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Abstract—Contemporary wireless communications systems
adopt the Multi-User Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MU-
MIMO) technique: a single base station or Access Point (AP)
equipped with multiple antenna elements serves multiple active
users simultaneously. Aiming at providing a more uniform wire-
less coverage, industry and academia have been working towards
the evolution from centralized MIMO to Distributed-MIMO. That
is, instead of having all the antenna elements co-located at a
single AP, multiple APs, each equipped with a few or a single
antenna element, jointly cooperate to serve the active users in
the coverage area. In this work, we evaluate the performance of
different D-MIMO setups under Rician fading, and considering
different receive combining schemes. Note that the Rician fading
model is convenient for MU-MIMO performance assessment, as
it encompasses a wide variety of scenarios. Our numerical results
show that the correlation among the channel vectors of different
users increases with the Rician factor, which leads to a reduction
on the achievable Spectral Efficiency (SE). Moreover, given a
total number of antenna elements, there is an optimal number
of APs and antenna elements per AP that provides the best
performance. This “sweet spot” depends on the Rician factor
and on the adopted receive combining scheme.

Index Terms—MU-MIMO, D-MIMO, spatially correlated Ri-
cian fading, spectral efficiency.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-User Multiple-Input Multiple-Output (MU-MIMO)
technologies are instrumental in enhancing the performance of
wireless communication networks. In MU-MIMO networks,
a base station or Access Point (AP) equipped with multiple
antenna elements serves multiple devices simultaneously. Rely-
ing on beamforming techniques, MIMO offers several benefits
such as diversity and array gains, spatial multiplexing and
interference suppression capabilities that collectively enhance
the capacity, reliability, and coverage of wireless systems [1].

Current MU-MIMO systems adopt a centralized paradigm:
a coverage area is served by a single base station or Access
Point (AP) equipped with multiple antenna elements. The main
drawback of the centralized MIMO approach is the significant
performance gap between the users located close to the AP and
the users located far away from the AP. Aiming at solving this
issue, industry and academia have been working towards the
evolution from centralized MU-MIMO to Distributed MIMO
(D-MIMO) networks. That is, instead of deploying a single
AP equipped with many antenna elements, a coverage area is

served by multiple APs, each equipped with a few or a single
antenna element. All APs are connected to a common Central
Processing Unit (CPU), which is responsible for performing
the signal processing and coordination tasks [2].

Understanding how a MU-MIMO system performs under
different conditions helps optimize the system for higher data
rates, higher reliability and lower latency. One of the opti-
mization problems associated with D-MIMO systems involves
resource allocation, that is, determining the number of APs
and the number of antenna elements per AP. This allocation
directly impacts the deployment and maintenance costs, the
energy efficiency and the scalability of the system.

Related works: The Rician fading channel model has
been adopted in several works to numerically evaluate the
performance of communication systems. This channel model
encompasses a broad range of scenarios, since it takes into
account a deterministic Line-of-Sight (LoS) component and a
random Non-LoS (NLoS) component. The ratio of the signal
power in the LoS component to the NLoS component is
referred to as the Rician factor. However, when evaluating
the impact of the Rician factor on the achievable Spectral
Efficiency (SE) of MU-MIMO systems, different works present
contradictory results. For instance, the works [3]–[5] evaluated
the uplink performance of a single-cell MU-MIMO system,
and showed that the SE increases with the Rician factor. In
contrast, other works showed that the Rician factor can be
detrimental to the SE. In the case of a single user MIMO
systems, the authors in [6] showed that the rank of the channel
matrix decreases with the Rician factor, and as a consequence
the achievable SE also decreases. In the case of MU-MIMO
systems where the users are equipped with multiple antennas,
the achievable SE also decreases with the Rician factor [7], [8].
In [9], the authors considered a single cell MU-MIMO system
with imperfect hardware, and showed that the SE decreases
with the Rician factor. Interestingly, some works showed than
the Rician factor can be either beneficial or detrimental for
the achievable SE. Zhang et. al. [10] evaluated the uplink
performance of a single-cell MU-MIMO system considering
both Maximum Ratio Combining (MRC) and Zero Forcing
(ZF). Their results show that the uplink sum rate increases
with the Rician factor in the case of MRC and decreases in
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the case of ZF. Kammoun et. al. [11] evaluated the downlink
of a single-cell MU-MIMO system, and showed that the per-
user average SE can either increase or decrease with the Rician
factor, depending on the spatial distribution of the users.

