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Abstract—Large array-based transmission uses the combination
of a massive number of antenna elements and clever precoder
designs to achieve array gain and spatially multiplex differ-
ent users. These precoders require linear front-ends, and more
specifically linear power amplifiers (PAs). However, this reduces
energy efficiency since PAs are most efficient close to saturation,
where they generate most nonlinear distortion. Moreover, the use
of conventional precoders, such as maximum ratio transmission
(MRT), induces a coherent combining of distortion at the user
location, degrading the signal quality. In this work, a linear
precoder is proposed that allows working close to saturation while
canceling the coherent combining of the third order nonlinear
PA distortion at the user location. In contrast to other solutions,
the zero third-order distortion (Z3RO) precoder does not require
prior knowledge of the signal statistics and the PA model. The
design consists of saturating a single or a few antennas on purpose
together with an opposite phase shift to compensate for the
distortion of all other antennas. The resulting array gain penalty
becomes negligible as the number of base station antennas grows
large.

Index Terms—Large antenna systems, precoder, nonlinear
power amplification.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Problem Statement

The power amplifier (PA) in wireless communications ac-
counts for a major part of the energy consumption [1], and
its operation requires a trade-off between linearity and energy
efficiency. On the one hand, the linearity of the PA is beneficial
for the signal quality. On the other hand, the PA has a maximal
efficiency when its operating point is close to saturation,
where its characteristic is nonlinear and creates distortion [2].
Making a trade-off between these two aspects has always been
a challenging problem [3]. Specifically in large array based
transmission, such as massive MIMO in 5G, the combination of
multicarrier transmission and precoding over a large number of
antennas, leads to a high peak-to-average power ratio, requiring
a large linear range of the PA [4].

More specifically, in large array systems, i.e., one of the
key technology enabler of 5G, authors have shown that the PA
nonlinear distortion is in general not uniformly radiated [5],
[6]. It is known that, when the base station (BS) transmits in
a dominant beamforming direction, the distortion is affected
by the same array gain as the linearly amplified signal. This
implies that nonlinear distortion can strongly limit the user per-
formance, more specifically its signal-to-distortion ratio (SDR),
when working close to saturation and using conventional pre-
coders.

B. State-of-the-Art

A first solution to improve the SDR is to back-off power, i.e.,
to reduce the transmit power to let the PAs work further away

from saturation and thus in a more linear regime. However, this
strongly degrades the PA efficiency and reduces the transmit
power, which can be problematic for users experiencing a large
attenuation.

Another popular solution is to use digital pre-distortion
(DPD) compensation techniques [7]. The idea is to pre-distort
the signal that is at the input of the PA to compensate for its
nonlinear distortion. These techniques are data dependent and
often require a feedback. Applying these techniques requires a
certain complexity burden and power consumption, especially
in large antenna systems, where it has to be implemented for
each PA [4]. Moreover, even a perfect DPD only linearizes
input signal with an amplitude lower than the saturation level
of the PA (weakly nonlinear effects). Higher fluctuations are
clipped due to saturation, resulting in nonlinear distortion
(strongly nonlinear effects). This phenomenon is more likely
as the back-off power is reduced, especially for high Peak-to-
Average Power Ratio (PAPR) signals such as multicarrier and
massive multiple input multiple output (MIMO) systems.

As opposed to previous techniques, we propose a novel linear
precoder, which compensates nonlinear distortion and can be
implemented in addition to or instead of a DPD. A recent
work [8] has followed a similar approach. However, no simple
closed-form solution for the precoder was presented. The
contributions are properly formalized in the next subsection.

C. Contributions

The limitations of the maximum ratio transmission (MRT)
precoder are put forward. This precoder is obtained by max-
imizing the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), without taking into
account nonlinear distortion. As the PAs enter saturation, distor-
tion appears and MRT is not optimal anymore. It even induces
a coherent combining of distortion at the user locations.

