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Abstract—Next-generation mobile networks require evolved
radio access network (RAN) architectures to meet the demands of
high capacity, massive connectivity, reduced costs, and energy ef-
ficiency, and to realize communication with ultra-low latency and
ultra-high reliability. Meeting such requirements for both mobile
users and vertical industries in the next decade requires novel
solutions. One of the potential solutions that attracted significant
research attention in the past 15 years is to redesign the radio
access network (RAN). In this survey, we present a comprehensive
survey on distributed antenna system (DAS) architectures that
address these challenges and improve network performance. We
cover the transition from traditional decentralized RAN to DAS,
including cloud radio-access networks (C-RAN), fog radio-access
networks (F-RAN), virtualized radio-access networks (V-RAN),
cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-output (CF-mMIMO),
and the most recent advances manifested in open radio-access
network (O-RAN). In the process, we discuss the benefits and
limitations of these architectures, including the impact of limited-
capacity fronthaul links, various cooperative uplink and downlink
coding strategies, cross-layer optimization, and techniques to
optimize the performance of DAS. Moreover, we review key
enabling technologies for next-generation RAN systems, such
as multi-access edge computing, network function virtualization,
software-defined networking, and network slicing; in addition
to some crucial radio access technologies, such as millimeter
wave, massive multi-input multi-output, device-to-device com-
munication, and massive machine-type communication. Last but
not least, we discuss the major research challenges in DAS and
identify several possible directions for future research.

Index Terms—5G, cell-free massive MIMO, cloud-RAN, fog-
RAN, network architecture, open-RAN, radio access network,
virtualized-RAN.

I. INTRODUCTION

ACCORDING to the International Telecommunication
Union Radio-Communication Sector (ITU-R), the rapid

growth of smart Internet-of-Things (IoT) devices and associ-
ated use cases is poised to strain the existing fifth generation
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(5G) networks in the near future [1]. This aligns seamlessly
with recent statistical projections by Ericsson emphasizing
that the anticipated mobile traffic load for the year 2030 and
beyond is expected to skyrocket to 5016 exabytes per month,
underscoring the surging demand for data-centric services and
applications [2]. This surge in data consumption is accompa-
nied by the substantial energy consumption footprint of mobile
networks, globally estimated at approximately USD 25 billion
[3]. This estimation is further compounded by contemporary
global economic challenges, marked by burgeoning inflation
and a mounting energy crisis. Consequently, a comprehensive
response, involving both the evolution of communication pro-
tocols and technologies as well as a paradigm shift in the
design and configuration of existing radio access networks
(RANs) is needed.

Compared to 5G networks, the transition to 6G networks
holds immense promise for enabling unprecedented levels of
connectivity, capacity, and intelligence. With data-intensive
applications such as augmented reality, virtual reality, IoT,
and autonomous systems on the horizon, 6G must enable
harnessing the power of artificial intelligence for efficient
network management, intelligent resource allocation, and en-
hanced user experiences, while reducing total operational
costs and energy consumption. Realizing these requirements in
6G requires supporting stringent Key Performance Indicators
(KPIs) including a connection density of 107 users per square
kilometer with a 1 Gbps downlink data rate, coupled with
network reliability exceeding 99.99999% and communication
latency as low as 0.1 msec [4].

Consequently, mobile operators are currently facing increas-
ing pressure to enhance their network performance, prompting
them to explore novel solutions in order to keep up with
the requirements of 6G. This typically involves either adding
new network equipment/modules or adopting more efficient,
flexible, and scalable alternatives. Quantitatively, the RAN
represents a substantial portion (approximately 65%-70%) of
total network capital expenditures, according to Ericsson [2].
To effectively address the 6G requirements, a revolutionized
synergistic approach is required, wherein RAN architectural
innovations align harmoniously with robust energy-efficient
strategies and sophisticated quality-of-service (QoS) provi-
sions. In light of this transformative imperative for the fu-
ture, next-generation mobile networks necessitate a meticulous
design approach to handle limited radio resources, optimize
network parameters, and manage the increasing demands of
mobile data traffic. As we move towards 6G, these challenges
become more complex, demanding unique and innovative
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Fig. 1. Evolution of mobile generations: A comparative evaluation from 4G
KPIs to 6G KPIs.

solutions for future network paradigms. These challenges have
driven researchers to propose advanced RAN architectures
with efficient and powerful processing techniques that can
dramatically improve network performance.

Understanding the RAN architecture could help in deter-
mining the most appropriate evolution to keep up with the
requirements of 6G and beyond. The landscape of mobile
communication has witnessed a remarkable evolution over the
years, with each generation bringing forth new demands and
technological challenges. One pivotal aspect of this evolution
is the continuous transformation of the RAN architecture
to meet the diverse KPIs associated with different mobile
generations as shown in Fig. 1.

In the early 2000s, de-Centralized RAN was deployed as
the nascent phase of mobile networks and was synonymous
with the 2G and early 3G architectures. In de-Centralized
RAN, base stations (BSs) are distributed across the service
area, each serving a specific cell. This architecture sufficed
for the voice-centric communication predominant during these
early stages. The primary KPIs were coverage, capacity, and
spectral efficiency. However, as mobile networks transitioned
to 4G and later 5G, the limitations of de-Centralized RAN
became evident. The exponential growth of data-driven ap-
plications demanded higher data rates, lower latency, and
increased reliability. de-Centralized RAN, with its cell-based
approach, struggled to provide the required capacity and
spectral efficiency. This triggered the need for a more advanced
architecture, leading to the emergence of distributed antenna
systems (DASs) [5].

The advent of 4G networks ushered in Centralized RAN, a
transformative architecture that revolutionized the way RANs
were structured. C-RAN centralized baseband processing in
a central unit (CU), while remote radio heads (RRHs) were
distributed across the coverage area. This DAS architectural
shift enabled more efficient resource management, improved
coordination between cells, and greater spectral efficiency. C-
RAN was adept at meeting KPIs associated with 4G and
early 5G, including higher data rates, lower latency, and
improved reliability. The transition to C-RAN also brought
about significant advantages in terms of energy efficiency
and network optimization [6]. However, as mobile networks
continued to evolve, driven by emerging applications like
augmented reality, virtual reality, and autonomous systems, C-

RAN struggled to meet the escalating demands for ultra-high
data rates, extremely low latency, and robust connectivity in
high-density areas. This led to the exploration of alternative ar-
chitectures, culminating in the emergence of Cell-Free Massive
multiple-input multiple-output (CF-mMIMO), characterized
by the deployment of a multitude of access points (APs)
across the service area, effectively eliminating cell boundaries
[7], [8]. Leveraging massive MIMO techniques, this architec-
ture achieved unprecedented spatial multiplexing and interfer-
ence management. These capabilities made CF-mMIMO well-
suited for advanced 5G applications, providing a foundation
for immersive experiences and reliable IoT connectivity. The
transition from C-RAN to CF-mMIMO underscored the impor-
tance of architectural innovation in accommodating evolving
mobile generation requirements [9].

Another viable solution to reduce RAN costs is to exploit
network functions virtualization (NFV) and leverage software-
based solutions and cloud-native technologies, supported by
a virtualized/cloud RAN (V-RAN) architecture to optimize
network resources and streamline operations. V-RAN was in-
troduced as a pivotal step toward software-defined networking
(SDN) and NFV. This architecture virtualized both baseband
processing and radio functions, making network management
highly agile and cost-effective [10]. It enabled the deployment
of network services as software modules, enhancing adapt-
ability to evolving service requirements. V-RAN excelled in
addressing KPIs associated with resource utilization, service
agility, and total cost of ownership. The transition from C-
RAN to V-RAN marked a critical juncture in the evolution
of RAN architectures. It responded to the growing demand
for more flexible and scalable networks, capable of rapidly
adapting to changing service needs. Virtualization technologies
allowed for dynamic resource allocation, efficient scaling
of network functions, and the introduction of new services
without the need for extensive hardware upgrades [11].

In order to address the demands of low-latency and high-
reliability applications, Fog RAN (F-RAN) has gained promi-
nence in recent years as an evolution of traditional RAN
designs [12], [13]. Unlike the C-RAN and V-RAN, F-RAN
takes a partially decentralized approach, pushing a significant
portion of network processing functions closer to the edge
of the network. In F-RAN, computing resources and network
functions are strategically distributed across the network, typ-
ically in proximity to BSs or APs, where processing occurs
closer to where data is generated or consumed. This architec-
ture facilitates lower-latency and high-reliability processing of
data and applications, rendering it highly suitable for emerg-
ing use cases like ultra-reliable low-latency communication
(URLLC). Applications benefiting from this approach include
autonomous vehicles, industrial automation, and augmented
reality, especially in the context of 5G and beyond. This
approach also optimizes resource utilization, reduces network
congestion, and enhances the overall QoS. F-RAN is also
aligned with the growing trend of multi-access edge com-
puting, which leverages edge resources for various services
[14]–[16]. This approach aligns with the evolving requirements
of modern mobile generations, making F-RAN a significant
player in the future of mobile communication.
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As the landscape of mobile communication continues to
evolve, the need for openness, interoperability, and innovation
in RAN architecture becomes increasingly pronounced. En-
ter Open RAN (O-RAN), a paradigm-shifting approach that
embraces the principles of virtualization, standardization, and
openness to unleash the full potential of mobile networks.
O-RAN redefines the traditional vendor-specific, monolithic
RAN equipment by disaggregating network components into
interoperable, open interfaces [17]. It empowers network op-
erators to mix and match components from various vendors,
fostering competition and driving innovation. This approach
enhances network flexibility, scalability, and cost-effectiveness
while accommodating the diverse KPIs of modern mobile
communication. One of the primary drivers for the adoption
of O-RAN is its ability to meet the requirements of advanced
5G and upcoming 6G networks. With the proliferation of
diverse applications, from URLLC for mission-critical services
to massive machine-type communication (mMTC) for IoT, O-
RAN provides the agility to tailor network resources according
to specific needs. Furthermore, O-RAN addresses the chal-
lenges posed by the growing complexity of RAN management
and the need for rapid deployment of new services. By
fostering an open ecosystem of vendors and developers, it
encourages the creation of innovative solutions that can be
seamlessly integrated into the network [18].

It is crystal clear that the evolution of RAN architectures
is crucial to ensure that mobile networks meet the evolving
demands of different mobile generations. Each architecture
represents a step forward in addressing specific challenges
and optimizing performance, ultimately shaping the future of
wireless communication. Researchers and network operators
must continue to assess and innovate in this field to meet
the diverse needs of modern mobile communication. As we
delve into this survey in the subsequent sections, we will
explore promising technologies and techniques contributing to
the realization of advanced DAS architectures. This includes
the implementation of flexible functional splits between a
central processing unit (CPU) and a radio unit (RU), utilization
of advanced coding strategies for both uplink and downlink
transmissions, cross-layer optimization techniques, and the
application of sophisticated resource allocation algorithms
and hybrid architectures. Through these advancements, the
groundwork is laid for fulfilling the needs of next-generation
mobile networks.

II. SURVEY SCOPE AND ORGANIZATION

In this section, we provide a clear roadmap of the survey’s
focus, encompassing key aspects such as survey scope and
performance metrics employed to evaluate performance, a
thorough review of related works, the primary contributions
offered by our survey, and an overview of the survey’s
organizational structure.

A. Scope and Performance Metrics

The aim of this survey is to serve as a reference point
for readers interested in DAS to help them in navigating
the state-of-the-art in this area. This survey discusses the

Fig. 2. Performance metrics for DAS covered in this survey paper.

capabilities of DAS architectures, including C-RANs, CF-
MIMO, V-RANs, F-RANs, and O-RANs. It reviews these
architectures, and provides an overview of the challenges,
methods, solutions, and opportunities of DAS in future mo-
bile networks. Additionally, it discusses how DAS benefits
from complemetary technologies such as virtualization, cloud-
native networking, device-to-device (D2D) communications,
reconfigurable intelligent surfaces (RISs), and non-terrestrial
networks. Moreover, it presents future research directions and
challenges associated with the deployment of DAS architec-
tures, highlighting potential developments in DAS systems and
architectures.

Particularly, we discuss the performance metrics of DASs
shown in Fig. 2 from various perspectives. At first, we
highlight the following three physical layer processing aspects
that are important to consider in the design of DASs.

• Fronthaul Capacity: We start by investigating the capa-
bilities/limitations of conventional fronthaul interfaces,
including the common public radio interface (CPRI)
[19], open base station standard architecture initiative
(OBSAI) [20], and open radio interface (ORI) [21], to
keep up with the requirements of next-generation RAN.
Then, we review the research efforts that propose new
techniques to lower the extremely high capacity demands
of fronthaul networks, while preserving many benefits of
the centralized processing in DASs.

• Processing Centralization Level: The selection of the
appropriate functional split (i.e., the centralization level)
in the design of DAS architectures is a challenging task.
To select an appropriate split, different criteria (e.g.,
inter-cell interference mitigation, traffic demand, latency
requirements, etc.) need to be considered. We discuss
different levels of functional split between RUs and the
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CPU and their impact on fronthaul traffic compared
to the conventional fully-centralized approach [22]. In
particular, we elaborate the benefits and drawbacks of
different split options in four functional split standards,
including third generation partnership project (3GPP)
[23], enhanced CPRI (eCPRI) [24], the small cell forum
(SCF) [25], and the O-RAN Alliance [26]. Further-
more, we explain how exploiting emerging cloud-based
technologies (such as virtualization, SDN, and cloud-
native wireless networking) aids in converting the DAS
architecture to be RAN-as-a-service (RANaaS) through
flexible functional splits that adapt to the continuously
changing network requirements.

• Uplink and Downlink Coding: From an information-
theoretic perspective, the DAS model is best understood
as a relay network. Using different relaying strategies,
the RUs relay useful information from the users to the
CPU. We illustrate how the design of DAS physical and
data link layers can adapt to the capacity and latency
limitations of the fronthaul links through various up-
link and downlink transmission strategies. In particular,
we review uplink relaying schemes that relay informa-
tion from users to the CPU through the RUs, such
as decode-and-forward (DF) [27], amplify-and-forward
(AF), compress-and-forward (CF) [28], compute-and-
forward (CoF) [29], and noisy network coding [30]. In
the downlink, we investigate data-sharing techniques [31],
compression-based strategies, [32], reverse compute-and-
forward (RCoF) [33], and reverse quantized-compute-
and-forward (RQCoF) [29].

Since distributing the antenna terminals in the service area
contributes significantly to improving the network’s energy
efficiency, achievable rates, system coverage, and fairness, we
discuss how DASs play a significant role in improving them
as follows.

• Energy Efficiency: In general, energy efficiency is con-
sidered a crucial metric that balances the need for high-
performance data transmission and the low power con-
sumption. It is essential for the sustainability of wireless
networks, especially with the growing demand for mobile
data and the expansion of the IoTs. It is common in the
literature that the energy efficiency metric is formulated
as the total data transmitted over the entire network
relative to the total energy consumed by the network.
Considering only the transmission power, massive MIMO
systems are considered energy-efficient due to the high
array gain that improves the system throughput without
consuming more transmit power [34]. This property can
be attained in massive MIMO systems whether the an-
tennas are co-located or distributed [35]. However, in the
distributed case (DAS), the power consumed in fronthaul
links in DASs reduces the energy efficiency. On the
other hand, bringing the antennas closer to the users in
DASs reduces the transmit power required to achieve
the required QoS. Therefore, the main factor that affects
the energy efficiency in DASs is the power consumption
in the fronthaul links, which becomes a main concern

if the number of antennas is large. In other words,
distributing the antennas close to the users improves the
energy efficiency of the radio access link, but degrades
the overall energy efficiency due to the fronthaul links’
power consumption [36], [37].

• System Throughput: The achievable rates in DASs are
significantly improved due to several factors. First, since
the antennas are physically distributed and connected to
a CPU through fronthaul links, the CPU can process
the received/transmitted signals of the antennas jointly to
completely eliminate or mitigate the interference, which
leads to a significant increase in the achievable rates at
the users. Second, the channels between the antennas and
the users are more likely to be of high quality due to
the small distances between them. In addition, increasing
the number of distributed antennas improves the macro-
diversity that helps in reducing the outage probability
[38]–[40].

• Coverage Probability: Distributing the antennas over
a wide area also guarantees to improve the coverage
and reduces blind spots that are caused by blockages.
This improves the coverage probability significantly
since if a user has no line-of-sight to some APs, it would
have line-of-sight to others [38].

• System Fairness: DASs also improve system fairness by
generating a uniform deliverable QoS for all the users
in the considered area. In particular, the cooperation
between APs removes the cell boundaries and hence
avoids having users at the edge of a cell where they would
suffer high interference and weak channel conditions
[41].

In addition to physical layer aspects, we also discuss cross-
layer optimization aspects, focusing on the following three
important performance metrics.

• Sum Rate: This measures the number of correctly re-
ceived bits by the users per unit time. Maximizing the
sum rate in DAS requires careful optimization of user
scheduling and power allocation, which was shown to be
a challenging task [42]–[45]. Due to its combinatorial
and non-convex nature, a large body of literature ap-
proached this optimization using iterative methods [43]–
[47]. From a cross-layer optimization perspective, such
as optimization also includes optimizing network coding
(NC) to combine users’ files for better cross-layer system
performance [42], [48]–[55].

• Cloud Offloading: Cloud offloading is an essential cross-
layer performance metric that has to be optimized to
compensate for the limited capacity of C-RAN’s fronthaul
links [50], [52], [56]. To offload the cloud’s tasks to
different nodes in the DAS, popular files can be cached
on the network edge (i.e., close to the end users) such as
at enhanced RUs or at the users. This enables the delivery
of such files to request users with little to no intervention
from the cloud. As a result. This caching needs to be
optimized, in order to efficiently offload traffic from the
fronthaul network.

• File Delivery Delay: Delivering files to a set of users with
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a minimum possible delay was widely considered in the
literature, e.g., [57]–[71]. The file delivery delay metric
is most important in applications that require immediate
delivery of data for real-time applications, such as live
video streaming. In the literature, this delay metric is
defined, based on the application, as the number of
transmissions [61]–[73] or the latency in seconds [48],
[51], [73]–[78]. Optimizing this delay requires schedul-
ing of the file delivery problem using cross-layer opti-
mization. This enhances the efficiency and responsiveness
of data delivery, especially in time-sensitive applications,
by devising strategies and algorithms that minimize file
delivery delay.

Next, we comprehensively survey and compare the state-of-
the-art works on various DAS architectures and key enabling
technologies for next-generation RANs, encompassing the
aforementioned performance metrics.

B. Related Work and Existing Surveys

Several existing related survey papers investigated the de-
sign, challenges, and opportunities of different DAS architec-
tures separately. They also reviewed different DAS architec-
tures from a single layer perspective. We summarize these
papers in Table I.

In particular, the physical layer design of fronthaul net-
works was explored in [79], which specifically addressed the
challenges of optical fronthaul over the CPRI protocol in
the C-RAN architecture. In [80], the authors concentrated on
the specifications and applications of different functional split
options proposed by 3GPP, offering a brief overview of other
working groups and illustrating examples within a long-term
evolution (LTE) network in a C-RAN context. Additionally, in
[81], as part of its review, the authors delved into minimizing
fronthaul signaling by employing source coding strategies in
the context of uplink CF-mMIMO.

In [81], [82], the authors focused on user-centric CF-
mMIMO networks. Specifically, the authors of [81] reviewed
resource allocation schemes, channel estimation techniques,
scalability issues, cell-formation methods, and fronthaul is-
sues. The authors of [82] focused more on the technical
foundations and the signal processing operations at the trans-
mitters and receivers of CF-MIMO networks. The authors
of [83] reviewed channel modeling, precoding, and detection
techniques for CF-mMIMO networks, effects of practical
limitations on their performance, and their integration with
emerging 5G technologies. The authors of [84] studied differ-
ent coordinated multi-point (CoMP) clustering schemes, and
how these schemes affect spectral and energy efficiencies.

From a cross-layer optimization perspective, several sur-
veys covered different aspects of file delivery and resource
allocation in DAS. For example, the authors of [61] dis-
cussed network layer file delivery in C-RAN, F-RAN, and
D2D communications. In [85], [86], the authors presented
several file delivery and caching strategies for cellular net-
works, including macro-cellular networks, heterogeneous net-
works, D2D networks, C-RANs, and F-RANs. Both [85],
[86] considered different network-layer performance metrics,

including throughput, backhaul cost, and network delay. The
authors in [87] provided an overview of how fog computing
strategies support delay-sensitive file requests from end users
with reduced energy consumption and low traffic. Moreover,
[87] summarized physical-layer resource allocation approaches
focusing on their latency, bandwidth, and energy consumption
in fog computing. While [61], [85], [86] considered network
layer techniques to improve system performance for file de-
livery and caching, [87] considered physical layer metrics in
fog computing. Compared to the aforementioned surveys, this
survey provides an extensive overview of state-of-the-art cross-
layer optimizations that involve the joint implementation of
physical and network layers factors for DASs.

C. Contributions

In contrast with the surveys introduced in subsection II-B,
this survey presents a more comprehensive literature review
and comparative analysis of various DAS architectures. In
particular, it reviews the history and evolution of DAS sys-
tems, and provides an extensive discussion on key enabling
technologies. We summarize our contributions in this survey
paper as follows:

• We comprehensively review the evolution of DAS archi-
tectures from de-centralized RAN to C-RAN, V-RAN,
F-RAN, and CF-MIMO to O-RAN. We also present
the motivation for reconstructing and redesigning legacy
DAS architectures, the state-of-the-art, the ongoing work-
ing groups, and standardization activities to satisfy the
stringent requirements of next-generation RAN.

• We provide a literature review of the design of the
fronthaul network demonstrating the limitations of con-
ventional fronthaul interfaces to satisfy the staggeringly
soaring capacity and latency demands. Additionally, we
explore potential solutions to tackle this issue from
various perspectives. We start by investigating the main
four functional split standards that cover the evolution of
DAS networks, including 3GPP [23], eCPRI [24], SCF
[25], and the O-RAN Alliance [26]. We then highlight
how flexible functional split can satisfy the continuously
changing network requirements. Moreover, we provide
comparative analysis for various uplink and downlink
coding strategies in DAS.

• We review works that focused on optimizing DAS net-
works via optimizing beamforming matrices the channel
estimation operations to improve their performance in
terms of achievable rates, energy efficiency, and fairness.
In addition, we explore recent works that integrated the
DAS concept into emerging 6G networks such as non-
terrestrial and RIS-assisted wireless networks.

• In addition to the physical layer perspective, we discuss
DAS architectures from a cross-layer perspective through
cross-layer NC (CLNC) that exploits NC decisions, rate
adaptation, and power allocation. We also discuss graph
theory techniques that can be used to tackle cross-layer
optimization problems for file delivery and resource al-
location in DAS.
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TABLE I
SUMMARY OF SURVEY PAPERS ABOUT DAS ARCHITECTURES; ✓,Z✓, OR ✗ INDICATES THAT THE TOPIC IS ADDRESSED, PARTIALLY ADDRESSED, OR

NOT ADDRESSED, RESPECTIVELY.

