,n , (43)

where ηm,n ∈ {0, 1} is a binary random variable, with
ηm,n = 0 indicates the NLoS state with H

(ηm,n)
m,n turning

into H
(0)
m,n in (40), or otherwise ηm,n = 1 indicates the

LoS state with H
(ηm,n)
m,n turning into H

(1)
m,n in (42); ϵm,n

denotes the shadowing effects. The spatial correlations of
LoS/NLoS states and shadowing effects are described by
exponentially decaying window [36]. This channel model can
yield computer-simulated data that fit well with real-world
measurement data, e.g, [39], [40]. Therefore, we employ this
ELAA channel model to conduct computer simulations.

Kronecker Model: Let Ω ∈ CM×N be an i.i.d. complex
Gaussian matrix, where its (m,n)-th element is denoted by

5In LoS state, the massive-MIMO channels can also be described by i.i.d.
Rician fading. However, the far-field Rician channel cannot support multiple
data streams per UE [37], [38], and are therefore not the scope of this paper.

ωm,n, as defined in (40). The four channel models above can
be converted to their spatially correlated versions by replacing
Ω with Ωkron, as follows [8]

Ωkron =
√
RBSΩ

√
RUE, (44)

where RBS ∈ RM×M and RUE ∈ RN×N are both exponential
correlation matrices representing the BS and UE side correla-
tions, respectively. In MIMO systems, the minimum distance
between two antennas should be ϑ/2. Therefore, we define
the following

ϱ ≜ r(ϑ/2), (45)

where ϱ is the spatial correlation between the two closest an-
tennas. Additionally, when ϱ = 0, it means that the small-scale
fading of distinct user-to-service antenna links is generated
independently.

B. Baselines

The following iterative algorithms are set as baselines for
our simulations: GS, SSOR, and L-BFGS. AMP is not used
as a baseline because it converges slower than the L-BFGS
method and diverges in the ELAA channel. Additionally, it
must be modified further to recover the e-signal vector. Due
to the page limitations, we cannot demonstrate all the iterative
algorithms that proposed in the last sixty years [16]. However,
the baselines in this section are sufficient to demonstrate the
advantages of the proposed UW-SVD method.

C. System Setup and Experiments

The carrier frequency is set to be 3.5 GHz. The service array
is configured as a uniformly linear array (ULA)6 with spacing
at half the wavelength. The users are deployed parallel with
the ULA at a perpendicular distance of 15 meters. Each user
is equipped with NUE antennas spaced at half the wavelength.
The maximum distance between two users is set to be 30
meters. To ensure a fair comparison of different types of
channel models, we normalize the channel gain for each UE,
i.e., ∥Hk∥2 = NUE,∀k. This normalization does not change
intra-user interference, which is the primary focus of this
paper. The wireless environment is assumed to be urban-micro
street canyon, and the propagation parameters are determined
according to the 3rd Generation Partnership Project (3GPP)
technical report [53], as follows: β(0) = 0.020, γ(0) = 1.765,
β(1) = 0.007, γ(1) = 1.050, κ = 9 dB for Model 3,
κ ∼ LN (9 dB, 10 dB) for Model 4. The objectives of this
section set the following three experiments.

Experiment 1: The objective is to demonstrate that the
relationship between cond(A) and cond(Φ) is consistent
with the theoretical analysis presented in Section IV. The
cumulative distribution functions (CDFs) of the condition
numbers are shown in Figs. 2 and 3. In these two figures,
there are M = 256 service antennas and K = 8 UEs, each
equipped with NUE = 4 antennas. In Fig. 2(a), where the
channel elements are generated independently, it can be seen
that cond(Φ) is only slightly smaller than cond(A) in both

6An exception is Fig. 7, where the service antenna array is configured as
a uniform planar array (UPA) with M = 16× 16 antennas.
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(a) ϱ = 0 (b) ϱ = 0.5 (c) ϱ = 0.8

Fig. 2. The comparison of cond(A) and cond(Φ) in Model 1 and Model 2; M = 256; K = 8; NUE = 4; ρ = 10 dB. cond(Φ) is smaller than cond(A)
for both ZF/LMMSE detectors, especially in correlated MIMO channels. The matrices in Model 1 and Model 2 have almost the same condition numbers.

