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Abstract

The amalgamation of cell-free networks and reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) has become

a prospective technique for future sixth-generation wireless communication systems. In this paper, we

focus on the precoding and beamforming design for a downlink RIS-aided cell-free network. The design

is formulated as a non-convex optimization problem by jointly optimizing the combining vector, active

precoding, and passive RIS beamforming for minimizing the weighted sum of users’ mean square
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error. A novel joint distributed precoding and beamforming framework is proposed to decentralize the

alternating optimization method for acquiring a suboptimal solution to the design problem. Finally,

numerical results validate the effectiveness of the proposed distributed precoding and beamforming

framework, showing its low-complexity and improved scalability compared with the centralized method.

Index Terms

Reconfigurable intelligent surface, distributed precoding, passive beamforming.

I. INTRODUCTION

The skyrocketing demand for improved network capacity, higher user data rates, and seam-

less connectivity has fueled the evolution of the sixth-generation (6G) wireless communication

systems. To satisfy these unparalleled demands, the notion of cell-free massive multiple-input

multiple-output (mMIMO) has been proposed. In particular, it introduced a decentralized antenna

architecture, featuring an extensive deployment of collaborating access points (APs) to serve

multiple users simultaneously [1]. In light of these, various efforts have been devoted. For

instance, closed-form capacity lower bounds for the cell-free mMIMO downlink and uplink

were derived in [2]. Also, comprehensive analysis of cell-free mMIMO system under different

degrees of cooperation among the APs were provided in [3]. Besides, a new framework for

scalable cell-free mMIMO systems were proposed in [4].

However, realizing cell-free mMIMO networks in practice presents unique challenges due

to their exceedingly high signaling overhead and complexity in network management [5]. For-

tunately, reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS), an emerging technique, offered a promising

solution to enhance network capacity and energy efficiency [6]. As such, the incorporation

of RIS as a cost-effective and energy-efficient solution for cell-free mMIMO networks offers

tremendous potential for optimizing network capacity and improving the overall performance of

wireless communication systems [7]. To fully leverage the benefits of RISs in cell-free mMIMO

networks, the joint design of APs active precoding and RIS passive beamforming is of paramount

importance [8]–[11]. The initial concept of RIS-aided cell-free networks was introduced in [8].

Specifically, the authors in [9] studied the characteristic of imperfect channel state information

(CSI) and solved the weighted sum-rate (WSR) maximization problem in RIS-aided cell-free

network. Besides, a partially distributed beamforming design scheme was proposed for RIS-
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aided cell-free networks in [10]. Furthermore, the authors in [11] explored the max-min fairness

problem, aiming to maximize the minimum achievable rate among all the users in RIS-aided

cell-free networks.

In spite of the fruitful results in the literature, existing techniques only address the beamforming

design optimization problem at a central processing unit (CPU) in a centralized manner. As the

size of network scales up, conventional centralized algorithms are unable to cope with the need

for timely and scalable signal processing. Furthermore, due to the decentralized characteristics

of APs and users, acquiring the fully-known CSI becomes almost impossible for a CPU. On the

other hand, the conventional distributed algorithms are only applicable to multi-cell or broadcast

wireless communication systems [12], [13], while the precoding design of RIS-assisted cell-free

systems involves the joint optimization of active precoding vectors and phase shift matrix of

RISs. This research gap calls for further exploration.

To fully unleash the potential gains brought by the cell-free mMIMO distributed architecture,

we propose a joint distributed precoding and beamforming framework for the RIS-aided cell-free

network to reduce the computational complexity and improve the scalability of the network. The

main contributions of this paper are summarized below:

• We study the precoding and beamforming design for a downlink RIS-aided cell-free network.

The design is formulated as a weighted sum of users’ MSE minimization problem that jointly

optimizes the combining vector, active precoding, and passive RIS beamforming design.

• We propose a distributed precoding and beamforming framework by decentralizing the alter-

nating optimization problem to each AP with a significantly lower computational complexity

when compared to centralized algorithms.