References Fronthaul Network Design Physical-Layer Coding Cross-Layer Optimization System-Level Optimization
C-RAN F-RAN CF-MIMO O-RAN C-RAN F-RAN CF-MIMO O-RAN C-RAN F-RAN CF-MIMO O-RAN C-RAN F-RAN CF-MIMO O-RAN

[79] Z✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

[80] ✓ Z✓ Z✓ Z✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗
[81] ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗
[82] ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗
[83] ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗
[84] ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✗

[61] Z✓ Z✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗

[85] Z✓ Z✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗

[86] Z✓ Z✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✓ ✓ ✗ ✗

[87] Z✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ Z✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ Z✓ ✓ ✗ ✗
This survey ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

• Last but not least, we overview existing challenges and
future research directions related to different DAS archi-
tectures, with the aim of motivating the academic and
industry community towards realistic solutions with new
technological advances.

D. Paper Structure
This paper is structured as follows. In Section III and

Section IV, we review the design requirements of the fronthaul
network in DAS by covering the conventional fronthaul inter-
faces and functional split standards. Section V discusses uplink
and downlink coding strategies used in DAS to relay signals
between users and the CPU via the distributed RUs. System-
level optimization for different DAS architectures is discussed
in Section VI with focus on channel estimation, transmit
precoding and receive combining techniques. The integration
of DAS with other advanced communication technologies is
discussed in Section VII. Cross-layer optimization for re-
source allocation in different DAS architectures is surveyed
in Section VIII with focus on graph theory techniques and
CLNC. An outlook on future research directions is provided
in Section IX, before closing this paper with conclusions in
Section X. The outline of this survey paper is illustrated in
Fig. 3.

Note that some acronyms frequently used in this article are
listed with their definitions in Table II for ease of reference.

III. DESIGN OF FRONTHAUL NETWORK IN DISTRIBUTED
ANTENNA SYSTEMS

Because of the centralized nature of the processing re-
sources in the CPU and the distributed nature of the antenna
terminals in the service area, fronthaul links between the
distributed RUs and the CPU are of critical importance in the
design of DAS architectures. In order to build a high-reliability
fronthaul network, it is necessary to take into account some
interdependent technical requirements such as the RU con-
figuration, required data rate, bit error rate (BER), latency,
synchronization, and jitter, and operations administration and
maintenance constraints. It is also important to consider busi-
ness aspects in terms of obtaining low-cost implementation
from a mobile operator point of view [88]. In this section,
we start by presenting traditional fronthaul interface standards
and highlighting their constraints, followed by how we can
overcome their limitations to keep up with the requirements
of next-generation RAN as discussed next.

Fig. 3. The outline of this paper.

The conventional fronthaul interface has been standardized
by the CPRI and OBSAI specifications [89]. Both protocols
include different RAN vendor-specific groups, thereby, full
interoperability between them is not guaranteed [90].

The first version of the CPRI protocol was published in 2003
as a result of cooperation between leading RAN technologies
vendors, e.g. Ericsson, Huawei Technologies Co. Ltd, NEC
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TABLE II
LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

Abbreviation Explanation Abbreviation Explanation
3D Three-Dimensional 3GPP Third Generation Partnership Project
4G Fourth Generation 5G Fifth Generation
6G Sixth Generation AF Amplify-and-Forward
AP Access Point ARQ Automatic Repeat Request
BBU Baseband Processing Unit BER Bit Error Rate
BS Base Station CAP Compress-After-Precoding
CCoF Compute-Compress-and-Forward CF Compress-and-Forward
CF-mMIMO Cell-Free Massive MIMO CFE Compress-Forward-Estimate
CLNC Cross-Layer Network Coding CoF Compute-and-Forward
CoMP Coordinated Multi-Point CP Control Plane
CPRI Common Public Radio Interface CPU Central Processing Unit
C-RAN Centralized Radio Access Network CSI Channel State Information
CU Centralized Unit D2D Device-to-Device
DAS Distributed Antenna System DF Decode-and-Forward
DMPC Distributed Multi-Pair Computation DU Distributed Unit
ECF Estimate-Compress-Forward eCPRI Enhanced Common Public Radio Interface
eMBB Enhanced Mobile Broadband EMCF Estimate-Multiply-Compress-Forward
FFT Fast Fourier Transformation F-RAN Fog Radio Access Network
HARQ Hybrid Automatic Repeat Request IDNC Instantly Decodable Network Coding
iFFT Inverse Fast Fourier Transformation IoT Internet of Things
L1 Physical Layer in OSI Model L2 Data-link Layer in OSI Model
L3 Network Layer in OSI Model LTE Long Term Evolution
MAC Medium Access Control MAC Media Access Control layer
MIMO Multi-Input-Multi-Output mMIMO massive Multiple-Input Multiple-Output
MMSE Minimum Mean-Squared Error mMTC massive Machine-Type Communications
NC Network Coding NFV Network Functions Virtualization
OBSAI Open BS Standard Architecture Initiative O-DU Open distributed Unit
O-RAN Open Radio Access Network ORI Open Radio Interface
O-RU Open Radio Unit OSI Open Standard Interconnection
OWC Optical Wireless Communication PHY Physical Layer
QAM Quadrature Amplitude Modulation QoS Quality-of-Service
RaF Receive and Forward RA-IDNC Rate-Aware IDNC
RAN Radio Access Network RANaaS Radio Access Network-as-a-Service
RCoF Reverse-Compute-and-Forward RE Radio Equipment Control
RF Radio-Frequency RIS Reconfigurable Intelligent Surface
RLNC Random Linear Network Coding RB Resource Block
RQCoF Reverse-Quantize-Compute-and-Forward RRC Radio Resource Controller
RRH Remote Radio Head RU Radio Unit
SDN Software-Defined Networking SCF Small-Cell Forum
TDD Time Division Duplex UAV Unmanned Vehicle
UE User Equipment URLLC Ultra-Reliable Low-Latency Communications
VLC Visible Light Communication V-RAN Virtualized Radio Access Network

Corporation, and Nokia. Further improved versions have been
released until version 7.0 in 2015 [19]. CPRI specifications
divide the BS into two parts including a baseband unit (BBU),
or a radio equipment control (REC) unit (can be referred
to as CPU), and a radio frequency unit or radio access
equipment (RE). The CPRI interface separates between the
radio-frequency (RF) signal and baseband signal using the
physical layer (L1) and data-link layer (L2) protocols of the
open standard interconnection (OSI) protocol stack [6], [91].
However, CPRI has a stringent BER constraint, where each
fronthaul link must operate with at most a BER value of 10−12

[88], [92].
In contrast, the OBSAI is another industry specification

group resulting from the collaboration of joining RAN ven-
dors, and component and module manufacturers to reduce the
cost of deploying RAN architectures [20]. OBSAI was first
released in 2002 and successive improved versions have been
published afterwards as for CPRI. According to the OBSAI
specifications, the BS is divided into four main modules
including RF, transmission, processing, and control modules.
The RF module transmits, receives, and amplifies RF signals
and converts them from analog to digital and vice versa.
The transmission module provides communicating interfaces

between the different modules, as well as the conformance
and interoperability test specifications. In the processing mod-
ule, the baseband signals are computed and processed. The
control module supports system management, configuration,
and synchronization of all BS modules and generates reports
to the operations administration and maintenance system [93].
Therefore, OBSAI specifications deal with L1, L2, transport,
and application layers protocols of the OSI protocol stack [94].
Also, the BER requirement in OBSAI is 10−15 which is more
stringent than that in CPRI.

Another industry specification group called ORI was formed
by the European Telecommunications Standards Institute in
2010 to introduce a fronthaul interface specification that can
support multi-vendor interoperability between network ele-
ments in the RAN system [21], [90]. This interface is built over
the CPRI protocol by removing some functions and adding
other options to support the full-interoperability [88].

Despite the differences between the CPRI, OBSAI, and ORI
interfaces, they all provide a constant bit rate in both uplink
and downlink transmission. However, CPRI is the widely
used protocol for the fronthaul interface by RAN vendors,
especially for conventional fully-centralized 4G C-RANs, due
to its efficient one-to-one in-phase/quadrature-phase samples
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Fig. 4. CPRI RAN functional split: fully separating RaF functions in
distributed RU (RE) and all L1/L2/L3 processing functions of the OSI protocol
stack in the CPU (REC).

mapping techniques between the distributed RU and the CPU
[6], [95]. As a result, in this subsection, we confine our
investigation to the CPRI specifications as a case study of
the conventional fronthaul interfaces.

In conventional 4G C-RAN networks, the CPRI fronthaul
interface is used to fully separate the RaF functions in dis-
tributed RU and all the baseband processing functions in
the CPU as shown in Fig. 4 [92]. This split allows the full
centralization of all L1/L2/L3 processing functions of the OSI
protocol stack, at the expense of extremely stringent fronthaul
capacity and latency demands [96].

CPRI can support constant data rate options from 614.4
Mbps up to 24330.24 Mbps over one RU-CPU fronthaul con-
nection [88], [97]. Generally, information flows at the higher
layers of the OSI protocol stack are less data-intensive than
those at the lowest. Processing functions in the physical (PHY)
layer (e.g. cyclic redundancy check, modulation, mapping, and
encoding) add extra overhead to the data blocks received from
the higher media access control (MAC) layer. Thus, incredibly
higher data rates are required as the information flows at the
PHY layer towards the RU where RaF functions are performed
[19]. Practically, CPRI requires an overhead of up to 30 times
the 4G LTE baseband data rates, thus requiring the deployment
of one or more 10 Gbps optical fiber fronthaul links to support
4G LTE data rates [98]. As current 5G networks aim to
support 10 times the data rates of LTE, the fronthaul rate needs
an increase to over 100 Gbps, which is cost-prohibitive and
operationally challenging. Particularly, the required CPRI data
rate RCPRI depends on the employed radio-access technology,
MIMO implementation, and RF channel bandwidth as shown
in the following expression [88], [99]

RCPRI = 2SnAfsbsCwC, (1)

where Sn is the number of sectors, A represents the number
of antenna ports per sector, fs is the sampling rate for RF
signal digitization (30.72 Mega samples/second per 20 MHz
RF channel bandwidth) and bs is the number of bits per
sample (referred as the sample width and is typically 15
bits/sample for LTE systems), Cw accounts for control word
overhead in the CPRI frames (typically 16/15), and C denotes
a line coding factor (either 10/8 for 8B/10B code or 66/64
for 64B/66B code) [23], [88]. The factor 2 is due to the
in-phase and quadrature phase components. For instance, for
high bandwidth demanding services such as enhanced mobile
broadband (eMBB) or for massive MIMO distributed RUs, the

CPRI protocol requires unreasonably high fronthaul capacity
with maximum latency between RU and CPU of a few hundred
microseconds.

Table III demonstrates the approximate required CPRI data
rates without line coding using various RF channel bandwidths
and numbers of antennas in a conventional fully-centralized C-
RAN as given by the 3GPP. As shown in this table, with 20
MHz LTE and 2 antennas configuration, the required CPRI
data rate without line coding is 2 Gbps (2.5 Gbps with line
coding 10/8) for one RU-CPU fronthaul connection. Therefore,
extremely high fronthaul capacity is needed in order to have
a fully centralized C-RAN which is a major problem in the
design of next-generation RANs [100], [101].

Moreover, the 4G LTE RAN latency requirement of about
10 ms leaves a delay budget of 100 microseconds over the
fronthaul link between the CPU and RU; conversely, the
maximum fronthaul distance is only around 15 km. With some
5G applications, an RAN latency of 1 ms is required. This
requirement forces the distance between the RU and the CPU
to be around 1 km, requiring many more locations for the
CPUs, which is expensive [86].

CPRI specifications have some other drawbacks that make
them too far from accommodating the evolution in the RAN
industry nowadays. First, CPRI has a constant data rate regard-
less of the change of mobile traffic per the temporal/service
area dimensions [19]. Even in situations when there is no
active user traffic in the network, there are still CPRI streams
forwarded between the CPU and distributed RUs. This un-
derutilizes the fronthaul bandwidth thus decreasing efficiency.
Second, as the number of antennas increases, the required
CPRI data rate is incredibly increasing. This is a major
impediment to the use of the CPRI interface in 5G networks
as far as deploying CF-mMIMO networks is concerned. More-
over, advanced networking and operations administration and
maintenance features of data transport standards are required
which are not supported by CPRI specifications [24]. Finally,
the cost of the fully-centralized DAS networks supported by
the CPRI specifications is very high [95].

With the current revolution in 5G/6G networks, many
mobile operators started to question the efficiency of CPRI
specifications to keep up with the requirements of next-
generation RAN. Currently, researchers and industry experts
are working on proposing new techniques for lowering the
extremely high capacity demands on the fronthaul network,
while still keeping as many benefits as possible from the
fully centralized processing as in conventional C-RAN. To
efficiently utilize the fronthaul network resources and better
support the evolving needs of next-generation RAN, advanced
functional split schemes, uplink and downlink relaying tech-
niques, hybrid DAS and other emerging technologies, and
machine learning and artificial intelligence approaches have
been investigated as discussed in the following sections.

IV. FUNCTIONAL SPLIT DECOMPOSITION IN DAS
NETWORKS

In next-generation RAN, the mobile traffic is rapidly grow-
ing to volumes that exceed the capabilities of conventional
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TABLE III
REQUIRED CPRI FRONTHAUL DATA RATE IN FULLY CENTRALIZED RAN [23]

Number of antennas RF channel bandwidth
10 MHz 20 MHz 50 MHz 100 MHz 200 MHz 1 GHz

2 1 Gbps 2 Gbps 5 Gbps 100 Gbps 20 Gbps 100 Gbps
8 4 Gbps 8 Gbps 20 Gbps 40 Gbps 80 Gbps 400 Gbps

64 32 Gbps 64 Gbps 160 Gbps 320 Gbps 640 Gbps 3200 Gbps
256 128 Gbps 256 Gbps 640 Gbps 1280 Gbps 2560 Gbps 12800 Gbps

fronthaul interfaces. To overcome this constraint, one solution
is to include more processing functions at the distributed RUs
to process their observed signals more before forwarding them
to the CPU via the fronthaul network. However, the critical
questions here are, how many processing functions should
be included locally at RUs? and to which extent may this
help in relaxing the extremely high capacity demands on the
fronthaul links? To find proper answers, we must investigate
all possible functional splits which determine the amount of
PHY/MAC processing functions included locally at the RU
and the amount of the centralized functions at the CPU. It is
thus critical that the functional split between the RU and CPU
should take into account some cost-effective and technical
trade-offs between the required fronthaul capacity, latency, and
signal processing centralization [22]. In fact, the choice of how
to split the RF and baseband processing functions in the DAS
architecture depends on the QoS of the supported services
(e.g. low/high throughput, low/high latency, and real/non-
real-time applications) and the available transport network
infrastructure (e.g. optical fiber/wireless networks including
microwave, millimeter waves, or free-space optics). Moreover,
it must support specific load demand or user density per given
geographical service area.

Fig. 5 illustrates the RF and baseband signal processing
functions in the LTE protocol stack (still valid for the 5G new
radio) and different functional split options provided by 3GPP
[23]. In this figure, the signal processing chain closer to the RU
is located on the right, and moving to the left means that the
observed signal at the RU goes through more and more local
processing before forwarding it to the CPU via the fronthaul
network. The dashed arrows within Fig. 5 indicate the different
function split options, where the processing functions on the
right of the red arrow are the functions performed locally
in the RU, and the remaining functions on the left of the
dashed arrow are centrally implemented in the CPU. The
more processing functions left locally in the RU, the more
signal processing is done before forwarding signals on the
fronthaul network to the CPU, thereby lowering the data-rate
and latency demands over the fronthaul link [80]. At the same
time, this will increase the complexity of the RU configuration,
limiting us from deploying cheaper, simpler, and low-power
nodes. Here is where the optimization of the tradeoffs becomes
paramount.

Understanding the protocols included in the CPU could
help in determining the appropriate functional split. The con-
ventional CPU support all five protocol layers of the RAN.

The physical layer or PHY is mainly responsible for coding
and modulation operations for the radio transmission. The
actual radio transmission is performed by the RU. For every
transmit interval, the MAC layer defines the size to be used.
This transmit interval is referred to as transmit block. The
MAC is responsible for the reliable transfer of data over
the air. The MAC layer performs a hybrid automatic repeat
request (HARQ) procedure, which uses acknowledgments and
negative acknowledgments feedback from the receiver. HARQ
allows the transmitter to retransmit the data packet if the packet
is not correctly received. The MAC layer is also used for
implementing fast control signaling, for example, activating
carrier aggregation. Fast control activation is required because
other signaling mechanisms through the upper radio resource
controller (RRC) can be almost 10 times slower. The radio
link controller (RLC) layer processes the data arriving from
the upper layers into packets that fit into the transmit block
defined by the MAC layer. An incoming packet may be
segmented into smaller packets or multiple packets may be
concatenated into a larger packet. The packet data convergence
protocol (PDCP) provides optional internet protocol packet
header compression and security features. It encrypts the data
that is sent over the air and protects the integrity of signaling
messages to protect against malicious tempering. RRC is the
top protocol layer used for major RAN functions, such as
connection establishment, handover procedures, paging idle
user equipment (UE), uplink power control, and so on. The
PHY, MAC, and RLC layers are involved in tasks that are very
delay-sensitive (of the order of a few milliseconds), such as
HARQ operations and fast control signaling. In contrast, the
higher layer PDCP and RRC protocols undertake tasks that
are more delay tolerant and can take tens of milliseconds.

Several functional split standards have been proposed for
next-generation RANs (e.g. dense small cells, CF-mMIMO,
and O-RAN) that allow for a radical reduction of the re-
quired fronthaul bandwidth compared to the conventional
fully-centralized approach [22]. In this section, we investigate
the functional split options proposed by four groups: 3GPP,
eCPRI, the SCF, and xRAN (which became the O-RAN
Alliance in June 2018). We consider the 3GPP signal pro-
cessing model [23] and its functional split options introduced
therein as a reference architecture for our investigation of all
functional split standards. In Fig. 6, we map the functional split
options in the 3GPP model [23] to the functional split points
introduced in the eCPRI specification by the CPRI group [24],
SCF standard [25], and the xRAN (O-RAN) group [26]. Fig. 6
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Fig. 5. Signal processing functions in the LTE protocol stack and different
functional split options provided by 3GPP.

Fig. 6. Mapping the functional split options in the 3GPP model [23] to the
functional split points in the eCPRI specification [24], SCF standard [25], and
the O-RAN standard [26].

shows that the intra-PHY functional split point is further split
into multiple sub-options at all standards. A more detailed
mapping and comparison between the intra-PHY functional
splits for different functional split standards is shown in Fig. 7.
This is to support more cooperation between all distributed
RUs in the service area and provide more flexibility to meet
the fronthaul network requirements as discussed next.

A. 3GPP Functional Split Standard

In 4G/LTE networks, the RF and baseband processing func-
tions included in the 3GPP protocol stack are divided into a
distributed unit (DU) and a CU [23]. The CU includes the BBU
functions specified by LTE standard (still valid for 5G New
Radio) like transmission of user data, mobility management,
resource sharing and allocation, session control, etc., except
those functions allocated exclusively to the DU. The CU also
manages the operation of DUs over the fronthaul transport
network. The CU may also be referred to as BBU, CPU,
or REC. In contrast, the DU includes part of the baseband
processing functions besides the RF functions, depending on
the proposed functional split option. This split allows for
the coordination of performance features such as required
throughput, latency, and cost. In 3GPP, DU may be referred
to as RRH, RE, RU, or AP.

3GPP standard consists of eight main functional split op-
tions including several sub-options as shown in Fig. 6 [23].
Each option in the 3GPP standard offers a different trade-off
between the fronthaul capacity demand, latency requirements,
and the benefits of signal processing centralization as dis-
cussed next. Note that Tables IV and V present the following
options.

Fig. 7. A more detailed mapping and comparison between the intra-PHY
functional splits for 3GPP model [23], eCPRI specification [24], SCF [25]
and O-RAN standards [26].

• In option 8 (RF/PHY split), all the baseband (L1/L2/L3)
signal processing functions are centralized at the CPU,
whereas only the RF functions (e.g. RF sampler, quan-
tizer, and up/down converter) are left in the RU site. This
option is called CPRI-like split because it corresponds to
the conventional fully-centralized 4G C-RAN approach
where the CPRI is used as a baseline interface [101].
Option 8 exploits the benefits of centralized baseband
signal processing that enables coordination between the
distributed RUs, thus allowing them to perform joint
transmission and reception. Consequently, this option
supports CoMP, efficient resource allocation, and inter-
ference mitigation techniques [129]. This also allows
for the virtualization of many network services over
software hosted on commercial/consumer off-the-shelf
servers. Further, this simplifies more the RU configuration
which can handle multi-radio access technology and
reduce the RAN CAPEX/OPEX [23], [165]. Because of
including the ARQ function in the CPU, this option can
be used for the non-ideal transmission scenarios [23].
However, centralizing all the baseband processing func-
tionalities in option 8 places extremely high and constant
capacity demands on the fronthaul network with stringent
latency constraints, whether user traffic is present or not
[167]. As illustrated in Table V, using 100 MHz RF
channel bandwidth, 8 MIMO layers, 32 antennas, 256-
quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM), and 2× 16 in-
phase/quadrature-phase bit width1, the required constant
fronthaul data rate for both uplink and downlink trans-
missions is 157.3 Gbps [149]. Reference [185] showed
that although the maximum resource sharing in the CPU
can be obtained using option 8, the required fronthaul
data rate is the highest compared to other functional
split options. Also, in [165], [186], numerical results
revealed that further reduction in the required fronthaul

1Note that this configuration is deployed for both uplink and downlink.
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TABLE IV
COMPARISON BETWEEN DIFFERENT 3GPP HIGH-LEVEL FUNCTIONAL SPLIT OPTIONS

Option Split Uplink
data
rate

Downlink
data
rate

Max.
one-
way

latency

Advantages Drawbacks References

1 PDCP/RRC 3 Gbps 4 Gbps 10 ms
• Lower and load-dependent data rate is required on the

fronthaul link.
• Support user-plane separation.
• Support faster mobility, measurement configuration,

and reporting control.
• Suitable for edge-computing and cashing applications.

• Highest complex RU configuration.
• Lowest centralization.
• Don’t support inter-cell coordination.

[79], [102]–[107]

2 RLC/PDCP 3024
Mbps

4016
Mbps

1.5-10
ms • Lower and load-dependent data rate is required on the

fronthaul link.
• Lower fronthaul latency constraints.
• Enable mobility coordination.
• Suitable for wireless fronthaul networks.
• Supports deploying networks composed of an aggre-

gation of different radio access technologies.

