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Abstract—Federated learning (FL) is a distributed learning
framework where users train a global model by exchanging local
model updates with a server instead of raw datasets, preserving
data privacy and reducing communication overhead. However,
the latency grows with the number of users and the model size,
impeding the successful FL over traditional wireless networks
with orthogonal access. Cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-
output (CFmMIMO) is a promising solution to serve numerous
users on the same time/frequency resource with similar rates.
This architecture greatly reduces uplink latency through spatial
multiplexing but does not take application characteristics into
account. In this paper, we co-optimize the physical layer with the
FL application to mitigate the straggler effect. We introduce a
novel adaptive mixed-resolution quantization scheme of the local
gradient vector updates, where only the most essential entries are
given high resolution. Thereafter, we propose a dynamic uplink
power control scheme to manage the varying user rates and
mitigate the straggler effect. The numerical results demonstrate
that the proposed method achieves test accuracy comparable to
classic FL while reducing communication overhead by at least
93% on the CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and Fashion-MNIST datasets.
We compare our methods against AQUILA, Top-q, and LAQ,
using the max-sum rate and Dinkelbach power control schemes.
Our approach reduces the communication overhead by 75% and
achieves 10% higher test accuracy than these benchmarks within
a constrained total latency budget.

Index Terms—Federated learning, Cell-free massive MIMO,
Adaptive quantization, Straggler effect, Latency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Federated Learning (FL) enables the users in a wireless net-
work to collaboratively train a machine learning model without
sharing local datasets, enhancing data privacy and reducing
communication overhead by transmitting model updates rather
than raw data [1]. In each iteration, users train local models
on their private datasets and send updates to a central server,
which aggregates and broadcasts the updated global model.
Efficient communication networks are vital for exchanging
high-dimensional local models rapidly, which is crucial for
a successful FL. Cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-
output (CFmMIMO) networks are well-suited for FL, offering
the necessary uniformly high quality of service for uplink
transmission of same-sized models from many users [2].

The work was supported by the SUCCESS grant from the Swedish
Foundation for Strategic Research.

These networks consist of numerous spatially distributed ac-
cess points (APs) that provide coordinated service, leveraging
macro-diversity and channel hardening to ensure consistent
data rates despite imperfect channel knowledge.

FL reduces data communication overhead by avoiding data
sharing, but it has substantial resource demands for trans-
mitting high-dimensional gradient vectors in large-scale FL,
which can still impede the training progress [3]. Therefore,
efficient resource allocation—such as time, frequency, space,
and energy—is essential for successful FL training.

Adaptive quantization has gained significant attention in the
domain of large-scale FL training. For instance, [4] introduces
an adaptive quantized gradient method that reduces commu-
nication costs while preserving convergence. Moreover, [5]
introduces AdaQuantFL, an adaptive quantization strategy for
communication efficiency and low error, by changing the num-
ber of quantization levels during the training. The authors in
[6] propose to accelerate Federated Edge Learning (FEEL) by
data compression and setting deadlines to exclude stragglers,
optimizing compression ratios and deadlines to minimize train-
ing time. Furthermore, [7] offers a descending quantization
scheme to reduce communication. AQUILA [8] presents an
adaptive quantization approach to improve communication
efficiency while assuring model convergence. A distributed
approach for the communication of gradients called lazily
aggregated quantized gradients (LAQ) was proposed in [9],
while A-LAQ [10] introduces an adaptive-bit-allocation LAQ
to reduce the FL communication overhead further. Moreover,
[11] presents DAdaQuant, a robust algorithm for dynamic
adjustment of quantization levels, minimizing communication
while maintaining convergence speed.

To reduce the FL latency, [12], [13] address joint optimiza-
tion of user selection, transmit power, data rate, and processing
frequency. The authors in [14] optimize transmit power and
data rate to minimize uplink latency in CFmMIMO-supported
FL systems. The authors of [15] propose to allocate power and
processing frequency in a CFmMIMO scheme for multiple
FL groups to reduce FL iteration latency. Additionally, [16]
uses adaptive quantization to reduce the uplink and downlink
communication overhead.

