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Abstract

In wireless communication systems, the accurate and reliable evaluation of channel capacity is

believed to be a fundamental and critical issue for terminals. However, with the rapid development

of wireless technology, large-scale communication networks with significant random interference have

emerged, resulting in extremely high computational costs for capacity calculation. In ultra-dense wireless

networks with extremely large numbers of base stations (BSs) and users, we provide fast estimation

methods for determining the capacity. We consider two scenarios according to the ratio of the number of

users to the number of BSs, βm. First, when βm ≤ 1, the FIsher-Spiked Estimation (FISE) algorithm is

proposed to determine the capacity by modeling the channel matrix with random interference as a Fisher

matrix. Second, when βm > 1, based on a closed-form expression for capacity estimation requiring solely

simple computations, we prove that this estimation stabilizes and remains invariant with increasing βm.

Our methods can guarantee high accuracy on capacity estimation with low complexity, which is faster

than the existing methods. Furthermore, our approaches exhibit excellent generality, free of network

area shapes, BS and user distributions, and sub-network locations. Extensive simulation experiments

across various scenarios demonstrate the high accuracy and robustness of our methods.

Index Terms

future wireless systems, capacity estimation, random matrix theory, spiked Fisher matrix

I. INTRODUCTION

The channel capacity, defined as the maximum achievable rate at which information can

be transmitted through a channel, plays a significant role in wireless communication systems.

Accurate and reliable evaluation of channel capacity is considered as a fundamental and critical
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issue for terminal performance. As mobile communication technology improves by leaps and

bounds, increasingly intricate wireless systems emerge, posing the challenge of determining

the capacity with low complexity and high accuracy. As a pioneering work, Dr. Claude E.

Shannon originally proposed the definition of channel capacity and provided its calculation

method [1], which is known as the Shannon-Hartley theorem. Based on this theorem, the capacity

of an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel with bandwidth W can be calculated

by C = W log (1 + P/(N0W )) [2], where P denotes signal power and N0 represents noise

power. Subsequently, the growing demand for increased transmission capacity has propelled the

development of multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) antennas. As detailed in [3], the capacity

of a multi-user (MU)-MIMO channel with t transmission antennas and r receiving antennas can

be expressed as follows:

C = E
{
log det

(
I+

P

t
HH∗

)}
, (1)

where H is the channel gain matrix, and (·)∗ represents the Hermitian transpose. The notations

E and det(·) represent the expectation and the determinant of a matrix, respectively. When t

and r are large, the expression in (1) requires the determinant calculation of a large-dimensional

matrix, consuming substantial computational resources. Existing methods for direct computation

of C in (1), such as Cholesky decomposition and singular value decomposition (SVD), have a

complexity of O(t3), which is unacceptable for future ultra-dense networks.

Recently, to further enhance the capacity of wireless channels, a capacity-centric (C2) network

architecture has been designed for future wireless communications [4]. The C2 architecture

divides the whole network into M non-overlapping clusters, each operating in parallel. Only

the base stations (BSs) within each cluster collaborate to serve nearby users, and there is non-

negligible interference among different clusters. Its average uplink capacity of the m-th cluster

per BS can be obtained by [4]

Cm = E
{

1

Jm
log det

(
I+ PΞ−1

m HmH
∗
m

)}
, (2)

where Jm
1 is the number of BSs in the m-th cluster, Hm and Ξm denote the channel gain matrix

and the noise-plus-interference matrix in this cluster, respectively. Additionally, PΞ−1
m HmH

∗
m

represents the signal to the interference plus noise ratio (SINR) matrix of the m-th cluster. It

1In this paper, we only consider the situation of single-antenna BS. For multi-antenna BS, Jm can also represent the total

number of antennas within the m-th cluster.
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can be seen that (2) is more general and more complicated than (1), since the C2 network can

be seen as a multiple MU-MIMO channel with inter-cluster interference. Moreover, we note

that there are several other architectures in the literature that are built similarly to C2, such as

clustered cell-free [5], CGN [6], and others [7]–[9]. Their capacity expressions are consistent

with formula (2), making the methods presented in this paper applicable to these architectures

as well.

