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Abstract

Massive MIMO has been regarded as one of the key technolfmi&s wireless networks, as it can significantly
improve both the spectral efficiency and energy efficientye @vailability of high-dimensional channel side informa-
tion (CSI) is critical for its promised performance gainst the overhead of acquiring CSI may potentially deplete
the available radio resources. Fortunately, it has regdrgkn discovered that harnessing various sparsity stesctu
in massive MIMO channels can lead to significant overheadatish, and thus improve the system performance.
This paper presents and discusses the use of sparsityedspiSI acquisition techniques for massive MIMO, as
well as the underlying mathematical theory. Sparsity-ieshapproaches for both frequency-division duplexing and
time-division duplexing massive MIMO systems will be exaed and compared from an overall system perspective,
including the design trade-offs between the two dupleximgles, computational complexity of acquisition algorithms
and applicability of sparsity structures. Meanwhile, sofature prospects for research on high-dimensional CSI
acquisition to meet practical demands will be identified.

Index Terms

Massive MIMO, channel estimation, pilot contaminatiorippsequences, sparsity, compressed sengingjin-
imization.

|I. INTRODUCTION

Massive MIMO systems promise to boost spectral efficiencyniyre than one order of magnitude [1], [2].
Full benefits of massive MIMO, however, will never come toitinn without the base stations (BSs) having
adequate channel knowledge, which appears to be an exjyrarhallenging task([3]. The challenges posed by
MIMO channels of very high dimension are confronted in bathgtiency-division duplexing (FDD) and time-
division duplexing (TDD) massive MIMO systems. In the FDD dheo both the pilot-aided training overhead and

the feedback overhead for CSI acquisition grow proporfignaith the BS antenna size. However, the proportion
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Fig. 1: Pilot reuse in multiple cells. (a) FDD downlink traig (b) TDD uplink training.

of radio resources allocated to CSI acquisition is severdyricted by the channel coherence period. The situation
is made worse in an environment with high user equipment (td&bility.

In view of this, a considerable research effort has beentddvim TDD massive MIMO by exploiting channel
reciprocity. Although the training overhead for TDD opévatbecomes proportional to the number of active UEs
rather than that of BS antennas, the inevitable reuse ofahee ilot in neighboring cells can seriously degrade
the quality of obtained channel knowledge. This is becabhsechannels to UEs in adjacent cells who share the
same pilot will be collectively acquired by the BS. In othewrds, the desired channel obtained by the BS will be
contaminated by interference channels. Once this contrdnchannel knowledge is utilized for transmitting or
receiving data, intercell interference occurs immedyjeéeld hence limits the achievable performance. This problem
known aspilot contamination can not be circumvented simply by adding more BS antennas.

Several attempts have been made to tackle the challengesjoifiag high-dimensional CSI in massive MIMO.
For instance, in[[4], open/closed loop training that uéfiztemporal and spatial channel statistics is proposed
to reduce the amount of downlink training overhead. For gating pilot contamination, the optimal design of
precoding matrices aimed at minimizing the square errotsad by pilot reuse has shown its superiority over
linear precoding[[5]. Thanks to the recent advances in cessad sensing [[6].][7], sparse signal processing has
attracted much attention in such high-dimensional sedtindnich has also demonstrated its power in CSI acquisition
in terms of reconstructing CSI from a limited number of chelrmeasurements. Various sparsity structures exhibited
by massive MIMO channels have recently been identified etyemotivating the development of new strategies
for CSI acquisition. Surprisingly, not only can high traigioverhead be reduced, but pilot contamination can also
be resolved by appealing to sparsity-inspired approaches.

In this paper, we provide a comprehensive overview of thiesikthe-art research on sparsity-inspired approaches
for high-dimensional CSI acquisition. In Section II, theathnges in FDD and TDD massive MIMO are reviewed in
detail, including a rarely mentioned issue of FDD pilot @amtnation. On the basis of different sparsity structures,

a variety of methods for either achieving overhead redactinalleviating the effects of pilot reuse are examined
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and compared in Section lll. Finally, concluding remarks arade in Section IV.