To address the shortcomings of the MRT precoder, the
zero third-order distortion (Z3RO) precoder is proposed. It is
obtained by maximizing the SNR under the constraint that the
third-order distortion is null at the user location. The precoder
has, as MRT, a low complexity. Moreover, it does not depend
on the PA parameters and the transmit signal statistics, which
makes it simple to compute and to implement. It is obtained
by saturating a given subset of antennas and applying an
opposite phase shift to them. While using a single saturated
antenna is optimal in terms of SNR, using a larger number of
saturated antennas results in a more spatially focused distortion
pattern, which is useful regarding unintended locations and total
radiated distortion. Moreover, the SNR penalty of this precoder
as compared to MRT becomes negligible in the large antenna
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case. All code used to generate figures are in open-source at
github.com/DRAMCO/z3ro-precoder-single-user.

Notations: Superscript (.)∗ stands for conjugate operator.
 is the imaginary unit. The symbols E(.), ∠(.), =(.) and
<(.) denote the expectation, phase, imaginary and real parts,
respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

A. Signal Model

We consider a a large array-based system with a single user
and single BS equipped with M antennas. The complex symbol
intended for the user is denoted by s, with variance p. The
signal s is precoded at transmit antenna m using a precoder
coefficient wm. The complex baseband representation of the
signal before the PA of the corresponding antenna is denoted
by xm and is given by xm = wms.

B. Power Amplifier Model

In the following, all PAs are assumed memoryless and to
have the same transfer function. For the sake of clarity and
without loss of generality, the linear gain of the PA is set to one.
We only consider the third order nonlinear distortion of the PA.
This approximation regime is valid as the PA enters saturation
regime, which creates nonlinear distortion but not enough for
higher order terms to provide a significant contribution. Under
these assumptions, the PA output of antenna m can be written
as

ym = xm + a3xm|xm|2, (1)

where the coefficient a3 characterizes the nonlinear character-
istic of the PA, including both amplitude-to-amplitude modula-
tion (AM/AM) and amplitude-to-phase modulation (AM/PM).

C. Channel Model

The complex channel gain from antenna m to the user is
denoted by hm. The received signal is given by

r =

M−1∑
m=0

hmym + v, (2)

where v is zero mean circularly symmetric complex Gaussian
noise with variance σ2

v . In the following, at some places, a pure
line-of-sight (LoS) channel to each user will be considered. In
this particular case, hm can be written as

hm =
√
βe−φm (3)

The real positive coefficient β models the path loss. For a
narrowband system, the difference of propagation distance
between each of the antennas and the user results in an antenna-
dependent phase shift φm, which can be directly related to
the antenna location and the angular direction of the user.
For a uniform linear array (ULA), the phase shift is given by
φm = m 2π

λc
d cos(θ), where λc is the carrier wavelength, d the

inter-antenna spacing and θ is the user angle.

The radiation pattern in an arbitrary direction θ̃ can be
computed as

P (θ̃) = E

∣∣∣∣∣
M−1∑
m=0

yme
−φ̃m

∣∣∣∣∣
2
 , (4)

where φ̃m = m 2π
λc
d cos(θ̃). Defining the total transmit power

PT =
∫ π
−π P (θ̃)dθ̃, the array directivity is D(θ̃) = P (θ̃)

PT /2π
, i.e.,

P (θ̃) is normalized with respect to an isotropic radiator.

III. LIMITATIONS OF THE MAXIMUM RATIO
TRANSMISSION PRECODER

The well known MRT precoder is obtained by maximizing
the received SNR, disregarding the nonlinear distortion terms
at the output of the PA, i.e., approximating a3 ≈ 0. Under this
approximation, the output of the PA becomes ym ≈ xm and
the received signal becomes

r ≈
M−1∑
m=0

hmxm + v = s

M−1∑
m=0

hmwm + v.

