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Abstract—In this letter, we propose a joint active device
detection and channel estimation framework based on factor
graphs for asynchronous uplink grant-free massive multiple-
antenna systems. We then develop the message-scheduling GAMP
(MSGAMP) algorithm to perform joint active device detection
and channel estimation. In MSGAMP we apply scheduling
techniques based on the residual belief propagation (RBP) and
the activity user detection (AUD) in which messages are generated
using the latest available information. MSGAMP-type schemes
show a good performance in terms of activity error rate and
normalized mean squared error, requiring a smaller number of
iterations for convergence and lower complexity than state-of-
the-art techniques.

Index Terms—mMTC, message-passing, channel estimation,
message scheduling, grant-free massive MIMO.

I. INTRODUCTION

COvering different industries as healthcare, logistics, pro-
cess automation and utilities, it is believed that machine-

type communications (MTC) will correspond to half of the
global connected devices by 2023. Concentrated on the uplink,
MTC traffic is typified by small packets transmitted sporadi-
cally, often with low data-rate and loose delay constraints [1].
With these characteristics and the expected huge number of
machine-type devices (MTDs), conventional scheduling-based
orthogonal multiple access schemes are not suitable.

A solution proposed in recent years is based on grant-free
non-orthogonal multiple access (NOMA) [2], where active
devices transmit frames without previous scheduling, in order
to eliminate the need for round-trip signaling. With the massive
number of MTDs requiring access without coordination, a
time-slotted transmission would cause significant overhead.
In a time-slotted transmission scenario, where devices can
change their activity state only at the beginning of each time-
slot, any device that fails to align its time slots properly may
disturb the whole detection and estimation process. In this way,
the study of a non-time-slotted or asynchronous transmission
is promising for mMTC since it has advantages such as
reduced transmission latency, smaller signalling overhead due
to the simplification of the scheduling procedure and improved
energy efficiency (battery life) of MTCDs with the reduction in
signalling [3], [4]. As all MTCDs simply transmit, the work of
the BS is increased [5], [6], this scenario renders the activity
and data detection [7], [8], [9] and channel estimation [10]
even more challenging tasks.

Despite the focus of many works on the joint user activity
and data detection problem [11], [12], [13], [14], most of these
studies considered that the uplink channel state information
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(CSI) is perfectly known to the base station (BS). However,
in practice, the uplink CSI should be estimated before data
detection. Exploiting the a priori distribution of the channel
sparse vector to be recovered, the works in [15], [16], [17]
use compressed sensing (CS)-based techniques in order to
assess the channel estimation and the activity error rate (AER)
performance. As an extension of the generalized approximate
message passing (GAMP) algorithm [18], the hybrid GAMP
(HyGAMP) [19] exploits the sparsity in the exchange of
messages. HyGAMP outperforms other existing algorithms
in terms of mean square error (MSE), since it combines a
loopy belief propagation (LBP) part for user activity detection
and a GAMP-type strategy for channel estimation. However,
HyGAMP considers a completely parallel update of the mes-
sages, where each iteration performs exactly one update of all
edges.

In this work, we present a joint active device detection
and channel estimation framework based on factor graphs
for asynchronous uplink grant-free massive multiple-antenna
systems. We also devise the message-scheduling GAMP (MS-
GAMP) algorithm that uses the factor graph approach and
aims to find the best sequence of message updates, improving
the convergence and error rates by focusing on the part of
the graph that has not converged. Unlike dynamic scheduling
techniques [20], [21] used for decoding Low-Density Parity-
Check (LDPC) decoders, MSGAMP is applied to factor graphs
and performs novel sequential scheduling schemes for message
updates in mMTC. In particular, MSGAMP updates messages
according to the activity user detection (AUD) and the resid-
ual belief propagation (RBP). Since only a few very recent
works [22], [23], [24] have studied the asynchronous mMTC
scenario, MSGAMP addresses the problem of joint active
device detection and channel estimation without requiring
frame-level synchronization. MSGAMP exploits the a priori
distribution of the sparse channel matrix and use the number of
antennas in the BS to improve the activity detection. Simula-
tions show that MSGAMP results in an improved performance
over HyGAMP in terms of normalized MSE (NMSE) with
fast convergence and a lower computational cost than existing
techniques.

