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Study of Clustering Techniques and Scheduling Algorithms

with Fairness for Cell-Free MIMO Networks

Saeed Mashdour and Rodrigo C. de Lamare

Abstract—In this work, we propose a clustering technique
based on information rates for cell-free massive multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) networks. Unlike existing clustering
approaches that rely on the large scale fading coefficients of the
channels and user-centric techniques, we develop an approach
that is based on the information rates of cell-free massive MIMO
networks. We also devise a resource allocation technique to
incorporate the proposed clustering and schedule users with
fairness. An analysis of the proposed clustering approach based
on information rates is carried out along with an assessment
of its benefits for scheduling. Numerical results show that the
proposed techniques outperform existing approaches.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, cell-free, clustering, AP selec-
tion, resource allocation, sum-rate.

I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-

output (CF-mMIMO) networks, initially presented in the

works of [1], [2], emerged as a promising approach to

address requisites such as ubiquitous high data rates, consistent

quality of service (QoS), and high reliability. In CF networks,

numerous access points (APs) serve a smaller number of user

equipments (UEs) using identical time-frequency resources.

The CF-mMIMO concept is suitable for improving the cover-

age and providing a more uniform performance across UEs.

To effectively obtain the benefits of CF-mMIMO networks

while ensuring manageable complexity and signaling, the

literature describes several clustering strategies [3], [4], [5],

[6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14], [15]. In order

to achieve high performance and reduced complexity in com-

parison to CF networks, the user-centric CF (UCCF) strategy

that utilizes clustering based on UEs has been advocated [3],

[4], [5], [6], [7], ensuring that each UE is supported by a

designated cluster of APs. In this strategy, various criteria are

applied for AP clustering. In [16], AP clustering is done by

defining a specific serving cluster of APs for each UE based

on the large scale fading (LSF). The work of [17] determines

AP clustering using the signal to noise ratio of the UE and

stochastic geometry theory. The work in [18] uses multi-agent

reinforcement learning (MARL) for APs to autonomously

decide which UEs to serve in dynamic CF-mMIMO networks,

showing improved AP clustering performance.

Another crucial aspect of CF networks is resource allocation

to ensure a fair distribution of resources among UEs and opti-

mize spectral efficiency. In [19], the study focuses on resource

allocation in CF-mMIMO networks, presenting an algorithm

for power reduction that maintains UEs downlink spectral

efficiency needs. The work of [20] introduced a resource
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allocation strategy for network slicing-based CF-mMIMO

networks to optimize infrastructure operator revenue while

preserving network service quality. In [16], resource allocation

in CF-mMIMO networks have been addressed by formulating

the problem as a weighted sum rate maximization, ensuring

efficient utilization of network resources to enhance overall

system performance. In [21], user association in scalable CF-

mMIMO systems was considered for uplink scenarios using

the Hungarian algorithm to maximize the system’s uplink sum-

rate. In [11], a sequential multiuser scheduling and power

allocation (SMSPA) scheme was proposed to enhance the sum-

rate performance of the CF and clustered CF MIMO networks.

In this work, we employ a user-centric clustering approach

for downlink scenarios in CF-mMIMO networks, selecting

APs for each UE based on a threshold of information rates,

which ensures individualized service quality and efficiently

utilizes network resources. Unique to our method is a con-

straint that increases the minimum number of APs dedicated to

serving each UE. This approach ensures a higher service qual-

ity, as it guarantees that each UE has sufficient AP coverage.

We also devise a resource allocation technique to incorporate

the proposed clustering and schedule users with fairness.

An analysis of the proposed clustering approach based on

information rates is carried out along with an assessment of

its benefits for scheduling. Numerical results show that the

proposed techniques outperform existing approaches.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section II,

the system model including different network structures and

the related sum-rate expressions are presented. In Section III,

the proposed technique for AP selection is introduced. Section

IV presents the resource allocation problem that schedules

multiple users with fairness. In Section V, the results are pre-

sented and discussed, and Section VI draws the conclusions.

II. SYSTEM MODELS

In this section, we describe CF-mMIMO and UCCF network

models along with their sum-rates.

A. CF-mMIMO Network Model

We describe the downlink of a CF-mMIMO network with

L APs arranged randomly, each equipped with N antennas

uniformly spaced and K single-antenna UEs randomly dis-

tributed. It is assumed that the number of UEs greatly exceeds

M = LN as the total number of AP antennas, i.e., K ≫ M .

Thus, it is necessary to schedule n ≤ M out of K UEs.

