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Abstract—Extremely large aperture array (ELAA) is a promis-
ing multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technique for next
generation mobile networks. In this paper, we propose two novel
approaches to accelerate the convergence of current iterative
MIMO detectors in ELAA channels. Our approaches exploit the
static components of the ELAA channel, which include line of
sight (LoS) paths and deterministic non-LoS (NLoS) components
due to channel hardening effects. This paper proposes novel
convergence acceleration techniques for fast iterative ELAA-
MIMO detection by leveraging the static channel component,
including the LoS paths and deterministic NLoS components
that arise due to channel hardening. Specifically, these static
channel components are utilized in two ways: as preconditioning
matrices for general iterative algorithms, and as initialization
for quasi-Newton (QN) methods. Simulation results show that
the proposed approaches converge significantly faster compared
to current iterative MIMO detectors, especially under strong LoS
conditions with high Rician K-factor. Furthermore, QN methods
with the proposed initialization matrix consistently achieve the
best convergence performance while maintaining low complexity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extremely large aperture array (ELAA) is anticipated to be
one of the key technologies for the next-generation multiple-
input multiple-output (MIMO) system to enable massive com-
munication services [[1]. This necessitates highly scalable de-
tectors capable of handling the massive data streams associated
with large MIMO configurations. The maximum likelihood
detection (MLD), while optimal, is not scalable with increas-
ing MIMO size since its computational complexity grows
exponentially with the number of data streams [2]. Instead,
linear MIMO detectors like zero-forcing (ZF) and minimum
mean square error (LMMSE) are employed to provide near-
MLD performance with lower complexity. However, they both
introduce substantial processing latency, as the channel matrix
inversion must be performed sequentially. Iterative algorithms
that bypass explicit matrix inversion can reduce complexity
to a quadratic order, including /) matrix-splitting (MS) based
methods, 2) gradient descent (GD) methods, and 3) quasi-
Newton (QN) methods [3]. However, such iterative algorithms
often suffer from slow convergence or even divergence in
ELAA-MIMO systems due to channel ill-conditioning [3].

In conventional MIMO systems, the far-field channel can be
approximated as planar wave propagation. As a result, the line
of sight (LoS) channel columns are extremely correlated, re-
sulting in a rank-deficient channel matrix of rank one [4]]. This

makes far-field MIMO systems unsupportive of multiplexing
techniques with strong LoS links. However, ELAA-MIMO
systems exhibit significantly different channel characteristics,
especially regarding the direct LoS component. Since users
are located in the near-field of ELAA, the propagation no
longer follows a planar wavefront but rather a spherical
wavefront [5]. Consequently, ELAA channels can provide a
higher or even full degrees of freedom (DoF) to support spatial
multiplexing techniques, even in LoS conditions. Nevertheless,
the correlation still exists between columns in ELAA channel
matrix, which significantly decreases the convergence speed
of current iterative detection algorithms. The unique near-field
propagation characteristics of ELAA channels necessitate the
development of novel fast iterative detectors.

In this paper, we propose to exploit the static channel
component to accelerate the convergence of current iterative
MIMO detectors. The static channel component consists of
two parts: the direct LoS paths and the statistical properties
of the non-LoS (NLoS) paths. We propose two approaches to
exploit this static channel component for faster convergence:
1) Use it as a preconditioning matrix to reconstruct a system
of linear equations with a better-conditioned transfer function.
This can be applied to all three types of iterative MIMO
detectors, i.e., GD, QN, and MS-based methods. 2) Use
it as the initial Hessian matrix approximation, specific to
QN methods. Our simulation results demonstrate that both
the proposed two approaches can significantly speed up the
convergence of current iterative detectors Furthermore, it is
noteworthy that using the static channel component as the
initial Hessian matrix can provide even faster convergence
with lower computational complexity compared to the pre-
conditioning approach.

