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Abstract—This paper focuses on the minimum mean squared
error (MMSE) channel estimator for multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) systems with one-bit quantization at the receiver
side. Despite its optimality and significance in estimation theory,
the MMSE channel estimator has not been fully investigated in
this context due to its general non-linearity and computational
complexity. Instead, the typically suboptimal Bussgang linear
MMSE (BLMMSE) estimator has been widely adopted. In this
work, we develop a new framework to compute the MMSE
channel estimator that hinges on computation of the orthant
probability of the multivariate normal distribution. Based on this
framework, we determine a necessary and sufficient condition for
the BLMMSE channel estimator to be optimal and equivalent to
the MMSE estimator. Under the assumption of specific channel
correlation or pilot symbols, we further utilize the framework to
derive analytical expressions for the MMSE channel estimator
that are particularly convenient for computation when certain
system dimensions become large, thereby enabling a comparison
between the BLMMSE and MMSE channel estimators in these
cases.

Index Terms—Channel estimation, massive MIMO, minimum
mean squared error (MMSE), one-bit quantization, orthant
probability.

I. INTRODUCTION

Due to its potential to significantly enhance spectral
efficiency and reliability [1]–[3], state-of-the-art wireless
networks employ multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
transceivers with large numbers of antennas, and such systems
are envisioned to assume an even more prominent role in
future wireless systems [4]. However, deploying transceivers
with many antennas motivates study of the use and impact
of low-cost, energy-efficient hardware on system performance
metrics.

One of the main challenges in implementing a fully digital
high-resolution massive MIMO system is the prohibitively
high power consumption of the analog-to-digital/digital-to-
analog converters (ADCs/DACs), which scales exponentially
with the number of resolution bits [5]–[8]. Against this
backdrop, there is a large body of literature investigating
massive MIMO systems with low-resolution ADCs [6]–[19].
In particular, one-bit quantization for massive MIMO systems
has received special attention due to its energy efficiency and
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low complexity. The capacity of MIMO channels with one-
bit ADCs was investigated in [6] assuming perfect channel
state information (CSI) at both the transmitter and the receiver,
whereas capacity bounds for one-bit MIMO Gaussian channels
with analog combining were studied in [12]. Assuming perfect
CSI at the receiver, one-bit MIMO-OFDM detection based
on inexact variants of the classical expectation-maximization
method was considered in [13].

Most massive MIMO systems require CSI to facilitate
beamforming design. Channel estimation based on one-bit
quantized measurements is thus of great importance [7], [14]–
[17], [19]. In this respect, an approach based on maximum
likelihood (ML) was used for channel estimation in connection
with near-ML data detection in [14], while the Cramér-Rao
performance bounds for channel estimation in one-bit quan-
tized massive MIMO were studied in [15]. Channel estimation
from one-bit quantized measurements with an unknown thresh-
old was considered in [16]. The Bussgang linear minimum
mean squared error (BLMMSE) channel estimator proposed
in [7] elegantly used the second-order statistics of one-bit
quantized signals [20], [21], and its linear structure inspired
subsequent signal processing methods applied to, e.g., data
detection [17], [18] and precoding design [22], [23].

Despite its optimality in terms of mean squared error (MSE)
and its significance in estimation theory, the minimum MSE
(MMSE) channel estimator, also known as the conditional
mean estimator (CME) [19], [24], [25, p. 17, (2.36)], has not
been well investigated for one-bit quantized MIMO systems.
The authors of [19] established the equivalence between
the BLMMSE and the optimal MMSE channel estimates
in single-input single-output (SISO) systems with one pilot
symbol, as well as in noiseless SISO systems with multiple
(specifically chosen) pilot symbols. However, some questions
remain unanswered regarding the CME for one-bit quantized
MIMO systems. Furthermore, explicit computation of the
MMSE estimate still appears elusive due to the required
multi-dimensional integration involving a multivariate normal
(MVN) distribution [19], [24].

In this work, we aim at providing further results on the
optimal MMSE channel estimator for MIMO systems with
one-bit ADCs. We consider a point-to-point MIMO system to
focus on the fundamental estimation problem, although our
results can be framed for a multi-user uplink system with
single-antenna users and a multi-antenna base station (BS).
Despite the complexity of the estimation problem, we obtain
several new results, which are summarized as follows.

1) We first develop a general framework for computing the
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MMSE channel estimate, which relies on computation
of the orthant probability of an MVN distribution. The
Gaussian orthant probability has been investigated in
the literature [26]–[31] and used in various engineering
fields [32], [33]. Therefore, our framework connects
MMSE estimation to a wider class of problems.

2) Based on the above framework, we determine a nec-
essary and sufficient condition for the equivalence of
the BLMMSE and MMSE channel estimates in one-
bit quantized MIMO systems. Moreover, we examine
specific cases where this equivalence holds.

3) The simplest case where the BLMMSE channel estimate
becomes suboptimal is identified to correspond to a
single-input multiple-output (SIMO) system with real-
valued full channel correlation among three receive
antennas. For this case, we present a closed-form ex-
pression of the optimal (non-linear) MMSE estimate.

4) We derive an expression for the MMSE channel estimate
for SIMO channels with a single pilot symbol assum-
ing real-valued equal correlation among all the receive
antennas. In addition, we derive an expression for the
optimal MMSE channel estimate for SISO channels
or spatially white SIMO channels with multiple real-
valued pilot symbols. These formulas only require one-
dimensional integration and can thus be efficiently com-
puted using common software when either the number
of receive antennas or the number of pilot symbols
becomes large.

Outline. The rest of the paper is organized as follows.
Section II describes the system model and the goal of our
investigation. Section III develops the framework for comput-
ing the MMSE channel estimate in one-bit quantized MIMO
systems. After providing background on the Gaussian orthant
probability in Section IV, the condition for the optimality of
the BLMMSE channel estimate is presented in Section V.
Various results on the MMSE channel estimate are discussed
in Section VI, whereas simulation results are provided in
Section VII. Finally, Section VIII concludes the paper.

Notation. Lowercase letters, bold lowercase letters, and
bold uppercase letters denote scalars, vectors, and matrices,
respectively. The quantity xk represents the k-th element of
vector x and [X]ik denotes the (i, k)-th element of matrix
X. We let (·)∗, (·)T, and (·)H denote complex conjugate,
transpose, and Hermitian transpose, respectively. The n × n
identity matrix is written as In. The operator ⊗ represents
the Kronecker product, |X| denotes the determinant of a
square matrix X, vec(·) denotes vectorization, ∥x∥ =

√
xHx,

|x| denotes the modulus of x, and j =
√
−1. The sets

of real-valued non-negative, real-valued, and complex-valued
n-dimensional vectors are denoted by Rn

+, Rn, and Cn,
respectively, whereas the sets of real- and complex-valued
m×n matrices are denoted by Rm×n and Cm×n, respectively.
Real-valued and circularly symmetric complex-valued MVN
distributions with mean µ and covariance matrix Σ are respec-
tively indicated by N (µ,Σ) and CN (µ,Σ). The operators
E(·) and Pr(·) represent statistical expectation and probability,
respectively. In addition, [zk]

m
k=1 represents the vector with

elements z1, . . . , zm, diag(z) is a diagonal matrix with the
elements of z on its diagonal, d̃iag(X) is the diagonal matrix
formed using the diagonal elements of the arbitrary square
matrix X, and DIAG(Y1, . . . ,Yn) is a block-diagonal matrix
with Y1, . . . ,Yn representing the blocks along the diagonal.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM STATEMENT

A. System Model

Consider a general MIMO system with NT transmit an-
tennas and NR receive antennas. Assume slow flat Rayleigh
fading, and let H ∈ CNR×NT denote the channel matrix
between the transmitter and the receiver.

