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Abstract—Over-the-air computation (AirComp) is consid-
ered as a communication-efficient solution for data aggregation
and distributed learning by exploiting the superposition prop-
erties of wireless multi-access channels. However, AirComp is
significantly affected by the uneven signal attenuation experi-
enced by different wireless devices. Recently, Cell-free Massive
MIMO (mMIMO) has emerged as a promising technology to
provide uniform coverage and high rates by joint coherent
transmission. In this paper, we investigate AirComp in Cell-
free mMIMO systems, taking into account spatially correlated
fading and channel estimation errors. In particular, we propose
optimal designs of transmit coefficients and receive combing
at different levels of cooperation among access points. Nu-
merical results demonstrate that Cell-free mMIMO using fully
centralized processing significantly outperforms conventional
Cellular mMIMO with regard to the mean squared error
(MSE). Moreover, we show that Cell-free mMIMO using local
processing and large-scale fading decoding can achieve a lower
MSE than Cellular mMIMO when the wireless devices have
limited power budgets.

Index Terms—Cell-free Massive MIMO, over-the-air com-
putation, access point cooperation, channel estimation error,
mean squared error

I. INTRODUCTION

Future Internet-of-Things (IoT) are expected to aggregate
enormous amounts of data or computation results transmit-
ted from a large number of edge devices [1], [2]. Over-the-
air computation (AirComp) is a resource-efficient method
that leverages the waveform superposition property of the
multi-access channel to realize fast wireless data aggrega-
tion [3], [4]. Different from conventional digital transmis-
sions, AirComp is an analog communication scheme that en-
ables a large number of wireless devices to communicate in
an interference-free manner using the same time-frequency
resource. In other words, the communication resources re-
quired by AirComp do not scale with the number of wireless
devices, which is in sharp contrast with conventional digital
transmissions using orthogonal wireless resource allocation.

Instead of decoding individual signals transmitted by
the wireless devices, AirComp aims to reconstruct a func-
tion of the transmitted signals. Theoretically, AirComp can
reconstruct any nomographic function. The performance
of AirComp is measured by the distortion between the
reconstructed function and the desired function, which is
quantified by the mean squared error (MSE). There have
been research efforts devoted to minimizing the MSE [5]–
[8]. As for single-antenna cases, the authors in [5] jointly
optimized the transmit powers at the wireless devices and the
denoising factor at the receiver. The work in [6] introduced

a retransmission mechanism and optimized the power con-
trol over multiple AirComp transmissions. Multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) has been a key technology in
today’s 5G communication systems [9]. The work in [7]
considered AirComp in a MIMO system and employed zero-
forcing based transmit beamforming. In [8], the authors
developed the optimal transceiver beamforming design for
multi-antenna transmitters and receivers. The main challenge
facing AirComp is the computation errors caused by uneven
signal attenuation. However, this challenge cannot be well
addressed by conventional Cellular network architectures.

Recently, Cell-free Massive MIMO (mMIMO) has shown
great potential to provide ubiquitous and uniform coverage
with high spectral and energy efficiency [10]–[12]. The idea
is to densely deploy a large number of access points (APs)
that cooperatively serve all the users in the network; this
in turn, eliminates cell boundaries [13]. Albeit Cell-free
mMIMO has been widely investigated in terms of com-
munication performance, the AirComp performance has not
been well evaluated. In [14], the authors studied over-the-air
federated learning in scalable Cell-free mMIMO networks.
However, the receiver simply adopted suboptimal maximum
ratio combining and the wireless devices transmitted at full
power. Hence, how to optimally implement AirComp in
Cell-free mMIMO remains largely an open question.

In this paper, we investigate the advantages of implement-
ing AirComp over Cell-free mMIMO networks. The major
contributions of our work are summarized as follows:

• We develop optimal designs of AirComp under differ-
ent cooperation levels among APs. More specifically,
we jointly optimize the transmit coefficients and receive
combing considering spatially correlated fading and
channel estimation errors. We provide asymptotic anal-
ysis when the transmit powers of the wireless devices
approach infinity, which is validated by simulation
results.

• We numerically evaluate the MSE performance of the
proposed AirComp designs and show how Cell-free
mMIMO should be operated to outperform conven-
tional Cellular mMIMO.

