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Abstract—As a key technology to meet the ever-increasing data
rate demand in beyond 5G and 6G communications, millimeter-
wave (mmWave) massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO)
systems have gained much attention recently. To make the most
of mmWave massive MIMO systems, acquisition of accurate
channel state information (CSI) at the base station (BS) is crucial.
However, this task is by no means easy due to the CSI feedback
overhead induced by the large number of antennas. In this
paper, we propose a parametric CSI feedback technique for
mmWave massive MIMO systems. Key idea of the proposed
technique is to compress the mmWave MIMO channel matrix
into a few geometric channel parameters (e.g., angles, delays,
and path gains). Due to the limited scattering of mmWave signal,
the number of channel parameters is much smaller than the
number of antennas, thereby reducing the CSI feedback overhead
significantly. Moreover, by exploiting the deep learning (DL)
technique for the channel parameter extraction and the MIMO
channel reconstruction, we can effectively suppress the channel
quantization error. From the numerical results, we demonstrate
that the proposed technique outperforms the conventional CSI
feedback techniques in terms of normalized mean square error
(NMSE) and bit error rate (BER).

Index terms— Parametric CSI feedback, deep learning,
Transformer, mmWave, massive MIMO.

I. INTRODUCTION

RECENTLY, to accommodate the rapidly growing data
demand for beyond 5G and 6G networks, the study

of the upper mid-band (i.e., 7-24 GHz) was approved at the
International Telecommunication Union (ITU) World Radio-
communications Conference-23 (WRC-23) [1]. By leveraging
the abundant frequency resource in the higher frequency
bands, millimeter wave (mmWave) communications can sup-
port future-oriented services such as extended reality (XR)
devices, digital twin, and metaverse [2], [3]. Since the transmit
signals in mmWave bands suffer from severe attenuation due to
the serious path loss and atmospheric absorption, beamforming
techniques realized by the massive multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) antenna arrays have been popularly used to
compensate the loss [4]. To fully enjoy benefits of beamform-
ing technique, a base station (BS) should acquire an accurate
channel state information (CSI) [5].
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In 5G New Radio (NR), the user equipment (UE) selects
a directional beam from the Type I codebook and then feeds
back the beam index when the line-of-sight (LoS) component
is dominant [6]. In case there exist multiple strong scatterers,
Type II codebook can be used to generate a linear combination
of beams, each of which is mapped to the scatterer [7].
A well-known drawback of the conventional codebook-based
feedback mechanism is the quantization error and significant
feedback overhead being proportional to the number of anten-
nas and subcarriers [8].

The standard body in 5G-Advanced (specified in 3rd Gen-
eration Partnership Project (3GPP) Release 18 [9]) decided
to use the artificial intelligence (AI)-aided CSI feedback
mechanism since the AI-based channel compression is shown
to be effective in improving feedback accuracy while ac-
cessing a low feedback overhead [10], [11]. In [12], [13],
AI-based CSI feedback techniques that learn the mapping
function between the channel matrix and codeword using deep
neural network (DNN) have been proposed. Among various
DNN architectures, a convolutional neural network (CNN)
has been popularly studied for its ability to extract the local
and spatial characteristics of the 2D-uniform planar array
(UPA) channels [13]. A potential problem of the CNN-based
technique is that it does not capture the correlation among
spaced apart channel elements in time, space, and frequency
domains. In other words, long-term correlated feature caused
by the UE mobility, blockage, and MIMO antenna array cannot
be effectively extracted in the CNN-based techniques.

Another issue of the conventional feedback mechanism, in
particular for the current 5G standard, is that they do not
consider the rapid channel variation in mmWave systems.
Due to the high UE mobility, channel coherence time of the
mmWave systems is in general very short. For example, in
28GHz band, the channel coherence time of the moving UE
at the speed of 30 km/h is around 1.2ms, while the smallest
period of the uplink reference signal (e.g., sounding reference
signal (SRS) in 5G NR) is 2ms [14].1 Note that the short-
ened channel coherence time results in a drastic variation of
mmWave channel, leading to a significant mismatch between
the estimated and actual channels during the data transmission.
This phenomenon, often called channel aging effect, is a
serious problem yet there are few tractable solutions for the
problem at hand.

1The channel coherence time is Tc = 1
fm

where fm = vfc
c

is the
maximum Doppler spread, v is the speed of UE, fc is the carrier frequency,
and c is the speed of light. By plugging v = 30 km/h and fc = 28GHz, we
obtain Tc ≈ 1.2ms.
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An aim of this paper is to propose an AI-assisted CSI
feedback mechanism that addresses aforementioned problems
while achieving a reduction in feedback overhead. The pro-
posed technique, referred to as comprehensive parametric CSI
feedback based on Transformer (COMPaCT), compresses the
full channel matrix into a few geometric channel parameters
(i.e., angle, delay, and path gain) and then performs the
quantization. After receiving the quantized version of the
channel parameters, BS recovers it to the original channel
matrix via the deep learning (DL)-based decoder. Since the
mmWave channel is expressed as a function of the geometric
parameters and these parameters are continuously changed
based on the movement of UE, the geometric parameters of
mmWave channels are strongly correlated in time. In real-
world scenarios, fluctuations in small-scale fading due to en-
vironmental changes (e.g., blockage, tunnel, or scatterer) cause
a rapid variation in geometric channel parameters, weakening
the temporal correlation among channel samples. Even in such
cases, long-term spatial correlation caused by the large-scale
fading components tends to be preserved. For this reason, to
properly exploit both temporally adjacent and distant channels
is of great importance.

As a main ingredient to estimate the downlink channel
parameters from the sequence of past channels, we exploit
Transformer, a state-of-the-art DL model. A key feature
of Transformer is the attention mechanism quantifying the
long- and short-term correlations between input and output
sequences [15]. By assigning relatively large attention weights
to input data (i.e., past channels) that are highly related to the
output values (i.e., downlink geometric channel parameters),
we can effectively extract downlink channel parameters, which
helps to mitigate the channel aging effect.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows.
• We propose a Transformer-assisted channel estimation

technique to estimate the sparse geometric channel pa-
rameters at the desired (future) time instant of downlink
beamforming. Specifically, by exploiting both temporally
adjacent and distant channels, the proposed COMPaCT
can accurately estimate the downlink channel parameters,
which ensures accurate beamforming even in the presence
of mobility.

• We propose a feedback mechanism that delivers the
quantized version of geometric channel parameters to the
BS. Since the mmWave channel is expressed as channel
parameters of LoS and a few non-LoS (NLoS) paths, we
can significantly reduce the dimension of a channel vector
to be quantized.

• We present a feedback bit allocation strategy to minimize
the channel quantization error caused by the mismatch
between the desired and quantized channel parameters.
Since each channel parameter induces a different level
of channel quantization error, we allocate feedback bits
differently. In fact, the normalized mean square error
(NMSE) of angle or delay is much higher than that of
path gain when the same number of feedback bits is used
, so we prioritize angle and delay over path gain in the
feedback bit allocation.

