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ABSTRACT Inrecent years, massive or large-scale multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) systems that rely
on very large antenna arrays have become a hot topic of research in the field of wireless communications. This
is in part due to the nearly optimum performance and relative simplicity of massive MIMO linear receivers
and transmitters. This paper investigates the performance of maximum-ratio combining linear receivers in
massive MIMO communication systems in terms of signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR), bit error
rate (BER), and outage probability. The probability density function (PDF) of SINR is analytically calculated
for the first time and verified by simulation. Due to its complexity, the use of obtained analytical expression
for performance evaluation purposes is prohibitive. Hence, this PDF is approximated by a gamma distribution
and the resulting expression is used to evaluate the outage probability and the BER performance of the
receiver.

INDEX TERMS Massive MIMO systems, maximum-ratio-combining (MRC) receivers, probability density

function, signal-to-interference-plus-noise ratio.

I. INTRODUCTION

The volume of multimedia data traffic in mobile networks
have been exponentially increasing in the past decade [1]
and this trend is set to continue. As a result, the demand
for fast and reliable communication systems will never stop
increasing. One of the techniques that have been employed
to simultaneously increase a communication system’s data
throughput and reliability is the use of multiple-input
multiple-output (MIMO) communication systems that use
multiple antennas at the transmitter and/or the rec-
eiver [2]-[4]. MIMO systems are widely used in modern
communication systems such as the IEEE 802.11 Wi-Fi,
the IEEE 802.16 WiMAX, and third and fourth generations
of cellular networks [3]. In order to allow multiple users to
simultaneously access a communication network, multiuser
MIMO (MU-MIMO) systems emerged as an extension to
MIMO systems. In a cellular MU-MIMO system, multiple
users, each with either a single antenna or multiple antennas,
simultaneously communicate with a multiple-antenna base
station (BS) [4]. Although MU-MIMO systems can serve
multiple users simultaneously, their practical implementation
exhibits some drawbacks: since the users do not communi-
cate among themselves, data cannot be coded at the users’
side [1]. As a result, the BS must have perfect knowledge
of the channel state information (CSI) in order to detect the

conveyed symbols in the uplink transmission, i.e. when the
users transmit their data to the BS [5]. Furthermore, dur-
ing the downlink transmission (when the BS transmits data
towards the users), the transmitter (BS) must make sure that
each user only receives its intended symbols, which in turn
necessitates the exact knowledge of CSI at the BS [6]. As a
result, both in downlink and uplink of MU-MIMO transmis-
sion, the BS needs to have the exact channel information.
Furthermore, in order to achieve high reliability and through-
put, computationally complex techniques, such as multiuser
maximum likelihood (ML) detection for the uplink [7] and
dirty paper coding techniques for the downlink [8] should be
employed. Large-scale MU-MIMO systems, widely known
as massive MIMO systems are a special case of MU-MIMO
in which the number of users and BS antennas are very
large. Typically in a massive MIMO system, hundreds of
BS antennas serve tens of single-antenna users simultane-
ously [9]. With large antenna arrays, conventional signal
processing techniques such as ML detection become pro-
hibitively complex. However it has been shown that when
the number of BS antennas is very large compared to the
number of active users, simple linear processing techniques
achieve nearly optimal results [6]. In fact, when the number
of BS antennas grows significantly larger than the number of
users, the random channel vectors between the users and the
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BS become pairwisely orthogonal, and the effect of small-
scale fading can be averaged out [10]. As a result, even
with simple linear signal processing techniques, such as
maximum-ratio combining (MRC) in uplink or maximum-
ratio transmission (MRT) in downlink, the effects of fast
fading, intracell interference, and uncorrelated noise tend to
disappear [5]. The reduced complexity of massive MIMO
systems compared to MU-MIMO, and their maintaining of
the benefits of MU-MIMO, make massive MIMO systems a
natural choice for the future of wireless cellular communica-
tions [11].

