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Abstract—With finite-rate feedback, we propose two feedback
methods for transmit beamforming in a point-to-point MISO-
OFDM channel. For the first method, a receiver with perfect
channel information, quantizes and feeds back the optimalrans-
mit beamforming vectors of a few selected subcarriers, whitare
equally spaced. Based on those quantized vectors, the trangter
applies either constant, linear, or higher-order interpolation with
the remaining beamforming vectors. With constant interpohtion,
we derive the approximate sum achievable rate and the optima
cluster size that maximizes the approximate rate. For linea
interpolation, we derive a closed-form expression for the pase
rotation by utilizing the correlation between OFDM subcarriers.
We also propose a higher-order interpolation that requiresmore
than two quantized vectors to interpolate transmit beamfomers,
and is based on existing channel estimation methods. Numesil
results show that interpolation with the optimized clustersize can
perform significantly better than that with an arbitrary clu ster
size. For the second proposed method, a channel impulse respse
is quantized with a uniform scalar quantizer. With channel
quantization, we also derive the approximate sum achievablrate.
We show that switching between the two methods for different
feedback-rate requirements can perform better than the exgting
schemes.

Index Terms—Multiple-input single-output (MISO), OFDM,
transmit beamforming, feedback, RVQ, beamforming interpo
lation, optimal cluster size, channel quantization.

I. INTRODUCTION

we consider transmit beamforming for multiple-input siag|
output (MISO) orthogonal frequency-division multiplegin
(OFDM).

In MISO-OFDM, a wideband channel is converted into
parallel narrowband subchannels. For each subchanneber su
carrier, the optimal beamforming vector is different anéde
to be quantized at the receiver and fed back to the trangmitte
The total number of feedback bits required increases wih th
number of subcarriers, which can be large. Refererices [4]-
[18] have proposed to reduce the amount of feedback while
maintaining performance. Due to high channel correlation i
time and frequency domains, feedback of transmit precoding
matrices across time and subcarriers can be compressed.
References[[16],[[17] proposed to compress feedback with
either recursive or trellis-based encodings.

In [4], [9], [15], [18], the optimal transmit beamforming
vectors of selected subcarriers, which are a few subcarrier
apart, are quantized while the remaining ones are approxi-
mated to equal the quantized vector of the closest subcarrie
The remaining transmit beamforming vectors are proposed
to be linearly interpolated in_[5],[12] and spherically ent
polated in [[6], [11], [13]. In [10], the authors proposed to
guantize the averaged optimal transmit beamformer in each
cluster termed mean clustering. Geodesic-based intdipola
of transmit precoding matrices was also proposed(in [10]

Equipping a transmitter and/or a receiver with multiple arend was extended to multiuser channels [inl [14]. Th [8],

tennas creates a multiantenna wireless channel whoseityapagach subcarrier cluster uses the same beamforming vector or
depends on the channel information available at the tratesmi precoding matrix, which is searched from a subcodebook that
and/or receiver. In multiantenna channels, transmit beemmf contains entries close to the beamformer or precoder in the
ing has been shown to increase an achievable rate by dgectiljacent cluster. Hence, there is some saving in feedbégk bi
transmit signal toward the strongest channel maode [1]. Withost of the works mentioned proposed to use either the same
channel information, the receiver can compute the optimet interpolated beamforming vectors for a group or clusfer o
beamforming vector that maximizes achievable rate andsfeextljacent subcarriers since subcarriers are highly céedtla a
the vector back to the transmitter. Due to a finite feedbaélequency-selective channel. However, none has analymed t
rate, the beamforming vector needs to be quantized. Seveyplimal cluster size and the associated performance.
quantization schemes and codebooks have been proposed a®lven a limited feedback rate, we propose to quantize the
analyzed, and the corresponding performance was shownofgimal beamforming vector at every few subcarriers with th
depend on the codebook design and the number of availatd&dom vector quantization (RVQ) codebook proposed by [2]
feedback bits[[2],([3, see references therein]. In this worknd to either use the same quantized vector for the whole
subcarrier cluster or interpolate the remaining beamfogni
vectors in the cluster from the quantized vectors. For the
first proposed method termed constant interpolation, wigeler
an approximate sum achievable rate over all subcarriers. Th
analytical approximation can predict the performancedren
well and the optimal cluster size accurately. The optimal
cluster size depends mainly on the available feedback rate,
and on how frequency-selective the current channel is.

For linear interpolation, we propose a closed-form expres-
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sion for the phase-rotation parameter based on the correla- Il. SYSTEM MODEL

tion between the transmit beamformers of subcarriers in thee consider a point-to-point, discrete-time, MISO-OFDM
cluster. In earlier work byl[5], the parameter was exhaugpanne| with V' subcarriers. A transmitter is equipped with
tively searched. Our modified linear interpolation regsirey, antennas while a receiver is equipped with a single

fewer minimum feedback bits than that inl [5]. In_[12], thentenna. We assume that the transmit antennas are placed
expression for the phase-rotation parameter was also pe0p0gficiently far apart that they are independent. For each
and is based on a chordal distance between two quantigefsmit-receive antenna pair, a transmitted signal ates
beamforming vectors of the adjacent clusters. However, of,ugh a frequency-selective Rayleigh fading channeh wit
p_roposed phase rotation comblngd with the optimized alus{gyer 7. Applying a discrete Fourier transform (DFT), the
size outperforms the phase rotation proposed by [12]. frequency response for tegh subcarrier and the;th transmit

