arXiv:2405.17789v2 [cs.IT] 30 May 2024

On the Downlink Average Energy Efficiency of Non-Stationary XL-MIMO

Jun Zhang, Senior Member, IEEE, Jiacheng Lu, Graduate Student Member, IEEE, Jingjing Zhang, Yu Han, Member, IEEE, Jue Wang, Member, IEEE, Shi Jin, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Extra large-scale multiple-input multiple-output (XL-MIMO) is a key technology for future wireless communication systems. This paper considers the effects of visibility region (VR) at the base station (BS) in a non-stationary multiuser XL-MIMO scenario, where only partial antennas can receive users’ signal. In time division duplexing (TDD) mode, we first estimate the VR at the BS by detecting the energy of the received signal during uplink training phase. The probabilities of two detection errors are derived and the uplink channel on the detected VR is estimated. In downlink data transmission, to avoid cumbersome Monte-Carlo trials, we derive a deterministic approximate expression for ergodic average energy efficiency (EE) with the regularized zero-forcing (RZF) precoding. In frequency division duplexing (FDD) mode, the VR is estimated in uplink training and then the channel information of detected VR is acquired from the feedback channel. In downlink data transmission, the approximation of ergodic average EE is also derived with the RZF precoding. Invoking approximate results, we propose an alternate optimization algorithm to design the detection threshold and the pilot length in both TDD and FDD modes. The numerical results reveal the impacts of VR estimation error on ergodic average EE and demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Extra large-scale MIMO, visibility region, RZF precoding, average energy efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extra large-scale multiple-input multiple-output (XL- MIMO), featured by utilizing of an extremely large antenna array (ELAA) at base station (BS) and serving many users simultaneously, has become a fundamental technology to support ambitious visions of future sixth generation mobile communication systems (6G) [2]. XL-MIMO provides higher array gain, better ability of spatial multiplexing, and remarkable improvement in spectral efficiency (SE), which helps significantly alleviate the short of spectral resources [3]. Besides, as compared to massive MIMO, preferable channel properties such as channel hardening and asymptotic orthogonality are better seen in XL-MIMO [4].

However, the sharp increase on the array size also incurs new problems. First, the complexity of channel estimation and

J. Zhang, J. Lu, and J. J. Zhang are with Jiangsu Key Laboratory of Wireless Communications, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210003, China, Email: {zhangjun, 1020010209, 1020010323}@njupt.edu.cn.

H. Yu and S. Jin are with the National Mobile Communications Research Laboratory, Southeast University, Nanjing 210096, China, Email: {hanyu,jinshi}@seu.edu.cn.

J. Wang is with School of Information Science and Technology, Nantong University, Nantong 226019, China, Email: wangjue@ntu.edu.cn.

This paper was presented in part at the 2022 WCSP [1].

signal processing becomes overwhelming as array dimension grows, which poses great challenges to both hardware and software design [5]. Second, the much larger Rayleigh distance of ELAA results in new channel characteristics [2]. In traditional MIMO systems, the BS-user distance is usually beyond the Rayleigh distance, such that planar wavefront can be assumed when describing the wireless channel [6]. However, this is no longer true in XL-MIMO systems, where near-field propagation has to be considered. Third, the spatial non-stationarity becomes non-negligible since the propagation between ELAA and users can be partially blocked by scatters or obstacles [7, 8]. As a result, a user may merely see only partial antennas instead of the entire array, and these antennas that can be observed by the user are referred to its visibility region (VR) [9]. The existence of VR may reduce the array gain, on the other hand, it can also help reduce the complexity of precoding and user scheduling [7, 10–14].

To cope with abovementioned problems, many researches investigate the channel modeling and VR features of XL- MIMO in recent years. In [15], the authors investigated the performances of maximal-ratio combining (MRC), zeroforcing (ZF), and minimum mean-square error (MMSE) beamforming under spherical wavefront, which provides additional freedom to suppress inter-user interference in the distance domain. In [16], the authors further considered the size of physical array elements and established a unified model for different implementation forms of XL-MIMO, including discrete antenna array and continuous surface. The above works were conducted assuming line-of-sight (LoS) propagation between users and the ELAA. However, the propagation paths could be partially blocked by obstacles and thus VR effect occurs. To evaluate the impact of VR, the authors compared the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) performance of conjugate beamforming (CB) and ZF precoders under both stationary and non-stationary channels in [14], revealing that VR may bring favorable influences in reducing interuser interferences. Similarly, the performances of MRC and linear minimum mean squared error (LMMSE) receiver in the presence of VR were analyzed in [12]. Considering a non-stationary propagation channel, the authors leveraged user grouping and plane-wave approximation to reduce the complexity of precoding in XL-MIMO, and developed two novel ZF precoders in [10]. Besides, precoding design and several user scheduling schemes were also elaborated by utilizing the independence of different users’ VR in [7, 11, 13]. In [7], an VR XL-MIMO (NOVR-XL) protocol was proposed for joint user access and scheduling, which improved the sumrate by taking advantages of the non-overlapping property of different users’ VR. The authors further modified the classical strongest user collision resolution (SUCRe) protocol by exploring overlapping VR in [11], and the modified protocol allowed more access attempts in XL-MIMO. Moreover, to ensure the quality-of-service (QoS) requirements of different users, a QoS-aware user scheduling scheme was proposed in [13], achieving fair coverage for a cell where LoS and non- LoS (NLoS) transmission coexist.

Note that abovementioned works all assumed perfect VR knowledge can be obtained at the BS. Despite VR can reduce the precoding complexity and enhance the efficiency of user scheduling, the channel estimation on VR can be challenging since VR distribution can be random and discontinuous, or successively in a block, or partially overlapped for different users. To deal with the VR estimation issue, a turbo orthogonal approximate message passing (Turbo-OAMP) algorithm was proposed in [17], where the structured sparsity of XL-MIMO channel was discussed. By jointly detecting the activity of both users and subarrays, a bilinear Bayesian inference algorithm was proposed in [18] to estimate the spatial non-stationary channel pattern. In [8, 19], the VR detection and user localization were jointly accomplished by sensing the flat region in the accumulating function of different antennas’ energy. Moreover, a U-shaped dedicated multilayer perceptron (MLP) network was proposed in [20] to reconstruct the channel on VR with limited pilot overhead. By utilizing the dependence among users, clusters, and VR at the BS, the authors proposed a novel VR recognition method in [21], which achieves satisfactory recognition performance with limited dataset.

Although abovementioned schemes can effectively reduce the complexity of precoding or reconstruct the spatial nonstationary channel with the aid of VR information, however, to the best of our knowledge, the impact of VR estimation error on the performance of XL-MIMO systems has not been discussed. Motivated by this, we consider a spatial non-stationary XL-MIMO channel, where the VRs of several single-antenna users are overlapped. We study the average achievable energy efficiency (EE) in the presence of VR detection error and then maximize EE by designing VR detection scheme and the length of uplink pilot. Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• In the uplink training phase, we propose a VR detection method by measuring the energy of received pilot signals, and derive two error probabilities for VR detection, i.e., the false detection and the missed detection probabilities, which are shown to be mainly affected by the detection threshold and the length of uplink pilot. Based on the detected VR, we further investigate the impact of VR detection error on the channel estimation performance, for both time division duplexing (TDD) and frequency division duplexing (FDD) modes.

• According to the estimated imperfect channel state information (CSI) and adopting regularized zero-forcing (RZF) precoder, we derive the deterministic approximate expression for the ergodic average EE under TDD and FDD modes, respectively. Invoking these approximations, we formulate an optimization problem to maximize the average EE by designing VR detection threshold and uplink pilot length.

• We propose an alternate optimization algorithm to jointly design the optimal detection threshold and pilot length for VR detection. To reduce complexity, we further propose heuristic solutions for the VR detection threshold with given pilot length, and their effectiveness is validated by numerical simulations.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we describe the system model. In Section III, we describe the procedure of VR detection and uplink channel estimation in TDD systems. Furthermore, the EE maximization problem is formulated. In Section IV, we derive a deterministic approximation of the ergodic downlink average EE and propose an alternate optimization algorithm to design the detection threshold and the length of uplink pilot. In Section V, we further provide the deterministic approximation and the maximization of the average EE in FDD systems. Section VI reveals the impacts of VR estimation error on average EE and demonstrates the effectiveness of our proposed schemes by numerical results. Section VII concludes our paper.

