arXiv:2505.11778v1 [cs.IT] 17 May 2025

Study of Robust Resource Allocation in Cell-Free Multiple-Antenna Networks

Saeed Mashdour, André R. Flores, Rodrigo C. de Lamare

Abstract—Cell-free networks outperform cellular networks in many aspects, yet their efficiency is affected by imperfect channel state information (CSI). In order to address this issue, this work presents a robust resource allocation framework designed for the downlink of user-centric cell-free massive multi-input multi-output (CF-mMIMO) networks. This framework employs a sequential resource allocation strategy with a robust user scheduling algorithm designed to maximize the sum-rate of the network and two robust power allocation algorithms aimed at minimizing the mean square error, which are developed to mitigate the effects of imperfect CSI. An analysis of the proposed robust resource allocation problems is developed along with a study of their computational cost. Simulation results demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed robust resource allocation algorithms, showing a performance improvement of up to 30% compared to existing techniques.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, cell-free, imperfect CSI, robust optimization, resource allocation, sum-rate, mean square error.

I. INTRODUCTION Cell-free massive multi-input multi-output (CF-mMIMO) networks are a key innovation in wireless communications, which is characterized by the deployment of a large number of access points (APs) distributed over a wide area to serve multiple user equipment (UEs) simultaneously [1] and builds on the early work of massive multi-input multi-output (MIMO) systems [2], [3], [4]. This architecture enhances signal quality and capacity, mitigating the effects of fading and interference, common challenges in cellular systems [5]. By decentralizing the base station functionalities and using advanced signal processing techniques, CF-mMIMO networks promise significant improvements in data rates and reliability, representing a trend towards the next generation of wireless communication systems [6].

The architecture of CF-mMIMO networks is categorized into different frameworks, presenting approaches to managing the distributed nature of antennas and user equipment (UE) [6], [7], [8]. In user-centric CF-mMIMO networks, each UE is served by a selected subset of APs, which could be chosen based on different criteria [9], [10], [11], [12], [13], [14], [15], [16]. While CF-mMIMO networks increase signal quality and system capacity, allocating resources in these networks is a crucial challenge to fully realize their potential [17], [18], [19], [20]. Efficient resource allocation strategies are essential for balancing the load and ensuring fair service across the vast number of distributed APs and UEs. This involves sophisticated precoding [21], [22], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28], power control [29], [30], [31], user scheduling, and

S. Mashdour, André R. Flores and Rodrigo C. de Lamare are with Department of Electrical Engineering (DEE), Pontifical Catholic University of Rio de Janeiro, 22541-041 Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, Rodrigo C. de Lamare is also with the University of York, UK. The emails are smashdour@gmail.com, {andre.flores, delamare}@puc-rio.br. This work was supported by CNPQ, CPQD, FAPERJ and FAPESP.

bandwidth management to maximize network performance while minimizing interference and energy consumption [9], [32], [33].

Addressing these issues is fundamental to harnessing the true capabilities of CF-mMIMO networks, creating a foundation for a consistent and equitable wireless communication environment. In particular, precoding serves as a technique to pre-process the signals transmitted from multiple APs to mitigate interference and enhance the signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) for each UE, thereby optimizing the overall network throughput [34]. Multiuser scheduling is mandatory to manage network effectively, especially in scenarios where the number of UEs exceeds the number of APs, such that the distribution of the available resources ensures that each UE is served by the most suitable subset of APs [1], [35], [36]. Power allocation strategies are also key to resource allocation, aiming to adjust the power levels across different APs to reach a tradeoff between network capacity maximization and energy efficiency [37].

The performance of CF-mMIMO networks is also influenced by factors like hardware impairments and the accuracy of channel state information (CSI) [38], [39]. Accurate CSI is crucial in CF-mMIMO networks, as it impacts essential tasks such as precoding, power control, and multiuser scheduling. Precise estimation of CSI ensures that signals are coherently combined at the intended UEs while minimizing interference, which is fundamental for network performance optimization. However, obtaining CSI is challenging due to factors such as channel estimation errors and feedback delays. Consequently, numerous studies have investigated practical models of imperfect CSI, accounting for estimation errors and delays to reflect real world conditions and develop algorithms that account for inaccuracies in CSI [5], [40]. In CF-mMIMO networks with imperfect CSI, a key strategy is the development of robust resource allocation algorithms. The essence of these approaches lies in formulating resource allocation problems that can compensate for imperfect CSI. Such robust designs are crucial for mitigating the detrimental effects of imperfect CSI on network performance [41].

A. Prior and related works

The study of robust transmit processing techniques in wireless networks in the presence of imperfect CSI scenarios has emerged as an important topic for both cellular and cell-free network frameworks. The work of [42] investigated robust linear receiver techniques that enhance joint spacetime decoding and interference rejection using a worst-case optimization approach, where generalizations of minimum variance methods are designed to tackle the challenges of imperfect CSI at the receiver.

In [43] the challenge of optimizing user scheduling in the uplink of massive MIMO systems is considered with the aim of decreasing the channel estimation overhead, using the COST 2100 channel model. This approach reduced the need for accurate CSI and ensures the effectiveness of user scheduling. The work in [44] examines the design of precoders for a multiuser MIMO (MU-MIMO) system under two distinct conditions: firstly, where imperfect CSI is present with known channel error statistics, and secondly, where there is a normbounded error without statistical characterization. This study introduced an energy-efficient precoder design for MU-MIMO systems crafted to enhance robustness against imperfect CSI.

The study of [45] investigated the joint optimization of antenna selection, power allocation, and time allocation to maximize the system energy efficiency (EE) of a wireless power transfer (WPT) enabled multiuser massive MIMO system. With users empowered solely by WPT in the downlink, the work accounts for practical constraints, including imperfect CSI. In [46], robust transmit strategies have been presented for MIMO systems to address imperfect CSI using a worst-case deterministic model. It focuses on maximizing the received signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) or minimizing the Chernoff bound on error probability, aiming to solve max-min and quality of service (QoS) problems efficiently by transforming them into convex problems or semidefinite programs (SDPs). The work in [47] investigated the downlink of a CF-mMIMO network with single-antenna APs and UEs, focusing on robustness against imperfect CSI. It introduced an iterative robust MMSE (RMMSE) precoder incorporating generalized loading to mitigate interference caused by imperfect CSI along with optimal and uniform power allocation schemes.

B. Contributions

In this work, we propose a robust resource allocation framework, which employs a sequential strategy for multiuser scheduling and power allocation, to mitigate the effects of imperfect CSI in the downlink of CF-mMIMO networks [48]. In particular, we adopt linear and Minimum Mean Square Error (MMSE) or Zero-Forcing (ZF) precoders as the basic transmit processing filters for multiuser interference mitigation. Furthermore, a robust multiuser scheduling algorithm denoted robust clustered enhanced subset greedy (RC-ESG) algorithm that implements worst-case robust optimization techniques is developed, which accounts for imperfect CSI and ensures that user scheduling decisions are resilient to estimation errors. Moreover, we propose two robust power allocation algorithms to enhance the network’s information rates and robustness in the presence of imperfect CSI. The first technique integrates channel estimation errors directly into the optimization problem and employs a robust gradient descent power allocation (RGDPA) algorithm, which enables a costeffective power allocation. The second technique, rooted in worst-case robust optimization (WRGDPA), optimizes power allocation by preparing for the most unfavorable scenarios of channel uncertainty. We also carry out a convexity analysis of the proposed robust approaches along with a study of their computational costs.

C. Paper Outline and Notation

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II provides a model for UCCF networks, including their sumrate, and methods for resource allocation. Section III presents a novel robust multiuser scheduling approach along two innovative robust power allocation methods, one incorporating the channel estimation error matrix and the other based on a worst-case scenario approach. Section IV presents an analysis of solutions to various optimization problems in the proposed robust user scheduling method, the convexity of the objective functions specific to the proposed robust power allocation techniques, and compares the computational complexity of the proposed algorithms. Section V shows and discusses the results of the simulations conducted to assess the algorithms. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

We use the following notations. I_n is an identity matrix of dimensions n × n. The complex normal distribution is denoted by CN (., .). The superscripts^T ,^∗, and^H represent the operations of transpose, complex conjugate, and Hermitian (conjugate transpose), respectively. The symbol A∪B indicates the union of sets A and B, while A \ B is the set difference, indicating elements in A not in B. Complex matrices with dimensions M × N are represented by C^{M×N} . The trace of a matrix is indicated by T r (.). The function diag (x) converts the vector x into a diagonal matrix, and diag (X) extracts the diagonal elements from the matrix X. The expectation operator is denoted by E [.]. Finally, [X]_{m,n} denotes the element located in the mth row and nth column in X.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

We consider the downlink of a CF-mMIMO network architecture consisting of L APs, each equipped with an array of N antenna elements, which serve K single-antenna UEs. The considered network structure is distinguished by a usercentric approach for selecting APs to enhance overall network performance. A key aspect of this architecture is that the total number of UEs, K, significantly exceeds the total number of AP antennas M = LN (K ≫ M). This implies the need for effective user scheduling to ensure efficient system operation. Thus, at each resource block transmission, the network schedules a subset of n ≤ M UEs. Additionally, the network can also allocate the powers of the n scheduled users to enhance the sum-rates. By customizing the AP-UE associations and scheduling decisions based on real-time channel conditions and network demands, our objective is to design a system that enhances network performance by maximizing the sum-rates.

