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Abstract—We consider a wireless network with multiple single-
antenna repeaters that amplify and instantaneously re-transmit
the signals they receive to improve the channel rank and system
coverage. Due to the positive feedback formed by inter-repeater
interference, stability could become a critical issue. We investigate
the problem of determining the maximum amplification gain
that the repeaters can use without breaking the system stability.
Specifically, we obtain a bound by using the Gershgorin disc
theorem, which reveals that the maximum amplification gain is
restricted by the sum of channel amplitude gains. We show by
case studies the usefulness of the so-obtained bound and provide
insights on how the repeaters should be deployed.

Index Terms—Wireless repeaters, positive feedback, stability

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless networks are expected to serve users reliably, re-
gardless of their locations. However, in practice, network cov-
erage is inevitably restricted by signal attenuation, shadowing,
and blockage, which are important effects, especially in higher
frequency bands in 5G New Radio (NR). In addition, in many
environments, the low rank of the channel limits the number
of streams that can be multiplexed. To compensate for these
effects, one can either choose to deploy more powerful macro
base stations equipped with massive-antenna technology, or
to densify the network by deploying additional small cells or
use cell-free schemes. Although effective, these schemes are
costly and may not offer a cost-effective solution.

Wireless repeaters are devices with instantaneous amplify-
and-forward operation in full-duplex. Compared with the
deployment of additional base stations, repeaters can have
extremely attractive form factors, they require no backhaul
or phase synchronization, and they can operate with very
low power consumption. These advantages make repeaters
easy and inexpensive to deploy. Repeaters have been widely
deployed in 2G, 3G, and 4G networks to establish coverage
especially in tunnels, and have been consistently shown to
provide capacity and coverage improvements in various sce-
narios [1]–[8]. In the context of 5G NR and the upcoming
6G, significant efforts have been made to standardize network-
controlled repeaters in 3GPP [9], which enable more versatile
functionality through the use of control information.

Repeaters should not be confused with relays. A relay
receives a waveform of some duration, and re-transmits it (with
or without decoding). A repeater instantaneously retransmits,
with a delay of a few 100 ns at most, making it act as an
ordinary channel scatterer, but with amplification [10]. As
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long as the repeater is reciprocal, it will be transparent to
the network in a TDD multiuser MIMO system [10], [11]. An
important design aspect of repeaters is to keep self-interference
under control. This self-interference can be a limiting factor
for the repeater gain. For single-antenna repeaters, it is the
antenna-interface circuit, and for dual-antenna repeaters also
the inter-antenna distance, that determine the isolation between
the transmit and receive paths and hence determine the maxi-
mum gain [10], [12].

To provide better coverage extension, swarms of repeaters
have been envisioned to be densely deployed, with large
amplification gains. However, due to the broadcast nature of
wireless channels and the full-duplex operation of repeaters,
inter-repeater interference forms a positive feedback loop that
could drive the repeater amplifier into saturation and cause it
to malfunction. Preventing such destructive positive feedback
is crucial for the successful deployment of repeater swarms.
Two fundamental questions need to be addressed:

• For a particular deployment of repeaters, what is the
maximum amplification gain that can be used without
causing destructive positive feedback?

• How densely should repeaters be deployed to achieve the
maximum coverage extension?

Technical contributions: We model the interaction between
repeaters, and the positive feedback phenomenon, as an input-
output stability problem from a system theory viewpoint.
Particularly, when all repeaters employ the same amplification
gain and this gain is continuously increased from zero, we
mathematically characterize the maximum amplification gain
as the transition point at which the system becomes unstable.
Given the difficulty in finding the exact value of this maximum
amplification gain for general scenarios, we provide a bound
on it by using the Gershgorin disc theorem. Through case
studies and numerical results, we show that the obtained lower
bound accurately captures the stability transition point. We
also provide insights on how densely the repeaters should
be deployed by considering both the stability and power
constraints.

