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Abstract—Interleaved training has been studied for single-
user and multi-user massive MIMO downlink with either fully-
digital or hybrid beamforming. However, the impact of channel
correlation on its average training overhead is rarely addressed.
In this paper, we explore the channel correlation to improve
the interleaved training for single-user massive MIMO down-
link. For the beam-domain interleaved training, we propose a
modified scheme by optimizing the beam training codebook. The
basic antenna-domain interleaved training is also improved by
dynamically adjusting the training order of the base station (BS)
antennas during the training process based on the values of
the already trained channels. Exact and simplified approximate
expressions of the average training length are derived in closed-
form for the basic and modified beam-domain schemes and
the basic antenna-domain scheme in correlated channels. For
the modified antenna-domain scheme, a deep neural network
(DNN)-based approximation is provided for fast performance
evaluation. Analytical results and simulations verify the accuracy
of our derived training length expressions and explicitly reveal the
impact of system parameters on the average training length. In
addition, the modified beam/antenna-domain schemes are shown
to have a shorter average training length compared to the basic
schemes.

Index Terms—Massive MIMO, interleaved training, spatial
correlation, conditional distribution, training overhead.

I. INTRODUCTION

Via exploiting the large number of spatial degrees-of-
freedom provided by large-scale antenna arrays, massive
MIMO systems can achieve significant performance improve-
ment compared to conventional MIMO systems [1], [2]. One
crucial practical issue for massive MIMO downlink is the
acquisition of channel state information (CSI) at the base sta-
tion (BS), especially for frequency-division-duplexing (FDD)
systems with no uplink-downlink channel reciprocity [3].
Traditional downlink training and channel estimation schemes
cause prohibitive training overhead due to the massive number
of channel coefficients to be estimated [4].
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Existing studies on the downlink CSI acquisition of massive
MIMO can be divided into the following categories. In [5]–[8],
the channel statistics, e.g., spatial and/or temporal correlation,
are utilized to conduct beamformed channel estimation. In [9]–
[14], compressive sensing algorithms are designed to exploit
the channel sparsity in the angular domain and/or the common
sparsity among users and/or subcarriers. In [15]–[18], either
the partial reciprocity between the uplink and downlink chan-
nels, e.g., with similar angle and delay of propagation paths,
or their implicit relationships, e.g., both being the functions of
user location, are used for channel training designs.

These aforementioned schemes aim to obtain the complete
antenna-domain CSI with the smallest possible pilot overhead
before the data transmissions, thus the training design and data
transmission design are decoupled, which imposes limitations
on the tradeoff between training overhead and performance.
Further, only the throughput or diversity gain has been con-
sidered in these existing works. The quality-of-service (QoS)
provided by the obtained CSI is not taken into consideration
during the training process. Therefore, the training length or
pilot overhead is fixed and does not adjust according to specific
channel realizations. For massive MIMO systems, it is possible
to use partial CSI to design the beamforming scheme for the
data transmission period, especially with the outage probability
performance measure. A new training method, namely the
interleaved training, is proposed to dynamically adjust the
training overhead according to the required QoS and specific
channel realizations.

The idea of interleaved training was proposed in [19], [20]
for the downlink of single-user full-digital massive antenna
systems with independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)
channels, where the channels of different antennas are trained
sequentially and the estimated CSI or indicator is fed back
at the end of each training step. With each feedback, the BS
decides to conduct the training of another antenna’s channel or
to terminate the training process based on whether an outage
occurs. Compared to traditional schemes, the interleaved train-
ing can achieve a significant reduction in training overhead
with no degradation of outage performance.

The work in [21] applied the idea of interleaved training
to beam-domain transmission, where joint beam-based inter-
leaved training and data transmission schemes are proposed
for massive MIMO systems with single and multiple users. In
[22], an improved codebook is further designed for interleaved
training in millimeter-wave hybrid massive MIMO downlink.
In [23], a joint interleaved training and transmission design is
proposed for large-intelligent surface (LIS) assisted systems
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under i.i.d. Rayleigh fading channels. Recently, an interleaved
training design is proposed for multi-user massive MIMO
downlink in [24], [25], in which analytical results on the
training length and the transmission success rate are provided
for the maximum-ratio transmission (MRT) precoding. Dif-
ferent from the single-user scheme, the multi-user scheme
needs to judge whether the signal-to-interference-plus-noise
(SINR) requirements of all users can be satisfied with partial
CSI during the interleaved training procedure. The advantages
of interleaved training are clearly demonstrated in the above
studies.

Different from previous papers on interleaved training [19]–
[25], in this paper, we focus on exploiting channel statistics to
further improve the performance of interleaved training for
single-user massive MIMO downlink systems. Both beam-
domain and antenna-domain modified interleaved training de-
signs are proposed, and we further provide analytical results
on the average training length of the proposed schemes and
their comparison with those of the basic schemes. Detailed
contributions are summarized as follows.

• In the modified beam-domain scheme, both the beam
direction and the beam training order are optimized based
on the channel correlation information. In the modified
antenna-domain scheme, the BS antenna training order is
dynamically adjusted during the training process accord-
ing to the channel values of the already trained antennas.
To this end, we derive the conditional distribution of the
untrained BS channels given the values of the trained
channels under general correlated channels. And for
exponentially correlated channels, we demonstrate that
the conditional distribution of any untrained antenna’s
channel is only dependent on the channels of its nearest
antennas on both sides in the already-trained antenna
set, which significantly simplifies the complexity of the
modified antenna-domain scheme.

• Closed-form expressions of the average training length
are derived for the basic and modified beam-domain inter-
leaved training schemes with general correlated channels.
For exponentially correlated channels, we further provide
a simplified approximation of the average training length
for the modified scheme when the number of BS antennas
is large.

• A closed-form average-training-length expression is also
derived for the basic antenna-domain interleaved training
with general correlated channels, and its simple approx-
imation is given for exponentially correlated channels.
For the average training length of the modified antenna-
domain interleaved training, we propose a deep neural
network (DNN)-based approximation to achieve fast per-
formance evaluation.

• Simulation results verify our derived analytical expres-
sions and theoretical analysis on the impact of systems
parameters, e.g., channel correlation, antenna number,
and the requirement of the signal-noise-ratio (SNR), on
the average training length of the basic and modified
antenna/beam-domain interleaved training schemes under
two typical correlated channels. In addition, simulations

also demonstrate that our proposed modified antenna and
beam-domain interleaved training schemes both outper-
form the basic interleaved training schemes.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we introduce the single-user massive MIMO down-
link system with two typical channel correlation models and
the basic antenna/beam-domain interleaved training scheme.
In Section III, the modified beam-domain interleaved training
is proposed along with related analytical results. In Section IV,
we propose the modified antenna-domain interleaved training
and conduct theoretical analysis. Simulations are provided in
Section V. Section VI summarizes this work. Some proofs are
included in the appendix.