• Have some limitations in coordinated scheduling be-
tween multiple RUs.

• Don’t support CoMP functionalities.

[79], [90], [101],
[102], [104]–[126]

3 intra-
RLC

lower
than

option
2

lower
than

option
2

1.5-10
ms • Lower and load-dependent data rate is required on the

fronthaul link.
• Lower fronthaul latency constraints.
• Higher reliability can be obtained.
• Suitable for wireless fronthaul networks.
• Suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios.

• Latency-sensitive in some scenarios.
[104], [105], [107],
[112], [121], [124]

4 RLC/MAC 4.5
Gbps

5.2
Gbps

approximately
100 µs • Lower and load-dependent data rate is required on the

fronthaul link.
• Suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios.
• Used in scenarios where a local scheduler is required.

• The close relation between RLC and MAC functions
disappears in this split.

• Doesn’t fit shorter subframe sizes applications in 5G
networks.

• No benefits for LTE systems.

[104]–[107], [111],
[112], [121], [124],

[127]

5 intra-
MAC

7.1
Gbps

5.6
Gbps

hundreds
of µs • Lower and load-dependent data rate is required on the

fronthaul link.
• Real-time processing functions are included in the RU.
• Lower fronthaul latency requirements depending on

the interaction between scheduling functions in CPU
and RU.

• Supports long-distance fronthaul link between the
CPU and RU.

• Suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios.

• Complex interface between CPU and RU.
• Hard to split the scheduling operations over the CPU

and RU.
• Have some limitations in minimizing the inter-cell

interference and deploying CoMP functionalities.

[79], [94], [95],
[104]–[107], [111],

[113], [121],
[127]–[132]

6 MAC/PHY 7.1
Gbps

5.6
Gbps

250 µs
• Lower and load-dependent data rate is required on the

fronthaul link.
• Suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios.
• Centralized scheduling is possible.

• Only 20% (L2/L3 functions) of the total baseband
processing functions is centralized.

• Limit the deployment of some CoMP functionalities
and 5G schedulers.

• Need an inband protocol for resource block (PB)
allocation, MIMO processing, and modulation.

• Very high fronthaul latency requirements

[95], [104]–[107],
[111], [112], [114],
[115], [118]–[120],
[122], [124], [126],

[133]–[140]

data rates can be obtained by moving to other functional
split options than option 8. This limits the use of option 8
to scenarios where high-quality optical fiber infrastructure
is available.

• In option 7.1 (low PHY split), as shown in Fig. 7,
the cyclic prefix insertion/removal, inverse/fast Fourier
transformation (iFFT/FFT), and beamforming port expan-
sion/reduction functions are left in the RU [23]. Using
the Fourier transformation, the transmitted signals are
represented over the fronthaul link as subcarriers in the
frequency domain. In the uplink, through using the cyclic
prefix removal and FFT that transform the observed
signals at the RU into the frequency domain, the RU can
remove the guard subcarriers which is 40% of the LTE
traffic [151]. This further decreases the required data-rate
over the fronthaul link as compared to option 8. However,
a constant data rate over the fronthaul link is still required
because the resource element mapping that can detect
unused subcarriers and achieve variable data-rates, is still
centrally implemented at the CPU. In [23], [149], split
7.b in both uplink and downlink and 7.c in uplink only
are equal to option 7-1. As illustrated in Table V, using
100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8 MIMO layers, 32
antennas, 256-QAM modulation (same configuration for
both uplink and downlink), the required constant uplink

and downlink fronthaul data rates are 60.4 Gbps and
9.2 Gbps, respectively [149]. In [167], authors illustrate
how split option 7-1 reduces the actual throughput of the
fronthaul link with 43.8% as compared with option 8. In
[165], numerical results reveal that the required fronthaul
data rate using the proposed split option 7-1 achieves
a reduction of 30% to 40% than that in option 8. This
option also enables CoMP techniques, joint transmission,
and reception between all RUs, and is suitable for non-
ideal transmission scenarios as the ARQ is left in the CPU
[23], [187]. 3GPP considers this option for the uplink
transmission only [23], [188].

• In option 7.2 (low PHY/high PHY split), besides in-
cluding the cyclic prefix insertion/removal and iFFT/FFT
functions, the RU includes the resource element demap-
ping, channel estimation, and diversity combiner func-
tions in the uplink and precoding and the resource el-
ement mapping functions in the downlink as shown in
Fig. 7 [23]. Using this option, the transmitted signals over
the fronthaul link are represented as subframe symbols in
the frequency domain. This further decreases the required
fronthaul data rate but at the expense of increasing the
complexity of the RU configuration and reducing the
centralized processing capabilities in the CPU. Starting
from this option, all remaining 3GPP functional splits
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TABLE V
COMPARISON BETWEEN DIFFERENT 3GPP LOW-LEVEL FUNCTIONAL SPLIT OPTIONS

Option Split Uplink
data
rate

Downlink
data
rate

Max.
one-
way

latency

Advantages Drawbacks References

7.3 High
PHY

15.2
Gbps

9.8
Gbps

250 µs
• Lower required data rate on the fronthaul link due to signal

modulation.
• The required fronthaul data rate depends on the cell load.
• Suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios.
• Centralized scheduling is possible.

• Option 7.3 uplink is not defined by the 3GPP.
• Including modulation in the RU increases its

complexity.
• limits the deployment of some CoMP function-

alities and 5G schedulers.
• Need an inband protocol for RB allocation,

MIMO processing, and modulation.
• Very high fronthaul latency requirements

[95], [103],
[105]–[107], [111],
[116], [138], [139],

[141]–[144]

7.2
=
7.a
=
7.c(DL)

low
PHY/high

PHY

15.2
Gbps

9.8
Gbps

250 µs
• Variable and moderate required data rate on the fronthaul link.
• The required fronthaul bandwidth scales with the used spec-

trum instead of the number of antennas.
• Used for time-sensitive networking technologies and packet-

based fronthaul networks
• Enables CoMP techniques, joint transmission, and reception

between all RUs.
• Suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios.
• Centralized scheduling is possible.

• Sub-frame level timing interactions between the
low PHY processing in RU and high PHY pro-
cessing in CPU may occur.

• Need an inband protocol for RB allocation.
• Very high fronthaul latency requirements

[22], [23], [79],
[90], [105]–[108],

[110], [111], [116],
[122], [123],

[130]–[132], [138],
[139], [141]–[160]

7.1
=
7.b
=
7.c(UL)

low
PHY

60.4
Gbps

9.2
Gbps

250 µs
• Lower required fronthaul data rate compared to option 8.
• Low RU complexity.
• Enables CoMP techniques, joint transmission and reception

between all RUs.
• Suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios.
• Centralized scheduling is possible.

• High constant data rate required on the fronthaul
link, especially on the uplink.

• The required fronthaul data rate scales with the
number of antennas.

• Very high fronthaul latency requirements.

[10], [89], [90],
[94], [95],

[105]–[108], [111],
[116], [123], [128],

[138], [139],
[142]–[146], [148],

[150], [151],
[153]–[155], [159],

[161]–[172]
8 RF/PHY 157.3

Gbps
157.3
Gbps

250 µs
• Supports all the fully-centralized signal processing capabili-

ties.
• Lowest RU complexity.

• Extremely high constant data rate is required on
the fronthaul link.

• The required fronthaul data rate scales with the
number of antennas.

• Very high stringent fronthaul latency require-
ments.

[10], [79], [89],
[90], [92], [94],

[95], [101], [103],
[105]–[108], [111],

[122], [123],
[128]–[130], [132],
[137]–[139], [143],
[144], [148]–[153],
[158], [159], [162],

[164]–[166],
[172]–[184]

have a variable required fronthaul data rate because of
including the FFT and the resource element mapping
functions locally in the RU [157], [189]. As a result,
the fronthaul interface needs to satisfy a certain QoS
constraint to ensure priority for time-sensitive traffic.
Therefore, this option can be used for time-sensitive
networking technologies and packet-based fronthaul net-
works [156]. Also, this option enables CoMP techniques,
joint transmission, and reception between all RUs, and is
suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios as the ARQ
is left in the CPU [23], [187]. In this option, the required
fronthaul data rate depends on the used spectrum, number
of transmitted symbols over the fronthaul link, number of
quantized bits per symbol, and control information used
for further high PHY and MAC processing [111]. In [23],
[149], split 7.a in both uplink and downlink and 7.c in
downlink only are equal to option 7-2. As illustrated in
table V, using 100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8 MIMO
layers, 32 antennas, and 256-QAM modulation (same
configuration for both uplink and downlink), the required
uplink and downlink fronthaul data rates are 15.2 Gbps
and 9.8 Gbps, respectively, reducing the needed fronthaul
capacity by a factor of 10 compared to option 8 [149].
3GPP considers this option for the downlink transmission
only [23], [188].

• Option 7.3 (High PHY split) further includes more
processing functions at the RU. As shown in Fig. 7,
modulation/demodulation, equalization, and inverse dis-
crete Fourier transform functions in the uplink, and layer
mapping in the downlink are included locally in the RU

[23]. Since signal modulation is left in the RU site, a
lower required data-rate is expected over the fronthaul
link compared to other option 7 splits. Particularly, based
on the used modulation order, several bits are assigned
to each symbol which decreases the required fronthaul
data-rate. Using this option, the transmitted signals are
represented over the fronthaul link as codeword bits. In
this option, because of the increased latency over the
fronthaul link, this may reduce the benefits of having
wider channel bandwidth and shorter subframes, thereby
limiting the deployment of some CoMP functionalities
and 5G schedulers [111], [187]. However, it still can
be used for non-ideal transmission scenarios since the
ARQ is left in the CPU [23], [187]. The 3GPP considers
this option for the downlink transmission only [23],
[188]. However, the required downlink data-rate over the
fronthaul link for this option was not defined in both [23]
and [149]. In [25], the required fronthaul data-rate was
expressed by the SCF. As illustrated in Table V, using
100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8 MIMO layers, 32
antennas, and 256-QAM modulation (same configuration
for both uplink and downlink), the required uplink and
downlink fronthaul data rates are 15.2 Gbps and 9.8 Gbps,
respectively [25]. In [190], numerical results revealed that
using split option 7.3 can reduce the required mobile
fronthaul transmission bandwidth by 90% as compared to
option 8 (traditional C-RAN). Numerical results in [186]
illustrated that the proposed option 7.3 can reduce the
required fronthaul optical bandwidth by 92% as compared
with option 8 while improving the throughput of cell-edge
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users by 116% compared with option 6. Reference [191]
showed that the proposed option 7.3 can further reduce
the required fronthaul bandwidth up to 97% compared to
option 8. Experiments in [192] showed that option 7.3 can
reduce the required fronthaul optical bandwidth for both
uplink and downlink transmissions by 90% as compared
to option 8 with an signal-to-noise ratio penalty of less
than 2 dB for CoMP in the uplink.
In general, all three sub-splits in option 7 offer a good
trade-off relation between the RU configuration complex-
ity, fronthaul capacity demands, and inter-cell cooper-
ation. As a result, these sub-splits become promising
candidates for high-capacity 5G networks in dense urban
areas.

• In option 6 (MAC/PHY split), by adding scram-
bling/descrambling, rate matching, coding/decoding func-
tions, all the PHY, and RF processing functions are left
locally in the RU site as shown in Fig. 7 [23]. Therefore,
the CPU handles only the MAC and network layers
(L2/L3) processing functions which are approximately
20% of the overall implemented baseband processing
functions [187]. Using this option, the transmitted signals
over the fronthaul link are represented as transport blocks
(information bits). This leads to a further reduction in
the required fronthaul bandwidth [23]. As illustrated in
Table IV, using 100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8
MIMO layers, 256-QAM modulation (same configuration
for both uplink and downlink), the required uplink and
downlink fronthaul data rates are 7.1 Gbps and 5.6 Gbps,
respectively [149]. As a result, this option has been
chosen by the SCF for their proposed lower layer split
and standardized in the network functional application
platform interface initiative [25], [120]. In contrast, be-
cause of the increased latency over the fronthaul link, this
split may reduce the benefits of having wider channel
bandwidth and shorter subframes, thereby limiting the
deployment of some CoMP functionalities and 5G sched-
ulers [111], [187]. However, it still can be used for non-
ideal transmission scenarios as the ARQ is left in the CPU
[23], [187]. In [186], although option 6 has lower cell-
edge user throughput, it has the lowest required fronthaul
data-rate compared to options 7.3 and 8. Reference [155]
showed the perceived user throughput and the total cost of
ownership for different functional splits, concluding that
intermediate splits like option 6 are the most promising
ones.

• In option 5 (intra-MAC split), the RF, physical, and some
parts of the MAC functions (e.g. HARQ) are included
locally in the RU site while keeping the overall scheduler
in the CPU [23]. This further limits the benefits of
centralized processing at the CPU because most of the
baseband processing functions are performed locally at
the RU [132]. Reference [193] showed that option 5 has
some limitations in minimizing the inter-cell interference,
but it further decreases the required data-rate over the
fronthaul link compared to options 7 and 8. As illustrated
in Table IV, using 100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8
MIMO layers, 256-QAM modulation (same configuration

for both uplink and downlink), the required uplink and
downlink fronthaul data rates are 7.1 Gbps and 5.6 Gbps,
respectively [149]. Furthermore, from this option split and
in all other remaining options, the time-critical processing
functions in the HARQ are deployed at the RU [132].
This means that the time-critical processing is no longer
dependent on the transmission of the needed data over
the fronthaul, which dramatically reduces the delay con-
straints over the fronthaul link. This also allows for longer
distance fronthaul links between the RU and CPU [110].
As a result, using this option may increase the latency
over the fronthaul link, thereby limiting the deployment
of some CoMP functionalities [111], [187]. However, this
option is still suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios
as the ARQ is left at the CPU [23], [187]. At the same
time, the centralization of the scheduling functions at
the CPU allows for coordinated transmissions among
different small cells [121].

• In option 4 (RLC/MAC split), the RF, PHY, and MAC
processing functions are left locally in the RU while
keeping the PDCP and RLC functions in the CPU [23].
Therefore, the close relation between RLC and MAC
functions disappears in this split. This option receives
RLC protocol data units in the downlink while sending
MAC service data units in the uplink. In 5G networks, it
is expected to have shorter subframe sizes that require
more frequent actions taken by the scheduler at the
CPU to meet the varying channel conditions and traffic
demands requirements. Therefore, more frequent control
signals between MAC and RLC are required to determine
the required size of the next RLC protocol data units. As
a result, this puts some constraints on using this option in
5G networks [111]. Reference [23] illustrated no benefits
obtained for LTE systems using this split. However, this
option is still suitable for non-ideal transmission scenarios
as the ARQ is left at the CPU [23], [187]. As illustrated
in Table IV, using 100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8
MIMO layers, 256-QAM modulation (same configuration
for both uplink and downlink), the required uplink and
downlink fronthaul data rates are 4.5 Gbps and 5.2 Gbps,
respectively [149].

• In option 3 (intra-RLC split), the RF, PHY, MAC, and low
RLC are left in the RU site while keeping the high RLC
and PDCP in the CPU [23]. Two sub-options are available
based on the real-time/non-real-time functions split. In
option 3.1, the split is based on the ARQ. The low RLC is
composed of synchronous RLC functions including seg-
mentation and concatenation operations, whereas the high
RLC contains the ARQ and other minor asynchronous
RLC processing functions. In contrast, the split in option
3.2 is based on the transmitting and receiving RLC enti-
ties. The low RLC is composed of a transmitting trans-
parent mode RLC entity, a transmitting unacknowledged
mode RLC entity, a transmitting side of acknowledged
mode, and the routing function of a receiving side of
AM, which are related to downlink transmission. On the
other side, the high RLC includes a receiving transparent
mode RLC entity, receiving unacknowledged mode RLC
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entity, and a receiving side of acknowledged mode except
for the routing function, and reception of RLC status
reports, which are related to uplink transmission. Gen-
erally, option 3 reduces the required latency constraints
over the fronthaul link because the real-time scheduling is
performed in the RU [112]. Also, higher reliability can be
achieved using this split, thereby it is suitable for wireless
fronthaul networks [23]. Furthermore, it is still suitable
for non-ideal transmission scenarios as the ARQ is left
at the CPU [23], [187]. As illustrated in Table IV, using
100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8 MIMO layers, 256-
QAM modulation (same configuration for both uplink and
downlink), the required uplink and downlink fronthaul
data rates were defined in [149] as lower than option 2.

• In option 2 (RLC/PDCP split), the RRC and PDCP
functions are kept in the CPU while including the RF,
PHY, MAC, and RLC functions in the RU. The main
benefit of this split is the possibility to have a network
deployment composed of an aggregation of different radio
access technologies [124]. Another interesting feature of
this split is its ability to generate copies of the traffic
directed to a certain user and forward it to several RUs
[79]. This opens up the possibility to deploy efficient
mobility algorithms. In addition, this split further reduces
the required latency constraints over the fronthaul link
to the order of milliseconds because all real-time pro-
cessing functions are performed locally in the RU site
[90]. Furthermore, since the added PDCP header to each
internet protocol packet is very small, the transmitted
fronthaul data is approximately equivalent to the users’
data [120]. As illustrated in Table IV, using 100 MHz RF
channel bandwidth, 8 MIMO layers, 256-QAM modula-
tion (same configuration for both uplink and downlink),
the required uplink and downlink fronthaul data rates
are 3024 Mbps and 4016 Mbps, respectively [149]. The
3GPP has recommended this option for fixed wireless
access applications, where coordinated scheduling is not
required and bandwidth and latency requirements over the
fronthaul network are relatively relaxed [23], [188]. This
split also has a standardized interface by the SCF [25].
Moreover, option 2 is considered a base for an X2-like
architecture because of the similarity on the user plane.
However, some functionalities may be different as some
new procedures are required in the control plane (CP).
Particularly, there are two possible sub-options available
in this split. Option 2.1 is called the 3C-like split because
it splits the user plane only, similar to the 3C architecture
in LTE dual connectivity [79]. In contrast, option 2.2
separates the RRC and PDCP for the CP and the PDCP
for the user plane into different central entities [103].
As a result, option 2.2 requires coordination of security
configurations between different PDCP instances [23].

• In option 1 (PDCP/RRC split), only the RRC is kept
in the CPU while including all other RF and baseband
processing functions locally in the RU site [23]. This
allows for performing the user data processing at the
RU which is beneficial for edge-computing and caching
applications, especially in F-RAN architectures [23],

[194]. Also, the centralization of the RRC in this option
enables the customization of the deployments and having
faster mobility algorithms, measurement configuration,
and reporting control [25]. This option is called the 1A-
like split because it is similar to the 1A architecture in
LTE dual connectivity [79]. This option is also called the
CP/user plane split because the CP functions are included
in the RRC, whereas the entire user plane functions are
performed in the other baseband functions included in
the RU [103]. Reference [103] concludes that the full
separation between user plane/CP in combination with
the full-centralization of the control functions in option 1
would follow the principles of SDN. However, this split
makes the RU more complex, large and consumes more
power than the simplified RU of option 8. Also, it doesn’t
support inter-cell coordination, thereby it might not be
recommended for scenarios where we have many cells
connected to the CPU. The required data-rate of option 1
over the fronthaul network is much simpler because the
entire protocol stack resides at the RU site. As illustrated
in Table IV, using 100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8
MIMO layers, 256-QAM modulation (same configuration
for both uplink and downlink), the required uplink and
downlink fronthaul data rates are 3 Gbps and 4 Gbps,
respectively [149]. Also, reference [102] shows how the
latency constraints can be relaxed to tens of seconds if
only the RRC functions are centralized.

In summary, 3GPP proposed eight functional split options,
depending on which baseband processing functions are in-
cluded at the DU or RU and which functions are moved
to the CU or CPU. In practice, the most popular options
under investigation are (1) option 8 (CPRI-like split) in 4G
fully-centralized RAN [92]; (2) option 7 (intra-PHY split) in
5G RAN networks [141], where some PHY layer processing
functions are performed at the RU before its transmission; (3)
option 6 (MAC/PHY split) in dense small-cell deployments
[25], where RF and PHY layer functions are included in
the RU; (4) option 2 (PDCP/RLC split) in wireless fron-
thaul transport networks [188], where the PDCP and RRC
functionalities are kept in the CPU, while RF, PHY, MAC,
and RLC functions are included in the RU; and (5) option
1 (PDCP/RRC split) in edge-computing services and F-RAN
architectures [194], where user plane functions are performed
in the RU and the CP operations are kept in the CPU. Options
7 and 8 are user load independent and require high-capacity
and low-latency demands over the fronthaul links between RU
and CPU, whereas these requirements are relaxed by moving
to higher splits [92], [151].

B. Enhanced CPRI (eCPRI) Functional Decomposition Stan-
dard

The conventional CPRI interface (option 8 in the 3GPP
functional split) requires extremely high-capacity and ultra-
low latency demands over the fronthaul links of the 4G fully-
centralized C-RAN. With the aim of cost reduction, backwards
compatibility, and hardware reuse, the industry cooperation
(i.e., NEC, Nokia, Huawei, and Ericsson) involved in the
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Fig. 8. eCPRI vision of 5G intra-PHY processing chain [24].

specification of CPRI have released an evolved CPRI (eCPRI)
specification in 2018 [24]. In the eCPRI specification, the RU
is called the eCPRI Radio Equipment (eRE), whereas the CPU
is known as the eCPRI Radio Equipment Control (eREC) [24].
In between these two units lies the fronthaul network. The
eCPRI protocol is a promising technology for 5G RAN. It
supports flexible and efficient radio data transmission via using
a packet-based fronthaul network (e.g. Ethernet or internet
protocol). This makes the fronthaul capacity demands depend
on the actual resource block (RB) utilization at any given
time [176]. This also allows for the implementation of other
benefits such as point to multi-point architecture, statistical
multiplexing gain, traffic aggregation, and low quantization
resolution [195]. As a result, several CF-mMIMO architectures
in the literature employ eCPRI-based functional splits [196]–
[201].

