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Abstract—In this letter, we propose an iterative soft inter-
ference cancellation scheme for intra-cluster (ICL) and out-of-
cluster (OCL) interference mitigation in user-centric clustered
cell-free massive multiple-antenna networks. We propose a mini-
mum mean-square error receive filter with a novel modified par-
allel interference cancellation scheme to mitigate ICL and OCL
interference. Unlike prior work, we model the OCL interference
and devise a least squares estimator to perform OCL interference
estimation. An iterative detection and decoding scheme that
adopts low-density parity check codes and incorporates the
OCL interference estimate is developed. Simulations assess the
proposed scheme against existing techniques in terms of bit error
rate performance.

Index Terms—Out-of-cluster interference, intra-cluster inter-
ference, iterative interference cancellation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cell-free massive multiple input multiple output (CF-
mMIMO) systems differ from cellular architectures by deploy-
ing a large number of distributed access points (APs) in the
coverage area. These APs operate to serve all users, regardless
of their location, forming a distributed antenna system [[1], [2],
130, 140, 5], [6l, [7]. The absence of cell boundaries in CF-
mMIMO enables more efficient resource utilization and better
interference management [10], [9], [11]], [12] than in cellular
networks [13]]. However, the original version of CF-mMIMO
systems is not scalable and is difficult to implement. Previous
works proposed clustering techniques to make CF-mMIMO
systems scalable and practical [8]], [14].

However, as the number of UEs increases, clustered net-
works face interference from both intra-cluster (ICL) and out-
of-cluster (OCL), making receiver design challenging [12],
[8]. To effectively mitigate ICL and OCL interference, it is
crucial to cancel signals of undesired UEs within the desired
cluster and neighboring clusters, requiring interference esti-
mation and the design of high-performance receivers. Several
receivers have been proposed for cellular, multi-input multi-
output (MIMO) and massive MIMO systems [[15]. However,
cellular networks consider frequency reuse, which is absent in
CF-mMIMO networks [2]], [10], [9]], [11]. Several detection
schemes for CF-mMIMO systems were studied in [1O], [9],
[L1], [12], [L6], [17], even though the development of cost-
effective receiver schemes remains an open challenge. There-
fore, there is need for the design of efficient cluster-based
receivers that can cancel ICL and OCL interference. In the
literature, there is no work so far on iterative ICL and OCL
mitigation schemes for CF-mMIMO networks.

Unlike the work in [18] that considers a signal-to-leakage-
plus-noise (SLNR)-maximizing method for cancelling known
interference in MIMO broadcast channels, we propose an
iterative soft ICL and OCL interference cancellation scheme
for the uplink of user-centric clustered CF-mMIMO networks

[19]. In particular, we propose a minimum mean-square error
(MMSE) receive filter with a novel modified parallel interfer-
ence cancellation (PIC) scheme for the proposed receiver in the
presence of ICL and OCL interference and noise. Moreover,
we model the OCL interference and devise a least-squares
estimator (LSE) to perform OCL interference estimation. An
iterative detection and decoding (IDD) scheme that adopts
low-density parity-check (LPDC) codes and incorporates the
OCL interference estimate is then presented. The proposed
interference estimation and IDD scheme can be used with
the proposed modified PIC and other interference cancellation
strategies. Numerical results assess the proposed approaches
against competing techniques.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The
proposed system model, channel and interference estimation
are presented in Section [ Section details the proposed
modified PIC receiver and the proposed IDD scheme. Simu-
lation results and the associated discussion are presented in
Section Finally, concluding remarks are given in

Notation: We use lower and upper bold case symbols to rep-
resent vectors/matrices, respectively. The Hermitian transpose
operator is denoted by ().