Notations: We use x̂(s) as the Laplace transform of the
time-domain representation x(t). The frequency-domain rep-
resentation at the angular frequency ω is therefore x̂(jω).
Vectors are denoted by boldface lowercase letters, x, and
matrices by boldface uppercase letters, X. A diagonal matrix
with x on its diagonal is denoted by Dx. For a positive integer
N , we use [N ] to represent the set {1, · · · , N}.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a wireless network with one source and N re-
peaters, each with a single antenna. The repeaters are assumed
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Fig. 1: N interacting single-antenna wireless repeaters.

to be ideal signal amplifiers with the same amplification gain
α > 0 and without any induced delay. All wireless channels
are assumed to be linear time-invariant (LTI). The channel
impulse response (CIR) from the source to the n-th repeater is
denoted by gn(t). The CIR from the n′-th repeater to the n-th
repeater is hnn′(t). The channels are assumed to be reciprocal,
i.e., hnn′(t) = hn′n(t),∀n, n′ ∈ [N ]. Also, we assume that
self-interference is removed by the antenna-interface circuit
or by using sufficient antenna separation, i.e., hnn(t) = 0.
See Fig. 1 for an illustration.

When the source transmits a signal u(t), the output from
repeater n is (noise is ignored)

yn(t) = α

(
gn(t) ∗ u(t) +

∑
n′ ̸=n

hnn′(t) ∗ yn′(t)

)
, (1)

where “∗” represents convolution.1 Notice that the output
consists of both the signal emitted from the source and the
signals echoed among the repeaters. To facilitate the analysis,
we represent the system in the Laplace domain:

ŷn(s) = α

(
ĝn(s)û(s) +

∑
n′ ̸=n

ĥnn′(s)ŷn′(s)

)
, (2)

where û(s), ŷ(s), ĝ(s) and ĥnn′(s) are the Laplace transforms
of xn(t), yn(t), gn(t), and hnn′(t), respectively. (For brevity,
the Laplace variable s will be omitted henceforth.)

By defining the vectors x̂ ≜ [x̂1, · · · , x̂N ]T with x̂n ≜ ĝnû,
ŷ ≜ [ŷ1, · · · , ŷN ]T, and the channel transfer function matrix

Ĥ ≜

 ĥ11 · · · ĥ1N

...
. . .

...
ĥN1 · · · ĥNN

 , (3)

the input-output relationship of all repeaters is given by
ŷ = α(x̂+ Ĥŷ), or equivalently

ŷ = α(I− αĤ)−1x̂, (4)

which represents a positive-feedback multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO)2 system with the block diagram in Fig. 2.

1Note that all signals (including the signal from the source) are amplified
by the repeater and hence scaled by α in (1).

2The system theory term “MIMO” here should not be confused with MIMO
in multi-antenna wireless communications.

Fig. 2: Block diagram corresponding to (4).
III. STABILITY ANALYSIS

To improve the coverage of a wireless network, a larger am-
plification gain α is preferred. However, as the interaction of
repeaters forms a positive feedback loop, closed-loop stability
becomes a critical design aspect. In this section, we formally
characterize the system stability and provide a lower bound
on the maximum amplification gain that can be used by the
repeaters without making the system unstable.

A. Maximum Stable Amplification Gain
When all repeaters are turned off, i.e., α = 0, there is no

positive feedback, and therefore the system is stable. As we
continuously increase the amplification gains of the repeaters,
the system starts to become unstable for some α = αmax > 0.
This particular value of α is referred to as the maximum stable
amplification gain in the sense that one should not employ
an amplification gain larger than αmax to keep the system
stable. We aim to find αmax for arbitrary deployments of
repeaters so that their amplification gains can be properly
configured without affecting system stability. Furthermore,
αmax determines the best possible coverage improvement one
can expect by deploying repeaters.

When α continuously grows from zero, αmax is the transi-
tion point at which some pole(s) of the closed-loop transition
function matrix α(I − αĤ)−1 come across the jω-axis. The
maximum amplification gain can be formally defined as

αmax ≜ min
{
α > 0 : inf

ω
|det(I− αĤ(jω))| = 0

}
. (5)

In (5), we look for the minimum positive value of α such that
I − αĤ(jω) becomes singular for some frequency ω. Note
that the determinant in (5) is zero precisely when there is a
zero eigenvalue. Note also that the eigenvalues are complex
since Ĥ(jω) is symmetric but not Hermitean. Furthermore,
note that the determinant is only zero for the “critical values”
of α corresponding to zero eigenvalues. This means that if α
is increased without bound, the determinant will be nonzero.
However, what matters for the stability is the smallest value
of α that makes the determinant zero.