The channel coefficient linking the mth AP antenna and

the kth UE is given by gm,k =
√

βm,khm,k, where βm,k

is the large-scale fading coefficient, and hm,k ∼ CN (0, 1)
is the small-scale fading coefficient defined as independent

and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables (RVs) that

are constant within a coherence interval and independent
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across different coherence intervals [2]. The downlink signal

is expressed as

y =
√
ρfG

TPx+w, (1)

where ρf is the maximum transmitted power of each antenna.

The channel matrix G = Ĝ + G̃ ∈ CLN×n encompasses the

channel estimate Ĝ and estimation error G̃ which models CSI

imperfections. The entries of Ĝ and G̃ are independent zero-

mean variables and the estimation error is assumed to remain

sufficiently small for communication. The entries of G are

denoted by [G]m,k = gmk. P ∈ CLN×n is the linear precoder

matrix, and x = [x1, · · · , xn]
T

is the zero-mean symbol vector

with x ∼ CN (0, In) and w = [w1, · · · , wn]
T

is the additive

noise vector, where w ∼ CN
(

0, σ2
wIn
)

. We note that several

linear and non linear precoders [22], [23], [24], [25], [26],

[27], [28], [29], [30], [31], [32], [33], [34], [35], [36], [37]

could be considered in this context. We assume Gaussian

signaling, statistical independence among elements of x, as

well as independence from all noise and channel coefficients.

Consequently, the sum-rate of the CF system is computed as

SRcf = log2 (det [Rcf + In]) , (2)

where the covariance matrix Rcf is given by

Rcf = ρf Ĝ
T

PPHĜ
∗
(

ρf G̃
T

PPHG̃
∗
+ σ2

wIn

)−1

. (3)

B. UCCF Network Model

We utilize a UCCF massive MIMO network as illustrated

in Fig. 1, where each UE is served by a subset of APs. The

downlink received signal in this network is modeled as:

y =
√
ρfGT

a Pax + w. (4)

Similar to the CF network, the sum-rate of the UCCF system

is given by

RUC = log2 (det [RUC + IK ]) , (5)

where the matrix RUC is

RUC = ρf Ĝ
T

a PaPH
a Ĝ

∗

a

(

ρf G̃
T

a PaPH
a G̃

∗

a + σ2
wIK

)−1

, (6)

and x and w are statistically independent.

The channel and precoder matrices in a UCCF network are

considered as Ga = [ga1, · · · , gan] and Pa as a function of

Ga, respectively, where gak ∈ CLN×1, k ∈ {1, · · · , n}. We

define gak = Akgk where Ak = diag (ak1, · · · , akLN ) are

diagonal matrices with entries given by

akl =

{

1 if l ∈ Uk

0 if l /∈ Uk
, l ∈ {1, · · · , LN} , (7)

where Uk denotes the subset of APs serving kth UE, gk ∈
CLN×1, k ∈ {1, · · · , n} is the kth column of the LN ×n CF

channel matrix G = [g1, · · · , gn].

III. PROPOSED CLUSTERING BASED ON INFORMATION

RATES

The selection of APs for serving UEs in wireless networks,

known as clustering, can be based on various criteria. In this

section, we first review standard clustering based on the Large

Scale Fading (LSF) criterion. Then, we present a method based

on the sum-rate (SR) criterion denoted Boosted SR (BSR) to

obtain enhanced AP clustering.

Fig. 1. User-centric cell free network.

A. Clustering Based on Large Scale Fading

Clustering based on the LSF approach relies on large-scale

propagation characteristics like path loss and shadowing to

select the potential APs for the UEs. LSF focuses on the

average signal reduction over large distances and does not take

into account certain features of the wireless environment.

For AP clustering using this method, AP m with an average

channel gain to user k above a chosen threshold αlsf is

considered so that βmk ≥ αlsf where βmk stands for the large

scale fading coefficient. For the users which this condition

is not met by any AP, a single AP with the largest average

channel gain is selected as the corresponding subset [16].

Thus, the selected AP set for user k is

Uk,lsf = {m : βmk ≥ αlsf } ∪
{

argmax βmk
m

}

(8)

where the threshold is set as

αlsf =
1

LNK

LN
∑

m=1

K
∑

k=1

βmk (9)

So that the channels with large gains are considered for each

user while channels with small gains are discarded [14]. The

use of LSF ensures UEs are linked to APs within a close

range, accommodating signal variability due to obstacles or

distance, and allowing a flexible network structure. However,

this method does not consider instantaneous channel condi-

tions or specific UE requirements. While it has its merits and

provides a reasonable account of the wireless environment, it

might not offer the optimal AP choices in all scenarios due

to its macroscopic perspective. Since it is not customized to

instantaneous channel conditions or to enhancing information

rates, it might result in losses of spectral efficiency.