Notations: The bold uppercase X and bold lowercase x denote matrices and vectors, respectively, and the superscripts in top right corner, i.g., (·)^T , (·)^H , (·)^{−1}, (·)^{12} , stand for transpose, conjugate-transpose, inverse, and root of the matrix or vector, respectively. The sign E{·} means the expectation result. [X]_{i,j} indicates the element joined by the i-th row and j-th column of X. tr(X) denotes the trace of X and |S| denotes the ensemble of set S.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an XL-MIMO scenario where one BS is equipped with an M-antenna uniform linear array (ULA), serving multiple single-antenna users. As a result of the spatial non-stationarity, only part of the ULA can receive the signal from a user, which is described as VR. Usually, the VR varies for different users and we denote the visible antenna indices set of the k-th user by A_k ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , M}. The visible antennas in VR can be much fewer than M in the whole array, which helps reduce the complexity of precoding significantly by grouping users properly [12]. Since we assume that the BS has no prior knowledge on users’ VR but acquires users’ locations, we can group users according to their locations, due to the fact that adjacent users share the same scattering clusters and thus leads to the same VR at the BS [21, 22]. Furthermore, for different non-overlapping VRs, there is no interference between different groups [14]. Thus, BS can communicate with different groups with their own VR. In this paper, we focus on one group where K (K ≪ M) users share the same VR to investigate the influences of VR knowledge on the ergodic sum-rate and average EE, i.e., we assume A_k = A and |A| = L for the K users within one group, which is shown in Fig. 1. Note that the VR length of different user groups can be different.

The channel between the BS and the k-th user is modeled

Fig. 1. The spatially non-stationary XL-MIMO system.

as^1

h^{full}_k = R^{full}_k^{12} z^{full}_k , (1)

where z^{full}_k ∈ C^{M ×1} denotes the fast fading channel vector with respect to CN (0,^1_M I), the diagonal matrix R^{full}_k = β_kdiag{δ_{1,k}, δ_{2,k}, . . . , δ_{M,k}}, δ_{m,k} is a binary indicator defined by δ_{m,k} = { 0, m /∈ A_k ; 1, m ∈ A_k , (2)

and β_k is the large-scale fading known a priori to the users, which is defined as

β_k = β_0d^{−α}_k , (3)

where β_0 is the path loss at the reference distance, d_k is the distance from the k-th user to the BS, and α is the path loss factor.

Many existing works assume that VR knowledge (i.e., A_k) is perfectly known in the BS. It is not clear how the system performance is impacted by imperfect VR knowledge. Therefore, we will reveal the impact of VR estimation error in the next section.

III. ACHIEVABLE ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF TDD SYSTEMS In this section, we first detect VR by uplink training before we perform channel estimation and analyze the achievable ergodic downlink EE by considering VR estimation error and linear precoding. Furthermore, we formulate the maximization problem for ergodic average EE, where detection threshold and uplink pilot length are joint optimized.

A. Uplink VR Estimation and Probability Analysis In TDD systems, the channel coherence time is divided into two stages for uplink training and downlink data transmission

1For the Rician model with line of sight (LoS) component, the VR is composed of two parts, i.e., the VR of LoS component and the VR of non- LoS component, which are different due to different propagation paths. The former can be precisely detected with the methods proposed in [8, 19] since the LoS component is deterministic. Then the VR can be further detected from those non-LoS antennas with our proposed energy detector, and the probability analysis is similar to that in Section III. For simplicity, we consider only non- LoS component here to better reveal the impact of imperfect VR detection.

Fig. 2. The communication procedure of TDD systems.

as illustrated in Fig. 2. The length of available coherence time block is T symbols. During the uplink training stage, K orthogonal pilot sequences are assigned to users^2 and satisfy Φ^H Φ = τMI, where Φ = [ϕ_1, ϕ_2, . . . , ϕ_K ] ∈ C^{τ ×K} is the pilot matrix and τ is the pilot length. Thus, the received training signal Y_{Tr} ∈ C^{M ×τ} in the BS is given by

Y_{Tr} = H^{full}P^{12}_{Tr}Φ^H + N_{Tr}, (4)

where H^{full} = [h^{full}_1 , h^{full}_2 , . . . , h^{full}_K ] ∈ C^{M×K} is the uplink channel, P_{Tr} = diag{p_{Tr,1}, p_{Tr,2}, . . . , p_{Tr,K} } denotes the power of pilot signal from all users, and N_{Tr} ∈ C^{M×τ} is the noise matrix whose entries are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) with respect to CN (0, σ^2_{Tr}).

During the uplink training stage, the received signal correlated with Φ at the BS can be given by

Ỹ_{Tr} = τ √ MH^{full}P^{12}_{Tr} + Ñ_{Tr}, (5)

where Ỹ_{Tr} =^{1√}_M Y_{Tr}Φ ∈ C^{M×K} and Ñ_{Tr} =^{1√}_M N_{Tr}Φ ∈ C^{M×K} . From (5), the VR A_k for different users can be detected respectively by judging the energy strength of observed signal Ỹ_{Tr}. We denote the (m,k)-th entry of matrix Ỹ_{Tr} by ỹTr_{m,k} and it can be easily observed that ỹ^{Tr}_{m,k} is also a complex Gaussian variable with a probability density function (PDF) given as f(ỹ^{Tr}_{m,k}|δ_{m,k}) = 1 π(τ^2p_{Tr,k}β_kδ_{m,k} + τσ^2_{Tr})

× exp { − |ỹ^{Tr}_{m,k}|^2 τ^2p_{Tr,k}β_kδ_{m,k} + τσ^2_{Tr} } . (6)

That is ỹ^{Tr}_{m,k} ∼ { CN (0, τ^2p_{Tr,k}β_k + τσ^2_{Tr}), δ_{m,k} = 1; CN (0, τσ^2_{Tr}), δ_{m,k} = 0. (7) The VR indicator δ_{m,k} can not be detected directly from ỹ^{Tr}_{m,k} since the deterministic fast fading channel knowledge is difficult to obtain in XL-MIMO. Therefore, we adopt the following energy detector described by δ̂_{m,k} = { 1, |ỹ^{Tr}_{m,k}|^2 > ζ_0; 0, |ỹ^{Tr}_{m,k}|^2 ≤ ζ_0, (8) where ζ_0 denotes the detection threshold.

The energy detector (8) will incur two error events for VR detection: 1) false detection, i.e., δ̂_{m,k} = 1 when δ_{m,k} = 0; 2) missed detection, i.e., δ̂_{m,k} = 0 when δ_{m,k} = 1, where

2We assume that the orthogonal pilot sequences are assigned per VR user group, and the same pilot sequences are reused among the different user groups since the VR of different groups are considered to be non-overlapping. For the scenario where K > τ , we may assign those additional users with different time interval and reuse the pilot sequences in different intervals.

the probabilities of the two conditions can be calculated as follows, respectively,

P_{10,k} =Pr(δ̂_{m,k} = 1|δ_{m,k} = 0) = exp { − ζ_0 τσ^2_{Tr} } , (9)

P_{01,k} =Pr(δ̂_{m,k} = 0|δ_{m,k} = 1)

=1 − exp { − ζ_0 τ^2p_{Tr,k}β_k + τσ^2_{Tr} } . (10)

For analytic tractability, we let p_{Tr,1}β_1 = . . . = p_{Tr,K} β_K in (10) through pilot power compensation for different users by efficient calibrations [23]. Let p_{Tr,1}β_1 = g and the probabilities of two error events can be rewritten as

P_{10} =Pr(δ̂_{m,k} = 1|δ_{m,k} = 0) = exp { − ζ_0 τσ^2_{Tr} } , (11)

P_{01} =Pr(δ̂_{m,k} = 0|δ_{m,k} = 1)

=1 − exp { − ζ_0 τ^2g + τσ^2_{Tr} } , (12)

respectively.

Furthermore, the detected VR set of A is denoted as Â and it satisfies |Â| = I +J, where I (0 ≤ I ≤ L) is assumed to be the number of correctly estimated antennas (i.e., |Â ∩ A| = I) and J (0 ≤ J ≤ M − L) is assumed to be the number of wrongly estimated antennas. Thus, the probability of Â with arbitrary {I, J} can be calculated as P_{I,J} =Pr(Â|A) = ( L I )( M − L J ) P^{L−I}_{01} (1 − P_{01})^I P^J_{10}(1 − P_{10})^{M−L−J} , (13) where I = 0, 1, 2, . . . , L and J = 0, 1, 2, . . . , M − L. Notice that Â = A if I = L and J = 0, which suggests that the VR estimation is exactly correct.

B. Uplink Channel Estimation Based on Â

With detected VR, we can perform uplink channel estimation only on Â rather than the whole array, which helps significantly reduce the computation complexity. We denote the estimated channel vector between the k-th user and the BS on Â as ĥ_{Â,k} ∈ C^{(I+J)×1} , and similarly the real channel vector is denoted as h_{Â,k} ∈ C^{(I+J)×1} = [h^{full}_k ]_Â. Since there are J wrongly estimated antennas in set Â, the real channel h_{Â,k} ∈ C^{(I+J)×1} has J zero elements.