• Through numerical results, we show that the proposed

COMPaCT achieves a considerable gain over the conven-
tional CSI feedback and channel acquisition schemes in
terms of NMSE. In particular, the proposed COMPaCT
achieves more than 3.5 dB and 2 dB NMSE gain over
the conventional CNN and the reciprocity-based feedback
mechanisms in practical mmWave scenarios.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section
II, we discuss the mmWave MIMO system and briefly explain
conventional CSI feedback and channel acquisition techniques.
In Section III, we present COMPaCT and a detailed descrip-
tion of the model. In Section IV, we propose the parameter
selective bit allocation method for the quantization process.
In Section V, we demonstrate experimental results to validate
the efficacy of the proposed technique and then conclude the
paper in Section VI.

Notations: Upper and lower case symbols are used to
denote matrices and vectors, respectively. The superscript (·)T

and (·)H denote the transpose and the Hermitian transpose,
respectively. X1 ⊗ X2 and X1 ◦ X2 denote the Kronecker
product and Hadamard product of X1 and X2, respectively.
||x||2 and ∥X∥F denote the Euclidean norm of a vector x and
the Frobenius norm of the matrix X, respectively. The m-by-
m identity matrix is denoted by Im. Also, diag(X) denotes a
block diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are X. ℜ(x)
and ℑ(x) are the real and imaginary part of x, respectively.
In addition, 0K and 1K denote K × 1 zero vector and one
vector, respectively.

II. MMWAVE MASSIVE MIMO SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we briefly explain the downlink mmWave
system model and then review the conventional CSI feedback
and channel acquisition techniques.

A. Downlink mmWave System Model

We consider the frequency division duplexing (FDD)
MIMO-OFDM (orthogonal frequency division multiplexing)
downlink systems where BS equipped with Nt transmit an-
tennas serves the UE equipped with Nr antennas. Specif-
ically, Nf subcarriers and T time frames are used for the
downlink pilot transmission. The carrier frequency is fc and
the bandwidth is B. In our work, we use S = {1, · · · , Nf}
and T = {1, · · · , T} to denote the sets of indices of pilot
subcarriers and time frames. Under the assumption that Nt ≫
Nr, we set Nr = 1 for simplicity. In a time-varying channel,
the received signal yt[s] ∈ C of UE with s-th subcarrier at
t-th time frame is

yt[s] = h[s]Hrtxt[s] + nt[s], ∀s ∈ S, t ∈ T (1)

where h[s] ∈ CNt×1 is the downlink channel vector in the
frequency domain, rt ∈ CNt×1 is the beamforming vector
based on the downlink CSI, xt[s] ∈ C is the downlink pilot
symbol, and nt[s] ∼ CN (0, σ2

n) is the additive Gaussian noise
of s-th subcarrier.
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In this work, we use the geometric multipath channel model
where the time domain channel response vector at t-th time
frame h(t) is expressed as

h(t) =

L∑
l=1

αl(t)δ(τ − τl(t))at(θl(t)), ∀t ∈ T (2)

where L is the number of effective propagation paths, θl ∼
Unif[0, 2π) is the angle of departure (AoD), τl ∼ Unif[0, τmax]
is the time delay, and αl = βle

jϕl is the complex gain
consisting of the path loss βl ∼ Unif[0, βmax] and the phase
ϕl ∼ Unif[0, 2π) of the l-th path, respectively. Note that
τmax and βmax are the maximum time delay and path loss,
respectively. Also, at(θl(t)) ∈ CNt×1 is the array steering
vector of BS, which can be expressed as

at(θl(t)) =
[
1 e−j

2πd sin θl(t)

λ . . . e−j(Nt−1)
2πd sin θl(t)

λ

]T
(3)

where λ is the signal wavelength and d is the antenna spacing.
Applying the discrete Fourier transform (DFT), the frequency
domain channel vector h[s] ∈ CNt×1 becomes

h[s] =

L∑
l=1

βl(t)e
jϕl(t)e−j2πfsτl(t)at(θl(t)), ∀s ∈ S (4)

where fs = fc−B
2 +

B
Nf

(s−1) is the s-th subcarrier frequency.
By concatenating h[1], · · · ,h[Nf ], we obtain the CSI matrix
of the frequency domain H ∈ CNf×Nt given by

H =
[
h[1] · · ·h[Nf ]

]H
(5)

=

L∑
l=1

βl(t)e
−jϕl(t)af (τl(t))a

H
t (θl(t)) (6)

where af (τl(t)) ∈ CNf×1 is the phase shift vector of the
OFDM subcarriers defined as [16]

af (τl(t)) =
[
ej2πτl(t)f1 ej2πτl(t)f2 · · · ej2πτl(t)fNf

]T
. (7)

In a matrix form, H can be expressed by the geometric channel
parameters:

H(θ(t), τ (t),β(t),ϕ(t)) (8)

= Af (τ (t))diag(β(t))diag(e
−jϕ(t))AH

t (θ(t)) (9)

where At(θ(t)) ∈ CNt×L and Af (τ (t)) ∈ CNf×L are the
array steering matrices given by

At(θ(t)) =[at(θ1(t)), · · · ,at(θL(t))] (10)
Af (τ (t)) =[af (τ1(t)), · · · ,af (τL(t))] (11)

and θ(t) = [θ1(t), · · · , θL(t)], τ (t) = [τ1(t), · · · , τL(t)],
β(t) = [β1(t), · · · , βL(t)], and ϕ(t) = [ϕ1(t), · · · , ϕL(t)].
Since the mmWave channel matrix H can be expressed as a
function of AoDs θ, delays τ , path losses β, and phases ϕ,
variation of these parameters due to UE mobility will lead
to a fast change in channel (i.e., h(t + ∆t) ̸= h(t)). Thus,
without a proper consideration of this channel aging effect,
there will be a significant mismatch between the original and
reconstructed channels, especially when used for the downlink
beamforming.

B. Conventional mmWave MIMO CSI Feedback and Downlink
Channel Acquisition

1) MIMO CSI Feedback: In the codebook-based CSI feed-
back method such as the random vector quantization [17], UE
estimates the downlink channel vector h using the downlink
pilot signal and then quantizes the normalized channel vector
h̄ = h

||h|| . This is done by picking the quantized vector
(codeword) cî from a pre-defined B-bit quantization codebook
C = {c1, · · · , c2B} closest to the channel direction:

cî = argmax
ci∈C
|h̄Hci|2. (12)

Then, the UE feeds back the index of the selected codeword î
to the BS via the uplink control channel (e.g., PUCCH [18]).
It has been shown that the number of feedback bits B should
be proportional to the channel dimension NfNt and the SNR
(in decibels) to control quantization distortion properly [19]

B ≈ NfNt − 1

3
× SNR. (13)

In the mmWave massive MIMO systems, substantial feedback
resource is needed due to a large number of antennas and
subcarriers. Lack of feedback resources will result in a degra-
dation of CSI reconstruction performance, causing a significant
drop in the beamforming gain.

