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Abstract—In massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
systems, the downlink transmission performance heavily re-
lies on accurate channel state information (CSI). Constrained
by the transmitted power, user equipment always transmits
sounding reference signals (SRSs) to the base station through
frequency hopping, which will be leveraged to estimate uplink
CSI and subsequently predict downlink CSI. This paper aims
to investigate joint channel estimation and prediction (JCEP)
for massive MIMO with frequency hopping sounding (FHS).
Specifically, we present a multiple-subband (MS) delay-angle-
Doppler (DAD) domain channel model with off-grid basis to
tackle the energy leakage problem. Furthermore, we formulate
the JCEP problem with FHS as a multiple measurement vector
(MMYV) problem, facilitating the sharing of common CSI across
different subbands. To solve this problem, we propose an efficient
Off-Grid-MS hybrid message passing (HMP) algorithm under
the constrained Bethe free energy (BFE) framework. Aiming
to address the lack of prior CSI in practical scenarios, the
proposed algorithm can adaptively learn the hyper-parameters
of the channel by minimizing the corresponding terms in the
BFE expression. To alleviate the complexity of channel hyper-
parameter learning, we leverage the approximations of the off-
grid matrices to simplify the off-grid hyper-parameter estimation.
Numerical results illustrate that the proposed algorithm can
effectively mitigate the energy leakage issue and exploit the
common CSI across different subbands, acquiring more accurate
CSI compared to state-of-the-art counterparts.

Index Terms—Channel estimation, channel prediction, fre-
quency hopping, sounding reference signal.

I. INTRODUCTION

ASSIVE multiple-input multiple-output orthogonal
frequency division multiplexing (MIMO-OFDM) is
widely used in current communication systems due to its
notable advantages, encompassing high spectral and energy
efficiency, high data rate, and strong robustness to frequency-
selective fading [1]-[5]. In massive MIMO-OFDM systems,
spatial multiplexing techniques, such as precoding [6] and
beamforming [7], heavily rely on accurate channel state
information (CSI). However, the limited pilot overhead in
practical systems poses significant challenges to accurate CSI
acquisition.
In time-division duplexing (TDD) massive MIMO-OFDM
systems, to enhance the accuracy of CSI acquisition with
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the limited pilot overhead, CSI acquisition can be divided
into two steps: estimating the uplink pilot channels based on
sounding reference signals (SRSs) [8], followed by predicting
the downlink data channels based on the estimated uplink pilot
channels to resolve the transmission issues caused by CSI
staleness. Limited by user equipment (UE) transmitted power,
the base station (BS) prefers to configure the UE to sound
the channel with frequency hopping [8]-[11], significantly
amplifying the received power compared to the fullband SRS
transmission. However, the FHS mode restricts the BS to esti-
mating only a subset of the fullband channel in a single SRS
transmission, thereby putting forward higher requirements for
fullband CSI acquisition. This paper considers the frequency
hopping SRS transmission with limited pilot overhead and
aims to design efficient joint channel estimation and prediction
(JCEP) algorithms.

A. Prior Work and Motivations

Due to the limited local scatterers, the realistic channels
exhibit inherent sparsity in massive MIMO-OFDM systems
[12]. For this reason, various channel estimation schemes
exploiting channel sparsity have been extensively investigated
in the literature for massive MIMO-OFDM systems. Building
on the delay-angle domain sparsity of massive MIMO-OFDM
channels, the authors in [3] developed a channel estimation
approach based on adjustable phase shift pilots. Based on
the proposed concept of the joint delay-angle subspace, a
sparse signal recovery method was developed for efficient
sparse channel estimation [13]. By exploiting the sparse nature
of millimeter-wave (mmWave) channels, an efficient open-
loop channel estimator based on the orthogonal matching
pursuit (OMP) algorithm was developed for an mmWave
hybrid MIMO system [14]. Statistical inference methods have
recently been developed for efficient sparse channel recovery.
The expectation-maximization (EM) forms of the expectation
propagation (EP) [15], generalized approximate message pass-
ing (AMP), and vector AMP algorithms [16] exploit the chan-
nel sparsity to estimate the massive MIMO-OFDM channels.
Based on the constrained Bethe free energy (BFE) framework,
a sparse channel estimation scheme in [17] was proposed,
which captures the sparse structure and temporal dependency
of massive MIMO-OFDM channels using a hidden Markov
probability model. In [18], [19], CSI acquisition schemes
considering imperfect factors are proposed by exploiting the
dynamic sparsity of massive MIMO-OFDM channels, paving
the way for accurate CSI acquisition in practical TDD com-
munication systems.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.09053v1

In practical communication systems, if the estimated uplink
pilot channels are directly used in the spatial multiplexing
techniques for the downlink data transmission, it may face the
challenge of CSI staleness provided the short coherence time
against the CSI delay, especially in high-mobility scenarios.
To address the issue of CSI staleness, most of the relevant
work paid great attention to the channel prediction technique,
which predicts the future downlink data channels by exploiting
the temporal correlation of the past estimated pilot channels.
A variety of channel prediction techniques for single-input
single-output systems have been studied in the literature, e.g.,
the autoregressive (AR) model-based methods [20] and the
sum-of-sinusoids (SOS) model-based methods [21]. Recently,
the channel prediction technique has been extended to the
massive MIMO-OFDM systems. Equipped with large-scale
antenna arrays, massive MIMO-OFDM systems create new
opportunities for channel prediction. Due to the stationary
scattering environment, there exists a high correlation between
adjacent subcarriers and antennas, which can be further de-
coupled to high-resolution delay-angle domain channels via
inverse discrete Fourier transform (IDFT) [2]-[4]. Different
from the conventional methods, which only leverage temporal
correlation, various channel prediction methods have been
proposed for massive MIMO-OFDM systems using frequency,
spatial, and temporal correlation [22]-[25]. The authors in [22]
analyzed the impacts of channel representations in different
domains on channel prediction and proposed a low-complexity
AR-based channel predictor using the sparsity of delay-angle
domain channels in mmWave MIMO-OFDM systems. To deal
with the “curse of mobility”, a Prony-based delay-angle do-
main (PDA) channel prediction method was proposed, which
utilizes the specific delay-angle-Doppler (DAD) structure of
the multipath [23]. In [24], a joint DAD wideband channel
prediction method was proposed, which extracts the Doppler
shifts by matrix pencil (MP) method for channel prediction.
By leveraging the residual temporal correlation between the
neighboring channel elements introduced by the energy leak-
age, a spatial-temporal AR (ST-AR)-based channel prediction
method was proposed in [25].

From the state-of-the-art overview, the aforementioned
works treat channel estimation and prediction as separate
modules. In essence, channel estimation and prediction can
be classified as CSI acquisition, which mainly differ in the
time-domain location of CSI. Specifically, channel estimation
aims to acquire the current CSI on the uplink pilot symbols,
while channel prediction intends to acquire the future CSI on
the downlink data symbols. Therefore, channel estimation and
prediction can be jointly operated to enhance CSI acquisition
accuracy by utilizing the sparsity of massive MIMO-OFDM
channels. Moreover, previous research has primarily concen-
trated on CSI acquisition with fullband sounding, which may
suffer performance deterioration in the systems with FHS, thus
spurring our research on JCEP in such scenarios.