Notation: Bold upper and bold lower case letters denote
matrices and vectors. Cm×n denotes the m by n dimensional
complex space. In denote the n-dimensional identity matrix.
The conjugate transpose, transpose, determinant, adjugate ma-
trix, rank and inverse of A are denoted by AH, AT, det (A),
adj (A), rank (A) and A−1. The vector ai denotes the i-th
column of the matrix A. For a vector a, an is the n-th element
of a and aS is the sub-vector composed of the s-th element
of a for s ∈ S when the subscript is an index set S. Similarly,
[A]m,n is the (m,n)-th element of A and [A]S,T is the sub-
matrix composed of the (s, t)-th element of A for s ∈ S and
t ∈ T. Define [m : n] as the set {m,m + 1, . . . , n}. Pr (A)
represents the probability of event A. ⌊⌋ represents the floor
function. ∥a∥ denotes the Euclidean norm of a. diag(a) is the
diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are elements of vector
a. fX (·) denotes the probability density function (PDF) of a
random variable (RV) X . CN (µ,Σ) denotes the circularly
symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with mean vector
µ and covariance matrix Σ. χ2 (k) denotes the chi-squared
distribution with k being the degrees of freedom. χ2 (k, λ)
denotes the noncentral chi-squared distribution with k and λ
being the degrees of freedom and the non-centrality parameter.
Q1 (a, b) is the first order Marcum Q-function. ∼= denotes the
equality in distribution.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider a massive MIMO downlink system with an
M -antenna BS and a single-antenna user equipment (UE).
The downlink BS-UE channel, denoted as h, is modeled as
a circular-symmetric complex Gaussian vector following the
distribution CN (0,Rh), where Rh is the channel covariance
matrix. One typical correlation model is the one-ring correla-
tion model [5], [26], which is expressed as

Rh =

∫ Θmax

Θmin

g(θ)α(θ)αH(θ)dθ, (1)

where [Θmin,Θmax] is the angle interval of the channel power
seen at the BS, g(·) represents the power angle spectrum
(PAS), satisfying

∫ Θmax

Θmin
g(θ)dθ = 1, and α(θ) ∈ CM×1 is

the BS array response vector. For the uniform linear array
(ULA), α(θ) =

[
1, . . . , e−j2πD sin(θ)(M−1)

]T
where D is the

antenna spacing ratio. Another typical correlation model is the
exponential one [27], i.e.,

[Rh]m,n = ρm−n,∀m ≥ n,m, n = 1, ...,M, (2)
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where ρ, satisfying r = |ρ| < 1, is the channel correlation
between adjacent antennas. This is a simple single-parameter
model commonly used for many communication problems,
which is also physically reasonable in the sense that the cor-
relation decreases with increasing distance between antennas,
e.g., in the ULA.

The downlink transmission can be represented as
y =

√
PhHws+ n, (3)

where y is the received signal at the user, w ∈ CM is the
antenna-domain beamformer at the BS with the unit norm,
i.e., ∥w∥ = 1, s is the transmitted symbol with unit average
power, P is the transmit power and n is the normalized receive
noise at the UE which follows CN (0, 1) . The received SNR
can be written as

SNR = P
∣∣hHw

∣∣2 . (4)
If the beam-domain transmission is conducted, w can be de-
composed into two parts: w = WOwI, where WO ∈ CM×B

(B ≤ M ) is the external beamforming matrix, wI ∈ CB

is the beam-domain beamformer, and B is the number of
beams. One typical WO is the normalized discrete Fourier
transformation (DFT) matrix D ∈ CM×M with [D]m,n =

ej2π
(m−1)(n−1)

M /
√
M . Define the B-dimensional beam-domain

channel as h̄ = WH
Oh. We have h̄ ∼ CN (0,Rh̄) with

Rh̄ = WH
ORhWO. Eq. (4) can be converted to

SNR = P
∣∣h̄HwI

∣∣2 . (5)
For a given target data transmission rate Rth, an outage event
occurs if log2 (1 + SNR) < Rth, or equivalently if SNR <
Pαth, where αth = (2Rth − 1)/P is the normalized receive
SNR threshold.

A. General Framework of Interleaved Training and the Basic
Training Scheme

In this subsection, we introduce the general antenna-domain
and beam-domain interleaved training and give the basic
interleaved training algorithms proposed in [20], [21] as the
baseline of our study. For a uniform representation, we define(
h̃, w̃, L

)
=

{
(h,w,M) , for antenna-domain training(
h̄,wI, B

)
, for beam-domain training

.

(6)
In the general antenna/beam-domain interleaved training
scheme, the BS trains the channel of one antenna/beam for
each step, and the order of the antennas/beams during the
training is determined according to a predefined criterion.
After the l-th training step, the UE knows h̃Al

with Al denoting
the set of indices of the already trained BS antennas/beams
1. To maximize the receive SNR based on this currently
acquired CSI, the BS can conduct the following downlink
beamforming

w̃n =

{
h̃n

∥h̃Al∥
, if n ∈ Al

0, if n /∈ Al

. (7)

The receive SNR of this beamformer is thus SNR =

P
∥∥∥h̃Al

∥∥∥2. Based on whether an outage occurs, i.e.,
∥∥∥h̃Al

∥∥∥2 <

1The main purpose of interleaved training is to reduce the training overhead.
In order to focus on the theoretical analysis and give more insights, we do not
consider the error resulting from channel estimation and feedback quantization
in our study.

αth, the UE decides to notify the BS to continue training
by one bit 0, or feed back one bit 1 and channel values of
the already trained antennas/beams to the BS for transmission
beamforming.

In the basic antenna/beam-domain interleaved training
scheme as shown in Algorithm 1, the channel of one BS
antenna or one DFT beam is trained for each step, and
the antennas/beams are trained sequentially following their
original indices, i.e., after the l-th training step, the index set
of the already trained antennas/beams is [1 : l].

Algorithm 1 Basic antenna/beam-domain interleaved training
scheme [20], [21]

1: Initialization: A1 = {1}; l = 1; The BS sends a pilot for
the UE to acquire h̃1;

2: While
∥∥∥h̃Al

∥∥∥2 < αth & l < L do
3: The UE sends one bit 0 to the BS;
4: The BS sends a pilot for the UE to acquire h̃l+1;
5: l = l + 1; Al = {Al−1, l};
6: end
7: if

∥∥∥h̃Al

∥∥∥2 ≥ αth

8: The UE feeds back one bit 1 and h̃Al
to the BS;

9: The BS conducts downlink beamforming according to
Eq. (7);

10: else
11: The UE feeds back one bit 0 to the BS;
12: end

III. MODIFIED BEAM-DOMAIN INTERLEAVED TRAINING
AND PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In the basic beam-domain interleaved training scheme [21],
the adopted DFT beams give no guarantee to align the effective
propagation paths, and nor does it consider setting a higher
training priority for beams with stronger average power. In
the following, we explore the channel covariance matrix to
improve the beam-domain interleaved training via addressing
the above issues. In addition, we perform analysis on the aver-
age training length of the modified beam-domain interleaved
training and compare it with that of the basic beam-domain
interleaved training to reveal the advantages of the modified
design. The methods of acquiring channel covariance matrix
at the BS in massive MIMO systems can be referred to [28]–
[30].

A. Modified Beam-Domain Training Design

Recall that the channel covariance matrix Rh is positive
semi-definite and we denote its rank as rM . We consider the
compact eigenvalue decomposition of Rh: Rh = UΣUH,
where U is an M × rM semi-unitary matrix and Σ =
diag{δ1, ..., δrM } with δ1 ≥ δ2 · · · ≥ δrM > 0. With
the knowledge of U and Σ, the BS can set WO = U,
implying that B = rM , and therefore h̄ = UHh is the B-
dimentional vector of the beam-domain channel coefficients.
In the modified scheme, the BS trains the B effective beams
u1,u2, · · · ,uB in turn, such that the beams are trained
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with decreasing average power. After b steps of beam train-
ing, the BS obtains the beam-domain channels h̄Ab

where
Ab = {1, ..., b}. The BS conducts the beam-domain precoding
wI ∈ CB according to Eq. (7). And an outage occurs if∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 < αth. With this beam ordering, the specific process
of the modified beam-domain training scheme can be referred
to as Algorithm 1. The modified scheme has both beam
alignment and ordering through the eigenmatrix U of the
channel covariance matrix. This is the major difference from
the basic one.

From the Toeplitz eigen-subspace approximation result in
[31], the eigenvectors of the one-ring covariance matrix in
Eq. (1) and those of the exponential covariance matrix in Eq.
(2) can both be well approximated by the columns of a DFT
matrix for M ≫ 1. As M increases asymptotically to infinity,
both the modified scheme and the basic scheme use the DFT
codebook for beam training and their difference then only lies
in the order of the beams during training. In this case, since
the modified scheme trains the beams with decreasing average
power sequentially, it has a shorter average training length.

