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Abstract

Cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-output (CF mMID) provides good interference man-
agement by coordinating many more access points (APs) tkan equipments (UESs). It becomes
challenging to determine which APs should serve which UB# wihich pilots when the number of
UEs approximates the number of APs and far exceeds the numfilpdots. Compared to the previous
work, a better compromise between spectral ef ciency (Skj anplementation simplicity is needed
in such massive access scenarios. This paper proposesediengnce-aware massive access (IAMA)
scheme realizing joint AP-UE association and pilot assigninior CF mMIMO by exploiting the large-
scale interference features. We propose an interferemaesareward as a novel performance metric
and use it to develop two iterative algorithms to optimize #ssociation and pilot assignment. The
numerical results show a prominent advantage of our IAMAesoh over the benchmark schemes in

terms of the user fairness and the average SE.

Index Terms

Massive access, interference-aware, cell-free massiW@@|lIpilot assignment, user scheduling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cell-free massive multiple-input multiple-output (CF mMID) is recognized as a promising

paradigm for the sixth-generation (6G) networks [1]. Theecaea is to coordinate a large
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number of distributed access points (APs) with a centratgssing unit (CPU) to provide

an almost uniform service quality for the user equipment&gUin the coverage areal [2],! [3].

However, the enormous wireless devices collaborating nigtimproves the network throughput,

but also introduces a huge challenge on the interferencegeanent, especially in the massive
access scenarios where the pilot reuse ratio is high.

User access comprisedot assignmenand AP-UE associationThe former assigns each UE
a pilot to acquire the channel state information (CSI) arell#itter associates each UE with at
least one AP to perform coherent transmission. User acaxssites challenging as the network
gets more crowded since the increasing UE density impliegtable pilot reuse among the UEs,
which causes substantial inter-user interference, namiédy contamination[4]. Also, a high
UE density aggravates the competition among UEs for acugdbeir associated APs, which
motivates more delicate AP-UE association schemes. Mereaser access should maintain the
signal processing operated at each AP under limited contplard resource requirements to
make the systerscalable[5]. The simplest but naive scheme is to assign the pilotsA#sl at
random[[6]. There exist greedy schemes that re ne the splegftciency (SE) of the weakest UE
iteratively [6], but cannot guarantee convergence to tlodall optimal pilot assignment results.
The graph-based schemes formulate the assignment prolalergsaph problems (such as the
graph coloringl[7], the weighted matching [8], and the Magut [9]), and solve them with the
corresponding algorithms. Scalable schemes are proposfs] and [10], whereof the former
performs joint AP-UE association and pilot assignment, tedlatter clusters UEs such that the
UEs in the same cluster share the same pilot.

In a wireless network, being aware of the interference fesatis critical to the transmission de-
sign. This can be characterized by the treating-interfageas-noise (TIN) optimality conditions
from an information-theoretic perspective [11]-[13], winire ect the interference relationship
between an intended link and the twmostin uential interfering links corresponding to the
intended UE and AP, respectively (as illustrated in Fig. H3pecially, [14] investigated the
probability that the TIN conditions hold in a CF mMIMO systaming stochastic geometry,
which is directly related to the interference relationshijegtween the APs and the UEs. Due
to the implementation simplicity, robustness to channaleatainty, and good characterization
of interference, the TIN optimality conditions are expéaitfor designing interference-aware
schemes for scheduling in cellular systemslinl [15] and paweertrol which further improves
the SE in [12].
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Motivated by the discussion above, we propose an interferaware massive access (IAMA)
scheme for scalable CF mMIMO, where the interference featare transformed into a useful
performance metric for scheme design. Two assignmentitigms are developed for joint AP-
UE association and pilot assignment to maximize the usendas or the average SE. The SE
improvements achieved by our IAMA scheme are demonstrageithd numerical results.

Notation: Boldface lowercase letters, denote column vectors, boldface uppercase letters,
X, denote matrices, and calligraphic uppercase leti&rsgdenote sets. Superscriptdenotes
the conjugate transpose. The n identity matrix and zero matrix arlg, and0,,, respectively.

N¢ (0;R) denotes the multi-variate circularly symmetric complexu€san distribution with

correlationR. Ef g denotes the expected value.

II. CFMMIMO SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a CF mMIMO system consisting i6f single-antenna UEs and APs, each
equipped withN antennas. As illustrated in Fig] 1, the APs are connectedrei@haul con-
nections to a CPU, which is responsible for coordinating pratessing the signals of all UEs.