For channel estimation, τ pilot symbols per antenna
are transmitted, which are collectively denoted by ST =
[s1 . . . sτ ] ∈ CNT×τ . We define the received signal (at the
input of the ADCs) as

B = HST +N = [b1 . . . bτ ] ∈ CNR×τ , (1)

where N = [n1 . . . nτ ] ∈ CNR×τ represents the noise matrix.
Furthermore, we introduce

b = vec(B) = (S⊗ INR
)h+ n = Ah+ n ∈ CτNR , (2)

with h = vec(H) ∈ CNTNR , n = vec(N) ∈ CτNR , and

A = S⊗ INR
∈ C(τNR)×(NTNR). (3)

Based on the channel assumption, h ∼ CN (0,Σ), where Σ
represents the (NTNR)×(NTNR) channel covariance matrix,
and its joint probability density function (pdf) is given by

p(h) =
1

πNTNR |Σ|
exp

{
−hHΣ−1h

}
. (4)

The additive Gaussian noise samples are assumed to be
spatially and temporally white, i.e., n ∼ CN (0, σ2IτNR

).
We denote the element-wise memoryless one-bit quantiza-

tion operation as

Q1bit(·) = sgn (ℜ(·)) + jsgn (ℑ(·)) , (5)

where sgn(·) denotes the sign function and ℜ(·) (resp. ℑ(·))
represents the real (resp. imaginary) part. The quantized re-
ceived signal (at the output of the ADCs) is given by

r = Q1bit(b) ∈ CτNR . (6)

B. Problem Statement

Our goal is two-fold.
1) Based on the quantized output r, the MMSE estimate of

h is given by ĥMMSE = E(h|r) =
∫
CNT NR

hp(h|r)dh,
with p(h|r) = Pr(r|h)p(h)/Pr(r). Therefore,

ĥMMSE =

∫
CNT NR

hPr(r|h)p(h)dh

Pr(r)
, (7)

with

Pr(r) =

∫
CNT NR

Pr(r|h)p(h)dh. (8)

Since there are no explicit details in the literature on how
to compute (7), we first develop a novel framework for
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its computation, and then we determine a necessary and
sufficient condition under which the MMSE estimate is
linear, i.e., a necessary and sufficient condition for the
BLMMSE channel estimator to be MSE-optimal.

2) We further identify the simplest case where the MMSE
estimate admits a closed-form solution. Despite the
generic complexity of computing (7) [19], under specific
assumptions on the channel correlation or pilot symbols,
we aim at obtaining computationally efficient analytical
expressions for ĥMMSE that facilitate insight into its
performance when certain system dimensions, i.e., the
number of receive antennas or the number of pilot
symbols, become large.

III. A FRAMEWORK FOR ONE-BIT MMSE CHANNEL
ESTIMATION

Our goal in this section is to examine the structure of
the MMSE channel estimator with one-bit observations and
reformulate the corresponding conditional mean expression
into a form that involves the Gaussian orthant probability. This
probability will then be exploited in the following section to
find a condition that can be used to determine the optimality
of the BLMMSE estimator.

Recall (2) and (5)–(6), and let r = rR + jrI, with

rR = ℜ(r) = sgn (ℜ (b)) , rI = ℑ(r) = sgn (ℑ (b)) . (9)

Then, rR,k = ℜ(rk) and rI,k = ℑ(rk), with rR,k, rI,k ∈ {±1},
for k = 1, . . . , τNR. Correspondingly, we have

rk = rR,k + jrI,k = sgn(ℜ(bk)) + jsgn(ℑ(bk)) (10)

= sgn(ℜ(aTk h) + ℜ(nk)) + jsgn(ℑ(aTk h) + ℑ(nk)), (11)

where aTk denotes the k-th row of A, ℜ(nk) and ℑ(nk)
are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) N (0, σ

2

2 )
random variables, and

(ℜ(aTk h))2 + (ℑ(aTk h))2 = hHaka
T
k h, (12)

for k = 1, . . . , τNR. It can be readily shown that

Pr(rR,k|h) =
∞∫
0

exp
{
− 1

σ2

(
xk − rR,kℜ(aTk h)

)2}
√
πσ2

dxk, (13)

Pr(rI,k|h) =
∞∫
0

exp
{
− 1

σ2

(
yk − rI,kℑ(aTk h)

)2}
√
πσ2

dyk. (14)

Based on the distribution of the noise, we have

Pr(rk|h) = Pr(rR,k|h) Pr(rI,k|h), (15)

k = 1, . . . , τNR, and thus

Pr(r|h) =
τNR∏
k=1

Pr(rk|h) (16)

=

∫
RτNR

+

∫
RτNR

+

e
−

τNR∑
k=1

(xk−rR,kℜ(aTk h))
2
+(yk−rI,kℑ(aTk h))

2

σ2

(πσ2)τNR
dxdy,

(17)

with

x = [x1 . . . xτNR
]T, y = [y1 . . . yτNR

]T. (18)

Define

ΛR = diag(rR), ΛI = diag(rI), (19)

and note that ΛRΛR = ΛIΛI = IτNR
. Then, (17) is equivalent

to

Pr(r|h) =
∫
RτNR

+

∫
RτNR

+

exp
{
−∥ΛRx+jΛIy−Ah∥2

σ2

}
(πσ2)τNR

dxdy.

(20)

The covariance matrix of b in (2) is given by

Ωb = AΣAH + σ2IτNR
∈ C(τNR)×(τNR). (21)

For subsequent derivation, let Θ =
(
Σ−1 + 1

σ2A
HA
)−1

and
let µh = 1

σ2ΘAH (ΛRx+ jΛIy). Using the matrix inversion
identity [34], we have 1

σ2ΘAH = ΣAHΩ−1
b and thus, µh =

ΣAHΩ−1
b (ΛRx+ jΛIy). Based on (4) and (20), it can be

shown that (8) is given by

Pr(r) =

∫
CNT NR

Pr(r|h)

{
exp

{
−hHΣ−1h

}
πNTNR |Σ|

}
dh (22)

=

∫
RτNR

+

∫
RτNR

+

e−
1
σ2 ∥ΛRx+jΛIy∥2

eµ
H
h Θ−1µh

πτNR |Ωb|
dxdy,

(23)

where we have used the fact that CN (µh,Θ) integrates to one
over its entire support. Further algebraic manipulations yield

Pr(r)

=

∫
RτNR

+

∫
RτNR

+

e−(xTΛRDRΛRx+yTΛIDRΛIy−2xTΛRDIΛIy)

πτNR |Ωb|
dxdy,

(24)

with

DR = ℜ
(
Ω−1

b

)
= DT

R ∈ R(τNR)×(τNR), (25)

DI = ℑ
(
Ω−1

b

)
= −DT

I ∈ R(τNR)×(τNR). (26)

At this point, (24) can be compactly expressed as

Pr(r) =
1

πτNR |Ωb|

∫
R2τNR

+

exp
{
−zTCz

}
dz, (27)

with

C =

[
ΛRDRΛR ΛRD

T
I ΛI

ΛIDIΛR ΛIDRΛI

]
∈ R(2τNR)×(2τNR), (28)

z =
[
xT yT

]T ∈ R2τNR . (29)

Similarly, the numerator of (7) is given by∫
CNT NR

hPr(r|h)p(h)dh =
ΣAHΩ−1

b [ΛR jΛI]

πτNR |Ωb|

·
∫
R2τNR

+

ze−zTCzdz. (30)
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Based on (7), (27), and (30), we have

ĥMMSE = ΣAHΩ−1
b [ΛR jΛI]


∫
R2τNR

+

ze−zTCzdz∫
R2τNR

+

e−zTCzdz

 .