B. Average Training Length Analysis

Considering that the difference between the basic beam-
domain interleaved training and the modified one lies only
in the use of the training beam codebook, we first give the
analysis of the average training length for the beam-domain
interleaved training scheme with any given beam codebook,
based on which the average training length of the modified
scheme and its comparison with that of the basic scheme are
subsequently given.

1) Analysis for the General Beam-Domain Scheme: Re-
call that the receiver SNR after the b-th training step is
SNR = P

∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2. From Algorithm 1, we can see that the
training stops after the b-th training step with probability
Pr
(∣∣h̄A1

∣∣2 ≥ αth

)
for b = 1 and Pr

(∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 ≥ αth

)
−

Pr
(∥∥h̄Ab−1

∥∥2 ≥ αth

)
for b = 2, ..., B − 1. And the train-

ing stops after the B-th training with probability 1 −
Pr
(∥∥h̄AB−1

∥∥2 ≥ αth

)
. The average training length of the

beam-domain interleaved training scheme can be expressed
as
Lt = Pr

(∣∣h̄A1

∣∣2 ≥ αth

)
+

B−1∑
b=2

b
[
Pr
(∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 ≥ αth

)
− Pr

(∥∥h̄Ab−1

∥∥2 ≥ αth

)]
+B

[
1− Pr

(∥∥h̄AB−1

∥∥2 ≥ αth

)]
= 1 +

B−1∑
b=1

Pr
(∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 < αth

)
.

(8)

Theorem 1. For an arbitrary beam codebook WO, recall
that Rh̄ = WH

ORhWO and define R̃b =
[
R

1/2

h̄

]
Ab,[1:M ]

.

Consider the compact eigenvalue decomposition R̃H
b R̃b =

UbΣbU
H
b where Ub is an M × rb semi-unitary matrix,

Σb = diag {δb,1, . . . , δb,rb} and rb is the rank of R̃H
b R̃b.

Suppose that there are Tb different eigenvalues with value

of δ̄b,t and repeated time of rb,t for t = 1, ..., Tb. Define
rb = [rb,1, ..., rb,Tb

]T. The average training length of the
general beam-domain interleaved training scheme under cor-
related channels can be expressed as

Lt = 1+

B−1∑
b=1

Tb∏
t=1

(
1

δ̄b,t

)rb,t Tb∑
k=1

rb,k∑
s=1

(−1)
rb,k−s

δ̄
rb,k−s+1
b,k

×Ψb,k,s,rb

1− e
− αth

δ̄b,k

rb,k−s∑
u=0

(
αth

δ̄b,k

)u
u!

 ,

(9)

where Ψb,k,s,rb = (−1)
rb,k−1 ∑

i∈Ωb,k,s

∏
n ̸=k

(
in + rb,n − 1

in

)
×
(

1
δ̄b,n

− 1
δ̄b,k

)−(in+rb,n)

, i = [i1, . . . , iTb
]
T and Ωb,k,s ={

[i1, . . . , iTb
] ∈ ZTb ;

Tb∑
j=1

ij = s− 1, ik = 0, ij ≥ 0 for all j

}
.

Proof. Recall that h̄ = WH
Oh ∼ CN (0,Rh̄). We have

h̄Ab
∼= R̃bhiid with hiid ∼ CN (0, IM ) and

∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 =

hH
iidUbΣbU

H
b hiid

∼= h̃b,Hiid Σbh̃
b
iid with h̃b

iid ∼ CN (0, Irb).
Therefore,∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 =

rb∑
j=1

δb,j

∣∣∣h̃b
iid,j

∣∣∣2 ∼=
Tb∑
t=1

1

2
δ̄b,tQb,t, (10)

where Qb,t ∼ χ2 (2rb,t). By using results in [32] on the sum of
independent chi-square random variables, the PDF of

∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2
is

f
(∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 = x; rb, δ̄b,1, . . . , δ̄b,Tb

)
=

Tb∏
t=1

(
1

δ̄b,t

)rb,t

×
Tb∑
k=1

rb,k∑
s=1

Ψb,k,s,rb

(rb,k − s)!
(−x)

rb,k−s
e
− x

δ̄b,k .

(11)

Therefore, we have

Pr
(∥∥h̄Ab

∥∥2 < αth

)
=

Tb∏
t=1

(
1

δ̄b,t

)rb,t

×

Tb∑
k=1

rb,k∑
s=1

Ψb,k,s,rb

(rb,k − s)!

∫ αth

0

(−x)
rb,k−s

e
− x

δ̄b,k dx

=

Tb∏
t=1

(
1

δ̄b,t

)rb,t Tb∑
k=1

rb,k∑
s=1

(−1)
rb,k−s

δ̄
rb,k−s+1
b,k Ψb,k,s,rb

×

1− e
− αth

δ̄b,k

rb,k−s∑
u=0

(
αth

δ̄b,k

)u
u!

 .

(12)

Via substituting Eq. (12) into Eq. (8), Eq. (9) can be obtained.

2) Analysis for the Modified Beam-Domain Scheme: The
derivation for the average training length of the modified
beam-domain interleaved training scheme can be referred to
Theorem 1 by setting the beam codebook as WO = U.
Therefore, Rh̄ = UHRhU = Σ and R̃b =

[
Σ

1
2

]
[1:b],[1:M ]

,

which leads to δb,j = δj for b = 1, . . . , B, j = 1, ..., b. It is
noteworthy that since the modified scheme uses the eigenvec-
tors of the channel covariance matrix as the beam codebook,
δb,j is independent of the training step index b. Suppose that
there are T̄b different values in the first b eigenvalues of Rh
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δj , j = 1, ..., b with value of δ̄b,t and repeated times r̄b,t for
t = 1, ..., T̄b. Define r̄b = [r̄b,1, ..., r̄b,T̄b

]T.

Corollary 1. The average training length of the modified
beam-domain interleaved training scheme can be expressed
as:

Lt = 1+

B−1∑
b=1

T̄b∏
t=1

(
1

δ̄b,t

)r̄b,t T̄b∑
k=1

r̄b,k∑
s=1

(−1)
r̄b,k−s

δ̄k
r̄b,k−s+1

×Ψb,k,s,r̄b

1− e
− αth

δ̄b,k

r̄b,k−s∑
u=0

(
αth

δ̄b,k

)u
u!

 ,

(13)

where Ψb,k,s,r̄b = (−1)
r̄b,k−1 ∑

i∈Ωb,k,s

∏
n ̸=k

(
in + r̄b,n − 1

in

)
×
(

1
δ̄b,n

− 1
δ̄b,k

)−(in+r̄b,n)

, i =
[
i1, . . . , iT̄b

]T
and Ωb,k,s ={[

i1, . . . , iT̄b

]
∈ ZT̄b ;

T̄b∑
j=1

ij = s− 1, ik = 0, ij ≥ 0 for all j

}
.

Proof. The result can be directly obtained from Theorem 1.

Corollary 2. For channels with the exponential covariance
matrix in Eq. (2) and 0 ≤ r < 1, a large M approximation
of the average training length for the modified beam-domain
interleaved training scheme can be written as

Lt = 1 +

M−1∑
m=1

m∑
j=1

lj (0)
(
1− e

−αth
δj

)
, (14)

where lj (0) =
m∏

k=1,k ̸=j

δj
δj−δk

and

δj ≈
1− r2

1 + r2 + 2r cos
(

(M+r)(M+1−j)π
M(M+1)

) (15)

for j = 1, . . . ,M .

