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Abstract—In this paper, we consider the problem of chan-
nel feedback in massive multiple-input-multiple-output (MIMO)
systems. For the downlink scenario, we present a detailed
comparison between the performance of the quantized and
the analog channel feedback schemes for the case of having
multiple antenna users. Both schemes’ performance is evaluated
by deriving an upper bound on the rate gap between the rate
of the system with perfect channel state information (CSI) and
with imperfect CSI for both feedback schemes. We compare the
two schemes, namely, quantized channel feedback and analog
channel feedback, under the same resources allocated for channel
feedback for a fair comparison. Moreover, we consider two
different downlink transmission schemes; the first one does not
consider power allocation across the streams and the second
one does power allocation (water-filling) across the streams.
Our results show that the analog feedback scheme performs
better in the low signal to noise (SNR) region when performing
power allocation across the multiple data streams. However, the
quantized channel feedback scheme performs better at the high
SNR region, where the quantized CSI can provide a better
approximation of the actual CSI. Finally, simulation results are
presented to verify our theoretical analysis and demonstrate our
conclusions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) wireless
cellular systems introduced substantial developments on both
the spectral and energy efficiency aspects. These gains are
achievable using simple linear precoding techniques at the
Base-Station (BS) to serve multiple users in the system [1],
[2]. The downlink channel state information (CSI) must be
known at the massive MIMO BS to apply data precoding and
beamforming techniques, hence, fully utilizing the array gains
of massive MIMO systems. This, in turn, poses a challenge
for the practicality of massive MIMO systems. The problem
of obtaining the downlink CSI at the BS in frequency division
duplex (FDD) systems is challenging because the channel
reciprocity cannot be exploited to obtain the downlink CSI
from the uplink CSI as in the case of time division duplex
(TDD) systems. In FDD massive MIMO systems, the down-
link channels are estimated at the user and then transmitted
back to the BS. However, estimating the downlink CSI leads
to overwhelming feedback overhead as the overhead increases
linearly with the number of BS antennas, which affects the
system bandwidth. Hence, many papers in the literature have

focused on reducing the feedback overhead in FDD massive
MIMO systems without causing performance degradation due
to this reduction. The quality of the CSI feedback at the BS
plays a critical role in improving the system performance.

In [3], the authors presented a spatially common sparsity-
based adaptive channel estimation and feedback in FDD
massive MIMO systems. They further evaluated their proposed
scheme by deriving the Cramér-Rao bound. In [4], the authors
proposed a novel feedback reduction scheme using principal
component analysis (PCA), which utilizes the spatial correla-
tion among the massive MIMO channels using a compression
matrix. In [5], a robust closed-loop pilot and CSI feedback
resource adaptation framework was introduced. The authors
utilized the joint sparsity of the massive MIMO users’ channels
to enhance the CSI quality. The authors is [6] proposed
a low-dimensional subspace codebook for millimeter-wave
(mmWave) massive MIMO systems relying on lens antenna
array. In [7], a real-time CSI feedback scheme based on deep
learning was proposed for time-varying massive MIMO chan-
nels. The authors in this work studied the trade-off between
the feedback compression ratio and the proposed scheme’s
complexity. In [8], the authors proposed an angle of departure
(AoD) adaptive codebook for channel feedback in massive
MIMO systems. They derived bounds for the rate reduction
to evaluate the performance of their scheme. However, the
authors did not consider the general case of serving multiple
antenna users and made their derivations for the single-antenna
users’ special case.

In this paper, we introduce a detailed study on the impact
of both quantized and analog channel feedback on the perfor-
mance of AoD based massive MIMO systems with multiple
antenna users. To the best of our knowledge, studying this
problem for massive MIMO systems with multiple-antenna
users was not studied before. A detailed analysis of the
performance degradation due to both quantized and analog
channel feedback is introduced. We derive bounds on the
rate gap between ideal CSI and imperfect CSI at the BS for
both quantized and analog feedback schemes. Then, the two
schemes are compared against each other using the same feed-
back resources for a fair comparison. We will show that for the
case of limited feedback resources, the analog feedback-based



scheme outperforms the quantized one; however, for having
more available feedback resources, the quantized feedback-
based scheme results in better performance compared to
the analog one. Additionally, the analog channel feedback
scheme’s performance is improved using power allocation
across the multiple data streams in the low signal to noise ratio
(SNR) region. Moreover, we show that the analog feedback-
based scheme outperforms the quantized one in the low
SNR region; however, the quantized feedback-based scheme
overtakes in the high SNR region.

