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Abstract—Cell-free massive multi-input multi-output (CF-
mMIMO) systems have emerged as a promising paradigm
for next-generation wireless communications, offering enhanced
spectral efficiency and coverage through distributed antenna
arrays. However, the non-linearity of power amplifiers (PAs) in
these arrays introduce spatial distortion, which may significantly
degrade system performance. This paper presents the first
investigation of distortion-aware beamforming in a distributed
framework tailored for CF-mMIMO systems, enabling pre-
compensation for beam dispersion caused by nonlinear PA
distortion. Using a third-order memoryless polynomial distor-
tion model, the impact of the nonlinear PA on the perfor-
mance of CF-mMIMO systems is firstly analyzed by evaluat-
ing the signal-to-interference-noise-and-distortion ratio (SINDR)
at user equipment (UE). Then, we develop two distributed
distortion-aware beamforming designs based on ring topology
and star topology, respectively. In particular, the ring-topology-
based fully-distributed approach reduces interconnection costs
and computational complexity, while the star-topology-based
partially-distributed scheme leverages the superior computation
capability of the central processor to achieve improved sum-rate
performance. Extensive simulations demonstrate the effectiveness
of the proposed distortion-aware beamforming designs in miti-
gating the effect of nonlinear PA distortion, while also reducing
computational complexity and backhaul information exchange in
CF-mMIMO systems.

Index Terms—Cell-free, nonlinear distortion, beamforming,
distributed signal processing.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid expansion of wireless communication net-
works, the number of mobile devices is experiencing expo-
nential growth, driving increased demands for higher data
rates and broader coverage. To meet these escalating require-
ments, cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-output (CF-
mMIMO) has emerged as a promising technology for future
wireless systems. Unlike conventional cellular networks, CF-
mMIMO enables simultaneous service to multiple user equip-
ments (UEs) through a network of distributed multi-antenna
base stations (BSs), or access points (APs), interconnected
with a central network controller [T]].

As a type of distributed extremely large-scale antenna array
(ELAA) system, CF-mMIMO system essentially leverages
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high spatial diversity and beamforming gains, which are
critically dependent on the cooperative beamforming of mul-
tiple BSs. However, in a practical cost-efficient CF-mMIMO
systems, which involves the use of low-quality components
for a large number of antenna elements, hardware impair-
ments and deficiencies are inevitable. These impairments
and deficiencies degrade beamforming performance, posing
significant challenges to maintaining reliable communication
quality [2]]-[4]]. Specifically, major hardware limitations in-
clude unsynchronized phase shifts [3], channel miscalibration
[6], low-precision analog-to-digital converters (ADCs) [[7]], and
power amplifier non-linearities 8], [9]]. Therefore, future CF-
mMIMO systems must move beyond ideal hardware assump-
tions and develop robust beamforming algorithms capable of
adapting to and compensating for these non-idealities.

Among these hardware impairments, the nonlinear distor-
tion induced by imperfect power amplifiers (PAs) is a key
factor which degrades the beamforming performance of CF-
mMIMO systems. In particular, due to the limited range
of linear amplification, when the input beamformed signal
exhibits large amplitude variations, the PA will not only
perform nonlinear amplification to the signal magnitude, but
also introduce distortion to the signal phase. The combined
effects of nonlinear PAs on the amplitude and phase of sig-
nals will generate substantial spatial distortion beams toward
various unintended directions and exacerbate the interference
among UEs. Undoubtedly, this beam dispersion and intensified
interference will critically affect the reception of useful sig-
nals, leading to severe performance degradation. Therefore, to
mitigate these adverse effects of nonlinear PAs, it is essential to
explore distortion-aware beamforming techniques that enhance
the robustness of beamforming and improve overall system
reliability.

Given the greatly negative impact of nonlinear PAs on
communication quality, researchers have recently begun to
explore solutions to mitigate this effect. The authors in [10]
analytically investigated the angular directions and depth of the
nonlinear distortion in both near- and far-field channels. Be-
sides, the correlation of the distortion signals across different
antennas and its influence on system spectral efficiency have
been sufficiently illustrated in [11]]. In addition to analyzing
the characteristics of distortion beams and assessing their
impact on network performance, several studies have explored
robust beamforming designs to mitigate distortion and main-
tain service quality. For instance, derived an optimal
phase shift matrix for a transparent amplifying intelligent
surface to maximize uplink spectral efficiency under nonlinear
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distortion. Moreover, distortion-aware linear precoder designs
were developed using the projected gradient ascent method in
and [14].

Existing distortion-aware beamforming studies primarily
focus on single-BS scenarios. However, in CF-mMIMO sce-
narios where multiple BSs simultaneously serve UEs, applying
these strategies to pre-compensate for nonlinear distortion
becomes impractical [13]], [16]. Specifically, effective coordi-
nation among BSs to manage increased distortion beams and
stronger interference requires the cloud processor to aggregate
and process information from all BSs and UEs. This leads to
an exponential increase of the computational burden on the
central processor and the information transmission load on the
backhaul link [17]. To address these challenges, particularly
the computational limitations at the central processor and the
bandwidth constraints of the backhaul link, it is crucial to em-
ploy distributed signal processing techniques for implementing
distortion-aware beamforming [18]-[21].

It is noteworthy that the distributed beamforming designs
are naturally well-suited for cell-free networks, as multiple
BSs inherently form a distributed system, each equipped with
local computational capabilities and cost-effective baseband
signal processing units. By allowing each BS to collect only
its relevant channel information and perform parallel computa-
tions, distributed signal processing schemes can substantially
reduce backhaul overhead and alleviate the computational
burden on the central processor [22]-[24]. Additionally, dis-
tributing computational tasks enhance the network’s scalability
and reliability, enabling support for a large number of devices
and providing fault tolerance at individual nodes.

In light of these benefits offered by distributed signal
processing, several studies have explored approaches where
multiple entities collaboratively address the global optimiza-
tion problem by solving local sub-problems. In [23]-[27],
dual decomposition methods were applied to manage the
coupled interference terms between BSs in multi-cell net-
works. Additionally, the global energy efficiency optimiza-
tion problem was decomposed using the alternating direction
method of multipliers (ADMM), which is also known as
the global consensus problem [28]-[34]. The authors in [33]]
employed weighted minimize mean squared error (WMMSE)
to transform the weighted sum-rate maximization problem into
an equivalent weighted sum-mean-square-error (sum-MSE)
minimization problem, where the sub-problems for each BS
were fully decoupled. Moreover, distributed learning-based
decomposition techniques have also been proposed for similar
purposes [36], [37]. However, to the best of the authors’
knowledge, no existing research has investigated the appli-
cation of distributed beamforming designs in CF-mMIMO
systems to mitigate nonlinear distortion effect.

Motivated by the above discussions, this paper investigates
distributed distortion-aware beamforming designs for CF-
mMIMO systems under both ring and star topologies. The
main contributions are summarized as follows:

« Utilizing a typical third-order memoryless polynomial
distortion model of the nonlinear PAs, we provide a
comprehensive analysis of the impact of nonlinear PA
amplification on CF-mMIMO system performance. To

mitigate these nonlinear distortion effects, we present the
first investigation of distortion-aware beamforming de-
signs in a distributed framework tailored for CF-mMIMO
systems, with the objective of maximizing the sum-rate
subject to the transmit power constraints of each BS.

o We first introduce a ring-topology-based fully-distributed
distortion-aware beamforming design algorithm, aiming
to alleviate the computational load on the central proces-
sor. To be specific, each local BS sequentially computes
its own beamforming, updates its relevant information,
and relays the global data to the next neighboring BS
until convergence is achieved. Within this framework,
we develop a penalty-majorization-minimization-based
(penalty-MM-based) distributed beamforming design al-
gorithm to decompose the high-order terms in the original
highly non-convex objective function, and alternately
solve the corresponding sub-problems.

o To leverage the central processor’s superior computa-
tion resources for achieving performance improvement, a
star-topology-based partially-distributed distortion-aware
beamforming design algorithm is also presented. In this
framework, each BS concurrently executes local beam-
forming design and then uploads its calculated results
to the central processor for information aggregation. In
addition to utilizing penalty-MM-based algorithm to deal
with the challenges caused by nonlinear distortion, we
also develop a consensus-ADMM-based algorithm to
ensure information consistency between the local BSs and
the central processor.

o Extensive simulations are conducted to verify the ef-
fectiveness of the proposed distributed distortion-aware
beamforming designs in mitigating nonlinear distortion
effect. Additionally, these simulations demonstrate the
capability of the proposed designs to reduce computa-
tional complexity and backhaul signaling overhead in CF-
mMIMO systems.