Proof. For the exponential covariance matrix Rh, its eigen-
values δj for M ≫ 1 can be approximated as Eq. (15) by
following [33, Eq. (51)]. According to the monotonicity of
cos(x) for 0 < x < π, we have δ1 > δ2 > · · · > δM > 0,
and thus B = rM = M , T̄b = b, δ̄b,t = δt, r̄b,t = 1 for
t = 1, ..., T̄b. Via substituting these into Eq. (13) in Corollary
1, Eq. (14) can be obtained.

The results in Eq. (9), Eq. (13) and Eq. (14) are in closed-
form and can be used to evaluate the average training length
for different system parameter values.

In the following, we discuss the impact of the antenna
number M on the average training length of the modified
beam-domain interleaved training.

Corollary 3. For the modified beam-domain interleaved train-
ing scheme, when the use of all beams can avoid an outage,
the average training length Lt is a non-increasing function of
the antenna number M , in both one-ring correlated channels
with non-zero AS and exponentially correlated channels.

Proof. Denote the eigenvalues of the channel covariance
matrix Rh in descending order as λ1, λ2, ..., λrM and
Λ1,Λ2, ...,ΛrM+1

for the number of antennas being M and
M + 1, respectively. Since the channel covariance matrix for

M BS antennas is a submatrix of that for M+1 BS antennas,
we have either rM+1 = rM+1, e.g., for channels with the full-
rank exponential covariance matrix in Eq. (2), or rM+1 = rM .
From Eq. (8) and Eq. (10), the average training length can be
expressed as Lt = 1 +

∑rM−1
b=1 Pr

(∑b
j=1 |hiid,j |2δj < αth

)
.

Then the difference between the average training lengths for
systems with M and M + 1 BS antennas for the case of
rM+1 = rM + 1 is

Lt(M+1)−Lt(M) = ∆+Pr

 rM∑
j=1

|hiid,j |2Λj < αth

 , (16)

where ∆ =
∑rM−1

b=1

[
Pr
(∑b

j=1 |hiid,j |2Λj < αth

)
− Pr (∑b

j=1 |hiid,j |2λj < αth

)]
. From the Eigenvalue Interlacing

Theorem [34], we have ΛrM+1
≤ λrM ≤ ΛrM ≤ λrM−1 ≤

ΛrM−1 ≤ · · · ≤ λ2 ≤ Λ2 ≤ λ1 ≤ Λ1. Thus ∆ ≤ 0. The
condition that the use of all beams can meet the transmis-
sion requirement leads to Pr

(∑rM
j=1 |hiid,j |2Λj < αth

)
= 0.

Therefore, Lt is non-increasing with increasing M under this
condition. For the case of rM+1 = rM , this conclusion still
stands due to Lt(M + 1)− Lt(M) = ∆.

Remark 1. Numerical simulation based on Eq. (13) shows
that the average training length Lt increases with M for
small M ; while for large M , Lt decreases with M and
converges to a constant value. This is because when M

is small, Pr
(∑rM

j=1 |hiid,j |2Λj < αth

)
is the dominant term

in Lt(M + 1) − Lt(M) in Eq. (16), which has a positive
value. When M is large, Pr

(∑rM
j=1 |hiid,j |2Λj < αth

)
→ 0,

therefore, as shown in Corollary 3, Lt decreases with M .

Next, we discuss the effect of the channel correlation on
the average training length of the modified beam-domain
interleaved training scheme for channels with the exponential
covariance matrix. Numerical simulation based on Eq. (14)
shows that for relatively small αth, higher channel correlation
helps reduce the average training length of the modified beam-
domain interleaved training. However, as αth continues to
increase, an increase in the channel correlation may have the
opposite effect. According to the derivative of eigenvalues
in Eq. (15), i.e., δj = 1−r2

1+r2+2r cos( (M+r)(M+1−j)π
M(M+1) )

,∀j =

1, . . . ,M , with respect to r, larger eigenvalues increase,
while smaller eigenvalues become smaller, as r increases.
For very large αth, Pr

(∑b
j=1 |hiid,j |2δj < αth

)
≈ 1

for b < rM − 1, and Pr
(∑rM−1

j=1 |hiid,j |2δj < αth

)
has

the greatest impact on Lt. In this case, smaller r re-
sults in flatter eigenvalue distribution which provides lower
Pr
(∑rM−1

j=1 |hiid,j |2δj < αth

)
and shorter Lt. For small

enough αth, Pr
(∑b

j=1 |hiid,j |2δj < αth

)
≈ 0 for 2 < b ≤

rM −1, and Pr
(
|hiid,1|2δ1 < αth

)
has the greatest impact on

Lt. In this case, larger r results in higher δ1 and shorter Lt.

IV. MODIFIED ANTENNA-DOMAIN INTERLEAVED
TRAINING AND PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we first discuss the impact of channel
correlation on the average training length of the basic antenna-
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domain interleaved training. Then we derive the conditional
distribution of channels of un-trained BS antennas based on
channel values of the already trained BS antennas during
the interleaved training process, based on which we further
propose the design of the modified antenna-domain interleaved
training.

A. Average Training Length Analysis and Impact of Channel
Correlation

In the following, we give closed-form expressions of the
average training length of the basic antenna-domain inter-
leaved training scheme under general correlated channels and
exponentially correlated channels respectively.

Compared to Theorem 1, the only difference in the deriva-
tion on the average training length of the basic antenna-domain
interleaved training is that the covariance matrix of the trained
channels after m training steps is R̃m =

[
R

1
2

h

]
[1:m],[1:M ]

and

the vector of the trained channels can be represented as hAm
∼=

R̃mhiid. Consider the compact eigenvalue decomposition:
R̃H

mR̃m = UmΣmUH
m where Σm = diag {δm,1, . . . , δm,rm}

and rm is the rank of R̃H
mR̃m. Then we have ∥hAm∥2 ∼=

h̃m,H
iid Σmh̃m

iid with h̃m
iid ∼ CN (0, Irm). Suppose that there are

Tm different eigenvalues with value of δ̄m,t and repeated times
of rm,t for t = 1, ..., Tm. Define rm = [rm,1, ..., rm,Tm ]T.

Theorem 2. The average training length of the basic antenna-
domain interleaved training scheme under general correlated
channels can be expressed as

Lt = 1+

M−1∑
m=1

Tm∏
t=1

(
1

δ̄m,t

)rm,tTm∑
k=1

rm,k∑
s=1

(−1)
rm,k−s

δ̄
rm,k−s+1
m,k

×Ψm,k,s,rm

1− e
− αth

δ̄m,k

rm,k−s∑
u=0

(
αth

δ̄m,k

)u
u!

 ,

(17)

where Ψm,k,s,rm = (−1)
rm,k−1 ∑

i∈Ωm,k,s

∏
n ̸=k

(
in + rm,n − 1

in

)
×
(

1
δ̄m,n

− 1
δ̄m,k

)−(in+rm,n)

, i= [i1, . . . , iTm
]
T, and Ωm,k,s ={

[i1, . . . , iTm
] ∈ ZTm ;

Tm∑
j=1

ij = s− 1, ik = 0, ij ≥ 0 for all j

}
.

Proof. Please refer to the proof of Theorem 1.

To analyze the impact of channel correlation on the average
training length, we consider two extreme cases, i.e., the i.i.d.
channels with δm,i = 1,∀m = 1, ...,M, i = 1, ..., l and the
fully correlated channels with δm,1 = m and δm,i = 0,∀i =
2, ...,m for m = 1, ...,M .

For the i.i.d. channels, we have rm = m, Tm = 1, δ̄m,1 =
1, rm,1 = m and Ψm,k,s,rm = (−1)

m−1
, for s = 1; and

Ψm,k,s,rm = 0, for s = 2, . . . ,m. Via substituting these into
Eq. (17) in Theorem 2, we can obtain

L
(i.i.d.)
t = 1 +

M−1∑
m=1

(
1− e−αth

m−1∑
i=0

αi
th

i!

