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Abstract—The spatial characteristics of the out-of-band radi- spectral efficiency and radiated energy efficiency by ordérs
ation thgt a multiuser MIMO system emits in the en\_/ironment, magnitude compared to systems used today [2].
due to its power amplifiers (modeled by a polynomial model)  \y yse a polynomial model to characterize the nonlinear
are nonlinear, is studied by deriving an analytical expres®n e . . .
for the continuous-time cross-correlation of the transmitsignals. power a.mpllfler of the base StaIIOIfl and to Qerlve an analyt_'ca
At a random spatial point, the same power is received at any €xpression for the cross-correlation matrix of the dowklin
frequency on average with amiMo base station as with asiso  transmit signals in &1M0O system. Using the cross-correlation
base station when the two radiate the same amount of power. matrix, the spatial distribution of the power received dfedi
For a specific channel realization however, the received p®¥ ot frequencies can be computed and analyzed. Just like othe
depends on the channel. We show that the power received out- - L
of-band only deviates little from the average in aMIMO system sources of upcorrelated.Interference tend to begome "Mg“;q
with multiple users and that the deviation can be significant at the user-side in massiwemo because of the big array gain
with only one user. Using an ergodicity argument, we concluel  of the system([3],[[4], we find that the power received outside
that out-of-band radiation is less of a problem in massiveviMo ,  the band is substantially lower when the number of antennas
where total radiated power is lower compared toSISO systems o big than when only a single antenna is used. This means
and that requirements on spectral regrowth can be relaxed in . . . .

MIMO systems without causing more total out-of-band radiation. that the Ilnearlty. reqUIre_ment of the. base S_tatlon hardware
can be lowered in massivaiMO relative to single-antenna

Index Terms—ACLR, massiveMIMO , MIMO , nonlinearity, out-  systems. Further, we define a measure of out-of-band radiati
of-band radiation, power amplifier, spectral regrowth. for MIMO systems based on over-the-air received powers and
show that it is substantially the same as measuring outafib
radiation on a per-antenna basis when the small-scaledgadin

Out-of-band radiation is the undesired power of a signal apefficients to the different antennas are uncorrelated-abu
frequencies outside the allocated frequency band. Suclerpowand radiation can therefore be measured on a per-antenna
usually arises from nonlinear circuits and can potentiallyasis also irMIMO.
disturb concurrent transmission in adjacent bands. Toeref The phenomenon of out-of-band radiation in single-antenna
many standards, e.gTe [1], limit the amount of out-of-band systems has been thoroughly studied before, see for example
radiation that is allowed to be emitted. Traditionally, @it [5]. Methods developed to mitigate out-of-band radiatguch
band radiation has been measured on a per-antenna basisslmigital pre-distortion, are also well knownl [6]. Many of
a MIMO setting, where many antennas concurrently transmiihese methods are, however, undesirable in a massive
this is not necessarily a sensible way to measure. The eztliasystem due to the great number of radio chains. Empirical
power from the transmitting antennas builds up constrabtiv studies of out-of-band radiation have been done in massive
or destructively in the air and the amount of out-of-bansiimo systems, seé [7]. To the authors’ knowledge, however,
radiation that disturbs transmission in adjacent bandgluas the spatial distribution of out-of-band radiation from altiu
be greater or smaller than what was emitted from any singletenna base station, which is the subject of this study, has
antenna. Not to disturb other communication, the out-afebanot been analyzed before.
radiation should therefore instead be limited on the bakis o
what is actually received by the users of adjacent bands.