To reduce huge feedback overhead in massive MIMO sys-
tems, CSI extrapolation techniques have been proposed [20],
[21]. Further, DL-based CSI feedback techniques using CNN
or long short-term memory (LSTM) that compress large-
dimensional channels into an implicit codeword have been
proposed [12], [22]. In conventional DL-based approaches,
UE compresses the input channel matrix H into the codeword
c via the encoder fenc (i.e., c = fenc(H; δ), where δ is the
network parameters of the encoder) [23]. After BS receives c
from UE, the codeword c passes through the decoder fdec to
generate the reconstructed CSI Ĥ (i.e., Ĥ = fdec(c;γ), where
γ is the network parameters of the decoder). The overall end-
to-end CSI feedback process can be expressed as

Ĥ = fdec(fenc(H; δ);γ). (14)

There are two main issues for the conventional DL-based CSI
feedback techniques. First, conventional DL-based techniques
suffer from the channel aging effect since they do not con-
sider the temporal channel variation caused by UE mobility.
Second, conventional LSTM and CNN-based approaches are
not so efficient in capturing the temporally or spatially dis-
tant correlation of mmWave channels, since these approaches
are specialized in extracting the temporally/spatially adjacent
correlation of the channel.2

2) Downlink Channel Acquisition: The conventional down-
link channel acquisition technique relies on the angular-delay
reciprocity between the uplink and downlink paths [25], since
there is essentially no difference between the path angle and
time delay for the uplink and the downlink. That is,

θDL
l (t+∆t) ≈ θUL

l (t) (15)

τDL
l (t+∆t) ≈ τUL

l (t) (16)

2The number of CNN’s kernel window is 3 ∼ 5 and the LSTM suffers
from vanishing gradient problem [24].
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(a) Stationary scenario (b) Non-stationary scenario

Fig. 1: mmWave Massive MIMO system with moving UE; The angle-delay reciprocity holds in stationary (quasi-static) but
not in non-stationary scenarios.

where t+∆t is the time unit for downlink beamforming. The
frequency-independent parameters (i.e., AoDs θ and delays τ )
are extracted from the uplink pilot signal, and the complex gain
can be estimated by exploiting the angular-delay reciprocity.

Although the assumptions in (15) and (16) hold true in a
stationary scenario, they might not work well for the non-
stationary scenario, especially in the presence of UE mobility
(see Fig. 1). For example, when the distance between BS and
UE is r = 10m and the UE moves at a speed of v = 72 km/h
during ∆t = 10ms (specified in 3GPP TS 38.211 [26]), angle
variation ∆θ and delay variation ∆τ are approximated to

∆θ = arctan
(v ·∆t

r

)
≈ 1.143◦ (17)

∆τ =

√
r2 + (v ·∆t)2 − r

c
= 5× 10−12 (18)

where c is the speed of light. To evaluate the impact of
these variations, we plot the channel NMSE between the true
channel and the reconstructed channel:

NMSE = E

[
∥Ĥ−H∥2F
∥H∥2F

]
. (19)

As shown in Fig. 2, variations of angle and delay in the
non-stationary scenario cause an additional 3 ∼ 4 dB loss in
the channel NMSE compared to the stationary scenario [27].
Particularly, the angle mismatch ∆θ between the pre-defined
beam direction and real one might result in a significant beam
misalignment, causing a severe loss in beamforming gain.3

III. TRANSFORMER-BASED PARAMETRIC CSI FEEDBACK

In this section, we propose a DL-based channel feedback
mechanism to deal with the channel aging effect while achiev-
ing a reduction in the feedback overhead. Exploiting the

3For example, within the 28 GHz bands, the half power beam width,
representing the angle range where the relative power exceeds 50% of the
peak power of the main beam, is around 10 degrees [2].

Fig. 2: Channel NMSE according to UE mobility.

property that the channel matrix H can be parameterized
by AoDs, time delays, path losses, and phases, the proposed
COMPaCT feeds back the quantized version of the parametric
CSI P ∈ RL×4:

P = {θ, τ ,β,ϕ}. (20)

Since the number of effective propagation paths L is much
smaller than the total number of antennas Nt (e.g., L = 2 ∼ 5
and Nt = 32 ∼ 256), compression of parametric CSI is far
more efficient than the codebook-based channel feedback. For
example, if the numbers of antennas and subcarriers are 64 and
1024, then the original channel dimension for the feedback is
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NfNt = 216 but the dimension of P is 4L ≈ 10 ∼ 25.4

Another key ingredient of COMPaCT is the Transformer-
based framework that estimates the parametric CSI of the
downlink channel Pt+∆t from the w-step channel sequence
{Hm}tm=t−w+1. As mentioned, Transformer is effective in
extracting temporally and spatially correlated features of
mmWave massive MIMO channels. By measuring the long-
and short-term correlations between the previous channels
using the attention block, and then assigning relatively large
attention weights to the (previous) channels that are strongly
correlated with the desired channel time t+∆t, the proposed
COMPaCT can accurately estimate downlink parametric CSI
for the desired time.

A. Overall Process of COMPaCT

The proposed COMPaCT consists of two main components:
1) Transformer-based encoder that generates the geometric
channel parameters from sequence of historical channels and
2) Transformer-based decoder to reconstruct the original CSI
from the quantized parameters. First, Transformer-based en-
coder generates the parametric CSI P̃t+∆t ∈ RL×4 as

P̃t+∆t = fenc({Hm}tm=t−w+1, δ) (21)

where fenc and δ are the channel compression module and
network parameters of the proposed COMPaCT encoder, re-
spectively. Second, the parametric CSI P̃t+∆t is quantized into
the codeword c by the quantization module in UE as

c = fqnt(P̃t+∆t) (22)

where fqnt is the quantization function of proposed COMPaCT.
Then, UE feeds back the quantized codeword c to BS via
the feedback link. Using this information, the decoder at the
BS restores the AoDs θ̂ = [θ̂1, · · · , θ̂L], the time delays τ̂ =
[τ̂1, · · · , τ̂L], the path losses β̂ = [β̂1, · · · , β̂L], and the phases
ϕ̂ = [ϕ̂1, · · · , ϕ̂L] from the codeword c,

P̂t+∆t ={θ̂, τ̂ , β̂, ϕ̂} (23)
=fde-qnt(c) (24)

where fde-qnt is the mapping function of the de-quantization
process. Finally, we reconstruct the downlink channel Ht+∆t

using the Transformer-based decoder as

Ĥt+∆t = fdec(P̂t+∆t,γ) (25)

where fdec and γ are the channel reconstruction module and
the network parameters of the Transformer-based decoder.