II. SYSTEM MODEL
A. Downlink Massive MIMO Channel Model

The system model in this paper contains a mmWave massive
MIMO BS with M antennas that communicates with K
multiple antenna users through the downlink channel. The kth
user, Vk € {1,2,---,K}, has Ny receiving antennas. The
number of transmitting antennas at the BS is assumed to be
much higher than the number of users’ antennas (i.e., M >>
>4 Nk). The channel matrix of the kth user, Hj, € CVe*M,
is formed using the downlink narrowband ray-based channel
model in [8], [9], and it can be expressed as

H;, = GrAL(dk,1, k2, - - -, Ok Py )- (1)

The matrix Ag(¢k1, Pk.2,-- -, 0k.p,) € CP*M s defined as
Ar(Br1, Or2s - Oopy) = [a(dr1) aldp2) ... a((/)k,Pk)]T
2

where Py is the number of resolvable paths from the BS to
the kth user, and ¢ ;(1 < i < Py) is the AoDs of the i
path of the kth user. The transmit antennas at the BS form a
uniform linear array (ULA), so a(¢y ;) € CM*! is the antenna
response vector of the i propagation path of user k, and it
can be expressed as

a(opi) = [1,e-i2rdsin@i) | i2md(M-1) sin(qsk,i)} T
3)
where ) is the signal wavelength, d is the distance between
the antennas at the BS. The entry Gy(i,7) is the complex
path gain of the j® path of the i antenna at user k. The
complex path gains in Gy are independently and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) complex normal random variables with zero
mean and unit variance. It is noted from (1) that the channel
vector of each antenna of user k is a linear combination of its
Py, steering vectors scaled by the complex path gains of that
antenna.

Within the coherence period of ¢y ;, the channel vector
of every antenna of user k is distributed in a subspace of
dimension P of the full M-dimensional space. This subspace
is called the channel subspace. The channel subspace, Ay, is
a function of the AoDs which are assumed to be known at the
massive BS and the kth user. This assumption is valid as the
kth user can estimate the AoDs applying the multiple signal
classification (MUSIC) algorithm [10]. After that, user k feeds
back the AoDs to the massive BS every angle coherence period
so that the BS can generate Aj. As long as the massive BS

knows the channel subspace, user k needs to only feedback
the low dimensional path gain matrix G, € CM+*P% and
hence, the BS can generate the channel matrix of the kth
user Hy. Throughout this work, we assume that the BS has
perfect knowledge of the AoDs as their feedback overhead
is negligible compared to the feedback overhead of the path
gains matrix Gy.

We assume that there are N, data streams that are sent from
the massive BS to user £ which are represented by the data
vector my, € CV#*1, The data symbol vector of user k is first
multiplied by the precoding matrix, V; € CM>*Nk  before
transmission. Then, the BS adds the precoded data vectors
of all users forming the overall vector, x € CM>1 that is
broadcast to all users and it is written as

K
x=> V;mj, (4)
j=1
and the received signal at user k is given as
K
Ve =Hix+m =H,Vim +He, Y Vimy+n,, (5)
Jj=1,j#k

where n; € CM<*1 is the noise vector at user k whose
elements are i.i.d. complex normal random variables with zero
mean and unit variance.

The second term in (5) represents the interference from
all other signals, m;,j # k, at user k. As long as the
precoding matrix, Vy, is unitary (i.e., VI,;IV;C = Iy,), then
the average squared norm of the data vector of user k is set
as E [||mk||2} — LVEe{1,2,- K}, where 7 is the total
transmit power constraint at the BS.