(31)

Note that the quotient of the integrals in (31) denotes the
mean of a truncated MVN distribution with R2τNR

+ as its
support. Moreover, since

d

dz
exp

{
−zTCz

}
= −2Cz exp

{
−zTCz

}
, (32)

we have ∫
R2τNR

+

z exp
{
−zTCz

}
dz =

1

2
C−1α, (33)

where the k-th element of α ∈ R2τNR is given by

αk =

∫
R2τNR−1

+

exp
{
−zT−kC−kz−k

}
dz−k, (34)

with z−k = [z1 . . . zk−1 zk+1 . . . z2τNR
]T ∈ R2τNR−1

and where C−k ∈ R(2τNR−1)×(2τNR−1) is obtained by
deleting the k-th row and column of C. Consequently, (31)
is equivalent to

ĥMMSE =
ΣAHΩ−1

b [ΛR jΛI]C
−1α

2

∫
R2τNR

+

exp
{
−zTCz

}
dz

. (35)

Remark 1. In the expression for ĥMMSE used in [19], the
quantized outputs (i.e., (9) or (19)) affect the integration
limits. In contrast, in (31) and (35), they appear outside
the integrals and in the integrands through C and C−k, for
k = 1, . . . , 2τNR, which facilitates linking ĥMMSE to the
Gaussian orthant probability, as will be shown later.

Remark 2. The diagonal elements of C are not affected
by the quantized output. Each off-diagonal element of C is
affected by exactly two different elements from [rTR rTI ]

T. The
same comments also apply to C−k, for k = 1, . . . , 2τNR.
These observations are instrumental for deriving simplified but
equivalent expressions for ĥMMSE under specific assumptions
on the channel correlation or pilot symbols (see Theorems 3
and 4 in Section VI).

In (35), the expression for ĥMMSE is directly related to
the orthant probability of the real-valued MVN distribution
defined below [26], [32], [33]:

P(Ψ) =
1

(2π)
L
2 |Ψ|

1
2

∫
RL

+

exp

{
−1

2
uTΨ−1u

}
du, (36)

where Ψ denotes the L × L covariance matrix in N (0,Ψ).
Using the notation in (36), (34) is equivalently expressed as

αk = (2π)
2τNR−1

2

∣∣∣∣12C−1
−k

∣∣∣∣ 12 P (1

2
C−1

−k

)
, (37)

and the integral in the denominator of (35) is given by∫
R2τNR

+

e−zTCzdz = (2π)
τNR

∣∣∣∣12C−1

∣∣∣∣ 12 P (1

2
C−1

)
. (38)

It can also be shown that, for k = 1, . . . , 2τNR,

|C−1
−k|/|C

−1| = |C|/|C−k| = 1/[C−1]kk. (39)

Based on (37)–(39), (35) is shown to be equivalent to

ĥMMSE =
ΣAHΩ−1

b [ΛR jΛI]C
−1
(
d̃iag(C−1)

)− 1
2

g

2
√
πP
(
1
2C

−1
) ,

(40)

where the k-th element of g is given by

gk = P
(
1

2
C−1

−k

)
(k = 1, . . . , 2τNR). (41)

Remark 3. From (3), (28), (31), (35), and (40)–(41), the
channel covariance matrix Σ as well as the pilot matrix ST

determines the computational complexity of ĥMMSE through
Ωb that is embedded in C (see (28)). The number of transmit
antennas NT is not involved in computing the orthant proba-
bilities.

Since the Gaussian orthant probability plays a central role
in the expressions for ĥMMSE in (40)–(41), we will study the
orthant probability more deeply in the next section.

IV. ORTHANT PROBABILITY OF A REAL-VALUED MVN
DISTRIBUTION

Referring back to (36), we define

Ψstd =
[
d̃iag(Ψ)

]− 1
2

Ψ
[
d̃iag(Ψ)

]− 1
2

. (42)

Here, Ψstd denotes the covariance matrix of the standardized
version of L zero-mean random variables whose original
covariance matrix is Ψ in (36) [35]. The diagonal elements of
Ψstd are all equal to one, while the off-diagonal elements
represent the correlation coefficients between the random
variables defined by Ψ. Let

[Ψstd]ik = ψik ∈ (−1, 1) (i ̸= k, i, k = 1, . . . , L). (43)

Through a change of variables, one can readily show that [27]

P(Ψstd) = P(Ψ). (44)

In [26], [27], [30], it was shown that, for L = 2,

P(Ψ) =
1

4
+

arcsin(ψ12)

2π
, (45)

and, for L = 3,

P(Ψ) =
1

8
+

∑2
i=1

∑3
k=i+1 arcsin(ψik)

4π
. (46)

Furthermore, for L = 4, an explicit expression for P(Ψ) is
provided in Appendix A based on [27], which requires finite
integration with one variable. There is no general closed-form
expression for P(Ψ) when L ≥ 4 [27]–[29]. In [27, Eq. (6)],
an expression for the orthant probability was derived based
on characteristic functions, where the number of terms to be



5

evaluated grows exponentially with L and the complexity of
evaluating some individual integral terms also grows with L.
Alternatively, one can use Monte Carlo methods to compute
(36), e.g., the algorithm in [31] that was used in [19]. However,
Monte Carlo methods also incur a high computational load
when L becomes large, which, in turn, generally implies a
high computational complexity for determining ĥMMSE with
large values of NR and/or τ .

Lemma 1. Let q = [q1 q2]
T, with q1, q2 ∈ {±1}. Let p(u),

the pdf of the real-valued random vector u = [u1 u2]
T, be

given by N (0,Φ), with [Φ]ii = σ2
ui, i = 1, 2, and [Φ]12 =

[Φ]21 = q1q2ϕ12σu1σu2, ϕ12 ∈ (−1, 1). Let Λq = diag(q).
Then, the vector

Λq

∫
R2

+

up(u)du

/∫
R2

+

p(u)du (47)

is linear in q.

Proof: Based on (44) and (45),∫
R2

+

p(u)du = P(Φ) =
1

4
+
q1q2 arcsin(ϕ12)

2π
. (48)

Based on the reduction in (32)–(34), we obtain∫
R2

+

up(u)du =
1 + q1q2ϕ12

2
√
2π

[σu1 σu2]
T
. (49)

Inserting (48)–(49) into (47) and capitalizing on the fact that
q1, q2 ∈ {±1}, after some algebraic manipulations we obtain

Λq

∫
R2

+

up(u)du

/∫
R2

+

p(u)du

=

σu1 (1− ϕ12 arcsin(ϕ12)
π/2

)
σu1

(
ϕ12 − arcsin(ϕ12)

π/2

)
σu2

(
ϕ12 − arcsin(ϕ12)

π/2

)
σu2

(
1− ϕ12 arcsin(ϕ12)

π/2

)q

√
π
2

(
1−

(
arcsin(ϕ12)

π/2

)2) .

(50)

Remark 4. Relation between Lemma 1 and the optimality
of the BLMMSE estimator: Lemma 1 holds based on the use
of one-bit symmetric quantization, i.e., q1, q2 ∈ {±1}. This
linearity does not hold generally when u and q have three
or more elements, as shown in Appendix B. These results
are pivotal in determining the condition for the BLMMSE
estimator to be MSE-optimal, which will be presented in the
next section.

V. CONDITION FOR THE OPTIMALITY OF THE BLMMSE
ESTIMATOR

The equivalence between the BLMMSE and MMSE channel
estimators for one-bit quantized SISO systems with a single
pilot symbol or one-bit quantized noiseless SISO systems
with multiple specifically chosen pilots was shown in [19].
Here, our objective is to establish a general condition for their
equivalence in one-bit quantized MIMO systems.

Defining

DΩ = d̃iag(Ωb) (51)

from (21), the BLMMSE channel estimate for the system setup
in Section II-A can be expressed as [7]

ĥBLM =

√
π

2
ΣAHD

− 1
2

Ω

(
arcsin

(
D

− 1
2

Ω ℜ (Ωb)D
− 1

2

Ω

)
+ j arcsin

(
D

− 1
2

Ω ℑ (Ωb)D
− 1

2

Ω

))−1

r. (52)

Theorem 1. Necessary and sufficient condition for the
BLMMSE channel estimator to be MSE-optimal: Assuming
Rayleigh flat fading, spatially and temporally white Gaussian
noise, and one-bit ADCs, the BLMMSE channel estimator is
MSE-optimal if and only if the off-diagonal elements of C
in (28) satisfy [C]il ̸= 0 for at most one value of l other
than l = i, i.e., an element zi of the random vector z defined
in (29) is correlated with at most one other element zl, for
l, i = 1, . . . , 2τNR and l ̸= i.

