arXiv:2502.19136v1 [cs.IT] 26 Feb 2025

Robust Precoding for Rate-Splitting-Based Cell-Free MU-MIMO Networks

André R. Flores and Rodrigo C. de Lamare

Abstract—Cell-free (CF) multiuser multiple-input multipleoutput (MU-MIMO) systems are an emerging technology that provides service simultaneously to multiple users but suffers from multiuser interference (MUI). In this work, we propose a robust transmit scheme based on rate-splitting (RS) for CF MU-MIMO systems in the presence of imperfect channel state information (CSI) and MUI. We also develop a robust linear precoder design for both private and common precoders based on the minimum mean square error (MMSE) criterion, which incorporates in its design statistical information about the imperfect CSI to provide extra robustness to RS-CF MU-MIMO systems. A statistical analysis is carried out to derive closed-form sum-rate expressions along with a study of the computational complexity of the proposed scheme. Simulation results show that the proposed scheme outperforms conventional robust and non-robust schemes.

Index Terms—Multiple-antenna systems, rate-splitting multiple access, precoding, robust techniques.

I. INTRODUCTION Wireless communications systems are constantly evolving to satisfy the increasing demand for higher data rates, lower latency, and new applications. However, the wireless architecture based on base stations (BSs) with large antenna arrays [1], [2] is unlikely to support the requirements of future applications. Therefore, cell-free (CF) has arisen as a promising technology that is compatible with emerging applications [3], [4], [5]. CF employs multiple access points (APs) distributed over a region of interest to provide service to several user equipments (UEs). Specifically, CF has shown improvements in terms of sum-rate and energy efficiency over conventional networks [6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [11], [12]. To achieve this gain, multiple antennas or APs are distributed to ensure better channel conditions. Moreover, multiple APs allow the use of wellknown signal processing techniques such as precoding and interference cancellation to improve performance.

Despite its benefits, major problems are found in CF systems: signaling, imperfect CSI, computational cost and MUI. Due to the multiple APs, several channel gains need to be estimated, increasing dramatically the amount of signaling required. Moreover, increasing the number of APs turns into high costs since the complexity scales with the number of APs, which is not suitable for practical systems [13]. To overcome both problems, algorithms based on clusters of APs and UEs have been developed [14], [15], which avoid the use of network-wide (NW) techniques that employ all the

The authors are with the Centre for Telecommunications Studies, Department of Electrical Engineering, Pontifical Catholic University of Rio de Janeiro, Brazil. R. C. de Lamare is with the School of Physics, Engineering and Technology, University of York, United Kingdom. Emails: andre flores@esp.puc-rio.br, delamare@puc-rio.br

APs for simultaneous transmission. To this end, the system must estimate all the channel gains corresponding to the links between the APs and the users. In contrast, employing clusters of APs reduces the signaling since a small set of channel estimates is required to be conveyed to the APs. Furthermore, a cluster of UEs lowers the computational cost as the calculation of a reduced-dimension precoding matrix is simpler.

Cluster-based approaches deal with the cost and scalability problems in CF systems, but the MUI caused by the nonorthogonality of received signals and that is further increased by imperfect channel state information (CSI) remains. MUI degrades heavily the performance of CF systems. Therefore, there is great potential for robust techniques capable of effectively operating under imperfect CSI conditions. In [16] a NW robust precoder has been introduced to operate in CF systems. A robust transmission scheme known as rate-splitting (RS) [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], [22] has also been considered with CF systems. In the RS transmission scheme, the messages are split, modulated, and encoded into a common stream and a private stream to further enhance the benefits of the robust approach [18], [17]. Then, power allocation and precoding are performed to transmit the signal. In particular, in [23] RS has been incorporated to NW CF massive MIMO for machinetype communications. In [22], a cluster-based CF system with RS is proposed where disjoint clusters are considered.

In this work, we present a robust RS-CF MIMO system framework to deal with MUI and increase its robustness against imperfect CSI [24]. Unlike works that rely only on the RS transmit scheme to increase the robustness of the system, our approach incorporates the design of robust precoders to reap the benefits of RS schemes. Specifically, we devise a robust linear precoder design for both private and common precoders, which incorporates in its design statistical information about imperfect CSI to provide extra robustness to RS-CF MIMO systems. A statistical analysis is carried out to derive closed-form sum-rate expressions along with a study of the computational cost of the proposed scheme. Numerical results show that the proposed scheme outperforms competing techniques.