Notations: Boldface lower-case and upper-case letters indi-
cate column vectors and matrices, respectively. (-)*, (-)7, and
() denote the conjugate, transpose, and transpose-conjugate,
respectively. |al, ||al|2, and ||A | r are the magnitude of scalar
a, the norm of vector a, and the Frobenius norm of matrix
A. |A| represents the element-wise magnitude of matrix A.
Tr(A) denotes the trace of matrix A. The vectorization
operation vec(A) stacks the A’s columns into a long column
vector. Notations © and ® are the Hadamard product and
Kronecker product of matrices, respectively. diag{a} indicates
the diagonal matrix whose diagonals are the elements of a,
while diag{A} is a diagonal matrix whose elements are the
main diagonals of A. 1, 1a/xas, and I, represent a M x 1
vector of ones, a M x M matrix of ones, and an M x M
identity matrix, respectively. ®{-} denotes the real part of a
complex number. The statistical expectation is given by E{-}.
Finally, A(i,:) and A(i,j) denote the i-th row and (7, j)-th
element of matrix A, respectively.
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Fig. 1. The architecture of CF-mMIMO system and the illus-
tration of nonlinear distortion effect.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

A. System Model

We consider a CF-mMIMO system, as shown in Fig.[Il Each
BS is equipped with a uniform linear array (ULA) where each
antenna is connected to its own radio frequency (RF) chain
and PA. By employing suitable beamforming techniques, all
BSs collaboratively serve multiple single-antenna UEs over the
same frequency-time resources. Specifically, the considered
CF-mMIMO system has B multi-antenna BSs and K single-
antenna UEs. Each BS is equipped with [V; antennas. Let
B2 {1,2,....,B}, N =2 {1,2,....N;}, K = {1,2,.... K}
denote the sets of BSs, BS antennas, and UEs, respectively.
Define s £ [s1, 52,...,5K]T € CK as the transmitted symbols
satisfying E{ss”} = Ix. With a linear beamforming matrix
W, £ [Wb,lawb,Qa"'7wb,K] € CNxK at the b-th BS,
the beamformed signal is obtained by x;, = W;s € CNe,
Then, the baseband signal x; will be up-converted to carrier
frequency through RF chains and amplified via PAs before
being emitted from Ny antennas.

While beamforming design has been extensively investi-
gated over the past decades, most existing studies assume
perfect linear amplification, wherein signal amplitudes remain
within the linear operating range of PAs. Nevertheless, the
linear amplification regime is often impractical in real-world
applications due to hardware limitations. Nonlinear amplifica-
tion inevitably arises in the cost-efficient implementation of
CF-mMIMO systems, particularly when low-quality compo-
nents are used in densely deployed antenna arrays. Conse-
quently, the nonlinear amplification of beamformed signals
to be transmitted via multiple antennas will cause beam
distortion, manifesting as unpredictable sidelobes in undesired
directions. This beam distortion has a substantial adverse
effect on the performance of CF-mMIMO systems, where the

dense deployment of BSs and UEs makes beamforming based
interference management essential.

To explicitly analyze the impact of beam distortion, we
adopt a widely-used third-order memoryless polynomial dis-
tortion model to describe the non-linearity of PAs at the
transmitter [10]. We assume that all the BSs in this cell-
free network have identical amplifier models and parameters,
resulting in the same nonlinear distortion behavior across all
BSs. Thus, the nonlinear distorted signal at the n-th antenna
of the b-th BS can be expressed by

Zon = A(Tpn) = B1%bn + B3Tpn|Tp0l?, V0,0, (1)

where A(-) denotes the nonlinear operation of the PA,
f1 = 1,P3 € C are the nonlinear model parameters for
the first- and third- order terms, respectively. The parameter
(s typically takes complex values, capturing both amplitude-
to-amplitude modulation (AM/AM) and amplitude-to-phase
modulation (AM/PM) distortion [9]. The notations ., and
zp,n represent the n-th element of the beamformed signal
Xp £ [Tp1, 702, ,Tpn,])T € CN¢ and the nonlinear dis-
torted signal z, = [2p1,2p.2,---,20.n5,)7 € CM at the b-th
BS, respectively.

In order to simplify the analysis of the nonlinear dis-
tortion’s influence on system performance and facilitate the
development of a beamforming design algorithm, we employ
Bussgang’s theorem in [38] to decompose the nonlinear output
signal of PAs into a scaled and rotated linear term with an
additive distortion term, which can be expressed as

zy, = Gypxp + dyp, VO, (2)

where Gy, € CVe* Nt js the Bussgang gain matrix representing
the linear gain applied to the input signal and the vector
dy £ [dp1,dp2,- .., dpN,]|T € CNt is the nonlinear distortion
component over all Ny antenna elements. The Bussgang gain
matrix Gy is a key parameter in this decomposition, which
is defined as Gy = C.,,,C; !, with C., ,, £ E{zx{'}
representing the cross-correlation matrix between the nonlin-
ear output z, and the input x,, and C,, ., = E{x;x/ }
representing the correlation matrix of the input signal. Through
further derivations, the explicit expression for the linear gain
matrix Gy can be provided as

Gy, £C,, ,,C. L, = Biln, +2B3diag{ W, W'}, Wb, (3)

Th,Th

which is a diagonal matrix that depends on the beamforming
matrix Wy. By applying Bussgang’s theorem, the distortion
term d; is introduced to capture the residual nonlinear term
that cannot be explained by the linear term G;x;. As a result,
d, is uncorrelated with the input signal, i.e. E{dbxf} = 0.
Since the nonlinear distortion term d; is a zero-mean random
variable, its covariance matrix can be derived as

Cayp = E{dyd;'} = 285(W, W[ 0|W,W{T|?)35, Vb, (4)

which involves the beamforming matrix Wy, To further sim-
plify the analysis, it is assumed, without loss of generality,
that the distortion components generated by different BS are
mutually uncorrelated in the cell-free network.