• Numerical results verify that the performance of proposed distributed precoding and beam-

forming framework closely approaches that of the centralized method. Important insights

related to the impacts of key system parameters (i.e., the transmit power of APs and the

number of RIS elements) are also revealed.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Herein, we investigate an RIS-aided cell-free network as Fig. 1, comprising L APs, R RISs,

and K multi-antenna users [1]. The number of antennas at the l-th AP, l ∈ L = {1, 2, · · · , L},

and that at the k-th user, k ∈ K = {1, 2, · · · , K} are Nt and Nr, respectively. The number of

elements at the r-th RIS, r ∈ R = {1, 2, · · · , R} is M .
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Fig. 1. System block diagram of a general RIS-aided cell-free network.

A. Downlink Transmission

The equivalent channel of the l-th AP to the user k can be written as [8]

HH

(l,k) = HH

d,(l,k) +
∑

r∈R

HH

r,(r,k)ΘrG(l,r), (1)

where Hd,(l,k) ∈ CNt×Nr , Hr,(r,k) ∈ CM×Nr , and G(l,r) ∈ CM×Nt represent the direct downlink

channel from AP l-to-user k, from RIS r-to-user k, and from AP l-to-RIS r, respectively;

Θr = diag {φr,1, · · · , φr,M} represents the phase shift matrix at RIS r, where φr,m denotes the

phase shift of m-th element of the r-th RIS, and |φr,m| ≤ 1, ∀r ∈ R, ∀m ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,M} for an

ideal RIS case [8]. Assuming that the local CSI1 of the l-th AP, i.e. H(l,k), ∀k ∈ K, is perfectly

known at the l-th AP [8].

To simplify the equivalent channel HH

(l,k), we define hk = [HT

r,(1,k), . . . ,H
T

r,(R,k)]
T ∈ CMR×1,

Θ = diag {Θ1, . . . ,ΘR} ∈ C
MR×MR, and Gl = [GT

(l,1), . . . ,G
T

(l,R)]
T ∈ C

MR×Nt . Therefore, the

equivalent channel HH

(l,k) in (1) can be expressed as

HH

(l,k) = HH

d,(l,k) + hH

kΘGl. (2)

1We will consider the impact of imperfect CSI in our future works.
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Let sk ∈ C denote the transmitted symbols to user k, where E{|sk|
2} = 1, ∀k ∈ K. In the

downlink, the transmission symbol sk is initially precoded by f(l,k) ∈ CNt×1 at the l-th AP and

the precoded symbol xl ∈ CNt×1 at the l-th AP can be expressed as

xl =
∑

k∈K

f(l,k)sk, (3)

where
∑

k∈K

∥
∥f(l,k)

∥
∥2 ≤ Pl,max, ∀l ∈ L, (4)

where Pl,max represents the maximum transmit power of AP l. The received signal from user k

can be expressed as

yk =
∑

i∈K

∑

l∈L

HH

(l,k)f(l,i)si + zk

(a)
=
∑

i∈K

HH

k fisi + zk

= HH

k fksk
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired signal

+
∑

i∈K\k

HH

k fisi

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Inter-user interference

+ zk
︸︷︷︸

Noise

,

(5)

where (a) holds by defining Hk = [HT

(1,k), . . . ,H
T

(L,k)]
T ∈ CLNt×Nr and fk = [fT(1,k), . . . , f

T

(L,k)]
T ∈

CLNt×1, and zk ∈ CNr×1 denotes the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) at user k with

elements distributed as CN (0, σ2
kINr

).

After receiving yk as in (5), user k adopts a combining vector uk ∈ CNr×1 to combine yk.

The signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) is represented by

SINRk =

∣
∣uH

kH
H

k fk
∣
∣
2

∑

i∈K\k

∣
∣uH

kH
H

k fi
∣
∣
2
+
∥
∥uH

k

∥
∥
2
σ2
k

, ∀k ∈ K. (6)

Due to the non-convex expression of SINR above, the joint design of precoding vectors f(l,k), the

combining vectors uk and the phase shift matrixes of RIS Θr is generally intractable. Fortunately,

inspired by transceiver design algorithm and well-know relation between the k-th user’s mean

square error (MSE) MSEk and the rate Rk, expressed as, Rk = log
(
MSE

−1
k

)
in [14], we can

address the problem of maximizing WSR by minimizing the weighted sum of users’ MSE, as

described below.
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B. Problem Fomulation

The mean square error (MSE) at user k is expressed as

MSEk = E

{∣
∣uH

kyk − sk
∣
∣
2
}

= E
{
uH

k yky
H

k uk

}
− E

{
2Re

{
uH

kyks
H

k

}}
+ 1

=
∑

i∈K

∣
∣uH

kH
H

k fi
∣
∣
2
− 2Re

{
uH

kH
H

k fk
}
+ ‖uk‖

2
σ2
k + 1.

(7)

Therefore, the minimization of the weighted sum of users’ MSE problem can be originally

formulated as

(P1) min
uk,F,Θ

∑

k∈K

ωkMSEk (8a)

s.t.
∑

k∈K

∥
∥f(l,k)

∥
∥2 ≤ Pl,max, ∀l ∈ L, (8b)

|φr,m| ≤ 1, ∀r ∈ R, ∀m ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,M} . (8c)

where F , [f1, . . . , fK ] ∈ CLNt×K denotes the precoding matrix of APs and Θ = diag {Θ1, . . . ,ΘR}

represents RIS-based beamforming achieved by determining the phase shifts of all the elements

of RISs.

Note that the weighted sum of users’ MSE above is convex with respect to the transmit

and the receive schemes separately, but not jointly convex that hinders the joint optimization

of {uk}∀k∈K ,F,Θ for obtaining the globally optimal solution. Hence, as a compromise, we

aim to acquire a local optimum of the sum weighted MSE minimization problem by exploiting

alternating optimization.

III. PROPOSED JOINT DISTRIBUTED FRAMEWORK

A. Combining: Fix (F,Θ) and Solve uk

For a given (F,Θ) and omitted the unrelated terms, the equivalent MSE minimum problem

(P1) in (8) can be reformulated as

min
uk

MSEk = uH

k

(
Wk + σ2

kINr

)
uk − 2Re

{
uH

k ak

}
, ∀k ∈ K, (9)

where ak , HH

k fk and Wk is defined as

Wk ,
∑

i∈K

(
HH

k fi
) (

HH

k fi
)H

. (10)
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The combining vector uk that minimizes (9) corresponds to the well-known MMSE (minimum

MSE) receiver and can be expressed as

uk =
(
Wk + σ2

kINr

)−1
ak. (11)

Note that user k can compute uk locally as shown in (11), if the knowledge of Wk and the

effective channel ak is available.

B. Active Precoding: Fix (uk,Θ) and Solve f(l,k)

For a fixed pair of (uk,Θ) and omitted the irrelevant terms, the equivalent MSE minimum

problem (P1) in (8) can be reformulated as

(P2) min
{f(l,k)}∀k∈K

g1 (F) (12a)

s.t.
∑

k∈K

∥
∥f(l,k)

∥
∥2 ≤ Pl,max, ∀l ∈ L, (12b)

where

g1 (F) =
∑

k∈K

∑

i∈K

ωk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

l∈L

uH

kH
H

(l,k)f(l,i)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

2

− 2Re

{
∑

k∈K

∑

l∈L

ωku
H

kH
H

(l,k)f(l,k)

}

.

