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Abstract—To keep supporting 6G requirements, the radio
access infrastructure will increasingly densify. Cell-free (CF)
networks offer extreme flexibility by coherently serving users
with multiple Access points (APs). This paradigm requires
precise and stable phase synchronization. In this article, we
adapt the standardized 5G NR setup (subcarrier spacing,
OFDM symbol duration and allocation) to investigate the effect
of Phase Noise (PN) on the simulated performance of scalable
CF networks. In contrast to the prior literature relying on the
simplified model of a free-running oscillator with the Wiener
process, we deploy a realistic hardware-inspired phase noise
model reproducing the Local Oscillator (LO) phase drift. Our
results demonstrate that even affordable LOs offer sufficient
stability to ensure negligible loss of uplink Spectral Efficiency
(SE) on the time scale of the standardized 5G Transmission
Time Interval of 1 ms. This study substantiates the feasibility
of CF networks based on 5G standards.

Index Terms—6G, cell-free, phase synchronization, MIMO

I. INTRODUCTION

Cell-free (CF) networking will play a pivotal role in the
upcoming 6G networks [1], [2]. In CF, user devices (often
called ”User Equipment” or UE) are served by multiple
Access Points (APs) performing coherent joint transmission
and reception [3]. This approach offers superior Spectral
Efficiency (SE) compared to conventional architectures like
Macro Base Stations or small cells [4], promising a more
efficient and effective network infrastructure for 6G.

CF networking has attracted attention for its impressive
performance in theoretical studies under ideal conditions [4].
Building upon this success, subsequent research has focused
on incorporating more realistic assumptions, including the
utilization of non-ideal hardware, to facilitate practical im-
plementation. These efforts can be categorized into two main
groups: 1) hardware implementations or testbeds aimed at
validating and demonstrating the feasibility of CF network-
ing in real-world scenarios, and 2) analytical and simulation
studies that employ more realistic assumptions. Since the
main enabler of the CF is coherent processing, here we
would like to underline the importance of phase synchro-
nization between the communication nodes (e.g., a UE and
APs serving the user, including inter-AP synchronization).

a) Testbeds: Wang et al. [5] implemented a central-
ized cloud-based CF mMIMO network. In their testbed, a
CPU served 16 eight-antenna UEs with 16 eight-antenna
APs. In [6], the KU Leuven CF Multiple-Input-Multiple-
Output (MIMO) testbed was used to obtain channel state

information (CSI) in a dense CF deployment consisting
of 8 APs with 8 antennas each (64 antennas in total).
In both works, most of the Hardware Impairments (HWI)
effects are implicitly assessed since real equipment was used.
Unfortunately, both works used a common clock and the
effect of Phase Noise (PN) was not estimated.

b) Theoretical studies: Several works investigated the
effect of Local Oscillator (LO) PN on a single carrier [7], [8]
and on OFDM-based [9] CF networks. The articles assess the
performance of CF networks when non-ideal LOs are used.
Inspired by Petrovic et al. [10], the authors of the papers
modeled PN by a discrete-time independent Wiener process
assuming independent innovations at every time instance.
The papers reported significant degradation in comparison to
an ideal LO: up to 58% performance degradation in terms
of 5%-outage rate in [8]. The authors of [7], [9] propose
channel estimators compensating for PN in the sense of
estimating the effective channel. By utilizing the assumed
structure of PN in the estimator and then using the estimate
for receive combining, a sort of phase noise compensating
signal processing framework was proposed.

Stat-of-the-Art limitations: The PN model used in [7]–
[9] is a good choice for a first approximation of real LO
performance. However, considering the immense importance
of coherent processing for the potential of CF, more realistic
PN models must be used to assess the CF network perfor-
mance as it was highlighted by practitioners [11].

Contributions: In this work, we

1) Critically analyze the impact of time-frequency re-
source allocation specified by 3GPP on PN.

2) Deploy a realistic hardware-inspired phase noise
model reproducing the LO phase drift.

3) Simulate a CF network to assess the effect of realistic
PN on uplink SE of 3GPP-compliant OFDM system.