After linear beamforming, nonlinear amplification, and



propagation through the wireless channel, the received signal
at the k-th UE can be written as
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where hy, ;€ CNt denotes the channel from the b-BS to the
k-th UE, and ny ~ CN(0,0%) is the additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN) at the k-th UE. The received signal can be
further described as a combination of useful signal, multiuser
interference, nonlinear distortion, and noise, i.e.,
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Thus, based on the aforementioned assumption that the distor-
tion terms of BSs are uncorrelated, the signal-to-interference-
noise-and-distortion ratio (SINDR) of the k-th UE can be
calculated as
s i Gows i
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The SINDR expression above reveals that the presence of
the linear amplification gains {G;}2_, and nonlinear dis-
tortion covariance matrices {Cq}r., induced by imperfect
PAs will significantly impact the SINDR performance. By
analyzing the expressions for {G,}2_; and {Cq}Z | in @)
and (@), it is evident that both of them are strongly dependent
on the beamforming matrices {W;}£_,. This highlights the
importance of designing appropriate beamforming matrices as
a pre-processing measure to mitigate the nonlinear distortion
impact of practical PAs on the cell-free network, which is the
primary focus of this work

B. Problem Formulation and Transformation

In order to mitigate the nonlinear distortion effect, we aim
to jointly design the beamforming matrices {W}£ | of all B
BSs to maximize the achievable sum-rate under the transmit
power constraint of each BS. The optimization problem can
be mathematically formulated as

K

max logy (1 + k) (8a)
{wb}bel I; 2

st |[Wy|% < B, Vb, (8b)

where P; is the power budget of each BS. Obviously, the
complicated objective function (8a) with log(-) and fractional
terms greatly hinders the algorithm development. Thus, before
solving this problem, we apply the fractional programming
(FP) method, along with some equivalent transformations, to
convert the intricate objective function into a more tractable
polynomial expression, which is derived as follows.

Firstly, by employing the Lagrangian dual reformulation and
introducing auxiliary variable p = [uy, pa, ..., ux]? 39,
[4Q], the objective function (8a) can be transformed to

K K
> logy(14pk) = i
k=1 k=1

K (1+)| gy b Gywy |2

K B B )
k=1 Zj:1| D b1 hlkabwb,j |2+Zb:1h£{kcd7bhbvk+i]€9)
which is equivalent to the objective function (8a) when the
auxiliary variable p has the optimal value as

B
. 21 hi Gows [
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(10)
However, the sum of fractional terms in (@) still hinders
a straightforward solution. Next, to facilitate the following
optimization for variables {W;}Z | we further apply the

quadratic transform to convert the third term in (9) into

B
2T+ R{ G Y bl Gowi b — [GIEDk, VR, (1)
b=1

where for notation simplicity we define

+

K B B
Dy & Z | Z hkabWb7j|2 + Z hb}{de,bhb,k + 0’;%, VEk,
j=1 b=1 b=1
(12)
and (i is the k-th element of the auxiliary variable ¢ =
[C1,Ca, .., Cx])T. The expression (II) is equivalent to the last
fractional term in (@) when (. has following optimal value

= V14 pg Zle h{’, Gywy i
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Based on the above formula derivation, the objective func-
tion (8a) can be reformulated as

K

Z(logz(l + pr) — pk

k=1
B
+ (VT mR{G Y B Gowan} — (G2 Dy) ).
b=1

In order to facilitate the subsequent problem optimization, the
expression (I4) can be rewritten as the following concise form

(14)

K

> (logo (1 + k) — puk — |Gkl *07) + 6,
k=1

5)

where we define

K B
& Z (2\/1 + uk%{g’; thkaWb,k}
k=1 b=1

K B B
— 1G>0 bl Gowy =[G hfkcd,bhb,k) :

b=1 b=1
(16)
Roughly speaking, 6 can be deemed as a summation of the
transformed SINDRs of K UEs, where the ratio form of each

j=1



SINDR is converted to the difference between useful power
and multiuser interference along with nonlinear distortion.
Up until now, the original objective function (8a) has been
converted into a more solvable form. Following this, we will
delve into the algorithms that can further resolve this problem,
aiming to determine the most effective approach.

C. Motivation of Distributed Beamforming Design

In the conventional centralized beamforming design, we can
employ the iterative optimization of the auxiliary variables
i, ¢ and beamforming matrices {W;}Z . Observing the
above equivalent objective function derived in (I3), it is
evident that with g and ¢ fixed, the objective function for
optimizing {W;}£_, can be simplified to § given in (I6), i.e.,
including only its relevant terms. Therefore, we can recast the
optimization problem as

max o (17a)
{Wb}5:1
st [[Wy||% < B, Vb. (17b)

It can be seen that within the surrogate objective function
0, the complicated nonlinear distortion parameter matrices
{Gp}£ | and {Cq} B | presented in (3) and (@) are also func-
tions of the beamforming matrices {Wb}{il, making it very
difficult to solve (I7). A promising solution is to introduce
auxiliary variables to decouple the high-order terms involving
{W,}£ | in the objective function (I7a), transforming them
into quadratic and linear terms with respect to {W,}#_ | and
the auxiliary variables. The MM algorithm can then be applied
to reformulate the penalty term into a convex form, thereby
enabling an iterative optimization of several sub-problems until
convergence.

However, due to a substantial number of UEs and BSs
in cell-free systems and the complicated nonlinear distortion
model pertinent to beamforming matrices, this centralized
approach encounters critical bottlenecks: Extremely large in-
formation exchange overhead and ultra-high computational
complexity. Specifically, the process of BSs uploading all
channel state information (CSI) and the central processor
distributing all the final beamforming matrix results leads to
a large overhead for transferring 2Ny K B double-precision
numbers. This centralized beamforming design algorithm re-
quires a heavy computational load for calculating an Ny K B-
dimensional beamforming vector and an N{KB x N{K B-
dimensional auxiliary matrix. To address these difficulties,
distributed signal processing and optimization have emerged
as promising techniques for this challenging distortion-aware
beamforming design. Thanks to the distributed architecture
and local computational resources at each BS, cell-free net-
works are ideally suited for efficiently handling distributed
beamforming design tasks.

The principle of the distributed beamforming design es-
sentially aims to allow BSs to locally perform the it-
erative optimization of the auxiliary variables p,{ and
beamforming matrices {W;}2 | in a distributed manner.
Within the distributed beamforming design schemes, instead
of uploading/downloading high-dimensional channel informa-
tion/beamforming matrices and conducting high-complexity

centralized design, each BS only needs to collect its own CSI,
exchange a small amount of global information, and execute
light-weight calculations. This approach is more scalable,
robust, and efficient. Therefore, it is imperative to develop
appropriate distributed beamforming design algorithms for
cell-free networks to achieve a better trade-off among network
capacity, information exchange overhead, and computational
complexity. To achieve this goal, we will introduce two
distributed beamforming designs based on ring topology and
star topology, respectively, as illustrated in Fig.[2l In particular,
when we are in the pursuit of easing the computational load on
the central processor, the ring-topology-based fully-distributed
scheme can be employed; conversely, if we aim to utilize
the superior computation capability of the central processor
for achieving better sum-rate performance, the star-topology-
based partially-distributed scheme can be adopted.

III. RING-TOPOLOGY-BASED FULLY-DISTRIBUTED
BEAMFORMING DESIGN ALGORITHM

In this section, we develop a fully-distributed beamforming
design algorithm based on a ring topology without the central
processor, as shown in Fig.[2| (a). To be specific, after receiving
the information of global auxiliary variables from the previous
BS on the ring, the current BS calculates its own optimal
beamforming matrix, updates the global auxiliary variables,
and then relays them to the next neighboring BS. Each BS
successively designs its conditionally optimal beamforming
with updated global auxiliary variables, with one iteration
corresponding to the complete processing by each BS, contin-
uing until convergence is achieved. In the following, we first
derive global auxiliary variables to enable efficient information
sharing. Then regarding the local beamforming design at each
BS, we employ a penalty-MM-based algorithm to handle the
high-order terms in the objective function and alternately solve
the sub-problems.