If the least-square (LS) method is employed for uplink channel estimation, we have the estimated channel by

Ĥ_{Â,LS} =H_Â + 1 Mτ [N_{Tr}]_ÂΦP^{− 12}_{Tr}

=[ĥ_{Â,1}, . . . , ĥ_{Â,K} ], (14)

where ĥ_{Â,k} = h_{Â,k} + e_{Â,k}, and e_{Â,k} =^1√_{pTr,k Mτ} [N_{Tr}]_Âϕ_k is the equivalent estimation error with respect to CN (0,^{σ2Tr}_{pTr,k Mτ} I_{I+J} ).

C. Achievable Downlink Energy Efficiency

In downlink transmission stage, the BS transmits the user signal with the (I + J) antennas in detected VR Â from the

(T − τ + 1)-th to T -th time slot. The received signal at the k-th user can be expressed as

y_k = h^H_{Â,k}x + n_k, (15)

where n_k is the additive white Gaussian noise with respect to CN (0, σ^2_k) and the transmitted signal x ∈ C^{(I+J)×1} can be given by

x = WP^{12}_{DL}s = K∑ k=1 √ p_{DL,k}w_ks_k, (16)

where P_{DL} = diag{p_{DL,1}, . . . , p_{DL,K} }, W = [w_1, . . . , w_K ], s^T = {s_1, . . . , s_K }, p_{DL,k}, s_k, and w_k ∈ C^{(I+J)×1} are the power scaling factor, i.i.d. user symbol with zero mean and unit variance, and the precoding vector for the k-th user, respectively. The transmitted signal follows the power constraint given below.

E{x^H x} = tr(W^H WP_{DL}) = MP_T , (17)

where P_T is the total transmit power in the BS and the multiplication of M is due to the normalization for channel realization h.

In this paper, we adopt the RZF precoding [24] for downlink transmission. For ease of notation, we simply refer to Ĥ_{Â,LS} as Ĥ_Â = [ĥ_{Â,1}, . . . , ĥ_{Â,K} ] hereafter in this paper. Then the RZF precoding matrix can be written as

W = α(Ĥ_ÂĤ^H_Â + ξI_{I+J} )^{−1}Ĥ_Â = αA^{−1}Ĥ_Â, (18)

where α > 0 is the power normalization scalar and ξ > 0 is the regularization scalar. Note that when ξ → 0 and ξ → ∞, the RZF precoding degrades into ZF precoding and CB precoding, respectively. To satisfy the transmit power constraint (17), α > 0 is set as α = √ MP_T E{tr(P_{DL}Ĥ^H_Â A^{−2}Ĥ_Â)}

. (19)

With the structure of (16), the received signal can be rewritten as

y_k = √ p_{DL,k}h^H_{Â,k}w_ks_k + K∑ j≠k √ p_{DL,j} h^H_{Â,k}w_j s_j + n_k. (20)

Then, the signal to interference plus noise ratio (SINR) in the k-th user can be given by γ_{Â,k} = p_{DL,k}|h^H_{Â,k}w_k|^2 ∑_K j≠k pDL,j |h H Â,kwj | 2 + σ^2_k

. (21)

Therefore, the ergodic downlink sum-rate can be given by

R^{sum}_{I,J} = K∑ k=1 E{log(1 + γ_{Â,k})}. (22)

Notice that the VR estimation result Â can lead to significant difference on R^{sum}_{I,J} , where {I, J} varies with probability P_{I,J} . Note that P_{I,J} is the same for different users since they share the same VR and the VR detection is performed for all users within this group. Thus, the ergodic average EE can be expressed as

EE_{TDD} = W (T − τ) T L∑ I=0 M−L∑ J=0 P_{I,J} R^{sum}_{I,J} P_{cir}

. (23)

where P_{cir} is the consumed power for downlink transmission and W is the bandwidth. P_{cir} can be expressed as [25]

P_{cir} = ς^{−1}MP_T + 2P_{syn} + (I + J)P_{CT} + KP_{CR}, (24)

where ς is the efficiency of power amplifier, P_{syn} is the power of frequency synthesizer, P_{CT} and P_{CR} are the circuit power consumed by each RF chain at the transmitter and receiver, respectively.

Remark 1: Apart from the fully overlapping VR condition we consider here, it can be very interesting to explore the imperfect VR detection under the partially overlapping VR condition. We may start from a specific and easy case, where M = 16, K = 4 and different L for different user (denoted by L_1, L_2, L_3, L_4, respectively). The specific true VR distribution is given in Fig. 3.

Fig. 3. A specific case of partially overlapping VR with M = 16 and K = 4.

Note that the VRs of different users must be detected independently since their VRs are not the same. Therefore, it is necessary to enumerate and calculate the probability for all possible results since average EE is not only concerned with the number of wrongly/correctly detected antennas. By assuming power compensation and i.i.d. channel for different users, the VR detection on each antenna for a single user can be either correct or wrong, which can be represented by 1 or 0, respectively. Thus we can use P_{0000,m} to represent the probability of the event that “the VR detections on the mth antenna are totally wrong for all 4 users”, and P_{0001,m} to represent the probability of the event that “the VR detections on the m-th antenna are wrong for user 1,2,3 but correct for user 4”, and so on. Assuming “0000” and “0001” being binary codes, we redefine P_{0000,m}, P_{0001,m}, P_{0010,m}, . . . , P_{1111,m} by P_{0,m}, P_{1,m}, P_{2,m}, . . . , P_{15,m}, respectively. Obviously, there are 2^K = 2^4 = 16 possible results of VR detection for each antenna. Specifically, considering the first and the second antenna from the left, we have following probabilities

P_{b1} =P^{1−b(1)1}_{01} (1 − P_{01})^{b(1)1} P^{3−b(2)1 −b(3)1 −b(4)1} 10 × (1 − P_{10})^{b(2)1 +b(3)1 +b(4)1} , (25)

P_{b2} =P^{2−b(1)2 −b(3)2}

01 (1 − P_{01})^{b(1)2 +b(3)2}

× P^{2−b(2)2 −b(4)2}

10 (1 − P_{10})^{b(2)2 +b(4)2} , (26) where b_1 and b_2 are integers between 0 and 15, indicating one VR detection result for the first and second antenna, respectively, and b^{(i)} denotes the i-th bit of the corresponding binary code for b (counting from the left). From (25) and (26), we can see that the probabilities of VR detection for different antennas are concerned with the true VR distribution, and the expression becomes more and more complicate as K grows. Based on (25) and (26), we have the probability of any possible VR detection result by ∏_M m=1 P_{bm} , and the average EE under the partially overlapping VR condition can be expressed as

EE_{partVR} = W (T − τ) T 2^K −1∑

b_1=0 P_{b1} · · · 2^K −1∑

b_M =0 P_{bM} R^{sum}_{b1,...,bM} P_{cir} , (27)

where R^{sum}_{b1 ,...,bM} is the sum-rate under VR detection {b_1, . . . , b_M }. Obviously, there are 2^{KM} = 2^{64} possible VR sets in total. Unfortunately, it is difficult to find a common feature, e.g., {I, J} and P_{I,J} we use in (13), that helps divide massive possible Â into a few categories. Furthermore, to obtain better performance and lower complexity, it is necessary to elaborate the precoder according to the detected VR. Based on above analysis, the average performance with imperfect VR detection under the partially overlapping VR scenario remains an open problem.

D. Problem Formulation

Our target is to maximize the ergodic average EE by optimizing the detection threshold ζ_0 and uplink pilot length τ. Therefore, the problem can be formulated as

(P1) max ζ_0>0,τ =K,...,T EE_{TDD}. (28)

Problem (P1) is difficult to solve due to the ergodic objective function, which requires massive channel realizations to operate Monte-Carlo averaging. To avoid the high complexity, we can utilize the deterministic approximations for (23) to measure the objective function of problem (P1), thus {ζ_0, τ} can be determined with much lower complexity.

IV. OPTIMIZATION OF DETECTION THRESHOLD AND UPLINK PILOT LENGTH In this section, a deterministic approximate expression for ergodic EE is derived, which allows measuring performances without performing massive Monte-Carlo trials. Based on the deterministic approximate expression for (23), we turn to solve an equivalent problem without performing Monte-Carlo averaging, and propose an alternate optimization algorithm to design ζ_0 and τ.