Notations C: complex numberR: real part,|-||,,: p-norm, (-) ": transpose(-) ¥ : Hermitian transposd,y: N x N
identity matrix,\ (-, -): normal distribution[E [-]: expectation: zero vector, car@): cardinality, supg-): the set of
indices of non-zero elements, \@): variancemax {-}: the maximum element, Vee): vectorization®: Kronecker

product,=: matrix inequality,(-)T: pseudo inverse.

II. CHALLENGES OFHIGH-DIMENSIONAL CSI ACQUISITION

In massive MIMO systems with high-dimensional channeld, &{uisition at BSs is a fundamentally challenging
problem. In FDD massive MIMO, performing this task consuraesnsiderable amount of radio resources which
is proportional to the dimension of channels. On the otherdhan TDD-mode operation, it is hard to ensure
the orthogonality of pilot sequences in the multicell scemas the number of overall UEs becomes large. As a
result, the inevitable reuse of correlated pilot sequeneedifferent cells, known as pilot contamination, causes
capacity-limiting intercell interference.

To illustrate these difficulties further, we will considenessive MIMO network consisting df hexagonal cells.

In each cell, there is a BS equipped with &frelement linear arrgy serving K single-antenna UEs. The channel
between BSi and UEF in cell j is denoted by thél/ x 1 vectorh; ; ;. The BS antenna size is supposed to be

greatly larger than the number of served UEs.

A. FDD Massive MIMO

In the FDD mode, obtaining CSI at BSs is normally performethio steps. First, each BS sends a downlink train-
ing matrix to its served UEs. Second, each UE estimates thieedechannel based on the downlink measurements
and feeds back acquired CSI through dedicated uplink feddblaannels.

During downlink training, UEL in cell i receives channel measurements

Yo = SMhik + Y SPhyg + 25y, (1)
I#£i
where S+ denotes theN x M pilot training matrix used in cell, z7"; is the additive noise, while the first

term of the right-hand side (RHS) represents the desirednganeasurements, and the next term results from
intercell interference. Even without considering the ietpaf intercell interference, the required training ovextie

N for conventional least-squares (LS) or minimum mean sqaex@ (MMSE) estimators to achieve a reasonable
performance level still scales linearly with the BS antesize. By taking intercell interference into account, a

further increase in training overhead would occur. The iekpéxpressions of the optimal pilot training matrices

(NN > M) are provided in[[B] for single-cell networks. 1n|[9], thetopal design of training matrices for multicell

MIMO-OFDM systems is considered.

1For simplicity, the assumption of employing linear arragsriade. However, most of the results discussed in this papebe generalized
to include the cases of using planar or cylindrical arrays.
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What makes the situation worse is that typical feedback mélarare finite-rate. This implies that only quantized
versions of channel estimates can be fed back to BSs. If taerepredefined codebooks consisting of precoding
vectors, then the index of the optimal codebook vector isiired to be sent back [10], [L1]. However, either the
amount of quantized CSI or the size of codebooks increasprojportion to the number of BS antennas, and it in
turn makes these two limited feedback techniques imprdticFDD massive MIMO.

Note that when the same training matrix is repeatedly useghditiple cells, i.e.,S?- = --- = S%, this can
be regarded as pilot contamination in FDD massive MIMO. A®sult of such contamination, as shown in Fig.
[d(a), BS: will acquire the composite channﬂle h; ; , rather than the desired chanigl; ;,, given the feedback
channel being error-free and the additive noise being igghobespite this fact, utilizing this composite CSI to
form a precoding vector and transmit signals at B&ill not cause serious interference to UEs in the neighlgprin
cells. For instance, given that maximum ratio transmisg§MRT) precoding is employed, the transmitted signal
from BS i can be expressed &s = Zszl wj.f’,g’xm wherez; ;, is the signal intended for UE within the cell, and
Wi = Zle(hﬁi,k)/ denotes the MRT precoding vector. During the downlink traission phase, the received