Proof: First, we show that when the condition on C in
(28) is satisfied, the BLMMSE channel estimator is optimal.
Note that 1

2C
−1 represents the covariance matrix of z in (29).

Based on (28), a suitable permutation matrix Γ is introduced
to make ΓCΓT = Cperm block-diagonal with 2 × 2 blocks,
with ΓΓT = ΓTΓ = I2τNR

. These 2× 2 sub-matrices can be
diagonal. Let M = 1

2C
−1
perm and note that M is also block-

diagonal with 2 × 2 blocks. For i = 1, . . . , τNR, the i-th
diagonal block of M, denoted as Mi, represents the cross-
covariance between a pair of correlated random variables if
its off-diagonal elements are non-zero. Furthermore, P(M) =∏τNR

i=1 P(Mi). The pdf of t = Γz, denoted by p(t), is given
by N (0,M). After applying this change of variable to (31),
we obtain

ĥMMSE = ΣAHΩ−1
b [ΛR jΛI]Γ

T

·

∫
R2τNR

+

t exp
{
− tTM−1t

2

}
(2π)τNR |M|

1
2

dt

∫
R2τNR

+

exp
{
− tTM−1t

2

}
(2π)τNR |M|

1
2

dt

(53)

= ΣAHΩ−1
b [IτNR

IτNR
]ΓT

· Γ diag
(
[rTR jrTI ]

T
)
ΓT

∫
R2τNR

+

tp(t)dt

P(M)
. (54)

The vector t defined above can be written as the concate-
nation of τNR 2-dimensional vectors, i.e.,

t = [̃ti]
τNR
i=1 = [̃tT1 . . . t̃TτNR

]T, (55)

where t̃i consists of t2i−1 and t2i from t, i = 1, . . . , τNR.
Using the notation in (55), we have∫
R2τNR

+

tp(t)dt

P(M)
=


(∫

R2
+

t̃kp(t̃k)dt̃k

)∏τNR
i=1
i ̸=k

P(Mi)

P(M)


τNR

k=1
(56)
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=


∫
R2

+

t̃T1 p(t̃1)dt̃1

P(M1)
. . .

∫
R2

+

t̃TτNR
p(t̃τNR

)dt̃τNR

P(MτNR
)


T

.

(57)

Since each component of (57) is the ratio of two integrals as
in (47), we conclude based on Lemma 1 and (50) that

Γ diag
(
[rTR jrTI ]

T
)
ΓT

∫
R2τNR

+

tp(t)

P(M)
dt (58)

is linear in rR and rI. Therefore, ĥMMSE in (54) is linear in r.
Since the BLMMSE estimator has the smallest MSE [7], [24]
among all linear estimators, the BLMMSE estimator must be
MSE-optimal.

Conversely, when the BLMMSE estimator is optimal, i.e.,
when ĥMMSE is linear in r, based on Remark 4 and Ap-
pendix B, there cannot be any full m×m (with m ≥ 3) sub-
matrix in 1

2C
−1 with only non-zero elements. The dimension

of any full sub-matrix of 1
2C

−1 must be at most 2 × 2. The
same can be concluded for C.

The proof of Theorem 1 hinges on Lemma 1 as well as
Remark 4 and Appendix B. Guided by this framework, below
we present specific cases where ĥMMSE is directly computed
to be equivalent to ĥBLM.

A. Spatially White Channel and Unitary Pilot Matrix

Here, we assume Σ = INTNR
and a unitary pilot matrix

with τ = NT . Thus, SSH = ηI, with η > 0, and

DR =
1

η + σ2
IτNR

, DI = 0. (59)

For this case, C = DIAG(DR,DR) is diagonal, thereby
satisfying the condition of Theorem 1.

Due to the fact that DI = 0, from (29) and (31) we have

ĥMMSE = ΣAHΩ−1
b


ΛR

∫
RτNR

+

xe−xTΛRDRΛRxdx∫
RτNR

+

e−xTΛRDRΛRxdx

+

jΛI

∫
RτNR

+

ye−yTΛIDRΛIydy∫
RτNR

+

e−yTΛIDRΛIydy

 . (60)

Further calculations based on (59)–(60) and (52) lead to

ĥMMSE =

(
SH ⊗ INR

)
r√

π(η + σ2)
= ĥBLM. (61)

Remark 5. Based on (61), for a spatially white Rayleigh
fading channel with a unitary pilot matrix, the low-complexity
BLMMSE estimator is MSE-optimal and thus its use is justified
for low spatial correlation. A similar conclusion was reached
in [19], but only for the SIMO case with a single pilot symbol.

The above result can be generalized even further, as shown
next.

B. Transmit-Only Channel Correlation

Assume τ = NT and let H = HwΣ
1
2

TX, where the
elements of Hw are i.i.d. CN (0, 1) random variables. Then,
h = vec(H) ∼ CN (0,Σ), with Σ = ΣTX ⊗ INR

. Denote the
eigenvalue decomposition of ΣTX as

ΣTX = UΞUH, Ξ = diag([ξi]
NT

i=1), (62)

with ξi > 0, ∀i. Setting S =
√
ηUH, it can be shown that

DR = diag

([
1

ηξi+σ2

]NT

i=1

)
⊗ INR

and DI = 0. Moreover,

C = DIAG(DR,DR) is diagonal and satisfies the condition in
Theorem 1. Since DI = 0, (60) holds again and the integrals
therein are over scalar variables. Finally, it is straightforward
to show that

ĥMMSE =

U diag

[ ξi
√
η√

ηξi + σ2

]NT

i=1

⊗ INR

 r√
π

(63)

= ĥBLM. (64)

Clearly, (61) is a special case of (64) with ΣTX = INT
. If

ΣTX is circulant, then a Fourier matrix can be used as pilot
matrix.

Remark 6. Assume a standardized ΣTX as in (42). Based
on (64) and [7], [17], it can be shown that, when the pilot
symbol power is sufficiently high or, equivalently, when the
noise power is sufficiently low, the MSE per antenna for both
estimators is given by 1− 2

π , i.e.,

lim
σ2→0

E(∥ĥMMSE − h∥2)
NTNR

= lim
σ2→0

E(∥ĥBLM − h∥2)
NTNR

(65)

= 1− 2

π
. (66)

C. Spatially White Channel with τ = 2 Real-Valued Pilots

Here, Σ = INTNR
and τ = 2. Let s1, s2 be two real-

valued NT -dimensional pilot vectors in (1) and ST = [s1 s2].
Clearly, DR =

(
SST + σ2I2

)−1 ⊗ INR
. Moreover, DI = 0

and (60) holds. Defining

∆R = diag
(
[rR,irR,NR+i]

NR

i=1

)
, (67)

∆I = diag
(
[rI,irI,NR+i]

NR

i=1

)
, (68)

Csub,R =

[
(∥s2∥2 + σ2)INR

−sT1 s2∆R

−sT1 s2∆R (∥s1∥2 + σ2)INR

]
, (69)

and letting Csub,I be identical to Csub,R except that all ∆R

terms are replaced by ∆I, we obtain

C =
DIAG(Csub,R,Csub,I)

|SST + σ2I2|
. (70)

Since xi and xi+NR
, as well as yi and yi+NR

, i = 1, . . . , NR,
are pair-wise correlated, Theorem 1 holds. Define

s1,new =
s1√

∥s1∥2 + σ2
, s2,new =

s2√
∥s2∥2 + σ2

, (71)
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γs = sT1,news2,new, and ST
w1 = [s1,new s2,new]. Using the

method in the proof of Theorem 1, we obtain

ĥMMSE = ĥBLM (72)

=

ST
w1

[
1 arcsin(γs)

π/2
arcsin(γs)

π/2 1

]−1
⊗ INR

 r√
π
. (73)