A. Information Sharing

With sufficient global information, each BS can design its
own beamforming by alternatively optimizing variables Wy,
tp, and Cp. When pp, and ¢, are fixed, the original objective
function can also be simplified to §, and the local beamforming
design can be formulated as

max 1) (18a)
W,
st W% < P (18b)

However, the expression of the objective function § shown in
(I6) includes information of CSI and amplification distortion,
which is challenging to obtain from the other BSs, rendering
it imperative to share partial information between the BSs.
Instead of exchanging high-dimensional CSI, beamforming
matrices and distortion matrices, we attempt to directly pack
and share the low-dimensional information of the useful,
interference and nonlinear distortion beams related to all the
BSs to achieve efficient information sharing. This information
is irrelevant to the number of transmit antennas, thereby
greatly reducing the overhead cost of the backhaul link.
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Fig. 2. Nlustration of distributed beamforming designs based on the proposed topologies.

To be specific, from the perspective of the b-th BS, we can
rewrite the objective function, i.e. d, into the equivalent form
as shown in (I9) at the bottom of the this page, in which
each summation term is partitioned into two components, i.e.,
the information of the b-th BS and the other BSs, respectively.
Within this objective function, the b-th BS can obtain the local
information by estimating its own CSI {hy 4} |, while the
information of the other BSs is acquired from the previous
BS by global information sharing mechanism. Based on the
above derivation, we can define local auxiliary variables Q
and P, containing the information of the other BSs, excluding
that of the b-th BS, whose (k, j)-th element and k-th element
are respectively calculated by

B g )
D, DG, Y

B o H
Z#b h},.Cahy s, VE.

~

Qb(kvj) =

po(k) =

(20)
21

Particularly, Qb has the useful signal information on its
diagonal, the interference signal on the off-diagonal elements,
and P, contains the distortion for the UEs. Based on this
definition, the objective function can be further rewritten as
(22) illustrated at the bottom of this page. Thus, after acquiring
the other BSs’ information Q; and P, and having its own

beamforming design.

While the b-th BS only needs auxiliary variables Qb and
Dy of other BSs for calculating its own beamforming, the
information sharing mechanism around the ring should include
the information of all BSs, since the information of the b-th
BS is also necessary for other BSs. Therefore, in order to
facilitate more efficient information sharing, we introduce a
global auxiliary matrix Q € CE*X and a global auxiliary
vector p € C¥, both of which aggregate the information from
all BSs. The global auxiliary matrix Q contains the receiving
useful signal and interference serving for each UE, whose
(k, j)-th element can be calculated as

B
Q(k,j) =), hi}Giwi;, Vk,j.

Similarly, the global auxiliary vector p € C¥ represents the
distortion, with its k-th element derived as

B
p(k) = 21:1 h/, Ca,hy g, V.

For the b-th BS, after receiving the global auxiliary matrix
Q and vector p from the previous BS, it first subtracts the
components associated with itself to obtain the local auxiliary
matrix Q; and vector pj, whose (k,j)-th element and k-th
elements are respectively calculated as

(23)

(24)

. . K . ~ . . .
information {hy ;}5_,, the b-th BS can execute its local Qu(k,j) = Q(k,J) — bk Gows,j, V5, (25)
Qu (k) Qo (k.5)
K B K B )
0= Z (2\/ 1+ ,uk%{c,:(z hﬁklel,k + hkabWb,k)} - |<k|2 Z ‘(Z hﬁklel,j + hlkabWb,jH
=1 l;éb useful signal of J=1 lib interference of
the b-ll% BSs the b-th BSs
useful signal of interference of
the other BSs the other BSs
19)

pu(k)

B
- |<k|2(z hﬁkcd,lhl,k + hfkcd,bhb,k ) .
—_———

1#£b

distortion of
the b-th BSs

distortion of
the other BSs

K K
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k=1

Jj=1

(22)



po(k) =

where h/l, Gywy,; and h¥, Cq,hy ) are the computation
outcomes of the previous round of iteration at the b-th BS,
temporarily kept at the local BS.

After simplification and retaining only the terms related to
the beamforming matrix W, we can obtain a new objective
function for the beamforming design of the b-th BS as dy
shown in @27) at the bottom of this page. Hence, the local
optimization problem at the b-th BS is formulated as

p(k) - hfkcd,bhb,ka Vka (26)

max gb (28a)
W,
st [Wy|% < P, (28b)

where the b-th BS is solely responsible for optimizing its own
beamforming matrix, mitigating its nonlinear distortion effect.

After solving the problem (28) and having the optimized
beamforming {wy, x}& |, the b-th BS will update the global
auxiliary variables

Q(k, )
p(k) =

and share them with the next BS for the subsequent iteration.

In summary, after receiving the global auxiliary variables
Q, p from the preceding BS, the current BS calculates local
auxiliary variables Q; and pp, optimizes local beamforming,
updates global auxiliary variables and transfers them to the
next BS. Each BS sequentially executes the above procedure
until the result converges. Having described the mechanism of
information sharing and distributed computation for the ring-
topology-based cell-free network, next we turn to focus on the
local beamforming design for the b-th BS.

(29)
(30)

Qu(k.j) + b Gows ;. Yk, j,
po(k) + hb}{kcd,bhb,ka vk,

B. Local Beamforming Design

At the b-th BS, after receiving the global variables Q and p
from the preceding BS, its current task is to resolve problem
[@8). Tt can be noticed from (27) that the objective function
dp still remains intractable, because it is a mixture of high-
order and low-order terms with respect to variable W3, and the
distortion parameter matrices Gy and Cq, involve complex
non-convex operations with variable Wy, such as Hadamard
product and | - |. Hence, we propose to introduce auxiliary
variables to tackle these difficulties.

First, we convert the beamforming matrix to be optimized

into a vector form as
wp = vec(Wy). 31

Then, the linear amplification gain matrix G can be trans-
formed into an equivalent form as

Gy = Biln, +26ET (wow!! 0 Inx)E1,  (32)

where E; £ 14 ® T N, is the constant matrix. Similarly, the
covariance matrix of the nonlinear distortion term, i.e., Cq,
can be equivalently expressed as

Cap = 265(Fy © [Fy|*) 55, (33)
where for brevity we define
F, 2 Ef (wyw] © (Ix ® 1n,xn,))E1. (34)

To facilitate the algorithm development, we further convert the
objective function (7)) into the following concise form

5 2 2R{bITE,Gywy ) — 2R{el Gyw,}
- wf@fE&bébwb —h{'EYC4,E by, 2
where for brevity we define the following matrices and vectors
Hy 2 [hy 1, hyo,. .., hy g] € CVF hy, 2 vec(Hy),

Ey 2 (Ly,x + diag{p} @ Iy,)? (diag{¢"} ® Ly,),
Es 2 I @ Hydiag{¢}diag{¢*}HY

K
: ~ , (36)
E, = dlag{(} ® IN;? €p,5 £ Z |<k}|2Qb(k7j)hb)k,
k=1
ev = [e 1,5, e k" € CME,
Gy, 21k ® Gy, Cap =1k ® Cay.

Considering the non-convexity of (32) and (33) regarding wy,
we propose to introduce another auxiliary variable R, =
wbwf to decouple the high-order terms, and rewrite the
matrices Gy, and Cgq p as

Gy, = Bily, +28E] (Ry © In,x)E1,
Cap = 283(F ©|Fu|?)B3,
where F, = EY' (R, © (Ix ® 15, %, ))E1 is a linear function

of Ry. Thus, the beamforming design problem at the b-th BS
can be reformulated as

(37)
(38)

max 317 (39a)

wy, Ry
st ||we3 < P, (39b)
Ry, = wyw;. (39¢)

Then, the equality constraint (39¢) is relaxed and added to the
objective function as a penalty term, thus the problem (39) is
converted to the following penalized problem

min — 0 + p|| Ry — wywi |12 (40a)
Wp,Hup
st [|wy3 < P, (40b)

where p > 0 represents the penalty coefficient and Ry, is an
N K x N{K-dimensional matrix.