)
. (18)

According to the result in [20, Theorem 2], we have L
(i.i.d.)
t ≤

1 + αth for M → ∞.

For the fully correlated channels, we have rm = 1, Tm = 1,
δ̄m,1 = m, rm,1 = 1 and Ψm,k,s,rm = 1, for s = 1; and
Ψm,k,s,rm = 0, for s = 2, . . . ,m. Via substituting these into
Eq. (17) in Theorem 2, we can obtain

L
(FC)
t = 1 +

M−1∑
m=1

(
1− e−

αth
m

)
. (19)

And the behavior of L
(FC)
t for M → ∞ is given in the

following corollary.

Corollary 4. For M → ∞, we have 1 + αthγ − π2

12α
2
th ≤

L
(FC)
t −αth lnM ≤ 1+αthγ, where γ ≈ 0.5772 is the Euler’s

constant.

Proof. Define G(x) = x + e−x. For m > 0, we have
1−e−

αth
m − αth

m = −
(
G
(
αth

m

)
−G(0)

)
= −

∫ αth
m

0
G′(u)du =

−
∫ αth

m

0
(1− e−u) du ≥ −

∫ αth
m

0
udu = − α2

th

2m2 . Meanwhile,
we have 1 − e−

αth
m − αth

m ≤ 0. Therefore, we can obtain
−
∑M−1

m=1
α2

th

2m2 ≤
∑M−1

m=1

(
1− e−

αth
m

)
−
∑M−1

m=1
αth

m ≤ 0.

Since
∑∞

m=1
1

m2 = π2

6 and γ = lim
M→∞

(∑M
m=1

1
m − lnM

)
≈

0.5772, we have 1 + αthγ − π2

12α
2
th ≤ L

(FC)
t − αth lnM ≤

1 + αthγ for M → ∞.

Remark 2. When M increases asymptotically, under inde-
pendent channels, the average training length of the basic
scheme L

(i.i.d.)
t has the upper bound 1 + αth; while under

fully correlated channels, the average training length of the
basic scheme L

(FC)
t is proportional to lnM , which implies the

negative effect of channel correlation to the average training
length of the basic training scheme. Further, numerical cal-
culations based on Eq. (18) and (19) show that when αth is
small compared to M , the basic scheme has a shorter average
training length in the i.i.d. channels. This mainly benefits from
the higher antenna diversity gain. After αth reaches about
the same size as M , the basic scheme has a shorter average
training length in the fully correlated channels, where the
consistency of antenna energy is more important than the
diversity gain.

Corollary 5. For channels with the exponential covariance
matrix in Eq. (2) and almost all values of 0 < r < 1,
the average training length of the basic antenna-domain
interleaved training can be expressed as

Lt = 2− e−αth +

M−1∑
m=2

m∑
j=1

lm,j (0)
(
1− e

− αth
δm,j

)
, (20)

where lm,j (0) =
m∏

k=1,k ̸=j

δm,j

δm,j−δm,k
and

δm,j ≈



1− 2r cos
(

jπ
m+1

)
, if 0 < r ≪ 1

1−r
2 sec2

(
jπ
2m

)
, if 0 < 1− r ≪ 1 &

r ̸= 1− 6m

3 sec2( jπ
2m )+2(m2−1)

Φ(r,m, j), else & m−
∑m−1

i=1 Φ(r,m, i)

̸= Φ(r,m, j)
(21)
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for j = 1, . . . ,m− 1 and

δm,m ≈


1− 2r cos

(
mπ
m+1

)
, if 0 < r ≪ 1

m− (m2−1)(1−r)

3 , if 0 < 1− r ≪ 1

m−
m−1∑
i=1

Φ(r,m, i), else

(22)

where Φ(r,m, i) ≜ 1−r2

1+r2+2r2 cos( iπ
m )+2r(1−r) cos( iπ

m+1 )
.

Proof. For the exponential covariance matrix, the approxi-
mations of δm,j , j = 1, ...,m can be written as Eq. (21)
and Eq. (22) according to [33, Eq. (35), Eq. (43a-b), Eq.
(49a-b)]. From the monotonicity of cos(x) in 0 < x < π
and that of sec2(x) in 0 < x < π

2 , we have that for
0 < r ≪ 1, δm,j , j = 1, ...,m are different from each
other, while for 0 < 1 − r ≪ 1, δm,j , j = 1, ...,m − 1
are different from each other, and δm,m is different from
δm,j , j = 1, ...,m − 1 for r ̸= 1 − 6m

3 sec2( jπ
2m )+2(m2−1)

. For
intermediate r values, δm,j , j = 1, ...,m−1 are different from
each other due to the monotonicity of cos(x) in 0 < x < π
as well, and δm,m is different from δm,j , j = 1, ...,m − 1
for m −

∑m−1
i=1 Φ(r,m, i) ̸= Φ(r,m, j). Therefore, we have

rm = m, Tm = m, δ̄m,t = δm,t, rm,t = 1 for t = 1, ..., Tm.
Via substituting these into Eq. (17) in Theorem 2, Eq. (20)
can be obtained.

For almost all values of 0<r<1, we can conduct faster eval-
uation and analysis for the average training length of the basic
antenna-domain interleaved training scheme with Eq. (20)
compared to that with Eq. (17). For large r values satisfying
r = 1− 6m

3 sec2( jπ
2m )+2(m2−1)

,∀j = 1, ...,m−1 or intermediate

r values satisfying m−
∑m−1

i=1 Φ(r,m, i) = Φ(r,m, j),∀j=
1, ...,m−1, the training length can still be calculated according
to Eq. (17).

B. Derivations on the Conditional PDF of the Untrained
Channels

On the one hand, simulation based on Eq. (17) shows that
the channel correlation leads to an increase in the average
training length of the basic antenna-domain interleaved train-
ing at the general rate requirement. On the other hand, if the
channel correlation exists and the system knows it as a priori,
we can use the correlation to improve the training efficiency.
Specifically, the conditional PDF of the untrained channels can
be derived for given values of the already trained channels.
Based on this conditional PDF, the choice of the BS antenna
for the next training step can be optimized. In this subsection,
we derive the conditional PDF.

Lemma 1. Given the channel values of the already trained
BS antennas, hm,m ∈ A =

{
a1, a2, ..., a|A|

}
, the conditional

PDF of the un-trained channels hn|hA, n ∈ M − A follows
CN

(
µ̄n, σ̄

2
n

)
where

µ̄n =
[
[Rh]n,a1

, [Rh]n,a2
, ..., [Rh]n,a|A|

]
R−1

hA
hA, (23)

σ̄2
n = 1−

[
[Rh]n,a1

, [Rh]n,a2
, ..., [Rh]n,a|A|

]
R−1

hA

×
[
[Rh]a1,n

, [Rh]a2,n
, ..., [Rh]a|A|,n

]T
,

(24)

and [RhA ]i,j = [Rh]ai,aj , i, j = 1, . . . , |A|. The conditional
cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the power of the
untrained channel hn, n ∈ M− A is

Pr
(
|hn|2 ≤ x|hA

)
= 1−Q1

(√
2
|µ̄n|
σ̄n

,
√
2

√
x

σ̄n

)
. (25)

Proof. RhA is the covariance matrix of the vector of the
trained channels hA, which is a submatrix of the overall
channel covariance matrix Rh. Recall that h is a circular-
symmetric complex Gaussian vector. Then from [35, Eq.
(32)], the conditional mean in Eq. (23) and the conditional
variance in Eq. (24) can be obtained. The CDF in Eq.
(25) can be obtained from properties of noncentral chi-
squared distribution, i.e.,

√
2

σ̄n
hn|hA ∼ CN

(√
2 µ̄n

σ̄n
, 2
)

due to
hn|hA ∼ CN

(
µ̄n, σ̄

2
n

)
. Then, we have the conditional PDF∣∣∣√2

σ̄n
hn

∣∣∣2|hA ∼ χ2
(
2, 2 |µ̄n|2

σ̄2
n

)
and the conditional CDF

F∣∣∣√
2

σ̄n
hn

∣∣∣2|hA
(x) = 1−Q1

(√
2
|µ̄n|
σ̄n

,
√
x

)
. (26)

Therefore, Eq. (25) can be obtained.