The rest of this manuscript is organized as follows. Section II introduces the system model. Section III presents the proposed RS-based robust transmission scheme and the robust precoders. Section IV details the computational cost and the statistical analysis. Section V illustrates the numerical results and Section VI gives the conclusions.

II. SYSTEM MODEL Let us consider the downlink of a user-centric CF system with N_t APs distributed over the region of interest. The APs provide service to K users, which are also distributed over the same region of interest. In this work, we consider an underloaded scenario, i.e, N_t ≥ K. The overall performance of the system drops in overloaded scenarios, but user scheduling can be implemented to mitigate this effect at the expense of extra complexity as detailed in [25]. Both the users and the APs are equipped with a single omnidirectional antenna. Let us define the channel between the nth AP and the kth user by g_{n,k} = √ ζ_{n,k}h_{n,k}, (1) where ζ_{n,k} and h_{n,k} denote the large-scale fading and smallscale fading coefficient, respectively. In particular, ζ_{n,k} models the path-loss and shadowing effect and h_{n,k} follows a complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance. Since the time division duplex (TDD) protocol is employed the channel can be estimated by pilot training. Then, the estimate of each channel coefficient is described by ĝ_{n,k} = √ ζ_{n,k} (√ 1 + σ^2_e h_{n,k} − σ_eh̃_{n,k} ) , (2)

where h̃_{n,k} represents the error in the estimate and σ_e ∈ [0, 1] can be interpreted as the quality of the channel estimate where, σ_e = 0 represents perfect CSI. It follows that: g_{n,k} = 1 τ (ĝ_{n,k} + g̃_{n,k}) , (3)

where τ = √ 1 + σ^2_e and g̃_{n,k} = σ_e √ ζ_{n,k}h̃_{n,k}. The vector g_k = [g_{1,k}, g_{2,k}, · · · , g_{Nt,k}]^T ∈ C^{Nt} is the channel between the APs and the kth UE. Then, the channel coefficients can be gathered into the matrix G^H = [g_1, g_2, · · · , g_K ]^H ∈ C^{K×Nt} . Similarly, we have Ĝ^H = [ĝ_1, ĝ_2, · · · , ĝ_K ]^H ∈ C^{K×Nt} and G̃H = [g̃_1, g̃_2, · · · , g̃_K ]^H ∈ C K×Nt . Thus, we have

G^H = 1 τ ( Ĝ^H + G̃^H ) . (4)

The distributed APs transmit the vector x ∈ C^{Nt} , which contains the information intended for all UEs and has a transmit power constraint given by E [ ‖x‖^2 ] ≤ P_t, where P_t is the transmit power. The received signal is given by

y = G^H x + n = 1 τ Ĝ^H x + 1 τ G̃^H x + n. (5)

where n ∈ C^K represents the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) vector with zero mean and variance equal to σ^2_n.

A. AP clustering

Since a small cluster of APs contributes with the most relevant part of the received signal, AP selection is performed, which translates into a reduction in the amount of signaling. Specifically, all the APs serving the ith UE are gathered in set A_i. With the sets {A_i}^K_{i=1} defined, we can introduce the sparse channel matrix Ḡ^H = [ḡ_1, ḡ_2, · · · , ḡ_K ]^H ∈ C^{K×Nt} , where each channel coefficient is defined as follows: ḡ_{n,k} = { ĝ_{n,k} n ∈ A_k, 0 Otherwise. (6)

B. AP selection

We employ the AP selection adopted in [26], which allows us to reduce the signaling load, while keeping the computational complexity low. The APs are selected based on the large-scale fading coefficient. For this purpose, let us define μ_ζ =^1_{KNt} ∑_{Nt} n=1 ∑_K k=1 ζ_{n,k}. Then, we can use the threshold: ζ̂_{n,k} = ζ_{n,k} − μ_ζ . (7) If ζ̂_{n,k} > 0, then n belongs to A_k.

