
1

A TDD Distributed MIMO Testbed Using a 1-Bit
Radio-Over-Fiber Fronthaul Architecture

Lise Aabel, Sven Jacobsson, Mikael Coldrey, Frida Olofsson,
Giuseppe Durisi, Senior Member, IEEE, and Christian Fager, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—We present the uplink and downlink of a time-
division duplex distributed multiple-input multiple-output (D-
MIMO) testbed, based on a 1-bit radio-over-fiber architecture,
which is low-cost and scalable. The proposed architecture involves
a central unit (CU) that is equipped with 1-bit digital-to-analog
and analog-to-digital converters, operating at 10 GS/s. The CU
is connected to multiple single-antenna remote radio heads
(RRHs) via optical fibers, over which a binary RF waveform is
transmitted. In the uplink, a binary RF waveform is generated
at the RRHs by a comparator, whose inputs are the received RF
signal and a suitably designed dither signal. In the downlink,
a binary RF waveform is generated at the CU via bandpass
sigma-delta modulation. Our measurement results show that low
error-vector magnitude (EVM) can be achieved in both the
uplink and the downlink, despite 1-bit sampling at the CU.
Specifically, for point-to-point over-cable transmission between
a single user equipment (UE) and a CU equipped with a single
RRH, we report, for a 10 MBd signal using single-carrier 16QAM
modulation, an EVM of 3.3% in the downlink, and of 4.5% in
the uplink. We then consider a CU connected to 3 RRHs serving
over the air 2 UEs, and show that, after over-the-air reciprocity
calibration, a downlink zero-forcing precoder designed on the
basis of uplink channel estimates at the CU, achieves an EVM
of 6.4% and 10.9% at UE 1 and UE 2, respectively. Finally,
we investigate the ability of the proposed architecture to support
orthogonal frequency-division multiplexing (OFDM) waveforms,
and its robustness against both in-band and out-of-band inter-
ference.

Index Terms—Distributed MIMO, 1-bit sampling, radio-over-
fiber.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE demands for more uniform quality of service, lower
latency, higher reliability, and improved energy efficiency

are driving the wireless network design towards 6G [5].
Distributed multiple-input multiple-output (D-MIMO) is a
promising technology to satisfy these demands, see, e.g., [6].
In D-MIMO, a central unit (CU) is connected to multiple
spatially separated antenna units, which we shall refer to
as remote radio heads (RRHs). The advantages of D-MIMO
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over traditional co-located MIMO include enhanced robustness
towards shadow fading, reduced spatial correlation between
channels, and increased energy efficiency [7]. From a network
perspective, D-MIMO is a key technology to implement the
cell-free massive MIMO network architecture described in,
e.g., [8]–[10].

The theoretical principles underpinning the optimal design
of D-MIMO architectures are well understood [10]. However,
many issues remain concerning the practical realization of this
technology. One challenge in the implementation of D-MIMO
is to ensure phase-synchronized transmission and reception
between the RRHs, which is necessary to serve simultaneously
multiple user equipment (UEs) via spatial processing. In
theoretical investigations, it is often assumed that frequency
up- and down-conversion are performed locally at the RRHs,
and that the fronthaul link connecting the RRHs to the CU
carries samples of the baseband signals. One way to achieve
this is to equip each RRH with a local oscillator. To guarantee
phase-coherent transmission and reception, the local oscillators
must then be synchronized. This is challenging in the hardware
domain, and costly in the digital domain, in terms of signaling
overhead.

To bypass this issue, we consider in this paper an ar-
chitecture in which up- and down-conversion are performed
digitally at the CU. This eliminates the issue of synchronizing
local oscillators. The drawbacks are that radio-frequency (RF)
signals, rather than baseband signals, need to be exchanged
over the fronthaul link and that analog-to-digital (ADC) and
digital-to-analog (DAC) converters need to operate at a much
higher sampling rate. To alleviate both problems, we focus on
an architecture in which the fronthaul links consist of optical
fibers, and the RF signals are mapped into a two-level (binary)
optical waveform, prior to transmission over the fiber. In the
following, we shall refer to this architecture as 1-bit radio-
over-fiber fronthaul. This architecture is advantageous in terms
of cost, power consumption, and scalability [11]. Indeed, the
use of binary optical waveforms allows us to leverage the re-
cent development of low-cost, high-speed optical components,
driven by the needs of, e.g., data centers. Also, it allows us to
use power-efficient 1-bit ADCs and DACs at the CU.

An alternative architecture based on analog radio-over-
fiber fronthaul has also been considered in the literature for
D-MIMO applications, see, e.g., [12], although no phase-
coherent downlink transmission based on uplink channel es-
timation has been demonstrated yet. In this alternative archi-
tecture, the RF signal is modulated directly onto the optical
carrier. This, however, makes this architecture less robust
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TABLE I
UPLINK MEASUREMENTS USING 1-BIT RADIO-OVER-FIBER FRONTHAUL

Ref. Type AGC Dither gen. Channel Bandwidth Fronthaul rate
[1] SISO No FPGA Cable 10 MHz 10 Gbps
[2] SISO No Sig. Gen. Cable 5 MHz NA
[3] SISO No FPGA Cable 20 MHz 10 Gbps
[4] SISO No NA Cable 5 MHz 3 Gbps

This work Multi-user-D-MIMO Yes FPGA Wireless 100 MHz 10 Gbps

toward nonlinearities occurring in the optical domain [11].

A. Previous Work

D-MIMO architectures based on the 1-bit radio-over-fiber
fronthaul have been studied previously in the literature [1]–
[4], [13]–[17]. In the downlink, bandpass sigma-delta (Σ∆)
modulation is used to map the RF signal into a two-level wave-
form [13]–[17]. At the CU, a 1-bit quantized and oversampled
version of the RF signal is then transmitted to the RRHs via
a two-level optical waveform. The desired RF signal is finally
obtained at each RRH via a bandpass filtering operation. In
the uplink, the RF signal is mapped into a two-level waveform
at the RRHs by means of a comparator, which is fed with the
RF signal and a suitably designed dither signal [1]–[4]. The
resulting two-level waveform is transmitted to the CU via the
fiber optical link, where it is sampled with 1-bit resolution.