B. The Per-User Rate

The precoding technique that is used in this paper is the
zero-forcing block diagonalization (BD), which was designed
for massive MIMO systems with multiple antenna users in
[9]. In BD precoding, only the spatial direction of the channel
matrix, Hy, is needed at the BS. The matrix, Hy, is unitary
and its row-space is the row-space of Hj. Since the BS knows
Ay, the kth user performs subspace quantization on AGk 9],
then it feeds back the quantized path gains subspace Gy. The
BD strategy involves linear precoding that eliminates the inter-
user interference. Hence, the second term/\in (5) is canceled in
the case of perfect CSI at the BS, i.e., Gy = Gy, where Gy
is unitary and its row-space is the row-space of Gy. Then, the
per-user Ergodic rate for the ideal CSI case is given by [11],
[12]

0

HyyH
KN, H, V.V, H,|. (6)

Rldeal(’y) = ElogQ IN +

In the case of subspace quantized channel feedback, the
interference at the kth user due to all other users cannot be
completely eliminated because the row-space of the quantized
channel matrix, I?I~;€, is an approximation to the the original
spatial direction, Hy,. As a result, this quantization leads to



some residual interference power, and the per-user rate is
hence given by [13]

K
o oH
Rquant = Elog, |In + LNk ZHkVJVj H}!
j=1
v = H
Elog, Ly + 7o > HV,VHE ()
J=1j7#k

where the expectation is evaluated over the distribution of the
channel matrix, Hy, and the correspondmg quantized precod-

ing matrices, V The term HkaVk H}! represents the useful

Z H,V,;V, HH
. . Jj=1,j#k
represents the inter-user interference at user k.

signal intended for the kth use while

III. RATE GAP OF QUANTIZED CHANNEL FEEDBACK

In this section, we evaluate the rate gap between the ideal
system with perfect CSI and the rate of a practical system
with quantized channel matrices at the BS. The rate gap is
calculated assuming that all users have the same number of
receive antennas, i.e., Ny = N.

A. Rate gap calculations

The per-user rate of the ideal and quantized CSI at the BS
are given by (6) and (7) respectively. Following Theorem 1 of
[13], that obtains an upper bound for the quantized rate gap in
Multi-User MIMO systems, the per-user rate gap, A Rquant =
Rigea— RouanT, in our massive MIMO system can be bounded
as

yM P

~ ~H~H
Ly + 25— (K - ]

ARQUANT S 10g2 ) [Hkv V Hk

®)
~ ~ ~H~H
The expectation E {HijVj Hk} is evaluated as follows. First,

the channel subspace, Hy, is decomposed as lemma 1 in [13]
as
H; = Ry Fi Hy, + Z3 Sy, 9

where F;, € CN*VN is unitary and uniformly distributed
over the Grassmannian manifold Gy n, Zr, € CV*V s
lower triangular with positive diagonal elements and satisfies
tr(Z1Z}) = d?(Hg, Hg), Ry, € CV*V is lower triangular with
positive diagonal elements satisfying RyRY = Iy —Z;Z!, and
the rows of S, € CY*M form an orthonormal basis for an
isotropically distributed complex N dimensional subspace in
the M — N dilnensional right nullspace of Hy. Moreover, the
matrices Ry, Hy, and F, are independent of each other, as are
the pair Zy;, and Sjy. By right multiplying both sides of (9) by
V;, we get

H,V; = Z;Si.V;, (10)
for k # j due to the fact that I?I;JAQ = 0 by the BD procedure.
Therefore,

~ -~ ~H~H ~ ~H HH
E [Hkvjvj H,f} —E [stkvjvj skzk} .an

In the extreme case, where the channels of all the K users are
highly correlated, the inter-user interference in (11) can reach
its maximum. In this case, the K users share same channel
characteristics and clusters around the massive BS, i.e., P, =
P, =---=Pg = Pand A; = Ay, = --- = A = A.
Therefore, the subscript k of Py and Aj, will be omitted in that
proof. From our system model and feedback scheme in Sec. II,
both the row-space of the quantized channel matrix, Hy, and
the spatial dire~cti0n, Hy,, lie in the row-space of A. Since the
row-space of Hy can be orthogonally decomposed along the
row-spaces of Hy and Sy, as in (9), S must also lie in the row-
space of A. Thus, S; can be written as Sy, = ﬁTkA, where
the rows of T, € CV*P are orthonormal. This is valid since
the row vectors of A are nearly orthogonal as M goes large in
massive MIMO systems. Since the row-space of the quantized
feedback channel matrix Hj, is distributed in the row-space
of A, and from the BD procedure, the column-space of the
precoder, V,, lies in the column-space of Al Therefore, the
precoding matrix, \7]-, can be expressed as \7]- = ﬁAHYj,
where Y; € CP>*™ is a unitary matrix whose columns are
orthonormal. Hence, substituting in (11), the interference term
can be given as