Many approaches have been developed to tackle capacity calculations involving large-dimensional

channel matrices, diverging from conventional determinant-calculation-based methods. [10] uti-

lized the random matrix theory (RMT) to derive the asymptotic channel capacity with im-

plicit expressions as the number of BSs and users increases, which are mostly applicable

to channels using code-division multiple access schemes, restricting their extension to other

models. Moreover, several works are specifically dedicated to determining the capacity in (2),

such as [4], [11], [12]. In [4], a closed-form estimation for Cm was provided based on the

convergence of the SINR matrix to a diagonal matrix under some asymptotic conditions. The

TOSE method in [11] used the limiting spectral theory of spiked covariance matrix to achieve

fast eigenvalues estimation, but it relies on an assumption that the noise-plus-interference matrix

Ξm is deterministic, inconsistent with the inherent randomness of Ξm in practical scenarios. In

addition, the accuracy of this method is also unstable for a channel matrix with extremely uneven

signal descend. The MPM method introduced in [12] was developed to estimate the capacity

by approximating the spectral distribution of the SIRN matrix in (2). Notably, all of the above

methods ( [4], [11], [12]) rely on the assumption that the matrix Ξm converges to a diagonal form

as the number of users approaches infinity. However, as discussed in [13], the convergence of

large-dimensional matrices is not equivalent to the convergence of their spectra. Therefore, these

capacity estimations increasingly deviate from reality as βm decreases, where βm represents the

ratio of the number of users to the number of BSs in the m-th cluster. Consequently, a method

for determining the capacity that can simultaneously guarantee high accuracy, low complexity,

and superior generality needs to be further explored.

In this paper, we propose fast estimation methods for calculating capacity in ultra-dense wire-

less networks with random interference, effectively avoiding the high complexity in conventional

determinant-calculation-based methods. We consider two cases: βm ≤ 1 and βm > 1. When

βm ≤ 1, the FIsher-Spiked Estimation (FISE) algorithm is proposed to fast and accurately

estimate Cm in (2), which employs the limiting spectral theory of spiked Fisher matrix to realize
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a fast estimation of eigenvalues. When βm > 1, based on the capacity estimation C̃m proposed

by [4] and detailed later in formula (18), we further prove that this estimation reaches a constant

value that is independent of βm. The major contributions of this work can be concluded in terms

of the following.

(a) The FISE algorithm is of low complexity with high accuracy in capacity estimation. Dif-

ferent from the existing methods, FISE eliminates the diagonal assumption of Ξm and

instead adopts its true structure. The proposed estimation also preserves the randomness

of the interference matrix, which aligns more closely with real-world case. In terms of

computational complexity, when provided with the SINR matrix, the complexity for FISE

itself amounts to only O(Jm), which is less than the existing methods.

(b) The stability of the average cluster capacity estimation for βm > 1 is proved. Specifically,

based on the closed-form estimation C̃m provided by [4], we demonstrate that this estimation

is a constant that does not rely on the value of βm. Thus, when βm > 1, we do not need to

repeat the capacity calculation and can instead use this stable constant, significantly saving

computing power resources.

(c) Our proposed methods exhibit remarkable generality, which are free of nodes (BSs and

users) distributions, network area shapes, and the locations of clusters within the network.

In the simulation experiments, both square and round network regions were designed, along

with two types of nodes distributions. Besides, three clusters with representative locations

were chosen to calculate the channel capacity. The experimental results indicate that the

our methods perform well across various scenarios.

The arrangement of the following content is as below. First, the system model is formulated in

Section II. Section III elaborates on the procedures of FISE to determine the capacity based on the

spiked Fisher matrix when βm ≤ 1. Section IV introduces a computationally simple expression

for capacity estimation when βm > 1 and proves its stability. As a by-product, an explicit

expression of the average cluster capacity estimation per BS with a constant user density is

also derived. Section V shows simulation results on the capacity estimation comparison between

our proposed methods and other existing methods under different scenarios. Finally, Section VI

draws the conclusion.

Notations: We use the following notations throughout this paper: Lower case, boldface lower

case, and boldface upper case letters represent scalars, vectors, and matrices, respectively, like
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h, h, and H. The (i, j)-th entry of H is denoted by [H]ij . Scripts such as B represent the sets.

Operator CN (µ, ν) is a complex Gaussian distribution with mean µ and covariance ν. ∥·∥F and

| · | represent the Frobenius norm and the absolute value. Moreover, other operators tr(·), (·)∗,

det(·), E{·}, and (·)−1 represent the trace, Hermitian transpose, determinant, expectation, and

matrix inverse, respectively.

II. MODELING THE SYSTEM WITH RANDOM INTERFERENCE

In this section, we introduce the system model for C2 networks proposed in [4] considering

massive random interference. The network is comprised of two types of nodes: (1) J single-

antenna BSs (or access points in distributed-antenna systems [14], [15]), which is denoted by

B = {b1, b2, . . . bJ}; (2) K single-antenna users, which is denoted by U = {u1, u2, . . . , uK}.

Suppose the entire network is decomposed into M non-overlapping clusters, each operating in

parallel. The schematic diagram is depicted in Fig. 1, where each color represents a separate

cluster, circles represent BSs, and triangles represent users. The cluster marked by the black

pentagon is denoted as the m-th cluster, used as a target to calculate the capacity. For the m-th

cluster, let Cm represent the union of the sets of BSs and users in this cluster, thus
⋃M

m=1 Cm =

B ∪ U . Furthermore, denote the number of BSs in Cm as Jm and the number of users as Km.