A. Deterministic Approximate Results for (23)

The ergodic SINR makes it difficult to analyze achievable EE in finite-dimensions system. Therefore, we present a deterministic approximation for EE by considering the largesystem assumption, where M and K both grow to infinity at fixed ratio M/K that 0 < lim inf M/K ≤ lim sup M/K < ∞ [26]. We use N → ∞ to represent the above large-system assumption for brevity. The approximation is given in Theorem 1 as follows

Theorem 1: As N → ∞, we have γ_{Â,k}^{a.s.}−→ γ̄_{Â,k}, where γ̄_{Â,k} is given by γ̄_{Â,k} = 1 M p_{DL,k}μ^2_k λ_k(1 + a_kμ̄)^2 +^1_M a_kλ̄_kμ^2_k +^{λ̄σ2k}_{PT} (1 + a_kμ̄ +^1_M μ_k)^2 , (29)

where a_k =^{σ2Tr}_{Mτ pTr,k} , and μ_k, λ_k, μ̄, λ̄_k, λ̄ are respectively given by

μ_k = Iβ_k ξ +^η_M (1 +^{σ2Tr}_{gτ} )

, (30)

λ_k = K∑ i≠k p_{DL,i} e^′_{i,k} (1 + e_i)^2

, (31)

μ̄ = I ξ +^η_M (1 +^{σ2Tr}_{gτ} ) + J ξ +^{σ2Tr η}_{Mτ g} , (32)

λ̄_k =^K ∑ i≠k p_{DL,i} e^′_i (1 + e_i)^2

, (33)

λ̄ =^K ∑ i=1 p_{DL,i} e^′_i (1 + e_i)^2

. (34)

The parameters η = ∑_K i=1 β_i 1+e_i , e ′ i,k = [ (I_K − J)^{−1}v_k ] i , e^′_i = [ (I_K − J)^{−1}v^′ ] i , and

e_i = β_i

( I(1 +^{σ2}Tr_{gτ} )

Mξ + η(1 +^{σ2Tr}_{gτ} ) + J Mξ^{gτ}_{σ2Tr} + η ) , (35)

where

[J]_{i,j} = β_iβ_j (1 + e_j )^2

( I(1 +^{σ2}Tr_{gτ} )^2

(Mξ + η(1 +^{σ2Tr}_{gτ} ))^2 + J (Mξ^{gτ}_{σ2Tr} + η)^2 ) , (36)

[v_k]_i = (1 + σ^2_{Tr} gτ ) Iβ_iβ_k M(^η_M +^{ησ2Tr}_{Mgτ} + ξ)^2

, (37)

[v^′]_i = β_i M ( I(1 +^{σ2}Tr_{gτ} )

(^η_M +^{σ2Tr η}_{Mgτ} + ξ)^2 + J^{σ2Tr}_{gτ} (ξ +^{σ2Tr η}_{Mgτ} )^2 ) . (38)

Proof: See Appendix A.

Based on Theorem 1, we have several remarks as follow.

Remark 2: As ξ tends to be infinite and I > 0, RZF precoder degrades into CB precoder, i.e., W = αĤ_Â. Thus, the deterministic result reduces to (39), as shown at the top of next page, which is identical with the result obtained in [1]. We observe that the impact of J is limited with high uplink SNR (i.e.,^{gτ}_{σ2} ) or high downlink SNR (i.e.,^{PT}_{σ2k} ), whereas I has direct and significant influence on SINR. Furthermore, we notice that the impact of J is concerned with^J_I , i.e., the impact of J becomes more significant when I is small. Based on these analysis, we can draw conclusion that it is more important to avoid missed detection, and the impact of false detection on SINR can be effectively reduced if most VR antennas are detected correctly.

Remark 3: As ξ and gτ both grow to infinity, and let I = L, J = 0, the deterministic result reduces to γ̄_{A,k} = p_{DL,k}Lβ^2_k β_k ∑_K j≠k pDL,j βj + σ^2_k P_T ∑_K j=1 p_{DL,j} β_j , (40)

which also agrees with the result of [14, eq.(11)].

Remark 4: Notice that VR information Â changes slowly in a long period if scatters are static, thus VR estimation can be performed only once during several coherence blocks. Note that simply accumulating pilot signals from different coherence blocks for VR detection will not help improve the accuracy of estimation since noise is also accumulated. For a coherence block without VR estimation, the average EE can expressed as

ĒE_{TDD} = W (T − τ) T L∑ I=0 M−L∑ J=0 P^{(t)}_{I,J} R̄sum_{I,J} P_{cir}

, (41)

where P^{(t)}_{I,J} is fixed here, generated from the t-th coherence block that performs VR estimation and R̄^{sum}_{I,J} = ∑_K k=1 log(1+ γ̄_{Â,k}). Herein, the uplink pilot length τ only impacts the channel estimation error e_{Â,k}.

B. Alternate Optimization

Invoking the approximated expression in Theorem 1, we reformulate problem (P1) as

(P2) max ζ_0>0,τ =K,K+1,...,T ĒE_{TDD}. (42)

With the deterministic objective function, we can optimize {ζ_0, τ} without calculating massive Monte-Carlo trials.

Problem (P2) does not admit a closed-form solution for {ζ_0, τ}. Thus, we adopt the alternate optimization method on the parameters since they are separate on their constraints. By fixing one of {ζ_0, τ}, we can break problem (P2) into two one-dimension subproblems.

1) Optimization on ζ_0: Given τ, we have following subproblem by dropping irrelevant terms

ζ^{opt}_0 = arg max_{ζ0>0} L∑ I=0 M−L∑ J=0 P_{I,J} (ζ_0) R̄^{sum}_{I,J} P_{cir}

. (43)

The above problem is one-dimension, and it can be solved with common convex optimization tools. However, the expression of the objective function is complex and ζ_0 is couple with many variables. To further reduce the complexity of determining ζ_0, we provide following heuristic solutions. Compared with solving (43), the two solutions depend on fewer variables.

a) Minimizing P_{01} + P_{10}: Typically, minimizing the sum probability of incorrect detections is utilized to choose the detection threshold, and the corresponding threshold can be given as

ζ_0 = σ^2_{Tr}(τg + σ^2_{Tr}) g ln σ^2_{Tr} + τg σ^2_{Tr}

. (44) γ̄_{Â,k} = p_{DL,k}Iβ^2_k β_k(1 +^{σ2Tr}_{gτ} ) ∑_K j≠k pDL,j βj + σ^2_k P_T ∑_K j=1 p_{DL,j} β_j (1 +^{σ2Tr}_{gτ} (1 +^J_I ))

, (39)

b) Letting P_{01} = P_{10}: By setting P_{01} = P_{10}, we can obtain a detection threshold which minimizes P_{01} and P_{10} simultaneously. Thus, ζ_0 can be obtained by solving following equation.

ζ_0 = σ^2_{Tr}(τg + σ^2_{Tr}) g ln(exp( ζ_0 τσ^2_{Tr}

) − 1). (45)

The numerical solution of (45) can be determined by alternately and iteratively updating the right and left side of the equation respectively until ζ_0 achieves convergence.

2) Optimization on τ: Given ζ_0, we can optimize τ by solving following subproblem.

τ^{opt} = arg max τ =K,K+1,...,T W (T − τ) T L∑ I=0 M−L∑ J=0 P_{I,J} (τ) R̄sum_{I,J} (τ)

P_{cir} . (46)

The optimal length of uplink pilot τ which maximizes the approximate EE can be identified by searching τ = K, K + 1, . . . , T . Specifically, we will calculate the numerical value of ĒE_{TDD}(τ) for τ = K, K +1, . . . , T and find τ opt. To calculate R̄sum_{I,J} for one time, the complexity can be roughly measured by O(K^3) from the matrix inversion when calculating e^′_{i,k} and e^′_i. Since ĒE_{TDD}(τ) requires to calculate R̄^{sum}_{I,J} for L(M − L+1) times, the total complexity can be measured by O((T − K)L(M −L+1)K^3), which is acceptable because the scheme is based on statistical CSI.

The procedure of proposed alternate optimization algorithm is summarized as Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Alternate Optimization Algorithm for Problem (P2) Require: {β_k}_{k=1,2,...,K} , P_T , σ^2_{Tr}, g, {σ^2_k}_{k=1,2,...,K} , ξ. 1: Initialization: i = 0, τ^{(0)} = K; 2: repeat 3: i = i + 1;

4: Update ζ^{(i)}_0 by solving (43); 5: Update τ^{(i)} by solving (46); 6: until τ^{(i−1)} == τ^{(i)}; 7: return ζ^{(i)}_0 , τ^{(i)};

V. ACHIEVABLE ENERGY EFFICIENCY OF FDD SYSTEMS

In FDD systems, the reduction of BS antennas is also meaningful since it helps save the cost of pilot training by employing only VR antennas. The complete communication procedure in an FDD system contains three stages, i.e., 1) VR estimation, 2) Downlink channel estimation, and 3) Downlink data transmission, as shown in Fig. 4. Different from TDD mode, the channels are not reciprocal between uplink and downlink in FDD systems, where the BS obtains the downlink CSI through the feedback channel from users. In this paper, we

Fig. 4. The communication procedure of FDD systems.

consider the downlink CSI is fed back to BS with quantization error through a finite feedback channel [27].