The studies above have attempted to reduce the FL com-
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Fig. 1: General architecture of FL over CFmMIMO with local quantization.

munication overhead by changing the quantization grid adap-
tively or optimal resource allocation, such as bits, powers, or
frequencies. However, they applied the same quantization to
the entire local gradient vector and did not exploit the sparsity
of local gradients [17]–[19], often resulting in many near-zero
elements. In this paper, we propose a novel adaptive element-
wise quantization scheme for the local gradient vectors, where
small entries are quantized with a single bit (representing the
sign), and higher-value elements are uniformly quantized using
multiple bits. This approach massively reduces the required
bits and makes it vary between users and iterations. We
integrate the proposed solution into a CFmMIMO network
by adapting the uplink powers to the varying number of
bits and to mitigate the straggler effect. We compare the
adaptive mixed-resolution quantization scheme numerically
with AQUILA [8], LAQ [9], and Top-q [20] methods while
applying our power control, Dinkelbach [21] and max-sum
rate [2]. Our proposed approach increases the test accuracy
by 10% while reducing the communication overhead by at
least 75%. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
work that considers adaptive mixed-resolution quantization
combined with reducing straggler effect in CFmMIMO.

Notation: Italic font w, boldface lower-case w, boldface
upper-case W , and calligraphic font W denote scalars, vec-
tors, matrices, and sets, respectively. We define the index set
[N ] = {1, 2, . . . , N} for any positive integer N . We denote
the l2-norm by ∥ · ∥, the cardinality of the set A by |A|, the
entry i of the vector w by [w]i, the entry i, j of the matrix
W by [W ]i,j , and the transpose of w by w⊤.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

This section describes the FL setup, proposes a quantization
scheme, presents the system model, and formulates the power
control problem to reduce the straggler effect.

A. Federated Averaging with Local AdaGrad Updates

We consider a setup where K FL users cooperatively solve a
distributed learning problem involving a loss function f(w).
The dataset D is distributed among the users. The disjoint
subset Dj is available at user j ∈ [K] and satisfies Dj∩Dj′ =

∅ for j ̸= j′ and
∑K

j=1 |Dj | = |D|. We let the tuple (xij , yij)

denote data sample i of the |Dj | samples available at user
j. We let w ∈ Rd denote the global model parameter with
dimension d and define ρj := |Dj |/|D| as the fraction of data
available at user j. We formulate the training problem

w∗ ∈ arg min
w∈Rd

f(w) =

K∑
j=1

ρjfj(w), (1)

where fj(w) :=
∑|Dj |

n=1 f(w;xnj , ynj)/|Dj |.
To solve (1), we use federated averaging, an iterative

algorithm with T iterations. Initializing the training with w0,
at the beginning of each iteration t ∈ [T ], the server sends
wt−1 to the users. Then, every user j ∈ [K] performs L local
iterations of AdaGrad updates similar to [22]. AdaGrad uses
adaptive learning rates that adjust to gradient magnitudes, giv-
ing smaller gradients larger rates for balanced progress. This
approach is particularly beneficial for deep neural networks, as
it handles varying gradient scales and prevents large learning
rates, enhancing convergence even with sparse gradients [23].
In the local updates, each user performs i = 1, . . . , L local
iterations with a randomly-chosen subset of ξj ≤ |Dj | data
samples, and computes its local model wj

i,t ∈ Rd, considering
the initial points of wj

0,t = wt−1, and gj
1,t = 0:

wj
h,t ←− wj

h−1,t −
α√

gj
h,t + ϵa

⊙∇j
h−1,t, t ∈ [T ], j ∈ [K],

gj
h,t ←− gj

h−1,t +∇j
h−1,t ⊙∇j

h−1,t, t ∈ [T ], j ∈ [K],
(2)

where ∇j
h−1,t :=

∑
n∈[ξj ]

∇wf(wj
h−1,t;xnj , ynj), gj

h,t is
accumulated sum of squared gradients, ⊙ denotes Hadamard
product (element-wise multiplication), α is the preliminary
step size, ϵa is a small constant to prevent division by zero and
final local model is wj

t = wj
L,t. After computing wj

t , user j

calculates the local gradient δwj
t := wj

t −wt−1, quantizes it
as δ̂w

j

t := Quant(δwj
t ) and transmits δ̂w

j

k to the central server
over a CFmMIMO system with M APs, which forward their
received signals to the server over error-free fronthaul links, as
shown in Fig. 1. We will propose a new quantization scheme
in Section II-C. Based on the K local gradients, the central
server updates the global model as

wt = wt−1 +

K∑
j=1

ρj δ̂w
j

t , t ∈ [T ]. (3)

Afterward, the central server sends the global model wt to the
APs via the fronthaul links. Next, the APs jointly send wt to
the users in the downlink. Finally, each user j ∈ [K] computes
its new local model and begins the next FL iteration.