This paper is structured as follows. Section II introduces the
asynchronous system model. The problem of joint channel and
user activity estimation along with the proposed MSGAMP
is detailed in Section III. Section IV presents the results of
simulations, whereas the conclusions are drawn in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section we describe the considered asynchronous
grant-free uplink NOMA scenario, where symbol-level syn-
chronization is assumed but not frame-level synchronization.
In the uplink, we have N single-antenna MTDs communi-
cating with a BS equipped with M antennas [25], [26]. In
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the grant-free system model, each frame consists of pilot and
data parts [1]. Since the goal of this work is to jointly detect
the activity of devices and estimate their channels, we only
consider the part of the frame with pilots. However, the use
of the system model for data detection is straightforward.

As depicted in Fig. 1, at the beginning of any symbol inter-
val, each device is allowed to transmit L pilot symbols, which
form a frame. Since mMTC results in sparse systems, we des-
ignate the Boolean variable ξn,t = 1 that indicates the activity
of the n-th device in the t-th symbol interval and ξn,t = 0,
otherwise. Thus, considering ρn the probability of being active
of the n-th device, P (ξn,t = 1) = 1 − P (ξn,t = 0) = ρn,
where all ξn,t are considered i.i.d. in relation to n and each
device has its own activity probability. When an MTD is
active, it transmits one of the independent pilot sequences
previously provided by the BS. The frame of the n-th device is
composed by φn = exp (jπα), where each element of vector
α ∈ RL is drawn uniformly at random in [−1, 1]. Despite the
intermittent pattern of transmissions, each device should wait,
at least, to the guard period interval to transmit again.

Let ht ∈ CN×1 be the vector that models the channels
between the BS and N devices in the t-th symbol interval.
Considering tn as the symbol interval in which the n-th device
initiates its transmission, each component is modeled as

hn,t =

{√
βn an,t (t− tn + 1) , ∀ (tn ≤ t < tn + L) ,

0, otherwise. (1)

where ht gathers independent fast fading, geometric attenua-
tion and log-normal shadow fading. The vector at contains the
fading coefficients modeled as circularly symmetric complex
Gaussian random variables with zero mean and unit variance,
while βn represents the path-loss and shadowing component
of each device, which depends on the location of the devices
and remains the same for all frames of the n-th device.

As depicted in Fig. 1, in the asynchronous scenario, it is
possible that just part of the transmitted frame falls within
the observation window. Since the problem of interest here is
to jointly estimate the channels and the activity of devices,
the BS is only able to deal with the type-1 frames. Thus,
type-2 and type-3 frames should have their channels estimated
and activity detected in another observation window. Accord-
ingly, the BS generates a sequence of observation windows
{tx, tx + T}x∈Z+

where tx = 0, if x = 1 and tx = tx−1+∆t,
otherwise. This sequence can be seen as a sliding window with
window size T and step size ∆t. Since T > L, any consecutive
observation windows have an intersection of T −∆t symbol
intervals, enabling BS to estimate the channels of all frames.

Considering the M BS antennas, for an arbitrary observation
window [tx, tx + T ) and omitting the subscript tx to simplify
the notation, the received signals are described by the model

Ym = Φ Hm + Wm, ∀ (m = 1, · · · ,M) (2)

where Wm ∈ CL×T is the independent complex-Gaussian
noise matrix with CN

(
0, σ2

w

)
, Ym ∈ CL×T is the matrix that

gathers the received signals and Hm ∈ CN×T the channels.
The subscript m indicates which BS antenna received the
signals. For each new window, the values of Wm, Ym and
Hm change, while Φ ∈ CL×N keeps the pilot sequence of
each device. As in this scenario we have a massive number

Device n

Device N

Device 2

observation window Frames
T

Device 1

L 

Type-2 frame

Type-4 frame

Type-1 frame

Type-3 frame

Fig. 1. Asynchronous frames of the grant-free random access mMTC scenario.

of devices, the size of the window T is smaller than N
thus, the system is overloaded. However, as seen in (1), H is
sparse, which makes its recovery possible through the theory
of compressed sensing (CS) [27].

III. ACTIVITY DETECTION AND CHANNEL ESTIMATION

In order to present the message updating rules of the MS-
GAMP algorithm, we introduce some statistical properties of
the system model. Assuming a BS with one antenna (M = 1),
the subscript m is omitted in the following formulation.