Fig. 3. The comparison of cond(A) and cond(Φ) in Model 3 and Model 4; M = 256; K = 8; NUE = 4. cond(Φ) is much smaller than cond(A) for
both ZF/LMMSE detectors in the presence of LoS links. The condition number of Φ is similar to that of i.i.d. Rayleigh channel at different correlation levels.

(a) ϱ = 0; ρ = 18 dB (b) ϱ = 0.5; ρ = 20.5 dB (c) ϱ = 0.8; ρ = 26.5 dB

Fig. 4. Convergence comparison between different iterative algorithms in Model 1. M = 256; K = 8; NUE = 4; 16 QAM. UW-SVD-assisted algorithms
can provide faster convergence compared to the corresponding existing algorithms, especially for correlated MIMO channels.

Model 1 and Model 2. Note that all the condition numbers
in this figure are relatively small, which means that numerous
iterative algorithms can achieve fast convergence. However,
it is more practical to consider spatial correlations and such
results are shown in Figs. 2(b) and 2(c). By comparing these
two figures, it can be observed that Φ is better conditioned
than A, especially in highly correlated MIMO channels. This
implies that the advantage of the proposed UW-SVD method
will be more evident when the correlation increases.

Fig. 3 shows the results in the presence of LoS links,
which can make the wireless channel more ill-conditioned.
In Model 3 (ϱ = 0), it can be observed that cond(AZF)
is approximately 60, meaning that AZF is ill-conditioned.
Moreover, it will become even worse as the spatial correlation
becomes higher, e.g., cond(AZF) ≈ 600 when ϱ = 0.8. In
addition, cond(ALMMSE) is smaller than cond(AZF) due to the
regularization term. Similar observations can also be found

in Model 4. Moreover, cond(A) in Model 4 can be well-
conditioned with a probability of about 0.2. This is because
this model allows the mixture of LoS/NLoS links, and the
randomly generated channel matrix could be in a fully NLoS
state with a certain probability. This also leads to higher
CDF fluctuations for cond(A) in Model 4 than in Model
3. In contrast, the fluctuations of cond(Φ) are very small,
and the value of cond(Φ) is close to that of i.i.d. Rayleigh
fading channels. This implies that UW-SVD-assisted iterative
methods can maintain consistently fast convergence even in
the presence of increased intra-user interference.

Experiment 2: The objective is to demonstrate that the pro-
posed UW-SVD-assisted iterative algorithms converge faster
than corresponding existing algorithms in (ELAA-)MIMO
systems. In this experiment, four figures (i.e., Fig. 4 - Fig.
7) are presented to highlight the advantages of the proposed
UW-SVD method from different perspectives. In Fig. 4, the
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(a) Model 2; 16 QAM; ϱ = 0.5 (b) Model 2; 16 QAM; ϱ = 0.8 (c) Model 4; 64 QAM; ϱ = 0.5 (d) Model 4; 64 QAM; ϱ = 0.8

Fig. 5. Convergence comparison between UW-SVD-assisted SSOR (red lines) and SSOR (black lines) methods converging to LMMSE detection performance;
M = 256; K = 8; NUE = 4. It is shown that SSOR (UW-SVD) converges faster than SSOR at all different SNR levels.

(a) ϖ = 20 dB (b) ϖ = 15 dB (c) ϖ = 10 dB

Fig. 6. Convergence comparison between L-BFGS (UW-SVD) and L-BFGS method with channel estimation error; Model 2; M = 256; K = 8; NUE = 4.
16 QAM; ϱ = 0.2. The proposed UW-SVD method can double the convergence speed of L-BFGS method for all three levels of channel estimation error.

convergence comparison between different iterative algorithms
at high SNRs is shown. It shows the average symbol error
rate (SER) over the iterations in Model 1, considering three
correlation levels. For the case ϱ = 0, it can be seen that
the proposed UW-SVD method can slightly accelerate the
convergence of existing algorithms. However, it is worth
noting that the advantage of the proposed UW-SVD method
becomes more apparent as the correlation becomes larger. This
is consistent with the numerical results in Experiment 1,
and this figure indicates that the proposed UW-SVD method
can accelerate the current iterative algorithm in conventional
massive MIMO channels.