To solve this more tractable bi-variate problem, the current
BS alternately optimizes its own variables w;, and R, calcu-
lates pp and (3, updates the global auxiliary variables Q and

K

K

o = 2(2\/ T+ uR{G T, Gow i} —[Ge* b Caphi ik — G (2R{Qu (K, j)*hkabWb.,j}+hkabWb,ijjG?hb,k))-

k=1

Jj=1

27)



P, and then transfers them to the next adjacent BS for the next
iteration, which can reduce local computational complexity.
The detailed algorithm derivation is described as follows.

1) Optimize wy: The objective function —gb is convex with
respect to wy, according to its definition in (33)), but the penalty
term is non-convex. To address this issue, we employ the
power constraint (40b) to construct an upper bound of the
penalty term as

IRy — wywil |2 < Tr(RERy) — 2w Rywy, + Powil wy,.
(41)
In (@), the second term —2W£{ Ryw; is non-convex with
respect to wy. We propose to seek for a linear surrogate
function for this concave quadratic term utilizing the MM
algorithm [41]], [42]. Specifically, by employing a first-order
Taylor expansion, a linear surrogate function for —2w; Ry, w;,

at the current point wl()t) is given by

—2wlRyw;, < 2(wi) IR, w! —aR{(w() T Ryws}, (42)

where Wl()t) = Vec(Wl(7 )) is the vector form of the beamform-
ing matrix at the current point. Using the results in @), (42)
and ignoring irrelevant terms, the sub-problem for updating
w;, can be expressed as the following convex form

. —H rad
min w' (G, E3 Gy + pPInk)We
Wp

— W Es Gy — 2p(w) IRy )w, L (432)
(43b)

+2R{ (e} G
st [woll3 < P,

which can be easily tackled using either off-the-shelf solver
CVX or using the solution derived in the following.

The Lagrangian function of the problem (43} is given by

—H —
Ly p(wp,m) = wi (G, E3,Gyp + pPIng )W
+ 23%{(ebHGb - hbHEgab - 2p(Wl(7t))HRb)Wb}
+mp([wll5 = P),

(44)
where 7, > 0 is the Lagrangian multiplier. Then, it can be
reformulated into the following concise form

Lo p(Wo,mp) = Wy Copwy, + 2R{c ywi} — P, (45)
where for brevity we define
—H —
Cuwp 2 Gy E3 4Gy + pPIng + oIy, 46)

cwp 2 (/G — h'E, Gy, — 2p(w() I R,) Y.

By setting the partial derivative of Ly, ;(wy, n) with respect
to wy to zero, i.e., M = 0, the optimal beamforming
vector can be obtained as "follows

*

wh = —C_Cuw - 47)

Next, in order to determine the Lagrangian multiplier 7, let
wy(mp) denote the right-hand side of 7). Two conditions
must be considered: if ||w;(0)[|3 < P, then wi = w;(0);
otherwise, it follows that ||wj(m)||3 = P, with 7, being
computed through one-dimensional search techniques such as
the bisection method.

Algorithm 1 The ring-topology-based fully-distributed
distortion-aware beamforming design algorithm.

Input: {H,}Z , for the corresponding BSs, T', B.
Output: {w;} ;.

1: Initialize {wy, Ry}{_; for local BSs.

2: Initialize Q and p for information relaying.

3: Sett=1.

4: while ¢ < T and no convergence of the objective function do
At the b-th BS, b:=(¢t mod B) + 1:
Receive Q. p® from the previous BS.
Calculate Ql(f), f)l(f) by @3, 6D.

Obtain beamforming w,()tﬂ) by solving (@3).
Update [F{""V|? by @9).

10:  Update R{""™ by solving (I).

11:  Update uth) by (G3).

12: Update C(Hl) by

13:  Update Q(t“) (1) by @9) and (30).
14 Relay QY p ({38 to the (b+ 1)-th BS.
15: =t+1.

16: end while

17: Return {wj}Z ;.

° X W

2) Optimize Ryp: Given the beamforming vector wy, the
sub-problem of solving R, can be formulated as

min - —d + p| Ry — wowy | 7 (48)
Recall that gb in (33) is a quadratic function of G, which is a
linear function of R, shown in (37), while the matrix Cq is a
complex cubic function of Ry, as in (38). In order to tackle this
intricate term, we propose to decouple the Hadamard product
terms in (38) and alternately update them. In particular, with

the obtained current solution of Rl(f), we first update the term

t+1
B2 BT RY 6 (I © 1yyww,))Ea 2,

and then reformulate the matrix Cq; as

Cap =263[(E] (Ry © (Ix ® 1y,xn,))E1) © |F(tJrl 1°185,

(50)
which is also a linear function regarding R;. Now, the
optimization problem for R; can be formulated as a convex
problem as

(49)

min w G E; ,Gyw,+R{(2e — hi'E,G,)w,
nin wi' Gy Es, {(2¢f'G b2)}(51)

+ hy EdeybE4hb + pHRb — WbeH%

The problem can be efficiently solved either directly using the
CVX solver or by computing the derivative with respective to
R, to derive a closed-form solution as

vec(Rp) = —((Crpp + pInzgz)”

where the detailed expressions for Cr;, and cr are shown
in ([Z8) with the proof provided in Appendix A.

Yerp)®, (52)

After calculating the variables w,, R, and utilizing the
known information Qb,pb, the auxiliary variables ub =
(o1, 16,2, - pn i)’ and & = [Go1,Co2s-- -, Goic) T are
updated as (33) and (34) shown at the bottom of the next
page.



C. Summary, Complexity Analysis, and Backhaul Signaling
Overhead Analysis

1) Summary: Based on the above development, the pro-
posed ring-topology-based distributed beamforming algorithm
to solve the problem (§) is straightforward and summarized
in Algorithm 1. First, the local variables {Wb7Rb}bB:1 and
global auxiliary variables QQ,p are appropriately initialized.
Then, after receiving the global variables Q and p from
the previous BS and calculating the local auxiliary variables
Qu, P, the current BS will update the beamforming vector
w; and the auxiliary variables Ry, wpy, ¢p. Eventually, the
current BS updates its relevant information in the global
variables and relays them to the next BS. In essence, all
the BSs take turns iterating once until convergence, forming
a ring topology. Regarding convergence, since solving each
sub-problem optimally results in a non-increasing objective
function and a lower bound on the objective function value
exists, it can be concluded that the algorithm will converge
to a local optimum. A detailed convergence analysis can be
found at https://rangliu0706.github.io/.

2) Complexity Analysis: In addition, we briefly analyze the
computational complexity of the proposed ring-topology-based
distributed beamforming algorithm. Specifically, the computa-
tional complexity predominantly lies in calculating beamform-
ing vector wy, by ([@3) and auxiliary matrix R, by (31). At each
BS, concerning the convex problem (43) with an Ny K x 1-
dimensional variable w; to be optimized and an Ny /K X 1-
dimensional second-order cone (SOC) constraint, the computa-
tional complexity is of order O{2v2N2 K3 + /2N, K}. Sim-
ilarly, the computational complexity of optimizing problem
(31D with an Ny K x N, K -dimensional variable Ry is of order
O{N2K*}. Therefore, the total computational complexity
of Algorithm 1 is of order O{Nije; (NAK* 4+ 2¢/2N3 K3 +
V2N K)}, where Nji., is the number of iterations.

3) Backhaul Signaling Overhead Analysis: This ring-
topology-based fully-distributed algorithm significantly re-
duces backhaul signaling overhead, as it avoids the need to
exchange all high-dimensional CSI among BSs. Instead, the
algorithm transfers only low-dimensional global variables Q
and p, which encapsulate the information related to the useful
signal, interference, and distortion. Quantitatively speaking,
the total required backhaul signaling overhead of the proposed
scheme is Niper (K 2+ K ) double-precision numbers.