B. Main Contributions

Motivated by the considerations outlined above, this paper
aims to design efficient JCEP algorithms utilizing the charac-
teristics of FHS. Our contributions are summarized as follows:
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e We prove that the resolution of the sparsity-domain
channel based on DFT is proportional to the number
of channel samples. Considering the limited number
of channel samples in the frequency-space-time (FST)
domain in the practical scenarios, we analyze that the
energy leakage problem of the DAD domain channel
based on DFT is inevitable. For this reason, we propose a
multiple-subband (MS) DAD-domain channel model with
off-grid basis to address the energy leakage problem.

o« We reveal that the channels of different subbands are
independently and identically distributed (i.i.d.), allowing
us to formulate the JCEP problem with FHS as a gen-
eralized multiple measurement vector (MMV) problem.
Thus, the common channel statistical characteristics of
different subbands can be exploited to enhance the ac-
curacy of CSI acquisition. To achieve efficient JCEP, we
approximate the MMV problem as a BFE minimization
problem with hybrid constraints to balance tractability
and fidelity.

o Based on the BFE minimization with hybrid constraints,
we propose an efficient Off-Grid-MS hybrid message
passing (HMP) algorithm to solve the JCEP problem
with FHS. To deal with the lack of prior CSI in prac-
tical scenarios, we utilize the proposed algorithm to
adaptively learn the hyper-parameters, which vary with
the channel scenario and are typically unknown to the
BS. Additionally, we further reduce the computational
complexity of off-grid hyper-parameters by leveraging the
approximations of the off-grid matrices.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Sec-
tion II introduces the system model. Section III presents
the JCEP problem formulation. Section IV starts from the
constrained BFE minimization framework and develops the
JCEP algorithm with FHS. Simulation results are provided in
Section V, and conclusions are drawn in Section VL.

Notations: We use 7 = /—1 to denote the imaginary unit.
The expression CN (z; 1, 7) denotes the circularly symmetric
complex Gaussian distribution of variable  with mean x4 and
variance 7. [-]; and []; ; denote the i-th element of a vector
and the (4, j)-th element of a matrix, respectively. E[-] and
V[] are the expectation and variance operations, respectively.
Tr{-} denotes the trace operation. Re{-} takes the real part
of complex variable. I, represents the M x M dimensional
identity matrix. 1 and Oy denote the N dimensional all-one
and all-zero vectors, respectively. diag{x} represents a diag-
onal matrix with main diagonal x. Scalars, column vectors,
and matrices are represented by lowercase, bold lowercase,
and bold uppercase, respectively. The superscripts (-)7, (-)*,
and (-)¥ denote the transpose, conjugate, and conjugate-
transpose of a vector or matrix, respectively. The real number,
complex number, integer, and binary fields are represented
by the symbols R, C, Z, and B, respectively. The symbol
® denotes the Kronecker product. The Dirac and Kronecker
delta functions are represented by d(-) and 0[], respectively.
Further, || - ||r is the Frobenius norm.
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Fig. 1. SRS configuration.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

This paper considers a TDD massive MIMO-OFDM system.
The BS with a uniform planar array (UPA) serves multiple UEs
with an omnidirectional antenna. The UPA with M = M, M,
antennas comprises M, and M) antennas in vertical and
horizontal directions, respectively, with one-half wavelength
spacing. Before transmission, the signal is modulated by
OFDM comprising Ngpr subcarriers spaced by A¢ and Ncp-
length cyclic prefix (CP). The number of subcarriers for data
transmission is Ngc. Hence, the system sampling interval, the
OFDM symbol duration, and the CP duration are Ty, =
m, Tiym = NerrTem, and Tep = NepTiam, respectively.

Thanks to the channel reciprocity of the TDD systems,
the BS can measure the downlink CSI based on the uplink
SRS. If the fullband sounding is completed by only one
SRS transmission, the BS received power will be low due
to the limited UE transmitted power, resulting in poor CSI
accuracy. To improve the BS received power, we consider the
FHS, a transmission mode specified by the 3rd Generation
Partnership Project (3GPP) standards [8], as depicted in Fig. 1.
In FHS mode, the available bandwidth is divided into L
subbands, each with a subband spacing of AF = NSCTM.
The transmission comb number of pilot symbols is Nt¢ for
frequency multiplexing, so each SRS transmission sounds
N = LJ\][\S,‘& subcarriers of one subband in one OFDM symbol,
with a subcarrier spacing of Af = NpcAg¢. It is assumed
that each UE sounds the fullband channel K times through
KL SRS transmissions, and the (kL +1)-th SRS transmission
corresponds to the ¢-th subband (0 < ¢ < L) channel.
In the time domain, the time interval between two adjacent
SRS transmissions and the time interval between two adjacent
fullband soundings are denoted as At and AT, respectively.

A. Signal Model

Considering that the target SRS resources are orthogonal
to other SRS resources by frequency, time, and code division
multiplexing, we can pay attention to the signal processing
on the target SRS resources of one single UE and process
the signals on other SRS resources synchronously in the same
manner [10]. Consequently, we can express the received signal
on the [-th subband y; € CVME at the BS as

yi = Sgi + 7, (1)

whose the (nM K + mK + k)-th element y,,,,5; represents
the received signal between the UE and the m-th BS antenna
on the n-th subcarrier of the (kL + [)-th SRS resource.
S £ diag{s} is the pilot matrix, and the (nM K + mK + k)-
th element of s € CVYMK s s,.... Note that the power
of pilot symbols equals 1, i.e., SSH” = Inyamk. The vector
g denotes the frequency-space-time-domain channel response
vector (FSTCRV), whose specific form will be discussed in
Section II-B. The vector z; represents the complex Gaussian
noise vector on the [-th subband, with its (nM K +mK + k)-
th element following the i.i.d. complex Gaussian distribution
CN(ankH 0, UZ)-

B. Channel Model

We consider a massive MIMO-OFDM channel where trans-
mitted signals reach received antennas through multipath
propagation. To specify one particular path, we define the
DAD tuple as (7,60, ¢,v), where 7 € (0, Tmax), 0 € [0, 7],
© € 10,7, ¥ € (Vmin, Vmax] denote the delay, elevation angle of
arrival (AoA), azimuth AoA, and Doppler shift, respectively.
Following the channel modeling in [25], we construct one
virtual path by merging the physical paths with similar DAD
tuples, thereby grouping and partially decoupling physical
paths.

After the construction of virtual paths, we define the com-
plex gain of one specific path between the UE and the BS as
the function of the DAD tuple, denoted as a(T,0,p,v). We
assume the multipath channel follows uncorrelated Rayleigh
fading, where different paths are independent. Thus, the com-
plex gain a(r,0, ¢, ) satisfies [3], [26]

Efa(r,0,0,v)a" (7,60, ¢, 1/")]
= A(1,0,0,)0(T = 7)0(0 = 0")0(p — )0 (v = V), ()

where A(T,0, ¢, ) represents the power DAD spectrum be-
tween the UE and the BS.

Compared with the fading coefficients, physical channel
parameters, such as delays, angles, and Doppler shifts, vary
much more slowly. Before presenting the channel model, we
introduce the assumption that the stationary time, i.e., the
period with constant physical parameters, is longer than the
sounding time K AT, as mentioned in [24]. Therefore, the
scattering environment remains almost unchanged, allowing
physical channel parameters to be treated as constants relative
to fading coefficients during the sounding time.