In this article, we study the spatial distribution of the -out The elementwise complex conjugate of the matiik is
of-band radiation in order to gain some fundamental insighenotedM*, its Hermitian transpos®dI" and its transpose
into its behavior in multi-antenna systems with nonlined¥I'. If M is a Hermitian matrix \max(M) denotes its prin-
amplifiers, and to understand how it should be appropriatetipal eigenvalue. Ifa(t) £ (a1 (t),ax2(t),...)T and b(t) £
measured. This will be an important aid for the standardbi(t),b2(t),...)T, where {a;(t),b;(t)} are jointly weakly
ization process of future communication systems, which astationary random processes, their cross-correlationtifum
envisioned to incorporate base stations with hundreds isrdenoted byRay(7) = E[a*(t)bT(t + 7)]. Similarly, the
thousands of antennas—so calledssiveMiMo—to increase autocorrelation function of a discrete-time sigral] =

I. INTRODUCTION

II. NOTATION
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(a1[n],...,az[n])" is denotedRaa[v] £ E[a*[n]a’ [n + 1] ]. The discrete-time channel is given by
Furthermore,(¢(7) = ¥(7))(t) denotes the convolution at R .

between the functiong(r) and(r), §(r) the continuous- H[(] = (p(T)*H(T) *p (*T))(KT), )
time Dirac distribution and, 0 the K-dimensional identity

and all-zero matrices. whereH(7) £ (hg, (7),...,hs, (7))T and@y is the location
of user k. The simplest linear precoder is the maximum-
I1l. DOWNLINK SYSTEM MODEL ratio precoder, whose impulse response is giverW/] =
H . . .
. . - . » oH"[—{], wherea is a real-valued normalization factor that
The base station transmits the digital signalp] = is chosen such thab>, [|[W[¢]|2 — K. Other common

y T I - I
(z1[n,..., zi([n]) " on its M antennas by pulse ampIItUdeprecoders are zero-forcing precoding and regularized-zero

modulating them with the pulsg(7) into the analog signal forcing precoding, see e.g. [10[, J11]. We assume that tise ba

x1(¢) station knowsH[¢] perfectly.
x(t) 2 : _ Zx[n]p(t T+ W), 1) F_urther, we assume tha@n] is a circularly symmetric i.i.d.
stationary process, for which
xn (1)
. . . . IK, If V= 0
whereT is the symbol duration an# is a random variabfe R[] = 0 therwise (6)
that is uniformly distributed on the interval < ¥ < T. K, Oherwise

The bandwidth of the pulse(r) is assumed to be equalBecause of the multiuser precoding I (4) and of the central
to the bandwidthB that is allocated to the base stationiimit theorem, the distribution of the discrete-time trenis
The signalx(t) is amplified to transmit power inty(t) = signalsx|n] is close to circularly symmetric Gaussian. Note
(y1(2), ..., ym(t))T, where the amplification is modeled as that this is true independently of whetheFpm or single-
carrier transmission is used and independently of the order
Z / (= )T (7)1 (7_)|2(p71)d7_, ) of the symbol_c.onstellation [:%1]. The qutocqrrelation fiiore
of the unamplified transmit signalgn] in a given coherence
interval (the expectation is taken with respect to the syisbo
whereb,,,,(7) is the impulse response of the nonlingath conditioned on the small-scale fading) is
order term of then-th amplifier [6]. Note that this polynomial
model is a special case of the more general \olterra sérjes [9** v =

all kernels outside the diagonal are set to zero and all di;am
g yname (ZW Dy *s* [nfﬁ])(ZsT [n+v—{|Dy/ QWT[E’])]

p=1_"

memory is removed.
We now letrg(t) denote the received signal at a pothin . T
space. The received signal can then be computed as = ZW [(]DeW " [v+{]. (7)
14

. For example, if maximume-ratio precoding is dod,x[v] =
=/ Pe / hg (7)y(t — 7)dr, () 23, H'[()D:H*[¢ — v]. The pulse-amplitude modulated
x(t) thus has the autocorrelation function