In massive MIMO systems, simple linear detectors such
as MRC, zero forcing (ZF), or minimum mean square
error (MMSE) can achieve nearly optimal results [6]. MRC
receivers maximize the received signal power while neglect-
ing the interference from other users and is thus more suitable
for lower transmission powers. ZF receivers mitigate the
interference from other users while neglecting the effect of
random noise, which makes them more efficient for large-
power transmissions. MMSE receivers maximize the signal-
to-interference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at the BS and can
yield nearly optimal results in both cases. MMSE and ZF
receivers necessitate the computation of the pseudo inverse
of the channel matrix, which renders them more complex
than MRC receivers. Furthermore, if the channel is not well-
conditioned, the performance of ZF receivers will signifi-
cantly degrade [5], [12]. MRC receivers, on the other hand,
use a very low-complexity algorithm, but yield poor results
in interference-limited scenarios. However, when the number
of BS antennas is at least one order of magnitude greater
than the number of users, there are sufficient degrees of
freedom to effectively mitigate the interference, even using
MRC. In such cases the most efficient choice is to use lower
transmission powers along with an MRC detector.

The analytical calculations of the probability density func-
tion (PDF) of SINR for ZF and MMSE receivers can be
found in the literature: For a massive MIMO system with M
BS antennas and K users, SINRzg is a chi-squared ran-
dom variable with 2(M — K + 1) degrees of freedom [13].
Wang et al. [14] have found a tight approximation for the dis-
tribution of SINRzr considering the channel approximation
error. They used this approximation to obtain a closed form
expression for outage probability and bit error rate (BER) of
a ZF receiver. Ping Li et al. showed that the SINR of a MMSE
receiver can be expressed as the sum of two independent ran-
dom variables SINRymsg = SINRzg + 7. Using the random
matrix theory, they approximated the distribution of 7 and
used this approximation to obtain SINRymsg and a closed
form expression for BER under different conditions [15].

For MRC receivers, the analytical expression for the PDF
of SINR has not been calculated. In [16], SINRMRrc is
approximated, only for high powers, by a random variable
following a Fisher distribution. This approximation differs
significantly from the actual distribution of SINRyrc for
lower transmission powers; when the MRC receivers are most
beneficial. Ngo et al. [17] derived a lower bound for the
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capacity of massive MIMO systems, including the MRC
receiver. In [18] the BER performance of MRC receivers is
obtained by simulation.

In this paper, we derive an analytical expression for the
exact distribution of SINRygrc under Rayleigh flat fad-
ing conditions. Since this expression is too complicated to
be used for analytical performance evaluation of massive
MIMO systems; the obtained SINRyrc is approximated by
a gamma-distributed random variable for all transmission
power values, under the assumption of large number of users
and BS antennas. This assumption is advantageous to the
high-power assumption of [16], because: i) by definition of
massive MIMO systems, the number of BS antennas is very
large. Therefore our proposed assumption is very realistic for
all massive MIMO systems. And ii) the performance of MRC
receivers is nearly optimal for lower transmission powers and
degrades for higher powers. As a result the approximation
in [16] cannot be used for MRC receivers in the optimal range
of transmission power.

Using the proposed approximation, closed form expres-
sions are obtained for outage probability and BER. Simula-
tion results confirm the validity of derived expressions and
proposed approximations.

A. PAPER ORGANIZATION

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: Section II
presents the system model and preliminaries. Section III
covers the derivation of the exact expression for the PDF
of SINRMrc and its approximation. In Section IV the per-
formance of MRC receiver in massive MIMO systems is
evaluated by calculating closed form expressions for out-
age probability and BER. The numerical results are pro-
vided in Section V and the concluding remarks are drawn in
Section VI.

B. NOTATIONS

Throughout this paper, (.)” and (.)" respectively denote the
transposed and conjugate transposed matrices of a matrix.
||| is the L? norm (Euclidean norm) of a vector. ['(x) =
fooo t*~le~'dt denotes the gamma function. E{.} is the
mathematical expectation operator. CA(u, 0%) represents

a Gaussian distribution with mean p and variance o2.

~ 1 _ja-l,7F ~ (=
G(a, B) - rapeX. e P and Gla, B, 8) ~ rgpe
£)*le”F respectively denote two-parameter and three-

parameter (shifted) gamma distributions.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

A massive MIMO system containing one BS with M antennas
and K single-antenna users is considered as depicted in Fig. 1.
This paper addresses the uplink transmission where users
send their data in the same time-frequency resource towards
the BS. The signal is received by M BS antennas. The BS
will use these M signals to estimate the likeliest user sym-
bols. We assume that the transmission is subject to Rayleigh
flat fading with H € CM*X denoting the channel matrix