Contributions: In this work, we evaluate the uplink per-
formance of different D-MIMO setups in terms of the mean
per-user achievable Spectral Efficiency (SE). Given a total
number of antenna elements, we evaluate the trade-off between
the number of APs and the number of antenna elements per
AP. We adopt the Rician channel model, and evaluate the
performance of different setups as a function of the Rician
factor. Our numerical results show that, when the Rician
factor increases, the correlation among the channel vectors also
increases, which leads to a reduction of the achievable SE.
Moreover, there is an optimal number of APs (and antenna
elements per AP) that achieves the best performance, which
evinces the existence of a trade-off between beamforming and
macro-diversity gains. This “sweet spot” also depends on the
adopted receive combining scheme.

This paper is organized as follows. The considered system
model is introduced in Section II. We define metrics for
the correlation among the channel vectors in Section III.
Numerical results and discussions are presented in Section IV.
Finally, we draw the conclusions of this work in Section V.

Notation: lowercase bold face letters denote column vectors,
while boldface upper case letters denote matrices. ai is the i-th
element of the column vector a, while ai is the i-th column
of the matrix A. [A]i,j is the i-th row, j-th column element
of the matrix A. IM is the identity matrix with size M ×M .
The superscripts (·)T and (·)H denote the transpose and the
conjugate transpose operators, respectively. The magnitude of
a scalar quantity or the cardinality of a set are denoted by | · |.
The Euclidian norm of a vector (2-norm) is denoted by ∥·∥. We
denote the one dimensional uniform distribution with bounds
a and b by U(a, b). We denote the multivariate Gaussian
distribution with mean a and covariance B by N (a,B).

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a square area with dimensions l × l m2,
wherein K single-antenna devices are served jointly by Q
APs. Each AP is placed at height hAP and is equipped with
a Uniform Linear Array (ULA) of S half-wavelength spaced
antenna elements. Let pk = (xk, yk)

T denote the coordinates
of the k-th device, assuming for simplicity that all devices
are positioned at the same height hUE. The system model is
illustrated in Fig. 1 and we focus on the uplink.

A. Channel Model

We adopt a spatially correlated Rician fading channel model
[12]. Let hkq ∈ CS×1 denote the channel vector between the
k-th device and the q-th AP. It can be modeled as [13]

hkq =

√
κ

1 + κ
hlos
kq +

√
1

1 + κ
hnlos
kq , (1)

where κ is the Rician factor, hlos
kq ∈ CS×1 is the deterministic

LoS component, and hnlos
kq ∈ CS×1 is the random NLoS

component.

Fig. 1: Illustration of the considered system model for Q = 4,
l = 100 m and K = 16.

The deterministic LoS component is given by

hlos
kq =

√
βkq


1

exp(−j2π∆sin(ϕkq))

exp(−j4π∆sin(ϕkq))
...

exp(−j2π(S − 1)∆ sin(ϕkq))

 , (2)

where βkq is the power attenuation owing to the distance
between the k-th device and the q-th AP, ∆ is the normalized
inter-antenna spacing, and ϕkq ∈ [0, 2π] is the azimuth angle
relative to the boresight of the ULA of the q-th AP. Meanwhile,
the random NLoS component is distributed as

hnlos
kq ∼ CN (0,Rkq). (3)

Note that

hkq ∼ CN
(√

κ

1 + κ
hlos
kq,

Rkq

κ+ 1

)
, (4)

where Rkq ∈ CS×S is the positive semi-definite covariance
matrix describing the spatial correlation of the NLoS compo-
nents. Considering uncorrelated fading, the spatial covariance
matrix is simply the identity matrix, that is, Rkq = IS .

