
JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2021 1

Assessment of the Sparsity-Diversity Trade-offs in
Active Users Detection for mMTC
Gabriel Martins de Jesus, Onel Luis Alcaraz López, Richard Demo Souza,
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Abstract—Wireless communication systems must increasingly
support a multitude of machine-type communications (MTC)
devices, thus calling for advanced strategies for active user de-
tection (AUD). Recent literature has delved into AUD techniques
based on compressed sensing, highlighting the critical role of
signal sparsity. This study investigates the relationship between
frequency diversity and signal sparsity in the AUD problem.
Single-antenna users transmit multiple copies of non-orthogonal
pilots across multiple frequency channels and the base station in-
dependently performs AUD in each channel using the orthogonal
matching pursuit algorithm. We note that, although frequency
diversity may improve the likelihood of successful reception
of the signals, it may also damage the channel sparsity level,
leading to important trade-offs. We show that a sparser signal
significantly benefits AUD, surpassing the advantages brought by
frequency diversity in scenarios with limited temporal resources
and/or high numbers of receive antennas. Conversely, with longer
pilots and fewer receive antennas, investing in frequency diversity
becomes more impactful, resulting in a tenfold AUD performance
improvement.

Index Terms—Active user detection, diversity, compressed
sensing, massive MTC

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the population of connected wireless devices
growing by the day, the design of wireless communica-

tion systems is becoming increasingly challenging. Electronic
devices communicating with each other without any human
interaction, i.e., performing machine type communications
(MTC), are becoming predominant among all [1]. Indeed, the
development of the fifth generation of wireless systems (5G)
has been driven by the need to support a massive number of
heterogeneous MTC devices, e.g., 106/km2, sharing the same
radio resources. These are the so-called massive MTC (MTC)
scenarios [2], typical for applications such as e.g., industry
automation and sensing, and distributed ledgers [3], [4].

Generally, in the mMTC paradigm, communication is estab-
lished after the active users detection (AUD) phase takes place,
which is when the set of active users is detected and identified.
When multiple devices, or users, are simultaneously active in
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a given transmitting opportunity, their signals arrive superim-
posed to the receiver. This complicates the AUD process since
the resultant composite signal could erroneously resemble a
transmission from a user that is, in fact, not transmitting.
Fortunately, users transmit sporadically, with only a small
fraction of the total users becoming active simultaneously,
which can be exploited for accurate AUD. Specifically, this
sparse user activity encourages the utilization of established
compressed sensing (CS) techniques [5]–[7], with the setups
designed so that users transmit pilot signals before the data,
serving the dual purpose of joint AUD and channel estimation.

A key concept of CS is the sparsity level of the signal,
denoted by S ≜ 1/K, where K refers to the count of active
users. The CS algorithms can efficiently recover the signals
when signal sparsity, time resources, and noise conditions
are favorable. In short, for a given number of measurements,
the signal is more likely to be recovered when the sparsity
level is high (i.e., smaller K, with S → ∞ when K = 0)
and/or signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) is high. The number of
measurements required to guarantee a performance level in
CS algorithms can be determined based e.g., on the expected
sparsity level [8]. Although committing to these requirements
can be challenging in some applications since both the pilot
and data must be transmitted within the coherence interval of
the channel, this is not necessarily the case for mMTC traffic
as packets are usually short.

On the other hand, communication diversity is a well-
established method for performance boosting [4], [9]. Diver-
sity can manifest in signal transmission or reception strategies.
For instance, it might involve replicating transmissions in the
frequency or time domain, or by deploying multiple anten-
nas in the transmitter or receiver.The inclusion of redundant
replicas of the same message increases the likelihood of the
signal being correctly detected. In the case of transmission
diversity, such robustness comes at the cost of increased
channel utilization. For instance, with frequency transmission
diversity, utilizing multiple copies decreases the sparsity level,
resulting in interference, and leading to potential trade-offs
between diversity and sparsity. These trade-offs have been
investigated in terms of throughput, packet collisions, and
other physical layer aspects in the literature [10], [11].