Notation: Vectors and matrices are denoted by boldface
lower and upper case symbols. The symbols (·)T , (·)H ,
and (·)† express the transpose, Hermitian transpose, and
pseudo-inverse operators, respectively. The notations CL×1

and CW×W refer to complex L-dimensional vectors and
W × W matrices, respectively. Finally, a ∼ CN (0,Σ)
represents a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian variable
with zero mean and covariance matrix Σ.
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Fig. 1: CF massive MIMO network with user-centric clus-
tering.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

First, we introduce the OFDM system model considering
PN effects. Secondly, we adopt standard 3GPP settings and
show their effect on the expected influence of PN. Finally,
we introduce the scalable CF network model taking into
account the realistic effects of PN on the OFDM system.

Industry-baked efforts targeting the development of CF
networks are heavily based on 5G NR standards [12], [13]
to simplify the transition to practice. In this article, we use
the same approach. To focus solely on the communication
performance, we assume that the Initial Access, Pilot As-
signment, Cluster Formation, Channel Estimation, and Radio
Resource Allocation procedures are completed by utilizing
techniques available in the literature [14], [15].

A. OFDM system model

Consider an OFDM system with N subcarriers, a subcar-
rier spacing ∆f , and a bandwidth B = 1/Ts = N∆f , where
Ts is the sampling period. Signal {Xi}N−1

i=0 is transmitted
over N subcarriers of an OFDM symbol, with an average
per-symbol power p. By means of an N -point IDFT, we can
write the time-domain representation of the OFDM symbol
transmitted by UE as

xn =
1√
N

N−1∑
i=0

Xie
j2πin/N , (1)

where index n is the time-domain channel use (sample).
1) Phase Noise Model: Time-dependent random phase

drifts, also known as PN, cause multiplicative distortions
of the received signal. The distortions are introduced when
the signal is multiplied by the LO’s output during up- and
down-conversion operations.

The total PN between one user and one AP at n-th time
sample can be expressed as

θn = ϕn + φn. (2)

The particular realizations of the ϕn and φn depend on
the model, e.g. it can be a simple Wiener process or a
random process with a complex spectrum defined by various
instabilities of the LOs (phase noise, phase random walk,
frequency noise, frequency random walk etc.). The models
of the phase noise are discussed in details in Sec. III.

We can express time-domain PN realization during one
received OFDM symbol as ptime = [ejθ0 , . . . , ejθN−1 ]T ∈
CN×1 while its frequency-domain counterpart is written as
pfreq = [P0, . . . , PN−1]

T ∈ CN×1 where the elements are
obtained via DFT as Pi =

1
N

∑N−1
n=0 ejθne−j2πni/N .

2) OFDM Signal Model with Phase Noise: The received
signal in the time domain ytime ∈ CN×1 is

ytime = ptime ◦ (xtime ⊛ htime) + ztime, (3)

where xtime ∈ CN×1 the transmitted signal, htime ∈ CN×1

the channel impulse response, and ztime ∈ CN×1 the addi-
tive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) with i.i.d. CN

(
0, σ2

z

)
elements. It is easy to show that, the received signal in the
frequency domain yfreq ∈ CN×1 is

yfreq = pfreq ⊛ (xfreq ◦ hfreq) + zfreq (4)

where xfreq = [X0, X1, · · · , XN−1]
T, hfreq =

[H0, H1, · · · , HN−1]
T, zfreq = [Z0, Z1, · · · , ZN−1]

T ∈
CN×1 are the transmit symbol, channel frequency response,
and noise, respectively, in the frequency domain.

PN effects on the received signal for each subcarrier i ∈
{0, 1, · · · , N − 1}, (4) can be rewritten as [16]

Yi = P0︸︷︷︸
CPE

HiXi +

N−1∑
ℓ=0,ℓ̸=i

P(i−ℓ)NHℓXℓ︸ ︷︷ ︸
ICI

+Zi, (5)

where (·)N denotes the modulo-N operation. The Common
Phase Error (CPE) is an identical phase rotation in all
subcarriers within an OFDM symbol while the Inter-Carrier
Interference (ICI) is an additive noise (not always Gaussian).
Note that for a given OFDM symbol, CPE can be estimated
and compensated during the channel estimation process.