The received SNR is given by

SNR =
p

σ2
v

∣∣∣∣∣
M−1∑
m=0

hmwm

∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (5)

The MRT precoder is found by optimizing the SNR under a
total transmit power constraint

max
w0,...,wM−1

SNR s.t. p

M−1∑
m=0

|wm|2 = pM.

The problem can be solved using, e.g., the Lagrangian multi-
pliers technique, giving the MRT precoder

wMRT
m = αh∗m, α =

√
M∑M−1

m′=0 |hm′ |2
,

SNRMRT = pM

∑M−1
m′=0 |hm′ |2

σ2
v

,

where α is a normalization constant1. Assuming a unit per-
antenna channel variance E(|hm′ |2) = 1, the MRT achieves an
array gain of a factor M with respect to the transmit power pM .
The MRT precoder is optimal as long as the PA works in its
linear regime. As p increases, nonlinear terms will be amplified
and distortion becomes non-negligible. The PA output ym given
in (1) can be evaluated for xm = wMRT

m s

ym = sαh∗m + a3s|s|2α3h∗m|hm|2

and the received signal (2) becomes

r = sα

M−1∑
m=0

|hm|2 + a3s|s|2α3
M−1∑
m=0

|hm|4 + v,

1Note that the solution is equivalent up to a constant phasor applied to each
antenna element. It is set to one here for simplicity.

github.com/DRAMCO/z3ro-precoder-single-user
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Fig. 1: Directivity pattern [dB] of the signal (continuous blue) and third-order distortion (dashed red) for a pure LoS channel
and half-wavelength ULA. User angle is θ = 80◦ and Ms = 1 saturated antenna. For MRT, distortion coherently combines in
the user direction while it is null for Z3RO. The array gain penalty is infinite for M = 2 while it vanishes as M grows large.

where it can be seen that the channel coherently combines
both the linear term and the nonlinear term, i.e., the phases
are matched. As a result, distortion coherently adds up at the
user location and becomes the limiting factor at high power.

To clarify this, let us consider a pure LoS channel (3) giving
hm =

√
βe−φm and α = 1/

√
β. Then,

ym = eφm(s+ a3s|s|2)
r =

√
βM(s+ a3s|s|2) + v,

where it is clear that the array gain M affects both linear and
nonlinear terms. Moreover, one can see that both the linear and
nonlinear terms are beamformed in the same direction, as they
are both affected by the term eφm . The radiation pattern can
be evaluated using (4). An example of the directivity pattern of
linear/nonlinear terms for MRT precoding and a ULA is shown
in Fig. 1 (a). It illustrates that the directivity pattern of both
linear and nonlinear terms is exactly the same.

IV. ZERO THIRD-ORDER DISTORTION PRECODER

The MRT precoder induces a coherent combining of dis-
tortion at the user location, as demonstrated in the previous
section. As p increases, the PAs will be more saturated and the
user performance will be limited by its SDR. Since linear and
nonlinear terms are affected by the same array gain, increasing
the number of antennas does not help to improve the SDR.
This section presents the Z3RO precoder which is designed to
maximize the linear array gain to boost the SNR at the user
location while canceling the third order distortion.

The received signal at the user location for a general linear
precoder wm is

r =

M−1∑
m=0

hmxm + a3

M−1∑
m=0

hmxm|xm|2 + v

= s

M−1∑
m=0

hmwm + a3s|s|2
M−1∑
m=0

hmwm|wm|2 + v.