interference at Ukn in cell j due to BSi is given by

K
4 H
Lijm =h; ; n,xi = E E by b i m@i k. 2
k=1 1=1

When the number of BS antennas grows without limit, the cbkhwactors are asymptotically orthogonal. Thus, the
channel producthﬁmhi_,jym approach zero and so does the interferefage, . In other words, intercell interference
caused by pilot contamination diminishes asymptoticalithvincreasing BS antenna size. This implies that there
is no need to mitigate intercell interference by makingrireg matrices distinct from each other in the asymptotic
regime. Hence, the existing literature rarely addressessbue of pilot contamination in FDD massive MIMO.
Note that uplink training in the FDD mode is not considerecehén explanation for this is provided as follows.
The uplink CSI is mainly utilized for data acquisition in a ltiple-access channel, instead of a broadcast channel.
This means that more advanced signal processing technisues as blind multiuser detection, can be applied at
the BS side. Thus, pilot-aided training may not be the besicehand CSI acquisition is not necessarily separated

from data acquisition.

B. TDD Massive MIMO

Making massive MIMO operate in the TDD mode is a promising wacircumvent the identified difficulties
in the FDD mode. Owing to channel reciprocity in the TDD motlee CSI obtained via uplink training can be
utilized for downlink transmission. More importantly, tleest of uplink training now increases linearly with the
number of active UEs rather than that of BS antennas. Tygjdar obtaining accurate CSlI, it requires that each
UE transmits an orthogonal pilot sequence to its serving B&wvever, the number of available orthogonal pilot
sequences is limited by the ratio of the channel coherenteevad to the channel delay spread|[12], which may

be small due to the mobility of UEs or adverse physical emritents. When the number of overall UEs becomes
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Fig. 2: The number X = 3I) of admissible UEs versus pilot sequence length for the GWBRBE, and FOS
schemes, given a fixed SINR-requirement pattern, th{at/j&l =113, Yurn~2 = 1, Y1)~z = 3} (from [13].)

large, the situation of using non-orthogonal pilot seqeshd&nown as pilot contamination, inevitably arises. A
consequence of pilot contamination is intra- and intel-ceérference.

During the uplink training phase, the received signal atitheBS is given by

L
Y= SiH,, + 2}, €©)
=1
whereH, ; = [h,;;1,...,h;; k] consists of channel vectors from UEs in thk cell to theith BS, the columns

of S¥* form a set ofr x 1 pilot sequencegs; ,}X |, andZ* denotes an additive noise matrix. To illustrate the
case of intercell interference, assume that the same setttafgonal pilot sequences is reused in each cell, i.e.,
S{- =-.- =8} and Sz,klsl,kz = 0 for k; # ko, as shown in Figld1(b). Employing the LS estimator yields the

channel estimate

jun)l

R [(sut)H sw] (8 yur
= Hii+ ) Hy+ |59 se] sz, (@)
1#i
where the rows oﬁi,i are given byﬁi,m = Zle h; ; » when ignoring the noise. During downlink transmission,

using estimatesﬁiyl-_,k to form the transmit signak;, = Zszl Wi Ti ks Wherew{.:’k" = ElL:I(hiI?l,k) are MRT

precoding vectors, will cause interference
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Lijm = h;;.,.x
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to UE m in cell j. Though the second term on the RHS [0f (5) decreases with tnedsing BS antenna size, the
first term, which does not vanish, makes the received simalterference-plus-noise ratio (SINR) at Wiin cell
4 converge to a limit and becomes the performance limitingofac

The current investigation into TDD pilot contamination fises on its impact on the received SINR or the sum
rate when linear precoders/detectors are applied. Howeeey little is known about its impact on the system
equipped with nonlinear precoders/detectors. A recenkb8] provides an interesting perspective on the user
capacity of pilot-contaminated massive MIMO which quaasfithe maximum number of admissible UEs given
their own SINR requirements. As shown in Fig. 2, the user cipaf three schemsof joint pilot design and
transmit power allocation is fundamentally limited by tlemdth of pilot sequences. For further details about pilot

contamination in TDD massive MIMO, the study [14] and referes therein should be consulted.