II. SYSTEM MODEL, PRELIMINARIES AND PROBLEM
STATEMENT

A. System Model
Suppose there are M service antennas and N user antennas

in the MIMO system. The uplink signal transmission can be
expressed as follows

r=Hs+v, (D

where r € CM*1 denotes the received signal vector, H €
CM*N the random channel matrix, s € CV*! the transmitted
signal vector, v .~ CAN(0,02I) the additive white Gaussian
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noise (AWGN), and I is an identity matrix with compatible
dimensions. MIMO channel in LoS condition is typically
modeled as following a Rician distribution [6]]
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where « is the Rician K-factor; H, o5 and Hy; o5 denotes LoS
and NLoS components, respectively. In ELAA-MIMO sys-
tems, the spherical wavefront propagation must be accounted
for, as opposed to the planar approximation used in far-field.
This indicates that the pathloss and phase need to be calculated
based on the distance between each pair of service antenna and
user antenna elements, as follows [6]

h];r?,sn = (dga >¢m,n§ hfrlf,ons = <d5a )men (3)

where « denotes the pathloss coefficient, 5 the pathloss
exponent, j the imaginary unit, and d,,, is the distance
between the m!" ELAA and n'" user antennas; ¢, , =
exp(—j 2T’Tdm,n) denotes the phase of direct LoS path; wy, , ~
(0,1) denotes the random variable following independently
and identical distributed (i.i.d.) Rayleigh fading. The values
of a and f for different propagation scenarios are specified
in the 3rd Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) technical
documentation [7]].

B. Linear MIMO Detectors and Iterative Algorithms

The two most classic linear MIMO detectors are ZF and
LMMSE. Taking ZF as an example, its estimation can be
expressed as follows

x = (HTH)"'Hr. 4)

It is evident that the ZF detector requires inverting a Gram ma-
trix, which can lead to substantial processing delays, making
it challenging for real-time signal reception.

Let us define A £ HH and b £ Hr. Through simple
linear transformations, @) can be expressed ad]

Ax =b. &)

Iterative algorithms can be employed to determine the solution
x while bypassing the need for explicitly computing the
matrix inverse of A. One classical iterative approach is the
Richardson iteration (RI), as follows [§]]

Xi+1 = Xt — 8¢, (6)

where g, = Ax; — b represents the update direction for RI
at iteration t. RI only requires matrix-vector multiplications,
reducing the computational complexity to quadratic order.
Moreover, it inherently supports parallel implementations.
However, RI suffers from slow convergence when A is ill-
conditioned. This is because RI uses a fixed step size of 1

2
'By replacing A = H# H+ Z3 1, the equation becomes LMMSE detector.

Due to the page limitation, we are unable to show such result in this paper.
The results is under going in our transaction version.

and its update direction g; may not provide sufficient descent,
especially in ELAA-MIMO systems. To accelerate conver-
gence for ill-conditioned problems, three main categories of
enhanced iterative algorithms have been developed.

1) MS-Based Methods: To provide better update directions
and accelerate the convergence of RI, MS-based methods were
proposed. These methods split the matrix A as follows

A=D+L+LA (7

where D is the diagonal part of A, and L is the strict lower
triangular part of A. MS-based methods utilize the inverse of
part of A to accelerate convergence, as follows

X1 =X + Mgy, (8)

where M is called preconditioning matrix. Different MS-based
methods define M differently, such as My, = D for Jacobi
iteration (JI), Mgs = D + L for Gauss-Seidel (GS) method
[9], and Mgsor = MgsD 'MZL for symmetric successive
over-relaxation (SSOR) [10].

2) GD Methods: To address the slow convergence caused
by the fixed step size in RI, GD methods adaptively tune the
step size. Taking steepest descent (SD) method as an example,
its iterative process is given by [L1]

Xt41 = Xt — (8¢, )
where (; is the step size at iteration ¢, given by
H
8t 8¢
G = : (10)
gi' Ag

Clearly, RI is the special case that (; = 1 for all the iterations.

3) ON Methods: QN methods optimize both the update
direction and step size for faster convergence. Their general
iterative form is as follows [[12]

Xt+1 = X¢ — Yedy, (11)
where the step size is given by [12]
H
g d:
= 12
Yt dFAdt, ( )

where d; = F.g; is the QN direction, with F; approxi-
mating the inverse Hessian matrix. Different QN methods
update F; differently. For instance, F; for limited-memory
Broyden—Fletcher—Goldfarb—Shanno (LBFGS) is given by [3]]

(x¢ —x¢—1) (8¢ — gtfl)H
(x¢ — Xt—l)H(gt —8i—1)
Usually, Fy is an identity matrix for MIMO detection [13].