53227



IEEE Access

J. Beiranvand, H. Meghdadi: Analytical Performance Evaluation of MRC Receivers in Massive MIMO Systems

—» 1

—> 2

uondNdQq

— 'k

O
z

FIGURE 1. System model.

between the users and the BS. A, = [H],x is the channel
coefficient between the kth user and the mth BS antenna.
The channel coefficients are considered to be independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random variables
hmk ~ CN(0,1). The users simultaneously transmit their
symbols. s = [s1, 52, - - - ,sK]T is the vector of transmitted
user symbols with E {|sk|2} = 1. The received signal at
the BS, y € CM*! is given by (1).

y = /puHs +n. (1)

In (1), p, and n € CY*! respectively denote average trans-
mission power and the noise vector containing i.i.d. Gaussian
random variables with zero mean and unit variance. Using
this definition, signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) will be equal to p,,.

The BS can employ a multiuser ML detection to achieve
optimal performances; however the computational complex-
ity of this algorithm increases exponentially with the number
of users [17]. In massive MIMO systems, the number of BS
antennas and the number of users are large numbers and
the number of BS antennas always exceeds the number of
users. Under such conditions, linear receivers (MRC, ZF, and
MMSE) have nearly optimal performances in spite of their
simplicity [6]. Using linear receivers at the BS, the received
signal is multiplied by a detection matrix A € C¥*X forming
K separate streams:

r=Aly. )
Substituting (2) in (1) we obtain:
r= \/p_uAHHs +Afn. 3)

If the BS has the perfect CSI, the detection matrix for different
receivers is given by [17]. Namely for MRC receiver, where
interference from other users is neglected, we have:

A =H for MRC. @)
If we denote the kth column of A and H respectively by
a; and hg, the kth element in the vector r can be obtained
from [5]:
K
re = /Pad Mese + /P ) ai hisi +ag . ®)
izt
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In this equation, \/p_uaH hys, is the desired signal,
/Pu ZIK: 1 ik af h;s; is the interference caused by other
users, and akH n denotes the additive noise. The SINR for the
kth user is thus given by:

pulaf' e

"e=—r . ©)
P Y- |l hi]” + a1
7k

The exact expression of the distribution of SINR for MRC
receiver has not been analytically calculated. Furthermore,
the approximation given in [16] yields acceptable results
only for large p,, whereas in practice, MRC receivers are
especially interesting when p,, is small, such that the bottle
neck of the system is the noise power. In the following section
we will calculate the exact distribution of the SINR for MRC
receivers. For simplicity we will denote SINRyrc by SINR
in the remainder of this paper.

Ill. PROBABILITY DENSITY FUNCTION OF SINR FOR

MRC RECEIVERS

In this section we will derive analytical and approximate
expressions for the PDF of the SINR of a massive MIMO
system with an MRC receiver.

A. EXACT EXPRESSION FOR DISTRIBUTION OF SINR

FOR MRC RECEIVERS

In an MRC receiver, the detection matrix A is equal to the
channel coefficients matrix H. By substituting a; = hy in (6)
and dividing the numerator and the denominator by p, ||h |2,
the SINR for the kth user is obtained:

_ e 1> o
- i |thhl|2 + L *
i ek hel® P
H _2
Let us define X 2 [hg|2 zix 2 “Jﬁ“ﬁl Cand Z 2
k
Zl{(zl,i#k zZi.k- Equation (7) then becomes:
X X
"= —% =——7. ®)
1 Z+
Z Zik + Pu Pu

i=1, ik

where X £ ||hg||? is the sum of M independent exponential
random variables. Thus X has a gamma distribution G(M, 1)

with probability density function given by fx(x) = %e’x.

hiin|* . .
Furthermore z;; = |”;‘1 ”’l is an exponential ran-
k
dom variable independent of X with f;, (zix) = e k.

Random variable Z is therefore the sum of K — 1 indepen-
dent exponential random variables and will follow G(K —
1,1) gamma distribution with PDF given by fz(z) =
me’z [16].