The distortion term can be forced to zero by ensuring that

M−1∑
m=0

hmwm|wm|2 = 0. (6)

Note that this constraint does not depend on the statistics of
the transmit symbols s and the PA parameter a3, which makes
it practical to implement. A similar condition was obtained in
[8]. However, the authors made the pessimistic conclusion that
considering this constraint leads to a considerable reduction
of array gain. Indeed, take the two antenna case M = 2 and
a LoS channel hm =

√
βe−φm . If the user angle is coming

from broadside, it implies that φ0 = φ1 = 0 and the constraint
(6) implies that

w0|w0|2 = −w1|w1|2

|w0|3e∠w0 = −|w1|3e∠w1 ,

which implies that w0 and w1 should have the same magnitude
but opposite phase, e.g., w0 = −w1, which leads to a zero
array gain, i.e., |w0 + w1|2 = 0. The same result occurs for



any user angle, as depicted in Fig. 1 (b). However, it is shown
further that, with the proposed Z3RO design, as the number
of antennas M grows large, the loss in array gain becomes
negligible, as depicted in Fig. 1 (c) and (d). In the following,
we first derive the expression of the Z3RO precoder in the LoS
case, before extending it to general channels.

A. Line-of-Sight Channel

For a LoS channel hm =
√
βe−φm , under constraint (6),

the precoder optimization problem can be formulated as

max
w0,...,wM−1

SNR =
βp

σ2
v

∣∣∣∣∣
M−1∑
m=0

e−φmwm

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (7)

under the two constraints

Transmit power: p
M−1∑
m=0

|wm|2 = pM, (8)

Zero third-order distortion:
M−1∑
m=0

e−φmwm|wm|2 = 0. (9)

Note that (8) is not exactly a transmit power constraint, but
rather the total power at the input of the PAs. Indeed, the
nonlinear transmited power is disregarded for simplicity and
for the sake of comparison with the MRT precoder, which is
found under a similar constraint.

The above problem is non convex and not trivial to solve.
However, it can be first reformulated in a simpler form using
the change of variable gm = wme

−φm . Then, without loss of
generality, the optimization problem can be solved as a function
of gm instead of wm. The reformulated problem becomes

max
g0,...,gM−1

∣∣∣∣∣
M−1∑
m=0

gm

∣∣∣∣∣
2

s.t.
M−1∑
m=0

|gm|2 =M,

M−1∑
m=0

gm|gm|2 = 0.

For an optimal solution gm, the corresponding wm is given
by wm = gme

φm . Moreover, from the above formulation, a
conjecture can be made: an optimal gm should be purely real up
to a constant phasor.2 If this phasor is set to one, the problem
is converted to an all real problem

max
g0,...,gM−1

(
M−1∑
m=0

gm

)2

s.t.
M−1∑
m=0

g2m =M,

M−1∑
m=0

g3m = 0.

(10)

The following theorem solves the problem (10) and gives the
expression for the optimum precoder wm = gme

φm .

Theorem 1. Critical points of problem (10), providing a non
zero array gain, are obtained by using a number of antennas
Ms with an opposite phase shift and saturated in such a way
that they compensate for the distortion due to all other antenna
elements. This leads to the Z3RO precoder design:

wZ3RO,Ms
m = αeφm

−
(
M−Ms

Ms

)1/3
if m = 0, ...,Ms − 1

1 otherwise
,

2Unfortunately, we could not demonstrate this conjecture yet even though it
was found to be valid for extensive numerical simulations.
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Fig. 2: As the number of antennas increases, the penalty in array
gain of the Z3RO precoder vanishes, as compared to MRT. Ms

is the number of saturated antennas.

where α =
√
M/

√
M −Ms +M

1/3
s (M −Ms)2/3 is a power

normalization constant. The Ms elements can be chosen arbi-
trarily, with M/2 > Ms > 0. The global maximum of (10) is
obtained by using a single saturated antenna, i.e. Ms = 1. The
received SNR is

SNR =
βp

σ2
v

M
((M −Ms)

2/3 −M2/3
s )2

(M −Ms)1/3 +M
1/3
s

. (11)

For a fixed Ms, limM→+∞ SNR/SNRMRT = 1, implying that
the reduction of array gain becomes negligible while the third
distortion order is null.

Proof. See appendix.

The theorem provides a precoder which is simple to compute
and to implement. Its complexity is approximately equal to the
one of the MRT precoder. As explained earlier, it does not
require any knowledge about the PA or the statistics of the
transmit signal. The global optimum is obtained by using a
single saturated antenna. However, other critical points provide
useful trade-offs, as explained further below.