III. PROPOSED RS-BASED ROBUST SCHEME Let us consider an RS transmit scheme [18], [19], where for simplicity the message of user k is split into a common message m_c and a private message m_{k,p}. A general RS scheme may split the messages of several users and the common message obtained by splitting the message of a single user is a special case. However, since we aim to evaluate the total ergodic sum-rate splitting the message of a single user is sufficient as explained in [27]. The common and private messages are encoded, resulting in a common symbol s_c that is superimposed to a vector of private symbols s_p = [s_1, s_2, · · · , s_K ]^T ∈ C^K , where s_k contains the private information of the k-th user. Thus, the vector of transmit symbols is denoted by s^{(RS)} = [ s_c, s^T_p

]_T ∈ C^{1+K} .

Fig. 1: Block Diagram of the Proposed Robust Precoder

At the transmit side, a precoding matrix P^{(RS)} = [p_c, P_p] is employed to deal with the MUI and enhance the transmission by properly mapping the symbols to the transmit antennas, as depicted in Fig. 1. In particular, p_c maps the common symbol while P_p maps the private symbols. Specifically, each column of P_p maps a private stream to the APs, i.e., P_p = [p_1, p_2, · · · , p_K ] ∈ C^{Nt ×K} where p_k maps the k-th private symbol to the APs. The transmit vector is given by

x = P^{(RS)}s^{(RS)} = s_cp_c + K∑ i=1 s_ip_i. (8)

The received vector can be described by

y = s_cG^H p_c + K∑ i=1 s_iG^H p_i + n. (9)

Employing the channel model given by (4) in (9), we obtain y = s_c τ Ĝ^H p_c + s^c τ G̃^H p_c + 1 τ K∑ i=1 s_iĜ^H p_i

+ 1 τ K∑ j=1 s_jG̃^H p_j + n. (10)

The terms associated with G̃ are the residual MUI caused by imperfect CSI that should be mitigated by a robust precoder. Here, we consider linear precoders [28], [29], [30], [31], [32], [33] but it is possible to extend the work to nonlinear precoders [34], [35], [20], [36].

A. Common precoder design

Let us consider the vector of common symbols s_c = [s_c, · · · , s_c]^T ∈ C^K . Since all users must decode the common stream, then the vector s_c represents the desired vector of symbols. The proposed robust common precoder can be obtained by solving the following optimization problem:

p_c = arg min_{p′c} J (p^′_c) , (11)

where

J (p^′_c) = E [ ‖s_c − s_c τ Ĝ^H p^′_c‖^2 ] T_1 +E ‖ s_c τ G̃^H p^′_c

Δ_c

‖^2 . (12) The precoder in (11), minimizes the difference between the desired vector of common symbols and the transmitted common symbols. Moreover, the proposed common precoder minimizes the residual MUI Δ_c produced by the imperfect CSI at the transmit side (CSIT). The common symbol is decoded by treating the private information as noise and thus the private streams are not considered in (11). The residual MUI of the private streams is mitigated by the robust private precoder.

Let us compute the expected value in T_1, which yields

T_1 = K − 1 τ u^TĜ^H p^′_c − 1 τ p^{′H}_c Ĝu + 1 τ^2 p^{′H}_c ĜĜ^H p^′_c, (13)

where u is a column vector of length K, which contains ones in all of its entries. For the residual MUI, we have E [ ‖Δ_c‖^2 ] = 1 τ^2 p^{′H}_c θp^′_c, (14)

where θ = E [ G̃G̃H ] . By substituting (13) and (14) in (12) and then taking the partial derivative with respect to p_c, we obtain ∂J ∂p^{′H}_c = 1 τ^2

ĜĜ^H p^′_c + 1

τ^2 θp^′_c − 1 τ Ĝu. (15)

By equating (15) to a null vector and solving for p_c we obtain the proposed robust common precoder given by

p_c = τ ( ĜĜ^H + θ )_{−1} Ĝu. (16)

The robust precoder can be expressed as p_c = α_cp̄_c, where p̄_c is a vector with unit norm, i.e., p̄_c =^{pc}_{‖pc‖} . It follows that α_c is the power allocated to the common stream. Note that the robust precoder can also be extended to multiple common streams, which requires one robust precoder per stream.

