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Abstract—In this paper, we investigate the massive multiple-
input multiple-output orthogonal frequency division multiplexing
channel estimation for low-earth-orbit satellite communication
systems. First, we use the angle-delay domain channel to char-
acterize the space-frequency domain channel. Then, we show
that the asymptotic minimum mean square error (MMSE) of
the channel estimation can be minimized if the array response
vectors of the user terminals (UTs) that use the same pilot
are orthogonal. Inspired by this, we design an efficient graph-
based pilot allocation strategy to enhance the channel estimation
performance. In addition, we devise a novel two-stage channel
estimation (TSCE) approach, in which the received signals at
the satellite are manipulated with per-subcarrier space domain
processing followed by per-user frequency domain processing.
Moreover, the space domain processing of each UT is shown to
be identical for all the subcarriers, and an asymptotically optimal
vector for the per-subcarrier space domain linear processing is
derived. The frequency domain processing can be efficiently im-
plemented by means of the fast Toeplitz system solver. Simulation
results show that the proposed TSCE approach can achieve a
near performance to the MMSE estimation with much lower
complexity.

Index Terms—LEO satellites, channel estimation, massive
MIMO, OFDM.

I. INTRODUCTION

The 5G and beyond 5G (B5G) networks are envisioned to

support diverse usage scenarios, which have high requirement

on transmission rate, coverage area, reliability, latency, and

access capability. Due to the expensive deployment costs,

the current terrestrial 5G networks fail to provide ubiquitous

services for the user terminals (UTs) in remote areas. Thanks

to the advantages of wide area coverage and immunity to

natural disasters, satellite communications (SATCOM) have

been a cornerstone to extend and complement terrestrial

5G networks [1]. Nowadays, low-earth-orbit (LEO) satel-

lites have been recognized as a promising infrastructure to

provide high-throughput Internet access services to the UTs

in unserved or underserved areas with shorter propagation

delay, less pathloss, and lower launch costs, compared with
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the geostationary-earth-orbit (GEO) and medium-earth-orbit

(MEO) competitors [1]–[3].

Multibeam satellites have received intensive attention in

recent years [4]. By using a large number of spot beams

generated at the satellite side, the frequency bands can be

reused among beams with sufficient distance, which can signif-

icantly increase the system capacity for multibeam satellites.

To further enhance the spectral efficiency, full frequency reuse

(FFR) scheme, where all the spot beams use the same fre-

quency bands, has been proposed for multibeam satellites [5].

Nevertheless, more sophisticated signal processing techniques,

such as downlink (DL) precoding and uplink (UL) multi-

user detection, are required to reduce the interference among

adjacent beams [6].

Channel estimation plays an important role in SATCOM

systems. For instance, in the UL data transmission phase, the

satellite typically uses the multi-user detectors to recover the

data symbols transmitted by multiple UTs so as to mitigate

the multi-user interference. Whereas, the implementation of

multi-user detectors depends critically on the channel state

information (CSI) acquired by the satellite. Thus, to reap

the performance gains brought by the multi-user detectors,

the satellite needs to estimate the UTs’ CSI with sufficient

accuracy.

In practical systems, CSI can be estimated through the

training-based schemes, which relies on periodically inserted

pilot signals known by the receiver [7]. By using the training-

based schemes, the channel estimation and data detection can

be decoupled, and the receiver’s implementation complexity

can be reduced [8]. The channel estimation methods for the

land mobile satellite (LMS) channels can be found in, for

example, [9]–[11], where it is assumed that the satellite is

equipped with a single antenna. The channel estimation and

pilot design for multibeam satellites were analyzed in [12],

and the estimation performance was further enhanced in [13]

by making use of the location information of UTs.

In conventional multibeam satellites, the beams generated

by the satellites can only be modified at a very slow pace,

which limits the adaptability to rapidly changing link condi-

tions. In the past few years, massive multiple-input multiple-

output (MIMO) systems have been made great success in

terrestrial 5G networks [14]. By deploying a large number

of antennas at the base station (BS), massive MIMO can

use multiple highly focused beams with flexible reconfigura-

bility to serve tens of UTs simultaneously, thus improving

the system spectral and energy efficiency significantly [15].

Nowadays, it has become possible to implement the fully

digital beamforming at the satellite, which can generate agilely

http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.11958v2
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tunable beams [16]. In this paper, we consider that the LEO

satellite is equipped with a large number of antennas, and

the beamforming therein is implemented in the fully digital

domain, which can adapt to the dynamic link variations thanks

to its flexible reconfigurability.

Massive MIMO orthogonal frequency division multiplexing

(OFDM) is an indispensable part of the future wideband wire-

less communication systems. In recent years, OFDM is also

considered in non-terrestrial networks (NTN) for 5G new radio

(NR) [17]. A massive MIMO OFDM transmission approach

for LEO SATCOM systems was proposed in [18], which inves-

tigated the massive LEO satellite channel model, the DL/UL

transmission schemes, and the user grouping strategies. The

DL transmit design and UL transmit design for massive MIMO

LEO SATCOM systems have been investigated in [19] and

[20], respectively. In [21], the distributed downlink precoder

and equalizer by using the low-dimensional angle information

were proposed for multi-satellite systems, which can reduce

the inter-satellite coordination overhead.

The channel estimation has been extensively studied for

small-scale MIMO OFDM [22]–[24] and massive MIMO

OFDM [7], [25]–[30] communications in terrestrial wireless

systems. However, the exiting techniques cannot be straight-

forwardly adopted for massive MIMO OFDM LEO satellite

channel estimation due to the following reasons. Firstly, the

Doppler shift and propagation delay of LEO satellite channel

are much higher than those of the terrestrial wireless channel,

which makes it difficult for reliable channel estimation. Sec-

ondly, the existing channel estimation techniques require the

received signals to be jointly processed in the space-frequency

domain, which can bring considerable computational overhead

for capability-limited LEO satellite payloads. Recently, a deep

learning based channel prediction is devised in [31] to address

the channel outdating effects. In addition, the orthogonal time

frequency space (OTFS) modulation is resorted to combat the

high Doppler shift in LEO satellite communications, e.g., see

[32], [33], and space-air-ground integrated networks (SAGIN)

[34]. So far, the channel estimation for massive MIMO OFDM

LEO SATCOM systems has not been investigated specifically.

In this paper, we investigate the channel estimation for

massive MIMO OFDM LEO SATCOM by making full use

of the LEO satellite channel properties, in which the satellite

is equipped with uniform planar array (UPA) and each UT has

a single antenna. The relatively large Doppler shift and prop-

agation delay are pre-compensated at each UT to support the

massive MIMO OFDM transmission. Our major contributions

are summarized as follows.

1) Starting from the signal model after the Doppler and

delay compensations, together with the physical channel

models, we analyze the channel characteristics over one

OFDM symbol for LEO satellite massive MIMO OFDM

communications. Specifically, we derive the angle-delay

domain channel (ADC) to represent the space-frequency

domain channel (SFC). The ADC allows fine sampling

in the delay domain to achieve an accurate approxima-

tion of the SFC, and paves the way for better solving

the channel estimation problem.

2) With the ADC based SFC representation, we investigate

the minimum mean square error (MMSE) channel es-

timation with pilot reuse. We obtain the conditions for

asymptotic MMSE minimization, which indicates under

what conditions the pilot reuse is asymptotically optimal.

Specifically, we prove that the asymptotic MMSE can

be minimized if the array response vectors of the UTs

that use the same pilot are orthogonal with each other.

Inspired by this, we devise an efficient graph-based

pilot allocation strategy, so that the channel estimation

performance can be enhanced under pilot reuse.

3) We prove that the MMSE estimator has a two-stage

structure in the low SNR and high SNR regimes. Mo-

tivated by this, we propose a novel two-stage chan-

nel estimation (TSCE) approach for the general case,

in which the channel estimation is fulfilled with per-

subcarrier space domain processing followed by per-

user frequency domain processing. Moreover, the space

domain processing of each UT is identical for all the

subcarriers, and an asymptotically optimal vector for the

per-subcarrier space domain linear processing is derived.