To reflect the ultra-dense scenario of the network, we assume that Jm, Km → ∞.

The channel gain between the BS bj ∈ Cm and the user uk ∈ U is modeled by

hmjk = lmjkgmjk,

where gmjk ∼ CN (0, 1) is the small-scale fading, and

lmjk =


d−1.75
mjk , dmjk > d1

d−0.75
1 d−1

mjk, d0 < dmjk ≤ d1

d−0.75
1 d−1

0 , dmjk ≤ d0

(3)

is the large-scale fading [16]. Here, dmjk is the Euclidean distance between the BS bj ∈ Cm and

the user uk. d0 and d1 are the near-field threshold and far-field threshold, respectively.

The uplink signal model of the m-th cluster is given by

ym =
∑

uk∈Cm

hmksk +
∑

uk /∈Cm

hmksk + um, (4)
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the wireless network. Different colors represent different clusters. Circles are BSs, triangles are

users. The cluster marked by the black pentagon is the closest to the center of the network.

where hmk is a Jm × 1 vector with hmjk as its j-th element, sk ∼ CN (0, P ) is the signal of

the user uk, with P being the transmit power of each user. Moreover, um ∼ CN (0, N0I) is the

AWGN vector. Define the channel gain matrix Hm as

Hm = Lm ◦Gm,

where Lm ∈ RJm×Km is the large-scale fading matrix, Gm ∈ CJm×Km is the small-scaling fading

matrix, with their (j, k)-th entries given by [Lm]jk = lmjk and [Gm]jk = gmjk. Here, ◦ represents

the Hadamard product. Besides, represent the noise-plus-interference matrix as

Ξm = N0I+ P
∑

uk /∈Cm

hmkh
∗
mk. (5)

Thus, the average capacity of cluster m per BS can be obtained as referred in [1], [17]

Cm = E
{

1

Jm
log det

(
I+ PΞ−1/2

m HmH
∗
mΞ

−1/2
m

)}
= E

{
1

Jm
log det

(
I+ PΞ−1/2

m (Lm ◦Gm)(Lm ◦Gm)
∗Ξ−1/2

m

)}
. (6)
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In existing works, people usually consider only the randomness of the target channel matrix

while regarding the interference matrix as fixed, which leads to the network system not adapting

to real-time dynamic changes, and also brings unstable capacity estimation errors. To address

this issue, our modeling process treats both the target channel matrix and interference matrix as

random matrices. Define Bm = PΞ−1/2
m (Lm ◦Gm)(Lm ◦Gm)

∗Ξ−1/2
m . We can rewrite I+Bm in

the form of Σ1Σ
−1
2 , where Σ1 = Σ2 +∆ and ∆ = BmΣ2. As a result, the matrix I +Bm in

(6) is characterized as the ratio of two random covariance matrices, fitting the typical structure

of Fisher matrices in RMT. Furthermore, I+Bm always presents the dominant advantage of the

first few eigenvalues, which is the so-called spiked property. To be specific, the matrix I+Bm

exhibits the characteristics of a spiked Fisher matrix as described in [18]. Therefore, in the

following section, we will employ the spectral theory of the spiked Fisher matrix to develop a

fast method for estimating the capacity based on the formula (6).

III. FISHER-SPIKED ESTIMATION FOR DETERMINING THE CAPACITY

Assume that Km/Jm → βm as both Jm and Km tend to infinity. This section proposes a

FIsher-Spiked Estimation (FISE) algorithm to determine the average capacity per cluster in (6)

when βm ≤ 1, leveraging the spectral theory of spiked Fisher matrices. The capacity computation

is divided into two parts. One part is achieved by the fast estimation of top R spiked eigenvalues,

while the other part is estimated by the limiting spectral distribution of the remaining non-spiked

eigenvalues.

A. The approximate signal model

As shown in (4) and (6), the uplink signal model of the m-th cluster involves Hadamard product

Lm ◦Gm. However, existing studies on the Hadamard product, as discussed in [19]–[22], often

yield results that are implicit and cannot directly apply to practical scenarios. Therefore, based

on Theorem 1 in [11], we consider approximating the signal model (4) without the diagonal

assumption of Ξm but preserving its randomness. We replace the Hadamard product Lm ◦Gm

with the matrix product L̃mGm, where

L̃m = diag (lm1k, . . . , lmJmk) , (7)

and lmjk = 1/Km

∑Km

k=1 lmjk. This approximation forms the foundation of the design of the FISE

algorithm, and its optimality can be proven in the following lemma. The proof is similar to that

of Theorem 1 in [11], except for the target matrix Lm instead of their Qm = P 1/2Ξ
−1/2
m Lm.
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Lemma 1. For any matrix L̆m, define

∆m = Lm ◦Gm − L̆mGm.