A. User-Centric CF (UCCF) Network Architecture The channel matrix representing the propagation effects between APs and UEs is given by G = Ĝ + G̃ ∈ C^{LN×n} , where Ĝ is the channel estimation matrix and G̃ is the channel estimation error. The channel estimation error G̃ is modeled as a complex Gaussian random variable with zero mean and known variance to reflect the stochastic nature of estimation uncertainties [34]. Accordingly, g_{mk} = [G]_{m,k} refers to the channel coefficient between the mth AP antenna (one of the M = LN AP antennas) and the kth UE, representing the element of the channel matrix G located at the mth row and the kth column, and is modeled as follows: g_{mk} =ĝ_{mk} + g̃_{mk} = √ 1 − α √ β_{mk}h_{mk} + √ α √ β_{mk}h̃_{mk}, (1) where ĝ_{mk} is the channel coefficient estimate, g̃_{mk} is the channel coefficient estimation error, 0 < α < 1 is a CSI imperfection parameter that balances the contribution of the small scale channel estimation coefficient h_{mk} and its estimation error h̃_{mk}. Note that the large-scale fading (LSF) coefficient β_{mk} is assumed to be known, as it can be reliably estimated and tracked due to its slow variation, consistent with the findings in [34]. Furthermore, the variable h_{mk} which is modeled by independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables (RVs), is constant within a coherence interval while varying independently across different coherence intervals [49], and follows a complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance. Similarly, h̃_{mk} has a complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and unit variance [50], and is independent of h_{mk} as supported by [34], [51]. In our system model, we employed linear ZF and MMSE precoders, denoted by P ∈ C^{LN×n} , to optimize the signal reception quality. Thus, the downlink signal is modeled by y = √ ρ_f G^T Px + w = √ ρ_f Ĝ^T Px + √ ρ_f G̃^T Px + w, (2) where ρ_f is the maximum transmitted power of each antenna, x = [x_1, · · · , x_n]^T denotes the symbol vector, characterized by a zero mean and distributed as x ∼ CN (0, I_n). Additionally, w = [w_1, · · · , w_n]^T represents the additive noise vector, following the distribution w ∼ CN (0, σ^2_wI_n). In this model, we adopt Gaussian signaling and assume that the elements of x are statistically independent, and also independent from all noise components and channel coefficients.

In the UCCF network structure depicted in Fig. 1, we cluster the APs supporting each UE based on the LSF criterion. Thus, the channel matrix in UCCF is defined as G_a = [g_{a1}, · · · , g_{an}] ∈ C^{LN×n} in which g_{ak} = A_kg_k ∈ C^{LN ×1} is the channel vector to the UE k, k ∈ {1, · · · , n}, g_k showing the CF channel vector of the UE k and A_k is a diagonal matrix with the entries defined as follows a_{kl} = { 1 if l ∈ U_k 0 if l /∈ U_k , l ∈ {1, · · · , LN} , (3) The LSF based clustering approach is based on the macroscopic propagation characteristics, such as path loss and shadowing, to allocate potential APs to the UEs.

In the LSF-based AP clustering approach, an AP m is found to be suitable for a user k if its average channel gain exceeds a predefined threshold λ_{lsf} , satisfying β_{mk} ≥ λ_{lsf} , where β_{mk} is the large-scale fading coefficient described before. In the case that no AP meets this criterion for a particular user, the AP with the largest average channel gain is chosen as the sole member of the corresponding subset [52]. Consequently, the assembling of the chosen APs for user k is given by U_k = {m : β_{mk} ≥ λ_{lsf} } ∪ { arg max_m β_{mk} } , (4)

where the threshold λ_{lsf} is determined by

Fig. 1. Illustration of a user-centric cell-free network and the clustered APs

λ_{lsf} = 1 LN · K LN∑ m=1 K∑ k=1 β_{mk}. (5) In this user-centric clustering approach, the set of APs U_k serving UE k is determined based on the LSF criterion. Specifically, the set U_k includes all APs where the LSF coefficient β_{mk} exceeds a predefined threshold λ_{lsf} , ensuring that only APs with sufficiently strong signals are selected. Therefore, the AP with the maximum LSF coefficient for each UE is always included in the set U_k [52]. Moreover, the linear precoder matrix in the UCCF network is defined as P_a ∈ C^{LN×n} as a function of G_a. Thus, using (2), we can write the downlink received signal for UCCF networks as

y_a = √ ρ_f G^T_a P_ax + w = √ ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_ax + √ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_ax + w. (6) The signal received, as described in (6), is based on the sparse channel matrix G_a. In this matrix, for kth column, k ∈ {1, · · · , n}, only the elements corresponding to the APs that are determined to support UE k are non-zero, while all other elements are zero.

B. UCCF Sum-Rate Expression

We assume that the received signal has an error component associated with imperfect CSI, as characterized by the received signal model in (6). Nevertheless, the channel model and the associated error magnitude are constructed in such a manner that the channel is neither regarded as perfectly known nor entirely unreliable. Consequently, under the assumption of Gaussian signaling, and statistically independent x and w, the expression for the sum-rate is given by the following equation as proved in Appendix A:

SR = log_2 ( det [ R_{UCG̃a} + I_K ]) , (7)

where the matrix R_{UCG̃a} is:

R_{UCG̃a} =ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_aP^H_a Ĝ^∗_a ( R_{G̃a} )_{−1} , (8)

R_{G̃a} = E_{G̃a} [ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_aP^H_a G̃^∗_a ] + σ^2_wI_K . (9)

We acknowledge that for the channel model considered in (1), longer pilot sequences may improve channel estimation accuracy and increase the sum-rate [34], but they also introduce more signaling overhead, which could reduce the sum-rate. However, since our focus is on the downlink, we leave the investigation of this impact on the uplink for future works.

C. Resource Allocation in UCCF Networks

Given the constraint that the number of UEs K exceeds the total number of AP antennas M, user scheduling becomes necessary which ensures that a manageable and efficient subset of UEs is served at any given time. Defining the user scheduling task, we formulate the following optimization problem as described in [8]:

max_{Sn} SR (S_n)

subject to ‖P_a (S_n)‖^2_F ≤ P,

(10)

where S_n is the set of n UEs to be scheduled, and P is the upper limit of the signal covariance matrix T r (C_x) ≤ P and P_a (S_n) ∈ C^{LN×n} is the precoding matrix of the scheduled users. The sum-rate given in (7) is a complex expression that becomes more involved when incorporating the MMSE precoder, which involves matrix inversions and other mathematical operations, making the optimization problem in (10) highly challenging. Therefore, to solve the optimization problem in (10) we resorted to a greedy method.

For power allocation, we adopt a gradient method to solve the optimization problem in (10) using an equivalent MSE minimization approach. The rationale behind this is that minimizing the MSE maximizes the signal to interferenceplus-noise ratio (SINR), which corresponds to maximizing the sum-rate [53] under Gaussian signaling. This equivalence holds for single-stream systems and in more general multistream scenarios with interference coupling, this equivalence becomes an approximation. However, as highlighted in [54] and [55], the relationship between SINR and MMSE is wellestablished under Gaussian signaling and is widely adopted as a tractable surrogate for capacity maximization. By focusing on a more manageable MSE minimization for power allocation, we develop simpler algorithms that approximate sum-rate maximization effectively.

In this regard, we first examine (6), which includes a desired term as well as terms associated with imperfect CSI and noise. By integrating power allocation into the received signal, we arrive at the signal described by

y_a = √ ρ_f Ĝ^T_a WDx + √ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_ax + w, (11)

where the precoding matrix in the desired term can be rewritten as P_a = WD such that W ∈ C^{NL×n} is the normalized linear precoder matrix and D ∈ C^{n×n} is the power allocation matrix described by

D = √ p_1 0 · · · 0 0 √ p_2 · · · 0 . . . . · · · . . 0 0 · · · √ p_n = diag (d) , (12)

where d = [√ p_1 √ p_2 · · · √ p_n ]_T .

In order to perform power allocation, we use the MSE between the transmitted signal and the received signal as the objective function and consider the optimization problem [35]:

min_d E [ε]

subject to ‖Wdiag (d)‖^2 ≤ P,

(13)

where the error is ε = ‖x − y_a‖^2 (14)

and a non-negativity constraint on the power levels, i.e., d ⪰ 0 was found to be unnecessary as, in our simulation studies, the proposed algorithms resulted in non-negative power levels.