3) Channel Model: We consider a time-varying channel
that is divided into Coherence Blocks (CBs) with a coher-
ence time Tc and a coherence bandwidth Bc. Within the
coherence time, Nct ≜ ⌊Tc/TOFDM⌋ OFDM symbols with
duration TOFDM are transmitted. Similarly, we can calculate
the number of subcarriers within the coherence bandwidth as
Ncb ≜ ⌊Bc/∆f⌋. Each CB spans Nct and Ncb successive
OFDM symbols and subcarriers, over which the channel is
time-invariant and frequency flat. In the following, let us
consider one coherence block as the focus of our analysis.

Numerology: For the Frequency Range 1 (FR1: sub-
6 GHz), the most popular 5G NR numerology is µ = 0,
consequently, the smallest time-frequency resource unit that
can be scheduled to a user corresponds to a CB spanning
over Bc=180 kHz bandwidth (Ncb = 12 subcarriers with
∆f = 15 kHz spacing) and Tc = 1 ms (divided into Nct =
14 OFDM symbols with a duration of TOFDM =71.4 µs
each). The number of coherent channel uses is τ = NctNcb.

4) Resource Element Mapping and Channel Estimation:
In line with [15], we assume the Transmission Time Interval
(TTI) format where all OFDM symbols are used for uplink
communication. To enable channel estimation and CPE
compensation, at least one OFDM symbol should contain



Fig. 2: Mapping of the Resource Elements within a coher-
ence block.

pilot signals (Demodulation Reference Signal) according to
3GPP TS 38.211. Though most commonly OFDM symbols
3 or 4 are used, we can assume a scenario where the pilots
are transmitted at the very beginning of the TTI (see Fig. 2).
The coherent channel uses τ = τp and τc consist of channel
uses for pilot and data, respectively.

The pilot allocation in Fig. 2 represents the worst-case
scenario from the CPE point of view. The CPE is compen-
sated only at t = 0 OFDM symbol while the other symbols
are affected by the growing error. For an arbitrary OFDM
symbol t, the received signal is expressed as:

Y t
i = P t

0HXt
i + Zt

i , (6)

where P t
0 is the CPE for the OFDM symbol t (note that

P 0
0 = 1) and H is constant over Nct OFDM symbols

and Ncb subcarriers. Compared to (5), this equation also
takes into account that the 5G subcarrier spacing aims at
eliminating the effect of ICI.

B. Scalable Cell-Free network

The CF massive MIMO (CF mMIMO) network shown in
Fig. 1 is a communication network consisting of M APs
distributed over a geographical area that collaborate to serve
K users through coherent joint transmission and reception
[3] utilizing shared time-frequency resources. The APs are
connected to central processing units (CPUs) responsible for
coordination. Precoding and combining operations can be
performed at each AP, centrally at the CPU, or through a
distributed approach involving both APs and CPUs [6]. In
this study, we focus on the centralized processing.

1) CF Channel model: Let us consider a general case
of APs equipped with L antennas and extend the model in
Sec II-A3. Within a coherence block, the random channel
vector between UE k and AP m is modeled by independent
correlated Rayleigh fading as hmk ∼ CN (0,Rmk) where
the small scale fading is modeled with complex Gaussian
distribution and Rmk ∈ CL×L is a deterministic positive
semi-definite correlation matrix that describes the large-scale
propagation effects (i.e., shadowing and pathloss) with a
fading coefficient βmk = tr(Rmk)/L. Similarly to [4], [7],
we assume that the set of correlation matrices is known by
the communication nodes.

2) Scalable CF: To ensure network scalability, each AP
serves just a set of UEs. Björnsson and Sanguinetti [4]
suggested forming clusters of APs serving users in a user-
centric manner (see Fig. 1). In this case, AP m serves just
a subset of K UEs ensuring the network scalability

Dm = {k : tr(Dmk) ≥ 1, k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}}. (7)

3) Phase Noise in CF: Since there is no ICI, phase
noise should be updated once per OFDM symbol t which
corresponds to an update of CPE every TOFDM. For a
practical scenario where L antennas of the m-th AP are
connected to a single LO, the corresponding PN matrix for
k-th UE is expressed as Θt

mk = ejθ
t
mkIL, where θtmk is

obtained as in (2) for AP m and UE k. Note that Θ0
mk = IL

as CPE for t = 0 is included in the channel estimation.
4) Received Signal Model: Here we derive the achievable

SE for a practical scalable CF network with PN. We use
centralized processing, where the APs forward all received
signals to the CPU. Next, the CPU performs the channel
estimation and data detection. Note that to isolate the neg-
ative effects of channel estimation error from the effects
introduced by PN, we assume perfect channel estimation.