On the above basis, the FSTCRV on the [-th subband g;

can be denoted as 3] [26]
(Tv 97 ©, V)u}l (Ta V)dVd(pd@dT,

Vmin

whose the (nMK + mK + k)-th element ¢, is the
FSTCR between the UE and the m-th BS antenna on the n-th
subcarrier of the (kL + [)-th SRS resource. Note that the m-
th BS antenna corresponds to the antenna with vertical index
m, and horizontal index my, denoted as m = my My, + my.
For brevity, we define w(7,0,p0,v) £ b(1) @ ¢ () ®
cn(p;0) ® d(v). The vectors b(r) € CV, ¢,(8) € CM,

7 7@7



ch(p;0) € CMr o and d(v) € CX represent the steering vectors
in the delay, elevation angle, azimuth angle, and Doppler
domains [23], [25]. They are defined as [b(7)],, = e~ 72™AST
[Cv(e)]n L e—Jmn COSG’ [Ch(‘p; 9)]71 AL efjﬂnsinecos Lp, and
[d(v)], = e ATV respectively. The phase difference of
the [-th subband is defined as 1;(7, v) £ e2T(AV—QAFT)

According to (3), each element of the FSTCRV comprises
a superposition of channels of all paths, resulting in the
non-sparsity of FST-domain channels and posing a great
challenge for channel estimation and prediction with limited
pilot overhead. Considering the high correlation caused by the
limited scattering property of massive MIMO-OFDM channels
[12], we can leverage the eigenvector matrix to decouple
the FSTCRV into a sparsity-domain one. The conventional
eigenvector matrices for the frequency-domain CRV of OFDM
system, the space-domain CRV of uniform linear array (ULA),
and the time-domain CRV with uniform sampling can be
expressed by DFT matrix [27]-[29]. The delay-angle-Doppler-
domain channel response vector (DADCRV) on the [-th sub-
band based on DFT fll € CVMK s denoted as

/mywm

Vmin

T 97 254 (Ta 97 2 T)Q/Jl (T7 I/)dVd(pdedT,
where F  and Fy are the DFT and phase-shift DFT Enatrices,
which are defined by [Fyl;; = \/—%6’72”# and [Fn);; =

fj27r i(i— M/ )

c( fined by

w(7,0,0,7) = b(1) ®¢,(0) @ cn(p;0) @d(v), (5)

where b(1) = Fb(7), ¢(0) = Fijc/(0), cn(p;0) =
Fiicn(e:0), d(v) = Frd(v). .

The expressions of b(7), ¢,(0), cn(yp;6), and d(v) are
similar and obtained by applying the IDFT or DFT to the
steering vectors. For instance, the n-th element of b(7) is

, respectively. The vector w(7,0,p,7) is

bl = fv (AfT —n/N), ©)
where the function fx(z) is defined as
In(z) & Fee M(Nfl)z_Sis?xg?fr\;g)c)' 0

Based on the above simplification, the function [b(7)],, can be
regarded as a Sinc sampling function [25] in the delay domain
and its peak point is (7, v/N), where 7V £ ~47- Note that
we define 7 with n € Z and 7, with n’ ¢ Z as the on-grid
delay and off-grid delay, respectively. Similarly, the functions
[ey(0)]my» [€n(©;0)]my> and [d(v)]x can also be regarded as
the Sinc sampling functions in the elevation angle, azimuth
angle, and Doppler domains, whose sampling grids are defined

by 9_%5 £ arccos( ), w%}‘; £ arccos((QA—’Z‘ - l)ﬁ),
and vf £ kgfﬁ

Then, we analyze the asymptotical property of sampling
functions based on DFT, as summarized in Lemma 1.

Lemma 1: In the infinite case, the sampling functions are
asymptotically equal to the Kronecker delta functions.

Proof: Since the sampling functions are the special cases of
the function fy(x), we analyze fy(x) firstly. When N tends
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Fig. 2. Illustration of the energy leakage problem based on DFT with N =
204 and Af = 120 kHz: (a) The function curves of |[b(7)],| with the on-
grid delay 7on = 7—_2N and the off-grid delay 7on = ?21Y5. (b) The corresponding
amplitudes of delay-domain grids in the on-grid and off-grid case.

to infinity, limy_, 4 o0 fv () is not equal to 0 if and only if z is
an integer. Taking [b(7)],, as an example, —1 < Afr—x <1
because 0 < n < N and 0 < 7 < Alf. Therefore, [b(7)],
satisfies the following property

1, T=7N,

_ s =N
0, otherw1se =or=71. ®

The derivations of other sampling functions follow a similar
pattern. This completes the proof.

Inspired by Lemma 1, in the infinite case, the DADCR
based on DFT is equivalent to sampling at fixed grids in
the DAD domain by substituting the asymptotical expressions
of sampling functions into (4). In addition, the intervals
between the adjacent sampling grids based on DFT become
narrower as the dimension of DFT increases, indicating that
the sampling grids can match the true values exactly under
infinite conditions without any energy leakage.

C. Off-grid Basis for Delay-Angle-Doppler-Domain Channel

In practical scenarios, the infinite condition may not be
satisfied feasibly for the following reasons:

e In the FHS scenarios, the fullband is divided into L
subbands with a definite number of subcarriers.

o BSs are often configured with a limited number of
antennas due to cost considerations.

o In moderate or high-mobility scenarios, the number of
time-domain channel samples is finite over the stationary
time.

Thus, the sampling intervals based on DFT may not be small
enough in the definite case, potentially causing the sampling
grids to misalign with the true values. This off-grid case can
lead to the energy leakage problem [30].

To better illustrate the energy leakage problem based on
DFT in the definite case, we take the delay-domain channel
as an example. As shown in Fig. 2(a), the function curves of
I[b(7)],| with different indices n are denoted by the dotted
lines. The on-grid delay 7o, = 74 and the off-grid delay
Toff = Té\g are denoted by the red line and the blue line,
respectively. For the on-grid case, only the amplitude of the
delay-domain grid corresponding to the on-grid delay 7o, is
nonzero, as validated by the red lines in Fig. 2(b). In contrast,
for the off-grid delay 7., there exists energy leaking into all
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delay-domain grids, as shown by the blue lines in Fig. 2(b).
Similar analyses in the angle domain and Doppler domain
are omitted owing to space limitations. Based on the above
analyses, the energy leakage problem can weaken sparsity
and enrich multipath components of the DAD-domain grids,
which poses significant challenges for channel estimation and
prediction.

We assume that the scattering environment comprises P
paths in total. The actual delays, an}gles, and Doppler shifts
are represented by {Tp,Hp,gop,l/p}p;(Jl. The DAD-domain
sampling grids are {7u}n "+ {0m, } =0+ {Gmi}mi—os
{Dk}kK:_Ol, where N, M,, M,, and K are the numbers of
sampling grids covering the DAD domain uniformly. For sim-
plicity, we omit the superscripts of the DAD-domain sampling
grids and define M = Mth. To fulfill the demand for
time-domain channel prediction, we set K = S, K to refine
the Doppler-domain parameter estimation, where S, is the
corresponding oversampling factor. In the delay-angle domain,
we opt to set N = N, Mv = M,, and Mh = M, to facilitate
the complexity reduction in Section I'V-C.

and

As mentioned above, it is impractical to assume the true
values are located exactly on the fixed DAD-domain grids.
Therefore, we introduce the off-grid model to narrow the gaps
between the true values and sampling grids, which is given by

_ *i'n —l_i'n jn +1_i'n
Tp = T, +Yn,s Yn, € = = = 2, 09

2 ’ 2

where z € {7,0,¢,v} and y € {a, 5,7,n}. Ty, is the nearest
sampling grid to z;, and y,, corresponds to the off-grid gap.
By permuting the steering vectors as matrices in the index
order of sampling grids, we can obtain the corresponding off-
grid matrices B(a), Cy(8), Cn(v), and D(n) with off-grid
hyper-parameter vector «, 3, =, and m, which are defined
as [B(a)]:n 2 b(7n + an), [Cv(B)]:m, 2 cy(Om, + Bm,)s
[Ch('Y)]:,mh £ Ch(Prmy, + th)v and [D(n)]:,k £ d(7k + nk).