B. Transformer-based Encoder with Parametric CSI Compres-
sion

As mentioned, Transformer-based encoder outputs the para-
metric CSI P̃t+∆t from the sequence of historical channels
(see Fig. 4). As an input to the encoder, sequence of estimated
channel matrices {Ht−w+1, · · · , Ht} ∈ Cw×NfNt is used.

4Note that the compression ratio of the proposed COMPaCT is 4L
2NfNt

.
When L = 4, Nf = 1024, and Nt = 64, the compression ratio of
COMPaCT is 4·4

2·1024·64 = 1
9192

compared to transmitting the full channel
matrix.

The input matrix H̃input ∈ Rw×2NfNt of the Transformer-
based encoder is

H̃input =

[
ℜ(vec(Ht−w+1)) · · · ℜ(vec(Ht))
ℑ(vec(Ht−w+1)) · · · ℑ(vec(Ht))

]T

. (26)

We obtain Sembed from H̃input in the input embedding process,
which will be delivered to the multi-head self-attention layer.
In the input embedding process, we first generate the angle-
delay domain channel matrix using a 2D discrete Fourier
transform (DFT) and retain only the first Ñc = 32 rows. This
is because path components with long delays are significantly
attenuated according to Friis’ law, allowing us to disregard
them [12]. We then take the vectorized angle-delay domain
channel matrix as the input for two fully connected networks
to obtain Sembed. Multi-head attention structure is in particular
useful for our work since each head takes care of individual
channel parameter (i.e., angle, delay, and path gain).

When the number of attention heads is Nh, the query
Q[k] ∈ Rw×dmodel , key K[k] ∈ Rw×dmodel , and value V[k] ∈
Rw×dmodel at k-th attention head layer (k = 1, 2, · · · , Nh) are
constructed from Sembed as

Q[k] = Sembed W
Q[k] (27)

K[k] = Sembed W
K [k] (28)

V[k] = Sembed W
V [k] (29)

where dmodel is the embedding dimension and WQ[k] ∈
Rdmodel×(dmodel/Nh), WK [k] ∈ Rdmodel×(dmodel/Nh), and WV [k] ∈
Rdmodel×(dmodel/Nh) are the trainable matrices with linear trans-
formation, respectively. Since the query Q and key K contain
features of the input channel sequence H̃input, we obtain the
attention map A[k] ∈ Rw×w as

A[k] = fsoftmax(
Q[k]KT[k]√
dmodel/Nh

) (30)

where fsoftmax is the row-wise softmax function defined as[
fsoftmax(X)

]
i,j

= e[X]i,j∑
j e[X]i,j

. Each column in the attention

map represents a probability vector whose elements are all
non-negative and add up to one.

To demonstrate the effect of the attention mechanism in
capturing the correlation structure of the past channels in
{Hm}tm=t−w+1, we plot the attention map of the COMPaCT
encoder in Fig. 5. From the attention map, one can see that the
attention block automatically assigns more weights to parts of
input channels (i.e., (a), (c), and (e)), which are most relevant
to future channels (i.e., (f)).

Then, the feature map of the channel sequence A[k] is
multiplied by the values V[k] on all heads Z[k] = A[k]V[k] ∈
Rw×(dmodel/Nh). By concatenating Z[k], we obtain the final
output Zenc of the multi-head self-attention layer:

Zenc = [Z[1],Z[2], · · · ,Z[Nh]] ∈ Rw×dmodel . (31)

After this, we perform the layer normalization. The output
matrix Z̃enc after the layer normalization is

Z̃enc = κ

(
Zenc − µ√
σ2 + ϵ

)
+ η (32)
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Fig. 3: Overall process of the proposed COMPaCT.

Fig. 4: Transformer-based encoder of the proposed COMPaCT.

where µ and σ2 are mean and variance, respectively. κ and η
are learnable scaling and shifting parameters, respectively, and
ϵ is a small constant for numerical stability. Note that variation
of H would be large since the mmWave environments suffer
from severe path loss. A drastic change in gradient during the
weight update process might affect the learning stability. So,
using the layer normalization, we can mitigate the fluctuation
in the weight update (see Equation (32)).

After the layer normalization process, we use the fully
connected layers to obtain the parametric CSI P̃t+∆t ∈ RL×4,
which can be expressed as

P̃t+∆t = ffc(Z̃enc,Wc) (33)

where ffc is the layers that consist of fully connected networks

and Wc is the set of network parameters in the fully connected
layers. Recall that the dimension L is 2 ∼ 5 which is the
number of effective paths in mmWave systems and 4 comes
from the geometric parameters: AoD, time delay, path loss,
and phase.

C. Transformer-based CSI Feedback and Reconstruction

1) Parametric Channel Quantization: Once the parametric
CSI P̃t+∆t is acquired at the Transformer-based encoder,
UE quantizes and feeds back the acquired parametric CSI
to the BS. In the quantization process, we use the uniform



7

Fig. 5: An example of the practical scenario in mmWave massive MIMO systems; the LoS dominant parts of the channel
sequence (i.e., (a), (c), and (e)) can be exploited to acquire the future channels (f) from the attention map.

quantization codebook:

Cθ =

{
2πq

2Qθ
| q = 0, 1, · · · , 2Qθ − 1

}
(34)

Cτ =
{τmaxq

2Qτ
| q = 0, 1, · · · , 2Qτ − 1

}
(35)

Cβ =

{
βmaxq

2Qβ
| q = 0, 1, · · · , 2Qβ − 1

}
(36)

Cϕ =

{
2πq

2Qϕ
| q = 0, 1, · · · , 2Qϕ − 1

}
, (37)

where Qθ, Qτ , Qβ , and Qϕ are the numbers of quantization
bits for AoDs, time delays, path losses, and phases, respec-
tively. Let Cθ̄ =

∏L
i=1 Cθ be the codebook of AoDs, then the

chosen codeword is

cq̂θ = arg min
cθ∈Cθ̄

∥θt+∆t − cθ∥2. (38)

Similarly, the UE also quantizes time delays τ t+∆t, path losses
βt+∆t, and phases ϕt+∆t and then feeds back the indices of
the chosen codeword c = {cq̂θ , cq̂τ , cq̂β , cq̂ϕ} to the BS.