CS-based AUD has been explored recently in several dis-
tinct setups and employing different algorithms [12]–[16], but
the effects of the trade-offs between frequency diversity and
channel sparsity on AUD is still an open research topic [17].
To identify these trade-offs, herein we consider a scenario
where the users transmit their non-orthogonal pilots across
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several orthogonal frequency channels, and the base station
(BS) implements AUD before data decoding. We use the
orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) algorithm to solve the CS
problem due to its straightforward implementation and extend
it to the multichannel case. Specifically, we propose a method
in which the BS performs AUD independently in each channel,
and the final list of detected users is the union of the lists
of all channels. We assess the reliability of this protocol and
the standard single-channel case in several setups. We show
that having a sparser signal is significantly more beneficial
to AUD than frequency diversity in most cases where the
pilot length is short or multiple antennas are available at the
BS. On the other hand, as the pilot length becomes longer
and multi-antenna receive diversity is unavailable, investing
in frequency diversity becomes more relevant, and a tenfold
AUD performance improvement can be achieved.

The remainder of the letter is organized as follows. We
describe our system model in Section II, and present the
AUD problem and our proposed method in Section III. We
provide numerical results in Section IV discussing the sparsity-
diversity trade-offs and conclude the letter in Section V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider an mMTC deployment with uplink frequency
channels F , each denoted by f ∈ F , with f = {1, 2, . . . , F}.
During a preliminary registering phase, the users connect to the
network, engaging in key exchange with the BS. Subsequently,
the BS assigns channel resources and unique pilot sequences to
the users. Note that herein, a set Qf of Q ≜ |Qf | users operate
in channel f , while Qf∩Qg = {∅}, f ̸= g, is not always true if
users are allowed to transmit replicas in several channels. The
users are single-antenna devices while the BS is equipped with
M antennas. Time is divided into transmission opportunity
intervals, referred to as frame slots, comprising of T symbols,
and with a duration shorter than the coherence interval. We
assume perfect time synchronization, and at each frame slot,
Tp symbols are dedicated to joint channel estimation and user
activity detection. The remaining symbols are dedicated to data
transmission. In this 3-phase system, we only tackle the AUD
in the present work.

In a grant-free scheme, any user may start a transmission at
any time, transmitting its assigned pilot followed by its data.
Without loss of generality, we assume all the users have a
probability p of becoming active, i.e., starting a transmission.
This independent and random transmission pattern may lead
to multiple users transmitting simultaneously, resulting in a
superposition of signals at the receiver. A way to avoid
unrecoverable signals is to assign orthogonal pilots to users.
However, Tp ≥ Q is required for all pilots to be pair-wise
orthogonal, which is generally unfeasible in an mMTC sce-
nario. Instead, a list of non-orthogonal pilots is considered. We
denote by ϕq ∈ CTp×1 the pilot sequence assigned to the q-th
user, with ||ϕq||2 = 1, while the sequences can be arranged
to obtain the pilot matrix Φf = [ϕ1 ϕ2 . . . ϕQ] ∈ CTp×Q.

The channel gains between user q ∈ Qf and the BS
in channel f are modeled by considering the impact of a
large-scale fading term, βq,f , and a small-scale fading term,
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Fig. 1: System model with emphasis on channel f .

hq,f ∈ C1×M , with E[|hq,j |2] = 1, such that gq,f = βq,fhq,f

[18]. We assume that hq,f is unknown and changes at each
coherence interval cycle while βq,f is known by the users, such
that power control can be implemented to result in the desired
average SNR Γ at the BS. By arranging the channel gain
vectors and taking into account the transmit power employed
by users, we obtain the system matrix Xf ∈ CQ×M , with
each row given by xq,f =

√
Tpρq,f αqgq,f , where αq = 1

when the q-th user is active, αq = 0 otherwise, and ρq,f is the
transmit power. Then, at each frame slot, the received signal
Yf ∈ CTp×M at the BS in channel f ∈ F , is given by

Yf = ΦfXf +Vf , (1)

where Vf ∈ CTp×M represents complex white Gaussian
noise. Since the noise has unitary variance, the resulting
average SNR at reception is then controlled by setting ρq,f =
Γ/βq,f

2.
We illustrate the system model in Fig. 1 explicitly for

channel f , but the model is valid for the other channels. Note
that the grouping of the devices is not representative of their
physical location and that our model admits the possibility of
a single user operating in multiple different channels.