It results from the above discussion, that for a given
value of transmission power p,, the SINR will be a ran-
dom variable y; which is the quotient of a random variable
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X ~ G(M, 1) divided by the sum of a random variable Z ~
GKK —1, 1) plus a constant -~ . Choi et al. [16] neglected the

constant - L and approx1mated SINR as y; ~ )—( . It is obvious

that this appr0x1mat10n holds only for small values of pl

i.e. for high values of transmission power. In this paper we
drop the large-power assumption and define the random vari-
able T 2 Z + L as the sum of a two-parameter gamma
distributed random variable and a constant. Thus T has a
three-parameter (shifted) gamma distribution G(K —1, 1, plu)

with probability distribution function given by:

(t . >K72

Yon) ), o L )
F(K - 1) Pu

Thus SINR can be considered as the ratio of two indepen-

dent random variables: yr = )T( with X ~ G(M, 1) and

T ~ G(K — 1,1, 1). Since the two random variables are

independent, their jolint probability density function is equal

to fxr (x, 1) = fx (X)fr (1):

x ]ef(x+t ) K-2
—_— |t — — (10)
rHrK -1 Pu

for t > [7%4 and x > 0. Using the variable transformations,
we can compute

Sy, ) = U lfxr(ty, 1) (1D

where J is the Jacobian determinant of the transformation:
J= 35’—? = t. This yields:

fr@t) =

fXT(xs t) =

Jrer(v, D) M tiMedi et (r : >K_2 (12)
T, 1) = -
" FMT(K — 1) Pu
‘ : : :
I‘ . .
15l f \ 1 Simulation |
\ = Theory
= a1l === Approx. in [16] |
& p,=-10 dB
0.5 |- M=10, K=5| |
0 AL I I
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
v
r T : —]
0.4 1 Simulation
03l = Theory . il
= === Approx. in [16]
Tz 02f -10dB | |
< Pu
- M=10, K=5
0.1} —
0
0 2 4 6 8

fort > [’L and y > 0. By marginalizing T in (12) we obtain:

—+00
fyk(y) = fyk,T(Vv t)dt
B VM—lePi
T TMT(K = 1)

+00
X/
1

Pu

1 K-2
t e—(y“”( —) dr. (13)
Pu

The integral in (13) can be solved using equation (3.383-4)
in [19]:

y—1

e_ 2py )/Mfl
) = MiK—2 MoK
CMp, > (y+1) 2
+1
X Wy-k+2 1-Mm-k (y ) (14)
2 2 »

where W, ,,(z) denotes the Whittaker function. Considering
the relation of Whittaker function to Laguerre polynomials,
L' (2) [20, eq. 13.18.17]:

Wiz ¢ ) = (—1)'nle 325 L0 @), (15)
we can further simplify (14) as:

Mepu yM 1 (l _K— M)(1+)/) (16)
(y + M+K- 1 Ly :

M

Fny) = (=¥

Fig. 2 shows the simulation results for the PDF of the
SINR of a MU-MIMO system for different values of p,,
as well as the theoretical result obtained by evaluation of (16).
Also included for comparison is the approximation given

0.4 AT
r‘ i
0.2
O0 1

1 Simulation
= Theory H
=== Approx. in [16]

pu—O dB
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v
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0
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FIGURE 2. PDF of the SINR in a system with a 10-antenna BS and 5 users for different values of signal strength.
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in [16]. It can be seen that the numerical results confirm
the validity of (14). However, the approximative distribution
of [16] is only valid for large p,, and significantly differs from
the real distribution for smaller p,,.

Since (14) and (16) are complicated expressions, they can-
not be practically used to derive analytical expressions for
the performance of the system. It is therefore useful to have
a simple approximate expression.

B. APPROXIMATION OF THE DISTRIBUTION OF

SINR IN MRC RECEIVERS

We demonstrated that in general, for a MU-MIMO system
with an MRC receiver, the probability density function is
given by (14) or equivalently (16). The problem with (14)
and (16) is that they are complicated equations and cannot be
used to obtain closed form expressions for the performance
measures of the system such as outage probability or BER.
However, the expression in (16) can be simplified under
certain conditions. For example in [16], the distribution of
SINR for high values of SNR has been approximated by a
Fisher distribution (the resulting expression can be obtained
from (14) by letting p, — o0). However in massive MIMO
systems, MRC receivers are mostly used in lower SNRs
where the approximation in [16] no longer holds. On the other
hand, in massive MIMO systems, the number of users and
BS antennas is very large with more BS antennas than active
users.