2) Transformer-based Channel Reconstruction at BS: After
receiving the quantized codeword c, the decoder at the BS
restores the AoDs θ̂ = [θ̂1, · · · , θ̂L], the time delays τ̂ =
[τ̂1, · · · , τ̂L], the path losses β̂ = [β̂1, · · · , β̂L], and the phases
ϕ̂ = [ϕ̂1, · · · , ϕ̂L] from the codeword c:

P̂t+∆t =
{
θ̂, τ̂ , β̂, ϕ̂

}
(39)

= fde-qnt(c). (40)

Recall that the mmWave MIMO channel Ĥt+∆t is recon-
structed via the Transformer-based decoder and parametric
CSI P̂t+∆t,

Ĥt+∆t = fdec(P̂t+∆t,γ). (41)

The decoder architecture is similar to the Transformer-based
encoder in UE, except for the leaky-ReLU and 2D convolution

layer at the end. Specifically, P̂t+∆t initially passes through
Transformer-based decoder to obtain the output vector Zdec.
By extracting the correlated features of the parametric CSI
P̂t+∆t, the decoder reconstructs the original channel matrix
Ĥt+∆t. Then, the output vector Zdec passes through the leaky-
ReLU layer to impose non-linearity to the transformed hidden
units:

Ždec = fleaky-ReLU(Zdec) (42)

where fleaky-ReLU(x) = max(0.1x, x) is the leaky-ReLU func-
tion. Finally, we use the 2D convolution layer to map the
extracted channel features onto the channel matrix Ĥt+∆t ∈
R2×Nf×Nt , which is

Ĥt+∆t = f2D-conv(Ždec,W2D-conv) (43)

where W2D-conv denotes the network parameters of the 2D
convolution layer.

IV. PARAMETER-SELECTIVE FEEDBACK BIT ALLOCATION

Due to the quantization process, mismatch between the true
channel parameters P and the quantized channel parameters
P̂ is unavoidable. One notable observation is that the impact
of quantization on channel reconstruction performance varies
for each parameter. To demonstrate this behavior, we measure
the channel reconstruction error caused by the quantization of
each channel parameter in Table I. One can see that the channel
reconstruction error caused by the angle quantization is sig-
nificantly larger than that caused by the phase quantization.
To minimize the channel quantization error in the practical
limited feedback scenario, the feedback bits should be properly
allocated among the channel parameters.

We now formalize the problem of minimizing the channel
quantization error. Let ∆θ = θ−θ̂, ∆τ = τ−τ̂ , ∆β = β−β̂,
and ∆ϕ = ϕ − ϕ̂ be the quantization distortion vectors of
AoD, time delay, path loss, and phase, respectively. Since the
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channel parameters are quantized using the uniform quantiza-
tion codebook, elements of quantization distortion vectors are
also uniformly distributed. That is,

∆θl ∼ Unif
[
− π

2Qθ
,

π

2Qθ

]
(44)

∆τl ∼ Unif
[
− τmax

2Qτ+1
,
τmax

2Qτ+1

]
(45)

∆βl ∼ Unif
[
− βmax

2Qβ+1
,
βmax

2Qβ+1

]
(46)

∆ϕl ∼ Unif
[
− π

2Qϕ

π

2Qϕ

]
. (47)

Also, let ∆H = H−Ĥ be the channel quantization distortion
matrix. Then, the feedback bit allocation problem P to find
out the optimal feedback bits Qθ, Qτ , Qβ , and Qϕ minimizing
the channel quantization error E

[
∥∆H∥2

]
is expressed as

P : min
Qθ,Qτ ,Qβ ,Qϕ

E
[
∥∆H∥2F

]
(48a)

s.t. Qθ +Qτ +Qβ +Qϕ = Q (48b)

where Q is the total number of feedback bits. Note that P
is a non-convex combinatorial optimization problem. When
the brute-force approach is applied to solve P , it requires
the evaluation of all possible

((
Q
4

))
=

(
Q+3
4

)
combinations

of (Qθ, Qτ , Qβ , Qϕ) where
((

n
k

))
denotes the k-combination

with repetition from a set of size n. For example, when Q =
20, the total number of possible combinations is

(
23
4

)
= 8855.

To find a tractable solution of P , we investigate the impact
of quantization of each channel parameter on E

[
∥∆H∥2F

]
.

Then we find out the optimal feedback bit allocation to
minimize the channel quantization error. In the following
lemma, we approximate ∆H as a function of ∆θ, ∆τ , ∆β,
and ∆ϕ.

Lemma 1. The channel quantization distortion ∆H = H −
Ĥ =

[
∆h[1] · · ·∆h[Nf ]

]H
between the true channel matrix

H and the reconstructed channel matrix Ĥ can be expressed
as a function of the quantization distortions vectors ∆θ, ∆τ ,
∆β, and ∆ϕ:

∆h[s] ≈(∇θh[s])∆θ + (∇τh[s])∆τ + (∇βh[s])∆β

+ (∇ϕh[s])∆ϕ (49)

where

(∇θh[s])∆θ =
(
Rθ ⊙At(θ)

)
diag(ej(ϕ−2πfsτ ))β (50)

(∇τh[s])∆τ =(Rτ [s]⊙At(θ))diag(e
j(ϕ−2πfsτ ))β (51)

(∇βh[s])∆β =At(θ)diag(e
j(ϕ−2πfsτ ))∆β (52)

(∇ϕh[s])∆ϕ =(Rϕ ⊙At(θ))diag(e
j(ϕ−2πfsτ ))diag(β).

(53)

Also, Rθ ∈ CNt×L, Rτ [s] ∈ CNt×L, and Rϕ ∈ CNt×L are
coefficient matrices given by

Rθ = −j 2πd
λ

[
cos θ1∆θ1nNt

, · · · , cos θL∆θLnNt

]
(54)

Rτ [s] = −j2πfs[∆τ11N , · · · ,∆τL1N ] (55)
Rϕ = j[∆ϕ11N , · · · ,∆ϕL1N ]. (56)

where nNt
= [0, 1, · · · , Nt − 1].

TABLE I: Channel reconstruction error caused by the quanti-
zation of different channel parameters.

6 bits 7 bits 8 bits
Path loss β -30.77 -36.92 -42.84

Phase ϕ -41.81 -47.99 -54.04
Time delay τ -6.76 -12.79 -19.49

AoD θ -5.09 -10.50 -16.65

Proof. See Appendix A.

Using Lemma 1 and the distributions of ∆θ, ∆τ , ∆β,
and ∆ϕ in (44)-(47), we can express the expected channel
quantization error E[∥∆H∥2F] as a function of Qθ, Qτ , Qβ ,
and Qϕ.

Theorem 1. The expected channel quantization error
E
[
∥∆H∥2F

]
is expressed as the sum of angle-based channel

quantization term Cθ, time delay-based channel quantization
term Cτ , path loss-based channel quantization term Cβ , and
phase-based channel quantization term Cϕ as

E
[
∥∆H∥2F

]
≈ Cθ + Cτ + Cβ + Cϕ (57)

where

Cθ =
π4d2LNfNt(Nt − 1)β2

max

36 · 22Qθλ2
(58)

Cτ =
π2LNtτ

2
maxβ

2
max

9 · 22(Qτ+1)

Nf∑
s=1

f2
s (59)

Cβ =
LNfNtβ

2
max

3 · 22(Qβ+1)
(60)

Cϕ =
π2LNfNtβ

2
max

36 · 22Qϕ
. (61)

Proof. See Appendix B.