~ o ~H-H AA"  LAAT
E[HijVij] —E [Zka Y YT
=E [Z,T:Y,; Y T Z}] (12)
where the second equality holds as AA" = MIp when M

goes large.

Lemma 1. In the extreme case, P, = P and A, = A,Vk,
when all users’ channels are highly correlated, we have

E[ZTWY,YiTiZ;] = 575 E [202E] = 575 -

Proof. The subspace quantlzatlon of the channel matrix can be
expressed as Hk = —MGkA where Gk € CNV*P is a matrix
whose rows are orthonormal and its row-space represents the
subspace quantization of Gy, which is fed back by the users
to the BS. Knowing that the row-space of Sy, lies in the right
null space of Hy as shown in (9), and considering that S =
ﬁTkA, we have

~ 1 ~ ~
H,S," = MGkAAHTkH =G, T;" = 0. (13)
Therefore, the row-space of Ty, is distributed in the right null
space of Gk On the other hand, as previously mentioned, the

BD precoding matrix can be expressed as V; \}AHY

Since the column-space of the BD precoding matrix V] is
orthogonal to the row-space of Hy, i.e.,

PN 1 ~ ~

H,V, = MGkAAHYj =G,Y,; =0. (14)
Therefore, the column-space of Y is isotropically distributed
in the right null space of Gk Now we have proved that both



the row-space of T, and the column-space of Y; are isotropic
sub-spaces in the null space of Gj. Based on [13], we have

N N D
- N P—-NN

IN7
(15)
O

E [Z,T:Y; YT, Z)] = 5 E[Z,Z}] =

where D is the average subspace quantization error which is
defined as

D=E [dQ(ﬁk,ﬁk)} : (16)

where d(.,.) is the chordal distance which is defined as [14]
~ ~ - H||2
d(Hy, Hy) = [Nk - HHkH,CHF] (17)
Hence, the interference term is given as
~ ~ ~H~H D
E[HV,VH, | = 5=y, (18)
and the rate gap can be upper bounded using the following
equation
YK —-1)MP
AR, < NI 1+ —————D]. 19
QUANT = IV logy < =+ K(P—N) (19)

B. Quantization Error

In this subsection, the quantization error, D, of the spatial
direction of the kth user, is calculated when the AoD based
quantized channel feedback is used. The spatlal direction of
the kth user, Hk, can be written as Hk = —GkAk, where

G;C € CNV*P is a matrix whose rows are orthonormal and
its row-space is the row-space of Gy. Hence, the quantization
error can be given as

~ ~H|? 1 ~ uAH 2
D=E N—HHkaH —E|N—|—-G.AANG,
F M F

(20)

(a) ~ ~H|2
JE|N— HGkau . @1)
where Gk represents the subspace quantization of the row-
space of G and AkAk ~ MIp. Both G, and Gk are isotrop-
ically distributed subspaces on the P-dimensional space. Then,
we can bound the quantization error as [13]
1
L(4) r
T
where T = N(P — N) and Cpy = [, (=3 The
parameter B is the number of feedback bits used to quantize
the row-space of Gy, where 27 is the subspace codebook size.

B

S

D<D= (CpNn)™ (22)

IV. QUANTIZED VS. ANALOG CHANNEL FEEDBACK

In this section, we firstly discuss an analog channel feedback
technique based on the channel subspace A. Then, this channel
subspace-based analog feedback technique is analyzed by
evaluating the rate gap between the ideal case of the perfect
CSI and the practical case of the analog feedback technique.
Finally, the proposed quantized feedback technique using the
BD-based subspace codebook is compared with the analog
feedback technique.