IV. STAR-TOPOLOGY-BASED PARTIALLY-DISTRIBUTED
BEAMFORMING DESIGN ALGORITHM

In this section, we focus on a partially-distributed scheme
based on the star topology, as illustrated in Fig. [2| (b). Un-
like the ring topology where the beamforming design does

not involve a central processor, this scheme leverages the
computational capability of the central processor to enhance
performance, albeit at the cost of increased backhaul signaling
overhead and higher computational complexity. Specifically,
after BSs download global auxiliary variables from the central
processor, they design their beamforming matrices in parallel
and then upload their local computation results back to the
central processor for further information aggregation. This
process is iteratively repeated in coordination between the
BSs and the central processor until convergence is achieved.
In the following subsections, we first introduce global and
local auxiliary variables to facilitate the download and upload
of information. Then, a consensus-ADMM-based algorithm is
employed to establish consensus between the local BSs and the
central processor, while utilizing the same penalty-MM-based
algorithm described in Section III-B to alleviate the nonlinear
distortion effect.

A. Information Sharing and Consensus

In the star-topology-based system, the information sharing
is performed between the local BSs and the central processor.
Similar to the discussion in Section III-A, in order to realize
efficient information sharing, we still define low-dimensional
local auxiliary variables Qr,; € CEXK and PLb € CK, b=

1,..., B. These auxiliary variables are individually computed
at each local BS as follows
Qrp H; Gy W, V0, (55)

pLy = vec(diag{HCq,Hy}), Vb. (56)

Similarly, Qr,, € CK*¥ captures the information of both
useful signal and interference, while py, 5 € CK contains the
distortion information. Subsequently, the BSs upload the local
information to the central processor for aggregation and to
update auxiliary variables g and (. The central processor,
in turn, is responsible for distributing the aggregated infor-
mation to the BSs for distributed beamforming designs. To
facilitate efficient information aggregation and distribution, we
introduce a set of global auxiliary variables Q¢ € CE*K,
b =1,...,B, associated with each local BS. The purpose
of aggregating the local variables {Qr,;}£_; and distributing
the global variables {Qc }#_, is to facilitate the exchange of
interference information among the BSs, which are coupled
in the beamforming design. In contrast, as the distortion com-
ponents are independent across BSs, only the local variables
{pLp}2., need to be uploaded to the central processor for
updating g and ¢, without the need to define corresponding
global variables for their exchange across BSs.

Although ~{Q(37b}{?:1 are computed at the central processor
and {QL,b}bB:1 are calculated at local BSs, both contain the

1Qu(k, k) + hi’, Gywy i |?

:uz,k = K =~ . H 2 PN H 97 Vka (53)
Zj;&k |Qu(k, 7) + hb7kaWb,j| + po(k) + hb7de7bhb,k + oy
T+ 1 (Qu(k, k) + hH Gywy,
Gy — V1 ek (Qo(k, k) + hy'y Gywy ) i 54)

S 1Qu(E, j) + D Gyws ;|2 + Pu(k) + hi Caphy i + 07



same underlying information. Thus, it is essential to align
the local and central results to achieve consensus, which is
the key to obtaining a globally optimal solution. To enforce
this, we impose consistency constraints at both the center and
local, i.e.,Qr, = Qc,, which can be addressed through a
consensus-based ADMM framework.

B. Global Information Aggregation and Local Beamforming
Design

1) Global Information Aggregation: After the central pro-
cessor receives {Qr, ,}£_; from all local BSs, the information
aggregation problem, which involves computing the global
auxiliary variables {Qc}2_,, can be formulated as

min  — (57a)
{Qec}l
st. Qcp = Qryp, Vb, (57b)
where the objective function &, is expressed as
(2\/1 TuR(GEY Qoplkk))
(58)

— Gk /? ZFI | szl Qc,b(/faj)’2)7

and (37B) is the global-local consensus constraint. We first
reformulate the equality constraints in (37B)) in vector form as

(59)

where qcp, = vec(Qcp). 9y = vec(Qrp). Then, the
information aggregation problem can be solved by optimizing
the problem with its augmented Lagrangian (AL) function

qc,, = qrp, Vb,

min  — 0.+ = ZHQCb—QLb"‘—”za (60)

{Qop}i, b 1
where A, € CK*X s the dual variable. The problem in (6Q)
is convex and can be efficiently solved using CVX.

The obtained Q¢ contains information of both useful
signal for the b-th BS and the inter-BS interference to the
other BSs. To facilitate the sharing of inter-BS interference
information and enable the b-th BS to efficiently assess the
interference, we also compute the aggregated interference
information from all other BSs, excluding its own, as

B
Qcp = Zl# Qe

Furthermore, using the computed global variables
{Qcup}f., and the received local variables {pr}2 ;.
the central processor updates ¢ and ¢ as follows

|1 Qen(k, k)2

(61)

= : Yk, (62)
R Sl Qek )P+ pLa(k)+o?
B
e VI (=1 Qe (K, F)) V. (63)

S I Qeslk, )2+ pLas(k)+o7

After completing the above computation, the central processor
distribute the resulting Qc ., Qc,p, 1, and ¢ to the b-th local
BS for further distributed beamforming design.

2) Local Beamforming Design: Following a similar trans-
formation as (27), the objective function § in (I6) can be
simplified and reformulated as

= Z (2\/ 1+ ,uk%{@}kh R GoWo K} — |Ck|2hfkcd,bhb,k
k=1
— 1[Gkl Zj:

2%{QC b(k j) h GbWbJ}

+ hgk GbWb,jWZIZj Gglhb,k)) .
(64)
By adopting the approach in (0) to manage high-order terms
and introducing the consensus constraint, the local optimiza-
tion problem can be reformulated as

min — gb + pHRb — Wle?H%‘ (65a)
wy, Ry
[wpll3 < P, (65b)
H G, W, = Qe (65¢)

Analogously, the local BSs design their own beamforming
vector wy, in parallel by solving problem (63). Particularly,
after transforming the consensus constraint (63d) into vector
form, the local optimization problem (63) can be reformulated
with its AL function as

min  — &, + p||Ry — wywil||%
WbRb

A
+ Gllacy - vee(HI'GyWy) + Z2E (660

[wsl3 < P, (66b)

where o > 0 is a penalty parameter. With the fixed global
variable Q¢ ; and dual variable X, it can be observed that the
term ||qc,, — vec(H Gy W,,) + %H% is convex with respect
to w;, and Ry, making it straightforward to handle. Thus, the
optimization problem in (66) can be solved using the same
method described in Section III-B.

Besides, at the b-th BS, after receiving global variable Q¢
and computing local variables wy,, Ry, the dual variable Ay is
updated by

0

Ap = A+ 2(

Subsequently, with w;, Ry, and A, determined, the local BS

computes Qr, and prp using (33) and (36), respectively.

These results are then uploaded to the central processor for
the information aggregation in the next iteration.

acy — (Ix @ Hy)"Gywy). (67)

C. Summary, Complexity Analysis, and Backhaul Signaling
Overhead Analysis

1) Summary: In light of the aforementioned derivations,
the proposed star-topology-based partially-distributed beam-
forming design algorithm to address the problem (8) is suc-
cinctly outlined in Algorithm 2. First, the initial values of
the local variables {w;, Ry, )\b}{il and for each BS and the
global auxiliary variables {QC,b}szl for the central proces-
sor are properly selected. During each iteration, the central
processor collects {QuL., PLb, Ao }E., from the local BSs,
updates {Qcp, Qcp}2 |, i, ¢, and then distributes them to
corresponding BSs. With the received information, the local



Algorithm 2 The star-topology-based partially-distributed
distortion-aware beamforming design algorithm.