One can clearly see that the impacts of channel parameter
quantization on the channel quantization error E

[
∥∆H∥2F

]
are

different. Thus, to minimize the channel quantization error, we
need to properly allocate feedback bits such that larger number
of bits is allocated to the parameter having greater impact on
the performance of channel reconstruction.

The feedback bit allocation problem P can be reformulated
as

P ′ : min
Qθ,Qτ ,Qβ ,Qϕ

Cθ + Cτ + Cβ + Cϕ (62a)

s.t. Qθ +Qτ +Qβ +Qϕ = Q. (62b)

Using the Arithmetic-Geometric Mean Inequality5, quanti-
zation bits of the channel parameters Qθ, Qτ , Qβ , and Qϕ

5Cθ + Cτ + Cβ + Cϕ satisfies Arithmetic-Geometric Mean Inequality
when x = 2−2Qθ , y = 2−2Qτ , z = 2−2Qβ , and u = 2−2Qϕ , which
is ax+by+cz+du

4
≥ 4

√
ax · by · cz · du where the equality holds in ax =

by = cz = du.
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Algorithm 1 Training process of COMPaCT

Input: Vectorized w-step channel sequence H̃input
for iter = 1 to Niteration do

Obtain the input matrix H̃input of the encoder by (26)
Predict the parametric channel P̃t+∆t ← fenc(H̃input, δ)

Quantize the codeword c← fqnt(P̃t+∆t)
De-quantize the parametric channel P̂t+∆t ←

{θ̂, τ̂ , β̂, ϕ̂} ← fde-qnt(c)
Recover the channel matrix Ĥt+∆t ← fdec(P̂t+∆t,γ)
Update the model parameters δ,γ
δ ← δ − r∇δLδ(Ĥt+∆t,Ht+∆t)
γ ← γ − r∇γLγ(Ĥt+∆t,Ht+∆t)

end for
Output: Predicted channel matrix in time t+∆t Ĥt+∆t

minimizing the loss function in (62a) is

Qθ =
Q

4
+

1

8
log2

( π8d6(Nt − 1)3

3λ6τ2max

∑Nf

s=1 f
2
s

)
(63)

Qτ =
Q

4
+

1

8
log2

(λ2τ6max(
∑Nf

s=1 f
2
s )

3

3d2N3
f (Nt − 1)

)
(64)

Qβ =
Q

4
+

1

8
log2

( 27λ2Nf

π8d2τ2max(
∑Nf

s=1 fs)(Nt − 1)

)
(65)

Qϕ =
Q

4
+

1

8
log2

( λ2Nf

3d2τ2max(
∑Nf

s=1 f
2
s )(Nt − 1)

)
. (66)

One might argue that the proposed COMPaCT requires an
additional feedback overhead of transmitting the information
of quantization bits (i.e., Qθ, Qτ , Qβ , and Qϕ). However, as
shown from (63)-(66), these quantization bits are not affected
by the geometric channel parameters. This means that re-
porting of the parameter-selective information of quantization
bits to the UE can be done occasionally (e.g., reporting via
PDCCH [26] during the initial access).

V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Simulation Setup

In our simulations, we consider the mmWave massive
MIMO systems where the BS and UE are equipped with
Nt = 64 antennas and a single antenna, respectively. We
generate the channel using the ray-tracing method described in
3GPP TR 38.901 [28]. Specifically, the UE is located initially
in a random position such that the distance from the BS is
between 10m and 500m. Then UE moves in a straight line at
a speed of v = 3 km/h, where the direction of the trajectory
is sampled in a uniform distribution [0, 2π). The height of BS
and UE is 25m and 1.5m, respectively. We set the carrier
frequency to fc = 28 GHz, the total number of OFDM
subcarriers to Nc = 1024, and the total bandwidth to B = 100
MHz. Considering the severe path loss and strong directivity of
the mmWave channel, we limit the maximum number of paths
to Lmax = 10. The training, validation, and testing sets consist
of 80, 000, 20, 000, and 20, 000, respectively. The detailed
system parameters and training parameters are summarized in
Table II [29].

An integral part of the proposed COMPaCT is the
training process optimizing the network parameters δ ={
WQ,WK ,WV ,Wc

}
at the encoder and γ = {W2D-conv}

at the decoder. To train the Transformer-based encoder, we first
acquire the intermediate channel H̃ from the obtained channel
parameter P̃ in (9). The loss function of the Transformer-based
encoder is the NMSE between the intermediate channel H̃ and
the true channel H, given by

L(δ) =
1

NB

NB∑
i=1

∥H̃i −Hi∥2F
∥Hi∥2F

(67)

where NB is the batch size of the training dataset. Note that
the genie channel H is obtained by the geometric MIMO
channel model in (5). The loss function of the Transformer-
based decoder is NMSE between the reconstructed channel at
the decoder Ĥ and the true channel H, expressed as

L(γ) =
1

NB

NB∑
i=1

∥Ĥi −Hi∥2F
∥Hi∥2F

. (68)

Using these loss functions, we update the network parameters
to find the optimal network parameters δ∗ and γ∗ char-
acterizing the mapping function fenc and fdec, respectively.
The overall training process of COMPaCT is summarized in
Algorithm 1.

We compare the channel feedback performance of the
proposed COMPaCT with eight baseline channel feedback
techniques:

1) LASSO [30], a well-known compressive sensing (CS)-
based approach that compresses the channel matrix into
a sparse matrix using an L1-regularizer.

2) CsiNet [12], which uses a CNN-based autoencoder to
compress and restore the channel matrix.

3) TransNet [31], which exploits Transformer in the au-
toencoder to compress and recover the channel matrix.

4) DLRec [25], where the UE estimates and feeds back
downlink path losses and phases via least squares (LS).
Note that the path angles and time delays are acquired
at BS using the angular-delay reciprocity.

5) CVNN [32], which extracts the significant elements in
the angle-delay domain channel response matrix (AD-
CRM) to predict the ADCRM of the downlink channel.

6) Pruning [33], which estimates the channel using a
specially designed pilot signal and non-local attention
module.

7) Parallel Transformer-based CSI network (PTNet) [34],
which processes the previous channel data in parallel
using Transformer to predict future channels.

8) CsiNet-LSTM [22], which utilizes the LSTM architecture
to predict the future channels.

In the quantization process, we use the uniform quantizer
exclusively.

B. Simulation Results

In Fig. 6, we evaluate the performance of the CSI feedback
without quantization as a function of SNR. As a performance
metric, we use the channel NMSE defined in (67). We observe



10

TABLE II: System parameters and training settings.