Remark 1: The DFT transform matrix is one special case
of the above off-grid matrices when true values align with
uniform sampling grids and the number of sampling grids is
equal to that of observations.

Therefore, the transform between the FSTQRV g; and the
DADCRYV based on accurate off-grid matrix h; is given by

g = W(w)hy, (10)

where w 2 [a, BT, 47, 77]7. W(w) £ B(a) © C(8,7) @
D(n) denotes the accurate DAD-domain off-grid matrix and
C(B,7) = Cv(B) ® Ci(7).

Remark 2: The channel model (10) can be degraded into the
delay-angle-domain channel model in [19] by substituting the
Doppler-domain off-grid matrix D(n) into the identity matrix
Ik, and further degraded into the angle-domain channel model
in [30] by substituting the delay-domain off-grid matrix B(cx)
into the identity matrix Iy.

To trade off the tractability and fidelity, the accurate DAD-
domain off-grid matrix is approximated by Taylor series

1 1 1
—S—Subband 0
—A—Subband 1
—=—Subband 2
—+—Subband 3

Correlation
&

12 15 0 12 15

6 9 1 36 9 6 9
Subcarrier Index Antenna Index Slot Index

Fig. 3. The frequency, spatial, and temporal correlation of different subbands.

expansion as
W (w) =W + W, diag{R,a} + W zdiag{R 3}

+ W, diag{R,7} + W,diag{R,n},  (11)

where W 2 W (05,7 7) denotes the transform matrix without
off-grid hyper-parameters. W, is the first-order partial deriva-
tion of W concerning z € {7,0,¢,v}. Ro £ 13 ® 15 5 .
Ry £ 15 @Iy @ 1z Ry £ 1gy, @ Ly ® 1%, and
Ry = 15,05, @ 1z

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

In this section, we first analyze the statistical characteristics
of subbands and formulate the MS JCEP problem as a gener-
alized MMV problem. Subsequently, we develop a probability
model and formulate the corresponding maximum a-posterior
(MAP) estimation problem.

A. JCEP Problem Formulation

The FHS mode introduces the concept of subbands, which
motivates us to explore the MS channel statistical character-
istics for higher CSI accuracy. The frequency, spatial, and
temporal correlation of different subbands is shown in Fig. 3,
which suggests that they share a common correlation. The
above observation will be included in Proposition 1.

Proposition 1: The statistical characteristics of the subband
channel E[g; (g;)"] are independent of the subband index [.

Proof: The correlation matrix of the FSTCRV on the [-th
subband is given by

E[gz (gz)H} (:)/ // A(T,0,0,v)
0 0J0 v vmin

w(T,0,0,0) (W(r,0,0,0)" dudpdddr,  (12)

where equation (a) is obtained by plugging (2) in E[g; (g)"]
and simplifying. This completes the proof.

Following the analysis of the statistical property of a sin-
gle subband channel, we delve into the correlation between
different subband channels, as summarized in Proposition 2.

Proposition 2: The same channel elements of different
subbands are independent of each other in rich scattering
scenarios.

Proof: The correlation between the same channel elements
of different subbands is expressed as

Tmax (70 (7 (Vmax
E[gnmki Gnmir ] = / // A(T,0,¢,v)
0 0J0

Vmin

by (7, )y (1, v)drdpdddr. (13)



Notably, the correlation E[¢nmi1.,,../] €quals zero in rich
scattering scenarios, as per the central limit theorem [31]. This
concludes the proof.

Proposition 1 and Proposition 2 reveal that the same chan-
nel elements of different subbands are i.i.d., allowing us to
formulate the MS JCEP problem as a generalized MMV
problem. We can operate CSI acquisition of different subbands
independently while exploiting the common channel statistical
characteristics of different subbands, potentially enhancing
JCEP performance. We assume that the UE transmits identical
SRS sequences across different subbands [8]. Therefore, the
received signal vectors of different subbands can be consoli-
dated into a single matrix Y = [y1,...,yz], i.e

Y = SW(w)H + Z, (14)

where H is the delay-angle-Doppler-domain channel response
matrix (DADCRM) based on_the approximate off-grid ma-
trix, whose the (AM K + mK + k,l)-th element is h_ . :.
G £ W (w)H is the frequency-space-time-domain channel re-
sponse matrix (FSTCRM). It is worth noting that the transform
matrix W (w) is shared among DADCRVs across different
subbands due to Proposition 1.

Remark 3: Specifically, when the FHS mode is disabled, i.e.,
L =1, the single-subband (SS) JCEP problem can be modeled
as a single measurement vector (SMV) problem, which is a
particular case of the MMV problem.

B. Probability Model

From the received signal model (14), we present the channel
transfer function to characterize the signal transmission and
the prior statistical channel model to capture the sparsity of
the DAD-domain channel. After the probability modeling, the
MMV problem can be formulated as one MAP estimation
problem.

1) Channel Transfer Function: Based on the received sig-
nal model (14), the channel transfer function is expressed as

p(YH;w) =p(Y[|G)p (GH;w). (15)

Because of the independence between noise elements, the
likelihood function p(Y|G) can be factorized as

p(Y|G): H p(ynmkl|gnmkl)

n,m,k,l

= H CN(ynmkl7 SnmkYnmkl, Uz)-

n,m,k,l

(16)

Considering the large-scale condition, we factorize the condi-
tional function p(G|H;w) as

p(GH;w) = H P(Inmr|hy; w)
n,m,k,l
H 6gnmkl nmk( ))Thl)7 (17)
n,m,k,l

where h; is the [-th column vector of H and w,,, . (w)
is the (nMK + mK + k)-th row vector of W(w).
To facilitate hyper-parameter learning, we approximate
the factor function p(gnmr|hi;w) as a complex Gaus-
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Fig. 4. Factor graph of the factorized result of joint PDF. The red squares,
green circles, and grey circles denote factor nodes, variable nodes, and hyper-
parameters, respectively.

sian distribution with variance approaching zero, i.e.,
lime 0 CN (gnmits (Wi (@) hy, €) [32].

2) Prior Statistical Channel Model: After the off-grid mod-
eling of DAD-domain channels, the energy leakage problem
is efficiently resolved. Compared with elements of DADCRM
with DFT basis, those with off-grid basis exhibit better in-
dependence and sparsity due to fewer multipath components.
To characterize independence and sparsity, we introduce inde-
pendently and non-identically distributed (i.n.d.) conditional
Bernoulli-Gaussian (BG) distribution [33] to the elements of
H as

p(H[§ o) = Hp(hﬁmléz|§ﬁm1%§0ﬁmk)
1

T e

7,10,k

(18)

Sz

CN (hﬁmkh 0, Uﬁmk)"“s[gﬁm/}

where §. - and o, - ; are the (nM lf :i—mK + k)-th elements
of the state indicator vector £ € BVMX and the prior variance
vector ¢ € RNME Note that the DAD-domain channel
elements of different subbands can be processed independently
and share the same state indicator and prior variance. The
probability density function (PDF) of £ follows the Bernoulli

distribution as [34]

p(&p) = H (pé[gﬁﬁzfc -

Ak

U+ (1= p)l&Gmi)) (19
where p is the prior active probability.

