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Abstract—Wirelessly connected devices can collaborately train
a machine learning model using federated learning, where the
aggregation of model updates occurs using over-the-air com-
putation. Carrier frequency offset caused by imprecise clocks
in devices will cause the phase of the over-the-air channel to
drift randomly, such that late symbols in a coherence block
are transmitted with lower quality than early symbols. To
mitigate the effect of degrading symbol quality, we propose a
scheme where one of the permutations Roll, Flip and Sort are
applied on gradients before transmission. Through simulations
we show that the permutations can both improve and degrade
learning performance. Furthermore, we derive the expectation
and variance of the gradient estimate, which is shown to grow
exponentially with the number of symbols in a coherence block.

Index Terms—Federated learning, Wireless networks

I. INTRODUCTION

With an increasing number of wirelessly connected devices

the question arises how to collaboratively train machine learn-

ing (ML) models with device data. Meanwhile it is important

to consider user privacy and communication resource con-

straints. A promising method of distributed ML is federated

learning (FL) [1] where devices aggregate model updates in-

stead of sharing data, giving partial privacy protection [2] and

relief from transmitting large volumes of data. In recent works

the application of wireless FL is explored [3], demonstrating

important aspects such as power control for energy efficiency,

resource allocation as well as compression of model updates

through sparsification and quantization.

One method for wireless FL is over-the-air computation

(OAC), exploiting the superposition nature of radio waves for

aggregation of model updates sent with analog modulation [4].

In general, OAC can be used to compute any nomographic

function [5] for a wider range of applications than FL, such

as control and sensing [6], [7]. As communication and com-

putation are merged, the main benefit of OAC is the O(1)

aggregation resource use instead of O( ) from sequential

communication and computation with  devices.

OAC schemes are either coherent or non-coherent, depend-

ing on the availability of channel state information (CSI) at the

devices and base station. While schemes requiring no or partial

CSI have been studied [8]–[10], we consider a scenario where

estimation of CSI is required at transmitters to enable channel
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inversion, similar to [11]. In OAC devices must also perform

efficient power control to counteract fading [12] and coarse

time-synchronization with other devices on a frame level [8].

Previous works have studied the effect of inaccurate CSI [13],

inaccurate phase [14] as well as carrier frequency offset (CFO)

[15]–[17] caused by inaccurate local oscillators in devices.

While solutions such as GPS and wired synchronization exist

to remove CFO, these are typically expensive and impractical

in the wireless context. Cheaper wireless protocols such as

[18] have been studied but will not remove CFO completely,

therefore some degree of CFO is always expected to be

present.

In [15]–[17] the CFO of devices was assumed fixed, which

causes a linear drift of phase. However, in a practical sys-

tem the device oscillators are noisy and drift over time,

resulting in time-varying phase noise as compared to linear

phase drift. Phase noise is commonly modeled as a Wiener

process, a random walk with Gaussian increments, which we

adopt herein [19]–[21]. The variance of Wiener phase noise

increases linearly with time and causes a random rotation of

the transmitted symbols that gets worse over time. Eventually

the oscillator phase gets completely out of sync and must be

re-aligned using pilot signaling or calibration measurements.

As transmitted symbols carry gradient elements, Wiener

phase noise implies that gradient elements transmitted early

are received more accurately than those transmitted later.

In relation to this, we note that the importance of specific

gradient elements for ML-models are in general not equal,

something observed in the context of gradient sparsification

[22]. Moreover, gradient elements belonging to the first layers

of a neural network could be more important than gradient

elements of the final layers [23], [24]. The question then arises

as to how serious the effect of the phase noise is on transmitted

gradients and what countermeasures can be applied.

Contributions: We study the effect of phase noise caused

by noisy device oscillators on over-the-air federated learning.

We propose a scheme where permutations are applied to

gradients before transmission which changes the order in

which specific gradient elements are transmitted. This enables

prioritizing important gradient elements by transmitting them

with earlier symbols, which are in turn received more accu-

rately. Furthermore, we derive the expectation and variance

of the gradient estimate at the base station and demonstrate
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by simulation that the effect of permutation on learning

performance can be significant.