In Fig. 5, we aim to demonstrate the advantages of UW-
SVD at different SNRs, by using SSOR that converges to
LMMSE detection performance as an example. Two ELAA
channels (i.e., Model 2 and Model 4) are considered in the
figure, each with two correlation factors (i.e., ϱ = 0.5 and
ϱ = 0.8). As can be seen in each sub-figure, the advantage of
UW-SVD diminishes with decreasing SNR. This is consistent
with our theoretical analysis in section IV. However, it is
worth noting that UW-SVD-assisted SSOR still converges
significantly faster than the original SSOR method even at
lower SNRs. For instance, in Fig. 5(b), when the SNR is
16 dB, the original SSOR method requires approximately 20
iterations to converge in Model 2 using 16 QAM. However,
with the assistance of UW-SVD, convergence is achieved in
just 4 iterations under the same system configuration. As

shown in Figs. 5(c) and 5(d), the original SSOR method
requires tens or even hundreds of iterations to achieve the
LMMSE detection performance, even in low SNR scenarios.
In contrast, the UW-SVD-assisted SSOR method only requires
fewer than 10 iterations to converge. This figure implies that
the proposed UW-SVD method can accelerate the convergence
of iterative algorithms at different SNR levels.

In Fig. 6, the objective is to demonstrate the robustness of
the proposed UW-SVD method when channel estimation error
is considered. Let us consider the conventional LS channel
estimation approach, and the estimated channel matrix is given
by [54]

Ĥ = H+ Z, (46)

where Ĥ denotes the estimated channel matrix, and Z is the
AWGN matrix. The ratio (denoted by ϖ) between the power of
channel and noise elements is set to be 10, 15, and 20 dB for
the three sub-figures, respectively. The MIMO channel is set
to be Model 2 with ϱ = 0.2 and the modulation scheme is set
to be 16 QAM. It can be observed that the LMMSE detector
with channel estimation error can only provide sub-optimal
detection performance. Therefore, all the iterative algorithms
will only converge to this sub-optimal detection performance.
The proposed UW-SVD method consistently accelerate the
convergence of the L-BFGS method by a factor of two,
irrespective of the level of channel estimation error. More
specifically, the UW-SVD-assisted L-BFGS method converges
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Fig. 7. Convergence comparison between SSOR (UW-SVD) and SSOR
method for UPA configuration; Model 3; 64 QAM; ϱ = 0.5.

within 10, 7, and 5 iterations for ϖ = 20 dB, 15 dB, and
10 dB, respectively. In contrast, the original L-BFGS method
requires 20, 14, and 10 iterations to converge for the same
respective levels of ϖ. These results show that UW-SVD can
improve the convergence speed of L-BFGS by approximately
two times for different levels of channel estimation error.

In Fig. 7, the objective is to show that UW-SVD can
accelerate current iterative algorithms in another type of
ELAA, i.e., UPA. The UPA is configured with M = 16× 16
antennas. The simulation results depicted in Fig. 7 suggest
a performance degradation for the LMMSE detector in UPA
compared to its performance in ULA. The reason for this is
that UPA antennas are more tightly distributed, resulting in
higher spatial correlations. In this figure, we utilize the SSOR
method that converges to the LMMSE detection performance
to demonstrate the advantages of the proposed UW-SVD
method. It is noteworthy that the UW-SVD-assisted SSOR
method converges faster than the original SSOR method across
different SNR levels. For instance, the original SSOR method
necessitates over 50 iterations to converge, and it requires more
than 20 iterations even at relatively low SNR. Conversely, the
SSOR method assisted by UW-SVD achieves convergence in
only 4 iterations at all SNR levels.