Bandpass Σ∆-over-fiber for D-MIMO fronthaul was
demonstrated in [13], [16] via point-to-point measurements.
In [14], [15], [17], downlink transmission with multiple RRHs
was demonstrated. However, since only a downlink testbed
was available, the channel-state information needed for the
design of the precoder was transferred from the UEs to the
CU via a cable. In [1]–[4], point-to-point uplink reception was
demonstrated. The demonstrations involved only over-cable
measurements, in which an RF signal produced by a signal
generator was connected directly to one of the two ports of
the comparator. In [2], the dither signal was also produced by
a signal generator, whereas in [1], [3] it was generated at the
CU and conveyed to the RRH via the downlink fronthaul.

A theoretical analysis of the 1-bit quantized uplink is
presented in [18], [19]. In [18], the authors show analytically
and via simulations that the per-symbol error-vector magnitude
(EVM) degrades in the high SNR regime when dithering is not
used. The EVM degradation is caused by a high correlation
between the signal and the quantization noise. This corre-
lation can be mitigated via dithering, and satisfactory EVM
performance at high SNR can be achieved. Specifically, both
white Gaussian noise and uniformly distributed binary signals
were considered in [18] as possible dither signals. In [19], the
authors quantify the minimum fronthaul rate (sampling rate)
required, for a D-MIMO architecture with 1-bit radio-over-
fiber fronthaul and a fixed number of RRHs, to outperform
in terms of EVM a conventional co-located massive MIMO
architecture. Furthermore, the paper sheds light on the optimal
dithering power for the case of Gaussian dithering signal.

B. Contributions

We present a time-division duplex (TDD) D-MIMO testbed
with 1-bit radio-over-fiber fronthaul and multiple RRHs. Com-

pared to previous work on 1-bit radio-over-fiber fronthaul for
D-MIMO, our testbed implements both uplink and downlink,
and supports downlink spatial multiplexing via reciprocity-
based uplink channel estimation performed at the CU. Com-
pared to [1]–[4], the RRH receiver is complemented with
filters, a TDD switch, amplifiers, and automatic gain control
(AGC). In particular, the AGC provides a dynamic range to the
RRH receiver, which allows us to apply the same optimized
dither signal to received signals having different power. We
use point-to-point over-cable measurements to determine the
dynamic range available in the uplink, the ability of the
proposed architecture to support 5G waveforms, and also its
robustness against both in-band and out-of-band interference.

We also present over-the-air measurements involving reci-
procity calibration and downlink multi-user transmission based
on uplink channel estimation, for a CU connected to 3 RRHs
serving 2 UEs. Our measurements reveal that low EVM
can be achieved in both uplink and downlink, despite the
1-bit quantization, using quantization-unaware linear spatial
processing at the CU.

In Table I, we provide a summary of the uplink measure-
ments conducted in [1]–[4] using the 1-bit radio-over-fiber
fronthaul, as well as of the novel ones presented in this paper.

C. Paper Outline

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we detail the testbed architecture. In Section III, we discuss the
testbed hardware and its operations. In Section IV, we present
point-to-point over-cable measurements for downlink and up-
link. In Section V, we discuss system reciprocity calibration.
We present over-the-air multi-user D-MIMO measurements in
Section VI. Finally, we provide some concluding remarks in
Section VIII.

II. TESTBED ARCHITECTURE

A block diagram of the proposed D-MIMO testbed is
provided in Fig. 1. In the figure, we consider the case in which
a CU, connected to 3 RRHs, serves 2 UEs. The downlink
and uplink are illustrated by the upper (marked in blue) and
lower (marked in yellow) block chains, respectively. The signal
generation and digital signal processing are performed at the
CU, which is equipped with 1-bit DACs and ADCs, and is
connected to the RRHs via optical fibers, carrying binary
waveforms. In the next two subsections, we describe in detail
the uplink and downlink blocks.

A. Sigma-Delta-over-Fiber Downlink

At the CU, the coded information bits intended for each UE
are first modulated and precoded. Then, after pulse shaping,
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of the proposed TDD D-MIMO testbed. The downlink (upper block chain in blue) consists of the following blocks:
digital signal processing (DSP), 1-bit DAC, electrical-to-optical converter (E/O), optical fiber, optical-to-electrical converter (O/E), BPF, and
PA. The uplink (lower block chain in yellow) consists of the following blocks: BPF, AGC, comparator (Comp), E/O, optical fiber, O/E, 1-bit
ADC, and DSP. The dither signal in the uplink is conveyed to the RRHs via the downlink path, and reconstructed at the RRH by means of
a LPF. The frequency spectrum of the signals in different parts of the architecture is illustrated by the green plots, and the waveforms are
indicated by the dashed circles.

the baseband signal intended to each RRH is digitally up-
converted to RF and then transformed into an oversampled
1-bit stream by a bandpass Σ∆ modulator. This binary stream
is converted to an analog signal by a 1-bit DAC, fed to an
electrical-to-optical converter and sent to the corresponding
RRH over a fiber optical cable. At each RRH, the received
optical binary signal is converted to the electrical domain
by means of an optical-to-electrical converter. Thanks to the
properties of Σ∆ modulation, the RF signal is reconstructed
at the RRHs simply by means of bandpass filtering. Finally,
the resulting signal is passed through a power amplifier (PA)
and fed to the antenna port.

The principle of Σ∆ modulation is to use oversampling and
noise shaping to place the quantization noise introduced by the
1-bit DAC outside the bandwidth of the desired signal. As de-
scribed in, e.g., [20], the amount of in-band quantization noise
introduced by the Σ∆ modulator depends on two parameters:
1) the oversampling ratio

OSR =
fs
2W

, (1)

where fs is the sampling rate at which the bandpass Σ∆
modulator operates and W is the bandwidth of the RF signal,
and 2) the order of the Σ∆ modulator. Note that, the larger fs,
the lower the in-band quantization noise power. Furthermore,
the order of the Σ∆ modulator, i.e., the number of integrators,
determines the shape of the noise spectrum. The oversampling
ratio and the order of the modulator can thus be adapted to
achieve a desired in-band quantization noise power. However,
higher-order modulators are more difficult to build, introduce
more delay, consume more power, and are more prone to
instability. The parameters of the Σ∆ modulator implemented
in the testbed are provided in Section IV.

