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Abstract—Hardware distortion in large intelligent surfaces
(LISs) may limit their performance when scaling up such systems.
It is of great importance to model the non-ideal effects in their
transceivers to study the hardware distortions that can affect
their performance. Therefore, we have focused on modeling
and studying the effects of nonlinear RX-chains in LISs. We
first derive expressions for SNDR of a LIS with a memory-less
polynomial-based model at its RX-chains. Then we propose a
simplified double-parameter exponential model for the distortion
power and show that compared to the polynomial based model,
the exponential model can improve the analytical tractability
for SNDR optimization problems. In particular, we consider
a panel selection optimization problems in a panel-based LIS
scenario and show that the proposed model enables us to derive
two closed-form sub-optimal solutions for panel selection, and
can be a favorable alternative to high-order polynomial models
in terms of computation complexity, especially for theoretical
works on hardware distortion in multiple-input multiple-output
(MIMO) and LIS systems. Numerical results show that the sub-
optimal closed-form solutions have a near-optimal performance
in terms of SNDR compared to the global optimum found by
high-complexity heuristic search methods.

Index Terms—Hardware Distortion, Large Intelligent Surface,
MIMO, Panel Selection.

I. INTRODUCTION

The rapid increase in number of devices and quality of
service demands within 5G and forthcoming 6G networks has
led to a substantial escalation in overall network requirements.
To address these demands, the development and implemen-
tation of novel physical layer technologies are essential for
accommodating the heightened performance expectations and
ensuring network reliability and efficiency. Large intelligent
surfaces (LISs) are regarded as a pivotal advancement in
the ongoing evolution of wireless communication networks.
In theory, LISs have demonstrated significant potential to
meet these expectations, primarily by offering greater de-
grees of freedom compared to conventional massive MIMO
systems [1]–[3]. While the anticipated benefits of deploying
LIS technology are promising, considerable debate persists
regarding the feasibility and hardware implementation chal-
lenges associated with integrating LIS into future wireless
networks. LISs are envisioned to have hundreds to thousands
of active transceiver chains which can result in a huge leap
in the implementation cost, power consumption, and overall
processing complexity of the system [4].

This work was supported by ”SSF Large Intelligent Surfaces - Architecture
and Hardware” Project CHI19-0001.

Achieving the expected theoretical gains when implement-
ing LISs in future wireless networks may only become feasible
by deploying less expensive hardware components in the
transceiver chains. The drawback from selecting these low-
cost components are mainly the non-ideal effects that can
introduce hardware distortion in the system, which can degrade
the overall performance [5]. The inter-play between system
performance, non-linearity, power consumption, and hardware
complexity is one of the most important aspects in the design
of future wireless transceivers [6], [7]. Mitigating non-ideal
hardware distortion is expected to be an important subject
when implementing LISs for future wireless networks.

In addition, to save on resources, we would also like to ac-
tivate as few transceiver chains as possible. Full control of the
activation of individual transceivers means full flexibility, but
also lead to excessive system complexity. To limit complexity,
we can arrange antennas in panels where all transceiver chains
in a panel are switched on or off at the same time, which we
call panel-based LIS. While there are many classic models
and methods to model, study, and compensate the hardware
distortion effects in MIMO transceivers [8]–[11], applying
them to LIS scenarios generally results in high-complexity
problems when designing and optimizing the system. For
example, while polynomial models are of great interest in
the MIMO literature, employing them in a panel-selection
optimization for a panel-based LIS, results in high complexity
problems which can only be solved by heuristic methods [4].
Therefore, there is a need for more analytically favorable
models for hardware distortion in LISs with negligible loss
in the performance.