A. Analog channel feedback technique

In the traditional analog channel feedback technique, each
user k feeds back the elements of its channel matrix H;, ex-
plicitly without quantization through the uplink noisy channel
[15]. In this paper, since Hy = G;Ag, only the elements of
the Nj x Py path gain matrix Gy, are fed back through a noisy
uplink channel, as long as we assume that path AoDs, i.e., the
steering matrix, Ay, is known at the BS. The observation of
the path gain matrix Gy, at the BS after being transmitted over
the noisy uplink channel is given by

Ganak = ViwGr + Ny,

where vy is the uplink SNR and Ny ;. is the uplink complex
Gaussian noise, where each element has zero mean and unit
variance. The scale factor y denotes the number of channel
uses to feedback one element of the path gain matrix Gg. The
MMSE estimate of the path gain matrix at the BS is given as

(23)

wyu

G, =Y
. 1+ pyw

GAna,k: . (24)
It is convenient to express Gy in terms of the estimate ék and

estimation noise as follows

Gy = Gy, + Eg,, (25)

where (}k and Eg, are mutually independent and their ele-
ments are Zero mean Gaussian random variables with variances
,wyUorEGk and op, (1 + pyy)~! respectively. Then, by
utilizing the path KOD information, i.e., steering matrix Ay,
the BS can recover the channel matrix Hk obtained from the
proposed channel subspace based analog feedback as

H, = GLA,. (26)
Hence, the channel matrix can be rewritten as
H; = GxA;, = Hy + Eg, A, (27)

B. Rate gap of the analog channel feedback

Like the case of quantized channel feedback, BD is con-
sidered as the zero forcing precoding technique for multi-
user downlink transmission. This can be realized based on the
channel matrices of the users, flk, that were fed back to the
massive BS using the analog feedback technique. Hence, the
BS can compute the unitary precoding matrices, Vk, following
the normal BD procedure. After the downlink transmission, the
received vector at user k can be written as

K
Y. = Hkvkmk + Hy, Z ijj + ng
J=1,j#k

(28)

Following appendix C in [13], the rate gap resulting from

analog channel feedback, ARaniog = Ridear — Ranalogs 18
bounded as
gl = H
A-RAnalo,g é EIOgQ IN + ﬁ Z Vj HI];IH]CVJ . (29)

j=1j#k



By applying Jensens inequality to the above equation and by
substituting with (27) noting that H,V; = 0 for k£ # j, the
analog rate gap can be bounded as
K-1 ~H o
%E [VIATEE, Eo, ALV, |
(30)

Now, an upper bound on the interference from other users to
the kth user, EJV?AEEngGkAij}, is calculated. Clearly,
an upper bound of this expectation can be reached in an
extreme case, where all the K users have strongly correlated
channel conditions. In this case, the channel subspace, Ay, of
all users will be the same, ie., P, = Pob =--- = Pk =P
and A; = Ay = --- = A = A. Consequently, the subscript
k is omitted of Py and Aj throughout the rest of this section.
Following the BD procedure, and as discussed in Sec. III-A,
the precoding matrix V; can be expressed as V; = ﬁAHUj,
where U; € CP*N is a unitary matrix whose columns are
orthonormal. Hence, inter-user interference can be bounded
as

A]%Analog < 1Og2 IN +

. d 1
E V?AHEIékEGkAVj] < +7E [UJAA"EG, Eg, AA"U; ]
= ME [UJE [E¢, Ec, | U;], (31)

knowing that A;A} ~ MIp. By substituting E [E¢ Eg,] =
N U%Gk Ip, we get an upper bound on the interference as

v H )
E [Vj AHEngGkAVj} < MNoE, ly. (32)

By substituting (32) in (30), we can express the upper bound
of the rate gap of the analog feedback scheme as

(K —1)

ARAnalog S 10g2 K

Iy +

2
Mog, Ix ‘

K-1
= N log, <1 + %M(l + u'yU)l). (33)
C. Comparison between quantized and analog channel feed-
back

Recall the rate gap of the quantized channel feedback in
(19). By substituting (22) in (19), the rate gap of the quantized
channel feedback can be further simplified as