Notations: In this paper, scalars, vectors, and matrices
are represented by italic letters, boldface lower-case letters,
and boldface uppercase letters, respectively. vT , vH , and v∗

denote the transpose, conjugate transpose, and conjugate of a
vector v, respectively. ∥v∥ denotes the ℓ2 norm of vector v.
IN represents a N×N identity matrix and CM×N represents
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the space of a complex-valued matrix. E{·} is the statistical
expectation and Tr(·) is the trace operation. NC (0,R) de-
notes the distribution of a multivariate circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian variable with zero mean and covariance
matrix R.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider AirComp in a Cell-free mMIMO system
consisting of L multi-antenna APs, each equipped with N
antennas, and K single-antenna wireless devices, operating
in time-division duplex (TDD) mode. All APs cooperate
to serve the wireless devices via high-speed fronthaul links
connected to a central processing unit (CPU).

The wireless channel between AP l and wireless device k
is denoted by hkl ∈ CN . Under the assumption of spatially
correlated Rayleigh fading channels, we have

hkl ∼ NC (0,Rkl) , (1)

where Rkl ∈ CN×N is the spatial correlation matrix and
βkl = Tr (Rkl) /N is the local-average channel gain subject
to path loss and shadowing.

A. Channel Estimation

We adopt the block fading channel model where the time-
frequency resources are divided into multiple coherence
blocks, each with τc time-frequency samples. The channels
remain static and frequency-flat within a coherence block
but may change over different coherence blocks. In each
coherence block, τp (τp ≤ K) time-frequency samples are
used for channel estimation and the remaining samples
are used for signal transmission. Specifically, each wireless
device is randomly assigned a pilot signal selected from τp
mutually orthogonal pilot signals. Let ϕk ∈ Cτp denote the
pilot signal used by wireless device k, and Pk denote the set
of wireless devices using the same pilot signal as wireless
device k. We have ϕH

k ϕi = 0, ∀i /∈ Pk, and ∥ϕk∥2 = τp.
During the channel estimation phase, the received signal at
AP l is given by

Ypilot
l =

K∑
i=1

√
pihilϕ

H
i +Nl, (2)

where pi is the pilot transmit power of wireless device i
and Nl ∈ CN×τp is the noise matrix with i.i.d. NC

(
0, δ2

)
entries. Then AP l correlates the received signal with the
normalized pilot signal of wireless device k, ϕk/

√
τp, and

obtains

ypilot
kl =

K∑
i=1

√
pi
τp

hilϕ
H
i ϕk +

1
√
τp

Nlϕk

=
∑
i∈Pk

√
piτphil + nkl, (3)

where nkl = 1√
τp
Nlϕk ∼ NC

(
0, δ2IN

)
. The MMSE

estimate of hkl is given by

ĥkl =
√
pkτpRklΞ

−1
kl y

pilot
kl , (4)

where

Ξkl = E
{
ypilot
kl

(
ypilot
kl

)H}
=
∑
i∈Pk

piτpRil + δ2IN . (5)

The MMSE estimate ĥkl is distributed as ĥkl ∼
NC (0,Bkl), where

Bkl = E
{
ĥklĥ

H
kl

}
= pkτpRklΞ

−1
kl Rkl. (6)

The estimate error h̃kl = hkl − ĥkl is independent of ĥkl

and is distributed as h̃kl ∼ NC (0,Ckl), where Ckl = Rkl−
Bkl.

III. AIRCOMP DESIGN FOR THREE LEVELS OF
RECEIVER COOPERATION

In this section, we develop optimal AirComp designs
under different cooperation levels of APs. Let sk denote
the transmit signal of wireless device k. Without loss of
generality, we assume that sk’s are i.i.d. random variables
with zero mean and unit variance [5], [6]. In this paper, we
are interested in computing the arithmetic mean function of
sk’s, i.e.,

f =
1

K

K∑
k=1

sk. (7)

The extension to other nomographic functions is straightfor-
ward by applying pre- and post-processing functions at the
transmitters and receivers, respectively.

The received signal at AP l is given by

yl =

K∑
k=1

hklbksk + nl, (8)

where bk is the transmit coefficient at wireless device k
with E

{
|bksk|2

}
= |bk|2 ≤ Pk, where Pk is the maximum

transmit power of wireless device k, and nl ∼ NC
(
0, δ2IN

)
is the noise vector at AP l.

AP l can send yl and its local channel estimates to the
CPU for centrally recovering the arithmetic mean function,
or partially compute the arithmetic mean function and share
less information with the CPU. Therefore, there is a tradeoff
between better recovery of the arithmetic mean function and
fronthaul overhead. In this paper, we consider three levels
of AP cooperation and develop optimal AirComp strategies
for them respectively.