3) Maximum A-posterior Estimation Problem: The JCEP
problem based on the received signal model (14) is to estimate
the DADCRM H based on the received signal matrix Y and
pilot matrix S. Combined with the above probability model,
the optimal MAP channel estimator is expressed as

H=arg max Z/p(G,H,ﬂY;w,a,p) dG
H

Z/ (Y,G,H, ¢ w,0,p)dG

—arg max Z [ p(YIG)p (GIHw)p (Hig ) (6:9) 4G
3

—arg max (20)

where Z (Y) denotes the normalization constant and
p(Y,G,H, & w,o,p) is the corresponding joint PDF. Given
the above factorized results of joint PDF, we draw the
corresponding factor graph [35] in Fig. 4 to facilitate the
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visualization of the probability model.

From (20), the optimal MAP channel estimator necessitates
the complicated computation of marginals of joint PDF involv-
ing multi-dimensional integrals and summations, particularly
in large-scale systems.

IV. JOINT CHANNEL ESTIMATION AND PREDICTION

In this section, we start from the perspective of variational
Bayesian inference (VBI) [36] and derive the Off-Grid-MS
HMP algorithm under the received signal (14) to solve the
JCEP problem with FHS. Aiming at the lack of prior CSI
in practical scenarios, we utilize the proposed algorithm to
adaptively learn the hyper-parameters and reduce the compu-
tational complexity of off-grid hyper-parameters by leveraging
the approximations of the off-grid matrices.

A. Bethe Free Energy Minimization

To reduce the complexity of statistical inference, we investi-
gate the VBI, which approximates posterior PDF by introduc-
ing corresponding beliefs [36]. According to the optimization
problem (20), we introduce the belief b(G,H, &, w, o, p) to
approximate joint posterior PDE. The belief can be obtained by
minimizing Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence characterizing
the similarity of belief and actual PDF, which is written as

I;(G7 H7 Sa w, o, p)

= argmin Db(G,H, & w,0,p)|p(G,HEY;w,0,p)]
b(G,H,¢,w,0,p)€EQ

= argmin  Fyv +1nZ(Y), 21
b(G,H,,,w,0,p)EQ
where QO denotes the constrained set of belief

b(G,H,&, w,0,p). Fy represents variational free energy
(VFE), which is denoted as

FvEDB(G,H, & w,0,0)|p(G,H,& Y;w,0,p)]. (22)

Hence, the MAP problem is transformed into the VFE mini-
mization problem.

The complicated dependency between random variables
renders the above optimal problem intractable, especially in
large-scale systems. The design of constrained set Q plays
an important role in balancing the complexity and accuracy
of statistical inference. Therefore, the Bethe approximation
method is proposed to design the constrained set of beliefs
by analyzing the dependency between different variables to
retain local dependency in the inference process [36], [37].
According to the factorized results of joint PDF in Section
III-B, we introduce auxiliary beliefs for factor functions and
random variables, as shown in Table 1. Based on the formula-
tion rule of Bethe beliefs, we approximate joint PDF as

(G, H,&, w,0,p)

Hn,m,k,l bglmklbgzl;lnu;cl

e ' 6 .
Hn,m,k,l q;qzmkl Hﬁ,m,k,l(q}} =7 )NA{K Hﬁ,ﬁm,l; qﬁﬁﬂ;

nmkl

(23)

_ phéo _pép
Mk Rkl Hﬁrhk bﬁﬁzfc

Substituting (23) into the expression of VFE, we can obtain
BFE as (24).

TABLE 1
THE BELIEFS FOR FACTOR FUNCTIONS AND RANDOM VARIABLES
Factor Function Beliefs
P(Ynmkt|gnmer) A )
p(gnmkl |hl§ w) bZI;:;cl (gnmkh h;, w)
P €rmi Trmi) bgggl(hﬁmklvfﬁmbaﬁmé)
P(&rmi; P) bf—,pﬂ,,; (Eamis> )
Random Variables Beliefs
Inmkl q%mkl (gnmkt)
b i 457 ;;l(hﬁmkz)
Srmk d: 50 (§ami)

It is worth noting that if the beliefs of factor functions and
random variables describe the PDF of the same variable, these
beliefs satisfy marginal consistency constraints (MCCs). The
VFE minimization problem is further transformed into the
BFE minimization problem with MCCs. However, verifying
MCC:s entails high complexity, rendering such an optimization
problem intractable. To address this issue, we aim to reduce
complexity by redesigning constraints in Section IV-B.

B. Redesign of Belief Constraints

Since hyper-parameters typically characterize the statistical
properties of channel coefficients, we regard them as indepen-
dent constants without prior information during the statistical
inference. Firstly, we contemplate the factorization of beliefs
concerning hyper-parameters. The prior active probability p
is the expectation of state indicator ;. 7, and thus exhibits

a significantly slower variation rate compared with the in-
&p

stantaneous variable £ - . As such, the belief bﬁmk can be
factorized as

s _ & PP _ A

by w = 99" 9" =06(p—p), (25)

where gfnm/} and g” are the beliefs factorized from the belief

bﬁ% i in regard .to Ermic and. p. p dgnotes the true Va}lue
of p. As the variance of sparsity-domain channel coefficient

&amiPnmiss the hyper-parameter o - - can also be treated as

an independent constant during the process of JCEP, resulting

in the factorization of belief b"%%. as
nmkl

héo h o o o
phee —pht b2 -5 = 0(0nmi = Famic)s

amkl — amkl nmk’ Cnmk

(26)

where b?jﬁ;} and bgmk denote the beliefs factorized from
“ho -

; §o ; . - hL -
the belief bﬁm/}l concerning & -7h. -z, and o7, 0;-7

represents the true value of o - 7. Similarly, the belief bfl?n“;;l
satisfies the following factorization constraints (FCs)
poe = I b BPHH, (27a)
b* :6(‘T_i.)7 HAS {aaﬁa’y’n}a (27b)

where & denotes the true value of .
Based on (26), we further define the following MCCs

Vo= D UL (282)
ami EB
bf”zﬁzfc :/bgfmldhﬁmkr (28b)
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h héo
FB = Zn,m,k,z D[mekZHp(ynmk”gnmkl)] + Zn,m,k.,l D[bflm“l’cl”p(gnmkllhl; w)] + Zﬁﬁzfcl D[bi;l];al(hﬁml}l'gﬁmfc; Uﬁﬁzfc)]

+ 2k D[bf*j,ﬁ]} 1P(Eamics P+ 2t Bl + 205 55 H[qim;;] + 2 NMKH[‘JZW;[]'

n

(24)

Combining (25) with (28) can yield the MCC about the
random variable &

amk
13 _ 1€ _ £
Ymk = bﬁmk = Yamic 29

In large-scale systems, verifying MCCs concerning contin-
uous random variables is too complicated to derive tractable
messages. Considering that many variables in practical sys-
tems can be characterized or approximated by exponential
family distributions, we constrain the beliefs concerning the
random variables g,k and h - 7, with Gaussian distributions
according to the large-scale condition. Therefore, the MCCs
concerning g,k and h - . can be relaxed into the following
mean and variance consistency constraints (MVCCs) [38]

E[gnmkzlqﬁmkl] = E[gnmkl|bimkl] = E[gnmkl|bi}%kl]v (30a)
Vignmrl @il = VIgnmt [0 0]= V[gnmkllbfll;mlL (30b)

E[hﬁrhfclmf}:m/%l] = E[hﬁmklwgmkl] = B[R D), (300)
Vihmil€ sl = Vihamilh )
= NME Lonmk Vi Vo] (30d)

Since the variable h_ .- is contained in the belief bf::nkl
for any index n,m,k, we approximate the corresponding
variance consistency constraint for tractability while retaining
the original mean consistency constraint for fidelity.

