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Abstract—We consider a cell-free massive MIMO system with
multiple antennas on the users and access points. In previous
works, the downlink spectral efficiency (SE) has been evaluated
using the hardening bound that requires no downlink pilots. This
approach works well when having single-antenna users. In this
paper, we show that much higher SEs can be achieved if downlink
pilots are sent since the effective channel matrix does not harden
when having multi-antenna users. We propose a pilot-based
downlink estimation scheme and derive a new SE expression
that utilizes zero-forcing combining. We show numerically how
the number of users and user antennas affects the SE.

Index Terms—Cell-free massive MIMO, multi-antenna users,
downlink pilots, spectral efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) is
a wireless communication paradigm that has attracted great
interest due to the vision of delivering uniformly high spectral
efficiency (SE) over the coverage area [1]-[3]. In cell-free
massive MIMO, a large number of geographically distributed
access points (APs) cooperate to serve the users on the same
time-frequency resources through coherent joint transmission
where interference is managed by MIMO methods [4]].

The recent surveys [2], [3]] highlight a large amount of re-
search on cell-free massive MIMO systems. The predominant
assumption is single-antenna users, although user devices (e.g.,
phones and tablets) have been equipped with multiple antennas
since 4G. The few papers that consider multi-antenna users
show SE improvements (e.g., [S)]) but assume perfect channel
state information (CSI). A detailed SE analysis with realistic
imperfect CSI is missing, particularly for downlink operation.

The uplink SE with zero-forcing (ZF) combining and multi-
antenna users was studied in [6] under independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) Rayleigh fading. This analysis
was extended to consider the Weichselberger channel model in
[7], where four operation regimes were compared. The uplink
was further studied in [8]], [9] with a focus on distortion caused
by low-resolution hardware. The downlink performance with
ZF precoding analyzed in [10] under i.i.d. Rayleigh fading,
using the hardening bound where the user device lacks CSI.
Moreover, the downlink performance with MR precoder and
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downlink channel estimation was studied in [[11]. This work
was extended in [12] to consider the downlink with low-
resolution digital-to-analog converters (DACs). Multi-antenna
users have also been studied in the context of single-cell
massive MIMO [13], but also using the hardening bound
without CSI at the users.

In [[14], it was shown that no downlink pilots are needed in
massive MIMO when considering single-antenna users. The
receiver can perform decoding properly without CSI since
the effective channel’s phase is removed by precoding. The
hardening bound gives performance close to perfect CSI also
in cell-free massive MIMO [4]. In cases with very limited
channel hardening (e.g., keyhole channels), higher SE can
be achieved by explicitly estimating the effective channel’s
amplitude from the received downlink signals [[14]. This might
be the reason why the hardening bound is also used in [10],
[12], [13] for multi-antenna users. However, we will show that
downlink pilots can give great improvements in these cases.

In this paper, we analyze the performance of a cell-free
massive MIMO system with multiple antennas on the users
and APs. We consider arbitrary precoding in the downlink and
analyze the impact of different kinds of CSI. In particular, we
derive an SE expression for the case when the user has CSI
obtained through downlink channel estimation. As the effec-
tive channel is non-Gaussian, we use linear minimum mean-
squared error (LMMSE) estimation to obtain the effective
channel estimates. We further propose a way for the receiver
to suppress interference using the estimates. The performance
of this method is compared with the conventional hardening
bound and the ideal case of having perfect CSI at the receiver.
We provide numerical results that show the importance of
downlink pilots in this setup and demonstrate the impact of
different numbers of antennas on the APs and users.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a cell-free massive MIMO system with L APs
and K users arbitrarily distributed in a large geographical area.
Each AP has N antennas and each user has M antennas.
We consider the standard block-fading TDD operation [4],
where the channel between AP [ and user k£ in an arbitrary
coherence block is denoted by H;, € CV*M_ The channel
takes an independent realization in each block according to
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ii.d. Rayleigh fading with variance [j; that is, Hj; has
i.i.d. Nc(0, B )-entries. Similar to [3]], 6], (8], [TO]-[12],
we consider this rich-scattering fading distribution to present
the proposed downlink channel estimation procedures under
analytically tractable conditions. However, the concepts can be
generalized by inserting covariance matrices in the definitions
of the channel matrices and making corresponding algebraic
manipulations.