B. Dithered 1-bit Quantization Uplink

In the uplink, the RF signal at the antenna port of each
RRH is first passed through a bandpass filter (BPF), and then
through an AGC. The AGC ensures that the amplitude of the
filtered RF signal is within a desired range, to make dithering
effective. A binary representation of the RF signal is then
generated by feeding the output signal of the AGC and a dither
signal to the comparator. As demonstrated in, e.g., [18], non-
subtractive dithering can help whiten the quantization noise,
which results in an improved EVM, especially in the high-
SNR regime.

Similar to [2], [3], [21], [22], we use a baseband triangular
waveform as a dither signal. In our architecture, the dither
signal intended for each RRH is generated digitally at the CU.
This allows us to adapt the amplitude and the frequency of the
dither signal to match the characteristics of the received RF
signal. This dither signal is then baseband Σ∆-modulated and
conveyed to the RRHs via the downlink optical fibers, which
are idle during the uplink in our TDD architecture. At the
RRHs, the dither signal is reconstructed by means of a lowpass
filter (LPF). The binary output from the comparator, which
resembles a pulse-width modulated RF signal, is provided to
the electrical-to-optical converter and sent to the CU, where
it is fed to an optical-to-electrical converter and sampled by
a 1-bit ADC. Digital signal processing in the uplink includes
digital down-conversion, matched filtering, channel estimation,
spatial combining, demodulation, and decoding.

III. HARDWARE

The D-MIMO testbed operates at a carrier frequency of
2.35 GHz, which is dictated by the choice of the analog BPFs.
Specifically, the BPFs used in the testbed are bulk acoustic
wave reconstruction filters with 100 MHz bandwidth, centered
at 2.35 GHz. The CU consists of the field-programmable
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Fig. 2. An RRH printed circuit board. The following compo-
nents/functions are marked on the board: BPF, PA, LNA, AGC, and
LPF. The settings for the switch/LNA are marked as TX and RX and
the gain modes are marked as HI and LO.

gate array (FPGA) evaluation board Altera Stratix V GT
Transceiver Signal Integrity Development Kit [23] and a
computer. The FPGA evaluation board operates at a sampling
rate of 10 GS/s, and the digital ports are equipped with
SMA connectors. The digital signal processing is performed
offline on the computer using MATLAB. Specifically, Σ∆
modulation is implemented using the toolbox described in
[20]. Electrical-to-optical and optical-to-electrical conversions
are performed by the Avago AFBR-709SMZ small form-factor
pluggable+ (SFP+) optical transceivers [24]. Each SFP+ is
equipped with an 850 nm vertical-cavity surface-emitting laser
and photodetector, designed to support 10 Gigabit Ethernet.
The optical fiber cables in the testbed are 30 m long, of type
Optical Multimode 4. The electrical interface of the SFP+
offers differential input and output ports, which we use to
implement the comparator. A picture of the assembled RRH
is provided in Fig. 2. We next describe the components of the
transmitter, depicted in Fig. 3, and the receiver, depicted in
Fig. 4, in the RRH.

A. RRH Transmitter Components

The downlink two-level RF signal from the CU is received
at the RRH at the non-inverting electrical output port of the
SFP+. This signal is then passed through a reconstructing bulk
acoustic wave BPF,1 centered at 2.35 GHz and with 100 MHz
bandwidth. The output of the filter is fed to a PA,1 that has
35.8 dB linear gain within the 2.3–2.4 GHz frequency range.
We use a switch connecting the antenna to either the transmit-
ter or the receiver chain, to move between uplink and downlink
operations. Specifically, we use a combined switch/low-noise
amplifier (LNA) module. Switch synchronization is currently
implemented in the testbed by applying a common DC power
supply voltage to all RRHs. When the switch is in the transmit
state (downlink mode), the RF signal is connected directly to
the output port of the module. Before reaching the antenna
port, the downlink signal is passed through another bulk
acoustic wave BPF, which suppresses out-of-band emissions.

1This component is the same as the one used in [14].

SFP+PA

BPFBPF
Switch/LNA 

QPQ1287 QPC9314 QPA9424 QPQ1287

Fig. 3. Block diagram of the RRH transmitter components. It includes
two identical BPFs, a switch/LNA module, a PA, and an SFP+ optical
transceiver.

B. RRH Receiver Components

The RF signal received at the antenna port is filtered by
the bulk acoustic wave BPF and connected to the switch/LNA
module. When the switch is in the receive state (uplink mode),
the RF signal is connected to the LNA within the module. This
amplifier operates within the 2.3–2.7 GHz frequency range,
provides a high gain mode of 33 dB or a low gain mode
of 24 dB, and has a noise figure of 1.5 dB. We use only
the low gain mode during the measurements presented in
this paper. The AGC consists of a variable gain amplifier
(VGA), which is controlled via a voltage applied to its gain
control input port. The VGA operates within the 10 MHz–
3 GHz range, provides a 45 dB dynamic range (from −30 dB
to 15 dB), and has a noise figure of 12.5 dB. The voltage that
controls the VGA is generated by a demodulating logarithmic
amplifier, which acts as a power detector. The demodulating
logarithmic amplifier converts the RF signal at its input to
a voltage that is proportional to the RF signal power in dB.
We use this demodulating logarithmic amplifier to maintain
constant the average power of the signal at the output of
the VGA at approximately −30 dBm. To do so, we use a
20 dB coupler to feed back a fraction of the RF signal at the
output of the VGA to the demodulating logarithmic amplifier.
The demodulating logarithmic amplifier is designed such that
the adaptive controlling voltage does not change during 1 ms.
After the AGC loop, i.e., at the output of the coupler, the RF
signal is again amplified by an RF amplifier, to meet the input
voltage requirements of the comparator.

The Σ∆-modulated triangular dither signal, sent from the
CU via the fiber optical fronthaul, is received on the inverting
output port of the SFP+ module and filtered by a 180 MHz LPF
to remove out-of-band distortions. The resulting triangular
waveform is then amplified by a 15 dB intermediate-frequency
amplifier, operating within the 100 kHz–1 GHz range.