To find αmax using (5), one needs to repeatedly sweep over
the entire jω-axis as α continuously increases; this is generally
infeasible. In practice, one may perform a grid search over
a restricted frequency range around the operating frequency;
however, this scheme does not strictly guarantee stability. In
the following, we look for a lower bound on αmax.

B. Lower Bound By Gershgorin Disc Theorem
By Gershgorin disc theorem [13, Th. 6.1.1], the eigenvalues

of αĤ(jω) are located in the union of discs:

G(ω) ≜
⋃

n∈[N ]

{
z ∈ C : |z| ≤ α

∑
n′ ̸=n

|ĥnn′(jω)|
}
. (6)



(Recall that we assume zero self-interference, i.e., ĥnn =
0,∀n.) Therefore, a sufficient condition for the non-singularity
of I− αĤ(jω) is that 1 /∈ G(ω), i.e.,

sup
ω

max
n∈[N ]

{
α

∑
n′ ̸=n

|ĥnn′(jω)|
}

< 1. (7)

This gives the following lower bound:

αmax ≥ αG ≜ inf
ω

min
n∈[N ]

1∑
n′ ̸=n |ĥnn′(jω)|

. (8)

Notice that {|ĥnn′(jω)|} corresponds to the inter-repeater
channel amplititude gains. We have the following observation.

Remark 1: It is the sum of the channel [amplitude] gains
that matters, not the sum of the channel [power] gains. In
the worst case, the positive feedback combines constructively,
in-phase, as if the repeaters formed a coherent antenna array.

In what follows, we make case studies for some particular
deployments of repeaters. We consider isotropic antennas and
line-of-sight (LoS) channels,

ĥnn′ =
√
βnn′e−sτnn′ , (9)

where the channel power gain βnn′ and the propagation delay
τnn′ are determined by the propagation distance dnn′ . Notice
that LoS channels represent the worst case in our stability
analysis, in the sense that inter-repeater interference becomes
the strongest under LoS propagation.

IV. CASE 1: TWO REPEATERS

Consider the case of N = 2 interacting repeaters. Due to
channel reciprocity, we have ĥ12 = ĥ21 =

√
βe−sτ . The inter-

repeater channel transfer function matrix is

Ĥ: =

[
0

√
βe−sτ

√
βe−sτ 0

]
; (10)

therefore, det(I− αĤ:(jω)) = 1− α2βe−j2ωτ . (11)

The plot of det(I− αĤ:(jω)) traces out a circle of radius
α2β centered at s = 1 anticlockwise and periodically for every
change ω by of π/τ . Therefore, the two-repeater system is
stable if and only if α2β < 1, indicating αmax = 1/

√
β.

Notice that the lower bound (8) is tight for this case.
For this particular case, we can also easily analyze the

system in the time domain. First use (1) to obtain

y1(t) =αx1(t) + α
√
βy2(t− τ) (12)

y2(t) =αx2(t) + α
√

βy1(t− τ). (13)

Recursively using (12) and (13) yields

y1(t) =αx1(t) ∗ p(t) + α2
√

βx2(t) ∗ p(t− τ) (14)

y2(t) =αx2(t) ∗ p(t) + α2
√

βx1(t) ∗ p(t− τ), (15)

where p(t) is a “decaying impulse train”

p(t) ≜
∞∑
k=0

(α2β)kδ(t− 2kτ) (16)

d1
d2

Fig. 3: Repeaters equally spaced on a circle.

representing the “ping-pong” effect of the loopback interfer-
ence. The system is stable as long as α2β < 1 so that these
ping-pongs decay exponentially fast to zero.