wherehg(7) is the impulse response of the small-scale fading

from the array to the poin® and 8¢ € R*™ a large-scale Roxx(7) Z Rocx[v p (=) (r = vT). (8)
fading coefficient, which models signal attenuation duedthb =T
distance and shadowing. The cross-correlation of the transmit signal is thus:
V. BASE STATION RADIATION PATTERN T
e s () = E[ 3 [ gt = N2t Wz
We assume that the base station is senfingingle-antenna g
users and that th&/ transmit signals are produced by linear p 7 > ,
precoding as: / b (t 4T = N ) (X))@ (V) 2P~ DN
P'=1"
Z WY 2/25 [n — 4], (4) )
P P % %
wheres[n] £ (si[n),...,sx[n])7, sx[n] is the symbol to be = Z Z / / by (t = Nbmrpe (t 4+ 7 = X')
transmitted to usek at symbol timen, Dg £ diag(§) is p=1p'=1_"1_
a diagonal matrix With the relative power allocatioas% E[ * (A ):Em/(X)|$m()\)|2(p71)|$m/(>\/)|2(p/*1)}d)\d)\/
(&1,...,&k)T, for which &, € RT and >, & = 1, on its (10)
diagonal and'W[¢]} is the impulse response of the precoder. 2@ () 3

mm

1The introduction of U is a way to make pulse-amplitude modulation_In the last step, the variabigust translates the integ_ran_d. The
preserve stationarity [8]; it only appears in this equation integral thus does not depend orand the transmit signals



are therefore weak-sense stationary. Because odd monfentd.oThe Traditional Single-Antenna Setting

Gaussian random variable are zero, we seedfffdt’ (A, \')is  Traditionally, thetransmittedout-of-band radiation has been
zero form # m/, for all p, p’, A, X', if the unamplified signals measured at the antenna port in terms of the Adjacent-Channe
zm(t) are uncorrelated across the antennas. This means thahkage Ratio ACLR). Let Syy(f) be the power spectral

When Rxx(7) is diagonal Ryy (7) is diagonal too. density of the transmit signal in a single-antenna basestat
Using the moment theorem for Gaussian random variableen acLRr is defined as[[1],[13]:

2], 5(1”1’ )(A X') can be computed for any., m’, p,p’, e.g.,

B/2 8B/2 g
1,1 , max{[” 3B//2 Fdf, f / y(H)df}
anm?(/\ N)=Rype, , (N = X) (11) ACLR £ J"B/Q s . (20)
623()\ N)=202 Ry o (N =N (12) B2

(2.2) , s o ) ) The measure compares the amount of power that has leaked
A X )= Rxmxm/(A*)\)(Q%M%M,Jr|Rzmxm/(>\*A)‘ ), over to an immediately adjacent band, which is assumed to
(13) have the same widtl3 as the allocated band, to the power

in the allocated band. The first term in the numeratoi af (20)

wheres? £ R,,., (0). Furthermore, we note that is the power in the band just to the left of the allocated band
(00" , N and the second term that in the band to the right.
Eme A A) = (A5 A). (14) We lethg(f) = he(f) be the frequency response from the

To study the radiation pattern of the array at differerﬁmgle -antenna base station to the p@inif the antenna gain is

frequencies, we define the frequency response of the charffiiStant over the frequency bape353/2, 35/2], thenACLR
to the pointd as: equivalently can be measured in a fading environment in the

air too as
_ 7 ) d 3B/2 d
ho(f) 2 / hg(r)e 72" dr. (15) Al — max{ [, E Jdf 7f (f)]df}
3/2
- f B/2 ]df
Let Ryy(7) be the matrix, whose'm,m')-th element is (21)
Ry,.y,, (). The radiation pattern is given by the powehere averaging is done over the small-scale fading. Note
spectral density that, because of the averaging, this ratio is the same ay ever
c location® and is equal t&ACLR in (20). A fading environment
N / Ryy (T)e 7> dr (16) can be artificially created in a reverberation chamber, whic
would lend itself to practical measurements of this kind]{14
and the power received at the po#htat frequencyf is B. The Multi-Antenna Setting
L ~H - The most straightforward way to generalize theLr
So(f) = Behg(f)Syy(f)he(f)- (17) measure to a multi-antenna setting is to define a per-antenna
Note that the power radiated by the base station at frequerﬁ%/LR as
fis ACLR,, &
B/2 3B 2
S (f) £ tr(syy(f)) (18) max{f 3B//2 ymym )1df, fB/2/ ymym(f) ] df}
. . = . B/2 d ‘
and that the average received power at a point, whg(¢) is Jo B/2 [Symym(f)]df
independent 08, (f) and the fading at the different antennas (22)