The user-centric CF architecture is adopted [5], where é#€hs associated with a subset of

the subset of APs associated with WEand leta,, =1 if | 2 M  anday, = 0 otherwise,8Kk;I.
We adopt the standard block fading model where the channgleeea UEk and AP,
denoted byhy 2 CN, is constant in time-frequency coherence blocks.ofhannel uses [4]. In
each block, the channels are assumed to be subject to §patalelated Rayleigh fading, i.e.,
hu N ¢(0;Ry), whereRy 2 CN N is the spatial correlation matrix angy , tr( RNA) is the
large-scale fading coef cient (LSFC) that describes pagbland shadowing. We assume that AP

statistics. These correlation matrices can be accurastlynated using classical methods [4].
We consider the downlink operation, where each block déelscg channel uses for pilots and

the remaining .  , channel uses for payload data.

A. Data Transmission and Spectral Ef ciency

During the channel estimation, <K holds in massive access scenarios due to the coherence
block length limitation caused by natural channel variagian the time and frequency domain.

We adopt that the pilots are selected from a pool pbrthogonal sequences, and thus, some
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UEs have to share the same pilot. We Rgtdenote the set of UEs sharing pitioend refer to

these UEs aso-pilot UEs The pilot assignment is elaborated in Sectioh Ill. For nee,denote

t, the pilot signaly;, 2 CN received at AH is [4, Sec. 3]

X

Yo = pﬁhil + N (1)

i2Ptk
where , represents the pilot transmit power ang; N ¢ (0; 2|y ) is the thermal noise. The
minimum mean-squared-error (MMSE3}timate ofhy, is [4, Sec. 3]

Ra=" 53R wYtd N c 05 p pRu iRu ; (2)

P ) . . .
where 1= i p pRi+ ?l is the correlation matrix of{, in (D).
Letw, =w = Efkw , k2g denote the normalized precoder that Agelects for transmission
to UE k such thatEfk w, k?g=1. Then the received signal at UEis

a_ XL KoK
Yo = e @S+ N (3)
wheres, 2 C is the independent unit-power payload signal intended fark) ; 0O is the

transmit power that AP assigns to UH, andn, N ¢(0; ?) is the receiver noise. The total
transmission power of each AP is upper bounded by the maxipawer .

We employ the widely usetardening bound4, Th. 4.6],
SE =(1 p= ¢)10g, (1 + SINR,) ; (4)

to compute the achievable downlink SE, where the signattierference-and-noise ratio (SINR)
is given by
P 2
E aw hiwi
SINR, = =
R P 2 P
~E a; hi{wj E aw hii wyg
i=1 1=1 =1

7 ®)

The SE expression ifl(4) holds for any scalable precodingrmaehe.g., the local partial MMSE
(LP-MMSE) precoding!([5] or the classical maximum ratio (Mpecoding [[4].

B. Interference-Aware Rewards (IARs) for CF mMIMO

The TIN optimality conditions indicate when the boundaryhad capacity region is approached
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Fig. 1. Interference relationships in scalable CF mMIMOteyss.

within a constant gap and power control is essential to dao [th&. In cellular networks,

interference-aware scheduling schemes are designed bageeé following TIN condition[[15]:
SNR  maxINRy maxINR; (6)

where SNR denotes the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the intended, [INR,, denotes the
interference-to-noise ratio (INR) of the link between timended AP and the interfering UE
andINR,e denotes the INR of the link between the intended UE and trefaring AP. In [(6),
SNR INRy,, and INR,e rely on statistical knowledge, which is averaged conceyrtime fast

fading. Parameters 1 andl 2 are introduced in[[15] for system optimization.

The condition in[(6) will not directly be applied to our codsered CF user access since a UE
is served by multiple APs. In our case, the interference sofr@n the imperfect CSI caused
by the pilot reuse, which will both reduce the channel edtiomaquality and make it harder to

suppress interference among the co-pilot UEs. Similar #), [e denote by
ue = Pynfkg (7)

the set of UEs sharing pildtexcept UEK, which are referred to as theterfering UEsof UE

k when UEKk is assigned with pilot. Also, we denote by

[
Stalf = 258 MinM g (8)

the set of thenterfering APsof UE k when UEKk is assigned with pilot. Unlike the scheduling

in [15] where only the links ful lling the TIN condition in[{p are established, we propose a
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novel performance metric tailored for CF mMIMO, as

iang . (w) max o max 8K; I; t; (9)
which re ects the strength of an intended link compared te iterference by only utilizing
the LSFCs. We refer tdary, de ned in (9) as theinterference-aware reward (IAR)f a tuple
(k; I;t), which corresponds to the strength of the link betweenlAfdd UEK when pilott is
used.