B. Private Precoder design

Once the common symbols are decoded, successive interference cancellation (SIC) removes its contribution from the received signal. The received signal after SIC is given by y = 1 τ Ĝ^H P_ps_p + 1 τ G̃^H P_ps_p

Δ_p

+n. (17)

The optimal private precoder minimizes the effect of the residual MUI (e.g., by letting E [ ‖Δ‖^2 ] → 0). Such a precoder can be obtained by solving the following optimization:

{P_p, f} =argmin E [ ‖s_p − f^{−1}y‖^2 ] + E [ ‖Δ_p‖^2 ] J_p subject to E [ ‖x‖^2 ] = tr ( P_pP^H_p ) = P_t − α_c, where tr(·) is the trace of its matrix argument and f can be interpreted as an automatic gain control at the receivers [29], [16]. Expanding the terms of J_p and evaluating J_p, we get

J_p = K − f^{−1} τ tr ( P^H_p Ĝ ) − f^{−1} τ tr ( Ĝ^H P_p ) + 1 τ^2 tr ( θP_pP^H_p )

+ f^{−2} τ^2 [ tr ( P_pP^H_p ĜĜ^H ) + tr ( P_pP^H_p θ )] + f^{−2}tr (R_n) .

(18)

Then, the Lagrangian function of the optimization problem is L(P_p, f,λ) = K − f^{−1} τ [ tr ( P^H_p Ĝ ) + tr ( Ĝ^H P_p )] + f^{−2}tr (R_n) + f^{−2} τ^2 [ tr ( P_pP^H_p ĜĜ^H ) + tr ( P_pP^H_p θ )] + 1 τ^2 tr ( θP_pP^H_p ) + λ [ tr ( P_pP^H_p ) − P_t + α_c ] . (19)

Computing the partial derivatives of the Lagrangian and equating them to zero, we obtain P_p = fτP̄, (20) λ = Kσ^2_n f^2 (P_t − α_c) − tr ( P^H_p θP_p ) τ^2 (P_t − α_c)

, (21)

where

P̄ = (ĜĜ^H + (1 + f^2) θ + λf^2τ^2I

P^{(i)}

)^{−1}Ĝ, (22)

f = 1 τ √ P_t − α_c tr (¯ PP̄^H

) , (23)

assuming that the inverse of P^{(i)} exists.

Note that P_p depends on λ and vice-versa. To obtain them, we employ an alternating optimization framework, where one of the variables is fixed while the other is computed. We begin the computations with the standard MMSE precoder as the initial state. With the initial precoder, we update the parameter λ iteratively. The design procedure is given in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Proposed MMSE Robust Precoders

Input: Ĝ^H , u, P_t, σ^2_n ,σ^2_e , α_c, i_t Output: P^{(RS)} Robust Common Precoder 1: τ ← √ 1 + σ^2_e 2: Θ ← E [ G̃G̃H ] 3: p_c ← τ ( ĜĜH + θ )_{−1} Ĝu Robust Private Precoder 4: P̄ [0] ← ( ĜĜH +^{Kσ2}n_{Pt −αc} I )_{−1} Ĝ 5: f [0] ←^1_τ √_{Pt −αc} tr(^¯P[0]^¯P^H [0]) 6: P_p [0] ← f [0] τP̄ [0] 7: λ [0] ←^{Kσ2n}

f^2[0](P_t −α_c) −

tr(P^H_p [0]θPp[0])

τ^2(P_t −α_c)

8: for i = 1 : i_t do 9: P̄ [i] ← (ĜĜH + (1 + f 2 [i − 1]) θ + λ [i − 1] f^2 [i − 1] τ^2I)^{−1}Ĝ 10: f [i] ←^1_τ √_{Pt −αc} tr(^¯P[i]^¯P^H [i]) 11: P_p [i] ← f [i] τP̄ [i] 12: λ [i] ←^{Kσ2n} f^2[i](P_t −α_c) −

tr(P^H_p [i]θPp[i])

τ^2(P_t −α_c)

13: end for 14: P_p ← f [i_t] τP̄ [i_t] 15: P^{(RS)} ← [p_c, P_p]

return P^{(RS)}

C. Power allocation

An efficient way to allocate power to the common and private streams is to compute the sum-rate in the saturation region of the conventional precoder without RS. The power is allocated to the private precoder such that the private sum-rate equals the performance of the conventional precoder without RS, while the remaining power is allocated to α_c [18].