(13)

After simplifying the presentation, g1 (F) as in (13) can be expressed as

g1 (F) = tr
(
FHΛF

)
− 2Re

{
tr
(
ΩBHF

)}
. (14)

where Ω , diag {ω1, . . . , ωK} ∈ RK×K , b(l,k) , H(l,k)uk ∈ CNt×1, bk , [bT

(1,k), . . . ,b
T

(L,k)]
T ∈

CLNt×1, B , [b1, . . . ,bK ] ∈ CLNt×K , and Λ ,
∑

k∈K ωkbkb
H

k ∈ CLNt×LNt .

Therefore, for each AP l and for each user k, the first-order optimality condition of (12) can

be denoted as

∇f(l,k)

(

g1 (F)−
∑

ℓ∈L

λℓ

(
∑

i∈K

∥
∥f(ℓ,i)

∥
∥
2
− Pℓ,max

))

= 0, (15)

where the dual variables {λℓ ≥ 0}∀ℓ∈L are introduced as the Lagrange multipliers associated

with the per-AP power constraints and can be optimized via the bisection method. Finally, the

distributed active precoding can be expressed as

f(l,k) = ([Λ]ll + λlINt
)−1



ωkb(l,k) −
∑

ℓ∈L\l

[Λ]lℓ f(ℓ,k)



 . (16)
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Observe that the item
∑

ℓ∈L\l [Λ]lℓ f(ℓ,k) in (16) involves information regarding the precoding

vectors employed by other APs for user k. Knowledge of such inter-AP interactions at each AP

l is required for the iterative adjustment of the distributed precoding solution. Consequently, ex-

cluding
∑

ℓ∈L\l [Λ]lℓ f(ℓ,k) from (16) results in the suboptimal local MMSE (L-MMSE) precoding

vector [15].

f(l,k) = ωk ([Λ]ll + λlINt
)−1

b(l,k). (17)

Note that L-MMSE precoding in (17) has the same form as the L-MMSE precoding in con-

ventional cell-free mMIMO system, as shown in [1, (6.25)]. It only requires knowledge of the

local CSI of the l-th AP, i.e., H(l,k), ∀k ∈ K, the channel and has no additional CSI exchange

required which is locally optimal [1].

C. Passive Beamforming: Fix (uk,F) and Solve Θ

To simplify the subproblem, we introduce the combined downlink equivalent channel uH

kH
H

(l,k)

as

uH

kH
H

(l,k) = uH

kh
H

d,(l,k) + uH

kh
H

kΘgl

(b)
= cHd,(l,k) + cHkΘgl

(c)
= cHd,(l,k) +Φdiag

{
cHk
}
gl, (18)

where (b) holds by defining cd,(l,k) , hd,(l,k)uk ∈ C
Nt×1 and ck = hkuk ∈ C

MR×1, and (c)

holds by defining Φ , 1T

RMΘ ∈ C1×RM .

Based on the given (uk,F) and omitted the unrelated terms, the passive beamforming design

problem at the RISs can be expressed as

(P3) min
Φ

g2 (Φ) (19a)

s.t. |φr,m| ≤ 1, ∀r ∈ R, ∀m ∈ {1, 2, · · · ,M} (19b)

where

g2 (Φ) = ΦΣΦH + 2Re {ΦU} , (20)

Σ ,
∑

k∈K

∑

i∈K

ωk

(
∑

l∈L

d(l,k)f(l,i)

)(
∑

l∈L

d(l,k)f(l,i)

)H

, (21)
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Algorithm 1 Joint Distributed Precoding and Beamforming Framework

Input: R, K, M , L, Nt, Nr

Output: Combining vector {uk}∀k∈K, active precoding {f(l,k)}∀k∈K, and passive beamforming Θ

The APs acquire CSIs and then feed back to the CPU.

while not converge do

AP l, ∀l ∈ L, initializes/receives u
(i−1)
k , Φ(i−1), [Λ]lℓ f(ℓ,k), ∀ℓ ∈ L\l;

AP l, ∀l ∈ L, updates {f(l,k)}∀k∈K with (16);

The CPU receives {f(l,k)}∀l∈L,k∈K;