F, = —Fo+

Fo. (13)

C. Problem Statement

The iterative methods discussed in Section are gen-
erally applicable to any MIMO channel matrix. However, in
ELAA-MIMO systems, the users are typically served under
LoS conditions. In such scenarios, the high spatial correla-
tion between the channel matrix columns may cause slow
convergence for all three types of iterative algorithms [14].



Moreover, although the GS and SSOR methods have quadratic
complexity for inverting their preconditioning matrices, they
do not support parallel computation. This can lead to substan-
tial processing delays, which are particularly undesirable in
real-time signal transmission where latency is a critical factor.

It is noteworthy that the direct LoS path remains unchanged
as long as the relative positions of the ELAA array and the
user are fixed [[15)]. Therefore, we can assume that the inverse
of the LoS channel component is available at the receiver-side,
without introducing any additional signal processing delay.
This key observation motivates the proposed approach in this

paper.

III. FAST ITERATIVE DETECTION FOR ELAA-MIMO
SYSTEMS USING DIRECT LOS CHANNEL COMPONENT

This section demonstrates how to leverage the static LoS
channel component to accelerate the convergence of iterative
MIMO detectors. We first split A into its LoS and NLoS com-
ponents. Then, we propose two approaches - preconditioning
and initialization - to incorporate the static channel component
into iterations. Finally, a complexity analysis shows our meth-
ods are computationally efficient for practical implementation.

A. A Natural Way to Split A

In conventional MS-based methods, A is partitioned into its
diagonal and non-diagonal parts. However, this approach does
not fully utilize the unique properties of ELAA channels. By
plugging the Rician channel model into the definition of A,
we can express it as follows

K 1
A= <,€+ 1)H5)SHLOS + (m)HﬁosHNLos

K K
+ (Ii\:—_l > Hg)s Hyios + <l€—\{’__1> HI\II—ILOS H,os. (14)

This shows A can be naturally split into the sum of four
matrices in ELAA-MIMO systems. Similar to MS methods,
we can use part of A as a preconditioning matrix to accelerate
RI convergence. It is worth noting that not only the first term
but also the second term can be utilized, since we have the
following theorem.

Theorem 1: Suppose that elements of H follow the Rician
distribution given in @), and given N, as M approaches
infinity, the Gram channel matrix A converges to

K 1
(n-+1)11§5}LD5+’(m4-1)1

Proof: See APPENDIX [Al [ |
Remark 1: Theorem [l shows that the Gram channel matrix
A becomes a constant matrix in the limit of infinitely many
serving antennas. Although this is not practically realizable,
we can utilize this result to improve the convergence of current
iterative algorithms. The justification is that ELAA-MIMO
systems typically deploy a large number of antennas, ranging

lim A=

M—o0

5)

from hundreds to thousands of elements. Therefore, let us
define the following matrix
-1

o= (s ()]

which is called static channel component in ELAA-MIMO
systems. Note that the Rician K-factor should be estimated in
practice. This is not the key contribution of this paper, so the
robustness to inaccurate s will be addressed in future work.
The matrix ¥ enables two approaches to accelerate iterative
algorithms. Firstly, the preconditioning approach uses ¥ as
a preconditioner to accelerate convergence. Secondly, the
initialization approach uses W as the initial Hessian matrix for
QN methods. The next two subsections will present step-by-
step details on the preconditioning and initialization methods.

(16)

B. The Proposed Preconditioning Approach

The proposed preconditioning approach can accelerate all

three types of current iterative algorithms.
1) Preconditioned RI (P-RI): Straightforwardly, ¥ can be
used to accelerate RI as follows

a7

which shares a similar form as (8). Our simulations in Section
[Vl confirm the proposed method converges faster than GS and
SSOR methods.

2) Preconditioned GD Methods: Some previous work com-
bined GD and MS-based methods [11]]. This motivates us to
combine P-RI with current GD methods (e.g., SD methods).
Multiplying ¥ with both sides of (3), we have

VAx=¥b — Ax=Dh, (18)

where A £ WA and b £ ¥b. With this linear function, SD
method in (@) can also be used to determine x as follows

19)

where g; = Wg; is the update direction, and the step size is
as follows

Xip1 = X¢ — Pgy,

Xi1 = Xt — (i8¢,

¢ - B8
' g Ag:
This is referred to as preconditioned SD (P-SD) method.
3) Preconditioned QN Methods: QN methods can also be
used to determine x according to (I8). Taking LBFGS as an
example, its iterative process can be expressed as follows

(20)

Xep1 = X¢ — Yedy. (21)
Accordingly, 4 can be expressed as follows
_H_
_ g, d;
= . 22
Ve dg_IAdt ( )

The update direction is d, = F.g:, where F; for LBFGS
updates is given as follows

(e —x-1) (& —8-1)"
(x¢ — x¢—1)" (8 — 8t-1)
This preconditioned QN method using LBFGS updates is
referred to as the P-LBFGS method.