A. Factor Graph approach

As reported in the literature [19], [28], it is possible to
estimate the channels exploiting the statistical properties of the
system model approximating the marginal posterior density
by a product of the prior distribution of ht, p (ht|ξt), and
the likelihood, p (Y|H, ξ). Thus, the minimum MSE (MMSE)
estimate of hnt, ĥnt = Ehnt|y [hnt]∀n, t is

p (hnt|Y) =

∫
p (H, ξ|Y) dξ dH\nt (3)

where H\nt denotes all elements except hnt and
the posterior distribution, denoted by p (H, ξ|Y) =

1
p(Y)p (Y|H, ξ) p (H|ξ) p (ξ) given by the Bayes’ rules

p (H, ξ|Y) =1/p(Y)

[
L∏
l=1

T∏
t=1

p

(
ylt
∣∣ N∑
n=1

φln hnt

)]
(4)

×
[
N∏
n=1

T∏
t=1

P (hnt|ξnt)
][

N∏
n=1

T∏
t=1

P (ξnt)

]
,

where P (hnt|ξnt) is the conditional density for the random
variable in (1).

In order to apply the proposed message scheduling tech-
niques, the first step is to marginalize the problem. As seen in
GAMP [18] and HyGAMP [19], one approach is to employ
an approximation of the sum-product loopy belief propagation
(BP). For each t-th symbol interval, the factor graph (FG)
in Fig. 2 represents the problem, wherein factor nodes that
represents the density functions, prior and likelihood, are
depicted as cubes and the variable nodes ξnt and hnt are seen
as spheres. As Φ is a dense matrix, the FG in Fig. 2 is fully
connected. Computing the messages in fully connected graphs
is tricky as the messages themselves are functions. Thus, a
common method is to approximate the messages by prototype
functions that resemble Gaussian density functions which can
be described by two parameters only. So, message passing
reduces to the exchange of the parameters of a function instead
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of the function itself. Therefore, it is possible to iteratively
approximate, for a FG with cycles as in Fig. 2, the marginal
posteriors passing messages between different nodes. Thus,
we can define the messages from p

(
ylt
∣∣·) to hnt and to the

opposite direction as

ν
(i)
n←lt (hnt) ∝

∫
p

(
ylt
∣∣ N∑
k=1

φlk hkt

)
×

N∏
j 6=n

ν
(i)
j→lt (hjt) dhjt

(5)

ν
(i+1)
n→lt (hnt) ∝ ν

(i)
n→nt (hnt)

T∏
k 6=t

ν
(i)
n←lk (hnk) (6)

and, considering ∝ as proportional, the messages from
P (hnt|ξnt) to hnt and to the opposite direction are

ν
(i)
n←nt (hnt) ∝

T∏
k=1

ν
(i)
n→lk (hnt) , (7)

ν
(i+1)
n→nt (hnt) ∝

∫
p (hnt|ξnt) ν(i)n→nt (ξnt) dξnt. (8)

Thus, the belief distribution that provides an approximation
to marginal posterior distribution p (hnt|Y, ξ) is given by

ν
(i+1)
nt (hnt) =

ν
(i)
n→nt

∏T
s=1 ν

(i)
n←ls (hns)∫

ν
(i)
n→nt

∏T
s=1 ν

(i)
n←ls (hns) dhnt

, (9)

where, defining Z = ΦH and

p
(
h
∣∣r̂(i)nt , Qr(i)nt ; ρ̂

(i)
nt

)
,

p
(
h;ρ̂

(i)
nt

)
CN
(
h|r̂(i)nt ,Q

r(i)
nt

)
∫
p
(
h;ρ̂

(i)
nt

)
CN
(
h|r̂(i)nt ,Q

r(i)
nt

)
dh

(10)

p
(
z
∣∣p(i)lt , Qp(i)lt

)
,

p
(
ylt|z(i)lt

)
CN
(
z|p(i)lt ,Q

p(i)
lt

)
∫
p
(
ylt|z(i)lt

)
CN
(
z|p(i)lt ,Q

p(i)
lt

)
dz

, (11)

we can compute E
[
ν
(i+1)
nt (hnt)

]
= ĥ

(i+1)
nt and

Var
[
ν
(i+1)
nt (hnt)

]
= Q

h(i+1)
nt .

