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Abstract—Cell-free (CF) massive multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) is a promising approach for next-generation
wireless networks, enabling scalable deployments of multiple
small access points (APs) to enhance coverage and service for
multiple user equipments (UEs). While most existing research
focuses on low-frequency bands with Rayleigh fading models,
emerging 5G trends are shifting toward higher frequencies, where
geometric channel models and line-of-sight (LoS) propagation
become more relevant. In this work, we explore how distributed
massive MIMO in the LoS regime can achieve near-field-like con-
ditions by forming artificially large arrays through coordinated
AP deployments. We investigate centralized and decentralized
CF architectures, leveraging structured channel estimation (SCE)
techniques that exploit the line-of-sight properties of geometric
channels. Our results demonstrate that dense distributed AP
deployments significantly improve system performance w.r.t. the
case of a co-located array, even in highly populated UE scenarios,
while SCE approaches the performance of perfect CSI.

Index Terms—Cell-Free MIMO, Near-Field, Beamfocusing,
Channel Estimation

I. INTRODUCTION

Cell-free (CF) massive multiple-input multiple-output (m-
MIMO) has emerged as a key enabler for next-generation
wireless networks, offering scalable, dense deployments of
small access points (APs) to enhance coverage and service for
multiple user equipments (UEs) [1], [2]. Various CF architec-
tures have been vastly explored over the past few years, each
imposing different requirements on the availability of channel
state information (CSI) and on the amount data exchange
between APs and central processing units (CPUs) [3]–[5].

CF m-MIMO research has so far mostly focused on low-
frequency bands under non line-of-sight (LoS) conditions, i.e.,
employing Rayleigh fading models [3], [6]. However, as CF
networks become denser, LoS conditions are increasingly com-
mon. Therefore, there are also recent studies exploring Rician
fading models [7], [8] with dominant LoS links. Meanwhile,
the push toward higher frequency bands in 5G and beyond
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introduces new challenges in signal propagation and channel
modeling due to increased attenuation in multi-hop channels.

At higher frequencies, geometric channel models become
more relevant as they provide a structured representation of
the channel based on UE positions relative to APs [9]. A key
feature of these models is the distinction between far-field and
near-field conditions. As antenna arrays grow larger, individual
array components still operate under far-field assumptions,
while the entire array transitions to near-field behavior [10],
[11]. In near-field conditions, UEs can be differentiated not
only in the angular domain but also by range, increasing
system degrees of freedom and improving user capacity [12],
[13].

In this paper, building on the geometric channel model
framework, we introduce a novel perspective on distributed
m-MIMO, demonstrating that near-field-like conditions can
be achieved through coordinated AP deployments that form
artificially large arrays. In this setup, a CF network operates
as a distributed m-MIMO system, where the APs serving each
UE collectively form a virtual extremely large antenna arrays
(V-ELAA) forcing near field channel behavior. Indeed, while
individual APs may remain in the far-field, their combined
effect enables near-field capabilities, supporting higher user
densities. We propose and analyze various channel estima-
tion strategies that leverage the LoS structure of geometric
channel models, comparing centralized and decentralized CF
architectures. Also, we benchmark these architectures against
a conventional m-MIMO BS to assess its performance. Our
results show that in the LoS regime a dense deployment
of small APs significantly enhances performance, even in
highly populated scenarios, and that leveraging the geometric
channel structure improves estimation accuracy, approaching
the perfect CSI performance.

Notation: Column vectors and matrices are represented by
lowercase and uppercase boldface letters, respectively. The
operators (·)T, (·)∗, and (·)H denote transpose, conjugate,
and conjugate-transpose, respectively. The notation CN (µ, σ2)
represents a circularly symmetric complex normal distribution
with mean µ and variance σ2, while U(a, b) denotes a uniform
distribution over [a, b]. Additionally, ∥·∥ denotes the Euclidean
norm, ȷ is the imaginary unit, and E{·} represents statistical
expectation.
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Fig. 1. Considered system architectures.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider a cell-free system where M APs serve K single-
antenna UE devices. Each AP has a uniform planar array
(UPA) of NAP antennas with inter-antenna spacing δo. The
APs connect to a CPU for data encoding/decoding. Uplink
and downlink operate in a time-division duplex (TDD) scheme
over a bandwidth B centered at fo. The channel coherence
spans Tc intervals, with Tp for training and Tu for uplink,
where Tc = Tp + Tu, disregarding the downlink operations.