In this paper, we focus on the uplink transmission for
sending quantized versions of the local gradient vectors to the
APs by reducing the communication overhead with the pro-
posed quantization scheme and reducing the straggler effect by
uplink power control. The uplink is the weakest link because of
the transmission of K gradients from limited-powered devices.
In contrast, the downlink transmits a single global model
from the grid-connected APs with high power. Therefore, we
assume the downlink is error-free. In the following subsection,



we briefly explain the uplink process in CFmMIMO and refer
to [24, Sec. II-B] for further details.

B. Uplink Process in FL over CFmMIMO
We consider a CFmMIMO network consisting of M APs,

each with N antennas and K single-antenna FL users that will
transmit their local vectors. We adopt a block-fading model
where each channel realization spans τc channel uses [2].
We assume independent Rayleigh fading for channels gjm,n ∼
NC(0, β

j
m) between user j and AP m, with βj

m representing
the large-scale fading coefficient. Each coherence block is
divided into τp pilot channel uses and τc − τp data channel
uses. Each user transmits a τp-length pilot √τpφj ∈ Cτp×1,
using the pilot energy pp := τpp

u, where pu is the maximum
transmit power. The received pilot signal at AP m and antenna
n is given by yp

m,n =
√
pp
∑K

j=1 g
j
m,nφj + µp

m,n, where
µp
m,n ∼ NC(0, σ

2) is the noise. In the uplink data transmis-
sion, each user j transmits its quantized FL local gradient with
power pupjt , where pjt ∈ [0, 1] is the power control variable.
After the APs receive the uplink signal, they use maximum-
ratio combining. Similar to [25, Th. 2], the achievable uplink
data rate (bit/s) at user j and iteration t of the FL process is

Rj
t = Bτ log2

(
1 + SINRj

t

)
, (4)

where SINRj
t is the signal-to-noise+interference ratio, Bτ :=

B(1−τp/τc) is the pre-log factor, B is the bandwidth (in Hz),

SINRj
t :=

Ājp
j
t

B̄jp
j
t +

∑K
j′ ̸=j p

j′

t B̃
j′

j + IjM
, Āj :=

(
M∑

m=1

Nγj
m

)2

,

IjM :=

M∑
m=1

Nσ2γj
m/pu, B̄j :=

M∑
m=1

Nγj
mβj

m,

B̃j′

j :=

M∑
m=1

Nγj
mβj′

m + |φH
j φj′ |2

(
M∑

m=1

Nγj
m

βj′

m

βj
m

)2

,

(5)

γj
m :=

pp
(
βj
m

)2
pp
∑K

j′=1 β
j′
m|φH

j′φj |2 + σ2
.

In the following subsection, we describe the proposed adaptive
mixed-resolution quantization scheme.

C. Adaptive Mixed-Resolution Quantization Scheme

This subsection presents our proposed quantization scheme
for uplink transmission of δwj

t , j ∈ [K], t ∈ [T ]. Inspired by
the inherent sparsity [17]–[19] of the local gradients resulting
in many near-zero elements (we call them low-resolution el-
ements), we introduce an element-wise quantization approach
that divides the elements into two quantization categories:
low resolution and high resolution. User j uses uniform
quantization with bj ≥ 2 bits for the high-resolution elements
obtained using a magnitude ratio threshold λj , while the
remaining elements receive a single bit to represent their sign

(0 or 1). This scheme is adaptive, as the number of high-
resolution elements varies for each user j based on the values
in each δwj

t . Next, for elements i = 1, . . . , d, we define

d̄jt := Number of elements i such that
|[δwj

t ]i|
∥δwj

t∥∞
≥ λj , (6)

where ∥δwj
t∥∞ := maxi∈[d] |[δwj

t ]i| is the infinity norm of
the vector δwj

t . Let bjt ∈ Rd×1 represent the bit vector, where
the assigned bits for each element i = 1, . . . , d of every δwj

t ,
j = 1, . . . ,K, are as follows:

[bjt ]i =


1, if |[wj

t ]i|
∥δwj

t∥∞
< λj , and [δwj

t ]i > 0,

0, if |[δwj
t ]i|

∥δwj
t∥∞

< λj , and [δwj
t ]i ≤ 0,

Q(|[δwj
t ]i|), if |[δwj

t ]i|
∥δwj

t∥∞
≥ λj ,

(7)
where Q(·) denotes the uniform quantization of the elements
satisfying (6) with bj bits (including one bit for the sign) and
the grid radius of rjt := ∥δwj

t∥∞ − δwj
q,t, with δwj

q,t as the
absolute value of the smallest element that satisfy (6). The bits
0 and 1 represent the signs of the elements that do not satisfy
(6), with 0 indicating a negative sign and 1 indicating a positive
sign. Defining sjt := d̄jt/d, the total number of quantized bits
is obtained as bjt := d(bjs

j
t+1−sjt )+32 for user j at iteration

t, where 32 bits are used to send rjt . Note that all elements
that do not satisfy (6) have smaller absolute values than δwj

q,t.

Thus, the central server receives δ̂w
j

t with elements i ∈ [d]
given by

[δ̂w
j

t ]i =


+δ̂w

j

q,t/2, if [bjt ]i = 1,

−δ̂w
j

q,t/2, if [bjt ]i = 0,

[δ̂w
j

t ]i, otherwise,

(8)

where δ̂w
j

q,t is the quantized value of δwj
q,t with bj bits. Since

we apply one-bit uniform quantization with a radius grid of
|δ̂w

j

q,t| for any element i that does not satisfy (6), the quantized

values for these elements are δ̂w
j

q,t divided by 2.

Lemma 1. Let δ̂w
j

t be the quantized local gradient vector cor-
responding to δwj

t of user j at FL iteration t. Let εjt := δwj
t−

δ̂w
j

t be the quantization error vector after quantizing δwj
t . For

any j ∈ [K], t ∈ [T ], we obtain ∥εjt∥∞ ≤ cj ∥δwj
t∥∞, where

cj := max

{
λj

2
+

1− λj

4(2bj − 1)
,

1− λj

2(2bj − 1)

}
. (9)

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix A.
Lemma 1 investigates the error in our mixed-resolution

quantization method, showing that the quantization error de-
creases as the norm of the local gradient decreases. Building
on this lemma, the following proposition demonstrates the
convergence of FL with AdaGrad local updates.
Proposition 1. Let fj(w) be the local loss function of user
j ∈ [K] in the FL training with the local AdaGrad updates
in (2), δ̂w

j

t = δwj
t − εjt is the quantized local vector with the

quantization error defined in (9), and define cmax := maxj cj .
Suppose fj(w) and fj(w) are L̄-smooth, for all j ∈ [K], with



G-bounded gradients and σl-bounded (local) variance and the
(global) variance σg is bounded, similar to Assumptions 1-3
in [22]. Let ∆f := f(w0) − f(w∗), σ̄2 := 6Lσ2

g + σ2
l , α ≤

min{(16LL̄)−1, (2L
√
L̄)−1}, and the conditions I-II in [22]

hold. It then holds that

min
t ∈ [T ]

Et ∥∇f(wt)∥2 ≤ O

(
1 + αLG

√
T

αLT
· Φ

)
, (10)

Φ := 2LT σ̄2 + 4L2 +Kc2max(2L+ T σ̄2) + α−1∆f .

Proof: The proof steps are similar to the proof
of [Th 1 in [22]] with the same assumptions. We substitute ∆j

t

with δ̂w
j

t containing the quantization errors, and assume νt =
0, τ = 1. The details are omitted due to limited space.