For higher-order interpolation, our method is based c¥tennais given by
earlier works on comb-type pilot based channel estimation L1 ,
in OFDM [19]—[2_1]. Three or more quantized l_)eamforming B, = Z gz,nte%ﬂm 1)
vectors from adjacent clusters are used to interpolate all =0

beamforming vectors in one cluster. The number of phas\ﬁhereglm is a complex channel gain for thth path between

lrott_atlonTEaran][et?rsr:ncreaste? with the otrder t?]f :he m.ter_pcﬂe n.th transmit and receive antenna pairs. Assuming a rich
ation. 1he set of phase-rotation paramelers that maxsni ctattering,g; ,,, for all L paths and allV; transmit antennas

sum achievable rate in a cluster can be se_a_rched from independent complex Gaussian distributed with zermmea
codebook proposed by|[5]. Reference [6] modified the seco Yd varianceE|g..., [2. In this work, we assume a uniform
order channel estimation ih_[21] to interpolate transmarhe power delay prof’iTILé for which the p;ower of each path is the
forming vectors for subcarriers in a multiple-input mulkip ame and the total channel power for each transmit-receive
output (MIMO)-OFDM channel. In[[13] the authors base ntenna pair is one. HencEJg: .. |2 = L. Let h,, denote an
their method from the work by_|19] to interpolate transmi}vt x 1 channel vector of tr{ezfgtsubcérrier Wﬁose entry is
beamformers for subcarriers, but without phase rotatidhs. h shown in [1). Thus '

lack of phase-rotation parameters degrades significahtly t " ' '
performance of the method in_[13]. Our numerical example hy = [hn1 hn2 - hn,N,]T. (2)

shows that the higher-order interpolation with our optieaiz ] ) ] ]
cluster size results in a good performance in a high feedbackASSUming a transmit beamforming or a rank-one precoding,
rate regime. the received signal on theth subcarrier is given by

When the feedback rate is high, we propose to quantize rn = hiv,z, +2,, 1<n <N, )

the channel impulse response with a uniform scalar quam'f@herevn is an NV, x 1 unit-norm beamforming vectos, is a

_?_Ed der:ve the ?pptr_ommat% ?uTh rate for I\QISO”‘: hj"?”? Tansmitted symbol with zero mean and unit variance, anid
€ scafar quantization used In € proposed Method 1S Teps, yyitive white Gaussian noise with zero mean and variance
complex than the vector quantization used_ in [7]. The prefdos

| tizati f the ch i | is 1sh o2, With perfect channel information at the transmitter, the
tsca arfquan 'Zl'la '(.)t?] ° hi i? agtr)le ll(mptu sg. rglsponse Iltsr$ O¥btimal transmit precoding that maximizes an achievaltie ra
0 perform wel with a high feedbackrale. similar reSultS®ve ¢, \yis channel is rank-one. This fact motivates us to

observed by[I?] where the optimal beamformer and not th%e a rank-one precoding or beamforming. A resulting sum
channel response was scalar quantized. We note[that [29] a%%hievable rate oveN subcarriers is given by
proposed to scalar quantize a channel impulse response, but

the resulting sum rate was not analyzed.

N
C =) E[log(1+ plhfv.|?) (4)
Apart from what was presented earlier in [23], [[24], here ,; [ ]
we _show details of all p_roof_s aqd update _the derivation of tr\]/vehere the expectation is over the distribution kf. We
achievable rate approximation in Propositidn 1. We compare

, - assume a uniform power allocation for all subcarriers and
our proposed feedback methods with several existing ones in

the literature and show that selecting the optimal clustar s ence, _the backg2round signal-to-noise ratio (SNRY) for each
. - . subcarrierp = 1/02.
that maximizes the sum rate can significantly improve the . . .
) . ) . . . From [4), we note that the sum achievable rate is a function
sum rate. Higher-order interpolation with quantized traits X . :
Lo of transmit beamforming vectof;, v, ..., vn }. A receiver
beamforming is also proposed. : : : S .
with perfect channel information can optimize the sum achie
This paper is organized as follows. Sectioh Il describeble rate over the transmit beamforming vectors and send the
channel and feedback models as well as formulates the firstdected beamforming vectors to the transmitter via a faeidb
feedback-rate problem. We propose beamforming interjpolat channel. Since the feedback channel between the receiver
methods and analyze the optimal cluster size in Se¢fidn lHnd the transmitter has a finite rate, quantizing the transmi
Direct quantization of channel impulse response and its p&eamforming vectors is required. In this study we apply a
formance analysis are shown in Secfion V. Numerical resuliandom vector quantization (RVQ) codebook whose entries
and conclusions are in Sectidnbk V VI, respectively.lina are independent, isotropically distributed vectors toruza
all proofs are in appendices. a transmit beamforming vector. RVQ is simple, however has
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been shown to perform close to the optimum codebook [2he two channel vectors are. When— 0, ¢(¢q) — L and

[25]. the squared correlation becomigs, ||* — 1. We note that the
We assumeB total feedback bits per update. For amumber of channel taps and channel impulse response can

equal-bit-per-subcarrier allocation, each beamformiegtar be accurately estimated as shown[in/[26].

is quantized withB/N bits. Let us denote the RVQ codebook

by V = {wy,ws, ..., w,s/~ } with 25/N entries. The receiver

selects for thenth subcarrier the entry in the codebook thah Constant Interpolation

maximizes an instantaneous achievable rate as follows: . _ . _
In the first method, we group adjacent contiguous subcarri-

b, = argmax log(1 + plhjw|?) (5) ers into a cluster and apply the same quantized beamforming
— argmax |kl w|? ©) vector for all subcarriers in the cluster. We denote the rermb
wey " of contiguous subcarriers in one cluster k§ Thus, the num-
and the associated achievable rate for ik subcarrier is Per of clusters is given by = [N/M| with a possible few
given by remaining subcarriers. The number of feedback bits aléatat
for each cluster is equal tB/K. All B/K bits are used to
Cpn = E [log(1 + p|h} 9,|?)] (7) quantize the beamforming vector of the centered subcarrier
= E [log(1 +p||hn||2|ﬁlffn|2)] ) (8) for odd M and one subcarrier off the center for even.