Array gain: The Z3RO precoder is proposed for large array
systems, operating in the saturation regime. In this regime, the
SDR is limiting rather than the SNR, implying that the reduc-
tion of array gain with respect to MRT becomes negligible.
Moreover, as shown in Fig. 2, this array gain penalty vanishes
for large array systems (as M grows large). As an example,
for Ms = 1 and M = 64, the MRT precoder achieves an array
gain of about 18 dB versus 16.5 dB for the proposed precoder,
while the third distortion order is completely canceled.

Distortion radiation pattern: While Fig. 1 shows directivity
patterns of the signal and distortion for the MRT and the pro-
posed precoders, Fig. 3 shows their absolute radiation pattern
for different values of Ms. In Fig. 3 (a), in accordance with
the previous discussions, the array gain decreases when Ms

increases. This would imply only using the design Ms = 1.
However, as shown in Fig. 3 (b), this design, as compared
to MRT, leads to an increase of total distortion power, which
is mainly radiated towards unintended locations. This leads
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Fig. 3: Radiation pattern for LoS channel and half-wavelength
ULA. As more antennas become saturated (Ms ↗), the array
gain of the Z3RO precoder decreases. On the other hand, the
total radiated power decreases and it becomes more spatially
focused, which is beneficial regarding unintended directions.

to interference for potential observers, especially since PA
nonlinearities induce out-of-band emissions. Hence, a user in
an adjacent band could suffer from it. On the other hand, as Ms

increases, the distortion becomes focused “approximately in the
user direction, except for the exact user direction, where it is
null by design”. Moreover, the total radiated distortion power is
reduced. This comes from the fact that distortion is beamformed
and benefits from an array gain. As a result, choosing the value
Ms offers a trade-off between array gain and spatial focusing
of the distortion.

B. General Channel

To extend the precoder design to a general channel hm, a
heuristic design is proposed, directly inspired by the previous
one, and satisfying the zero third-order distortion constraint (6).

Proposition 1. An extension of the Z3RO precoder to a general
channel is obtained as

wZ3RO,Ms
m = αh∗m

{
−γ if m = 0, ...,Ms − 1

1 otherwise
,

where γ is the additional gain of the saturated antennas

γ =

(∑M−1
m′=Ms

|hm′ |4∑Ms−1
m′′=0 |hm′′ |4

)1/3

and α is a power normalization constraint given by

α =

√
M√∑M−1

m′=Ms
|hm′ |2 + γ2

∑Ms−1
m=0 |hm|2

.

If the channel gains hm are assumed to be independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) and so that E(|hm|2) = β, as M
and Ms grow large, the Z3RO precoder asymptotically achieves
the same SNR performance as in Theorem 1.

Proof. One can check that the zero third-order distortion con-
straint (6) is satisfied for the proposed precoder. To show that
the precoder achieves the same SNR as given in (11), one can
use the law of large number to show that, as M → +∞ and
Ms → +∞, each sample average of i.i.d. elements converges
to their expectation.

The Z3RO precoder proposed in Theorem 1 is found as
a special case of a LoS channel. Hence, the same notation
wZ3RO,Ms
m was used. Furthermore, it shows that, for i.i.d.

channels and a similar averaged channel power, the same SNR
performance as in LoS can be found, provided that the number
of antennas M and saturated antennas Ms is large enough.
An additional advantage of using a larger Ms here is that it
provides some diversity. This helps to prevent the case where
saturated antennas would have a small channel gain. Indeed, a
pathological case would be to use a single saturated antenna
with low channel gain |hm|, so that γ would be very large and
would consume more power. Using more saturated antennas
allows to avoid these fades.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS & DISCUSSION