D. Problem Formulation for Power Control
Next, we present the proposed optimization problem that

mitigates the straggler effect when using the proposed quan-
tization scheme. Our goal is to obtain the uplink powers pjt ,
∀j, t, that minimize the latency of the slowest user:

minimize
p1
t ,...,p

K
t

max
j ∈ [K]

ℓjt (11a)

subject to 0 ≤ pjt ≤ 1, ∀j ∈ [K], ∀t ∈ [T ], (11b)

where ℓjt is the uplink latency of each user j at iteration t, as

ℓjt :=
bjt

Rj
t

=
d
(
bjs

j
t + 1− sjt

)
+ 32

Bτ log2

(
1 + SINRj

t

) . (12)

We rewrite the min-max optimization problem in (11) as

maximize
p1
t ,...,p

K
t

min
j∈[K]

Bτ log2(1 + SINRj
t )

bjt
(13a)

subject to 0 ≤ pjt ≤ 1, ∀j ∈ [K], ∀t ∈ [T ]. (13b)

We can write (13) in epigraph form as
maximize
p1
t ,...,p

K
t ,ηt

ηt (14a)

subject to 0 ≤ pjt ≤ 1, ∀j ∈ [K], ∀t ∈ [T ], (14b)(
Āj − θjt B̄j

)
pjt − θjt

K∑
j′ ̸=j

pj
′

t B̃
j′

j ≥ θjt I
j
M .

(14c)

by letting the new optimization variable ηt be a lower bound
on the rate-per-bit ratio at FL iteration t:

ηt ≤ min
j∈[K]

Bτ log2(1 + SINRj
t )

bjt
. (15)

We obtained (14c) by expressing (15) as SINRj
t ≥ 2ηtb

j
t/Bτ −

1, ∀ j, t and then defining θjt := 2ηtb
j
t/Bτ − 1 ≥ 0. In the

following section, we propose a way to solve (14) optimally.

III. POWER CONTROL SOLUTION

This section presents the solution approach for the opti-
mization problem (14), which seeks to obtain p1t , . . . , p

K
t that

maximizes the rate-per-bit ratio ηt at each FL iteration t ∈ [T ].
The constraint (14c) is linear in the power variables but
depends on ηt through θjt . Thus, at each iteration t, we propose
solving (14) using a combination of the bisection method over

Algorithm 1: FL over CFmMIMO with adaptive mixed-resolution quantization
and reducing straggler effect by power control

1: Inputs: M , N , K, d, (x, y),
{
Āj , B̄j , B̃

j′

j , IjM , bj
}

j,j′
,

T, w0, ϵB
2: for t = 1, . . . , T , do ▷ FL global iterations
3: APs receive wt−1 from the central server and send it to all

users via downlink transmission
4: for j = 1, . . . ,K, do
5: Set wj

0,t = wt−1

6: for h = 1, . . . , L do ▷ Local iterations
7: update wj

h,t according to (2)
8: end for
9: Set wj

t = wj
L,t and δwj

t = wj
t −wt−1

10: Obtain bjt by quantization scheme (7) ▷ Quantization
11: Send bjp,t = ⌈log2(b

j
t)⌉ bits to APs via uplink transmission

12: end for
13: Central server do: ▷ Power control
14: Initialize: ηmin, ηmax

15: while ηmax − ηmin > ϵB do ▷ bisection over ηt
16: ηt,mid ← (ηmin + ηmax)/2
17: Solve (14) for ηt = ηt,mid ▷ Solve the linear program
18: if (14) is feasible, then
19: ηmin ← ηt ▷ Increase lower bound
20: else
21: ηmax ← ηt ▷ Decrease upper bound
22: end if
23: end while
24: Central server send η∗

t = ηt,mid, and p∗
t = pt to users via

downlink transmission
25: for j = 1, . . . ,K, do in parallel:
26: Send the quantized local vector with bjt bits to the APs via

uplink transmission and uplink power pjt
∗

27: end for
28: Central server waits until it receives all δ̂w

j

t and update the
global model as wt ← wt−1 +

∑K
j=1 ρj δ̂w

j

t

29: end for
30: Output: wT , p∗

t |t=1,...,T , η∗
t |t=1,...,T

ηt and linear programming (LP) for pjt , j = 1, . . . ,K. This
approach finds the global optimum to (14) to any desired
accuracy ϵB > 0. Algorithm 1 outlines the FL process with
the proposed quantization scheme and power control using
bisection and LP methods.