Recall that A = {a1, ..., a|A|} denotes the set of indices of
the already trained BS antennas and for simplicity of presen-
tation, we assume that a1 < a2 < · · · < a|A|. If the index of
an un-trained BS antenna n satisfies a1 < n < a|A|, we denote
the index of its nearest BS antennas in the trained set A with
a smaller index as ax⋆ , that is, x⋆ = argminai∈A,ai<n n−ai.
Thus ax⋆+1 is the index of the trained BS antenna which is
the nearest to Antenna n with a larger index than n. Define
x1 = n− ax⋆ and x2 = ax⋆+1 − n.

Corollary 6. Under the exponential correlation model, we
have

µ̄n =


(ρ∗)

a1−n
ha1

, if n < a1[
ρx1(1−r2x2)hax⋆+(ρ∗)x2(1−r2x1)hax⋆+1

]
1−r2(x1+x2) ,

if a1 < n < a|A|

ρn−a|A|ha|A| , if n > a|A|

, (27)

and

σ̄2
n =


1− r2(a1−n), if n < a1
(1−r2x1)(1−r2x2)

1−r2(x1+x2) , if a1 < n < a|A|

1− r2(n−a|A|), if n > a|A|

. (28)

The conditional distribution of the channel of BS antenna n ∈
M−A is only related to channel values of the two nearest BS
antennas on both sides, ax⋆ and ax⋆+1.

Proof. See Appendix A.

The results in Corollary 6 can help significantly reduce
the computational complexity for the conditional CDF of the
untrained channel power for scenarios with an exponential
correlation model.

C. Modified Antenna-Domain Interleaved Training Scheme

Based on the conditional PDF of the untrained channels in
Lemma 1, we propose a modified antenna-domain interleaved
training scheme where at the beginning of each training step,
the BS antenna whose channel is to be trained is optimally
selected. The basic idea is to use the channel values of the
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already trained antennas to calculate the probability of meeting
the transmission requirement if each untrained BS antenna
is selected. Then the antenna with the highest probability is
chosen.

For the selection of the first antenna n0 to be trained, we
cannot use the same approach since no channel values have
been obtained. Instead, we use the conditional variance in
Eq. (24). Under the assumption that all antennas have the
same average power, the first antenna to be trained can be
the one resulting in the minimum overall conditional variance
of other antennas, e.g., n0 = argminm

∑M
n=1,n̸=m σ̄2

n. It can
be seen from Eq. (28) that n0 =

⌊
M+1

2

⌋
under the exponential

correlation model.
Recall that Am and hAm

are the set of indices of the m BS
antennas whose channels have been trained and the obtained
channel vector of these BS antennas after m training steps.
At the beginning of the (m + 1)-th training step, based on
the already obtained channel vector hAm

, the BS antenna to
be trained for the (m + 1)-th step is selected by the BS as
follows. For each untrained BS antenna n ∈ M−Am, the BS
calculates the probability that the obtainment of the channel
of BS antenna n in the (m+ 1)-th training step can meet the
transmission requirements as follows:

Pr
(
|hn|2 ≥ αth − ∥hAm

∥2
)

= Q1

√
2
|µ̄n|
σ̄n

,
√
2

√
αth − ∥hAm

∥2

σ̄n

 .
(29)

Then, the BS selects the one with the highest probability
among all untrained antennas, i.e., the index of the BS antenna
for the m+ 1 training step is

n⋆ = arg max
n∈M−Am

Pr
(
|hn|2 ≥ αth − ∥hAm∥2

)
. (30)

The proposed modified antenna-domain interleaved training
scheme is presented in Algorithm 2, where the major differ-
ence to the basic scheme is in Step 4 on the antenna selection.

Algorithm 2 Modified Antenna-Domain Interleaved Training
Scheme

1: Initialization: n⋆ = n0; A1 = {n⋆}; m = 1; BS sends a
pilot for UE to acquire hn⋆ ;

2: While ∥hAm
∥2 < αth & m < M do

3: The UE sends one bit 0 and hn⋆ to the BS;
4: The BS calculates the probability value for each n ∈

M−Am according to Eq. (29) and then decides the index
of next training antenna n⋆ according to Eq. (30);

5: The BS sends a pilot for the UE to acquire hn⋆ ;
6: m = m+ 1; Am = {Am−1, n

⋆};
7: end
8: if ∥hAm∥2 ≥ αth

9: The UE feeds back one bit 1 & hn⋆ to the BS;
10: The BS conducts downlink precoding according to Eq.

(7);
11: else
12: The UE feeds back one bit 0 to the BS;
13: end

1) Complexity Analysis: The complexity of Algorithm 2
is mainly generated by Step 4 in the loop from Step 2 to
Step 7. Denote the training length for a random channel
realization as N satisfying 1 ≤ N ≤ M . For the (m + 1)-
th training step, where m < N , the number of operations
needed for calculating R−1

hA
in Eq. (23) and Eq. (24) scales as

m3, and the number of operations needed for the remaining
matrix multiplications in Eq. (23) and Eq. (24) scales as
(M − m)m2. Therefore, the complexity for calculating the
conditional mean and variance for a training process with N
steps is O(N4+MN3) and an upper bound on the complexity
of Algorithm 2 is O(M4) since N ≤ M . For channels with
the exponential covariance matrix, since the conditional mean
and variance can be calculated according to Eq. (27) and Eq.
(28) without matrix inversion and matrix multiplication, an
upper bound of the algorithm complexity is O

(
M2
)
.

2) Average Training Length: Similar to the derivation of
Eq. (8), the average training length of the modified antenna-
domain interleaved training scheme can be expressed as

Lt = 1 +

M−1∑
m=1

Pr
(
∥hAm

∥2 < αth

)
. (31)

To derive the analytical or even closed-form expression of
Lt in Eq. (31), the key is to calculate Pr(∥hAm

∥2 < αth).
From Step 4 in Algorithm 2 and Eq. (29) we know that one
should first calculate the conditional mean µ̄n and conditional
variance σ̄2

n for n ∈ M − Am based on both Am and hAm

to decide the antenna index n⋆ for the (m + 1)-th training
step. This makes the derivation of the PDF of

∥∥hAm+1

∥∥2
challenging because Am changes for each channel realization.
In addition, the Q1 (a, b) function involves a two-fold infinite
series summation, resulting in an implicit relationship between
n⋆ and Am, hAm

. These all make the derivation of an
analytical expression of Lt in Eq. (31) intractable.

To circumvent the above difficulties, we introduce the deep
neural network (DNN) Lt = f (M,Rh, αth;Θ) with Θ being
the network parameter matrix to model the function of Lt with
respective to system parameters, e.g., the BS antenna number
M , the channel covariance matrix Rh and the normalized
SNR threshold αth =

(
2Rth − 1

)
/P . For channels with the

exponential covariance matrix, one can use the correlation
coefficient ρ to replace the input parameter Rh. The latter
simulation results show that the function f can be well-fitted
by a DNN model with fully connected hidden layers. This deep
learning-based approximation of the average training length
can provide a faster performance evaluation of the modified
antenna-domain interleaved training scheme compared to the
Monte Carlo simulation.