B Therefore, the beamforming vector used for thbk cluster is
where h,, = h,/||h,| is a unit-norm channel vector thatgiven by
points in the same direction ds,. Evaluating[(8) was shown
by [25]. We note from[(B) that the achievable rate depends argmaxyey |hl uow]?  for odd M
on the number of feedback bits per subcarrier, which coul@®ns+m = t 2,
be small due to a large number of subcarriers in a practical kM+%w|
OFDM system. Hence, this may result in a large quantization (13)

error, which leads to a substantial performance loss. wherel < m < M and0 < k < K — 1. If N/M is not
an integer, then there exist some remaining subcarrierishwh

do not belong in any cluster. We propose to set the transmit

_ . _ beamforming for these subcarriers to be that of the lastelus
Feeding back transmit beamforming vectors of all sulys follows:
carriers requires quantizingd N, complex coefficients and
thus, a large number of feedback bits. We note that adjacent Drarig = Oy for1<q< N—KM. (14)
subcarriers in OFDM are highly correlated since the number o
channel taps is much lower than that of subcarriérs( V). \wjith constant interpolation, an achievable rate for each
The optimal transmit beamformers, which depend on chanely.arrier can be approximated by Proposifibn 1 .
matrices, are glso highly correlat.ed. In this section, vappse Proposition 1: For1 < n-+q < N, the approximate ergodic
beamforming mterpola_ltlon qf d|ffe_rem Qrders to reduce thachievable rate of thén + ¢)th subcarrier is given by
number of feedback bits while maintaining the performance.
First we evaluate a squared correlation between normalized
channel vectors of subcarrierandn + ¢ defined by

|hl Ry g ] ©) where
[Pnl?[[Pntqll?

argmaxycy |h for even M

IIl. I NTERPOLATING TRANSMIT BEAMFORMING VECTORS

Cniqg = Chpqg = log(1 + pNyy(n +q, B/K)) (15)

B[R] = |

Evaluating [®) is not tractable for a finite-size system. ¢&gn (1 + ¢, B/K) £ ¢(q, Ny) - (1 — 25/ K p(2P/ %, %))
we approximate the average squared correlation as follows. (2B/K 3(2B/K | N )S
Lemma 1: A squared correlation between th¢h andn + + (1 —(g, Ny)) - PNl (16)
gth normalized channel vectors is approximated as follows: Ny —1
E [l R, o] ~ L2 + Niw(q) (10) and the beta functiop(z,y) = fol tr=1(1 —t)v=tde.
L2N; +¢*(q) The proof of Propositiofi]1 is shown in AppendiX B.
£ ¥(q, Ny) (11)  with Propositiori L, we obtain the approximate sum achiev-
Where able rate for a single cluster with odd as follows:
sin (2L
0 = s @) =
N Celuster= Z Chig = log(1 + pN;v(0, B/K))

The proof of Lemmall is shown in AppendiX A.

As subsequent numerical example in Secfidn V will show
that approximation in Lemmid 1 closely predicts the result of
a finite-size system. The correlation [N}10) depends.ofV, +2> log(1+ pNy(q, B/K)). (17)
N;, and most importantlyg, which indicates how far apart 9=1

M—1
9=—"32

M-—1
2
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With even M, the sum achievable rate for a single cluster iand for evenM
approximated by

M
pN S
~ L Kv(0,B/K) + 2K ,B/K
My M M N—KM M
+2 ) log(1+pNey(g, B/ K))+log(1+pNey(-, B/K)). +Ky(5, B/K) + > oA+ 7,B/K)}~ (24)
q=1 r=1

18
(18) These analytical expressions give a more accurate approxi-
We note that the performance of the constant interpolatiomation than those in Propositioh 1 since there is no Jensen’s
has a trade-off between total feedback bits and clusteraside inequality involved as demonstrated by numerical resuts i
hence, there exists optimal cluster size for a given feddba®ectiorn[ V.
budget. GivenB feedback bits and other system parameters,
we would like to determine the number of subcarriéfS, B |inear Interpolation
which maximizes the approximate sum achievable ratallof

N subcarriers given by To increase the performance, we propose to modify a

linear interpolation proposed by|[5]. Similar to the comsta
interpolation, all subcarriers are grouped itoclusters. Each

M* =arg max <{ KCeuster cluster cqnsists of/ conFig_uous subca_lrriers and a possible last
SISy cluster with a few remaining subcarriers. For each clusher,
N_KM M optimal beamforming vector of the first subcarrier is seldct
+ Z log(1 4+ pNyy(r + —, B/K)) v (19) fr_om an RVQ codebook with eitheB/K bits or B/(K + 1)
—y 2 bits, depending on the total number of clusters.

] ) ) All other beamforming vectors in a cluster are linear
where the first term accounts for the approximate achievall§mpinations of the quantized beamforming vector of the

rate of the k' clusters and the second term accounts f@gst subcarrier in the cluster and that in the next cluster as
the approximate achievable rate of a few remaining subcgsiiows [5]:

riers. Solving [(IP) can be accomplished by either integer R 00
programming for which there exist many available tools or by Okt sm (Om) 2 (1 — em)Pkr + cm€”"" D(pg1y i (25)

exhaustive search. Although the optimization[in] (19) isebas (1 = em)Orns + Cmem D y1ynl|

on the approximation of the actual achievable rate, sulEs®qufor | < 1, < M — 1 and0 < k < K — 1, where

numerical examples in Sectibd V show that the solutiofi td (19 m

accurately predicts the optimal cluster size. We note thextet Cm = 31 (26)

Ligclztg:g?urrgomparable analysis on the optimal cluster $12€4 2 linear weight and,,, is a phase-rotation parameter. We

. . . note that for the last cluster, we choose to interpolate with
Besides the sum achievable rate, another important perf

. . f.?lrétead ofo to save some feedback bits. Due to DIRE, is
mance metric is the average received power across sul:;rsarré?m”(,ir to Ay and hencep; is also similar todyy

defined as follows: In [5], 6., is chosen to maximize the sum achievable rate

1 N in (@) by performing exhaustive search over the receivedgrow
nave 2 ~ Z pE [|h}6,)?] (20) in each cluster as follows. For tHeh cluster,
=1 M
N _ T 0 2
_ pN; TP O = argmafcz |Rgas i kst (0)] (27)
== nz_:l E[|hf9,[%] . (21) 66 £
- where the phase-rotation codebook
where it is shown in the proof of Propositibh 1 that
1 2 P-1
B 0= {0,277—,277—...,277—} (28)
E [|hf,6,|*] = v(n, B/K). (22) por P

and P is the number of quantization levels.
Therefore, the average received power can be approximatedo avoid search complexity and reduce feedback, here we
as follows. propose to determine the phase rotation based on a coorelati
Corollary 1: For odd M, between the optimal beamformers of neighboring subcarrier
We note that the optimal transmit beamforming vector for the