The CPU updates u
(i)
k with (11);

The CPU updates Θ(i) with solving problem (P3);

i← i+ 1;

end while

and

U ,
∑

k∈K

∑

i∈K

ωk

(
∑

l∈L

d(l,k)f(l,i)

)(
∑

l∈L

cHd,(l,k)f(l,i)

)H

−
∑

k∈K

∑

l∈L

ωkd(l,k)f(l,k),

(22)

where d(l,k) , diag
{
cHk
}
gl ∈ CMR×Nt . The subproblem in (P3) can be solved utilizing

alternating direction method of multipliers (ADMM) [16]. However, employing ADMM in (P3)

problem involves computationally intensive matrix inversion for U with a complexity order of

O (R3M3) [8]. Since the RIS element number M is usually large in practice, the complexity of

adopting ADMM is exceedingly high. To facilitate its implementation, a low-complexity method

based on the primal-dual-subgradient (PDS) can be exploited to obtain the solution [8], which

is omitted here for brevity.

D. Algorithm Implementation

The proposed joint distributed precoding and beamforming framework is summarized in

Algorithm 1. First, each AP l first obtains the channel matrices H(l,k) and forwards them to the

CPU via backhaul signaling. Then, each AP locally computes its active precoding {f(l,k)}∀k∈K

with (16) in a decentralized manner and forwards them to the CPU via dedicated out-of-band
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backhaul links, while active precoding {f(l,k)}∀k∈K for each AP is computed at the CPU for

conventional centralized precoding design [8]. In particular, the CPU computes the combining

vectors {uk}∀k∈K as in (11) and the passive beamforming Θ as in (19). Subsequently, AP l

locally obtain convergent precoding vectors {f(l,k)}∀k∈K by itself and the CPU feeds back RIS-

specific passive beamforming matrices {Θr}∀r∈R to each RIS. Lastly, each user k acquires its

combining vector {uk}∀k∈K as in (11). Then, a simple signaling overhead analysis is provide as

follows.

The signaling overhead of backhaul signaling requires conveying NrNtLK symbols. Besides,

the required signal for updating at the APs and CPU are KNr +RM +(L− 1)KNt and LKNt

symbols, respectively. Therefore, the total signaling overhead of the proposed framework after Io

iterations is NrNtLK+ Io(KNr+RM +(2L−1)KNt) symbols. In contrast, the total signaling

overhead of the conventional centralized one in [8] after Io iterations is NrNtLK + Io(KNr +

RM + 2LKNt) symbols. Compared with the conventional centralized algorithm, the proposed

framework reduces the signaling overhead by IoKNt symbols.

E. Computational Complexity

The overall computational complexities of the proposed framework are mainly comprised of

the updates of the variables {uk}∀k∈K, {f(l,k)}∀k∈K, and {Θr}∀r∈R. The computational complexity

of the distributed precoding design after Io iterations is O (IoLN
3
t ), while that the computational

complexity of solving (11) is O (KN3
t ). On the other hand, if the PDS method is adopted, the

computational complexity of solving (19) after Ip iterations is O (Ip (R
2M2 +RM)). Therefore,

the overall computational complexity of the proposed joint distributed precoding and beamform-

ing framework after Ia iterations is O (Ia (KN3
t + IoLN

3
t + Ip (R

2M2 +RM))). In contrast,

the computational complexity of centralized active precoding strategies after Io iterations is

O (IoL
3N3

t ), where the term L3N3
t follows from the (LNt × LNt)-dimensional matrix inversion.

The distributed precoding substantially reduces the computational complexity and improves

scalability, since the total number of AP antennas in the network LNt is usually huge in RIS-

assisted cell-free massive MIMO deployment.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

For simplicity, we consider a three-dimensional (3D) scenario with L = 5, K = 4, Nt = 3,

Nr = 2, M = 100, Pl,max = 0 dBm, σ2
k = −80 dBm, ∀k ∈ K, where the two RISs are
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Fig. 2. Average sum-rate versus the number of iteration.

separately mounted on the two distant building facades, which are tall enough to establish

extra reflection links. The l-th AP and the two RISs are located at (40(l− 1) m,−50 m, 3 m),

(60 m, 10 m, 6 m), and (100 m, 10 m, 6 m), respectively [8]. Moreover, we consider the same

settings of both the large-scale fading model and the small-scale fading model as those in [8].