F, = —Fo +

Fo. (23)



C. The Proposed Initialization Approach

The preconditioning methods propose above can acceler-
ate the convergence but with extra computational cost. QN
methods iteratively approximate the inverse Hessian matrix
using gradient/solution updates. Their convergence is faster
if initialized closer to A~! than the conventional identity
initialization. We propose to set Fy = W, which is the
static channel component, to accelerate the convergence of
QN methods. For LBFGS, this leads to the following update

(x¢ — x-1)(gr — ge—1)"
(¢ —x¢-1)" (gt — &¢-1)
This approach shares the same formulation as the original
LBFGS method, with the only difference being the initial
inverse Hessian approximation Fy. This method is refer to as I-
LBFGS method for convenience in demonstrating complexity
and performance.

F, =W+

. (24)

D. Complexity Analysis

The computational complexity analysis will be presented
in this section. The preprocessing of calculating A and b is
ignored since it is present in all methods that support parallel
computation. Additionally, ¥ is a constant matrix and does not
vary with the channel state information. Moreover, the com-
plexity of addition and subtraction operations is considered
negligible in this analysis.

Our complexity analysis starts with the simple RI, where
the only complexity arises from calculating Ax; with N2
complexity. For the proposed method in (7)), it requires
calculating ¥g;, which has an additional complexity of N2.
The preconditioning matrix for JI is a diagonal matrix, so
that it requires an additional complexity of 2N to calculate
D~! and D !g;. Both GS and SSOR methods require the
inverse of Mg, which has a serial computational complexity
of N2. Furthermore, the complexities of calculating Mg,
for GS and SSOR methods are N2 and 2N?2+ N, respectively.
For the SD method, it also requires calculating g; with a
complexity of N2. Moreover, the calculation of ¢, in (IQ)
requires an additional complexity of N2 4 2N. Therefore,
the overall complexity of the SD method is 2N? + 2N. For
the proposed preconditioning methods combined with the SD
method, calculating the new update direction g; requires an
additional complexity of N2. Also, calculating the step size (;
requires 2N 242N Therefore, the complexity of the proposed
SD method with preconditioning is 4N? + 2N per iteration.

For LBFGS method, it also requires calculating g; with a
complexity of N2. Then, calculating F;g; requires a complex-
ity of N2 4 2N. Moreover, calculating the step size in (I2)
requires an additional complexity of N2+ 2N. Therefore, the
overall complexity of the LBFGS method is 3N2+4N. For the
preconditioning approach with the LBFGS method, calculating
g; requires an additional N2 complexity, and calculating the
new step size in (22)) requires an additional O(NN?) complexity
compared to (I2). Therefore, the overall complexity of the
proposed preconditioning approach for the LBFGS method is

TABLE I
COMPLEXITY AND PERFORMANCE FOR DIFFERENT ALGORITHMS

Algorithms ~ Serial Complexity =~ Complexity Per Iteration
RI 0 N2
)| 0 N2 + 2N
GS O(N?) 2N?2
SSOR O(N?) 3N2 4+ N
SD 0 2N2 42N
LBFGS 0 3N2 + 4N
P-RI 0 2N?2
P-SD 0 4N? 4+ 2N
P-LBFGS 0 5N2 + 4N
I-LBFGS 0 3N? 44N

5N? 4+ 4N. Finally, the complexity of the proposed LBFGS
method using ¥ as the initial Hessian approximation has the
same complexity as the original LBFGS method, which is
3N% +4N.

The summary of all these iterative algorithms is presented
in TABLEI It can be observed that all the proposed methods
have quadratic complexities, maintaining their computational
efficiency for practical implementation.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

This section aims to validate that the proposed precondi-
tioning and initialization approaches can accelerate the conver-
gence of current iterative MIMO detectors for ELAA channels.