By utilizing the fast Toeplitz system solver, the per-

user frequency domain processing can be efficiently

implemented. Simulation results show that the TSCE

approach can achieve a near optimal performance with

much lower computational complexity.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-

tion II introduces the system model, where the ADC is

obtained to characterize the SFC. In Section III, the pilot

reuse for channel estimation is investigated, and an efficient

pilot allocation strategy is devised. In Section IV, the TSCE

approach is proposed, which can achieve a near optimal perfor-

mance with much lower computational complexity. Section V

verifies the proposed approach with the simulation results, and

Section VI concludes this paper.

Notations: Throughout this paper, lower case letters denote

scalars, and boldface lower (upper) case letters denote vectors

(matrices). The set of all n-by-m complex (real) matrices is

denoted as Cn×m (Rn×m). The trace, vectorization, inverse,

Moore-Penrose inverse, conjugate, transpose, and conjugate

transpose for matrix are represented by tr(·), vec(·), (·)−1,

(·)†, (·)∗, (·)T , and (·)H , respectively. The Euclidean norm of

vector x is denoted as ‖x‖ =
√
xHx. The Frobenius norm

of matrix X is denoted by ‖X‖F =
√

tr(XXH). |A| denotes

the cardinality of the set A. The identity matrix is represented

by I or IN . FN denotes the N -dimensional discrete Fourier

transform (DFT) matrix. ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product.

[X]p,q represents the (p, q)th element of matrix X. The

diagonal matrix with x along its main diagonal is denoted

as diag{x}. ⌈x⌉ and ⌊x⌋ denote rounding x to the nearest

integers towards ∞ and −∞, respectively. mod(x,N) denotes

x modulo N . [xi]
R
i∈I and [xi]

C
i∈I denote arranging xi’s along

rows and columns, respectively, according to the increasing

order of the indices in I. E{·} denotes the mathematical

expectation. CN (0,Σ) represents the circularly symmetric

complex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and covariance

matrix Σ.
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UT

UPA

Satellite

Fig. 1: LEO satellite massive MIMO OFDM system.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we first describe the configuration of LEO

satellite massive MIMO OFDM system. Then, by using the

Doppler and delay compensation techniques, we derive the

signal model for OFDM transmission. After that, we build

the LEO satellite channel model that represents the SFC with

ADC, and analyze the channel’s statistical properties.

A. System Configuration

We consider an FFR wideband massive MIMO LEO satel-

lite system operating over lower frequency bands, e.g., L/S/C

bands. As shown in Fig. 1, the UPA at the satellite has Mx

and My directional antenna elements in the x-axis and y-

axis, respectively. The total number of antenna elements at the

satellite is MxMy , M . The LEO satellite serves K mobile

UTs, and each UT has a single omnidirectional antenna. The

set of UT indices is denoted by K = {1, 2, . . . ,K}.

The OFDM modulation is used to support wideband trans-

mission in LEO SATCOM systems, where the frequency

selective fading channel is transformed into a collection of

parallel flat fading channels. The total number of subcarriers

is Nc, and the subcarrier spacing is ∆f . The system sampling

interval is denoted by Ts = 1/(Nc∆f). The guard interval,

a.k.a., circular prefix (CP), with a length of Ng is appended

at the beginning of each OFDM symbol. The time interval of

CP is given by Tg = NgTs. The time intervals of one OFDM

symbol without and with CP are denoted by Tc = NcTs and

T = Tg + Tc, respectively.

The massive MIMO LEO SATCOM system is assumed

to operate in the frequency division duplexing (FDD) mode,

where the UL and DL occupy different frequency bands. The

UL frame structure is shown in Fig. 2. Specifically, the time

resource in the UL phase is divided into a number of slots,

and each slot consists of NS OFDM symbols [35]. Moreover,

the first OFDM symbol in each slot is used for the UL channel

estimation, while the remaining NS − 1 OFDM symbols are

used for the UL data transmission.

slot

symbol

1 2 S
N

pilot data

Fig. 2: UL frame structure.

For the training-based UL channel estimation strategies, the

mobile UTs on the ground transmit pilot sequences to a single

LEO satellite simultaneously. The pilot sequences are perfectly

known by the satellite and the UTs. After receiving the pilot

signals, the satellite aims to estimate the channel parameters

of all the UTs.

B. Signal Models

The received signal y(t) ∈ CM×1 at the satellite at time

instant t is given by

y(t) =

K∑

k=1

∫ ∞

−∞
ȟk(t, τ)xk(t− τ) dτ + z(t), (1)

where ȟk(t, τ) ∈ CM×1 and xk(t) ∈ C are the time-

varying channel impulse response and transmit signal of UT

k, respectively, and z(t) ∈ CM×1 is the additive noise signal

encountered by the satellite. Moreover, the channel impulse

response ȟk(t, τ) can be expressed as

ȟk(t, τ) =

Qk∑

q=1

ǎk,qe
j2πνk,qtδ(τ − τk,q) · gk,q , (2)

where δ(x) is the Dirac delta function, Qk is the number of

paths of UT k’s channel, ǎk,q , νk,q , τk,q and gk,q are the

complex channel gain, Doppler shift, propagation delay and

array response vector at the satellite side, associated with the

qth path of UT k’s channel, respectively.

In LEO SATCOM systems, the Doppler shifts and prop-

agation delays are much more serious than those in terres-

trial wireless networks, because of the large relative moving

velocity and high altitude of the satellite, which can bring

considerable challenges on frequency and time synchroniza-

tion. Therefore, the characteristics of the Doppler shifts and

propagation delays in LEO SATCOM systems need to be well

understood, so that the compensation techniques can be used

to support the wideband transmission. The Doppler shift νk,q
for the qth path of UT k’s channel is composed of two terms as

νk,q = νsatk,q + νutk,q [36], where νsatk,q and νutk,q are the Doppler

shifts induced by the movement of the satellite and UT k,

respectively. Furthermore, νsatk,q is approximately identical for

all the paths of UT k’s channel [36], i.e., νsatk,q = νsatk ,

q = 1, . . . , Qk. In addition, the propagation delay of UT k can

also be written as τk,q = τ satk + τutk,q , where τ satk is the large

propagation delay part due to the long distance between the

satellite and UT k, and τutk,q denotes the residual propagation
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delay part depending on the scattering environment around UT

k.

Let θk,q = (θxk,q , θ
y
k,q) denote the paired angles-of-arrival

(AoAs) for the qth path of UT k’s channel. Then, the array

response vector gk,q can be written as gk,q = g(θk,q). For

arbitrary θ = (θx, θy), the vector g(θ) is defined as g(θ) =
aMx(sin θy cos θx) ⊗ aMy(cos θy). Here, anv(x) ∈ Cnv×1 is

given by anv (x) = 1√
nv

[1 e−j 2πdv
λ

x · · · e−j 2πdv
λ

(nv−1)x]T ,

where j =
√
−1, λ = c/fc is the wavelength, c is the speed

of light, fc is the carrier frequency, dv is the spacing between

adjacent antennas along the v-axis with v ∈ {x, y}. As a result

of the long distance between the satellite and UT k, the paired

AoAs θk,q for different paths of UT k’s channel tend to be

identical, i.e., θk,q = θk, q = 1, . . . , Qk. Thus, we can discard

the subscript of path q in gk,q and rewrite it as gk,q = gk =
g(θk), q = 1, . . . , Qk, where θk = (θxk, θ

y
k) is referred to as

the paired AoAs of UT k. For convenience, let us denote the

paired space angle of UT k as ξk = (ξxk , ξ
y
k), where ξxk =

sin θyk cos θ
x
k and ξyk = cos θyk . The nadir angle of UT k is

defined as ϑk = cos−1(sin θyk sin θ
x
k), and its maximum value

is denoted by ϑmax. Moreover, the nadir angle ϑk and paired

space angle ξk satisfy the relation cosϑk = sin θyk sin θ
x
k =

√

1− (sin θyk cos θ
x
k)

2 − (cos θyk)
2 =

√

1− (ξyk)
2 − (ξxk)

2 ≥
cosϑmax. Hence, the paired space angle ξk of UT k should

be located in the circle region {(x, y)|x2 + y2 ≤ sin2 ϑmax}.