B. Proposed Clustering Based on the Sum-Rate

In this section, we introduce AP clustering based on the

SR criterion. Then an analysis of the proposed approach is

presented. This approach focuses on the sum-rate that can

be achieved between an AP and UEs while ensuring reliable

communication. It accounts for various factors such as the

actual channel gain, the channel estimation error and noise,

which influence the communication quality and information

rates. By using SR as a criterion, the method ensures that

UEs are served by APs based on their performance and the

rate they can offer. The downlink signal model from AP m to

UE k is represented by
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ykm =
√
ρf ĝ

T
kmpkx+

√
ρf g̃

T
kmpkx+ wk, (10)

where ĝkm represents the true channel gain between AP m to

UE k, g̃km is the estimation error of the channel gain, pk ∈
CLN×1 represents the precoder to UE k. Assuming Gaussian

signaling, the rate from AP m to UE k is given by

SRkm = log2

(

1 +

√
ρf |ĝkm|2 pH

k pk
√
ρf |g̃km|2 pH

k pk + σ2
w

)

. (11)

Hence, for effective AP selection, we adopt the average of the

rates across all UEs and APs. To ensure efficient coverage and

quality of service, every UE should ideally be served by an

AP or a cluster of APs that can offer a rate greater than or

equal to an average rate αsrc defined as

αsrc =
1

KM

K
∑

k=1

M
∑

m=1

SRkm (12)

Indeed, for each UE, the APs with rates exceeding αsrc are

designated as the AP cluster catering to that UE. However,

there might be scenarios that no AP can offer a rate meeting

this criterion for a particular UE. To address such situations,

the UE will be served by the AP that yields the highest rate

even if it is below the desired benchmark. Consequently, the

cluster of APs chosen to serve UE k is defined as

Uk,asr = {m : SRkm ≥ αsrc } ∪
{

argmax SRkm
m

}

. (13)

In basic terms, this method prioritizes the information rates

over traditionally used metrics ensuring that UEs are served

by the APs that can provide the best information rates in any

scenario. To ensure that the approach in (13) works well, we

also impose a constraint that inscreases the minimum number

of APs dedicated to serving each UE. The BSR algorithm uses

a dynamic approach to AP clustering, prioritizing sum rates

for communication quality and network efficiency. The BSR

algorithm is summarized in Algorithm 1, where K and A show

the sets of all UEs and all APs, respectively.

Algorithm 1: Boosted SR (BSR) Algorithm

1 Input rate matrix SR, threshold αsrc

2 Output: Allocated AP set for each UE APASR
k

3 For every UE k, assign an empty cluster AP BSR
k

4 Step 1: SR calculation and initial AP selection

5 Step 2: Evaluation of AP coverage

6 Step 3: Identification of under-supported UEs

7 Step 4: Augmenting AP coverage

8 Calculate sum-rate

C. Analysis of the BSR Algorithm

In AP clustering based on BSR, by selecting APs that

provide the highest rates, the system is directly maximizing the

network’s sum-rate. This method adjusts to actual conditions

of the network. This makes BSR based clustering aim for the

best possible performance based on the current conditions of

the network. It also has the potential to offer better spectral

efficiency because BSR considers the information rates. To

analyze the BSR method, we consider eq. (11) similar to

SRkm = log2

(

1 + ‖Skm‖2

‖INkm‖2

)

, the rate for two distinct links

{j, i} to UE k is

SRkj = log2

(

1 +
‖Skj‖2

‖INkj‖2

)

(14)

SRki = log2

(

1 +
‖Ski‖2

‖INki‖2

)

(15)

If we assume that

• ‖Skj‖2 is slightly larger than ‖Ski‖2 (i.e., link j has a

slightly better channel)

• However, ‖INkj‖2 is significantly larger than ‖INki‖2,

(i.e., link j has a lot more noise)

Then, we could have SRki > SRkj , resulting in

• LSF would choose link j because ‖Skj‖2 > ‖Ski‖2.

• BSR would choose link i because SRki > SRkj .

In scenarios where the noise variance is large, merely selecting

an AP based on a large channel gain might not yield the

best sum-rate performance. By considering both the channel

conditions and the noise levels and consequently using SR, we

are more likely to choose the AP that provides a better link

for the UE, resulting in better system sum-rate performance.

We assume that LSFs from all antennas of an AP to a UE are

identical. Consequently, the set
{

ak(j−1)N+1, · · · , ajN
}

in Ak

comprises solely ones when AP j is serving UE k, and zeros

otherwise. In contrast, BSR integrates small scale fading into

its evaluation which varies across different antennas of APs,

providing an adaptive assessment of each AP’s performance.