E
(
∥∆m∥2F

)
reaches the minimum value if and only if L̆m takes the value of (7), and the minimum

is

E
(
∥∆m∥2F

)
|min =

Jm∑
j=1

Km∑
k=1

l2mjk −
1

Km

(
Km∑
k=1

lmjk

)2
 .

Lemma 1 demonstrates that the error between matrices Lm ◦ Gm and L̆mGm is minimized

when L̆m takes the value specified in (7). By substituting Lm ◦ Gm with the matrix product

L̃mGm, we shift our focus to calculating the following capacity approximation

Ĉm = E
{

1

Jm
log det

(
I+ PΞ−1/2

m L̃mGmG
∗
mL̃

∗
mΞ

−1/2
m

)}
. (8)

B. FISE algorithm for βm ≤ 1

For the approximate capacity given in (8), we first concentrate on the scenario where βm ≤ 1,

i.e., Km ≤ Jm. Define Pm = PΞ−1/2
m L̃mGmG

∗
mL̃

∗
mΞ

−1/2
m , and we can obtain the spectral

decomposition of the matrix I+Pm as

I+Pm = UΛU∗,

where Λ = diag(λ1, · · · , λJm) is a diagonal matrix with the descending eigenvalues of I+Pm,

and U is a Jm × Jm unitary matrix consisting of the corresponding eigenvectors. Then, the

capacity Ĉm in (8) can be determined by summing the logarithms of eigenvalues:

Ĉm =
1

Jm
E {log det (I+Pm)} =

1

Jm

Jm∑
j=1

E {log (λj)} . (9)

As mentioned in Section II, the matrix I + Pm can also be rewritten as Σ1Σ
−1
2 , where

Σ1 = Σ2 + ∆ and ∆ = PmΣ2. Therefore, the matrix I + Pm is also of the spiked Fisher

matrix type, when Pm is a low rank matrix. We denote the rank of the matrix Pm as R, then

R ≤ min(Jm, Km). Further, rank(∆) = rank(Pm) = R. If R is small compared to Jm, Σ1Σ
−1
2

is a standard spiked Fisher matrix that has been extensively studied in the literature, such as

[23], [24]. If R diverges as Jm approaches infinity but still exhibits a few dominant eigenvalues,

Σ1Σ
−1
2 remains a spiked Fisher matrix with a diverging number of spikes, as discussed in [25]

and [26].
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For each observation of I+Pm in practical scenarios, we can similarly rewrite it in the form

of S1S
−1
2 , where S1 and S2 are regarded as the corresponding sample covariance matrices of

Σ1 and Σ2, respectively. Thus, we study the sample limiting properties of S1S
−1
2 to capture the

underlying population information. Denote the descending eigenvalues of S1S
−1
2 by ρ1 ≥ ρ2 ≥

· · · ≥ ρJm , then the capacity in (9) can be further approximated as

Ĉm ≈ 1

Jm

Jm∑
j=1

E {log ρj} . (10)

Distinguishing from [11], which requires selecting the number of spiked eigenvalues by

adjusting parameters in advance, this study is free of tuning parameters. We just assume that

the number of spikes in S1S
−1
2 is exactly R, the rank of the matrix Pm. According to [18],

as Jm, Km → ∞, Km/Jm → βm ∈ (0, 1), and Jm/(K − Km) → ym ∈ (0, 1), the limiting

spectral distribution (LSD) generated from the Jm−R non-spiked eigenvalues of S1S
−1
2 has the

following density function

pβm,ym(x) =


βm (1− ym)

2πx (1 + βmymx)

√
(bm − x)(x− am), am ≤ x ≤ bm,

0, else,
(11)

and has a point mass 1 − βm at the origin, where am, bm = (1 ∓ µ)2/(1 − ym)
2 with µ =√

(1 + βmym − ym)/βm. As discussed in [18], the top R spiked eigenvalues are located outside

the support set [am, bm], while the rest Jm − R non-spiked eigenvalues lie within the interval

[am, bm]. Therefore, the capacity expression in (10) can be further split into two terms as

Ĉm ≈ 1

Jm
E

{
R∑

j=1

log ρj

}
+

1

Jm
E

{
Jm∑

k=R+1

log ρk

}
≜ Cm1 + Cm2. (12)

Then, we will provide the estimates for Cm1 and Cm2 separately.