M—1

N 3 nth subcarrier is matched to the normalized channel vector
TAVE A2 %{KW(O,B/K%L?K > ~(¢,B/K) viP* = h,. Evaluating a correlation between the optimal
q=1 beamformer and the interpolated beamformer that @are
N—KM M subcarriers apart|(vys;) vrarim|?, follows similar steps
+ Z y(r + T’B/K) , (23) to the proof of Lemmdll. This correlation is most likely
r=1 close to the correlation between the optimal beamformers,
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which is approximated to be)(m,N;) in (11). Based on Phase-rotation parametefs,,_; and#6,,,;1 are introduced in
this assumption, we s€t|(v%, ) vrarim|? t0 ¥(m, N;) and this study to increase the performance of the higher-order
solve for the phase-rotation parameter given by the folowi interpolation. Similar to that in the linear interpolatjotie

proposition. set of the two phase rotations is found by maximizing the
Proposition 2: The phase rotation for theth subcarrier in sum received power in thith cluster over the codebodk
the cluster is given by as follows:
U(m) M
0,, = arccos 29 T - |2
@ @ 0o Hpcen Ty Pl 59
where o .
For orderR whereR is even andR > 2, the interpolated
U(m) = (1 — cn)?(@W(m, Ny) — Ny + 1) beamformer in thecth cluster is given by
N, N
+ ¢ (Nio(m, Ny) = 5°(M) +1)(30) Oeatim = T 37
and where
2
V(m) = Z(l — Cm)Cm(Ne — Nyyp(m, Ny) + 1) -
TM(L - 1) y= D ase " b
(M) cos ( ) . (31) s=—%
N R
2
The proof is shown in Appendix]C. + anrns + pedfmit g 38
Finding the optimal cluster size for the linear interpaati OTRM ; ' Geron - (38)

is not tractable since the achievable rate expression is not n
known. From numerical results, the optimal cluster of thend {a,}> . is a set of interpolation constants while the
constant interpolation mostly aligns with that of the lineaset of phase Totations
interpolation and that of higher-order interpolations aallw
We note that computing,,, in Propositio 2 can be performed {om;—% coos Omi—1, O, a9m;§}
at the transmitter with the number of channel tapsand
cluster sizeM. For a relatively static environment, and _
hencelM may not change often [27]. Thus, feedback for these \yg expect the higher-order interpolation method to perform
parameters do not occur often and consists of minimal nUMlRSier than the previous methods, but the performance gain |
of bits. For [3], the phase-rotation needs to be fed back fgfained at the expense of additional complexity and feekdba
every cluster. The number of additional feedback bits_in [Yearch complexity to locate the optimal set of phase-mati
increases linearly with the number of clusters and can B ameters increases with the number of phase rotations or
significantly larger than that in our method. the order of the interpolation. Also, the additional numbér
feedback bits to quantize these phase rotations increaties w

C. Higher-Order Interpolation the number of clusters and the order of the interpolatioes€h

For a better interpolation, more than two quantized trankits are in addition to the number of bits used to quantize
mit beamforming vectors should be used to interpolate tt@nsmit beamformers.
beamforming vectors in the cluster. For instance, the sicon
order interpolated transmit beamformer in #th cluster is as IV. QUANTIZING CHANNEL IMPULSE RESPONSE
follows:

can be found by exhaustive search over the phase codebook

When the available feedback rate is sufficiently high (large
than 2 bits per complex entry), quantizing the channel irsgul
response directly can perform well [28]. Here we propose
= : : _ . to quantize all channel taps of all transmit-receive argenn

llo—1e7%mi =19 _1)0s + coBrar + a1 B 1) n | pairs with a scalar uniform quantizer. A uniform quantizer i
simple and performs close to the optimal quantizer when the
We note that there are 3 quantized beamformersimber of quantization bits is high. Real and imaginaryart
V(p—1)M> VkM > Dk 1)m, Which are used for interpolation. of all channel taps are quantized independently with theesam
This interpolation was modified from the channel intergorat number of bits, which isZ—. Thus, the quantizetih channel
methods proposed by [19], [20]. The set of constants is givéap for then,th transmit-receive antenna pair is given by
by [19]

VkM +m

a_ 1071 gy 4 a1 g )

) Gine = Giner + 39000 (39)
Q—1 = Ecm(cm -1) (33) = Q(91,n,7) +jQ(9l7nn,i) (40)
ag = —(cm — 1)(em + 1) (34) whereg; ., » andg, ,,; are real and imaginary parts of,,,
B
1 respectivelyQ(-) is the uniform scalar quantizer withz~:Z
a1 = —cm(em + 1). (35) - / . .
2 steps, while variables with hats denote outputs of the dremt
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Here we select a step size of the quantizer by the existireg ruthere f,, (-) denotes the probability density function (pdf) of

of thumb for Gaussian input (cf. [29, p. 125])
_AB[(gne)?] 1

3__B
22 2N4L

A :
VL

(41)

B
22N:L

9ling,r-

Each term in[(4B)E(31) can be computed numerically. How-
ever, to obtain some insight on how the sum achievable rate
depends on the feedback rate and other channel parameters,

which changes with the variance of the channel tap and @ approximate each term in a high feedback-rate regime. It
number of quantization bits. Then, the transmitter compate yas shown that for larg® [31],

DFT of the quantized channel impulse response to obtain an

approximate frequency response as follows:

L-1
~ N _ j2win
b, = E gin,€ N,
=0

which is the n;th entry of the quantizedV, x 1 chan-
nel vector for the nth subcarrier denoted byh,

~ n N T
|:hn,1 hn,2 e hn7Nt:|

(42)

Based orh,,, the transmitter transmits signal in the direction
of the quantized channel vector, namehy, /| k.| and the

corresponding sum rate over all subcarriers is given by

N A~
hih,|?
CZZE 10g(1+p||;fl |2| )1 (43)
n=1 n
|hf b |?
= NE |log(1 + p—2—"") (44)
[nl?
(2
< Nlog(1l + pE |h’fhn2| ]) (45)
Rl
E||hf, ]
~ Nlog(l + p——"1 2 (46)
E||h,|?]