In this paper, we study the problem of receiver hardware
distortion in LISs with non-linear RX-chains. We first analyze
the distortion effect for the memory-less polynomial (MLP)
model and derive the SNDR for maximum ratio combining
(MRC) scheme. Then, we propose a double-parameter expo-
nential model for the hardware distortion power to reduce the
complexity of the SNDR optimization problems. In particular,
we formulate the problem of panel selection in panel-based
LISs and show that with the MLP model, the panel selection
problem can only be solved by heuristic search. On the other
hand, the proposed model leads to more tractable optimization
problems. We will show that the simplified panel selection
problem can be approximated and solved into close-form sub-
optimal solutions which can be adopted for the original panel
selection problem, with near-optimum performance in terms
of the signal-to-noise-plus-distortion-ratio (SNDR).

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

12
86

1v
1 

 [
ee

ss
.S

P]
  2

2 
Ja

n 
20

25



II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an uplink scenario where a single-antenna user
equipment (UE) is served by a LIS through a narrow-band line
of sight (LOS) channel1. The LIS consists of 𝑁 ≫ 1 antenna
elements with non-linear RX-chains. The 𝑁×1 received vector
at the LIS is

r = 𝑓 (h𝑠) + n, (1)

where 𝑠 ∈ C, with E{|𝑠 |2} = 𝑃, is the base-band (BB) symbol
transmitted by the UE, and h ∈ C𝑁×1 is the LOS channel
vector. The component-wise function 𝑓 (·) : C𝑁×1 → C𝑁×1

models the overall hardware distortion effects of the LIS non-
linear RX-chains, and n ∼ CN(0, 𝜎2I𝑁 ) models the receiver
thermal noise.

A. RX-chain non-linearity

To analyze the effect of RX-chain hardware distortion, we
can transform the RX-chain output z ≜ 𝑓 (h𝑠) into an additive
form by leveraging the linear minimum mean squared error
(LMMSE) of z given x ≜ h𝑠, which is

z = CzxC
−1
xxx + η, (2)

where η is the estimation error. This is the same technique as
applying the Bussgang theorem to the non-linearity function
[12]. We can therefore re-write r as

r = Gh𝑠 + η + n, (3)

where G = CzxC
−1
xx. If we assume that the output of each

RX-chain depends solely on its input and it is independent of
other RX-chains, i.e., z𝑛 only depends on x𝑛, we have G =

diag {𝑔𝑛}, C𝜼𝜼 = diag {𝐶𝑛}, with 𝑔𝑛 and 𝐶𝑛 corresponding to
the Busssgang gain compression and distortion power for the
𝑛’th antenna.

One of the most widely used models for non-linearities in
wireless transceivers is the memory-less polynomial model [8],
[13], given by

𝑓 (𝑥𝑛) =
𝐿−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝑎2𝑘+1 𝑥𝑛 |𝑥𝑛 |2𝑘 , (4)

where 𝑥𝑛 is the input to one of the RX-chains of the LIS, and
𝑎2𝑘+1 are the model parameters. The model coefficients can be
calculated by curve fitting to input-output measurements data
from transceivers [14] for a limited range of input amplitude.
For a Gaussian input 𝑥𝑛 ∼ CN(0, 𝜌𝑛) which is a high peak-
to-average signal, we need to normalize the model coefficients
and consider a sufficient back-off at the RX-chains. The
Bussgang parameters ∀𝑛 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝑁} can then be calculated
as [4]

𝑔𝑛 =

𝐿−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝑎2𝑘+1 (𝑘 + 1)!𝜌𝑘𝑛, (5)

𝐶𝑛 =

2𝐿−1∑︁
𝑘=1

(
𝑘!𝜌𝑘𝑛

𝑘∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑎2𝑖−1�̄�2𝑘−2𝑖+1

)
− |𝑔𝑛 |2𝜌𝑛, (6)

1We have considered a single-user case to isolate the effect of hardware
distortion at the LIS RX-chains from other non-ideal effects such as inter-user
interference, since hardware distortion is the main focus of this work.

which we will use to analyze the SNDR in the reminder of
this paper.