The uplink VR estimation is similar to the VR estimation at TDD mode in Section III-A and it leads to the same probabilities of two error detections. Thus, we consider the downlink channel estimation and data transmission.

A. Downlink Channel Estimation in FDD Systems

The BS sends unitary pilot sequences to all users at the detected VR Â. The received signal in the k-th user y^H_{Â,k} = √p_{dp}h_Ĥ

A,kX + n^H_{Â,k}, where p_{dp} is the power of downlink pilot and the pilot X ∈ C^{(I+J)×τd} satisfies XX^H = τ_dMI_{I+J} . τ_d ≥ I + J is the length of downlink pilot. By adopting LS estimation, the estimated downlink channel can be expressed as ĥ^H_{Â,k} = h^H_{Â,k} + e^H_{Â,k}, where the estimation error e_{Â,k} ∈

C^{(I+J)×1} is with respect to CN (0,^{σ2k}_{pdpMτd} I_{I+J} ).

The BS can obtain the downlink channel through a feedback channel, which incurs the quantization error. Thus, the channel information received at the BS can be expressed as [26, 27] h̃_{Â,k} = √ 1 − q^2ĥ^H_{Â,k} + qe_q, (47)

where 0 ≤ q ≤ 1 measures the quantization accuracy of feedback channel, and e_q ∈ C^{(I+J)×1} is the random quantization error with respect to CN (0,^{βk}_M I). q satisfies q^2 ≤ 2^{− BI+J−1} [27], where B is the number of quantization bit for each user. In simulations, we set q^2 = 2^{− BI+J−1} for simplicity [26, 27].

B. Downlink Data Transmission and Average EE

With estimated channel h̃_{Â,k}, we can adopt RZF precoding for downlink transmission and the ergodic average EE can be given as

EE_{FDD} = W L∑ I=0 M−L∑ J=0 T − τ − τ_d T P_{cir}

P_{I,J} R^{FDD}_{I,J} , (48)

where the ergodic sum-rate R^{FDD}_{I,J} in FDD systems can be expressed as

R^{FDD}_{I,J} = K∑ k=1 E{log(1 + γ^{FDD}_{Â,k} )}, (49)

and the SINR γ^{FDD}_{Â,k} of FDD systems has the same structure as (21) in TDD systems. Similarly, to design the detection threshold ζ_0 and uplink pilot length τ, we give the deterministic approximation for the downlink SINR in FDD systems as follow.

Theorem 2: As N → ∞, we have

γ^{FDD}_{Â,k} − γ̄^{FDD}_{Â,k}^{a.s.}−→ 0, (50)

where γ̄^{FDD}_{Â,k} is expressed as

γ̄^{FDD}_{Â,k} = 1−q^2 M p_{DL,k}μ^2_k λ_k(1 + a_kμ̄)^2 +^{1−q2}_M a_kλ̄_kμ^2_k +^{λ̄σ2k}_{PT} (1 + a_kμ̄ +^{1−q2}_M μ_k)^2 , (51)

where a_k =^{(1−q2 )σ2k}_{pdpMτd} +^{βk q2}_M , μ_k =^{Iβk}_{η1/M+η2 +ξ} , μ̄ = I η_1 /M+η_2 +ξ + J η_2 +ξ , and λk,

λ̄_k and λ̄ can be given by (31), (33) and (34), respectively. Other parameters are given as η_1 = ∑_K i=1 (1−q^2 )β_i

1+e_i , η2 = ∑_K i=1 a_i 1+e_i , e ′ i,k = [(^1_{1−q2} I_K − J)^{−1}v_k]_i, e^′_i = [(^1_{1−q2} I_K − J)^{−1}v^′]_i, [v_k]_i =

β_k (β_i/M+a_i /(1−q^2 ))I (η_1/M+η_2 +ξ)^2 and

e_i =

(^{(1−q2 )βi}_M + a_i)I

η_1

M + η_2 + ξ + a_iJ η_2 + ξ

, (52)

[v^′]_i =

(^{βi}_M +^{ai}_{1−q2} )I (^{η1}_M + η_2 + ξ)^2 + a_i 1−q^2 J

(η_2 + ξ)^2

. (53)

[J]_{i,j} =

1 − q^2 (1 + e_j )^2 ( (^{βi}_M +^{ai}_{1−q2} )(^{βj}_M +^{aj}_{1−q2} )I (^{η1}_M + η_2 + ξ)^2 + a_ia_j (1−q^2 )^2 J

(η_2 + ξ)^2 ) . (54)

Proof: The proof of Theorem 2 is similar to that of Theorem 1, thus we omit it here due to limited space.

Remark 5: From Theorem 2, SINR is mainly concerned with downlink pilot length τ_d. For each VR detection, it is impractical to obtain an optimal τ_d in closed-form since I and J are unknown. To reduce pilot overhead and meet the orthogonality of downlink pilots, τ_d can be simply set as I + J. However, we can figure τ^{opt}_d for the cases of perfect VR detection and without VR detection, respectively, and the former can be viewed as the upper bound of average EE. Invoking Theorem 2, τ^{opt}_d for perfect VR can be obtained by solving max τ_d=L,L+1,...,T −τ W (T − τ − τ_d) T P_{cir} K∑ k=1 log(1 + γ̄^{FDD}_{A,k} ), (55)

where τ^{opt}_d can be easily found by simple one-dimension search.

Remark 6: From Theorem 2, the feedback error q will directly impact the SINR on estimated VR. By assuming q^2 = 2^{− BI+J−1} [27], we observe that the false detection directly impacts the feedback error due to limited feedback bits. Therefore, FDD systems are more sensitive to VR detection error than TDD systems. The missed detection and false detection should be both avoided in FDD systems.

Based on Theorem 2, we can formulate following deterministic problem

(P3) max ζ_0 >0,τ =K,K+1,...,T −I−J W L∑ I=0 M−L∑ J=0 ( T − τ − I − J T P_{cir} × P_{I,J}R̄^{FDD}_{I,J} ) , (56)

where R̄^{FDD}_{I,J} = ∑_K k=1 log(1 + γ̄^{FDD}_{Â,k} ). Notice that we have set τ_d = I + J, thus the number of wrongly estimated antennas J makes significant difference to average EE. Similar to problem (P2), (P3) can also be broken into two subproblems, i.e., optimizing ζ_0 with fixed τ and optimizing τ with fixed ζ_0, and eventually solved by alternate optimization. The former subproblem can be solved by proposed detection thresholds in subsection IV-B1, and the latter subproblem can be solved by one-dimension search like solving (46).

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we validate the accuracy of the derived deterministic approximate results and illustrate the effectiveness of our optimization on {ζ_0, τ} by numerical simulations. The large-scale factor β is modeled as −10^{−0.53}/d^{3.76}_k [28], where d_k is measured in meter. For simplicity, we let the downlink noise power and large-scale fading of different user be the same in simulations, i.e., σ^2_1 = σ^2 = · · · = σ^2_K and β_1 = β_2 = · · · = β_K . We adopt the uniform power allocation and the RZF regularization factor is set as ξ = σ^2_k/(p_{DL,k}MP_T ) [26, eq.(28)]. The default settings are as follow: the power of user pilot p_{Tr,k} = 0.1W (20dBm) [29], the uplink noise power σ^2_{Tr} = −96dBm, the bandwidth W = 100MHz, P_{syn} = 50mW, P_{CT} = 48.2mW, P_{CR} = 62.5mW, ς = 0.35 [25], the number of antennas in the BS M = 128, the length of VR L = 16, the number of users K = 4, the distance between the BS and users d_k = 400m, the length of the channel coherence block is T = 200 symbols and the number of Monte-Carlo trials is 10^4. For FDD systems, we set τ_d = I + J to save pilot cost.

A. Accuracy of Deterministic Approximate Results We will illustrate the accuracy of our derived deterministic approximate results for P_{10}, P_{01}, R^{sum}_{I,J} in this part. Fig. 5 illustrates the correctness of our derived probabilities of two error events. The suffixes “M.C.” and “Appr.” stand for Monte- Carlo results and the approximate results obtained by (11), (12), respectively. The results are identical to each other, which validates the effectiveness of our analysis on VR detection. As the detection threshold rises, the probability of “false detection”, i.e., P_{10}, decreases to zero, while the “missed detection” probability, i.e., P_{01}, increases to maximum. To obtain satisfactory average EE, the detection threshold needs to be set elaborately. From Fig. 5, increasing the pilot length or pilot power can both reduce the probabilities of two error events simultaneously. However, the pilot power is budgeted and the pilot length also impacts the average EE, which also need to be carefully determined.

Fig. 6 shows the sum-rate performance of different {I, J} in TDD mode. First, the deterministic expression of sum-rate can

Fig. 5. The probabilities of error events versus detection threshold.