System Parameters Value Training Settings Value
Number of BS Antenna Nt 64 Train data 80,000
Number of UE Antenna Nr 1 Validation data 20,000
Carrier frequency fc 28 GHz Test data 20,000
System bandwidth B 100 MHz Batch size 16
Number of OFDM subcarriers Nc 1024 Embedding dimension in attention module 512
Maximum number of path Lmax 10 Number of attention head 8
Mobility of UE v 3 km/h Initial learning rate 0.002
Feedback period Ts 10 ms Learning rate decay period 50 epochs
Observed number of time slots W 20 Learning rate decay coefficient 0.1

Fig. 6: Channel NMSE without quantization as a function of
SNR (dB), v = 3 km/h.

that the proposed COMPaCT outperforms the conventional
channel feedback techniques by a large margin, especially
at high SNR regime. For example, when SNR = 20 dB,
COMPaCT achieves a reduction of more than 3.5 dB in NMSE
over CsiNet. This is because Transformer can capture both
short- and long-term temporal correlations using the attention
mechanism while CNN struggles with extracting long-term
correlations. Even when compared to DLRec, the NMSE gain
of COMPaCT is more than 1.5 dB. This is because COMPaCT
can fastly estimate changing complex gain (i.e., αl = βle

jϕl )
via Transformer-based encoder.

In Fig. 7, we evaluate the CSI feedback performance with
quantization in NMSE as a function of total feedback bits
Q. In the conventional schemes, we use the uniform bit allo-
cation. We observe that COMPaCT outperforms conventional
schemes in all feedback bit regimes by a significant margin,
in particular the NMSE gain of COMPaCT is phenomenal for
small Q. For example, when the total number of feedback
bits Q is 96, COMPaCT exhibits 7 dB and 5.5 dB lower
in NMSE compared to CsiNet and TransNet, respectively.
In order to further investigate the efficacy of the parameter
selective bit allocation method, we compare the proposed
COMPaCT with the parametric CSI feedback technique based
on uniform bit allocation. We observe that COMPaCT achieves
more than 1.6 dB NMSE gain on average over the parametric

Fig. 7: Channel NMSE with quantization as a function of
feedback bits, v = 3 km/h, SNR = 20 dB.

Fig. 8: Channel NMSE with quantization as a function of SNR,
in various UE mobility scenarios, Q = 112.

CSI feedback with uniform bit allocation. This is because
COMPaCT minimizes the distortion of the channel NMSE by
the parameter selective bit allocation.

In Fig. 8, we evaluate the NMSE performance of COMPaCT
in two UE mobility scenarios (v = {3, 60} km/h). We observe
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Fig. 9: Cosine similarity with quantization as a function of
SNR (dB), v = 60 km/h, Q = 112.

that COMPaCT shows the best (lowest) NMSE in various
mobility scenarios. For example, COMPaCT achieves a 3 dB
reduction in channel NMSE compared to other conventional
methods since COMPaCT can capture the variation of the
channel parameters from the previous channel sequence. We
also observe that COMPaCT is robust to UE mobility. We
note that the angular-delay reciprocity does not hold for
non-stationary scenario (i.e., v = 60 km/h), so that DLRec
suffers from NMSE degradation caused by the channel aging
effect. On the other hand, COMPaCT estimates the geometric
channel parameters at the desired time instant by extracting the
correlated features from both temporally adjacent and distant
channels. Indeed, compared to the stationary scenario (i.e.,
v = 3 km/h), COMPaCT achieves a higher NMSE gain over
DLRec in non-stationary scenario.

In Fig. 9, we plot the cosine similarity, a metric to measure
the quality of the beamforming vector, as a function of SNR.
Cosine similarity can be expressed as

ρ = E

 1

Nf

Nf∑
s=1

|ĥH [s]h[s]|
∥ĥ[s]∥2∥h[s]∥2

 . (69)

One can observe that COMPaCT achieves the best (largest)
correlation between the reconstructed channel ĥ[s] and the true
channel h[s]. Since the beamforming gain is maximized when
the beams are properly aligned with the signal propagation
paths, one can deduce that beamforming gain of COMPaCT
will be larger than the conventional techniques.

In Fig. 10, we compare the bit error rate (BER) of COM-
PaCT with conventional schemes. We adopt the beamforming
vector rt+∆t[s] = ĥt+∆t[s]/||ĥt+∆t[s]||2 [35] and use the
QPSK symbol with hard decoding. We observe that COM-
PaCT achieves significant gain in BER performance in all
SNR regimes. For example, COMPaCT requires SNR = 10 dB
to achieve BER = 0.05, but DLRec achieves the same
performance at SNR = 20 dB.

In Fig. 11, we compare the channel NMSE of COMPaCT as
a function of the number of observed timeslots. We observe

Fig. 10: BER performance as a function of SNR, v = 3 km/h,
Q = 112.

Fig. 11: Channel NMSE with quantization as a function on
timeslots, SNR = 20 dB, Q = 112.

that the proposed COMPaCT achieves more than 1 dB gain
over the LSTM-based method. This gap becomes even more
significant when the number of timeslots is 15, showing more
than 2 dB gain over the conventional method. This is because
the proposed COMPaCT employs a Transformer architecture
that reflects relationships among all elements within a se-
quence simultaneously, and leverages channel parameters with
longer coherence times to estimate the downlink channel.

To demonstrate the robustness of COMPaCT in various
wireless environments, in Fig. 12, we evaluate the performance
of COMPaCT under different path loss models (i.e., urban area
and rural area) in 3GPP Release 14 [28]. We use channel
data from urban areas where LoS is frequently obstructed
by structures such as buildings, and from rural areas where
LoS is dominant. Training, validation, and test datasets of
each scenario consist of 40,000, 10,000, and 10,000 channel
data, respectively. Interestingly, we observe that COMPaCT
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Fig. 12: Channel NMSE in various channel environments.

Fig. 13: Channel NMSE with quantization in non-stationary
scenarios.

works well even when the tested scenario is different from
the training scenario. The main reason for this is that the
channel feedback via COMPaCT relies heavily on UE mobility
in mmWave bands rather than on the specific channel model.

