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Abstract—There has been growing interest in implementing
massive MIMO systems by one-bit analog-to-digital converters
(ADCs), which have the benefit of reducing the power consump-
tion and hardware complexity. One-bit MIMO detection arises
in such a scenario. It aims to detect the multiuser signals from
the one-bit quantized received signals in an uplink channel. In
this paper, we consider one-bit maximum-likelihood (ML) MIMO
detection in massive MIMO systems, which amounts to solving a
large-scale nonlinear integer programming problem. We propose
an efficient global algorithm for solving the one-bit ML MIMO
detection problem. We first reformulate the problem as a mixed
integer linear programming (MILP) problem that has a massive
number of linear constraints. The massive number of linear
constraints raises computational challenges. To solve the MILP
problem efficiently, we custom build a light-weight branch-and-
bound tree search algorithm, where the linear constraints are
incrementally added during the tree search procedure and only
small-size linear programming subproblems need to be solved at
each iteration. We provide simulation results to demonstrate the
efficiency of the proposed method.

Index Terms—One-bit MIMO detection, maximum-likelihood,
mixed integer linear programming

I. INTRODUCTION

When the massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
system is realized by employing dedicated radio-frequency
(RF) chains, power consumption and hardware complexity can
be prohibitively high. This has become an impediment in prac-
tical implementations for 5G systems and beyond. To resolve
the above issue, low-resolution, particularly, one-bit analog-
to-digital converters (ADCs) and digital-to-analog converters
(DACs) can be employed to cut down the power consumption
and hardware complexity, because the power consumption
of ADCs and DACs increases exponentially with the resolu-
tion [1]. Unfortunately, the use of one-bit ADCs/DACs leads
to severe quantization distortion on the signals, and this calls
for customized quantized signal processing methods.

In this paper, we study the uplink multiuser signal detection
problem in a massive MIMO system with one-bit ADCs.
Researchers have proposed different detection methods, in-
cluding linear receivers [2]–[4], maximum-likelihood (ML)
detection [5]–[7] and maximum a posteriori (MAP) detection
[8]–[11]. Among the existing methods, maximum-likelihood
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(ML) detection is an important formulation that tries to ad-
dress the quantization effect [5]–[7], [12]–[18]. However, the
ML formulation involves a large-scale nonlinear integer pro-
gramming problem, and solving it by brute-force exhaustive
search can be computationally too demanding. Researchers
have proposed a variety of approximate algorithms to strike
a balance between detection performance and computational
complexity, by means of relaxation and optimization [5]–[7],
[12], deep learning [7], [13]–[15], statistical inference [15]–
[17] and coding theory [18]. Unfortunately, there is no efficient
global algorithm for one-bit ML MIMO detection in the
literature.

In this paper, we propose an efficient global algorithm for
one-bit ML MIMO detection. We first transform the one-bit
ML MIMO detection problem into a mixed integer linear
programming (MILP) problem. The crux lies in that the MILP
problem has exponentially many inequality constraints (with
respect to the number of users), which results in high computa-
tional complexity if it is directly solved by an MILP solver like
CPLEX [19]. We propose an incremental optimization strategy
to alleviate the high computational burden. It starts with a
relaxed MILP problem with only a selected small subset of the
inequality constraints. Then, we iteratively and incrementally
add the inequality constraints into the relaxed MILP problem.
In order to develop a light-weight global algorithm, we solve
each relaxed MILP problem inexactly, which is achieved by
embedding the incremental optimization strategy into one
branch-and-bound procedure. In this way, the algorithm only
needs to solve linear programming (LP) subproblems with
significantly much smaller problem sizes (compared with
the MILP reformulation of the original problem), and is
computationally efficient as demonstrated by simulations. The
proposed global algorithm offers an important benchmark for
performance evaluation of existing approximate algorithms for
solving the same ML problem, showing how well they perform
compared to the global ML solutions.