The output from the RF amplifier is fed to the SFP+ non-
inverting input port and the output from the intermediate
frequency amplifier is provided to the inverting input port.
The SFP+ thus serves both as comparator and electrical-to-
optical converter. Differential input voltages from 180 mV to
700 mV are supported by the SFP+.

IV. POINT-TO-POINT MEASUREMENTS

In this section, we present downlink and uplink over-cable
point-to-point measurements. The purpose of these measure-
ments is to investigate the RRH and fronthaul performance,
without involving the wireless channel. In all measurements,
we use 16QAM symbols, root-raised cosine pulse shaping with
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SFP+

BPF
QPQ1287 

Switch/LNA 
QPC9314 

VGA 
ADL5330 

Coupler (1)

LPF 
LFCN-180+ 

IF Amp
LTC-6433-15 

RF Amp 
MNA-6A+ 

Controller 
AD8318 

(1) DC2337J5020AHF

Fig. 4. Block diagram of the RRH receiver components. It includes a
BPF, a switch/LNA module, a VGA, a coupler, a demodulating loga-
rithmic amplifier, an RF amplifier, a LPF, an intermediate frequency
(IF) amplifier, and an SFP+.

FPGA

RRH

RRH

RRH

Oscilloscope
Computer

SMA Optical fiber

USB LAN

CU

Fig. 5. Setup for downlink over-cable measurements. The CU consists
of the computer and the FPGA evaluation board, which are connected
via a universal serial bus (USB). The oscilloscope has a 4 GHz
bandwidth and samples the signal at 10 GS/s.

a roll-off factor of 0.2, and 4th order Σ∆-modulation. A Σ∆-
modulator of order 4 strikes a good tradeoff between noise-
spectrum shaping and implementation complexity [20].

A. Point-to-Point Downlink Over-Cable Measurements

We measure the downlink performance for a 10 MBd single-
carrier RF signal in terms of EVM of the received constellation
symbols, by using the setup described in Fig. 5. The antenna
ports of the RRHs are connected to the input ports of the
oscilloscope Rohde & Schwarz RTO 1044, which is connected
to the computer via a LAN connection. We then compare
the EVM measured for this setup, with the one measured
for the case in which the FPGA is replaced by a pulse-
pattern generator (PPG). A PPG provides high-quality binary
waveforms with short rise time (8.5 ps). Our goal with these
two measurements is to separate the noise generated by the
RRHs and the fronthaul link, from the noise generated by the
FPGA evaluation board.

First, a single-carrier RF signal with 10 MBd symbol rate is
generated, bandpass Σ∆-modulated and written to the FPGA.
The binary waveforms at the output ports on the FPGA
evaluation board are transmitted over the optical links to the
RRHs.

In Fig. 6(a) and 6(b), we present the baseband and pass-
band power spectral densities of the signals received at the
oscilloscope, when the same 10 MBd signal is passed through
each of the three RRHs. We see from Fig. 6(a) that the power
spectral densities are very similar. Furthermore, the low noise
outside of the bandwidth of interest seen in Fig. 6(b) indicates
that the noise suppression of the BPFs is adequate. We show
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Fig. 6. (a) Welch power spectral density estimates of the in-band and
adjacent bands when using the FPGA as binary waveform transmitter.
(b) Welch power spectral density estimates from 0–fs/2 of the
RF signals when using the FPGA as binary waveform transmitter.
(c) Constellation diagram obtained using 3 RRHs and FPGA. (d)
Constellation diagram obtained using RRH 1 and PPG.

in Fig. 6(c) the corresponding received constellation diagrams,
which results in an EVM of 3.3% for all RRHs.

In Fig. 6(d), we present the constellation diagram for the
case in which the FPGA is replaced by the PPG and RRH
1 is used. The corresponding EVM is 2.3%. To understand
the cause behind this EVM difference, we analyze next in
detail the waveform generated by the FPGA and the PPG,
corresponding to the bit pattern [01010110] transmitted at
10 Gbps and repeated for 15µs. The waveforms are recorded
using a Keysight UXR0334A oscilloscope with a bandwidth of
33 GHz, which samples them at 128 GS/s. In Fig. 7 we provide
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FPGARRHVector Signal  
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Computer

SMA Optical fiber

USB LAN

CU

Fig. 8. Setup for uplink over-cable measurements.

a comparison between two snapshots of the two waveforms,
taken at two different time instances. We see from Fig. 7(a),
that, as expected, the pulses generated by the PPG have faster
rise time. As a consequence, the short pulses generated by
the FPGA have lower amplitude than the ones generated
by the PPG. In Fig. 7(b), we present a second snapshot,
recorded 1724 ns after the first snapshot. Compared to the first
snapshot, we see that the FPGA signal is now also affected
by an additional delay, which hints at a phase instability
of the FPGA output. This phase instability as well as the
amplitude reduction causes the additional noise observed in
the constellation diagram in Fig. 6(c), compared to Fig. 6(d).

B. Point-to-Point Uplink Over-Cable Measurements

To measure the uplink performance in terms of the EVM
of the received constellation symbols, we connect a Rohde &
Schwarz SMU 200A vector signal generator via SMA cable to
the antenna port of the RRH. The baseband signal is generated
in MATLAB and provided to the vector signal generator,
which performs frequency up-conversion. The measurement
setup is shown in Fig. 8.

1) Dithering Signal: We investigate the effect on the EVM
of changing the power and the frequency of the dither signal,
when feeding the RRH with a 10 MBd signal. During this
measurement, the average transmitted power is set to −40 dBm.