B. SNDR for MRC

Let us assume that the LIS employs a combining vector v to
equalize the received signal r. It has been shown that MRC can
leverage the available spatial degrees of freedom [2] effectively
in LIS scenarios, and it is more favorable due to its reduced
complexity. In our system model, we have an effective channel
given by h̃ = Gh. Therefore, the MRC vector is expressed
as v𝑇 = h̃𝐻/∥h̃∥. This effective channel accounts for both
the physical channel and the multiplicative hardware distortion
effects. Since the signals used for channel estimation are also
influenced by hardware distortion, the uplink (UL) UE pilots
would only allow the LIS to estimate the effective channel h̃
[4]. For the purposes of this analysis, we assume that the LIS
has a perfect estimate of h̃.

By applying the MRC combining vector v𝑇 = h̃𝐻/∥h̃∥ to
the received signal r, while taking into account the Bussgang
decomposition from (3), we can calculate the SNDR as

𝛾 =
𝑃

∑𝑁
𝑛=1

��ℎ̃𝑛��2∑𝑁
𝑛=1 𝐶𝑛 | ℎ̃𝑛 |2∑𝑁
𝑛=1 | ℎ̃𝑛 |2

+ 𝜎2
. (7)

For the memory-less polynomial model we have��ℎ̃𝑛��2 = |ℎ𝑛 |2
�����𝐿−1∑︁
𝑘=0

𝑎2𝑘+1,𝑛 (𝑘 + 1)! 𝑃𝑘 |ℎ𝑛 |2𝑘
�����2 , (8)

𝐶𝑛 =

2𝐿−1∑︁
𝑘=1

(
𝑘! 𝑃𝑘 |ℎ𝑛 |2𝑘

𝑘∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑎2𝑖−1,𝑛�̄�2𝑘−2𝑖+1,𝑛

)
−

��ℎ̃𝑛��2 𝑃, (9)

which are calculated according to (5) and (6).

C. Exponential Model for Distortion Power

While it is possible to derive closed-form expressions for
SNDR with the memory-less polynomial model [4], a simpli-
fied model with fewer number of parameters is of fundamental
interest, especially when dealing with optimization problems
involving the SNDR. The model should be an increasing
function of the input power, and follow the general form of
the distortion power (6). Another downside with the distortion
power function for memory-less polynomial model is that the
distortion power may increase unboundedly when input power
grows, an effect that can not occur in reality. In particular,
when considering high peak-to-average power signals, such
as Gaussian symbols, this can have a significant influence on
the accuracy of the analysis. Therefore, the proposed model
for the distortion power should not grow unboundedly with
the input power.

With the given conditions on the model properties, we
propose the following double-parameter exponential model for
the distortion power

�̃�𝑛 = 𝜌

(
1 − 𝑒−𝛽𝜌

𝑞
)
, (10)

where 𝛽 > 0 and 𝑞 > 2 are the model parameters and
are calculated by curve-fitting to hardware measurements, or
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Fig. 1: LIS configuration and Panel Selection. Each panel,
represented by a square, has the same number of antennas and

green squares indicate the active panels. Each antenna is equipped
with a non-linear analogue front end (AFE).

potentially, to the distortion power of any other well-known
model such as (6) for memory-less polynomial model. We will
show that this model can be exploited as a tool to simplify
the SNDR optimization problems for systems with hardware
distortion. In particular, we will show an application of this
model in the LIS panel selection problem in the next section.

III. PANEL SELECTION IN LIS

One of favorable approaches in terms of practicality for LIS
deployment is to construct them as a grid of panels [15]. We
consider a panel-based LIS with 𝑁𝑝 panels each consisting of
𝑀 antenna elements with non-linear RX-chains. We assume
that there is a resource constraint in the system which forces
the LIS to only use 𝑁max panels for received signal combining.
Fig. 1 illustrates an example system architecture with panel
selection. We select the SNDR after MRC as the objective
function and formulate a panel selection problem with the aim
of finding the set of 𝑁max panels to achieve the highest SNDR.