Specifically, each iteration of Algorithm 1 has three stages.
The first one, labelled as “GAMP approximation” contains the
updates of the GAMP based on expectation propagation (EP)
algorithm, which treats the components hnt as independent
with the estimated probability of being active ρ̂nt. As well
as [29], [28], the EP is incorporated in the process of LBP to
the relaxed belief propagation and then to GAMP. At iteration
i, MSGAMP produces estimates ĥ(i) and ẑ(i) of the vectors h
and z. Several other intermediate vectors, p̂(i), r̂(i) and ŝ(i),
are also produced. Associated with each of these vectors are
matrices like Qh(i) and Qz(i) that represent covariances. Thus,
in order to reduce the complexity of O (LNT ) to O (NT ),
the message in (5) is firstly mapped to a Gaussian distribution
based on the central limit theorem and Taylor expansions. So,
ν
(i)
n←lt (hnt) is updated by the Gaussian reproduction property

(GRP) [28]. Following the same procedure in the messages
of (6), (7) and (8), relaxed BP is obtained by combination of
the approximated messages. Since many of these messages
slightly differ from each other, in order to fill out those
differences, new variables are produced and, ignoring the
infinitesimals, GAMP based on EP is obtained.

The second stage of Algorithm 1, labelled as “sparsity-rate
update”, refers to the “box” part of the FG in Fig. 2 and
updates the estimates of each probability of being active ρ̂ntm.

schedulingmessage m-th layer

Fig. 2. The factor graph of joint distribution p(H,Y, ξ) where cubes denote
factor nodes and spheres variable nodes.

In order to use the diversity of the antennas in the BS to
refine the activity detection, from this point we include the
subscript m into the formulation. Computed using Gaussian
approximations of likelihood functions, these estimates are
then used to define the message scheduling proposed in this
work. The messages in the “sparsity-rate update” stage are
given by

ν
(i+1)
n←ntm (ξnt) ∝

∫
p (h|ξnt) ν(i)n←ntm (h) dh, (12)

ν
(i)
n→ntm (ξnt) ∝P (ξnt)

T∏
k 6=t

ν
(i)
n←nkm (ξnt) , (13)

where (12) refers to the message from P (hntm|ξnt) to
ξnt while (13) denotes the message in opposite direc-
tion and each belief at ξnt is given by ν

(i)
n (ξnt) ∝

P (ξnt)
∏T
t=1 ν

(i)
n←ntm(ξnt).

Defining X = R + W as a scalar random variable with
the same density as H, the message in (12) can be approx-
imated as a likelihood function given by ν

(i)
n←ntm (ξnt) =

CN
(
hntm|r̂(i)ntm, Qr(i)ntm

)
, where r̂ntm is a component of the

AWGN corrupted version of X , R, and Qr is the variance of
X . Applying the GRP enables us to define

LLR(i)
n←ntm = log

CN
(

0
∣∣r̂(i)ntm, Qr(i)ntm + βn

)
CN

(
0
∣∣r̂(i)ntm, Qr(i)ntm

) . (14)

Similarly to (14), we have LLRntm , log
ν(i)
n (ξnt=1)

ν
(i)
n (ξnt=0)

and

LLR(i)
n→ntm , log

ν
(i)
n→ntm(ξnt=1)

ν
(i)
n→ntm(ξnt=0)

. Substituting (14) in (13)

and in each belief, LLR(i)
n→ntm is given by

LLR(i)
n→ntm = log

(
ρn

1− ρn

)
+

T∑
k 6=t

LLR(i)
n←nkm. (15)

Thereby, the message in (6) is described by

ν
(i+1)
n→lt (hntm) = ρ̂

(i)
ntm CN (hntm|0, βn) +

(
1− ρ̂(i)ntm

)
δ (hntm) , (16)

where
ρ̂
(i)
ntm , ν

(i+1)
n→ltm (ξnt = 1) = 1− 1/1+exp

(
LLR(i)

n→ntm

)
. (17)

With the message passing established, the next step is to use
the estimates obtained in (17) in message scheduling.