IIl. SPARSITY-INSPIREDCSI ACQUISITION

Despite the challenges imposed by the high dimensionafityhannel matrices, a number of research efforts
have sought to address them and have achieved reasonablgnefCSI acquisition. In particular, sparsity-inspired

approaches have been proved to be powerful tools, as peesbatow.

A. FDD Massive MIMO

1) The Joint CSI Recovery Methoduthors of [15] proposed a method for low-overhead pilotnireg in the
single-cell scenario, taking advantage of channel syaRibvided that a uniform linear array with critically sjgac
antennas is employed at the BS, the charnglwhere indices of BSs are discarded in the single-cell stena

exhibits a sparse representatibf in the angular domain, i.e.,

h; = Uhj, (6)

whereU is a discrete Fourier transform (DFT) matrix whose colummsnf an angular basis. The cardinality of
supgh}) can be reasonably assumed to be greatly less fabecause of limited local scattering at the BS
whose antenna array mounted higher than surrounding saattédditionally, based on the results in [16], it has
been argued that the channels to UEs are likely to share mlhagdommon support in the angular domain, i.e.,

NE_ supphy) = Q.. In order to utilize the channel sparsity and common suppaperty simultaneously, channel

2The pilot sequences employed in the GWBE, WBE, and FOS schareerespectively generalized Welch bound equality (GW&iences,
WBE sequences, and finite orthogonal sequences (FOS) whoséation among sequences is either 1 or 0. The same ddwpdiver allocation,
P; o< 7i/(14+;), is used in the three schemes.
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measurements acquired at UEs are fed back to the serving 88rrar-free feedback channels. Hence, a joint
channel recovery problem can be formulated as follows:

. K 2
min 37 [[yR — S hy|
(hy V) k=1 1Yk 1 )

st.  NE supphi) = Q..
Using orthogonal matching pursuit (OMP) as a basis, a gredggrithm has been proposed to efficiently solve
this problem. The simulation results show that the requirathing overhead for this recovery algorithm can be
significantly less than that for the conventional LS estonatloreover, the mean square error (MSE) performance
improves with the increasing cardinality ©X..

One major concern about this joint recovery approach is tiaerying assumption of perfect channel measure-
ments being fed back. As practical feedback channels agdlimaited, it is more reasonable to assume quantized
measurements at the BS. The impact of quantization on thenethaecovery performance requires further investi-
gation. On the other hand, it has been suggested that thersmibchannel measurements that is needed at the BS
should be adaptively adjusted according to the sensitidiitthe system performance to the CSI inaccuracy [17].
Furthermore, there has been little quantitative analysieerequired training overhead against the channel ggarsi
level. This quantification is in dire need as it will help usasere the actual training overhead reduction that can
be achieved without relying on time-consuming simulations

2) The Weighted’; Minimization Method: Considering a similar single-cell scenario, the study!(iff] [has
drawn attention to utilizing partial support informatiofi gparse massive MIMO channels, which is a collection
of indices of significant entries of channel vectors in thgwar domain. The main advantage of using partial
support information is the possibility of achieving a rekable training overhead reduction. Specifically, the order
of the required overhead decreases fréhslog M) to O (s) wheres = cardsupfh?)] is the channel sparsity
level. Assume that the partial support informatibin of channelhj, is available at UE:, where cardfk) = §and
cardsupgh?) N Tk] is given by |as$]. The higher the factow, the higher is the accuracy level of partial support

information. Based on a weighted minimization framework, the channel recovery is perfornasdollows:

~

_min hj,
hzecM Lw
subject to ‘ SP UL — y2|| <,
k k|, )
13 { ¢ Tk?
0, €Ty,

whereS® ¢ CV*M js designed to be a Gaussian random matrix of independerpileamormal entries, the noise
z;- is assumed to be upper bounded, i} ||, < ¢, and|[hg||1.w = Zij\il w;|h2[i]]. In the objective function,
the entries that are expected to be zero are weighted mordlyh&zan others. The results show a significant
improvement over the method without using partial suppddrimation when the accuracy levelexceeds a certain

threshold. Moreover, taking a convex geometry approahatithors have successfully and precisely quantified the
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[18].)

required training overhead for achieving a certain pewsgamtof exact recovery. The exact recovery is declared if
||hg — hg|]y < 10~*. As shown in Fig[B, the analytical curves @f= 0.2 anda = 0.8 can accurately depict the
empirical phase transition curves @% exact recovery and5% exact recovery, respectively.

Unlike the previous method, here, channel measurementsairted back to the BS. In other words, it avoids
the assumption of error-free feedback channels. Howeveaises another issue of storing random matrices at UEs
with limited memory. Also, performing convex optimizati@an impose a stringent computation requirement on
UEs without seeking for low-complexity solutions. Seveattempts have been made to design practical training
matrices. In[[18], Toeplitz-structured training matricesiggested for the realistic implementation, are shown to
perform comparably to Gaussian random matrices and regeinerating less independent random variables. A
deterministic approach to the training matrix design ist fasnsidered by appealing to matrix properties such
as mutual coherencé [20]. More advanced deterministiaitrgi matrices are developed in_[21] to yield higher
recovery accuracy. In the context of FDD massive MIMO, it Wble interesting to invent structurally random or
deterministic training matrices that take partial suppfidrmation of channels to multiple UEs into consideration
In addition, the similar concepts of using prior channelteaige to lower training overhead can be foundlih [4]
where spatial and temporal correlations are harnessede Btady is needed to better understand how to integrate

all the relevant prior knowledge into efficient CSI acqudsit

B. TDD Massive MIMO

As mentioned in Se€.1[4B, employing uplink training to ointaigh-dimensional downlink CSlI results in undesired
pilot contamination, and the following are some efforts tl@ss this issue.
1) The Coordinated MMSE Methoontradicting conventional wisdom, it has been shown thiatpossible to

mitigate pilot contamination using the linear MMSE estiorg22]. The key factor in determining the success of
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MMSE estimation is that each channel to the UE can be regasedlinear combination of finite steering vectors

P
h; ;e = % pgl @ik (p)albijx ()], 9)

where P is the number of pathsy; ; , (p) are zero-mean path gains, aadb; ; . (p)] denote the steering vectors
due to angle of arrivals (AoAs}; ;x (p). Consequently, the rank of the channel covariance maijx , =
E{h;;:h/’ .} depends on the randé;"";,0;"*s] in which AoAs 6; ;. (p) lie, which typically turns out to be
low. Let us focus on théth row of (4), i.e.,ﬁi,iyk = Zle h;,r +z; . Based on it, the desired chanigl; ;, can

be further extracted by the MMSE estimator, i.e.,

hiix = Riix <0'§IM + Z Ri,l,k) ik, (10)
=1

where the covariance matrix ef ;, is assumed to be2I,,. When the range of AoAs due to interfering UEs that use
the same pilot sequence does not overlap with the AoA rangealthe desired UE, the estimd:ie,i,k approaches
the desiredh; ; ,, as the BS antenna size grows to infinity. This feature is Figiiractive because the dimension
of the BS antennas can be made as large as desired in mas$i@.Noreover, the condition of non-overlapping
AoA ranges can be satisfied if the reused pilot sequence pepgoallocated to UEs in neighboring cells. A heuristic
algorithm has been developed to perform pilot allocatiorainoordinated manner. Another favorable feature of
this method recently demonstrated|ini[23] is that the asgiigatlly optimal estimate is obtainable whether uniform
or non-uniform arrays are employed. As a result, BS antemreys are exempt from the requirement of high
calibration accuracy.