[1l. INTERFERENCEAWARE MASSIVE ACCESS(IAMA)

In this section, we propose an IAMA scheme that uses the geEpdARs in [(9) with the
goal of improving the SE of the majority of UEs, e.g., ®@%likely SE, which is a well-used
performance criterion representing the SE that can be geovio 90% of all UEs [2]. Since a
new UE needs to be assigned a pilot to perform coherent tiaa&m with its associated APs

when it accesses the network, two constraints should be angtgdthe AP-UE-pilot association:

Each UE is associated with at least one AP to not being drofspedservice inadvertently;

Each AP serves at most one UE per pilot to avoid causing suiet@ilot contamination.

As illustrated in Fig[2, our proposed IAMA scheme operatesugh three steps: 1) Master AP
(mAP) selection; 2) pilot assignment; and 3) further AP-USaxiation. Since only the LSFCs
among the APs and the UEs are employed at the CPU, the IAMAnsehgorks for many
coherence blocks.

Further details on above steps are provided later in thisogedBefore that, recall that we
useay 2 f 0;1g, 8k;l, to indicate the AP-UE association, we introduce anothearyi notation
by 2 f 0; 1g, 8k; I, to ensure the association algorithm convergence. Moreigalg, during the
access procedurby =1 prevents the association between IAghd UEk from being considered

again, andy, =0 otherwise.

A. mAP Selection

Similar to [5], each UE rst appoints anAP assisting in the following pilot assignment and
AP-UE association. One well-used approach is to let each élécsthe AP with largest LSFC
as its mAP, however, with the risk that an AP is selected asith® by more than, UEs. This
motivates us to develop the Multiple-UEs Single-AP-eactu@A) algorithm to assign each UE
to one mAP while each AP is assigned to at mgstUEs as their common mAP. The MUSA
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Fig. 2. The proposed IAMA scheme for joint pilot assignmentl AP-UE association operates through three main steps.

P
algorithm tries to maximize the total LSFC of all associa#d®tUE pairs, i.e., - and

consists of the following steps:

1) Each UE initially appoints the AP that it has the largesFCSo as itscandidatemAP.

2) Find theoverburdenedAPs selected by more thap UEs and include them in cluster
Gp= Tl 1P KA > pd.

3) For each AR 2 C,, include the UEs selecting APas the mAP in cluste€, = fk :
a=1;12 Cyo0.
For each UEK 2 C,, compute theLSFC lossas ¢, « k., Where AP =
argmaxesin, 61 & IS the alternative mAP having the largest LSFC with UK except
AP |,
Find UEi = argminy,c,. « With the smallest LSFC loss, replace the mAP of Uby
its AP ";, and mark the association between ABnd UEi by lettingh, = 1.

4) Repeat steps 2) and 3) un@l, = ; or P o = K; 8l 2 Cyp.

The pseudo-code of MUSA is summarized in Algorithin 1.
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Algorithm 1: MUSA Assignment

1

3

4
5
6
7
8
9

10

11

12

Input: f  :8Kk;lg, ,
Output: fay : 8k;lg
Initiation: a, =0;by =0;8Kk;l;

L Select AP" = argmax; i as itscandidatemAP and letay 1;

Include theoverbu[glenedAPs iNGp="fl: Lau> po;
while G, 6 ; and |, by <K; 91 2 C,, do
for overburdened AR 2 C,, do
Include the UEs selecting APin Ge=fk:aqy=1;1 2 Cy0;
Let ¢ =0;k 2 Cg;
for UE k 2 C,e dO
L FindalternativemAP "y =argmaX;e i, 61 « and compute LSFC loss
k= K Ky
Find UEi = argminy,c,. «, replace its mAP as AP, by g Oanda:, 1,
and mark the associagon between ABnd UEi by b, 1;
Update clusteGyp="fl: ,ag> ,0;

B.