D. Spatially White Channel and τ = 2 Complex-Valued Pilots
with π/2 Phase Difference

Let τ = 2 and Σ = INTNR
. By assumption,

ST = [s1 s2],
s2
∥s2∥

= j
s1

∥s1∥
. (74)

Then,

SSH =

[
∥s1∥2 −j∥s1∥∥s2∥

j∥s1∥∥s2∥ ∥s2∥2
]
, (75)

DR =
diag

([
∥s2∥2 + σ2 ∥s1∥2 + σ2

]T)⊗ INR

σ2 [σ2 + tr(SSH)]
, (76)

DI =

[
0 ∥s1∥∥s2∥

−∥s1∥∥s2∥ 0

]
⊗ INR

σ2 (σ2 + tr(SSH))
. (77)

Here, (60) no longer holds. However, by defining

∆X = diag
(
[rR,irI,NR+i]

NR

i=1

)
, (78)

∆Y = diag
(
[rI,irR,NR+i]

NR

i=1

)
, (79)

Csub,A = DIAG
(
(∥s2∥2 + σ2)INR

, (∥s1∥2 + σ2)INR

)
, (80)

Csub,B =

[
0 −∥s1∥∥s2∥∆X

∥s1∥∥s2∥∆Y 0

]
, (81)

we have

C =
1

σ2 (σ2 + tr(SSH))

[
Csub,A Csub,B

CT
sub,B Csub,A

]
, (82)

which clearly satisfies the condition in Theorem 1. Reusing
the definitions from (71) in the new context here, denote
γ̃s = ∥s1,new∥∥s2,new∥ and SH

w2 =
[
s∗1,new s∗2,new

]
. Then,

(31) yields

ĥMMSE = ĥBLM (83)

=

SH
w2

[
1 −j arcsin(γ̃s)

π/2
j arcsin(γ̃s)

π/2 1

]−1
⊗ INR

 r√
π
.

(84)

Corollary 1. With NT = 1, τ = 2, and arbitrary NR, ĥBLM

and ĥMMSE are equivalent for spatially white channels if
QPSK symbols are used as pilot symbols.

Proof: If the phase difference of the two pilot symbol s1
and s2 is π, the result in Section V-C applies. If the phase
difference is π

2 , the result in Section V-D applies. In both
cases, the condition in Theorem 1 is satisfied.

E. SIMO with Real-Valued Channel Correlation, NR = 2, and
τ = NT = 1

The non-linearity of the MMSE channel estimate for noise-
less correlated SIMO channels was considered in [19]. Here,
we focus on a general noisy correlated SIMO channel with a
single complex-valued pilot symbol (i.e., τ = NT = 1) and
the system model (2) becomes

y = sh+ n. (85)

Let Σ be real-valued, e.g., as in the exponential channel
model [36], [37]. Then,

D−1
R = Ωb = |s|2Σ+ σ2INR

, DI = 0, (86)

and (60) holds. Furthermore, C = 1
2DIAG(W

−1
R ,W−1

I ), with

WR =
1

2
ΛRD

−1
R ΛR, WI =

1

2
ΛID

−1
R ΛI. (87)

Hence, (60) is equivalent to

ĥMMSE = s∗ΣDR


ΛR

∫
RNR

+

xe−
xTW

−1
R

x

2 dx∫
RNR

+

e−
xTW

−1
R

x

2 dx

+

jΛI

∫
RNR

+

ye−
yTW

−1
I

y

2 dy∫
RNR

+

e−
yTW

−1
I

y

2 dy

 . (88)

When NR = 2, given the structure of C above, Theo-
rem 1 holds trivially. Consistent with this observation, based
on Lemma 1, the two ratios in (88) are linear in rR and
rI, respectively. Assume a standardized Σ and denote the
correlation coefficient as ρ12. Defining β12 = ρ12|s|2

|s|2+σ2 , we
obtain

ĥMMSE =

s∗Σ

[
1 arcsin(β12)

π/2
arcsin(β12)

π/2 1

]−1

r√
π(|s|2 + σ2)

= ĥBLM.

(89)

VI. CASES WITH NONLINEAR MMSE ESTIMATORS

We now consider two cases where the assumption of The-
orem 1 does not hold and thus ĥMMSE is non-linear in r.
For general MIMO systems with arbitrary channel correlation
and pilots, one can always resort to our explicit expressions in
(40)–(41) and use existing methods discussed in Section IV
(e.g., the algorithm for Monte Carlo simulations in [31]) to
compute the required Gaussian orthant probabilities for one
covariance matrix of dimension (2τNR)×(2τNR) and 2τNR

covariance matrices of dimension (2τNR − 1)× (2τNR − 1).
Clearly, when either τ or NR is large, Monte Carlo methods
become computationally cumbersome and cannot guarantee
accuracy. Nevertheless, using our insights above (e.g., Re-
mark 2) and existing results on Gaussian orthant probabilities,
computationally efficient analytical expressions for ĥMMSE

can be derived for various SIMO channels under specific
assumptions on the channel correlation or pilot symbols.
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A. SIMO with Real-Valued Correlation, NR > 2, and τ =
NT = 1

Consider the same SIMO system described by (85) in
Section V-E with τ = NT = 1 and NR > 2. In this case,
(86)–(88) remain applicable. Without loss of generality, let
the channel covariance matrix Σ be standardized and let the
correlation coefficients be denoted as ρik, for i, k = 1, . . . , NR

and i ̸= k, unless otherwise stated.
Let DR,−k denote the (NR−1)×(NR−1) matrix obtained

by deleting the k-th row and column of DR. Likewise, let
ΛR,−k (resp. ΛI,−k) denote the (NR − 1)× (NR − 1) matrix
obtained by deleting the k-th row and column of ΛR (resp.
ΛI). Moreover, for k = 1, . . . , NR, define

Wx,k =
1

2
ΛR,−kD

−1
R,−kΛR,−k, (90)

Wy,k =
1

2
ΛI,−kD

−1
R,−kΛI,−k. (91)

Using the definitions of WR and WI in (87), it is shown in
Appendix C that

ĥMMSE =
s∗Σ

2
√
π (|s|2 + σ2)

(
ΛRgR

P(WR)
+

jΛIgI

P(WI)

)
, (92)

where the k-th element of gR (resp. gI) is equal to P(Wx,k)
(resp. P(Wy,k)). When NR = 2, (92) reduces to (89) in
Section V-E. When NR ≥ 3, (92) is the starting point for
further results below.

Theorem 2. Consider the one-bit quantized, spatially cor-
related Rayleigh fading SIMO system given by (85) with
NT = τ = 1 and NR = 3. Then,

ĥMMSE =
s∗Σ

2
√
π (|s|2 + σ2)

(
v3R

P3R
+ j

v3I

P3I

)
, (93)

with

βik =
ρik|s|2

|s|2 + σ2
, (i ̸= k, i, k = 1, 2, 3) (93a)

v3R =


rR,1
4 +

rR,1rR,2rR,3
2π arcsin

(
β23−β12β13√
1−β2

12

√
1−β2

13

)
rR,2
4 +

rR,1rR,2rR,3
2π arcsin

(
β13−β12β23√
1−β2

12

√
1−β2

23

)
rR,3
4 +

rR,1rR,2rR,3
2π arcsin

(
β12−β13β23√
1−β2

13

√
1−β2

23

)

 ,
(93b)

P3R =
1

8
+

∑2
i=1

∑3
k=i+1 rR,irR,k arcsin(βik)

4π
, (93c)

and where v3I (resp. P3I) is the same as v3R (resp. P3R)
except that rR,i in (93b) (resp. (93c)) is replaced by rI,i for
i = 1, 2, 3.

Proof: The proof starts from (92) and is based on (44),
(45), and (46). The detailed calculations are similar to those
in Appendix B, hence omitted for brevity.