II. PROPOSED SYSTEM MODEL, CHANNEL AND
INTERFERENCE ESTIMATION

The uplink of a user-centric clustered CF-mMIMO system
[3] is considered as shown in Fig. [[l Fig. [l (a) shows the
desired (dotted) links within a given cluster as well as OCL
(dashed) links to each cluster. The proposed IDD scheme is
presented in Fig. 1] (b), where the transmitter comprises of K
single antenna user equipment (UEs), encoders which employ
LDPC codes and quadrature phase-shift keying (QPSK) modu-
lation or 16 quadrature-amplitude modulation (16-QAM). The
system suffers from M OCL sources of interference that are
assumed to be identical to the UEs in terms of operation. The
receiver consists of L APs each equipped with N antennas,
and a central processing unit (CPU) which comprises a de-
tector, a log-likelihood ratio (LLR) computing module (LLR
Mod) and an LDPC decoder. The detector computes a symbol
estimate 74 and sends it to the LLR Mod which computes the
intrinsic LLRs A;. The LLRs obtained are then sent to the
decoder which computes extrinsic LLRs A.. The exchange
of LLRs between the detector and the decoder is done in an
iterative fashion to improve performance.

A. Channel Estimation for the Serving Users

To estimate the channels, K mutually orthogonal 7, > K
length pilot signals are assumed to be assigned to UE k&
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Fig. 1: (a) Schematic of the clustered cell-free systems. (b)
Proposed IDD scheme with users and APs in a cluster.
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denoted by ¢y, with ||¢x||> = 1. The received signal during
the pilot phase at AP [ is given by [15]

Y, = /pr,H®" + G;SH + N, (1)

where p, H, € CN*K & ¢ C»*K, G, € CN*M§ ¢
C™*M and N; € CNX7» is the transmit power of each UE,
the channel matrix between UEs and [-th AP, the matrix of
pilot symbols, the channel matrix between the OCL interfer-
ence and the [-th AP, the transmitted signal matrix of OCL
interference, and the receiver noise at the [-th AP, respectively.
The LSE is then applied to compute the channel estimate:

1
VPTp

where H; is tht channel estimate, Tp is the pilot length.

H =

Y2, (@)

B. Interference Estimation

Unlike prior work on estimation of out-of-system channels
[15], we consider the estimation of OCL interference in user-
centric clustered CF-mMIMO networks. To estimate the OCL
interference, the received signal at each AP is first pre-
processed to reduce the impact of the channel components
of the serving UEs from them, i.e {H; [ =1,...,L}. This
preprocessed signal is the residual signal [[15] given by

Z, =Y, - /prp,H®. A3)

After some mathematical manipulations and following similar
steps as in [13], B) can be written as

Z, = (GS” + N)) P+, “)

where P+ = (I — ®®%) is the projection onto the orthogonal
complement of the pilot matrix ®.

Remarks: Note that the projection matrix is not invertible,
and thus the OCL interfering signals cannot be completely
estimated. Therefore, only its components spanned by P+ can
be estimated [15)]. Thus, to make meaningful the estimates of
S from Z;, the condition 7, > K + M should be verified.
Otherwise, the residual matrices in all APs will be zero [135]].
The projection matrix P+ can be decomposed as

Pt = wol, ©)

where ¥ € C»*(»~K) is a tall matrix that satisfies the
orthogonality property ¥# ¥ = I, which yields the economy-
size singular value decomposition (SVD) of P. For clusters
of variable size, the proposed techniques will require dynamic
pilot lengths. To estimate and mitigate ICL and OCL inter-
ference, the excess number of antennas in the cluster APs
will need to be sufficient to allow the components spanned by
the projection matrix P to be estimated and the number of
pilots must be greater than K and M, i.e., 7, > K + M. The
projected signal component is given by

S = whs. (6)

In order to estimate S of S, the residual signal is first
despread by projecting it on ¥ as follows

7% = (G;S" +N)) ¥,
= G;ST + N, )

where N; = N;W. With the signals processed by each AP
and the channel estimates, the OCL interference was ob-
tained by sequential accumulation of Gramians W7 ZH7Z ¥ =
(Z,W)H (Z, ) and the centralized scheme of [13]. In this
scheme, the processed signals from all APs are collected at
the CPU and the following least squares problem is solved:

min | Z¥ — GS¥ ||, (@)
G, s

where Z = [ Z1,....,Z1], G = [ G{,....,G]], ||| de-
notes the Frobenius norm of the argument. The solution to the
problem is obtained by taking the best rank-1 approximation
of ZW¥ using the SVD. The estimated values of the matrices
G and S are the left and right singular matrices of ZW scaled
by the largest singular value [[15], which requires O(K NL).