In each iteration t, the APs receive the global model wt−1

and distribute it to the users (lines 2-3). Each user j performs
L local updates to compute wj

h,t according to (2) (line 7). The
users then quantize δwj

t using (7), determine bjt , and transmit
bjt with bjp,t = ⌈log2(b

j
t )⌉ bits at full uplink power pjp,t = 1

(lines 10-11). As bjt ≤ 32d, we have bjp,t ≤ log2(32d) ≤ 32,
making the latency for bjp,t negligible compared to the uplink
latency ℓjt . The server then solves (14) via bisection and LP
(lines 13-23), providing users with the optimal powers p∗

t and
η∗t (line 24). The users transmit δwj

t using power pjt
∗

(line
26), and the server aggregates them to update wt (line 28).
This procedure repeats for T global iterations.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we demonstrate the efficiency of our pro-
posed solution by considering a CFmMIMO network with



(a) K = 40. (b) K = 20.

Fig. 2: Convergence analysis of FL with the mixed-resolution quantization vs. classic FL for CIFAR-10 dataset with non-IID data distribution among users.

TABLE I: Simulation parameters.

Parameter Value Parameter Value
Bandwidth B = 20MHz Number of users K ∈ {20, 40}
Area of interest (wrap around) 1000× 1000m Pathloss exponent αp = 3.67

Number of APs M = 16 Coherence block length τc = 200

Number of per-AP antennas N = 4 Pilot length τp = 10

Uplink transmit power pu = 100mW Uplink noise power σ2 = −94 dBm
Noise figure 7 dB Number of FL local iterations L ∈ {3, 5}

M = 16 APs, each with N = 4 antennas, and K ∈ {20, 40}
single-antenna FL users. Each user is assigned to a τp-length
pilot sequence according to the assignment algorithm in [2].
The simulation parameters and values are shown in TABLE I.

The users train Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs)
on IID or non-IID local datasets. The CNN architecture is
consistent across users: the input layer processes data of shape
(32, 32, 3) for CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100, and (28, 28, 3)
for Fashion-MNIST (pre-processed from grayscale to three
channels). It consists of a Conv2D layer with 32 filters of
size (3, 3) and ReLU activation, followed by a MaxPooling2D
layer with a pool size of (2, 2) [26]. A Flatten layer converts
the data to a 1D array for the Dense layers. The first Dense
layer has 64 units with ReLU activation, and the second Dense
layer has n2 units with softmax activation, where n2 = 10 for
CIFAR-10 and Fashion-MNIST, and n2 = 100 for CIFAR-
100. This architecture captures spatial features for multiclass
classification. Note that the CNN architecture is sufficient for
our needs, as our goal is to evaluate our optimization method
rather than achieve the best possible accuracy from the CNN.

We define the average percentage of high-resolution ele-
ments as s := 100 ·Et,js

j
t . We calculate the average reduction

in communication overhead as r̄ := 100 ·(1−Et,jb
j
t/(b1d))%,

where b1 is the number of element-wise bits for the bench-
marks (32 for classic FL, b1 = bj for LAQ and Top-q).
Considering the definition of s, we obtain r̄ = 100−100/b1−
s(bj − 1)/b1, in %, as the reduction in communication over-
head considering the proposed mixed-resolution quantization
compared to the benchmarks.

Fig. 2 shows the convergence behavior of FL on the
CIFAR-10 dataset with a non-IID (independent and identically
distributed) data distribution among users using the proposed
mixed-resolution quantization. The annotation boxes display
the average percentage of high-resolution elements. The results
demonstrate that FL, with the proposed mixed-resolution quan-
tization, achieves a convergence rate comparable to classic FL.

TABLE II: Performance analysis of FL with mixed-resolution quantization
for CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and Fashion-MNIST datasets with non-IID and
IID data distributions, K = 20, L = 5, bj = 10, λj = 0.2, T = 100.

Non-IID IID
Accuracy s Accuracy Accuracy s Accuracy

(Our approach) (%) (FL) (Our approach) (%) (FL)

CIFAR-10 51.86 0.8574 52.18 58.92 1.827 59.64
CIFAR-100 27.9 1.064 28.12 32.26 1.089 32.49

Fashion-MNIST 89.29 0.711 89.65 91.23 0.9993 91.73

Specifically, the proposed scheme maintains similar test accu-
racy considering λj = 0.05 while reducing the communication
overhead by r̄ = 93%, highlighting that even with a small
value of λj , we can greatly reduce the overhead.