B. Message-scheduling schemes

Since it is expected up to 300, 000 devices per cell [30] in
future mobile communication systems a technique with low
computational cost is fundamental. We develop three different
message scheduling criteria that reduce the computational
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Algorithm 1 Message Scheduling GAMP - MSGAMP
initialize
1: i = 1, ŝ(0)ltm = r̂

(0)
ntm = 0, Qr(0)

ntm = 1, ρ̂(0)ntm = ρn, S(0) = [1, . . . , N ]
repeat

% GAMP approximation
2: for

(
n = 1, . . . , |S(i−1)|

)
∀n ∈ S(i−1)

3: for (t = 1, . . . , T )
4: for (m = 1, . . . ,M)

5: ĥ
(i)
ntm = E

[
Xntm

∣∣r̂(i−1)
ntm , Q

r(i−1)
ntm ; ρ̂

(i−1)
ntm

]
6: Q

h(i)
ntm = Var

[
Xntm

∣∣r̂(i−1)
ntm , Q

r(i−1)
ntm ; ρ̂

(i−1)
ntm

]
7: for (l = 1, . . . L)

8: Q
p(i)
ltm =

∑N
n=1 |Φln|2Q

h(i)
ntm

9: p
(i)
ltm =

∑N
n=1 Φln ĥ

(i)
ntm −Q

p(i)
ltm ŝ

(i−1)
ltm

10: z̃
(i)
ltm =

(
yltmQ

p(i)
ltm + σ2

w p
(i)
ltm

)/(
Q

p(i)
ltm + σ2

w

)
11: Q

z(i)
ltm =

(
σ2
w Q

p(i)
ltm

)/(
Q

p(i)
ltm + σ2

w

)
12: ŝ

(i)
ltm =

(
z̃
(i)
ltm − p

(i)
ltm

)/
Q

p(i)
ltm

13: Q
s(i)
ltm = Q

−p(i)
ltm

(
1−Qz(i)

ltm/Q
p(i)
ltm

)
14: end for

15: Q
−r(i)
ntm =

∑L
l=1 |Φln|2Q

s(i)
ltm

16: r
(i)
ntm = ĥ

(i)
ntm +Q

r(i)
ntm

∑L
l=1 Φ∗

lnŝ
(i)
ltm

% Sparsity-rate update with (14), (15) and (17)
17: end for
18: end for

% Message-scheduling update
19: Refine ρ̂(i)nt =

∑M
m=1 ρ̂

(i)
ntm

/
M

20: S(i) = update
[
S(i−1)

]
with chosen MSGAMP-type technique

21: end for
22: Update tol with (18) and i = i+ 1

until
(
i > I or tol < 10−4

)
complexity and the number of iterations to reach convergence
as compared to HYGAMP.

MSGAMP determines a group of nodes S(i) to update
based on two different criterion, the AUD and the RBP. The
goal is to update, at every iteration i, only the nodes of
the group and not all of them, as in HyGAMP. MSGAMP
proceeds until i reaches the maximum number of iterations I
or
(
tol/M < 10−4

)
, where tol is given by

tol =

M∑
m=1

‖ĥ(i)
tm − ĥ

(i−1)
tm ‖

‖ĥ(i)
tm‖

, (18)

where ĥ
(i)
tm is a |S(i)| × 1 vector that corresponds to the esti-

mated channel gains between the |S(i)| devices and the m-th
BS antenna. As this stopping criterion takes into account only
the devices in the group, unlike the parallel message update of
HyGAMP that, in each iteration, O(NTM) messages must be
computed, MSGAMP needs only O(|S(i)|TM) . Considering
that we have a crowded scenario of MTCDs in future mobile
communication systems and the sporadic transmission pattern
of each device, the computational cost gain using scheduling
schemes is evident, since |S(i)| << N . With the stopping
criterion defined, we present the first message scheduling
scheme.

1) MSGAMP-AUD: The message scheduling based on ac-
tivity user detection (MSGAMP-AUD) sequentially updates
the messages of devices detected as active and repeats the pre-
vious values of other devices. The criterion based on AUD uses
the estimates of each BS antenna, as ρ̂(i)nt =

∑M
m=1 ρ̂

(i)
ntm/M .

If ρ̂(i)nt is higher than a threshold, the device is considered as
active and is included in the set S(i).