Unlike conventional CPRI protocol, the eCPRI specification
enables more flexibility in splitting the 5G new radio pro-
cessing functions between the CPU and RU which reduces
the high capacity requirements over the fronthaul network
while limiting the complexity of RU [22], [159], [195], [202]–
[205]. The signal processing decomposition in the eCPRI
specification takes the 3GPP functional split standard as the
starting point. From there, eCPRI specification supports five
inter-layer functional splits named A, B, C, D, and E which
are equivalent to options 1, 2, 4, 6, and 8 (CPRI-like split),
respectively in the 3GPP functional split standard as shown in
Fig. 6 [23], [96]. One additional set of intra-PHY functional
splits, two for the downlink and one for the uplink, named
ID, IID, and IU is included between split E and D. Any
combination of the different intra-PHY downlink/uplink splits
is possible. As shown in Fig. 7, split IU in eCPRI is equivalent
to split 7.a/b, aggregated split IID/IU is equivalent to option
7.a/b and option 7.c in downlink, and split ID is equivalent
to option 7.3 [23], [24]. The main difference between split
ID and IID is that split ID works with bits, whereas splits IID
and IU are oriented to IQ data [24]. Due to similarities in
inter-layer functional splits between the eCPRI specifications
and the 3GPP model, we confine our eCPRI functional de-
composition study to the intra-PHY splits to demonstrate how

Fig. 9. PHY layer splits bit rate estimations [24].

they can support MIMO networks, carrier aggregation, and
CoMP functionalities efficiently while taking into their account
the fronthaul bandwidth and latency requirements. The eCPRI
vision of the 5G intra-PHY processing chain is indicated in
Fig. 8.

Generally, splits E, ID, IID, IU, and D have extremely strict
latency requirements, while splits A,B, and C have relaxed
latency requirements over the fronthaul links [206]. Regarding
the needed fronthaul data rate, there are three PHY layer
processes that mostly increase the required fronthaul capacity.
These three processes are modulation, the port-expansion
combined with the beamforming process, and the IFFT being
in combination with the cyclic prefix process. As a result,
only split E and, under some circumstances, splits ID, IID, IU
have high fronthaul bandwidth demands. By moving the split
towards the left in Fig. 6 the required fronthaul bandwidth will
be lowered and vice versa. In addition, the needed data rate
over the fronthaul link between the eREC and eRE depends on
the number of MIMO layers, support MU-MIMO or not, and
the number of antennas [24]. In [24], a tabular representation
of fronthaul capacity demands is presented as indicated in Fig.
9. Using 100 MHz RF channel bandwidth, 8 downlink MIMO
layers, 2 downlink MIMO layers, 256-QAM modulation (same
configuration for both uplink and downlink), the required
uplink and downlink fronthaul data-rates for the eCPRI PHY
layer splits are calculated [24]. According to this study, IU
and ID have the best bit rate optimizations among the eCPRI
intra-PHY splits. In [22], [205], numerical results demonstrate
a fronthaul capacity reduction by approximately 1.7 times in
the case of split IU compared to split E. Split IID/IU can also
offer more than 5-fold bandwidth saving in the fronthaul bit-
rate compared to the CPRI-like split [207], [208].

In summary, In order to keep up with the requirements of
next-generation RAN, the fronthaul traffic should be packe-
tized and transmitted over packet-based transport networks.
Additionally, advanced functional splits than CPRI need to be
considered for the design of the fronthaul network, given the
extremely high capacity and ultra-low latency requirements
of CPRI transport. As a result, the CPRI interface has been
evolved to eCPRI [24] by the CPRI group with advanced
functional split decomposition to be used for packet-switching
networks. The most popular eCPRI splits are splits E, IU, ID,
and IID which are used in CF-mMIMO networks [196]–[201].

C. Advanced 5G Functional Splits Standards

In the leap forward from 4G LTE to the 5G new radio
architecture, the key evolution in the DAS systems is that
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Fig. 10. RAN evolution to 5G.

all the processing functions that were usually centralized at
the CPU, are now disaggregated into three different units: the
CU, the DU, and the RU as shown in Fig. 10 [209]. This
allows for increasing the flexibility to finely allocate resources
to each one of the three units and improving their resource
utilization and management. Moreover, splitting the processing
functions throughout the three units in the RAN can decrease
the transport bandwidth and latency demands at each unit and
minimize their computational complexity as well as reduce the
RAN CAPEX/OPEX costs [210].

CUs are software-based units hosted in a cloud-based plat-
form that maintain BBU-like functionalities, especially the
non-real-time processing functions. In contrast, DUs can be
a mixture of software-based or physical technologies that
contain some near-real-time processing functions related to
the RU. The split between CU and DU is hardly impacted
by the type of physical infrastructure. The DU is placed close
to the RU than the CPU sites in 4G C-RAN architecture to
serve delay-sensitive 5G applications, such as autonomous
vehicles and factory automation, whereas the CU can be
placed in a centralized location further away from the DU.
The central location of the CU allows larger deployments and
makes implementations very conducive to virtualization. The
5G split architecture requires an additional transport network
solution for the CU to DU interface. This new transport
network is called midhaul or F1 interface based on 3GPP
[211]. Different deployment scenarios can be also considered
including independent RU, DU, and CU locations, co-located
DU and CU, RU and DU integration as well as RU, DU, and
CU integration. Generally, a centralized CU can control DUs
in an 80 km radius. Expected distance between RU and DU
is in the range of 1-20 km, DU-CU is 20-40 km, backhaul
connection between CU and the core network is up to 300
km [80]. Furthermore, 5G split architectures are designed to
be “inherently” intelligent. However, the key considerations
of future RAN design are still its size, processing complexity,
and power consumption.

The functional split architecture between these three units
allows for utilizing different distributions of protocol stacks
between CU, DUs, and RUs depending on midhaul and
fronthaul transport network availability and network design.
The choice of optimal 5G functional split option depends on
the deployment scenarios and standards as shown in Fig. 11.
In 2017, 3GPP selected option 2 (PDCP/RRC) as the higher

Fig. 11. 5G functional split [25].

layer functional split point (referred to as F1 interface or
midhaul) [211], whereas they are open with either option 6
for MAC/PHY (L2/L1) split or option 7 for intra-PHY (intra-
L1) split as the lower layer functional split point (referred
as FX interface) [212], [213]. Cascaded functional split archi-
tecture can also be considered to add additional scalability
and flexibility on the design of the fronthaul network [96].
Further evolution was needed to reduce the RU configura-
tion complexity, increase cost resiliency and competitiveness,
bring more intelligence to the network, and support efficient
transport utilization. The SCF [25] and O-RAN Alliance [26]
evolved their specifications to support 5G functional splits with
two additional architectures.

In [25], the SCF studies the requirements of different
functional split options, especially for densification scenar-
ios, where many small/femtocells need to be deployed as
shown in Fig. 6. Particularity, The SCF standardizes option 6
(MAC/PHY) as a lower layer split between the small cell RU
and small cell DU units in the network functional application
platform interface initiative [25]. This interface models the
traffic generated by the MAC/PHY split by translating the
information exchanged by these functions into UDP packets
to be transmitted over a packet-based network [214], [215].
It also enables the O-RAN ecosystem by allowing any small
cell RU or small cell DUs from different vendors to connect
to any small cell RU. Moreover, it encourages innovation and
competition among suppliers of small cell platform software
and hardware by providing a common application platform
interface [120].

In contrast, the O-RAN alliance defined option 7.2x (intra-
PHY) for the lower layer split between the open RU (O-
RU) and open DU (O-DU), deployed over where an e-CPRI
fronthaul interface [26], [216]. The intra-PHY split is the
favorable approach by the O-RAN alliance for its less RU
configuration complexity and it supports various fronthaul
bandwidth requirements as well as it has high virtualiza-
tion capabilities [217], [218]. In addition, split 7.2x supports
the block floating point IQ compression and de-compression
technique to further reduce transport bandwidth [219]. With
option 7.2x, two variants are available: 7.2a and 7.2b based
on where precoding occurs. In split 7.2a, the precoding and
resource element mapper are included in the O-DU, whereas
the O-RU handles beamforming, iFFT/FFT, and cyclic prefix
functions. If precoding is included in the O-RU, then this
is 7.2b split [161]. As the amount of baseband processing
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functions performed in the O-RU or included in the O-DU is
a critical parameter in the O-RU configuration, split 7.2a-based
O-RUs are much lower in cost and simpler compared to split
7.2b-based ones. In contrast, split 7.2b requires less fronthaul
bandwidth as compared to split 7.2a because including the pre-
coding functions in the O-RU further decreases the fronthaul
bandwidth demands, especially when the number of MIMO
streams is greater than MIMO layers. However, it requires
more processing and memory requirements in the O-RU.

On the other side, while there can be different splits for the
higher-layer split, the only one being considered in both the
SCF and O-RAN alliance de-facto between the DU and CU
is option 2, where the latency on the midhaul link should be
around 1 msec [25], [26].

In summary, several standard authorizations are engaged
in addressing the challenging aspects regarding the design of
feasible transport networks for 5G RAN scenarios. The most
noticeable change in 5G new radio architecture is that all the
baseband functions that were usually present at the CPU, now
are now split into the CU, DU, and RU. This RAN functions
disaggregation allows for relaxing the stringent requirements
over the transport network and maximizing performance.
3GPP selected option 2 as the higher layer functional split
point between the CU and DU, whereas they are open with
either option 6 or option 7 as the lower layer functional split
point between the RU and DU. The SCF standardized option
6 as a lower layer split between small cell RU and small
cell DU, while selecting option 2 for the higher layer split
between small cell RU and small cell DU. Finally, the O-RAN
alliance defined option 7.2x as a lower layer split between
O-RU and O-DU, while keeping option 2 for the midhaul
interface between O-CU and O-DU.

D. Flexible Functional Split
The selection of the appropriate functional split (i.e., the

centralization level) still remains a challenging task in the
design of DAS architectures. Different criteria (e.g., inter-cell
interference mitigation, traffic demand, latency requirements,
..., etc.) have to be considered in order to make such a decision.
Following the daily variations in network requirements and
service demands, implementing a fixed functional split (as
proposed by the aforementioned functional split standards)
is not a viable solution in the long run [193]. Therefore,
the flexibility of dynamically selecting the optimal functional
split is essential to efficiently utilize the baseband processing
resources and fronthaul bandwidth [220].

By applying the principles of virtualization to the RAN
functionalities, the baseband processing functions no longer
require special proprietary hardware to perform, and can
instead be run on a cloud-based platform [79]. Because of
hardware/software decoupling flexibility, a dramatic decrease
in hardware costs and application agility is achieved as appli-
cations can be upgraded easily or swapped altogether, which
is not easier with traditional hardware [221]. This converts
conventional DAS architectures to V-RAN or RANaaS, where
decomposing RAN operations into physical and virtual infras-
tructures can be done [222]. V-RAN uses virtualization tech-
nologies such as NFV, cloud-native applications, Kubernetes,

and containers to deploy the DU and CU functionalities as
software-based units hosted over commercial off-the-shelf or
x86 servers [179], [223]. By exploiting the capabilities of V-
RAN technologies, we can easily achieve network scalability
with flexibly centralized processing functions. Additionally,
this allows for reaping the benefits of different functional
splits by enabling mobile operators to dynamically change
the split option according to the available network resources
and their needs. Since different functional splits are char-
acterized by significantly different fronthaul capacity and
latency requirements, mobile operators can support specific
QoS configurations for each provided service (e.g., high data
rate, low latency). Furthermore, the flexible functional split
allows mobile operators to support the varying traffic demand
and user density in each geographical area.

Several recent research works in academia and industry
investigated the benefits of acquiring a flexible functional
split DAS architecture [23], [25], [187], [224]. In [225], a
novel RANaaS concept was introduced in which central-
ization of processing and management is flexible and can
be dynamically adapted to the network requirements. The
paper also provides a trade-off between full centralization, as
in 4G C-RAN, and partial centralization, as in today’s 5G
networks taking into account the network characteristics as
well as actual service needs. In [226], a high-level overview
of a scalable and flexible 5G RAN was presented, which
supports multiple functional splits to adapt to user traffic
variations. Reference [227] proposed a C-RAN architecture
that simultaneously supports different functional splits for
each DU in the network to improve energy efficiency and
user experience. In [119], [120], an adaptive RAN design
was introduced that can dynamically adapt its centralization
level from/to option 6 to/from option 2 at runtime without
service interruption based on user traffic demands. Simulation
results show that the proposed dynamic model significantly
improves the achievable data rates compared to statically
centralized solutions. The work in [228] proposed a flexible
functional split selection scheme for the DUs in 5G C-RAN
by adopting to traffic heterogeneity under limited midhaul
capacity constraints. Results demonstrate that the flexible
selection of functional split options among each CU-DU pair
achieves 90% centralization over the fixed functional split for
a given midhaul capacity. In [193], [220], virtual network
embedding algorithms were proposed to jointly utilize the
fronthaul bandwidth and minimize the inter-cell interference
by flexibly selecting the appropriate functional split option
for each cell. The proposed algorithms are operating between
functional splits 6, 7, and 8. The simulation results indicate
that baseband processing requirements and fronthaul capacity
constraints are drastically changed, depending on the flexible
functional split used. The authors also suggest considering
different functional split options for daylight and night based
on the users’ distribution and traffic variation. Reference [229]
showed that a dynamically centralized C-RAN architecture
can achieve substantial inter-cell interference reduction even
in limited fronthaul capacity scenarios. In [230], two schemes
were proposed for selecting the optimal functional split option
in a C-RAN architecture. The first one is a nearly-optimal
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backtracking scheme that yields a performance upper bound.
The second one is a low-complex greedy approach which
provides the best trade-off between the distance to the optimal
solution and computational load reduction.

Migration from fixed functional split architectures to flexible
functional split ones can be a rewarding process for mobile
operators in terms of reducing total network costs over the long
run. The work in [11] evaluated the migration cost to C-RAN
with both full-centralization of network functions and partial-
centralization by using flexible function splitting. Numerical
results demonstrate that partial-centralization configurations
have an optimal total cost of ownership with lower crossover
time compared to C-RAN with full-centralization. In [231],
a graph-based framework was proposed to flexibly split and
place the baseband processing functions in the network that
can efficiently reduce the fronthaul cost at the expense of
increased computational cost. The numerical results showed
that the possibility of centralized placement increases as
the delay requirements become more stringent. Reference
[232] investigated how dynamically selecting the functional
split serves C-RAN in limited-capacity and limited-budget
scenarios. Simulation results show that intelligently selected
functional splits can reduce the required fronthaul bandwidth
by 40% and the total network cost by 35% compared to con-
ventional C-RAN architectures. Reference [233] investigated
the profitability and feasibility of the dynamically-adapted
5G RAN architectures. Results showed that the dynamically-
adapted configurations can achieve drastically cost reductions
compared to static configurations. In [184], an integer linear
programming-based BBU placement problem with a flexi-
ble functional split selection approach was investigated to
simultaneously minimize the required number of fronthaul
optical fiber connections and BBU hotels, thereby reducing
the total network cost. Numerical results demonstrated that
the proposed scheme can achieve substantial network cost
reduction with 25% and 50% compared to the fixed func-
tional split scheme for small and large network scenarios,
respectively. In [234], a deep reinforcement learning approach
was proposed that jointly optimizes the flexible placement
of the DU and CU network functions in the regional and
edge open-cloud nodes and associates the users to RUs to
minimize the end-to-end delay of users and the O-RAN
deployment cost. Numerical results showed that the proposed
scheme can reduce the average end-to-end user delay by up
to 40% and the O-RAN deployment cost by up to 20%
compared to the conventional O-RAN architecture. Reference
[235] investigated the design challenges of V-RAN based on
topological data from three different mobile operators. The
paper proposed a novel analytical model that significantly
minimizes the V-RAN cost by jointly choosing the optimal
functional split and the routing paths between the RUs and
CUs. The proposed scheme is operating between functional
splits 2, 6, and 7. The simulation results revealed that multi-
access edge computing and F-RAN architectures can increase
substantially the RAN cost as it pushes the majority of the V-
RAN processing functions placement back to RUs. They also
indicate that pure C-RAN architecture (unvirtualized) is rarely
a feasible solution for upgrading existing networks.

Another advantage of the flexible functional split in DAS
architectures is its potential to improve resource allocation
and energy efficiency. By distributing the workload among
different entities, DAS can effectively utilize the network
resources and reduce the power consumption of individual
network components. This can lead to significant savings in
terms of both energy costs and environmental impact. In [236],
a hybrid C-RAN/V-RAN architecture with a data center on
the edge was proposed, where the DU’s functionalities can
be virtualized and split at several appropriate options. The
numerical results showed that the proposed architecture can
reduce the required midhaul bandwidth by 42% compared
to the fully centralized C-RAN, and decrease the power
consumption by 35% compared to the case where all the
processing functions are distributed at the edge. Reference
[237] investigated the interplay of the midhaul bandwidth
and energy efficiency, with the flexible placement of the
baseband processing functions at the edge or central cloud
in a hybrid C-RAN/V-RAN architecture. In [238], a two-step
recovery scheme was proposed to orchestrate the lightpath
transmission adaptation and functional split reconfiguration
that can preserve the V-RAN fronthaul connectivity even when
network capacity is scarce. The work in [239] jointly combined
the task offloading with the flexible functional split in F-
RAN architecture. The proposed model aimed to split the
task according to the appropriate functional split between DU
and CU for cooperative execution when the task is offloaded.
Numerical results showed that the proposed scheme can sig-
nificantly reduce the execution delay and energy consumption.
In [240], a meta-heuristic optimization scheme was proposed
to optimize the functional split problem in a hybrid Cloud
Fog RAN architecture. Numerical results demonstrated that
the meta-heuristic model can achieve statistical optimality
equal to the integer linear programming in terms of energy-
efficiency and network coverage. Reference [241] proposed a
novel flexible functional split scheme for F-RAN architectures
that enables the non-orthogonal coexistence of eMBB and
URLLC services by processing the eMBB communications
centrally at a cloud, whereas handling URLLC traffic at the
edge nodes. This solution achieves high spectral efficiency
for eMBB traffic via centralized baseband processing while
satisfying the low latency requirements of the URLLC ser-
vices using edge processing. The work in [242] proposed an
online reinforcement learning approach to flexibly select the
appropriate functional split option that can effectively deliver
on-demand contents with minimal average latency in F-RAN
with multiple cache-enabled enhanced RRHs (eRRHs).

In [127], a new orchestration framework for jointly opti-
mizing the functional split and end-to-end resource alloca-
tion on a user basis was proposed for a multi-sited C-RAN
infrastructure. Simulation results showed that the jointly and
dynamically selected functional split and resource allocation
scheme outperforms cell-centric functional split approaches.
The work in [243] proposed a user-centric approach that
optimizes the split of the CU while taking into account the
requirements of its processing network functions and the avail-
ability of cloud infrastructure. Simulation results demonstrated
that the proposed scheme optimizes both bandwidth and
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processing usage as well as minimizing energy consumption
compared to cell-centric, distributed, and centralized C-RAN
architectures. In [244], [245], two offline and online heuristic
algorithms were proposed to jointly optimize the selected
optimal functional split option with the corresponding user
data transmission duration and transmitted power in a C-
RAN architecture with renewable powered RUs. Numerical
results showed the proposed scheme can maximize the achiev-
able throughput while satisfying the average fronthaul rate
constraint. In [246], an Apt-RAN model was proposed to
optimize the energy consumption of the CU pool and the
number of handovers, considering different flexible functional
split options. Numerical results showed that lower-layer func-
tional split options have high energy consumption at CU as
compared to higher-layer splits. The work in [247] proposed
a flexible functional split model for a downlink C-RAN that
can dynamically configure each active RU to use either data-
sharing (DS) or compression-after-precoding (CAP) in order to
minimize the total power consumption while considering the
limited fronthaul capacity, fronthaul power consumption, and
QoS requirements. Numerical results showed that the proposed
model can significantly reduce the total power consumption
compared to the pure DS and CAP schemes. Reference
[248] proposed a time-averaged stochastic model to jointly
optimize the selection of the appropriate functional split and
minimize the average network power consumption in elastic
optical fronthaul networks. Numerical results showed that the
proposed scheme can reduce the average power consumption
by up to 70% compared to a traditional C-RAN. In [172], a
flexible centralization scheme was proposed to maximize the
overall network spectral efficiency for disaggregated RANs.
The proposed scheme jointly considered the user associa-
tion, RU clustering, fronthaul network routing, and baseband
processing unit placement. Numerical results demonstrated
that the proposed scheme can achieve a 1.33-times spectral
efficiency gain compared to conventional methods, but also
provides 1.47 and 1.27 multiplexing benefits for networking
and computing resources, respectively.

Recently, the network slicing concept has gained much
attention with the recent advances in SDN and NFV tech-
nologies, enabling logically isolated subnetworks for differ-
ent purposes in the same physical network infrastructure.
Through leveraging the benefits of flexible functional split
configuration, mobile operators can address the issues deriving
from the various requirements of a multi-service environ-
ment, especially dynamically adopting the network resources
and relaxing the high fronthaul bandwidth constraints. In
[249], a joint RAN slicing and functional split scheme was
proposed to optimize the centralization level and achievable
throughput. Numerical results showed that even though in
terms of centralization level the proposed scheme has more
costs, it can better satisfy the network requirements and also
achieve higher throughput in the network. The work in [250]
analyzed the relations between the optimal functional split,
computational resource allocation requirements, and network
slicing deployment constraints in a C-RAN. Simulation results
showed that deploying VNFs in cloud-based 5G networks
can achieve high resource utilization efficiency and increase

the supported number of network slice chains. Reference
[251] proposed a mixed-integer quadratically constrained pro-
gramming scheme to dynamically select the most appropriate
functional split for each network slice separately in a multi-tier
5G O-RAN architecture. Simulation results demonstrated that
through leveraging the dynamic functional split benefits, the
proposed scheme can efficiently utilize the physical network
resources and better satisfy different network slice constraints
compared to fixed functional split configurations. In [252], a
mathematical framework was proposed to dynamically select
the optimal functional split option per each network slice
and the optimal slice size in terms of achievable data-rate,
that maximizes the mobile operator’s total revenue profits.
Reference [121] proposed an open-access framework is pro-
posed that includes flexible functional splitting for different
slices and slice subnets while considering different network-
sharing policies from 5G specifications. The paper highlightd
the importance of flexible functional splitting as a key enabler
to deal with the heterogeneous and varying requirements of
communication services, leading to a considerable network
slice cost reduction. Numerical results also showed that flexi-
ble functional splitting can reduce the average load on physical
fronthaul links by a factor of 3.

Fronthaul network is identified as a major element of SDN-
based 5G network architectures [253]. Reference [254] investi-
gated the potential of deploying SDN principles in optimizing
C-RAN performance that can be dynamically configured to
enable certain customized services. The paper also highlighted
a number of challenges to be overcome, such as heterogene-
ity, latency, and communication protocol over the fronthaul
network. The work in [255] proposed an end-to-end 5G X-
haul architecture over the converged SDN fronthaul network,
where the fronthaul interface is based on two different NGFI
split options. Reference [256] proposed a hierarchical layered
SDN framework over NGFI to support dynamically different
functional splitting options in C-RANs. In [138], accurate
estimation techniques of available fronthaul bandwidth and
the associated real-time selection of the appropriate functional
split were investigated for converged SDN access networks.
In [257], a new cooperation scheme was proposed to manage
the adaptive flexible functional split in 5G networks, while
satisfying the resource availability constraints in 5G SDN
converged access networks. Simulation results showed that the
proposed SDN converged scheme enables the mobile network
to take advantage of the highest possible centralization of
the baseband processing functions and simultaneously adapt
to current traffic demand by exploiting flexible functional
split adaptively aligned with the varying traffic demand. The
work in [258] proposed an SDN-based orchestration model
to dynamically select the most appropriate functional split
while taking into account the availability of transport resources
and the time-varying radio performance constraints. Numerical
results showed that the proposed flexible RAN model can
achieve better utilization of transport resources compared to
the conventional C-RAN architecture.