In Fig. 9, we present the EVM of the received constellation
symbols, as a function of the frequency and the power of
the dither signal. We observe that when the frequency of the
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Fig. 9. EVM of the received symbol constellation as a function of the
frequency and the power of the dither signal. The minimum EVM,
marked in the plot with a cross, is 4.5%. It is achieved for a dither
signal power of −4.5 dBm and frequency of 17 MHz.
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Fig. 10. The constellation diagram in (a) is obtained using a 5 MHz
dither signal at −11.5 dBm and in (b) using a 17 MHz dither signal
at −4.5 dBm.

dither signal is lower than the symbol rate of the transmit
signal (i.e., 10 MBd) or when the power of the dither signal
is below −8 dBm, the EVM is high. These results are in
accordance with the ones reported in [3], [21]. Furthermore,
we observe that changing the dither signal frequency and
power has little effect on the EVM when the frequency is
higher than 10 MHz and the power is higher than −8 dBm. The
smallest measured EVM is 4.5% and occurs at 17 MHz and
−4.5 dBm, but many combinations of dither signal frequency
and power yield similar performance.

To illustrate the cause of the high EVM experienced when
the choice of the power and frequency of the dither signal
are suboptimal, we present in Fig. 10(a) the received con-
stellation diagram for a poor choice of dither-signal power
and frequency. We observe from the figure that the signal is
severely distorted by the 1-bit quantization. In comparison,
we illustrate in Fig. 10(b) the constellation diagram for a
good choice of dither-signal power and frequency. We note
that the EVM is greatly improved and that, differently from
Fig. 10(a), the noise exhibits a circular symmetry around each
constellation point.

2) Dynamic Range: We investigate the dynamic range of
the RRHs by measuring the EVM of the received constellation
symbols for different values of the transmit signal power
and a fixed dither signal. The measurements are conducted
using the same signal parameters as for the dither analysis.
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point, we provide the standard deviation, based on ten measurements.
The simulated EVM, obtained by assuming ideal hardware compo-
nents, is marked with a dashed line.

Furthermore, the dither frequency is set to 16 MHz and the
power to −4.5 dBm.

In Fig. 11, we report the measured EVM as a function of
the average transmitted RF signal power. The error bar at each
measurement point marks the standard deviation, estimated
based on ten measurements. From the figure, we obtain the
following insights: the flatness of the EVM curves in the
interval [−60 dBm, −18 dBm] shows that the AGC keeps the
average RF signal power constant within 42 dB, which is
close to the declared dynamic range of the VGA (45 dB).
The VGA has a constant noise figure; hence, the variable
gain causes a change in the SNR of the signal. However, we
see from the figure that the EVM is approximately constant
over the dynamic range of the AGC, which implies that this
SNR change is negligible. At the knee appearing just around
−18 dBm, the VGA operates at −30 dB gain. For a transmitted
power higher than −18 dBm, the VGA operates non-linearly
and the signal-to-dither power ratio is sub-optimal. At around
−60 dBm, the VGA operates at 15 dB gain. For a transmitted
power lower than this, the resulting low SNR, the VGA non-
linearity, and the non-ideal dither signal properties contribute
to the degradation in EVM.

In the figure, we include also a simulated EVM of 2.7%,
obtained by assuming ideal quantization, Σ∆-modulated and
lowpass filtered dither signal, and additive white Gaussian
noise with power equal to −26.6 dBm prior to dithering. This
value of noise power is obtained by assuming a thermal noise
of 290 K at the RRH antenna port, and using the noise figures,
the gain of the amplifiers, and the bandwidths reported in the
component data sheets to calculate the corresponding noise
power. Specifically, we use for the LNA, VGA and the RF
amplifier the noise figures of 1.5, 12.5 and 2.7 dB, respectively.
This noise model is used in the remaining simulations of the
receiver. The difference between the simulated and measured
EVM within the dynamic range reveals that the noise caused
by the amplifiers in the RRH is not the only source of
noise in the system. Additional noise may be caused by
the optical transceiver components as well as by non-ideal
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Fig. 12. Input voltage to the FPGA digital port and 1-bit samples
obtained by applying the sign-function.

quantization and sampling in the CU. This is discussed further
in Section IV-B3.

3) Sampling and Quantization Errors at the CU: As shown
in Fig. 11, additional noise sources cause a degradation
between 3% and 4% of the EVM. To investigate potential
errors introduced during quantization in the SFP+, we connect
the output of the SFP+ at the CU to a Keysight UXR0334A
oscilloscope operating at 128 GS/s, and measure the signal
voltage. The result is illustrated in Fig. 12. We start by noting
that the input voltage to the FPGA is the output of the
comparator at the RRH, after it is passed through the SFP+ at
the RRH, the fiber-optical cable, and the SFP+ at the CU. This
waveform should ideally be a two-level waveform consisting
of pulses of essentially arbitrary width. Indeed, the width of a
pulse is determined by the distance between two consecutive
zero crossings of the signal obtained by subtracting the dither
signal from the filtered RF signal received at the RRH.2 The
actual input voltage is a low-pass filtered version of a two-
level waveform. We measure an average rise and fall-time
of 54 ps of the input voltage pulses. Hence, if the separation
between two zero crossings is less than 54 ps, the input to the
FPGA will be significantly distorted. Such a distorted pulse is
observed in Fig. 12 at around 4 ns, which may cause the FPGA
decision circuitry to generate a bit at random. We assessed
the impact of the FPGA sampling by applying in the digital
domain the sign function to the recorded input voltage to
the FPGA and by using the corresponding quantized signal
to perform demodulation. This signal is illustrated by the
blue curve in Fig. 12. This resulted in an EVM improvement
of about 1%, compared to when the signal is sampled by
the FPGA, which partly explains the discrepancy of 3%–4%
between simulated and measured EVM.