When examining the specified optimization problems, it becomes evident that imperfect CSI can lead to suboptimal decisions and performance degradation. This necessitates a robust optimization approach capable of mitigating the uncertainties introduced by CSI errors.

The network’s scalability can be enhanced by first performing AP selection, ensuring each AP only serves a limited number of UEs, reducing computational load and fronthaul requirements. This approach, combined with linear MMSE precoder and user scheduling before power allocation, aligns with the findings in [6] and preserves scalability.

III. ROBUST RESOURCE ALLOCATION In this section, we present the proposed robust resource allocation framework that is depicted in Fig. 2, which employs robust multiuser scheduling and power allocation algorithms operating sequentially.

The proposed framework employs a robust greedy user scheduling (RGUS) technique to initially select a set of UEs under the assumption of equal power loading (EPL). The adoption of a greedy technique is due to its low computational cost and reliable performance, which makes it an effective and practical solution for optimization. RGUS uses a robust dynamic UE substitution (RDUS) technique to consider potential UE sets and approach the optimal set identified. Following the selection of the best UE set based on the sum-rate criterion, our framework incorporates a robust power allocation (RPA) strategy, which is designed to allocate the power efficiently, further enhancing the performance^1.

A. Robust multiuser scheduling

The proposed robust multiuser scheduling algorithm based on worst-case optimization aims to solve the problem:

max_{Sn} min_{G̃a} SR (S_n)

subject to ‖P_a (S_n)‖^2_F ≤ P, β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ S_n. (15)

where G̃_a is the channel estimation error, g̃_k is the channel estimation error for UE k, and β and β_0 bound the estimation error vector power for each UE in the selected set. The

1This work focuses on robust resource allocation with standard MMSE and ZF precoders, which are not optimized for imperfect CSI at the transmitter. Exploring robust precoding techniques could further enhance performance and is a potential topic for future research.

Fig. 2. Block diagram of the proposed robust resource allocation.

problem in (15) aims to optimize the sum-rate while targeting worst-case scenarios. It introduces a minimization operation over G̃_a, which represents the uncertainty on CSI. In contrast to (10), this dual-layered optimization ensures that the sumrate is maximized while the robustness against the worst possible channel outcomes is enforced. The robust design assumes that G̃_a has components g̃_k that can take any value within the uncertainty region defined by β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0 for all k ∈ S_n, ensuring system performance does not rely on specific statistical outcomes but remains robust for all allowable error realizations. As it will be shown later, using G̃_a leads to the optimization of the parameter α that models the uncertainty on CSI.

In order to solve the problem in (15), inspired by the clustered enhanced subset greedy (C-ESG) multiuser scheduling algorithm in [8], we propose the robust C-ESG (RC-ESG) multiuser scheduling algorithm. We start by using the RGUS technique to schedule the first UE set. It first identifies a UE with the highest channel power by solving the robust extremum optimization problem (REOP) described by

k_1 =argmax_{k∈K} ( min_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k ) )

subject to β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ K,

(16)

where K = {1, · · · , K} is set of all UEs. The robust design of this problem ensures that the solution is robust to variations within the channel constraints. Then, we select UEs to enhance the sum-rate. In each iteration, we identify and incorporate a UE that contributes to maximizing the channel power by solving a REOP problem similar to (16) as given by

k_1 =arg max k∈(K\U) ( min_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k ) )

subject to β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ K \ U,

(17)

where U denotes the set of UEs selected in previous iterations.

This process repeats until we find n UEs or it terminates when adding a new UE no longer improves the sum-rate. The set of selected UEs is represented by S_n. Next, in an iterative manner, we use an RDUS technique to explore more UE sets. In this regard, in each iteration j, we identify a UE denoted as k_r(j) within the current set S_n(j) that under the worst-case channel conditions, exhibits the least channel power. Consequently, it is identified as the weakest link in terms of contribution to the sum-rate. This is achieved through the solution of the robust optimization problem expressed by

k_r(j) =argmin k∈S_n(j) ( max_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k ) )

subject to β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ S_n(j).

(18)

The above optimization ensures the identification of the UE that could adversely affect the overall system performance under the worst estimation error. Next, we select a UE from the current set of the remaining UEs K_{re}(j), those UEs not yet chosen in previous iterations, in a manner that is robust against imperfect CSI via the optimization problem given by

k_{su}(j) = argmax k∈K_{re} (j) ( min_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k ))

subject to β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ K_{re}(j).

(19)

Note that K_{re}(1) = K \ S_n(1). Then, we replace k_r(j) in the current UE set by k_{su}(j), obtaining the new UE set. Then, we update the current set of selected UEs and the current set of remaining UEs in each iteration as follows, respectively,

S_n(j) = (S_n(j − 1) \ k_r(j − 1)) ∪ k_{su}(j − 1), (20)

K_{re}(j) = K_{re}(j − 1) \ k_{su}(j − 1). (21)

This iteration is repeated and continues until we achieve a sufficient number of UE sets, allowing us to approximate the optimal set obtained through exhaustive search with reduced computational cost. The proposed RC-ESG algorithm is detailed in Algorithm 1. This algorithm’s selection criterion ensures robust, near-optimal convergence, with dynamic error bounds adapting to changing conditions. Its stopping criterion prevents overfitting, leading to a stable local optimum with reduced complexity, as validated by numerical results.

In Algorithm 1, the focus is on the REOP problems similar to those in (16)-(19). The analysis of the proposed solutions to these problems are discussed in Section IV.

B. Robust Power Allocation

Due to the computational cost and the difficulty to apply worst-case optimization for power allocation with the MMSE precoder, as discussed in Section III-B2, we devise an alternative approach based on the contribution of the channel estimation matrix. Next, we adopt the worst-case optimization strategy for a simpler precoder, i.e., ZF, which in this case offers a simpler analysis. Accordingly, we propose RGDPA and WRGDPA robust power allocation algorithms against the CSI errors which are used to determine the power allocation matrix D. The proposed algorithms are based on gradient descent techniques, which are robust and cost-effective.

1) RGDPA approach Under imperfect CSI, the RGDPA algorithm incorporates the channel estimation error and considers the robust optimization given by

min_d E [ ε | Ĝ_a ] subject to ‖Wdiag (d)‖^2 ≤ P.

(22)

Algorithm 1: RC-ESG Scheduling Algorithm Input: K, β, β_0, n, system parameters Output: S^d_n Initialization:

1 begin 2 Initialize j = 1, l = 1;

3 Adjust β, β_0 based on initial system state; 4 Find a user such that

k_1 = arg max_{k∈K} ( min_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k )) , s.t. β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ K and denote k_1 = U_1 and the rate SR(U_1);

5 if l < n then 6 l = l + 1;

7 Adjust β, β_0 based on system performance; 8 Find a user k_l such that 9 k_l = arg max_{k∈(K\Ul−1 )} ( min_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k )) , s.t.

β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0;

10 Set U_l = U_{l−1} ∪ k_l and denote the rate SR(U_l); 11 if SR(U_l) ≤ SR(U_{l−1}) then 12 go to end;

13 for j = 1 to K − n + 1 do 14 if j = 1 then 15 S_n(j) = U_l;

16 K_{re}(j) = K \ S_n(j); 17 else 18 S_n(j) = (S_n(j − 1) \ k_r(j − 1)) ∪ k_{su}(j − 1); 19 K_{re}(j) = K_{re}(j − 1) \ k_{su}(j − 1); 20 Update β, β_0 based on current system state;

k_r(j) = argmin k∈S_n(j) ( max_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k ) ) , s.t. β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ S_n(j);

21 k_{su}(j) = argmax_{k∈K}

re (j) ( min_{g̃k} ( g^H_k g_k ) ) , s.t. β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, ∀k ∈ K_{re}(j);

22 Compute: SR(S_n(j));

23 S^d_n = arg max_{Sn∈Sn(m)} {SR (S_n)};

This approach accounts for the uncertainty in channel estimation, because by conditioning the expectation of the error ε on the estimated channel matrix Ĝ_a, the optimization problem takes into account the presence of estimation errors leading to a power allocation that is less sensitive to imperfect CSI.