II. SIGNAL MODEL

Consider a multiuser multiple-input single-output (MISO)
uplink transmission, where K̃ single-antenna users concur-
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rently send their signals to a base station (BS) having Ñ
antennas. At the BS, the received signal can be modeled by

ỹ = H̃x̃+ ṽ, r̃ = Q(ỹ), (1)

where x̃ ∈ CK̃ is the multiuser transmit signal vector, drawn
from the Quadrature Phase Shift Keying (QPSK) constellation
{±1 ± j}; H̃ ∈ CÑ×K̃ is the multiuser channel matrix;
ṽ ∈ CÑ is additive complex Gaussian noise with mean 0 and
covariance matrix σ̃2I; Q(x) := sgn(ℜ(x)) + j · sgn(ℑ(x)) is
the one-bit quantizer for both the real and imaginary parts of
x, and

sgn(x) =

{
1, if x ≥ 0;

−1, otherwise,

is the one-bit quantization function that operates on each
element of its argument; r̃ ∈ CÑ is the one-bit received signal.
The one-bit MIMO detection problem is to detect x̃ from the
one-bit received signal r̃, with given H̃ .

For convenience of presentation, we consider the following
equivalent real-valued model. Define

y =

[
ℜ(ỹ)
ℑ(ỹ)

]
∈ RN ,H =

[
ℜ(H̃) −ℑ(H̃)

ℑ(H̃) ℜ(H̃)

]
∈ RN×K ,

x =

[
ℜ(x̃)
ℑ(x̃)

]
∈ RK , r =

[
ℜ(r̃)
ℑ(r̃)

]
∈ RN ,v =

[
ℜ(ṽ)
ℑ(ṽ)

]
∈ RN ,

where N = 2Ñ , K = 2K̃ and v follows the standard Gaussian
distribution with mean 0 and covariance σ2I . We convert (1)
to a real-valued form

y = Hx+ v, r = sgn(y), (2)

where x ∈ {−1, 1}K .
We consider maximum-likelihood (ML) detection [6],

which can be expressed as

min
x∈{−1,1}K

f(x) := −
N∑
i=1

log Φ

(
rih

⊤
i x

σ

)
, (3)

where f(x) is the negative log-likelihood function and Φ(z) =∫ z

−∞
1√
2π

e−t2 dt is the cumulative distribution function of
the standard Gaussian distribution. Problem (3) is a non-
linear integer programming problem. To globally solve (3),
exhaustive search can be applied, which examines all feasible
solutions with a complexity order of O(2K). To the best of our
knowledge, off-the-shelf efficient mixed integer programming
solvers such as CPLEX cannot handle Φ(·), which is an inte-
gral. In the literature, there are many approximate algorithms
for solving problem (3) that seek to strike a balance between
detection performance and computational complexity [5]–[7],
[12]–[17]. In this paper, we aim to propose an efficient
algorithm for globally solving problem (3), which can serve
as a benchmark to evaluate the performance of the existing
approximate algorithms.

III. AN EFFICIENT GLOBAL ALGORITHM

In this section, we propose an efficient global algorithm for
solving problem (3).

A. An MILP Reformulation

We first equivalently reformulate problem (3) as

min
x,w

N∑
i=1

wi

s.t. wi ≥ gi(x), i = 1, 2, . . . , N,

x ∈ {−1, 1}K ,

(4)

where w = (w1, w2, . . . , wN ) and

gi(x) := − log Φ

(
rih

⊤
i x

σ

)
.

Note that gi is a convex function with respect to x. The
following linear inequality

gi(x) ≥ gi(x̂) + ⟨∇gi(x̂),x− x̂⟩, ∀x̂ ∈ {−1, 1}K (5)

is valid, where

∇gi(x) = −
ϕ(rih

⊤
i x/σ)

Φ(rih⊤
i x/σ)

rihi

σ

is the gradient of gi at x, and ϕ(t) = 1√
2π

e−t2 is the probabil-
ity distribution function of the standard Gaussian distribution.
Then, with (5), we reformulate problem (4) as

(x⋆,w⋆) = argmin
x,w

N∑
i=1

wi

s.t. wi ≥ gi(x̂) + ⟨∇gi(x̂),x− x̂⟩, (6a)

i = 1, 2, . . . , N, ∀x̂ ∈ {−1, 1}K ,

x ∈ {−1, 1}K . (6b)

Fact 1 Problems (3) and (6) are equivalent, in the sense that
they have the same optimal solution for x.