Owing to the long distance between the LEO satellite and UTs,

the space angle pairs {ξk}Kk=1 change quite slowly. Therefore,

it is reasonable to assume that the space angle pairs can be

perfectly known by the satellite and UTs.

Let {xk,s,r}Nc−1
r=0 denote the frequency domain transmit

signal of UT k in the sth OFDM symbol. The time domain

transmit signal of UT k is given by

xk,s(t) =

Nc−1∑

r=0

xk,s,re
j2πr∆f ·t, − Tg ≤ t− sT ≤ Tc. (3)

Let us denote νcpsk = νsatk and τcpsk = τ satk , respectively.

The Doppler shift νsatk and the propagation delay τ satk are

dependent on the locations of the satellite and UT k. The

UTs can acquire their location information, e.g., by using the

global positioning system (GPS), and then νsatk ’s and τ satk ’s

can be directly computed with the help of the ephemeris. By

using the Doppler shift and delay compensation techniques,

the time domain transmit signal of UT k after compensation

is given by xcps
k,s (t) = xk,s(t + τcpsk )e−j2πνcps

k
(t+τcps

k
). The

time domain received signal at the satellite in the sth OFDM

symbol is given by

ycps
s (t) =

K∑

k=1

∫ ∞

−∞
ȟk(t, τ)x

cps
k,s (t− τ) dτ + zs(t)

=

K∑

k=1

Qk∑

q=1

ǎk,qe
j2πνk,qtxk,s(t− τutk,q)e

−j2πνcps
k

(t−τut
k,q)

· gk + zs(t)

=

K∑

k=1

Qk∑

q=1

ăk,qe
j2πνut

k,qtxk,s(t− τutk,q) · gk + zs(t)

=

K∑

k=1

∫ ∞

−∞
h̆k(t, τ)xk,s(t− τ) dτ + zs(t), (4)

where zs(t) is the additive noise. Here, h̆k(t, τ) is the effective

channel impulse response of UT k, and it is given by

h̆k(t, τ) =

Qk∑

q=1

ăk,qe
j2πνut

k,qtδ(τ − τutk,q) · gk, (5)

where ăk,q is the effective channel gain for the qth path

of UT k’s channel. In OFDM systems, to avoid the inter-

symbol interference, Ng should be properly chosen to satisfy

Ng > τutk,q/Ts, ∀k, q. It is worth noting that compared with the

original channel impulse response ȟk(t, τ), the influences of

Doppler shifts and propagation delays in the effective channel

impulse response h̆k(t, τ) have been significantly alleviated.

By doing so, the variation rate and propagation delays of the

effective channels can be much lower than those of the original

ones, which means that the effective channels can be treated as

block fading and synchronized in time and frequency hereafter.

Moreover, let us denote hk(t, f) as the effective channel

frequency response of UT k, and it can be derived by

hk(t, f) =
∫∞
−∞ h̆k(t, τ)e

−j2πfτ dτ = dk(t, f)gk, where

dk(t, f) is defined as dk(t, f) =
∑Qk

q=1 ăk,qe
j2π(νut

k,qt−fτut
k,q).

The frequency domain received signal at the satellite over the

rth subcarrier of the sth OFDM symbol can be written as

ys,r =
1

Tc

∫ sT+Tc

sT

ycps
s (t)e−j2πr∆f ·t dt

=

K∑

k=1

hk,s,rxk,s,r + zs,r, (6)

where hk,s,r and zs,r are the channel vector of UT k and the

additive noise, respectively, both over the rth subcarrier of the

sth OFDM symbol. The channel vector hk,s,r in (6) can be

further written as

hk,s,r = hk(sT, r∆f) = dk,s,rgk, (7)

where dk,s,r = dk(sT, r∆f).
Notice that in terrestrial wireless communications, the an-

gular spread of each UT’s channel observed by the BS is

usually nonzero and depends on the scatter distribution in

practical propagation environment [7], [27], [30]. However,

in LEO SATCOM systems, the angular spread of each UT’s

channel at the satellite side is zero [17]–[19]. Hence, the space

domain characteristics of LEO satellite channels are relatively

deterministic, which makes it possible to develop effective

low-complexity channel estimation techniques.

C. Channel Model

In this subsection, we analyze the channel characteristics

over one OFDM symbol occupied by the pilot. For brevity,

the subscript of OFDM symbol s is omitted afterwards. The

channel vector of UT k on the rth subcarrier of a specific

OFDM symbol can be written as hk,r = dk,rgk, where dk,r =
∑Qk

q=1 ak,qe
−j2πr∆f ·τut

k,q , and ak,q is the effective channel gain

for the qth path of UT k’s channel within the considered
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OFDM symbol. It is assumed that Np subcarriers are used for

the channel estimation, with the corresponding index set given

by Np , {rp, . . . , rp+Np−1} ⊆ Nc , {0, . . . , Nc−1}. Let

us denote Hp,k = [hk,rp · · · hk,rp+Np−1] ∈ CM×Np as the

channel matrix of UT k over these Np subcarriers, and Hp,k

can be written as

Hp,k = gkd
T
p,k, (8)

where dp,k = [dk,rp · · · dk,rp+Np−1]
T ∈ CNp×1. Hereafter,

Hp,k is referred to as the SFC of UT k. Unlike the SFC in

terrestrial wireless communications [7], [30], the SFC in LEO

SATCOM systems exhibits the rank-one structure. In addition,

dp,k can be further written as

dp,k =

Qk∑

q=1

ak,qp(τ
ut
k,q), (9)

where p(x) = [e−j2πrp∆f ·x · · · e−j2π(rp+Np−1)∆f ·x]T ∈
CNp×1. By noticing the fact that τutk,q ∈ [0, Tg), ∀k, q, the

CP time duration [0, Tg) is partitioned into Nd intervals as

follows

[0, Tg) = D0 ∪ · · · ∪ DNd−1, (10)

where Dℓ = [τℓ, τℓ+1), τℓ is the ℓth grid point given by τℓ =
ℓLd/(NdNp∆f) with Ld = ⌈NpNg/Nc⌉, ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , Nd −
1} , Nd, and τNd

= Tg. For convenience, let us define µd =
Nd/Ld as the refining factor. The physical meaning of Nd

will be clear later. By using the Nd intervals in (10), dp,k can

be rewritten as

dp,k =

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

∑

q∈Qk,ℓ

ak,qp(τ
ut
k,q), (11)

where Qk,ℓ = {q|τutk,q ∈ Dℓ}. For the cases that Nd is suffi-

ciently large, p(τutk,q) with τutk,q ∈ Dℓ can be well approximated

by p(τℓ), and consequently dp,k can be well approximated by

dp,k =

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

αk,ℓp(τℓ) = FNp,Nd
dt,k, (12)

where FNp,Nd
= [p(τ0) · · · p(τNd−1)] ∈ CNp×Nd and

dt,k = [αk,0 · · · αk,Nd−1]
T ∈ CNd×1 with αk,ℓ =

∑

q∈Qk,ℓ
ak,q . Notice that Nd determines how accurately

p(τutk,q) is approximated by p(τℓ). The larger Nd is, the more

accurate the approximation is. Therefore, the SFC Hp,k in (8)

can be further written as

Hp,k = gkd
T
t,kF

T
Np,Nd

. (13)

Henceforth, dt,k is referred to as the ADC of UT k.