In this context, we examine the error equation obtained in Appendix C as (91), where x ∼ CN (0, I_n) and w ∼ CN (0, σ^2_wI_n). We consider the elements of the error G̃_a as zero-mean random variables. Moreover, these elements are assumed to be mutually independent. Under these conditions, the expectation of the error given Ĝ_a can be simplified as E [ ε | Ĝ_a ] =n + nσ^2_w+ T r ( ρ_f diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) ) + T r ( ρ_f E_{G̃a} [ P^H_a G̃^∗_aG̃^T_a P_a ]) − T r (√ ρ_f Ĝ^T_a Wdiag (d) ) − T r (√ ρ_f diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_a ) . (23)

This simplification is achieved by expanding the error and applying trace operations. By considering x and w as Gaussian variables, we derive the expected error given Ĝ_a, accounting for estimation errors. Accordingly, we first compute the derivative of the conditional error expectation with respect to the power allocation matrix. By employing^{∂Tr(AB)}_{∂A} = B ⊙ I, where A is a diagonal matrix and ⊙ is the Hadamard product [56], and the cyclic property of the trace operator, the first derivative of the objective function with respect to the power allocation factors is given by ∂E [ ε | Ĝ_a ] ∂d =2ρ_f ( W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) ) ⊙ I− 2 √ ρ_f Re { W^HĜ^∗_a ⊙ I } . (24)

We consider the conditional error expectation convex with respect to the power allocation matrix, as it will be shown in Section IV-B. Hence, we can use a gradient descent technique to solve the conditional MSE minimization with respect to the power allocation factors. Thus, we update the power allocation coefficients as follows:

d (i) = d (i − 1) − λ ∂E [ ε | Ĝ_a ] ∂d | | |_{d=d(i−1)}, (25)

where i is the iteration index, and λ is the positive step size and ∂E[ε|^^Ga] ∂d is obtained as in (24). In order for the transmit power constraint to be satisfied as ‖Wdiag (d)‖^2 = ‖P_a‖^2 ≤ P , after the iterations, we scale the power allocation coefficients as using the power scaling factor given by η = √ T r (P_aP^H_a ) T r (Wdiag (d.d) W^H )

(26)

A summary of the proposed RGDPA algorithm is presented in Algorithm 2. Note that when the error expectation is not conditioned, it gives rise to the gradient descent power allocation (GDPA) algorithm. In this case, we use the error equation in (91), x ∼ CN (0, I_n), w ∼ CN (0, σ^2_wI_n). and both Ĝ_a and G̃_a are treated as zero-mean random variables. Furthermore, all these elements are considered to be mutually independent. Thus, the error expectation is expressed by

E [ε] =n + nσ^2_w + T r ( ρ_f E_{G̃a} [ P^H_a G̃^∗_aG̃^T_a P_a ]) + T r ( ρ_f diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d)

) (27)

Hence, we can obtain the first derivative of the error expectation with respect to the power allocation factors as follows: ∂E [ε] ∂d =2ρ_f ( W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) ) ⊙ I (28)

Accordingly, the GDPA algorithm is a special case of Algorithm 2, where the power allocation factors are updated in each iteration using^{∂E[ε]}_{∂d} as obtained in (28). The convexity of the conditional error expectation ensures that the GDPA algorithm converges to a global minimum, while the normalization step enforces the power constraint.

Algorithm 2: RGDPA Power Allocation Algorithm Input: G_a, P_a, W, λ, d (1), I_D 1 for i = 2 to I_D do 2 ∂E[ε|^^Ga] ∂d = 2ρ_f ( W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) ) ⊙ I − 2√ρ_f Re { W^HĜ^∗_a ⊙ I } ; 3 d (i) = d (i − 1) − λ^{∂E}[^{ε|Ĝa} ]_{∂d} | | |_{d=d(i−1)};

2) WRGDPA approach In order to make the optimization problem given in (13) robust against imperfect CSI, a promising alternative is to define the worst-case robust optimization problem as follows:

min_d max_{G̃a} E [ε]

subject to ‖Wdiag (d)‖^2 ≤ P and β_1 ≤ ‖ ‖G̃_a ‖ ‖^2 ≤ β_2.

(29)

In (29) the error expectation E [ε] in (27) is used.

Based on the analysis in Section IV-C and the objective function in (29), in order to obtain robustness against imperfect CSI, the CSI imperfection level parameter α should be optimized. Hence, for the convexity analysis of the objective function with respect to CSI imperfection level α, we consider

G̃_a = √αṼ, Ṽ_{mk} = √ β_{mk}h̃_{mk} (30)

Ĝ_a = √ (1 − α)V, V_{mk} = √ β_{mk}h_{mk} (31)

Thus, we rewrite (27) as

E [ε] =n + nσ^2_w+ T r ( ρ_f (1 − α) diag (d) W^H V^∗V^T Wdiag (d) ) + T r ( ρ_f αE_Ṽ [ P^H_a Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_a ]) (32)

We consider P_a as the linear MMSE precoder given by

P_a = ηL^{−1}G^H_a F^H (33)

where η = √ P T r (L^{−2}G^H_a F^H C_xFG_a)

, (34)

L = G^H_a F^H FG_a + T r ( FC_wF^H ) P I_n, (35)

and F is a linear equalizer matrix which we consider as F = I_n, I_n ∈ C^{n×n} is the identity matrix, C_x = I_n is the signal covariance matrix, and C_w = σ^2_wI_n is the noise covariance matrix. The application of the MMSE linear precoder leads to intricate expressions using the derivative rules, posing challenges for mathematical tractability regarding the first and the second derivatives of (32) with respect to α. Therefore, in order to be able to perform the worst-case optimization analysis, we employ a linear ZF precoder.

In this regard, the ZF precoder is described by

P_a = (G^H_a G_a)^{−1}G^H_a (36)

Using Equations (30) and (31), we can rewrite P_a as

P_a = (H)^{−1} Q, (37)

where

H =(1 − α)V^H V + √ α(1 − α)V^HṼ + √ α(1 − α)Ṽ^H V + αṼ^H Ṽ,

(38) Q = √ αṼ^H + √ (1 − α)V^H . (39)

Calculating the first derivatives of H and Q with respect to α, we obtain the following equations:

H_{d1} = dH dα = − V^H V + 1 − 2α 2 √ α (1 − α) V^H Ṽ + 1 − 2α 2 √ α (1 − α) Ṽ^H V + Ṽ^H Ṽ,

(40)

Q_{d1} = dQ dα = 1 2 √ α Ṽ^H − 1 2 √ (1 − α)

V^H . (41)

To obtain the first derivative of the objective function E [ε] given in (32) with respect to α, we use the chain rule for derivatives and^{∂A−1}_{∂x} = −A^{−1 ∂A}_{∂x} A^{−1} where A is a matrix and x is a scalar [56], and we take the derivative of P_a as

P_{ad1} = ∂P_a ∂α = −H^{−1}H_{d1}H^{−1}Q + H^{−1}Q_{d1}. (42)

Consequently, we obtain the first derivative of the objective function with respect to α as follows: ∂E [ε] ∂α =T r ( ρ_f E_Ṽ [ P^H_a Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_a ]) + T r ( ρ_f αE_Ṽ [ P^H_{ad1}Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_a ]) + T r ( ρ_f αE_Ṽ [ P^H_a Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_{ad1} ]) − T r ( ρ_f diag (d) W^H V^∗V^T Wdiag (d) ) (43)

For the second derivative of the objective function with respect to α, we obtain derivatives of H_{d1}, Q_{d1} and P_{ad1} as follows:

H_{d2} = ∂H_{d1} ∂α = −1 4α (1 − α) √ α (1 − α) ( V^HṼ + Ṽ^H V ) , (44) Q_{d2} = ∂Q_{d1} ∂α = − 1 4 √ α^3

Ṽ^H − 1 4 √ (1 − α)^3

V^H , (45)

P_{ad2} = ∂P_{ad1} ∂α = − H_{d1}H_{d1}H^{−1}Q − HH_{d2}H^{−1}Q

+ HH_{d1}HH_{d1}H^{−1}H^{−1}Q − HH_{d1}H^{−1}Q_{d1} − HH_{d1}H^{−1}Q_{d1} + H^{−1}Q_{d2} (46)

Fig. 3. Boundary extremum illustration, convex case

Note that H_{d1} is a square matrix. Accordingly, the second derivative of E [ε] with respect to α could be written as

∂^2E [ε] ∂α^2 =T r ( ρ_f E_Ṽ [ P^H_{ad1}Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_a ]) + T r ( ρ_f E_Ṽ [ P^H_a Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_{ad1} ]) + T r ( ρ_f E_Ṽ [ P^H_{ad1}Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_a ]) + T r ( ρ_f αE_Ṽ [ P^H_{ad2}Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_a ]) + T r ( ρ_f αE_Ṽ [ P^H_{ad1}Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_{ad1} ]) + T r ( ρ_f E_Ṽ [ P^H_a Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_{ad1} ]) + T r ( ρ_f αE_Ṽ [ P^H_{ad1}Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_{ad1} ]) + T r ( ρ_f αE_Ṽ [ P^H_a Ṽ^∗Ṽ^T P_{ad2} ]) .