A. Experiment Setup

In the computer simulations, we consider an ELAA-MIMO
system where the service antennas are arranged in a large
ULA with half-wavelength spacing at a central frequency of
3.5 GHz. The modulation order is set to be 16 QAM. The
ELAA is assumed to have 256 or 512 antennas. There are
8 user equipments also deployed linearly with equal spacing,
parallel to the large ULA, with a maximum distance of ten
meters between the farthest users. Each user equipment is
assumed to have four antennas with half-wavelength spacing.
The perpendicular distance between the users and the ELAA
is set to thirty meters, clearly placing the users in the near-
field of the ULA. The ELAA channels are assumed to follow
Rician fading and are generated according to (2). To simulate
scenarios with strong and weak LoS paths, the Rician K-factor
is set to k = 8 and k = 4, respectively.

B. Experiment Results

Fig. [1l shows the convergence behavior of various iterative
MIMO detection algorithms, including the proposed methods
(P-RI, P-LBFGS, and I-LBFGS), for different Rician K-
factor. Fig. corresponds to a Rician K-factor of 8, which
represents a strong LoS channel condition. The proposed
methods, P-RI, P-LBFGS, and I-LBFGS, exhibit significantly
faster convergence compared to the conventional algorithms
such as RI, GS, SSOR, and LBFGS. This improvement in
convergence speed can be attributed to the effective utiliza-
tion of the direct LoS channel information in the proposed
techniques. Fig. depicts the convergence performance
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Fig. 1. Convergence behavior of different iterative MIMO detectors for ELAA systems. There are 512 service antennas and 32 user antennas in the system.
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Fig. 2. Convergence comparison in strong LoS condition (x = 8) with 256
service antennas and 32 user antennas in the ELAA-MIMO system.

for a Rician K-factor of 4, which represents a weak LoS
channel condition. While the convergence speeds of current
algorithms are faster compared to the strong LoS scenario in
Fig. the proposed methods still demonstrate noticeable
convergence acceleration over their conventional counterparts.
The proposed I-LBFGS method, which initializes the LBFGS
algorithm with the direct LoS channel matrix, consistently
achieves the fastest convergence among all iterative techniques
across different K-factor values. These results highlight the
effectiveness of the proposed approaches in leveraging the
static LoS channel information to improve the convergence
rates of iterative MIMO detectors, especially in LoS-dominant
ELAA-MIMO systems where the channel correlation effects
are most prominent. Fig. [2] shows results for a smaller number
of service antennas (M = 256) under strong LoS conditions.
The proposed methods can still offer faster convergence in
this scenario, further demonstrating their applicability across
different ELAA system configurations.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper proposed two approaches that exploit the static
channel component to accelerate convergence of iterative
MIMO detectors for ELAA systems. The preconditioning
approach uses the static component as a preconditioner to
accelerate all the current iterative methods GD, QN, and
MS-based methods. The initialization approach initializes the

inverse Hessian approximation to be the static component,
providing a better starting point compared to conventional
identity initialization. Simulation results were performed for
an ELAA-MIMO system with 512 antennas serving 8 multi-
antenna users in the near-field region. Results show that under
strong LoS conditions, the proposed P-RI, P-SD and P-LBFGS
methods converge substantially faster than conventional iter-
ative detectors. Even in weak LoS scenarios, the proposed
methods maintain convergence rate advantages. This makes
them promising techniques for low-complexity, low-latency
signal detection in real-time ELAA-MIMO communications.
Potential future work includes studying the robustness to
imperfect LoS information and Rician K-factor, as well as
extensions to LMMSE detector and other channel models.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF Theorem1]

To prove Theorem[I} we will use the law of large numbers
and the properties of the Rician fading channel model. Given
the expression of A in (I4), as M — oo, we analyze the
convergence of each term in the expression as follows The first
term is deterministic and does not depend on M, so it remains
unchanged as M — oo. For the second term, we can apply the
law of large numbers. As M — oo, the off-diagonal elements
of this matrix converge to their expected value, which is zero
due to the i.i.d. nature of the NLoS components. Therefore,
we have the following [16]]

i s =1
For the cross terms (i.e., the third and forth terms), as M —
o0, the elements of these matrices converge to their expected
value, which is zero due to the independence between the
LoS and NLoS components. Combining these results, (I3) in
Theorem [l is therefore obtained.

(25)
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