The BSR algorithm improves network performance by opti-

mizing AP selection for UEs, ensuring balanced and efficient

network load with high-quality connections. By dynamically

assigning UEs to APs based on information rates and en-

hancing coverage for under-supported UEs, BSR not only

ensures reliability through adaptive coverage but accounts for

the unique fading characteristics of each antenna. In contrast

to the static nature of the LSF-based criterion, BSR leads to

a network that has higher sum rates and enhanced reliability.

IV. RESOURCE ALLOCATION WITH FAIRNESS

In CF-mMIMO networks with K ≫ LN , clustering and

multiuser scheduling can play an important role together.

Since a key goal of CF-mMIMO networks is to provide more

uniform performance across UEs, we develop a multiuser

scheduling algorithm to ensure fairness across UEs. However,

the order in which the clustering and multiuser scheduling are

performed result in different costs. Due to its reduced costs,

we perform clustering followed by multiuser scheduling.

A. Proposed Resource Allocation Problem

In each time slot i, our goal is to schedule a subset of n
UEs from a total of K UEs, where n ≤ LN , to achieve a

desirable sum-rate. The selected UEs are represented as Si
n,

resulting in a column-reduced channel matrix Gcc(S
i
n). The

objective is to maximize the sum-rate of the selected UEs in

a UCCF network while ensuring fairness as formulated by
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maximize
Si
n,d

SRUC(S
i
n) (16a)

subject to
∥

∥Pa

(

Si
L

)∥

∥

2

F
≤ P, ∀i = 1, · · · , T (16b)

Si
n ∩ Sj

n = ∅, i 6= j, ∀i, j = 1, · · · , T (16c)

∪T
i=1 S

i
n = K (16d)

1

|Sc|
∑

k∈Sc

twk =
1

|Sp|
∑

k∈Sp

twk (16e)

where SRUC represents the sum-rate for UEs in the ith
timeslot, with the signal covariance matrix’s upper boundary

defined by Trace [Cx] ≤ P . We have T as the number of

timeslots and K = {1, 2, · · · ,K} indicating all the UEs. The

sets Sc and Sp correspond to UEs contributing to the max

sum-rate and those with poor channels, respectively, and twk

is the waiting time for UE k. Constraints (16c) and (16d)

ensure every UE is selected once, while (16e) ensures similar

average waiting times for both sets. The problem’s complexity

arises from the nature of rates and user scheduling challenges.

B. Proposed F-Gr Algorithm

In order to solve the optimization problem in (16), we devise

a fair greedy (F-Gr) multiuser scheduling technique based on

the greedy (Gr) user scheduling technique in [38] to maximize

the sum-rate considering the constraint in (16b). Unlike the

approach in [38], the F-Gr technique ensures fairness among

UEs.

We develop a strategy in F-Gr to enforce equal waiting

time for both classes of UEs (Sc and Sp) on average, so that

after excluding the previously scheduled UEs, we consider a

subsequent timeslot to select the UEs with the least channel

gain. This strategy is pursued in an alternating fashion until

all UEs are scheduled.

In particular, we consider SR ∈ CK×LN as the rate matrix,

where SRk,m = SRkm as given by (11), K as the set of

all UEs, and calculate the threshold as in (12). Using the

proposed BSR algorithm, APs are clustered for each UE. For

the scheduling phase, spanning T timeslots, the operation of

the ith timeslot varies based on whether i is even or odd. If

i is odd, the system schedules the best n UEs set S
i+1

2
c to

maximize the sum-rate. The procedure is such that in an odd

i, considering the Ki as all the UEs in the current timeslot, a

UE s1 is identified as follows in the first iteration l = 1,

s1 = argmax
k∈Ki

gH
k gk. (17)

Denoting S1 = {s1}, the achieved rate SR (S1)max is

computed and then in the next iteration we find a UE that

maximizes the rate as

sl = argmax
k∈(Ki\Sl−1)

SR (Sl−1 ∪ {k}) (18)

This procedure continues until n UEs are scheduled as the best

n UEs in an odd timeslot. However, in every even timeslot,

n UEs with the poorest channel powers are scheduled as

S
i
2
p . After scheduling, the weighted sum-rate of each set is

computed and the average sum-rate over all timeslots is

SRAv =
1

T

T
∑

i=1

ni

n
× SRi (19)

The proposed resource allocation framework including cluster-

ing and multi-user scheduling is summarized as Algorithm 2.