(47)

Now, in order to solve the maximization over channel estimation error in the optimization problem in (29), since we aim to solve the problem with respect to α, we resort to: • ∂^2E[ε] ∂α^2 > 0: In this case, since E [ε] is convex with re-

spect to α, any local extremum (minimum or maximum) within the feasible region is also a global extremum. For maximization problems with a convex objective, the global maximum occurs at the boundary of the feasible region. This concept is illustrated in Fig. 3, where the convex function f (x) is examined within the interval x_1 ≤ x ≤ x_2, revealing that its maximum value occurs precisely at the endpoint x_2. Thus, the maximum of the objective function will occur at the boundary of the feasible set and the desired α is given as follows:

α = β_1 ‖Ṽ‖^2 , if E [ε] | | |_{α= β1‖Ṽ‖2} > E [ε] | | |_{α= β2‖Ṽ‖2} β_2 ‖Ṽ‖^2 , if E [ε] | | | |_{α= β2‖Ṽ‖2} > E [ε] | | | |_{α= β1‖Ṽ‖2} (48)

• ∂^2E[ε] ∂α^2 < 0: In this case, E [ε] is concave with respect to

α. Thus we use a gradient ascent technique to find the desired α which maximizes the objective E [ε]. In this regard, the imperfection parameter is updated as

α (t) = α (t − 1) + γ ∂E [ε] ∂α | | |_{α=α(t−1)} (49) where t is the iteration index, γ is the positive step size and^{∂E[ε]}_{∂α} is obtained using (43). After obtaining the desired channel estimation error parameter as α_d, if the feasible set is not met, the following update is to ensure that it lies in the feasible set β_1 ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖G̃a ‖ ‖ ‖^2 ≤ β2:

α_d = {_{β1} ‖Ṽ‖^2 , if α < β_1 ‖Ṽ‖^2 β_2 ‖Ṽ‖^2 , if α > β_2 ‖Ṽ‖^2

(50)

Next, we solve the minimization of the MSE over the power loading matrix D. We first investigate the convexity of E [ε] given in (27). Then, we derive the first derivative with respect to d as (28). However, as (24) and (28) are the same with respect to the power allocation factors d, the convexity analysis of the error expectation over d is the same as that in Section IV-B. Thus, we conclude that the objective E [ε] is convex with respect to the power allocation factors. Therefore, in order to obtain the MSE minimization solution with respect to the power allocation factors, we use the same gradient descent technique developed in Section III-B, while^{∂E[ε]}_{∂d} is calculated using (28) to update the power allocation.

We can now detail the proposed worst-case robust gradient descent power allocation (WRGDPA) algorithm in Algorithm 3, where I_G and I_D show the numbers of iterations in the iterative maximization and iterative minimization in the solution to the problem in (29), respectively. The WRGDPA algorithm ensures optimality by identifying the worst-case α based on convexity and then minimizing the error over d using gradient descent, while enforcing power constraints. At the receiver, algorithms for detection and interference mitigation [57], [58], [59], [60], [61] can be employed.

IV. ANALYSIS This section presents an analysis of convexity and introduces solutions for the REOP problems ((16)-(19)) in Algorithm 1. It then examines the convexity of the objective function of the robust power allocation problem in (22), and the convexity analysis of the error expectation with respect to the channel estimation error G̃_a. An analysis of complexity of the proposed and existing approaches is also provided.

A. Analysis and Proposed Solutions to REOP Problems 1) Convexity analysis of the objective function J For user k, the channel from AP m is denoted as g_{mk} as specified in (1). Consequently, the channel vector for user k is defined by g_k = [g_{1k}, · · · , g_{Mk}]^T , (51)

where g_k contains the channel coefficients from all M APs to user k. Using (1), we rewrite g_k as follows:

g_k = ĝ_k + g̃_k, (52)

where ĝ_k is the channel estimation vector and g̃_k is the channel estimation error vector for UE k.

Next, we rewrite the objective function J as:

J =g^H_k g_k = ĝ^H_k ĝ_k + ĝ^H_k g̃_k + g̃^H_k ĝ_k + g̃^H_k g̃_k = ĝ^H_k ĝ_k + 2 Re ( ĝ^H_k g̃_k ) + g̃^H_k g̃_k.

(53)

Algorithm 3: WRGDPA Power Allocation Algorithm Input: G_a, P_a, W, Ṽ, V, λ, γ, β_1, β_2, I_D, I_G, α (1), d (1) 1 Calculate^{∂E[ε]}_{∂α} using Eq. (43) and^{∂2E[ε]}_{∂α2} as Eq. (47); 2 if^{∂2E[ε]}_{∂α2} > 0 then 3 Derive α as Eq. (48); 4 G̃_a = √αṼ; 5 Ĝ_a = √1 − αV; 6 else 7 for t = 2 to I_G do

8 α (t) = α (t − 1) + γ^{∂E[ε]}_{∂α} | | | α=α(t−1) ; 9 α_d = α(I_G);

10 if α_d <^{β1}_{‖Ṽ‖2} then 11 α_d =^{β1}_{‖Ṽ‖2} ;

12 else if α_d >^{β2}_{‖Ṽ‖2} then 13 α_d =^{β2}_{‖Ṽ‖2} ; 14 G̃_a = √α_dṼ; 15 Ĝ_a = √1 − α_dV;

16 for i = 2 to I_D do 17 ∂E(ε) ∂D = 2ρ_f ( W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d (i − 1)) ) ⊙ I;

18 d (i) = d (i − 1) − λ^{∂E(ε)}_{∂d} | | | |_{d=d(i−1)};

19 d_d = d (I_D ) ; 20 if T r ( Wdiag (d_d.d_d) W^H ) ≠ T r ( P_aP^H_a ) then 21 η = √_{T r(PaPHa )} T r(Wdiag(d_d.d_d)W^H ) ;

22 d_d = ηd_d;

Given that J is scalar, it can be equated to its trace. Consequently, to compute the first derivative of J with respect to g̃_k, we employ the following equation [56]: df (z) dz = 1 2 ( ∂f (z) ∂ Re (z) − j ∂f (z) ∂ Im (z) ) , (54)

where z is a complex variable, Re (.) and Im (.) are the real and imaginary parts, respectively, and j is the imaginary unit. The vector differentiation rule is then adopted [62]: ∂a ∂b = ∂a_1 ∂b_1 · · · ∂a_m ∂b_1 . . .. . . . ∂a_1 ∂b_n · · · ∂a_m ∂b_n , (55)

where a is an m-element vector, and b is an n-element vector. Consequently, we deduce that ∂a ∂b = ∂a ∂b_1 . ._{∂a} ∂b_n , (56)

where a is a scalar. As such,^{∂ĝHk ĝk}_{∂g̃k} = 0, and by applying (54) and (56), it can be demonstrated that ∂ ( 2 Re ( ĝ^H_k g̃_k )) ∂g̃_k = ĝ^H_k . (57)

Moreover, by invoking^{∂xH x}_{∂x} = x^H , as per [63], we obtain ∂ ( g̃^H_k g̃_k ) ∂g̃_k = g̃^H_k . (58)

Therefore, the first derivative of the objective function in relation to g̃_k is ∂J ∂g̃_k = ĝ^H_k + g̃^H_k . (59)

The second derivative with respect to g̃_k is given by

∂^2J ∂g̃^2_k

= 0, (60)

indicating that the objective function is affine with respect to g̃_k. This holds even when the derivative is taken with respect to ĝ_k. Furthermore, when the derivative is calculated with respect to the small scale fading error vector h̃_k = [h̃_{1k}, · · · , h̃_{Mk}]^T , the second derivative is also zero, as explained in Appendix B. Thus, to obtain robustness against imperfect CSI, the CSI imperfection level parameter should be optimized.

2) Convexity of the objective function with respect to α By using (1), we can expand (53) in terms of the components of g_k as follows: J = M∑ m=1 |g_{mk}|^2 = M∑ m=1 β_{mk}f_{mk} (α) , (61)

where

f_{mk} (α) =(1 − α)|h_{mk} |^2 + α|h̃_{mk}|^2+ √ α(1 − α)(h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk} + h^∗_{mk}h̃_{mk}) = (1 − α)|h_{mk} |^2 + α|h̃_{mk}|^2+ √ α(1 − α)2Re{h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}}. (62)

Taking the first derivative with respect to α, we obtain ∂f_{mk} (α) ∂α = − |h_{mk}|^2 + |h̃_{mk}|^2+ 1 − 2α √ a (1 − α) 2Re{h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}}. (63)

Thus, the second derivative with respect to α is obtained as

∂^2f_{mk} (α) ∂α^2 = −Re{h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}} α (1 − α) √ α (1 − α) . (64)

Accordingly, we obtain ∂J ∂α = M∑ m=1 β_{mk}q_{mk} (α) , (65)

where q_{mk} (α) is given as

q_{mk} (α) = −|h_{mk}|^2 + |h̃_{mk}|^2 + 1 − 2α √ a (1 − α) 2Re{h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}}. (66) Then the second derivative of the objective function with respect to α is

∂^2J ∂α^2 = − M∑ m=1 β_{mk} Re{h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}} α (1 − α) √ α (1 − α) = r (α) . (67)

To discuss the convexity of the function J, we need to consider the sign of the second derivative of the function f_{mk} (α). Given that h_{mk} and h̃_{mk} are independent Gaussian random variables representing small-scale fading, their product h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk} and their real part, Re{h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}}, are also random. This randomness affects the sign of the second derivative and, therefore, the convexity of J. The denominator α(1−α) √ α(1 − α) is always positive for α ∈ (0, 1), as it is a product and square root of positive terms within this interval. The sign of the numerator, −Re{h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}}, depends on the real part of the product of the random variables which could be positive or negative.