III. ACTIVE USER DETECTION

To effectively decode the received signal, the BS must
first identify the users that are active in the corresponding
frame, for which it can utilize its prior knowledge of the pilot
sequences of the users. Specifically, on channel f , the BS
must identify the non-zero rows of Xf . Since the number of
rows of Xf is Q ≫ Tp, this is an under-determined system,
thus without a unique solution in general. However, at each
frame slot, only a subset Kf ⊂ Qf of users are active,
making the matrix Xf to be row-sparse, with K = |Kf |
denoting its sparsity. This problem can be solved by applying
well-established CS techniques, such as the OMP algorithm.
With these techniques, the BS can perform joint AUD and
channel estimation to obtain K̂f and X̂f , the estimate of the
set of active users and an estimate of their channel conditions,
respectively.

A. Multi-Channel AUD with Frequency Diversity
To explore frequency diversity, we propose a protocol in

which users transmit copies of the same packets simultane-
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ously across multiple channels. Let each user q be assigned
a subset Cq ⊆ F of channels for transmission. Each user has
access to exactly C = |Cq| channels, and the list of users
operating in each channel is known at the BS. To maintain the
same spectral efficiency, we consider that the total number of
users is QF such that QC users operate in each channel while
maintaining the same activation probability p. Furthermore,
the transmit power per channel is inversely proportional to the
number of copies, i.e., ρ′q,f = ρq,f/C, so that users adhere to
the same power constraints as in the single-frequency method,
leading to the target average SNR after reception.

Several approaches can be implemented to explore the
multiple-channel setup. We have implemented four such ap-
proaches, three of which did not show any improvement when
compared to the single-channel case. We list them below and
briefly comment on their possible advantages and the cause of
their poor performance when that is the case.

1) Strict detection: perform the AUD in each channel
independently, but only accept users detected in all their
corresponding channels. This results in a low number
of false positives but also limits the performance by not
considering users that had their signals too attenuated in
other channels.

2) Iterative detection: perform the AUD sequentially in
each channel, detecting users and propagating their
detection to the other channels where they transmit,
iteratively removing their contribution to the received
signal. This requires fewer operations at the BS, as each
user needs to be detected only once, but causes many
false positives.

3) Super-channels: combine the channels into “super-
channels” by concatenating the received signals and
extending the pilot matrix accordingly. This leads to(
F
C

)
such channels, and the BS searches only for the

users operating exclusively in the C channels consid-
ered, treating signals of other users as interference. This
increases the number of measurements available, but,
when C ̸= F , the interference from other users causes
poor performance. When C = F , the extended pilots
are not helpful in further differentiating users, causing
no improvements.

4) Independent detection: perform the AUD in each chan-
nel independently, constructing a final list consisting of
the union of all lists. This has a better balance of missed
detections and false positives while being much simpler
than the others in its implementation.

For the sake of brevity, we focus only on approach 4, which
performs better than the other methods.

B. Orthogonal Matching Pursuit

Originally proposed in [19], the OMP is a greedy algorithm
for CS. Due to its simple implementation and manageable
computational complexity, OMP serves as a clear baseline for
other algorithms, and thus we adopt it to evaluate our proposal.
The basic idea behind OMP is to select the columns of pilot
matrix Φf that have the highest correlations with the received

signal Yf and iteratively remove their contribution until a
stopping criterion is satisfied.