Pilot Assignment

To reduce the pilot contamination, the UEs prefer to be assigilots that are orthogonal to

their neighbouring UEs. With this consideration in mind, pr@pose the following IAR-based

pilot assignment scheme:

1) Each UE selects a pilot from thg pilots at random.
2) Consider a generic UE and include it and the, 1 neighbouring UEs having the largest
LSFCs with the mAP of UK (i.e., APIly) in UE k's neighboursetNy, wherejNyj =

NkQ.

3) Update the pilot assignment ki, by performing the MUSA assignment in Algorithm 1,
where the inputs are replaced Ib';ar},kg and integerl, and the output indicates which
pilot is assigned to which UE iNy.

4) Repeat steps 2) and 3) until the maximum number of allowedtions is reached or

P
convergence, measured by the change in the sum IAR iarj .

Step 3) implies that MUSA assigns each UE one pilot while qaildt is assigned to at most
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C. Further AP-UE Association

Given the assigned mAP and pilot, each UE prefers to access seoving APs to improve
the diversity gain. This motivates our Multiple-UEs MulgpAPs-each (MUMA) algorithm that
optimizes the AP-UE association, based on plogential IARs of the tupledk;I;ty), i.e.,

fiar}j:kzl;:::;K;I:1;:::;Lg: (20)

Recall that although our IAMA scheme aims to improve the SEnmfst UEsS, an option
for improving the average SE is also provided. More pregjsile MUMA algorithm either
maximizes the user fairness a® X, g ming «, where |, P |iaﬁkkI ay denotes the per-UE
sum IAR, or maximizes the total sum IAR emaxfak,gp « 1arsay. We use the association
between the UEs and their mAPs to initializb, ; 8k;lg. The MUMA algorithm operates as
follows:
1) By using (9), compute all potential IARs in (10).
2) Each AP associateg UEs with the largest IARs.
If the goal ismaxa, g, ian;aq, stop algorithm and returhay g; otherwise, continue.
3) Find theweakestJE k°= arg min,  with the smallest per-UE sum IAR.
4) Find theclosestAP 1°=arg maxi;, 461 iarf(kol0 for UE k° satisfyinghq 6 1 with the largest
IAR.
5) Find themost distantUE k = arg min, 61 iar}flo for AP 1° satisfyinghgo 6 1 with the
smallest IAR.
6) Mark the association between APand UEK®by bao 1. If UE K%still has a smaller
per-UE sum IAR than UE after taking API° from UE k , then UEk’takes API°from
UE k ; otherwise, keep status quo.
7) Repeat step from 3) to 6) untlﬁ ba =L, 9k.

The pseudo-code of MUMA is summarized in Algorithm 2.

D. Benchmark Schemes and Complexity Analysis

Three existing user access schemes are considered as lagkshthey are “Scalable” with
the complexity ofO(KL + K ,+ L ;) [5], “Greedy” with the complexity ofO(3KL + L) [6],
and “Graph” with the complexity oD(KL + K?=2+ K=2+ ,) [9]. The Hungarian scheme

proposed in [8] is not considered since Graph offers betke{9. For fair comparison in the
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Algorithm 2: MUMA Assignment

Input: fiar}fI : 8k;1g, fag : 8k;lg, fhy = aq : 8k;lg, ,
Output: fay : 8k;lg

2 | Sortfiarl;:::;ians g in descending order and includg UEs with the largest values
in clusterCe;
Associate the UEs il by lettinga; = 1;i 2 Ce;

if The goal ismaXa, g | iar;aw then
| Return;

w

RS

6 else ifThg, goal ismax;a, g mink ¢ then

7 while by <L; 8k do

8 Compute the per-UE sum IARsy; 8Kk;

9 Find UEK®=argmin, ;

10 Find AP 1°= arg maxp, 461 ian for UE k°
11 Find UEK = arg miny.p, 1 iaro for AP 12
12 b,(0|o 1;

13 if « daRf,e o then

14 b | 1, wherel 2fj 1a; =1g0;

15 L Continue;

16 bea 1, wherel 2f] raq =1g0;

17 a [0 0, aqo 1;

scalable scenario, each AP serves at mgsUEs and allocates its transmit power with the
fractional power allocation policy [5].