N A? 2 _ B
E[(gT — gT)Q] ~ E = 3_L N:L |

Applying the property of the optimum quantizer _[32], we
obtain

(52)

1
Elgrgr] =~ — — E[(§r — g+)?]. 53
9r9:] = 57 = El(9r = 90)7] (53)
As B — o0, g, — g,. Hence,
3
: ~2 21 __
Jim Elgg:] = 173 (54)

Substituting [(5R) —[(34) intd (47) and_(48), we obtain the
approximate upper bound for a sum achievable rate for the
MISO channel with largeB as follows

1 3
C'~ Nlog(l+p(1 — 7 + (NeL — 1)2p + m)) (55)

where Qp = 1 — 3%2_%. As the number of feedback

bits per transmit antenna and channel taﬁ—, increases,

the quantization errof (52) decreases and the sum [rate (55)
increases. We note that for q@% — oo and N, increases,

the sum rate in[{35) increases a@$log(pN;), which is

the sum rate with perfect CSI. With a large feedback rate,
guantizing channel impulse response can achieve a larger

where in [44), we use the fact that the distribution of SUI%,'um rate than beamforming interpolation as will be shown
carriers is identical and ir_(#5) and {46), we apply Jensens sypsequent numerical examples. To determine at Vhiat
inequality and approximate an expectation of the quotiegitch from channel quantization to, for example, the camist

by a quotient of the two expectations. The approximatiqfhamforming interpolation, we compare the sum rate obtaine
becomes more accurate as the number of transmit antenpgg, PropositioriIL with that froni(55).

increases [30]. Consequently, we obtain the approximate su

achievable rate.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Since real and imaginary parts of each channel tap are

independent and Gaussian distributed with zero mean

variance%, we can easily show that

Ellfnl’) = N~ 2LE[G, —9)7)  (@47)
and
Ellhah}, ] = Ni(1 + 1 — (2L~ DE[G, — 9]

+ 2LE[§2¢?] + AL(N,L — 1)E>[4,9,])
(48)

where we have dropped indicesand! from g, ,,, , for clarity.
The mean squared error is given by

El(G, — 9. / Q) — )2 f,, () da

and the correlation and its second moment are given by
Elggr) = [ 2Q@)1,. (o) do
/IQQQ(I)ng (z) dz.

(49)

(50)

Elgre7] = (51)

ando illustrate the performance of the proposed interpotegjo
Monte Carlo simulation is performed with 3000 channel
realizations. Fig[]l shows a correlation between subaarrie
E|h! h,4|? from simulation results and the analytical ap-
proximation in Lemmall withNV, = 5, N = 1024, L =
64 and 128, respectively. From this figure, we see that the
correlation between subcarriers decreases as expected whe
the subcarriers are further apart and note that the anallytic
approximation derived in Lemmla 1 predicts the simulation
results quite accurately.

Fig.[2 shows the average received power per subcaygier
with constant interpolation for different numbers of feadk
bits B and channel tapd.. We set the number of transmit
antennasV; = 4, cluster sizel/ = 32, and SNR at 10 dB. We
also place another x-axis on the top of the figure showing the
number of bits per clusteB/K. In the figure, the solid lines
show the analytical approximation given in Corollafy 1 wehil
the square and circular markers show the simulation results
Due to search complexity of RVQ, there are no simulation
results for a large-feedback regime.
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from this figure, selecting optimal/ = 16 performs 35%
better than that for feeding back every subcarrigf & 1)

for L. = 4. Comparing the analytical approximation and the
simulation results, we observe that the gap is quite sutigtan
(due to Jensen’s inequality); however, the analyticalltestili

can accurately predict the optimal. For a flat fading channel

(L = 1), all subcarrier gains are the same and thus, the
optimal M* = 1. For frequency selective fading.(> 1),
subcarriers are less correlated and the optimél decrease
with L. We remark that the system size for this figure is set to
be smaller than that in the previous figure. This is due again
—“—ﬁgz:ﬁ:zz: iy mz;iggz‘t;igs to computational complexity of RVQ wheB is large.

0|+ =O=" Simulation w/ N = 1024, L = 64 1
- =%= Simulation w/ N = 1024, L = 128
n T n n

n n+q

Feedback bitsg)er cluster (B/Ki
4 6 10 2

‘ ‘ ‘ 2 14 16
-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 260 ‘ ‘ ‘
Subcarrier’s index
240
Fig. 1. Correlation between subcarriéih, A, 4|2 from both simulation
and analytical results wittV; = 5, N = 1024, and L = 64 and 128. z 220
=
o 200
g
We note from the figure that the average received pow % 180
increases withB as expected and decreases withAs the 3
channel becomes more frequency selective, the cluster s § 160 ‘
should be reduced to maintain the performance. We obse § S —O— Analytical approx. w/L=1 |
. . . » 14 —B— Analytical approx. w/ L = 4
that in this example, the analytical results are very clase . —s— Analytical approx. w/ L = 12
those from the simulation. Unlike the achievable rate asisly 120 707 Simulation w1
Jensen’s inequality is not used in derivimgye. From the '=%= Simulation w/ L = 12
figure, we see that about half a feedback bit per subcarr 100 10 20 20 20 =0 60
gives us close to the infinite-feedback performance. Cluster size (M)
Feedback bits per cluster (B/K) Fig. 3.  Sum achievable rate with different cluster sikg and different
350 . 10 15 20 25 30 number of channel taps for N = 64, Ny = 4, B = 16, and SNR at 10

dB.