Throughout this paper, it is assumed that αk,ℓ can be

modeled as αk,ℓ =
√
βkηk,ℓ, where βk is the large-scale

fading parameter of UT k, and ηk,ℓ accounts for the fast

small-scale fading parameter for the ℓth tap of UT k’s

channel. In addition, ηk,ℓ is assumed to be distributed as

ηk,ℓ ∼ CN (0, γk,ℓ) with
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0 γk,ℓ = 1, and {γk,ℓ|∀ℓ}
is referred to as the power delay profile (PDP) of UT k.

Moreover, we assume that αk,ℓ’s are independent for different

k and ℓ, i.e., E{αk,ℓα
∗
k′,ℓ′} = βkγk,ℓδ(k − k′)δ(ℓ − ℓ′). Let

us define the angle-delay domain channel correlation matrix

Rt,k ∈ R
Nd×Nd as Rt,k = E{dt,kd

H
t,k} = diag{ωk}, where

ωk = [ωk,0 · · · ωk,Nd−1]
T ∈ RNd×1 with ωk,ℓ = βkγk,ℓ.

In this paper, it is assumed that the slow-varying channel

parameters {(ξk,ωk)|∀k} are perfectly known by the satellite

and UTs.

III. PILOT REUSE FOR CHANNEL ESTIMATION

In this section, we study the pilot reuse for channel es-

timation in LEO satellite massive MIMO OFDM systems.

First, building on the ADC in Section II-C, we derive the

MMSE channel estimation with pilot reuse. Then, we obtain

the conditions for asymptotic MMSE minimization, which

indicates under what conditions the pilot reuse is asymp-

totically optimal. Inspired by the conditions, we devise a

graph-based pilot allocation algorithm, which allows efficient

implementation and can achieve near-optimal performance.

A. Pilot Reuse

In practice, the number of available pilots is much less

than that of UTs in the coverage area of an LEO satellite.

Therefore, pilot reuse would be an indispensable part of LEO

SATCOM systems. Intuitively, the same pilot can be used by

the UTs that would not interfere seriously with each other. In

this subsection, we will formally state the pilot reuse for LEO

satellite massive MIMO OFDM communications.

Let S denote the number of pilots, and the set of pilots is

given by Xp = {Xp,1, . . . ,Xp,S}. The set of indices of UTs

that use the pilot signal Xp,s is denoted by Ks with Ks = |Ks|,
where ∪S

s=1Ks = K and Ks∩Ks′ = ∅, ∀s 6= s′. Let us denote

Yp ∈ CM×Np as the UL received signal at the satellite over

the Np subcarriers, and it can be written as

Yp =
K∑

k=1

√

P

Np
Hp,kXp,sk + Zp, (14)

where P is the transmit power of each UT, sk is the index

of pilot used by UT k, and Zp ∈ CM×Np is the additive

complex Gaussian noise whose elements are independent and

identically distributed as CN (0, σ2).
By following the spirits of phase shift pilots [7], the sth

pilot Xp,s can be written as

Xp,s = diag

{

e
−j

2πφsrp
Ne

p , . . . , e
−j

2πφs(rp+Np−1)

Ne
p

}

Xc, (15)

where N e
p = Npµd, φs ∈ {0, . . . , ⌊N e

p⌋ − 1} satisfies

mod(φs′ − φs, ⌊N e
p⌋) ≥ Nd, ∀s 6= s′. In addition, Xc =

diag{xc} is the basic pilot with unit modulus elements, i.e.,

XcX
H
c = I. For example, Xc can be constructed based

on the Zadoff-Chu sequences, which have been extensively

used in 5G NR [37]. Moreover, S should be limited by

S ≤ ⌊⌊N e
p⌋/Nd⌋.

Because the paired space angles {ξk|∀k} as well as the

array response vectors {gk|∀k} are known by the satellite,

the estimation of the SFC {Hp,k|∀k} can be converted into

that of the vectors {dp,k|∀k}. In addition, owing to the fact

that the ADC can better characterize the SFC with fewer
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parameters, we first consider estimating the ADC {dt,k|∀k}
in the following, which is one of the key differences between

terrestrial and satellite massive MIMO systems.

Let yp , vec(YpX
∗
c) ∈ CMNp×1 and zp , vec(ZpX

∗
c) ∈

CMNp×1. From (14), it can be derived that

yp =

K∑

k=1

√

P

Np
vec(gkd

T
p,kXp,skX

∗
c) + zp

(a)
=

K∑

k=1

√

P

Np

(
Xp,skX

∗
cFNp,Nd

⊗ gk

)
dt,k + zp

(b)
=

K∑

k=1

√

P

Np

(
Fp,eDd,sk ⊗ gk

)
dt,k + zp

= Apdt + zp, (16)

where (a) comes from the relation in (12), (b) follows from

the fact that Xp,skX
∗
cFNp,Nd

can be rewritten as

Xp,skX
∗
cFNp,Nd

=
[
0Np×rp INp 0Np×Rp

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Dp

FNe
p






0φsk
×Nd

INd

0Φsk
×Nd






︸ ︷︷ ︸

Dd,sk

= Fp,eDd,sk , (17)

with Rp = N e
p − rp − Np, Φsk = N e

p − φsk − Nd,

Fp,e = DpFNe
p
∈ C

Np×Ne
p , Ap ∈ CMNp×KNd is defined

as Ap =
√

P
Np

[
Fp,eDd,s1 ⊗ g1 · · · Fp,eDd,sK ⊗ gK

]
, and

dt = [dT
t,1 · · · dT

t,K ]T ∈ CKNd×1. In addition, zp is

distributed as zp ∼ CN (0, σ2I).

Then, once the estimate of the vector dt is obtained, the

estimate of the vector dp = [dT
p,1 · · · dT

p,K ]T ∈ CKNd×1 can

be immediately derived via

d̂p = (IK ⊗ FNp,Nd
)d̂t. (18)

According to (16), the general MMSE estimation of dt is

given by [38]

d̂t =
(

RtA
H
p Ap + σ2I

)−1

RtA
H
p yp, (19)

where Rt = diag
{
[ωT

1 · · · ωT
K ]T

}
∈ CKNd×KNd .

The channel estimation error associated with d̂t is defined as

et = dt − d̂t. Note that et is distributed as et ∼ CN (0,Ret)
where Ret ∈ CKNd×KNd is given by

Ret =

(
1

σ2
RtA

H
p Ap + I

)−1

Rt. (20)

Hence, the MMSE can be written as

J = tr

((
1

σ2
RtA

H
p Ap + I

)−1

Rt

)

. (21)

In the following proposition, we show the asymptotic

MMSE in the regime that Np is sufficiently large, and the

conditions under which the asymptotic MMSE can achieve its

minimum.

Proposition 1: As Np → ∞, the MMSE for the optimal

channel estimation satisfies J → Jasy with Jasy given by

Jasy =

S∑

s=1

tr

((
P

σ2
Rt,s (Cs ⊗ I) + I

)−1

Rt,s

)

, (22)

where Rt,s = diag{[ωi]
R
i∈Ks

}, Cs = GH
s Gs with Gs =

[gi]
C
i∈Ks

. Moreover, Jasy achieves its minimum

Jmin
asy =

K∑

k=1

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

σ2ωk,ℓ

Pωk,ℓ + σ2
, (23)

under the following conditions

gH
i gk = 0, ∀i, k ∈ Ks, i 6= k, ∀s. (24)

Proof: Please refer to Appendix A.

In Proposition 1, the asymptotic MMSE Jasy can be written

as the sum of S terms, in which the sth term is only dependent

on the channel parameters of the UTs that use the sth pilot.

This means that the UTs that use the sth pilot would not

interfere with other UTs that use different pilots. Therefore, if

Np is sufficiently large, the interference among the UTs that

use different pilots can be completely eliminated, and only

the co-pilot interference remains. In other words, the pilots in

Xp tend to be phase shift orthogonal in this case. In addition,

if the same pilot is used by the UTs whose array response

vectors are orthogonal, the co-pilot interference also disap-

pears, and the asymptotic MMSE achieves its minimum. In a

nutshell, Proposition 1 actually shows under what conditions

the pilot reuse can achieve the asymptotically optimal channel

estimation performance.