4) Bandwidth: The bandwidth of the receiver is de-
termined by the bandwidth of the analog components in
the RRH. The BPFs have a bandwidth of 100 MHz (2.3–
2.4 GHz), and the lower cutoff frequency of the LNA is
2.3 GHz. A reasonable assumption is that the receiver RF-
chain in the RRH will not have a flat frequency response

2Note that the FPGA sampling rate is 10 GS/s. Hence, the minimum
duration of the pulses of the 1-bit waveform in Fig. 12 is 0.1 ns.
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for input signals whose bandwidth is close to the band-
width of the RRH components. We investigate the band-
width limitation of the RRH by presenting the EVM ob-
tainable when receiving signals with symbol rate Rs ∈
{10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80, 90} MBd. For the case of root-
raised cosine pulse shaped single-carrier signal with a roll-off
factor of α = 0.2, the corresponding bandwidth, computed
as Rs(1 + α), is {12, 24, 36, 48, 60, 72, 84, 96, 108} MHz,
respectively. Since the Rohde & Schwarz SMU 200A vec-
tor signal generator we used for the measurements in Sec-
tion IV-B can generate signals with a maximum bandwidth
of 50 MHz, we use instead the Agilent Technologies M9502A
arbitrary waveform generator. The average power of the input
signal and of the dither signal are set to −30 dBm and
−4.5 dBm, respectively, and we use the dither frequencies
{16, 22, 31, 37, 45, 61, 69, 77, 81} MHz, which are found via
an exhaustive search of the lowest EVM. Furthermore, we
compensate for possible inter-symbol interference caused by
the hardware by passing the received signal through an L-
tap equalizer, before demodulation. The equalizer weights are
obtained by least-square channel estimation.

In Fig. 13, we present the measured EVM for single-
carrier modulation with single- and ten-tap equalization, and
the corresponding simulated EVM.3 In the simulations, we
assume the receiver response to be frequency flat. As shown
in the figure, for the scenario considered in this section, the
EVM increases as a function of the signal bandwidth. For
the case L = 1, we see that this increase is roughly linear
up to 60 MHz, after which the EVM appears to increase
faster than linear. For the case L = 10, the linear increase
of the EVM holds up to 84 MHz. Furthermore, the resulting
EVM values are lower than for the case L = 1. This
confirms that the frequency response of the RRH is not flat for
bandwidths larger than 60 MHz. According to the long-term
evolution (LTE) and new radio (NR) standards, the minimum
EVM requirement for 16QAM orthogonal frequency-division
multiplexing (OFDM) signals is 12.5%, and it is 17.5% for
QPSK [25], [26]. Although we use single-carrier signals in this
work, we consider an EVM below these levels satisfactory.
It follows from the results in Fig. 13 that satisfactory EVM
is achieved with the ten-tap equalizer for bandwidths up to
72 MHz for 16QAM, and up to 96 MHz for QPSK.

In Fig. 13 we studied the dependence of the EVM on the
signal bandwidth for a fixed sampling rate of 10 GS/s. In
Fig. 14, we simulate the impact on the EVM of the sampling
rate. As shown in the figure, increasing the sampling rate
beyond 10 GS/s is beneficial when the symbol rate is 100 MBd,
whereas this has only a modest impact on the EVM when the
symbol rate is smaller than 40 MBd. In general, as discussed
in [19], the choice of the sampling rate involves a trade-off
between system performance and fronthaul rate.

5) OFDM Waveform: So far, all reported measurements
pertain the transmission of a single-carrier signal. However,
such a signal is not relevant for 5G, which uses instead OFDM.
To investigate weather our 1-bit radio-over-fiber fronthaul
architecture can support OFDM, we perform an over-cable

3The curves with the OFDM label will be discussed in Section IV-B5.
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measurement in which an OFDM waveform of −30 dBm
average power is fed into the antenna port of an RRH.

In accordance with the NR numerology, we use 60 kHz
sub-carrier spacing, and a symbol duration (excluding cyclic
prefix) of 16.67µs. Furthermore, we use least-square channel
estimation with a delay-domain window of 20 samples on a
Zadoff-Chu pilot sequence. The pilot sequence is defined by
3GPP in [27]. The power and frequency of the dither signal
are not optimized. Rather, we use the values that were optimal
in a similar single-carrier measurement.

In Fig. 13, we present both simulated and measured EVM
values as a function of the signal bandwidth. The EVM curves
show a similar trend as in the single-carrier case; however,
the EVM values are slightly larger. This is expected, since the
testbed is not optimized for the OFDM waveform. Despite this,
satisfactory EVM is achieved for bandwidths up to 67 MHz for
16QAM and up to 87 MHz for QPSK.

6) Multi-User Reception, In-Band Interference: In practical
D-MIMO deployment scenarios, the received signal at the
RRH may consist of the superposition of signals from different
UEs. The case in which these signals have significantly
different power may be problematic for the 1-bit radio-over-
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Fig. 15. Simulated and measured average per-symbol EVM versus
the SIR, for the case of in-band interference.

fiber architecture, since the dither signal will be optimal only
for the stronger among the received signals.

To investigate this scenario, we perform an over-cable
measurement where the signal connected to the RRH consists
of the superposition of two single-carrier signals at the same
frequency, one with fixed power PUE1 = −30 dBm, and one
with variable power PUE2. At the CU, we decode the signal
with power PUE1, treating the other signal as noise.

In Fig. 15, we report the measured and simulated EVM in
dB as a function of SIR 10 log10(PUE1/PUE2), for a signal
with 10 MBd symbol rate. For reference, we include also the
simulated EVM for the case of no quantization and infinite
SNR, and the measured EVM without interference.

We observe that when the SIR is equal to 15 dB or lower,
measured and simulated EVM coincide with the simulated
EVM for the case of no quantization and infinite SNR. This
implies that, in this regime, the in-band interference dominates
over both the thermal and the quantization noise. As the SIR
increases, the measured EVM converges rapidly to the one
measured in the absence of inter-symbol interference. This
suggests that the 1-bit radio-over-fiber fronthaul architecture
is no more sensitive to this kind of interference than any other
architecture.

7) Multi-User Reception, Out-of-Band Interference: Next,
we consider the case of out-of-band interference, i.e., interfer-
ence from a signal transmitted in a bandwidth adjacent to the
one of the desired signal.

We consider the transmission of two 4 MBd signals centered
at 2.3475 GHz and 2.3525 GHz, respectively. We fix the power
PUE1 of the first signal to −30 dBm and vary the power PUE2 of
the second signal. The dither signal power is optimized for the
case in which the SIR is 15 dB. The dither signal frequency is
set to 12 MHz and its power to −6 dBm. At the CU, we decode
both signals, each time treating the other signal as noise.

In Fig. 16, we present simulated and measured EVM for
both signals, as a function of the SIR. As expected, when
the SIR is 0 dB, the two signals have the same EVM since
they are subject to the same level of interference. As the
SIR increases, the EVM of the first signal decreases, although
slightly, whereas the EVM of the second signal deteriorates.
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Fig. 16. Simulated and measured EVM versus the SIR, for the case
of out-of-band interference.