Reference [259] experimentally demonstrated a reconfig-
urable and flexible fronthaul interface with analog radio-over-
fiber integration that can optimally serve different 5G services.
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The work considerd implementing a flexible functional split
for options 8 and 7-1 over point-to-point optical fiber connec-
tions. The numerical results showed that this integration can
achieve more than 15% lower latency compared to option 7-1,
which is an efficient solution to support the stringent latency
requirements of URLLC. In [167], an implementation of NGFI
was presented that is able to perform functional split options 8
and 7-1, both transported over Ethernet fronthaul in a C-RAN
architecture.

In terms of challenges, one of the main issues with im-
plementing a flexible functional split in DAS is the need for
advanced coordination and communication among the differ-
ent network entities. This can be complex and requires careful
planning and coordination to ensure that the network functions
are distributed in an optimal manner. Further research and
development in this area can help to unlock these benefits and
realize the full potential of flexibly-configured DAS networks.

In summary, following a fixed functional split between RU
and CPU proved by practice that it is not a viable solution over
the long run, and may lead to stringent bandwidth and latency
constraints being imposed on the fronthaul network, thus
making its design and deployment more costly and challenging
[260]. As we are going beyond the 5G milestone, next-
generation RAN aims to provide integrated network processing
functions as a service hosted over a cloud-based platform, to
handle varied traffic loads and different types of devices. For
this, mobile operators are moving to leverage the benefits of
the recent advances in NFV and SDN technologies. These
technologies help virtualize the network architecture to create
enhanced communication capabilities and resource optimiza-
tion techniques, such as flexible functional split and network
slicing that significantly relax stringent fronthaul bandwidth
requirements. In addition, network virtualization and flexible
functional split help to reduce the huge investments implied
by 5G, due to their capabilities to meet the varying capacity
and latency requirements. Hence, flexible functional split
approaches are key enablers for 5G fronthaul network design.

E. Lessons Learned

The evolution of wireless communication networks, partic-
ularly in the context of 5G and beyond, has highlighted the
importance of flexible functional splits in fronthaul network
design. Fixed functional splits between the RU and the CPU
have proven to be impractical in the long run due to stringent
bandwidth and latency constraints imposed on the fronthaul
network. To address these challenges, it is crucial to con-
sider advanced functional splits beyond traditional interfaces
like CPRI. The introduction of the eCPRI interface with its
functional split decomposition has paved the way for packet-
switching networks and enabled the use of splits E, IU, ID,
and IID in CF-mMIMO networks.

Standardization bodies, such as 3GPP, SCF, and the O-RAN
alliance, have played significant roles in addressing the design
complexities of transport networks for 5G RAN scenarios.
These bodies have defined various functional split options at
different layers, allowing for the disaggregation of baseband
functions across the CU, DU, and RU. By selecting appropriate

split points, the stringent requirements over the transport
network can be relaxed, leading to improved performance and
reduced deployment costs.

As we move beyond 5G, next-generation RANs aim to
provide integrated network processing functions as services
hosted on cloud-based platforms. NFV and SDN technologies
are instrumental in achieving this goal. They enable network
architecture virtualization, offering enhanced communication
capabilities and resource optimization techniques such as flex-
ible functional splits and network slicing. These approaches
significantly relax fronthaul bandwidth requirements and ac-
commodate varying capacity and latency demands, thereby
reducing investment costs. In practice, flexible functional splits
are crucial enablers for the design of 5G fronthaul networks.
They allow for the efficient utilization of resources, address
stringent requirements, and provide the necessary flexibility
to accommodate future network evolution. By embracing
advances in NFV, SDN, and virtualization technologies, op-
erators can unlock the full potential of next-generation RANs
while optimizing performance and cost-effectiveness.

Based on the processing functionalities included locally
in the RU, various relaying strategies and signal processing
techniques can be performed for both uplink and downlink in
order to make efficient use of the fronthaul links. This has
been the topic of many studies recently as discussed next.

V. UPLINK AND DOWNLINK CODING STRATEGIES IN DAS
One way to limit the fronthaul signaling requirements

is through using efficient uplink and downlink source and
channel coding schemes. From an information-theoretic per-
spective, the DAS model is best understood as a relay network.
The RUs can be considered relaying nodes that facilitate
communication between the CPU and the user terminals. A
major drawback of DAS architectures is that their performance
is constrained by the limited capacity of fronthaul links
that connect the distributed RUs with the CPU. This puts a
constraint on the amount of exchanged traffic between the RUs
and the CPU. In order to tackle this problem, various uplink
relaying schemes were proposed to relay user data traffic from
distributed RUs to the CPU, such as DF [27], AF, CF [28],
CoF [29], and noisy network coding [30]. Additionally, in
the downlink, the CPU transmits data to users via the dis-
tributed RUs using cooperative relaying schemes such as data-
sharing techniques [31], compression-based strategies, [32],
RCoF [33], and RQCoF [29]. These techniques have gained
significant attention in recent years due to their potential to
enhance the overall network performance. However, despite
the ongoing effort, the optimal relaying strategy is still to be
found [261].

The interesting but essential questions here are: What is
the appropriate way for the RUs to relay as much useful
information as possible to the CPU while satisfying the limited
fronthaul capacity constraints of the fronthaul links? Is it using
local detection, compression, or computation? How can the
physical and data link layer design of a DAS architecture adapt
to the capacity limitations of the fronthaul links? Also, what
should the CPU do to recover the original messages? Should
it use successive or joint decoding?
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To properly answer these questions, in this section, we dis-
cuss various uplink and downlink relaying strategies that uti-
lize the limited fronthaul capacity constraints in different ways
for different DAS architectures, along with their corresponding
optimization methods and frameworks for finding appropriate
solutions. We conclude by providing design insights learned
from such optimization.

A. Uplink Coding Strategies
In the uplink, multiple users communicate their codewords

with the CPU through the distributed RUs. In an ideal case
with infinite-capacity fronthaul links, each RU can forward
its exact observed signal to the CPU, and the full joint-
decoding gain can be achieved. Therefore, the resulting uplink
channel is modeled as an instance of a single-input-multiple-
output (SIMO) or MIMO multiple-access channel. In practice,
however, the fronthaul links have limited capacity constraints,
thus each RU should relay as much useful information as
possible from its observation to the CPU in order to mitigate
the inter-cell interference and improve the overall network
performance. As a result, from an information-theoretic point
of view, the uplink channel is modeled in this case as a two-
hop multiple-access relay channel [262].

Different relaying strategies can be used to relay traffic from
RUs to the CPU. The first typical approach is to make each
RU decodes the codewords of its scheduled users, and then re-
encodes and forwards them for collaborative transmission to
the CPU; this is the so-called DF strategy [263]. Although this
technique offers significant advantages, the RU is ultimately
interference-limited as the number of transmitted codewords
increases. This also scarifies the potential benefits that the
user terminals can gain from the jointly centralized processing
capability at the CPU [27]. In addition, it introduces additional
delay and requires high signal processing capability at the
distributed RUs which significantly increases the processing
power as well as the network complexity and cost, which
can be a disadvantage in systems with limited computational
resources [264]. Also, DF is sensitive to errors in the received
signal. If the RU node is unable to correctly decode the signal,
it will not be able to forward it to the CPU, which can result
in transmission errors and loss of data [265].

Higher data rates can be attained by decoding integer linear
combinations of simultaneously transmitted users’ codewords
that “mimic” the channel realization at each RU, as long as
they are all drawn from the same linear codebook; this is
the so-called CoF strategy. CoF has recently been employed
in DAS systems [29] including C-RAN [266], [267] and
CF-mMIMO systems [268]–[270] to significantly reduce the
fronthaul load, increase the system throughput as well as
offer protection against noise and inter-cell interference. The
key idea of the CoF scheme is that user terminals encode
their messages using nested lattice linear codes, and an RU
suppresses interference by not decoding the users’ codewords
but rather computes a weighted sum function (integer linear
combination) of them and forwards it to the CPU [271].
The advantage of using nested lattice codes is that they
are closed under modulo-addition, and hence the (modulo-
) integer linear combination of lattice codewords is still a

valid lattice codeword [272]. A nested lattice codebook is
constructed by nesting set of lattice points of a fine lattice
confined within the fundamental Voronoi region of a coarse
shaping lattice [273]. At the CPU, after receiving all the
linear combinations forwarded by the RUs, it uses the inverse
of integer coefficient matrix to recover the codewords [29].
However, this strategy is sensitive to channel estimation errors
and requires the integer coefficients matrix to be invertible
[274]. In the original CF [271], all constructed nested lattice
codes at user terminals share a common coarse lattice, thereby
all users are constrained by the same power constraint. In
[275]–[278], asymmetric CoF schemes were proposed that
allow asymmetric construction of coarse lattices and unequal
power allocation across users, as a result, this improves the
achievable sum rate and computation rate as compared to
[271]. In [279], this asymmetric approach was employed in
CF-mMIMO networks whose results show a significant reduc-
tion in the required backhaul capacity compared to [271]. To
solve the possibility of having a full-rank failure of the integer
coefficient matrix in CoF, references [280], [281] utilized the
successive interference cancellation (SIC) strategy, where a
successive computation of multiple codeword combinations is
required to enlarge the achievable rate and enhance system
performance. In [282], power control algorithms were pro-
posed for both parallel computation and successive computa-
tion in CF-mMIMO networks. Simulation results showed that
the successive computation approach outperforms the parallel
computation in terms of achievable sum-rate.

Since the decoded integer linear combinations of users’
codewords at RUs are in general correlated, the performance
of the CoF can be improved if the computed integer lin-
ear combination of users’ codewords at each RU is further
compressed using a lattice-based quantizer before forwarding
it to the CPU to reduce the information redundancy [283];
this is the so-called Compute-Compress-and-Forward (CCoF)
strategy. Further improvements on CCoF were proposed in
[284], where the computed integer linear combinations at
RUs are remapped to equations of the users’ input symbols,
forwarded compressed in a lossy manner to the CPU, and are
not required to be linearly independent.

As an alternative to the DF, CoF, and CCoF schemes, the
RUs can offload the decoding process to the CPU using AF
or CF strategies. As a result, the uplink channel is converted
into a virtual MIMO multiple-access channel [285]. In the AF,
the RU simply acts as a repeater that amplifies the observed
signal it receives and forwards a scaled version of it to the
CPU, where beamforming gains can be exploited. However,
the amplification process can introduce noise and distortion
into the transmitted signal as well as amplify the interference
from other wireless devices or signals, which can degrade the
performance of the system [286]. Additionally, AF requires the
RU node to have a stable power supply in order to amplify
the received signal. This can be challenging in some scenarios,
such as in remote or inaccessible locations, where the power
supply may be unreliable or unavailable [287].

In contrast, in the CF scheme, RUs first downconvert their
observed RF signals to baseband signals, which are analog
in nature, then compress the baseband signals and forward
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the corresponding compression indices, which are represented
by digital codewords, via their fronthaul links to the CPU.
Once the CPU receives all the indices, the CP decompresses
these compressed signals in order to obtain a distorted version
of the received signals across all the distributed RUs, then
recovers the original users’ messages based on the entire
set of decompressed signals [28]. Intuitively, the required
resolution of the compression level at each RU is determined
by the capacity of the fronthaul link. A limited fronthaul
link’s capacity would imply “coarser compression”, which in
the rate-distortion theory is reflected by a larger compression
distortion and as a result, decreases the users’ achievable rates,
and vise versa [288].

In [289], the use of CF scheme for C-RAN was justified
from an information-theoretic prospective. Results showed
that CF can achieve the information-theoretic capacity of the
network within a constant gap for a Gaussian multi-message
multicast network which depends only on the network topol-
ogy and is independent of other channel parameters. At the
CPU, the original users’ messages can be recovered by joint
decompression (of the quantized signals forwarded by RUs)
and decoding (of the users’ codewords) using joint processing
and decoding for both the decompression and message decod-
ing simultaneously. Although this technique is information-
theoretically better justified, its computational complexity is
extremely high and increases exponentially with the number of
user terminals [290]. Thus, several low-complexity distributed
lossy compression techniques with comparable performance
have been proposed using sequential (successive) decompres-
sion and decoding strategies, which differ based on the amount
of utilized side information in the decompression process at
the CPU. One of these strategies is independent compression
or single-user compression in which RUs’ observed signals are
compressed and decompressed independently without capital-
izing on the presence of any side information at the CPU. [27].
This may lead to high compression distortion as it ignores
any correlations among the received signals at the RUs [291].
Thus, by taking advantage of the correlated received signals
at the CPU, once one of the compressed signals is decom-
pressed, it can serve as side information in decompressing the
remaining compressed signals. As a result, RUs can capitalize
on this side information, and the needed amount of fronthaul
capacity for the compression process can be reduced [285],
[288], [292]. This compression strategy is called Wyner-Ziv
compression [293], and can achieve users’ rates equal to that
achieved by joint decompression and decoding through using
SIC for message decoding at the CPU [292], [294]. In [28],
a robust compression method was proposed to cope with
uncertainties on the correlation of the received signals in C-
RAN. Moreover, for further improvement in the performance
of CF in a Gaussian channel setting, lattice-based Wyner-
Ziv compression schemes have been proposed in [295]–[297].
Inspired by the CoF scheme, a distributed lossy compression
strategy called integer-forcing source coding was proposed in
[298], where the receiver estimates integer linear combinations
of the compressed signals, and then recovers the compressed
signals themselves. Particularly, a full-rank integer coefficient
matrix can be optimized by exploiting the correlations between

the compressed signals. This technique was studied in a C-
RAN scenario and showed to perform similarly to Wyner-Ziv
compression with SIC [299]. References [27], [299] showed
that in an uplink C-RAN, CoF schemes are better than CF
under small fronthaul capacity values. However, distributed
lossy CF schemes outperform CoF at moderate and large
fronthaul capacities.

CF strategies are also favorable relaying schemes for CF-
mMIMO. Due to the large number of antennas at the APs
in CF-mMIMO systems, employing low-resolution analog-
to-digital converters to quantize the observed signals at the
AP is a feasible and practical solution to reduce the fron-
thaul load, power consumption, system complexity as well as
the hardware cost. Based on what information is quantized
and forwarded to the CPU and where channel estimation is
performed, several CF scenarios have been studied in CF-
mMIMO systems. In the first approach, each AP compresses
its observed pilot and data signals separately and sends their
compressed versions over its limited-capacity fronthaul link to
the CPU, and then, the CPU performs the channel estimation,
the design of combining vectors, and the data detection; this
is the so-called Compress-Forward-Estimate (CFE) strategy
[300]–[305]. Following this way, centralized combining meth-
ods can be implemented over a limited fronthaul network
by compression at the APs. The second approach is to first
estimate the channel at each AP, and then each AP com-
presses the estimated channels and data signals separately
and forwards their compressed versions to the CPU that
recovers the channel state information (CSI) and performs
data recovery using centralized combining; this is the so-
called Estimate-Compress-Forward (ECF) [303]. Since the
compression is implemented at the APs, ECF reduces the
fronthaul load in a distributed fashion. In the third approach,
each AP first performs the channel estimation, multiplies the
observed data signals by a local combining vector computed
based on the local channel estimate, compresses and forwards
the results to the CPU that only performs data recovery; this
is the so-called Estimate-Multiply-Compress-Forward (EMCF)
[306]. Therefore, by implementing the channel estimation and
EMCF can further reduce the fronthaul load compared to other
compression approaches. The four approach is similar to the
EMCF. However, the received signal at the CPU is further
multiplied by the receiver filter coefficients to minimize the
interference and improve the performance; this is the so-called
Estimate-Multiply-Compress-Forward-Weight (EMCF-Weight)
[300], [305], [306]. The channel estimation and design of
the combining vectors are also implemented at the APs in
a distributed way. As a result, EMCF-weight has a significant
performance improvement in terms of the fronthaul load and
the achievable uplink rates. Reference [307] studied the effect
of different quantization approaches on the fronthaul link. In
the first approach, the AP quantizes the CSI and data signals
and forwards their digital representations to the CPU, whereas
the second scheme forwards only a quantized weighted signal
version to the CPU. Simulation results demonstrated that the
first approach has a slightly higher achievable uplink rate than
the second one. As the number of antennas per AP increases,
this difference in performance between the two schemes
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decreases. Moreover, under the network setup proposed in
[307], results showed that a performance near to that of a
perfect fronthaul can be obtained if the number of quantization
bits is set to be greater than 7.

Despite the efficiency and simplicity of CF schemes in
reducing the fronthaul load in DASs, the uniform quantization
approach can result in quantization error, leading to significant
performance degradation. As a result, in an uplink DAS, CoF
schemes are better than CF under small fronthaul capacity
values. However, distributed lossy CF schemes outperform
CoF at moderate and large fronthaul capacities [27], [299].
A Comparison of the uplink coding strategies is illustrated in
Table VI.

Next, we investigate how the cooperative downlink coding
strategies play a vital role in ensuring reliable and efficient
data transmission from the CPU to the end users in DAS.

B. Downlink Coding Strategies

In de-centralized RAN, each scheduled user is served by a
single BS and experiences interference from all neighboring
BSs. The benefit of centralized signal processing in DAS
architectures arises from the ability of multiple RUs to coop-
eratively serve users, which minimizes the effect of unwanted
interference. Since the messages intended for different users
in DAS, all originate from the CPU, the CPU can relay useful
information about the user messages to the distributed RUs via
the fronthaul links, thus allowing the RUs to perform network-
wide beamforming in order to achieve interference mitigation
and cooperative transmission. Similar to the uplink, if the
fronthaul links have infinite capacities, all the information of
users’ messages can be forwarded from the CPU to all RUs,
thus achieving full cooperation. In this ideal case, the downlink
channel can be modeled as a SIMO or MIMO broadcast
channel. However, practically, due to the finite fronthaul
capacity, the amount of information that can be forwarded
to RUs is limited. Here, the main question for the CPU is to
determine the most useful information about users’ messages
to be conveyed to the RUs in order to minimize interference
as possible. As a result, the channel can be expressed as an
instance of a two-hop broadcast-relay channel [308].

Different cooperative transmission schemes that enable col-
laboration among RUs can be used to forward traffic from
the CPU to RUs. A straightway method for the CPU to
enable cooperation is by sharing each user’s message with
multiple RUs to form a cooperative cluster, which then forms
locally beamformed signals to serve their scheduled users. This
technique is commonly referred to as DS [309]. Ideally, in
order to achieve full cooperation among RUs, the CPU should
share the users’ messages with all serving RUs. The benefit
of the data-sharing approach is that the RUs receive clean
messages that can be utilized for joint transmission. However,
such full cooperation maybe not be feasible to be achieved
because of the limited fronthaul capacity constraint, which
imposes restrictions on the size of the RU cluster that can
collaborate in serving a user [31]. A significant improvement
can be obtained using common messages and rate-splitting
optimization techniques [308]–[310].

Alternatively, since all the users’ data are available at the
CPU, the encoded and beamformed signals can be centrally
constructed at the CPU. Subsequently, these signals can be
compressed and transmitted to the RUs for further processing
[32]. Particularly, the signals beamformed at the CPU have the
potential to emulate the benefits of full cooperation. However,
the beamformed signals become analog instead of discrete
like the raw data in the data-sharing strategy. Therefore, it is
necessary to compress these signals before transmitting them
over digital fronthaul links with limited capacity. The primary
benefit of the compression-based approach is the efficient uti-
lization of fronthaul capacity when transmitting beamformed
signals containing multiple users’ messages over the fronthaul
link. However, the downside of this approach is the introduced
compression distortion, which leads to a decrease in the
achievable downlink rates. In general, the reduction in the
achievable rates is influenced by the compression rate, which
is determined by the capacity of the fronthaul links and the
compression strategy implemented at the CPU [27]. Further
improvement can be achieved through the implementation of
the multivariate compression, where the baseband signals are
jointly compressed at the CPU [32]. This approach enables
correlation among the compression distortions in the signals
of different RUs. By designing the correlation to cancel out
compression distortions at the user side, the achievable rates
for users can be improved as the added distortions (due to
interference) are mitigated.

In the context of downlink transmission in CF-mMIMO
networks, compression strategies remain favorable. Two com-
pression approaches have been explored in CF-mMIMO. The
first approach is CAP [311]–[313], where the centralized signal
is first precoded and then compressed at the CPU before being
transmitted to the APs. This makes CAP suitable for cen-
tralized precoding. The second approach is precoding-after-
compress [314], where simple compression is performed at the
CPU by separately quantizing the symbols for each user. Each
AP then receives the symbols and designs precoding vectors
for each user, making precoding-after-compress suitable for
distributed precoding.

As another option inspired by CoF in the uplink transmis-
sion, the CPU can send linear combinations of the users’
codewords to the RUs using structured lattice codes. This
strategy is called RCoF [33]. Furthermore, a variant called
RQCoF [29] can be utilized, where the linear combinations of
codewords are quantized at the CPU before being transmitted
to the RUs.

In general, when fronthaul capacities are moderate to high,
the compression-based strategy consistently outperforms data-
sharing, RCoF, and RQCoF strategies, as it achieves low
compression distortion. However, in scenarios with small fron-
thaul capacities, the data-sharing, RCoF, and RQCoF schemes
are more practical and offer better performance compared to
compression-based strategies, which suffer from high com-
pression distortion [33], [315].

To achieve maximum end-to-end performance, it is nec-
essary to optimize both the uplink and downlink schemes.
While the exact characterization of the downlink DAS capacity
is still an open problem, most research studies have focused
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TABLE VI
COMPARISON OF THE UPLINK CODING STRATEGIES

Scheme Processing at RU Processing at CPU References
DF Decode the codewords Recover the original messages [27], [264]
CoF Compute integer linear combinations

of the codewords
Recover the codewords [29], [266]–[268], [271],

[272], [274]–[278],
[280]–[282]

CCoF Compute integer linear combinations
of the codewords, then compress these

combinations

Decompress the compressed equations
and recover the codewords

[283], [284]

AF Amplify the received signal Recover the original messages [285]–[287]
Single user

Compression
Compress the observed signal Decompress the compressed signals

independently
[27], [291]

Wyner-Ziv
Compression

Compress the observed signal Utilize side information to decompress
the compressed signals

[28], [285], [288], [292]–[297]

integer-forcing
source coding

Compress the observed signal Estimate integer linear combinations of
the compressed signals, then solve

these equations

[298], [299]

CFE Compress observed signal and CSI Estimate channel and design
combining

[300]–[305]

ECF Estimate the channel and compress
observed signal and CSI

Design combining [303]

EMCF Estimate the channel, design
combining, and compress observed

signal

Recover the original messages [306]

EMCF-weight Estimate the channel and design
combining, and compress observed

signal

Design receiver filter and recover the
original messages

[300], [305], [306]

on separately or jointly optimizing the schemes using uplink-
downlink duality to achieve downlink rates that are greater
than or equal to the uplink rates [316]–[320]. A Comparison
of the downlink coding strategies is illustrated in Table VII.