The panel selection problem can be translated into the
following optimization problem

max
𝑧𝑛

𝑃𝑀
∑𝑁𝑝

𝑛=1 𝑧𝑛
��ℎ̃𝑛��2∑𝑁𝑝

𝑛=1 𝑧𝑛𝐶𝑛 | ℎ̃𝑛 |2∑𝑁𝑝

𝑛=1 | ℎ̃𝑛 |2
+ 𝜎2

, (11)

s.t. 𝑧𝑛 ∈ {0, 1} 𝑛 = 1, 2, ..., 𝑁
𝑁𝑝∑︁
𝑛=1

𝑧𝑛 ≤ 𝑁max,

where 𝑧𝑛 is the binary variable for panel selection, and | ℎ̃𝑛 |2
is the effective channel gain between the antenna elements on
the 𝑛’th panel and the UE. The considered formulation of the
problem assumes that the distance between antenna elements
of each panel is negligible compared to the UE-LIS distance,
which corresponds to having the users in the far-field of each
LIS-panel, while they can still be in the near-field of the whole
LIS. In general, we are able to solve this problem by heuristic
search methods for any hardware distortion model.

An alternative approach, equivalent to a large extent to
the original problem, is to consider a SISO case and find
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Fig. 2: MLP and EXP Distortion Models.

the optimum received power for maximum SNDR, and then
select the 𝑁max panels with the closest received power to that
optimum value. For the memory-less polynomial model, the
panel selection problem is reduced to

max
𝜌

|∑𝐿−1
𝑘=0 𝑎2𝑘+1 (𝑘 + 1)!𝜌𝑘 |2𝜌∑2𝐿−1

𝑘=1

(
𝑘!𝜌𝑘

∑𝑘
𝑖=1 𝑎2𝑖−1�̄�2𝑘−2𝑖+1

)
− |𝑔 |2𝜌 + 𝜎2

(12)

s.t. 0 < 𝜌 < 𝜌max,

which is still not analytically tractable. We are thus interested
in approximating the objective function in this optimization
problem to find effective closed-form solutions.

The panel selection problem defined above constitutes a
good application of the proposed distortion model, which
may help increasing tractability. We approximate the objective
function in (12) by deploying the proposed exponential model
in (10). We also neglect the gain compression parameter in the
numerator since it has a negligible effect on SNDR compared
to the distortion power 2. After applying these assumptions,
we end-up with the following simplified problem.

max
𝜌

𝜌

𝜌
(
1 − 𝑒−𝛽𝜌𝑞

)
+ 𝜎2 (13)

s.t. 0 < 𝜌 < 𝜌max,

We will show that, unlike (12), this problem can be solved
into closed-form approximated solutions with near-optimal
performance.

Lemma 3.1: The closed-form solution to the optimization
problem (13) can be approximated by either of the following

2We have studied and verified this numerically for the measurement data
from [14]. We will also show that this assumption has negligible impact on
the performance of the proposed sub-optimal solutions.



6.5 7 7.5 8

b
off

 (dB)

10
-4

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

M
S

E

Approximation 1

Approximation 2
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optimal values for 𝜌opt with negligible error.

𝜌opt1 ≈
©«

1 −
√︃

1 − 4𝜎2

𝑞

2𝛽
ª®®¬

1/(𝑞+1)

, (14)

𝜌opt2 ≈ exp
(

Ln(𝜎2) − Ln(𝑞𝛽)
𝑞 + 1

)
. (15)

Proof: See Appendix A. □
We will study the performance of these approximated sub-

optimal solutions and show that both have negligible error
compared to the global optimum, while 𝜌opt2 is generally more
accurate. The LIS can thus exploit these closed-form results
for efficient panel selection. Although this is a sub-optimal
approach to deal with the original problem in (11), we will
show that the performance is very close to the global optimal
case achieved with heuristic search methods, which means that
we can get a near-optimum solution with significantly lower
computation complexity by adopting the proposed distortion
model and approximated panel selection solutions.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we analyze the hardware distortion in
LISs for the memory-less polynomial model (MLP) and the
proposed exponential model (EXP). For the RX-chains non-
linearity model parameters, we have considered an 11-th order
memory-less polynomial model based on [14] for a Gallium
Nitride (GaN) amplifier operating at 2.1 GHz at a sample rate
of 200 MHz and a signal bandwidth of 40 MHz. Different
levels of back-off are considered which adjust the severeness
of the distortion as described in [4].