V. CASE 2: N REPEATERS ON A CIRCLE

Consider an odd number of repeaters, i.e., N = 2K + 1
for some positive integer K, uniformly spread out on a circle
with radius R. (The analysis carries over to an even number of
repeaters with slight changes. We omit that case for brevity.)
The source is located at the center of that circle.

With a slight abuse of notation, we define

dk ≜ 2R sin(kπ/N) (17)

and denote the channel power gain and the delay at distance
dk as βk and τk, respectively. By indexing the repeaters in the
clockwise order, the channel between repeaters n and n′ is

ĥk ≜
√

βke
−sτk (18)

with k = min{|n− n′|, N − |n− n′|}. (19)

See Fig. 3 for a graphical illustration.

A. Eigenvalues of αĤ

The inter-repeater channel transfer function matrix Ĥ◦ is
(complex-valued) symmetric circulant

Ĥ◦ =



0 ĥ1 · · · ĥN ĥN · · · ĥ1

ĥ1 0
. . . . . . . . .

...
. . . . . .

ĥN

ĥN
. . .

...
. . .

ĥ1


. (20)

Therefore, the loop transfer function matrix αĤ◦ is symmetric
circulant with each column being a circulant permutation of

v ≜ [0, αĥ1, · · · , αĥN , αĥN , · · · , αĥ1]
T. (21)

We can therefore denote αĤ◦ by Circ(v).
It is well known that the eigenvalues of the circulant matrix

Circ(v) are obtained by the discrete Fourier transform (DFT)
of v, i.e., the n-th eigenvalue is

λn(αĤ◦) =

N−1∑
i=0

[v]ne
−j2πi(n−1)/N

=2α
∑

k∈[K]

ĥk cos
2πk(n− 1)

N
.

(22)



0 50 100 150
, [in dB]

10-4

10-2

100

m
in

j6
n
(,

;!
)
!

1j

L
ow

er
b
o
u
n
d
,

G

Fig. 4: Stability test for repeaters on a circle.

By substituting (18) into (22), we obtain the n-th eigenvalue
at frequency ω as

λn(α, ω) = 2α
∑

k∈[K]

(√
βk cos

2πk(n− 1)

N

)
e−jωτk (23)

The maximum amplification gain in this case becomes

αmax = min

{
α > 0 : inf

ω
min
n∈[N ]

|λn(α, ω)− 1| = 0

}
. (24)

Notice that even in this special case where the eigenvalues
of αĤ are obtainable in closed form as a weighted sum
of the complex exponentials {e−ωτk}, determining whether
λn(α, ω) − 1 has a root for an arbitrary α is still computa-
tionally difficult. It appears that only in the two-repeater case
in Section IV, it is tractable to find αmax analytically.

B. Numerical Stability Analysis

We check the stability of the circular repeater network in
Fig. 3 numerically. The cell radius is taken to be R = 1000
meters. We consider the free-space propagation model where
the channel power gain between two repeaters at distance d is

β(d) =
λ2

(4π)2
1

d2
, (25)

with λ being the wavelength at the carrier frequency, which
is set to 2 GHz. The propagation delay is τ(d) = d/c, where
c ≈ 3 × 108 m/s is the speed of light. For each value of α,
we calculate

min
ω∈Ω

min
n∈[N ]

|λn(α, ω)− 1| (26)

as a measure of stability, where Ω is a discrete set of angu-
lar frequencies corresponding to a 20 MHz frequency band
centered around the carrier frequency with 100 Hz spacing.

The result with N = 15 repeaters is shown in Fig. 4.
One can observe that the lower bound in (8) obtained by
the Gershgorin disc theorem quite accurately captures the
transition point at which the system starts to become unstable
– hence, the bound is quite tight in this case.

C. Coverage Extension

To get a first-order insight into the potential for using
repeaters for coverage extension, in terms of “pushing the cell
boundary,” we consider a destination located R + δ meters
away from the source; see Fig. 5. The source is assumed to be
able to provide wireless coverage up to the distance R, without

Source

Repeaters

Destination

Fig. 5: Illustration of coverage extension.
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Fig. 6: Achieved coverage extension with different N .

repeaters turned on. We want to check how large amplification
gain α is needed for the repeaters to extend the coverage to
the destination at the distance R + δ. We assume that the
destination has equal distances to the two closest repeaters.