C. Uplink Data Transmission

The received signal at the Ith AP after estimating the
channels of the UEs and the OCL interference is given by

yi = Hix+ Gis +ny, 9

where H; € CNXE x € CEXL, G; € CNXM g ¢ CMX1,
n; € CV*1 is the channel matrix of the UEs in the system,
the transmitted signals of the UEs in the system, the channel
matrix of the OCL interference, the transmitted symbol for the
OCL interference and additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN)
with zero mean and unit variance, respectively.



III. PROPOSED ITERATIVE DETECTION AND DECODING

In this section, we present the proposed IDD scheme and
the design of the proposed linear and modified PIC receivers.

A. Proposed Iterative Receiver Design

The proposed soft receiver aims to cancel the ICL and
OCL interference. The demodulator comprises an MMSE filter
followed by a modified PIC scheme, which is modified to
cancel both K ICL and M OCL interfering signals. The
receiver first computes the jth UE symbol mean 5; to obtain
soft estimates [[10], [L1], [20]. The symbol mean is defined as
E{s;} = s, and is given by

5 = Z sP(sj = s),

se A

(10)

where A is the set of complex constellations. The a priori
probability of the extrinsic LLRs is given by [10], [1L1], [20]

M,
P(sj=s)= H[l + eXp(_SblAi(b(jfl)Mchl))]71u (11
=1

where A;(b;) is the extrinsic LLR of the i-th bit calculated
by the LDPC decoder from the previous iteration, and s €
(+1, —1) denotes the I-th bit of symbol s. The variance of the
j-th UE symbol is calculated as [[10], [L1], [20]

O'JQ- = Z |s — 5;]*P(sj = s).

se A

12)

After channel estimation and interference estimation, the re-
ceived signal in (@) can be re-written as

vi=[H G [:]Jrnz (13)

Let us define A; = [H; G;] € CN*(E+M) and r = E] <

CEHM)XT " which allows the received signal at the I-th AP
be described by

yi=Ar+mn (14)

For centralized processing, the received signal at the CPU is

y =Ar+n, (15)

where A = [AlT, ....,Aﬁ is the matrix consisting of all
the channels from the serving UEs and the OCL interfering
signals. The received signal in can be decomposed as

K+M

y = agrg + E air + 1,
i=1,id

(16)

where ag and rg, are the channel vector and transmitted
symbol of the desired signal, the second term denotes the
interference signal from the other K-1 UEs and M OCL
interferers and the third term denotes the noise. The detected
signal for the desired UE after the modified PIC is given by

K+M

Fq=wh <adrd + Z a(r—7) + n), (17

i=1,i#d

where wy is the receive combining vector. The proposed
modified PIC alters the upper limit of the above summation
to allow cancellation of M OCL interfering signals, whereas
the proposed linear receiver does not employ interference
cancellation but considers both ICL and OCL in the covariance
matrix used to compute the MMSE receive filter. The design
of a receive filter w, aims at minimizing the error between
the desired user signal r4 and the estimated signal ;. The
optimization problem to minimize the mean square error
(MSE) between 74 and r,4 is formulated as

MSE:E{|rd—Fd|2}. (18)
By substituting into (8D, yields the MSE given by
MSE = —w pyaq (19)
K+1
+wi [ﬂdadaf + ) ak {|7°i — fi|2} all + UflINL} W
i=1,id