A. Uplink Channel Estimation

As customary in TDD operation, the APs estimate the
channels in the uplink and use the estimates in both uplink and
downlink. All users send pilot sequences, and the APs estimate
their channels to the users based on their received signals.
Each user sends one 7, length orthonormal pilot sequence per
transmit antenna. We will let 7. denote the coherence block
(in number of symbols); thus, the pilot overhead is 7, /7.

We denote the pilot matrix used by user k as ®; € C»*M
We assume that more than one user uses the same pilot
matrices, to limit the pilot overhead. We use the set Py to
denote the set of users that share pilots with user k. Pilot
matrices are selected so that ‘I%{‘In-/ =1, if © € P and
0 otherwise, and user k transmits \/ﬁék to make the pilot
energy proportional to the pilot length. The received signal at
AP [ is

K
Y = JamHu @l + Ny, (1
=1

where ¢; is the transmit power used by user ¢ normalized by
the noise power and N, is the M X 7, noise matrix at AP
[ with i.i.d. Mg (0,1)-entries. After correlating the received
signal with the pilot matrix of user k, we obtain

Yo = Yo,
K
= /@G Hi + Z V@i Hi; ((P?(I’k) + Nk
=1
= VamHk+ Y J@mpHi + N, 2

i€Py, ik

where the second equality follows since the pilot matrix ®;
is orthogonal to that of ®; if ¢ ¢ P,. We notice that the
new noise matrix Ny, = N;®; also has iid. Ng(0,1)-
entries; thus, every entry of Y;; contains an observation of
the corresponding Gaussian distributed entry of Hj, plus
independent pilot interference and noise. The MMSE estimate
of Hyj, is [15, Ch. 15]

i, = Bk
(T Yiep, Bix +1)

where we scale by the variance of each entry of H;; and divide
by the variance of each entry of Y.

Y, 3)

III. DOWNLINK DATA TRANSMISSION

We focus on the downlink data transmission. All APs use
the uplink channel estimates to precode the transmitted signals.
We consider the centralized operation [4], where the APs

cooperate in the transmission and share CSI. To simplify
the notation, we stack all the AP channels to user k& in
the LN x M matrix H, = [H],,...,HJ,]7. Furthermore,
we denote the LN x M precoding matrix of user k as
Wy = [W],,...,WT,]T, where Wy, € CV*M s the part
used by AP I. Hence, the transmitted data signal x;, € CV
meant for user £ is
L
Xp =Y Wiksh, “

Jj=1

where ¢ ~ Ng(0,Qy) is the data signal where Qy is
a diagonal matrix containing power control coefficients g
between AP [ and user k. The power control coefficients are
chosen so that E {x}'x;, } < pq, where p is the transmit SNR
constraint. The received signal at user £ is

L K L
ye =Y HEWic+ > Y HI Wi +ny
j=1 i=1,i#k j=1
K
=HWisr+ Y HIWis, +ny, 5)

i=1,i#k

where ny ~ Nc¢(0,Iy) is the normalized noise vector. The
channel and precoding matrices appear in the form By; =
HI'W, in (3). We will use this notation for the effective
channel after precoding in the remainder of this paper. For
a given realization of the effective channels, created by the
channel realizations and precoding scheme, the achievable SE
varies depending on what CSI is available at the receiver. We
will provide expressions for three different cases and then
compare them numerically in Sec.