The second-order statistics of high-dimensional charirele successfully been utilized to facilitate robust MMSE
channel estimation under pilot contamination. Howevetaioling channel covariance matrices of high dimension
imposes another challenge to the massive MIMO system. fitésesting to know if the low-rankness can help speed
up the acquisition of channel covariance matrices. Fumoeg, it is still unknown if this covariance-matrix-aware
method is sensitive to the inaccuracy of the second-ord¢istits. On the other hand, the information about AoAs
actually can be extracted from statistical channel knogéegrior to commencing the instantaneous CSI acquisition
[24]. In this case, the dimension of the parameter space af ehannel shrinks t@, which can be significantly
less than the original. Most importantly, this informatioould aid BSs in distinguishing between training signals
from UEs using the same pilot.

2) The Quadratic Semidefinite Programming (SDP) Methidbds suggested that a BS should collect CSI of both
the desired links within the cell and interference linksnfrits neighboring cells [25]. In other words, the CSI of
interference links should not be regarded as irrelevarimétion. From this new angle, the expressidn (3) can be

recast as
Y = SUH, + 2, (11)
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TABLE I: Comparison of Sparsity-Inspired CSI Acquisitionelthods

Methods Sparsity Types Pros Cons

« Jointly exploit sparsity &

) common-support property e UESs need to feed back perfect
Joint CSI Recovery  Sparse channel vectors &
o Perform channel recovery at the channel measurements
(FDD) Common supports
BS
« Sharp estimate of the required . .
Weighted Sparse channel vectors & . o Need to obtain partial support
training overhead ) )
£1Minimization partial support . information
« Lower training overhead
(FDD) information
« Performance improves with .
] ) ) ) « Need to obtain second-order
Coordinated MMSE  Low-rank channel increasing antenna size .
) ) . channel statistics
(TDD) covariance matrices o Lower training overhead
« Only suitable for poor scattering
« No need for knowledge of . .
Quadratic SDP Low-rank channel L propagation environments
second-order channel statistics ) o
(TDD) matrices « Higher training overhead
e Channels are not jointly
« No need for knowledge of
Sparse Bayesian Sparse channel vectors in . recovered
second-order channel statistics ) o
Learning (TDD) the UE domain « Higher training overhead
whereS™ £ [S{, ..., S%] andH; £ [H,,,...,H, ;] is the full CSI of wireless links that should be recovered.

Thus, the currently challenging issue is similar to that DDFmassive MIMO, i.e., how to reduce the required
training overhead.

In the undesirable scattering propagation environmehesrank of the channel matrix is equal to the number
r of the feasible AoAY); ;1. (p) in (@), which is greatly less thamax { M, K - L}. Based on this observation, a

unclear norm regularized problem can be formulated as

min § [vec(Y?) — Wvec(H,) + 7 [Hill | (12)

where¥ = S* ® I, and~ is a regularization factor. The sole purpose of adoptingaaranorm regulation is to
minimize the sum of the matrix’s singular values, thereblieming rank minimization. The above problem has

been further recast as a quadratic SDP problem
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min sviv —R {[VeC(YfL)]H v}
Ikt vecy o (THv) (13)
H ’ > 0.
[vec;QLM (\I/Hv)} AIn

The solutionv* to this SDP problem determines the estimate of the channglxma

S.t.

H; = vecy) , {07 vec(Y!) = v}, (14)

which can now be obtained efficiently, thanks to the readigilable polynomial-time SDP solvers.

In the commencing study of massive MIMO [26], the CSI of ifdeence links at BSs is viewed as nonessential.
This is because that desired links and interference linksasymptotically orthogonal, and more importantly,
intercell interference can be proved manageable with thieo€8esired links only. Here, we offer an explanation
why there is a need for acquiring the CSI of interferencediitkthe poor scattering environments. Consider that
H; = G;A whereA = [a(¢1),...,a(¢,)] is anr x M matrix of full row rank withr < min {M, KL} due
to poor scattering, an€x; consists of KL x r independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) zeroamechannel

gains. Then, we havbm,;_,., AA” =1, and

lim H;H? = G;GF « Iy, (15)

M—o0

which implies that the correlation among wireless links glaet diminish with the increasing BS antenna size. In
such a situation, it becomes crucial to obtain the full CSwakless links for effective interference management.