IV. STATISTICAL ANALYSIS AND COMPUTATIONAL COST

In this section, we present a stastistical analysis that derives closed-form expressions for the ergodic sum-rate (ESR) and the computational cost of the proposed robust precoder.

A. Ergodic Sum-Rate Performance

The ESR of the proposed scheme is given by

S_e = E [¯ R_{c,k} ] + K∑ l=1 E [¯ R_l ] . (24)

where R̄_{c,k} = E [ R_{c,k} ( G^H ) |Ĝ^H ] denotes the average com-

mon rate and R̄_k = E [ R_k ( G^H ) |Ĝ^H ] stands for the average private rate of user k, and assuming Gaussian signalling R_{c,k} = log_2 (1 + γ_{c,k}) and R_k = log_2 (1 + γ_k) denote the instantaneous common rate and the instantaneous private rate, respectively. The signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) when decoding the common stream at the k-th user is γ_{c,k} = α^2_c |ĝ^H_k Ψu|^2

α^2_c δ_{c,k} + τ^2‖Ψu‖^2 ( f^{2 K} ∑ i=1 |g^H_k p̄_i|^2 + σ^2_n

) , (25)

where δ_{c,k} = 2ℜ {( u^TΨ^Hĝ_k ) ( g̃^H_k Ψu )} + |g̃^H Ψu|^2, Ψ = ( ĜĜH + θ )_{−1} Ĝ, and ℜ {·} denotes the real part of a complex argument. On the other hand, the SINR when decoding the private stream of the k-th user is

γ_k = f^2|ĝ^H_k p̄_k|^2

f^{2 K} ∑ i=1 i≠k |ĝ^H_k p̄_i|^2 + f^{2 K} ∑ j=1 δ_{j,k} + σ^2_n , (26)

where δ_{j,k} = 2ℜ {( p̄^H_j ĝ_k ) ( g̃^H_k p̄_j )} + |g̃^H_k p̄_j |^2.

B. Computational Cost

We employ the total number of floating points operations (FLOPs) to describe the computational cost as follows:

• Multiplication of l × m and m × n complex matrices requires 8lmn − 2ln FLOPs.

• The inverse of a complex square matrix of size m × m requires^4_3 m^3 FLOPs.

• To obtain p_c, a total of^4_3 N^3_t + 8N^2_t K + 8N_tK − 4N_t + 1 FLOPs are required.

• In the first iteration, P̄ [0] ← ( ĜĜH +^{Kσ2}n_{Pt −αc} I )_{−1} Ĝ requires a total of^4_3 N^3_t +16N^2_t K−2N^2_t −2N_tK+2N_t+3 FLOPS, f [0] ←^1_τ √_{Pt −αc} tr(^¯P[0]^¯P^H [0]) requires 8N^tK + 2 FLOPs, P_p [0] ← f [0] τP̄ [0] requires N_tK + 1 FLOPs and λ [0] ←^{Kσ2n}

f^2[0](P_t −α_c) −

tr(P^H_p [0]θPp[0])

τ^2(P_t −α_c) requires

8N^2_t K + 6N_tK + 6.

• For any other iteration i ≠ 0, the computational cost of f [i], P_p [i] λ [i] remains the same as the cost of f [0], P_p [0] λ [0], respectively. In contrast, P̄ [i] ← (ĜĜ^H + ( 1 + f^2 [i − 1] ) θ + λ [i − 1] f^2τ^2 [i − 1] I)^{−1}Ĝ requires 4 3 N^3_t + 16N^2_t K + 2N^2_t − 2N_tK + 2N_t + 3 FLOPs.

The computational cost in terms of FLOPS is given by

C_f = i_t ( 4 3 N^3_t + 24N^2_t K + 2N^2_t + 13N_tK + 2N_t + 12 )

+ 8 3 N^3_t + 32N^2_t K + 21N_tK − 2N^2_t − 2N_t + 12, (27)

where i_t denotes the number of iterations. The conventional MMSE and RS-MMSE precoders have a computational complexity of O ( N^3_t ) , but both approaches obtain a worse performance under imperfect CSI than the proposed approach.