A. Hardening Bound Without CSI at the Receiver

When the receiver lacks CSI regarding the instantaneous
channel realizations, the SE can be lower bounded using
the hardening bound [4]. This method is conventionally used
for single-antenna users, but the multi-antenna extension was
utilized in [10], [12], [13]. The main idea is that user k£ knows
the statistics of its effective channel By, such as the mean
Bu. =FE {Byr}. We can express the received signal in (3)) as

K

yi = Brrsk + (Bex — Brr)sk + Z Bris; +ng, (6)
i=1itk

L

where nj, denotes the sum of noise, the desired signal received
over the unknown channel component, and inter-user interfer-
ence. This term is uncorrelated with the first term By in
(6, but it is spatially colored with the covariance matrix

Er =E{nn}'}. 7

Lemma 1. In the absence of CSI, an achievable SE at user
k is

- o
SEROCST (1 _ T_P) log, |Tns + QkBLES 'Bik|,  (8)



where | - | denotes the determinant.

The proof of this lemma builds on interpreting (@) as a
deterministic point-to-point MIMO system with the channel
matrix By, and uncorrelated additive noise with the covari-
ance matrix =. The SE expression is then obtained as a lower
bound on capacity by utilizing the worst-case uncorrelated
additive noise theorem [16]. The single-antenna version of
Lemma [1lis called the hardening bound [4] since the effective
channel realization By, is close to its mean By, when M = 1
and N is large. However, as the effective channel is a matrix
instead of a scalar when M > 1, the same kind of channel
hardening is not achieved since each column of the precoding
matrix can only achieve hardening with respect to one row
in the channel matrix. The resulting performance loss will be
demonstrated later in this paper.

To showcase the lack of channel hardening, we will provide
a simple example with MR precoding based on perfect CSI
and a single user. The mth row of effective channel between
AP [ and user k is

H H H H
th,mHlk = [hlk,mhlkJ’ s hzk.,mhlk,ma .- 'hlk,mhlk7M]’

)
where hy ., is the mth column of Hy,. The mth term in ()
is hﬁc,mhlk,m = ||hyk.m||* and has the asymptotic behavior

Pueml®

E{[huml?}

in the mean square sense as N — oo [17, Ch. 2], which is the

classical channel hardening property. With similar reasoning,

all the other elements in (@) will not harden because they

are products of independent vectors. Hence, using so-called
favorable propagation arguments [17, Ch. 2], it holds that

(10)

1
— = m® hpa,.. b ... b hy
E{thk,m||2}[ tk,m =tk 1) U, m Mk, ms 1k, ke M) —
0,...1,...0]
(11

as N — oo. This relation repeats on each row of the effective
channel. Noting that the effective channel By, is the sum of
effective channels between APs and user k, we conclude that
only its diagonal elements achieve channel hardening. There is
only one entry when M = 1, so channel hardening holds for
it, while most entries do not harden when M > 1. Therefore,
the hardening bound is loose when M > 1, which calls for
acquiring CSI at the receiving user.

B. Capacity Bound with Perfect CSI at the Receiver

Next, we consider the ideal case with perfect knowledge of
the effective channels at the receiver. The CSI is obtained in a
genie-aided way, which makes this case an upper bound that
we can compare with other practical methods. We write the

downlink received signal in (3) as
Yk = Brrsk + ny, (12)

where nj = ZiLi#k H}'W,q; + ny, consists of the inde-
pendent noise and interference terms.

Lemma 2. With perfect CSI, an achievable SE at user k is

7— —_—
SEMICST _ (1 _ ?i) E {10g2 ‘IM + QiBJLE;, 1Bkk’} ;
(13)

where the covariance matrix 2y, of nj. is

K
Er= Y BB} +Iy. (14)

i=1,i#k

This result is proved by treating the term nj as worst-
case Gaussian noise, whitening the noise, and then stating the
ergodic SE. We will later show by simulations that there is a
large gap between the SE with perfect CSI in Lemma [2| and
without CSI at the receiver in Lemma [1l Therefore, we will
analyze downlink channel estimation as a means to improve
the SE.