On the other hand, under the same assumptions for Theo-
rem 2, the BLMMSE channel estimate is given by

ĥBLM =

s∗Σ

 1 arcsin(β12)
π/2

arcsin(β13)
π/2

arcsin(β12)
π/2 1 arcsin(β23)

π/2
arcsin(β13)

π/2
arcsin(β23)

π/2 1


−1

r

√
π (|s|2 + σ2)

.

(94)

In general, (94) is not equivalent to (93). However, we have
ĥBLM = ĥMMSE if one of the following holds: ρ23 = ρ13 = 0,
ρ13 = ρ12 = 0, or ρ12 = ρ23 = 0. This is consistent with
Theorem 1.

Remark 7. Theorem 2 is significant that, for one-bit ADCs, it
provides the simplest closed-form expression for ĥMMSE that
demonstrates non-linear dependence on r.

When NR = 4, for the same SIMO system given by
(85) with a real-valued channel covariance matrix, P(WR)
and P(WI) in (92) can be obtained based on (109) in
Appendix A. In addition, for the 3 × 3 matrices Wx,k and
Wy,k, P(Wx,k) and P(Wy,k) required in (92) are calculated
using (46), k = 1, . . . , 4. Indeed, one can obtain a semi-
closed-form expression for (92) with only one-dimensional
finite integration from (109). Details are omitted for brevity.

Next, we consider the SIMO system in (85) with arbitrary
NR but with equal positive channel cross-correlation for all
pairs of receive antennas. Let Q(·) denote the Q-function,
i.e., the right tail distribution function of the standard normal
distribution N (0, 1).

Theorem 3. Consider the one-bit quantized, spatially cor-
related Rayleigh fading SIMO system given by (85) with
NT = τ = 1. Let the correlation coefficients in Σ be given
by ρik = ρ (with 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1), for i, k = 1, . . . , NR and i ̸= k.
Then,

ĥMMSE =
s∗Σ

2
√
π (|s|2 + σ2)

(
ΛRvRE

PRE
+
jΛIvIM

PIM

)
, (95)

with

PRE =

∫ ∞

−∞

NR∏
k=1

Q

(
rR,k

√
ρ|s|t√

|s|2(1− ρ) + σ2

)
e−t2/2

√
2π

dt, (96)

and where PIM is the same as PRE except that rR,k in (96) is
replaced by rI,k, for k = 1, . . . , NR. The k-th element of vRE

is given by

vRE,k =

∫ ∞

−∞

NR∏
i=1,i̸=k

Q

(
rR,i

√
ρ|s|t√

|s|2 + σ2

)
e−t2/2

√
2π

dt, (97)

for k = 1, . . . , NR. The k-th element of vIM, i.e., vIM,k, is the
same as vRE,k except that rR,i is replaced by rI,i for i in (97)
and k = 1, . . . , NR.

Proof: The proof utilizes the key observation made in
Remark 2 that each off-diagonal element of C in (28) is
affected by exactly two different elements from

[
rTR rTI

]T
.

In particular, the off-diagonal elements of WR and WI in
(87), as well as those of Wx,k and Wy,k in (90)–(91), for
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k = 1, . . . , NR, are each affected by one pair of elements
in rR and rI, respectively. Based on this key fact, the proof
further invokes the results in [30, p. 192]. A detailed proof is
provided in Appendix D.

Remark 8. Both (96) and (97)) require integration with only
one variable. Therefore, (95) can be conveniently evaluated
using common computing software even for large NR [30].

B. SISO and Spatially White SIMO with Real-Valued Pilots,
Arbitrary τ , and NT = 1

For spatially white SIMO systems, the MMSE channel
estimate derived for one receive antenna holds for all receive
antennas. This allows us to focus on SISO channels with
multiple real-valued pilot symbols. Denote the real-valued
pilot vector s as

s = [s1 . . . sτ ]
T. (98)

When τ = 1, this scenario becomes a special case of Sec-
tion V-A with τ = NT = NR = 1. Furthermore, when τ = 2,
the setup reduces to that in Section V-C with NT = NR = 1.
Therefore, the non-trivial new case here corresponds to τ > 2,
although subsequent results are applicable to τ = 1, 2.

When NR = NT = 1, the system model (2) reduces to
y = hs+ n, with h ∼ CN (0, 1). Correspondingly, we have

DR =
(
ssT + σ2Iτ

)−1
, DI = 0. (99)

Using the Sherman-Morrison formula [34, p. 124], we have
DR = 1

σ2

[
Iτ − ssT

sTs+σ2

]
. Let D̃R,−k denote the (τ − 1) ×

(τ − 1) matrix obtained by deleting the k-th row and column
of DR in (99). Then,

D̃R,−k =
1

σ2

(
Iτ−1 −

s−ks
T
−k

sTs+ σ2

)
, (100)

D̃−1
R,−k = σ2

(
Iτ−1 +

s−ks
T
−k

s2k + σ2

)
, (101)

where s−k = [s1 . . . sk−1 sk+1 . . . sτ ]
T. Define

WA =
1

2
ΛRD

−1
R ΛR, WB =

1

2
ΛID

−1
R ΛI, (102)

and let Λ̃R,−k (resp. Λ̃I,−k) denote the (τ − 1) × (τ − 1)
matrix obtained by deleting the k-th row and column of ΛR

(resp. ΛI). Lastly, define

WA,k =
1

2
Λ̃R,−kD̃

−1
R,−kΛ̃R,−k, (103)

WB,k =
1

2
Λ̃I,−kD̃

−1
R,−kΛ̃I,−k. (104)

Theorem 4. For a Rayleigh fading SISO channel with a
real-valued pilot vector and with one-bit quantization at the
receiver, the MMSE channel estimate is given by

ĥMMSE =
1

2
√
π

τ∑
k=1

sk

(
rR,kP(WA,k)

P(WA)
+

jrI,kP(WB,k)
P(WB)

)
√
s2k + σ2

,

(105)

with

P(WA) =

∫ ∞

−∞

τ∏
i=1

Q

(
rR,isit

σ

)
e−

t2

2

√
2π

dt, (106)

P(WA,k) =

∫ ∞

−∞

τ∏
i=1,i̸=k

Q

(
rR,isit√
s2k + σ2

)
e−

t2

2

√
2π

dt, (107)

for k = 1, . . . , τ . Note that, ∀k, P(WB,k) is the same as
P(WA,k) in (107) except that rR,i is replaced by rI,i, for
i ̸= k. Similarly, P(WB) is the same as P(WA) in (106)
except that rR,i is replaced by rI,i, i = 1, . . . , τ .

Proof: The main idea is similar to that for the proof of
Theorem 3. Details are given in Appendix E.

Remark 9. Let NT = NR = 1. As expected, when τ = 1,
(105) is equivalent to (61), whereas when τ = 2, (105) is
the same as (73). In both cases, ĥMMSE = ĥBLM, and the
corresponding asymptotic MSE is given by

lim
σ2→0

E(|ĥMMSE − h|2) = lim
σ2→0

E(|ĥBLM − h|2) = 1− 2

π
.

(108)

In fact, from both (73) and (84), (108) is the asymptotic
MSE per antenna for both estimators when the noise power is
sufficiently low.

VII. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We now provide simulation results to complement the
above analyses. The BLMMSE channel estimate is obtained
using (52) from [7] and the corresponding theoretical MSE
per antenna can be readily calculated as in [17]. For cases
with a single pilot, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) is defined
as SNR = |s|2/σ2. For cases with a τ -dimensional pilot
vector s, SNR = ∥s∥2/(τσ2). When a pilot matrix is used,
SNR = tr(SSH)/(τNTσ

2). The MSE per antenna is averaged
over many fading realizations. Without loss of generality, the
channel covariance matrices used here are standardized.