Fig. 6. The sum-rate of different {I, J} in TDD systems.

approximate the ergodic result well, even when the number of antennas is limited. For the curves where I = L/2, the performance suffers significantly loss when compared with I = L in the whole power region due to a smaller I. The gap caused by false detection is not obvious when I = L, whereas this gap grows when I = L/2 in high power region. This is because the linear precoding we adopted utilizes the estimated channel information, where the signal strength on the falsely detected antennas is already very low, and thus the power allocated to the falsely detected antenna is also very low. Therefore, to maintain high sum-rate, it is more important to avoid missed detection. Besides, the decrease in τ also leads to performance loss in high power region, because a smaller τ brings larger channel estimation error. Therefore, an accurate VR estimation not only helps reduce the precoding complexity but also lift system performances.

Fig. 7 illustrates the sum-rate of different {I, J, B} in FDD system. First, the deterministic approximation can fit the ergodic result well. Compared with TDD systems, the impact of false detection becomes significant. Generally, a larger B lowers q and brings better performance when VR is correctly

Fig. 7. The sum-rate of different {I, J, B} in FDD systems with τ_d = 20.

Fig. 8. The comparisons of different detection thresholds in TDD systems.

detected. However, when J = M −L, the performance suffers significant loss even if the number of feedback bit is high. Therefore, an accurate VR detection is of great importance for FDD systems, not only helps reduce complexity and channel estimation overhead but also improve performances remarkably. For clarity, we only show approximate results in the remaining simulations.

B. Optimization on Detection Threshold and Pilot Length Fig. 8 compares the average EE obtained by different detection thresholds with RZF precoder. Notice that the “Perfect VR” and “Without VR” curves are obtained by assuming the correct VR estimation, i.e., I = L, J = 0, and no VR estimation, i.e., I = L, J = M − L, respectively. Note that the curve of perfect VR can be viewed as the upper bound here, while the curve of without VR is not the lower bound, which means an improper threshold may result in significant performance loss when compared with no VR estimation condition. Among the four thresholds shown in Fig. 8, the optimal threshold ζ^{opt}_0 is obtained by the fminbnd function in MATLAB and it achieves the best performance. The “ ζ_0

Fig. 9. The average EE obtained by alternate optimization and different detection thresholds in FDD systems.

by min P_{10} + P_{01}” outperforms the threshold obtained by letting P_{01} = P_{10}, and it is also very close to the performance obtained by ζ^{opt}_0 . The fixed threshold ζ_0 = −60dBm results in the poorest EE. However, the schemes with VR detection all gain significant improvement when compared with “Without VR” condition, because the activated antennas consume fixed circuit power even if there is little transmit power allocated on these antennas. This again proves the necessity and importance of accurate VR detection in spatially non-stationary XL- MIMO.

Fig. 9 demonstrates the average EE obtained by alternate optimization and different detection thresholds in FDD systems, where p_{dp} = p_{Tr,k}. Obviously, compared with the condition without feedback error, i.e., q = 0, the EE performance with B = 32 is heavily affected by the feedback bits. Compared with the result in TDD mode, the performance gap caused by different schemes becomes larger. Besides, we also notice that even without feedback error, the “Without VR” condition suffers greater performance loss than that in TDD mode because downlink channel estimation in FDD systems requires more pilot. This indicates that FDD systems are more sensitive to VR detection error. In general, the accuracy of VR estimation is crucial for FDD systems, which helps reduce the overhead of training pilot and improve system performances simultaneously.

Based on the results in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9, we observe that the threshold obtained by minimizing P_{10} + P_{01} can achieve performance close to that by optimal threshold with much lower complexity. Therefore, the detection threshold obtained by minimizing P_{10} +P_{01} is more suitable in practical systems.

As illustrated in Fig. 10, the proposed alternate optimization algorithm can quickly converge to a fixed point with different transmit power. Notice that the convergence may not be monotonically increasing with more iterations due to the initial settings and discrete value of τ.

Fig. 11 illustrates the optimal pilot length and detection threshold by different schemes. Generally, both the optimal pilot length and detection threshold increase as transmit power

Fig. 10. Convergence behaviour of alternate optimization in TDD systems.

Fig. 11. The optimal pilot length and detection threshold by different schemes in TDD systems.

grows from 20dBm to 50dBm, and eventually saturate at fixed values with sufficiently high transmit power. In the low power region, e.g., -10dBm to 20dBm, the threshold by minimizing P_{10} +P_{01} is closer to the optimal result, and the pilot length by minimizing P_{10} +P_{01} is almost the same as that by P_{10} = P_{01}. This indicates that in low power region, EE with imperfect VR is more sensitive to the setting of threshold than optimizing the pilot length.

VII. CONCLUSION This paper investigates the ergodic downlink sum-rate and average EE by considering the VR estimation error in a multi-user XL-MIMO system. Exploiting the energy detection method, we derive the probabilities of two error events, i.e., the missed detection and false detection, during the VR estimation stage. To reduce computation complexity, we perform uplink channel estimation on detected VR in TDD mode, or send downlink pilot for channel estimation in FDD mode. Based on estimated channels, the ergodic average EE maximization problem is formulated by adopting RZF precoder. To avoid massive Monte-Carlo trials, we derive deterministic approximate expressions for average EE in both TDD and FDD systems to optimize uplink pilot length and detection threshold. The simulations reveal the influences of VR estimation error and demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed schemes.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Before giving detailed proof on Theorem 1, we first introduce some useful lemmas and theorems.

Lemma 1: [Matrix inversion lemma]( [30, lemma 2.2]) Let C ∈ C^{M ×M} be a Hermitian invertible matrix and for any a ∈ C^{M×1} , c ∈ C that C + caa^H is invertible, we have

a^H (C + caa^H )^{−1} = a^H C^{−1} 1 + ca^H C^{−1}a

. (57)

Lemma 2: [31, lemma 14.2], [27, lemma 5], [32, lemma 4]: Assume that C ∈ C^{M×M} has uniformly bounded spectral norm with respect to M, and for any mutually independent (also independent to C) a ∈ C^{M ×1} , b ∈ C^{M×1} ∼ CN (0,^1_M I_M ), as M → ∞, we have (i). a^H Ca − 1 M tr(C)^{a.s.}−→ 0, (ii). a^H Cb^{a.s.}−→ 0, (iii). E{|a^H Ca|^2} − E{|^1_M tr(C)|^2}^{a.s.}−→ 0.

Lemma 3: [31, lemma 14.3]: Let B ∈ C^{M×M} be a Hermitian nonnegative definite matrix, and for any C in Lemma 2 and a ∈ C^{M ×1} , as M → ∞, we have 1 M tr(CB^{−1}) − 1 M tr ( C(B + aa^H )^{−1} )_{a.s.} −→ 0. (58)

Notice that the condition M → ∞ in Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 can be satisfied when N → ∞.

Theorem 3: [27, theorem 1]: Let Q ∈ C^{M×M} and T_k ∈ R^{M×M} (k = 1, 2, . . . , K) be deterministic Hermitian nonnegative definite matrix with uniformly bounded spectral norm with respect to M. For c > 0 and a random matrix F = [f_1, f_2, . . . , f_K ] ∈ C^{M×K} which satisfies f_k ∼ CN (0,^1_M T_k), as N → ∞, we have 1 M tr ( Q(FF^H + cI_M )^{−1} ) − 1 M tr(QS)^{a.s.}−→ 0, (59)

where S = ( 1 M K∑ k=1 T_k 1 + e_k

+ cI_M )_{−1} , (60)

and e_k =^1_M tr(T_k S) for k = 1, 2, . . . , K.

Invoking above lemmas and Theorem 3, we aim to derive an approximate SINR instead of performing Monte-Carlo averaging, which is of high computation complexity.

Note that the ergodic SINR (21) is composed of three part with expectation: (A). the signal power p_{DL,k}|E{h^H_{Â,k}w_k}|^2; (B). the interference power ∑_K j≠k pDL,j E{|h H Â,kwj | 2}; (C).

the normalized factor α. The ergodic SINR γ_k for k = 1, 2, . . . , K will be approximated part by part. For ease of notation, we simply denote ĥ_{Â,k}, h_{Â,k}, Ĥ_{Â,LS} and H_Â as ĥ_k, h_k, Ĥ and H, respectively, where h_k = R^{12}_k z_k, R_k = [R^{full}_k ]_Â = β_kΛ and z_k = [z^{full}_k ]_Â.

A. Deterministic approximation for signal power

The deterministic approximation for E{h^H_k w_k} is given by Lemma 4.

Lemma 4: As N → ∞, we have

h^H_k w_k − α^1_M μ_k

1 +^1_M μ_k +^{σ2Tr}_{Mτ pTr,k} μ̄ a.s.−→ 0, (61)

where μ_k and μ̄ are given in Theorem 1.