C. Lessons Learned

This section illustrates different uplink and downlink re-
laying strategies in DAS that aim to optimize network per-
formance while considering the limited fronthaul capacity
constraints. The fronthaul links connecting the distributed
RUs with the CPU pose a limitation on the amount of
traffic exchanged between them. For the uplink transmission
from users to the CPU, various relaying schemes have been
proposed including DF, AF, CoF, CF, and CCoF. Each strategy
has its advantages and disadvantages in terms of perfor-
mance, computational complexity, and sensitivity to channel
conditions. In the downlink transmission from the CPU to
users, cooperative relaying schemes are used. Techniques like
data-sharing, compression-based strategies, RCoF, and RQCoF
have been studied. These techniques leverage the distributed
RUs to improve network performance by relaying data from
the CPU to users. The optimal relaying strategy is still an
active area of research. The optimal relaying strategy for
DAS architectures is still an open research question. Various
optimization methods and frameworks have been proposed to
find appropriate solutions based on the specific requirements
and constraints of the network. These methods involve the op-
timization of coding schemes, power allocation, compression
levels, and decoding strategies.

Generally, the choice of relaying strategy depends on the
specific DAS architecture, fronthaul capacity constraints, and
desired network performance. By studying and optimizing
these strategies, valuable insights have been gained on how

to effectively utilize limited fronthaul capacity in DAS and
enhance network performance.

VI. TECHNIQUES TO OPTIMIZE DAS NETWORKS

In this section, we review some optimization techniques
that aim to improve the performance of DAS networks in
terms of data rate, energy efficiency, coverage probability,
and systems’ fairness. Some of these optimization techniques
include channel estimation, power control, resource allocation,
and downlink/uplink beamforming. Then we investigate the
physical layer operations and how these operations should be
optimized. In addition, we discuss the integration of DAS net-
works in emerging technologies such as RISs, optical wireless
communications (OWCs), and non-terrestrial networks.

A. Channel Estimation Techniques

One of the main operations that should be implemented
at transmitters and receivers is channel estimation. Channel
estimation is an important procedure to improve the uplink
and downlink transmission performance. Acquiring accurate
CSI helps in mitigating interference, reducing the bit error
rate, and designing robust beamforming techniques. There
are channel estimation schemes that are designed for time
division duplex (TDD) systems and others that are designed for
frequency division duplex systems. Since the channels in the
frequency division duplex system are not reciprocal, it needs
a much larger overhead than the TDD scheme [321]. Thus,
we focus more on TDD scheme since the frequency division
duplex system is not common in DAS networks. In TDD,
each coherence block is divided into three different phases:
A channel estimation phase, a downlink data transmission
phase, and an uplink data transmission phase [34]. In the
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TABLE VII
COMPARISON OF THE DOWNLINK CODING STRATEGIES

Scheme Processing at CPU Processing at RU References
Data Sharing Sharing users’ messages with RUs Broadcast the codewords [31], [308]–[310]
Independent
Compression

Encode, beamform, and compress
users’ signals

Decompress the compressed signals
independently

[27], [32]

Multivariate
Compression

Jointly compress users’ signals Jointly decompress the compressed
signals

[32]

CAP Precoding design and compression Decompress the compressed signals [311]–[313]
Precoding-

After-Compress
Simple compression of users’ signals Precoding design and Decompression [314]

RCoF Compute integer linear combinations
of the codewords

Recover the codewords [33]

RQCoF Compute integer linear combinations
of the codewords, then compress these

combinations

Decompress the compressed equations
and recover the codewords

[29]

channel estimation phase, the users send uplink pilot signals
to the APs, which estimate the channel of each user from
these pilots. Then the CSI parameters are transmitted to the
cloud for detecting the received signals and beamforming the
transmitted signals exploiting the channels reciprocity [41]. In
particular, the cloud exploits the fact that the uplink channel
is the same as the downlink channel within each coherence
block. The TDD channel estimation overhead scales linearly
with increasing the number of users and is independent of the
number of APs [322].

At the user end, the users may rely on the channel hardening
when decoding their received signals, or estimate the channel
from the received signals to avoid downlink pilot overhead
[41]. However, in DAS networks, the authors of [323], [324]
showed that CF-mMIMO provides a low degree of channel
hardening compared to the co-located massive MIMO systems.
They showed that the downlink channel is better to be esti-
mated either using pilot transmission at the expense of extra
overhead or using the received signal. The authors of [324]
proposed that instead of estimating the individual channel of
each AP at the users, the APs can send the same pilots to the
users (i.e., the user i will receive the same pilot signals from
all the APs). Therefore, the users can estimate the accumulated
channel from all APs.

One main issue in DASs with massive MIMO systems is
that the channel estimation operations should be selected to
allow system scalability. Scaling the system to a larger system
can be implemented by proposing techniques that reduce the
fronthaul overhead as the number of users increases, proposing
simple beamforming and power allocation techniques, and
reducing the exchanged data among APs. One way to reduce
the exchanged CSI among APs is to propose beamforming
approaches based on local CSI estimation2.

To accurately estimate the local CSI, orthogonal pilots
should be assigned for all users. However, if the number of
users is high or the channel coherence interval is small, it is
roughly impossible to assign a unique orthogonal pilot to each
user. Therefore, pilot reuse or non-orthogonal pilots are used
for channel estimation, which causes a phenomenon called
pilot contamination. Users that use the same pilot or non-

2Local CSI of AP i refers to the channels between the APs i and all users
(i.e. each AP does not know the channels between the other APs and users).

orthogonal pilots experience mutual interference. In particular,
pilot contamination leads to increasing the channel estimation
error and the correlation of the channel estimates of the users
that use non-orthogonal pilots [35]. To mitigate the effect of
pilot contamination, the pilots should be allocated to the users
efficiently.

The authors of [325] characterized the low-rankness of
covariance matrices of the users’ channels for improving the
channel estimation using pilot decontamination and mitigating
the interference using spatial filtering. The authors of [39], [7]
compared the greedy pilot assignment with the random as-
signment approach. In the random pilot assignment approach,
each user is assigned a random pilot, but there is a probability
that two nearby users are assigned to the same pilot, which
leads to high mutual interference. In the greedy approach, the
pilots are first distributed to the users randomly, and then the
user with the lowest achievable rate updates its pilot sequence
in a way to minimize the effect of the pilot contamination.
The authors of [326] proposed a location-based greedy pilot
assignment approach exploiting the location information in
assigning pilots rather than using the random assignment as
an initial step for the greedy approach. The authors of [327],
[328] proposed a structured pilot assignment, where each two
adjacent users are guaranteed to use different pilot sequences
to ensure marginal pilot contamination. In [329], the authors
proposed a pilot assignment approach based on a tabu-search
method to reduce the high pilot contamination effect. Under
the user-centric user association approach, the authors of [330]
proposed to assign the pilots to the users such that the users
that are served by the same BS in their cluster must be assigned
with orthogonal pilots. The pilots were allocated based on a
graph coloring algorithm such as the Dsatur algorithm.

To minimize the channel estimation overhead in ultra-dense
C-RANs, the authors of [331] proposed to estimate only the
intra-cluster CSIs and depend only on the large-scale channel
information of the inter-cluster CSI. The authors also applied
the Dsatur algorithm to find the minimum number of required
pilots that can be assigned to all the users in the system.
Another way to reduce the channel estimation overhead is to
consider non-orthogonal pilot allocation. The study in [332]
formulated a biconvex optimization problem to jointly estimate
the channels and detect the data symbols. The problem was
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solved using the forward-backward splitting approach and their
proposed scheme reduced the channel estimation overhead by
more than 2 times compared to the orthogonal pilot sequence-
based methods. In [333], the authors proposed to estimate the
channels via a superimposed technique, where data symbols
and pilot signals are transmitted simultaneously within the
coherence intervals and both are correlated to a certain level.
The authors showed that the proposed superimposed pilot
transmission outperforms the traditional pilot transmission in
terms of normalized mean-squared error.

To decrease the computational complexity of the CSI acqui-
sition, deep-learning-based approaches have been introduced
to estimate and/or predict the required CSI, and they proved an
observable improvement compared to traditional approaches.
The authors of [334] employed denoising convolutional neural
networks to provide fast and accurate channel estimates in cell-
free mmWave massive MIMO systems. To exploit the temporal
correlation over the coherence intervals, the authors of [335]
developed an alternating channel estimation and prediction
scheme in order to reduce the channel estimation overhead
and improve the system throughput. The considered scheme
in [335] proposed that each user sends a pilot signal in a
given number of coherence intervals, where minimum mean-
squared error (MMSE) was used to estimate the channels of
this coherence interval and a deep neural network was used
to predict the channels of the remaining coherence intervals.
In this way, the overhead is reduced by at least 50%, which
leads to improving the system throughput.

B. Transmit Precoding and Receive Combining Optimization

In DASs, precoding design at transmitters and combining
design at receivers are required to maximize achievable rates,
energy efficiency, minimum rates, or secrecy rates. For down-
link transmission, the distributed APs first estimate the users’
channels, then use them to simultaneously beamform the sig-
nals to the users using the same time and frequency resources.
Whereas, in uplink transmission, all the users transmit their
signals to the distributed APs, which in turn use combining
techniques to achieve the desired QoS (e.g., sum-rate). The
beamforming and combining techniques can be classified in
the literature into three techniques: 1) fully centralized, 2) fully
distributed, and 3) partially distributed.

In fully centralized techniques, the detection and beamform-
ing techniques are implemented at the CPU, which means that
the channel estimates of all users must be collected at the
CPU/cloud. The main advantage of centralized implementation
is that the best beamforming/combining techniques can be
employed due to the availability of global CSI at a central
entity.

For uplink transmission, several papers considered central-
ized detection schemes, e.g., [40], [285], [336]. The authors
of [40] proposed to use the MMSE-combining as a scheme
that utilizes the global CSI to improve detection performance3.
They also showed that using the optimal MMSE processing in

3The MMSE combiner is a vector that is designed to minimize the mean
squared error between the actual and the estimated data signals given the
estimated channels [34].

a centralized implementation improves the spectral efficiency
and reduces the fronthaul overhead. The authors of [336]
proposed to use MMSE-combining to maximize the received
signal-to-interference and noise ratio of each user. The au-
thors in [285] proposed to use a weighted-MMSE-combining
with successive convex approximation to design the transmit
beamformers and the quantization noise covariance matrices
to maximize the weighted sum-rate of multi-antennas users
at multi-antennas APs in a C-RAN system. Note that these
centralized precoding or detection schemes require global
CSI availability at the CPU, which limits their scalability,
especially in CF-mMIMO systems. For scalable systems, low-
complexity precoding approaches that can be implemented by
knowing local CSI only are more practical [35].

To reduce the MMSE combiner complexity, the authors
of [336], [35] proposed the partial-MMSE combiner that
considers only the channel estimates of the users that are
served partially by the same APs. Partial-MMSE reduces the
complexity and number of the required channel estimates to
calculate the beamforming vector at the expense of a slight
increase in the received interference. To guarantee scalable
cell-free systems, the authors proposed a simpler precoding
approach, called local-PMMSE, where each AP only uses
the channel estimates of the connected users to design the
beamformer for each user. In local-PMMSE, there is no need
to forward the channel estimates to the CPU since each AP can
design the beamformer (combiner) locally, and this alleviates
a burden on the fronthaul links [35]. Based on a given
serving APs for each user, the authors of [35] showed that
the partial-MMSE approach outperforms the local-PMMSE,
which in turn outperforms the conjugate beamforming in terms
of achievable rate performance. Using only the large-scale
fading information to design beamformers and combiners is
desirable in real-life systems due to its low computational
complexity and low fronthaul signaling [336], [337]. Based
on large-scale fading decoding, the authors of [337] proposed
to split the uplink decoding process between the CPU and
the APs to trade-off between the fronthaul signaling and the
spectral efficiency.

For downlink transmission, the authors of [338] showed that
the optimal precoding approach in multiuser MIMO systems
is dirty paper coding. However, due to its high complexity,
dirty paper coding is not a practical solution in CF-mMIMO
systems. Hence, linear centralized precoding approaches are
proposed and investigated in CF-mMIMO systems [339],
[340]. The authors of [340] used maximum ratio transmis-
sion and zero-forcing precoding approaches to mitigate the
interference at the users. They showed that the zero-forcing
beamforming approach significantly outperforms the maxi-
mum ratio transmission approach. In the zero-forcing scheme,
the precoding vector of each user is designed to be orthogonal
to the channels of all other users. Different from the distributed
precoding, the authors of [339] showed that the average rate
of users increases unboundedly as the numbers of antennas
and users increase if a centralized precoding scheme is used
(e.g., zero-forcing). A more advanced precoding scheme was
proposed in [35], which is the MMSE precoding. The MMSE
approach optimizes the combining weights at each AP to
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minimize the mean square error between the combined signal
and the desired signal. It takes into account the channel
conditions, interference, and noise statistics to improve the
overall received signal quality. In [341], the authors designed
beamforming vectors to minimize the total consumed power
subject to an achievable rate constraint when the CSI of the
users is imperfectly known. The authors used an iterative
algorithm and Lagrange dual decomposition method to find
an optimal solution for the downlink beamforming vectors. In
[342], the authors jointly optimized the downlink transmission
for hybrid analog-digital antenna arrays in C-RAN systems. In
particular, the authors used a weighted-MMSE approach and
block coordinate descent to jointly design the RF beamform-
ing, the digital beamforming, and the fronthaul compression
to maximize the weighted sum-rate.

Due to its simplicity and distributed nature, the authors of
[39], [7], [41] proposed to use the conjugate beamforming
approach. The authors of [340] compared the performance of
the conjugate beamforming approach with a low-complexity
zero-forcing beamforming approach. At the expense of fron-
thaul load, authors of [340] showed that the proposed low-
complexity zero-forcing approach outperforms the conjugate
beamforming significantly. The authors of [343] proposed a
modified conjugate beamforming scheme that eliminates self-
interference completely, while preserving the simplicity of the
conjugate beamforming approach, at the expense of exchang-
ing limited channel information among APs. To avoid the need
for information exchange among APs, the authors of [344] pro-
posed an enhanced conjugate beamforming technique, where
the beamforming vector is normalized with respect to the
channel estimate. The aim of using this technique is to
boost the channel hardening at the users which improves the
downlink spectral efficiency. The authors of [345] designed an
optimal beamformer using a bisection algorithm to maximize
the signal-to-interference and noise ratio among all users. The
authors of [346] proposed a distributed cooperative precoding
that overcomes the need for fronthaul transmission of CSI
exchange. They achieve that by engaging in an over-the-
air signaling approach. This approach guarantees that the
total signaling amount does not scale up with the number
of users or the APs. Four coordination levels among APs
were investigated in [40] to provide a thorough analysis of
uplink CF-mMIMO systems. The authors concluded that CF-
mMIMO can significantly outperform small cells and cellular
massive MIMO by using local or global MMSE combining.

C. Lessons Learned

Although spreading antennas over areas reduces latency and
improves data rates, coverage, and fairness, it presents several
challenges such as deployment cost, power consumption,
fronthaul issues, signal processing complexity, etc. To mitigate
the effect of these challenges, optimizing DAS operations is
required.

Scaling DAS over wide areas increases the number of
served users. This increases the channel estimation overhead
or makes the pilot contamination more severe. Therefore,
intelligent channel estimation methods are required to manage

pilot contamination and make DAS more scalable. Most of
the recent works argued that deep learning-based channel es-
timation methods are less complex and provide more accurate
estimates compared to traditional methods. This is due to the
fact that deep learning-based methods fuse spectral, temporal,
and spatial information to provide a deeper understanding of
the channel change over spectrum, time, and space. However,
due to the explosive increase in the number of users and the
6G promises to provide a decent QoS for very high-mobility
users, the existing approaches to reduce pilot contamination or
channel estimation overhead may not be satisfactory to meet
the expected requirements.

Since DASs promise to spread a massive number of dis-
tributed APs, interference must be managed efficiently to
avoid degrading the rates of the end users. The common
way to manage the interference is to propose robust transmit
precoding and receive combining approaches. However, this
requires the DAS to be more centralized so the interference
among APs can be mitigated. For instance, adopting the con-
jugate beamforming approach for transmission would produce
significant interference at the users, while the zero-forcing or
the MMSE precoding approaches (which require CSI sharing
among APs) would significantly reduce the interference. The
existing literature indicated that the user-centric design is the
solution to balance between managing the interference and
making DASs more scalable. In such a design, the range of
the serving APs for each user must be addressed carefully to
manage this trade-off efficiently.

VII. INTEGRATION OF DAS WITH OTHER
COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS

In this subsection, we review existing works that considered
the DAS in different communication systems. We focus on the
integration of DAS with RIS-assisted communication systems,
OWC systems, and satellite networks.

A. DAS and RIS Integration

An RIS is a two-dimensional surface consisting of several
reflecting elements whose phases and amplitudes can be
digitally-controlled to reflect the incident signals in desirable
directions (i.e., change the phase of the incident signals)
[347]. The main advantages of these surfaces are: i) ease
of deployment, ii) low-cost, iii) passive nature, and iv) low-
energy consumption [348]. In contrast, each antenna in DASs
must be associated with an RF chain and digital circuits to
implement signal processing operations leading to a higher
cost and energy consumption compared to a reflecting element.
Despite this advantage of RIS elements compared to antennas,
their contribution to the system performance is low compared
to an antenna due to the double fading effect. Nonetheless,
the deployment of multiple RISs can support DASs through
reducing the number of APs, thus improving the energy
efficiency of the system.

Several works studied the roles that RISs can play in DASs
[349]–[355]. The authors of [349], [350] showed that deploy-
ing RISs in cell-free networks helps in extending the system
coverage and maximizing the minimum users achievable rates.
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The authors showed that the RIS provides nearly a 2-fold
increase in the minimum rate and a 1.5-fold increase in the
per-user rate. The authors of [351] formulated and solved the
problem of maximizing the weighted sum-rate via optimizing
the beamforming matrices at the APs and the RISs of an RIS-
aided cell-free system. The study in [352] proposed to aid
the CF-mMIMO systems with multiple RISs to improve the
energy efficiency of the system. The problem in [352] was
formulated to maximize energy efficiency by optimizing the
beamforming matrices at the BSs and RISs. It is concluded
that the energy efficiency increases with increasing the number
of RISs and their sizes to some point where it starts to
decrease [351], [352]. This decrease is due to the increase of
the hardware static power consumption of each RIS with the
number of elements in each RIS. The authors of [353] showed
that the energy efficiency of the worst user in a wideband cell-
free system can be improved by employing multiple RISs. One
of the practical challenges in RIS and DASs is the channel
estimation overhead and the spatial correlation among RIS’s
reflecting elements. Hence, the authors of [354] investigated
the effect of the channels’ spatial correlation and proposed
a simple channel estimation scheme that takes into account
the overhead. The authors also optimized the phase shifts to
minimize the channel estimation error and derived a closed
form for the ergodic downlink and uplink net throughputs.
They concluded that the contribution of RIS to cell-free
systems is high when the AP-user links are weak with a
high probability. The authors of [356] proposed a reflection
pattern modulation-aided RIS-assisted CF-mMIMO system for
energy-efficient uplink transmission. They introduced a system
that optimizes the energy versus spectral efficiency trade-off
by activating only part of the RIS blocks.

RISs can also be used to improve the secrecy rate of
different communication systems [357], [358]. The authors of
[355] investigated the role of RISs in improving the secrecy
rate of a cell-free system. The authors utilized semi-definite
relaxation and successive convex approximation to jointly
optimize the beamforming of the APs and RISs in order to
maximize the weighted secrecy rate of the system. Recently,
RIS was integrated with terrestrial distributed networks to
improve different metrics, such as network connectivity [359],
[360] and energy efficiency [361].

B. DAS in OWC Systems

RF communication and OWC use different spectrums to
transmit messages. Each has its own advantages and disad-
vantages. On the one hand, OWC provides high data rates,
but has some limitations such as the blockage effects and
the significant channel attenuation with distance. On the other
hand, RF can provide ubiquitous connectivity but with lower
data rates. Thus OWC and RF communication systems can
complement each other by mitigating each other’s drawbacks.
Integrating these systems can lead to reducing the received
interference (RF spectrum doesn’t interfere with the optical
spectrum), improving the achievable data rates, and improving
the system’s fairness. The authors of [362], [363] investigated
a visible-light communication (VLC) CF-mMIMO system and

studied the problem of user association. The authors in [364]
studied a VLC DAS, where the APs and the users are assigned
to each other based on a user-centric approach aiming at
maximizing energy efficiency.

The authors of [365] suggested employing the cell-free
concept to reduce the potentially excessive handover in VLC
systems which is caused by their small cell size. The authors
proposed a joint AP grouping and user clustering to manage
the interference. The authors of [366] and [367] introduced the
cell-free concept into indoor hybrid VLC/RF networks. How-
ever, the studies in [366], [367] only focused on associating
the users to OWC and RF networks without considering the
problems of power allocation, beamforming design, resource
allocation, channel estimation, and clustering formation.

C. DAS and Non-Terrestrial Networks

One limitation of terrestrial networks is their limited ability
to provide ubiquitous connectivity to rural areas. Although
terrestrial DAS have been proposed to improve wireless cov-
erage, their deployment cost to cover wide areas is prohibitive.
In addition, terrestrial networks in general fail to provide
services when natural disasters happen. Therefore, researchers
increased their focus on studying non-terrestrial networks and
how they integrate with terrestrial networks. In the integrated
terrestrial and non-terrestrial networks, a 3-dimensional (3D)
network architecture (consisting of terrestrial APs and aerial
APs) is dedicated to enhancing the coverage and providing
connectivity to unconnected areas [368]. In particular, satel-
lites, high-altitude platform systems, and aerial unmanned
vehicles (UAVs) are envisioned to integrate with terrestrial
networks to meet the 6G stringent requirement of ubiquitous
connectivity [368].