In the first iteration, all messages of all nodes are updated.
When i = 2, we have the first values of ρ̂tm, thus enabling
the set S(i). In this iteration, all messages that belong to S(i),
except for s(i)1 will be updated. Then, the index that refers to
the messages that had been updated is removed of S(i) as in

S(i) =
[
s
(i−1)
2 , . . . , s

(i−1)
|S(i−1)|

]
. (19)

Therefore, we exclude a group of messages that belong to a
specific device to be updated, one at a time. In summary, we
reduce the set S(i) that is updated in parallel until there is no
message to update. When S(i) is empty, MSGAMP updates all
messages, including the ones that do not belong to the older
set, i.e., the new set is S(i) = [1, . . . , N ]. In the next iteration,
a new update of the set S(i), using the new ρ̂ntm is performed.

2) MSGAMP-RBP: In this variation, MSGAMP updates
the messages according to an ordering metric called residual
belief propagation (RBP). A residual is the norm (defined over
the message space) of the difference between the values of a
message before and after an update. In our scheme, we define
the residual with the beliefs described in (9). Thus, the residual
for the belief distribution at hnt, is given by

Res (νntm (hntm)) =
∣∣∣∣ν(i+1)

ntm (hntm)− ν(i)ntm (hntm)
∣∣∣∣. (20)

The intuitive justification of this method is that as the
factor graph approach converges, the differences between the
messages before and after an update diminish. Therefore, if a
message has a large residual, it means that it is located in a
part of the graph that has not converged yet. Thus, propagating
that message first should speed up the convergence. Using the
residual values computed in (20), we compute the set S(i)

of messages to be updated in the next iteration. Since the
probability of being active of each MTD is typically around
5% [1], S(i) has the 0.05N nodes with highest residual. The
update sequence of MSGAMP-RBP is the same of MSGAMP-
AUD, the difference is how both groups are formed.

3) MSGAMP-ARBP: This dynamic scheduling strategy
combines the AUD and RBP criterion. The main idea is use
AUD criterion to create S(i) and the RBP criterion to compute
the updating sequence of it. MSGAMP-ARBP updates the
messages of one node per iteration, starting with the one
with highest residual. After the group being fully updated,
MSGAMP-ARBP proceeds as in previous strategies, updating
the messages of the nodes that does not belong to S(i) and
compute a new set. When a stop criterion is met, the activity
detection and the channel estimation are given by lines 19 and
5 in Algorithm 1.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In order to verify the performance of the proposed MS-
GAMP schemes, we simulate an mMTC system with N = 128
devices, M = 2 BS antennas, L = 32 symbols per frame
and T = 3L as the size of the observation window. The
threshold to detect the activity of devices considered is 0.9, the
average SNR is set to 1/σ2

w, while the activity probabilities pn
are drawn uniformly at random in [0.01, 0.05]. The variations
of MSGAMP are compared to the well-known generalized
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−5 0 5 10 15 20
10−4

10−3

10−2

Average SNR (dB)

N
M
S
E

GAMP [12]

HyGAMP [13]

MSGAMP-AUD

MSGAMP-RBP

MSGAMP-ARBP

OHyGAMP

OMSGAMP-ARBP

Fig. 3. Normalized mean squared error per frame vs. Average SNR. We
considered only the active devices, in the asynchronous scenario with N =
128,M = 2 and L = 32, after 10 iterations by 104 Monte Carlo trials.

−5 0 5 10 15
1.05

1.1

1.15
·10−2

Average SNR (dB)

A
E
R

M=1

M=2

M=5

M=10

Fig. 4. Activity error rate per symbol of MSGAMP-ARBP vs. Average SNR
in the asynchronous scenario with N = 128,M = 2 and L = 32, after 10
iterations. AER is the sum of the missed detections and false alarm rates.