II. PROBLEM FORMULATION AND SYSTEM MODEL

A. Distributed Optimization

We consider a set of distributed devices indexed by : ∈

{0, 1, ...,  − 1} with local parameters ) : ∈ R
� . Each

device holds a local objective function 5: () :) and dataset

D: ⊂ R�×� where � is even for ease of notation. The local

objective follows:

5: ()) =
1

�

�∑

2=1

L(X:,2, )) ≡ L(D: , )), (1)

which can be considered the average loss of a machine

learning model with some loss function L over all samples

X:,2 ∈ D: . Finally, the goal is to optimize the global objective:

min
)

� ()) =
1

 

 −1∑

:=0

5: ()). (2)

B. Federated Learning

A local optimum of objective (2) can be found using

federated learning: In every iteration = ∈ {0, 1, ..., # − 1},

every device : computes its local batch-stochastic gradient

g
(=)
:

=

[
6
(=)
:,0
, ..., 6

(=)
:,�−1

]T

=
1

�
∇L

(
B

(=)
:
, ) (=)

)
, (3)

with randomly sampled batch B
(=)
:

⊂ D: , |B
(=)
:

| = � ∈ N ∀=,

)
(=)
:

= )
(=) . Then all g

(=)
:

are transmitted to the base station

and aggregated into g(=) as follows:

g(=)
=

1

 

 −1∑

:=0

g
(=)
:
, (4)

Next, the base station updates the global model using step-size

W:

)
(=+1)

= )
(=) − Wg(=) . (5)

Finally )
(=+1) is transmitted to all devices such that )

(=+1)
:

=

)
(=+1) and the next iteration = + 1 proceeds until # − 1.

C. System Model

We assume Rayleigh block fading, with ℎ: being the CSI

of the channel from device : to the base station at time )=:

ℎ: ()=) ≡ ℎ
(=)

:
=

√
V
(=)

: 4 9 q
(=)
: ∼ CN

(
0, f2

ℎ

)
, i.i.d. (6)

with coherence-time ) such that the symbol time g =
2)
�

. We

model the phase noise of q: within coherence blocks as a

Wiener process

ℎ: ()= + Bg) ≡ ℎ
(=,B)

:
=

√
V
(=)

: 4 9 q
(=,B)
: , (7)

...

n

sℎ
(2,0)
:

ℎ
(2,1)
:

ℎ
(2,2)
:

ℎ
(2,�/2−1)
:

ℎ
(0)
:

...

ℎ
(1)
:

ℎ
(2)
:

ℎ
(3)
:

ℎ
(#−1)
:

6
(2)
:,0

, 6
(2)
:,1

6
(2)
:,2

, 6
(2)
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6
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Fig. 1: Symbols carrying gradient elements in each coherence

block for device :.

where

q
(=,B)
:

= q
(=,B−1)
:

+ 4
(=,B)
:

,

q
(=,0)

:
= q

(=)

:
,

4
(=,B)

:
∼ N

(
0, f2

4

)
, i.i.d. and 4

(=,0)

:
= 0,

B ∈ {0, 1, ..., �/2 − 1}.

(8)

At the start of each coherence block the devices perfectly

estimate ℎ
(=)

:
. Then each transmitted symbol, as demonstrated

in Figure 1, can be written as

G
(=,B)
:

=




6
(=)

:,2B
+ 96

(=)

:,2B+1

ℎ
(=)
:

���ℎ (=)
:

���
2

≥ C

0 else,

(9)

and the received symbol can be written as

H ()= + Bg) ≡ H (=,B) =

 −1∑

:=0

ℎ
(=,B)
:

G
(=,B)
:

+ F (=,B) , (10)

with thermal noise

F (=,B) ∼ CN
(
0, f2

F

)
.

We apply truncated channel inversion [11] with threshold

C ∈ R, assuming

���6 (=)
:,2B

+ 96
(=)
:,2B+1

��� always sufficiently small

to satisfy power constraint

���G (=,B)
:

���
2

≤ % ∈ R. This gives

H (=,B) =

 −1∑

:=0

4− 9
∑B

8=0
4
(=,8)
:

(
6
(=)

:,2B
+ 96

(=)

:,2B+1

)
I
(=)

:
+ F (=,B) ,

(11)

where I
(=)

:
= 1 if

���ℎ (=)
:

���
2

≥ C, else 0.