ARquant < N log, (1 + 02—%) : (34)
where C'is a constant and 7' = N(P — N). We assume that
the link used to feedback the quantized channel is error-free at
its capacity [16], i.e., we can feedback log,(1+ 7y ) bits with
no errors per one channel use. For fair comparison, we need
to equate the allocated feedback resources for both the analog
and digital feedback schemes. In the analog feedback, the path
gains matrix Gy, is transmitted element by element requiring
a number of PN channel uses, where p is the number of
channel uses per one element. Consequently, the quantized
channel feedback scheme can transmit B = pPN log, (1+vy)
bits using the same feedback resource as the analog channel
feedback. By substituting B = uPN log,(1 + ~y) into (34),

the rate gap of the quantized feedback scheme can be rewritten
as

ARquaxt < Nlogy (14+C(1+70)™" 7). 39)

Now, the rate gaps of both the analog and quantized channel
feedback schemes are compared as the scaling parameter p
grows large for a constant uplink SNR, ~y. In the analog
channel feedback scheme (33), the value 22Fawe: decays
inversely with the scale factor p as p increases. On the other
hand, in the quantized channel feedback scheme (35), the value
2ARamoe decays exponentially with the scaling factor z. Thus,
we can easily see that the quantized channel feedback scheme
outperforms the analog one at large values of the scale factor

b
V. WATER-FILLING BASED ANALOG CHANNEL FEEDBACK

In this section, we discuss making use of the additional
information given by the analog channel feedback to achieve
higher performance than the quantized one in the low SNR
region. In analog channel feedback, the entries of the path
gains’ matrix, Gy(¢,7), are individually fed back to the
massive BS. Therefore, the BS can calculate the singular
values of the effective downlink channel of user k, and
hence performing power allocation among its streams. This
information is not available in the quantized feedback scheme
as we only feedback a unitary matrix that represents the row-
space of Gy, not the actual matrix. Hence, the performance
of analog channel feedback scheme can be further improved
at low downlink SNR region due to optimal power allocation
(water-filling) across data streams. At low SNR region, the
system noise is more dominant than the quantization noise of
the channels. Hence, at low downlink SNR region, performing
power allocation across data streams may be more beneficial
than using the quantized feedback scheme which provides a
better approximation of the actual CSI.

The performance of BD based precoding degrades in the
low SNR region as the zero-forcing techniques generally suffer
when the noise level is high. Consequently, in this section,
we aim to raise the performance of our system in the low
SNR region by optimally allocating power across the multiple
data streams. This optimal power allocation aims to maximize
the system’s total sum rate. We aim to calculate the power
allocation diagonal matrices, Ak, of the users whose diagonal
elements represent the power fractions that maximize the
whole system throughput. Thus, the modified precoding matrix
for the kth user at the massive BS becomes VkAII( % Let's
assume at first the the BS has perfect CSI information, then the
inter-user interference is totally cancelled When BD precoding
is considered at the BS. In this case, the sum rate is given as

K
Ra=E {Z log, [T, + HkaAkVEH{f]} . (36)

k=1
where the diagonal elements of Ay scale the power transmit-
ted into each of the columns of V. As long as BD precoding
forces the interference of other users to be zero, each user



in the system is seen as a point-to-point MIMO link by the
massive BS. Hence, the system’s sum rate rate can be given
as [11]

K
Ry =E {Z log, [In, + AﬁAk\} , (37)
k=1
where the diagonal elements of the diagonal matrix Ay,
ok, represents the singular values of the kth user’s effective
channel, Hy V. Now, the power allocation problem can be

expressed as

K Ny
I(Islkaj( Z Z log, (1 + aﬁ,iéhi)
! k=11=1
K Ny
st YD ki <,
k=1i=1

where ~ is the total transmitted power at the massive BS.
Clearly, the above optimization problem is convex and it has
a well known closed form solution [17] when solved using the
Lagrange multiplier method. The closed form solution of the

above problem is
1 1 N
6* L= _——— s
bt (a Jl%,i)

where x7 = 2 when = > 0 and equals to zero elsewhere,
and « is calculated such that the total transmitted power at
the massive BS is equal to ~. Therefore, « is the solution of
the following equation