A. Fully Centralized Processing (Level 3)

At the highest level of AP cooperation, the CPU centrally
performs channel estimation and recovers the arithmetic
mean function. To this end, τcNL complex scalars consist-
ing of τpNL complex scalars for pilot signals {Ypilot

l : l =
1, . . . , L} and (τc−τp)NL complex scalars for data signals
{yl : l = 1, . . . , L} are sent to the CPU via fronthaul links
per coherence block. Moreover, KLN2/2 complex scalars
for channel statistics {Rkl : k = 1, . . . ,K, l = 1, . . . , L}
are needed at the CPU for channel estimation and combing
vector design [13]. The fronthaul signaling is summarized
in Table I.



TABLE I
NUMBER OF COMPLEX SCALARS TO SEND VIA THE FRONTHAUL LINKS.

Each coherence time (APs → CPU) Each coherence time (CPU → APs) Statistical parameters
Level 3 τcNL K KLN2/2
Level 2 (τc − τp)L − KL+

(
L+KL2

)
/2

Level 1 (τc − τp)L − −

After stacking the received data signals, the CPU obtains

y =

K∑
k=1

hkbksk + n, (9)

where y =
[
yT
1 , . . . ,y

T
L

]T ∈ CLN , hk =[
hT
k1, . . . ,h

T
kL

]T ∈ CLN , and n =
[
nT
1 , . . . ,n

T
L

]T ∈ CLN .
After channel estimation, the CPU forms the stacked channel

estimate ĥk =
[
ĥT
k1, . . . , ĥ

T
kL

]T
∈ CLN with estimate error

h̃k ∼ NC (0,Ck), where Ck = diag (Ck1, . . . ,CkL).
The combing vector v ∈ CLN is designed to recover the

arithmetic mean function as

f̂(3) =
vHy

K
=

1

K

(
K∑

k=1

vHhkbksk + vHn

)
. (10)

The distortion between f̂(3) and f is evaluated using the
MSE, which is given by

E
{∣∣∣f − f̂(3)

∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣ {ĥk

}}

=
1

K2
E


∣∣∣∣∣
K∑

k=1

(
vHhkbk − 1

)
sk + vHn

∣∣∣∣∣
2
∣∣∣∣∣∣
{
ĥk

}
=

1

K2

(
K∑

k=1

(∣∣∣vH ĥkbk − 1
∣∣∣2 + |bk|2vHCkv

)
+ δ2∥v∥2

)
.

(11)

We aim to minimize the MSE by optimizing the transmit
coefficients {bk : k = 1, . . . ,K} and the combing vector v.
Accordingly, the optimization problem is formulated as

min
{bk},v

E
{∣∣∣f − f̂(3)

∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣ {ĥk

}}
(12)

s.t. |bk|2 ≤ Pk, k = 1, . . . ,K. (12a)

The optimization problem is non-convex due to the coupling
of {bk} and v. To this end, we propose to alternatively
optimize {bk} and v as follows.

1) Optimization of {bk}: With a given v, the subproblem
of transmit coefficient optimization (TCO) is formulated as

min
{bk}

K∑
k=1

(∣∣∣vH ĥkbk − 1
∣∣∣2 + |bk|2vHCkv

)
(13)

s.t. |bk|2 ≤ Pk, k = 1, . . . ,K. (13a)

Since b1, . . . , bK are decoupled, (13) can be further decom-
posed into K subproblems. The kth subproblem is expressed
as

min
bk

∣∣∣vH ĥkbk − 1
∣∣∣2 + |bk|2vHCkv (14)

s.t. |bk|2 ≤ Pk. (14a)

Attaching a Lagrange multiplier µk ≥ 0 to the constraint
in (14a), we obtain the following Lagrangian function

L(bk) =
∣∣∣vH ĥkbk − 1

∣∣∣2 + |bk|2vHCkv + µk

(
|bk|2 − Pk

)
.