Fig.[4 shows the optimal number of subcarriers per cluster
M* obtained from the analytical bound approximation with

2
) different numbers of channel taps and total feedback hits. |
g this figure, we observe thalt/* decreases wheh increases.
3 In other words, when the channel becomes more frequency
g selective, cluster size should be reduced. Furthermori, wi
g more available feedback bits, cluster size should also be
> . . . .
< , reduced. The explanation is as follows. As shown in [Eig. 2, an
Analytical approx. w/ L = 30 . . . . .
1 o Simulation w/ L = 30 increase in the number of quantization or feedback bits heyo
—+— Analytixal approx. w/ L = 60 a certain point will give diminishing rate return. Theredpto
. ‘ ‘ O_Simulationw/L =60 _ ‘ extend a rate increase, cluster size should be reduced for a
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 better interpolation of transmit beamforming.

Total feedback bits (B . .
®) In Fig. [, we compare the sum achievable rate of all

Ei . . . interpolation methods proposed in the study with either the
ig. 2. Average received power per subcarrgye with the number of total e . . . .
feedback bitsB for N = 1024, N; = 4, M = 32, and SNR atl0 dB. optimized cluster size obtained from [19) or fixed clusteesi
M = 16. For this figure, we selV = 256, L = 24, N, = 3,

Fig.[3 shows the sum achievable rate with constant interpamd SNR at 10 dB. We observe that with a low feedback, the
lation with cluster sizelf from both the analytical approxima- performance of interpolation with optimal cluster size &mat
tion from Propositiori ]l and the simulation results when theith M = 16 do not differ much. However,the performance
number of total feedback bits is severely limited at 16 bitgap between interpolation with or without the optimized
Different plots correspond to differeiit values. For small\/, cluster size widens significantly as available feedback bexs
more beamforming vectors are quantized and fed back frdarger. The gain on the performance gain could be as high as
the receiver, but with a smaller number of feedback bits p&5% for the constant interpolation. The solid line on the top
cluster. For largé\/, the opposite is true. Thus, there exists aaf the figure shows the infinite feedback performance. We see
optimal M that maximizes the achievable rate. We can obsertheat with only two bits per subcarriers, our proposed meshod
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N =1024;N, = 4; SNR =10 dB clusters. The main difference betweén [5] ahd! [21] is linear

0 —e—B-64 weight o, In our method, the phase rotatidp, differs for
—=—B =96 different subcarriers in the same cluster and can be datedni
" g = 123 at the transmitter with just the number of channel tépand
] ——B=

cluster sizeM fed back to the transmitter. Thus, the additional

number of feedback bits in our method is minimal while those

in [5], [21] increase linearly with the number of clusteis

For this figure, methods proposed by [5], [21] require 64

additional bits. In[[1R2], phase rotation is based on the dabr

distance between the two adjacent quantized beamformedrs an

is the same for all subcarriers in the cluster. Referericks [5

[12], [21] do not optimize cluster size and in this figure,st i

fixed at 16. For[[l7], magnitudes and phases of all channel taps

are vector-quantized. The method proposed_ in [7] performs
5 1 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 worse than our channel quantization for snfallHowever, we
expect the performance of the two methods to be comparable

Fig. 4. The optimald/* shown withL and B for N = 1024, N; = 4, and when B IS_ Iarge. . .

SNR at 10 dB. From Fig[®, we remark that the combination of our methods
(linear interpolation in a low feedback-rate regime anckctir
channel quantization in a high feedback-rate regime) domi-

achieve near optimal performance. We note that the secopgtes all mentioned works in all feedback range. Also from

order interpolation performs worse than the constant or thsis figure, we can conclude that with roughly one feedbatk bi
first-order interpolation in low or moderaté regimes. This per subcarrier, the direct channel-tap quantization ifepred,

is due to the extra feedback bits required to feed back the tgad with fewer than one bit per subcarrier, interpolatiamnfr

phase-rotation parametets,_, andf,,;1 by the second-order quantized transmit beamformers is preferred.
method. The additional feedback bits can be significant.aor

fixed M = 16 (hence, K = 16), 8 bits per cluster or total 128 N = 256; L =24;N = 3; SNR =10 dB
bits are used to feed back the two phase-rotation paramete 850

N:256;L=24;Nl=3; SNR =10dB 800 J
850 T T T : _
e g 750] sz L. |
800} H‘W ] Py
e %% 2
i : £ 700f ]
g 750 g —§
@ 2 6501 —— Optimal Beamforming 1
€ 700} 1 S —&— Quantizing Channel taps
2 - - L —— Choi and Heath w/ M = 16 [5 |
g —— Optimal Beamforming ‘% 600 ] | He et al. w/ M = 16 [21] 5]
2 6507 —o—Constantw/M =16 —o—Kimetal. w/ M = 16 [12]
S o i L : A
@ 0= Constant w/ Optimal M 550 —+— Linear interpolation w/ optimal M
E 600r —+—2"order w/M = 16 —e— Huang et al. [7]
e« oA . * 500
+= 2""—order w/ Optimal M 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
5504 —w— Linear w/ M = 16 Total feedback bits (B)
- '=%="Linear w/ Optimal M )
500100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 Fig. 6. Sum achievable rate of3a< 1 OFDM channel with various feedback
Total feedback bits (B) schemes plotted with the total number of feedback Bitsand N = 256,