Fact 1 can be obtained by noting that inequality (5) is tight
when x̂ = x, which establishes the equivalence between
problems (4) and (6). This, together with the equivalence
between (3) and (4), leads to the desired result.

The upshot of problem (6) is that the inequalities (6a) are
linear in both x and w. As a result, problem (6) is an MILP
problem. In principle, problem (6) can be solved by off-the-
shelf MILP solvers such as CPLEX [19]. However, the number
of inequality constraints in (6a) is N · 2K , where both N and
K can be large in massive MIMO systems, which can lead to
prohibitively high computational complexity.

B. An Incremental Algorithmic Framework

To tackle the computational issue, we propose to solve
problem (6) through an incremental optimization strategy. We
define

C = {(i, x̂) | i = 1, 2, . . . , N, x̂ ∈ {−1, 1}K}
and select S ⊆ C as a subset of C. We consider the following
relaxation of problem (6):



Algorithm 1 An Incremental Optimization Framework for
Solving Problem (6)

1: input: Initialization S ⊆ C;
2: repeat //one iteration
3: Solve problem (7) to obtain its optimal solution (x̄, w̄);
4: if w̄i < gi(x̄) for some i’s then
5: S ← S ∪ {(i, x̄) | w̄i < gi(x̄), i = 1, 2, . . . , N};
6: else
7: break;
8: end if
9: until w̄i ≥ gi(x̄) holds for all i;

10: output (x⋆,w⋆) = (x̄, w̄).

(x̄, w̄) ∈ argmin
x,w

N∑
i=1

wi

s.t. wi ≥ gi(x̂) + ⟨∇gi(x̂),x− x̂⟩, (i, x̂) ∈ S,
x ∈ {−1, 1}K .

(7)

We have the following result.

Fact 2 Consider problems (6) and (7). The following hold.
a)

∑N
i=1 w̄i ≤

∑N
i=1 w

⋆
i .

b) if w̄i ≥ gi(x̄) holds for all i, then (x̄, w̄) is also optimal
to problem (6).

Proof: Since problem (7) is a relaxed version of problem (6),
it holds that

∑N
i=1 w̄i ≤

∑N
i=1 w

⋆
i . This proves a).

If w̄i ≥ gi(x̄) for all i, then (x̄, w̄) is a feasible solution to
problem (4). Thus,

∑N
i=1 w̄i ≥

∑N
i=1 w

⋆
i . This, together with

a), implies
∑N

i=1 w̄i =
∑N

i=1 w
⋆
i . Thus, (x̄, w̄) is an optimal

solution to problem (4), and also problem (6). ■

Fact 2 offers a hint to the algorithmic design. Specifically,
we start from solving problem (7) with an S ⊆ C. If w̄i ≥
gi(x̄) holds for all i, then (x̄, w̄) is already optimal to problem
(6). Otherwise, if w̄i < gi(x̄) for some i, then the constraint

wi ≥ gi(x̄) + ⟨∇gi(x̄),x− x̄⟩ (8)

is added into problem (7), i.e., adding (i, x̄) into S. Then,
we solve problem (7) again with the new S. This process is
repeated until w̄i ≥ gi(x̄) holds for all i. This incremental
optimization framework is described in Algorithm 1.

C. An Efficient Branch-and-Bound Algorithm

Algorithm 1 requires (possibly) solving multiple MILP
problems in the form of (7) (e.g., by branch-and-bound al-
gorithms [20]) and solving each MILP problem can be time-
consuming. Therefore, the complexity of Algorithm 1 can still
be high (especially when the number of iterations is large). To
further reduce the computational complexity of Algorithm 1,
we propose to solve each MILP problem (7) inexactly, which
is done by embedding the incremental optimization iterations
(cf. lines 3-8 in Algorithm 1) into one branch-and-bound algo-
rithm. Branch-and-bound algorithms are tree search methods

that recursively partition the feasible region (i.e., a rooted
tree) into small subregions (i.e., branches). In particular, our
proposed branch-and-bound algorithm solves the LP relaxation
in the form of (10) at each iteration and gradually tightens the
relaxation by adding appropriate (i, x̂) in the set S and fixing
more elements of x to be {−1, 1}. The resulting algorithm is
still an global algorithm to problem (6). Note that the proposed
algorithm only needs to solve an LP problem at each iteration,
which is in sharp contrast to solving the MILP problem (7)
in Algorithm 1. Below, we present the proposed algorithm in
more details.