We first concentrate on estimating Cm1. As aforementioned, the spiked eigenvalues ρ1 ≥ ρ2 ≥

· · · ≥ ρR are outside of the support set [am, bm] as Jm, Km → ∞ and Km/Jm → βm. These

eigenvalues are expected to be greater than bm, thus bm can be regarded as their lower bound,

that is, ρ1 ≥ ρ2 ≥ · · · ≥ ρR > bm. For simple calculation, we suppose that ρ1, ρ2, · · · , ρR
are evenly spaced outside the support set with an equal step of ∆ρ, then we can obtain their

estimates as

ρ̂j = bm + (R + 1− j)∆ρ, j = 1, 2, · · · , R. (13)
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These eigenvalues should satisfy
R∑

j=1

ρ̂j ≈ R + tr(Pm). (14)

Combining the formulas (13) and (14), we can obtain the value of the step ∆ρ as

∆ρ =
2 (tr(Pm) +R−Rbm)

R(R + 1)
. (15)

By substituting (15) into (13), the values of all approximate spiked eigenvalues ρ̂j, j = 1, · · · , R

can be obtained. Consequently, Cm1 in (12) can be estimated by

Ĉm1 =
1

Jm

R∑
j=1

log ρ̂j. (16)

Next, to estimate Cm2, we utilize the LSD of the Fisher matrix as defined in (11). The term

Cm2 is calculated by the Jm − R non-spiked eigenvalues ρR+1, · · · , ρJm , which are located

within the support set of the LSD. Furthermore, since Pm ia a non-negative definite matrix, the

eigenvalues of I+Pm should be greater than 1. Then, by the spectra convergence in the Fisher

matrix, Cm2 can be approximated by the following integral

Ĉm2 =

∫ bm

max(1,am)

log(x)pβm,ym(x)dx. (17)

Finally, an estimation of the capacity in (10) is obtained by combining the results from (16)

and (17).

The algorithm for determine Cm for βm ≤ 1 is summarized as below.

Algorithm 1 FIsher-Spiked Estimation (FISE)

Input: Pm, K, Jm, Km, R.

Output: Estimation of Cm.

1: Calculate tr(Pm).

2: Calculate ∆ρ = 2 [tr(Pm) +R−Rbm]/[R(R + 1)], where R is the rank of Pm and bm

is the right endpoint of the support set in the density function in (11).

3: Compute ρ̂j = bm + (R + 1− j)∆ρ, j = 1, · · · , R.

4: Compute Ĉm1 according to (16).

5: Compute Ĉm2 according to (17).

6: Add Ĉm2 to Ĉm1, and the sum is used as the estimation of Cm.
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It is worth mentioning that, according to the algorithm procedure, the time complexity of

the FISE algorithm amounts to O(Jm), which is equivalent to the complexity of TOSE, lower

than the complexity of the MPM algorithm O(J2
m), and much lower than that of determinant-

calculation-based methods O(J3
m).

IV. CAPACITY STABILITY FOR βm > 1

This section introduces a simplified capacity estimate that requires only basic computations

when βm > 1. We then theoretically prove that this estimation is a constant value, which is free

of the parameter βm.

The Lemma 1 in [4] states that the matrix Ξ
−1/2
m HmH

∗
mΞ

−1/2
m converges to a positive definite

diagonal matrix Rm as Km approach infinity, where

Rm = diag (r11, . . . , rjj, . . . , rJmJm)

with

rmjj =

∑
uk∈Cm l2mjk

N0 + P
∑

uk /∈Cm l2mjk

.

However, as mentioned in the Introduction, for small values of βm < 1, even if a large-

dimensional matrix converges to a limiting matrix, its corresponding spectrum does not con-

verge to that of the limiting matrix. Thus, the diagonal limiting assumption for the matrix

Ξ
−1/2
m HmH

∗
mΞ

−1/2
m results in significant errors in capacity estimation. But when βm > 1, the

error between the two spectra decreases as βm increases. Therefore, the following expression

can be regarded as a reasonable estimate of Cm for large βm > 1.

C̃m = lim
Km→∞

E
{

1

Jm
log2 det(I+ PRm)

}
= lim

Km→∞

1

Jm

Jm∑
j=1

log2

(
1 +

P
∑

uk∈Cm l2mjk

N0 + P
∑

uk /∈Cm l2mjk

)
. (18)

Hence, the expression (18) provides a straightforward approach to computing the capacity, reduc-

ing the complexity from high-dimensional matrix operations to simple numerical calculations.