In uplink, the M APs send the received signals {ym,i :
m = 1, · · · ,M} to the CPU. In such case by setting W =
ML, the uplink signal received on i-th subcarrier of the
given ODFM symbol can be written as

yi =

K∑
k=1

ΘkhkXk,i + n, (8)

where Xk,i ∈ C from UE k with power pk, yi =
[yT

1,n · · ·yT
M,n]

T ∈ CW×1 is a block vector, while hk =

[hT
k1 · · ·hT

kM ]T ∼ CN (0,Rk) is the concatenated channel
vector from all APs and Θk = diag(Θ1k, · · · ,ΘMk) ∈
CW×W is the phase noise matrix including CPE for this
OFDM symbol. The block diagonal spatial correlation ma-
trix Rk = diag(Rk1, · · · ,RkM ) ∈ CW×W is obtained
by assuming that the channel vectors of different APs are
independently distributed. Finally, the thermal noise vector
n ∼ CN (0, σ2

W IW ) is spatially and temporally independent
and has variance σW . We define the effective channel for
the t-th OFDM symbol (including the CPE) as h̃t = Θth.

As we stated before, although all APs receive the signals
from all UEs, only a subset of the APs contributes to signal
detection. Thus, the network estimates of Xk,i are

X̂k,i =

M∑
m=1

vH
mkDmkym,i

= vH
k Dkh̃kXk︸ ︷︷ ︸

Desired signal

+

K∑
ℓ=1,ℓ̸=k

vH
k Dkh̃ℓXℓ︸ ︷︷ ︸

Multi−user interference

+vH
k Dkn

(9)

with vk =
[
vT
1 · · ·vT

M

]T ∈ CW×1 being the collective com-
bining vector and Dk = diag ( D1k, . . . ,DMk) ∈ CW×W



Fig. 3: PSD of an ovenized crystal oscillator (OCXO) phase
noise versus frequency offset with asymptots corresponding
to different noise parts: phase white noise ∼ f0, phase
flicker noise ∼ f−1, frequency white noise ∼ f−2,
frequency flicker noise ∼ f−3, frequency random walk
∼ f−4. Courtesy of Rohde&Schwarz [17].

being a block diagonal matrix while the bottom version
of the equation is obtained from the top one in terms of
collective vectors.

In this paper, we use Maximum Ratio (MR) and Minimum
Mean-Square Error (MMSE) given as

vMR
k = Dkĥk (10)

vMMSE
k = pk

( K∑
ℓ=1

pℓĤ
D
ℓ + Zk

)†
Dkĥk, (11)

where pk is the transmit power of user k, ĤD
ℓ =

Dkĥℓĥ
H,
ℓ Dk and Zk = Dk

(∑K
ℓ=1 piRi + σ2IL

)
Dk.

Finally, an achievable SE of UE k for OFDM symbol t is

SEt
k = log2(1 + SINRt

k), (12)

where Signal to Interference and Noise Ratio (SINR) is
given by (13). The SE expression in (12) can be computed
numerically for any combiner vk. Note that SE changes for
each OFDM symbol due to the CPE.

III. PHASE NOISE MODEL

In this section, we will first present a simplified PN phase
model commonly found in the literature (Sec. III-A). Then,
to create a realistic PN model we refer to the practical imple-
mentation of the Software Defined Radio (SDR) transceivers.
In Sec. III-C, we briefly describe the contributions to PN
introduced by different components of an LO. We conclude
the section with presenting data of the real devices we use
for the modeling in Sec. III-D.

A. Simplified PN Model: Free Running Oscillator

As a reference, we use a model where the phase follows
Weiner process [10] described by ϕm(t) ∼ N (ϕm(t−1), σ2

ϕ)
and φk(t) ∼ N (φk(t − 1), σ2

φ), where t denotes the

channel use number while the variance of innovation can
be expressed by [10]

σ2
x = 4π2f2

c cxTOFDM, (14)

where x is to be replaced by ϕ or φ while fc, cx and TOFDM

are the carrier frequency, an oscillator-specific constant, and
the symbol interval, respectively.