3) The Sparse Bayesian Learning (SBL) Meth8taring the same perspective as the study [25], the wofk7h [2
also considers acquiring the full CSI of wireless links amdpmses a sparse Bayesian learning method to achieve
this goal. Sparse Bayesian learning was first presentédjrafl has been proved to outperform some prevailing
minimization algorithms[[29]. The SBL method proceeds bgtfiransforming the channel matrix into the angular
domain via DFT as mentioned in the joint CSI recovery methed, H, = H,;U. Interestingly, instead of taking
advantage of the sparsity in the angular domain, the spansthe UE domain, which has been empirically shown
to exist, is utilized. In other words, the column vectors oé thannel matri#, are considered one by one. As
each column vector consists of elements due to different tHesindependence among elements can be reasonably
assumed. This independence together with the sparsityeiriJi domain leads to an effective Gaussian-mixture
(GM) model which well describes the joint distributions dfet channel elements. More surprisingly, empirical
results show that there are only few parameters involvetiénGM model that need to be determined. Therefore,
the practical Bayes estimation can be implemented by etraianarginal probability density functions via the
approximate message passing (AMP) algorithm [30] and Iegr&M parameters by means of the expectation-
maximization (EM) algorithm[[31]. The numerical resultoshthat this Bayesian method can achieve a significant

reduction in estimation errors.
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The assumption of channel vectors being sparse in the UE idomay not hold when the UE dimensidki L
is not large enough. A possible remedy for this situationuggested in the following. First, it is desirable to
understand if the GM model is also applicable for modelingfriiutions of spare channel vectors in the angular
domain. Second, as angular-domain channels are very liketpnsist of a small number of block-wise non-zero
segments resulting from few clusters of scatterers, it imently reasonable to assume some dependence among
angular-domain channel elements. Hence, the distribuifotihe channel vector could be a mixture of Gaussian

random vectors, and the original AMP and EM algorithms stidnd modified accordingly to this new GM model.

C. Discussion and Comparison

In the previous subsections, several methods for efficigit-limensional CSI acquisition have been discussed
for massive MIMO communications. TabJe | provides a briemsoary of the advantages and disadvantages of
these methods. It is shown in the table that each methodasik distinct sparsity structure. However, all sparsity
structures considered in massive MIMO are based on the \@igar that angular-domain channels are sparse. As a
result, the second-order statistics of massive MIMO chisingerit the sparsity structure, yielding low-rank chahn
covariance matrices. In addition, as sparse channels diextoely examined, it leads to either block-sparse or
low-rank channel matrices. When the UE dimension is conipata the channel dimension, sparsity in the angular
domain also results in sparsity in the UE domain. On the bafsike aforementioned sparsity structures, different
sparsity-inspired methods are developed either to redadsing overhead or to mitigate pilot contamination.

In FDD massive MIMO, without feeding back channel measureo the BS side, less sparsity structures are
available for developing efficient CSI acquisition methoBgspite this limitation, the weighte€i minimization
method shows that achieving further overhead reductioesasible if partial support information can be obtained in
advance and properly harnessed. Interestingly, by ermathi| BS to gather perfect channel measurements from its
served UEs, the joint CSI recovery method offers an effectiay of utilizing sparsity structures across multiple
UEs. If the performance superiority of this method still d®lwhen taking rate-limited feedback channels into
account, it will establish the fact that offloading CSI aaifinn tasks to the BS is feasible and beneficial.