approximate message passing (GAMP) [18] and the state-
of-the-art HyGAMP algorithm [19]. Versions of MSGAMP-
ARBP and of HyGAMP with perfect activity knowledge
(OMSGAMP-ARBP and OHyGAMP) are used as lower
bounds. Figs. 3 and 4 show results of NMSE and AER per
frame, respectively. In terms of NMSE, Fig. 3 shows that the
message scheduling schemes have a competitive performance,
where MSGAMP-AUD and MSGAMP-RBP slightly outper-
form HyGAMP, requiring less computational cost. MSGAMP-
ARBP surpasses not only HyGAMP and the other MSGAMP
algorithms but also OHyGAMP. One can see that the use of the
BS antennas in order to refine the activity detection improved
the AER performance of MSGAMP-ARBP since the AER
curves have lower values as M increases. Fig. 5 depicts the
convergence rate of MSGAMP-type techniques and HyGAMP.
One can notice that for different values of SNR, our solutions
converge faster and to lower values of NMSE than HyGAMP.
We note that the proposed techniques will be examined with
LDPC codes [31] in future works.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have presented a framework for joint activ-
ity detection and channel estimation for mMTC and developed
the MSGAMP algorithm. We have developed three scheduling
techniques for MSGAMP that update the messages based on
the AUD and the RBP. The results indicate that MSGAMP-
type techniques outperform other solutions in terms of NMSE
and AER, with fast convergence and low computational cost.

REFERENCES

[1] R. B. Di Renna, C. Bockelmann, R. C. de Lamare, and A. Dekorsy,
“Detection techniques for massive machine-type communications: Chal-
lenges and solutions,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 180928–180954, 2020.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

10−4
10−3
10−2

N
M
S
E

(a) SNR = 0 dB.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
10−5
10−4
10−3
10−2

N
M
S
E

(b) SNR = 8 dB.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
10−3

10−2

Iterations

N
M
S
E MSGAMP-RBP

MSGAMP-AUD

HyGAMP [13]

MSGAMP-ARBP

(c) SNR = 10 dB.

Fig. 5. Convergence rate in terms of NMSE per symbol versus iterations.
The NMSE considered only the active devices in the asynchronous scenario
with N = 128,M = 2 and L = 32, by 104 Monte Carlo trials.

[2] M. Shirvanimoghaddam et al., “Massive non-orthogonal multiple access
for cellular iot: Potentials and limitations,” IEEE Commun. Magazine,
vol. 55, no. 9, pp. 55–61, 2017.

[3] Final Report on the Holistic Link Solution Adaptation, document 3.2,
FANTASTIC-5G, 2016.

[4] C. Bockelmann et al., “Towards massive connectivity support for
scalable mmtc communications in 5g networks,” IEEE Access, vol. 6,
pp. 28969–28992, 2018.

[5] F. L. Duarte and R. C. de Lamare, “Cloud-driven multi-way multiple-
antenna relay systems: Joint detection, best-user-link selection and
analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 68, no. 6, pp.
3342–3354, 2020.

[6] J. Gu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Huemer, “Buffer-aided physical-
layer network coding with optimal linear code designs for cooperative
networks,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 66, no. 6, pp.
2560–2575, 2018.

[7] R. C. De Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Minimum mean-squared error
iterative successive parallel arbitrated decision feedback detectors for
ds-cdma systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 56, no.
5, pp. 778–789, 2008.

[8] P. Li, R. C. de Lamare, and R. Fa, “Multiple feedback successive
interference cancellation detection for multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE
Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 10, no. 8, pp. 2434–
2439, 2011.

[9] R. C. de Lamare, “Adaptive and iterative multi-branch mmse decision
feedback detection algorithms for multi-antenna systems,” IEEE Trans-
actions on Wireless Communications, vol. 12, no. 10, pp. 5294–5308,
2013.

[10] Z. Shao, L. T. N. Landau, and R. C. De Lamare, “Channel estimation for
large-scale multiple-antenna systems using 1-bit adcs and oversampling,”
IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 85243–85256, 2020.

[11] H. Zhu et al., “Exploiting Sparse User Activity in Multiuser Detection,”
IEEE Trans. on Commun., vol. 59, no. 2, pp. 454–465, 2011.

[12] C. Wei et al., “Approximate Message Passing-Based Joint User Activity
and Data Detection for NOMA,” IEEE Commun. Letters, vol. 21, no.
3, pp. 640–643, 2017.

[13] R. B. Di Renna and R. C. de Lamare, “Adaptive Activity-Aware Iterative
Detection for Massive Machine-Type Communications,” IEEE Wireless
Communications Letters, vol. 8, no. 6, pp. 1631–1634, 2019.