B. Hardware-Inspired Phase Noise Model

To make the PN modeling more accurate and realistic,
we implement a model of real-world devices. We consider
SDRs transceivers which use LOs used for frequency up-
/downconversion and sample I/Q at baseband. In our model,
a LO is a voltage-controlled oscillator (VCO) which is
locked to a reference crystal oscillator (XO) by a phase-
locked loop (PLL). This model allows us to precisely model
the behavior of many common SDRs which are based on
integrated transceiver chips (e.g., Analog Devices AD9361).
We also apply this model to more complex SDRs which
may have multiple PLL stages to filter the reference clock
and generate the sampling and carrier frequency (e.g. Ettus
USRP X300 series). In the latter case, we limit our con-
sideration to the last VCO+PLL (the one that generates the
actual carrier frequency) and to one XO.

C. Phase Noise Model of a Local Oscillator

To describe a PN of a standalone oscillator, the engi-
neering community uses one-sided Power Spectral Density
(PSD) S(δf) where δf is the frequency offset from the
carrier frequency. Depending on the considered time scale,
δf can go down to fractions of Hertz (corresponding to time
intervals of a second and more) and up to hundredss of MHz
(when we consider period-to-period jitter of a carrier).

Different sources of PN prevail at different time scales:
white and flicker noises of phase at high δf , white and flicker
noises of frequency, and frequency random walk at slowest
time scales. An example of contributions of these noise types
can be seen in Fig. 3.

Naturally, XOs have good stability at long time scales and
moderate PN at high δf . At the same time, they cannot be
used for directly generating frequencies over ∼ 100 MHz.
The frequency can be multiplied to get the carrier frequency
fc, but the PN amplitude increases proportionally to the
carrier frequency as

Sfc(δf) = SXO(δf) · fc/fXO. (15)

On the other side, VCOs can generate high-frequencies
directly and have low phase noises at high δf , but their
frequency is very unstable.

By using PLL, it is possible to obtain a high-frequency
oscillator that has i) low PN of VCO at high-frequency
offsets and ii) low PN of XO at low-frequency offsets
(ensuring good long- and short-term stability). At Fig. 4,
a block diagram of a PLL is shown. The phase detector
takes two inputs: a reference frequency and a divided VCO
frequency, and compares the phase difference. The phase



SINRt
k =

pk

∣∣∣E{
vH
k Dkh̃

t
k

}∣∣∣2∑K
ℓ=1 pℓE

{ ∣∣∣vH
k Dkh̃t

ℓ

∣∣∣2 }− pk

∣∣∣E{vH
k Dkh̃t

k

} ∣∣∣2 + σ2E
{ ∣∣DkvH

k

∣∣2 } (13)

PLL (Phase-Locked Loop)

Phase
Detector

Low-Pass
Filter

VCO

/ N
Divider

Fig. 4: A single loop of PLL.

difference signal is then low-pass filtered and used to tune
the VCO frequency.

The low-pass filter removes the high-frequency noise
component of the XO. Thus, at the frequency offsets higher
than the cut-off frequency fPLL the PN is defined by the
VCO. At the frequency offsets below fPLL the LO PN is
defined by the PN of the XO (amplified according to (15))
and the PN contribution of the phase detector. The total PN
of the LO is

SLO(δf) = SPLL+VCO(δf) +
SXO(δf) · fc/fXO√
1 + (δf/fPLL)2

, (16)

where fXO is the original XO frequency.
In our simulation, we take closed-loop performance data

of PLL+VCO SPLL+VCO(δf) from the datasheets of the
particular integrated circuits (ICs), and use it as the input
parameters for our model. This data combines the contribu-
tions of the VCO noise and phase detector noise.

D. Real Devices and Their Performance

In this work, we are interested in oscillators’ stabilities
at time scales of the 5G NR protocol: from the duration of
an OFDM symbol TOFDM = 71.4 µs to the duration of a
frame Tc = 1 ms. Thus, our region of interest is

10 Hz ≪ 1/Tc ≲ δf ≲ 1/TOFDM ≪ 100 kHz. (17)

With (16), we compute the LO phase noises at these fre-
quency offsets for the following devices. The resulting PN
figures are given in Table I.

1) NI USRP B200: As an example of a simple SDR, we
selected NI USRP B200. It has a local thermal-compensated
XO (TCXO) reference which is fed to Analog Devices
AD9361 transceiver IC including its own PLL+VCO.