With regard to TDD massive MIMO, uplink training has more igitg structures to utilize as high-dimensional
channels are jointly recovered at the BS side. It is worthingothat only low-rank channel covariance matrices
have been used for pilot decontamination. Other sparsitictstres such as low-rank channel matrices and sparse
UE-domain channels have not been considered for mitigatiegeffects of pilot reuse. In this regard, there is
still much room for innovation in sparsity-inspired piloecbntamination. It is also worth noting that using perfect
covariance matrices of both desired channels and intexderehannels in the coordinated MMSE method has drawn
criticism [32]. It would be intriguing to assess if there sixefficient algorithms for learning low-rank covariance
matrices. If such algorithms are developed or identifie@ytbhould be integrated into the coordinated MMSE

method.
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D. Implementation Issues

Recently investigators have examined the practical implaation of compressed sensing based algorithms for
sparse channel recovery [33]=[35]. Although the desiggeis are channel models in the 3GPP LTE standard,
several insights that have been provided are still valualolé applicable to realistic implementation of sparse
massive MIMO channel recovery. It has been pointed out thegdy algorithms such as OMP or matching pursuit
(MP) are more desirable from a hardware perspective. It talige these algorithms require lower computational
complexity and lower numerical precision when compareddovex relaxation algorithms such as basis pursuit
(BP) [34]. The trade-off between hardware complexity andaising performance of three greedy algorithms has
been characterized in [B5] and it is indicated that the chia ®@verhead required to implement the gradient pursuit
(GP) algorithm can be three times larger than MP. The powaswmption is normally proportional to this area
overhead. When it comes to the design of channel recoveoyitiigs in FDD massive MIMO, which are typically
performed at the UE side, the issue of hardware complexiyilshbe carefully taken into account. On the other
hand, at the BS side, high-dimensional channels can be essd\by more advanced algorithms such as sparse

Bayesian learning or joint CSI recovery.

E. Implications of New Propagation Models

Most existing studies have based their CSI acquisition @ggres on the conventional MIMO channel models,
which may fail to capture some unique characteristics ofsmasMIMO channels. For instance, the far-field and
plane wavefront assumptions no longer hold when antenraysatecome physically larger than the Rayleigh
distance [[36]. On the other hand, the sheer size of antemagsarwhere different antenna elements observe
varying subsets of scatterer clusters, makes the assumgfispatial channels being wide-sense stationary on the
array axis no longer valid [37]. While new channel modelsenheen proposed in [38], [39] by making a more
accurate spherical wavefront assumption and taking thestationarities into consideration, there is still veryldi
understanding of how these characteristics affect thesgpatructures of the channels in massive MIMO systems.
One previous resulf [40], however, suggests that the spdleniavefront model does adequately characterize the
rank of the channel matrix. This implies that the new chammatiels can potentially affect the SDP method which
exploits the sparsity in the form of the channel matrix rammkaddition, the possibility that none of clusters are
perceptible to some antenna elements cannot be catedypegaluded, so it indicates the possible presence of the
sparsity on the array axis. These inferences suggest tbad th abundant room for further progress in identifying

utilizable sparsity structures based on the latest models.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, the challenges of acquiring high-dimensioCSI in FDD/TDD massive MIMO systems have been
discussed. To address these challenges and break the ¢ut#Bemsionality, one can effectively utilize sparsity
structures that uniquely appear in massive MIMO channeadsef@l state-of-the-art sparsity-inspired approaches

for high-dimensional CSI acquisition have been examinadl @mpared in terms of the sparsity structures being
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exploited, while their own advantages and disadvantageddentified. As a result of this study, the following
conclusions can be drawn. The sparsity structures that edmamessed are conditional on the radio propagation
environments. In TDD massive MIMO, uplink training inhetlgrhas more sparsity structures to exploit as high-
dimensional channels are jointly recovered at the BS. Onctivgrary, in the FDD mode, the desired channel is
normally recovered at the UE where utilizable sparsitycitiees are limited. Finally, based upon existing approache

we have identified the potential research problems in neddrtifer investigation.
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