A. Channel Model
Consider the free-space LoS channel between the k-th UE

and the n-th antenna of the m-th AP

h
(n)
k,m = ρ

(
d
(n)
k,m

)
e
ȷϕ

(
d
(n)
k,m

)
eȷψk , (1)

where λo is the wavelength, d(n)k,m is the distance of travel
(DOT) for the corresponding link, and ψk ∼ U(0, 2π) accounts
for the imperfect synchronization of the k-th UE, relative to
the APs. Also, ρ(d) = λo

4πd and ϕ(d) = − 2π
λo
d correspond to

the link attenuation and propagation phase, respectively. Then,
the channel between the k-th UE and the m-th AP is

hk,m = [h
(1)
k,m, . . . , h

(n)
k,m, . . . , h

(NAP)
k,m ]T ∈ CNAP×1. (2)

B. System Architecture
Here, we introduce different system architectures, regarding

the service allocation of the UEs and the distribution of the
available antennas into several APs.

1) Partially connected cell-free: In partially connected
cell-free systems, each AP serves a subset of the UEs ,which
is a scalable architecture, since each AP has limited signaling
overhead, in terms of CSI, precoding information etc. Let the
sets Mk and Km contain all the APs that serve the k-th UE
and all the UEs served by the m-th AP, respectively. Consider
the set of channels, as defined in (2), for all APs in Mk,
as illustrated in Fig. 1, which form a V-ELAA, placing the
k-th UE in its near-field. This near-field condition enables
better spatial resolution, allowing multiple UEs to be more
effectively separated. Regarding the service allocation, two
design strategies are proposed below:
i. AP-centric CF (AP-C CF): Each AP serves its Kn closest

UEs. However, this may leave some UEs without service.

ii. UE-centric CF (UE-C CF): Each UE selects its Mn

closest APs. This can imbalance AP loads, overloading
some APs surrounded by many UEs.

Service allocation is based on statistical CSI or estimated UE
positions and impacts both performance and complexity.

2) Fully Connected cell-free: In fully connected cell-
free (FC CF) all the APs serve all the UEs, simplifying the
scheduling process. However, it is not a scalable solution.
Essentially, the CF FC is an implementation of UC CF with
Mk : {1, . . . ,M}, ∀k and Km : {1, . . . ,K}, ∀m.

3) Cellular m-MIMO: Centralizing all APs into a base
station (BS) forms a single m-MIMO cell serving the entire
area. The BS, with a UPA of NBS antennas, has channels to
each UE defined similarly to (2). To simplify notation, the
FC CF architecture directly extends to cellular m-MIMO by
setting M = 1 and MNAP = NBS.

III. CHANNEL ESTIMATION & UPLINK COMMUNICATION
Here, we examine structured and unstructured channel es-

timation, as well as decentralized and centralized combining.

A. Channel Estimation

Consider a training procedure spanning over Tp channel
uses with Tp available mutually-orthogonal pilot sequences;
let pn∈CTp be the n-th pilot sequence, normalized such that
∥pn∥2 = Tp,∀n. We denote the index of the pilot assigned to
UE k as nk∈{1, . . . , Tp}, and assume that Tp≥K, allowing
orthogonal sequences with no pilot reuse among UEs, i.e.,
pT
nj
p∗
nk

= 0, for nj ̸= nk. Then, the signal received by the
m-th AP over the Tp channel uses, is organized in matrix form

Ym =

K∑
k=1

√
Puhk,mpT

nk
+ Zm ∈ CNAP×Tp , (3)

where Pu is the average UE transmit power per channel
use and Zm = [zm(1), . . . , zm(t), . . . , zm(Tp)] represents the
noise, with zm(t) ∼ CN (0, σ2

uINAP),∀t. Post-multiplying (3)
by the conjugate pilot of the k-th UE yields

ỹk,m =Ymp∗
nk

= Tp
√
Puhk,m + z̃k,m ∈ CNAP×1, (4)

exploiting the orthogonality among pilot sequences. Here,
z̃k,m = Zmp∗

nk
is a circularly-symmetric Gaussian random

vector with covariance matrix Cp = Tpσ
2
uINAP . The collected

signals can be utilized to extract CSI, as described below.
1) Unstructured Channel Estimation (UCE): Assuming no

known channel structure, the CSI can be estimated individually
for each UE-AP pair, utilizing (4). The minimum square error
channel estimation for the k-th UE is given by

ĥk,m =
1

Tp
√
Pu

ỹk,m = hk,m + ẑk,m ∈ CNAP×1, (5)

where the estimation noise, ẑk,m = z̃k,m/(Tp
√
Pu), is a

circularly-symmetric Gaussian random vector with covariance
matrix Cu = σ2

u/(TpPu)INAP
.