By differentiating (I9) with respect to (w.r.t) wi and equating
to zero, the MMSE receive filter is given by

K+M -1
W4 =pd [pdadaf—i— Z aiE{|ri—Fi|2}aiH—|—aZINL] ag.
i=1,i7d
(20)

The main factors affecting the performance of the receiver are
the number of OCL interferers, the parameter E{|r; — 7|*}
which consists of entries computed in (I2)), the number of
UEs K, as well as the number of APs L. The impact of
these parameters on the performance are discussed in detail
in the simulations section. Modified successive interference
cancellation (SIC) and list-based receivers would alter the
modified PIC by changing the number of cancellation elements
in the summation of (I7). A Gaussian approximation of the
receiver output is employed and detailed next.

B. IDD Scheme with Gaussian Approximation

The received signal at the output of the filter in (1Z),
contains the desired symbol, ICL and OCL interference as
well as the noise. We use similar assumptions given in [10],
(L1), (200, (210, [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28], [29],
[301], 311, 132, [33l, [34] to approximate the 74 as a Gaussian
output given by

Td = ftdTd + Zd; (2D

By comparing with pg = wha,, the parameter zq is a
zero-mean AWGN variable given by

K+M
24 = wg( Z a; (ri — 1) + n> (22)
i=1,i7d
The variance 02 = E{zqz}} of 24 is given by
K+M
0'5 _Wf|: Z aiE{|Ti_fi|2}aiH+O'iINL:|Wd (23)
i=1,i7d



The extrinsic LLR computed by the soft MMSE receiver for
the I-th bit [ € {1,2, ..., M.} of symbol r4 [[10], [11] is given
by

Ac (ba-1ymo41) =

log P (ba—1)M,+1

log P (bg—1)nm,+1 = —1|7a)
S enrt F(fals) P (s)
ZseAfl F (Fals) P (s)
where Bayes’s rule is applied to obtain the last equality of
@24). The 2™~ hypothesis set for which the I-th bit is +1
is denoted by the parameter AIH. The a priori probability

P(s) is obtained from (II). The likelihood function F(7g|s)
is approximated as [10], [11]

. LV = pas?
ex —F=|Td — S .
102 p 2 d — Hd

z

= +1|7a) log P (ba—1)m.,, =+1)
lOgP (b(dfl)kfc+1 = _1)

= log —A; (b(d—l)MCJrl) 5

F (fals) ~ (24)

The decoder and the proposed detectors exchange soft be-
liefs in an iterative manner. The performance of the traditional
sum-product algorithm (SPA) is negatively impacted by the
tangent function, particularly in the error-rate region. Thus, we
adopt the box-plus SPA in this work as used in our earlier pa-
pers [10], [L1]] since it produces less complex approximations
as compared to the former. The decoder comprises two steps
namely: Single parity check (SPC) stage and the repetition
stage. The LLRs sent from check node (CN); to variable
node (VN); are computed as

Aj—si = Sy eng)ihiv—i (25)

where @ denotes the pairwise “box-plus” operator given by

14+ eMit+A2
A ®As =log (ﬁ :

=sign(A1)sign(Az) min(|A4[, [Az2|)
+ log (1 + e*‘AlJFA?‘) — log (1 + e*‘A1*A2|) .
The LLR from VN; to C'Nj is given by

EE: ‘Aj’ggnv

i eN()\j

(26)

ANij=MA+ 27

where the parameter A; denotes the LLR at V.N;, j € N(i)\j
means that all CNs connected to V' N; except C'N;. The cost of
the proposed IDD scheme for OCL interference cancellation
is O(N2LK), which is comparable to standard schemes.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

The performance of the proposed approaches is assessed in
this section. The SNR used in the simulations is defined by

SE L (H; diag (p) HY)
02 NLK '

The simulation parameters are in Table [

Network setup: We consider a cell-free cluster with squared
dimensions of D = 1 km. We also consider an LDPC code
and message passing decoding [36], [37] for the proposed IDD
scheme. The channels between OCL interferers and APs are

SNR = (28)

TABLE I: Simulation Parameters.