(38)

(39)

Now, when the analog channel feedback is used in practical
systems, the elements of the path gains matrix, Gy, is fed back
to the BS so that the BS can have ék. Then, the BS uses ék
to generate the estimated channel matrices, flk, and use them
in the calculation of the precoding matrices, Vi, using the BD
procedure. Therefore, power allocation across the multiple data
streams is adopted at the massive BS as discussed earlier in
this section. The BS is this case computes the power allocation
diagonal matrix Ak based on the singular values, Ak, of the
effective channel, flkvk, of user k. Hence, the per-user rate
considering analog channel feedback and water filling across
the data streams is written as

K
v v vH
Iy, + Y HV;A;V/HY -
j=1

RWF,k(Ak) = E 10g2

K
v v v H
Iy, + > HVA;V/HY| (40)
j=1,j#k

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

Elog,

In this section, a simulation study is carried out to verify
the conclusions of this paper. The system parameters are set
as follows. The number of antennas at the BS is M = 128,
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Figure 1: Rate gap comparison between quantized and analog
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Figure 2: Per-user rate comparison under different schemes vs.
downlink SNR with ¢t = 0.3 and vy =5

the number of users in the system is K = 8§, the number
of antennas at each user is equal to the number of parallel
data streams transmitted to the user, ie., N, = N = 2.
The number of resolvable paths from the BS to the users is
P, = P = 4. The path AoDs of the users are independent
and uniformly distributed in [—3m, 17]. The per-user rates
for the cases of ideal CSI, practical channel feedback, and
water-filling based analog channel feedback are computed
according to (6), (7), and (40), respectively. In the case of
quantized channel feedback, the subspace quantization is based
on random subspace codebook framework.

Fig. 1 compares the rate gap of the quantized feedback
scheme against the analog feedback scheme with and with-
out power allocation across the data streams. The number



of feedback bits in case of quantized feedback is set as
B = uPNlogy(1 + vy). As shown in Fig. 1, and for a
constant uplink SNR of vy = 5, the rate gap of the quantized
feedback scheme decays exponentially, which is faster than
that of the analog feedback scheme, which decays inversely
as p increases. This result is consistent with our conclusion
in Sec. IV-C. Fig. 1 also shows the impact of using power
allocation across the data streams on the rate gap of the analog
feedback scheme.

Fig. 2 compares the per-user rate of the ideal CSI, quantized
feedback and analog feedback schemes when i = 0.3 and a
constant uplink SNR ~y = 5. The graph shows that, under
these parameters, the subspace quantization feedback scheme
outperforms the analog feedback scheme over the whole SNR
range. However, when performing optimal power allocation
across the data streams, the analog feedback scheme outper-
forms the quantized scheme up to an SNR of = 6dB. Beyond
this point, the quantized feedback scheme achieves better
performance again as it provides a better approximation of
the actual CSI and the system noise becomes less significant.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have quantified and compared two CSI
feedback schemes’ performance, namely, the quantized and
the analog channel feedback schemes for AoD based massive
MIMO systems with multiple antenna users. We derive rate
gap bounds for the two schemes in comparison to the system
with CSI feedback. The derived rate gap bounds of both
schemes show that the quantized feedback scheme’s rate gap
decays exponentially, while the rate gap of the analog feedback
scheme decays inversely as p increases. Our results also show
that power allocation through water-filling can significantly
enhance the system performance. We have shown that the
analog feedback scheme with water-filling outperforms the
quantized feedback scheme at low SNRs. However, at higher
SNRs, the quantized feedback scheme can achieve better
performance.

REFERENCES

[1] E Rusek, D. Persson, B. K. Lau, E. G. Larsson, T. L.
Marzetta, O. Edfors, and F. Tufvesson, “Scaling up
mimo: Opportunities and challenges with very large
arrays,” IEEE Signal Process. Mag., vol. 30, no. 1, pp.
40-60, Jan 2013.

L. Lu, G. Y. Li, A. L. Swindlehurst, A. Ashikhmin, and
R. Zhang, “An overview of massive mimo: Benefits and
challenges,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Signal Process., vol. 8,
no. 5, pp. 742-758, Oct 2014.