The authors of [369] proposed to use low-earth orbit satel-
lites to support terrestrial DAS in order to maximize the
minimum per-user rate and the sum-rate of the integrated
system. The approach in [369] transfers the users that limit
the terrestrial DAS performance to be served by the satellite
segment. Due to the long distance between the satellites
and the handheld devices, the link attenuation is high and
direct-to-satellite (i.e., direct from a handheld device to a
satellite without a ground station assistance) communication
is challenging. Therefore, the authors of [370] proposed em-
ploying the DAS concept in satellite networks to improve the
data rates at handheld devices. This can be enabled by the
expected ultra-dense low-earth orbit satellite deployment and
the interconnection between the satellites through optical links.
The authors of [371] studied the problems of optimizing pilot
assignment, duplexing mode, power allocation, beamforming,
and handover management in satellite DAS. The authors of
[372] investigated a user-centric multi-satellite communica-
tion system aimed at maximizing the weighted sum rates of
users through joint beamforming. A centralized algorithm was
proposed, assuming perfect CSI, alongside a low-complexity
distributed algorithm using multi-agent deep reinforcement
learning for practical implementation. Aiming at maximizing
the uplink spectral efficiency for the ground users, the authors
of [373] proposed a new CF-mMIMO architecture combining
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low Earth orbit satellites with UAVs as flying APs. The
authors derived expressions for direct and cascaded channels,
proposed local combining strategies, and introduced a dynamic
clustering framework to reduce interference and enhance user
service.

Although a few papers studied the integration of satellite
and terrestrial networks using the DAS concept, many prob-
lems are untapped and need to be tackled in future works.
Examples of these problems are studying the Doppler effect,
latency, synchronization, user association, backhaul issues, and
CPU selection. In Section IX-A, we discuss these issues in
detail. In the next section, we discuss cross-layer optimization
techniques that consider both the physical layer and network
layer viewpoints of DASs.

VIII. CROSS-LAYER OPTIMIZATION FOR RESOURCE
ALLOCATION IN DASS

Resource allocation via cross-layer optimization is crucial
to achieve high performance in DASs, e.g., C-RANs, F-RANs,
and D2D-aided F-RANs. Cross-layer optimization (i.e., phys-
ical and network layers joint optimization) can target different
QoS metrics, including throughput/sum-rate maximization,
cloud offloading maximization, and delay minimization under
a QoS constraint. This is usually presented through maximiz-
ing a wide-network utility or minimizing a cost function that
considers user scheduling using NC and power allocation with
some constraints.

The cross-layer performance of the aforementioned systems
is constrained by the scarcity of radio resources and the limited
capacity of fronthaul links. To efficiently utilize the available
RBs in such systems, traditional schemes consider assigning
a single user to each RB on each RRH, thus transmitting
only one content from that RB/RRH. However, this single user
assignment becomes highly challenging with the tremendous
increase in the number of users nowadays. Consequently,
NC [57] is employed to mix users’ data (packets) and si-
multaneously allocate different users to the same RB. To
assess the merits of NC, consider a network composed of
one transmitter and two users each requesting one packet
and already has obtained the other packet. Without NC (i.e.,
uncoded), the transmitter needs two transmissions to complete
the reception of all packets at both users. However, NC reduces
the number to a single transmission by encoding both packets.
The requested and received packets of users are known in
the literature as side information [57]. By combining this side
information using NC, multiple users can be served simultane-
ously on the same RB/RRH. Thus, significant improvements
can be achieved in transmission efficiency, content delivery,
throughput, and delay in DAS. This section discusses the
optimization of DASs from a cross-layer perspective using NC.

A. Network Coding (NC)

Since 2000, NC, initiated by Ahlswede et al. [57], has
drawn researchers’ attention as a method for improving content
delivery and achieving maximum information flow in differ-
ent communication networks, e.g., [58]–[60]. NC maximizes
information flow by combining users’ data at the source and

intermediate nodes in a network [57] (in the network layer)
and sending the combination instead of sending the raw data as
in the simple RF (i.e., uncoded). For a system of many users
and packets, the key potential of NC is to ensure partial or
full reception of the packets at multiple users, while reducing
data traffic by sending combined packets. This enables max-
imizing the throughput and minimizing the communication
delay. Based on the application, two NC design methods are
distinguished in the literature, random linear NC (RLNC) and
instantly decodable NC (IDNC).

In RLNC, at each transmission, the sender broadcasts a
coded packet obtained by combining all source packets using
random and independent coefficients generated from a given
Galois Field [69], [374]–[377]. RLNC has drawn much interest
of the research community due to its (i) ability to recover
packets without feedback and (ii) optimality in reducing the
number of packet transmissions in broadcast scenarios. It was
initially used in point-to-multipoint models and then expanded
in different systems, including multipoint-to-multipoint [374]
and D2D communications [378]. However, it is only suitable
for applications that tolerate high delay as it does not support
progressive and instant packet decoding. Moreover, it is inef-
ficient in multicast scenarios that different groups of users are
interested in different subsets of packets. From a complexity
point of view, the computational complexity of decoding in
RLNC scales cubically with the number of packets [375],
which is prohibitive for battery-powered devices.

On the other hand, IDNC is a good candidate to over-
come the aforementioned issues of RLNC, especially for
applications that require real-time optimization, such as video
streaming. It relies on progressive and instantaneous decoding,
which means that the received coded packets are decoded
instantly, and the retrieved packets are used immediately at
the application layer. IDNC exploits users’ side information
in the network to enhance performance. In IDNC, the in-
stantaneous decoding of the requested packets is achieved
by simple encoding and decoding operations. The transmitter
combines packets using binary XOR, which can efficiently
be implemented on a device. At the user side, packets are
decoded at their reception instant using binary XOR. Due to its
simple encoding/decoding operation and instant decodability,
IDNC has shown excellent abilities to substantially improve
transmission efficiency, packet recovery, throughput and delay
over broadcast erasure channels [57]–[71], [379]–[381]. Such
simple features led to tremendous progress in the analysis
and the development of simple online algorithm design for
IDNC that can be represented as a graph model, known as
IDNC graph. To represent all packet combinations that are
instantly decodable by a subset or all users, the authors in
[382] originally proposed the IDNC graph.

Fig. 13 illustrates the construction of the IDNC graph in a
simple C-RAN model with one RRH that is given in Fig. 12.
The arbitrary users’ side information is shown on the right side
of Fig. 12. Based on users’ side information, the corresponding
IDNC graph is constructed by first generating a vertex for
each user and each packet, e.g., packet p3 that is requested by
user 1 is represented by a vertex (1, 3). The fundamental idea
of constructing the IDNC graph is to find a feasible packet
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Fig. 12. A simple C-RAN model containing 4 users, 4 packets, and 1 RRH.
The side information of users is also shown, where each user has received
some packets and wants some other packets. For example, user 1 already
received packets p1, p2, p4 and requests p3.
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Fig. 13. IDNC graph representing the coding possibilities for the system
depicted in Fig. 12. Each vertex represents a requested packet by one user,
i.e., vertex (2, 1) represents the indices of user 2 and packet 1. Each clique
in the IDNC graph represents a feasible IDNC combination. For example,
one possible clique is: {(1, 3), (2, 1), (3, 1), (4, 3)} that corresponds to
transmitting the combination 1⊕ 3 to the targeted users 1, 2, 3, and 4.

combination with this feature: two packets are wanted by two
users are combinable if these two users can both benefit from
the combined packet, making it instantly decodable for both
users. This situation happens if and only if the two users
are requesting the same packet or if the packet wanted by
each user is already received at the other user. The goal of
IDNC is to satisfy many users with one combined packet. For
example, the RRH transmits the combination p1 ⊕ p3 to users
1, 2, 3, 4. In general, finding the optimal packet combination
on such graphs that provides the highest objective function to
a given network’s metric requires an exhaustive search over all
possible packet combinations, which is clearly non-feasible for
large network sizes [61]. Without loss of generality, solving the
IDNC-related problems (e.g., completion time and decoding
delay that are extensively investigated in [62]–[64], [66], [67],
[383]) is equivalent to solving the maximum clique problem
[382], which is nondeterministic polynomial-hard [384]. A
detailed analysis of the developed algorithms, complexity, and
applications of maximum clique problems can be found in
[385].

B. Cross-Layer Network Coding

IDNC optimizes different performance metrics of DAS (e.g.,
completion time and decoding delay) by combining users’ data
in the network layer and sending the combination to multiple
users. However, it abstracts the physical layer conditions to

packet erasures [62], [63], [383]. Thus, IDNC ignores the
channel heterogeneous capacities of different users in the
selection of a combined packet. Instead, the transmitter of an
IDNC combination selects the minimum achievable capacity
of all the associated users in the combination. This results
in serving a large number of users but unfortunately leads
to physical layer throughput degradation, which degrades
the physical-layer performance of DAS. Studying the trade-
off between the performances of the network layer and the
physical layer from a content delivery perspective in different
system models of DAS has been a topic of research interest
for years [48], [51], [53], [72], [73], [386]–[389]. On the one
hand, transmit a combined IDNC packet with a high rate will
take a shorter time but will be only successfully received by
users with high channel capacities. On the other hand, transmit
a combined IDNC packet with a lower rate will be received
by more users but will take a longer delivery time. To improve
the physical layer performance and ensure the QoS of users
of DAS, the authors of [48], [51], [53], [72], [73], [380],
[386]–[388] included the channel capacity as another factor in
the selection of IDNC packets. As a result, the IDNC packet
selection depends on the side information of the users and
their channel capacities.

This improved version of IDNC is called rate-aware IDNC
(RA-IDNC), which was first studied in [48], [72], [74] and
applied in C-RAN [78] and point-to-multipoint system [51].
RA-IDNC has the potential to serve a significant set of
users with relatively good transmission rates. Due to this
feature, RA-IDNC has been considered in a number of works,
e.g., [51], [53], [73]–[77], [387], [388] to enhance DAS. For
example, the authors of [75], [78] proposed RA-IDNC scheme
to minimize the completion time in C-RAN systems. However,
the authors of [78] assumed that each RRH maintains a fixed
power and that the transmission rate of all RRHs is determined
by the weakest RRH, i.e., the RRH that supports the lowest
transmission rate. Since this reduces the QoS for some users,
the authors of [42] introduced CLNC to optimize the employed
rates in RA-IDNC using power control for each RRH in a C-
RAN. In CLNC, combining users’ requests depends on NC,
users’ rates, and the transmit power of each RRH, which can
be jointly optimized to improve the sum-rate [42], [49], [390]
in C-RANs, cloud offloading [50], [52], [54] in F-RANs, and
delay [55], [391] in a F-RAN aided D2D system.

The key potential of CLNC is that it balances between cross-
layer throughput and network delay with negligible decoding
complexity, which ensures a better QoS for real-time streaming
applications in DAS. In such applications, users need to
stream data from RRHs in DAS (e.g., C-RAN, F-RAN) with
the minimum possible delay. Consider that a popular video
representing a frame of packets is requested by a set of users
located in a playground, where many users want to stream
this popular video. At any given time, assume that users
have already received some packets and missed some other
packets due to channel impairments. To stream that video
without any interruption, users should receive their missed
packets with minimum delay. One way is to pre-load that
frame which can be done at low rates or at off-peak times, both
of which are inefficient. CLNC performs a joint optimization
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of NC and transmit rate and power for efficient and fast file
delivery, which meets the delay requirements and streaming
quality of DAS. This makes CLNC a promising technique for
significantly improving users’ QoS, thanks to the following
properties.

• The immediate decodability of the received packets
makes them useful at the reception time to meet the real-
time streaming application requirements.

• Encoding at the transmitter is performed using a simple
binary XOR operation. Likewise, decoding at the users is
performed using a simple binary XOR operation, which
overcomes the high computational complexity of RLNC.

• Since CLNC depends on instant decodability, any re-
ceived packets that are non-useful for the users are
discarded. Thus, CLNC overcomes the need for buffers to
store these non-useful packets, which enables the design
of cost and energy-efficient devices.

• CLNC balances between the physical layer and network
layer system’s performance by adapting a transmission
rate and power allocation that supports the smallest
channel capacity of all network-coded scheduled users.

Table VIII summarizes the performance of RLNC, IDNC,
and CLNC according to various criteria.

C. CLNC Optimization for DAS
Cross-layer optimization of user scheduling and power

allocation in DAS can be solved jointly or iteratively, see
for example [32], [392]–[394]. While the joint solution is
expensive in terms of computational complexity, the classical
iterative one is sub-optimal. Besides the joint and classic
techniques to solve cross-layer optimization problems, graph
theory methods have been widely considered in the recent
literature of C-RANs, F-RANs, D2D, and F-RAN-aided D2D,
e.g., see [42], [49], [50], [52], [55], [74]–[78], [390], [391].
Graph theory techniques establish a framework with an exact
graph representation of scheduling decisions and objective
transformation, and numerous theorems that facilitates the
analysis and optimization of a problem. The framework also
offers combinatorial techniques that allow the quantitative
solving of a problem. In general, researchers utilize graph
theory to solve a typical cross-layer optimization problem in
DAS, and the solution relies on designing a graph, where its
vertices represent the possible scheduling and power levels.
The vertices of the graph are connected via edges that satisfy
problem’s constraints while vertices’ weights reflect the ob-
jective function. In addition to its application in DAS, graph
theory has garnered significant interest in various settings, such
as aerial-terrestrial integrated networks for federated learning
[395]–[397], RISs [360], and D2D communications [398],
[399].

Unlike the previous works that used either IDNC graph or
RA-IDNC graph, the CLNC graph also considers transmission
rate and power allocation for multiplexing users. The CLNC
graph is introduced in [42] which takes user multiplexing using
NC, rate adaptation, and power allocation into consideration.

An instantly decodable combination that satisfies the CLNC
conditions is used to retrieve a new wanted packet by a user
if and only if
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Fig. 14. A simple C-RAN system composed of 3 users, 3 packets, and 2
RRHs. Each user possesses 2 packets and wants 1 packet. For example, user
1 possesses packets 2, 3, and wants packet 1. The whole set of packets is
stored by each RRH. Given a certain power level to each of the RRHs, assume
that users’ rates in bits/s are provided in a table on the middle of the figure.

1) The user can properly receive the combination with a
rate that is below the capacity of the channel between a
user and an RRH.

2) The user can re-XOR the combination with its previ-
ously received packets to retrieve a new packet.

The main concept of CLNC for cross-layer optimization
can be illustrated in the following example. Fig. 14 considers
a simple C-RAN model that consists of 2 RRHs, 3 users, and
3 packets. In order to maximize cross-layer throughput for this
example, many possible solutions can be found as summarized
in Table IX. For example, the RRH 1 XORes packets 2 and 3
into 2⊕ 3 and which it transmits with a rate of 2 bits/s to the
set users 2 and 3. RRH 2 transmits packet 1 with a rate of 2
bits/s to user 1. Given this, we have the following decoding
process at the users. User 2 gets packet 2 by XORing 2 ⊕ 3
with packet 3 and user 3 gets packet 3 by XORing packet 2⊕3
with packet 2. Therefore, the achievable overall throughput in
this scenario is 6 bits/s as each served user will simultaneously
receive 2 bits/s. Table IX highlights that the uncoded scheme
can only serve one user from each RRH with the maximum
transmission rate and IDNC can schedule all the users in the
network with the lowest transmission rate of all the scheduled
users. CLNC strikes a balance between these two, thus it is
more efficient in maximizing the cross-layer throughput and
minimizing the completion time. Table IX also depicts the
average sum throughput maximization for the considered C-
RAN and highlights that the CLNC significantly outperforms
the uncoded and IDNC schemes.

With such potential features of CLNC graph optimization,
researchers utilized graph theory to solve resource allocation
problems in DAS, e.g., C-RAN, F-RAN, and D2D communi-
cations. For example, the authors of [394], [400] utilized graph
theory to solve a vanilla version of cross-layer optimization
problem by considering only user scheduling and one packet
to be transmitted on each RRB in C-RAN. Wang et al. [386]
explored graph theory techniques to solve the completion time
problem using cross-layer optimization with NC in point-
to-multipoint systems. The authors of [393] proposed joint
and iterative solutions for the optimization problem of user
scheduling and power allocation in C-RAN using graph theory.
The works [51], [387] addressed general and simple NC with
a cross-layer design in the traditional network configuration
with one BS. In particular, the authors of [51] used cross-
layer design to solve an optimization problem with the new
formulation that the coding decisions are based on both the
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TABLE VIII
PERFORMANCE OF RLNC, IDNC, CLNC ACCORDING TO VARIOUS CRITERIA.

Criteria \ Scheme RLNC IDNC CLNC References
Throughput Optimal Sub-optimal Sub-optimal/optimal [43], [44], [67], [71]
Delay Huge delay Moderate Moderate [43], [54], [71]
Complexity Scales cubically Polynomial Exponential [43], [67], [71]
Encoding Mix using random coefficients

from GF
XOR operation XOR operation [43], [66], [70]

Decoding After receiving the whole
frame

Instantaneous decoding per file Instantaneous decoding per file [50], [54], [64], [69]

Buffer Size Equal to the frame’s size No buffer needed No buffer needed [50], [54], [64], [69]
Overhead Moderate Minimal Minimal [43], [55], [64]
Layering Network layer Network layer Physical and network layers [43], [55], [64]
Feedback Signals Minimal Performance heavily depends on

feedback
Performance heavily depends on
feedback

[43], [52], [71]

Methodology File combinations File combinations using users’
side information

File combinations and
rate/power adaptation

[43], [55], [64]

TABLE IX
PERFORMANCE OF UNCODED, IDNC, CLNC ACCORDING TO VARIOUS CRITERIA.

Criteria \ Scheme Uncoded IDNC CLNC
Solution RRHs 1 and 2 transmit packets 2

and 1, respectively.
RRH 1 XORes packets 1, 2, and 3
into 1⊕ 2⊕ 3.

RRH 1 XORes packets 2 and 3 into 2⊕ 3.
RRH 2 transmits packet 1 to user 1.

Number of scheduled users 2 3 3
Adopted transmission rate 2 bits/s 0.5 bits/s 2 bits/s
Cross-layer throughput 4 bits 1.5 bits 6 bits
Delay 1.5 seconds 2 seconds 1 second

distribution of files at each user in the network and the instan-
taneous rate each user is experiencing. The authors of [56],
[72], [379] investigated the use of cross-layer graph design
in different settings, e.g., multi-cached BS systems and cross-
layer D2D communications. For example, D2D systems are
considered in [72], [379], where the authors proposed cross-
layer design to speed up the recovery for a geographically
close and fully and partially connected group of users. While
all the previous works assumed perfect channel estimation
for cross-layer optimization in DAS, reference [401] extended
the setting to imperfect channel and rate estimation. Recently,
CLNC was used with machine learning to tackle the problem
of packet placement and delivery in the F-RAN-aided D2D
system [390].

D. Lessons Learned

NC has shown excellent abilities in achieving maximum in-
formation flow in broadcast networks. Early research focused
on developing NC strategies that attain maximum throughput
by mixing all data packets for encoding and operations over
Galois field for decoding. However, the decoding computa-
tional complexity of these NC strategies is expensive. Thanks
to its low complexity and manageability feature, instantaneous
NC is a promising paradigm for cross-layer optimization in
DAS.

There is a significant impact of scheduling many users to the
RRHs using NC on the physical layer performance. Scheduling
many users to the same RRH improves the system’s perfor-
mance from a network layer perspective, but it degrades the
system’s performance from a physical layer perspective by
selecting the minimum rates of all scheduled users. Therefore,
this Section reveals that it is crucial to consider both NC
at the network layer and the physical layer factors (i.e.,

transmission rate and power), to improve cross-layer system
performances. In this regard, cross-layer optimization balances
the system’s performance from the network layer and physical
layer perspectives. However, this requires (i) high overhead
signaling since users need to update transmitting node with
their side information status and (ii) computational complexity
for algorithm optimization every time network changes, such
as side information and network topology.

Although cooperation of transmitting nodes is a key enabler
for delivering users’ data in DAS, it requires careful optimiza-
tion for user scheduling to different transmitting nodes, given
that the performance of DAS is constrained by the scarcity of
radio resources. CLNC, as a technique employed to effectively
multiplex users to the same RB of the transmitters, supports
such cooperation while overcoming the limitation of radio
resources. This satisfies the tremendous increase in network
densification. However, the main issue is the way of solv-
ing CLNC-related problems and the required computational
complexity. While graph theory solutions show promising
improved performances for DAS, designing the CLNC graph
and finding the feasible CLNC solution is expensive in terms
of algorithm execution time.

IX. CHALLENGES AND RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

This subsection provides some future research directions
that the authors believe are worth investigating.

A. Integration of DAS in 3D-Dynamic Wireless Networks

Anticipated advancements in 6G wireless network technol-
ogy are expected to result in a flexible and scalable network
architecture that expands both horizontally and vertically,
incorporating mobile BSs such as UAVs and satellites (which
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we refer to here as 3D-dynamic wireless networks). Further-
more, it is expected that the number of users will increase
significantly, necessitating greater bandwidth and speed to
accommodate this growth. These anticipated advancements in-
troduce new challenges to incorporating the DAS architecture
in 3D-dynamic wireless networks. In the following, we discuss
the possible challenges and open problems in DAS-assisted
3D-dynamic wireless networks.

• Integration models: Having terrestrial BSs, high alti-
tude platform systems, UAVs, and satellite nodes raises
several research questions such as how these different
segments would integrate to serve UEs? Many papers
have studied and investigated different integration mod-
els [402], however, very few papers have studied these
integration possibilities within the DAS architecture. The
DAS architecture can be applied to 3D-dynamic wireless
networks in three ways: 1) Deploying terrestrial DAS and
dedicating non-terrestrial nodes to support the terrestrial
DAS by improving the scalability and serving blocked,
remote, or highly interfered UEs, 2) incorporating the
DAS architecture in both terrestrial and non-terrestrial
networks and associating the users based on their required
QoS or based on the available data rates, and 3) deploying
terrestrial DAS and dedicating non-terrestrial nodes for
backhauling. In the first two models, the total resources of
both segments can be virtualized and assigned to different
network slices. For example, the nodes (whether they are
terrestrial or not) that can provide low-latency services
can be used for URLLC, while the nodes that have
vast footprints (e.g., satellites or high-altitude platform
systems) can be used to serve massive mMTC devices.
In the last model of integration, non-terrestrial networks
can mitigate scalability and backhaul traffic issues in
terrestrial CF-mMIMO systems through enhanced data
rate access, efficient data offloading, scalable network
operation, and reduced backhaul overhead.

• Synchronization: Synchronization is a critical challenge
in DASs because it ensures that the signals transmitted by
different antennas arrive at the receiver at the same time.
Since the antennas are distributed in different locations,
the propagation time for each UE will be different, which
requires careful synchronization at the transmitters to en-
sure that the signals arrive at the receiver at the right time
and in the right order. In 3D-dynamic wireless networks,
the synchronization issue is a big challenge due to the
large difference in distances between the transmitters and
the receivers and the mobility of the non-terrestrial nodes.
In addition, having wireless backhaul links increases the
complexity of synchronizing the transmitted signals in the
3D-dynamic wireless networks.