When calculating capacity for the different values of βm, the method given in [4] involves

performing a repeated calculation for each βm according to formula (18). However, we find

that the capacity estimate (18) is actually a stable value, and we can utilize the property thereby

avoiding repeated calculations. To prove this in detail, we introduce the following transformation.
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Under the assumption of Km → ∞, the expression of rmjj can be transformed by replacing the

discrete distributions of the network nodes with continuous density as follows.

lim
Km→∞

∑
uk∈Cm l2mjk

N0 + P
∑

uk /∈Cm l2mjk

=

∫
y∈Dm

f(x− y)ρu(y)dy

N0 + P
∫
y∈D0\Dm

f(x− y)ρu(y)dy
, (m = 1, 2, . . . , Jm) ,

where D0 denotes the two-dimensional region spanning the entire network, and Dm ⊆ D0 denotes

the region spanned by the m-th cluster. Additionally, x and y represent the location coordinates

of the BSs and users, respectively, ρu(y) is the density function of users distributed over D0,

and f(x− y) = γd−ϵ
xy, where

γ =


1, dxy > d1,

d−1.5
1 , d0 < dxy ≤ d1,

d−1.5
1 d−2

0 , 0 < dxy ≤ d0,

ϵ =


3.5, dxy > d1.

2, d0 < dxy ≤ d1,

0, 0 < dxy ≤ d0.

Thus, the average cluster capacity estimation per BS is given by [4]

C̃m = log

N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) ρu(y)dy
N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) ρu(y)dy
, (19)

for some BS bj in the m-th cluster with coordinate denoted by xmj .

By replacing the discrete distributions of the network nodes with continuous density and

focusing on the interference-limited regime, where the background noise is negligible, we can

prove that the average cluster capacity estimation in (18) is a stable value that remains invariant

with respect to βm, as described in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For ultra-dense wireless networks, the average cluster capacity estimate per BS

C̃m(βm) is a constant value that is independent of βm(> 1), where C̃m(βm) is calculated using

formula (18) corresponding to the ratio βm. Specifically, for any two values βm1 ̸= βm2 and

βm1, βm2 > 1, the conclusion that C̃m(βm1) = C̃m(βm2) holds.

Proof. If no confusion, represent ρβm(y) as the value of ρu(y) at βm. Then the average cluster

capacity estimate at βm1 > 1 can be obtained as

C̃m(βm1) = log

N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) ρβm1(y)dy
N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) ρβm1(y)dy
. (20)

Since ∫
y∈Dm

ρβm(y)dy = Km = βmJm, (21)
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thus
∫
y∈Dm

ρβm(y)/βmdy = Jm. By setting Jm to a large and fixed value, we isolate the quantity

βm to study its impact on network capacity C̃m(βm). Therefore, when the distribution of user

nodes remains unchanged, an increase in βm will lead to a proportional increase in density

ρβm(y), i.e.
ρβm2(y)

ρβm1(y)
=

βm2

βm1

,

where βm2 ̸= βm1 and βm1, βm2 > 1. Therefore, C̃m(βm2) can be calculated as

C̃m(βm2) = log

N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) ρβm2(y)dy
N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) ρβm2(y)dy

= log

N0

P
+ βm2

βm1

∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) ρβm1(y)dy

N0

P
+ βm2

βm1

∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) ρβm1(y)dy

= log

N0

P
βm1

βm2
+
∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) ρβm1(y)dy

N0

P
βm1

βm2
+
∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) ρβm1(y)dy
(22)

When the background noise is ignored, the expressions (20) and (22) are equivalent, i.e.

C̃m(βm2) = C̃m(βm1).

The proof is completed.

Theorem 1 implies that the estimated capacity C̃m stabilizes and does not vary with further

increases in βm. Therefore, for βm > 1, the estimation of the capacity C̃m can be calculated

only once using the simplified formula in (18), avoiding the repeated calculations for each βm.

Then, this estimation will approach the real value of the capacity Cm with increasing βm, as

illustrated by the experimental study detailed in Section IV. This is significant for simplifying

the analysis and optimization of ultra-dense networks where βm can vary widely.

According to (21), the explicit relationship between ρβm(y) and βm is difficult to obtain.

Consequently, deriving an explicit expression for C̃m in (19) is formidable. However, when the

user nodes are uniformly distributed, a specific limit expression of C̃m can be determined by the

following corollary under the more general condition than in Theorem 1, i.e., without ignoring

background noise.

Corollary 1. Assuming that the user density is a constant and the numbers of BSs and users

approach infinity, the average cluster capacity per BS is estimated by

C̃m = log

∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) dy∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) dy
. (23)
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Proof. When the user density is a constant, we simplify ρu(y) as ρu, which can be directly

calculated as

ρu =
Km

|Dm|
.