2) Structured Channel Estimation (SCE): Exploiting the
LoS structure, we consider a scalable procedure, which is
applicable to both decentralized CF, where each AP estimates
its own channel, and centralized CF, where the CPU estimates
the channel conditions for all APs. For convenience, we adopt



Algorithm 1 ML SCE for k-th UE and m-th AP.
Require: Tp, Pu and ỹk,m in (4)

1: repeat
2: Set: θ̂ = argmax

θ
∥ỹH

k,mα(θ̂)∥2

3: Set: d̂ = argmax
d

(
∥ỹk,m∥2 − |NAPTp

√
Puρ(d)|2

)−1

4: Set: ψ̂ = argmax
ψ

∥ỹ − Tp
√
PuhL(d̂, θ̂, ψ)∥−2

5: Set: d̂ = argmax
d

∥ỹ − Tp
√
PuhL(d, θ̂, ψ̂)∥−2

6: until Convergence
7: return ĥk,m = hL(d̂, θ̂, ψ̂)

the far-field assumption and the channel model in (2) is
represented as a function hL : (d,θ, ψ) 7→ h, for a DOT, d, an
angle of departure (AOD), θ = [θaz, θel]T along the azimuth
and elevation, respectively, and a synchronization phase offset,
ψ. The geometric parameters, d,θ correspond to the reference
element of the AP, n⋆. Then,

hL(d,θ, ψ) = ρ(d)eȷϕ(d)eȷψαf(θ), (6)

where αf(θ) ∈ CNAP×1 is the far-field steering vector for θ.
To proceed, let us reformulate the observation in (4) as

ỹk,m = Tp
√
PuhL

(
d
(n⋆)
k,m ,θ

(n⋆)
k,m , ψk

)
+ z̃k,m, (7)

making explicit the dependence upon the channel parameters
d
(n⋆)
k,m , θ

(n⋆)
k,m and ψk. To simplify notation, let us abandon

the index notation for the remainder of this discussion. For
any post-processed signal ỹ in (7) we have a random vector
with distribution ỹ ∼ CN

(
Tp

√
PuhL (d,θ, ψ) ,Cp

)
. Thus,

the likelihood function is given by

LL(ỹ;d,θ, ψ)=

exp

{
−
∥∥∥C−1

2
p

(̃
y−Tp

√
PuhL(d,θ, ψ)

)∥∥∥2}
πNAPdet{Cp}

, (8)

where det{Cp} = (Tpσu)
NAP and C

− 1
2

p =
√
TpσuINAP

.
For any ỹ, the maximum-likelihood (ML) estimation of the
corresponding channel is ĥ = hL(d̂, θ̂, ψ̂; ỹ) , where

(d̂, θ̂, ψ̂) = argmax
d,θ,ψ

LL(ỹ; d,θ, ψ)

= argmin
d,θ

∥∥∥ỹ − Tp
√
PuhL (d,θ, ψ)

∥∥∥2 . (9)

The described optimization problem can be solved through
alternating optimization, exploiting the decoupled structure of
hL(d,θ, ψ) in the angular and range domain. The procedure
is summarized in Alg. 1.

B. Uplink Communication
Now, let us consider an uplink communication procedure

that spans Tu intervals. Then, the signal received during the
t-th interval by the m-th AP is given by

ym(t) =
√
Pu

K∑
k=1

hk,mxk(t) + zm(t), (10)

where xk(t) is the uplink data symbol and zm(t) accounts for
the additive noise, modeled as a circularly-symmetric Gaussian
random vector with covariance matrix σ2

uINAP .
In a decentralized network, each AP processes the received

signal in (10) and forwards the estimated data of each UE to
the CPU for decoding. The combining vector vk,m for the k-
th UE at the m-th AP is designed using local CSI. We also
define the auxiliary matrix Ak,m as

Ak,m =

{
INAP , if m ∈ Mk,

0NAP
, otherwise,

(11)

and ηk = [ηk,1, . . . , ηk,M ]T ∈ CM×1, where ηk,m is a
scalar weight for the corresponding local estimate. For the t-th
interval, the estimated symbol of the k-th UE, at the CPU, is

x̂k(t) =
∑M

m=1
η∗k,mvH

k,mAk,mym(t),

=
√
Pu

M∑
m=1

K∑
j=1

η∗k,mvH
k,mAk,mhj,mxj(t) + z′k(t),

= ηH
k ζk,kxk(t) +

K∑
j ̸=k

ηH
k ζk,jxj(t) + z′k(t), (12)

where ζk,j = [vH
k,1Ak,1hj,1, . . . ,v

H
k,MAk,Mhj,M ]T ∈ CM×1

and z′k(t) =
∑M
m=1 η

∗
k,mvH

k,mAk,mzm(t). Then, for the
local decentralized procedure, an achievable uplink spectral
efficiency (SE) for the k-th UE is given by