By combining the above constraint design, the JCEP prob-
lem can be transformed into the BFE minimization problem
with hybrid constraints, which is given by

(25)(26)(27), (FCs),
min Fg  s.t. (28)(29), (MCCs), (31)
(30), (MVCCs).

We resort to the Lagrange multipliers method to solve
the above optimization problem with hybrid constraints. Sub-
stituting the FCs into (24), BFE can be rewritten as (32).
The corresponding Lagrange function is formulated as (33).
Setting the first-order derivatives of the Lagrange function with
respect to the auxiliary beliefs and simplifying, we can derive
the Off-Grid-MS HMP algorithm summarized in Algorithm
1, where wiite = (W@, 0 micipantkemi+i The
derivation of hyper-parameter learning is detailed given in
Section IV-C.

The resulting channel estimator can be represented as

hamis = G(LLR, -

7 ami — LLRae)E[hy, 27 0] (34)

n n1h/~cl]’
where G(-) denotes the Heaviside step function and LLRy, is
the predefined log-likelihood ratio (LLR).

Remark 4: In the large-scale systems, (NMKﬁh’bhr )~!and

ikl
(]\7MK7';;W~QI)’1 in Steps 14 and 15 of Algorithm 1 approach
to zero. Therefore, the Off-Grid-MS HMP algorithm without

the DAD-domain off-grid model degenerates into the EM-

Algorithm 1: Off-Grid-MS HMP Algorithm
1 Input: Y, S, o, Tou, Tin, K-
2 Output: LLR 7. B[l -7, [00 2 ]

k
h _ g,b9 h,b
A 1’ Qpmil = Ys ﬂ

seaoveo . h B o
3 Initialize: N’ﬁﬁzl@l =0, TanA— - e = 1,
Cami = 05, @ =0gx 75, 6 = 1z g4, p= 0.2
4 for tout = 1, Tout do
5 for t;, = 1,---Ti, do
6 Vn,m, k,l :
q _ k(2 qh,bl
7 Trmkl = 2o ie [ Wnmk | //Bﬁmél’ B
q _ 9,69 _q _ . amk  h .
8 Hopmil = ~ % mki Trmkl T Zﬁmk Whmk Mo 51>
g L4 q .
9 b'rsL]mkl X p(ynmkl |%nmkl)c-/£>/‘(gnmkla N’nmkl? Tnmkl)’
_ _ g .
10 iunmkl*E [g”””kl |bnmkl] ’ Tnmkliv [éqnmkl |bnmkl]’
_ q g q .
11 Enﬂzlgl =170 — T/ (Tamia) s
g, _ (9 q q
12 anmkl — (lu‘nmkl - lu‘nmkl)/Tnmkl'
13 v, m, k1 :
T —
14 Tamkl — ) .
Amik |2 -1 hp" N1,
(i [ Penmi) ™ — (NMEBY: )
rb o h —1 r —1.
15 Bamir = Tamid) (NMKTL )™

Aamk\* g,b9

™ T .
Tamkl Zn,m,k (Wrmk) O mkl>

_oh
Famin = Himki

CN (R, ;0,5 )CN(h

16
17

S
=
X

T ]
Fnts Py T )}

AT 7
h _ 0/ - ~ ~ ).
18 bikﬁzfcl = GamiP (hﬁﬁbkl) + Sl - Cmﬁk)‘s(hﬁmw)v
— - v P— -~
9 Hamin = Elhimilamidds Tamin = V[Pamilbn s
20 Vn,m,k :
5 CN(pl =50, 70 o 6. - 0)
21 LLR ;p=In 25457, In — 2k ]EL?OT:L;CZZ‘ —5 B
o B Am A
22 Cﬁﬁ’blg =1- 1+exP{LLR7’zﬁLIE} .
23 update p and &7
24 end
25 update w;
26 end

BG-AMP-MMYV algorithm [39] or EM-BG-AMP algorithm
[40], depending on whether the common channel statistical
characteristics of different subbands are considered or not.
Remark 5: Excluding the complexity of hyper-parameter
learning which will be discussed in Section IV-C, the com-
plexity of the HMP algorithm is O(NMKNMKL), pri-
marily dominated by the complicated matrix multiplication.
Motivated by the sparsity of the DAD-domain channel, the
HMP algorithm can be operated on the active DAD-domain
grids whose LLRs of state detectors are greater than the
predefined LLR threshold. The numbers of active grids in the
delay, angle, and Doppler domains are denoted by N, M, and
K, respectively. Note that the number of total grids is much
larger than that of active grids, i.e., NMK > NMK. After
pruning, the complexity of the HMP algorithm can be reduced

to OONMKNMKL).

C. Low-Complexity Hyper-Parameter Learning

In practice, hyper-parameters vary depending on the channel
conditions and are typically unknown to the BS. The proposed
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V2 = it PO it 1PWnmt | gnmr)] + 32 0k D[bgll;mkl”p(gnmk”hl;a})] +
2 DI PG ) + it Bl ) + i HIS )

h .
[b~£~ il IP(hami|€rimi Tamic)]

2a,
+ Zﬁmi@l NMKH[qﬁm,;l]- (32)

. Bt \*
Lp =T+ 5 50 2Re { (aﬁmkl) (E [hﬁﬁﬂ;llqéﬁﬂ?l} -k

h,b?

+ 2 h it mm.k 2RE { (O‘

b - Lk
nmk,ﬁﬁ@fcl) (E {hﬁrﬁklmﬁm/}z} —E

hﬁm/%ﬂbZW;J )}

[hwlbi‘v‘nm})}

N Vo S T VY bl M2 (NMEV|hyild he o |b
+Zﬁ,m,k,l Bﬁm;l ﬁmkl|qﬁm;;l V| i ikl +B~ - ﬁmk1|qﬁm,;l _Zn,mk fmﬁkl| nmkl
g * gh *
+22, m,k,1 2Re { ( nrl:@kl) (E [gnmkil @) —E [gnmkl|bimm]) + (O‘Z’:@kl) (E [Gnmnt @ mpa) — E {gnmkl |bi}1§ml} ) }

+ Zn m,k,l (ﬂz:mz ( [Qnmkl|qzmkz] = V[gnmr |bnmkl] + ﬂnmkl (V [Grmki |qzmkl] -V {gnmkl |bi}1§ml} )))

3 3 3 h¢ -
+ Zﬁ,ﬁm,fc Zgﬁﬁl,;e]B% Vﬁm;} (b~ i f b~ 7 k[dhﬁﬁmkl) + Zn ikl f nmkl ( Akl Zgﬁﬁlfceﬂ% bﬁm;}[) dhﬁrhkl'

(33)

Off-Grid-MS HMP algorithm can adaptively learn the hyper-
parameters of the channel. Preserving the terms of the La-
grange function (33) related to the hyper-parameters, we can
obtain the corresponding optimization problems.