V. SIMULATION AND DISCUSSION

In this section, simulation results are shown for the pro-
posed modified beam-domain and antenna-domain interleaved
training schemes and their comparison with existing baseline
schemes. The exponential correlation model in Eq. (2) is
considered in Sections V-A to V-D. The one-ring correlation
model in Eq. (1) is considered in Section V-E.
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A. Beam-Domain Interleaved Training Under the Exponential
Correlation Model

Fig. 1 shows the average training lengths of the basic
and modified beam-domain interleaved training schemes under
the exponential correlation model, including the simulation
values, the theoretical values in Eq. (9) of Theorem 1 and
Eq. (13) of Corollary 1, and the approximate values in Eq.
(14) of Corollary 2. We can see from Fig. 1a that the curves
of simulation values and theoretical values match well for
different scenarios. The curves of approximate values for
M = 32, 64 and ρ = 0.8 in Fig. 1b have some gap with
the simulation curves, while the gap for the case of M = 64
is relatively small. This is because that Eq. (15) is a large-
M eigenvalue approximation. These observations verify our
derivations in Section III-B.
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(a) Basic interleaved training scheme
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(b) Modified interleaved training scheme

Fig. 1. Average training length of beam-domain interleaved training scheme.

B. Comparison of Basic and Modified Beam-Domain Inter-
leaved Training Under the Exponential Correlation Model

Fig. 2 shows the average training lengths of the basic
and modified beam-domain interleaved training with different
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(a) Correlation coefficient ρ = 0.8
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(b) Correlation coefficient ρ = 0.4

Fig. 2. Average training length of beam-domain interleaved training with
different antennas number M .

antenna number M for ρ = 0.8 and 0.4. It can be seen
that the modified scheme outperforms the basic scheme in
the average training length for three combinations of Rth and
P , i.e., 1) Rth = 5 bit/s/Hz, P = 0 dB and αth = 31;
2) Rth = 4 bit/s/Hz, P = −2 dB and αth = 23.77; 3)
Rth = 3 bit/s/Hz, P = −3 dB and αth = 13.97. And the
advantage becomes larger as αth increases from αth = 13.97
to αth = 31, showing that the modified beam-domain scheme
exhibits greater performance advantages under more stringent
transmission requirements. In addition, the average training
lengths of both schemes first increase and then decrease as M
increases. For large enough M , the training length levels off as
M increases. These results are consistent with the description
in Corollary 3 and Remark 1.

Fig. 3 shows the average training lengths of the basic and
modified beam-domain interleaved training schemes with dif-
ferent channel correlation levels for M = 32, Rth = 3 bit/s/Hz
and P = −6,−4, 0 dB. Note that αth = 27.87, 17.58, 7
respectively. The basic scheme uses the DFT codebook. The
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Fig. 3. Average training length of beam-domain interleaved training with
different channel correlation levels.

shorter average training length of the modified scheme can also
be observed in the figure, especially for relatively low transmit
power, e.g., P = −4,−6 dB. And with increasing ρ, the
performance advantage of the modified scheme over the basic
scheme enlarges for P = 0 dB, while for P = −4,−6 dB, it
first increases for ρ ≤ 0.7 and then decreases for ρ > 0.7.

C. Antenna-Domain Interleaved Training Under the Exponen-
tial Correlation Model

Fig. 4 shows the average training lengths of the basic and
modified antenna-domain interleaved training schemes under
the exponential correlation model for M = 32, Rth = 2, 3
bit/s/Hz and ρ = 0, i.e., i.i.d. channels, 0.4, and 0.8. Fig. 4a
shows the simulation values, the theoretical values provided by
Corollary 2, i.e., Eq. (9), and the approximate values of the
basic scheme in Eq. (20) of Corollary 5. We can see from the
figure that all three curves match well for different scenarios.
This verifies the results in Section IV-A. For Rth = 2 bit/s/Hz,
the average training length of the basic scheme increases when
ρ increases from 0.4 to 0.8 for P > −9 dB, i.e., αth < 23.83.
For smaller P and larger αth, the increase of ρ, on the contrary,
leads to a decrease of average training length for the basic
scheme.

In Fig. 4b, we use a fully connected DNN containing four
hidden layers (each with 4, 8, 16 and 32 Relu neurons) to
provide an approximate average training length of the modified
antenna-domain interleaved training scheme. The function for
training the DNN model is the trainlm based the Levenberg-
Marquardt algorithm, which has the fastest convergence speed
for medium-sized DNN. The loss is the mean-square error
(MSE). The dataset has 3173 samples of < ρ, αth, Lt >.
The ratio of the training set, validation set, and test set is
0.7:0.15:0.15. As shown in the figure, the designed DNN fits
the function of training overhead well and its prediction of Lt

for these unseen combinations of ρ, αth and P matches with
the simulation results.
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(a) Basic interleaved training scheme
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(b) Modified interleaved training scheme

Fig. 4. Average training length of antenna-domain interleaved training
scheme.

D. Comparison of Basic and Modified Antenna-Domain In-
terleaved Training Under the Exponential Correlation Model

Fig. 5 shows the average training lengths of the basic and
modified antenna-domain interleaved training schemes with
different BS antenna number M for ρ = 0.8 and 0.4. It can be
seen that the modified scheme outperforms the basic scheme
in the average training length for three combinations of Rth

and P , i.e., 1) Rth = 5 bit/s/Hz, P = 0 dB and αth = 31;
2) Rth = 4 bit/s/Hz, P = −2 dB and αth = 23.77; 3)
Rth = 3 bit/s/Hz, P = −3 dB and αth = 13.97. And the
advantage becomes larger as αth increases from αth = 13.97
to αth = 31. In addition, with increasing M , the average train-
ing length of the basic scheme increases and converges, with
faster convergence and a smaller value for ρ = 0.4 compared
to those for ρ = 0.8. However, the average training length
of the modified scheme first increases and then decreases and
finally levels off with increasing M . This is because as M
increases, there are more untrained antennas available after
each interleaved training step, which increases the diversity of
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Fig. 5. Average training length of antenna-domain interleaved training with
different BS antennas number M .

untrained antennas’ conditional distributions. Furthermore, the
performance advantage of the modified scheme over the basic
scheme first increases and then levels off as M increases.

Fig. 6 shows the average training lengths of the basic and
modified antenna-domain interleaved training schemes with
different channel correlation levels for M = 32, Rth = 3
bit/s/Hz and P = −6,−4, 0 dB. We can see from the
figure that the modified scheme has a shorter average training
length than the basic scheme. As the correlation coefficient
ρ increases, the average training length of the basic scheme
increases for P = 0 dB and −4 dB, but decreases for P = −6
dB. On the contrary, with increasing ρ, the average training
length of the modified scheme for P = 0,−4,−6 dB first
decreases for ρ ≤ 0.8 and then increases for larger ρ > 0.8.

E. Antenna and Beam-Domain Interleaved Training Under the
One-Ring Correlated Channels

In this section, simulations are given to demonstrate the
applicability of partial analytical results to the one-ring cor-
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Fig. 6. Average training length of antenna-domain interleaved training with
different channel correlation levels.

relation model in Eq. (1). The uniform PAS model [36], i.e.,
f (θ) = 1

2∆θ , θ̄ − ∆θ ≤ θ ≤ θ̄ + ∆θ, is considered where θ̄
denotes the mean angular of departure (AoD) and the angular
spread (AS) is σA = ∆θ√

3
.

Fig. 7 shows the average training lengths of the basic
and modified beam-domain interleaved training schemes with
different transmit powers P ∈ [−5, 5] dB under the one-ring
correlated channel model for M = 32, Rth = 3 bit/s/Hz,
D = 0.5, θ̄ = 45◦ and σA = 5◦, 10◦, 20◦. The theoretical
values of the average training length in Eq. (9) of Theorem
1 and Eq. (13) of Corollary 1 match the simulation values
well. And the modified scheme under three different ASs has
an obvious performance advantage over the basic scheme.
With decreasing AS or increasing channel correlation, this
performance advantage enlarges for relatively high transmit
power, e.g., P = 5 dB, while decreases for low transmit power,
e.g., P = −5 dB.