(15)

The KKT conditions are given by∣∣∣vH ĥk

∣∣∣2 bk − ĥH
k v + bk

(
vHCkv + µk

)
= 0, (16)

µk

(
|bk|2 − Pk

)
= 0, (17)

|bk|2 ≤ Pk. (18)

The first-order optimality condition in (16) yields

bopt
k =

ĥH
k v∣∣∣vH ĥk

∣∣∣2 + vHCkv + µk

. (19)

Plugging bopt
k into the complementary slackness condition in

(17), we have

µopt
k = max

0,

∣∣∣vH ĥk

∣∣∣
√
Pk

−
∣∣∣vH ĥk

∣∣∣2 − vHCkv

 . (20)

2) Optimization of v: The unconstrained optimization
problem with regard to v is formulated as

min
v

K∑
k=1

(∣∣∣vH ĥkbk − 1
∣∣∣2 + |bk|2vHCkv

)
+ δ2∥v∥2

(21)

By setting the first derivative of the objective function in
(21) with respective to v to zero, the optimal solution is
obtained as

vopt =

(
K∑

k=1

|bk|2
(
ĥkĥ

H
k +Ck

)
+ δ2ILN

)−1 K∑
k=1

bkĥk.

(22)

The alternating optimization is performed by iteratively
updating {bopt

k } and vopt until convergence. The convergence
has been observed in our simulations, but has not been
shown due to limited space. Finally, the well designed {bopt

k }
need to be passed to the APs and then fed back to the
wireless devices.

B. Local Processing & Large-Scale Fading Decoding (Level
2)

At Level 2, the APs perform channel estimate locally and
send the local estimates of the arithmetic mean function to
the CPU. Let vl ∈ CN denote the local combing vector at



AP l. The local estimate of the arithmetic mean function at
AP l is given by

f̂l =
vH
l yl

K
=

1

K

(
K∑

k=1

vH
l hklbksk + vH

l nl

)
. (23)

We design vl to minimize the following MSE

E
{∣∣∣f − f̂l

∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣ {ĥkl

}}

=
1

K2
E


∣∣∣∣∣
K∑

k=1

(
vH
l hklbk − 1

)
sk + vH

l nl

∣∣∣∣∣
2
∣∣∣∣∣∣
{
ĥkl

}
=

1

K2

(
K∑

k=1

(∣∣∣vH
l ĥklbk−1

∣∣∣2+|bk|2vH
l Cklvl

)
+δ2∥vl∥2

)
.

(24)

By equating the first derivative of (24) with regard to vl to
zero, the optimal vl is obtained as

vopt
l =

(
K∑

k=1

|bk|2
(
ĥklĥ

H
kl +Ckl

)
+ δ2IN

)−1 K∑
k=1

bkĥkl,

(25)

which yields the optimal local estimate of the arithmetic
mean function as

f̂ opt
l =

1

K

(
K∑

k=1

(
vopt
l

)H
hklbksk +

(
vopt
l

)H
nl

)
. (26)

The optimal local estimates
{
f̂ opt
l : l = 1, . . . , L

}
are then

sent to the CPU for final recovery of the arithmetic mean
function. The CPU combines the optimal local estimates
using coefficients {al : l = 1, . . . , L} and obtains

f̂(2) =

L∑
l=1

a∗l f̂
opt
l

=
1

K

L∑
l=1

a∗l

(
K∑

k=1

(
vopt
l

)H
hklbksk +

(
vopt
l

)H
nl

)

=
1

K

(
K∑

k=1

aHgkbksk + aHm

)
, (27)

where a = [a1, . . . , aL]
T , gk =

[(vopt
1 )Hhk1, . . . , (v

opt
L )HhkL]

T , and m =[(
vopt
1

)H
n1, . . . ,

(
vopt
L

)H
nL

]T
. Ideally, given

{gk : k = 1, . . . ,K} and {vopt
l : l = 1, . . . , L}, the

combing coefficient vector a is designed to minimize the
following MSE

E
{∣∣∣f − f̂(2)

∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣ {gk} ,
{
vopt
l

}}
=

1

K2

(
K∑

k=1

∣∣aHgkbk − 1
∣∣2 + δ2aHDa

)
, (28)

where D = diag
(
∥vopt

1 ∥2, . . . , ∥vopt
L ∥2

)
. Then we have

a =

(
K∑

k=1

|bk|2gkg
H
k + δ2D

)−1 K∑
k=1

bkgk. (29)

However, the effective channels {gk} and the optimal local
combing vectors {vopt

l } are unknown at the CPU. Instead,
we use the channel statistics

{
E
{
gkg

H
k

}
: k = 1, . . . ,K

}
,

E {D}, and {E {gk} : k = 1, . . . ,K} to recover the arith-
metic mean function. This approach is referred to as large-
scale fading decoding [13], [15]. The achievable optimal a
is obtained by approximating (29) as

aopt =

(
K∑

k=1

|bk|2E
{
gkg

H
k

}
+ δ2E {D}

)−1 K∑
k=1

bkE {gk} .