V. SIMULATIONS Numerical examples were performed to evaluate the performance of the proposed robust techniques. To this end, the large

scale fading coefficients are given by ζ_{k,n} = P_{k,n} · 10^σ

(s) z k,n 10 , where P_{k,n} denotes the path loss, and the shadowing effect is described by z_{k,n} with standard deviation equal to σ^{(s)} = 8. z_{k,n} follows a Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance. The path loss was calculated using a three-slope model [37] described by P_{k,n} = −L − 35 log_{10} (d_{k,n}) , d_{k,n} > d1 −L − 15 log_{10} (d1) − 20 log_{10} (d_{k,n}) , d0 < d_{k,n} ≤ d1 −L − 15 log_{10} (d1) − 20 log_{10} (d0) , otherwise, (28)

where d_{k,n} is the distance between the n-th AP and the k-th user, d_1 = 50 m, d_0 = 10 m, and the attenuation L is

L =46.3 + 33.9 log_{10} (f) − 13.82 log_{10} (h_{AP})

− (1.1 log_{10} (f) − 0.7) h_u + (1.56 log_{10} (f) − 0.8) , (29)

where h_{AP} = 15 m and h_u = 1.65 m are the positions of the APs and UEs above the ground, respectively. We consider a frequency of f = 1900 MHz. The noise variance is σ^2_n = T_ok_B BN_f , where T_o = 290 K is the noise temperature, k_B = 1.381 × 10^{−23} J/K is the Boltzmann constant, B = 50 MHz is the bandwidth and N_f = 10 dB is the noise figure. The signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is SNR =^{PtTr}(^{GHG})_{Nt Kσ2n} . Among the CF techniques examined here are the proposed RSCF scheme with a robust private precoder and a standard common precoder denoted by RSCF-MMSE-RB+PpRB, the proposed RSCF scheme with a robust common precoder and a robust private precoder called RSCF-MMSE-RB+PcRB, the RSCF scheme with a standard linear MMSE precoder denoted by RSCF-MMSE, the conventional CF MU-MIMO scheme with a robust MMSE precoder [37], the conventional CF MU- MIMO scheme with a standard linear MMSE precoder, and the conventional weighted MMSE (WMMSE) precoder [38].

We consider a small cluster of a CF system in which 12 APs provide service to 3 users. A total of 10000 trials were performed to compute the ESR. In particular, for each channel estimate, we consider 100 different error matrices to compute the ASR. The parameter α_c was computed by employing an exhaustive search with a grid of step size equal to 0.005.

In the first example, we evaluate the performance of the proposed robust schemes in terms of ESR. We set the quality of the channel estimate in (2) to σ^2_e = 0.3. From Fig. 2a we can notice that the robust approach performs better than the conventional linear approaches. In particular, the gain increases at high SNR. Indeed, CSIT imperfections degrade heavily the performance of conventional approaches at high SNR since the residual MUI scales with the transmit power. The proposed robust RSCF-MMSE-RB+PpRB scheme can effectively deal with CSIT imperfections, providing a substantial gain over other techniques. Furthermore, including a robust common precoder as done by the proposed robust RSCF- MMSE-RB+PcR scheme significantly increases the ESR. Fig. 2b shows the ESR obtained at 22 dB by the proposed RSCF- MMSE-RB+PcRB as the number of iterations increases. We consider a random matrix as the initial precoder to test the convergence. The proposed algorithm has a fast convergence, reaching its steady state with only three iterations.

In the second example, we show the performance of the proposed robust approaches against different CSIT quality levels in Fig. 3. For this purpose the SNR was set to 22

(a) (b)

Fig. 2: Sum-rate performance (a) vs SNR. (b) vs iterations.

dB. The proposed RSCF-MMSE-RB+PcRB scheme obtains the best performance among the precoders as expected. The robust common precoder is introduced to deal with CSIT imperfections and, therefore, the power allocated increases as the residual MUI gets higher.