The OMP receives as inputs the signal Yf and the pilot
matrix Φf . Initially, the list of detected users is K̂f = ∅, and
the residual signal is R

(0)
f = Yf . At each iteration k, the

correlation s
(k)
q,f ∈ C1×M of the residual signal to the pilot

sequence of user q is calculated as

s
(k)
q,f = ||ϕ⊺

qR
(k−1)
f ||2. (2)

Then, the BS identifies the user whose pilot sequence has the
highest correlation with the residual signal as

q(k) = argmax
q

s
(k)
q,f , (3)

updating the list of detected users as K̂(k)
f = K̂(k−1)

f ∪q(k). At
each iteration k > 1, an auxiliary pilot matrix Φ

(k)
f ∈ CTp×k

is updated as
Φ

(k)
f =

[
Φ

(k−1)
f , ϕq(k)

]
, (4)

with Φ
(1)
f ≜ ϕq(1) . Then, an estimate of the channel is

obtained by solving

X̂
(k)
f = argmin

X
||Yf −Φ

(k)
f X||2. (5)

In our implementation, we solve it with the linear least squares
method, thus the channel is estimated with

X̂
(k)
f = Φ

(k)
f

+
Yf , (6)

where (·)+ is the Moore-Penrose inverse operation. The resid-
ual signal is then updated with

R
(k)
f = Yf −Φ

(k)
f X̂

(k)
f , (7)

finalizing the k-th iteration. The OMP continues to run until
the stopping criterion is met, and the final list of detected
users in channel f is denoted by K̂f . When K is known or
estimated at the BS [20], the stopping criterion is k = K.
When this value is unknown, a different approach should be
considered. For instance, due to the difficulty of obtaining this
value in a practical scenario, we consider a threshold approach,
allowing the algorithm to run while s

(k)
q,f ≥ δ for any q. In

practice, δ must be carefully selected, as large values lead to
many false negatives, while small values lead to many false
positives, compromising the accuracy.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we analyze the performance of the con-
sidered system when varying three main network parameters,
namely the number of copies C each user transmits, the length
Tp of the pilot sequence, and the activation probability p. We
define the balanced accuracy A as

A =
1

2

(
| ∪f∈F TPf |

K
+

| ∪f∈F TNf |
Q−K

)
, (8)

where TPf = K̂f ∩ Kf is the list of active users correctly
identified, and TNf = (Qf\K̂f ) ∩ (Qf\Kf ) is the list
of inactive users correctly identified. The balanced accuracy
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Fig. 2: Balanced inaccuracy as a function of the SNR and for
several combinations of F and C in the M = 1 setup.

is particularly well-suited for classifiers dealing with unbal-
anced class distributions, which is the case in mMTC since
K ≪ (Q −K). In this letter, we utilize its complement, the
balanced inaccuracy 1 − A, as the main performance metric.
We present the average balanced inaccuracy for 105 Monte-
Carlo simulations for each considered case. The final results
are the minimum achieved in each setup, with the threshold δ
optimized for each configuration.

The pilots are generated by drawing symbols from a com-
plex Bernoulli distribution [18], with each sequence designed
such that ||ϕq||2 = 1 and each entry is randomly selected from
the possible symbols (±1± i)/

√
2Tp. Assuming the channels

are subject to Rayleigh fading, each element of hq,f is
distributed following a standard complex normal distribution.
Moreover, we set Q = 256 users and p = 1/Q, unless
specified otherwise.

A. Impact of the Number of Copies

We start our analysis by evaluating the potential perfor-
mance gains from diversity in the base scenario described
earlier. The number of channels is varied from F = 1 to
F = 4, with the corresponding number of copies varied from
C = 1 to C = F , for several values of SNR and for M = 1
and Tp = 8. The results presented in Fig. 2 indicate that,
in this specific setup, the added diversity does not improve
the system performance but worsens it as the number of
copies increases. Here, the sparsity level decreases inversely
proportional to C, and the pilot length is not sufficient to
provide significant differentiation among the users, causing
the BS to often mistakenly select inactive users, as their pilot
may be correlated to the superimposed signal. An interesting
behavior in this case is the similar performance regardless of
F , but dependent on C, as this parameter is what impacts the
sparsity level in each channel. This behavior can be further
observed for F > 4, but we use F = 4 as the default herein.