For small values of p,, the argument of Laguerre polyno-
mial in (16) approaches infinity and the polynomial may be
replaced with its highest order term, i.e. (—1 )”%z” forn=M
and z = (1 4+ y)/py. Furthermore, under this assumption,
the PDF of SINR is nonzero only for small values of y, that
is when 1 + y approaches 1. Under these conditions (16)
becomes:

M-1
—e
ranp!
which is the PDF of a gamma distributed random variable.
This, along with the fact that when M > K > 1, the form
of SINR distribution resembles that of a gamma distribution,
motivates us to approximate the PDF of SINR with a G(«, B)
distribution:

fu(y) =~ b, a7

a—1

14
BT ()
In order to find the parameters of the gamma distribution,
we need to calculate the mean and the variance of the random
variable y. yx being the quotient of two independent random
variables, its mean can be obtained by:

Fuly) ~ e F (18)

-1
mysz{X}E{<Z+pl) } (19)
where -
E{X} = L/ Me* dx
M) Jo
— w =M, (20)
(M)
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1 o0 1\
= — 7+ — 7 ez
F(K—l)/o ( Pu>

L 1
= erEx_1(—). 2D

u
with E,(z) £ /; loo e ¥t "dt denoting the generalized expo-
nential integral function. The mean of SINR is then given by:

L 1
my, = Mer«Ex_1(—). (22)
Pu
We can further simplify m,, by using the following property
of the generalized exponential function [21] and exploiting
the fact that K > 1:

e—.X —X
E,(x) < —— 23
P 1(X)_x+n_l (23)
my ~ ———— K>l 24)
Tok-2+1 (

In order to calculate the variance of y%, using the indepen-
dence of X and Z, we can write:

)
oszE[xz}]EKZeri) }—mik. (25)

where m,, is given by (22) and:

1 o0
IE{X2} m/ x2aM =1 o= gy
0

M +2)
= Tron =MM + 1), (26)

1 o0 1\ 72 (5
e — 2+ — el €7ZdZ
F(K—l)/o ( Pu>

1
er (K -2+ [,i) EK—Z([%) -1
— u [ ) (27)
K -2

The variance of SINR is therefore obtained from:

1
e (K =24 3)Ex 2(h) — |

2 _
o2 =MM +1) ra

1 1\?
- <M€P“EK—1(—)> . (28)

u

Equation (28) can be further simplified by using the following
property of the generalized exponential function [21]:

nEpr1(x) = e — xE,(x). (29)
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FIGURE 3. PDF of the SINR in a system with p, = 0 dB and for different values of M and K.

Using (29), it can be demonstrated that
&+ x)E,(x) — 1

n

= ¢"Ey(x) — €' Epq1(x)

1 1
~ — . (30)
n+x—1 n+x
where the second line follows from (23). The variance of
SINR in (28) then becomes:

1
2
o2 ~ MM +1) -
6 (K—3+plu K—2+piu)

2
M
[—— ). @1
(K—2+piu> Gl

Note that (24) and (31) contain only basic arithmetic oper-
ators. Using the mean and variance of SINR in (24) and (31),
we can determine the parameters of gamma distribution:

2

.

g =2, (32)
My,
m2

o= (33)
47

Thus, for all massive MIMO systems (provided that M >
K > 1), we can use a gamma distribution G(c, 8) with o and
B given by (32) and (33) for the SINR, in order to evaluate
the performance of the system. Fig. 3 shows the simulated
distribution of the SINR of a MU-MIMO system with MRC
receiver with p, = 0 dB for different values of M and K. The
figure also depicts theoretical distribution of SINR obtained
by (14) and its approximation given by (18). It can be seen
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that the derived theoretical expression follows exactly the
simulation result. However the value given by approximation
in (18) differs from the simulation for smaller number of
users. For K > 1 the approximation of (18) is shown to be a
very good approximation of the real distribution of the SINR.

In the next section we will use this approximation to
evaluate some performance measures of massive MIMO
systems.

IV. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION OF MASSIVE MIMO
SYSTEMS WITH MRC RECEIVER

In this section we will use the approximate expression for
SINR given by (18) to evaluate the performance of massive
MIMO systems. Two principal performance parameters are
considered: outage probability and BER.