1) Subproblems and Their LP Relaxations: Denote F+ and
F− as some subsets of {1, 2, . . . , N} such that xj = 1 for
j ∈ F+ and xj = −1 for j ∈ F−, and F+ ∩ F− = ∅. The
subproblem to explore at the branch defined by F+ and F−
is given by

min
x,w

N∑
i=1

wi

s.t. wi ≥ gi(x̂) + ⟨∇gi(x̂),x− x̂⟩, (i, x̂) ∈ C, (9a)
xj = 1, j ∈ F+, xj = −1, j ∈ F−, (9b)

x ∈ {−1, 1}K . (9c)

Also, consider the following LP relaxation of problem (9):

min
x,w

N∑
i=1

wi

s.t. wi ≥ gi(x̂) + ⟨∇gi(x̂),x− x̂⟩, (i, x̂) ∈ S, (10a)
xj = 1, j ∈ F+, xj = −1, j ∈ F−, (10b)

x ∈ [−1, 1]K , (10c)

where S ⊆ C. Problem (10) is a relaxation of problem (9) by
replacing C with S and by relaxing binary variables xj’s with
xj /∈ F+ ∪ F− to [−1, 1]. Therefore, solving the LP problem
(10) provides a lower bound for the MILP problem (9).

2) Proposed Algorithm: Now, we present the main steps
of the proposed branch-and-bound algorithm based on the LP
relaxation in (10). We use (x̌, w̌) to denote the best known
feasible solution that provides the smallest objective value at
the current iteration and use U to denote its objective value
(called the upper bound of problem (6)). In addition, we use
(F+,F−,S) to denote subproblem (9) where S ⊆ C relates to
its current LP relaxation (10), and P to denote the problem set
of the current unprocessed subproblems. At the beginning, we
initialize P ← {(∅,∅,S)} for some S ⊆ C. At each iteration,
we pick a subproblem (F+,F−,S) from P , and solve problem
(10) to obtain its solution (xLP,wLP) and objective value
fLP =

∑N
i=1[wLP]i. Then, we have the following cases:

(1) If fLP ≥ U , then problem (9) cannot contain a feasible
solution that provides an objective value better than U
(and this subproblem does not need to be explored).

(2) If fLP < U and xLP ∈ {−1, 1}K , there are two subcases.
(2.1) If [wLP]i ≥ gi(xLP) for all i = 1, 2, . . . , N , then

(xLP,wLP) must be an optimal solution to problem
(9). We update (x̌, w̌)← (xLP,wLP) and U ← fLP.

(2.2) Otherwise, we apply the incremental optimization strat-



Algorithm 2 A Global Algorithm for Solving Problem (6)

1: input: Initialize P = {(∅,∅,S)} for some S ⊆ C and
U ← +∞.

2: while P ≠ ∅ do
3: Choose a subproblem (F+,F−,S) ∈ P and set P ←

P\{(F+,F−,S)};
4: loop
5: Solve the LP problem (10) to obtain its optimal

solution (xLP,wLP) and objective value fLP =∑N
i=1[wLP]i;

6: if fLP ≥ U then
7: break; //case (1)
8: else if xLP ∈ {−1, 1}K then
9: if [wLP]i ≥ gi(xLP) for all i = 1, 2, . . . , N then

10: Update (x̌, w̌)← (xLP,wLP) and U ← fLP;
11: break; //case (2.1)
12: else
13: S ← S ∪ {(i,xLP) | [wLP]i < gi(xLP), i =

1, 2, . . . , N}; //case (2.2)
14: end if
15: else
16: Choose an index j such that −1 < [xLP]j < 1;
17: Add two new subproblems (F+∪{j},F−,S) and

(F+,F− ∪ {j},S) into P; //case (3)
18: break;
19: end if
20: end loop
21: end while
22: output (x⋆,w⋆)← (x̌, w̌).

egy by adding (i,xLP) with all [wLP]i < gi(xLP) into
S to obtain a tightened problem (10).