Parameter Value
Codeword length (n) 512

Parity Check bits (n — k) 256
Message bits (k) 128

Code rate R %

Tu, Tps Te 190, 10, 200
Maximum decoder iterations 10

Signal power p 1W
Maximum decoder iterations 10

Number of channel realizations 10000

L, N, K and M 32,4, 8and 4

generated randomly by assuming them to follow block fading.
The QPSK and QAM-16 modulation schemes are used and
the LS fading coefficients are obtained according to the 3rd
Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) Urban Microcell model
in [2]] given by

(29)

kl
m

d
B [dB] = -30.5— 36.710g10<1 ) + Y,

where dy; is the distance between the k-th UE and [-th AP,
T ~ N (0,4?) is the shadow fading [2].
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Fig. 2: NMSE versus SNR L =32, N =4, K =8, M =4
for OCL interference estimation and channel estimation.

Fig. [2l presents the normalized mean square error (NMSE)
for the interference estimation and channel estimation. We
consider the interference estimation before (pre) and after
(post) channel estimation. It can be observed that for both
cases the NMSE reduces as we approach higher SNR values
up to the error floor region. For channel estimation this can
be further reduced by using longer pilots to provide more
accurate estimation. The interference estimation after channel
estimation was adopted as it performed slightly better than be-
fore channel estimation. Further improvements in performance
can be obtained by using more advanced estimators. Accurate
estimation of the interference is key in the IDD cancellation
step as it improves the accuracy and efficiency of the receiver.

The BER performance versus SNR for a varying number
of IDD iterations for the system that suffers from both ICL
and OCL interference is shown in Fig. Bl Note that as the



10-1

24
B0
| |- IDD=
[ | - &'- IDD=2
| | —&— IDD=3 B
_ I | l
103 0 10 20
SNR [dB]

Fig. 3: BER versus SNR L = 32, N =4, K = 8, M = 4 for
the system with ICL and OCL interference, QPSK, and a varying
number of modified PIC IDD iterations.

number of iterations increases from the first to the second
iteration, there is a significant reduction in BER. From the
second to the third iteration, there is a marginal reduction in
BER in the high SNR regime. This improvement is due to the
fact that as the number of IDD iterations is increased, extra a
posterior information is exchanged between the decoder and
the detector which improves the quality of the soft beliefs used
by the interference cancellation schemes.

Fig. 4] shows the BER versus SNR for the system with
OCL and ICL interference. Note that the system that suffers
only from ICL interference achieves lower BER values than
those with OCL and ICL interference. Moreover, the proposed
modified PIC receiver achieves lower BER values than the
linear receiver with both ICL and OCL, the PIC receiver with
both ICL and OCL and the linear receiver with ICL and
no OCL as it can cancel more effectively multiple streams
of interference. Figs. El (a) and [ (b) evaluate the impact of
reducing the number of OCL interference sources from 4 to 2.
The curves in Fig. 4l (b) achieve a lower BER than those in Fig.
[ (a) for all receivers with OCL interference. Fig.Hd](c) assesses
the impact of 16-QAM modulation on the proposed IDD
scheme, which shows the same performance hierarchy as those
in Fig. 4] (a) and (b). The iterative processing becomes more
accurate with ICL and OCL interference cancellation of the
modified PIC receiver, which lowers the level of interference
experienced by the IDD scheme.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have investigated soft interference can-
cellation schemes for user-centric clustered CF-mMIMO net-
works in the presence of ICL and OCL interference. We
developed MMSE receive filters, proposed a modified PIC
receiver and devised an LSE to perform OCL interference
estimation. An IDD scheme that adopts LDPC codes and in-
corporates the OCL interference estimate and the modified PIC
receiver was presented. The results showed that the proposed
techniques outperform competing techniques and approach the
performance of the system without OCL interference.
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