SEu−D
k =

Tu
Tc

log2
(
1 + γu−D

k

)
, (13)

where γu−D
k is the effective signal-to-interference-plus-noise

ratio (SINR) for the described system architecture, given by

γu−D
k =

|ηkE {ζk,k}|2

ηH
kΞkηk

, (14)

where we define v̄k,m = Ak,mvk,m and

Ξk =

K∑
j=1

E
{
ζk,jζ

H
k,j

}
− E {ζk,k}E

{
ζH
k,k

}
+ Fk, (15)

with Fk =
σ2
u

Pu
diag

(
E{∥v̄k,1∥2, . . . ,E{∥v̄k,M∥2

)
.

For a centralized architecture, the CPU combines the sig-
nal in (10) from all APs, y(t) = [y1(t)

T . . .yM (t)T]T ∈
CMNAP×1, before post-processing and decoding the data for
all UEs. Let vk ∈ CMNAP×1 be the k-th combining vector
at the CPU. Also, Ak = diag(Ak,1, . . . ,Ak,M ). For the t-th
interval, the estimated symbol of the k-th UE, at the CPU, is

x̂k(t) =vH
kAky(t). (16)

For the centralized procedure, an achievable uplink SE for the
k-th UE is given by

SEu−C
k =

Tu
Tc

log2
(
1 + γu−C

k

)
, (17)

where γu−C
k is the effective SINR, given by

γu−C
k =

|E {ξk,k}|2
K∑
j=1

E
{
|ξk,j |2

}
− |E {ξk,k}|2 + σ2

u

Pu
E {∥v̄k∥2}

. (18)

Note that ξk,j = vkAkhj and v̄k = Akvk.



IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

We evaluate the performance of the considered network
architectures, as shown in Fig. 1, under perfect and imperfect
CSI conditions. The cumulative distribution functions (CDFs)
are produced using Monte Carlo simulations with multiple
random AP and UE placements within a 500 m×500 m area.
The UEs’ heights are between 1-2 m, while APs are placed at
12-13 m with a random array orientation, φm ∼ U(0, 2π).
The number of UEs varies as K = {20, 40, 60, 80}, with
AP configurations of M = {1, 4, 25}, where each AP has
NAP = {100, 25, 4} antennas, ensuring a constant total
number of antennas across scenarios. The system operates at
fo = 30 GHz carrier frequency (λo = 1 cm) with B = 20
MHz bandwidth, 13 dBm uplink transmit power, and a 7 dB
noise figure. Training and uplink intervals are set to Tp = K
and Tu = 100, respectively. The antenna spacing is δo = λo/2
and the first element acts as reference, i.e., n⋆ = 1.

A. Scalable Combining Schemes

Before we proceed, let us define commonly used designing
strategies for the combining vectors, including maximum rate
(MR) and partial regularized zero-forcing (P-RZF). For the
decentralized combining procedure, the MR combining vector
dedicated to the k-th UE, at the m-th AP is structured as

vmr
k,m = Ak,mĥk,m, (19)

which maximizes E {ζk,k}. Similarly, for the centralized pro-
cedure the k-th MR combining vector at the CPU is

vmr
k = Akĥk, (20)

which maximizes the numerator of the SINR expression
in (18). However, the inter user interference (IUI) is not ad-
dressed. A more practical solution that takes IUI into account
is the P-RZF. For the decentralized procedure, the k-th P-RZF
combining vector, at the m-th AP,

vzf
k,m = Pu

( ∑
j∈Km

PuAk,mĥj,mĥH
j,mAk,m + σ2

uINAP

)−1

×Ak,mĥk,m. (21)

The combining weight vector ηk can be designed by the CPU
to maximize the SINR expression in (14), based on channel
statistics. The optimal weight vector for the k-th UE is

η⋆k = Pu

( K∑
j=1

E
{
ζk,jζ

H
k,j

}
+ Fk + Āk

)−1

E {ζk,k} , (22)

where Āk ∈ RM×M is a modified identity matrix, such that
the (m,m)-th element is zero if m ∈ Mk. Utilizing η⋆k at the
CPU, the SINR expression in (14) is simplified to