Fig. 3: Performance of Robust MMSE schemes for RS-CF systems with different CSIT quality levels, N_t = 12, K = 3.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed a novel robust transmit scheme, which employs RS along with robust private and common precoders to enhance the performance of CF systems operating under imperfect CSIT. The precoders were derived employing the MMSE criterion and have low computational complexity. Simulation results show that the proposed robust approaches outperform the existing CF-MMSE-RB and RSCF-MMSE schemes. In particular, the inclusion of a robust common precoder brought significant improvements in terms of ESR.

REFERENCES

[1] R. C. de Lamare, “Massive MIMO systems: Signal processing challenges and future trends,” URSI Radio Science Bulletin, vol. 2013, no. 347, pp. 8–20, 2013.

[2] W. Zhang, H. Ren, C. Pan, M. Chen, R. C. de Lamare, B. Du, and J. Dai, “Large-scale antenna systems with ul/dl hardware mismatch: Achievable rates analysis and calibration,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 63, no. 4, pp. 1216–1229, 2015.

[3] S. Elhoushy, M. Ibrahim, and W. Hamouda, “Cell-free massive MIMO:

A survey,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 492–523, 2022.

[4] H. A. Ammar, R. Adve, S. Shahbazpanahi, G. Boudreau, and K. V.

Srinivas, “User-centric cell-free massive MIMO networks: A survey of opportunities, challenges and solutions,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 611–652, 2022.

[5] H. Q. Ngo, G. Interdonato, E. G. Larsson, G. Caire, and J. G. Andrews, “Ultradense cell-free massive MIMO for 6G: Technical overview and open questions,” Proceedings of the IEEE, pp. 1–27, 2024.

[6] H. Q. Ngo, A. Ashikhmin, H. Yang, E. G. Larsson, and T. L. Marzetta, “Cell-free massive MIMO versus small cells,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 1834–1850, 2017.

[7] S. Mashdour, R. C. de Lamare, and J. P. S. H. Lima, “Enhanced subset greedy multiuser scheduling in clustered cell-free massive mimo systems,” IEEE Communications Letters, 2022.

[8] S. Mashdour, S. Salehi, R. C. de Lamare, A. Schmeink, and J. P. S. H.

Lima, “Clustering and scheduling with fairness based on information rates for cell-free mimo networks,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, 2024.

[9] T. Ssettumba, Z. Shao, L. T. N. Landau, M. Facina, P. Branco da Silva, and R. C. de Lamare, “Centralized and decentralized idd schemes for cell-free massive mimo systems: Ap selection and llr refinement,” IEEE Access, vol. 12, pp. 62 392–62 406, 2024.

[10] R. B. D. Renna and R. C. de Lamare, “Iterative detection and decoding with log-likelihood ratio based access point selection for cell-free mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 73, no. 5, pp. 7418–7423, 2024.

[11] T. Ssettumba, S. Mashdour, L. T. N. Landau, P. B. da Silva, and R. C.

de Lamare, “Iterative interference cancellation for clustered cell-free massive mimo networks,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, pp. 1–1, 2024.

[12] S. Mashdour, A. R. Flores, S. Salehi, R. C. De Lamare, A. Schmeink, and P. B. Da Silva, “Robust resource allocation in cell-free massive mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, pp. 1–1, 2025.

[13] E. Björnson and L. Sanguinetti, “Scalable cell-free massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 68, no. 7, pp. 4247–4261, 2020.

[14] S. Buzzi and C. D’Andrea, “Cell-free massive MIMO: User-centric approach,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 706–709, 2017.

[15] S. Buzzi, C. D’Andrea, A. Zappone, and C. D’Elia, “User-centric 5G cellular networks: Resource allocation and comparison with the cell-free massive MIMO approach,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 1250–1264, 2020.

[16] V. M. T. Palhares, A. R. Flores, and R. C. de Lamare, “Robust MMSE precoding and power allocation for cell-free massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 70, no. 5, pp. 5115– 5120, 2021.

[17] Y. Mao, O. Dizdar, B. Clerckx, R. Schober, P. Popovski, and H. V.

Poor, “Rate-splitting multiple access: Fundamentals, survey, and future research trends,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 2073–2126, 2022.

[18] B. Clerckx, Y. Mao, E. A. Jorswieck, J. Yuan, D. J. Love, E. Erkip, and D. Niyato, “A primer on rate-splitting multiple access: Tutorial, myths, and frequently asked questions,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 41, no. 5, pp. 1265–1308, 2023.