Firstly, we consider the learning of p whose optimization
problem can be denoted as
p=argmaxE |Y; - : 05 o Inp(&ap)|. (39
P
By setting the first-order derivative of (35) concerning p to
zero, we can obtain the estimation of p as

N—}Ug Zﬁ,ﬁm,fc amk: (36)

Similarly, the optimization problem concerning the hyper-
parameter o - is given by

—arg max E |:Zl Akl lnp(hﬁmkllgnmk7 Uﬁﬁ%k):| : (37)

Thrmk

By taking the first-order derivative of (37) concerning o - :
to zero, we can obtain

_ h
-1 Zl (|“ﬁmkz| + Tﬁmkl) ’

In terms of the off-grid hyper-parameters, the corresponding
optimization problem can be formulated as

X = arg maxE[Z ( H bnmkl) In ( H p(gnmkl|hl§w))‘|
x k

n,m,k n,m,

(38)

Q>
3

= arg max x' &

X

E.X — 2Xr b'q 39)

where x € {«,3,7,n} and = € {a, 8,7,n}. The matrix E,
and the vector x, are denoted as

=, :RfRe{ (Wf WZ) "o U}Rx, (40a)
Xa :RfRe{%((Mh)* ® Vx)l,;}
- RfRe{diag{ (WHW,,)x" } } (40b)

The posterior mean matrix of H is M = [pul, uf, -+ ph ]
whose the (AMK + mK + k,1)-th element is ;L - The
posterior covariance matrix of H is X", It is a diagonal
matrlx whose the (ARMK + mK + k)-th diagonal element i is
T Zl T’ For the expression simplicity, we define W\m =
W (w ) W,,. The matrix U £ + M"(M")# + 3" The matrix
ve 2 WH(MY — W\, M") whose (AMK + ik + k,1)-
th element is vmh~ . The posterior mean matrix of G is
MY = [, ul, -, 9 ;] whose the (nM K +mK +k,1)-th
element is p7 .. The detailed derivation of (39) is given in
Appendix A. By setting the first-order derivative of (39) with
respect to x to zero, we can obtain the estimation of off-grid
hyper-parameter vector, denoted as X = =, 1x,.

Based on the above expressions of hyper-parameter esti-
mation, we first analyze their computational complexity, as
shown in Table II. It can be observed that off-grid hyper-
parameter learning introduces significantly higher computa-
tional complexity than others, primarily dominated by matrix
multiplication. Therefore, we focus attention on reducing the
complexity of off-grid hyper-parameter learning.

TABLE II
COMPUTATIONAL COMPLEXITY OF HYPER-PARAMETER LEARNING.
Hyper-parameter Complexity
p O(NMK)
o O(NMKL)
Original o, 3,v,n  O(N’M*K>L)
Simplified o O(K?N?ML)
Simplified 8 O(K*M,NML)
Simplified ~ O(K*MyNML)
Simplified 7 O(K?NML)

As mentioned in Section II-C, we set K > K to enhance
time-domain channel prediction, while setting N =N, M, =
M,, and M, = M, for the approximations BY (a)B(ax) ~
Ng. CH(B)Cy(B) ~ My, . and CI ()Ci() = Myl
Building upon the above approximations, we can simplify the
computation of off-grid hyper-parameter learning.



Starting from the hyper-parameter 7}, the matrix =,, can be
approximated as

=, Y RTRe{ (NMIgz,; ® (DPD))* © UJR,

(

Y NMRe{ (DHD) 0 U}, @1

where approximation (a) is from the approximations of the
off-grid matrices. Equation (b) is based on the definitions of
the matrix R, and the block diagonal matrix Ig,, ® (DPD).
The matrix D is the first-order derivation of D £ D(0;)

concerning Doppler shift. U7 £ 1 Mh (Mh) + Zh where
the (k,AML + mL + 1)-th element of Mh € (CKXNML is
/L~ iy and the k-th dragonal element of the diagonal matrix
Eh REXK jg L Z
be approxrmated as

X %Re{ (%(MZ)* © ‘7") 1Nm}

— NMRe{diag{(D"D) © EZ}},

fil Tamin Similarly, the vector x,, can

(42)

where the (k,72.M L + m.L + 1)-th element of the matrix V" €
(CK><NML is ’U

ikl
Then, we 51mp11fy the learning of the hyper-parameter cx.
the matrix =, can be approximated as

sa%)RgRe{ (B B)e(M1)e(DH (n)D(n)) ) *@U}Ra

YMRIRe{ (B B)o(DY (n)D(n))) @0 }Ra, 43)

where approximation (a) is from CH(3,~)C(8,~) ~ M1
equation (b) is from the definitions of the matrix R, and the
block diagonal matrix I @ (D" (1)D(n)). The matrix R, £

I ® 1. The matrix B is the first- order derrvatlon of B £
B(ON) concerning delay. U £ %Mg a) C+ " where
the (LK +k, mL+1)-th element of M/, € CNF>ML js k-
and the (AK + l;:) th diagonal element of the diagonal matrix
f)g € RVEXNK jg 1 Zm . 7: - Similarly, the vector xq
can be approximated as

Xo ~Re{ (%(MZ)* OV ) i, }
- Mf{rg:Re{diag{ (BHB)®(DH(77)D(77))®Z~JZ}},

(44)

where the (72, K L+ kL—H) th element of M € CN*MKL
and V& € CVNXMEL gre pl o and v . respectively. The
approximate operations for ‘the hyper-parameters 3 and ~ are
similar to that of ¢, and we omit the detailed derivation due
to space limitations. Based on the above simplification, the
computational complexity of the off-grid hyper-parameters is
notably reduced, as listed in Table II.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS
A. Simulation Setup

In this section, we present the simulation results to il-
lustrate the performance of our proposed algorithm. Since
QuaDRiGa can generate time-varying massive MIMO-OFDM
channels [41] that meet 3GPP new radio (NR) standards [42]
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TABLE III
BASIC SYSTEM PARAMETERS
System Parameters Value
Centering frequency f. 3.5 GHz
Bandwidth B 100 MHz
FFT size Ngrr 4096
Number of subcarriers for transmission Nsc 3264
Subcarrier spacing A¢ 30 kHz
Number of subbands L 4
Number of transmission combs Ntc 4
Length of SRS sequences N 204
Number of BS antennas [My, M| [4,8]
Number of fullband sounding K 10
Doppler-domain oversampling factor S, 3
Time interval between SRSs At 1 symbol
Time interval between fullband soundings AT 4 slots
Velocity of UE v 60 km/h

and have been validated by various field tests, we adopt
QuaDRiGa for channel generation in the 3GPP 3D urban
marco (UMa) non-line-of-sight (NLOS) scenario for simula-
tions. Unless otherwise specified, the basic system parameters
of simulations are generated according to 3GPP standards,
as shown in Table III. In addition, the SNR is defined as

_ G2
SNR = 10log | 737510, |-

B. Baselines and Performance Metric

To demonstrate the superiority of the proposed algorithm,
we compare it against the following baselines:

e DN-LS: This algorithm estimates the FSTCRM by the
LS algorithm and denoises the estimated channel in the
delay-angle-time domain with a predefined threshold.