A. OUTAGE PROBABILITY

Outage probability is an important measure of a communi-
cation system’s performance when the system is subject to
fading. It is defined as the probability that the instantaneous
value of SINR falls under a given threshold [14]:

Yih
Poutage(Yen) = Pr(y < ym) = /0 S y)dy. (34

Since the SINR follows a gamma distribution, the outage

probability is given by:

ylo, )
INCY)

e”'dt is the lower incomplete gamma

Poutage(Yen) = > (335

X ts—l

where y (s, x) = [;
function.
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B. BIT ERROR RATE

Another important measure of a communication system’s
performance is its BER. In a slow flat fading communica-
tion channel, the BER can be calculated from the following
integral [22]:

Py =/0 Py aweN(P)fy (Y)dy, (36)

where P, awgn is the BER for the additive white Gaussian
noise (AWGN) channel. We consider a quadrature amplitude
modulation (QAM), with P, awgN given by [23]:

4 (Ym—1) 3y
Py AWGN(Y) ~ Jnlogy(m) oG —7) (37)

where m denotes the modulation order. Substituting (18)
and (37) in (36) yields:

N 4(4/m— 1) 00 wl L 3y
P gt @dmiogyom Jo 7€ PO Y
(38)

The integral in (38) can be computed by numerical methods.
We can also use the simpler approximation of P, awgN given
in [24] to obtain an approximate closed form expression for
BER:

_ L5y
Pp AawGN(y) =~ 0.2¢" mT. (39)

Using this simpler approximation of P, awgnN instead of
that given by (37), a closed form approximation for BER is

2 T : :
1 Simulation
151 === Theory H
E === Approximation
=10 p,=10 dB
) M=10, K=5
0.5 =
O L |
0 1 2 3 4
v

1 Simulation
=== Theory H
=== Approximation

F ()

p,=10 dB
M=10, K=5

12 14

obtained:
1

BT ()
0.2
= =

(&)

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
In this section we provide Monte Carlo simulation results
in order to verify the proposed equations.! Fig. 3 showed
the simulated distribution of the SINR of a massive MIMO
system with p, = 0 dB and for different values of M and K.
The figure also includes the theoretical distribution obtained
from (16) and the approximated distribution obtained
from (18) with « and B given by (32) and (33). It can be seen
that while the exact expression of (16) coincides perfectly
with simulation results, the approximated distribution of (18)
deviates from simulation results especially for smaller values

of K.

Fig. 4 depicts the same distribution, this time for a
MU-MIMO system with a 10-antenna BS serving 5 single-
antenna users using MRC detection. Transmission power
varies between — 10 dB to 20 dB. Again, it can be seen that the
exact expression of (16) always yields the correct distribution
of SINR, regardless of values of M, K, and p,,. It can be seen
furthermore that even for moderate values of K, if the trans-
mission power is small enough, the approximation in (18)

b ~

o0 1.5 y
/ O.Zefmfyly“_le Bdy
0

(40)

TAll Matlab codes to reproduce simulation results can be downloaded
from https://github.com/hmeghdadi/massive_mimol

] Simulation
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FIGURE 4. PDF of the SINR in a system with M = 10 and K = 5 for different values of py,.
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is still valid. It is also worth noting that for MRC receivers
increasing the transmission power beyond a certain limit has
no effect on the distribution of the SINR and cannot enhance
the system performance. As a result, the approximation of
[16] which holds only for large values of SNR, cannot be used
to evaluate the performance of massive MIMO systems with
MRC receivers where using powerful mobile transmitters is
not practical and is inefficient. Fig. 5 shows the outage prob-
ability of a massive MIMO system with 100 BS antennas and
40 users. It can be seen that (35) is a very tight approximation
of the outage probability. In Fig. 6, the 4-QAM BER of a
massive MIMO system with 50 users is plotted for 100, 200,
and 400 BS antennas. The figure shows simulated BER as
well as the approximative expressions obtained from (38)
and (40). Both theoretical curves use the gamma distribution
of (18) for the PDF of SINR. However, while the solid-line
curve uses the tighter approximation of (37) for P, awcN,
the dashed-line curve uses the less exact approximation of
(39) for Py awgN. The former results in a better evaluation
of the system but necessitates the integral in (38) to be com-
puted numerically. The simpler approximation of (39) leads
to the closed-form expression of (40), but is a less accurate
prediction of the BER.

VOLUME 6, 2018

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, an exact expression for the PDF of SINR of an
MRC receiver for a MU-MIMO system is derived and ver-
ified by simulation. This expression is approximated for all
massive MIMO systems (i.e. when M > K > 1), resulting
in a gamma distribution with relatively simple expressions for
its parameters. The approximate PDF is used to predict the
outage probability and the BER of MRC receivers.
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