- A s _
are zero mean and uncorrelatefhe (f)hg (f)] = i, is Since signals from a multi-antenna base station combine in

E[Se(f)] = Bo E[Sx(f)]. (19) Fhe air hpwever, therg is_ a chance that the rec_eived power
in an adjacent band is different from the transmitted power.
The expectation is over all small-scale fading, also over tfiTherefore it remains to determine what the per-antextir
channels to the users, on which the precoding is based. says about how much a victim receiver, who operates in an
adjacent band, really is disturbed.
Based on the observation in_{21), we define a measure that
To constrain the amount of out-of-band radiation a bageneralizes thecLR concept to multi-antenna transmission.
station radiates, it is important to be able to easily measuVe define themiMO-ACLR as
it at the base station. In this section, we study the measure
conventionally used in single-antenna systems and géreral
it to multi-antenna systems. We also propose a framework to max{f 33/2 E[Se(f)]df, f33/2 Se(f)]df}
analyze how the transmitted signal is beamformed at diftere B/Q
frequencies—in-band and out-of-band. - B/2 pHlds

V. MEASURES OFOUT-OF-BAND RADIATION

MIMO- ACLR(O)

(23)



In the definition, the expectation is taken with respect ® thThis corresponds to the highest normalized power receited a
small-scale fading. The small-scale fadiﬁ(f) is assumed a given frequency at any point, i.e.

to be independent of that of the usdrs, (f), for all k, so - 9

thathe(f) andSy, (f) are independent. Smax(f)Pe|bo(F)II” = So(f), V6. (26)

We show that the Measuremo -ACLR has the following  Note that Spax(f) bounds themaximumreceived power
properties, ifE[ho(f)hg (f)] = L, for all 6: density at frequency for all channel vectordig(f). There is
P1 It does not depend on the large-scale fadipgand 3 possibility, however, that the maximizing channel vetias
is the same for alb. zero probability to show up in the physical environment. The
P2 Itdoes not change if the transmitted signal is scale@easure might therefore be a rather loose upper bound, in the

P3  Itis equal to the per-antenAdLR,, and to theACLR  sense that the maximum adjacent-band power it indicates is
of a single-antenna system with the same radiategrely seen by a victim user.

power.
The properties P1, P2 and P3 follow from1(19), which gives VI. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES
MIMO-ACLR — In this section, the spatial distribution of the out-of-dan
_BJ2 3B/2 radiation is studied for some representative scenariok. Al
max { [55 0 E[Su(f)]df, [5,5 E[Sw(f)]df} oq) Continuous-time signals are simulated with = 5-times
fB/2 E[Sw(f)]df » (24) oversampling. The code to reproduce the plots can be found
—B/2 at/https://github.com/OOBRadMIMO/NumericalResults.

where the argumer@ has been dropped. . _ _
Further, we conjecture that the measwramo-ACLR has A. Assumptions of the Numerical Analysis

this property: _ A memory-less, third order polynomial model is assumed,
C1 It depends only weakly on the power allocati¢fs} whereb,,,, (1) = by,,0(7), for p = 1,2,Ym, andb,,(r) = 0,
and the path lossel3, } of the users. for p > 2. Then the cross-correlation i {10) simplifies into

The conjectured property C1 remains a conjecture in thidystu
It is however made plausible by the fact that the optimal Ry,.y, ., (7) = by1bm1Ra,a,,, (T) + 2Rz, 0, , (T)
transmit direction of each usérdoes not depend on its path X (b;;ﬂbm,wi + b obmrio?
loss Bg, in massivemiMO, see [15]. . 2 2 e