2) NI USRP RIO 2954R: As an example of an advanced
SDR, we consider the USRP RIO 2954R which is an SDR
based on Ettus X300 series, which includes a clock cleaning
and distribution IC with two additional PLL loop stages:
one with low-noise voltage controlled XO (LN-VCXO) and
the second one with high-frequency low-noise VCO. The

latter frequncy is then divided (if required) and used for
clocking ADC/DAC and as a reference for Maxim Integrated
MAX2871 LO.

To simplify our consideration, we use the free-running
performance of the LN-VCXO as the reference XO, and the
PN of the MAX2871.

3) Instrumental Grade Transceiver: As a reference, we
consider the performance of Texas Instruments LMX2594
high-performance RF synthesizer IC locked to Symmetri-
com 1000C low noise and high short-term stability oven-
controlled XO (OCXO).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Aligned with selection of FR1, we consider M = 100
APs with L = 4 antennas and K = 40 UEs in an 0.4× 0.4
km2 area. Large-scale propagation effects are modeled as

βmk(d) = Λ0 + 10η log(d/d0) + Λsh, (18)

where d is the distance between AP m and UE k, Λ0 =
−35.3 is the PL at reference distance d0 = 1 m, pathloss
exponent η = 3.76, and Λsh is lognormally distributed with
the standard deviation of σsf = 10. Moreover, UEs transmit
with the same power p = pk = pm = 100 mW in both
uplink training and transmission phases. The thermal noise
variance is σN= -174 dBm/Hz. Regarding the PN model, we
use the same parameters as in [7], [8] and (14) for our time
scales of one OFDM symbol TOFDM, the obtained variance
of the innovation equals 0.23 (note that [9] used 4 times
higher variance resulting in even more severe PN).

Fig. 5 illustrates the difference between PN produced by
the model used in [7], [8] and in our study. It is obvious
that realistic LOs are substantially more stable than the Free
Running Oscillator models used in prior art on CF. Realistic

Fig. 5: Comparison of the phase drift generated by different
models: Realistic LOs are more stable.



δf 1 Hz 10 Hz 100 Hz 1 kHz 10 kHz 100 kHz 1 MHz 10 MHz
USRP B200 -26.0 -52.0 -76.7 -93.9 -101.8 -102.7 -113.1 -138.1

USRP 2954R -22.0 -62.0 -89.9 -103.7 -101.0 -106.0 -137.4 -156.0
Instrumental -76.5 -90.9 -100.1 -106.5 -107.8 -108.0 -134.9 -154.9

TABLE I: Calculated phase noise of the considered devices at different frequncy offsets. Values at offsets from 10 Hz to
100 kHz are used for simulating the cell-free scenario with the considered 5G NR numerology.

Fig. 6: Average SE for different LOs: PN of the realistic LO
does not cause performance degradation.

LOs drift moderately resulting in very small CPE while the
previously used model produced PN causing significant CPE
and ICI effects [9].

Fig. 6 shows the variation of the achievable SE per user
over OFDM symbols due to the evolving CPE. Under severe
PN generated by models parameterized as in [7], [8], the
achievable SE decreases within one TTI since the aggregate
contribution from PN becomes higher. However, when the
realistic PN model is used (we use the model of NI USRP
B200 as it has the least stable LO), we observe no SE
degradation within the TTI (1 ms).

V. CONCLUSIONS

This study critically examined the performance of Cell-
Free (CF) networks under the influence of Phase Noise
(PN) using a realistic hardware-based model. Unlike pre-
vious works that employed simplified oscillator models,
our approach leverages a more accurate representation of
Local Oscillators (LO) used in radios like NI USRP B200
and NI USRP RIO. Our findings reveal that even less
stable, cost-effective LOs maintain sufficient phase stability
to prevent Spectral Efficiency (SE) losses over the stan-
dardized 3GPP Transmission Time Interval (TTI) of 1 ms.
This substantiates the viability of employing existing 5G
standards in the deployment of scalable CF networks for
future 6G infrastructure. Furthermore, the resilience of CF
networks to hardware imperfections, as demonstrated by our
simulations, supports the practical implementation of these
networks, potentially alleviating some of the concerns raised
by previous theoretical studies.
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