A. MISO and MIMO with No Receive Correlation and Unitary
Pilot Matrix

Here, we investigate the impact of transmit antenna cor-
relation and the number of transmit antennas NT for the
case considered in Section V-B with ĥBLM = ĥMMSE. In
the absence of channel correlation at the receiver for MIMO
systems, the MSE is the same for all receive antennas.
Therefore, a MISO setup is considered for simplicity. For
transmit channel correlation in (62), we use the exponential
correlation model [36], [37] and let [ΣTX]ik = 0.5|i−k| or
[ΣTX]ik = 0.9|i−k|, for i, k = 1, . . . , NT . The results are
shown in Fig. 1. Clearly, increasing both NT and the amount
of transmit correlation improves the MSE performance at low
SNR. At high SNR, the MSE per antenna converges to 1− 2

π ,
confirming the claim in Remark 6. Similar trends are observed
for other correlation models such as those in [38], [39].
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Figure 1. MSE comparison for MISO case with τ = NT = 16, 32 and
exponential transmit correlation model using a tailored pilot matrix. In this
scenario ĥMMSE = ĥBLM.
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Figure 2. MSE comparison for SIMO case with NR = 3, 4 and exponential
channel correlation model.

B. SIMO with τ = 1 and NR = 3, 4

Here, we assume NR = 3 and NR = 4 corresponding
to the discussion in Section VI-A. Fig. 2 shows the results
using the exponential channel correlation model [36], [37]
with ρik = 0.5|i−k| or ρik = 0.9|i−k|, i, k = 1, . . . , NR.
We observe that the difference in the MSE performance
between ĥBLM and ĥMMSE is more pronounced at moderate-
to-high SNR when both the channel correlation coefficient
and NR grow large. When the channel correlation is low, the
performance of the two is similar, as expected according to
Theorem 1 (see Remark 5).

C. SIMO with τ = 1 and ρi,k = ρ

Using Theorem 3, we provide simulation results in Fig. 3
for NR = 4, 16, 32 and in Fig. 4 for NR = 8, 16, 32, 64, with
ρi,k = ρ = 0.9, for i ̸= k. In Fig. 3, the curves for NR = 4
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Figure 3. MSE comparison for SIMO case with NR = 4, 16, 32 and the
same channel correlation coefficient ρ = 0.9 between all antennas.
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Figure 4. MSE comparison for SIMO case with NR = 8, 16, 32, 64 and the
same channel correlation coefficient ρ = 0.9 between all antennas.

are obtained using the following three methods: 1) based on
Theorem 3, with the corresponding curves labeled “Theorem”;
2) based on the semi-closed-form expression that relies on Ap-
pendix A [27], with the corresponding curve labeled “Childs”;
and 3) based on (92) along with the algorithm in [31] to obtain
the required orthant probabilities via Monte Carlo simulations,
with the corresponding curve labeled “Genz”. The results from
all three methods coincide, which corroborates the analysis
leading to Theorem 3. However, when NR becomes larger, the
semi-closed-form expressions do not exist and the Monte Carlo
method [31] also becomes computationally more demanding
and less accurate. Consequently, we resort to Theorem 3 to
obtain all the curves for the MMSE channel estimate in Fig. 4.
We see in Figs. 2–4 that when the channel correlation is
high, ĥMMSE clearly outperforms ĥBLM across a wide range
of SNRs, particularly for moderate-to-high SNRs. The per-
antenna MSE of ĥMMSE improves considerably with NR at
all SNR values, whereas for ĥBLM, the improvement with NR
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Figure 5. MSE comparison for SISO or SIMO with no receive correlation,
τ = 2, 16, 32.

is predominantly observed for relatively low SNRs.

D. Spatially White SIMO or SISO with Multiple Real-Valued
Pilots

We investigate the effect of using multiple pilot symbols
based on Theorem 4. For the simulations, we use the second
column of τ×τ Hadamard matrices as the pilot vector s. Fig. 5
presents the results for τ = 2, 16, 32. The curves correspond-
ing to τ = 2 corroborate the claim made in Remark 9 and
demonstrate the equivalence of the two estimators as well as
the equivalence of (73) and (105). It is also visible in Figs. 3–
4 that the MSE of both ĥMMSE and ĥBLM first improves
and then deteriorates with the SNR, since it is noise-limited
at low SNR and quantization-error-limited at high SNR. For
τ > 2, the two estimators exhibit the same asymptotic MSE
performance at both low and high SNR. However, significant
MSE gains are achievable from non-linear processing for
intermediate SNRs. The simulation results validate the high-
SNR asymptotic analysis for the case with τ = 2 in (108).
Interestingly, the same behavior at high SNR is also observed
for τ > 2.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have investigated optimal MMSE channel
estimation for MIMO systems in slow, flat Rayleigh fading
channels with one-bit quantization at the receiver. We have
developed an explicit framework for the computation of the
MMSE estimate, which is related to the orthant probability
of the MVN distribution. Leveraging insights gained from
this framework, we have fully unraveled the condition for the
BLMMSE channel estimator to be MSE optimal. Furthermore,
we have derived computationally efficient expressions for
the non-linear MMSE estimators under specific assumptions
regarding channel correlation or pilot symbols. Our findings
reveal that the MSE performance of the low-cost BLMMSE
estimator closely approximates that of the MMSE estimator
under conditions of low channel correlation, relatively low

SNR, or very high SNR with multiple pilots per transmit
antenna. However, with a large number of highly correlated
receive antennas or multiple pilot symbols, the MMSE channel
estimator yields significant gains over the BLMMSE estimator
across a wide range of SNRs. Our results offer unique insights
into the one-bit channel estimation problem and provide guid-
ance for applications when NR or τ is large.

APPENDIX A
THE ORTHANT PROBABILITY IN (36) WITH L = 4

Here, we adopt the same notation as in (43). Based on [27],
when L = 4,

P(Ψ) =
1

16
+

arcsin(ψ34) +
∑4

l=3 arcsin(ψ2l)

8π

+

∑4
k=2 arcsin(ψ1k)

8π
+

∑3
i=1 Ji

4π2
, (109)

with

J1 =

∫ 1

0

ψ12 arcsin

(
d34,a−t2d34,b√

(µ23,a−t2µ23,b)(µ24,a−t2µ24,b)

)
√

1− t2ψ2
12

dt,

(109a)

J2 =

∫ 1

0

ψ13 arcsin

(
d24,a−t2d24,b√

(µ23,a−t2µ23,b)(µ34,a−t2µ34,b)

)
√

1− t2ψ2
13

dt,

(109b)

J3 =

∫ 1

0

ψ14 arcsin

(
d23,a−t2d23,b√

(µ24,a−t2µ24,b)(µ34,a−t2µ34,b)

)
√

1− t2ψ2
14

dt,

(109c)

and

d23,a = ψ23 − ψ24ψ34, (109d)
d24,a = ψ24 − ψ23ψ34, (109e)
d34,a = ψ34 − ψ23ψ24, (109f)

µik,a = 1− ψ2
ik (i < k, i, k = 2, 3, 4), (109g)

µik,b = ψ2
1i + ψ2

1k − 2ψ1iψ1kψik (i < k, i, k = 2, 3, 4),
(109h)

d23,b = ψ12ψ13 + ψ2
14ψ23 − ψ12ψ14ψ34 − ψ13ψ14ψ24,

(109i)

d24,b = ψ12ψ14 + ψ2
13ψ24 − ψ12ψ13ψ34 − ψ13ψ14ψ23,

(109j)

d34,b = ψ13ψ14 + ψ2
12ψ34 − ψ12ψ14ψ23 − ψ12ψ13ψ24.

(109k)

APPENDIX B
COMPUTATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS FOR REMARK 4

With a slight abuse of notation, let q = [q1 q2 q3]
T, with

q1, q2, q3 ∈ {±1}. Let the pdf p(u) of the real-valued Gaussian
random vector u = [u1 u2 u3]

T be given by N (0,Φ), with
[Φ]ii = σ2

ui and [Φ]ik = [Φ]ki = qiqkϕikσuiσuk, ϕik ∈
(−1, 1), for i, k = 1, 2, 3 and i ̸= k. Let Λq = diag(q). We
show through evaluation that Λq

∫
R3

+
up(u)du

/∫
R3

+
p(u)du
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is not in general linear in q. The same claim holds when there
are more than three elements in q and u.