Here, |Dm| denotes the area of Dm with a slight abuse of notation. Then, the average cluster

capacity per BS is estimated by

C̃m = log

N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) ρu(y)dy
N0

P
+
∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) ρu(y)dy

= log

N0

P
+ Km

|Dm|

∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) dy
N0

P
+ Km

|Dm|

∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) dy

= log

N0

P
|Dm|
Km

+
∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) dy

N0

P
|Dm|
Km

+
∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) dy
. (24)

Even if the background noise N0 is not negligible, the term N0|Dm|/(PKm) still tends to 0 due

to the asymptotic assumption of Km → ∞. The expression (24) can thus be written as

C̃m = log

∫
y∈D0

f (xmj − y) dy∫
y∈D0\Dm

f (xmj − y) dy
. (25)

The proof is completed.

We note that in [4], the same result as (23) was derived under the assumption of negligible

background noise. Conversely, our work establishes that the conclusion of Corollary 1 holds

even under the more general condition where background noise is considered.

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, numerical simulations are conducted to assess the high efficiency and excep-

tional generality of our proposed methods for capacity determination.

A. Network settings

In our simulations, we explore two kinds of ultra-dense wireless network scenarios. The

detailed designs of these scenarios are as follows, with visualizations provided in Fig. 2.

S1. The network is circular with a diameter of 2D. The locations of BSs and users obey a

homogeneous Poisson point process (PPP) with intensity Λb and Λu [27]. Therefore, J

and K follow Poisson distributions:

P(J BSs in region D0) =
(Λbα)

Je−Λbα

Γ(J + 1)
and P(K users in region D0) =

(Λuα)
Ke−Λuα

Γ(K + 1)
,
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where α = πD2. Moreover, the distance of the j-th node from the center is a random

variable (RV) with the probability distribution function (PDF)

f1(D; t) =
2x

D2
, 0 ≤ t ≤ D.

S2. The network is square with a side length of 2D, and both components of the j-th node’s

location, (xj, yj), are RVs with the truncated normal distribution function

f2(µ, σ,−D,D; t) =


ϕ (µ, σ2; t)

Φ (µ, σ2;D)− Φ (µ, σ2;−D)
, −D ≤ t ≤ D;

0, other,

where ϕ(·) and Φ(·) represent the PDF and cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the

normal distribution, respectively. The parameters µ and σ are the mean and variance of

the normal distribution.

Fig. 2. Visualization of C2 architectures under different network settings. Triangles are users, and circles are BSs. Each color

represents a cluster. The clusters marked by the black pentagon, the black diamond, and the black hexagon correspond to the

cluster closest to the network center, the cluster at the median position3, and the cluster furthest from the network center,

respectively.

In network S1, the intensity of BSs is given by Λb = Ω/(πD2), where Ω is a positive integer,

representing the average number of BSs in the region of πD2. With a given Λb, the intensity of

3Calculate the distances of all clusters to the network center and sort them in descending order, the cluster corresponding to

the median is the one we consider.
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users can be calculated according to Λu = Λbβ [4], where β represents the ratio of the number of

users to the number of BSs in the entire network. In our two network scenarios, the distribution

of users and BSs is exactly the same, so the βm value in the m-th cluster is theoretically equal

to the β value in the entire network. Due to the randomness of simulations, βm is around and

approximately equal to β. In the following experimental analysis, for convenience, we record it

as βm = β.

In network S1, nodes are uniformly distributed, meaning the density of nodes remains constant

regardless of the distance from the network center. This is a classical distribution in wireless

networks. Conversely, in network S2, nodes follow a truncated normal distribution, which implies

that the density off nodes decreases as the distance from the network center increases. This setup

mimics real-world scenarios, with a higher concentration of nodes in the central urban area and

fewer nodes in the surrounding rural area.

As shown in Fig. 2, the entire network is partitioned into M non-overlapping clusters using

the K-means algorithm [28]. To further validate the generality of our methods, we select three

clusters based on their proximity to the network center: the cluster closest to the network center,

the cluster at the median position, and the cluster furthest from the network center. The average

capacity is then estimated by averaging over 200 replications for each network scenario. The

setting of basic network parameters is shown in Table I below.

TABLE I

THE NETWORK SETTING

Definition and Symbol Value

Network scale (D) 1000 m

Near field threshold (d0) 10 m

Far field threshold (d1) 50 m

Transmit power (P ) 1 W

Noise power (N0) 1× 10−12 W

Number of clusters (M) 25

Mean and variance in S2 (µ, σ2) (0, 6002)

B. Performance evaluation of our methods

To evaluate the performance of our proposed methods, we compare the capacity obtained by

our approach with those obtained by TOSE [11] and MPM [12], with Cholesky decomposition
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as the baseline. According to [11], TOSE requires the selection of the ratio of spiked eigenvalues

used in the algorithm, which recommends the ratio value set to 0.7. In addition, the MPM method

in [12] approximates the channel capacity by an integral form, which requires the choice of the

parameter η involved in the lower limit. They suggest that 4×10−3 is a relatively optimal choice

for all cases. Compared to these two methods, our methods offer the advantage of not requiring

any parameter tuning.
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Fig. 3. The comparison of the capacity obtained by our methods (blue diamond), TOSE (yellow triangle), MPM (purple square),

and Cholesky decomposition (red circle). The βm ≤ 1 part of the blue line is obtained by the FISE algorithm, and the βm > 1

part is calculated by the formula (18). The first and second rows correspond to the networks S1 and S2. The left, middle, and

right columns correspond to the location of clusters closest to the network center, at the median position, and furthest from the

network center, respectively.