3) Problem Solution • r (α) > 0 In this case, the objective function J would be convex for all α ∈ (0, 1).

– Max-min problems: For solution of the max-min problems such as what we have in (16) and (19), where J is the objective function defined as (61), we utilize a gradient descent technique where the channel estimation error parameter α is updated as α (i) = α (i − 1) − μ ∂J ∂α | | | |_{α=α(i−1)}, (68)

where i is the iteration index, μ is the positive step size and^{∂J}_{∂α} is obtained using (65). Next, we will project the result to the feasible region defined by β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0 such that if the constraint is not satisfied, α is updated. In order to update α, we first rewrite g̃_k in (52) as

g̃_k = √ α [√ β_{1k}h̃_{1k}, · · · , √ β_{Mk}h̃_{Mk} ]_T = √ αΓ_k. (69) Then, α is updated as

α (i) = {_β ‖Γ_k ‖^2 , if α < β ‖Γ_k ‖^2 β_0 ‖Γ_k ‖^2 , if α > β_0 ‖Γ_k ‖^2

(70)

After computing α and the objective function for every UE, the UE for which the objective function is maximized is selected as the solution to (16).

– Min-max problems: In order to solve the min-max problems such as that in (18) using the objective function given in (61) is convex, similar to the explanations in Section III-B2, we evaluate the objective function at the constraint boundaries ‖g̃_k‖^2 = β and ‖g̃_k‖^2 = β_0. Thus, α is obtained by

α = β ‖Γ_k ‖^2 , if J | | |_{α= β‖Γ} k ‖ 2 > J | | |_{α= β0‖Γ} k ‖ 2 β_0 ‖Γ_k ‖^2 , if J | | | |_{α= β0‖Γ} k ‖ 2 > J | | | |_{α= β‖Γ} k ‖ 2 (71)

After finding α for UEs in the set S_n(j), we select the UE which minimizes the objective function as the solution to (18). • r (α) < 0 In this case, the objective J is concave for all α ∈ (0, 1).

– Max-min problems: To solve the minimization in the problems such as (16) and (19), since the objective

Fig. 4. Boundary extremum illustration, concave case.

is concave, the global minimum will occur at the boundary of the feasible region as shown in Fig. 4, where the concave function f (x) is examined within the interval x_1 ≤ x ≤ x_2, and its minimum value occurs at the endpoint x_1. Thus, α is obtained as

α = β ‖Γ_k ‖^2 , if J | | | α=^β_{‖Γk ‖2} < J | | | α=^{β0}_{‖Γk ‖2} β_0 ‖Γ_k ‖^2 , if J | | | |_{α= β0‖Γ} k ‖ 2 < J | | | |_{α= β‖Γ} k ‖ 2 (72)

Given α for every UE, the one with the highest objective is the desired UE.

– Min-max problems: To solve the maximizationthe problems such as (18), we use a gradient ascent technique in which the channel estimation error parameter is updated using the following equation:

α (j) = α (j − 1) + η ∂J ∂α | | | |_{α=α(j−1)}, (73)

where j is the iteration index, η is the positive step size and^{∂J}_{∂α} is obtained using (65). Subsequently, if the obtained parameter does not satisfy the constraint β ≤ ‖g̃_k‖^2 ≤ β_0, we will project the result to the feasible region using the same method as in (70). After obtaining α for every UE in the given set of UEs, the UE with the smallest objective J is selected as the solution to min-max problems.

B. Convexity Analysis of the Conditioned Error Expectation For convexity analysis of the objective function with respect to the power allocation factors, in (23), the first derivative is obtained as (24) as described in Section III-B. To take the second derivative with respect to d, the only focus is on the term 2ρ_f (W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag(d)) ⊙ I which includes the power allocation matrix. Since W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a W is positive semi-definite and elements of d are positive, we can consider the W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag(d) as positive semi-definite. Equation (24) keeps the main diagonal of a positive semi-definite matrix which are non-negative. In matrix derivative rules, the derivative of a matrix with respect to a matrix as^{dA}_{dB} , we should calculate derivative of A with respect to every element of B each one results in a matrix. Thus, if we take the second derivative of the objective function with respect to D, it will result in a set of n matrices. Using (54) shows that each matrix will be a matrix with one non-negative element on the main diagonal and other elements are zero which is also positive semi-definite. Thus, we conclude that the objective E[ε | Ĝ_a] is convex with respect to the power allocation matrix.

C. Analysis of the error with respect to G̃_a

Since E[ϵ] given in (27) incorporates the expectation E_{G̃a} over the channel estimation errors, the objective function no longer explicitly depends on the instantaneous realization of G̃_a. As a result, any derivatives of the expected objective E[ϵ] with respect to G̃_a become zero, i.e.,^{∂E[ϵ]}_{∂G̃a} = 0, and thus there is no direct way to optimize E[ϵ] with respect to G̃_a. Therefore, to address imperfect CSI, we introduce and optimize the parameter α, treating it as a deterministic design variable that can be tuned to improve performance under channel uncertainty.

D. Computational complexity

For complexity comparison of the C-ESG and RC-ESG, we note that for calculation of the g^H_k g_k of all UEs, the required complexity is O(KNL). For sum-rate calculation, considering the matrix inversion based on Equation (7), we consider the complexity O((NL)^3), and considering scheduled UEs, we need O(n(NL)^3) calculations. Thus, for C-ESG, the complexity is O(n (NL)^3) + O(KNL). For RC-ESG, considering I_R iterations in solution of the REOP optimization problems and the same complexity for sum-rate expressions, the complexity is O(n(NL)^3) + O(I_RKNL). Depending on the number of iterations I_R, the complexity of the RC-ESG, is larger than C-ESG due to the inclusion of channel estimation errors and worst-case optimization. For GDPA and RGDPA, the complexities are of orders O(3(NL)^2nI_D) and O(4(NL)^2nI_D), respectively. The additional complexity in the RGDPA algorithm arises from computing the extra term specified in (24), as compared to (28). For WRGDPA, calculation of (47) imposes the complexity of order O(24(NL)^2n). Next, we need O(9(NL)^2nI_G) calculations to obtain the desired α using (43), and O(3(NL)^2nI_D) calculations to obtain desired power allocation factors. Thus, WRGDPA has complexity O(24(NL )^2n) + O(9(NL)^2nI_G) + O(3(NL)^2nI_D).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS In this section, we consider a user centric cell-free network including L = 16 APs each equipped with N = 4 antennas, K = 32 UEs, and the C-ESG multiuser scheduling technique to select n = 16 UEs. The network area, path loss and shadowing parameters are based on the network used in [8].We consider the systems with perfect CSI and imperfect CSI with various levels of CSI uncertainty. In all cases of robust resource allocation, we set the channel estimation error power bounds (including β, β_0, β_1 and β_2) such that a range of 0.05 ≤ α ≤ 0.3 results for imperfect channel factor. Note that this interval is determined to ensure the channel remains within a balanced range - neither deviating significantly towards an unreliable state nor approaching too closely perfect CSI. In all simulation results, the sum-rate is averaged over multiple

Fig. 5. Comparison of the C-ESG multiuser scheduling in perfect CSI and imperfect CSI UCCF networks and the RC-ESG for MMSE precoder and EPL power loading, when α = 0.15 for imperfect CSI case, L = 16, N = 4, K = 32 and n = 16.

Fig. 6. Comparison of the RGDPA power allocation, GDPA with ICSI and GDPA with PSCI, when α = 0.15 for imperfect CSI case, L = 16, N = 4, K = 32, n = 16 and MMSE precoder.

independent channel realizations to mitigate the randomness and ensure reliable performance evaluation.

The proposed RC-ESG is compared with C-ESG under perfect CSI (PCSI) and imperfect CSI (ICSI), all with EPL. We set α = 0.15 for the ICSI network, and the results are shown in Fig. 5. It is evident that RC-ESG outperforms C- ESG in the context of ICSI, approaching the performance seen in networks with PCSI. Quantitatively, the RC-ESG improves the sum-rate by approximately 10%-20% across different SNR levels, highlighting its robustness in handling imperfect CSI.

In Fig. 6, we compared the proposed GDPA and RGDPA power allocation algorithms where we used the C-ESG scheduling algorithm. It is evident that RGDPA provides better performance, with a sum-rate increase of 15%-25% compared to GDPA under ICSI, and approaches the performance of PCSI. The uncertainty level was set to α = 0.15 for ICSI.

In Fig. 7, we consider ZF precoding for the network and after user scheduling using C-ESG, the proposed WRGDPA and RGDPA power allocation techniques are compared with the GDPA power allocation for both PCSI and ICSI when the imperfect CSI factor α = 0.15 is considered in ICSI. The results sshowthat WRGDPA and RGDPA have significantly outperformed GDPA with ICSI and approached the PCSI case. A comparison of WRGDPA and RGDPA shows that RGDPA

Fig. 7. Comparison of WRGDPA and RGDPA power allocation, GDPA with ICSI and GDPA with PSCI, when α = 0.15 for imperfect CSI case, L = 16, N = 4, K = 32, n = 16 and ZF precoder.