Experiment 3: The objective of this experiment is to
demonstrate that, with channel coding, the UW-SVD can still
significantly accelerate the convergence of current algorithms.
Two coding schemes are considered: 1/2 convolutional code
with a codeword length of 200 bits, and 1/4 polar code with
a codeword length of 1, 024 bits. The decoding schemes are
Viterbi decoder and successive cancellation list for convo-
lutional code and polar code, respectively. The modulation
schemes are 16 QAM and 64 QAM for convolutional and polar
codes, respectively. In addition, the performance metric is set
to block error rate (BLER) versus Eb/No. As shown in Fig. 8,
the performance gap between uncoded and coded systems is
approximately 6 dB for both channel models. In Fig. 8(a), the
UW-SVD-assisted SSOR method converges to the LMMSE
detection performance in only 2 iterations, while the SSOR
method requires over 15 iterations to achieve the same level
of convergence. In coded MIMO systems, the improvements
achieved by UW-SVD for SSOR remain comparable to those
observed in uncoded MIMO systems. Moreover, as shown in
Fig. 8(b), UW-SVD-assisted L-BFGS methods can achieve
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(a) Model 3; Convolutional code; 16 QAM; K = 8
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(b) Model 4; Polar code; 64 QAM; K = 16

Fig. 8. Convergence comparison of iterative algorithms in ELAA-MIMO
systems considering channel coding; M = 256; NUE = 4. The UW-SVD-
assisted SSOR and L-BFGS methods achieve convergence ten and five times
faster than the original SSOR and L-BFGS methods, respectively.

ZF detection performance within three iterations, while the
standard L-BFGS algorithm requires over 15 iterations to
achieve the same level of performance. Together with the
results in Experiment 2, it can be claimed that UW-SVD can
significantly accelerate the convergence of current algorithms
by up to ten times, in both uncoded and coded MIMO systems.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose the UW-SVD method to accelerate
the convergence of current iterative algorithms for spatially
correlated (ELAA-)MIMO channels. The results demonstrate
that the UW-SVD-assisted algorithms achieve convergence up
to more than ten times faster compared to the corresponding
current algorithms in both coded and uncoded systems. The
core principle is to perform SVD on each user’s sub-channel
matrix, transforming the original MIMO signal model into
an e-signal model. For this e-signal model, we develop e-ZF
and e-LMMSE detectors with detection performance proven
to be equivalent to ZF and LMMSE detectors for the original
model. Crucially, it is shown that the e-channel matrix ex-
hibits a significantly better condition number than the original
MIMO channel matrix, when considering the channel spatial
correlation or non-stationarity or both. By applying current
iterative algorithms to iteratively invert the better-conditioned
e-channel matrix, followed by a post-processing step to recover
the transmitted signals, remarkable convergence acceleration is
achieved.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF Theorem 1

According to Property 1, it is straightforward that

lim
M→∞

Σk = I, ∀k. (47)

Hence, we have

lim
M→∞

Σ = diag(Σ1, . . . ,ΣK) = I. (48)

Plugging (11) into AZF yields

AZF = VΣΨHΨΣVH . (49)

Plugging (48) into (49) yields

lim
M→∞

AZF = VΨHΨVH . (50)

Plugging ΦZF = ΨHΨ into (50) yields

lim
M→∞

AZF = VΦZFV
H . (51)

Given that V is a unitary matrix, it does not change the
condition number of the matrix being multiplied. Hence, (30)
in Theorem 1 is proved. Similarly, plugging (11) and (48) into
ALMMSE yields

lim
M→∞

ALMMSE= VΨHΨVH + ρ−1I,

= V(ΨHΨ+ ρ−1I)VH . (52)

According to (48), ΦLMMSE in (18) can be expressed as follows

lim
M→∞

ΦLMMSE = ΨHΨ+ ρ−1I. (53)

Plugging (53) into (52) yields

lim
M→∞

ALMMSE = VΦLMMSEV
H . (54)

Together with (51), Theorem 1 is proved.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF Lemma 1

According to the assumption A1, the correlation matrix RUE

is a block diagonal matrix. This indicates that
√
RUE is also

a block diagonal matrix, and it can be expressed as follows√
RUE = diag

(√
R1,1

UE , . . . ,

√
RK,K

UE

)
. (55)