Fig. 8 shows the average training lengths of the basic and
modified antenna-domain interleaved training schemes with
different transmit powers P ∈ [−5, 5] dB under the one-ring
correlated channel model for M = 32, Rth = 3 bit/s/Hz,
D = 0.5, θ̄ = 45◦ and σA = 5◦, 10◦, 20◦. The modified
scheme in the antenna-domain under three different ASs also
outperforms the basic scheme, and the theoretical average
training length in Eq. (9) matches the simulation value well.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the channel spatial correlation was explored
to improve the interleaved training for single-user massive
MIMO downlink. Via optimizing the beam training codebook
and the antenna training sequence based on the channel
correlation, we respectively proposed the modified beam-
domain and antenna-domain interleaved training schemes.
For exponentially correlated channels, the conditional channel
distribution of an untrained BS antenna given channel values
of the already trained BS antennas was demonstrated to be
only dependent on the channels of its nearest antennas on both
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sides in the already-trained antenna set, simplifying the com-
plexity of the modified antenna-domain scheme significantly.
Exact and approximate closed-form expressions were derived
for the basic and modified beam/antenna-domain schemes in
correlated channels. The impact of system parameters, e.g.,
the channel correlation, the antenna number, and the SNR
requirement, on the average training length was explicitly re-
vealed. Simulations verified our derivations and demonstrated
the performance advantage of our proposed modified schemes.

In addition to spatial correlation, channel temporal corre-
lation can be exploited to improve the channel acquisition
efficiency in massive MIMO systems. Unlike spatial correla-
tion, temporal correlation has causality constraints in the time
dimension and we can only use the historical training result to
extrapolate. However, the historical result is not complete due
to the characteristics of the interleaved scheme. How to explore
the temporal correlation in interleaved training is worth to be
further studied.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Corollary 6

Define m=
[
ρn−a1 , ..., ρn−ax⋆ , (ρ∗)

ax⋆+1−n
, ..., (ρ∗)

a|A|−n
]

×R−1
hA

=
[
m1, . . . ,m|A|

]
. We denote RhA as R for

simplicity of presentation. Then we have mi = det(Ri)
det(R) , i ∈

I = {1, ..., |A|}, where Ri is R by replacing its i-th row
with

[
ρn−a1 , ..., ρn−ax⋆ , (ρ∗)

ax⋆+1−n
, ..., (ρ∗)

a|A|−n
]
. Recall

that R−1 = adj(R)
det(R) where adj (R) is the adjugate matrix of

R, i.e., [adj (R)]u,v = Rv,u,∀u, v = 1, . . . , |A| with Ru,v

being the algebraic cofactor of [R]u,v . Therefore, we have

mi =

x⋆∑
j=1

ρn−ajRi,j+
|A|∑

j=x⋆+1

(ρ∗)aj−nRi,j

det(R) = det(Ri)
det(R) .

Here we prove that mx⋆ and mx⋆+1 are the only two non-
zero elements in m, equivalently det (Ri) = 0 when i ∈
I−{x⋆, x⋆+1} and det (Ri) ̸= 0 when i ∈ {x⋆, x⋆+1}. For
the first part, it is suffice to show that the row vectors of Ri are
linearly dependent when i ∈ I−{x⋆, x⋆+1} and we show this
by construction. Let cx⋆ = ρn−ax⋆ 1−(ρ∗ρ)

ax⋆+1−n

1−(ρ∗ρ)
ax⋆+1−ax⋆ , cx⋆+1 =

(ρ∗)
ax⋆+1−n 1−(ρ∗ρ)n−ax⋆

1−(ρ∗ρ)
ax⋆+1−ax⋆ , ci = −1, cj = 0 for j /∈

{x⋆, x⋆ + 1, i}, we have via straightforward calculations that

∑|A|
j=1 cj [Ri]j,[1:|A|]=cx⋆ [Ri]x⋆,[1:|A|]+cx⋆+1[Ri]x⋆+1,[1:|A|]−

[Ri]i,[1:|A|] = 0.

Next we prove that mi ̸= 0 when i ∈ {x⋆, x⋆ + 1}. Define
Aj = [R][j:|A|],{1}∪[(1+j):|A|] for j ∈ {1, . . . , |A| − 1}. Via
splitting the (1, 2)-th element in Aj , i.e., the (j, j + 1)-th
element in R, (ρ∗)aj+1−aj into

(
(ρ∗)

aj+1−aj − ρaj−aj+1

)
+

ρaj−aj+1 , we can split the det (Aj) into the sum of two
determinants and obtain the recurrence formula via expanding
the first determinant in Eq. (32) by the second column, i.e.,
det (Aj) =∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ρaj−a1 (ρ∗)
aj+1−aj − ρaj−aj+1 · · · (ρ∗)

a|A|−aj

ρaj+1−a1 0 · · · (ρ∗)
a|A|−aj+1

...
...

. . .
...

ρa|A|−a1 0 · · · 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρaj−a1 ρaj−aj+1 · · · (ρ∗)

a|A|−aj

ρaj+1−a1 1 · · · (ρ∗)
a|A|−aj+1

...
...

. . .
...

ρa|A|−a1 ρa|A|−aj+1 · · · 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=−

(
(ρ∗)

aj+1−aj − ρaj−aj+1

)
det (Aj+1) .

(32)
Note that the second determinant in Eq. (32) is zero since the
first column of its matrix is ρaj+1−a1 times the second column.
Then we calculate det (R) = det (A1) as follows:

det (R) = (−1)
|A|−2

det
(
A|A|−1

)|A|−2∏
j=1

(ρ∗)
aj+1−aj − ρaj−aj+1

=

|A|−1∏
j=1

[
1− (ρ∗ρ)

aj+1−aj

]
.

(33)

Similar procedure can be used to calculate det (Rx⋆). The
difference is that the (x∗, x∗ + 1)-th element (ρ∗)ax⋆+1−n in
Rx⋆ is split into

(
(ρ∗)

ax⋆+1−n − ρn−ax⋆+1

)
+ρn−ax⋆+1 . Then

we can obtain

mx⋆ =
det (Rx⋆)

det (R)
=

(ρ∗)
ax⋆+1−n − ρn−ax⋆+1

(ρ∗)
ax⋆+1−ax⋆ − ρax⋆−ax⋆+1

= ρn−ax⋆
1− (ρ∗ρ)

ax⋆+1−n

1− (ρ∗ρ)
ax⋆+1−ax⋆

̸= 0,

(34)
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Fig. 7. Average training length of beam-domain interleaved training in one-ring correlated channels.
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Fig. 8. Average training length of antenna-domain interleaved training scheme in one-ring correlated channels.

for |ρ| < 1 and |ρ| ̸= 0. det (R) can also be calcu-
lated by splitting the (j + 1, j)-th element ρaj+1−aj into(
ρaj+1−aj − (ρ∗)

aj−aj+1

)
+ (ρ∗)

aj−aj+1 . Then we split the
determinant by the (j + 1)-th row into the sum of two deter-
minants and leave the rest of the rows unchanged. Similarly,
we calculate det (Rx⋆+1) in this way. The difference is that
the (x⋆ + 1, x⋆)-th element ρn−ax⋆ in Rx⋆+1 is split into(
ρn−ax⋆ − (ρ∗)

ax⋆−n
)
+ (ρ∗)

ax⋆−n. Then we obtain

mx⋆+1 =
det (Rx⋆+1)

det (R)
=

ρn−ax⋆ − (ρ∗)
ax⋆−n

ρax⋆+1−ax − (ρ∗)
ax⋆−ax⋆+1

= (ρ∗)
ax⋆+1−n 1− (ρ∗ρ)

n−ax⋆

1− (ρ∗ρ)
ax⋆+1−ax⋆

̸= 0.

(35)
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