Fig. 8. Performance of the proposed resource allocation technique, when α = 0.1 for imperfect CSI case, L = 16, N = 4, K = 32, n = 16 and MMSE precoder.

has better performance for lower SNRs, whereas as SNR increases WRGDPA outperforms RGDPA.

In Fig. 8, we combined RC-ESG with RGDPA to assess the performance of the proposed robust resource allocation techniques. In this case, the imperfection level for the ICSI scenario has been reduced from α = 0.15 to α = 0.1. This adjustment demonstrates the effect of reduced CSI imperfection on the performance of the proposed resource allocation techniques. The results show that even with different levels of imperfection, the proposed techniques consistently yield a sum-rate improvement of up to 20% compared to existing approaches under ICSI, further validating the effectiveness of the proposed techniques.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we introduced a robust resource allocation framework that significantly improves the performance of cellfree networks in the presence of imperfect CSI. Our approach employs a sequential strategy with a robust user scheduling algorithm based on worst-case optimization and two distinct power allocation strategies: one according to the worst-case robust optimization and another based on conditional MSE minimization. These approaches have been analyzed analytically and their effectiveness is demonstrated through simulation results, which show a sum-rate improvement of up to 30% under various SNR levels and CSI conditions, approaching the performance of systems with perfect CSI. These findings confirm that our proposed framework effectively mitigates the adverse effects of imperfect CSI and leads to substantial enhancements in network performance.

APPENDIX A SUM-RATE EXPRESSION DERIVATION

Considering the received signal y_a in UCCF networks in (6), we write the terms for channel error and noise as y_{ae,w} = √ρ_f G̃_{Ta} P_ax + w. Then, an upper bound on the achievable

sum-rate under imperfect channel knowledge is given by

C_{ch} = log_2 (det (πeR_{ya} )) − log_2 ( det ( πeR_{yae,w} )) , (74)

where R_{ya} = E [ y_ay^H_a ] , (75) and R_{yae,w} = E [ y_{ae,w} y^H_{ae,w} ] , (76)

where it has been assumed knowledge of the channel error and the noise distribution.

We expand the inner terms in R_{ya} , which results in

R_{ya} =E [ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_axx^H P^H_a G̃^∗_a ] + E [√ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_axw^H ] + E [√ ρ_f wx^H P^H_a G̃^∗_a ] + E [ ww^H ] + E [ ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_axx^H P^H_a Ĝ^∗_a ] + E [ ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_axx^H P^H_a G̃^∗_a ] + E [√ ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_axw^H ] + E [ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_axx^H P^H_a Ĝ^∗_a ] + E [√ ρ_f wx^H P^H_a Ĝ^∗_a ] (77)

Since we consider Ĝ_a as constant within a coherence interval but G̃_a as stochastic with zero mean, independent and uncorrelated with x and w, and P_a as a function of Ĝ_a only, we can rewrite R_{ya} as follows:

R_{ya} =ρ_f P_aE [ G̃^T_a G̃^∗_a ] E [ xx^H ] P^H_a + √ ρ_f E [ G̃^T_a ] P_aE [ xw^H ] + √ ρ_f E [ wx^H ] P^H_a E [ G̃^∗_a ] + E [ ww^H ] + ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_aE [ xx^H ] P^H_a Ĝ^∗_a+

ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_aE [ xx^H ] P^H_a E [ G̃^∗_a ] + √ ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_aE [ xw^H ] + ρ_f E [ G̃^T_a ] P_aE [ xx^H ] P^H_a Ĝ^∗_a + √ ρ_f E [ wx^H ] P^H_a Ĝ^∗_a (78)

In (78), E[xx^H ] = I_K , E[ww^H ] = σ^2_wI_K , E [ xw^H ] = E [ wx^H ] = 0 and E [ G̃T_a ] = E [ G̃_a ] = 0. Thus, the terms

with E [ xw^H ] and E [ G̃_a ] go to zero and (79) simplifies to

R_{ya} =ρ_f P_aE [ G̃^T_a G̃^∗_a ] P^H_a +σ^2_w I_K +ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_aP^H_a Ĝ^∗_a (79)

Since P_a and P^H_a are deterministic matrices, we can move them outside of the expectation. The expectation operation only acts on the random matrix G̃_a. Thus, we have:

R_{ya} =ρ_f E [ G̃^T_a P_aP^H_a G̃^∗_a ] +σ^2_wI_K +ρ_f Ĝ^T_a P_aP^H_a Ĝ^∗_a. (80)

Since y_{ae,w} = √ρ_f G̃^T_a P_ax + w, we obtain R_{yae,w} as follows: R_{yae,w} =E [ y_{ae,w} y^H_{ae,w} ] = E [( √ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_ax + w ) (√ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_ax + w )_H ] = E [ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_axx^H P^H_a G̃^∗_a ] + E [√ ρ_f G̃^T_a P_axw^H ] + E [√ ρ_f wx^H P^H_a G̃^∗_a ] + E [ ww^H ] (81)

Then, (81) is rewritten as

R_{yae,w} =ρ_f P_aE [ G̃^T_a G̃^∗_a ] E [ xx^H ] P^H_a + √ ρ_f E [ G̃^T_a ] P_aE [ xw^H ] + √ ρ_f E [ wx^H ] P^H_a E [ G̃^∗_a ] + E [ ww^H ] = ρ_f P_aE [ G̃^T_a G̃^∗_a ] P^H_a +σ^2_w I_K

(82)

Now, moving P_a and P^H_a into the expectation operation, we obtain R_{yae,w} = ρ_f E [ G̃^T_a P_aP^H_a G̃^∗_a ] + σ^2_wI_K . (83)

Now, we substitute (80) and (83) in the following equation

log (det (πeR_{ya} )) − log ( det ( πeR_{yae,w} )) = log det (πeR^{ya} ) det ( πeR_{yae,w} ) = log ( det ( R_{ya} R^{−1}_{yae,w}

)) (84)

Eq. (84) simplifies to the sum-rate expression given in (7).

APPENDIX B CONVEXITY OF THE OBJECTIVE J WITH RESPECT TO

SMALL SCALE FADING ERROR VECTOR

The objective function J is defined as J = M∑ m=1 g_{mk}g^∗_{mk} = M∑ m=1 β_{mk}f_{mk}, (85)

f_{mk} = [ (1 − α)h_{mk}h^∗_{mk} + αh̃_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk}+ √ α(1 − α)(h_{mk}h̃^∗_{mk} + h^∗_{mk}h̃_{mk}) ] (86)

Using Equation (54), we obtain ∂f_{mk} ∂h̃_{mk} = αh̃^∗_{mk} + √ α(1 − α)h^∗_{mk} (87)

Thus, the first and the second derivatives with respect to h̃_{mk} are given as follows, respectively,

∂J ∂h̃_k = β_{1k} ( αh̃^∗_{1k} + √ α(1 − α)h^∗_{1k} ) . . β_{Mk} ( αh̃^∗_{Mk} + √ α(1 − α)h^∗_{Mk} ) (88)

Since^{∂2 fmk}_{∂h̃2mk} = 0, the second derivative is obtained as

∂^2J ∂h̃^2_k

= 0. (89)

which shows that the function is affine with respect to h̃_k.

APPENDIX C ERROR EXPRESSION DERIVATION

Using (11) and (14), the error equation is expanded as

ε = x^H x + w^H w+

ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) x+

ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_aG̃^T_a P_ax− √ ρ_f x^HĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) x − √ ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_ax− √ ρ_f x^HG̃^T_a P_ax − √ ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_ax−

x^H w − w^H x + ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aG̃^T_a P_ax+

ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) x+ √ ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aw + √ ρ_f w^H Ĝ^T_a Wdiag (d) x+ √ ρ_f w^HG̃^T_a P_ax + √ ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_aw (90)

Since the trace operator retains a scalar unchanged, using the property T r (A + B) = T r (A) + T r (B), where A and B are matrices of same dimensions, the error is rewritten as ε = T r ( x^H x ) − T r ( x^H w ) − T r ( w^H x ) + T r ( w^H w ) + T r ( ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) x ) + T r ( ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_aG̃^T_a P_ax ) − T r (√ ρ_f x^HĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) x ) − T r (√ ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_ax ) − T r (√ ρ_f x^HG̃^T_a P_ax ) − T r (√ ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_ax ) + T r ( ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aG̃^T_a P_ax ) + T r ( ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_aĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) x ) + T r (√ ρ_f x^H diag (d) W^HĜ^∗_aw ) + T r (√ ρ_f w^HĜ^T_a Wdiag (d) x ) + T r (√ ρ_f w^HG̃^T_a P_ax ) + T r (√ ρ_f x^H P^H_a G̃^∗_aw ) . (91)

REFERENCES

[1] H. Q. Ngo, A. Ashikhmin, H. Yang, E. G. Larsson, and T. L. Marzetta, “Cell-free massive MIMO: Uniformly great service for everyone,” IEEE 16th International Workshop on Signal Processing Advances in Wireless Communications (SPAWC), 2015.