Hence, the sub-channel matrix of the kth user can be expressed

by Hk = Ωk

√
Rk,k

UE , resulting in

HH
k Hj =

√
Rk,k

UE ΩH
k Ωj

√
Rj,j

UE , (56)

where Ωk ∈ CM×Nk represents the i.i.d. Rayleigh distributed
matrix. According to Property 1, we have the following

lim
M→∞

ΩH
k Ωj = 0, ∀k ̸= j. (57)

Applying (57) into (56), Lemma 1 are therefore obtained.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF Theorem 2

Plugging (9) into AZF yields

AZF = [HH
1 , . . . ,HH

K ]T [H1, ...,HK ]. (58)

According to A2, it can be found that all the non-diagonal
parts of AZF are 0. Hence, we have the following

AZF = diag(HH
1 H1, . . . ,H

H
KHK), (59)

which indicate that AZF is a block diagonal matrix. Therefore,
cond(AZF) should not be smaller than the condition number
of any of its blocks, i.e.,

cond(AZF) ≥ max{cond(HH
k Hk)}. (60)

Since the intra-user channel columns are correlated, it is clear
that cond(HH

k Hk) > 1, and we have the following

cond(AZF) > 1. (61)

Also, given A1, performing SVD on Hk and Hj yields

HH
k Hj = VkΣkU

H
k UjΣjV

H
j = 0, ∀k ̸= j. (62)

Right multiplying Σ−1
k VH

k and left multiplying VjΣ
−1
j on

(62) yields
UH

k Uj = 0, ∀k ̸= j. (63)

Similar to that of AZF, i.e., (59), ΦZF can also be expressed
as follows

ΦZF = diag(UH
1 U1, . . . ,U

H
KUK), (64)

which indicates that ΨZF = I with condition number 1,
since Uk,∀k is a unitary matrix. Together with (61), (37) in
Theorem 2 is therefore obtained.

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF Theorem 3

According to (3), ALMMSE can be expressed as follows

ALMMSE = AZF + ρ−1I. (65)

Therefore, cond(ALMMSE) can be expressed as follows

cond(ALMMSE) =

(
λmax(AZF) + ρ−1

λmin(AZF) + ρ−1

)
. (66)

According to (18), ΦLMMSE can be expressed as follows

ΦLMMSE = ΦZF + ρ−1Σ−2. (67)

According to (64) in Theorem 2, we have the following

cond(ΦLMMSE) =

(
1 + ρ−1λmax(Σ

−2)

1 + ρ−1λmin(Σ−2)

)
. (68)

According to (59), AZF is a block diagonal matrix. Moreover,
Σ contains the singular values of Hk,∀k, so that Σ2 contains
the eigenvalues of every block in AZF. Hence, we have the
following

λmax(Σ
−2) = λmin(AZF)

−1; (69)

λmin(Σ
−2) = λmax(AZF)

−1. (70)
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Plugging (69) and (70) into (68) with some tidy up works
yields

cond(ΦLMMSE) =

(
λmax(AZF)

λmin(AZF)

)(
λmin(AZF) + ρ−1

λmax(AZF) + ρ−1

)
. (71)

It is obvious that the left term in (71) is cond(AZF). Moreover,
according to (66), cond(ΦLMMSE) in (71) can be expressed as
follows

cond(ΦLMMSE) =
cond(AZF)

cond(ALMMSE)
. (72)

To obtain the condition under which (38) in Theorem 3 holds,
plugging (72) into (38) yields

cond(AZF) < cond2(ALMMSE). (73)

Plugging (66) into (73)(
λmax(AZF)

λmin(AZF)

)
<

(
λmax(AZF) + ρ−1

λmin(AZF) + ρ−1

)2

. (74)

With some tidy-up works, this inequality holds if

ρ >
1√

λmax(AZF)λmin(AZF)
. (75)

Given σ2
x = 1, we have ρ = 1/σ2

z , and plugging it into (75),
(39) in Theorem 3 is therefore obtained.
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