III. ESTIMATE OF AGGREGATED GRADIENT

The estimated aggregated gradient at the base station is ĝ(=)

where

6̂
(=)

3
=
03

 




ℜ
(
H(=,

3
2 )

)
3 even

ℑ
(
H(=,

3−1

2 )
)

3 odd,
(12)

with normalizing factor 03 ∈ C.



A. Expectation and Variance of Estimate

Given g(=) , for even 3

E

[
6̂
(=)
3

]
= E

[

ℜ

(
03

 

 −1∑

:=1

4− 9
∑3/2

8=0
4
(=,8)

:

(
6
(=)
:,3

+ 96
(=)
:,3+1

)
I
(=)
:

)]

= ℜ

(
03

 

 −1∑

:=0

E

[
4− 9

∑3/2
8=0

4
(=,8)
:

(
6
(=)

:,3
+ 96

(=)

:,3+1

)
I
(=)

:

] )

= ℜ

(
03

 

 −1∑

:=0

exp

(
−3f2

4

4

) (
6
(=)

:,3
+ 96

(=)

:,3+1

)
&X2

2

(
2C

f2

ℎ

))

=

03exp
(
−C
f2

ℎ

−
3f2

4

4

)

 

 −1∑

:=0

6
(=)
:,3
,

(13)

where

&X2

2

(
2C

f2

ℎ

)

≡ %

(���ℎ (=):
���
2

≥ C

)
= exp

(
−C

f2

ℎ

)

, (14)

giving an unbiased estimate of (4) for 03 = exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

+
3f2

4

4

)
.

For odd 3 the derivation is similar and 03 =

exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

+
(3−1)f2

4

4

)
. Furthermore, for even 3 the variance of

the estimator is given by

Var(6̂
(=)
3

) =

exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

+
3f2

4

2

)

2 2
. . .

 −1∑

:=0

((
1 + exp

(
−3f2

4

)
− 2exp

(
−C

f2

ℎ

−
3f2

4

2

))

62

:,3

+

(
1 − exp

(
−3f2

4

) )
62

:,3+1

)
+
02

3
f2
F

2 2
,

(15)

where for uneven 3, 3 in (15) is exchanged with 3 − 1.

Proof. See Appendix A. �

IV. GRADIENT PERMUTATION

Since the effect of phase noise will not be equal for all

symbols, we propose a scheme where every device applies

a permutation g̃
(=)
:

≡ P(=)g
(=)
:

before transmission. The

base station applies the reverse permutation on the estimated

permuted gradient ˆ̃g(=) to obtain ĝ(=) ≡
(
P(=)

)−1
ˆ̃g(=) . By the

"original" permutation we refer to P = I, where the input

layers come first and output layers last.

A. Flip

The order of the gradient elements is flipped

6̃
(=)
:,3

= 6
(=)
:,�−1−3

, (16)

such the gradient elements of the final layers are transmitted

first.

B. Roll

Let C = = · �/2 + B + 1 be the total number of transmissions

and A = (C − 1)%(�/2) the roll length where % is the modulo

operator. The roll permutation is

6̃
(=)

:,3
=

{
6
(=)
:,3−A

if 0 ≤ 3 − A

6
(=)

:,�/2−A
else,

(17)

such that over time every gradient element is repeatedly sent

with every degree of phase noise.

C. Sort (Genie Aided)

At the start of each epoch, every device computes g
(=)
:

using

one batch. Then

���6 (=)
:,3

��� ∀3 is transmitted over an error-free

channel to the base station. First, the base station computes

the average of the absolute gradient elements

���6 (=)
3

��� ≡
1

 

 −1∑

:=0

���6 (=)
:,3

��� . (18)

Next,

���6 (=)
3

��� are sorted from max to min, giving sorted indices

i = sort
([���6 (=)

0

��� ,
���6 (=)

1

��� , ...,
���6 (=)
�−1

���
] )

∈ R� , (19)

and the sorted permutation

6̃
(=)
:,3

= 6
(=)
:,83

, (20)

which is distributed to the devices over an error-free channel.