(30)

In summary, (τc − τp)L complex scalars for
{
f̂ opt
l

}
are passed to the CPU per coherence block. As for the
channel statistics, L/2 complex scalars for the real-valued
diagonal matrix E {D}, KL complex scalars for {E {gk}},
and KL2/2 complex scalars for Hermitian complex matrices{
E
{
gkg

H
k

}}
are required to be sent to the CPU via

fronthaul links, which are listed in Table I.
Following similar steps for the optimization problem in

(13), the bk that minimizes the MSE in (28) is given by

bk =
gH
k a

|aHgk|2 + µk

, (31)

µk = max

(
0,

∣∣aHgk

∣∣
√
Pk

−
∣∣aHgk

∣∣2) . (32)

Then the CPU utilizes channel statistics to obtain the fol-
lowing approximations:

bk =
E
{
gH
k

}
a

|aHE {gk}|2 + µk

, (33)

µk = max

(
0,

∣∣aHE {gk}
∣∣

√
Pk

−
∣∣aHE {gk}

∣∣2) . (34)

Nevertheless, the iterative updates of {bk} require new
estimates of channel statistics {E {gk}} (bk is included in
E {gk}), which is computationally intensive and fronthaul-
unfriendly. Hence, at Level 2, bk is simply set to bk =√
Pk, k = 1, . . . ,K.

C. Local Processing & Simple Centralized Decoding (Level
1)

At Level 1, no channel statistics is required at the CPU,
but only the local estimates of the arithmetic mean func-
tion. The number of complex scalars sent to the CPU per
coherence block is the same as Level 2, as listed in Table
I. After receiving the optimal local estimates

{
f̂ opt
l

}
, the

CPU simply takes the average, i.e., al = 1
L , l = 1, . . . , L,

and recovers the arithmetic mean function as

f̂(1) =
1

L

L∑
l=1

f̂ opt
l . (35)

The transmit coefficients at the wireless devices are simply
set to bk =

√
Pk, k = 1, . . . ,K.



IV. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS

In this section, will show that in the presence of channel
estimation error, the MSE will not be zero even if the
wireless devices’ transmit powers approach infinity. The
asymptotic analysis is based on Level 3, and thus the
conclusion applies to all cooperation levels. When Pk →
∞, k = 1, . . . ,K, from (20) we have µopt

k = 0 and
bopt
k =

ĥH
k v

|vH ĥk|2+vHCkv
. Plugging bopt

k into (11), the MSE

can be rewritten as

E
{∣∣∣f − f̂(3)

∣∣∣2∣∣∣∣ {ĥk

}}

=
1

K2

 K∑
k=1

vHCkv∣∣∣vH ĥk

∣∣∣2 + vHCkv
+ δ2∥v∥2


=

1

K2

 K∑
k=1

1
vH ĥkĥH

k v

vHCkv
+ 1

+ δ2∥v∥2


≥ 1

K2

(
K∑

k=1

1

ĥH
k C−H

k ĥk + 1
+ δ2∥v∥2

)
, (36)

where the inequality holds because vH ĥkĥ
H
k v

vHCkv
is a gen-

eralized Rayleigh quotient with respect to v. Hence, if
Ck ̸= 0, k = 1, . . . ,K, the MSE will not be zero even
if ∥v∥2 → 0.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present the MSE performance achieved
by Cell-free mMIMO systems under different cooperation
levels, as well as by Cellular mMIMO. We consider a 1× 1
km simulation area and adopt the wrap-around topology to
avoid unnatural boundaries. As for the Cellular mMIMO, a
single base station equipped with 144 antennas is located in
the center of the area. Since antenna arrays are collocated in
Cellular mMIMO, fully centralized processing is employed
to recover the arithmetic mean function. The APs of the
Cell-free mMIMO network are deployed on a square grid.
The total number of antennas in the Cell-free mMIMO
network is set to 144 for fair comparison. There are K = 20
wireless devices uniformly distributed in the considered
area. We adopt a random pilot assignment strategy and the
uplink pilot powers are set to pk = 20 dBm, k = 1, . . . ,K.
We assume a carrier frequency of 2 GHz, a bandwidth of
20 MHz and a noise power of δ2 = −96 dBm.