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed mixed-
resolution quantization scheme across various datasets, TA-
BLE II presents the test accuracy of FL with and without
this scheme under both IID and non-IID data distributions for
CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and Fashion-MNIST datasets. The re-
sults indicate that the proposed mixed-resolution quantization
achieves nearly the same test accuracy as classic FL while
reducing the communication overhead by at least r̄ = 96%.

We will now evaluate how the proposed Algorithm 1
mitigates the straggler effect using power control. We compare
it with two benchmarks: the Dinkelbach method [21] and
max-sum rate [2]. For local gradient vectors, we employ our
proposed mixed-resolution method alongside AQUILA [8],
LAQ [9], and Top-q sparsification, where only the q largest
magnitude entries are transmitted [20]. The total latency is
calculated as the sum of uplink latency and computation time
of local gradients. The maximum computation time of the
users is computed as ℓc = L|D|aj/(Kνj) [27], where νj = 20
cycles/s, aj = 106 cycles/sample, and 5×104 samples for the
CIFAR-10 dataset distributed among users in a non-IID man-
ner. The maximum number of iterations that each approach can
perform within the total training latency budget ℓ̄ is reported
as Tmax in TABLE III. Our results demonstrate that the
proposed algorithm achieves superior test accuracy compared
to AQUILA, LAQ, and Top-q with q = s, underscoring the
importance of considering signs for low-resolution elements
to enhance convergence speed. As shown in TABLE III, our
power control method outperforms the Dinkelbach and max-
sum rate by effectively reducing the straggler effect, resulting
in a higher Tmax under a limited latency constraint. The
main columns in TABLE III (LAQ, Top-q, AQUILA, mixed-



TABLE III: Performance comparison of our proposed method with the
benchmarks, K = 40, L = 5, bj = 4, λj = 0.4 for non-IID distributed
CIFAR-10, with total latency budget of ℓ̄ = 3 s, and calculated s = 0.044%.

LAQ Top-q AQUILA Mixed-resolution
Accuracy (%) Tmax Accuracy (%) Tmax Accuracy (%) Tmax Accuracy (%) Tmax

Our power control 25.4% 17 36.34% 38 27.77% 16 46.13% 27
Dinkelbach 22.23% 11 33.7% 36 26.72% 14 42.8% 24

Max-sum rate 11.03% 1 12.93% 5 11.51% 1 25.09% 4

resolution) assess communication overhead for each power
control scheme (rows), leading to different total latencies for
each communication method and highlighting the convergence
speed of our approach and Algorithm 1 under a limited
total latency budget. Our algorithm reduces communication
overhead by r̄ = 75% compared to AQUILA and LAQ,
showing a great ability to mitigate straggler effects and allow
more iterations within a given total latency budget. Thus,
the proposed adaptive mixed-resolution quantization scheme
combined with the power control of Algorithm 1 are suitable
approaches for latency-critical applications of FL, specifically
in next-generation wireless networks.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we co-optimized the physical layer of CFm-
MIMO with the FL application to mitigate the straggler effect.
We introduced a novel adaptive mixed-resolution quantization
scheme and a dynamic uplink power control strategy. Our
method prioritized essential entries in the local gradient up-
dates and efficiently managed user rates. The results showed
that our approach achieved test accuracy comparable to classic
FL while reducing communication overhead by at least 93%
across CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and Fashion-MNIST datasets
with both IID and non-IID distributions. Compared to the
AQUILA, Top-q, and LAQ benchmarks, our method reduced
communication overhead by 75% and improved the test accu-
racy by 10% within a constrained total latency budget, high-
lighting its effectiveness in latency-critical FL applications,
especially for intelligent next-generation wireless networks.

For future work, we will explore using an adaptive number
of element-wise bits based on the norm of the local FL
gradients and design magnitude ratio thresholds tailored to
each user’s channel conditions to further reduce total latency.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF LEMMA 1
Considering that there exist two quantization resolutions

for any entry of the vector δwj
t , the value of ∥εjt∥∞ is

the maximum of the following errors. According to εjt :=

δwj
t − δ̂w

j

t , for high-resolution elements satisfying (6) with
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