We consider two use cases of our proposed IAMA scheme: a) SURR for maximizing the
sum SE and b) “IARmiIn” for maximizing the user fairness. Thenplexity of MUSA depends
on computing , for UE k 2 C,e of APs in Gy, from line 5 to line 12 in Algorithm 1, which
traverses all entries ifi ,;8k;Ig at mostK times, and, thus, with the complexity Gf(K 2L)
[16]. The complexity of MUMA depends on comparing the IARstloé weak UEs, from line 7
to line 17 in Algorithm 2, which traverses all entriesfiiar’ : 8k; Ig at mostL times, and, thus,
with the complexity ofO(KL 2) [16]. To sum up, the total complexity of the IAMA scheme
is O(K?L + K 3+ KL ?). For the considered massive access scenario wkerd.  , the

complexity of the IAMA scheme is dominated I6(K 3).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we quantify the SE performance of the predoAMA scheme, in which
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Fig. 3. Downlink SE per UE with different access schem€s=50).

the results regarding LP-MMSE are obtained from Monte Caiftoulation while the results
regarding MR are analytically computed by [5, Cor. 3]. We sidar a0:5 0:5 km? coverage
area and use the wrap-around technique to approximate aiteéty massive access scenario,
whereL =50 APs are deployed at random and each is equipped with a hatersgth-spaced
uniform linear array withN =4 antennas. Two different numbers of UEs are considered: a)
K =50 corresponding to 200 UEs/Kmand b)K =100 corresponding to 400 UEs/KmThe
3GPP Urban Microcell model is used to compute the largesspedpagation conditions, such
as pathloss and shadow fading. Unless otherwise specitbey @ystem parameters are referred
to [5], [14], which are ,=0:1W, 4=1 W, 2= 94dBm, ,=5, =200, =10, and

=1:8.

Fig. 3 shows the cumulative distribution function (CDF) bktdownlink SE per UE with
K =50, which gives a macro perspective comparison among the shehine most prominent
observation is that IARmin signi cantly outperforms IARsuand other schemes on the user
fairness (quanti ed by th®0%tlikely SE value) with both precoders. There are two reas@ms
the one hand, MUSA ensures that each weak UE with poor chaomelition accesses at least
one AP and satis es that each AP serves at most one UE per @itothe other hand, MUMA
tries to associate the weak UEs with more serving APs whiomptes the user fairness. Without
the max-min association readjustment in MUMA (i.e., fromeli6 to line 17 in Algorithm 2),
IARsum falls behind IARmin, but still provides a high@@%likely SE than the other considered
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Fig. 4. 9®-likely SE with different numbers of UEs and precoders.
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Fig. 5. Average SE with different numbers of UEs and precader

schemes due to the accurate interference characterizatitre 1ARs in (9) such that each UE
is assigned the best pilot causing the least pilot contatinima

In Fig. 4, we elaborate th80%likely SE with different numbers of UEs and precoders.
Fig. 4(a) quanti es the90%likely SE in Fig. 3, from which we can see that IARmin achigve
58% and 39% higher 90%likely SE than the best benchmark (i.e., Graph) when usifg L
MMSE precoding and MR precoding, respectively. Fig. 4(bnpares the considered schemes
in a denser scenario witk =100. When compared to Fig. 4(a), it is clear that 8@%likely SE

is deteriorated by the severe pilot contamination, whike ddvantage of IARmin grows. More
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precisely, we observe that IARmin achiev&@g% and 90% higher 90%/likely SE than the best
benchmark (i.e., Scalable) when using LP-MMSE precodirg) MiR precoding, respectively.
The average SE of the considered schemes is evaluated irb.FJthough improving the
average SE is not the main goal of our IAMA scheme, IARsunhatilperforms the benchmarks
in all considered cases. When comparing Fig. 5(a) and (bj;amesee the advantage of IARsum
grows when the number of UEs increases, bene ting from tlo¢gation mechanism for the weak
UEs of MUSA. For example, when using LP-MMSE precoding, tkierage SE of IARsum is
slightly higher than the best benchmark Graph wth= 50 while the improvement compared
to the best benchmark Scalable becomgswith K = 100. IARmin loses the average SE for
improving the90%likely SE, but still slightly outperforms some benchmarmkshe MR cases,

where the weak UEs rely on accessing more serving APs fodagpinterference.

V. CONCLUSION

We proposed an interference-aware massive access schemeafable CF mMIMO in this
paper. We proposed an iterative procedure for joint AP-UBoaation and pilot assignment
by exploiting the proposed IARs, where two assignment #lgms are developed to maximize
the user fairness or the average SE. The numerical resuttseshthat our IAMA scheme
signi cantly improved the user fairness compared to thdestd-the-art benchmark schemes,

especially when using LP-MMSE precoding in a denser scenari
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