We use the same propagation model for Cell-free
mMIMO and Cellular mMIMO for fair comparison. Follow-
ing the 3GPP Urban Microcell model [16], the large-scale
fading is given by

βkl[dB] = β0 − 10αlog10

(
dkl
d0

)
+ Skl, (37)

where d0 = 1 m is the reference distance, β0 = −30.5 dB is
the large-scale path loss at the reference distance, α = 3.67
is the path-loss exponent, dkl is the distance between AP l
and wireless device k, and Skl ∼ N (0, 42) is the shadow
fading. The correlation between two shadow terms associ-
ated with AP l is E{SklSil} = 422−xki/9 m, where xki is
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Fig. 1. MSE versus the maximum transmit power per wireless device with
L = 144, N = 1, and τp = 20.

the distance between wireless device k and wireless device
i [16]. The shadow terms associated with two different APs
can be considered as uncorrelated due to the large inter-
AP distance. All antenna arrays are assume to be uniform
linear arrays with half-wavelength spacing. The widely used
Gaussian local scattering model is adopted to model spatial
channel correlation with 15◦ angular standard deviation [17].

A. Performance Evaluation of AirComp

In Fig. 1, we set L = 144, N = 1 and τp = 20, and
show the MSE of AirComp versus the maximum transmit
power budget per wireless device. As expected, a higher
cooperation level leads to a smaller MSE. In particular, the
MSE of Level 3 without TCO is at least 9.7 dB lower
than the Cellular mMIMO with TCO. Cellular mMIMO can
only outperform Level 2 at high power budgets and using
TCO. Moreover, we observe that the benefit of using TCO
in Cell-free mMIMO is not significant due to the uniform
distribution of cooperating APs. This means we don’t have
to rely on TCO to achieve a small MSE.

Fig. 2 presents the MSE versus the power budget per
wireless device with L = 36, N = 4 and τp = 20.
The curves show similar trends as in Fig. 1, but the MSE
increases at Level 2 and Level 3 due to the reduced
macro diversity. However, Level 2 still outperforms Cellular
mMIMO with regards to MSE at low power budgets. This
has practical implications as wireless devices typically have
limited power budgets. Compared to the results in Fig. 1,
Level 1 achieves a smaller MSE because each AP has a
stronger local processing ability with more antennas.

In Fig. 3, we consider L = 36, N = 4 and τp = 10.
Since τp < K, there is pilot contamination. Compared to
the results in Fig. 2, both Cell-free mMIMO and Cellular
mMIMO lose performance in terms of MSE due to the
increased channel estimation errors. It is observed that Level
2 achieves a smaller MSE than Cellular mMIMO under
various power budgets. Moreover, we can see that TCO
brings an obvious performance gain in terms of MSE,
demonstrating the benefit of TCO in the presence of strong
pilot contamination.

Furthermore, we observe that under various system pa-
rameter, for both Cell-free mMIMO and Cellular mMIMO
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Fig. 2. MSE versus the maximum transmit power per wireless device with
L = 36, N = 4, and τp = 20.
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Fig. 3. MSE versus the maximum transmit power per wireless device with
L = 36, N = 4, and τp = 10.

systems, the MSE first decreases with the maximum transmit
power per wireless device and then reaches a non-zero
minimum value. This matches our asymptotic analysis in
Section IV.

B. Comparison of Fronthaul Signaling

Although Level 3 achieves significantly lower MSE than
Level 2 and 1, it may incur a large amount of fronthaul
signaling exchange. To be specific, according to Table I,
Level 3 requires τcNL+K

(τc−τp)L
times more fronthaul signaling

than Level 2 and 1 in each coherence block. Hence, Level
3 will lead to a significantly higher fronthaul overhead than
Level 2 and 1 if multi-antenna APs are used, i.e., N > 1.
This is because local estimates at Level 2 and 1 convert
the N -dimensional data signals into scalars. Note that Level
2 and 1 may require more fronthaul signaling than Level
3 in situations where there are multiple groups of wireless
devices and different groups have different AirComp tasks,
which will be investigated in our extended journal version.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we studied the performance of AirComp
in Cell-free mMIMO systems under three levels of AP
cooperation. Simulation results showed that a higher level
of AP cooperation achieves a lower MSE, but at the cost

of more fronthaul signaling. Fully centralized processing
at Level 3 outperforms the Cellular mMIMO by a large
margin, while partially distributed processing at Level 2
can perform better than Cellular mMIMO for wireless
devices with low power budgets. Since wireless devices are
typically power-limited, Level 2 strikes a balance between
MSE and fronthaul signaling. Moreover, we analytically and
experimentally showed that a non-zero MSE is inevitable in
the presence of channel estimation errors even if the wireless
devices have unlimited power budgets. In the future, it will
be of interest to investigate energy efficient AirComp in
Cell-free mMIMO systems.
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