L =24, and SNR at 10 dB.
Fig. 5. Comparison of the sum achievable rate with diffeiieterpolation
methods and with either optimized or fixed cluster sizesNoe= 256, L = In Fig.[d, we compare an achievable rate per subcarrier of
24, Nt = 3, and SNR atl0 dB. a 3 x 1 channel obtained from simulation and the approxima-
tion (58) for a direct quantization of channel taps. A number
In Fig.[8, we compare our linear interpolation method withf channel tapd. varies between 32 and 128. From the figure,
the optimized subcarrier cluster size from Section Il anghe approximate sum rate exhibits the same performance tren
direCt Channel quantization from SeCti v W|th eXiStin%S the simulation results and the gap between the two is
methods|([5],[[7], [12],[[211]. References|[5]. [12], [21] prase apout 10%. Again we can attribute the gap between the two
a beamforming interpolation in frequency domain while [7lesults to Jensen’s inequality. Although the approxinmatio
proposes to vector-quantize channel impulse response.dltived for a large feedback rate, it seems to predict well th

both [3], [21], a single phase-rotation parameter is used fgimuylation result even with relatively smal. In addition,
the whole cluster. Hence, the number of phase rotations to

be quantized and fed back inl [5],_[21] equals the number oftThe expression oé,, in (28) was also used by][5].
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we observe from the simulation results that approximatelyekpected, all sum rates increase with SNR. We also add the
bits per real coefficient are needed to achieve close to therformance of channel quantization with= 288 or 1.125
maximum achievable rate. While the number of fading pathuts per subcarrier, which is close to that of the perfectdnait

L increasesB also increases to achieve close to the maximubeamforming. The linear interpolation with only 32 bits or
rate. 0.125 feedback bits per subcarrier can significantly ofidper

random beamforming or a system with zero feedback.
Quantizing channel taps; N = 1024; N = 3; SNR=10dB

3800 N =256;L=24;N =3

37001 2500 T T T T T

36001 —6— Linear interpolation w/ B = 32

—— Quantizing channel taps w/ B = 288

T 35001 2000H = Random beamforming (B = 0)
(= . .
= — — Optimal beamforming (B =
@ 3400f : « 1 = pii ing (B= )
© (=
© 0 9©990-0f - B~ -g- - 8.l - - £
@ 3300 \,0‘ ’\-2 —‘—\_\E"_ - 1 s
£ o’ pr P T 1500
> 32001 1 B Re 7 )
2 0 R g
g 3100/ il \," —6— Analytical approx. w/ L = 32 3
g 3000} é E{\ 27 —a— Analyt!cal approx. w/ L = 64 %ﬂ% 1000
(7] * —— Analytical approx. w/ L = 128 £

29001 +=0=" Simulation w/ L = 32 i 3

| =B~ Simulation w/ L = 64 J 5001
2800 ) .
== Simulation w/ L = 128
2700 i i ‘ ; ‘ ‘
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 ’
Total feedback bits (B) > . :
-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

SNR (dB)
Fig. 7. Comparison between achievable rate obtained fronulation and

t]r\}te :n; hg:i? Isilpé)r;)z( T;l)aggt] for channel-tap quantizatieith V' = 1024, Fig. 9. Sum achievable rates from various methods are glatieh SNR

for N =256, L = 24 and Ny = 3.

In Figs.[8 and B, we compare sum rate of our linear inter-
polation method with those of perfect transmit beamforming
(infinite feedback) and random transmit beamforming (zero
feedback). In Fig[18, we plot sum achievable rates with the We have proposed feedback methods for MISO-OFDM
number of transmit antennas fof = 256, L = 24, and SNR channels. Beamforming interpolation with RVQ performslwel
at 10 dB. We see that the sum rates of the perfect beamforminigh limited feedback while direct quantization of the chah
and the linear interpolation witl? = 128 bits increase with impulse response performs well with large feedback. Thus,
N;. The gap between the perfect beamforming and our meth&wlitching between the two methods for different feedback
grows larger asV, increases. To close the gap, more feedbac#tes is recommended. We analyzed the sum achievable rate

VI. CONCLUSIONS

bits are needed for quantizing transmit beamformers. with constant interpolation and RvVQ and showed that the
analytical results can predict the performance trend and ac
N = 256; L = 24; SNR = 10 dB curately predict the optimal cluster size. From numerical

1400 T T T T T T
Optimal beamforming (B = )
—©— Linear interpolation w/ B = 128
—&— Random beamforming (B = 0)

examples shown, operating at the optimal cluster size can gi

a significant rate gain over an arbitrary size. For a relitive
static channel in which the number of channel taps or SNR do
not change often, the cluster size does not have to be updated
frequently as well.

For linear interpolation, we have derived a closed-form
expression for a phase rotation to avoid exhaustive sear¢h a
additional number of feedback bits in quantizing the phase
rotation. We also considered the higher-order interpahati
inspired from the OFDM channel estimation problem. Both
linear and higher-order interpolations are improved digni
cantly with the optimized cluster size derived for the canst
interpolation. Furthermore, we have analyzed the achlevab
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 rate with direct quantization of channel taps, which degend

Number of transmit antennas (N ) on the feedback rate and the number of antennas and channel
i , ) I taps.
10 . s Schievable rates of the proosed Inear It %4, Future work can take different directions. In the problem
N for N = 256, L = 24 and SNR = 10 dB. considered, the MISO channel was investigated. Extending o
results to MIMO beamforming is not straightforward and thus
In Fig.[8, sum rates are plotted with SNR while = 3. As MIMO beamforming could be a good problem to consider. In

1300
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1100

1000

900

800

Sum achievable rate (nat)

700

600

500
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addition, here we considered channels with a uniform powerAlso,
delay profile. Other practical channel models might be of

interest.

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Lemma [Tl

We approximate

E [|hjzhn+q|2]

E[|hl b,y o|*] = . (56)
[ ol E|[hn?[|Pnql|?]
First, we evaluaté® [|hf h,4|*] as follows
2
[|hT n+q| n+qm (57)
N
= Z E [|hn,m1|2|hn+q7m1|2}
mi1= 1

+ Z Z E nm1 n+q,m1]E[hnm2h;+qm2]

mo= 177121

ma#m
(58)
=NE [|hn m1|2|hn+q,m1 |2]
+ Ni(Ny = V)| E [hy, s Bnqoms | 12 (59)

where we apply the assumption that channel gains across C,,,, =F [log(l + pllntq? |hn+q”n+q| )

antennas arei.d.

Next we evaluate each term in_{59) by substitutinlg (1).