Proof: With RZF precoding, we have^1_α h^H_k w_k = h^H_k (ĤĤ^H + ξI_{I+J} )^{−1}ĥ_k. Similar to [26, eq.(41)], applying Lemma 1 and 2, we have h^H_k (A_{[k]} + ĥ_kĥ^H_k )^{−1}ĥ_k^{a.s.}−→

tr(R_k A^{−1}_{[k]} )/M 1+ĥ^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ĥ_k , where A[k] = ∑_K i≠k ĥiĥ H i + ξI_{I+J} . Similarly, using Lemma 2 again, we have

ĥ^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ĥ_k^{a.s.}−→ 1 M tr(R_kA^{−1}_{[k]} ) + σ^2_{Tr} Mτp_{Tr,k} tr(A^{−1}_{[k]} ). (62)

Then applying Lemma 3, as N → ∞, we have 1 M tr(R_kA^{−1}_{[k]} )^{a.s.}−→^1_M tr(R_kA^{−1}) and^1_M tr(A^{−1}_{[k]} )^{a.s.}−→ 1 M tr(A^{−1}). Further applying Theorem 3, we have 1 M tr(R_kA^{−1})^{a.s.}−→^1_M μ_k and^1_M tr(A^{−1})^{a.s.}−→^1_M μ̄, where μ_k = tr(R_kT), μ̄ = tr(T), R̄_j =^{βj}_M (Λ +^{σ2Tr}_{τ g} I_{I+J} ), T = (_η M Λ + (^{ησ2Tr}_{Mgτ} + ξ)I_{I+J} )_{−1} and e_j = tr(R̄_j T). Both R̄_j and T are diagonal, by substituting R̄_j and T into above equations, we have μ_k, μ̄ and e_j as shown in (30), (32) and (35), respectively. Thus Lemma 4 is proved.

B. Deterministic approximation for interference power With Lemma 4, the signal power term is approximated by deterministic expression. Then, the interference power ∑_K j≠k pDL,j E{|h H k w_j |^2} can be approximated by following lemma.

Lemma 5: As N → ∞, we have K∑ j≠k p_{DL,j} E{|h^H_k w_j |^2}^{a.s.}−→ λ_k M (1 + a_kμ̄)^2 + a_kλ̄_kμ^2_k α^2(1 + a_kμ̄ +^{d2}_M μ_k)^2

, (63)

where λ_k, a_k, μ̄, λ̄_k and μ_k are given in Theorem 1.

Proof: We first rewrite the interference by K∑ j≠k p_{DL,j} α^2

|h^H_k w_j |^2 = h^H_k A^{−1}Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}h_k. (64)

The right hand side of above equation can be further rewritten as h^H_k A^{−1}Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}h_k (a) = h^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}h_k

+ h^H_k A^{−1}(A_{[k]} − A)A^{−1}_{[k]} Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}h_k, (65)

where (a) exploits the fact that A^{−1} − A^{−1}_{[k]} = A^{−1}(A_{[k]} − A)A^{−1}_{[k]} . Then we have

A − A_{[k]} =R^{12}_k z_kz^H_k R^{12}_k + √ a_kē_kz^H_k R^{12}_k + √ a_kR^{12}_k z_kē^H_k + a_kē_kē^H_k , (66) where ē_k =^1√_{ak} e_k with respect to CN (0, I_{I+J} ). Substituting above equation into (65), we have

h^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}h_k + h^H_k A^{−1}(A_{[k]} − A)A^{−1}_{[k]} Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}h_k =(1 − z^H_k C_kz_k − √ a_kz^H_k C^′_kē_k)z^H_k B_kz_k − ( √ a_kz^H_k C_kz_k + a_kz^H_k C^′_kē_k)ē^H_k B^′_kz_k , (67)

where C_k = R^{12}_k A^{−1}R^{12}_k , C^′_k = R^{12}_k A^{−1}, B_k and B^′_k are respectively given by

B_k = R^{12}_k A^{−1}_{[k]} Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}R^{12}_k ,

B^′_k = A^{−1}_{[k]} Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}R^{12}_k ,

By further denoting U_k = A^{−1}_{[k]} Ĥ_{[k]}P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}, we have z^H_k B_kz_k = h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k. Notice that h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k − h^H_k U_kA^{−1}_{[k]} h_k = h^H_k U_k(A^{−1} − A^{−1}_{[k]} )h_k . (68) Substituting A^{−1} −A^{−1}_{[k]} = A^{−1}(A_{[k]} −A)A^{−1}_{[k]} and (66) into (68), we have h^H_k U_kA^{−1}_{[k]} h_k − h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k =h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_kh^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k + √ a_kh^H_k U_k A^{−1}ē_kh^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k + √ a_kh^H_k U_k A^{−1}h_kē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k + a_kh^H_k U_kA^{−1}ē_kē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k. (69) The above equation can be reformulated as

h^H_k U_k A^{−1}h_k ( 1 + h^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k + √ a_kē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k ) =h^H_k U_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k − h^H_k U_k A^{−1}ē_k × (√ a_kh^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k + a_kē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k ) . (70)

Using Lemma 2 (i) and (ii), we have ē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k^{a.s.}−→ 0, h^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} h_k^{a.s.}−→^1_M tr(R_kA^{−1}_{[k]} ) and h^H_k U_kA^{−1}_{[k]} h_k^{a.s.}−→ 1 M tr(R_kU_kA^{−1}_{[k]} ), thus (70) can be rewritten as

(1 + 1 M μ_k)h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k = 1 M tr(R_kU_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ) − √ a_k M μ_kh^H_k U_k A^{−1}ē_k. (71)

Apart from the above equation, similar to (68), we also have h^H_k U_kA^{−1}ē_k − h^H_k U_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k = h^H_k U_k(A^{−1} − A^{−1}_{[k]} )ē_k Then, similar to (69)-(70), we can rewrite the above equation as h^H_k U_kA^{−1}ē_k ( 1 + a_kē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k + √ a_kh^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k ) =h^H_k U_kA^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k − h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k × (√ a_kē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k + h^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k ) . (72)

Again using Lemma 2 (i) and (ii), we have h^H_k U_kA^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k^{a.s.}−→ 0 and^1_M ē^H_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ē_k^{a.s.}−→^1_M tr(A^{−1}_{[k]} ). Since tr(A^{−1}_{[k]} ) is approximated by μ̄, we have h^H_k U_kA^{−1}ē_k =^{1+akμ̄}_−√_{akμ̄} h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k, which can be together solved with (71) and then we obtain

h^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k = 1 M (1 + a_kμ̄)tr(R_kU_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ) 1 + a_kμ̄ +^1_M μ_k

, (73)

h^H_k U_k A^{−1}ē_k =

−^{√ak}_M μ̄tr(R_kU_kA^{−1}_{[k]} ) 1 + a_kμ̄ +^1_M μ_k

. (74)

Therefore, let U_k = I_{I+J} and we have

z^H_k C_kz_k = h^H_k A^{−1}h_k = 1 M μ_k(1 + a_kμ̄) 1 + a_kμ̄ +^1_M μ_k

, (75)

z^H_k C^′_kē_k = h^H_k A^{−1}ē_k =

−^1_M √ a_kμ_kμ̄ 1 + a_kμ̄ +^1_M μ_k

. (76)

Now we have obtained deterministic approximations for z^H_k B_kz_k, z^H_k C_kz_k, z^H_k C^′_kē_k, respectively. For ē^H_k B^′_kz_k = ē^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k, we have following equation similar to (68) ē^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k − ē^H_k U_kA^{−1}_{[k]} h_k = ē^H_k U_k(A^{−1} − A^{−1}_{[k]} )h_k. (77) Substituting (66) into above equation and using previous approximations, we have

ē^H_k U_k A^{−1}h_k(1 + 1 M μ_k) = − √ a_k M μ_kē^H_k U_kA^{−1}ē_k. (78)

Similarly, for the term ē^H_k U_kA^{−1}ē_k, we also have following equation by utilizing Lemma 2 (i), ē^H_k U_kA^{−1}ē_k(1 + a_kμ̄) =tr(U_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ) − √ a_kμ̄ē^H_k U_kA^{−1}h_k, (79) By together solving (78) and (79), we have

ē^H_k B^′_kz_k = ē^H_k U_k A^{−1}h_k =

−^{√ak}_M μ_ktr(U_k A^{−1}_{[k]} ) 1 + a_kμ̄ +^1_M μ_k

. (80)

Using Lemma 3, we have tr(R_kU_kA^{−1}_{[k]} )^{a.s.}−→ tr(P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}R_kA^{−1}Ĥ_{[k]}), which can be further approximated by following lemma.

Lemma 6: As N → ∞, we have 1 M tr(P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−1}R_kA^{−1}Ĥ_{[k]})^{a.s.}−→^1_M λ_k, where λ_k is given by (31).