Note though that 16QAM/QPSK can still be supported even
when PUE2 is 13 dB/16 dB below PUE1, respectively.

In a D-MIMO setting, where the number of RRHs is large
compared to the UEs, each UE is likely to generate a strong
signal only for a subset of RRHs. By requiring that only these
RRHs will serve the UE, one can provide reliable service to
all UEs in the network.

V. SYSTEM CALIBRATION FOR OVER-THE-AIR
MEASUREMENTS

Having confirmed via point-to-point over-cable measure-
ments that low EVM can be achieved, we now consider over-
the-air D-MIMO measurements. In centralized D-MIMO, the
uplink channel estimates pertain an effective channel that in-
cludes the propagation channel, the RRHs, and the fronthaul. A
precoding matrix that is based on the uplink channel estimates
will then perform poorly if the uplink and downlink hardware
are non-reciprocal, i.e., if they affect the signal amplitude and
phase differently. Specifically, the effective baseband uplink
channel can be modelled as HUL = RRRHHTUE, where
RRRH = diag(rRRH

1 , . . . , rRRH
B ) and TUE = diag(tUE

1 , . . . , tUE
U )

represent the complex-valued gains introduced in the uplink
by the B RRHs, the fronthaul, and the U UEs, respectively,
and H ∈ CB×U is the reciprocal channel matrix. Similarly,
the effective downlink channel is HT

DL = RUEH
TTRRH, where

RUE = diag(rUE
1 , . . . , rUE

U ) and TRRH = diag(tRRH
1 , . . . , tRRH

B )
represent the complex-valued gains introduced in the down-
link, by the B RRHs, the fronthaul, and the U UEs.

We assess reciprocity by measuring HUL and HDL, using the
setup depicted in Fig. 17, but for a single UE. The vector signal
generator acts as a UE transmitter and the oscilloscope acts
as a UE receiver. Since this measurement equipment emulates
ideal transmitter and receiver hardware at the UE, we assume
that TUE = RUE = IU . Furthermore, a common clock is
shared between the FPGA, the oscilloscope, and the signal
generator, to avoid carrier frequency offsets.

We compare the channel estimates ĤUL and ĤDL, to assess
if reciprocity calibration is required. The estimate ĤUL is
obtained by orthogonal pilot transmission from the UE to the
RRHs, and ĤDL is obtained by orthogonal pilot transmission
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Fig. 17. Setup for multi-user D-MIMO over-the-air measurements.
The computer is connected via LAN to the vector signal generator
and the oscilloscope, which emulates 2 UE transmitters and receivers,
respectively.
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from the RRHs to the UE. The normalized least-square chan-
nel estimates are presented in Fig. 18. We observe that the
maximum phase difference between two entries corresponding
to the same RRH in ĤUL and ĤDL is 75◦. Hence, the fronthaul
is not reciprocal and one needs to perform a reciprocity
calibration.

To do so, we use the algorithm proposed in [28], in which
calibration is achieved by exchanging signals over the air
between all RRHs. The setup is illustrated in Fig. 19. A
calibration matrix C = TRRHR

−1
RRH = diag( t

RRH
1

rRRH
1

, . . . ,
tRRH
B

rRRH
B

)

is found based on an initial guess of C, followed by an
iterative gradient search. Specifically, the cost function J =
||y −RRRHHTRRHx||2+p, where y is the received baseband
signal, x is the transmitted baseband signal, and p is a penalty
term, is minimized until a threshold tolerance is fulfilled. The
precoder based on uplink channel estimates is then multiplied
with C−1, to compensate for the lack of reciprocity. We
discuss the accuracy of the reciprocity calibration in the next
section.

VI. D-MIMO OVER-THE-AIR MEASUREMENTS

In this section, we present multi-user D-MIMO over-the-air
measurements for the case in which 3 RRHs serve simultane-
ously 2 UEs. A vector signal generator and an oscilloscope act
as the transmitter and receiver for the two UEs, respectively.

Computer

Optical fiber

USB

RRH

RRH

RRH

FPGA

CU

Fig. 19. Setup for over-the-air reciprocity calibration. All RRHs
exchange signals with each other.

Fig. 20. The testbed used for D-MIMO measurements. The instru-
ments are numbered as 1. Oscilloscope, 2. Vector signal generator, 3.
UE antennas, 4. Reference oscillator for FPGA, 5. FPGA evaluation
board, 6. DC power supplies, 7. Optical fiber cables, 8. RRHs.

The setup is illustrated in Fig. 17, and a picture of the
equipment is presented in Fig. 20. We consider a line-of-sight
scenario, with approximately 2 m distance between the UEs
and the RRHs. Furthermore, the two UEs are approximately
1 m apart and the distance between the RRHs is 1 m. The
measurement distances are limited due to the DC power supply
that is shared between all RRHs to control the TDD switch.

A. Downlink
We measure the EVM of the received constellation symbols

at the UEs when using either ĤDL or ĤUL to create a
zero-forcing precoding matrix. Specifically, the zero-forcing
precoding matrix based on ĤDL is PDL = Ĥ∗

DL(Ĥ
T
DLĤ

∗
DL)

−1.
Similarly, the zero-forcing precoding matrix based on ĤUL is
PUL = Ĥ∗

UL(Ĥ
T
ULĤ

∗
UL)

−1. We also measure the EVM at the
UEs when precoding with either PUL or C−1PUL to evaluate
the impact of reciprocity calibration.

The constellation diagram and the EVM for the three
different precoders are presented in Fig. 21, for the case of
a 16QAM signal with 5 MBd symbol rate. Fig. 21(a) and
21(b) display the received constellation diagrams at the UEs
when PDL is used for precoding. The measured EVM are
3.7% for UE 1 and 3.8% for UE 2, which implies that the
two UEs experience similar SNR and that interference is low.
In Fig. 21(c) and 21(d), we present the same results for the
case in which PUL is used for precoding, without reciprocity
calibration. The measured EVM are 89.8% for UE 1 and
84.4% for UE 2, which is clearly not satisfactory. In Fig. 21(e)
and 21(f), C−1PUL is used for precoding. The measured
EVM are 6.4% for UE 1 and 10.9% for UE 2. This confirms
that reciprocity calibration is necessary in our setup for TDD
operations based on an uplink pilot transmission.