In Fig. 2 we have compared the approximated EXP dis-
tortion power (10) to the exact MLP distortion power (6) for
the GaN amplifier with three different levels of back-off. The
EXP model parameters 𝛽 and 𝑞 calculated with MATLAB
curve fitting. We can see that the approximated EXP model
follows the exact model closely, and the difference is lower for
higher values of back-off. We will show that this difference
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Fig. 4: SE lower bound vs number of panels. The UE is at distance
𝑑 = 50𝜆 from the center of LIS transmitting with power 𝑃 such that

SNR= 10𝑑𝐵 at the center of LIS. Each panel is equipped with
𝑀 = 16 antenna elements with 𝜆/2 spacing, 𝑁max = ⌈0.1𝑁⌉,

𝑏off = 7𝑑𝐵, and there is a distance of 𝛿𝑝 = 5𝜆 between the center
of adjacent panels.

has negligible effect on the performance of the proposed sub-
optimal solutions for panel selection.

In Fig. 3 we illustrate the mean square error (MSE) of the
proposed approximations in Lemma 3.1 with respect to the
accurate optimum solution to problem (13), found by heuristic
search. We can see that both approximations have very low
MSE, while the second approximation performs better for
all levels of back-off. Therefore, we focus on the second
approximation for solving the approximate version of the panel
selection problem (11).

Fig. 4 illustrates the performance of LIS, in terms of lower
bound on spectral efficiency (SE), when adopting the proposed
sub-optimal solution for panel selection compared to the global
optimum case found by solving (11) with heuristic search.
We have also included a base-line approach where the LIS
only selects the panels with highest channel gain which is the
optimal solution in ideal systems. Firstly, we can see that in
the presence of RX-chain hardware distortion, panel selection
can improve the system performance significantly. Secondly,
we can see that the proposed sub-optimal solution based on
the second approximated power level from Lemma (3.1) has
near-perfect performance.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the hardware distortion effects
in LISs with non-ideal RX-chains. Firstly, we considered the
memory-less polynomial model and formulated the SNDR for
the LIS. Although the SNDR can be characterized in closed-
form this model, the resulting expression gives poor analytical
tractability towards solving optimization problems such as LIS
panel selection. Thus, we have proposed a double-parameter
exponential model for the distortion power and employed it
to characterize close-form approximate solutions to the LIS
panels. The proposed methods attain close-to-optimum per-



formance, essentially overlapping the performance achieved
by global optimum solutions found through heuristic search.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF APPROXIMATIONS

To solve (13), we can show that the problem is convex3. We
can therefore solve it by finding the roots of the first derivative
of the objective function. The equation to find the roots can
be simplified to

𝜎2 − 𝑞𝛽𝜌𝑞+1𝑒−𝛽𝜌
𝑞

= 0. (16)

By defining 𝑥 ≜ 𝛽𝜌𝑞+1 and approximating 𝑒−𝛽𝜌
𝑞

with 𝑒−𝑥 ,
we have

𝜎2 − 𝑞𝑥𝑒−𝑥 ≈ 0. (17)

Fitting the proposed exponential model to the measurement
data from [14] shows that in all cases 𝛽 ≪ 1, which results
in 𝑥 ≪ 1. Therefore, we can use the Taylor approximation
to write 𝑞𝑥𝑒−𝑥 ≈ 𝑥(1 − 𝑥). Replacing this in (17) results in a
quadratic equation which gives the first approximated solution
𝜌opt1 .

The second approximation 𝜌opt2 can be found by taking the
natural logarithm of (16) which results in

Ln(𝜎2) = (𝑞 + 1)Ln(𝜌) + Ln(𝑞𝛽) − 𝛽𝜌𝑞 . (18)

As discussed above, 𝛽𝜌𝑞 ≪ 1, therefore we can neglect the
last term, and solve the above equation for 𝜌 which results in
the closed form approximated solution 𝜌opt2 .
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