[19] A. R. Flores, R. C. de Lamare, and B. Clerckx, “Linear precoding and stream combining for rate splitting in multiuser MIMO systems,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 890–894, 2020.

[20] A. R. Flores, R. C. De Lamare, and B. Clerckx, “Tomlinson-Harashima precoded rate-splitting with stream combiners for MU-MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 6, pp. 3833–3845, 2021.

[21] A. R. Flores and R. C. de Lamare, “Robust and adaptive power allocation techniques for rate splitting based mu-mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 70, no. 7, pp. 4656–4670, 2022.

[22] A. R. Flores, R. C. de Lamare, and K. V. Mishra, “Clustered cell-free multi-user multiple-antenna systems with rate-splitting: Precoder design and power allocation,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 71, no. 10, pp. 5920–5934, 2023.

[23] A. Mishra, Y. Mao, L. Sanguinetti, and B. Clerckx, “Rate-splitting assisted massive machine-type communications in cell-free massive MIMO,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 26, no. 6, pp. 1358–1362, 2022.

[24] A. R. Flores and R. C. de Lamare, “Robust rate-splitting-based precoding for cell-free mu-mimo systems,” IEEE Communications Letters, pp. 1–5, 2025.

[25] Y. Mao, E. Piovano, and B. Clerckx, “Rate-splitting multiple access for overloaded cellular internet of things,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 69, no. 7, pp. 4504–4519, 2021.

[26] A. R. Flores, R. C. de Lamare, and K. V. Mishra, “Cluster precoders for cell-free MU-MIMO systems,” in IEEE International Symposium on Wireless Communication Systems, 2022, pp. 1–6.

[27] C. Hao, Y. Wu, and B. Clerckx, “Rate analysis of two-receiver MISO broadcast channel with finite rate feedback: A rate-splitting approach,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 63, no. 9, pp. 3232–3246, 2015.

[28] Y. Cai, R. C. d. Lamare, and R. Fa, “Switched interleaving techniques with limited feedback for interference mitigation in ds-cdma systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 59, no. 7, pp. 1946–1956, 2011.

[29] M. Joham, W. Utschick, and J. Nossek, “Linear transmit processing in MIMO communications systems,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 53, no. 8, pp. 2700–2712, 2005.

[30] K. Zu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Generalized design of lowcomplexity block diagonalization type precoding algorithms for multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 61, no. 10, pp. 4232–4242, 2013.

[31] W. Zhang, R. C. de Lamare, C. Pan, M. Chen, J. Dai, B. Wu, and X. Bao, “Widely linear precoding for large-scale mimo with iqi: Algorithms and performance analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 3298–3312, 2017.

[32] Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, L.-L. Yang, and M. Zhao, “Robust mmse precoding based on switched relaying and side information for multiuser mimo relay systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 64, no. 12, pp. 5677–5687, 2015.

[33] H. Ruan and R. C. de Lamare, “Distributed robust beamforming based on low-rank and cross-correlation techniques: Design and analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 67, no. 24, pp. 6411–6423, 2019.

[34] K. Zu, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Haardt, “Multi-branch tomlinsonharashima precoding design for mu-mimo systems: Theory and algorithms,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 62, no. 3, pp. 939– 951, 2014.

[35] L. Zhang, Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, and M. Zhao, “Robust multibranch Tomlinson–Harashima precoding design in amplify-and-forward MIMO relay systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 62, no. 10, pp. 3476–3490, 2014.

[36] L. T. N. Landau and R. C. de Lamare, “Branch-and-bound precoding for multiuser mimo systems with 1-bit quantization,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 770–773, 2017.

[37] V. M. Palhares, R. C. de Lamare, A. R. Flores, and L. T. Landau, “Iterative AP selection, MMSE precoding and power allocation in cellfree massive MIMO systems,” IET Communications, vol. 14, no. 22, pp. 3996–4006, 2020.

[38] S. S. Christensen, R. Agarwal, E. De Carvalho, and J. M. Cioffi, “Weighted sum-rate maximization using weighted MMSE for MIMO- BC beamforming design,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 7, no. 12, pp. 4792–4799, 2008.