Input: {H;}2 o for the corresponding BSs, T', B.

Output: {Wb}b 1
1: Initialize {wy, Rb7 Ay }£_, for local BSs.

Initialize {Qc,,}£_; for central processor.

Sett =1.

while ¢ < 7" and no convergence of the objective function do
Global: Information A gregation

Collect {Qit)b, S)b,)\(t 1 from local BSs.

Update {Q(Hl)}b:l by solving (60).

Update {ngbl)}b:l using (GID.

Update (1 and ¢+ by (62) and (€3), respectively.

10:  Distribute QU 5", QUTY, D ¢+ 1o the b-th BS, Vb.

D AL

11:  Local: Parallel Beamforming Design

122 forb=1,2,...,B do

13: Obtain W(t+1) R(Hl) F(Hl) by solving (G8).
14: Update A, ) by (Iﬁl)

15: Calculate Q(Hl), pggl) using (33) and (56).
16: Send Q(Hl)7 I(ﬁ:l), A(Hl) to the center.

17:  end for

18: =t4 1.

19: end while
20: Return {wi}& ;.

BSs compute their own beamforing wy, and local variables in
parallel and then send the updated information back to the
center for further fusion. The central processor and local BSs
alternately perform computation and information exchange
until the convergence is achieved. A comprehensive analysis of
the convergence can be found at https://rangliu0706.github.io/.

2) Complexity Analysis: In each iteration, the primary com-
putational complexity at the central node arises from calculat-
ing the K x K-dimensional variables {Qr, ; }£_, in (0), which
has a computational complexity of O{K°}. At the local BSs,
the computational complexity mainly stems from calculating
the NNiK-dimensional w; with an N;K-dimensional SOC
constraint, and Ny K x N K-dimensional Ry, in (66), which is
of order O{2v2N3K? + 2N, K} and O{N!K*}, respec-
tively. Consequently, the overall computational complexity of
Algorithm 2 is of order O{ Nizer(B(2V2NZ K3 + V2N, K +
NEK?) + K9)}.

3) Backhaul Signaling Overhead Analysis: In compari-
son to the ring-topology-based algorithm, the proposed star-
topology-based scheme incurs a higher cost in terms of
backhaul resources and computational complexity, but offers
improved performance. Concerning the backhaul signaling
overhead, each iteration involves two phases of information
transfer, i.e., download and upload. In the download phase, the
central processor will distribute the variables {Qc s, Qc,b}le
and p, ¢ to each local BS, resulting in B(2K2+2K) overhead.
During the upload phase, every BS needs to send the results
Qur,5, Pr,» and dual variables A, to the center, leading to
B(2K? + K) double-precision numbers overhead. Overall,
the total backhaul signaling overhead is Niie; B(4K? + 3K)
double-precision numbers.
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Fig. 3. Diagram of the distribution of BSs and UEs locations.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation results to demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed distributed distortion-aware
beamforming design algorithms in alleviating the performance
degradation caused by nonlinear PAs. Unless otherwise speci-
fied, as illustrated in Fig.[3] the cell-free system has B = 4 BSs
located at the coordinates (—200m,200m), (200m,200m),
(200m, —200m), (—200m, —200m). Each BS is equipped
with Ny = 16 antennas, and the center carrier frequency is
set to f. = 28 GHz. K = 6 UEs randomly distributed within
a circular area with a radius of 200m. The mmWave channel
is modeled as a classic sparse multipath model. Specifically,
the channel between the b-th BS and the k-th UE is given by

M ,
21'rc

hy = E apkm |1, € sinfokm

m=1

27 fe (Ny—1)d
—j2rfeNe=1)d

(68)
:simObkm]T7 Vb,k,
where oy, = 10~ (”}:’;m) ®m is the path loss with 7y,
representing the propagation distance, k,, being the attenua-
tion factor for the m-th path, Cy = 30 dB, Dy = 1m, and
d = A\./2 is the antenna spacing with \. known as the center
carrier wavelength. We consider M = 3 paths, including
one line-of-sight (LoS) channel with the attenuation factor
k1 = 2.5, and two non-line-of-sight (NLoS) channels with %9
and k3 randomly chosen from the range [3, 3.5]. Besides, for
the NLoS channels, the azimuth angle is uniformly distributed
within Opk,, € [—7/2,7/2] and the distance is uniformly
distributed within 745, € [200m,400m]. The parameters
of the nonlinear PA model in () are set as 5; = 1 and
Bz = —0.212e772:816 a5 specified in the literature [10]-[14].
The noise power of UEs is set as —70dBm.

In the subsequent simulation results, we will evaluate the
convergence, sum-rate, computational complexity, and over-
head of the proposed distributed distortion-aware beamforming
(DAB) designs, referred to as “Ring, DAB, Prop.” and “Star,
DAB, Prop.” for the ring and star topologies, respectively. For
comparison purposes, we also include the performance of the
centralized distortion-aware beamforming design, denoted as
“Central, DAB”. To better highlight the performance gains
of the distortion-aware beamforming design algorithms, we
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compare them against several baseline schemes. Specifically,
the beamforming designs using ideal PAs are included as
the performance upper-bounds, which are denoted as “Ring,
Ideal”, “Star, Ideal”, and “Central, Ideal”, respectively.
Additionally, the beamforming designs using practical PAs,
without accounting for nonlinear amplification, are consid-
ered as performance lower bounds. These distortion-unaware
beamforming (DUB) designs are are labeled as “Ring, DUB”,
“Star, DUB”, and “Central, DUB”, respectively.

The convergence performance of the proposed algorithms
is illustrated in Fig. @ It is evident that all the proposed
distortion-aware beamforming design algorithms exhibit fast
convergence within a maximum of 15 iterations. And as the
system scale grows with more BSs, the convergence speed
of the algorithms gradually slows down due to the increased
need for information exchange between the BSs. Similarly,
the increase in the number of UEs enlarges the problem
size, which results in slower convergence speed. Further
comparisons reveal that the centralized algorithm converges
more slowly than the distributed algorithms, primarily due
to the greater computational difficulty associated with the
high-dimensional joint beamforming design across all BSs,
which hinders the convergence rate. Among the distributed
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Fig. 6. The sum-rate versus the number of BSs B.
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Fig. 7. The sum-rate versus the number of antennas Ny.

approaches, the star-topology-based algorithm converges faster
than the ring-topology-based algorithm, thanks to its advantage
of information fusion at the central processor after local
computations.

Fig. 3] illustrates the average sum-rate performance versus
transmit power. The proposed distortion-aware beamforming
designs achieve superior performance compared to algorithms
that do not account for nonlinear distortion. As anticipated,
centralized algorithms have the best performance, followed by
distributed algorithms. In addition, benefiting from the data fu-
sion ability, the star-topology-based algorithms outperform the
ring-topology-based algorithms. Interestingly, the sum-rates
of distortion-unaware beamforming designs do not exhibit a
monotonic increase with transmit power. This behavior can
be explained by analyzing the SINDR expression in (7). As
the transmit power increases, both the useful signal power
and interference power increase in a proportional manner,
while the distortion power increases at a faster rate as it
exhibits greater sensitivity to the transmit power. In the high-
transmit-power regime, the nonlinear distortion becomes the
dominant factor, overshadowing both the useful signal and
interference. Consequently, further increases in transmit power
lead to performance degradation as the nonlinear distortion is
not effectively managed by distortion-unaware beamforming
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designs. This further highlights the importance of using our
proposed distortion-aware beamforming algorithms to mitigate
the adverse impact of nonlinear distortion on the system
performance. Specifically, for B, = 38dBm, the proposed
distributed distortion-aware beamforming design algorithms
are able to achieve approximately 90% of the performance
compared to the centralized approaches and 115% of the
performance compared to the distortion-unaware designs. It
is also observed that the sum-rate of distortion-aware beam-
forming designs tends to saturate as the transmit power in-
creases. Therefore, selecting an appropriate transmit power is
crucial for achieving optimal energy efficiency while ensuring
satisfactory system performance.