(3) If fLP < U and xLP /∈ {−1, 1}K , then we choose an
index j with −1 < [xLP]j < 1 and branch on variable
xj by partitioning problem (F+,F−,S) into two new
subproblems (F+ ∪ {j},F−,S) and (F+,F− ∪ {j},S).
We add the two subproblems into the problem set P .

The above process is repeated until P = ∅. The whole
procedure is summarized as Algorithm 2.

In lines 3 and 16 of Algorithm 2, there exist different
strategies to choose a subproblem (F+,F−,S) from set P and
to choose a branching variable index j [20]. It is worthwhile
to remark that Algorithm 2 can be embedded into state-of-the-
art MILP solvers like CPLEX through the so-called callback
routine [19], which uses the (default) fine-tune subproblem
selection and branching strategies of MILP solvers.

IV. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we provide simulation results to illustrate
the efficiency of the proposed global algorithm for solving the
one-bit MIMO detection problem. The simulation settings are
described as follows. The channel H̃ is generated by element-
wise i.i.d. circular Gaussian distribution with mean zero and
unit variance. The symbols x̃ are independently and identically
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Fig. 1: BER performance under different problem sizes.

distributed drawn from the QPSK constellation {±1± j}. The
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is defined as SNR =

∥H̃x̃∥2
2

∥ṽ∥2
2
. In

Algorithm 2, we initialize S by setting x̂ as a zero-forcing
(ZF) solution, i.e., x̂ = sgn(H†r) with † denoting the matrix
pseudo-inverse. A number of 1,000 Monte-Carlo trials were
run to obtain the bit-error rates of our algorithm and the
benchmarked algorithms.

We first demonstrate the bit-error rate (BER) performance.
We name Algorithm 2 Global One-Bit MIMO Detection
(GOBMD). We also show state-of-the-art algorithms that are
designed to handle problem (3), including the nML and two-
stage nML in [6] and HOTML in [7]. Fig. 1 shows the BER
performance under different MIMO sizes. It is seen from
Fig. 1(a) that GOBMD achieves the same BER performance
as exhaustive search, as both of them globally solve the ML
problem (3); in Fig. 1(b), exhaustive search is computationally
too demanding to complete the job. GOBMD provides an ML
BER benchmark for the other algorithms for solving the same
problem.

Fig. 2 shows the runtime comparison between GOBMD and
exhaustive search. When the problem size is small, GOBMD
and exhaustive search are computationally comparable. How-
ever, the computational complexity of exhaustive search grows
rapidly with the problem size, while that of GOBMD increases
with a much slower rate.

Fig. 3 shows the average ratio |S|/|C| when Algorithm 2
converges under fixed N = 36 and SNR =10 dB. It is seen
that |S|/|C| is lower than 1%. In other words, Algorithm 2
only needs to solve LP problems that have 99% less inequality
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constraints than problem (6). Also, we see that the ratio |S|/|C|
decreases when K increases, which indicates that GOBMD
has good scalability for massive systems with many users.

Finally, as a fundamental investigation and also future work,
we are interested in whether and when the ML formulation (3)
can exactly recover the user transmitted signals. Intuitively,
when the ratio between the numbers of antennas and users
N/K is large, and when the noise power σ2 is small, solving
the ML detection problem will recover the user transmitted
symbols (with a high probability). The simulation result in
Fig. 4 supports this intuition. The colorbar illustrates the BER
level: the darker the color, the higher the BER. We see a
clear phase transition from the left-bottom region with high
BER to the right-top region with low BER. In the future,
we will quantitatively analyze the conditions under which the
ML solution can exactly identify the user signals. We will
also extend the study to account for multi-bit quantization and
higher-order modulations.
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