The estimated channel vector of the k-th device, ĥkq ∈
CS×1, can be modeled as the sum of the true channel vector
plus a random error vector as [14], [15]

ĥkq = hkq + h̃kq, (5)

where h̃kq ∼ CN (0, σ2
csiI) is the vector of channel estimation

errors. Assuming orthogonal pilot sequences during the uplink
data transmission phase and least squares channel estimation,
which does not exploit knowledge of the channel statistics, the
true channel realizations and the channel estimation errors are
not correlated [16]. The parameter σ2

csi indicates the quality of
the channel estimates, and can be modeled as [14]–[16]

σ2
csi =

1

Kρ
, (6)



where ρ is the transmit signal-to-noise ratio.

B. Signal Model
The matrix H ∈ CM×K containing the channel vectors

between the K devices and the Q APs can be written as

H = [h1,h2, . . . ,hK ], (7)

where hk = [hT
k1, . . . ,hT

kQ]
T , k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}. Then, the M×1

received signal vector can be written as

y =
√
pHx + n, (8)

where p is the fixed uplink transmit power that is the same
for all devices, x ∈ CK×1 is the vector of symbols simul-
taneously transmitted by the K devices, and n ∈ CM×1 is
the vector of additive white Gaussian noise samples such that
n ∼ CN (0M×1, σ

2
nIM ). Note that ρ = p/σ2

n.
Let V ∈ CM×K be a linear detector matrix used for the

joint decoding of the signals transmitted from the K devices.
The received signal after the linear detection operation is split
in K streams and given by

r = VHy =
√
pVHHx + VHn. (9)

Let rk and xk denote the k-th elements of r and x, respectively.
Then, the received signal corresponding to the k-th device can
be written as

rk =
√
pvHk hkxk︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired signal

+
√
pvHk

K∑
k′ ̸=k

hk′xk′

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Inter-user interference

+ vHk n︸︷︷︸
Noise

, (10)

where vk and hk are the k-th columns of the matrices V and H,
respectively. From (10), the signal-to-interference-plus-noise
ratio of the uplink transmission from the k-th device is given
by

γk =
p|vHk hk|2

p
∑K

k′ ̸=k |vHk hk′ |2 + σ2
n∥vHk ∥2

. (11)

The receive combining matrix V is computed as a function
of the matrix of estimated channel vectors Ĥ ∈ CM×K , Ĥ =
[ĥ1, . . . , ĥK ]. In this work, we compare three different linear
receive combining schemes: MRC, ZF and MMSE. For each
scheme, the receive combining matrix is computed as [17]

V =


Ĥ, for MRC,

Ĥ(Ĥ
H

Ĥ)−1, for ZF,(
ĤĤ

H
+

σ2
n

p
IM

)−1

Ĥ, for MMSE.

(12)

C. Performance Metrics
We adopt as the performance metric the per-user mean

achievable uplink SE. The achievable uplink SE of the k-th
device is [18]

Rk = EH{log2(1 + γk)}. (13)

Then, the per-user mean achievable uplink SE is obtained by
averaging over the achievable uplink SE of the K devices, i.e.,

R̄ =
1

K

K∑
k=1

Rk. (14)

III. LINEAR CORRELATION BETWEEN RANDOM VECTORS

In this section, we define numerical metrics for the correla-
tion among the channel vectors.

Let h1,h2 ∈ CM×1 be two random vectors with correlation
matrices C1,C2 ∈ CM×M , Ci = E{hihH

i }, i ∈ {1, 2}. The
correlation coefficient is defined as [19]

r(h1,h2) =
Tr(C12)

Tr
(
(C1C2)1/2

) , (15)

where C12 = E{h1hH
2 } is the cross-correlation matrix. Note

that (15) is a generalization of the Pearson coefficient for
multivariate random variables, thus ρ ∈ [−1, 1].

Finally, we define the average correlation coefficient as the
expected absolute value of the correlation coefficient, that is,

r̄ ≜ Eh1,h2
{|r|}, (16)

which is obtained by averaging over several realizations of the
random vectors h1 and h2.

An alternative way to illustrate the correlation among chan-
nel vectors is by evaluating the mean condition number of the
channel matrix. The condition number is a standard measure
of how ill-conditioned a matrix is. The condition number C
of a matrix H is calculated as

C(H) =
σmax

σmin
≥ 1, (17)

where σmax and σmin are the largest and the smallest singular
value of the matrix H, respectively.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present our Monte Carlo simulation
results. We set the total number of antenna elements M , and
evaluate the trade-off between the number of APs and antenna
elements per AP by varying Q and S = M/Q accordingly. The
mean per-user achievable SE is obtained by averaging over a
large number of network realizations, i.e., set of positions of
the K devices. For each network realization, the results are
averaged over several channel realizations, i.e., realizations of
the channel matrix H.