The degradation in EVM when using C−1PUL (Fig. 21(e)
and 21(f)) compared to PDL (Fig. 21(a) and 21(b)) for
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Fig. 21. Constellation diagrams obtained using the precoder based on
channel estimation via orthogonal downlink pilots (PDL), display in
(a) 3.7% EVM, and in (b) 3.8% EVM. Constellation diagrams ob-
tained using the precoder based on channel estimation via orthogonal
uplink pilots (PUL), display in (c) 89.8% EVM, and in (d) 84.4%
EVM. Constellation diagrams obtained using the precoder based on
channel estimation via orthogonal uplink pilots, and calibration is
performed (C−1PUL), display in (e) 6.4% EVM, and in (f) 10.9%
EVM.

downlink precoding indicates imperfect channel estimation
and/or calibration. Also, UE 2 experiences larger EVM than
UE 1, which indicates that the reciprocity calibration can be
improved. A cause of error is that digital signal processing
is performed offline, which involves delays in the order of
minutes between when the calibration matrix C is estimated
and when it is used.

B. Uplink

We measure the EVM of the received constellation symbols
at the CU, after zero-forcing combining. Specifically, 16QAM
modulated signals with 5 MBd symbol rate are transmitted
from the two UEs simultaneously. The channel estimate ĤUL
is obtained from pilot transmission from the UEs. The dither
frequency is 12 MHz, and the power is −4.5 dBm. In Fig. 22,
the results are displayed in terms of constellation diagrams.
The corresponding measured EVM are 5.2% for the signal
received from UE 1 and 6.9% for the signal received from
UE 2.
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Fig. 22. Constellation diagrams for the received signals at the CU
displaying in (a) 5.2% EVM and in (b) 6.9% EVM.

We observe that low EVM can be achieved for multi-user
uplink transmission, despite the nonlinearity that is introduced
by the 1-bit sampling. Furthermore, we observe that, for this
particular measurement scenario, the measured EVM per UE
is in the same range as the one measured over cable and
presented in Fig. 11 (5% to 7%). This confirms that the
interference between UEs is low and that quantization-unaware
spatial processing provides low EVM per UE.

In summary, we conclude that our testbed supports multi-
user D-MIMO when equipped with 3 RRHs serving 2 UEs.

VII. DISCUSSION

The experiments conducted in the paper involve just 3
RRHs. In practice, a much larger number of RRHs need to be
considered to reap the benefits of D-MIMO. In the following,
we present some remarks on the scalability of the proposed
architecture.

• Number of RRHs: The RRHs in the proposed architec-
ture are based on inexpensive, off-the-shelf components.
Hence, the proposed architecture remains low-cost even
when the number of RRHs increases. Since each RRH
needs to be connected to the CU via a fiber-optical cable,
the number of RRHs that can be deployed is eventually
limited by the number of optical ports available at the
CU and by the processing speed of the CU. This makes
the proposed architecture promising for local D-MIMO
deployments.

• Bandwidth: The sampling rate of 10 GS/s of the proposed
architecture effectively limits both the carrier frequency
and the bandwidth of the transmitted signal. In the paper,
we have assumed a carrier frequency of 2.35 GHz and
a bandwidth of up to 100 MHz. Other carrier frequen-
cies and larger bandwidths can be considered, but this
would require one to reoptimize the dither signal and
to exchange some of the hardware components at the
RRHs (specifically, the BPF and the LPF). Also, as shown
in Fig. 14, it is beneficial to increase the sampling rate
beyond 10 GS/s when the bandwidth of the transmitted
signal is larger than 40 MHz. Extensions of the proposed
downlink architecture to mm-wave frequencies have been
proposed in the literature, and bandwidths up to 700 MHz
have been considered [29]. Carrier aggregation, which is
used primarily in the downlink, can also be supported;
indeed, as shown in [30], Σ∆ modulation is compatible
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with carrier aggregation: one just needs to equip the
RRHs with a set of reconstruction BPFs at the desired
central frequencies.

• Coverage: The 42 dB dynamic range of the AGC at the
RRHs determines the coverage of each RRH. If we use
the indoor office channel model defined in [31] and we
assume that the transmit power of the UE is 23 dBm,
we obtain a maximum non-line-of-sight range of 60 m.
This implies that each RRH will be able to serve only
UEs located within this relatively narrow range. As a
result, TDD switching issues are avoided. We would
like to emphasize that, using single-mode fiber-optical
fronthaul, distances of up to 40 km are supported. Thus,
the proposed optical fronthaul architecture is not the
limiting factor in terms of coverage.

Measurements for more realistic scenarios, with larger UE–
RRH distances, and a larger number of RRHs, will be part of
future works.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We have presented both over-cable and over-the-air uplink
and downlink measurements for a D-MIMO testbed operating
in TDD mode and involving a 1-bit radio-over-fiber fron-
thaul. In the proposed architecture, frequency up- and down-
conversion are performed at the CU. As a consequence, the
RRHs do not contain oscillators and mixers, and do not need
to be synchronized to enable coherent spatial processing.

We showed that the RRHs can be manufactured using
low-cost off-the-shelf components. Our uplink and downlink
measured EVM results for the case of 3 RRHs serving 2
UEs show that a satisfactory EVM can be achieved by using
linear spatial processing such as zero-forcing, despite the
nonlinearity introduced by the 1-bit quantization operation, at
the cost of a large oversampling ratio.

We remark that additional RRHs can be added to our
measurement setup, with the main limitation being the number
of ports available on the FPGA. This makes the proposed
architecture scalable.

The distance at which the RRHs can be placed in our testbed
is currently limited by the TDD switch synchronization, which
is implemented by sharing a DC power supply between the
RRHs. As part of future work, we plan to control each switch
via a data-channel cable between the CU and the RRH, to
be deployed together with the optical fiber, as part of the
fronthaul.
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