Let us compare the MRT and the Z3RO precoders. The
Bussgang theorem [9], [10] implies that the received signal
can be decomposed as r = Gs + d + v, where d is the
nonlinear distortion, which is uncorrelated with the transmit
signal s and noise v. The linear gain G can be evaluated as
G = E(rs∗)/p. The signal variance is given by |G|2p. Using
the fact that s, v and d are uncorrelated, the distortion variance
is E(|d|2) = E(|r|2)− |G|2p− σ2

v . The SNR, SDR and signal-
to-noise-and-distortion ratio (SNDR) are thus given by

SNR =
|G|2p
σ2
v

, SDR =
|G|2p
E(|d|2)

, SNDR =
|G|2p

E(|d|2) + σ2
v

,

where the expectations can be evaluated using the statistics of
the transmit symbols s. In Fig 4, the performance is shown for
a Rapp PA model [11]

ym =
xm(

1 +
∣∣∣ xm√

psat

∣∣∣2S) 1
2S

,

which does not only contain a third order distortion term.
In the figure, the saturated power of the PA psat is varied
while the other parameters are given in the figure caption. The
signal s has a complex Gaussian distribution, which models
an OFDM modulated signal. For low values of p/psat, the
PA is in the linear regime and the MRT achieves an optimal
performance. The Z3RO precoder performs not as well given its
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reduced array gain. As the ratio p/psat increases, the PA enters
the saturation regime and distortion becomes non-negligible.
MRT is outperformed by the Z3RO precoder, which is only
limited by distortion orders higher than three. In conclusion,
the advantages of the Z3RO precoder versus MRT can be seen
in two ways, in the saturation regime:

1) For a same SNDR, the Z3RO precoder can work at a
larger ratio p/psat, implying an enhanced energy efficiency. As
an example, to achieve a SNDR of 15 dB the Z3RO precoder
can work with a ratio p/psat about 1.5 dB higher.

2) For a same p/psat, the Z3RO precoder achieves a larger
SNDR, implying an enhanced capacity. As an example, for
p/psat = −2 dB, the SNDR can be boosted by about 2.5 dB.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, the Z3RO precoder is introduced to allow large
array systems to work closer to saturation while compensating
for nonlinear distortion. The design has a similar implemen-
tation complexity as MRT, while it cancels the third-order
distortion, without requiring knowledge of the PA model and
the channel statistics. Its array gain penalty is negligible in the
large antenna case.

Perspectives include a novel precoder which: i) works in a
multi-user setting, ii) compensates for higher order distortion
terms, iii) takes into account PA differences and iv) relaxes the
zero distortion constraint.

VII. APPENDIX

To solve problem (10), the Lagrangian can be formed

L =

(
M−1∑
m=0

gm

)2

− λ

(
M−1∑
m=0

g2m −M

)
− µ

M−1∑
m=0

g3m.

Setting the derivative with respect to gm to zero, a quadratic
equation is obtained. Hence, only two values are possible for
gm, that we denote by α and δ. Consider that Ms is the number
of coefficients gm set to δ and M − Ms are set to α, with
Ms > 0 (otherwise the zero distortion constraint cannot be
satisfied). For a fixed value of Ms, applying the two constraints
gives

α =

√
M√

(M −Ms) +M
1/3
s (M −Ms)2/3

δ = −α
(
M −Ms

Ms

)1/3

.

Hence, setting Ms values of gm to δ and M − Ms to α
give critical points of the Lagrangian. We fix M/2 > Ms to
avoid symmetrical/equivalent solutions. Applying the change of
variable wn = gme

φn leads to the first result of Theorem 1.
Let us optimize the resulting array gain with respect to Ms

max
x

M2 (x
2/3 − (1− x)2/3)2

x1/3 + (1− x)1/3
,

where x = Ms/M ∈ ]0, 1/2[, with open intervals since 0 <
Ms < M/2. The objective function monotonically decreases
on the domain ]0, 1/2[, meaning that one has to choose the
minimal x and thus Ms possible, i.e., Ms = 1.
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