The Sort permutation prioritizes gradient elements of high

absolute value, since the high value implies that they will have

a high impact on the loss.

V. SIMULATIONS

The proposed scheme with permutations is tested in an

image classification setting, where a convolutional neural

network (CNN) [25], defined in Table I, is trained with

cross-entropy loss on the MNIST digits dataset [26] with a

heterogeneous distribution of data across devices.

A. Learning Hyperparameters and Heterogeneous Data

The MNIST train dataset consists of 60000 samples rep-

resenting 10 digit classes (0-9). We sort the train dataset by

digit label and split it into 20 shards of size 3000. The network

consists of 10 devices that are randomly allocated 2 distinct

shards. This gives each device 6000 samples representing

between 1 and 4 unique digits, which is a heterogeneous

distribution of the MNIST train set. For every device, batch-

size is set to � = 5 giving 1200 batches per epoch, step-size

is set to W = 0.01 and kept constant throughout the learning

process. Finally, the MNIST test dataset has 10000 samples

with an even distribution of all digits.



Layer Hyperparameters

Conv2D In channels=1, Out channels=6, Kernel size=5
MaxPool2D Kernel size=2, Stride=2

Conv2D In channels=6, Out channels=2, Kernel size=5
Linear Input size=32, Output size=30
Linear Input size=30, Output size=10

TABLE I: CNN with 1738 parameters, ReLU activation is

used between all layers and Softmax for prediction output.

0 500 1000 1500 1757
Parameter index d

10−13
10−11
10−9
10−7
10−5
10−3
10−1

|gd|

Epoch 30
Epoch 1

Fig. 2: Average of gradient elements absolute value in epoch

1 and epoch 30. 10 trials. Dips around index 750, 1000, 1250

caused by ReLU activation.

0 250 500 750 878
Symbol index s

−2π

−π

−π/4
0

π/4

π

2π

ϕ

σ2
e =0.02

σ2
e =0.0005

Fig. 3: 50 realizations of low and high phase noise, f2
4 =

0.0005 and f2
4 = 0.02, respecively.

B. System Model Hyperparameters

As seen in Figure 2, most gradient elements apart from some

ReLU dips have an absolute value above 10
−3 throughout the

training process, so the power of each symbol is approximately

2 · 10
−6. Thus, for a consistent SNR of approximately 20 dB

we set f2
F = 2 · 10

−8. Furthermore, we set C = 0.01 and

f2

ℎ
= 1 giving &X2

2

(
2C

f2

ℎ

)
≈ 0.99. Phase noise is demonstrated

in Figure 3, where a low and high phase noise scenario with

f2
4 = 0.0005 and f2

4 = 0.02 is used, respectively. In the

1 10 20 30
Epoch

0
0.1
0.2
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cu
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25 26 27 28 29 30
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0.9
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Original
Sort
Flip

Fig. 4: Low (top) and high (bottom) phase noise.

low phase noise scenario all symbol phases are roughly kept

within [−c/4, c/4] which conserves the sign of both the real

and complex part of x when adjacent gradient elements are

approximately equal, which is common in over-parameterized

neural networks. In the high phase noise scenario this is not

the case and error in sign of the reconstructed gradient is more

probable. An important note is that because of the coefficient

03 in the estimator (12) the variance (15) explodes as 3

grows. For this reason we replace 03 with a more practical

0̃3 ≡ exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

)
at the cost of the estimator having a statistical

bias. The effect of 0̃3 is equivalent to a scaled step-size.

C. Simulation Results

In Figure 4 the average test accuracy per epoch in the low

and high phase noise scenarios is presented. The test accuracy

is evaluated on the MNIST test dataset every 100 batches,

meaning 12 times per epoch. This in turn is averaged over 10

i.i.d. instances of the scenario. We observe a significant effect

of permuting the gradient. In the high phase noise scenario it

can have both an improving and a degrading effect on learning.

In the low phase noise scenario all permutations improve the

learning performance.