A. Simulation Parameters

The power attenuation due to the distance (in dB) is mod-
elled using the log-distance path loss model and given by

βkq = −L0 − 10η log10

(
dkq
d0

)
, (18)

where d0 is the reference distance in meters, L0 is the
attenuation owing to the distance at the reference distance (in
dB), η is the path loss exponent and dkq is the distance between
the k-th device and the q-th AP in meters.

The attenuation at the reference distance is calculated using
the Friis free-space path loss model and given by

L0 = 20 log10

(
4πd0
λ

)
, (19)

where λ is the wavelength in meters, c is the speed of light
and fc is the carrier frequency.



TABLE I: Simulation parameters.

Parameter Symbol Value

Total number of antenna elements M 16

Number of APs Q [1, 2, 4, 8, 16]

Number of antenna elements per AP S [16, 8, 4, 2, 1]

Number of active devices K 16

Length of the side of the square area l 100 m
Uplink transmission power p 100 mW
PSD of the noise N0 4 · 10−21 W/Hz
Signal bandwidth B 20 MHz
Noise figure NF 9 dB
Height of the APs hAP 12 m
Height of the UEs hUE 1.5 m
Carrier frequency fc 3.5 GHz
Normalized inter-antenna spacing ∆ 0.5

Path loss exponent η 2

Reference distance d0 1 m

Unless stated otherwise, the values of the simulation pa-
rameters are listed on Table I. The K active MTDs are
uniformly distributed on the square coverage area, that is,
xk, yk ∼ U [0, l]. Considering the selected values of M and
hAP, the communication links between the AP and any device
experience far-field propagation conditions. The noise power
(in Watts) is given by σ2

n = N0BNF , where N0 is the power
spectral density of the thermal noise in W/Hz, B is the signal
bandwidth in Hz, and NF is the noise figure at the receivers.

B. Correlation Analysis

We first show that the correlation among channel vectors
increases with the Rician factor κ, which yields a reduction
on the mean per-user achievable SE.

Fig. 2 shows the average correlation coefficient ρ̄ of the
channel vectors of two different devices versus the Rician
factor κ, considering Q = 1, different numbers of antenna
elements at the AP. We observe that the correlation between
the channel vectors increases with Rician factor. When κ → 0,
which corresponds to a purely NLoS channel, the channel
vectors are uncorrelated. Then, when κ grows large, the
correlation significantly increases. Nevertheless, the correlation
coefficient grows slower as we increase the number of antenna
elements at the AP. Increasing the number of antennas at the
AP enhances its spatial multiplexing capabilities, thus the AP
becomes better at separating the users in the spatial domain.

We numerically compute1 the mean condition number C̄
of the channel matrix H, which was defined in (7). The
mean condition number is obtained by averaging over multiple
network realizations, that is, multiple set of positions of the K
devices. For each network realization, the results are averaged
over several channel realizations.

Fig. 3 shows the mean condition number2 of the channel
matrix H versus the Rician factor. We set the total number

1The condition number of a matrix can be easily computed in Matlab using
the function cond. By default, this function computes the 2-norm condition
number [20].

2Note that some RF measurement devices measure the condition number
of MIMO channel matrices using the dB scale [21].

Fig. 2: Average correlation coefficient between two channel
vectors as a function of the Rician factor, for a single AP with
varying number of antennas.

Fig. 3: Mean condition number of the channel matrix H versus
the Rician factor, for M = 16, K = 10 and l = 100 m.

of antenna elements M , and evaluate the condition number
considering different number of antenna elements per AP, Q.
The curves show that, for any value of Q and for both the
considered types of fading, the mean condition number grows
rapidly when κ ≥ 0 dB, that is, when the power of the LoS
component of the channel vector grows.