Besides, {uk}∀k∈K is initialized by setting all of its elements to one, F is initialized with identical

power and random phases, and Θ is initialized by random values satisfying the constraint in (8)

in the proposed algorithm.

In the following figures, the “No RIS” curve represents the conventional cell-free network

without RIS implementation, while the “random phase shift” curve is defined as a scenario

where all the phase shifts of RIS elements are randomly set.

A. Convergence

To illustrate the convergence of the proposed algorithm, we depict the average sum-rate (ASR)

versus the number of iterations Io in Fig. 2. The results demonstrate that the proposed framework,

the centralized case, and the L-MMSE case can converge within 20 iterations, 5 iterations, and

15 iterations, respectively, on average. Since the conventional cell-free network without RIS and

the scheme “Random phase shift” do not need to address the RIS precoding, which can converge
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Fig. 3. Average sum-rate versus the maximum transmit power Pl,max with Io = 20.

within 5 iterations. It can be observed that the performance of the proposed scheme approaches

that of the centralized one, thanks to the designed optimization framework. However, compared

with the centralized method, the proposed algorithm requires more iterations.

B. The Impact of Key System Parameters

1) Transmit Power of the APs: The ASR versus the AP transmit power with Io = 20 is

depicted in Fig. 3. We can observe that with the increases of the AP transmit power, the ASR

improve rapidly in all the cases. In particular, the proposed distributed scheme scales with the

transmit power similarly as the centralized one and approaching the performance of the latter due

to the designed optimization framework. Besides, the performance of the “L-MMSE” is lower

that the “Distributed” one, this is because the L-MMSE precoding employs only local information

and does not exchange any information between the APs. Therefore, the WSR is lower that the

proposed case. Moreover, when the AP’s transmit power is insufficient, the reflected signals by

the RISs are weak such that RISs barely have any contribution to the performance improvement.

Indeed, the performance gain provided by RISs is significant only when the transmit power of

the APs is at a moderate level (e.g. greater than −5 dBm).
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Fig. 4. Average sum-rate versus the number of element at RIS M with Io = 20.

2) Number of RIS Elements: Adopting the same setups as above, the ASR versus the number

of RIS elements is depicted in Fig. 4. We can observe that the ASR of the proposed joint

distributed precoding and beamforming framework increases with the number of RIS elements.

More importantly, we find that the performance gap between the centralized case and the

distributed case is widen with the increasing number of RIS elements. This is because the

size of feasible solution set increases with the number of RIS elements requiring more number

of iterations for the proposed algorithm to converge. As such, for a fix number of Io, only a less

effective solution to (16) can be obtained.

3) Number of UE: Adopting the same configurations as described earlier, Figure 5 illustrates

the sum-rate versus the number of UE elements. It is noticeable that as the number of UEs

increases, the proposed distributed approach scales similarly to the centralized one. However,

the extent of improvement diminishes with the increasing number of users. This is because the

amplification of interference with the growthing number of users.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated a downlink RIS-aided cell-free network. We proposed a novel

joint distributed precoding and beamforming framework to jointly design combining vectors,
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Fig. 5. Sum-rate versus the number of UE K with Io = 20.

active precoding, and passive RIS beamforming. This framework decentralized the alternating

optimization method to obtain a suboptimal solution with the goal of minimizing the weighted

MSE. The algorithm complexity is reduced compared with the centralized algorithm. We demon-

strated that the proposed distributed approach can achieve performance close to that of the

centralized one, indicating the viability and efficiency of the proposed framework.
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