Proof: The proof of Lemma 6 is similar to [27, eq.(125)- (129)], thus omitted here.

Let R_k = I_{I+J} in Lemma 6, we have 1 M tr(P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−2}Ĥ_{[k]})^{a.s.}−→^1_M λ̄_k The derivation is similar to the proof of Lemma 6. With Lemma (6), we have ē^H_k B^′_kz_k =^{−√ak μkλ̄k /M}

1+a_kμ̄+μ_k /M Finally, substituting the

terms z^H_k B_kz_k , z^H_k C_kz_k , z^H_k C^′_kē_k and ē^H_k B^′_kz_k in (67) with deterministic approximations (73), (75), (76) and (80), respectively, we have Lemma 5 proved.

C. Deterministic approximation for normalized factor With abovementioned notations, we have normalized factor by α = √_{MPT} E{tr(P_{DL}Ĥ^H A^{−2}Ĥ)} . We focus on the

term tr(P_{DL}Ĥ^H A^{−2}Ĥ), which is similar to the term tr(P_{[k]}Ĥ^H_{[k]}A^{−2}Ĥ_{[k]}). By letting R_k = I_{I+J} in the proof of Lemma 6, we can easily obtain the approximation 1 M tr(P_{DL}Ĥ^H A^{−2}Ĥ) −^1_M λ̄^{a.s.}−→ 0 as N → ∞, where λ̄ is given in (34).

By substituting all approximations into the ergodic SINR, we have Theorem 1 proved.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Zhang, J. Zhang, Y. Han, J. Wang, and S. Jin, “Average spectral efficiency for TDD-based non-stationary XL-MIMO with VR estimation,” in Proc. 14th Int. Conf. Wireless Commun. Sig. Process., Nanjing, China, Nov. 2022, pp. 973–977.

[2] M. Cui, Z. Wu, Y. Lu, X. Wei, and L. Dai, “Near-field MIMO communications for 6G: Fundamentals, challenges, potentials, and future directions,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 61, no. 1, pp. 40–46, Jan. 2023.

[3] S. Chen, S. Sun, G. Xu, X. Su, and Y. Cai, “Beam-space multiplexing:

Practice, theory, and trends, from 4G TD-LTE, 5G, to 6G and beyond,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 27, no. 2, pp. 162–172, May 2020.

[4] R. Feng, C.-X. Wang, J. Huang, X. Gao, S. Salous, and H. Haas, “Classification and comparison of massive MIMO propagation channel models,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 9, no. 23, pp. 23 452–23 471, Dec. 2022.

[5] R. Feng, C.-X. Wang, J. Huang, and X. Gao, “Recent advances of ultramassive MIMO technologies: Realizing a sixth-generation future in spatial and beam domains,” IEEE Veh. Technol. Mag., vol. 18, no. 1, pp. 70–79, Mar. 2023.

[6] J. D. Kraus and R. J. Marhefka, Antennas for all applications. McGraw Hill, 2003.

[7] J. C. M. Filho, G. Brante, R. D. Souza, and T. Abrão, “Exploring the non-overlapping visibility regions in XL-MIMO random access and scheduling,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 8, pp. 6597– 6610, Aug. 2022.

[8] Y. Han, S. Jin, C.-K. Wen, and T. Q. S. Quek, “Localization and channel reconstruction for extra large RIS-assisted massive MIMO systems,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Sig. Process., vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 1011–1025, Aug. 2022.

[9] E. D. Carvalho, A. Ali, A. Amiri, M. Angjelichinoski, and R. W. Heath, “Non-stationarities in extra-large-scale massive MIMO,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 27, no. 4, pp. 74–80, Aug. 2020.

[10] L. N. Ribeiro, S. Schwarz, and M. Haardt, “Low-complexity zero-forcing precoding for XL-MIMO transmissions,” in Proc. 29th European Sig. Process. Conf. (EUSIPCO), Dublin, Ireland, Aug. 2021, pp. 1621–1625.

[11] O. S. Nishimura, J. C. Marinello, and T. Abrão, “A grant-based random access protocol in extra-large massive MIMO system,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 24, no. 11, pp. 2478–2482, Nov. 2020.

[12] X. Yang, F. Cao, M. Matthaiou, and S. Jin, “On the uplink transmission of extra-large scale massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 69, no. 12, pp. 15 229–15 243, Dec. 2020.

[13] J. H. I. de Souza, J. C. Marinello, A. Amiri, and T. Abrão, “QoS-aware user scheduling in crowded XL-MIMO systems under non-stationary multi-state LoS/NLoS channels,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 72, no. 6, pp. 7639–7652, Jun. 2023.

[14] A. Ali, E. D. Carvalho, and R. W. Heath, “Linear receivers in nonstationary massive MIMO channels with visibility regions,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 885–888, Jun. 2019.

[15] H. Lu and Y. Zeng, “Near-field modeling and performance analysis for multi-user extremely large-scale MIMO communication,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 26, no. 2, pp. 277–281, Feb. 2022.

[16] ——, “Communicating with extremely large-scale array/surface: Unified modeling and performance analysis,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 4039–4053, Jun. 2022.

[17] Y. Zhu, H. Guo, and V. K. N. Lau, “Bayesian channel estimation in multi-user massive MIMO with extremely large antenna array,” IEEE Trans. Sig. Process., vol. 69, pp. 5463–5478, Sep. 2021.

[18] H. Iimori, T. Takahashi, K. Ishibashi, G. T. F. de Abreu, D. González G., and O. Gonsa, “Joint activity and channel estimation for extra-large MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 21, no. 9, pp. 7253–7270, Sep. 2022.

[19] J. Tian, Y. Han, S. Jin, and M. Matthaiou, “Low-overhead localization and VR identification for subarray-based ELAA systems,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 12, no. 5, pp. 784–788, May 2023.

[20] J. Xiao, J. Wang, Z. Chen, and G. Huang, “U-MLP based hybridfield channel estimation for XL-RIS assisted millimeter-wave MIMO systems,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 12, no. 6, pp. 1042–1046, Jun. 2023.

[21] D. Liu, J. Wang, Y. Li, Y. Han, R. Ding, J. Zhang, S. Jin, and T. Q. S.

Quek, “Location-based visible region recognition in extra-large massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 72, no. 6, pp. 8186– 8191, Feb. 2023.

[22] L. Liu et al., “The COST 2100 MIMO channel model,” IEEE Wireless Commun., vol. 19, no. 6, pp. 92–99, Dec. 2012.

[23] E. Björnson, L. Sanguinetti, J. Hoydis, and M. Debbah, “Optimal design of energy-efficient multi-user MIMO systems: Is massive MIMO the answer?” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 14, no. 6, pp. 3059–3075, Jun. 2015.

[24] M. Joham, K. Kusume, M. Gzara, W. Utschick, and J. Nossek, “Transmit wiener filter for the downlink of TDDDS-CDMA systems,” in Proc. IEEE 7th Int. Symp. Spread-Spectrum Tech. Appl., Prague, Czech Republic, Sep. 2002, pp. 9–13.

[25] S. Asaad, A. M. Rabiei, and R. R. Müller, “Massive MIMO with antenna selection: Fundamental limits and applications,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 17, no. 12, pp. 8502–8516, Dec. 2018.

[26] J. Zhang, C.-K. Wen, S. Jin, et al., “Large system analysis of cooperative multi-cell downlink transmission via regularized channel inversion with imperfect CSIT,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun., vol. 12, no. 10, pp. 4801–4813, Oct. 2013.

[27] S. Wagner, R. Couillet, M. Debbah, and D. T. M. Slock, “Large system analysis of linear precoding in correlated MISO broadcast channels under limited feedback,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 58, no. 7, pp. 4509–4537, Jul. 2012.

[28] T. Lv, Z. Lin, P. Huang, and J. Zeng, “Optimization of the energyefficient relay-based massive IoT network,” IEEE Internet Things J., vol. 5, no. 4, pp. 3043–3058, Aug. 2018.

[29] G. A.Ubiali and T.Abrão, “XL-MIMO energy-efficient antenna selection under non-stationary channels,” Phys. Commun., vol. 43, p. 101189, 2020.

[30] J. W. Silverstein and Z. D. Bai, “On the empirical distribution of eigenvalues of a class of large dimensional random matrices,” Journal of Multivariate Analysis, vol. 54, no. 2, pp. 175–192, 1995.

[31] R. Couillet and M. Debbah, “Random matrix methods for wireless communications,” Cambridge Univ. Press, 2011.

[32] J. Hoydis, S. Ten Brink, and M. Debbah, “Massive MIMO in the UL/DL of cellular networks: How many antennas do we need?” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 31, no. 2, pp. 160–171, Feb. 2013.