« HHMP [17]: This algorithm estimates the delay-angle-
time-domain channel by incorporating a hidden Markov
model to capture the structured sparsity and temporal
dependency characteristic.

o OMP [43]: This algorithm estimates the DADCRM under
the SS signal model (1) without the off-grid model.

o SOMP [44]: This algorithm is the MMV version of OMP
under the MS signal model (14), considering the common
channel statistical characteristics of different subbands;

o EM-BG-AMP [40]: This algorithm assumes an unknown
BG prior, learns the hyper-parameters through the EM,
and estimates the DADCRM by the AMP under the SS
signal model (1) without the off-grid model;

e EM-BG-AMP-MMYV [39]: This algorithm is the MMV
version of EM-BG-AMP under the MS signal model (14),
considering the common channel statistical characteristics
of different subbands.

Since DN-LS and HHMP estimate the time-domain channels,
we adopt the AR algorithm [22] and the PDA algorithm [23]
based on the delay-angle-time-domain channel estimation to
predict future channels. Note that the aforementioned channel
prediction baselines can only predict the channels on the pilot
symbols. Hence, we employ the MMSE interpolation method
to predict the channels on the non-pilot symbols, assuming that
the BS possesses prior knowledge of maximum Doppler shift
and SNR [45]. In addition, since other baselines can estimate
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Fig. 5. The performance of JCEP versus SNR.

the Doppler-domain channels, they can predict the channels
through extrapolation according to the channel model.

To illustrate the performance of channel estimation and
prediction, we define the NMSE performance metric

NMSE = 10log;, (w) : (45)

IGII7
where G and G represent the actual and estimated or predicted
FSTCRM. Note that the predicted FSTCRM in the time
domain includes the predicted channels from the last pilot
symbol in the current to the first pilot symbol in the future.

C. Simulation Results

The NMSE of the proposed algorithm and the baselines
with the variation of SNR is shown in Fig. 5. It can be
seen that the proposed Off-Grid-MS HMP algorithm signif-
icantly outperforms baselines at the entire SNR region by
addressing the energy leakage problem through off-grid hyper-
parameter learning and utilizing common statistical character-
istics across different subbands. Benefiting from the learning
of channel prior information, EM-BG-AMP/EM-BG-AMP-
MMV can achieve better performance than OMP/SOMP. From
the performance comparison of SMV algorithms (OMP and
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Fig. 6. The performance of JCEP versus AT

EM-BG-AMP) and MMV algorithms (SOMP and EM-BG-
AMP-MMYV), it is clear that the common channel statistical
characteristics of different subbands can improve the accu-
racy of CSI acquisition. Although HHMP achieves a channel
estimation gain of close to 4 dB at the entire SNR region
compared to DN-LS, the channel prediction performance of
both non-JCEP algorithms is almost identical because the
CSI loss between channel estimation and prediction and the
mismatch between the prediction model and the true channel
model. In contrast, most JCEP algorithms outperform non-
JCEP ones, which verifies the necessity of joint operation of
channel estimation and prediction.

Since the trend of the performance with the pilot overhead
is crucial in the system design, we depict the NMSE of
different algorithms versus the time interval between the
adjacent fullband soundings AT at the SNR of 0 dB in Fig. 6.
As shown in Fig. 6(a), the channel estimation performance of
JCEP algorithms declines with increasing time interval AT
because of the utilization of temporal correlation, whereas the
time interval AT has no effect on the estimation accuracy
of the non-JCEP algorithms, which independently estimates
the channels of different symbols. As shown in Fig. 6(b),
it is evident that the channel prediction performance of all
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Fig. 7. The performance of JCEP versus Mj,.

algorithms deteriorates with increased time interval AT due to
the rapid time-varying characteristics of the channel, indicating
the pilot overhead as a crucial factor in the CSI acquisition.
The proposed algorithm consistently outperforms all baselines
for any time interval AT', which implies the pilot overhead can
be significantly reduced compared to baselines at the same
NMSE. Specifically, the proposed algorithm can reduce the
pilot overhead by over 60% for -14 dB channel estimation
NMSE and by about 50% for -10 dB channel prediction NMSE
compared to the best performance baseline.

The NMSE versus the number of BS antennas at the SNR
of 0 dB is presented in Fig. 7. To directly illustrate the effect
of the number of BS antennas, we set M, = 1 and adjust the
value of M), to observe the performance changes of different
algorithms. It can be found that the proposed algorithm reaches
the best JCEP performance compared with other Baselines at
the entire region of My, and its performance improves with
an increase in the number of BS antennas. Specifically, the
performance is proportional to the number of BS antennas in
a small-scale antenna array scenario due to its low resolution
in the angle domain. In contrast, the performance is minimally
influenced by the number of BS antennas in a large-scale case,
as its angle-domain resolution is high enough to distinguish
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the angles from different paths.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigated the JCEP problem for massive
MIMO with FHS. Firstly, we developed an accurate DAD-
domain channel model to mitigate the DFT energy leakage
issue caused by low-resolution DAD-domain channels based
on DFT in practical scenarios. Subsequently, we formulated
the JCEP problem with FHS as a generalized MMV prob-
lem based on the foundation that the channels of different
subbands are i.i.d. To achieve efficient JCEP with FHS, we
approximated the MMV problem as a BFE minimization
problem with hybrid constraints and proposed an efficient
Off-Grid-MS HMP algorithm capable of adaptively learning
the hyper-parameter. In addition, we leveraged the approx-
imations of off-grid matrices to reduce the complexity of
hyper-parameter learning. Numerical results illustrated that
the proposed algorithm could significantly enhance channel
estimation and prediction performance compared to state-of-
the-art counterparts.

APPENDIX A
DERIVATION OF (39)

The optimization object can be written as

E [ > (Hn,m,k bfz}rlnkl) In (Hnmk P(Gnmii| s w))}
% 3E| — 4l = W)t 3] L,

o 1 0 [l = Wwnl ||, + Tr{W(w) S (W(w)) "}

(46)

Firstly, we simplify the norm in the first term of (46) as
2
e = W(w)pet'[l
(@) - . 2
= |1l = Wi — Wodiag{p] Rax||
(b) . . N
xR (WIW,)* © (uf (1)) Rax
— 2Re{diag{ (1)) YWl (1] = Wiap)} Rax, (47)
where (a) is obtained according to  equation
diag{x}y £ diag{y}x, and (b) is from equation
diag” {x} Y Ydiag{x} £ (YFY)* ® (xx).
Then, the second term in (46) can be simplified as
Tr{W (w)X" (W (w))}
& Tr{ (W, diag{R,x})# (W, diag{R,x})S"}
+ 2Re{Tr{(W,diag{R,x}) # W\, ="} }
K xTRT(WEW,)* © =M R,x
+ 2Re{diag{ WEW, "1 R, x, (48)

where (a) is from equation Tr{XY} £ Tr{YX]}, and (b) is
obtained based on equation Tr{diag” {x}Xdiag{y}Y”} 2
x"(X ®Y)y and the definition of trace.

Finally, since the matrix Y is semi-definite, and the vector
x is real, we can derive (39) based on (47) and (48).
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