When there are N = 2K repeaters (again, the analysis
can be easily extended to an odd number of repeaters), the
distances from the repeaters to the destination are L1, · · · , LK

(each has multiplicity 2), where

Lk =
√

δ2 +D2
k − 2δDk cos θk (27)

with

Dk = 2R sin
(2k − 1)π

2N
and θk =

(2k − 1)π

2N
+

π

2
. (28)

The minimum α to achieve coverage extension δ satisfies

β(R+ δ) + 2α2β(R)
∑

k∈[K]

β(Lk) = β(R), (29)

or equivalently, α =

√
β(R)− β(δ +R)

2β(R)
∑

k∈[K] β(Lk)
, (30)

where we used the free-space channel gain in (25).
By using (30), we can (approximately) test whether a

coverage extension δ is possible by comparing the required α
with αG in (8) and the power constraint. In Fig. 6 we show the
coverage extension achieved by N repeaters when they use the
amplification gain α = min{αG, γ}, where γ ∈ {60, 70, 80}
dB represents the transmit power constraint of the repeaters.
The other parameters are set to be the same as in Section V-B.
We can observe that as the number of repeaters increases, the
achieved coverage extension is first restricted by the power
constraint and then by the stability requirement. The optimal
deployment of repeaters depends on the power constraint:
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Fig. 7: Stability test for repeaters on a grid.
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when the repeaters transmit with high power, they must be
sparsely deployed to avoid instability. Quantitatively, from Fig.
6, the coverage extension that can be obtained is quite small.

VI. CASE 3: REPEATERS ON A GRID

We next consider a case when the repeaters are uniformly
located on a grid in a square-shaped cell of size 2 × 2
kilometers. Fig. 7 shows the value of

min
ω∈Ω

|det(I− αĤ(jω))|, (31)

as a measure of stability when the distance between two adja-
cent repeaters is 200 meters. The channel model and the other
parameters are the same as in Section V-B. We can observe that
the lower bound obtained from the Gershgorin disc theorem
again predicts the transition point rather accurately.

To check how densely the repeaters can be deployed and
how many cells can be in operation simultaneously, we plot the
value of the lower bound αG with different repeater spacings
and different numbers of cells in Fig. 8. We observe that the
system stability is not only constrained by how densely the
repeaters are deployed in each cell but also by the number of
cells that are simultaneously operated. To prevent destructive
positive feedback, one may have to coordinate the repeater
operation in different cells.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We investigate a wireless network where multiple repeaters
are operating simultaneously and interacting with each other.
The interaction forms a positive feedback loop which could,
depending on the amplification gains, become unstable. To
analyze this problem, we used the Gershgorin disc theorem
to obtain a lower bound on the maximum amplification gain

that the repeaters can safely use. This analysis reveals that
the maximum amplification gain is constrained by the sum
of the inter-repeater channel amplitude gains, rather than the
sum of the inter-repeater path losses. Through case studies,
we show that: 1) the coverage extension that can be achieved
by the repeaters can be severely restricted by the stability
requirement; 2) how densely the repeaters should be deployed
depends on both the power and the stability constraints; 3) in
multi-cell systems, repeaters operating in different cells need
to be properly coordinated to avoid stability problems; and
4) in large-scale systems, the stability criterion can be easily
wrecked by a locally poor deployment – it is enough that only
two of the repeaters are too closely located. Importantly, the
stability criteria depend only on the repeater deployment and
channels, and have no dependence on the locations, or transmit
powers, of the user terminals or the base station.

Future Directions: The analysis may be extended to con-
sider the effects of noise injected by the repeaters. Also, the
repeaters may have different amplification gains such that α
becomes dependent on n, and introduce phase shifts such that
α becomes complex-valued (or even small time-delays such
that α becomes dependent on ω), which was not considered
here. Moreover, our initial case studies assumed isotropic
antennas. The effects of different antenna patterns remain to
be analyzed.
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