E [|hn|2|hn+q|2]
L

* *
= Z E|:gllgl2913.gl4e
l1,l2,l3,l4=1

—g2m{(ly —la+lz—lg)nt+(3—-l4)q}
N

(60)

where we omit the antenna subscript; for brevity. It is
straightforward to show that

—g2n{(ly —lo+lz—ly)n+(l3—la)a}

E[9119;2913974e N ]

2 h=l=l3=1l,
1-1 (lh =1l2) # (I3 = la),

= 61
L) -1) ¢ (h=l) # (2 =1s), OV
0 otherwise

Substituting [(611) into[{60) gives
1
E [lhn|2|hn+q|2] =1+ ﬁ‘PQ(Q) (62)

127rl q
n+q Z E|gl1 |2 ’
l1 1
L = * —j2nlyn  —j2wly(ntq)
+ Z Z E[gllglz]e N € N
l1:1 l2:1
la#l
(63)
L
1 —j2m
= e (64)
l1:1
1 —jenz-1)q
=—e N o(q) (65)
where the second term ib(63) is equal to zero.
Substituting [[6R) and (65) intd_(b9) gives
B[Rl by 2] = Ny + 22 66
[l n n+q|]— t+ﬁ9" (q)- (66)

Following similar steps as the above evaluation of
E [|hf,hyiq|?], we can show that

ey e

73%°()-

Substituting [[66) and (67) int@_(b6) yields the Lemma.

E [ hnll*|lhntqll*] = (67)

B. Proof of Proposition[]

From (8),
(68)
< log(l + PE[”hn-‘rqH |hn+q”n+q| ]) (69)
= log(1 + pE||hniql|*E|R], o0 iql*) (70)
=log(1 + pN: E|h), i) (71)

where Jensen’s inequality is applied [n](69). Eql (70) is due t
the fact that|h,, 1, and|ﬁfl+qf;n+q|2 are independent [25].
In addition, E||h,,1,||* = N; since each element ih,,, has
unit variance. Jensen’s inequality is tighter when the neimb
of transmit antennas increases.

To derive the upper bound ofi,,,, in (71), we need to
determineE|ﬁL+qﬁn+q|2. With constant interpolationy,, 4
is set to equal the representative beamforming of a cluster,
which i ISq subcarriers away. Therefore, we would like to eval-
uateE|hn+qvn|2. To accomplish this goal, we projeht,
onto h,, and its N; — 1-dimensional orthogonal complement
denoted byh:t.

Let {wy,us,...,un,—1} be a basis oh;;. Hence, we can
write h,,1, as a Ilnear combination of its projection ong,
and the basis oh;- as follows.

N¢—1

+ Z u,; hn+q

Prig = (R oy (72)
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With (72), we have

B[R}y g0ul]
2

Ny—1
E|(hl, hn)(Rln) + > (Bl ui)(ufo,)|  (73)
=1
B Ny—1
= B[R] b |2|hL@n|2} + 0 B[Rl il .
=1
B B Nt—l
1=1
(74)

where® {z} is the real part ofc. Similar to [25], it can be
shown thath!_ h,|? and|h} v,[* are independent. In[25],
E|h!,|* was also analyzed Whl|E|hn+qh 12 =~ ¥(q, Ny)
from Lemma[l. Thus,

E[R} |2|BT O |2]
~ (g, Ny) <1 — 9B/Kg(aBIK, L)) -
Ny —1
(76)

For the second term on the right-hand side[of (74), we have

that similar to the first term,

B (IR} quil*lufo. ] = BB wiP Eluloa . (77)

11

Evaluating the final term of the right-hand side bfl(74) is
not tractable. However we note that for both small and large
feedback, the term is close to zero duehths,, and u;rff;n,
respectively. Thus, we approximate

} ~ 0. (83)

Finally, substituting [(76), [(82), and _(B3) in_(74) yields
Propositior_LL.

N¢—1

> (Bl ui)(uld,)

=1

C. Proof of Proposition

Applying the linear interpolatio (25) and assuming optima
unquantized beamforming, we have

E|(v3p) vearsm]®

_ 2
E ‘hLM {0 = cm)hpnr + Cmejemh(kJrl)M}‘

_ (84)
E|(1 = cm)hiar + cmed® ey ||
Here we propose to set phase rotatipn by solving
E ’hLM {(1 = em)hins + cme? ””h(k+1>M}‘ _ y(m, ).
m
El[(1 = cm)hrrr + cme??m by m]| :
(85)

where(m, Ny) is defined in Lemmall.

Similar to steps shown in the proof of Lemih 1, we can

show that

We can evaluate the second term[inl(77) as follows. Similar

to (72), we can writev,, as a linear combination of its
projection onto basi§h,,u1,...,uy,—1} as follows:

N¢—1

—i—Zuvn

Evaluating (o] 9,)? with (Z8) and applying the fact that
||[9,]| = 1 results in

= (hl®,)h (78)

Nt—1

|B117}n|2 + Z |"-"1‘L"A)n|2 =1 (79)
i=1

We take expectation on both sides and substitute a closed-

form expression off|h} #,|? from [25]. Also, E|u!®,|? is
the same for alll < 7 < N; — 1 due to identical distributions.
Thus, from [79), we have

2B/K6(2B/K _ Ny )

Eluld,|* = I 80
fuf 6| — (80)
Similar to the steps that derive_{80), we can show that
1- 1/}((15 Nt)
E|hn+qui|2 ~ N, 1 (81)
Applying (80) and[(8ll), we have
N¢—1
> B[l ulo. ]
i=1
2B/K g(2B/K ey
~ (1= 9(q, M) N @2
A

E’hlﬂ{

=1 —cn)* (N + 1)+, <%¢(M)2 + 1)

) s + e Ry M}‘

+2(1—¢pm)em cos b, cos (WM(if_ 1)) (Nt; 1> o(M)
(86)
and
E|(1 = em)hiar + cme?® Ryl
= (1= cpm)?(Ny +1) + 2Ny

Ny

M(L —
—|—2f(1—cm)cmcos€mcos L

) v, @)

(

Substituting [(86) and_(87) intd_(B4) and solving &y, gives
Propositior 2.
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