Clearly,
∫
R3

+
p(u)du = P(Φ). Based on (44) and (46),∫

R3
+

p(u)du =
1

8
+

∑2
i=1

∑3
k=i+1 qiqk arcsin(ϕik)

4π
. (110)

Using the reduction in (32)–(34),

∫
R3

+

up(u)du =

Φ

[∫
R2

+

e−
ûT
i Φ

−1
−i

ûi

2 dûi

]3
i=1

(2π)
3
2 |Φ| 12

, (111)

where ûi denotes the 2-dimensional vector derived by deleting
the i-th element of u and Φ−1

−i is the 2 × 2 matrix obtained
by deleting the i-th row and column of Φ−1, for i = 1, 2, 3.
Clearly,∫

R2
+

exp

{
−1

2
ûT
i Φ

−1
−i ûi

}
dûi = 2π|Φ−i|

1
2P(Φ−i). (112)

It can be shown that |Φ−i| = |Φ|/σ2
ui, and from (45),

P(Φ−i) =
1

4
+
qkql
2π

arcsin

(
ϕkl − ϕikϕil√
1− ϕ2ik

√
1− ϕ2il

)
, (113)

for i, k, l = 1, 2, 3, i ̸= k, i ̸= l, and k ̸= l. Define Λσ =
diag([σu1 σu2 σu3]

T). Further capitalizing on the fact that
qi ∈ {±1}, for i = 1, 2, 3, we obtain

Λq

∫
R3

+

up(u)du =
Λσ√
2π

 1 ϕ12 ϕ13
ϕ12 1 ϕ23
ϕ13 ϕ23 1



·


q1
4 + q1q2q3

2π arcsin

(
ϕ23−ϕ12ϕ13√
1−ϕ2

12

√
1−ϕ2

13

)
q2
4 + q1q2q3

2π arcsin

(
ϕ13−ϕ12ϕ23√
1−ϕ2

12

√
1−ϕ2

23

)
q3
4 + q1q2q3

2π arcsin

(
ϕ12−ϕ13ϕ23√
1−ϕ2

13

√
1−ϕ2

23

)

 . (114)

From (110) and (114), it is clear that, in general,
Λq

∫
R3

+
up(u)du

/∫
R3

+
p(u)du is not linear in q.

APPENDIX C
DERIVATION OF (92)

Recall (85)–(88) and (90)–(91). It is clear that |WR| =
|WI| = 2−NR |Ωb|. Using (32) and (36), and based on (60),
we obtain

ĥMMSE = s∗ΣDR


ΛR

∫
RNR

+

xe−
xTW

−1
R

x

2 dx

(2π)
NR
2 |WR|

1
2 P(WR)

+

jΛI

∫
RNR

+

ye−
yTW

−1
I

y

2 dy

(2π)
NR
2 |WI|

1
2 P(WI)

 (115)

=
s∗ΣDR

π
NR
2 |Ωb|

1
2

(
ΛRWR gx

P(WR)
+
jΛIWI gy

P(WI)

)
, (116)

where gx (resp. gy) is not the same as gR (resp. gI) in (92).
For k = 1, . . . , NR, the k-th element of gx is given by

gx,k =

∫
RNR−1

+

e−
1
2x

T
−kW

−1
x,kx−kdx−k (117)

= (2π)
NR−1

2 |Wx,k|
1
2 P(Wx,k), (118)

with x−k = [x1 . . . xk−1 xk+1 . . . xNR
]T. Similarly,

gy =
[
(2π)

NR−1

2 |Wy,k|
1
2 P(Wy,k)

]NR

k=1
. (119)

From (39), we obtain
∣∣∣D−1

R,−k

∣∣∣ = |Ωb|
|s|2+σ2 , and thus from (90)–

(91), for k = 1, . . . , NR, we have

|Wx,k| = |Wy,k| =
2−(NR−1)|Ωb|

|s|2 + σ2
. (120)

Based on the above steps, (116) is further simplified to (92).

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Proof: Recall (85)–(88) and the starting point (92). Each
off-diagonal element of WR (resp. WI) is affected by two
different elements from rR (resp. rI). Specifically, the (i, k)-
th element of the standardized version of WR is given by(
rR,i

√
|s|2ρ

|s|2+σ2

)(
rR,k

√
|s|2ρ

|s|2+σ2

)
, for i, k = 1, . . . , NR and

i ̸= k. Based on Lemma [30, p. 192] and using (44), P(WR)
is given by (96). Similarly, P(WI) is obtained.

By assumption, Σ is a standardized circulant matrix with
all the off-diagonal elements equal to ρ. The inverse of Σ is
also a circulant matrix [40] given by:

Σ−1 =
[1 + (NR − 2)ρ]Σinv,circ

1 + (NR − 2)ρ− (NR − 1)ρ2
, (121)

where Σinv,circ is a standardized circulant matrix whose off-
diagonal elements are equal to

(
− ρ

1+(NR−2)ρ

)
. Clearly, here

Ωb and its inverse DR are also circulant matrices. Consider
DR,−k, for k = 1, . . . , NR. Using (121), the (NR−1)×(NR−
1) circulant matrix D−1

R,−k is given by

D−1
R,−k =

(
(|s|2 + σ2)2 − |s|4ρ2

)
Dinv,circ

|s|2 + σ2
, (122)

where Dinv,circ is a standardized circulant matrix with off-
diagonal elements given by ρ|s|2

[|s|2(1+ρ)]+σ2 . From (122) and
(90), the (i, l)-th element of the standardized version of Wx,k

is given by
(
rR,i

√
|s|2ρ

|s|2(1+ρ)+σ2

)(
rR,l

√
|s|2ρ

|s|2(1+ρ)+σ2

)
, for

i, l = 1, . . . , NR, i ̸= l, i ̸= k, and l ̸= k. Invoke the results
in [30] again to obtain P(Wx,k) as given by (97), and similarly
obtain P(Wy,k), k = 1, . . . , NR.

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF THEOREM 4

Proof: Recall (99) with DI = 0, so that (60) holds. Also
recall (102) and (103)–(104). Following similar steps to those
leading to (116) in Appendix C, we have

ĥMMSE =
sTDR

(2π)
τ
2

(
ΛRWAgA

|WA|
1
2 P(WA)

+
jΛIWBgB

|WB|
1
2 P(WB)

)
,

(123)
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where, for k = 1, . . . , τ , the k-th element of gA is given by

gA,k =

∫
Rτ−1

+

e−
x̃T
−kW

−1
A,k

x̃−k

2 dx̃−k (124)

= (2π)
τ−1
2 |WA,k|

1
2 P(WA,k), (125)

and x̃−k = [x1 . . . xk−1 xk+1 . . . xτ ]
T. Similarly,

we have gB =
[
(2π)

τ−1
2 |WB,k|

1
2 P(WB,k)

]τ
k=1

. According
to [30, p. 192], P(WA) is given by (106), and P(WB) is
similarly obtained. Using (101) and (103)–(104), again based
on [30, p. 192], P(WA,k) is shown to be given by (107)
and P(WB,k) is similarly derived. From [34, p. 475], for
a non-singular L × L matrix E and L-dimensional vectors
ea and eb,

∣∣E+ eae
T
b

∣∣ = |E|
(
1 + eTb E

−1ea
)
. Apply this

identity to obtain |WA| = |WB| =
(

σ2

2

)τ (
1 + sTs

σ2

)
and

|WA,k| = |WB,k| =
(

σ2

2

)τ−1 (
sTs+σ2

s2k+σ2

)
. Inserting the

above results into (123), we obtain (105) after some algebraic
manipulations.
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[17] I. Atzeni and A. Tölli, “Channel estimation and data detection analysis
of massive MIMO with 1-bit ADCs,” IEEE Trans. Wireless Commun.,
vol. 21, no. 6, pp. 3850–3867, 2022.
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