[14] R. B. Di Renna and R. C. de Lamare, “Iterative List Detection and
Decoding for Massive Machine-Type Communications,” IEEE Trans.
on Commun., vol. 68, no. 10, pp. 6276–6288, 2020.

[15] L. Liu and W. Yu, “Massive Connectivity With Massive MIMO—Part
I: Device Activity Detection and Channel Estimation,” IEEE Trans. on
Sig. Proc., vol. 66, no. 11, pp. 2933–2946, 2018.

[16] Z. Chen et al., “Multi-Cell Sparse Activity Detection for Massive
Random Access: Massive MIMO Versus Cooperative MIMO,” IEEE
Trans. on Wireless Commun., vol. 18, no. 8, pp. 4060–4074, 2019.

[17] K. Senel and E. G. Larsson, “Grant-Free Massive MTC-Enabled Massive



IEEE WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS LETTERS, VOL. XX, NO. X, MONTH 202X 6

MIMO: A Compressive Sensing Approach,” IEEE Trans. on Commun.,
vol. 66, no. 12, pp. 6164–6175, 2018.

[18] S. Rangan, “Generalized approximate message passing for estimation
with random linear mixing,” in IEEE ISIT, St. Petersburg, Russia, 2011.

[19] S. Rangan et al., “Hybrid approximate message passing,” IEEE
Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 65, no. 17, pp. 4577–4592, 2017.

[20] A. Casado et al., “LDPC Decoders with Informed Dynamic Scheduling,”
IEEE Trans. on Commun., vol. 58, no. 12, pp. 3470–3479, 2010.

[21] Cornelius Healy, “Knowledge-aided informed dynamic scheduling for
ldpc decoding of short blocks,” IET Communications, vol. 12, pp. 1094–
1101(7), June 2018.

[22] X. Ma et al., “Improved compressed sensing-based joint user and
symbol detection for media-based modulation-enabled massive machine-
type communications,” IEEE Access, vol. 8, pp. 70058–70070, 2020.

[23] J. Zhang et al., “Channel estimation and user activity identification in
massive grant-free multiple-access,” IEEE Open Journ. of Vehic. Tech.,
vol. 1, pp. 296–316, 2020.

[24] T. Ding et al., “Sparsity learning-based multiuser detection in grant-free
massive-device multiple access,” IEEE Trans. on Wireless Commun., vol.
18, no. 7, pp. 3569–3582, 2019.

[25] R. C. de Lamare, “Massive mimo systems: Signal processing challenges
and future trends,” URSI Radio Science Bulletin, vol. 2013, no. 347, pp.
8–20, 2013.

[26] W. Zhang, H. Ren, C. Pan, M. Chen, R. C. de Lamare, B. Du, and J. Dai,
“Large-scale antenna systems with ul/dl hardware mismatch: Achievable
rates analysis and calibration,” IEEE Transactions on Communications,
vol. 63, no. 4, pp. 1216–1229, 2015.

[27] J. W. Choi et al., “Compressed sensing for wireless communications:
Useful tips and tricks,” IEEE Commun. Surveys & Tut., vol. 19, no. 3,
pp. 1527–1550, 2017.

[28] Q. Zou et al., “Message passing based joint channel and user activity
estimation for uplink grant-free massive mimo systems with low-
precision adcs,” IEEE Signal Proc. Letters, vol. 27, pp. 506–510, 2020.

[29] J. Ahn et al., “EP-Based Joint Active User Detection and Channel
Estimation for Massive Machine-Type Communications,” IEEE Trans.
on Commun., vol. 67, no. 7, pp. 5178–5189, 2019.

[30] Cisco, “Cisco Annual Internet Report (2018–2023),” White paper, 2020.
[31] C. T. Healy and R. C. de Lamare, “Design of ldpc codes based

on multipath emd strategies for progressive edge growth,” IEEE
Transactions on Communications, vol. 64, no. 8, pp. 3208–3219, 2016.


	I Introduction
	II System Model
	III Activity Detection and Channel Estimation
	III-A Factor Graph approach
	III-B Message-scheduling schemes
	III-B1 MSGAMP-AUD
	III-B2 MSGAMP-RBP
	III-B3 MSGAMP-ARBP


	IV Simulation results
	V Conclusion
	References