In Fig. 13, we evaluate the channel NMSE of COMPaCT in
non-stationary scenarios where the UE speeds are v = 3 km/h
(pedestrian), v = 60 km/h (vehicle), and v = 108 km/h (vehi-
cle on highway). We observe that the proposed COMPaCT
achieves more than 1 dB gain in terms of channel NMSE
compared to DLRec in all mobility scenarios. This result
shows that the proposed COMPaCT supports accurate CSI
feedback while UE is moving at extremely high speed, whether
on the highway or aboard a train.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a DL-based parametric CSI
feedback technique for mmWave massive MIMO systems.
Using the property that the mmWave MIMO channel can be

expressed with a few channel parameters (e.g., angles, delays,
and path gains), the proposed COMPaCT extracts geometric
channel parameters from the MIMO channel matrix and then
quantizes and feeds back the channel parameters instead of
the full-dimensional MIMO channel. Then by combining the
geometric channel parameters, UE reconstructs the MIMO
channel matrix. Intriguing feature of COMPaCT is that we use
Transformer, the state-of-the-art DL model, for the channel
parameter extraction and the MIMO channel reconstruction.
By capturing the spatio-temporal correlation among the MIMO
channel sequence via Transformer, COMPaCT can support
accurate CSI feedback while assessing low feedback overhead.
From the numerical results, we demonstrated that COMPaCT
achieves a significant performance gain over the conventional
CSI feedback schemes in terms of NMSE and BER. We
believe that the proposed COMPaCT can be an effective means
for the channel acquisition in various upcoming 6G applica-
tions such as vehicle-to-everything (V2X) communications,
non-terrestrial networks (NTN), and maritime communica-
tions.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

First, the perturbation of h[s] with respect to θ is

(∇θh[s])∆θ =

[
∂h[s]

∂θ1
, · · · , ∂h[s]

∂θL

]
[∆θ1, · · · ,∆θL]

T (70)

=

L∑
l=1

∂h[s]

∂θl
∆θl, (71)

where the partial derivative of h[s] with respective to θl is
given by

∂h[s]

∂θl
=
∂at(θ)

∂θl
diag(ejϕ−2πfsτ )β (72)

=

[
0N , · · · , ∂at(θl)

∂θl
, · · · ,0Nt

]
diag(ejϕ−2πfsτ )β

(73)

=

(
eTl ⊗

∂at(θl)

∂θl

)
diag(ejϕ−2πfsτ )β, (74)

where el ∈ RL is the L× 1 vector whose l-th element is one
and all other elements are zero. Note that the gradient of the
array steering vector at(θl) with respect to θl is given by

∂at(θl)

∂θl
=

∂

∂θl

[
1, e−j

2πd sin θl
λ , · · · , e−j(Nt−1)

2πd sin θl
λ

]T
(75)

= −j 2πd cos θl
λ

[
0, e−j 2πd

λ sin θl , · · · ,

(Nt − 1)e−j(Nt−1) 2πd
λ sin θl

]T
(76)

= −j 2πd cos θl
λ

(
[0, · · · , Nt − 1]T

⊙
[
1, e−j 2πd

λ sin θl , · · · , e−j(Nt−1) 2πd
λ sin θl

]T)
(77)

= −j 2πd cos θl
λ

(
nNt
⊙ at(θl)

)
, (78)
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where nNt
= [0, 1, · · · , Nt− 1]T ∈ RNt . By plugging (78) to

(74), we have

∂h[s]

∂θl
=− j

2πd cos θl
λ

(
eTl ⊗

(
nNt
⊙ at(θl)

))
× diag(ejϕ−2πfsτ )β. (79)

Then, ∇θh[s]∆θ in (71) can be re-expressed as

∇θh[s]∆θ=

L∑
l=1

∂h[s]

∂θl
∆θl (80)

= −j 2πd
λ

L∑
l=1

cos θl

(
eTl ⊗

(
nNt ⊙ at(θl)

))
× diag(ejϕ−2πfsτ )β∆θl (81)

= −j 2πd
λ

( L∑
l=1

cos θl

(
eTl ⊗

(
nNt ⊙ at(θl)

))
∆θl

)
× diag(ejϕ−2πfsτ )β (82)

= −j 2πd
λ

([
cos θ1∆θ1nNt , · · · , cos θL∆θLnNt

]
⊙
[
at(θ1), · · · ,at(θL)

])
diag(e−j2πfsτ )β (83)

=
(
Rθ ⊙At(θ)

)
diag(e−j2πfsτ )β, (84)

where

Rθ = −j 2πd
λ

[
cos θ1∆θ1nNt

, · · · , cos θL∆θLnNt

]
. (85)

The perturbations of h[s] with respect to τ , β, and ϕ in
Lemma 1 can be obtained similarly.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Since ∆θ, ∆τ , ∆β, and ∆ϕ are independent, E
[
∥∆H∥2F

]
can be expressed as

E
[
∥∆H∥2F

]
=

Nf∑
s=1

E
[
∥∆h[s]∥22

]
(86)

=

Nf∑
s=1

(
E
[
∥(∇θh[s])∆θ∥22

]
+ E

[
∥(∇τh[s])∆τ∥22

]
+ E

[
∥(∇βh[s])∆β∥22

]
+ E

[
∥(∇ϕh[s])∆ϕ∥22

])
.

(87)

First, the angle quantization term E
[
∥(∇θh[s])∆θ∥22

]
is com-

puted as

E
[
∥(∇θh[s])∆θ∥22

]
=E

[∥∥(Rθ ⊙At(θ)
)
diag(ej(ϕ−2πfsτ ))β

∥∥2
2

]
(88)

=E
[
βHdiag(ej(ϕ−2πfsτ ))

(
Rθ ⊙At(θ)

)H(
Rθ ⊙At(θ)

)
× diag(ej(ϕ−2πfsτ ))β

]
(89)

=tr
(
E
[(
Rθ ⊙At(θ)

)H(
Rθ ⊙At(θ)

)]
diag(ej(ϕ−2πfsτ ))

× E
[
ββH

]
diag(−ej(ϕ−2πfsτ ))

)
. (90)

Since βl ∼ Unif[0, βmax], we get E
[
ββH

]
=

β2
max

12 IL.
Also, using the definition of Rθ in (54) and the fact that
∆θu ∼ Unif

[
− π

2Qθ
, π
2Qθ

]
, (u, v)-th element of E

[(
Rθ ⊙

At(θ)
)H(

Rθ ⊙At(θ)
)]

is computed as

4π2d2

λ2
E
[
(cos θu∆θu(nNt

⊙ at(θu)))
H

(cos θv∆θv(nNt
⊙ at(θv)))

]
=

4π2d2

λ2
E[cos θu cos θv]E[∆θu∆θv]

× (nNt
⊙ at(θu))

H(nNt
⊙ at(θv)) (91)

≈ δu,v
4π2d2

λ2
E
[
cos2 θu

]
E
[
(∆θu)

2
]
∥nNt

⊙ at(θv)∥22 (92)

=
δu,vπ

4d2Nt(Nt − 1)

3 · 22Qθλ2
. (93)

By plugging (93) to (90), we have

E
[
∥(∇θh[s])∆θ∥22

]
≈ π4d2LNt(Nt − 1)β2

max

36 · 22Qθλ2
. (94)

Also, we get the angle quantization term Cθ as

Cθ =

Nf∑
s=1

E
[
∥(∇θh[s])∆θ∥22

]
≈π4d2LNfNt(Nt − 1)β2

max

36 · 22Qθλ2
. (95)

Similarly, Cτ , Cβ , and Cϕ can be expressed as functions of
Qτ , Qβ , and Qϕ, respectively.
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