Fig. 3 illustrates the capacity comparisons obtained by different methods as βm increases,

using Cholesky decomposition as the baseline for simulating the precise values of Cm according

to equation (6). In network S1, the intensity of BSs is fixed at Λb = 10−3. In network S2, the

total number of BSs J across the entire network is set to 5000. The line with blue diamonds in

the figure represents the capacity estimate obtained by our methods. Specifically, the capacity
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for βm ≤ 1 is obtained using the FISE algorithm. For βm > 1, we select the capacity estimate

C̃m when βm = 3, C̃m(3), to replace the capacity estimates under all the values of βm > 1.

As depicted in the Fig. 3, our proposed methods exhibit superior performance relative to

all other methods assessed. On the one hand, it is observed that the FISE method has high

accuracy when βm ≤ 1, with a relative error in capacity from the baseline results (represented

by red circles) of less than 2%. Conversely, the TOSE method (represented by yellow triangles)

shows significantly poorer performance. Although the capacity estimation obtained by MPM

(represented by purple squares) outperforms TOSE, it still exhibits greater errors compared to

our methods. The errors in MPM stem from the assumption of diagonal noise-plus-interference

matrix in the limiting regime, which might not hold accurately for small βm, as discussed in

the Introduction. On the other hand, using the capacity estimates C̃m(3) to replace capacity

estimates for all βm > 1 results in remarkable accuracy across various network settings. As βm

increases, the estimation becomes increasingly accurate and is almost the same as the baseline

result, which verifies the validity of Theorem 1.
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Fig. 4. The comparison of the capacity calculated by Cholesky decomposition (Solid line) and FISE (dashed line) when

βm = 0.5. The first and second rows correspond to the networks S1 and S2. The left, middle, and right columns correspond to

the location of clusters closest to the network center, at the median position, and furthest from the network center, respectively.
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In Fig. 4–5, we plot to compare the capacity achieved using our proposed methods versus the

Cholesky decomposition method by increasing the density of nodes while maintaining a fixed

value of βm, equivalently fixed β. Specifically, in network S1, we augment the node density by

varying the intensity of BSs, Λb. Simultaneously, we increase the intensity of users according to

Λu = Λbβ. For network S2, the density of nodes is escalated by increasing the number of BSs,

J , while proportionally increasing the number of users to K = Jβ. Fig. 4 shows the capacity

comparison in different scenarios for βm = 0.5, and Fig. 5 depict similar results for βm = 4.

It can be observed that the capacity estimation remains nearly constant with a fixed βm. Our

proposed estimates closely align with baseline results across all scenarios, demonstrating high

accuracy and robustness suitable for real-world deployments.
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Fig. 5. The comparison of the capacity calculated by Cholesky decomposition (Solid line) and the formula (18) (dashed line)

when βm = 4. The first and second rows correspond to the networks S1 and S2. The left, middle, and right columns correspond

to the location of clusters closest to the network center, at the median position, and furthest from the network center, respectively.

Furthermore, Fig. 3–5 also demonstrate the generality of our proposed methods. They exhibit

high accuracy across different network node distributions, network area shapes, cluster locations,

and different values of βm.
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VI. CONCLUSION

This paper develops efficient methods for estimating the channel capacity in future ultra-

dense wireless networks with random interference, which are fast, accurate and general. For

βm ≤ 1, the FISE algorithm is proposed to realize the fast estimation of eigenvalues by treating

the interference as random. According to the analysis, the FISE algorithm has a linear time

complexity, much lower than the polynomial time of most existing methods. For βm > 1, we

introduce a computationally simple expression for capacity estimation and prove that it is a

stable value that is independent of βm. The estimations are also almost the same as the baseline

results but with reduced complexity. Numerical experiments demonstrate the high accuracy and

superior generality of our proposed methods. Regardless of the network shape, node distribution,

and cluster location, our methods provide nearly identical capacity estimations to the baseline

method. In future work, we will study the limiting theory of the Hadamard product between

large-dimensional matrices involved in the signal model (4), further achieve even more efficient

capacity estimations.
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