γu−D⋆
k = E

{
ζH
k,k

} (
Ξk +

1

Pu
Āk

)−1E {ζk,k} . (23)

For the centralized procedure, the k-th P-RZF combining
vector at the CPU is

vzf
k = Pu

( ∑
j∈Zk

PuAkĥjĥ
H
jAk + σ2

uIMNAP

)−1

Akĥk, (24)

Fig. 2. CDF for SE utilizing P-RZF, for different channel estimation strategies
and K = 40. The number of APs increases, as indicated by the arrows, while
the total number of antennas remains constant.

where the set Zk = {j : Tr(AkAj) ̸= 0} contains the UEs
that are strong sources of IUI for the k-th UE.

B. Numerical results

Here, we present numerical results for various simulation
setups. Fig. 2 depicts the CDF of the achievable SE in the FC
CF architecture for different AP configurations. We compare
a single m-MIMO BS setup (■: M = 1, NBS = 100) with
medium / sparse (•: M = 25, NAP = 4) and small / dense
(▲: M = 4, NAP = 25) AP deployments, keeping the total
antenna count constant and setting K = 40 UEs. The results
show that denser AP deployments enhance SE across all CSI
scenarios: perfect CSI (solid black curves), SCE (red dash-
dot curves), and UCE (blue dotted curves). As expected,
perfect CSI achieves the highest SE, while SCE consistently
outperforms UCE, particularly in dense deployments.

Fig. 3 shows the achievable SE under MR and P-RZF
combining with imperfect CSI and SCE for M = 25 APs
and FC CF. We compare centralized (FC CF-C, solid black
curves) and decentralized (FC CF-D, red dash-dot curves) ar-
chitectures, alongside the m-MIMO case (blue dotted curves).
The number of UEs increases, as indicated by the arrows, with
K = {20, 40, 60, 80} corresponding to markers {•, ▲, ▼, ■}.

With MR combining (Fig. 3-top), the FC CF-D architecture
consistently outperforms FC CF-C, due to the combining
weight vector, ηk, which prioritizes UEs with strong channels
at each AP. In contrast, FC CF-C attempts to combine all
data directly. The m-MIMO case performs the worst due to
significant IUI, even for a small number of UEs.

Conversely, with P-RZF combining (Fig. 3-bottom), FC CF-
C architecture achieves the best SE, effectively mitigating IUI
even with a large number of UEs. FC CF-D and m-MIMO
cases also improve compared to their MR-based counterparts.
However, m-MIMO remains unable to provide adequate SE
for most UEs as their number increases.

Finally, Fig. 4 presents the achievable SE for K = 40 UEs
and M = 25 APs under decentralized MR (top) and P-RZF
(bottom) combining. The comparison between AP-C CF (solid
black curves) and UC-C CF (red dash-dot curves) is conducted
under imperfect CSI and SCE conditions. The SE is depicted
as a function of the number of UEs served per AP (Kn) and
the number of APs serving each UE (Mn), as indicated by the



Fig. 3. CDF for SE utilizing MR (top) and P-RZF (bottom), for different
system architectures. The number of UEs increases, as indicated by the arrows,
with K = {20, 40, 60, 80} corresponding to markers {•, ▲, ▼, ■}.

arrows. Notably, UC-C CF is plotted against the right y-axis
and the top x-axis, which is reversed.

As Kn and Mn increase, the SE consistently improves
for both MR and P-RZF combining schemes. A comparison
between the subplots in Fig. 4 reveals that the two combining
strategies yield similar performance in a decentralized partially
connected CF system. Interestingly, when Kn and Mn are
large, the SE approaches that of FC CF (Kn = K, Mn =M ),
demonstrating that a scalable CF architecture enables a flexible
and efficient system design. This result highlights that even
with simple combining strategies, the system can maintain
excellent performance while requiring minimal signaling over-
head between APs and the CPU.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we analyzed various system architectures,
including PC CF, FC CF, and m-MIMO operating at mmWave.
We examined the potential for near-field capabilities in CF
LoS scenarios, where APs form V-ELAAs capable of resolving
and serving numerous UEs. Our investigation focused on the
structure of the channel and the degrees of freedom it offers
for channel estimation, highlighting the superiority of SCE
over conventional UCE schemes. Additionally, we evaluated
decentralized and centralized combining schemes, assessing
their performance under MR and P-RZF combining strategies.
Finally, in the PC CF system, we explored both AP- and UE-
centric scheduling strategies, analyzing their performance as
they converge toward FC CF systems.
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