VI. CONCLUSION

We propose a scheme of permuting gradients before trans-

mission in over-the-air computation for federated learning with

phase noise. Specifically we propose the Flip, Roll and Sort

permutations. Simulations show that in a scenario with high

phase noise, gradient permutation can have a significant impact

on the learning performance. Furthermore, using the Roll

permutation appears to give the best learning performance out

of the four permutations including the original permutation.

In the low phase noise scenario all permutations improve the

learning performance and can even cause a higher convergence

rate in early epochs than in the scenario without phase noise

(f2
4 = 0). The proposed permutations are not necessarily

optimal, but demonstrate a significant effect of permuting the

gradient before transmission. In a future work we propose

studying the permutations more closely, especially the Sort

permutation by computing the sorted order more frequently

than once per epoch and using more batches.

APPENDIX

DERIVATION OF VARIANCE

Below we derive the variance given by (15). We start by

introducing some auxiliary variables. Let U: and d: be as

follows:

U: ≡ cos(G), d: ≡ sin(G), G ≡ −

3/2∑

8=0

4
(=,8)
:

∼ N

(
0,
3

2
f2

4

)
,

(21)

since exp(8G) has a log-normal distribution one can show that

E[U:] = exp

(
−3f2

4

4

)
, E[d:] = 0

E[U2

:] =
1

2

(
1 + exp

(
−3f2

4

))
, E[d2

:] =
1

2

(
1 − exp

(
−3f2

4

))
.

(22)

With the first and second moments of U: and d: we can

express the second moment of the gradient estimate (12). All

superscripts such as 3/2, = are removed for ease of notation.

(6̂3)
2
=

(
03

 

 −1∑

:=0

(U:6:,3 − d:6:,3+1)I: + F̃
′

)2

=

02

3

 2

(  −1∑

:=0

(
(U:6:,3 − d:6:,3+1)I:

)2

+
∑

:≠;

(U:6:,3 − d:6:,3+1)I: (U;6;,3 − d;6;,3+1)I;)

+ F̃′ · · · · + (F̃′)2,

(23)

where F̃′
=

03
 
ℜ(F) ∼ N

(
0, f2

F̃′

)
, f2

F̃′ =
02

3
f2
F

2 2 . Then the

expectation is as follows:

E[(6̂3)
2] =

02

3

 2

 −1∑

:=0

E[(U:6:,3 − d:6:,3+1)
2]E[I2:]

+
02

3

 2

∑

:≠;

E[(U:6:,3 − d:6:,3+1) (U;6;,3 − d;6;,3+1)]E[I:]
2

+ f2

F̃′

=

exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

+
3f2

4

2

)

 2

 −1∑

:=0

E[(U:6:,3 − d:6:,3+1)
2]

+
exp

(
3f2

4

2

)

 2

∑

:≠;

E[(U:6:,3 − d:6:,3+1) (U;6;,3 − d;6;,3+1)]

+ f2

F̃′

=

exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

+
3f2

4

2

)

2 2

 −1∑

:=0

((
1 + exp

(
−3f2

4

) )
62

:,3

+

(
1 − exp

(
−3f2

4

) )
62

:,3+1

)
+

1

 2

∑

:≠;

6:,36;,3 + f
2

F̃′ .

(24)

Finally, the variance is given by

E[(6̂3)
2] − E[6̂3]

2
=

exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

+
3f2

4

2

)

2 2

 −1∑

:=0((
1 + exp

(
−3f2

4

) )
62

:,3 +

(
1 − exp

(
−3f2

4

) )
62

:,3+1

)

+
1

 2

∑

:≠;

6:,36;,3 −
1

 2

(  −1∑

:=0

6:,3

)2

+ f2

F̃′

=

exp
(
C

f2

ℎ

+
3f2

4

2

)

2 2

 −1∑

:=0

((
1 + exp

(
−3f2

4

)

− 2exp

(
−C

f2

ℎ

−
3f2

4

2

) )
62

:,3 +

(
1 − exp

(
−3f2

4

) )
62

:,3+1

)
+ f2

F̃′ .

(25)
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