It is important to note that, due to its high array gain, a mas- + babma (207, Tz + | Ba i, (7)) ))' (27)
siveMIMO system can radiate less power than a single-antenngve setb,,;, = 1 and b2 = —0.03491 + ;0.005650

system for a given performance requirement. Hence, evengktracted through linear regression from measurementiseon
the ACLR in a single-antenna system and thiéMO-ACLR in  classas amplifier that can be run froni [16]), for ath, and

a massiveMiMo system are the same, the absolute amount gfade the amplifier operate at its 1 dB-compression point. As
interfering power a victim that operates in an adjacent bapghise shaping filter, we chose a root-raised cosine with roll
suffers from is lower in the massiveiMO system than in off 0.22, as inLTE [1], which gives the normalized bandwidth
the single-antenna system. Property P3 of thei0-ACLR BT — 1.99.

measure thus suggests that kne1o -ACLR for massivemiMo Two channel scenarios are considered: line-of-sight and
can be higher thamcLR can be for a single-antenna systenhdependent Rayleigh fading channels. For simplicityyatrs
without disturbing communication in adjacent bands moregre assumed to be on the same distance from the base station
the difference betweemIMO-ACLR andACLR roughly being and experience the same large-scale fading,dee.= 1 for
equal to the array gain of the massivevo system. all k. Equal power allocation is applied, i., = 1/K for all

C. Worst-Case Out-of-Band Radiation k.

If coding can be done over mult|ple coherence m.teryalﬁétween each antenna and each user: the direct non-obscured
then only the average amount of received out-of-band radiat ath. Furthermore, a uniform linear array is considerecdde

is relevant for a victim. Howe_ver, '_chgre are cases, where t e angle to thé-th user byf.. The channel to user is then
channels are correlated, e.g. if a victim follows the mowveime . b
of a served user, or where coding cannot be done over muIti[gllée/en y
coherence intervals, e.g. because of latency constraints o hy, (1) = eI a6(7), (28)
because the fading is static as in a line-of-sight scenémio.
these cases, one has to study whether there are points,db wMihereg;. is the phase shift due to the propagation delay to the
the out-of-band radiation is beamformed, in order to priote@fray, ando . is the steering vector to usér The phase shift
victims in every coherence interval. To study whether tiagee iS assumed to be uniformly distributed over2z]. Them-th
such points, we study the maximum power spectral densiglement of the steering vector, in the case of a linear aridy w
which is defined as uniform spacing, is given bfer;],,, = e/27m& s 0)/X where
. A is the distance between the antennas aride wavelength
Smax(f) = )‘maX(Syy(f))- (25)  ofthe signal carrier. We study the case, whare- \/2, which

In the studied line-of-sight scenario there is only one path
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is commonly regarded as the smallest interantenna distance 40 |- JANAAYSSN .
that results in little coupling between antennas. \

In an environment with non-line-of sight, independenty 39| “ “
Rayleigh fading has proven to model the massievo &=
channel well at symbol rate sampling [17]. We assume th&
oversampled channel impulse response also to be i.i.d.-Gatg 100
sian, i.e. each element in o

|
adjacent-band | in-band _adjacent-band

maximum PSDM Smax(f)
Se, (f) of user with minP, © 1)

LP {H(7)}({T /) ~ 6N (0,1/L), (29) B | :Zzgmsggggiﬁz?;t
where LP{-}(¢) is an ideal low-pass filter with cutoff fre- -2 -1 0 1 2
quency 5= and whereL is the number of non-zero taps. Normalized FrequencyT
We study the case whereé = 15k, which corresponds to
a maximum excess delay of 15 symbol periods. Fig. 1. Power spectral densities for a system with 10 useisl80 antennas

in a Rayleigh fading channel.
B. Numerical Results

We define the in-band power, received adjacent-band power 35| p
and maximum adjacent-band power as ‘ /
-B/2 — 30l ||/ l “\
A 1] \/ f i ‘
Fu(®) 2 [, SolDdf G0 = 10 kA - - 4
—B/2 — ;‘M“H\ MW rm“ “'h\ "
. —B/2 3B/2 S My m\ \MM"‘ N M 7
Pop(6) 2 max {/ Se(f)df, Sg(f)df}, 31 o VR
_3B/2 B/2 W \“U “ u
A —B/2 3B/2 20 - ‘ Po‘ max ’7 - - radiat‘led out-of-band pow%r*
Pob,max= max Smax(f)dfa Smax(f)df . (32) | “ F : :
—3B/2 B/2 _oo° _45° 0 45° 90°
The power spectral densities in Figlile 1 are from a system Incidence Angled [rad]