Next, the influence of the number of BSs on the average
sum-rate is shown in Fig. [l with B = 38 dBm. Obviously,
an increase in the number of BSs provides more total power
and spatial diversity, thereby resulting in higher sum-rates.
However, as more BSs also introduce considerable distortion,
the proposed distortion-aware beamforming has the potential
to deliver a more significant performance enhancement. Simi-
larly, Fig. [[] illustrates the impact of increasing the number of
antennas on the sum-rate performance. As expected, a larger
number of antennas with higher beamforming gain will deliver
enhanced system capacity. Meanwhile, in larger antenna array
scenarios with intensified distortion, our proposed distortion-
aware beamforming shows greater promise in mitigating this
effect and improving performance.

The comparisons of the proposed distortion-aware beam-
forming with respect to computational complexity and back-
haul signaling overhead are illustrated in Fig. [§] and Fig. O
respectively. We observe that the ring-topology-based design
achieves a substantial reduction in computational complex-
ity (about 80%) and overhead (about 60%), with only a
20% performance loss compared to the centralized approach.
In contrast, the star-topology-based design incurs relatively
higher computational complexity and its overhead exceeds that
of the centralized approach with Ny = 16. However, it is worth
noting that the overhead of the distributed designs is inde-
pendent of the number of antennas. Thus, the star-topology-
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Fig. 10. Illustration of the radiation patterns based on the ring
topology. Green: Ideal; Blue: DAB; Red: DUB.

based design remains promising, especially in the context of
the growing trend toward extremely large-scale antenna arrays
(ELAA) in future sixth-generation (6G) systems.

Finally, we present the beam patterns aiming to intuitively
reveal the impact of nonlinear distortion and demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed distortion-aware beamforming
algorithms. To ensure clarity, we illustrate only the beam
patterns of BS-1 and BS-3, using the same simulation setup
as in Fig. [3l The system assumes K = 4 UEs and N; = 64
antennas. The proposed ring-topology-based distributed beam-
forming design is adopted as a distortion-aware beamforming
solution owing to a more favorable trade-off among the
performance, complexity, and overhead. Specifically, the beam
patterns are generated by ideal beamforming (green), DUB
design (red), and proposed DAB design (blue), and illustrated
in Fig. (a) and (b) for BS-1 and BS-3, respectively. For
DUB patterns which do not account for the effect of nonlinear
PAs, we can clearly observe lower mainlobes and much larger



sidelobes, indicating severe beam dispersion and distortion. In
contrast, the proposed DAB design effectively enhances the
mainlobes and suppresses the sidelobes, resulting in a pattern
that closely resembles the ideal beamforming performance.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigated the distortion-aware beam-
forming designs for CF-mMIMO systems, where the spa-
tial distortion and beam dispersion caused by nonlinear PAs
were considered. Based on the typical third-order memoryless
polynomial distortion model, we proposed distortion-aware
beamforming design to maximize the achievable sum-rate of
the CF-mMIMO system under the transmit power constraint
of each BS. This complicated distortion-aware beamforming
design problem was solved in a distributed manner based on
the ring and star topologies, respectively. Extensive simulation
results demonstrated the substantial performance improvement
achieved by utilizing the proposed distributed distortion-aware
beamforming designs to mitigate nonlinear PA distortion. As
imperfect channel estimation also poses significant challenges
in real-world wireless communication scenarios, our future
research will focus on developing a robust beamforming
strategy to mitigate the combined effects of distortion and
imperfect CSL

APPENDIX A

The minimum of the convex objective function is attained
when its derivative with respect to Ry, equals zero. To facilitate
the analysis, the objective function is divided into following
four components

—H_, = = —H
1(Rb) = WgIGb EgybiWb = TI‘(GbWbWZ?Gb Egyb),
fg (Rb) = %{(QGbHéb - h?Egab)Wb},
f3(Ry) = hi’EJ'Cq 3 Eqhy,
f1(Ry) = p[| Ry — wywy ||
Then, the derivative of each component with respect to Ry
is computed individually by using a divide-and-conquer ap-
proach.

~

(69)

By taking the partial derivative f1(R;) with respect to Ry,
we obtain

dfi(Ry)  9fi(Ry) 9G,  9f1(Ry) IG,

ek Gy,
= VeC(Eg:bi (WbWZ{—I)T)T 6—m,

where the derivative of the inner function, i.e., g—gz is calcu-
lated as

0Gy _ o Gy

dR,  TOR,’ 71
oG .

% = 283(E{ ® E])diag{vec(Iy,x)},

ORy

in which the constant matrix Br can be determined by
aé [1,0,. ..,O]T c RNt+1,b L [1’07” .,O]T c RN':K+1,

Ay 21y, @al € RVX(NGHN,
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B, 2 1 ® B; € RVE FNE) XN

N c RN?K2 ><(Nt2K2+NtK)7

B3 = [IN3K250N3K2><NtK]
Br = B3B; € RN3K2XNE-

(72)
Additionally, to facilitate deriving the closed-form solution
for varia@e R, afterward, we can reformulate the term
vec(ES, G, (wywi’)") in ([Z0) into an explicit expression for
R, as shown in ([3) at the bottom of this page.

By applying the similar method, the partial derivatives of
f2(Ryp) and f3(Ry) with respect to Ry, can be derived as

0f2(Ry) 1 H H T 9Gy

~OR, _vec(g(wb@eb —h{'E;))") IR, o
df3(Rs) 79Cqp

“om, = el ) G

where the derivative of the inner function concerning Ry, i.e.,

vec(E3, Gy (wywi )T)

= ((wewi') ® E3 ;) vec(Ix @ (BiIn, +265E] (R} © Ly, x)E1))

(73)

= ((wywy') ® E3,)vec(Ix ® (B1In,))+((wowy' ) @ E3,)vec((E1 (265 Ef (Rf © In,x)E1)E]) @ In, k)

= (wowi') @ Ef ) )vec(Ix @ (B1In,))+265 (wows') @ Ef ) )diag{vec(In, ) }((E1E]) ® (E1E] ))diag{vec(In, r) }vec(R;).
Cr. = 283 (26:Br(E] ® E{ )diag{vec(In,x)})" (wsw;' ) ® E3,)diag{vec(In,x)}(E1E]) ® (E1ET))diag{vec(In,x)},
crb = (283Br(ET] ® EY )diag{vec(In,x)})" (wywi') @ E3,)vec(Ix @ (BiLy,))

+ (28:Br(EF ® ElT)diag{vec(INtK)})Tvec(%(wb(2ef ChE,)T)

(78)

+ (2/Bs]*Brdiag{vec([Fy” [*)}ET @ ET)diag{vec(dIx ® Ly, xn,)}) vec((Eshsh{TEF)T) — pvec((wywil)T).
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And the partial derivative of f4(R;) with respect to Ry is
calculated as

O0fs(Rp)

ORy

Finally, we can set the first-order derivative of the original
objective function in (31 with respect to R, to zero to obtain
the closed-form solution, which yields

= pvec(R;} — (wywi )17, (76)

Crpvec(Ry) +crp + pvec(R;) = 0, (77)

where the coefficient matrix Cr ; and vector cr  are formu-
lated in (Z8)) at the bottom of previous page. Consequently, the
closed-form solution for R, in solving convex problem (31))
can be expressed as:

VeC(Rb) = —((CR,b + pINtsz)flcRyb)*. (79)
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