• Mobility management and handover: Following the
user-centric concept, each user is served by several APs
that should be selected carefully to maximize the achiev-
able rates. If users are mobile, it is required to re-assign
these APs frequently. This poses a frequent handover
challenge leading to significant overhead, and a potential
temporary loss of service since when a user moves at

high speed, the handover process can be delayed. In
non-terrestrial networks, mobility management will be
more critical since both UEs and APs are moving. In
addition, the effect of the Doppler shift will be significant,
especially in estimating the channels. One approach to
handling mobility is to use deep learning to predict
the future locations of UEs and APs, which helps to
predict the handovers. In general, mobility in 3D-dynamic
wireless networks can introduce several challenges to
wireless communication systems, including Doppler shift,
interference, handover delays, capacity strain, and poor
signal quality. Addressing these challenges requires ad-
vanced signal processing techniques, handover optimiza-
tion techniques, and load balancing algorithms to ensure
that the air-ground integrated DAS can efficiently han-
dle the fast-moving users and APs and provide reliable
communication.

• Fronthaul Issue: Numerous studies have suggested vari-
ous strategies to enhance the constrained fronthaul capac-
ity, ranging from link-level techniques like data compres-
sion to system-level methods such as user-centric designs.
However, as wireless communication systems continue to
evolve, accommodating an ever-growing number of con-
nected devices and the increasing demand for higher data
rates, these existing approaches may not be sufficient.
In addition, having mobile BSs such as satellites and
UAVs brings new challenges to the DAS. For example,
one challenge that may arise is the variable fronthaul
capacity that changes due to the channel changes between
the non-terrestrial nodes. The use of wireless fronthaul
presents different problems compared to a fixed-capacity
fronthaul. The wireless fronthaul capacity is affected
by different factors such as the APs location and their
velocity. As a result, studying the performance of wireless
fronthaul can lead to novel analyses and conclusions
for DASs. Therefore, a truly transformative solution is
needed to tackle the fronthaul challenge and ensure the
scalability and sustainability of future DAS networks.

B. Physical-layer Processing for DASs

Physical-layer processing in DAS can be a significant
source of overhead and delay, leading to reduced network
performance and user satisfaction. To address these challenges,
advanced relaying strategies, coupled with network automa-
tion, SDN, cloud-native networking, and network slicing are
recently emerging as key technologies for improving the
physical layer processing and relaxing the communications
overhead over the fronthaul network in DAS.

Network automation involves the use of software tools and
technologies to automate network management and configu-
ration tasks, reducing the need for manual intervention and
improving network agility and efficiency. In DAS, network
automation can be used to optimize the fronthaul network
by dynamically adjusting the allocation of resources, such as
bandwidth and processing power, based on changing network
conditions and user demand. This can enable more efficient
transmission of data over the fronthaul network, reducing the
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signaling overhead and improving network performance. One
of the enabler techniques for network automation is using
SDN to enable centralized control and management of network
resources, making it easier to configure and optimize the
network to meet changing user requirements. Additionally,
SDN can be used to dynamically allocate transport network
resources based on user demand and network conditions,
improving network performance and reducing overhead. More-
over, SDN can also be used to implement network slicing,
which involves creating virtual network instances within a
physical network, each with its own set of resources and
policies. This can enable flexible fronthaul resource allo-
cation based on the specific requirements of each network
slice. Another technology to support network automation is
exploiting cloud-native networking capabilities to build and
deploy network infrastructure that leverages cloud computing
technologies, such as Kubernetes, containers, and microser-
vices. In particular, cloud-native networking can provide a
flexible and scalable approach to building DAS, enabling more
efficient use of fronthaul resources and reducing overhead. For
instance, cloud-native networking can enable the deployment
of lightweight network functions, such as baseband processing,
on edge servers located closer to the RUs, reducing the need
for dedicated high-capacity fronthaul links.

On the other side, advanced transmission strategies can play
a pivotal role in optimizing the physical-layer processing by
using advanced coding and signal processing techniques to im-
prove the efficiency and reliability of codewords transmissions.
These strategies can include cooperative relaying, interference
mitigation, and dynamic resource allocation, among different
RUs and users. Cooperative relaying involves the use of
multiple relays to improve transmission range, reduce power
consumption, and increase network capacity through using
interference mitigation techniques to reduce interference from
neighboring cells and dynamic resource allocation through
allocating resources such as power, bandwidth, and frequency
spectrum based on user demand and network conditions,
further improving network efficiency.

C. DASs and RIS Integration
From the discussion provided in Section VII-A, we can

learn that the main benefit of RIS in a cell-free system is
the energy efficiency and the deployment cost, while the main
challenge is optimizing the number of RISs, the number of
reflecting elements, and the number of APs and antennas. In
addition, channel estimation in such systems is a big challenge,
especially if the users are mobile.

For RIS and AP density optimization, the problem should
be studied to maximize the energy efficiency by taking into
account the cost, the quality-of-service, and the fronthaul
capacity under a given user density. Stochastic geometry
methods can be used to determine the optimal density of
both the APs and the RISs. Moreover, in dense systems
especially ones with mobility, fast optimization of RIS and
AP beamforming becomes paramount to deal with CSI aging,
which is an interesting direction for future research.

For the problem of channel estimation, it is known that DAS
are designed to serve a large number of users with a large

number of APs. In addition, the number of RIS reflecting
elements is required to be huge to achieve a significant
improvement in the system performance [348]. Since the
channel estimation overhead is proportional to the number of
users and the number of reflecting elements, the integration of
RIS and DAS exacerbates the problem of channel estimation
overhead, especially in environments with high-mobility. To
tackle such a problem, efficient channel estimation schemes
must be proposed that consider reducing both the overhead
and the mean-squared error.

D. DASs in Hybrid OWC/RF Systems

As discussed above, using the DAS architecture in OWC
systems promises to improve the coverage and the capacity
significantly. However, the conducted work on DAS and OWC
integration is not sufficient, and several open problems are
required to be investigated. An important problem in this area
is to optimize a DAS that consists of RF and OWC APs in
outdoor scenarios (e.g., vehicular systems). This problem can
be challenging for the following reasons.

• First, the users are expected to be highly mobile, which
means that the channel aging impact is significant. Hence,
robust channel estimation schemes that consider the over-
head and the accuracy of the estimates are required.

• Second, since there are two networks, the problem of
load balancing needs to be investigated. In other words,
the problem of associating the users to RF and OWC APs
needs to be formulated and tackled.

• Additionally, the density of OWC and RF APs needs to be
optimized. In particular, for a given typical user density
and distribution, finding the optimal number of OWC and
RF APs that balances between coverage and capacity is
an interesting research direction.

E. Cross-Layer Optimization for DASs

Cross-layer optimization gained a strong reputation in ef-
ficiently reducing the transmission duration of files while
preserving its low-computation characteristics in terms of cod-
ing/decoding complexity. The area of cross-layer optimization
in DAS with instantaneous NC presents many opportunities
for future research as follows.

• First, powerful cross-layer optimization techniques are
needed to jointly deal with the scheduling and coding,
e.g., network coding, power optimization, and beam-
forming, in DAS. As another example, for D2D-enabled
systems, studying the overhead introduced by the DAS
and methods to optimize the overhead and the system
performance using cross-layer optimization techniques is
a promising research direction. In general, these problems
are characterized by a joint optimization of discrete and
continuous variables, which makes them challenging.
Machine learning-based optimization methods can be
helpful in obtaining solutions for these problems.

• Second, many works considered cross-layer optimization
with the assumption that transmitting nodes ideally know
users’ side information and keep a record of such in-
formation in their memory, which is impractical. A few



35

works [401], [403] begin to address general cross-layer
optimization with partial knowledge of users’ side infor-
mation, which is called blind NC. In practical scenarios of
DAS, feedback signaling from users are prone for failure,
thus powerful cross-layer optimization techniques can be
used jointly fully blind coding.

• Recently, new concepts such as heterogeneous networks,
C-RANs, F-RANs, and D2D communications emerged.
The network architecture changed from a conventional
single high-powered BS serving all users in its coverage
area into a mass deployment of low-power APs connected
through high-speed fronthaul links and network routers,
which leads to DAS. Meanwhile, the increasing number
of users makes these distributed systems dense. There-
fore, proposing distributed solutions over the increased
numbers of low-power APs and users to accommo-
date network densification is crucial. All aforementioned
works on cross-layer optimization used centralized graph
theory and classical iterative algorithms, e.g., [32], [42],
[49], [50], [52], [55], [74]–[78], [389], [390], [392]–
[394]. To align with the emerging distributed systems, one
may use machine learning to propose distributed and de-
centralized solutions to overcome the burden on cloud/fog
processors. For example, developing a distributed file
placement and delivery algorithm in DAS is an interesting
research direction, where the caching decision depends on
the resource allocation at the physical layer. Generally,
this joint optimization is complex, but reinforcement
learning can be used to simplify this problem.

• Additionally, all the previous works on cross-layer opti-
mization assumed perfect channel estimation which can
be considered practical for static networks, where users
are not moving or moving slowly. However, dense DAS
with mobility, e.g., D2D and vehicle-to-vehicle commu-
nications scenarios, considering channel state information
to be fixed during transmission is not practical. Therefore,
considering channel estimation errors is an area with
potential opportunities for future work in cross-layer
optimization for DASs.

X. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we surveyed existing literature related to DAS
architectures for 5G mobile networks, namely C-RAN, CF-
MIMO, cell-free, F-RAN, and D2D communications. We also
discussed DAS architectures from various layer perspectives,
including physical and network layers, and different perfor-
mance metrics, such as fronthaul capacity, energy efficiency,
coverage probability, sum-rate, and delay, were investigated.
In addition, we have investigated the key enabling solutions
for DAS architectures such as network slicing, functional split,
uplink and downlink coding, cross-layer network coding, and
channel estimation techniques. All these techniques play a
crucial role in the design of different efficient DAS architec-
tures. Finally, we highlighted some major research challenges
in the field of DAS for 6G mobile networks and recommended
several future research directions.
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assisted non-coherent grant-free random access based on compute-and-
forward,” in 2018 IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC Wkshps), 2018, pp.
1–7.

[267] S. Gelincik and G. R.-B. Othman, “Lattice codes for C-RAN based
sectored cellular networks,” in ICC 2020 - 2020 IEEE International
Conference on Communications (ICC), 2020, pp. 1–7.

[268] Q. Huang and A. Burr, “Compute-and-forward in cell-free massive
MIMO: Great performance with low backhaul load,” in 2017 IEEE
International Conference on Communications Workshops (ICC Work-
shops), 2017, pp. 601–606.

[269] A. L. P. Fernandes, D. D. Souza, D. B. da Costa, A. M. Cavalcante, and
J. C. W. A. Costa, “Cell-free massive MIMO with segmented fronthaul:
Reliability and protection aspects,” IEEE Wireless Communications
Letters, vol. 11, no. 8, pp. 1580–1584, 2022.

[270] H. Jiang, L. Kong, and S. Du, “Compute-and-forward transmission
scheme in cell-free massive MIMO systems,” ICT Express, 2023.
[Online]. Available: https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/
S2405959523000255

[271] B. Nazer and M. Gastpar, “Compute-and-forward: Harnessing inter-
ference through structured codes,” IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory, vol. 57, no. 10, pp. 6463–6486, 2011.

[272] Wireless Physical Layer Network Coding. Cambridge University Press,
2018.

[273] A. Chaaban and A. Sezgin, Multi-way Communications: An informa-
tion theoretic perspective, 2015, vol. 12, no. 3-4.

[274] B. Nazer, A. Sanderovich, M. Gastpar, and S. Shamai, “Structured
superposition for backhaul constrained cellular uplink,” in 2009 IEEE
International Symposium on Information Theory, 2009, pp. 1530–1534.

[275] Y. Tan, X. Yuan, S. C. Liew, and A. Kavcic, “Asymmetric compute-
and-forward: Going beyond one hop,” in 2014 52nd Annual Allerton
Conference on Communication, Control, and Computing (Allerton),
2014, pp. 667–674.

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-74648-3_14
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2405959523000255
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2405959523000255


42

[276] V. Ntranos, V. R. Cadambe, B. Nazer, and G. Caire, “Asymmetric
compute-and-forward,” in 2013 51st Annual Allerton Conference on
Communication, Control, and Computing (Allerton), 2013, pp. 1174–
1181.

[277] J. Zhu and M. Gastpar, “Lattice codes for many-to-one interference
channels with and without cognitive messages,” IEEE Transactions on
Information Theory, vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 1309–1324, 2015.

[278] B. Nazer, V. R. Cadambe, V. Ntranos, and G. Caire, “Expanding
the compute-and-forward framework: Unequal powers, signal levels,
and multiple linear combinations,” IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory, vol. 62, no. 9, pp. 4879–4909, 2016.

[279] J. Zhang, J. Zhang, J. Zheng, S. Jin, and B. Ai, “Expanded compute-
and-forward for backhaul-limited cell-free massive MIMO,” in 2019
IEEE International Conference on Communications Workshops (ICC
Workshops), 2019, pp. 1–6.

[280] O. Ordentlich, U. Erez, and B. Nazer, “Successive integer-forcing and
its sum-rate optimality,” in 2013 51st Annual Allerton Conference on
Communication, Control, and Computing (Allerton), 2013, pp. 282–
292.

[281] M. Hejazi, S. M. Azimi-Abarghouyi, B. Makki, M. Nasiri-Kenari, and
T. Svensson, “Robust successive compute-and-forward over multiuser
multirelay networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology,
vol. 65, no. 10, pp. 8112–8129, 2016.

[282] J. Zhang, J. Zhang, D. W. K. Ng, S. Jin, and B. Ai, “Improving sum-
rate of cell-free massiveMIMO with expanded compute-and-forward,”
IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 70, pp. 202–215, 2022.

[283] Y. Tan and X. Yuan, “Compute-compress-and-forward: Exploiting
asymmetry of wireless relay networks,” IEEE Transactions on Signal
Processing, vol. 64, no. 2, pp. 511–524, 2016.

[284] I. E. Aguerri and A. Zaidi, “Lossy compression for compute-and-
forward in limited backhaul uplink multicell processing,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Communications, vol. 64, no. 12, pp. 5227–5238, 2016.

[285] Y. Zhou and W. Yu, “Fronthaul compression and transmit beamforming
optimization for multi-antenna uplink C-RAN,” IEEE Transactions on
Signal Processing, vol. 64, no. 16, pp. 4138–4151, 2016.

[286] S. Borade, L. Zheng, and R. Gallager, “Amplify-and-forward in
wireless relay networks: Rate, diversity, and network size,” IEEE
Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 53, no. 10, pp. 3302–3318,
2007.

[287] B. Liu and N. Cai, “Analog network coding in the generalized high-
SNR regime,” in 2011 IEEE International Symposium on Information
Theory Proceedings, 2011, pp. 74–78.

[288] Y. Zhou and W. Yu, “Optimized backhaul compression for uplink
cloud radio access network,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in
Communications, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 1295–1307, 2014.

[289] A. S. Avestimehr, S. N. Diggavi, and D. N. C. Tse, “Wireless network
information flow: A deterministic approach,” IEEE Transactions on
Information Theory, vol. 57, no. 4, pp. 1872–1905, 2011.

[290] D. Gesbert, S. Hanly, H. Huang, S. Shamai Shitz, O. Simeone, and
W. Yu, “Multi-cell MIMO cooperative networks: A new look at
interference,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications,
vol. 28, no. 9, pp. 1380–1408, 2010.

[291] S.-H. Park, O. Simeone, O. Sahin, and S. Shamai Shitz, “Fronthaul
compression for cloud radio access networks: Signal processing ad-
vances inspired by network information theory,” IEEE Signal Process-
ing Magazine, vol. 31, no. 6, pp. 69–79, 2014.

[292] Y. Zhou, Y. Xu, W. Yu, and J. Chen, “On the optimal fronthaul
compression and decoding strategies for uplink cloud radio access
networks,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 62, no. 12,
pp. 7402–7418, 2016.

[293] A. Wyner and J. Ziv, “The rate-distortion function for source coding
with side information at the decoder,” IEEE Transactions on Informa-
tion Theory, vol. 22, no. 1, pp. 1–10, 1976.

[294] L. Zhou and W. Yu, “Uplink multicell processing with limited backhaul
via per-base-station successive interference cancellation,” IEEE Journal
on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 31, no. 10, pp. 1981–1993,
2013.

[295] R. Zamir and S. Shamai, “Nested linear/lattice codes for Wyner-Ziv
encoding,” in 1998 Information Theory Workshop (Cat. No.98EX131),
1998, pp. 92–93.

[296] Y. Song and N. Devroye, “A lattice compress-and-forward scheme,” in
2011 IEEE Information Theory Workshop, 2011, pp. 110–114.

[297] ——, “A lattice compress-and-forward strategy for canceling known
interference in Gaussian multi-hop channels,” in 2011 45th Annual
Conference on Information Sciences and Systems, 2011, pp. 1–5.

[298] O. Ordentlich and U. Erez, “Integer-forcing source coding,” IEEE
Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 63, no. 2, pp. 1253–1269,
2017.

[299] I. El Bakoury and B. Nazer, “Integer-forcing architectures for uplink
cloud radio access networks,” in 2017 55th Annual Allerton Conference
on Communication, Control, and Computing (Allerton), 2017, pp. 67–
75.

[300] M. Bashar, K. Cumanan, A. G. Burr, H. Q. Ngo, and M. Debbah, “Cell-
free massive MIMO with limited backhaul,” in 2018 IEEE International
Conference on Communications (ICC), 2018, pp. 1–7.

[301] M. Bashar, H. Q. Ngo, A. G. Burr, D. Maryopi, K. Cumanan, and
E. G. Larsson, “On the performance of backhaul constrained cell-
free massive MIMO with linear receivers,” in 2018 52nd Asilomar
Conference on Signals, Systems, and Computers, 2018, pp. 624–628.

[302] M. Bashar, A. Akbari, K. Cumanan, H. Q. Ngo, A. G. Burr, P. Xiao,
M. Debbah, and J. Kittler, “Exploiting deep learning in limited-
fronthaul cell-free massive MIMO uplink,” IEEE Journal on Selected
Areas in Communications, vol. 38, no. 8, pp. 1678–1697, 2020.

[303] H. Masoumi and M. J. Emadi, “Performance analysis of cell-free
massive MIMO system with limited fronthaul capacity and hardware
impairments,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19,
no. 2, pp. 1038–1053, 2020.

[304] M. Bashar, A. Akbari, K. Cumanan, H. Quoc Ngo, A. Burr,
P. Xiao, and M. Debbah, “Deep learning-aided finite-capacity
fronthaul cellfree massive MIMO with zero forcing,” Proc.
Icc, p. 1 – 6, 2020, cited by: 2. [Online]. Available:
https://www.scopus.com/inward/record.uri?eid=2-s2.0-85124804924&
partnerID=40&md5=a843286188d1d68061936e81798cf078

[305] G. Femenias and F. Riera-Palou, “Fronthaul-constrained cell-free mas-
sive MIMO with low resolution ADCs,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp.
116 195–116 215, 2020.

[306] M. Bashar, K. Cumanan, A. G. Burr, H. Q. Ngo, E. G. Larsson,
and P. Xiao, “On the energy efficiency of limited-backhaul cell-free
massive MIMO,” in ICC 2019 - 2019 IEEE International Conference
on Communications (ICC), 2019, pp. 1–7.

[307] M. Bashar, K. Cumanan, A. G. Burr, H. Q. Ngo, M. Debbah, and
P. Xiao, “Max–min rate of cell-free massive MIMO uplink with optimal
uniform quantization,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 67,
no. 10, pp. 6796–6815, 2019.

[308] C. Wang, M. Wigger, and A. Zaidi, “On achievability for downlink
cloud radio access networks with base station cooperation,” IEEE
Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 64, no. 8, pp. 5726–5742,
2018.

[309] R. Zakhour and D. Gesbert, “Optimized data sharing in MIMO with
finite backhaul capacity,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing,
vol. 59, no. 12, pp. 6102–6111, 2011.

[310] A. Alameer Ahmad, H. Dahrouj, A. Chaaban, A. Sezgin, and
M. Alouini, “Interference mitigation via rate-splitting and common
message decoding in cloud radio access networks,” IEEE Access, vol. 7,
pp. 80 350–80 365, 2019.

[311] P. Parida, H. S. Dhillon, and A. F. Molisch, “Downlink performance
analysis of cell-free massive MIMO with finite fronthaul capacity,” in
2018 IEEE 88th Vehicular Technology Conference (VTC-Fall), 2018,
pp. 1–6.

[312] G. Femenias and F. Riera-Palou, “Reduced-complexity downlink cell-
free mmwave massive MIMO systems with fronthaul constraints,” in
2019 27th European Signal Processing Conference (EUSIPCO), 2019,
pp. 1–5.

[313] ——, “Cell-free millimeter-wave massive MIMO systems with limited
fronthaul capacity,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 44 596–44 612, 2019.

[314] M. N. Boroujerdi, A. Abbasfar, and M. Ghanbari, “Cell free massive
MIMO with limited capacity fronthaul,” Wirel. Pers. Commun.,
vol. 104, no. 2, p. 633–648, jan 2019. [Online]. Available:
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11277-018-6038-1

[315] P. Patil, B. Dai, and W. Yu, “Performance comparison of data-sharing
and compression strategies for cloud radio access networks,” in 2015
23rd European Signal Processing Conference (EUSIPCO), 2015, pp.
2456–2460.

[316] L. Liu, P. Patil, and W. Yu, “An uplink-downlink duality for cloud
radio access network,” in 2016 IEEE International Symposium on
Information Theory (ISIT), 2016, pp. 1606–1610.

[317] I. E. Bakoury and B. Nazer, “Uplink-downlink duality for integer-
forcing in cloud radio access networks,” in 2018 56th Annual Allerton
Conference on Communication, Control, and Computing (Allerton),
2018, pp. 39–47.

https://www.scopus.com/inward/record.uri?eid=2-s2.0-85124804924&partnerID=40&md5=a843286188d1d68061936e81798cf078
https://www.scopus.com/inward/record.uri?eid=2-s2.0-85124804924&partnerID=40&md5=a843286188d1d68061936e81798cf078
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11277-018-6038-1


43

[318] M. A. Hasabelnaby and A. Chaaban, “Multi-pair computation for C-
RAN with intra-cloud and inter-cloud communications,” IEEE Wireless
Communications Letters, vol. 11, no. 12, pp. 2537–2541, 2022.

[319] ——, “Multi-pair computation for two-way intra cloud radio-access
network communications,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communi-
cations, vol. 21, no. 7, pp. 5586–5599, 2022.

[320] L. Miretti, R. L. G. Cavalcante, E. Björnson, and S. Stańczak, “UL-DL
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