From the above analysis, it can be seen that the channel

estimation performance depends critically on the pilot allo-

cation. Consequently, it is imperative to carefully design the

pilot allocation strategy, which will be studied in the next

subsection.

B. Pilot Allocation

In this subsection, we focus on the pilot allocation strategy

design for LEO satellite massive MIMO OFDM systems. The

optimal pilot allocation strategy should be able to minimize

the MMSE for the channel estimation. The pilot allocation

problem can be formulated as a combinatorial optimization

problem, whose optimal solution can be obtained through the

exhaustive search among SK feasible solutions. Nevertheless,

the complexity of exhaustive search is too high and not

practical for real-time applications in LEO SATCOM systems.

Therefore, it is of great significance to design an efficient

pilot allocation strategy, such that the channel estimation

performance can be improved to the most extent.

From Proposition 1, we can see that the same pilot should

be used by the UTs whose array response vectors are nearly

orthogonal, while the UTs whose array response vectors are

highly linearly dependent should be allocated with different

pilots. In other words, the inner products between any two

array response vectors of the UTs that use the same pilot
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Fig. 3: An example of the pilot allocation scheme: S = 3
pilots are allocated to 8 UTs by K1 = {1, 4, 5}, K2 = {2, 6},

and K3 = {3, 7, 8}.

should be as close to zero as possible. Intuitively, we formulate

the pilot allocation problem as follows

min
Ks,∀s

S∑

s=1

∑

i,k∈Ks,i<k

Wi,k

s.t. ∪S
s=1 Ks = K and Ks ∩Ks′ = ∅, ∀s′ < s, (25)

where Wi,k is defined as Wi,k , βiβk|gH
i gk|2. It is worth

noting that in (25), only the large-scale fading parameters

{βk|∀k} and the paired space angles {ξk|∀k} are exploited

at the satellite for the pilot allocation.

Next, we show that the pilot allocation problem in (25)

can be recast as a max-S-cut problem in a graph [39]. Let us

denote the graph G(K,W), where K = {1, . . . ,K} represents

the vertex set, and W = {Wi,k|∀i, k ∈ K} denotes the weight

set. Specifically, the edge between each pair of vertices i and

k with i 6= k, is assigned with a weight Wi,k, which satisfies

Wk,i = Wi,k, and we assume that Wi,i = 0. It can be seen

that the problem in (25) actually aims to divide the vertex

set K into S disjoint subsets K1, . . . ,KS , such that the sum

of weights for the edges that connects the vertices within the

same subset is minimized. By noticing the following identity

S∑

s=1

∑

i,k∈Ks,i<k

Wi,k +
∑

1≤s′<s≤S

∑

i∈Ks,i′∈Ks′

Wi,i′

=
∑

1≤i<k≤K

Wi,k = constant, (26)

we can derive an equivalent formulation for the problem in

(25) as follows

max
Ks,∀s

∑

1≤s′<s≤S

∑

i∈Ks,i′∈Ks′

Wi,i′

s.t. ∪S
s=1 Ks = K and Ks ∩Ks′ = ∅, ∀s′ < s. (27)

It is worth noting that the problem in (27) is exactly in the

form of a max-S-cut problem for the graph G(K,W). In more

detail, the objective of the problem in (27) is to find an S-

partition of the vertex set K, such that the sum of weights for

the edges whose endpoints are located in different subsets is

maximized.

By following the techniques in [40], we present an efficient

pilot allocation algorithm in Algorithm 1, which can achieve a

good balance between the computational complexity and chan-

Algorithm 1 Pilot allocation algorithm.

Input: Paired space angles {ξk|∀k} and average channel

power {βk|∀k}.

Output: Pilot allocation results K1, . . . ,KS .

1: Initialize K1 = {1}, . . . , KS = {S}, and Kun = K \
{1, . . . , S};

2: for k ∈ Kun do

3: Compute sk by

sk = arg min
s=1,...,S




∑

i,i′∈Ks,i<i′

Wi,i′ +
∑

i∈Ks

Wi,k





4: Update Ksk := Ksk ∪ {k} and Kun := Kun \ {k};

5: end for

nel estimation performance. The computational complexity of

Algorithm 1 is O(K2). In addition, Algorithm 1 is guaranteed

to obtain a solution of the problem in (27) with the achieved

objective value no less than 1− 1
S times of the maximum value

[40].

Owing to the existence of the large-dimensional matrix

inversion, the computational complexity of the MMSE channel

estimation is prohibitively high, which renders it challenging

to be implemented in LEO SATCOM systems with the limited

satellite payloads. The high computational complexity of the

MMSE channel estimation arises from the convention that the

received signal at the satellite needs to be jointly processed

in the space-frequency domain. However, because the space

domain characteristics of the LEO satellite channels can be

perfectly known by the satellite, this convention might not be

necessary for LEO satellite channel estimation. In the next

section, we will develop a novel TSCE approach for LEO

satellite massive MIMO OFDM communications, which can

significantly reduce the computational burden and achieve a

near performance as the MMSE estimation.

IV. TWO-STAGE CHANNEL ESTIMATION

In this section, we propose a TSCE approach for LEO

satellite massive MIMO OFDM systems. First, we show that

the MMSE estimator has a two-stage structure in the low

SNR and high SNR regimes, which indicates that the channel

estimation can be performed by per-subcarrier space domain

processing followed by per-user frequency domain processing.

Moreover, the space domain processing of each UT is shown to

be identical for all the subcarriers. Motivated by this, we apply

the two-stage structure to the general cases. By considering the

asymptotic MMSE minimization, an asymptotically optimal

vector for the per-subcarrier space domain linear processing

is derived. Then, with the help of fast Toeplitz system solver,

the per-user frequency domain processing is efficiently imple-

mented to recover the angle-delay domain channel parameters.

Notice that it is quite challenging for the satellite to acquire

the distinct PDP of each UT in LEO SATCOM systems. In the

case that the prior knowledge about the PDPs is unavailable,

it is reasonable to assume that the UTs have a common PDP

according to some typical scenario. Specifically, we make the
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following assumption that Rt,k of each UT k can be written

as

Rt,k = βkΓ, (28)

where Γ = diag{γ} with γ = [γ0 · · · γNd−1]
T satisfies

tr(Γ) = 1. This means that the PDPs of all the UTs are

assumed to be identical. As a consequence, the satellite only

needs to know the large-scale fading parameters {βk|∀k} and

the common PDP Γ for all the UTs, which can greatly reduce

the overhead of statistical CSI acquisition.

A. Analysis for Low SNR and High SNR Regimes

First, we show that in the low SNR and high SNR regimes,

the MMSE estimator exhibits the two-stage structure.

Proposition 2: For the low SNR regime, which is repre-

sented by σ2 → ∞, the MMSE estimate in (19) can be well

approximated by

d̂t ≈







UH
L,1

. . .

UH
L,K







︸ ︷︷ ︸

UH
L







INp ⊗ gH
1

...

INp ⊗ gH
K







︸ ︷︷ ︸

WH
L

yp, (29)

with UL,k =

√
P/Np

σ2 Fp,eDd,skRt,k ∈ CNp×Nd . In the high

SNR regime, i.e., σ2 → 0, as Np → ∞, the MMSE estimate

in (19) tends to be reduced to

d̂t ≈







UH
H,1

. . .

UH
H,K







︸ ︷︷ ︸

UH
H







INp ⊗ qH
1

...

INp ⊗ qH
K







︸ ︷︷ ︸

WH
H

yp, (30)

where UH,k = 1√
PNp

Fp,eDd,skΓΓ
† ∈ CNp×Nd , qk is the

ikth column vector of GskC
−1
sk

with ik given by the column

index of gk in Gsk .

Proof: Please refer to Appendix B.