The greedy selection in the F-Gr algorithm, efficiently bal-

ances computational complexity with high performance for

scalable use in large networks and ensures convergence via a

finite set of UEs and deterministic scheduling steps.

Algorithm 2: Proposed F-Gr Resource Allocation

1 Input rate matrix SR, Set K1 = K
2 Calculate threshold using eq. (12)

3 Cluster APs per UE using BSR

4 Determine n (UEs scheduled per timeslot)

5 for i = 1 to T do

6 if i mod 2 = 1 then

7 l = 1, s1 = argmax
k∈Ki

gH
k gk, S1 = {s1}

8 while l < n do

9 l = l + 1
10 sl = argmax

k∈(Ki\Sl−1)

SR(Sl−1 ∪ {k})

11 Update Sl = Sl−1 ∪ {sl}
12 if SR(Sl) ≤ SR(Sl−1) then

13 Break, l = l − 1
14 end

15 end

16 S
i+1

2
c = Sl

17 Update UEs: Ki = Ki \ S
i+1

2
c

18 end

19 else

20 Schedule n UEs with poorest channels S
i
2
p

21 Update UEs: Ki = Ki \ S
i
2
p

22 end

23 end

24 Calculate sum-rate for scheduled UEs

25 Compute average sum-rate using eq. (19)

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we assess the sum-rate performance of the

clustering techniques. We consider a CF network in a square

area with side length of 400 m, L = 16 APs each equipped

with N = 4 antennas, imperfect CSI and K = 128 randomly

distributed single-antenna UEs. For the analysis of both sum-

rate and BER performances, our results are averaged over

1000 channel realizations, ensuring the statistical reliability

and robustness of the results. Fig. 2 (a) depicts a comparison

of UCCF networks using the LSF and BSR criteria with the

CF network where no user scheduling is performed. BSR

greatly outperforms LSF and approaches the CF network. For

the same network without scheduling, Fig. 2 (b) presents the

bit error rate (BER) curves, illustrating a substantial BER

improvement of BSR over LSF.

We evaluated the F-Gr resource allocation algorithm by

examining its performance in both CF and UCCF networks,

the latter utilizing BSR and LSF criteria for AP clustering.

Accordingly, Fig. 3 (a) shows the performance comparison

of F-Gr in CF, the UCCF network with BSR clustering and

the UCCF network with LSF clustering for configurations

M = 64 APs and K = 128 UEs, and scheduling n = 20
UEs per timeslot. It is shown that using the proposed F-Gr
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K = 128 and n = 20, (b) Complexity of the proposed resource allocation
for CF and UCCF networks when n = LN UEs are scheduled.

algorithm notably outperforms the LSF UCCF network and

approaches the performance of the CF network. In Fig. 3

(b) the computational cost in terms of flops is shown for

CF, BSR UCCF and LSF UCCF networks for scheduling

n = LN UEs per network. It shows that UCCF network

has a much less complexity compared to the CF network,

and reveals the scalability and efficiency of BSR and F-

Gr, even with up to 100 APs, ensuring high performance

in a dense network. It also shows that LSF with UCCF

networks is less complex than BSR with UCCF networks.

This is because BSR with UCCF networks uses both large

scale and small scale fading information, which results in

significant performance improvement. Accordingly, Table. I

shows the calculated computational cost in terms of flops and

the signaling load for these networks which shows that using

LSF results in less signaling load compared to BSR.

TABLE I
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY AND SIGNALING LOAD OF THE PROPOSED

RESOURCE ALLOCATION ALGORITHM

Network NO of FLOPs
Signaling
Load

CF, Gr 4(LN)3 + LN (2K + 6)
LSF
UCCF, Gr

9
128

(LN)3 + LN
(

3
8
K + 7

)

+ K + 1
2N2L2 +
NL2 + NL

BSR
UCCF, Gr

27
64

(LN)3+ 27
32

(LN)2+ 1179
256

LN+ 19
8
LNK

4N2L2 +
2NL

Fig. 4. Scheduling times for each UE in CF network using Gr and F-Gr
scheduling methods for K = 128, n = 20 and 100 channel realizations.

Fig. 4 considers 100 channel realizations and the number

of scheduling times of each user in the CF network. In the

standard Gr technique, there are some users which are not

supported well in several channel realizations while in the F-

Gr technique, all the users are supported in different time slots.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have presented BSR clustering based on

information rates and the F-Gr multiuser scheduling algorithm

with fairness for UCCF networks. The results reveal that BSR

obtains up to 35% higher rates than the existing LSF, and that

F-Gr can ensure fairness across UEs.
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