B. Impact of the Pilot Length

We continue our analysis aiming to understand the impact
of the pilot length in this new scenario. Since the increase
of measurements given by a greater Tp serves the purpose of

5 10 15 20 25 30

10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

Fig. 3: Balanced inaccuracy as a function of the pilot length
in the M = 1 setup.

1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

10-6

10-4

10-2

Fig. 4: Balanced inaccuracy for number of copies as a function
of M , in the Tp = 20, SNR = 10 dB and F = 4 setup.

differentiating more precisely between possibly active users,
we vary the pilot length from Tp = 8 to Tp = 32. In this new
setup, we compare the performance of the system under three
SNR conditions, for deployments with F = 4 and C = {1, 2}.

For the case with a single antenna BS shown in Fig. 3, as
the pilot length increases, increasing the number of copies
is favorable compared to C = 1, with performance gains
of up to one order of magnitude when SNR = 20 dB. An
indiscriminate increase in C is not encouraged, though, as
optimal values of C generally vary between C = 2 and C = 3.
As Tp increases, the frequency diversity gains, that is, the
possibility of a copy of a signal to be detected in different
channels, are beneficial to the system as it is more unlikely that
a false detection takes place. In the meantime, strong signal
attenuation in a different channel is not a game-breaker, as it
can facilitate other users to be correctly detected.

As indicated in Fig. 4, with the increase of M , however,
severe signal attenuation is less relevant due to the multiple
copies collected, and sparsity is favored, as the more ac-
centuated superposition of the pilots generates more errors
when C > 1. Fundamentally, spatial diversity in reception
plays a similar role to frequency diversity in transmission:
obtaining redundant replicas of signals to improve user detec-
tion likelihood. But, unlike transmission diversity, reception
diversity does not incur the drawback of damaging the signal
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Fig. 5: Balanced inaccuracy as a function of pQ in the M = 1
setup with SNR = 20 dB and Tp = 32.

sparsity. This significantly impacts the AUD’s performance,
discouraging the use of frequency diversity when the BS
employs multi-antenna reception capabilities. When that is the
case, an antenna count of M = 3 with Tp = 20 already results
in a performance comparable to the setup with M = 1, C = 2,
and Tp = 32. In some cases, this is preferred as the signal
processing is less demanding and the frame can be used to
transmit more data, although it comes with the cost of more
material resources.

C. Impact of the sparsity level

Lastly, we vary the probability of activation from p =
0.25/Q to p = 8/Q in a setup with F = 4, and C =
{1, 2, 3, 4}, as presented in Fig. 5, where set M = 1, Tp = 32
and SNR = 20 dB. The figure can be split into three different
regions: p ≤ 1/Q, 1/Q < p ≤ 2.5/Q, and p > 2.5/Q. In
the first region, the expected value of K is generally below 1,
and the diversity gain introduced by the copies significantly
improves performance, especially for higher values of C. In
the second region, 1 < C < 4 has the best performance, with
C = 2 being generally the best option, as with C = 3 the
sparsity levels decline quickly. In the third region, however,
the sparsity degradation from the introduced diversity starts to
severely limit the performance in all cases where C ̸= 1, and
C = 1 is once again preferred.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this letter, we explored the effects of frequency diversity
in CS-based AUD, in a protocol in which users transmit
copies of their message across C channels. We maintain the
same spectral efficiency when compared to C = 1, which in
turn decreases the sparsity level in each channel. We show
that the compromise between frequency diversity and sparsity
level hugely impacts the performance of the networks when
temporal resources like pilot length are limited, users transmit
frequently, or when there is an increase in the number of
receive antennas, and C = 1 emerges as the preferred choice.
However, our results demonstrate the potential of the multi-
copy scheme given additional resources allocated to extend
the pilot length. Under favorable channel conditions, adopting

this strategy can lead to a performance enhancement of up to
one order of magnitude.
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