Proposition 2 reveals that the channel estimation results in

(29) and (30) exhibit the two-stage structure. Specifically, the

received signals at the satellite are first processed subcarrier-

by-subcarrier in the space domain by using WL (or WH), and

then handled user-by-user in the frequency domain by using

UL (or UH). Furthermore, each UT’s space domain processing

is identical for all the subcarriers. Consequently, it is no longer

required to jointly process the received signals in the space-

frequency domain for LEO satellite channel estimation, in both

low SNR and high SNR regimes.

Motivated by the above analysis, we aim to apply the two-

stage structure to the general cases in LEO satellite massive

MIMO OFDM communications, which will be stated in the

next subsection.

B. Two Stage Channel Estimation Approach

We consider that the channel estimation can be implemented

with the following structure

d̂tsce
t =







UH
1

. . .

UH
K







︸ ︷︷ ︸

UH







INp ⊗wH
1

...

INp ⊗wH
K







︸ ︷︷ ︸

WH

yp, (31)

where wk ∈ CM×1 and Uk ∈ CNp×Nd represent the

per-subcarrier space domain processing vector and per-user

frequency domain processing matrix of UT k, respectively. At

the first stage, the received signals at the satellite are processed

in the space domain with wk as follows

yw,k = (INp ⊗wH
k )yp = X∗

cY
T
p w

∗
k

=

√

P

Np
wH

k gkFp,eDd,skdt,k

+
∑

i6=k

√

P

Np
wH

k giFp,eDd,sidt,i + zw,k, (32)

where zw,k = X∗
cZ

T
pw

∗
k is distributed as zw,k ∼

CN (0, σ2‖wk‖2I). Then, at the second stage, the estimate

of dt,k can be obtained by the per-user frequency domain

processing as follows

d̂tsce
t,k = UH

k yw,k. (33)

Then, with the aim to minimize the MSE E{‖UH
k yw,k −

dt,k‖2}, the optimal Uk for the frequency domain processing

of UT k should be given by

Uk =

√

P

Np
wH

k gkT
−1
w,kFp,eDd,skRt,k, (34)

where Tw,k = Fp,eΛw,kF
H
p,e ∈ CNp×Np with the diagonal

matrix Λw,k ∈ R
Ne

p×Ne
p given by

Λw,k =

K∑

i=1

P

Np
|wH

k gi|2Dd,siRt,iD
T
d,si +

σ2‖wk‖2
N e

p

I. (35)

The MMSE matrix is given by

Rtsce
et,k = Rt,k −

P

Np
|wH

k gk|2Vw,k, (36)

where Vw,k = Rt,kD
T
d,sk

FH
p,eT

−1
w,kFp,eDd,skRt,k. The cor-

responding MMSE is given by

Jw,k = tr
(
Rt,k

)
− P

Np
|wH

k gk|2tr
(
Vw,k

)
. (37)

In the next two subsections, we discuss in details the per-

subcarrier space domain processing and per-user frequency

main processing, respectively.

C. Per-Subcarrier Space Domain Processing

In the following proposition, by analyzing the asymptotic

property of Jw,k, we derive an asymptotically optimal space

domain processing vector wk that minimizes Jw,k.
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Proposition 3: As Np → ∞, the MMSE Jw,k of UT k
satisfies Jw,k → Jasy

w,k. Here, Jasy
w,k is given by

Jasy
w,k = βk − Pβ2

k|wH
k gk|2

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

γ2
ℓ

Ak,ℓ
, (38)

where Ak,ℓ = Gkγℓ + σ2Wk, Gk = PwH
k GskΩskG

H
sk
wk,

Wk = ‖wk‖2, and Ωs = diag{[βi]
R
i∈Ks

}. In addition, the

optimal space domain processing vector wk that minimizes

Jasy
w,k is given by

wk =
(

PGskΩskG
H
sk + vkI

)−1

gk, (39)

with vk given by

vk =

∑Nd−1
ℓ=0

γ2
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

∑Nd−1
ℓ=0

γ3
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

σ2, (40)

which is lowered bounded by vk ≥ σ2 and upper bounded by

vk ≤ σ2

γ̄ , with γ̄ given by the average value of the nonzero

elements in {γℓ|∀ℓ}.

Proof: Please refer to Appendix C.

From Proposition 3, we can see that the asymptotically

optimal space domain processing vector wk of each UT k
should have the form of the regularized zero-forcing (RZF)

processing. In addition, wk only depends on the channel

parameters of the UTs that use the same pilot as UT k. Notice

that it is generally difficult to obtain the closed form of vk
from (40), since it is intertwined with Ak,ℓ that depends on

wk as shown in (38) and (39). In addition, we derive the lower

bound and upper bound of vk. The conditions to achieve the

lower bound and upper bound of vk are also presented in the

following.

The lower bound and upper bound of vk can become tight

under some special channel conditions. If the LEO satellite

channel of each UT only has a single tap, e.g., γℓ′ = 1 if

ℓ = ℓ′, and γℓ = 0 otherwise, it can be derived that vk = σ2

by using (40). On the other hand, if the nonzero elements in

{γℓ|∀ℓ} are identical, e.g., γℓ = γ̄ for the nonzero γℓ’s, vk is

given by vk = σ2

γ̄ due to (40) as well.

According to (40), vk is exactly equal to the solution to the

nonlinear equation F (vk) = 0, where F (vk) is given by

F (vk) =

∑Nd−1
ℓ=0

γ2
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

∑Nd−1
ℓ=0

γ3
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

σ2 − vk. (41)

In this paper, the Newton’s method [41] is resorted to solve

the nonlinear equation F (vk) = 0, and the detailed procedure

is omitted here for conciseness.

D. Per-User Frequency Domain Processing

From the per-user frequency domain processing in (34), it

can be seen that there exists the term T−1
w,kyw,k. By noticing

that Tw,k is a Toeplitz matrix, we only need to focus on the

solution to the Toeplitz system Tw,kxw,k = yw,k. In this

paper, we adopt the classic Levinson recursive algorithm to

solve the Toeplitz system [42]. For an n-dimensional Toeplitz

Algorithm 2 TSCE algorithm.

Input: Paired space angles {ξk|∀k}, average channel power

{βk|∀k} and common PDP {γℓ|∀ℓ}.

Output: Channel estimation results d̂tsce
t,k , ∀k.

1: for each UT k ∈ K do

2: Compute wk with (39);

3: Compute yw,k = X∗
cY

T
p w

∗
k;

4: Compute xw,k = T−1
w,kyw,k with (43) and (44);

5: Compute d̂tsce
t,k with (45);

6: end for

matrix, the number of multiplications required by the Levinson

algorithm is 4n2 [42]. We take the example of solving the

Toeplitz system Tns = b, where Tn ∈ Cn×n is a positive

definite Toeplitz matrix and b = [b1 · · · bn]
T is an arbitrary

vector. The Levinson algorithm is encapsulated as follows.

First, we rewrite Tn as Tn = T0Ln, where T0 = [Tn]0,0.

Then, Ln can be written as

Ln =

[

1 rHn−1

rn−1 Ln−1

]

, (42)

where rn−1 = [ρ1 · · · ρn−1]
T . For convenience, let us denote

rm = [ρ1 · · · ρm]T . The initial values of αm, ζm, xm ∈
Cm×1 and ym ∈ Cm×1 are given by α1 = −ρ1, ζ1 = 1,

x1 = b1 and y1 = −ρ1, respectively. For 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1, ζm
and xm are updated as follows

ζm+1 = (1−|αm|2)ζm, (43a)

µm+1 = (bm+1 − rTmx̃m)/ζm+1, (43b)

xm+1 =

[
xm + µm+1ỹ

∗
m

µm+1

]

, (43c)

respectively, where x̃ denotes the vector with the elements in

x rearranged in reverse order. In addition, for 1 ≤ m ≤ n−2,

αm and ym in (43) are updated by

αm+1 = −(ρm+1 + rTmỹm)/ζm+1, (44a)

ym+1 =

[
ym + αm+1ỹ

∗
m

αm+1

]

, (44b)

respectively. After xn is obtained, the solution to the Toeplitz

system Tns = b is given by s = T−1
0 xn.