C. Estimation of the Effective Downlink Channel

A viable way to provide the receiver with CSI is to send
pilots using the downlink precoding from which user k can
estimate the effective channel By.. Since the effective channel
takes random non-Gaussian realizations from a stationary dis-
tribution, a suitable estimation method is LMMSE estimation
[15, Ch. 12]. To enable the estimation, the APs jointly send
orthonormal pilot sequences using the selected precoding. The
pilot matrix assigned to user k is ®j € C™*M Again, Py,
is the set of users that use the same pilot matrix as user k.

~H ~

The pilot matrices are orthonormal, that is, ®; ®;, = I, if
~H ~

1 € Py, and ®; ®;; = 0 otherwise. Note that we use the same

pilot length 7, as in the uplink, but in principle one could use

a different length. By sending these pilots over the channel in

@), the received signal at user k becomes

K
Yo amBad N )
1=1

By correlating with the dedicated pilot for user k£, we obtain

K
Yp=Y®, =) ViTBL®, &, + N,
i=1
= V@B + > @B + Ni. (16)
i€ P ik

The entries of these matrices are statistically correlated. To
describe the correlation using covariance matrices, we first
need to vectorize the observation equation in (I6):

VGC(?]C) = /qxpvec(Bri) + Z

i€EPy itk

qitpvec(By;) + ng,
(17)

wherg ng = VeC(Nk). We will let by, = VeC(Bkk) and y, =
vec(Yy) denote the vectorized effective channel and received
signals, respectively. The LMMSE estimate of by is

bir = E {bii} + Cbu3.Cy, (76 —E{F1}),  (18)



where the covariance matrices Cy,, 5, , Cp,,, Cn,, are cross-
covariance of effective channel and observation, the covariance
of effective channel and the covariance of noise respectively.
The estimation error covariance of this LMMSE estimator is

Cfakk = Cbkk - Cbkks’kcgklcbkk&k (19)
and the total MSE is MSE = tr(Cy ).

D. Capacity Bound with Estimate Channel at the Receiver

We will now derive an achievable SE expression for the
case when the receiver uses the proposed LMMSE estimator
to acquire the effective channel matrix. Since the estimate Bkk
and estimation error by, — Bkk are non-Gaussian, they are
uncorrelated but statistically dependent which rules out the use
of classical capacity bounds. To address this issue, we propose
to apply a ZF combining receiver that makes the channel
nearly deterministic and thereby mitigates the dependencies.
Applying a general receive combining matrix U, € CM*M
to (3), we obtain

K
e = Ullyr = UBrsi+ U > Buisi+Ujlng. (20)
i=1,i£k
If we let Ekk denote the LMMSE estimate as a matrix, ZF
combining is given by Ul = (B}, By;) "' B . By expressing
the unknown part of the channel as Bkk =B, — Ekk, 20
can be expressed as

Vi = (B Bp) B Brisr+

K
(Bl Brr) "Bl (Bkak + > Busi+ nk)

i=1,i#k
K
=6k + (B1%xBre) "Bk (Bkak + Z Brisi + nk) .
i=1,i%k
£n),

2y

We notice that this is the transmitted signal ¢; plus the
uncorrelated interference and noise term nj. We can now
establish the following main result.

Theorem 1. When downlink pilots, the LMMSE estimator, and
ZF combining are utilized, an achievable SE at user k is

ilots
SEPiots — (

2T, _
- T—p> logs [ + QG [, @2

C

where Cy is the covariance of the term defined in 1).