with 100 base station antennas that serves 10 users over a

realization of a frequency-selective Rayleigh fading ct&n Fig 2 The adjacent-band power in different directions ifina-of-sight
Because of channel hardening, generating another charmhehnel with 100 antennas and 10 users. The vertical lindate the
does not change the general appearance of the curves.dggftions of the users.

measuring the vertical distance between the transmitteegpo

spectral densitySi(f) (black) to the power spectral density . —_ . i
Se, (f) received at the user with the smalle@s(0;) (red), power experienced by a victim. The array gain of the worst

we see that the array gimf the in-band power of even thecase adjacent-band power is thus slightly higher than in the

. leigh fadin ill significantly lower than
weakest user is around 10dB. Furthermore we see, when I?f%eg ading case, butstill significantly lower than éreay

. L . seen in-band, which is 10 dB (cannot be seen in the plot).
maximum power spectral densifl|h(f)[*]Smax(f) (blue) is In between the served users, we see that the out-of-band powe

compared to the transmitted power spectral denSBYf). s ;ooroximately equal to or slightly lower than the radiate
that the worst-case out-of-band power has a much smal lt-of-band power oBiw(f)
-Ul= tx .

array gain, around 2dB. The received power spectral densit . : ——
Se(f) at many random poini8 were generated, each with an ¥hese observations can also be made by studying the eigen

independent Rayleigh fading channel vector. All had thees value distribution of the correlation matri,,, (f) at different

a . .
. . nci Fi wher 100-antenn m th
general appearance as the one that is plotted in yellow. Trﬁ!l;%que cies, see Figufd 3, where a 100-antenna system that

: ) . erves both 10 users and 1 user is studied for one realization
received power varies around the radiated power level an . :
. . of a Rayleigh fading channel. We see that, for 10 users and
well below the maximum power spectral density.

. . . frequenciesf < B/2, 10 out of 100 eigenvalues are 20dB
In Figure[2, the adjacent-band powéty() of a line- b(i%gger than the rest. These correspond to the directioniseof t

of-sight system can be seen for different directions around .. A+ out-of-band frequencigs > B/2 however, there

the array. From the peaks, it can be seen that the power

. . . ) are no eigenvalues significantly above the average, which is
out-of-band is beamformed in the directions of the serve g g - y . 9

: . ; ) rked with by dot. This means that, even in a worst-case
users. The highest of these peaks, in this case, is 4

. . S scenario, a victim will not receive significantly more power
above the transmitted adjacent-band power. This is also h8W 9 y P
. . . . ut-of-band than on average.
high the maximum adjacent-band powRy;, max (which upper

bounds the adjacent-band power of any victim—not neces- 2 Single-user massivelimo system, the out-o-band

R : . . . fadiation is distributed differently, see the dashed lines
sarily in line-of-sight) is above the transmitted adjackahd Figure[3. The signal out-of-band is more directive than i th

2with 100 antennas, the maximum array gain is 20 dB. Here 165 smre multiuser case _and has an _array gain of approximately 10 (EIB in
this, so each user gets 10dB of array gain. the strongest direction. This should be compared to theakign



@ 1 ‘f_B Further, we have seen that out-of-band radiation can be

= sl f—3p/a || measured in space in terms @fMO-ACLR and thatMIMO -

g = B/2 ACLR is the same as the per-antenm@LR measured at the

S o6 L f=mB/4 || base station. To measure and constrain the radiated dusruf-

- —f=0 power at the base station is thus sufficient to limit the ayera

S o4l | amount of power a victim in an adjacent band is disturbed by.
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