Then, once the solution xw,k = T−1
w,kyw,k is derived, d̂tsce

t,k

in (33) can be obtained by

d̂tsce
t,k =

√

P

Np
gH
k wkRt,kD

T
d,skF

H
p,exw,k

= CkRt,kD
T
d,sk

IFFT










0rp×1

xw,k

0Rp×1








 , (45)

where Ck =
√
PNpµdg

H
k wk, and IFFT(·) denotes the

inverse fast Fourier transform (IFFT) operation. The overall

description of the TSCE algorithm is summarized in Algo-

rithm 2.

Then, we discuss the complexity of the MMSE estimation

and the TSCE approach. For the MMSE estimation in (19), the
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TABLE I: Simulation Parameters

Parameters Values

Earth radius Re 6378 km
Orbit altitude H 1000 km
Central frequency fc 2 GHz
Bandwidth B 20 MHz
Noise temperature Tn 290 K
Number of antennas Mx, My 12, 12
Antenna spacing dx, dy λ, λ
Per-Antenna gain Gsat , Gut 7 dBi, 0 dBi
Maximum nadir angle ϑmax 30◦

Number of UTs K 500

Transmit power per UT P 0 dBW – 20 dBW
Subcarrier spacing ∆f 60 kHz
Sampling time interval Ts 32.6 ns
Total number of subcarriers Nc 512

Number of subcarriers for pilots Np 128

CP interval Ng 36

complexity to compute AH
p yp is O(KMNp+KN e

p log2 N
e
p),

while the complexity for the matrix inversion is O(K3N3
d).

Consequently, the total complexity for the MMSE estimation

is O(KMNp+KN e
p log2 N

e
p+K3N3

d). On the other hand, for

the TSCE approach in Algorithm 2, the complexity to compute

{yw,k|∀k} is O(SM3+KM2+KMNp), and the complexity

to compute {d̂tsce
t,k |∀k} with (45) is O(KN2

p +KN e
p log2 N

e
p).

Therefore, the total complexity of Algorithm 2 is O(SM3 +
KM2 +KMNp +KN2

p +KN e
p log2 N

e
p).

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we show the simulation results to demon-

strate the performance of the proposed channel estimation

approach in a massive MIMO OFDM LEO SATCOM sys-

tem. The simulation parameters are summarized in Table I.

The paired space angles {ξk|∀k} are generated according

to the uniform distribution in the circle region {(x, y) :
x2 + y2 ≤ sin2 ϑmax}. The elevation angle of UT k is

computed by αk = cos−1
(
(Rs/Re) sinϑk

)
[43], where Re

is the earth radius, Rs = Re + H is the orbit radius.

The distance between the satellite and UT k is given by

Dk =
√

R2
e sin

2 αk +H2 + 2HRe−Re sinαk [17]. The per-

antenna gains at the satellite and each UT are denoted by

Gsat and Gut, respectively. The propagation delay and power

intensity of each path for each UT’s channel are generated

according to the exponential power delay spectrum. Moreover,

the pathloss and shadow fading of UTs with different elevation

angles are computed in accordance with the dense urban

scenarios in [17], while the ionospheric loss is set as 2 dB

approximately. The OFDM parameters in Table I are based

on the 5G NR [37, Table 7.1]. The noise variance is given by

σ2 = kBTnB/Nc where kB = 1.38 × 10−23 J · K−1 is the

Boltzmann constant, Tn is the noise temperature and B is the

system bandwidth.

In this paper, we evaluate the performance by averaging the

normalized mean square error (NMSE) of channel estimation

over NL channel samples as follows

Averaged NMSE =
1

NL

NL∑

n=1

∑K
k=1‖Hp,k(n)− Ĥp,k(n)‖2F
∑K

k=1‖Hp,k(n)‖2F

24 25 26 27 28

Number of subcarriers for channel estimation
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p
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x
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Fig. 4: Complexity comparison for the MMSE estimation and

the TSCE approach.
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Fig. 5: NMSE performance of Algorithm 1.

=
1

NL

NL∑

n=1

‖dp(n)− d̂p(n)‖2
‖dp(n)‖2

, (46)

where Hp,k(n) = gk(dp,k(n))
T is the nth sample of SFC of

UT k, Ĥp,k(n) = gk(d̂p,k(n))
T is the estimate of Hp,k(n),

dp(n) = [(dp,1(n))
T · · · (dp,K(n))T ]T , d̂p(n) is the esti-

mate of dp(n), and NL is set as NL = 100.

In Fig. 4, the complexity of the MMSE estimation and

the proposed TSCE approach is compared for different values

of Np. It can be seen that by adopting the TSCE approach,

the complexity of the channel estimation for LEO satellite

massive MIMO OFDM communications can be significantly

decreased by orders of magnitude compared with the conven-

tional MMSE estimation. Although the TSCE approach has

much lower complexity, the simulation results show that its

performance can be close to that of the MMSE estimation.
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Fig. 6: NMSE performance of Algorithm 2 for different µd.

Fig. 7: Spectral efficiency performance of Algorithm 2.

Fig. 5 shows the NMSE performance of the proposed pilot

allocation strategy in Algorithm 1 and that of the random pilot

allocation strategy with µd = 2. It can be observed that, the

proposed pilot allocation strategy in Algorithm 1 is capable

of significantly improving the channel estimation performance

in LEO satellite massive MIMO OFDM communications. In

addition, we can see that the TSCE approach can achieve close

performance to that of the MMSE estimation, but with much

lower computational complexity.

The NMSE performance of the TSCE approach for different

values of µd is shown in Fig. 6. It can be seen that by

increasing the value of µd, the channel estimation accuracy

can be improved, but at the cost of higher computational

complexity. Moreover, the performance improvement brought

by increasing µd from 1 to 2 is more significant in contrast to

that by increasing µd from 2 to 4. The spectral efficiency of the

(a) S = 14.

(b) K = 500.

Fig. 8: NMSE performance of Algorithm 2 for different K
and S.

proposed TSCE approach is illustrated in Fig. 7. We can see

that the TSCE approach can also attain near-optimal spectral

efficiency performance compared with the MMSE estimation.

Furthermore, the spectral efficiency attained with µd = 2 is

very close to that with µd = 4.

The NMSE performance of the TSCE approach for different

values of K is shown in Fig. 8a. It can be seen that the channel

estimation accuracy can be well preserved as the number

of UTs increases. In addition, Fig. 8b illustrates the NMSE

performance of the TSCE approach for different values of S.

We can observe that with the increase of the number of pilots,

the channel estimation accuracy is obviously improved at first,

and then remains at a stable level.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have investigated the massive MIMO

OFDM channel estimation for LEO SATCOM systems, in

which the satellite is equipped with a UPA, and each UT has a

single antenna. First, we use the ADC to characterize the SFC

for LEO satellite massive MIMO OFDM communications.