[2] T. L. Marzetta, “Noncooperative cellular wireless with unlimited numbers of base station antennas,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 9, no. 11, pp. 3590–3600, 2010.

[3] 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.

[4] 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.

[5] G. Interdonato, E. Björnson, H. Q. Ngo, P. Frenger, and E. G. Larsson, “Ubiquitous cell-free massive MIMO communications,” EURASIP Journal on Wireless Communications and Networking, vol. 2019, no. 1, pp. 1–13, 2019.

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

[7] 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 and Tutorials, vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 611–652, 2021.

[8] 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.

[9] C. D’Andrea and E. G. Larsson, “Improving cell-free massive MIMO by local per-bit soft detection,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 25, no. 7, pp. 2400–2404, 2021.

[10] G. Dong, H. Zhang, S. Jin, and D. Yuan, “Energy-efficiency-oriented joint user association and power allocation in distributed massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 68, no. 6, pp. 5794–5808, 2019.

[11] C. D’Andrea and E. G. Larsson, “User association in scalable cell-free massive MIMO systems,” 2020 54th Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems, and Computers, 2020.

[12] B. Banerjee, R. C. Elliott, W. A. Krzyrnien, and H. Farmanbar, “Access point clustering in cell-free massive MIMO using multi-agent reinforcement learning,” 2022 IEEE 33rd Annual International Symposium on Personal, Indoor and Mobile Radio Communications (PIMRC), 2022.

[13] Patrick Clarke and R. C. de Lamare, “Transmit diversity and relay selection algorithms for multirelay cooperative mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 1084–1098, 2012.

[14] Yuhan Jiang, Yulong Zou, Haiyan Guo, Theodoros A. Tsiftsis, Manav R.

Bhatnagar, R. C. de Lamare, and Yu-Dong Yao, “Joint power and bandwidth allocation for energy-efficient heterogeneous cellular networks,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 67, no. 9, pp. 6168–6178, 2019.

[15] 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.

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

[17] Ö. T. Demir, E. Björnson, and L. Sanguinetti, “Foundations of usercentric cell-free massive MIMO,” Foundations and Trends in Signal Processing, vol. 14, no. 3-4, pp. 162–472, 2021.

[18] E. Nayebi, A. Ashikhmin, T. L. Marzetta, and B. D. Rao, “Performance of cell-free massive MIMO systems with MMSE and LSFD receivers,” 2016 50th Asilomar Conference on Signals, Systems and Computers, 2016.

[19] 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.

[20] Yao Zhang, Wenchao Xia, Haitao Zhao, Yongxu Zhu, Wei Xu, and Weidang Lu, “Performance analysis of cell-free massive mimo-urllc systems over correlated rician fading channels with phase shifts,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, 2024.

[21] Yunlong Cai, R. C. de Lamare, and Rui 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.

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

[23] Wence Zhang, R. C. de Lamare, Cunhua Pan, Ming Chen, Jianxin Dai, Bingyang Wu, and Xu Bao, “Widely linear precoding for largescale mimo with iqi: Algorithms and performance analysis,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 16, no. 5, pp. 3298– 3312, 2017.

[24] 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.

[25] 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.

[26] 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.

[27] 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.

[28] 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.

[29] Tong Wang, R. C. de Lamare, and A. Schmeink, “Joint linear receiver design and power allocation using alternating optimization algorithms for wireless sensor networks,” IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 61, no. 9, pp. 4129–4141, 2012.

[30] 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.

[31] 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, 2023.

[32] S. Mashdour, R. C. de Lamare, and J. P. S. H. Lima, “Multiuser scheduling with enhanced greedy techniques for multicell and cell-free massive MIMO systems,” presented at the IEEE 95th VTC, Helsinki, Finland, 2022, pp. 1–5.

[33] S. Mashdour, R. C. De Lamare, A. Schmeink, and J. P. S. H. Lima, “Sequential multiuser scheduling and power allocation for clustered cellfree massive mimo networks,” in 2023 31st European Signal Processing Conference (EUSIPCO). IEEE, 2023, pp. 1484–1488.

[34] E. Nayebi, A. Ashikhmin, T. L. Marzetta, H. Yang, and B. D. Rao, “Precoding and power optimization in cell-free massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 16, no. 7, pp. 4445–4459, 2017.

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

Lima, “MMSE-Based resource allocation for clustered cell-free massive MIMO networks,” presented at the IEEE 13th SCC, Braunschweig, Germany, 2023, pp. 149–154.

[36] G. Dimic and N. D. Sidiropoulos, “On downlink beamforming with greedy user selection: performance analysis and a simple new algorithm,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 53, no. 10, pp. 3857–3868, 2005.

[37] T. Van Chien, E. Björnson, and E. G. Larsson, “Joint power allocation and user association optimization for massive MIMO systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 15, no. 9, pp. 6384– 6399, 2016.

[38] Yao Zhang, Haitao Zhao, Wenchao Xia, Wei Xu, Changbing Tang, and Hongbo Zhu, “How much does reconfigurable intelligent surface improve cell-free massive mimo uplink with hardware impairments?,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, 2023.

[39] Yao Zhang, Wenchao Xia, Haitao Zhao, Gan Zheng, Sangarapillai Lambotharan, and Longxiang Yang, “Performance analysis of risassisted cell-free massive mimo systems with transceiver hardware impairments,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, 2023.

[40] 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.

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

[42] Y. Rong, S. Shahbazpanahi, and A. B. Gershman, “Robust linear receivers for space-time block coded multiaccess MIMO systems with imperfect channel state information,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 53, no. 8, pp. 3081–3090, 2005.

[43] M. Bashar, A. Burr, K. Haneda, and K. Cumanan, “Robust user scheduling with COST 2100 channel model for massive MIMO networks,” IET Microwaves, Antennas and Propagation, vol. 12, no. 11, pp. 1786–1792, 2018.

[44] H. Vaezy, M. J. Omidi, and H. Yanikomeroglu, “Energy efficient precoder in multi-user MIMO systems with imperfect channel state information,” IEEE Wireless Communications Letters, vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 669–672, 2018.

[45] Z. Chang, Z. Wang, X. Guo, Z. Han, and T. Ristaniemi, “Energyefficient resource allocation for wireless powered massive MIMO system with imperfect CSI,” IEEE Transactions on Green Communications and Networking, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 121–130, 2017.

[46] J. Wang and D. P. Palomar, “Worst-case robust MIMO transmission with imperfect channel knowledge,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 57, no. 8, pp. 3086–3100, 2009.

[47] 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.

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

[49] 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.

[50] 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, 2023.

[51] 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.

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

Srinivas, “Downlink resource allocation in multiuser cell-free MIMO networks with user-centric clustering,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 1482–1497, 2022.

[53] S. Verdu et al., Multiuser detection, Cambridge university press, 1998. [54] D Perez Palomar, John M Cioffi, and Miguel Angel Lagunas, “Joint tx-rx beamforming design for multicarrier mimo channels: A unified framework for convex optimization,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 51, no. 9, pp. 2381–2401, 2003.

[55] Hien Quoc Ngo, Erik G Larsson, and Thomas L Marzetta, “Energy and spectral efficiency of very large multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 61, no. 4, pp. 1436–1449, 2013.

[56] K. B. Petersen and M. S. Pedersen, “The matrix cookbook,” Technical University of Denmark, vol. 7, no. 15, pp. 510, 2008.

[57] R. C. de Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Adaptive reduced-rank processing based on joint and iterative interpolation, decimation, and filtering,” IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, vol. 57, no. 7, pp. 2503–2514, 2009.

[58] Y. Cai, R. C. de Lamare, B. Champagne, B. Qin, and M. Zhao, “Adaptive reduced-rank receive processing based on minimum symbol-error-rate criterion for large-scale multiple-antenna systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 4185–4201, 2015.

[59] R. C. De Lamare and R. Sampaio-Neto, “Minimum mean-squared error iterative successive parallel arbitrated decision feedback detectors for ds-cdma systems,” IEEE Transactions on Communications, vol. 56, no. 5, pp. 778–789, 2008.

[60] P. Li, R. C. de Lamare, and R. Fa, “Multiple feedback successive interference cancellation detection for multiuser mimo systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 10, no. 8, pp. 2434– 2439, 2011.

[61] R. C. de Lamare, “Adaptive and iterative multi-branch mmse decision feedback detection algorithms for multi-antenna systems,” IEEE Transactions on Wireless Communications, vol. 12, no. 10, pp. 5294–5308, 2013.

[62] R. J. Barnes, “Matrix differentiation,” Springs Journal, pp. 1–9, 2006. [63] S. S. Haykin, Adaptive filter theory, Pearson Education India, 2002.