C. Results and Discussions

In Fig. 5, we plot the mean per-user achievable SE versus
the Rician factor considering MRC, ZF, and MMSE. In the
case of MRC, the mean per-user achievable SE R̄ increases
with the Rician factor κ for the case of Q = 1, and decreases
for any other values of Q. On the other hand, when ZF or
MMSE is adopted, R̄ always decreases with κ, independently
of Q. As we increase κ, the correlation between the channel
vectors of the devices increases, which leads to the reduction of
the achievable SE. Note that, for the single AP case (Q = 1),
our numerical results are aligned with the results reported in
[10]: the achievable SE increases with κ for MRC, while it
decreases with κ for ZF.



(a) Q = 1 (b) Q = 2 (c) Q = 4 (d) Q = 8 (e) Q = 16

Fig. 4: Illustrations of the different D-MIMO setups considered in this work.

When MRC is adopted (Fig. 5a), we observe a remarkable
shift of the “sweet spot” of (Q,S) as we vary κ: the best
performance is achieved with most distributed setups (Q =
{4, 8, 16}) when the channel is NLoS dominant (κ ≤ −10
dB) and with the fully centralized setup (Q = 1) when the
channel is LoS dominant (κ ≥ 10 dB). Nevertheless, note
that the setups with Q = {4, 8, 16} present almost the same
performance when κ ≤ −10 dB. In summary, the performance
increases with Q in predominantly NLoS channels, whereas it
severely decreases with Q in predominantly LoS channels.

Conversely, when ZF or MMSE is adopted (Figs. 5b and
5c), we observe again that the most distributed setups achieve
the best performance when the channel is NLoS dominant. The
setups with Q = {4, 8, 16} perform very similarly when κ ≤
−10 dB . However, as we increase κ, the partially distributed
setups with Q = {2, 4} emerge as the best options. When κ is
very large, we interestingly observe that the most distributed
setup with Q = 16 presents the worst performance, followed
by the fully centralized setup with Q = 1. These results evince
the existence of a sweet-spot between the beamforming gains
obtained with multi-antenna APs and macro-diversity gains
obtained by the spatial distribution of APs, and are aligned
with the results from [22].

The numerical results shown in Fig. 5 demonstrate that ZF
and MMSE combining significantly outperform MRC in terms
of mean per-user achievable SE. Nevertheless, they come at the
cost of higher computational complexity, since both schemes
require matrix inversions for the computation of the receive
combining matrix. Besides, the results show that the partially
distributed setups with Q = {2, 4} are the best deployment
options. Adopting ZF or MMSE, they strike a balance between
the beamforming and macro-diversity gains over the whole
range of κ. Additionally, they reduce the deployment and
maintenance cost of the D-MIMO system, since they require
the installation of less pieces of equipment and fronthaul
connections.

The curves in Figs. 5b and 5c show that, in the high
SNR regime, the performance of ZF matches that of MMSE.
Similarly to those curves, Fig. 6 compares the performance of
ZF and MMSE for K = M = 16, which corresponds to a high
inter-user interference scenario. In this case, we can observe
clearly that MMSE outperforms ZF when κ grows large. Note
that our results are consistent with those reported in [17]. In

their study, the authors analyzed the uplink performance of
MU-MIMO systems by considering outage probabilities and
compared the performance of MRC, ZF, and MMSE. They
observed that ZF and MMSE exhibit comparable performance
when M > K, whereas MMSE notably surpasses ZF when
M = K.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we studied the performance of D-MIMO
networks under Rician fading in an indoor scenario. The
performance was evaluated in terms of the mean per-user
achievable SE in the uplink. We set a total number of antenna
elements, and investigated the trade-off between the number of
APs and number of antenna elements per AP. We also com-
pared the performance achieved with MRC, ZF and MMSE.
Our numerical results show that the correlation between the
channel vectors increases with the Rician factor, which yields
a reduction on the achievable SE. In addition, the performance
of ZF and MMSE significantly exceeds that of MRC. In a
nutshell, when the channels are dominantly NLoS, the best
performance is achieved by the most distributed D-MIMO
setups, i.e., with many APs and few antenna elements per AP.
On the other hand, when the channels are dominantly LoS, it
is more advantageous to have fewer APs equipped with more
antenna elements.
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