Then, we show that the asymptotic MMSE can be minimized

if the array response vectors of the UTs that use the same pilot

are orthogonal. Inspired by this, we design an efficient graph-

based pilot allocation strategy to enhance the channel estima-

tion performance. Afterwards, we develop a TSCE approach,

in which the channel estimation is carried out by the per-

subcarrier space domain processing followed by the per-user

frequency domain processing. The space domain processing

of each UT is shown to be identical for all the subcarriers,

and an asymptotically optimal vector for the per-subcarrier

space domain linear processing is derived. By exploiting the

fast Toeplitz system solver, the per-user frequency domain

processing can be efficiently implemented. Simulation results

verify the near-optimal performance of the proposed channel

estimation approach.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1

Notice that the MMSE in (21) can be rewritten as

J = tr

(

R
1
2
t

(
1

σ2
R

1
2
t A

H
p ApR

1
2
t + I

)−1

R
1
2
t

)

. (47)

Let us denote Γi,k = R
1
2

t,iD
T
d,si

FH
p,eFp,eDd,skR

1
2

t,k. Then, it

can be derived that

∣
∣[Γi,k]ℓ,ℓ′

∣
∣ =

√
ωi,ℓωk,ℓ′

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

Np−1
∑

n=0

e
−j

2π(rp+n)(φsk
−φsi

+ℓ′−ℓ)

Ne
p

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

=
√
ωi,ℓωk,ℓ′FNp

(
φsk − φsi + ℓ′ − ℓ

µd

)

, (48)

where FNp(x) =
∣
∣
∣

sin(πx)
sin(πx/Np)

∣
∣
∣. As Np → ∞, by taking advan-

tage of the rapidly decreasing property of FNp(x),
∣
∣[Γi,k]ℓ,ℓ′

∣
∣

should tend to satisfy
∣
∣[Γi,k]ℓ,ℓ′

∣
∣−Np

√
ωi,ℓωk,ℓ′δ(sk − si)δ(ℓ

′ − ℓ) → 0. (49)

Then, as Np → ∞, we have

1

σ2
R

1
2
t A

H
p ApR

1
2
t + I

=
P

σ2Np







Γ1,1 · · · gH
1 gKΓ1,K

...
. . .

...

gH
Kg1ΓK,1 · · · ΓK,K






+ I

→ P

σ2
R

1
2
t (Cδ ⊗ I)R

1
2
t + I, (50)

where Cδ ∈ CK×K with the (i, k)th element given by

[Cδ]i,k = gH
i gkδ(sk − si). Accordingly, for the MMSE in

(47) we have

J → tr

(

R
1
2
t

(
P

σ2
R

1
2
t (Cδ ⊗ I)R

1
2
t + I

)−1

R
1
2
t

)

=

S∑

s=1

tr

(

R
1
2
t,s

(
P

σ2
R

1
2
t,s (Cs ⊗ I)R

1
2
t,s + I

)−1

R
1
2
t,s

)

=

S∑

s=1

tr

((
P

σ2
Rt,s (Cs ⊗ I) + I

)−1

Rt,s

)

(a)

≥
S∑

s=1

∑

i∈Ks

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

σ2ωi,ℓ

Pωi,ℓ + σ2

=

K∑

k=1

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

σ2ωk,ℓ

Pωk,ℓ + σ2
, (51)

where Rt,s = diag{[ωi]
R
i∈Ks

}, Cs = GH
s Gs with Gs =

[gi]
C
i∈Ks

, and (a) follows from the inequality [A−1]i,i ≥ [A]−1
i,i

for positive definite matrix A [44]. In addition, the inequality

in (51) holds with equality if Cs is a diagonal matrix, i.e.,

gH
i gk = 0, ∀i, k ∈ Ks, i 6= k, ∀s. This concludes the proof.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2

In case of low SNR, i.e., σ2 → ∞, it is not difficult to show

that

d̂t ≈
1

σ2
RtA

H
p yp =







UH
L,1 ⊗ gH

1
...

UH
L,K ⊗ gH

K






yp

= UH
L WH

L yp, (52)

To show (30), we begin with the derivation of the estimate of

αk,ℓ, ∀k ∈ K, ℓ ∈ Nd. According to the proof in Proposition 1,

as Np → ∞, the estimate of αk,ℓ should tend to satisfy

α̂k,ℓ −
√

P

Np
(fHk,ℓ ⊗ qH

k,ℓ)yp → 0, (53)

where fk,ℓ ∈ CNp×1 is the ℓth column vector of Fp,eDd,sk ,

qk,ℓ ∈ CM×1 is the ikth column vector of Qk,ℓ with Qk,ℓ =

γℓGskΩsk

(
PγℓCskΩsk + σ2I

)−1
, Ωs = diag{[βi]

R
i∈Ks

}
and ik denotes the column index of gk in Gsk . Then, it can

be derived that

lim
σ2→0

Qk,ℓ =

{

0, if γℓ = 0
1
P GskC

−1
sk

, if γℓ > 0.
(54)

Then, as σ2 → 0 and Np → ∞, the estimate d̂t,k =
[α̂k,0 · · · α̂k,Nd−1]

T of each UT k should satisfy

d̂t,k −
1

√
PNp

(ΓΓ†DT
d,skF

H
p,e ⊗ qH

k )yp → 0. (55)
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In other words, for the high SNR cases, as Np → ∞, it can

be derived that

d̂t ≈







UH
H,1 ⊗ qH

1
...

UH
H,K ⊗ qH

K






yp = UH

HWH
Hyp. (56)

This concludes the proof.

APPENDIX C

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3

We begin by rewriting Jw,k as Jw,k = βk −
P
Np

β2
k|wH

k gk|2Γk, where Γk is given by

Γk = tr

(

ΓFH
d,sk

(

FdRd,kF
H
d + σ2‖wk‖2I

)−1

Fd,skΓ

)

=
1

σ2‖wk‖2
tr

(

ΓFH
d,sk

(

I− FdR
1
2

d,k

(

σ2‖wk‖2I

+R
1
2

d,kF
H
d FdR

1
2

d,k

)−1

R
1
2

d,kF
H
d

)

Fd,skΓ



 , (57)

with Fd,s = Fp,eDd,s, Fd =
[
Fd,1 · · · Fd,S

]
and Rd,k is

defined as

Rd,k = diag







∑

i∈K1

P

Np
βi|wH

k gi|2, . . . ,

∑

i∈KS

P

Np
βi|wH

k gi|2





⊗ Γ. (58)

In the light of the proof in Proposition 1, as Np → ∞, Γk

tends to be

Γk ≈ tr






Γ2






∑

i∈Ksk

P

Np
βi|wH

k gi|2Γ+
σ2‖wk‖2

Np
I






−1






= Np

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

γ2
ℓ

Ak,ℓ
. (59)

Therefore, as Np → ∞, it can be derived that Jw,k →
βk − Pβ2

k|wH
k gk|2

∑Nd−1
ℓ=0

γ2
ℓ

Ak,ℓ
= Jasy

w,k. At the optimal point

wk, the gradient of Jasy
w,k with respect to wk should vanish,

i.e., ∇wk
Jasy
w,k = 0. As a result, we can obtain that

gk · gH
k wk

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

γ2
ℓ

Ak,ℓ

= |wH
k gk|2

Nd−1∑

ℓ=0

γ2
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

(

PγℓGskΩskG
H
sk

+ σ2I
)

wk

= Ak

(

PGskΩskG
H
sk + vkI

)

wk, (60)

where Ak = |wH
k gk|2

∑Nd−1
ℓ=0

γ3
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

. By noticing the fact

that αwk can achieve the identical MMSE performance

with wk for any non-zero scalar α ∈ C, the optimal

wk should have the form in (39). According to (40), we

have vk ≥
(
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0
γ3
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

)(
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0
γ3
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

)−1

σ2 = σ2,

where the inequality comes from γ2
ℓ ≥ γ3

ℓ , ∀ℓ, due to

0 ≤ γℓ ≤ 1 in (28). Meanwhile, vk in (40) can be

rewritten as vk =

(
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0
γ2
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

)(
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0
γ2
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

γℓ

)−1

σ2 =
(
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0 pk,ℓγℓ

)−1

σ2, where pk,ℓ =
(

γ2
ℓ

A2
k,ℓ

)(
∑Nd−1

ℓ′=0

γ2
ℓ′

A2
k,ℓ′

)−1

, ∀ℓ. Notice that {pk,ℓ|∀ℓ}
can be viewed as a probability distribution because of
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0 pk,ℓ = 1. From the relation pk,ℓ ≥ pk,ℓ′ for γℓ ≥ γℓ′ ,

we can derive the inequality
∑Nd−1

ℓ=0 pk,ℓγℓ ≥ γ̄. Therefore,

an upper bound of vk can be obtained by vk ≤ σ2

γ̄ . This

concludes the proof.
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