Z. Gao, L. Dai, Z. Wang, and S. Chen, “Spatially
common sparsity based adaptive channel estimation and
feedback for fdd massive mimo,” IEEE Trans. Signal
Process., vol. 63, no. 23, pp. 6169-6183, Dec 2015.

A. Ge, T. Zhang, Z. Hu, and Z. Zeng, “Principal compo-
nent analysis based limited feedback scheme for massive
mimo systems,” in 2015 IEEE 26th Annual International

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

[9]

[17]

Symposium on Personal, Indoor, and Mobile Radio Com-
munications (PIMRC), 2015, pp. 326-331.

A. Liu, F. Zhu, and V. K. N. Lau, “Closed-loop au-
tonomous pilot and compressive csit feedback resource
adaptation in multi-user fdd massive mimo systems,’
IEEE Trans. Signal Process., vol. 65, no. 1, pp. 173—
183, 2017.

W. Shen, L. Dai, Y. Li, Z. Wang, and L. Hanzo, “Channel
feedback codebook design for millimeter-wave massive
mimo systems relying on lens antenna array,” IEEE
Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. 7, no. 5, pp. 736-739, 2018.
T. Wang, C. Wen, S. Jin, and G. Y. Li, “Deep learning-
based csi feedback approach for time-varying massive
mimo channels,” IEEE Wireless Commun. Lett., vol. &,
no. 2, pp. 416419, 2019.

W. Shen, L. Dai, B. Shim, Z. Wang, and R. W. Heath,
“Channel feedback based on aod-adaptive subspace code-
book in fdd massive mimo systems,” IEEE Trans. Com-
mun., vol. 66, no. 11, pp. 5235-5248, 2018.

M. A. AlaaEldin, K. G. Seddik, and W. Mesbah, “Aod-
adaptive channel feedback in fdd massive mimo systems
with multiple-antenna users,” in 2018 IEEE Global Com-
mun. Conf. (GLOBECOM), 2018, pp. 206-212.

R. Schmidt, “Multiple emitter location and signal param-
eter estimation,” IEEE Trans. Antennas and Propagation,
vol. 34, no. 3, pp. 276-280, Mar 1986.

Q. H. Spencer, A. L. Swindlehurst, and M. Haardt, ‘“Zero-
forcing methods for downlink spatial multiplexing in
multiuser mimo channels,” IEEE Trans. Signal Process.,
vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 461471, Feb 2004.

D. J. Love and R. W. Heath, “Limited feedback unitary
precoding for spatial multiplexing systems,” IEEE Trans.
Inf. Theory, vol. 51, no. 8, pp. 2967-2976, Aug 2005.
N. Ravindran and N. Jindal, “Limited feedback-based
block diagonalization for the mimo broadcast channel,”
IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 26, no. 8, pp. 1473—
1482, October 2008.

I. S. Dhillon, J. R. W. Heath, T. Strohmer, and J. A.
Tropp, “Constructing packings in grassmannian mani-
folds via alternating projection,” Experimental Mathe-
matics, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 9-35, 2008.

T. L. Marzetta and B. M. Hochwald, “Fast transfer of
channel state information in wireless systems,” IEEE
Trans. Signal Process., vol. 54, no. 4, pp. 1268-1278,
2006.

G. Caire, N. Jindal, M. Kobayashi, and N. Ravindran,
“Quantized vs. analog feedback for the mimo broad-
cast channel: A comparison between zero-forcing based
achievable rates,” in 2007 IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory,
2007, pp. 2046-2050.

G. G. Raleigh and J. M. Cioffi, “Spatio-temporal coding
for wireless communication,” IEEE Trans. Commun.,
vol. 46, no. 3, pp. 357-366, Mar 1998.



	Introduction
	System Model
	Downlink Massive MIMO Channel Model
	The Per-User Rate

	Rate gap of quantized channel Feedback
	Rate gap calculations
	Quantization Error

	Quantized vs. analog channel feedback
	Analog channel feedback technique
	Rate gap of the analog channel feedback
	Comparison between quantized and analog channel feedback

	Water-filling based analog channel feedback
	Simulation Results
	Conclusions
	References