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix A. ]
When comparing this new SE expression to Lemma [I]
we notice that the new pre-log factor is smaller since it
compensates for the fact that pilots are transmitted in both
uplink and downlink. The performance benefit comes from the
matrix expression inside the determinant, where Theorem
will give a larger SE since we use the downlink channel
estimate to equalize the received signal as in @2I). We will
demonstrate the performance improvement numerically in the
next section.
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Fig. 2. Achievable per user SE as a function of the number of AP antennas
with M = 2.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we provide numerical results where we will
compare the downlink SEs achieved with different CSI at the
users and different numbers of antennas and APs. We use the
same simulation setup as in [4]. We assume that the AP and
user locations are uniformly distributed in a 1 x 1 km? area.
We use mutually orthogonal pilot sequences with pilot sharing
among users. We use K’ to denote the number of orthogonal
pilot matrices. K /K" pilot-sharing users are chosen uniformly
at random. The pilot length is 7, = K’'M for uplink and
for downlink channel estimation. Equal power allocation is
used between the users and their M data streams. For the
simulations, MMSE precoder is used in data transmission.
Precoder for user k is given as

X —1
Wi= |(SBE o)) + Ly | He 23

i=1

where cov(I;Ii) is the covariance of the uplink channel esti-
mation error for user ¢. The precoders are normalized so that
per-AP power constraints are satisfied.

Fig. [1 and Fig. 2 show the SE achieved in the three CSI
cases: no CSI, perfect CSI, and downlink pilots to obtain
effective channel estimates. Both figures consider L = 10 APs
and K = 5 users. These figures consider M =1 and M =2
antennas, respectively. Moreover, Fig. [3| shows the SE per user
with downlink pilots when having L = 20 APs and a varying
number of users with M = 2 antennas on users.

In Fig. [[l we see that with single-antenna users, there isn’t
much need for downlink pilots since the three curves are
closely spaced. This result is stated in [14] for cellular massive
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Fig. 3. Achievable per user SE as a function of the number of users and user
antennas.

MIMO and shown numerically in [4] for cell-free massive
MIMO. On the other hand, in Fig. 2l we see that the gap
between the curves is large when the user has multiple anten-
nas. In particular, the proposed scheme with downlink pilots
provides much greater SEs than the conventional approach
without CSI at the receiver. We also observe that the proposed
approach is close to the genie-aided perfect CSI case. We
observe that as the number of antennas on APs increases, the
per-user SE increases thanks to the array gain.

Fig. Bl shows that, as more users are added, the performance
per user drops. The reason is the additional interference
between the users. As the MMSE precoder suppresses inter-
ference, the performance is not severely affected. For example,
the sum rate with N = 4 increases by around 2.6x and 5Xx
when going from K = 5to K = 10 and K = 15, respectively.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have taken a new look at the downlink of cell-free mas-
sive MIMO with multi-antenna users. While good performance
can be achieved without downlink pilots when having single-
antenna users, this is not the case when having multi-antenna
users. We proposed a new pilot-based downlink LMMSE
channel estimation scheme and derived a novel SE expression.
Through simulations, we observed that using downlink chan-
nel estimation significantly improves the SE, and the proposed
method performs close to the perfect CSI case. We have also
showcased the effect of varying numbers of users, APs, and
user and AP antennas.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Theorem[l]

The channel capacity with knowledge of By, is defined as
C= maXI(Xk;yk,Bkk). (24)
p(xk)

The mutual information is obtained using the differential
entropies as

I(%Xk; 5, Br) = h(xx) — h(xx |35, Bir)-

If we suboptimally choose x; ~ Nc(0,Qy), then the first
term is equal to

(25)

h(xy) = log, |TeQy. (26)

To bound the second term in (23)), suppose we compute the
LMMSE estimate X of x; based on y;. We can then upper
bound the term using covariance of estimation error as

h(xk| Yk, Bik) = h(xk — Xi|yr, Brr) < h(x — %)

= log, |e(Qk — Qi(Qx + Cny ) ™' Qul,
(27)

where Cn;c is the covariance matrix of the term in (2I). By
substituting (26) and (27) into (2Z3), we obtain the expression
stated in the theorem, by including the pre-log factor and using
the identity log, |I + AB| = log, |I + BA|.
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